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We hoar ro xauch in our day of danger
 and defuction, of scoptivis, of thorevision
or destraction of old ercods and confessions,
snd evon of tho Bible itself, passing away
nk supernapusted and effete, thut it does
nob seena out of place in & gathering of this
gort to ugk the questions:

Aro wo Iv continne fo bolieve that all
Sovipture is given by nspiration of God?
Can wo fully assure ourselves that Clod
at sundry times and in divers monners
sprke in time past unto the fathers by the
prophots, und hath in these last days
spoken unto us by His Son ?

Have wo satisfactory evidence to wav.
rant us in affirming that God made choice
of certain porsons to whom he commuinica-
ted a rovolation of His will, and that He by
the special operation of His Spiril rendered
them infallibl in xecording this revelation,
and selezting from varions sources the ma.
terials which we find incorporated in the
books of the Bible v

Aro wo to acceol this entire volume ns
of divine authority ?

These avo questions which are pressed
with pecouliar force upon the Christian
mind at the prosent day; and what can be
said upon them in a paper of this sort mnst
bo incompletoand in briefest cutline, It
appears to me that thero iz a very exton.
sivo intreductory work to be done before
wocan approach the questlon ofinspiration
—u work imposed ugn vy the sceptical
spirit and form of modern  1ught and in.
yestigation.

Tt ennnot bo concealed that there aro
speculntions and theories claiming to be
founded in sound philosophy and scienco,
~ome of them very ancient but now repro-
duced as discoveries, and otliers projected
for the first time, which we must ecneounter
and sct asido before we can gain a fair
hearing, or roach aproper starting-point for
our doctrine. Glance for a moment at
somo of these.

Atheismn, in its many modern forms, ad-
mits of no such dootrine. Unleszs we can
drive men from its seorot lurking places
they cannot take in the idea of a God-given
book for the very obvious reason that in
their apprehensions there is no God to de-
liver such a volumo to man,

Pantheism, which in its various forms
holds probably & wider sway than any other
antitheistic system, is equally hostile ton-
spiration. Tf wo concede Spinosa’s central
proposition that Beingis one and indivis-
ible, ¢ substantia una ef unica,” that God
and His works are so commingled as to be
indistinguishable from each other, then
wo plead in vain, such personal att.ibutes
nnd acts on His part as are requisite in
communicating a revelation to mankind.

Materialiem sets asido inspiration. The
God of the Materialist like that of the
Pantheist, is devoid of Personnlity, strangely
diffused throughout all nature as an unin-
telligent force, a mere causality, or a blind
and absolute law.

Indeed, some recent disciples of this
school seom willing to dispense with even
this vague and shadowy God ; thoy require
only matter—of tho origin of which they
either neglect or refuso to give us any ac-
gount—in order to evolve from it * every
form and quality of life,” Thisis Profes-
sor Tyndall'slast public confession. TFor

tho Creation and government of the uni-
varse ho requires no God but matter. But
there is nothing new in this except the
peculiar vagueness of the terms in” which
tho Professor’s Ged is defined.  Othors long
ago uttered the same sentiments. Schell-
ing and Carlyls speak of God as force, and
an the eternal movement of the universe, in
very much she same sense as Tyndall $alks
of **tho promiso and potency of matter.”
In fact, the wholo Oriental world anticipa-
ted all of them by many long centuries in
advancing this creed, and regarded God as
somchow slumbering and concealed in
matter as *the unconscivus ground of
being.”

But what are we to do with all these and
kindred theories? Aro wo to allow them
to pnss unchallenged? It is frequently
said that our work isto preach the Gospel;
and this is true, but not the whole truth.
We are *set for the defence’ as well as
thie propagation of the Gospel. We are to
hold fast as well as to hold forth the Word
of Life. We must by ail means be in
earnest in saving souls, but equaily in
enrnest in striking down the enemies that
deceive and destroy them. Or in other
words, we must understand clearly what
work wo can .nd should doin secking to
save men. I have noiden {hat it is the

e duty of the man who is loyal to God and the
Bible te stand by meekly offering no resist
enco t* - <o who would rob uws of the
truth; .. lL- contrary I beliove it to be a
very essential part of Gospel work in the
present day to expose the folly and wicked
ness of Atheism, Pantheism, Materinlism,
and the rest; and Theologians must go
aside from tho old besten path to meet nnd
overthrow the enemy in tho by-ways which
ho makes for himself, 1 do not say that
thoy aro to preach scienco and philasophy ;
no, these would be wretched substitnteg—
husks to offer the souls of men, instead of
the livicg Word—but thay require tn write
and to publish philosophy and <ewnes.
They require by o patient and zomprehen-
sivo 39u3 , not of medimval schalitiera,
but of tho facts and laws of natural seience,
snil of the relations botween matter nnd
spirii, to oxposo tho hasty dograntism of
Materiatiste, They must meet other er
rorists, ton, wpon their own grounds, and
fight over agniz the old battles of Theism
and raise the ndvoentes and abetiors of all
guch follies out of the barbarie darkness
info which they have descanded, to the ap.

prehionsion ot the grand fundamental and
rol olementary truth winch we, teach our
ittlo chiidien in tho Sundiy-schionl, * that

It sppeara £ e that by aound philoso.

by zod solemce we can bring men the
fength of belng Theist, Thero ia an Bvau-
gelivul Ratiovalisn, n legitimate and most
valuable uso of reason, in this sonneation
which we wannot despise or condomn.
From n, proper nnderstanding of the facts of
consolquaness, which ave just as real as
anythify which nataral soience can ad.
vaneo, and tho reality of which must ba
conceded bofora sclence is possible, mun
xary oxsve &t the conviation that God s,
and from this go on toleaxn all the grand
tyuths rovesied by God's works, ov tho les-
sons of notural religion, But until they
arrive at thig stago, until the Divine exis.
tonce, in o clear and proper asnse, is ace
knowledged, it is nseless to propose to them
any dootiine of inapiration.

Horo ngain lot mo guard myself against
 being misunderstood. I do notany that by
( the means propossd we can make them
Cliistiaus, or save their souls~uo ; but we
may sitain that which the A ostle deemed
dosirable his day when he spoko of certain

ersons whose  moutbs must be stopped.”

o may deter and prevent them from de-
stroying others ; and mayeven bring them.
selves within the reach of saving truth.
When disarmed of their deadly wenpons
thoy may be open fo the power of the liv-
ing word., PTanl found it nececsary to re-
move the fatal dagger from the Pagan jails
or’s hand, to cry to him with a loud voice,
« Do thysolf no harm,” before he said to
him, * Believe in the Lord Jesus Christ,
and thou shalt be savad and thy house.”

Azlif you find s mau drank, bolpless
ard besuttod in the gutter, what is your
firat word with him ? You must lift him up
aad nurse and sober him before you can
preach the Gospel to him. And so if you
find a mhn’s mind Poisoned, dolirious, ut-
terly paralyzed through materinlism or
any sinailar systom, you must restore_ him
to propor rationality bofors you can speak
tho Gospol to hisheart, with the hope that
the Holy Ghost may give him life and
load him to accopt tho Word as divine and
the warrant of saving faith.

But suppose we bring men this length,
the length of being Theist, wo are far from
having them on solid ground with respect
to Inspiration.

It is o lamentable fact, with whlch overy
scholar is acquainted, that many opinions
have been a?lvnncod by those who have
agreed in affirming the Divine existoncs,
whichare ns dangerous and subversive of
tl:e truth as those to which we have just
referred.

Such is tho case with all rationalistic at.
terapts to deal with the question of Inspira-
tion. I now uso the term rationalistio m
its offensive sense; and cannot wait to
siate, much less to refute, tho many
strange notions nhich como undor this
torm.

Tako one examplo out of many—the
theory assoeiated with the namne of the dis-
tingui s1 ed Schleicrmacher ; and this is se-
lected, not as the worst, but as one of tho
most devout looking theories which Ger-
many has produced, It is not athoistic.
1t grants the Divino existonce, and affirms
that God is tho Crentor of the universe and
the Redeemer of sinful men, and that Ho
twico mnterposed in a su erngtural mannor
in the affairs of the world ; first, in the cre-
ation of man; and, secondly, in the incar-
nation of Jesus Christ; but, aside from
theso two instances, all that is embraced in
human lustory is untural. The origin and
the contents of tho Bible are to bo nec-
counted for on natural principles. It is the
natural outgrowth of the life of the Church;
and hence as this spiritual life rises or sinks
the teachings of this velume improve or de-
tortiorate. In tho earlier portions of it, ac-
cordingly, wo have crude aud imperfect
utterances, utterancoes which cannot be
placed on a level with the verified resulis
of modern scientific research, and this is
owing to tho primitive and relatively un-
educated stato of the Church: but as the
world grows older, and men advancs in
knowledge and culture, wo observe a
marked improvementin the sacred wiitings,
until at lust humanity aud religious
lifo are perfected in the person of Jesus
Christ, and then wethave tho highest forms
of what wo call revelation, which, howaerver,
aro notlnng more than the developments of
tho human intellest without any specinl
divine incerposition.

Such is the theory. And it is not sur-
prising that 1t should be regarded with
favor by a certain class of literally and
sciontific men. 1t mmmsters abundantly to
human ambition and vanity. The his-
torian, the poet, the novelist, can all accopt
this dnetrine, whatever their ennduct and
general opinions may bo, and take no small
credat to thomsclves in educating the world
up to the pomnt at which the highest
foums of 1evelation bLecome possible.
Scientists can Lold this notion and dream
awny abuut the develupment of all crea
tures from a few primordial germs, or the
ovolution of them from matter or from
nothing. Indeed, it is the natural ally of
tho doctrine of development, which, for the
momo.t, scems to bo almost universally
dominant. Theologiaus of tho Max Muller
school can nccept ilns theory while they
work out a science of religion and seo in all
veligions genns and elements cf truth, and
finally regard them all as equally divine, or
rather equally human,

And why should we reject a doctrine so
gonerally popular?

Not because it advocutes o gradual ur
i folding of divine truth. This wo beliove to

have Leen God’s method of making known
His mnd to men. Ho gave them hero a
little and there a little, and carried them
forward step by step from the truths suit-
able to tho oarly ages of tho world to the
fullesr mamfestations of Hia wilt wiueh the
Cliurch on earth is to enjoy. We can hold
this view and at the saine time bolievo that
God's first utterances swore ag infallibly trno
as His last. Henco we do net reject tho
phase of raticnalisma veferred {o, becanso it
teaches a gradual development of Diviao
truth; but we reject 1t beenuse it ignores
God as tho author ot His own Word nnd
makes man tho suthor of what we shall
show lie has received from God, 8o much

God 13 & Spint” —not o force, not g law,
but n spint, a person, and as such possossed
of freedom aud other personal attiibutes;
and thal heis * infinite, eternal, azd un.
changeablo 1 his being, wisdom, power

for ono form of rationalism &3 1t deals wath
tho question of Ingmiration.

Take another, that which gives speeial
Prominonco to God's providonce, and which
1as boon sometimes callbd the Providentinl:

holiness, justice, goodness and truth,

thoory.

In this oage God is roprozented as guiding
and controliing the oceursenco of all vvents;
but in doiny so He ndhwres to coriain
otornal lawa, from which the elightest do.
pasture is impossible, and honee, if we are
to have any dootring of Taspivotion, i
must bo conmstently with this adheronce
to oternal laws, We may, indeca, regard
mon ug inspived whon, by o happy com-
bination of eircumstances, they nre olevated
to & higher plane of knowledzo and re-
ligious exporience thian otiscts, o whon God
works in & spevialdegroo on their intuitional
consoivasness, In ihis wonse Plato and
Soerates ns woll as Panl sud John wero in-
spired or rondered suposior to othor men
intellectunlly oaud apirituslly ; but their
utterances contained nothing but the ofi-
apring of thoir own minds. hey had no
oxtornal rovelation from God.

Thus Newraan declaves: ¢ An authori-
tative external revelation of moral and
spiritusl tinth s essentinlly unposuble to
man,”

Duvidson, in his wtroduction to the Old
TPostament, says: ** Whon the prophets
spoke of tho worl of tho Liord comung to
thom, or whon they bagan their messags by
¢ thus #aith the Lord,’ it is not meant that
the Deity really spoke to their extoynal
organs of hearing, or that thoy recoived a
distinet commission to write, They were
moved by their own spirifual impuleo to
utter or write tho extraoxdinary intmtions
of trath which tho Spirii enabled (thom to
reach. God spoke to them, not by & mra-
sulous communication, foreign to human
oxporience, but by the inward voice of
spiritual consciousness, which daily and
hourly telis overy one, if he will listen,
wlmtbl,xis work in this world 18, and how he
should do it."

In theso opinions Ooleridge, Arnold,
Meurice and many others substantially
agree. They hold, to use the words of one
of their number, that the writers of the
Biblo ** ¢éxperienced an inspication the sare
a8 what every beliover enjoys.” The Ilely
Ghost wrought in prophets and apostles as
e does in all the children of God, but not
in such a sense as to mako themea class by
thomsolves, divinely chosan and super-
naturally ondowed: and their wrtings
should be regarded only a8 a record of the
dovotional sontiments and opinions of men
highly favored of the Lord.

To accopt this theory, ngain, is mani-
fostly to give up all that is distinetive in
our doctrine; to abandon miracles,
propheoy, inspiration, is in fact to selasido
tho wholo Bible. It is not worth while
contendin,, for inspiration in tho senso of
this theory, for if the sacred writers were 1n
no wiso endowed beyond ** what every be-
liover enjnys,” thero is nothing to hinder us
in this enlightened age, with our superior
educational advantages, and our sccess to
the oxporience of past ages, to far surpass
thom, and to produce a much botter book
than the ono which has beon so0 long ro-
gorded as the Word of God. Wo drop tins
schome, therefore, as unworthy of a place,
or of any countenaneo in Christian theo-

ogy.

Equally hopeless is it to defend the
Divino authority of this volume by falling
back upon any one of thoe theories of partial
inspiration. [t has baon asserted, from the
12&1 contury down to cur own day, that
thero are different degrees of inspirvation.
That the law is i tlus respect supertor to
the Prophots, and they again are supovior
to the Hagiographa, Some havo hold that
the thoughts, but not the words, of the
sacrod writers were inspired; othors have
urged that tho Holy Ghost rendered the
writers mfallible in all dcetrinal matters,
but allowed them to err in history, geo-
graphy and science generally; while not a
few are disposed to mutilate the Word of
God by accepting cortain portions of it &s of
Divine suthority, such as the Now Testa-
ment or the discourses of our Lord, and
rcjecting the rest as unworthy of con-
fidenco.

But is it not plain that if such liborties
ag these aro to bo taken with the volume it
is scarcely worth while retaining any por-
tion of it? Wo may as well cast the whole
of it overboard at once. If certain por-
tions aro inferior to others in point of
Divine authority and recuracy, if there has
been no infalhble guidanee enjoyed in the
selection of words,and no safeguard against
error in history and scionce, and if certain
parts, wholo booksin fact, are to hebrandad
a8 not trustworthy, thou the volume sinks
far below a 1 respectable human produc-
tion that iesues from the press.

And is this tho melancholy conclusion
that wo are forced to adopt ? By no means.
Wo aro far from surrondering the old doc-
trine of the Catholic Chnreh as untenablo or
indefensible. Wo may not ho able to nccopt
all the arguments by winch 1t has boen
mainted, but the doctrine itselt romains
andisturbéd amid all the nose aad boast-
ing of modern scepticism; and wlile wo
hear so much about destructive criticism 1t
may be well for us to_fix distinetly in our
munds tio things wlhich remain.

It secms to me that we can safely rest
our doctrive on tho fulluwing propositions.

1st.—that there is nothing mprobable
or impossible in the miraculous inspirntivn
of men to whum God rovealed lus mill.

And here, at the very outset, I join
issuo with all theorics referrad to, which
labor to remove the iniraculous “.cm the
discussion of this question. On tho con-
trary, I maintain that inspiration involves
a miraclo as truly rs the incarnztion of the
Sou of God, or tho restoration of the dead
to lifo again, and the inspiration which is
not miraculous, a has been already hintod,
is not worth defending.

But what is a miracle ? Many nnswers
have been given to this question. The ono
which appenre to ey minl satisfuctory is
{his, and is expressed with a slight meodifi-
eation in the word. of Hobbes. A muaclo
is a work of God, aside from His usual
mosde of nctin(_{:, and may be employed by
Him to aceredit His messengor.

Is it, on tho faco of it, improbable or im.
possible that such works should oceur ?

A miraclo is o work of God, and henca I
do not need to wait to prove that it 13 pos.
gible I know that devout scientific men
havo volunteered their testimouny n favor
of the possibility of mirazles. They have
said, for oxnmaple, that in tho record of the
rocks théy sce conclasive ovidence of sdo.
cossive creative nots by which ono order of

creatures and then-anothoi nppeared upon | b

tho sligo of Leing, But such preof sceins

to mo quite unuLCEEIOLY, for this ressvon,
thet o axk mo to prove that a mivacle is
ogsiblo, i the swms thing 83 to ask mo
o prova that Clod ocan work, and this iz
what no szne man will domand from e,

But does not the form of divine notivity,
which we denvminnte mhaculons, involve
the contradiction or infruction of natuval
lawa? By no meana, Theso laws simply
indicate Cod’s usnal or ordinary modes of
soting; and these mairacles avo just anothor
muda of aoting, aud, surely, no one can
imagine that Gedis so0 fottored by law as to
be ineapable of going asule from ths nor-
b mal conrse of aotion. And why should
o contradict himself when He does po?
You ean oxorciso your personal freedona
and turn sside to many spocisl coursos of
aotion withont incesantly econtradioting
yoursolf; and will you graut less than this
to Jehoval? DMirzeles are not unforseen,
or onb of time aud place to Him. They
gurprise aud startle ns boeauso of our_ig-
norancs of God'a government, b\x.t to Him
thoy are notnaw or surprising, sinco thoy
always had o placo in His mighty plan.

But Isaid that a miracle is & work of
God, and hence [ have no ditfienlty in
accepting the very greatest that can bo in-
volved 1 this question of inspieation, or re-
corded in the Bible. . .

Some persons do osperiones grave diffi-
culty in,this connoetion, and this, perhaps,
is the voot of all the curtong theories of in-
gpiration which bave disgraced theology.
The persons who advance them are at a
Ioss to understand how God could look
after tho dietation of all the words of the
Bibla, and how, winle doing this, he cox_lld
allow each writer to have his own peculiar
style, and how Ho coulu conciliate thus in-
fallible gnidance with hwsan freedom, or
how He, a spirit, could spea's to the cars of
men and give them an external revelation
of Divine things.

Now oll this is of precisely tho same
nature as tho perplexities which peoplo ex-
poxience about thostory of the deluge, or of
Jonah, or of Balaam's ass speaking, or of
tho sun standing still while Joshua was
fighting against the Amoriles. Such a
miraclo as this, the sudden arresting of the
wotld in its revelution upon its axis, the
say, would involve the dorangement an
ruin of tho wholoe uuiverse.

We answer, so it would if leit to you to
manage. DBut when God sets to His
hand to work is there anythung too hard
for Him to do? Tho fact 1s that the me-
ment you grant that o miraclo is tho work
of God, you need not feel bound to find
out littlo miracles for Him to perform ; you
may, on the <untrary, hold that tho groater
tho work .ho moroe it is in harmony with
what § becomng its Omnipotent author.
Insteaq, therefore, of straimug every point
and tryir 2, ns hasso frequently been done
under rational inflacnce, to find out with
how little of Divino interposition I can
makeo up the B:bie, my mind is quite open
to the conclusion thatit is rot in thoe slight-
ost degree improbable or impassible that
the whole Bible is full of God, that ¢ ai
%cr(i]pturo is given by the inspiralion of

o .l'

20d.—Take now a second proposition
upan which wo rest our doctrine, viz: that
an appoal to tho Bible itself will mako it in-
conltrovertibly eovident that it contains
superhuman elements, or thatit is not tho
product of the human mind. Surely this
13 a fair enongh way of dealing with tho
question. I do not say, at this stage, as is
said in s0 many standard books on tho sub-
ject, that thoe writers claim to be inspired,
and, thereforo, thoy waro inspired. This is

a prtitio  prineipif, & begaing of the
question. An impostor might seck to sus-

tain his pretensions by testifying in hiz own
favour, by saying that Lo was inspired.
Avoiding this method, thon, what I ask
the sceptic to do is to read this book and
disregard, in tho moeantime, what tho writ-
tors say of themsolves or of each other,
and lock exclusively at thoe contonts of the
rocord which they make.

The very silenco of theo men is super-
human. Take for example the much de-
bated account given of creation. It isox-
pressed in afow brief sontonces which con-
tain enough, but no too much. Had it
contained a full seientific deseription of the
structure of the earth and of the rolations
and movementa of the beavenly bodies, it
would have mevitably contradieted the ex-
perience and humited observation of the
early ages of the world, and must have led
to the rojection of the entire volume. Be-
gides, such an account would have cripplod
the humaa intellect by cutting off the field
of investigation &nd discovery. But ns it
is, when tho subjests 1n question are scien-
tifically and thovoughly examined the brief
opening seutonces of tho Book of Qenesis
aco found to necord porfectly with tho vori-
fied rosults of scienco.

Take anothor example of this superhu.
man silonce.  We have it 1o the manner 1n
which the nearnation of Jesus Chnst 1s
touchod by the sacred w.itors. They raiso
none of tho curivus questons of the medi-
mval theology in this councction, They
simply gite us one sublune utterauce mado
to the Virgin. " The Holy Ghost shall
como upon thes, aud the puwer of the
Highest shull overshiadow theo, whoreforo
alsa that holy thing which shall be born of
tliee, shall bo oalled the Sen of God.” Thia
ignall—no attompt at proof or explanation,

Then wohavono specific deseription of
our Lord's porsonal appoarnnce, of His
co.mplean, His stature and such hko; and
His Livgraphors bestow no praise upox
Hitm whon e mamfosts tho very Inghest
forms of virtue and wisdom, or performs
th'o most beneficont and amazing deods.
Why tlus restraint or silonze # It 18 hu-
wan or superhumsan ?

But letus not arguo from what is not
aaid ; let uvs take some specrmens of tho
communtentions made by these writers,
Aud hero woventura to sny that Jie  Deca.
'loguo 43 a. genorulization of human duty

could not have onigzinatod 10 the human in
tolloct. ‘Wolhnvo notinag iko 1t i all hu.
man logislation. Aud if ‘anytinng can bo
rogardod as auporhuman, it is the minute
and accurato kn vwledgo of distant future
g'{;cnhlz; lsluz:h kuowlodge thesa writora

undantly evinse, v ili
ox'i\‘inples.y Take o fow familiar

. Thoy foretold tho birth of Jesng o
oireumstances of it, ns woll as the ?1%;353
of Mig lifo and doath, I know ihat it lins

osnxglandorously 83id that these were no
prodictions; that the biographora of Josus-

!

formit,

a ) i ——
ngrosd to apply thews ancient i I -
to their kevo; but thet wo havene rﬁm’k“
beliave that the writers of the Hebr.t" £
seriptares had pay special insloht gty ?" %
ture ovents, No a<sortion could ) -

groundless thon this,  And lmppi[; Yaozg

srgument, but unfoxtunately for uxif;){;’? :
lesz mode of denling with provhoay, we hye: &
in the mame Old Testnraout veritings d\’," )
elnrations yespesting kinydoms nnd‘ciﬁv
for the proof of the fuliilment of whicy, ;:a
not dopendent npon the testitnony of fo 8
Evangolista who migitt b aceused of c,;ll,‘
Tusion m order to ~xalt and dofy their My,
tor  Wa havem those instances the ing,y,
trovertiblo testimony of the ruins of e
citioa which five broken silunes ip 'ﬁg M
vory hands of the infidel and have dogly, B
od that the saered wiiters, nges befyr, B
minutely desenbod their doom, '

Then, in the Now Testament wa havy &
redictions . to the de-traction of Jemyg, B
em, tho disporsion of the Jows, the Jiffy,
sion of tho Gospel, the conversion of thy B
Gentiles, and tho rise nnd progress of fhy 8y
Papicy. ;

What proof bave we that tho persop; B
moking theso announceraents posossed 5 §
foll and accurate knowledge of futyr B
events? Wo point to soven mulions of Y
Jows seattored over the wholo world, ang
to millions upon milions of Gentile ¢op.
verts, onrselyes among thom, and ty i,
lions of Llind nnd abject slaves of # the may
of sin,” as witnesses m this cage,

But not to multiply instauces of thiy
sort, we now press the scepre with thy
question: Dnes nut reason, does ot com.
mon honesty, compel you to confess tha
these eiemon s in the Bouok are superhy.
mon ?  Account, then, for their origin, It
they are not fiomthe human mind whenes
aro thoy ?  Our account of them is shey
and simple. They avo God-given, And
this besng &5, we do not care to perple
wursolves a3 to Rhow Cod gave them,
whothor by drcams, or visicus, or words
addressed to the ears of mou, or by revel
ations conveyed in some inoxplicable man.
ner to human consciousness.  The mods of
Divino operation in giving us fruth iy net
what wo wish to dotermine, bub the grest
Sact that thes volume is the yecord of the
yovoiation which He has given,

But suppose it eancednd that thare s
certain Divine clements in this volume,
how ave we to reach the plenary inspiration
of tho wholn? We answer by a very
simple and conclusive method which wil
Ea made apparent by ou third proposition,
viz 1

8rd.~—That Jesus Christ was neither de-
ceived nor n decoiver. Ho was whal bs
professed to be. 'To entrr upon tha diseus.
sion of this question wuld laud us far be.
yond the proper limits of this paper. Suft
fico 1it, therefore, to say that wa have risen .
from the imhent examination of very '
much of what has beon written by friends
and by foes tonching tho hfs and character
of Josus, with the proposition just anuonng.
od thoroughly establishod in onr mind.
What follows fromx this? If Josus was
what Hoe professed to be, then Ho was in-
fallible, If Ho was not mistaken or deceiv-
ed, then Ihs testimony 1 tins matterof in-
spiration is final. And Ho did most as-
suredly accopt, not certaun portious of the
01d Testament, but the whole of it, asgiven
by God, as tho Word of Johovah. In this
sonso Ho sot Iis seal distinetly to the Law,
the Prophets and tho Iagiographa; and
Ho promised that H.s Apostles who wers
to complote the canon of Scripture, should
be guided infallibly by the Spirit in thelr
specches and writings.

Thus wo reaca the plarary inspiration of
the whole volume. Wa have the doctrizg
from $he hips of Jesus.  Apd here wo might
ond our argument. B, instead of doin
80, wo submit & fourth proposition, whic
is usually, but unfortunately, as I think,
placed ou the foregronnd, viz :—

4th.—That tho writors of this Book
claim to bave been inspired. To begin
with this declavation seems to me abeggiog
of the question.

The vory thing which we desire to ascer
tain is, woro they inspived ; nud surely, 4
a matter of arguntent, this should not be
taken for granted at tho outset. But, hav.
ing discovered that there is nothing im-
probablo or impassiblu in the miraclo 1
quired iri‘order to inspiration, and havi
been foreed by an examination of the Book
to concludo that it is not tho product of the
human intellect, or that it must bo from
God ; having found that Jesus Chuist was
what Ho professed to be, Divinoand_infal-
lible, and that He testified tv the Divine
origin of this Book ; and being well assur
that these men weie no enthusiasts, bub
calta and Lonest, en of high moral charse:
tor and thoroughly trustworthy, we thi
it now quite fair to ask, did they claim any
such supernatural endowments ns we €8
tabhishn their bohalf? And you knew the
answor. Thoy did.  You have the answet
given i exlenso in any ordinary treatise
on mspiration. i

And now I havoonly timoe to onuncizle,
without illustration, the remmumng propos:
itions of roy argumont.

5th.—Tho sciontific and Instorio discov-
eries of the prosent day, instead of unsett-
ling our doctrinw, are dmly affording gtrong
confirmations of il. ”

6th.—Tho living power of th.s Word it
not diminished. 1t is folt and ackncs ed‘g-
od more at this day throughout tha W2
than i any former period of lustory, o
by all, by peasants and pruces, by barbar
1ans and schiolars, Thoro 18 confossodly 8
univarsal mfluenco diffuced by the b°.°ls
throughout the nations, and 1f you_ask 8
opponents what 13 the character of t}llst‘}:‘o
fluenco, they are bourd m lonesty, 11 vit
light of history and raason, to say t 3Th°
is more than human, thatit is divine. elt
most bitter fnd detormmed smong & °n_
ranks foel now unable to argue “"“J“us
to the lifo aud charactor of 025!-
disqunlifies a mun in auy way to bo o mble
happy and usoful citizen, They feel “.“?1 o
to firhush proof that tho fullost subjcotl‘fmi_
the hutnan soul to all the laws and l’:" e
ples of tho Gospel js_found o opord :om'
juriously to tho individual, to ﬂnee o
Tasnity, or to the nation—they feel thcw be
of the ovils which aflliot socioty &F8 G
traced logieally and legitimately to “‘?n‘ ood
influenico of thigbook. Thoy cunf indeos
pointto tho blood-stained pago of = ',
astion] History, strifos, discords am-t (ghris'
cutions flowing from tho peryersion©

1

) Tad 3
tian principles, but thoy bave disgornmcs



