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Rabab he says that they "ldwell in the
midst of Israel unto this day," (vi., 2 7);
and of the Hivites he says Joshua
mrade themn hewers of wood and draw-
ers of water for the congregation, "unto
this day." There can be no mistaking
this language. The writer, from his
own day and generation, beholds
events and customns that bave had long
duration, reaching down from a distant
past even unto his own day. One of
these events recorded in Judges i., 21,
is the failure of the tribe of Benjamin
to drive out the Jebusites fromn Jerusa-
lem ; but the writer of Joshua (xv., 63),
tells us it was the tribe of Judah that
could flot drive out the Jebusites from
Jerusaiem. Judges i., 8, tells us, how-
ever, that Judah did conquer Jerusa-
lem and "set the city on fire." The
two writers ivere evidently of différent
tribal affinities.

We can find here, however, a clue
to the time of the writing, for Hl. Sam.
v., 6, 7, tells us that the Jebusites were
expelled ftom Jerusalemn by David
about the middle of bis reign. As the
writers of the other accounts say the
J ebusites remain in Jerusalern "unto
this day," i. e., their own day, they must
have uritten before Daniel's tume or be-
fore x,ooo B. C.

It -does not, however, follow that the
Books of Joshua and Judges, as we
n:ow have them, wvere written before the
time of David, and tbat they are, there-
fore, about 3,000 years old. Far froni
it. The books contain a heterogeneous
body of matter, clearly indicative that
they present to us a compilation of
what were ancient documents in the
day of the writers, to which the compil-
ers added rnucb niatter of more recent
date. Judges, in the miain, is made
up.of the oldest materials, arnd consists
ôf fragments of very ancient. history
that found preservation in the tradi-
fions oUthe different tribes. Most of
these were derived frciin the tradiins
of the Northern tribes, and no mnention
is niad e of Judah' after the third chap-
ter.

It was a-general, thing for thè early

Hebrew writers to thus blend what was
to tbemn ancient history with the history
of thèir own time. We shall find that
ail the books of the Pentateuchi con-
tain examûples of such anachronisms,
which prove that the writer was familiar
wîth customs, manners and laws that
could not possibly have existed tili cen-
turies after the age of Moses.

These circumstances are flot so im-
portant in themselves as they are as
aids to the proper understanding of the
Bible. Under the hypothesis that
Moses wrote the Books of the Law as
set forth in Numrbers and Leviticus, it
is inexplicable why Judges, Ruth, and
the twq books of Samnuel'give evidence
of so many instances of positive dis-
obe'dience or utter indifférence to, the
Law. 'In the Levitical Law it is posi-
tively declared that the High, Priest
only may enter the Inner Sanctuary
where the Ark of the Lord rested, and
lie may enter there but once a year, yet
we flnd Samuel sleeping in it (1. Sain.
iii, 3), witbout a thought of its being
against the Law of Moses. According
to the Law, if we may take the record
in its Bible order, it was declared bun-
dreds of years before David's time that
only the Levites could go near the
Temple-and only one family of these
was permnitted to do service ini and
around it. Vet we find David (Il. Sam.
vi., 3), paid no attention to this when
he rescued the Ark frorn the Philis-
tines. Herein he sbowed no know-
ledge of the Law as given in Nuxnbers
iv., 4-20, or else was wilfully disobedi-
ent of it. It is to be noted that the
writer of 1. Chrônicles xv, made bis
account more consistent, f6r he says :
"lThen David said, 'Noue ought to
carry the Ark of God but the Levites ;
for themn bath the Lord chosen to carry
the Ark of God, and to rninister unto
Hiin. forever." But we shall find that
the, Books of Chronicles are compara-
tively of very modern date, being writ-
ten centuries after the Books of
Samuel.

.According to the Book of Ruth
(iV., 18 22), David was the direct des-


