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EDITOK'S PREFACE.

IN presenting these Volumes to the British Public, it may not be amiss to
state, that they have been subjected to the same careful scrutiny with the
Volumes on the Epistles. To these last Supplementary Notes were added
in many places, where the opinions of the Author were supposed to be at
variance with the orthodox theology. The general acceptance with which
these Notes had been favoured, determined the Editor to adopt the same plan
in his revision of the Volumes on Job. Ultimately, however, various cir-
cumstances seemed to demand a modification of that plan. The Book of
Job does not, or at all events very rarely, lead a commentator to the dis-
cussion of those points in doctrinal theology, which seemed to render addi-
tional Notes desirable in former Volumes. Consequently the Editor could
not but feel, while reading the delightful comments and disquisitions on the
many interesting points, relating to art, science, and religion, which this
" the oldest book in the world " presents to view—that his vocation, as
formerly exercised at all events, was well nigh gone. He entertained the
conviction, that the learning and research displayed in the introduction,
and indeed throughout the commentary ; the full and luminous statements
on almost every point of diflBculty, leaving nothing to be desired in the way
of further elucidation ; the general fidelity of the translation, and the charm
which the peculiar genius of the Author has, more wlito, thrown around
the whole—would place his work in the first rank among English com-
mentaries on Job. Sufficiently critical, it is at the same time full and
popular. Indeed, no criticism of any value seems to have escaped the
Author's notice, nor is the least fear entertained, that the judicious reader
will ever have occasion to consult him in vain. In fine, the distinguishing
excellence, to which attention has been drawn in a prefatory notice affixed
to a former volume,* and which, for purposes of general utility, gives a
commentary higher claims than originality even—the excellence, namely, of
writing under full and digested knowledge of all that has been said on a
subject, is throughout apparent in these volumes. " The Author is fully
up to the modern mark, and never leaves the reader to complain, that a
judgment has been formed, in ignorance of what the more recent authorities
have alleged, while his independence is everywhere manifest." There is,
however, one point, in regard to which, very many will be found to differ
from the Author, and that point, in the Book of Job, is brought into great

* Volume on the Hebrew*.



VV EDITORS PREFACE.

and frequent prominence, viz., the state of knowledge, in patriarchal times,
on the doctrine of a future world. The views presented in the commentary
and introduction on this subject, are not such as have been generally enter-
tained in this country, and, on that account, are likely to startle many
readers. Expression is given to them in almost every case where the pas-
sage furnishes occasion, and that is not unfrequently. As, however, the
point is but one, it seemed better so far to modify the plan adopted in
former volumes, as to present a general view of the subject in a prefatory
notice, rather than insert detached Notes under the passages specially
touching the question.

The Author's views on this subject may be seen at length in his intro-
duction,* and in his commentary, under the texts that affect it. The
substance of them is, that the resurrection of the body was a doctrine
utterly unknown to Job and his times, and that the celebrated passage
in the nineteenth chapter, with other places that have been confidently
appealed to in evidence of knowledge of it, have been quite misinterpreted,
and are, when rightly explained, silent on the subject. He allows that
there existed an idea of the soul's separate or disembodied existence,
but in a region "where only a few scattered rays of light would exist, and
where the whole aspect of the dwelling was in strong contrast with the
cheerful region of the land of the living. To that dark world," he con-
tinues, "even Job felt that it would be a calamity to descend,for though
there was an expectation, that there would be a distinction there between
the good and the evil, yet compared with the present world of light and
beauty, it was a sad and gloomy place."f He appeals, in corroboration of
these remarks, to Hezekiah and to David4 with what success there may
possibly be room to inquire towards the close of this notice. He allows
that the idea of future retribution obtained, though faintly and inefficiently.
Such is a fair though brief account of the view of the future state, which
the Author professes to have found in the Book of Job. It embraces the
ideas entertained of the resurrection, the separate existence of the soul,
and future retribution. But as no good purpose could be served by ex-
amining these points separately, since very nearly the same passages would
require to be appealed to, it will be deemed sufficient to subject to a careful
scrutiny those texts, or the more important of them, that have a bearing
on the general question of the knowledge of the future world in the times
of Job, noting, as they pass under review, to what extent they furnish
evidence on one or all of the points embraced. These passages may be
divided into two classes; first, those which indicate, or seem to indicate,
clearer light in regard to the future world, than the Author supposes then
existed; second, those which seem to countenance the dark views which
he imagines to have prevailed.

Before entering on an examination of the evidence contained in these
passages, it is proper to notice a presumption in favour of the opinion

* vii. 10. t Introduction. % In Isa. xxxviii. 1], 18,19; and Faal. vi. b.
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which attributes more knowledge to Job on the subject of a future world,
than those who think with our Author imagine he could possibly possess.
That presumption arises from the improbability—the high improbability—
that God, in any age, should have left the church, or the saints, in utter
ignorance of the resurrection of the body, and with just so much knowledge
of the separate existence of the soul in another world, as made them look
on their admission to it rather in the light of a calamity to be deplored,
than a blessing to be desired ; with such ideas too of future retribution as
could serve little or no practical purpose. It is of no use to allege in oppo-
sition to this presumption, that we must allow something for the gradual
progress of truth, and for the development of the science of theology,
which, like other sciences, has had its infancy and early stages, during
which we in vain look for the fulness, the breadth, the precision, that are
at length attained in the ripened and perfected system. For while there
are certain points of analogy between human science and the science of
theology ; and between the mode in which the truth in both cases is ad-
vanced in the world, there are, in this very respect, points of strong dis-
similarity and contrast. The knowledge of the true religion was not dis-
covered by man, imperfectly apprehended at first, and gradually brought
by him to perfection. It was originally matter of divine revelation, and
subsequently preserved by tradition. The early ancestors of the human
family were in direct communication with God, and were not inventors of
religious science at all. It is true indeed, that revelation becomes more
full and explicit as ages roll on; and that Jesus by his gospel hath
brought life and immortality to light. But this on all hands must be
understood comparatively, and not absolutely. And a consistent enough
sense of it is given, when it is allowed, that on the great doctrine of
a future state, a fulness of light, unknown before, has been shed by
Christianity. It is not necessary to suppose, that the resurrection of
the body, or the immortality of the soul, were absolutely unknown.
The presumption, on the other hand, is, that they must have been known
from the earliest times. Man could not discover them, but God could
reveal them, just as he did the rite of sacrifice to Adam or to Abel.
Moreover, while the general law of increasing fulness as ages pass away,
according to which the measure of revelation seems to be regulated, might
account for less knowledge on the part of Job, than on the part of Paul, it
cannot account for contradictory belief. It is difficult to conceive of the
one regarding death as a departure to be with Christ, which is far better
than to remain alive, and of the other regarding it as a calamity, because
introducing to a gloomier world than the present. Nay, this general law
does not forbid the supposition, that, on certain occasions, Job, or saints
in his day, might go beyond the knowledge of their times, and, as it were,
anticipate the revelations of the future. How highly evangelical, and
Christian even, does David become, in many of his Psalms, speaking in
them in such manner as argues a measure of knowledge, that would be no
disoredit to any one in the fulness of New Testament light!
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Yet a host of eminent critios, on examination of the Book of Job, have
substantially agreed with the Author, as Grotius, Le Clerc, Michaelis,
Warburton, Rosenmuller, Patrick, Kennicott, and others. It is time,
therefore, that we examine particularly one or two passages belonging to
the first class noticed above, viz., the class indicating clearer light on the
future world, than these critics will allow to have existed in Job's day.*

An important passage under thisclass is Chap. xiv. 7—15, " There is hope
of a tree if it be cut down that it will sprout again. . . . But man
dieth and wasteth away ; yea, man giveth up the ghost, and where is he ?
As the waters fail from the sea, and the flood decayeth and drieth up ; so
man lieth down and riseth not : till the heavens be no more, they shall not
awake, nor be raised out of their sleep. O that thou wouldest hide me in the
grave, . . until thy wrath be past, that thou wouldest appoint me a set
time, and remember me ! If a man die, shall he live again ? all the days
of my appointed time will I wait, till my change come. Thou shalt call
and I will answer thee, thou wilt have a desire to the work of thine hands."
The Author, in his Introduction, places this passage among those which
argue ignorance of the doctrine of the resurrection, and that strangely
enough, since it is very confidently appealed to on the other side. Dr.
Good, who is not at all disposed to push his views on this subject to extremes,
after remarking that nothing can be inferred either for or against resur-
rection belief, from the use of the image of sleep in the 12th verse, farther
observes, under the same verse, that " it has been a subject of dispute
among the commentators, whether Job, in the present place, refers to a
definite term in which a resurrection will take place, or denies it by the
strongest figure he could command. Yet I think the latter part of the
sentence in ver. 14, 15, is so strongly in favour of the former opinion, that
no man can refuse his assent to it, who gives it the attention it is entitled
to; nor do I well know how a full persuasion of such a belief could be more
definitely drawn up. It appears to me so strong as to settle the question
of itself, and without the concurrence of other passages that might be called
in to its aid." The testimony of the passage indeed seems most explicit
and full. Anything in it that seems to oppose resurrection belief may con-
sistently enough be explained of man's no longer appearing in the present
scene, without at all affecting the question of his again appearing in another
scene, and this principle of explanation is admitted again and again in the
commentary, as will immediately be seen. Some, indeed, find no vse for this
principle here, but on the contrary, find in ver. 1—\ 0, a beautiful analogical
argument in favour of the resurrection. " He (Job) toucheth upon the
argument from the analogy of things, which has so often been made use of
in treating upon this subject, as if he had said, After a tree is cut down,
we see nevertheless the old stock flourish again and send forth new

• In the course of this examination, passages belonging to the second class will neces-
sarily be introduced and discussed, thus rendering needless any farther or more formal
notice. The plan of this preface is to embrace all that is essential to its subject, under the
two leading texts, chap. xiv. 7—IS, and xix.. 25—27.
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branches, and shall man then, when he once expires, be, extinct for ever ?
Is there no hope that he shall revive, and be raised again hereafter? Yes
there is, according to the doctrine delivered to us from our ancestors ; but
then they inform us, that this resurrection shall not be, but with the
desolation -of the world."* The reading of the Septuagint, with the
point of interrogation, favours this view—fruram Ji BJOTO( olx %TI urv'i; There
seems not, however, sufficient evidence to establish this as the true sense ;
and it appears more natural to understand the comparison with the tree intro-
duced, not to furnish an analogical argument, but to set off, by way of con-
trast, the brief existence of man on the present stage, and the impossibility
of his reappearing on it. The passage is a lament over the comparative
brevity of human existence, yet, as shall by and by be seen, the doctrine
of the resurrection looks through the gloom, and inspires the mourner with
gladness and triumph. It should be remarked, however, while thus aban-
doning the analogical argument, that it has appeared satisfactory to very
high authorities. The Author has himself introduced the beautiful poetical
paraphrase of Dr. Dwight, in which that argument is embodied, and though
he will not allow that anything of the kind is intended by the comparison
in the passage, he admits, notwithstanding, that " such comparisons must
have early occurred to mankind, and hence led to the inquiry whether he
(man) would not live in a future state. Other things that are cut down
spring up again and live. But man is cut down, and does not spring up
again. Will he not be likely, therefore, to have an existence in some future
state, and to spring up and flourish there?" But the advocates of resur-
rection belief can well afford to waive this point. Their cause finds enough
in the passage without it.

First, A term is appointed when the slumbers of the grave Bhallbe broken.
These shall not continue for ever, but only TILL the heavens be no more.
It is indeed confidently asserted, that this is simply a strong poetical or
rhetorical figure, the meaning of which is NEVER—as if Job had said, These
heavens will never pass ; they are the most durable things we know. Man
rise from the grave ! He may, when the everlasting heavens pass away,
but not till then ; that is, the resurrection is impossible. Finally, it is
affirmed, that " it does not follow from this passage, that he believed that
the heavens ever would be no more." Yet the Author is not disposed to
use the emphatic " never " thus obtained, for the purpose of bringing out
of it a positive denial of the resurrection on the part of Job. He seeks
but to neutralize the evidence in favour of the doctrine. The question of
the resurrection, according to his comment, is not touched, since Job
simply asserts, that man, when he dies, " dies to live no more on the earth."
" Whether he believed in a future state, or in the future resurrection, is
another question, and one that cannot be determined from this passage."
In this ingenious decision, one might be disposed more readily to acquiesce,
if the Author himself were found always to abide by it. But in his Introduc-

* Peters' Critical Dissertation on the Book of Job.
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tion, he adduces this very passage and others, which, in the commentary, he
has in like manner disposed of, as not touching the question—in evidence of
" disbelief of the doctrine of the resurrection, or ignorance of it . '* How can
passages which " determine nothing " on a question, be evidence of ignor-
ance and unbelief regarding it ? It is said, indeed, that had Job known of
the resurrection he would have expressed himself differently. B ut according
to the Author, in the comment, Job just speaks of death and the grave
as Christian poets and Christian people do every day, when they intimate
that by them an end is put to all the present pursuits of man, and he is for
ever removed from this life.t It is still needful, therefore, to inquire into
the validity of the criticism that explains away the famous clause " till the
heavens be no more," and substitutes " never " in its room. Such an in-
terpretation, to say the least of it, is not natural, is not (as the Author
himself frequently speaks in his commentaries on the epistles) what would
first occur to any unbiassed mind, what would at once strike an unpreju-
diced reader. There is nothing in the words, nothing in the sentiment
they are commonly understood to express, forcing one to seek about for a
non-literal interpretation. That truth or sentiment is just what might very
naturally be expected in such a connection, and nothing but the idea, that
the knowledge of the resurrection was too much for Job and his times,
could ever have raised a question about it. It is a corroboration of these
remarks, that, in very early times, the knowledge of the doctrine regarding
the final dissolution of all things prevailed, so that the literal interpreta-
tion cannot be said to proceed on what was inconsistent with the belief of
the period, on that important article.^ Moreover, on considering the
other parts of the passage, the literal interpretation of this clause will be
found essential to the unity and coherence of the whole. So convinced
was Mr. Scott of the truth of this view, that he expresses himself with a
severity scarce justifiable, considering that the question is not about the
truth of the resurrection, but about the amount of knowledge obtained in
regard to it, in a particular age or book. " When a man is cut off by
death, he is for ever removed from his place in this world ; no one expects
to see him again, and his body returns to the earth whence it was taken.
. . . Thus he lieth down till the consummation of all things, when he
shall awake at the general resurrection. All these expressions imply Job's
belief of that great doctrine, though both ancient and modern Sadducees
have contrived to misunderstand him. Why else should he speak of death
as ' sleep,' and mention a period to it, when he shall awake, even ' when
the heavens be no more ?' "

Secondly, Job wishes to be hidden in the grave, or in the state of the
dead, till God's wrath should be past, but he has no idea of remaining in
that state for ever ; and therefore desires an appointed time in which he
might be remembered and restored. It is allowed in the commentary, that

* vii. (10) (c).
t See this point further discussed in the remarks that follow under xix. 25—27.

t Good, in loco.


