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a self -deceived enthusiast--then the question as to the truth of Chiristianity is a
que4tion as to the lri hlifitliess of Christ.

The apostolie apologetics is discussed under the hieads of Ithe Paulinle
practice and "1Petrine prescription." It is shewn that Paul, wvlien lie wvas deal .
ing with Jews, defended Christianity by an appeal to the Old Testament and
that, %vien lie -%vas establishing churches amiong the Gentiles, lie furnishied the
evidence of miracles wroughit by bis own bauds. Iu fouudiug a cburch, the
workiug of a mairacle was the initial process. After the cliurchi lad beeii estab-
lislied, actual miracles were no longer necessary. For the meînory of miracles
had an evidential value equal to the siglît of miracles.

Peter, in imitation of hîs Master, speaks of apology as a duty binding on
every Christian (I. Pet. 3: 18-16). That this is a duty of perpetual obligation is
proved by the considerations, tlîat the question as to the truth of Cliristianity is
alhvays open to discussion on grounds of reason, and that Christians possess a
producible, reason by wliich the judgruent of mankind ought to be satisfied. If
this be se, theu the apostolic prescription lays upon ahl Christians the respon-
sibilitv for thle production cf tîjîs reasen, according to caîl or opportunity.

lu the second book, Dr. Maegreg'or traces the lîistory cf apologetic înethiods
in flie two post-Apostolîc periods, tlîe first dating froni about 180 A. D. and the
second frein the close of tlîe sixteenth century. Between the end of the first
period aud tlie beginning of the second lie tbe Middle Ages, duriug wlîiclî the
lîistory cf Christian thioughit took a dogmatic, rather than au apologetie direc.
tion.

Tlîe apologetics of the primitive epocli was determined.by the situation cf
the churcli. The early (Jhristians hiad te mieet the calumnies cf the heatlien.
Thîcy wvore charged with such offences as Ilatheism," Ileating the fleslî cf in-
fants," hiolding secret meetings for the practice cf abominations. Agaîn, during
this period, Cbiristianity wvas f ully recognized, and proscribed, as a new, distinct
religionî. lu such circuinstances, tlîe task cf the Christian apologist wvas net te
appeal te reason on behaIf of the new religion. Sucb au appeal would have been
miade in vain, wvhether it was addressed te the rabble or te the philosopliers.
The apology for a tume like this, was the bearing cf testimony te the facts on
,which Christianity wvas founded, by witnesses whose truthfulness, was guaran-
teed by their readiness te suifer or die for their religion.

The direct and priniary interest cf this workc lies in ascertaining whiat
primitive Christians believed as te defence cf religion. But secoîîd-century
Chîristians are net only witnesses wvho tell us wvbat they believe. They are aIso
jurynien wvho hecar and pronounce upoxi tlîe beliefs of first-century Clîristianity.
Their testinony te inatters cf historical fact belonging te the first century, must
ahvays hiave great weigbit, ahl the more because their trutbfulness was subjected
te the severest tests.

Thiis review may be concluded by calling attention te the section on the
existing apologetie situation. It is pointed out thiat tlîe task cf the miodern
apologist is te vindicate the snperîîatural. The objection te miracles as super.
natural is shewîî te involve consequences -%vhichi only atheists wvould accept.
Tliese consequences are, as regards c*od, the denial, cf His providence, saving


