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Are flot mnl mon to-day acceptlag
tbe new vieW tradttionaliy, acceptung lt
and praimiflg st not because cxamined
and iaund true, but because t le supposed
ubat great Hebraists competent ta îudgo
bave declded the matter beyoud dispute ?
As Audrew Lang bas fineiy said" There are
many wba disheliove la authority, but do
beltv8 In autharities."

i or mysoli i aiways bat<.h suspiGiousiy
a pe~aiîst witb a thcary.

But bore the mlghty hand af the specili
ist ts raised and waves us ardinary mnisters
oùt he graund aitagether. We are told that
ne can enter bore bu& the speu.aiist, the

IHebralst, the critic. Tbcy wauld have us
belueve that these men by educatian and
traiig have deveioped a klad of suporna
turai sense for disccraing documents and
tracung fragments ai ilerature and that
without ihis aur îudgmcnts are vain.

1 want ta stand bore wlxb the rest ai my
bretbrcn and refuse ta ho su majcsticaiiy
dismssed. We cannat, lu s truc, ail bo
speclailsus in inguusics O a -stylistics."
Wo bavceflot tîme far this; but we may wth
moderato diligence leara enaugh ta bo able

ita appreclate tbe argument ai the specialilt.
We may not be able ta do wbat a Kueaen,

Ia Weilbausen, ar a Rabertson Smth bas
donc in llngulstic and critical examination
af Oid Testament lterature. Ta these mcn
witb thonr vast learung the wik they have
gone tbrougb bas been mast laboaus, and
the procese afi nvestigation tediaus and paia-
fa]. We may nat be able even ta failaw
tbem in ail their minutix. But aow that
tbe resuits of their great labours are before
us, wth moderato learning and good sense I
claim we cati estimato tbe vatue ai these
rebuts ; but further, and what Is af mare
importance, wth ail the tacts befare us I
thinkwe can camte ta saine conclusion as ta
the validity af their underling hypothesis.

And farther stili,onat anly we Christian
ministers, but the Intelligent members af aur
charches must came ta a conclusion on this
tbeory, for, Is it not evîdent, that whatever
view prevails lt must heoanc that will com-
mend ltself ta the good judgment af ail re.
fiectlng Obrlstian peope ? The critlcs dis-
claim the judgment af the people an tbe r
work. I bave indicated a sense la whlch
they are riglit la this. Bat, Il their Bible
heoane for speccalists oaly ta interpret, and
not ta be put into tbe bands af the common
people, tbev takre a Jcaf out of the Romaist's
book la holding that the laity cannat read
and ltorpret the Bible for themseives.

Now I wauid like ta put my finger an
the spot where 1 tblnk a real danger lurks
la Higher Criticism.

Trutb should not ho, and Is nat, in danger
framt the Iigher Criticism that takes the
literature of the Old Testament as it stands
and submits it ta z thoraugh-going iterary
analysis. This shouid and must serve the
Iterests ai truth, and we must nover (argot
that the truth whatever It Is wlli yieid a bot-
ter moral resuit thon any lie ar aay errar
howover sacred.

But there is danger ta the truth when at-
tompts are made ta use this analysis as
a hasis for a pureiy naturaiistic deveiapment
ai Bible histary, with au apparent deterrrdna-
tian ta stretch the tacts of the Bible an the
Procrustean bcd cf sucb a theory. It Is
wanderful how even the fairest of the mon
wbo hoid Ibis theory will say ta us IlIt fý
perfectiy clear " canccrning some conclusion
needful far their tbeory, when the ciearness
s flot apparent, and will strikeouot a passage
ai Scripture as an interpolation wlth bat lit-
tic reasan if it stands ia the way oi tht.r
theory.

It must be, fuiiy admIttod that there are
difficulties in the way af t1ie usuaiiy accept-
ed theory. There aiways have been somo
apparent objectians. The critics bave raised
many more. Theso objections af the critics
must ho acknowledged and met as far as
possible ; such abjections, for exampie, as
the folaowing :-the minute rituai la a desert
legislation ; the absence af aay record of
the observance afthue Masaic lau' from tÉe
entrance into Canaan ta the ti mes ai the

carlier kîngs ; the loito date ai a centrai
place ai warsip ; tho anachronisms and
contradictions whlch they point out la the
Oid testament narratives , variations and
peculuaities af style la books by the sûme
reputed author.

But, whist ne atknawledge uheso difi-
culies, we tblnic ubat the duificuties beset-
tung the modern thoary are very much gteat
er. Same af these dlffàliu.'tes and iacanslst-
enclos 1Ishali pracced ta paint out and state
some reasans wby the non theary shauld
nat be substited far theolad.

isu. We can pres the naturaînees and
simplicity ai tbe traditional vian as agaînât
a vlow ai the Scriptures that le complex and
domlnated Ly a thcary, namciy, the theory
that the recards nere tramed for the purpose
of establishinR a pricstly -ode and consolida -
tiog prlestly authamlty.

zod. We want iurther light an the great
literary phenomenan ai their composition
accardiag ta the critical theory , -samne ex
plonatian ai haw such a vast mass ai e-
wrtcn histary and fabrIcated legllatlon
cauld becmarwdcd Inta the poriad af the
exile. The ingenuity af the modern schooi
ai critics s unquestlonably vory great, but
t is nothirÀg ta the lngenuity and marveilous

Inveativeness they ascribe ta tbe schaol ai
Ezra.

Take a single point. Accordiog ta the
critîcs perhaps a score ai wrters, or more,
were engagod la bring the Pcntoteuch and
the histories Into their presenit shape. Han
cames It thon that writers, wilng ai tîmes
say 8oa vears ln the past, makrefia mistakes
un thoîr descrip.ions ai topogrophy or af the
habits and customs af thetitmes ai whlch
thoy write ? lu Is a litemory miracle.

3rd. Agaîn, as against their supposition
ai the nan-literamy charocter of the Mosaic
age wc go ta Tell-el-Amatna and hehoid the
bricks are there unto thîs day that tel1.Os of
the wonderful iterary activlty in Egypt ho-
fare the Exodus. Indeed archeoiagy Is or-
roying a logic ai tacts that will apparentiy
tumble dowa very much a. the fabrlc erectod
an criticai Intuition.

Not oaiy nos Egypt, the land framn which
tht Israeliies went out, a llterary land, but
there Is abondant evidonce ta show thot ihis
was truc af the land ta whIcb they wont;
that rcadlag and writiag nere weli known ta
tbe Canoanites ; that Kirjath-Sepher, or
Book Town, was no anochronism. lu was
thoefore quie possible for M oses ta have
wittea, ln the main, what nas ascrlbed ta
bim, and quite probable that ho dld have
much more ta do with the composition ai
the Pentateuch thon ovon moderato critics
contoad for, and quite probable thot the
hlstoric records date much iarther back thon
crltlcs at present allaw.

It doos flot seem ta me ta bc camman
sonso ta reduce the legisiatian af Masos toaa
feu' primai prîncipies and a few covenant
obligations. Maose altogethor tao large
a figure ta ho crushed Imua such a small
space.

But ne should have it cleariy understaad
uhat we coutend for tht Masaic legislatlon
rather than for the Masaic authorshlp.
That authorship, honever, la a iarm better
defined wiill li!cly stand. Theso records
have an them an hanest face, and we wont
good proaf If they are charged with iraud.
The real point, however, ta be determin-
cd le this : I the histary truc ?

4th. Again, ne can bring the twa
thearies tagether an common graund. NVe
can test them as explanatians ai admittcd

tacts, and ask which Is the btter ? which 15
the mare rationai ?

Now the critics admît Hosea and Amas
ta bo genuine wriulngs af their time-75o ho-
fore Christ. At thot time, taa, they ac-
knowiedged the existence of the Covenant
Code; the starles ai Elijah and Elisha ; the
starios of the patriarche ; Judgcs and Soam-
u-1. (less additions).

Now these writings as lteature have ta
bo accounted for. The critics, according ta
their thory, have ta expiain-and thoy hava
not donc t-han a non-llterory people be-
came inauan icedbly shart ime a literary
people.

The writings ai theso prophets are re
markahie productions ai lîterature. Tht
Book ai Amas le, accordlng ta the verdict ai
the best critice, la cholco Hoebrew and la ex
quichte iitorary style. What explanation
con ho givea --and au the came time gîvo
tho writers falmpiay -- ai the teliglous con-
sciausness and ai the literary atteamonts af
theso mniters 7Siurely there imust bave been
long aate.edent lltemary -.1ture and long me
liglons development, elso hon cauld Amas
s0 write ? and for what zcaders?

There le nothing, mareaver, la theso
eariier prophets ta hiat that th.-y are the
ztiginatoms ai a aew religlous idealoret on
religlaus cuStomes.

Look at this fintie Book ai Amos. la It
you do not finday suggestlon as ai a non
religion sprioging out oi aid traditions.
His appeal Ie for the aid religian agaînst
modern sins and new errors ; an oppeai ta
religiaus and moral ideas prcsumod ta ho ai
ready graunded la the micsai bis tenders
(eg., le it not saol bouse ai Israti ? Il. i i>
an appeal ta the tact of a lineofa praphets
wha had taughu and protestod la tht past.
Surely Amas knew whero ho gat, and where
Israei got, thtlr relilus Ideas, knew botter
thon any critice la the aîneteentb century
can tell hlm.

5th. 1 nould like turthor ligbt on a ion
tblogs. 1 would like mare lgb t an the assum-
cd (oct that the religion afilsraei far centuries
coutinued ta ho as ont ofithe other religions
ai the earth la a iow, anlmistic t, 'thical
torm, and thea 50 rapldly developod ..ota the
pure othical monotholsin ai the prophets. 1
wauld sa like a littie expianation ai thîs
subtît procoss by which semi-heathenish
Ismael absorbod beatheaIsb matomial froin
the nations round about, and transmuted Il
loto a higber spiritual religion.

1 wauld like ta kaaw, turther, haw It
cames that bath Deuteronomy and the Le-
vitical Code canhaln tht Ions that bave ref-
erencA ta the desert lufe. If thoso iaws ex-
isted, where wore they kept durlng thîs long
period ? If they did flot oxist, hon came
thoy Into codes wrltton so long ater?

1 shauld lîke ta kaow hon it happons
that the Douteronomic Code wbich nos, oc-
cording ta the crItics, intraduced ta centrai-
lzt warship at the temple, le 50 compae-
tlvely birren la ritual, the thing mast need-
cd la the temple service, wbiist the Levîti.
cal Code drawn up durlng the exile when
tht temple iaV in ruine is fuil ta epletion
with ritualistic dotails.

I should lurc much mare iigbt thon2 they
give us as ta the source ai the cermronlai
and the rituai. I should luke smc explana
tdon mare cicar and cansistent thon I"the
codification ai a praxis," and Iltht pro-
gramme ai the prîets."1

6th. I look au tho great outstandlng
tacts in the sacred writîngs, the nation's
testimony ta its camler histary ; the ethical
manauheism tbroughout ; the place ai
Moses and bis iegisiatian ; tht praphets la
beir work and national Import, and 1 ask,
con tho citic deal honestiy with the litera-
turc and do histaical justice ta uhest ?

For my part 1 think thoy fbu sadiy here.
1 take thon the admîttucd acte ai histary,
and 1 i d the theory ai the Biblical writers
fis ia tols general trend naturally; the mod-
ern thoary dots flot. I taire abidlng effecte
that muet bo ocounted for. The Biblical
theary accaunts for them ; the modern dots
rot.

1 take tht Jen with tht Talmud and bis
traditions. The Bible thoory accouais for
hlm ; the modern does nat.

1 take the Non Testament, Christ and
Hie teachinge, the apostîe and their teach-
ings, the Bibîicai thoary harmonire nth
them ; the modema dots flot.

Nonwîuih ail these, ta me, appareatly un-
superable objectians, and athers 1 have nat
time ta mention, 1 sec fia other course thon
ta roi oct the non theary antil lu shows far bot.
ter reoos than lu bas shown for dlsplacing
the aid.

Bat rejectiag the iheory does not pro.
clade us froin assimllating much of the lighu
critîcs have throona pon the Bible.

We may (oti that itho ions are nat
by Maos, the bistary ascrIbing them ta
hlm is a iraud : but, If the laws are by
Masos, ne may aliow revisions and emenda
tions, and stîli have vemtablo history.
fllshap Ellcoît's view mnul caver the grouad
and give a lineofai cplanatian that will meot
mony ai the ddiicultles .- 1"The hlstarkal
books as ne have u!.em boom unmistokable
mnarks ai thte1wouk of havîng passait *uaugh
the bands, nat anly ai eamiy ompllers, but
ai later edîtars and evsors, aumemaus notes,
archeologlcal and explanatory, some obvI
ously ai an carlier and somaofo a later dote,
being '.,und la ail the books, but particuior-
iy la the more anient."

lu null bc a long time yet before the aset
nord is spokea on tho douails af this subjcct.
In the meantime Jet us be suce ai chis, thac
crlulcism cannot dcsumoy tht abidirug Word
ai God. The paner ai God bas boon ilanad
with fU Word un tho pasu. That pawer us
vemy manifeet in the presont day, and malu
continue ta the end. If non tacts are
bmoughuta i ight, let us honosuly receive thein
and nisely adjust aur vion af the Bible ta
tht tacts.

At presonu there le c onslderable chaos
rcîgnlng la Old Testament criticlsm, and
the crîtics, nhose process le ton lamgelv sub-
jective, are asklug us ta bulld ton much an
their intuition, an intuition nbuch un the na
turc of tho case je changeful. We may rest
assurait uhat that vlen uf the Bible null final -
ly ho adoptaid nhich le bistumlcally truc.

This modemn vlon s flot prapagated by
those who hate the Word, bu by many nbo
at least profes ta revere it. StIlI tht e-
ligiaus elemenu bas beu bit hîtherto tua
much la tht background by tht critics. 1
fear that criticismIn s uoo scientifically cald.
We naît for soaemon ai large erudîtion la
full sympauhy wiub tht great throbbing
heart ai tht Bible, ond living la the stream
ai a worm Christian lite, ta tell us the roal
meaung and value ai this groot movement.

In tht meanuime lu Is affcctlng oierything
with nhich tht Bible le specually identufied,
ad la what romnains ai this lecture, I shall
pracoed ta ladîcate hon li has affectaid (r)
tht Doctrine ai Inspiration, (2) Thoology,
(3) Comparative Religion.

THIE LAPIE DR. M'COSFJ VISITINCG
BRECIIIN.

Soae ime afuci- tho preseut narder came
ta B.7echin theme came ta hie door o gentle-
man wha asked admittanceto the Abbey. 111
nos once miaister home," said the stranger,
" and would like ta revive same ai my aid
menmorles."' Thet norder occompanied hlm
into the cbumch and the stronger sioniy as-
conded the pulil stairs. He hait iarward
os if scanning tht faces of a congregaulan.
Ho nos maaifeetiy deep la thaught, and
thero seemed ta snoep acrass his mmnd much
that had passed away sinco last, os parish
minister af tire Churcir oi Scatiand, bc bad
stood nithîn thest wnots. Tht iriends ai
aiher doys mare thore. Ail the peculiariy
sacrait associations ai this hanse ai God,
haary nith antîquiuy and vonerable nith
honaurs, seemed ta malt up la bis beart as
once hefare tbey harl donc nhon ho badl, la
abodlence ta duty, -irenctied himsolt &om
them fota ver. Slnking back Inta the pulpit
bc bursu muao a flood uf tbars. The narder
quieuly suait away, and the minister-nas
atone. Thte trangor nos Dr. McCasb, ai
Princeton, revIsitlag, for the first dîme sînce
the total '43, his doorly loait Pre-Dismuptlon
Church and home.

Hero le an actuai leaf tram tht expe#ence
ai a teacher ai civil govemnment la the Bos-
tan public schoals. Ia a nrltten examina-
doan ta tht question, ilHon arc the Sena-
tors elected?" th-, ansner nos, Il'They are
elecicd train bath-bouses." On InquIry as ho
what suggosued snch an anener, the teacher
bonna thot la the preclict nhere bbc pupIl
iived caucuses neme held la a bath-bouse.-
Lowell c'oUicr.


