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16th of the month, and at the end of line 16 of the end of the
month Tammuz, whereas in line 15 and the beginning of line
16 it says that “Gobryas, governor of Gutium, and the sol-
diers of Cyrus entered Babylon without fighting.” In fine,
there is no “probability” as Professor Fullerton claims, that
in this case we should read Tishni instead of Tammuz. The
text of the document is clearly in favor of Tammuz. The
opinions of the experts are all in favor of the reading,
Tammuz (i.e. the fourth month).

Tombstones are usually made while the friends of the
deceased are still alive. The children know whether their
mother died in January or June and you may be sure that
the date on the head stone will correctly record the month.
So, the royal inscriptions were made in the lifetime of the
kings whose deeds they celebrate. The work of the royal
scribes was not merely written under fear of the royal dis-
pleasure when they erred; but was inspected by other scribes
who put upon it the seal of their approval® In the one
case January will not be put for June. In the other case
Tammuz would not be put for Tishri. So much certainly
we can assume.

In conclusion, let me express the hope that the critics of
the Book of Daniel will cease making charges against it,
without producing some objective evidence to support them.
Also, that it might be well for them to read the Book of
Daniel carefully enough to find out what it really says.
Otherwise, they may waste their time and ours, as they have
so frequently done in the past, in attacking the author of
Daniel for making statements that he has never made at all.
In the mean time, will they pardon me for continuing to
abide in the serene conviction that, judged by the best evi-
dence attainable, they have thus far fought a losing fight,
simply because the evidence is against them. Belshazzar, in
spite of the silence of the classics even as to his name, and
notwithstanding the whilom denial of the critics that such
a man ever existed, now stands forth on the pages of the

%t See Streck's Assurbanipal, vol. II, 355
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monuments as possessor of all the prerogatives of a king.
No real scholar can longer deny the possibility of the exist-
ence of the king whom Daniel calls Darius the Mede. He
may have been Gubaru. He may have been Cyaxares II.
He may have been a third man as yet unknown except from
the description in Daniel. We know enough to say that he
may have existed. We do not know enough to say that he
may not have existed. Until we do know enough to affirm
that he did not exist, the account in Daniel may be reason-
ably believed.
Princeton. R. D. WiLson.
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