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did.  Jn whatever doubis philosophy may leavo l
the subject 1voelved, the mnguage of revelation
13 clear and conclusive, “Fho questioas, by what
particatur mediom the mnd becomes acquainted
with the cicrnnl world ; wheilhier we Jearn by
expenience to measure with the eye distances
und the wmxo of olyects; by what process the '
miad pes from known to unkuown troths ; -
these quostiuns, together witl the nnalyws and
class fisation of the emotions of the mind, belong
dicectly to tho plilosopher, ard mdirectly 10 tho |
thoolognn,  But all these questioas wineh ine -
volve moral chiaracter and obiganony, necessae
sily belong to revelation, not platosophy. For
cxample, the questions whether holiness and de- |
pravity belung to the mind, or are 1o be sought, |
as pheenologuts atlim, in a well-balanced and §
heatihy bran, or in o badly-balanced and dis. i
|
T
i
t

eased one ; wheiher holiness aud sin are predi-
cablo ouly of intelligont volitions, and conge-
quently regeneration is the first night volition, or
uy a western theologian gravely nunounces, pro- |
peny a noltion; or whether holiness and sin
are disportions of the mind, aback of mere vo-
htion ;—these questions belong more properly
to rovelation than 1o plilosephy. Why ! Bo. i
2ause the decsion of theso questions atleets rash- !
cally sume of the fundamentsl docinines of the
gospel, and on theso ponts, consequendy, 3t
wus absolutely necessary that the inspired writ-
ers thould speak unequivocally, and should
mako themsclves understood 5 and they have so
sporzt. Now there 1 no man who has notieed
the varying and contradictory conctusions of
me-n of cminent talents and learning on these
salyects, who would not at once decide that it is
firsaler to rely on the plan languago of inspira-
tion, than upon the speculat:ons of any professed
prilosopher I am far from adnmting that men-
tal plilosophy, so far as it can decde such
q0:tions, is at vanance with the Scrniptures; but
I do ncan to assert for the Scriptures, supremacy
in their own panicular department of instruc-
tion. ‘Tho conclusion, then, to which wo come
is, that our metaphysics aro certainly crroneous,
whenever they require us, in interpreting tho
Scriptuies, to depart from the obvious meaning
of the languago ; we are in danger when it re-
quires the ingenuity of leamed criticism to pro-
duce apparent harmony bewween our metaphysi-
c1l opinions and thedeclarations of inspired men.
Such ingenuity is required by some of 1ho spee-
ulations already roferred to.  Let any one, for
example, tako the inspired declaration that ¢ the
heart is decestful abovo all things and desperately
wicked,’ and make 1t harmonise with the philo-
sophy that finds depravity 1n a badly-balanced
or diseased brain; or let any one take David's
prayer, € Creato in me a clean hean,’ and recon-
c:lo it with that philosophy which finds sin and
holiness only in intelligent volitions.

*The history of the past, aand the state of
things 1n our own day, demonstrate that there is
no safety but in the constant recullection that
our oflice is that of iuterpreters, not that of
philostphers?

In accordance with those sentitneats, Dr. Rice
also advocates in his sermon, a very frequent -
troduction of Scriptural proofs and illusirations.
In other words, that direct Scripture quotation
shuuld be less sparing than it olten isin pulpit
discomses. \We quite accord in this, and for the
reasons so well insisted on by the reverend
autior.  ‘Tho liceral word comes wiih its own
peculiar authority. ‘Tho word of God, in fact,
cannot be explainea without quoting its own
languago, especially on its higher mysteries.—
Christ and his apostles have cot the example of
frequently, if not constantly, appeating to Scrip-
ture in its ~wn words. Such a courso hest
guards agaiast crror, and finaily 1t Glls the nunds
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of hiearers with the Janguage ne well as the idea
of Scripture.  In short, the  word is the sword
of tho Sprrit*  Weare reminded by this of vur
Seoteh divine, Hahburton, who advocited the
plentilul use of the Seripture a3 being « God’s
own wenpon”  Nor is the reconunendation of
Augustiae to bo lost out of sight, who, when

] speaking on the subject of eloquence, urges on

preachers how much they lose by omitting to
pownt their discourses with the language of in-
spiration so fitted 2o comgpendato by its pecuhiar
streng'h, majeaty and  beauty, tor the defects
thetorically of many a faithful and  earnest pas-
tor.

Dr. Rico adverts to the contrast in this respect
between preachers of the present and ol thoe pre-
ceding generation,  ** [am inclined to believe
that vae of the sermons of Walerspoon, Fd-
warua, of Davies, comains as Jarge a namber of
Scrpture passages, lrerally quoted, 28 one could
find in half-a-dozen sermons of our time,  ‘Those
great men nover scemed to feel that they had
establizhed any trath tll they had confirmed 1t
by the language of inspiration. ‘Tlus defeet in
modern discourses which, it is to be feared, 18
not only real, but growing, demands the prayer-
tul attentton of the mintsters of Christ.”

We heartily join with tho Moderator of the
Amorican Ascembly in his opinion and advice.
Tt is impossible, indeed, to givo any precise rule
as to the nanner of introducing Biblical language
into the pulpit; or the extent to which tns
should be earried.  Christian wisdom must di-
rect here as in other things to avord extrenies,.—
1t is quite possiblo for indolence to add verse to
verse, to make up for the want of study, as well
as for deep picty to prefer to clothe the thoughts
divine in the form which Goed himself has
given to them, from a humblo conviction of the
inadequacy of all human forms. But consider~
ing that the subjects of divine revelation are many
of them so far abovo the powor of human words
fitly to define, and that the Divino Spirit has
condescended to supply the appropriate expres-
sions, yea, often the very analogies and examples
and facts, which go to their illusiration ; surely
it is not easy to reconcilo tho meagre quotation
of these with a becoming appreciation of the
beauty and fitness of the word as the vehicle of
the divine communication. It has been said, in-
deed, that a sermon composed only of quotations,
even the finest quotations, would not be a dis-
course. It would want unity and foree, becauso
there would not boe perccived in 1t the continuous
presence and action of a tone 1n which all the
truths contained in the discourse are, in a sense
pesomfied.  Vinet, (seo his Honnleues,) who
strongly advocates the plentiful use of Scrip-
ture, admits that its beauties may be lost jn a
discourse without individuality, in a discourso
which has no depth, no intrinsic power, * as
flowers whoso stem is not rooted in the soil
hang their head, grow pale and die.” Dut who
can fail to agree in lus retlection on the whole ?
« Having, * says ho, “ him for our master, who is
the Word, full of grace and truth, to whom the
Spinit was given without measure, who teaches
with authority, hov: ;8 it pessible that wo should
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not joy(ully and fervently repeat his words, not
as comnion citations, but with reverence and
with marked mtennon.”

In entire harmony with the sermon before us,
the anthor of tho Homuletics continuoy :—

¢ ‘'hefible is more than n sourco or a docue
ment; the Bible, we iy almost say is our
subject; we have to speak from it, our volee
its ccho; it is as a forest which
we subdue, a8 a field which we reap. What a
troasure ! ‘T'his Book has in everything reached
‘The trast petfect wmoadels of the

" grand and the pathetic, of the human and the

religious, of the sirenge aud the tender, are hiero
as in theie depository.  Among all the books
which have expressed ideas of the same class, if
wo were free to choose, if the authority was
equal, we should always recur to this. Its man-
ner of expreasing thicgs could not without logs
of strength be exchanged for any other. ‘T'he
Bble T regard as the true diapuson of tho
preacher, who nssureMy chould gaiher from it
the tone oflus discourse : g imagination should
be steeped iz the Bible ; he shoutd come forth in
the spirit of tlns Book, if he would have true

. power, disguised simphieity, noble and gravo ta-

miliatity, It seems to me that we cannot suita-
bly treat on what is most ineffable in ous roli-
gion, unfold the unsearchable merey of Gud, re-
peat his terrible threatenings, without at Jeast
starung with the very words of Scripture.  Are
we not_happy to have forms already prepared
for truths which man would hardly have dared
to pronounce, so greatly do they transeend and
ovetwhelm him.” He eloquently concludes:—
“ peed upon the Bible, live in the Bible, unite
yourself to it Jet it abound in your mewory and
heart; let a frequent personal swdy of it roveal
to you the force, give you tho secret of a num-
ber of passages which, withuut such study would
remnin to you as mere common-place, and take
no root in your memory ; mix the recollection
of them with your most tender aflections, with
your prayers, your gravest occupations ; let the
words of Scripture gradually become the natural
and involuntary forin of your inward thouglts ;
then meditate on a subject for the pulpit; writo ;
preach 5 your words will come with ihe richuess,
in-erblended with the colours of the word of in-
spiration.” .

There is yet another point on which our
American Moderator has made some strictures
worthy of attention from ministers and students.
We perfectly sympathise in his recommendauon
of what is natural in style, tone, and gesture.
Ho does not over-estimate the value of manner,
when ho warns his clerical auditors against a
colored or artificial delivery, and when he avers
that such is calculated, in a serious degree, to
counteract the most wholcsome instruction. It
is true that something must be allowed for con-
stitutional temperament.  But warmth and cor-
responding animation of manoer may well be
expected from men who are tn earnest in the sa-
cred work. It does seem strango,” says he,
* that so few munisters of the gospel are natural.
The pulpit tone too common in some latitudes,
whalst it offends persons of taste, soothies others
into a quiet slcep. Fecling is natural and sim-
ple 1n us style, and as nawral in its intonations.”
Certainly s0: and whatever insignificant sacred-
ness is supposed to belong to certain artificial ca-
dences, it were desired that whether the drawl-
ing whino, or the formal, practised thetorical
intonation wero banished from the pulpit ; but,
above all, the affected mannensm of imitators,
who, whatever may bo the merits of the proto-



