
432 RNOX COLL1EGE MONTHTJY.

mii throngh G-od's appoiintedl meimis? 'WTat is it dloiig Vo
mnaie, more efficient the proclamation of the G-'ospel ?

APrbyterians w~e would be very fi.r from udrsi
inatimng the e'duîvatuzgaund edif;yi7i function of the v(ariolis
Christian gecis but nie-%ertheless,. iu the li 'ght of eternity
the com-n -e. i of simers is of more urgent importance
(huim anly speakingc) than anything else,-than their edifi(a-
tioni, importanit as that inay be. Tlhe evaniigelica'l pulpit is
the focal point at which ail Christian agencies on the huinan
side corvergye. Its eflicieney is the cominon end this side of
the Glory of God for whieh ail theological discipline anici aill
Christian work exist.

Our inquiry, therefore, resolves itself into Vhs :What is
the worth of the Veac-t.hingcs of HEigrher Criticism -uo the evan-
gelical preacher? In what -a>y will these teachigs inake
hlm more able Vo unifold the gracions plan of ]-flio, ore
persuiasive in beseeching the sinner in Christ's stead, more
prevailing with Godl iu prcayer, more Christ-like iii bis ex-
ample-lu short, more usefuil as a, servant of Godl iii the
preachiing of the Gospel ?

Or Vo take ain explicit exainple-If the evangelical
preacher accepts the Higher Critical position, c. g7., as Vo
the date and composition of, we miay sa;y, the Eaerlier Books
of the OId Testamient, how vviII iV effect bis usefulness ais at
herald of salvation ? If lie accepts the Critical theory (and.
I state it aCs now most generally accepte d; if inidi Vidual
eritics differ they are not included here) that of the earlier
books which pretend Vo grive a,.n account of events in the
time of 'Moses (about 1,500 B. C.), none are either by 'Moses
or from bis time, that with the exception of the Decalogue
(-as revised by the Higlier Criticism), and perhaps a, fe-w
early fragments and songs, we have nothing w'hieh Nva-s
written earlier than the two doc7umienits of the Vwo unhis-
toricals, viz., J. and E., J. ha;vingr been written about
850-1800 B3. C., and E. about 750 B. C., though of course
there are srnall variations of fifty or one hundredl years
amongr the critics themselves, and many of themn as Seihrader,
].einss and Dillnann reverse the order and place B. aboutî a
eentuzry earlier tha.ýtn J.

Then ît littie laVer these two documents, with many
d-ippiiugs and insertions, were pieeed togrether by another
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