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ashamed to be talled their God ; although Christ
i§ not’ ashamed- to ‘call them brethren; although
by the power of God they are now enjoying
salvation : still their salvation is not yet complete,
there is the possibility that even yet they may be
ashamed at His coming.
“ For in all the intercourse of God with man, He
uses no compulsion except the compulsion of love.

If one who:has’ tasted . and: seen thdt the Lord is:

- gracious feels constraint, it is the love of Christ:

that constrains. him: . And he must will:to-abide
within the constraint of that love. He must, in.
the Apostle’s words, “abide " in him, in .close:
conscious contact, that he may not be ashamed at’
His coming, but may have an abundant entrance
into His eternal kingdom and glory.
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" By THE Rev. J. A SELBIE, DD ABERDEEN

1.  Exacr scholarship, a. scientific temper of mind,

" and the reverence of a believer in Divine revela-

tion combine..to render Principal Skinner an ideal
commentator on the Book of. Genesis.. The work
before us will unquestionably take ‘its place -in
the very front rank of modern O.T. commentaries.
We can award it no higher praise than to say that
it need. not shrink from comparison with. what
has hitherto been facile princeps in the series to
which it belongs—Driver’s Deuteronomy. Before
proceeding to deal with other features of this great
work, we may note two réspects in which even
our acquaintance with Dr. Skinner had hardly
prepared us to expect him'to reach such excellence
—namely, the literary style, which is not only clear

and lucid but frequently reaches true eloquence;,

and the consummate skill and ‘unfailing courtesy
with which he treats opporents. We confess we
had looked for a little more of .that ¢impatiénce
with stupid people’ which used to be attributed
to the late Professor Robertson Smith. But Dr.
Skinner’s is no doubt the more excellent way. Not,
indeed, that he cannot, when necessary, give play to
a mild sarcasm.” What, for instance, could be more
charming than this touch?: ¢What with Winckler
and Jeremias, and Cheyne, and now Eerdmans, O.T.
scholars have a good many f new eras ” dawning on
them just now. Whether any of them will shine
unto the perfect day, time will show’ {(p. xliii).

" YTHR INTERNATIONAL CRITiCAL COMMENTARY.—I.
Geness, by Principal Skinner, D.D., Westminster College,
Cambridge, ‘1910, Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark; price
12s. 6d." 2. Chronicles, by Professor E. L. Curtis,” D.D,

Yale, with" the ‘assistance of Rev A A Madsen, Ph.D.,

Newburgh, N.Y.; price IZS : .

(T. &- T. Clark,

Hltherto the best commentaries’ on Geneszs at
the disposal of the Enghsh—speakmg student have
been . the translation - of . Dillmann’s great work
1897), and -the - admirable
Westminster, - Commem’ary of Driver. Our debt
to Dillmann we should find it ‘hard to estlmate,
but a - considerable change has - passed on the
situation: since his day; while Dr. .Driver would
be the first to admit that the * Westminster’ series
denied him that- scope of whrch Dr.. Skinner ‘has
been _able to avail himself in.the ‘Internatlonal
Crltlcal’ serres As for recent German comment-
aries, - w1th all their excellence, we confess to have
missed precisely what we find in the pages “of
Dr. Skinner’s ‘work.- "Take even the great work
of Gunkel In sprte of its brilliance and suggest-}
iveness, is' there not a good deal of the w:ldly,
erratic in its theories and comblnatlons, and"is
not an; uneasy susprc1on at. times awakened in
the mind of the- cautiotis student that the mgenlous
author of Sekipfung und C'}zaor has .discovered. a
mare’s nest?

Most readers will be heartily glad that Dr
Skinner  passes over. so- lightly. the controversres
as to the compat1b111ty of the earlier chapters of
Genesis w1th the conclus1ons of modern science.
All such questions ‘will soon cease, if they have
not already ceased, to possess any living’ 1nterest.

.Far more importance attaches to the questlon of

the historical or legendary character of the -book;
or the relation of one of these elements to ‘the
other. Here Dr. Skinner is seen at his best; and
we shall be sorely dxsappomted if his carefully,
welghed words fail to reassure ‘some timid souls.

| For instance,.in .contrasting. history. with: legend,
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and defining the true. character of the latter, he
says:” S I

“While legend is not’ hlstory, it has in‘$ome respects a
valué ‘greater . than history. ~Fot it teveals ‘the soul: of a
people, its instinctive: selection' of the types of character
which represent its moral asprratlons, its. conception of its,
own’ place and mission in the world; and also, to some
indéterminate’ extent, the impact on its inner hfe‘of the
momentous historic experiences in.which it first woké up
to the consciousness of a national existence and destiny’

(p. iv),

Dr. Skinner finds no difficulty in proving that

in this sense much of the material contained. in

the early chapters of Genesis. represents legend”

and not history, while at the same time it is
possible, he argues, by the . exercise: of .due’ care
~ to extract solid historical results from a tradition

myths in Genesis, our author accepts as correct
¢ for all practrcal purposes’ the view that the
Hebrew mind did not produce myths of its own,
but borrowed and adapted those of other peoples.
This pomt is illustrated in detail (p. viii ff.), -

A questlon of fundamental interest and 1mport—
ance to many readers will ‘be that of the historical
background. of the paz‘rzarc/zal traditions. - Nothing
could surpass in fairness ‘Dr.' Skinner’s treatment
of ‘the' claims that" have - been put forward by
récent apolog1sts on’ archaeologucal grounds.
stéws exactly what archzology has proved and
what it has left as much open ‘to question as
before. As to the personalities of the patriarchs,
he ‘examines carefully the theories that they were
orrgmally personified tribes, or that they were
originally Canaanite deities. The cases of Isaac,

Jacob, and Joseph are doubtful, although even |

here the pombzh{y of an individual as opposed to
a tribal origin of the names is not excluded ; but
Abraham has a claim to individuality that is all
his own: On this pornt Dr. Skinner expresses
so well the present writer’s own' conviction on the
sub]ect that it w111 be best to quote his words' o

An 1mportant element in the casg is the. clearly concelved
type ' of . character which he (Abraham) represents, No
doubt the eharacter has been 1dea11zed in accordance with

the ¢ondéptions of o Tater age ; ‘but the impréssion rémains’

thiat tHere must: have been something in the actual :Abraham
which- gaye:.a;. dirsction. ito:the . idealization..: It is . this
'on more, than anythmg else which mvests the. ﬁgure
h it has' possessed for
ich ‘still tesists the’ attempt
feafion of religicus’ phantasy. If
s the::deseription: of {legend.idsa form

devout minds ‘in all ¢
t6 - dissolve’ " Him ™ itifi
there be ary: truth::

| human a.ffalrs
that ‘is marnly legendary. "As to the presence’ of |

| prevailing critical view.
He |

recent

of narrative- conserving the impression of*a great: personality:
on his age, we_may venture, in spite of the. lack of decisive
ev1dence, to regard him as -a historic personage, however.
dim the surrouindings of his life may be’ (p. xxv).

And again (p. xxvii): * The appearance of a prophetlc
personality such as Abraham i3 represented to have been,
is a phenomenon with many analogies in ‘the history: of
religion, . The ethical and spiritual idea of God. which is
at. the foundatron of the rehglon of Israel could only enter,
the wotld through 4 personal organ’of Divine revelation s
and nothing forbids us to see in Abraham the first of that -

_long series of prophets through whom God has com-

municated to ‘mankind a saving knowledge. of. Himself,
The keynote of Abraham’s piety is faz¢f in the unseen,—

faith .in the' Divine 1mpulse which drove him forth to a
land which he was’ never to possess ; and faith in the future
of the rehgron which he thus founded, He moves before
us on the page of Scripture as the man through whom faith,
the living principle of true religion, first became a force in
It. is difficult to think that so powerful a
conceptron has grown out of nothmg As we read the .
story, we may well trust the lnstmct which tells' us that
hete wé aré facé -to face with & decisive act ‘of the living’
God in hrstory, and an act-whose essential: 51gn1ﬁcance wag

never lost i in, Israelite tradition.’

'On the preservation and collection of the
tradltlons and the structure and composrtlon of
the Book of Genes1s, Dr. Skinner succeeds 1n
formulatrng what is one of the most conv1ncmg ;
arguments we have ever read in favour of the
He appears to us to be
especially successful in combating the objections of
Dr. Orr (who, by the way, ought to ‘have conceded
nothing to his. opponents if he was to escape
finally conceding a great deal more), and the
insidious attempts to 1nva11date the
argument drawn from the varying use. of ‘the
Divine names.

It may be of 1nterest to. note, ﬁnally, Dr,
Skinner’s view as to the date of the final redaction,
when P# was ‘amalgamated with JE (p. Lxvi). '

¢If the lawbook. read- by Ezra. before the congregatioth
as the basis of the covenant. (Neh. 8') .was. the" entire
Pentateuch (exceptlng late - addltrons),1 the redaction must,
have been effected before | 444. B.C.,. and in all probablhty
the redactor was' Ezra hlmself On the other hand, if (a8
seems to the present Wwriter more ‘probable) Ezral’s lawbook
was-only. the Puestly Code, or: part/of it:(P¢+£PY),2 then
the final tedaction is. brought down.te.a.later period,. the
terminiis ad ‘guem being the bonowmg of the Jewish
Pentateuch by the Samaritan, community. That event is
usually assrgned though on "Somew at, precarrous grounds
to Nehemlah’s second term of ofﬁce i ‘J‘ud:‘ea,_'(t. 432'B

v Wellhausen, Drllmann, K1ttel yez alu. -
) So Cornill, Holzinger,.ef.al#ze:;

K}
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On the sphere of the.
(which -extends :to: 540~ pagés) we cannot entet:
It may. suffice:to. say 'that nothing is. wanting:for
which' the Old Testament. student is entitled- to
look. :He will find not .only textual and. literary
criticism at the very highest level, archaeology and
comparative religion made to yield ‘their latest
-and best results, exegesis of ..the safest rand

soundest type, but also a depth of spiritual-

insight which gives to this commentary. quite a
unique value. We should like to call attention,
further, to the extremely, important *Extended

Notes;’ ‘pre-eminent amongst which we have noted”
‘those on ‘The Heb. and Bab. Sabbath,’ ‘The .
Legend;”

Chronology of Gn 5, ‘The Babel,
‘Historical Value of Gn 14, ‘The Sacrifice of
Isaac,
¢ The Zodiacal Theory of the Twelve Tribes.’

_ 2. The pages of Professor Curtis’s commentary
introduce us to a very different clas§ of religious
literature. - The Books of:* Chronicles: are - not
specially. popular with the. ordinary ‘reader of the
Bible, and their real significance has: not dlways
been - correctly -appraised - even: by scholars.. Dr.
Curtis’s difficulties in executing.- his: ‘task - have
been. sériously: increased . by illness 'and ‘partial
loss of eyesight—a’ circumstance which ‘hecessi:
tated: the calling in of a coadjutor inthe’person
of Dr, . A. A; Madsen; whose work.  is" fully
recoghized. in the Preface. ~The.» Introduction
contains a-careful  examination of :the relation -of
Chronicles to Ezra-Nehemiah, :and- a’ discussion
of the date of the work, which ‘may be confidently
given’as -about 300 B.C.' (p: .6). Proceeding to
deal with the plan, purpose, and historical value, Dr.
Curtis shows that the author of Chronicles belongs
to the same school as the Priests’ Code, delighting;
equally with the latter, in all that. pertains’ to the
mihistry of the sanctuary, showing the same fond-
ness: for registers and statistics, and. indulging’ at
times <in similar - -exaggerations. - The. author’s
dominating motive is: well -defined: as: follows:: -+

.+ He “interpreted. Israels. life;: after the - patternvof. the
Priests”.Code of- it national ;beginning- ~under’ Moses;:.as
that of: a: church,wnh .constant . rewards, and punishments
'thlough signal Divine ‘intervention. He mad more
the connection between plety an
wickedness and adversity; -
characters and-their rewards .and: punlshments,fo creatmg
them accordmg to, the exigencies-of the:0ccdsion ; {pi 9)u:
"I'he :method-:of - procedure ' is illustrated: in’ detaﬂ
by the.Chronicler’s treatment::of--the history ofithe

.-commentary . proper.

“embellishiitents of the Chronicler, .

“The “Shiloh” prophecy of -Gn .49’

various klngs, ‘as contrasted with: the account glven
in the Books of Kings: -

: Owing to this :deliberate reconstructlon of the
h1story,,the. Books of ‘Chronicles are shown'to:be
a “tendency’.. composition possessmg but httle
historical value. . s

£ The plcture which ‘they .give of the past is far dess
accurate .or. trustworthy than that of, the: earliér® Biblical
writings-; indeed, it is a distorted picture in the interest of
the later institutions of post-exilic Judaism ; and the main

“historical value of these books consists in their reflection of

the notions of that period. Vet at the same time some
ancient facts, having trickled down through oral or wrltten
tradition; are doubtless preserved inth i

% These are few,
indeed, - compared with the products of the imagination,
and must be sifted like kernels of wheat from a mass of chaff’
(p 14 £). ,

‘We are thoroughly at -onewith" Dr. Curtlss
apprematlon of the Chronicler as a historian, It
is important to bear in -mind that none of the Old
Testament writers—and  least of all’ those’ of ;the
Priestly school-—wrote h1story or dts ozem ke
Their aim was splntual edlﬁcatlon‘ they i

cetemonies, . “institutions © of ~one :'séEt oF ;
necessary. for the maintenagnce;.of ‘religious ;life; -

:The
Chromcler, it is true, over-emphasized their importance, and

his " teachings -are vitiated by, a_false doctrme of
interference without hiiman endeavour, ‘@nd @ false notronr
of rrghteousness con51st1ng largely inthe observant:e of legal
forms and ceremonies, . Vet in: his own timey ‘inless Hethad
been a .diréct forerunner of Christ, he could not:have beeri
expected to give. a different message, and i i
message rendered a most important serv1ce .
ot ofily to the same school* of wiiteré ds the'
authors of the’ Priestly elément’ of ‘the  Péntateu
kindred - with * the. prophets Haggai. ‘and:: Zechariahy wan

especlally Malachi .-« Throdgh these; writings -the, past
also was idealized and glorified as_:a.norm,, for present
actlvrty and future development

mtensrfy e’ loyalty ‘4nd'*devotion” “andient': ]ew.

The DLVIne Jaw ‘of retribution and! speclal providencé, which
the Chron1cler taught,) Wwas 4 most, powerful factor algorfor .
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.Further sections in' the: Introductlon deal .very

satlsfactonly ‘with such subjects as -the ‘sources

{canonical ~and un-canonical) at the «disposal of
the Chronicler, the peculiarities of his diction, and
the: Hebrew. text and: the versions. : An:interesting
-account is given of what criticism hashad to:say on
the Books of Chronicles, and a ‘very valuable. list
of ‘the Literature dealing with them is appended.

The commentary proper (473 pp.) deserves un:
stinted praise; and will: be found of extreme:value
by all who.are intérested in this late constituent of
the:Canon, which possesses so much interest alike
from . the literary .and - the:: religious- standpoint:
Dr. Curtis -has supplied the English-speaking.
student "of :the Old Testament w1th prec1sely the

work he requlred

@mfﬁet @wm of (professor Etfprecl}fs jftagmenf

“of a @efuge Cablet, -

By GEORGE A.;BarToN, A.M,, PHD PROFESSOR oFr BIBLICAL LITERATURE AND SEMITIC
- LANGUAGES IN BRYN MAWR COLLEGE, U S A, o

THE treatment accorded th1s fragment of - a I

,Deluge tablet by two such. dlstmgmshed scholars
‘ P1nches and "Professor: Hommel -in: THE
EXPOSITORY TIMES for. May is. very, suggestwe
As. my. own attention has, in. consequence of
prev1ous studles, beén attracted- to points Wl’llCl’l
seem,, in_part at least to_have escaped the hotice
l 3 cholars ‘mentioned, a few 'words from a
dlfferent pomt of v1ew'may not be, out of place

It should be noticed, in the ﬁrst place, that the
tablet is a mere fragment. No 11ne of it is
complete. . Every one who interprets any line
must resort in some degree to conjecture. . A full
discussion of Professor Hilprecht’s conJectures will
appear if-an' article soon to be ‘published in the
]ournal of ‘the American Oriental Society. 1 ‘will
here  content myself with a few observatlons on
line.12,  There are v1s1b1e but four ‘signs in  this
line, namely, ku ummi ni. ° Hilprecht divides them
kot mi-pi, translates them “instead of & number,’
supplles before this, ‘and thé creeping thlngs two
of , vérythmg, ‘making the whole read : ‘and the
creeping: thlngs two ‘of: everything. 1nstead of &
humber. Tt is - my belief that - th1s whole pro—
cedure is’ untenable :
. If we turn to Haupt’s Mmrodqﬁos, p 1 38 l1nes
85, 86, we find that, three, classes of living : belngs
went JAnto :the; Babyloman ark. - <Cattle’of the

‘ beasts of the ﬁeld’ formed one class

fine, and _ayol_d;s.‘ ta Apoﬁhér ;qla,_S,S.:;waS_tthé

famlly (kzmta) of the Babylonlan hero This
appears in. the -last line of Hilprecht’s tablet as
kin-ta. - ‘The third class was ‘artisans’ (umniéni).
This third class we also. find in 1 12- of Hilpreelit’s
tablet if we join the last three - syllables swhich
appear there, wm-mi-ni, and regard -ummini jas: a
variant form of wmmdni, just as we have kurummiti
for. kurummidti and: shurminu for shurminu,... The
remaining ; syllable 2% would then: belong t6-the
end: of somelost word. - That word.:may:have
been Z-i-4i-ku, since this word occurs ina similar
connexion on ‘the deluge fragment discovered: by
Pere Scheil (cf. Recwedl de. Travaux; xx::pirg8;
L. zo)... The line would then mean. ‘let the:artisans
come.’ . It is surely.a more scientific mettiod .of
investigation to-go to other accounts of the Deluge
for suggestions.as to how to read the signs.and:to
ﬁll out.the lacuna than to’ assume that::the.signs .
which have survived introduce something. new, and
then to fill them out from the: Old: Testament: .
. If: we: adopt the:reading:suggested .above; all
claims that this fragment bears :a‘unique witness
to the. text of the P document fall:to:the. ground.
The: -cuneiform does. not. even contain :the ‘word
tnumber " (#inu), so that there i no occasion-td
dlscuss ‘its ‘relation to’ “the word =K Del1tzsch
perc ived in 1836 that ke ‘could not be * number’
in  the. B1bl1cal Dpassages, and, ‘withdrew this . rash
suggestron of -his: ‘youth. (cf Prolegamena, p 143)
Wthl’l Hilprecht: has: more rashly revived. * -
i+ Itisis: clear. frofii the above:remarksthat :thie
tabletr has:'no significance for:the. Biblical ‘student



