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"'No-not at all-notliin - of the kind. On the contrary, we welcome these
books. We ask every izîussionary to study tijeir contents and tliankfully lay
liold of whatsoeveî' things arc truc and of good report, in tixeni. But we
warn liini that tixere can be no greater zuiistake than to force these non-Çhîjs-
tianl bibles into conformnity with sone scientifle tlîeoy of developaîcult, and
thon point to the Çhriistian's Iloiy Bible as the crowning product of religious
evolution. So far' fromn tluis, these non-Clîristian bibles are ail developrnents
in the wron- direction. Tliey ai bogin with some flashes of true ligbit and
enid in îîtter dar-kness. Pile tho>ni, if you wvill, on the leit sie of your study
table, but place your own Hoiy Bible oa the right side-ail by itsolf-all
alone-and with a %vide gap between.

"And now, Icrave permission at least tog-ive two good remsons for ventur-
ing to contravene, in so plain-spoken a mantier, the favorite philosopily of the
day. Listen to nie, yyouthifil students of .'eso-cailled Sa(.ied Boois of tho
East, search them throug-h and throu-lh, and teli ine, do they aIffrni of Vynasa,
of Zoroaster, of Confucius, of Buddhia, of 1ohanied, what Ouir Bible,
affirins of the I. ounder of Çhristianity-that lIfe, a sinlcss illan, 2vas made
Sin? Not mnerely that hoe is thiceradicator of -Jii, but that He, the sinless
Son ofmnan, was himselfimade sin. Vyasa ald tie othier founderýis of Hindu,
isni onjoined seee penances, endlcss lustral washiings, incessant uiia
tions, inflnite 1'eIetitions of prayer, painful pilgrirnages, arduous ritual, and
sacrificWa observances, aIl nitl. the one idea of getting î'id of sin. Ail their
books say so. But do they say that tlie veîry mnen who exhausted every in.
vention for tho eî'adication of sin were theinselves sinless men made 'Sin.
Zoroaster, too, and Confucius, and Buddhia, and Mohamnumed, one and aIl,
bade mon strain every nerve to get rid of sin, or at least of the nnisery Of sin,
but do thoir sacred books say that thcy theniselves ivere sinless men mDade
.sin? 1 do not presurne, as a laymnan, to interpret tho apparently contradic.
tory proposition put forth in oui' Bible tha t a siffless M3an wrxs made Sin. Ail
1 now contend for is that it stands alone; that it is whlolly unparalleled; that it
is not to be matched by the shade of a shadow of a sirnilàr declaration in any
other book clairnin- to be the exponent of the doctrine of any other religion
in tho world.

"lOnce ngain, ye youthful students of the so-called Sacred Books of thle
Easf, search theni throughi and tlirougli, and fell nie, do they aflirnm of Vy-
asa, of Zoroaster, of Confucius, of Buddha, of Mohiarnied, whlat Our Bibleû
afirrns of the Founder of Christianity-tlîat Hie, a <lead and buried Mian, wvas
made Life? not mierely that lie is the Giver of life, but tlîat lie, tuie dead and
buried Man, is Life. Il ain the Life.' 'Wbien Chrîisf, Whlo is oui' Life,
shaîl appeai.' 'He fliat biath the Son, liathi Life.' Let mie reîiiiîîd you,
foo, ti]at the blo;d is the Life, and that our Saci'ed Book adds fuis mnatch,
boss, this unpai'alleled, this astounding assertion: 'Except ye eaf the fleslh
of the Son of nian and drinkc bis blood, yc biave no life iii you.' Again, 1 Say,
1 arn not now pî'esuniing to inteî'pîet So niarvolous, so stul)Ondous a state-
ment. Ail I ýonfond for is that it is absolutely unique; anîd I defy you to
pi'oduce the shade of the shadow of a sirnilar detlaî'ation in any other sacred
book of thec world. And boas' in mind tlîaf these two iiîatchless, tiiese two
unparalleled derlairations, aire elosely, arc intimately, ar'e indissolubly con-
nected with the great central facts and doctrines of oui-ireligion: the incai'-
nation, the cr'ucifixion, the x'esurrection, the ascension of Christ. Vyasa,
Zoroasfoî', Confuciue, Buddhia, Mohanimed, aî'c ail dead and bui'ied; and
mark this-theiî' Ibesli is dissolved; tlîeiî' bones have cruîîîbled into dust;
their bodies arc extinct. Even their follove's admit fuis. Clîristiaiîity
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