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sian origin. According to Josephus, Joseph and  his character.—.
Mosex had Egyptian names, Sheshbazzar was

evidently the same person as Zerubbabel, s ap-
pears from comparing the contents of chap. 3 with
the statement of chap, 5. 16,

9. Chargers, The exuct meaning of the word
so rendered here is quite uncertain, The Septua-
gint version trunslates it by a word which means
** wine coolers.” The Hebrew word sounds some-

what like the Greek Kartallos, which means a '
It is noticeable

basket with a pointed bottom,
that the names of these vessels, so far as given, are
quite different from those mentioned in 1 Kings 7.
46-50, und perhaps it was the writer's purposc to
mention only a few of the more exceptionul ones,
for the sum of five thousund four hundred, which
he gives in verse 11, is much in excess of the sum
of the numbers given in verses 9 and 10, The
corresponding passage in the apoeryphal Book of
Esdras affords no real help to solve the discrep-
ancy. The probability is that here, as elsewhere
in the record of numbers, the original text has suf-
fered some corruption,

The Lesson Council,

Question 1, Whiat motives—personal, religious,
or political—may have influenced ( yrus in permit-
ting the return of the eriled Jews ?

Many motives, doubtless, were back of the royal
decree which emancipated the exiles, Better to
have a friendly nation contiguous to Egypt than
a people politically and religiously in sympathy
with the Babylonian power. Daniel the prophet,
whom the enmity of the Persian satraps failed to

destroy, m all probability profoundly influenced |

the king's mind by showing to him the prophecy
of Isa. 44, 28; 45, 1-4, in which, some two hundred
years before he was born, his name and deeds are
mentioned. The theism of the Persians, as shown
by the cuneiform inscriptions of Behistun, was not
without its influence in strenghtening the convic-
tion which would arise from a reading of the as-
tounding prophecy.—R. .J. (Cooke, I, D., Graut

Question 2. Was Cyrus conseious that he was
acting under a divine impulse

In a certain sense he was.  Oriental like, he was
superstitious and reverent, Through Daniel he
learned he was in Jewish prophecy.  As the re- |
sult, his superstition snd political sagacity moved |
him to obey this unknown God, inasmuch as the |
plan only meant more glory for him. When he
fulfilled that strange prophecy he was not con- |
scious that he was sowing the seed of a universal |
faith in the only soil in which it could grow. Had |
the conscious impulse which moved him been more |
than superstition or gain, his character would have
corresponded.  But moral virtue is nowhere as-
cribed to him. God used his sword, rather than
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Question 3, Wherein were the Jews after the
! vestoration different from their ancestors before the
captivity ?

They became clear of idolatry, and their beng
thereto was forever cured, They learned to be
devout and prayerful without visible ordinances
and sacrifices,  Chiefly, they came to prize the sa-
cred word, and the synagogue was established for
ite reading. Thus the cuptivity made the Jews

| non-idolatrous, spiritual, and scriptural,
! gave them broader views of mankind,
| Hyde, D. D,

Question 4. Jow ix the change in Jewish
character after the return Jrom captivity to be ac-
counted for ?

1. From Neh. 8, 8, it may be inferred that their
vernacular language had become corrupted and
mixed with the Babyloniun und Chaldean lun-
! guages, and this fact brought about a deterioration

of mind and character, 2, The closeness of the

intercourse between the captive Jews and their
captors exerted, no doubt, a strong influence upon
the former in gradually estranging them from their
religion. 8. The Jews, being very impressionable,
were greatly influenced by the elaborate institu-
tions and religion of their powerful captors in
their favor and against their own ancestral re-
ligion.— Rev, M. .J, Cramer, D.D., Associate Edi-
" tor of German Thelogical Quarterly Review.

It also

Analytical and Biblical Outline.

Elements in Building God’s House,
I. Tue Diving Prreoss,
The Lord stirred up. v. 1.
** Comfort ye my people.” Isa, 40, 1,2
‘““Tam with thee.” Isu. 43, 5.
IL. Tue Propueric Worp,
The mouth of Jeremiah, v. 1,
* When seventy years.” Jer, 25, 12,
T will visit you.” Jer. 29. 10,
1. Tue Rovar Comman,
Thus saith Cyrus, v, 2, 8,4,
** He is my Shepherd.” Isa, 44, 25,
* Kings shall minister.” Isa, 60, 10,
IV. Tue EarNgst LiApgrs,
Then rose up the chief. v. b,
1 have planted.” 1 Cor, 3, 6,
** Know them which labor.” 1 Thess, 8. 12,18
V. Tue WiLtive Propie,
All whose spirit God. . . .raised, v, 5,
* With thy might.” Eccles, 9. 10,
‘* Laborers. ... with God.” 1 Cor, 3.9,
VI. Tue LiBERAL Grrrs,
AU....willingly offered. v, 6-11,
‘“ One another's burdens.” Gal, 6, 2
‘A cheerful giver.” 2 Cor, 9, 18




