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wwhut vowels should bu supplicd to each word, amd one generation
lenrued this tradition from its predecessor by oral instruction. In
different passages differenc vowels would have to Lo added to the
B0 consonants to make songe.  ‘Tho liability to error under this
systom was \'crf' groat, as may be scen by an examplo. Tho con-
sonanta PR with various vowols added might ropresent the words
‘¢ pair,” ** peer,” ¢ pfm, P tpore,” ‘“poor,” pure ” and many
moro, If in English books the consonants alone wero printed, 1t
would be extremely ditlicult, anu often impossible, to deetde which
of thess words PR ropresented.  For the inerranoy of the Massor-
otic text it is nccossary that from generntion to gencration the
Scribes down to tho Sth century a.n. shonld have made not the
slighteat mistuko in selecting the night vowels for every word inthe
0. 1. Thoe Verbal Theory, if it is to be logical and consistent, and
if it would shuan sclf-destruction, must dalueo the tremendous con

sequenco that, if tho Scribes made a single blunder, 1f a single
vowel or accent can be proved to bo wrong, tho authonty of the
Bible goes by the board, and Christinnity is shorn of Divine sane-
tion The risk is too great ; we cann ¢ tako it. ‘The prico is too
high ; we cannot pay it.  ‘The Septusgint, or Greek Bible, isquoted
in tho N.T. indiscrrmpinately with the Hebrew, 1t was the Bible
of the primitive Christiuns, and was tho 0.1 of the Church down
to the 5th century s.p. It was owing to Jerome (4204 n.) that the
Church is not to-day using it instead of the Hehrow, from which it
differs so considarably. 1, and not the Hebrew, was the O.T.
which th~ Fathers regarded as verbally inspired,  Butits numerous
varintions from the Hebrew and the confusion and blunders in its
own toxt show that the Noptuagint isanything but incrrant.  ‘Thus,
no ahsolutely incrrant teat, such as the Verbal Theory requites,
exists in Bnoglish, Greek or Hobrow. ‘I'hercfore the Thoory is mero
lumber. 11t were possible, regardless of facts, tosay thatthe text
at ame stago was inerrant, it would be necessary to ass:éat and to
prove the incrrarcy, infallibility and inspiration of all the ageuts
who had been engaged in producing the inoermné text, including,
according to the stage fixed on, the Seribes that chom the one
Hebrow exemplar, all the generations of Massorets who kuew the
right vowels and invented the vowel points, the Fathersof Antioch
who made the ¢ Syrvian” reconsion of the N.'I'., all the monks who,
in the dark ages did penanco by copying tho Scriptures, all tho
makers of versions from King Ptoleny’s translators to KingJames,

from Wyecliffe and Tyndale to the Compiny of Revisers ; and the
critics, {Vesteott and Hort, who by their critical judgment have
constructed the purest existing text.  But this, especially this last,
is more thin the most ardent k’crbal Inspirationist is prepared for.
His Theory breaks in picces under the strain,  If Verbal Inspirution
were necessary to the authority of the Scriptures, God woulid have
inspired not only the original writers, but also, wo must suppose,
overy copyiat, and so caused every transcript to be a fac-simtle of
the originnl.  But He did nothing of the sort. IHe allowoed the
copyists of the N.T., tor mstance, to pilo up crrors for 14 centunies,
unek then, through His servants Westcott and Hort, He made of
tliose very errors & means 18 eoffectual as inspiration would have
been, —and much moro satisfactory, because it can ho thoroughly
tested, —of restoring to tho Church in the 19th century the toxt of
the N 1. in alinost pristino perfection.  ‘Thus God at once indi-
cates Hig Providence in the care of the Holy Bible, and repudiates
us unuecessary and false, the "Theory of Verbal Ingpiration.

THE NIGIER CRITICISM,

ITE A third test of the Verbal Theory is its relation to the
results of the Higher Criticism.  Assuunnyg for the nonco the cor-
rectness of thosc results, ono oxamplo will snflice,  ‘T'o adopt with.
out inqury the speculiation of the Seribe that Moses wrote the
whole of the Pentateuch just as we have 1t, and that therefore it is
in overy part verbally inspired and inerrant, is easy enoogh, Ut
whon it is ascortained that the tirst six, and not the first five, books
of the Old Testament are really one work—a Hexateuch, not a
Pentatouch—and that the Hexatouch comprises the writings of
several anonymous authors (J, I5, P, D, ete.), whose works were
combined and reduced into their present form by a numbor of
redactora; then tho application of the Verbal Theory becomes
extremely difficult. "Thc only alternative to its abandonment is to
agsert the inerrancy and tnspiration of the unkunown authors and
redactors.  And t' [ is impossible when the two-fold narrativo of,
e.z., the Creation (uen. 1:1to2:4, and 2 : 4 1o 2 : 24), the Flood
(Gen. vi: 9 toviii : 19), the wives of Esau (Gen. xxvi . J4, 35 and
36:2.3), the deportation of Joszph (Gen. 37 : 12.36 and 39: 1 and
40: 15), and the Pla;viucs of Egvpt (IEx. 7:14, cte.) is looked at
when the varying amd sometimes amended haws, as e.g., the law
of tho plurality of Sanctuaries (Ex. 20: 24-2) and tho law of the
one Sanctuary {Deut. xu: 3, 13, 14): arc consrdered 5 and when it
is noticed that such men as Samuel (1 Sam. vi: 4), of the tribe of
Ephraim, and David (2 Sam. v1: 13, 17 18) and Solomon (1 Kiuga
;35 viie 2 22, 545 53, 56) of the tribe of Judah, discharged with.
out blame pricstly functions, which by the law were counlined to
the tribe o¥ Levi and the houso of Aaron. .

THE OLD TESTAMENT CANON,

1V. The fourth test of tho Verhal Theory 1s the history of the
Canon of Collection of inspirerl authoritative books ealled the Bible.
The Verbal theory regards the Bible as one book, homogencous and
of equal authority in all its parts.  But the Bible s really a library,
a litoraturc of mauny books by many authors, mostly anonymous,
aud written at different times oxtending over many centurics.
Each of thesn hooks was acparately published and circalated. Now
all are gathered into one Collection,  'The fact of a book being m
that Collection stamps it with Divino anthority. Many of the
books make no direct cluite to that authority. Their being in the
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Collection depends on the judgment of those who placed them
there, The Verbal Theory requires o those personas absolute
incrrrancy, M they were not inervant, they might havo blundered
into admitting an uninspited or eveluding an nspired bHook, "The
Canon may be said to have begun with the promubmtion of Deut
cronomy by Kung Josiah in the 7th century e, (2 Kings axni : 3).
Then in the Sth century e, Ezra and Nelemah (Neh, vin: 1-9)
added Gen., Exod,, Lev., and Nun,, and formed the Pentateunch,
contarmng and calied the Toralt o Law of Moses, After thae
timo the Prophetr were gradually added through popular use,
though they wero still vegutded as mferior to the Law, and wero
not written on the same rolls.  The Pealter was added ow m§ to ity
uso in the Temple service ; and finally before 100 e, the Hagto-
gapha, or Racred Writings, comprising the r maining books of the
0.1, were added, on grounds that aro unknown.  The Canon was,
howerer, stall open 1 the time of Chrst, the clmms of certan
books bemyg yoet under debate, and it wus not finally completed till
the losoof the st century a v The debated books werv ealled
Antilegoniena, or ** books spoken against.”  Among theso were tho
Apocryphal books and fragments still found in the Septuagnn,
which wure tinally shut out of the Hebrew canon,  ‘Uhe other
dobated books, Chron., Prov., Ezok., Eccl., Esth., and Song of
Songs, werv finally admitted.  The adnnssion of Iizek. wussecured
by Rabbt Hananinh, who hved i the time of Christ, and tho
Talmud says (Hagige [: 8n) tho price he got for lus decision was
300 measures of oil. Lecl. und tho Song of Songs wero aduntted by
the Assembly of Scribes at Jumma in 90 A.p,, but only by a
majority voto; and but for the violencs and anathemns of Rubbt
Akiba, the Song of Songs would have been excluded (Mishng,
Jadnim 3, 3).  Tho process of formmyg the 0L Canon was thuy o
twofold onu of seloction and rejoctivn of books, un 1 the agents were
the Scribes.  On their judgment, the O, a8 1t stands, 1y recensed
by Christiang as contaning mspived Seriptures nud nothing besides,
What istho guarautee that the Neribes did not muke mustakes?
The only guarantee that will suit the Verbal Theory 1s the mer-
vaucy, wiallibitlity aud wspiration of the whole trbe of Nenbes,
including Rabbi Akiba, n supporter of Bar Kokhba, the fulno
Mesginh, and ncluding those very Seribes and Phaitsees who mude
the tremendous blunder of rejecting tho Christ.

THE NEW TESTAMENT CANON,

The ¢ *; Christians got from the Jows with the O1% the

notion of a « anon, ‘The Christians had sacted bovks of their own,
which they read publicly in tho churches.  In the fixt half of the
Ond century A.b. they began to place these in the samo rank as the
O.T., and this was the beginning of the N.'I. Canon.  The process,
as with the O.T., wae one of selection and rejection of the great
mass of litorature in circulativn,  Local collections were tirst made,
Theso differcd from ono another and from the NI\ as we have 1,
both us to books included and bouks excluded, The Chuech
cach district felt at liberty 1o make s own selection, and cach
Father had his own list of authoritative books. It was not tGll the
beginning of tho Sth century s.u. that all ditferences disappenred,
unﬁ the N.I% Canon, as we have 1t, was tacitly agiced on by all
excopt the Syrian Church.  The first hst exactly the same as our
N T, is that decieed by the provincial Councils of Carthage o 347
and 419 A.p. Al the books now in the N.'I. were, howover, in
some local collection before the end of the 2ud century .. 5 and
some were without question placedin all tho collections from the
first  These, ealled Homologoumena, or books ** ngreed on, were
tho Four (;ospols, Acts, tho Epistles of Paul, 1 I'eter and 1 John,
Before the middio of the 2nd contury A b, the Four Gospels, ns
conlaining tho words and deeds of Christ, wore regarded by all as
being Seripture just as much as the Law, the Prophets and the
Psalins  They were selected out of a host of fragmentary gospels
(Luke i : 1), heretical gospels, us that of Marcion, and apocryphaul
gospels, such us those of the Hebrews, the Egyptiaus, and Veter,
which wero highly regarded for # tume in some localities, but were
tinally rejected. ‘The date of tho composition of the N.I. books
must not be confused with the date of their adnussion to the Canon,
Townrds the beginning of the 2nd century there were two mamn
streams of N.'T. text, the Weatern aud the Neutral, showing great
divergencies. (Westeott and Hort, 150), The autographs in the
origmnl writers, the one source of these two divorgent streams,
=1ust be placed well back into the 18t century, in order to account
for these two texts with their numetous nand marked divergencies,
Thereforo, by a purely scientific method it 1s proved that the NI,
(with tho possible excoption of a small portion ; Westeott and Hort,
368) existed within the hifctime of the Apostle John. This fact
destroys at once blow the Mythical Theory of Strauss and the
Tendeney Theory of Baur, and for cver precludes every other
speculation requiring, like them, that the date of the compomtion
of the N.T. books be placed later than the Apostolic age.  Of the
N.T. Antilegomena, thets wero twvo classes.  One comprised booky
now in the N.T., but whose claim was for centuries debated,
‘T'hese are Hebrews, the'Apocalypse, James, 2 Peter, 2.John, 3John,
audJude. Titl about the end o})t,lm fth century the Church i the
West refasald to plnee Hebrews, and the Churchim the East, with
the exception of Alexandrin, refased to place the Apocaly pse m the
Canon.  Tho debate then died oat, to be renewad at the Reformn.
tion. Luther disputed the claim of Hebrews, James, Jude and the
Apocalypse, nud placed them at tho end of his German Bhible.
Calvin, in his Autrdote to the Council of Trent, says the question as
to certain booksbeing in the (anon must remain open.  The other
class of Antilegomena comprised those books which for centuries
were roganlied and quoted as Scripture and were read i churches,

(Concludid next tweeck.)



