
or collection of narratives, tlle Une cali-

ing God by the nanme Ellohini, the other
terniing hini jehovah, ; of two oral or
written collections of lawts called respec-
tively the Priestly and the Prophetic
Torahi; and of a Deuteronomiist. 'l'lie
latter belonged to the time of King Jo-
siahi and the othier eleinents of thc Peni-
tateuchi were broughit together, out of
the oilher four documents or traditions,
in thu period of Ezra. I-ow does Pro-
fessor Smith know this ? By finding
Iliat the later historical books and pro-
phiecies indicate the non-observ'ance by
Israel of ail thc prccepts of the Penta-
teuchal code. A conclusion of this

kind founded upon the silence of the
chroniclers and prophets is %vorthless.

The Bible writers take rnany things for
gTranted, suchi as the existence of God
and the irnortality of the soul. 'l'le

atithor's negative proofs are the very te-
vcrsec of convincing, His prophetic and
priestly Torahis are a pair of nîyths, and
the distinction drawn between the

Elohist and the Jehev~ist, whichi origi-
nated in the brain of Dr. Astruc, one of
the «reatest of unhanged scoundrels the
world lias eve'r seeni, is hased upon an)
utter Iniscunception )f the legation of

Muses. 1rofessor Srnii miales muchi

of the reference in Genesis xxxvi to the

igsthat reigned in the land of Edonm,
holding that the *ciapter cavnot have
been written befoîre iliv imie of -Satl,

probaly "lot hecfore that Of I >avid, when
Edonm was sîîhjýect to Israel. If Profes-

sor Siiihl and bis Gernian teachers knew
history, as they arrogantly profess to
knowv it, they wvould be aware of thle fact
that these kingi, in he land of Ldoni,

were not Edomites at ai and that the
last of thein %vas dead before Israel enl-

tered uipon iLs %vildcrness journey. Ot
author quotes \Vellha usen's IDe Gentibus
et Failiiis jud-z-ortini to Ille effect th-at

Caleb the Kýcniiz.te wvas a descendant of

Esati. I-le wvas nothing of the kind, but

a ieniber of the Eg yptian house of the
Arncnopliids frontî Phil:c or Teil el
Amiarna. I lieliev. Professo- Smiithi is
a line Arabic and Semnitic scholar gene-
rally, but lie does not kznow liistory, and
is ilhus incalpa-ble of profitably criticising
a 'vork that is largely hîstorical. Tlierc
is evidence thiat letters lîad advaîîced ho

highi stage oýf proficiency in the tinie
of Moses, and that tht. books ascrihed
to lîini, whattcver later additions xway
hlave licen made 'to theni, suit better his
period than any other in Israel's history.
'l'lie new edition of 'rhci Old Testamient
in tic Iewishi Cliurchi contains nmuch adi-
ditional niatter on the lîistorical books,
Uie Canion, 'the Hextaheucli, and the
Psalter. There arc sonie grains of wlieat
in tlîis literary barn, btit they are as
iiothiing.- conipared to thie chaff. If lu-
sinuation, assunîption, and the total ah-

s (n. ) f uxtc.ernal proof, constitute the
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