
ROUND T'JE TABLE

tical tradition has invested thern. ' Buit,'
orthodoxy mnay rely, 'on tliis view of
inspiration, yon put Shakespeare or
Shelley on a level with St. Johin.' By no
ureans ;the inspiration of Shakespeare or
of Shelley was for a secular mission ; that
of Johin for a reliuions one. Both had
their mission : I13y their fruits ye shall
kow hr. The Bible was nîeant to be
the rd'i4jiorns Bookc of thte world; it is anici
will ho so, and it lives in a sphiere which
sceptical criticismit Carl ot reachi. Only
two things ean wveaken nien's trust in its
rigflit uise. Dishoriest avoidance of criti-
ci3ni which every onie knows to be irre-
fragable, the ostrichi policy of hiding
liea(l and brains in the sand, and a
thcory of inspiration inherited froru
tintes whien the Euaropean intellect was
but haif awake, and fatally bouind Up
-with scholastic notions wvhicli every sttu-
dent of every sehool nowv rejects.

Sorte sort of a New Reforination is in-
evitable as to this and kindred ques-
tions. Shall it cont~e f rorîî the pnlpit,
f rom tho press, or froin the ontside
wvorld which sympathises %vitli necithier
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REJOINDER.

My briof notice of a rathor insignifi-
catit book, lias, 1 find, beel rmade a text
for varions contmornts. In the course of
the cornmointing, the original subjoot of
review lias droppod ont of sight, and
Robertson Smith-with the whole of
wlîat is called ' Biblical Introduction'
and its bearing on Inspiration - lias
takzei its place. These questions are
altogoether too largre to hoe discnssed in
an off-hîand way at a Round Table. At
the very least they should be based on a
full roview of Robertson Srnith's Lec-
tures, aiîd-as 'A Layman' desires to
hear again frort me-I. inay atternpt
this in a succeeding, nuniber of the CAN-

ADIAN WMONT1HLY. In t]10 Meartiune, 1
mnay be l)errnitted to srîrni tp the syrupo-
siumii with a few words. 'A Layrnian' is
righit in saying that it is not only a crime
but a hîtnder for the clergy to ignore
these topics. They canuot be i'rîored.
WVheii the ostricil htides its head in the
sarîdl, its dloorii is sealed. 'A tJan of
the People ' is also riglrt iri saying thiat,
as it is impossible for the gonoral rrîn of
mon to exainie into the niceties of Bibli-
cal Criticismui, it is nocessary to got somne
broadl staitemienit- intelligible to the tone,
of moderni thiotught-withi reference te,
the nature and use of the Bible, on whlîi
men cri stand, nothimîg doubtirrg. I
have not mnade til îîîy nîind whether
' Clerical. Contribtitor' is iii earnest or
not. In lus seconîd paragraphlihe sua-
goests a strongi argument in favour of the
position of the traditionalists ; but the
first paragrapli is simply amusing or
aniazingr, accordingy to the state of mind
iii whîich wo happen to be. Speculation
is ' daxîgerous,' ' because the suggtlestion
of doubt to the popular mmnd replaces an
unreoasoning faithi by an equally unrea-
soning disbelief.> We must thon be
content wvîtI an unreasoning faith. To
get a reasonablo faith is wholly out of
the question, it seemns. Specnîlation
rrtst be stopped, or at ail ovents kept

ont of tlîe Cliturch. Tliat is, lot thore
be ant irîfallible Ohurcli for the people,
and lot thinkers livo ivithout religion,
only ' lot tlîem take off their hats wlion
thoy pass a church !' Ronub locuto& est.
Agcain, hoe calls mon wlîo bogrin to depart
frorni the old paths ' the Girondists of
Thesilogical Destructivoness.' Does
that mean that cGn.stitintional reforra is
the parent of revoîntion? That the
Giromîdists bogat the mnounitain, and that
the Roigrn of Terror is to bo laid at their
dloor ? CHo cannot mean thrt :b'ut if hoe
does not moan tlîat, wvhat doos hoe mean ?
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