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INrRonUcrIoN.

THE following chapters on the authenticity and inspira.

tion of the Holy Scriptures, were published a few years ago,

in a work entitled “ The Evidence and Authority of Di

vine Revelation.” On the important subjects of these chap

ters, the mind of‘ every Christian ought to be fully made up,

and firmly established. It is much to be regretted, that very

loose and unscriptural opinions concerning them have long

been entertained, especially in the southern part of the

island, and have of late been advocated by authors from

whom better things might have been expected. As this is

calculated to perplex and unsettle the minds of many who

have hitherto received it as a part of that truth, which is

most surely believed by them, that all scripture is given by

inspiration of‘ God; it has appeared seasonable to the

author, and he hopes it may prove useful, to republish these

chapters, with additions, in this separate form.

A publication at this time, on the subjects referred to,

is. the more necessary, on account of ‘the open manner in

which both the authenticity of the canon of scripture has

recently been attacked, and its plenary inspiration denied.

Mr Simeon of Cambridge, has proclaimed his uncertainty

respecting the divine original of ' particular portions of the

Bible, .while Mr: Cunningham of Harrow has given it as his
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4 INTRODUCTION.

opinion, that there may be some parts of the Old Testa

ment which are not inspired. Matters on this subject have

come to such a pass, that many dissenting ministers in

England, it is aflirmed, will not make a quotation, or take

a text, from the Song ‘of Solomon. Respecting its inspira

tion, Dr Smith, Theological Tutor at Homerton, has avow

ed his scepticism, in his late work on the Messiah, and

he does not consider the book of Esther to be canonical.

In the same work, he argues against the verbal inspira

tion of the scriptures in general, while he admits it in

some particular places; and quotes with high approbation,

the following sentiments of Mr Parry, Theological Tutor

at Wymondley: “If the inspiration and guidance of the

‘ Spirit, respecting the writers of the New Testament, ex

‘ tended only to what appears to be its proper province,

‘ matters of a religious and moral nature ; then there is no

‘ necessity to ask, whether every thing contained in their

‘ writings were suggested immediately by the Spirit or not :

‘ whether Luke were inspired to say, that the ship in which

‘ he sailed with Paul, was wrecked on the island of Melita

‘ '(Acts xxviii. 1.): or whether Paul were under the guidance

‘ of the Spirit, in directing Timothy to bring with him the

‘ cloke which he left at Troas, and the books, but espe

‘ cially the parchments (2 Tim. iv. 13.) ; for the answer is

‘ obvious, these were not things of a religious nature, and no

‘ inspiration was necessary concerning them. The inspired

‘ writers sometimes mention common occurrences or things

‘ in an incidental manner, as any other plain and faithful

‘ men might do. Although, therefore, such things may be

‘ found in parts of the evangelical history, or in epistles ad

‘ dressed to churches or individuals, and may stand connect

‘ ed with important declarations concerning Christian doc

‘ trine or duty, yet it is not necessary to suppose, that they

‘ were under any supernatural influence in mentioning such

‘ common or civil affairs, though they were, as to all the

"sentiments they inculcated respecting religion.

“ This view of the subject will also readily enable a

‘ ‘ plain Christian, in reading his New Testament, to distin

‘ guish what he is to consider as inspired truth.”—Vol. I.

P. 650
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This is to deny, to an indefinite‘ portion of the Holy

Scriptures, even the very lowest of those different degrees

of inspiration which have been arbitrarily attributed to

them. It is to change the character of the Bible as the

word of God, and to make it partly the word of mam—to

mingle the iron with the clay, as in the image of Nebu

chadnezzar, and expressly to contradict the scriptures

themselves. In that Holy Book, it is affirmed, that “ what

soever things were written aforetime were written for our

learning; that we, through patience and comfort of the

scriptures, might have hope,” Rom. xv. 4.‘. ; but in theabove

paragraph, we are given to understand, that the' Bible, on

the contrary, contains things that are not of a na

ture. It is written concerning the occurrences in the

journeys of the Israelites from Egypt to the promised land,

“ Now, all these things happened unto them for examples :

and they are written for our admonition.” It is not so, re

ply Dr Smith and Mr Parry, all these things are not'written

for our admonition. Some of the accounts of these jour

neys have nothing in them of a religious nature; and there

is no necessity to ask, whether every thing contained in

that history, was suggested immediately by the Spirit or

not, any more than to inquire whether Luke were inspired

to say, that the ship in which he sailed with Paul, was

wrecked on the island of Melita.

“ All scripture,” says the apostle Paul, “ is given by in

spiration of God.” It may be so, say Mr Simeon and Mr‘

Cunningham, but who can tell what is scripture, and what

is not ? “ All scripture is given by inspiration.” We deny

it, say Dr Smith and Mr Parry ; part of it is not inspired

at all. “ All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and

is profitablefor doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for in

struction in righteousness ; that the man of God may be per

feet, thoroughly furnished unto all good works.” To such

unqualified assertions, rejoin these gentlemen, respecting

both the inspiration and the religious use of all scripture,

we peremptorily refuse our assent, and enter our deliberate

protest against them. As to apostles and evangelists, there

is no necessity to ask, whether every thing contained in

their writings, were suggested immediately by the Spirit
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or ‘not. We meet with many things in the Bible, concern

'ing which it is not necessary to suppose, that the writers

were under any supernatural influence in mentioning such

common or civil afl'aiis. This we hold to be the only ra

tional account of the matter; and if any one be disposed to

contradict us, “ the answer is obvious,—these were not

things of a religious nature, and no inspiration was neces

sary concerning them. This view of the subject will also

readily enable a plain Christian, in reading his New Testa

ment, to distinguish what he is to consider as inspired

truth.”

What Mr Simeon, Mr Cunningham, Dr Smith, and Mr

Parry, have dared to assert respecting the authenticity and

‘inspiration of the canon of scripture, merits the severest re

sproba‘tion. It is astonishing that the public avowa’l of errors

iso pernicious, has passed so long unnoticed. A 'fullrefu

"tdtidh of them, in answer to Dr Smith, by Mr'Carson of

ilreland, will shortly appear, which, it is to be hoped, will

‘operate es‘a check 'to the increasing laxity of sentiment re

' specting the Holy Scriptures, and to the publication of such

impious and heretical opinions.



THE AUTHENTICITY OF THE HOL

SCRIPTURES. '

 

on @estameut.

THE Bible, which contains the account of the origin, pro

grass, and nature of the Christian religion, is the produc

tion, not of one period, but of many ages. The writers of

it succeeded each other, during the space of above 1500

years. The Scriptures of the Old Testament far exceed,

in antiquity, all other historical records. Moses, who wrote

the first five books, lived more than 1000 years before He

rodotus, the father of the Grecian history; and rather

earlier than the time of Herodotus, Ezra and Nehemiah com-’

pleted the historical part ofthe Old Testament Scriptures.

The iongevity of the first generations of men, which

accelerated the population of the world from a single pair,

rendered a written revelation, between the fall of man and

the promulgation ‘nf"t.he law at Sinai, less necessary, as

the tradition of the Divine will was, during that time,

transmitted from one age to another, by very few in-

dividnals. From Adam to Moses, although a space of

about 2500 years, it passed through only four interrmediate‘

persons: thus it was sufiiciently early in the days of Moses,

permanently torecord that authentic revelation, which it then

became proper to deliver. But, at that period, God espo

mtedn people :firomwthe nations. and gave them when

establishment, that full security‘was afi'orded for preserving

entire his written word

Moses, who, ;at .the giving of the law, acted the part of a

mediator between _God and the people .otf Israel, was called

up to Mount Sinai, ‘where he'neceived those laws and inali

atutions which were then‘enjoined. These, together ‘with a

history of the creation, Iandof whatever, fnom the begin

ning, was necessary for the instruction of the people of
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God, were committed by him to writing, in five books, and

deposited in the tabernacle by the side of the ark.

These five books, called the Book of the Law, and also

known by the name of the Pentateuch, (or five volumes,) were

the first part of the sacred records, and include the history

of about 2550 years. The law was read every Sabbath-day

in the synagogues, and again solemnly every seventh ‘year.

The king was required to copy it, and the people were com

manded to teach it to their children, and to ‘bear it as

“ signs on their hands, and frontlets between their eyes.”

The remaining books‘ of the Old Testament, composed

by different writers, carry the history of Israel beyond the

Babylonish captivity, and contain the messages of a succes

sion of prophets till 420 years before the coming of Christ,

when, at the distance of about 1030 years from Moses, Ma

lachi, .the last of the prophets, wrote. ’I. :r

’ The books which compose the Old Testament Scriptures

were held. by the Jews, in every age, to be the genuine

works of those persons to whom they are ascribed; and

they have also been universally and exclusively, without

any addition or exception, considered by them as written

under the immediate influence of the Spirit of God. They

preserved them with the greatest veneration; and, at the

same time, carefully guarded against receiving along with

‘them any apocryphal or uninspired books. While the

Jews were divided into various sects, which stood in the

most direct opposition to each other, there was never'any

difl'erence among them respecting the authority of thecred writings. _ . ‘

The five books of. Moses were also preserved by the Si»

maritans, who received them nearly 700 years before the

cpming of Christ. Whatever disagreement, in other re

spects, subsisted between‘them and the Jews, and however

violent their enmity against each other, they perfectly unit

ed in admitting the authenticity and inspiration of the law

of Moses, which they both adopted as their religious rule.

In addition to all this, about 280 years before the Chris

tian era, the whole of the Old Testament was translated

into Greek; a language which, from the time of Alexan
 

' The exact time when the book of Job was written is not known
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der’s conquests, was commonly understood by the nations of

the world. Thus Jews, Samaritans, and all the civilized

world, had access to these sacred books, which prevented the

possibility of their being either corrupted or altered with

out its being generally known.

We are assured by Josephus, the Jewish historian, who

was born about five years after the death of Jesus Christ,

that the Jews acknowledged no books as Divine, but twen

ty-two. “ We have not,” he says, “ an innumerable multi

tude of books among us, disagreeing from, and contradict

ing one another, (as the Greeks have,) but only twenty-two

Books, which contain the records of all the past times;

which are justly believed to be Divine. And of them five

belong to Moses, which contain his laws, and the tradi

tions of the origin of mankind till his death. This inter

val of time was little short of 8000 years. But as to the

time from the death of Moses till the reign of Artaxerxes

king of Persia, who reigned after Xerxes, the prophets,

who were after Moses, wrote down what was done in their

times in thirteen Books. The remaining four Books contain

hymns to God, and precepts for the conduct of human life.

It is true, our history hath been written since Artaxerxes

very particularly, but hath not been esteemed of the like

authority with the former by our forefathers, because there

hath not been an exact succession of prophets since that

time: And how firmly we have given credit to these

books of‘ our own nation, is evident by what we do; for

during so many ages as have already passed, no one hath

been so bold as either to add any thing to them, to take

any thing from them, or to make any change in them; but

it is become natural to all Jews, immediately and from

their very birth, to esteem these Books to contain Divine

doctrines, and to persist in them, and if occasion be, willing

1y to die for them.”—Josephus, ed. 1784‘, vol. II. 361. The

Books to which Josephus refers are precisely the same that

from the beginning have been received by all Christians,

and that are still acknowledged by the modern Jews.

“ These (Books,)” says Cosin, p. 11, in his history of the

Canon of Scripture, “ they (the Jews) divided into THREE

SEVERAL CLASSES. Whereof the first comprehended rm:
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rrvn nooxs or moses; the second ALL THE .PIOIHETS; and

the third those wam‘mcs which they called the Chethubim,

or BOOKS that were written by the holy men of God, who

were not so properly to be ranked among the Prophets:

From whom both the five Books of Moses, and these Che

tkubim were distinguished, because howsoever they were all

written by the same prophetical Spirit and instinct, which

the Books of the Prophets were; yet Moses having been

their special lawgiver, and the writer of these other books,

having had no public mission or ofiice of Prophets, (for

some of them were Kings, and others were great and po

tent persons in their times,) they gave either of them a pe

culiar class by themselves.

“ In this division as they reckoned Five books in the

first class, so in the second, they counted Eight, and in the

third Nine; 'I'wo and Twenty in all; in number equal to

the letters of their Alphabet, and as fully comprehending all

that was then needful to be known and believed, as the

number of their letters did all that was requisite to be said

or written. And hereof after this manner they made their

enumeration. ’

’

\

Genesis,

Exodus, V, 1 ‘

The books of Aloses Leviticus, 51:813.‘

Numbers, | ‘ ‘“

Deuteronomy, J

 

Joshua,

Four books of the former Prophets i

LKings, 1. and 2.

Isaiah, ‘

. Jeremiah, and his ‘

_ Lamentations,
hour books‘of the latter Prophets Ezekiel, 4

The book of thell

lesser Prophets,

King David’s Psalter, ]

King Solomon’s Proverbs,

His book of the Preacher,

His Song'of Songs,

M the.reet of the Holy Writes! The book of Job, ‘IX.

The book of Daniel,

'l'he'boolrs of Ezra &. Nehemiah,

The bookof Esther, '|

The book of Chronicles, 1. 8L 2.]

I a‘ u ) . . .—

.1..: “ ,‘u 11'». ‘id ;

6‘ Which last Bookry'tkelCkmnidlea, containing the‘smut’

;_______‘

I O
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all their former histories, and reaching from the creation of

the world to their return from Babylon, is a perfect epitome

of all .the Old Testament, ‘and therefore not unfitly so plac

ed by them, as that it concluded and closed up ‘their whole

BIBLE.”

'“ Other divisions of these books were afterwards maria

and the order of them was somewhat altered, (as in divers

respects they may well be,) but the roots were still the

same; and as the number of them was never augmented‘,

‘during the time of ‘the Old Testament, so there were no

additionalpe'eees brought in, or set to any of them at all.”

“ It is generally received, that after the return of the

Jews ‘from their captivity in Babylon, all the moons of the

scarr'ronn having been revised by Ezra, (then their

Priest and their leader,) ‘who digested them likewise into

those several classes before rehearsed, were by him, and

.the Prophets of Goo that ‘lived with him, consigned

‘and delivered over to all posterity. But this is sure,

(‘that after his age, and the time‘of the prophet Malmh,

‘(who was one among those that prophesied in that time»

there were no more prophets heard of among the Jews till

the time of S. John the Baptist, and therefore no more pro

phetical and divine SCRIPTURES between them.”

“ The BOOKS then of the OLD TESTAMENT, such and so

many as they were after the captivity of Babylon, in the

timeof Esdras, (Ezra,) the same and so many being accurate

ly preserved by the Jews, and continuing among them unto

the time of our blessed Saviour (as they do likewise still

unto 'this very day,) without any addition, imminution, or

alteration, descended to the Christians.”

From the important connection that su‘bsists between the

Old and New'Tes'taments, the early Christian writers care

fully examined the ‘authenticity of the Jewish Scriptures.

‘In the second century, Melito, Bishop at Sardis, t'ravdled

to the East on purpose to investigate the subject. The

learned Origen, in the third century, gives a List of the

twenty-two books. Athanasius, in ‘the fourth century,

specifies the twenty-two canonical books, which, he says,

“ are received by the whole church.” Gregory Nazianzen

in the fourth, and Jerome in the fifth century, aflirm, that

the twenty-two books alone were received as canonical.
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This fact is also confirmed by the Council of Laodicea, in

the year 363.

Nothing can be more satisfactory than this progress of

evidence to the authenticity of the Scriptures of the Old

Testament, to which it is of importance to add, that there is

no contradictory testimony. On the other hand, it is con

firmed by many collateral evidences of customs, traditions,

and natural appearances, which have been collected from

every part of the world.

It is likewise supported by all the notices to be found

respecting them in the most ancient Heathen historians.

Josephus appeals to the public records of difi‘erent nations,

and to a great number of books extant in his time, but

now lost, as indis utable evidence, in the opinion of the Hea

then world, for the truth of the most remarkable events re

lated in his History, the accountof the early periods of which

he professes to have taken principally from the Pentateuch:

Porphyry, one of the most acute and learned of the early

enemies of Christianity, admitted the genuineness of the

Pentateuch, and acknowledged that Moses was prior to the“

Phoenician Sanchoniathon, who lived before the Trojan

war. He even contended for the truth of Sanchoniathon’s

account of the Jews, from its coincidence with the Mosaic

history. Nor was the genuineness of the Pentateuch denied,

by any of the numerous writers against the Gospel, in the

first four centuries, although the Christian fathers constantly

appealed to the history and prophecies of the Old Testament

in support of the divine origin of the doctrines which they

taught. The power of historical truth compelled the Em

ror Julian, whose favour to the Jews appears to have

proceeded only from his hostility to the Christians, to ac

knowledge, that persons instructed by the Spirit of God

once lived among the Israelites; and to confess that the

books which bore the name of Moses were genuine; and

that the facts which they contained were worthy of credit.

Of the genuineness and authenticity ' of their Scriptures,

the Jews had the strongest evidence, and a corresponding

 

' A genuine book is one written by the person whose name it bears, as its

author. An authentic. book in one that relates matters of fact, as they really

_ - L
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impression was produced on them. The five books of

Moses are addressed to the Israelites as his contemporaries,

and they never afterwards could have been imposed as a

genuine work on his countrymen, whose religion and go

vernment were built upon them. Those who were con

temporaries with the respective writers of the rest of the

books, who narrate the transactions of their own times,

were witnesses of the truth of their histories; ' while, from

the miracles which they constantly saw, and the fulfilment

of the prophecies, which was all along taking place, they

had complete proof that their prophets wrote by the au

thority of God himself.

These books are handed down to us by that nation,

whose history they record with the most evident impar

tiality ; in which its ingratitude, and often its baseness, are

exposed; its sinful incredulity on many occasions is pub

lished; its virtues are not magnified, and its courage is

not extolled. This history contains an account, not in con

fused traditions, but in minute detail of time, place, and

circumstances—of great public facts transacted in the pre

sence of the whole people, in which they were actors, and

of which permanent memorials were instituted at the time

when they occurred. These facts involved their submis

sion to a religion entirely different from that of all the sur-.

rounding nations, which laid them under great and painful

restraints; and to laws and institutions engrossed in their

history, which, while they secluded them from the rest of

mankind, exposed them to their utmost detestation and con

tempt. And it is a striking singularity belonging to these

laws, that they were promulgated not from time to time,

but in one written code, and were permanently binding both

on the rulers and the people, never to be in any respect alter

ed, either by ‘diminution or addition. Such facts, then, had

they never existed, could not at any period have been forced

upon the belief of a whole nation, so as to be ever after

wards acknowledged by them, without one dissenting voice.

Nor are the Jews alone referred to as witnesses of some of

the most important of those transactions, the scene of which

is not laid in an obscure corner,‘ but in the midst of the ci.

vilized nations then existing in the world. The exrtrance
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of their ancestors into Egypt; their continuance for cen

turies, and increase there; the manner in which they were

treated; the causes of their being allowed to depart, and

the awful catastrophe which accompanied that departure;

are facts in which the whole people of Egypt were equally

implicated with themselves. Their subsequent continuance

during forty years in an uncultivated desart; their invasion

of Palestine ; the long continued centest, and their final

occupation of that land,—were public and permanent facts,

brought. home to the inhabitants of that country, who lived.

in the centre of the civilized world. The train of the

history too, which, as well as the style‘ and tendency of all

the ‘separate books, is entirely consistent with itself, pro

ceeds‘ in so uniform a manner, and one thing so naturally

rises out of another, that unless on the supposition of what

goes before, that which follows cannot be accounted for.

This remark holds good with respect to the state of the

Jews even to this day; and all that is recorded is necessary

to explain their present unexampled situation. Impressed

with an unalterable conviction of their divine origin, they

have, at the expence of every thing dear to men, tenacious

ly adhered, as far as circumstances permit, to the outward

form of the religion, the laws, and the institutions engross

ed in their sacred records. And although they themselves

are condemned by these books, and know that they sup

port a system which they mortally hate, they still continue

to be the faithful depositaries of the Old Testament Scrip.

tures. ‘

'\

firm mstamcnt.

Error: the time when the . Old Testament was completed‘

by Malachi, the last of the prophets, till the publication of

the New Testament, about 4460 years elapsed. During the

life of Jesus Christ, and for some time after his ascension,

nothing on the subject of his mission was committed to

writing. The period of his remaining upon earth, may be
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regarded as an intermediate state between the Old and New

dispensations. His personal ministry was confined to the

land of Judea; and, by means of his miracles and preach

ing, together with those of his disciples, the attention of

men, in that country, was sufiiciently directed to his doc

trine. They were also in possession of the Old Testament

Scriptures, which, at that season, it was of the greatest im,

portance they should consult, in order to compare the an,

cient predictions with what was then taking place. Im

mediately after the resurrection of Jesus, his disciples, in

the most public manner, and in the place where he had

been crucified, proclaimed that event, and the whole of the

doctrine which he had commanded them to teach. In this

service they continued personally to labour for a consider.

ahle time, first among their countrymen the Jews, and then

among the other nations, to whom, at length, they under

stood that their commission extended

After their doctrine had every where attracted attention,

and,d in spite of the most violent opposition, had made its

way through the civilized world; and when churches or

societies of Christians were collected, not only in Judea,

but in the most celebrated cities of Italy, Greece, and Asia

Minor, theficriptures of the New Testament were'written

by the apostles, and other inspired men, and intrusted to

the keeping of these churches ' .

The whole of_ the New Testament was not written at

once, but in different ‘parts, and on various Six

of the apostles, and two inspired disciples W110 accompanied

them in their journies, were employed in this Work. The

histories which it contains of the life of Christ, known by

the name of the Gospels, were composed by four of his eon,

temporaries, two of whom had been constant attendants. on

his public ministry. The first of these was published With

in a few years * after his death, in that very country where

he had lived, and among the people who had seen him, and

observed his conduct. The history called the “ Ants 0f

the Apostles,” which contains an account of their proceed,

 

' ‘“ Sonie have thought that it was written no mdre than eight years after

0m‘ Lord’s Mccnsion ; others have reckoned it no fewer than. fifteenPe-WP'

boll’! Pref“! to Matthew? Gospel.
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ings, and of the progress of the Gospel, from Jerusalem,

among the Gentile nations, was published about the year

64, being 30 years after our Lord’s crucifixion, by one who,

although not an apostle, declares that he had “ perfect un

derstanding of all things, from the very first,” and who

had written one of the Gospels. This book, commencing

with a detail of proceedings, from the resurrection of Christ,

carries down the evangelical history till the arrival of Paul

as a prisoner at Rome. The Epistles, addressed to churches

in particular places, to believers scattered up and down in

different countries, or to individuals, in all twenty-one in

number, were separately written, by five of the apostles,

from seventeen to twenty, thirty, and thirty-five years after

the death of Christ. Four of these writers had accom

panied the Lord Jesus during his life, and had been “ eye

witnesses of his majesty.” The fifth was the Apostle Paul,

who, as he expresses it, was “ one born out of due time,”

but who had, likewise, seen Jesus Christ, and had been

empowered by him to work miracles, which were “ the

signs of an apostle.” One of these five also wrote the book

of Revelation, about the year 96, addressed to seven churches

in Asia, containing epistles to these churches from Jesus

Christ himself, with various instructions for the immediate

use of all Christians, together with a prophetical view of

the kingdom of God till the end of time. These different

pieces, which compose the Scriptures of the New Testa

ment, were received by the churches with the highest ve,

neration; and as the same instructions, although partially

addressed, were equally intended for all, they were imme

diately handed about from one church to another, till each

was in possession of the whole. The volume of the New

Testament was thus completed before the death of the last

of the apostles, most of whom had sealed their testimony

with their blood.

From the manner in which these Scriptures were at first

circulated, some of their parts would be longer of reach

ing certain places than others. These, of course, would

not be so soon received into the canon * as the rest. Owing
 

' Canon signifies a rule or law. Hence the books of the Holy Scriptures

taken together are called the Canon, as designed by God to be the ruh of our

faith and practice.



NEW TESTAMENT. 17

to this circumstance, as it would appear, and to that of a

few of the books being addressed to individual believers,

or to their not having the name of their writers affixed, or

the designation of Apostle added, a doubt for a time exist

ed among some respecting the genuineness of the Epistle to

the Hebrews, the Epistle of James, the 2d Epistle of Pe

ter, the 2d and 3d Epistles of John, the Epistle of Jude,

and the Book of Revelation. These, however, though

not universally, were generally acknowledged; while all

the other books of the New Testament were without dis

pute received from the beginning. This discrimination

proves the scrupulous care of the first churches on this

highly important subject.

At length these books, which had not at first been admit

ted, were, like the rest, universally received, not by the votes

of a council, as is sometimes asserted, but after deliberate

and free inquiry by many separate societies, in different

parts of the world. It is at the same time a certain fact, that

no other books besides those which at present compose the

‘volume of the New Testament, were admitted by the

churches. Other histories, as might have been expected,

were written of the life of Christ, and one forgery was at

tempted, of a letter said to be written by Jesus himself to

Abgarus, king of Edessa; but of the first, none were re

ceived as of any authority, and the last was universally re

jected. “ Besides our Gospels, and the Acts of the Apos

tles,” says Paley, “ no Christian history claiming to be

written by an Apostle or apostolical man, is quoted within

300 years after the birth of Christ, by any writer now ex.

tant or known, or if quoted, is quoted with marks of cen.

sure and rejection.” ‘1 ‘'

This agreement of Christians respecting the Scriptures,

when we consider their many difl'erences in other things, is

the more remarkable, since it took place without any public

authority being interposed. “ We ‘have no knowledge,”

says the above author, “ of any interference of authority in

the question before the council of Laodicea, in the year

363. Probably the decree of this council rather declared

than regulated the public judgment, or, more properly

. a
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speaking, thejudgment of some neighbouring churches;

the council itself consisting of no more than thirty or forty

Bishops of Lydia and the adjoining countries. Nor does

its authority seem to have extended farther.” But the fact

that no public authority was interposed, does not require

to be supported by the above reasoning. The churches at

the beginning being widely separated from each other, all

necessarily judged for themselves in this matter.

In thus delivering this part of his written revelation,

God proceeded in the same way as he had done in the pub

.lication of the Old Testament Scriptures. For a consi

derable time, his will was declared to mankind through the

medium of oral tradition. At length he saw meet, in his

wisdom, to give it a more permanent form. But this was

not done till a nation, separated from all others, was pro

vided for its reception. In the same manner, when the

Lord Jesus set up his kingdom in the world, of which the

nation of Israel was a type, he first made known his will

by means of verbal communication, through his servants

whom he commissioned and sent out for this purpose; and

when, through their means, he had prepared his subjects,

and collected them into churches, to be the depositaries of

his word, he caused it to be delivered to them in writing.

His kingdom was not to consist of any particular nation,

like that of Israel, but of all those individuals, in every

part of the world, who should believe in his name. It was

to be ruled, not by means of human authority or compulsion

of any kind, but solely by his authority. Thus these sa

cred writings were intrusted to a people prepared for their

reception—a nation among the nations, but singularly dis

tinct from all the rest, who guarded and preserved them

with the same inviolable attachment as the Old Testament

Scriptures had experienced from the Jews.

Respecting the lateness of the time when the Scriptures

of the New Testament were written, no objection can be

offered, since they were made public before that generation

passed, which had witnessed the transactions they record.

The dates of these writings fall within the period of the

lives of many who were in full manhood when the Lord

Jesus Christ was upon earth; and the facts detailed in the
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' histories, and'referred to in the Epistles, being of the most

public nature, were still open to full investigation. It

must also be recollected, that the Apostles and Disciples,

during the whole intermediate period, were publicly pro<

claiming to the world the same things which were afterwards

recorded in their writings. .

Had these Scriptures been published before Societies of

Christians were in existence, to whose care could they have

been intrusted ? What security would there have been for

theibpreservation, or that they would not have been cor

rupted? In the way which was adopted, they were com

mitted to faithful men, who, viewing them as the charter of

their own salvation, and the only means of rescuing their

fellow creatures from misery and guilt, watched over their

preservation with the most assiduous care.

But unless the whole manner of communicating the revs.

lation of God, in these Scriptures, had been altered, it is not

possible, that, excepting the accounts of the life of Christ,

they could have been earlier committed to writing.‘ The

history of the Acts of the Apostles, being carried down to

about the year 63 of the Christian aera, could not, it is

evident, have been published sooner. The Epistles are

not addressed to men of the world, or of any particular

countries, but exclusively to believers. Thetruth convey

ed in them is not delivered in an abstract form, but in the

way of immediate application to existing cases and circum

stances. This practical manner of communicating thedoo

trine, and of recording the laws of the kingdom of Christ,

which commends itself to the judgment of every reflecting

mind, could not, it is manifest, have been adopted till So

cieties of Christians were in existence, and till they had

existed some considerable time. In this way, too, we have

an undeniable proof of the success of the Apostles in the

rapid progress of the Gospel. We are made acquainted,

as we could not otherwise have been, with their zeal, reso

lution, self-denial, disinterestedness, patience, ‘and meek

ness, and have the niost convincing evidence of the extra

ordinary gifts they possessed. We are also put in posses

sion of indqbitable evidence of the miraculous gifts con

‘ ' n 2



20 AUTHENTICITY.

ferred on the first Christians, as well as of their sincerity,

courage, and patience.

Thus were the Scriptures, as we now possess them, deli:

vered into the hands of the first churches. By the concur

rent testimony of all antiquity, both of friends and foes, they

were received by Christians of different sects, and were con

stantly appealed to on all hands, in the controversies that

arose among them. Commentaries upon them were written

at a very early period, and translations made into different

languages. Formal catalogues of them were published, and

they were attacked by the adversaries of Christianity, who

not only did not call in question, but expressly admitted the

facts they contained, and that they were the genuine pro

ductions of the persons whose names they bore.

In proof that the Scriptures were made public, and deli

vered to the churches in the age to which their dates refer,

we have the attestation of a connected chain of Christian

writers, from that period to the present day. No fewer

than six of these authors, part of whose works are still ex

tant, were contemporaries of the Apostles *.

BAmmBAs was the companion of the Apostle Paul. He

is the author of an Epistle, which was well known among

the early Christians. It is still extant, and refers to the

Apostolic writings. '

CLEMENT was the third overseer of the church at Rome,

and is mentioned by Paul in his Epistle to the Philippians.

‘He has left a long Epistle, which is still extant, though not

entire, written in name of the church at Rome to the church

at‘ Corinth, in which the latter is admonished to adhere to

the commands of Christ. Irenwus says that it was written

by Clement, “ who had seen the blessed Apostles, and con

versed with them ; who had the preaching of the Apostles

‘still sounding in his ears, and their traditions before his

eyes. Nor he alone, for there were then still many alive,

‘who had been taught by the Apostles. In the time there

fore of this Clement, when there was no small dissension

among the brethren at Corinth, the church at Rome sent a

 
\

‘ For a particular account of the following writers, with the'extracts from

their works, see Lardner, Vol. II. Ill. and IV. where they will be found

in their order.
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most excellent letter to the Corinthians, persuading them

to peace among themselves.” About 80 or 90 years after

this letter was written, Dionysius, the Bishop at Corinth,

declares, that “ it had been wont to be read in that church

from ancient times.” It contains several quotations from

the New Testament Scriptures, and allusions to them.

HERMAS also, contemporary with the Apostles, has left a

book that still remains, called, “ The Shepherd of Hermes,”

in which he quotes and enforces the doctrine of Scripture.

IGNATIUS was overseer of the church at Antioch, about

thirty-seven years after Christ’s ascension. He suffer

ed martyrdom at Rome under the Emperor Trajan. Ig

natius has left several Epistles that are still extant, which

give testimony to Jesus Christ and his doctrine. He de

clares, that he “ fled to the Gospels as the flesh of Jesus,

and to the Apostles as the elders of the churc .”

POLYCARP had been taught by the Apostles, and had

conversed with many who had seen Christ. He was ‘ap

pointed by the Apostles, Bishop of the church at Smyrna.

One epistle of his still remains, which evinces the respect

that he and other Christians bore for the Scriptures. Ire

nzeus, who, in his youth, had been a disciple of Polycarp,

says concerning him, in a letter to Florinus,—“ I saw you

when I was very young, in the Lower Asia with Polycarp.

—For I better remember the afi'airs of that time, than those

which have lately happened; the things which we learn in

our childhood growing up with the soul, and uniting them

selves to it. Insomuch, that I can tell the place in which

the blessed Polycarp sat and taught, and his going out and

coming in, and the manner of his life, and the form of his

person, and the discourses he made to the people; and how

he related his conversation with John, and others who had

seen the Lord ; and how he related their sayings, and what

he had heard from them concerning the Lord; both con

cerning his miracles and his doctrine, as he had received

them from the eye-witnesses of the Word of Life: all

which Polycarp related agreeable to the Scriptures. These

things I then, through the mercy of God toward me, dili

gently heard and attended to, recording them not on paper,
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but upon my heart. And through the grace of God I

continually renew the remembrance of them.” Polycarp

was condemned to the flames at Smyrna, the proconsul

being present, and all the people in the amphitheatre de.

manding his death. Thus, like Ignatius, be confirmed his

testimony to the Scriptures with his blood.

PAPIAS was a bearer of the Apostle John, and a compa

nion of Polycarp. He was the author of five books which

are now lost, but which, according to quotations from them

that remain, bore testimony to the Scriptures. He express

‘ly ascribes their respective Gospels to Matthew and Mark.

The above six writers had all lived and conversed with

some of the Apostles. Those parts which remain of the

writings of the first five, who are called the Apostolical Fa

thers, are valuable by their antiquity ; and all of them con.

tain some important testimony to the Scriptures.

About twenty years after these writers follows JUSTIN

MABTYR. He was born about the year 89, and suffered

martyrdom about the year 163. Originally he had been

a heathen philosopher; and, in his dialogue with Try

pho the Jew, he relates the circumstances of his conversion

to Christianity. From his works might be extracted al

most a complete life of Christ; and he uniformly represents

the Scriptures as containing the authentic account of his

doctrine. The Gospels, he says, were read and expounded

every Sunday in the solemn assemblies of the Christians.

He particularly mentions the Acts of the Apostles, along

with the books of the Old Testament, which were also re

gularly read as in the Jewish synagogues; and he appeals

to the Scriptures as writings open to all the world, and

read by Jews and Gentiles. He presented two apologies

for the Christian religion ; the first to the Emperor Anto_

nius Pius, in the year 140; the second to Marcus Antoni

nus, the philosopher, in the year 1152. Both these apolo

gies are still extant; the first entire, of the second the be.

ginning is wanting.

DIONYSIUS, TATIAN, and Hncnnrrus, wrote about

thirty years after Justin Martyr, and give their testimony

to the Scriptures. Hegesippus relates, that, travelling

from Palestine to Rome, he visited in his journey many
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Bishops : and that “ in every succession, and in every city,

the same doctrine is taught which the law and the prophets

and the Lord teacheth.”

About the year 177, the churches at Lyons and Vienne

in France sent a relation of the persecutions they suffered

to the churches in Asia and Phrygia. Po'rnnws, Bishop

of the church at Lyons, was then 90 years old; and in his

early life was contemporary with the Apostle John. This‘

letter, which is preserved entire, makes exact references to

the Scriptures.

Inmmus succeeded Pothinus as Bishop at Lyons. In

his youth, as has already been noticed, he had been a dis~

ciple of Polycarp, who was a disciple of the Apostle John.

Thus he was only one step separated from the Apostles.

Irenseus gives a most ample testimony, both to the genuine

ness and the authenticity of the Scriptures. “ We have

not received,” says he, “ the knowledge of the way of our

salvation by any others than those by whom the Gospel has

been brought to us; which Gospel they first preached, and

afterwards, by the will of God, committed to writing, that

it might be for time to come the foundation and pillar of

our faith—For after that our Lord rose from the dead,

and they (the Apostles) were endued from above with the

power of the Holy Ghost coming down upon them, they

received a perfect knowledge of all things. They then

went forth to all the ends of the earth, declaring to men

the blessing of heavenly peace, having all of them, and

every one alike, the gospel of God. Matthew then, among

the Jews, wrote a Gospel in their own language, while

Peter and Paul were preaching the Gospel at Rome, and

founding a church there. And after their exit, (death or de

parture,) Mark also, the disciple and interpreter of Peter,

delivered to us in writing the things that had been preached

by Peter; and Luke, the companion of Paul, put down in

abook ‘the gospel preached by him (Paul) Afterwards

John, the disciple of the Lord, who also leaned upon his

breast, he likewise published a Gospel while he dwelt at

Ephesus in Asia. And all these have delivered to us, that

there is one God, the maker of the heaven and the earth,

declared by the law and the prophets, and one Christ, the
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Son‘ of God. And hewho does not assent to them, despis-'

eth indeed those who knew the mind of ‘ the Lord : but he

despiseth also'Christ himself the Lord, and he despiseth

likewise the Father, and is self-condemned, resisting and

opposing his own salvation, as all heretics do.”—-“ The

tradition of the Apostles hath spread itself over the whole

universe; and all they who search after the sources of .

truth, will find this tradition to be held sacred in every

church. We might enumerate all those who have been‘

appointed Bishops to those churches by the Apostles, and

all‘ their successors up to our days. It is by this uninter

rupted succession that we have received the tradition which

actually exists in the church, and also the doctrine of truth

as it is preached by the Apostles.”

After giving some reasons why he supposed the number

of the Gospels was precisely four, Irenseus says, “ Whence

it_is manifest that the Word, the Former of all things, who

sits upon the cherubim, and upholds all things, having

appeared to men, has given to us a Gospel of a fourfold cha

racter, but joined in one spirit.—The Gospel according to

John discloses his primary and glorious generation from the

Father: ‘ In the beginning was the Word.’—But the

Gospel according to Luke, being of a priestly character,

begins with Zacharias the priest oii'ering incense to God.--'

Matthew relates his generation, which is according to men:

t The book of the generation of Jesus Christ, the son of

David, the son of Abraham.’—-h;[ark begins from the pro

phetic spirit which came down from above to men, saying,

‘ The beginning of the gospel of Jesus Christ, as it is

written in Esaias the prophet.1 '” ‘

The above passage distinctly ascertains, that the four

Gospels, as we have them, and no more, were equally re-

ceived and acknowledged by the first churches.

Irenmus further says, ‘‘ The Gospel according to Matthew

was written to the Jews, for they earnestly desired a Mes

siah of the seed of David; and Matthew, having also the

same desire to a yet greater degree, strove by all means to

give them full satisfaction that Christ was‘ of the seed of

David, wherefore he began with his genealogy.”—“ Where

fore also Mark, the interpreter and follower of Peter, makes
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this the beginning of his evangelic writing, ‘ The begin.

ning of the gospel of Jesus Christ, the Son of God.‘ And

in the end of the Gospel, Mark says, ‘ So then the Lord

Jesus, after he had spoken to them, was received up into

heaven, and sat on the right hand of God.’ ” “ But if any

one rejects Luke, as if he did not know the truth, he will

be convicted of throwing away the Gospel, of which he

professeth to be a disciple. For there are many, and those

very necessary, parts of the Gospel, which we know by his

means.” He then refers to several particulars, which are

known only from Luke.

The Acts of the Apostles is a book much quoted by

Irenaeus, as written by Luke, the companion of the Apostles.

There are few things recorded in that book which have not

been mentioned by him. “ And that Luke,” says he,

“ was inseparable from Paul, and his fellow-worker in the

Gospel, he himself shews, not boasting of it indeed, but

obliged to it for the sake of truth.”

Irenaeus quotes largely from the Epistles of Paul, and

remarks, that this Apostle “ frequently uses hyperbata, (or

transpositions of words from their natural order,) because

of the rapidity of his words, and because of the mighty

force of “ the Spirit in him.” The book of Revelation Ire

nwus often quotes, and says, “ It was seen no long time

ago, but almost in our own age, at the end of the reign of

Domitian.” He mentions the code of the Old Testament

and of the New, and calls the one, as well as the other, the

Oracles of God.

Speaking of the Scriptures in general, he says, “ well

knowing that the Scriptures are perfect, as being dictated

by the word of God and his Spirit.”—“ A heavy punish-‘

ment awaits those who add to'or take from the Scriptures.”

-.-“ But we, following the one and the only true God as our

teacher, and having his words as a rule of truth, do all a1;

ways speak the same things concerning the same things.”

ATHENAGOBAS, MILTIADES, THEorHILUs, and Panas

nus, who lived at the same time with Irenzeus, all bear

testimony to the Scriptures. Some of their works remain,

and others are lost.

CLEMENT of Alexandria followed Irenaeus at the dis‘
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tance of sixteen years. He was a man of great learning,

and presided in the Catechetical School at Alexandria.

Clement travelled into different countries in search of in

formation. “ The law and the Prophets, together with

the Gospels,” he says, “conduct to one and the same

knowledge in the name of Christ.”—“ One God and Al

mighty Lord is taught by the law and the prophets, and

the blessed gospels.” He has given a distinct account of .

the order in which the four Gospels were written. The

Gospels which contain the genealogies were, he says, writ

ten first, Mark’s next, and John’s the last. He repeatedly

quotes the four Gospels by the names of their authors, and

expressly ascribes the Acts of the Apostles to Luke. His

quotations from the Scriptures of the New Testament are

numerous, and he calls them “ the Scriptures of the Lord,”

and the “ true evangelical canon.”

Next to Clement, and in the same age, comes TEn'rUL

LIAN, who was born at Carthage about the year 160. He

was a man of extensive learning, and the most considerable

of all the Latin writers on Christianity. He wrote a very

valuable apology for the Christians about the year 198, ad

dressed to the governors of provinces, which is still extant.

He gives the most ample attestation to the Scriptures, quot

ing them so frequently, that Dr Lardner observes, that

there are more and longer quotations of the small volume

of the New Testament in this one Christian author, than

there are of all the works of Cicero in writers of all charac

ters for several ages. After enumerating many churches

which had been gathered by Paul and the other Apostles,

he declares, that not those churches only which were called

apostolical, but all who have fellowship with them in the

same faith, received the four Gospels, and that these had

been in the possession of the churches from the beginning.

He also declares, that the original manuscripts of the Apos

tles,“at least some of them, were preserved till the age in

which he lived, and were then to be seen.

“ In the first place,” says Tertullian, “ we lay this down

for a certain truth, that the Evangelic Scriptures have

for their authors the Apostles, to whom the work of pub

lishing the Gospel was committed by the Lord himself ;
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and also apostolical men—Among the Apostles, John and

Matthew teach us the faith; among apostolical men, Luke

and Mark refresh it, going upon the same principles as con

cerning the one God the Creator, and his Christ born of a

virgin, the accomplishment of the law and the prophets.—

If it be certain that is most genuine which is most ancient,

that most ancient which is from thebeginning, and that

from the beginning which is from the Apostles; in like

manner, it will be also certain that has been delivered from

the Apostles which is held sacred in the churches of the

Apostles. Let us then see what milk the Corinthians re

ceived from Paul, to what rule the Galatians were reduced,

what the Philippians read, what the Thessalonians, the

Ephesians, and also the Romans recite, who are near to us;

with whom both Peter and Paul left the Gospel sealed with

their blood. We have also churches which are the disciples

of John ; for, though Marcion rejects his Revelation,

the succession of Bishops, traced up to the beginning, will

shew it to have John for its author. We know also the

original of other churches, (that is, that they are apostoli

cal.) I say, then, that with them, but not with them only

‘that are apostolical, but with all who have fellowship with

them in the same faith, is that Gospel of Luke received,

which we so zealously maintain.” That is the genuine‘ en.

tire Gospel of Luke, not that which had been curtailed and

altered by Marcion. “ The same authority of the Aposto

lical churches will support the other Gospels, which we

have from them, and according to them, (that is, according

to their copies.) I mean John’s and Matthew’s, although

that likewise which Mark published may be said to be Po.

ter’s, whose interpreter Mark was, ‘for. Luke’s digest also is

often ascribed to Paul.” He says that Matthew’s Gespe!

began in this manner, “‘ The book of the generation of Je

sus Christ, the son of David, the son of Abraham.“ The

Acts of the Apostles are often quoted by Tertullian under

that title':'—he calls them Luke’s ‘Commentary, or History.

“ I will,” says Tertullian, “ no means say Gods nor

Lords, but I will follow theApostle; so that if the Father

and the Son‘are to be mentioned together, I will say God

.. the Father, and Jesus ‘Christ the Lord_; but when I men.
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tion Christ only, I can call him God, as the Apostle does.”

“ 0f whom Christ came, who is," says he, “ over all, God

blessedfor ever.”

To Tertulljan succeeds a mul’titude of Christian writers.

Of the works of these authors, only fragments and quota

tions remain, in which several testimonies to the Gospels

are found. In one of them is an abstract of the whole Gos

pel history. .

After those writers, and at the distance of twenty-five

years from Tertullian, comes the celebrated OBIGEN of

Alexandria, of whom it is said, that “ he did not so much

recommend Christianity by what he preached, or by what

he wrote, as by the general tenor of his life.” He was born

about 150 years after the resurrection of Jesus Christ. In

the quantity of his writings, he exceeded the most labo

rious of the Greek and Latin writers. He gives full and

decisive testimony to the Scriptures. He says, “ that the

four Gospels alone are received without dispute by the

whole church of God under heaven ;” and he subjoins a

history of their respective authors. “ The first,” says Ori

gen, “ is written by Matthew, once a Publican, afterwards

an apostle of Jesus Christ. The second is that according

to Mark, who wrote it as Peter dictated to him, who there.

fore calls him his son in his Catholic Epistle. The third is

that according to Luke, the Gospel commended by Paul,

published for the sake of the Gentile converts. Lastly,

that according to John.” He speaks of the Acts of the

Apostles as an uncontested book, and gives the same ac

count concerning Mark’s Gospel having been written under

the direction of the Apostle Peter, as is given by Clement.

It is reckoned a monument of the humility of Peter, that

several very remarkable circumstances in his favour, which

are related by the other Evangelists, are not mentioned or

even hinted at by Mark.

Origen uniformly quotes the Epistle to the Hebrews as

the writing of the Apostle Paul, and the book of Revels,

tion as the writing of the Apostle John. His quotations

of Scripture are so numerous, that Dr _Mill says, “ if we

had all his works remaining, we should have before us

almost the whole text of the Bible." He expresses, in the
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most unqualified terms, his opinion of the authority of the

books of the New Testament as inspired writings, and re

presents the sacred books as not writings of men, but as

having been written and delivered to us from the inspira

tion of the Holy Spirit, by the will of the Father of all,

through Jesus Christ. He urges, with earnestness, the

reading of the Old and New Testament Scriptures, as a sa

cred obligation in the churches of Christ. “. Food,” says

he, “is eaten, physio is taken; though the good effect is

not presently perceived, a benefit is expected'in time, and

may be obtained. So it is with the Holy Scriptures; though,

at the very time of reading of them, there be no sensible

advantage, yet, in the end, they will be thought profitable

for strengthening virtuous dispositions, and weakening the

habits of vice—The true food of the rational nature is the

word of God—Let us come daily to the wells of the Scrip

tures, the waters of the Holy Spirit, and there draw and

carry hence a full vessel. The greatest torment of demons

is to see men reading the word of God, and labouring to

understand the divine law.”

In his Apology for the Christian Religion, in answer to

Celsus the Epicurean philosopher, Origen, when giving a

quotation from Scripture, says, that it is written, “ not in

any private book, or such as are read by a few persons only,

but in books read by every body.” In that Apology, he

has preserved, from the writings of Celsus, most distinct

and complete attestations to the Gospel history.

GREGORY, Bishop at Neocesaria, and DIONYSIUS of Alex‘

andria, scholars of Origen, and the well-known CYPBIAN,

Bishop at Carthage, come about twenty years after Origen.

Their writings abound with copious citations from the

Scriptures, to which they give their full and particular at

testation. Cyprian says, “ The church is watered, like

Paradise, by four rivers, that is, four Gospels.”

Within forty years after Cyprian, Vlcronmus, Bishop

at Pettaw, in Germany, and a multitude of Christian wri

ters,‘ all testify their profound respect for the Scriptures.

About .the year 306, Anzomus and LACTANTIUB.Wl'0te

in support of the Christian religion. Lactantius argues in

its defence, from the consistency, simplicity, disinterested
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ness, and sufl'erings of the writers of the Gospels. Arnobius

vindicates the credit of the writers of the Gospels, observ

ing, that they were eye-witnesses of the facts which they

relate, and that their ignorance of the arts of composition,

was rather a confirmation of their testimony, than an objec

tion to it.

EUSIBIUS, Bishop at Caesarea, born about the year 270,

wrote about fifteen years after the above authors. He com

posed a History of Christianity, from its origin to his own

time; and has handed down many valuable extracts of an

cient authors, whose works have perished. In giving his

testimony to the Scriptures, he shews himself to be much

conversant in the works of Christian authors, and he ap

pears to have collected every thing that had been said, be

fore his own time, respecting the volume of the New Tes

tament.

ATHANAIIUS became Bishop at Alexandria about the

year 826. He expressly ailirms, that every one of the

books of the New Testament that we now receive, are in

spired scriptures, which he specifies in their order, and

ascribes them to the writers whose names they bear. He

represents them as constantly and publicly read in the

Christian churches. Athanasius had access to every source

of information, and applied himself to ascertain the canon

of the Old Testament as well as the New. It appears, that

he sent to the Emperor Constance a copy of the whole

Bible, which he described as the whole inspired Scriptures.

Speaking of the Scriptures, he says, “ These are fountains

of salvation. In them alone, the doctrine of religion is

taught. Let no man add to them, or take any thing from

them.”

It is unnecessary to carry down this chain of historical

evidence any farther. The Council of Nice was called by

Constantine in the year 325; and as Christianity had then

become the established religion of the Roman empire, its his

tory is‘ afterwards inseparably interwoven with every thing

connected with the state of the world. "

From the above numerous and early writers, we have

most unquestionable attestations to the integrity and autho

rity of the Holy Scriptures. First, we have six writers
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who were contemporary with the Apostles, and there were

eleven more who lived in distant parts of the world, regu

larly succeeding each other during the first hundred years

after the Apostles. From that period, the chain of evi

dence continues unbroken and uninterrupted. “ When

Christian advocates," says Paley, “ merely tell us that we

have the same reason for believing the Gospels to be writ

ten by the Evangelists whose names they bear, as we have

for believing the Commentaries to be Cwsar’s, the Eneid

Virgil’s, or the Orations Cicero’s, they content themselves

with an imperfect representation. They state nothing

more than what is true, but they do not state the truth

correctly. ‘ In the number, variety, and early date of our

testimonies, we far exceed all other ancient books. For

one which the most celebrated work of the most celebrated

Greek or Roman writer can allege, we produce many."

The force of the above testimony is greatly strengthened

by the consideration, that it is the concurring evidence of

separate, independent, and well-informed writers, who lived

in countries remote from one another. Clement lived at

Rome; Ignatius, at Antioch ; Polycarp, at Smyrna ,’ Jus.

tin Martyr, in Syria ; Irenaeus, in France; Clement, at

Alexandria; Tertullian, at Carthage; Origen, in Egypt;

Eusebius, at Ca’sarea ; Victorious, in Germany. The dan

gers which they incurred, and the hardships and persecu

tions which they suffered, some of them even unto death,

on account of their adherence to the Christian faith, give

irresistible weight to their testimony.

In the above account, the reader has had a view of the

external evidences of the Authenticity of the whole of the

Holy Scriptures. Satisfactory, however, and incontrovert

ible as these are, they neither constitute the only, nor, to

the Christian, the most material proof which belongs to the

subject. The divine authority has been graciously inter

posed finally to settle this most momentous question. .

Referring to the Scriptures of the Old Testament, the

Apostle Paul designates the whole of them, “ the oracles

of God,” Rom. iii. 2.; which he declares were committed

to the Jews. God thus constituted his ancient people the

keepers of those Scriptures, while that dispensation under
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which they were delivered to them continued; andin'his

‘Holy Providence‘he so influenced their minds,‘ that to this

trust they were entirely faithful. Although, in general,

ignorant of the spiritual meaning of these sacred books,

the Jewish nation always held them in the highest venera

tion, and continued to preserve them without addition or

diminution, until the coming of Him, concerning whom

they testified. Of their fidelity to this important trust,

Christians have received the most perfect assurance. Jesu's

Christ, by often referring to “ the Scriptures,” which in his

time were received as such by the Jews, has borne his testi

mony‘to the whole of them, as the unadulterated word of

God. The same testimony is repeated by the Apostles,

who constantly appeal to the Jewish ‘Scriptures, as the

lively oracles of God. And while, concerning themselves,

they could say, “ we speak not in words which man’s wis

dom teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost teacheth ;” they

uniformly refer to the Old Testament Scriptures, as of

equal authority with those of the New Testament, both of

which they have delivered over to the Christian Church, as

“the word of God.” In this manner, these two portions

of Holy Writ come to us, stamped with the authority of

Him who is “ the ‘brightness of the Father’s glory, and

the express image of his person f’ and of those to .whom

God bare “ witness both with signs and wonders, and .with

divers miracles, and gifts of the Holy Ghost.” ' 'sois

. Christians are therefore bound to acknowledge and to re

ceive the Holy Scriptures, both of theOld and New Testa

ments, as from the beginning they have been delivered to

them; the evidence for their‘ authority being thus com

plete. ; Of the Old Testament especially,.it is aflirmed that

‘.‘ All Scripture is giveraby inspiration of G .” This de

olarationequally extends to every book of which it is com

posed, .and if any one portion of it beset aside as uninspired,

it is rejected in opposition to all the above evidence, and

also to this‘decisive testimony. Of such presumption, how

ever, it is a melancholy fact .that even some Christians are

guilty; while on the one hand, there are those who.have dared

to add certain booksto the Jewish Canon, which. form no

part of it,‘ but are the production of lying prophets; .nn/the

' J2}; ‘ ‘4 .. . Io arsqaail
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other hand, some contend that certain books included in that

Canon donot constitutea part of Divine Revelation. Thishas

been particularly the case respecting those of Esther and the

Song of Solomon, which, it has been alleged, are not quot

ed in the New Testament. But although this may be true

as to particular passages, yet the books themselves are

quoted each time that either the Lord Jesus Christ, or

his Apostles, refer to what “ is written,” or to “ the

Scriptures," of which they are a part. This reason, then,

for rejecting them, is altogether untenable. Exceptions,

too, have been made to these books from their contents,

and, on this ground, their claim to be canonical has been

denied. Such a sentiment is the effect of inconsiderate rash

ness and presumption. It is not necessary to urge that

these very books were received by the Jews with peculiar

veneration, which is a well-known fact. The incontrover

tible proof, respecting their inspiration, is, that theyjbm

a part qfthose Scriptures which were committed to the Jewish

Church, and sanctioned by the Lord. If any one, therefore,

takes upon him to set them aside, he tramples upon this

evidence. If he rejects them because their contents do not

appear to him to be such as he would have expected, he

constitutes himself a judge of the manner in which it was

best for the Most High to reveal himself, and to instruct

his servants. He thinks he observes in them some redun

dancy or omission, some mystery which he does not com

prehend, or something which he conceives to be unsuitable

or unimportant; and therefore, in his wisdom, he casts

them away. On the same principle, he might sit in judg

ment on every portion of the word of God; and as those who

possess different degrees of knowledge and of spiritual un

derstanding, will judge variously, according to their attain

ments, different parts would be sanctionedby one andrejected

by another. Let Christians consider the sinfulness and the

danger of such conduct, and ‘let all be thankful that on a sub

ject of such vital importance as that of ascertaining what we

are to receive as the true oracles of God, wé are not left to our

own doubtful reasonings; but that a clear and absolute rule

for our guidance has been vouchsafed, which, if attended

to, will preserve us from either perplexity or error.

-—--.-

c

a
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THE INSPIRATION OF THE HOLY

‘ SCRIPTURES.

*

v‘ m

THE Scriptures of the Old and New Testament are not

only authentic, but also inspired writings. The‘claim of

inspiration which theyadvance, is a claim of infallibility

and offpelfection'. It is also 'a claim of absolute authority,

wbiclrdemands unlimited submission. . It is a claim which,

if setup for any other book, may, with the utmost case, be

shewn to be unfounded. .

The inspiration of the Scriptures is attested, both by the

‘ nature and value of their contents, and by the evidence of

. their truth. On these grounds, they stand without a rival

in the's'vorldyand challenge from every man the highest

possible regard. _ . I

‘ ‘Gun knowledge. of the inspiration of the Bible, like every

other doctrine it contains, must be collected from itself. If

the writers of this book appear with such credentials as

entitle them to be received ascommissioned of God, then it

is from themselves only we can learn those truths which

they are authorised to ‘ma'ke known; Among these, it is of

primary'importance'to know what is the extent of that dc.

pendence which we .are‘ to place on their words. Is im

plicit credit to. given to every thing they declare? and

iii the_writelfs are numerous, is this equally due to them all?

o. It has beencontended, that different degrees of inspirap

tion are to be attributed to different parts of the word of

God. To some‘places belongs, as‘ is supposed, an inspira—

tion of Supefin'tendence; to others of Elevation‘ ; and to

the rest, of 'Suggestiml.
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To this view‘ of the matter, though very generally adopt

ed, the writers of the Scriptures give no countenance what'

ever. This being the fact, and as the‘ question of inspirai

t_ion can only be determined by the Scriptures themselves,

all the distinctions that have been introduced are mere theo

ries, unfounded and unsupported by any evidence. The

Scriptures contain no intimation of' their being written‘

under an inspiration of any kind but one. “ All Scrip‘

ture,” says Paul, “is given by inspiration of God.” This

declaration refers to the whole of the Old Testament,

which Timothy had known from his childhood. ‘But as

the greatest part of the New Testament‘ was at that‘ time

published, and as the whole of it is uniformly classed by its

writers with the Old Testament, this expression of Paul

equally applies to the New Testament. The Apostle Peter

classes all the Epistles of ‘Paul, ' which he ascribes.‘ to. the

wisdom given to him, with “ the other Scriptures,” thereby‘

declaring'them to be of the same authority with the rest,‘

and shewing that all‘the writings, both‘ofthe Old and New

Testament, went by the name of‘ “ Scriptures.“ ‘ ‘T ‘ ' '

‘ Inspiration ‘belongs to the original writings. N6 ‘one‘

contends for any‘ degree‘of inspiration as belonging ‘tb ' tiflé

transcribeifs ‘indifferent ages. _ Accuracy in tlfeéopies

have made'i‘s, ‘.unilier God; secured bj.ihe'fiddity‘of'ithc’ig

whorii‘the Scriptures have been 'committedf;"by the‘ops‘

position‘of 'partieswatching each ' other," as ‘of Jewsand

Christians, and of various sects; and‘by the great multi:

plicatioti ‘of'copies_ and translations‘into different languages;

which to‘ok 5place so early. "The agreement among the‘au‘:

ci.e'nt'manuscripts, both of the 01s“ and‘i‘New‘ Testaments;

has beenascertained, by the ‘strictest( examinationftoastonishingly exact. ‘ " ‘ ' "'‘ ' _‘ _' "f “'_""""'

"' I.nspir‘ati'dn consists in the communicatidnmade ‘ tti‘1the

minds ‘of the writers of theSicrip'turihQbytiié‘Spirit‘of God;

the ideasv and‘word‘s which they'haye in‘ that

sacred Bbok; '1 ‘Nothing can moredist'inéfly the‘ true

meahin'g‘of ins iratioh than" these twsr'aai Acts iv. Q5!

‘‘‘wlio‘‘by the‘ mouthv of' thy‘ servant“ David diath‘R'said."

This inspiration is;without masses‘a» skeptics,’was!

by the writers themselves, and entities’‘ the whiildofwh'at ithey

c 2
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have written to be called “ the word 9f God.” We are not

required, however, to suppose, that while thus inspired, the

ordinary exercise of their faculties was counteracted or sus

pended, or that their minds did not entirely go along with

what was communicated to them. They were all “ filled

with the Holy Ghost,” Acts xi. 4. They “ had the mind

of Christ,” 1 Cor. xi._15.; and were themselves cast into

the‘mould of that doctrine which they delivered to others.

We are certain, then, as appears from the whole manner of

their writings, that as far as they comprehended the truths

which they were employed to record, they both fully ac

quiesced in them, and powerfully felt their force. It forms

no objection to this inspiration, that the words of scripture

are occasionally changed in parallel passages or quotations,

by Him who dictated them. The Holy Spirit is not con

fined to any one mode of expression, and in such places his

mind is conveyed in words, which, though varied by him,

are yet perfectly adapted to communicate his will.

Neither does the difference of style which we find among

these writers at all conclude against their having the words

they were to write imparted to them. The style that was

most proper was used, and the instruments employed were

Such as that style was natural to, flowing, like the words,

with their full consent, and according to the particular tone

of. their minds, while they yielded to the impression as vo

luntary and intelligent agents. The objection to 'verbal

inspiration, taken from the variety of style among the sa

cred writers, though at first sight it may seem plausible,

is, in reality, both unfounded and absurd. It proceeds on

the assumption that, as one peculiar style distinguishes

every man’s writings, so the Spirit of God is likewise con

fined to the use of one single mode of expression.‘ The

simple statement of such an idea contains its own refuta

tion; while conclusive proof on the subject is exhibited in

the fact, that the difference of style is as great among the

prophets, when predicting future events which they did

not understand, when, as is admitted by all, the words they

employed must necessarily have been communicated to them,

as it is found to be among the penmen of the other parts of

Scripture, even when relating events with which they were
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previously acquainted. This objection would equally mili

tate against the communication of ideas as of words. There

is as great a diversity of modes of thought, and of viewing

their subjects, as of expression and style, among the writers

of Scripture. And can it for a moment be supposed, that

either as to the one or the other the Spirit of God is limit

ed 5’ “ He that planted the ear, shall he not hear? He

that formed the eye, shall he not see 5”’ He who conferred

upon men all the varied powers and faculties which they

possess, is he not able to communicate to their minds what

ever seems to him good, in every possible variety of ex

pression, and in every conceivable shape? ‘

It is no valid objection to verbal inspiration, that‘the

sacred writers were often acquainted beforehand with those

facts which they recorded, and were directed to refer to

this knowledge to establish their credibility. This no more

proves that their relating these facts originated with them;

selves, than the previous knowledge of a messenger of the

contents of the message he bears, proves that it originated

with himself, or detracts from its truth or authority. Nor,

again, does it form any objection that the penmen of Scrip

ture often appeal, in support of what they advance, to its

own evidence, or_ that they reason from principles granted

by those whom they addressed. This was practised ‘by

the Lord himself, as to whose words no Christian will af;

firm, that they were not the words of God. _ ‘'

The inspiration of certain parts of the Scriptures is fre

quently denied, on the supposition that the Apostles them.

selves “ sometimes candidly admit, that they are not

speaking by inspiration.” This objection proceeds on a

mistaken view of the meaning of the passages on which it is

founded. ' ‘’

In the 7th chapter of the 1st Epistle to the Corinthians,

the Apostle Paul is supposed in some places to disclaim

inspiration, and. in one place, not to be certain whether

he is inspired or not. At first sight, this will appear to

be evidently contrary to the uniform style of this Apostle’s

writings, and very improbable, when, as a commissioned

and_accredited ambassador of Jesus Christ, he is answering

certain questions put to him by a Christian church,‘ to
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whom he had just before, in the most explicit manner, assert,

ed, that he spoke “ not in the words which man"s wisdom

teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost teacheth;” and that

he was addressing them “ in the name of the Lord Jesus,”

1 Cor. ii, 13. and v. 4!. Attention to these things might

have prevented the adoption of the unfounded and mistaken

meaning which has'been affixed to the passages referred to.

‘ If just, it would tend to unsettle the minds of Christians

respecting the inspiration of the Scriptures, and to render

it uncertain when the Apostles speak as inspired men, and

when they deliver a doubtful opinion of‘ their own. No

such indecision, however, attaches to the passages in ques

tion.

,_. In answer to the question about marriage, Paul says,

581speak‘this by permission, and not of commandment.”

Does thisimeamthatthespirit permitted him, but'did not

command. him, to‘give the answer‘he had done? If‘ the Spi.

rityermitted this answer to be given, it must be according

to the mind‘ of the Spirit ; for Paul could not, on such an

occasion, have beenpermitted to say what was contrary to

it.‘ . ,But this would‘have been a very extraordinary‘ and un

usual mode‘of communicating that mind, and is plainly not

what is here intended. The obvious meaning is, that what

' the Apostle here said was in the way of ‘permission, not 9f

commandment. “._I speak this,” says he, “ as a pel’miss

sion, and not as a commandment.” In the second epistle

to ‘the same church, chap. viii. 8. the Apostle expresses

himself precisely to the same purpose, in a passage which

no one misunderstands. Again, at the 10th verse---“ Unto

the I command, yet not ‘I, but the Lord.” This

commandment had been‘ delivered by the Lord Jesus him

self. The Apostle, therefore, had no new commandment

to deliver to them, or no commandment from himself, but

one which the Lord had given. “ To'the rest,” says he,

5‘ I, not the Lord?‘ Here there was' no former com

pandment given by the 'Lord, to which he might refer

‘them... .On; thispoint, therefore, he himself now delivers to

themithewill of God. So far, indeed, was this command

having been, given.hefore,.that it was the repeal of

8'!‘ (QM‘PDQ, by which, “under the Jewish dispensation, the
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people were commanded to put away their wives,_ if. unbe

' lievers. Can it be supposed, that the Apostle is speaking

from himself, and not under the direction of the Holy

Ghost, whenhe is declaring the abrogation of‘ what had

been the law of God? , . “0-; ' .a v:

“ Now, concerning virgins, I have no commandment of

the Lord; yet I give my judgment as one that hath ob

tained mercy of the Lord to be faithful.” Here again no

commandment had been formerly given, to which he could

refer them; but he gave his judgment, or “ sentencef" as

one who was faitly‘ul to the charge committed to him as an

Apostle of Christ. “ I think also that I have the Spirit

of God.” In this, as in many other passages, the .word

translated, “ I think,” does not mean doubting, but .ce'r

tainty. If Paul meant it to be understood, that he was not

certain whether he ‘was inspired or not, it would contradict

all he' has so often positively declared, in the same Epistle,

on the subject of his inspiration, both before the expression

‘in question, and afterwards when he says, chap. xiv. 37.

“ If any man think himself to be a prophet, or spiritual,

let him acknowledge that the things which Lwrite ‘unto

you are the commandments of the Lord.” Audit would

stand directly opposed toiwhat heaflirms, .1 These. iv. 8.

_“ He, therefore, that dé‘spiseth, des'piseth not men, ‘but

God, who.hath also. given unto‘ us his Holy Spiritfi". But

so far is this from being the case, that in order more deeply

to impress the minds of those to whom he wrote, with the

importance of what he had said, Paul concludes by assur

ing them, that he was certain he wrote by the Spirit of. God

The only other passage in which this Apostle is supposed

to disclaim inspiration, ‘occurs in 2 Cor. ‘xi. 17." “. That

which I speak, I speak it not after the Lord, but as it were

foolishly, in this confidence of boasting.” In this passage

Paul does not refer to the authority, but to the example of

the Lord. “ I speak not according to the example or mans

net of the Lord,.but after the manner of fools :7’ a manner

which, as he tells the Corinthians in the next chapter, they

had compelled him to adopt. 5’5.. .s}. .u ..‘:.:_" ‘

1m passage in the Second Epistle of Peter, i. 19.‘ is

‘ frequently quoted, so asto invalidate the. Apostolic" testi
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mony. Just before this passage, Peter declares, that on

the mount of transfiguration, he and the other Apostles

were eye-witnesses of the majesty of Jesus Christ, and had

heard the voice from heaven, which attested that he was

the beloved Son of God. Yet, after this, Peter is supposed

to refer Christians to the word of prophecy, as “ more sure"

than this testimony. Instead of. this‘, which is evidently a

very improper view of the passage, degrading to the testi

mony of the Apostles, (than which there is nothing in hea

ven, nor on earth, more absolutely certain,) he refers to the

prophecies, now made “ more firm" or “ confirmed” by

their fulfilment.

Two passages are quoted from Paul’s Epistle to Timo

thy, 1 Tim. v. 28. “ Drink no longer water, but use a little

wine for thy stomach‘s sake, and thine often infirmities.”

'And 2 Tim. iv. 13. “ The cloak that I left at Troas with

Carpus, when thou comest, bring with thee, and the books,

but especially the parchments.” These passages, it is sup

posed, are of so unimportant a nature, that they cannot be

the dictates of inspiration. * Such a conclusion, even if we

could not discover their use, would be altogether unwar

rantable. On the same principle we might reject many

other parts of Scripture, the import of which we do not un

derstand; but in doing so, we should act both as absurdly

and irreverently as the daring infidel, who might assert that

a worm or a mushroom was not the workmanship of God,

because they appeared to him insignificant; or that the

world itself was not created by God, because it contained

deserts and barren wastes, the use of which he could not

comprehend. ‘

In reference to the above passages, Dr Doddridge makes

the following remarks: “ There are other objections of a

‘ quite different class, with which I have no concern; be

‘ cause‘ they affect only such a degree of inspiration, as I

‘ think it not prudent, and I am sure it is not necessary, to

‘ assert. I leave them therefore to be answered by those,

‘ if any such there he, who imagine that Paul would

‘ need an immediate Revelation from Heaven, and a miracu

‘ lous dictate of the Holy Ghort, to remind Timothy of the

‘ chair and writings which he left at Troas, or to advise‘him
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‘ to mingle a little wine with ‘his water‘? Dr'Sinith and Mr

Parry have likewise singled out’t‘hese two'passa'ges,‘ to'ge;

ther with the shipwreck of Paul on thc'island of Melita, ‘as

uninspired, because they conceive that :“ these wer'el'not

things of a religious nature." ' ' ‘‘ "= ‘ " ‘ "*4

Respecting the account of the Apostl'e’s shipwreck, there

are few things to be found in the historical parts of the

Bible that are more trulyvaluable, whether we consider

the impressive view it gives of the providential‘ dealings of

the Lord towards his.people, or'cattend to.the‘ unparalleled

illustrationit affords of the manner by which the purposes

of God are, in the use of means, carried into effect. 'No;

thing could be more worthy of inspiration than .the

recording of this portion of Scripture; and so far from 'not

being of a religious nature‘, the account it contains is fraught

with ‘the mostimportant religious instruction.' *As‘to'the

objection‘whch is founded on the two passages in the Episé

ties to Timothy, it being both commonly made, and resort

ed to as one of the strongholds ‘of thosewho oppose "the v‘e‘r;

bal inspiration of the whole of Scripture,‘ it requires 'to‘be

examined at some length. Instead of being so trifling as

to render them unworthy tube a part of Divine revelation,

they Present considerations of very high interest. 5"“! '5' t

In the first of these passages, it is said, “ Drink‘no longer

water, but‘ use a ‘little wine for thy stomach‘s sake, ahti

thine often infirmities.” A due consideration of the nature

of the office of Paul, who gave this injunction‘ to Timothy,

and of the Epistle in which it is contained,'as a part of the

oracles of God, as well as of the service in which Timothy

was engaged, ought to have deterred any one from'rash'ly

concluding that this verse forms no part of the words ofiin

spiration. The connection, too, in which it is found, it'll‘.

bodied in one of the most solemn addresses to be met within

the Scriptures, assures us that it must ‘contain something of

importance. “ I charge thee before God, and the'Lord'Jesus

Christ, and the elect angels, that thou observe these'things,

without preferring one bejbre another, doing nothing by par.

tiality. Lay ha/nds suddenly on no man, neither be partaher

 
.‘ 5'.‘

' Dissertation on the Inspiration of the New Testament, in Appendix; to

‘the Harmony of the Evangelists, p. 58.
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of other men’s sins : keep thyself pure. Drink no longer

water, but use a little wine for thy stomaeh’s sake, and thine

often infirmities. Some men’s sins are open beforehand, go

'lng before tojudgment; and some men theyfollow after. Like

wise also the good works of some are manifest beforehand ;

and they that are otherwise cannot be hid.” Can it be ima

gined that, in the midst of an address, in which, if the lan

guage of inspiration is to be found in the Bible, the Apostle

is speaking under its direction, before the charge is com

pleted, which contains a permanent law in the kingdom of

Christ, the course of that inspiration is suddenly interrupt

ed, and broken in upon by a remark merely human, “ not

of a religious nature ?” On the contrary, being fully assured

that the verse in question is, like the other parts of the

charge that precede and follow it,’dictated by the‘Divine

Spirit, we are prepared to regard it as containing what is

worthy of its author, and deserving of our attention. Pro

ceeding, then, to examine it, under the settled conviction

that it is given by inspiration of God, and that it is profit

able for instruction in righteousness, we observe, 1. That

while enjoining upon Timothy many arduous and laborious

duties, the Apostle was inspired to admonish him to attend

to his health, in order to fit him for the discharge of them;

and hence Timothy was taught, and we learn, that it islaw

ful for every man, and also his duty, to have a regard for

his health, even amidst the most important labours, in order

that he may be more fitted for the service of God, and that

his life may be prolonged in that service. .

2. We learn the abstemiousness of Timothy, notwith

' standing his bodily weakness, and abundant labours.

8. That his abstemiousness was even carried the length

of an Unnecessary austerity, as he did not spare his health;

and that although he had a good end in view, this over-ab

stemiousness was wrong, and was therefore corrected by the

Apostle. Hence, we learn how apt we ‘are to err, even

when our intentions are good, and how necessary it is to

receive direction from the Lord. '

4. If Timothy was in an error respecting the lawfulness

of using wine, that error is here corrected; but whether

this was the case or not, it was a matter of importance to
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instruct believers on this point, on which, as it appears from

Rom. xiv. 21. a‘ diversity of opinion existed in the churches.

The lawfulness of the use of wine was denied by the Es

senes, a sect among the Jews, as was afterwards the case

with different Christian sects. This error may have been

imbibed by them, or confirmed, by reading the law of the

Nazarites, or from a partial attention to the manner in

which the Rechabites, who abstained from wine, were ‘held

up as an example of obedience to the people of Israel. In

this view of the passage, it contains a most salutary and ne

cessary corrective of what might otherwise have become

extensively prejudicial in the kingdom of Christ ; and it

proves a useful comment, in the way of warning, on what

the Apostle had‘said a little before, concerning a defection

that was ‘to take place in the latter times, in which false

teachers were to command men to abstain from meats which

God had created, to be received with thanksgiving, chap.

iii. 3.

‘. 5. Use i‘ a little wine,"—here we are instructed in the

duty of temperance. We are taught to use the bounties of

providence with moderation, and in subordination to our

sustenance and bodily health. '

‘‘ 6. ‘If the error of those who live too abstemiously, so as

to‘hurt their health, be here corrected ; how much more

does this passage condemn those who exceed in a contrary ex

treme, and who impair their constitutions by intemperance !

7. From this passage, as from some others, we learn that

the Apostles had it not in their power on every occasion, even

when they might be most desirous of it, to work miracu

lous cures.

The other passage‘referred to, occurs in Paul’s Second

Epistle to Timothy, ch. iv. 13. “ The cloak that I left at

Troas with Carpus, when thou comest bring with thee,

and the books, but especially the parchments.” This pas

sage, like the former one, is introduced in the midst of very

solemn considerations, in connection with an annunciation of

the ApostlePaul’s trial for his life, and in the immediate

prospect‘ as his martyrdom. In his desire to have his cloak

brought to him from a distance, a proof is recorded at the

close of hisministry, of Paul’s disinterestedness in his‘1w

hours-among the churches. We are here reminded of his
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. resolution, and are taught how faithfully he adhered to it,

to make the gospel of God without charge; and in the pe

culiar circumstances in which he was placed, not to abuse

his power of receiving support in preaching the gospel, or

to allow his glorying on the ground of his disinterestedness

. to be made void, 1 Cor. ix. 13. 18. On the approach of

winter, in a cold prison, and at the termination of his course,

the Apostle Paul appears here to be a follower indeed of

him who had not where to lay his head. He is presented

to our view as actually enduring those hardships, which

elsewhere he describes in a manner so affecting. “Even

unto this present hour, we both hunger and thirst, and are

naked,”—“ in prisons, in cold, in nakedness.” He had

given up, as he elsewhere informs us, all the fair prospects

that once opened to him of worldly advantages, for the ex

cellency of the knowledge of Christ, and had suffered the

loss of all things; and in this Epistle we see all that he

has said on the subject, embodied and verified. He is

about to suffer death for the testimony of Jesus; and now

he requests one of the few friends that still adhered to him,

(all the others as he tells us having forsaken him,) to do

his diligence to come before winter, and to bring to him his

cloak, which was necessary to cover him. Here, in his so

lemn farewell address, of which the verse before us forms a

part,—the last of his writings, and which contains a pas

sage of unrivalled grandeur, a view is exhibited of the

Apostle of the Gentiles, calculated deeply to affect us.

We behold him standing upon the confines of the two

worlds,—in this world about to be beheaded, as guilty,

by the Emperor of Rome, in the other world to be crowned,

as righteous, by the King of kings,—herle deserted by men,

there. to be welcomed by angels,—here in want of a cloak

' to cover him, there to be clothed .upon with his house from

heaven !

Dr Doddridge, in his commentary on the passage before

us, has the following note. “ Bring with thee that cloak.

‘ If cpmm here signifies cloak, or mantle, it is, as Grotius

‘ justly observes, a proof of Paul’s poverty, that he had oc

‘ casion to send so far for such a garment, which probably

‘ was not quite a new one.” Since, aswe here learn,this obser

vation of Grotius appearedjust to Dr Doddridge, it might
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have prevented him from rashly treating the subject with

the levity which appears in his remark, formerly quoted, and

from thinking it not “‘ prudent” to assert, that the text was

dictated by the Holy Spirit. The observation of Grotius

to which he refers, is as follows: “ See the poverty of so

great an Apostle, who considered so small a matter, left at

such a distance, to be a loss to him.” On the same place,

Erasmus remarks: “Behold the Apostles household fur

niture, a cloak to defend him from rain, and a few books.”

Here then, we are reminded incidentally, (a manner of in

struction common in the word of God,). of Paul’s po

verty. In the low distressed circumstances of the Apos

tles, we see the Lord’s warnings, as to the reception they

were to meet with from the world, and the hardships and

privations they were to experience, fully verified. The

evidence of the truth of the gospel, which arises‘ from the

suffering condition of those who were first employed to

propagate it, is calculated to produce on our minds the

strongestconviction of its divine origin. In the wisdom of

God‘ it appears to have been appointed for this end ; and it

is all along kept in view, in the accounts transmitted in the

Scriptures concerning them. “ I think that God hath set

forth us the Apostles the last, as it were appointed to

death : for we are made a spectacle unto the world, and to

angels, and to men—Even unto this present hour we both

hunger, and thirst, and are naked, and are buffeted, and

have no certain dwelling-place,” 1 Cor. iv. 9. 11.

Paul also desires Timothy to bring with him the “ books,

but especially the parchments.” Whatever these parchments

were, (whether the originals of the Epistles he had written

to the churches, and which he might wish in some way to

attest, or to explain,) to Timothy the use he intended to

make of them, would be well known, and in it he might

have a further example of the Apostle’s zeal, and unwearied

exertion in the service of God. To us the circumstance of

his sending for the books and parchments, affords a proof,

that he himself was not slothful or deficient, in observing

what he enjoined on Timothy in his First Epistle, chap. iv.

18. ; to give attendance to reading. This teaches us, that

even those who were so highly favoured with the most dis
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tinguished gifts, were not raised above the necessity of

using means for their own improvement, and for the stirring

up of those gifts that were in them ;' and if this was the

case respecting them, how much is the duty here enforced

upon us, to give diligence to retain the knowledge of di

vine things which we may already possess, and to seek to

add to our present attainments, whatever we may suppose

them to be. We are certain that they were not useless

books, which the apostle required to be brought to him at

such a time, and from so great a distance. They must have

been intended to be profitable to himself, or in some way

to be turned to the advancement of that cause, to promote

which was his only desire, and for which he was now about

to suffer. In any, or all of these views, the contents of ‘this

verse convey instruction, and afford an example to us ; and

we can no more conceive that the course of inspiration is

here interrupted, without the smallest intimation to this

effect, (of which such an example in the whole Bible can

not be produced,) than we can believe it was the case con

cerning the verse which we formerly considered. ‘ ‘‘i

In the former of the above passages, we observe Paul

attending to the wants of a fellow labourer ; in the lat

ter of them, to his own. Is there any thing in either of

them beneath the dignity of Divine Revelation? In pre

scribing, by his Apostle, the use of wine, which he would

bless for the re-establishment of the health of Timothy;

the Lord acted in the same manner as when he directed his

Prophet to order the application of “ a lump of figs,” for

the cure of king Hezekiah. Was it beneath the dignity of

Him who turned water into wine at a marriage feast, to

order the use of wine for the preservation of Timothy’s

health, instead of the use of water ? Was this unworthy of

that Lord who had condescended so far to the indulgence}

f the feelings of his people,‘ as‘to cause it to be engrossed

in his law, that the man who had planted a vineyard, and

had not eaten of it, should not go out to war, lest he should

die in the battle? Deuteronomy, xx. 6. ‘

' So far from there being any thing in these passages be

neath the dignity of a revelation from God, or unworthy

of his character, they are entirely consistent with the one,
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and strikingly illustrative of the other. And it is only

when we consider them, not as the word of men, but as “ the

word cf God,” that we discover their beauty and their use.

It is God himself who here speaks. He who is the high and

lofty One that inhabiteth eternity, condescends to the weak

ness and to the wants of his servants. Nothing that interests

them escapes his notice. What a striking illustration do

these two passages afi'ord, of those affecting considerations

which Jesus presented to his disciples, Luke xii. 22—30;

in order to withdraw their minds from the cares and an

xieties to which they are so ready to yield during their

earthly pilgrimage. Viewing these verses in this light, as

the words of God himself, which is the true and proper one,

can any thing be more adapted to foster the spirit of

adoption, or to lead us to cry Abba, Father? And are they

indeed to be expunged from the Sacred Record, as incom

patible with the idea we ought to form of inspiration, and

unworthy of proceeding from God?

On the same principle upon which the admonition to

Timothy, to drink no longer water, but to use a little wine

for the benefit of his health, is rejected as unworthy of ver

bal inspiration, ought not the truth of the miracle wrought

at the marriage at Cana in Galilee, of the turning water into

wine, to be denied, and the occasion deemed unworthy of mi

raculous interposition ; and especially of its being exhibit

ed as the first of the miracles of Jesus ? Shall we be told that

it was also not a “ thing of a religious nature,” that it was

not worthy to be recorded by the pen of inspiration, that

it is not “ prudent "' to speak of such a passage as in;

sp'ired; or to admit with those, “ any such there be, who

imagine it,” that Jesus first manifested forth his glory, by

turning a little water into wine ? 1

The levity, not to say the profaneness, of this manner of

treating the Holy Scriptures, deserves the severest censure.

The Bible is thus converted into another book ; and a new

revelation, were such licentious principles of interpretation

admitted, would become indispensable to teach the humble

Christian, who takes it for “ a lamp unto his feet, and a

light unto his path ;”—what portion of it he is to consider as

from God, and what portion of it as from mam—what parts
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of it are “ of a religious nature,” from which he may derive

edification, and in which he may converse with God,—and

what parts relate only to “ common or civil affairs,” with

which he has no concern, and respecting which it would

not be prudent to speak of them as inspired.

Let those who treat the Scriptures in this manner, pause,

and review the principles on which they are proceeding;

and let them not perplex “ plain Christians" with their rash

and unhallowed speculations. The great body of believers

receive, with implicit credence, the whole contents of the

Bible, as the oracles of _God;-—they ventu.re not either to

add to them, or to diminish from them. Convinced that

it is the book of God, they treat even those parts of it

which' they do not understand, with humble reverence.

Those who, in the spirit of little children, read ‘in theEpis.

tles of Paul to Timothy, that “ All Scripture is given by

‘inspiration of God,” will not easily be induced to believe,

that in the very same Epistles the Apostle has contradicted

his own declaration, and has afforded at least two examples

of the fallacy and unsoundness of what he had, almost in the

same breath, so solemnly affirmed. And it is upon the ge

neral ground of these passages being foundkin Scripture,

independently of the meaning which may be afixed to them,

that we denounce‘ the profane manner in which theyhave been

treated, and that we hold them to be a portion of the word

of God. It was in this light that Origen, who was born

towards the end of the second century, viewed those parts of

Scripture, of which he was not able to discover the use. The

following are his words when quoting Mark x. 50 : “ Shall‘

we say that the Evangelist wrote without thought, when he

related the man’s casting'away his garment, and leaping

and coming to Jesus? and shall we dare to say that these

things were inserted in the Gospels in vain ? For my part,

I. believe that not one jot or tittle of the Divine instruction

is in vain.--We are never to say that there is any thing

impertinent or superfluous in the Scriptures of the Holy

Spirit, though to some they may seem obscure. But we

are to turn the eyes of our mind to Him who commanded‘

these things to be written, and seek of Him the interprets’

tion of them—The sacred Scriptures come from the fulness
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of the Spirit; so that there is nothing in the Prophets, or

the Law, or the Gospel, or the Apostles, which descends

not from the fulness of the Divine Majesty.”—Lardner, Vol,

II. 488.

Some who are satisfied as to the inspiration of all the

other parts of the New Testament Scriptures, are doubtful

concerning the inspiration of the three books written by

Mark and Luke, who were not Apostles. From early am

counts concerning these disciples, it is reckoned by many

that they were among the seventy whom Jesus sent out in

Judea. We know’ for certain that they respectively accoms

panied Peter and Paul in their journeys, and are mentioned

by these two Apostles with much regard. The Apostles

not only received the miraculous gifts of the Holy Spirit,

but by laying on their hands, imparted these gifts to other

disciples. When Peter went down to Samaria, he laid his

hands on the disciples there, who then received the Holy

Ghost. When Paul wrote to the Christians at Rome, he

informed them that he longed to see them, that he might

impart unto them some spiritual gift. Paul had communi;

cated a gift to Timothy, whom be employed, as he also did

Titus, in directing the churches in his absence. “ I put

thee in remembrance that thou stir up the gift of God

which is ‘in thee, by the putting on of my hands” By

means of these gifts, those who possessed them were ena

bled to speak in languages they had never learned, and

some of them to speak, by “ revelation," the mind of

God. There can be no reason to doubt, then, that to Mark

and ‘Luke, considering the circumstances in which they

stood with the Apostles, the best miraculous gifts were also

communicated

But theconclusive argument as to the inspiration and

fitness of these two disciples to contribute the parts.they

have done to the sacred volume, does not rest on any up

position, however good the grounds may be, but on the

fact, that the first Churches, under ‘the immediate guidance

and .superi'ntendence of the Apostles, received these books

on an equal footing with the other Scriptures. The nation

of Israel was appointed by God himself to be the deposits-

.1); vi.‘ .u;.

v.
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ries of the Old Testament Scriptures,—“ Unto them were

committed the oracles of God.” In like manner, to that

nation which constitutes the kingdom of heaven, the New

Testament Scriptures were entrusted. To it they were ad

dressed and delivered. We appeal to the" canon of the

Jews with respect to the Old Testament, and we have the

same strong ground of confidence, when we receive from

the first churches the Scriptures of the New Testament.

As, therefore, the Gospels of Mark and Luke, and the

Acts of the Apostles, were received by them without dis

pute, were read by them in their assemblies on the Lord’s

day, and taken for the rule of their duty, of equal autho

rity with the other Scriptures, which we have already seen

by several quotations from the early Christian writers; so

we conclude with certainty, that these books stand on the

same footing in point of authority, in other words, of in

spiration, with all the rest, and form a )part of the words

of Christ, by which men shall be judged at the last day.

It is often supposed that the historical parts of Scripture

were written by men acquainted with the facts that are

recorded, under a divine euperintendence, by which they

were prevented from ‘falling into any error. This opi

nion is evidently founded on very low and erroneous ideas

of those portions of . the word of God, and of their use.

It supposes that these histories are little more than the

narrative of the facts they contain, in which we are not

greatly concerned. But every fact they record is fraught

with important meaning. This idea was so strongly im

pressed on the Jews, that they maintained that God had

'more care of the letters and syllables of the law, than of

the stars in heaven ; and that upon each tittle of it, whole

mountains of doctrine hung. Hence every individual letter

was numbered by them, and notice was taken how often it

occurred. .' ‘

The historical parts of Scripture, are both introductory ‘

and illustrative of .the plan of redemption. The general:

importance, in a religious point of view, of the great outlines

of the narrations of the fall,-—of the flood,-—of .the calling.

of Abraham, and of the selection of the people of Israel“—

of their deliverance from Egypt, and their being put in
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possession of the promised land, must be acknowledged by

all. But the whole of' the minute detail, by which that

outline is filled‘ up, is'likewise in the highest degree in

structive, and ought to be perused with the most devout at

tention. ' The Bible ‘history describes in action and exhibi

tion, the perfections of Jehovah, as fully as the proclama

tion in‘.which he declares himself to be long-suffering, and

of great mercy, forgiving iniquity and transgression, and

by no means clearing the guilty. It delineates the deceit

fulness and desperate wickedness of the human heart, as

forcibly and distinctly as the annunciations of the'prophets,

when they “cry aloud and spare not.” In the narratives

of Scripture, the dependant state, the perverseness and the'

folly of man, and the secret motives by which he is actu

ated, as well as the power, the wisdom, the justice, and the

goodness of God in his providential government of the

world, and above all in' its redemption, are vividly depicted.‘

There is ‘not a battle fought‘ by the Israelites, nor a

change in the administration of their government, the ac

count of ‘_ which is not desi‘ . tied for our in‘structiom' There'

is not anincident recorded as taking place‘in ‘'a‘ pfivateifa.‘

mily, that has not a ‘significantmeaning. ' If Abraham‘had'

two sons, jthe one by a bond _maid,' ‘ the other byj'a’fr‘e’e wol‘

man, and if the former ‘was cast‘jout' of the family‘; ‘the‘s'eare‘

the two covenants, and one ‘of them sup'eis'edingthe other?‘

' In that ‘important part of ‘Holy the eleventh chaptciji

GfZthe‘EPistle‘ to the Romans, .th'e ApO‘stle‘Paul. unfolds"

“the ‘deep things of‘ God,‘ which‘G‘od'had revealedby‘his How‘inucli instruction‘ does‘ ‘be ‘there def-'‘

duce "adnrt‘rie sis‘caries’! sic: ‘dist Isaacihad {watch‘s,‘ 'boni'
ofi same‘ ‘méttefland at’ time, con'ce'rriingw iom.’

was; saifl, mitt ‘elder than‘ serve" the‘ ‘yoi‘l ‘at? which‘:

amass’. " iactical'exhib'itiiilifof the great as ‘ undar'néntal“

doctriheso the Pr‘esciencathe I’roovidenc‘qand' Sov_e‘rei: ‘ _' ' ‘ o

ty of God, of. his Predestinationi'Electi on, ‘and ‘as system.‘ '

" ‘h‘; the Ite‘ntli chaptef 6f 'the ‘ Firstjnpituetp the chefs;

trans; aremas‘ is" ‘p1dcefl'_:béy8nki an doiiiif. ‘ satire.‘
felr‘’riiiwzto'.ithe 'reocord'édfhisftory of ‘Israel, 'conce'rnin'J ‘their’

pi'a‘ssagé‘thfo'ugh the‘R'éd Sea: the "m'annei" in' which:

tfiéfsgreqconauaed ‘in’ the washes‘; are A'po'stle'ad‘ds','

n 2
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“ Now all these things happened to them for examples, and

they are written for our admonition, upon whom the ends

of. the world are come.” Here the purpose and value of

the historical parts of Scripture are demonstrated. ‘They

are intended for the admonition of the people of God.

“ Whatsoever things were written aforetime, were written

for our learning,” Roin. xv. 4.—“ All Scripture is given by

inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for re

proof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness, that

the man of God may be perfect, thoroughly furnished unto

all good works.” These comprehensive declarations in

clude the historical as well as the prophetical and doctri

nal parts of the sacred oracles, in short, the whole of them.

The object of Scripture history, is totally different

from that of all other histories. It is not given to pre

serve the memory of certain occurrences, in order to pro

mote the knowledge of what may be useful in regard to

the affairs of this world, and to extend the sphere of hu

man intelligence and experience; but exclusively to teach

the knowledge of God and salvation. It often passes

slightly over what seems to men in general most impor

tant; while it dwells at large upon circumstances that ap

pear to them of very little moment. Scripture history is

conducted in such a manner, that, like the doctrinal parts

of the Bible, it is foolishness to the men of the world. It

not only disappoints them in the nature of the facts which

it relates, but also in the manner in which they are exhibit

ed. Owing to the truth and impartiality of its narrations,

the character of the people of Israel appears to them great

ly worse than that of the grossest idolaters, and the ac

counts given in Scripture of men whose conduct on the

whole stands approved by God, seems to them to sink be

low that standard of moral rectitude, to which they imagine

they themselves, and many of those who make no preten

sions to religion, have attained.

Scripture history differs from all other histories, not‘

merely as it records truth, without the smallest mixture of

error; but also as it invariably keeps in view the agency

of God in every occurrence,—in events the most minute, as

well as the most considerable; thus it furnishes a perpetual
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comment on the sublime description of the Apostle,

when, penetrated with admiration of the riches, both of the

wisdom and knowledge of God, he exclaims, “Of Him,

and through Him, and to Him, are all things; to whom he

glory for ever. Amen.”

When the typical import of so many of the sacred narra

tives, concerning persons, places, institutions, and events,

with their necessary hearings, in subserviency to the usher

ing in of the Messiah, are duly attended to, all may be con.

vinced, that for selecting and relating these histories, in

which nothing was to be deficient, and nothing redundant, the

most plenary inspiration, the most accurate Divine dicta

tion, was indispensable. The prophets, and even the an

gels, had but a partial understanding of the things which

were afterwards to take place. Moses, it is evident, was

not aware, that, as being a type of Christ, it was necessary

that his death should intervene, before the people of Israel

were led into the promised land. We have no reason to

believe that he understood the import of all he wrote ;—for

instance, that when he recorded. the history of Sarah and

Hagar, he knew the design "for which it was recorded, and

the use that was afterwards to be made of it. We cannot

doubt that the prayer of David, “ Open than mine eyes, that

I may see wondrous things out Qfthy law,’1 would have been

equally suitable for Moses, who wrote that law.

Had the wisest of the Scripture historians‘been simply

superintended, so as to prevent them from falling into error,

the historiesrecorded by them would have been dissimi

lar, we may be assured, from those which they have ac

tually transmitted. Many of their narrations that exist

would never have appeared, and others of them would have

been very differently modified. We might have discovered

in them the self-approving wisdom of men, but not the

seeming “ foolishness of God.” Would the united sagacity

of all the wise men in the world, have led them to relate

the history of the creation of the universe in one chapter of

a book, as Moses ‘has done, ‘and of the erection of the taber.

‘nacle in thirteen ? Wouldthe fond prejudices of theJew

ish nation, or the general desire fostered by so many of the

most learned, for supporting what is called the dignity of
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human nature, in both which Moses no doubt ‘would natu

rally participate, ever have permitted him .to record the

selling of their brother Joseph as a slave by the Jewish pa?

triarchs,;the incest of Judah, whose tribe was to be always

pre-eminentf—and the treachery and revenge of Levi, from

whom was to descend the whole‘priesthood of Israel ina,‘ 1'

That there was a higher hand which directed the ‘pens

of Moses, and of the other writers of sacred history,‘ vmay

be sufficiently manifest to all who have seen inhistory has ‘issued. There is, besides, a comibi ,ationg. ‘l

harmony in the historical parts, both of the élv w

Testaments, which we have sufficient ground ‘to bg _ in a

great measureyescaped the notice of the writers, as asbeen the case with thousands of those who have read them—

a variety and a unity which irresistibly prove that Ohe'only

—He who knows the end from the beginning—is theLthor of the whole, who employed various individu‘ls Ito

produce a uniform work, of which none of them either gomr

'prehended all that he contributed to it, or knew fqr'what

reason he was directed to record one thing, to omit

another, “I; ‘

Considering the purpose which the historical parts of

the Scriptures were intended to serve, in exhibiting the

character and the power of God, and his‘ uninterrupt

ed agency in the government‘ of the world, and in pointing

to Him who is the end of the law, we have suflicient rea

‘son to be convinced, that not only not Moses, nor the other

sacred historians, but not all the angels in heaven, although

acquainted with all the facts, and under the direction both

of superintendence and elevation, were competent .to write

the historical parts of the word of God. ' They ‘neither pos

Lsessed foresight nor. wisdom suflicient for the wet‘k. I}: both

respects, every creature is limited. In those histories, the

thoughts and secret ‘uiotives of men are often unfolded and

referred to. Was any one but the ‘Searcher of Hearts com

etent to this? Could angels have revealed them, unless

distinctly made known to‘ them i’TAIf it he replied, that

in such places {the sacred iyriters enjoyed the inspira

tion of suggestion, that is, of verbal dictation,‘ we ask,

where is the distinction pointed out? It is .a distipction
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unknown to the Scriptures. And so far from a plenary

inspiration not being necessary in its historical parts, there

is not any portion of the sacred volume in which it is more

indispensable.

The very words which are used in the prophetical parts

of Scripture, must necessarily have been suggested to the

prophets. They did not always comprehend the meaning

of their own predictions, “ which things the angels desire

to look into.” And in this case, it was impossible that, un

less the words had been dictated to them, they could have

written intelligibly. The writings of the prophets consti

tute a great portion of the Old Testament Scriptures, and

God claims it as his sole prerogative, to know the things

that are to come. We are therefore certain that they enjoy

ed verbal inspiration; and, as we have not any where a

hint of different kinds of inspiration by which the Scrip

tures are written, is it not presumption to assert that there

are different kinds ? J

The nature of the mission of the prophets, required the

full inspiration which they aflirm they possessed. God

never intrusted such a work as they had to perform to any

man, nor any part of such a work. It was God himself,

“ who, at sundry times, and in divers manners, spake in

time past unto the fathers, by the prophets.” That work,

through which was to be made known “ to principalities

and powers in heavenly places, the manifold wisdom of God,

according to the eternal purpose which he purposed in

Christ Jesus,” was not a work to be entrusted to any crea

ture. ' _

Of the complete direction necessary for such a service,

both of lawgiver and prophet, as was committed to him,

Moses was aware, when the Lord commanded him to go

to Pharaoh, and to lead forth the children of Israel from

Egypt. In that work he intreated that he might not be

employed. This proved the proper sense he entertained

of his own unfitness for it. But it was highly sinful, and

shewed great want of faith, thus to hesitate after the Lord

had informed him that he would be “ with him.” Moses

was accordingly reproved for this, but the ground of his

plea was allowed; and full inspiration, not only as to the
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subject of his mission, 'but as to the very words he was to

employ, was promised. In answer to his objection, the

Lord said unto him, Exod. iv. 11, 12. “ Who hath made

man"s mouth, or who maketh the dumb, or deaf, or the see

ing, or the blind; have not I the Lord ? Now, therefore,

go, and I will be with thy mouth, and teach thee what thou

shalt say.” Moses still urged his objection, and the same

reply is in substance repeated, both in regard to himself

and to Aaron. This full assistance, then, which was at

‘first promised to Moses in general terms, was, for his encou

ragement, made known in this particular manner, and was

‘distinctly fulfilled. Accordingly, when afterwards, as the

lawgiver of Israel, he addressed the people, he was enabled

to preface what he was going to enjoin upon them with,

“ Thus saith the Lord,” or, “ These are the words which

the Lord hath commanded,- that ye should do them." In

observing all the commandments that Moses commanded

them, and in remembering the way by which 'the Lord had

led them, Israel was to learn, that “ man doth not live by

bread alone, but by every word that proceedeth out of‘ the

mouth of the Lord.” Signs were shewn to Moses, and the

Lord came unto him in a thick cloud, in order, as he said

to him,‘ “ that the people may hear thee when I speak with

thee, and believe theefor ever,” Exod. xix. 9.

If the words of Moses had not been the words of God,—

had he not been conscious of the full verbal inspiration by

which he wrote, would the following language have been

suitable to him, or would he have dared to make use of it?

Deuteronomy iv. 2. “ Ye shall not add unto the word which

_I‘ command you, neither shall ye diminish ought from it,

that ye‘may keep these commandments of the Lord your

God which I command you.” Deut. vi. 6. “ And these

words, which I command thee this day, shall be in thine

heart; and thou shalt teach them diligently unto thy chil.

dren,” 8w. Deut. ‘xi. 18. “ Therefore shall‘ ye lay up these

mywords in your heart and in‘ your soul, and bind them

for a sign upon‘ your head, that they may be as frontlets

between your eyes, And ye shall teach them to your chiL

dren, speaking of them when thou sittest in thine house,

and when thou walkest by ‘the ‘way, when thou liest down,
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and when thou risest up. ‘ And thou shalt write them upon

the door-posts of thine house, and upon thy gates.” From

these passages, we learn that Moses was conscious that the

words which he spoke were the words of God. He knew

that it was with him as with Balsam, to whom the‘Lord

said, Numbers xxii. 25. 88. “ Only the word that I shall

speak unto thee, that shalt thou speak.” And in the lan

guage of Balaam, Moses could answer, “ The word that

God putteth in my mouth, that shall I speak.”

As “ the word of the Lord” was communicated to Moses,

we learn that in like manner it came to Gad, to Nathan,

and to the other prophets. The manner in which the pro

phets delivered their messages, proves that they consider

ed that the words in which they wrote were not their

own words, but dictated to them by God himself. Every

where they introduce them with, “ Thus saith the Lord,”

and declare them to be “ the word of the Lord ;” is it

possible that the prophets could more explicitly have aflirm;

ed, that the words which they uttered were communicated

to them, and that they were only the instruments of this

communication to those whom they addressed? In the place

where we read, “ Now these be the last words of David,

the sweet psalmist of Israe ,” David says, “ The Spirit of

the Lord spake by me, and his word was in my tmzgue,”

2 Samuel xxiii. 2. Isaiah commences his prophecies by

summoning the heavens and the earth to hear, “for the

Lord hath spoken,” Isaiah i. 2. In the same manner, Jere;

miah writes, “ The words of Jeremiah, to whom the word

ofthe‘ Lord_came ;” “ and the Lord said unto me, Behold, I

haveput my words in thy mouth.” “ I will make my words in

thy mouth/ire,” Jeremiah i. 1,2, 9. v. 14. Again, in the pro;

phecies of Ezekie , “ Son ofman, go, get thee unto the house

Q/‘Ismel, and speak my words unto them.” “ Moreover he

said unto me, Son of man, all my words that I shall speak

unto thee, receive in thine heart, and hear with thine ears,

and go get thee to them of the captivity, unto‘ the children of

thy peqile, and speak unto them, and tell them, Thus saith the

Lord God,”’ Ezekieliii. 4:. 10. Hosea says, “ The word of

the Lord.that come unto Hosea,” “ The beginning of the

wmd of the Lord by Hosea,” i. 1. 2. It is in similar lan
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guage that the other prophets generally introduce their‘pre

dictions, which are every where interspersed with “ thus

saith the Lord.”

All, therefore, that was spoken by'the prophets in these

several recorded passages, was spoken in the name of the

Lord; and “ no prophecy of the Scripture is of

any private interpretation.” When false prophets ap

peared, it was necessary for them to profess to speak in the

name of the Lord, and to steal his words from their neigh_

bour. Jeremiah xxiii. 25-81, “ I have heard what the

prophets say, that prophesy lies in my name, saying, I have

dreamed, I have dreamed. The prophet that hath a'dream,

let him tell a dream; and he that hath my word, let him speak

my wordfaithfully ; what is the chef to the wheat ? saith the

Lord. Is not my word like as ajire ? saith the Lord; and

like a hammer that breaketh the rock in pieces ? Therefore,

behold, I am against the prophets, saith the Lord, that steal

my words every one from his neighbour. Behold, I am a

goinst the prophets, saith the Lord, that use their torgues,

and say, He saith.” They were then the words of God

which the false prophets stole from the true prophets of Je

hovah. _

The uniform language of Jesus Christ, and his Apostles,

respecting‘ the. whole of the Old Testament Scriptures,

proves that, without exception, they are “ the Word of

God.” On what principle'bu't that of the verbal inspira

tion of Scripture, can we explain our Lord’s words, John

x. 35. “ The Scripture cannot be broken Farms the ar

gument is founded on one. word, “ gods,” which without

verbal inspiration might not have been used; and ‘if used

improperly, might have led to idolatry ? Th'ereply to this

argument was obvious :—The Psalmist uses the word

in a sense that _ is not proper. But Jesus precluded

this observation, by aflirming, that “ the Scripture cannot

be broken,” that is, not a word of it can be altered. Could

this be said if the choice of words had been left to men F

Here, then, we find our Lord laying down a principle,

which for ever setsthe question at rest. The Apostles, in

like manner, reason from the use of a particular word. Of

this we have an example, Hebrews ii. 8, where the inter-.
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pretation of the passage referred to, depends on the word

“ all.” Again, Galatians iii. 16. a most important conclu

sion is drawn from the use of the word “ seed,” in the sin

gular, and not in the plural number. A similar instance

occurs, Hebrews xii. 27. in the expression “ once more,”

quoted from the prophet Haggai.

WVhen the Pharisees came to Jesus, and desired an answer

respecting divorce, he replied, “ Have ye not read, that

he which made them at the beginning, made them a male

and a female; and said, for this cause,” &c.? Thus, what

is said in the history, either by Adam or Moses, at the

formation of Eve, is appealed to as having the authority of

a law. Adam was not a legislator, and nothing that Moses

could say, unless dictated by God, could have the force of

a law, to be quoted by our Lord. But what was then ut

tered was said by God himself, as is the casein every other

part of Scripture where he who is employed as the penman

speaks, and therefore was binding, and is appealed .to as

such.

The Lord Jesus Christ constantly refers to the whole of

the Old Testament, as being, in the most minute particu

lars, of infallible authority. He speaks of the necessity of

every word of the Law and the Prophets being fulfilled.

“ Till heaven and earth pass, one jot or one tittle shall in

no wise pass from the Law, till all be fulfilled.”—“ It is

easier for heaven and earth to pass, than one tittle of the

Law to fail.” In numerous passages the Lord refers to

what is “ written” in the Scriptures, as of equal authority

with his own declarations; and, therefore, the words which

they contain, must be the words of God.

The Apostles use similar language in their many refer

?PégQfiQJim Old Testament Scriptures, which they quote

as of decisive authority, and speak of them in the same

 i'yayas they} do of their own ‘writings. “ That ye may be

‘the words which were spoken before by the holy

prophets, of the commandment of us the Apostles of

the Loyd and Saviour,” 2 Peter iii. 2. And they call

;“ the oracles of God,” Rom. iii. 2. .What God says

isascribed .bytheni' to the Scriptures: “The Scripture

saith untoPharaoh, Even for this same purpose have I raised
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thee up, that I might shew my power in thee.”-“ For

what saith the Scripture? Abraham believed God, and it

was counted unto him 'for righteousness ;”—“ What saith

the Scriptures? cast out the bond-woman, and her son."

So much is the word of God identified with himself, that

the Scripture is represented as possessing and exercising the

peculiar prerogatives of God: “ The Scripture, foreseeing

that God would justify the Heathen ;”-—“ The Scripture

hath concluded all under sin."

From the following passages, among others that might

be adduced, we learn the true nature of that inspiration

which belongs to the Old Testament: Matth. i. 22, “ Now

all this was done, that it might be fulfilled which was spoken

of the Lord by the Prophet.” Matth. ii. 15, “ And was

there until the death of Herod : that it might be fulfilled

which was spoken (y the Lord by the Prophet,’ saying, Out

of Egypt have I called my son.” Matth. xxii. 43, “'He

saith unto them, How then doth David, in spirit, call him

Lord ?” Mark xii. 36, “ For David himself said by the

Holy Ghost.” Luke i. 70, “ As he spake by the mouth of

his Holy Prophets, which have been since the world be.

gan.” Acts i. 16, “ Which the Holy Ghost spoke by the

mouth of David.” Acts xiii. 36, “ He (God) saith also

in another Psalm, Thou shalt not suffer thine Holy One to

see corruption.” Acts xxviii. 25. “ And when they agreed

not among themelves they departed, after that Paul had

spoken one word: Well spake the Holy Ghost by Esaias

the prophet, unto our fathers.” Rom. ix. 25, “ As he saith

also in Osee, I will call them my people, which were not my

people ; and her Beloved, which was not beloved.” 1 Cor.

vi. 16, 1'7, “ What ! know ye not, that he which is joined

to an harlot is onebody? for two, saith he, shall be one flesh.”

Here the words of Adam or of Moses, are referred to by

the Apostle, as they had been by Jesus Christ himself, as

the words of God. Eph. iv. 8, “ Wherefore He saith, when

he ascended up on high." Heb. i. 7, 8, “ And of the an

gels he saith.” “'But unto the Son he saith.” In these

passages, what was said by the Psalmist, is quoted as said

by God. Heb. iii. 7. “ Wherefore, as the Holy Ghost saith,

To-day if ye will hear his voice.” Heb. x. 15, “ Whereof
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the Holy Ghost also is a witness to us, for after that he had

said." 1 Peter i. 11, “ Searching what, or what manner of

time, the Spirit of Christ which was in them did signify,

when it testg'fied beforehand the sufferings of Christ, and

the glory that “should follow.” 1 Peter i. 20, “ Knowing

this first, that no prophecy of the Scripture is of any pri

vate interpretation, for the prophecy came not in old time

(at any time) by the will of man, but holy men of God

spake as they were moved by the Holy Ghost.” Acts iv.

25, “ Who by the mouth of thy servant David hast said,

‘Vhy did the heathen rage?” Heb. i. 1, “ God, who at

sundry times, and in diverse manners, spake in time past

unto the fathers by the prophets, hath in these last days

spoken unto us by his Son.” The words, then, spoken by

the Prophets, were as much the words of God, as the words

which were spoken by the Lord Jesus Christ himself.

And on various occasions Jesus declares, that the words

which he spoke were the words of him that sent him. John

viii. 26, 28, “ I speak to the world those things which I '

have heard of him,”—“ As my Father hath taught me, I

speak these things.” John xii. 49, 50, “ I have not spoken

of myself, but the Father which sent me, he gave me a com

mandment what I should say, and what I should speak.”—

“ Whatsoever I speak, therefore, even as the Father said

unto me, so I speak.” John xiv. 10, “ The words that I

speak unto you, I speak not of myself.” John xvii. 8, “ I .

have given unto them the words which thou gavest me."

John xvii. 14, “ I have given them thy word.” And this

was in strict conformity with what God had declared by

Moses, concerning the divine mission of his Son. Dent.

xviii. 18, “ I will raise them up a Prophet from among their

brethren like unto thee, and willput my words in his mouth,

and he shall speak unto them all that I shall command him.

And it shall come to pass, that whosoever will not hearken

unto my words which he shall speak in my name, I will re

quire it of him.”-—“ He hath made my mouth,” saith the

Redeemer, “ like a sharp sword,” Isaiah xlix. 2. “ And

out of his mouth went a sharp two-edged sword,” Rev. i. 16.

From the foregoing quotations, we see in what sense Paul

declares, that “ all Scripture is given by inspiration of
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God.” In this passage the Apostle speaks only of one kind

of inspiration; and he refers to all and every part of the

Old Testament without exception. He does not say the

meaning of all Scripture, or the ideas contained in‘ it, but'

all Scripture—all writing, or all that is written, (taking

writing in the appropriated sense in which he uses it,) is"

given by inspiration of God. Here then we have a most’

explicit and unequivocal testimony to the inspiration‘ ofthe"

words of Scripture; for neither a meaning nor ait'ideabe expressed in writing except by words. The words, then,

of which the whole of the Scriptures are composed, are the

words dictated by God, and written by men. Sometimes“:

they are quoted as the words of God, and sometimes'as the

words of the writers, which proves that in fact they are both

the one and the other. Those who deny that, in any ‘case,

the words used by the penmen of Scripture are the words'

of God, expressly contradict this assertion of the Apostle!‘

and also disregard the direct testimony of all those passages1

which have been quoted above, as well vas of many others’

to the same effect, that are contained in the Scriptures‘;The perfect ‘inspiration which belongs'to the Apostles?“

maybe learned from the nature of that Service to which"

they were appointed, from the Promises which were given to”:

them for the discharge of ‘it, and also from their owp‘De:

durations, the truth of which is attested, not only by the’

nature of their doctrine, but by the miracles ‘they‘.wrdughtf'

The commission of the Lord to his Apostles, when'he';

sent them forth in the service to which he appointed theui',‘~

was given in these words: Matt. xxviii. 19, 20, “ Go yer'

6
therefore,‘and teach all nations, baptizing them iri the ham‘ '

of ‘the Father, and of the Son, and of .theTeaching them to observe all: things whatsoever‘commanded you : ‘and, lo, I am with you_a.lwa'y,i'évL ‘' aiip “'

the end of the ‘world. .Amen.” ‘ Hiiréwds'ee', fiat‘

commission of the‘ Apostles {included itlie'proliiiithe whole doctrine, and ofvev’er'y re latiodofitlreof'God ; that it exte'n'ded to'all'th world; and that}. "

mise ‘was annexed _'to' that the. 'Lordhim‘self 'wo'ul ‘’

present with them to the end bf time‘imaintaining aridj'g‘igzb
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ing eflicacy to their testimony, which is recorded in the

Scriptures.

This commission is exactly conformable to all that Jesus

had at different times said to the Apostles. To Peter, at

one time, he declared, Matt. xvi. 19, “ And'I will give un

to thee the keys of the kingdom of heaven; and whatsoever

thou shalt bind on earth shall be bound in heaven; and

whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth shall be loosed in hea

yen.” Afterwards, he repeated this ‘to all the Apostles:

Matt. xviii. 18, “ Verily I say unto you, whatsoever ye

shall bind on earth shall be bound in heaven, and whatsoever

ye shall loose on earth shall be loosed in heaven.” To the

same purpose, when he had breathed on them and said,

“ Receive ye the Holy Ghost,” John xx. 22, he adds,

“ Whose soever sins ye remit, they are remitted‘unto them;

and whose soever sins ye retain, they are retained.” In these

respects, the Apostles were constituted the authoritative

ambassadors of the Lord, and were appointed to an oflice

in which they could have no successors. The laws which,

under that authority, were vested in them, which, by the

inspiration of the Spirit, they were to promulgate, and‘the

doctrine they were to deliver, was to be of perpetual and

universal obligation. John xii. 48, “ He that rejecteth‘

me, andreceiveth not my words," says Jesus, “ hathone

that judgethhim. . The word that I have spoken, the same.

shall judge ‘him'in the last day.” In another place, to ‘the

same purpose, when speaking of the Apostles having fol

lowed him, he says to them, Matt. xix. 28, “ In the rege-H

neration, when the Son of Man shall sit in thethrone' of his

glory, ye also ‘shall sit upon twelve thrones, judging the‘

twelve tribes of Israel.”

'_ The word that the Apostles were to declare, was to‘ open_

and “to shut, and to bind and to loose, in heaven an in

earth. It was his own word, the irresistible word of God,‘

to be uttered by them, by which I he would at last judge

the world. “ For,” says he, “ he that receiveth ‘you,

receiveth me; and he that receiveth me, receiveth him that1

sent me,” Matt. x. 40, which'is to the same efi'ect is‘ when

he says to the seventy disciples whom he sent out,"“that heareth you, heareth me; and he that despiset‘h. you,
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despiseth me; and he that despiseth me, despiseth him that

sent me,” Luke x. 16. From the awful importance, then,

of the service committed to the Apostles, we may judge

what kind of inspiration was necessary for those whose

words were to be words of the Judge of all. “ We are

unto God,” say they, “ a sweet savour of Christ, in them

that are saved and in them that perish. To the one we

are the savour of death unto death; and to the other the

savour of life unto life: and who is suflicient for these

things?” 2 Cor. ii. 15. . _

The nature of this inspiration, we are also taught by the

Promises that were given to the Apostles respecting it.

When Jesus first sent out his Apostles to proclaim to the

house of Israel that his kingdom was at hand, he warned’

them of the reception they were to meet with, and that

they should be brought before governors and kings for

his sake. At the same time they were forbidden to use the

means which would have been necessary, if in any measure

they had been left to their own judgment. He commanded

them to rely entirely upon him, and promised them that

inspiration which, when placed in such situations, would

be necessary for them, Matt. x. 19, “ But when they deli-

ver you up, take no thought how or what ye shall speak;

for it shall be given you in that same hour what ye shall

speak : For it is not ye that speak, but the Spirit of your

Father which speaketh in you.” Mark xiii. 11, “ But when

they shall lead you and deliver you up, take no thought

beforehand what ye shall speak, neither do ye premedi.

tate, but whatsoever shall be given you in that hour, that‘

speak ye; for it is not ye that speak, but the Holy Ghost.”

In the parallel passage, Luke xii. 12, “ For the Holy Ghost

shall teach you in the same hour what ye ought to say.”

And again, Luke xxi. 15, “ I will give you a mouth, and

wisdom which all your adversaries shall not be able to .

gainsay nor resist.” Language cannot more plainly declare,

that the words they were to utter, were to be. given by in

spiration to the Apostles. It was the Holy Spirit who._

was to speak by them, just as God had spoken by the mouth

of his holy prophets since the world began. , . N‘

If this inspiration was necessary for the Apostles on par.
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ticular passing occasions, when they were brought before

judges and magistrates, how much more so when they were

employed in recording the permanent laws of the kingdom

of Christ? It must therefore be included in the declara

tions made by our Lord, in what he says in his last dis

course, respecting the Comforter whom he was to send.

And that these declarations did refer to the same inspira

tion, we are not left to doubt; for we hear the Apostle

Paul, when afterwards he addresses a Christian church, as‘

serting that Christ spake in him, 2 Cor. xiii. 8. When

about to leave his disciples, Jesus says to them, John xiv.

26, “ But the Comforter, which is the Holy Ghost, whom

the Father will send in my name, he shall teach you all

things, ‘and bring all things to your remembrance, whatso

ever I have said unto you.” The Apostles were not to

trust to their memories, to repeat what Jesus had said to‘

them; but all that he had said was to be dictated to them

by the Holy Ghost. And again, John xiv. 13, “ When he,

the Spirit of truth, is come, he will guide you into all ‘

truth; for he shall not speak of himself, but whatsoever he‘

shall hear, that shall he speak, and he will shew you things'

to come." After his resurrection, Jesus again said to them,i

John xx. 21, “ Peace be unto you ; as my Father has‘sent‘

me, even so send I you.” His last words to them on earth‘

were these, Acts i. 8, “ But ye shall receive power after“

that the Holy Ghost is come upon you, .and ye shall be‘

witnesses unto me, both in Jerusalem and in all Judea‘,‘

and in Samaria, and unto the Uttermost parts of the cart ‘.”

Such were the promises given to the Apostles of what?

they were to receive, to fit them for that great work in‘

which they were going to engage. We shall now hear their;

Declarations, in respect to the fulfilment of them. ' ' '

.‘ On the day of Pentecost, Acts ii. 41, ‘F They were an’

filled with the Holy Ghost, and began to speak with'othet

tongues, as the Spirit gave them utterance.” Afterwards,

when, having been brought before the Jewish rulers, they

had returned to their own company and prayed, Acts iv. 81,‘

“The place was shaken where they were assembled toge

ther, and they were all filled ‘with the Holy Ghost, and

.. . . . E
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they spake the word of God with boldness.” We see with

what authority an Apostle afterwards speaks: “ Now to

him that is t of. power to stablish you according to my gos

pel, and the preaching of Jesus Christ, according to the re

velation of the mystery which was kept secret since the

world began; but now is made manifest, and by the scrip

tures of the prophets, according to the commandmentof the

everlasting God, made known to all nations for the obe

dience of faith.”—“ Though we,” says the same Apostle,

Galatians i. 8, “ or an angel from heaven, preach any other

gospel unto you than that which we have preached unto

you, let him be accursed.”—“ As we said before, so say I

new again, If any man preach any other gospel unto you

than that ye have received, let him he accursed.”—“ But I

certify you, brethren, that the gospel which was preached of

me is not after man. For I neither received it of man,

neither was I taught it but by the revelation of Jesus

Christ.” 1 Cor. ii. 9, “ But, as it is written, eye hath not

seen, nor ear heard, neither have entered into the heart of

man, the things which God hath prepared for them that

love him. But God hath revealed them unto. us by his

Spirit.”—-“ Which things also we speak 'not in the words

which man’s wisdom teacheth, but which the Holy. Ghost

teacheth.”—“ For who hath known the mind of the Lord,

that he may instruct him i‘ but we have the mind of Christ.”

1 Cor. ii. 7, “ We speak the wisdom of God.” Eph. iii. 4',

“ Whereby when ye read, ye may understand my know

ledge in the mystery of Christ, which in other ages was not

made known unto the sons of _ men, as it is now revealed

unto his holy Apostles and Prophets by the Spirit.” 2 Cor.

ii. 10, “ To whom ye forgive any thing, I forgive also;

for if I forgave any thing, to whom I forgave it, for your.

sakes forgave I it in the person of Christ.” 2 Cor. xiii.

2, 3, “If I come again I_ will. not spare, since you seek a.

proof of Christ speaking in me.” _ In 7th of .1 Cor. 17, where

some have rashly asserted, that the Apostle concludes with

expressing a doubt whether he was inspired or not, he says,

“ so ordain I in‘ all churches.” Most presumptuous lan

guage indeed, unless he ‘could haveadded, as he does‘ a

little after, l'Cor. xiv. 86, “ What! came the word q/‘God
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out from you ? 01' came it unto you only ? If any man think

himself to be a prophet, or spiritual, let him acknowledge

that the things that I write unto you are the commandments

ofthe Lor ." l Thess. ii. 13, “ For this cause also, thank

we God, without ceasing, because, when ye received the

word of God which ye heard of us, ye received it not as the

word‘ of men, but (‘as it is in truth) the word 0}" G 3’

1 Thess. iv. 8, “ He, therefore, that despiseth, despiseth

not man but God, who hath also given unto us his Holy

Spirit.” 1 Pet. i. 12, “ Unto whom it was revealed, that

not unto‘ themselves, but unto us, they did minister the

things which are now reported unto you by them that have

preached the gospel unto you with the Holy Ghost sent

down from heaven, which things the angels desire to look

into.” 1 Pet. i. 28, “ Being born again, not of corruptible

seed, but of incorruptible, by the word of God, which liv

eth and abideth for ever.” 1 Pet. i. 25, “ The word ofthe

Lord endureth for ever. And this is the word which by the

Gospel is preached unto you .” Such is the inspiration by

which all the penmen of the Scriptures wrote, and God has

annexed the most solemn prohibitions against any attempt

to add to, or to corrupt his word. These warnings are inter

spersed through every part of the sacred volume ; and each

one of them is equally applicable to the whole of it.

In this manner, that portion of the Scriptures called the

Law is guarded :—“ Ye shall not add unto the word'which I

commandyou, neither shall ye diminish oughtfrom it,” Deut.

iv. 2. xii. 82.

In the next division, called the Hagiographa, .it is writ--.

ten, .“ Every word q‘ God is pure : He is a shield unto them

that put their trust in him. Add than not unto his words,

lest he reprone thee, and than befound a, liar,” Prov. xxx. 56.‘

In the prophetical writings the warning is again repeat

' ed.‘ They are closed with an intimation, that no more pro<

phets were to be sent, till the forerunner of Jehovah, who

was to come suddenly to his temple, should appear. Israel

is' then commanded to regard that revelation which had

been made to Moses, concerning Jesus, which the prophets

had been commissioned to illustrate, but not to alter, “Re

' E 2
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member ye the law of Moses, my servant, which I commanded

unto him in Horeb, for all Israel, with the statutes and

meats,” Mal. iv. 4.

As, at the termination of the Old Testament, where the

attention of the people of Israel is called to the first appear

ance of the Son of God, as the Saviour, they are instructed

that the prophetic testimony to him is finished; so, at the

conclusion of the New Testament, where the attention of

all men is directed to his second coming, as the final Judge,

the canon of Scripture is closed, and a solemn warning is

given, neither to add to it, nor to take from it: “ I testify

unto every man that heareth the words of the prophecy of this

book, any man shall add unto these things, God shall add

unto him the plagues that are written in this book; and if

any man shall take away from the words of the book of this

pnpheey, God shall take away his part out of the Book of

Life, and out of the Holy City, and from the things which

are written in this book,” Rev. xxii. 18, 19.

In the references which have been made above to many

passages of Scripture, to which more of a similar import

might have been added, the complete verbal inspiration by

which both Prophets and Apostles spoke and wrote, has,

by their own declarations, been unanswerably established.

Whatever they recorded, they did so by the Spirit of God.

Whether they spoke in their own tongues, or in tongues

which they had not learned; or whether they uttered prophe

cies which they understood, or concerning which they ac

knowledged, “ I heard, but I understood not ;” still they

spoke or wrote as they were moved by the Holy Ghost. And

if we have even seen that the Divine Redeemer himself, who

is over all, God blessedfor ever, when acting. as the Father’s

servant in his mediatorial character, spoke, as he declares, not

of himself, but the words of Him that sent him; and that God

the Holy Ghost, in his ofiice of Comforter, was not to speak of

himself, but to speak whatsoever he should hear,- is it to be

presumed that Prophets and Apostles should have ever

been left to choose the words which they have recorded in

the Scriptures? ‘

The words, then, which the Prophets and Apostles re.

corded, were the words of God,—-Christ spake in them,—
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they were the words which the ‘Holy Ghost taught. The

word of God is the sword of the Spirit, Eph. vi. 17. It is

quick and powerful, and sharper than any two-edged

sword, Heb. iv. 12. This word was put into the mouths of

the Prophets and Apostles; and therefore their words and

commandments have all the authority of the words and com.

mandments of God. ‘i I stir up your pure minds by way

of remembrance, that ye may be mindful of the words which

were spoken before by the holy prophets, and of the command

ment if us, the apostles of the Lord and Saviour,” 2 Peter

iii. 1, 2.‘ The term inspiration loses its meaning when an at

tempt is made to divide it between God and man. In what

an endless perplexity would any man be involved, who was

called upon to give to each degree of inspiration, under

which it‘ has been supposed the Bible is written, that

portion ‘which belongs to it ! Let any one undertake

the task, and he will soon find he is building upon

the sand. Yet such an attempt should have been made by

those daring innovators, be they ancient or modern, who

have represented the sacred volume as a motley perfors

mance,--part of it written under an inspiration of sugges

tion,—-part of it under an inspiration of ‘elevation,—part of

it under an inspiration of superintendence,--and part of it

under no inspiration at all ! ! !

But why have such distinctions been introduced? Do

they diminish the difficulty of our conceiving how the in

spiration of the Holy Ghost is communicated to those who

are the subjects of it? Is it easier for us to conceive how

a meaning without words can be imparted to the mind ‘oi’

man, than that it should be conveyed to him in words?

Insteadof being diminished, the diflicultyis increased tenfold.‘

But, in either case,'we have nothing to do with difficulties.‘

In whatever way the effect is produced, it is our duty to

believe what the Holy Scriptures assert, and not to speculate

on the subject. And let every Christian remember, that

the view ‘which he takes of the inspiration of the Scriptures,

is‘ to''him of the greatest practical importance. With what

a difl'erent feeling must that man read the Bible, who be;

lieves that it is a book which partly treats of common and

civii'afl'airs, and which is partly the‘production of men,
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who were sometimes directed in one way, sometimes in an

other, and who sometimes were not directed at all—from

the feeling of the Christian who reads it under the solemn

conviction, that its contents are wholly religious, and that

it is 'indited by God alone. In reading these words, Pro

verbs iii. 11, “ My son, despise not the chastening of

the Lord; neither be weary of his correction,” how dif

ferently must he be affected, who considers them as ad.

dressed to him by Solomon,—from the man who views

them as ‘ addressed to him by God, as the Apostle

shews, Hebrews xii. 5. Paul, in that Epistle, in making

various quotations from the Old Testament, refers

to them expressly as the words of the Holy Ghost.

As far as distinctions in inspiration are admitted, their

tendency is to diminish our reverence for the Bible, and to

exclude, as much as possible, the immediate agency of God

in its composition. In the same way men labour to exclude

his agency from the government of the world, and the di

rection of the course of events, by ascribing the‘whole to

the operation of what are called the laws of nature.

Dr Doddridge, in his Essay on Inspiration, p. 58, after

desiring the reader to observe, that in very few instances he

has allowed an error in our present copies (of the Scrip-‘

tures), and that, in these few instances, he has imputed it

to translators—adds, “ because, as Mr Seed very properly

‘ expresses it in his excellent sermon on this subject, (which,

‘‘ since I wrote the former part of this dissertation, fell into

my hands), a partial inspiration is to all intents and

‘ purposes no inspiration at all: For, as he justly ar

‘ goes against the supposition of any mixture of error in

‘ these sacred writings, mankind would be as much embarras

‘ sed to know what was inspired, and what was not, as they

5 could be to collectareligion for themselves; the consequence

‘ of which would be, that we are left just where we were,

‘ and that GOD put himself to a great expense of miracles

‘. to effect nothing at all: A consequence, highly derogap

‘ tory and injurious to his honour.” It is somewhat re

markable that such sentiments should thus be approved of

by one who, in the same work, has ascribed various de

grees of inspiration to‘difi'erent parts of the word of God.

a
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‘ It is allowed by Dr Doddridge, that under what is call

ed the inspiration of suggestion, “ the 'use of our faculties

is superseded, and Gon does as it were speak directly

to the mind; making such discoveries to it, as it could not

otherwise have obtained, and dictating the ‘very words in

which these discoveries are to be communicated to others:

so that a person, in what he writes from hence, is no

other than first the Auditor, and then (if I may be allow

ed the expression) the Secretary of GOD ; as John was of

our Lord Jesus Christ, when he wrote from his sacred

lips the seven Epistles to the .Asiatic Churches. And

it is, no. doubt, to an inspiration of this kind that the

Book of the Revelation owes its original.” .Doddridge on

Inspiration, page 41; Why then, we may here ask, is it

hanqflflbmnha

‘supposed that any other part of the Bible was written un.

der an inspiration of a different kind ? Was it less neces

sary that the Epistles which were written to the other

churches, as “ the commandments of the Lord,” 1 Cor,

xiv. 57, should be fully inspired, than for those addressed to

the seven churches of Asia? or that, to the Book of Re

velation, a higher degree of inspiration should belong, than

to the other books of the Holy Scriptures ? In what place

have the Scriptures given it to be understood that these

‘distinctions'exist? Such distinctions, let them be made by

whom they will, are the offspring of presumption and folly.

Let 'no man attempt to introduce distinctions in the in

spiration bywhich it is written, unheard of in the word of

God, and therefore totally unwarranted and unauthorised.

It is not for men to say, “ How can these things be 9” No

man can tell how his spirit connects with and acts upon his

body, how,.bya simple volition, he can move a finger: And

shall vain man, who “ would be wise, although man be

born like the wild ass‘s colt,” stumble at, and reject the

declarations of God, concerning that inspiration by which

he verbally makes known his pleasure P “ The wind blow

ieth where it listeth, and thou hearest the sound thereof,

but canst not tell whence‘ it cometh, and whither it goet .”

The Lord is able to communicate his will in whatever way he

pleases, although we‘ cannot trace the manner of his operas

tion. In the word'sspoken by the ass of Balsam, we have
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an example of this communication, through an unconscious

and involuntary instrument. In Balaam himself we have

an example through one who was conscious, but involunta.

ry, in the declaration he made respecting Israel. In Caia~

phas, through one who was voluntary in what he said,

but unconscious of its import. And in the writers of the

Scriptures we have an example of agents, both voluntary

and conscious, but equally actuated by the Spirit of God.

The dictating of that Law which is perfect, every jot

and tittle of which was to be fulfilled,—ot' those histories

which were written for the admonition of all future genera

tions,—of the institutions of that kingdom which is to en

dure for ever, was, and necessarily must have been, the

work of perfect, that ‘is, the work of infinite wisdom,

Psalm xix. 7, “ The law of the Lord is pe1fic.”—But if

certain parts of it are the words of men, who wrote merely

under a superiutendence which preserved them from record

ing what is false, these parts must, like their authors, be‘

imperfect. The same would hold true respecting all that is

supposed to be written under an inspiration of elevation,

which, whatever it may mean, could not be carried'beyond

that enlargement of which the mind of man is capable.

The Bible can only be perfect, if it be the word of God

himself from one end to the other. But, if the words of

the writers of it be solely their own words, or be they

the words of Angels, Principalities, or Powers, they are

imperfect,—and the Bible is an imperfect book.

The perfection of the Scriptures is necessary, for the

purpose they were intended to serve. “ The heavens

declare the glory of God, and the firmament sheweth

his handy work,” Psalm xix. 1. In this way God’s eternal

power and Godhead are clearly seen, so as to render men

“ without excuse," Rom. i. 20. ; and there they leave him

under condemnation. But “ the Law of the‘Lord is per

feet, converting the soul; the testimony of the Lord is

sure, making wise the simple. The statutes of the Lord

are right, rejoicing the heart: the commandment of the

Lord is pure, enlightening the eyes.” It is not, then, by

the works of creation,-it is not by his dealings towards

either holy or fallen Angels, that the glory of God is fully
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displayed. This honour is reserved for the history of the

incarnation of his Son. It is here, and here only,

that mercy and truth are met together, that righteous

ness and peace have embraced each other ;—that truth

has sprung out of the earth, and righteousness has

looked down from heaven ;—that justice and judgment are

seen to be the habitation of Jehovah’s throne,—and that

mercy and truth go before his face.

. “ Drop down, ye heavens, from above, and let the skies

pour down righteousness; let the earth open, and let them

bring‘ forth salvation, and let righteousness spring up to

gether ;. I the Lord have created it,” Isaiah xlv. 8. Here

is something far more glorious than all that ever was

seen before in the universe of God! It is a righteous

ness exalted to absolute perfection, and rendered in

finitely glorious by the union of the divine with the hu

man nature. God charges his Angels with folly, and

the heavens are not clean in his sight, but with him who

wrought this righteousness, he is “ well pleased.” "

The righteousness of Adam in innocence, or the righ

teousness of angels in glory, was the righteousness of crea

tures, and therefore a limited righteousness. It consisted

in the love and service of God, which they rendered with

all their heart and strength; but farther it could not go.

Their righteousness was available in the time only while it

continued to be performed, and it might cease and be lost;

But that righteousness which the skies have poured down, is

a righteousness that is infinite, and that shall never he'abo

lished', Isaiah xli. 6, 8. Ifis a righteousness that was per-'7

formed in a limited period of time, by Him_ who is “ CALLED

Janovnn oun oBIGHTEOUSNESS ;” but‘ the glory of it was

contemplated from eternity, while its efficacy extends back

to the fall of man, and forward through all the ages of etc?

nity. It is the “ everlasting righteousness,” which the pro

phet Daniel predicted was to be brought‘ in. Through

eternity it' shall be the delight of the Father, the admi

ration of angels, and the song of the redeemed. ‘

' It is in the Bible that this righteousness is made-known.

In the Biblethe gospel is recorded, which is thepower of

God unto salvation, became? therein is this righteousness
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revealed, Rom. i. 17. The Bible contains the record of the

eternal purpose of God, which he purposed in Christ Jesus,

—of the ‘unsearchable riches of Christ,—of the eternal elec-'

tion of Him to be the Mediator between God and man, and

of the eternal election of his people in Him,.—-of his incar

nation, humiliation, and exaltation to glory. And “in as

much as he who hath builded the house hath more honour

than the house,” insomuch is there a higher display of the

glory of God, in the history contained in the Bible, of Him

who was “ God manifest in the flesh,” than is afforded‘

in the creation, and the ‘discovery of all the other works of

God in the universe, animate and inanimate, of which Jesus

Christ is the Creator and the Head. Hence is that prefer

ence justified which is given to the Bible above them all,

“ Thou hast magnified thy word above all thy name.” Such,

then, is the perfection of the Bible, for the writing of

which, the most complete inspiration was absolutely in;

dispensable, in order that it should be the Work of God

solely and entirely,—in thought,—-in meaning,—in style,

—'-in expression,—in every part. Each part is neces

sary in its place to complete the whole,—and if any one

part were wanting, however inconsiderable it may appear,

that absolute perfection, that complete fitness to the end pro

posed, which belongs to theBook qfGod, would be destroyed.

Christians ought to beware of giving up in the smallest

degree the inspiration of the Bible. That precious

deposit is now delivered to their keeping, as the first

portion of it was committed to the Jews. The Jews

were constituted the “ witnesses” of Jehovah, Isaiah xliii.

10, 12; until the time arrived, when, in his sovereign plea;

sure he appointed other “witnesses,” Acts i. 8. The na

tion of Israel was his peculiar treasure,—an holy nation,

Exodus xix. 5, 6; till, by their final rejection of his Son,

they forfeited that title, and he gave his vineyard to other

husbandmen, Matth. xxiv. 411. They possessed the peculiar

name which he had conferred on them, till the prophecy

concerning it was fulfilled, when it was left “ for a‘

curse,” Isaiah lxv. 15. ; and when a new name was bestowed

on those who were henceforward to be acknowledged as the

people of God, Acts xi. 26.; 1 Peter iv. 16. Having‘ be
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come the depositaries of the whole volume of inspiration,

let Christians regard it with the same unshaken fidelity,

with which, before being completed, it was preserved

as “ the words which the Lord of Hosts sent in his Spirit

by the former prophets," Zechariah vii. 7, 12. Let them

not weaken by vain reasonings, the impression produced

upon their minds by the testimony of the Bible itself, con

cerning its full inspiration in every part, nor substitute for

it, a book which, in their imagination, is only partially

inspired,—’which contains the words of men, who spake

not as they were moved by the Holy Ghost, butwho

were only preserved from error, or who wrote “as any

other plain andfaithful men might do." By such sentiments,

the offspring of philosophy and vain deceit, after the tradi

tion of men, after the rudiments of the world, and not after

Christ, has the Bible been degraded, and its high title

to the designation of “the oracles of God” made void.

This heresy, although it may appear to some like a little

cloud, no bigger than a man’s hand, portends to cover, in its‘

progress, the whole of that divine book with darkness, and to

give the enemy an opportunity “to come in like aflood.” In

opposition to such daring innovations, let every disciple of

Him whose command it is to “ search the Scriptures,”

regard it as a faithful saying, that “ AH Scripture is given

by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for

reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness; that

the man of God may be perfect, thoroughly furnished unto

all good works.”



EXTRACTS on the Verbal Inspiration of the Scriptures,

from the Works ofEminent Christian Writers.

 

I‘; Innmnos, who, as has been observed, conversed with Polycarp, the disci

ple of John, and who himself lived but a few years after that Apostle, says,

and concerning the inspiration of the Scriptures, “ Well knowing that the

Scriptures are perfect, as dictated (or spoken) by the word of God, and his

Spirit,._a heavy punishment awaits those who add to, or take from, the

Scriptures. But we follow the one and only true God, as our teacher; and

having his words as a rule of truth, do always speak the same things concern

ing the same things.”

To the some purpose, Origen, born in the second century, speaks of it

as a common opinion, “ That the sacred books are not writing: of men, but

have been written and delivered to us from the inspiration of the Holy Spirit,

by the will of the Father of all things, through Jesus Christ.” And again,

as was formerly quoted, “ The sacred Scriptures come from the fulness of

the Spirit; so that there is nothing in the Prophets, or the Law, or the Gas.

pel, and the Epistles, which descends not from the Divine Majesty,”—“ one

and the same Spirit, proceeding from the one God, teacheth the like things

in the Scriptures written before the coming of Christ, and in the Gospels

and Apostles.” “ For my part I believe that not one jot or tittle of the di

vine instructions is in vain.” “ Let us come daily to the wells of the Scrip.

sures, the waters qf the Holy Spirit, and there draw and carry home a full

vessel.” Lardner, vol. II. 172, 488, 495.

“ It is asked—If in writing'they (the sacred writers) were so acted upon and

inspired by the Holy Spirit, both as to the things themselves, and as to the

words, that they were free from all error, and that their writings are truly

authentic and divine ? The Adversaries deny this. We aflirm it.” _

. “ Scripture proves itself divine from its style ; Divine Majesty shining not

less from the simplicity than the gravity of its diction.” '

“ Nor can it easily be believed that God, who has dictated and inspired all

and the very words to men divinely inspired, has not taken care also about

the preservation of them all.” (A)

“ But God has composed the Scriptures, partly by revelation, which has been

accomplished, 1. By writing, as was shown in the giving of the Law. 2. By

dictating, that it might be written, Deut- xxxi. 19. Rev. i. 19. 3. By impiring,

2 Tim. iii. 16, that is, by suggesting the thing: that were to be written, and

infallibly directing the writing so fully, that in all things, whether relatingto

matters of doctrine or of fact, he not only inspired the things themselves, but

has even dictated the very words.” (B)

“ The Scripture is principally called the word of God, on account of infal

lible inspiration which belongs to it.-To the words equally as to the things,

in which therefore nothing irrelevant occurs, although God has wisely ac

commodated himself to the style of each of the amanuenses in writing, as t0

the sound of the voice in speaking." (C)
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“ The Holy Spirit made use of the pens of the Evangelists, and of the

Apostles, for the writings of the New Testament, as he had formerly made

use of those of Moses and the Prophets for the Old. He furnished them with

the occasions for writing. He gave them the desire, the power to do it. The

matter, the form, the order, the economy, the expressions, are of his imme.

diate inspiration, and of his direction.” (D)

Boyle, in his “ Considerations touching the style of the Holy Scriptures,"

every where asserts that God is the author of the Scriptures, and the writers no

more than his secretaries, as page 17. He calls the Holy Ghost “ the writer of

the Scriptures, and the method of the Scriptures the Holy Ghost’s way of

writing,” p. 56. “ The inspired writers had their pens guided by an omni

scient hand, and were but the several secretaries of the same enditer,” p. 76.

“ We are not to believe that so divine an enditer, by secretaries," Bro. p. 79.

“ The prophetic spirit that endited them,” (the Scriptures,) p. 81. Boyle calls

God the author of the Scriptures, p. 122 ; and next page he calls the Bible “ A

book published by an omniscient enditer,” the Scriptures are “ God's dictates,”

p. 125- “ Amongst the thirteen Articles of the Jewish creed, one acknow

ledges the very expressions of the Law,‘ (or Pentateuch,) to have been inspir.

ed by God,” p. 128, 129. “ He vouchsafes to speak to us in almost as glori

ous a manner as he did to Moses,” p. 133. And speaking against profane’

ness, as it relates to the Scriptures, he says, ‘f and perhaps passing to the im

pudence of perverting inspired expressions,” p. 178. '.

_ Dr Owen, in his Exposition of the Epistle to the Hebrews, Exercitation l.

expresses himself as follows. “ And thus, not this or that part, but 2 Timo

thy 16, all Scripture was given by inspiration- And herein all the parts

or books of it are absolutely equal. And in the going out of the whole, 2

Pet. i. 21. holy men of God spake as they were moved by the Holy Ghost.

So that whatever different means God at any time might make use of, in the

communication of his mind and will unto any of the prophets or penmen of

the Scripture, it was this divine inspiration, and being acted by the Holy

Ghost both as to things and words, that rendered them infallible revealers of

 

A.—lnstitutlo Theologiae Francisco Turretino, v01. 1. p. 70.—“ Quaeritur—An in mm,

ita acti et inspired fuerint a Spiritu Sancto, (scriptores sacri.) et quoad res ipsas, at quoad verbsI ut

nb omni errore immunes fuerint, et icripta ipsorum vere slnt authentic‘: et divine? Adversarii

negant; nos aflirmamus.”

“ Scriptura seipsam divinam probat—ex parte styli ; Divina Majestas, non minus ex slmplici.

tate quam gravitate dlctionis elucens.” Page 71.

“ Nec facile credi potest, Deum, qui omnla et slngula verbs. viris Sammy“; dictavit et inspi

ravit, de omnibus etiam conservandis non curasse." Page 80

B.-Theologia, be. Petro Van Mastricht, V01. 1. p. 21. sect. 19.-“ Condldit autem Deus scrip

turam: partim revelations, quae peracta, est, 1. Seribendo, ut in decalogo oonspicuum. 2. Man

dando, ut scriberetur, Deut. xxxi. 19. Apoc. i. 19. 3. Imqn'mndo, 2 Tim. iii. 16. h. e. suggerendo

Imibenda, et infallibiliter dirigendo scriptionem. Usque adeo, ut in omnibus, sive injure versen

ml', sive in facto; non solum res ipsu inspiraverit, sed etiam singula verba dictarit : partim ca

nonizatione,” dzc.

C.—-Johannls Marckii Theologlae Medulla, &c.—“ Scripture verbum Dei praecipue (lieimr ob

impimtionem infallibilem. 2 Tim. iii. 16. 2 Pet. 1. 20, 21.--quae pertinet.—Ad verba denique aeque

quam ad res, in quibus prolnde nihil ineptl occurrit; eu'amsi singulorum Amanuensium style‘

prudenter Deus se accommodaverlt in scrlbendo, aeque quam vocis sono in loquendo." Page 12.

and 13. sect. 5.

D.—Claude.—Posthumous Works, Vol. IV. p. 228.-“ Le Saint Esprit s'est servi de la plume deg

Evangelistes et des Apotres pour les ecritures du Nouveau Testament, comme i1 s‘etolt autre fois

servl de celles de Moyse et des Prophetes pour l‘Anclen. ll leur afoumi les occasions d'ecrire, 11

leuren a donné,1es desirs et les forces. La matiere, la forme, l’ordre, l'oeoonomie, 16% 8111115510119.

sont do son inspiration immediate et de sa direction."
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him unto the church. And thus the foundation of the canonical authority of

the books of the Scripture, is absolutely the same in and unto them all, with

out the least variety either from any difference in kind or degree."

“ It is certain that there is nothing expressed in the whole Scripture, but

in the manner and way, and by the words wherewith it ought to he express

ed, unto the ends for which it was used and designed, as might easily be

manifested both from the intent of the Holy Ghost himself, in suggesting

those words unto his penman, and in the care of God over the iotas and

tittles of the words themselves," Vol- I- page 15. “ Such things (a flourish of

words and artificial ornaments of speech,) become not the authority, majesty,

greatness, and holiness of Him who speaks therein,” page 16.

“ That authority, el'licacy, and energy, which are implanted on the sacred

Scripture, by Him who supplied both sense and words unto the penmen of it,

exert themselves in this Epistle (to the Hebrews) also,” page 18.

“ Neither can it otherwise be but that things of divine revelation, expressed

in words of divine suggestion and determination, will appear to be of a divine

original,” page 19- sec. 3.

“ The prophets of old were so barely instrumental in receiving and revealing

the will of G0d,—-that‘ they meditated upon the things which the Spirit uttered

by themelves to obtain an understanding of them," page 18. sec. 3.

The above extracts are not given in the way of authority ;

on such a subject no authority except that of the Scriptures

is admissible. They are introduced in opposition to the ig

norant cry of some, who speak as if the verbal inspiration

of the Bible had never till now been heard of.

FINIS.

. _ '

'_— k.'i.‘t .l’ v‘ ‘

I)

JOHN PILLANS, PRINTER, JAMES‘S COURT
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