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INTRODUCTION

Tre ume required to read the books worth reading so
greatly exceeds the reading-time in any man’s life, that each
new bock is properly challenged to show its importance and
its freshmess. It will not be denied that 2 system of Hebrew
metre 15 important if true; for at the present moment, the
whole field of Hebrew literature is in unstable equilibrium ;
e nothing fixed but love of change. There are many who
assert and many who deny the value of metrical analysis as
an aid in critical investigation of the orizinal text: of the
former class, there are varigus schools to be considered,
cach finding plausible reasons in favour of its position
against all the others. The sublime confidence of the
typical Metriker in his own statements of fact, which con-
tradict his neighbour's staterments regarding the same passage
and even the same verse, i= quite explicable when one
remembers Legree's dictum in Incle Tom's Calin, ‘1 do
the weighing." Surely here, if anywhere, there is a call for
level-headed judgement, that is, criticism; not necessarily
condemnation, but the separation of the chalf from the wheat,
and the judicial deciding among the doctors who disagree.
If Englishmen and Americans have been somewhat back-
ward in propounding theorics, they may come forward with
better grace in the rile of Daniel. Germany as usual takes
the lead in attempting to solve the problems before us; her
scholars, from Gomarus in the seventeenth century, through
Leutwein in the eighteenth, and Ley in the ninctzenth, to
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Sievers in the twentieth, have put forth their brilliant and
varied “schemes for reducing Hebrew poetry to a versified
form: of late years, America has published contributions,
bearing on the same subject, by Professors Driggs, Brown,
Arnold, Haupt, and others; but no English or American
system of Hebrew metre has appeared since the days of
Bishop Lowth, who held that no system was practicable.
I do not forget Sir William Jones and his (Latin} commen-
taries on Asiatic poclry; bul these could hardly be con-
sidered as forming a zystem.

Lowth and others after bim ventured to assert that all
possible solutions of the problem bad already been proposed.
There iz a curious similarity in the language, upon this point,
of Lowth (1753), De Wetle (1811), Ewald (1835), Budde
{18%4), and Kuenen (Cerman edition, 1894), but the event
has proved them all misiaken. Tt is well to call attention
to the sccond chsllenpe above mentioncd; a system must
not only be important, but fresh. Never were tmer words
spoken than those of the Scolch teacher, John Henderson :
‘ More men become writers from ignorance than from know-
ledge, not knowing that they have been anticipated. Let us
decide with caution and write late,” A typical instance in
point may be given here as well as anywhere, ‘When
Professor Karl Budde, abandoning an earlier scepticism,
presented in 188z his well-known g theory, he remarked
that this particular form had been noticed in a peneral way
by Lowih, &c., but that Keil {in Hivernick's Introducton,
1849) was the first to describe it correctly as marked hy
three tones plus two. And yet Bellermann ( Persuch éder die
Metrik der Helrder, 1813, p. 137) has the following remark
on the third chapter of the book of Lamentations : *Something
characteristic appears in this lamentation, namely, that the
second hemistich congists filty times of only two feet, while
the first hemistich regularly numbers three of them. Because
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of this significant preponderance, I would call this elegy
Jive-fooled” ),

The reader will observe that Budde mentions Lowth.
Now Resenmiiller’s edition of Lowth (1815, p. 563) refers
to this very passage in Bellermann, and that iz the edition
commonly used in Germany., But we shall find eventually
that Bellermann has been too much neglected by others also
who have unconsciously depended on him.  In the case of
Budde himself, the oversight just noted iz more than balanced
by the frank confession which he makes m the article *Poewry
(Hebrew),' in Hastings's Dictionary of the Bible, and which
I take pleasure in quoting: *“We bave here to de with
a sobject skin to mmihemsalics, a subject piving scope for
playing with numbers. It is a [acl perhaps 100 litle
observed, that all departments of study akin to this offer
a special incentive to the ingenuity, One need ooly recall
the subject of Chromology. One must have at some lime
gone decply for himself into the sobject of 1ebrew metre
and triumphed over the templation to lose¢ oneself there,
before he can vnderstand the attraction wiclded by such
speculations,  Since the present writer has had this experi-
ence he has no finished metrical sysiem to offer, nor can he
attach himegelf unrezervedly to any of the others that have
been proposed, although he cheerfully concedes that to each
of the above-named champions of metre we are indebted for
much stimulos and help.’

On the title-page of this volume I have called attention
to its elementary character. For a comprehensive trealise on
Hebrew metre, that will endure every scientific test, we still
wail ; we must probably wait long. Meanwhile, let us heariily
second the suggestion of Professor Hubert Grimme (Pral-
menprobieme, Tgoz, p. viii): *In my view, the welfare of the
young science of biblical metrics is to be found in special

¥ T retarn to this matter on p. I1o7.
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investipation rather than in broad, systematic effusions’;
and let us hope that one or more competent scholars will
be able to devote to these subjects as many years of
conscientious labour as Westphal gave to kindred re-
searches. 1L cannot be amiss, even now, to take one's
bearings in the sea of controversy, and present to Lhe best
of one's ability the state of the guestion, If it be objected
that this very thing has lately been done by Schldgl and by
Diiller (both in 1899}, and by Kinig in his Shiié (1900);
if it be added that the entirc matenal was thrashed out
a dozen years ago by no less a critic than Kuenen himself
in his Eilalung; there are three replies to make. First,
these works, except the lasi-named, are very little known in
¥ngland or America : next, some of the best investigations
have appeared since the death of Kuenen; and lastly, his
method is reversed in the present treatize, which instead of
holding up the defects of each successive theory, allempis
to find the merits; and by combining results, to indicate how
far we have gome. (JF course, the two methods imply cach
other ; the extrication of what is true involves the ascertain-
ment of what is ontrue ; but the difference in emphasis is no
slight matter, In the attempt to be fair to each author,
I assume that when a system of Ilebrew metre has been
carefully wrought out by a competent scholar, then, to use
a common phrase, “there is something in it ' and what that
is, it i our business to find. The ideal aimed at is a patient
induction of the facts accessible, a spund deduction of the
principles involved, and an unbiassed application ol those
principles 1o the theones under review, Every theory
accounts for some facis; a plausible theory accounts for
most of the facts; the true theory when found will take in
all of the facts naturally; hence it is to be reached by a
positive rather than a negative process.

The reader of this book is supposed to know three
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things; Hebrew, English, and poetry. Outside of these
bounds he is not asked to travel. It would have been easy
to give the work a more learned look by discussing, for
example, the Assyrian parallels noted in 1884 Ly Ernest
Budge, in 18g5 by Hermann Gunkel, and in 18g6 by
Delitzsch and Zimmern'. Dut supposing these Assyriolo-
gists to have made out their case, it has only predisposed us
to expect something similar in Hebrew ; that bias 1s imme-
diately overcome if we do not find it; =o why not lst the
Hebrew stand on its own bottom? As things are now, to
draw inferences of this sort from one Scmitic tonguc to
another is to do what the late Mr. John Fiske called guess-
ing at half the truth and multiplying it by two. On the
other hand, a thorough knowledge of Hebrew cannot be
dispensed with, A zelected list of metrical passages may
suffice to deduce certain general principles, but can never
establish a scivnce.  Stll less can we rely on transliterations
alone, 1f the reader fancies that he knows Hebrew when he
can read "gfgbim and not ¥y he is only deceiving himself.

What I mcan by a knowledge of English includes i1s
development az well as itz latest forms. Soffice it for the
present to observe that when any given species of rhythm
is both common and proper throughout the history of Eng-
lish verse, it will not be necessary to alter a Hebrew text
on account of the same phenomenon there.

The third requisite is as essential and rare as either of
the others; a knowledge of poetry. Poetry differs from
prose-—both as to form and substance—only in degree, not
in kind. But differ it does, and many a plausible cmenda-
tion shatters against this rock. It is strange to what lengths
some have gone in the process of transforming the noble
poetry of the Old Testament into the rudest prose, making
thistles grow instead of wheat, and cockle instead of barley.

! CL D IL Milller, [ Propheten (1890, part i, sec. 1



