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,posteiori and inductively. Some may be afraid of so doing
]est old 'Iandmarks should be lightly removed. On this sub-
jeet let me quote Dr. Pope: "The Bible is a divine-human
collection of books, the precise relation of buman and divine
in which is a problem whicb, bas engaged much attention, and
bas not yet been, though it may be, adequately solved. The
Holy Ghost neyer defines inspiration as applied to the whole
body of Seripture: we have to construet our theory from. the
facts, and our theory must take those indisputable Lacts as it
finds them." (I'Comp. Theol.," Vol. I., pp. 175, 191.)

But in these days, we cannot begin so. Oriticisrn is at work,
and must neither be ignored nor defled. How foolish, how
wrong, to do either 1 zesame in will not

the Bible bear exami-nation? Suspicion of criticism. may be
godly jealousy, but it may mean inere prejudice, an unwil]ing-
ness to face facts. Wa ehave-to.,b4elas s. a ri -
cism_'with taciL-A.UniiË2ins &Qc~fgth uprap-
crstmnwhicn narne, because it bides in its premises the

statmens whch t aferwrdstriumpbantly produces ini its
conclusions. There must be the greatest care as to the assump-
tions; of this criticism, its metbods, its canons, its hypotheses.
An unsound criticism. must be met, not by denunciation, but
by sound and sober criticism. What is the reason why 80
much criticism. is rationalistic, s0 Ithat the very naine bears
with some an ili savor ? I fear largely because Rationalism
hbu done so much more min.ute and thorougli work of! investi-
gation, and ortbodox commeptators, wbile anxious about
edification, bave not pursued Bible inquiries witb the thorougb-
ness or scientifle precision whicb is necessary bo-day, if work
is to be useful and lasting.

Behind, then, the question of inspiration, or the kind of
divine influence exerted, corne several previous questions.

1. Are these books genuine, what they profess to be, written
by the men whose names they bear?

2. Are tbey authentie, the stories in them, to be believed, or
myths, legends, unveritiable traditions?

3. I1f both, are the writers trustwortby in tbe details of
their narratives, accurate in method, or loose and careless,
though bonest?
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