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I NEED hardly say that this Preface, in which the name

of the lamented Sir George Cornewall. Lewis occurs
more than once, had passed through the press before
his sad and uheﬁpecte(l death. T wrete of him as living
with reserve ;el may now express my full admiration of
a man whose recrc .tions during the leisure afforded by
his arduous official and parliamentary duties—duties
discharged as few can discharge them—were feats of
scholarship which might try the erudition and research
of the most recluse student. Tt is rare that & man who
might have aspired to the very highest ‘dignity in the
State, might have done honour as Professor of Greek to
the most learned University in Europe. His saltem

accumulem donis.

April 16th, 1863.







PREFACE.

—— b

I HAVE been requested, I may say urged, to publish a
new editien of this work, which appeared upwards of
thirty years ago. I am naturally anxious that a book
which has, it may seem, lived so long and maintained
some place, however humble, 'in the literature of the
country, should be offered in a form less unworthy of
the favour which it has found with many readers.

The original work was composed in a popular form
and on a limited scale. The limitation of its extent and
the nature of its plan and design precluded all citation
of authorities.  From the want of such authorities, the
writer incurs at once the charge of presumption and the
danger of originality: the charge of presumption as
claiming for his own, thoughts common to many others;

‘the danger of startling men’s minds on subjects, about

which they are peculiarly sensitive, with views which
may seem new, but which have long been maintained
by accredited authors. .

All history, to be popular, ought to flow on in one
continuous, unbroken current. A succession of histori-
cal disquisitions may be of the highest value, but they
are not history. The range of history will of course not
be confined to events or to the acts and characters of
men; it will embrace everything which concerns man,
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v PREFACE.

religion, laws, manners, usages, the whole of human life ;
but its form will be narrative, not discussional, still less
controversial ; it will give the mature result, not the
process, of investigation. In some histories, especially
of very ancient times, it may not be possible absolutely
to proscribe ecritieal inquiry, or even comparison of
authorities; but these resting-places, as it were, must
be rare, exceptional, brief, and altogether subordinate
to what may be called the action, the unfolding the
drama of events. In this respect the author must
solicit indulgence, as sinning against his own principles,
But the very peculiar character of the Jewish history
in its ancient part, the want of unity where the history
is that of a scattered people like the modern Jews,
may plead in his favour, if he shall have fallen, as
undoubtedly he has fallen, far below his own ideal
conception. '

At another time the author would have been con-

tent that.his History, which has already passed, and
seemingly survived, the ordeal of public judgement,
should rest on its own merits. But the circumstances
of the day appear to require, or rather to enforce, some
further observations.
- 'What should be the treatment by a Christian writer,
a writer to whom truth. is the one paramount object,
of the only documents on which rests the eatlier history
of the Jews, the Scriptures of the-Old Testament?
Are they, like other historical documents, to be sub-
mitted to calm but searching criticism as to their age,
their authenticity, their authorship ; above all, their
historical sense and historical interpretation ?

Some may object (and by this objection may think it
right to cut short all this momentous question) that
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Jewish history is a kind of forbidden ground, on
which it is profane to enter: the whole history, being
so peculiar in its relation to theology, resting, as it
is asserted, even to the most minute particulars, on
divine authority, ought to be sacred from the ordinary
laws of investigation. But though the Jewish people
are especially called the people of God, though their
polity is grounded on their religion, though God be
held the author of their theocracy, as well as its
conservator and administrator, yet the Jewish nation
is one of the families of mankind ; their history is part
of the world’s history; the functions which they have
performed in the progress of human development and
civilization are so important, so enduring ; the veracity
of their history has been made so entirely to depend
on the rank which they are entitled to hold in the
gocial scale of mankind; their barbarism has been so
fiercely and contemptuously exaggerated, their prema-
ture wisdom and humanity so contemptuously depre-
ciated or denied; above all, the barriers which kept
them in their holy seclusion have long been so utterly
prostrate ; friends as well as foes, the most pious
Christians as well as the most avowed enemies of
Christian faith, have so long expatiated on this open
field, that it is as impossible, in my judgement, as it
would be unwise to limit the full freedom of inquiry.
Such- investigations, then, being inevitable, and, as I
believe, not only inevitable but the only safe way of
attaining to the highest religious truth, what is the right,
what is the duty of a Christian historian of the Jews
(and the Jewish history has, I think, been shown to be a
legitimate province for the historian) in such investiga-
tions? The views adopted by the author in early days
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he still conscientiously maintains. These views, more
free, it was then thought, and bolder than common, he
dares to say not irreverent, have been his safeguard
during a long and not unreflective life against the diffi-
culties arising out of thé philosophical and historical
researches of our times; and from such views many,
very many, of the best and wisest men whom it has
been his blessing to know with greater or less intimacy,
have felt relief from pressing doubts, and found that
peace which is attainable only through perfect freedom
of mind. Others may have the happiness (a happiness
he envies not) to close their eyes against, to evade, or
to elude these difficulties. Such is not the temper of
his mind. With these views, he has been able to follow
out all the marvellous discoveries of science, and all
those hardly less marvellous, if less certain, conclusions
of historical, ethnological, linguistic criticism, in the
serene confidence that they are utterly irrelevant to the
truth of Christianity, to the truth of the Old Testament,

a8 far as its distinct and perpetual anthority and its
indubitable meaning.

On the relation of thé Old Testament to Chrlstlamty
Paley has expressed himself with his inimitable perspi-
cuity, force, and strong sense ; and Paley in the author’s
younger days, at least as far as his ¢ Evidences, was held
to be an ummpeachable authouty The ¢ Evidences’
was the text-book in schools and universities. -

¢« Undoubtedly our Saviour assumes the divine origin
of the Mosaic institution; and, independently of His
authorjty, I conceive it to be very diffteult to assign
any other cause for the commencement or existence of
that institution ; especially for the singular circumstance
of the Jews adhering to the Unity, when every other

F




PREFACE. vii

people slid-into polytheism; for their being men in
religion, children in everything else; behind other
nations in the arts of peace and war, superior to the
most improved in their sentiments and doctrines re-
lating to the Deity. Undoubtedly, also, our Saviour
recognises the prophetic character of many of their

ancient writers. So far, therefore, we are bound as

Christians to go. But to make Christianity answerable
with its life for the circumstantial truth of each separate
passage in the Old Testament, the genuineness of every

‘book, the information, fidelity, and judgement of every

writer in it, is to bring, I will not say great, but un-
necessary difficulties into the whole system. These
books were universally read ang received by the Jews
of our Saviour’s time. He and his Apostles, in common
with all other Jews, referred to them, alluded to them,
used them. Yet, except where He expressly ascribes
o Divine authority to particular predictions, I do not
know that we can strictly draw any conclusion from the
books being so used and applied, beside the proof, which
it undoubtedly is, of their notoriety and reception at
that time. In this view our Scriptures afford a valuahle
testimony to those of the Jews. But the nature of this
testimony ought to be understood. It is surely very
different from, what it is sometimes represented to be, a
specific ratification of each particular fact and opinion,
and not only of each particular fact, but of the motives

assigned for every action, together with the judgement

of praise or dispraise bestowed upon them. St. James
in his Epistle says, ¢ Ye have heard of .the patience of
Job, and have seen the end of the Lord’ Notwith-
standing this text, the reality of Job’s history, and even
the existence of such a person, has been always deemed
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a fair subject of inquiry amongst Christian divines.
St. James’s authority is considered good evidence of
the existence of the Book of Job at that time, and of its
reception by the Jews; and of nothing more. St. Paul,
in his Second Epistle to Timothy, has this similitude :—
¢‘Now as Jannes and Jambres withstood Moses, so do
these also resist the truth’ Those names are not found
in the Old Testament. And it is uncertain whether St.
Paul took them from some apocryphal writing then
extant, or from tradition. But no one ever imagined
that St. Paul is here asserting the authority of the
writing, if it was a written account which he quoted, or
making himself answerable for the authenticity of the
tradition ; much less that he so involves himself with
either of these questions as that the credit of his own
history and mission should depend upon the fact,
whether Jannes and Jambres withstood Moses or not.
For what reason a more rigorous interpretation should
be put upon other references, it is difficult to know. I
do not mean that other passages of the Jewish History
stand upon no better evidence than the history of Job,
" or of Jannes and Jambres (I think much otherwise};
but I mean that « geference, in the New Testament, to
& passage in the Old, does not so fix its authority as to
exclude all inquiry into the separate reasons upon which
its credibility is founded ; and that it is an unwarrant-
able, as well as unsafe rule, to lay down concerning the
Jewish History, what was never laid down concerhing
any other, that either every particular of it must be
true, or the whole false.”

Paley, it may be said, wrote on the defensive ; but it
would surely be degrading, insulting, to Christianity to
"suppose it to stoop, in the hour of peril and d.igtress, to
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principles which in more favourable times it would
repudiate.

Those who are not perfectly satisfied with what seem
to me the wise observations of Paley, may perhaps, on
calm consideration, acquiesce in a theory of this kind, a
theory (not a new one) which, while it preserves the full
authority of the sacred records in all which is of real
importance to religion and leaves undisturbed the devo-
tional reading of the Scripture, relieves it from all the
perplexities which distract the inquiring mind. (Such
devotional reading I should be the last willingly to
repress, and devotion will intuitively choose and dwell
exclusively on the religious parts of the sacred writings.)
The revelation of moral and religious truth is doubtless
the ultimate, I should say the sole, end of the Bible ; nor
is it difficult, according to ordinary common sense and to
,the moral instinct or judgement vouchsafed te man, to
separate and set apart moral and religious truth from all
other human knowledge. For the communication of such
truth, lawgivers, prophets, apostles, were gifted. This
was their special mission and duty. This, as far as His
character of TEACHER, was that of the Saviour himself.
Lawgivers, prophets, apostles, were in all other respects
men of like passions (take the W01d in its vulgar sense)
with their fellow-men ; they were men of their age and
country, who, as they spoke the language, so they
thought the thoughts of their nation -and their time,
clothed those thoughts in the imagery, and illustrated
them from the circumstances of their daily life. They
had no special knowledge on any subject but moral and
religious truth to distinguish them from other men;
were as fallible as others on all questions of science, and
even of history, extraneous to their religious teaching.
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If this had not been the case, how utterly unintelligible
would their addresses have been to their fellow-men!
Conceive a prophet, or psalmist, or apostle, endowed with
premature knowledge and talking of the earth and the
planetary system according to the Newtonian laws; not
“of the sun going forth as a bridegroom to.run his
course.” Conceive St. Stephen or St. Paul stopping in
the midst of one of his impassioned harangues, and
setting right the popular notion about the Delivery of
the Law, or the time of the sojourn of the Israelites in
Egypt. They spoke what was the common belief of the
time according to the common notions of things and the
prevalent and current views of the world around them,
just as they spoke the Aramaic dialect; it was part
of the language : had they spoken otherwise, it would
have been like addressing their hearers in Sanscrit or
English. This view has been sometimes expressed by
the unpopular word accommodation—a bad word, as it
appears to imply art or design, while it was merely the
natural, it should seem inevitable, course of things. Their
one paramount object being instruction and enlighten-
ment in religion, they left their hearers uninstructed
and unenlightened as before, in’ other things; they
did not even disturb gtheir prejudices and superstitions
where it- was not absolutely necessary. Their reli-
gious language, to work with unimpeded persuasiveness,
adapted itself to the common and dominant knowledge
and opinions of the time. This seems throughout to
have been the course of Providential government; Law-
givers, prophets, apostles, were advanced in religious
knowledge alone. .In all other respects society, civili-
zation, developed itself according to its usual laws. The
Hebrew in the wilderness, excepting as far ag the Law
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modified his manners and habits, was an Arab of the
Desert. Abraham, excepting in his worship and inter-
course with the One True God, was a nomad Sheik.
The simple and natural tenor of these lives is one of the
most impressive guarantees of the truth of the record.
Endowed, indeed, with premature knowledge on other
subjects, they would have been in a perpetual anta-
gonism and controversy, not merely with the moral and
religious blindness, with the passions and idolatrous pro-
pensities of the people, but with their ordinary modes
of thought and opinion and feeling. And as the teachers
were men of their age in all but religious advancement,
go their books were the books’of their age. If these
were the oracles of God in their profound religious
mesaning, the language in which they were delivered
wag human as spoken by human voices and addressed

J to human ears.

The moral and religious truth, and this alone, I
apprehend, is the “Word of God” contained in the
Sacred Writings. I know no passage in which this em-
phatic term is applied to any sentence or saying which
does not convey or enforce such truth.

It is not unworthy, too, of remark, that the smgle
passage in which there is a distinct assertion of in-
spiration, appears to sanction this limitation. This
passage, as Is known to every scholar, is by no means
so clear as it is too often represented to be. It is an
elliptic sentence; the verb has to be supplied; and its
meaning and force are in some degree affected by the
collocation of the verb. «All Seripture (is) God-inspired,
and (is) profitable for reproof, for correction, for instruction

in righteousness, that the man of God may be perfect,

thoroughly furnished to all good works,” &c. Inany case,
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however, in its scope it signifies that the inspiration ot
Scripture, whatever it be, is intended for the promotion
of religion and holiness in men. Such, too, seems to be
the distinct sense of the Article of the English Church.
These, and these only, are “the things necessary to
salvation,” which rest on Scripture, and on Scripture
alone. Beyond this sacred range, all, I conceive, not
only in science but also in listory, is an open field.
‘Whoever was the author or compiler of the Pentateuch,
whether Moses or not, as he was not a premature
Newton, Cuvier, Lyell, so neither was he, nor any
of the other writers of the Old Testament, a premature
Thucydides, Tacitus, or like one of our great modern
historians. I cannot conceive, notwithstanding the
Scriptural geologists, that the account of the Creation
in Genesis was a dark prophetic enigma, of which no
living man could comprehend the true sense for more
than three thousand years, and which was only to be
disclosed by the discoveries of our day. I am content-
with the great central truth, the assertion in its words,
unapproachable in their sublimity, of the One Omnific
Creator—of that Creator’s perpetual Presence and uni-
versal Providence. o, too, in the History (invaluable as
much of it is, as preserving the most ancient traditions
of our race), so that we preserve the grand outline of
the scheme of Redemption, the Law, the Evangelical
prophecies, I can apprehend no,danger to the Christian
faith if the rest, the frame as it were and setting around
these eternal truths, be surrendered to free and full
investigation, to calm, serious, yet fearless discussion.”

¢ Old Bishop Burnet, on the Sixth | fairly interpreted, very full latitude, at
Article (this used to be thought almost | Jeast for historieal criticism.
an authorised comment), will give,
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The form of the Semitic records, their essentially
Oriental, figurative, poetical cast, is another unquestion-
able and unquestioned difficulty. That form was in-
geparable from their life, their duration, the perpetuity
of their influence. In no other form, humanly speaking,
would they have struck so deep into the mind and heart
of man, or cloven to it with suclr inseverable tenacity.
It is as speaking, frequently in the noblest poetry, at
all events as addressed to the imaginative as well as the
reasoning faculty of man, that they have survived through
ages, have been, and still are, imperishable, Provi-
dence ever adapts its instruments to its own designs.
How far the historian may venture, how far he may
succeed in discerning the latent truth under this dazzling
veil, must depend on his own sagacity, and the peculiar
character of the different records. At all events, he
cannot subscribe to the notion that every word is to be
construed with the precision of an Act'of Parliament;
that the language of psalm and prophetic ode, or even
of history in its more poetic form, is to be taken as
rigorously and literally as the simplest historical rela-
tion. With allegorical, or remote typical, or mystical
meanings he has happily nothing to do.

But there is one kindred question, which must in-
evitably arise, and which I am bound at once to meet :
what is called- the supernaturalism, the divine or mira-
culous agency, almost throughout the older history of
the Jews. Now one thing is clear, that the writers of
these documents, the only documents of the older
history, whether the eyewitnesses of the events or not,.
implicitly believed in this supernaturalism. It makes
no difference if, as most Germans assert, the relations
were handed down by popular traditions, and took their
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present form from later writers. These writers; as well
as the people, were firm believers in this supernatural-
ism ; either way it is an integral, inseparable part of the
narrative. It may be possible, in certain passages,
with more or less probability, to .detect the naked fact
which may lie beneath the imaginative or marvellous
language in which it is recorded; but even in these
cases the solution can be hardly more than conjectural ;
it cannot presume to the certitude of historic truth.
But there is much in which the supernatural, if I may
thus speak, so entirely predominates, is so of the in-
timate essence of the transaction, that the facts and the
interpretation must be accepted together, or rejected
together. In such cases it would seem to be the simple
duty, and the only course for the historian, to relate
the facts as recorded, to adduce his authorities, and to
abstain from all explanation for which he has no
ground, but, at the same time, not to go beyond those
authorities. As he would not from reverence take
away (I am not the man who would presume to affix
limits to the power of God), so with equal reverence
he must refrain from adding to the marvellousness;
he must not think it piety to accumulate, without
authority, wonder upon wonder. Secondary causes,
when clearly indicated, must uC. ™o syppressed: on
the other hand, too much must not be attributed to
secondary causes. '

In truth, to draw the line Letween the providential
and the strictly miraculous, appears to me not only
presumptuous, but simply impossible: It implies an
absolute knowledge of all the workings of natural causes, -
more than that, a knowledge of the workings within the
more inscrutable human mind, which we have never
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yet at&ined, probably never shall attain. Beliefin Divine
ProVidence, in the agency of God as the Prime Mover in
the natural world as in the mind of man, is an insepar-
able part of religion ; there can be no religion without
it. Discard providential rule—prayer, thanksgiving,
worship become an idle mockery. But to define pre-
cisely where the Divine influence, through natural
causes, or in the inward world of the human spirit,
ends, and a special interference begins, is another
question. A coincidence and concurrence of natural
causes at some critical time, and to all appearance for
some marked and particular end,—that end sometimes, it
should seem, foreshown and presignified,—is hardly less
extraordinary than the most inexplicable miracle. To
the mind in a state of religious excitement, or even
more quiet veneration, it is, or appears to be, hardly
less supernatural, than when those secondary causes
are untraceable. Afflavit Deus et dissipantur : such was
the devout ejaculation of the Protestant, of the English-
man, at the destruction of the Spanish Armada, The
causes of that destruction were tempests, scarcely per-
haps unusual, scarcely of uncommon violence at that
period of the year in the seas around our island. But
to the most sober historigi} their breaking out and their
continuance at that~..mentous period of our history,
would be at l’étlst wonderful ; to the more ardent, provi-
dential ; to the deeply religious. would border clogely on
«the mitaculous. In the, passage of the Red Sea, the
east wind which “the Lord caused to blow,” and which
threw back the waters, was in itself probably no rare
.phenomenon ; but its occurrence at that perilous moment,
and in that case, it appears, the confident anticipation,
the calculation upon its coming, the foreknowledge and
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prediction of it by Moses, would raise it, if we may so
say, from the providential to the miraculous. Yet, in
either case, God is not less God; His rule is not less
omnipotent, whéther His power be more remotely or
more immediately displayed, more clearly discerned,
more humbly acknowledged.

I would observe that the absence of these mtervenmg
causes, at least of causes seemingly adequate to the
effects, as well as their commemoration in more simple
and less imaginative language, seems, in general, to
distinguish the miracles of the New Testament from
those of the Old. The palmary miracle of all, the
Resurrection, stands entirely by itself; every attempt
to resolve it into a natural event, a delusion or halluci-
nation in the minds of the Disciples, the eye-witnesses
and death-defying witnesses to its truth (I bave read
many such essays),-or, with Spinoza, to treat it as an
allegory or figure of speech,is to me a signal failure.
It must be accepted as the keystone, for such it is, and
seal to the great Christian doctrine of a future life, as a
historical fact, or rejected as baseless, fiction.

The older Jews, and, indeed, not seldom the later
Jews, in their settled devotion, attributed not only the
more extraordinary but the common events of life to
their God. They knew no nice distinctions, such as are
forced on more reflective minds. The skill of Bezaleel
in workmanship, even in the language of the Old
Testament, is as much an immediate jnspiration as :h
most exalted wisdom of the Law; the fringes and tassels
of the Tabernacle are as much the Divine ordinances as
the Ten Commandments. Some consideration must be
had for this state of feeling, which seems inextin-
guishable. In a high state of religious excitement,
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men, especially simple men, suppose God to work with
equal directness, if I may so say, visibleness, in all
things ; they behold God in everything, not remotely,
not through the different processes which a more calm
and sagacious observer cannot fail to discern. Illustrate
this from the contrast between the more or less poetical
portions of the records. The Psalm says, “God slew
mighty kings,” yet from the History we know what
human agency was employed in the slaughter of Sisera,
_and Sihon the Amorite, and Og of Bashan. So, too, the
Psalm overwhelms Pharaoh as well as his host in the
Red Sea ; in the History there is not a word about Pha-
raoh : it is difficult to suppose that the historian would
have been silent on so momentous a fact. Hence there
grows up inevitably a conflict, or at least a seeming
conflict, between the religion of one age and the religion
of another, or between the thought and the religion of
the same age. The thought, indeed, may not be less
religious, and be instinct with as profound a sense of
the power and providence of God ; but it will naturally
trace, and delight to trace, all the intermediate agencies;
physical or moral, set in motion or endowed with active
power by God, which religion, or that which assumes
the exclusive name of religion, thinks it duty, piety,
faith, to overlook or repudiate. This repudiation is laid
down at once as the test and the measure of faith. I
cannot but think that the historian who labours to recon-
- cile the Jewish history, where not declaredly supernatural,
- with. common probability, with the concurrent facts,
usages, opinions of the time and place, not a less sincere,
certainly not a less wise believer, than those who,
without authority, heap marvel on marvel, and so pei'-
laps alienate minds which might otherwise acquiesce in
Vi I &
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religious belief. If it is dangerous to lighten the
burthen, it is more dangerous to overload the faith,
at lcast of reasoning mankind.

Thus fully receiving what are usually called, in the
New Testament, signs, and wonders, and powers (the
word miracle has assumed a special sense), inexplicable,
as far as I can’discern, by any ordinary causes, or by
any fortuitous concurrence of circumstances; admitting
this as an integral part of Christian faith, I must acknow-
ledge that I do not see without apprehension, the whole
truth and authority of Christianity rested, as even now
it is, by some very able writers, on what is called the
“ argument from miracles.” Whatever may have been
the case in older times, in the times of the Law and the
promulgation of the Gospel, God has for many centuries
been pleased to reveal himself to mankind in a less strik-
ing, it may be, or less impressive, yet, according to what
wé must pfesume, a more fitting way. By the law of
Divine government, the supernatural—I use the word
in its ordinary sense—has vanished altogether from the
actual world, the world of our life and experience. At
the same time, that which is called a mythi¢ period has

~ swallowed up all that supernatural part of the ancient

history of Greece and" Rome which at one time com-
manded almost universal credence. These wonders
among the heathen were believed to be as true as Holy
‘Writ, only they were attributed to diabolic agencies.
And in the same manner the belief in continuous mi-
racles, which long prevailed in the whole Church, which
is even yet fondly cherished, though in a still contracting
part of it, and everywhere among some of-the lower and
more ignorant classes (held by the more enlightened to
be superstitious), has gradually withered away from the
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mind of man. The supernatural in all modern history
has quietly receded or been relegated into the fanciful
realm of Fable. The post-Apostolic miracles have gra-
dually dropped out of the Protestant Creed. Among
the more enlightened Roman Catholics, the mass of
miracle has been slowly winnowed and purified. From
the day that the Benedictine Dom Ruinart published,
unrebuked, the sincere and genuine Acts of the Mar-
tyrs, the older Martyrologies, the Golden Legend, the
Greek Menologies, very much the larger portion of the
marvels in the vast volumes of the Bollandists, have
melted away into the dim page of legend; and legend
became another word for the imaginative and fictitious.
Even the gallant &t?empt of Dr. Newman to vindicate
some of the post-Apostolic miracles produced no great
effect, except upon those already predetermined, and who
made it'a point of conscience to believe, or to persuade
themselves that they believed, the utmost. Yet the selec-
tion of a few for his defence (though Dr. Newman would,
uo doubt, draw the inference that the reality of these in-
yolved the reality of the rest) acted virtually as an aban-
donment of all but that chosen few. And if Dr. Newman’s
intrepidity and unrivalled logical skill in conducting this
forlorn hope of defence or aggression did not succeed,
who can hope to escape failure? The miracle which per-
plexed Gibbon, that of the martyrs.of Africa, who spoke
after their tongues were cut out; proves to be a fact of
common occurrence in the East, has been witnessed by
many men of most trustworthy observation and anything
but sceptical character, and is accounted for on anatomi-
cal principles with' perfect certainty. The miraculous
frustration of Julian’s attempt to rebuild the Temple,
for which Warburton fought with all his contemptuous
52
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power and subtle ingenuity, is treated by historian
after historian as an event to be explained by natural
causes. The miracles which are frequently springing
up in our own day ip Southern and Roman Catholic
countries, the Gift of Tongues among ourselves (many
others might be adduced from the obscure annals of our
own lower religionists), are entertained by the mass of
the Christian world with utter apathy, awaken a passing
‘idle curiosity, are treated with angry scorn or received
with a quiet smile, and sink into oblivion.

Thus the Scripture miracles stand more and more
alone and isolated. It seems to be the inevitable
consequence, a consequence, We may presume, not un-
designed by God, that, being more stron«rly contrasted
w1th actual experience, and with the vast development
of the study and knowledge of natural causes, their
force should diminish.. As such events ecede, and
must recede further into remoter distance and become-.
more at issue with our Ordmaq daily thoughts and
opinions, the belief becomes a’stronger demand upon
the faith. Meun believe in miracles beeause they-are
religions = L doubt their becommg religious, through the
Luhef in miracles. Some may look back with idle
' 1eglet to what they call the Ages of Faith. 1 confess
this is to me rgpulswe. -Write of those times with calm,
considerate candour, if you will, with devout admiration.
But, in our day, such language is but folly persuading
itself that it i8 wisdom because it thinks itself to be
piety. It seems to make common cause between that
which mankind has generally discarded as the object of
belief, and that which I trust it will ever retain. I
am not prepared to put on the same level, faith in tlzle‘.
Gospels, and faith in the Golden Legend.
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For at the same time, and seemingly with equal
steps, the moral and religious majesty of Christianity
has ‘expanded on the mind of man, The religious in-
stincts of man have felt themselves more fully and
perfectly satisfied by the Gospel of Christ. These
instinets will still cleave to those truthbs which are the
essence of religion, which are religion, while that which
is temporary and belongs to another period of thought
and knowledge, will gradually fall away.

Christianity, at its first promulgation by our Lord and
his Apostles, was an appeal to the conscience, the
moral sense, the innate religiousness of mankind: not
so much to the wonder, the awe, the reverence, as to
feelings more deeply seated in his nature—less to the
imagination than to the spiritual being of man. Its.
wonders (admit the miracles to the utmost extent) were
rare and occaslona'l, its promises,_ its hopes, -its reme-
 dial, and reeoncxhng, and - sanctifying, and self-sacri-
ﬁung, and: sor: row-assua«rmg, and heaven-aspulng words
were addressed to the universal human heart, Is mot
this, in some degree, foreshown in the Gospel? Amonyg
the signs of His coming, after having recounted his
wonderful cures of all diseases -and inﬁrmities, the
Saviour seems to rise to, .to lay the ultimate stress on,
the s1mple words, “and the poor have the Gospel preached
to them.” - To this moral test'the Saviour himself seems
to submit his own wonderful works. How were his
works to be distinguished from those at that time
thought equally true and equally wonderful, only that
they were ascribed to Beelzebub, the Spirit of Evil?
It was by their beneficence, their oppugnancy to evil,
a test cognisable by, and only, cognisable by, the con-
science or moral sense of man,
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For the perpetuity of religion, of the true religion, that
of Christ, I have no misgivings. So long as there are
women and sorrow in this mortal world, so long there will
be the religion of the emotions, the religion of the affec-
tions. Sorrow will have consolation which it can only find
in the Gospel. So long as there is the sense of goodness,
the sense of the misery and degradation of evil, there will
be the religion of what we may call the moral necessities
of our nature, the yearning for rescue from sin, for recon-
ciliation with an All-holy God. So long as the spiritual
wants of our higher being require an authoritative
answer ; 80 long as the human mind cannot but conceive
its imagingtive, discursive, creative, inventive thought
to be something more than a mere faculty or innate
or acquired power of the material body ; so long as
there are aspirations towards immortality ; solong as man
has a conscious soul, and feels that soul to be his real
gelf, his imperishable self,—so long there will be the
religion of reason. As it was the moral and religious
superiority of Christianity, in other words, the love of
God, diffused by Christ, “by God in Christ,” which
mainly subdued and won the world, so that same
power will retain it in willing and perpetual subjection.
The strength of Christianity will rest, not in the excited
imagination, but in the heart, the conscience, the under-
standing of man.

Since the publication of my work, during above thirty
years, many books have appeared which throw light on
every period of Jewish history. On the ancient history,
the most important, no doubt, as the most comprehen-
sive, is the great work of Ewald. I must acknowledge,
as regards the modern German schools of criticism, pro-
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fane as well as sacred, that my difficulty is more often
with their dogmatism than with their daring criticism.
If they destroy dominant theories, they rarely do'not
endeavour to compensate for this, by constructing theo-
ries of their own, I must say in general on the most
arbitrary conjecture, and assert these theories with as
much certitude, and even intolerance, contemptuous in-
tolerance, as the most orthodox and conservative writers.
This dogmatism appears to me to be the inherent fault
of the ¢Geschichte des Volkes Israel’ It is a book
which no one can read without instruction, few without
admiration of the singular acuteness in bringing remote
and scattered incidents to bear on some single point,
the indefatigable industry, the universal erudition, the
general reverent, I would willingly write religious, tone
throughout ; and this notwithstanding the contemptuous
arrogance with which Ewald insulates himself from all
his learned brethren, and assumes an auntocracy not in
his own sphere alone, but in the whole world of reli-
gion, letters, and .politics. But Ewald seems to have
attempted (he has no doubt of his own success) an utter
impossibility. That the Hebrew records, especially the
Books of Moses, may have been compiled from various
documents, and it may be at an uncertain time, all this is
assuredly a legitimate subject of inquiry. There may be
some certain discernible marks and signs of difference in
age and authorship. DBut that any critical microscope,
in the nineteenth century, can be so exquisite and so
powerful as to dissect the whole with perfect nicety,
to decompose it, and assign each separate paragraph to
its special origin in three, four, or five, or more, inde-
pendent documents, each of which has contributed its
part, this seems to me a task which no mastery of the
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Hebrew language, with all its kindred tongues, no
discernment, however fine and discriminating, can
achieve. In this view (to raise but one objection), the
ultimate compiler must have laid his hand very lightly
on the original documents, which still, it seems, through-
out point unerringly to their age and author; he must
have been singularly wanting in skill and in care in
stringing together his loose materials. He must have
built up his scattered fragments with extraordinary
indifference or extraordinary negligence (of this, more
hereafter), if a critic of our days can (as a scientific
architect assigns part of a medieval cathedral to one or
another century, to one or another builder) resolve these
most ancient records into their primeval elements, and
that with a certitude which permits no doubt. I must
confess that I read Ewald ever with increasing wonder
at his unparalleled ingenuity, his surpassing learning,
but usually with decreasing conviction. I should like
an Ewald to criticise Ewald. Yet Ewald’s is a won-
derful, I hardly scruple to use the word of Dr. Stanley,
a noble work.

If of Ewald T would express myself with profound re-
spect, of another, in some degree of the same school, I
would speak with friendly affection. I have known few
persons in life so intimately, who so strongly impressed
me with their profound and sincere religion, as the late
Baron Bunsen. And this, with his wonderful range of
knowledge, gives an irresistible charm to his writings (I
speak not here of his work on Egypt, but of his ¢ Gott in
Geschichte,’ his ¢ Bibel-Werk,” and the parts of his great
book, ¢ Christianity and Mankind,” relating to Christian
history). But heseems to me to labour under the same
too common infirmity, the passion for making history
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without lhistorical materials. In’ this conjectural his-
tory, founded on conjectural grounds, he is as positive
and peremptory (they often differ) as Ewald him-
self. I confess that I have not much sympathy for
this, not making bricks without straw, but making
bricks entirely of straw, and offering them as solid
materials. If I have nothing but poetry, I am con-
tent with poetry; I do not believe in the faculty of
transforming poetry into history. I fear that on some
subjects we must be content to be ignorant ; when facts
and characters appear only in a loose, imaginative dress,
we cannot array them in the close and symmetrical
habiliments of historic times. I admire the industry,
feel deep interest in the speculations of such writers,
honour them for throwing even dubious illumination,
as they unquestionably do, on the dark places of the
annals of mankind. I fully appreciate what I may call
the side lights. thrown on history by the wonderful
‘discoveries in ethnology and the science of language.
But when I am reduced to conjecture (and that not
seldom), I submit to conjecture: I claim not greater
authority than more or less of probability. I retain
firmly what I hold to be history; but where history is
found only in what I may call a less historic form,
though it may no doubt contain much latent history,
when I cannot fully discriminate how much, ‘I leave
it in its native form ; I attempt not to make it solid and
substantial history.

I pretend not to have traversed the interminable
field of German inquiry relating to the early Hebrew
annals, extending from Eichhorn and De Wette to
Bleek, one of the latest and best of the school. There
has been a strong reaction, it is well known, in Ger-

v
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many against this, vulgarly called Rationalistic, criti-
.cism. The school of Eichhorn and De Wette (not to
go back to Spinoza), of Rosenmiiller, of Gesenius,
Schleiermacher, Winer, Ewald (very different men), to
say nothing of Paulus, Strauss, and those to whom
Strauss is orthodoxy, has been confronted by Hengsten-
berg, Keil, Hiivernick, and others. This-reaction has
been hailed and welcomed by many devout men, both
in Germany and in England, as a complete triumph.
I must say that, as far as my knowledge extends, I
doubt this, But time will show. In the mean time
these opinions and modes of inquiry have spread into
other countries ; they are taking a more brilliant
vesture in the world-wide language of France. In the
Protestant Church they have some very bold advo-
_cates. They meet us constantly, more or less disguised,
in the higher literature of Paris. M. Ernest Reénan
(his works bear only incidentally on Jewish history)
displays in his brilliant writings the inimitable gift of
discussing the most abstruse subjects with a vivacity
and translucent perspicuity rare even in France. To
another French writer, antagonistic in some respects to
M. Rénan (his review of M. Rénan’s great work is to
e a perfect model of learning and candour), M. Adam
Franck, I owe great obligations, and am proud of the
coincidence of some of our .opinions, Any one who
wishes to have a clear view of Ewald’s and other
theories on the subject will read with interedt a late
work of M. Nicolas, whose other disquisitions, even
where I do not agree with them, stem to me of value.
In this country, the very industrious and honest work of
Dr. Davidson, which has just appeared (I differ, entirely
as will be seen, from many of his conclusions), will give
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a'wide view of these opinions to the English reader. I

might have wished that this author with German learn-

ing had not taken to German lengthiness, and to
some German obscurity.

There are two theories between which range all the
conclusions of what may be called the critical school :
1. That the Pentateuch in its present form is of very
late date, the reign of Hezekiah, Josiah, Manasseh, or
even subsequent to these. From what materials it was
formed, and on the antiquity of those materials, opinions
vary infinitely.

2. That the Pentateuch even in its present form is of
very high antiquity, as high as the time of Moses; but
that it has undergone many interpolations, some addi-
tions, and much modification, extending to the lan-
guage, in successive ages.

If I am to, choose, I am most decidedly for the
second. For one passage which betrays a later writer
or compiler, there are twenty which it seems in my
judgement that no compiler at any of the designated
periods could or would have imagined or invented, or
even introduced. The whole is unquestionably ancient
(I speak not of the authorship), only particular and
separable passages being of later origin.®

b A recent view (not, I think, ori-
ginal) assigns the Pentateuch to the
age of Samuel. This$ appears to me by
Do means & happy conjecture. Among
the most remarkable points in the Re-
cord in Exodus is the intimate and
familiar knowledge of Egypt, Al the
allusions with which it teems to the
polity, laws, usages, manners, pro-
ductions, g ts, to the whole Egyptian
life, with which we have lately become
so well acquainted, are minutely and

unerringly true, Even the wonders
are Egyptian, and exclusively Egyptian,
But for the two or three centuries be-
tween the Exodus and Samuel, all in-
tercourse with Egypt seems ta have
been entirely broken off. Between the
Exodus and the Egyptian wife of Solo-
mon (excepting an adventure with an
Egyptian slave in David's wars), there
is ‘no word which betrays relation to
Egypt. During the Judges, the Is-
raelites are warred upon and war with
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There is a Jewish school of very profound learning,
which, though chiefly confining itself to researches into
the history of their race subsequent to the return from
the Captivity, yet discusses the authenticity, authority,
authorship, and integrity of the earlier Scriptures.
All these, as far as I am acquainted with their works,
write with the freedom and boldness of German criticism.
Their vast and intimate knowledge of the Rabbinical
writings and of the whole range of Jewish literature,
the philosophical inquiries of some into the history and
development of the language (Fiirst, who is still a Jew,
Delitzsch of Hanover, a convert; on these men compare
Bunsen, ¢Christianity and Mankind,” vol. iii. p. 172),
render their writings of peculiar value and interest. I
cannot pretend to a wide knowledge of this literature.
Much of it is scattered about in periodical works, ephe-
meral and rare. I have profited, however, by the new
work of Jost, ¢ Geschichte des Judenthums,’ by the
‘ Geschichte des Volkes Isracl’ of Herzfeld, by the
writings of the indefatigable Zunz, whose industry is
almost appalling even in Germany; by one of Geiger’s,
author of the excellent treatise ¢ Was hat Mohammed
aus dem Judenthum genommen?’ the ¢ Urschrift und
"Uebersetzungen der Bibel’ - The writings of many
" others, Rappoport, the Luzzatos, Philipson, are known
to me only by name and by citations from their works.
The very learned Essays of M. Munk relate to the latter
period, the history and philosophy of the Jews during
the Middle Ages. I have not neglected the later
writings of M. Salvador; his first”I knew before the
publication of my work.

®
all the bordering nations, of Egypt not | well as of those of Samuel, seem igno-
a word. The writer of that book, as | rant of the existence of such a country.

a
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The study of Egyptian antiquities, Egyptology as it
is called, has made great progress during the last thirty
years. I have endeavoured to follow up ity discoveries
with some attention, and their connexion, as far at least
ag it has been traced or supposed to be traced, with the
Hebrew history. The result will appear in the course
of the work. I must confess that the system, or many
systems, of chronology framed out of the Fgyptian
monuments, and, if I may call it so, history, appear to
me to result in utter and hopeless confusion. It is pos-
sible, even probable, that we have attained to a happy
conjectural date for the Exodus, between 1310 and 1320
B.C. The rest I abandon, I will not say to the contempt,
but to the repudiation, as altogether unhistorical, of a
late writer, my friend Sir George Cornewall Lewis. My
own views were fully developed before I hdd the ad-
vantage of reading his work. With him I fully concur
in rejecting all schemes of chronology, I am bold
enough to say (with one or two exceptional and some-
what dubious dates) anterior to the Olympiads. On
some points as to Kgyptian discoveries it will be seen
that I strongly differ from Sir George Lewis.

As to what is called the Bible Chronology of the early
period, every well-read man knows that there is no such
thing.° So common a book as Dr. Hales’s ¢ Chronology ’

¢ It is certainly a curious fact that
1t is impossible to ascertain when, and
by what autherity, what is usually
called ‘the Bible Chronclogy found its
way into the margin of our English
Bibles. DBeing Archbishop Usher’s, or
Scaliger’s modified by Usher, it cannot
of course. biggarlier than the Restora-
tion ; no doubt it appeared in its pre-
sent place very much later. The au-

thorized printers of the Bible, the
Stationers’ Company, the Universities
of Oxford, Cambridge, and Edinburgh,
have no record of the inndvation,

Is it right to continue to give, appa-
rently, the authority of the Church of
England to that which has no such
authority ?—to make that part of the
English Bible which is no part of it ?
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will show that there are nearly two bundred schemes,
professedly founded on the Scriptures, differing in the
dates of the great events to the amount of a thousand
years; that there are at least four conflicting statements
in the different copies and versions of the Old Testa-
ment. I confess my conclusion is, that there is
neither present ground nor future hope for any precise
or trustworthy chronology; and I am content to ac-
quiesce in ignorance, where knowledge seems unat-
tainable. The only result which I am disposed to
venture on historic grounds (the geological question I
leave to the geologists, who, as far as I am concerned,
have full scope for their calculations) is, that the Law
and polity of Moses are of much later date in the history
of mankind than is commonly thought. This in itself can
raise no religious objection, which will not apply, and
much more strongly, to the time of the coming of Christ.

With the chronology is closely connected the question
of the numbers in the Hebrew Scriptures, to which I
cannot but think that more than due weight has been
lately assigned.? I will observe that, if accuracy in
numbers is to determine the historical credibility and

4 ¢ 'Tis to be remarked that all kinds
of numbers are uncertain in ancient
manuscripts, and have been subject to
much greater corruptions than any
other part of the text, and that for a
very obvious reason. Any alteration
in other places commonly affects the
sense or grammar, and is more readily
perceived by the reader and trans
scriber.” Hume's Essay on Populous-
ness of Ancient Nations.

“All the pumbers of persons, as
well as of years, might also have been
written in numerical letters, though

afterwards they came to be set down
in words at large. And while they
were in letters, as some might have
been worn out and lost in ancienter
copies, so others were, by the resem-
blance of some letters, very like to be
mistaken. Nor could mere memories
serve them so well to ¢orrect mistakes
as in other matters.” Burnet, on Ar-
ticle VI. He adds: “In these matters
our Church has made no decision, and
so divines are left to a ju& freedom in
them.”
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value of ancient writers, there must be & vast holo-
caust offered on the stern altar of historic truth. Jose-
phus must first be thrown upon the hecatomb, without
hope of redemption. Bishop Thirlwall and Mr. Grote
must lead +up, with averted eyes, the firstborn of
Grecian History. The five million and a quarter in the
army of Xerxes, must destroy all faith in the whole
account of the Persian invasion by our venerable Hero-
dotus. Diodorus, with all that we know of Ctesias
and that class, must follow. Niebuhr and Sir George
Lewis, if they agree in nothing else, must agree in the
sacrifice of Livy. I must confess that I have some fear
about Ciesar himself. ,At all events, there must be one
wide sweep of, I think, the whole of Orlental history.
Beyond all people, indeed, the Jews seem to have
had almost a passion for large numbers. Compare
Chronicles with Kings: the later compiler almost in-
varinbly rises above the older. Josephus soars high
above both. But what is Josephus to the Rabbins?
Only turn from the siege and capture of Jerusalem by
Titus to that of Bither under Hadrian |

There were, indeed, peculiar reasons why the Jews
should be tempted to magnify their numbers, especially
at the time of the Exodus. The current argument
against them, at Alexandria and elsewhere, seems to
have been that they were a miserable and insignificant
horde of lepers, cast out of Egypt in scorn and contempt.
Their national pride would be tempted, not merely to
the legitimate boast of the wonders of their Exodus,
but to magnify their importance from a distingnished
tribe to a powerful nation. The habit of swelling their
numbers<vould grow and become inveterate.

Above thirty years ago, I expressed my opinion that
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the numbers as they appear in our present Sacred
Books were untenable; all further inquiry has con-
firmed me in this view. Maintain the numbers as they
stand, I see no way, withont one vast continuous miracle,
out of the difficulties, contradictions, improbabilities, im-
possibilities. Reduce them, and all becomes credible,
consistent, and harmonious. By the natural multiplica-
tion of the family, or even tribe of Jacob, during their
longer or shorter sojourn in Egypt (without good Bishop
Patrick’s desperate suggestion, that the Hebrew mothers
were blessed with «six children at a birth), the nation of
Jacob’s descendants at the Exodus becomes numerous
enough to be formidable to their masters; but not
such a vast horde as to be unmanageable in its move-
ments and marches, too vast to form one camp, to be
grouped together at the foot of Sinai, to pass forty
years, with only occasional miraculous supplies (all of
which we hear in the record), to be at first repelled
from the Holy Land, to appear afterwards as the con-
querors, but not unresisted conquerors.

I have refrained from expanding the early history to
any great extent. I could not do so without violating
the proportions of the different parts, and involving
myself in interminable discussions unsuited to history.
The ‘history of the later period I have enlarged very
considerably.

On the Jews of the Middle Ages the work of Depping,
published since this book, is in my judgement the most
full and valuable. It is superior-to that of M. Beugnot,®
which I 'had the opportunity of consulting (on Capefigue
few historical inquirers will place any reliance) and to

e Los Juifs dans le Moyen Age, Paris, 1824.
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the later work of M. Bédarride! The work of Setior
Amador de los Rios, on the Jews of Spain, has become
accessible by the {ranslation of M. Magnabal (Paris,
1861). But of all contributions to this subject, perhaps
none is 8o valuable, from its copiousness, minuteness, it
seems to me its accuracy, as the article in the Cyclo-
pidie of Ersch and Griber, by M. Cassel.® This, I
regret to say, I discovered but recently, not in time to
avail myself so widely as I should have wished, of its
treasures. It has the German fault, if it be a fault,
of heaping up too mnch, and without sufficient order
and perspicuity.

In England have appeared (with many other works
on parts of the subject) the ¢ Genius of Judaism’ by the
elder Mr. Disraeli; and many curious rambling notices
of the Jews in various countries in the Autobiography
of Dr. Wolff, supplementary to those in his Journals.
There are two or three other works, not without value,
but inferior in research to those foreign ones named
above.

As to the topography of the Holy Land, including
that of Jerusalem, the writers, English, American,
French, German, of all nations and languages, Roman
Catholics, Protestants, Jews, are countless, their name
is “Legion.” Though I have neglected few, yet I must
name some, as pre-eminent. Niebuhr and Burckhardt,
with old Reland, were my chief authorities formerly,

! Les Juifs en France, en Italie, et | Bertheau. It proves the authenticity
en Espagne, Paris, 1859, of the Maccabean coins in favour of

€ There are also other articles in | Bayer against Tychsen, Also the ar-
the same Encyclopéidie, scemingly also | ticles on Juden Emancipation, by
by Jewish writers, especially a very ‘ Scheidler, and on Jiidische Literatur,
good one on the Jewish coins, by | by Steinscheider.

VOI. I.
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now Dr. Robinson and Arthur Stanley, who has the
inimitable gift not only of enabling us to know, but
almost to see foreign scenes which we have not had the
good fortune ourselves to visit.

I have written this Preface with reluctance, and only
from an imperious.sense of duty. It has been written
for the promotion of peace. It may not please the
extreme of either party; but this will be rather in
favour of its truth, at least of its moderation. If on
such subjects some solid ground be not found on which
highly educated, reflective, reading, reasoning men may
find firm footing, I can foresee nothing but a wide, a
widening, I fear an irreparable, breach between the
thought and the religion of England. A compreben-
sive, all-embracing, truly Catholic Christianity, which
knows what is essential to religion, what is temporary
and extraneous to it, may defy the world. Obstinate
adherence to things antiquated, and irreconcileable with
advancing knowledge and thought, may répel, and for
ever, how many I know not, how far, I know still less.
Avertat omen Deus!
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TO THE

THIRD VOLUME OF THE FIRST EDITION.

P O

In presenting the concluding volume of this little work
to the Public, the Author has to perform a task, partly -
of a highly grateful, partly of a less agreeable nature:
the former in acknowledging the favour with which his
volumes have been received, the latter in offering some
explanation on certain points on which he has been
misapprehended. The extensive circulation of his work
will exculpage him from any charge of presumption in
stating his views and opinions, which have thus acquired
an importance, to which they could not otherwise
pretend.

Nothing is more curious, or more calculated to con-
firm the veracity of the Old Testament history, than
the remarkable picture which it presents of the gradual
development of human society: the ancestors of the
Jews, and the Jews themselves, pass through every
stage of comparative civilization. The Almighty Ruler
of the world; who had chosen them as conservators of
the knowledge of his Unity and Providence, and of his
slowly brightening promises of Redemption, perpttually
interferes, so as to keep alive the remembrance of these
great truths, the object of their selectivn from mankind ;

‘ c 2
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and which nothing less, it should seem, could have pre-
gerved through so many ages. In other respects the
chosen people appear to have been left to themselves to
pass through the ordinary stages of the social state ; and
to that social state their habits, opinions, and even their
religious notions, were in some degree accommodated.
God, who in his later revelation appeals to the reason
and the heart, addressed a more carnal and superstitious
people chiefly through their imagination and their
senses. The Jews were in fact more or less barbarians,
alternately retrograding and improving, up to the « ful-
. ness of time,” when Christianity, the religion of civilized
and enlightened man, was to reveal in all its perfection
the nature of the beneficent Creator, and the offer of
immortality through the redemption of our blessed
Saviour. To trace this gradual progress was the design
of our earlier history: and according to this view, on
one hand, the objections of Volney and those who con-
sider the Books of Moses as a late compil®tion, on the
other, those of Bayle and Voltaire against the Patyiarchs
and their descendants, fall to the ground at once. The
seeming authorization of fierce and sanguinary acts,
which frequently occur in the Hebrew annals, resolves
itself into no more than this—that the Deity did not
yet think it time to correct the savage, I will add,
unchristian spirit, inseparable from that period of the
social state. In fact, in our reverence for “the Bible,”
we are apt to throw back the™full hght of Christianity
on the Older Volume; but we should ever remember,
that the best and wisest of the Jews were not Christians
—they had a shadow, but only a shadow, of good things
'to come. In some places an awful reverence for that
Being whom “no man hath seen at any time,” induces

- - . — e
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the Author to attach a figurative or allegorical, rather
than a literal sense to the words of the Old Testa-
ment.

It has been suggested, that the Author has not suffi-
ciently regarded the “inspiration” of the Word of God.
His views of inspiration are nearly those of Tillotson,
Secker, and Warburton. ¢ A spurious notion,” says the
latter, “begotten by superstition in the Jewish Church,
and nursed- up by piety in the Christian, hath passed, as
it were, into a kind of article of faith, that every word
and letter of the New Testament (the Bible) was dic-
tated by the Holy Spirit in such a manner, as that the
writers were but the passive organs, through which his
language was conveyed.”® Warburton proceeds, with his
usual vigour, to show the objections to this opinion;
but the Author prefers subjoining the lucid statement of
the present eminently learned Bishop of London (Blom-
field). “This supposition permits us to believe, what
indeed we cannot deny to be probable, that Moses may
have possessed many sources of information, from which

* There is a difficulty as to the
theory of the strict verbal inspiration
of the Old Testament, out of which I
see not how a Christian is to find his
way. Isit the Hebrew or the Greek
LXX., of which every sentence, phrase,
word, syliable, is thus inspived? Every
one knows, or ought to know, how
much they differ, not only in the sense,
but in omissions and additional pas-
sages, found in one, not in the other.
It will be said, of course the Hebrew.
But the writers of the New Testament,
when their citations are verbally ac-
curate, usually quote the LXX. For
three or four centuries till the time of
Jerome, the LXX, was the Old Testa-

ment of t§e Church. Till Jerome, no
one of the Christian Fathers, except
perhaps Origen, knew Hebrew., All
this time then the Christian world
was without the true, genuine, only
inspired Scripture. For above ten
centuries mere the Church was de-
pendent on the fidelity and Hebrew
knowledge of Jerome, for the inspired
Word of God., Luther must have
been, in this view, a greater benefuctor
to mankind, than his fondest admirers
suppose, by his appeal to the Hebrew
original ; and was Luther an infallible
authority for every word and syllable?
1863,
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he would be enabled to draw the most material circum-
stances of the early history of mankind, without being
indebted for his knowledge of them to the immediate
ingpiration of God. Thus much we may conclude with
certainty, that where he ‘did possess the means of accu-
rate knowledge, the Holy Spirit would not interpose to
instruct him ; since God, assuredly, never makes an
extraordinary exertion of his power to effect that which
may be brought about by the ordinary operation of
human means. . . . « « « . Andin
general we ought to be cautlous of asserting a revela-
tion, when the lower kind of spiritual interference, (<. e.
the Superintendence of the Holy Spirit), acting upon
the materials of human knowledge, would be sufficient
to produce the same result.”® A late writer,® of great
good sense and piety, seems to think, that inspiration
may safely be limited to doctrinal points, exclusive of
those which are purely historical. This view, if correct,
- would obviate many difficulties.

The character of Moses has likewise been thought, by
some of his friend®, open to exception. Among the
testimonies to the Divine legatlon of Moses, few have
appeared to him more convincing than the otherwise
insurmountable difficulties over which the Lawgiver
triumphed ;. and the Divine wisdom, goodness, and
remarkable adaptation to the circumstarices of the times,
manifested in the laws themselves: on these points he
has fully enlarged. It is possible that, Wishing to avoid
the tone of a theological treatise, he may sometimes

b ¢ Dissertation on the Knowledge of | ¢ Mr. Hinds: compare Dr. Whate-
a Promised Redcemer,” p. 9 compare | Iy’s Sermon on Truth in his admirable
the note. ¢ Kssays on St, Paul.’
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have left the reader to infer that which was constantly
present to his own mind. Too muech, it is also said, is
ascribed to the Lawgiver; toolittle to the Divine source
of his wisdom. On this subject his view is that of
Bishop Warburton, who seems to have unanswerably
proved, that the “wisdom of the Egyptians,” in all
which, according to St. Stephen, in the Acts, “ Moses
was learned, and mighty in words and in deeds,” was
political wisdom. That strong-minded writer, having
laid down the following maxim—*God, in the moral
government of the world, never does in an extraordinary
way, that which can be equally effected in an ordinary ”
—thus proceeds :—*“In the separation of the Israelites, a
civil polity and national religion were to be established
and incorporated by God himself; and, for that end, he
appointed an under-agent or instrument. Therefore, in
this work of legislation, either the agent was to under-
stand the government of a people, and to be capable of
following the general plan delivered to him by God, for -
the erection of the extraordinary policy ; or else he was
not to understand the government of a people, and so
God, in the conduct of the plan, was at every step to
interfere and direct his ignorance and inability. Now,
as this perpetual interposition might be spared by the
choice of an able leader, we conclude, on the maxim laid
down, that God would certamly employ such an one in
the execution of his purpose.” At all events, far higher
and unanswerable authority, if it does not confirm this
view, authorizes us to speak of Moses as the Lawgiver—
that is the general language of the New Testament—
“Did not Moses give you the Law?” (John vii. 19);
“Moses gave you circumcision ” (ibid. 22). Ses, also,
John viii. 5, 1, 17. ¢ Moses, because of the hardness
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of your hearts, suffered you to put away your wives”
(Matt. xix. 8; Mark x. 9). .

In the answers to Marsham, Spencer, and Warburton,
as to the Egyptian origin of some of the subordinate
institutions of the Hebrews, and to Michaelis, in his
learned investigation of the Old Arabian manners, the

Author discovers much unnecessary passion, and but
little reason.

To conclude—in the works of writers hostile to Reve-
lation, the Author has seen many objections, embarrass-
ing to those who take up a narrow system of interpreting
the Hebrew writings; to those who adopt a more
rational latitude of exposition. none.
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HISTORY OF THE.JEWS.

BOOK I

THE PATRIARCHAL AGE.

Prefatory Remarks — Life of Abraham — Isaac — Jacob — Progress
of Civilization — Observations on the Patriarchal History.

TuE Jews, without reference to their religious belief,
, are among the most remarkable people in the annals of
* mankind. Sprung from one stock, they pass-the infancy
of their nation in 4 state of servitude in a foreign country,
where, nevertheless, they increase so rapidly, as to ap-
pear on & sudden the fierce and irresistible conquerors
of their native valleys in Palestine. There they settle
down under a form of government and code of laws
totally unlike those of any other rude or civilized com-
munity, They sustain a long and doubtful conflict,
sometimes enslaved, sometimes victorious, with the neigh-
bouring tribes. At length, united under one monarchy,
they gradually rise to the rank of a powerful, opulent,
and commercial people. Subsequently, weakened by
internal discord, they are overwhelmed by the vast
'monarchies which.arose on the banks of the Euphrates,
and are transplanted into a foreign region. They are
partially restored, by the gemerosity or policy of the
Eastern sovereigns, to their native land. They are en-
gaged in wars of the most romantic gallantry in asser-
tion of their independence, against the Syro-Grecian
successors of Alexander. Under Herod, they rise to
VOL. 1. B
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a second era of splendour, as a dependent kmndom
of Rome : finally, they make the last desperate remst—
ance to the universal dominion of the Casars. Scat-
tered from that period over the face of the earth—
hated, scorned, and oppressed, they subsist, & numerous
and often a thriving people; and in all the changes
of manners and opinions retain their ancient institu-
tions, their national character, and their indelible hope
of restoration to grandeur and happiness in their native
land, Thus the history of this, perhaps the only un-
mingled, race, which can boast of high antiquity, leads
us through every gradation of society, and brings us
into contact with almost every nation which commands
our interest in the ancient sworld; the migratory pas-*
toral population of Asia; Egypt, the mysterious parent
of arts, science, and leglsla.tlon the Arabian Desert;
the Hebrew theocracy under the form of a federatlve
agricultural repubhc their kmgdom powerful in war
and splendid in “peace ; Babylon, in its magnificence
and downfal; Grecian arts and luxury endeavouring to
force an unnatura.l refinement within the pale of the
rigid Mosaic institutions ; Roman arms waging an exter-
minating war with the independence even of the small-
est states ; it descends, at length, to all the changes in .
the social state of the modern European and Asiatic
nations.

The religious history of thls people is no less singu-
lar. In the narrow slip of land inhabited by their
tribes the worship of one Almighty Creator of the Uni-
verse subsists, as in its only sanctuary. In every stage
of society, under the ‘pastoral tent of Abraham, and in
the ‘sumptuous temple of Solomon, the same creed main-
tains its inviolable simplicity. During their long inter-
course with foreign nations in Egypt and Babylon.
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though the primitive habits and character of the He-
brew nation were greatly modified, and perhaps some
theological notions engrafted on their original tenets,
this primary distinction still remains ; after several pe-
riods of almost total apostasy, it revives in all its vigour.
Nor is this merely a sublime speculative tenet, it is the
basis of their civil constitution, and of their national
character. As there is but one Almighty God, so
there is but one people under his especial protection,
the desdendants of Abraham. Hence their civil and
religious history are inseparable. The God of the
chosen people is their temporal as well as spiritual
sovereign ; he is not merely their legislator, but also
the administrator of their laws. Their land is his gift,
held from him, as from a feudal liege-lord, on certain
conditions. He is their leader in war, their counsellor
in peace. Their happiness or adversity, national as
well as individual, depends solely and immediately on
their maintenance or neglect of the divine institutions.
Such was the common popular religion of the Jews, as
it appears in all their records, in their law, their history,
their poetry, and their moral philosophy: Hence, to
the mere speculative inquirer, the study of the human
race presents no phenomenon so singular as the charac-
ter of this extraordinary people; to the Christian, no
chapter in the history of mankind can be more instructive
or important, than that which contains the rise, progress,
and downfal of his religious ancestors.

Abraham,* the Father of the Faithful, holds an emi-
nent place in all Oriental tradition, not only among
the Jews, but likewise among the Persians, Arabians,

s The history of the Jews properly | All anterior to this in the Mosaic
commences with the call of Abraham, | records is the history of mankind.
B 2
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and perhaps the Indians® It is difficult to say hew far
these legends may have been propagated by the Mo-
hammedan conquests, for our knowledge of the history
*and literature of Eastern nations, anterior to the Hegira,
is still limited and unsatisfactory. The Arabian accounts
of Abraham, adopted into the Koran, are no doubt
much older than Mohammed; but whether they were
primitive traditions, or embellishments of their authen-
tic history, originating among the Jews themselves, is a
question perhaps impossible to decide.* The simplicity
of the narrative in the Book of Genesis stands in re-
markable contrast with the lofty pretensions which the
patriarch assumes in these legends, as the teacher not
merely of religious truth, but of science, arithmetic,
mathematics, and astronomy, to the Egyptians.?

Abram was the son of Terah, the head of a -pas-
toral family consisting of three sons, Abram, Nahor,
and Haran. Haran, probably the eldest, died early,
leaving a son named Lot ; Abram was married to Sarah,
daughter of Terah by another wife ; Nahor married Mil-
cah, a daughter of Haran, Their native place was Ur,®

b Kleuker in his Anhang zum Zen-
davesta (Theil ii. p. 89) says that
Abraham is known to the Guebres
through their connexion with the
Mohammedans, not from the Parsees.
The Indian knowledge of Abraham is
doubtless post-Mohammedan,

¢ The Koran (Sura xxi.) has a fine
description of Abraham’s iconoclasm,
and his preservation from the fire into
which he was thrown by the idolaters,
The tradition is much older: it was
known to St. Jerome. “ Abram in ignem
missus est quia ignem adorare noluerit,
et Dei auxilio de idolatriz igne profu-

git.” Hieronym. tradit, in Genesin,
Maimonides attributes his expulsion to
his refusal to worship the Sun. Duct.
Dub. iii. 29.

4 Compare Josephus, i. ¢, 8. Arta~
panus (apud Euseb. Preep. Evang,
ix.) makes Abraham remain twenty
years in Egypt for this purpose.

e Sir H. Rawlinson first seems to
have oplaced Ur at Warka, afterwards
at Mogheyer. But surely the Ur of
Abraham was a district, not a town,
Sir Henry seems to have more faith, not
merely in his cuneiform Inscriptions,
but in the Traditions of the Tal-

A
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a district to the north-east of that region, which lies
above the confluence of the Tigris and Euphrates,
and which became afterwards the seat of the great
Babylonian monarchy. About Ur the country is open,
dr{, and barren, well suited for pasture, but not for
tillage. In the spacious and level plains of Chaldea,
where the nights are delightfully cool and serene, a
pastoral people would naturally be led to contemplate.
the heavenly bodies with peculiar attention. To this
country the first rudiments of astronomy are generally
ascribed, and here the earliest form of idolatry, the wor-
ship of the host of heaven, planet worship,” began to
spread. The Arabian traditions suppose that a farther step
had been already taken, and represent Terah, the father
of Abram, as a maker of images, called from his name
Teraphim 5 Other legends attribute to this period the
origin of fire-worship. But whatever the system or
systems of religion, in whatever manner he acqmred
his purer notions of the Deity, Abram stood alone® in a
tribe ‘and family of idolaters, as the worshipper of the
one great Creator.*

mudists and in the Arabian Geogra-
phers, than I have. Sce references in
Loftus’s Chaldaxa, p. 131 and 161.

t | bow to the authority of Chwolson,
Preface to his learned work dic Ssabier,
and have withdrawn Tsabaism from
the text, That word was only used for
Star worship, from misapprehension
and false etymology.

8 There are many vestiges of these
notjons in the early Christian Fathers,
no doubt from old Jewish traditions,
Terah is rvepresented as an image-
worker.  Epiphanius Heres, 1, 6.
Suidas v voc, Zepovy. Cedrenus as-

serts that deified men were represented
by these statues. Compare Augustin
de Civ. Dei, xvi. 13,

b wpdros ToAud Gedy dmodpficecbar
Snuovpydy T@v SAGv. Joseph. i. 8,

! Joshua, xxiv. 2; Judith, v. 7, 8.
It is curious to see how the later tra-
dition expands from the older. The
writers -are more circumstantial in
proportion to their distance from the
event; the author of Judith than the
author of Joshua, Philo and Josephns
than Judith, The Post-Mohammedan
traditions improve on the Jewish.

k The most pleasing of the tradi-
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According to the usage of nomadic tribes, the family
of Terah broke up from their settlement at Ur, and
migrated to Carrhan, a flat, barren region lying
west of Ur, and celebrated in later history for the
defeat of Marcus Crassus, near Carrhee.! After a resi-
dence of some years in Carrhan, the pastoral horde
divided, and Abram set forth to establish én independ-
ent tribe in a remote region. Lot, the son of his
brother Haran, followed his fortunes. Nahor remained
with Terah his father, the hereditary chieftain of the
gettlement in Carrhan. This separation of Abraham, as
the single stock from which a new tribe was to trace its
unmingled descent, is ascribed to the express command
of God. Already while in Ur, Abram had received

tionary fictions is the following :—¢As
Abraham was walking by night from
the grotto where he was born, to the
city of Babylon, he gazed on the stars
of heaven, arfl among them on the
beautiful planet Venus. ¢ Behold,’
said he within himself, ¢ the God and
Lord of the Universe!’ but the star
set and disappeared, and Abraham felt
that the Loxd of the Universe could
not thus be liable to change, Shortly
after he beheld the moon at the full:
¢ Lo,” he cried, ¢the Divine Creator,
the manifest Deity !’ but the moon
sank below the horizon, and Abraham
made the same reflection as at the
setting of the evening star. - All the
rest of the night he passed in profound
rumination ; at sunrise he stood before
the gates of Babylon, and saw the
whole people prostrate in adoration.
¢ Wondrous orb,’ he exclaimed, ¢ thou
surely art the Creator and Ruler of

all nature! but thou, too, hastest like
the rest to thy setting l—neither then
art thou my Creator, my Lord, or my
God I'? D’Herbelot, Bibliot. Orient-
ale, Art. Abraham. This and much
more is from & book called the Moallem.
It isin the Koran, Sura xvi. Compare
Hyde de Rel, Persarum, lib. ii. Brucker
has much of this which he rejects
with his usual good sense. Bayle (Art.
Abraham) dilates on and discusses all
these legends with his cold, clever

‘irony, but seems incapable of pene-

trating to the profound truths which
lie below.

! There is a very copious collection
of all that has been written about
Charrag (Harran) in ‘Chwolson, die
Ssabicr, i. p. 301 et seqq. 1 have, it
seems, rather highly drawn both its
flatness and barrenness, The Travels
of Colonel Chesney and’ Dr. Badger
are the best modern authorities,
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some communication from the Deity; to his departure
into Canaan he was incited by a direct promise, the
most splendid which could be offered to the ambition of
the head of a nomadic tribe, in which numbers consti-
tute power and wealth : His seed was to become here-
after a great nation, A more obscure and mysterious
intimation was added, that some part of his future race
should exercise a most important influence on the desti-
nies of mankind.™ The family of Abram, already grown
into a petty clan, moved with all their flocks and slaves
across the Euphrates ; according to a tradition preserved
by Justin and by a later Damascene writer, quoted in.
Josephus, dwelt some time near Damascus,” and arriving
at length in Palestine, settled first at Shechem, a valley
between the mountaing Ebal and Gerizim ;° then in a
hilly region to the north of Jericho, afterwards called
the Desert of Quarantania. The altar to the One true
God was erected on a mountein between Beth-el and

\

= How remarkable a comment is all
this mass of legend on the eurlier
part of the promise! The Ilatter
to the Christian has a more remote
and profound significance !

w The Patriarch’s westward move-
ments would naturally follow this
tine. Had he struck southward after
passing the Euphrates, he must have
plunged into the Desert, which had
then no Palmyra, no Tadmor in the
wilderness, He must have crossed
the wild, mountainous region north-
east and east of the Jordan, and forded
the river in its deepest gorge. The
Plain of Damascus, of immemorial
beauty and fertility, might well tempt
the nomad to pasture his flocks by its

clear and perennial rivers. This so-
Journ near Damascus is illustrated if
not confirmed by the high rank held
ip his household by Eliezer of Da-
mascus.

© The vale of Shechem, with its rich
unfading verdure, its fountains and its
rills, its umbrageous oaks and tere-
binths, now supplanted by the olive,
the eternal and unchangeable beauty
and pleasantness of its’ primval na-
ture, must have arrested, at least for
a time, the migratory Patriarch.—See
the glowing description of Shechem by
M. Van de Velde (Travels, p. 386),
quoted also by Mr. Stdnley, p. 230.

On the site of the Desert of Quaran-
tania, read Stanley, p. 214.
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Hai, near enough for Beth-el to take its name, the
Mount of God. As the pastures were exhausted, the
tribe moved southward to Hebron, then to Beersheba,
till a famine again drove them forth, and Egypt, proba-
bly the earliest, certainly the most productive, corn-
country of the ancient world, became, as at a later
period, the only place of refuge.

Except as showing that the valley of the Nile was
already occupied by an industrious agricultural popula-
tion, the visit of Abram throws little light on the
existing state of Egypt. The monarch seems to have
lived in considerable state, and possessed a numerous
seraglio, which was supplied by any means, however
lawless or violent. This was so notorious, that Abram,
though an independent Sheik or Emir, if his fair-
complexioned Mesopotamian wife should excite the
cupidity of the swarthy Egyptians, might apprehend
. the worst consequences. He ran the risk, not only

of losing his wife, but of being murdered for the
sake of so valuable a prize. He took the precaution,
therefore, to make Sarai assume the name of his sister,
(she was in fact his father’s daughter, though not by
the same mother,) perhaps hoping that, if sought in
legitimate marriage, he might protract the espousals
till the famine would permit him to make his escape
- from the country.> The event justified his apprehen-
sions ; Sarai was seized and transferred to the harem of
the sovereign, who was so prond of his acquisition as to
make magnificent presents to Abram, intended, it may
seem, a8 a dowry for his sister. In a short time a
pestilence broke out in the royal family: the king,
baving discovered the relationship between Abram and

P Rosenmiiller, Scholia in Genesin xi, 13.
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Sarai, attributed the visitation to the God of the
stranger, who thus revenged his breach of hospitality.?

* Abram received back his wife, and returned to Canaan
loaded with possessions suited to his habits of life—
“ gheep and oxenr, and he asses, and men servants, and
maid servants, and she asses and camels,” a curious pic-
ture of the wealth of a pastoral chieftain, In Canaan,
Abram is described, as not merely rich in these simpler
commodities, but in silver and gold,’ obtained, probably,
in exchange for the produce of his flocks and herds,
from the settled native population of the towns. Abram
first re-occupied his former encampment, near the site
where Beth-el subsequently stood, and offered sacrifice
for his safe return from Egypt, on an altar which he
had before built on one of the adjacent heights. There
the pastures proving insufficient for the great stock of
cattle which the tribe possessed, disputes arose between
the herdsmen of Abram and Lot. The chieftains,
dreading lest the native clans should take advantage of
their divisions,  and expel or plunder both, agreed to
part amicably, and thenceforth inhabit independent
settlements.  Nothing can be more noble or more
characteristic than the generous language of Abram,
offering to his brother’s son the free choice between the
districts which lay before them.®* Lot departed eastward

4 “ Qua ratione Pharaoni innotuerit | times, that the God of the stranger

se suamque familiam, propter Saram
‘hae mala passos esse, non declaratur.
Quodvis vero infortunium inexpecta-
tum a gentibus antiquis pro signo irm
divinz propter peceatum aliquod com-
missum habebatur,”—Rosenmiiller in
Joco, Compare Joseph., Antigqq. i. ¢
8, There is nothing incongruous with
the notions of those regions und those

should have power to avenge or pro-
tect his servants among a people who
worshipped other divinities,

T Gen, xiii, 2.

3 See Mr. Stanley’s description of
the height from which the two Pa-
triarchs may have surveyed the wide
rich land below them. P. 24,




10 SEPARATION OF ABRAHAM AND LOT. Book L

into the rich and blooming valley of the Jordan, then
abounding in flourishing towns. This separation still
farther se¢ured the unmingled descent of the Abra-
hamitic family ; and the Almighty renewed the promise
of a race, countless as the dust of the earth, the future
possessors of Palestine, which Abram was commanded to
survey from its northern to its southern, its eastern to
its western extremities, as the inalienable patrimony of
his descendants. In pursuance of this command, Abram
again moved his encampment, and the tents of his tribe
were pitched among the southern groves of Mamre.t
But the more fertile district which had attracted the
choice of Lot, exposed him to perpetual dangers. The
rich valley of the Jordan was invaded by a confederacy
of the kingdoms on the Euphrates and Tigris, headed
by Cedor-Laomer," king of Elam (Elymais). His sub-
ordinate allies were’ Amraphel, king of Shinaar (the
Babylonian plain), Arioch, king of Ellasar (perhaps
Thelassar), and Tidal, king of Nations. Whether a con-
siderable monarchy had already grown up on the banks
of the Tigris, or whether this was a league of several
small predatory tribes, does not appear from the Hebrew
annalist. The independent princes in the valley of the
Jordan, the kings of Sodom, Gomorrah, Admah,
Tseboim, and Tsoar, submitted to pay tribute. Thirteen

mistranslated the
Stanley, p. 103;

t The oaks,”
plain of Mamre.

to the interpreters of such obscure
records to find historical names: a

compare p. 141,

u Sir H. Rawlinson supposes that
he has found the name of Cedor-
Jaomer, or something like it, Kudur
Mapala, in the cuneiform Inscriptions.
I must be permitted some scepticism
on this point. It is a sore temptation

very slight resemblance easily becomes
identity, I must add that a regular
list of kings for 1700 years, as made
out by Sir Heury, is rather a strong
demand on the faith of a scrupulous
historical inquirer,
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years after, they endeavoured ‘to throw off the yoke;
but Cedor-Laomer advanced into the country, subdued
all the neighbouring tribes, some of whom were of
gigantic stature,® and at last joined battle with the
princes of the Jordan, in the vale of Siddim. There
the ground was broken with deep pits and fissures caused
by the bituminous nature of the soil ;¥ the troops of the
five " confederates were routed, two of the kings fell
among the pits, the rest of the army dispersed, and
Lot, among others, was seized as a captive. A fugitive
brought the intelligence to Abram, who hastily collected
three hundred and eighteen of his own clan, called some
of the neighbouring tribes to his assistance, and pursued
the enemy to a place near the fountains of the Jordan.
He fell on their camp by night, dispersed them, rescued
Lot, with the rest of the prisoners, and recovered the
booty. This defeat, by so small a force, is thought to
give but a mean notion of the strength of the invading
army, .yet among undisciplined troops of different
nations, the panic from an unexpected night attack is
often so great, that the inference can scarcely be con-
sidered decisive. This bold exploit ensured the admira-
tion and gratitude of all the native chieftains, The
king of Salem (by some thought to be Jerusalem, by
others, more rightly,” a town near Scythopolis, where a
ruin, called Melchizedeck’s palace, was shown in the
time of Jerome) met him at a place called the King’s
Vale (sometimes, but wrongly, identified with the valley

* Ewald supposes these Rephamm )is a good note in Rosenmiiller, das
to have been the remains of the abori- | Alte und Neue Morgenland, i. 52.
ginal inhabitants of Palestine before | 3 By St. Jerome, and most writers
the Canaanitish occupation, who have entered into the topography
_ 7 On these “asphaltus pits” there | of the transaction.




12 PROMISE TO ABRAHAM. Boox L

of Jehoshaphat). Melchi-Zedech, the King of Justice
(such was his honourable title), united in his own per-
son, like the monarchs of the heroic ages in Greece and
Rome, and indeed of most among the eatly Oriental
tribes, the office of king and priest. Like Abram he
worshipped the one Great God, in whose name he
blessed the deliverer of his country from foreign in-
vaders, and refreshed his troops with bread and wine.
On his part, Abram, according to general custom, con-
secrated a tenth part of the spoil® to their common
Deity by Melchizedeck, whose priesthood he thus re-
cognized. As he rivalled Melchizedeck in piety, so
Abram equalled the king of Sodom in generosity ; he
refused to retain any part.of the spoil, not so much as a
shoe-latchet, he only reserved a portion for the young
native sheiks, Aner, Eshcol, and Mamre, who had joined
him in his expedition. But the pious conqueror re-
turned to a childless tent and a barren wife. The name,
the chieftainship, of his clan, would pass away into the
line of a stranger, Eliezer of Damascus, who held the
next rank in the tribe. Yet the divine promise was
repeatedly renewed, and under the most striking cir-
cumstances. One night as Abram gazed on the cloud-
less heavens, the Celestial Voice commanded him to
count the stars of the firmament, for even so numerous
should be his descendants. The aged and childless man
yielded up his soul to perfect reliance on his Almighty
Benefactor. The promise was further ratified by a

s Virgil, £n. iii, 0. Servius in loco. | might be multiplied without end,
Arisfot. Politic, iii. c¢. 14. Justin, Selden ¢ on Tithes” illastrates with
xxxvi. 3. Strabo, xii. 838, 851. Liv. | his copious learning this ancient and
in Numé. Qn the Incas of Peru, Hum-~ | wide-spread usage,

. boldt, Researches, ii. 108. Quotations
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covenant, transacted in the primitive form of federal
compact, which' subsisted among various nations to a
late period. A sacrifice was offered, the victims exactly
divided,® and the contracting parties passed between the
two halves, which lay opposite to each other. Abram offered
an heifer of three years old, a she goat of three yearsold,
a ram of three years old, a turtle dove, and a young pigeon.
. These he. divided, except the birds, and sat watching
till the evening, lest the fowls of prey should stoop upon
them. As the sun declined, a deep sleep fell upon him,
and more thon common darkness spread around. A
voice announced the fate of his posterity, their servitude
of four centuries in a foreign land, their return, their
possession of the whole territory from the Euphrates to
the sea. As the sun set, the symbol of the Deity, a
cloud of smoke like that of a furnace, a flashing fire
like that of a lamp, passed between the severed v1ct1ms,
and thus solemnly ratified the covenant.

In all this early narrative the remarkable part is the
Conception of the Deity :—I.' His Unity, his Almighti-
ness. Heisthe Lord of Heaven and earth ; either as Lord
or Creator,® he awards portions of the earth; he disposes
of future events; one of his names, Schadai, implies
Almightiness. II. His Immateriality. His communica-
tion with Abram is by a voice (whether heard with the
outward ear, or in the inner man, seems undetermined)
or in vision. His apparition is without form; the
symbol is that which is least material—the fire or the
smoke-cloud. III. His Personality, his active Per-
sonality. He is more than a Power, a Force, a Law 5

¥ On this division of the victims there is a good note in Patrick’s Commentaty.
¢ See Genesis xiv, 19,




4 BIRTH OF ISHMAEL. Book 1

he is a Being with a will, with moral attributes, reveal-
ing himself more or less distinctly, and bolding com-
munication not only as an overruling influence on
material things, but with the inward consciousness of -
man.

Still, notwithstanding the divine promise, the tent of
Abram resounded not with the welcome cry of infancy.
At length Sarai, despairing of issue from her own body,
had recourse to a custom still known in the East, par-
ticularly in China. The chief or lawful wife substitutes
a slave in her own place: the children born in this
manner have the rank and privilege of legitimacy, and
are considered in every respect as the offspring of the
mistress of the establishment. In this manner Hagar,
an Egyptian slave, bore a son to Abram : he wasnamed
Ishmael. Fourteen years after, when Abram was a
hundred, Sarah ninety years old, a new revelation from
the Divinity announced the surprising intelligence that
Sarah herself was to bear a son, There ig something
singularly beautiful. in the attachment of Abram to the
first child, who had awakened the parental feeling in his
bosom. He would fain transfer the blessing to Ishmael,
and is reluctant to sacrifice the earliest object of his
pride and joy to the unborn son of Sarah. But the race
of Abram is to be beyond every possible impeachment
on its legitimacy ; Abram is commanded to assume the
mysterious name of Abraham (the father of a multi-
tude~-—the very name is prophetic), as the ancestor of a
great and numerous people who were to descend from
Sarah (the Princess), and beeome lords of all Palestine.

4 On this usage see a curious pas- | Siam, La Loubére, 1 109, For India,
sage regarding Abyssinia in Bruce’s | Ward, quoted by Rosenmiiller, das
* Travels, iii. 246, For Chioa and | A. u. N. Morgenland, i. 567.
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The tribe were to be distinguished by the rite of circum-
cision, it can hardly be doubted, before, certainly after-
wards, common to many people of the East; a rite
of great utility, as conducing, in southern chmates,
both to health and cleanliness.®

During this time Abraham had occupled his former
encampment near Hebron. Here, as he sat in the
door of his tent, three mysterious strangers appeared.
Abraham, with true Arabian hospitality, received and
entertained them. .The chief of the three renewed the
promise of a son to be born from Sarah, a promise which
the aged woman received with laughter. As they pass
forth towards the valley of the Jordan, the same Divine
Being, for so he manifestly appears to be, announces
the dreadful ruin impending over the licentious cities
among which Lot had taken up his abode. No passage,
even in the sacred writings, exhibits a more exalted
notion of the Divinity, than that i which Abraham is
permitted to expostulate on the apparent injustice of
involving the innocent in the ruin of the guilty. * Shall
the city perish (he successively asks) if fifty, if forty-five,
if forty, if thirty, if twenty, if ten righteous men be
found within its walls?” “Ten righteous men shall

that Abraham was the first man
circumcised. Quod tamen, ohserves
Marsham, in libro Geneseos, ¢ xvii,
non legitur. For Egypt and Colchis

e This is the view of .Josephus c.
Apion, ii. 13. Philo de Circumcisione
et de Monarchifi, edit. Mangey, ii
p. 11.  Sce Niebuhr, Description

d’Arabie; also Michaelis as above.

On the question of circumcision
there is enough and more than enough
in Michaelis, Laws of Moses (Eng.
Transl), vol. ifi. pp. 58, 93. Celsus
objected to Origen that if was bor-
rowed from Egypt, Origen asserts

compare Herodot. ii, 104, with Lar-
cher’s and Wilkinson’s Notes; Diodor.
Sic. 1. 28; also Spencer de Leg.
Hebrzorum, i, ¢, v. ; Winer, Biblisches
Real Worterbuch, in voe. It was
found in practice in St. George’s Island ¢
Cook’s Voyages,
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avert its doom.” Such was the promise of the Celestial
Visitant—but the guilt was universal, the ruin in-
evitable. The horrible outrage attempted against the
two inferior of these preternatural beings, who descended
to the city ; the violation of the sacred laws of hospi-
tality and nature, which Lot, in his horror, attempted
to avert by the most revolting expedient—confirmed
the justice of the divine sentence.

The valley of the Jordan, in which the cities of So-
dom, Gomorrah, Admah, and Tseboim, were situated, was
rich and highly cultivated.” These cities probably stood
on a soil broken and undermined with veins of bitumen
and sulphur. These inflammable substances, set on fire
by lightuing, caused a tremendous conflagration; the
water-courses, both the river and the canals by which the
land was extensively irrigated, burst their banks; the
cities, the walls of which were perhaps built from the
combustible materials of the soil, were entirely swallowed
up by the fiery inundation ; and the whole valley, which

! In the original work stood the
following passage:—*¢ It is most pro-
bable that the river then flowed in a
deep and uninterrupted channel down
a regular descent, and discharged itself
into the Eastern Gulf of the Ked Sea.”
This theory was adopted on the high
authority of Burckhardt and his learned
editor, Colonel Leake. It has been
found that a ridge or watershed of
considerable height crosses and would

less certain that all the northern part
of the Dead Sea, being 1300 feet deep,

‘must have existed long before the

commencement of the historic period.
How far the southern or shallower
part, only about 12 feet deep, may
have been the valley in which stood
the devoted cities, seems at present
undetermined. None of our great
authorities in the science of geology
have been, as far as I know, among

bar the descent of any stream from*} the innumerable travellers who within

the north to the Gulf of Akaba. Such
an elevation cannot have taken place
during the historic period, and the
Gulf of Akaba is itseif 1300 feet
higher than the Dead Sea. It is no

the last thirty years have visited and
described this region. Strabo, xii. ¢, 3.
Tacitus, Hist. v. 7. Diod, Sic. xix, 734
Pliny, H. N, ii, 108, Joseph. B, J,
iv. 8.
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bad been compared to Paradise, and to the well-watered
corn fields of the Nile, became a dead and fetid lake.
This tremendous convulsion, in which four cities disap-
peared for ever from the face of the earth, lived in the-
traditions of the country to the days of Strabo, Tacitus,
and other ancient writers. In the account of Tacitus,
the number- of cities destroyed is magnified to thirteen.
The whole region is described by modern travellers as a
scene of gloomy desolation, precipitous crags hanging
over dull and heavy waters—not, indeed, as the local
superstitions have asserted, devoid of life, for the lake
abounds in fish, nor fatal to the birds which fly over
it—but the specific gravity of the water is so great,
that those who cannot swim, float on the top; and.it
is ‘bitterly salt to the taste. Unwholesome fogs hang
perpetually over the lake, and the stagnant surface is
broken by clots of asphaltus, which are constantly
bubbling up from the bottom® A distinguished modern
geographer® thus describes the present indications of
the physical agency by which Divine Providence
brought about this memorable destruction :—*The
valley of the Jordan offers many traces of volcanoes :
the bituminous and sulphureous water of Lake Asphal-
tites, the lavas and pumice thrown out on its banks,
and the warm baths of Tabarieh, show that this valley
has been the theatre of a fire not yet extinguished.
Volumes of smoke are often observed to escape from

8 The Dead Sea is now well known, | questions, See Narrative of the United
especially from the navigation of the | States Expedition to the River Jordan
whole Lake from north to south by | and the Dead Sea, by W, F. Lynch,
Mr, Lynch of the American Navy | USN., London, 1849,

His curious volume has dissipated many | b Malte Brun.
prejudices, and settled many disputed

VOL. 1. ) c




18 FLIGHT OF LOT — TRANSFORMATION OF HIS WIFE,

Lake Asphaltites, and new crevices are found on its
margin,”

Lot, warned of the impending ruin, fled with his
«daughters. His wife, in contempt of repeated warnings,
lingering behind, was suffocated by the sulphureous
vapours, and her body encrusted with the saline par-
ticles which filled the gtmosphere.!” Later tradition,
founded on a literal interpretation of the Mosaic
account, pointed to a heap or column of salt, which
bore perhaps some resemblance to & human form, and
was believed, even by the historian Josephus,* who had
seen it, to be the pillar into which she was transformed.
Lot fled first to Zoar, near the end of the present lake,
then into the mountains. The tribes of Ammon and
Moab, famous in the Jewish history, were derived from
an incestuous connexion into which he was betrayed by

1 The view of this and the preceding
transaction is chiefly taken from two
learned dissertations of Le Clere.
The first coincides in a remarkable
manner with the conclusions of that
most intelligent and observant tra-
veller, Dr. Robinson, in his Researches
and in his Correspondence with Dr.
Busk. Dr. Robinson rejects of course
the discarded theory of the continua-
tion of the Ghor to the Gulf of Akaba,
and supposes the cities o have been
submerged by the waters of the lower
Iake. Compare, however, Stanley, p.
283. “Reland long ago remarked,
there is no reason either in Scriptures
or history for supposing that the cities
thenselves were destroyed by sub-
mexsion, or were submerged at all.”
I have left the citation from Malte

Brun, as sufficiently accurate, and re-

frained from reference to the number-
less books of travels, the substance of
which may be read, and the authorities
quoted, in Ritter's exhaustive volume.
Ought we to be silent on the moral
import of this event, here ascribed to
the awful power of God? Thus early
in the Hebrew annals is this solemn
protest, this terrific ban, pronounced
against that sin which infected the
manners and even the religion of Post-
Homeric Greece, which was among
the causes of the decline of Rome,
which has been the plague-spot of the
East in ancient as in modern times.
From this it"is belicved that the
Jews in all ages have been singularly
free.

k Josephus, Ant.i. c, 11, See the
description and engraving of the pillar
at Usdom in Lynch’s Expedition,
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‘his daughters, who, according to Josephus, 'supposing
themselves and their father the only surviving remnant
of mankind, the rest having perished in the recent
catastrophe, did not scruple to violate the laws of
nature. Here, too, observe the high moral tone. If, as
some suspect, this may be darkly coloured by later hos-
tility to these tribes, its pure and lofty scope is worthy
of consideration. :

While these rival tribes were fhus born of incest,
amid all the horrors of convulsed nature, the legitimate
parent-of the numerous offspring promised to Abraham
is at length born. He is named Isaac, from the laughter
of Sarah when the birth was announced. But now the
jealous apprehensions of the mother are directed against
Hagar and her child. Usage, stronger than written
law, gives to the chief wife in the tent of wandering
pastoral people unlimited authority over her female
slaves. Hagar had already been exposed to the jealousy
of Sarah when, previous to the birth of Ishmael, she
had been treated with such harshness as to fly into the
wilderness, whence she had returned by the direction of
an angel. Sarah now .insists, and Abraham, receiving
a divine intimation as to the destiny of the elder born,
complies with her demand, that Hagar and Ishmael
should be sent forth, to seek their fortune in some of
the unoccupied and uncultivated districts which lay
around. The supply of provisions which they carried
from the tent of Abraham soon failed, and the mother
and the youth wandered into a district which was desti-
tute of water. History or poetry scarcely presents us
with any passage which surpasses in simple pathos the
descriptioh of Hagar, not daring to ook upon her child,
while he is perishing with thirst before her face. .And
she went and sat her down over against kim a good way off,

o2
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as it were a bow-ghot ; for she said, Let me not see the death
of the child. And she sat over against him, and lift up
her voice and wept, But Ishmael likewise was to become
the father of a great people; by divine interposition
Hagar discovered a well, the water restored them to
life. Ishmael either joined some horde of Arabs, or
maintained himself in independence by Lis bow, till his
mother obtained him an Egyption wife. The wandering
Arabs to this day, by general traditions adopted into
the Koran, trace their descent to the outcast son of
Abrabam. “The wild" man whose hand -is against
every man, and every man’s hand*against him,” still
waylays the traveller by the fountain, or sweeps his
rapid troop of horse across the track of the wealthy
caravan.

The faith. of Abraham was to pass through a more
trying ordeal. He is suddenly commanded to cut off
that life on which all the. splendid promises of the
Almighty seemed to depend. He obeys, and sets forth
with his unsuspecting child to offer the fatal sacrifice
on Mount Moriah! The immolation of human victims,
particularly of the most precious, the favourite, the first-
born child, appears as a common usage among many

early nations, more especially the tribes by which °

Abraham was surrounded.™ It was the distinguishing

1 Read on this subject—even if we
do not adopt fully his conclusions, it
is worth reading—Warburton’s dis-
cussion, Divine Legation, VI. v,

® On this Subject citations might
Le multiplied without end. BapBapikd
8¢ €0y péxpt moAdod mwardoxroviay
&s Bowv Epyov Kal Oeodirls mpo-
oégfas. Philo Judzus de Abrah. See

the whole passage, Compare extracts
‘from Philo Byblius and Sancheniathon
apud Euseb, Prep. Evang. i, 10-38,

«l and iii. 16, and the observations of

Sealiger and Marsham, Note at the
end of vol. i. of Magee on Sacrifice.
Porphyrius de Abstinentifi describes
it as a common custorn among the
Canaanites. He says that Sanchonia-
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rite among the worshippers of Moloch ; at a later period
of the Jewish history, it was practised by a king of
Moab; it was undoubtedly derived by the Carthaginians
from their Pheenician ancestors on the shores of Syria.
The offering of Isaac bears no resemblance either in its
nature, or what may be termed its moral purport, to
these horrid rites. ,Where it was an ordinary usage, as
in the worship of Moloch,” it was in unison with the
character of the religion, and of the deity. It was the
last act of a dark and sanguinary superstition, which
rose by megular gradation to this complete triumph over
human nature. The god who was propitiated by these
offerings, had been satiated with more cheap and vulgar
victims ; he had been glutted to the full with human
suffering and with human blood. In general it was the
final mark of the subjugation of the national thind to an
inhuman and domineering priesthood. But the Hebrew
religion held human sacrifices in abhorrence; the God
of the Abrahamitic family, uniformly beneficent, im-
posed no duties which entailed human suffering,
demanded no offerings which were repugnant to the
better feelings of our nature.° Where, on the other

thon’s History is full of such stories;
but Porphyrius is a late, not very
trustworthy writer. In Egypt the
¢“jllaudati Busiridis aras’” There
is .a very curious passage from the
Ramayana in Bopp’s Conjugations
System, p. 215. The Hermit Vis-
wamitra offers his own son in place
of Suna-Sopha, who had appealed to
his compassion and protection. For
America, Humboldt’s Researches, p.
218, 224.

n Besides the common worship of
Moloch (Old Testament, passim), the
Book of Kings names the Sepharvaites
as mpaking these sacrifices (2 Kings
xvii, 81), and the King of Moab
(2 Kings iii. 27). This latter case is
contested, I think with Miinter, without
ground.

o I adhere to this statement deli-
berately and after full consideration.
The contrary, as is well known, has
been asserted by some of the English
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hand, these filial sacrifices were of rare and ‘extraor-
dinary occurrence, they were either to expiate some

Deists, by Voltaire, and latterly in an
elaborate, I must say most malignant
book, by a Professor Guillany of Nu-
remberg : Die Menschen—Opfer der
alten Hebrder. WWirnberg, 1842. These
Moloch offerings are denounced in the
book of Leviticus, as among the most
repulsive crimes of the Canaanites,
The Israclites are solemnly warned
against them, as of the most heinous
wickedness. Anyone guilty of such
offence is to be stoned. (Lev. xviiie
21; xx, 2, 8; even more strongly in
Deuter, xii. 31.) This crime is con~
demned by later writers as among
the worst of those idolatries to which
the Jews had apostatised. (Psalm cv,
373 Jeremiah xix. 2 et seqq.) And
it was in this state of apostasy alone
that the Jews were guilty of this
abomination. The only difficulty arises
from the Cherem (Lev. xxvii, 29), the
solemn curse, under which certain
thinge even the lives of children,
migh! e devoted to the Lord, and
could not be redeemed, as offerings
under the Neder, or lesser curse, might
be, by any compensation, but ¢ shall
surely be put to death.” Of the ful-
filment of this curse, the Cherem, the
vow of Jephthah is the only recorded
instance in the Jewish history, and, if it
was literally accomplished, stands alone,
But, taken according to the literal trans-
lation (to this Rosenmiiller in loc., and
other great critics, accede), this clause
in the Law seems intended to enforce the
special solemoity of the Cherem. There
was Tothing so precious or so sacred
but under certain circumstances it

might be offered to God, and if offered
might wvot be redeemed; and in a
barbarous ‘period a barbarous free-
booter, as Jephthah was, though & noble
champion of Jewish liberty, might
make and fulfil such a vow. But this
solitary example of zeal proves no usage,
or that such an act was not utterly
repugnant to the spirit ofghe Law and
to the generul sentiment, Among the
Jews, as among most pations of anti-
quity, the parental power was abso-
lutely despotic, even to life and death.
The DMosaic law, however, enacted
that a guilty son could not be punished
with death except by the judicial sen-
tence of the community. (Deut, xxi.
18, 24.) But as the poetic sacrifice
of Iphigenia, which the tragedians
(see the exquisite chorus in /Eschy.
Agamemnon) and Lucretius describe
as hateful—

“ Iphianassal turpfrunt sanguine foedo
Ductores Danafim delectl, prima virorum;”

as the act of the elder Brutus, though
its grandeur might enforce admiration,
yet shocked even the stern Romans,
50 a Cherem of that awful kind on a
great emergency might be sworn and
fulfilled, however utterly revolting fo
the feelings and altogether at variance
with the usages of the people. All
which the Law epacts is that the vie-
' tim of such a Cherem is irredeemable,
It neither approves nor sanctions such
a vow. On this subject I had read,
among other works, with interest and
with ,profit, Lettres de quelgues Juifs,

par I"Abbé Guende, perhaps among the
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dreadful guilt, to avert the imminent vengeance of the
offended deity, or to extort his blessing on some im-
portant enterprise.? But the offering of Isaac was
ncither piacular nor propitiatory. Abraham had conf
mitted no guilt, and apprehended no danger; the im-
molation of his only son seemed for ever to deprive
him of that blessing which was nearest to his heart,
the parentage of & numerous and powerful tribe. It
was a simple act of unhesitating obedience to the
divine command ; the last proof of perfect reliance on
the certain accomplishment of the divine promises.
Isaac, so miraculously bestowed, could be as miracu-
lously restored; Abraham, such is the comment of the

French clergy the only one who had
the best in a controversy with the
all-ruling wit, See vol. ii. pp. 33 et
seqq.

Dr, Guillany’s book I have not
scrupled to describe by the epithet
* malignant ;" for his object, in this
day a most inconceivable object, seems
to be to revive all the old rancorous
hatred of the Jews, He proposesin a
second volume to prove the truth of
those menstrous fietions of the dark ages,
the charges of kidnapping and sacri-
ficing Christian children. These crimes,
he avers, were only the natural deve-
.l(ﬁ)ment of that indelible propensity
for shedding blood as an offering to
their God, which himself acknowledges,
" even according to his own view, to have
been mitigated, if not extinguished, by
the milder mammers enforced on the Is-
raelites after the return from the Cap-
tivity. Dr. Guillany’s undisguised
theory is that the Jehovah of the

Jews was the Sun-god, the same, only
more crue} than Baal or Moloch; that
human sacrifices, especially of the first-
born, were the ordinary Jewish rites,
especinlly on the Passover : and this is
done by rejecting every passage which
breathes a milder spirit, as interpolated
or altered after ‘the return from the
exile, und by putting the few texts
of which he admits the authenticity
to the most ingenious torture. The
sole test of authenticity is conformity
to his preposterous theory.*
P Diodor. Sicul. xx. 14.

Peenl sunt soliti sos sacrificare puellos.
snn. Fragm,
Mos ]g‘:ln in populis, quos condidit advena
10,
Poscere cede Deos venjam, ac flagrantibus

aris
(Infandum dictu), parvos imponere natos,
Si), Ital, iv. 767

Compare Miinter, Religion der Kar-
thager, p. 17 et seqq., an excellent
investigation of the subject,
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Christian Apostle, believed that God could even raise him
up from the dead. Still while the great example of
primitive piety appears no less willing to offer the most
Precious victim on the altar of hiy God, than the
idolaters around him, the God of the Hebrews main-
tains his benign and beneficent character. After every
thing is prepared, the wood of the altar laid, even
‘the sacrificial knife uplifted, the arm of the father is
arrested; a single ram, entangled by his horns in a
thicket, is substituted, and Abraham called the name
of the place Jehovah Jireh, the Lord will provide.
Near this same spot, eighteen centuries after,” Jesus
Christ was offered, the victim, as the Christian world
has almost universally believed, ¢ provided by the
Lord ”—inexplicable, if undesigned, coincidence! This
last trial ®f his faigh thus passed, the promlse of the
divine blessing’ was renewed to Abraham in still more
express and vivid terms. His seed were to be nume-
rous as the stars of heaven, and as the sands of ‘the
sea shore; their enemies were to fall before them ; and
the whole world was to receive some remote and
mysterious blessing through the channel of this favoured
race.

After this epoch the incidents in the lifé of Abraham
are less important, yet still characteristic of the age
and the state of society He lived on terms of amity
with the native princes, particularly with Abimelek, the
king of Gerar, on whose territories his encampment £%.
one time Bordered. With Abimelek an adventare took
place, so similar in its circumstances with the seizure -
and restoration of Sarah in Egypt, as almost to excite a
suspicion that it is a traditional variation of the same
transaction, more particularly as it is unquestionably
related out of its place in the Mosaic narrative, and
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again repeated in the life of Isaac.? Abimelek per-
mitted the stranger sheik to pitch his tent, and pasture
his flocks and herds in any part of his domains. The
only dispute related to the valuable possession of &
well, and this was prudently and amicably arranged.

« The death of Sarah gave occasion for another friendly
treaty with the native princes. Every independent
tribe has its separate place of burial: the family union
continues in the grave. The patriarch or parent of the
tribe has the place of honour in the common cemetery,
which is usually hewn out of the rock, sometimes into
spacious chambers, supported by pillars and with al-
coves in the sides where the coffins are deposited.
Each successive generation, according to the common
expression, is gathered to their fathers. On Abraham’s
demand for permission to purchase a place of sepulture,
the chiefs of the tribe of Heth assemble to debate the
weighty question. The first resolution is to offer the
rich and popular stranger the unusual privilege of in-
terring his dead in their national sepulchres. As this
might be misconstrued into a formal union between the
clans, Abraham declines the hospitable offer. He even

4 This critical ;bservntion is as old | feindre avec quelques auteurs que Dieu
as Richard de St. Victor. Father | par une Providence singulidre avaif
Simon has an ingenious suggestion, | rendu & Sara toute sa beauté qu’elle
“*1] est dit . . dans la Gen®se que le | avait eue dans sa jeunesse.” Simon,
Roi Abimelec devint amourenx de | Histoire Critique, Preface. Ou other
Sara, et cependant I'histoire avoit | interpolations see the same preface, In
déja dit un peu auparavant que Sara | this case Simon touches but half the
et Abraham étaient fort avancesd difficully. The repetition is more
en fge. Il est, ce me semble, bi'enw simply accounted for if the book of
plus & propos de rejeter ce défant | Genesis was compiled from more an-
d’ordre sur la disposition des ancieos | cient documents, a theory adopted by
rouleanx, qui a ét€ changée en cet | most learned men, and by some of
endroit et em plusieurs autres, que | the most rigid Scripturalists.
d’avoir recours & un miracle et de
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refuses as o gift, and insists on purchasing, for four
hundred pieces of silver, a field named Machpelah, sur-
rounded by trees, in W]nch stood a rock well suited for
sepulchral excavation. Here, unmingled with those of
any foreign tribe, his own remains, and those of Sarah,
are to repose.

In another important instance the isolation of the
Abrahamitic family and its pure descent from the
original Mesopotamian stock are carefully kept up.
The wife of Isaac is sought not among their Canaanitish
neighbours, but among his father’s kindred in Carrhan.
At a later period the same feeling of attachment to
the primitive tribe, and aversion from mingling with
the idolatrous Canaanites, is shown in the condemnation
of Esau, for taking his wives from the inhabitants of
the country, which were a grief of mind unto Isaac and
to Rebekah, while Jacob is sent to seek a wife in the
old Mesopotamian ssettlement. So completely does
the seclusion and' separation of Abraham and of his
descendants run through the whole history. Abraham
solemnly adjures his most faithful servant whom he
despatches to Carrhan on this matrimonial mission
for his son, to discharge his embassage with fidelity.
Having sworn by the singular ceremony of placing his
hand under his master’s thigh, a custom of which the
origin is unknown, the servant sets off with his camels,
and arrives in safety near the old encampment of the
tribe. At the usual7place of meeting, the well,” he

3
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Virgil, the modern, changes the

water-urn into arms,—ZAneid i, 318.
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encounters Rebekah, the beautiful daughter of Bethuel,
the son of Abraham’s brother Nahor. The courteous
maiden assists him in watering his camels; her relations
receive him with equal hospitality. The intelligence of
Abraham’s wealth, confirmed by the presents of gold
and jewels which he produced, malke them consent with
alacrity to the betrothing of the damsel to the son of
Abraham. The messenger and Rebekah reach in safety
the encampment of Abraham; and Isaac when he hears
the sound of the returning camels beholds a fair maiden
modestly veiled, whom he conducts and puts in posses-
sion of the tent of his mother Sarah, that which belonged
to the chief wife of the head of the tribe.

After the death of Sarnh, Abraham took another wife,
Keturah, by whom he had many children. Isaac, how-
ever, continued his sole heir, the rest were sent away
into the east country ; their descendants are frequently
recognised among the people noticed in the Jewish
annals, but always as aliens from the stock of Abraham.
At length the Patriarch died, and was buried in Mach-
pelah, by Ishmael and Isaac, who met in perfect dmity
to perform the last duty to the head and father of their
tribes. -

Such is the history of their great ancestor, preserved
in the national records of the Jewish people, remarkable
for its simplicity and historic truth, when compared
with the mythic or poetic traditions of almost all other
countries. The genealogies of most nations, particularly
the Eastern, are lost among their-gods; ® it is impossible

s Champollion (Premidre Lettre & | investigations into the history of the
Monsicur de Blacas) observed on the | Egyptian religion confirm rather than
“ peu de distance que la nation Egyp- | invalidate this,  The dynasty or
tienne semble avoir mis de tout temps | dynasties of the gods were succeeded
entre scs rois et ses dieux,” The later | as actual rulers by the dynasties of
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to definé where fable ceases, and history begins;
and the earlier we ascend, the more indistinct and
marvellous the narrative. In the Hebrew record it is
precisely the converse: God and man are separated by
a wide and impassable interval. Abraham is the Sheik
or Emir of a pastoral tribe, migrating from place to
place, his stations marked with geographical accuracy,
and with a picturesque simplicity of local description ;
here he pitches his tent by some old and celebrated
tree, there on the brink of a well-known fountain, He
is in no respect superior to his age or country, except-
ing in the sublime purity of hus religion. He is neither
demi-god” hor mighty conqueror, nor even sage, nor
Anventor of useful arts. His distinction is the worshlp
of the One Great God, and the intercourse which he is
permitted to hold with this mysterious Being—inter-
course, it has been observed, through celestial messen-
gers, by vision, and seemingly by mental impression.
The Godhead remains in immaterial seclusion from the
world. This is the great patrimonial glory which he
bequeaths to his descendants; their title to be - con-
gidered the chosen people of the Almighty, is their
inalienable hereditary possession. This is the key to
théir whole history, the basis of their political insti-
tutions, the vital principle of their national character.
The life of Isaac was far less eventful, nor is it neces-
sary for the right understanding of the Jewish history,
to relate its incidents so much at length as those of the
great progenitor of the Jewish people. At first, the
divine promise of a numerous posterity proceeds very

-

the kings. In Iadia what is Brahma | or king? The Teutonic Amalas were
(not the neuter abstract Brahm), what | sons of Weden,
is Buddh, what is Odin, god, or saint,
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slowly towards its accomplishment. After some years
of barrenness Rebekah bears twins, already before their
birth seeming to struggle for superiority, as the heads
and representatives of two hostile people. They were
as opposite in their disposition as in their way of life.
The red-haired Esau was a wild hunter, and acquired
the fierce and reckless character which belongs to the
ruder state of society to which he reverted; Jacob
Petained the comparative gentleness of the more thought-
ful and regular pastoral occupation. It is curious to
observe the superior fitness in the habits and disposition
of the younger, Jacob, to become the parent of an
united and settled people. Though the Edomites, the
descendants of Esau, ranked in civilization far above
the marauding Bedouins, who sprang from Ishmael;
though Esau himself possessed at a later period con-
siderable wealth in flocks and herds, yet the scattered
clans of the Edomites, at perpetual war with each
other and with their neighbours, living, according to
the expression of the sacred writer, by the sword, retain
as it were the stamp of the parental character, and
seem less adapted to the severe discipline of the Mosaic
institutions, or to become a nation of peaceful husband-
men. The precarious life of the hunter soon laid &im
at the mercy of his more prudent or rather crafty:
brother. After a day of unsuceessful hunting, Esau
{ sold his right of primogeniture for a mess of herbs.
The privilege of the first-born seems to have consisted
in the atknowledged headship of the tribe, to which
the office of priest and sacrificer was inseparably at-
tached. Esau, therefore, thus carelessly threw away
both’ his civil and 1ellg10us inheritance, and abandoned
all title to the promises made to his tribe.
Whether the parental blessing was supposed of itself
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to confer or to confirm the right of primogeniture, is not
quite clear; but the terms in which it was conveyed by
Isaac, «“ Be lord over thy brethren, and let thy mother’s
sons bow down before thee,” seem to intimate a regular
investiture with the supreme authority, as head of the
- tribe. This blessing, couched in these emphatic words,
which Isaac evidently doubted his power to retract, was
intercepted, with the assistance of his mother, by the
subtle and unscrupulous Jacob. These repeated in-
Jjuries roused the spirit of revenge in the indignant
hunter; he only waits the decease of his father that he
may recover his rights by the death of his rival. But
Rebekah anticipates the crime. Jacob is sent to the
original birthplace of the tribe, partly to secure him
from the impending danger, partly that, avoiding all
connexion with the Canaanites, he may intermarry only
with the descendants of his forefathers.  On his way to
Mesopotamia, the promise made to Abraham is renewed
in that singular vision—so expressively symbolical of
the universal providence of God—the flight of steps
uniting earth and heaven, with the ministering angels
perpetually ascending and descending. In commemo-
ration of this vision, Jacob sets up a sort of primitive
moaument—a pillar of stone. He anointed it with
oil, and called the place Beth-el—the House of the
Lord, the site on which afterwards stood the city of
Luz! The adventures of Jacob among his nomadic
ancestors present a most curious and characteristic view
of their simple manners and usages. His meeling with
p -

¢ This rude shrine or temple is | religion. On the Batylia, the sacred
common in the early religious abnals | stones of the Phoenicians, derived, it
of most Oriental and barbarous na- | should seem, from the same word, see

tions. The Cahba at Mecca was no | citations in Rosenmiiller on Gen. xxviii,
doubt & vestige of the ancient Arabian | 19.
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"Rachel at the well ; the hospitality of Laban to his sister’s
son; his agreement to serve seven years" to obtain
Rachel in marriage; the public ceremony of espousals
in the presence of the tribe; the stratagem of Laban
to substitute his elder for his younger and fairer daugh-
ter, in order to bind the enamoured stranger to seven
years’ longer service; the little jealousies of the sisters,
not on account of the greater share in their husband’s
affections, but their own fertility; the substitution of
their respective handmaids; the contest in cunning and
subtlety between Laban and Jacob, the former endea-
vouring to defraud the other of his due wages, and at
the same time to retain so useful a servant, under whom
his flocks bad so long prospered—the latter, apparently,
by his superior acquaintance with the habits of the ani-
mals which he tended, and with the divine sanction,
securing all the stronger and-more flourishing part of
the flocks for his own portion ;* the flight of Jacob, not

b 1 once met with a young man | se mettent pendant plusieurs aunées

who had served eight years for his
food only; at the end of that period
he obtained in wmarriage the daughter
of his master, for whom he would
otherwise have had to pay seven or
eight haodred piastres, When I saw
him pe had been married three years;
but he bitterly complained of his
father-in-law, who continued to re-
quire of him the performance of the
most servile offices, without paying
him anything ; and that prevented
him from setting up for himself and
family,” —~ Burckhardt's Travels in
Syrsa, p. 297. This was in the
Haouran, the district south-east of
Damascus,

¢ Les pauvres qui veulent se marier

au service du pere,” DPallas of the
Kalsinghi Tartars, t. iii. p. 435.

= The “ pilled ” rods were set in the
water-troughs in which the cattle
came to drink. Was the effect produced
“by the pilled rods or the water ? There
is nothing whatever of miracle sug-
gested in the passage. Vitruvius sup-
plies this curiovs illustration :—* Sunt
enim Beeotiz flumina Cephisus et Me-
las: Lucaniz Crathis; Troje Xanthus;
inque agris Clazbmeniorum, et Ery-
thrmorum et Laodicensium, fontes ac
_ﬂumina, cum pecora suis temporibus
anoi parantur ad conceptionem partus,
per id tempus adiguntur eo quotidie
potum, ex eoque quamvis sunt alba,

procreant aliis locis lencophea, aliis
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a8 5o rich a resident ought to have been dismissed with
mirth and with songs, with tabret and with harp ; Laban's
religious awe of one so manifestly under the divine pro-
tection; Rachel’s purloining and concealment of her
father’s Teraphim; above all, their singular treaty, in
which Laban at length consents to the final separation
of this great family, with which he had expected to in-
crease the power and opulence of his tribe ;—all these
incidents throw us back into a state of society different
not merely from modern usages, but from those which
prevailed among the Jews after their return from
Egypt. The truth and reality of the picture is not
more apparent than its appropriate localisation in the
regions which it describes. It is neither Egyptian nor
Palestinian, nor even Arabian life; it breathts the free
air of the wide and open plains of inland Asia, where
the primitive inhabitants are spreading, without oppo-
sition or impediment, with their flocks, and herds, and
camels, over unbounded and unoccupied regions.

Isaac, in the mean time, had continued to dwell as a
husbandman, towards the southern border of the pro-
mised Jand. Early in life he had begun to cultivate
the soil, which amply repaid his labours. He seems to
have been superior to the native population in one most
useful art, not improbably 18arned by his father in Egypt,
that of sinking wells.y The manner in which the native

locis pulla, aliis coracino colore ; ita
proprietas liquoris cum init in corpus,
proseminat intinctam sui cujusque
generis qualitatem.” viii. 3.

Y Wells of remarkable construction
and great traditional antiquity were

. shown in Judea to a late period:

d7i 8¢ ral ppéara év i poTivey

kateokevdoTat ds ev 7§ Tevéoer dvo
pypamras Sirov'ér Tiv Seuvvpévar
& 71’ AokdAwy SavpaoTdy Ppedrwy,
kal {oroplas &tiwy B1& Td Eévov kal
wapnAAayutvor Ths Karaokevis, &s
wpds T& Aoiwd ¢ppéaTa. Origen cont.
Cels. iv. 194,

7

~

A



Boox L MEETING OF JACOB AND ESAU. 33

herdsmen drove him from place to place as soon as he
had enriched it with that possession, so invaluable in ¢n
arid soil, indicates want of skill, or at least, of success,
in providing for themselves. Perhaps it was as much
by ignorant neglect as by wanton malice, that the Phi-
listines suffered those formerly sunk by Abraham to fall
into decay and become filled with earth.*

Jacob had crossed the Jordan with nothing but the
staff which he carried in his hand; he returned with
immense wealth in caitle, flocks, asses, and camels,
male and female slaves; and with the more inestimable
treasure of eleven soms, born to him in Mesopotamia.
Bus before he could venture to return to his father, he
thust appease the resentment of his injured brother.
Upon ‘the borders of the land of Canaan, still on the
upland plains to-the east of the Jordan, at a place
called Mahanaim (from a vision of angels® seen there),
he sends messengers to announce his approach as far as
Seir, a district extending from the foot of the Dead Sea.
There Esau was already established as the chieftain of
a powerful tribe, for he sets forth to meet his brother at
the head of 400 men. The peaceful company of Jacob
are full of apprchension; he sends forward a splendid
present of 200 she goats, 20 he goats, 200 ewes and 20
rams, 30 milch camels, with their colts, 40 kine, 10
bulls, 20 she asses and 10 foals; he likewise takes the
precaution of dividing his company into” two parts, in
order that if one shall be attacked the other may
escape. Having made these arrangements, he sends

* This is still a common act of | Desert impassable, Compare Rosen-
hostility in the Desert. According to | miiller, A. u. N, Morgenland, i, 119.
Niebuhr, the Sultan was obliged to | * Properly the “two Hosts of
pay a kind of tribute to the Arabs to | Angels.”
prevent them from thus making the

VOL. I. D
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his family over a brook, called the Jabbok, which lay
before him.> In the night he is comforted by another .
gymbolic vision, in which he sapposes himself wrestling
with a mysterious being, from whom he extorts a bless-
ing, and is commanded from thenceforth to assume the
name of Israel (the prevailing): for, iaving prevailed
against God, so his race are to prevail against men.© The
scene of this vision (if it was a vision) was called by
Jacob Peniel, the face of God, because Jacob had there
seen God “face to face.” Yet he does not entirely
relax his caution: as he and his family advance to meet
the dreaded Esau, the handmaids and their children are
put foremost ; then Lesh with hers ; last of all, as with
the best chance of escape, should any treachery be
intended, the favourite Rachel and her single child
Joseph. But the hunter, though violent, was neverthe-
less frank, generous, and’ forgiving. While Jacob ap-
proaches with signs of reverence, perhaps of apprehension,
Esau ran to meet him, and. embraced him and fell on his
neck, and kissed him, and they wept. At first be refuses
the offered present, but at length accepts it as a pledge
of fraternal amity, and proposes that they should set
forward together and unmite their encampments. The
cautious Jacob, still apprehensive of future misunder-
standings, alleges the natural ‘excuse, that his party,

b ¢t At 120 came to the river { Josephus says, with a phantasm., It

Jabok (Zurka),flowing in from E.N.E.,
a small stream trickling down a deep
and wide torrent bed.” Lynch, p. 253.

¢ Awful respect for the divine na-
ture—maintained, as above observed,
throughout the Biblical history of
Abraham—induces us to adopt, with
some learned writers, the notion, that
this contest took place in a dream, as

should be added, that, .whether real or
visionary, Jacob bore an outward mark
or «memorial of this conflict, in the
withering of the back sinew of the
thigh, His descendants abstained till
the time of Moses, and still abstain,
from that part of every animal slain
for food.
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encumbered with their cattle, their wives and children,
must travel more slowly than the expeditious troop of
the Edomites; and immediately on his brother’s depar-
ture, instead of following him to Seir, turns off towards
the Jordan ; encamps first at Succoth, then crosses the
Jordan, and settles near Shalem. Here he purchases a
field of the inhabitants, and resides in security, until a
feud with the princes of the country drives him forth to
seek a safer encampment. Shechem, the son of Hamor,
the great chieftain of the tribes which occupied that
part of Canaan, violated Dinah, the daughter of Jacob.

In all Arabjan tribes, the brother is most deeply
wounded by an outrage on the chastity of the females,d
(a part of Spanish manners, no doubt inherited from
their Arabian ancestry;) on him devolves the duty of
- exacting vengeance for the indignity offered o the
tribe or family. Simeon and Levi, without consulting
their father, take up the quarrel. Shechem offers to
marry the damsel ; his father and his people, not averse
to an union with the wealthy strangers, consent to sub-
mit to circumecision, as the condition of the marriage,
and as a pledge to the solemn union of the clans. While
they are disabled from resistance by the consequences
of the operation, Simeon and Levi, with their followers,
fall on the city, put the inhabitants to the sword, and
pillage the whole territory. The sense of this act of
cruelty to his allies, and disregard to his own authority,

4 Compare D'Arvieox, ¢ Mceurs des | cela ne me regarde plus; mais ma
Arabes,” Mémoires, iii. p. 314, in a | seeur est de mon sang ; elle ne scauroit
passage too French to quote at length. | faire du mal qu’il ne rejaillisse sur
The dishonoured husband may divorce | toute sa race.”” Compare Niebuhr
his wife—*¢elle déshonore sa famille, | also, as quoted in Rosenmiiller, Das A.
mais elle n’est point dé mon sang; je | u. N, Morgenland.
n’ai que la répudier; je l'ai chtice;
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sank deep into the heart of the peaceful Jacob. In his
last vision, Simeon and Levi are reprobated as violent
and bloodthirsty men ; and, as if this dangerous disposi-
tion had descended upon their posterity, they are
punished, or rather prevented from bringing ruin upon
the whole race, by receiving a smaller-and a divided
portion of the promised land. Jacob retreated to Luz,
whither he had formerly fled from his brother Esau.
Here the family was solemnly dedicated to God; all
the superstitious practices which they had brought from
Mesopotamia were forbidden; the little images of the
tutelar deities, even the earrings, probably considered
as amulets or talismans, were taken away and buried.
On the other hand, the magnificent promise, repeatedly
made to Abraham and Isaac, was once more renewed to
Jacob. An altar was raised, and the place solemnly
called Beth-el,® the House of God. From Luz, Jacob
removed to Ephrath or Bethlehem, hereafter to be the
birthplace of Jesus Christ. There his favourite wife
Rachel died in childbed, having given birth to his
youngest son, called by the expiring mother Ben-oni,
the child of her sorrow; by the father Ben-jamin, the
son of his right hand. Having raised a sepulchral
pillar over her remains, he sets forth to a new settlement
near the tower of Edar, the site of which is unknown.
Here his domestic peace was disturbed by another

¢ The two passages, Gen. xxviii, 19,
and xxxv, 7, repeat each other to a
certain extent. This is but a slight
difficully to the large number of
modern scholars who hold the book of
Genesis to be founded on earlier docu-
ments ; by others it has been smoothed
away with greater or less ingenuity.
The great importance of Beth-el in all

the later history both before and after
the great Schism, when it became the
religious capital of Jerocboam's northern
kingdom, must be taken into account.
Mr. Stanleywhas.an admirahle passage
on the history of Beth-el, and the
article in the New Biblical Dictionary
is well and carefully executed.
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crime, the violation of his concubine, Bilhah, by Reuben,
his eldest son. At length he rejoins his father, Isaac,
in the plain of Mamre,” where the old man dies, and is
honourably buried by his two sons. But from hence-
forward the two branches of Isaac’s family were entirely
separated. The country about Mount Seir became the
permanent residence of the Edomites, who were go-
verned first by independent sheiks or princes, afterwards
were united under one monarchy. Jacob continued to
dwell in Canaan, with his powerful family and ample
possessions, until dissensions among his sons prepared
the way for more important changes, which seemed
to break for ever the connexion between the race
of Abraham and the land of Canaan, but ended in
establishing them as the sole possessors of the whole
territory.

Here then let us pause, and, before we follow the
family of Jacob into a country where the government
and usages of the people were so totally different, look
back on the state of society described in the Patriarchal
History. Mankind appears in its infancy® gradually
extending its occupancy over regions, either entirely
unapproprieted, or as yet so recently and thinly peopled,
as to admit, without resistance, the new swarms of
settlers which seem to spread from the birthplace of the
human race, the plains of Central Asia. They are

f Rather the oaks of Mamre (see
Stanley, p. 103 and 141), In fhe neigh-
bourhood of Hebron towards Jeru-
salem a noble oak isgtill seen near the
spot.

8 This should be limited to the re-
gions through which the Patriarchs
generally moved. It is not incon-

sistent with the pre-existence of an-
cient cities and powerful monarchies
(that of Egypt had no doubt risen, pro-
bably centuries before, on the shores of
the Nile) and an advanced state of
civilization among other races of man-
kind.
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peaceful pastoral nomads, travelling on their camels, the
ass the only other beast of burthen. The horse appears
to have been unknown—fortunately, perhaps, for them-
selves and their neighbours—for the possession of that
animal seems fatal to habits of peace: the nomads,
who are horsemen, are almost always marauders. The
power of sweeping rapidly over a wide district, and
retreating as speedily, offers irresistible temptation to a
people of roaming and unsettled habits. But the unen-
terprising shepherds, from whom the Hebrew tribe
descended, move onward as their convenience or neces-
sity requires, or a8 richer pastures attract their notice.
Wherever they settle, they sink wells, and thus render
unpeopled districts habitable. It is still more curious
to observe how the progress of improvement is:inci-
dentally betrayed in the summary account of the ancient
record.® Abraham finds no impediment to his settling
wherever fertile pastures invite him to pitch his camp. It
is only a place of burial in which he thinks of securing
a proprietary right; Jacob, on the contrary, purchasesa
field to pitch his tent, 'When Abraham is exposed to fa-
mine, he appears to have had no means of supply, but to
go down himself to Egypt. In the time of Jacob a regular
traffic in corn existed between the two countries, and
caravansaries were established on the way. Trading
caravans had likewise begun to traverse the Arabian
deserts, with the spices and other products of the East,
and with slaves, which they imported into Egypt.
Among the simpler nomads of Mesopotamia, wages in
money were unknown; among the richer Pheenician

b I was indebted to Eichhorn (Einleitung in das A, T.) for many of these
dbservations.
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tribes, gold and silver were already current. It has
been the opinion of some learned men that Abraham
paid the money for his bargain by weight, Jacob in
pieces, rudely coined or stamped.' When Abraham
receives the celestial strangers with true Arabian hospi-
tality he kills the calf with his own hands, but has
nothing more generous to offer than the Scythian
beverage of milk ; * yet the more civilized native tribes
seem, by the offering of Melchizedek, to have had wine
at their command. Isaac, beconfe more wealthy, and
having commenced the tillage of the soil, had acquired
a taste for savoury meats, and had wine for his ordinary
use. The tillage of Isaac bespeaks the richness of a
virgin soil, as yet unbroken by the plough—it returned
an hundred for one. As yet, except the luxurious cities
near the end of the Dead Sea, there appear few or no
towns ; the fortified towns on the hills, the cities walled
up to heaven, appear to be of a later period. These
primitive societies were constituted in the most simple
and inartificial manner. The parental authority, and
that of the head of the tribe, was supreme and without
appeal. Esau so far respects even his blind and feeble
father, as to postpone the gratification of his revenge
till the death of Isaac. Afterwards, the brothers who
conspire against Joseph, though some of them had
already dipped their hands in blood, dare not perpetrate
their crime openly. When they return from Egypt to
fetch Benjamin, in order to redeem one of their com-
pany, left-in apparent danger of his life, they are obliged

! The pieces are called Keritoth, | stamped with the figure of a lamb, as
quid est incertum. Rosenmiller in | pecunia from pecus.
loc, The LXX translated the word & Compare Goguet, Origine des Loix,
éuvay (lambs), as if the coin was ! lib, vi. . 1.
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to obtain the consent of Jacob, and do not think of
carrying him off by force. Reuben, indeed, leaves his
own sons as hostages, under an express covenant that
they are to be put to death if he does not bring Ben-
jamin back. The father seems to have possessed the
power of transferring the right of primogeniture to a
younger son. This was perhaps the effect of Isaac’s
blessing; Jacob seems to have done the same, and
disinherited the three elder sons of I.eah. The desire
of offspring, and the $ride of becoming the ancestor of
a great people, with the attendant disgrace of barren-
ness, however in some degree common to human nature,
and not unknown in thickly peopled countries, yet as
the one predominant and absorbing passion (for such it
is in the patriarchal history) belongs more properly to a
-period, when the earth still offered ample room for each
tribe to extend its boundaries without encroaching on
the possessions of its neighbour.!

These incidents, in themselves trifling, are not without

1 Among the most striking illustra-
tions of this feeling is the following
passage from the Sadder ;—* Nam
omnis semper angelus in die Resurrec-
tionis cum inteirogabit, Habes ne in
mundo filium ‘qui prosit tibi? Et
quando respondebit Non, Quampri-
mum ab eo exiverit hoc responsum,
nihil ultra ab eo interrogabunt, sed
anima ejus in pend et dolore manebit,
eritque sicut aliquis sine socio in De-
serto dolorifico et hoirendo.” Sadder,
apnd Hyde de Vet, Pers, Religione,

“After he has read the Vedas in
the form prescribed by law, has legally
begotten a son, and has performed
sacrifices to the best of his power, he
has paid his three debts, and may then

apply his heart fo eternal bliss.”
Jones’s Menu, vi, 36. .

“By a son a man obtains victory
over all people; by a son’s son he
enjoys immortality ; and afterwards Ly
the son of that grandson he veaches
the solar abode.” Tbid. ix. 137.

The Indian Poems are full of this
sentiment, According to Kosegarten,
note on his German franslation of
Nala, p. 110, some grammarians
strangely derive thé word Puttra, a
son, as * the deliverer from Hell.”

For the Chiuesd‘eeling on this sub-
ject, read the popular drama, The
Heir in his Old Age, translated by Mr.
Davis. All accounts of China are full
on the point,
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interest, both as illustrative of human manners, and as
tending to show that the record from which they are
drawn was itself derived from contemporary traditions,
which it has represented with serupulous fidelity. Even
the characters of the different personages are singularly
in unison with the state of society described. There is
the hunter, the migratory herdsman, and the incipient
husbandman., The quiet and easy Isaac adapts himself
to the more fixed and sedentary occupation of tillage.
Esau the hunter is reckless, daring, and improvident;
Jacob the herdsman, cautious, observant, subtle, and
timid. Esau excels in one great virtue of uncivilized
life, bravery ; Jacob in another, which is not less highly
appreciated, craft. Jven in Abraham we do not find
that nice and lofty sense of veracity which distinguishes
a state of society where the point of honour has acquired
great inflaence. It is singular that this accurate delinea-
tion of primitive manners, and the discrimination of
individual character, in each successive patriarch, with
all the imperfections and vices, as well of the social
state as of the particular disposition, although so con-
clusive an evidence to the honesty of the narrative, has
caused the greatest perplexity to many pious minds,
and as great triumph to the adversaries of revealed
religion. The object of this work is strictly historical,
not theological ; yet a few observations may be ventured
on this point, considering .its important bearing on the
manner in which Jewish history ought to be written
and read. Some will not read the most ancient and
curious history in the world, because it is in the Bible;
others read it'in the Bible with a kind of pious awe,
which prevents them from comprehending its real
spirit. The latter look on the distinguished characters
in the Mosaic annals as a kind of sacred beings, scarcely
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allied to human nature. Their intercourse with the
Divinity invests them with a mysterious sanctity, which is
expected to extend to all their actions. Hence when they
find the same passions at work, the ordinary feelings and
vices of human nature prevalent both among the ances-
tors of the chosen people, and the chosen people them-
selves, they are confounded and distressed. Writers
unfriendly to revealed religion, starting with the
same notion, that the Mosaic narrative is uniformly
exemplary, not historical, have enlarged with malicious
triumph on the delinquencies of the patriarchs and their
descendants. Perplexity and triumph surely equally
groundless! Had the avowed design of the intercourse
of God with the patriarchs been their own unimpeach-
able perfection ; had that of the Jewish polity been the
establishment of a divine Utopia, advanced to premature
civilization, and overleaping at once those centuries of
slow improvement, through which the rest of mankind
were to pass, then it might have been difficult to give a
reasonable account of the manifest failure. So far from
this being the case, an ulterior purpose is evident
throughout. The one thing certain is, that Divine Provi-
dence designed the slow, gradual,.and progressive de-
velopment of the highest religious truth. The patriarchs,
those in the Old Testament most distinguished by divine
favour, are not to be regarded as premature Christians,
They and their descendants are the depositaries of cer-
tain great religious truths, the unity, omnipotence, and
providence of God, not solely for their own use and
advantage, but as conservators-for the future universal
benefit of mankind. Hence, provided the great end, the
preservation of those truths, was eventually obtained,
human affairs took their ordindry course; the common
passions and motives of mankind were left in undis-
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turbed operation. Superior in one respect alone, the
ancestors of -the Jews, and the Jews themselves, were
not beyond their age or country in acquirements, in
knowledge, or even in morals; as far as morals are mo-
dified by usage and opinion. They were barbarians in a
barbarous age, often violent, cruel, sanguinary. Their
wars, except where modified by their code, if conducted
with the bravery, enterprise, and self-devotion, had still
the ferocity and mercilessness of ruder times. They
were polygamists, like the rest of the Eastern world;
they acquired the virtues and the vices of each state of
society through which they passed. Higher and purer
notions of the Deity, though they tend to promote and
improve, by no means necessarily enforce moral per-
fection ; their influence will be regulated by the social
state of the age in which they are promulgated, and
the bias of the individual character to which they are
addressed. Neither the actual interposition of the
Almighty in favour of an individual or nation, nor his
-employment of them as instruments for certain impor-
tant purposes, stamps the seal of divine approbation on
all their actions; in some cases, as in the deception
practised by Jacob on his father, the worst part of their
character manifestly contributes to the purpose of God ;
still the nature of the action is not altered ; it is to be
Jjudged by its motive, not by its undesigned consequence.
Allowance, therefore, being always made for their age
and social state, the patriarchs, kings, and other He-
brew worthies, are amenable to the same verdict which
would be passed on the eminent men of Greece or
Rome. Excepting whére they act under the express
commandment of God, they have no exemption from the
Judgement of posterity ; and on the same principle, while
God is on the scene, the historian will’ write with cau-
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tion and reverence; while man, with freedom, justice,
and impartiality.

This moral imperfection, or rather want of the highest
moral sense or appreciation of the highest moral standard,
is in strict unison with, or rather forms an important
part of the internal evidence, by which-we judge of the
antiquity, and so of the authority, of the earliest Hebrew
records. If the writers are, we need not to say strictly
contemporaneous, but approximating to the same age,
the same moral atmosphere will appear to have been
breathed by the actors in these scenes, and the writers
who record those acts : if they are later, their moral sense
will be in some respects different, and will be affected
by their age and social progress. This internal evidence,.
which is instinctively felt, though, of course, it must be
submitted to calm reason, and of which the moral
element is so important a econstituent, is of two kinds.
First, there is the general impression of the manner in
whlch the life of a certain pert 1od with all its social sys-
tem, manners, laws, usages, opmrons, nmﬁts,
is representéd“ “Thiis, if it be “simple, True, harmonious,
IifeTike, it seems impossible for after ages to counter-
feit, without much treacherous betrayal of a later hand.
It may even be poetic in its form and language, yet in
its essence reality, and not fiction. No one would believe
that the Homeric Poems were written after the Pelo-
ponnesian war ; that the Divina Commedia is not of the
Middle Ages. So it is to me equally incredible that
the so called Books of Moses (I'think even Deuteronomy,
which might more reasonably be imagined a later sum-
mary of the older books) could be written after the
exile, or even during the monarchy, or the seeming
anarchy which preceded the monarchy. This is, of
course, not incongistent, as in the case of the Homeric
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Poems, with certain interpolations, if we may so speak,
the manipulation of particular passages. For the anti-
quity is in itself no guarantee for faithful conservation.
Nor®has it any relation with the primal form or eompo-
sition of the records, whether they came from one in-
spired or uninspired writer, whether original or com-
piled from earlier documents. The question of their
careful and trustworthy preservation rests on grounds
altogether distinct, and must be examined on other
principles.

The second kind of internal evidence arises or '
is gatmmow minute partlculars _1_‘021_\1_110_1:

ents, touches of ~'ha.racter, ; in the law ‘special enact-

ments 5, whichi~belong 1o a Pecullar perlod and ta.no
other 3 enactments _abortive and never brought iutg.
eﬁ"eet predlctlons, or mthel deswns, not fulﬁlled aims
mﬁé‘fﬁ“&vowed but not carried out. Such things it
is imipossible to suppose a later wiiter to have ins@ted
into a history or into a code of law. There are certain
minute details in all weitings of which the age is ques-
tionable, which at once convict the supposititious writer,
and show invention or forgery; others of which their
very strangeness proves their antiquity : they cannot but
be contemporaneous, and therefore genuine and authentic.
The former we easily detect as interpolations from their
general tone and their discrepancy with other passages,
and the motive for their interpolation is usually dis-
cernible ; the latter, especially if frequent, cannot have
crept in by accident ; their forgery would imply a subtle,
and as it were prophetic plan of deception, utterly in-
conceivable: for the art of composing fictitious narra-
tives, with a studied and successful observance of ancient
costume, belongs to a very late and refined period of
letters. On the whole the inteinal evidence of both
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these kinds in the Mosaic records is to me conclusive.
All attempts to assign a later period for the authorship,
or even for the compilation, though made by scholars of
the highest ability, are so irreconcileable with facls, so
self-destructive, and so mutually destructiye, that I ac-
quiesce without hesitation.jn their general anfiquity.
Especmlly as now, after the discovery of written cha-
racters in Bgypt, perhaps elsewhere, certainly anterior
, to the Exodug, all difficulty as to there having been

written documents of some length in'the time of Moses
vanishes away. Neither do I see why the laws of Mosed
should not be as old as the laws of Menu ; I medn old
not as to actual date of composition, but as to the state
of civilization of the two races.. The Jews, at least
Egypt, from whence the Jews derived these arts of life,
probably was as far advanced, as India when the laws
of Menu were drawn up.

¥ the whole I do not think that a later writer at any
period of the Jewish history could have composed the
fresh and living view -of the patriarchal times, as it
stands before us. - The particular laws, customs, usages,
which could not be invented, and which no later writer
would be tempted to invent, and which to me irrefra-
gably prove what I may call the early, the Desert,
origin, I shall point out as I, proceed

With their age only, and that in a general view, I am
now concerned ; their absolute impeccable integrity, and
their authorshlp, hardly come within the sphere of the
historian. I leave these points to antiquarians or to
theologians,




Boox 11 FAMILY OF JACOB. 47

BOOK 1II
VISRAEL Iy EGYPTs~|

Family of Jacob — Joséph — State of Egy~¢-—Tamine — Migration,
of Jacob and his whole family — Administration of Joseph —
Period between Joseph and Moscs — Bijth ,.and Education oft

_ Moses — Flight- and Return .t Egypt — Plagues of Egypt—
Exodus or Degarture of «Israelites — Passage of the Red Sea

. v = Anciétt Tra 1%
Tae seed o Ei!m lmd dow become a family;

from tbe’fwelve sons of Israel it was to ‘branch out
ifto”a nation. Of thesé sons the four elder had been
born from the- prohﬁc Leah—Reuben, Simeon, Levi,
aud Judah. "The barren Rachel had substituted her
hahdmaid Bilhah, who gave birth to Dan and Naphtali.
Leah, after her sister’s, exdmple, ‘substituted Zilpah ;
from her sprang Gad and Asher. Rachel, for the sake
of some mandrakes," supposed among Eastern women
to act as a love philtre and reméve barrenness, yield-
ing up her right to her sister, Leah again bore Issa-
char and Zebulon, and a daughter, Dinah. At length
the comely Rachel was blessed with Joeseph ; and in
Canaan, Benoni or Benjamin completed the twelve.

The children of the "handmaidens had no title to the
primogeniture. Reuben had forfeited the esteem of

v

* What the Dudaim (compare Song | effects. Rosenmiiller (Das Alte und
of Solomon, vii. 14), here translated | Neue Morgenland, i. p. 142) suggests
mandrakes, were, appears verydoubtful. | a kind of small melon, See his note,
Dioscorides attributes ‘to the mandras | and Winer, Real Worterbuch, in voce
gora (mandrakes) directly opposite | Alratn, Love-apple.
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his father by incest with his concubine ; Simeon and
+ Levi by their cruelty towards the Shechemites. J udah,
the next brother, was inadvertently betrayed into a
_ serious crime. Lhére was a singular usage afterwards
- admitted intg Mpsaic law, that in case a married
man died  wit his next brother was bound
to take his wi that his line mlght not be-
come extinct ;. f t
Jace through their oft
some countries of the
which all moral laws, even
were to give way.c The eld®

then, as it is still in
one grea.t obJect to

into an unlawful connexion with her, and became the

™M

cestuous father of two children.

.Q‘n b The Levirate law prevailed among
- ‘many nations of antiquity and in the

East,
“ Lex est utorb® qui sun eagerm.»; proximt
Nubant, et illos dumm em lex jubet.”

* Terent. Phorm. 1, 235.
“If a young man leaves a widow, his
; brother generally offers to marry her.
Custom does not oblige either him or
her to make the match, nor can he
prevent her from following another
i - man, [t geldom happens, however,
that she reflises, for by such an union
the family property is kept together,”
Burckhardt, Manners of the Arabians,
p- 64; compare Volney, ii. 4. It is
very curious that this Levirate law in

‘two lower castes, but p%‘hlblted in the
- higher, See the provisions on the
subject, Jt_:ness Menu, ix, 59 to 70,

the Indian Institutes is enjoined on the

It is ealled in that proud Brahminical
Code, “a practice fit only for cattle,”

It is remarkable that something of
the kind prevailed in Egypt, as late as
the Emperor Zeno. Justin, Novell.
Cod. Lib. v. T. vi. Leg. 8. .

For the Circassians, see Olearius,
Travels; Cochin China, Picarf, Cérém,
et Cout. Religicuses, p. 1195 China, -
Dun Halde; the Mongols, Raumer, ’
Hohenstauffen, iv. p. 58, with autho-
rities ; Brazil, Geographical Society’s
Journal, ii. p. 198,

¢ For the provision in the Mosaie:
Tdw, m]t:gatory of this usage, Deut.
xtv. 510, * Magistroram aliqui ,
causam et mysterium eonjugii hujus
fratriz et Leviri ex Metempsychosis
nescio qui opinione petendam conten-
dunt.”  Selden, Usxor., Ebriea, i. 13,
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But Joseph, the elder born of the beloved Rachel, had -
always held the first place in the affections of his father.
He was a Dbeautiful youth, hnd it was the pride-of the
fond father to behold him in a dress distinguished ﬁom
the rest of his sons—a coat of many colours. The envy .
ot his brethren was still farther excited by two dréams
seen by Joseph, which, in the frankness of his disposi-
tion, he took no pains to conceal. In one, the brothers
were binding sheaves of corn, (a proof that they were
advancing in the cultivation of the soil,) the sheaves of
the brothers bent, and did homage to that of Joseph.
In the other, the sun and the moon and eleven stars
seemed to make obeisance to Joseph. Each of these
successive visions intimated his future superiority over
all the family of Israel. One day, when Joseph -
had set forth to the .place where his brothers were
accustomed to feed their flocks, ‘they returned to
their father's tent without him, bearing that very
dress, on which Jacob had so often gazed with plea-
sure, steeped in blood. The agony of the old man
cannot be described with such pathetic simplicity
as in the language of the Sacred Volume,—He re-
Jused to be comforted, and he said I will go down into
the grave with my son mourning. But béfore he went
down to thé grave he was to behold his sori under far
different circumstances.” The brothers, at first, notwith-
standing the remonstrances of Reuben, the eldest born,
a man of more mild and generous disposition, had deter-
tpined on putting” their hated rival to death. 'With this
intention they had let him down into a pit, probably an
old disused well. A caravan of Arabian tradefs hap-’
pening to pass by, they acceded to the more meroiful

"and advantageous proposition of Judah to sell him as a
-slave. - Though- these merchants were laden only with

VOL. 1. v IR B
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_spicery, balm, and myrrh, commodities in great request
in'Egypt, all. of them being used in émbalming the
dead, they were sure of a market for such a slave as
Joseph, and in that degraded and miserable character
he arrived in Egypt. But the Divine Providence
watched, even in the land of the stranger, over the heir
to the promises made to Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob.
The slave rose with a rapidity surprising, though by no
means unparalleled in Eastern kmgdoms, to be the all-
powerful vizier of the king of Egypt. He was first
bought by Potiphar,® a chief officer of the king, the
captain of the guard, by whom he was speedily pro-
moted to the care of the whole household. The entire
confidence of his master in the prudence and integrity
of the servant'is described in these singular terms,— He
left all that he had in Josepk's hand, and he knew not
aught he had, save the bread which he did eat. The
virtue of Joseph in other respects was equal to his
integrity, but not so well rewarded. Talsely accused
by the arts of his master’s wife, whose criminal ad-
vances he had repelled, he was thrown into prison.
The dungeon opens a way to still farther advancement.
Wherever he is, he secures estcem and confidence. Like
his former master, the keeper of the prison entrusts the
whole of his responsible duties to the charge of Joseph.
But the chief cause of his rapid rise to fortune and dig-
nity ishis skill in the interpretation of dreams, Among
his fellow-prisoners were the chief cup-bearer and chief
purveyor of the king. ach of thiese men was per-

4 The Coptic, according to Cham- | He was an officer uniting the functions,
pollion, has Captain of the Magi or [ as it were, of captain of the guard and
Wise Men (i. 103), In the LXX. | provost of the prison. The prison
it is IleTeppn, belonging to Re or | seems to have been in his house.
Phre, the Sun, -{Greppo, p. 115.)
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plexed by an extraordinary vision, The mterpretatlon‘
of Joseph was justified by the fate of both; one, as he
predlcted was restored to his honours, the other suf-
fered an ignominious death. Through the report of the
former, the fame of Joseph, in a character so important
among & superstitious people, reached the palace, and
when the king himself was in the same manner disturbed
with visions which baffled the professed diviners of the
country, Joseph was summoned from the prison. The
dreams of the king (the Pharaoh),® according to the
exposition of Joseph, under the symbolic forms of seven
fat and fleshy kine followed by seven lean and withered
ones, seven good ears of corn by seven parched and
blasted with the east wind, prefigured seven years of
unexampled plenty, to be succeeded by seven of un-
exampled dearth. The advice of Joseph being de-
manded how to provide against the impending calamity,
he recommends that a fifth part of the produce during
the seven abundant years shall be laid up in granaries
built for the purpose. The wisdom of this measure was
apparent; and who so fit to carry such plans into effect
as he whose prudence had suggested them? Joseph,
therefore, is at once installed in the dignity of chief
minister over the whole of this great and flourishing
kingdom.

The information we obtain from the Mosaic narra-

tive, concerning the state

and constitution of Egypt

¢ Lepsius observes :—— Was von
Kgyptischen Sitten und Gebrduchen
gelegentlich angedeutet wird, ist in der
Regel fiir eine bestimmte Zeitepochen :
noch weniger werden grossere Zeit-
ereignisse von Kriege, Regierungs
wechsel, Errichtung beiiihmter Bau-
werke erwithnt, so sehr alles von aus-

schiiesslich [sraelitischen Standpunckte
sind angefasst und niedergegeber,”—
Chronologie der Lgypter, p. 836.
Hence the names of none of the
kings under whom Abraham, Joseph,
Moses, lived, are given in the Hebrew
Scriptures—only the title Pharaoh.

E 2
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during. this period, is both valuable in itself, and agrees
strictly with all the knowledge which we acquire from
-other sources. Egypt had long been the great corn
country of the ancient world, now in a high state of
cultivation, but dependent for its- fertility on the over-
flow of the_river on whose banks it lay. Should. the
annual increase of the Nile be .interrupted, the whole
valley would remain a barren and unvegetating waste.
The cause of the long period of famine is nowhere
indicated, but it was by no means & local calamity, it
extended to all the adjacent countries. A long and
general drought, which would burn up the herbage of
all the pastoral districts of Asia, might likewise di-
minish that accumulation of waters which, at its regular
period, pours down the channel of the Nile! The
waters are collected in the greatest part from the
drainage of all the high levels in that region of central
Africa, where the tropical rains, about the summer
solstice, fall with incessant violence. But whatever
might be its cause, Egypt escaped the famine which
pressed so severely on other countries, only. through the
prudent administration of Joseph.

It is necessary, however, before we describe the
policy which he adopted, or the settlement of the
family of Israel in this country, to-give some insight
into the state of the Egyptian government and people ;
for without this we shall neither be able to comprehend

“s

! We appear to be approaching to | the Black, the Blue, or the White, is
the solution of the great geographical | the real Nile.
mystery which perplexed the Greeks | - The most full account of the no-
and Romans, and has been handed | tions of the ancients, and their theories
down to our times—the source of the | about the’causes of the inundations of
Nile, The question_seems now fo be, | the Nile, may be read in Seneca, Nat.
which of the great confluent streams, | Quast. iv. ¢ 2.
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the transactions which relate to the Israelites in Egypt,
nor the degree of originality to be assigned to the
Mosaic institutions. Egypt, before this period, had
enjoyed many centuries of civilization, most likely of
opulence and splendour. It can hardly be doubted
that she had already reared her vast and mysterious
Pyramids, commenced the colossal temples of Memphis,
Heliopolis, and other cities of Lower Egypt, most pro-
bably of Thebes, and excavated those wonderful subter-
raneous sepulchral palaces for her dead kings. Of her
singular constitution we have distinct indications in
the Mosaic narrative. The people were divided into
castes, like those of India, as they exist to the present
day, and as they formerly prevailed among many other
.Oriental pations. At the head of these castes stood
that of the priesthood. From this order the king
was usually selected ; if one of the warriors, the next
class in rank, should attain to that eminence, he was
always installed and enrolled in the superior order.
The priestly caste, in rank and power, stood far above
the rest of the people. In each Nome or district (if
indeed these divisions were of so early a date) stood
a temple and a sacerdotal college. In them one
third of the whole land of the country was inalienably
vested. The priests were not merely the ministers
of religion, they were the hereditary conservators
of knowledge. They were the public astronomers, by,
whom. all the agricultural labours of the people
were regulated; the public geometricians, whose ser-
vice was indispensable, since the Nile annually oblite-
rated the landmarks of the country; in their hiero-
glyphical characters the public events were recorded ;
they weré the physicians; in short, to them belonged
the whole patrimony of science, which was inseparably

etk e Spr i
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bound up with their religion. The political powers of
this hereditary aristocracy were unbounded; they en-
grossed apparently both the legislative and judicial
functions ; they were the framers, the consexvators, the
expounders of the laws. As interpreter of dreams,
Joseph, no doubt, intruded into the province of this all-
powerful caste, and the king, not improbably with a
view to disarm their jealousy, married his new vizier to
the daughter of the Pnest of the Sun, who dwelt in
On, called afterwards by the Greeks Heliopolis (the City
of the Sun).? Moreover, in the great political measure
of Joseph, the resumption of all the lands into the
hands of the crown, the sacred property of the priests
was exempted from the operation of the law, and the
whole class supported, during the famine, at the royal
charge The next caste in dignity was that of the
warriors, called by Herodotus, Hermotybies or Kala-
syries. The lower classes of the people constituted the
rest of the orders; according to Herodotus five, to
Diodorus three more. The latter reckons husbandmen,
artisans, and shepherds; Herodotus, shepherds, swine-
herds, manufacturers and shopkeepers, interpreters, and
mariners, that is, the boatmen of the Nile. The boun-
daries of these castes were unalterably fixed; the son
held for ever the same rank, and pursued the same
occupation with his father. The profession of a shep-
herd, probably the lowest of these gastes, was held in
particular discredit. “Every shepherd was an abomi-
nation to the Egyptians.” Several reasons have been
assigned for this remarkable fact. A .German writer®

g Upon the site, antiquity, and Yew { ii. p- 9. Compare Stanley, Introduc-
mains of Heliopolis, see Sir Gardner | tion, p. xxxi.
Wilkinson’s note on Herodotus, vol. h The Ethiopian theory, advanced
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of great ability supposes, that when the first civilizers
of Egypt directed the attention of the people to tillage,
for which the country was so admirably adapted, in
order to wean the rude people from their nomadic
hebits, they studiously degraded the shepherds into a
sort of Pariah caste. Another and a more general
opinion derives this hostility to the name of shepherd
from a recent and most important event in the Egyp-
tian history. While Egypt was rapidly advancing in
splendour and prosperity—at least the twelfth dynasty
had attained a great height of power and splendour—a
fierce and barbarous Asiatic horde burst suddenly upon
her fruitful provinces, destroyed her temples, massacred
her priests, and having subdued the whole of Lower Egypt,
established a dynasty of six successive kings. These
Hyksos,' or royal shepherds, with their savage clans,
afterwards expelled by the victorious Egyptians, Mon-
sieur Champollion * thinks, with apparént reason, that
he recognises on many of the ancient monuments, A
people with red hair, blue eyes, and covered only with
an undressed hide loosely wrapped over them, are

$ Of the Hyksos or Nomad invasion
there can be no warrantable historic
doubt, As to Champollion’s descrip-
tion of their appearance on the monu-~
.ments, later inquirers are by no means
so positive. Rosellini i quite as strong
as Champollion. From their com-

by Heeren, strongly supported by Von
Bohlen (it had been anticipated by
Bruce, Appendix to vol. ii., p. 478),
is now altogether exploded. Lepsius
writes—¢ Vor der Zthiopische Dy-
nastie des Man&tho welche sich der £-
gyptischer herrschaft beméiehtigt hatte,

gab es wohl Ethiopische Reiche, aber
sie hatten, wie es scheint, keine hohere
civilisation, keine Ménumente, keine
historische  Schrift.””  K&nigsbuch,
p- 4.

. Sir Gardner Wilkinson, Notes to
Herodotus, uses language as strong.
So too Bunsen, p. 2.

plexion, eyes, hair, and other physical
signs, he would make them out to be
Scythians, a vague word in ancient
history. Rosellivi, M. C. i., p. 176.
I leave the text, however, unaitered,
being about to revert to the subject in
a supplementary passage.
k Lettre & Mons, de Blacas, p. B7.
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painted, sometimes struggling in deadly warfare with
the natives, more usually in attitudes of the lowest
degradation which the scorn and hatred of their con-
querors could invent. They lie prostrate’ under the
footstools of the kings, in the attitude described in the
book of Joshua, where the rulers actually set their feet
on the necks of the captive monarchs.! The common
people appear to have taken pride in having the figures
of these detested enemies wrought on the soles of their
sandals, that they might be thus perpetually trampled
on: even the dead carried this memorial of their hatred
into the grave; the same figures are painted on the
lower wrappers of the mummies, accompanied with
similar marks of abhorrence and contempt. It would
be difficult to find a more apt illustration of the phrase
in the book of Genesis, “every shepherd was an abomi-
nation unto the Egyptians.” Several other incidents in

. the Mosaic history seem to confirm the opinion, that

these invaders had been expelled, and that but recently,
before the period of Joseph’s administration.™

" The seven years of uhexampled plenty passed away
exactly as the interpreter of the royal dreams had fore-
told. During all this time, Joseph regularly exacted a
fifth of the produce, which was stored up in granaries
established by the. government. The seven years’ famine
soon began to press heavily, not merely on Egypt, but

«s

! Joshua x, 24. the border and outlying district of
= The whole of the passage (Gen, | Goshen; or it may be, that as
xlvi. 81, &c.) seems to show a sort of | Nomads with their flocks and herds,
caution, almost apologetic, in the lan- | they rested in the pasture grounds of
guage of Joseph : his Shepherd father | Egypt.
and his brethren, though he caanot See in Kenrick’'s Egypt on barren

. dissemble or deny their occupation, are | years caused by the failure of the

to come no farther into Egypt than | inundation, vol. i, p, 85.
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on all' the adjacent countries: among the first who
came to purchase corn appeafet the ten sons of Jacob.
It is no easy task to treat, after the Jewish historian,
the transactions which took place between Joseph and
bis family. The relation in the book of Genesis is,
perhaps, the most exquisite model of the manner in
which history, without elevating its tone, or departing
from its plain and unadorned veracity, assumes the
language and spirit of the most touching poetry. The
cold and rhetorical paraphrase of Josephus, sometimes
a writer of great vigour and simplicity, enforces the
prudence of adhering as closely as possible to the lan-
guage of the original record. The brothers are at first
received with sternness and asperity, charged with
being spies come to observe the undefended state of the
country. This accusation, though not seriously intended,
in some degree confirms the notion that the Egyptians
had recently suffered, and therefore constantly appre-
hended, foreign invasion, and foreign invasion by a nomad
people. They are thrown into prison for three days, and
released on condition of proving the truth of their story,
by bringing their younger brother Benjamin with them.
Their own danger brings up before their minds the recol-
lection of their crime. They express toone another their
deep remorse for the supposed murder of their elder bro-
ther, little thinking that Joseph, who had conversed with
them through an interpreter, (perhaps of the caste

® The procession in the cave of | of Israelites after their settlement in
Beni-hassan, long supposed to be the | Goshen.” Stanley, Introduction, p.
presentation of Joseph’s brethren to| xxxiv. The Asiatic character is so
Pharaoh, clearly cannot be.so, ¢ Pos-| common jn similar scenes on the
sibly, as the procession is of Asiatics, | Monuments, that I fear this inge-
and yet not prisoners of war, they may, | nious attempt to save the Biblical
if the date will admit, be a depntation | allusion is very dubious.

— e D T,
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‘mentioned by Herodotys,) understood every word they.

said. And Joseph turned about from them and wept.
Simeon being left as a hostage, the brothers are dis-
missed, but on their way they are surprised and alarmed
to find their money returned. The suspicious Jacob
will not at first entrust his youngest and best-beloved
child to their care; but their present supply of corn
being consumed, they have no alternative between
starvation and their return to Egypt. Jacob reluc-
tantly, and with many fond admonitions, commits the
surviving child of Rachel to their protection. On their
arrival in Egypt they are better received; the Vizier
inquires anxiously about the health of their father. J1s
your father alive, the old man of whom ye spake, is he yet
alive 2 The sight of his own uterine brother, Benjamin,
overpowers him with emotion. He said, Glod be graci-
ous unto thee, my son; and Joseph made haste, for his
bowels did yearn wupon kis brother ; and he sought
where to weep, and he entered into his chamber and wept
there, They are feasted, (and here again we find a
genuine trait of Egyptian manners;) Joseph must not
eat at the same table with these shepherd strangers.®
Benjamin is peculiarly distinguished by a larger portion
of meat? The brothers are once more dismissed, but
are now pursued and apprehendéd on a charge of secret-
ing a silver cup, which had been concealed in the sack
of Benjamin, and at length {he great minister of the .

¢ The reason assigned by Onkelos is | oréuare, Jvre pexalpy drdpds “EA-
that the Hebrews were accustomed to | Anvos xphiceras, o3’ éBeroior, dudd
eat animals held sacred among the | AéBurt, dude kpéws wabapod Bobds
Egyptians. Swarerpnpévoy ‘EAApiki poxalpp
So Herodotus, ii. 41. s&v &vexa | yevoerar.
ot avhip 'Avylmwrios, Bure yurd, P Compare Odyss, xiv, 437 ; Iliad.
kvbpa “EAAnva ¢uidfioae by ¢ | vii, 8213 viii, 172,
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king of Egypt makes himself known as the brother
- whom they had sold as a slave. Z%en Joseph could not
refrain himself before all them that stood by him; and he
cried, Cause every man to go out from me; and there stood
no man with him, while Joseph made himself known unto
his brethren. And he wept aloud, and the Egypiians and
the house of Pharaoh heard. And Joseph said unto his
brethren, Come near to me, I pray you. And they came
near. And he said, I am Joseph ; doth my father yet
live? And his brethren could not answer him, for they
were troubled at his presence. And Joseph said unto his
brethren, Come near to me, I pray you. And they came
near. And he said, I am Joseph, your brother, whom ye
sold into Egypt. Now therefore be not grieved, nor angry
with yourselves that ye sold me hither : for God did send
me before you to preserve life; and he hath made me a
Sather to Pharaok, and lord of all his house, and a ruler
throughout all the land of Egypt. He sends them, with
great store of provisions, and with an equipage of waggons
to transport their father and all their family into Egypt,
for five years of the famine had still to elapse. His last
striking admonition is, See that ye fall not out by the way.
When they arrive in Canaan, and tell their aged father,
Joseph i3 yet alive, and he is governor over all the land of
Tgypt, Jacob’s heart fdinted, for he believed them not.
Convinced at length of the surprising change of fortune,
. he says, Tt ¢s enough Joséph my son is yet alive, I will go
and sce him before I die.

Thus all the legitimate descendants of Abraham with
their families, amounting in number to seventy, migrate
inito Egypt. The high credit of Joseph insures them a
friendly reception, and the fertile district of Goshen,
the best pasture land of Egypt, is assigned by the
munificent sovereign for their residence. But if the
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deadly hostility borne by the native Egyptians to foreign
shepherds really originated in the cause which has been
indicated above, the magnanimity of Joseph in not
disclaiming his connexion with a race in such low
esteem, and his influence in obtaining them such hos-
pitable reception, must not escape our notice. Their
establishment in Goshen coincides in a remarkable
manner with this theory. The last stronghold of the
shepherd kings was the city of Abaris.? Abaris must
have been situated either within or closely bordering
upon the district of Goshen. The expulsion of the
shepherds would leave the tract unoccupied, and open
for the settlement of another pastoral people. Goshen
itself was likewise called Rameses, a word ingeniously .
explained by Jablonski, as meaning the land of shep-
herds,” and contained all the low, and sometimes marshy
meadows which lie on the Pelusiac branch of the Nile,
and extend very considerably to the south, Here, says
Maillet, the grass grows to the height of & man, and so
thick fhat an ox may browse a whole day lying on the
ground.®

Joseph pursued the system of his government with
consummate vigour and prudence. His measures, how-
ever calculated to raise the royal authority, seem to
have been highly popular with all classes of the nation.
It is difficult precisely to understand the views or the’
consequences of the total revolution in the tenure of

o

9 Abaris, according to Ewald, is the * Jablonski’s derivation is, I suspect,
same Wrd, or of the same derivation, | inadmissible,  Abaris is placed by
with that which we call Hebrew. | Champollion, Egypte sous les Pharaous,
But Ewald interprets the word He- | and by Resellini, at Heroopelis, by
brew, not as the denomination of the | others at Pelusium.
lsraclites, but of all trans-Euphratic ¢ Maillet, i. 0.
tribes—all wépay "Evgpdrov,
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property which he effected. During the first years of
the dearth, all the’ money of the country found its way
into the royal treasury; in a short time after, all the
inhabitants hastened to part with their stock; and at
length were glad to purchase subsistence at the price of
their lands : thus the whole territory, except that of the
priests, was vested in the crown. Whether the com-
mon people had any landed property before this pe-
riod; and whether that triPIe division of the lands,
one-third to the king, for the expenses of the cowrt and
government, one-third to the priests, and the other
third to the military class, existed previous to this epoch,
we have no means of ascertaining. The Mosaig history
seems to infer that the body of the people were the pos-
sessors of the soil. If, however, the state of property,
described above from Diodorus, was anterior to this pe-
riod, the financial operation of Joseph consisted in the re-
sumption® of the crown lands from the tenants, with the
reletting of the whole on one plain and uniform system,
and the acquisition of that of the military. In either
case, the terms on which the whole was relet, with the
reservation of one-fifth to the royal exchequer, seem li-
beral and advantageous to the cultivator, especially if we
compare them with the exactions to which the peasantry
in the despotic countries of the East, or the miserable
Fellahs who now cultivate the banks of the Nile, are
exposed. Another part of Joseph’s poh'cy is still more
difficult clearly to comprehend, his removing the people
into the cities. This has been supposed by some an
arbltrary measure, in order to break the ties of attach-
ment, in the former possessors, to their native farms; by
others a wise scheme, intended to civilize the rude pea-
santry. A passage in Belzoni’s Travels may throw some
light on the transaction. He describes the condition of
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,th'é poor cultivators in Upper Egypt, as wretched and

dangerous. Their single tenements or villages are
built but just above the ordinary high-water mark,
and are only protected by a few wattles.. If, the Nile
rises beyond its usual level, dwellings, cattle, and even
the inhabitants are swept away. The measure of
Joseph may have been merely intended to secure the
improvident peasantry against these common but fatal
accidents.®

Among the fertile pastures of Goshen, enjoying undis-
turbed plenty and prosperity, the sons of Jacob began to
increase with great, but by no means incredible, rapi-
dity. The prolific soil of Iigypt not merely increases
the fertility of vegetable and animal life, but that of the
human race likewise. This fact is noticed by many

"ancient writers, particularly Aristotle," who states that

women in Egypt sometimes produce three, four, or even
seven at a birth! Early marriages, polygamy, the
longer duration of life, abundance and cheapness of pro-
visions, would tend, under the divine blessing, still
further to promote the population of this flourishing dis-
trict. At the end of 17 years Jacob died, aged d47.
Before his death he bestowed his last blessing on Joseph,
and solemnly adjured him to transfer his remains to the
cemetery of the Tribe in Canaan. The history of his
life terminates with a splendid poetical prophecy, de-
scribing the character of his sons, and the possessions
they were to occupy in the partition of the promised
land. This poem was no doubt treasured up with the

t Exodus, i, 8. travellers, Maillet, i. 34 :  Les hommes
® Aristot, de Animal. vii. 4, quoted | eux mémes aussi bien que les animanx
in Stolberg, Geschichte der Religion, i. | sont plus nourris, plus rebustes, et plus
252 ; and in Rosenmiiller, Das A, u. N. | fecondes,”
Morgenland, i. 252; among modern
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most religious care among the traditions of the tribes.
One curious point proves its antiquity. The most
splendid destiny is awarded to Judah and the sons of
Joseph, byt Jacob had never forgotten the domestic
crime of Reuben,” the barbarity of Simeon and Levi
These two families are condemned to the same inferior
and degraded lot, as divided and scattered among their
brethren. Yet how different their fate! The tribe of
Levi attained the highest rank among their brethren:
scattered indeed they were, but in stations of the first
distinction ; while the feeble tribe of Simeon soon
dwindled into insignificance, and became almost extinct.
A later poet, certainly Moses himself, would not have
united these two tribes under the same destiny. The fune-
ral procession of Jacob was conducted with Egyptian mag-
nificence to the sepulchre of his fathers, to the great and
lasting astonishment of the native Canaanites. The
protecting presence of their father being withdrawn, the
brothers began again to apprehend the hostility of Jo-
seph; but his favour still watched over the growing
settlement, and he himself at length, having seen his
great grandchildren upon his knees, died at the age of
110 years. He left directions that his body should be
embalmed, and put into a coffin; to be transported, at
the assumed time, on the return of his kindred to Canaan,
to the grave of his forefathers. ,

How long a period elapsed* between the migration

Y There is a curious analogy be-
tween this disinheritance of Reuben and
that of his eldest son by Shah Akbar,
as related by Sir Thomas Roe. See
Burder in loc.

x Several curious particulars of this

. period may be gleaned from the genca-

logies in the book of Chronicles, Some
intercourse with the native country
was kept up fora time. Certain sons
of Ephraim were slain in a freebooting
expedition to drive the cattle of the
inhabitants of Gath.~Chron. vii, 21,
Another becaure ruler of tle tribe of
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into Egypt under Jacob, and the Exodus, or departure,
under Moses, has been a question debated from the
earliest ages by Jewish, no less than Christian writers.
While some assign the whole duration of 430 years to
the captivity in Egypt, others include the residence of
the patriarchs, 215 years, within this period. The vestiges
of this controversy appear in all the earlier writings.
The Hebrew and Samaritan texts, the different copies
of the Greek version of the Scriptures, differ. St.
Stephen, in the Acts, seems to have followed one
opinion ;¥ St. Paulin his Epistle to the Galatians, the
other. Josephus contradicts himself repeatedly. The
great body of English divines follow the latter hypo-
thesis; the great modern scholars of Germany generally
prefer the former. The following brief statement may
throw some light on this intricate subject. The Jews
were firmly and religiously persuaded that their genea-
logies were not merely accurate, but complete. As then
only two names -appeared between Levi and Moses,
those of Kohath and Amram, and the date of life
assigned to these two seemed irreconcileable with the
longer period of 430 years® they adopted very gene-
rally the notion that only 215 years were passed in

Moab,—Chron. vii. 22. Some became
celebrated in Egypt as potters, and
manufacturers in cotton (byssus).—
Chron. iv. 21,

7 See Exodus, xii, 40. The LXX.
interpolates kal &v yfi Xavadv, alyol
xal & wdrepes dvrdv. The Sama-
ritan agrees with this. St. Paul natu-
rally follows the LXX., ‘Compare Gen.
v, 13.

* Acts vii. 6. It is remarkable
that St. Stephen gives the round num-
ber 400. Gal. iii, 17. St. Paul of

course argued according to the re-
ceived tradition, Even if he were
better informed, conceive his pausing
in thas solemn argument to correct a
daté! The text is not quite accurate
as to the difference in these two state-
ments, The later scholars of Ger-
many are by no means 50 unanimous :
many maintain that it is an artificial
and conventional date.

See on the origin of the 40 years,
Bredow, Preface to Syncellus.
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Egypt.* They overlooked, or left to miraculous inter-
vention to account for a still greater difficulty, the pro-
digious increase in one family during one generation.
In the desert, the males of the descendants of Kohath
are reckoned at 8609. Kohath had four sons ; from each
son then, in one generation, must have sprung on the
average 2150 males. On this hypothesis the alterna-
tive remains, either that some names have been lost
from the genealogies between Kohath and Amram, or
between Amram and Moses,® a notion rather confirmed
by the fact that, in -the genealogy, of Joshua in the
book of Chronicles, he stands twelfth in descent from
Joseph, while Moses is the fourth from Levi;® or, as
there are strong grounds for suspecting, some general
error runs through the whole numbering 4 of the Israelites

in the desert,

* On account of this uncertainty,
1 have omitted the dates till the time
of the Exodus, when chronology first
seems to offer a secure footing. I
should now rather say, till the time of
the building the Temple,

b Perizonius has put this strongly:
% Sed et multos revera Homines deesse
in his Genealogiis illustrium virorum
vel ex eo liguet quod neutiquam tanta
paucitas hominum et generationum
conveniat maxima illi multiplicationi
Israelitarum in Zgypto, qua tamen
pro beneficio summo a Deo semper
promissa et prastita commemoratur.”
Origin. Zgypt., p. 414; et post,
“Certe vix dubitandum videtur quin
inter Kehathum et Mosen plures in-
tercesserunt generationes.”

Philo distinctly asserts that Moses
was the seventh in descent from Jacob,

VOL. L.

‘EBbSun yeved durds Eorw dmd Tob
wpwrob, és émnAdTys v Tod Flpmar-

Tos ’lovdalwy EBvous &pxnyérns
éyévero. De Mose, i. p. 81. Had
Philo another genealogy ?

¢ The Genealogy where it occurs,
Exodus vi. 13, seemingly forced into the
narrative, is one of the strong argu-
ments for the compilation of the book
from various and not always accordant
sources. See the latest work on the
general subject, the posthumons pub-
lication of Bleek, Einleitung in das
Alte Testament; Berlin, 1860, p.
216. 1 find more difficulty in the
Genealogy itself than in its place in
that chapter.

9 Some observations on this subject
will subsequently be offered, as also on
the chronology.

¥
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At what period in Egyptian history the migration
under Jacob took place, and which of the Pharaohs
perished in the Red Sea, may possibly come to light
from the future mvestlgatlon of the hieroglyphic monu-
ments by Mons. Champollion. One point appears
certain from the Mosaic history, that the patron of
Joseph was one of the native sovereigns of Egypt, not,
as Eusebius supposed, one of the foreign shepherd
dynasty.® The flourishing and peaceful state of the
kingdom ; the regularity of the government ; the power
of the priesthood, who were persecuted and oppressed
by the savage shepherds; the hatred of the pastoral
race and occupation ; all these circumstances strongly
indicate the orderly and uncontested authority of the
native princes.

In process of time, such is the lot of the greatest of
public benefactors, the services of the wise and popular
Vizier were forgotten. A new king arose, who knew
not Joseph, and began to look with jealous apprehension
o this race of strangers, thus occupying his most open
and accessible frontier, and able to give free passage, or
join in a dangerous confederacy with any foreign in-
vader. With inhuman policy he commenced a system
of oppression, intended at once to check their increase,
and break the dangerous spirit of revolt.? They were

e See the supplementary passage at | Hebrew traditions. <The great archi-

the end of this book,

f The change of dynasty, and acces-
sion of the shepherd kings during this
interval, is Jiable to as strong objections
as those above stated. The inroad of
this savage people, which must have
passed, in all its havoc and massacre,
over the land of Goshen, would hardly
have been forgotten or omitted in the

tectural and agricultural works bespeak
the reign of the maguificent native
princes, not that of rude barbarians.
My, Faber’s theory, which assigns
the building of the Pyramids to the
shepherds, resting on a vague passage
in Herodotus, is altogether exploded.

¢ Mr. Kenrick, Egypt, ii. p. 55,
guotes a curious passage from Aga-
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seized, and forced to labour at the public works in
building new cities, Pithom and Raamses, called treasure
cities. Josephus employs them en the Pyramids, on
the great canals, and on vast dams built for the purpose
of irrigation. But tyranny, short-sighted as inhuman,
failed in its purpose. Even under these unfavourable
circumstances, the strangers still increased. In the
damp stone-quarry, in the lime-pit and brick-field,*
toiling beneath burthens under a parching sun, they
multiplied as rapidly as among the fresh airs and under
the cool tents in Goshen. And now instead of a separate
tribe, inhabiting a remote province, whose loyalty was
only suspected, the government found a still more
numerous people, spread throughout the country, and
rendered hostile by cruel oppression. Tyranny having
thus wantonly made enemies, must resort to more bar-
barous measures to repress them. A dreadful decree is
issued ; the midwives, who, in this land of hereditary
professions, were most likely & distinet class under
responsible officers, were commanded to destroy all the
Hebrew children at their birth. They disobey or evade
the command, and the king has now no alternative, but
to take into his own hands the execution of his exter-
minating project, which, if carried into effect, would
have cut short at once the race of Abraham. Every
male child is commanded to be cast into the river, the

67

tharcides apud Photium on the severity
and cruelty with which labour was
exacted by the Egyptians; as also the
monumeépts. Compare below. Aris-
totle in his Pelitics, v. 11, recom-
mends such measures to crush the
spirit of rebellious sybjects. So Tar-
quin in Livy, i. 56, 59.

b On the use of brick in building
throughout Egypt, see Wilkinson,
Manners and Customs of the Egypt-
ians, ii. p. 96 et seq., especially his
observations on the royal or priestly
monopoly of brick-making, Compare
Rosellini, Monument., ii. 249 ; Cham-
pollion, Letters from Egypt.
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females preserved, probably to fill in time the harems of
their oppressors.

But Divine Providence had determined to raise up
that man, who was to release this oppressed people,
and after having seen and intimately known the civil
and- religious institutions of this famous country, was
deliberately to reject them, to found a polity on totally
different principles, and establish a religion the most
opposite to the mysterious polytheism of Egypt,—a
polity and a religion which were to survive the dynasties
of the Pharaohs, and the deities of their vast temples,
and to exercise an unbounded influence on the civil and
religious history of the most remote ages. Amram, if
the genealogies are complete, the second in descent
from Levi, married in his own tribe. His wife bore him |
a gon, whose birth she was so fortunate as to conceal for
three months, but at the end of this period she was
obliged to choose between the dreadful alternative of
exposing the infant on the banks of the river, or of
surrendering him to the executioners of the king’s
relentless edict. The manner in which the child in its
cradle of rushes, lined with pitch, was laid among the
flags upon the brink of the river,' forcibly recalls the
exposure of the Indian children on the banks of the
holy ‘Ganges. Could there be any similar custom among
the Egyptians, and might the mother hope, that if any
unforeseen accident should save the life of the child, it
might pass for that of an Egyptian? This, however,
was not the case. The daughter of the king, coming
down to bathe in the river, perceived the ark, and,
attracted by the beauty of the infant, took pity on it,

! There is a tradition in Eutychius, | branch that Moses was exposed, See
lib, i., that it was on the Tanaitic | Champollion, ii. p. 105,

A
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and conjecturing that it belonged to one of the perse-
cuted Hebrews determined to preserve its Jife. By a
simple and innocent stratagem, the mother was sum-
‘moned, her own child committed to her charge, and, as
it grew up, it became the adopted son of the princess,
who called it Moses, from Egyptian words signifying,
drawn from the water. The child received an excellent
education, and became trained in all the wisdom of the
Egyptiang® This last incident rests on Jewish traditions
reported by St. Stephen, but it is highly curious to con-
trast the other romantic fictions of the later writers,
probably the Alexandrian Jews, with this plain narrative.
These fables have no appearance of ancient traditions,
but all the exaggeration of Rabbinical invention, or
rather Alexandrian controversial fiction. The birth of
Moses was prophetically foreshown. The sacred scribe
announced to the king, that & child was about to be
born among the Israelites, who was to bring Tuin on the
power of Egypt, and unexampled glory on the Hebrew
nation: he was to surpass all the human race in the
greatness and duration of his fame. To cut short this
fatal life, not with the design of weakening the Jewish
people, this elder Herod issues out his edict for the first
massacre of the Innocents. Amram, the father of Moses,
is likewise favoured with a vision, foretelling the glory of
his son. Thermutis, the daughter of Pharaoh (the

k ¢« And Moses was learned in all
the wisdom of the Egyptians, and was
mighty in words apd in deeds.” Acts
vii. 21, This whole speech of St, Ste-
phen, as addressed to the people, is a
remarkable illustration of the form
which the popular tradition had as-
sumed in the time of our Saviour, It
hovers between the naked simplicity

of the original sacred book, and the
exuberance of later Rabbinical, or
rather Alexandrian legend.

Clemens Alexandrin,, Strom., i, p.
343, on the Egyptian wisdom and
accomplishments ofy Moses; Justin
Martyr, ad Orthodoxos; Origen contr.
Celsum, i, 14, &c., have mostly fol~
lowed Josephus and Phile.
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manners having become too refined to suppese that a
king’s daughter would bathe in the river), is more
elegantly described as amusing herself on the banks.!
Seeing the basket floating on the water, she orders
certain divers, ready of course at her command, to
bring it to her. Enchanted by the exquisite beauty of
the child, she sends for a nurse; but the infant patriot
indignantly refuses the milk of an Egyptian: nurse
after nurse is tried and rejécted ; nothing will satisfy
him but the breast of his own mother. When he was
three years old, he was such a prodigy of beauty, that
all when he passed by would suspend their work to gaze
upon him. The princess adopts him, shows him to her
father, and insists on his being recognised heir to the
kingdom. The king places the diadem on his head,
which the child contemptuously seizes and tramples
under his feet.™ The royal scribe in vain attempts to
awaken the apprehensions of the monarch. The youth
grows up in such universal esteem and favour, that
when the Ethiopians invade the country, he is placed
at the head of the army. The district through which

doubt a wo'rthy representative. This
latitude of invention om both sides

! Philo adds that the Egyptian
princess was an only daughter, mar-

ried and childless, and therefore most
anxious for male offspring to succeed
1o the throne. The growth or rather
the varied version of the romance is
curious, Philo, as a genvine Alexan-
drian, gives her Greek as well as
Egyptian instructors.

w The whole of this is from Jose-
phus. Its manifest object is to magnify
the Hebrew Lawgiver, as it should
seem, in the boldest contrast to the de-
grading views entertained of his person
and character by the Anti-Judaic party
in Alexandria, of which Apion was no

may perhaps show that there was no
authoritative account of the transac-
tion in the Egyptian anpals. The
account given from Artapanus in
Eusebius, Prep. Evangel,, lib, iv. e
27, 2dds further extravagances. The
ofticer slain becomes Chananoth, the
king of Memphis. Moses wages open
war against the king with the assist-
ance of the Arabians, Pharaoh de-
mands the name of the God of Moses,
Moses whispers it into his ear, he falls
speechless, Thisreads very Rabbinical,
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he chooses to march, rather than ascend the Nile, being
full of noxious reptiles, he presses a squadron of tame
ibises, lets them fly at the serpents, and thus speedily
clears his way. By this extraordinary stratagem, he
comes unexpectedly upon the enemy, defeats and pur-
sues them to their capital city, Meroe. Here the
daughter of the king falls in love with him, and the city
is surrendered on condition of his marrying the Ethio-
pian princess; a fiction obviously formed on the Cushite
or Arabian (translated, in the LXX., Ethiopian) wife of
Moses. Jealousy and hatred, the usual attendants on
greatness, endanger his life; the priests urge, and the
timid king assents to the death of the stranger, who with
difficulty makes his escape into the desert. But, as is
usual with those who embellish genuine history, the
simple dignity of the Jewish patriot is lowered, rather
than exalted. The true greatness of Moses consists in
his generous indignation at the oppressions under which
his kindred were labouring; his single-minded attach-
ment to the poor and degraded and toil-worn slaves from
whom he sprung; his deliberate rejection of all the
power, wealth, and rank which awaited him if he had
forsworn his race, and joined himself to the people who
had adopted him. An accident discovered his impatience
of the sufferings inflicted on his brethren. As he saw
them labouring under their burthens, he perceived one
of the Egyptian officers (such is the probable supposition
of a late writer) exercising some great personal cruelty
on one of the miserable slaves under his inspection.® He
rose up in defence of his countryman, slew the officer,
and Nid his body in the sand. No Egyptian had witnessed
what he had done, and on the fidelity of his brethren
he supposed that he might fairly caleulate. The next

8 Compare Eichhorn, Einleitung, iii, 124.
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day, when he took upon himself the office of reconciling
two of the-Israelites, who had accidentally quarrelled,
he found that his secret was not safe. The whole
transaction certainly gives ground for the supposition,
that an unformed notion of delivering his countrymen
from their bondage was aheady broodmg in the mind
of Moses.® His courage in avenging their wrongs, and
his anxiety to establish goodwill and unity among the
people, were the surest means he could adopt to secure
confidence, and consolidate their strength. If this were
the case, the conduct of his countrymen, ready to betray
him on every occasion in which their passions or fears
were excited, instead of encouraging, was likely to crush
for ever his ambitious hopes, and sadly convince him
that such a design, however noble, was desperate.and
impracticable. At all events he had. been guilty of a
crime, by the Dgyptlan-law of the most enormous
magnitnde; even if his favour at the court might
secure him from the worst consequences of the unpar-
donable guilt of bloodshed, the example of revolt and
insurrection precluded all hope of indulgence.

A lonely exile, Moses flies beyond the reach of
Egyptian power, to the ternts of the nomadic tribes
which lie on the borders of Palestine and Arabia. Here
for forty ¥ years the future lawgiver of the Jews follows
the humble occupation of a shepherd; allied in mar-
riage with the hospltable race who had received him, he
sees his children rising arourd. him, and seems as
totally to have forgotten his countrymen and their
oppression, as, in all probability, he was forgotten by
them ; so entirely did he seem alienated from his®own

»

o ¢“For he supposed his.brethren | they understood not.”” Acts vii, 25.
would have understood how that Goed P See on the number 40, and its
by his hand would deliver them, but | multiples, 80 and 120, hereafter.
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people, that he had neglected to initiate his children
Into the family of Abraham, by the great national
rite of circumcision. On a sudden, when eighty
years old, an age which, according to the present
proportion of life, may be fairly reckoned at sixty or
sixty-five, when the fire of ambition is usually burnt
out, and the active spirit of adventure subsided, entirely
unattended, he appears again in Egypt, and either
renews, or first boldly undertakes the extraordinary
enterprise of delivering the people of Israel from their
state of slavery, and establishing them as a regular and
independent commonwealth. To effect this, he had
first to obtain a perfect command over the minds of the
people, now scattered through the whole land of Egypt,
their courage broken by long and unintermitted slavery,
habituated to Egyptian customs, and even deeply tainted .
with Egyptian superstitions; he had to induce them to
throw off the yoke of their tyrannical masters, and follow
him in search of a remote land, only known by traditions
mauy centuries old, as the residence of their forefathers.
Secondly, he had to overawe, and induce to the sur-
render of their whole useful slave population, not merely
an ignorant and superstitious people, but the king and
the priesthood of a country where science had made
considerable progress, and where the arts of an impostor
would either be counteracted by similar arts, or instantly
detected, and exposed to shame and ridicule. -

What, then, were his natural qualifications for this
prodigious undertaking—popular eloquence? By his
own account, his organs of speech were imperfect, his
enunciation slow and impeded ;9 he was obliged to use

4 ¢« And Moses said unto the Lord, | spoken unto thy servant, and I am
O my Lord, I am not eloquent, nei- | slow of speech and of a slow tongue ™
ther heretofore nor since thou hast | Exodus iv. 10,
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the cold and ineffective method of addressing the people
through his more ready and fluent brother Aaron. Had
he acquired among the tribes, with whom he had
resided, the adventurous spirit and military skill which
might prompt or carry him through such an enterprise ?
The shepherds, among whom he lived, seem to have
been a peaceful and unenterprising people; and, far
from showing any skill as a warrior, the generalship of
the troops always devolved on the younger and more
warlike Joshua. His only distinguished acquirements
were those which he had learned among the people with
whom he was about to enter on this extraordinary con-
test ; all the wisdom he possessed was the wisdom of the
Egyptians. .

The credentials which Moses produced in order to
obtain authority over his own people, and the means of
success on which he calculated, in his bold design of
wresting these miserable Helots from their unwilling
masters, were a direct commission from the God of their
fathers, and a power of working preternatural wonders.
His nerrative was simple and imposing. The Sea of
Edom, or the Red Sea, terminates in two narrow gulfs,
the western running up to the modern Isthmus of Suez,
the eastern extending not quite so far fo the north. In
the mountainous district between these two forks of the
sea, stands a remarkable eminence with two peaks,
higher than the neighbouring ridge,—the south-eastern,
which is much the loftiest, called Sinai ; the north-west-
ern, Horeb. Into these solitudes Moses had driven his
flocks, when suddenly he beheld a bush kindling into
flame, yet remaining unconsumed. A voice was next
heard, which anpnounced the presence of the God-of
Abraham, Isaac, and--Jacob, and declared the compas~
gion of the Almighty towards the suffering race of
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Israel, their approaching delivemance, their restoration
to the rich and fruitful land of Canaan; designated
Moses as the man who was to accomplish this great un-
dertaking,” and ended by communicating that mysterious
name of the great Deity which implies, in its few preg-

nant ‘monosyllables, self-existence and eternity.

uI

am that I am.”® Moses, diffident of his own capacity to

¥ Exodus ii, 23. Philo here inserts
as to the new king of Egypt : 161 8%
wapd Tdv Bacinéa Tiis xdpas undiv
Pofnbiss Tomapdwarr & udv wyap
mpdrepos TéOvnrev, Bu dmedédpaxes
3ia pdBov emiBolAns Erepos 8¢ Tiw
Xwpay émrérpamtai, pndevos TEY
wpaypudTwy got uvnoikaxdy, Joses
phus says the same less distinctly.

* No one in the least versed in the
later criticism of the Hebrew records
can beignorant how closely connected is
the use of the variousappellations of the
Godhead with the questions of the age
and aathorship of those records. In
some passages the name El, or Elohim,
in others Jehovah, is exclusively or
almost exclusively used. Hence dif-
ferent writers have been inferred, Elo-
histic as they are called, or Jehovistic;
and this, as in many of those passages
subtle criticism pretends also to have
discovered other diversities of style,
thought, and language, is deemed to
indicate a different age. But on the

other hand the anomalies are great,.

and seemingly irreconcileable. The name
Elohim is found in Jehovistic passages,
Jehovah has forced its way into Elo-
histic, Sometimes, though rarely, the
names intermiogle, and may seem to
contest for superiority. I trustitis no
presumptuous modesty if I assert that
I am satisfied with no theory which I

have yet encountered. Without ques-
tioning some of the more manifest,
and it seems to me undeniable discre-
pancies or antagonisms of these and
other appellations of the Godhead (as
for instance in the two parallel accounts
of the creation), still, from Astruc, who
first observed the singular fact (Astrue
was a physician of French descent about
the year 1753), to Bleek, the latest of
the more profound German scholars, I
have read nothing approaching to cer-
titude, This whole question, however,
concerns the critic, perhaps the theo-
logian, more than the bistorian. I was
unwilling, nevertheless, to pass it over
altogether without notice, or to dismiss
it summarily with the contemptuous-
ness of ignorance. Bunsen, I may add,
than whom no one was more competent
to review the whole controversy, writes
thus : ¢ Auch hat bisher noch keiner
der scharfsinnigen und gelehrten Ver-
folger der hypothese von Elohist und
Jehovist, Vorelohist und der gleichen,
seinen Nachfolgern geniigt.” Bibel-
werk, ix., p. 294. i

I subjoin the following noble pas-
sage on the Mosaic conception of
God :—

“Ce qui frappe tout d’abord dans
Ies livres qui composent I’ Ancien Testa-
ment, ce sont les texmes dans lesquels
ils parlent de Dieu, c’est le caractére

U S U PSS
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conduct so great an enferprise, betrayed his reluctance.
Two separate miracles, the transformation of his rod or
shepherd’s staff into a serpent, the immediate withering
of his hand with leprosy, and its as immediate restoration ;
the promise of power to effect a third, the change of
water into blood, inspired him with courage and resolu-
tion to set forth on his appointed task. Such was his
relation before the elders of the people; for even in
their bondage this sort of government by the heads of
families seems to have been retained among the de-
scendants of Jacob. Aaron, his brother, who had gone
forth by divine command, as he declared, to meet him,
enters boldly into the design. The people are awed by
the signs, which are displayed, and yield their passive
consent. This is all that Moses requires ; for while he
promises deliverance, he does not insist on any active
co-operation on their part ; he enjoins neither courage,
discipline, enterprise, nor mutual confidence; nothing
which might render msurrectlon formidable, or ;ndlbate
an orgamzed plan of resistance. 4

The kings of Egypt probably held that sort of open

morel et personnel avec lequel ils le | tributs contraires de la nature et de

représentent, sans porter aucune at-
teinte & ses attributs métaphysiques,
c’est & dire A ceux qui entrent dans 'idée
de l'infini, Il ne s’agit plus ici, comme
dans le Brahmanisme et le Bouddhisme,
d’'un principe non-seulement infini,
mais absolument indéfinissable, d’une
substance sans forme et sans attribut,
par conséquent sans volonté et sans
conscience, qui se confond avec la na-
ture; il ne s’agit pas, comme dans la
théologie des anciens Egyptiens, d’un
couple héroique luttant sans espoir
contre un ennemi invincible ou d’une
personification mythologique des at-

Dieu ; il ne s’agit pas, comme dans le
Zéndavesta, de"deux principes inégaux,
il est vrai, mais dont le meilleur et le
plus fort ne triomphe 4 la fin qu’aprés
avoir été balancé, et ensuite effacd
durant une longue .période, par son
redditable ennemi. Il s'agit d'un
Dieu unique, cause volontaire, intelli-
gente, et toute puissante, Créateur et
Providence de tous les 8tres, dont le
pouvoir ne regoit de régles, et de
limites que de sa sagesse.” A. Frank,
Etudes Orientales, Paris, 1861; p.
108.
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court or divan, usual in Oriental monarchies, in which
any one may appear who would olaim justice or petition
for favour. Moses and Aaron stand before this throne,
and ‘solicit the temporary release of all their people,
that they may offer sacrifice to their God. The haughty
monarch not only rejects their demand, but sternly re-
bukes the presumptuous interference of these self-
constituted leaders. The labours of the slaves are
redoubled ; they are commanded not merely to finish
the same portion of work in the brick-field, but to pro-
vide themselves with straw ;¢ they are treated with still
greater inhumanity, and severely chastised because they
cannot accomplish the impracticable orders of their
taskmasters. The wretched people charge the aggrava-
tion of their miseries on Moses and Aaron, whose
influence, instead of increasing, rapidly declines, and
gives place to aversion and bitter reproaches. Yet the
deliverers neither lose their courage, nor depart from
their lofty assurance of success. The God of  their
fathers assumes that ineffable name, JEHOVAH® (the

¢t Shaw speaks of straw being used
in the bricks of some buildings in the
neighbourhood of the Pyramids. Mr
Lane confirms this,

»“And I appenred unto Abralmm
and Tsaac and Jacob by the name of

Hosea xii. 6. It is generally agreed
that Jahve, rather than Jehovah, 1s
nearer to the correct sound. Ewald
constantly so spells it. The full signi-
fication of the word appears to imply
self-existence and unchangeableness, I
AM expresses self-existence; He who

the name of Jehovah was I not known
to them.” (Exodus vi. 8.) According
to the plain and distinct words of this
text, the holy name Jehovah was as yet
unknown to the descendants of Abra-
bam, It is introduced with all the
solemnity of a new revelation. For
the: proper pronunciation of this ap-
pellation, see Gesenius in voce, with
the authors cited, and Dr. Pusey on

alone IS. T AM THAT I AM expresses
His unchangeableness, the necessary at-
tribute of the Self-existent, who, since
He IS, ever IS, all which He I8
(Pusey). “ Et san? si quis sine pracju-
dicio Mosis sententias perpendere velit,
clare inveniet, ¢jus de Deo opinionem
fuisse, quod semper extitit, existit, et
semper existet, et hfic de caus ipsum
vocat Jehova nomine, quod Hebraic®
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Self-existent and Uixchangeable), which the Jews dare
not pronounce. That welease which they cannot obtain
by the fair means of persuasion, Moses and Aaron assert
that they will extort by force from the reluctant king.
Again they appear in the royal presence, having an-
nounced, it should seem, their pretensions to miraculous
powers. And now commenced a contest, unequal it
would at first appear, between two men of an enslaved
people, and the whole skill, knowledge, or artifice of the
Egyptian_priesthood, whose sacred authority was uni-
versally acknowledged; their intimate acquaintance
with all the secrets of nature extensive ; their reputation

for magical powers firmly estabh'shed with the vulgar.

L

hxzc tua tempora existendi exprimit.’’
Spinosa, Tract. Theolog. Polit., ¢. i.;
Opera, i. p. 183.

Was then this sublime conception of
the Godhead first made to dawn on the
mind of Moses? Was it an sdvance
upon the knowledge of the earlier Pa-
triarchs? Spinosa, with his peculiar
acuteness, endeavours to show the less
perfect and exalted notions of Abraham.
But if the nanie was as yet unuttered,
the conception unknown—and it seems
to me that this distinct, and iterated,
and solemn asseveration cannot be ex-
plained away—how comes it that the
name occurs in earlier passages of the
book of Genesis? It is found 1o Gen.
il. B3 it 1s even placed in the mouth
of Abraham (Gen, xiv. 23). An in-
terminable, it appears to me as yet un-
reconciled, controversy has arisen on
this point. A brief but full summary
of this may be found in Rosenmiiller’s
note in loco, My conclusion -is that it
18 far more probable that the writer
or writers of the sacred books should

have thrown back by an anachronism
the use of an appellation, at their time
of writing in familiar use, to an earlier
period, than that an asseveration so dis-
tinet and emphatic should be without
significance, or submit to be eluded or
explained away.

How far is it possible (I throw out
the notion with the utmost diffidence,
and have neither leisure nor patience,
nor perhaps knowledge, to follow it out)
that the sanctity in which the Inefin-
ble name was held (and the third
commandment shows the antiquity of
that awful veneration) may have given
cause for some part at least of this con-
fusion? Timid or superstitious copyists,
readers of passnges of the Law (and
there can be no doubt that passages
were publicly read from early times),
may, on the one hand to give more
solemn force, on the other to avoid
being betrayed into bold profanation,
here from timidity, there from zeal,
have substituted one name for an-
other,
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The names of the principal opponents of Moses, Jannes
and Jambres, are reported by St. Paul from Jewish
traditions ; and it is curious that in Pliny and Apuleius
the names of Moses and Jannes are recorded as cele-
brated proficients in magical arts.*

The contest began in the presence of the kmg
Aaron cast down his rod, which was instantaneously
transformed into a serpent. The magicians performed
the same feat. The dexterous tricks which the Eastern
and African jugglers play with serpénts will easily
account for this without any supernatural assistance. It
might be done, either by adroitly substituting the ser-
pent for the rod ; or by causing the serpent to assume a
stiff appearance, like a rod or staff, Wh.lch being cast
down on the ground might become again pliant and
animated. But Aaron’s serpent swallowed up the rest—
a circumstance, however extraordinary, yet not likely
to work conviction upon a people familiar with such
feats, which they ascribed to magic. Still, the slaves
had now assumed courage, their demands were more
peremptory, their wonders more general and public.
The plagues of Egypt which successively afflicted the
priesthood, the king, and almost every deity honoured
in their comprehensive pantheon,—which infected every
element, and rose in terrific gradation, one above the
other, now began. Pharaoh was standing on the brink
of the sacred river, the great object of Egyptian adora-
tion, not improbably in the performance of some cere-
monial ablution, or making an offering to the native
deity of the land. The leaders of the Israelites ap-
proached, and, in the name of the Lord God of the
Hebrews, renewed their demand for freedom. It was

* Apuleii Apolog. ; Pliny, N. H., xxx. i
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rejected ; and at once the holy river, with-all the waters
of the land, were turned to blood. The fish, many of
which were objects of divine worship, perished. But
the priesthood were not yet baffled. ‘The Egyptians
having dug for fresh and pure water, in some of -these
artificial tanks or reservoirs, the magicians contrived to
effect a similar change. As their holy abhorrence of
blood would probably prevent them from discharging so
impure a fluid into the new reservoirs, they might,
without great difficulty, produce the appearance by
some secret and chemical means. The waters of the
Nile; it is well known, about their period of increase,
usually assume a red tinge, either from the colour of the
Ethiopian soil, which is washed down, or from a number
of insects of that colour.y Writers, who endeavour to
account for these miracles by natural means, suppose
that Moses took the opportunity of this periodical change
to terrify the superstitious Egyptians.® Yet, that Moses

¥ Compare on the Colour of the
Nile, Kenrick, i., p. 87.

= Jacob Bryant long ago wrote a
book to show how the history of the
plagues of Egypt is true to the natural
peculiarities, the usages, and habits of
the Egyptian people; but in his day
Egypt was comparatively unkunown.
Baron Bunsen has a very ingenious
passage in his Bibelwerk, ix. 128 et
seqq., to himself no doubt highly satis-
factory. I must warn the reader that
Bunsen gets rid of all miracle, or rather
transplants the miraculous into the
God-inspired mind of Moses. **Das
Mirakel verschwindet duxch den richtig
verstandenen Buchstaben, das Wunder
selbst, die Macht der gott-erfiillten
Geistes tritt leuchtend hervor.” The

first plague, the changing the water
into blood, teok place (Bunsen fixes
his dates without the least hesitation)
from about the 15th to the 25th of
June, 1321 B.0. The red colour of
the Nile, which succeeds to the green
and stagnanf state when the waters
are corrupt, and produce stench and
worms, and kill the fish, lasts about
90 days. The Arabs call the Nile then
the Red water. Hence the Egyptian
priests were able to work this wonder
as well as Moses. (But the difficulty
of making any wonder at all out of a
phenomenon of annual occurrence, and
familiar to Jew as well as Egyptian,
still remains.) The frogs (end of
August or beginning of September)
swarm after the ebb of the inundation.

S
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should place any reliance on, or the Egyptians feel the
least apprehension at, an ordinary occurrence, which
took place every year, seems little less incredible than
the miracle itself. Tor seven days the god of the river
was thus rebuked before the God of the stranger: in-
stead of the soft and delicious water, spoken of by
travellers as peculiarly grateful to the taste, the foetid
stream ran with that of which the Egyptians had the
greatest abhorrence. To shed, or even to behold Blood,
was repugnant to all their feelings and prejudices.
Still the king was inflexible, and from the sacred
stream was derived the second plague. The whole
land was suddenly covered with frogs. The houses,
the chambers, even the places where they prepared
their foud, swarmed with these loathsome reptiles. It is
undoubtedly possible that the corrupted waters might
quicken the birth of these creatures, the spawn of
which "abounded in all the marshy and irrigated dis-
tricts. Hence the priests would have no difficulty in
bringing them forth in considerable numbers. The
sudden cessation of this mischief at the prayer of Moses
is by far the, most extraordinary part of this transaction,
—in one day all the frogs, except those in the river,

The flies (musquitoes) appear in Octo-
ber, followed by what in our version is
translated lice, The fifth plague, the
murrain among the cattle, isnot uncom-
mon in March. Bunsen puts it back
to the begivuing of February, 1320
B.C. In February also the eruptive
disease among men, called in our version
the boils and blotches, In February,
too (at the end), was the hail-storm ;
at this time the barley was in the
ear, the flax holled, the whent and
rye were not grown up. Locusts are

VOL. 1.

| not uncommon- (according to Lepsius

and others) at the beginning of March
they were swept into the sea’by a
west wind. The west wind is not a
peripdical wind, but the south (the
Khamsin), blowing in March, is, and
produces effects like the darkness. The
plague which slew the first-born is
placed a few days before the spring
full moon, about Apuil 10. I insert
this as a cuorious adaptation of the
whole history to the course of the

Egyptinn year.
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were destroyed. So far the contest had been main-
tained without manifest advantage on either side. But
the next plague reduced the antagonists of Moses to a
more difficult predicament. With the priesthood the
most scrupulous cleanliness was inseparable from their
sanctity. These Brahmins of Egypt—so fastidiously ab-
horrent of every kind of personal impurity that they
shaved every part which might possibly harbour ver-
min,} practised ablutious four times a day, and wore no
garments but of the finest linen, because woollen might
conceal either filth or insects—heard with the greatest
horror ‘that the dirt had been changed into lice, and
that this same vermin, thus culled_ mto existence, was
spreading over the whole country. After a vain at-
tempt, notwithstanding their prejudices, to imitate their
opponent, they withdrew for the present from the
contest. But the pride of the king was not yet
broken, and the plagues followed in rapid and dread-
- ful succession, Swarms of, flies, or rather musquitoes,
m unusual numbers, covered the whole land » by the
intercession of Moses they were dispersed. Next, all
the cattle, of every description, were smitten with a
destructive murrain, all but those of the Israelites, who
were exempt from this, as from the former calamity.
This last blow might seem to strike not merely at the
wealth, but at an important part of the religion of
Egypt—their animal worship. The goat worshipped at
Mendes, the ram at Thebes, the more general deity,
the bull Apis, were perhaps involved in the universal
destruction. Still this is by no means certain, as the
plague seems to have fallen only on the animals which
were in the open pastures; it is clear that the war-

* Herodotus, il, 87.
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horses escaped. If this plague reached the deities, the
next was aimed at the sacred persons of the priesthood,
no less than at the meaner people. Moses took the
ashes of the furnace, perhaps the brick-kiln in which
the wretched slaves were labouring, cast them into the
air, and where they fell, the skin broke out in boils.
The magicians, in terror and bodily anguish, fled away.
It is impossible to read the following passage from
Plutarch without observing so remarkable a coincidence’
between the significant action of Moses and the Egyp-
tian rite, as to leave little doubt that some allusion was
intended :—“In the city of Eilithuia,” as Manetho re-
lates, calling them Typhonian (as sacrificed to Typhon),
“they burned men alive, and, winnowing their ashes,
scattered them in the air and dispersed them.” The
usnal objects of these sacrifices were people with red
hair, doubtless their old enemies the shepherds. Had
any of the Israelites suffered in’ these horrid furnaces,
it would add singular force and justice to the punish-
ment inflicted on the priests and people. It would
thus have been from the ashes of their own victims
that their skins were burning with insufferable agony,
and breaking out into loathsome disease., The next
plague, though in most tropical climates it would have,
been an ordinary occurrence, in Egypt was an event
as unusual as alarming. All ancient and modern writers
agree, that rain, though by no means unknown, falls
but seldom in that country.® It appears to be rather
less uncommon now than formerly. According to Hero-
dotus it rained once at Thebes, and the circumstance
excited general apprehension. “There, at present,”

b On raln in Egypt consult the full | Wilkinson in Rawlinson’s Herodotus,
and conclusive note of Sir Gardner | ii, p. 17.
G 2
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says Belzoni, “ two or three days of moderate rain
generally occur during the winter.” But lower down,
in the part of the valley where these events took place,
it is still an uncommon, though not an unprecedented
phenomenon. Hasselquist speaks of rain at Alexandria,
and in other parts of the Delta : Pococke saw even hail
at Faiume. Ordinarily, however, the Nile, with its

eriodical overflow and constant exhalations, supplies
the want of the cool and refreshing shower. Now,
according to the prediction of Moses, a tremendous
tempest burst over the country. Thunder and hail, and
fire mingled with the hail, “that ran upon the ground,”
rent the branches from the trees, and laid prostrate the
whole harvest. From the cultivation of flax, Egypt
possessed the great linen manufacture of the ancient
world ; on the barley the common people depended for
their usual drink, the rich soil of Egypt in general
being unfit for the vine.* Both these crops were totally
destroyed. The rye and the wheat, being later, escaped.
This tempest must, therefore, have taken place at the
beginning of March. By this time the inflexible obsti-
nacy of the king began to fail; on the deliverance of
the country from this dreadful visitation, he engaged
jo release the bondsmen. At the word of Moses the
storm ceased. Still, to deprive the whole land of so
valuable a body of slaves seemed too great a sacrifice

— P P ——

¢ Though by no means unfit for the
cultivation of the vine, as appears
from the aculptures and paintings, in
which 13 seen the whole process of

described, like Palestine, as a land of
vineyards, The Mareoticon at # later
period was a choice wine, See Hamil-
ton, Egyptiaca, p. 165, note, For the

*wine-making, from the crushing of the
grapes to its storing up iv large jars,”
and® its drinking in the banguet;
though wine was in constant use as a
luxury, yet Egypt could hardly be

paintings, Resellini, ii. 365 ; Wilkinsen,
ii. 1533 Taylor, Illustrations of the
Bible. Wilkinson's whole chapter is
as amusing as curions,




IR

Boox 11, PLAGUES OF EGYPT. 85

to the policy, and too humiliating a concession to the
pride, of the monarch. To complete the desolation of
the country, the corn lands were next laid waste by
other means of destruction. The situation of Egypt
usually secures the country from that worst enemy to
the fertility of the Asiatic provinces, the locusts. As
these insects fly in general from east to west, and cannot
remain on the wing for any length of time, the width of
the Red Sea presents a secure barrier to their invasions
Their dreadful ravage is scarcely exaggerated by the
strong images of the prophets, particularly the sublime
description in Joel. Where they alight, all vegetation
at once disappears; not a blade of grass, not a leaf
escapes them ; the soil seems as if it were burnt up by
fire; they obscure the sun as with a cloud ; they cover
sometimes a space of nine miles, and thus they march
on in their regular files till « the land which was as the
garden of Eden before them, behind them s a desolate
wilderness.” Such was the next visitation which came
to glean the few remaining signs of the accustomed abun-
dance of Egypt, spared by the tempest. A strong and
regular east wind brought the fatal cloud from the Arabian
‘'shore, or, according to the Septuagint translation, a south
wind from the regions of Abyssinia. The court now hegan
to murmur at the unbending spirit of the king; on the
intimation of this new calamity, he had determined to
come to terms. He offered to permit all the adults to
depart, but insisted on retaining the children, either as
hostages for the return of the parents, or in order to per-
“petuate a race of slaves for the future. Now he was for
an instant inclined to yield this point; but when the
west wind had driven these destroying ravagers into the
sea, he recalled all his concessions, and continued stedfast
in hjs former resolutions of resistance to the utmost. At
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length, therefore, their great divinity, the Sun, was to be
put to shame before the God of the slave and the
stranger. For three whole days, as Moses stretched his
hand towards heaven, a darkness, described with unex-
ampled force as a DARKNESS THAT MIGHT BE FELT,
overspread the land; not merely was the sun unable to
penetrate the gloom and enlighten his favoured land,
but they could distinguish nothing, and were constrained
to sit in awe-struck inactivity. The king would now
gladly consent to the departure of the whole race,
children as well as grown-up men; yet, as all the latter
plagues, the flies, the murrain, the hail, the locusts, the
darkness had spared the land of Goshen, the cattle of
that district, in the exhausted state of the country, was
invaluable ; he demands that these, should be sur-
rendered as the price of freedom. “Our cattle, also,
shall go with us, not a hoof shall be left behind,”
replies his inexorable antagonist. Thus, then, the
whole kingdom of: Egypt had been laid waste by suc-
cessive calamities; the cruelty of the oppressors had
been dreadfully avenged; all classes had suffered in
the undiscriminating desolation. Their pride had been
humbled ; their most sacred” prejudices wounded; the
Nile had been contaminated; their dwellings po]luted
by loathsome reptlles ; their cleanly persons defiled by’
vermin ; their pure air had swarmed with troublesome
insects ; their cattlé had perished by a dreadful malady;
their bodles broken out with a filthy disease; their
early harvest had been destroyed by the hail, the later
by the locusts; an awful darkness had énveloped them’
for three days but still the deliverance was to be
extorted by a calamity more dreadful than all these.

The Israelites will not depart poor and empty-handed ;

they will receive some eompensation for their years of
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hard and cruel servitude ; they levy on their awe-struck
masters contributions in gold, silver, and jewels.? Some,
especially later writers, have supposed that they exacted
these gifts by main force, and with arms in their hands.
Undoubtedly, though the Israelites appear to have
offered no resistance to the Egyptian horsemen and
chariots which pursued them in the desert, they fight
with the Amalekites, and afterwards arrive an armed
people on the borders of Canaan. Josephus accounts
for this, but not quite satisfactorily, by supposing that
they got possession of the arms of the Egyptians, washed
ashore after their destruction in the Red Sea. But the
general awe and confusion are sufficient to explain the
facility with which the Israelites collected these trea-
sures. The slaves had become objects of superstitious
terror ; to propitiate them with gifts was natural, and
their leader authorized their reception of all presents
which might thus be offered.® The night drew on, the
last night of servitude to the people of Israel, a night of
unprecedented horror to the ancient kingdom of Egypt.
The Hebrews were employed in ctlebrating that re-
markable rite, which they have observed for ages down
to the present day.! The Passover, the memorial that

4 Wisdom rendered to the righteous
a reward for their labours. Wisdom
of Solemon, x. 17.

¢ Compare the very curious account
of a1l these progigies in the Wisdom of
Selomon (ch. xvii.) The Wisdom was
no doubt written in Egypt: it is
therefore a record of the belief and of
the assertion of the belief put forward
in later days in Egypt.

% Epiphanius describes a curious
Egyptian custom in some respects
similar—déy 74 kaip@ 8re 75 Ndoxa
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God passed over them when he destroyed the first-born
of all Egypt, has been kept under this significant name,
and still is kept as the memorial of their deliverance
from Egypt by every faithful descendant of Abraham.
Each family was to sacrifice a lamb without blemish,
to anoint their door-posts and the lintels of their
houses with its blood, and to feast upon the remaiunder.
The sacrifice was over, the feast concluded, when that
dreadful event took place, which it would be presump-
tuous profanation to relate except in the words of the
Hebrew annalist: “ And ¢ came to pass, that at mid-
night the Lord smote all the first-born in the land of
Egypt, from the first-born of Pharaok that sat on the
throne, unto the first-born of the captive that was in the
dungeon, and all the first-born of the cattle. And Pharaok
rose up in the night, he and all his servants, and all the Egyp-
tians ; and there was a great cry in Egypt, for there was not
a house where there was not one dead.” The horrors of this
night may be better conceived, when we call to mind that
the Egyptians were noted for the wild and frantic wail-
ings with which they lamented their dead. Screaming
women rush about with djshevelled hair, troops of
people assemble in tumultuous commiseration around
the house where a single corpse is laid out—and now
every house and every family had its victim, Hebrew
tradition has increased the horror of the calamity,
asserting that the temples were, shaken, the idols over-
thrown, the sacred animals, chosen as the first-born,
involved in the universal destruction.® While every

.8 “Illud Hebrzi ‘autumant, quod | probably from Artapanus, who says
nocte qud egressus est populus, omnia | that many houses fell. Kal vadv
in Zgypto Templa destructa sunt | To¥s wAéigrovs. Eusch. Praop. Evangel,
sive motusterree sive ictu fulminis.” | ix, 17, p. 436. The shepherds in Ma-
Hieronym. ad Fabiolam. This is | netho are said xardoxaja: Td Yepa.
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household of Egypt was occupied in its share of the
general calamity, the people of Israel, probably drawn
together during the suspension of all labour, caused by
the former calamities, or assembled in Goshen to cele-
brate the new national festival ; already organized by a
sort of discipline among the separate tribes; with all
their flocks and herds, with sufficient provisions for an
immediate supply, and with the booty they had extorted
from their masters, stood prepared, as one man, for the
signal of departure. During the night, the permission,
or rather entreaty, that they would instantly evacuate
the country, arrived, yet no one stirred before the
morning, perhaps apprehensive lest the slaughter should
be attributed to them, or in religious fear of encounter-
ing the angel of destruction. The Egyptians became
only anxious to accelerafe their departure ; and thus the
Hebrew people set forth to seek a land of {reedom, bear-
ing with them the bones of their great ancestor, Joseph.
Their numbers, not: 1eckonmg the strangers who fol-
lowed them, most of whom probably fell off during the
march, amounted to 600,000 adult males, which, accord-
ing to the usual calculations, would give the total sum of
the people at 2,500,000, or 3,000, OOO ® From the point
of reunion, at which the several bodies had collected,
Rameses, on the borders or within the district of Goshen,
the borders of Canaan might have been reached, even
by so great a mukitude, in a few weeks. Two routes
led to Canaan; one northward, near the sea, but this
was occupied by the Philistines, a very warlike people,
with whom the Israelites were not yet sufficiently disci-
plined to contest their passaoe’ The other passed

h The question of the numbers will ! Exodus xiii, 17. ¢ Ged led them
be discussed in a future note. not through the way of the Isnd
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immediately round the head of the western branch of
the Red Sea, coming upon part of the modern track of
the caravans from Cairo to Suez. Their first march
was to Succoth, originally a place of ténts, and which
probably afterwards grew up into a village. Josephus
considers it the same with Latopolis. From Succoth
they advanced to Etham, by some supposed to be a
castle or small town at the extreme point of the Red
Sea, by J ablonski derived with great probability from
an Egyptian word signifying the termination of the sea.
Here they were on the borders of the desert; should
they once advance to any distance in that sandy and
barren region, they were safe from pursuit; the chariots
of Egypt, or even the horsemen, would scarcely follow
them far on a track only suited for the camel, and
where the want of water, the fountains being already
drained by the flying enemy, would effectually delay
the advance of a large army. On a sudden the march
of the Israelites is altered ; instead of pressing rapidly
onwards, keeping the sea on their right hand, and so
heading the gulf, they strike to the south, with the
gea on their left, and deliberately encamp at no great
distance from the shore, at a place called Pi-hahiroth,*
explained by some, the mouth or opening into the
mountains. This, however, as well as much more
learned etymology, by which the site of Migdol and Baal-
zephon, as well as Pi-hahiroth, has been fixed, must be
. considered very uncertain. The king, recovered from
* his-panie, and receiving intelligence that the Israelites

of the Philistines, although that was | Exodps xiv. 2: ¢ Spenk unto the
near, for God said, Lest peradventure | childien of Israel that they turn and
the people repent when they see war, | encamp before Pi-hahiroth, between
and they return to Egypt.” Migdol and the sea,”

k This seems to be implied in
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had no thoughts of return, determined on pursuit: in-
telligence of this false movement, or at least of this
unnecessary delay on the part of the Israelites, en-
couraged his hopes of vengeance. The great caste of
the warriors, the second in dignity, were regularly
quartered in certain cities on the different frontiers of
the kingdom, so that a considerable force could be
mustered on any emergency. With great rapidity he
drew together 600 war chariots, and -a multitude of
others, with their full equipment of officers. In the
utmost dismay the Israelites beheld the plain behind
them glittering with the hostile array; before them lay
the sea; on the right, impracticable passes. Resistance
does not seem to have entered their thoughts; they
were utterly ignorant of military discipline, perhaps
unarmed, and encumbered with their families, and their
flocks and herds. Because there were no graves in ' Egypt,
they exclaimed, in the bitterness of their despair, kast
thou taken us away to die in the wilderness? Their
leader alone preserved his calmness and self-possession,
and an unexpected incident gave temporary relief to
their apprehensions, A remarkable pillar, of cloud by
day, and fire by night, had preceded their march;® it
now suddenly shifts its position, and stations itself in
the rear so as to conceal their movements from the
enemy, showing the dark side to them, while-the brfight
one gave light to the Hebrew camp. But this could

. . S
! Xenophon in his Lacedmmonian | tract from Seetzen, Zachs Monatliche
Republic speaks of a fire-beacon which | Schrift, xx, 242; Clemens Alexand.
Preceded the array. Burder. Og the | Strom,, j. 235; all in Rosenmiiller,
same usage in the army of Alexander, | A. u. N, Morgenland, ii, 7; see also
ses . Cortius, v. 8, also iii. 3. | Ewald’s explanation, G. V. T, ii. .
Compare, too, Pitt’s Religion and | 165,
Customs of the Mohometans. Fx-
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not avail them long;: they could hear, "at still, dimi-
nishing di istance, the noise of the advancing. chariots,
and the cries of vengeance from the infuriated Egyp-
- tians. On a sudden Moses-advances towards the sea,
extends his rod, and a violent wind from the east begins
to blow. The waters recede on both “sides;’a way ap-
pears ; at nightfall, probably about .eight o’clock, the

caravan begins to defile along this awful pass. The-

wind continued in the same quarter all the night; but
immediately they had passed over, and while the Eayp-
tians, madly plunging after them, were in the middle
of the passage, the wind as suddenly fell, the waters
rushed back into their bed, the heavy chariot-wheels of
the pursuers sank into the sand, broke and overthrew

the chariots, and in this state of confusion the sea swept’

over the whole host, and overwhelmed the king and all
the flower of the Egyptlan army.

~Such is the narrative in the book of Exodus, which
writers of all ages have examined, and, according to the
bias of their minds, have acknowledged or denied the
miraculous agency, increased or diminished its extent.
At an early period, historians (particularly in Egypt)
hostile to the Jews, asserted that Moses, well acquainted
with the tides of the Red Sea, took advantage of the
ebb, and passed over his army, while the incautious
Egyptlans, attempting to follow, were surprised by the
flood, and perished. Yet, after every concession, it
seems quite evident that, without one particular wind,
the ebb tide, even in the narrowest part of the channel,
could not be kept back long enough to allow & number
of people to cross in safety. We have, then, the alter-
native of supposing, that a man of the consummate
prudence and sagacity, and the local knowledge, attri-
buted to Moses, altered, suspended, or at least did not
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hasten 'his march, and thus delibemtely involved the
-people, whom he had’ rescued at so huch’ pains and risk,
in the danger of being overtaken by the erieny, led back
as slaves, or massacred, on-the chante that an unusually -
strong wind would blow at a particular hour, for a given
time, 5o a5 to keep back the flood, then die away, and
allow the tide to return at the precise instant when the
‘Egyptians were in the middle of their passage.
Different opinions, as to the place where thée passage
was effected; have likéwise been” supported with inge-
nuity and research™ ‘The one carries the Israelites
nearly seventy miles down the western shore of the sea,
to Bedca, where it is said that an inlet, now dry, ran up
a defile in the mountains; that in this defile, the
opening of which was the Pi-hahiroth of Moses, and
which ended in this inlet of the sea, called, according to
the advocates of this hypothesis, Clusma, the Israelites
were caught as in what is commonly called a cul-de-sae.
Here, however, the sea is nearly twelve miles broad, and
the time is insufficient to allow so great a multitude to
pass over, particularly if they did not, as some Jewish
writers suppose, send their families and cattle round the
head of the gulf. The other hypothesis rests chiefly on
the authority of the Danish traveller, Niebuhr, who had
investigated the question on the spot. He supposes
that the passage was effected near the modern Suez,

= This question has been discussed,
I might almost say exhausted, in a
few pages by Mr. Stanley, with local
knowledge and far more than ordinary
powers of observation, He sums up
the whole in these emphatie words—
“In all other points [he had referred
to Josephus] the words of the narra-
tive almost imperatively require the

shallower, the narrower, and therefore
the more northern passage.” I envy
Mr, Stanley his opportunity of judging
for himself in these regions; which I
am too old to visit, I fully coneur in
his arguments, the force of which I
had anticipated, See Stauley, p. 36,
and note p. 67,

]
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/
which occupies the site of an ¢ld castlgl called by the
Arabians al Kolsum, & namefippurently derived from
the Greek Klusma. Here Nguhuhr hifhself forded the
sea, which is about two miles“agrusg; but he asserts
confidently that the channel must Tormer]y have been
much deeper, and that the gulf extended much farther
to the north, than at present. The intelligent Burck-
hardt adopts the views of Niebuhr. Here, besides that
the sea is so much narrower, the bottom is flat and
sandy ; lower down it is full of sharp coral rocks, and
sea-weed in such large quantities, that the whole gulf
is called by a name, A7 Souf, which signifies the weedy
sea. Still, wherever the passage was effected, the
Mosaic account cannnt, by any fair interpretation, be
made consistent with the exclusion of preternatural
agency. Not to urge the literal meaning of the waters
being a wall on the right hand and on the left, as if
they had stood up sheer and abrupt, and then fallen
back again,—the Israelites passed through the sea, with
deep water of both sides; and any ford between two
bodies of waler must have been passable only for a few
people at one precise point of time. All comparisons,
therefore, to marches like that of Alexander,” cited by
Josephus idly, and in his worst spirit of compromise, are
entirely inapplicable. That bold general took the
opportunity of the receding tide to conduct his army
round a bluff headland in Pamphylia, called Climax,
where, during high water, there was no beach between
the cliffs and the sea. But what would this, or any
other equally daring measures in the history of war, be

o For Alexander’s march, see Arrian, | pare Livy, xxvi, 45; Plutarch, Vit.
i. 53" Appian, B. C,, ii. 522 ; Strabo, | Lucnlli,
ziv, 2; Plutarch, Vit, Alex. "Com-
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to the generalship of Moses, who must thus have de-
coyed his enemy to pursye him to the banks of the sea,
and so nicely calculated the time, that the lowest ebb
should be exactly at ‘the. hour of his greatest danger,
while the whole of the pursuing army should be so
infatuated, and so ignorant of the tides, as to follow
them without any apprehension of the returning flood ?
In this case Moses would appear as formidable a rival
to the military fame of Alexander, as to the legislative
wisdom of Solon or Lycurgus.

This great event was not only preserved in the annals
of the Jewish people; it was likewisé, as might be
expected; the great subject- of their national poetry.
But none of their later bards surpassed, or perhaps
equalled, the hymn which Moses, their bard, as well as
their leader and lawgiver, composed on the instant of
their deliverance, and which was solemnly chanted to
the music of the timbrel. What is the Roman arch of
triumph, or the pillar crowded with sculpture, compared,
a8 a memorial, to the Hebrew song of victory, which,
having survived so many ages, is still fresh and vivid as
ever; and excites the same emotions of awe and piety,
in every human breast susceptlble of such feelings,
which it did so many ages past in those of the trium-
phant children of Israel ?

Local traditions have retained the remembrance of
the same memorable catastrophe, if not with equal
accuracy, with equal fidelity. The superstitious Arabs
still call fountains or wells by the names of Moses and
Pharaoh. The whole coast is looked on with awe.
Wherever, says Niebuhr, you ask an Arab where the
Egyptians were drowned, he points to the part of the
shore where you are standing., There is one bay, how-
ever, where in the roaring of the waters they pretend to
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hear the cries and wailings of the ghosts of Pharaoh’s
army. If these were mere modern notions, they would
be of little value; but Diodorus Siculus states as a tra-
dition derived by the Ichthyophagi (the people who live
on fish) from their remote forefathers, that once an ex-
traordinary reflux took place, the channel of the gulf
became dry, the green bottom appearing, and the whole
body of water rolling away in an opposite direction.
After the dry land in the deepest part had been seen,
an extraordinary flood tide came in, and restored the
whole channel to its former state.

The history of the Jewish Exodus, or deliverance
from Egypt, under the direction of Moses, was®undoubt-
edly'preserved in the Egyptian records, and from thence
was derived the strange and disfigured story which we
read in Diodorus, Strabo, Justin, and Tacitus. Unfor-
tunately, the ancient enmity between the Egyptian and
Hebrew people was kept alive by the civil, religious,
and literary dissensions and jealousies under the reign
of the Ptolemies in Alexandria. Josephus, in his trea-
tise against Apion, has extracted the contradictory ac-
counts of his ancestors, from three Egyptian historians,
Manetho, Chaeremon, and Lysimachus. In each of these
there is the same attempt to identify or connect the
Jews with the earlier shepherd kings, the objects of pe-
culiar detestation to the Egyptian people. So much is
their history interwoven, that some learned writers,
doubtless Josephus himself, considered the whole ac-
count of the fierce and conquering shepherds a fable,
built on the history of the Israelites. He states, though
in somewhat ambiguous terms, that in another copy of
Manetho the word Hyksos, usually translated shepherd-
kings, was also rendered shepherd captives. Yet the
Fgyptian monuments seem conclusively to prove the
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existence of this distinct and savage race of conquerors.
In other points the Egyptian accounts are equally con-
tradictory ; they confound or associate together at one
time Osarsiph (Joseph) and Moses. All- geree ir de-
scribing the Jews as a people of lepers-—a disease to
which, noththstandmd the indignation of Josephus,
they were in all likeh'hood very subject. The wise
precautions of the Lawgiver against the malady prove
its prevalence. Quarantine laws are only strictly en-
forced where there is great danger of the plague.

There are other points of Jewish history where their
ignorance or misrepresentation is unquestionable. They
ascribe to Moses, or even to the earlier shepherds, the
foundation of Jerusalem and its temple. The testimony
of the Jews, unsuspicious at least on this point, shows
“that they were not in possession of Jerusalem till the
reign of David, and that down to that period it was
nothing more-than & hill-fort inhabited by the Canaan-
ites. In short, the whole history betrays the controver-
sialist of a much later period, working on materials
s0 obscure and imperfect, as easily to be disfigured and
‘distorted by national animosity. Still these traditions
are not without their value: they confirm the plain
leading facts of the Mosaic narrative, the residence of
the Hebrews in Egypt, their departure under the guid-
ance of Moses, and the connexion of that departure with
some signal calamity, at least for a time, fatal to the
power and humiliating to the pride of Egypt.

Such was the view which the author, after much con-
sideration, thought fit to adopt, with reservation for the
light which might be thrown on the Hebrew annals'by
the study of the Egyptian monuments, then almost in
its initiatory state. That study has been now pursued
with indefatigable zeal and industry, with every advan-

VOL. L. R
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tage, with consummate erudition, with the utmost bold-
ness and sagacity, by Sir Gardner Wilkinson and Mr.
Birch in this country; by Rosellini in Italy; in Ger-
many by Baron Bunsen, by Lepsius, Brugsch, and many
others; in France, especially, after Champollion, by M.
de Ronge (I name but a few)—with what general results
to our history it is necessary to inquire. The great
question of the emormous antiquity claimed for the
civilization of Egypt lies altogether beyond eur scope.
Though I am compelled, for reasons about to appear,
to allow vaguely an ample space; it seems to me that
every hypothesis, when it enters into detail and into
positive calculations, is built on grounds utterly insecure
and baseless. On the other hand, I protest against
hazarding the veracity of that which is historically true
in the Mosaic records on what is vulgarly called the
Bible chronology, a system, or rather many.conflicting
systems (no two of the ancient copies or versions agree),
which rest on precarious and irreconcileable arguments.
I freely confess that I cannot ‘award the authority of
historical certitude, even as to a few years, to any date
earlier than the foundation of the Temple of Solomon,
though I am inclined to think that an approximate date
for the Exodus, and that much later than the ordinary
one, has been fixed with great probability.

But while the synchronism of dates between the monu-
mental history of Egypt-and the Hebrew records is, in
my opinion, altogether arbitrary and conjectural, there
is a much more important synchronism or parallelism
of facts, which I conceive approaches much more closely
to historical verity. To these concurrent facts the dubious
chronology must conform itself, instead of the chrono-
logy disposing the facts according to its convenience.
Let us proceed to this parallelism, and ascertain how
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far the broad and leading facts of the two concurrent his-
tories may harmonise without doing violence to either.’

That a great and powerful monarchy subsisted in
Egypt from very remote antiquity rests on the irrefra~
gable authority of the monumenis—the monuments,
whether taken alone, as pyramids, emblematic sculp-
tures, temples, and other works of surpassing magnitude

° On one point, the warlike character
and conquests of the early Egyptian
kings, I am at issue with Sir George
Lewis (Astronomy of the Ancients), a
writer with whom I am reluctantly at
issue, who does not scem_ to me to
have examined this question with his
usual indefatigable industry, but with
more than his usual eearching scepti-
cism. On the doubtfulness of the chro-
nology we are in perfect accordance.

If theve be a pre-historic fact which
may claim the certitude of history, it
is that some at least of the early Egypt~
ian monarchs were warlike sovereigns,
and carried war into countries more or
less remote, I cannot believe that
warlike legends like those relating to
the Rameseids or to Sesostris (all the
details may be mythic or fabulous) can
have arisen, grown, established them-
selves in the popular belief of an un-
warlike people, or can have found general
acceptance in the traditions of other
races. Even the Greeks would hardly
have invented such legends of a peace-
ful and industiious race.

But the records of the monuments,
the miles, I might almost say, of
sculptures and paintings, representing
war in all its forms, the battle, the
siege, the triumph, foreign kings bear-
ing tributes, and those tributes the pro-
dacts of foreign lands; the kings of
nations or tribes of vavious com-

plexions, forms, countenances, arms,
dresses, in attitudes of submission,
canuot be pure invention, These sculp-
tures must be historic, not symbolic;
or even if symbolic, can we conceive
an entirely peaceful people delighting
and luxuriating in such symbols?

Consider too the estnblishment, as
all older authors agree, of a warrior
caste, only inferior to that of the
priesthood,

Besides this, there is the commemo-
ration of the chariots and horsemen of
Pharaoh in the Hebrew records. Nor
does it scem in the order of things
that kings without a vast standing
army would have the despotic power of
oppressing their native sabjects into
the servitude necessary to erect such
monstrous edifices; that they should
have commanded wealth enough to keep
this expenditure up without foreign
conquest, or without a subsidiary force
of foreign captives for labourers.

Add to this that in the historic times,
the acknowledged historic times, the
Egyptian kings appear as conquerors,
Almost the earliest mention of Egypt
after the Exodus {except the Egyptian
wife of Solomon) is the conquest of
Jerusalem by Shishak. Tn all the later
period the possession of Palestine is
contested by the rival empires, the
warlike empires, of Egypt and Nineveh
or Babylou,

H 2
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and durability, or the monuments as bearing inscrip-
tions, so far decipherable as to give the names and
titles of their royal founders. For at a period almost
coeval with the oldest monuments, the Egyptians ap-
pear to have invented a form of writing by hieroglyphics,
of which the key has been but recently discovered by
Young and Champollion, but which, we think, so far
as these names and titles, may be trusted by the severest
historical inquirer.

This most ancient monarchy manifestly possessed a
very ancient religion. Religious usages, primeval, yet
still very far advanced above savage life, show the
concentration of thought and of labour, wonderful at any
time, especially wonderful in such early ages, on objects
no doubt of pride, but pride hallowed by religious
notions. These two great leading facts, the very ancient
monarchy and the very ancient religion, thus irrefra-
gably asserted by the monuments, are illustrated and
confirmed by very ancient traditions, which have been
handed down to us by Greek writers. According to them,
dynasties of kings stretched upward through centuries,
through ages, till théy culminated in Menes, the first
mortal sovereign. But Menes was the successor of
dynasties of gods. This may have been pure fable or
the tradition of a long period of°hierarchical rule,
and Menes a mythic or a real king. (His name is
gingularly accordant with the Indian Menu, the Greek
Minos, the Teutonic Mannus, and kindred appellations
of a primeval king; though tke oldest Egyptian lan-
guage seems to have had no kindred with the Aryan
family, to which the others belong.) But Menes un-
doubtedly, if he was the founder of the great city of
Memphis, a real personage, was followed by one or more
lines of kings. Of those kings the priesthood professed
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to possess the names in their archives, whether resting
on tradition or on the scutcheons and titles which they
read on the monuments. Of that there can be no doubt.
The priests of Memphis communicated some of their
secrets to the inquisitive Herodotus; those of Thebes
to the later writer, Diodorus the Sicilian. The discre-
pancy as to the names, titles, and succession of these
kings, in the two writers, may manifest great want of
exactitude in the priests, or perhaps want of clear
understanding of the communications in the quick but
not very careful Greeks. It has long been supposed
that the historians derived their information from a
different priesthood—Herodotus from those of Mem-
phis, Diodorus from those of Thebes. During the reign
of the early Ptolemies, an Egyptian priest of Sebenny-
' tus, Manetho, and Eratosthenes, a Greek of great learn-
ing, undertook to distribute all these dynasties not
. merely in the order of succession (though some accord-
ing to either system may have been synchronous), but
to establish the chronology, the length of each reign,
ag well as their history. Unfortunately we possess
only scanty fragments of these writers. The fragments
of Manetho are found in the controversial tract of
Josephus against Apion, written with the avowed design
of proving the superior antiquity of his countrymen
the Jews. It is just possible, but highly improbable,
that the original Manetho may have been read by some
of the Christian chronologers of the third century, Afri-
canus, Eusebius, who, however, writing with special aims
and on a preconceived system, thougle honest, can hardly
be held trustworthy expositors of his system. All that
we have of Eratosthenes survives in the work of a
Byzantine monk of the ninth century, the Syncellus
of Constantinople. Now, that the pricsts -themselves

20684
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should possess such minute and accurate records of
centuries, of thousands of years, is in itself an enormous
improbability. Manetho and Eratosthenes, if we had
their entire works, wrote under the Ptolemies: they
may have better comprehended the priests, from whom
they acquired their knowledge, than the strangers He-
rodotus and Diodorus; but who will guarantee the
knowledge of the priests, or their repugnance to poetic
or priestly fiction—their power of discrimination be-
tween history and fable ?? Grant that they could read
the monumental hieroglyphics, then comparatively in
perfect preservation, with the utmost fluency and accu-
racy; that they did read and interpret them with
fidelity ; that there was, as we find some vestiges, a
very considerable Egyptian literature extant: still are
we to suppose a monumental history before them of so
vast a period, unbroken, with the succession of the
kings, the dates and ‘Tength of their reigns, complete
and without chasm or discontinuance? While, then,
I venture to doubt, with respectful impartiality, every
one of the chronologigal systems of our learned writers
on Egyptian history, the Book of Kings of Lepsius, the
calculations of my pious and lamented friend Baron
Bunsen, I accept as fully worthy of trust the broad his-
torical facts, to which the undying monuments and their
inscriptions, however imperfectly interpreted, bear
testimony. The vast antiquity of the Egyptian

P This general view is fgrmed from | what appears to me the best sumndary
the study of the chief writers on | of the whole, the work of M, Brugsch,
Egyptian antiquities: of Sir Gardner [ written in French for tlte instruction
Wiikinson, in his older works and his | of the Pasha of Egypt in the anti- ~
notes in Rawlinson’s Herodotus ; Mr. | quities of his kingdom. I have not
Sharpe, Champollion, Rosellini, Lep- | thought it necessary to make citations
sius, and Bunsen; more especially, | from each separate work,
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monarchy, the immemorial age of the priesthood, even
the succession of the dynastigs, may to a certain extent
rest on sufficient record ; and there is no great improba-
bility that some of these dynasties were synchronous—
that Egypt was not always ruled by one king, but by
several contemporaneous sovereigns. Egypt had cer-
tainly, to judge from the monuments alone, many
capitals at different periods. Besides Memphis and
Thebes, the two great dominant, probably rival cities,
others—Tanis, Sais, Heliopolis—were at one time in the
ascendant, and possessed either full supremacy or local
independence. Memphis, no doubt, was the oldest
which displayed the full greatness of the Egyptian
mind ; and if Memphis was founded, if it attained any-
thing like extent, grandeur, prosperity, under Menes,
| the first recorded king, this is a great and sure step in
advance. If the site of Memphis be to a considerable
extent artificial, that is, secured either by embankments
or the diversion of the river, and of its perennial inun-
dations, which imply vast concentration and distri-
bution of labour, and much of hydraulic science, rude
it may be, but still science, then was Menes (be Menes
a proper name or an appellation) the sovereign, and
Memphis the capital, of a people far advanced in civili-
zation. At all events the builders of the Pyramids
must not only have made wonderful progress in the arts
of construction, in the conveying, raising to enormous
height, poising, arranging huge masses of stone, it should
seem on profound mechanical principles. But if, as there
is no doubt, these Pyramids were intended for places
of sepulture, the Egyptians must already, if they had
not matured, yet have initiated those religious notions
which are the groundwork of their peculiar care of the
dead. These kings must have been monarchs of enor-
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mous power and wealth—monarchs who would not be
content with less than the Pyramids for their tombs. It
must have been a religion deeply rooted in the minds
of men—a religion which could enforce the erection of
the most stupendous and far the most enduring monu-
ments which ever have been raised on earth by the hand
of man. But the Pyramids bear the hieroglyphical
names and titles, discovered long after the hieroglyphical
alphabet had been established, belonging to kings of
Manetho’s fourth dynasty (a very ancient ong indeed, if
gome of the earlier were synchronous approximating to
the earliest); and so far in this broad way we may
assuredly trust Manetho, as representing the general
tradition of Egypt. These names, too, agree in a most
‘remarkable manner with those assigned .by the tra-
ditions collected by Herodotus to the builders of the
Pyramids, though the dates of Herodotus, so far as
there are dates, by no means ascend so high.

From the rude and simple, though highly artificial
form of the Pyramid, Egyptian architecture gradually
expanded, and it must have expanded very gradually,
to the temple, to the palace, to the spacious Hall and
chamber, to the excavated rock-tomb, to the obelisk.
Sculpture, too, began on the same colossal scale—the
gigantic and mysterious Sphinx, the seated Statue, the
commemorative Relief. After the earlier dynasties ap-
pears a first succession of conquerors, who seem to have
extended the arms and the dominion of Egypt over
adjacent nations, to have raised temples and other
edifices to display their opulence, and to perpetnate
the glories of their reigns. But with the exception of
the indestructible Pyramids, and just vestiges enough
of other edifices to show that the arts had already
made great progress, and that Egypt must already have
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passed through one very long period of gradually de-
veloped civilization, the remains of this primeval period
seem to have utterly perished. A revolution then took
place, which for a time arrested and threw back this
advancing civilization. The aggressions, the wealth, the
fertility, the splendour of Egypt tempted the cupidity
of one or more of those vast nomad hordes which still
probably occupied the greater part if not the whole
of Palestine and immense regions of Asia. This in-
vasion or conquest, and long rule of the Hyksos or
Shepherd Kings, has every character of histeric truth.
So long as pastoral or nomad tribes exist, we say not
in close proximity, but even at remote distances, with
agricultural races, they will be in a state of natural, im-
placable, necessary hostility. The more precarious sub-
sistence of the pastoral tribes, especially if they have a
vast space to wander over with their flocks and herds,

expose them, ag the inevitable lot of their life, to fre-
quent famine. Starvation, setting aside ambition, rapa-
city, love of adventure, unsettled habits, will drive them
upon their neighbours who are in possession of peaceful
and inviting plenty. Their invasions will be, on a large
and warlike scale, what on a narrower was the peaceful
descent of Abraham, the meditated descent of Isaac, the
half invited, half compulsory descent of Jacob. It will
be here a nation, or many nations, impelled by the same
motives and incentives as the solitary Patriarchs, the
patriarchal family, or the patriarchal tribe. (The foolish
national vanity of Josephus, it is well known, would
identify the vast, irresistible, conquering hordes of the
Hyksos with the migration of his few peaceful ancestors.)
This seems the law of population where the world is
divided between the pastoral and agricultural races. All

will at once induce the habit of perpetual migration,and
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history bears witness to it: it is shadowed in the impla-
cable hostility of Iran and Turan in the Asiatic nations;
in the constant aggressive wars of the so called Scythians
on the Southern Babylonians, Persians, Greeks; in the
barbarian ravages of the Roman Empire, and of Chris-
tendom by pastoral conquerors, from Attila to Zengis
and Tamerlane—we might add the Tartar conquests
of China. The traditional history as transcribed by
Josephus from Manetho, and the monumental history
by some scattered direct indications, by its more signi-
ficant silence during a long period, confirm this one
fact, which seems to me unquestionable; that these
irresistible Hyksos or Nomads swept over the rich agri-
cultural and highly cultivated valley of the Nile;. that
they were hostile to the manners and to the religion of
Egypt, destroyers of the nobler but less solid edifices;
that they levelled the temples and other monuments,
excepting such as the Pyramids, and establishing them-
selves, like the Mantchou Tartars in China, as sovereigns
of the country, partially but not altogether'adopted the
usages of the land, but did not completely intermingle
with the indigenous inhabitants. They are said to
bave ruled, at least in Lower Egypt, for above five
centuries. Two dynasties in succession assumed the
throne, probably ruling over tributary sovereigns of
native descent. Of these monarchs the monuments are
gilent: one name only of one king has been deciphered
in the hieroglyphic character. .
But the native Egyptians at length threw off the
yoke. The shepherd strangers were driven, by a suc-
cession of insurgent kings, from the cities on the shores
of the Nile. The whole valley became again Egyptian.
The Hyksos, driven out and retaining their nomad
babits, built a vast fortified camp, like the Asiatic
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Tartars or Huns, on the north-eastern frontier, called
Abaris, from which, after an obstinate conflict, they
were finally and altogether expelled.

Then arose & magnificent succession of native monarchs,
who more than restored the grandeur, wealth, and
power of primeval Egypt. An interval of obscuration,
according to some a comparatively short interval, ensued;
a period of dark names alternating with glorious ones;
and then arose the great nineteenth dynasty, under
which Egypt became the conqueror and master of the
world. 'Whether or not Memphis had already lost her
ascendancy, Thebes now began to rear those colossal
edifices, the glory of her own, the wogder, even in their
decay or ruin, of all succeeding ages; the fame of whose
greatness had reached Greece, and was vaguely recorded
in the Homeric songs; on which the Romans gazed in
undisguised amazement; which oppress and bewilder
in our own day the European traveller. Of all works
of human hands these doubtless are the most imposing
—with the Pyramids, the most eternal—at least above
ground. At Nineveh or Babylon, what there is, is shape-
less, mostly masses of perishable material —mountains of
ruin. The cave temples of India are in comparison but
of yesterday. The graceful and exquisitely proportioned
temples of Greece are few, and of comparatively small
dimensions, however admirable for their beauty, their
majesty. The more ambitious and solid structures of
Rome must vail their heads before the stupendous
remains of the great quadruple city on either side of
the Nile, Karnak and Luxor and their satellites.

And these temples, palaces, and tombs are, as it
were, instinct with history. They are literally covered
with commemorative sculptures and inscriptions, record-
ing the victories, the conquests, the world-wide dominions
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of that race of kings. Wars are carried on in remote
regions, cities besieged, broad rivers bridged, fleets are on
the sea. Kings are represented as bearing tribute—Lkings
certainly from the shores of the Euphrates and Tigris,
possibly farther east, though I think .this extremely
doubtful. Asia, Africa, the islands at least of Europe,
offer their homage; the civilized regions their most
precious products of nature and art, their animals, their
fruits, their vessels, and ornaments of wrought or carved
gold and silver; the more savage tribes their wild beast
skins and furs, and their long trains of slaves. Nor
was later history silent of these great Egyptian con-
querors; they were perhaps transmuted into fable;
but the Sesostris in whom Grecian history seems to
have concentered the exploits of a line of kings, though
no doubt there was one transcendent prototype of
these Egyptian Alexanders or Ceesars, looms through
the darkness of primeval history with a reality which
cannot be gainsaid.

How, then, do the parallel annals of the Hebrew
race conform to this broad outline of Egyptian history ?
Can we ascertain where they touch? and where they
touch, do they harmonise so as to illustrate their com-
mon truth? or are they committed in manifest and
irreconcileable conflict? In the pre-Mosaic and Mosaic
Biblical records, the histories come together at three
different periods—the descent of Abraham; the vice-
royalty of Joseph, with the settlement of the family of
Jacob in Egypt; and the Exodus. In the first point of
historica} cortact, the visit of Abraham, there is nothing
whatever to determine the period, or the state of ‘the
Nile valley, except that it was plentifully supplied with
dorn, while the conterminous pastoral regions of Palestine
suffered grievous famine. Of what race or dynasty
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was the king, in what city of Lower Egypt (this alone
seems certain) he dwelt, Memphis, Heliopolis, Sais,
whethet ruling "over the whole country or a local
sovereign, there is no certain clue. Perhaps there may
be the slightest possible indications from the hospitable
reception of Abraham, the reception of a powerful emir
by a king of a like race and habits; the absence of
an interpreter, who afterwards appears in the history
of Joseph; the ready acknowledgment of the power of
the stranger’s God, which may imply a simpler Theism,
more analogous to that of Abraham : such acknowledg-
ment at later times was more sternly compelled from
the haughty religion of Egypt. We might be tempted
by these, perhaps insignificant points, to guess that the
king was of the Pastoral or Hyksos race ; for in manners,
perhaps in descent, these pastoral kings were either
of Canaanitish or kindred race, or in their invasion
swept with them many of the nomads of Canaan. But
this is all in which can be discerned the most faint ground
for rational conjecture; and it pretends to nothing
more than conjecture.

Not so with Joseph. Even the greater state of the
monarcl’s court may seem to indicate the settled rule
of one of the native hereditary kings, rather than
that of an usurper who never fully attained to Egyp-
tian civilization. The whole policy of Joseph concern-
ing tho years of plenty and of famine shows him as the
minister of a strong established government, which
comprehended the whole kingdom, Upper as well as
Lower Egypt, under its sole and unresisted sway.
That the priesthood were in full power—power, it
should seem, never attained under the shepherd kings,
who still cherished their hostility to the religion of
Egypt—appears, first from the marriage of the mi-
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nister, evidently to strengthen his authority, with the
daughter of the Priest of On, one of the great seats of
the sacerdotal dignity; still more, secondly, by the
respect paid to the vast landed estates of the priesthood,
while all the rest of the land was escheated .to the
crown. This intimates reverence, if not prudent awe,
of the hierarchical caste, quite in keeping with the
relation between the royal and priestly power as it
seems to have prevailed under the native constitution of
Egypt. The assumed suspicion of Joseph speaking as
an Egyptian, that the sons of Jacob are spies come to see
the ‘nakedness of the land, implies the deep rooted ap-
prehension of a people who had suffered and lived in
constant dread of a nomad invasion. All the names, as
Lepsius shows, Potiphar, Potipherah, Asnpath, are
Egyptian, not Semitic. It may be'doubted, too, whether
the nomad conquerors of Egypt would ever grow up to
such an aversion to kindred nomads as to refuse to eat -
with them : the Egyptians eat not bread with the Hebrews,
Sor that is an abomination unto the Egyptians.t This is
the feeling of races totally opposite in origin, in man-
ners, as in religion, belonging strictly to the ancient
native population, a population estranged too by long
inveterate hostility. Finally, the seclusion of his family
of shepherds and herdsmen in a separate district, that
of Goshen, it should seem, not merely because that
region was peculiarly fitted for the pasture of their flocks
and herds, but lest, dwelling among them, they should
be exposed to the jealousy and aversion of the native
population, because every shepherd is an abomination to
the Igyptians| appears the conclusive proof that the
Pharaoh whose minister Joseph was, sprang from the

9 Gen, xliii, 52. ¥ Gen, xlvi, 34,




Boox 11, AND THE HEBREW RECORDS. 111
native race, and ruled all Egypt as successor: of her
ancient monarchs.

There is another slight, but very curious circumstance
which seems to fall in with these general views. In all
the early monuments of Egypt, in the sculptures and
the hieroglyphics, the horse seems to be, if not abso-
lutely, almost absolutely unknown. Many other ani-
mals form a hieroglyphic character; the horse. does
not. But the invading armies of the Rameseids'fight
from their chariots at least, if not as horsemen. Is
there not then a strong probability that the horse and
the war chariot were introduced into Egypt by the
conquering shepherds of Arab descent, or of a kindred
race? It may have been among the causes of the rapid
conquest of the Hyksos, and what was, for a time, their
uncontested superiority. As the native monarchs,
during their subjection; and in their tributary and
insurrectionary state, may have acquired the use of
that noble animal, hitherto the main strength of their
wandering and maranding enemies; so now they may
have turned, as it were, their own arms against the
invaders, and at a later period found themselves
tempted and enabled to carry out their vast schemes of
foreign conquest, which, without cavalry, at least,
without war chariots, are hardly conceivable.* At the
later Exodus, the chariots and horsemen of Pharaoh
are sent in pursuit of the fugitives; and the horse
is become so far characteristic of Egypt, that one of
the provisions of the Mosaic law guards against their
Importation into the community which was to settle,
as an unenterprising and peaceful community, in the
valley of Palestine.

«

* Compare Sir G. Wilkinson’s note |  Mesopctamin gent horses as a tribute
on Herodotus, 1, 108, p. 173. to Thothmes HI. : ibid.
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Notling can be more in the order of things than that
an administration like that of. Joseph, adding greatly
to the power of the crown, but respecting the privileges,
the possessions, the authority of the priesthood, should
be followed (how immediately we presume mnot to con-
jecture) by a line of ambitious, warlike, and magnificent
sovereigns, who should make reprisals on, exact ven-
geance, establish the security of their own dominions,
by the subjugation of the conterminous Nomad races,
now perhaps resolved again into scattered and sepa-
rate tribes; and even push forward their conquests to
more remote regions, over the monarchies, as such
there doubtless were, in Asia, perbaps in Africa. The
simple phrase of the rise of @ king who knew mnot
Josepk may be but another example of the proverbial
ingratitude of kings, especially Oriental despots, to those
who have laid the foundations ‘of their greatness. But
may it not also imply the abandonment of the peaceful’
policy of Joseph? That policy seems to have been in-
tent only on the development of the internal resources of
the country and the encouragement of the agriculture,
which made Egypt in some Tespects the master, as
commanding the only certain food of the human race,
with. no rival as a corn-growing land, if there were any
rival, nearer than the plains.of Babylon. The same po-
licy would conduct great works of improvement, canals
for. irrigation, and ‘so turn to the best account their
special privilege, the annual inundation of the. Nile.
Nothing could more strongly contrast with this pacific
policy than ‘the splendid Rameseid period of war, of
foreign conquests, subsequently of the most costly and
magnificent stmctules, with the most gorgeous orna-
mentation to commemorate in imperishable records of
stone these victories.. There is every reason for sup-
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posma that Thebes, if it did not owe its foundation,
owed its unrivalled grandeur to this dynasty. The

" vizierate of Joseph, and in all probability the resi-

dence of his king, was Lower Egypt; the sale, of the
captive by the travelling merchants was likely to be
made in one of the cities bordering most closely on the
Arabian frontier ; the sons of Jacob would endeavour to
obtain their supplies of corn in one of the nearest cities.
The return to their father, and the rapid intercourse
between the camp of Jacob in the southern part of
Palestine, and the Egyptian city in which Joseph
dwelt, tend to the same conclusion. The rise of Thebes
as the capital, and the desertion or decline of Memphis
and the mnorthern cities, may have been part of the
policy of the 'king who knew mot Joseph. DBut if this
Rameseid period was subsequent to the time of Joseph,
it must bave been anterior to that of Moses. These
eonquests over foreign regions made at the head of
vast armies by Sethos I, of the great Rhamses,, rest
on historical authority absolutely irrefragable. Now
though many of these conquests may have been- in

Africa to the south and to the west, many of them, from
the nature of the tributes borne by the captives, from the
dress, armls, and accoutrements, from the animals, fruits,
and other products of their respective countries, from
their Asiatic features and figures, must have been to the
east and the north. We may adopt Bunsen’s more mo-
dest opinion that these conquests, however magmﬁed
by later legend, perhaps by Greek i nnagma tion, were
very limited, and indeed confined to the cities of Pa-
lestine and Syria, and to the Naharaim, the regions bor-
dering on the Euphrates and Tigris, and did not advance
eastward beyond these rivers, The fleets were pro-
bably on the Red Sea, the naval expeditions confined

VOL. L t
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to the coast of Arabia, or at farthest to the sghores of the
Persian Gulf® But as the marches of the invading
armies to these parts of Asia, except perhaps to Arabia,
-must have been through Palestine (the highway and
battle-field on which in later periods the conﬂlctmg
forces of the Babyloman and Egyptian empires 'met in
perpetual conflict), it is incredible that they ‘should
have left no vestige in the Hebrew annals. Imperfect
and fragmentary as are the Jewish annals which record
the conquest of Palestine by Joshua and his successors,
the successive subjugations and emancipations, of the
tribes under the Judges by aMesopotamJaqs, Canaan-
" ites, Ammonites, l\hdmmtes,.Moab}tes, Phlhsfmes, it is

absolutely impossible that if, ‘an Egyptlm;'army occu- -

Pied or even passed oyer the’ countrys 1 if -there was an
Egyptian servitude; if there ‘was any .conﬁexion what-

ever either of amlcable commerce or hostile collision, -

that there should be a total and absohite silence in those
annalsasto any conquests or names connected with Egypt.®
Nor, considering the length of time over which these
foreign conquests extended, is the conjecture in the
original text admissible, that they took place during the

+?
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¢ ¢ Every thing combines-to render | rest of the paragraph,”

Bunsen, Eng-

it probable that the extent of the cam-
paigns of the Tothmoses and Rameseides,
as of the peoples whose, names are
in fact frequently repeated, was, as
regards general history, a very narrow
one, Wherever discover an un-
doubted histotical Asiatic name, itis in
Palestine or Syria. Here we have
Candan and the Hethites, here also

Damascus; and as a general rule the ]

' extreme northern point seems to be
Mesopotamia, Naharaim, Cempare the

1lish Translation, iii. p. 165, .

¢ Would the author of the Book of
Judges, relating the sufferings and
glorious insurrections of his country-
men, have dwelt on the tyranny of &
Sisera, on the ravages of Mesopota
mians and Philistines, with not a word
on the terrible progress of a’ Segostris,
who subdued at least all the regions
to the Tigris, if such couquest had
taken place during those times?
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language, by religion, by occupatlon——mth every thing
in their lives, ease, sufficiency of subsistence, ample
space, moral habits, peace, to encourage, nothing to

check the growth of population. At length, however, '

in process of years, they had become a numerous, it
might be a dangerous people, dwelling among the
Egyptians, at least in the Egyptian territory, yet not of
thém ; belonging rather to those Nomad tribes, the im-
pla.cable foes, and now the down-trodden subjects, though
once the conquerors and lords, of the husbahdmen of
the land: If we are to take the words of the Book of
Exodus to the’ letter, which I think by no means
necessary, they vied 'with or surpassed in numbers the
ln(hgenous possessors of, the soil’ What wonder if, at
once, ‘uroéa by the want of labourers for their mighty
worls, by cautious and Jealous policy, by uneradicated
antipathy of race, the haughty kings of Egypt should
fill up the ranks of their captives, the diminishing ranks
which their wars caused, with those whom it was at
once their advantage and their prudence to depress and
keep under? And tyranny, once engaged in oppres-
sion, rarely relaxes, usually becomes more severe and
merciless. Labour, unwonted and uncongenial labour,
enforced in the wantonness of pride and power, leads to
murmurs, to suspected if not menaced rebellion ; sus-
pected rebellion to measures of still harsher cruelty : i
becomes necessary to crush those whom slavery does
not entirely subdue. Such was the state of the Israel-
ites when God raised up the deliverer Moses, and the
Exodus broke for ever the bonds of the chosen people.
It is certainly a most remarkable fact that at the

Y Exodas i, 9 “ And He smd' unto | children of Israel are more and
his people, Behold, the peeple of the | mightier than we.”
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close of this mighty dynasty there should be a period of
obscuration, a short period ; for the successors in the next
dynasty, a new Rameseid dynasty, seem to have arisen
to great wealth and. power, to have been conquerors,
though on a narrower and less splendid scale.*

But before this revival the glorious niheteenth dynasty
seems to expire in darkness and 1gnommy Not only-
have thie stately structures ceased, to arise, the expandmg
walls to be’ decorated with processions of tribute-bearing”
kings and nations; but there is a significant silence in
the existing monuments ;' tHe names and. titles of their
kings, in their characteristic cartouches, are no Ionger
lavishly inscribed on them ; but there are signs of era-
sure, of studious concealment as of something which'
they would shrink from committing to imperishable
memory. Some disaster seems to have fallen upon the-
realm, which, rather than commemorate,, the records
break off and are mute. It were idle to suppose that such
a calamity as the overthrow of Pharaoh and his host in
the Red Sea, by a body of revolted slaves, would have
any public record: if the memory of such an event
lived, it would live only in tradition, and tradition
would disguise and disfigyre it to the utmost. It would
confine itself to vague expressions of hatred to those
who had inflicted the ‘shameful b'low on its pride; of

3 There is one turious incidental
circumstance, the similarity or rather
the identity of the name of one of the
treasure-cities (lxodus i. 11) with
that of the king. Lepsius asserts that
the hieroglyphiccharacters of the king’s
name exactly coincide with the Hebrew
name of the city. The two cities,
Pithom (Tarovuos) and Raamses, he
places on the Great Canal, which he

attributes to Rhamsey Meiamun, cities
which, as emporia of the commerce
of the_ Canal, and as fortresses for
military purposes, might well be called
'the treasure-cities of a ‘wealthy and
warlike monarch,

Die Kanal-bau rief die neue Stadt
hervor, Chronologie der Kgypter, p.
850.
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the fact itself, still less of its circumstances,'if would
be - carefully forgetful. That a tribe of lepets had
broken out,™ had been suffered to escapey had been cast
forth fromits territory, was not an unlikely Egyptian
version of this great event. In the Egyptian monu-
mental “records, obscuration and confiision ‘would be
the only commemoration’ of such a national disaster
‘which we can expect to read upon their monuments;
and this occurs, as has been'said, at a time when, in
other respects, it might least be looked for, under the
successor of successors of one, or rather the greatest, of
the. conquerors: ‘and builders, The only explicit fact
recorded in the Hebrew annals is the death of that op-
‘pressor, -and consequently the accession of a new king
l;efore the Deliverance. “.And it came to pass in pro-
cess of time that the king of Egypt died, and the children
of Israel sighed by reason of their bondage, gnd they
cried, and their ery came up unto God by reason of their
bondage.”"

,*-® The leprosy among tle Hebrews
may be more than a hostile fiction,
Nothing was more likely to produce
and propagate such a malady than
the removal of shepherds from the free
fresh air of their pastures to the
wretched huts by the stone quarries,
im the brick fields and building sites
to ‘which they were confined during
their sorvitude, abova all the miser-
able and scanty diet to those ac-
customed to live on their flocks. The
rigid provisions in the law against
Jéprosy bear witness to its prevalence
the highest did not escape n,, as in the
case of Miriam,

b Exodus ii, 2.

“ Cette lacune monumentale sous
Mencpthes doit avoir sa raison, et nous

\

la reconnaissons dans les troubles poli-
tiques, surtout dans la basse Egypte,
qui finirent par la sortie des Hebrens,
et des qutres captifs Asiatiques retenues
depuis longtemps en Egypte pour con-
tinuer les ouvrages gigantesques de
Ramses II. et de ses ancétres.”

Brugsch believes that Menepthes
(the 13th son of his father—Brugsch,
p- 171) removed his chpital from
Thebes to the ancient Memphis, Here
are found the most frequent memorials
of him, but these after all are few
and, insignificant, Brugsch dates his
reign from 1341 to 1321 .0,

Lepsius acquiesces in the notion
that the king during the Exodus was
the Menepthes, the Amenophis son
of Armesses (Rameses), Meiamun, who
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This hlstoncal parallelism has brought us to the same
conclusion' at which the great German Egyptologists,
Lepsius, Bunsen; Brugsch (differing on some points, yet
with & general concurrence) have arrived, that the
Exodus took place towards the close of the nineteenth
dynasty. Lepsius gives boldly the name of the king,
the Pharaoh under whom it took place—Menepthes, the
Pthahmen, the Amenophis, of other writers. They
concur; too, in an approximate date: Buansén 1316,
Lepsms 1320, Brugsch about 1330 2.0.; This date harmo-
nizes with a happy conjecture of the Duke of Northum-
berland, given by Wilkinson,® who, however, from a
timid respect for the so-called Biblical chronology,
would place his Pthahmen at an earlier period. It is
singular, too, that this is the date in the Jewish Seder
Olam, a writing as old, or nearly as old, as the Jewish
School of Tiberias, on whose determinations the system
of chronology usually followed in our common' Bibleg

.
Yo«

T

reigned 66 years, the great conqueror
belonging to the 19th dynasty. “Es
scheiut mir unmdglich der Ansicht
derer noch linger Raum zu geben,
welche thm in der vorhergebenden
Dynastie zu finden glauben.” He refers
to a note in Bunsen, i. 227; who,
however, has modified his view,
Lepsius, Chronologie der Egypter.
This difficulty is commeon to all the
later systems; the difference is sar-
prisingly small, Wilkinson, Appendix
to Herodotus, makes the Pthahmen
(the last of the 18th dynasty) the king
of the Exodus; the Exodus about E.0,
1326 ; Bunsen, B.C. 1320 ;. Lepsius,
" 1814, ’
Bunsen supposes that- during the

. - .
40 years between the Exodus and the
invasion of Palestine by the Jews, the
second line of RameseidXings had waged
war in Canaan. Before that-invasion the
king Rhamses I1I: had devoted himself
to the arts of peace commiemorative of
his victories. Werke von Rhamses I1I.
von 1280 an. Zwei Paliste jn Medinet
Habu, westlich von Theben, mit dar-
stellung der Siege in  Kanaan,” Unter
der Gefangenen liest man die Namen
der Philistier, Hethlter, Riphiter. Eine
Seeschlacht, daneben eine Festupg am
Meer, mit der Aafschrift Moka Tirs
—Burg des Tyrus. < Bibelyerk By i Do
cCxxX, ’

¢ Wilkinson, Angient Egyptians, &
p. 8L
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unquestmnably rests.d  But this late date (I speak
always of an approximate date) is inevitable. The
Exodus must have been posterior to the great era of
Egyptian conquest and Egyptian building, or the paral-
lel histories must be commitfed in frreconcileable opposi-
tion. The Post-Mosaic Jewish history, if it be deserving
of any credit, cannot, as has been said, have omitted
all notice of the wvictories and invasions of Rhamses,
Sesobttis,” whethér one king or a succession of kings.
The-history, whick at its later period is full and distinct
in the relations between Egypt and Palestine, from
Shishak to Necho, however the Books -of Joshua and
Judges may have been more incomplete and fragmen-
tary than the Books of Kings and Chronicles, could
not, if genuine or ancient, have been gullty of such
an inexplicable omission.

The only difficulty in the adoption of this later date
of the Exodus is that it compels the compression of the
events Between' the Exodus and the Building of thé
;l'emple by Solomon "into a narrower space. In itself
the chronology of that period, as ordmanly laid down,
especially'of the age of the Judges, is, in my judgement,
for reasons Hereafter to be assigned, altogether untrust-
worthy. "There has been a perpetual controversy among
Jewish, followed by Christian writers, as has been
shown above, as to the interpretation of one or two
passages in the Old Testament (followed of course in
the New, in which the writers or speakers naturally
and negessarily followed the dominant tradition of their
time) which give the tetal number of years elapsed
between the great epochs of Jewish history—the descent

)
X

¢ Dr. Hales, it appears to me, has proved this—almost the oply satisfactory
pait of his great work.
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of Abraham into Egypt and the Exodus, the Exodus and
the building of the Temple. I confess myself to incline
to the belief that these are artificial multiples of a con-
ventional number, and that they rest not on the original
documents, but on chronological schemes invented in
later times. And I must repeat my conclusion, that
while the veracity of the historical facts strengthens
more and more with more mature consideration, my
mistrust in the accuracy of the dates increases, rather
than diminishes,

There is nothing in the monumental history of Egypt
which refuses to harmonize with the Mosaic history, or
rather there is a general correspondence, at least as
great as could be expected, considering the opposite
nature and character of both; even the syhchronisms,
in this broad view, are favoumble to the veracxty of
both. Those who on one side place them in obsti-
nate and implacable opposition one to the other, and
those who try to make out a more close and intimate
union, a confirmation of the minute particulars of
one by clear and positive testimonies from the other,
appear to me to require more than'the history of such
remote ages is likely to furnish, and not to comprehend
the degree of probability with which the modern histo-
rian of those ages must in general content himself.. 1 -
utterly despair of making out the synchrpnisms of
Egyptian and Hebrew history with the precision of those
of the parallel histories of France and England I
think it idle waste of time and of learning to attempt to
determine the absolute yearfa. c¢. of Abraham, or
Sesostris, or Moses, with the nicety with which we
establish those of Louis XIV. or George IIL
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THE DESERT.

MARCH THROUGH THE DESERT.

The March—Mount Sinai—Delivery of the Law—The Tabernacle—
The Law.

Trus free and triumpbant, the whole people of Israel
set forth upon their pilgrimage towards the promised
land—a land described, in the most glowing language,
as flowing with milk and honey.* But at present an

a At the time when this work was
written, the Peninsula of Sinai had
not been investigated with the fre-
quency, the careful observation, and
the Biblical knowledge possessed by
later travellers, My chief authorities
were Della Valle, Shaw, Pococke, Mr.
Fazakerley in Walpole’s Travels, Nie-
buhr, but more especially the enter-
prising and observant Burckhardt,
whose knowledge of Arabic was in-
valuable, From Burckhardt com-
mences a new era of Kastern, especially
of Palestinian, travel, of which Dr,
Robinson and his companion Dr. Eli
Smith, and Mr, Stanley, may be taken
as representatives. Dr. Robinson and
Mr. Stanley, throwing aside all the
vague and untrustworthy traditions,
have sought from the Biblical descrip-
tions to comprehend and give reality
to all the awful circamstances of the
eventful scene — the commanding
mountain, to the top and into the
clefts of which Moses retired, so as to
stand aloof from the people; the pluil}

below, which would afford ample
space for the assembled Israelites,
The traditions in truth’ cannot be
traced higher than the Christian mouks
of the fourth century, and ever since
have been constantly growing in ex-
travagance and particularity, [t is
certainly remarkable that as far as we
can judge from the sacred books, the
Jews seem neither from reverence nor
curiosity to have visited the scenes
which had witnessed the Delivery of
the Law, the presence of their God,
with all the marvels of their early
annals. The flight of the Prophet
Eljjah into this desert is the only
incident connected with these regions,
Pilgrimage, properly speaking, is of
comparatively recent date; it is no
part of the Jewish religion, as it is of
Mohammedanism, and as it was for
a considevable period of Christianity.
The going up to Jerusalem for the cele-
bration of the Great Festivals is quite
another thing. There are allusions
in the puetic books to the appalling
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arid and thirsty desert lay before them—Ilong levels of
sand, or uneven, stony ground broken’ by barren ridges
of rugged mountains, with here and there a green spot
where a few palm-trees overshadowed a spring of
running water. Extraordinary as it may seem, we can
almost trace their march, at least in its earlier stations;
for while the face of cultivated countries and the
manners of civilized nations are in a perpetual state of
change, the desert and its inhabitants are alike unal-
terable. The same wild clans pitch their tents in the
same valleys, where waters, which neither fail nor in-
crease, give nourishment to about the same extent of
.vegetation. After three days’ march through the
‘wilderness of Shur, the Israelites reached the well of
Marah, but here a grievous disappointment awaited
them. As they rushed to slake their burning lips in
the stream, they found it, unlike the soft and genial
waters of the Nile, so bitter that it could not be drank.
From Ajoun Mousa (the wells of Moses), near that part
of the sea where Niebuhr supposes that the passage was
made,. the observant and accurate Burckhardt travelled
in 15 hours and a quarter (a good three days’ march for a

» L

4 --o-,v TR

scenes in the Wilderpess, .but these }7 250, -See especially the just and

are historical or poetic yeminiscences,
not kindled by, or segmingly kindling,
any desire to visit thg hallowed places.
The mame of Horeb is absolutely un-
known, Sinai but vaguely and dimly
known,

The important q‘uestmn, 'Whether
the whole region called the Desdrt, or
the Wilderness, has always been as
barren and unproductive as at present,

* has been examined in later times with
great research; the résults are given
by, Mr, Stanley in a remarkable passage,

unanswerable position—* How counld
a tribe so numercus and powerful as,
on any hypothesis, the Israelites must
have been, be maintained in this in-
hospitable desert 2™ 1¢It is no answer

!0 say that thiey were sustained by

miracles; for éxcept the manna, the
quails, and the dhree interventions in
regard to water, none such are men-
tioned in the Mosaic history; and if
we have no warrant to take away, we
have no warrant to add.” Read the
whole passage, ’
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whole people like the 'Israelitesj toa well called Howara,?

“the water* of which is so bitter, that men cannot drink
it; and even camels, if not very thirsty, refuse to taste
it.” The spring was sweetened by the branch of a tree,
which Moses, by divine direction, cast into it—whether
from the natural virtue of the plant seems uncertain.
A plant with this property is indicated in the papers of
Forskal, who travelled with Niebuhr as botanist, and is
said to be known in the East Indies. Burckhbardt sug-
gests the berry. of the Gharkad,® a shrub which grows in
the neighbourhood.! ¥rom hence the caravan passed
on to Elim, which all travellers place in the valley of
Girondel or Gharondel. Here they rested under the
shade of seventy palm-trees, with twelve springs of

b Burckhardt's identification of | ¢ Since the publication of the first
Howarn with Marah is generally re- | edition, some water from, a fountain,
ceived. called that of Marah, but probably not

¢ Robinson objects that the fruit of | the Howara of Burckhardt, has been
the Gharkad would not have been ripe | brought to this country, and has been
50 enrly in the year. ¢ We made fre- , analysed by a medical friend of the
quent and diligent inquiries whether | author. His statement is subjoined :
any process is now known among the | ¢ The water has a slightly gstringent
Bedouins for thus sweetening bad | bitterish taste, Chemical examina-
water, either by the means of the | tion shows that these qualities, are
juice ‘of berries, or the'h\l‘,lg or leaves | derived from the selenite or sulphate
of any tree or plant;,but ‘we ,were | of lime, which it holds in selution,
invariably answered in the negative,” { and whith is Said to abound in the
Vol. i., p. 98. neighbourhood,  If, therefore, any

I had aiso in mind this sentence of | vegetable substance containing oxalic
Bruce—** The Arabs call Elvah a, acid (of which there are seversl -in-
shrub or tree, not .unlike our haw- | stances) were thrown jnto it, the lime
thorn in form and flower, It was of | would speedily bé precipitated, and
this wood, they say, that Moses’ rod | the boverage rendgred "agreeable and
was made, when he.sweetened the ' wholesime, The quantity of acid re-
waters of Marah,” 'Travels, iii, p. , quisite for this purpose must be incon-

487. “ Was not the water made | siderable, as & pint of water, at its -

sweet by wood, that the virtue thereof | summer temperatdre in England, is
might be Anown®"  Ecclesiasticus, | scarcely capable of dissolving twenty
xxxviti. 5. grains of the selenite.”

"
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" water bubbling up around them. Nine ot of the
twelve wells still remain, and the palm-trees have
spread out into a” beautiful grove. The natives pointed
out to Shdw a spot- called r]E[ummun Mousa, where the
household of Moses are said to have pitched their tents.®
Tn this delightful resting-place the hation reposed for a
month; and then set forth again, not in the direction
of Palestme, but towards that mysterious mountain
where thé Almighty had first made himself known to
Moses; “Their route lay at no great distance from the
gea ; several of ‘the valleys, which it crossed, led down
to the ghore at the end of one of these, probably that
called by Burckhardt the Wady Taybe, they halted on
the beach. From thence they struck into the wilder-
ness, but by this time their provisions totally failed, and
the dreadful prospect of perishing by famine, in this
barren and thlrsty desert, arose before their eyes, Of
all human miseries, both in apprehension and reahty, to
die slowly of hunger, and to see others, to whom we can
afford no assistance, die around us, is undoubtedly the
worst, The Israelites began to look back to Egypt,
where, if they suffered toil and oppression, at least they
never wanted food. All was forgotten—the miracles
wrought in their favour, the promises of divine protec-
tion, the authority of their leader., Murmurs of discon-
tent spread through the camp, till at length the whole
body broke out into open- remonstrances. But their
Almighty Protector had not abandoned them; and, in
his name, without hesitation, Moses promised an imnre-
diate and plentiful supply. In the spting of the year

¢ Some, embarrassed by the distance |  On  the trustworthiness of the
from Wady Gharondel to the next | names and descnptxous of the stations,
station, plaee Elim at Wady Useit. | generally, compare Ewald, ii. p. 10.
Robinson ; but see Stanley, p. 26.
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quails, migratory birds, pass in large flocks ovér the
Arabian peninsula ; they are yéry heavy on the wing,
and their line of flight depends much on the direction
of the wind, A cloud of these' birds ‘was * suddenly’
wafted over the camp of the Israeliteg, and fell around
them in imménse numbers.” Nor’was this all ; in the’
morning, exactly as Moses had foretold, the ground was
covered with 'manna. This is now clearly ascartained,
by Seetzen and Burckhardt, to be'a natural production ;,
it distils from the thorns of the tamarisk, in the montlr
of June. It is still collected by the Arabs hefore sun-
rise, when it is coagulated, but it dissolves as'soon as
the sun shines upon it. “Its taste is agreeable, some-
what aromatic, and as sweet as honey. It may be kept
for a year, and is only found after a wet season. It is
still called by the Bedouins ‘mann.’”® The quantity
now collected, for it is only found in a few valleys, is
very small ; the preternatural part, therefore, of the
Mosaic narrative consists in the immense 4nd continual
supply, and the circumstances under which it was
gathered, particularly its being preserved firm and

! Josephus, iii. 1.—Alva wapapfikn | sun. He has obtained the additional

kareokebaloV, Tabra 3% wapd Tov
&uyiaddy ¢xl woANobs oradlovs lordi~
Tes, rias Ofpas Tav dpriywv éwo-
ovvrre Ppéporrar yap Suror Kat’ dyéras
pelfous éx Tov meadyovs, Bus Bnpe-
borres, #Opoifov wATfos Ikavdy els
Swarpophy &avrois. Diod, Sic. i. e
60. Thig curious parallel case is de-
scribed as near Rhinocolura. Com-
pare Sonnini’s Travels, ii. p. 414,

¢ The author, by the kindness of a
traveller retyned from Egypt, has
received a small quantity of manna; it

was, however, though stil] p'\latable,
in a liquid state from the heat of the |

curions fact, that manna, if not boiled
or baked, will not keep more than &
day, but becomes putrid, and breeds
maggots, It is described as a small
round substance, and is brought in by
the Arabs in moderate quantities mixed
with sand.

Ritter, in his Evdkande, xv, p.
665, &c., has above thirty pages in
which every fact and every opinion

relating to the manna is collected with
his indefatigable industry and accuracy.
Mr. Stanley has summed up the long
controversy in a brief note,—p. 28.
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sweet only for the Sabbath-day. The regulation, that
enough, and only enough, for the consumption of the
day should be collected at a time, seems a prudent pre-
caution, enforced by the remarkable provision, that no
one found that he had collected more or less than an
omer, lest the more covetous or active should attempt
to secure an unfair *proportion, and deprive the rest of
their share.

After two other resting-places, at, Dophkah and
Alush, the Israelites arrived at the foot of that awful
mountain already sanctified+by the presence of their
Almighty Creator. But a new calamity, not less insup-
portable than famine, the want of, water; called forth
new discontents and murmurs. So great was the excite-
ment, that the life of Moges was endancered He cried
unto the Lord, saying, “ What shall I do unto this
people 2 they be almost ready to stone me.” By the
divine command, in 'the presence of the assembled
elders, and with the rod with which he before ‘struck
the Nile, Moses smote the rock, and water flowed forth ;
the place was called Massah and Meribah, from the dis-
contents of the people. Here likewise their fortitude,
as well as their faith and patience, was put to the trial.
'].‘he camp, was suddenly surrounded by one of the wild
maraudihg clans, the Am‘alekltes, or, accordmg to
Josephus; by a confederacy of all the sheiks of the
desert, determined o’ extermmate thése invaders of their
territory. Moses delegate& ithe military comndand to,
Joshua, who afterwards ccmdut:ted their armles to the
conguest of Canaan. * He hlmseh' mth his brother '
Aaron, and Hur, takes’ his statlon'on an eminence ;
there, iff, thé sightof. the whole army, he raises” his
hands in earnest sﬂpphcatlon to heaven. The Israelites,.
encouraged by theu" trust in divine protectien, fight
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manfully. Still the attack is fierce, long, and obstmate
The strength of Moses fails, and the Israelites behold
with nlalm and tlepldatlon his arms hangmg lzmgu)dly
down, and their courage, too, begins to give way." His
companions observing this, place him on g stone, and
support his hands on each side, The valour of the
people revives, and they gain a* complete victory.
This wanton and unprovoked aggression gave rise to
a perpetual hereditary feud between the tribes; the
Amalekites were devoted to eternal and implacable
hostility.

The fame of these successes reached the pastoral
chieftain whose daughter Moses had married. Jethro
joins the camp with Zipporah the wife, and Gershom
and Eliezer, the sons of Moseg. He is received with
great respect, and by his prudent.advice® the Jewish
leader proceeds to organize the body ‘of his people under
more regular and effective discipline! Hitherto the
whole burthen of the religious and civil affairs had rested
on himself: he had been the sole leader, sole judge, and

. 8ole interpreter of the Divine Will.- He withdraws
into the more remote and sacred character, leaving the
common and daily affairs to be administered by officers,
appointed in regular suboulmatlon over the subdivisions
of "the “whole people, into’ tens, fifties, hundreds; and
thousands. These arrangements completed, the Israelites
-wind along the defiles of this élevated. region, till at
length they come fo the foot of. the Ioftiest peak in the.

N
SR A N U

"
’

b « Andit came to pass, when Mose> not distinctly declared. Exodus, xvii, 11,
“held up, his hand, that Israel prevailed ;¢ * 1 It is remarkable that by the advice
and when*he let-down his hand Amalek of an Arab chief, at least a2 Nomad or
prevailed.” That'this was the httitude | Desert chief, Moses organised Arab
of prayer, is at least probable, though ! discipline™
VOL. I. - 4 K
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whole ridge, that of Sinai* Here, after the most solemn
preparations, and under the most terrific circumstances,
the great law-giver of the Jews delivered that singular
constitution to his people which presupposed their pos-
session of a rich and fertile territory in which as yet
they had not occupied an acre, but had hitherto been
wandering in an opposite direction, and not even ap-
proached its borders. The laws of a settled and civilized
community were enacted among a wandering and home-
less horde, who were traversing the wilderness, and
more likely, under their existing circumstances, to sink
below the pastoral life of, their forefathers, than advance
to the rank of an industrious agricultural community.
Yet, at this time, judging solely from its internal evi-
dence, the Law must have been enacted. Who but
Moses ever possessed such authority as to enforce sub-
mission to statutes so severe and uncompromising ? Yet
as Moses, incontestably, died before the conquest of
Canaan, his legislation must have taken place in the
desert. To what other period can the Hebrew consti-
tution be assigned? To that of the Judges ? a time of
anarchy, warfare, or servitude! To that of the Kings?
when the republic had undergone a total change! To
any time after Jerusalem became the metropolis? when
the holy city, the pride and glory of the nation, is not
even alluded to in the wholé Law! After the building
of the Temple? when it is equally silent as to any settled
or durable edifice! After the separation of the king-
doms ? when the close bond of brotherhood had given
place to implacable hostility! Under Hilkiah ? under

k I would again refer on the geo- | sumption in one unacquainted with
graphy of the whole district to the | the district to enter into details, or
twos best authorities, Dr, Robinson ] to pass judgement upon the contestcd
and Mr. Stanley. It would ke pre- | points.
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Ezra? when a great number of the statutes had become
a dead letter! The Law depended on a strict and
equitable partition of the land. At a later period it
could not have been put into practice without the
forcible resumption of every individual property by the
state ; the difficulty, or rather impossibility, of such a
measure, may be estimated by any reader who is not
entirely unacquainted with the history of the ancient
republics. In other respects, the Law breathes the air of
the desert. Enactments intended for a people with
settled habitations, and dwelling in walled cities, are
mingled with temporary regulations, only suited- to the
Bedouin encampment of a nomad tribe. I can have no
doubt that the statute book of Moses, with all his par-
ticular enactments, still exists, and that it recites thein
in the same order, if it may be called order, in which

131

they were promulgated.’.

——— —

! InLev, iv. 12-20: The sin-offering
is to be carried out beyond the camp.
Lev. xvi. 10, 21-28 ; The scape-goat
is to be sent out into the wilderness.
Lev. xiii. 46 : The leper is to dwell
without the camp. Add siv. 3-8.
I cannot understand how these pro-
visions at lenst can be considered any-
thing but contemporaneous with the
events, or how they are to be recon-
ciled with the recent theories of the
late invention or even compilation of
the Law; they would hardly have
been left if the people had long dwelt
in cities, and had held their worship in
the Temple of Jerusalem. Add to this
the special Egyptian or Anti-Egyptian
character of some of the enactments
(whether we adopt the theory of
Spencer and Warburton or not); the
manifest allusions to Egyptian arts

and usages, which certainly would not
have been introduced at a later period,
when the captivity in Egypt was bat
a remote reminiscence.

As to this want of order (which
seems to me to favour the notion of
contemporaneity), a later codifier would
have been more artificial #n his ar-
rangement. See the v¥ry commence-
ment. Exodus xx. ends with laws of
sacrifice; the next chapter goes into
the laws of servitude,

That grave doubts have been and
are entertained, it must be acknow-
ledged, on most of these points by 8
great part of the Critical School of
Germany, by some in France, by some
in England. And these are the doubts
of men distinguished by indefatigable
research, by vast knowledge of the
Hebrew language and of the cogunate

K 2
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First, however, must be related the circumstances
under which the Hebrew constitution was enacted. The

tongues, by seemingly the most sincere’

and conscientious love of truth; in
some cases, as in that of my excellent
departed friend, Baron Bunsen, of the
most profound Christian piety. It is
not, I trust, from ignorance, nor want
of respectful and candid examination,
I will not say of the whole scheol, for
it is countless, but of those admitted
to be the chief writers; I trust, too,
from no narrow-minded prejudice, nor
from superstitious reverence for ancient
opinions, nor from any religious ti-
midity, for I cannot think the vital
truths of Christianity in the least im-
perilled by these inquiries—from none
of these unworthy motives (if I know
myself) do I adhere to the views ex-
pressed in the text.

There are two entirely distinct
questions, it must be repeated, at issue
in these investigations, I. The age,
and therefore the authority of the Law,
(When was the word Torah, the Law,
first considered equivalent to the Pen-
tateuch?) II. The age and authorship
of the books of the Pentateuch, in
which the Law has come dowt to us.
I. As to great part of the Law in Ex-
odus, Leviticus, and Numbers, most
of the boldest writers, Eichhorn, De
Wette, Ewald, Bunsen, Bleek, admit
that it is of the age, if not from the
lips or the pen of Moses; that it ex-
isted in its primitive form and words,
and, with some of the poems and other
historical passages, was among the
materials worked up at a later date
{when, no two agree) by the compilers
or authors of the present Books of
Moses; that this original substratum,

as it were, of the Law is discernible
and distinguishable by critical sagacity.
But, II. On the age and authorship of
the books ascribed to Moses there is an
infinite diversity of opinion. Indeed
an adversary of such opinions might
almost stand aloof in calm patience,
and leave the conflicting theorists to
mutual slaughter. There is, however,
a strong megative consent against the
ancient and long established views as
no longer tenable, Every one of the
theories alluded to in the text brings
down the composition or compilation
of the Pentateuch, especially of Deut-
eronomy, to a later period, and has its
ingenious and learned advocates, Some
date it after, some during the exile;
some in the reigns of the later kings;
some hold it to be the book found in
the reign of Josiah in the Temple;
Ewald, especially, ascribes the book
of Deuteronomy to the reign of
Manasseh, and to a writer in Egypt.
Bunsen seems as confident that it
was written under Hezekiah as that
the Ancid was written in the days of
Augustus. Some choose the reign of
Solemon, some of David, some (Bleck,
the latest published work) under
Saul, To examine all these schemes
in detail (and the whole force of-the
argument lies in detail) is obviously
impossible in this work. Some of the
alleged repetitions and contradictions
in the Law will be noticed in the
course of the following book. But
there is one criticism which, I trust,
it may not be presumptuous to submit
to the critical school. There seems to
me a fatal fallacy in the groundwork
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Israclites had been accustomed only to the level of the
great Bgyptian valley, or to the gentle slopes which

of much of their argument. Their
minute inferences, and conclusions
drawn from slight premises, scem to
Presuppose an integrity and perfect
accuracy in the existing text, not in
itself probable, and certainly utterly
inconsistent with the general principles
of their criticism. They are in this
respect, in this alone, almost at one
with the most rigid adherent of verbal
inspiration.

I have great faith in internal evi-
dence, which rests on broad and patent
facts; on laws, for instance, which
belong to a peculiar age and state of
society, and which there can be no
couceivable reason for imagining in later
times, and during the prevalence of other
manuers, and for nscribiﬁg them to
an ancient people, That the book of the
Law delivered in the desert should con-
tain passages seemingly anticipative of
Inter stages of society may be, if the
fact is clearly proved, a serious diffi-
culty ; but the counter-improbability
must likewise be taken into account,
that a later compiler of the Law should
intreduce into it provisions, either en-
tirely obsolete from change of manners,
or which never were observed ; that
he should without any necessity as re-
gards his purpose throw himself back
tato a past and primitive period.

The argument from language ap-
pears to me to be equally insecure,
and to be used with great caution
and judgement. I mean not that even
where we possess only the sacred
books themselves, the gradual develop-
ment of the language, the introduction
of new words, of words used in new

senses, of new forms, new gramma-
tical constructions, new substitutions of
letters, may not (as shown by Gesenius
in his History of the Hebrew Language)
be a sure, almost an infallible, test
of the relative antiquity of certain
writings or parts of writings;, but
these ruoles, especially in such a case,
where we have not, as Bentley had,
the Greek of many centuries to com-
pare and to contrast, must be applied
with the finest observation, with the
most exquisite and suspicious nicety.

This criticism must always bear in
mind the uncertainty of the received
text, which on its own principles, and
on such principles I argue, it is bound
to ndmit. Now, in truth, of the conser-
vation of these earliest Hebrew writings
during centuries, their custody, their
mode of preéservation, their transmis-
sion, their perpetutation by successive
transeribers, we really know nothing,
The single fact, the discovery of the
Book of the Law during the reign of
Josiah, instead of throwing a clear light
on the subject, involves us in greater
perplexity. What was that Book of
the Law ?—the whole Pentatcuch ?—
the Law in a more limited sense ?—or
as some have supposed the bock of
Deuteronomy ?

It is assumed that because the Jews
at a later period, after the Exile,
acquired slowly, but it should seem
did acquire, a profound reverence for
their sacred books, which degenerated
into superstition—superstition which
gave a fnysterious sanctity to every
line, word, point—that this was their
feeling during all their early history.
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skirted the pastures of Gosheng they had been tra-
velling over the flat sands or moderate inequalities of

It is assumed, that as their whole
polity rested on their religion, in short
because they were the people of God,
they must have taken the most rigid
measures for the conservation of that
whith they held to be the Word of God.
I fear that our history must show
that there were long periods, even
centuries, when it will be difficult to
find in the people, from the highest
to the Jowest, front the priesthood and
the Levites, that sacred veneration for
the Law and for the religion of their God
such as no doubt in later days led to
the jealous conservation of the sacred
books. It is remarkable how rare, if
at all, are allusions to them, either in
the History or the Prophets. But,
passing over this, what.was the col-
lection, redintegration, if we may
use the word, the canonization of the
sacred books in the time of Ezra?
Was what we may presume to call
the archaisth of the separate books
rigidly preserved? Were no modifi-
cations of language - uncensciously or
inadvertently permitted to creep in?
Was the precise phraseology, spelling,
grammar, as well as the sacred sense
and hallowed meaning, wmaintained
with the rigid scrupulousness of an
antiquarian? I write this with no
disrespect for the marvellous science
of language, which has been, 1 may
say, born, and has risen to such ripe
maturity in our days; but I would
suggest that the considerations stated
above must not be lost sight of. I
must confess that so many objec-
tions thathave been raised,and on which

great stress has been laid, against the
historical value of.-the Hebrew writ-
ings, vanish away, in my point of
view, as palpable interpolations, glosses
which have crept into the text, errors
in numbers : even in linguistic diffi-
culties so much may have grown out of
gradual and insensible modernizations,
if I may use the word, the accommo-

dation to the prevailing vernacular

usage of the people, that the argu-
ment from language, however unim-
peachable to a great estent, especially
by humble scholars like myself, is not
a guide quite so sure and infallible as
it is sometimes assumed to be.

And what if there be ground for the
reconstruction or redintegration of all
the sacred books by Ezra, as seems to
have been the belief of many, if not
most of the early fathers?* They
assert that Ezra was specially inspired
for this function ; but setting aside the
question of his Divine inspiration, if the

sacred books really were recomposed

(this is hardly too strong a word) by
Ezra, or in the time of Ezra, supposing
the most scrupulous fidelity as to the

* The expression of Irenmus is very
strong. &g (Qebs) ye xai év 17f érk NaBov-
xeSovéaop alxmarwoiyq Tob Aaod Siadba-
seco v 1aw ypapav. . . Envevoer "Eodpg

73> iepes . . . . ToYs TGOV WpoyeyovdTwy WP~

$nrov wdvras avardfoofar Adyoos, nai
amoxaTaoTHoat ¢ Aag TRy S
Muwoéws vopolegiav. Contra Hares., iif.
25, See also Jerome ad Helvidium, who
boldly says, “Sive Mosem dicere volueris
auctorem Pentateuchi, sive Ezram ejusdem
instauratorem operis non recuso.” See also
Augustin de Mir. Scrip,, il. 23.




Book I11.

DELIVERY OF THE LAWS.

135

the desert ; the entrance into a wild and rugged 'moun-
tainous region, the peaks of which were lost in the

legal and religious provisions, what ex-
tensive modifications may have been
made as to the smaller historic facts,
(some for the sake of perspicuity, some
to harmonize discrepancies), above all
in the language, which would in many
Places inevitably and insensibly take a
varying cast |

There may no doubt be niceties
both of style and langunge to be de-
tected by fine critical sagacity, by ex-
quisite judgement, by long and patient
study ; and arguments of this kind are
of irresistible force. But on the other
hand copyists in successive ages would
have a tendency to medernise, to
accommodate words, inflections, gram-
matical constructions to the prevalent
vernacular, This takes place since
printing has been in use, even in
sacred books, our liturgies, hymns,
even Bibles. Thus a gradual approxi-
mation to later forms of language, to
Avamaism, when Hebrew began to
Aramaise, might gradually creep in.
I cannot think that sufficient attention
has been paid to these considerations,

And on the whole, too, I cannot
but observe that the question as to the
period to which the books of the Law,
even Deuteronomy, are to be assigned,
is materially changed by the clearer
views which have opened upon us of
the Egyptian civilization before the
Exodus. Al the notions of Moses as
the inventor—the inspired inventor of
written characters, almost of law itself,
which religious men have cherished,
thinking that they were doing honour
to religion, must be cast aside. Itis

beyond doubt that the Hebrew people
came forth from a pation in many
respects in a very advanced state.
The later Jewish tradition, preserved
by the Apostles, of Moses bheing versed
in the wisdom of the Egyptiaus, and
that wisdom of a very high character,
whether civil or intellectual, whether
of mental acquirements or skill in
arts and inventions, is far more con-
sentaneous not only with our enlarged
Egyptian knowledge, but with the
Mosaic records. Though no doubt,
immediately before the Exodus, the
Hebrews were reduced to a base helotry,
and employed on the lowest industrial
occupations, th® must in their long
peaceful state, though still pastoral
rather than agricultural, have .ud-
vanced, if not with equal steps, at
no very remote distance, from their
Egyptian masters. That before the
Exodus the Egyptians had written
characters, besides hieroglyphics, seems
beyond doubt, whether we admit the
acconnt of the campaigns of Sesostris,
said to be contemporaneous, or even
the Egyptian novel translated by M.
Rongd. I have a strong opinion that
at the time of the Exodus the Israelites,
at least their leaders, were in a higher
state of civilization in many respects
than at any period of their history
before the Captivity, excepting perhaps
during the later reign of David and
that of Solonon, The division and
hostility ,of the two kingdoms was a
period in general rather of decline than
“of advancement. The nations with
whom they came in contact or who fell
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clouds, must in itself have excited awful and appalling
emotions. How much more so, when "these high and
frowning precipices had been haunted by the presence
of their God! Their leader departs alone to the unseen,
and - apparently inaccessible, summit of the mountain.
He returns bearing a message from God, Wwhich, while
it asserts his universal dominion over the earth, pro-

off from their great empire under Solo-
mon, except the Pheenicians, were less
civilized in manners and arts, as well as
in religion, than the Israelites had been
at their culminating period of power and
glory. All this seems to me to bear
strongly on the period of the Mosaic
legislation, and of its formation into a
written code. Further, is it credible
that such an event as the reproduction
of the Law in a form®if not authorita-
tive, at least geuerally adopted, espe-
cially if done with the royal or priestly
sanction, should altogether escape the
writer of the Book of Kings, or the
later compiler of the Chronicles ? Bun-
sen himself supposes that the compila-
tion was made under the control of
the King and the High Priest. (See
Bibelwerk, is. p. 261.) Yet of the
events, particularly of the reforms
during the reign of Hezekiah, we read
more fully than of those of any other
king.. If the discovery of the Book of
the Law in the Temple under Josiah
was so great an event, and is so
distinctly chronicled, why this total
silence about the reconstitution of the
whole Law? Ewald’s assignment of
Deuteronomy to the reign of Manasseh,
on which reign we are almoat in the
dark, seems to me more utterly wild
and .arbitrary, and its Egyptian origin
wilder still.

The latest, no timid writer, Bleek,
Einleitung, p, 348 (Berlin, 1860), thus
sums up for the antiguity of the Mo-
saic law :—

¢« Die Gesetzgebung des Pentateuchs
ist in Wesentlichen echt Mosaisch,
Viele Gesetze liegen uns in demselben
noch ganz in der Gestalt vor, werin
sie von Moses trlassen, und ohne Zwei-
fel auch sgehon niedergeschrieben sind,
da sie in einem spiterem Zeitalter in
dieser Form nicht wohl hitten conci-
pirt werden konnen, Was aber andere
Gesetge betrifft, von denen sich nach-
weisen, oder wahrscheinlich machen
Iasst, dass ihre Abfassung einem spii-
teren Zeitalter angehdrt, so bieten
diese zwar theilweise in einzelnen
Punkten Abweichungen von den Echt
Mosaischer dar, aber 80 dass sie doch
in ‘ansehung des Geistes und wesent-
lichen Characters durchaus mit ihnen
harmoniren. Sie gehen fast alle nur
darauf aus, die Mosaische Gesetzge-
bung fiir die in spiterer Zeit veran-
derte Verhiiltnisse mehr angemessen
zu machen, 8o dass sie auch damals
eine onmittelbare Anwendung finden
konnten, was bei manchen von Moses
selbst ausgegangenen Gesetzen, nicht
ohne weiteres der Fall war, da sie sich
nur auf den nomadischer Zustand dex
Isracliten withrend des Zuges durch
die Wiiste beziehen.” '
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claims his selection ¢f the Israelites from all the nations,
as his peculiar people; they were to be to the rest of
mankind what the great caste of the Egyptian priest-
-hood was to the other classes of that community. The
most solemn purifications are enjoined ; a line is drawn
and fenced at the foot of the mountain, which, on pain
of death, they are not to transgress. It is announced,
that on the third day the presence of the Almighty will
display itself. On the third day the whole people
assemble in trembling expectation the summit of the
mountain appears clothed in the thickest darkness;
tremendous thunders and lightnings, phenomena new to
the shepherds.of Goshen, whose pastures had escaped
the preternatural tempest in Egypt, burst forth, and the
terrors are heightened by a wild sound, like that of a
trumpet, mingling with, and prolonging, the terrific din
of the tempest. The mountain seems to have ‘shown
every appearance of a volcanic eruption: blazing fires,
huge columns of smoke, convulsions of the earth. Yet
so far, I believe, as scientific observation has gone, it
is decided, from the geological formation of the moun-
tain, that it has never been subject to the agency of
internal fire. The dauntless leader takes his stand in
the midst of this confusion of the elements; the trumpet
peals still louder, and is answered by a voice distinct
and audible, but from whence it proceeded no man
knew. It summons Moses to the top of the mountain ;
he returns, and still more earnestly enjoins the people
not to break through the prescribed limits. Immediately
on his descent, the mysterious voice utters those ten
precepts usually called the Decalogue, a summary, or
rather the first principles of the whole Law. The pre-
cautions of Moses to restrain the curiosity or presumption
of the people were scarcely necessary. Their fears are
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too highly excited ; instead of approaching the sacred
summit of the mountain, they retire in terror from the
place where they were assembled, and entreat that from
henceforth they may receive the will of God, not
directly, but through Moses, their acknowledged repre-
sentative. Moses again enters into the darkness, and
returns with another portion of the Law. The assent of
the people to these leading principles of their cousti-
tution is then demanded ; religious ritesare performed ;
twelve altars raised,.one for each tribe; sacrifice is
offered, the Law read, and the covenant between God,
the law-giver, and the whole people, solemnly ratified
by sprinkling them with the blood of the sacrifice.
Moses again ascends the mountain, accompanied this
time by Aaron, Nadab; and Abihu, who were selected
for the priestly office, and by seventy elders of Israel.
All these remained at a respectful distance; yet, it is
said, they saw the God of-Israels. it should seem, the
symbolic fire which indicated his' presence, beneath
which was what appeared like a pavement of lapis-lazuli,
or sapphire, or the deep blue of the clearest and most
cloudless heaven. Delegating the charge of the people
to the elders, to Aaron and to Hur, Moses once more
ascended into the cloud, which was now at times illumi-
nated with the glory of the'Lord, like a devouring fire.
For forty days he remained on thé mountain, neither
appearing nor holding any communication with the
people. Day after day they expected his return: the
gloom and silence of the mountain remained unbroken.
Had he penshed? Had ‘he abandoned the people?
Aaron himself is in the same total ignorance as to the
designs and the fate of his brother. Whlthel shall they
wander in the trackless desert ? Who shall gmde them ?
Their leader ‘and their God seem equally to have de-
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serted them. Still utterly at a loss to’compreheénd the
sublime notions of the Deity, which their leader would
inculcate, -they sink back to the superstitions of the
country which they had left. They imperiously demand,
and Aaron consents to cast, an image of gold, similar to
the symbolic representation of the great god of the
Egyptians, under the form of -an ox or a calf, and they
begin to celebrate this new deity with all the noise,
tumult, and merriment of an Egyptian festival™ When
their leader descends he sees the whole people dancing
in their frantic ddoration around the idol. In the first
access of indignation, he casts down and breaks the stone
tablets, on which the Law was inscribed. He seizes the
image, which was most likely of small dimensions,
though raised on a lofty pole, commands it to be ground
or dissolved to-powder, throws it into the neighbouring
fountain, and forces the people to drink the water im-
pregnated with its dust. A more signal punishment
awaits this heinous’bréach of the covenant. The tribe
of Levi espouse the cause of God ; fall upon the people ;
slay the offenders, without regard to kindred or relation-
ship, till 3000 men lie dead upon the field.® The
national crime thus dreadfully atoned, the intercourse
between the law-giver and the Deity is renewed.
Yet the offended God still threatens to withdraw
hjs own VlSlble presence during their approaching

t
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= Some have supposed a ';nystic des astres,”” Voyage en Syrie, Stol-
dance in imitation of the course | berg’s reason is— da der Sonnengott

through® the signs of the Zodiac
(Stolberg, Geschichte Jer Religion, ii.
p. 127) ike. the modern usage de-

bcmbed by. Volngy: “La danse_des”

Dervishes, dont les toumoyements ont

pour ob_]ef- d’imiter les ‘mouvements '

e tand

unter dem Bilde des Stiers bey den
Alten verehrt ward.”
‘= Exodus xxsii, 28 the LXX. has
23,000,

© Jusephus, jealous of the national
character, omits this whole scene,
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invasion of Canaan, that ‘presence which he had be-
fore promised should attend on their armies, and
discomfit their enemies; he disclaims them as his
people, and gives them over to the tutelar protection
of his angel.

Already, before the construction of the great taber-
nacle, there had been a tent set apart for public pur-
poses ; where the councils of the leaders had been held ;
and, most probably, sacrifices performed. This tent
Moses removed beyond the polluted precincts of the
camp: no sooner had this been done, than the Deity
appeared suddenly to return ; the people, standing be-
fore their tents, beheld the cloud of glory taking up its
station at the door of the tabernacle into which Moses
had entered. They bowed down at once in awe-struck
adoration, while their' God and their leader held their
secret council within the tent. Within the tent a scene
took place which it is best to relate in the language of
the sacred writer. Moses having obtained the promise of

divine protection for the people addressed the Almighty -

visitant—1 beseech thee show me thy glory, that is, make
me acquainted with the essence of the divine nature.
And God said, I will make all my goodness pass before
thee, and I will proclaim the name of the Lord before
thee. And he said, Thou canst not see my face: for there
shall no man sce me, and live. Mortal man cannot com-
prehend the divine nature; but afar off, and oversha-
dowed by my protection, thou shalt be favoured with
some farther revelation of the great Creator.? On the

[

P It i3 right to point out the sin- ] did eat and drink,” and that in the
gular, at least apparent contradiction | text, xxxiii. 20. It is remarkable,
between the two passages in Exodus | too, that the former is an Elohist,
xxiv, 10, 11, which concludés in our | the latter a Jehovist passage. The

translation ¢ alse they saw God and { LXX. translate the former ral &Bov
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re-ascent of Moses to the mountain, with two new tables
of stone, this promise is thus fulfilled,— T%e Lord passed
by before him, and proclaimed,—the Lord, the Lord God,
merciful and gracious, long-suffering and abundant in good-
ness and truth, kecping mercy for thousands, forgiving ini-
quity and transgression and sin, and that will by no means
elear (the guilty), visiting the iniquity of the fathers upon
the children, and upon the children’s children unto the third
and to the fourth generation. Such were the notions
of the Divinity, taught to a barbarous nation in that

remote period of the world!¢

Forty days longer the

Ty Témor bu &ioThret § Oeds Tob
lopanh. . . . . kal Ogpbnoav & 1§
Témep Tob Ocov xal Epayov kal
Eriov,

1 Nothing is more remarkable
throughout this wonderful narrative
than the struggle as it were to keep
up the purely spiritual, immaterial,
and moral conception of the Godhead,
and at the same time to reveal that

Godhead to a people whose minds’

seem (as what human mind is not ?)
only approachable through the seuses.
Jewish reverence was thus perpetually
labouring to seclude the one primal
Deity from the profane sight or hear-
ing of man: our Lord afterwards laid
down the solemn axiom ¢ No man hath
seen God at any time.” It was only in
himself—** in whom," uccording to the
Christian scheme, ‘“duwelt the fulness
of the Godhead bodily,” and in whom
God, and God chiefly in his moral
attributes, could be seen of man, But
from the earliest period angelic minis-
trations were interposed throughout
the revelation on Sinai for the direct
manifestatton of the Godhead. The
language of St. Stephen in the Acts

(vii. 53 ; compare vii. 38), ¢ who hate
received the Law by the disposition of
angels,” was the universal tradition.
See also Hebrews ii. 2; Gal. iii. 19.
Josephus holds the same doctrine—
WGy T4 KkdAAoTa TOV SoyudTwy,
Kal T& dodrara T@y év Tols vouoss
3 &yvérwy mwapk TOb et
pabévrav. Antiqq. xv. 5, 3, Com-
pare a fine passage in Philo de Pro-
fugis, t. i, p. 370 (edit. Mangey);
and the more full statement of Philo’s
views, ii. p. 163, with Mangey’s note.
Philo is even shocked that God should
have spoken with a human voice.
‘Apd ye ¢wvils Tpdmov wpolepevos
durds; Bmwaye, pund’ &s wvobv wor
EAGor Tdv Auérepor. ’Ov ydp &s
Hvlpwmos & Oeds, oTéparos kal
yAdTTys xal Gpropidv  eduevos.
The air became articulate with a
sound clear and loud like a trumpet.
P, 185. See too in Brucker a discus-
sion on the opinions of Reland, Bud-
deus, and Basnage, with his own
Jjudgement on the meaning of the inter-
polationg in the Samaritan Pentateuch.
¢ Quod in Pentateucho Samaritano
Angelus Dei dicatur, quod in Hebrao
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law-giver remained in secret conference with God upon
the mountain. On his descent with the new tables of
stone, the awe-struck people beheld his countenance so
radiant and dazzling, that he was obliged to cover it
with a veil ; but it is not quite clear, whether or not,
after that period, like several of the Oriental conquer-
ors, he was constantly shrouded with this veil, excepting
only when he went into the tabernacle to communicate
with God"

These pure and abstract notions of the Divinity were
beyond the age and the people of Moses. No religious
impressions would be lasting which were not addressed
to the senses. With this view is commenced the sacred
tabernacle or pavilion-temple, which hereafter is to oc-
cupy the central place of honour, that usually assigned
to the king or chieftain of a nomadic horde.- The whole

Deo soli tribuitur,” and how it 1s to | YAewy, Oappely kereboat, xal Oioas

be reconciled with the Samaritan dis-
helief in angels,

The later Jews had a special angel
of the Law, named Jesafia, Jalkut
Ruben, quoted by Kuinoel on Acts vii.
53. The book Jetsira, quoted by P.
Simon, c. vii. p. 48, makes Metatron
the angel of Moses.

Zwpodorpns kal Mdywy wuides
#dovat, map’ exelvov mabivres, by
Hépoar Aéyovow ¥pwri coplas ral
Bikatoobvns, droxwphoavTa Tov &A-
Awv, kaf® abtdy év Tper Tl Gy
trera &piva T Bpos, mupds Bvwhey
WOANOD KaTaTKAYAVTOS, TUVEXDS TE
raledfarr Tdy oty Bavihéa cdv Tols
éANoypuwrdros Tlepody &puveiohar
wAfoov, BovAbuevor ¥vtagha: T
Oz ral Tdv Bvdpa éteAbelv éx Tob

Ovolas Twds, &s fkovros &s Tdv
74mwov ot Gecod, Dio. Chrys. Borys-
then, ii. 93, ed. Reiske,

Is this really Persian, or a Grecian
mistake of Zoroaster for Moses? Did
the Persians really owe more of their
religions traditions to the Jews, or
is it an accidental similitude ?

" r « Fntre cette ville (Zeln) et celle de
Kaka, qui forme la frontiére opposée,
la distance est de trois mois de marche,
Les habitans se couvrent la téte d'une
voile, Le Roi ne se montre que dans
les dewrs fétes solennelles, le matin et
Paprés midi. La reste de I'annde il
se rend invigible, et ceux qui lui
parlent sont placées derri¢re un ri-
dean.” Quatremeére, Description de
IEgypte, ii. 27. Poetry has given us

wupbs &wabi, ¢avévra Bt duvois | the Veiled Prophet of Khorassan,
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nation is called upon to contribute to its construction
and ornament. The riches which they brought from
Egypt, and the arts which some of them had learnt, now
come into request. From all quarters o