
2 BIBLE SOCIETY RECORDER.

moral evil, and to, piety and virtue, that it ie here affirmed to be 1 Are men
who receive the Bible and subraît thernselves te it made good mn, or other-
wie île the practical influence of the Bible beneficial or injuriouns 1

On many sides its claime are disailowed. It is denied that in any divine i
orsecial sense it ie inspired ut ail. A book of transcendent huinan geiu

it d ditted te be, but inspired of God only as ail intellect je of God-onlyi
as hlato, aud Bacon, and Shalcspeare, and Milton, are inspired. It je flot,
we are teld, even true as a histor 'y. Ita chronoiogy je preposterous, ita sta-
tistics are erroneous, its science ie false, its minracles are impossible violations
of ns.tural. law, its prophecies are but i'emarkable coincidences or sagacieus
prognestications. Thlere ie in the bookc uothiug that may net ba accotinted
for on natural princîples. Probabiy at. ne previeus turne lias the literature of
CJhristianity been s0 variously and severel-r questioned, or moie centeniptu-
ously disparaged.

llow then are the divine dlaims of the bookc to be vindicated?7 Christianity
has echelars and philosophera abundautiy competent te reply te the echolars

iand philosophera of infidelity ; te determine how far these exceptions are
well founded, and what value je te be attached te sucb inferences as may be
drawn frein theni. Nay, it je net arrogant te say tlîat the chief learning and
science, crîticisin and phiosophy of the world, are arrayed on the eide of
Christianity. The greatest names in the history of learning have long been
and stili are those of mon of devout religious belief. The master minde of
-our literary and phulosephical liistorý have accepted this book, net indeed in
the forme which its lese instructed or more fanatical believers nMay have in-
aisted upen, but yot as pro-erninently and uniquely a book frein God.

Hitherto, moreover, every assult of hostile criticisam bas r.nly calied forth
new champions of the faith, who, by freeli researches and iiew lines of argu-
ment have shown how iînpregnable and mnifold its defences are. If, there-
fore, we adduce empirical arguments, it ie net for lack of philosophical once.
Whi]e every ekeptical attack has been refuted .àgain and agaili, the great
apologies of Ohristianity are stiii unanswered. Frein Augustine te Butier,
froin Athanasiue te Paley, the chief schelastic bulwarks of Christian theolog(,y
have bcen called forth by hostile assaults. And thus it muet ever be. "go
wcapon formed againet it shall prosper."

But the vindication of the Bible need net be left toi earned argumentation.
The batt12 need net be relegated te the fields of philosephy aud critîcism.
We nîay appeal te the religions character and te the religious achieve mente
of the Bible. Alous arnong the religions books of the 'world iL je a book of
hitory-it consiste of histerical facte cencerning men aud thinga : and fr
ther, as a book<, itseif bas a histery among the nations of the earth. Thoe
Bible is net like the Zendavesta, a book of liturgies; uer ]ike the Vedie
flynins, a book of impossible legende ; ner like the writings of Ceonfucius i
and Plato, a book of moral philosephy; nor like the Koran, a book of nier e
doctrine and precept. Fuudamentally aud characteristicaliy it je histery.

*The Oid.Testament is the lengtheued history of a nation, in ivhich its entire
religious cultus je embedied ; the New Testament le the history of a Person,
in whom ai distinctive Christian tcachings are incorporated. This subjects
the Bible te the moet searching, tests. What, then, je the moral character of
the Bible as judged by the religions sense of men ; and irbat bave been the
moral effecte which in the course of history it has wrougbt ?

Take as a test of the Old Testament the Book of Genesis. le it histery or
is it legend ? le it frein God or ie it of men? De we need a Niebulir te
.ive us s replyl ? ay, veriiy. Make what abstemnt we may for historie
or scientîflo difficuities, for obseurities or errors, great, uninistakable, and ir±-
disputable religieus characteristics romain. Ftow, for instance, are wo to

jaccount for tho personal characters of its hierees? Abel, Enoch, Abrahami-
whence came the conception and delineation of sucli men ? Moses je eideri

Ithan Homer. Hlow je it that Abraham, the Ilfrieud -of God," ie net, like


