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--iTHE AGE OF THE PENTATEUCH!«.

The présuppusitioh end ground of this ergumént is the theor

f sources within thé pgutatouch. @ithout e late date Tor 4t the

_1ta Bptrit is egsentielly ceremonial.No worship ¢ould be &ctept
able to God which wse Dot in absolute conformity to a standsrd

1aid down in the law. Steted feastgssordinances for purification
secrifiges--these were the mefium of approech 1o Tod. RoT was He

{ritdeiatély accékaible to the peéople but mist BE dppPodlhed

of the senctuary. Directjons for the <¢ivil,sociel,and rellgivus

govermuent of the people are given in minutest details

# _ If now we turn to the history of Israel from the Judges to

[Ezra we find no agreemernt with the Levitical stendérd.There is
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Less of cerémonialiem,fmrs o? f‘ree&om and sup-o}af_meify in tlur;_e '
riational religion. There ia none of 'Ehb.t consc‘iousnemés of £ha l

inaccessibility to God thst is the marked feature of the Levitil]

[cai law, The &pproach To Him is net guarded by that sanctity df’

platé wnich noné bul The priesincod shall enter. Tn Mumbérs 1/8

W¥ ar¥& téld fhal the L[FVITE 8nould Heve the fars or tNe TaDEr.

TEC1Y and that Ytie TLIrENETP thEt Tometh migh Bhell by put to '
death’, ,and yet at Shiloh we £ind the by Samuel who wes not @ ‘
r;evitn. wearing the ephod und performing the service of the

sanctyary. In Levitivus 2¢/1-4 it 1w ordzined thst the lamps ‘

within the ¢avermaczle shall burn Tohntinuglly.And et Swsmyel 1iel

goWr 15 BT6Fp I the “tesple of Jehovalr wherw the gr¥ of Gud }

|

Tebellivirof Athalteh,2 Kings 11/4:-12,we read that Jeholds bro-’

i

Ihis guskd of mercénaries -¥ith him into.-the house of Jehovahs

Wiy befsre tWe 1&ap O GO@ WAs GOTE Sut”,AgAIN tRSUZH 1Y €F pro|

viged that nyme but priests end Levites shall enter,in the

- In_-the popular religion erlso we Tind thaet the worship of

@a d 18 not confined to e singlé sanctuary as dn the Levitical

| - i,

code,but that he is worshipped "Upon every bigh hill and under §

évery green tree”,3hechem,Bathel,MiZpeh,Ramah,Gilgal, Kadegh, I
{
Cermel-- thesge stand ase perpétual memorial te the religious I

1ife of Israel., And yet We read in Deut,16/21,"Thou shalt not
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pmrt “thye sy eBheTAN of &Ny Kind Of trew LESIYE th¥ WITET of
iJuhﬁvah“thy God;neitHer BhAlt thoU Fet Uy & Mavvevam whitn

| sehovel thy God heteth'. And fwLevittcus “2671,"Ye shell make

IMaccabah;neither Bhall ye place any Firgured stone on your land

you ne idoels neither shellk ye reer you up a graven image or a

lto bow it- dewn%. .

No® it hag been suggested that this non-conformity in the
|religious 1ife of thé peopl# to the JLevitical atandard was a
Elnpse-due 10 Camaanitigh influence.But that this cennot he ths

I
|case is eyidént from ‘the fact that the people did nst pegard

!
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i themselvea as in pebellion against Go6d. Under the Levitical .

|standard worship wes a matter df form and teremony.This being sg

| .
”the-peOplg-coﬂidqﬁat violate that [orwm without # pconsclousness a

Lof such violation,. Thers was not the bpossibility of error by ref

lson of dulled pengibilities eg in & higher spirityal worship

lthgt s guided by principles instead of forms. The way was pelil

e
e

| The only question was of obedience or of disobedience. If ‘there
| 1 e 14

ifcre popular iO{ship_ias not in accord with Levitidel law,and
at the same time there was no tonsciousriess oy the part of the
people of rebellioh pgainst God,the inference is clear.

‘ But allowihg-the possibility on th; pert of the people of
rebelllion against God,of an uriconscious lapse from thr grue

religion,we could not sllow the same on the part of thé leaders

i
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.M the pesplé,Goa'E Propitets,wns kuEw tie "seeret PIECE &T ThE |
Post HIGH" anid were TEnt 10 CTOMMUMIZETYE 1REt RUSW1eagE unty nen
Ard yet Sumuel ,Devid;Suul wetas thougiitheLeviticel vode were |
unknown: to -them. Now ;f this popular religion were Talse;as 1% i
must be if ithe Pentateuch is Mossieyit 48 not-a-reli gion -6f Il
revelation and Semuel,David &nd Saul. have no place smong the ll
prophets of God. -

! . The ceunviection that thé Pentateuch asg .s whalg ¢ould nat b |

have been known in this period of ihe hist ry of Tarael is fhft%er
strengthened by the character of the reéformiy undértaken undsr
varigus leaderss, T

That uhder Ssguel,Saul and Dauvld 4Yndicated great zeal for
Jehoveh but it brought sbout no change in the relation of the .
pedple 1o the law. Ssmuel himself made B yeerly circuiil to Beihd
8l,011gel Migpsh,and Remah, Saul built new &ltarse, Udder Devig “
the ark was restored to Jerusalem hut there was 'gtill no attemp

)I

at Leviticml conformity. He sanctioned th.e local sarnctuaries a.n

himself assumed the office of & priest,

- P

When we come to Solomon 'the ques’tion arises was the build-

ing of the temple an at‘cempt to bring beck the people from 8pos !
tasy and to conform the popular worship to the Léviticel sta.nd-
ard? Wé can judge better,perhaps,by recslling something of the

character of Eolomon. he has -no;. elsew“here shown himself to be ”
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| & zesIvt ror t1e IEW, H® U6FE ot conrory ty the tdewl ToP W ”

‘ Kinz Gedcribed 111 DEUT.17/16 BE.IH THTt tilg Tdexul 15 w9 exmvtly

|1

"Wt SOITMAn-was ot thEt zome heve wugpeoted-thgt- the .uuthor"'s

iwtsdom-waa the result of experiences Agein the -ordingnces of thy

]
,temple are net Leviticaly In I Kings /25 we are told that thrae}

!time& s gear Solomon sacnrjificed in persar, That he not only did
|
|

| not do &¥ay with the local sanctugries but even built others foyf

==

}h;a foreign wives. Morecver throughout the entire hist ry aof i
?temp;a the functiaon of the louse of Levi was .cdrried on. from
itima.to time by uncircumcied foreigners. The prominenés 1o which
;xne temple attained may be ex laingd not slone by ‘the presencs
& of the ark but slsc by reason af kingly patronsge,for there ¥as
-no claim for it of Bolé legitimecy. In conformity with the geng
.a.1 cheracter of Sqlomon 23 & lover of pomp Aand GETPMANY,BE&

| would bave expected bim to dusiat updn iullmbs!éﬁiﬁﬁi bbservanc

| the temple have be increesed end his ow¥n suthority magnifiedu

i_hgg that ,tode been known to him,for thus would theé influence of

ey

48 to the reform of Josiah based upon the book of Hilkieh

found in the temple,the evidence .3e¢ems 'to be guite strong that

|
|
|
} this book was the¢ Deuteronomic éode,such evidence being baséd
1
|

upon the character of the reform which is parlllel to the

in Josleh's destruction of the high Places as recorded in “

e e

i provisions of the Deutergnomic code.We observe that perallel
|
|
|



- b B g

|
i

l
2 Kings 23/7 84,,in his carrying the priests to Jerusslem,breakin

;the images .and cuttilg down the graves,end in his observance of

| the passover. Purthermere the, boak was se shari that the king.
could read the whole of it before the people. On the QQQEQuQEiLn
of the high places tle local priesthood of course had no furthej

function. They were recognized however ag on an eduality with t

priesthood of Jerusalem but théir dependent position placed the
i

!in & way to lose their prestige. We cane see ‘readily,,thereforeH
|that the ascendency of the Zadokiée priesthood was a result

gpringing from circumstances rather than from revelation, Had
I the priestly code been known,considering the influence of Jeho-i
:1 da over Josiah,we would have expected theé 1oca1 sanntuariea tol
ibe suggressed.?or_yith the authoity of law béhind him Jehoida
!might have #agnified his own suthority ahd have 1ncreaseu the
irovenhes wnd influence of the centrel altar.Or pgd he been_in-

t

! .

lfluenced ¥holly by zoal for Jehovah we should have expected to l
see him desire to carry out his will,

|

i

Add to this the inte“nal evidence in Deutéronomy itself anf

the case 18 further strengthende The use of be'ebher,beyond the

With regard to the Ang 4n 17/1%-E0. - — -

-A8 to J and E 1t seems to be gemerslly sAwiTTed Ythet both
* olden than D theugh not of ths -Mosalc¢-age.The reference to

e S e e e e o= = e e e ——————— %1,
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| Jordan, tThe referénce In 8/ to the conquest of Canaan th;—iaw
!
!
l
!
|
-
i
i

| [ I



! a8 his references tc it would dndicate, It was in fact in the

nge of Amos and his 1mmediatg ﬁucéessors trat 1ts significance

is myst menifest.
When we turn to the téstimonﬁ of tﬁg ﬁfophéta_béfor; the
eﬁila for some tracé of the priestly code there is 3ilencé,&
| dilence thet is “vozel,if you listen well", Thére is argujment
of & moré positive charecter in the use of langusge by the pro-
.lphets such as leaées 1ittlé doubt they had n;v;r heard of the
Levitical 1law, Jeremihﬁ 7/21,"1 spake not unto yoﬁf Fathers 1o
commanded them inthe dey thafﬂI b;Ought them out of the iland of]
Egypt concérning bﬁ;ﬁtqofferings or sacrifices « Amos 5/21,
"Did you bring wito me smerifites ard offerings in the wilder-
ness forty years,0 house of Israel?" Micah 6/6-8,"8hall 1
["come beTore Jehoveh with Burnt ofTeringsY What doih Jelhovan
equire ¢of thew but to dy Justly mnd tv love wercy snd tTo Wailk
r-humbly with- thy-@God?" Qf like import is thé passage 1 Isaiah
-1/11 8q."Who hath- pequined -this et your- handssteg trample ‘my -

courts?"

There is ho denial that the Levitical system contains
j elements which we find




ishould inspile Moged to announce A Bydlem xhich should be auited

mot ta his own needs and the needs 9f his people in the »ilder-

great prpef in my mind of dts divine origin as that it accom-
[plgaagé that whereunto 1t wes sent gnd did not return unto Him

- A g

vold. Waere wes pos3ibly no time when the Levitical law was Bo

”fitted to the need of Isrdel as after ihe retunr f{rom the exile

‘separate them frah those 1nfluencea,how to inake them a un;fied

b and distinct nation that wag the problem t6 be met.

The seed Of & WEEHEF Fpird tual religion had been
and in the -fulmess of time &t wag-yet to bvrimg forth fﬁbtt.
|
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| JBut God's peodple must be prepared to receive it ,they must be

subjected to discipline that foreign influences might be elimin|

a l

ated. For that purpose “The law became their school master" asg

e e s b e - g—

Paul hes termed it,"to lead them untc Christ". It d4id not, it is

—— -

|
‘true.meetﬁ the epiritual needs of the péaplo,but it did prepare

the way for the coming of Hinm who was to lead men 1nto all truth.
In summing up théem,we would say that the witness of histor{,

[tha testimony of the prophets,the indications of a gradual un-

rroidment of & divihe plan,pdint in thy-dihection of a late dste

ll for the Pentateuch In 1ts completéd form. On this basis the

argument grom the use 6f certain éxpréssions,which argumﬁnt ela}
Lwoulu seem t0 Us weak,gathers strcngth; The use in Gen.lala & i

l v r—t—

) ’1317 of the words,®When the Censanitse !as get i1 the 1$ﬁd" the

|

’rcfer&nce 10 Dan,the account of Moses' death,the words in Gen.

Le/sl.'Bofare there reigned any king 0ver Israe; ,G@n.éo/lﬁ *the

[ 1and of the Hebraws”,the use of Negeb or desert-ward for squth-

! N

‘ward--all these but serve to strengthen the argument ,
I,
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