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Firet, a view ufthtt inspiration of
of te Holy $cripturcs wlîicit impugns
ant isecredits tictr,, as te supreme anti
inifaiiible source o! religlous trutt; anti
second, a view o! Goti which sets Mîîi
forthl as une -who dues noV emite either
11u thc way o! puînishmeut or discipline,
anti WvoiuliaS îîotîiing Vo do itlithVie
ititging or putnisiîing o!fte ivieket.

lTe 1-rofessur denies thatlite le guil-
ty of te errors cîtargeti agaimiet lmi.
[le, onite cotrary, charges tîte Pres-
b)YterY %vitli passing over tis argument,
Witii Paying nu attention Vo the great
truths, for te vintticatioa of uvîiit lic
hi Willing, if neet be, Vo suifer te ls
ut al things, anti uitlit aying Itoit of
certain ritetoricai negations lu hie adi-
dre8s. So fan may be saidtVo be intro-
(1lutory, and hlere te tefence pi-oper
begins.

"1ant citarget wlth itipugniug anti

(iscretiting te Hloy Sriptures as te
su1prenie ani iufaliibie source o! relig-
IOns truVil." -" The charge le faise Vi) the
fouuutiuttioi" lHe refers in evitience oif
ti tiVote faet tat lie litail noV founti

inifailibiiity anywviere else, anti blaînes
thc Preeiîytery for rejecting te !act of
progreson revelation, overlooking te
freeiotn o!fte inspireti uriters, tat
Uman 3 ' Of te îltoricai books anid parts
ut te i)r(iiieceeare national clîron-
icles, anti for holding a tîeory o! ver-
b)al> melianic-al inspiration uVerly un-

Itistificti ly te facts of Scipture. lic
(Prof.Caimî)eîî) believedth ie Bible, Cv -

en' ttceaOhi Testamtent, Vo be on V ite
uvitole a ver3- triifîti book, anti its er-
rors luinistory, elîronolugy, anti other

it'attere, Vo be very !ew anti unimpont-
an. To say iliat if uvelita thie orig-

inal Ittanuecripts, tese errors inigitt not
aPPear, le Viling witli words, becatise
Ive tnligîît tindt hcm Vo differ but lit tle
from unr receivýedti ext. Passing Vo
ttee thieialerrors, tese ttc proseCut-
tion virtutaily deaies, anî te court iip-
Penne Vo o i(>d cvery part of te Bibîle
t(OUaliy inspiret anti cquiaily ant infai-
lib ii rule o! faittanntuitaniters. But te
Md1<1Testamttienttsanctiet h l olygatty,
fonmiulaîti a haw -o! divorce, legalizeti

(irdereil Vue muassacre outhVie heatiten,
lraised ieate of coiti-bloudeti treacitery
<ta te part o! intiviîluals, invokes in
thle psa Iite feairfuil curses upn t h ie perse-
Clture (I! tue Meseiam, ail o! uviicît are
airratignet or sel aside liy te eacling
Of Chlrist in isiesernioti oitte mount.

ltIn olding as lie ili)s, P'rof. Camp-
bli el ajims t,( liea. fiiliuwerof fVite Lord

.ICSiis Chirist, iuthtain laile lite there
Wvtueno It >re t, nlivio cuirse, huit
biessing, w-ho w-cjt :1.)i)tit <bing gouil,

andiuii said, -j amuI ie F:îter are
une.''- Ilte Soi n lo nîtî ing o! hllîti-
self, hui)11tait le ceedith tle Pallier <lu,
for vlttoever't itimîgs lie tuett, tese
aisu o oethlie Sonl, k sC'In support

ot bil posit ion la sel ting ltme t eacliig o!
Chirist lui-e t iat tif a1Il uthlens, ,-lit,
(uo)tes lDr. (le M'it i' remeit work on
'WIaV is inepiration ?" Ail historie,

propitetle, and i tiactie revelation otf

(lot inlte inspireil books o!fte Mi
ant1d New Testaments le inferior Vo thte

tevation of itersunal trutti anti graee

lit te 'lrist o!fte hitorie Gospels, ata

Whto says, page 39, "INu toubV Vite OIt
Testamlent itat a provielunal element lu
its Mtor'ity The woriti was noV yet
P)repareti for te iiîer norlity o!fte

New- Testament on, ton example, te toc-
tine of divorce anti some otiter points.

lV le because tie (Prof. Campbell) ex-
pounts more fuliy this doctrine ut pro-
gres;sive revelation anti teveiopment in
doctrine as intilcatet by unr Lord, by
Mark te evangehiet, anti by Paul, that hie
le changeti wit liheresy. Every passage
tuoted by te prosecuting commîttee ta
tavoun of te inspiration utfte Scrip-
turcs anti as tite infailibie source ut re-
ligions trutt, as if contradictory Vo hie
attrese, le beside te mark, because lite
readity anti cheerfuliy assente Vo anti liais
('oîtitently tatugitl tem. on te otiter
liant, our Bleeseti Saviour nOwltcre ac-
cets -gr tinte aV the inerrancy o!fte
01(1 Teslaînent, but, on te contrary, lu
Mattliiw v. distinctly repeals certain
Miienie euactments, by subtituting for
tiiu te îliter anti antagonistie law
of love.

in regard Vu te subordinate stan-
dards lintiis count, lie says they belung-
cd Vo au age o! labonioue studty ant i uet
unscientifie anti echlastie neecareit.
There muty be ta tifference of opinion as
Vo titeir hearing un te question of lu-
errancy. As for te tourtit reasun giv-
en for it lunte Confession of Falli,
aamttciy, "Titat te Oit Testament in
HelireNw- andth ie New Testament lu
Greek, being immetiateiy Inspiret ity
Got, anti by His singular cane anti pro-
vidence, kept pure in ail ages, andtitîere-
tfore auttlitenti!cal," "I muet cunfees tat
il exîtibits utter ignorance o! Bibleal
criticieni anti a view ut mechanicai In-
spiration, sucit as no scitolar o!fte pre-
sent day will acecpt. Titis section ut
thie Confession lias nuoxwarrant from te
Seriptures, wiîielî are te supreme sta-
datrdîltii w-iîiciappeai may he nadle,
andti lu wilicitI have aireatiy appealed
la thte preinises. Witeretorc, 1 huit that
lte prosccuting eummiitee lias matie out
ao case in te tIret cont outVie intiet-
met."

As respects te secondl count, alreaty
qotoed, te LPruessur uu'ien lie asked
taIite word "Immedlttely" ehonhl he

inserteil atter emite '.and tiemurreti to
lte ianguîagc ut the second clausee, "%vlit
uias nulhîng tVu(du w'itite judging îîr
l)utiehiig o!fte w-icked," was coutritat-
et witt lte very uvortis o!hie lecturte,
and su IV vas aiiowed to stand. The
Profeseor itere calis attention Vu t lie
tact thlaI his addures vas a popular ume,
w-itten Vu set turtit Jesus Christ as te
truc ret-elation of tîte Paller, aut a
sceitoititie thesis Vo be guardeti on every
point, andti iereti)re conte nitetonicail ex-
aggeration fotr te sake o! empitasi7ing
a speciai point, was not Vo bc presseil.
Logicaliy stateti, its tesîs was, "Tîat
sli anti all vii, moral anti physicai, are
au part ut Goti's nature non Goti's lpla.
(Cut gave !reeîlom Vo fallilîle angeis anti
men, and Io<uti)tiess toresaw te cvii tal
w-oumid arise fromithVie libertyout cioie
graintedtoVua heing ut finite knowledge,
yet (lut is noV respunsible, lu su tiuing,
for euil o! uni' kinîl. WlIîh regard Vo
i)iysicai Cvii ant i low iV arises, ite quttes
Wliteuvell as saying tîtat " Every good
tiimtg la nature anti nan la IVe tla-wa
mîmumt ihave its arclîctype lunte Di-
vine mmd(, ibut w'iat eltail we say ut mon-
strocitIes, iteasts anti hirtie utprey, parai-
s ites andi tli natuirai imnpiements ut ton-
tutre anud suffterng? To wviii lie an-
cii-rs, tVitltiiese are nu part1of te
D)ivine plan, but frustrations, deviatIont
andi negations ou t I.'

As regardis te urigin ut cvii, titougit
noV caileul lu SPeak ut IV, lie yet avers
tItýat iVt ocs utit proceeti trom man, non
fromi (loti, uthoi)nlaChrist le representet
as lte destroyer of Il. " Taklng, lucre-
fore, te cxlreîncst torm o! physical euIl,
tir as lte lihel calle itl 'miting,' IV le
nti te'ac t oGCoi, lbut te resultout(le-
imiarlumne fron Hui, andtihie Immedilate
nit o!flte devil." Lu prou! uft tiis, te
jae ofse 4u1) J sbeled. 1 Join iHl. le
viltleui. "For titis purpuse te Sun ut
ê'ïoi1uvas inanifesteti, thatlHe migitt(le-

disobcîiience, le VMtls dcvii, te autitur o!
ail unr evile, murai anti physical."1 Puin-
Meiment toilows sIn as IV foliows eveny
dlep.artire f romn Got's Iaw. Christ cane

untieuiably into Satan'à worlti o! darlk-
nesis, unuer lus temuptiag power andi
strojie o,. deatit Vo deiiver doubs, but iis
bacrilice ivas tu the Father's love, anoi
t Lu CjU;sL1tý, wfljcj ~ .~ais a
Mani 0w s, bu ti'nailine reap.

Witln regaru to ageneyv in the niatter
of discipline, nte quoLes ilie cases3 ut the
incestuous mtan iii tue Churcli of Cor-
înthi, andti ymienaus andi Alexandier,
of whiîu vaut sýays tlat ne tielivereti
titem over tu Satan, anti ae1z, -if G(od
sinites directiy, wviiy seouiti tiien ulien-
ders hav-e beeu delivereti into the hiantis
o! Satan *?" 1There lis a jutgment ut tue
wuriti by man, evýen tilougu tliat mnan
b)e the Son of Gi. Tue great antei o-
furting trutît of the jutigmnt of Satan
anti ail te pow-ere of cvii by our hiuman-
ity, tvhicli culinate8 lu Christ, le thor-
ouglîly Scriptural. Jesus Christ, te
revealer of tilc Fathier lu His person,
wvoris andi works, titi not emlite, for diii
lie jutige. lu Matt. xxv. 31-46, the last
judÉment le set forthlu inwhich tue'
noyai Judge le the Sou o! Man. -i e
calis the ýrlglteou8 the bie8sed o! the
Father, but te wicketi are eimply te
curseti, not te curseti o!fte Fatiter.
'f lie Fatîter, therefore, le nuL revealeti as
a judge lunte New Testament, andi
ougitt noV Vo be su regardeti. The per--
son o!fte Goditead whio shiah judge the
(!uick anti the deati, le the Lord, anti lie
,vlli do su, not as the Son o! Goti, but
as the Sun o! Man. The passages of
.Scripture quotcd by the proeecutlng
eoinmittee against hlm, Prof. Campbell
declares not Vo be inharmonlous wviVl
those w-vhich lie lias quoted lu hie de-
f ence. To relieve the character o! Goti
the Fatter !romn the imputation of spiîr-
Itual and physical cvii, vas hie objeet iu
bis atitrees. Sucit statemeuts as, that
(juti will by nu mneane clear te guiity
simply nmean tat mtaninsi ake thc
Cueouceo! hie s4in,cuter pers;onal-
iy or vicariously. "Vengeance is mine,
1 will repay, saith thVe Lord," really
inenue that the iaw o! Goîl and te
la-w utftiparture !rom Goti will vork
out the Divine purpose.

The teaciîing o!f te Confesion of
Faitit as respects God's judging anti pua-
i8hing the guiVv, the Prolessor deciar-
cd, tie lad iunu way impu~igned, but hati
inaintaineti, anti ias prepaîredti o main-
tain.

P'rof. Catmpbell conclutiet by .4,Ying
that lieitati a great ruth to tieclare,
nameiy, that in Jesue (Christ we behiolti
Hite Fatîter lu heaven, whon I te world
nturally regarde wil. fear, anti hie ob-
ject iq hie presentation of the Pallier,
tvas Vu diepel titis Icar, su titat men
iiigit risc Vo a sense ufthtier dignity as
assecsors ou the tîtrone utfte Sou 'of
Man, anti ieaveuly represcntativse la
juîtgmeut upon ail sin anti cvii. la do-
ing this hielitat noV soughit nutoriety or
publIcity, but as regards this doctrine,
lie coulti do nu oterwvise, anti was flot
ashamet o!fte Gospel ot Christ.

AVtVite close ut his detence, te 1ev'.
Liolt. Campbell, D.D., ('<n%,ener oft the
('onmitteec charged with drawing up te
ilbel, songit tVo obtain a categorîcal an-
ewer to tite question, wlttler lie with-
drem- any o! the statemients mateienl the
addtress, andi failing to dlo su, proceeti-
cii Vo atitress te court.

Iu makiug titis moti<on, affecting thec
positioni ut his much iîmvcd brother, ite
ileslredti o acknowiedgc, as ail te mcm-
bers o!fte Court acknouvledged, the
diitinguisheti services Vo science, icara-
iag anti religion, rendereti by Professor
Campbîtell, anti the suirit o!ftievoutuesm
anti carnestuces witich eharacterizet i hls
pleadinge before te Presbytery, anti ev-
en the production now under reviewv. Lt
was very reiuctautiy that hoe uudertuok
te ask as Convener of te Presbytery's

C'utmittee for framing te libel, ut now
inoving that the f iret count sîtouiti be
heiti proven. Su far as lies feelings wcre
coucerneti, iV wouiti be a mucli more
pleasing duty Vu stand at hic

apologies usuaiiy ottereti for allegeti
discrepancies anti difficuities lu te
Bible were madequate. In sucît mattere,
gcarcely Vwo minde Vook té,same view,
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laye dowunuoVheory uf Inspiration, If,
le emphatic lu Its pruuouncemcnt as to
the quaiity ut the produet o! Inspira-
.tlon. Thte Church has Vo do witi the
cnclusions to whiei the theories leati.

(U<mtirtied en page 605.)

001
and ho sald that, persionally, sonie ut the
tninlgis wlicin seemed to *perpiez ana
trou oie 2roiessot' Uamp oeil, afforded
~ilu itie concern, frouti ucli attention
abe ne ad given tnemn. De glistIbusi non
uliéputanuum. What seemed Vo be
troubing -the Proiesàsor muet uf ail, was
lio%% to account for the breakiug iu of
what ho accouuted evil, Iu the domain
of even what was good, a problemi akin
to that whlch troubied Jou and his
frientis, and which bas been tound an
insoluble problem by the profoundeut
thinkers ln ail the ages. Lt seemed Vo
hlmi that the Professor wanted Vo be
able to explain everything, as If uoth-
ing should appear In the .8criptures or
lu God's governmient that the hiuman
mind ought noV Vo be able Vo grasp.
But the lesson taught In the Book of
Job was VhaV, 1V was 'tut possible for
man entlrely Vo comprcheiid or expiain
ail that belouged Vo the domaîn of God.
Even when the Seriptures of the New
Testament are added Vo those of the
Oid, and ail that we eau learu of God
f romn nature, Is farther Vaken into the
accont, the most learucd amoug themn
kuew but littie of the Divine Nature
aud Its manifestations. So, these are
but the outskirts o! His ways; and bow
smaii a whisper do we bear o! Hlm.
But the thunder o! Hie power, wbo eau
uuderstand ? The Anaiogy ut BlehIop
Butl1er, mlght be heid by some as iiow
out o! date, but at ail events, lit con-
vcys tiis lesson, VhaV If men meet with
mysteries and dîffîcuities lu the realin
o! nature, of which the senses take cog-
nizauce, Vhcy nced noV wonder If they
aiso f Ind things Inexplicable witi
their present facuities aud meaus
uf Information lu Vhe spiritual do-
main. If Professor Campbell hati
taken this position whcu hie found
liimei! unable Vo de! eud or explil
seemiug discrepancies or dIfficultles,
sucli as the one hie meutioned lu hisec-
turc, about God puttiug words Into the
mouth o! a lylng spirit, no one would
Mine hlm. NoV even the most learned
teacher ought Vu be expected Vo profees
omniscience, andtieovcuturcd to thiuk
nu harmn wouid resuit from teling te
studeuts titat iowiinese of mmnd was a
plosture noV uubecomiug to tbem as Weil
as him.

The miotive uuderiying titis apoluget-
lc attemipt, wvas nu duubt gouti, but 1V
lut rodlueed much greater difficultiês than
those it siet itseif Vo suive. Lu scekiug
to absolve the Father ut certain respon-

sblie supi)uie(l tu attacliVo lm, ac-
cordiug tu cuniimoniy reeiveti opinions,8
lie defeudedth ie Fîrot Person o!1 te
Trlnlty &t the expeuse of te Thîrd. The
Splrlt's3 work was Imperfect, su far as
the volume ut Revelatlon wvas conceru-
eti. Satan succ2edcd la making te Spir-
it's guidance of Muses, te Prophiets andi
the utier reputeti authors of te Oid
Testament Scrlpturcs luefflcet, 50
that wvhat they produced was sume-
t1ies hie ratiter titan te Hoiy
Spirit's Work.. Shucking tituugh titis
tlicory le, sureiy Professor Camp-
bell1 saW that 1V uniy rcmuvcd
the (Ilfficuity a stop back, but did noV
cntirely get rld ut IL. Because te
chli('s question lmmtediateiy occurs
t() ouc's mind, Why-did (iod niakte
thle devîl at ail? Uniese, lndeed,
the position taken by some German
divineq_ be acccpted, that the devii
is not, a creitur3, but a divine belng, for
Nhiosie existence God le noV responsîbie.
L>rofessor Campbell dbes flot take that
ground-lîe calis the dcvii God's crea-
ture. IJ i h(1.4stib'ect tote LDivine con-
trot ai -eriptu.-e liapiies, tht3n te Lt'
la miaxim, quotedti t-day by Professor
Campbiell himseif-quod tacit pcr ailuin
facit per se, le lu a seuse, truc; for we
canut get away trom the final conclu-
sion, that ail the emalier circies -that
inay be taken Vu reurescut te freewills


