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GFNERAL SURVEY. -- Introductory. 

Though properly an historical.rather than a theo­
logical problem, the chronology of Paul's life is import­
ant in the field of Bible study, and is closely related 

' to several theological questions, including that of tJe 
reliability 4f Scripture and the authenticity of several 
books accep ted by the church as canonical. Its treatment 
is historical, but much of the freedom for specualtion 
indulged in by the average student of history is denied 
the scholar who treats this subject. Anything which can~ 
not be established with reasonable certainty must be left 
an open ½uestion, and the integrity of the ~cripture must 
remain unmol ested. _ 

li~inating- from the beginning those portions of 
Paul's lif e for whieh we have no reliable chronological 
data, we fin:3. that our task deals principally with tbe·. 
portion of his life extending from his conversion to·,a 
poin t t wo years after his arrival in Rome as a prisoner. 
Qoncer ning this . eriod we have much chronological infor­
mation. The per i od from that point forward till his death 
does not yield such satisfactory results, but must also 
be cons i dered , while the chronology of his letters forms 
a separate problem in itself, though it is dependent on 
the r e sul ts of the other investigation. Only hypothetical 
dates for the e~rents in Paul 's earlier life are possible, 
and since no special importance for our purposes attaches 
t o these, they will not be treated here. 

SOURCES. 

Most of our information on: this subject is drawn · 
from one infa l l ible source, God's own Word. The most valu­
able writing for this study is the Acts of the Apostles, 
and the inf orma t ion it yields is supplemented by material 
drawn from the v~rious Pauline Epistles, among whidh Gala­
tians holds first rank for historical ·notices. The inspired 
writings enable us without further &~d to establish a fair­
ly complete relative chronology for the main part of Paul's 
life. On no other point do we find such accurate and pre­
cise hist orical and chronological infor•tion in tbe B!ble; 
it is only because actual dates are not ,upplied by the 
Scriptures that we are obliged also to use other sources 
of information. 

F-ortunat ely, there are a number of fairly reliable 
secular writings of that period to which we have access, 
which enable us to fix the dates of Paul's activities with 
a rema r kable de ree of assurance . In these writings we 
find discrepancies and inconsistencies, which make the 
task rather difficult for the student, but they are in 
general reliable sources. There we find records of people 
and event~ mentioned in connection with Paul's ~ife and 
work, together with exact dates. The most val uable of t~ese 
books are tbe "Antiquities" and "Jewish War 0 of Josephus, 
a l a te comtemporary of Paul, and the 0 Annales" of Tacitus, 



who was a boy at the time of Paul's death. Almost equal 
to these in value, and confirming much of what they tell 
us, are :the works of Qion Cassius, a Ro~Ln historian of 
the late second century, who bad access to the best of 
sources and used them well, and whose work coveT1n2 this 
perio4 1e preeer~ed to us in epitomes prepared by i a ter 
writers. Va lua ble chiefly for c~mparison are the •tives 
of the Caesa rs" wr i tten by Suetonius about the time of 
Hadrian; the "Agricola " of Tacitus; and we might add the 
works of Seneca and the Plinies, though they have no di­
rect bearing on our subject. 

Another class of secondary sources is found in the 
early Chris t ian wr i tings, though they offer little to BUP­
plement the ew Testament account. Clement of Rome and the 
Apologetes give some traditional information on tbe life 
of Paul, and t here is an important reference in the Mura­
torian fragment. In the fourth century, rusebius went over 
all t he reliable sources of informat ion available, passing 
much of it on to us in his "Ecclesiastical History," a 
very va l uable work, and the earl ier 11Chronicon, 11 which 
has not co , e down tous i n the original, and which does 

not a p-pear to have been Quite so tru.stworthy as the "Ec­
cl es~ast ica l History." We have it in a Latin version by 
Jerome, a n Armenian version, and two fragmen t ary Syrian 
copies, but the various versions do not agree among them­
sel ves on some of the dates. Orosius, a contemporary of 
Augus t i ne, gives us one da te which we are unable to obtain 
from other sour ces, but in general it may be said that 
our lit erary sources are exhausted when we have consid-
ered Eusebi~s and his antecedents. · 

Another in1portant souece of knowle:ige in this 
sphere in archa eology . A number of inscri~ions have 
been discovered which have a bea~ing on our subtect, 
though most of these are without independent value, 
merely confirming what may be otherwise determined. A 
notable exception is a s t one discovered at Delphi in 
1908 com~only known a s the Ga.llio Inscription, the teat 
of which is given us by Deiasmann, Barton, and others 
in their writings on this subject. 

lumismatics has been called upon to support cer­
tain assertions, but the study of coins has given us lit­
tle new positive evidence of value in settling the ques­
tions that arise. A number of arguments have been be.sed 
o~ astrono~ical calcula t ions, but their value is rather 
doubtful, and qalculations which to the exoteric mind 
seem correct ea d to conflicting conclusions, so they 
a re left out of consideration here. 

REFERENCE WORKS. 

Many writers of modern times have treated this 
subject, drawing on all available sources, and reaching 
widely diff ering results. From Uasher down to the pres­
ent time, there have always been writers ready to discuss 
this subject, some in separate works, others is connect­
ion wi th New Testament Exegesis, Isagogics, or History, 
still others as a portion of the field of church History. 
The student of to1ay has the advantage of infor~ation 



which most of these writers did not possess, and can 
discard many of the conclusions which have since been 
decisively disproven. Earlier works still have some 
value in ~heir thorough discussions of various problems, 
even when t he~r general r esults vannot be accepted. 
~ome of the more r ecent works treating this subject 
are those of Zahn, Juelicher, Schuerer, Deissmann, 
Lightfoot, Sanday, Turner, Wieseler, Harnack, and 
Ramsay. Valuable art i cles by various writers are to 
be found in many periodicals and in encyclopedias. 

Qisagreernent among scholars has been due to 
lack of i nformation, disagreement as to the meanigg 
of certain express ions, and differences of opinion 
as to the relative credibility of early authorities 
tha t disa ree. The discovery of the Qallio Insc~iP­
tion is the most important development in modern times, 
and seems to have . supplied suf ficient evi~ence to 
fix t he chrc,nology with a reasonable degree of ce-rtainty, 
but atill there is not unanimity of opinion, and prob­
ably will not be unt il further discoveries ara made. 

fn v iew of the great mass of extant literature 
on the subject, I have not attempted to give references 
to all the writers consulted on a question. The referen~ 
oes given are almost entirely confined to the Bible and 
those wr i tings whi ch may be considered as source mat•r­
ial, princ ipally Josephus and Tacitus. 

Since the Bible is our chief source of information, 
and t he one source that is absolutely infall ible, the 
evider.ce derived ·:-f'rom it stands upon a plane by itself. 
The natural method of precedure, therefore, is to gather 
an~ condens e all the chronological data of the New Tes­
tBmlent, and then supplement this with evijence from other 
sources. 

RELATIVE CHRONOLOGY. 

The Ac t s of the Apostles with the help of the 
Epi stles enables us to work out a fairly accurate r~ia~ 
tive chronology, accounting for most of Paul's ac t ions 
and determining about the length of ti•e between them. 
After th,e relative chronolo·gy has been established, the . 
actual dates may be supplied by a compa.-rison with other 
sources. 

Paul, a young J ew born in Tarsus, was present at 
the stoning of Stephen (Acts 7,58) and took an active 
pa.rt in the persecution that followed (Acta 8,3). On 
On his way to Bamascus to persecute the Chri•tians there, 
he was converte~ through a divine vision (Acts 9;1-8), 
and it was revealed to him that he was to become God's 
chosen instrument for the conversion of many Gentiles 
(Acta 9,15.16). He began to preach in Damascus, was in 
Arabia for a time, and then returned to Damascus (Acta 9, 
19-22; · Gal. 1,17). Thr6e years after his conversion, he 
was forc e1 to flee from Damascus, escaping the aol~iera 



of the ethnarch under King lretas by being let ,down 
over the wall, and went to Jerusalem, where he was 
a(t first received by the Christians with suspicion 
Gal.l,17; Acts 9,23-28; II.Cor. 11,32). Barnabas 

9rought h im to Peter an1 James, the brother of the Lord, 
who blessed him and sent him away to Tarsus, where 
he remained for some time preaching the Word in Syria 
and 0ilicia ( Acts 9,30; Gal. 1,18-21). 

Barnabas, who had been placed in charge of the 
church at Antioch, brought Paul from llaraus to aid him 
in hie work, and there they labored together a whole 
year (Acts 11,25.26). They were sent up to Jerusalem to 
bring relief to the brethren in Judea, who were suf­
fering from a famine which occurred under Claudius 
about the time of the death of Hero Agrippa I. (Acts 
11,27-30; 12,23). Having fulfilled their ministry in 
Jerusalem, they returned to Antioch, where they re­
mianed until God maie known to them Bis will that they 
should bring the gospel to the Gentiles (Acts 12,25; 
13,2). 

The first missionary journey took them first to 
the island of Cyprus, where ~hey preached at Salamis, 
and then pa ssed through the island to '8,phoa, at which 
place the .proconsul Sergius Paulus waa converted. Then 
they sailed for Perga and proceeded to the interior, 
where they carried on extensive missionary work in the 
Roman province of Galatia, first in Pisidian Antioch, · 
then successively ln Iconium, ~ystra, and nerbe, and 
the sur r ounding regions. Everywhere their work was hin­
dered by the Jews, whose enmity they aroused, but they 
made many converts from among Doth Jews and Gentiles 
in every city they visited. Driven from Derbe, they re­
traced their steps as far as Perga, organizing congre­
ga t ions i n ea ch city as they went. Having reached Perga, 
they preached the gospel there also, and then returned 
to Syrian Antioch. (Acta 13.14) It is impossible to say 
just how long t his f~rst missionary tour took, -but it is 
generall y agreed that a year and a half is a fair estimate. 

Jourteen years after his first visit to Jerusalem, 
Paul was age.in present in that city, this time as a dele­
gate to what is known as the Apostolic ~ouncil (Gal.2,1-10; 
Acts 15,1-29). This council was held at the request of 
the church at An t ioch for the purpose of settling disputes 
that had arisen within the church in connection with the 
conversion of unciroumcise& Gentiles. This was a short 
visit, and upon his return Paul remained for some time 
at Antioch (Ac~s 15,35). 

Soon after the Apostolic Aounoil, Paul and Barna.­
bas a gain set out to work among the Gentilea, but this 
time not together. Paul's companions on this journey were 
~ilas and later Timothy, for a time Luke, and perhaps 
others at diff erent times. 











24. 

The letter to the Romans appears to have been· .writ­
ten fr c,m Corinth during Paul's second stay there, early in 
the year 56, though it may have been written already from 
Ephesus about the same time as I. Corinthiams. It is closely 
relate~ in form, content, and style with the letters to tlie 
Corinthians and Galatians, and aleo those to the Thessalon­
ians. Its composition in Corir.th at this time is indicated 
by several features, among them the presence of Priscilla 
and Aquila in Rome and Paul's approaching departure to take 
to Jerusalem the contribution of the churches in Macedonia 
and Achaea. There are a number of other points, but these 
t wo seem conclusive. 

THE GALA TIA N CUESTION. 

The· epistle t~ the Galatians offers the greatest pro­
blem of all Paul 's letters. A number of early Christian wri­
ters have placed it as the first of ~ll the Pauline letters, 
while others would have it to be the very last. The proper 
posit ion is doubtless after the two letters to the Thessa­
lonian5J,_ and before the other three letters of this group. · 
Just 1'.w,re i t fits in is a matter of dispute, and it will be 
well to summarize briefly the chief arguments on both llides 
of a controversy that has of late arisen and has a bearing. 
on this question. 

The question in point is, to whom was this epistle 
addressed? Galatia was the name of a region in the heart of 
Asi a Minor, the chlef city of which was Ancyra. But at the 
ti r.:e when Paul wrc.,te, the name had been extended, and the 
Roma~AprQyJ.pce of Galatia had been formed, extending north­
war dA~ Eu-aine Sea and southwar d to the Tarsus Mountains, 
th-c s including the regions to the sou th embra.cei by Lycaonia 
and portions of Phrygia and Cappadocia. The cities of Derbe, 
Ly stra , I conium, and Pisidian Antioch were in the Rome.n pro­
v i nce of Galatia in Paul's time, but not in the ancient ter~i­
tory of Galatia Proper. l}len Galatia is referred to in I.Peter, 
it a~pear s that the Ronian province is meant, ani many believe 
wi t h Ramsay that fjaul uses the name the same way, the letter 
being addressed to the congregations. is Derbe, Lystra, Ico­
nium, Pisidian Antioch, and the neighboring• regions. This is 
called the South Galatic theory. 

The majority of scholars seem to cling to the older 
NoTth Galatic theory, according to whioh the term Galatia 
referred only to the northern part of the province, the an­
cient region of Galatia. After many years of travel in these 
regi ons and thorough study of the life of Paul, Ramsay de­
clares the ~orth Galatic theory untenable. The bearing of 
the question on the chronology of the epistle l i es in the 
f act that when the letter was written Paul had twice visi­
ted the churches addressed, and he visited the churches of 
the aouth Galatic region, 'but not those of the North Galatia 
region, .during his first journey, 

The points advanced by the protagonists of the North 
Galatic theory seem less weighty than those of their oppon­
ents. In the first place, they say tha~ Lute expressly calla 
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Lystra and Derbe "cities of Lycaonia,n and never refers to 

H
the cities of the South Galatia region as cities of Galatia. 
8wever, if tlris is always the oase, it only establishea tu­

kan usage, and it would still remain probable that Paul dif­
fered from Luke in this. In fact, Pau~ never. uses any but the 
Roman provincial names. He never. speaks of Hellas, for in­
stance, bu t with him Greece is always Achaea. Luke is not 

·so consistent in this respect, but it is not unr easonable to 
believe that the term refer s to the province, specifically 
to the southern portion of it, each of the two times it is 
used i n Acts . During the secong journey, we are told that 
af t.er visiting Derbe and Lystra he passed through•the Phry­
g i an r egi on and Galatia~ but this is a mistranslation; liter­
ally it woul d be "the Phrygian region and the Galatic," or 
"the Phrygian and Galatia region," i.e., that portion of 
the Phrygi an region which lay in the province of Galatia 
and embraced Pisidian Antioch ( which wsnot in P.isidia). 

-On the t h ird journey Paul passed through the Galatic region 
and the Phrygian ( note the order); Lystra and Debbe are 
not here mentioned, and a reconstruction of the voyage indi­
~ t our t hrough the province of Balatia and then the 
~~-MN~~.&e- of Phrygia on the way to El~~sus. The conclusion 
follows tha t 'Luke used the name Galatia to indicate the 
province, but that on the first journey he did .not use this 
term, but mentioned the more local regional names in order 
to gi ve the location of t he cities in question in a more 
detailei f a sh ion. 

A map study of the two jour neys under consideration 
shows t hat t.he course of Paul: s travels seems a mc ch more 
natural one according to the South Galatic theory than .accor­
ding t o the Borth Galatic. 

On the North Galatic hypothesis, the congregations 
f ounded by Paul on the first jourmy drop from sight entire­
ly after t he second journey, which is contrary to tra~ition; 
f ur t hermore, it would be strange that such an important part 
should be played by the isolated North Galatia region,in view 
of the fact that we cannot name a single city of that region 
in wh i ch there is known to have been a Christian congregation 
at tha t time. 

It has been said that the sickness which Paul mentions 
·does not fit into the first tour; but this argument is very 
weak, because Luke is not giving the personal memoirs of Paul, 
but a history of his accomplishments, and nowhere mentions 
the sickness to which Paul frequently refers in his letters. 
It is quite reasonable to sup~ose that Paul was se ized by an 
attack of his disease while he was -among the Christians of 
this region, just as we know from Paul's epistle, but not 
f rom the account of Acts, that when Paul came to Corinth the 
fir•t time he "was with them in weakness, and 1n fear, and 
in much trembling" (I.Cor. 2,3). 



The last argument against the South Galatia view 
is that Paul would not have aalled the people of this region 
Galatians ( Gal.3,1). But why not? Would not the people of 
the province of Galatia be Galatians just as those of the 
Province of Macedonia were Macedonians? that other term could 
he have used? If hhere was a certain opprobrium connected 
With the name, referring to the lack of culture of ~be true 
Galat ians, who werB descendants of the Gallic tribes that 
had set t led there a long time before, would the term be out 
of place in the reproach that paul addresses to them aa "fool­
ish Galatians?" 

An argument in favor of the South Galatia theor.,y is 
the frequent ment ion of Babnabas, as one known to the "Gala­
tians , ,vhereas Barnabas was present \Vi th Paul only on his 
f irst journey; but on the other hand, Timothy, whose home 
wa.,e in that regi on, is not mentioned, and Barnabas is · also 
n1en t. i oned once in I. Corinthians, though he had not been 
present in Corinth •. 

L: ~ The matter rests very l ~Pfely upon the geographical 
s i tua tion ; ot her atguments are nearly equal, but the maps 
seem to set t le the question. 

It must be admitted that dating of the letter is 
more d i f icult accordi ng to the south Galatic view than it 
would re upon the other theory, which would place its date 
sorr.e t i me dur i ng Paul's stay at ~pheeus on the thir1. journey. 
But the weight of the evidence shows that t his was after 
Paul' s third visit to the people addressed, while the let­
t er was writ t en Bellowing his second visit to them. Thus 
it must have been between the summer of 49 and the spring 
of 52 , be: ore the beginning of the third journey. Aft~r 
the seconi visit there had come false teachers leading many 
awa y f rom t he pure doctrine as he had preadhed it · among 
them. Word of thEreached Paul, and he immediately wrote 
the letter. Just at what time this occurred is a disput4d 
point. I t could not have happened bef ore his a rrival in 
Corinth, for i n his travels ;~e news could not have reached 
him so quickly even 1,1 the defection had occurred only a 
few months a f t er he left them. Rll¥&y's theory is this: 
While Paul was on his way to Rome at the end of the second: 
journey, Timo thy left him at Ephesus to visit his home. 
Ti mothy rejoined Paul a little later at Antioch, bringing 
the news of .the defection of bhe Galatians, whereupon Paul 
hastily wrote the letter, and followed soon afterward in 
person. But Paul makes no mention of an intended visit, 
and this could hardly be due to ha.ate, since his inten­
tion t o come to them would be the first thing he would 
mention it that were his purpose. It is possible that he 
wrote in haste, and as soon as the letter was gone decided 
t o visit them in person, fearing that a letter would be 
inadequate. But this is a mere conjecture, and we do not 
even know that Timothy went from Ephesus to visit his home. 



It seems just as probable that during the last part 
or hie stay at Corinth, or at E~hesus on h i s way to Jeru­
sa lem, he r ec e ived authentic word of conditions in these 
congr egations and hastily de•patched the letter, and then 
~ook t h e first oppoltunity to reinforce its effect with a 
personal visit to t he congregations addressed. Wn either 
ca se, we may . place . the date in the early part of 52. This 
was over two years after his second visit to them, b}l, it 
is stretch ing the meaning of a relative term to insist that 
under the circumstances a apace of two and a half years is 
excl ude:i by the expres s ion "so soon," ,1hich is an idefini te 
and rel ative term. · 

The one s eeming diff iculty is the long separation 
from the l etter to the Romans and those to th e Corinthians, 
with which it is closely related in language, structure, 
content, and style. However, there is also a close rela­
t ion to the letters to t he Thessalonians, and a separaiion 
of a f ew year s in time would not make a great diff erence . 
i n a man's style, as long as the letters were ~ritten during 
t he sa me period of his life, under similar conditions, and 
for similar reasons, while the content is determined by the 
par ticular needs of each individual case. 

THE CAPTIVITY LETTERS. 

The Captivity Letters a re Ephesians, Philippians, 
Coloss ians, and Philemon, written while Paul was a prisoner. 
There 1s a close connection between all the letters of this 
group i n style, form, contents, language,and. structure, and 
above all in the gree tings. They were all writ t en about L~he 
sa me t i me, Philippians perhaps a little later than the others. 
Rome is the place of writing, and the apostle seems aasured 
t hat he will soon be liberated and visit the congregations 
address ed. This points to the end of the first Roman caP­
t ivity, probably the year 61. 

THE PASTORAL LETTERS. 

The PJstoral Letters, I. Timothy, II. Timothy, and 
Titus, are JJ>iPven by their internal evidence to have been 
writ t en afteT Paul's release from captivity in Rome, so 
they belong to the period following the year 61. They do 
not app, a r to be separated by any great length of time; 
Titus was apparently written first, then the letters to 
Timothy, the second of· whi ch was written while Paul was 
a gain a prisoner awaiting death. This indicates the year 
67 for II.Timothy, and about the year 66 for the other two. 

HEBREWS. 

Hebrevawas cons1der6d as a Pauline letter b~ a num­
ber of the Church Fathers, but most of them denie~ that Paul 
wrote it, asc~ibing it to one of the worker• associated with 



as. 

Paul or with the Twelve; thus it was considered as canonical 
even by those who denied its Pauline authorship. It has re­
tained the same standing till the present time. Opinion is 
f a irly unified today that Hebrews had: its origin in Pauline 
cirmles, and this is borae out by the content and to acer­
tain extent by the structure and phraseology, though the lan­
guage and style indicate a different author. It approaches 
much near er to t he classical Greek than does any of the. ad­
mittedly Pauline lett ers, and while inferior to them in vigor 
and forceful~ess, it excels in rhetorical excellence and beauty 
of style. The place of composition is Rome, bl:.t there is no 
f aference to either the captivity or freedom of Paul. It was 
probably written by a pupil of Paul, and it is unlikely that 
Pau l wa s present with the author at the time. I am inclinei 
to believe that this letter is among the latest of the canon­
ical writings, written after Paul's death. The probable dates 
of the Pauline letters fol l ow•, as nearly they can be .determined. 

CHRONOLOGICRTI CHART OF PAUL'S LETTERS. 

I. Tbes salon ians 
II. Thessa lonians 
Galat i ans 
I. Corinthians 
II. Corinthians 
Romans 
Philemon 
Ephe s i ans 
Colossia ns 
Philippians 
Titus 
I. Timothy 
II. Timothy 

50 fall). 
50 winter). 
sa spring). 
55 spring). 
55 fall). 
56 spring). 
61. 
61. 
61. 
61. 
66. 
66. ~-

I n conclusion it must be said that a full treatment 
of all t h e ~ueat ions involved in Pauline chronology bas been 
i mpossible within the limited scope of this paper. The dis­
closure of further evidence may necessitate a change in some 
of the dates, especially regarging the first part of the chro­
logy a nd the letters, and possible also the date of Paults 
deat h. So much has been established, that the events reeor4ed 
in the Bible are historically accurate, and. that is the chief 
end of this study for the theologian. Whatever of historical 
knowledge aids in establishing the hist~rical reliability of 
the Bible, and whatever, by helping us to a better understan­
ding of the t imes an~ qonditions, is useful in studying his 
j octrine and its eff ect upon his own life and that of the 
people to whom he went, so much is useful; all the rest is 
merely s econdary, interesting though it may be. 



w.---~--=--------------~~----

BIBLIOGRAPHY. 
.. 

In addition to the source materi4l mentionei in the 
introduction to this article, the following ~ooks are espe­
cially val~able in the study of this subject: 

p. Boltzmann: Neutestamentliche Zeitgeschichte. 
Bartlett : Apostolic Age. 
Wieseler: Chr·onologie des ·apostolischen Zeital•ers. 
Neteler: Untersuchung der neutestamentlichen Zeitverhaeltnisse. 
Harnack: Chronologie des Paulus. 

" : Chronologie der altchriatlichen Lit. bis Eusebius l. 
Zahn : I ntoduction to ·the New Testament. 
Ramsay: Paul the iraveler and the Roman Citizen. 

" : Pauline and Other Studies. 
" : Was Christ Born in Bethlehem? 

Lightfoot: Bibl ical Essays. 
Renan : St . Paul. 
Clemen : Paulus. 
Qoneybear e and Howson: Life and Epistles of St·. ··Paul. 
Far rar: Li f e of Paul. 
·cGi f fert: Apostolic Age. 
Hoennicke : Chronologie des Paulus. 
Deissrr.ann : Paulus. 

11 
: Licht vom Osten. 

~eiss : In t r oducr ion to the New Testament. 
Juelicher: Einleitung i n das Neue Testament. 
Moffatt : I ~t moduction to the Lit. of the New Testament. 
Erbe s : Todestage Pauli u. Petri. 
Schuer er: History of the Jewish People. 
Barton : Archeology and the Bible. 
Cobern: The New Archeological Discoveries. 
Hogarth: Devia Cyptia. 
Marquardt: Roemische Staatsalterthuemer. 
Steinmann: Abfassungszeit des Galaterbriefs. 
Introductory articles to the various epistles and to the Acta 
and the life of Paul in all good commentaries on the New Test. 
Various articl es in i n the better Bible Dictionaries and Ency­
clopedias, especially: 
Encyclopedia Brittanica. 
Has tings, Dictionary of the Bible (Various editions). 
Internat ional Standard Bible jnoyClop4dia. 
McClintock and Strong, Encyclopedia of Religious -- Literature. 
Scbaf~- Herzog, Encyclopedia of Religious Knowledge. 
Winer, Biblisches Realwoerterbuch. 


