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Th© Consistences of the Inebnsistences of the Pentateuch.

--------- --------.--0— - -----------  -- -

If Moses wrote ihe Pentateuch, then Moses must have 

-been a veryLloose and inconsistent writer, v^±iable in style, 

-inaccurate in statement and illogical-in. -his- reasonings and - 

-Withall a very poor geograpjjer. All these I do not believe 

■Moses was,- there is too intich to- admire in-t-he -Great Law Give’r 

to pilS upon his back the difficult.ies--which the Pentateuchal 

-question presents^ tlierefore-y I shalL endeavor to. render one

phase of the question consistent, which regarding Moses as 

an author is involved in inconsistence-S.

------- - - ----------- 0--- —

Let us consider first some of the evidences, of the

comparative lateness of the.-Pentateuch .as we how‘’have ityand 

second, give some of the evidences^est.ablishing the different 

dates of the different documents. .One.jof the- s.t range st facts

that- confront--US is-J;his.y_ that, supposing the ceremonial., lijjilr 

was compiled and- prescribed as an authoritative code for Is­

rael before the conquest, we would naturally look for-and ex­

pect the code to crenbinue to be authoritative for Israel in 

the future;we would also expect this to preclude subsequent

revelations and preclude the power of the Prophets frgm abrot 
gating



it -or instituting new laws^ but we are surprised- t-o find- the 

destroy their "idolatry, which they contracted fron the surounc-

Nations.

us from he

this law tallies ith

Israeli's* actionsr through all the Judges and Kings i In Lev-ITI

no annimal can be

lawfully slain for food unless it is presented before the ce

ral sanctuary arid ittr flcSzbM sprinkled on the altar. This isi^

upon Israel but this finished Pentateuchal Law was not in for 

the inaccessibility of Jeho vah confined as he would be undeii

Let us suppose that the Pentateuch came to

that the law was not given at one time, we remove the apparen 

discordance between the severalpp.rts of the Old Testament.

chapter it appears as a per{?etual law that 

very opposite true and in accepting candidly ^be conclusion 

during the Judges and Kings. The popular worship gives u 
such, places of worship as Shhcham,^ Bethal, Ramah, Gibeon &n 

hand of-Moses and read Lev. 1-7 and see-how

I believe that the law was written and inforced mainly and s‘pe 

of the Lev. code, for we do not find any realizlng-smse? o

good lav and its observance ought to have had a wonderful^ efasct 

and this free access .to God is totally incompatable with thd 

statutes of the second code. Thia populary^.is, not an offspring 

-cificailgr to bring Israel back to- a system of worship-which wculd 



-the-Lev-^Laws -t-o. one -sanctuary* -They- worsh-ip-Hint-freely-ary

where—trom Dan to Beer^Sh^ba.- - This -f-inished--Pentat-euch- - 

, yzhich^vas-ii73iitteii-aftej? Ezra^s .tlmeu^-aixd—for-a specific purpose

-then-in. demand- If-writt-en-earLi-er^t-was-not- surely . 

enforced, before-Josiah-and. j;-am .al^o sure their-t its_p.recepts-wlre 

not ooeyed-oy-David--©-r--Solomon-and the Lev-i, harshne‘%fes was— 

-nev^r executed in-the TempJ-e-of--Sc^om9fi--#hough-God recognized J 

-the-va-l-idity of th-e-Tempie-wi-t-h-his-v-is-i-bie--p-r@g@n3e;• If t-lje 

Pentateuch was In _existence„at .or, iwmedj..at.eXy after Moses’ t.ii|e 

wJiyyis j-t that_we-.do. not hear, its v.oice - ifVhere was. this_ca<je 

from Joshua to Ezra--a period-o-f one- thou-sandyears? The 

ets -before and of the eighth, century B. C. never speak of a 

written-law of-Moses-and deny--any--ritual law as binding upon

thei© actions. - I wncconv-i-nc-ed-that the Hebrews before- th 

exile were'acquainted with a'two-“fold Torah, a priestly and a 

prophets’*Torah. The prbplietg'’Tbr'afi 'mo*stl^^oral. SdmetiJ

God demanded the- prophet to-write-His-word as in Jeremiah 

3G- 2- An this Torah Jehb^rah demands-no -sacrifice -and it has

nothing to do with .vorlcs.- Forgi-vness of sin is shown by t le

continued favor"of God.

ed t'o turn Goda's anger

pi tit ion tbey learned" from

rthen-d;he peop-i'e- si-nned-t-hey -tttem^t’

by sacrif icespThich mode- of-pro-

the Nations ardUTid’I'STagl. Ilb“d'’‘s



y

CosBnant with—Israel was the--Xen^-Commandments,- seelst^ King-s-j—

-B Chaptr-, 9--22 , Deut.- 5th. Ghapt-.y-2—22-.- -The Prophets 

- w-ou-ld-’keep—Israel clean^ -t-he-Prie^st-s-would-derite^-X-sraeh and--

-t-hey- did.-- Thfey'ppltate^ the sanctu-arry-and d-id- voilenoe to-tip

' law-. -Zeplr. 5rdr-Ch-apt-4-, The Priestl-y Torahr’was-l-eg£ci~and--S 

r,itual, rfhile- the-Prophet.s<-Tor.al was spiritual and.-laek.e-d-the-J

- ceremonial - isrn ef -the—pri-ests.--------- — - I

----------- Now-the Pentat-eu-ch-as we -hav-e-it I-b-elieve is a-fus; on 

-cxf these, two. Torahs .and—came. in._for.ce, as one .during tJie refo£Q.a-

tion era. of .Ezra. an.d_t.o. reconcile them it was .called Masaic.

as-the-Psalms are called Davidic and .the. Proberbs Solomonic.

I have benn.^striving briefly to show that the Penta-

teuch-w as l-ate -in its- issue, -th-at i-t- had no place in the hist-o 'y 

o'f Israel before* tlTe* exil’e anch a'S-’a-system- did- not govern- is---1 

rael 'up to the t"ime"dT Ezra'. “ Oiig^Kbre 'pbint arfd I am done* witl 
X • t Ithis.— I

The Pentateuch is not-a-Law-Book but-a composit-hi-stfcry

'wiidr'certain co'des of lav in it*- — - — - - -------

There are- three codesT^ —

-The“first, is In Ex. -2I-- BS-and-was- given--on-Ho-reb

The s'econd the law of Deut. Chepts. 12- to 26 • -16 
This is largely-a repetition of the first and covers the same



groun.ci_exce.pt the Charge-of Treason in-Ex^-.2a,—•-28 - - This--C©dj 

pre-suppose-s-a system of- -civil- judges ,---see-Baut ^-1-6 —18-

' -The-third tha Lav.---legisLation:--- ~ - -----------

 ___-Thia is quite- distinct -and_deals with the sanctuary.

^and the Priesthood-T - Now it is conclusive -that—if-these------

three- codes were all Mosaic- they ->vere al-l—^-iven-iim-t-he-—short----

-space'-of' forty'yea-rs.------ But-we- ara sura-that God-did-not-deair-

with His pahpl'e under"t‘ha pfrophats- by't'hi's ritual Iw.— His— 

mathodyas- quite- diff-e-rent.-----This—thirc^-aw- w-as not a-.-part. of —

Israel’s mov-ements -in-the wi-Sderness. - In-Ex-r 33- —7- which- is

- hon-Lev. the- tent is outside af the -camp. The. Lev. account oi 

this does not occur ti-ll- chapter- 40. In Numbers ch-apt* -IO 

the~L;ev. accoTtnf puts'the’arclrtn the’midst, ■sers'es II to"2&'~ 

-of -t-ha line of march- ---Ln-ve-rse-33 to- 36- the arch went bef-ora-f
Thi-s- can only be-expLained-on thesnposit-ion that the first-is- 

Lgv* -in its account, the-other historical.^ The Lev. account 

was“ evidently written -after-E-z-ra when the city had g-rown -arour 

thB" temp-le" and it no icnger- stood apart.-

L'bt trs now Look at” souk o’f the more specific proofs*

o'f t'he"'l"aVehSss" hf the Pent'atetfch.” "In G'enesis 3G *- 31'we re at 

a list of Kings'who reigned in Edom befo're' there reigned a Kind 

in5sraei. I

groun.ci_exce.pt


T-bi-s -ev-id-ently-b94,rays-a-date--su-bsequ-ent--t0-the introduction- o-

-Monarch^'- into I-sraol-and—ca^rriers--us-dovn to-Saul y at least - 

-id- not- to--Dav-i-d^----^A-rpe-rsoa-contend-ing fo-r--the authorship-od—

Moses for- -Gene^i^.-couLd-say th.at. this was an interpoLation.^  

blit—-tzhi-s- oasy-way of escaping-w-il-I-not--stand d-he-hi-gbes-t-test-s- 

of-^eazson.-- -W--e-iaight al-so-suppose-that-Mose-s~was-endowed----

'At-h-prophet-ical-sight', and-saw t-be-hi-story-o-f-Israe-t-d-own------

to-David—o-r~Saul-. But—t-canntt- accept this.- Anothe-r-prood 

that _i.t_was_writt.en-in_CanBan .ijs t-hrs.^__^n Hebrew._t.lK_coininon__ 

phrase -for- ? -'(VastwardJ* isT^e-award “.and-for_'! Sou-tlw-ard® is-

-Negeb“-'Whi’Cb ’me-an“S--parts--of land and--wa-s-a- dist-rict Sout-h o-f

Judah. “These "expTfTS'sions could only -be formed in "Palestine',

yet they were used"in Exet^us 27, at Sinai, 

lil^ West Nnd negab South . Ahotherproof is

where ths sea "did

that the Pentateuc

displays a better khowledge of Palestine than it does of the 

Country Southeast , In Numbers 21, 14 is a quotation from 

Book of Wars, which is citing the conquest of Israel, Moses 

would not cite this." In Genesis, 14-14 “as far as Dan,"

■Judges 18-29 the first name of the city was Laish. This would 

ihfer that. Genesis was written subsequent to the Judges.

Let u-s- , secondl-y--examine as f-ar as present data will
6



allow-,’ the- dates of the- sepe-rSzte- documents-which -we -assume as- 

conclusive-, the -Pentateuch, is, composed.
-As a-studentj-depe-ndent large^poa-the researche-s--of spe-c-- 

I ialists for information, whom shall 1 .accept? The Church 5 

gathers, Juse-phus-, Philo nb^ only-asSribe the_Pe-ntateuch. th- — 

Moses-hut- also-Job, cand they--af-firm that the Pentateuch----

destroyed by Nebuchadnezzar and o.y Ezra, was jniraculously. 

restored, —-Shall I accept -shis or shall I -bow- t-o—t-he dictum—— 

-of learned and pat-ient -scholars-who-, f-or one hundre-d-and ff-fty- 

years-have been studying the uue-st-iond-of the--authorship of-----

the Pehta'thU’cK? I tKiKk' reason' answers for iie"th''accept the' " 

latter. Assuming the documentary’hypothesis as true let us 

examine into the date of the most important Bocument D, which 

stands for the DeuteJ^omic Code and comphiess Chapter IS t.o 26

In the reisn..of Jpsiah 620 B. C . a book is found in, 

the temple b^- the- High Priest Hilkiah. and upo.n_ the revelations 

of this book—JQisiah-institutes a reform. This book, was not. 

the Pentateuch because Jeremiah, the Prophet at the time tfuotes 

this- Cbiie and—is--in full- spirit with it-, -but s-hows no--knowledge 

of the Lev- code or of the Pentateuch -as in existence. Mo-re- 

over it ’so short that Shaph^ could-read it aloud before

the King see 2nd. Kings, 22- 10 and all of it before the



people-^ it was-,--moreov-er. -in ths form of a Coteenant.

2nd.u-Kingjs-,. 23^- I to 24, which described, the. .reforms Josiah

»

ijk" is concluded- from the- abo-ve--that the- t>eok--fouHd

was--t-he-^eut-. Gode -and -that its injunctio-ns-hacPbeen-neg-tect'

XX

use of Dam for Laish vzould pb-iiintit- is -t-his day; also the

characte-r-o-f the-But the generalto- a- post-Mos&ic period.

legi-siatrion-is—a-dapted toga­ city and villagepeople uded to a

conquest.

8

-Foi-

Finall-y its contents-may fairly belinferred from

ed -so- far-back a.s Joshua, for which neglect they were -to—suf*

life, this woul-d point to--a-period after the

1st. Sam’-l,-is-as-ignorant of this Code or the Lev- code as a

pledged himself to carry out. If-we exSinine these reforms

fer the' wrath of God. In Deut. 4- 38 “ To give the land- xxx

PdX.

we find the -following exact -comp arisons- -and- requireinent S 0

the Deut . Code:- - —

-II1 Kings, XXII-I,- carrier-s-out -Deut- -XXI-II-- 7--

D U 9 * . 8 H - XXVIII- -9

u 10 " 8. . “ _ xxviii-- LO

N " .** If. “ ■ _ _ B__ XXVII - 3

_ u _» 0 14 » - - XXVL • 21

B u n 21. » B H XXVI 5

U 24 U U _XXVIIf. II



childy-which-he w-as- -The simplicity .of his temple.-, 

duties- as a-boy are in-s-trange contrasts to the ceremonial -ism 

and-pr/i-estly offices-of Lev. . . - —----

- - If we rea^ carefully the Code of Deut- chepter 12 — 

-and the following the story -of the refom- of- Josiah as rel-ated. 

in-2rid. Kings, 22 chapter-we learn at once the-nature -of the — 

revelat j.on< Josiah’s whole, energies were,, ezpend,ed in d.e st joy­

ing the-Bamoth^or Incal sanctuaries and-alt.ars.„and concentratjj: j 

the-wo-rahip--at Jerusalem, this demandfor the. destruction, of-tlie 

places 07 worship was made -on the -basis that—these shrines  

were -of-a Canaanitsfeh or(bgin)(. and that they corrupted the peor, 
J

pie. This truly was a radical inov-ation, for as we pointed it 

out in starting we found the Book of the Covenant sanctinging^. 

popular worship every where. Altars dedicated to the popular 

worship dotted the country everywhere, and t.hey were neve_r 

dQ?eamed of as Illegal. The language in Deut. 16., 21 is very 

plain “ Thou shalt.not plant thee an Asherah or any-kind oc­

tree beside the Ali^of the Yahweh thy God which thou shalt -

make* thee, neither shalt thou set up any pillar ( maccebah)- 

■which Yahweh, thyGod haheth’*.- See "al so Lev. -26, 1 This is

a stribt prohibitio'u and yet in Isiah 19, 10 he prays for a 
Maccebah in the land- of Egypt. 'This is conclusive, it seems



to ms. that even Isiah. wjas^wholly_unacquainted with this Code 

and its prohibitions., and.J.£~-tbis be so our document D cannot

- be older than Isiah’s time -a^d hence -it- is- quite- -p rob able- 

it appeared shortly after the sev-enth century. -Of -the- date of 

ihe document. JP. I have no conclusion to Sffsr^ I am convinced

from its internal evidence .of. it s. Lateness and following this 

I

would- almost--lead me to colclude t-hat it--was—lat-er- than-any 

other- As -an illustration we are impressed-with- the -style- 

of the document- . Its lofty religeous-ideaa,-its^nthrope-. 

mo-rphio- conceptions are very les-s--f-re-quent ihan-document D *- J 

its monotheism- its absence of anchiaonisms -all- these j.7ouJ^d 

-lead us-to infer its very la-te date, for-if evoihution in. ' . 

thought,, diction and .style are evident anywh.Qre in historic

of peoples-they--are .patent here- There-can Joe. no question 

abou-t-the -int-rod-uct ion of the law-it embodies. -It-was -du-ring-

the time of Szra,--but just when it originated I have no 

opinion, even..- There is strong evidence -for makingit

post ex-l^ilic-o-r at least after the code D, fo& an analysis -of 

heut. II- 0--reveals- tthe J. E. narati-ve of Numbers -16,but 

the absence of .the_jdocumentu_H containing the story of KorAh._

On the other hand iliere are passages in Deut. which seem unm: 

takeably to- point to-quotations from the- Lev. code P. The-re- -

IC£^
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is no- dount that -J-and- E are older than -D-, -for rau-ch of the lai-t- 

is quotation, often. v.erbatinL_fro-ra. one or-both of the former.

Both of these- document-s.,- J and-E- assume-a friendly att-it-ude -to 

local -sanctuaries -and no- ev-idence -convineessmsiethat it was in- - 

existence-b-efore the Conquest. .As a,naratlve conbined it — 

fits-best the- agdsof the great Prophet s-Amos j -Inlah &c--and

I correspond-s -ex-act-iy with Assyrian period 5 BbC t-o--7-22’B-~G“.--
I
which- document- -is- t-he-oide-r-o-f J. and E. I do not know. -If Gen 

5i-s the 2 chapter fourth-verse-and the following is -any indi— - 

- cat-ion of the -style and thought of J- for-the -sane reason that

I gave -J older- than P,-!- would- put it older than E, how mu ch) I 
** I

do not know. Good authorities say about fifty years. I need' A
not point out the internal evidences- for their late date, -for— 

they ar^d oume.roug and cohclusive, for myself at le^ast. What^ 

ever.period these documents finally fall in,-however, 1 ate they 

mayobe^th-e -mere fatt of date if it only be true does not 

rob the bible of its majesty for me. I know that it is - 

God’s Word-^ He used itto- teaeh-his people, it teache-s them- 

still and- I find it sufficient to satisfy mj’- deepest thirst.

II


