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3.

* Maria Hat ben Auferjtandenen erfannt, B.16. Sie will vor iHm
nicberfallen, ihn anciifren. Dod tvebrt er ihr das, B.17. Vet ben
andern Weibern, Matth. 28, 9, und bei THomas exlaubte er es, Job.
20, 27. Gx muf feinen Grund gehabt Haben, twarum er 8 BHier
berbot. MWir gehen geiwif nidht fehl, wenn twir jagen, daf ein Grund
ber getvejen jein ivirb, bafy fie meinte, dex alte, vextraute, fiditbare Bexs
fehr niirdbe mun ivicber aujgenommen fvexben. Er hilt ihe bor, dafy 3
mun anbders werden joll. Maria Gkt fid) belehren und IGjt {ich in ihrex
Ofterfreude nidht dadburd jtdren, dbaf fie JEum nidht anriihren darf.

Wir [ajfen und oft dbaburd) dbaran Hinbern, und der redhten Ojters
freudbe Hingugeben, baf ivir ihn aud) gerne fehen und fithlen mddten.
(Ausfithrenl) Wir vergejfen, daf ebent in diefen Leben und basd nidt
bergdnnt ijt, bafy erft broben bie felige Beit fommen toird, ba mwir ihn
fhauen werden, 1 Petfr. 1, 8.  Laijfen wir unsd badburd) nidjt bon unjerer
Ofterfreudbe abBalten, jondern glanben Ivir geivifj, Matth. 28, 20;
PBi. 91, 15. :Gehen toir in dicfer Freude Hin und verfitnbigen audh
anbdern, wad cr an und getan Hat. Dann iird je linger, je mebhr
Zrauer und Nicdergefdilagenheit jdhivinden unbd felige Ojtexireude unjer
Herz exfiillen. T. 8

Miscellanea.

sAlm der Cugel willen.”

Dic Stelle 1 Sor. 11, 10 gehirt belannilid) zu den intercijantejten
cruces interpretum im Meuen Tejtament, und man Hat jonberlid) dariiber
biel {pefulicrt, ob ¢ fid) Hier um gute oder um bisje Engel Hanbelt. Ob je
eine alljeitig befricbigende Lojung der Sdjtvierigleit gefunbden fwerben ivird,
ijt {dbwer 3u fagen; aber in Heft 2 ber ,Jeitjdrift filc die neutejiaments
lidje Wifjen{d)ajt’, 1931, Dictet Lic. W, ForjtersMiinjter ecine interefjante
Parallele aud dem babylonijdien Talmud, beren cregetifdje Miglidhleiten
er aber nidii tveiter disfuticrt. Die betreffende Stelle lautet fo: ,1nd
aud) aud [cinem Creignid mit] N. Nahman b. Jidaq ift zu eninehuten, daj
Qisracl dbem Gliidsftexn nidht unterliege. Die Ehalbider fpradjen namlid
aur Mutter des N. Nafiman b. Jidjaq: Dein Sohn wird cin Dieb fein. Da
lie jie ifnm nid)t barhaupt gehen, inbem fjie gu ihm fprad: WBebede dein
Qaupt, damit du Gottedfurd)t Habejt, und flehe nm Crbarmen. Er ioufte
aber nidt, weshald jie ifm died jage. Cinjt faf er unter einer Dattels
palme und jtudicrte, und al3 ifm ba3 Tud) bom Haupte glitt, exfhob er
die Yugen umd bemerfte bic Palme; da bemddjtigte fid feiner ber bife
Trieh, und er Hetterte hinauf und bif cine Traube mit den Jahnen ab.”
Sorfter exllart dann mweiter: ,Man muf fid), um die vorliegende Parals
Telitat gang au DBegreifen, bor YAugen Halten, baf bder ,bife Trieb' unter
mandjen andern Giedanfengingen audy verjelbjtdndigt twird und mit Sams
mael (= Satan) gleidigefelst wird. dia rovs dyyéiove tuiitde dann auf die
Berfudjlidhfeit durd) Miadhte” im allgemeinen anfpielen, nidit auf BVers
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filjrung burd) lilfterne Dimonen.” MBeim Nadjlefen ilber biefen Pundt
fiel und audj cin Actifel im American Journal of Archeology (1981, Nr. 4)
in bie Hinbe, der unter dem Titel “Veiled Ladies” bie gange Frage der
Berjdjleierung ber Frauen nidht nur im fernen Orient, fonbern aud) gerabe
in @ricdienland behandelt. Die Vehauptung ded BVerfaffers ift: “When
married women appeared in public, their faces were veiled up to their
cyes.” GCr ftiit feine Vehauptung nidht nur auf Ausfpradjen in berjdies
benen griedjijjen Sdjriftjtellern, jondern BHauptfadlich auf ardjiologifde
gunde, die in Gtatuen und fonjtigen Darftellungen die getwdinlide Frauens
tradt prdfenticren. Wurde fein bejonberer Sdjleicr ober fein befondered
Stopftud) getragen, fo braudyte die efhrbare Matrone bden oberjten Teil ifred
Mantels. Aber e3 galt in Griedienland twie im Orient: bder Sffentlide
¥njtand verlangte bei allen ehrbaren berheirateten Frauen BVebedung ded
Oaupted und ded (unteren) Gefidhtes, wogegen die dffentlidhen Dirnen ofne
folde Bededung erfidieinen muften. “The hierodule who is married to
o man is to be veiled in the street; the one who is not married to a man
is to have her head uncovered in the street and is not to veil herself.
The harlot is not to veil herself; her head is to be uncovered.” K.

Baptize — Wash.

Among the supposedly strongest arguments of the various immer-
sionists is the assertion that the verb faxrilerr invarinbly and under all
circumstances means “to immerse” and that for this reason alome, if for
no other, the Sacrament of Holy Baptism must be administered by im-
mersion. It is evident from the outset that the reference of the see-
tarians to the various baptismal commands and to passages relating to
the Sacrament in which either the verb or the noun is an argumentum
in circulo. To find out the meaning of the verb faxriler, we must con-
sult passages in which there is some explanation of the act in its cus-
tomary usage. Such a passage is Mark 7,2 fI., where not only the entire
context (of the washing of the sofas and larger utensils) militates against
the full submersion of such pieces of furniture before cach meal, but the
use of synonyms, real or implied, indicates that immersing, or submerging,
is not meant. V.4 has faxriowrra:, but the previous verse has riywrrar,
and while baptismoi is used of the washing of the various utensils, ete.,
the word for “defiled” hands is given in a synonym as aniptoi, showing
that baptizein and niplein are used indiseriminately. Further evidence
against the immersionists is furnished in Matt. 15,2 fI., where the same
custom is referred to as in Mark 7, but the verb niptcin only is used, also
in v.20. On the other hand, Luke 11, 38, speaking of the same ceremony,
uses the verb baptizein. The fact that baptizein is a synonym for “wash-
ing” is further substantiated by the use of the verb in the papyri. Moulton
and Milligan (Vocabulary of the Greek Testament, II, 102) quote two of
these, one in which bapticcin is used of the washing of fect and one in
which it is synonymous with louein. The compilers therefore suggest for
Luke 11, 38: “its use to express ceremonianl ablution.” If one adds to these
linguistic considerations the fact that even the Didache, at the beginning
of the second century, speaks of the administration of Holy Baptism by
pouring, the principal argument of the immersionists is found inadequate.

K.
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Nabonidus — Belshazzar.

For decades after Higher Criticism in its worst form had undertaken
to pluck the Old Testament to pieces, the attacks of many of its chief
proponents centered with special eagerness on the Book of Daniel. The
chapter which seemed to provoke criticism more than any other was chap-
ter 5, especially vv.16 and 20, concerning Daniel’s being made the third
in the kingdom. It was denicd that Belshazzar was king or had the power
of king, that he was the son or grandson of Nebuchadrezzar, that he was
in charge of Babylon at the time of its capture by the troops of Gobryas
under King Cyrus, ete. In answer to these criticisms Dr. Robert Dick
Wilson, in 1917, published his Studies in the Book of Daniel, in which
he offers evidence: 1. that there was a Bel-shar-usur; 2. that he was the
son of Nabunaid; 3. that he was “the first-born son” of Nabunaid, the
“son of the king” par excellence. Nabunaid expressly calls Belshazzar his
first-born son, just as Nebuchadnezzar calls himself the maru reshiu of
Nabopolassar; 4. that he commanded the armies of the king of Babylon
in the province of Accad (Akkad), certainly from the seventh to the
twelfth year of Nabunaid and, for all that we know to the contrary,
during the whole reign of Nabunaid; and that in certain kingly funec-
tions he is associated with his father as carly as the twelfth year of the
reign of Nabunaid; 5. that between the sixteenth day of the fourth month
of the seventeenth year of Nabunaid and the eleventh day of the eighth
month the son of the king was in command of the Babylonians in the
citadel of Babylon and was the de-facto king of Babylon, inasmuch as
Nabunaid had been captured; 6. that, if we accept the most probable
rendering of the signs in the Nebunaid-Cyrus Chronicle, II, 23, this son
of the king was killed in the night when the citadel of Babylon was taken
by the troops of Cyrus under Gobryas. Dr. Wilson’s study was made
from an avowedly sympathetic standpoint, although strictly objective in
character throughout. It is all the more remarkable therefore that in
a very recent study covering a part of the same field, Nabonidus and
Belshazzar, by Raymond Philip Dougherty of Yale University, the same
objective conclusions are arrived at from an independent study of the
original documents and apparently without any reference to the work
of Wilson. The author offers evidence to show that, while Amel-Marduk
(Evil-Merodach) was the son of Nebuchadrezzar, Neriglissar as well as
Nabonidus were sons-in-law of the second king of the dynasty and that
Belshazzar was the son of Nabonidus. It is further shown that Naboni-
dus spent the greater part of his reign outside of Babylon, mainly at Tema,
a city in an oasis of Arabia, which he had captured. During this absence
from Babylon he entrusted the kingship to his son Belshazzar, and the
latter acted as a coregent until the end of the Neo-Babylonian empire.
The author, who clearly holds no brief for the a-priori truth of the in-
spiration, nevertheless states: “The fifth chapter of Daniel is in remark-
able harmony with such a state of affairs. It describes a situation in
which a man meriting royal favor could be rewarded by being made the
third ruler in the kingdom.” (P.196.) Every step in the further study
of contemporancous evidence brings further corroboration of the truth
of Scriptures. K.
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