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PROFESSOR ROBERTSON SMITH AND
HIS CRITICS.
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1 am surprised to read the weak apologies and
wavering replies made to the Rationalistic critics re-
garding Moses and the Hebrew Scriptures. Some
able replies have indeed been made, like thr 2 by
Prof. Green and by Rev. J. Urquhajt on the Jehovis-
tic and Llohistic theories (“ Bntish and Foreign
Evangelical Review,” Apnil, 1882); but others are so
weak and prone to surrender, that they show deplor-
able want of spiritual insight.

Permit me at present to remove the three grand ob-
jections of Rev. Washington Gladden.

1st. The objection that the Pentateuch was written
in Palestine, because ity Hebrew names for * West
and “ South " signify “Seaward” and “ Negebward," is
quite futile ; for those names are a part of the He-
brew language. And that language was not invented
by Maoses in the wilderness or in Esypt--it was
used for ages bufore the Exodus, while Abraham and
his race were sojourners in Syria and Canaan. Every
linguist knows how easily lacal terms become special-
ized and generalized. Is * sycophancy ” used only
among smugglers of figs?

2nd. Tne objectton that the books of Judges,
Ruth, and Samuel do not mention the law of Moses,
or any written literature 1o Israel, corrects itself;
for it 1s certain that such writings existed. Moses,
trained in the wisdom of Egypt, certainly did write
something for Israel and posienty, as alsodid Samuel
(1 Sam. x. 25, Heb.) ‘ in the ook ™ laid up before the
Lord. Now, if no mention of Moses' law or writings
is found 1n Judges, etc.,, it merely shows that some
books do not mention everything. Surely it does not
require a ghost or a critic to reveal that !  Does the
omission of God's name in Esther imply that it was
never known 1n Israel, or even that it was lost? Not
atall. Some cnucs seem to have lost all common
sense in their speculations. Surely an omission is not
a denial. It is cruucal insanity to repudiate the Pen.
tateuch, and yet preserve the books of Judges,
Samuel, etc., as sacred. As well might you cut of a
man's head, and then try to preserve bhis shoulders
alive. Take, for instance, the first chapter of Judges,
It tells of the death of Joshua, the lots of the tribes,
the fatheran.law of Moses, and the direction of
Moses Uy name) to give Hebron to Caleb. Take
again the 11th chapter of Judges, from the 12th
verse, giving an exact outline of the Exadus, and of
the conquest of Perea by Moses; and all this is re-
hearsed 300 years after the eveants took place. Now,
if you repudiate the Pentateuch, how can you vindi-
cate these later books? To set them in oppositioa to
the Pentateuch is gratuitously absurd as well as. in-
sanely unnatural. What else would you call this at.
tempt to set the hands to cut off their own head ? But
it wil utterly fall. GeD's word will not commut
suicide. It leaves that mania to its enemues.

But there is a2 very satisfactory explanation, thor.
oughly consistent with all we know. I wonder greaily
that none of the cntics have discovered it before. It
wiil form the proper answer to the next objection.

3-d. “ The Levitical laws were not observed in the
times of the Judges and early Kings of Israel”

True. And was not this the very faie foretold by
Moses to rebellious Israel? Read his wamningsin Deu-
teronomy, chapters xxix., xx£., xxxi., xxxii. Read also
how it began to happen in Joshua xxiv. 31, and Judges
ii.6 13 lsrael had utterly broken the Mosiac cove-
nant after the death of Joshua and his Eiders ; hence
its promises were forfeiied and lost. The service of
the tabernacle at Shiloh was dying away into a pro-
fane sham, until neither people nor priests knew the
Lord (judges 1i. 10, and 1 Sam. ii. 12). Therefore
the Leviticas Priesthood was changed, NECESSITATING
a CHANGE ALSO UF THE LEVITICAL LAW (Heb. vir,
11, 12).

This change came by regular but sure steps,
althongh its early details are very briefly indicated.
Thus while Phinehas, the High Priest who survived
Joshua, is recognized as such, yet none of his offspring
is recognized as such for many generations, by God's
Word ; although a covepant of everlasting priesthood
had been given to him and lus seed in Numbers xxv,
13. This text very clearly shows two important
truths : (1) That the covenant of the priesthood was

broken and forfeited by the house of Phinehas; and
(2) That the book of Numbers was written ¢/0r¢ the
rejection of the house of Phinehas =nd the substitution
of Eli and his house,

G »d then changed the priesthood and its law (Heb.
vii. 11, 12), and restored the Patriarchal order of
Judges (Judges ii. 16 20), uniting the offices of Prophet,
Priest, and King in one chief, like Abraham or Mel-
chizadek. Eu himself was such a Judge-Priest, as
well as Samuel and the rest. But Eit's sons so
shockingly profaned their sacred charge that God at
length passed sentence of doom not only upon Eli's
house, but upon the Aaronic priesthiood as a whole
{see 1 Sam. ii. 27 36, especially verses 27, 28, 3o, 33,
35), tolerating for a time the condemned house, but
appointing a new priesthoud * for ever,” after the
order of Melchizedek (Psa. cx 4. with Heb, vii. 11 28).

These {icts, properly understood, remove at once
and forever almost all the historical objections against
the Levitical books, with all the seeming inconsistency
of the later books.

No doubt David and Solomon, Hezekiah and
Josiah, tried to restore the Lewvitical order im a mods-
fied form,; but the efforts were still a failure, for
Lsrael’'s heart was far from God, and they would not
look to the spirit and end of the law—viz, LOVE in
God our Saviour. Even the final and rigid ritualism
of Ezra and his order appears a piteous failure in the
end. But really there was no failure in the Divine
plan ; for by these very failures and tnbulations the
Word of G1d was written, “ not for themselves, but
for us,” to be the Adamantine foundation aud jsper
wall of Grd’s Church for ever and ever! (Eph. ii.
20, Rev. xx'. 12,2nd 1 Pet. i. 12) Is not the everlast-
ing result worthy of the milleaniums of weary and
dreary foundation-laying ?

The truth is coming to be understood, and every
book of the Bible is found to confirm the others, and
to agree with all truth in nature and in bistory, in
spite of some errors of scribes and expounders, which
must be corrected as soon as possible.

But is it not ludicrous to see the very critics
who reject as “an interpolation” every text that
refates their theories, yet greedily grasping at every
straw of doubt or difficulty, with no doubt of s#s infal-
lible genuineness? As if no marginal note could
creep into the text by mistake of some copyist ; or as
if no “Dan” existed before Jacob's son ; as if the
Fordan uself were not called after an ear/ser “ Dan,”*
or Judge; as if Moses was not himself “king in
Jeshurun” while writing of the earlier kings of
Edom ; as if no Jew ever speaks of himself in the
third person, though Jesus did so, as “the Son of
man,” habitually, as also the jews did constantly in
the phrases “ Thy servant* and “ My Lord,” etc., no
less than Moses did ; or, finally, as if every amciens
parable must be understood as a dead Literalism /

Kaowing the value of your time and space, 1 bhave
coadensed to the utmost. I hope I have fulfilled my
pr.posal, and even more. Many other most impor-
tant corrections [ must now omit. But if you permit,
1 will yet give them with equal brevity and clearness
to your readers.

FARMING IN CALIFORNIA.

MR. EbITOR,—Though I have gathered items of
interest to your readerson many subjects, in many
lands, almost since the outstart of your paper (and
withal to the “ manor born ), yet 1 have never fur-
nmished anything specially devoted to the benefit or
pleasure of the chief and most influential class of your
patro.—the farmers and their famihies, Of course,
I regard the yeomanry as the mainstay, or backbone,
.of Church and State, and the vocation, with all its
environs, as the most honourable and conducive to
virtue, indepenience or true manhiness of character of
any of the secular professions.

But I do not wish to digress to write a eulogy upon
farm hife, much less to give free rein to 1magination—
to paint it, as some have done, as a mode of lLife alter
the style of Eden—brimful of poetry, music and
beauty, with *“warbling birds” and “milkmaids”
songs,” “ lowing kine” and “ whisting ploughboys,”
etc,

1t is safe to assume that the writers of such fanci-
ful pictures of rural life have never whistled after a
plough drawn by a fiery team, in stony soil, when a
stone meeticg the plough point throws the handles
against the ribs of the * ploughboy,” or lified him off
the ground by a hoist under the * oxters,” nor
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listened to the music of a barnyard orchestra—,
smyphony of cackling hens, bleating sheep, ang
squealing pigs, bleading with the refrain from ducks,
geese and turkeys in their best tone and style' |,
may seem too bad to spoil so fine a thing, but |
must add, that the shading of these pictures touching
on the moral aspect of rural home life is also 100
highly coloured. As noted on a rather wide range
of observation, I have never met any of these fay!.
less boys—as in Sabbath school books—who died
young, who never “schemed” school to go a-fishing,
or hid the linch-pin of a neightour’s waggon, or played
pranks on the school teacher, parent, uncle, aunt
neighbour, and escaped the greeting, * Yow youny
rascal, YOU ! —yow'll calch it /7 The writer may have
had the misfortune of the pastor who bad no add:.
tions to his church in his various charges, and com.
plained of not being located where any of the ¢u/
hved,
FARMING ON A LARGE SCALE,

One of the great sights of California, aye, of tbe
continent, is big ranches and farming operauons,
The whole process is truly colossal. Nevertheless,
the most absurd, even ludicious exaggerations get
abroad. For instance, an item copied 1o THE PrEs.
BYTERIAN stated that on the Glenn farm sixty mey
with guns, mounted on mules, were employed keep.
ing off the wild geese! Some time ago I was d-iveg
over this ranch from end to end—twenty miles,
nearly all in wheat. Crowds of Chinamen are en.
ployed, but not a half-dozen in that way, and thy;
only temporanly. Dr, Glean’s ranch is the largest 1
the State—6o000 acres; perhaps three-fourths
under crops. Tne crop of wheat is expected this year
to yield 400,000 sacks (140 lbs to a sack). G-an i
measured on the farm by the sack, and sold at 5o
much per Ib, averaging ahout one and a half cenys
per pound, at the farm. Ruilway freight rates are s
exorbitant, owing to the monoply, as to almost eat up
all proft:s. The mosc novel and interesting of all i
the harvesting. It can only be briefly outlined. A
steam thresher, a ‘* Header,” thirty men and the
same number of horses, six or eight header waggons,
with others to carry wood for the engine, and water
for it and the teams, are needed to complete the outft
—to carry on the work of cutting, drawing, and thresh.
ing all at the same time and farm. There is alsoa
kitchen on wheels with a dining-room, and all cuiin.
ary utensils, which is moved about as the whole
“ kit * above changes from one part of the ranch to
another, for there are no fields or fences, or barns for
grain, nor direct roads, sidelines or townships. Wind-
ing, un-macadamized thoroughfares, run throcgh
ranches to the nearest town or depot. Some of the
more public of these are fenced with wire ; rarely 152
rail worm fence seen in days of travel. Highways
near towns are macadamized.

The “ Header,” the machine peculiar to Califorms,
needs some explanation. It is a large machine shoved
ahead before five or six horses pulling behwind. it
cuts usually fourteen feet in width, asa reaper ; about
afoot of the straw is taken off with the wheat heads;
these are taken up by carriers—as on a reaper and
binder, and thrown into waggons with large boxes
These waggous are driven alongside the header ; wbes
oneis full, another is at hand 1o fall «n hine under tke
elevators without stopping the header. The loaded
waggons are dnven to the thresher, when the conteats
are emptied by forks (hand) 1nto carriers or roilers
emptying into the cylinder. The graia 1s caughtaia
spout, in sacks, and sewed up by band. The sacks
are drawn away and piled up at the railway track,
near ; if not, they aie left near the place of woik,1
vast piles like cordwood. The weather is so dry—
there having been no rain for six months—that these
bags of grain can lay out all seasou. No barg, 20
granary, no watchman pight or day! 3000 bushels
can be cut, threshed, and piled upn a day, by the
latest machinery. Sometbing depends on the weatber.
A damp day or a heavy dew will retard the threshig
part of the operation, but either of these are very rare
in harvest in most wheat regions of this S:ate.

It takes large capital as well as a large ranch b
1un the whole work at once.  When this 1s not
sible, the heads are put 10 stacks and threshed after
wards. Whoeat has been in the field standing ose
day, and m bread on the breakfast table the et
morning! The siraw and stubble are burned betore,
the land is ploughed again. No manure 1s used
Luttle change of crops is needed.  Scarcely any sum-



