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The Israelites in Egypt.

LY PROF. A. ). SAYOE, LL.Dsy TRt

Tho question hasoften boon atkod : Is thore any roferenco to
the Xaractites and to tho Exodus in the mohuments of Egypt? and
Egyptologlats havo Leen compelled to answer, No. In fact, tho
probabilitios were strongly aganit tho discovery of suoh a rofer-
onse. Very fow of tho Egyptian inecriptions aro historical, and
thoso that aro so rocord tho successes and victories of tho Pharaohs,
ot thelr disastors and defeats. Doroover, to the Egyptian of the
ago of tho ninctoonth dynasty the Israclites wore but o troublesome
Bedouin tribo which had settled on the outskirts of the Delts, and
been roduced to the condition of publio serfs. It would no more
osour to him to mako mention of thom on tho great monuments of

Egypt than {t would to oursslves to speak of a tribe of gypsies in

somo public insoription.

But tho probabilities notwithstanding, the name of tho Israclites
has ot Jast been met with in o royal inscripticn ereoted in a Theben
tomple, and It is oven possible that there is a reference in the texi
to tho Exodus as well. Tho fortanate discoverer is Prof. Flinders
Petric, to whom archmwologiats aro already so deoply indebted,
Laat winter he was oxcavating at Thbebes, onco the capital of
Egypt, and there on tho western bank, to the sonth of tho
Ramassoum, he lain bare tho foundations of more than one templo.
Among them woro the roins of a eanctuary hitherto belicved to be
that of AmenophisIIL., of tho eightcenth dynasty. It hasturned
out, however, thas it was really erccted by Menoptah, of the nine.
teenth, who had plundered an older tomple of Amenophis IIL in
order to Luild his own, usicg tho stones of which it had been con-
structed for his own later work, Ono of these stones is & great
alab or stela of granits, more than ten feot in longth, upon which
Amonophishad engraved a reoord of hisarchitectural achievementa,
Moneptah buflt the inscribed part of tho stela into the wall of his
templo, aud upon the uninscribed side caused another inscription
v3 bo written. 1t is in this Iatter inscription that tho name of the
Iaraclites has boen fornd,

Monoptal was the son and successor of Bameses whom Egypt-
ologists have lopg recognized as the Pharaoh of tho Oppression?
Tho excavations of Dr. Naville, at Pa-Tam, the Pithom of the Old
Testament, proved that Rameses was the builder of that city, aud
it was natural to regard the discovery as verifying thoir conciusion.
That Meneptah was tho Pharaoh of the Exouus is further indicated
by the Egyptinn legond of the oxpulsion of Israclites, preserved by
tho Egyptian historian Manetho, which places that event in the
reigu of that prince.

Tho earlier part of his reign was foll of disaster. The Libyans
invaded Egypt and overran the Delta, Cities and temples wers
destroyed, and the pooplo wero mnssacred or obliged to fiy. But
ju Mencptah’s fifth year a great victory was gained over tho
invadiog bordes. Numbers of them fell on the field of battle or
were made prisoners by the Egyptians ; the rest were driven outof
the country, and Egypt was saved. A hymn of triumph for the
viclory was composed by ono of the poets of tho court. It is this
hymn which is engraved on thoe stela discovered by Prof, Potrie.

Toward tho end of the puemn comes the referenco to the
Israclites. The poem sums up all the other glorious deeds of the
Pharaoh, the result of which had been to inaugurate an era of
peace. Even unsfather's snccesseaara set down to the credit of
the zon, tho Hittites, for oxamplo, being said to have been tran-
quillized,” though this was the work, not of Meneptah, but of his
father, Ramscs 11, many years before. A translation of tho
passago in question has been alrcady published by Prof. Petrie,
but it waas mado from an imperfcct copy of the original text, and,
therefore 1s not always corrcet. The stola is now at the Qizeh
Muscum, at Cairo, whore it can be atadied accurately and at
leisure. This is what we read upon it:

“ Vanguished (?) is the land of the Libyans ; tranquillized is tho
land of the Hittitas; captured is the land of of Pa-Eana'na
(Canaan) wth t:)all violenco ; carried away istho land of Ashkelon;
overpowered is the land of Gezer; tho lsnd of Innuam (north of
Palestine) is brought to naught; tho Israclites (I-a-i-r-a e-l.u) aro
minished () so that they havono seed ; the 1and of Khar is become
like the widows of Eyxypt. All lands aro at poace.” Khar was
Southern Paleatine: and the nams is identified by Prol. Maspero
with that of the Horites of tho Old Testament,

The word tranilated ¢ sced ”” is elsawhere used in the asnso of
** offapring " ; that readored *“ minuhied # (2) has not boen met with
before. But tho doterminativo of “smallness ™ or **badness ™ is
attachod to it, 30 that it wust have some such meaning as that
assignod to it above.

It will be noticed that whilo all «ho other proper names mea-
tioued in the taxt are followed by the determinative of ¢ oountry,”
that of tho ** Iaraclites™ alorse is without any determinative of the
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kind. Tho Istacl{tes, consequently, must at the time have had no

fixod habitation, no dofinito district $o whioh the Egyptian acribs
could assign thom, or elso havo boen sottled in Egypt liself. At
any rate thoy had no sountry or oity which they could eail thoir
own. They weore a mexo tribe and nothing more. Even thetr
relativo geographical positjon Is uncsrtaini the Egyptian post
passos from south to north, and from north to south without any
order or method, and mixes up Libyans and Hittites, Canaanites
and Horites in une gonoral doscription,

I5 may bo, therefore, 4hat tho Israclites wero still sottled in
Egypt at tho timo tho poom was composod. But it isequally
possiblo that tho Exodus had already ocourred and that the
Igraclites were already lost in tho desert which bordered on the
land of Khar. In the latter caso wo must seo in the reference to
them tho Pharaoh’s version of tho Exodus, It will thus bo parallel
to Sennachorib’s version of his campaign againss Hezekiah. As
Sennacherib passea ovor in silenco tho disaster which obliged him
to rotreat from Palestine, and records only his victory over the
Egyptians, the spoil which ho took from the oitles of Judah, and
the presents made to him at Lachish by Hezekiah, 30, too,
Menegtah speakn only of the measures that had been taken to
destroy the malo seed of the Israclites. WWhether or nos the God
of Isracl had already exaoted vengoance foc that destraction in the
death of the firat.born of the Egyptiant, it Is at present impossible

o say. But the probabilities ars in favor of it,

At all events, wo cannot but be struck by the extraordinury
paralleliam between the words of the insoription and the atate.
ments which we £od in the Book of Exodus (i. 10-21). There
too, we read that the Pharaoh dealt ¢ wisely ® with tho Israclites
* lest thoy should multiply ’ ; that tho midwives were ordered to
kill al' the mala children, and that * Pharach charged all the
people, saying, Every gon that is born y» ahall cast into the river.”

The passage on the atela might have been copied from the -

Scriptural record. It is true that the Pharaoh of Scripture is the
Pharaoh of the Oppression rather than Meneptah, but, as we have
seon, the poet of the atela folt no acruplea about tranaferring the
achiovements of Ramses II. $o his son, and we are not told that
ediot for diminishing the male population of Israel was ever
eancolled. The Egyptian post and the Biblical writer alike agreo
ir. declaring that the ¢ cecd ” of Israel was cut off,
Oxrorp, EXxo.

¢ John Ross of Brucefield.”
HIS VIEW OF THE S8ECOND COXING OX CHRIST.

In some auch words as the following Mr. Roes gavo his view of
the zocond coming to a young friend who was inquiring.

¢Many years ago my mind was much taken up with the sub.
jeot. I examined every passage I could find in Old Testament or
New that bore upen it, and made them vp into two lists ranged
ono against the other thore seeming to favor the pre-millenniel
viow and those that told on the other side. The two lists scemed
protty well balanced. Ystin viow of the whole, my judgment
inclingd atrongly sgainst the pre-millennial idea as it is usually gat
forth, though thera is one toxt in its favor that X was not then,
and am not now, propared to explaiu {Tho weiter extremely regrets
that the special pacsage has slipped ber memory.}-

¢ But as the yoars go, a theory of my own is developing -diff-
cring materially from both the ordinary views, Let mo giveit to
you in this way. Christ’ssecond coming—that comiog that pre-
cedes the millenniunm, the eoming for which we arc enjoined to be
on tho watoh—1{s givenin vision in the 18th of Rev. ** Andl saw
heaven opened, and behold, o white horss, and He that sat upon
him was called Faitbful and True, and in righteousness Ho doth
judge and make war.” Study the passago and you will see plainly
that it describes the riding forth of Christ out of Heaven into the
earth on purposo to subduo the whole earth to Himseli. It des-
cribes the conflict and victory immediately precedivg the mil.
lennium. Upon ita close the Old Serpent is bonnd with a chain
and cast into prison for a thousand yecars, and tho bleszed dead
begin to livo and reign with Christ for a thousand years. This
vision doscribes the pro-millennial coming of Jesus Christ. Watch
tho passago olosely and you will feel that it ia not a literal, visible
coming thatistheraannoncced. Xt isChrist’seoming pre-eminently
as The Word of God. The woapon Ho usos is tho shiarp aword that
procoedoth ont of His mouth. Thoday is coming, and it is not far
off, when to thoss who aro watching for Him He shall so shine
into His own word, and His glory shall 30 shino out of it that that
Waord shall bo to them as though their visibloLord was walking at
their side—Yos moro than that. 1tonly noeds that & very small
perccatage;of His professed followers should be awakened to the
fact that the word of God is the Word of God, that every commard
in it is » commanJ of God, overy promise a promiscof our infinitely
faithfol Ged, every threat s threat of the God that cannot lie snd
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