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WIIERE DID DEUTERO-ISATIAH LIVE?*

Mosts BUTTENWIESER
HEBrREW UNI1ON COLLEGE, CINCINNATI

The question, ‘“Where, in what country, did Deutero-Isaiah
live?’’ is one of supreme importanee, inasmuch as that eountry,
1t must be assumed, was the seat and eenter of those activities
that led to the rebirth of the Jewish nation in the year 538 . c.,
and because on the answer which is to be given to this question
will depend whether the prevailing presentation of the new
developments in postexilic Jewish history is to be accepted or
whether it requires to be revised.

The majority of biblical scholars hold that the anonymous
author of Is. 40-55, who wrote his great vision of Israel’s deliv-
eranee a few years prior to the conquest of Babylon by Cyrus,?
lived among the Babylonian exiles; Ewald? and Bunsen,® whose
view has been aceepted also by Marti,* think that he wrote in
Egypt, while Duhm is of the opinion that he lived in Northern
Phoenieia.® To my mind, all three views are untenable; a care-
ful examination of Is. 40-55, T am convineed, leaves no other
conclusion possible than that their writer lived in Palestine.

* The present article was read before the Theological Society of the
Hebrew Union College at its regular monthly meeting, April 1918. My
original intention was to develop certain points more fully and to incor-
porate the whole in the second volume of The Prophets of Israel, in prepa-
ration; but on reading the article by Professor John A. Maynard,
The Home of Deutero-Isaiah, in vol. XXXVI (1917), No. III-IV of this
journal (issued July 1918), I decided to present my paper in its original
form at the annual meeting of the Society of Biblical Literature and
Exegesis, December 1918. It seems to me both interesting and significant
when, on such a moot point as the home of Deutero-Isaiah, two students
arrive, independently of each other, at the same conclusion, particularly
when, as in the present ease, they approach the subject from entirely dif-
ferent angles and proceed along entirely different lines of reasoning.

! See below.

* Die Propheten des Alten Bundes, 2d ed., vol. III, p. 30 f.

> Bibelwerk, herausgeg. von H. J. Holtzmann, vol. VI, p. 490.

* Das Buch Jesaia, p. XV,

® Das Buch Jesata, 2d ed., pp. XVIII and 336.
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I

In the first place. the undisguised way in which Deutero-
Isaiah speaks about the imminent conquest of Babylon by Cyrus,
and his open appeal to the exiles to make ready for their march
out of Babylon, make it seem unlikely that he wrote in Babylo-
nia. To address such an appeal to the exiles direetly wonld
mean practically to earry on revolutionary acitation among a
people lield in bondage, and such a course would not have heen
tolerated by ancient Babylonia any more than hy any other
nation. modern or ancient. We know from Jer. 29: 21-23 that
the proplets Zedekiah and Ahab were burned to death by
Nebuchadnezzar. because they encouraged the exiles of the year
597 in their hope of a speeds return to Judah. That the Baby-
lonian government would not have countenanced such an agita-
tion and such predictions as those of Deutero-Isaiah may also be
inferred from Ezekiel. Izekiel devotes one-fourth of his hook
to detailed predictions of the destruction of the enemy-nations
of Israel, inclusive of the world-power Lgypt: he considers their
destruction as a necessary preliminary to Israel’s restoration.
Ilis writings. however, contain no prediction. either of an open
or a disguised character, against Babylonia. Isracl’s prineipal
encmy;® although there can be no doubt that Izckicl. even as
Deutero-Isatah later, and the other writers on that question (as
Is. 13 and 14, Is. 21: Jer. 50 and 31). must have looked upon
the destruetion of DBabylon as the prime requisite of Israel’s
deliveranee.  And what is still more significant, Iizekiel, thongh
he describes at length, with ereat profuseness even, the nation’s
restoration, avoids direet mention of Bahylonia. in connection
with the hoped for return of the people to their country.  Ile
speaks instead in a ceneral way of their heing brought out from
the nations and being vathered from all the countries, or “‘*on
every side,”” or from all the conntries to which they have been
dispersed tef. 15z, 20034, 415 28225 34012, 130 36: 21 37: 21,

* That thoe prophecy, Ez. 35-39, against Gog and Magog is an enigmatic
prediction against Babylon is exeluded by reason of the fact that 35:8
and also v. 14 state expressly that Gog and Magog's attack is not to
occur until muny years after Isracl has been reinstated in its country.
And even if it were an enigmatic prediction, it would prove my point just
the same.
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also 3S8:8)." In one passage, 37:13, he employs metaphorical
langnage:  DI'N3p N 'MN93 M AN D OAYIN
02'MNIRD DOAN PPN “Ye shall kuow that I am the
Lord when I open your graves and bring you up out of your
graves.’’

This strange feature of the Book of Ezekiel is to be explained,
to my mind, in one way ounly, that Ezekiel, warned by the fate
of Zedekiah and Ahab, was extremely cautious in speaking of
the future deliverance. He probably reasoned that his guarded
references might escape notice because of the prominence he had
given in his book to his prophecies of the certain overthrow of
Jerusalem by Babylon as also to his predietions of the destruction
of Ammon, Tyre, and Egypt by the same power. (Note par-
ticularly in this respect Ez. 30: 24 £.)

Further proof that Deutero-Isaiah did not live in Babylonia
is furnished by the fact that both in his appeal to the exiles to
leave Babylon, and in his description of their prospeetive exodus,
e assumes the réle of an outsider, not the réle of one who
expects to participate in the coming events. Thus in his appeal
Is. 48:20 he says:

DIEDH N2 93210 N

DN e TR 0 pa
PONT asP Y NN

2P VIR DN T 0N TN

‘‘Leave ye Babylon, flee ye from Chaldaea!
With a trinmphant voice announce it, make it known,
Spread it to the ends of the earth,
Proclaim: ‘God has redeemed His servant Jacob.’ ”’

Had Deutero-Isaiah been one of the exiles, he would not have
used the second plural imperative, but the first plural cohorta-
tive: FIPMDLN T 7T 2P DMIOD 7NN 9320 N
‘A1 Still more telling is the following verse 21: WNDY N7
D' 2M M PP wh M0 MEn o DN MmN

“They will not suffer thirst when He leads them through

deserts:

71t is noteworthy in this connection that also Ez. 39: 27 G read NMIIND

DN instead of DMIMIN MIZIND.
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of v. 11 we have direct proof that the writer did not live in
Babylonia. IXad he been living there, he would have said INY
M ““Go ve out henee’’. The attempt of Cheyne and others to
reason this DU'Y out of existence by maintaining that ‘‘the
expression is used imaginatively,”” inasmuch as the writer in vv.
7-9 “places himself imaginatively in Palestine,””® but illustrates
to what extent a preconceived idea may cloud a man’s judgment.
Why should the writer place himself imaginatively in Palestine
when he is addressing himself to the exiles in Babylonia? It
must be remembered that Izckiel’s two visionary voyages to
Jerusalem (Ez. 8-11 and 40-48) were each for a definite purpose.
The object of the first was that he might there receive the revela-
tion of the city’s destruction as decreed by God, and then and
there prophesy it, and of the second, that he might have revealed
to him a minute description of the future Temple and its cult.

M9 %9 11D of Is. 52:5 cannot be considered as affecting in
any way the proof furnished by DU'? of 52:11, for Is. 52: 3-6,
it is generally agreed, is an interpolation. These verses, which
speak of Israel’s suffering in the Babylonian exile as undeserved,
direetly contradict Deutero-Isaiah’s views as expressed through-
out his writings. Like his predecessor prophets, Deutero-Isaiah
regards the exile as the just punishment from God because of
Israel’s sinful life. :

Another passage which preeludes that Is. 40-55 was written
in Babylon is 41:9, where, referring to Abraham’s call from
Ur of the Chaldaeans, Deutero-Isaiah says:

'|’ﬂ.\‘WP TOEND ';’1;\‘-"! ﬂ\'SPD "[’ﬂp?l'h‘l N
“Whom I fetched from the ends of the earth and called
from its extreme parts.”’

The language here clearly shows that Babylonia was for Deu-
tero-Isaial as remote as it was for Jeremiah and Isaiah, both of
whom speak of it in similar terms (ef. Is. 5:26; Jer. 25:32,
31:8).%°

® Introduction to The Book of Isaiah, p. 283; see also Dillmann-Kittel,
Jesaia, 6th ed., p. +46.

*In regard to this passage, too, Cheyne remarks that ¢‘it supplies no
objection’’ to the view that Deutero-Isaiah lived in Babylon, ¢‘for it is
clear,”’ he continues, ‘‘that the writer places himself imaginatively in
Palestine where the home of Abraham would seem as far off as Palestine
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But while from the evidence produced up to this point it
follows only that Deutero-Isaialr cannot have lived in Babylonia,
in Is. 43: 3-6 there is proof that he must have lived in Palestine;
only a person living in Palestine would have a pieture of the
exiles as returning from the cast and the west, the north and
the south.

To the same couclusion such passages point as Is. 40: 9-11,
49:12, 17-19, and 52: 1-2, 7-9, where Decutero-Isaiah describes
how in spirit he beholds the return of the exiles with God mareh-
ing at their head and entering Zion in triwmph; or how he
beholds Jerusalem transformed. with the exiles hurrying back
from all directions. The deseriptions are so vivid and direct
that the natural deduction for an unbiased reader (one who had
never heard of the theory that Deutero-Isaiah lived in Babylo-
nia) would be that their author lived in the ruined cities of
Judah. Note particularly DI'TIPN 1377 in 40: 9-11, which really
means, ‘*Your God is right here!’’** and its continuation:

““Beholil the Lord God is entering as a mighty one,!?
And his arm exercises rulership.”’

Note further 49:17 f.:

““Thy ehildren hasten back. ..
Look about and sce them gathered together, how they all
come back to thee;”’'* and finally 52:7-9:

““‘ITow beautiful on the mountains are the feet
Of him that brings glad tidings,
Of him that announces peace,
That heralds happiness, aunounces salvation:
That says unto Zion, *Thy God reigns.’
Hark, thy watchmen! They ery aloud, they all shout
triumphantly,

seemed to the Jewish exiles in Babylon’’ (op. cit. tb. and ' The Prophet
Isaiah’’ in The Sacred Books of the Old and New Testament ed. by D.
Haupt, p. 176).

"Similar examples are T Ki. 18: 8 '™\ 0. Judg. §:15 N2 N0
3379511 8a. 9: 17 UND NN, and elsewhere.

M2 of PINZ is I cssentiac; this reading is superior to that of GJV
Pin3 and is unquestionably original text.

143%2D) iy ecireumstantial clause.
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. For they behold eye to eye the return of the Lord to Zion.
Break forth into exultation, all ye ruins of Jerusalem,
For God shall comfort His people, He shall redeem Jeru-

salem!”’

It will be noted that in the passages discussed before, in which
he describes the exiles’ imminent departure from Babylon and
their liomeward journey, Deutero-lsaiah writes like one who
does not expect to share in their experience, while in the verses
cited just now lie speaks like one who is right in the midst of
the transformation of which he dreams, and who in his exulta-
tion beholds the ruins about him elad with a visionary lustre.
As a final proof that Deutero-Isaiah did not write in Babylo-
nia, it may be pointed out that while in IEzekiel there is abun-
dant evideuce of his Bahylonian environment,** in Is. 40-55 there
is nothing to suggest that the writer was living in Babylonian
surroundings. Yet had Is. 40-55 been written in Babylonia, it
would mean under the circumstances that Deutero-Isaiah had
been living there practically all his life; in which case his writ-

 Note in this respect, first of all, Ezekiel’s constant references to his
Babylonian environment: ef. Ez. 1:1 and 3 ‘‘I was among the exiles by
the River Chebar’’; 3: 11 and 15 ‘‘I came to the exiles at Tel-abib
by the River Chebar, and sat there among them seven days;’’ ib. v. 23,
10: 20 and 43:3 which make reference to his vision ‘‘by the river
Chebar;’” 8: 1-3 telling of his ecstatic transport from his home in Baby-
lonia to Jerusalem; 11: 24 f. ‘‘And the spirit bore me aloft and brought
me to the land of the Chaldaeans to the exiles . . . And I told the exiles
all that YHWH had shown me;’’ 24:26 ‘‘On that day will a fugitive
come to thee to bring thee the tidings;’’ 33:21 ‘‘In the twelfth year of
our captivity in the tenth month . . . a man that had escaped from
Jerusalem came to me with the report, ‘The city has fallen;’’’ 40:1 f.
telling of his second eestatic transport from Babylonia to Jerusalem; also
21:1-7, and 33: 24 ‘‘the inhabitants of the ruins in the land of Israel’’—
the text orizinally, as G shows, did not read NN, and rightly so, for the
writer was at the time living, not in the devastated country of Israel, but
in Babylounia.

As to the indirect evidence of Ezekiel’s Babylonian surroundings com-
pare the visions Chs. 1 and 10; the use of clay brick as writing material
in 4:1-2; the magic practices referred to 13:18-21; liver-angury men-
tioned 21: 26 (also D'SM2 ‘TP‘?P ib. and following verse describes Babjylo-
nian divination); ‘‘the sacred mountain of God’’ 28: 14 and 16, situated
in the North as shown by Yahve’s coming from the north in 1:4; also
the description of Eden as found 2S: 13; and the 097}’ — arald in 28: 10,
31:18, 32: 19, 21, 24-26, 28-30, 32.
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less striking diserepaney.  This point cannot he too strongly
eniphasized. To consider the Ebed-Yalive songs and the Cyvrus
passages as other than organie parts of the writer’s conscious
creation would contradiet not only the fundamental principles
of literary criticisin bt common sense as well.

As 1o the grave mistake in historical method involved in the
view that the Cyrus passages, either in part or as a whole, are
later insertions, dating from the middle of the Persian period,
1t may be pointed out that these passages show the genuine
cuthusiasm of a contemporary who has been following the rise
and victories of Cyvrus with eager expectation, hecause he has
visions of the far reaching consequences to follow these vietories.
The hopes that he places in Cyrus ave part and pareel of his
dream of Isracl’s rvestoration to glory and the regeneration of
mankind that is to ensue. It is not conceivable that a writer,
living sonme fifty yeavs after Cyvrus had given the Jews permis-
sion to return to their comitry, could have been stirred by such
enthusiasm. the less so sinee the hopes ronsed among the Jews
by this permssion had met with hitter disappointment.

This cirenmstance disposes also of the view lheld by Ch. C.
Torrey.' IH. P. Smith!'™ and others that the whole of Isaiah 40-
55 dates from the time after the reign of Cyrus. The date of
these prophecies is definitely fixed, on the one hand, by Deutero-
Tsaiah s reference to those vietories of Cyrus already achieved,
aid on the other, by his prediction of those still in store for him.
The former are Cyrus’ overthrow of Media 549 B. ¢. and his
defeat of Croesus 546 . .. the latter, the conquest of Babylon
239-03% B, . Dentero-Isatah’s prediction of this last conguest
can in no wise be classed as valicinta post cecntum.  In vaticinia
post ceentum the diseuise, however skilfully worked out, is by
the psyehology of the case invariably betrayved—the writer’s
mind heing too full of what has just transpired to be able to
maintain the deception:; whereas throughout Is. 40-55 the fall
of Babylon is consistently deseribed as imminent.  In view of
the fact that a nnmber of scholars hold nevertheless that Is. 40-
55 unguestionably presnpposes the downfall of Babylon, some
further remarks in elucidation of this point will not be out of

place.

¥ Ezra Studies, p. 288,
¥ 0ld Testament History, pp. 371 and 379.
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A grammatical analysis of any prophecy coming in question
will unfailingly show whether it falls under the catewory of vafi-
cinda post crentum, or whether the writer, because of his assur-
ance that the predicted event is bonnd to come, speaks of it as if
it had already occurred.  Thus in Is. 47, Dentero-Isaiah’s song
of derision over the imminent fall of Babylon, ARN 0P of v. 3
shows that the event deseribed is after all viewed as prospective.
The same 1~ shown by the fact that while in the concluding
verses 14-15 the prophetic perfect s exelusively emploved
71209 D DO ANTEY N b is circnmstantial sen-
tenee’, vy, 9-11 the prophetie perfeet amd the imperfeet are
used interchaneeably. This interchange of the mmperfect and
prophetic perfect is invariably a sign of genuine prediction, and
s carrvied throurh the entire prophecies of Is, $0-55, ax anyone
may verify by examining the following passages which come in
guestion s 41: 102200 420 16-170 450 T4 vwl 183217 44022 £
46130 49 s v 13 v T D103 v 5 v T vl 220 52
T-120 v 150 460 122 s not inits proper place, as may be seen
from the fact that there is a break of thougeht in v. 3: these two
verses inall probability formed oviginally the opening of the
song of derision ¢h, 47,

In vabicinin post ceontun, on the other hand, instead of the
interchange of the perfect and imperfeet, we find the perfeet
used exclusively thronchout the deseription of the ocenrrence.
Asan example, we may consider Is, 21: 1-10, sinee this oracle
will later oceupy us further. The ovacle elaims to Le a vision
of the imminent fall of Babylon et especially vv, 1220 6,8, and
W and althoneh this elaim has been conmmonly aceepted on its
face-valne, an examination of the tenses shows that the fall of
Babylon was in veality o fait accompli,  After stating that *a
direful vision™ has come 1o him, the writer, emploving perfeets
throighout, does not deseribe his own fear and tremblinge in
consequrenee of his vision. bute as G ocorveetly understood vy,
d-4, the terror and contiusion into which Babylon has been
thrown by the sudden appearanee of the Median warriors at her

*The perfects of 152 16 £ and “N3 ol Is: 20e are future perfects;  the
former verses Yormn part of the conlession which will be made by the cap-
tive heathen nations, while the latter clause states the news which the
redecmed exiles wre told to proclaim.



104 JOURNAL OF BIBLICAL LITERATURE

gates. 1t is not the seer but Babylon that is represented as
speaking in vv. 2b-4; for on the ground of G, ér’ épol of
’EXaueirat, xal of mpéorfes'® tohv Hepadv ém’ due épxovray, v, 2b is to be
read: NI 1D MY 'Y DYV 12 ‘The Elamites, the Median'®
besiegers have descended upon me.”” There can be no doubt
that this is the original reading, since it does away with the
strange contradiction, carried into the oracle by the Masoretic
reading of v. 2b, that the seer, though gratified at the fall of
Babylon, is horrorstricken at the thought of it. With this con-
tradiction, not only have modern exegetes wrestled in vain, but
from it they have drawn unwarranted inferences as to the work-
ings of prophetic ecstasy. In the second part, vv. 6-9,2° to which
22: 6 originally belonged,** the seer describes how the attack and
conquest have been successfully carried out. As in the first
part, he uses the perfect tense throughout the description; more-
over he repeats ;199), emphasizing by this repetition that the
fall of Babylon is an actual fact.

II1

Obviously the fact that the greatest prophet of the exile lived
and wrote in Palestine points to the conclusion that, not Babylon,
but Palestine was the center of the activities that led to the
rebirth of the nation. There can be no objection to this conclu-
sion on the ground of the general situation that existed in Judah
during exilic times. From the records in II Ki. 25 and Jer.
39-40 and 52 we know that, even at the time of tlie fall of Jeru-
salem in 536 . ¢., only the upper classes were exiled to Babylon.

» The original "% the LXX misread I¥. As to the qualitative genitive
1D ef. DTWD "ML (IT Ki. 24: 2) and as to the phrase as a whole ef. Jer.
4:16 and Gen. 34: 27,

3 The name Medes is used for Persians; cf. ‘Darius the Mede,”’” Dan.
6:1, 11: 1. The Old Testament has this use of the name in common with
the Greek historians and the inscriptions of Southern Arabia; see AL
Hartmann in Zd., X, p. 32 f., Ed. Meyer, ib. XI, p. 327 f., and E. Litt-
mann, tb.,, XVII, p. 380 f. Note in this connection that G renders 12
with Iépoar.

* Verse 5 forms the connecting link between the two parts of the oracle;
the meaning of this verse has been somewhat obscured through textual
corruption.

7 The original place of the verse was after v. 9a; cf. M. Buttenwieser,
The Prophets of Isruel, p. 288 f.
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The lower classes, as the records expressly state. were left in the
country to cultivate the land.** The exiles, including those of
the vear 597, amounted, according to a conservative estimate,
to about one-cighth, and according to a liberal estimate, to about
one-fourth of the population.?®* And that after the assassination
of Gedaliah only a small part of the people went to Egypt may
be seen from the fact that a few years later distnrbances broke
out among the Jews who had been left in the country, and that
in consequence of this a third deportation, consisting of 743
persons. took place.®*

It is absurd to argue. as has occasionally been done. that those
that were finally left in the country, inasmuch as they were the
]"'I;\‘.‘Y P97, “the poor.”” had neither the means nor the leisure
to undertake the restoration of Jerusalem and the vebuilding of
the Temple. Such an argument would more fittingly apply to
the Babylonian exiles, for these, however wealthy they may once
have heen. were taken to Babylonia stripped not only of all
wealth. but even of the barest necessaries of life (in accordance
with the practice that has always obtained in connection with
deportations) ; and in their bondage they certainly had no
opportunity of acqniring wealth. Ou the other hand, those who
had been left in the country, while they may have had to strug-
gle creatly beeanse of the existing desolation, were in reality
not so destitute, for they had land, which at all times has been
the prime source of wealth. In eonsequence they were in a far
better position than the Babylonian exiles to earry on the work
of restoration. This view receives support from Deutero-Isaial,
who, we have no reason to doubt, gives a faithful picture of the
condition of the Jews in the Babylonian bondage when he speaks
of them as “‘a down-trodden people, ensnared in dungeons and
hidden in prisons.”” and as ‘‘fearing constantly becaunse of the
fury of the oppressor;”’** and when in the fourth Ebed-Yahve
song he deseribes them as abjectly miserable and ablorred.®”
His picture shows that the liberation of Jehoiachin from prison

2Cf. IT Ki. 25:12; Jer, 39: 10.

# Cf. H. Guthe, Geschichte des Volles Isracl, 3d ed., p. 266 f.

*Cf. Jer. 52: 30.

®Is. 42:22, 51:13; cf. also 41:17, 42:7, 47:6, 49: 9, 50: 10, and
51:14.

*Cf. Ts. 52: 14, 53: 2.9,
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by Bvil-Merodach (or Neriglossor) can have brought no gen-
eral change in the lot of the exiles. The erroncons view that
these enjoved prosperity and social standing rests primarily on
the fictitions pictnre of their position given in the Book of
Daniel.  We know that the rdle ascribed in the book to Daniel
and his companions has 1o basis in historical faets, but is a pure
mvention of the Maceabacan writer. [t will he remembered that
m the time of Idzekiel. the very time in which the hook claims
that he lived. the eentral figure. Daniell was already a legendary
character, classed and revered as such in the popular mind
alongside of Noah and Joh.*” The story about the exalted posi-
tion that Daniel and his companious attained at the royal court
at Babylon was suggested no doubt hy the position which Ezra
and Nehemiah enjoyed at the court of the Persian kings. It was
not until the time of the Persian rnle that the status of the Baby-
lonian Jexs, through the liberal policy of the Achaemenides,
was changed from that of an enslaved people to that of freemen,
and that they were able to attain prosperity and social distine-
tion. In Is. 21: 1-10, written hmmediately after the news of
the fall of Babylon reached Palestine,* we have further confir-
mation that even during the latter part of the exile the condi-
tion of the Jews in Babylonia had mndergone no change. The
writer of the oracle refers in v. 1 to Babylonia as ‘‘the tervible
land,”” a fact which in itself would have no special significanee,
but which i the light of the two words with which in conelusion
he describes the situation of his own people, 373 12). DL,
“my people threshed and Hayed withont cease™ (v. 10), points
unmistakably to the conclusion that to the very close of the exile
the Jews in Bahylonia were held in eruel subjection.

Further proof that Palestine was the main seat of the activi-
ties that led to the rebirth of the nation is furnished by the fact
that the permission given by C'vrus to rveturn to Jernsalem was
far from meeting a hearty response on the part of the Babylo-
nian exiles (primarily, we may assume, because these lacked the
means to migrate and also probably because they had not the
spiritual meentive).  This point, however, ecan only be touched
upon in the present paper; its adequate disenssion would

2 Cf. Ez. 14: 14-20.
* See below.
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require a lengthy paper in itself. Tanust Tt myselt to men-
tioning that the view advanced by some seholars that there was
no return from exile prior to Ezra and Nehemiah nor any per-
mission for a return by Cyrus s quite nntenable” The per-
mission given the Jews by Cyrus to return to Jerusalem and 1o
rebnild the Tewmple, thongh there is no mention of it in the Per-
sian and Babylonian edicts of Cyrus,is i aceord with the hiberal
policy and relizious tolerance practised by Cyrus and Darins
toward the conquered nations throughout their empive. The
permission is authenticated by the document in Izra 60 1-12.
which contains Darvius™ answer to the report sent to i by
Nisines and gives excerpts from the Cyrus-ediet perimtting the
rebuilding of the Temple, This docunient. as Lduard Meyer
showed, s undoubitedly  cennine.® Cyrus™  permission as
recorded in it s free from the exaceeration and embellishment
found i the record Fzra ¢h. 1o Conelusive proot that Cyirus
gave permission to rebuild the Temple is furnished, to my mind.
by the consideration that without sueh a permission the rebuild-
ing could not have heen undertaken either in Cyrus™ reign or
i the second year of Darins” retgn: it would have been outright
sedition. and would have been treated as such by Darvins, we
may be <are. Tlowever, o caretul examination of Fzira and
Nehenmiah as well as of the literature in general of the thne
shows that petor to the davs of Lzra and Nehemioh there was
no return of the exiles on any large seale, and therefore, that the
restoration in 53~ oo must have been prineipally the work of
the Jews that had been Telt in the country.

Ay
As a contribntory proot of the view that the restoration was
primarily the work of the Palestinian Jews, it may he pointed
@ Qeo principally W, L Kosters, Ine Waedeidersteliung Isracls in oder

persischen oriode, ibhersetzt von AL Bisedow 0 1595, andd Ch., €,
op. cit. pp. 255 A0 Kosters and Torrey recognize tlhat the Rabylonian

Torrey,

exiles Jid not have the part in the restoradion of the nation with which
they have customurily been eredited: they pgo to the other extreme, how-
ever, amd deny that the Babylonian exiles lond any share whitever in the
rebuilding of the nation.  Torrey also represents the §ite or the exiles in
Balylonia in a light that is fur f1om correct,

» See Entstiliung des dJudintums, pp. S 71



- Goog[e



- Goog[e



110 JOURNAL OF BIBLICAL LITERATURE

ovigin of this Psalm. since the expression can have been used
only by one hiving and writing in Palestine ; further, that by the
comparison, “*A change such as is brought about i the streams
of the Nouth.” the situation existing at the time the Psalin was
written is most fittingly illumined: just as the rivers of ‘‘the
NSouth™ dey up in summer and practically eease 1o exist as
rivers, even so has Israel ceased to exist as a nation.  This com-
parison makes it clear. as does also ““When God restores captive
Zion,”" (v. 1) that the Psalm must have been wiitten prior to
the restoration of 538 1. ¢.

In the light of this eomparison of Israel to the dried up
streams of the Nouth, the meaning of the following verses 5-6
18 plain. DBy a simple figure, which must come home to every-
body. the writer suggests rather than describes the task to which
he and his co-workers have set themselves, as also the hope which
spurs them on in their work, and the fear that ocecasionally
besets them: they are working to bring about the vesurrection
of the nation. Unquestionably this Psalm is a gem. It ranks
with Is. 40-55. and if not by Deutero-Isaiah himself, is the work
of an equally great poet.

Psalm 85.

1. Mayest Thou he gracious to Thy Country, O God,
Mayvest Thou bring about a change of fortune for Jacob.
Mayest Thou forgive the guilt of Thy people.
Mayest Thou cover up all their sins.
Mayest Thon withdraw Thy wrath.
Mayest Thou turn from Thy fieree anger.®
4. Return unto us.?*® O God of our salvation,
And suppress Thy indignation toward us.

1o

W

% The perfects in vv. 1-3 are precative perfeets. The frequent oceur-
rence of the precative perfeet in the Tsalms and its necessarily limited
occurrence in other Biblical writings I discussed in a paper ‘‘The Impor-
tance of the Tenses for the Interpretation of the Psalms,”” read at the
meeting of the Middle West Branch of the American Oriental Society
held in Cincinnati, Feb. 22, 1918. As I showed in this paper (which I
expeet to publish soon) the interpretation of the Psalms has seriously
suffered from the persistent refusal of the exegetes and Hebrew gramma-
rians to reckon with the precative perfect.

3 112 requires no emendation; the pronominal suffix is not direet but
indirect ohject; for similar comstructions ef. IJWIN Is. 44:21. “IADY
Zech, 7:5, ") Ps. 5: 5. )
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5. Wilt Thou be angry with us forever?
Wilt Thou continue Thy anger from ceneration to gen-
cration ?
6. Wilt Thou not revive us again. so that Thy people may
rejoice i Thee?
7. Show us. O God. Thy love and vonchsate Thy help unto
us.
S, O that 1T micht pereeive what God has promised -~
For ITe has promised™ peace for his people and his pious
ones,—
For all those that veturn to him with sineere heart.™
9, Verily His salvation is near for those that fear Thim.
Iis elory is sure to dwell* inour Jand.
10, Love and trath shall meet, vichteousness and peace shall
kiss cach other s
11.  Truth <hall sprout ont of the carth,
And righteonsness shall look down from Ieaven.
12, Yea, God shall grant happiness,
Andd our land shall yvield its produee.
13, Righteonsness shall hlossom betfore in,
And direet the mind* to the way of his footsteps.

As vy, 126 elearly show, this Paalm was written, like Pso 126,
before the restoration, that is, hefore Cvreas issued the decree
permitting the vebmilding of Jernsalem and the return of the
exiles.  Tu commmon with Ps. 126, too. it has close relationship
with Dentero-lIsaiali. Both Psalms veveal the same buoyant
hope as Dentero-baaiah’s writings,  Further, Pso 12602 epito-
mizes the opening thousht of the fonrth Fhed-Yahve song (s,
52013530 Vi s and P =011 volees the same lofty thoneht that
is expressed Iso 45 :s—the thought that in the ideal futnre
righteonsness shall desceend from Heaven to carth, and Teaven

¥ A2V s impertfect of reiterated action: the promises made through the
prophets are meant,

¥ Read in accordance with G 77 0272 28 "ONY o Baethgen, e Psal-
men, ad. loe. and others,

» [3'0‘7 i emphatic infinitive; see M. Buattenwieser, op. cit., p. 107,
note 3.

*a The perfeets of this verse are prophelie perfects, o the continuntion
with imperfects in the Tollowing verses shows,

© 0V s ellipsis for 29 CU°
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and earth unite for the realization of the perfeet order of things.
From their close relationship with Is. 40-55 it would follow that
Ps. §5 and 126 were written either by Deutero-Isaiah himself or
by writers thoroughly imbued with his spirit. And the fact that
the Palestinian origin of Ps. 126 is eertain, and that, if the pro-
duet of a follower of Deutero-Isaiah, it was obviously written
immediately after Is. 40-55 furnishes additional proof that Deu-
tero-Isaiah wrote in Palestine. If Ps. 126 was written by Deu-
tero-Isaiah himself, the proof would be still more cogent.

The obvious inference from all this, it may be indieated, is
that it was not primarily through the work of Ezekiel in Babylo-
nia, but through the activity of Deutero-Isaialh and his eo-workers
in Palestine that the liope of the preexilic literary prophets for
a rebirth of the nation was realized. Ezekiel, in spite of his
advance theoretically, always remained really subject to the
limitations of his own times, he lacked the vision and the breadth
to outgrow these—he was not the one (to use his own figure)
to breathe new life into Israel’s dead body. This task called for
men who should be the spiritual peers of the preexilic prophets—
men who should be thoronghly imbued with the true essence of
their great predecessors’ teachings, and inspired by their
own visions of the universal dominion of God and the regenera-
tion of mankind.*

“ Through Maynard’s article my attention was drawn to the article by
Cobb, ‘‘Where Was Isaiah XL-LXVI Written?’’ in JBL., 1908, pp. 48 ff.
Cobb points out the Palestinian origin of Is, 40-55, but takes the view that
these chapters together with chs. 56-66 are a uniform work of postexilie
times—a view which cannot be maintained in view of the fact (to mention

only one reason) that chs. 56-66 are a composite work, comprising the
products of various authors and even of different times.



