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PREFACE.

The following review of Judge Waite's book
indicates the opinions of leading New Testa ment
crities of almost every shade of religions belief
with reference to the origin of the Gospels. On
the one side iz & lawyer, who late in life gave
attemtion to these studies; on the other sre mon
who have enjoyed every advantage for preparation
in New Testament eriticiam, and who have de-
voted their lives to scientific investigations as
to the time when the Gospels were composed. |
leave the candid reader to judge whether scioliam
or science i8 to determine the question respect-
ing the date of the Evangelic Records.

I have also added a lectore, which i lurgely
based on Norton's (Fenuineness uf the Goapels, and
which ig designed to furnish a cnmulative argu-
ment, showing what the admission that our Gospels
were written in the last quarter of the second
century really involves.

I trost that this hittle treatise may be of some
help to every one who sincerely desires to know
more ag to the origin of the Gospels, and who is
not conversant with the general literature of the

subject.
SamverL lves Curries.
CHIcAGO, March 20, 1581,
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PART FIRST.

Before entering upon the specific eriticism of
this book.* some preliminary remarks are in
place. T presume all will asree that there i3
need of a special training for the pursuit of every
geience, and that the more advanced the seience
becomes the greater the necessity of such a brain-
ing. Before s man can attain eminence in any
scientific department he mnst have mastered all
the important discoveries in that department. It
wonld obvionsly be absurd for a geologist to set
himsalf up as an authority in geology who shounld
be nnfamiliar with the views of leading geologista
during the last two decader, and who showld goote
the opinions of men in the last contury to estab-
lish his posifions, when an examination of recent
anthorities would have prevented him from wast—
ing his time to no porpose. Still there are many
who are led by coriosity to pursoe studies for
which they are unprepared for want of the right
training. Their love of knowledge is commend-
able, and they are deserving of praise so long as
they recognize the incompleteness of their inves-

* History of the Cheistiocn Religion to)the Year

T Hundred., By Charles B. Waite, A. M. Chicago:
. V. Waite & Co., 18581
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tigations. Buot when they attack established in-
gtitntions and claim to be public teachers, it is
right to try to eonvince them and the public that
they are not seientists, but scioliats; and that the
positions which they set forth with so much con-
fidence are due to an jgnorance of the subject.

- Thers can be no doubt that Biblical eriticism is
na broly & science as that of geology or anthro-
pology—a science which has oceupied the close
attention of many unliring investigators and brill-
iant students for the last hundred years. These
men belong to all schools of belief. BSo far ms
they deserve the title of scientists, they are char-
acterized with an ardent love of truth. They
would ritbher make an admission which is un-
favorable to them than carry a point by nnfair
means, Their opinions haye been recorded, and
although there are many differences among them,
it 18 perfectly possible to ascertain what the con-
sensus of New Testament criticism is; for ex-
ample, whether critics generally agree that the
books of the New Testament did not arise bofore
the last quarter of the second century. .

Now there are certain prerequisites which are
absolutely necessary for the pursuit of such am
investigation. Since German scholars have made
such extensive contributions in this department, a
familiarity with the German langnage is abso-
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lutely necessary. Tolack a knowledge of German
is to incapacitate one for becoming a master in
this department. This, however, ia simply a me-
diom. Tt iz nepessury besides to be familiar with
the principles of historical and Biblical eriticism.
Without it the greatest industry will be miadi-
rected. Furthermore, the stodent must have a
complete knowledge of the literaturc of the sub-
ject, and of the best authorities. This is the last
place where mere numbers are decisive. Not avery
book which may bave been written on the subject
iz an anthority. The leaders in this department
have ag clear and settled a reputation as the emi-
nent astromomers or chemists, but they are per-
haps less familiarly known to tho general public.
The last prerequisite which 1 notice is that of a
judicial and unbissed mind. The question is,
What are the facts? These must be understood
and weighed without regard to the preferences
of the writer.

I deem it important to dwell upon these points,
not only that the public msay see the grounds of
my criticiams uwpon our author, but also that they
may be in a pesition properly to estimate the many
gimilar attempts which will be made in this direc-
tion, ’

Whether Judge Waite would claim the posses-
gion of these prerequisites I do not know. The



