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First, a view of the inspiration of
of the Holy Secriptures which impugns
aund discredits then, as the supreme and
Infallible source of religious truth; and
Second, a view of God which sets Him
forth as one who does not smite either
In the way of punishment or discipline,
and who has nothing to do with the
judging or punishing of the wicked.
~ The Professor denies that he is guil-
ty of the errors charged against him.
He, on the contrary, charges the Pres-
bytery with passing over his argument,
With paying no attention to the great
truths, for the vindication of which he
is willing, if need be, to suffer theloss
of all things, and with laying hold of
tertain rhetorical negations in his ad-
dress. No far may be said to beintro-
d“etrOPy, and here the defence proper
begins, p

I am charged with impugning and
diﬂcrediting the Holy Seriptures as the
Supreme and infallible source of relig-
fous truth.” *‘The charge is false to the
foundation.” He refers in evidence of
this to the fact that he had notiound
infallibility anywhere else, and blames
the Presbytery jor rejecting the fact of
Progress on revelation, overlovking the
freedom of the inspired writers, that
many of the historical books and parts
of the prophecies are national chromn-
icles, and for holding a theory of ver-
bal, mechanical inspiration utterly un-
fustified 1y the facts of Scripture. He
(Prof. Campbell) believed the Bible, ev-
€D the Old Testament, to be on the
whole g very truthful book, and its er-
rors in history, chronology, and other
Matters, to be very few and unimport-
ant. To may that if we had theorig-
inal manuseripts, these errors might not
appear, is trifling with words, because
We might find them to differ but little
from our received text. Passing to
the ethical errors, these the prosecu-
tion virtually denies, and the ecourt ap-
Pears to hold every part of the Bible
€qually inspired and equally an infal-
lible rule of faith and manners. But the
Old  Testament sanctioned polygamy,
formulated a law of divoree, legalized
slavery, punished witcheraft with death,
ordered the massacre of the heathen,
Praised acts of coid-blooded treachery
on the part of individuals, invokes in
the psalms fearful ecurses upon the perse-
cutors of the Messial, all of whieh are
arraigned or set aside by the teaching
of Christ in His sermon on the mount.

In holding as he does, Prof. Camp-
bell elaims to be a follower of the Lord
Jesus Christ, in that in Ilis life there
was no hatred, but love, no curse, but
hlessing, who went about doing good,
and who said, **I and the Father are
one.” ¢« he Son ean do nothing of Ilim-
8elf, but what Ile seeth the Father do,
for whntsoever things Ille doeth, these
a1s0 doeth the SNon likewise.” In support
Of his position in setting the teaching of
that of all others, , he

Chirist,.  above
Uuotes Dr. de Wittis' recent work on
“What is Inspiration?” Al historie,

Prophetic, and didaetic revelation of

God in the inspired hooks of the Old
and New Testaments is inferior to the
Tevelation of personal truth and grace
In the Christ of the historic Gospels, and
Subordinate.” He strongly avers his
belief in the inspiration of the Holy
Neriptures from (enesis to Revelation,
and denies as unfounded the charge that
he impugns and diseredits them as
Imfallible source of religious truth. He
Simply recognizes progress in revelation,
develODment in doctrine, a shining light
that ghineth more and more into the
Derfect day to find the infallible in the
Progressive at every stage of its progress
Is impossible. christ is the infallible,
the Teacher sent from God above all
Other tegchers. To place the teachings
of Moses on a par with those of Christ
I8 to Qishonour Him who reveals the
Father, 1n support of this contention as
to the teaching of Moses, he quotes Prin-

Ipal Caven in “The King’s Kindness,”

Who says, page 39, “No doubt the Olad
Testﬂmept had a provisional element in
Its morality. The world was not yet
Prepared for the higher morality of the

the
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New Testament on, for example, the doc-
trine of divorce and some other points.
It is because he (Prof. Campbell) ex-
pounds more fully this doctrine of pro-
gressive revelation and development in
doetrine as indicated by our Lord, by
Mark the evangelist, and by Paul, that he
is charged with heresy. Every passage
quoted by the prosecuting committee in
favour of the inspiration of the Serip-
tures and as the infallible source of re-
ligious truth, as if eontradictory to his
address, is beside the mark, because he
readily and cheerfully assents to and has
consistently taught them. On the other
hand, our Blessed Saviour n®where as-
serts or hints at the inerrancy of the
Old Testament, but, on the contrary, in
Matthew v. distinctly repeals certain
Mosaic enactments, by substituting for
them the higher and antagonistic law
of love.

In regard to the subordinate stan-
dards in this count, he says they belong-
ed to an age of laborious study and most
unscientific  .and scholastic research.
There may be a difference of opinion as
to their bearing on the question of in-
errancy. As for the fourth reason giv-
en for it in the Confession of Faith,
namely, ‘“That the Old Testament in
Hebrew and the New Testament in
Greek, being immediately inspired by
God, and by His singular care and pro-
vidence, kept pure in all ages, and there-
fore authentical,” “I must confess that
it exhibits utter ignorance of Biblical
criticism and a view of mechanical Iin-
spiration, such as no scholar of the pre-
sent day will accept. This seetion of
the Confession has no warrant from the
Seriptures, which are the supreme stan-
dard to which appeal may be made,
and to which I have already appealed
in the premises. Wherefore, 1 hold that
the prosecuting committee has made out
no case in the first count of the indict-
ment.”

As respects the second count, .already
aunoted, the Professor when he asked
that the word “immediately’” should be
inserted after smite, and demurred to
the language of the second clause, ‘“who
has nothing to do with the judging or
punishing of the wicked,” was confront-
ed with the very words of his lecture,
and so it was allowed to stand. The
Professor here calls attention to the
fact. that his address was a popular one,
written to set forth Jesus Christ as the
true revelation of the I"ather, not a
scholastic thesis to be guarded on every
point, and therefore some rhetorical ex-
aggeration for the sake of emphasizing
a special point, was not to be pressed.
Logically stated, his thesis was, ‘“That
sin and all evil, moral and physieal, are
no part of God’s mature nor God’s plan.
God gave freedom to fallible angels and
men, and doubtless foresaw the evil that
would arise from the liberty of choice
granted to a being of finite knowledge,
vet God is not responsible, in 8o doing,
for evil of any kind. With regard to
physieal evil and how it arises, he quotes
Whewell as sayving that ¢ Ivery good
thing ip nature and man in its dawn
must have its archetype in the Di-
vine mind, hut what shall we say of mon-
strosities, beasts and birds of prey, para-

. sites and all natural implements of tor-

ture and suffering? To which he an-
swers, that these are no part of the
Divine plan, but frustrations, deviations
and negations of it.”

As regards the origin of evil, though
not ealled to speak of it, he yet avers
that it does not proceed from man, nor
from God, who in Christ is represented
as the destroyer of it. * Taking, there-
fore, the extremest form of physical evil,
or as the libel calls it, ‘smiting,” it is
not the aet of God, but the result of de-
parture from Him, and the immediate
act of the devil.” In proof of this, the
ease of Job is  eited. 1.John iii. is
anoted. “For this purpose the Son of
(iod was manifested, that He might de-
stroy the works of the devil.” ‘“There
is smiting in the world,” he adds, ‘“but
it is not of God.” ‘“It may be said, that
(iod does smite, but even this mediate-
ly, T believe to be too strong; rather
(iod permits men to be smitten. He ir
the source of all power and goodness, so
that all minor power and activities are
delegated to their owners by Him.” On
this subject he continues, “I do not say
that Giod does not smite other beings
than men, nor that He does not smite
in the future. T believe that the Son
will destroy the wicked with the bright.-
ness of His coming. But in so far as
Jesus Christ reveals the Father, I find
no smiting nor any sign of it, save in
the mereciful withdrawing of life from
the barren. fig tree.” Yet I find smiting
of men in chastisement, in judgment and
in suffering together with Christ, vicar-
jously. The devil still smites. Delitsch
states, “that the wrath and curse of
God which comes upon the children of
disobedience, I8 this devil, the author ot
all our evils, moral and physical.” Pun-
ishment follows sln as it follows every
departure from God’s law. Christ came

undenizbly into Satan’s world of dark-
ness, unouer  L1s oltewpting  power  and
SLIOKE 0T deatn to deuver souls, but His
sacritice was tu the Father’s love, anua
L0 LUL JUSLICY, WILCH uti.ved Loaas dS o
man sows, s suwll ne reap. .

With reguard tu ageucy in the matter
of discipline, he quores che cases o the
incestuous man 1. the Churci oOf cor-
inth, and o1 Hymenaeus and Alexander,
of whom raul says that ne uelivered
them over to Satan, and asks, 1f God
smites directly, wny snould then oifen-
ders have been delivered into the hands
of Satan?” ‘L'ihere is a jJudgment oi the
world by man, even thougun that man
be the Son of God. The great and com-
forting truti oi the judgment of Satan
and all the powers of evil by our human-
ity, whicnh culminates in Christ, is thor-
oughly Scriptural. Jesus Christ, the
revealer of the Father in His person,
words and works, did not smite, nor did

He judge. In Matt. xxv. 31-46, the lasc
judgment is set forth in which the®
Hoyal Judge is the Son of Man. He
calls the righteous the blessed uf the

FFather, but the wicked are simply the
cursed, not the cursed of the KFather.
Yhe Father, therefore, is not revealed as
a judge in the New Testament, ana
ought not to be so regarded. The per-
son of the Godhead who shall judge the
ouick and the dead, is the Lord, and He
will do so, not as the Son of God, but
as the Son of Man. The passages of
scripture quoted by the prosecuting
committee against him, Prof. Campbeil
declares not to be inharmonious with
those whieh he has quoted in his | de-
fence. To relieve the character of God
the Father from the imputation of spir-
itual and physical evil, was his object in
his address. Such statements as, that
God will by no means clear the guilty
simply mean that man must take the
consequences of his sin, either personal-
ly or vicariously. “Vengeance is mine,
1 will repay, saith the Lord,” really
means that the law of God and the
law of departure from God will work
out the Divine purpose.

The teaching of the Confession of
Faith as respects God’s judging and pun-
ishing the guilty, the Proiessor declar-
ed, he had in no way impugned, but had
maintained, and was prepared to main-
tain.

Prof. Campbell eoncluded by saying
that he had a great truth to declare,
namely, that in Jesus Christ we behold
the KFather in heaven, whom the world
naturally regards with fear, and his ob-
ject. ip his presentation of the Father,
was to dispel this fear, so that men
might rise to a sense of their dignity as
assessors on the throne of the Sgn -of
Man, and heavenly representativse in
judgment upon all sin and evil. In do-
ing this he had not sought notoriety or
publiecity, but as regards this doctrine,
he could do no otherwise, and was not
ashamed of the Gospel of Christ.

At the close of his defence, the Rev.
Robt. Campbell, D.D., Convener of the
Committee charged with drawing up the
1ibel, sought to obtain a ecategorical an-
swer to the question, whether he with-
drew any of the statements made in the
address, and failing to do 8o, proceed-
ed to address the court.

In making this motion, affecting the
position of his mueh loved brother, he
desired to acknowledge, as all the mem-
bers of the Court acknowledged, the
distinguished services to science, learn-
ing and religion, rencdered by Professor
Camphbell, and the spirit of devoutness
and earnestness which characterized his
pleadings before the Presbytery, and ev-
en the produetion now under review. It
was very reluctantly that he undertook
the task as Convener of the Presbytery’s
Committee for framing the libel, of now
moving that the first count should be
held proven. $So far as his feelings were
concerned, it would be a much more
pleasing  duty to stand at his
brother’s side for his  defence, if
judgment and conscience allowed;
but he was constrained by a  sense
of what was due to the gruth, to
Professor Campbell himself, and to the
Church, to perform this unwelcome task,
as the duty had fallen to him.

They all recognized that Professor
Campbell’s official work made it im-
perative on him to enquire narrowly in-
to everything relating to the sacred
Seriptures, their origin and history; and
it his investigations led him to desire
to cut away all accretions that had
grown up around them in the course of
ages, in the popular apprehension re-
garding them, they were not going to
condemn him for so doing. The truth
must be maintained at any cost, and
they must be careful not to believe too
mueb, which is superstition, any more
than too little, which is scepticism. Nor
would they condemn him if he declared
that, in his judgment, the defences and
apologies usually offered for alleged
discrepancies and difficulties in the
Bible were inadequate. In such matters,
searcely two minds took the same view,

6ot

and he sald that, personally, some oi the
things which seemed to perplex and
trouvle Protessof Campwell, afforded
nlm little concern, from such attention
as ne had given tnem. De gustibus non
disputandaum. what seemed to be
troubling “the Protessor most of all, was
how to account for the breaking in ot
what he accounted evil, in the domain
of even what was good, a problem akin
to that which troubied Jov and  his
friends, and which has been found an
insoluble problem by the profoundest

thinkers in all the ages. It seemed to
him that the Professor wanted to be
able to explain everything, as if noth-
ing should appear in the Neriptures or
in God’s government that the human
mind ought not to be able to grasp.

But the lesson taught in the Book of
Job was that, it was ot possible for
man entirely to comprehend or explain
all that belonged to the domain of God.
Even when the Scriptures of the New
Testament are added to those of ' the
014, and all that we can learn of God
from nature, is farther taken into the
account, the most learned among them
knew but little of the Divine Nature
and its manifestations. So, these are
but the outskirts of His ways; and how
small a whisper do we hear of Him.
But the thunder of His power, who can
understand ? The Analogy of Bishop
Butler, might be held by some as now
out of date, but at all events, it con-
veys this lesson, that if men meet with
mysteries and difficulties in the realm
of nature, of which the senses take cog-
nizance, they need not wonder if they
also find things inexplicable with
their present faculties and means
of Information in the spiritual do-
main. If Professor Campbell had
taken this position when he found
himself unable to defend or explain
seeming discrepancies or difficulties,
such as the one he mentioned in his lee-
ture, about God putting words into the -
mouth of a lying spirit, no one would

blame him. Not even the most learned

teacher ought to be expected to profess

omniscience, and he ventured to think

no harm would result from telling the
students that lowliness of mind was a
posture not unbecoming to them as well.
as him.

The motive underlying this apologet-
ic attempt, was no doubt good, but it
introduced much greater difficultiés than
those it set itself to solve. In seeking
to absolve the Father of certain respon-
sibilities, supposed to attach to Him, ae-
cording to commonly received opinions,
he defended the First Person of the
Trinity at the expense of the Third. The
Spirit’s work was imperfect, so far as
the volume of Revelation was concern-
ed. Satan succeeded in making the Spir-
it's guidance of Moses, the Prophets, and

the other reputed authors of the Old
Testament Scriptures inefficient, 8o
that what they produced was some-
times his rather than the Holy
Spirit’s work. Shocking though this
theory is, surely Professor Camp-
bell saw that it only removed

the diffieulty a step back, but did not
entirely get rid of it. Because  the
child’s question immediately occurs
to one’s mind, Why.did God niake
the devil at all? Unless, indeed,
the position taken by some German
divineg be accepted, that the devil
is not a ereaturz, but a divine being, for
whose existence God is not responsible.
Professor Campbell dbes not take that
ground—he calls the devil God’'s erea-
ture. Ii he is sublect to the Divine con-
tro!l a< Feriptuce implies, than the Lat'
in maxim, quoted to-day by Professor
Campbell himself—quod facit per alium
facit per we, 18 In a sense, true; for we
eannot get away from the final conclu-
gion, that all the smaller circles -that
may be taken to reoresent the freewlills
of all beings subordinate to God, are
embraced In the larger circle of His
rovereign will.

The Presbytery is not called upon to
import into this discussion any theory
of inspiration. The Chureh has formu-
lated none. It leaves its ministers and
teachers free to specuiate on the sub-
ject, and therefore will not visit any, ot
them because of any theories they may
hold or teach, so long as they leadto
safe conclusions. This subject as well as
that of angelology, also raised in this
discussion, arc extra eonfcss’onal ; for in
spite of the objection sometimes taken
to the (‘onfession of Falth, that it is too
voluminous, there are not a few subjects
and these of importance, too, in regard
to which it- affords no -guidance to the
ministers and professors of the Church.
Profesror Campbell is therefore, not on
trial for holding or not holding any
particular theory of inspiration, seeing
that the Church holds none. But it it
lays down no theory ot inspiration, 13
is emphatic in its pronouncement as to
the quality of the produet of inspira-

«tion. The Church has to do with the
conclusions to whieh the theories lead.

(Continated on page 605.)



