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Old Testament. No one now for example puts the gospcla in the second
Century as %vas dune by many twenty-five years ago. The Johannine author-
ship of the fourth gospel, ten years ago almost scornfully denied, is to-day
pretty well set at resf. One of the most confident conclusions of criticismi
lias been the early date of the Apocalypse before the destruction of jerus-
alemn instead of at the close of the first century-a conclusion ail the more
remarkable and apparently ail the more trustworthy, beeause it lias been su
unusual for criticism to antedate any of the books. In a recent article in the
Encyclopaýdia Britannica, Harnack, une of the most prominent Gernian
scholars of the day, returns tu the old view in a somnewbat nioditied forai.
Dr. Milligan, iii the Baird lecture for 1886, accepts the old view without
modification, and ably defends it. Many of us niay yet live to see the day
when the Pastoral Episties wiil be universally acknowledged as Pauline and
.Muses re-instated as the authur of the Pentateuch. Meantime conservativ'e
thinkers niay patiently wait for fuller vindication in view of these partial con-

firm~ations of their general position. It is one of the certainties that ver>
miuch of modern criticisn lias been rash and its resuits untenable.

White adhiering tu conservative views, we niay frankly own, liowevtr,
that.Biblical science owes very inuch indeed to the labours of xnany whose

views are now everywhere abandoned. If they bave been lacking in~
caution and sornetinies even ini reverence, they have flot been wanting cithler
in enthusiasmi or acuteness. They have called attention to, the literary
characteristics and individual peculiauities of the sacred writings in such a
way as t, niake us study themn with a new interest. Tn*ey have led us back
of the writings themnselves ta, the sources froni whicb they were often drawn,
and ta, the movements from which they sprang, solas ta make thein mort
really human to us, though flot on that account the less divine. They have

taught us to, interpret theai as literary productions rather than as lagical

formularies in which every word hias a dogmatie or polemic point protruding
(rom it. They have helped us ta read these books with the eyes ot
conteraporaries for whom they were primarily intended, rather than with

clurnsy seventcenth century spectacles, which, white better than nen, nmade
every abject in turn unduly large and threw it out of proportion. They

have delivered us froni a good many conventional fictions and brouglit us
nearer ta the simplicity and naturalness of Scripture truth. Thanks tu tîjean
we no longer look at the Bible as a series of Chinese pictures, analytically


