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MORRISTOWN, N. J.,

jasurance Ageney
JAMES M. BONSALL,

OFFICE OVER VOUORHEES BROS.,

MORRISTOWN, XN. J. \
|
|

Morris County Mutual Life
“and Fire Insurance Co.

Pheenix Insurance Co.,

OF BROOKLYN, N. Y. |
|

British American Assurance Co.,
TORONTO, CANADA,

Jersey City Insurance Co.,
. 4 2 JERSEY CITY, N. J.

" Qottages on the Camp Ground
and other Insurance as low as the
isk will warrant.

DALRYMPLE & LINDSLEY

DEALERS IN

ttamber and Building Materials,

Blue Stone Flagging and Curbing, Coal aud |
Woed, Farmer’s Lime by car load, in bulk;|
" also plaster for fertilizing purposes. |
¥ard: on Elm 8t., near depot, Mornstown,N.J. |
Henry M. Dalrymple, J. Frank Lindsley.

OLD ESTABLISHED STAXND!

( H DALRYNPLE

MORRISTOWN, N. J.

Drugs, Chemicals,

Pharmaceutical Preparations,

{
|

Proprietary Medicines,

TOILET ARTICLES,

o

i
1
1
|

eseriptions a Specialiy,

~ CROWELL,
he Jewvweler,

o WASHINGTON STREET.

" MORRISTOWN, XN. J.

epairing a Speciall

’

JOHN THATCHER.
JALL PAPERS,
low Shades, Fixtures.
- Cornices, &c..

3 Lcad, Mixed Paints, Oils,
‘Arnishes, Turpentine, Fine
Colors and Dry Pai

4XD Epoxy MOULDINGS,
and Paper Supply Store.

8¢ & Sign Painting
S 1o all its branenes.

te
nis,

L{' C.

¥e Painting and Fine Pa-
Hanging a Specialty.

secariment

d.

our jarpe and new
5, Bhades, &o., jast

JOHN THATCHER,
South Streer,

RRISTOWN, N. J. i

receiss

pear the PJ!‘}{

ESTABLISHED 1849.

F. H. HOFFMAN & SON,

CLOTHIERS.,

MORRISTOWN, N.J.

Clothing for Men and Boys.
Liowest Prices and Best Made.

MAKING CLOTHING TO ORDER

A SPECIALTY.
P. H. HOFFMAN & SON.

Tompkins & Welsh,

No. |7 Market Street
MORRISTOWN, N. J.,

DEALERS IN

Stoves. Ranges.

AND

FURINACES,

Plumbing and Gasfitting, Tin

and Slate Roofing,
Jobbing and Repairing done,

We have a large assortment of the best
makes of Cocok Stoves and Ranges at low
prices, Parlor and Heating Stoves, Brick set
and Portable Furnaces. The

Crystal Fire Place Heater,

{The New Beauty Elevated

Oven Range,

ALSO A FULL LINE OF
D JAPANNED WARE, GRANITE
IRON WARE, HOLLOW

WARE, &C.

TIN AN

All kinds of stove repairs on hand or procur- !

ed at short notice by

TOMPKINS & WELSH.

NO. 17 MARKET STREET.

J. B. STEVENS,

DEALER IN

'China, Crockery & Glassware,

LAMPS AND TRIMMINGS
AND

House Furnishing Goods
AGENT FOR

KEYSTONE ORGANS AND PIANUS,

unsurpassed for durability, finish and quality

of tone. Best of references given by parties
nsine them. Sold either for eash orinstallments.

MORRISTOWN, N. J.,
SoUTH SIDE THE PAREK.

J. R. RUNYON,

Book Seller and
Stationer.

MORRISTOWN, N. J.

CONSTANTLY ON HAND :
A LARGE ASSORTMENT OF

School, Blank and Miscellaneous

BOOKS,
Bibles and Sunday School Supplies,
also,

Fine ARTISTIC and Plain
STATIONERY,
Birthday Cards,
ARTISTS’ MATERIALS, ETC.

Orders by mail promptly attended to.

H

THE RECORD’S ILLUSTRATIONS.

o

RESIDENCES OF DR.J. W. COSAD, REV. A. CRAIG AND J. 8. RICHARDSON, ESQ.,
Trinity Park, Mt. Tabor.

No property, or more properly properties, on Mt. Tabor, attract more attention and provoke more comment

than the dwellings we illustrate to-day.

We suppose them to have been built under a tripartite agreement, for

they are virtually three in one, the dwellings of Dr. J. W. Cosad. Rev. A. Craig and J. S. Richardson, Esq., of

Jersey City.
Their main front is on Trinity Park.

They are neat, compact, and combined as they are form a strikingly handsome appearance.
We say ““main” for in point of fact they have two fronts, the property

running through to Wesley Place, a park enclosed by a neat fence, built more for ornament than protection, fill-

ing the space from building to Avenue on what would naturally be the rear.

This park, which is but just laid

our, 1s traversed by paths laid in blue stone and is destined to be the crowning ornament of the property and of

that portion of the Avenue on which it fronts.

As may be imagined the dwellings are furnished in most excellent taste, we may say luxuriantly.

They are

provided with bath rooms, lavatories and other modern improvements on both floors, and taken as a whole form
one of the most prominent and pleasing building features of Tabor. '

Friday’s Services.

At the morning service Prof. Jtrong of Drew
Seminary, gave the following discourse on the
**Inspiration of the Holy Scriptures.” We
reproduce 1t in full:

That the Bible is divinely 1nspired
in some sense and to some extent is,
of course, the belief of all christendom.
Even if the statement of the Apostle,
that “all Scripture is given by inspira-
tion of God,” be interpreted to signify
only certain portions of Holy Writ and
varying degrees of supernatural influ-
ence, still the fact of inspiration, be it
more ot less, is conceded, and therefore
need not here be proved. The limita-
tions, however, remain for us to con-
sider. The importance of such a dis-
cussion is obvious, for upon this point
depend the credit and authority due to
the Bible in whatever line it professes
to teach and command. The question
indeed is fundamental, not only to the-
ology in general, but also to many de-
partments of historical and scientific
research upon which the Book directly
or indirectly touches at various points.
If we hold a vague or dubious position
as to the inspiration of the Scriptures
we will assuredly take doubtful and
untenable ground not only respecting
the central doctrines of Christianity,
such as the Atonement and future ret-

| ribution, but we will be equally weak

in defending the outlying stations, such
as prophecy and miracle, and will es-
pecially endanger the allied relations of
philosophic and literary truth. The
modern contest on this subject rallies,
like all the phases of present skepti-
cism, around this problem at the core,
namely, how far and in what way we
may. reconcile as well as distinguish
the divine and the human in the Bible.
That these two elements coexist there,
is evident not only from the current ti-
tle of the Book, “the Hol/y Bible,” and
its traditionary place in the church and
the world, but from the manifest pecu-
liarities of its contents, such as their
unexampled reach into the otherwise
unknown, yet singular reticence on cu-
rious, romantic and egotistic details,
and especially their marvellous and
ever-growing hold upon humanity at
large: but the compatibility of these
elements still continues a puzzle to the
profound not less than to the shallow
mind, to the believer as well as to the in-
fidel. The dithculty of reconcilement
has unfortunately been enhanced by
the extreme views too often entertain-
ed, whether by friend or foe, of super-
stitious verbalism on the one hand and
of free-thinking sentimentalism on the
other. A calm but searching reexami-
nation of the facts in the case, and of
their necessary conditions, both lin-
guistic and psychicalis eminently call-
ed for by the madern crisis of theolog-
ical and literary controversy; and we
may hope, even in the brief compass of
thé present paper, to contribute some-
thing towards the settlement of this
deep-rooted and ever-recurring ques-
tion. The Bible was written by men;
how, then, can it be the word of God ?
Three theories or positions have in sub-
stance been advanced and maintained
on the subject, which it will be our aim
fairly to state and freely to cnticize.
The oldest and perhaps still the most
widely prevalent opinion is what is
most fitlingly designated as the wmze-
chanical view of inspiration, namely,
that the Holy Spirit dictated to the sa-
cred writers the identical words which

i they have penned. Thus some of the
! early Christian fathers, especially Jus-

tin Martyr, following the Jewish lead
of Josephus, Philo and others, repre-
sent the prophets, apostles and evan-
gelists as the “‘organs” of the divine
power, and they use various figures to
this effect, such asa musical instru-
ment, the harp, etc. Certain modern
authors, particularly, Gaussen, are
fond of calling the Biblical writers the
amanuenses of God. It is claimed that
the Scriptures themselves favor this
view in their phraseology on
the subject, 2. . that “‘men speak as
they were #0ved by the Holy Ghost,”
that “the word of the Lord came unto”
them, etc. But a more careful inspec-
tion of the language of these sacred
and ecclesiastical authorities renders it
more than doubtful if they really in-
tended to set forth the view in
question ; for they elsewhere so qualify
their terms and employ such dissimi-
lar phrases and statements as to dis-
prove any idea of mére passivity, much
less unconscious possession of the mu-
rian faculties by diverse influences.
The first Christian council that ever
pronounced on this topic expressly
condemned the idea of any phrenzy on
the part of the sacred writers as a
heathenish tenet, and the most violent
advocates of the mechanical theory
continually declaim upon the entire

self-possession of the subjects of inspi- |

ration and the normal exercise of all
their idiosyncracies. The inconsisten-
cy of these two positions is indeed ap-
parent at a glance, for if the exact lan-
guage and the precise form of the

Scriptures were directly and impera-)

tively prescribed by the Spirit of God,
it is difficult or rather impossible to see
what room is left for the personal style
of the individual men. The latter have
no more choice than the copyist in
transcribing or the short-hand note-
taker in reporting. Hence the vitious-
ness of the comparison so frequently
made of the sacred writers to scribes
inditing a communication made through
them, for these have no freedom nor

discretion allowed them, nor play of

thought or fancy or habit ; and the in-
troduction of their own peculiarities
would be an unheard of impertinence.
The Bible does not so represent inspi-
ration, for in their loftier flights **the
spirits of the prophets, are sub-
ject to the prophets,” and even in
the extraordinary cases at Corinth Paul
insists upon full self-control and entire
naturalness in the utterance of the Di-
vine communications, especially as to
phraseology.

"A common name for the mechanical
theory is weréa/ inspiration, a phrase
which, while perhaps it accurately char-
acterizes the view in question, at the
same time exposes its untenableness.
In the strict sense words are incapable
of inspiration; it is only the person
who utters them that can properly be
said to be inspired. Words are merely
signs of ideas, conventionally employed

for inter-communication, and consist of

visible or audible symbols, such as
vibrations of theair, inflections of voice,
marks written or printed on paper, etc.
In any of these, therefore, inspiration
is out of the question. All that can be
meant by verbal inspiration * is that the
writers or speakers were inspired to
use the exact words which they have
employed. In a qualified sense every
one will admit "this, namely, that there

was a divine or providential superin-
tendence over the sacred writers, pre-
| serving them from all serious inaccu-
| racy ; but this is a very different thing
| from an absolute and explicit prescrip-
tion of the identical phraseologyv, so
that no variation or spontaniety should
be possible. That this letter was not
| true in point of fact is evident, not only
from the native peculiarities of style
exhibited by eaeh individual, as above
noticed, but still more conclusively
from the imperfections which lie upon
1the surface of many expressions em-
ployed, and which become still more
striking when the language is critically
examined. There are solecisms in
grammar, blemishes in rhetoric, and
faults in logic, which we cannot attri-
bute to the Holy Spirit; they are ob-
viously defects arising from the imper-
fect channel of communication. In
short, they are plainly features of
human composition, and disclose the
origin of the phraseology in which they
are imbedded. The same conclusion
results from a comparison of the doc-
trines and even of the historical state-
ments of the various sacred writers: for
instance if Paul and James on the sub-
ject of justification, whether it be faith
or by works, in which they only seem
to disagree ; or the several Gospel nar-
ratives, whether apparent discrepancies
occur; or even of the two versions of
the decalogue itself, which we do not
exactly tallyin their verbiage : all such
variations must be ascribed to the free
play of the human faculties acting under
their natural and circumstantial im-
pulses and associations, and they are
utterly inconsistent with the theory of
direct and minute verbal inspiration.
The sacred writers themselves claim no
such immediate and explicit dictation
of their words. Whatever may have
been the case in a few special commu-
nications which the prophets and the
apostles orally made, the books as we
now have them, were certainly com-
posed in private by their authors inthe
ordinary way of human literature,
saving. of course the general divine
guidance which they everywhere as-
sume. Neither Moses in hisautograph
of the law, nor David in his titles to the
Psalms ; neither Isaiah in his poetical
flights, nor Ezra in his editorial labors;
neither Luke in his prefaces, nor John
in his Apocalypse, neither evangelist
in his record, nor apostle in his letter,
gives the slightest countenance to the
idea that the particular words which
they wrote were prescribed to them by
i special divine suggestion.

At this point it is essential that we
draw two distinctions, which, impor-
tant and obvious as theyare, have often
been strangely overlooked in this dis-
cussion. The first is the difference
between revelation and inspiration, i. e.
between the communication of un-
| known and otherwise undiscoverable
truth to the sacred writers, and the dis-
closure of that truth to others.
all which the Bible contains is re-
vealed; much of its information was
known to the writers by the ordinary
means of experience, observation and
reflection, and the natural faculties
of memory, judgment and imagina-
tion were sufficient to bring it to
mind when needed. But the Bible is
all inspired, even those passages which
relate to the most common affairs.
What Moses rehearses concerning his
own life and labors is as truly inspired
as what he discloses concerning the
creation of the world, although the
knowledge was derived by him from
very different sources; and what the
apostles record of their Master's life
and sayings is just as much inspired as
their epistles for the guidance of the
church. The Revelator saw all the
visions equally, but some of them he
was forbidden to divulge ; and Pharozh
had revelations in dreams which only
Joseph could interpret, and which nei-
i ther of them was inspired to write. The
second distinction therefore which we
must bear in'mind is the difference be-
tweenthe original afflatus which enabled
the prophets and the apostles to utter
their teachings orally, anc the later in-
fluence which qualified them to write
down what they have left on record. We
aretreating of the inspiraton ofthe Bible
as a book, and not of the men, whether
| the same or others, who spoke or did
1what is therein recited. Some of the
! latter possessed the gift of prophecy
land super-natural insight, and others
did not ; some of the things related re-
quired preternatural information, and
others did not ; but all equally needed
divine guidance as tc what and where
and how the wr7fing should be. For
example, Paul was just as much inspired
to tell Timothy te send on his cloak
from Troas, as in any of his direc-
tions for the government of the church
under his care ; but the previous spirit-
val authority requisite for the latter was
not needed for the former, Puaul him-
self explicitly refers to this difference
between what he enjoins as of divine
appointment, and what he advises as of
his own judgment; yet in both he was
equally directed by a divine impulse as
to whether he should orshould not say
it, and as to the manner of his saying
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it. Thereareagreat variety of common |
place matters in the Bible: but these,
are not on that account any the less|
there by divine appointment. Among |
all the mass of things present to the
sacred writers minds at the moment of |
writing, whether stored up by their
own powers or gathered from any ex-|
ternal source, be it human or divine, be |
it in the past or just then occurrent,
they needed, and they experienced,
minute supernatural guidance as to!
what to include and what to exclude,
and also in what spirit and aspect to
state it. This we understand by the
inspiration of the Scriptures, and it ap-
plies equally and truly to every por-:
tion of them. This cuts up, root and!
branch, all the fanciful distinctions,
made by the Jews and some of their
Christian imitators, between the in-
spiration of the law and that of the
Prophets, between the words of Jesus;
and those of Paul, between the record |
of Matthew or John and that of Mark
or Luke, between the books of a noted |
prophet and those of an obscure or un-
known writer in the canon, between the |
essential and the incidental declarations |
of Scripture. Wnatever may have been |
their original source or their degree of |
revelation, they all now stand precisely !
on alevel of authority as parts of Holy
Writ, since they were finally penned,
as we have them, under exactly the
same influence of the Holy Spirit. This
view of the case also eliminates many |
elements of difficulty from the whole
discussion and prepares us to examine
more distinctly the real question at
issue. i

We return therefore to the main |

oint by asking, did the inspiration of |
the Biblical writers extend so far as to |
prescribe the particular words em- |
ployed by them? We answer in the
negative, for the following reasons be-
sides the above. In-the first place we
gain nothing of any value for the Holy
Scriptures by making such a demand
upon the faith of their recipients. All
that we need in this regard for their
successful circulation and evangelical |
or scientific use is the maintenance of|
the entire truthfulness and paramount
authority of their conients ; their ver-
bal minutize may. safely be left to criti-|
cal, lexical and grammatical investiga- |
tion as being of human origin and
therefore of secondary importance and
relative accuracy. Nay we greatly
hamper the latter modes of inquiry, if
we do not altogether supersede them,
by claiming the direct and explicit dic-
tation by the Holy Spirit of the very
words under inspection. Itissufficient |
if the facts, principles and doctrines set |
forth in the Bible are true and of di-
vine sanction, without undertaking to
show that the precise language is also
of celestial origin aud supernatural
perfection. The infidel will certainly
worst us in any encounter on the latter
ground, but the former is impregnable.
The day is past for repeating the folly
of teaching that even the Hebrew
vowel points are inspired, or that the
New Testament Greek is of classical |
purity. Protestants may be content |
with averring that the Bible is theonly |
and sufficient rule of faith and practice, |
without holding it up as a paragon of |
rhetorical or linguistic faultlessness. |
Beautiful and forceful as it usually s,
often exquisitely so, vet it was not de-
signed us a text book or model of style |
or language. It has a far higher aim
‘and a wider plan as a guide of human
belief and conduct. We can therefore
afford to overlook these microscopic
blemishes, which after ail serve to bring
it closer to our human sympathies and
to develop our faith and diligence.
There is still enough left of the divine
in its guise and fashioning to distin-
guish it from every other book on
earth, and to excite our warmest admir-
ation even as a hiterary production.

In the second place, if the inspira-
tion of the Bible consists in the pre-
scription of the precise words in which
they are couched, no translation can
with any propriety be said to be in-
spired; and as comparatively few can
read the original languages, it neces-
sarily ceases to be the word of God to
the mass of mankind. This would be
a very grievous misfortune. It is idle
to say that the meaning is retained and
transferred; not a single word is the
same. At this point all the advocates
of verbal inspiration are guilty of ater-
giversation and equivocation unworthy
of the holy book. They silently shift
their position to an asseveration of the
identity of thought and idea, but the
language is certainly and wholly
changed so as to be utterly undistin-
guishable to the vast majority of read-
ers. The Mohammedans may consis-
tently refuse to have the Koran in any
but the Arabic original, for they main-
tain its verbal inspiration and point to
its phraseology as the one miracle of
its author ; but it is frivolous and sui-
cidal in these days of Bible Societies,
of missionary activity and of revision
labors to set up any such preposterous
plea for the text of Scripture. Nay
more, we cannot be sure that we have
the #psisséma weréba of the Hebrew,
Chaldee or Greek original in any ex-|
tant manuscript or edition; the my-
riads of various readings, while indeed
they do not—all put together—affect
in the slightest degree the truth of any
doctrine, nor essentially vary the pur-
port of any important passage, do nev-
ertheless wholly invalidate 1n thou-
sands of cases the certainty of the
identical words. Ifthe autographs had
been written and not merely dictated
by God himself, it would have been a
useless task, without a miraculous tran-

i press ideas by signs merely.

scription of all the copies. and an in-
spired translation into every human
tongue. Nobody nowadays pretends
these last, and it is equally vain to claim
the former.

Muaeh confrsion and misconceptioa on this
sabject has been occassioned by 1be assertion

that we are iwcapable of thouabt withoul |

language, and thut theretore ‘the words ot
Scriptare sre an essential part of theirin
spiration. This is simply an error. We of-
ten bave ideas which we canuvot pat iaio
words, nor adequately express ia aoy way.
it is the commocest

words to convey my meaning.” It is cqualiy
2 mistake to soppese that the Holy Spimt

| cannot commanicate thonght withoat at the

same time dictating lanzaage. We often ex-
The very brules
tell e.ch other and even us what is pessing
in their mind (so to speak) withont artien-
late specch.

belieser with emotions and sentimenis that
cabnot be attered. It is« precioas privileze
for haman beings to excbange mate siznals,

and sometimes even unconscioasly to affect |

one anotber with pew impressions. Al va-
ture speaks to us withouat a tongue, and God
talks with the devout soul chiefly in silent
communings. It is absurd and almest im-

pious to lmmit the Holy One to langoage 1o

the communication ot bis will. It 1s true

that the reduction of thought to langaage

compels os to greater exactness 1o its expres-
sion, but we may eusiiy give another a con-
ception 1o be communicited to a third party
in his owd terms. [n such a case its essence
is stll to be credited to its originai soarce,

i while tbe final form is tbe prodoet of the

cbanuel through which it bas pissed. The
icvention may be pateoted, but the trade
mark 1s separately copyrighied.

s nev Jess a senss in whieh the | ©) i
worjiclllfl:tliig?veéégie[)?;L's;‘il;fvbbe J:nd Llo be | Sigoal salne and sigeificance 1o set:ling some
: ¥ a3 s
tbns the Bitle becomes troiy |1
oty b S tU | spiritual economy, no less than

1ospired, and
the word ot God ; but 1t 1s only so becanse
its langunage conveys the mind of the Spirut
and bas been guarded it its nileranee by a
spezial inward providence. Thisis gnite dit-
terent from affirming a diree: snd exact die-
tation or suggestion of the very wordsem
ployed.
—calied mefonomy, by whiclh sometbing 1s

predicated ot a subject, wbieh 1s strietly ut-|

tribntable only to something eise closely re-
lated to it or associuted with. 1t 1s the
‘thoaghbt tuat 1s properly inspired, and the
words naturally follow.

Another objectionab'e expression fre-
quently employed inliea oi verbal is *plenary
1aspiration” as applied io the Bivie. [Lhisis
not a Seriptural phrase, nor 1s ita correct
one. It 1s not only weighted withall the
difficnlties named ageinst **varbal inspira-
tion,” but 1t bas other serioos ones of itself.
The priucipal objection 1s that it implies tar
more than is true or than ean be substantia-
ted. No man was ever plenarily iuspired ex-
cept the Lord Jesas, anl he wrote nothing
now estaut, nor are we suare that we have
his identical words even in tbe gospels. Yet
he declipe:i to reveal much tbhat Le knoew,

and co :ome subjeets he actualiy pleaded |

ignorianee in bis subordinate cipacity as tbe

M:ssiab. Tuoe prophetsand apostles certaivly isuy which born of

advanced no claim that they kuow every-
Lhing, not even or the topics of which th
wrote : on the contrary they oiten speak
quite diffidently in some respects, avd they
omit—whether from 1gnorauce or design—
very much that we would like to know.
Their 1ztormaticn was necessarly limited,
and their range of thougtt and apprebeansion
was - in a mualtitode of cases evidevtly very
parrow. It is quite enough tor us to main-
tain their subsiantial ucenrzcy on the matter
which they have actualiy declared, without
undertaking to prove that they weie plena-
rily wspired 1o anything. They wrote whuat
they were directed to write and vothing
more., They ncedea and they took vo iur-
ther Liberty than to exercise their godly dis-
cretion ‘as to the maoner and language of
their communications 1a the diviue pame
[ospiratior, bevond the subjzet matier se-
lected and the general form ot its presenia-
tion wonid have besn as saperflioas as tu
congruent. God pever does for « man what
be ean do for bimsel! ; he certuinly works no
gratuitons miraclss, vor bestows auy pleai-
potentiary gilts npon morials. Curistians
greatly weaken their ciuse by sacih saper-
ortbodoxy ; the souudest theologiaus have
pever thas expised themselves, avd the best
divines have wisely abstaived from the ase of
superlative or extravagant linguage on tiis
sabject.

Diametrically opposed to the mechanical
theory of inspiration is what may appropri-
ately be ealied the rafionalistic view, which
rot only denies that the words of Scriptare
are in apy peculiar sense 1opspired, bat makes
such a low estimaie of the “iviue 1nfluence
present with the sacred writers as to admt
that they may have fullen into actaal error 1o
wbat they bave written. The advocates of
this theory range all the way from the can-
tions and comparatively evangelical scboot,
who restriet the posstbility of error in Hoiy
Writ to what they term imporiint or im-
malerial puints, sach as sctentitic or cecalar
matters, but vigoroasiy detend the accaracy
of the Bible ou moral and religious gnestions,
down to the broad class ot free-thinkers, who
maintain tbhat the Seriptoral writers were
hiable o mistake in everytbing, that in short
they were on u plane little 1t apy higher than
the mental or spiritual exaltition of any good
and enlightened man uow-a-lays, especially
in his tavored moments of sacred commu-
nings ; in a2 word they fluctnate betweea the
thiely disguised latitudiparianism of suoeb
critics as Schleliermacher, Staniey and Buash-
nell, and the semi-infidelity of such asthors
as Ewald, Colense and Rcberison Smith.
The Broad-chnrch party in Grest Britain,
and the New Eopgland wing iz America are
thoronghly tainted with this laxity of opinion
on lhe subj:ct of inspiration, and it is Lhe
core of their canker, which. as we have in-
limsted, diffuses iis pyaemia turongh their
whole theological system.
as varying and insidions as those ot malaria,
but the infection everywhere sbows itself 1o
an unloosening of the hold of the Bible upon
the convietious and reverence of its ptients.
The Word ot God becomes practlically the
mere word of man, and is treated in a like
cavalier manner. Its so-cailed blunders, im-
perfections and discrepancies are magnified
and paraded in contrast with the precision of
modern scieuce and literatare ; and where-
ever the two seem to come into confliet. the
Bible of course is wrong and wmust give
way before the superior light and trath of
arck@ological, philosophic or aesthetic dis-
cov It is oa'y the oid story in anotber

apr

X¥.

tbiug 10 toe worid to |
say, and to say'trsly, 1 am at a loss ior|

The Bible uself repzatedly | e
speaks ot the Holy Spirit as inspiriag the | ™7

| pbase—making void the divine word tbrough

| eeits

not now Ribbanie or
e

boman iradiuon ;
Cabolistic or Romish superstition, bat non
tbe less a sobtle triekery of
This set of men spe.k inde
terual respect ot tbe Bible, and oiten bestow
areat labor npon 1ts philolog, 1ts bistory and
i's other hterary aspects ; bat they never
develop its hyponoia or 1nner meaning—itat
which addresses the sonl apd tbey igoore 1is
spiritual pover.  Toth.m it1s a mere vol-
nme like that of Herodotns or Homer or
Eaclid, 10 be discussed, explained, dis -ected
aud corrected as any other purety hoaao
composition, Saeh a view ot Scripture doss
not meet the wants ot the heart of map, agi

ed with ex-

Caristian church.
erzte sonl will torever reject itas a *‘can-

ningly devised fable,” and will feel thet 1p
tbe Biblz ** we have a more sure word " of
sacred iostruction than this tbeory leaves to

There is neith:r room nor occasion here to

iafallible cinon of Seriptire, mnch less to
da=tail the proofs ot the claim ot each book to

siderations which go to show the essentiai
detectiveness and iucoonclusiveness of the
Intitudinarian view of inspiration. Thoe
practical difficnlty in applying 1t is shown in
ihe great diserepancy +bove noted 1n tae es-
tent to which it bas bzen carried by its votar-

tbetr destraciive tendescy.
that part?
mezt or principle belongs to the moral, the

it shail come within the parview of toe di-

In short we use a rhetorical figare

! kind

vine Spirit ? The most-trivial circumstanee
or casual 1ptimation otten turos out to be of

1m ethies and
in history
ot

~viral intaresting questiou

Iy

and sciepca. Apy diserimipation

Every man will thus aceept what be plea
and an object:ve rale of tfaith beecmes wholl
impossible.
teated, and inspiration itselt 1s a chimera.
Moreover 1t we are at libert'y to discredit one
passage or declaration ot the Bible, we uare
eqazlly tree to doatt any and eveiy one;
nay, we capnot help doing so mor: or less,
and we soon come to lose all confidence 1u
the truth of the word of God. This is acta-
ally the effect of the position in quoesuon :
its whole bearing is perniciouns, and ooly the
seutiments epgesdersd by early associations
or by prefessional intsrests preservesits vota-
ries from an outright rapiure with a:] oitho-
doxy. Such views are autagonisiic to a deep
religious experience, aud they are the ally of
popelar unbeliet. They tead both logicilly
and prictica’ly to excinde God from his uwn
Bouk. Tuis theory ol 1nspiration, it suchb 1t
can be called, denies rather than salves the
problem ot tbe anton of the divine and bu
wan elements “n the Bible j it ents the koot
which 11 cwonot uotie. It tails by adopiing

3
¥

the ather alternative irom the verbal theory, '
| which

virtnaliy eliminates the bom:n
ageney, as this does thz divine. Itis hardieo
the dilemma gores the
chapnel sate from either

a

‘worst.  We seek

extreme,

dangers bas already been indicsted in this
diseussion, aod it remains tor us more dis-
tine:lv to develop it. It 1s known as the
dynamic theory of 1ospiriiion, and it coosists
1v malatainiog that while tue substaves of
Seriptore 1s ot divine preserip'ion, and
theretor= ot p:ramount suthority, s partic

eSe

and conseqneutly subject to theordinary 1m-
perfections of earibiy prodactions. Io geb-

a:d the langn:ge
fiis view nlone mes2is the
cise, and birmourzss the otbers'sz 1n-
compstivle wziements. It 1s moreover 1o
keeping with all the other spirttual experi-

inspired

tacls io tbe

istic:lly bnwan, yet tuey are the effect ot
; mdden divine influence; and 1n sapendeation
likewise the babits are person:l traits and
eserilons, while thev are at the same time the
result tbroucbout of beavenly grice. Tae
| whiole Gospel scheme is a
|snd bamavw co-operation, and this syaer-
| gisw prevails vo less ia the exteraal thia io
| the internal sphere of sulvation; it eminently
distinguishes the Bibls trom ali other books,
wbetner protane ov proiessedly siered. Iis

| rapture of poetic 2entus, bat a cim entha-
siasm, which intelligently vtters the mind of
tue spirit.  God supplies whilever 1s essen-
tial to m+king knowa bis will in a way coun-
sistent with 4 s dehberiie parpose, bat he

wethods of eich wessenger’s expression.
Had be seen fit, be mizut have ¢ mmissioned
an angel to deliver bis trath directly trom
the skies, as be did on Sigai; cr be might
bave written it, as he did
withi his own finger on tablets of enluring
| material; but be bas preferred to enirust the
| treasure 10 earihev vessels, in order that in
tbe end ihe excellency wmight be the more
evidently ot God.
ters themselves could bave given no more io-
telligible aceount of their own inspiration
thao this, that they were actuated and guoided

palse, but espressed
their asual styie. More tban this woald
have degraded them to antomata, and wouald
bave rcbbed them ot th: sympathy of their
| fellow-men as readers. Tue beaulifunl play
| of divine light and haman shade wonld have
%b&eu wanting in the pictare ot tratb, the

Its symptoms are | varie'y und delicaey oc vatural taste and

{ tewperament wounld bave been marred, and
a constraint thrown over the Book, leaving it
stiff and repulsive. Hrven its blemishes con-
tribnte tc 1ts asetulness by trring the pa-
tience, eliciting the diligence and testing the
candor ot its readers. While the word is
sufficient'y plain that no one need err there-
10, it 1s not so cle:r that none can blupder.
God’s great design is to cultivate our faith,
and he writes no lesson so as to render this
superflicos. We must ever take beed how
we read, as weil as what we read. For this
reason He has chosen baman channels of
commaunicition, with all their peculiarities,
defects and Iiab:li‘ies; aud be has only con-

maun’s self-con- |

can pever satisty the ends of a diviveiy sane- |
tioped code for the pions ndividnal or the
Thbe instinzts uf the regen- |

recite the general argaments in favor of ap:

a place init; we can only point toa few con- |

1es; they agres in scarcely anything execept '
Who sball de-’
cide what s essential or important ia the,
Seriptares, so as §3 confine iospiration to
Who cin say what taet, or state- |

religious or the ecelesiastic:l sphere, so that !

this !
must be arbitrary and factnatiog. |

Tie purpose ot revalation is de- |

A mediating line belween lhese opposits |

ular form and verblage are ot humaa origin, |
{ eral terms, we may say tuat the meazing 1s,

spootancons, !

ences of the soal which are anitormly 1o the |
line of porm il activity, however sopetnatur- |

ally induced; the power 1s of Ged, bati
the fauctions or operations are those,
of man. In regeperatton, ior esxawmple,

tae emotions are cooscionsly apd character- |

does not override nor sapersede the osual |

the Decalogue, !

Probabiy the sacred wri- |

tn general in their writing by a divioe im- |
themselves freely in |

and ener

: troiled, supplemented
! as to obviate fatal drmage.
‘already knew, 1f sufficient for s |
' simply adopted and .xutnawrzl:zz.; 3
| they did not kpow, 1! essentia [‘1 t
| yiew, be preternaturally fura
! writers thewselves must be pr e
| error in therr coneeptions of :!_;-.:"t?,\.
| commuunicated, but it was penue B
| nor desirable to protect thew Iroil =
. pressing it that they conld not te misun
!stood. We maust therefore exercis:
adoment in expnnudiuu zbc?r wed
Sured that when we have realiy and ut
| edly ascertaived it we bave :
i rect and trostworthy kpowle
| We have thuos, we trust, )
| tual and satistactory solution of 1U<
with which we set ont, namely. to
between the divine aud tue bomat
ithar Bere
a

| pate
| s1cred seriptare, and althongh e
nor anywhere can we trace the coauec
i these two elements to its alimate #
! we h:ve arrived at a conclusion, whieh,
it conserves a‘l that is rmportadt
authority of Holy Writ, at tb.c_ sime
dissipates the incongruity attichivg ","’
cauceptionsuud nuscientitic positions ¢
subject.
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STRUBLE & MERRELL,
GENERAL UNDERTAKERS,

SPEEDWELL AVENUE,
J.

Residence :—Second door below M.

Morristown, N.

) o
e

DR, L. W. JOHNSTOX.
DFERNITIST"

{ SOUTH STREET, OPPOSITE DeHART 3T,
: J.

i

MORRISTOWN, N.
)

DR. EDWARDS’
| BLACKBERRY BRANDY and GINGER,
The BEST PAIN RELIEF in u:‘cif)-.u' .
as Diarr?
, chal

5 tions of the stomach and bawels
: pain in the stomach or bowels, eramy
| cholera morbus, dysentery, siek headact
| digestion, flitulence or wind colie,

| sickness. Sold at the stores in twenty
i cent bottles.

The Somerset éqimt}'
AGRICULTURAL

IS HELD AT

SOMERVILLE, N. J.

QCTOBER 3, 4, 5 and 6.
FOR PREMIUCM LIST SEND TO
WM. S. POTTER, SBECRETARY,
Somerville, N. J.

==

i THE

MEW JERSEY
ENAMEL PAINT WORKS,

‘ AT RARITAN, N_J.

These Paints are prepared for immeidiate ap-

i plieation.

{ALWAYS REaDY FOR UsE, IN PURE
WHITE AND ANY SHADE, TINT OR
COLOK DEIIRED.

i Are easily applied by any one, reauiring no

mixing or addition of d yers. Itisconvenien:,
| permanent, economical, not affected by heat or
evld!
FIRE AND WATER PROOF,
And Preservers of Iron, Wood and Plaster.
Sold by the gallon, kes or barrel.
For Price List aud Sample Color Card, ad-
i dress.
N. J. ENAMEL PAINT WORAKS,
R. VEGHTE,
RariTan, N. J

TN STURLES

SURANCE AGENTS,

or

system of divine |

iospiration is neither the unconseions raving |
j ot the D-Ipbic oracle, nor the spootineous |

T

A

I

| Morristown, N. J.

Morristown aud Madison !
| JOHN MCcVAY,

DEALER IN

. HEATEES, RANGES,
| m L - -
‘House Furnishing Goods, Etc.

S0CTH STREI;I‘#,—NE&R PARK,
BRANCH AT.\IORRI.:TOWX.
‘ Waverly Place, Madison.
'HOUSE FURNISHING GOODS,

VERY LOW.
Plumbing, Tin und Slate Rooting, Ete. Ete.

CHAS. AMELUNG « CO.,
GROCERIES, FRUIT, MILK,

ETC.

ETC.

3

Mount Tabor, N.

J.

BRANCH oF BrooxLyx, L. 1., STORE.

A large stock of new goods
finest Shelf Goods of all king

s, Provisions
the finest grades, ere. 3 AL O

, including the’

GEORGE W. §

Manufacturer ang de

MITH;

aler jp

FURNITURE

T EVERY DEsCRipt

B P

19y,

Lor and Bedropp §

a large selection of Dining

hier

I

Uy
hnndf{%

L

furniture always on

ATT

AL INTION Givey To

UPHOLSTER Ly,

IN ALL ITS BRANCHEg,

Hair, Husk, Fibre, Jute apg Sy,
Mattresses made to Ordey,

Lambrequins  and Curigp,
MADE AND HUNg.

Carpets I.aig

T |

Miller Buiiding, South §,

MORRISTOWN, N .

Becker & ’Rem,
HATITIERS

AND

Gents’ Furnishers,
MORRISTOWN, N. J.,

ALL THE

FALL STYLES

Furnisbing Goods

NOW READY.

F E. BABBI'fT,
CLOTHING HALL!

The Largest & Most Complete Stock

OF

Ready-Made (Clothing

TOR

Men, Boys and Children,

OF OUR OWN MANUFACTURE, AT PRICES A8

LOW ANY HOUSE iN
1L STATE.

AS
T

STOCK OF

KEEPs A LARGE

Foreign and Domestic Cloths
and is prepared to make them upin the
T FASHIONS AT SHORT NOTICE
. B BABBITT, Proprietor
irew Bay, (‘has, H Babul]

Ieh, Popular Cutter.
CLOTHING HALL,
WASHINCTCON STREET

MORRISTOWN, N. J.

. Sauermi

MORRISTOWN
Dyeing & Cleaning Establishmel

ALL KINDS OF

Ladies” and tients' Garments Dyed,
Cleaned and Pressed.

Ribbons, Laces, Feathers
AND

Kip Groves Dyep at 30 cents pef
pair, or CLEANED at 10 cents
per pair.

. C. JENSEN,

D¥er and Finisher,

O

(MAEKET STREET, Morristows, .J

. Colors Warranted not
: to Smut.



