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A Working Definition and its Purpose.

What then is the nspiration of the Bible
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MESSENGER AND VISITOR.

In view of such language as this would it be strange if
some one should ask if the Doctor either through such “a
railroad ride” or in some other way had been brought “in
the fog of his zeal,” temporarily, at least, under the peculiar
influences of “the moon 2" (ur large and intelligent Bible
class knows no one who has been guilty of what the Doc-
tor so wittily ? describes. While it rejoices with me in the
teuth of the witness of the Spirit it also appreciates the
thought of “the great Robertson Smith when hé wrote

“The old method of explaining difficulties and rec oncil-
ing apparent contradictions would no longer be tolerated in
dealing with other books, and men ask themselves whether
our Christian faith, the most precious gift of truth which
God has given us, can safely base its defense on  arguments
that bring no seuse of reality to the mind.

After a paragraph in which the Doctor, writing of the
“victimized” higher critics, says: even believers who lapsc
are suhmerged again in darsness, the Doctor continues:  In
1 s other way can there be found a satisfactory reason for
the various conceptions of the lnspiration of the Bible and
the atonement by Christ.  or example:—One says an In-
spiration that produces higher type of Iuterature than is
found in the productions of non-Christian people,s another
an inspiration that makes the Bible the infallible Word of
God.  lLaght and darkness are the extremes found in these
diflerent’ interpretations,

Ah How suggestive! We m ght substitute a name
for the"one” and another name for the “another' but of course
we would not say they were necessarily intended. Instead of
doing this let u§ quote again from *the great Robertson
Swith The mcreasing influence of critical views among
earnest students of the Bible is not to be r\pk'nml

Mauichaean theory that new views commend themselves to
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locter’s criticism of our  defirition, il we nnply
quote what the Doctor has written the he ha
made would be apparent. He seems ¢
first at home ard then on the forergn miss rk. Let
us quote lirst his false treatment of is use at ne

I'he Doctor writes

“The Bible Brother Waring . assert { 1 to be

\A.p('\cnl!n\lu‘s.lnwliuwhuk“wY yiher peligion to wdvance
the gospel at home the Bible should ther |

with the sacred writings of the unce
Hindoos, the Chinese, the Baddinste, the Persians, the G

|

tmpare

the Mohammedans and the ancient * | tie impo
sthility of this ex ¢ student i
patative theology ipparent that it '
without comnent.  For the use 1 ¥
mient is necessary 16 show th ! thaide t J
§ i k RS W
et uy begin with the last sentel x v
that nifa the 1) t
par though i PN | \ t te il t
i bOle the and L {
y the « la \ sty i |
aside wit el ¥ houg
PALINOE ! w bie euia ;
' * L
we have pra akly men \ par the wit
fve peiia wied | weitings w 4 pre €
shaw its wonde pes ty the w of the su
nary Uhnowle nes through compar 1. While |
the sake of the tight method s | be willing, in our
onfidence in the result we may well be anxiou
hble be telhigently compared, for iostance, witl
tika ta’ ¢t Korat I believe that n
1 the inlluence of the Holy Spinit was such

mpared, the Bible especially through it
revelatic { the Son of God, His teaching vicanous deat!
ete, will be found (to use a par dox) to be, beyond compari
s b the words of De. ] as. Moulton to working men
I you are asked to believe that there are other sacred
books i the world which can for one moment be compare d

with the Bible and especially with the gospels, 1 have -to

15k you to read those sacred books

Concerning the use of our definition in missionary work
the Doctor writes thus
It mught be nforming to enquire as to the practice of
vmstances where it was possible to make such
n with theethnic Scriprures.  lo the Epicureans
before going to Mars Hill, he did not say com-
aur Scriptures  with the writings of the Persian,
‘tians, Hindoos and your own system, but he preached
unto them fesus and the resurrection.  On Mars Hull he did
not suggest to that learned audience the comparison of the
Scriptures with the sacred writings of the heathen, but he
preached the Great God, the Creator, the guilt of man and
his accountability to God, the judgment day and the re-
surrection of Christ, and hence of all men. Not one word
about comparing the ancient heathen Scriptures with the
Old Testsn e. t and Paul'ddeclarations of truth. He ignor-
ed them. H> wona pumber of souls for Christ, among
them were Dionysius and the woman Damaris. Think of
t{ Paul telhng these philosophers to compare the Hebrew
ures with the sacred works of the Gentiles. It would
ken them years to have done it. By that time he had
ished churches all around the Mcdlganmn Sen.
believed Christ and him crucified would be\to all
even the learned philosophers of Greece, the power of God
unto salvation, and he was not mistaken. Our missionaries
do the same. They follow Paul's example.” They preach
the gospel. They as Paul did, denounce the doctrines and
practices of heathen, but they never for once think of say-
ing to the heathen : Let ussit down and compare our
Scriptures with the systems of idolatry with a view to prove
that the Christian Bible is superior to the sacred wntings
of the heathen nations.”
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T cannot take the space to take this up sentence by sen-
tence and show how, mixed with much that is true, are
errors, omissions and assertions unproved that leave er-
roneous impressions upon the average reader. If even Hom-
er nods perhaps the Doctor was a little drowsy when he
wrote what we have just quoted from him. Even if the
Greeks to whom Paul was talking had had ‘specially sacred
writings it would have been pre-eminently Pauls business to
preach unto them “Jesus and the resurrection.” “It mght
to state that the Greeks had no “‘specially
Paul could
specially sacred literature of the Jews. Under the
stances it would seem that Paul madea good attempt for
we read he quoted from a religious line of Greek poetry thus:
“as certain even of your own poets have said. For we are
also his oftspring.” Prof. . M. English, D. D ,of Newton and
of Pauls Address on
Mars Hill writes: “An analysis of the contents of the address

be informing

sacred " literature with which compare the

circum-

so I presume a Baptist, in his study

shows that it moved almost entirely within the realm of
what we call natural theology—the only theology that lay
next to the mind and heart and consciénce of Paul's audi

ence

So much for Paul. Concerning the missionaries of today
let ms quote the words of one who as secretary of the Am-
for Foreign

speak with more authority [ suppose, than even the Doctor.

erican Board of Commissioners Missions can

These are some of his “informing” words, and | would'l
had space to quote what preceeds and follows them

“Within the last few months [ have seen a mixed audience
in India in the streets of a large city held for am hour by
Christian preachers, some of whom took their theme from
the Hindu sacred writings and then led tbeir hearers over to
the fuller and clearer statement of the same general truth as
it is found 10 the Christian's Bible, or in the words of Jesus
Many pressed forward to

sacred book

purchase a copy of the

Christian’s in order that they might read and

npare for themselve Did any one feel that his own re

higwon had t

cen slandered 2 Were the feelings of any one
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wrong to say concerming this “opinion that

1t s worse than wortihless. 1t s musleading, unsetthing, and
destructive
In the next paragraph the Doctor writes

‘For practical evangelical purposes, the only attempt to

make such comparison  was s 153 at the VFerhament ol
Hehgons 10 Chicago, 1o auend the meetings of ths
body, where representatives ol all the great religions were

heard, and where Buddiusts, UBoahimans,
and lavists were

Persians, dtuntuists
homzed | and then attend the meetings
in Haymarket I'neatre and other pilaces conducted by Mr

Moody, McNeill, Dixon and others, was to have deindustia

tion w the eyes, ol the utter laluce of this practcal com

parison of the ethnic rengions with Chostiamty. Lo begin
with there was on the wall leading to the large haii of
meeting, a shocking  prostitution of -the religion ot the
Bible, by having the name ot Christ bracketed with those
of Zoroaster, Buddna and Confucius e thousands who
frequented Moody s meetnys were fitled with holy awe, and
great nwnbers were  turned to the Lord i Chugago, then
gorged with tens ot thousands ofstrangers.”

To this we reply:

All hail to Moody and his work | Such work must have
fiest place. [t does not follow from this, however, that
comparitive religion has no place at all. In view ofin-
creased knowledge at home and of missionary activity
abroad it 1s having (whether the Doctor will or not) an in-
creasingly wnpoctant place. [n theclass [ scarcely mantion «
ed the Parliament of Religions and have never been a de-
fender of it as it was conducted but only of the principle of
comparison that was back of it, Since however the Doctor
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