
TH-E CANADA PRESBYTERIAN.

thert4 Il Hear, O Istacil tise titultes and conimanui-
menus wlulch 1 speait nte yaîi thîs day."l rhiq il foi-
lowted by a long disceurse cxîcndasg over twenty-t %V
chaptea's. Tise tn,-d diascourse, and aise the sang anti
biessing, aure preisuced by siihssr explacit stateassents
that they were spoken by Moses at the close ai lits life
and miasistry. It Il, liowcver, possible ta suppose ihsat
tise discourses, soag, and blessing snay have' hceis
spoken by Meses, as lu s distinctiy stited ilsey suc,
asnd ycu tbat îlaey were fnot caasaiitcd ta svriting hy
bum. Biut an this point.also wc have tiasinctianfuria-
tion. Wae tead in tihe uharuy.lirsu chapur thi lifter lie
had in bis îisree discetirses reiteriteti ansd e.\pliaed
thse iaw, Ilhe wrote titis law anti ielivereil at tain tise
priests, the sens ar Levi wiil iare tise ark of tise
cevenant of the Lard, andi unte ail tise clitkr5 of 1lsraei.
and Moses commanded tOients, s.uyang, atl the entl of
evety seveut years, ins the férasu of tabernacles, wiîen nit
istaeli s came ta appear bcdare the Lord tisy tmnti, ant
the place whicis lic shahl choe, tisais 'sait rond tits
iaw belore ail Istaei in thear heairang.1 In tise %.aisie
cisapter il s further staued tisat Ilwiien Mases lad
made an end af wvriuing the wnrds afttis iaw an a isoi)k,
tantil they were fnished, tîsat Meses coantisantied Isle
Levites which bare thse art of tise ce-casant or tise
Lord saying -"lTace tis boak oi the iaw, andt puat stain
the sie of tise ark oaube cavenant ai tise Lord youir
God, tisat it may bc there for a1 watnes agailisu tiscc."
Cauld any language mare dmstinciy teaCIs tas tisat
bloses, thse great iasvgiver oi israel, %vas it once tise
speaker ansd the wrater ai the dgbcourses attraisîted ta
itin thse Book ai Deute-<nam>y ? And yet, sas spite
oi tisese plain staiemenîs, ive are t',ke(li un hoes-ev uiat
tise be 'k was written, long centuries atter tise deatia ai
Muscs, by saine writer wlîo put lias owii wordîk auito
the mauth of Moses, and who wvas dsrected iand titas
b>' thse saine prnphetac Spirat usiso wraîigist is tîsaIt
Muses ta whaau God spake an thse %vidcrness.

Il. Pasuing fr-oni tise liaak ai )eaitcranoiny tuseir,
iet us next ads-ert ta tise evidence ai ais %Iosatic*autilor-
slip faund in tise ailier bouks ai tise Oid Testamesnt.
Tisere is ane paru, au ail estnts, of l)euîcranoiliy us-lics
was in existence intis ianeofJasihu.-. lnîlueîwenty-
seveasth chapter ai Deuueranorny sue reond tisai Maos,
with tise eiders ai lsraul, comananded tise people; tuat
after passing aveir lardais tn the pa-esnasedl land, tisey
wea-c ta set up great stanes, and plaster tuons suish
piaster, and Il'ta write upon tiscm ail Isle words ai tis
law" They wcre coinmanded aise te set uap tisese
stones ini Mounit Ebal, and ta buid tîsc an aitar te
the Lard, ons which they were ta lift fia iran tuoi. In
accordance with this command, wc rend sn tise rigiis
chapter ofijoshua, Iltsat joshua buit an aitar utl
tise Lard God of lsraelian Mautnt Ebai as IMos tue
servant ofithe Lard cammandcd tIse chiiren of Israti,
as lu is wriîten in tise book ofithe iaw ai Moses, an
aitar cf whole stones, aver 'whach ne mani bath lift up
assy iran.» Now, as tbis casnnsand 15 rouand an fia
cuber bock attributed ta Moses tsais tse Boaok ai Dcu-
tcranemny, it is plain that au toast that part afube baook
which cantaizis the command was an existence an tise
time of joshua. There is no cscaping iroin tisas con-
cluasion, exccpt an the suppesition that reliaance caîssuat
be placed ons tise truthfuincss ai wiiat as rccoidted ais
the Bok ai Joshtsa -a suuppasition fur wviicli tisere îs
no warrant. In the Bloks ni Jsidgeb andi Ruthi wu
have flot oniy severai allusions ta tise uritings ai
Moses genêerally, but aise speciai allusions ta legasia.
tien which is fouand only in Deuiteronaisi. Tîsus tise
ternis af Gidean's proclamation," "'Viosoover as icar-
fui and a-raid let hlm returo tram Matant Gic.i(l,*' ac-
cords with and points ta thse direttsan ftsuad un tise
twenaeet chapter ai Deuteranomny; Wite the custasus
of piucking off the shoe rcerred tu in tise last chapter
ai Ruths, in cenasèction with the marrage of loaz: ta
bis kinsaWns childiesa widew, peints csidcntiy ta a
iasv ai marriage fasind aniy an thse tus-enty-fitth cisapter
oi tht Bock oi Deuteranosny. Tise seventy-eagbts
Psalm bears internai evidence ai ha% ing bheuriunten
in thse tinte of David, au ail events nat lIer tisai the
tinte ofAsa. Tihis Psalmi canuains tise deiite statu.
ment that God' "establishcd a testimeny in jacob, and
appainted a Iaw ini Israèi, whach hc coaisinandedi oua-
tathers uhat they shassid malte tisem known ta their
ebldrets, that the getueration ta cae mighu knawv
theni, even thse cldren whieh shouid be boarn, wba
shqusid arise and shaw thern ta thçîr ehilda-en." Now
tisis coisand la faussd anly ini tise Book af Deuiteront.
omy, wiiere iu occurs ins the sixth and niaith chapters.
Iastis. former ebapteritis written, "'These wards wiich
1 l M t~dhtisy " ibe in dla.he ; and

thonu %halt teari tseain d1iiigeaitly tunite uiy ciailtiren."
etc. 'l'ie llos ni b)ettierntunuusy wae, tutus cvidicssîhy
iaî existetîre in tise tisses nf the Cartier king,;, suisei
tise %es-eaiv.iglitls Psaiss usas ssrtten. i may iere
ren:rk, jas passing, tisai tue psaç%iges jusu referred In,
takeus in rouuuse'uinr seuls allier passages ai a siasliair
lantd, batit in ise Ohld assd Nee Testament, serin in
anake it es-ioiest uit the book ai Dciernnsy, ai
ttirtisuazs thise Ii isi.utiiry. us-as tise poîsular tesxt book
fnor reiit"ia' i'î.iitto oi n the iasw oif (.si 'a''iile ise
llnsîk,-.1 Les-sairus ansd X Nsasbers issigiu nlaini aise qpc-
rial s.tials- tif Iale priesas. tise Ilnai ni [)Puaîernnnnss'v
%vaq tsstter adalitet i tise reiginus intruction i tise
penîsie ge'ncraiv Tîsere il% ossy ont, otiet passage in
Isle oi Testaaset tn wii 1 sisail nase roter We
rmatil in : i.ins. fnsartcenîa riaapter, t1it 4s-zas
ut-ai reigased las tise asinth rontai,> isefre Cisri'î, wshite
lie licew tise isrderers o ni us tlier. slews- nnu the rhsl.
troit ai tise assurererç. Il Arcarthing <as it is ç.tidN. ainto
tisai us-lis is wsrittrii in tise bookt of tise Iiîs ni %l..sts,
ss'iercin, tise tirit rnrmsaaded. sa-vissg, Tise ftulirs
sisail Illt bu. put ta le.,tlsfor rte ciitlren. nnr Isle ris'i
<laen be pat ts deaii (fir tise faitîser-%: but es'cry mnis
isii ha. paît ti deatis for hl nusn susi." Nawt tii iaw
as tas br fiunîi anis in tIse Biook ni Vl e nomy, sulivre
il ocnuars tmtsiy in tise tusen!>' ioîaih t-iapter Tis
baoik, tlisrciare, usas in exisiesire more tisai twe ren-
uies heinre the lismes af Jnsiahul anti waa his uien
nitr assr'deras cratics siapîmoe tisai it %-a% svriaîen hy snIie
one %sise personatcd tue great iawgis'er ni lçsaac Tise
pissa.gcs ta wiaici 1 has'e reterred are, 1 îbink, qîtiie
suifficient ta shows tisat tIse Monsule autisairsip ai Dcii-
ternosny is nai only cieariy tasaght iii tise book iusef,
hast ricari- aissiset aor tautag in mtser porntions ni tise
Oid Testanment Scriptusrcs, uhue trtithiulisess af sehili,
tiserefnre, cataîiot bc asîaintained by tisose su-isu are
ssiliaag ta surrender siseir tieliei in tise MNosaic autisor
sisip ai Detteronass'Y.

111. L.et Isle ne'%t askt yau- attention ue the testl-
nuosîs an tiis stsbjert us-lids is Liuait in the es-Tes
lainent Scaiptures. It is iamportant ta notice thi, a%
recordeai in Isle (;n-speis. titrer quinu-ttianç wirni aar
Lord naukes frontu tise (ldia ti tesîcas i ebtureç, in lii
canflict wiih Satan, are takets train the bonlcsattribat-
etil ta Mases, and tisai two i ein iesre moimai osly in
Isle liei af flesiterotsnniv, tise Disvine iîtlsnority ni
selsicil s btsuas sassatiaiset bv tise Great Tearlier blini.
self. Bist there is a cosnsersation recardeai in tise
ttvciti <sauter ni Mark s-hici slsnad, 1 tiuink, ai it-
ç, lf settie tise %vitale contrers>-. so fiua as hoescers un
taie ta-titi ai Scripusrc are concerset. \Ve read un
tisat cisajter tisat tise Sadducecs. %viso said that tiscre
usas no resurrectian, saita ic ur Lord, "lMaster, Mauses
usrote tlet us, ia sssan's brother dîb andi Ias-ebis us-uc
bhina iis ana leiave ne dalda-en, tisat bis brother
sijotîlt takte lias su-ie asît a-aise uap seeti uie bus brother"I
In Csnnectian wuiti tisas iawu, wsritten, as îhey said, hy
Naos, tbey asitea wit tlsey considerect a ptizzhing
qutestion respoctiaîg tise restirrection. Nase tise has
tisey quoteai as usritten by Maos is foundil id> n tise
Ilian ai Deutea-annmy. Daid aur Lord correct tisen
ar thsey u - rang i-1 suappesing that tise ias v-asi surit-
ten by Nioses? 1le did indecd correct thisen for an
snsvarrantahbc inférence irons tise uasv in Deuieronam>-;
but so fasr la-oi finatng fault i.sith thons for aiieging
thsat tisa haie us-as sviea-ta by ulsat Maos ta us-bsn Cod
spake an tise uviticrness lise identifies tise seriter us-us
tîsait Maos. IlHa-e ye net rad," said He, Ilin tise
itaok o aiMoses, liais- an tise buish God spake unie bum,
s-aying, i ami the God ai Abraisam, -and the God oi
lsaac,afi( tise Gad o njacob. Ho is not tise Gad of
tise deid, but tise Geai ai the living. Y'e, uhoe-cre, do
greauiy errP" lie thus s-irtuaiiy taugist thisn that tise
ver>- Maos ushase words, writtei n Deuteroasoniy,
tisey gsaetcd as saa-diy reconcilabie wsitis thse doctrine
of the r:»sur-Octian uvas tise vcry saine Moses te wisom
tisat doctrine us-as impiicithy reveaicd by Ged, speaking
ta is fa-rnt tise bîîrning bush. But this is not ail.
W'e are fu-tiser inoamed that the Scribe who beard
aur Lord's conversation, wslis tise Saducees, and wba
uvas uvoii picased seati lus replies ta these sceptirs,
.asked ilsm, "'aVîsici s thse first cmamntiment oi tise
base?" and tisat aur Lord replitai in tlese words-'lThe
fia-st ai ail thse coiniandments is, hear 0 Istaci; the
Lord aur Godti s anc Lord; and theta shait have tise
Lard thy God with ail thy heart, and with ail thy seul,
antd with ait thy mind, an'd wlth ail 'thy stressguis
Naw the law, thus quottai by Christ, is feund in the
Booek ai Deuteranonsy, and nawhere cise in thec Oid
Testamuent Scrlpturcs. To aur Lordis answer tise
Scribe made no objection» but ons the conrary, he &p-
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prnvrd il, as3 lie doit %vtl t c Lord 11.ad 5.aîd t Ille
'ý:%ltuc:es, andl tisais % irtuîaii> profcsseq ta lIelmeve that
the iaw in l>etetrqnasiy was of Divine aîathority, and
thai it %vas wvritteit isy Moses. Ii e as hal id donItts
on the latter point. lic wnuid flot hsave bcen plensed
w.itit nitr L-nrds' repiy tu the Saddîîcccs; if li nd had
<intlit, <in tise former point, lie wnuild nut have becn
%saiei with the answer gîsen to hiniscif. Tise musait:
ittti-,rssip tsfl>eîueronny wns plinly heid by Scribe
iaiil ;,iteqrer, aq %voit as taaagiî by aur Lord Hiamseii.
il nw rasn -nil thi', bc expi.inect consistently wsîh
asindi*rn ilierirs ? l tiiiy indecd bc niegeci thuu tise
Sacdaac'es atii Scribes of ont Lord's day (ticd nit en.
mi. t11e ativantiges ni modern criticai scholarship, and
duit thry wec qiniply mt!it.ikeni,as ail Jews and Chris-
tian% were titi tihe time of Spinoza. Buot whàt expian.
ation cin lic Civen ai tise tcads-l.ng of ChristP Let uas
isear iine attuempui au expiassation. Il I shossld bceoh.
,rrc. rsays Dr l)avidsnn, in a passage quoued, wath
.ippribatinas, h> llislanp CnIenro, tisat historicai and
r'riral questions could flot bclong ta thc sphere of is

lamsi:isuan culture a culture statnspeci with the
r hararteristis of 1 lis age and couintry. Thecdevelop.
mfent ofJeçus- k- <iistinctly recognized an the New Tes.
tament, anud i% nlt ricompatibie %vstiî His Divine na.
titre ýl.uke ii. 52. Considcring, tiierciore, the humant
blitations ta whacit the Son oi God was subjected on
carth, %ve aire rect irreverent in supposang tisat He
siaared the comanun '.icws ofithe jews on lis day in
regard ta points eubically et doctrnnaiiy uanmpotts.0
in ailler ivords, Christ, as wcii as the Scribes and

'-<ilîresaid the people geaieraiiy, even aftor He
entcrccl tapon Ilis puablic ministry, and aithougs the
lily Spirit was gaven ta Him %thaut mea«sure, was
mistaken in regard ta somne points whach modern
critic undcrîand, but whicls tlaey consader uanimpor.
tant Suris are the despea-ate shifts ta whach nmodern
critirs are drivcn by the exigcncics ai tlsear posaitaon.

Li tbe accuracy of aur Lard's teaching may be ques.
tionned, il sceans necclless tu ask those wbo question it
to consider tise testimon> of lits servants. But as 1
belle% ing prnfessing Clirisîti.ins gcncraily boit! an bc.
coasing res;peCt, net only tise teaclang of Christ, but
-tiso that afi lis sers ant5, 1 !,hail add saine tcsuamanies
(roin tise latter. lai tise thirdi ciaotea of tihe Acts of
tise Aposties %ve have tue record tifa seunon delvecil
b>. Peter alter the HOIY G1103t hadl been poured out
on tse Disciples. In titis sermon Peter says, IlMoses
îrsuiy said utinte the falhers, a prophet shail the Lord
)-oue God rmise up uto yau, af yoaar brcîhrcn, like
uit me; him ye shail hear in ail thangs whatsoever
lie shall say unto yau." This promise Peter takes ta
rerer te Christ. lie svas the prophet lake ta blases;
but m-hat Mloses said that Christ ivouid be lake h:m?
Ssareiy flot an imaginary Moses, inta whose moaith
saine anorsynsus writer put bis ewn words, but the
reai ?uMoses. But where did the real Moses write ibis
about tise prophet who was ta be late hînuself? Thse
writing is ta bc found in the B3ook ai Denteronomy,
.and nowhcrc cisc in the Old Testament Scripures.
PIainiy, therelore, Peter usnderstood ihis portion cf
Dcuteronomy te has e been writtcn by thse great Jew-
ish iawgiver. Still more plsssniy dues au appear that
Stephen, tise iirst mar>yr, understeod ihis promise to
have bten written, not by s )me ananymous writer in
rte tinte af Josiah or Manasseh, but by that Moses
that lod the Isa-aclites tlsrough the walderness. In bis
address befere tise Sanhedrim, whach is recarded in
the ses'entiî cîsapier ai tise Acîs oi the Apasties, we
rend that aiter speaking cf Moses as sent by God te
deliver the lsraciites, and as having wrought wonders
and signs in Egypt and the Red Sea, and lin the wsl-
dees iorty years, Stepieas adds, "lThis as that Moses
whiicli said utile the chldren oi Israei-a propiset
shail the Lard yaur God raisc ap tinta yau of your
brcîhrcn, like unta me; but shail ye hear." There
<an bc no dosibt iront this language that Stephen was
thorougsiy pcrssaadcd of the Musait: auîhorship cf this
part af Deuucranamry, and by implication, ofthe w!ucle
discourse irons which zhe quoatson is taken. But
,then aur modern theorists arc ready with the expiana-
tien that bath Peter and Stephen sscru unskilledl in
biblicai criticism; that uisey had nlot ucqtaired that
profo.nd schoiarship whicli bas been developed in
thcse latter days; that as the Master Hiniself was mis-
talcen in5 soae points, sa it need nt be wondered at
that His servants, evers although Iillild with tie lioly
Ghost and with wisdom, shotuldfall into errer.

1 do net deeciIt usocessary ta adduce additloiia
testimonies front thse New Testament Scraptumes
Enonh bas llvadyr ben adduid to *»o "ha *h


