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Earl Li att the Fair:

Wben Kwang Seu, brother of the Sun and Moon and Emperor of
Cathay, betis great Chang on a roving commission, lie could scarcely
have aflticiIpatecI the royal recetionlie was to meet froin the Pale-
faced Barbarhins. lu Ontario,Niga Falls and the Toronto Exhi-
b'tien of Arts, Agriculture and Amusements delighted him. At this

fair the smiling mandarin was carried about in orthodox fashion in bis
chlair, and rnany notables were introduiced to himi by Sir Henry Joly,
representativ of tbe Dominiion. Eacb ini turti was asked, ibrougli
«L0 Feng Lub the interpreter, the niow famous question, How oid are
Yon ? Tbe railway train witb ]lis Excellency's parrots, coffin and bag-
gage waited while thc visit proceeded. It was bere announced tbat
lier Majesîy had conferred Knigltbood upon Li.

r.

Kwang _Su the Gr-eat, as He sat in state,
Said, "Li you're commissioned by Me

.J' th e land of the Pale-faces go,
Sec theiu snmoke, eat tbeir rice,
And bow they drink tbeir tea,
110w tbe Pl'ae faces drink tîteir tea."

Li Hung Cbang, ambassador of Kwaig,
To the lands far beyond the Yellow Sea.

il.

Sir Lj Hung Cbang, that " grand old man,"
Fromo Chinla tben causle lie,
Wstb bis yellow silk blouse
And bis black pig-tail queuie,
Tbat reaclied down to bis knee,
FrontI bis sbaven pull down to bis knee.

Li Hong Chang, yellow mandarin,
In silk and satin robed, fair to see.

Ili.

Witb a million of ),en and tbree score nuen
Ail waiting on Chang, bis tea
To stir, bis pipe to fil,
Wbh0 wouldl not lie Cliang 1
Celestial of bigli degree;
.Earl, Kniglit and K.C.B

Li Hong Cbang-migbty mandarin,
Earl, Kniglit and K.C.B.

l V.

le Viewed our fair fruins lus Sedan chair,
A wbiff from bis pipe puffed lie,
Then Mnost cbild-like and land,'
iRe F3m1iled, sbook eacb hand

« And asked, "l low old mnay you be."
?Pray tell me how 01(1 may you be "

Li Hung Chang, th,- grand old man,
Said, pi-av tell me bow old inay Yeu lie.

Sir JOIY came, in thse Governors mnme,
And saamfed low did lie,
Wi8e Lu Feug Luli, in gownl of blue,
8tuud by, chum-chinned to ail,
And merrnily Cbang lauglied lie
With Sir Joly andl Lui langlied lie.

LiHRang Chang~, the jolly mandarin,
Witb Si- Joly -ani Lobh lauglied lie.

(ýywas tble crow(1 of the coffin and sbîrol(
bbh laggage car ne'er thouglit we,
el' the great mandarin

81"" tbe eleplianîs dlance, ani the b)allet advance
:Il This beats Cbee -Fou Joss liorise," said lie.

O)ld Confucius ain't in it," said lie.

Li liIgCiagswte pmettY girls (lance,
8d,"Lob, ask îluen how 0111 they mnay lie."

Ther 18 omeîîîimg, 1 ween, of tbat stonny sheen
4ht nie'er forgot wilî lie

An
We, "0 God.speel to tihe Flowery Land,

w ande to the great Cliiioce,Great C IlAm revoir mttay it, be,'A nd ra ang, II Ait revoit- m ay it le."

Býut Li Rang Chang, e'er you retnrn tO Kwanig,
Pray tellIllue how old mnay yon lie.
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The international Critical Comrnrneitai-y.

T H1E WEEK bas already published reviews of the indi-
vidual works in ibis great Commentary, which have

so far appeared, f rom wbich readers will have derived some
idea of the design of its editors, and of the very tborougbl
way in which it bas been executed. The objeet of the pres.
ent article is to point out the significance for theoloical
studies of sucbi an enterprise, and to inquire what may bie
its influence in the sphere of practical Christian life and
labour, for no thoughtful person doubts that movements of
tbougbt have sooner or later their outcome in action.

IlThe International Critical Comrnentary " on thse Hoiy
Scriptures is near akin to the International Theological
Library, inasmuch as both issue from the saine publishing
house, that of Messrs. T. & T. Clark, of Edinburgh, both
have the samne general design, and Prof. Briggs is one 'of the
general editors of botb the Library and the Commentary.
Whilst the Comuiertary is limited -to the books of lloly
Scripture, the Library seeks to cover the whole field of
tbeology. The latter will include twelve volumes of about
five hundred pages each, of wbichi four excellent volumes
biave appeared, viz., IlDewer's Introduction to the Literature
of the Old Testament," Bruce's IlApologetics," Smytb's
"lChristian Ethics " and Fisber's IllHistory of Christian Doc-
trine." The following quotation from the Editors' Preface
sufficiently indicates the method and spirit of tbis great
underta-king : IlTheology bas made great and rapid advances
in recent years. New lines of investigation have been
opened up, fresli ligbt lias been cast upon mnany subjects of
the deepest interest, and the historical niethod bas been
applied witb important results. This has prepared the way
for a library of Theological Science, and bias created a deniand
for it. lt bas aiso made it at once opportune and practicable
now to secure the services of specialists ini the different
departments of îlîeology, and to associate them in an enter-
prise wbichi will furnish a record of theological inquiry up to
date."

Turning now to the Commientary, our attention is ait
once arrested by the word "lcritical." It is to be a critical
commentary, by wbicb the editors do flot inean that they
are committed to any particular tbeory, but that the com-
mentaries Ilwill be based upon a thorough critical. sttudv of
the original texts of the Bible, and upon critical metbods of
interpretation." We are able, however, partly f rom the
study of the volumes already published, and partly f rom the
antecedent knowledge of the various authors, to describe
somne of tbe critical positions adopted. The Old Testa-
ment, as was only to be expected, will present resuits
more radically different from tbe older views than the n)ew.
Professors Driver and Cheyne on Deuteronomy *nd Genesis
will give no uncertain sound. Drs. Moore, Briggs, David-
son, G. Adam Smith, H. P. Snmith, Harper, Toy, Kennedy,
and Davidson, are aIl decided adlierents of tbe modern cmiii-
cal school of Old Testament study. We shallilsemefore have
a complete commentary of the Old Testament wriîten bv
scholars miainiy of one scisool. We are not of those who
expect that the general results of either Pentateuchal criti.
cism or that of the Psalms, Jsaiab and Daniel will ever be
reversed, but even if tbey were it would bc a gain to bave
such a Commentary as ibis f rom whicb students may learn
what really are the results of tbe critical study of the Old
Testament. On the wbole the ecclesiastical. press bias received
witb marked couriesy, and in many cases witb cor-
dial approva], the volumes already publislied, a fact whicb
indicates a general opinion that Old Testament criticism in
the preseni state of our knowledge bias fairly established
itself, and cin only be disturbed by newv liglit fromn the
monuments or elsewbere.

ln the New Testament tbe application of critical
metbods bas bad since the collapse of tbe Tubitigen scbool no
such startling, mesoîts. It is true that ibere is a consider-
able number of scbolars in Germany and elsewbere, wbo are
dubious of tbe genuineness of some of St. Paul's Epistles, of
tbe autbenticity of tbe Acts, or wbo split up the Apocalypse
mbt ahmosi as mnany parts as the Hexateuch, but tiiese
opinions bave not met witb favour amnongst Englisîs critica)l
New Testament scbolars, sucb as Sanday and ltamsay, men
wbo are eininently îrustworthy on tbe score of botb scbolar-
sbip and impa 'rtîality. in general it may be said that the
Greek text of Westcott and Hlon will be adopted, but we
do not anticipate that the traditional autborsbip of any of
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