
PRINCETON COLLEGE BULLETIN.

EDITED BY THE PRESIDENT AND MEMBERS OF THE FACULTY.

VOL. VIII. OCTOBER, 1896.
No. 3.

Thirdlecture : Anti-revolution : Edmund

Burke.

PUBLIC LECTURES deliveRED AT

PRINCETON UNIVERSITY IN CON-

NECTION With the SESQUICEN-

TENNIAL CELEBRATION IN OCTO-

BER , 1896.

I.

Four lectures by Joseph John Thomson,

Cavendish Professor of Physics in the

University of Cambridge, England. Sub-

ject : The Discharge of Electricity in Gases.

These lectures were delivered in the

Physical Lecture-room of the John C.

Green School of Science.

II.

Four lectures by Felix Klein, Professor

of Mathematics in the University of Göt-

tingen, Germany. Subject : The Mathe-

matical Theory of the Top. These Collo-

quia were held in the Physical Lecture

Room.

III.

Six lectures by Edward Dowden , Pro-

fessor of English Literature and Rhetoric

in Trinity College, Dublin. Subject : The

French Revolution and English Literature.

These lectures were delivered in Alex-

ander Hall.

Fourth lecture : Early Revolutionary

group and antagonists : Southey : Cole-

ridge the Anti-Jacobin.

Fifth lecture : Recovery and Reaction :

Wordsworth.

Sixth lecture : Renewed Revolutionary

Advance : Byron: Moore : Shelley.

IV .

Two lectures by Andrew Seth, Professor

of Logic and Metaphysics in the Univer-

sity of Edinburgh, Scotland. Subject :

Theism . The lectures were delivered in

Alexander Hall.

V.

One lecture by Karl Brugmann, Profes-

sor of Indogermanic Philology in the Uni-

versity of Leipsic, Germany. Subject:

The Nature and Origin of the Noun Gen-

ders in the Indogermanic Languages (Ueber

Wesen und Ursprung der Geschlechtsun-

terscheidung bei den Nomina der indoger-

manischen Sprache. ) This lecture was

delivered in German in the English Room,

Dickinson Hall.

VI.

One lecture by A. A. W. Hubrecht, Pro-

First lecture : The Revolutionary Spirit fessor of Zoology in the University of

before the Revolution .

Second lecture : Theorists of the Revo-

lution : William Goodwin and MaryWoll-

stonecraft.

Utrecht, Holland . Subject : The Descent

of the Primates. This lecture was de-

livered in the Geological Lecture-room in

Nassau Hall.
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REVIEWS OF BOOKS.

THE HIGHER CRITICISM OF THE PENTA-

TEUCH. By William Henry Green , D.D. ,

LL.D., Professor of Oriental and Old

Testament Literature in Princeton Theo-

logical Seminary . New York. Charles

Scribner's Sons, 1895. 8° pp. vii , 178 .

THE UNITY OF THE BOOK OF GENESIS . By

William Henry Green, D.D. , LL.D. ,

Professor of Oriental and Old Testa-

ment Literature in Princeton Theologi-

cal Seminary. New York. Charles

Scribner's Sons, 1895. 8° pp . x , 583 .

Thetwo latest publications of Dr. Green,

though companion-volumes, differ consid-

erably in aim and eharacter. The Higher

Criticism of the Pentateuch is a brief pop-

ular treatise in which the history, methods,

conclusions, the religious and theological

tendencies of the prevailing criticism are

lucidly set forth in their most general out-

lines. It addresses itself to the public at

large and requires no scientific acquaint-

ance with the subject to be understood.

At the same time, the reader will feel at

each step that the discussion is in the

hands ofa master, and that only thorough

familiarity with the minutest details could

have produced the ease and assurance

with which the subject is handled . In

The Unity of the Book of Genesis, on the

other hand, the author exhibits by patient

study of section after section and by a

careful testing of the critical views in re-

gard to each , the solid basis of facts on

which the generalizations of the briefer

volume rests.

At the basis of his criticism of the mod-

ern view, Dr. Green lays a positive argu-

ment in favor of the unity of the Penta-

teuch . This argument takes for its point

of departure a rapid survey of the history

of O. T. revelation. It is shown that the

organic structure of the Old Testament, as

it offers itself to us, presupposes the Mosaic

legislation, and that the historical frame-

work of the Pentateuch is so inseparable

therefrom as to compel the assumption of

a common origin. Dr. Green further ex-

plains how all the component parts of the

Testament are strictly subordinated to and

in harmony with its place and purpose

within the Biblical organism. The choice

of this position for a point of attack upon

the critical hypothesis offers a double ad-

vantage. In the first place , it furnishes

the key to the solution of by far the greater

part of the literary and historical difficul-

ties with which the critics claim the tradi-

tional view of the Testament is beset. Dr.

Green is able to show that, his theory of

revelation being accepted and consistently

applied , the difficulties disappear and all

the facts fall into line. And secondly, the

fascination which the latest phase of criti-

cism seems to possess, is undoubtedly due

to its bold attempt to press all the phe-

nomena of the O. T. into the service of one

great constructive idea. By only empha-

sizing and carrying out the conception of

an organic revelation , to the needs ofwhich

all parts of the Scriptures are harmo-

niously subservient, the charm of the

critical hypothesis may be offset by that

of a scheme even more attractive in its

grandeur and simplicity.

Next the arguments in favor of the Mo-

saic authorship are formulated succinctly

but with great force and clearness. The

critics are accustomed to refer to these

under the comprehensive and somewhat

depreciating title of tradition . Tradition

in this case includes the testimony ofthe

whole O. T. , the N. T. and, in the latter, of

none less than Christ, of a large part of

the Pentateuch itself, as well as of the

Jewish and the Christian church, and this

by no means according to conservative

claims merely but, to a large extent, on

the admission of the critics themselves.

The objections that will invalidate this

mass ofthe most weighty testimony must.

surely be insurmountable. Dr. Green

groups them under four heads : ( 1 ) Ana-
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In the Unity of the Book of Genesis

these inner defects of the critical hypoth-

esis are exposed in detail, each section

being examined in regard to the first two

groups of alleged evidence of composite

authorship mentioned above. It would

be a mistake to think that Dr. Green's ar-

chronisms, inconsistencies, incongruities ;

(2) obviously composite origin ; (3)

clearly recognizable development of the

law passing through several stages ; (4)

disregard of the law in preexilic history.

Of these four the second group is exam-

ined at some length in the fourth chapter,

which may be safely pronounced a modelgument in this part of the discussion is of

of critical discussion and which for keen-

ness, cogency and exhaustiveness within

such narrow limits, surpasses everything

yet written on the subject on the conserv-

ative side. The author shows how all the

phenomena on which the claim of com-

posite authorship is based admit of satis

factory explanation. But he goes further

than this by applying a sort of immanent

criticism to the modern theory, and con-

tending that, notwithstanding the utmost

license enjoyed by the critics in adjusting

their own criteria , in choosing their own

division, in neutralizing contrary-evidence

by inferences from their own hypothesis,

and in thus making out the best possible

case for themselves, they nevertheless have

not been able to build up a consistent

theory. Even to the finest manipulation

the material will not yield everywhere.

In numerous instances the divisive critics

are forced to unreasonable assumptions.

Especially the Redactor refuses to be

made an intelligent agent. The numer-

ous operations which the critics are com-

pelled to ascribe to him do not reveal any

plan or principle . The various sets of

criteria, by aid of which the documents.

have been disentangled , are far from con-

current. The literary characteristics of

the assumed writers, though originally

obtained on the basis of the alternate use

of the names Elohim and Jehovah in cer-

tain long sections, are yet found to clash

with the use of these names in other sec-

tions. The resultant documents are not

continuous notwithstanding the fact that

in numerous instances the critics reason

from isolated clauses as if no lost material

had been connected with them originally.

force only to those who, with us, believe

in the Mosaic origin of the Pentateuch.

We discredit the critical theory, whatever

one may be inclined to accept in its place.

We do not see how an unprejudiced

reader can fail to perceive that the critical

structure rests on altogether too precarious

ground to be accepted even as approxi-

mately probable. One might be tempted

to go further than this and draw from Dr.

Green's reasoning the conclusion, that, if

the Pentateuch actually originated as the

critics suppose, the very conditions of its

origin render every attempted analysis of

its component parts highly problematic .

The much-vaunted agreement of the crit-

ies among themselves is no evidence to

the contrary. As Dr. Green well says :

" The consensus of divisive critics settles

not the truth ofthe hypothesis, but what

they consider its most plausible and de-

fensible form. The partition of the Pent-

ateuch is a definite problem with certain

data, to which any solution that is offered

must adapt itself. Experiments without

number have been made to ascertain the

practicability of this partition and what

lines of division offer the best chance of

success. And the present agree-

ment of critics , so far as it goes, indicates

what is believed to be the most practi-

cable mode of carrying out the hypothesis

that has yet been devised.” (Unity of the

Pentateuch, p. 130. )

The concluding pages of the Unity of

the Pentateuch are devoted to an inquiry

into the religious and theological bearings

of the dispute. Dr. Green proves that the

modern view destroys the historic credi-

bility of the Biblical record and presup-
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poses the origin of the O. T. religion from

naturalistic sources. He reminds us that

in point of fact the most prominent advo-

cates of this style of criticism have been

until recently, pronounced anti -supernat-

uralists . Finally he explains how the

tenets of the dominant school rendered the

same service against the cause of revealed

religion which at one time the now anti-

quated Deistic and vulgar Rationalistic

style of thinking were made to render.

The documents are placed at so great a

distance from the events that ample room

is allowed for the development of those

legendary traits which the Biblical records

present as miracles, or dated so late that

the most extraordinary disclosures of re-

vealed truth can appear as the result of

natural growth and the most marvellous

instances of prediction as vaticinia ex

eventu. To a far larger extent also than is

commonly supposed, the naturalistic taint

inheres not merely in the results of this

criticism, but in its very method and prin-

ciples of investigation, whence they vitiate

the whole process. As Dr. Green tersely

expresses it, the pernicious tendencies are

inwrought in its whole texture from begin-

ning to end.

There is one point of view from which

the conservative theory regarding the O.

T. appears at an immense advantage over

its modern rival. If both may for a mo-

ment, and for argument's sake, be called

hypotheses experimenting with the Bib-

lical material, the conservative view alone

accepts and uses this material as it is

without reconstruction, whereas the critics

are compelled to make it tractable by a

manipulation, which is in reality an infer-

ence from their hypotheses, and in so far

disqualifies it for establishing the same.

The critics themselves admit that the tra-

ditional theory is firmly embedded in the

Biblical records , and that the latter have

been shaped into accordance with it by

later hands throughout . This virtually

amounts to saying that the critical hy-

pothesis is by limitations in its very nature

doomed to remain within the sphere of the

barely possible, and can never be raised

into that ofthe demonstrably actual . The

extent to which it has been compelled to

draw the large masses of historical evi-

dence into the range its reconstructive

theorizing has hardly left anything unma-

nipulated available for the purpose of veri-

fication. If this circumstance makes it

difficult to disprove the theory by histori-

cal evidence, it involves for the critics the

more serious drawback of rendering their

scheme incapable of objective proof. It

may be safely left to the sober judgment.

of intelligent people to determine the

claims to scientific acceptance of a theory

which proceeds on the principle, that the

facts, though at present contradicting it at

each stage of experiment, ought not to be

admitted as contrary evidence, because on

the hypothesis itself the facts have been

meddled with. Unfortunately, in the

sphere of literary criticism , such a claim

is not a-priori excluded, as it is in the pro-

vince of physical science, by the inviola-

bility of the facts. But nobody will be

foolish enough to accept the bare possi-

bility of its truth or the unlimited need

of the critics to resort to it as sufficient

evidence of its substantiality . On the

contrary, each new hypothetical assertion

of this kind encumbers and endangers the

chief hypothesis which it is intended to

bolster up. GERHARDUS Vos.
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