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“No—not at all—nothing of the kind. On the contrary, we welcome these
books. We ask every missionary to study their contents a_nd thankfully lay
hold of whatsoever things are true and of guod report in them. But we
warn him that there can be no greater mistake than to force these non-Churis-
tian bibles into conformity with some scientifle theox;}' of devclopmeup, .a.nd
then point to the Christian's Holy Bibleas the crowning product of religious
evolution. So far from this, these non-Christian bibles are all develf)pments
in the wrong direction, They all begin with some ﬂashes. of true light and
end in utter darkness. Pile them, if you will, on the l'elt side of your study
table, but place your own Holy Bible on the right side—all by itself—all
alone—and with a wide gap between.

«And now, Icrave permission at least togive two gom_] reasons for ventur-
ing to contravene, in so plain-spoken @ manner, the favorite philosophy of the
day. Listen to me, ye youthful students of theso-called Sacred Books of the
East, search them through and through, and tell me, do they affirm of Vygsa,
of Zoroaster, of Confucius, of Buddha, of M olmm.med, what our Bible
affirms of the Iounder of Christianity—that fle, a sinless Man, was made
Sin? Not merely that he is the eradicator of win, but that He, the sinless
Son of man, was himself made sin. Vyasa and the o-ther l‘punders of Hi‘ndu.
ism enjoined severe penances, endless lustral \\:ashmgs, mcessanf, purifica-
tibns, infinite repetitions of prayer, painful pilgnmz}ges,.arduol‘ls ritual, and
sacrificial observances, all with the one idea of getting rid of sin. All their
books say so. But do they say that the very men who. exhausted every in-
vention for the eradication of sin weve themselves sinless men made sin.
Zoroaster, too, and Confucius, and Buddha, and Mohammed, one and all,
bade men strain every nerve to get rid of sin, oratleast of the nusery of sin,
but do their sacred books say that they themselves were sinless men made
sin? 1 do not presume, as a layman, to interpret the apparently contradic.
tory proposition put forth in our Bible that a sinless Manwas made Sin. All
Inow contend foris that itstandsalone; that itis who]ly.unparalleled; thatit
is not to be matched by the shade of a shadow of a similar declaration in any
other book claiming to be the exponent of the doctrine of any other religion
in the world.

“ Once again, ye youthful students of the so-called Sacred Books of the
East, search them through and through, and tell me, do they affirm of Vy-
asa, of Zoroaster, of Confucius, of Buddha, of Mohammed, what our Bible
aflirms of the Founder of Christianity—that He, a dead and buried Man, was
made Life? not merely that he is the Giver of life, but that he, the dead and
buried Man, 4s Life. ‘I am the Life.’ ‘When Christ, who s our Life,
shall appear.’ “He that hath the Son, hath Life.” Let me remind you,
too, that the blo .d is the Life, and that our Sacred Book adds this match.
less, this unparalleled, this astounding assertion: ‘Except ye eat the flesh
of the Son of man and drink his blood, ye have no life in you.” Again, I say,
I am not now presuming to interpret so marvelous, so stupendous a state.
ment. Atl I contend for is that it is absolutely unique; and I defy you to
produce the shade of the shadow of a similar declaration in any other sacred
book of the world. And bear in mind that these two matchless, these two
unparalleled declarations, ave closely, are intimately, are indissolubly con-
nected with the great central facts and doctrines of our religion : the incay-
nation, the crucifixion, the resurrection, the ascension of Christ. Vyasa,
Zoroaster, Confucius, Buddha, Mohammed, are all dead and buried; and
mark this—their flesh is dissolved; their bones have crumbled into dust;
their bodies are extinct. Even their followers admit this. Christianity




