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PREFACH.

ESVEUX, in the preface to his book on Ecelesiastes,

telle ma that about thirfy years had elapsed sinee he

had first planmed the work, and nearly five-and-twenty

ginee he had published a sketeh of his plan ; that the work

had cost him & hondredfold the time and study which he

had at first imagined would be necessary; and that he had

been obliged again and agnin to remould the work, easting

it into o form different from that which he had before
intended.

I might, with reference to the work now submitted to
the publie, repeat, to a considerable extent, what was said
by Desvonx. I eannof, it is true, say that thirty years
have passed ginee I planned my work; but still, not only

is it a very long time aince I attained gome of the conelo-

Jsions eoncerning the interpretation of partienlar passagesin

Eeclesiastes, which I still hold, and which I have now for
the firet time priuted ; but a good many years have elapsed
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since I prepared for a socioty, with which T was atb the time
eonnected, a paper on Ecclesiastos containing and express-
ing those conclugions.  Afterwards I rewrofe and enlarged
this paper, with a viow to its being published, Other work
and other engagements, however, demanded attention ; and
my paper in its improved form was laid asida, Bubse-
quently, my attention being for & time Iess oceupied with
other pursuite, I took up the work anew, and again enlarging
it, it assumed that fripartite fortn whiok it now presents;
the paper above mentioried becoming, fo a considerable
extent, the basis of the Exegetical Analyaia. .
When the work was now, a2 it sscmed fo me, just ready
for the press, I began {0 perceive the péou]inr relation of
Ecelosinstes to the posi-Aristotelian philosophy. This being
seen, [ tried to adapd my work, by comparsiively incon-
sidarable alteration ; and I gava some account of the fact T
bad dizeovered in a pampblet entitled Some New Hrvidence
a8 to the Duta of Eeclesioses, London, 1872, T found,
however, that tho adapiation of my work which I had
attempted was unsatisfactory. The relation of Ecclesiastes
to the post-Aristotelian philosophy was too fundamental to
be thus dealt with, Much of the work was aceordingly
written anew, and a good deal of illustrative matter in-
troduced. The work hag certainly cost me an expenditure
of time and labour, sueh &8 I couid not have at gll andiei-
pated when my attention was firsh dirceted to the subject.
Apart from certain virenmstances, it is likely that the work
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would not now have besn: published : I might not anreason-
ably have hegitated before diverting from other puranits so
very considerable an amonnt of time and thought as waa
necessary even for the final preparation of the work for
tha press.

Of late, much Yas been paid, and no doubt with justice,
of the grave discouragoments which attend upon original
regesreh in various departments of natnral science. But—
in England, at least—ths discouragemants connected with
gtch rescarch in the fisld of Biblioal seiance are probably,
on the whole, far more aevera than {hose which muat be
enoountered by ihe physicisl or the physiologist. This
; result is caured, in part, by {he ganemll:,r low condition of

Biblieal and Oriantal learning, and, in part, by various
other enuses, which I need not here particularly mention.
I may be pardoned for alleding to thie matfer, on account
of the probability that changes will be made, especially in
relation to the Universities, which may, at least in the next
generation, greatly facilitate original research in matural
soienoe. And I shonld eertainly desire that this result
may be attained. PEnt there ia mome dangsr lest smitable
provisicn should nst be made for indepandent, faithiul, and
thorough Biblical investigation. I hope, bowever, that the
necessity for such provigion will be seen, simee there are
multitudinous problems in relation to the Biblical books
which still await solution, and whieh will probably not be
solved without prolonged lzbour on the part of many in-
a2
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vestigators possessing not only adequate scholarship, but
aleo puitable natoral endowments. At present, it is
probable, the energies of not a few who might have done
good serviee in this department of intellectual labour, are
diverted to othor objects on account of the wnfavourable
circumstances attondant in England apon Biblical regearch.
Bome persong, indeed, may contend that, with regard to
the Bible, little of importance remaing to be discovered, its .
interpreters having been so sonte snd so erudite, and its
hiterature being mo vast and so voluminous. Probably,
howaver, Dv. Westeolt was, in relation to this matter,
nearer the truth when he naserfed that ¢ we are at pregent
only on the outsliris of the Imowledge of Holy Beripture ™
(Academy, Oot. 1at, 1872).

I have mentioned above the pamphlet in whick I gave
an account of the eomelugions I hed sttained concorn-
ing the relation of Ecclesiastes to the poef-Aristolelian
philosophy. Some reviews of this pamphlet, both mn this
country and abroad, may possibly have escaped my notico.
Of those which I have peeq, I do not know that there is
any oo which it is necessary thaf I shounld here offer a
remork, if I except a notice by the distinguished QOrientalist,
Prof. Ewald, in the Gattimgische gelehrte Ansergen (Oet. 2814,
1872). Though Prof. Ewald regards my paper as & proof
of the advance which Biblical science is malking in England,
and considers that it containg matier '* not wnimportant
even for more exact acienca,” yet he calls in question my
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conclusions as to the date of Ecolesiagtes, and as to the
connection of the Book with ths actnal Stoio and Epicurean
schools. He profosses, however, his willingnesa to abandon
hir position with respect to the composition of Ecelesinstes
in the Persian period, when safisfactory proof of the later
date shall have heen furmighed. I venture to hope,
therefors, that my honoured eritic will find such proof in
the large amount of sddifional evidence econtained in
the following  pages, end especially in §§ 4, 12 of the
Introduction.

Of the three parts indo which my work is divided, I have
endenvourcd to keap the accond—ihe Exzegetical Analysis—
whish gives a general view of the interpretation of Eecle-
plastes, free from Hebrew guotations or sueh technicalitica
a8 would be unintelligible 4o renderm not possessing a
knowledge of the original langnages of the Ol Testament.
The class pogeessing such knowledge, to apy cousiderable
extent, is, I should feer, even among professional inter-
preters of the Bible, & vory small one. This part of the
work hone, perkbape on acoount of its origin, referred to
above, a somewhat more popular and less seientific garb
than it would otherwige have had.” If thiz be a fanlt, it is
one which I have not cared to correct.

The Translation differs in no small degree from the
Authorised Version, on which, however, it is, to a con-
siderable extent, based. I may observe, that I have not
followed the Authorised Version with respeet to the usage
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of printing supplied words in italics. The practice is ond
which it is perbaps impossible to adopt with perfeet and
entire consistency. I vémture to hope, however, that my
franslation will not, on the whols, bs found wanting in
closeness to the original, The nofes appended to the
translation will bo, I trust, not without valua to the student.
They mnst be looked wpon &s, In some messure, supple-
mentary to such illnstrative matter as may be found in
the Infroduction and Ezegetical Aunalysis.

The funetion which T have attempted to discharge in the
following pages ig thot of the inferpreter.  Meny expository
works on Beclesiastes have been written, but the present is
not an addition to their number. My object iz not to
deduge moral or raligious lessons from the Book, but to set
forth it meaning, Bimply {0 atlain this objest is, how-
aver, & task of no small diffeulty. The interpreter can
scarcely be indifferent with reapect to thosa grave questions
which Eoheleth disousses. And thus a denger ariges lest
the interpretar’s work should he marred by the inter-
mingling of the subjective,.and lest, by toning down, or
dimly presenting, gome of the eonflicting sentiments eon-
tained in the Book, he should give an Image incomplete
and diztorted. How far I have avoided theso fanlts the
oandid and thoughtful reader may. decide. Whers there is
s0 much which will probably appear new and sirange,
pome things—possibly a good many things—may be
deemed ungeceptable. Ftill, it iz pexhaps not altogether



