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diffsrence  T.et any one make himsell ‘amiliar with the Heb
rew of the Pentateuch and the pass on to the books af Ezra
and Nehemiah and be will find in many cases as great a
} change as we find between the tongue that was written by
BE Alfred and the tongue that we write now. We might as w‘gll
| say that 2 writer of the present day could compose a work in
the language of a thousand years ago and palm it off as writ-
ten by Alfred as say that Ezra wrote or compiled the Pen-
B (atcuch in its present form. Imagine if you can a litcrary
{ man of the present day taking a work of Alfred’s time, an-
B3 other of the days of William the Conquetor, and a third of
B he age of Chaucer, and working all up into one book and
pating all into the style that was common in Alfred’s day.
ls the thing possible ? The language is an uniform language
B8 (Lroughout and of the period to which it professes to belong.
SB 11isnot the language of the period of the exile ; no part of
the language of the Pentateuch will it in with that perio-.
Attention may very pertinently be called to the Samarntan
Pentateuch and the question may be asked: When did it
BB t:ke ongin? Can we conceve the possibility of the Samar-
B 1ans at any tume after their settlement 1in the land of Israel
B by the sovereign of Assynia acceptiog of a new version en-
 larged and smproved, newly wrought over from the hands of
the Jews? Tt was towards the close of the eighth ceatury
tefore Christ that the history of the Samaritans begins, and
their version of the books of Moses must correspond to the
B 1ebrew version of the same books as we have them now,
B but critics tell us that the version we now have was not
B completed and published until at least two centuries later.
B /e maiantain that on such a ground as that the theory will not
stand.

Again, the writer of the Pentateuch as a whole, not the
B wricer merely of some portionsof it, or of an early work which
. may have been wrought into the larger work, shows a fam-
R iliarity such as was not possible at a later date, with Egypt

B i:n life, with manners and customs and manufacture and
laws an¢ education of the Egypt of the days of Moses, It is
not the Egypt of a later age, it was the Egypt of the days of
B Moses.  All the ancient records that have been brought to
light within the past few years bear testimony ia the same
direction. These ancient records are every day being brought
before us ; since I began to write this paper some additional
ones have come under my notice, and all swell the volume of
evidence that speaks in the same tones. It isnot credible that
E Hebrew writers from eight to ten centuries after the time of
Moses had the knowledge of Epypt of the olden time such as
is shown in every chapter and verse of the latter part of Gene-
B <:s and the whole of Exodus.

Here I might rest, but it may be expected of me to indi-
cate in a rough way what my theury is of the cumposition of
B8 (he books under discussion; in other words, that I may show,

B however imperfectly, what can be done by way of construc-
tien after a somewhat destructive criticism of some of the
| ibeories of high criticism so-called. 1 bhave no objection to
% cay a word or two on that line, not as if I had reached final
B results, but rather of the nature of a tentative ‘working plan,
B until something beteer presents itself. We have no desire to
B shot our eyes to the light that further and honest investiga-
28 tions may shed on a problem tbat is complicated enough as
B we all confess.  Let us suppose that Moses wrote the Peata-
tesch substantially as we have it, wholly with very trifling
i exceptions as it has been handed downto us. As to the part
B .haideals with the thousands of years that preceded his own
B§ time he s, let us say, a compiler, but s his compiling he 15
i acting under the inspiration of the Holy Ghost. He incor-
B porates documents or selections of documents in his narrative,
but in the selection he makes he s inspired. That he ases
Jowuments does not imply that these docaments before he
B used them were iaspired. When the apostle Paul in hus
B speeches or letters made a quotation from a Greek wniter no-
g bedy supposes that that wniting from which the quotation was
BB izken was an inspired production. No more are we to infer

B :hat juotauons found in the Pentateuch were necessanly in-
B¢ spired before Moses made use of them. Ip the generations
i hat followed other inspired writings were made, each age
f 2ddinz to those that were already in existence. For a time
¥ bowever there was no collected edition of these sacred books,
Bl perhaps down to the time of Ezra they were not gathered
@ wto one volume. Then Ezra was raised up by God ; a man
B8 25 much inspired as Moses was. Hs, i. may be assisted by
R otheis—there may have been a school of literary men of that
P8 day— gathered all the writings that were so far in a sort of
B vay fugitive into one volume or one collection. As an in-
&% :pired man he may have touched up the books that passed
B3 through hus hands. Why should he not change archaic ex-
B pressions for more modern ones, names of places for example ?
B have within a very recent period met with. names of places
53 urrent in the Anglo-Saxon period and I had to search long
B wd carnestly before I found the modern names of these
# vlaces. Why should not Ezra popularize under the direction
Bk f the Holy Spirit the boo's he was editiog ? I any one
B «ays Put all this is speculation on your part, is there any
W *vidence of such a work being done? I reply that there are
B raditions of such 2 work, and in these traditions there is in
g 2ll likelihood a sediment of truth. On the other hand there
® s 0ot a particle of historical evidence, not even a solitary tra-
B dition in favaue of the late -authorship laid down so dogmatic-
¥ 2!y by men Yike Koeaer and Wellbausen and popularized by
& ‘belr lisciple, Robertson Smith. The.c are grave objections,
2 we have seen, to the hypothesis of the late authorship and,
B8 t0 the composite theory; there are nat the same objections—at
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least so far as ! know there ore not the same objactions, to
the theory so roughly outlined here. And I think thatonth
ground the unity of the Scriptures as a whole and their in-
spiration are more easily maintained. [ do not clamm, of
csurse, that all difficulties are disposed of in this way, but
very many are.
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THE UNIVERSITY,

It is three hundred years since the Uaiversity of Edinburgh
started on its eventful career. It was founded in 1582 by a
royal charter, granted by King James VI., and on October
24 in the following year the practical work of teaching was
begun by Robert Rollock, the first regent. Considering the
reputed age of some seats of learning, three centuries do
not indicate exceptional vitality——scarcely, in fact, constitute
a claim to the honours of antigquity,  lndeed the University
of Edinburgh, though now the largest, the mo3t flourishing
and in some respects the most famous, is also the youngest of
the Scottish Universities. Age and success, ho sever, do not
always go together.  St. Andrew’s is the oldest university in
Scotland. Itis one hundred and seventy-two years older than
that of Edinburgh ; bui it is so small an institution and has so
many difficulties to conterd with that quite recently its very
existence seemed to be endangered. The University of Edin-
burgh, on the other hand, never was more vigorous or more
prosperous than it is at the present time. During recent years
its prosperity has advanced by leaps and bounds. In 1870
it had 1,68 matnculated students and 161 graduates in all
its faculties, In 1881, the year we were there, 1t had 3,340
matriculated students, and its graduates numbered 522. And
in 18go it has had upwatds of 4,000 matriculated studeats, and
its graduates have numbered 825. An acadsmic mstitution
which has nearly tripled 1ts students in twenty years, and
which has in the same time multiphied 1ts graduates more
than fivefold, has evidently no reason to complan of its treat-
ment by the public, and no cause to believe that it has failed
to meet thz requirements of the time.

A STATE ESTABLISHMENT.

The University of Edinburgh differs from the other uni-
versities of Scotland in this important particular—that while
the three older universities were founded by papal bull, it
was established by royal charter, was a civic institution from
its commencement, and has been popularly managed through-
out the whole period of its existence. The others were pre-
Reformation and ecclesiastical corporations. Edinburgh had
a post-Reformation origin and has been distinctively a lay
institution from first to last,  Nevertheless, its first projec-
tor was a zealous Churchman—Raobert Reid, Bishop of Ork-
ney. In 1558 Reid bequeathed to the municipality of Edin-
burgh the sum of 8,000 marks Scots for the establishment
of 2 college. His executor, the Abbot of Kinloss, kept pos-
session of the money for twenty-four years after his death.

THE KIRK O' FIELD.

The civic authorities, however, discounted their expecta-
tions, for in 1563 they purchosed for £1,000 Scots a portion
of the Kirk o' Field—the land on which the Uuiversity now
stands, Three years later Queen Mary bestowed on the pro-
pased uauiversity certain confiscated church properties. The
scheme, however, was not yet ripe for being launched. Aan-
other sixteen years elapsed before the citizens made up
their minds that the work should be beguo, and even then
difficulties were interposed by the jealousy of the older umi-
versities of St. Andrew’s and Aberdeen. At length, i 1531,
the municipal authorities made a determined stact.  They
obtained from the Crown the vacant house of the Hamilton
family, which formed part of the confiscated estates of
that noble house, and which stcod near the Kirk o' Field.
The work of repairing and adaptiag Hamilton House and the
houses on the Kirk o’ Field lands was at once begun, and these
buildings formed for the next two centuries the home of the
College of Edinburgh. While this work was in progress
Kiog James VI. was induced to grant a royal charter to
the new institution. The date of the charter, as has been
said, is 1582, and in 1621 it was confirmed by an act of the
Scottish Parliament. Four years previously the king be-
stowed on it a fresh mark of rayal favour by authonzing it 10
style itself “ The College of King James.”

THE GRANGE CEMETERY.

The Grange Cemetery is well worth avisit.  You take the
train from Princes Street, which runs out to a beauuful gen-
teel suburb to the west. Grange, commencing to the west
side of Newington, and extending w2stward to Morningside,
is also a genteel suburb, and takes its pame from occupy-
ing ground which was' the farm or grange of the Collegiate
Church of St. Giles. Chalmers Memonial Free Church, in
Grange Road, was built in 1866, and Robertsea’s Memorial
Established Church, in Kilgraston -Road, was built 1 1871,
are both very costly edifices.  In the vicinity of these two
churches is a modern. ornamental barying-ground, and con-
taias the ashes' of Di. Chalmers, Dr, Guthne, Df. Wiham
Arnot, Dr. Hanna.and many otber emment Scotch mimisters.
This is also the burying-place of many of the distinguished
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men and ZZorad, of whein Scotland, and especially Edin-
burgh, can boast such a long roll. Here we lingered at the
tombs of Hugh Miller, Sir Andrew Agnew, Sir Thomas
Dick Lauder, the second Lord Dunfermline and Dr. Robert
Lee. We noticed with deepest interest the grave of David
K_enn.edy. the Scottish vocalist. Remembering with pleasure
his visits to Chatham, N.B., and also to Stratford, Ont,,
where, during one of their visits, his family led the psalmody
for us in St. Audrew's Church there. The inscription on the
plain marble slab, let into the west wall, states that ** he died
at S‘;ratford, Canada.” And at the foot of the slab are these
words :—

We'll meet and aye be fain
In the land o' the leal.

As we visited old old Grey Friars and saw the monument
to eighteen thousand Covenanters who died for the faith, as
we read that marvellous inscription we felt beating in every
lu.ne the pulse of men who knew that the Lord was on their
side, of men resolute to wrestle against principalities and
powers, against the rulers of the darkness of this world,
against spiritual wickedness in high places. Ouas hundred of
these Covenanters were noblemen of the city of Edinburgh.
The passages of Scripture quoted are Rev. vi, g, 1o, If ;
Rev. vii. 14: Rev.ii. 10, The very soul that attaches to
Scottish history is its religious aspect—mare so than in any
country save Judea of old.  The course of events has been
determined by the isrepressible religious spirit of the people.
In proof I might quote the most emincnt historians of our
age. In constitutional liberty men in Scotland three hundred
years ago werc fully abreast of these days. One cannat
wander among the tombs of Grey Friars without calling to
remembrance that long and eventful struggle which lasted
from 1572 to 1688. The Cathedral Church has been re-
stored, and become a duality ; like twin sisters, standing to-
gether, divided only by the middle wall of partition which
separates them.

A DAY AT HOLYROOD,

We spent a day at Holyrood. It wisa lovely day in the
early autumn ~ We enjoyed the mellow raciance of the au-
tumnal sun and drank” in the beauty of the autumnal tints
and the barvest fulness. Holyrood Abbey adijoins the east-
ern part of the north side of the palace, was founded in 1128
for Augustinian canons by David 1., comprised in its palm-
iest period a quadrangle of cloisters, a suite of royal apart-
ments and a magoificent cruciform church, of cathedral
size and aspect, with two western towers and a grand cen-
tral tower ; was dilapidated by Edward II. in 1322, burnt
by Richard Il in 1385, restored by Abbot Crawford about
the end of the fifteenth century, and extensively demolished
by the English in 1547 ; suffered loss of its royal apartments
to give place to extension of the palace in the latter part cf
the sixteenth century ; was, in what remained of it,
ransacked by 2 mob in 1688, and restored in 1758 ; fell
suddenly to ruin, and was cleared from rubbish and
put nto orderly condition, simply as a ruin in 1816 ; it
consists now of only the remains of its church’s nave, and of
a wall with coarse, large window-arch across the quondam
east e,nd of the nave ; retains, throughout most of the
church’s west front, the masonry and sculpture which origi-
nally belonged to it, exkibits there an exquisite specimen of
the mixed Norman and early pointed architecture 3 was the
coronation piace of Charies I, and the marriage place of
James I1., James II1,, James 1V. anod Queen Mary and Lord
Darnley, and contains the remains of David 1., James I1.,
the Queen of James II., Mary of Gueldces, the third son of
James V., the Duke of Albany, Lord Darnley and many
other notable persons. :

Holyrood Palace, as distinguished from the royal apart-
ments connected with the Abbey, was fornded in 1501, en-
larged in 1528, and compted in 1671-9. It compricad, at one
time, so many as five courts, was so modified, in the caurse
of completion, as to take eventually the form of one quad-
rangle, enclosing an open square court of ninety-four feet
each way ; underwent exterior renovation in 1826 and idter-
lor improvement in 184z, has a west front of centre and
wings—the centre a two.storey architectual screen, pierced
with the entrance door-way, and surmounted by a balustrade
and a small clock lantern with an open cupola in the form of
an 1mpenial crown—the wings projecting about forty feet, ris-
1ng to the height of three storeys and flanked by round towers
with conical roofs , nises, all round the south, the eastand the
north sides, ina uniform three-storey elevation, n plan Italian
style ; presents, in its inner court, an arcade pazza basement,
and upper ranges of fluted pilasters, successively Doric, lonic
and Corinthian shows there, 1n the centre of the west front, a
pediment charged with a large sculpture of the Royal Arms,
contains royal prnivate apartments, 2 picture gallery and
Queen Mary’s apartments, and wasoccupied by James VII.
when Duke of York, by Prince Charles Edward 1n 1745, by
Louis XVIIL and Charles X. of France, and by Queen Vic-
toria and the Prince Consort in most of the years of their
visits to Scatland. The royal private apartments occupy the
south acd the east sides of the pile, are reached by a grand
staircase from the south-east angle of the court ; were formed
on a conjoint model of all the older royal residences in.Scot-
land, and, preparatory to Queen Victoria’s visit to them,
were entirely refitted under direction of D. R. Hay in 2 man-
ner of much elegance. The picture gallery is on the nerth
side, measures 150 feet in length, twenty-savén feet in breadth
and about twenty feet in height; is hung with about a hun-
dred imaginary portraits of Scottish kings, all painted n
1684 6 by the Flemish De Witt, and all in barbarous style.
It was used by Prince Charles Edward in 174% for his recep-
tions and balls, and is now used for the periodical election of®
the representative Scottish peers, and. for the annual levess of >+
the commissioners to the Geaeral Assembly of the Church of
Scotland.  Queen Mary's apartments are in.the north-west- .
trp projection or oldest part of the entire pile ; are reached
by a stair from the north-west angle of the court ; continue
10 nearly the samie condition as when Queen Mary inhabited
them, aad include a vestibulé with some dark stains, fabled to
have been made by the blood of Rizzio, an. audience chari-
ber hupg with ancient tapestry, and contaiming some nichly-
embroidered old chairs, and Queen Maiy’s bed-chamber, con-
taining Queen Mary’s bzd and portrait, and portraits of
Henry Viil. and Queen Elizabeth, '

{To dc continued.)



