
of Nialaclii, '«e find thiat constant reference is beingr made to
Thie Law." Jndeecl. in thie mnd, of thie 'riter, the reait sin

of hlis contemporaries consists in a departure f rom " the Law,"
and it is only by a returui to that Law thiat the judgments
whlichi are to be inflicted upon the nation caîî be avoided.
Here then, we natuirally ask, lia-.,e we not inaterial for fixinir
soinewbat more precisely thie date of thie prophecy ? If it '«as
-%vritten subsequent to the introduction of the priest y code
in th)e ycar 444 B.C., hiave we xîot a righit to expeet to find in
it, somne reference to the code, especially since «Ithe Law ' is
so promninent in the thioughit'of the writer ? The question is
thieii to wlhat law does the prophet refer ? This, in the opinion
of not a few critics, is the only question to be considercd;
the ans'«er to it miust settie flnally the question '«hether Mie
book '«as -%vritten prior to or subsecjuent to the year 444 B.C.
Thiis is the position takze by Geo. Adam Smith: " The '«bole
question," lie says, " depends upon whiat law '«as in practice
iii Israel whlen thie book was '«,rit.ten." Tlhis ]aw lie finds)
upon examination, to, be not the " priestly " codle> but the
" Deuiteronomie," and hience hie places the date prior to the
year 444 B.C. Robertson Snii, in his "Old Testamnent in the
Jewishi Chiurch " tak-es the saie position, substantially on
the same grounds. Prof. A. B3. Davidson also places it prier
to 444 U.C., as '«el as othiers '«hlo ighflt bc mentioned. Noîv
this question as to whiat law is referred to by Malachi, is one
whichi w'e are not called upon to discuss hiere. Sufflce it to
say, thiat so far as our exainination hias enabled us to judgre,
'«e perfectly agree, with Geo. Adanm Smiithi in holding that the
«« Deuteronomnie " code and not the "priestly " is thie one
-w'ich the prophet mainly lias in mind in his reference to
" thie La'«v," althoughi 'e carnnot agree with hlim lu holding
that this closes the discussion and makes a date prier to the
year 444 B.C., the only one possible. lUcre, io'«ever, '«e find
the chief evidence ln faveur of sncli a date.

But the evidence in faveur of a later date is aise, strong.
The prophecy seems to r.eflect the times of Nehleiniali. Wlien wve
comnpare the two books-thiat of Malachi and thiat of 'Nehie-
iniah-the ecclesiastical and social conditions of the times
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