
CHAPTER 111. 

WRITINGS OB THE NINTH AND EIGHTH CENTURIES B.C, 
AS LITERARY AND AS RELIGIOUS PRODUCTS. 

The limitations imposed on OUT inquiry compel us to $nd a neutrat and 
undisputed starting-point- TlTc accept the ccntuiy 850 to 750 B.O., 
within which faU the earliest writing prophets, as weU as certain othw 
compositions which arc assigned to this period-Value of contemporary 
documents-Enumeration of the writings admitted) and statcment of tlic 
problm-Firat of all, the existence of a varicd literature in this one 
century has to be explained- W ~ t i n g  implies reading and education 
of some kincl and duratbn-Scaondly, as religious produats tlic wvitings 
call f o r  mplanation--The utterances of the earliest writing prophets, 
amd their being addressed to the people, inconsistent with the idea that 
it is  a time of rudintentary religious ideas-Conclusion that this period 
is neither the earliest literary age nor the time of commcncement of the 
prophetic religion. 

IT follows, from the limitation we have set to our inquiry 
in the preceding chapter, that we cannot now proceed, as 
would otherwise be convenient, to  trace the history of the 
religion of Israel downwards in a connected way from the 
earliest times. We must take our stand, at the com- 
mencement of our inquiry, upon common and undisputed 
ground. In order to  have such a starting-point, we fis 
upon the period when the modern historians say mo have 
authentic written information - viz,, the period within 
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which fall the earliest; writing prophets, Azuos and Hosea. 
With them we have contemporary accounts, so far as they 
go, of the religious beliefs of Israel ; and from their writ- 
ings as well as other compositions, which we are allowed 
to use as belonging to about the same age, we shall obtain, 
in the first place, those views, at least, which writers of 
that time held. And then, from the known and admitted, 
we must seek to determine, as best we can, the unlmown or 
disputed. The discussion will thus be very much simpli- 
fied ; for it will not be legitimate for either party to take 
shelter behind any preconceived theory, either of the in- 
spiration, authority, and sequence of books, or of a certain 
course of historical development. If there is a disadvan- 
tage in being deprived of contemporary written authority 
for an early period which we wish to determine, the 
disadvantage will lie equally against both sides. We 
shall be compelled to fix our attention on certaiii facts 
which are admitted, and by a process of inference, which 
must be closely watched, to make our way back to ante- 
cedent facts and situations. 

The value of contemporary writings in a discussion of 
this kind is immense. From them we obtain a firm 
ground from which to start, for we derive information as 
to the conditions of thought and life a t  the time of the 
writers in hand. We are enabled to perceive not only 
the ideas of the writers themselves, but the conceptions 
and practices that were current in their time, so far as the 
writers have occasion to touch upon them. The writings 
of the prophets are in this respect particulnrly valuable ; 
for these teachers werG pre-eminently men of their time, 
addressing themselves directly to the situations in which 
they were placed, and appealing to the consciousness of 
the people by whom they were surrounded. 
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It would be a mistake, however, to limit the value of 
contemporary writings to  the mere information they give 
in regard to  contemporary conditions. A writer is indeed 
the child of his age, but his age is the product of a,nte- 
cedent influences ; and unless we can from contemporary 
writings Gud our way by safe inference to tlie causes that 
exerted them, we shall never make any progress. His- 
tories of Israel written in this nineteenth Christian century 
reflect the spirit of the age ; but their authors would not 
like to  have them set aside as merely the afterthoughts 
of modern speculation projected backward into a distant 
time. And the writings of prophetical men, in the same 
way, are more than the expression of their own reflections, 
We must account for the turn which their reflections 
took, for the standpoint which they had reached; the 
men and their writings are historical facts which are to 
be historically explained. And as they were not osten- 
sibly historians, any information they give us as to the 
history will be the more free from suspicion of tendency 
or bias. 

The great point in this discussion is to determine as 
clearly as possible the religion of Israel in the period 
preceding the earliest writing prophets. This period is 
frequently spoken of in modern worlcs as tlie “pre- 
prophetic period ” ; but this mode of speaking requires 
qualification. To say the ‘‘ pre-prophetic ” religion of Israel, 
is liable to involve the assumption that the writing pro- 
phets differed in their teaching from those that preceded 
them, which is just the point in dispute. We are not 
entitled at the outset to assume that the prophetic period, 
as a stadium in the religious history of Israel, begins wit11 
the prophets whose writings have come down to us ; and 
therefore the expression, although convenient in some 



The Writings specified. 53 

respects, should not be employed without this necessasy 
qualification. 

Let us now endeavour to gain some idea of the pesiod 
at which we have agreed to take our stand, and which may 
be roughly stated as the century 850 to  750 B.C. Though 
it is maintained that this is the earliest historical standing- 
ground in Israel's history, it is, according to the Biblical 
account, comparatively late; and in point of fact, it is 
not disputed on the other side that a great many im- 
portant historical events had already happened. By the 
eighth century before Christ, the northern kingdom of 
the ten tribes had reached the culmination of its great- 
ness, from which it rapidly declined to its fall. Amos 
prophesied in the time of Jeroboam II., in the first 
half of the eighth century-i.e., before 750 B.c.; and 
Hosea probably lived till near the ruin of the kingdom. 
Though the books of the Kings were not written till long 
after, and therefore cannot, with the limitations we have 
imposed upon our inquiry, be relied upon for the inter- 
pretation they put upon the events, yet the succession of 
rulers in the two kingdoms as the books give them, as 
well as the separafion of the two kingdoms in the reign 
of Behoboam, and in general the simple ,facts of the his- 
tory as there recorded, are accepted. Moreover, there are 
cestnin compositions which are admitted as existing in or 
belonging to the same age. The stories of the patriarchs 
as given in the Jehovistic portions of the book of Gene- 
sis;l the accounts of the doings and sayings of Elijah 
and Elisha which have become embodied in the books 
of Kings, are admitted to have been committed to writ- 
ing in this period; and though they are not to be 
accepted as history-the stories of the patriarchs in pas- 

1 See Note VIII. 
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ticular-yet they may be taken as embodying the ideas 
of the men who committed them to  writing, and they are 
thus at least materials for judging of the views which at 
this time were entertained. Furthermore, it is not denied 
that in the book of Judges-later editorial interpreta- 
tions excepted-we have a pretty accurate description of 
the time to which it refers; and that the books of 
Samuel-later glosses again excepted - relate certain 
facts as to the activity of Samuel, and the setting up of 
the kingdom. Lastly, although the book of Deuteronomy 
was not yet in existence, nor the Code of Laws and 
accompanying narrative of the books of Exodus, Leviticus, 
and Numbers, yet there existed a brief written Code, 
the so-called Book of the Covenant contained in Exodus 
xx.-xxiii. It is, however, necessary to add, that though 
these writings are admitted to belong to the periods 
respectively stated, their historical value, it is main- 
tained, can only be determined by the most careful 
criticism ; and historical critics are very much divided 
among themselves as to the positive residuum of truth 
underlying them. 

These then, roughly speaking, are the authorities at our 
disposal for the inquiry. Later writings, of course, which 
are undisputed, such as the prophecies of Micah, Isaiah, 
Jeremiah, and bare facts of history which are not denied, 
may be referred to if there is occasion. But we are not 
to appeal to those so-called later " summaries " or reviews 
of the history, and what are regarded as interpretations of 
it in the light of later ideas, which the Biblical historians 
have, in certain places, superimposed upon earlier authen- 
tic documents. The ultimate point we wish to  determine, 
by the aid of these authorities, is this, What actually was 

See below, p. 116. 
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the religion of Israel, in its various aspects of belief and 
practice, in the times prececlhg the authorities to which 
we appeal, and how far back can be tsaced the beliefs 
which we find prevailing in undisputed historic times? 
And the only way, it seems to me, by which we can reach 
a settlement of this question is to  determine, in the first 
place, what the undisputed anthorities say for themselves, 
as to their own time, and then by inference to work our 
way back to an earlier time and condition of things. 

Having restricted ourselves to the very narrowest 
grounds, we need not expect t o  find full information on 
all the points which we desire to  determine. We may 
have to be content with brief hints, and may have to 
draw our inferences from a few texts. In any case, we 

. shall have to  be satisfied with general conclusions. But, 
by shifting our point of view, and starting various lines 
of inquiry, we should be able to discover whether there is 
a concurrent testimony to the one theory or the other, 
and to determine in which direction generally the truth 
lies. And since every positive fact that is available has 
its significame in such an investigation! I begin with the 
most patent fact of all-the existence of these writings, 
which are placed in our hands as materials for the solu- 
tion of the problem. Without asking in the meantime 
what the contents of the writings are, here is a hard fact 
-that writings do exist at the period from which we 
start. Let us see whether we can draw any conclusions 
from this mere fact; and for this purpose let us look at 
them, $rst, as mere literary products, and secondly, as 
religious compositions. 

I. I propose, therefore, first of all, to look at the com- 
positions now before us in their literary character. As SO 

many compositions belonging, according to the hypothesis, 
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all to  one age, they are well worthy of c k w ~  scrutiny, 
Their very existence ought to tell us something, and, if 
possible, we ought to get some account of their produc- 
tion. Ainos informs u s  he was one of the herdinen of 
Tekoa. This was a town or village some twelve miles 
south of Jerusalem, and bordering on the desert pasture- 
land, so that he is a native of the southern kingdom. 1Ie 
was not a 'I prophet nor the son of a prophet "--i.e., he 
did not belong to what we may call nom the professional 
class of prophets, but was in fact a common man, not 
necessarily poor, but presumably not in high social posi- 
tion, He suddenly appears ab Bethel, one of the seats 
of the state worship of the northern kingdom; and 
having delivered a denunciation against the sins of the 
kingdom, he is taken to  task by the priest of Bethel, 
and in all probability left the country, retired to his 
own land, and wrote down his prophecies. Hosea seems, 
from every available indication bearing on the subject, to  
have been a native of the northern kingdom, and he con- 
cerns himself with its affairs almost exclusively. The 
other literary works ascribed to this age probably belong 
likewise to both kingdoms. And by the way, when me have 
so many anonymous writers in the Old Testament, and 
when these a,re described to us in modern works by such 
symbols as 6, E, Q, A, B, C, R, and so forth, which convey 
to  us little idea of their persondity, it is positively refresh- 
ing to get face to face with two writers in flesh and blood, 
who evidently can contain more than one idea each. Hav- 
ing got two such men, 1 shall keep as much as I can to  
their testimony (though I think it is most likely that 
other writers, whose names we know not, were as human, 
and capable of taking as broad and comprehensive a view 
of their times). Their styles and thenles are so character. 
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istic, that I have unconsciously formed a picture oi: the 
two men in my own niiiid. Amos is a lithe, keen, mell 
man, with flashing restless eyes and dark loclcs, quick in 
his movements, master of his emotions, though his nostrils 
throb and his temples swell when he gets excited. He 
has the sharp high-set, voice and wiry body of the modern 
Bedawy, and when you loolc at him, you expect him to  
say something lively and pointed-and he does it. He 
brings the air of the country about him. In  the wilds 
of Teltoa he has seen encounters with the wild beasts, 
and has gazed at the stars in the unclouded blue of tlie 
midiiiglit sky. So he is bold and cool and collected at the 
luxurious court, and comes like a gusb of sharp bracing 
wind through its stifling, sensuous atmosphere. Hosea is 
a bigger man, slower and more dignified in his move- 
ments. He is an inhabitant of a town, and lived surely 
near a pnblic bakery, for he delights to  draw illustrations 
from the fiery oven. His voice is softer and deeper; 
when you look on him, a seriousness comes over you, 
for sorrow is marked on his face. If the modern in- 
terpretation of the opening chapters is right, he has 
been sorely tried with a bad wife, whom he tenderly 
loved; and through the laceration of the chords of his 
own heart, he has come to understand the unfailing love 
of God. 

Clearly, then, we are in a time when literary composi- 
tion was well developed all  over the country. We have 
not only tlie graphic pictures of patriarchal life, so artless 
in their simplicity, and yet so artistic, that they are the de- 
light of persons of all ages in all countries. We have the 
stories of the rough, rugged deeds of the Judges, marked 
with fine delineations of character and touches of pathos 
and humour ; we have the story of Elijab in a forin that 
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nothing could improve ; the liPe of Samuel, the character 
of Saul, Jonathan, and David, depicted in a manner that 
a modern novelist could not surpass. Of an entirely 
different literary cast is the Book of the Covenant, with 
its brief, sententious expression of codified law. And in 
still another style we have these two books from the 
hands of Amos and Hosea, each preserving its own literary 
features, and indicating a very different personality in the 
writer, but both well finished as literary productions,- 
the herdman of Tekoa delivering his rebukes like blows 
of a flail, and swelling out like peals of thunder in his 
rounded cycle of denunciation of the nations; the 
prophet of Israel, tender in heart as a woman, less care- 
ful of the form of his sentences, which are broken by 
the sobs of a breaking heart, but using his language to 
express some of the finest shades of thought and feeling. 
Though the productions are not many, they are thus 
sufficiently varied, and give plain proof that the power 
of composition on varied themes was an achieved fact in 
this age. First of all, the language by this time has 
received a well-developed, finished form ; and secondly, it 
is not only spoken, but has become a literary medium for 
any class of composition. 

Now language is a coin current of thought, It has a 
certain value and significance, not only to  the speaker 
or writer, but to the hearer or reader? By the aid of 
language, when once it has reached its growth, one niay 
convey new thoughts to  others ; but in doing so he must 
make himself intelligible to them, and start on a basis 
which is common to him and them. Language spolrer? 
or written implies a certain stage of intelligeuce in the 
people generally ; and written language implies that there 

See Roberkson Smith, O.T. in the Jewish Church, Lect. i. p. 22. 
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are people, more or less numerous, who can read. A 
popular literature-i.e., literary products suited and inter- 
esting to the common people-implies readers among the 
common people. If these are fair inferences from the 
mere existence of a finished language and an achieved 
literature, their application to the matter in hand will 
enlarge our ideas of the period of history at  which we 
take our start, and may enable us to  go back to a period 
antecedent t o  it. From the language of such men as 
Amos and Hosea we may reach the mental condition of 
the generation in which they lived. And seeing that the 
literature before us is national and popular, if anything 
at all, we shall be able in some measure to gauge the 
standing of the nation as a whole,-to feel, so to speak, 
its intellectual pulse. These stories of the patriarchs, 
judges, and prophets were not written by some obscure 
individual and hidden away in his chambers; they are 
the very stuff that the people would delight in, and the 
very writing of them implies that there were readers 
ready for them, Nay, the prophetic writings themselves, 
granted that they were not read first of all t o  the people, 
but written after they were delivered, from the very fact 
that they are accounts of speeches thrown into the form 
of addresses, show that they are meant to  be read by the 
people of the times. We ccmclude, therefore, that there 
was a circle, narrower or wider-probably pretty wide- 
fit to understand these writings, and attaching to the 
words and phrases the meaning which, by simple con- 
struction, they convey. In a word, we get beyond mere 
“writings” t o  a people capable of reading and under- 
standing them. 

Now, since modern historiographers insist upon our 
starting at ‘this period, we might reasonably expect 
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t11em to give us some account of this remarkable fact, 
that we have suddenly such an amount of varied litera- 
ture, wit11 practically nothing of the liind-as it is main- 
tained-in the age preceding it. There are certain songs 
which in their origin are admitted to be earlier, but they 
may, it is said, have been preserved orally ; and in general 
the modern writers go upon the assumption that this 
eighth century is the earliesb period at which me have . 
written documents. Be it so ; it was surely worth their 
while to give us some idea of how the event came about; 
why at this age there ‘should be so much of sudden 
growth, or what i n  the immediate past had prepared for 
it, With their fondness for tracing development: here 
was something very attractive and deeply interesting ; 
and one might have thought that critical writers, who, 
according to Robertson Smith: are such masters in lit- 
erary anatomy that their readers (‘ can follow from cliap- 
ter to chapter the process by which the Pentateuch grew 
to its present form,” would have turned their attention t o  
the history of the rise of literary composition in Israel, 
Yet on the subject they have very little to say. After 
asserting that “ with reference to any period earlier than 
the century 850-750 B.O., we can hardly be said to possess 
any statistics,” and that (‘ a contemporary literature is 
indispensable for the description of standing conditions,,” 
Wellhausen goes on :- 
‘( But it WRS within this period that Hebrew literature first Bou~~- 

ished-after the Syrians had been finally repulsed, it woulcl seem. 
Writing of course had been practised from a much earlier period, 
but only in formal instruments, mainly upon stone. At an early 
period also the historical sen8e of the peoplo developed itself in con- 
nection wilh their religion ; but it found its expression in songs, 

- 
Pref. to Hist. of Israel, p. ix. Hist. of Ismel, p, 464. 
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which in the first instance were handed down by word of niouth 
only. Literature began with the collection and writing out of those 
songs ; the ‘ Eook of the Wars of the Lord and the ‘Book of Jashar’ 
mere the oldest historical books. The transition was next made to 
the writing of prose history wilh the aid of legal documents a11d 
family reminiscences ; a large portion of this early historiography 
has been preserved to us in the books of Judges, Samuel, and Kings. 
Contemporaneously d s o  certain collections of laws and decisions of 
the priests, of which we have an example in Exod. xxi., sxii., mere 
committed to writing. Somewhat later, perhaps, the legends about 
the patriarchs and priniitive times, the origin of which cannot be 
assigned to a very early date: received literary shape. Specially 
remarkable is the rise of a written prophecy. The question why it 
was that Elijah and Elislia committed nothing to writing, while 
h n o s  a hundred years later is an author, hardly admits of any 
other answer than that in the interval a non-literary had developed 
into a literary age. How rapid the process mas may be gathered 
from a coniparison between the singularly broken utterances of the 
earlier oracle contained in Isa. xv., svi., with the orations of Isaiah 
himself.” 

On the showing of Wellhausen himself, then, the liter- 
ature is sufficiently varied and sufficiently extensive to 
demand attention merely as a collection of literary pro- 
ducts. Arid whatever may be the advance from the 
“ earlier oracle ” t o  the ‘‘ orations of Isaiah,” the style of 
Amos and Hosea is already as good as the Hebrew ever 
attained. Isaiah stands alone in this respect-and every 
country has its outstanding writers-but the sentences of 
the herdman of Telroa, and the rhythm of his language, 
and even the sustained rhetorical efforts of chapters in suc- 
cession, are as finished as those of the best Hebrew writers. 
“ To the unprejudiced judgment,” says Robertson Smith? 
“the prophecy of Amos appears one of the best esamples 
of pure Hebrew style, The language, the images, the 

A footnote here is refcrrcd to below in  clinpter V. p. 122. 
a Propliets of Israel, p. 125 f. 
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grouping are alike admirable; and: the simplicity of the 
diction . . . is a token not of rusticity, but of perfect 
mastery over a language which, though unfit for the ex- 
pression of abstract ideas, is unsurpassed as a vehicle for 
impassioned speech.” As to  the ‘ Book of the Wars of the 
Lord’ and the ‘Book of Jashar,’ whichWellhausen sets down 
as the oldest historical books, we have so little from them 
that it would not be safe to draw deductions from their 
style. But if we examine songs such as that of Deborah, 
which Stade admits to  bear the marks of the historical 
events which it celebrates-even if it were handed down 
orally to  this so-called literary age-we find it distin- 
guished by no inconsiderable literary powers. And then 
the I‘ early historiography ” preserved in the books of 
Judges, Samuel, and Rings, has nothing to lead lis to 
suppose that it was the first effort at such composition ; 
while the stories of the patriarchs are in the best style of 
the characteristic Hebrew prose. The Laws, again, of the 
Book of the Covenant, are expressed in as clear and fin- 
ished language as those of the Codes which are placed 
much farther down in history. It remains then, on the 
hypothesis before us, that literature sprang into existence 
fully developed, for the products before us give no signs 
of being earliest efforts, and, what is most vital, they are 
not of one class of composition, as might have been ex- 
pected at the commencement of a literary age, but are 
most varied? From all that appears on the face of them, 
we might most naturally infer that literary composition, 
in every variety of form, had been long prevalent among 
the Hebrews by the time these works were written. And 
1 The “elegy ” as a particular kind of cornposition was lcnown to Amos ; 

for the word rendered “lamentation” in chap. v. 1 has tl1iliA technical 
sense. 
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surely it is a very poor account to get from those who pro- 
fess to be able to follow the history step by step, that in 
a century ‘‘a non-literary had developed into a literary 
age.” 

Robertson Smith has some excellent remarlm,l tending 
to show, from the case of the Arabs of the desert, that it 
was nothing extraordinary for men of humble station like 
Amos, with little or no book-learning, to be masters of 
the highest oratory :- 

“ Among the Hebrews as i n  the Arabian desert, knowledge and 
oratory are not affairs of professional education, or dependent for 
their cultivation on wealth and social status. . . . In Hebrew as 
in Arabic, the best writing is an unaffected transcript of the best 
speaking ; the literary merit of the book of Genesis or the history 
of Elijah, like that of the ( KitLb el Aghtiny ’ or of the Norse Sagas, 
is that they rend as if they were told by word of mouth j and in 
like manner, the prophecies of Amos, though evidently rearranged 
for publication, and probably shortened from their original spoken 
form, are escellent writing, because the prophet writes as he spoke, 
preserving all the effects of pointed and dramatic delivery, with 
that breath of lyrical fervour which lends a special charm to the 
highest Hebrew poetry.” 

All this is very good, but it does not bring us a step 
nearer to the solution of the question, How did the literary 
custom arise? and it takes no note of the fact that by a 
‘( literary age ’’ must be in any case meant an age of readers 
8s well as writers. The only thing Wellhamen notes 
in connection with the transition of a non-literary to  a 
literary age, is the final repulse of the Syrians, whatever 
that may have had to do with it. What we want to  h o w  
is, What gave the impulse to this literary activity, and 
what prepared the people-or a circle of them-for being 
able to follow i t? Judged by mere literary stmndarcls, 

1 Prophets, p. 126 f. 
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these compositions would lead us to the conclusion that 
the literary art had been long practised; or, t o  put it 
otherwise, there is nothing on the face of these materials 
as literary products to  hinder us from accepting mritings 
as belonging to  an earlier period, if they can be otherwise 
authenticated ; there is nothing, based on a consideration 
of the culture of the age, to force us to  the position that 
this is the beginning of a literary age. 

I take it, then, that no sufficient account has been given 
of the remarkable phenomenon before us. Even if Well- 
hausen’s admission is taken into account, that writing 
was practised from an early age, but only in formal in- 
struments, and mostly on stone, there is an immense step 
from that to this sudden production in one century of so 
varied a literature ; and the other fact is to be explained 
that there must have been reading circles of larger or 
smaller size. Even rude writing on stone is an art that 
implied teaching of it, and the thing written was meant 

’to be read? Writing implies reading; both imply an 
education, and a sustained education of some kind. A 
literary age is, from the nature of the case, to a certain 
extent an educated age; and as a literature, even of the 
extenb allowed by the modern historians, exhibiting such 
variety as these compositions present, demands some ante- 
cedent preparation, much more must we postulate for the 
age for which the compositions were written, a period 
of antecedent education. I n  a word, we are clearly not a t  
the beginning of literary or eclucational activity in Israel. 

Anclrew Lang, while contending that  Honier rvrotc his poOms, adds, 
“Bu t  he did not write t o  be read” (‘Good Words,’ Aug. 1801). Still, 
Eomer was not the only one in his day 6ha6 could write j and, RS Prof. 
Jebb remarks, long before the date of bho earlicab estnnb Tvriting on 
marbles, the Greeks may have attained to e n ~ o  in Tvriting on softer 
materials. (Introcl. t o  Homer, p. 110.) 
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11. We now go a step farther, and by similar reasoning 
w e  can show that as religious products the compositions 
before us imply a considerable degree of religious intelli- 
gence and education. A man does not speak or write 
unless he knows that his hearer or reader can follow 
him. And religious talk or composition presupposes re- 
ligious intelligence corresponding to it. Granted that a . 
new writer makes an advance in thought and puts for- 
ward new ideas, if he is to  be understood at  all he must 
start from the level of his reader’s intelligence; and it 
is useless for him to  publish unless he counts upon a 
circle of readers who can understand him. 

Accustomed as we are to the spiritnal.language of Holy 
Scripture, we can only with difficulty comprehend the 
time and training implied in the development of a 
religious vocabulary. Language at best lags far behind 
thought ; and when we consider that thought itself has to 
be drawn out, purified, refined by reflection, exalted by the 
elimination of lower material conceptions, we shall per- 
ceive that the attainment of a vocabulary expressing ideas 
such as the herdman of Telioa and Hosea of Israel dwell 
among, implies both in the speaker and in the hearer a 
preparation of no little time and no little labour. An 
illustration from the history of modern missions will help 
to make this clearer. When Protestant missionaries first 
went to Syria, about the year 1826, after surveying the 
field before them, they wisely resolved to make use of 
the printing-press as soon as they should find opportunity. 
Though many of the people could not read, they were not 
altogether unlettered ; the people vith whom it was hoped 
easiest contact would be made were members of the Greek 
Orthodos Church, devout enough in their way, and under 
the regiilar care of their own religious teachers; ancl it 

E 
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was hoped that by the establishment of schools the power 
and the desire to read would be extended. And so, in 
addition to the Scriptures, it was designed to prepare 
certain works of a religious and educational character, to 
be ready for the demand when it should arise. Two of 
the earliest works prepared and printed were transla- 
tions of ‘Robinson Crusoe’ and the ‘Pilgrim’s Pro- 
gress’-the former designed to be an interesting read- 
ing-book, the latter to be useful as a religious educator. 
The fates of the two works were remarkable. While 
‘Robinson Crusoe’ had an immense popularity, the 
‘Pilgrim’s Progress’ lay in stock for many years. The 
former was accepted and read as a religious book, not 
more because it was printed and circulated by mission- 
aries, than becauqe of the quassi-pious reflections - ad- 
mirably done by the translator into popular language 
-in which the unfortunate Robinson so freely indulges ; 
but of the ‘ Pilgrim’s Progress ’ the common people could 
make nothing. The reason is obvious: they had not the 
religious experience sufficient to  enable them to under- 
stand a book which even our children delight in ; and it 
was almost half a century before a race grew up, educated 
in missionary schools and ljaught in the Scripture, that 
could appreciate the book; and now it is as great a 
favourite with old and young as with ourselves, This 
was a case, be it observed, where the people had for cen- 
turies possessed a definite religion and a printed litera- 
ture. What must the case have been where, by the 
hypothesis, the people had the merest rudiments of re- 
ligious conception, and no literature ? 

Let us look at  the facts of the case before us. We 
have Amos, not writing a book to be read by later times, 
but speaking his word in the northern kingdom, and com- 

1 
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mitting it to writing in the southern ; and we have Hosea 
probably both speaking and writing, It may be that, as 
Robertson Smith’ has told us, the language used by Amos 
is not fitted for conveying abstract ideas. At all events, 
it is an impassioned, fervent language, whose elements are 
words purified from all low taint of superstition or anim- 
ism, and, as we shall see, embodying thoughts of world- 
wide applicability. ‘‘ Though the earliest of the canonical 
prophets, his view of the world is perhaps broader than 
that of any of them, just as his definitions of religion 
surpass in incisiveness and clearness those of the major- 
ity of his successors.” Hosea’s style, though less finished 
from a literary point of view, is deeper in patlios and 
richer in spirituality. It is his preoccupation with the 
thought that apparently mars the symmetry of his dic- 
tion. Both prophets give evidence of deep reflection 
on religious questions, resulting in views of life and 
duty, and conceptions of what God is, which may be 
placed in the first rank among the achievements of Old 
Testament writers, and afford evidence that thinking 
of this kind, and views of this character, were compre- 
hensible by the people to whom they spoke. In  other 
words, they imply an antecedent religious education. 
Indeed, the very oldest written worlcs to  which Hebrew 
writers refer, show by their titles that the earliest litera- 
ture was based on religion. ‘The Book of the Wars of 
Jehovah’,implies in its name that even the rough 
struggles of Israel were regarded as God-guided; and 
‘The Book of Jashar,’ or the Upright, testifies to the faith 
in Jehovah’s righteousness in Israel (Judges v. ll)? 

We shall find the advocates of the modern theory tell- 
A. B. Davidson in Exposiior, third series, vol. v. p. 166, 
Ibid., p. 46. 
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ing us that Amos was the first to  teach this, and Hosea 
the first to say the other thing. Whatever they said, 
and whatever they were the first to say, the people of 
their day knew the meaning of the words and expres- 
sions addressed to them, If these prophets were the 
first to speak in this manner, then, of course, their 
hearers were the first to hear these things; and yet the 
people seem t o  understand quite well all that is said to 
them. There is a religious phraseology in existence, a 
religious consciousness equal to  comprehend it. These 
books are religious from beginning to  end. The persons 
who heard or read them must have had such an ante- 
cedent training or knowledge as would enable them to 
follow them, and we cannot by any possibility admit 
that the whole religious consciousness of the nation took 
a sudden start to such a level. Let any one try for a 
moment to imagine Amos addressing the people of Israel 
in the name of Jaliaveh: ‘‘Seek ye me, and ye shall 
live ” (Amos v. 4, 6) : ‘‘ Seek good, and not evil, that ye 
may live; and Jahaveh, the God of hosts, shall be with 
you, in such a manner as ye say. Hate the evil, and 
love the good, and establish judgment in the gate” (v. 
14,15) : “Let judgment run down as waters, and righteous- 
ness as a mighty stream ” (v. 24) : ‘( I will send a famine 
in the land, not a famine of bread, nor a thirst for water, 
but of hearing the words of Jahaveh ’’ (viii. 11) ;-and ask 
whether the people who heard the words had not already 
been accustomed to form some ideas of judgment and 
righteousness, and evil and good, some conceptions of 
the holiness of their national God far above the level 
of  persons at the animistic or even the narrow national 
stage of religion. Of the teaching of Amos as to the 
nature and character of the God in whose name he 

. 
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spoke, we shall have to  treat at Length in the sequel. 
I wish at present t o  emphasise this one point, that even 
this cycle of moral conceptions implies an antecedent edu- 
cation of a special kind and of long continuance. When 
we turn to  Hosea, we find even a richer vocabulary and 
still deeper conceptions. “Sow to yourselves,” he says, 
<[in righteousness, and reap according to mercy ; break 
up your fallow ground: for it is time to seek Jaliaveh, 
till He come and rain righteousness upon you. Ye have 
plowed wiclcediiess, ye have reaped iniquity ; ye have 
eaten the fruit of lies” (Hos. x. 12, 13): “Therefore 
turn thou to thy God: keep mercy and judgment, and 
wait on thy God continually” (xii. 6). We shall after- 
wards see what Hosea’s ideas of God were ; meantime, I 
call attention to such expressions as these,-to his con- 
stant dwelling on ‘‘ mercy,” ‘‘ truth,” (( judgiiient,” “fear of 
Jahaveh,”l and such declarations as these: <(In Thee 
the fatherless findeth mercy” (xiv. 3);  “The ways of 
Jahaveh are right, and the just shall walk in theiii : but 
transgressors shall fall therein ” (xiv. 9) ; “I drew them 
with cords of a man, with. bands of love ” (xi. 4),-all 
which imply something very different from the first be- 
ginnings of reflection on religious things. This point 
requires to  be insisted upon, because, in discussions on 
the development of religious thought, the I‘ original ” or 
‘‘primary ” significations of expressions are often relied 
upon as evidence. What is clearly established by the 
most cursory glance at the books of Amos and Hosea, 
or indeed any of the books belonging to what is called 
the first writing age, is, that we are already far beyond 
B tentative or infantile use of language to  express religious 
conceptions. 

See. for exnmple, i. 6 j ii. 19: 20, 23 ; iii. 5 ; iv. 1 ; vi. 6. 
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Thus, then, from these two sides, the merely literary 
and the religious aspects of the books before us, we con- 
clude that the eighth century rests upon an anterior 
stage of preparation, which must have been consider- 
able in both respects, There was need to dwell on this 
aspect of the subject, lest, by taking as our starting- 
point this comparatively late period, it might have been 
assumed that we were starting from a low stage of cul- 
ture in order to trace growth upwards? The whole point 
of the present argument is, that we are already at a 
high stage both of literary culture and of religious con- 
sciousness. 

Our argument hitherto has been of an inferential and 
indirect kind, to  the effect that the condition we have 
found prevailing at the time of the first admitted literary 
compositions implies an antecedent period of literary ac- 
tivity and religious education. There is implied in this 
inference that the teaching of the earliest writing prophets 
in substance also rests upon antecedent teaching ; and as 
this position is strenuously controverted by; those who 
make these prophets innovators, not reformers or con- 
tinuators, it is important to  look at evidence, of a 
direct or positive kind, on the question. There is 
nothing in the writings of the earliest writing prophets 
to  indicate that they came forward as exponents of 
a new religious idea, or that they regarded themselves 

In view of those utterances of bhe earliest writing prophets, and wlial, 
they imply, it, is simply incomprehensible to me how any one can write 
of the Decalogue as a recent writer in this country does : “The Decalogue, 
as we have it,, does not reflect bhe ihndard of conduct whioh prevailed in 
his [Moses’] day, or for a long time after him ; it, reflects, indeed, a stan- 
dard of conduct which only became fully present, to the Jevvish mind 
many centuries later, under $he influence of the prophets.”-National 
Religion, by Allan Menzies, p. 22. 
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as originators in any proper sense of the word. On the 
contrary, they represent to  the people, and lead us to  be- 
lieve, that they we proclaiming the true and authoritative 
religion in opposition to the errors and abuses of their 
times. Nay; they do not leave the matter in this in- 
definite form: they refer to men before them, prophets 
like themselves, who had done exactly the same thing. 
Let us listen to  Amos: “I  raised up of your sons [he is 
addressing Israel, the northern kingdom] for prophets, and 
of your young men for Nazirites. Is it not even thus, 
0 ye children of Israel ? saith Jahaveh. But ye gave the 
Nazirites wine to drink; and commanded the prophets, 
saying, Prophesy not” (Amos ii. 11, 12). (‘ Surely Ja- 
haveh God will do nothing, but He revealeth His secret 
unto His servants the prophets. . . , Jahaveh hath 
spoken, who can but prophesy?” (iii. 7, 8). And to the 
same purpose Hosea: “Therefore have I hewed them 
by the prophets; I have slain them by the words of my 
mouth : and thy judgments are as the light which goeth 
forth” (EIos. vi. 5 )  : (‘I have also spoken unto the pro- 
phets, and I have multiplied visions, and by the hand of 
the prophets have I used similitudes ” (xii. 10) : “ And 
by a prophet Jahaveh brought Israel up out of Egypt, 
and by a prophet was he preserved” (xii. 13). 

All these references are plain and pertinent enough on 
the Biblical account of the preceding history, which gives 
us from Samuel onwards; a succession of prophetic men 
who are represented as standing forth reproving, rebuking, 
and asserting tho true religion of Jahaveh. But they are 
meaningless on the modern theory, which represents 
Elijah as a half-legendary character, and his successor 

Or “ my judgments,” according t o  some ancient versions. 
? “ All blie prophets from Snmuel,” snys Sb Peter in Acts iii, 24. 
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Elisha as one who compassed political ends by means of 
very questionable morality ; and as for Samuel, when 
the earlier and true account of him is eliminated from 
the later and false, ]le comes out of the critical crucible 
an old man endowed with second-sight, who for a silver 
sixpence could tell people what had become of strayed 
asses and suchlike matters? Clearly these two prophets 
are confident that they are continuators of the teaching 
of men like themselves; and all the proof that Amos 
gives of the fact is the appeal to the knowledge of his 
hearers. We have 
the testimony, in a word, of the generation in which they 
lived ; and when modern critics come forward and tell us 
that Amos and Hosea were the first to teach as they did 
-simply because they will not allow us to  appeal to any 
documents as of earlier date-I am quite prepared to put 
the issue in this form, that Amos and Hosea knew better 
where they had got their religious education than half- 
a-dozen modern professors can tell us. Either there was 
a succession of prophetic men before Amos and Hosea 
whose teaching was of the same spirit with theirs-in 
which case the view of the antecedent history given by 
the Biblical historians is strongly confirmed, and the 

prophetic period ’’ has its boundaries much farther 
back than the modern theory allows; or else there was 
no such succession-in which case our witnesses are set 
down as not knowing the source of their own religious 
instruction in the first place, and in the second place 
the work of these earliest writing prophets is left as a 
thing hanging in the air, to  use Wellhausen’s own simile: 
like a man trying to hold himself up by his waist-band, 

“Is it not so, 0 house of Israel?” 

Wellliausen, Hist. of Iwael, p. 293. 
Ibid., p. 253. Ibid., p. 39. 
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I quote once more the cautious and well-weighed words 
of Dr Davidson :- 

“Several well-known modcrn writers on prophecy , , . have con- 
cluded that such a prophet as Amos stood virtually alone in the 
nation; that there was a great gulf fixed, on one side of which 
stood the prophet, and on the other the people in a mass ; and that 
what the prophet did was nothing less than t o  enunciate and intro- 
duce a new religion, which had almost nothing in common with 
that hitherto professed by the people beyond the name Jehovah em- 
ployed by both, This theory is not only opposed to all the represen- 
tations of the prophets themselves and the universal tradition among 
the writers of Israel, but it entirely fails to account for the prophet. 
The old view, according to which each prophet was a simple, iso- 
lated miracle, out of all connection with the life and thought of his 
time, really offered an explanation, if the view could be accepted j 
and if the choice lay between the two theories, we should be driven 
to accept the old theory as necessary to the satisfaction of our under- 
standing. The fact, however, that the prophet Amos himself arose 
out of the lowest ranks of the people, is sufficient evidence that there 
existed no such gulf between the prophets and the univerdal mass of 
the nation as the modern writers referred to represent,”’ 

-_I 

1 ]Expositor, third series, vol. v. p. 166 f. 


