M

74 THE CANADA PRESBYTERIAN,

PROFESSOR SMITH'S CASE.

younelf to be the author, to the said Free Presbytery
DRAFT F'ORM OF [IBFL.

1cd§ed with the foregoing narrative, while all theee books contain
of Abenleen, at its meeting held there on the twelfth day of es strikingly akin to parts ofthe Pentateuch and Jashua
April, cighteen hundred and seventy-seven ; which asticles, | {cf , r example the book of Deuteronomy, with Josh xwifi ;
or one ot athet of them, respecuvely contain an avowal, de- [ Sam_ xii.; ¢ Kings viit.); such phenometia not cnly prove
clamtion, ur statement and promufgation of the abore de- | the futility of any attempt to base a theory of authorship on
scribed opimions ; or ane or other of them mgecﬁvely; | the present division into bouks, but suggest that the history
g
unity by an edstoe.”

more particulasly and without prejudice to the said general- | as we have it is not one narrative carried on from sge to age
| Swunde You, the sad Mr. Willlam Robertson Smith,

“Mr. Wilhiam Koberison Sunth, Professor of Oriental !
Languages and Exegesis of the Old Testament at Aberdeen,
{ou are indicted and accused, at the instanc. of the Free !

’resbytery of Abendeens—

**That whereas the publishing and promulgating of opin-
ions which subrert the doctrine of the immediate inspiration,
wfallible truth, and dinine suthonty of the Haly Scriptures,
urany part or pasts theieof, ns set forth in the Senptores

by successive editiuns, but a fuston of several narratives which

ty .
Y, Primo—Yan, the sard Me. William Robertson Smith, in | partly covered the same ground, and were combined into

the aforesaid wurk enutled Encyrlopedia Britannica, and at
j pase 6383, article *Bible,’ wrote ns follows, videliore *—* 1€
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inne ot doctrines *heren set forth @ or utherwise the publish

tig and promalganng of opinions which are 1 themselves of
a 3angcmua and unsentling tendency:, in their bearing on the
doctnne of the immediate msprration, infaflible truth, and
dinine anthunty of the Holy Scriptures, or any part or parts
thereof, as set forth i the Scnptures themselves and in the

{)cann on any other doctrine
ur doctrines therein set forth, is an offence of a heinous na.
ture, espeaally an a Professor of Divinsty, and calls for such
censure ur judical sentence as may be found adequate ; and

Counfessiun of Fauth, or in thesr

mure particalarly :—

* Primo—Albeit the opinion that the Aaronic priesthood, !
and at least a great part of the laws and ordinances of the
Lewitical system, were not divinely instituted in the time of
rts of Fxodus. Leviticus, and
been then insti-

Moses, and that those large
Numbers (which represent them as havin,

the name of Lod, presented in dmamatic form instructions

inspired watings tothe level of uninspred, by entirely ignor-
ing their dimne authorshup, and by representing the sacred
witers as taking freedoms and commutting errors like other
authurs ; as gaving cxplanations thal were unnecessary and
incorrect ; as puting hctitious speeches into the months of
therr histoneal chanaciers; as giving infercaces of their own
for facts ; as descnuintg arrangements as made use of in their
complete form at a certain time which were not completed
t.ll long aftensards ; and as wnting under the infisence of
party spaint and for party purposes.

¢ Quarto—Albeu the presentation of opinions which dis-
credit the asthennaty and canonical standing of books of
Scripture, either by imputing to them a fictitious character;
by attnbating 1o them what 1s disparaging : or by stating
discrediting opinions of others, witbout any indication of dis-
sent therefrom.

¢ @uinto—Albent the opinion that the postion of Seriptute
knowa as Cantucles, alihongh included ameng the bools
which 1n the Loafessicn of Faith are declared ts have been
immediately inspired by God, 1s devoid of any spinitesl sig-
mficance, oaly presents a high exsmple of virtue ina b~
truthed maiden, withozt any recogminan of the Diviae law,
and that its delction from the Canop was pravidentialiy pre
venied by the prejudice 1n faver of an allegorical interpreta-
tion, to the ¢ that “‘from verse to verss the song ol

forth the history of a spintuxl, and not mesely of an carthly |

love."

** Sexto—Albat opintonas which contradict o1 ignore testi- :
moay mven in the Old Testament, and also by our Tord and | d

Hus Apostles in the New Testament. to the authorship of
0.d Testament Senptares, upon which acthorship most mo-
mzatuus teaching was sometimes based

¢ Sepiczo—Albest opinions which disparage prophecy by
represcating its predictions as ansing merely from so-called
spnteal insight, based on the certainy of God's rightcous
prarpose, and sstuch exclude prediction o the sease of disect
sapernataral sevelation of events lang posterior to the pro-
phet’s o¥n age.

** Ovteve—Albeit the opirson that belisf in the superhumsn

; mwural attnbotes, was not 3 fianished, but 2 growing system, | isflosnces, whicharehisown.  Inpanicalar—1. His explan-
reality of the angeiic beings of the Ritde is mattes of assump- | not finall; embodied 1n aathontative documents, but propa- | aton of verbal and matenaldifaceilies must be critically con-
tion rather than of direct teaching + and that angels are en- | gated maundy by direct personsl efforts. At the same ume { sidered.  Thes, even Keil admits an ervor in 2 Chron. x=.
duwed with special goodness and inaght znalagoas to human | these personal cfforts were accompanied and supported by | 36-37, where the Tarshish ships, that is, ships fit for 2 long
quakitics appewrs 23 2 popelas assumplion, Dot as a doctrine § the grdual nse of a sacred literature. Thoegh the priestly | voyage, which Jehoshapbat boilt in the RASSSa {3 Rirgs
of revelation. ordinances were mamly publihed by oral decisions of the | xxiw 48), arc explaaed s ships vojaging to Tastessus, in

** Alteit that 2l these opinions, or ane or other, part oz E:r;cszs. which are, 1 fact, what is cszally meant by the word | Spam.,  Such criticisn is especialiy necessary where remarks
parts thereof, do sabrert the doctrise of the immediate in- (Torzh), 10 wntings carhier than the captivity, thare can | arc introduced tending 10 explain away the differences in e
sjnratioz, 1afaihble troth, and dimize acthority of the Holy | bc 20 reasonabble doubt that the priests wntten | lijons observances between early times and the periad of the
Sanprures, as set forth in the Senpterss themselves and in | legal collections of greater or less extent frow the timoe of | chromcler. Thzs, m 1 Chron. xxi. 28 ;g 202ty
the Coafession of Faith asaforesud, and other doctrine or § Moses downwarde.

doctnines theresn sot fosth ; or otherwise, are in thomaselres
ot a dangerous and snseitling fendency in their beariag on
the doctrine of the immediate insprration, inkliible truth, and
d sme axthonity of the Holy Scriptares, as $et forth w the
Scriptures themselves and in the Confession of Faith as
aforssand, o7 30 thewr beanng on cther doctrine o1 doctrines
therein set forth.

**Yet, trac it is, and of verity, that yon, the said Mr.
William Robertson Smith, hold, and have promcipzted
ojuzicas, all of which, or onc or other, part or pasts thacof,
are cither of sach 2 natare, or of such a tendency, as is above
expressed 3 and have avowed, poblished, and diseminated
the szme, o5 oae oF other, part or pasts thereof, mall or soms
of the articlzs or wntings, in the books or ptbhications wades-
saeationed, written by you 2ad with your consent pablished
o the werld, sidrfcrs: articles * Angel,* *Bible,” *Casticles,’
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said to centre (n the

than Devcionomy. Theanswerto this
wholly un archxological inquines, for

nests and Levites ; Deuteronomy re
cast possible pnests. Round thus
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till the time of Josiah, and was not dreamed of by Samuel
b tuted by God) were inserted in the inspired recards lang after | from Ezeliel xliv,, that before the exile the strict hierarchial | and Ehjah, we have alteady seen.  The Deuteronomic law
Y the death of Moses. law was not in furce, apparently never had been in force. | is familiar to Jeremuah, the younger contemporary of Josiah,
K’ “ Saundo—Albent the opimon that the book of inspired : But can we suppose that the very idea of such 3 hierarchy is | but is referted to L7 no prophet ot earlier date.  And the
i Scupture called Deuterosoryy, which is professedly an his- | the latest puint of hinurgical development ?  1f so, the Levit | whole theological standpoint of the book agrees exactly with
‘j ' toncal recurd, does not possess that character, but wasmade | ical element s the Jatest thing :n the Pentateuch, or, in truth, 1 the period of prophetic ite ature, and gves the highest and
N to assume st by a wnter of 2 much later age. who therein, in  in the hisivncal senes to which the Pentatench belongs ; or, | wost spinteal view of the law, to which our Lord himself
il ' un the oppusite view, the hierarchic theory existed as a legal | directly attaches tus teacting, and which cannot be placed
B and laws as procceding from the mouth of Mases, thaugh ! programme long before the exile, though it was fully camed | at the {qinmng of the theocratic development without nak-
1 these never were, 2nd never could have been uttered by him ! out aaly after Ezra. As all the more efabarase symbolic ob- | ing the whole history uninteliymble.  i"=yond doubt the book
’  Tertio~Albent opimons which lower the character of !

| servances of the nteal law are bound ¢

est im ce for the theol

 as well as for the literary bis
tory of the Old Testament:

!
{

carliest days of the theocracy. ¢

al conception, is alone true to hustory, depends upon 2 vari-
=ty of argaments which cannot here be

- . e - e -

growth Junng ihe whole prophetic penod became manifest
as soon as the laws of grammanco-historical exepesis were
fairly apphied to the Hebrew Scriptures.  That the sacred
X ordinances were subject tv vanatioas was less readily 2dmit-
ted, beexuse the admission 1avolved a change of view 23 to
the autharship of the Peatateuch ; baot here also the facts as
ecisive. But perhaps the clearest proof that des-
ing the period of prophetic :mnsparation there was no doctrine
| of finaluy wuh to niuallaw any more than with regard

to religious :deas and doctanes, hies 1o the last chaplers of

i Ezekidd, which sketch at the very ema of the eaptivity an oat-

linc of sacred ordinznces for the futare restemation From
these and  sumilar faets, 1t follows indisputably that the trme
and sprriteal relymon which the prophets and like-minded
prie:ds mamtaned at once apainst heathenism and agzinst un-
spirivzal worshsp of Jehovah as a2 mere national dety with

Agun, the examplr of Ezxckicl, and the
obmozs fact that the law bouk focnd at the tims of Josab
coxtained provistoas which were no?, ap to that time, an ac-
knowleded part of the Iaw of the wakes it probabie
that lzpal prowmoas, which the prophets and their prisstly
allics {elt to be necessary for the mamntenaner of the truth,
were often embodied o lepulalive programmes, by which
prevaoss legal tradition was gradeally modifed.™  Asalsoat
P- 633b:~—** Previons reforraers had been statestnen of pro-
phets.  Exra 15 ascnbe, who comes to Jerasa’em anmed, bot
with a fresh frozm the Lord, but with *the book of
the Iaw of Moses.”  This lax book w=s the Peatatench, and
the poblic recogrution of 3t as the role of the th w2t
the ration that the relifions ondimances of 1 kad
ceased 10 adwit of devclopment =nd the &oxt step towards
the substituuon of 2 cexas orasthoritative collection of Scrip-
tares for the hivinp gmidanee of the

then the Deutervnomic legislation s not easlier than the pro-
themselves and in the Lonlession of Fanb, or any otherdoc- | phetic periud f the eighth and seventh centunes, and, accon!-
ingly, is subseyaent to the clements of the Pentateuchal history
kidx we hae seen to be known to Hoses, it is plain that
the chrunulogy of the composition of the Pentateuch may be
uestion whether the Levitico- Elohistic

document, whih embraces most of the laws in Leviticus,
with larpe parts of Exodus and Numbers, 1s carlier or later
leion tuns almost
there is, perhaps, no
uste conclusive reference to the Elohistic records in the
‘rophets befure the exile, ar in Deuteronomy itself.  And
here ariscs the great dispute whach divides critics, and makes
our whole construction of the ongin of the historical books
uncertain. The Leviucal laws give a gradiuated hierarchy of
s all YLevites as at
iffierence, and points
allied to ¢, the whole discussion turms.  We know, mainly

wit « the hierarchial
' ordinances, the solution of the problem has issues of the great-

As also in the same article,
‘Bible,” pp. 633b. 63532.:—*A just insight into the work of
the prophetic pasty mm Israel was long rendered difficult by
traditivnal prejudices. U2 the one hand, the predictive ele-
ment 1o prophecy recaived undoe prominence, and withdrew
attenuon from the inflsence of the prophets on the religivus
life of their own time ; while, on the other hand, it was as-
sumed, in accordance with Jewish notioas, that all the ordi.
nances, and almos?, if not quite, alf the doctrines of the Jew-
ish Church in the post-canomeal period, existed from the
phets, thesefore,
were cuncaived pantly as wnspired  preachers of old truths,
partly as predicting fatare events, but not as leaders of a great
deveiopment, 1n whichk the relynous ordinances as well as the
rehipiots beliefs of the oid covenant advanced from 3 relative-
1y crude and impetfect 1o a relatively mature and adeqeate
formm.  The proof that ths latier vaew, and not the tradition-

reprodaced. That
the rehigivus adeas of the Old Testament were in a state of

. em em -

| in the aforesaid article ** Bible,” and at page 637b., wrote a5
! follows, videficet, —**Now the book of Lenteronomy presents
t 2 quite distinct type of style which, as has been already men
tioned, recurs, from time to fime, tn passages of the later
bouks, and that n such a conncction as to supgest to many
eritics, since Graf, the idea that the Deuteronomic hand 1s
the hand of the last editor of the whole history frém Genesis
to Kiegs, or, at least, of the non-Levitical parts thereof
This conclusion 1s aot stnngent, for a good deal may be said
in favor of the view that the Deuteronomic style, which is
very capable of sunitation, was adopted by writers of different
riods.  But even so, it is difficult to suppose that the legis-
ative part of Deuteronomy 1s asold as Moses.  If the law of
the kingd>m 1n Deuteronomy xviL was knownio the time of
the Judges, it is imposuble to comprehend Judges viii. 23,
and above all 1 Samuel vi. 7. That the 1avw of high places
given in this part of the Pentateuch was not acknowledged

is. as already hiated, a propheticlegisiative propramme ; and
if the aathos puts his work 1n the mouth of Moses, instead of
- | giving it, witg Ezekiel, a ditectly prophetic form, he did so
not in pious fravd, but sumply because his object was not to
give 2 new law, bat to expound and develop Mosaic prindi-
ples in relation to new deeds.  And as ancient writers are
not accustemed to disunguish hustoneal data from historical
deductivns, he naturally presents his views in dramatic form
in the mouth of Moses.™  Asalso in yuursaid * Remarks on
memorandum of the Sub-Commitiee oa the article Bible,”
p. 20. —*\Vhen my position s thus discriminated feam the
theanes of those who, hke Kuenen, nseribe the ocigin of
Deuteronumy to a prous frand, I do not think that it will be
found to involve any more se10as innovation in oar concep-
tion of the method of zevelation than this, that the written
secord of the revelation of God's wall which is necessary unto
salvation mnakes use of certamn forms of literary presentation
which have always been thought legitimate in ordinary com-
position, but which were not zlways anderstood to be used in
the Bible.” As also at p. 27:~—~*1tis asked whether ons
Y.ord does ot bear witness to the Mosaic aathorship of Dea.
teronomy.  1f this were so, [ should feel myselfto be on very
dangerocs and antenable groznd.  But it appears to me that
onl{ a very stramned exegeus can draw any iaference of
authowship from the recorded words of our Savioar.”
Tertso.~You, the sud Mr. Willkm Robertson Smith, in
the article ** Lhronicles,” **Eancyclopeedia Britannica," pp.
705b. -7092., wrote as follows, s=deficet"—* Tt scems safe to
cor.clude witn Ewald, Bertbean, and other cantious «ritics,
that there 15 no foandaton for the accasation that the chron-
icler invented hutory 1o the interest of kis tic and
practical purposss.  But on the otber hand, it is not 1o be
doubted that 1a shaping bis namative he allowed himself the
samy frecdoms as were takea by other andent historians, and
even by early coppsts; and st is the business of historical
crit:asm to form a clear conception of the natare and limits
of *hese freedoms with a view to distinguish in individas)
passages betweza the facts denved by the chroaicles from bix
wntlen sourees and the hiterary additions, explanations, and

aa

ts miven of the reasons which led David 1o sacrifice on the
threshmg fioor of Oman instezd of going to the brazen altar
at Gibeon.  Bat 1215 certain that at the time of David the
grmcxp!c of z single altzr was not acknowledged, ard there.
m '*;‘mv.gzmqﬁroc}l Inxh s 15, 3-¢,
i 2ppears anly as the chief of many bigh places, aad it
is dihcalt 10 aveid the conclasion that 3:: m:z bas
nmp}{:iafczmd from the importance of this that it
mzst have 2 speaal legitimation whish cocld oaly
coasist 1a the prescace of the old brzzen altaz. 20 A extan
{reedom of litarary form was always allowed to ancieat his.
tonans, and need not aayone who docy not epply &
alse sza:;'laxd ::dtb: :u.-x:rlivc. To ﬁ” head bel -
pecsally the satrodoction of es, like that of Atipsh in
2 Chro, xiu. The M‘ﬁfmb‘ a free co:xpg;'huon
and woold be 50 understood

by the anthor's con rics.

: : ic voice.” As | By soch Eterary devices the anther was cnabled to point a
and *‘Chronicles,” 1 the amth edition of the Exgrlepeds | also at p. 655b.:—* Hzt in ats present shape the Peotztench | lessoa without @iesvapling the thread of bis azwativg by re
Brifasmea. also anikle * The Sixteenth Psalm,’ 10 72e £x- | s aly s t 10 1he occrpation, for it e

Asser, number XX11I., Novembder, 1876 and article *The

3on of Prophecy 1a the Critical Schools of the Conti-
nent,’ in Srtish Quarierly Reses, Aped, 1870: also ‘Re-
marks® by Professor T, R. Smith o a memosandum of the
sub-commitiee ox the article *Bibie’ 1 the Exgelepdia
Dritaewica, peblished ia the Coll Committee’s

graphical names whica atose after thar time (Hebron, Dan),
refers 1o the conquest as slready accomplishad (Deat. &, 12
of; Nom. xv. 33; Gen. xii. 6), and cvea presupposes the
castenee of 2 kinpikap in Isracl {Gen. xooxvii 31}~ And with
thu ixa:j:mcs that thoagh these wre marked diScrences of
Byle and language

fiecions of i own.  Simalar renarks apply to the ia
1 Chroa. xvi., which is made up ofextracts from Palms ov.,
xcvi, 6. A msave o pocalar to the chremider among
Old Testament wniem. and whick ment be arcflly taken
sto accoant by the historical eritie, is that of piving statit.
ucal informatonin anamative fomm. Am&&nm

: : ] withia the book of Joshua, cach st Je finds § application of the s2me principle seems to Ee ia tae accoent
the General Assemdly, which icaticas being o be wsed | il countespant in some sectiom of the Pestalcuch.  In the o?fgc inntitotions of Levitical service which is introdaced in
ix; mme qub;ganm are } o 1o the hands of the ?lak mwmw boohoundr: £nd quite similar boo?: mﬂ& jon with g:: trznsference of the ark 1o Jorsalem .?‘
o ~17, that 3ou may Zave an ttuzity of see- rhapters e cannot be 210G from the of | David. The authos it not coacerned to distinpuish the grad.
inz the same; o}whid: articles you have jocicially acknow- S:m:l,mand the exslier chapers of Kings sre obviocsiy one : etion anisd St

IS ===

wal s2eps by which the Levitical orpanization attained hs fall
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