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i THE AUTHORSHIP OF THE HEXTATEUCH: -

e e e vl LTS BEARING ON CHRISTIAN_FAITH. ’

e . It ig clearly apparent.that_an exhaustiwve-discussien.o T
the aunthorship_of the Hextateuch_wonld involve much_moxre.than { .3
the limits of this paper will allow ;i;"i t-wounld, .in.fact,-necessi

ate .a..setting forth ..jof_..the...hj,s.to ry- of-the-critical study—of th
0ld_Testament,.notably. from. Spinoza. £o —Graf, a-detailed-analy—
sis_of. the.internal..evidence., pﬁ,ﬂoaoé idaly s -literary and. histol-
ical, -that_would.witness for or .against _its Mosaic..authorship, |
combined-with.an.impa r..tia}l- and critical .comparison.of_the.tradi
tional- view-with-the-historical--development.,-as-that developmen
reflects.itself in the historical books;._yet.mare,.it_could_fur
fllr;'Eher— require placing.in a.clear light the problems that. face
the_returned _exiles, the manner of the ceonservdtionof Israel's £
faith through the Levitical .codey—-the. Genesis-of Pharisajdm® to

gether with the nature _of fthe_relation _of the 0l1d Testament. to

the New, all of which-is,-I-take-it,-.in-some.degree-essential

L to .‘-:L thorough understanding.of.the.whole.question .at issue, whe
er.-Moses-did-or-did-not write the Pentateuch..-This is not,-—as-
it -ha's gometimes-bsen—construed to-meam, that he -left-ne-writ--—
ten- records behind- him, -or {that -in-principle -he was not -the au

thor of -allt—future—daws,—dbut rather whether he-wrote and -put-
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}inxo_iis'present_shape {even_granting interpolations) the said
.Pentateuchs -This,_L.takér is becoming an eminenily practical
.question, .demanding. the careful. consideration, at .least,-of -
xhose-whom God in his -infindite wisdom -has--put- iw- trust -with- thed
Gospel, .and called_.to .the Kingdom .at.this..critical hour; for-it
does.not. take much.of. a. prophet to see that .this.in large part
ust be the work of the Twentieth Century. Shall it be left to
jrreverent hands, and the spiritual interests of the kingdonm_ .

jeopardized, rather- is it not a-law.ofu@hat same--kKingdom-that.«

the strong must bear the infirmities of the. weak, and. where.morej
needful--than--in -such -a-work--of transition? For théy must be wverj
visely led-b%-very-secureiy-anchoreduwho can make such readjust-
fnent without danger to..falth, inasmuch-as the. essential and the

Lon-essential have become.,.ihrough early training, prejndice_and

assoclation, so interwoven that to.cut the one seems to.be.tak-

!ng.the life of the other. Again, to some scholarly few the.

“hole.sub}ect_may,beﬁwellﬁtnoddenmgroundﬁ but., if.I .mistake.not,

w@pse essential principles are still ungrasped,.and its. Legiti-
2 . gl
lmata*deductions still . open. to. question.. . I.4do not. deem.myself i

[

|

|

¢apable, nor do the limits of. this paper_allow,an.exhaustive an 

alysis of the whole subject under review; all that is attempted




|
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may~. be defined as giving as -thorough and-e¢lear-a-—presentation- ~

¥ noi‘.._t.he mattermimhand#aswls-&a‘%m'taﬂ‘i‘Iar an.understanding of _

-the_points at issue...The.qguestion, therefore, may be stated.-a

~follows:~ That.- the—Sqr iptures.are_silent_as ta_the_authorship ’

of——%be-—-'Penba»t evchi—that—the-internal—evidence—proclaims—the—es-

_sential relation of the_latter _to.Joshua; that .the historical..

-development -is not out-of harmony—with--suech-a-view.,- the-whole-

of which, if clearly.proven,.would.necessisate.a restatement,

Dut-not .an-imperiling..of. falth - . —
SV — No:.(v_,, I take .it,-the.point_to_.settle.first_.of all,.is
the. testimony .of _the_books.themselves, _Passing. over Genesis ang

; eviticus, for. they..contain -no direct..statement for..or against “

e .come ta what are termed the middle books, EXw., Num., Deuti, .

\ !
-and--shall--take-them in turn. The- much-disputed- passage —in--Ex. ,

XVLL—LAL, is openwtomtwo ~interpretations;—it-is- clear that--Moses

is*.e.l_ther %0 record_in a hook.a history of the.attack narrated .

J‘.n_.the preceding context_or the.dishonorable and. Godless..nature

of the attack itself, with fthe_punishment.fo.be meted..out,_probi

-aba,e the latter, as we.find..such.record.in Dent. XXV-17=19, _

s q - ’ ‘
.whil...&Jn. 1, Sam., XV., we are told that Saul_ laid himsglf open
|

E 1 1o the--stern-rebuke- of-Samuel -for not. acting in- acc ondanc:eh~ thergs
vy‘g' ]

with. Again_in Ex., XX1V-4-7 we. are informed that_he_(Mases) _

N e

. }
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wrote in a_.bqok .and read._to the people v. 22, _that_part of _the

! - & ' y + 3oa N :

a - - P 2 oaalia X [P - s . vy
Book-of the .Covenant" dealing with. the-judgments., Ex. XX1=XX1I1

- oyt 4 -

-sng- yet further in Ex. XXX1V-27, conditipons.on which .the.coven-

.ant promises..are-.to-be realized. In effect,- to .what-does this

_amourit? .At.mpst,.that Moses was._.instructed to wrike certain,

%

specific things, the record of Which is preserved. To.all of

which- H. M. -Harman-objects (we take him-as his- work-is- suppes-

P ———

8d. to. be, standard to every Methodisi preacher} or more ac;c,urat'-

ly- repeats.the objection of Kiel that.in. Ex.-XV11l-14_.we have. I

the. definite article "392 22 so the translation "a book".is din-

s:;orrec_t; it should manifestly be "the book" (leawing omt .of con

I

sider.atiom the question .as to the infallibility. of.the Maggo¥itss) -
o

so..virtually the conclusion is drawn. that. the. definiterarticle

is,punpossély..,vnsed,to _indicate that "the book" is identical-with
!

! he law, but the trouble with this.is,_ if_it _proves anything_ it
proves too much, .for if such is. the signification of the defin-

fe form of the article..it. must .in .all. cases hawve. .the same..lim-

'ting effect, which. is .entirely gratuitous. As.a.matter of_fact

'_ebrew,” langnage has_no indafinite, 's0 in many cases where the a

ffcle is .necessistated rthe definite is used in an indefinite -

ense. To make. this clear beyond_the shadow of a doubt, . thus i

Isa.=XXX1v-4:.."The Heavens.shall be rolled. together_as a scroll.

4
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b ( 7_,9_9__1_)_1..,511&11\ we .1ike. sheep..have gone .astray Q)S.x.b_) _Amos=:
I

_5.—19 "As_if_ a.man.did flee from.a-lion! ('M)X D)-Job=}#'X3%3-0h I1
_tt}élr_ut.tl.e,x*ﬁere._n.r:ini_ed in a_booke" (39 0Is 1t _thinkable,_ in .
| : '
| view of the.context,.-that..the. author had.any.-particular.scroll l
l

| # sheep.or lion-in.mind, or that. Job. longed_ _for some _particnlar _.

| hook, .in_which to_have recorded.his experienc eS,.-but, forsooth,

what._one..objector makes his_strong.-point another A{W. H. Green)

| counts but a MFavorable supposition," mpon which_he. lays.no \

stress, so_that the_critics are not alope in not always seeing ‘I

Bye to eye." Passing. on to Numbers,.where we_are simply tnld__tht

i Moses prepared the 1list of the stat ions, which_seryved as__haltin

iplaces for .the. Israelites between.-Egypt and Canaan, and which.

1
j }
lare specified in the .same chapter. Again, perhaps, there will Ll
i
be no_fitter place than_this of mentioning. those.instances.in h

l

hich our. prophet. is_spoken_ .of in. unstinted _praise,._a strong. prej

umptlon.,in favor of. the hypothesis.that the.writer ls as—-a thir
I- sd persan. . They accur in. Numbers, X11=3, EX. {',‘F}{l-:i, “Deut.,.. |
E» 1V-10..__We. _agre,e_“wi,thhﬂarmar;’ that_the object..of-the statement
"meek!' was, in all probability, to show._that_no. one was further.

18
ﬁnom a_revengeful spirit than .-himself, _and_furthermore- that-theHe

are_times when men _of great humility speak .in self vindication,

.. Ubut I take .it that i called forth where principles of_ public

5
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in this present instance instance, anvthing .in the occasion to

necessitate. such an unqualified statement by one_professing to
be so transcendently humble, but, without lingering. further,. we
ass on_.to the data in Deut. To put it concisely, the questktion
in the main turns_on the exact meaning_of the. frequent I;hras.e.,
This law." &This book .of the law:/ does it refer to the Renta-
. ecuch, to Deut., or simply the legislative portion, V-XXV1
XX¥111) how determined?.There are two references that. throw .con
sidexable ligh an the matter. In 1V-10. it _is definitely .stated

=i EN .

o.,.mean_"the ,l,ﬁgisiati.;r',e past, “statute and judgments," while in
;2?-3-,8 we are told that_the law in question was to be written
plainly and in full. upon.the. pl,gzgfemc{ stones of Mt. .Ebal, which
instructions we gather from Joshua~¥111-32, were implicitly. car- '
jed out. This seems fairly decisive that the phrase does. not
|p.ndicate the whole law.in Pentateuch, -while the. fact-that it.is
‘ hatziven in_the third_person would make valid Hobb's criticism.
fthat "It.was about rather than-by Moses," or as .another ."He .is
lawgiver rather than author." _.To. this“Harmarf,brings the. abjec-
tion that.such is no criterion, .and. the proof brought. forward i
that Caesar .in his Commentaries, Xenaphon in his Anabsis and Jo

sephus in.his wars.do the .same thing. Grant as much, but. that

A



_far_from proving that... As W. Robertson.Smith. fully points_out

&

Jit.was_early Hebrew_usage,.and. it suggests. itself to me_ in-an-.J

.ticipation_of arobable. objections that, .even-.admitting- that. Mo~

Sueche
|  ses.might--have.done. it under.given circumstances,also_that in~

i stances gathe.ned_vthmus_.a widely-—different. thing from-writ-
I

ing-a-whole—history—in-the -third person.-Again-it-is object ed—

d..
that if he_w-xcoi:e__s-ome., natural_to_infer he wrote._all; but I re-

is: the .law_to-which_the "former-prophetl.bears-testimony,-and-

|

at-was—£ound by Hezekiah-620 B. C.2--One-thing-is clear-that.

anting—indications--that—it was not a leng-code,-Kings-2 ,XX11l-}

ompared.with Nehemiah ,97'2 ~18_where the. lewitical_law. was..read,

yhite- -2-12-would plainly-—{"as-Lsrael did- unto _the land of _their

jo ossession’)..imply._that 1,1:_01‘1?,111&1‘@(1 after the_conguest of Can-

17

‘e

tton—has-been gone- commanded--the abolition- o-f-high-places y-de- -

» I
struction of idolatry, suppressignof soothsayers, but, most im-

-._..-.m_—-..-

7
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i
portant— of all, centralization .of. morship,_.while the. style_of_.
t
I
i

both--is marked by-a-striking-similarity. - In-view 0f.all, then
|
the- conclusion -is forced--upon us. that. the Formen P;:Qphem,-..'llhe

Mi-ddle Books and the-Pentateuch -itself are silent -as--to- i-ts -au-

thership.-—Furthermore. in this-conclusion.we_have .not failed. tq

|

'quote Ha~rmarf~, "There is a-unity of -plan pervading the. whole_gen

itake into consideration the plea -as-to -kts—unity-r --To-again —-

tateuch, which shows that -it is- the work.of one-mind-,-but. we- sed
nothlng in the illustrations -hé- adduces to—necessitate -it-being- '

the work of any one mind. This.only needs_to be_clearly.stated

a judicious choice. frogm.and. _use. of _sufficient material ,.while -

essential unity- (that -alone would-mark—i-t—as-the product of

|
mind) requires -substantially, philological, literary and histor-|

cal consistency. That the.Pentateuch is an example of. the first|
ritics nowhere deny; that.it .is-not.the second,-.they most em- !

hatically affirm. o e e e e e b e i o e

| |
ite -be at once seen.- Unity of- plan -is one-thing,only-demanding
|
l
)
|
|
|
I

! But what it may—very--naturally- be inquired-of the-lat-}

lor booksy EZws-Nehemiah .and Chron. .I_reply that as clearly 8y
1

the others- discredity these. credit Moses with the authorshjip_of

"

|
|

this- same Pentateuch,-but, at the same- time, -and—just-as unmis-

takably, -they—-bear. .evidence, not-only—to-being one-work. (Ezra.

l f i
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and- Nehemiah—begin e-xaoJQa:y-—at the-point where Chronicles—end,— .

i 6y the -closing. section. of-the. . latter ~forms._the opening.yver- j
es . of Ezra), but,_as_the historical. data proeclaims, dlso.of latp

late.. .Driver.puts_it. 332. B. C.., so* it can.be._easily seen_that

{ t is more -than.likely-we_hawe.Ma.reflection..of the religious.. -

ideas .of_the time when written,” rather than_history praper,

B
Heck- to-the.-Talmud. - MThat. wonderful -faccerding—to-Millman)-men

e i . ition e S o orn o - - - -

gment of human industry, human wisdom and human folly. In esti-

vl e -~ - —

mating. its authority in this .instance.it is.well..to..remember . .

|

| lg
'he ~tradition-thus.-embodied--is in all probability-to -be—traced--

that- i-t-further affirms- tha-t--Samuel- and-mEzpa-—wre-te~-ﬁhea_r OWDN-— -

|

in--these-—instances -4t -is-rot-the part-of wisdom .to. trust_it.too

ooks and David tHe-Psalms, .JIf it can be so wide of the mark

|

implkicktly in-others. ek —— . - -

- A Before we pass..on.to. the_.testimony-..of.the New.Tesbtament

}

1t is.necessary to indicate( .for space.does.not.permit any lengkt

’ onsideration of the nature.—of—the.evidence -that._drives_inevita-

bly~to-thé conclusion that the Pentateuch is a compilation of ms

terial .gathered from.different sources,.a.fact that of itself _

woul d.not invalidate-the-.claim-that-Moses-was.-the--final editor

but when. we- further-find .that the.story which .is. put togethexr

7 |
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from. these. different. saurces.extends. from the. .creation..to.the

' from ”
A . : .
y settlement .in Canaan, such .2 view.becomes_an.impossibility.-- The

|

ma-in. facts-gdduiced ~in—-evidence -that materials-were-gathered- fro T!
said. different. sources..for.this -purpose, and-.that.they were _use -L
in-the compilation.of-Joshua,{(the-ewidence. to.which.reference.. .

has. been mad.e) .may be stated .as follows:..The.use.of the diuwine

hames, the duplication-of-narratives., and, not.only duplicationsi

|

put contradictory yersions of. the same events, fogether with-

marked differences-in-style .and conceptiofsIIt. .does. not,.I .take.

»

it, need an expert._io.appreciate the force of.these -objections
Ii(—that« is-in-the-main), for apart from-all-nice distinctions—

i ’ -
II(-whj.ch- may be left to the- scholars.to. settle).let any readexr Qf .

‘ordiﬁary intelligencepick- eut -the different accounts-of— saymthe
‘ |l{)od and the story -o.f-ﬂA.bréham-u—accordi:ng to the_doc.‘umentsmstylev
.
J.. & P. respectively. Make abstracts.of. the_same,. lay_ them .side
I. s.ide,ﬁ..s.ekeking,- as the Prayer..Book.-says,- to”mead, mark, -learn

¥
and. inwardly-digest. ~ If I mistake.not, he will_find this pro-.

cess wonderfully suggestive and enlightening, while a similar

|method_applied. to_Joshus (I am prepared to believe from the pat

4

tial study that.I_hawve.been-able.to.give.it) would .be.e q.ua}l&

FN S ¥R N
hinstructive. It.is in point here to-mention an objection that

v
« flso.often conmss_in, and.is.prejudicial. to an..impartial. estimate.

|
-
|

. I
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of what is involved, and. that. As,_in_substance,. that.the real
Rifficulty in accepting the unity of the Pentateuch-in its last .

hnalysls arises from the desire_of the critics to rule out the

supernatural.- - -Now, as a matter-of-fact, it is not the.miracles

at occasion the great difficulty; any_reverent soul, c_r_itié _

br otherwise, can stand_with bowed_head_in the presence .of mys-=

|

he.,.gulf. between, the limitations-of the.finite,.and the possi-
l

}
i- ilities—ef-the—infinite, and with a humildty--born,-shall-I.say,

teries far beyomnd_his grasp, with_a deepening consciousness.of .

,f_h.igh, ddeals, have. a.painful consciousness-of-.th e,magnii.ude_.of

hose_-same. limitations; but._this. is._a widely.different thing

;v om difficulties_that. meet him.dn the realm.af fact--diverse_

! .

tatements which are not necessarily beyond, but, rather,-con-
1 rary to his reason..—Thus.both .accounts of the flood,. as,_,izh.ey
i
|

actly 365 daymsu,._ttie other, 101, _To be literal, the time .from_

|
|
i
|
|

tand,-cannot-be-correct, for in‘one we dre told..it lasted .ex- t

-thewfloodﬂtoﬂthe— call- of Abraham..was. 365_years, within whigh time

we are-asked to--beliewve that- the .mightycimiliza,tj,ons. .0f the .Eas}

grew up and .flourished, .and,.furthermore, as Dr. H. G. Mitchell

specifically pointed out .in-class, -the. difficulty in questioh .

-wgg- seen- by-the -writers--0of the Septuigent who-evidently tried th

| mend -it by adding 100 years to. the .age.of. each. of the patriarchs

, ‘ /7



i
& -t the piggh of the first born, but this, unfortunately, brings]
=

- i - - -

Abraham!s..date after the Exodus, which, to .say.the.-least, makes

i
i

|
i somewhat. perplexing. situation, and here. I.will_so far antici-.

ate as to add that if Christ's omniscience be .insisted oh .i% ’

'Ls-well to bear in mind that he -quoted from. the. said Septuigent.

Are -we -t0 understand that he indorsed its errors? But, .to re-

i
turn, it is- pertinent in this connection. to inquire_—if the devel
! %pment-of Israel!s-history, as-inferred from .the..Scripture.rec-.

%opdw-witnesses for or against-the walidity-of-our hypothesis?
i »
“ ere. it is wisdom to tread spfifly, for the great danger .is.that

#in -the interests..of..tracing out some fancied theory af develop-

b B Sl

i
L.ent from insufficient data, to make generalizations, that, eve

“ ’if striking, come under the category of what some one ‘thas not-i

aptly termed "the brilliant-things-that are not--so.™ It is so- i
i !
Efascinating to .certain minds te think. out some scheme, according

to which. history_ought ta have unnfolded, and_then, forthwith, |

\ |make the .evidence bend that way;but, understanding the danger, l
| .
we still hold.{though .space does not permit. more than an indiCa‘

ti’%h of the grounds of such beller) that the nature of ths codeﬁ

|

e distinctions- in- the-priesthood, the doctrinemof.the pnophet,

i
4 |
'In regard to this latter _point. i.t.-may be .asked that if the law
|

_ _
C % _ i

i 1



was- so—@ivinely—given-to-Moses, the penalty-of-transgression.so
“lr
—foudly—se t=Lprthy why--the—great-prophets. of the eighth_century

—{even-granting.it was their-function.to-emphasize the ethi-

s Ak oAb i At i

[UD— - - - - [— —

say the least, why the said law should have been given with so

e et — -
o~ - - —— - s — — ——— - -

much minute detail—if its_right observance was not_to.be_insis¥

-development, it was possible for it to -help keep-intact theﬁgn t

— We ~ﬂow. .come- to.-a-consideration of the teaching of thg

erently and consider, the._guestion.whether, bacause Christ_and
his ;apo stles, as--Harman*pu,t'sm_i,t.,_has smné certain things, that._
this" should-virtually fereclose--the—whol e-matter;—that .any.othdgr
view—amoun ﬁswﬂtowa n-absurdity. John=5-46 to 47._ _Mark-12-26 _ |
Iuke-16-~3],-Luke -24 and 44, Acts=28 and 23, 2Cor.-3-15.__Now_

in. the.first place-I.object to.the word fTassumeM on_account .of]

A3
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he let pass unchallenged, which is the most that can be legiti-

" pa——— - — —— - - - — . —

ately inferred. But, aside from this, it .seems. to .me clearly

ipparent that. the whole trouble grows out of an old difficulty;

wiz., .-inability to. conceive. of Divinity apart from omniscience;..

thig -in -early. days led. to the abnormal..conception of Christ founy

1 -the- apochryphal Gospel -of Luke,to -the .errors of Docetism,.

and- -that form of Gnosticism, which the Epistle of the Col. was

Vritmen to refute.- It. cast terror into the heart of the church
{

age of that brilliant- mathematician had been equal to his crit-

cal acumen would-have landed him.at the stake, rather than pro-

o

cribe the offensive-writings. That the incarnation. meant a ver]

eal limitation we have .abundant hints;_thus. we read that. Chris

ﬁé?dqaside-his glory "that it vshovedd him to be-made like unte




nistory never intimates thatf he .obtained knowledge.in any.other
jnis -

{! than—the .natural way... Thé question-here presents.itself how

| re could -grow -in--any- real-sense unless -he—shared-in-the limita-

| tions of human ife+ -How say--tempted -in-all—pointsy—when he -wag

| exempted_from that whole rang.e_of.‘temptat.ion which omniscience

v
o 2

- difficukty we escapey and how -much- help we -get--from.supposing. .

it was-a -real growth from the perfection of untried. childhood

_to the perfection of tested manhood. Again it is thir{kab_}e to_

opening .a .question that.would. have .diverted the minds .of the .

| Jews (unless..a.miracle worked). from the_main purpose of his min}

| istry,_that this princip;l.e entered into his calculation. is_ver

]

_clear; thus, John_=16-12 "I hgve many_things to _say unto you,

| -but -you -cannot- bear-them now; also Mark- 4 4.5 -33- "As they-were

able to hear." -I know the -objection is-raised that-such.lans

guage 1is absurd on the -supposition: LHarrqan) that the. Pentateuch

-was -written ages -after Moses, but-it strikes me the absurdity

If _the

onlky arises from a misconception. of what is involved.

/5=
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| '

|
;
1 |
choice is.as-he puts it, .between. Mosaic.authorship. and pure_in-
u
|

1 It
gention, -his objection would have force, but that .is an assump-
|

{ion-that-reverent—criticism withy shall.I say.unpanalleied

!
[race, is constantly .combating.. To invent a .law is one thing,
|
!

o-make, under the divine -guidance.,, a new.-application-of-an old

Jninclple is another, and, moreover, it .is not quesxioned_xhat
én such an application there .is danger, for alas the instrument
fis not always perfect. . In this case .the danger was .realized to
the Master, with divine insightj; ever—made—the.wise .discrimina-

tion, on the one- hand fulfilling the law, on the other metihg

out- -scathing denunciations ‘to those. who. taught .for doctrines.

|
o
|
|
|

l
|
|
he "traditions of men.r” Let the .Christian teachers of .today
|
ee to it that they do.not merit .a similar rebuke. . |

i
} In the light of these .facts, does it nat. behoove ev-
i at least

}ery Christian tovsuspend his judgment, remembering that if, as
l;as been said, "it_is rash to say.Christ_did naot know, it is
equally so to affirm that he_ must_hayve known,".  and thus prohib-

it- all inquiry for those who for ewil or for.gaod combine rever

ent faith with the critical faculty. There must of necesgsity ’
be different interpretations of the-truth-until the coming .of |
I
i

the full, of which- fact Pharisaism is. the. standing truth, but
I E

I
(
|
ithat golden age.when we .shall. haxe .arrived .at one so self-evi-



et that the Christian consciousness bo béfore it, and_tq th r

| The 4true-way is to .seek- to convince, not_to.silence, the.ques-

i .tionings-of -our -own-hearts. -

i~ - JIf—-then -the -Pentateuch makes-noe <laim- to- Mosaic-authgr-

i.cal -development-manifestly supports—the.conc lusmw_th e-tedch-

i _ings. of_the New _Testament cannof be .strained to_give the final

i verdicty what-shall-he--the attitude of-the Christian teacher?—

Shut his eyes té all .reason,.and dogmatically affiym. that its
Zinspiration— rests on its unity; therefore, at all hazards,. its
-uni-ty-must-be-affirmed. What .surer- way of-proclaiming -the latent
-doubt. Real faith-has no such_(cowardly_ fear, for deep down. thgre
has- been- a realdization.-of the transforming power of divine.
—grace~ No, there can-only-be--danger-to- those-who have rested

[/
-on ~the/-l~acciden-tal—rather -than the essentiali It is now neces- |

sary to inquire..that if the conclusions. that.we_have ~arriyved.

-at are valids-wild -they-necessarily -imperil the founda t.tons—ot

—our.-faith, .or.-merely necessitate_a_re-statement, and, 1L 50,

along- what—lines?—I—re ply--simply, restatement .along his taorica

r3
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! It
| |
|
f
!

l and- evidential -lines. In regard to. the fJ.r:st, instead of begi l
i

ning with the law in its t;‘o.d.);?x.eiﬁiom, we. must begin_ with

-Mosaism, pure and simple., -of which- the-prophets were ~-the .great

exponents, -ntecpreting—ibe interpreting.its principles_sa .effe

9100l
' ually that- i$s- religion was sa.ved SLrom-the-fate of Semetic reli

s

_ians in common, while_Judaism came in to insure_its permgnency.

H

’ In regard to the second, if inspiration cannot he proved by the
. 7t

' infallibility of the subject--and the inerrancy of the book, it

I

-can be -proved more effectually -by the-nature.of. the..truths therp

i-embodiedy combined with the manner of-their- presentations . -
r

|
| e |
Again if_the study of comparative religions leads. to-a -clearer ]

{-realization of the-fact -that.,-as-Dr. W. .F. Warrtren says,-in.*sub-
! A ‘
|
|

-stance;—"that all the Ethnic: reg.igions have--a place and--a-signi J

ficance -in the d4vine plany in othernwords, -God did -not-"exhausfy
h
himself on Judaisn}, Was. Israel any. the.less the chosen nation,

|

because, instead of -insisting on the arbitrary nature of the

choice (which to-many has been_.a stumbling. block), we. say that

1 -grew naturally ont of_the fact_ that in truth the starting
}
)
i

Hlpoint was made -where it was, because- among the-children of ShHem
bt

|
:
|

|
|
|
i
|
|
|

God found a soul responsive to his will? 1Is it not thinkable®
'also that. the. law is_.just_.as divine as the development: .of Mo-

: salism, as- 1f given- in- ite entirety in the wilderness, while it

E /g




l E |

i1s _thus . robbed of those objectionable featunres which the_scep-= ]1

| | & .
! tic .was.wont- to-parade, but of which.weapons_the_higher .criti-.

[
ism most. effectually deprives_him.__ Gan we not. further_see. _. ‘
that_if the prophesy.is largely.shorn .of. the purely predictiwve I

5. ts.ethical .nature-is a diviner seal_to_its _.truth, That the di-
l tress- on the miracle of-his 1life _than. the miracles af_his. min™ .

|

i

inity of our_Lord is_not impaired if we are_driven to_lay mare.

try; not, necessarily, .to.gef.rid of the supernatural,. for.

a@h. are contrary to a complete. induction.. .Again is it not _clea
b .

¥

fhat Christ is just as truly the Messiah,_if the fact. Were_gradu'

lly unfolded, .rather..than preached full-hlown in_an.age_that coyld

hot have understoeod -1t?- But -just.at. this po%nt’theremis_ona -1

anger- of which we need to beware, and that ;.S that we do not

bel means broadening .the-way into--the kingdom. Nay, it must-for

j
t
all into the .common error .of. thinking that. broadening. the Gos= i
i
]
:
|
pver.stand written. that "without_holiness no man shall see the l
ord." .Let it newer he lost sight of_that the broadening, in. [
uestion, consists -in giving every-soul s‘truggling towards—-the —
iight an edual chance to walk. the narrowy way, .rather than gnlarg
ng- it one dota. —To -quote the words of that grand and.noble..

Laint--of God,~the-late W -Robertson -Smith, "Those whose falth. .

s firmly fixed on_the- things that cannot be -moved-will not -doubj

I -




_1’

ithat every new adwance.in Biblical_study must,_in.the end,. make

|
|
|
|
{
|

God!s-great scheme- of grace appear in fuller-and -greater glory.."

In view .of..the whole. subject, my contention-resolves. itself..in-

|

lto. this: -That sin.can be shown to be..just .as_,rea},-,,‘-()hri.s,t,. Just

1, divine; -redemption-just -as--necessary, inspirati-on-just-as-sely-
vident faith -just as-essential, obedience. just. as obligatory,

].I eaven just as sure to the saint, and punishment. just. as Anevi-
able to -the sinner, whether Moses wrote.the Pentateuch. or wheth
I’-—-l—t—-WB.S-'-a -fergery- of- the -exile~~not-at.all---whether.it.was
he-—-outgrowth -o-f—Mo sai sm. - St e s et o s e

i

5

Li

Ii ' In- conclusioen-then the practical- thing to- bear-in-mind
¢

J

. . 7
4s .that it is not what.we. know.of a truth, but. our attitude.tow-

1
I] rds- :.t tha’c is-the .all-important thing.. Are. we .seeking .rev-. . _
rently, -earnestly- with the..consecrated.-powers .of_our.whole. be-
ng~, to- experience the full--God! s -saving- grace, -to. understand

his written word,; -to-advance  in every possible way the inter—-

———t

sts~of his kingdom,>remembering-that-the-Christian-minister-

ks called, not only—to—pr»each;, -teach, —-shepherd, but to. think.

for athers; .that_he_must--permit _me_a_closing illustration.

- I remember-—reading somewhere. that.in a.ceritain_church |
’/o"'
w
P 1-a certain-Buropean.city, they have a.wonderful chime pf__hells
1
I

he music of which.is so .ineffably sweet._that .it has..insured her

"Ro
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A

.
‘pism_most_effectumrlly deprives him,. Can we not further_see_

1

i
R
)

.is_.thus robbed of those_objectionable features which the. .scep- |
? 5 )
ltic was.wont to .parade, but of which.weapons_the higher criti-..

1

i

ha_t_ir the prophesy-is largely shorn of the purely preédictive ’
! |

.ts ethical .nature -is..a .diviner.seal. to.its trmth, That the di~-_

1
rinity of our Lord is not impaired if we_are driven_to lay mare.

|i tress- on -the miracle of his life than. the miracles .of his.min”
i
istry; not., .necessarily, to get rid of the supernatural, for.

oth are. contrary.to a complete .induction. . Again is it not. .cleay

that Christ is just as truly the Messiagh,_ if the fact were gradu

hat

11y unfolded, .rather than preached full-hlown in_an.age -that couild

lt

1

i
1
all into .the common error_of. thinking that broadening the. Gos-

-
<

1
ot have--understood -1t? But just at this poi{.ﬁni:’ther:e. is—-one '

>,
anger of which we need to beware, and that .is that we do not

i

|

el means broadening the way into the kingdom. Nay, it must- for

H

gver stand written that "without -holiness no .man shall .see_the. I
|

1
ord." Let..it..never he lost sight of:that. the broadening,. .in

i

i.

!

;i
uestion, consists in -giwving every soul struggling towards-the

|
ight an..equal._chance_to_walk the narrow way, .rather than enlarg
ng it one iota. To quote the words. of that grand and.noble._

2int of Gody the-late W. Robertson Smith, "Those whose .faith .

is firmly fixed on the- things that cannot-be-moved-will -not-doub

’I
/& l[
|
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| fame to this same. city(so ran the..story).cane.a tourist.who-was

so -enraptured by the mtsip that-he -sought and-obtained--permis-

sion to visit--the belfry of the -church, -as he would -fain see -t

e T e

musician; he achieved his object, but -the- necessary noise was

H i
i

-so-deafening that-he was -puzzled- at -first to-understand how an i
|

| one. could -remain and.not bewdtstracted by it; but_he._further nof

; ticed that he -whose business 4t-was to-ring the beautiful chimep
é appeared all undesturbed. Whabiwas the secret? .Simply,_xhat'
5 his hand was the trained hand of a master; .conseguently he_Kne‘
? Just when and where to strikes So_the_Christian teacher must, {
|_stand today amid the pinple?ing vegiat this age of ours, scien- 1{
1

t

tificy theologicaly soeilological- and -political, with--a faith 51

\..real, a will. so .in.harmony with God, .a heart _so.attuned -to prai

that he shall ever-be able, amid all the necessary discord, to f

% distinguish- the true from the- falbe,~ 80 that with no uncertain

indeed,- over-the-world, with-its-sin and 1ts sorrow, into_the.

. busy marts..of—the city, into_the tenement houses_that hide_so_

.
Bl

I
i
sound he can proclaim the -great eternal truths of God. Ihen,ﬁw
|
|
i

mﬁchgqﬁwgrinding—poverty and bitter-struggle, into the .homes Qw

4 :the' rich and the--careless, ah!{ even into the.dens._where vice

T holds its hateful carnival--there shalil mihg forth-a.soazdmas

pure and sweet. as when, -in the early dawn of-creation, -"the

2/

e e
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morning stars sang togethery™-or-as we learn-from the- gracious

vords of- the—third evangelist as-diwvine.as that. other_song,

i ‘ ) d )
fhich- Tloated -over the Judean hills -in- the silerffl:!} and .starlight

beauty of an BEastern -night, proclaiming- "Peace on earth and.-good

¥ill -towards men,"™ while gazing -upward with- enraptured wonder

her-e -a 14ittle band -0of shepherds. - ——- - .

Charles-Wesley voiced. the longing--of-.ever devoted- sold

"Oh -that each in the day of -his-coming- -

may—sayy— — - - - - _— -

"I have fought my way..through;. . e

I have finished the. work. thon didst give - -

me- to dol™ - -

Oh that each -from-his Lord may receiwe_the-glad word
“Well and faithfully -done!- —— -—- - —

Enter in‘to my joy, and sit down on - -~

my throne.” ——— e e - e e
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