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CONTENTS.

Binte of the conbroversy.
Where ix the selotion of tho controversy to be found ¥
For the sake of argument, the Mosis nuthorship of the Pentateuch will be

asmumed,

But not its inspiration.

The investigation embraces three pointa.

FPreliminary ec.lmid.emt.[un that the Pentatevch is not History, but & Law-
book.

Tho eauses of ita peculiarities ag n Law-book.

In it parratives of past events are recorded ss supplying reasons for the
giving of Laws or motives for their obesreance,

An iMlustration from the Law of the weekly rest from labour, with an
explanation of the numerous differences between the two Decalogues,

The yiaeT point to be inveatignted is the orlgin and use of tho Divine name
Jehovah.

Abrahoam possessed fws Divine promises ; one relating to all his posterity and
the Iand of Canaan, and the other relating to one special descendent or
seec and the whole world, The first was originally given to Abraham,
but the second he had inherited from en earlier period.

HReply te the objection that, in the communicstion of the two promises to
Abrahom, the enrlier is put Inst,

References to the promise as to the one special seed of Abraham are found
in the New Testament.,  {Acts i, 19—25; Rom. iii. &)
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The origia of the nanwe Jehovah wes with Bve,  {Gen. iv. 1)

Its recognitivn by her in Seth,  (Gen. iv. 25.)

Its probable recopmition by Sath,  (Gen, v, 26.)

Tts further recogrition by Lamech, {[Gen. v. 28, 20.)

Tts further recognition by Noah  (Gem, vi. 8, 9; vl 20; ix. 26.)

The vesting of the promised seed in Abraham.

Abraham reeognized both Jehoveh and Elchim, (Gen, xxi, 215 xiv. 10, 20.)

From Abrahwm both the Divine promises passed om to Isase.  (Gen. xxvi
263 xxvi, 26—31; zrvi. 3—12; xavi. 21.)

And from Isane b0 Jacob, who was remarkable for his want of fasth and
sincerity, and ila results in his neglect of Jehovah, (Gon. xxvil 30
wxy, 2123 meviil, 10—22; [hia vow] xxxi 3; wwxd, 53; xviii, 16;
xliz, 18 xdvie, B)

{Contrasted with Leak, who hod fsith in Jehovah, Geon, xxix. 13)

Later rooognition, by the Israclites, of the name Johovab,

Development of the mesning of the Name Jehovah made to Moses,
explanation of Ex. iii. 13—14, and conclusions to be drawn from it,

Explanation of Ex. vi. 2§, on a misundorstanding of which was fivst Lase|
the notion that the Pentatouch was not composed by Moaes,

The meaning of Jehovah soems 1 bo sotiled by the triumphant, historical,
and prophotic seng of Mirdam. (Ex. xv.)

Reply to objection that Jehovah was to bo the Deliverer, not of the Tsmalites
only, but of aff nations, and an explanation of,  Gen. il 15,

Confirmation as to the origin and nse of the nume Jehownh by biter writors
of the Old Testoment, D's, xxv, 8, 11, 17; Hosen xiil. 3 [s, lxif, and
Ixiii,, anil by the Now Testament, John viii. 58; Hebrews i 12; §i, 4,
14, anil 15.

The secosn inquiry concerns tho origim and use of the Divine sppellation
Fdahim,
Iia origin, and its general use by ensiorn nations,

The use of Jehovah and Elohim did not dostroy tho iden of Unily in the
Godhend.  Notice of Christian controversios,
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The THiRD inquiry i5, whether an anslysis of tho Pentateuch will confirm
the hypothesis, thnt the use of Jehovah and Elohim therein is consistaut
with & Mosaic authorship,

Tho Pantatench is composed of Legemds, Traditions, und Chrondcler,
Deseription of the Legends,

Description of the Traditions.

Description of the Chromicles,

Reply to ohjortions to such  Division,

Why Mosas could net have invented the Legends and Traditions,
Distinction between Moses and Herodotue,

The oripgingd ssuroe of e Logends and Traditiona were throngh Shem
or through Ham, which united in Moses in Egypt.

The character of the religion of the Egyptiune.

Explanation of tho phenomens that a Legend, ns recorded by Moscs, might
be partly Jehovistio and partly Elohistio, and that two Legends might
run over tha emme ground,

Explametion of the phenomenon that the Traditions appear, at first sight, to
be both Jehovistic and Elohistic,

For the sike of srgument, it will bo sssamed thet the original Traditions
were Flohistie, which assumption is supported by three probabilities,

The probable effeet of such essumption, if true, on the style of the Traditiona,

An application of such principles to sl the Legends, and to part of the
Traditions,

(Geen. i.; 24 8.)  Elohiatic,

{(hen, i, 3 to iil. 24.) Johovah-Elohim is here wesid, o the: reeson.

{Gen, iv. 1 to 264.) Jehovisti, with one exception, which was necessary.

[Gen, iv. 26m) J chovistie, and the rexson of it being so.

{Gen.v) Elohistic, o gencalogy from Adem o Nonh,
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{Geon. vi. L teix.) The Deluge, Johovistic and Elchistic; nnd with n resson
whiich points to Moses as the compiler.

{Gen, x.amd =i} Geneslogics, including ono from Noah to Abram @ noither
Jehovah mor Elohim s inirodeced, except in =, 9, and zl. 1—0, the
grouinencss of whivh eamnet be velied on,

An anslysis of tho Traditfos; they are Elohistic.

{(Gen. xii) Brief Traditions put together by Moses Jehovistically, except &
Trudition which is recorded lterally as containing promises, and i in
paralielisms,

(G =iy Composod on the seme prineiple as ehap. xii., and i, thereforo,
Jehovistic. 1t alsp contains o Trodition, probably, in ita original form
of paralleliom, it being a promise to Abram pnd his postority.

{ien. xiv) A complete Tradition, relating Abram’s victery over four kings,
and his interview with Melchizedek, Neither Fehovah nor Elohim is used,
except in the Wessing and the oath, which hee been explained in Sec. 20,

(Gen, xvil) A complete Trdition, parely Elohistie thronghoot from v, 1,
snd with a Jehovistie introduetion to it by Moses in that verse.

(Gem. xvifi. and xix. toe 28.)  The visit of Jehovah and two megsengers to
Abraham. A Tradition, in ita original form, and not Elehistic, as might
have been expected, but Jehovistic, Explanation of this peeulinrity.

{Gtm. xix. 20—48.) Trwlition concerning Lot and his danghters. Tt is
FElohistic.

(Gen. xx) Tradition concerning Alenbam’s wife and Abimelech, Tt i
Elohistic, except the lust verse, which contuing an explunation which
may have been added by Moses, and is, therefore, Jehovistic,

(e, xxi. 1—21.) Trdition concerning the birth of Issac, Tt is Elohistic,
excepb it the introdectory verse by Moses, which is, therofern, Jehovistic,

(Gen. xxi. 22—34) Tradition concerning a covenant between Alwaham
aml Abimelech. Tt is Elohistic, with one necessary excoption.

{Gen. xxii. 1—18.) Tradition of Abmham's offering up of Tsame. 1t iu
Elohistic. It isalso an illostration of the mode in which Mokes e~
prwstd his Laoow-bowk,
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{Gun.xxvi) A perfect and clegant Tradition concerning Abraham’s obtaining
o Wife for Tmas, The Introdoction by Moeses is Jehovistie, but the
Trudition iteclf is Elohistic, cxcept in a fow instances in which Jehovah
is introduced pecessarily.

(Gen, xxxix) Traditions concerning Joseph, which were put together by
Moses and placed in the midat of Elohistie Traditions. Tt ia intonsely
Johovistic, and with 4 peason.

An pxamination of the Chrowisles, which aro Johovistic,
The execptions stated ond aceountod fur.
{Exodus xiil. 17, 18} A remarkablo exception explaimod.

Ilustrutions from feder Mebrow wreiters us to the wse of Jehovah aml
Elohim.

{Joshua i, 1, 95 & 115 i 11}
(Tudges . 1,25 4. 7; & 1.)

(Malnchi £, 10 1. 2, 6, F1} T 115 i 165 iii. 6.)

Bummary of the priveiples of dveetigation frst deduced from the Pentataach,
anil then applied to ita contenta,

The regilts of the anslysis of the Pentateuch as to the nse of Jehovah and
Elohim are in favour of its Mosuie origin.

Do not the urgements which have boon usod in support of & Mosaie autlsr-
ship oxchude any opposing hypothesis ¥

Thero are apparently insuperable difficolties sttending the fragmentary
hypothisis,

Aa to other objections which have been mised against the Mosale authorship
of the Pentateuch.

The fitncas of Moses, from his antecodents, te compoas the Pentatouch as
Law-book,



