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THE HIGHER CRITICISM AND THE MONUMENTS"
BY D MCLINZIF
(Conddusion )

In regard to the Mosaic authorship of the Pentateuch
the monuments afford only mdireet evidence, but neverthe-
less evidence of very considerable weight. “They show
that Maoses was in the biest possible position t) produce such
a work and consequently that he probably dd produce it.
Lawving n the civibization of Egypt he would have at his dis-
posal the vast hterature of his own and preceding ages, and
not only the hterature of Egypt but of Babylonia and
Palestine as well,  This would give lim all the material
necessary o wnte such a narrative as is found i the
Pentateuch, and on natural grounds material without which
he could not have wntten it. At no subsequent pernod
would an author be in such a favorable position for such a
work  In the days of Lzrafor instance, when, according to
the Radical Critics much of thns narrative  was written, the
vast literature of the past was largely buned i the runs of
eatinet cities and nations.  There is not the shightest hiken-
houd that at that tume a Jewish author . Jerusalem would
ha<e had at us disposal a large Interature dealing with  the
eraof Moses and preceding eras. And what was true of
Fzea’s e was i a measure true of the other pertods in the
navonal hfc.  [tis true thatin every age there was tradition
rcaching back into the dim past. but tradition alone could
never secute the accuracy o detail which is found in the
rccord of the Pentateuch. It may be emphatically tepeated,
therefure, that at no penied in Isracl’s history were the con-
ditions so favorable for producing the listorical part of the
Pentateuch as in the days of Moscs, and thus to one who
locks into the matter goes a consuderable distance i show-
ing that it was in its essennial features produced then.
Moses, howerver, was the most highly educated man of his
day n sympathy with Israel.  If then the narrauve was
wntten at that time 1t was doubtless written by Moses.
But to estabhish the Mosaic authorship 1s to do much to
establish the authenticity as well.

In regard to the legislauive portion of the Pentateuch the
question 1s not so much one of authenticny as of authorship.
I.veryone knows that the laws of the Pentateuch  vere at
sometie or other constituted the laws regulating  the cvil,
moral, and rehgions hfe of lsrael. The matter in dispute s
the authorstup. Ind Moses write these laws or  were they
written by a later hand 2 That s the question. Here also
the evidence atlorded by the monuments has more an
direct than a direct beanopg.  Nothing has been as yet
discovered proving that Israel, as a mauter of fact, enjayed
in those carly tunes legislation such  as the Mosaie, but
much has been discovered that makes t highly  probable
that it did.  The monuments, according to Dr. Sayce, have
made st clear that there cxisted in Babylonia and n other
Jands long before the days of Moses an elaborate ceremon-
il system with its priests and high  priests, with its holy
davs and holy seasons, with us burnt offerings, peace offer-
ings, meal offenines and sin offerings.  The high civilization
attamed, moreover, makes it quite certan that these nations
tad also a somewhat develoned code of civil laws. Thas
makes 1t alnost certan that Isracl too would have a some-
what claborate ceremomal system and a somewhat com-
prehiensive code of cil laws,  Israel was for generations in
close cantact with the lighest civilization of its day, was so
indeed ance the call of Abraham and before that event,
This woul:l develop among the people a condition religious,
moral and envil, whose nceds a rudimentary system of laws
would not meet. But as we may be sure that when
creanized into a natoen they were given a code, ceremonial,
motal and cwil, adapted to therr condation, 1tas quite safe to
cunclude that that code was far from  being rudimentary,
was un the contrary gquite claborate,

One of the telling arguments of the Radieal Criues
agamst the Movuse authorshup of the Peatateuch legislation
o that that lyuslation shows a higher civitization than
easted i Bsraed 1o those days, This arguent the monu-
ments refute 'y showing that such  cwibization  existed
amopg the prop’e urder whose influence 1srael grew up into
a nation and <ot have been found in Isreal oo, More-
ever it s extreiuey onprobable that a laader such as Maoses
was wankd have orgamzed his people i a peniod of such
ovbzavon without pwing a fuller cade of laws than that

with which the Kadical Coiiies credit ham

In the light of what has been said thercefore one might
be pardoned for thinking that if the progress of discovery
continues the speculations of the Radical Critics will soon
ccase to be a disturbing force in the world of theology.
"This does not mean that all the conclusions of these Critics
will be .bandoned. It does not mean for instance that the
documentary theory in regard to the com, sition of the
Pentateuch will then be abandoned. It does mean that the
substantial authenticity of the narrative and  the substantial
Mosaic authorship of the legislation will be allowed. The
question of documents has nothing to do with the authen-
ticity of the record.  The author may have made use of a
number of documents or he may not have done so.  His
doiny so or his not doing so would intertere neither with the
authenticity of the parrative nor with its inspiration.

Another part of the work that is of special interest for
this day is that which deals with the Books of the Chromeles.
These books go far to uphold the traditional view of the
Pentateuch  If first and second Chronicles are historic the
conclusions of the Radical Critics are false, if the con.
clusions of the Radical Critics are true, first and second
Chronicles cannot be historic.  The Radical  Critics
virtually admit this regarding these books as the product ofa
later author bent to the task of proving the carly origin of
the Mosaic legislation.  Sayce gives a number of instances
in which the monuments confirm the narrative peculiar
to the chromicler.  In so domg he not only increases the
cvidence supporting the anthenticity of Chronicles but also
that supporting the authenticity of the Pentateuch.

‘There are those who persist in holding that the dis-
coverigs in the Last have had no effect upon the conclusions
of the Radicul Critics, One finds it diflicult to understand
how thoughtful men can take such a postion  The monu-
ments have certainly provided evidence authenticating the
narrative of the Pentateuch.  Before the discovery of these
monuments there was little evidence of such a kind beyond
that afforded by Scripture itself, now there is a large quantity
of external evidence quite independent of Scripture.  How
in the face of this one fact men say that the monuments have
haé no effect upon the conclusions of the Radical Critics
passes comprehension.  Then, too, as has been already
stated these discoveries have met one of the strong argu-
ments advanced by these Critics against the Mosaic author-
ship of the legislation in the Pentateuch when it was made
clear that there was in the days ot Moses a civilization quite
as advanced as that umplied in that legislation. Tt is quite
true that the monuments bave had no effect on the dis
cussion in regard to the documents suppoesed to be discover-
ed in the narrative. ‘This, however, is a very unimportant
matter, The great question is that ot the authenticity, of
the narrative and the authorship of the law. And m the
answer to this juestion the monuments have had and  will
have a large cffect.

HINTS FOR YOUNG MINISTERS.

A Minister, after attending a prominent church, acd
hearing a sermon upon a text which he himsclf several times
preached from, avd almost every Gospel preacher has
expounded--a text contaming the very marrow ot the Gospel,
went home refreshed, cheered, glad and grateful.  There
was not a new idea in the discourse, but it was hstened to as
closely, and with as much interest, as though he had known
nothing about it. Why? Because it contained the truth
of justification by faith—a basis truth upon which his
salvation rested—a truth that leads to a blessed expenence,
and, hence, he found in its happy, clear and foraible pre-
sentation heart comfort and life-cheer. It was set forth with
an carnestaess and directness that could not but do good.
.\ pastor of experience said—* That young man’s ministry
will be a success. Such pure Gospel, so taithfully and
plaunly expounded, will build up behevers and save sinners.”
I.et ministers stand by the truth as it » an Jesus. Let
philosephy and mectaphysics and wsthetics alone.  Deal
with souls : bung a Chnst of redeeming power to them. bDa
not be afraid to preach a substitutorary sacnfice  a Jesus
upon the Cross for sinners.  Bspeaally let young preachers
who are tempted to deal in pulpit pyrotechntes and go after
the sensational, keep along the old track of the apoasties,
reformers, and evangelists i holding up a Chnar crucitied
as the only hope of peristing, pwlty wmen ~-Zdadelphian
Prestyterian,




