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I.

THE MOSES OF THE CRITICS.

MOSES had gone up into the thick darkness, fire, and smoke,

which covered the summit of Sinai. The people had

waited in vain for his return. Days and weeks had passed, a

month and more had elapsed, still there were no tidings from him,

and no sign of his reappearance. “ And when the people saw that

Moses delayed to come down from the mount, the people gathered

themselves together unto Aaron, and said unto him, Up, make us

gods, which shall go before us
;
for as for this Moses, the man that

brought us up out of the land of Egypt, we know not what is

become of him ” (Ex. xxxii. 1). Their excited minds pictured

him as hopelessly and forever gone
;
he would never be seen, nor

heard from again. Thus in the imagination of the critics the Moses

of the Bible has disappeared from view. And with loud acclaim

they are chanting the praises of the mystic symbols E, J, D, P and

R, which they have set up to fill the vacancy created by the re-

moval of Israel’s great leader. The advance of critical science has

in their opinion entirely changed the aspect of affairs
;
and the

history of that whole period must be reconstructed on a new and

different basis. Let us briefly consider what the critics propose to

substitute for the Moses that has been taken from us. The theme

proposed is the Moses of the critics, or Moses as the critics repre-

sent him.

The Moses of the Bible is a clearly defined, conspicuous and com-

manding personage. Saved from threatened death in his infancy

by an interposition of Providence, which secured for him a training

at the court of Pharaoh without weaning his heart from his own
24



RECENT THEOLOGICAL LITERATURE. 543

The ethical reasonings of the treatise, also, have peculiarities about which
queries might naturally arise. Such peculiarities are to be expected in the

yet undeveloped state of ethical science and of the philosophy of the will.

But we, for one, welcome this book as an evidence of that independent

thought •which the times demand even from those who may be the most con-

servatively inclined. Tor if the lovers of the Bible and its doctrines are to

make headway against the errorists of our day, they can hope to do so only

by means of thorough, fearless and honest thinking.

New York. Edward John Hamilton.

Lincoln University , Chester County, Pa., Theological Department. In-

auguration of Rev. Robert Laird Stewart, A.M.
, as Professor of Pastoral

Theology, Evidences of Christianity and Biblical Archaeology, and of Rev.

J. Aspinwall Hodge , D.D., as Professor of Instruction in the English Ver-
sion of the Bible, Tuesday, January 23, 1894. 8vo, pp. 48. (Philadelphia

:

Allen, Lane & Scott, 1894.) This is a very enheartening pamphlet, with its

notices of advance in the provisions for theological instruction at Lincoln,

the stirring charges to the new professors, and their admirable inaugural

addresses. Both new professors, as was befitting, magnified their respective

offices. Prof. Stewart spoke upon “The Place and Value of Pastoral Theology
in the Curriculum of Theological Study,” and spoke most instructively and
helpfully, taking the broadest and highest view of the scope and function of

his department. Dr. Hodge took as his theme “ The Extent and Unity of

Bible Study.” His tracing of the representative principle through Church
doctrine, polity and worship as a unifying principle is not only intensely

interesting, but a real contribution to thought. We ought not to neglect to

mention Dr. Purves’ clear and forceful outline of the doctrine of the author-

ity of Scripture, in his charge to Dr. Hodge. We conceive great hopes of

Lincoln’s future when we listen to its new professors talking of their several

branches of instruction. Some Current Notions Concerning Dogmatic The-

ology. Inaugural Address of Charles Marsh Mead, Ph.D., D.D., Kiley Pro-

fessor of Christian Theology, February 14, 1894. 8vo, pp. 21. (Hartford,

Conn.: Hartford Seminary Press, 1894.) Would that Prof. Mead’s wise

words could be engraved on the hearts of all our Christian teachers. In

form, his address is a justification of the Chair of Dogmatic Theology in our

seminaries ; in essence it is a strong defense of dogmatic, which is as much
as to say supernatural, Christianity. He posits the four objections that

dogmatic theology is unpractical, not feasible, inconsistent with the constant

evolution of truth, and implicative of historical and metaphysical elements

unnecessary to Christianity. lie shows in turn that the attempt to divorce

religion from all questions of science, philosophy and history is equivalent to

a total abandonment of the supernatural and a descent to the lowest plane of

naturalism and rationalism ; that all things cannot be surrendered to an evo-

lutionary process of becoming, but some things are, and must be treated as

fixed—for example, there can be no evolution of the multiplication table and
as little of the fundamental facts and doctrines of the Christian revelation

;

that it is not only feasible but necessary to state Christian truth systemati-

cally ; and that the practical effect of truth will depend on its clear appre-

hension and formulation, unless indeed we really believe that the less one

knows about the Gospel the better he can exemplify and teach it. His un-

answerable remarks on the necessity of a creed for any Church union, and the

disintegrating character of all agitation for Church union on no formulated

basis of belief ; and his admirable remarks on the undermining effect of the

present rage for “ societies,” exemplify the practical nature of Dr. Mead’s
thought. Darwinism. A Lecture delivered before the Young Men’s
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Christian Association. By the Rev. Prof. Marais, D.D. 4to,pp. 15. (Cape
Town : Dennis Edwards & Co., 1894.) A reasonable orientation of Christian

thought over against Darwinism, expounding the theory, and counseling

caution in commitment with reference to it. Prof. Marais holds that the

problem which Darwin attacked is by no means as yet solved. We have
read the lecture with the more pleasure, that it brings us a waft of Reformed
thinking from the ends of the world, as does also the next book to be men-
tioned. Malebranche en zijne Bestrijders. Een zedekundige studie.

Door Pieter Joseph Cruse. 8vo, pp. xvi, 315. (Utrecht : A. H. Ten Bok-
kel Huinink, 1891.) This careful study of Malebranche also comes to us
from the bosom of our Reformed brethren in South Africa. Dr. Cruse, who
presented it as his doctorate thesis at Utrecht, was born in Cape Colony and
received his preliminary training at Stellenbosch, to one of the professors at

which, Prof. Marais, he dedicates this publication. After an Introduction

in which he treats of Malebranche’s life and wrorks, the philosophers of his

time and the sources of his system, he subjects the system itself to examina-

tion under the three heads of “Metaphysics,” “Theology” and “Ethics.” He
recognizes the difficulty of understanding precisely what Malebranche under-

stood in his metaphysics by the “ etendue intelligible,” and what he meant
to teach as to its relation to God. His conclusion on this point is summed
up thus: “God is the universal reason, the ‘monde intelligible,’ thus also

the ‘ etendue intelligible,’ says Malebranche. God is the eternal, thinking,

extended essence, says Spinoza. The difference between the two lies only in

the ‘ etendue intelligible,’ which Malebranche identifies with God, and which
he distinguishes from material extension. But this difference falls away, in

as much as Malebranche makes things the modi of God. With Cousin, we
think we must say that Malebranche along with Spinoza was the greatest

pupil of Descartes, and may be called, in a literal sense, the Christian Spi-

noza.” When we add to this conception, Malebranche’s theory of “occa-

sional causes,” we may well say with Dr. Cruse that his metaphysical princi-

ples required a theory of determinism from him. Yet his doctrine of human
freedom and grace has been and may be charged with Pelagianism. Hence
Dr. Cruse emphasizes the fact that though his ethical views cannot be under-

stood apart from his metaphysics, they are not wffiolly in harmony with his

metaphysical principles. The treatise bears marks of careful work and seems

a very instructive treatment of its subject. What is Inspiration ? By the

Rev. E. Winter, D.D. 8vo, pp. 41. (Grand Rapids, Mich.: A. Yan Dort

[1894].) This pamphlet has as its object to protest against Dr. John De-

Witt’s book bearing the same title, which was noticed in this Review for

January last (p. 169). Its appearance breaks a “conspiracy of silence.”

“ As no voice was raised against the position taken by the esteemed Dr. De
Witt, these pages are offered,” is the author’s own account of its origin.

“ The writer’s motive,” it is added, “was to utter an humble though earnest

plea for the verbal inspiration of the Scriptures.” As such we welcome the

pamphlet most heartily, as a faithful venture in a good cause. Two impor-

tant points are pressed in it with force. One, that the attempt to confine

inspiration to the “ thoughts ” and not the “words,” always proceeds on

grounds which attack the thoughts themselves. The other, that progress

in revelation of truth or duty does not imply error to be corrected, but only ad-

vance in a right line. The author’s remark :
“ A more developed revelation

as found in the Yew Testament Scriptures, does not imply a correspondingly

higher grade of inspiration,” will also repay consideration. Addresses at

the Inauguration of Professors of the Presbyterian Theological Seminary at

Omaha, Neb., September 5,1893. 8vo,pp. 34. (Omaha: Lew. W. Baker, 1893.)

On this occasion the professors inaugurated at this vigorous young seminary




