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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTORY: THE PROBLEM STATED.-Pp. 1-24. 

What is the Old Testament ! 
Problem of the Old Testament: relatio11 to criticism. 

I, THE PROBLEM TWOFOLD: RELIGIOUS AND LITERARY, 

How are we to conceive of the religion 1 natural or supernatural! ,,,-
How are we to conceive of the literature 1 age, authorship, tmst-

worthiness, etc. 
Dependence in part of the second qnestion on the first. 
Popnlar view of the subject: distmst of "Higher Criticism." 
Need for discrimiuation of issues. 

The queslion not simply one between "Higher Critics" and 
''Non-Higher Critics." 

Deeper issue : the supernatural in the religion of Israel. ~ 
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Gains from critical movement. 

II. THE FUNDAMENTAL IssuE: ATTITUDE TO THE SUPERNATURAL. 

Place of religion of Israel among historical !'eligions. 
Its claim to a special di vine origin. 
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Israel's religion "nothiug less, hnt also nothing mnre," thau 

other religions. 
Dcuial of supernatural in history and pro}->hecy. 
"Natural development" alone recognised. 

Petitio p1-incipii involved in this position. 
Facts of religion and history to be impartially examined . 

.-.... Importance of true guiding principles. 
A cuse of competing interpretations of Old Testa,uen t. 

- , Ultimate test in fitness to meet the facts, 
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CRUCIAL POINTS IN THE CRITICAL THEORY.- Pp. 25, 26. 

CHAPTER II 
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Place of Old Testament in the economy of rovelntion. Tendency of purely 
critical tudy to obscmo view of tbLq, 

Right of Id Tesl:llment to be henrd for itself. 
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Tl10 Bible a 1111ity. 
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Singular corroborations from modem discovery. 
The Elamitic suprnmaoy,; names of kings ; rel1<tion to Palestine ; 

Uru-Salim, etc. 
Slighting of evidence by critics. 
]J[id;rash theory of Genesis xiv. 
In reality accurate knowledge of remote times and bona .fides of 

writer thoroughly established. 
Defence of narrative by critics. 

IV. JosEPH IN EGYPT. 

Transition with Joseph to Egypt. 
Admitted accuracy of picture of Egyptian life and customs. 
Points formerly challenged established from monuments. 

Egyptian manners; descent into Egypt, etc. 
Tale of two brothe1·s. 

Bearings on place and time of origin of narrative. 
Must have originated on Egyptian soil. 
Objection from proper names not valid. 

V. THE MosAIC PERIOD-THREE GREAT DISCOVERIES. 

Main periods in history of Egypt. 
Old Em1rire: Mones as myth. 

Potl'ie's discovery of Mones and of first two dynasties. 
)fiddle Empire : Joseph and Shepherd Kings. 
New Empire: Israel and Exodus to be sought for in eighteenth 

or nineteenth dynasty. 
Theories of Exodus : Rameses II. and Meneptah. 

Recent discoveries bearing on Mosaic period. 
1. Finding of the mummies of the Pharaohs (1881, 1898). 

Recovery of all the great Pharaohs. 
2. Discovery of Tel el-Amama tablets. 

Correspondence of Amenophis III. and Amenophis IV. (c, 
1400 B.C,). 

Language and writing Babylonian, 
Letters from Palestine. 
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3. Discovery ef ,ianlC "l&rael" on monument of Meneptah-
supposed Phnraob of Exodus. . . 

Dillic11lty arising from this : Israel already Ill Palestme. 
Earlier traces of tribes in Palestine. 
Need of modification of view. 

VI. JsRAEL AND THE EXODUS, 

Was the Exodus under nineteenth dynasty 1 
The chronological difficulty :-

Too short interval till Solomon; too long from Abraham. 
Biblical statements: Exodus placed about 1450 B.C. 

Suitability of conditions of this time (eighteenth dynasty). 
The "store-cities" not decisive. 
Reign of Thothmes rn. ; on tllis view the oppressor. 
Pictme of brick makers. 
Career of Hatasu: "Pharao'll's daughter" 1 

Pro Liem of the Khabiri of Tel el-Amarna tablets, 
Their conquest of Canaan. 
Tendency to identify them with Hebrews. 

VII. EMl'lJ.tE OF THE HITTITES-PERIOD OF THE KINGS. 

1. The Hittitos-early Biblical notices. 
Existence of empire denied. 
Egyptian and A yrian confirmations. 
Discovery of Hittite monument.1). 
H ioroglyphic nnd origin of Hittites. 

2. Period Q/ l,,'i11gs. • • 
N oo.Tly 1111 points of contact receive corroboration. 
Assyrian and Hebrew chronology. 
Instances in history - Shiaha.k's invasion; :\fosha; Jehu; 

Tigl11th-Pileser ; fall of Samaria ; Sennacherib, etc. 
Manasseh and credibility of Chronicles. 

VIII. THE BooK OF DANIEL, 

Daniel put in ~e of l\{o.cco.bces. . 
Thoory of an older basis-historical and prophetical. 
Disproof of objeotions to histol'ioity. 

Greek name of instruments. 
Discovery of early date and wido range of Greek culture. 
Character of Nebuchadnezzar. 
Belshazzar now proved historical. 

The capture of 13nbylon. 
Not discrepant with Daniel. 
"Babylonian Chronicle" : stages in taking of Babylon. 
Final capture : Belshazzar slain. 
Question of " Darius the Mede." 
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CH.APTER XII 

PSALMS AND PROPHETS : THE PROGRESSIVENESS OF 
REVELA'rION.-Pp. 431-478. 

Psalms and prophets the soul of Old Testament revelation. 

PART I 
DAVID AND THE PSALTER 

Value of psalms independent of their dates. 
Y ct dates important in history of revelation. 

I. THEORY OF THE PosT-EXILIAN ORIGIN OF THE PSALTER. 

Post-exilian origin of psalms a dogma of Wellhausen School. 
W ellhausen's estimate of the psalms. 

1. Theory is not and cam,not be proved. 
There are post-exilian, possibly Maccabrea.n, psalms. 
No proof that most, or all, of the psalms are post-exilian. 
The theory conflicts with tradition. 

2, Post-exilian period mostly a blank to our knowledge. 
Opening for groundless theorising. 

3. Age not productive of litemture. 
No record of itself. 
Return from captivity an incentive to psalm-composition, 
But bulk of psalms show no post-exilian marks. 
Many psalms demand an earlier date. 
, Psalms about king, etc. 

4. Traditional connection if psalms with David. 
Presumption in favour of pre-exilian psalms. 
Positive evidences of pre-exilian psalmody. 

'l'emple " singers " at return. 
References to temple praise. 
" Songs of Zion " ; quotations, etc. 

Ascription of psalms to David in titles. 
Chronicler traces temple singing and music to David. 

II. THE HISTORIOAL POSITION OF DAVID AS PSAL:r.lIST, 

Critical view of David : untrue to histo1·y. 
1. David's career surveyed :-

(1) As young man : early piety and skill. 
(2) At S=l's Court: behaviour irreproacliable. 
(3) As exile : r elations to his men ; mode of life ; relations 

with Saul, etc. 
(4) As king: services to country and religion; foreign 

conquests ; project of temple and promise. 
Blots on life and reign : Bathsheba, 
Estimato of character. 
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Abundant material and motive for psalm:con_tposition. 
2

' View of David as model for effeminate fnvohty. 

A " sportful " muse. , .. 
Davidio psalms : genuineness of Ps. X\'lll , 

If tllis genuine doubtless many others. 
Viows of Ew~ld, Ritzig, B)eok, Detit-1.soh, etc. 

Probably number of Diwidio psalms not small. 
Valllll of titles of Books I and II. 

COLLECTION OF THE PSALMS AND PLACE IN CANON_' , 

b bl 
. . d of pre exilian psalm-con1pos1t10n. Pro a e mam peno s · 

David: Jehoshaphat: Hezekiah. . 
Soparnto collections of psalms: Davidic, Korah1te, etc. 
Later v ·n.lm~: division into books. 
Dat-0 of colloctions and of close of Canon. 
Testimony of:-

1. Books of Maccabees. od 
(b f 130 B,C. ·, probably a go 

2. Septuagint trauslation e ore 
deal earlier). 

Meaning of titles forgotten . 
3 Ecclesiastious (implies Canon before 200 B, c. ). 4: Books of Chronicles : Oanon apparently completed; implies 

pre-exilie.n psalmody. . 
5. Book of Jonah : use of earlier psalms._ . . . thanki,-
6. Jeremiah: quotes Ps. i. (implies Dav1d1c collection), 

giving formula. l 
7, Music of second temple an inheritance from fast temp e. 

General result. 

PART II 

THE PREDICTIVE ELEMENT IN PROPHECY 

Uniqueness of Hebr°ow prophecy. 
Nature and development of propltooy. . 
Propheoy and gonius : its supernatural side. 

Tests oftruo prophecy. 
I, SUPERNATURAL PREDICTION AN ELEMENT ~N _PROPHECY, 

Essence of prophecy wrongly placed in prediction. 
Modern denial of proilictive propl1ecy. ' 

II. 

Prediction not mOl'8 deductions of p1·oph_ots own. 
Inevitable that prediction shonld on~or-lllto prophecy. 

Has to do with promise and wammg. 
With future of kingdom of God. . 
Distinction from heathen soothsaymg. 

REALITY OF SUPERNATURAL PREDICTION, 

Failure of critics to eliminate prediction, 
Exo.niples from W ellhausen. 
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Abundance of prediction in prophetic writings. 
The captivities, 70 weeks, etc. 

Messianic prophecy; Professor Flint quoted. 

Ill. HUMAN CONDITIONING OF PROPHECY: CANONS OF INTERPI\E'l'A· 

TION, 

Psychological side of prophecy ; necessary limitations. 
Contrast between prophecy of near and prophecy of remote events. 

The former definite; the latter necessal'ily more ideal in form 
and character. 

Bearinp;s on interpretation :-
1. Prophecy of distant future presented in forms of present, 

Symbol in prophecy. 
2. 1'ime-elernent in prophecy, 

Certain fact is triumph of kingdom of God ; steps to this hidden. 
" Day of Jehovah " as background of every crisis. 
EveJJts grouped in ideal, not temporal relations. 

3. Conditional element in prophecy. 
Jeremiah on this: examples. 
Bearings on fulfilment of promises to Israel. 
Bearings on New Testa.men t Par01,sia. 

PART III 

THE PROGRESSIVENESS OF REVELATION: MORAL DIFFICULTIES, 

General recognition of progressiveness, but bearings not always 
clear. 

I, NATURE AND ORIGIN OF THE MORAL DIFFICULTIES, 

Not progress in knowledge only. 
Growth from lower morality to higher. 
Elements of evil in lower stages-

Polygamy; blood-revenge; slavery, etc. 
Exaggeration of moral difficulties : Deistical controversy. 
Central difficulty: apparent implication of God in laws and com

mands which our consciences condemn. 

ll. ERRONEOUS OR INADEQUATE SOLUTIONS, 

" Progressiveness" alone not a solution. 
Denial of evil in lower stage not a solution. 

Evolutionary theory. 
Reality of good and evil must be upheld. 

Gr·itieal solution-laws and commands attributed to God not really 
His. 

d 

This a cutting of the knot, not a loosing of it. 
Rolls burden on prophetic writers who endorse commands. 

E.g., Deuteronomy and extermination of Canaanites; revision 
of Joshua. 
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Tendency to unduo lowering of morality of early Iaraol. 
Professor Gra.y on non-recognition of obligntions to Gentiles. 
Moral precepts of universal scopo always rccognfacd. 
Lapses of individuals not measure of mora 1 standards. 

Ill. G.EN.&RAL LAWS O.F PROGI\ESSIVl!: REVELATION. 

Larger problem of God's general roln tion to evil of world. 
1. Rovelatiou must take 1~ 'IMltL whe1·e it, finds hi11L : results of this. 
2. Tuwolation re:ipm1sible <Yltl,y for 1iew olc111e11t it i11,t,rod-uces, not for 

ovorything 11ssociated with it in mind of recipient. 
8. R0v0lation lays hold on better elem~ius, in order by means of them 

to overcome what is imperfect and evil. 
Educativo aspeot of rovolation. 

Abraham's sacrifico of Isaac. 
Cities of refngo and blood-revenge. 
La.we of ma1•ruigo ; polygamy and monogamy. 
Restrictions of spirit of mercy; Canaanites. 
All through proparn·tion for higher stage. 

Higher stages of revelation consorvo all elements of value in lower. 

THE CLOSE 

Culmination of progressive revelation in Christ. 
Faith in Him ossontial to right view of Old Testnmont. 
Bearings of Old Testament criticism 011 New Test.ameni. 
s~me principles nnd methods now boing applfod. 
Ori.sis in view of Christ ond New Testament. 
Bearing of foregoing discussion on issue. 




