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statement: the “kdna divested of all signification of time,
is often used as a copula."**

This usage of the perfect for “has been and is” is com-
mon in Hebrew usage as well as in the Arabic. Gesenius
defines its use as “expressing facts which were accomp-
lished long before, but of which the effects still remain in
the present.”** Thus, Ps. 10:11 “he hideth his face.”
Perfects of verbs denoting a state or condition are fre-
quently used in this sense.*® The verb haya “to be” is used
in this sense in Jud. 17: 13, 2 Sa. 13:35, 1 K. 6:17, §:18,
Isa. 1:21, 22, Ps. 22: 15, 89: 42 et al.

However, as this verse consists of a compound nominal
sentence and is introduced by Waw explicativum, (i.e. ex-
‘planatory and), it is possible that it is a later note interpo-
lated into the original text by an editor or scribe. The
simple or compound nominal sentence is the form in use in
Hebrew to denote a parenthetical note, or description.
Such parentheses are common in the Hebrew literature of
all periods.

It is a noteworthy fact, moreover, that most of the state-
ments that the early critics of the Pentateuch considered to
be objections to its Mosaic origin, are to be found in sen-
tences of this kind, such as “these remain unto this day,”
“and the omer 1is the tenth part of an ephah,” “his bedstead
was a bedstead of iron,” “Moses was very meek.”" Com-
pare also, the compound nominal sentences in Deut. 2: 10
(describing the Emims), and in Num. 31: 53.

Certainly, those who, like the critics of the Wellhausen
school, believe in so many editors and redactors for nearly
all the books, will scarcely insist on impugning the authen-
ticity of Jonah because of one little verse! Nor will those
who have studied Old Testament textunal criticism deny the
probability of some such additions to the original text of
Jonah. Nor will those who admit the insertion into the

mambic—ﬂﬂgﬁ:ﬁ Lexicon, p. 3004.
4 Gram. § 110, 2. g.
a6 o, eg. Ps. 104; 1 gddaltd, thou art great.

AT Comp, Ex. 6:26, 27.
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New Testament of the passages concerning the three wit-
nesses, the woman taken in adultery, and the last verses of
Mark, without thereby impugning the integrity and genuine-
ness of the rest of the works that contain these insertions,
presume to assail the whole book of Jonah, because one
short sentence may have been inserted into it by a later hand.
Like the addition to Mark and the story of the woman taken
in adultery, the addition may be just as true as the original.
No one will dispute the trustworthiness of the statement
that in the time of Jonah “Nineveh was an exceeding great
city.”
CoNcLUSION

This detailed examination of the evidence produced by
the critics in support of their allegations that the Book of
Jonah cannot have been writen in the lifetime of Jonah, the
son of Amittai, has shown that in not a single specification
is the evidence convincing. Not a single statement as to
diction, style, ideas, or historical allusions, will stand the
test of a complete induction and comparison. The most
that can be said for any single item is that it is possible,
but not one is supported by even one assured witness.
The testimony of the Book of Jonah as to its origin
and facts stands unimpeached. Its diction, its style,
its ideas, and its historical references, agree with what we
know of the eighth century B.C. and with what the book
affirms as to the time of its composition. Those who as-
sail it must confine themselves to its accounts of miracles,
predictions, and divine interventions. At all such assaults
the Christian will sniff and He that sitteth in the heavens
will laugh. For in these days of surgeon’s wonders and
submarines’ achievements and Burbank’s experiments, it is
a bold man who will attempt to set limits to the subtleties
of the All-wise or to affix bounds to the Almighty Maker
and Preserver of all things. Christus creator, Christus
revelator, Christus consummator! “Knowest thou the ordi-
nances of heaven, or canst thou set the dominion thereof
in the earth?”

Princeton. RoperT Dick WiLson.
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