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T 11E literary criticisin of thxe Bible no0 longer alarîns devouf; sclhelarshil),
and thxe nuiber of Christian l1earts discovcring hoUx hielp and free-

iloiu froîin arcep.aîxce of its ineLlhods, daily iilcreases. The diif;y of the julpif;
tcward receiit sciexitific Ixypotiiesis, iiiteîxded to linlc togetixer the facts

asvrtaned îxeds carefixi thought on Hlie part cf every preacher. 1 t 'viii
no longer he for edificatioît to treat, for instance, fie Book cf *Jollîtiî as if:
no Clhristianx man dare doubt its purely Iistorical cliaracter, NvlIeîx even wel I
iivstriicted boys kxxew that devoutest Chiristi-an teacliers heold Oppositu Opiin-
ions. Nor wil1 it be for tie f urthlerance of righrlteotisiiess to nxaintaiîî anid
1p1h'ad ignxoranlce of thiese Il uewfangled " theories eon the greuxîci tixat tliey
;ire uîct proved and are onily theories. For, ini the first instance iiitelli-
greuce wvîhl sîx<rcest thiat a qualified religictîs teachier oughit ixot to bc iguier-
miît about hiles se confessedly germain to ]lis topic and the saine intelli-
greice w~ill think farthier ami allege that the traditioxial opinions are aise
onfly theories, andl perluaps discredited tiieories at thiat. Tit is flhe buîsiness
cf any religionîs teachier te master, se far as tixxie aLnd strexxgtli permiit iîi,
the facts relatingy to authorshiip, date, composition, etc., of the sacred bocks.
It imîst, however, be also quite self-evidzxît that Miue ordin-ary iureaelier eaux-
uîct ini the nxature cf thixugs 1)e a specialist and jidepexîdlext worker ini the
fielis of the literrary criticisxi of the 01<1 and New Testamients. T1hie niost
flint is ivithiin the reachi of the ordixuary hiard-workixug pastor, is soute ae-
(fiaixxtahice uvith the best studies lie eau fiuxd by menx, to wl'honi tiinie and
capacity permit deeper researchi thaui is openx to iîn. lit shoul aIso be
quite evident that the ordinary co igere gatio ii uvili hiave even less timie for
tlhe study of literary details, -and wvih1 be even les-, interested thali the
îxrca;clier inx 10w and nmore complote lxy)othxeses ixxtended to expuIaiii the
problemns raised in history, arclneology and kixxdred branchies by the Bible.
If; mxay bu timely ixew aud then te, ixstriiet iu thxe geographiy, arclmeology
andf tonguesý- of the B3ible, but tlint is necithier tie. chief uvork cf the pulpit
îicr yet the best place for suecb iinstructionu. As preacliers, we shonid know
wliat speeiahists are doinig ini exl)lainingy the ackueiiwledgred sciexitific prob-
leins of the Bible litérature. Lt is net ifilUt te se far master the meneit
work iu. ouitluxe, thxat wluether Nu'e accept the conclusions or ne, ve NviI1 ixot
liopelessly blunider whieuxspak about thimen. XVe uvili net theu class

KiieienamiRobrtsou Sitl toether as holding like views, as a reent

critic loes; nor allude to "Dilunanuxii and the rest of the Tuebiîgex sehlool"
;xs Uic uriter lately liourd ail ignorant but popullar precachier do0.


