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OBJ ECT

: . Tohelp the' younger brethren to speak and write
~ of the things concerning the Kingdom-of God and
the name of Jesus Christ.

;Circuhtmg in Chmtadelphlan ‘Mutual lmprovement Societies & Blble Classes.. .
Edltor G. H. DENNEY. .

Vor VIIL, No.5. . . MAY I5th, 1920. _ Fouresncr.

The Bnble wholly msplred and
infallible.

No. 58—« The lee of the Labourer.

(Contmuea' /rom page 99)
Since Babylon arose as the first city that man built (see Gen.x.10)
" till the 1gth century A.D., it was part of the accepted order of
world civilisation that the aristocracy and ruling: classes should .
maintain their position by ‘“keeping in their place” the vast
- masses of the people. The labour of the people became by this - -
. means not only the means of their own maintainance of life, but
also the source from whence profit might be taken for the con-
tinued existence in comparative stages of luxury of the “leisured ™
classes. Serfdom and slavery and afterwards the Victorign
‘ system. of industrialism have all been used to enslave and explmt
- - the masses of the people.
~ Tow wages and miserable conditions of housing were both:
- gssociated with the rise of the great commercial endeavours of
the last hundred years. Look at the terrible slums of the great
- gities huddled under the shadow of the factories of the righ

B vstbam.
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manufacturers. Such slums were brought into existence by these
‘rich rulers in order to still further render the workers subservient
1o their will and to work for low wages.

* During 1914-15 large numbers of men employed on the land as
“tillers of the ground " voluntarily left their employment because
as they put it their wives and children would have twice the
income and in some cases more, while they were away.
Thousands of such men had a wife and children to keep on 15/-
to 16/- pér week with an insanitary cottage at a low rent of 2/6 or
so per week, and a piece of garden at the rear that had to be

«cultivated after some twelve to fourteen hours had already been -

worked for the oppressing farmer-tyrant.

Now when James wtote the scathing words of his eplstle
(James ii. 6) “ Do not rich men oppress you and draw you before
‘the judgment seat. Do not they blaspheme that worthy ‘name by
which ye are called ?” he was but calling attention to the fact
-that the bitterest opponents of the Truth and persecutors of the
-children of God have been those who have obtained power in this
~world through the possession of the means of power, 7.e., wealth.
During the recent war it was the moneyed and leisured classes
who were most zealous in urging * patriotism’’ upon the poor
worker. The same people to-day most loudly denounce the

-worm that has at last turned. When he strikes he is at once
-told that “he is making war on the community.”

Now for long long centuries no writer anywhere ever foresaw a
~day-such as we now witness when the labourer rises up and
-denounces the old order and demands a better wage and better
conditions and more control of industry for himself, and sets
" before his political vision the realisation of his own power.
“Yet in one of the clearest and most emphatic prophecies of the New
“Testament the situation of the last days is faithfully and carefully
outlined. James v. 1, “ Go to now ye rich men weep and howl

for your miseries that shall come upon you. Your riches are-

~corrupted, your luxurious clothes are eaten of moths. Your gold
-and silver is no longer your salvation, it is rusted now and useless

-and is itself the greatest witness against you. If shall be your

-
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destruction as by fire. Ye kave keaped your treasures together. for
ke last days. Behold the hire of the poor labourers who have
-reaped your fields which is of you kept back by fraud, crieth out
-and the cries of the reapers have entered iuto the ears of theLord
-of the fruits of the earth. Ve have lived wantonly in pleasure in
'the earth. Ye have nourished yourselves even in the days of
slaughter. Ve have condemned and killed the just and he
-Tesisted you not.,” Words utterly fail to make a clearer statement
than this of the present rise of the democracy and its clarion cries.

Here we might properly ack for an explanation of the wonder-
. ful foresight of James. He was looking forward nearly 2,000 years
-and stamps indelibly his impression ot the date by his words “the
" last days " just before “the coming of the Lord ” then “drawing
nigh”’ (verse 8). So far is this beyond the understanding of the
Greek philosophers and Roman leaders that nolsuch message is
found in any of their writings. None of the world’s teachers in
_James’ day expressed any misgivings in this direction. Hence it
is clear that no mortal source could have inspired James.

But there is still another astounding point in the prophecy.
‘There is a clear and emphatic direction to the children of God as
to their own attitude to the world spirit of democracy. Not for
them is it to “join the ranks” of any human movement. Vet if
‘it was but James’ own mind that conceived such a declaration
against the rich aristocrat and platocrat- surely he would have
-urged, as those denouncers of capitalism do to-day who figure so
largely in the public eye, that every endeavour politically and
socxally, should be made to bring in the new order.

But the Divine hand is here, and James calls for the true
Christian attitude to “ Be patient, quiescent, brethren un#il the
Coming of the Lord.” -

The separation that the whole of the New Testament calls for.
“is here. “’Stablish, or keep, your hearts in quietness and assurance
-for the Coming of the Lord draweth nigh.” For a complete ex-
planation of such a charge as this and in such a setting we can
put hark back to our title and to our Lord’s own words, “ The B

- Scripture cannot be broken.” . Ep.
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The “ Higher Criticism.”

The Scnptures have been subjected to examination from every
point of view. No form of enquiry as to their genuineness and
accuracy has been neglected. Criticism has been advanced from
every source—Scientific, Religious, and Philosophical. These—
sometimes sectional—sometimes combined have brought. the
searchlight of investigation upon the Bible and the net result is,
that there are more books about the Bible in the world to-day than
about any other subject or book. The Bible is the most criticised.
book, and, in view of this, the fact that it still lives—still
accomplishes the purpose for which it stands—is still reliable in
its information—immovable in its prophetic truth, and living in
its message in times of much vaunted progress and research—the
fact that it will stand these tests and is still the subject of them,
stamps it at once as unique.

Among the many and varied forms of criticism, there is one
which stands out more prominently on account of the special
designation it claims for itself. Other forms of investigation will
‘classify themselves by a title which at once bespeaks the method
and aim of their research. The one that is different from all these-
is that called the *“ Higher Criticism.”

Formerly, it is probable that the term had a certain legitimate- .

use. As first used in the latter part of the 18th century, it
marked a distinction between what was described as the “ Lower
Criticism ” and the * Higher Criticism.”

Astruc, who seems to have been a French Doctor of small
reputation, advanced the theory that instead of the Book of
_ Genesis being written by one author (Moses), there were probably
" two authors—the one using the name of Jehovah for God, and. the
other using the name Elohim, Proceedmg 1o work along: that
line, he divided the Book of Genesis into two main -divisions..
Following this, the name Higher Criticism was gwen to ﬁzis
mwethod of study as distinct from Lower Criticism,
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The Lower or Textual Criticism embraces all such studies as
relate to the letter or text of the sacred writings, MSS., versions,
‘various readings and determination of the correct text.

The Higher or Literary Criticism includes the studies relating
o style, structure, sources and literary characteristics of the

_Scriptures. No one will be disposed to question that these are

useful and important branches ot Biblical study. Both have their
rightfuil place, and all who regard the Scriptures as true and are
Pprepared to accept what they claim for themselves will welcome

ssuch investigation.

About 150 years ago, the work of the Higher Criticism was
-commenced, and carried on with comparative success for a time.
It has made great strides in England, but it has been largely
.centred in Germany during the last forty years. Dr. Orr
-summarises it as follows :—* This theory is that which through
‘the. brilliant advocacy of Wellhausen, has for the time won an all
‘but universal recognition in critical circles on the continent and
-in English speaking countries. Its arguments are admitted, its

-conclusions endorsed, its watchwords repeated with almost

1onotonous fidelity of iteration by a majority of scholars of all
classes in churches and out of churches—High Church, Broad
«Church, Low Church, sceptical and believing.”

It is not now a question of dates or authorship of any of the
‘Books which are in dispute, it is the authority and inspiration and

“history of the Book itself. We are brought face to face with the

-question whether the Bible is true. It may be concealed in many
ways; it may assume a variety of disguises; - but the conclusions
now put forward as the result of the efforts of this particular school
-of criticism bring us sharply to a consideration of the question.

What is the effect of the later appreciation of Higher Criticism ?
It has been a means of bringing about a complete change in the
popular attitude towards and recognition of the Bible. Let me
quote from the book Christianity and Science :—** In less than a
generation how great has been the change of attitude {due of
coutse to this criticism)!” What is freely admitted by equally hlgh
placed dignitaries of the church to-day ? That the Creation story
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is not literary true but is a piece of Hebrew fancy ; that the earlier
narratives before the call of Abraham, including the flood are of
the nature of myths, in which we can distinguish the historical.
germ—that the Mosaic Law was not the work of Moses—that the
Books of Judges, Samuel and Kings were not literally inspired ;.
that the Chronicles were not fully historical; that the Prophets
had no supernatural power of prophecy; that the Song of Solomon
is a drama; that Ecclesiastes was not written by Solomon; that.
Jonah, Daniel, and Job were dramatic compesitions of a patriotic.
or religious nature—that the Old Testament is purified folk-love.
and presents a low standard of morality—that the traditional
authenticity of the Gospels is disputed, and many famous passages
in them are interpolations by sub-apostolic writers, and that many
sayings of the Lord that have been mainstays of hope and comfort
for humanity for centuries, clearly bear the impress of a time He
did not live to see.”

What is the conclusion that is arrived at from this? It is that.
the whole Bible from Genesis to Revelation is swept clean away
By the combined testimony of its professed friends. If the sum.
total of Higher Critical results be taken—no book in the Bible
stands, for, scholars in the Universities, Canons of the Church,
Doctors of Divinity, have advanced their theories in no uncertain
or wavering manner. Any who have opposed them have been’
disregarded as unscientific, and so these delusions (I do not hesitate
to call them delusious) have taken a stroung hold on modern
thought, and the book which claims that Ged HAS spoken, does,
not contain HIS word any longer. Is there any case for the truth
of the Book? Do these theories in any way impeach it? The
progress of God’s word and purpose is sure. “ My word shall not,
return unto me void; it shall accomplish the purpose whereunto
1 have sent it.” . '

That word is no more impeded in its progress and truth by the
theories. of Higher Criticism than the stars in their courses by the
hypotheses of Astronomy.  We can only hope to examineand that.
briefly one or two of these theories. We note first of all, and it
is at once épparenf in the most cursory examination, that om.

) e ’
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fundamental issues, the critics are themselves sharply divided and
found in opposing camps, the conclusions which are so strongly
and uncompromisingly asserted to be the results of analytical
criticism are NOT the conclusions of a unanimous Criticism, but,
on the contrary—are in their turn disputed by other critics. Hence
in some cases there is to be found the greatest divergence between.
these critical authorities on the relative dates of documents and
the supposed writers of them.

Let us look at a few examples of their findings regarding the-
Old Testament. According to the Higher Critical theory the
Pentateuch—or as they prefer to style it the Hexateuch (the first

five books and the Book of Joshua placed together) is not one

work. There is nothing of unityand completeness, but a combina-
tion of documents which are the work of wholly different writers
and beloﬁging to widely separated times.

It was not till the ninth or eighth centuries—some 600 years
after the time of Moses that attemps were made to collect these
so as to form a connected history—so that, according to this.
theory—the earlier portions of the Pentateuch were reduced to:
writing some 600 or 700 years after the time of Moses and the
greater part of it was not written until upwards of 1000 years
after his death. It we examipe the reasons for this assertion, we:
find that there are three factors in the case—historical, literary
and philosophical. _

- It is denied that Moses wrote, or could have written the
Pentateuch-—because of the supposed origin of writing at a later
date, or, literary culture was too low and elementary for the
production of such a work. This has of course been completely
disproved as can be easily demonstrated. Professor Sayce describes
it as a “ baseless assumption due to the ignorance of the critics.”
We are turther told that, “In Ur of the Chaldees there was not
only the art of writing but a literature and libraries before the
migration of Abraham. The remains of a library have been
discovered at Tel-el-Amarna—in which were found letters and
documents that passed between the Kings of Palestine and the
Pharaohs of_-'Egypt-—hundreds of years before Moses was born,

[P
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“have labelled that vase 4500 B.c. The Egyptian research alone

‘Not only was Moses able to write but a whole system of schools

and colleges had been established in Babylonia before his time,
“T'here have been found all sorts of letters, legal documents, contract
tablets, astonomical tablets, love letters, letters from - school
<hildren. Professor Sayce has pointed out that Babylonia in the
time of Abraham was a far more educated country than our own
land in the time of George III. In Egypt, writing had come dowh
from remote antiquity and when the Israelites sojourned in that
land, there was a mania for writing.” A visit to the British
Museum will witness a bowl which had stood in the temple of
“Tagash in South Babylonia. The authorities of the Museum

has produced irrefutable evidence that writing was in existence
before the time of Israel. : ‘

Further—a point that is not often explained or attempted, the
writer claims that God Himself spoke to him by His Spitit.
“ God, who at sundry times and in divers manners spake in times
past unto the fathers by the prophets ” confirms the writer of the
Epistle to the Hebrews. These portions of the word stand in
-clearly defined relation to each other. It is computed that at least
2600 times in the Old Testament we have the direct testimony
ithat what the writer spoke is what God at first spoke—given in
such solemn affirmations as, * the mouth of the Lord hath spoken,”
“Thus saith the Lord,” “The word of the Lord came,” as well as in
other ways. Were these men the deceivers we are led to suppose ?

One looks in vain in any of the Books of the Higher Criticism
for any perception of the deeper ideas that lie in the Pentateuch
:narrative, or their organic relation to the rest of Scripture—or
-their general agreement and consistency of statement—or the
method and order which characterises that statement, *“ The Old
“Testament is in the main unhistorical ” say the critics, In parts
-some would acknowledge a historical substratum. Abraham,
Isaac and Jacob are stated to be the personifications of clans of
‘tribes or groups and they are nothing more. One is so sceptical
-as to doubt as to whether Israel as a people was ever'in Egypt at

All Another denies the return from the exile at Babylon, The
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descriptions of the Exodus from Egypt—the wanderings in the
desert—the conquest of Canaan are for them utterly unhistorical.
(All this and other salient features of the origin and history of the
nation of Israel are for them artificial, or, invented. We cannot
-accept this as a sufficient, or reasonable explanation.

If any one can bring himself to believe this, ought he not to
#find the mind capable of inventing it? These early Scriptures
form part of one cohesive, consistent whole. They are not
‘haphazard; they are not the result of accidental forms of
«expression ; they are not chance utterances. Their later confirma-

. tion and accuracy and literal agreement with the scope and purpose

of the whole, establish all this. Take this wonderful plan and
purpose which forms the connecting thread of the Scriptures. Is
-jt ot so simple and superficial character that it would readily occur -
to any casual collector of legends in the ninth or cichth
-century, B.C. ? ‘

“The documents which contain these stories were written many

 centuries after the age of the Patriarchs,” says Dr. Smith. But a

Revelation which reveals the distant future can surely with equal
»eé.se and completeness and certainty record for us the distant
past. Is it so ordinary in its statement that it could be worked .
4dnto a whole history and given the appearance of naturalness and
sequence that it now possesses! We may search through the
whole realm of literature in vain, for history in this respect has

NOT repeated itself. We have NO other writings similar in any

respect or comparable in any way with that of these.oracles of
“God, and again we ask—if the books of the Pentateuch were not
,produéed by the writer ‘whose name they\bear, who were the
writers, and where is the evidence, and where else is there any

‘W'riting that in any way equals or can be compared ?

It is more than incredible that writers 800 yearsafter the events .
described—without means of access to contemporary authorities

.and dependent solely on traditions could have produced a narrative -

:so-faithful to environment and so truthful in all its details. ‘It
zequires a faith—it demands a credulity far beyond that required
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to accept the claims of the Book when it says, “ Thus saith.

- the Lord.”

We cannot fail to notice how the writers claim inspiration for
their statements and that they are giving the very words of God.
In Exod. xxiv. 4 we read, “ And Moses wrote all the words of the:
Lord.” He never claimed one word as his own. Jesus confirms
the characters of his writings, for he says (Jno. v. 46, 47), “ Had:
ye believed Moses ye would have believed me, for ke wrote of me..
But if ye believe not his writings, how shall ye believe my words ” ?
In Deut. iv. 5 Moses says again, “ I have taught you statutes and.
judgments even as the Lord my God hath commanded me.”
What are the conclusions of the Higher Criticism? Professor:
Orr shows that according to them we have not less than three-
Jehovists, three Elohists, three priestly writers. Then we have a.
series of redactors (or editors) who were supposed to intervene
and piece the whole together. Others are indicated by the letter
Q—the Querist and so, “ with Q1, Q2,Q3; J1,J2, J3; E1, E2,E3;
what we find to-day is that the Scriptures fall asunder into an.
indefinite number of parts, sections and snippets. Then the-
sections are broken up into fragments which are inextricably
mixed. In Driver’s tabulation of the Hexateuch will be found.
besides other diversions—fifty fragments consisting of a single
verse—more than thirty of half a verse and several cases of a.
single verse divided into three parts, each assigned to a different
author.” On one page of a Polychrome Bible there are nineteen.
different little portions placed together to make one small fragment
of history all of which snippets the critic professes to be able to-
separate and assign to the different writers (about whom he has
no definite conclusions as to personality) who had a hand in the-
original production. If it is enquired on what ground we are to-
receive the statements of the modern critics instead of that which is.-
consistently given by all the writers of the twenty-two books of
the Old Testament we are referred to the criticisms which are by-
no means conclusive, more frequently, merely bold assertions,.
made even without any attempt at-proof. “Scholarsare agreed ™"
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we are told and the inference is easy to draw—that those who do
not agree—are not scholars,

The critics presume to set forth a conception of Israel’s religious
development that is totally different from that contained in the
Old Testament itself. Ought we not to find some evidence of the
difference ? Ought we not to see where the inconsistency is?
We turn to the Prophets. Is there anything in their writings to

. suggest that they in any way regarded thereligion of their nation

or the origin of Israel as a thing of their day? Do they suggest
that they had “discovered ” it by their own efforts ?

On the other hand, their writings record a confirmation of the
work of Moses as a prophet, as a leader, as a law-giver, as the .
one to whom God had spoken. Their writings tell of the covenant
made with Abraham. With Abraham they write supporting the
fact that the history of Israel begins. More—the great facts of
Israel’s history were never obliterated, but remained occupying a
foremost place so long as their national life lasted. In Song, in
Psalm, in Prophecy, and in general statement there is nothing
that is in any way contrary to that given in the first five books of
the Bible. They had at the commencement of their national
history a high conception of God—a perfect set of laws, a firm
rule of duty which was not borrowed from their neighbours, nor
invented by themselves, but as the Scriptures say, it was given by
God. Moses wrote the book, which is declared to have been in
existence and read in the ears of the Jewish people before they
entered the land at all, Deut. i. says that Moses gave the words
according unto all that the Lord had given him in commandment
unto them. . . on the other side Jordan. And the Jew to-day
is a living witness to the truth of this and the inspiration of its
writer and the futijlity of the critics.

Then there is the beautiful, forceful, and consistent teaching of
the Bible and the opposition of the Higher Criticism to this. The
Bible teaches Monotheism—God is a unity—God revealed this
concerning Himself ; the critics teach the contrary. The Bible
teaches the mortality of man, that man passes to the grave, to
silence, oblivion, death ;  the critics do not ; their teaching isagain






