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RYLE ON THE CANON 0F THE OLD
TESTAM ENT.*

The word Il C'anon " as appiied to the sacred wvritings of
Chllristianis is use(l to designate the collection ef books of
te Holy Scripture accepted by the Christian Church as

eOntaifli" an atoiatv ule of religious faithi and prac-

ti06, and Prof IRyle's Essay is devoted to the discussion of
the question as to the inethod by which, and the tiie when,
tj Books of thc Oid Coveiiant were separated fromi other
books and recognized as thc standard of life anid doc-
t'lne. We have liere only iîicidentally to do witlî the date
of tI1e writin"s theinselves, their internai characteristies or

eijei nspiration. Our enquiry is colicerniîîg Il the process
by Which the various books of the Old Testament came to
hrecognied as saci'e( and atutlioritati% e."
The genieral characteristies of the, book before us are a
o nadhesion te whiat is known as the nmodern critical vicw

othe formation of the Canon, a clear and pleasing style,
anid a reverential and (levout toile which proves Prof. Ryle

~' tue disciple of the Canbrid.ge school of Bible students.
There is nevert1eless a vigorous outspokenness which
leavres us in no manner of doubt as te the author's where-
abouts. H-e writes uîot as a partizan, but as one convinced
'lo only of the truth, but of the importance of the views

heProPouîds.
13efore proceeding, to uiîfold the modern view of thej gadual growth a'nd formation of the Hebrew Canon,"

prof. R{yle points out the difliculty involved iii the iack of
e*ternaI evidence on the subject. "lA couple of legendary
!l 1 is,s to be found iii the Second Book of Maccabees and
' the so-called Fourthi Book of Esdras, suppiy ail the light

Wfhieh direct external evidence throws on the subjeet" (p.
3 le relegates to an excursus the exanuinatiomi of

the two main traditions about the formation of the Canon,
r'peated by jewishi and Christian writers respectiveiy.

'2leExcursus is one of the inost valuable pieces of work in
the Whoie book, and deînands our irst attention.

11, the foui-th book of Esdras we read that the books of
the Old Testament lmaviîmg ail been destroyed by the Chai.
itanF' mt the sack of Jerusaiern, Ezra was inspired to recal
jk 1flemory and î'e-write theni. I-e dictatcd ninety-four

ks, of which twenty-four (viz. the Old Testament) were
Sbe delivered to the people, but the seventy last were to

CO mitte to the wise alone-" for iii theni is the spring
In ndrstanding, the founitain of wisdomi, and the stream

nkuowledýe."~ This tradition is repeated by many of the
ters, p.g., Irenieus (in connection with his account of the
'nration of the lxx.), Tertullian, Clement of Alexandria,

JerOnieTheodoret ammd rnany others, amnongyst thmein our own
ede. Bythe twelfth century the difficulties of such an

AeCUnit were being felt, but it was not until the Reforma-
101 tit was openiy rejf-cted.

thetf place was taken by another tradition preserved by
lews, less niarvellous, but resting, according to Prof.

Y18 on no more solidIc istorical basis. It is tlius set forth
y 1ýishop Walton (1600-166 1) :"I The irst and most famnous

~Iinof the books of the Old Tlestamnent was that of Ezra
the Jews caîl a second Moses), and the Great San-

teriri ,or the men of the Great Synagogue, after the re-
t ro a o.Fra leen'logreitdete

T ro blo For teTbrasle tiere thoner exsethercpe
lha or thle Taernae, the are vohes uth enopes
h erly bn ept lhosited the ared olmes werevy nhg-
b6ttl ketalt muhteprodo h atvt.Ti

1-'gthe case, Ezra and his companions coliected the
4Th Canon of the Old Testament, an Essay on the Graduai

rthand Formation of the Hebrew Canon of &,'ripture, by Her-
ei adRye .. Hulsean Professor of Divinity, Profesorial

16 BhOP of Ripon. Macmillan & Co., 1892.)
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TO R. B. B.
l2th Aprit, 1892.

HEAvEN grant thee many a bright return
0f this, dear frien4, thy natal day 1-

Would I, like you, in unconcern
0f creeping age, austere and stern,

"'But twenty-nine ' might say. E. C. M.

MESSRS. C. V. STEVENSON, B.A., Carter Troop, W. L.
Baynes-Reed, Chappeil and Saunders, have been eiected a
committee to make arrangements for the annual IlAt
Home," on the afternoon of the Queen's Birthday.

.Elias Levita, a Jewish scholar of great eminence, was the first to
promulgate this view in 1538.
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MISS. from various quarters, arranged them in order, and
reduced them to the compass of a single volume. They re-
nîoved the corruptions froin which the text had suffered,
and restored it to its former pure state; and thus they
established the Canon " (pp. 251, 252). Hottinger (1689)
(leciares that this has heen an incontrovertible principle as
weli with Christians as with Jews, at ieast with Ilthose who
have not a fungus for a brain." Nevertheless a number of
schoiars pointed out the unsatisfactory character of the
testimony to the Great Synagogue, and on the -round of its
late date (it is tirst mentioned in the Ta]mlud, 200-300, A.D.>,
of a reinarkable anachronismn in its contents, and of the entiro
absence of any record of sucb a council in the older litera-
ture, Ryle, in company wjth most scholars who have recently
investigated the question, have corne to the conclusion that
the Great Synagogue neyer existed. So Schiirer, iii his
great work IlThe J ewish People in thc 'rime of Jesus
Christ," says of the men of the Great Synagogue :"'They
appear liere as the depositaries of the tradition of the law
between the last prophets and the first scribes known by
namne. Later Jewish tradition ascribes to themn ail kinds of
legal enactmients. Very recent, indeed really modern, is
on the other hand, the opinion that they aiso composed the
Canon of the Old Testament.* As no authorities tell us who
they really were, therû has been the more opportunity for
the imost varying hypotheses concerning them. The correct
one, that they neyer existed at ail in the formi which Jewisli
tradition represents, was already advocated by older
Protestant criticism, though it was reserved for the con-
clusive investigation of Kuenen to fully dissipate the obscur-
ity resting upon this subject " (Part Il., i., 354). We con-
clude then that Prof. Rtyle is quite right in making no use
of this tradition, which is probably an unauthoritative dovel-
opuient of the record of Neheiniali, viii-x, save in s0 far as
it preserves the recollection of the important relation of Ezra
to the Law, which is unquestioned by ail scholars. For
even though on a careful balancing of the evidence, some
niight feel hesitation in asserting the negative conclusion,
there can be no doubt that as we now have it, the testimony
of the Great Synagogue to the formation of the Canon is
valueiess (Cf. Driver, Int. to Lit. of O. T., p. xxxiii., and
pes. Rlobertson Smnith's Old Testament in the Jewish
Church, p. 156.)

It has been necessary to devote a considerable space to,
the examination of the traditional views of the formation
of the Canon, because it is upon the lack of any useful
external evidence that the legitimacy of Prof. Ryie's con-
structive method depends. 1 therefore venture to recom-
mend to the student the careful perusal of Excursus A,
after that of the first chapter, and before proceeding to the
second. HERBERT SYMONDS.

(-To be concluded.)


