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01 ise ll certainly mare liberal tii
~ ~ the remilt and preduet of thse effarte 80

41%%ing5tÎôu, creative ganliu,"-which he
lu ~'tteature t>. poetry and prose fiction. vE

4utu9Withjn th3 covers of a bDok," di
q 8 littie too liberai ; but I think pr
altbg Within Snoh covers, sound in style Cr

&MsrÀuarad aff rding wbolesome in- w~%elo or Pleasure to the reader, bas been. ai
%d 0I1g1Ito be included. Mr. Horning thI

r %uld exclude it if true. We have been et
%Qomotocnsider the "lDacline and b~
1? f h Roman Empire," Lacke, Tillot- W% Outho and aeue a good dictionary F

il RaUet aS lia, or in French Boa- et
and otcri a literature, though noV P.

r j 0 ar imaginative, and also great par- w
liRrke ry speeches as those of Fax or c

N-aani avent of D3ýmos'cbenes VS. b
ev adCicero vs. Catilime. Mr. Horn- h~

,, rnOr euWho makep it, touoh Vhey do la
i ~tio0 't it, declare it ta be often highly ti

uk j S I sd imlaginative on one side or rE

alfriend Dr. King8ford, givd tcpeily who says bis
ý~~0l~e8, are strictly true and t

%jj h614 iv, as I believe Mr. Park- h
-ara that bis were. 1 bope Mr. t

144 In iodify bis dogma wbicb would a
0Ii Of lderelîs superior, as literature, to i~

I b u Ctitrj Works 1 bave named. Your
O-4i. tor, Mise Merrili, contradicts those a

oivion for Langfellow; and
b ~~f itb b; but bis"i P,3alm cf Lfe

%v eutitled to iminn)tality tban bis t
*44 gelirie' whicb Dr. Kingiford sys con- f

8 '900 a ed deal cf anti-English fiction i
i~ ripj 0 ~~ Iamn charmned witb the des-

1% cfl,, the Cathedral built by Mr. Mar- 1
1 d long tc e it ;ask him to tell

~ ,'A~6 be bjltit. H1e shbuld not iinitate
- 4 v'n Who tcld us admirably what

rela fr'inio Miuisteri sbould be, but
aotl us wko tbey should be; and sgo

I wo h le ta vote for tbern. IJncle Sam's
'Ma 0lo 0 Congre8s indulged in a good

4te 1&4if ni and imaginative eloquence
y01the Silver question; but the

'fetotk answered thora nobly wben, by
to' 8thirSeiguorage Bill, he refused

A4 va the attempt to coin and issue
4iv allions cf irnmensely depreciated

tee be used in paymn3nt cf
i 0rye" debte cf any amount. Thomas

*Orks 6 Plan cf one man governeut
j 44 *611el Wben that man je the b est ; and

.4 'Ye leveland hie countrymen appear
a f OChrt8ell their best. W.
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Y ilt in quite agree witb Helen M. Mer-
~A the Yu'la.t issue wheu she questions

i6 >~~I 1 5 U5sso utility cf the late cerres-
%I itad. ItWoild flot be quite correct Vo

6l 0 f1V - a rathe Canadiau Literature.
if pWe''asrte clever fencing with

t4t4l 041e cf it was an jîl cencealed

*4 evae fl'ttrY and the greater part cf it
Y tily - vo the writers apparently f alling

luOthe style of commencement day
'lt 0 mucb frcm an iuability te

,t, do r thernelvessfrom a tinidity

bot 8l nd tabe the one correspondent
t44,11ad Willing te attack the question

448 tand hie contribution sbould act
.4t- uneOr ilerve stiffLeer on hie fellow

te or'once on Canadian literatura
4u t beePisedbut tbe mai' ontj

Ubid that edifice at the saine
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ne by eacb writer being bimself sud not ge
me fancy creation. No Canalian can Wl
lp feeling a thrill cf pride when he sur- cel
ys the cornpanatively long liet cf Cana- wl
au writers, ea-b one with fairly creditable tb
oductions, but at the samne tima, no honest bo
itic can failtaV see that a demen cf false
ord-culture is creeping into our literature es8

ibecoming fasbienable. Tbe front of in
ie structure is a wealtb cf veneer and dii
ucco, but alas ! tbere is ne tenant. The bu
ts fiy about ite silent halle sud the spiders et
eave their airy webs front the ceilingî. p
or the heart.sympathies with their world- ca
icirching sweep, toc many cf our Canadian w
oete bave substituted poliehed phrases w
hich muet have coet heurs cf patient 0!
onning. We admire the workmanship fi
ut our hearte beat ne faster. Poete we ta
ave in abundance,'but many cf them, espe- tT
ally tbe recognized leaders, seem Vo have rt
verlooked the truth-the ene essential MS
rutb tbat real poetry bas a living seul, a i
eason for ite existence sud that polish tbe ti
hrases as we may, sud haut for bizirre c~
rerde as we will, if the full outpouring cf 8<
he burnan heart aud eympathy is net be- 1~
ind it al] with its tale cf hum in experience t]
o tell, then it je net peetry at alI, bat cnly ti
surface pclieh wbicb any clever sud labor- a

ous workrnan could give as Well. V
An almeet unkncwn Canadian authon ba

nd one wborn many wiIl place amu)g cur
niner peets, seemes Va me te bave goV more P
isturainees sud real vigor juto bis poetry 'I
han almnost any cther cf car writers. 1 re-a
er te D. McCaig, of Collingwoed, sud hie e
ately publiehed "lMilestone Marode sud C

ýlemcories," in wbich he singe cf the really r
eetic elem3nt in our national mike-up,
samely, the early settler sud hie etrug- f

Iles.C. M. SINCLAIR.

EROFESSOR SANDAY ON THE HIGHER
CRITICISM.*

By that large sud continu elly growing,
clase cf readers wha are interested in the
important questions raised by what je popu.
larly if somewhat unfortunately known as
the Il igher Criticiem," Vhe publication cf
Professer Sinday's Bampton L9ctures on
Inspiration bas been eagerly anticipated.
It is possible that saime readere will be dis-
appointed witb their contents, fer tbe lec-
tures present neither that comprehensive
treatrnent cf the subj cci which thse times go
urgently demaud, ner aveu an outline of
sncb a reatrnent.

Tbis, bcwever, le not Dr. S.%nday's
fault, although I thiuk tbe work might
have been more happily eutitled, for it la
really net directly upon Inspiration, but
upon tbe IlEanly Histony sud Otigin cf the
Doctrine of Biblical InFspiration." It je the
wcrk of a echolar rather than a philosopher,
sud within its own limitations it is packed
wiVb valuibIe material, sud net a few use-
f ul blute for future writers on Inspira-
tion.

Dr. Sanday bas uaturally a gecd deal
te eay upon the subject of the Higher
Criticisrn, botb cf tbe Old aud cf the New
Testaments, sud his rernarke passese a
peculir weigbt iu virtue cf hie great learn-
iug, hie perfect candeur, hie extrema cau-
tion, sud hast but net lest, hie Christian
tc3mp3r. Travensiug in every lecture sub-
jects which are being vigereusly dîscussed,
there je net a word which a Christian

* Inspiration. Eight Lectures on the E %r1y Hi8-
tory aud Origin of the Doctrine of Biblical Inspira-
tion. London and New York. 1894.
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ntleman could wish unsaid. Oaly those
îo know sometbing of tbe charges and
n tercbarges, se lavishly bestrewn upon
,iters on these topice can f ully appreciate
is admirable feature cf Dr. Ssànday's
ok.

I propose in this article te give in brief -
tform sere cf Dr. S.înday'sconclusionri
regard to Old Testament criticism. HIe
sclaims the title of specialist in thie sphere,
tt is a disint93rested sud conecienticus
udent f rom witLxout. From this stand-
int, he feels that what is calle 1 the aniti-

.1 view of the Old Testament cernes te him
itb graat force. When he compares sncb
orks as these cf Kuenen and Wellbauseii
i the Continent, aud cf Driver sud Monte-
ore in England, with those which main-
lan the traditional, or a slightly modified
aditional view, he finds it "limpossible te
îsist tbe impression that tbe critical argu-
ient is in tbe stronger bands, a'sd that it
acconipanied by a fan grester Command of

ie materials " (2ad ed., p. 119). The
auge cf criticism, taken in a wide
ange, and net identified with any panticu-
tr theery, is, be fi nd i it diffiuît to doubt,
se winning cause. Nevertlsaless,beconsidend
so continental critice som,3whSt one.sided,
nd believes tbat soine cf their viewe will
wenty yeara bence be pronounced impasei-
le

Dr. Sinday regards these twe general
oints as eetabliehed :(1) The untruet-
rortby character cf Jewisb traditions as ta
uthership, unlees confirmed by internai
videuce, and (2) the composite character
f very many cf the baoks. "lThe Histo-
'ical bocks consieting for thse iet part cf
naterials more or legs ancient set in a
!rame-werk cf later editing; soma cf the
?rophetical bocks centaining as wa new have
them, tbe work cf several distinct authore
beund up in a single volume ; and books
[ike the Psalms and Proverb3 aIse being
made up of a number cf miner collections
only brought together by slow do-treee.
(P. 120).

From Vhis general staternent we may
pase te soe cf its particular applicationt.
In regard to the Pentateuch, Dr. Sauday
holde that it cantains a Ilgenuine Mosaie
foundation," but"I it is veny diffi mît to lay
the finger upon it aud say with confidence,
here Moses bimeelf ie speaking " (p. 172).
Ignoring miner subdivisions we find the
Peutateucb to censiet cf these three main
parts :(1) A double stream of narrative,
the work of prophets, variously dated be-

tween 900 sud 750 B.C. (2) Thse Bock ef
Douteronomy, the greater part cf which be-
longs te a date not very long before 621
B.C., aud lastly thePries;t's Code (Lgvit'ý.us
in part aud othen sections cf the law) which
eitber f ails at the end cf the exile or etse
bad a latent existence eemewhat before it.

Next to the Pentateucb,' the date and
autborsbip cf the Psalms ara the chie! euh-
ject cf discussion. The Psalter as we have
it le made up cf a number cf amaller col-
lections, which once had a separate exist-
ence. They wene compceed at va-ions times,
aud upon varieus occasicns frira Dasvid
down Vo3 a laVe date, but bow late it is lua-
possible Vo say. Sinday is net cf those who
believe that Maccab,3au Pse.lm3 are conta, '-
ed in the P8alter, but there can la? ne
reasonable doubat tbat many cf tbem were
written i3ub3equentt t h C.iptivity. Sini-
lar remarks apply to the B >ok cf Pro-
verbe.

Most readene will readily acqui-
esce inVhis view etthe Pdalms. Not many
of them will believe wiVIs a echolan e! thse


