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THE POSSI BI LI TY OF GAPS | N GENEALCA ES
OF GENESIS 5 AND 10

Faulty nethodology may be blaned for the difference in the
chronol ogi cal estinates which cause the gaps noted in geneal ogi es of
Genesis 5 and 10, however it is equally likely that the geneal ogies
reported, as listed in the Bible, were not provided as an attenpt to
cover all generations or all possible tinme spans. The nost likely
reason for these gaps which should be considered in the study of
t hese chronol ogi cal tables would be the rel ati onship between them and
the rest of the Bible. To what purpose were they included and to
what end or inportance are those generations which seemto be omtted
of inportance to the thrust of the Holy Book.

The difficulties which arise in the interpretations of the
geneal ogi es of Genesis 5 and 10, when educated man attenpts to take
pi eces of the past, antiquities of the human race, and place themin
present. This placenent is flawed by the nobst inconplete |ack of
i nformati on which ever existed. The few unearthed bone parts and
pai ntings are severely insufficient to nake judgnent which supposedly
cover 1,750,000 years. It should be noted here that a Biblical
account of geneal ogies w thout gaps for that period of tine would be
unavail abl e since nuch of that period is obviously before witten or
oral comunication. Add to this the fact that if it had been given
by God to Moses, Mpses would still be recording themtoday, if still
alive.

According to sone the nost tenable interpretation is that the
geneal ogies recorded are the ancestry of Abraham wth sone
undet erm ned om ssi ons. The burden of proof on researchers is to
deternmine if Adamwas the first man created in the spiritual imge of
CGod. According to Gen. 1.26-27, Adam was created in the spiritua
imge of God, and there is no evidence from science which disproves
it.

THE UNI VERSAL FLOOD
The question raised by nineteenth century scholars, as to
whet her or not a world-wi de flood ever took place is clearly answered
in the Biblical account of the flood. The argunent for [|ack of
evidence of world-wide flooding only denonstrates nman's |ack of
know edge as to what would constitute a true test of world-wde

f1 oodi ng. Scientist could be studying what is presuned to be no
evi dence of world-wide flooding when, in fact, they are 1ooking
directly at the evidence. The earth does not have to give evidence
of water danmage in order to denonstrate proof that it was wet. Sone
el enents of God's creation are clearly of a drip dry nature.

The theory of local flooding, sounds plausible at first. It
even gives rise to search. When coupled with the discoveries that

neither tinme nor place of a flood can be determned it becones
confusing. The search sites are even not old enough to show evi dence
to support this theory.



The universal flood theory is the theory which even the nost
brilliant of scientists continue to have trouble defending. These
findings of flood evidence range far outside the area of |oca
flooding theory and can be found in Egypt, Palestine Sicily, France
and Engl and.

One explanation may be the sane use of the Hebrew word "eres”
for the words |land and earth. The point is that water could have
covered this "land" (a local flood), but brings up the phrase "under
the whole heaven" (Gens. 7.19). A true scientist nmay experience
difficulty in attenpting to dimnish that statenent to a l|ocal flood
t heory.

EXODUS - 1445 B.C
Studies place the date for the Exodus as 1445 B.C., by the
statement in 1 Kings 6.1, that the tenple of Sol onbn was begun in the
fourth year of his reign. By calculation that date is about 966 B. C

or after. That nakes the beginning of the tenple four hundred and
ei ghty years after the Exodus. Placing the Exodus in the third year
of Amenhotep I1. Using the idea that round nunbers may have been

used in the figure "four hundred and eightieth.” Using the beginning
of the Canaanite conquest and destruction of Jericho at about 1405
wth 40 years of wandering in the wilderness results in 1445, John
Garstang's excavations of Jericho confirm this theory. The date of
1405 plus 40 years mmkes the Exodus as 1445 B.C The site of
Jericho, Tell es-Sultan was dated by John Garstang as the "Late-
Bronze level (Cty D) at 1400 B.C

The statenment found in Judg. 11.26 nmade by Jephthah to
substantiate the date of 1445 B.C Judg. 11.26 is the dispute over
who shoul d possess the contested |land of Glead. Jephthah nakes the
statenment that the Israelites have occupied it too long for the
Ammonites to question them possessing it. The tinme nentioned in this
text is "three hundred years. The Jephthah period was before King
Saul who reigned around 1050 B.C., then the conquest according took
pl ace at 1400 B.C

A reading from the New Testanment, quoting the Apostle Paul in
Acts 13.19-20. The dates and tine of inportance in Acts 13.19-20 are
listed as the destruction of seven nations in the |land of Canaan by
God. The giving of the land for an inheritance for four hundred and
fifty years and gave "them judges until Samuel the prophet.” Al of
t he above brings one to the capture of Jerusalemby David in 995 B. C
The 450 years of Acts 13 includes the period from 1445 to 995 B. C

O her scholarly opinions concerning the date of the Exodus
exist. The dates as 1290 B.C. "ten years after Raneses |l began to
reign.” The date 1225 was preferred in the early part of the
twentieth century by some conservati ves.

A good deal of tinme can be used arguing against a 1290 date for
the Exodus. J. Finegan had five major argunents in support of 1290
B.C., but each can be dealt wth quite effectively while supporting
the theory of 1445 B.C., when Anenhotep |l was pharaoh. The abundance



of evidence found in the Garstang digs to supports the 1445 B.C
date. Schol arly research provi des support of the 1445 theory and does
place the date of 1445 B.C. as the greatest probable date of the
Exodus.

EXODUS
Exodus has two titles, one is the Hebrew title comng fromthe
begi nning of Ex.1.1, and the other is the Septuagint title of Exodus

meani ng exit or departure. The theme or enphasis of the book of
Exodus is the beginning of "Israel as a covenant nation." This book
tells of God's fulfillment of His promse to Abraham to make of his
seed a great nation. It discusses the renoval of the people fromthe
l and of bondage. It also, denonstrates that God renewed the
"covenant of grace" with the nation of Israel. This grace was given

as a covenant which contained rules of holy living which provided for
offerings for sins and a renewing of the relationship with God on a
forgi veness basi s.

LEVI TI CUS

Leviticus in the Hebrew Bible is titled "And He called", using
the first words of Lev. 1.1 as was used in Cens.1l.1, above. The
other title nmeans that the book is about the Levites. Thi s book's
theme is the Levites and the enphasis of this book is on priestly
regul ati ons. These regulations from God were to produce a holy
nation for God. The majority of the text deals with the sacrifices
to God. The text discuss what is proper to sacrifice and the

di fferences between what is acceptable to God.

NUVBERS
The two titles for Nunbers are found in the Hebrew title of "in
the wilderness of." Again the title is found in the first verse of
t he book. The Septuagint gives it a name neani ng nunbers because the
content is primarily census figures. Both titles suggest the thene
of the book. The thene includes God's preparation of H's people in
the wilderness for forty years.

DEUTERONOWY

Deuteronony is the termgiven in the Septuagint for the "second
| aw giving" and the Hebrew nane cones from "these are the words" or
"words" from the first chapter and first verse. The thenme is "a
restatenent of |aws" from the previous three books. The book
contai ns Mdses addresses to the people. The exhortations were that
of a rem nder of their obligations to God, the covenant between them
and God, and each of their obligations to God in the new | and.



THE | DENTI TY OF THE HABI RU
The discovery in 1887 of the files which came to be known as
"The Tell EI-Amarna correspondence” was believed to be the Canaanite

version of the conquering of Canaan by Joshua. It was noted that the
correspondence was witten in Babylonian cuneiform These files were
studied by CR Conder, H Zimmern, and H  Wnckler. Zi nmer n

confirmed Conder's findings, and Wnckler noted the association
between SA. GAZ and Habiru. Wnckler decided that SA GAZ and Habiru
were the sane arm es which were invading everything according to the
correspondence from Ki ng ' Abdi - Hepa.

Habiru findings at Mari and Nuzi found the word "warrior”
associated with the people of the SA GAZ It was the Boghazkoi
Httite texts which linked Habiru and SA. GAZ together as the sane
warriors.

The study of the available evidence concerning the identity of
t hese people centers around the two terns SA GAZ and Habiru. SA GAZ
is believed to be a term used as a description of the people.
Whereas, Habiru is a nanme given to people from the ethnic group of
Habi ri .

Many pros and cons concerning the SA GAZ and Habiru peopl e have
been put forth. The evidence has been exam ned by "many excellent
schol ars” and they have identified Habiru and SA. GAZ as the "Hebrews
of Joshua's arny."

THE CANAANI TE EXTERM NATI ON

Justification for total destruction of the Canaanites was the
"grave danger"” which the Canaanites presented to the Israelites as
long as they were allowed to live. The influence which they may have
exerted on the Israelites was that of depravity and was highly
"contagious.” The justification included their "degenerate forms of
pol yt hei sm and sexual inpurity." Archaeol ogical discovery notes that
the Canaanites were "crass and brutal." They would readily adopt any
form of worship fromany heathen nation. Their religion consisted of
serpent worship and sexuality. They practiced prostitution and
infant sacrifices. Therefore, it was believed that it was inpossible
for pure faith and worship to exist until the occurrence of conplete
elimnation of the Canaanites."

THE SACRI FI CE OF JEPHTHAH S DAUGHTER

The three view of the sacrifice of Jephthah's daughter are that
of human sacrifice, her nourning, and the offering of her as a burnt
offering. The text for this sacrifice is found in Judges 29-40.

The first view is that of know edge concerning human sacrifice.
Human sacrifice was understood by the Israelite people from their
hi story of Abraham and Isaac. It was God who provided the sacrifice,
but what Jephthah m ssed in his understandi ng of human sacrifice was



that God ask it only of Abraham not of Jephthah hinself. Human
sacrifice by God's | aw was an "of fense and an abom nation to Yahweh."
Jepht hah obviously m ssed the Levitical instruction concerning hunman
sacrifices. Sonme scholars find it I nconcei vabl e that God-fearing
Jephthah could have supposed he would please the Lord." Thi s
assunption is in error of course.

The second view was the bewailing of his daughter's virginity.
She asked for two nonths to parade around with her "conpanions" and
shout it fromthe nountain tops, it was granted to her by her father.

The third viewis that after the sacrifice "she knew not a man."

A pointless statenment if she had died as a burnt offering. It could
be said that she was devoted to service at the tenple door "for the
rest of her life." This brought the extinction of Jephthah's Iine

because his daughter was his only child.

One may disagree with whether or not she was sacrificed.
However, she was sacrificed according to Jephthah's request of God in
verse 30. Jephthah nade a vowto the Lord. 1In verse 39 the Bible is
clear that "she returned unto her father, who did with her according
to his vow which he had vowed.” Hs vow in verse 31 was "whatsoever
cometh forth of the doors of ny house to neet ne...| will offer it up
for a burnt offering,” was msinterpreted. Jephthah nmade a bad cal
in that his daughter was not a "whatsoever" but a whosoever and he
did not offer "it" up but offered her (his daughter) up. The text
"she knew no man" is a reference once again to her virginity, which

was an enphasis to show that the sacrifice was of a virgin. The
statement was for added credibility for God's acceptance of
Jepht hah's burnt offering. If she were not a virgin the sacrifice

woul d have been unworthy according to pagan custom

KI NSMAN- REDEEMER

The concept of kinsman-redeenmer is that it represents a
"Messianic type." This Messianic type would fulfill certain
gualifications and perform the duties of his kinsnen. Four points
can be made which show this kinsman-redeener relationship and the
contrast of each of them

The first qualification or function of the kinsnen is that they
nmust be related to the individual by blood. The contrast used he for
Christ is that he was born of a virgin birth and by this process
becanme a bl ood relative of man.

The second qualification or function of the kinsmen was that of
being financially able to spend noney to redeem an inheritance which
had been forfeited. This is contrasted with Christ being the only
one worthy to pay the price of redenption for sinners.

The third qualification or function of the kinsnmen was |inked to
the second qualification. Not only did the kinsmen need to be
financially able but the kinsnen nmust also be willing to pay the
price required to regain the forfeited inheritance. The contrast to
Christ is that He wllingly laid down his life to redeem manki nd.



The fourth qualification or function of the kinsnmen was that he
would marry his deceased kinsman's wife. The contrast used here is
that of the bride and groomrelationship. Christ relationship to H's
bride the Church is the kinsman-redeener qualification or function
her e.

ACCESSI ON- YEAR AND NONACCESSI ON YEAR

Difficulties exist in the harnonizing of the nunbers in the
books of Kings and that of the various rulers from the Northern and
Sout hern Kingdons. Edwin Thiele has used a nethod which he believes
makes sense of the differences found chronologically between the
Northern and Southern Kingdons. The non-accession-year and the
accessi on-year system brings the years together.

Some say the non-accession-year system is as follows: when a
king was crowned, the year in which he was crowned, would be counted
as his first year of his reign even if it was the last day of the
year .

In the accession-year system the year in which a king is
crowned was not counted as his first year of his reign but that the
reign would start with the next full year.

It has been pointed out that both the Northern Ki ngdom and Judah
changed from one systemto anot her dependi ng upon who was king at the
tinme. This further complicated the calendar which was being
reconciled to historic records.

JOSHUA

The thenme of Joshua is that of God's people following God into
the prom sed possession of their inheritance. They had learned to
trust God and kept di sobedi ence fromharm ng the relationship between
them and God. The authorship of the book of Joshua is attributed to
Moses' successor who is nentioned throughout the book. The date of
Joshua is placed around 1405 B.C. by sone scholars and is a twenty-
five year period which starts with the Canaan | and conquest.

JUDGES
The thenme of Judges is the long struggle and defeat of the
people of Israel in the period between Joshua's death and the birth

of Samuel. Filled with sin and di sobedi ence to God and H s conti nued
rem nder of Israel's need to stay true to the covenant established
between them and GCod. The authorship of the book of Judges is

believed by some scholars to be the work of Sanuel the prophet
because of its prophetic perspective. The date is placed at about
1004 B.C



RUTH
The thenme of the book of Ruth is that of a godly woman, trusting God,
and living a life of childlessness and poverty. Ruth is rescued from
the sin around her and Boaz becones her Jew sh ki nsman-redeener. The
i mpact of this book is noted in Ruth, a w dowed Centile idolatress
Moabi tess who was redeened into the ancestry of the Messiah. The
aut horshi p, though unknown is attributed to Sanuel. Q hers are
mentioned as possibilities but support of anyone in particular is
unavail able. The date of this book is placed sonewhere in the reign
of David which was about 1011-971 B.C

1 AND 2 SAMUEL

The thene of 1 and 2 Sanuel is the making of a king for the
Hebr ew peopl e. It includes Sanuel's career as the king-maker, the
career of Saul as king, and the career of David which would provide a
kingship for the Messiah and fulfill prophecy. The authorship of
these two books which was one book in the Hebrew is attributed to
Sanmuel. These two books along with 1 and 2 Kings nmake up the books
of the Kingdons. The date of these text according to Archer's
experts is somewhere between 930 and 722 B.C.

1 AND 2 KI NGS
The thenme for 1 and 2 Kings is the governnent which took place
with the descendants of Abraham through |saac and Jacob. God deal s
with the people to bring them back to Hinself from their sin and

di sobedi ence. The authorship is attributed to Jerem ah by Jew sh
tradition, but the best that scholars record is that the author was a
prophet . The date which is associated with 1 and 2 Kings is

difficult to place. Sonme schol ars place the conpletion around 560
B.C

THE NATURE OF HEBREW PROPHECY

Prophecy had form oral and witten words given to nen to revea
God's plan in Christ. It contains broad prophecy which consist of
the entire A d Testanent, and the specific prophecy which is given to
men as needed to reveal Hinself to them The Hebrew prophecy is
noted in the broad sense in the occurrences of the crossing of the
Red Sea, and the lifting up of the brazen serpent. The occurrences
are pointing the way to the fulfillnment of the com ng Messiah. O her
items which are broad prophecy and are types of our Lord Jesus are
found in the ordi nances of the tabernacle and the priesthood.

In the narrower sense individuals were spoken to by God and
their prophecies were primarily by word of mouth. The prophecy was
intended for that time and place for a comng generation. Wer e
specifics were necessary and the need for witten revelation
inmportant the Holy Spirit worked to inspire the authors of the
prophecy to wite their nessages in what was to becone our divine
canon.



NATURE OF THE PROPHETI C OFFI CE
The nature of the prophetic office was for the Ad Testanent
prophets to take God's revelations and to share themw th the people

to denonstrate CGod's wll for their |Ilives. The word itself is
di sputed as to its derivation and is placed with an Akkadian verb
whi ch nmeans to call. It was used to signify that "one was called.”

This statenment is significant in that one is presuned not to be self-
appoi nted since that m ght suggest that his prophecies would contain
per sonal opinion and not the nessage from God for man.

Anot her nature of the prophetic office is applied to the prophet
hi nsel f. The prophet is know as "the man of God." He was in
fellowship with God and devoted hinself to God could be trusted to
reveal God's word.

The term seer was applied to the prophet, and had the
connotation that the prophet had visions. These visions unseen by
ot hers nmade the prophet qualified to reveal Gods nessage to others.

The function of prophets was assigned to the Levitical priests.
They were responsible for conveying the Msaic law to the people.
They becane lax in their duties and were replaced by prophets not
only fromthe tribe of Levi, but fromthe other tribes as well.

GOVER
The problem of Gomer as found in the book of Hosea has to do
with God's command to marry a woman of Gomer's reputation. The

guestion which is discussed is whether or not Jehovah woul d conmand a
holy man to that which was not appropriate for either priest are the
people of Israel. To deal with this obvious incongruence scholars
put forth a nunber of theories. One such theory is that the account
is a parable of sorts. QO her theories discuss whether Gonmer was
really sonmeone Hosea married. In this theory it is believed that it
was nerely an illustration of |Israel's wunfaithfulness to God.
Anot her argunent against the marriage was the office of priest which
Hosea occupied, would not be appropriate for such a marriage to a
woman of ill repute.

The opposite view to all of this is that one should use a
literal interpretation and note that Hosea did marry GConer. Once
that is established the disagreenent turns to whether or not she was
a harlot prior to the marriage. Al of this seens pointless when the
point is mssed that Hosea would be best able to express God's
feelings concerning Israel if he understood first hand what it was to

| ove sonmeone who was unfaithful. The problemis solved by believing
that when Hosea nmarried Goner "she was not a woman of overtly | oose
noral s." God's foreknow edge speaks to the prophet a prophetic

message.



| NTRODUCTI ON TO THE PROPHETS

Obadi ah
The authorship of Obadiah has been attributed to at |east
thirteen men. No evidence exist as to who actually wote this short

book of only twenty-one verses. This book for its lack of
information is nost difficult to date. The circunstances nentioned in
the text all give different possibilities at dating. Li ber al

scholars prefer 585 as the tine of conposition The recipients of the
letter was to the people of Israel and was prophecy concerning Edom

The primary adversary is Edom and the text indicate God's judgnent

upon Edom for the way they treated Jerusal em The nation of Edom
wer e descendent of Esau. The prophecy of Obadiah was fulfilled when
the capital of Edomfell into the hands of the Arabs.

Joel

The theme of Joel is repentance. Joel proclaimed that the
children of Israel would have no hope without turning to God for
restoration. If Israel failed to listen they would face exile and
shane. The authorship of this book is attributed to Joel as stated
in the text. Joel states that he is the son of Pethuel. He was a
prophet of great insight but not necessarily a priest. The dating of
this book is difficult to determne but has been placed sonewhere
around 835 B.C., based on Joash being on his throne at seven years
ol d. The recipients of this book are the Jewi sh people who were
probably in deep despair over the failures of their political system
The primary adversary appears to be the Lord. The "day of the Lord"
in the apocal yptic |anguage calls for suffering for the sins of the
peopl e unl ess they repent.

Jonah

The thenme of Jonah is that even a heathen nation in repentance
can be given God's nmercy and conpassion if they will repent and turn
to Hm Aut horship of this book is attributed to Jonah the son of
Amttai, from Gath-hepher. Recipient of this book was a Gentile
nation called N neveh. The primary adversary in this text is anyone
in need of repentance who has a wllingness to turn to God for
sal vati on. In the case of N neveh, God used Jonah to take his

nmessage to a Centile nation, denonstrating H s |ove for all people.

Anos

The thenme of Anpbs is that of Yawheh's faithfulness. The prophet
is bringing to God's people their obligation to the covenant and
God's holy | aws. He is expressing to them a need to fulfill their
portion of the covenant obligation. The author of this book was not
a professional prophet, but a tender of flocks. He was called out by
God to pronounce judgnent on the wife of Amaziah. The date is placed
by nost scholars at between 760 and 757 B.C. The recipients of the



book of Anpbs was the Ephraimte public in the capital of the Northern

Ki ngdom of Israel. He was an unauthorized prophet who none the |ess
delivered God' s nessage. The primary adversary was the Samaritan
hi erarchy and the rich nobility. Anpos nessage of social injustice

was ained at the materialism and greed of the nobility and their
di sregard for the victimzed poor which were not of their social
st andi ng. They hypocritically ignored God's Seventh Conmandnent
concerning the sanctity of the hone.

Hosea

The thenme of Hosea is that of a testinony against the Northern
Ki ngdom  The Northern Kingdom had been living in apostasy from the
covenant of God and corruption was both public and private. The
maj or thene is God's redeem ng |ove for Israel even though he intends
to chastise them for their chasing after other gods. The authorship
of Hosea is considered to be Hosea, a man from North |srael near

Syria. His father's nanme was Beeri. The date of this book is placed
by scholars as 725 B.C. when conpl et ed. The recipients are the
peopl e of Israel. The primary adversary is the Assyrians who took

the nation in 722 B.C. when they took the capital of Samari a.

M cah

The thene of Mcah was that saving faith is a product of socia
reform all of which is based on the "righteousness and sovereignty
God. " The authorship of Mcah is given to Mcah, who was born at
Moresheth near Gath. The nanme of his father is not nentioned so it
is concluded that he was probably nobility. The date of Mcah is 740
through 686 B.C. The recipients are the provincial areas around the
capital city of Jerusalem The primary adversary was the Assyrian
Enpi re.

| SAl AH

MULTI PLE AUTHORSHI P OF | SAI AH

In Isaiah I (1-39) "contenporary conditions" are the "center of
the author's attention”, so say the divisive critics. In Isaiah I
(40-66), the divisive critics say there is a shift from the
Babylonian Exile to the "ancestral honeland." They say that a
futuristic viewpoint would not be possible to sustain over so many
chapt ers. Archer answers all of the above with the statenment that
makes the divisive critics |ook foolish. Archer says they have
"sinply assuned on rationalistic grounds the inpossibility of divine
revelation in genuine predictive prophecy.” Archer goes on to say
that "if there can be no such thing as fulfilled prophecy"” then al
apparent fulfillment are after the fact. He points out the accuracy
is noteworthy. That the Scripture even gives nanes and places. King
Josiah was nentioned, and Bethlehem is nmentioned in M cah. The
failure of the Deutero- or Trito- Isaiah is found in the interna
evi dence of [ saiah.



Language and Style
The contrasts in style between Isaiah | and Isaiah Il are used

as an attenpt to suggest different authors of Isaiah. Archer states
that the "stylistic simlarities between the two parts are even nore

significant that the alleged differences." He believes the
differences are attributable to the "change in situation which
confronted Isaiah in his later vyears." He also believes the
difference can be attributed to the "maturing of his Iliterary
genius." Wen the disectionists of Isaiah nmake |lists of words and
phrases to show that there was different authors, Archer counters
with "Mere word lists nay prove little or nothing." He then sights a

nunber of other witers whose change of words is given accol ades.
According to Archer the "stylistic resenbl ances between Isaiah | and
Isaiah Il are nunmerous and striking." Isaiah's use of "the Holy One
of Israel” is to Archer "a sort of authoritative seal for all of his
witing." Archer wites that "at least forty or fifty sentences or
phrases which appear in both parts of Isaiah” are proof of "its
common aut horship.” The influence of Ad Testanent witers in the
time of Isaiah is reflected in his witing at the tinme he wote about
767-740 B. C

Theol ogi cal |deas

The alleged differences in theological idea of the Deutero-
| sai ah advocates is answered by Archer. His first answer is that "no
genui ne contradictions have ever been pointed out in the theol ogy of
the two sections of lIsaiah.” That no critic has "denonstrated that
the new enphases...are not sufficiently accounted for by the changed
conditions.” That no doctrine in chapters 40-66 is not already
mentioned in 1-39. As for the doctrine of the Messiah, Archer states
it "quite logically led to the developnent of the doctrine of
vicarious atonenent."” The extension of this accounts for the concept
of the "suffering Servant, or the Servant of Yahweh, in Isaiah Il
Archer's explanation of the Servant concept in Isaiah is that of a
"t hree-dinensional character.” He describes it as a pyramd with the
Lord Jesus Christ at the apex. Thus the concept of soneone other
than the Lord in the prophecy is not possible.

ADDI TI ONAL PROOFS OF THE GENUI NENESS
OF | SAl AH 40- 66

Archer nentions several additional proofs of the genui neness of
| sai ah 40- 66. The first one is that tradition has it that the
authorship is Isaiah is nentioned in Ecclesiasticus, and the use of
some words are the sanme between the Hebrew original or Ecclesiasticus
and that of the LXX

The second proof noted is that the New Testanent witers
"clearly regarded the author of Isaiah | and Isaiah Il to be one and
the sanme.” Nunmerous quotes by New Testanment witers of |saiah gives
| saiah credit for authorship. Archer notes that if the New Testanent



witers were wong then that would be saying that the "inspired
apostle hinmself nust have been in error.” If so, the extension is
the "existence of errors in the New Testanent” and "the authorship of
i nspi red books of the A d Testanent."

The third proof is that if Isaiah was witten by nmultiple
authors it seens inconceivable that the nanme of the additiona
aut hors has been lost. The fact that the rule of the ancient Hebrews
concerning prophetic witings nust have the nane of the author
attached clearly shows that the nanme attached to the book of |Isaiah
is that of its prophetic author naned |saiah.

The fourth proof is that there is an absence of Babylonian
| anguage influences in the |anguage of Isaiah Il, thus it could not
have been witten in "post-exilic characteristics”" and have the sane
characteristics as that of the Hebrew of Isaiah I."

The fifth proof is found in Isaiah 13, which "constitutes the
clearest affirmation possible that the eighth-century |saiah foresaw
the com ng inportance of Babylon."

The sixth and last proof is the relationship which existed

between pre-exilic prophets. Archer points out that Zephaniah,
Nahum and Jerem ah have verses which are simlar to that found in
Isaiah Il and were probably borrowed by one another. The resenbl ance

points to |Isaiah as being borrowed by Jerem ah in Jer. 30.10-11. The
conclusion is that the |saiah passage was witten before Jerem ah's
writing.

| SAl AH

The theme of Isaiah matches the Hebrew nanme of the prophet
| sai ah. The neaning is "Yahweh is salvation.” The thene of Isaiah
is salvation by grace, through the redeemer Lord. The thene is not
man's works or man's strength but the power of God unto salvation
The redenption of God's people and their chastisenent is also part of

this great book. | saiah is described as the "evangelical prophet™
and his work is full of the prophecies of a divinely inspired man of
God. The date for this book is in debate, however, conservative
non-di vi sive believers place it between 740 and 700 B.C. The

divisive elements place the date in several different centuries, all
of which nmakes it a non-inspired book of prophecy, and a book of
errors, obviously not divinely inspired, as clained.

The recipients of this great book of prophecy was the people of
Israel during a tinme of great prosperity. This prosperity of the
Israelite people brought immorality, drunkenness, ritualism
i dolatry, poor, immoral priest and nuch nore.

The primary adversaries of Judah and Israel were Phoenicia,
Philistia, Edom Syria, Assyria, and Egypt.



NAHUM
The thene of Nahumis not the sins of Judah but the com ng fal

of Assyria. Speci fically, Ni neveh, the Assyrian capital.The
aut horship of Nahum is given to Nahum who was a native of Elkosh
There seens to be sonme problemin locating this town anong schol ars.
Some schol ars place it between Jerusal em and Gaza. The recipients of
this book was the people of N neveh who were filled with vices and
sin and all types of inhumanities. The prinmary adversary was the
Assyrians who believed their mght was right and that the wath of
Yahweh coul d be ignored.

ZEPHANI AH

The thene of Zephaniah is that even when Jehovah doesn't appear
to be concerned with the world, that He is still in total control
Zephaniah's thene was that this in control Jehovah would chastise
Judah and destroy idolatrous Centile nations. The authorship of
Zephaniah is a prophet nanmed Zephaniah, who can trace his royal
| i neage to King Hezekiah. The recipients of this book seemto be the
remmant of Judah and not the whole nation. The primary adversary was
Egypt, which at Megiddo, took Judah, killed King Josiah and nmade
Judah on of its vassals.

HABAKKUK
The thene of Habakkuk 1is that faith 1is triunphant over
difficulties. The authorship is not known other than the nane
assi gned. He is |labeled as a prophet, little else known. The

recipients of the book are native Jewi sh oppressors, the Jew sh
nobles, and corrupt religious |eaders, who oppressed the conmon
peopl e of Judah. The primary adversary of this book is the
Chal deans.

JEREM AH
The thene of Jeremah is to Judah to repent and turn fromidols
and sin to avoid exile. The author is a prophet who was active in
the last years of the Southern Kingdom (640-586 B.C.). Jerem ah was
froma little tow called Anathoth about five mles northeast of
Jerusalem The recipients of the sernons, prophecies were the people
of Judah. The primary adversary was the inevitable Babylonian
Captivity which wthout repentance was inevitable according to
Jerem ah. The Hebrew nation would be in the Chal dean yoke because of
their refusal to be faithful to the covenant of God. For their
unf ai t hf ul ness they woul d be chasti sed.

LANVENTATI ONS
The thenme of this short book, Lanentations, is "a |anment over
the woes that have befallen sinful Judah." It is also witten as an
acrostic poem The authorship of Lanentations is attributed to

Jerem ah. The recipients of the Acrostic poem of the Hebrew al phabet
are the Jew sh people of Jerusalem The adversary was the Chal deans.



EZEKI EL
The thenme of Ezekiel is the fall of Jerusalem and the need for
Babyl onian captivity if God is going be correct H's people and bring

them back from their apostasy. The authorship is attributed to
Ezekiel, a priest, and his father was of the Zadokite priesthood.
The recipients of his prophecy was the exiles in Babylon. The

primary adversary was Nebuchadnezzar who placed him in N ppur just
south of Babylon. Ezekiel was one of the first prophets to use the
"apocal yptic" nethod. Daniel and John also used this nethod of
"unveiling."

BELSHAZZAR

Archaeol ogi cal studies have confirned that the Belshazzar
mentioned in the fifth chapter of Daniel was a real person and not a
fictitious creation as believed by sonme critics. Bel shazzar is
referred to as the son of Nebuchadnezzar but may not have been
related by blood but nerely a successor to the sane office as that of
Nebuchadnezzar.

In fact there are a nunber of "sons"™ which succeeded
Nebuchadnezzar after his death in 562 B.C. A successor to the throne
was even by revolution. On such revol utionary was Naboni dus who was

the father of Bel shazzar. Naboni dus nade Bel shazzar co-regent wth
hi m The opinion of Cyrus of Persia concerning the character of
Bel shazzar is extrenely |ow This opinion fits well wth the
account which is reported by Daniel. The Biblical account allows
Daniel to interpret for a drunken Bel shazzar the hand witing on the
wal | . The end of Bel shazzar comes as Babylon fell and Bel shazzar was
sl ai n. The death of Belshazzar nmarks the naming of Darius to the

throne by Cyrus of Persia.

DARI US THE MEDE

Archer attenpts to cut through all of the confusion surroundi ng
"Darius the Mede" by identifying him by relationship and age as
conpared to the many others who took a Medo-Persian throne and the
name Darius, as well. Archer states that Darius the Mde was a
"descendant of an ancient Achaenenid royal |Iine. He was sixty-two
years old when he becane king. He is not to be confused with Darius
the Great who was a young man when he becane king. Archer indicates
that Darius the Mede was "made" king by a higher authority than
hi nsel f, Cyrus the Geat. Archer answers the question "who was this
Darius the Mede?" by citing the work of J. C  VWiitconb, who states
that after the death of a man named Ugbaru, that "a man named Gubaru
was appointed by Cyrus as governor of Babylon and of Ebirnari”.
Whitconb states "It is our conviction that Gubaru, the governor of
Babyl on. . . appears in the book of Daniel as Darius the Mede."



DANI EL

The thenme of Daniel is according to Archer is the "overruling
sovereignty of the one true God." This thene includes the fact that
God condemms and destroys world powers but delivers though who put
their faith in Hm There is also a second thene to this book and
that is the thene of apocal yptic visions about future events. These
events are the four great enpires of antiquity, Israel's seventy
weeks, and Israel's deliverance.

1 AND 2 CHRONI CLES

The thenme of 1 and 2 Chronicles is a history of religions and
national heritage and the unbroken connection to its patriarchial
begi nnings. The primary thenme is that of priestly worship of Judah
fromSaul to the return after the decree of Cyrus. The authorship is
not specified in the books, however, the Talnudic tradition credits
Ezra with the authorship. The date of the Chronicles is c.450-425
B.C. during Ezra's lifetine.

EZRA
The thene of Ezra is the story of Jews return from Babylon and
the rebuilding of the tenple. The other theme shows that God

fulfilled H's prom se given to the prophets that he would restore H's
peopl e their own |and. The authorship is contributed to Ezra. Ezra
is said to be the author of 1 and 2 Chronicles, Ezra, and Nehem ah

The date of Ezra is placed with the reign of Artaxerxes I, which was
from 465-424 B. C

NEHEM AH
The thenme of Nehemah is the return of the Jewish exiles to
their honmeland after the decree of Cyrus. It is a history of two

| eaders, one a priest, Ezra, and the other a layman, Nehem ah. The
aut horship of Nehemah is credited to Ezra, along with 1 and 2
Chronicles and Ezra. The date for Nehemah is placed with the
witing of Ezra during the reign of Artaxerxes |, around 465-424 B.C.

ESTHER
The thenme of Esther according to Archer is "an illustration of
the overruling providence of the sovereign God who delivers and
preserves Hi s people. The authorship and the date is not revealed in
text. The Jewish authorities give Mrdecai the credit. O hers
credit Ezra or Nehem ah. The date is placed sonewhere around the
fifth century, the latter half.

HAGGAI
The thenme of Haggai is that if God's people will put H mfirst
in their lives by covenant faithfulness then He will bless themwth

prosperity. The authorship of this book is uncontested as the



prophet Haggai. The date of this book is 520 B.C. Each of the four
oracles are date with day and nonth and year. They were delivered
three nonth apart.

ZECHARI AH
The theme of Zechariah is that God wll preserve H's remant
from all the powers that threaten their annihilation. God wll
destroy these Centile enpires and Israel wll survive because they
are the people from which will come the Messiah. The Messiah is

comng to establish H's Kingdom and rule the earth after elimnation
of the opposition from the heathen powers. The authorship is given
to Zechariah the son of Berechiah and the grandson of |Iddo. The
dates assigned to this prophecy is from520-480 B.C

MALACHI

The thenme of Mlachi is that living a holy and sincere life
before God is "absolutely essential in the Lord s eyes." If a
sincere and holy life is exhibited God will favor the nation wth
crops and good econonm c conditions. They nust live up to the fact
that they are a holy nation. Their additional task is to wait for
the Messiah who will fulfill the nations hopes. The authorship is
attributed to soneone called Malachi but little else is known. The

date reported has no reference to a ruler or an event, but is derived
by internal evidence as c433-430 B.C.

DI SCREPANCI ES BETWEEN THE NUMBERS
I N CHRONI CLES AND KI NGS

Critics point out the inferiority in textual transm ssion has
al so been noted in the nunbers reported between Chronicles and Kings.
It is believed by liberal critics that the Chronicler exaggerated the
nunbers wherever a discrepancy is noted between Chronicles and Kings.
They claim that this was a consistent policy which was used to
glorify the past and was done deli berately.

Archer indicates that when the actual checks are nade of the
data, it is found that the criticism is overstated. Archer states
“I'n the vast nunber of instances where nunerical values are given in
Chronicles, Kings, and Sanuel, they are in perfect agreenent.” He
indicates that there are only 18 or twenty exanples of discrepancy.
One-third of the discrepancies are known to be larger in Samuel or

Kings than they are in Chronicles. Further, according to Archer
"often the discrepancy is of a very mnor character in so far as
nunbers are concerned.” Sone of the discrepancy can be explained in

that they do not refer to the sane people, event or category. Sone
occurrences found in Chronicles are Jlower and have greater

credibility that in the parallel passages. Sone exaggerations of
figures is doe to the copyists garbling of the digits from worn and
snmudged nmanuscri pts. Archer suggest that textual criticism or

contextual exegesis can resolve "so called discrepancies.”



HEBREW PARALLELI SM

Hebrew parallelismis the "practice of balancing one thought or
phrase by a correspondi ng thought or phrase containing approxinately
the sanme nunber of words, or at |east a correspondence in ideas", so
states Archer. Bi shop Robert Lowh studied Hebrew parallelism and
concluded that there were three basic types. These three types are
synonynous, antithetic, and synthetic. S. R Driver found a fourth
and fifth type which he called the climactic and the enbl emati c.

Synonormous parallelism is found in Psalm 24.1 and is called
"identical". Psalm19.2 is an exanple of "simlar."

Antithetic parallelismis noted by Psalm 1.6 and is conmmopn in
t he book of Proverbs.

Synthetic or constructive parallelism has three types. The
first type is called "conpletion type" and is primarily a rhythm
parallelism not that of sense. The second type "conparison type" is
noted with Proverbs 15.17. The third type is the "reason type"
denonstrated by Proverbs 26. 4.

Cimctic parallelism found in Psalm 29.1 shows the first line
as inconplete and the second line picks up its words and conpletes
t he t hought.

Enbl ematic parallelism puts two ideas "loosely together” by
using figurative illustrations w thout words of contrast. Prover bs
25.25 is one such enblematic parallelism Proverbs 11.22 uses the
same principle but does so without a connective.

Archer describes two other parallelisns but places themin the
in significant types. They are Chiastic parallelism and Stairlike
paral |l el i sm

THE PRACTI CAL NATURE
OF HEBREW W SDOM LI TERATURE

The practical nature of Hebrew wisdom literature conmes fromthe
observation of people as they conduct business, social, and political
life. It is noted that there are rules for success and | aws of human
nat ure. I ndi vidual s, such as sages and w se nen seem to have had
nore of what was needed to deal with the things of |life. The process
becanme the "art of getting along successfully with God and with nen."
Along with this art formcanme noral laws for getting along with each
ot her and God. Some people just have nore "savvy" than others, and
can see the answer to certain situations. Joseph was able to
interpret dreans and Solonon could devise clever strategies. Bot h
men were considered to be of the class or school of "hakant or w se
men. According to Archer the ultimate "hakant was soneone who
exhibited the ability to see God's truth and give the Israelite
people a direction for becomng "a world religion.”™ They established
norality on principles comopn to everyone.



THE FI VE DI VI SI ONS OF THE PSALMS

The five divisions of the Psalns nmay correspond to the five
books of the Torabh. They are divided by books. The first book is
Psalnms 1-41, the second is Psalns 42-72, the third book is Psalns
73-89, the fourth book is Psalns 90-106, and the fifth book is Psal nms
107-150. These five books are then divided into three categories.
Category one is book one and is believed to be arranged by David or
sonmeone he directed in the arranging. Category two contains books
two and three and may have been coll ected and published in the reign
of Josiah or conplied in the reign of Hezekiah. They were used for
l'iturgical purposes. Category three enconpasses books four and five.
This category is "a collection of mscellaneous sort, the date of
which is uncertain.” According to Archer sone of these psalns could
have been conpiled by David or Mses, as well as, the return fromthe
Exi | e.

THE AUTHORSHI P AND DATE OF THE PSALMS

The authorship of the Psalnms which is derived from the text
thenselves is not nmentioned in nost cases. According to Archer the
one exception to this rule is an editorial addition to Psal m72.20.

Aut horship of the Psalns when available is found in the titles
of the Psal ns. Not all titles have the authors name included in
them What is known about authorship is that Mses wote Psal m 90;
that David wote sone seventy-three of them which are in Books | and
Il1; Asaph wote twelve, Psalm 50, and 73-83; Korah's descendants
wote ten of the Psalns, Psalm 40, 44-49, 84, 87-88; Solonon is the
author of Psalns 72 and 127; Psalm 88 was witten by Heman the
Ezrahite; and Psalm89 is from Ethan the Ezrahite.

The dates of these Psalns begin with Psalm 90 witten by Mses,
this Psalm is dated about 1405 B.C David's psalns are placed
bet ween 1020 and 975 B.C. Asaph's psalns are believed to be fromthe
time period as David' s psalns. The date of 950, during Solonobn's
reign is given to Psalm 1127. Pre-exilic dates are assigned to the
descendant of Korah and to the Ezrahite's Heman and Ethan. Sone
untitled psalns are believed to be David s psal ns. QG her untitled
psal s nmay have been witten as late as the Exile. No evidence is
avai | abl e for dating any of the psal ns pass 500 B.C.

JOB

The thene of Job according to Archer is a "theoretical problem
of pain and disaster in the life of the godly.” The book presents a
three fold answer to the question, Wiy do the righteous suffer? The
first answer listed by Archer is that "God is worthy of |ove even
apart from the blessings He bestows." The second answer to the
question is "God may permt suffering as a neans of purifying and
strengthening the soul in godliness.” The third answer put forth by



Archer is that "God's thoughts and ways are noved by considerations
too vast for the puny mnd of man to conprehend.” Job's three
friends Eliphaz, Bildad, and Zophar, believing that if they lived a
good life they would be spared the retribution froma righteous God.
Unable to extract a confession of sin from Job, his friends stayed
with himworking tirelessly to make him confess the hidden sin which
they believed had placed him at odds wth Cod. According to Job's
friends, Job clearly was guilty of sone unconfessed sin.

It is difficult to assign a date to the Book of Job because it
does not appear to be an historical event and it is witten about a
non- Hebrai c cul ture. Job was a North Arabian, not a Hebrew The
geography nentioned is not difficult to |ocate, but placing a date on
the locations is not possible. Wat is given fromthese locations is
what the locations are not. They are not Msaic by nature.

The date which J. H Raven suggest is a pre-Msaic date. Raven
list three reason why this dating is appropriate. The first is that
Job appeared to have a "patriarchal famly-clan type of
organi zation", simlar to that of Abraham and the post-Exodus tines.
The second was the lack of an official priesthood to offer Job's
sacrifices, making this period pre-Msaic. The third dating is based
on a piece of noney and could be as early a date as Joshua or even
into the patriarchal period.

The authorship of Job is not avail able. Even rabbinic circles
are unable to provide a clue to the authorship. The only suggesting
of authorship conmes from the Talnmud which points to sonmeone who

"lived prior to the tine of Mdses.” To add to the confusion, Jacques
Bol duc believes "it may have been secondarily the work of Moses
hinself." He believes Mdses may have found the book and translated

it fromAramaic to Hebrew.

ECCLESI ASTES

The purpose and thenme of Ecclesiastes was to show the world view
as it related to man. Eccl esi astes was an attenpt to show nman that
he should "rise above" hinself. This book downgraded any phil osophy
whi ch placed the "created world or human enjoynent" above God. \When
conparing self to God and H's creation, it is "sheer folly" to put
per sonal happi ness above God's preem nence. The pursuit of happi ness
according to this book is inappropriate since it "involves the
foolishness of self-deification.” All of this preaching is to
prepare man to see that living for worldly goals is vanity and that
man needs to recognize God as the highest goal in life and to place
one's self in H's service. The purpose and thene is sumred up in
Eccl esiastes 3.14, only what is done by God will last, and man can
neither add to, or subtract fromit.
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