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THE STORY OF CREATION.

Addresses by Prof. Orr and Prof. Jor-
dan at Kingston,

British Whig, 24th April, 1000.

In Convocation hall, last night, Rev.
Prof. James Orr, of Glasgow, gave the
last of his series of lectures, speaking
on the subject, * The Early Records of
Genesia.” Rev. W. H. Sparling ocecu-
pled the chair. Prof. Jordan, of
Queen’s, made reply to the series of
lectures given by Prof. Orr, at the
close of the lecture, and the proceed-
ings were of intense interest to those
who are following up this particular
line of study.

In a preface to his remarks, given to
bring out the contents of the subject
under disoussion, the lecturer drew
attention to humanity's really deep in-
terest in the Biblical doctrine of crea
tion, as it was the connecting link—the
only guarantee of the dependence of
all things on God. It was the ground
of the assurance that as all things
were made by God. all things were in
the hands of God.

The narrative of the fall of man and
the entrance of sin and death into the
world though not actually referred to
again in the Old Testament scriptures,
was held by Dr. Orr to be confirmed
by the subsequent records, else what
was the explanation of the state of
rebellion, apostasy, and backeliding that
has  marked the history of mankind
from the first. He argued that if the
story were not there it would have
been our duty to put it just where it
is in the etory of the creation. The
first eleven chapters of the book telling
the story of the coming into being of
the world were classed as a wonderfully
wellknit piece of history, not in the
least resembling the loose, rambling
mythology of other geligions. *“We have
heard,” he said, “of a Babylonian
story and its wonderful parallel to the
story in Genesis, but there is mo real
parallel between them.” The one was
a long, base, polytheistic account,
abounding in repetition, while, over
against it, etood the sublime, orderly,
monotheistic story of Genesis, divine
in every way. It was easy to under
stand how a fine story could be de
based, but not how the debased account
could become ideal; there was little
doubt as to which was the original
story.

There wae a real parallel in the ac
counts of the flood, but the high ethi
cal teaching of the Biblical story was
lacking in the other, which was impreg
nated with polytheistic ideas.

Dr. Orr refe i to the
statement that the marrative of the
creation was contradicted by ecience,
and he contended that the Bible was not
given to forestall the modern discover-
ies in astronomy, physies, and other
ecientific studies. The Bible employed
popular, everyday language; and, tak-n
as it was intended, as a broad revela-
tion of truth, there were few changes
that modern science would suggest. The
story of the flood was said by some to
be a physical impossibility, but geolog-
ical science was now furnishing accumu-
lative proof, evidence that the destruc-
tion of human and animal life did take
place.

The story of the creation of life, and
of man, who was made in the rational,
personal image of God, did not conflict,
in his opinion, with the theory of evo-
lution: both were above it, and in the
raising of nature to the high plane of
man, a new factor was given entrance,
but a factor no more wonderful than
the giving of life to the lower creatures.

Prof. Jordan’s Reply.

The chairman announced that Prof.
Jordan would reply to the lectures of
Prof. Orr, an1 when called upon, spoke
as followe :—

“X would like at the conclusion of this
course of lectures, to offer a few remarks

in a kindly spirit. This work of * Crit
doism,” as it is called, is a great move
ment that has attracted the attention
and absorbed the energies of able,
scholarly men during many generations,
80 that in relation to it the work of any
one man seems comparatively very
emall, Still, it is well that Christian
men, occupying different standpoints,
should sometimes make an effort to
understand one another. In the case of
Professor Orr, I find it difficult to

prebend p ly his poeiti and
#0 far as it is clear to me, I am com
pelled to dissent from it on several
points, 1 can claim to have given a
little more than ordinary attention to
his book on * The Problem of the Old
Testament,” and I have followed as
closely as I could, the lectures given
here. With regard to the lecture given
last night, on * The Biblical and Critic
al Theories of Israel’s Religion,” 1 have
in the first place to object to the title.
When we are dealing with a literature
that is spread over a epace of a thous
and years, we cannot form any view
of it at all, withal study of eniticism,
and the view is the most truly Biblical
which rests upon the most careful and
correct examination of the documents.

“ "

1 understand that Dr. Orr admits
a distinction of the documents in Gene
sie, and considers that the work by
with such distinotion was discovered
about one hundred and fifty years ago,
is * scientific.” 1 cannot see that the
further prosecution of this work which
led to the later dating of the Priestly
Code. differs in its nature from the
earlier work or because of its use of
the idea of * development” it is to be
regarded as prejudiced and unbelieving.
Why should we be afraid of the idea
of development or refuse to allow that
the stage of thought represented in a
document is one of the elements to be
used in fixing its date? But in the
case of the Priestly Code, many other
considerations come into play, such as
its relation to Ezekiel, Chronicles, and
later Judaism. When Professor Orr
speaks of * progressive revelations,” he
must surely mean something similar to
what we mean by * historical develop
ment,” but both these phrases are empty
and meaningless, unless there was real
growth from a simpler to a larger view
of God and the world. 1f David uttered
the well-known saying, I. Samuel xxvi.,
19, he can scarcely be credited with the
composition of Psalm 130, Personally,
I have no difficulty in admitting that
David's view of Jehovah was narrower
then that of Amos or Isaiah, when I find
noble men five or six centuries later
wrestling with the problem, “How can
Jehovah's song be sung in a foreign
land " If there was a fully developed
monotheism and universalism in the
time of Abraham, then there was mno
development, and to many of us the
literature becomes unintelligible. Fur-
ther, if the phrase * essential Mosaicity
of the Pentateuch " is correct and has
any definite meaning, there is no such
thing as *‘ development,” but neither is
there *‘ progressive revelation.” Seeing
that Dr. Orr departs from the strict
traditional view, what one desires is a
clearer statement of his own position,
and this seems to be due from one
who attacks * critics " of all shades of
opinion. Particularly does this remark
apply to such phrases as ‘ revelation
““inepiration,” and ‘' the supernatural.”
We admit that these great realities are
difficult to define, but one who declares
that the broad results of criticiem weak-
en their significance rather than in
crease their meaning, should state a
little more clearly the issue involved.

.o

With regard to the book of Genesis,
two or three remarks may be made. (1)
To talk of *“wiping out a period” is
rather misleading, whoever uses the
phrase, as under the new view the period
is seen to be full of strenuous life,
while the documents involved yield spe-

cific teaching regarding the period in
which  they are placcd when one re
members that the few family stories in
Genesls are supposed to fill up a gap
of six or eight centuries it cannot be
said that, on any view, we have wmuch
historical material.

@ 'When we come to the early narra
tives o1 Genesis, 1 fail again to see pre
cisely wlat Professor Orr's viaw is, it
seems to be uncertain and unstable. As
to details, there are no doubi mauny un
solved prob’ ms connected with these
narratives, ' it soholars have reached,
both on the positive and negative side,
a large measure of agreement, It is
possible now to estimate the real nature
of these narratives in their relation to
n{ueuc«. history, theology, and religlous
aith.

(3) At this stage we meet a point of
immense importance. 1 am quite cer-
tain that the men to whom the teaching
of the Old Test>ment is entrusted in
the Presbyterian Colleges of Canada and
Britain would take the position that it
is foolish and full of danger to make
the essential facts and truths of the
Christian religion dependent upon the
historicity of the Genesis narratives.
These narratives have their spirtvual
uses, in fact, to some of us, they are
more full of meaning and bear a more
living message than before, but to treat
them as literal science or history, in the
old sense, is quite impossible.

. 0

After finishing his reply, Prof. Joi-
dan moved, seconded by Rev. J. Charler
Villiers. that a hearty vote of thanks be
tendered Rev. Prof. Orr for his series
of lectures, and the resolution wae car
ried by a unanimous vote. Rev. W.
H. Sparling pointed out to Prof. Orr
that the resolution of thanks was rather
unique, in that it carried with it some
criticiem, whereupon Professor Orr
smiled.

Prof. Orr eaid that he was glad that
Prof. Jordan had expressed his views
on the matter. From what he had read
of Prof. Jordan's works, he did not ex
pect that he would agree with him.
However, he wished to tender his thanke
to Prof. Jordan for the latter's warm
friendship and reception while in the
city,

ALL ABOUT BELLS.

How They Are Made and What Ma-
terial Enters Into Their
Composition,

The Cincinnati Bell Foundry, Cinein
nati, Ohio, manufacturers of the famous
Blymyer Bells—known everywhere as
the most musical and resonmant bells
made, and easily recognised by their
sweetness of tone—have for free distri
bution a beautiful, illustrated booklet,
in which is told how bells are made, the
metal used, and a lot of other interest
ing information regarding the history of
bells. This booklet will be of particu-
la~ interest to those who buy bells for
churches or schools,

What is known as * bell- metal,” an al-
loy of copper and tin, ! .« been used
in all bell making for at . ¢ 500 years
Both these metals being e . nsive, the
©ost of bells has, therefore, been high.
In the book referred to above is deserib-
ed a new and better “ bell-metal ” than
the alloy of tin and copper. While to a
certain extent the composition of this
metal is a trade secret, it is shown that
an extra quality of fine steel is used,
which greatly lessens the expense of
making a bell, at the same time adding
to ite tone and usefulness.

“ Blymyer " Bells are made in peals
and singles, and are adapted to all
uses. Anyone interested in the pur-
chase of a bell should get full partioulars
about the * Blymyer" Bells before de-
ciding, and, to do this, they should hy
all means send for the booklet men-
tioned above. Bimply address The Cin-
cinnati Be'l Foundry Co., Cincinnati,
Ohio.




