
_ VOLUME I. “New Settes. FEBRUARY, 1900. NUMBER 2. 
YYYYYYY YYYYYYYYYYY of eeeeacoeeees TYYYYYYYYYTYYYYYY YYYYYYYYYYY YT TY Ul YT Aha py CS eU CUCU UUSUUUUUUUUUS peseveveuUUUTUUNY TOW iI 0000000 TOUT Add 10600004 

pare Bib ¢ Stu dent { i iO Cyan vay ; » 

ie 

PUUUUEUUEET 

AAA 

v .- oN PR eA... 

ings; hold fast that which is ee 

BAe £ % i Cua af Be 

Prove all 

Editors: 

WILLIAM M. McPHEETERS, D. D. 
BENJAMIN B. WARFIELD, D. D., LL. D. SAMUEL M. SmirH, D. D. 

GEORGE T. PuRVES, D. D., LL. D. DANIEL J. BRIMM, D. D. 

JoHN D. Davis, PH.D., D. D. 

Fee 

Contents: 

I. EpiTor1aL Notes: Individualism in Work. Christ’s Dealing with Doctrinal 
Difficulty. Not Ritual Baptism. Christ’s Dealing with the Sinner. Inad- 
equacy of Personal Influence. Scientific Biblical Study. S.............ses0ee00e 61 

= NEw TESTAMENT NOTES: ‘‘ New Testament Theology.’’ Fragmentary and In- 

| 

FXXXULYOOIY A I rely 
Y 
A 

AAAAAAAL 

complete. Adoption. The Son of Man. The Holy Spirit. Why not 

Synthesize? A Distinction. Reform the Sunday School. International 

Lessons. Why Not Grade? Seek Teaching. Popular Lives of Christ. B. 66 

Teh SYMBOLISM OF THH LAMB, JOA? DD. DAVIS. c.sceccesvcccnsessacesesvtssvvesvcecovsnsces ia 

METEOR OURHRING. /0/070-1), DDGU1S ...s0-var-nc+00e-wsuccoscsvoss cons taorenryorscgsenvecostnats 72 

IV. Is THE CHRONICLER A VERACIOUS HISTORIAN FOR THE POSTEXILIAN PERIOD? 

MePSRPRIMMMENIT 201759) COCECHEI .-0.-cocs satesnenarevesste.ccosssstyve-ensonsareesteratartlecnsenect fire 

V. THE LIVING WATER. Caspar Wistar HOdge, .....csiisescccerssereerensvenecesenenee ns cesens 84 

RMSE ESRI CUM ESEAC INET Gt 700A, IV-COD. <cosssnstcearceoaccoessoscovvecnsinaccecesdeusteetensessesseqcsane 94 

VII. SHECHEM AND ITS ENVIRONS. LP. L. StCWAb creer sererscncnsercecsececsessersecceeeoees 101 

CO 

Ad AL PUVUUUUUTS 

VIII. OUTLINE STUDY OF ISAIAH XL-LXVI.  W. Hl. Marquess. ..r.ceseeeeevererrreeneeens 107 

IX. ForREIGN BIBLICAL THOUGHT : Evolution and Theology. Dr. Dickson on Dr. 

McGiffert. A Fruitless Discussion. The Prophets and the Pentateuch. 

Scholz on the “ Logia.”” Anglican View of ‘‘The Study of Holy Scrip- 

ture.?? By. B. Wa.eecececscccccccscccecsvcstecseeeecnseee: sesensnsssssrsssrserenecsascaeneaseneeens 113 

The New Theory of Deuteronomy. Prof. Mitchell’s Theory. A Dilemma, Dr. 

Toy on the Origin of the Sabbath. The Tabernacle an Oriental Tent. The 

Pentateuch the Word of God. KERR D. MacmILuan. The New ‘Journal 

of Theological Studies.”” Dr. Sanday on Origin of the Creed. Trustworthi- 

ness of Acts. An Interesting Feature. Harnack on Haeckel and Thudi- 

CUM. WM. PARK ARMSTRONG, JR. cescersecssseeeeessccesereusenercaserseensassssaseeneee 116 

X. Booxs, PAMPHLETS AND ARTICLES: Robinson’s “The Decalogue and Criti- 

cism.’’ Stevens’ ‘‘The Theology of the New Testament.”?......-....::10+ srerees 120 

The Bryan Printing Co. Press, Columbia, S. C; 

-On SALE BY—FLEMING H. REVELL CO., New York, Chicago and Toronto. 

OHN WANNAMAKRER, New York and Philadelphia. 

PRESBYTERIAN BOARD OF PUBLICATION, Philadelphia. 

YYYVYYYYYYYYYVYYYYYYYYY 

AAAAAAADAAAAAA AAA DADA DADAAD AAA AAA AAAS es 
3 PRESBYTERIAN COMMITTEE OF PUBLICATION, 2001 Main St., Richmond, Va. 

[Entered at Post Office at Columbia, S. C., as second class matter.] 

$2.00 A YEAR. 20 CENTS A COPY. 



Che Bible Student. 
CONTINUING 

‘ 

The Bible Student and Religious Outlook. 

Vol. I., New Series. 

Our Saviour’s work seems to have 

been largely personal, chiefly individ- 

rae ee ual. The disciples 
In Work were selected singly 

‘ and called individu- 

ally; after having chosen and called 

them, his chief care seemed to be 

their development by personal asso- 

ciation and teaching; the paramount 

object of his earthly ministry was to 

train them into instruments fit to 

carry on the work to be committed 

to their care when he should leave 

the world; this was the essential 

feature of his ministry, all else, how- 

ever important, was incidental to this. 

The first accessions to disciple- 

ship were made by individual, per- 

sonal appeal; Christ calls Andrew 

and Andrew first findeth his own 

brother Simon, Christ enlists Philip 

and Philip brings Nathaniel; thus 

the gracious call through personal 

influence is passed on, transmitted 

as it were through individual con- 

tact. 

We have record of more than one 

public address delivered to a large 

audience, but what may have been 

the result of such addresses we are 

left to conjecture alone to deter- 
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mine, the presumption is that the im- 

mediate, visible fruit was small; the 

fact that three years’ work by both 

Christ and his disciples shows only 

one hundred and twenty adherents 

gained, indicates an absence of 

anything like great ingatherings. 

Wherever there is any certain know- 

ledge of a disciple secured, it was 

through individual influence, by per- 

sonal appeal. We find in business a 

distinction recognized between goods 

hand-made and machine-made, pre- 

ference and price being always in 

favor of the former as presumption 

of greater care in selection and 

greater fidelity in construction. The’ 

terms are not the choicest in spirit- 

ual connections, yet inasmuch as the 

word “machinery” has won recogni- 

tion as descriptive of revival meas- 

ures, it may not be inept to say that 

Christ’s own method is against it, 

and to note that the individualism 

that marked his work is strong indi- 

cation that in the spiritual hus- 

bandry, as in the natural, “hand 

picked fruit”? is likely to be sounder 

and less subject to speedy deterio- 

ration than the other sort. 



THE SYMBOLISM OF THE LAMB. 

We of the West associate gentleness and innocence with the 
lamb. Did the Hebrews, an eastern people, of other race from 
us and other modes of thought, see the same beautiful qualities 

emblematized in the lamb? Perhaps on inquiry we shall find our- 
selves largely. indebted to them for the association. The sheep, 

_ to speak of it before the lamb, was an emblem of innocence, “I 

have sinned; but these sheep, what have they done?” (2 Sam. 

XxXiv. 17); of gentleness and guilelessness, in contrast to the wolf- 

ish nature, “False prophets . . . come in sheep’s clothing, but 

inwardly they are ravening wolves” (Mat. vii. 15); of meek, 

unmurmuring, unresisting submission to violence, “As a sheep 

that is led to the slaughter, and as a ewe that before her shearers 

is dumb” (Is. liii. 7, literally rendered, the first word meaning any 

animal of the flock); of tractableness, and peculiar nearness to 

man, “The sheep hear [the shepherd’s] voice, and he calleth his 

own sheep by name, and leadeth them out, . . . and they follow 

him, for they know his voice’ (John x. 3, 4; cp. 14). The 

thoughts which clustered about the lamb were the same in kind, 

but more tender; for frequently the lamb was made a pet in the 

family, and was an object of fond affection (2 Sam. xii. 3). ‘The 

house lamb yields a figure for innocent, confiding, unsuspicious 
nature, “I was like a gentle lamb that is led to the slaughter; and 

I knew not that they had devised devices against me” (Jer. xi. 19, 

R. V.) Through the influence of the Septuagint, by its transla- 

tion of Is. liii. 7, the lamb dumb before her shearers represented 

to a wide circle of readers meek, unmurmuring, unresisting sub- 

mission to violence. 
The lamb, more than any other sacrificial animal, was the rep- 

resentative offering in Israel. It availed for burnt, peace and 

trespass offerings, for the sin offering of the common people, and 

for the passover. It was used for the daily morning and evening 

sacrifice, for the special offerings of the Sabbath, for the release of 

the Nazirite, the purification of women, the cleansing of the leper. 

In calling Jesus the Lamb of God which taketh away the sin of the 

world, John the Baptist distinctly proclaimed Jesus to be the. 

atoning sacrifice which God had provided for sin; he implicitly 
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ascribed to Jesus the faultlessness and spotlessness of the sacri- 

ficial victim; and with fine sense of propriety he chose for his met- 

aphor from among all available sacrificial animals that one which 

was hallowed by the most varied and the most tender associations, 

and that one which in the poetry of popular thought suggested 

gentleness, guilelessness, submissiveness, and affectionate attach- 

ment to man. Joun D. Davis. 

THE SIN OFFERING. 

The sin offering made atonement (Lev. iv. 20; xvi. 11). It 

must be an animal; in extreme poverty an ephah of fine flour 

might be substituted (v. 11), but then the offering was incom- 

plete.* Cost did not enter into the idea of the sin offering. 

Whether the sacrifice was intended to make atonement for the 

great and populous nation or to atone for an individual, it con- 

sisted of one victim only. Numbers did not count. When the 

tabernacle was dedicated, the prince of each of the twelve tribes 

brought a rich burnt offering, consisting of a bullock, a ram, and 

a lamb; and a richer peace offering, two oxen, five rams, five he 

goats, five lambs; but for a sin offering he brought one kid only. 

And so always. He who would testify his gratitude to God, and 

freely dedicate his substance to the Lord, might sacrifice a heca- - 

tomb of burnt offerings. He who would make peace offerings, 

and hold fellowship with God and God’s ministers in a feast before 

the Lord, might drive a herd of cattle to the sanctuary for the 

purpose. But he who came to seek atonement for sin brought one 

victim only. Number had no place. The commercial value of the 

sacrifice counted for nothing.+ The importance lay in what was 

peculiar to the animal in itself alone. The sin offering was the gift 

*In case of extreme poverty, a complete sin offering was not demanded. God 

dispensed with that part which pertained to him, and required only that part of 
it which corresponded to the fat in the normal sin offering, and which sacra- 

mentally, through the acceptance of the meal by God, to whom it ascended in 

the fire of the altar, assured the offerer of his forgiveness. In going on the 

altar, the offering shared also in the benefits secured by the blood shed at that 
altar. 

tin the opinion of Schultz, the guilt offering was a gift, ransom or payment 

made to God to ‘‘smooth his countenance,’’ exactly as before a human tribunal 

a ransom was given under certain circumstances to the offended party; and the 




