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Israel. In this particular, Joseph was and will be forever
unlike all other men; and it is in this particular that Ben
Sira says that Joseph was unlike all other men. He doe:
not say a word, or give a hint, as to his meaning to suggest
or insinuate that no one was like Joseph ‘‘as to both the
high distinction he attained and the faculties he displayed”.

Nor will Dr. Driver’s assertion derive any support from
the Greek version of Ecclesiasticus, which reads: ‘““Neither
was there a man born like unto Joseph, a governor of his
brethren, a stay of his people, whose bones were regarded of
the Lord.” Nor will the Syriac Version help him; for it
reads: “And no mother has borne a child like Joseph, in
that his body was assembled (i.e., gathered to his fathers) in
peace.”

As to the further part of the citation from Dr. Driver,
that “the very wording of the narratives in the first part
of Daniel is modelled after that of the narratives of Genesis
concerning Joseph”, it has absolutely nothing to do with the
question of the date of the composition of the book of
Daniel. Since, according to Dr. Driver himself, the whole
history of Joseph belongs to the so-called Jehovistic and
Elohistic documents (LOT, 17), and since critics agree
that both of these documents were certainly finished before
750 B.C, (LOT, 122), it is perfectly obvious that a writer
of the sixth century B.C. may have imitated the account in
Genesis as readily as one who lived in the second century
B.C,

Moreover, in only three particulars can the life of Daniel
be said to resemble that of Joseph. They were both cap-
tives at the court of a mighty foreign monarch; they both
rose to positions of pre-eminence at these respective courts;
and they both rose because of their skill in the interpretation
of dreams. In all other respects their lives differ as much
as it is possible for human lives, especially of men in some-
what similar circumstances, to differ. But finally and
chiefly, it is to be noted that it is not to one of these re-
semblances, but to one of the differences, between Joseph
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and Daniel, that Ben Sira calls our attention; that is, that
something was done with the body of Joseph such as never
happened in the case of any other man. For when Joseph
was about to die, he gave commandment concerning his
bones, saying to the children of Israel: God will surely
visit you, and ye shall carry up my bones from hence (Gen-
esis 1. 25). In Exodus xiii. 19, we are told that Moses tor!-
the bones of Joseph with him, when he went out of the land
of Egypt; and in Joshua xxiv. 32, it is said that the children
of Israel buried these bones, which they had brought all
the way from Egypt, in a parcel of ground in Shechem
which became the inheritance of the children of Joseph.

This was the unique, the unparalleled, event in the his-
tory of Joseph. It was recognized as such by Ben Sira in
his day, and by the writer of the epistle to the Hebrews in
his. And it must be recognized by us today. In this one
respect there was no one like him among all the children cf
Israel, nor ever has been, nor ever can be among all the sons
of men.

CONCLUSION

Having thus considered fully all of the objections to the
early date of the book of Daniel made on the ground of the
silence of Ben Sira with respect to it, there seems to be no
sufficient reason for doubting the conclusion that notwith-
standing this silence the book of Daniel may have been ir
existence before 180 B.C.

Princeton, New Jersey. RoeerT Dick WiLsoxn,
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