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battie rnay be longer> because of the greater age of the books
,and the greater lack of other historicial, materiai. Bt just as
hiistory vindicated the genuineness of the New, so archoeology is
rnarvellously corning to the defence of the Old. The trend to-
day seerns to be stronigly in the righ-lt direction, and we inav
abide the ultfinate resuit with comnposure and hopefulness.

The second phase of the discussion, now at its heighit, affects,
the value of the B3ook and the authoritativeness of its teachings.
Admnitting the genuineness of the docu)nents, inany are now dis-
cussing their inspiration and interpretation. Agrain we encoun-
ter a variety of views. Soine still seek to explain it ail as a
merely hunuan book, and naintain that natural developinent,
explains everything. Others grrurlçgin(gl'y admit a divine eleinent,
but strenuously insist on the humnan. How~ far does the. fornier
go ? XVhat is the value of the latter ? Is there, after ail, any
means of determining the soundness of any doctrine other than
our own consciousness and reason ? Since the hurnan elenieut iS
there. and "«to cri' is humnan,> and since the boundary betweeen
th1e divine and the humnan. elemcent is undeterinined, must we not

aftr al it n judgmcent on Scripture teachings even -where they
are unrniistakca--bly ecear ? Is even Christ infallible ? If Hie is,
stili what about Paul and Peter and Johin? If thetir teachings
are repugrnant to yeason are we niot bound to rejeet themn? And
s0 it cornes to pass that. we have a ,2cw phase of irationalism, a
serious phase ; for not oinly does it dlaimi the righlt to accept or
reject the tcacingls of Seripture, but it strikes even at the
authority of? Christ himisclf. Under its influenice, and in the
face of Christ's great commission, a learned. Professor iii a great
Christian University, dares to pronounce the enterprise of Chris-
tian missions folly and failure!

This brief sketch is sufficient to show wvhat one of the most
strikingç theological. featiues 0f our -age is. Let me conclude it
withi a sentence or two from Bishiop Ellicott. Hie says: " The
active principle in the genesis and development of the analytical
view is disbehief iii, or inability hionestly to accept, the superna-
tural." " Noughit will stay the coursC of modern biblical. criti-
cisin wvhen once inability to accept the supernatural lias become
a settled cliaracteristic of the soul." 'If it be obvious that cer-
tain theories about the Old Testament must ultimately confliet
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