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Bearing on the Bible

“ NE by one,” says Profussor Sayce, of Oxford, * the
narratives of the Old Testament upon which the
oversubtle analysis of modern criticism had cast suspiclon
and doubt aro being vindicated by the progress of Oriental
research,” It should be said, morcover, that the critics
have largely ignored this realm of scientific research. All
along they have basad one of their strongest arguments on
the assumption that both the Isrnelites themselves and the
populations by whom they were surrounded wero ignorant
of the art of writing books at the time of the conquest of
Cannan and during the age of the judges. They supposed
tho literary period of Israel to have bogun with Samuel.
The oldest description yet discovered in the Phewenician
alphabet is fixed at the time of the Moabite king Mesha, the
coutemporary of Abab, The critics asked why no older
inscriptiona had been found, if the art of writing had been
known centuries earlier. Within recent years the archwo-
logist has given th~ answer. True, the earlier literature
was not inscribed wpon papyrus or written in forms of the
Phoenician alphabet. It was entrusted to more enduring
tablets of clay, while the language and script in which it
has beon preserved were both disused in the Falestine of a
later day. A single blow of the excavator's pick has
shattered some of the most ingenious conclusions of the
critics. . :

In tho year 1887-8 a number of cuneiform tablets were
taken from the ruins of a city of ancient Egypt, the site of
which is now known as Tel el Amarna. They consist of
letters and dispatches sent to the Egyptian court by the
kings of Babylonia, Assyria and Syria, and the Egyptian
governors and vassal princes in the subject province of
Palestine. They are written in the script and language of
Babylonia, which was at that time the common language of
diplomacy, and it proves that there must have been a very
aeneral literary activity and some educational system to
have mastered the complicated writing of Babylonia all
through the East., The most interesting of the letters from
Palestine are from a certain Ebed-Tob, the governor of
Jerusalem. He was not governor by appointment of the
*king of Egypt, but an ally who paid tribute. Ho speaks
of *“ the city ofsthe mountain of Salim.” The-word ¢ Uru"
signified vity, so that Urusalim is thoe city of Salim,
identical with Jerusalem. This Ebed-Tob speaks of himsolf
as being & *“priest of the most high God.” We turn to
Genesis xiv. and read the account of Melchizedek, king of
Salem, priest 'of the most high God, and identify this
description with that of the tablets, which thus carry us
back to the tima of Abrahaw. Not only so0, but the
 written bricks” confirm the account, in that same chapter
of Genesis, of the incursion of Chedorlaomer, a Babylonian
prince.

But the most remarkable coincidence iu the history of
this work occurred in the year 1892. Among the letters
of the Tel el-Amnarna tablets aro two that were written by
governors of the city of Lachish, one of whom wag
Zimride. QOne of tho lotters from the king of Jerusalem
conveys tho information that Ziwrida was wurdoered at
Lachish by the sorvants of the Egyptian king. In 1890
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Dr. Flinders Potrlo was exenvating in Southern Palestine,
at o lofty mound known s ‘ol ol.Hesy. Trom various
indications he suspootad that ho had identiied this very
city of Lachish, Tn 1802 thu work wes continued by Mr.
Bliss, of Beirut, Nat only did ho fully identify the ancient
Amorite city, but ho found tublots oxnctly like thoso of
Tel el- Amarna, and upon thom this vory name of Zimrida
occurs twico. Scarcoly havo the lottors from uppor Egypt
been. translated, when thulr countorparts in Southern
Palestine come to the Hght, nad the two parts of a correspon-
dence which took placo Loforo tho Exodus are joined
together, It is but tho boginning, for Mr. Bliss is just at
the entrance of tho unolont archive chamber of the
governor's palace,

Tho result of this rocont discovory is conclusive ovidence
that the land of Canann was inliabited by people who were
by no means tho unlobterod tribes imagined by the critics.
One of their citios was namod Kirjuth Sopher, which means
“the city of books,"” and indicatos hbraries in Canaan as
thero wore in Babylonin, Iu tho song of Deborah and
Barak we read, in Judges v. 14, that * out of Zebulon came
down they that handlo tho pon of the ready writer.” This
wag clearly the Hebrow, but sumo other meaning was pat
into it, in the supposition thut thore wero no ready writers.
But the original text {4 now most clearly vindicated.
Moreover, the tablots show thut Cannan beforo the exodus
wag the great highway botwoon tho Moditerranean Sea and
the eastern centres of commorcy, Canaun paid to Egypt
an annual land tax, which was ussessed according to
surveys of the Egyptian Uovernmoent. The enhghtened
and warlike Amoritoa and Ifittites wore there, and mony
of the citics mentlonod in  the Seriptures are
also mentioned on tho tablots, Profesgsor Maspero
pays: “The land of Canaun was a vast emporiumn
where Africa mot Furope and Asin.” Professor Erman
says: “There waa hardly anything which the Egypt of the
eightcenth and ninotoonth dynasty had not obtained from
Syria. Tho culturo of tho Syriens must therefore have
been very highly advinced to have obtained such a
conquest.”

With all this information lot it bo remombered that the
conquest by Israal waa only partinl oven until the time of
David. Weare told in the flrat clinpter of Judges that
*the childron of Benjamin did not drive out the Jebusites
that inhabited Jerusalem, but the Jebusites dwell with the
children of Benjamin in Jorusnlom unto this day.” We
also read that Mannsseh and lphiraim faled to dislodgo the
inhabitants of somo six olties, whilo Zebulon, Asher,
Naphtali and Dan failed to mako their conquest complete.
We know also how Isracl grow Into intimate relations with
the people of the land, and whatovor elso they received of
hurtful influences, wo cannot doubt that they must have
felt the touch of thoir intolloctunl devolopment end literary
activity. Buch was tho lterary atwoesphioro whichk pervaded
the time when Moses wroto the Pentateuch. Tho increasing
ovidenco from the moaumeonts indicates that it was the
golden age of literaturo In the history cf the ancient East.
Thus onoe of the strongost assumptions of tho critics against
tho Mosaic authorship 18 complutely anmbhilated.—Herald
and Preshyter,
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