Intrcducticn: An Age of Discovery

IS 4o very ioporiant Loz .I.amnd‘gy Saints o koey rce, mxe ar less, uild ’;i}e
fogi-poving developments in the fields of Bible and zelated o‘blfdies By Zfailing to
do this' we run the risk of laboripg %0 accamzcdate our religion to Bci‘*ntii‘icv a#d
schiolarly tsachings simt have long aime ‘been suparceded > elt.a"ed s CF ccoplevely dis-
cawded. Foz cxm:ple, the eﬁitara af the Bz_mcci»orl_ﬁms after searching Lo li‘t.er-

ature for the uo;r:a Kerygm, anncumce in the mtest igsue of that Jowrmel tdot “thiriy
Jears &§o n hnrdly existed . . . In mdm.'n 'books on the Zow Testament, nc=xcvcr, bha
indox refegences to it may well outnuzbaz thoso ct any other singla eo:'d. It ves
po% unbil 1936, vs are told, inmat c. H. Bodd ghoved "that the earliest preaching of

tke Chuxecn did HGT consist of 'hhe groclaxation of mz'al stanﬁarda enuncie’cod ty Jenus, o

ner yeb of 't!ze zc cord cf Bis 111'3 an told in tha Synoptic Gospsls, but of bold dcg-
nstic afﬁrzsat:.cm of fuith ebout Ghwist.” (Eapos. Times T31226) Wint e Aposiles.
preached was tbe Plen of Life and Salvation, desigmted today by the technical vard |

kerypmz, tm alncst ccuzpletcly cvarloo!;ad tbirty yaaza ego.
But thir'by years ago was vhen mst ot our prescnt lesders and professors sen‘h b '

school; hence thsre is o grave dan{g.r ?.mt ve carry oa erd transmit es tho latcs»
seholazskip ideas @out tho Bocisd 9"“?‘? end the Grest Teacker which have today been
ebandonad by all cawpetent scholors. Tofoy all the old cortitndes of “.'.!w trenties
ond thiriles, thau.,h 811l uidal,y taught in o'.n: achcols and Bundsy Schools, ere o
tadng of tbe znatt

H. Rowley:  "A genrretion ago ws could speak of 'crituml' ae over agoiest
%raditional. orthefoxy® . « . e o exnctly wbezTa ona 'docmrrt' endcd am\ ancthoz
dczan; tkhers was 1little or no m.va' in it. May evnrrthing 1.9 1n flux." (Bxp.
Times 71:9'{.) : -

C. H. Gardons "Though Bible uoholars live in an ag> of snyrecedentzd discovery,
thoy stard in'the shadow of l9ch-eemmry higker cxiticiem . . . Bow the conssrvative
nind often lotelos’ obo higher criticien even though arckacology hes remilercd it wae
temcble . . . (They resain) devoted t0 JEDP: the badge of int or-confessional acme
doxie respeotubility - .- . X an &t & los:; to explain tnis kird of ‘comvicilcn’ cn ey
grounds otker than intelleciml lminass o 4mbllity to reaprrnisa. A rrofencsy o2
Bible in & londing university omes 29Xed po to zive hin the fecis of JIDP. I %cld
hin . . . > ropiied: ('I em convincad by what yom say but I ghall go on %ecaching
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the old sysicm.' When I ached kim uby, he answered: 'Becavse what you have <told me
zezns I should havo to unlesrn as well as siudy efvech and reihink. It is easler to
go cn uvith the accepted oysiem of highsr criticism fov voich vo bave stoandaxrd toxis
beeks.') Hhat @ boppy professer! Ho refuses to forfeit his ploce in Bden by tast-
icg Em; fruit of the tres of keowledge.” (Ckristionity Todey, Fov. 23, 1959, re-
131-4. ' v

J. H. Bechofield: "Critical ortholdoxy, which bap shown Ltself o be capadle of
veing a2 rigld end intoleront as uneritical cribodoxy, born in an evclutionary age,
giresses the lowly begimnirzs of the Hebrev religiom ernd its progresaive devclopwert
to tre monotheistic heights of Dsutero-Ieminh.® AS the doings of thesse scholars
"ra cnlocker oxclaizs, 'sll things &re pessible %o him thet bslieveth'. . « In 1859
"Rebertson Smith expressed his belisf that . « « nothing of witel L=poriance Jor the
study of O. T. religion rezesived umcertain.” (Ezp. Times, T1:193.)

W. 7. Aleight: “Oving So the lack until yeecontly of any real control of thelw
views from exierzsl sourccs, biblical schelers bave beca foreed to eomstruct thedr
gystezs in & kistorical vacuum. To zedesm thelr ccnsizucticns fzom pme subjectivity
the sblest of them ware forced to smploy some peilosorhical screme as a {rame of
rofersnce.” The favorite schems uss the Espgelian coxe vhich "conmnotsd unilaicral
evelusicn from $he materialistic, sensvcrs, ard discrderly to tho spizitunl, the
fdaal, and the orderly; i% slso assuzed e histordesl dialectic passing tkrouza tiwes
necesssry si2ges . . . which formed a bed of Procrusites imto vhich all facts apd
gonoralizaticns kad to be fitted.” (Crosg Currents 9:11h.) “If we discard the or-
roncous implicaticns of historicism as applied to the fisld of religiecn by 15th cen-
tuzy scholzrchip and if we atilize the positive weaulis of archeeological rescarch as
fully es ;;ossime, the Judneo~Christian tzadition of thae West eppears in o mew dight.™

. 121. o
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T. C. Mitchall: "It seaxs folze alymys to view the archaeolocical rve-
airs in the light of an evolublorary hypotdesis. It might bo thevefor that
{cchnically edvanced culturcs, incluvding such thinzs oo sgricultuwrs, werg in
exiotence at times much earlier $inon ws kave suppossd.™ (Faith & Thoushi 9L:ho).

The Flood

H. Loedert: In 1957 was discovered tbe Epic of Atzra-hagia, the swin frag-
rents of vhich ere a Sumerisn teblet from c. 1700 B.C., and 4o Bzbyleoniun
verslozs from 1550 B.C. This ehous that tha femilimr Pabylonien Flocd-stary
"has Beea wronched frem its condext . . . Toe impartance of this epic is thot
it has the cemy cutline as tha esarly ckmpters of Gormseis. » . . Tho very cope
sidersble imporiance of thls mtorisl is the rreof it offers tkat the yhole
framewezk of the Hebrew tradition in Cea. I-X, arnd pot Just tke epizcde of e -
ﬁoaf‘iism)s 1ts counterpayt in Sumero-Badbrloniun lezend.”  (Jpl. Semit. Stud.

| In thesa documemts special merticnels mafe of 4ho g:'eét viclsnce of the
vinds et the tixa of ibe flood, and the gereral uprcaval of metwa. (In. L175)

Peculisr caphacis on the comrunication of G to the ‘hgro by vhinperinz
through a killdau, a reed rartltion of scme sort. "In this way En hirsel? 4id
not betroy the aivimo secres, for 1t was the roed wall ¥hich actually msced on
tea words to Alza-Fasin.” In later times “iho whispering throvgh a reed wall
is an ewkwazd survivial,” which the scrites do not wderstapd. (Ib. 119.)

An intoresting dgtall n the ney floci-siory is thod when Gad commaris
Atra-Hegis to build a chip "AtTa-msis now protests big inexperdience in boat-
wrlldinrg--30 are rerirded of n eirdler hesitance on the yarts of Moses ard :
Jervomizh--so E2 dyays the deslign of the bwat on the ground.® (Ib. 120.) (The
atories of Nepbki and ¢bo Brother of Jared fwmalch ko clegest possidle porallels.)

Tas Patrdarchal Age.

- @G. Bs Height: "Ono of tho remnrkadle reculis of archseglegical regeareh
Quring the npericd botween the two Worg wes the sullen emzrgence of the Patri-
azckal Azs of Bidlieal Bistory ¢s on2 which ecculd be fitted within an ectually
dincermble poried in ths history of Western Aoin.” (Expos. Tiwss, T1:292.)

A. Parvot: "Ono-humdred yoare ago in Megcpotamia 1% wes discovered that
history ides bobimd the O.T. » « . Today (8o 01d Tostapond dtoelf iz deoing
digooversd. Vho vould deny ¢olsy that oo can unisrsinmd the Capmanitish back<
ground vithout the Bes Shomma toxts? (Discowerad 1925821.) T story of
Abrahnr's pigraticn f3 literelly cupporics bz 1o Kori Tablettog.” T Fusi
tablots mlo “frequent penticn of the Eobirl” o=l ths Sen-yrzxla pgoplo ard the
Dauidum. The Ponjaminites are descyided as fivs$ wing fize-sigrals fwven
tasors.  (Row. Hist, & Fail. Raldm., 1950: 1<9.)

T. L. Heelloy: ". . . we hod deen accestoz=od o thick of Adeimm an o
gpiople duellcy in toxts, and £4ird him s xorolble cocux=nt of v sorhleticated
Drick kowse Ina cily. . . o Red soally lesroed gomethiny eboud hilm which,
23 Q@ Rtz of foct, literaturs 418 ot f{cll wn apd oo showld nsver have
gronc=d."  (Dloging Un the Foast, pp. €4~65.) "To ncst pecple this plevwe of
e elebeyato conditicns of Gomeotic life ©F Ur will egwo €8 @ swrrrice axd
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T. C. Mitchell: "It seaxs fulse alimys to view the archaeolocical ve=
airs in the licght of an evolubiorary hypotdlesis. It might bo tzaesefor that
{cchnically edvanced cultures, inclvding such thinzs oo sgricultwrs, werg in
exigtenco at times much earlier $inn we kave supposed.™ (Faith & Thousht 91:h9).

Toe Flood

H. Loedeys: In 1957 vas discovered tbe Epic of Altza-hagis, the suin frag-
rents of vhich are a Sumerizsn Weblet from c. 17C0 B.C., and 4o Babyloriun
versiozs from 1550 B.C. This shous thet tks femilier Pabylonien Flocd-story
"has beea wronched frem itc context . . . Tos impartanee of this epic is that
it has the scermy cutlline as tha early cimpters of Gonsecis. » . » T2e very cope
giGersbls imporiance of thls mlorisl is the rreof it offers kot the vhole
framsuwerk of tho Hobrew traditicn in Cea. I-X, and not Just ke epiccde of e .
ﬁogﬂisﬁc;e 1ts coumberpaxt in Sumero-Babrlionimn lezend.” . (Jpl. Somit. Stwd.
511440, Lo - -

- In tkosa Qocumonhs specihlhmntmne!s zade of tho g:eét 7iolmnce of the
vinds et the tixa of ibe flood, and the gereral upncaval of metwe. {(In. L178)

Peculisr caphacis on the communication of G to the hgro by vhinperinz:
throuzgh a kiklisu, a reed rartlticon of scme sort. "In this way En hircelf 4id
not betroy the divire secrsi, for 1t was tbe reed wall which actuslly pasced on
tke words to Alva-fasis.” In latsr times "iho whispering threvgh a reed wall
is an ewkwezd survivial,” wlich the gorlbes do not wnderstapd. (Ib. 119.) -

An intoresting dgtall n the ney floci-sioxry is thod wben God commarfls
Atra-Hegis to build a chip "AlTa-hnsis now protests kis inexperience in bout-
bellding--wo are rerivded of 8 sisdler hesitonce on thes ynrds of Moses ard '
Jeramizh--80 I2 dyays the deslign of the bmt on the ground.® (Ib. 120.) (The
atories of Nepki and tbo Brother of Jared fwmaich {0 clogest pogsidle xorallels.)

e fatfiaicml Ano.

@, B, Hzigat: "Ono of tho remsrkabdle reculis of archaeglezical regeareh
during the pericd botweon the two Warg was the sulilen exsrpence of the Patri-
azckal Aza of Bidlical Bistory ¢s on2 uwhich eculd be fitted within an ectually
¢incermble yoried in ths history of Western Asin.” (Bxpos. Tiwos, T1:292.)

A. Parvot: "Ouo-humdred yoars ago In Megcpotomda 1% wes discovered thal
history ides bohind the O.T. « « » Today tho 013 Tostacond itoelf iz deing
digooversd. Wk vould deny todsy that oo can urdarsinmd the Cearmanitish btack<
grownd uithout the Bes Shomza toxts? (Discoverad 19282f.) T story of
Abrahni’s pigrstion f3 literelly cuppocicd bz t3e Kori Tablettos.” T Fusi
tablots min "frequent pentlion of tha Febirl® a=d ths Den-yr=la pgoplo ard the
Dauidim. The Ponjominites aro descridbed ag fivs$ wing fize-sigrels fwen
dsorn.  (Rov. Hisy. & Faii. Ralds., 1950: 1<9.)

T. L. Heelloy: ". . . we hod bdeen actastozod to think of Adraimm g a
gioole duellcy in toats, ond £ird him o norsidle coeuxent of v sochleticoted
Prlck kouso Ina ¢ily. . . v ked s2ally locreed gomesthing eboud hilm yhich,
23 @ Eattey of foct, literaturs 418 ot fcll wo apd wo shorld naver have
gronc=d.”  (Dloging Un the Foast, pp. €465.) "To mcct pocple this plevwre of
ti:e eleberato conddticns of domeotic life CF Ur will eowe 68 @ owrrice axd




cust sexiously offect thoir conceptizm of the patrs_u.ch. - _(Excsvw&;ions at Ur
& ths lIeb Rccm’ds, . xt:-]f.) = -

- €. He ngdcm “Tha contxactn from Kirkuk epd :earb'y Buzu confront a
vith biblical rarallels that cluster arourst the Patziarcks. « « . Abraham we
of I’*scpo‘tmian crigin, and m.s son and grandaoa =rried s:!z'ln frem their ain
in Kitannd. At tde ezpe %izm, Exyptian blcod was in tha Pa:,h'iezchal heoecehold;
ifagar ©os sr Dyyption o . . Canzan 1tself ves a melting not e o o T29 Patrie
archnl Hebrcus enjoyed ko idenl spot end the idenl tims to fall heir to tho
zich apd var:led beritags of ihe cndire ancicut Goer Ezst, when Exypt ard Baby-
lonia wexe naas:ly spart, the pas%ml and semi-nomaiic purity of Patria:‘chal
1ife saved the Beurows frem the dceadence of that ccamsalitan ego.” (Inl.
m:' }hstafa gStud. 13:56-59 ) L

B. Glsmck: Discovured ‘bhe mzx; road betuecn Comam’ znﬁ 8imel 4a 1958;
the zeod imd beon 1inad with soitlemonts st camp-sizes in Abdrelem's doy, bub
"z11 of thcoe oites were desiroyed ot the ent of the Avra (ks Jmitic poricd. ond
for he most part weve nod racccu;ied ever amein. . . o Afier havins discovered
theos Abzab(ka )mdtic poricd 9ites; tho cinpiors in the Bibla descxibing vh&
Jowrneys of Atzoima enf kis peopls end of Chedorisczor amd his confedernic
aczress the Eaged boctxd cloer to ws. I Is remsrinble tkat ko Bible vccam.ﬁ
@ clear menery of the ‘existenca of the Avra(ba)mitic citea in e Hogeb"(Gen.
12 3 13).  In G2n. 14 pben Chadorlocesr crosced the ¥eged, “they desiroyed
all the MiG0le Brerzo I cs.'bim in tha Eq;ab, Juat as thoy bad dogtroyed thesm
slong the entlre lergth of cemtral Tramsjezssn . . o O utcmealogical dig-

coveziod in’ 423 Beged ere in Imrrony with $he gsreral hlstcrml background cf C

the acsounts in Genesis 12, 13 & 1b deoling vith Adrsa's Jourreys into (s |

Wilderpams of Zin frem Folesiine to Ezypt end bock azain, end with biblicsl
ammﬁcnmmm&mhﬁmwmmm lsmam. 1."-~~
(Pres. Am. Fhil. 8oc. 100:150-5.)

Though e silicu of ika Patriarckal z‘*m iz caz:pletel: accwata, tho
gstaries thowsolvog ere unigrs. 6. von Red: . "The atc:iea of tho patiicrehs

tell of knapreuings vhich sxs completaly uit..mxt nmlngy (@. Firmcs T2:216.)
They are wniqud ldgtarical ewemis. :

. H. Remleys "I98 rnow anpeoys 't&:at the docu:scuta hm'e cmacz:l:y rrenerved
the mowory of cushous long cbsolste whsn they wore writien down,” therofore
P1f tT284itlons are cyedidls whore t!-.cy can bs tesied, thora &3 zezom to txeat
thom with reopoct vhers they can not.” (BExp. Tires T1197.)

C. H. Goudons "Ts beglmninga of Isra»l wTe Tooted dn a highly cul‘czml
Camzen vhere the contridutions of ssveral ¢alented peoplen (Including the ioso-
potamiens, Egyptisva, aad branches of ks Indo~-Eiropeens ) had converged and
bloaded. Tio roticn tm: carly Ioraclito religiom and gocloty were primitive
15 cemplotely falss.” (Christianity Tolay, Bov. 23, 1959, 133-%.)

Ths8.0. T. &8 mmv

T, C. Litodell: Digeralitx i tho old thecry ihatl Coueods woa not dn--
22pAs4 oo a hisicey, bub a8 Yportic media for the comveyaned of divimn truth.”
Wiwre i8 ro claony indlcation that tkege clmpiczro gro couchad in othopr ¢han
ploiz narrotlite yroec2, end epavt Orem the scrpout, thers is ne“:.hing in toem
m.J.c‘a 25 iptrinsdeally fabulous." Coxdainly Vit is &4s{icumls o opeoye tl:a

nelwoion {zat ¢o cur Lord these en'*ly zacratives deocaibsd aotwml ovemta.”
(u.i'th & Thoush? 91153.)
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prophecy closely sirilar to thot of early Iszaclite prophets cannot be gaine
gaid . . . More recently evidence of prophots &t Miri at a much earlier date
bzs come o lizkt. It is thorsfore quite iwpossible to treat Hebwew pro ‘kecy
as en isolated phenozonon.” (Hooke, Myth, Ritusl & Kingship, pp. 238-9.

- G. Lapczkowski: O.T. prophecy is typical of the Near East. The syarze
ing of falee prophets "ponits incenteatidly the svarsnees of genuire prophecy.”
» « « The Egyption Eloquont Peasant text "shows tke existence of a prophetic
movexrant 1in vhich 1s fully ermlagous to that of the 0.T. . . ." (Zt. A.
T. Wies. 70:35-38.)

K. A. Kitcken: The Brecklyn Papyr., pudliched 1n 1950, shous ths opcra-
tion of Egyptien prizons in Jozepdt‘s doy. Of 75 prisoners’ nemes, 40 are West
Semitic: 'The genuine antiquity of sowe putrisrchal mamss is thus brightly
1lluxiped.". . . The poxcs of Shiprah and Pu'sh are now definitely kocun to be
cuthentic end ecarly West Semitio passonal namos.” (Faith & Thought 91:180-k.)
(In 1938 Lehi was first shoun to be an autkeniic and eorly Wect Bewiuic per-
scnal nowe, by B. Glusck.) An ostrakon of Razses IT shews tke touchiness of
the izn Govt. in coalrol of priscrers, and its iopatience of idloncos.

(Le-

B. Dzioton: Egyptian Wisdcm Literasture is closely related to Hebrow, bus
in tke cage of the famous Tezchings of Amenswops "tha Egyptian Awenesmope 1s
actuwally an indifferent Egyptian translation froma Seanltice-Hobrew--criginml,
1%self campossd by Jeus in Bgypt. This would be the "Words of <hs Wise' on
vhich Proverbs also subsequeatly drev.” (Feith & Thowsht 91:191-3.)

¥. F. Albright: "2 Bibla strikes roct imto every ancient Near Eastern
culture, and it cannct be understood until we can sece 1%ts relationship to iis
sources in trus psrspective . . ." (JACS 64:148.) :

C. Gordon: '"The people of ancient Creece end Yorael kave a cazmon Semitic
heritage based on the flow of Fhoenicizns culturs. . » . ¥e ware brought up to
belligve that the Jeuws gave us ethics and religion, thnt the Greeks willed us
sclence and philesopky. Yet, we now cec a similar tradition runuirg through
both cultures, and ve can't be sure which culiure gave us what.® (Christion
8ci. ¥onitor, Apr. 18, 1962.) (Bes Approach to the B. Of B., Chs. 3 & &1)

"Patterniem”

J. Bchofield: O0.T. instituticns "bave substantial ammlozies arong other
psoples, the diotinctive character which they exhibit smong the Hebrews being
in the spirit with which they are m2dy the exporenis. Written recards, es-
peeinlly raligious texts from Ras Elomra, coatolin words and phrases used in
the 0.T." Patternism is today "ths contre of interest in ths gtudy of the ra-
1ation betveen religions of the Near Emst and the 0.T." (Exp. Tices T1:196.)

K.~-H. Bernbordt: ¥hile Israelite political end religious institubions
have clcse parallel all cver the Hear Eost, “ths peouliar charccterictic of
the Igraelito kingskip is ths forml refucal of the office with get ergurcents
. « « This custom of royal polemic must bs regarded os smong the wost arnclent
olatenents on Kingehip ia the 0.T.7 (Vet. Test. Supp. VIII, 305.) (Khile
Kosich comtzing a full display of patiernism, this 13 also the peculiar B.M.
ettitude to kingohip., It recognizes the rrevolence of the ingtitution of kine.
ship, dut insisis oo giving it a peculizrly democratic Anterprotation.)




Iansuags of ﬂl@ 0.T.

H. B. Rovley: Even befare the discovery of the Dezd Sea Serolls it was
no longer agsuxed that if a Hetzew mmaocoge i6 unintellisnible it must be coxe

rupted.” (Exp. Times 71:97.).

C. 8. Rdd: "Durinz vecsus years great advances have been made in ibs
carrect undcrstanding of Hebrew words vhose meaning kad beocme logt in the
traditionel interpetation of the 0.T. writings. Tals has largely been the
result of the racovery of many of the langumges spoken in the ancient vworld.
It 18 now renlized that Isrzel was no more isolated in ker langusge +than ghe
va3 in kar religicn and culture, snd ibat Hebzxosu . . . borrowed freely from
other languoges.” (Exp. Times T1:131.) "Surprise is cften expressed thet a
word should now be caid to have & campletely different meaning from that given
in gizndard dictiomdories and iranslatioms.” (l.c.) :

: T. H. Rcdirson: ‘Yo now Xknow thoe wesning of “rare words vhich kad never
been explainod. Examples of this typs my be sesn in Inghmal (bress) found
only in Ezek.” (Z%t. A.T. Hiss. T3:267.) (ientiem of trass kms alvays been
thought to ba oms of tho flave ia the Book of Mormon.)

Tha Inteprity of the Text

C. Goxdon: “I am distressed to meot ever mo meny fntelldigant and serloug
wmiversity students uho tell o3 tin$ their teschers of Bibls hsve Xilled tbha
subject by karplng on the notion that biblical siudy consists of snanlyzing
the text into JEDP. Ths uzedifying conclusion of all such study is that no-
thing i3 authendic. Timt this type of tsaching should go en in owr age of
discovery vken biblicsl echolarship is so exciting is, so to speak, s perverse
miracle.”. (Christiznity Today ¥ov. 23, 1959, pe 13%.)

H¢ A Irvin: Conventional Bzechial gcholsrs: . . . 08 matters stand,
thoy kave given cnly opiniops, uhen the situntion cries aloud for esserdling
cf evidonce and for close-kmit azgumsnt . . . not 3 single scholar hss cuce
cecded in ccovineling his collcngues of the finnlity of his analysis of so much
as on® yaceag? . . " (Vot. Test. III, 5%, 66.) '

K. A. Kitchon: Uazhn kes ghom that vorieties of style cccur within aingle
Bsyptian docuxents=-no peed for breaking tkem up into JEDP! (Faith & Thoughb
91:188f.) "Ho Egyptologist (or othey Oriemalist in perallel discipliines) ia
such a fool &3 o pee ‘sources’ behind such texts and inscriptions, or to
sciszor up these gione stela . . o the histary of texts, literary erd othere
vise, mst be determined by cbjective and wholly diffsront methods.™ (ib. 190.)

C. Gordon: "Tha critericn of varient rames (ar=cifically for Code——e.g.
tie Hmyvish va. the Elchist) a8 an drdication of diffarenceos of authorship
pust o drasiically discounted im tha lisht of Ugaritie.". . . (Uzarit. Lit. 6.)
"Ho one questions that Hammnnrabi's Ceode is a single cospegition in spite of the
fact thot th= proleoguc spd epilogus are not only writtsn in postry (as eszinst
the pwose of the lovs) but in a different dislect from thy laus, Yectuge the
poctry calls not omly for difforent atyla but even for differond grammatical

formg.” (dbv. T.)

€. Gordon: ". . . tho rediscovery of the lost literatuze of 4ie Bidle
Hozld ghers us that moat bibllical books conld bo occeyecd in Isroel as cingle
- compoodticms. (Umaxit. Lit. 6.) :



H. Rosloy:s There 18 "a growing emphasls on the unity of the O.T. . . .
The Psaléer is now being brought imto solation with both prophscy and cultus.
Ears once moxo thiere hns been @ gignificant perceptien thnt beneath all its
variety of forms ard of idea, the O.T. kas @ deop unity - » o (Hocke, Kyth
Ritl., Kiogehip, p. 260.) = . o S

.The Isailnn Question
_ J. Schofiold: "Today thexs is a confidert asscriion that the prophets
of Isreel wera 211 cultic officials . . . and {hat much of Iorael's litexa-
tuwre . . . Earely relato part of the myth end rituval wttern in story form |
« o o7 (Exp. Timss T1:197): (Boretofcre thes bolisf bas been that tho prophe
cts wvers against all cult, and especially ths Tumpls.) . ‘

J. Eaton: %emet&a@h&a&pﬁ%%n{kaiah&abeenm-
vestigated, the move complicated bzs tha question appzared,”  After thie highew
critics got through with Izajeh “there remnined very few lorg peescges of tne
challengsed authority < . . It scexed that tha entirc book wvas best demerided
as an anthology of the work of xany writers,” (Yetus Tostamenmitim, 9:138.)
Tcday the ircportant facts are 1) "the continulrg izportence of prophetic
societics, 2) the conrocticn botuesn prophscies and culs, exd 3) tks ixporiancs
of oral trmditicn.” (Ib. 140.) Teolay it 4s cleer tbat Isaieh is EOT “s coufus-
ing ezalgem of greator or smoller fragments from mny sources.” (Q. 139.)
Isaish like all prorhats mde consiant use of earlier scripture, end espocinlly
of words used in the temple Bervice. Liks Psul, ko dozs not atieapt to be
criginal, but quotes whamovsr 4t suilts his mopose. For exnmple the "Four -
Eorvant Songs,” apparently & consplcuous case of inberpolation, are not a con- -
tamination of the text gt =2ll; Isaiah used them deliberetely, and thoy not
only delcng whore thsy are but are indisrepsable “in any adeguats interprotas
tica.” (140.) It 1s trus, Irainh dcom contain the words of meny men fyom
mny centuxes, and yet 1t is equally trus tbat Is=aish is & unity. Dov cano the
tuo facts bs reccnoiled? By ths mev "urderstarding of the comiitions and methe
cils of prophotic tradition,® with epzcinl rofercoce to "the importance of the
sropketic socletice, the connection Letucen prephecy ard the crlt, arnd the ine
pcrianes of ogml tradition.” (Ib. 1k1.) In & prophetic society "a great
fathor remsinad ths centre ard scul of his femily even after his dcath ard
oight continue to be spolvn of o5 identical edtk his fardly. . . . Theze prophe-
tic sccistics . . . were sssentially related to the religious cczmunities of
later Judaism ard of Christiondty." Thoy were "called to & speciel tusk of
gerding and witness to Talwch's revelations vouchoafiod in ths first place
%0 Igeinh.” (I\p_. 1ko. Thus tin intogrity of Isaiah wes presexved, Isaish
himself Deing a storchouse of inforimtion going dack to tha earliest tirecs end
refloeting the rituml of the Texple. '
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