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Mim"ern" is certainly more liberal
 imagin 0" result and product of the effarts
lion ite Allon, creative ganius,”—which
¥ Aayihs Fatare to poetry and prose fiction.
p‘:& within ths covers of a baok,”
»n,%g :_hgtle too liberai ; but I think
mmlthln such covers, sound in style
¥ruation or“ and affyrding wholesome in-
‘ Oughttpleasufe to the reader, has been
Woalg °xcl° be incladed. Mr. Horning
mejude itif true. We have been

By of the :? congider the ¢ Dacline and
and §, tomnn Ewmpire,” Liacke, Tillot-

hy T b, and even a good dictionary
%ot ang 2:}{010;)% lia, or in French Bos-
Ancity] op 1ot B8, literature, though not
ontay Imaginative, and also great par-
Burke ay Speeches as those of Fox or
Philip' and éven of Damosthenes  vs.
i“& ev;n: Cicero vs. Catiline. Mr. Horn-
of th, e eluges our Hansard, which many
el writer;twh" make it, though they do

Bty » declare it ta b i

oy eclare it to be often highl
‘hoth:rand Imaginative on one side t;yr
¢ am specially grieved, too,

O my ¢ N
Sovg Y lriend Dy, Kingsford, who says his

VOIUme .
fimg hes, are strictly true and
any yaive, ag 1 beliove Mr. Park-
that his were, I hope Mr,

Ohing i
Wk, %li: Ul modify his dogma which would
Say of the erella superior, as literature, to
Sty nto,-wol:ks T have named. Your
¥ho rop o M‘“_Merrill, contradicts those
o0 witﬁyhObllvwn for Longfellow ; and
wRiter enys er ; but his ¢ Pyalm of Life ”
‘Ev“gelin ‘,t,led. to immortality than his
oty 003’ which Dr. Kingsford says con-
4 fangy, deal of anti-English fiction
Miption oi th Tam charmed with the des-
® ang 1o 8 Cathedral built by Mr. Mar-
W gy, o8 10 See it; ask him to tell
" Davig u}:lt it. He should not imitate
°min'w 0 told us admirably what
Tofy tot,:;n Ministers should be, but
*nablg yg N | us who they should be; and so
two hollaego ;’Ote for them. Uncle Sam’s
h l°"&nc")f Congress indulged in a good
J;lely on Mul and imaginative eloquence
*etidey,, the Silver question; but the
::'-Oing th:?swmzed them nobly when, by
6 ®unjye It Seignorage Bill, he refused
litlt h i:t the attempt to coin and issue
ver 4o a“ of immensely depreciated
Ozerioan drs, to be used in paymomt of
v lyleg ebts of any amount, Thomas
Orky wmp a0 of one man government
Grove, Orhen that man is the best ; and
cho eveland his countrymen appear

Ben their best, w.
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.. Bir \Iltol- of The Week :
:iu in ’Yourqi“te agree with Helen M. Mer-
"Pne alng 88t isgue when she questions
uﬁq” e\i:s or utility of the late corres-
% itq iaclm‘{'ould not be quite correct to
Iy e of ;, w5‘°ll—:m Canadian Literature.
m‘io 8 o 88 rather clever fencing with
,w“tngl "Lttme of it was an ill concealed

¥ 6vagive :l'y and the greater part of iv
Uy into ¢ he writers apparently falling
Ylatg, nOte style of commencement day
tl expr 80 much from an inability to
Sigh 4 80 e:“ themselves ag from a timidity
Yot ®emed : Mair, the author of * Tecum-
) ble 4 d° Do the one correspondent
‘.‘nfully willing to attack the question
“‘lt. tonic o, 18 contribution should act
‘ hom‘ nerve gtiffuer on his fellow

OTeq ,
‘tohot to b‘:’sdence on Canadian literatura

espised, but the main point is
Upbuild that edifice at the same
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time by each writer being himself and not
some fancy creation. No Canadian can
help feeling a thrill of pride when he sur-
veys the comparatively long list of Cana-
dian writers, eazh one with fairly creditable
productions, but at the same tim> no honest
critic can fail to see that a demon of false
word-culture is creeping into our literature
and becoming fashionable, The front of
the structure is a wealth of veneer and
stucco, but alas ! there is no tenant. The
bats fly about its silent halls and the spiders
weave their airy webs from the ceilings.
For the heart-sympathies with their world-
encircling sweep, too many of our Canadian
poets have substituted polished phrases
which must havecost hours of patient
conning. We admire the workmanship
but our hearts beat no faster. Poets we
have in abundance,'but many of them, espe-
cially the recognized leaders, seem to have
overlooked the truth—the one essential
truth that real poetry has a living soul, a
reason for its existence and that polish the
phrases as we may, and hunt for bizarre
words ag we will, if the full outpouring of
the human heart and sympathy is not be-
hind it all with its tale of human experience
to tell, then it is not poetry at all, bat only
a surface polish which any clever and labor-
ious workman could give a3 well.

An almost unknown Canadian author
and one whom many will place among our
minor poets, seems to me to have got more
naturalness and real vigor into his poetry
than almost any other of our writers. 1 re-
for to D. McCaig, of Collingwood, and his
lately published ¢ Milestone Moods and
Momories,” in which he sings of the really
poetic elem3nt in our national make-up,
namely, the early settler and his strug-
gles.

C. M. SINCLAIR.

PROFESSOR SANDAY ON THE HIGHER
CRITICISM.*

By that large and continually growing
class of readers who are interested in the
important questions raised by what is popu-
larly if somewhat unfortunately known as
the “ Higher Criticism,” the publication of
Professor Sanday’s Bampton Loctures on
Inspiration has been eagerly anticipated.
It is possible that some readers will be dis-
appointed with their contents, for the lec-
tures present neither that comprehensive
treatment of the subjsct which the times so
urgently demand, noreven an outline of
such a treatment. .

This, however, is not Dr. Sanday’s
fault, although I think the work might
have been more happily entitled, for it is
really not direct'y upon Inspiration, but
upon the ¢ Early History and Ocigin of the
Doctrine of Biblical Inspiration.” It is the
work of a scholar rather than a philosopher,
and within its own limitations it is packed
with valuib'e material, and not a few use-
ful hints for future writers on Inspira-
tion,

Dr. Sanday has naturally a good deal
to say upon the subject of the Higher
Criticism, both of the Old and of the New
Testaments, and his remarks possess a
peculiar weight in virtue of his great learn-
ing, his perfect candour, his extreme cau-
tion, and last but not least, his Christian
tsmpar. Traversing in every lecture sub-
jects which are being vigorously discussed,

there is not a word which a Christian

* Ingpiration. Eight Lectures on the Early His-
tory and Origin of the Doctrine of lg;bllcal Inspira-

tion. London and New York,

1639

gentleman could wish unsaid. Oaly those
who know something of the charges and
countercharges, 8o lavishly bestrewn upon
writers on these topics cau fully appreciate
this admirable feature of Dr. Sanday’s
book.

T propose in this article to give in brief-
est form some of Dr. Sinday’s conclusions
in regard to Old Testament criticism. He
disclaims the title of specialiat in this sphere,
but is a disintorested and conscientious
gtudent from without. From this stand-
point, he feels that what is calle 1 the criti-
cal view of the Old Testament comes to him
with graat force. When he compares such
works as those of Kuenen and Wellhausen
on the Continent, and of Driver and Monte-
fiore in England, with those which main-
tain the traditional, or a slightly modified
traditional view, he finds it *impossible to
resist the impression that the critical argu-
ment is in the stronger hands, and that it
is acconpanied by a far groater command of
the materials ” (2ad ed., p. 119). The
cause of criticiam, taken in & wide
gense, and not identified with any particu-
lar theory, is, he finds it diffi sult to doubt,
the winningcause. Nevertheless,he considera
tha continental critics somawhat one-sided,
and believes that some of their views will
twenty years hence be pronounced impossi-
ble.

Dr. Sanday regards these two general
points as established : (1) The untrust-
worthy character of Jewish traditions as to
authorship, unless confirmed by internal
evidence, and (2) the composite character
of very many of the books. * The Histo-
rical books consisting for the most part of
materials more or less ancient set in a
frame-work of later editing ; some of the
prophetical books containing as wa now have
them, the work of several distinct authors
bound up in a single volume; and books
like the Psalms and Proverbs also being
made up of a number of minor collections
only brought together by slow degrees.”
(p. 120).

From this general statement we may
pass to some of its particular application3.
In regard to the Pentateuch, Dr. Sanday
holds that it contains & ‘¢ genuine Mosaic
foundation,” but it is very diffizult to lay
the finger upon it and say with confidence,
here Mosea himself is speaking” (p. 172).
Ignoring minor gubdivisions we find the
Pentateuch to consist of these three main
parts : (1) A double stream of narrative,
the work of prophets, variously dated be-

tween 900 and 750 B.C. (2) The Book of
Deuteronomy, the greater part of which be-
longs to a date not very long before 621
B.C., and lastly the Priest’s Code (Loviticus
in part and other sections of the law) which
either falls at the end of the exile or else
had & latent existence somewhat before it.

Next to the Pentateuch, the date and
authorship of the Pealms are the chief sub-
ject of discussion. The Pualter as we have
it is made up of a number of smaller col-
Jections, which once had a separate exist-
ence. They were composed at va-ious times,
and upon various occasions from David
down to a late date, but how late it is im-
possible to say. Sanday is not of those who
believe that Maccabsan Psalms are contain-
ed in the Psalter, but there can b2 no
reasonable doubt that many of thom were
written subiequent t) th> Captivity. Simi-
lar remarks apply to ths Bsok of Pro-
verbs.

Most readers will readily acqui-
esce in this view of the Psalms. Not many
of them will believe with a scholar of the
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