
Tho I'resbyterian .Eleview
THE 4IGHER CRITICISM AND THE MONUMENTS"

lIV D I>5C.IA"M/i
Li.m ii5i''p1

Ini regard to the Nlosii autborshile of tilt Pentateucli
the monuments afford wily ii.direct cs'idence, but ncvcrthe-
Iis v'iileiicv of %&-r> ciiiiidcralie weighit. i'hey show
iluat NI oseS was In the lutt icîl position t ) rnduce sucb
a wnîk a id c< ns,-qîuetity that lie prolabiy d.d gîroduce it.
i .ving un the cIVIî'l/tltoî of Egypt lie wolild have at bis dis-

piosai thc sast lîteratura of is owl anîd pîreccdiig ages, and
not îmily tua. liieratiuie of Egyjît but oifflabylonia and
l'alastiloe as welI* Thîis would give huit ai tbc inatcrial
loccessary ta) %wite such a narrative as is found In the
l'entatt.~il, auiJ oit natuirai grotnds materiai witbout whicli
lie could iînt have mrillts it. At no subscqucot pernod
woud an) author be in sticl a favorale position for suchi a
sa.rk Il the days of ira for instance, whcen, according to
the l\adiral < rilics iaîuch o! tis narrative was writtcn, Ille
vss literature of tbe past was largtýiy hutied li the ruitos of
9*\tiiict citii.' and nations. 'Thlere is niot the sliglitest likeii-
houd tbat nt that lune a1 Jvwisli author uns Ierusr.ieuî would
liavcL liad at lits disposai a large iiteratnre deahng with the
vri of Nlowes and Iîra.c.ding eras. And what was truc of
1 *Jra's tuiste was ii a mecasuire true of tilt mter îîcriods in tue
national lifc. It is trtîe that lis every age tiiere was tradition
seacbung back loto the diti at, but tradition alone couid
neser seccuîe the accuracy li dctaii wbuch is founid lin the
i <i"iid of tbe l'entatccb. Tt niay be ciifi hatîcally lepeated,
therefore, that at no pericid lis Israls bustory wcrc Ille con.
ditions so favorabîle for producîng tlle bustorical part of tbe
Pi'itateucbi as ii thc days of Mboses, and tis to one who
loo(k% loto tilt inatter gocs a considerabie distance lis show-
inig that it was ii its essential fcatuires produced then.
àNuoes-, tiowescr, was the niost bîtglily cducatcd lisait of lits
<la' iis> %iiii)attiy with Isracl. If then the narrative wa;
wtitteso -at that tinie ut svas doubtlcss written by Moses.
But In estabhish the MNosic autborship us to do nitich to
estalsbi the authenticity as wcil.

luil regard to the legisiatuve portion of the Pentateuchi the
cillestion us tint so incl o0e of authenticity as of authorship).
i.ver>ol anc kuîws thlat tilt laws of the l'entiatcuchl -.eC at
soietinie or otiier constitutL'd the lasvs regulating the civil,
moral, aîîd reiionis lifr of lsrael. 'l'lie inattcr li dispute us
the iutltbrliul. 1 )id Nînses write iiese laws or ".cre tbicy
writtenl lby a later baud ? Tl'at us the (]li stlOn. I lere aiso
the evideuice Illqbr(led bY tlîe illinmunîcuts lias mlore ai)
inîdirect tisait a direct l'eariiig. Notiîing lias becuî as )et
dî)scovtered pîroviiîg tlîat Iaeas a iater of fact, eujoyed
tii those varly tunes legîslatiosî sucl ias the Mlosaic, but
nich lha-, heei dîscovered tlîat iinakcs ut bigbiv probable
that it <lîd. l'lie mionumnents, according to Dr. Sayce, have
itiade it c'lcar tlîat tiiere existed iii Bahylotîja aîîd in other
)angl% lonîg betore the days of Moses an elatiorate meenton-
ual s> steuin wîth its priests aîîd higli lricsis, with its holy
siavs aI liol>' %casonis, wuth uts l'urtit offérings. pence offer-
ings. utîcal utferîiîis anrl sin offeriîîgs. The li civiii2arouî
attaisicd, inoreuver, niakes it quite certain tiîat thiese stationis
L.ad aise) a soniewliat develoncd code of civ'il laws. This
inbakes; ut alnîost certainl that Israei ton would have a !>onie.
'vbat claborale ceteioil systeit and a sonîewhat conis
îprcheniue code of civil lawç. 1-rael was for gueratiouîs ii
close contiact witiî the higbiest cuvilî7ation of its day, was $0o

uuîalccd muce the' cati of Albraliain and biforc iliat event.
Th'is would1 dteseluji, aiiiong tue licoilC a condition religions,
imoraI a'nd civil. wliiose iîccds a rnduniientary systeni of iaws
weluld ui't ina.vt. Tint a1b WC nia>' lie sure iliat wlien

rcuu' ino a lataisonîlîey were gis Cii a code, ccrcnionial,
susoial anîd civil, adaî'tad te) thrur conîditiuon, ut us (juste sale to
i tsilude thar tlint code was fan (toits beuîîg rudunîenîiary,
was 'ln tlle c'utrary quite ciallorate.

081it. ,,f tht- trcliug argniiiett <if tue Radical ('ratics
.inuît Ille i. ailt'îorsiui tif the l>elitateuclî Ie'gîsîatioîî
&iliit tliat hIatua'îîiit shoqws a hsglien cusizvaimio litha

e\,%tci ini li.uel laî tlbosc das. T'hîs argumîent the inonu-
ni< lits rette 1 N ý.hcbwlllg tliat m.iclî cus'illiatiouî existed
auîîong tier li ''s uîî'dc ts r %siiose initictice Irael grCsv tlt ino

an.attt.uî .înd %.1 11111't lias lî.'aun f'.uîd Ini Isreal tî'o. No
.i t i'. 1'v t-lii.Isîaj.all tlat .1 1< ada.r suclb as Nbtstes

Wa% %%i 'îîld lims oT* îar î:d bir 1-col-le ii a pericid tif suich
s îh.'tou sib.out ill, uc a (iler code if laws Ihati %hiat

s' ,l sdliçli nIe Radic.i1r1 c credit buuîî

lui the liglît of wiiat lias hiti said tiierefore otue iiigbt
lie pardoncd for thiuikiuîg that if the progress of discovery
continîtses tue spectîiatiouîs of tie Radical Critics wiii sooîî
cease to be a disturng force ini the worid of tlîeology.
luis does non mnu tliat ail the conclusions of tîtese Crîtîcs
will hi; .bandonced. It does îlot neali for instanlce that the
docuuîîeutary tliory iii regard to the coinj sitioîî of rue
Peuîtatenicli syll tieu be abauîdoîîed. IL does mîen that tue
snb!stautiai attenticity of tue niarrative aiid the substantial
Mosaic autborslîil) of the legislatioui wili ble ailowcd. 'l'lie
questionî of documtîos bias tiotiig to du witlî tue autheti-
ttcity of the record. 'l'le anthor înay bave miade mse of a
nunilier oi docunients or lie na>' not have donc so. lits
doinig so or bis not doiîîg so wonld interlere ricitlier witlî the
attiîenticity of the nîarrativ'e nor witl i ts insl)irati(on.

Anonlier part of tic work that is of specii interest for
tis day is that which deals witiî the Books of tle Clîronîcies.
T*lcse books go far to npiîold tue traditional s'iew ni the
Pentatencli If irst and second Clîronicles are historie tbe
conclusions of the Radirai Critics are false, if the con-
clusions oi the Radical Critues are true, first and sec:iid
('bronucles cannot be hîistoricz. ''le Radical Critics
virtually admîit nuis regarding tiiese books as tiîq product of a
latcr authior lieut to tue task of provinug tie early origili of
the 'Mosaic iegisiatiouî. Say-ce gives a1 nnuîîhien of inîstances
i0 whii the mnumnents conuirin tue narrative pecriar
to tue ciîronucler. Ili s0 douuîg lie îlot only ancreases tue
evidence supi)orting thc autiieiticity ni Clurouicles brut also
thiat snuîportiîîg the autienticity o! tlue l>cutateuciî.

'î1ce are tiiose wlîo persisr iii holdinîg that tue dis-
coveries ii the: 1hast have liad îîo effeet tnpoî tue concclusions
o! tue Radical Critics. One finds it dillicuir ro uuîderstand
how tlîouglîtiui mien caoi take sucli a pîositionî l'lie tilonu-
nictits have certiiiily îîrovided evidence aunrlicating tue
nîarrative ai the. Petteucli. Ilefore the discovety of these
mîonunments there was little evidetice of sucli a kiud beyond
tlîat afforded b>' -cripture itscli, uîow tiiere is a uarge quauîtiry
of external evideuîce quite independent of Seripture. 1-Iow
iii thîe face of tiîis one tact neu say tiîat the mionumntis have
hac. îîo efféct uposî tue coniclusions of tic Radical Critics
p)açes cornprchcnsion. Vien, loc, as lias been alrcady
stated these discovcries bave niet one of the strong argu-
nients advanced by these Crities against tlîe Nlosaic author-
sîiip o! the legislation iii the 1>eîtateuch wben it was niade
cleir that there was iii the days ot Moses a civilization quire
a -s advanced as that iniplied iii that leg;slation. Tt is quite
truc that tue moumnents have liad uîo effeet un the dis
cussion in regard to thie docninîts snpposed to lie discover-
cd iii the narrative. 'lhis, bowever, is a very uniiîportant
îîîatter. mie great question is tlîat o! tic aunlienticity, of
tîe narrative and the autlîorshilp ut tîte law. And uns tue
atnswer to this quuestion tue mioumnîuts have iuad aîîd will
bave a large efl'ect.
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f inisten, aiter attendiuîg a uronirenr churcli, and
ltearing a serniosî tipon a text whicli lie l)iiieli several riles
iireaclted frouîî, and alnîost every Gospel preacher lias
c.,poutided - -a tcxt coîîtauiig rue very nîarrow of tue Gospel,
went hionte refrcslid, clîeered, glad and grateful. Tiiere
ssas uîot a iîew idea in the discounse, but it was listcned In as
closciy, auîd with as nsuchi intercst, as niiotugli lie hîad knowsi
norliing about it. %Vhy ? I3ecatise it couîtained te trutli
o! justification by iaitlî-a basis trutli upon wbiciî lus
salvation restcd-a trnth that leads to a lîlesseil exîperieuîce,
aîîd, hience, lie fousîd iii its baplpiy. cicar and forcubue lire-
sentation hecarr coîîîfort auîd liie-cier. It was set forth with
ait earnestness and durt:ctness nlîat corîld ot brut do gootî.
A~ pastor of experience said -" lat youiig iiiauî's iiiniistr>
wui lic a snt:cess. ,;tucll pure Gospel, bo faitlîfly and
iîlainîy expîunidcd, will liuild sai helues'ers auîd sas'e sitliers.''
L.et mîinisters stanîd l'y the trrutlî as jr ib ii lestus. Let
plîIsosepîhy auîd iiietapiiy.ç-ca mil tcitic, aiotie. Dlent
wutiî soult ling a Chîrusr o! rcdece-iiing lowen to thin. 1 )a
flot lie airaid tn preacli a suiisîitut.cwary mac rul'îce a lesti%
rupon tue Cross for sunners. ]RsîîIecialiv let yowiug lireachers
wiîu are tenîlited to tical ii n p> liruteclunies raiîd go artcr
tue sunsatinsîal, kecpi ahang tue old traek ut i aj.'ste
reiurrîlers, l'id cs'angelusts ii holding u' a Chitri, cttuc.tkd
at ne onl>' hiope o! lierisl'itg, guiy iîîu.o -':/d4hiî
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