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PREFACE.

HE main object of this work is to assist those who are
entering upun the study of the language and text of the
Book of Daniel, by affording them such philological information
as they are most likely to need. Sinee however philelogy can
never be separated from history, I have found it necessary to
devote considerable space to the treatment of historical ques-
tions, In the history of religion the Book of Daniel occupies
i very important, perhaps a nnique, position, but the working
ont of this subject belongs rather to the historian than to the
commentator. Hence the relation in which this Book stands
to the Prophets on the one hand and to the later Apocalypses
on the other could not here be examined at any great length,
Discussions upon speculative theology or philosophy 1 have
studiously avoided, as I cannot but think that when introdueed
into exegetical works they serve rather to obscure than to
clucidate the real matters at issue.

It is searcely necessary to say that this work contains very
little that is new, As to the character and gencral meaning of
the Book of Daniel all sober crities have long been agreed, and
I have thercfore, in the great majority of eases, contented my-
self with stating, as concisely as possible, the views of former
investigators. It has been my endeavour to collect, not only
fromy Comnmentaries buat from all other sources accessible to me,
whatever appearcd to be of real value for the purpose of
interpretation. In a book intended for ordinary students an
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exhaustive treatment of the subject is, of course, out of the
question. Hence it did not seem to me desirable to fill my
pages with bibliographical details interesting only to the curious.
It would indeed have been casy to supply much fuller lists of
names and reforences, but had T attempted to give anything
lke a history of the interpretation of each passage, my book
would have been swelled to many times its present bulk. Only
now and then have I thought it worth while to say something
about the views of the Rabbins and of the Christian Fathers,
In citing modern writers I have generally confined myself to
mentioning those whose works are the fruit of original research,
passing over in silence the crowd of imitators and imitators of
imitators. 1 ought here to state that I have unfortunately not
been able to consult the essay of J. W. van Lennep, De T0
Joarwelen van Dantel (Utrecht, 1888).  Still more have I rea-
son to regret that Prof. Driver's Introduction to the Literature
of the (ld Testament did not appear till my book was in the
press, and has thus been used only to a very limited extent
Some persons may perhaps think that I have not examined at
sufficient length the arguments brought forward by Hengsten-
berg and English writers whe belong to the same school. But
the fact is that in a great number of cases these arguments are
based upon assumptions which all scholars now agree in reject-
ing. Of what use would it be, for cxample, to refute such
arguments of Hengstevberg as rest upon the theory that the
First Book of the Maceabees was originally written in Gireek,
or to point out the numerous statements of Pusey, respect-
ing Aramaie philology, which are now universally regarded as
ereoneonus 1

On many questions, as might have been expécted, T have
found it impossible to form a definite opinion. Though the
Book of Dauiel is by no meavs one of the more difficult books
of the Old Testament, it pevertheless contains a considerable
number of passages of which the meaning is still nneertain, and
some which will perhaps remain for ever unintelligible, Where
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doubt or obseurity exists I have never sought to dispuise the
fact, and in offering explanations of my own I have been carc-
ful to indicate that they are mere suggestions to be accepted or
rejected by the reader as he thinks fit. One principal cause of
difficulty seems to me to be the corruption of the text. During
the last fifty years the opinion that the text of the Old Testa-
ment is well-nigh faultless, has been constantly losing ground.
The commoen maxim that the diffieulty of readings raises a pre-
sumption in favour of their genuineness, is true only if under-
stood to mean that ne scribe consciowsly substitutes a difficult
reading for an easy one, But when readings owe their origin
to carelessness or to the external damaging of a manuseript,
the above maxim is obviously inapplicable. In very many
cases the text of the Old Testament can be explained only by
means of conjecture, and our task consists in deciding which of
soveral conjoctures is the most probable. When I have pro-
posed conjectural emendations 1 have done so in the full
conseiousness of the fact that very few emendations have any
claim to be regarded as certain, The Hebrew of Daniel, as
compared with that of other Old Testament writings, has
so many marked peculiarities that it would be altogether a
mistake to ascribe every anomaly to textnal corruption. The
business of the true textual eritic is to distinguish those
anomalies which are characteristic of the author’s style from
those which are not, in other words to distinguish linguistic
peculiarities from linguistic impossibilities. The practice of
rash and arbitrary emendation cannot of course be condemned
too severely, but the old-fashioned school, who tortured gram-
mar and syntax in order to extract a meaning from obscure
passages, must appear equally unscientific.

In all that relates to Aramaic philology I have beon gnided
chiefly by the works of Professor Néldeke, of Strassburg, in
particular by his Mandiische Grammatil (Halle, 1875), and his
“ Beitrilge zur Kenotniss der aramiiischen Dinlecte” in the
Zeitschrift der deutschen morgenliindischen (Fesellschaft, Vols,



