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{Concluded from last week.)

but which were at last exciuded from the N,'T. by common couscent,
Amony theso wero the Int Epistle of Clement, which is attached to
tha N.'I’. in the Codrx Alexandrinus, and therefore was Scripturein
tho 6th century ; the Epistle of Barnabas and the *Shepherd” of
Hermns, which are bound up with N T in tho Codex Sinmticus,
anud therefore were Scripturoe in the 4th century ; also the recently
recovered Gospel of Peter, which waa read in the Church at Rhossus
in Ciicta, Gll Serapion, Bishop of Antioch, about 200 a.n., con.
demned 1t as heretical.  Thus, for threo conturies the N.'I\ Canon
was a varable quantity whilo the long procese of selection and
rejoction went on,  The Verbal Theory requires that in forming tho
N.T. Uanon no nustake sha)) have beon mado, such as excluding 1
Clement, which dauns to Le mes)irul (1 ¢ lix s Uand Ixisi 2y, and
wrongly wclading 2 Petor, which does not claim inspiration, and
the right of whl»ﬁ to appear in the N T is regardod as doubtful.
The Lheary canuet hold sts ground, exrept on the assumnption that
all who co-uperated in forming the NJT. Canon, ie, the Fathers,
tho Chiurch ofticials, the whole body of the Chri tian people, and
oven the herotical loadors and socts, were inspirod and inerrant
making anfallibly correct Colloction of authaoritative sacred books.

THE VERDAL THEORY BREARYS DOWN,

Tho Verbal Theory requires that, as well as the agems, tho
procoss by which the Canon was formed by perfectly inorrant. ‘Tho
prinaple of the Senbies was that nolhm{; should bo admitted that
was not written by a prophet. To apply this principlo implied a
werfect knowledgo of the author and the date of every book, which

nowlodgo the Sunbes cortainly did not have  Tho principle of the
Fathers was that no book should be in the N.T. that hsd not been
wnitten by an apostlo or an apestolic man ~ But they hlundered
the apphcation of their principle.  For instance, tho Church i the
Fast rightly docaded that Helirews was unt written by Paul, and for
that reason wrougly refused it a place in t' ¢ Canon.  Centuries
afterwands, thoy changed their minds  They admitted the book,
nud rightty, but thsy dut 1t on the u'mn?' ground that Paul was the
autbior. Thus, tho Vorbal Theory utter f oollnpsm 1t 18 & mere
spoculation for which theroisnot a particle of ovidence. 1t requires
an absolutely inorrant text, Lt nosuch tevt exists, It requires a
Colleotion formed by an absolutely inerrant authority, but no such
Colloction exists.  Therefore the Thicory, even if 1t were true, 18
uncleas ; thure 13 nothing to which to apply it And it has to make
tho monstrous axsumption that the whole host of Jewish Seribesand
other agents, who at any time had to do with the text and the
C'anon of the Bible wore incrrant, infallible and inapired.

THE BIRLE AS v ' CODE OF RULEN"

The Verbal Theary was ovolied as a consequent of the notion
that the Biblo s a ¢ Code of Runles,” which, like an Act of Parlia-
ment, has an cnactinent n overy clange, must be sirictly construed
according to e lotter, st kas dhic oxpress sanction of the Sovereign
Pawer in overy syllable.  This ** (‘odo of Rules”™ notion is nothing
but a tradition of the Scribes. It oniginated in the fuct that Erra’s
Canon was the lorah or Mozaw Law.  The notion taok strong hold
of the legal ind of the Jews ao that when the other O.T. books
woro placed i the Canon, 1t was extended to them, though they
have plamly nothing of the character ofa ““Cade ™ The Christians,
with the O.T,, took over from the Jows the ready made Rablimeal
noti v of a ** Code, " 8o that, when the Christian sacred hooks were
l)ul mto the Canon, tacy were stamped with the same charaoter,
hut most improperly, for the notion invalves n total misconcoption
of thawr anture and function  Tho Reformers, having ou the one
haad renounced the view that the Chureh is the seat o,f.uulhorit.\' 11
matters of faith and Llc, and, on the other, recoiling from the
Naturalisue principle that Reazon is the soul antharity, aud having
{ailed todsscern the rea) sonree of anthority in Christ Himself, wero
driven to cmphasise the notion of the Biblo being o **Code of
Kules.  I'haa tiotion s an e xperiment and oxamnination found to be
unworkable and untenable. 1t has to assume that the Bable 1s one
tiomagencoun ** Cade " of avqual value and oqual guthority 1 every

part. It takes no account of the fact that in the Bible there 18 o
development of rovelatien &1 & progression i morals 1t s indidf-
ferent as to the part of the Bible in which st findw ita proof vers  of
doctrine or 1ts maral precept It takes them with equal prompt-
1tndo and contidence from the Law of Moses or the Saspel of Christ.
[t puts Exther on a level with John, Ecclosinstes with Paul, and
the Song of Sonpgs with the words of Jesus If this Rabbuncal
notion were atrictly applicd, the proper way to uso the Bible would
bo to apen the Bouk fortuitously, stick a pin pownt on the page at
raudom, and tako tho transfined verso as an oracle.  This use of
tho Bable, hiko Sartes Virgiliana, would lead to notlking but con-
fumon and dieaster in doctrine and morals  The Y.T. does not
conntenance this ** Codo of Rules™ notion  The ahject of the
Eqstlo to tho Hebrows is to prove that the Old Coveanrt was -
perloct and transitory, and had been fulfillod. Panl urges the
samo thing {r.g., 2 Cor. ili). Christ Himacll repeals laws of thoe

The Presbyterian Reoview.

0.7T., and substitutes laws of His own, with the expressive formula,
¢+ Yo havo heard that it was snid to them of old timo , . ., but
1 say unto you” (Matt. v). Therefore, to regard the Biblo as a
¢ Codo” homogoncous and xqually authoritative and binding in
overy part, is to disregard Christ’s express wards and to contemn
Christ's authority

THE TRUE PUSCTION OF TILE BIBLE.

What, then, is tho true nnture and function of the Bible? To
whom shall we go for an answer to this all.important question?
Wo go «o tho Lord Jesus Christ. 'T'o the Scribes and Pharisces He
anid: *¢ Yo gearch the Scriptures, becauso yo think that in them yo
have cternal lifo ; and chese aro they which bear witness of My ;
and yo will not corne to Mx that ye may have life  (Jo. v: 39.40),
Ho bliunes them for mistakenly (' ye think ') seoking in the Scrip.
tures that which was not in them as Scriptures—ecternal life, which
they failed to find, becauso they did not seek it whero aloneit could
be found—in Him, and in Him only. But He is in tho Seriptures,
for they * bear witness' of Him, ~If the Scribes had searched the
Seriptures for Him, thay would have found hoth Him and cternal
life,” Christ thus stevaly repudintes the votion of the Scribes that
tho Scriptures are a ** verbally inapired Code of Rules™ as to what
men should believe and do to win eternal life ; and in contradiction
scts forth I{is own viow, which, just because it is His, must bo the
truo view. Tho Scriptures ‘* hear witness” of Hun. This Ho
smid of the 0.1, He aftorwards virtually anid thesame of the N. 7',
when He thus commissioned His Apostles : *“ And yo shall be My
witnessos unto the uttermost part of the earth*! ‘Acts i: 8), 'The
Apostlos woro His witnessesat first by word of njouth, andthe N.T,
is juat their testimony written down. Christ tolls us that the real
and sole function of tfxo Bible and its supreme value lin in thia :
that it is His wituess, making Him known to mwn, ‘Tho Bible s
theroforo invaluable and indispensable, because without the Biblo
men could not know Christ, could not stand in ¥« presence face tc
faco and hear His voice. Tho Bible reveals t¢ men the flawless
character, tho Ycrfcct life, the scainlesa soul, the gracious and
glorious pereonality of the Son of Man who is the Son of God. Ho
promised His Apostles tho aid of His Spirit that they might be
true and safficiont witnesses of Him (Jo. xiv - 26). But the question
as to tho inspiration of the Bihlo writers, its nature, extent and
modo, 18 of really no importance whatever when we regard them as
witnesses.  The real questionis: Are they “Sufficient Witneases Y
And the triumphant proof that they are ¢ Sufficient Witneases” is
the sunple fact that they have revealed and do reveal Christ and
make Him known to men  The highest degree of inspiration could
not cnable them to domore.  And if any deny them mgpiration,
wo do not pause to argue, wo say ‘*Let that be so, if you will,
Still, they bave done all that was required, and the utmost they
could do—thaoy have made Christ known to mon.” The Biblo is
like a great cathedral * with storied windows richly dight.” In
each window stands the emblazoned figure of a Moses, an Isaiah, a
Paul, or a John, and through them a glory of light tinted with the
richness of their soveral colors and individual forms, streains out
into tho darkling world. This radiance is uot their own. But for
the light witjun, which they variously reveal to the enchained gnzo
of men, thoso glowing figures wounld bo only dimn outlines of dusky
shapes. The light that shinos with such splendor through them is
the white offulgence of the Light of the World., Christ thus
revealed, directly in the Gospols and indirectly in tho other Scrip-
tures, 13 perceived by each man according io that man’s pewor of
vision.  All who read the Gospels with carnest attention sce o
radiant vision they cun never forgot and never ignore, and they get
to know One whom they ean never again class among common men,
Howover men try to account for Him, all acknowledgo Him to be
Wonderful, Unique, Transcendent, such asa thousand Shakespeares
could not have conceived, transcending tho comprehension of the
very mspired men who saw Him and wrote of Him ; and transcend-
mg the imagination of men through all the ages. And the better
He 18 seen and known, ever the greater Hoappoarsto tho wondering
eys of men.  Thosa who study Him mnost closely and most lovingly
a8 Ho s rovealed in the Gospc?s, and especially those who with nfl
their nnght try to form an image of Him in their own selves, they
seo Hun most clearly, thoy know Him best. Christ is **seli-
evidencing " (John viit . 145 Ho needanowman, not evenan inspired
man, to vouch for Him (Jo. v. 34). Let Him ouly bo seen by men,
and He vouches for Himself (Jo. iv: $2). Al men will readily
noknowledge that »f ever there was o perfect sinless man, it was
Christ ; if ever there was a mimclowor‘tcr. it was Christ ; if ever
there was an inspired son), it was Christ ; if ever God was manifest
m tho flesh, 1t was in Christ. 1t isonly in these latter days that
men have begun to perceive the independent, self-evidencing Christ.
In the last century Paloy, in his *Evidences,” set about proving
tho passitulity of wniracles and the reality of the Gospel miracles.
‘Then, and not tall then, ho concluded that Christ was Christ  And
“13! Because Ho wronght the proven miracles. An cminent
modern scientist once said : ' If T had put off belioving i Christ
until I had argued mysolf into believing in miracles, I should nover
havo behoved in Hun.  But I believe in Chirist beeause I know Him,
and just because He ix Christ ; and as Ho is Himself the most
stupendous of all miracles, I am quite disposed to believo that He
wronght miracles.” That is precisely how Christ Himsclf puta it.
1o inakes Himself tho first ovidence, and tho ovidence of miracles
He puta second.  He said : ¢ Beliove Mg, that I am in the Father
and tho Father in Me; or clso holieve Me for tho very works’ sake”
tJo. xav: 1), Tho Verbal Inspiration Theory insista that faith in
Chirist must comno after and be a ¢ sequence of faith in the inapir-
ation of tho Biblo writers. Tt put. the firat last and tho last Grst.
But 1f we muat put off belioving in Christ until we have conclu-
sively proved tho possibility and tho reality of the miracle of




