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" Janvary 22, 1890.

. ment, what might we expeot from the tender.
. mercies of 8 Parpellite Purliament, dominated

by & bigoted and intolerant priesthood ? I
enclose my card. and beg to roemain yours faith-
fally, A PanresTant Lavuan, Dablin, Decom-
ber 28th, 1889.

Tre number of Roman Catbolies in the
United States and in the Britich Colonies has
grown from 190 000 in 1786, to 9930 10 in 18%
But 1he 2700 000 Protestants have multiplied to
47 000 000. There are 1353 514 Roman Catholics
in Kngland, with 2,252 prieats, and 1,252
churches. That is to say, the Riman Catholics
are far less numerous than the Salvation Army.
which has sprung into existence during the
last twentr vears, In 1784 there were in
Rurope 37000000 Protestanta, 40000000 of the
Greek Church, sand 80000000 Roman Cathnlin
Tn 1886 there were 83 000000 Protestanta 83 (00
000 of the Greek Charch, snd 154 000 002 Romaa
Catholice, So that while the Uatbolios in-
oreased by less than twice their former number.
and -the Greeks a little more than twice, the
Protestsnts increased nearly two and a half
times-— Living Church.

O=rpINATIONS were held on St. Thomas' Day,

the fourth Sanday in Advent, by two Archbish-
ops and twenty—3even Bishops of Eng , when
there were a iarge number ordained, 266 being
admitted to the diaconate and 319 deacons ad-
vanced 1o the priesthood. O these 433 were
gradoates, Oxford men numbering 194, Cam
bridge 148, Durbam 34. Dablin 30, Lumpeter
21. London 14, Gla-gow 2, and Mad-as Uaiver-
sity singularly contributing 1. Of the remain-
der 35 were eduoated at the Liondon College of
Divinity, 14 at the Scho'o Cuncellari at Lincoln,
13 at King's College, Liondon; 11 at St. Baes,
10 at Chichester, 6 at Aidan's, Birkenhead; 5
at Liobfisld, 4 at Gloncester, 2 each at Salis-
bury. Trure, Q ieen's, Buckingham, Caddesdon,
and Dorchester, and 1 at St, Augunstine’s, Can-
terbary, the C.M.S. Qullege at Islington, South.
wark, and Bishop's College, Lennoxville, Can.
The remsinder were literates.

THE AUTHORITY OF HOLY SCRIP.
TURE.

E Br THE RiggT sz-.—'ml Lorp BisHoP oF

GLOUCXSTER AND BRISTOL,

(Being an Extract from his Lordship’s recnnt
Charge. _

In entering upon the anxious and diffisult
subjeot of the authority of Hoiy Serlpture, and
of what it is now our doty to teach and to preach
thereon, it would seem to be the bestand simplesi
couarss to ascertain, in the firat place, as far as
we are able to do so, what the general teaching
of the Churoh of Eogland is in regard to Holy
Scripture and its authority in matters of faith
and practice,

Shall we be wrong in saying that the snb
stance of the tesching of eur mother Church is
distinotly as follows :— First, that ihe cononical
books of the Qld and New Teatament canstitute
and are God's Holy Word, Secondly, that by
the torm “ canonical books” we are to under-

atand those books of which the authority was
never doubted, or perhaps, to spesk more ex
aotly, was not nltimately doubted in the Charoh,
Thirdly, that by the term ‘‘ the Word of God”
weo are to understand thie most certain and moat
- blessed truth, that God was pleased to canse
theee Scriptures to be written; and so that He
ueed mortal men for His instruments, teaching
them by His Holy Spirit, aud, especially in the
holy Aposties, guiding them into sall trath,
Fourthty, that Holy Scripture aunthenticates
the three Oreeds. - Fihthly, that the Holy Sorip-

tares contain exolusively. aud inclusively all
dootrine required of necessity for eternal sal-
vation through faith in Jesus Christ; and,
lastly, that the § :riptures are to be guided and
framed. The rilation between the Old Testa.
went and 1the New Testament—now a subjeoct
of interesting importance—is only deficed neg-
atively—viz, that the Old Testament is not
contrary to the New,

There is obviously much that is left untounh-
ed and undeficed. Nothing is eaid, exoept in
the most incidental manner, as to the aathor.
ship of the different books, nothing as to the
patare and extent of inspiration, We cannot,
however, correctly infer from this that these
questions wore coosciously, still less desighedly,
left open. For, in the firat place, hardly sny
of the now carrent questions of authorship had
then been raised ; and, in the next place, the
question of inspiration wonld have been rezard
ed 88 inclnded in the oft repested term ** God's
Word,” or in the fuller forms * God's holy
Word,” * God's most holy Word,” which we
meet with from time totims in the reverent ut-
terances of our Prayer Book. Further, no
Church which uses in her most solema service
the Nicene Creed, or, in the same service, des-
oribes the Command ments as the direct utter
ance of Almighty God, oan besupposed for one
moment to have had any other conviction or
belief than this, that the meo by whom God
osused His Word to be written, spnke and
wrote, being moved by the Holy Ghost. We must
then be cautious in admitting the popular and
current statement that the Church bas left oper
the subject of inspiration, or ia indifferent to
the subject of the ascription of the books of
Holy Soripture to the authors whose names
have been associated with them from the firat.

Let us, however, at the verv outset guard
ourselves against the sssnmption that there
now exists any collection of well established
resnlts of modern oriticism which it bscomes our
duty to incorporate with the principles and
teaching of the Church &g already enumerated.
As I felt it my duty distinotly to say last yoar
in my address to our diocesan conference, there
are reslly no such well-established resunlts. All
we oan 88y is, that there are sobar views and
revecently expressed persuusions ag to the re-
lations between the different parts of God's
holy Word, and that these certainly tend to
bring ont the Polumeros and Polutropos which
an inspired writer distinetly specifies as the
charaoteristio of the commaunications vonchass-
fod by Almighty God to the prophecy and holy
men of old.

RrveLATION PROGRES:IVE
Careful meditation on this prinociple of the
Divine communications to the human recipients
certainly predisposes us to the belief that God

commaunicated to His chosen servants in each
age exactly the measure of light and Divinc
trath that he age could realize aund assimilate,
the light growing brighter, and the truth more
vivid and manifest, as the long ce 1turies passed
onward toward the blessed epoch when light
and trath were vonchasafed in all their falness
to the children of men,

This we may safely and profitably teach and
presch—nay, more, not only may wo preach it,
but we ougnt to preach it. Tae Bible has beau
confessedly far toc much regarded as a single
document, every part of which was to be re-
garded as of equal spiritnal and moral validity.
But if cur Charch be right, and the vera causa
of the Holy Soripture having been written was
that man might learn wbat God slone ocould
teach, then the assumption that revelation was
progressive, and that to each age no more was
wmparted than the age could fully make its own,
gevms 50 Oonsonant with the very order snd
wavcessive contents of the holy writings that
the assumption may be rightly regarded as
really a legitimate expansion of the specified
principle—that Scripture was written tor our
learning.

What light this expansion bears with it wheu
we pause to eonsider the natare of the different
portions of Holy Seripture and the seqnence in
which they have come down to us! How the
vory order in which the Huly-Soriptures are
pressnted to ns enhances the conviction that
we have hera no merely surviving remsin3 of
the literature of an anaient nation, but progees.
sive 1evelatinon aud spiritasl continuity, all
preparing us for what the sonl faels must be the
issue and developmeat, How as we turn from
Soripture to Scriptare, the primal promise
geems to grow brighter auvd olearer until, a3 we
part with the last prophet, those simp'e but
most blessed words, * The book of the genera-
tion of Jasas Christ, tha Son of David, the Son
of Abranam,” seam to be the nataral aud his-
torio seqnenne of all that has preceded, and in
them the Old Testament and the New Testa-
ment to be mnited and one.

List us further notice that this expausion of
the teaching of our Charch on the natare and
sathority of Holy Ssriptare is not only thas
helpful in enabling us thus, a3 it were, experi-
mentally to realizs the interdependence of sall
the parts, bat casta side lights on the nature of
the prevading infl 10uce, and on the confessedly
profound and diffialt subjaoct of inspiratios.
Modern thonght claims to have solved the dif-
fioulty by the broad statemcat that the writers
were inapired, but not the books. But can we
acoept this as the ultimate explanation, when
each book of Holy Writ, as we take it into our
hunds and reverently atudy it, seems to force
upon us the conviotion that in it thero i3 some-
thing—a breath, a spirit, an inflaence—that
makes us feel that the book does verily eontain
more that its mere form expressos ? Take, if
you will, the earliest passages of Genesis; yes,
bat there is more in them than early history,
acoording to the generally received meaning of
tbe words ; there ijs & tone, s suggestiveness, a
latent purpose—an element that, define it or -
try todefine it a8 we will, no traly seusitive
spirit can fail to receive, What is it? Be it
poetry, be it prophstic utterance, the sams re-
mark hol 8 good. Let all disclosures of the
superpatural, all relation of the miracalous, be
raled out, and there will still be found in what
remains just that ultimate tone of trapscend:
ence, that higher flight of qniokening thought,
that no other poetry or exaited oatpouring of
the inner life has ever communicated to the
reader. What can be done? What bat zhe
Divine gift, just in the proportion that it was
given to the suthor, permesating the written
words, and living in the transmitted record ?
All the difficult conceptions of degrees of inspira-
tion may thus practically be set aside, and yet
certain truth, that each Scripture is Divinely
inspired, be consistently maintained, Let it
only bo admiited that each writer, whether he
who drew those wonderful ountlines of cosmio
history with which revelation opens, or he who
beheld the exalting visions with which revela
tion closes—let it only be admitted that each
une was spiritually equipped to bear his part in
the progressive work, and the conecaption will
not be difficult that the equipment bas left its
traces on the record, an that we must faithfally
adbere to the old principle that not only to the
writer, but to the writings must the term “in-
spiration” be applied.

W2 bave seen that on two subjects at least—
the anthorship of the books of Holy Suriptare,
and the pature of the contents of the books—
no defi.ite statement has been made. All that
we bave before us j8 the general and regulative
starement, that the term ** Holy Seripture” im-
plies the canonical books of the O.d and New
Testament, and the ifdisputable inference de-
duocible from numberless pusssges in the Prayer
Book, that the term is distinctly synonymous
with the expression “ God's Holy Wourd.” Sab-
jact, then, to the broad principle that what we
are dealing with is God’s Hoiy Word, and that
it was oaused to be written (whosoever they
were that wrote it) by God Himself, we are not



