
NEW-YORK:  MAY  21.  1891 VOLUME  LXIl.— NO.  21 
WHOLE  NO.  3191 

which  he  has  therein  dealt  with  the  points  that 

are  in  dispute,  will  operate  to  correct  the  mis¬ 
apprehensions  that  are  so  widely  current,  and 

to  quiet  the  disturbed  condition  of  mind  in 
which  as  a  communion  we  are  so  unhappily  in¬ 

volved.  « 
May  19,  1891. 

Church  doctrine  and  a  test  of  heresy,  the  abso¬ 
lute  inerrancy  of  the  autographs,  we  need  more 

than  merely  negative  proof  for  it,  and  where 
are  we  to  look  for  positive  proof  r  At  present, 
an  overwhelming  majority  of  the  jury  of  experts 

is  against  this  position.  To  maintain  it,  we 
should  be  obliged  to  maintain  that  at  every 

point  where  there  is  now  an  error  of  fact  in  the 

text,  the  text  needs  emendation ;  while  there  is 
no  process  more  vicious  than  this,  of  emending 

a  text  by  conjecture,  to  make  it  fit  our  theories. 
Evidently  there  is  no  groimd  for  ecclesiastical 
interference  with  a  man,  merely  because  he 
holds  that  there  may  have  been  unimportant 

errors  in  the  autographs  of  the  Scriptures.  To 

teach  that,  if  there  were,  such  errors,  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Scrpitures  is  destroyed,  is  to 

teach  something  immeasurably  more  destructive 

and  damaging  than  any  teaching  that  has  been 

charged  upon  Prof.  Briggs  and  his  friends.  Cer¬ 
tainly  the  Presbyterian  Church,  in  defining  its 

position,  is  not  going  to  adopt  this  definition. 
Prof.  Green  in  The  New  York  Observer  of 

April  16th,  citing  Dr.  Charles  Hodge,  speaks 

without  disapproval  of  “  the  denial  of  inerrancy 
in  the  minima  of  Scripture,  in  trivialities  which 
are  of  no  account,  and  neither  disparage  the 
truthfulness  of  the  narrative,  nor  in  any  way 

affect  its  doctrinal  statements.”  It  can  hardly 
be  otherwise  than  by  design,  that  Prof.  Green 

omits  all  reference  to  absolutely  inerrant  auto¬ 

graphs.  His  idea  as  to  “  the  minima”  in  which 
we  may  safely  admit  the  existence  of  errors, 

may  be  inferred  from  instances.  His  view  of 

Galatians  iii.  17  has  already  been  alluded  to.  Un¬ 
less  my  memory  misleads  me,  he  holds  that  the 

“forty”  in  2  Sam.  xv.  7,  and  the  “Michal”  in  2 
Sam.  xxi.  8,  are  errors.  Presumptively,  he 

am  not  therefore  in  haste  to  move  to  turn  Prof. 

Evans  out  of  the  Presbyterian  Church.  I  fear 
he  might  retaliate  by  making  a  move  to  turn 
me  out  of  the  universal  Church,  for  in  this 

matter  he  would  certainly  have  the  suffrages 

of  a  good  working  majority  of  the  jury  of  ex¬ 

perts. 

It  is  argued  that  if  we  admit  that  the  inspir¬ 
ed  authors  made  even  unimportant  errors 

through  lapse  of  memory,  or  through  defective 
information,  we  thus  let  in  all  sorts  of  error, 

and  practically  deny  the  infallibility  of  the  Bi¬ 
ble.  To  this  I  reply,  using  a  figure  of  speech 

of  the  late  Dr.  Crosby,  that  an  elephant  cannot 

enter  through  a  keyhole.  In  what  I  am  now 

saying,  I  have  no  occasion  to  admit,  and  do  not 
admit,  that  the  inspired  authors  made  even 
trivial  errors  of  fact,  on  any  subject  whatever. 

But  if,  with  many  eminent  and  godly  scholars, 

*I  admitted  this,  that  would  not  hinder  my 
holding  that  the  Bible  is  errorless  for  the  great 

purposes  for  which  God  gave  it.  It  would  be 
different  if  I  admitted  that  the  errors  were 

themselves  errors  of  doctrine,  or  that  they  were 
of  such  a  character  as  to  destroy  confidence  in 

the  competency  or  the  truthfulness  of  the  in¬ 
spired  authors;  but  that  is  a  different  case.  An 
eminent  man  writes  me  on  this  very  subject, 

giving  my  middle  initial  erroneously,  and  giving 
me  a  mistaken  degree.  I  cannot  refer  his  errors 

THE  SITUATION. 

By  Pwfimw  WUUiJ.BMokerof  AabvaTktologloslSaiBiBuy. 

It  now  seems  that  Prof.  Briggs  is  not  only 

to  have  his  election  disputed  in  the  General  As¬ 

sembly,  but  is  to  be  put  upon  trial  in  Presby¬ 
tery;  while  the  pamphlet  issued  by  Profs.  Evans 
And  Smith,  has  drawn  upon  them  a  fire  nearly 

«8  hot  as  that  poured  upon  Prof.  Briggs  him¬ 
self.  In  different  ways  these  men,  and  others 

who  agree  with  them,  are  now  up  for  ecclesias¬ 
tical  acquittal  or  condemnation.  Should  they 

be  acquitted,  it  will  be  their  triumph.  Should 

they  receive  an  ill-judged,  unfair  condemnation, 
their  triumph  will  be  immensely  greater.  In 
the  attitude  it  has  assumed  toward  these  men, 

the  Presbyterian  Church  has  put  itself  on  trial, 
and  the  result  is  of  far  greater  importance  to 
the  Church  than  to  the  men. 

Some  of  the  parties  to  this  controversy  evi¬ 
dently  do  not  desire  an  agreement,  but  would 

prefer  to  fight  it  out  to  the  end.  Others  take 
it  for  granted  that  agreement  is  impossible,  and 
that  the  battle  must  be  fought  through.  When 

men  work  for  harmony,  each  defines  his  own 

position,  compares  it  with  that  of  others,  asks 
whether  the  two  may  be  made  more  alike. 
There  never  was  a  controversy  more  free  from 
tendencies  of  this  sort,  than  the  present  one. 

The  militant  spirit  among  us  is  vigorous  and 
well  aroused,  and  olive  branches  would  be 

counted  signs  of  weakness.  In  a. war  of  argu¬ 
ment,  a  man  who  means  to  fight,  does  not 

wish  to  hamper  himself  beforehand  with  defini¬ 
tions.  The  Inaugural  of  Prof.  Briggs  was  a  de¬ 
fiance,  and  was  at  certain  points  adroitly  indefi¬ 
nite.  The  response  to  it  was  not  a  refutation  of  I 
his  alleged  errors,  nor  an  investigation  of  the 
troths  involved,  but  an  outcry  for  ecclesiastical 

action  against  him. 
Might  it  not  now  be  worth  while  to  refiect, 

that  if  these  questions  are  ever  settled,  it  must 

be  by  our  seeking  for  truth  and  not  for  victory ; 

by  our  reaching  an  understanding,  and  not  by 
.punishing  one  another  for  failing  to  understand? 

The  central  question  in  controversy,  is  this: 
What  is  the  doctrine  of  the  Presbyterian  Church 

in  regard  to  the  inerrancy  of  the  Scriputres,  as 
distinguished  from  their  infallibility  ?  That 

they  are  the  infallible  seat  of  appeal  for  relig¬ 
ious  questions,  is  not,  I  think,  denied  by  any 

The  acceptance  of  the  doc- 

Ths  Four  Goerau  arr  Historic. 

When  a  physician  finds  some  new  sovereigs 
specific  for  a  prevalent  disease  he  tells  his 
brethren  of  it.  I  have  foand*a  useful  remedy 

for  the  prevalent  cultured  semi-agnosticism.  It 
works.  It  is  the  little  book  by  Ihr.  John  Henry 

Barrows,  Bishop  of  the  First  Church  of  Chicago, 

bearing  the  title  “The  Four  Goepels  are  Histor* 
ic,”  a  re-print  of  seven  sermons  preached  to  his 

people  and  published  in  the  “Golden  Buie.” Their  literary  charm  is  so  complete  that  the 
man  or  woman  of  culture  will  read  them ;  thdir 

clearness  so  conspicuous  that  the  reader  who 

drifts  pleasantly  down  on  their  current  finds  him¬ 
self  unconsciously  nearing  the  Christ  to  which 

they  tend;  their  logic  so  convincing  that  the 
wayward  mind  finds  itself  unwittingly  fastmed 

to  the  heavenly  friend  by  hooks  of  steel.  The 
“Grippe”  of  Agnosticism  holds  many  mightily; 

it  produces  consumption  of  the  finer  tissues 
about  the  heart,  distressing  symptoms  in  the 

brain,  and  the  aching  misery  of  a  failing  spirit¬ 
ual  life.  The  patient  is  impatient  of  crude  and 

drastic  remedies,  but  will  swallow  the  altera¬ 

tive  substance  disguised  in  the  fresh  attractive¬ 
ness  of  this  little  volume. 

As  It  Is  IN  Hravrn.  By  Lucy  Larcom.  Boston; 
Houghton,  Mif9in  and  Company. 

A  little  volume  which  will  bring  much  of 

strength  and  cheer  to  sorrowing  hearts.  There 
is  none  of  the  literature  here  which  has  dis¬ 

figured  some  suggestive  books  on  the  future 
state.  Miss  Larcom  does  not  try  to  measure 

things  spiritual  by  things  material,  nor  to  give 

accurate  description  of  thiggs  unutterable  in 

terms  of  physical  science.  But  her  imagination 
does  to  some  degree  interi»et  those  mysteries, 

and  to  those  deep  questionings  which  so  crueUy 
importune  us  in  hours  of  bereavement,  her  heart 
does  make  some  not  unsatisfactory  answer.  Much 

of  this  little  book  consists  of  apt  and  beautiful 

quotations  from  other  writers  who  have  felt 
much  as  well  as  thought  much  in  these  lines, 
and  who  have  known  bow  to  translate  these 

thoughts  and  feelings  into  words. 

Macaulay’s  Second  Essay  on  the  Earl  or 
Chathah.  Edited  by  W.  W.  Curtis,  A.M., 

Princip^  of  the  High  School,  Pawtucket, 
R.  I.  The  Students’  Series  of  ̂ glish  Class¬ 
ics.  Boston:  Leach.  Shewell  and  Sanborn. 

It  gives  one  a  vivid  idea  of  the  swift  rush  of 
time  to  see  how  many  notes  are  really.needed 

by  the  rising  generation  for  the  full  apprecia¬ 
tion  of  an  essay,  which,  when  some  of  us  were 

young,  was  almost  of  the  literature  of  the  hour. 
But  since  notes  are  indeed  needed,  we  hail  their 

appearance,  for  our  young  people  cannot  afford 
not  to  know  Macaulay — above  all,  not  to  know 
this  essay,  one  of  his  very  beet,  the  product  of 

his  macure  years.  In  its  present  form  the  essay 

is  an  almost  perfect  means  of  the  study  of  Eng¬ 

lish  as  well  as  an  admirable  introduction — we 
had  almost  said,  key — to  the  history  of  the 
time  of  which  it  treats. 

Outlines  of  Protestant  Missions.  By  Rev. 

John  Robson,  D.D.  Bible  Class  Primers. 
Edited  by  Professor  Salmond,  D.D.,  Aber¬ 
deen.  New  York:  Charles  Scribners’  Sons. 
26  cents. 

Brief,  compendious,  and.  accurate,  this  tiny 

pamphlet  is  especially  useful  as  a  book  of  refer¬ 
ence.  It  begins  with  a  review  of  missionary 

progress  up  to  the  close  of  last  ftentury,  daTmila the  rise  of  the  missionary  movement  in  the  Pro¬ 
testant  churches,  gives  sketches  of  missions  in 
Polynesia,  Africa,  the  West  Indies,  Madagascar, 

India,  and  Burmah,  with  a  short  general  survey 

of  other  fields. 
Rhymes  Atween-Timss.  By  Thomas  MacKellar. 

Philadelphia:  Porter  and  Coates. 
There  is  much  very  clever  rhyme  here,  and 

not  unseldom  the  rhymster  even  “drops  into 
poetry,”  as  the  illustrious  Silas  Wegg  would  say. 
The  note  of  the  poet  is  not  often  found,  perhaps, 

but  it  is  found  at  times,  and  is  deep  and  true. 
For  the  rest,  there  iMiot  a  tedious  page,  and  the 

wit,  which  sparkles  full  often,  is  genuine, 

neither  imitated  nor  borrowed. 
A  Tariff  Primer.  The  Effects  of  Protection 

upon  the  Farmer  and  Laborer.  By  Porter 
Sherman,  M.A.  Questions  of  the  Day  LXY. 

New  York:  G.  P.  Putnam’s  Sons.  1891. 

The  author’s  aim  is  “ 

ABE  YOU  REDEEMED! 

By  Bev.  Theodore  L.  Ouyler. 

Redemption  is  the  core  of  the  Gospel.  Mr. 

Moody  is  about  right  when  he  says  that  his 
system  of  theology  is  pretty  much  all  to  be 
found  in  the  fifty-third  chapter  of  Isaiah.  Paul 
was  a  man  of  one  idea;  for  he  determined  to 

know  nothing  in  his  preaching  save  Jesus 

Christ,  and  Him  crucified.  The  doctrine  of  the 
atonement — with  all  that  it  carries  in  its  train — 
is  the  marrow  of  all  profitable  preaching ;  and 

it  is  the  inspiration  of  the  richest  hymns  which 

God’s  people  love  best,  and  sing  the  oftenest. 
The  crown-jewels  of  Christian  hymnology  are 

Toplady’s  “Rock  of  Ages”  and  Wesley’s  “Jesus 
lover  of  my  soul”  and  Palmer’s  “My  faith  looks 
up  to  Thee.”  There  are  plenty  of  other  hymns 
that  have  their  mission  of  praise,  or  penitence, 
or  consolation:  but  when  we  heave  in  sight  of 
the  eternal  world  we  shall  probably  feel  as  that 

great  theologian.  Dr.  Charles  Hodge,  felt  when 
he  was  on  his  dying  bed.  He  kept  repeating  I 

Some  months  since  we  gave  our  readers  a 

miniature  copy  of  a  photograph  of  the  Rev. 
Roswell  D.  Hitchcock,  D.D.,  the  late  President 
of  the  Union  Theological  Seminary,  to  which 

we  now  add,  as  an  accompaniment,  that  of  his 

predecessor,  the  Rev.  William  Adams,  D.D., 

LL.D.,  whose  noble  and  benignant  face  it  will 
be  a  pleasure  to  look  upon,  not  only  to  the  old 

graduates,  but  to  thousands  of  others  who  have 
seen  and  heard  him  in  the  pulpit,  or  on  the 

platform.  Dr.  Adams  was,  take  him  all  in  all, 

perhaps  the  most  accomplished  man  that  we 
have  had  in  the  pulpit  of  this  city  within  a 
generation.  Of  tall  and  erect  figure,  with  a 

highly  intellectual  countenance,  his  very  pres¬ 
ence  commanded  respect,  the  impression  of 

which  was  heightened  by  his  social  and  moral 
qualities.  His  natural  dignity  was  softened  by 
the  sweetest  courtesy,  a  courtesy  that  was  by 
no  means  confined  to  those  of  rank  or  position, 

but  that  was  shown  in  the  most  delicate  ways 

to  the  humblest  of  his  flock.  As  a  speaker  he 

was  often  wonderfully  eloquent.  The  late  Dean 

Stanley  thought  him  the  most  attractive  man 
whom  he  met  in  this  country.  Our  older  read¬ 

ers,  who  do  not  forget  the  days  before  the  war, 
when  the  Presbyterian  Church  was  cruelly  di¬ 
vided  between  Old  School  and  New  School,  will 
remember  how  Dr.  Adams  was  Moderator  of  the 

General  Assembly  of  tiie  latter,  which  met  in 

Washington  in  the  year  1862,  and  with  what 

dignity  and  grace  he  led  that  body  to  the  White 
House,  and  presented  them  to  the  President.  In 
these  days  when  the  Union  Seminary  is  so  much 

spoken  against,  it  is  good  to  bring  tefore  lu  the 
faces  of  these  Presidents,  who  have  lived  and 
died  in  her  service,  and  the  tradition  of  whose 

many  gifts  abides  still  as  a  blessed  inheritance. 

of  the  contestants, 

trine  of  their  infallibility,  seems  to  involve  the 
denial  that  they  contain  errors  of  any  kind, 

such  as  would  justify  the  charge  of  incompe¬ 
tency  or  untruthfulness  ^  against  their  inspired 
authors.  But  outside  this  limit,  do  they  contain 

any  errors  of  mere  fact,  scientific,  historical, 
chronological,  or  the  like?  Of  course  this  is  not 

the  only  question  that  is  up;  but  any  settle¬ 
ment  made  of  this  question,  carries  with  it  the 
settlement  of  all  the  rest. 

To  get  at  the  heart  of  the  question,  we  need 

a  yet  narrower  statement  of  it.  The  question 
is  not  whether  the  Scriptures  are  inerrant  as 
well  88  infalliUe,  but  whether  our  branch  of 
the  Church  has  a  doctrine  to  4;hat  effect,  and  if 

so,  what  that  doctrine  is.  And  even  this  state¬ 
ment  is  too  wide.  It  is  mere  commonplace  to 

say  that  the  definition  of  a  true  opinion  is  one 

thing,  and  the  definition  of  a  limit  beyond  which 

divergence  of  opinion  will  not  be  tolerated,  is  a 

very  different  tning.  It  is  the  second  of  these 

things,  and  not  the  first,  to  which  the  Presby¬ 
terian  Churfth  is  now  called  to  attend.  Ordi¬ 

narily,  differences  of  opinion  are  to  be  dealt 

with  by  study,  discussion,  refutation,  and  not 

by  severe  ecclesiastical  action.  Is  the  present 
case  an  exception  to  this  rule? 

In  other  words,  the  Presbyterian  Church  is, 

virtually,  asked  to  define  a  dogma,  and  so  to  de¬ 
fine  it,  that  those  who  do  not  accept  the  defini¬ 

tion,  shall  be  liable  to  Church  censures.  This 
demands  that  attention  be  paid  to  certain  points 

that  have  thus  far  been  pretty  thoroughly  ig¬ 
nored. 

I.  In  fixing  our  ecclesiastical  rule  as  to  the 

inerrancy  of  the  Scriptures,  vx  cannot  afford  to 

ignore  the  opinions  (wW  by  the  Church  universal. 

Suppose  it  were  possible  to  select  from  the 
Church  of  Christ  throughout  the  world,  the  one 

hundred  men  most  competent  to  decide  upon 

New  Testament  questions,  and  the  one  hundred 

most  competent  for  Old  Testament  questions, 

excluding  from  the  number  all  merely  specula¬ 
tive  scholars,  and  accepting  only  men  who  were 

eminent  for  reverent  habits,  religious  earnest¬ 

ness,  spiritual  insight,  as  well  as  for  large  at¬ 
tainments  and  mental  ability.  If  this  were 

possible,  we  should  have  a  jury  of  experts,  to 
which  we  might  refer  questions  that  arise,  with 

the  inquiry.  What  is  the  present  opinion  of  the 
living  Church  on  this  question?  As  a  matter 

of  fact,  we  have  no  such  jury;  but  on  some 

points  the  verdict  of  the  universal  Church  is  no 
more  in  doubt  than  if  we  had.  And  we  need 

to  be  very  sure  of  our  position  before  we  exclude 
from  the  limits  of  church  tolerance,  any  opinion 

that  would  command  the  hearty  assent  of  a 

majority,  or  even  of  a  strong  minority,  of  such 

a  jury  of  experts.  Doubtless  we  may  regard 
many  such  opinions  as  erroneous,  and  needing 

to  be  met  by  argument  and  refutation ;  but  to 
drive  men  from  our  communion  for  holding 

opinions  that  are  commonly  held  in  most  of  the 
branches  of  the  Church,  is  a  thing  that  we 

should  hesitate  to  do. 

For  example,  Paul  says  (Gal.  iii.  17)  that  the 
law  was  480  years  after  the  covenant  with 
Abraham.  The  Septuagint  and  Josephus  follow 

the  same  interpretation  of  Ex.  xii.,  40  .It  is  the 
traditional  opinion  of  the  Church.  Doubtless 
the  Westminster  divines  held  it.  But  Prof. 

Evans  of  Lane  Seminary,  and  Prof.  Green  of 

Princeton  (see  the  pamphlet  of  Prof.  Evans, 

page  41  sq  ),  both  hold  that  the  interval  was 
more  than  ̂   years,  instead  of  being  480.  Per¬ 
sonally,  I  am  convinced  that  it  is  not  Paul  and 
the  Cihurch  that  are  here  in  error,  but  Prof. 
Evans  and  Prof.  Green.  It  does  not  follow  that 

I  ought  to  seek  to  have  them  unchurched  for 

thus  teaching  that  there  is  error  in  the  Scrip¬ 
tures.  A  large  majority  of  our  supposed  jury 

of  experts,  would  agree  with  them  in  the  view 
they  take,  and  it  would  not  do  to  unchurch  men 

for  accepting  the  prevalent  views  of  Christen¬ 
dom,  even  in  a  case  where  it  may  be  that  Chris¬ 
tendom  is  misled  by  a  passing  fashion  of  thought. 

Prof.  Evans  calls  attention  to  a.i)retty  large 

number  of  instances,  in  which  the  statement  of 
one  New  Testament  writer  differs  from  that  of 

another,  or  from  that  found  in  the  Old  Testa¬ 
ment,  in  regard  to  some  fact.  Making  a  select¬ 
ed  list  of  these,  I  find  that  Prof.  Evans  r^ards 
the  instances  as  genuinely  contradictory,  and 

attributes  the  contradictions  to  lapses  of  mem¬ 
ory  on  the  part  of  the  writers,  or  to  differences 
in  the  sources  of  their  information,  or  other  like 
causes.  I  h(fid  that  the  Professor  is  mistaken 

in  each  of  these  instances,  that  the  passages  are 

not  contradictory,  and  that  the  differences  are 
mere  statements  of  additiopal  facts,  without 
which  the  account  of  the  matter  would  be  less 

complete.  I  think  that  a  large  majority  of 
American  Presbyterians  agree  with  me.  But  I 

present  state  of  things.  We  are  about  to  decide 
an  important  case  affecting  our  ecclesiastical 

position  on  certain  matters ;  and  we  have  rush¬ 
ed  toward  the  decision  in  such  a  belligerent 

spirit,  with  so  little  real  examination  of  the 
questions  at  issue,  that  we  may  be  in  great 

danger  of  taking  unadvised  action. 
Some  one  may  say  that  such  is  not  the  case ; 

that  the  whole  matter  is  already  settled  in  our 

Church  Standards,  and  we  have  nothing  to  do 
but  execute  the  law  as  it  exists.  But  is  this 

the  fact  ?  In  his  article  in  The  Independent  of 

April  28,  Professor  Warfield  reaches  this  con¬ 
clusion  :  “  The  Confession  teaches  that  God  is  in 
such  a  sense  the  author  of  Scripture,  that  he 

speaks  all  that  stands  written  in  it,  and  all  that 

stands  written  in  it,  is,  therefore,  true.”  Either 
this  conclusion  is  correct,  or  it  is  not.  The  al¬ 
ternative  is  that  the  Standards,  while  using 

strong  language  coqperning  the  Scriptures  as  a 
whole,  avoid  teaching  any  doctrine  in  regard  to 
all  the  i>articular  statements  contained  in  the 
Scriptures.  It  is  only  by  strongly  pressing  the 

meaning  of  words  in  a  certain  d  rection,  that 

Prof.  Warfield’s  conclusion  can  be  sustained. 
And  if  this  method  is  adopted  elsewhere,  it  must 

be  adopted  with  I.  viii.  of  the  Confession;  and 

if  adopted  there,  it  will  give  us  the  result  that 

the  Scriptures,  to  which  the  Standards  attrib¬ 
ute  miraculous  inerrancy,  are  the  existing 

Greek  and  Hebrew  Testaments. 
“  The  Old  Testament  in  Hebrew  ....  and 

the  New  Testament  in  Greek  ....  being  im¬ 
mediately  inspired  by  God,  and  by  his  singular  care 
and  providence  I  ept  pure  in  all  ages,  are  therefore 
autht'ntlcal ;  so  as,  in  all  controversies  of  religion, 

the  Church  is  finally  to  appeal  unto  them.” 
The  only  “New  Testament  in  Greek”  to  which 

the  Church  in  any  age  can  appeal,  is  that 
which  exists  in  that  age.  It  is  not  the 

autographs  that  have  been  “kept  pure  in  all 
ages,”  but  the  text  as  found  in  the  copies. 

This  is  the  only  “New  Testament  in  Greek”  to 
which  the  Church  can  appeal.  It  is  to  this, 

therefore,  that  the  Westminster  Symbols  attrib¬ 
ute  whatever  inerrancy  they  assign  to  the  Scrip¬ 
tures.  But  Prof.  Warfield  does  not  hold  that 

any  form  of  the  Greek  New  Testament  to  which 
the  Westminster  divines  had  access,  was  mirac¬ 

ulously  inerrant.  He  is  too  gifted  a  New  Tes¬ 
tament  scholar  for  that.  He  holds  and  teaches 

that  any  copies  they  possessed  contained  hun¬ 
dreds  of  somewhat  important  errors. 

One  of  two  results  follows.  Either  Professor 

Warfield  is  mistaken  in  his  method  of  inter 

preting  the  Standards  on  this  point,  or  else  they 
teach  what  neither  he  nor  any  other  intelligent 

Presbyterian  now  holds.  And  in  either  case, 
our  actual  doctrine  concerning  the  inerrancy  of 

the  Scriptures  as  distinguished  from  our  doc¬ 
trine  concernjpg  their  infallibility,  is  yet  to  be 
defined. 

No  one  disputes  that  there  are  a  considerable 
number  of  errors,  more  or  less  important,  in  the 

existing  copies  of  the  Scriptures.  But  it  seems 

to  be  very  generally  held  that  the  errors  are  all 
to  be  regarded  as  errors  of  transcription,  and 
that  there  were  no  errors  in  the  autographs.  It 

is  even  alleged  that  if  as  much  as  one  slight 
error  can  be  proved  ag;ainst  the  autog^rapbs,  the 

Bible  will  thus  be  proved  to  be  an  imposture. 
But  this  doctrine  is  not  in  the  Standards.  They 
make  no  distinction  between  the  autographs, 

and  any  other  Hebrew  or  Greek  texts.  It  is 

supposable  that,  by  the  decisions  we  reach  on 
the  cases  now  before  us,  we  may  adopt  this  as 

one  of  the  doctrines  .of  the  Church;  but  is  it  de¬ 
sirable  to  do  this? 

I  have  no  doubt  that  a  very  large  proportion 

of  the  existing  errors  can  most  naturally  be  ex¬ 

plained  as  mistakes  of  copyists.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  any  error  can  be  proved  to  have  been 

in  the  autograph.  Anything  of  this  kind  is 
very  difficult  to  prove.  This  is  a  fact  that,  in 

its  own  place,  may  have  important*  uses.  It 
would  silence  many  an  assailant,  to  cballenge 

him  to  prove  that  the  error  he  builds  upon  was 
there  originally,  and  he  would  be  l^itimately 
silenced.  But  if  we  are  going  to  recognize  as  a 

Faith  Heauno.  A  Defense:  Or,  The  Lord  Thy 
Healer.  ByR.  L.  Marsh,  B.D.  New  York: 

Fleming  H.  Revell. 
This  essay  is  the  outcome  of  the  author’s 

study  for  his  graduation  thesis,  presented  to 

the  Faculty  of  Yale  Divinity  School.  The  au¬ 
thor’s  researches  have  convinced  him  that  “the 
cause  of  disease  is,  in  general,  the  devil ;  escape 

from  it  is  through  atonement.”  He  has  follow¬ 
ed  through  the  Old  and  New  Testament  the  clue 

offered  him  by  this  thought,  and  has  built  upon 
statments  which  he  finds  there,  a  conclusion 

which  is  entirely  satisfactory  to  his  own  mind, 

and  which  he  presents  with  far  more  clearness 
and  fairness  than  is  usually  found  in  writers  on 

this  subject.  His  review  of  objections  is  in¬ 

genious,  and  is  pursued  in  a  candid  spirit.  Al¬ 
together  the  book  is  interesting,  and  its  spirit 

is  commendable,  though  its  arguments  will 

probably  seem  not  so  convincing  to  the  general 

reader  as  to  the  author. 
Marmion.  a  Tale  of  Flodden  Field.  By  Sir 

Walter  Scott.  With  Notes  by  D.  H.  M. 
Classics  for  Children.  Boston:  Ginn  and 

Company.  1891. Time  was  when  in  a  certain  nursery  full  of 

children  that  we  wot  of,  there  was  ho  need  of 

notes  on  Marmion.  The  force  and  fire  of  the 

poem,  as  repeated  by  a  dear  voice  that  never 
wearied  of  “saying  poetry”  to  the  children, 

I  were  its  best  interpretation.  Perhaps  the  cir¬ cumstances  were  exceptional ;  perhaps  lapse  of 

time,  distance  from  the  date  and  place  of  writ¬ 
ing,  insensible  changes  in  the  use  of  words,  do 

make  it  necessary  that  this,  which  is  the  chil¬ 

dren’s  poem  of  poems,  should  be  interpreted  to 
them.  To  us  it  seems  not  so  important  that 
children  should  always  imderstand  everything 

that  they  hear:  the  young  imagination  counts 
for  so  much  by  way  of  interpretation ;  and  it 
does  seem  disastrous  to  interrupt  poetry  with 

dictionary.  Still,  grftiting  the  necessity,  these 

notes  are  apt,  luminous,  as  brief  as  possible,  and 

seldom  superluous.  The  introduction,  an  abridg¬ 

ment  from  Scott’s  Autobiography,  and  a  brief 

Life,  mainly  abridged  from  Lockhart  and  Hut 

ton,  are  well  done. Readinqs  and  Recttations.  No  8.  Edited  by 
Miss  L.  Penney.  New  York :  The  National 
Temperance  Society  and  Publication  House. 
1891. 

Temperance  literature  is  apt  to  be  rather 

blood-curdling,  and  its  writers  are  not  always 
particularly  temperate  in  their  way  of  putting 
things.  Unfortunately,  too,  they  are  usually 

gifted  rather  with  zeal  than  with  literary  ability. 

This  being  the  case,  it  must  be  a  somewhat  on¬ 
erous  task  to  select  from  the  abounding  mass  of 
prose  and  verse  bearing  on  this  subject,  enough 

of  real  merit  to  supply  the  demand,  which  hap¬ 

pily  is  ever  increasing,  for  recitations  of  this 
kind.  Miss  Penney  has  evidently  made  an  ef¬ 
fort  to  find  the  very  best  articles  and  poems 

suited  to  her  purpose,  and  though  the  facts  in 
the  case  have  been  so  much  against  her,  she  has 

succeeded  pretty  well.  Not  all  the  selections 
are  such  as  a  refined  parent  would  wish  to  hear 

from  the  lips  of  a  child,  but  many  of  them  are 

unexceptionable. 

By  Amanda  Cary 

specially  to  refute  the 
pretended  arguments  of  those  who  hold  that  the 
better  condition  of  the  working-man  in  this 

country,  compared  with  Europe,  is  to  be  attrib¬ 
uted  to  protection.”  Wages,  he  urges,  do  not 
“come  out  of  protection,”  but  out  of  industry, 

which  is  largely  affected  by  the  abundance  and 

cheapness  of  raw  materials. Knowledge.  A  Weekly  Magazine  Supplement 

ing  all  Cyclopedias.  Vol.  I.  June  to  Decem¬ ber,  1890.  New  York:  John B.  Alden.  1891. 

While  we  can  hardly  accept  the  not  too  mod¬ 

est  estimate  of  itself  which  appears  on  the  title- 

page  of  this  hand>  little  volume,  we  find  in  it  a 
large  amount  of  really  valuable  information  in 
compendious  form.  To  those  who  cannot  afford 

an  encyclopedia,  this  book  offers  good  service. 

Physical  Laboratory  Manual  and  Note¬ 
book.  By  Alfred  P.  Gage,  Ph.D.  Boston: 
Ginn  and  Company.  1891. 

The  title-page  informs  'ns  that  this  volume contains  more  than  two  hundred  experiments 

and  exercises,  and  is  especially  adapted  to  ac¬ 

company  the  author’s  text-book  on  physics.  It 
contains  abundant  illustrations,  is  interleaved 
for  notes,  is  stoutly  and  serviceably  bound,  and 

altogether  gives  promise  of  great  usefulness  to 

the  student. 
Eijjah,  the  Man  of  God.  By  Mark  Guy  Pearse. 

New  York:  Hunt  and  Eaton.  1891.  60  cts. 
The  author  of  the  Daniel  Quorm  papers  needs 

no  introduction  or  explanation.  'This  book  is 

a  popular,  practical,  pointed  exposition  and 
application  of  the  Bible  narrative.  We  observe 
that  it  does  not  include  the  translation  of  Eli¬ 

jah,  though  it  gives  the  death  of  Ahab  and  the 
reformation  under  Jehu. 

LrvT,  Books  XXI.  and  XXII.  Edited  on  the 
Basis  of  WdlfiSin’s  Edition,  With  Introduc¬ 
tion  and  Maps.  By  John  K.  Lord,  A.M.,  As¬ 
sociate  Professor  of  Latin  in  Dartmouth  Col¬ 
lege.  Boston:  Leach,  Shewell  and  Sanborn. 

1^1.  $1.20. The  maps,  which  are  excellent,  are  a  valuable 
addition.  The  notes  are  copious,  clear,  and 

founded  upon  a  standard  German  work. 

Salt.  “Ye  Are  The  Salt  of  the  Earth.”  "By- yin.  S.  S.  Baker.  New  York:  American 

Tract  Society.  80  cents. 
A  daintily  made  volume,  containing  simple, 

practical  talks  for  the  young,  bringing  out  in 

its  relation  to  the  various  phases  of  life  and  of 

duty,  the  meaning  of  that  utterance  of  our 
Lord’s  which  forms  the  secondary  title.  The 

pretty  little  book  would  be  an  appropriate  birth¬ 
day  present  for  a  young  girl. 
LmNG  Hymns  for  Use  in  the  Sabbath  School, 

Christian  Endeavor  Meetings,  The  Church 
and  Home.  Compiled  by  John  Wanamaker, 
Assisted  by  John  R.  Sweeney,  Mns.  Doo. 

Philadelpl^:  John  J.  Hood. 

This  collection  appears  to  be  better  th*n  maBy 
of  its  class.  It  contains  many  standard  hymas 

and  some  good  music.  It  seems  unnecessarily 
large;  when  hymns  are  really  good  they  wUI 
bear  to  be  often  repeated. 

PROF.  BRIGGS  REPLIES  TO  QUESTIONS. 

The  following  questions  having  been  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Dr.  Charles  A.  Briggs,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  action  of  the  Board  of  Directors 
of  the  Union  Theological  Seminary,  they  have 

been  answered  by  him  severallv  and  categorically 

as  below,  and  the  entire  paper  subscribed  with 

his  own  hand: 

1.  (a)  Do  you  consider  the  Bible,  the  Church 
and  the  Reason  as  coordinate  sources  of  author¬ 

ity  ?  “No." 

(b)  Or  do  you  believe  the  Scriptures  of  the 
Old  and  New  Testaments  to  be  the  only  infalli¬ 

ble  rule  of  faith  and  practice?  “Yes.” 
2.  When  you  use  the  term  “reason”  do  you 

include  the  conscience  and  the  religious  feeling? 
“Yes.” 

8.  Would  you  accept  the  following  as  p.  satis¬ 

factory  definition  of  Inspiration:  “ InspiratiiBi 
is  such  a  divine  direction  as  to  secure  an  infafe 

lible  record  of  God’s  revelation  in  respect  to 

both  fact  and  doctrine?”  “Yes.” 4.  Do  you  believe  the  Bible  to  be  inerrant  in 
all  matters  concerning  faith  and  practice  and  in 

everything  in  which  it  is  a  revelation  from  Go4, 
or  a  vehicle  of  divine  truth,  and  that  there  afe 
no  errors  that  disturb  its  infallibility  in  theae 

matters,  or  in  its  records  of  the  historic  eveafa 
and  institutions  with  which  they  are  insepar¬ 

ably  connected?  “Yes.” 
5.  Do  you  believe  that  the  miracles  recorded 

in  the  Scriptures  are  due  to  an  extraorffinary 
exercise  of  divine  energy,  either  directly  or 

mediately  through  holy  men?  “Yes.” 6.  Do  you  hold  what  is  commonly  known  M 
the  doctrine  of  a  future  probation  ?  Do  yon  be¬ 

lieve  in  purgatory  ?  “No.” 7.  Do  you  believe  that  the  issues  of  this  life 
are  final,  and  that  a  man  who  dies  impenitent 
will  have  no  further  opportunity  of  salvatiaii  ? 
“Yes.” 

8.  Is  your  theory  of  progressive  sanctifleatihn 
such  as  will  permit  you  to  say  that  you  believe 
that  when  sNnan  dies  in  the  faith  he  enters  the 
middle  state  regenerated,  justified  and  sinlen? 

“Yes.” The  subjoined  resolution  was  unanimously 

adopted  by  the  Board  of  Directors  at  their  meet¬ 

ing  this  afternoon. Resolved :  That  this  Board  has  listeaed  wiib 

,  satisfaction  to  the  cat^orical  replies  render^ 
by  Dr.  Briggs  to  the  questions  Submitted  to 

him,  and  that  it  trusu  that  the  rnsnnyy  fn 

HENRY  B.  SMITH  ON  THE  BIBLE. 

“  The  Bible  as  an  inspired  record  is  an  infallible, 
and  it  is  the  final,  authority  for  faith  and  life! 

Its  inspiration  involves  its  infallibility 

it  gives  us  truth  without  error."^  Light  and  lif« 
1.  Its  hal 

Its  inspiration  involves  its  infallibility.  Inter- 
pretsd,  as  all  words  must  be,  by  its  real  spirit, 

it  gives  us  truth  without  error.  7  ^ come  from  the  ministry  of  the  Word, 
lowed  sayings  are  our  stay,  when  all  other  sup¬ 
port  fails ;  our  rock  amid  the  billows ;  the  songs 

of  our  pilgrimage;  the  pledge  of  our  final  rest. 
Such  implicit  faith  may  ne  stigmatized  as  Bibli- 
olatry ;  but  where  else  can  we  go  to  find  the 
words  of  eternal  life?  Bihliolatry  clings  to  the 

letter;  spirituality  in  the  letter  finds  the  Spirit, 
and  dares  not  disown  thb  letter  which  guided 

to  the  Spirit. “For  the  enduring  wants  of  the  soul,  for  the 

problems  of  sin,  salvation,  and  eternity,  we  find 
here  an  unwavering  authority,  and  rest  in  faith 

and  joy  upon  the  last  assurance  of  the  highest 
testimony,  “Thus  saiih  the  Lord.”  And  as  it  is 
an  infallible,  so  is  it  a  final  authority.  No  man 
may  add  unto,  or  take  away  from  the  words  of 
this  Boor.  “Here  is  the  judge  that  ends  the 
strife.”  Like  its  Divine  Author,  it  has  full  oft 
b^n  called  before  human  tribunals,  been  revil¬ 

ed,  spit  upon,  yea  buried,  that  it  might  rise 
again  with  new  power,  and  bless  even  its  perse¬ 
cutors.  Of  controverey,  as  history  testifies,  it 
has  ever  been  the  arbiter;  of  opposing  systems, 

the  invariable  conqueror ;  every  scheme  of  men 
has  become  wan  and  shriveled  at  its  touch.  Be- 

ypnd  its  revelations  and  its  prophecies  thought 
cannot  reach;  it  contains  the  oldest  of  records 
as  the  most  living  of  prophecies.  New  assail¬ 
ants  in  the  flush  of  self-consciousness,  call  it  an¬ 
tiquated,  and  its  antiquity  is  as  that  of  God 
himsf^.  It  is  older  than  the  stars  and  the 
earth,  and  awaits  their  dissolution,  that  all  its 
revelations  may  be  fulfilled.  But  it  is  also  ever 
new,  as  well  as  ever  old;  the  most  progressive, 
as  it  is  the  most  conservative  of  influences ;  the 

counterpart  of  the  wisdom  of  God.  411  litera¬ 
ture  has  drawn  deep  and  precious  draughts  from 
its  fountain;  its  orient  pearls  are  scattered 
through  all  lands ;  philosophy  has  there  found 
the  tret  of  its  errors  and  the  lordliest  of  its 
tenths.  For  four  thousand  years  its  words  have 
been  inspiration  and  life,  comforting  the  down¬ 

cast,  and  breaking  the  oppressor’s  rod;  pledg¬ 
ing  peace  to  the  penitent,  and  opening  to  all 
the  very  gates  of  endless  life;  subduing  with 
imperial  might  all  other  words ;  spewing  with 
su^  tones  of  authority  as  you  read  in  no  other 
books ;  and  in  the  very  name  of  the  Lord,  pro- 

clawing  a  kingdom  which  has  been  ever  ad¬ 
vancing,  yet  never  subdued.  And  thus  like  a 
Uving  power,  it  has  been  doing  a  living  and 
abiding  work  among  the  children  of  men.  in 
every  clime,  in  every  language,  and  now  wider 
than  ever  before  are  its  wor^  rehearsed.  “Its 
Wm  have  gone  out  through  all  the  earth,  and 

its  words  to  the  end  of  the  world.”  ’ 

Echoes  Along  the  Shore.  By  Amanda  Cary 
Sanderson.  Kansas  City,  Mo. :  Anderson 
Kimberly  Publishing  Company. 

A  collection  of  religious  poems,  the  themes  of 

which  are  taken  in  orderly  succession  from  the 

pages  of  Scripture.  Nearly  half  of  them  are 
from  the  Book  of  Genesis,  and  a  large  portion 

from  the  New  Testament,  from  the  Gospels  to 

the  Revelation. The  tone  of  the  poems  is  ele¬ 
vated,  and  in  general  well-sustained;  the  verse 
is  not  always  musical,  but  it  is  usually  well- 
balanced;  the  sentiment  is  devout  and  reverent. 
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