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Thoughts on Higher Criticism,

Dr, Driver's principal proofs for the late date of Deuteronomy
are derived from tho higher moral aud spiritual tono that prevades
this book as contrasted with *‘tho Book of tho Covemant™ in
Exodus. His cstimate may bo perfectly accurato, and yet the in-
forence may be fuvalid. I'or 1,000 yecars he contemporary
documents inay be in tho hands of Highor Critics illustrating the
religion of Engiand in tho 19th century, Ono sot may describe the
worship and simplo creed of the Salvation Army, aunother Euche.
ristic wotship aud a sacordotal creod, and another tho lofty
morality of Maurice or Kingaloy. The critic of the future will
havo littlo difficulty in persuading himsolf that the first bolongs to
tho rude nature.worship of the barbarous Celts or Saxons when
first introduced to Christianity ; that the sccond 18 & perversion of
the Christianity of tho country after it had attained its zenith, und
that tho third marks tho intormediute Deutorouomic stago beforo
religton hardoued into a ** Pricstly Code.”” The fallacy of the
argument in both cases arises from forgetfulness of tho fact that
elementary religion, pure morality, aud an organized Church may
co exist, and that ditferent scotione of thoe peoplo may devoto them.
selves to one or tho other, and that one book like Douteronomy
may confine itself to moral teaching, while another, contemporary
with it, may differ just becauso its objoct is different.

The strength of this objection is vastly incroased by such receat
discoverics as those of the clay tablets of Tel-ol-Amarna which
belung to tho period of the Egyptian heretic King, Chu.n-aten,
i.c., about B.C. 1450-1500. This shows that the cunciform writing
was in use rot only throughout Western Asia, but in Egypt also,
What is still more itnportant in this connection iz tho fact that many
of these tablets contain lotcors from Canaan, from Philistine c.ties,
Avskelon, Gaza, Lachish, from Amorite princes, from Phanic.aus,
trom Jerusalem itself. One or two contain Babylonian refigious
legends. The contention, thereforo, of some critics that the absenco
of knowledge of writing tends to show the late date of the Biblical
records must now bo abandoned. The knowledge of Babylonian
worship—which was mainly of thoe Host of Heaven—was intimate
and permanent in Canaan, and this affords an incidental proof that
no argument can be safcly built on the late occurrenco of allusions
to the worship of the Hoat of /Teaven outside Deuteronomy.

—— —

The change of attitude by Professor A. H. Sayce toward Oid
Testament criticism, as opposed to tho position which he held somo
fiftcen years ago, haviug beon spoken of in The Contemporary
Revicw, by Cavon Cheyne, as a matter of * surprise,” Professor
Sayce, writing for the October number of *hat periodical, states
and dolends his prosent views. He admits that ho has chaoged
his attitudotoward “*criticism.” Bolievingin a **soberand reverent
oxsmioation of ancient documeats and ancient history, basad upon
recogaized sciontific principles,” ho rejects ‘*criticism which sots
out with preconcoived ideas and assumptions, which treats imper-
fect evidence as if it were perfect, or which builds conclusions upon
theories which have yet to bo proved.” In admitting that he has
of Iatc ycars changed his attitudc toward ¢ higher criticiem,”
Prolessor Sayce says that it is only of Iate ycars that he has begun
to realizo its true character, its tendencios, and its results. ¢ \We
have all committed follies in our youth,” he adds, ** and onc of tho
few compensations which old ago is supposed to bring us is that of
yrowing out of them.” He asscrts that fifteen years ago there was
scmething to bo said on behalf of the “‘new tcaching” which can
not be said for it any longer ; that un the oue hand the ¢ higher
criticism ” of the Old Testament has not yet arrived at its present
pitch of extravagance or shown so clearly the goal toward which it
xends, and on the other hand Oricntal archeology was still strug-
#liug for recoguition, and the most important and crushing of the
replies which itis now making to the dogmas of the *¢ highor critica”
woro atill waiting to be discovered. He says that the **oritical ”
method is cssentinlly vicious, and that archeological discovery is

froving that it is 503 that carly Hebrew literature and bistory no
onger stand alone, and 1t is every day becoming cloarer that the

verdict passed upoa them by the *critic * is not justified in fact ;

that archeological rescarch has at last enabled us to test tho histori. *

cal statements ot the Pentatecch, and to comparo the documents
contained fn it with thoa of other Oriental nations in the Mossic
age, and that tho result is unfavorabls to the ** new toaching.”
After a review nf the countor-proofs presented by archeology, he
afirms that the b -higher criticlsm ™ was triumphaat only so long
as the scientific instromeut of comparison could not be employed
againstit. He belicves that the Pentateuch is substantiaily tho
work-of Moses. Against the counter-evidence of archeology, he
sakz, What has the ‘thigher criticism'” to bring forward? And
apcwers : “‘ Merely linguintio arguments. . . . I hzva teen a
stadeds of langusge svd languagee sll my life, and-the study has
Aade ma vary skeptical as to the historios! and-literary ocnolusions
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that can bo deawn from linguistic tostimony alone.” Wo now quote
Professor Sayco’s conclusion :

** But oven if tho archeoiogical and linguistic ovidencoshould be
held to neutralizo ono avothor, thero is ono tremendous fact to
which tho “higher critics * in this country rosolutoly closo thoir
eyes, but which ought to be more than suflicient to weigh down il
the lists of worda aud idioms that wero ever warshalled togother,
Agninst the evidence of tho lists is tho ovidencoe of the doctrine aud
tradition of the Chiistian Church throughout the vighteen cen.
turios of its cxistenco, And thosc of us who boliove that, in
accordanco with tho promise of its divino Founder, the Spirit of
God hus been in the Church, cuiding it wto *all tiuth,’ flud wm-
possiblo to bulieve at the same tino that our tenchers can be rignt.
The samo methods and arguments which havo wmade of the
Pentatcuch a later and untrustworthy compilation, whoso divino
origin and character aro discermblo only to the critics themsolves,
would, if applied to the Gospels, cnd in tho same results. lu this
country, it is true, our critical frionds have hitherto kept their
faces steadily averted from the Now Teatsment, but the Protestant
critics of the Continent have heen less timid or prudent, and the
way along which they should walk has tong _ . been pointed out to
themn by tho Tubingen achool. Aud even if we confin~ oursclves to
the Pentateuch, the conscquences of the *critical’ position are
sor:ous enough. Itis not only that tho conception of the Monaic
law which lies at tho back of onr own religion, which was assumod
by our Lord aud is Apostles, and which has been held over since
by tho Christian Church, is swallowed up in chuotic darkuess ; wo
are forced to assign tho origin of the belici in tho divine message
aud supernatural authority of tho Law ‘o successful fraud. [ know
we aro told that what would be fraud in Modern Europo was not
fraud in ancicat Isracl, and thau with an improvemont in nanners
and cducation has comno an improvemcent in morals.  But tho ques.
tion ie not about aacient Isracl and its ideas of morality, but abount
the immutablo God, under whoso inspiration, if we aro to follow
tho teaching of Christ and Christianity, tho Law was given to
Isracl. Tho *higher critics * nover scem to me to realizo that their
conclusiona aro oppnsed to the great practical faci of tho existeuco
of traditional Christianity, and that against this fact thoy have
nothing to set except the linguistic specnlations or a few individual
scholars. It is not Athanasjus against the world, but Nestorius
against the Church. On the one side we havo a body of doctrino,
which hes been tho support 1o hio and the refuge 1 doath of
millivus ui mep of all nattonalities and grades of wnnd, which has
beca witnessed to by saints and martyrs, which has cond nored fiest
the Roman Empire aud then the barbarians who destroyed ic, aud
which3has brought a messago of peace and goud-wul to suffering
humanity. Onthe other sido there 18 o haud.ul of critics, with
their lists of words and polychromatio Bibles. And yut tho
¢ higher criticism * Eas never saved any souls or healed any bodics.”

Our Father.

Happily we have got past that old idea of God only as & sovereiga,
ruling like an Oricntal despot, thinking only «f His own glory in
man’s sense of persounl glory. Ho is indecd a sovereign, but wo do
not yct make real the fulness of that more endoaring relation that
Ho is our Father as woll.  Avnd if He tays Ho isour Father, it isno
irrevereace for us to say that He is bound by His very word to bo
to us cverything that we can imagino in our highest ideal of o
father's care and a mother's love ; and without doubt He ic moro
than that. Nour do we yet take into our minds how emphatically
the fatherhood implies the untversal brotherhood of wman. More
than that, it raisex nian up to Lrotherhood with Chriat, the Son
of God. Jesus always called God His Father in His prayera;
and He taught all mon to say with Him, ** Our Father.” Supposo
everybody acted on this truth that we aro all brothers and sisters
of a common Father, in tho home, in business, in socicty, would
anyone then say that what Christ taught in tho sermon on the
mount is impracticable, impossible to lio carried out in actual lifo?
No, we would say that heaven is here; and that all wranglings
between man and man aro hushed forover.  Again, as God, by His
very patare is our Father, so we aro His children, and there-
forobound to show in our thoughtsand acts that wo are Hischildren
These are the commonest truths of experience, which a child
Icarns fromits mother'alips as soon as it becomes conscious of itsolf,
and therefore tho most precious and abidicg with which wo have
todo. Aud for just this reason, that they aro so cummon, they
need a distinct and constant cffort of the will to make them living
forces in the conduct of life. But for a sure aenso of rest, for peaco
amid tio disquictudes that beset our way, for the grace of boariag
trial and aorrow, for calinness to face expocted troubles, for courage
to go forward when tho pr.en zcoms all dark, for repose of mind in
the storm and stress of lite, thore is blcssed help and & stay of the
soul for those who have learned from the heart to mean what they

- say whea they pray, ** Oar Father.”




