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someone else was uurius this tiime king of Babylon" 259 "1t is not
probaltle, tuat tae Greek historians woula not have noted tais

extreme ol. age in oae so wekl kaoown as he, etso. ")

The chapters on the nistoriecity of Daniel and on tae
possibility of Nebucwaunczzar's expediiion in tae tuira sear of
Jehoiakim are 5ood, it seems to me., Many more iastances might
have been added to tae examples on page 76 of an army leaving a
hogtile fortress in its rear, In the spring of 1U9y tne surviving
leaders of tae First Urusade spent nearly tiaree montias trying to
reduce Arcunas, but finally pushed on vo Jerusalem, leaving that

city, lamascus, anu many others uasubdued in tueir rear.

It is wnen we awpproach the turee points whica Dr. uriver
has singled out as tae strougest arpuments against tae uistoricity
of ti.e book, viz®Belshazzar, Larius, aud the Kasdim, toat difficul-
ties seem to pile up. [o account for Belshazzar's thirua jear
(Dan 8:1) the autiaor is ariven to postulate a seéon& sub-Kingsaip
for aim over tae sovutaern part of Babylonia, Chaldesa proper. But
it seews very strange ladeed to use this dating for an eventyin
Elam, whe.e at the best Belsuazzar was oaly military goverdor,
Moreover it involves tiae uypotiesis of & Gouble system of aating‘gizgzégfw“

e fovh, bt
events unGer a king, or ratuer two different starting points for St

im U A off Bl Tolly: GGeme
nis reign, although np‘g;gngg;;gg_L&JMMuLjuija and tae events L
are not conccrned witu Caaldea proper «t all, Furtnsrmore varius
is spoken c¢f as kia; over tie realm of the chaldeans(y:1), but wita
&1l the autuor's efiorts to extend his dominion (143) lLe woes not
treat the realm of tae Chaldeans in his case, a8 anytaing different

from Babylon itself, it seems.

The reviewer scarccly xnows enoucu 10 Say aqytaing about

the force of tue argument from the oatas taken only by Xings and
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