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THE SOCIETY 01-., BL3LICAL LITERATURE 

AND EXEGESIS 

Eighty-eighth Meeting 

PROCEEDINGS 

December 29-31, 1952 

The ei 0hty-eighth meeting of the Society opened at 2 P.M. on Monday, DeceMber 29, at Union Theological Seminary in New York City, in joint session with the National Association of Biblical Instructors. President Sheldon H. Blank called the meeting to order. The first paper of the session was the Presidential Address, the Vice-President S. Vernon Mccasland presiding. According to custor;, there was no discussion. (The address is printed in this issue of the Journal.) The following papers were then heard, President Blank presiding: 
THE SERVANT Or1 THE LORD. w .A. IRV/I~ ( For NABI) • THE DEPEHDENCE OF DEUTERO-ISAIAH UPON EZEKIEL. J. MOR-GENSTERN (For SBLE). Towards the close of his prophetic ministry Ezekiel proclaimed the doctrine of 11for His name's sake". This i!11plied that, as a universal god, Yahweh was concerned for His reputation among the nations. Accordinely "for His na1"'!e1 s sake 11 He will redeem Israel, restore it to its native land, and take it again as His people and Himself heco!11e again its god. Certainly Ezekiel did not perceive the full irrtport of his new doctrine and especially that it i"'1plied a question, "Just what was this now regenerate Israel to do after rehabilitation as Yahweh's people i::-i its own na-tive land?" Sone thirty years after Ezekiel another prophet, ~eutero-Isaiah, reaffirMed this doctrine. Apparently he too did no More at first than restate it precisely as Ezekiel had for"1ulated it. But as he came step by step to corrtpre-hend the fer-reaching i~plication of the doctrine, he gradu-ally evolved his own u~ique doctrine of Israel as the servant of Yahweh. 1'Je can trnce the gradual advance of Deutero-Isaiah frorn the bare reaffir~ation of Ezekiel's doctrine to the formulation, in slowly expanding form, of his own doctrine. And in so doing we can fix the order of the successive ad-dresses of this exalted prophet and interpret them in rela-tion to their specific historic setting. ·Th1s paper will present this evidence in broad outline and will draw sig-nificant, losical conclusions. 
The meeting adjourned at 4:10 ?.M. 

i 
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Many members of both Societies took advantage of the 
invitation of the National Association of Professors of He-
brew in American Institutions of Higher Learning to hear 
the address by Professor Torczyner of the gebrew University 
in Jerusalem, VISION AND FULFILLMENT IN THE DEVELOPMENT O? 
THE HEBREW LANGUAGE, at 4:JO. 

At 8:00 P.M. the Society met in joint session with the 
American Schools of Oriental Research and the National As-
sociation of Biblical Instructors. Professor Carl H. Krael-
ing, President of the ASOR, presided. Professor J.B. Prit-
chard, Grazer Seminary, the Representative of the SBLE on 
the Board of Trustees of the ASOR gave his report (published 
herein). The report was followed by two papers, both illus-
trated with slides: JERUSALEM SCHOOL FIELD ACTIVITY, 1951-52, WILLIAM L. REED, Director of th~ Jerusalem School, 1951-52; 

THE WADI ARABAH AND THE .NEGEV, PRESIDENT NELSON GLUECK, 
Hebrew Union College and Jewish Lnsti.tute of Religion. 

The meeting adjourned at 10:00 P.V.. 

Tuesday, December JO, at 9:00 A.M. the Society met in 
business session, President Sheldon H. Blank presiding. 

The minutes of the 1951 meeting as printed in the 
Journal (March 1952) were approved. 

The President announced the appointment of the follow-ing committees: 
On Nominations: 

On Memorial Resolutions: 

On Auditing: 

Professors Hyatt, Pritchard, 
Nesbitt. 
Professors Clark, Cadbury, 
Brooks, Jeffery, Williams. 
Professors Metzger, And-

rews. 

The report of the Secretary was read, accepted and approved for publication. 
Professor Muilenburg, Chairman of the Membership Com-

mittee, spoke briefly on the importance of recruiting new 
members each year and moved the election of the 161 already 
nominated with any others nominated before the end of the 
year. The motion was seconded, passed and the members de-clared elected. 

Memorial Resolutions were read, approved for publica-tion and accepted by rising vote: 
on Sir Frederick Kenyon, Honorary Member, prepared by Prof-es -sor Kenneth Clark, 
on Raymond Knox, prepared by Professor Jeffery, 
on Mary Hussey, prepared by Professor Brooks, 
on Lindsay Longacre, prepared by Professor Cadbury, 
on Edward Bartlett, prepared by Professor W.G. Williams. 



?ro~eedin::i;s iii 

The renorts of the Treasur>er Eud tho Audi ti:1r; Coru11i ttee ~ere read and eccepted a~d the report of the Treasurer was 
o~nrovcd for pu½licetion. 

The report of the editor who was nbsent on account of ill3css Das read hy the Secretnry, accepted and ap p roved for public8t 7 

T~e Preside~t a1mounced th~t the Council of the Society had re-elected Professor ~en~an as editor for the year 1953, that the resi~nations of the associate editors had been a~ ,Jept~d -.-.·i th " rer;ret, that Professor Freed""lan had been elect-ed ns Old Testa""!ent ~ool~ Review Editor, and Professor Enslin as ~.di tor of the J.~onor~raph Series, that Professors Cooper, Enslin, VuiJ.e,1burrr, OrlL1sky and ··,.-ik~re t1 were re-elected 
me""lbers of the edi toris .l co;'l""!i ttee. 

The reports received fron the sections of the Society were app~oved for puhlication without readi~g. 
The report of the delegnte to the Ar1erican Council of Lcar~ed Societies, Professor Flight, was read, accepted and apDroved for pu½l~cation. 
The report of the UNESCO conference was read by '' 1illiam R. ?ar~er, one of the tociety 1 s two delegates, and accepted. 
There WRS no for~al report from the New Testament Manu-script project. Professor 8lark spoke briefly of the meeting at Oxford in the surrJni.er of 1953 and anno1.L-iced that the first volunie should be puhlishecl in 1956. 
Greetin g s from Honorary r.1embers: Pere Vincent, Jerus-aleM; Professor Eissfeldt, Halle/Saale; Professor Galling, 

T•ainz; Greetin~ I'ron the Israel Society for Biblical Re-search sent hy Dr. M.!I. Gottstein and from a group of Jap-anese scholars sent by Tsu~etaro Miyakoda were read by the Secretary. (Cabled ~reetin~ frorn the British Society for Old Testo:r1ont Study v1as received later.) 
President Blank announced the elections by the Council to the Standj_nr; Co"'1mi ttee s: on Membership, Professor S. N. Blank to succeed hi"'1self; on F'inance, Professor Cyrus Gordon to succeed Professor F.C. Grant; on Pror,ram, Professor Ovid Sellers to succeed Professor G.E. Wright; on Research, Prof-essor I'1 • S. Enslin to succeed himself. 
The objection was made from the floor that according to t:'1e co~-isti tut ion :no Member of a Standing Cammi ttee was elig-ible to succeed himself. Professor Enslin moved that the inconinh President appoint the successors of himself and Professor Blank. The motion was seconded and carried unan-imously. 
President Blank reported from the proceedings of the Council: the appointment of a committee to consider the advisability of conbi~in8 the offices of Secretarv and Treasurer, the report of the Committee on Research that the Society approve but should not undertake to sponsor the proposal of the Biblical Department of Princeton Theologi-cal SeMinary for cataloguing early publications important for Biblical study available in the United States and ob-taining Microfilms of others; and the recommendation that 
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the preparation of a Ugaritic Concordance be considered; 
the decision that the Society needed a public relations 
officer and that ?rofessor Kramer of the University of 
Pennsylvania be asked to serve as appointee of the Coun-
cil; the decision that two (not thr~e) notices of dues 
should he sent; acceptance of the invitation of the Na-
tional Association of I'cachers of Hebrew in Ar11erican 
Institutions of IIir;hcr Le~rning to eppoint a "'1.ember. of 
the Society vi:10 would serve as honorary me"'1.ber on the 
Executive 80"'1.mittee of t:1c Association and the appoi'nt-
"'1.ent of Professor Cyrus Gordon. 

Professor Piper from t:ie floor r,ave some further ex-
planation of the need of preserving materials for Biblical 
study and t:ic project wc.s referred back to the Col"lrriittee 
on Research. 

'i':1.e Council accepted two nominations for honorary mer>1-
bership in the Society: Professor Doctor Johanaes de Zwaan 
of the University of Leyden, noninated by Professors Clark, 
Grant and Cadbury; Professor Harold Henry Rowley of the 
University of Manchester, nominated by Professors Stine-
spring, Puilenburg and Pfeiffer. Professors de Zwaan and 
Rowley were elected to honorary membership in the Society. 

In the absence of Professor Hyatt, the report of the 
Nominating Committee was read by the Secretary. The fol-
lowing officers were elected: 

President Professor·s. Vernon Mccasland, 

Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Associates in 
Council (terminat-
ing in 1955) 

Representetive on 
the Board of the 
ASOR 

University of Virginia, Char-
lottesville, Virginia 

Professor Millar Burrows, Yale 
University, ~iew Haven, Conn. 

Professor Charles F. Kraft, Gar-
rett Biblical institute, Evans-
ton, Illinois 

Professor Donald H. Gard, Prince-
ton Theological Seminary, Prince-
ton, New Jersey 

Professor Sa"'1.uel Sandnel, Hebrew 
Union Colle~e-Jewis~ Institute 
of Religion, Cincinnati, Ohio 

Professor John Bricht, Union Theo-
loGical Seminary, Richmond, Va. 

Dr. Robert M. Grant, University 
of Chicago, Chicago, Illinois 

Professor James B. Pritchard, 
Crozer Theological Seminary, 
Chester, Pa. 

The President reported the recor1.."'1.endation of the Council 
that the Society accept the invitation of the Garrett Bibli-
cal Institute to hold the 1953 Meeting of the Societv at 
Garrett in connection with the Centen~ial of that in~titu-
tion. The meetin~ to be held December 28-30. The recomP1en-
dation was accepted. 

The business meeting adjourned at 10:30 A.M. 
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The following papers were then heard: 
COSMIC CONNOTATIONS OF MAYIM RABBIM. H.G. MAY (Oberlin Graduate School of Theology). The expression mayim rabbim, ttmany waters", is used in a number of ways in the Old Testa-ment. One of its most important usages is in passages which describe the conflict between Yahweh and his foes or the foes of Israel, where the 'many waters" are the equivalent of the sea or the deep or the rivers which must be or have been controlled or conquered by Yahweh. An analysis of these passages shows how the writers use this expression, as well as related terms to indicate the cosmic insurgent forces which are manifest in the natural world, in the enemies of Yac~weh or of his people, or in the disasters or foes afflict-ing the righteous individual. Yahweh's victory over them is a victory over the demonic (dragonic). There is a cos-mic reference in this identification of concrete historical ~vents, persons and nations with the insurgent waters and their defeat. This is important for understanding a ne-glected aspect of Old Testament theology; it implies a dual-isM significant for appreciating not only the later apoc-alyptic thought, but also the earlier non-eschatological and eschatological thought of the Hebrews. 
(BY title) THE STRUCTURE OF THE GOSPEL OF MARK. C.C. CRAIG (Drew Theological Seminary). 
(By title) ENTOS AND THE REIGN OF GOD. C.C. McC.OWN (Pacific School of Religion). 

SEEKING GOD IN THE OLD TESTAMENT. O. SELLERS (McCor-mick Theological Seminary). In recent years there has be~~ a tendency among a large and vocal group pro.fessing concern w~th biblical theology to accentuate the omnipotence .of God and the impotence o.f sin.ful man in ef.fecting his salva .tion •. Man is said to have inherited sin .from his fallen ancestoTs . and of himsel.f to be unable to do anything about . 1-t, so . that · any seeking o.f God on his part will be futile; . he c~ri be , . saved only if he is o~ God's elect. The biblic .a} -~~heolo~j,.an should be inter~sted in what the Bible has to say _op ."tl;le"".'·-':,,:i subject. It is evident that the Old Testament wri}e ,:rs . be-lieved that God was the initiator in many con.frontations '. He chose :hahar), called (qar~), or colTl.rlanded (~iwwa) men for particular tasks or he spoke to them in imperati¥es. , He selected persons from Adam on down .for their resp .e.ct :i ,ve , missions. Some, like Moses, Gideon, Saul, Isaiah - and ;JeFe.:. M.~ah were reluctant to respond but were impelled ·by the -di vine will. John reports Jesus as saying, "You have not chosen !'le, but I have chosen you. u Still there is abundant evidence that in the Old Testament it was not considered useless for ~an to seek God. In the Old Testament the principal words for seek are baqash (in piel) and darash 
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( in qal) . There are rrnnY inju..YJ.ctions to seek God and pro-
nises that one seekin~ him will find hi,..,. Jesus said, "Seek 
and you will find. 11 The biblical writers advised riore t:ian 
nerely waiting on the Lord. 

HISTORICAL BACKGnomm o:;i THE ASSASSINATION" OP Al~ON, KDJG 
OF JUDAH. A. ~.'IALM,TAT ( Hebrev, University, Jerusalem) • The 
hitherto obscure events in the court of Judah wherein King 
Amon first fell victin, followed by t~e slauGhter of his 
conspirators, are linked here with the general uprising of 
the 1Nest against the Assyrian yoke. The murder of .Ar'lon, an 
obvious anti-Assyrian act, was mollified by the counter re-
volution of the Am Ha-ares, waged in time to rescue Judah 
from the punitive caMpaign of Ashurbanipal, who conquered 
several cities on the seashore. Yet the province of Samaria , 
which apparently participated in the anti-Assyrian revolt, 
was punished (cf. Ezra 4:9-10). Probab1.y at the same time 
the first actual attempts of Egypt to conquer Southern Pal-
estine took place as indicated in Herodotus' description of 
the siege of Ashdod and by archeological evidence of several 
sites in the Nep;eb. Thus a new Assyrian-Egyptian-Judaean 
synchronization m~y be estahlished providing additional _ 
proof of extensive military activity in Palestine in 640/639. 

THE ZODIAC PANEL IN T!{E BET-ALPI-!..11,. SY1{AGOGUE. I. somrn 
(Hebrew Union College). The presence of the Zodiac , wit~ 
the Helios figure in the center, in the Beth-Alpha mosaics 
has been generally considered as indication that the Jews 
in the sixth century were unaware of' its mythological ori-
p;in, and conceived it as a mere decorative pattern. An 
attempt is now made to show that in adoptinr, the Zodiac 
theme, Jewish scholars and artists were far-iilinr indeed with 
its paean 9onnotation, and endeavored, throu~h chan~es in 
the position of' the signs, to transform its oricinal symbol-
ism into the very opposite. Originally connected wit~ the 
sun cult, and aiminr, at the glorification of the triumphant 
Helios in his majestic chariot, the Zodiac was now turned 
into a symbol of Helios 1 ( identified with the Ronan-B,rzan -
t . . ) " ine e~pire doom and final defeat by the most insignifi-
cant, in appearance, of the constellations, Cancer, the 
house of the moon, symbol of Israel. 

The meeting adjourned at 12:25 ? . M. 

At 2:00 P.M. the Society met in three sections. The 
following papers were heard: 

Old Testament Section, President Blank presidin3: 

THE PATIENT JOB. H. FINE (Hebrew Union Collec;e). The 
prologue and epilogue of the Book or Job extol the oiety of 
a man so faithful that he accepted without question.the over-
whelming suffering sent by God to test him. The saint who 
is congratulated in the epilogue for speaking justly of God's 
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ways is hardly the tragic hero whose insolence is rebuked >:Jy t:ie voice fron the whirlwind. Is there a.1.y trace oi' the "patient Jobtt in the main body of the poen:'? Chapter 27 ca .1. be best understood as Job's final ref~sal to justify his friends who, in this tradition, must hnve reinforced the te"'lptation thnt he "bless God and diett (cf. 1~2:7). Such an interpretation of the ch~pter has the followinR advan-tar;es: (1) T}rn u.11.ity of t~1.e chapter is preserved, and the use of t11.e plurel pro.nouns in vv. 5, llf is explained. The "'1ost satisfactory analyses hitherto have attributed isolated freµ"'1ents of this chapter either to Job or his friends. 
(2) The rieanin~ of vv. 1~-6 beco'11es clear. Job's protesta-tions reveal his deter"'lination to avoid the sin of blasohe-ny (cf. 2, 3, 9). (3) Chapter 28 hecon1es ex -;,licahle in.::.ts uresent context (cf. 28:23 and 1:1, G, etc.). Job quotes t::-iis poel"'\ on wisdo""! to stronr:;then his own pious argu .n10nt. ()_~) T1:.1.e e ;1~ire interruption, frori "A.nd Job ar_;Ain took up ~1is para"'-1le'' in 27: 1 to tl1e repcti tion of tho phrase in 29: 1 boco!"'"les a sinr;lc u::1it, u:icon .1.ectcd in thou J~ht v:ith the ri.ain ar z~ur.ie:it of the poon. ':le need no lon;;er su::,pose t:Jrn.t these vords were attri~uted to Job by an editor who lacked not only traditio :1al support ::n.i.t nlso t:1e r10st nea 0 re conpre-hension of tho :-J.evclopr,cnt o.:.' thou r;ht within the poeM, 

T:U OPPOSI'rIO :J O.i.<7 :n:ASOH .1ilJD AHGLn DJ ·:iISD01' 1 ILI'r::r1ATl8"C. r_;. Y. r··rr.,Lr:rs 1 ("."iayne sboro, Va.) . The tradition of the op-no sj tion of Reason and Anger in \ 'i sdo~-, Literature is traced ~ro"'1 E~yptian and Bab:lonian times to the Jewish ~isdom Literature of the New Testal'l'J.ent period. A comparison is snr,-,r-;ested hetweeYl the handlin1~ of the therrie in '.'fisdor, Lit-erature P.ncl certnL1 Greek phi lo so phi cal· developments. 

PO:·TI~ S'I'rHJC?lB} , A:m rfEAt-TI:JG II{ P~OVE~BS 8:22-31. C.F. KRAF"i' ( Garrett Biblica .l Institute). Co"'lporison of the po-etic structure of Proverhs 8 with that of J:lJ-26 shows re-"'10rknhle sir1~1 ::ori_ ties: an 0 11e:-1ing sta:17,a or stanzas narrat-in~ wisdol'l'J. 1 S ethical benefits, an intervening stanza on wisco~'s cos"'lic role, aY1d a concluding one of exhortation. Cl0ser exa"'1inRtion of G:22-31 shov,s this expansion of 3:19-20 to he co~posed of openin~ and concludinp, couplets (vss. 22-23, 30-31) enclosin~ two triads (vss. 24-29). The clear si"'l~larity in subject ~atter between these triads and Gene-sis 1:6-10 rnises the question of the wisdon writer's use in hls opo;1.in 1: an:J. closi:i~ couplets oi' the "first day" and t:1e "sixth do.~r" of t;i_e prie ~tl-y creation. account. Study of the lrny words and ideas in the openinr; couplet and col'l'lpar-i son with Genesis 1:1-5 suc~cst parallel ri.eaninGs of wis-don rn-:l li :~ht L1. the two accour1ts. The reference in the concludin;:; cou_;)let to \'1isdoY'11 s "delis:itin;; i:i the sons of " t' . f , . h ' d . 1 · r1e:1 , no r;enui:-iencss o v,:nc. i ea is esta'o ished by stro-phic analysis, i:-ivites CO"lparison with the clir1ax of the J-enesis account in the creation of man. The wisdom poet's picture portrayal of wisdo~'s functio~ as all-pervasive 
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orderer, jovous creative artist, user of the spoken word 
resident in~man, provides background in expression and idea 
for later Jewish and Christian identification of wisdom 
and light, Logos and Jesus. 

CERTAIN PECULIARITIES IN THE CHRONOLOGICAL DATA OF THE 
KINGS. E.R. THIELE (Emmanuel Missionary College) 

A comparison of the data as to regnal years and synchron-
isms in Israel and Judah, from the disruption to the reigns 
of Jehoshapat in Judah and Jehoram in Israel, reveals a 
pattern that indicates the use of two systems of chrono-
logical reckonine; in those nations during this time - the 
accession-year system in Judah and the non~ccession-year 
system in Israel .. The above is the only period in the his-
tory of the divided monarchies where the chronological data 
reveal the existence of such a situation. From this time 
onward comes a period during which the data indicate the 
existence of the same pattern of chronological reckoning 
in both natioRs - the non-accession-year system. During 
the reign of Jeroboam II in Israel, the total of the regnal 
years in Israel comes to twelve years above the total for 
Judah, while from the reign of Azariah onwards the totals 
of Judah are twelve years in excess of the totals in Israel. 
There is every indication that this situation is due to a 
twelve year · co-regency on the part of Jeroboam with his 
father Jehoash and of twenty-four years for Azariah with 
his father Amaziah. 

(By title) AN EDITION OF Tiill CHRONICLER1 S HISTORY. 
C.C. TORREY (Chicago, Illinois). At the meeting of this So-
ciety in New York City in December 1946 there was read a 
paper on the need of an edition of the Chronicler's History 
of Israel, the connected account beginning with Adam and 
endinG with . Neher.1.iah. It was .pointed out that no record 
of such an edition is known; that as far back as our know-
ledge goes, the portions of the work dealin g with Ezra and 
Nehemiah are cut off from the rest and given separate edi-
tion, with v~ry unfortunate result. The paper received fav-
orable col'Tll"lent., and no objection was heard. The author of 
the paper .has now prepared an edition of the entire work, 
restoring what .can fairly be claimed to be its ori g inal forM. 
Th~ text used is the Massoretic, the main purpose being to 
bring order out of the present chaos, rather than to criti-
cize readinV,s. Two lost portions of the Hebrew text, pre-
served in Greek translation, are restored to their original 
places~ The whole impression is that of a hitherto unknown 
work, though nothing is new but the old arrangement. There 
is at present no provision for ~ublication. 

HEBREVJ 11-'!ENOLOGIES. E .B. S11-iICK (Shelton College). The 
Hebrews developed menolo Gies like the early Sumerians, 
Greeks and Romans. It was not until the Babylonian exile 
that they adopted pernanent month names. According to 
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Garaner the Er,yptians did not use festival names for months until the Persian period. In E~ypt the phases of the moon were nu'tr\bered, one to four, according to the three seasons. Such a co>11.bination of agricultural seasons with lunation is sur; .o;ested by the phrase bl).ds h 1)yb. 
11orgenstern detected three calendars in the Old Testament. The evidence points to rr1ore at different times and places siT"lilar to the SUMerian rrienolo;;ies. 

(By title) SAUL ;,.:m Tlill '"!I':'CH OP B'.JDOR. H.A. RIGG, JR. (".'le stern Reserve University). After a few renarks describ-ing how the idea of this pRper arose fro"'l. the questions of students doinr; work with !'le in both Old ':'estament and witch-craft studies, I very briefly try to put Saul in his proper scttin~, particularly with recard to the nature of his visit v,i th the 17i tch of E..-1dor. Then I take up, with a verse by verse analysis as Much as possible, the Main theme: the essential soundness an.cl [;enius of the seventeenth century translations of this incident, particulnrly as discovered in the KinG Ja.'11es1 translation. I do this by discussing what the '."ii tch and her familiar were and what went on bet-ween Seul and the ~itch during the seance and, especially, what the '''itch said she saw. 

THE" 300 YEARS" OF ":9A}!ASCUS" (1~ADOKITE") FRA.GIIENTS l: 5-6. I. HABr-rn~HTZ (Brooklyn YMHA). Failure to recognize the Biblical period to which the author applied the 11390 years" (taken from Ez. 4:S) has prevented understanding of the allusions to "Dar1ascus" in the Fra[:;ments and has resul~ ed in the scholarly fiction that a Damascus migration-sojourn was the experience of some later Jewish sect (va1 iously identified as "Zadokites", Pharisees, Essenes, "Co enanters", Ebionites, etc., and dated accordingly). All CO!:LT1entators re:ider DF l:_5-6: "And in a period of wrath -390 years after He r,ave then into the hand of Nebuchadnez-zar, 1dnr:- of BabYlon - He visited them." (The word 1-th-y-th-w, hov/ever, cannot mean "after He 8ave", but "at Lthe ti"'l.e of) ~{is '":iving" or "to (the tin10 of)His giving ·." 1he )C)O-year "period of wrath", therefore, must be sought ~n Israel's history antecedent to (not after) Nebuchadnez-zar. The nuthor i'o'clnd tho 390 ye nrs by addinz up the reg-nal years ( as :~iven in Kin;::;s and Chronicles) fron Rehoboam to the elevc ~-it!1 year of Zedekiah ( the clinax of the "visit-ation11), nhich he found to total 393, and from Hhich he S'--lbtrnctod tho 3 years of' "ijodlincss" mentioned in II Chro-nicles 11:16-17. ":)a:--10.scus Ulmos 5:27) in the Fragments rof'ers to the locale of the ~i~lical Assyro-Babylonian Exile. 
( By title) OLD TESTM:TE;n' INTBRPHETATION AMONG THE ARABIC-S.i?l_;J..KLfG CHHI~TIANS O~i' TEJTII C:S:J'I'URY BAGHDAD. H.F. THOMSON, JR. (Berea College) For a brief period at the end of the tenth century, it beca.ni.e conmon f'or Nestorian, Jacobite and Helkjte Christian theologians of Baghdad to write their 
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t ' 1 · 1 ,.,or:,{S in ."..ra".lic rnt'ner t'1J~·1 ·i 'l t'w l~ 1J.nl ,-,oJi l y'1 :i.eo :::,rica 
of Svriac. I::i these r1rtti-i ,-s t 'l.erc r:er>c ria.1~r ,,·_1')t.r.tio.1s 
frol"'l'both tho Q . T . as well ns Cr::,.., the ·r.·r. pp acr7r::):1.a f' _1d 

. t· · t ,. .r, t.-,,,... C'lO ..... "t'Ol" ··er"-' ,,,-cr 1 various patr:1.s ic v1r1 ers . ..:.o>-ie O.c , . • ,~ ~- v< ,J • • .., ,, . , " ..,.__, • 

in co:1.nection ·;:ith e:rn;:eticnl ',"orl:s , r>nd others 1 :1 D.polo-
~ct i " v,r~t1·0as directed a("ninst J~ dnis~ , Isle'i nnd other 
• ·-..... !. .L () ...... t ) 

:hristia:i. sects , and in t':lesc vie .:':~·1d in:;ero: ·Vn ; · :)2.r i-1l1cls 
to so'1'le norl:s of the Greel: yir-,tristic ,...1ri ters . -:;:'he so:.i.rce 
of the !3i ')lical q1..1.ot'.1 tions c2nnot he i :1.P ·1tifj_f.:d v:i t'l. a~1y 
sinr:"le text or v ersion of t'.1O :l i':-ile, 1)'lt t !1c~' seo'"1 ro.t 1or 
t:::, :~e free rond.eri :1p;s --iadc 'Jy t;1.e indi vi '._t'l P~ . nu :'1.')rs fr o ~ 
so'ie s-~riac versio :1 . T:ic tro. .1Slc.tio:1 s co~s to :10.ve been 
made r:roY"l ri_el"lory , rnt :1er thnn i'ii t~1. the S-;,rrinc text before 
tho ir e,·e s , .1or the differs co:1.si<ler~ '".ll:r ~rem a :-ry 
known Ara"iic , Syriac , Gree~~ or IIe'::Jrcw tc ;~t . 'l.1:1is is true 
both of the ~Jestorian and the Jacobite authors , i.1 v1:1ose 
works we also fi11.d other i11tcrestin 1~ coM"'lOrl tendencies , 
besides the freedom with which they both re~der the Bibli-
cal text into Arabic . '.I'his study is husod rinLil;y 0 11 t:10 
t1:anslation of four theolo--ical treE-.tises b~r tho Jo.cobi te 
•I sa ibn Zur 1 a , n:tade as part of a doct o ral dissertatiJn 
sul)rti t ted to Col 'J.r1hia, and it L1c l ·1de s n lso a sur'vey o.::' 
the use of the Q . T. quotations by several other ~ra½ic 
Christian writers of t he sarte period . 

The session adjourned . 

rfow Testan:tent Sectio .1, Vice-Prcside ;1.t r'cGasland presid-

" FORGIVE US OuR DEBTS AS ':IE ALSO T-10!-\(HV-C:: OUH :Y:.•:BTORS . 11 

D . T . T:IJ•,RO:•I , ( Princeton Theological Seminary) . Discussion 
of the text : aphionen seens to be prefere~le to anh~kamen, 
so Tischendorf , 1::estcott-Hort, 10ieiss Rnd lJestle . To be 
consi~ered for an Enrlish re:1deri.'l :~: op:1eiler1a and S'._1)h-
eiletes in •~t ., al"'lar~ia and ophelein in Lk. I\ tracinr,; of 
the words related to the verb opheilein fro~ clessical Grerlc 
throush the LX:-C shows that tho concept of debt was applied 
in a fiG '.lrative sense to spiritual , ethical Rnd forensic 
matters and pertained to God and to n:tan in virtually every 
phase of development . Obv iously t~orofore opheil~~a and 
co ~na tes could be ide~tified with the concept of sin . (Lk . 
ariartias for Ht . opheilemata) . A tabulation o.f translntio"1s 
shows that the nain rendcrincs of opheilemata in Mt . 6 :1 2 
are 11de"bts 11

, "trespasses", 11sh or tc o111inc;s ", 11failures 11 , "sins 11
, 

and "offenses". Argu"'lents for and ar;ainst . ( The disti11c -
tion sorietimes r.iade that "sins" should be ap p lied solely to 
man's transgressions aBainst God , althouRh Lk. seeMs to have 
made it purpo·sely, is not al together Biblical .) In spite of 
objections , "debts", "debtors", Mt ., "i s indebted 11 , Lk., 
on the basis of the htstorical development of antiquity be -
hind -these renderin8s, because of their symbolic wealth and 
relevance to practical life and therefore clarity to lay 
people, still seem to be preferable . 
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DI:::> JOHN KUO\'/ THE STIWPTICS? C.C. GOODViIN (Yantic, Con-necticut). In ny previous paper (See JBL 1952, p. vii) I showed that if the Fourth Evangelist knew the Synoptics and treated them as he treated the Scriptures, the evidence of his use of Synoptic material to he expected is AxnctlL the kind of evidence v:e do in fact find in his Gospel. But since that evide.1ce can be explainee. away, this paper examines sone instances where the evidence of Synoptic influence is rather vrnak, in order to see if the hypothesis of dependence on lost docunents or on si:'>1ilar oral tradi tio:is will explain then better. Thus this paper argues that the healing of the inpotent nan, at least in its present form, could not per-sist in oral tradition. It must be composite, and if so, nothing is gained by denying that Mark 2:9 was one of its sources. Next, the paper indicates the simil2rity of John 6:3 to Mt. 15:29 and of John 19:2 to Mt. 27:29, arr,uing that no hypothesis except that of John's dependence on Matthew will account for these similarities without multiplying 
unverifiable hypotheses. If dependence on the Synoptics be pranted in these cases, it must be r.;ranted in others, and we may be sure that John's lost sources have also been treated with such freedom as to be beyond reconstruction 
hy analysis of his text alone. 

( By title) ARAMAISMS IN THE GOSPELS. F. ZHH,1ERMAN ( Flushing, New York). 

THE OL;) SLAVIC VERSION OF THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO LUKE. B.M. METZGER (Princeton Theological Seminary) AND J. BON-FANTE (Frinceton University). (1) A survey of recent in-vestigation of the Old Slavic Version of the New Testament; (2) An analysis of the prevailing text-type lying behind Josef Vajs's edition of the Old Slavic Version of Luke, and (3) An evaluation of the relative purity of the Old Slavic manuscripts which Vajs used in reconstructing his edition, with comments upon his critical procedure. 

ZECHARIAH El THh INFANCY NARRATIVE. M.E. CLARKSON (Rochester, N.Y.) Space accorded Zechariah by St. Luke sugcests he was more inportant than supposed. Luke, long familiar with strict guarding of tradition in chief Church centers, particularly Palestine, credited with special in-formation about Baptists, had known James in 57 A.D.; aware that statement of kinship of John's mother to St. Mary was liable, if not true, to denial by J8JT1es1 successors. Eul-ogistic Zechariah source resembles family record rather than Baptist Apologetic, Semi-Apocalyptic tendency seen in type of angel. It perhaps reached Luke through James. Abijah lineage retained to impress Theophilus. Kinship, involving Zechariah's association with family of Jesus, woulc as preface, tie in sequence the Temple incident at Passover, acquaintance with John, association with his work including contact with publicans and the Jerusalem ministry, that 
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brought to Christ ~Jicodemus nnd other frie~1ds but awakened 
hostility followinp to Galilee. Esteem for lechariah's. 
piety, perhaps, ternoorarily shielded his son, ~o that hi~ 
preachina continued till the conscience of nation was stirred. 
If so, 7,~chariah 1 s posthumous reputation indirectly served 
the Christian MoveMent at its beginnin~, as James' reputa-
tion (who strikinply resenhles Zecharjah) ~elped later to 
protect the Jerusale~ Church. 

(By title) LEXICAL NOTES ON PAUL, LUKE, JAlTFS, HEm~AS. 
F.J. GOO!)SPEED (Los Angeles; California). (1) Response to 
Mr. Metzger's criticism of dikaioo ("make upright't) in The-
olo3y Today. (2) ~as Theophilus Luke's publisher? (3) 
Enoch in James 1: 17 is an old story. ( 4) Ostracon means 
potsherd in Hermas and also in Socrates' account of the mur-
der of Hypatia. 

MINOR COLLECTIO~iS OF f.1ANUSCRIPTS IN GREECE. MORTON 
St.1ITH (Brown University). These collectioc1s, soMe municipal, 
some monastie and some private, are very numerous. The 
paper will sketch briefly the variety of material known to 
exist in them. Special mention will be made of the hitherto 
uncatalo~ued collections at A~orgos, Dimitsane, Paros and 
Yannina. 

THE LEX FAIE::;TJi.'l'IS AND THE B~UAL OF JESUS. J .S. KEHNAHD, 
JR. ( Benedict College). The contradiction between 
Luke and Mark concerning the tine v1hen Jesus was buried is 
important for understanding the Gospel narrative of the Re-
surrection. Since the women who witnessed the burial in the 
Lucan version stili had time before sundown (6:15 P.M.) to 
return to the place where they were stayin8 and make prepar-
ations for the Sabbath and the embalming, the event must 
have occurred in mid-afternoon. That fact is strenathened 
if the women were staying at Bethany and if the cru~ifixion 
took place across the valley from Herod's Palace near the 
site of the present French Embassy. Accordin13 to Mark, Jo-
seph of Arimathea made his request in the evenin 0 . A strict 
interpretation of opsia is called for by the ille~ality of 
what Joseph was requesting. The solution proposed by Bald-
ensper~er unites three senarate traditions in the forming 
of the Gospel narrative of the Resurrection and calls for a 
twofold burial. The weakness of his thesis is its apueal to 
the "Nazareth Inscrirition". The Lex 1-~Hiestatis supplies a 
far more plausible legal basis for the so-celled burial wit-
nessed by the women. im1at it implies is reinforced by cus-
tom as reflected in the Mishnah. 

(By title) JEWISH MESSIANISM MEDIATED TO N.T. WRITERS 
THROUGH PAGAN SOURCES - ILLUSTRATED. J.S. Imm-JARD, JR. 
(Benedict College). The question of transmission of Jewish 
Messianism requires more careful study than it has received, 
Some of the reworking shows pagan influences. Examples are 
the infancy narrative and Pauline Christology. But more 
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iiportant t::1an specific examples is the relative emphasis. It is to paean rather than current Jewish sources that one must c,o for an. understa.ndinr, of the vitality of Messianism durin g the period of Christian beginnings. Supporting evi-dence is submitted from archaeology, especially from coins and seal-rin13s. 

The session adjourned. 

The Textual ar-id Linguistic Section, Professor Gehman presiding: 

'!:'Hr:: TEXTUAL C iUTicrsr ,! OF THE ST. MARK' s ISAIAH SCROLL. H.P. ORLilJSKY ( Hebrew Union College and The Jewish Institute of Relicion). More than three years after it began to be-come available to the scholarly world, the text of the St. llark 1 s Isaiah Scroll has not yet been studied adequately. Neither in the quantity nor in the quality of the studies v,hich have appeared, :1.as the text been evaluated satisfact-orj ly. In 0 eneral, it has been the custom for students of the text to accept a variant reading in the Scroll as against the rending in the ri.asoretic text, sir"lply because the forme.r ,;1ould appear to n-w.ke better sense in the context, as though the snoother readinc in a text whose parentaGe is open to loGiti~ate sus~icio~ is to be preferred to a more difficult rcadins in a text whose parenta~o is of the highest order. ·~1on the St. TTark's IEaiah Scroll first began to be studied, about a half dozen of its variant readinr,s sprang into prom-inence to push out the corresponding readings in the masor-etic text; for a resurnd, see my article in JNES 11 (July 1952), 153-6. It is doubtful that any of these are regarded any lonr.:;er as anythinc; but obvious corruptions and 11correc-tion.s" of the masoretic readinr,s. As of now, there are ahout a dozen varian.t readings in the Scroll which some scholars would re~ard as oriGinal, of which the masoretic roadin~s are consequently but corruptions. This paper will desl in so~e detail with several of these variant readings, e~nhasizin~ above all the kind of methodology which should . be eMployod bef'ore deciding in f'avor of the one readine as aGainst the other. The canons of lower textual criticism, pro~erly utilized, make it clear that the text of the Scroll hns nothin~ whatever to offer the serious scholar who seeks to f;Ct nt ·; nore orir.;inal text than the nasoretic. 
PHO? ?J.:-: :-rl\.r.~s IH TEL D2 AD SEA SCROLL (DSia). D.ll. BEEGLE, ( The nihlical se,11inary of lJew Yorl:). Because of the unpaint-ed text of ::xaa any study dealinr; with vocaliza.tion must cl~rifv the nroblcm of Daw and ~od as Metres lectionis before 0:-1:r so~n d co r1cl us ions can""he drawn. Dr. Burrows ( in edi tio nri:-icc'">3) rccor::-:1:..zed t':rnt t·1e tY10 vowel letters vrnre dis-t:l.n--_·tisned fro"{ Q:-1 ort 11')fTD.'J:-1ic sta:-idpoi.,t, but :1.e held that t~o~ uerc used interchon ~en~ly by tho scribe of DSia. How-ever, a ·:1 L, r1uctivo-::,nlaeo r,rn;-,hic stuc:.y Has made in which t ·rn c;1tirc :=.croll vms collated. v:i t!l. the r:asoretic Text (V;T). 
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The results demonstrated that the scribe v,as over ninety-
nine per cent reliable in his use of t~e ~ow~l l!t~!rs. 
Furthermore, criteria were observed for disting'_usning be-
tween~ and yod, v:het':ler in li~ature or.not; t~ier:fore, 
the proper naMes could be read with certainty. fhe~e not 
only agreed in vocalLmtion with 111anr of ~he na."1.es in th~ 
LXJ{ but even improved the Greek readin gs in several case"'• 
The Assyrian vocalization of the names and the Babylon~an 
pointing of the verb point most certainly to a Babylonian 
provenience as the origin of the text tradition of DSia, 
but the Scroll itself can hardly have ·been copied there. 
There can be little doubt that the LXX is far superior to 
DSia as a witness to the ori g inal Hebrew text, and there-
fore More valuable to the student of lower textual criti-
cism, but the Scroll has enriched our knowledge of Senitic 
linguistics, and added a few pieces to the vast jigsaw 
puzzle of the Ancient ~ear East. 

( By title) UNEQI~ElmAH, ISAIAH 7: 6a. As. SPEI3R ( Zu-
rich, Switzerland). The derivation from qu~ in the sense 
of 11let us terrify" is maintained only by part of the scho-
lars. Of emendations vrn na."lle only the most i!"lportant: 
(a) une~iqennah, "let us harass it", supported by Gesenius 
(Thesaurus), Cheyne, and Gray; (b) wenittesennah, 11let us 
pull it down",_de Lagarde (Sam. I:14). I should rather like 
to call attention to the Arabic media yod...11. root v,hich acc-
ordinr; to Lane, p. 2578b, means "divide, cleave, break or 
rend asunder, destrov, denolish". This root is referred 
to by H. !-7. Orlinsky for the LXX translation of lo I yaqis"u, 
Job 14:12 (JQ,11 N.S. XXVIII, 1937, p. 65). The verb in Is. 
7:6a then is to be rendered "let us destrov" which is well 
paralleled with the followin8 "let us brealc off". The Mas-
soretic text is confirned once more, enendations being sup-
erfluous. I add two lexical hints from older editions of 
the Gesenius Lexicon: (a) the 4th edition (Leipzig, 1834) 
vol. II, col. L~95, no'tes to q-~-b, "the stems beginning with 
q~ have the common notion of' 11cutting off"; (_R) Dietrich in 
the 6th edition (Leipzig, 1863), p. 763 to qu~ I (3) intr. 
"to break ofr'' (f'roM the fetters of sleep) becomes in the 
Hiph. "to awake". Cf. rumpere somnum. In the current edi-
tions ~f the rabbinic Bible we read as the TargUJ11 rendering 
'tmhabriw'u.n which mi~ht be a misreading for ~eharoin\ln, "let 

' II A us destroy or for nithabrinun, ''let us s!nite", h for t. 
Subsequently I see that de La§arde (Prophetae Chaiuaice, 
Leipzig, 1872) reads unel}.abblid"un, "let us wound". 

SOME TYPES 07 ERRORS OP TTIANSMISSIOU IU THE LXX. H.S. 
GEHMAN (Princeton Theological SeMinary & Princeton University 
~n TT1any passa~es ;om'l"'!ent~tors have suggested eMendations of 
l,T on the basis o.t the L.X:X and naturally there are instances 
where the reading of the Old Greek is to be preferred. 
There are, however, cases where the LXX has suffered contam-
ination, and a Co'IT\parison of the present Greek text with r:IT 
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shows that probably in those cases the Old Greek agreed with MT. ItacisM and si~ilarity of spelling of words occasionally led a copyist astray, and such errors took place in pre-recensio~al times. 8onfusion nf words of similar appearance is noted in Genesis 15:15; J3:14; 49:9; 2 Ch. 31:6; Job 24:7; Is. 13:4; 14:16, 21, 25. In Gen. 47:18 ektrib6nen 
r,ay be traced to engkrubomen. In Zech. 13:6 t9 ap;apeto can be exnlained palaeorra9hically as having once ~een in ~gree~ Ment with !-1T. Itacism lies at the base of the rendinr;, t:1ekai, in Is. 3: 26. In many cases the transl a tors vrere less sui lty of stupid errors than later copyists. 

EXEGi:.TICAL PRIIJGIPLES lJ:JDERLYIIJG THI: GREEK TI;XT OP · II SAFUEL 11:2 - I ra: ·JGS 2:11. J. 11i. '.-rEV~ns (University of Tor-onto). Continuation of studies in the character, hermeneu-tical techniques and exep;etical points of view of various translators of the Greek O.T. Its extreme literalness and Hebraic character of its Greek an aid to this study. Irrvest-i~ation of thesis that this section was translated by t~e last trn:isla to:r of the Books of t:1e King<;loms ( 3 K. 22: 1-4 ' K. 25). Attempt to render the text consistent ~ithin it7 self and with the translator's own ideas; Portrayal of David in line with later idealized conceptions. A discussion of the tr::1nslator's theological prejudices; these harmonize More or less with the thour,ht of later Judaism: 

NOMINALIZED PREPOSITIONS. G.D. YOUNG (Shelton College). We are familiar in Semitic with the use of nouns as preposi-tions. bayit is used to express the idea conveyed by our Enr,lish 11in 11 or 11wi thin". b.eder, besides meaning "room'' is also used to exnress the idea 11within". In several of its foms p~n~m is.used with prepositional force. In fact in the literature on the development of the Semitic lan8ua-~es it is not infre quen tly stated that in 8eneral, preposi-tions were developed from nouns. The opposite construction, prepositions with certain modifications functioning as nouns, is equally well attested in Egyptian, where we have, for exam ples, the preposition hr plus t~e noun nsu, or the pre-position tp plus t~1.e noun tz in coMbination functioning as nouns. This morpholor;ic iter1, which here is called the noMinalization of prepositions, may be seen in a few instruct-ive instances in early Hebrew, and supplies us with a further instance of similarity of structure between these faJ"'lilies of lanv,ua ges , IIarlitic and Semitic. In the cases in Hebrew the construction is preposition plus where riay be a noun, or a su:'fixed ·pronoun, and, if the analysis of another illustration to be prese~ted be accepted, a nisbe ending. 'rlie development in t~is 1 ast alternative is paralleled in part in others of the Semitic lan guages , and in its entirety is well attested in Egyptian. It is the purpose of the paper to present the evidence. 
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(By title) FEMLHN E NOUl:s , I :!~ PL? ~-~~-·· ·rnr P11~.DIC AT::::S 
I~ MAS~ULIN::=. SI?JGUL A~ AND FLf:.I 1Hl, L SL~(.,JLA ~ • J..' .G • SLm~rr· • 

(~onR Beach, Lon ~ Island, N.Y.) The th~ee typ~s of pr?d;-
cates with fe1"1.inine plural nouns ns suhJect, viz. r.iasculine 
plural, ~asculine sin g ular and feminine sin r;ular, c?nstitutc 
a twofold problem: first, the very fact of the various 
chanrres to v,hich the predicate is subjected; and secQnrl, 
the ~ause which neces~itatcs the chanBes. As for the lat-
ter however this writer claiffls t~at this practice is 

' ' "' 'd t·f . col'l1Jl1on in Biblical Hebrew, for the purpose o~ l en i yi~g 
and co~bining two closely related sentence s . ( A paper 0,1 
this subject-with nouns and verbs in sinr;ular-ap:ieared 
in JBL of Se~tember 19!µ.i.). As for t::ie structure of t11e 
related sentences, they may he rou ghly d.ivided into three 
categories. First, as two sin Gle sentences (Hosea 10:8, 
14:1; Is. 26:18; Job. 12:7); second, a single verse com-
posed of three individual sentences, o~ which the one with 
the chan g ed predicate is modified or specified by the two 
subordinate sentences; (Is. 52:9; Ex. 13:7; Job 30:15; Gen. 
49:22 in a reversed order; cf. Ps. 57:3); and third, where 
instead of sentences two phrases of various sizes supple-
ment the simple sentence; (Est. 1:20; Dan. ll:lt-4; Is. 17:6; 
Jer. 51:29). As for the three types of predicates, one 
aspect of each type will be briefly noted here. The masc-
!Jline · plural in many instances repeats what has been pre-
viously said; (Is. 34:17; Ezek. 22:5; Ps. 119:73). The 
masculine singular is concerned chieflv with do~estic ob-
jects: e.g. with fields (Is. 16:8; Ha~. 3:17), their pro-
duce (Gen. 47:2L~; Jud. 8:2), and food (Hatsos) (Ex. 13:7; 
Num. 28:17; Ezek. 45:21). Tl1.e fe!"linine sin g nlar on the 
other hand, connotes distance; in space (Gen. 49:22; Joel 
1:20) and tiMe (Zech. 6:14). 

The session adjourned. 

At 8,:00 P.Vi. the Society '11et for the Panel Discussion 
on RUDOLF 3ULTHAN!-T' S INTERPRETATION OJ' IJEV! TESTAP.'!ENT ESCHA-
TOLOGY. Professor Paul S. Minear, the nember of the ?ro-
sram Co:tnM.ittee responsible for the Panel, presided. The 
partic~pants were Professors ?loyd V. Filson of McCor~ick 
Theolor;ical Seminary, Kendrick Grabel of Vanderbilt Univer-
sity and Paul Lehmann of Princeton Theolo g ical Seminary. 
At the end of the discussion by the members of the Panel 
there was a period of question and discussion from the 
I'loor i~ which Professors Blank, ?reedman, Goodenough, Ir-
win, Mcvasland, May, Piper, Schroyer and others participa-
ted. 

The meeting adjourned at 10:00 P.M. 

At 9:00 A.M., December 31, the Society met and the 
following papers were heard: 

Old Testament Section, Professor Blank presiding: 

ORAL TRANSMISSION OF OLD TESTAMENT LITERATURE. W.F. 
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!.LBHIGHT. ( Joh...r1s Hopkins Universi t-y). The work of Scandi-navian scholars, in purticulR.r of Ivan Engnell of Uppsala, h~s focused attention on the question of oral tradition in Israel. A sharp co~flict has developed between the Scandi-rrnvian 0 roup and Ger111.an followers of Eissfeldt and-some-,ihP.t less stronp;ly-of Alt. Engne 11' s ins is tance on the relative importance of oral transmission of tradition and its ceneral reliability as keys to O.T. literature and his-tory seems to he correct. However, he e;oes too far in low-ering the date of the redu.ction of oral tradition to wri tini:: in r;eneral to a date as low as the Exile or later. Such -pheno'""lena as parallel written transr-iission cannot be inter-preted es done by soMe Scandinavian scholars, and recent resenrch on the history of Hebrew orthography has brought nirect evidence for reduction of some poems to writing as early as the tenth century B.C. In the dispute between exnonents of traditions historia and literary critics of the '''ellhausen type solution appears to lie in the middle, \·ri_ th Enp;:iell p;aininr; ground steadily. The basic reason .for his continued gsi.'.1s is that he takes account of the ancient Oriental worl~ in which Israel developed, whereas even today literary critics tend to neglect it or even to insist that Israelite literature must be interpreted solely from the Palestinian back~round. 

A SOCIAL A:TD LITERARY ANALYSIS OF THE PATRIARCHAL P?;HIOD. J .H. GORDO:i ( Dropsie College). The Nuzu tablets establish the authenticitv of social institutions in the patriarchal narratives. however, the Ugaritic legends show that the patriarchal narratives stem from schools of epic literature. It is the purpose of this paper to weigh the sociolor;ical ar,ainst the literary evidence in order to evaluate the Patriarchal Period historically. 

THE USE OF Cot5.PARATIVE RELIGION, LITERATURE AND ARCH-/..EOLOGY IN O.T. STUDIES. E.R. LACHEMAN (Wellesley College). This paper is concerned with the limitations which the Q.T. scholar should impose upon his use of comparison of religi-ous and literary texts, as well as archaeological data from tfoar Eastern countries. In order to avoid the pitfalls of the old Pan-Bahylonian school and the present temptations of the Pan-Ugaritic enthusiasts one has to go back to some fundamentals of historical and literary criticism. Since "col'l'Jparison is not reason", it is not enour;h to show simi-larities of form and content between Biblical and non-Biblice ideas and practices. One must prove at least (1) that the two croups compared had cultural and direct religions re-lations; (2) that the two groups co~pared used the same re-li~ious ideas and practices in the same cultural context; (3) that the tine ele~ent that nay separate them has not introduced new cultural and religious patterns which would make the comparison irrelevant. Examples are e;iven for each of these cases. 
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IITTERPRETf; ':;:'lO:rs Ol<' GE:lliSIS 4:26b. s. SANDMEL (Hebrew 
Union Sollc c e). Genesis 4:26b st~tes, or.see~~ to state, 
that the \·1orship of Y11J.1"1weh ½er; an i;:-i the time 0.1 Enos• T'ne 
natural sense of the verse is contradi~ted by the natural 
sense of other parts of the Bible, such as Ex. 6:3 with 
its i"lplication that fnhwch was not known by nane to the 
patriarchs. The cli:'ficulties occasioned by this half ve:se 
\"Jere reco gnized in very early times. The Greek traz:1slation 
strur; r,les a r;ainst assir,nin g to Enos the mome .1.tous d:rscovery 
of Yahweh; various rabbinic writin r, s, both early and.late, 
surround the verse with wondrous exegesis designed to elim-
inate a priority which the tredition wished to accord to 
Abraha"l. In modern scholarship the verse has been regarded 
as providing a clue to the stratification of the Hexateuch, 
as source analysis has striven to explain the implied con-
tradiction. A tolerably co"lplete review of the exegesis 
of this verse discloses both the acuteness end also the va-
garies of Biblical interpretation. 

DEUTERONOPIC CODE: DATING OF ITS T'' l O STqATA. I. LE°'JY 
(~ev, York City). Deuterono"lic C:ode ( 12-26) consists of 
two strnta (A and B). A is northern, prophetic, factual, 
anti-Baal, for o Mild war-practice, reflects a prosperous 
country with manj altars and contented priests and lay 
jud ~es. Kinr, is warned a g ainst e x travar;ance. Dis southern, 
priestly, eMotional, anti-pa ~ an, for a tough treat~ent of 
Canaanites. The country is poor, h a s only one sanctuar·y, 
with equal rip;hts to nll Le\'i te s. Jiany Levites are needy, 
soMe are jud r;es. Kin p; be a hu11ble student of Law. Material 
exa~incd: To A be~on ~ s 16:21, 17:Ja; 14:22, 23a, 26bb; 
16:1, Jaa, ba, L~b; 18:J,4; 1_5:l-L 1.; 17:S-13 (substantially); 
17:14-17.20b; 20:10-11~. To B belon g s 16:22; 17:Jb; 14:2Jb-
26a; 16:2,Jab,bb.,L~a.,_5-7; 13:1-2,_5-8; 1_5:_5-1; 17:8b, 9a, 
lOab, 12ab (interpolated); 17:13-20a; 20:1.5-18. Conclusion: 
Edition A is the response of the pro phet-statesnan, Elisha, 
to C"ueen Jezebel I s patrona g e of the worship of the Tyrian 
Daal (about 040). Edition Bis the response of the icono-
clastic Kin g Hezekiah to the pro-Assyrian syncretism of 
Kin r, Ahaz. Historical interpretatio :1: After the fall of 
Samaria the northern "Posaic Code 11 , edited by Elisha for the 
Jehu p;overnment, C2T'le to Jerusalem. There it was adapted 
to the reli r, ious policy of Hczekia..½, who Made Jerusalem 
Yahweh I s only dwel lin r, after it v;as saved in 701. The en-
lRrged hook was r,iven to the priests (Dt. 17:18). There 
was no tit11e for circ 1.1lation, for when Pnnasseh came to the 
throne, it was hidden, for ~otten, and found in 621. 

The session adjourned. 

New Testa~ent Sectio~, Professor VcCasland presiding: 

THE PROVE~JAN8E OF CODEX VLTICA :-ms. W.H.P. HATCH (Epis-
copal_Theolo ~ ica~ Sehool) In _ the first part of the paper 
the views of various schol a rs concerninr the nrovenance of 

,a -
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Codex Vaticanus are briefly stated. Then the arp;uments which indicate that the was copied in Egypt are p;iven nore fully. Those who have r,o ne further and ass'ip;ned the Codex to a particular locality have favoured Alexandria as its birthplace. On the other hand the present writer thinks that Codex Vaticanus was written in Upper Egyp t. This view is suggested by the position of the Epistle to the Hebrews in the archetype of the Vatican MS, and it is strongly sup-ported by certain textual and palaeographical arguments. 

THE JEHUSALEI.I 8IIUR'.::H OF Tifo BOOK OF ACTS AUD THE cm:-TITmITY OF THE DEAD SEA I.1AIJUAL 01-<, :UISCIPLHJE. SHEFU,1AN E. 
JOHNSON ( Church Di vL-li ty School of the Pacifj_ c) . Similari-
ties between the Jerusale~ church, as pictured in Acts, and the conmuni ty of the J\:anual of Discipline, are numerous: baptisn, emphasis on the Spirit, discipline, inclusion of priests in the nembership, and the college of Twelve. The speech of Stephen has contacts with Essenism and the fourth book of the Sibylline Oracles. DSD teaches the sanctity of times and seasons, as did the heresy of Colossae. By con-parison with the teaching of Jesus and Paul, the Jerusalem church appears to be a peculiar and one-sided development in early Christianity. 

JUDAISM AND THr: PAULii'rE CONCbPT 01', A GLORIFIED RESUR-RECTION BODY. D.J. PARSONS (Nashotah House). The idea of a changed and g lorified body in the future life has a note-worthy history in t:ie Judaism of the New Testament period. Traces of it are found in First Enoch, Secrets of Enoch, Apocalypse of Baruch, Fourth Ezra, Apocalypse of Abrahan 
and perhaps in Josephus. This data deserves serious con-sideration in any atten2t to underst~nd the ori 6 in and the meaninp; of the Paul ine co1cept . The Apostle was not the only first-century Jev1 to think alo!'lr, these lines. 

:PAUL' s PURPOSE I N 1:nnTINC'r 'l'HL EP ISTL :S TO THE ::1N'.h.NS. P.E. DAVIES (1.1cCor:i-iick Theolor,ical Seninary). The purpose behind tho Epistle to the no~ans ~ust be large enou gh to cover the extended arGunent of this the lonr,est letter of Paul. Recent coJ'l'L~cnta~ies have set forth a variety of na-tives and purposes behind this letter. A re-exal"lination of Romans Chapters 1 and 15 sug Gests the real purpose for writing this lone; letter to a Church which Paul had not founded, did not lmow, at1d would not use as a scene of e-vangelism. Paul had co~fidence in the Gospel he preached to produce results in spiritual gifts. He covets for these Romans sol11.e "fruit" of his preaching. Therefore Paul takes this meBns of presentinr, his Gospel in fu:l dimension, with the expectation that "spiritual r;ifts" will follow to streng-then their faith. The Eoistle is a distillate of Paul's ~inistry in preachinr, the Gospel. 

THE cornRIBUTIONS OF PROFESSOR :"iALTER BAUER TO ::-r. T. 
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LEXICOGRAPHY. F,W. GI:mRICH (University of Chicago Press). 
This paper sketches the contrihutions ~ade by Professor Bauer 
from the time that he took over the task of revisL1:::; Preu;-
schen' s lexicon (pub. 1910) in 1920. Bauer's second (1928), 
third ( 193 7) and fourth ( 19L~9-52) editions re pre sent a :r1on-
u~ental achievement in the face of great obstacles. Beein-
nin~ with Preuschen of 1910, each edition is described, with 
soM~ detailed exaqples of the chanp;es "'12.de. This is especially 
true of the fourth edition, where si3nificant ·chan~es and 
additions are noted. '.rhero follows an esti'late of Professor 
Dauer 1 s position as a lexicographer, and a ~rief state0ent 
of the con.di tions under which the fourth edition vrns com-
pleted; the last fascicle reached thi.s country i-:-i October 
1952. 

( I3y title) "IGJQ';/LEDGE" IN THE DEAD SEA SCrtOLLS AND 
MT. 11:25-30, i;'J.D. DI.VIES (Duke University). It is sus-
gestod that knowledse in DSS is not to be connected with 
Hellenistic gnosis althous:i it___-12.oints to a milieu ·where 
Hellenistic terniinology had ;invaded Judaism 'l'he nature of 
"knowledge" in DSS is related to r-it. 11: 25-30 L1 an attempt 
to illuminate this µassa~e. 

The meeting adjourned. 

At 2:00 P.M. the Society Met (the O.T. Section only), 
Professor Blank presiding. The following papers were heard: 

MESSIANIC PASSAGES IN THE PROPHETS. D.N. FREEDPA'.-J 
(Western Theolop;ice.l Serriinary). This paper consists primar-
ily of a series of textual notes. The arrangement (and in 
some cases reconstruction) of the text is based larBely on 
metrical considerations. The SPMe poetic pattern which we 
have in the earliest Hebrew poetry (like the Song of Deborah 
and David's Lament for Saul and Jonathan, a Mixed pattern 
of J:3 and 2:2, with sone additional vuriat~ons) turns up 
in Jererriiah 23:5-6 (cf. 33:15-16). The r,_etricR.l rer;ularity 
of this strop1;e is cJ.arif'ied b]l disrecardL-1r; the ath:-iach i.1 
5, and a ttac1nc1g the \':ord t>addiq to whnt follows ra t::ier than 
what precedes. Likewise in i.".icah 5:1 (Heb.). The present 
im'Jal~nce of the parts shor:s t:!'lf-l.t t:ie nhrase li;y6t t,e Jalp'e 
yeh~da has been displaced (~nd is prob~bly corrupf) and that 
v1e srould probably take £13. 'ir with tho followin~ mimn°k~ J'i 

. Tho sa""!e Methods are applied to Isaiah 2: 2-h : Tlicah 
4:1-3, and if ti"le pe::>rii t, to Isaiah 11 and 9. In ~o :1cL1siou, 
a surnnw.ry o.f the contents of the "D2.vidic nessiah 11 passap;es 
in the prophets will be r;i ven. T:ic picture that e'"lerges is 
of a fiGure modelled on the "ideal" David. It is not at all 
certain that the prophets looked forward to the extension 
of the authority of the Davidic kins to other natio;1s; rat:ier 
they kept distinct t~e two ideas of the appearance of a 
second David, and the ul tirrn.te establishment of order a ~1d 
harmony in the world. 
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(By title) THE PROh-IETIC USE OF CULT MAGIC. W.G. WILLIAMS. (Iliff School of Theology). 

THE PROBLEM OF HOSEA I S J,.'fESSAGE--A NEVJ APPROACH. R. GORDIS (Jewish Theological Seminary and Columbia University). The three openinr, chapters of Hosea constitute a major prob-lem in the understandin g of Hebrew prophecy, both with re-eard to their connection with the rest of the book and the inner relationship of chapters 1-2 to chapter 3. Most re-cently the sug~estion of two Hoseas has been advanced to meet the first problem, and virtually every possible theory has been proposed for the second. Recent studies in the psych-ology of ancient Israel offer a key to the solution of both problems. It is further sug g ested that varied historical circu _mstances in North Israelite history are sufficient to explain the differences between chapters 1-2 and chapter 3. 
KNOWLEDGE OF GOD IN HOSEA. J.L. McKENZIE, S.J. (West Baden College). Hosea twice uses the phrase, "knowledge of elohim", which occurs only once elsewhere in the O.T. The question arises whether the phrase is to be understood as synonomous with - "knowledge of Yahweh 11 or whether the dif-ference in the divine name indicates a difference in mean-in 8 . A survey of rece n t writers shows that most of the m identify the two ter ms; some, however, define knowledge of elohim as moral in character. The paper seeks to specify this character further. The context of the phrase in Hosea and some allusions in other prophetic books indicate that t:ils "knowled g e" is contained in and communicated by priestl y torah. The same allusions show that the priestly torah can-not be limited to cultic-ritual instruction; this point has been :'.'lade by a mu11½er of recent writers. We infer that it contained instruct i on in traditional Hebrew morality, and that this is the "knowledge" mentioned by Hosea. Hebrew idiori shows that this "lmowled1:se" is not objective and the-oretical, but dyna~ic and practical, so that, used by the pro phet, it signifies moral integrity. A hypothetical sketch of the development of the meanin g of the phrase from its pri~ary use to the sense in which it is used by Hosea can be traced without difficulty. 

(By title) HOSEA: POETRY TRANSPOSED TO ANOTHER SCALE. W .A. PAGE ( California 1."lestern University and Old San Diego Community Church). The poetic lan g uage of Hosea connects religion with morals and aesthetics. The aesthetic consid-eration is an expres s ion of God's concern for humanity. It is a concern born of tragedy; so deep a tragedy that its portrayal can only be trusted to the hands of a gifted art-ist. An aspect of nature, both human and physical, is s ", expressed in this book as in no other way. God may be a lo g ician or even a nathematician but his relation to the universe and to man can never be merely a lo g ical or a mathematical one and th o se relatio n s can n ever be worded in 
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a ~erely lo~ical or mathematical forn. If the book of rloses 
is viewed from the standpoint of poetry, it is possible to 
share in all the iMplications of what poetry asserts. There 
is such a thing as poetic truth. The story ~f_Hosea 1 s mer-
ital experiences is a poetic syr1bol of a rel1r,1o~s truth 
vihich could be expressec. in no other w8y. The v1ev1 of the 
merriaBe relation of Hosea as a~ aesthetic contribution ;n 
the realm of poetic language gains stronr; support frol"l. :Sib· · 
lical scholars including Robert Pfeiffer when the slander-
ous insinuations against Gomer 1 s wifely virtues are not 
e~phasized to the exclusion of everythinr, else. A satis-
fying emphasis is that here is a revelation of hope revealed 
through a symbol tearing vivic.ly and 'Ni th great daring at 
hUMan tensions. 

"THE ENE'MY FROM '11HE NORTH" IN JEREMIAH. L.A. 1NHn:TON 
( Catawba College). The enemy frori' the north which ap ;)ears 
in Jeremiah 2-6 is now generally identified with the Scyth-
ians. Since the work of ~ ilke there has been a minority of 
scholars who have taken issue with this identification. 
Their argu.'t1'lents are revieVJed in brief, and to them two fur-
ther objections are added: (1) The work of Volz and his 
successors has shown the eschatolo g ical nature of Hebrew 
prophecy. Much of what has been called "Scythian" in these 
peens is sinply a conventional forM of pre-exilic prophetic 
imar,ery and diction. 1.·!hat specific references are there 
find their most natural application in the Babylonians. 
(2) Despite the specific dates supplied in the book of 
Jeremiah, it is difficult to find any passage that is to be 
dated with certainty before Josiah's death in 608 B.C. To 
this writer it seems preferable either to re-date the be-
ginning of Jeremiah's ministry or to regard the sermons 
dictated to Baruch as his later compositions. This writer's 
conclusion is that these poems were composed by Jeremiah 
after 608, and that the enemy mentioned in them is Babylon. 

(By title) THE BABYLONIAN 0£<,FICIALS hf JEREMIAH 39:3. 
J.P. HYATT. (Vanderbilt University). The composition of the 
section in which this verse occurs is discussed, and it is 
suggested that Baruch's ~emoirs probably closed with Jere-
miah 39:3, 14. In the lir,ht of evidence from Nee-Babylonian 
inscriptions, it is probable that the names of the officials 
in 39:3 should read: "Nergal-sharezer the si:mmagir (or, of 
SiM.magir), Nebu-shazban the chief court official, and Nergal-
sharezer the Rabmag. 11 It is by no Means certain that either 
official named Nergal-sharezer was later king of Babylonia 
( Neri-glissar), since the name was fairly cornrrion in Neo-
Babylonian times. 

THE OLDEST INTETIPRETATION 01', THE SUFFERING SERVANT. 
H.L. GINSBERG (.Jewish Theological Ser:iinary of America). 
Daniel 11:30-12:10 eMbodies an interpretation of Isaiah 52: 
13-53:12 as referring to contemporary history, like the Hab-
akkuk scroll's interpretation of Habakkuk 1-2. 

The meeting adjourned. 
Louise Pettibone Smith. Secretary 
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