
THE THEOLOGICAL JOURNALS IN 1956 

(This Sl/ITC)'. like The la.IT. take,l ac('oUIIT olli,1' of jOllrllals IhaT are fairly 
readily a('celsihle. and of articles ill English.) 

WE ARE SEEING perhaps the most exciting movements on the frontiers of 
biblical knowledge ,ince that sudden Victorian flowering of modern archa:olo­
gical science which set believer and sceptic groping for each other's theological 
throats. The caves lay bare their treasures in an Ali Baba profusion. The 
journals concerned with Near Eastern archa:ology alone now run into dOlens. 
The manuscript finds from the Dead Sea area continue to challenge the 
keenest wits and broadest erudition for their elucidation; the first of the 
Gnostic documents from Nag-Hammadi. - perhaps to prove almost equdlly 
important for the biblical scholar, but so strange;: overlooked by the publi­
cists, - has heen published; new textual materials, like the Bodmer lDPY:US 
of John's Gospel, have appeared; a Babylonian chronicle throwing unsuspected 
light on rhe lasl years of the kingdom of ludah has been presented; Palestin­
ian sites fecund of biblical allusions have been zealously attacked by the 
British, American, Fren(:h and Israeli institutions; and the study of the docu­
ments from Alalakh, Mari, Ra, Shamra and other site, in Mesopotamia and 
the Levant continue to offer vivid illustrations of what life was like whcn 
the Cana,lIlite W:l:, in the land. and occasionally to illumine some dark place 
in the earlier books of the Old Testament: som:times, indeed, showing that 
\\hat has been taken to be due to late re-writing in fact reflects a primitive 
tradition, quite possibly contemporaneously recorded. These things must 
explain why on this occasion this survey is so largely concerned with archa:ology. 

The so-called Dead Sea Scrolls are now a subject on their own. :lIld 
reference here will be re'lricted to the interesting notes in the Biblical Arc/u£olo­
gisl (xix, pp, 75-96) where P. Benoit and cach o' the other members of the 
team now cngaged on the scrolls report on the editing of the so far unpub­
lished manuscript fragments. The nrogress of study of the Nag-Hammadi 
manuscripts is not vet far advanced: those intere"ted in taking the matter 
beyond the essays in F. L. Crms's The .lwlg Codex may be referred to recent 
issues of the Dutch journal Vigiliae Chri\liallae where lh05e concerned with 
the d;'.cove,y contribute (usually in English 0:" French l. 
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The Babylonian chronicles. published J~st ye:1r by the Tru'itec'i. of :he 
British Museum, have been attr,lc[!vclv cdlted by a memhcl' 01 the ryndale 
Fellowship Mr. Donald J. Wiseman. 'under the title ChroniC/(' \ (If (,/raldetlif 
Kings. A~ong many other interesting sidelights on biblical history .. it include, 
an account from the Babylonian standpoint of the fall .of Jerusalem In 597 B.C. 
and the appointment of Zedekiah. Their importance is discussed by J. P. 
Hyatt (Journal of Biblical Literature. lxxv. pp. 227-284). D. N. Freednnn. 
(Biblical Archreologist, xix, pp. 50-60), W. F. Albright (Bulletin of the Amen­
con Schools of Oriental Research, No. 143. pp. 28-33) and. for the Chrol1olog\ 
of Kings. by E. R. Thie1e (ibid .. pp. 22-27). They provide a Sit~. illl r,'fwlI 
for the disputed oracles of Jeremiah xlv-xlix: and for so,:!e scholars. ~UC!l ~~' 
Hyatt. suggest that the Babylonians. and not the Scythl:tns, .. are Jeremlah,­
foe from the north. F. F. Bruce. in Evangelical Quarterly (XXVIII, pp. 195-197). 
modifies hi, former resolution of th:: chronological difficulty of Daniel i. 1 
in the Ii"ht of the Nebuchadneznr chronicles. now dating the siege mcntioned 
in Dani~i in S~ptember 605 B.e. bdore the In~ty return ?f Nebuchadlle.zzar 
reflected in the chron.icle. or during the Syrian campaIgn of the wmtcr 
b05-1l04 B.C. 

Of the excavations of biblic~11 ,il~, in Pak,tin..:. Miss Kenyon's at Jericho 
~re the best known, though W~ ar~ far from a detinite i;1terpre~ation of he!­
result" The American SchooL of Oriental Rcsc~1rch have publlshed reports 
o~ wo'rk at Hamr (Y. Yadill. Hibiicul .·l:cha'ology. xix pp. 2-11); the citie, 
of Joshua xv. III (F. M. Cra". Ihid .. Pi). 12-17): Pelra (W H. Morton. ibid .. 
pp. 26-36); BClhal (J. L. Kclso. i{,id .. pp. ~1l-43): DOlbn (J. P. Free. ihid .. 
pp. 43-48, and HAS()R, No. 143. :m. II-l~ I: Giheon (J. B. PI"I:CIH~d. BA. 
xix. pp. 66-75); Shechem (G. E. VVrighl. UA5'Of? No. 144. pp. 9-.::0): ilnd 
Jazer (G. M. L8nde:'., ;bid .. pp. 30-37). General Y.,dll1 e,;tllllat~s the I;Opul,;· 
itop- of Hazor at no less than 40,000 - . for Hamr was beforellme t11o;: 
head of all those kingdoms' (Jo,. xi. 10). Wh:\t i,; more il': has found eVidence 
of the destruction of the city during the period now usually allocated to 
Joshua's conquest (cf. Jos. xi. 13), whereas p"cv;ou, excavators had. on 
rather negative evidence, suggested an earlier date. At Bethel Kelso 
records all almost 10tal destruction by Joshua's troop!'.; fol:owed by a cuI· 
tural revolution - small. crude houses and poor pottery - and. even more 
interestin" a religious revoluticn: the Can<!anite cult objects, commonly found 
previously: sudd~nly disappear after the Israelite victory. Apparently the 
sraven image~ were abolished. as commande:d. Destroyed once more by the 
Babylonians in their advance, Bethel and Al together have only 223 men rn 
Ezra's Census return (Ezr. ii. 28): and their rough homes. made from stones 
from tile rumed city wClII, have been. discov.ered. At Shec.~:-I?' a I<!rg~ temple 
doubtless preserves the Temple of Ba'al Benth of Judges VIII-IX. ~entlOn ma' 
a!so be m<:de of the tet:tative "uggc'it;on by the :ate J. J. R')'h,ch!ld (Palestme 
Exploration Quarterly, lxxxviii. pp. 50-57) tl;·.ll cUi'iou, ancient h~ts found 
in the Sinai peninsula ;;nd the Judeall foothl,!, ~\I'C thl.~ succoth budt by th: 
Israelites of the Exodus (Ex. xvi. Lv. xxiii). 

The lexts from Ras Shamu. di,cnvercd i~d,)rc rhe W;H. and those f!'Om 
f\lalakh. published a few years a\1;o by Mr. \Vi .. icman. yield much exegetical 
fruit. FOi' instance it has been cl CClmmonpbce tInt I Samuel viii. 4-17. 
Samuel's denunciati~n of kingsi;ip. is a piece of Deut::ronomistic interpreta­
tion of the national history, :n conflict with another tradition in the same 
book. In BASOR (No. 143. pp. 17-22) l. Mendc1sohn examines the passage 
and conclude" that almost every item of Samuel's declaration can be paralleled 
from Ra, Shamra or Alalakh. It is ':11l authentic description of the semi­
feudal Canaanite society as it existed prior to :l1ld during the time of Samuel 
. . . its author could conceivably have been the prophet himself or a 
spokesman of the aMi-monarchical movement of that period: In the follow­
ing Bulletin (pp, 20-23) E. A. Speiser shows that the phrase . all those that 
went in at the crate' in Genesis xxiii. 10. 18. and the conver!'.e It1 GenesIs 
xxxiv. 24 represe~t technical terms in Mesopotamian society - . city fathers' 
and . able-bodied men'. The former passage is. of course. usually regarded 
as P: in this case, !'.ays Speiser. if the hand is late. the voice is ancient and 
"wuine tradition. In the first n.umber of the new Journal of Semitic Studie.\ 
(PP. 60-2) D. Daube :l1ld R. Yaron sugges[ively study Jacob's reception 
bv Laban in the licrht of Semitic law: 'when Jacob was offered a reward 
for his work it w;s degradation. not promotion: having lost his statu, in 
the family. he became a hireling: In the same journal (pp. 322-333>. Manin 
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Noth draws some iIHcresting analogies between practice.s referred to in the 
David :;tories and tilc Royal Archives of Mari. Finally, modesty does not 
forbid us to refer to the article by K. A. Kitchen in the Tyndale House 
Bulletin (No. 2, pp. Iff.) in which he draws attention to an importaIH recently 
published Egyptian papyrus reflecting slave and prison conditions in Egypt 
similar to those of the Joseph narrative!'.. 

Turning to Old Testament theology, H. H. Ro\\ley has a characteristic 
article on Rifllal alld the Hebrew Prophets (JSS, i. pp. 338-360) which has 
the merit of dealing appreciatively with recent studies of cultic prophecy while 
eschewing the speculative excesses to which the inferential g:lme has led; and 
of recalling that the Law and the Prophets are not governed by irreconcilable 
ideas of the will of God. J. D. W. Watts. in Expository Times (lxvii. pp. 
232-237). contrioutes a sWdy of the doctrin~ of the People of God in the 
Pentateuch, which i~ essentia-lly a study of a Pelltatellchal doctrine. and not 
of the theological traditions of sources widely diff~rent in date. 

SpeCIal attention may be dr~\\\'n to two theological articles in the Evm;·· 
gelical Quarterly: Professor D. J. Theron's ' Adoption in the Pauhne Corpus' 
(pp. 6-14), and Stephen Smalley's . Eschatology of Ephesians' (pp. 152-157\. 
in which no ',upport is found in the Epistle for universali'il teaching. 

In the realm of criticism. M. S. Seale, ET (lxvii. pp. 333-5) puts. forward 
glossing and the use of synonyms as characteristics of the style of the author 
of Genesis, 3nd finds this undermines the whole JE theory as it n:lates 
to that book. In the same issue (pp. 341-2) Donald Guthrie refutes the 
implication sometimes drawn from Tertullian that the early church counte­
nanced a pupil's writing in the name of his master. The December number 
of the same journal contains an important article by W. C. van Unnik on 
'Christianity according to I Peter', where the now fashionable hypothesis 
that this letter is Cln Easter baptismal liturgy is criticised. The oft debated 
question of Quirinius of Luke ii is adverted to by E. C. Hudson. in the 
Jour~al of Near Eastern SiUdies (XV, pp. 103-107>. who concludes in favour 
of Ram,aY's (alld therefo:'c o~ Luke's) substantial 3_ccuraq. An interesting 
offshoot o-f the recent Tyndale Commentary on Thessalonians will be found 
in the note lw Leon Morris on I Thessaioni~lIlS 11. IS in ,he new journal 
Novulfl TestmirentzlIIr (i. pp. 205-8). 
Foundl Bay College. A. F. WALLS. "I.A .. B.l.lTT. 

Sierra Leone 
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