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petent thing, to take, if we may so term it, of the
cement whick goes to consolidate the structure,
and that for the purpose of giving firmness and
solidity to the foundation. For example, what-
ever of evidence there might be for the authority
of the Jewish Scriptures, we have a right to
appropriate for the support of natural theology, in
as far as its doctrines enter into the contents or
informations of that volume. If, instead of a
succession of Jewish, it had been an equally
numerous and creditable succession of authors in
any other nation, we should have made this use of
them. Had there been a continuous chain of
credible and well-supported testimony, passing
upward through a series of approved and classical
writers in Rome, and Greece, and Egypt—each
reiterating from their predecessors a consistent
testimony regarding a succession of patriarchs,
and a flood in the early ages of the world, and a
creation at the outset—their history would have
been admitted to the proof, and been held as a
most important witness in the question of a Deity.
Now, what we contend is, thac however insensible
to the force and the value of it—this is a proof
which we actually possess—and, by all sound
criticism not the less valid or impressive, that
it answers a double purpose—or that it makes
at once for the leading truths of natural the-
ology, and for the peculiarities both of the Jewish
and the Christian faith. It is at all times com-
petent for us to discuss the existence of God as
a separate proposition—and to fetch from every
quarter, where evidence can be found, all the
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