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"‘ Zech. 7.2 2 And it cam; to pasa in the fourth year of king Parius, that the
word of the Lbrd.f) ‘ unto chhariah in the fourth day of the ninth month, even. in

75 W)
Chialou. when thegdgga_nnni_ﬁnto the houuo of God Sherezer and Rejgem Muleck, and
their men, tc -pray.before the Lord.

Driv-r. HT, p. 8? - Kimchi (see ﬂ*ight, The P"ophcolcs of Zechariah,

Wright, loc cit., "Keil, following up a suggesqﬁon put forward in a
rather hesitating manner by Xohl.r. considers that the date in the latter
clause is to be conversive with whdwh the werse following (v.2), ae other-
wise the ‘mpsrfact with vav conversive with which the verse begins might de
supposed to be used 111,& plup-rfect significaticn. But the adoption of the ¥alX
collocation proposed by Keil, would create o greater difficulty, mamely, the

use of such a cons*ruction(ﬂ?t#W)in the middile of & clause without any previous
perfect tense with which it could be eonnected. . But the 1mpe“foct with
vav conv. which is used in v. 2 is preferable considered -e dOpendlng on the &
‘:substantive verbd ﬂ?’FT in the cl.ise, 'the word of Jakhveh was.," It need

not be rendered as a pluperfect, but as a simple porrect. as Hitzig and
Ewald translate it, "For those ci Bei%el . . . namely Shorezer, etc., sent,"
etc. Although no cdear instsnces csn oe citec in which the imperdect with
vav conv. is distinctly used is a lnperfect siesnification, there are
cases where something like an approximaticn to that signification may be
detrected. It is, however, not necessary to consider this to be the case

f here,. The thought in the writer's mind seems to have been first, the fact
of the Divine revelation at the time specified, and then the fact connected
therewith, namely, that a deputation was sent from Bethel. The latter was
reg:-rded by him as a subordinate incident, though one closely relsted to
the former, and most probably preceding it in time. But the writer does not
view it in its chronologﬁcal sequence bnt in its relative dope&donce on
the other.

Isa, 39, ?1. 22 -For Isciagh had. said, Lot them take a lump of figs. and lay it

, 745K

for a plais*er upon the boil, and he shell recover. Hezekiah also haég;dId; What

is the sign that I shall go up to the house of the Lordl

(Driver. HT, p.87, "but it is plain that these two verses are acciden-
tally misplaced: they should (as was long =go rcmarkod by Kimehi, in his
Commentary; similarly Bp. Lowth, cited in Prof. Chcync's nctc) occupy tho

. same position as in 2 Ki. 20,7f, and follow v. §) :

Y Sam. 14.24  And the men of Israel were distressed thet day: for Saul had

adgur-d th. pcoplo. 8: yiug e W W e :

S

~ | A.B, Davidlo_n, Heb. Syntax,1901 - Sep. has a:different text in
which '. - stands quite regularly. = (p. 73) ” : '
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