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Can we Believe the Bible? 
Review of a Book entitled " The Preacher & 

the Modern Mind," by the Rev- G. Jackson. 

WHAT more important question could be asked 
than the one that stands at the head of 
this paper ? Shall we make a mistake if 

we take the Bible to be a revelation from God ? May 
we put our trust in its sacred teachings that we shall 
not by it be led astray in our quest after the true 
knowledge of God ? 4-Tas it come into existence by 
the activities of the imagination of men, or has it 
been produced by the breathings.. 	of the Spirit of the 
living God ? That it makes the claim to Divine 
authorship is undoubted. Peter, speaking of the O.T. 
writings, says, " Holy men of God spake as they were 
moved by the Holy Ghost " (2 Peter i. 21). Paul 
says they " are able to make thee wise unto salvation 
through faith which is in Christ Jesus " ; and coupling 
the N.T. Scriptures with them as of equal value, he 
says, " All Scripture is given by inspiration of God, 
and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correc-
tion, for instruction in righteousness : that the man of 
God may be perfect, throughly furnished unto all 
good works" (2. Tim. iii. 15-17). And as to what 
is called " verbal inspiration," we have that very dis- 
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tinctly stated in 2 Cor, II. There we have Paul 
again, and speaking of the things "which aye hath 
not seen, nor ear heard, neither have entered into the 
heart of man, the things which God bath prepared 
for them that love Him," he says, "God hath revealed 
them unto us (the apostles) by His Spirit." And as 
to the words in which the apostles presented them 
to others, he says, " Which things we speak, not in the 
words which man's wisdom teacheth, but which the 
Holy Ghost teacheth." There is also a third state-
ment made in the same chapter regarding these things, 
and that is, "The natural man receiveth not the 
things of the Spirit of God : for they are foolishness 
unto him : neither can he know them, because they 
are spiritually discerned." Here the ground is taken ; 
first, that this heavenly wisdom is in the first instance 
communicated to the apostles by the Spirit. Second, 
the words in which they were to be spoken were 
given by the same Spirit. Third, they are only 
received by the hearer in the power of the Spirit. If 
the apostle feels it necessary to give his own judgment 
about anything, he carefully distinguishes this from 
that which he had by revelation, and says, " I speak 
by ,yermission, and not of commandment" (1 Cor. 
viit*, 12) ; and in such a case it is easy to discern the 
wisdom and tenderness of the Lord with respect to 
His saints. But as to all else the apostle says, " 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 of the Lord " (i Cor. 
xiv. 37). These quotations, I think, answer the 
question from the standpoint of the writers of Scrip- 
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ture. Whether they were deceivers, or whether they 
themselves were deceived, or whether they were both 
deceivers and deceived, is another question. I speak 
of the claim they make. 

Their Claim Denied. 
Now I have a book before me written by a pro-

fessed minister of the gospel, in which this claim is 
totally denied. I refer to " The Preacher and the 
Modern Mind," by the Rev. G. Jackson, who has 
recently been appointed to a chair in Didsbury 
College, Manchester, as a teacher of young men who 
are preparing for the ministry. A great deal of the 
Bible he does not accept as history or fact. As to 
the early chapters of Genesis, he says, " They are not 
history, and the problem of origins we must be 
content to leave to science to make of it what it 
can " (p. 23). Again, on the same page : " Take, for 
example, our doctrine of man. What he is we know ; 
.a sinner, yet made for God, and capable of being 
restored to Him. But how he came to be what he is 
—the origin of his life, his history, or his sin—we do 
not know, and it is idle to pretend we do." Again (p. 
149), " The passage of the Red Sea by the Israelites 
has been variously embellished by the unconscietis 
play of the imagination." As to the giving of the 
law at Sinai, he says, "The literal truth was that 
God spoke to the heart of Moses : the poetic truth 
was that He spoke in thunder and lightning from the 
crest of Sinai" (p. t5). As to the taking of Jericho, 
" Have we not here the key to the interpretation of 
the story? The trumpets blew, the walls fell flat : 
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this is the writer's vivid pictorial way of saying that 
the city surrendered at the first challenge of her foes" 
(p. 148). The blame of not understanding the Bible 
he charges upon our "sheer want of imagination," 
which turns "the gossamer threads of fancy into the 
steel cords of fact" (p. 155). Again (p. 108), " It is 
no longer possible to use a text—any text, every text 
—at its face value." 

As regards the New Testament, he says, " We must 
make room for a possible intermingling of legend with 
history in the Gospel narratives" (p. 142). Again, 
" Between the crucifixion and the date of the earliest 
Gospel there was perhaps room for a certain amount 
of growth and accretion in the narrative. And to 
those who impatiently ask, Well, then, where are we 
to draw the line ? we can only answer that we do not 
know, that indeed no hard and fast line can be drawn " 
(p. 141). On p. 105 we have—" The reporters of 
Jesus sometimes misunderstood Him " ; and on p. 
104, " Jesus Himself is not directly the author of every 
saying, at least in its present form, which the Gospels 
attribute to Him " ; and that the distinction between 
" What, in their report of Jesus, is Jesus, and what is 
the reporter's is a very hazardous one, and that it 
opens the door to almost unlimited guess-work. Nor 
is the fear groundless, as the history of criticism only 
too plainly shows. Nevertheless, it is impossible to 
deny the validity of the distinction." And as to 
Christ Himself, he says," An appeal to Him cannot 
reverse the verdict of facts." He was unable rightly 
to diagnose the maladies under which people were suf-
fering. He simply diagnosed their diseases " accord- 
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ing to the fantastic notions of an unscientific age," 
and thought that people suffering from "epilepsy, 
lunacy, or other acute nervous disorders " were demon-
possessed (p. 167). 

These are a few of Mr Jackson's statements taken 
from his published book, a book sent forth for the 
enlightenment and guidance of preachers. From 
these quotations the reader will be able to see how 
completely he denies to the Bible Divine authorship. 
The contents of this book of his " opens the door to 
almost unlimited guess-work " in things relating to 
our eternal happiness. As to the Gospel narratives, 
we know neither what Jesus said, nor what He did 
not say ; and even if we could be sure of what were 
His words, we would be no more certain as to the 
truth, for He did not know it Himself. The Bible, 
as it stands, cannot be believed ! We have no trust-
worthy revelation from God ! It is worse than useless; 
for, professing to be by inspiration, and not being so, 
it most cruelly deceives us ! Let us draw a veil over 
the face of heaven, let us draw the blinds close down 
upon our miserable hearts, and let us walk by the 
sparks from the atheistical minds of the higher 
critics, through a cheerless and a hopeless night, and 
through a darkness that might be felt I Woe to the 
thoughtless multitude that follow in the wake of 
this professor, and who are led by the baleful glare 
of his ignis fatuus. 

No Heresy Hunt. 
1 assure the reader that in my examination of this 

book put out by Mr Jackson I am upon no hunt 
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for heresy. That is an occupation in which no man 
of God would allow himself to be engaged. The 
fact is, there is no necessity to hunt for heresy to-day. 
For the truth one may hunt with all the ardour of 
an inquisitor, and fail to find it in many places where 
we are entitled to expect it ; but no hunt for heresy 
need be undertaken. It is everywhere to be seen 
stalking nakedly through the land. 	Its voice is 
heard trumpeting upon the highways of Christendom, 
and shrieking at the corners of the streets, and through 
the lanes and alleys of the cities. It accosts you on 
your journey, knocks at your doors, gets into your 
letter-box, finds its way to your soul in the very 
footnotes and margins of your Bible. Its unholy 
spoor is traceable throughout the pages of almost 
everything one finds to read. The child's lesson-
book is saturated with it. Educational books are 
pregnant with its bestial spawn. Its leprous trail 
is discernible in almost every column of the news-
paper. It teaches in the university, bellows from the 
political platform, and thunders from the pulpit. It 
monopolises everything. No longer has it to send 
forth its envenomed darts from the gloom of a 
cloistered priesthood. Not from the jungle of a 
bewildering ritual has it to be beaten out into the 
open. Not amid clouds of incense, in the ,words of 
a dead language, has it to be mumbled ; and not in 
the impenetrable thicket of farcical forms and cere-
monies has it to hide its serpent head. It sounds its 
deadly rattle from beneath the surplice and the 
stole, and with its noxious slaver it covers the wafer 
swallowed by the communicant. Hunt for heresy ! 
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No, you have no need to do this ; IT HUNTS FOR 
YOU! 

My Object in this Paper. 

My object in this paper is to bring before the people 
of God— 

FIRST : The claims the writers of Scripture make 
regarding their writings. 

SECOND: An examination of some of Mr Jackson's 
objections to these claims. 

THIRD : The effect of such teaching upon the 
souls of those who listen to it. 

FOURTH : The voice of the Lord to His people. 

I have already referred to the claims made by the 
writers of Scripture, and I would only refer to them 
again to emphasise the great fact, that they profess to 
write both by inspiration and revelation. They 
declare that " he that knoweth God heareth us ; he 
that is not of God heareth not us. Hereby know we 
the spirit of truth, and the spirit of error" (i John iv. 6). 
Mistakes, or no mistakes, let their teaching be 
contradicted by science, or let science bear witness to 
its accuracy : their word is to be supreme in the souls 
of the hearers. Let any human being bring in 
anything contradictory of the Gospel they have pro-
claimed, and which their followers have received ; 
yea, let an angel from heaven preach anything else as 
Gospel than that which they preached, and he shall 
be smitten with, the curse of God (Gal. i. 8, 9). 

The fact that we have a professed account of the 
making of the heaven and the earth is in itself a 
witness of the writer's claim to have received that 
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which he communicates as a revelation from God. 
The Scriptures come to us as a revelation from, 
and of, God ; and this Mr Jackson will not have. 
I will quote his own words (p. 112) : " In the case 
of the Pentateuch, however, there is a gulf of 
centuries between the earliest written records from 
which it was compiled and the events which it relates. 
When we get back to the age of the patriarchs the 
gulf has widened into a millennium. To a writing 
composed under such circumstances it is manifestly 
impossible to ascribe a directly historical character." 
Surely this is so, if it be not a revelation from God ; 
but if it be, and God spoke but one syllable in a 
millennium, and did He use a different servant to 
put each different syllable on record, and did it take 
him many millions of years to tell us how He gave 
Eve to Adam, I should think we would be certain 
to have the history accurate to even the dot of an " i." 
What rubbish the man has put into his book 

That Mr Jackson is not a Christian goes without 
saying, for he does not hear the apostles. I am not, 
in saying this, pronouncing upon Mr Jackson's rela-
tions with God. Beneath all this mass of error, which 
his book shows to be enthroned in his mind, there may 
be something of God, which through His unspeak-
able mercy and grace may yet assert itself, and rise to 
the surface judging this wretched trash as from the 
evil abyss. But what sorrow will fill his heart in the 
day when that shall come, if ever it does come 1 May 
God grant it to come, and that soon I No, when I 
say he is not a Christian, I mean he has no right to 
take that name upon his lips, or call himself by it. 
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A man who does not believe the apostles has no right 
to this holy name. They say the things they wrote 
were " the commandments of the Lord," and Mr 
Jackson says they were not. 

I find in the Scriptures the thoughts, the hopes, the 
fears, the ambitions, the treacheries, the secret plottings 
of the human heart ; and all these things so intricately 
interwoven with the fabric of ethics, jurisprudence, 
prophecy, history, sacrifice, miracle, and angelic 
ministry, that no wisdom of man could disentangle 
them ; and could I be certain that the writers were 
not holy men of God speaking by His Spirit, I would 
have to put them down as the most cruel and con-
scienceless liar's that ever put pen to parchment. Mr 
Jackson may not think so, but that may largely result 
from one's upbringing. I was brought up to believe 
that a lie was a lie, whoever told it ; and that a lie 
against God was the greatest of all lies. Thus also 
thought the writer of i Corinthians xv. 

We are told we should not be afraid of honest 
criticism. I am not afraid of any kind of criticism 
whatever, be it honest or dishonest. The word of 
God will always triumph in the end. Jesus says, 
" The word that I have spoken, the same shall judge 
him in the last day" (John xii. 48). No one would 
for an instant question either the honesty or piety of 
one who would subject a text of Scripture to critical 
examination to discover if it had been tampered with 
by a copyist, or perhaps interpolated bodily ; the heart 
of the man who respects the Scripture as "given by 
inspiration of God," would gladly welcome such a 
service. But that is a very different thing from this 
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attack by Mr Jackson upon the inerrancy of Christ 
and the apostles and prophets of God. The effort to 
keep the hand of man out of the Word of God is a 
true service rendered to His people, for which they 
should be thankful ; but Mr Jackson's effort is to keep 
the hand of God out of that which he regards as 
nothing but the untrustworthy word of man. Of 
course he tells us that " The Bible which criticism 
puts back into our hands is both a larger and a diviner 
book " (p. 119). That is to say, when you learn that 
a great deal of the Old Testament is " folk-lore," and 
the New so mixed with legend and the imagination of 
man that it is impossible to draw the line where the 
one begins and the other ends ; and where to get the 
truth is " guess-work," in fact when you are robbed of 
the revelation God has graciously given you, and this 
hotch-potch of fable and fact is put in its place, you 
are a richer man, and you have a book in your hands 
more worthy of God than if it were all His unerring 
and life-imparting Word ! The insanity of such a 
statement is surely without parallel. 

Of course Mr Jackson talks about " the revelation of 
Divine grace and truth which came to men through 
the inspired lips of prophets, psalmists, and law-
givers " (p. 152). So " God who cannot lie" (Titus 
i. 2) inspired men with a certain amount of truth, 
mingled with a bundle of lies, that we might get the 
knowledge of Himself ; though what is truth and 
what is error is " guess-work " God help the poor 
students who are compelled to sit at this man's feet ! 

But he is very emphatic in his renunciation of " the 
older views of biblical inspiration and infallibility." 
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As "a book with the red seal of Divine authority 
stamped upon its cover," such was the Bible to our 
fathers (p. 98), but in that " old craft " he will " never 
sail again" (p. 95). " Truth," he says, " is the only thing 
that has authority for the mind," and " its authority 
lies in itself, and in its power to win the mind." 
Therefore it can have no authority for the man who 
disbelieves it ! If its authority lies " in its power to 
win the mind," and mine is not won by it, how could 
it judge me in the last day? Most of us have been 
stupid enough to think that its authority over us lay 
in the fact that it was God's Word to us. 

He is asked by some, " How the inspiration of the 
Bible differs from that, say, of Shakespeare" ; and his 
answer is, " Shakespeare has not given us God, and 
the Bible has. And when I say that the Bible has 
given us God, I am not theorising. It is a fact to 
which human experience for now nearly two thousand 
years has set its seal, that God is in this book as He is 
in no other. The Bible does not answer all our 
questions, it does a better thing : it brings us face to 
face with the great Answerer. Through it we learn 
of Christ, in Him we find God, in knowledge of whom 
standeth our eternal life. Experience can make us 
sure of nothing if not of this." A confession like this 
is encouraging. But the experience of our fathers 
was that they found God in the first chapter of 
Genesis, and that they were brought face to face with 
Him in almost every text from that to the end of The 
Revelation. And I must confess to having the same 
experience. • I see God in the making of Adam and 
Eve, and in his subsequent dealings with them. 
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What then ? Shall I quote Mr Jackson's own words, 
and say, " Experience can make us sure of nothing if 
not of this ? " Yet he says, " The origin of his 
(Adam's) life, his history, or his sin—we don't know, 
and it is idle to pretend we do." So we were all only 
pretending that we found God in the early chapters of 
Genesis, and Mr Jackson has been raised up to bring 
our hypocrisy to light ! Of course Mr Jackson does 
not find God in these early chapters of Genesis, nor 
in a great deal that comes after them, and there are 
some people who cannot find Him in the Bible at all. 

The Limitations of Jesus. 
First of all there are the limitations of the know-

ledge of Jesus. These we shall now, by the help of 
God, consider. In Jesus we see the Creator come 
into His own creation and taking a place in it. In 
former times He spoke to it in various ways, but 
always as one outside of it. In Jesus He has taken 
part in it. Supreme in every department of it surely, 
but yet in it, and in it in the form of a servant, and in 
the likeness of men, the outward form and semblance 
of God having been laid aside (Phil. ii. 6, 7) ; but yet 
never less than God, whether in apparent helplessness 
in the manger, or on the cross in abandonment by 

. God, though taking a place less than God. 
But when He became man He became a real Man, 

and as such He walked in obedience and dependence 
upon- God. That He was God, and that He was 
Man ; that He was omniscient, and that He " in-
creased in wisdom," the Holy Scriptures declare. 
That mystery—paradox—contradiction—or whatever 
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you like to call it, is a vital truth, understood by no 
human being, and, I am persuaded, by no creature, 
nor could it be understood : " No man knoweth the 
Son" (Matt. xi. 27). Indeed the fact of its unfathom-
able mystery is one of the things that proclaim within 
my soul its Divine character, and which bows my 
heart before the face of God in adoration. To think 
that the eternal Son, the Creator and Upholder of 
the universe, could and did take the place of a 
servant to the Godhead, and that for thirty-three 
years on earth He confined Himself to a man's limits, 
never for a moment going outside those limits, is to 
me a mystery, inscrutable but infinitely precious, 
bowing my whole soul before Him in worship. 

At present we know nothing perfectly. Although 
we have given to us, in the goodness of God, sufficient 
knowledge of the material creation to use it as we 
may have occasion to do, yet how little do we really 
know about it ! The elements, which seem to be 
at the beck and call of the human race, are very 
marvellous, as are the wisdom and power of man 
to see their relation to one another, and to make 
them serve his will. But to say he perfectly under-
stands what these things are in themselves would be 
to say what is not true. And if we know so im-
perfectly the nature of the things that are beneath 
us what can we know of the mysteries of the Creator, 
who is so far above us, especially of that mystery 
which surpasses all others, that of the incarnation ? 

Mr. Jackson makes a great deal of capital out of the 
fact that Jesus did not know the day of His coming. 
This is recorded in Mark xiii., and in that Gospel we 
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have Him set before us as the Servant-Prophet : and 
the place of a servant is not to know what his master 
does (John. xv. 15) ; but it is just as true what His 
disciples say, " We know that Thou knowest all 
things " (chap. xvi. 3o), and which Peter has to 
admit, when he finds himself in the presence of that 
omniscient Heart-Searcher (chap. xxi. 17). This 
may be called contradictory, and to the human mind 
it appears so ; but it cannot rightly be said to be 
"impossible of belief" ; for, along with thousands of 
His people who know Him and love Him, I believe 
it with all my heart, and worship as I think of it. 

But what account does Jesus Himself give regard-
ing the word that He spoke, and the works that He 
did ? He attributes everything to the Father. He 
says, " I have not spoken from Myself ; but the 
Father which sent Me, He gave me a commandment 
what I should say, and what I should speak" (John 
xii. 49). And again, " He whom God hath sent 
speaketh the words of God" (John iii. 34). Again, 
" I speak to the world the things I have heard of 
Him " (John viii. 26). Again, " The words that I 
speak unto you I speak not from myself ; but the 
Father which dwelleth in Me, He doeth the works " 
(John xiv. 1o). And again, to the Father, speaking 
of His disciples, He says, " I have given them the 
words which Thou gayest Me" (John xvii. 8). 

I need not quote more passages. His limitation 
of knowledge does not touch the question ; they were 
the Father's words which He spoke, and the Father's 
works which He did. Therefore it is not a question 
of what He knew, or of what He did not know, but of 
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what the Father knew ; and what child of God will 
question the veracity of the Father or the Son ? Let 
this be accepted, and there is very little of Mr Jackson's 
book left for anyone to trouble about. And it must 
be accepted, or we make a liar of the. Son of God. 

What about the Disciples ? 

Mr Jackson tells us " the reporters of Jesus some-
times misunderstood Him." As regards His doctrine 
it might be truthfully said that they never really under-
stood Him. That they were greatly impressed by what 
He said and did, and that they felt His words were 
"words of eternal life," and that they got to know He 
was the Son of the Living God, and that He had 
come forth from God as sent by Him, is just what we 
learn from Scripture ; but that His teaching was really 
grasped by their understanding, so as to put them 
into communion with His thoughts, is everywhere in 
Scripture denied. How often did He tell them how 
He was to be delivered into the hands of the Gentiles 
to be crucified, and how He was to be raised from 
the dead, and yet when it really took place, they 
acted as though they had never heard anything from 
Him on the subject. 

How, then, have they been able to give us an 
account of the things that Jesus said and did ? 
Let the question be answered in the words of the 
Son of God Himself. He says, " The Holy Spirit, 
whom the Father will send in My name, He shall 
teach you all things, and will bring to your remem-
brance all the things which I have said to you" 
(John xiv.); also, " He will guide you into all truth. 
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. . . and He will show you things to come" 
(John xvi.). As to Paul, Jesus says to him, " I have 
appeared unto thee for this purpose, to make thee a 
minister and a witness both of these things which thou 
hast seen, and of those things in the which I will appear 
to thee" (Acts xxvi. 16). As to the gospel which he 
preached, he says, " I neither received it of man, 
neither was I taught it, but by the revelation of Jesus 
Christ" (Gal. i.). I might quote other Scriptures, but 
these will suffice to show, first of all, that it was not 
from Himself the Son acted and spoke when upon 
earth, nor was it a question of what He knew or did 
not know, for He knew all things ; but of what the 
Father gave Him to say. And as to the disciples, 
the important thing for us is to see that it was not 
what they remembered or had forgotten, nor what 
they had understood or not understood, but what the 
Holy Spirit brought bath to their memories, and what 
He revealed to them, that they might communicate to 
others. This disposes completely of Mr Jackson's 
" limitations " of Christ, and " imaginations " of the 
disciples. 

Mr Jackson's Exegetical Conscience 

Mr Jackson declares that " one of the first duties of 
the preacher to-day is to cultivate at all costs an 
exegetical conscience," Let us see what this 
conscience has done for him, before attempting to 
cultivate it in ourselves. It has caused him to come 
into line with the statement, " that many of the 
fulfilments of prophecy referred to in the First Gospel 
have for us neither intellectual nor religious value." 
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He thinks "a little ingenuity might quite easily 
discover other references to Christ in the Old 
Testament of the kind Matthew has furnished " 
(p. 99). Then he adds, " But no expositor to-day 
would think of searching for them ; our minds 
obstinately refuse to move along that path." Now 
you who search the Old Testament to find Christ 
there, be it known unto you that you are by that very 
fact disqualified from being expositors of Scripture ! 
" In the same way," he says, " no modern theologian 
would dream of fortifying his conclusions by heaping 
together a number of proof-texts in the fashion we 
find, for 'example, in Rom. iii. 10-18." 	This 
professor seems to have a very summary way of 
disposing of expositors and theologians. But to 
some of us, who are neither expositors nor theologians, 
it does seem a little inconsistent that Mr Jackson 
should wade through the Scriptures in order to find 
texts to justify his attack upon New Testament 
writers, for the way in which they have used the Old, 
and deny to Paul the right to quote what the law says 
to those under it, to induce such to abandon their 
own attempts to justify themselves, and submit to the 
righteousness of God revealed in the Gospel. 

He quotes Paul's reference to Deut. xxv. 4, 
as an instance of his abuse of the Old Testament 
Scriptures, and putting " into its words a meaning 
exactly opposite to that which they originally 
possessed " (p. 99) ; and says, " it is quite impossible 
to avoid the feeling that the apostle has quite failed 
to do justice to the tender humanitarianism which 
inspired the passage he is quoting." How does he 
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know what inspired the passage Paul is quoting ? 
The apostles say it was the Holy Spirit of God. 
What " feeling" was it that inspired the passage in 
chap. xxii. of the same book : " Thou shalt not 
wear a garment of divers sorts, as of woollen and linen 
together ?" or, " Thou shalt not sow thy vineyard 
with divers seeds : lest the fruit of thy seed which 
thou hast sown, and the fruit of thy vineyard be 
defiled ?" or what inspired the passage that shuts out 
a man with a flat nose from "approach to offer the 
bread of his God? (Lev. xxi.). It surely is not difficult 
to see that though the laws given to Israel were the 
best ever given to any nation under heaven, good 
both for man and beast, nevertheless they had, 
underlying the letter, a spiritual' meaning, and a very 
direct bearing upon our whole practical life as believers 
in Jesus. We are told in Rom. xv. 4, that " What-
soever things were written aforetime were written for 
our learning, that we through patience and comfort 
of the Scriptures might have hope." In such passages 
as Deut. xxv. 4, one can discern by the use made of 
them by the New Testament writers the infinite 
wisdom of God, which, while guarding the brute beast 
from the misery resulting from a strong temptation, 
presents a principle upon which those who go forth 
with the Gospel of Christ to a lost world may cast 
themselves without fear. But Mr Jackson sees nothing 
in it but God's care for oxen. 

Page um. As to " the doctrine of the Trinity in 
the first chapter of Genesis," no one looks for such 
a doctrine there, though, I am persuaded that it 
does underlie the expression," Let us make man," and 
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in the plural name of God (Elohim). But Mr Jackson 
inclines to the belief that it is " a bit of the primitive 
unpurged polytheism of the ancient tradition from 
which the form of the Hebrew narrative is derived." 
From this one would gather that there exists an 
"ancient tradition" of this creation, and one with 
which Mr Jackson was very familiar. Would the reader 
be surprised to learn that this ancient tradition, in 
which this bit of " polytheism " is supposed to be 
found, has existence only in the professor's imagina-
tion ? Perhaps the reader will say, if this be so, Mr 
Jackson is not honest. But why should anyone expect 
honesty in a book written to destroy in the souls of 
men the faith of a revelation from God ? 

On the same page he says, " Most of us know now, 
thanks to the Revised Version, that almost per-
suaded' must be struck off the list of the evangelist's 
available texts." A good many of us knew this long 
before the Revised Version was heard of. But what 
has that to, do with the errancy or inerrancy of apos-
tolic writings ? It is a simple matter of translation. 
All we want to know is, what the writer of the Acts 
himself put on record. 

He can hardly believe that "the son of an Arch-
bishop, and the headmaster of one of our English 
public schools," should quote Job as saying. " Though 
He slay me, yet will I trust in Him" ; and asks, " Can 
it be that the writer does not know that Job never 
said anything in the least degree like this ? " Then 
he tells us what Job really did say. I will put both 
translations together, so that the reader may judge 
whether they are so antagonistic to one another as 
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Mr Jackson would have us believe. The A.V., the 
one used by the " son of the Archbishop " reads thus : 
" Though He slay me, yet will I trust in Him : 
but I will maintain mine own ways before Him." 
The R.V., the one quoted by Mr Jackson reads 
thus ; " Behold He will slay me ; I wait for Him ; 
nevertheless I will maintain my ways before Him." 
How stupid that "son of an Archbishop " must have 
been to suppose these two statements were in the least 
degree alike ! But how can I help being surprised 
that Mr Jackson does not know that the word trans-
lated " wait" in the R.V. is just as correctly translated 
" trust " in the A.V. It means simply "to wait with 
hope," and what is that but trust? 

He scoffs at Dr Talmage for thinking that "the 
devouring fire" and "the everlasting burnings" (Isa. 
xxxiii. 14) have reference to anything but the fire of 
God's holiness, and asserts that had he bridled his 
rhetoric and consulted his Bible he would have seen 
that the following verse is the answer to the question. 
But the real truth is, had Mr Jackson consulted his 
Bible before finding fault with Dr Talmage's "rhetoric," 
he would have seen that the " devouring fire " and 
the "everlasting burnings" refer to the two preceding 
verses, and not to the following verse at all. In verse 
it we read, " Your breath, as fire, shall devour you " ; 
and in verse 12, " and the people shall be as the burn-
ings of lime : as thorns cut up shall they be burned 
in the fire." Then in verse i4 the question is asked, 
" Who among us shall dwell with the devouring fire ? 
Who among us shall dwell with everlasting burnings?" 
and in verse 15 the Spirit of God breaks off to show 
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'where the one who walketh righteously shall dwell, 
and to describe the blessedness of his portion. His 
place of defence shall be " the munitions of rocks," 
and there their " bread " shall be given them and their 
" water " sure. What? In the midst of the devour-
ing fire ? Yes, if we can believe Mr Jackson. A 
nice place into which to bring bread and water ! 
Were it not that Mr Jackson knows very well that 
the vast majority of people will be delighted to get 
a book like his, which, in spite of various pious 
expressions, is a hostile attack upon the Bible, he 
never would have dared to put it forth. There have 
been clever sceptical books, but this of Mr Jackson's 
is not one of the number. 

He refers us to Matthew vii. II where the Lord 
tells His disciples that their Father which is in heaven 
would "give good things to them that ask Him," con-
trasting it with Luke xi. 13, where "Holy Spirit" is 
substituted for "good things," and wants to know 
what "was the original form of the saying." I sliould 
say, possibly both. Why should He not have con-
tinued His discourse, and explained to them what 
form the " good things " would take ? Mr Jackson 
is simply trifling with holy things. I trust nobody 
imagines that each of the four Gospellers gives us 
word for word all that Jesus said on every subject 
upon which he has been used to write. The account 
given to us by the Holy Spirit of God is of equal 
value with the exact words of Jesus, and according to 
the light in which Christ is presented by each writer, 
so is the grouping of the incidents and subjects of the 
Master's teaching and the wording of the truth pre- 



22 

sented. A great deal that Jesus said and did is not 
recorded at all, but that which is recorded is by the 
Holy Spirit of God ; and if not in every instance the 
very words of Jesus, then, the purport of His teaching. 

Referring to the catching of the fish by Peter, in 
whose mouth he found money to pay the temple 
tribute, he says, " Is it not far more natural to suppose 
that Christ's words were simply a bit of playful banter 
addressed to Peter the fisherman reminding him that 
a single catch in the lake hard by and a sale in the 
Capernaum market would solve the whole difficulty ? " 
To this supposition of Mr Jackson's there are some 
very serious objections. The first is that the Lord 
had called Peter away from this occupation with a 
view to his being a fisher of men (Matt. iv.) ; and 
nothing but lack of faith ever took him back to such 
work. The second objection is, that it is not like the 
ways of the Lord to meet his own obligations by 
means of Peter's toil. 	The third and greatest 
objection is that to "playful banter" the lips of the 
Man of Sorrows were absolute strangers. To the 
minds of Dr Smith and Professor Jackson the story 
may be " grotesque," but to the heart that knows and 
loves the Saviour it will appear as a great object-
lesson to Peter, who was so soon to be deprived of 
the companionship and visible support of His Master, 
in the midst of a world hostile to God and to Christ. 
By the way in which the Lord made the most in-
accessible of creatures to minister to His need, Peter 
might learn the unlimited resources of Jesus. Mr 
Jackson finds himself in a world that to a large extent 
is friendly to him, and in measure holds him in honour 
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besides he has his unfailing income from his co-
religionists, and therefore this miracle is grotesque 
though it has ministered strength and encouragement 
to the hearts of thousands. 

Protests of Conscience. 
" The older theories of inspiration," he says (p. 43) 

" had led us into a hopeless impasse. God must be held 
responsible for everything that the biblical writers 
attributed to him. If, for example, they said that He 
commanded the wholesale extermination of the 
Canaanites, and that He was well pleased with the 
execution of Rizpah's innocent sons, then so it must 
be. Conscience protested, only to• have its protests 
smothered by the repressive reverence which the older 
writers fostered." Now, I wonder whom Mr Jackson 
holds responsible for the havoc wrought by the 
lightnings of heaven, which so mercilessly smite to 
death man and beast alike ; or who has control of 
tornadoes, earthquakes, pestilences and the like, which 
make no distinction between innocence and guilt, but 
mingle good and bad together in one common death. 
Man uses a rifle or a sword, and God uses a thunder-
bolt or a pestilence. What moral difference is there 
between .sending an army to destroy a city and 
sending an earthquake to do it ? Did Mr Jackson's 
conscience protest against the havoc wrought at 
Messina, San Francisco, Kingstown, St Vincent? He 
thinks Paul is not dealing honestly with Scrip-
ture when he raises the question of God's care for 
oxen. May we not ask Mr Jackson if he thinks God 
cares for men? Like Charles Kingsley, " he could not 
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bring himself to believe that God had written on the 
rocks one enormous and superfluous lie " (p. 92). But 
has God written a lie upon His government of the 
world ?. 

What I desire the reader to see is this, that he 
cannot do without God's revelation, and that he must 
take it as God has given it. He cannot argue from 
his own notions of what God should be, and what He 
should do, to what God says of Himself in His own 
Word. Mr Jackson says (p. 44), "We dare now to 
believe that nothing unworthy of ideal humanity can 
be ascribed to the divine reality." But would Mr 
Jackson's "ideal humanity" suffer this world to jog 
along another hour under the woes, on account of 
which its everlasting shriek of agony rends the vault. 
of heaven, if that " ideal humanity " had unlimited 
power ? Would it not put a final end to all the world's 
poverty, pain, crime, misery, death? But what does 
the " divine reality " do ? It lets things go on as they 
are. Does, then the " divine reality " square with his 
"ideal humanity " ? The "divine reality " does not 
seem in the least concerned about Mr Jackson's " ideal 
humanity," nor " the protests of his conscience." 

But "with the execution of Rizpah's sons," God 
does not say " He was well pleased." The Qibeonites 
had evidently suffered grievously at the hands of 
Saul, a thing that David should, I suppose, have 
concerned himself about, but God has to draw his 
attention to it by sending a famine. But who told 
David to consult the Gibeonites regarding his govern-
ment of the people put under his sceptre ? Possibly 
in some way the family of Saul would have been 



25 

bound to suffer, for it is a principle of God in His 
government of the world that the iniquity of the 
fathers is visited on the children (Ex. xxxiv. 7), nor 
in this does He pay any respect to the protests of Mr 
Jackson's conscience ; for if a man squanders his 
property, or ruins his health by his wickedness, his 
children have to suffer. I suppose, therefore, that the 
consequences of Saul's wickedness would in some 
way have fallen on "his bloody house." But the hang-
ing of the sons of Rizpah and Michal was the action 
of the Gibeonites ; and we may be sure that if there 
was any unnecessary violence in this, God is able to 
bring to justice those who practised it. But he is 
wrong to say that God was well pleased with what was 
done. Had he read the Scripture more carefully he 
would have found that God is not said to have had 
any respect for their act at all ; for it was not until 
long after, when David took the bones of these men 
along with the bones of Saul and Jonathan and buried 
them in the sepulchre of Kish their father, that God 
was entreated for the land ; and it was with this act 
of David that the famine was brought to an end. 

As to Mark iv. i 1 - 1 2 (p. 105) we have it first in 
Isaiah vi., and in all the four Gospels reference is made 
to it. We have it also in Acts xxviii., and a reference 
to it in Romans xi. ; both of these passages are from 
the lips of Paul. In Isaiah vi. the nation, as such 
is to be given up to judicial blindness "until the cities 
be wasted without inhabitant, and the houses without 
man, and the land be utterly desolate, and the Lord 
have removed men far away, and there be a great 
forsaking in the midst of the land." As a nation 
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they had refused to listen to the voice of the Lord. 
In their idolatry and filthiness they excelled the 
Canaanites who were in the land before them. For 
these things the Lord chastised them. He smote 
them with lack of bread and water, with mildevir and 
blasting. The palmer-worm devoured their vines 
and olives. He hewed them by His prophets, slew 
them by the words of His mouth, and by the swords 
of the surrounding nations, until the "whole head 
was sick, and the whole heart faint," and there was 
no soundness in them. Yet He has to say, " Why 
should ye be stricken any more? ye will revolt more 
and more" (Isa. i.). Then Isaiah gets a vision of 
the coming kingdom, for which the nation professed 
to wait, and finds how unfit for this kingdom both 
he and they are. Then the nation is given up to 
judicial blindness, and the very grace that poured 
forth from the lips of the prophet becomes the means 
of hardening their proud and godless hearts. 

Therefore when Christ came, the things relating 
to the kingdom, as far as the aspect it was to assume ' 
during the rejection of the King, His rejectors had 
no title to know, and so we have such things spoken 
to them in parables. But from His lips flowed grace 
sufficient to win their hard hearts, had there been 
any winning of them. There were other parables 
spoken in their hearing, which brought before them 
in the most blessed way the fulness and the freeness 
of the grace of God, and of which there could have 
been no misunderstanding. A stumbling-stone was 
laid in Zion, but what was it ? The Son of God, 
the long promised Messiah came in lowly grace and• 
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in divine love to save sinners ; and what was there 
to stumble at in this? Everything, for those whose 
miserable and presumptuous pride 'kept them from 
taking their rightful place as sinners in the sight of 
God. And over this stone the mass of the nation 
did stumble and was broken. We may not under-
stand everything that is brought before us regarding 
the ways of God, but every child of His knows that 
God will in the end be justified in His sayings, and 
overcome when He is judged (Rom. iii. 4). I see 
nothing in the protests of Mr Jackson's conscience 
but ignorant and miserable conceit. Before he began 
to criticise the Bible he should have made himself 
better acquainted with its contents. 

The Effect of this Teaching upon those 
who Receive it. 

It has often been said that it is the customer who 
makes the article ; that is to say, it is the demand 
that creates the supply ; and I suppose this is so in 
everything except the grace of God. For this there 
is no demand, however needful that grace be, if man 
is to be brought into right relations with God. For 
this grace which comes to us in the Gospel there is 
no demand until it is created by the operation of 
God's Spirit in the human soul. For fables, for false-
hood, for theories, that will carry the foolish heart of 
man into a region of unreality and God-forgetful-
ness where he may undistractedly indulge his carnal 
appetite, and where the voice of his Creator is never 
heard—for such things the demand is always greater 
than the supply, however busily employed the father 
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of lies and the forces of the infernals may be 
engaged. 

And this teaching of Mr Jackson's, though it be 
but a repeat of all that has been served up in the 
past, will be a welcome entertainment for multitudes 
in Christendom. How gladly will it be received ! 
It will be hailed as a step in the right direction. 
Many will think that Mr Jackson gives them only 
" half a loaf;" but they will content themselves with 
the thought that, " even half a loaf is better than no 
bread," and they will flatter themselves that his next 
move will be a clean sweep of the Bible altogether ; 
and then goodbye forever to responsibility to God ! 

They will read between the lines in this book of 
his, and they will see the fall, the atonement, eternal 
punishment ignored, or altogether wiped out. They 
are to lead moral lives, and all will be well ; and 
even if they do not they are certain to be forgiven 
by God, for He will not punish His children forever. 
And does not Mr Jackson tell us that this Divine 
Fatherhood of God " is a truth which reigns and will 
continue to reign in its own right" (p. 16i). The 
words of Jesus, when He speaks of some as of their 
father the devil (John viii. 44), need no longer cause 
us the least uneasiness. He spoke " according to 
the fantastic notions of an unscientific age." We 
know better to-day ! 

The oppression by the rich, the unrest of the masses, 
and the infidelity of the leaders of thought in the 
eighteenth century served to bring about the French 
Revolution, in which the little bit of Christianity that 
existed in the nation along with the Bible and its 
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Author, were thrown overboard, and the ship of state, 
manned by devils in the form of men, sailed through 
a sea of blood, with a strumpet as the goddess of 
reason for its figurehead. The human mind was 
crowned, enthroned, and worshipped ; its image and 
representation was a prostitute picked out of the 
gutter ; and pandemonium, bestial corruption, and 
mad, merciless murder filled the streets and lanes 
of the cities and the highways of that godless land. 

England, more than a century behind, comes to-day 
breathless in the wake of that insane and bloodthirsty 
revolution. Abreast with the giving up of the Bible 
come the self-complacent and indolent rich, with the 
masses voicing their discontent and their demand for 
equal rights. A war is being waged between labour 
and capital, between commoner and peer, between 
women and men. Combinations of employers, com-
binations of employees ; armies on this side, armies 
on that side, all mustering for the final throes of this 
world's history. Violence and corruption, death and 
hades, the devil and his angels, Babylon and the 
beast, Antichrist and perdition, loom before the 
vision. Parliaments, platforms, pulpitA, printing-
presses help on the general trend of evil toward the 
final catastrophe. Conservative, liberal, socialist, 
syndicalist, anarchist, together put their shoulder to 
the wheel, and the chariot of rebellion against God 
and the authority of Christ moves forward to its 
doom. Christian, Jew, Mohammedan, Buddhist, 
Theosophist, Spiritualist, draw closer together in one 
insane attempt to banish the truth of God from the 
earth. But the end is not yet ! 
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Of this state of things we have been well warned. 
It is a long time since the Gospel Trumpet was heard 
giving any certain sound from the pulpit. Mr Jackson 
tells us that " popular preachers have been known 
to declare that they found more help in the prepara-
tion of their sermons from current fiction than from 
current theology. And if one were to judge from 
some of the Church advertisements in the press, 
he might imagine that preachers were appointed to 
discuss any subject under heaven—literary, social, or 
political—rather than the great doctrines of the 
Christian faith " (p. 6o). At this many will not be in. 
the least surprised, for people do not desire the great 
doctrines of the Christian faith, and they do desire,, 
at least, the political. They would not be popular if 
they preached the Gospel. 

But does Mr Jackson himself desire those "great 
doctrines ? " I very much question it. He certainly 
does not desire them in the way in which we have 
them in the New Testament, for there, according 
to him, these doctrines are so mixed up with fable 
that it is no longer possible " to use a text—any text, 
every text—at its face value" (p. 108) ; and where 
the fable ends and the fact begins is largely " guess-
work." Between the preacher who gets his sermons 
from " current fiction," and the preacher who gets 
them from the " higher critics " the hearer is to have 
his choice! 

Now when people have gone so far as this, I think 
it is fair to ask them why they still retain the name of 
Christ. Is it not a little bit dishonest to pose as 
teachers of Christian truth, and show by their treat- 
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ment of it that they deny the source from which it 
has come ? John says, " He that knoweth God 
heareth us ; he that is not of God heareth not us " 
(I John iv. 6), and he adds " Hereby know we the spirit 
of truth, and the spirit of error." When I hear a man 
talking about the mistakes of the New Testament 
writers, I have no alternative, if I am subject to 
Scripture, than to put that man down as " not of God." 
What work of God may lie at the bottom of Mr 
Jackson's heart underneath the. accumulation of 
rubbish, that has found an outlet in the pages of his 
book, I cannot tell ; but judged by his book alone 
he has no right, as I have already said, to call himself 
a Christian. 

The Voice of the Lord to His People. 
This is the most important thing to hear, and on 

no other subject has He spoken more plainly. The 
evils that have now come to a head were allowed to 
germinate in the days of the Apostles, in order that 
we might have guidance for our steps in the midst of 
them. Paul tells the elders of Ephesus that, when 
he should have left this world, grievous wolves would 
come in amongst them, not sparing the flock, also 
from their own midst would arise perverse men, who 
would seek to turn the disciples after them ; but to 
God and to the word of His grace he commends 
them, in which they would have all they needed to 
carry them safely through all the difficulties that 
would beset their path (Acts xx. 29-32). 

In Timothy we have a pattern of the true servant 
of Christ for the whole of the present dispensation. 
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The failure of the Church as a witness for Christ is 
clearly and definitely set before him. In chapter ii. 
of the second epistle evil doctrine that " eats as does 
a gangrene " is introduced. In chapter iii. the wisdom 
of this world is found in antagonism to the power of 
God, as Jannes and Jambres withstood Moses ; the 
truth is resisted ; and there is to be no betterment of 
things, for " evil men and seducers shall wax worse 
and worse, deceiving, and being deceived." In 
chapter iv. we are told that the time would come in 
which they would not endure sound doctrine ; but 
after their own lusts would heap to themselves teacher, 
having itching ears ; and that they would turn away 
from the truth, and would be turned to fables. 
This is a black outlook for the closing days of this 
dispensation. 

What light does the Scripture give us for days like 
these ? In other words, what is the voice of the Lord' 
to His people ? The commandment of Christ is 
simple, but exceedingly peremptory : " Let everyone 
that nameth the name of Christ depart from iniquity." 
This we are bound to do at all cost to ourselves. 
But further, " Flee also youthful lusts : but follow 
righteousness, faith, charity, peace, with them that call 
on the Lord out of a pure heart." It is to-day as it was 
in the days of Malachi, when the proud were called 
happy, and they that wrought wickedness were set 
up, and they that tempted God were delivered, we 
read, " then they that feared the Lord spake often 
one to another: and the Lord hearkened and heard 
it, and a book of remembrance was written before 
Him for them that feared the Lord, and that thought 



33 

upon His name. And they shall be mine, saith the 
Lord of Hosts, in that day when I make up my jewels ; 
and I will spare them, as a man spareth his own son 
that serveth him " (Mal. iii. 15-17). To those days 
the present days are analogous. 

Our resources are " God and the Word of His 
grace." This is enough for the worst days through 
which we may be called to pass. Then we are to 
be fully acquainted with Paul's doctrine. This is the 
first and most necessary thing for the saints of God 
now that it is so universally assailed. Jude sets the 
evil before us in words that sink deep down into the 
very marrow of our bones, as also does Peter in his 
second epistle. The former exhorts us to " earnestly 
contend for the faith which was once delivered to 
the saints." Ungodly professors are contemplated 
as having cast off the authority of the Lord, and as 
speaking evil of earthly authorities ; also as having 
"gone in the way of Cain," and having run "greedily 
after the error of Balaam for reward, and perished 
in the gainsaying of Core." Between such men and 
true saints of God there must be no truce. 

Even in John's day Antichrists had come in, and 
had manifested themselves by going out again, giving 
up the faith they once professed to hold. The Anti-
christ has not yet made his appearance, nor will he 
be able to do so as long as the true Church is upon 
earth, but the spirit of Antichrist was early at work 
in the profession, and required to be overcame by 
those who loved the truth. And John exhorts even 
the babes to make a firm stand against those tools 
of the devil. He says, " Let that therefore abide in 
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you, which ye have heard from the beginning. If 
that which ye have heard from the beginning shall 
remain in you, ye also shall continue in the Son and 
in the Father." 

In the presence of all these warnings and exhorta-
tions what is to be our attitude toward these 
egotistical men who call themselves the " higher 
critics ? " and how are we to regard their unhappy 
satellites, men who call upon us to follow along with 
them the path to certain destruction ? Let us get 
away from about their tabernacles. Let us depart 
from the tents of these wicked men (Num, xvi. 24-26), 
and let us leave God to deal with them. We shall 
likely be stigmatised as bigoted, narrow-minded and 
fossilised, but what of that? Would it not be better 
to have the approval of the Lord, though placed upon 
a gibbet by the world, than enthroned by its favour 
to suffer His condemnation ? Surely the approval 
of the Lord is infinitely to be preferred to the approval 
of the world. Can it be that we prefer the plaudits 
of this world before the " Well done " of the Master ? 
Or is it so that all who bend the knee before the 
footstool of those perverters of the truth of God, 
are everyone lacking of the grace of God ? One 
hardly knows what to think. 

To-day the will of man is everything and the will 
of God of no account at all. It used to be to hear the 
Gospel of the grace of God crowds were gathered 
together v  in public halls and at the street corners, but 
now it is to hear a tirade of blasphemy against the 
faith of God's elect, and a panegyric upon every 
lawless assertion of the rights of men, not seeing that 
the only right any of us have to anything is to the 
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lake of fire. Whatever mercies are bestowed upon 
us, they are bestowed upon us on the principle of pure 
grace, and on the ground of the atonement of Christ. 

Let men of this world strive for their rights if they 
will, but I speak to those who love the Lord, and I 
would say to such, You are here to stand for - the 
rights of Christ. You are here for His name and in 
His interests. He who loved you so well that He 
laid down His life for you says to His Father, " As 
Thou hast sent me into the world, even so have I also 
sent them into the world" (John xvii. 18). We are 
here as the objects o1 the world's hatred, but of the 
Father's low ; here as those that are not of the world, 
even as Christ is not of the world ; and how•are we 
conducting ourselves during the day of His rejection ? 
Are we " Hail, fellow ! well met ! " with the world that 
cast Him out? ois are we standing in separation from 
it ? Are our energies devoted to the maintenance of 
our own fancied rights, or to those that are mat 
certainly His ? Are our complainings heard amidst 
the brawling of a discontented world ? or is it the 
sacrifice of thanksgiving that continually pours forth 
from our lips out of a heart more than satisfied with 
the love of the Father and the Son in the power of the 
Holy Spirit? It is either the one or the other. 

He appears before the face of God for us ; we 
appear before the face of this world for Him. How 
are we doing it ? There is no failure on His part. 
He maintains us there in spite of all the powers of 
evil in the universe. Is there anything else but 
failure on our part ? Could we look Him in the face 
as those who have always striven to set Him before 
men, in all His meekness, lowliness, patience, grace, 
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yieldingness, holiness, righteousness, truth, and love? 
Or have we to bow our heads with shame in His 
presence as those who have to confess that we have 
striven with the potsherds of the earth " for our place 
in the sun," and for our share of this world, with but 
little or no regard for the honour of His peerless 
name. He left us an example that we should follow 
His steps. 	When He was reviled, He reviled not 
again ; when He suffered, He threatened not ; but 
committed Himself to Him that judgeth righteously"; 
and we have brawled with the loudest, and fought 
with the fiercest, until our ears have become dull of • 
hearing, and our eyes blinded, and our ,consciences 
benumbed, and our hearts hardened, and between us 
and the world the line of demarcation has been 
almost utterly defaced. And, therefore, while the 
world cheers to the echo the man4hat would rob us 
of the Word of God, and of our trust in Christ, our 
pfotest is so half-hearted and feeble that hardly any 
one knows we have spoken. 

He is coming quickly. How shall we meet Him ? 
O let it be with loins girded and lights burning. The 
little moment that remains before we see His face let 
us be true to Himself, and at all costs to ourselves, 
doing battle for the faith once committed to the 
saints. Let those faithful words of His sink down 
into our ears : "But ye, beloved, building up your-
selves on your most holy faith, praying in the Holy 
Ghost, keep yourselves in the love of God, looking 
for the mercy of our Lord Jesus Christ unto eternal 
life" (Jude). The Lord grant that He may find His 
people thus. 	 J. B—D. 


