W Durham
University

AR

Durham E-Theses

The eschatology of the psalter: a study in the religious
development of Israel as reflected in the book of
pslams, with special reference to the destinies of the
individual and the nation

Jellicoe, Sidney

How to cite:

Jellicoe, Sidney (1944) The eschatology of the psalter: a study in the religious development of Israel as
reflected in the book of pslams, with special reference to the destinies of the individual and the nation,
Durham theses, Durham University. Available at Durham E-Theses Online:
http://etheses.dur.ac.uk/9524/

Use policy

The full-text may be used and/or reproduced, and given to third parties in any format or medium, without prior permission or
charge, for personal research or study, educational, or not-for-profit purposes provided that:

e a full bibliographic reference is made to the original source
e a link is made to the metadata record in Durham E-Theses
e the full-text is not changed in any way
The full-text must not be sold in any format or medium without the formal permission of the copyright holders.

Please consult the full Durham E-Theses policy for further details.

Academic Support Office, The Palatine Centre, Durham University, Stockton Road, Durham, DH1 3LE
e-mail: e-theses.admin@durham.ac.uk Tel: +44 0191 334 6107
http://etheses.dur.ac.uk


http://www.dur.ac.uk
http://etheses.dur.ac.uk/9524/
 http://etheses.dur.ac.uk/9524/ 
http://etheses.dur.ac.uk/policies/
http://etheses.dur.ac.uk

. THE

ESCHATOLOGY .

OF THE PSALTER

A STUDY IN THE RELIGIOUS DEVELOPMENT OF ISRAEL
| AS REFLECTED IN THE BOOK OF PSALMNS, .

| | WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO

THE DESTINIES OF THE INDIVIDUAL AND‘THE'NATIoﬁ.

A
THES I'S
SUBMITTED BY

SIDNEY JELLICOE
' OF ST. CHAD'S COLLEGE
FOR THE DEGREE OF

BACHELOR OF DIVINITY.

EASTER -. 1044




- )

CONTENTS .

Page
Prefatory Note ‘ ' Cidi
THE NATURE AND SCOPE OF ESCHATOLOGY 1
I. THE ESCHATOLOGY OF THE INDIVIDUAL'
. EARLIER STAGES - OF BELIEF.
Jahveh, thé Group, and the Ind1v1dua1 _ 16
The Sheol Doctrine - . 23
The term 'Sheol' in the Psalter. : 32
. Sheol: its synonyms and the state of its
Inhabltants _ 49 _
. II. ' THE ESCHATOLOGY OF THE INDIVIDUAL .
S LATWR STAGES OF BELIEF. : o : 85
III;",THE ESCHATOLOGV;OF'THE NATION.
Prellminary Survey ' ' . 120
The Day of Jahveh and the Judgment ' 127
MeSSIah and the KIngdom ) o _ 142
CONCLUSION : - t 153
Index of Psalms and Psalm passages . .+159
T o : ' ,




(1ii)

PREFATORY _ NOTE..

The present work is based throughout on the Hebrew

text. of the Book of Psalms, hence the.referehcgs are in'ail

cases'to'the verse or verses in that téxt, the equivalent

. : O
in the English (Authorised and Revised) Versions, when <§Q:
varying from the Hebrew, being added in brackets. These, ¢/’

in théir-turn, differ not irnfrequently fram the Prayer Bobk"
Vérsion, as a glance thrﬁqgh the “Cambridge Parallel Psaltérﬁ
~ will reveal. ’ l_ - N |
| | . The éécepted‘litérary abbreviatidns haveibeen\
empldyéd: to_tabulate.these_haé been cohsidered superfluous.
. The stahdard'WOrks'of.referencé have~been cited as_foliqws:
B.D.B. o “A:Hebrew-and Eﬁglish Lexicon of the 0ld Test- -
-~ ament, with an appendix containing the Biblical
Aramaic"., F.Brown, S.R.Driver; C.A.Briggs.

(Oxford, 1906).

E.Bi: "Encyclopaedia Biblica". Ed. T{K.Che&ne and

Ency.Brit.'"Encyclopaedia Britannica”,'léth edn.(Londdh,1929).'

E.R.E. "Encyclopaedia of Religion and Ethics".
~ Ed. James Hastings. (Edinburgh, 1208-1926).

G-K. - . "Gesenius" Hebrew Grammar'", as edited and enlarged
by the late E.Kautzsch. 2nd English edn., revised
in accordance with the 28th German edn.(1209) by

M\g\ S "A.E.Cowley. (Oxford, 1910).
HID,B. "A Dictionary of the Bible." Ed. James Hastings."
' «_  (Edinburgh, 1898-1904).

J.E. "Jewish Encyclopaedia." Ed. Isidore Singer.
\\\\~\\\\\\\\\;£Few York and London, 1961-1205). '
hk



(iv).

While‘most of eﬁesexworke, in varying preportions, stand in
reed of revision they nevertheless still contain ﬁUch whieh
- is of value. In the case of B.D.B. an up-to-date edition
is overdue. 1In addition to the above, the folleWing abbre#—
iations should be noted. |
Cheyne's works on the Psalter (all publ. London, Kegan
Paul), "The Book of Psalms or the Praises of Israel, A new’
trans. with comm," (1888);'"The Origin and Religioes Contents
of the Psalter in the Light of 0.T. Criticism and the History
of Religions"(Bampton Lecture§;1889, publ;189l)§ "The Book of
Psalms-translated from a revised texﬁ with Notes-and Inprq—A
duction" (?.vols., léOé)g-a declension on his earlier wofke
.(see p. 41 below), -~. these three works are cited respectlvely ‘
as Cheyne (1888), drlgln, and Cheyne (l 204) .

The nemes,"@e?owne? Klrkp(atrlck), Bﬁiggs, Barnes, refer
respectively (unless_otherﬂise stated) to these writers'
commentaries on the Psalms, each of two volumes except Kirk-
patrick (in "Cambriﬁge;Bible”) where the edition in one vol-
ume (12024) has. been used. - References to Perowne, flrst
published in 1864 and still of great value espec1ally for
the Ver51ons¢and quotatlens~from Rabbinic and later Jewish.
wfitiﬁgs, are to the 7th edn. (1890). Briggs (in I.C.C) was
_firsp-published in 1906, and W._Emefy Barnes (in Westm,Comm.)
in 1931. W.T. Davison and T. Vitﬁen Davies- (in Cent. Bi.)

bear no date.



(v)
ﬁr; Oesterley's two-volume work, "The Psalms,-trans.
- with text-critical and exegetical notes", (London,_l939),
is cited as_Oest.,lfollowed byethe'volume and pege;_his
earlier work of 1937, "A Freen'Approach to the Psalms" in
the JInternatlonal Library of Christian Knowledge",being
referred to es.dest.,l“fr. App." The abbreviation Oest. &
Rob. relates, unless otherwiee stated,;to Oesterley and |
_(Theodore.H.) Ro?ineong_"Heprew”Beligion, its Origin and
Development", 2nd,'revised and enlarged, edn. (London, 1937) .

‘Dr. & Gray 1nd1cates S.R. Drlver and G.D.Gray "A

Crit1d&l-and.bxeget1cal Commentary on the Book of Job" in
I.C.C. (1921), part I consisting ofEIntroduction, trans-
lation, énd_exegetical notes, and.part II of philological'
notes (both in one volume), a work which the present writer
has found 1nolspensable. ~ S.R.Driver's well-known "Parallel
Psalter" (2nd’ edn., Oxford, 1904) is cited as Dr. //Psr. '\\~

N

P.C, and N.C. denote respectively the one-volume =

_.,' x!
e

Commentarles edited by Peake (1919 Supplement ed. A.J. Grleve
1936) and Gore (1928). .Symbols used for other series of
Commentarlee are too well-known to need repetitlon.

: Works comprising upwards of one volume are usually
c1ted by the number of the volume 1n sma.ll Roman numerals .
_followed by that of the page in Arabic flgures_(e.g., ii 343).
A small 'a' and 'b! denote‘respectively the left~ and right-

hand ‘columns in a work of double=-column format, sq.» and 54Q.
in such cases referring to the following column or columns.



(vi)

Dates glven in- parentheses are those of the initial
publlcatlon of a work, reprlntlng belng ignored unless repre-
senting a.rev1sed.edxtlon, in which case the number of the
editdon and aaie_Afé cited, For convenience' sake-details‘
of a work_are sometimes repeated in full instead-of employing

‘an 'Op. cit.' K espe01ally when a former reference occurs at a .

' much earller stage

-

Pentateuchal\analy51s is based on the 9th edltlon

(1913) of S.R. Drlver s "Introd., to the therature of the O. T LU

B1b11cal references, where no book is 1ndlcated, are
to the Book oﬁ Psalms. An index of Psalm passages w1ll be
found at the end of the work. _ o :

The 'Vulgate' (Vulg ) of the Psalms is’ the Galllcan
‘VerS1on, whlch Jerome (Jer ) - d1d not succeed in d1splac1ng in
‘the usage of the Church (see further, Brlggs 1, D. xxxi sq. )

The 1etter 'v', followed by a full po1nt = 'v1def
otherwise = the numeral five, of volume or chapter. Articles
in standard works of reference are cited. 1n capitals. 'Infra’
and " Asupra relate in all cases to-therpresent_wofk.-

_The-obelisk &t) in lexicographical references indic-
. ates that all passages 1n ‘the 01d Testament in which the word

or phrase occurs are cited.



THE NATURE AND SCOPE OF ESCHATOLOGY.

He who'embarks‘upon the.study of -any particular subject,
especially when that study involves the attempt to elucidate.
the oﬁtstanding problems inherent in the subject-matter, soon
finds himself in concert with Sir James Frazer when the
latter declareslthat "the ful] solutlon of any one problem
1nvolves the solutlon of many more' nay, that nothlng short
.of omnlsc1ence could suffice- to answer all the questlons .
1mpllc1tly raised by the seemlngly simplest 1nqu1ryf” Lines
' jof inVestigation are opened up "which branch sut in many
-directions; and in following them.we are lnsensiblj’drawn-on.‘
into wider and wider fields.of_inquiry."2 What is true of
the study of folk-lore is equally, if not more abundantly,
true of any branch or sub-division of theological study: for
none of these.may be pursued in isolation. This may the
more easily be apprehended bY'a comparlson with the ever-
'increasing ramifications of the' "sciences'". Though any
branch may reach the stage where At cleims excision from
the parent stem and elevatlon to the status of an autonomous
as01ence, it does not thereby become 1ndependent and self— .
contalned; rather does its contlnued prosecutlon‘contrlbute
to a sounder. knowledge of 1ts klndred branches, whlle 1tse1f
‘ receiving both stimulus and lumlnatlon from their growth A -

glance at "the vast and d1vers1f1ed 1andscape which is con-



st;tuted by the various sciences coﬁmonly grouped together
under the;comprehensive title of 'Thedlog&'w, as set out in
systematic form_by Dr. N.P. Wiiliams_in'the-course pf his
comprehensive essay "What is Theolqu?”? shows at once the
independence, but still ﬁore-clearl& the inteﬂéendenee; of
"that whicﬁ every- joint suppiietﬁ." | Ny

As compared with the research worker 1n one of the phys-
ical 501ences, the student of any particular branch of theo-
1og1ca1 1nqu1ry f1nds hlmself at the outset-destined to 1abour
,under at least two disadvantages. Firstly, whereas the former
- has usually at hlS disposal an abundance of materlal and is in
a: p051t10n contlnually to create anew, as often as may be
needed, the ‘conditions requlred for the purpose of further -
experlment and research, the 1atter, espe01ally in the field
of 014 Testament studies, is confined to a very limited
collection of documents themselves of such a nature_tﬁat-
before he can effectively deal with their subject-matter
queetions.bf date, authorship (single or composite, original
or redactional), and philology, first claim attentioﬁ.' In
regard to the last-mentioned, Which is basic,-the difficj
- ulties are'formidablef 1Tt must never be forgottenﬁ writes
| Professor'G.R.-Driveri"that classical Hebrew is not a
language weil known, like_Greek,'from a-vast body of'ﬁery |
diverse types of. literature, but one confined £o a -small

set of books handling almost exclusively a single theme,

\



and that consequently, even W1th1n the narrow llmits of

'that theme, (italice mine) there must neceesarlly be, owing

to the lack of any other documents from whlch to draw com~
parlsons, much that’is.obecu;e;ﬁr More recently Profeesor
"-D. Winton Thomas has drewn attention to. the same problem.'
In h;e %naugurql;leqtureepn_gucqeedlng to the Chair of_

,;gebpem at dambnidgg.‘pe paisee;tne‘gueetionﬂgfrthe adequacy
p;;tne'olq.gestement for Ph@,%tudi,oﬁ Hebrew. His replv'is
unequivbeal. "To ask-this question is at once .to lay bere
the problem. We nave;the 61d'féstement,—but how meagre'a
monument it is of & people's litereture! It is imﬁomtant,
for the broper-underetanding of the problem before us,. that

clear recognition should.atuthe outset be given to the fact

that the Hebréw'literatune which the 0ld Teetament preserves

is but a part, and a small part, of an extensive Hebrew
llterature, which has otherw1sei’a11ed to survive. How
extensive a literature the Hebrews possessed we cen only
‘guess....t..... But certain considerations point to the
disappearance of a considerable Hebrew literature........
And again we think of the fact that many,_if not most, of
the apocryphal books were originally written_in'Hebrev,
ZQOnsideratione.of this-kind impress upon us the essential
fact that the 01d Testement,”representing as it does a
very small part of the literature of the Hebrews, can

preserve only & fraction of the Hebrew language. 1t

3o
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cannot ‘then of itself prorideea sufficient basis for the
studylof encient_ﬂebren,?% | | |

In spite of the abundance of new'materiel whieh has conme-
- to 1ightz—"nuch;oifit_withinlont_ownltimes'-_andithe remark-

“dble adVanceS-in'conparative'Semitic'philoiogya the problem
. 8111l remains. acute. | o -

To pass over the problems of literary criticism which
next face the student of the 0ld. Testament, we arrive at
~the second of the difficulties mentioned above,.which
belohgs to‘an entirel&-different'sphere~of reference. Thisd
consists in the-nature.of'the scbject-matter, and turns .upon
.the definition of terms. .Althongh the interdependence of
the concrete phySLcal sciences nas been . readily conceded,
.'1t is neverthelesa hot a matter of great difficulty to
determine the subpe ct-ma._tter proper g% each.

if within'theologicel studies we may.distinguish.between
the more "concretev'and_the more "abst?act", we should find
' that the former were in concord with the physical sciences |
" in that the boundaries of their subject-matter mey be fairly
fclearly marked out._ To the former helong such'brenches as

biblical archaeology, philology and thet "humble handmaid
3.

. in the great task of Bible study" - tex tual criticism,-

while the more abstract would embrace for example, the
philosophy and psychology of religion, together with our

own paitticular subject, eschatology.’
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5.

‘Here we are at once faced with the vexed problem of
definition, - the logomachies of the logicians. While it
remains'beyond our purview to discuss this matter in any

~detail, some attempt must be made, perforce, to mark out the

i',road over whlch we must travel}m.in the words of John Stuart

Mill:- "Vhether a name is to be used as an 1nstrument of
:thinking, or as a means_or communlcatlng the result. of
jthought, it is imperative to determine-exactly the attribute
" or attributes which it is to'exoress: to give it, in short,
.'a Iixed and ascertained connotatlon u But thls,as suggested
:'above, is 1n tne case of abstract terms by no means easy,'
"especially in regsrd totthe definition of a particular
science itseif;‘which'definition'must necessariiy be

"progre331ve and provzslonal.“ '"To define!! says the seme

'>wr1ter,"1s to select from amoné all the propertles of a
~thing,_those,whlch-shall be understood to be'de51gnated

'aand'declared*by its name; and the properties must be well

- known to us before wé can be competent to determine which

-of them are. flttest to be chosen for thls,purpose. Accord-
ingly, in the case. of so complex an aggregatlon of particulars
- as are comurehended in anytnlng wnlch cen be called a

science the deflnltion we. set out with is seldom that which

" a more extens1ve knowledge of . the subaect shews to be/most

approprlate. >Unt111we know the particulars themselves, we



‘cannot fix upon the most correct and_compact mode of
circumscribing them by a general description. . . . As
much, therefore, as is to be expected from a definitlon
placed at the commencement of a subject, is that it should
define the scope of our inquiries. w?

| 'Prima- fronte', eschatology might appear to be patient
of comparatively straightforward definition, the connotation
' being implicit in the etymology of the word itself. In_this.
connexion we cannot do better than“quote'the summary:of Dr.
A.BE. Garvie: “Eschatology (the doctrine of 1ast‘th1ngs) is
a theological term derived from the New Testament phrases :
"the last day (2v 'v zcx«-v npip«, _ .John’ v1 32), 'the last |
times' (2n gayaTEy Tav )(PO‘“W I Pet. i 20), 'the last state'
(e 26 xatTek Mattl xii 45),‘a conception taken over_fromi
ancient prophecy (Isa, i1 2, Mal., iv’ 1)., . . . The use of
the term, however, has been extended so as to include all
that,is taught\in the.Scrlptures about the- future life of
the individual as well as the final destiny of the world.'-

It is this extension which makes the task of definition,'

g0 necessafy at the outset, one of no small difficulty. What
. are we to 1nclude and even more important, what may we with
safety exclude? For the future~11fe of the individual must,
in a morally-ordered Werd,.be inextficably'bound up with |

the quality of his life upon earth,jwhile.the final destiny



of the world at once raises the question of its creationi

and the purgoee which, "in_the beginning", evoked the'Divihe'
'fiat'. Here alreadv are two dlstlnot fields of.etudy, |
ethology.and cosmology, which, in so far as they relate to
dour subjectz eannot be exoluded if a proper understanding_

. and a righf pershective be sought; Indeed, some have seeh
in man and the created un1verse the pr1nc1pal factors in the
. science of eschatology. _Thus, 1n the volume devoted to
esehatology in'the-Pohle-Preuss serles,'lt 1s-asserted that
"eschatology is anthropological and-cosmolbgical,rather'than
.theological;'.for fhough ih déals with God as the .Consummator
| andeniversal Judge; strictly speakihg“iﬁe subject'is the
_created universe: l.eb; ﬁan and the cosmoe1U£ Such a jﬁdgmeht
"might be in accordance with the traditional eohspectus.of the
.subject, conceived as-"the'department‘of_theologiCalisclence
concerned with 'the four last things: deaﬁh, judgement,
heaven, ‘and hell', | '

This is the deflnltlon in the "New (Oxford) Engllsh
D1ct1onary"i where three examples of usage are cited. It is -
perhaps a llttle unfortunate'that it is the last of these |
which alone has found a place 1n the abrldgement3 Culled

4

from the wr1t1ngs of James Baldwin Brown the younger, it is

1llum1nat1ng as expressing a view widely held at that period



8.

' when the floodgates of materialism and mechanistic theory
were opened on the worlds "Escﬁatology,the science of the
1ést'things,iéela§_a science, one o?hyhe most 5aseles;.“

The judgment is not altogether without justification.
Ideﬁtifying éschétélogy with apocal&ptié,:"fhe”ldgibal'mind
of Latln Ch:lstlanlty took the symbollsm of the Apocalyptlsts

'au pled de la lettre:'énd then gradually worked it up- into -
. the coherient bystem of Heaven,(Purgauory) and Hell, which
tild fecently domlnated Ruropean fellglous though: " Thus
was the tawdry vehicle mlstaken ;or the content, whlcn was
a11owed uo suffeL an obacurlty and dlstortlon now g0 well
'known ag' to render furtner 111ustrat1;n or- amollflcatlon
'superi;uous. o .

~ But the fresh light which the past half-century has
'thrown upon the subject réndefs such a definition as that
just éuoted; and such a judgment as that of Pohle-Preuss,
too narrow. The coﬁmon tendency to identify eschatdlogy
with apocalyptic.is.aiéonfusion not wholly éurprising, since
it was the rediscovery of the extra—canonical'@séud—
epigrapha wiﬁhﬁits large apOcalypt;c content which has ill-
uminated aﬁd ihfluéncedfeschatological studies as.at .no tihe”
‘before. Dispelled for ali‘time is the once-prevalent idea

that "between Malachi and the Christian era thére was a'period



Ge

of silence, 1n which there was no 1neplrat10n and no prophet,
' and no development in rellglous thought and experience and
tnat Chflbtlanlty practically leapt full—grown into life at
the beginnlng of -the cnrlstlan era, unbeholden to these so-
‘called years of 311encefﬁ Recent dlSCovery and re;earch have

revealed the exlstence of pseudeplgraphlcal sectlons within
'the Old Testament canon 1tself, and have establlshed a- genetlc-
'counex1on between the two Testaments. Perhaps 1n no respect
has the contrlbutlon furnlshed by tnle new knowledge been

more fruitfal than_ln the revéolution 1t has brotht about in
: our ideas of the-"Kingdom of God. " "The breat dlscovery of
the age 1n whlch we 11ve 1s uhe 1mmense oromlnence 51ven in
‘the Gospel to ‘the Kingdom o:-God - To~us 1tnls qulte extra-
ordlnary that it flgures 80 llttle in the uheology and
re11glous wrltlngs of almoet the entlre perlod of Cnrlstlan
hlstow

But to regard anocalyptic 88 synon&mous with eschatology,

. or their prov1ncee as co<e_rminous,; is an 1aentiilcat10n almost
entlrely false. Prophecy has its escnatology no less tnan
apocalyptic: "ith each[lt-(1.e._eschatology) ie in part
‘Synonymous . Eechatology is etrictl& the doctrine of the
1ast'things; an; is no more to be identified with apocalyptic
‘then it should be with propheqy - a most radical blunder that
: has been made recently by many Engllsh .and -German scholars.'

_Prophetlo exchatology is the child of »ropheq/ , and apocalypti c



| | 10.
eschatology is the child of apocalyptic. As might be expected,
the’ two esohatolog1es by no means agree.“1 |

Having concluded, in the light of modern research, that
"the traditional tetrad -- death, Judgment (regarded.as one
single future assizgj -heaven'and'hell'(eachroonceived as
-immutable states of be1ng) --"can no longer be regarded as -
a sufflclent ba31s of 1nvestlgat1on for eschatologlcal
1nqu1ry, and having seen that its prov1nce is much w1der
than that of apocalyptlc alone, and further, hav1ng in mind -
~the' caveat' oP M111, we. must trame our'tentatlve 1n1t1a1
defin1t1on in-terms suff1c1ently W1de as not to exclude any
contr1butory factor whlch m1ght 1llum1ne, albelt even
1nd1rectly, the path to be trodden. The definition should
be therefore in general rather than in particular, and
'therefore restrictire, terms.. We shall then be in a position
to follow out the argument hwhitherSoever it might lead us",
unfettered hy any limited connotation which the term might
'traditionally have borne, Though the tree might be knoWnlby
its -fruits, and not. its rootsf it is nevertheless dependent
upon them and the soil from which they drew their life-giving
prOperties for every moment of its existence. Not leSs might
it be said of eschatology that any attempt to understand and-
appreciate its nature .and sighification-must»see its.roots |
in Creation, and itsﬁgrowth in Israel "inithe mortal strife
of spiritual’_expe-rience."6 Hence it must befviewed in a wider

'milieu' than it has occupied in the highly speculative
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‘and often lurid tetrachotomy of the Chriktian era. As
Qharleshrightly"insists; esqhatoloéy?caﬁnqt ﬁe éiudied,ih'
'iand,ﬁ&:itseif alohe. It must be Qeal£ with iﬁ.cdnnexion
withjtheoiogy, that‘ié the doctrine of God, pr'the particular
;orms WﬂlCh the conception of God assumed in the course of
Israel 8 nlstorjﬂ"' ﬁthlcal queotlons too, will claim a neaflng,
as w1ll narﬂoweL, but no less’ 1mportdnt data from such fields
a8 cosmogony ana comparative relltlon ' In uhort, nothlng may
be aaxely exuluded vhlch might 1mpover15h our survey. " our
terms of refeﬂence must be w1de enough to draw upon any branon
of< study which mlght.have any.begrlng upon the -task to which.
: ﬁe.have sb£ our hand.

Farmer makes a-useful d1 stinction between a w1der and
narrower sense in whlch the term mlght be employed‘ In the
w1dcr sense,any statement aoout the ultimate destlny of the
individual, or the world in general,.mlght be held to fall
within the ambit Qf'e3chatological’studies. Thus the fate of

the \uhiv-ex;se as predictéd in the law of Entropara_("ghe new
G&ttefdéﬁmerun@?lﬁs,.in the wider semse of the term, an
 eschatological theory,. thodgh,hgving no ggggggggx conﬁexion
. With theological speculstion. It is, prever,-with the
‘nerrower use of the térm that we shall be mainly'cohcerned
in ﬁhat follows., Although not wholly excluding the w1der
use, we shall flnd 1t more convenlent generally to restrict
the term to the 1ellgious sphere, and thus regdrd it, in its

theological,sigqification, as the doctrine - or, more correctly,



13.

i _ : - ' :
doctrines - of the ultimate destiny of man and the world

in the light of the purpose of God, asnunderstoodlby the

The last phrase 1s :
representative succ6331cn of writers/bf supreme 1mportance,
for, apart from this overt phrpose, Biblicai‘eschatoiogy_
twould be meaningless. Ae‘Farmer tersely_expnessee iB:
"It is the thought of God”es.ceterminingithe ultimate.
outcome of things, whateYEr‘this.maf.be, which, -according
to this usage, constitutes a doctrine specifically eschat-
ol-ogical."2 | |

It is for this reaeon that to regard,with Pohle-Preuss,
',eechatology as’ primarily anthropological and cosmological
is mieleadlng It might be thus conceived pantheistically
or atheilticaliy, although it is quite certain,ab well from
the immediate context as from the contents of the volume a8
a whole, that the author ‘s’ conception throughout is oonaitioned.
by Christian theological pre-supposxtions. ‘Jewish eschatologv,
~ne less than Christian, is bound. up inextricably with history,

'and with history as the background against which is enacted

: tue drama of God's purpose expre331ng itself in Creation

" . a8 its initial act, ‘and unfolding 1tse1f in succe861Ve -

though.by reason of the very perverseness of the actors, not
alwaye?brogressive - actsj- Neﬁerthélebs, the final .act, the
climax for which the whole of the preceding drama is in a
gsense oreparatory, is conceived of threughout, not - to

employ a phrase made popular by Sir E. Rsay Lankester - as



. "the Kingdom of Man" but of God In the words of tnaf fine
scholar of a former generation. "The Old Testament s what
might be called Theocentric.- Jehovah ooerates He accom—
plishes all; end He flnds the motives of His operations in

_Hlnself Hence the final condition of the world is ‘not 1n
the Old Testament the issue. of &a leng ethlcal development_
in human society, endlng 1n a perfcct moral world or kingdoml
of righteousness upon/earth The final condition is rather
due to an 1nterp051tion,or a series of interpositions,»of
Jehouah. These interpositions, of course, are all on moral
1lines; in the interests of righteousness they are to”hake
an end of sin and‘bring in everlasting righteousness,'ahd
the issue is a Eingdom of righteousness. But the issue is"

" due to a sudden act, or a sudden appearance, of God, and is
not the fruit of a growth in the hearts of mankin; "

It is in this very fact that the late-lamented Dri Bdwgn
Bevan hes seen the distinctien between the two main stems '
"$o which the now living religiensa‘of menkind belong. That
\distinction_is not between'Eest and West, or between Aryan
| and bemite, but rests upon a radical diflerence 1n conceptions
of God, Hebraic relibion, with its representative branches
(Christianity, Judaism and Islam,) derives.its distinctive
'character,as against'Greek and.Hindu philosophical thinking,
by its regarding God as'righteous Will rather than as time-

less Being, and by its conceiving of the world process as
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the realisation of a Divine puffpose moving through a

1
series of unlque events to 1ts flnal consummat1on. “Hlstory,"
Dr.. Whale has remlnded us, "1s God's roarlng loom. That is

why escatology is the Chrlstlan teleology" - as 1t was w1th )

Israel’of old. It was the genius of " the writer of that

apocalypse,wh1ch later was anudged a flttlng conclu51on to
the canon1cal Scrlptures,to commend th1s very truth to a
‘Greek=-speaking world under the symbol of Alpha and Omega.
But the symbol is Greek in form only. the truth wh1ch |
underlles 1t was concelved 1n the sp1r1tual matrlx of Israel

.
1
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THE ESCHATOLOGY OF THE INDIVIDUAL.

(1) EARLIER'STAGES OF _BELIEF.

Jahveh, the Group, and the Tndividual.'if: ,
It 1s sometlmes asserted that ‘there ls ahplace;for-a
full-scale work on the theology of the Psalter,_or, better still,
of the Old Testament 1tse1f If by thls'is méant:somethlng in
the nature of a 'Summa Theolog1ca' such a demand must be void of
accomp11shment. By the very nature ‘of the 01d Testament any

treatment of 1ts subJect-matter must be h1stor1ca1 for in 1t we

‘are dealing, not with Fully developed statice doctrlnes (if any

-. doctrine may, in fact, properly be regarded as statlc), but w1th

a record of man s feellng after God, a 1ong and arduous process
of trial and error.. Thus there must be as many "theologles" of.
the Old“TeStamént,’and-theréfore of.the‘Psalter.(mhich, in modern
- parlance, might be descr1bed not 1naplly as a "runnlng commentary"
upon Old Testament rellglon) as there are stages in the growth of
its rellgious ideas. Tt is 1mposs1ble, as Wardle rlghtly insists,
to set forth a "theology of the Psalter." o

Already it has been pointed out that to see eschatology

- in its true perSpective nothing may w1th safety be neglected in

the sphere of the present - llfe, by which’ eschatology is’ condlt-

1oned and of wh1ch 1t 1s the flnal consummat1on. It w1ll be

- deAz
necessary, therefore, to treat of the development of the rellglous
of Israel_ln general, 50 far as these-have direct bearing on the '

final state of man, with special reference to their occumence in
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the.Book_of Psalms. _ _

The sequenﬁiality of thé state of the future_life and .one's
conduct in this, which for centuries has been a é&mﬁoﬁplaéé in
all religions except,those which are sometimes described as
Yunmoral" 6r“praeter—moraf;" isfunknown'iﬁ fﬁe‘éarliestjstages
o@ﬁhe-religion of Israel. Sb.long és i@éas of éin ﬁere bbund up - .
with ;mana"and 'ﬁaboo’i énd'the emotions_aréused-infthe individ-

-‘ual_strictly "émbivalent"i no,concéption of éin.as the_deliberate
': tran;gression'of a known mofél 1aw'¢ould, in fact,'arise? It is
| true that ﬁere, as later, sin is regarded as that of'which the
déities‘diséppfove, but as ﬁheirlthoughts.and-actiOns are govefngd
by by capfice ratﬁer than righteous.will, man cén have 6nly é
'post eventum'lknowledge>of sinf whiéh'might-or.might not serve
Lim aright on a subsequénthCcasidn..'That-this-fear‘of unw;tting
9fféhce was not'alpogetﬁef dispelled by the coﬁing of "ethical . |
monotheismﬁ is seen, for example, in Ps. xix 13 (12)sq. in the
distinction between "seeret faults" OﬂX‘Mg) and-"presumptuous
sins" (D“fjf:.the Law bronding atonement in the case of the
formeri while the latter were adjudged incapable of admitting of
atonement.” . - _ a -

A fﬁrther and more important reason for the_lackAéflthe
bearing of the character of the individual upbn his status in a.
-futqre life was.the posifion whieh he was held to ocCuéyvin the
eyes of Jahveh and in relation to his fellow-men. Jahveh was not
concerned primafily with the individual 'qua' individual, but

rather with the family, tribe, or wider community of which the
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individnal formed_a,part,'a method which_“obliterated the rights.
of the individual, or under which, at least, the individnal did
not come into the prominence that‘helonged to him.ﬁi'Thus, as
Wheeler Rob&nson points out, the increasingv“soeial consciousness”
of the present t1me is not, as is often nalvely supposed, some-
,thlng entlrely new 1n the hlstory of c1V111sat10n, but has been
prominent at other perlods of human development, w1th results-

, "which, flom the modern standp01nt, are often startling, and even .
1mmora1*“2 At the same t1me, there has' been a tendency in some |
wrlters to overstreSs the aspect of “corporate personallty", upon
Whlch more w1ll be said- below. For the' present 1t will suffice to
assert ‘that personal des1res were subordxnated to the larger 1ssue,
of the welfare of the group, so that broadly speaklng, as far as
as this life is concerned 1nd1v1dua1 retr;butlon_aoes not’ at this
stage.featnre prominently, still less'in the nebulous atate of
existence which awaited the soul at death.

As all ideas regarding this life and the next hinge ultim-
ately upon. the conception of -God, it will be necessary in the
first plaoe to determine, as far as the material at our disposal
enables us to do.so, the nature of these beliefs in pre-prophetic
Israel. This is the more necessary in the case of Eebrew,eschat-
ology for two reasons: firstly because, aspmentioned above, eschatﬁﬁ
itself involves more than simply "the last things,"_and cannot;
therefore, if a balanced view is at all desired, be studied 'in
. vacuo'; and Seeondly for the important reason to which R.H.Charles

directs attention at the begimming of his monumental work, "A
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. - s : _
Critical History of the Doctrlne of a Fukure Llfe", namely, that

if we attempt to treat of those passages wh1ch relate to the

after-world alone --+ and this is true of the whole fleld from
Mosaism to the dawn of the Christian era --- we should find our—'
compelled Wirh

selves/to deal w1th isolated data,and/sources wh1ch are often
defectlve and coloured by a later env1ronment, w1th the result
that attempts to trace any semblance o? therence and orderly
development would be entlrely out of the questlon. It should not,
however, be supposed that the rel1g1ous development of Israel
followed a regular upward path from a pr1m1t1ve corpus of 1deas
common to anclent Sem1t1c peopks to the- flnest helghts attalned by
the greatest of the splrltual mentors of the Hebrews, for in the

long course of the "d1v1ne education" (to borrow LeSS1ng s phrase)

Iot the people of God retrogresslon all too often played its inevit
able part. Yet in Splte of " th1s a steady advance was made, thus
enabl1ng us rlghtly to speak of a "development" wh1ch has made
Israel's rellglous hlstory unlque 1n the annals of the world. \

There is no need for our present purpose to discuss the

'éorigln of’ Jahv1anymnuch.1s still --- and perhaps w1ll ever remain

- ==~ veiled in impehetrable-obscurity. We may accept its un1versal-

' attr1but1on to Moseg, "one of the most remarkable flgures that R
have ever passed across the stage of h1story," a flgure 50 1mport—
ant that, as the same writers have_ remarked elsewhere, had we no -
record of him, it would have been necessary to invent hlm?' He it
was who welded together the tribes of the Exodus and 1mparted to

6
them the consciousness of their belng a"pecullar pe0ple." In this
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act of choosing, Jahveh had Himself taken the initiative, sealing
that choice in a renewal of the "covenant relationship“ earlier
established with the_Patriarchs (Gn,_ix 9 sqq., Xvii-l.sqq.(P);
~xv 18 (J); Dt. xxvl 17 sq.). In return for their loyal service
He undertakes to give them a country (ux. iii-7- 17(JE) vi 2-8(P)).
-This Wlll 1nvolve host111t1es with greater and mlghtler natlons,
but’ Fe Wlll lead the1r armies and P1ght thelr battles (Dt. i 28--
.30° iv 37 sq.-Cf Jg-v 4 sqs- Ps. Ixviii 8(7)sq, lxxv111 52-4, etc)
Whatever mean1ng the later exponents of transcendence mlght have
attached to the apoellat1on NJahveh of Hosts" it is certaln that
‘at this stage 1t denotes the Goo of the armles of Israel. So
deeply seated d1d the term become in, the vocabulary of the
natlon that it appears throughout its llterature, occurrlng in
the Psalter alone f1fteen t1mes..—

For long, Jahveh was a. "local" God, dwelling, when first
He meets Israel, at Sinai (or Horeb) His presence among His
people, as they take up.their Journeylngs, is represented by the
Arkt Yet, in spite of the prevalence of primitive ideas, there
is within Mosaism the seed of ethical monotheism; the Covenant
- presupposes the quality of gooé faith both on the part of Jahveh
and upon‘that of Israel, a‘quality-which is extended to cover the
relationship between man and man (cf. Ps. 1v 21(20)), and which
follows fron the integrity of Jahveh and His care for His people.
Although judgment may be administereo‘by Moses and his_subordin—
ates, that judgment is alwa&s conceived of as Jahveh(s?

Passing on to the period of the "conquest" and settlement in
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'Camaan, J ahveh, Who has hitherto marched at the head of His
?23%%:, now assumes suzerainty in the land_whicthe_has given.
‘ An important point' arises here,_which.had far—reaching-conseqdences
for the_eschatology of the individual., Alphough He might be more,
.poWerful than other gods? Jahveh was nevertheless but.ohe_among
:'many. While the ancient-tradiﬁion stilllperSists.that the Sina-
itlc region 1s His proper home there appears a grow1ng conviction
that the land Whlch He has glven to HlS people 1s H1s 1and: W1thin
;1ts conflnes He' is supreme, and He alone is to be worsh1pped But
to those confines His jurisdiction 1s limited: w1th1n alien territ-
lory other gods prevall, and demand the alleglance of‘thelr subjects,
Whether'of permaneht or'temporary'domlcile. That this was the view
accepted in Israel is clear from many well-known and oft-quoted
passages in the literature of that people. M1lcom is the god of
Ammon, Ashtoreth of the Sldonlans- Chemosh of Moab. David's
_lament on his pvgsuit by Saul is that he has been deprived of his
customary WOrship of Jahveh and compelled to serve other godsT
' Naaman, on resdlving'henceforth to serve the God of Elisha alone,
takes the cumbersome step_of'transporting to his own territory
some of. Jahveh's soil upon which to practise his devOtionsf- As
‘late as the Exile the writer of Psalm x1ii-x1iii counts it his
_greatest sorrow that he 1s leaving his God behlnd h1m as he goes
into capt1v1ty, and the same pla1nt1ve note is struck 1n exxxvil 4:

~ "How shall we-51ng Jahveh—songS‘ in a strange land?“

an

This localisation of Jahveh's terrltory had/lmportani bearlng on

the nature,of the after~life, If absence, temporary or permanent,
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;excluded the Hebrew from the worship of his God, death was held'
to be the final rupture in that relatlonshlp, eternal and with-
out hope’ of restoratlon- for Jahveh's Jurlsdlctlon belng co-ter—
minous w1th the boundarles of Palestlne, He could have no dealings
w1th the departed, whose abode, Sheol, was concelved of as _
‘external to that land, |
Before’ proceedlng to examine the. prominent p031t10n whlch
..the‘Sheol doctrlne ocoupled in Ol14 Testament tnought, and 1n'that
of the psalmists in:particuiar, we would direct'attention,to the
supreme factor'whichjevinceS'itseif.in_the earliest stages of
Hebrewireligion and history,fand which_remains dominant through-
outf.:In allé Jahven"is'paramount: He has taken the initiative;
and all things derive.from Him. In the course of a fine essay
on’ "The Contents of the (Old Testament) Literature" Professor
Hempel has sald. TAS understood by the Israellte, history is at

all’ tlmes the activity of God.“ (Italics the original writer! s)

So strongly does thls convictlon pervade the 014 Testament

' document.s that it is no exaggeration to aver with the same writer
that "even in cases where there is no call to speak .of God or.

_ His rule, as in the ..... Davidic history and - in'quite another
| wa& -— in the Book of Esther, there is discernible in the baék-
ground, for those_who'will see it, a belief'inﬂa retributive and
providential activity of God.'."2 It is.this.fundamental belief --
.nay more, unquenchable oonvictiOn -- that fGod_is working His
purPOSe out as year succeeds to year" whieh gives meaning and
content to Hebrew eschatology, both individual and national, at

whatever level it may, at any particular moment , have'reached.
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The Sheol Doctrine. : L,

As'the-natore of-Sheol and the state of the departed within
1ts confines is a constantly recurring theme 1n the Psalter: 1t
must occupy our. attention in some detail. We shall flrst make a
brlef survey of the doctrlne as it appears in the Old Testament,
after which- every occurrence of the actual term?&fflmge recorded '
and examlned as neeessary. ThlS w1ll be followed, in’ turn, by a
rev1ew of the. varlous synonyms employed by the. psalmlsts for -'
Sheol itself and for its 1nhab1tants. R

It may be well, at the outset to enter a 'caveat' JIf we
expect to find clear and self-con81stent 1deas, we are inviting
disappointment. Logically compatible ideas are rarely to be
found in religious beliéf even as affecting the present life. Tt
is not only the pigot»('pace' Dr. Inge), whose ideas'are of
"amazing. crudity" because he has not theught them out, whose
‘mind is Sﬁocked with inoonsistencies, but also the genuine seeker
after truth'who_fipds himself, in the end, faced with antinomies,
and ofﬁen in large‘measure destined to share a similar fate.
Further, when thought leaves the present world and enters upon ¢ -
the highly speculative'realm of'the~nex£, even more glarihg
inconsistencies are to be expected, -and do, in fact, appear:

’ Charles, in the course of his'wofk.meﬁtio;ed_abovet is contin-
ually drawing attention to mutually incompatible ideas which
persist side by ‘side, and whioh do not admit of'resolutiop?

Scholars are divided on the queetion of whether the Heboam

beliefs regarding Sheol are the result of direct borrowing from
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Babylonian sourcesi themselves original, or whether both' Hebrew
';and Babylcnian are themselues derived'independently from a common
preQSemitic source.- As much still remains obscure regarding‘the
nature of this pre=Semitic sourcé the matter muét remain one for
congecture, and were its nature authent1cally established the
questlon would stlll remaln whether Hebrew 1deas represented a
pr1mary or secondary stage of . borrow1ng. One th1ng 1s certaln-
I ebrew bellefs regardlng the aFter—world are not pecullar to that
»_people, as the parallels to be noted Wlll make abundantly clear.
Whlle affinities with Babylon1an 1deas are frequent, and often
strlklng; Egyptlan 1deas-relative to-the state of the dead,
although of a hlghly developed nature,.appear to have ‘had llttle
influence upon Hebrew thought. The closest resemblance between -
the two peoples; Hebrew and Egyptian, in the matter of their
extant writings, is of a purely "literary".nature? Perhaps the
most important feature of the supposed indebtedness»of the Jew to
Egypt is in the rise of the "Messianic hope", but this view must
be regarded as being far from established'by its advocatesi Far
nore potent than Egyptian influence was that.of Persia; but as’
this was chiefly of an "apocalyptic" nature it finds little place
in the Book 6f Psalms. -
| - No attempt can be made in-a WOrh such as the present to
provide anything in the nature of a systematicicommentary on the
. Psalter. The method of treatment must be, in the main, selective;
_but in view of'the prominence accorded to Sheol in the.thought of

the Psalmists, its”hold upon the imagination of the Hebrews, and
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long-continued persistence, it must'occupy.the major portion of
the present study._ Nor will it‘beupossible to-discuss in detail-
the dating of'individual psalms and psalm—passages3 especially as
the attempt -- once so characterlstlc.-— to assign prec1se dates
has now been almost unlversallv abandoned, a p01nt on which more
will be said at a later stage. For the present it may Dbe remarked
that, in common W1th many other Old Testament passages where the
only avallable evédence for dating is scanty or amhlguous, such
a process must, in the last resort, be aimost entireiy subjectiyem
" The view here adopted‘is that the Psalter, as we_know.it to-day,
is not earlier than the'beginning of the third century, B;C.,

'and that -just as 1n the case of the Hebrew text there are forms
that "have surV1ved'the levelllng labours of the M’assoretss"2
thereby furnls 1ing the phllologlst w1th valuable data for his
study of the growth of the . language, so there are early passages

- which have fortunately escaped the attentlon-of a tendentious '

redactor :and furnish parallel data to the exegete. i

In Babylonia, the abode ‘of the dead is a mighty place s1tuated
under the earth, in the depths of the mountain Aralu, with its

.entrance in the west the reglon of - sunset It is interesting to

note that Kautzsch draws attentlon to the suggestlon.of Zimmern
that 5H€@ may be an Hebraic form of the Babylonlan Shll(l)am'

' _(-west)+ I Enoch xx11, whlch glves a very detailed account of

Sheol, places 1t 1n the west but this is the only passage in the

'Jew1sh writings, canonlcal_and otherwise, which' so locates it.

: 5 - ) . 6
Charles’ sees in the passage the influence of Greek ideas, noting

that in all other sections of Enoch the Hebrew view prevails.
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This v1ew seemg to connect %heol exclus1vely with the underworld
w1thout any reference to flxed geographical locationm, although
the mountainous association of I Enoch xxii 1 (“And (Uriel) showed
me in the west another great and'high'ﬁcuntain'of'hard rock) would
appear to be borne out by the poetlcal allu31on of Jonah ii 7(6)

"o the bottoms of the mountains I descended
The earth w1th her bars was about me for ever.,,.."

In the Psalter alone, references to the subterranean locatlon of
Sheol are frequent, as w1}l be'seen later. lee"them that go
::dcwn to the Pit" is the conditicn;cf'rhose upon earth from whom
Jahveh withholds comnunion (xxuiii'l) In xxx 3(2) the wrlter,
delivered from a 31ckness nlgh unto- death, and medltatlng on

"what 1s now and what has been", crles',;q,

"Jahveh Thou hast brought up- my soul from Sheol
Thou hast kept me alive from them that go. down to the Plt "

Horror of the Plt:recurs later in the psalm,_brlnglng to.mind the
pcdgnant background of ixxxviii, "the saddest psalm‘in the whole
_ Psalter." A sudden, 1living descent into Sheol is regarded by
another psalmist as the only flttlng end for a perfldlous com-
v panlon with whom the wrlter had been on terms of table fellowshlp{‘
Mllton s "Total eclipse w1thout all hope of day" would -
serve as an exceedlngly apt,descrlptlon cf phe»state_of the,
'departed'in Sheoi. The'aSpeci_assumed is, on'the.whole, of'a '
negative rather than positire existence; lying in dark places,
-~ in the bowels of the earth, perhaps even under the sea, the soul,
deprived of its once-cherished communion with God, is left to

occupy itself in an all-pervading silence: for
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"The dead praise not Jah, . ‘
Nelther any that go down into silence."

,When man returns to hlS earth, in that day h1s very thoughts

: 2 - 3
. perlsh Jahveh, for His part,- remembers h1m no more. To those

1y1ng 1n the 1and of forgetfulness Jahveh's lov1ng kindness,
_ 4
H1s falthfulness, Hls wonders, cannot be made manlfest Nor is

there, at th1s stage, any hOpe of restoratlon. W1th1n "the

b

" gates of death" the soul 1s fast bound and cannot ‘come forth:
s -

the "stranger and sogourner“ after enJoylng communlon W1th his

'God during a brief 1life here upon earth is destlned to pass his

~ days for ever in "the land of no return" =-- the 'irsit la?tari

(tarat)"of the Babylonian ‘cosmogony . How closely the Hebrew

resembles the Babylonlan w1ll be clear from the follow1ng

' descrlptlon from the . "Descentaof Ishtar"-«

"To-the 1and w1thout return, the earth : ... . :
(Set) Ishtat, the daughter of Sinm, her ear, I .
The daughter of Sin set her ear ’

‘To the dark house, the dwelling of Irkalla,

To the house, from which-he who enters never emerges,
To the way, going on which has no turnlng back, :
To the house, into which he who enters is w1thout 11ght,

‘When. dust is their nourlshment, clay their food,

They see not light, they sit in darkness,..

.Dust (rusts) on door and bolt."7 R

Unilike the Hebrew, the Babylonian abode .of .the departed has its

pantheon, the creation of the "theologlans of the Euphrates

8 N ' . i ’

Valley". The chief of this pantheon is not a god, but a goddess,

Eresh-kigal, whose marrlage to Nergal is described on one of the

Tell el—Amarna tablets..

Alongside the pr1vat1ve notions regarding the dead, which

have been mentioned above, there appears to have per51sted, in



‘28.
spite of the 'Tendenzmeldungen' of the propnets,aa firm convict-
ion that the lnhabitants of the other world were'not altogether
in a state of supineness -- at leabk so'far-as mental and
emotlonal act1v1ty was concerned Superior knowledge was often
attributed to them, as w1tness the term(tDJﬂ‘Piand the w1despread
and prolonged pract1ce of necromancy, to eradlcate wh1ch the
e1ghth century prophets and thelr successors sought to ‘establish
what has been descrlbed as’ the "OffICIal" doctrlne of Sheol?
Nescience can hardly be compat1ble with Rachel's weeplng for her
chlldrenjbor (accordlng to a poss1ble 1nterpretatlon-of the
passage) the Servant's post-obltum' sat1sfact10nf- Nor is the
cognltlve faculty entlrely dulled, or- the power of communlcation ‘
or. of sentlence W1thdrawn in the v1v1d descriptlons of the dead
in Ezeklel and Isa1ah ~ The ev1dence, however, both Hebrew and
Babylonlan,}scanty as 1t 1s, seems to p01nt to.the fact that
superior knowledge was conflned to those who had already been
endowed with it in this life. In the case of the former, the
summonlng of Samuel will sprlng readlly to mlnd, while Babylonian
sources furnish a somewhat parallel incident in the appearance of
Ea-bani to Gilgamesh.g To bring back the dead is, according to
I Sam. xxviii 15,to "disduiet"gthem: Samuel's message is one of
impending catastrophe'in_the things of this worldf.while Ea-bani -
"has even gloomier tidings of the nature of the world to come?

The most striking consideration, from the point-of'view
of religious development, in regard to,the condition of the dead

. is the entire aosence'of any ethical element. There is no

~

ﬁ
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duestion,pf reward or punishment for deeds done:in the flesh: all
aiike,'both good and bad, share the same fate. Even the normal
existence in Sheol requires as its prellmlnary ang act entlrely
. outside the power of the individual concerned, namely, proper
burlaiﬁ If Charles is rlght in. supposing thatJSheol was a natural
extension of the family gravei burial would follow as a 'sine qua'
non'tof entrance into it, Cremation was raré'(and on Charles‘s
showing the reason would readlly be apparent) and was, 1nkact,
| regarded as an 1ngury to the dead hence 1t was prescrlbed in -

extreme cases only, to render ‘the death sentence more severef In
the more humane Deuteronomlc leglslatlon, even the crlminal who'
is 1mpaled must be bur1ed before nlghtfall. The aver31on to
cremat1on, and the 1n31stence upon proper burlalj was in all
probablllty bound up- W1th the current bellef that ‘soul and body
should remaln united even in death. Nor' was thls 1n51stence upon
burlal wholly alttuistic, for the spirit, if not bound in burial
to the body,- would be left to wander seeklng rest, and might, in
its  wanderings, disturh the living. . Although references to non-
burial, and the indignitY’which.it'{mplied,”are fairly frequent
in the Old~Testament:.and receive mention in the Bab&lonian
writingsf there is in the Psalter but one direct instance.oﬂthis:
"The dead bodies of Thy servants have they given to be
meat unto the fowls of thefewls—af the heavens: the
flesh of Thy godly ones to the beasts of the earth.
Their blood have they shed like water round about Jeru-
- salem: and there was none to bury (them)." 9
-Another poSsible,reference occurs at_cxli 7, but here the tent is

. ' ‘ : 10
corrupt and wilqcall for consideration in another place.
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After_burial, the dead continue to exist, even in the most;
negatively conceived form of the Sheel doctrine, as is p;ain from
the feferences already given; their shadowy existence is not
peculiar to.Hebrew, nor even to Semitic eschato;ogy as a whole,
but is well- nlgh unlversali Of great momeﬁt is the fact that
'nowhere does 1dent1ty appear as obllterated, an aspect which ought
to te recelve due cons1derat10n by those who tend to overstress
"corporate personallty " Contlnulty of personal 1Qent1ty 1s-
,sometlmﬁs attested in'a graphlc manner: Samuel is apparently'
-known by his robe- ‘the warrior is accroutred w1th his weapons of
war;sklngs are seated op their thrones; In the Babylonlan Aralu
. the dead are naked:-though here too, as is abundantly evident,
personality continues, - The persisteﬁce of~featurai appearance
among'tﬁee'luce_carentes' is vividl& reflected in the 1lth Tablet .
of thé "Gilgamesh Epic", where the hero expresses surprise at
finding Ut-napishtim unchanged: |
"I consider thee, O Ut-naplshtim
Thy features are not changed, 11ke me thou art,
‘Thou art not different: even as I am, thou art. “7
- Continuity of pe;sonallty, even thoqgh long visualised as of_a
- shadowy nature,.cannot, as a belief, be asseSSed too highly, for
it it. had a bearlng of cardlnal 1mportance for the later Jew1sh
_doctrlne of resurrectlon, whlch, in turn, markedly affected the
_ Chrlstian, Charles,'commentlng on IT Baruch_xl;x and 1, says:
‘"We_have hefe, undoﬁbtedly,.a very iﬁtefesting view of the resurr--
eetion. Thus the dead will rise possessing every defect'and

deformity they had at the moment of death. This is the earliest
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_appearance of a doctrine which wa.s developed to extravagant
"lengths in later Judaism and Christianitye Thus,.according to
‘the Talmud (Sanhedrin 90b), net only were the dead to be raised
exactly as they were'when they dled, but there was to be a resurr-
. -ection of the verykclothes in which they were buried."

Setting aside the undoubted'crudities which have arisen in:{
“the 1earﬁed ag well as in'the yu13ar mind; the idea of the persis-
tence of personallty(wh1ch allalong characterises Old Testament
_ thought regarding the state of the dead, and whi¢h ‘is at the root _
of St. Paul's doctrlne of the resurrect1on of man) is of 1nestun-
able 1mportance for an ethlcal religion wh1ch seeks to glve due

-regard to the d1gn1ty of the 1nd1v1dual :
 We may conclude th1s review by natlng that, as far as the

'_ 01d Testament leads us, clearly-deflned 1deas regardlng the nature
uof Shte and 1ts dwellers are hardly to be found. Babylonlan
ev1dence 1s, on the whole; more expl1c1t, but|here agaln much is
confllctlng and uncertaln. The most expllclt Jew1sh reference
lles.out31de the 01d Testament and its Apocrypha. Within the 01d
. Testament the computable mater1al is almost wholly to be gleaned
from references wh1ch, although many in number, are rarely d1rect,_
the two which -- to quote Professor.G A, Cooke -- "1llustrate more
v1v1dly than any other passages 1n the - Old Testament current |

3
notlons of the Underworld" 11e outside the Psalterf-

' "Deep asleep he seemed, yet all awake" -— the cond1t10n of

the Lotos eatér of Tennyson's poem — is the 1mpress1on invited by

a consideration of the plight of the ancient Sheol-dweller.
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" The term "Sheol". in the Psalter.

We now pass on to'a'oonﬁideration of the'term "Sheol",
its meanlng, and occurrences in the Bogk of Psalms.

5\%@, (s.d. 5*9 ‘rare, never in Psalter), noun fem.,,
but apparently masc. in Job xxvi A&, Forn'pn... W1iv... DX
in Tsa. xiv 9 ef. G.B. Gray, I.C.C. "Isaiah" (i- xxv11(1912))
ph11 Ney Do 255, and G-K 145t. . ,

G. Margol1outh equates with 'Shualu', "one of the names
of the (Bab.) underworld" (E.R.E, i 437b, also 440a, 446a,
artt. ANCESTOR-WORSHIP, (HEB),(BAB)), a view first advanced
by Frd. Delitzsch and followed by A. Jeremias, Gunkel, al.
(for refs. v. B, Bi., art. SHEOL, 4453 sq., where this view
is tentatively adopted); Charles (Esch? p.34 n. 2) regards
the identification as probable.

Jensen, huwever, denies the existence of the word '¢ Shualu!
in Bab.j; it is regarded with suspicion by others (Schwally,
Zimmern5 and Delitzsch himself omits from his later work
"Ass. Handwdrterbuch* (1896) (refs., E.Bi. ibid.).

Jastrow (cited E.Bi. ibid.; E.R.E.440a) derives’ 'Shuadlu',
i.q. heol', from./ shdal, "ask", "inquire', hence "place
of inquiry" in connexion w1th necromancy. A. Jeremias in his
"Babylonian Concept1on of Heaven and Hell" p.28 (cited Marg- .
oliouth, E.R.E.” i 439D) regards the'Shdilu', one of the.
minor c¢lasses of Bab. priesthood, as the "1nqu1rer of the
_dead" but &s the function of the 'Shailu' is very, uncertain
(v. E E.R.E. X 287a, art. PRIEST, PRIESTHOOD (BAB. )), any
attempt to build upon this a derivation of 'Shualu'='Sheol!
from ./ shdal can only be regarded as circular.

Kautzsch (E.D.B., v 668a, n.l) derives- from v shl, "wide
gaping", "deep sinking", and draws attention to Zimmern's
congecture, already mentioned above (p.25), that the form
'She'ol' may be due to the Hebraising of the Bab. 'shil(l)am':
= "west" (ap. Beer, '"Der biblische Hades" p.15).

The derivation from /’shaal "to be hollow", hence 'Sheol!
as the' "Hollow place" (cf. German 'H6lle') is favoured by
R.L. Ottley, "Aspects of the O.T." (Bampton Lects. , 1897)
p.3363; A.B. Dav1dson, "The Theology of the O.T." p. 42532 -
Oezz. and Rob. p. 2463 G. Margoliouth (apparently) op. cit.
P Oa.

© 'B.D.B. (s.v. b‘XL)p.SBZb, qeV.) "J”dmb1ous" is still all
that can really be ‘said of the etymology.
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The most frequently occurring name for the abode of the
dead among the Babylonians was 'Aral(l)ﬁ', a word usually.
regardéd as having no .cognate in Hebrew. The point, however,
is worthy of further examination. Edward Langton has remarked

o : - ‘
in his recent study,"Good.and Evil Spirits!'- that "it may be
urged that if.the Hebrews had_borrbwed‘the“idéé of the abode of
" the dead from the Babylonians, we should reasonably éxbéct that
they would also.haV¢ taken over tﬁefnamé-ﬁy which it was com-
monly designated - namely,"Aralﬁ'"; Yet,without assuming
direct borrowing (which Langton, on the’basis of the widespread
uniformity of ideas among early peoples relating to the nature
of*.the underworld,'regards as inconclusive)'the striking simil-
arity between Hebrew and Babylonian QOnpeptibns_of the state of
‘the departed might be held to justify our refusing to rest
. content with the simple 'non liquet' of that wfiter and many
othérs, and proceeding to seek further possible illumination
from the realm of comparative philology.

A, Jeremias (cited Margoliouth, E.R.E. i 437b,n.2)
equates 'Aralu' with 'Ariel'(5%'"7&) in Isa. xxix 1, 2 (bis),
7, both words apparently signifying (1) the "mountain of the
gods", the Hebrew Zionj (2) "a pdace of desolation and woe."

: There may, at first sight, appear to be little
conhexion between the two meanings: they may, indeed, appear
self-contradictory, but such is far from the case as presented
by fuller prosecution. Mountainous regions were widely

- regarded by the ancients as the homes of gods: Jahveh was
formerly a 'Mountain-E1' (Oest. and Rob. pp. 154, 225, and cf. .
supra p. 21); nor was this belief peculiar to the Semitic

- peoples: — for sacred mountains generally see QOest. -and Rob.

~ p.1l, n,3; in Palestine, id. p.48 sq.; W.M. Ramsay(H.D.B. v,
p. 119, art. RELIGION OF GREECE) gives examples from Gk.
inscriptions and- coinsj; Wiedemann (id. p. 189a, art. RELIGION

O® EGYPT) from that country, although from its geographical
nature they are less numerous here; M, Jastrow jnr.) speaks
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of the 'zikkurat' as an imitation of a mountain (id.

S577b 8Q., q v. for conclu51ons, art. RELIGION OF BAB-

YLONIA); (ef. H. Zimmern in E,R.E, ii 318a: "The tower

(of the zikkurat) seems also to have been frequenily

looked upon as the '‘grave' of the god to whom the temple

belonged." Art. BABYLONIANS AND ASSYRIANS).

In Isas xiv 13 the interesting reference to the

"mount’ of congregation" ( TYib "IN ) "the dwelling place

of the gods, which the Babylonians located in the far

north" (H.D.B. i 452b; see also id. i 466b) contrasts it

with Sheol (verse 15) .located in the ;south, hence below

-the earth (id. i 216, and see further Sir G.A. Smith:

- "The Book of Isaiah" Vol., I, p.432)*
Beer (op. cit. pp. 7, -19) conjectured that Sheol was

originally the abode of the Semitic deities, a view in ,

which he has been followed by h.O James ("The 0.T. in the:

Light of Anthropology" p. 793q )2
The evidence would thus appear to point back to a primitive idea
of a community of abodeToﬁ-éods'end'spirite, themselves in all
probability being originally reparded as identical. When at a
later stage the two became differentiated, lhe abodé.of.phe
' former would naturally be loeated ebove,:aﬁd that of the latter
below, the'earth.- If the eQuetion of Aralﬁ'and Ariel be correct,
both‘originally designating the ‘samé thing, the terms have -
followed exactly. opp051te llnes of semantlc development Aralu
' ?1nally 1nd1cat1ng the abode of the dead (= thOl), and Ariel
in Hebrew the dwelllnnglace of dahveh. (Cf. Pss. ix 12 (11);
1xxiv 23 lxxvi 3 (2);.a1so for a reflection of the same idea
i1 65 x1iii 3; xlvi (in toto); xeix 9; exxi 1).

If this theory of Jeremias, which the pfesent writer
regards with congiderable favour, could be upheld it could
almost certainly be adduced as. evidence for the view which sees

in ancestor-worship the source of religious beliefs and prac-
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tices. This hypothesis, associated with the name of Herbert
Spenoer, although having undergone some considerable modification
since it was first advanced by that writer in 1876 (Principles
of Sociology" Vol. i, ésp. Chapp. xx-XXV), has shown.but little.
tendency to abandonment. Tt has, for example, been maintained
~ within recent times by Professor Rafael Karsten, of the University
of Flnland, Hels1ngfors, who concludes h1s survey, "The Orlglns
i
of Religion", a work expres51ng views "not wrltten down hastlly,
but after mature cons1derat10n“ (v. Preface), as follows- "The
worshlp of dead ancestors undoubtedly const1tutes -the most
important form of pr1m1t1ve're11g1on, belng perhaps the one from_
-which a religious cult in the proper sense of the word has
2 3
sprung', a Judgment substantlally that of Spencer and Frazer?
Although far from identlfylng ourselves with this con-
'-clusion, bellev1ng-that rellglon has not one but many roots, we.
regard the existence of. some formvof anoestor-worship in ancient
"Israel as practically certaln from the extant évidence,, notw1th-
standlng that 1long before the Psalter had assumed 1ts present
form the cult had fallen into desuetude, save for 1ts posslble
continuance in necromantic rites and practices?
. (For ev1dence in Israel see . Charlés "Eséh," PP 20~ 31; G
Margoliouth, loc. cit.; A. Lods "Israel"s pp. 218-230; Max
Loehr' "A History of Religion in the 0.T."7pp. 24sqq.- (more
cautious)j Oest. and Rob. pp. 98 sqq. (non-committal); .
Kautzsch in H.D.B, v 614 sq. allows tendencies towards ances-
tor-worshlp in the pre-Mosaic period, but holds that no con-
sciousness of this survived to historical times. .
7or examination and criticism of the theory of ancestor—
. worship generally v. W. Crooke in n.R.n. 1 427 sq.3; W, Schmidt

"The Origin and Growth of Rel1g10n" PP 61-72, esp. p.71 8q.;
© Oest. and Rob pp. 18 sqq., et al?).

7
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Tt should be pointed out; however, as_againsﬁ whaﬁ has_;
been said above, that the weight-of-bpinion amongst scho;ars is -
against the interpretation;of.Ariel in Isa. xxix as '"Mountain
of the gods" or Wof God", a;matter'which should therefore justly
fall for consideration. ' _ f . .

B.D.B. takes bW as "lioness of’E1" or "{(altar-)
hearth of 'E1"(H. 72a, s.V.; cf. dlso .D'X7X ibid.); so RVm;
R.R. Ottley "The Book of Isaiah according to.the Septuagint",
vol. i.(Cambr. 1902) p. 170, n. on verse 1, but reads "lion"
for "lioness", as does Sir G.A. Smith (op.cit., vol. i p.215)

- and interprets figuratively; H. Danby."The Mishnshtrans. from

* the Heb." (Oxf., 1933) n. on Midd. iv.7, p. 597, "lion of
God" only; Melville Scott "Textual Discoveries in Proverbs,
Pss:y and Isa." (Lond., 1927) p.200, as Ottley and G.A.Smith.

.. Gheyne (E.Bi.298, art. ARIEL) reads: (prob.)  5SX X
in verses 1, 2a, 7,(this reading being known, he suggests, to
the author of Isa. xxxi 9: "says Jahveh who has a fire ( "MaX)
in Zion" ete.) and Arial (512 = 5:7%) in 2bs "altar-hearth",

- with which he compares Ezek, ‘x1iii’l5 sq., of altar-hearth in
Ezekiel's Temple (ibid. f.n. '6, g.v. for Heb. forms; also
B.D.B. s.V.2RW; ¢f. G.,A. Cooke (I.C.C.,"Ezekiel") p.468 and
phil. n. p.475." . _ , : , .

"Altar-hearth" is the interpretation, too, of Robertson
Smith (0.T.J.C. 2nd edn., p. 356); Kennedy in H.D.B. i 147D,
art. ARIEL, g.v. for others supporting this and "lion(ess) of
God"; T.H. Robinson (Clar. Bi. O0.Ti vol. iii,-adloc., p.164),
"Altarhearth". o ' : .

The form 6444 (5%R) appears on*the Stele of Mesha,
line 12, and is there rendered "altar-hearth" by S.R. Driver
(E.Bi. 3042); W.H. Bemnett (probs) in H.D.B. iii 407b, n.'h';
S.A., Cook (C.A.H, iii (1925) p. 373) who compares Ezek: x1iii
15 and Isa., xxix 1 ("its numen"?). ' ' ,

Tn lines 17-18 the lacuna T\ 'S ** R is-restored "DXX
MM by Bennett (loec.cit) "altar-hearths of YHWH"; H.R.H.Hall,
Sidney Smith, S.R.K. Glanville, in "Bible Illustrations'(the
supplement to "Helps to the Study of the Bible", 2nd edn.,
oxf., 1931, p.12), following Prim and Socin, restore simil-:
arly but avoid translation, rendering "Ariel" in lie12 and
"Ariels"Hdsacred emblem(s) in liwel?7 sq: Driver (loc.cit.)
restores lime 17 sq.qiq "D[D> N]X "vessels of Yahwd", and is
followed in this respect by S.A. Cook (loc. cit.).

Cook's rendering is followed by C. Singer in "“The ,
Legacy of Israel". (Oxf. 1927) pp. xiii-xvj; Driver is followed
thgoughout by L.E. Binns (Clar, Bi., 0.T. ii, 238 sqq.); S.L.
Caiger in his useful though secondary work "Bible and Spade"
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(Oxf., 1936) follows Driver in limel7, and renders "ariel"
("i. e. shrine") in liel2, but cites no authority (p. 137).

- Sayce, who regards the term 'arels' (or 'ariels') as
apparently "having specially belonged to the 1anguage of
the Moabites" notes that the same word is found in the
Egyptian "Travels of the Mohar", having been borrowed from
the Canaanltes in the sense of a "hero'", and so interprets
as of persons, ("The 5ar1y Hlstory of the Hebrews“ (Lond.,

. 1897) p. 416.
We have c1ted the authorltles avallable at some eon31derable
length in an attempt to arrlve, if p0351ble, at a reasoned con-
‘clugion. bettlng aside as unllkely, if not altogether meanlng—
'less, "llon(ess) of Bl (God)“ we are left with the larger con-
sensus in favour of "altar-hearth (of Fl)" ‘In v1ew of the not
1ncon51derable doubt which ex1sts as to the.meanlng of 5‘?WQ on
- "the Moabite Stone, llttle help can be galned from thls ‘source.
' Nor does there appear to be any Justlfloatlon for connectlng this
word with Ariel in Isa. xxlx.,'except as follow1ng on a prlor
ascsumption -~ or, to employ Streeter s euphemlsm, a 'sc1ent1f1c'
guess" — that both words signify "altar-hearthﬂ,
Let us assume for a moment:that the signification is
. correct. Is it then7possible along such lines to-equate Ariel
with the Babylonian Aralti? A tentative hypothesis might, be
_‘offered as follows:— Primitive and more advanced ideas subsist .
- - 2 - . ) ° . .
side by side in the 0ld Testament; but quite. often, in the evol-
utionar& course; ajconception might undergo complete transform-
.ation, and the more developed_idea thus present the appearance .
of having little or no relation to the source whence it origin-
ally sprang. Ariel (_; Aralu = altar-hearth) would then be a
case in point, the link heing sought in the remote mists of

antiquity in the oustom of burying the dead near the hearthng
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In issue,ﬂthe hypothesis yields a similar result to that cf
‘Jeremias, for it would again appear to point back to a prim-
. iblve worship.(or.at least yeneration) of anceetors, earlier
customs acquiring in the.course of religious development
enblrely dlfferent associations,_the altar-hearth of the_
‘Temple indicatiné to-the anthropologist its origin-in ruder
antecedents.i- | | | |
To attempt to work out theequestion further would
hardlv be called for w1th1n the compass of the present study.
We must therefore conclude by observ1ng that, on the evidence
such as 1t 1s, an original equatlon of Ariel and Aralu is at
least pOSSlble, esPec1a11y on the theory of Jeremias to which
ewe 1nc11ne as by far the more probable. On e1ther vlew the
words as now known to us represent qu;te'clearly different
semantic trends, Arall having retained in its signification
the stage at whlch deities and the spirits of the dead were
differentiated: whilst Arlel continued to develop alongside

‘a growing Jahvism and so -accommodating igself to its. demands.

Hav1ng glven some attentlon to the term 'Sheol‘ and
1ts Babylonian counterpart 'Aralu', we now record, with phll- _
olog1cal and e;;getlcal notes where necescary, those pasSages
-1n the.Psalter in whlch'the former term is found. For
conplefeness' sake, all occurrences of”bhe'termrwill be -

. . . & ' P . :
given in this section, and those of its synonyms in the



39.

one following. Where more developed conceptions are ihvolved

~these will be treated of more fully at a later stage.

2ixy

(1) vi 6 (56) "In death there is no remembrance of Thee:
a3 In Sheol who shall give Thee thanks?".

HiIvY /D as in (iv),,.(vxf),(x),(xIII),(XIV),' infra.

g

(IT)  ix18 (I7)  “The.wicked shall return to Sheol;
T - Bven &ll thehnatlons that forget God."

The thought here is (as Brlggs i 75) that th= fate of
the wicked nations will be so disastrous that they .
will"suffer national death, and so descend as nations
to the abode of the dead.'" There'is no reference to

the - futdre destiny of individuals, such as Oest. (i
145) descries. :

(ITT) xvi _10."" "Thou w11t not abandon me to Sheol ' ()
. o Thou wilt ﬂot suffer Thy godly ond"to see the Pit"

@ 2®3) prob. "me (//TT‘Z)T\) rather than "my soul
(G-K 139f3 B.D. B. 660a, s.v. yn); cf. infra p.109.

(lr) DL N -
For "Pit" v. sub 7“1@ infra. .

(c) o

"Thy godly one"': Kt.T’ TDoN plur.; read, w1th Qre and
all ancient Versns, 7'M (so Acts 1i 27, xiii 35.
See further,. Perowne i 204 for Rabb. authorltles, ete.).

(Iv) xviii 6 (5).. Should be cited in congunctlon with the
prev1ous verse, of which it is a continuation:

5 (4) "Cords (?) of death encompassed me;
' Torrents of Belial terrified mej;
6 (5) Cords ‘of Sheol surrounded me;
Snares of death came upon me."

On 5 (4) Ve 1nfra ‘sub mn(p 55)- and " Hyaba ( -p 74 ) and
on whole see ektensive note in Cheyne (1904) i p. 67
for derivation from Bab, mythology. Cheyne reads Jnr)59
for MmN in 6 (5) and so sees four names®for the nethér
world — Deathland, Ruinland, Sheol, Gidémland — an
imaginative picture reminiscent of Bunyan. See further,
extended note at end of this section.

M af ..l v 20N e n [ [ U PP _l--_.__.I-L..‘-.A /e ma —s A=A 2 )
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_5%¢ (contd.)

S

(VI)

xxx 4 3). "Thou, Jahveh, hast brought me ( lﬂSJ )
up from Sheol;
Thou hast kept me allvémthat I should not be
of them that go dowrd®into the Pit."

For “L)SJ v. (III) supra..

(a) +oves (2): Perowne's renderlng, which well brlngs
out the sense of Kt. R.V, here follows Qre (° *7T1D)
as A.V., Brg., Jer., but PBV, RVm, following the Vérsns,
readg, with'Kt., I D, the better reading of- the
two. Inf. constr. f'Tﬂ‘ls regularly 77, the form
"Tﬁ‘ postulated by Qre nowhere occurring (G K 69m:=

._"a very remarkable case of the strong Porm"), although
as Perowne notes (i 221) a similar anomolous inf.

¢onstr. occurs. in Job xxxviii 4 (*7ID)., ‘
Kt. followed by B.D.B. p. 432b;5 Qest., and most moderns.

'xxxi-18 617) “MLet the 'wicked be ashamed;:
: Let them" be s11ent in Sheol "

© On thls, v..1nfra, sub ‘“3YT

(VII), (VIII), (IX) ' xllx 15 (bls), 16 (15 sq. EVV ).

The corrupt state of this passage, "the central passage
of the psalm" (Cheyne: "Origin of the Psalter" p.382),
has been the despair of commentators. - To enter wewnid
into detailed phllologlcal/wodfﬁ involve a great deal
of space: reference should be made to the .commentaries.
The following is Oesterley's renderlng (i 265, q V.

for underlying Heb text)

"Like a flock of Sheol are they destroyed,

Death is their ‘shepherd, and hath dominion over them;
In the field of Abaddon is their resting-place,

In the belly of Sheol is their dwelllng,

But God will redeem my soul

From the power of Sheol, for he will receive me." 5

Cheyne's rendering has, nevertheless, much to ‘commend
it. The following is taken from his Bampton Lectures

"~ of 1889 (publ. 1891, "The Origin of the Psalter"), and

differs from his version of 1388 (“The Book of Psalms")
(quoted Oest. "Fr. App." p. 256) in unimportant partic-
ulars as noted:
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"lee sheep, they are folded in Sheol;

. Death is their shepherd, and their frame shall waste
Sheol shall be their palace“for ever, Saway;
And the upright shall trample upon them at dawn.

" Nevertheless God shall set free my soul;
From the hand of Sheol shall he take me "

1888: (a)'form'; (b)'castle'- (;'_)..(c)"in the morning'.

(Note- Compared with this, his version of 1904 (i ?17),
_ though ingenious, need not detain us. The whole
-work is vitiated, as is much of his werk in E.Bi,,
by the unfortunate "Jerahmeelite theory", of
which S.A. Cook has justly written:- "Cheyne
attémpted to substantiate his conviction of the
ub1qu1tous prominence of the Judaean clan Jerah-
meel in the O0.T. by repeated emendation of the
_ Hebrew text in defiance of the accepted pr1nc1p-
les of textual criticism." (Hibbert Journal, ¢
Jan., 1943, p.134).In saying this, we do not .
.wish in.any way to minimise the great contrib-
ution of that great scholar to O0.T. and related
studies. His remarkable genius for emendation -
: sometimes almost uncanny - has led to many of his
o proposals having stood the test of time, and
- gaining the approval.of more conservatlve
scholars.) . .

As Oesterley remarks CFr App., p.256), Cheyne's comments
in his work of 1888 (p_138) are very much to the point. We
" give them, therefore, in Cheyne's own words: M"A parallel
from Arabic literature may throw adight on the 1magery. It
occurs in an Arabic pogm in the 'Hamdsa' which is .probably
of pre-Islamic origin.' A plague had smitten the tribe to
. which the poet belonged, and the tribe is therefore comparea
- to a herd of camels, with Death for their herdsman, 'to whose
- stall they all must come home, some-sooner, some later':

'And to-day they wander, a trembling herd, thelr herds-
" man Death;
One speeds away to his rest at eve, one stays till
dawn. 2 _

The personification of Death, with which Sheol often stands
in parallelism, is interesting. It has been suggested that, '
Sheol was personified as a .deity by the ancient Semites (see
L.B. Paton in E.R.E. iii 18la, art. CANAANITES), but it is
more probable that the name Sheol was in early times that of
a god or goddess &f the underworld.(Cf. Eresh-kigal,of which
'Sheol'y; noun fem., and always without article, mlght con-
celvably be a corruption or Hebraised form.) Oest. (Fr.App.
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p.252) regards the 1atter suggestlon as attradive, but’
“holds that there is no evidence to support it. S A, Cook
"however notes that the title "the king of terrors" in Job
Cxviii 14 suggests that the Hebrew Sheol was once believed
to have a ruler (The OT - A Re- 1nterpretation,1p 240, n.
to p. 133). Dr. and Gray ("Job™ I.C.C., p.161l sq.) take
ninba 7ON as Death personified as a_king, and com-
.pare the Ps. paggage here under review, also Isa. xxviii
15 (Death(// Sheol) as a party to a treaty.
Kennett ("The Church of Israel" p. 145) takes the Isa.
ref. = "we are in no danger of death", there belng no
thought of a compact.with a god of the lower regions;
G.A. Smith (Book of Isaiah" i p.160): "We have bought
destruction off!", of some treaty with a forelgn power,
As Dr. and Gray (loc. cit.) remark on Job xviii 14:- .
'Curiously enough, the ancient Versns, with exception of
the Targ, do not recognise the phrase "the king of terrors!"
(see further phil. n. Pt.II, p.1l19 in same work).
Nevertheless, in view of what has already been said of
the -existence in the 0.T. of mutually incompatible ideas,
together with the persistence of primitive conceptions
(supra pp 23, 25, 37),we strongly incline to the view
expressed by S. A. Cook, and hold that there is at least
some evidence to support 1t. Cf. further the case of
'Belial' (infra p 75 ).

(X)) lv 16 (15). "Let death come treacherously upon them;
' Let them go down alive lnto Sheol."

~ Wor notes v, sub JID infra, p.56.

- (XI) 1xxxvi 13. "For Thy loving- klndness is great upon me s S
- And Thou wilt pluck m€’from Sheol beneatith

(a) QN , (b) Oest. omits (arbltrarlly) ﬁzi ; cf.
with Dr, (7// Psr. P.253, n.3) ciii 17 ( PRIy TN ),
(c) v. supra p.32, sub (III).. (d) v, infra _Sub YANA, F?&

.' . e )
(XII) 1xxxviii 4 (3). "My soul™s sated.W1th mlsery(WV‘\),

And my 1life draweth nigh to Sheol,"

(a) Here rendered 'soul" //*wvﬂi'llfe' ( >10).

(b) Intensive plur. (I!YW) used here - cf. G~-K l1l24e.
M.+ A desperate cry of sufferlng, unrelieved by a
single ray of comfort or of hope." (Oest. ii 393); cf.
Kirkp., cited supra p. 26,

G.R. Driver has noted that in Bab.; as well as in Pal—
estine, "the 'sick sometlmes fancied themselves in their
despair already dead; .... the Babylonian addresses

his god as one who brings back him 'whose body has
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been taken down to Arallu.'"("The Psalmlsts" p. 129).
Added point is given to the lament - -if the psalm be
correctly interpreted as-that of a leper, in that the
victim was already accounted dead. ILangdon (E.R.E. iv
444a,,b, cites examples from the literature- of Bab.
showing, like the Heb., a p01gnant dread of death, the
ineluctable nature of which is brought out in the next
passage:

‘not see death? . :
That shall deliver himself” from the power (‘V)
of Sheol7"

(XITI) lxxxix 48 (48). "What man is there living who shall

For notes v. sub 3\_\_]3,. |°-58-

(X1IV) gggi 3. "The cords of death encompassed me,
Arnd the straits (?) of Sheol held me."‘

. "Straits of Sheol ("w 1"x':H'D) 50 Dr. 7/ per" pi345,
and B.D.B. p. 865D s5.V.)3 EVV "palns." The word oceurs
all three cases the context would be approprlate to
‘QOesterley's suggestion (ii 476, text-crit. n. ad loc)
that the word’ shoqld be’ rendered "ropes", as in. late
Heb, (ef. Arab. ;ﬁo - "bind" (B D B.-s V. NVYI864b).

._—T.

(XV) - cxxxix 8, "If I ascend into heaven Thou art there;

: If I descend to Sheol Thou art there too.

"Descend'": with ILXX and Syr. Heb:,/ Y3* +Nm rare (4 t )
and late, "make my couch"(?) (ef. Gilgamesh Epic, Tab.
xii, col. vi: "He rests upon a couch ete."), See further
Briggs ii 500 and Oest. ii 554,_cr1£.nn. : '

The psalm is late, and indicative of the conviction
of the Divine omnipresence -- even Sheol is no longer
withqut,the_jurisdiction of Jahveh.

The verse invites comparison with two lines from the :
"Babylonian Job", quoted at some length in Dr. and Gray,
op. cit., p 1 -xxxiiiy(q.v, for description, liter-
ature, etc. g

nIf it go well with them, they speak of Cllmblng up
‘(eld) to heaven:
If they be in trouble, they talk of going down
(arddu) to hell." _
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G.R. Driver (op. cit, p.132), however, cites as closer

‘verbal parallels the two Pollow1ng phrases: "They mount

‘'up (M) to heaven"(Ps. cvii 26), and "Let them go down(T]))
into Sheol"(Ps. 1lv 16 (15)), and omits any reference to

the passage under review, While it is the case that the -
verbs are different,(P2.,(but see B.D.B. s.v.,(652b);and
Y8*Hiph.), the s1m11ar1ty furnished by the antlthe51s is
striking. (Briggs (ii 494 and 500) regards the verbs in
Ps. cxxxix 8 as 1nterpolat10ns)

The verse should\ of course, be read in its context, -
espe01a11y together w1th the preceding and the two follow-

- ing verses. .There is no need to read Greek influence into
the passage. (so Oest., ii 556 = the Gk. 'Eos'), as Marduk -
too was Dawn-god "Son of the Sun" "Child of the Day", -
(E.R.E. viii 63b5 This, togetheﬂh1th his being a god of
heallng (id. ii 31?a),may be reflected in the 1magery of

"Mal. i1ii-20 (EVV.1iv 2); ef, also title of Ps. xxii, "Hind
of the Dawn" .(AnWn NHIN “by), which, as Astley points out
(Biblical Anthropology", p.90): is a'well-known epithet to
describe the rising sun.. In the Bab. Talmud the first

*appearance of light is called 'the hind of the mornlng 'S
dawn. ' We ¢o not, however, follow this writer in regard-
ing the ps.. (xx11)2as Messianic, though it may well be
that it is*based on-an early “descent-myth", just as x1v
in its present form probably preserves a sécular poem
worked over'with a religious veneer?‘(See further on ps.
tltles, 1nfra p.62 ). %

(XVI) gg;i_z. There is some disorder here. A dislocation
appears to.have taken place. 7a should follow
. 6a, and the whole (viz., 6a, 7a, 7b) be regarded
- as an 1morecatory gloss, as Brlggs (11 509), '
s ‘w1th whom read° :

Le) that their governors had been thrown down by the
sides of the crag, . -
.As one gplits open and bursts asunder on the ground;
O that their bones were scattered at the- mouth of
Sheol."
This’ reconstruction is more satisfactory thar Kirkp (p.799)
who includes 6b. If it be correct, the meaning becomes
- fairly clear, suggesting vengeance by a .form of execution
“rendering burial virtually impossible, and so bringing the
victim into the direst calamlty. (See Charles '“ech" p.31
sq.; W.H. Bénnett in E.R.E. iv 498a; NOldeke, id. 1 B672b
for examples.).
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EXTENDED NOTE. Sheol and."the waters."

An interesting phenomenon, which might well repay invest-
1gatlon,'1s the frequent location by the O.T. poetical writers
of Sheol as lying beneath '"the waters", or, where the location
does not receive specific mentlon, the use of the metaphor
"waters” (or its synonyms) in assoc1at10n w1th the underworld.

Where this is noticed by commentators, it.is. usually taken
. as meaning "the waters of the sea", i.e., Sheol extending, or
situated wholly, beneath the sea. There is, however, little

- evidence for this view. ' .In those cases in.-which the waters

are found in close'assoclatlon withi Sheol, the subterranean
waters appear almost wholly to be 1n01cated' A vivid picture
is given in Ps. xv111,iof which a passage is cited aboveée at p.
39. Although verse 16 (15) might appear to refer to the
waters of the sea, (Whlch is the reading in the -parallel
passage in IT %am. xxii 16), the writer would seem rathér to.
have in mind. the subterranean waters sasgzaé, for the follow-
1ng verse is anticipatory of. gheol-- .

"He sent down from on high, He took me,
He drew me out of mlghty waters.”2

(Wlth thls might be compared the line from the Bab. psalm:
"Grasp his hand when he has fallen into the water." (Clted
from E. R E. vi'252a)). :

. The same 1dea seems ‘to be present in xxxii 6, where sick-
ness had brought the psalmlst to muse on the contingency .of
Sheol:

"In time of distress",(following Duhm, cited Oest. 11208)
"at thp flowing of many waters -
- Unto him (i. 2F the godly man) they shall not came nlgh "

In lXXXVlll 8 (7), 17 (16) sq., the comnexion is evidentj
the waves and billows of the nether world are graphically’
depicted. So, too, in 1xix 2 (1) sq., 15 (14) sq., where, in -
verse 16 (155 the Pit Cn(l) is actually named in. parallellsm
town 2026 and “DIBD in the same verse.

" The metaphors employed by the writer of cxxiv appear
redolent of the underworld, especially in view of their
Juxtaposition to Sheol and its synonyms in undoubted contexts:
the swallowing up alive (ver. 3); the intended prey (ver. 6);
the escape from the snare (ver., 7); and.especially in the -
present regard, verses 4 and 5:

"Then hac the waters swept us away,
The torrent had gone over us;
It had gone over us -- the proud waters,"
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Some reference: here to the waters of Sheol would -appear to
be the most natural explanatlon. )

(A note on "the proud" or "the raging waters" is perhaps.
called for. ') T} is oA 3 51 vera lect., it would dérive
from / NI = 'bOil"swell"rage';—hence 'proud!, the render-
ing of EVV, Dr.(“// Psr."), Briggs, is a secondary meaning.
Briggs (ii 52 sg.) is prob. right in regarding verse 5 as a.
gloss. LXX renders 70 Udwp To AVuTSTTATov - 'irresistible'’. -
'not to be withstood'. But read, perhaps, ]l TaAX D L)

U,

Two other passages, themselved poetical though not in the .
. Psalter, should be taken into account with the foregoing. The
first is Jon. ii 3-10 (EVV 2-9), which has already received
-some-mefnition above (p. 26). "It consists of a poen inserted
by a later hand ! Thanksg1v1ng for- dellverance from Sheol
( bnuDIGJ, ver, 3), thé' watery" nature of whlch forms the theme
almost throughout. '"In thé heart of the seas™( T'M) 12193)
(ver. 4) is a gloss' to harmonise with Jonah's mariné” submer-
sion (i 25). NJ:(ver, 4) is usually a 'river', esp. the Nile
(Horton, ‘Cent. Bi, ad‘locy, p.209), though more frequently of
Euphrates (B.D.B., 625b-8q., s.v.). .In Job xxviii 11 (plur.)
it is uUnderstood by most of 'underground streams' (B.D.B.
ibid., but on this cf. Dr, and Gray (I.C.C., p.239 and phil.
n., Pt.IT p.195)) which would appear to be the meanlng here,
viz., the river of the underworld.

In ver. 6, IJYWI]ls used of 'the deep'. It is "phllologlcally
the same word as the Bab. 'Tiamat' (G.R. Driver, "Psalmists"
pP. 140) and recalls the Bab. "Epic of Creation". It is always
used of "waters". Briggs, in citing all occurrences in the
Psalter (i 293), distinguishes among its five usages one
possible allusion to the subterranean waters, viz., Ps. Ixxi
20 (so Dr. (*// Psr." p. 203, n.5) who compares xxiv 2). (On
DINN see further, Skinner "Genesis" (I.C.C.)? p. 16.). The
verse.may be rendered, with Qre and most Versns, as follows:

"Yea, from the depths of the earth ( ‘51 X7 NN AR )
Thou didst bring me (Kt. 'us') up again." -

But perhaps the most suggestive reference is Job xxvi 5:

"The shades ﬁrﬂaﬁﬁ) do tremble ' :
beneath the waters and the inhabitants thereof" (so MT)

Here the location of Sheol beneath the subterranean waters,
as in Jonah (on which see further J.A. Bewer "Jonah", (I.C.C.)"
P. 46), is explicit. For the "imnhabitants" ( T JDLJ) Dr.and
Gray (op.cit. p.21% sq.) suggest "the fish", but Trécognise °
that this is not altogether satisfactory. Peake (Cent Bi.sad
loc., p.235): "probablv the great sea monsters"

[o]
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A more likely explanation, which in view of what has already
been said would render the passage instinct with meanlng, is
that the "inhabitants" are mnone other than the. 'Rephaim', This
interpretation would, we submit, throw light upon a professedly
difficult verse, and would have the added merit. of avoiding any
interference with M.T.. (Dr. and Gray, for example, suggest the
placing of the athnach beneath MNAN, as Ley and Ehrlich.)

By reading the waw of mpJdlas 'waw explicativem' (G-K 154a(b))
the parallelism would p01nt to the waters as. Sylionymous with
the abode of the 'Rephalm'- i
(1nhab1tants."
"The shades do tremble beneath the waters, even their

~ Should this interpretation be correct, it m1ght .serve to throw
some light on tHe Second Commandment. Just as the Third is
regarded by some as prbhibitive of the use of the Divine Name
for maglcal purposes (e.g. Wardle, Clar.Bi., O. T.y vol.i,p.138;
see also M.Gaster!in E.R.E. iv 813b), so in the Second the
'1nJunctlon forbidding the making of graven images of anything
in "the waters under the earth" might equally well be a prohlb—
ition of the 'Teraphim'. While the nature of these objects is
still undetermlned, the contention of Stade and Schwally that -
they were images of ancestors has been widely approved,and still
appears to be the most prohbable explanation. (See further, .
Charles, "Esch" pp 20 sqg., esp. f.nn. pp. 20-25;.Oest and Rob,
pp. 100 sqj; Burney, "Judges" p.421, who connects with necro=.
mancy; E.R.E. and Bible Dictionaries, pass1m)

That images of fish or monsters of the deep are implied in the
prohibition in the Decalogue is a most improbable view. Although
fish- and water-gods were known to the ancients, including the
Babylonians (Oest and Rob., p.33; H.D.B. i 544a; E.Bi. 334,lime
14 sqqj 1530 sq.} the flsh-god nevertheless "seems to be a some-
what rare phenomenon"(E.R.E. i 514b). Dagon, the Philistine god
(Jg. xvi 23, I Sam. v 2-7; Beth-Dagon ~ I Chron. x 10), is now
almost universally conceded to have been a corn-spirit (Oest and
Rob. 177; Clar.Bi, O0.T. i 44 and ii 158; Cent -Bi. "Samuel" p.61;
see also artt. DAGON in H.D.B. i 554 and E.Bi. 983 8qq), the
etymological connection with .A}(as Kirkp., Cambr.Bi. "I Sam."
(1880) p.76) having been abandoned in favour of JJ7T(cf.B.D.B.
5.V, }141‘p .186a; Stemning in "New Comm." D 220b, Tete.).

Sayce,’ op. c1t., P. 356, holds that Dagon had ‘been worshipped in
Palestine prior to the Philistine invasdon,(a view which has
followed by others, e.g., Strahan in P.C. 268b 8q., Kermedy in
Cent Bi., loc.cit.,)which would further m111tate agalnst his
belng a flsh-god. P

It is true that Deut iv 18 states Spe01flca11y "the 1likeness
of any fish" ?LFT bj 1\1331), but this is at best only a tert-
iary authority,"Being a paraphrase of a recens1on of the
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‘original "Ten Words" (ef. similarly Deut v 15 with Exa'xx 11
(E)) at a date when the meaning of the prohibition would have

been misunderstood, the practice therein/hav1ng fallen into
desuetude. ° : - _

To summarise:- the frequent mention of "the waters" in
connexion with the underworld suggests that at one stage at
least the two were regarded as synonymous terms.” A close

- examination of some of the pagsages concerned serves to
~elicit tangible presumptive .evidence for the.conclusion in
favour of the prevalence of anceetor-worship, and perhaps
necromancy, centring in the 'Teraphim', as put forward above.

v
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Sheol =- it s syndnyms and the state of"its inhabitants.

In this section the various synonyms of Sheol whlch
oceur in the Psalter are rev1ewed together w1th the Ferms -

which are indicative of its inhabitants.

'\\J. noun, masc. 'pit!, 'Glstern' 'Well" As syﬁonym .of, Sheol

(1)

(1I1)

usage is late and poetlcal, always without article.

- Derivation uncertain, that from »INQ (only inrRiel),
(B.D.B. p.91a) unsatisfactory. : Attempts to justify, as
€.g. Ewing in H.D.B. iii 885a, art. PIT, can only be regard-
ed as artificial. More plausible is /TN 1 'eat', hence '
'swallow up'. On term, see further.E.Bi.-B?SI.and 880 sq.

Some regard the use of the term,;from Ezek., xxxii 23

sqg. onwards,as indicative of some differentiation between
the Sheol dwellers (Oest and Rob. p.354; Oest. in "Fr.App!
P.256 sq., and "Pss" i 198; Brlggs i. 60; B.D.B., p.983a,
S.V. D9IX ¢ sect.3; id. p. 92b, 5.V, ngbect 5.). With David-

son, howéver, ("Theol. of 0.T."p.428 sq., q.v.) we are

doubtful whether such'a dlstlnc ion can be malntalned
Wlthln the O0.T. canon, -

. The passages cbhtaining thefterm are as follows:

vii 16 (15) . Not of Sheol.

xxviii 1, "If Thou be silent unto me
I become like them that go down to the Pit."
See, on Hyis Verse, p-72.

coxxx 4 (3). V. supra., éubﬁix@ (V), p.40.

[

'x1 3 (2). - "He brought me up also out of the roaring (?7)

Pit, out of the migry clay."

"Roaring", so Dr. ("//Psr" p,113). The Heb. .word. }IXY
occurs only here in Psalter, and elsewhere rarely :
(see B.D.B., p.98la, s.v. where all instancés cited).
Gratz reads 'WKIMJ(CI. xxxy 8)3 so Cheyne (1904) 1
177, ‘\VIQ)(Slc), Duhm - X\U Odst. i 233, following
Gressmann, SRy, the best emendatlon, although the

- context does not really favour a reference to Sheol.
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(VI)

50..

The 'Valqut Shlmonx' in what H, Loewe describes as “a
striking piece of eschatology" (Essay "Pharisaism" in
"Judaism and Christianity", vol. i)} refers the passage
to the deliverance of the "s1nners ‘of Israel'and the -

.rlghteous of the Gentiles" from Gehenna by Michael and

Gabriel® See also on this M. Joseph in E.R.E. xi 148a,

art. SALVATION (Jewish).

For "miry clay" (}1"119 o) ef, 1xix 3 (2) and 15 (14);
also.Jer, xxxviii’®} on the basis of which some of the
older. commentators have -ascribed authorship of the ps.
to that prophet. Cf. also. the "Descent of Ishtar":
"Dust is their nourishment, clay their food. «iden .

_ Should I eeee €At clay instead of food?"

'1XXXViii'5=§4)' "I am numbered with them that go down

‘into the Pit;
I am become as. a man w1thout strength.“

Cf. verse 11 (10) '6f the same’ ps.;'"Shall Rephaim (the |
weak, strengthless ones (?)) rise to praise Thee?" On

'Rephalm V. 1nfra, p.6l

ibid. ., verse 7 (6) "Thou hast lald me .in the lowest Pit."

| ~ On this phrase see under J]T)Z}lnfra, Pp-72- ?4. B

(VIT)

exliii 7 "Hide not Thy face from me

Lest I be like them that go down to the Pit.n

olmllar in thought to (II) supra..




L

. Closely allied to the precedlng is “")—:l ) prOperly
'well', which B.D.B. connect, as 113, with /A¥1, but point
out that the connexion with t.hls J/ is not clear Zp. 91b).
The possile \/"ﬂJ has- already been mentioned (supra, p.49),
though this is open to philological objections. It may well
be that both N1 and X2 are variants of a common ./ br :
(see G.R. Driver in J.T.S., April, 1935, p. 152,for inter- -
change .of £ and 1., a "variation of' orthography and dia- )
‘lect", and n.2 1b1d for further examples; al o P.R.Ackroyd
id., July-Oct., 1942, p. 160 sq. ); cf. Arab Gy also Vahrhy

The term f\\_) occurs only twice in Psalters:-
(I v 24 (23) ‘on whlch see below, SV, T\TW) (Iv).
(I1) 1x1-x 16 (15) "Let not the water-flood f‘low over me,’

And let not the deep swallow me up,
And let not the Pit (mfa) shut her mouth upon me."

The parallellsms here have been noted above at p 45,
q.v, for Heb terms.

On verb WYY («A) 'shut up''close’ 'bmd', see Brlggs
ii 122 for emendatlons, and B.L.B." p.uza.

. x_-.-_ o

-

. noun fem. o TAW'sink down' (B.D.B. 'p 1001). ILXX
passim, and fwequently foldowed by EVV, erronecusly
connecting with v TN frenders '%uxcpeo poX . :

The word is uUsed of a hollow dug in the earth for
catching prey in Ps. vii 16(15), ix 16(15), xciv 13;
“Prov. xxvi 27; F‘zek xix 4; of a natural hollow in Job

ix 31.

It is applled ‘to Sheol in Job xvii 14 and xxxiii (5t.);

Isa. xxxviii 17, 1i 14 (?); Ezek. xxviii 8; Jonah ii 2
7-(6), and in the following passages in the Psalter:-*

' >

Y
i~

(I) =xvi 10 "Thou wilt not suffer Thy godly one to see -
o _ the Plt " o

IXX i8dw Suadbopuvs EVV "ccrrruption, RVm "the pit".

On "Thy godly one’ v. supra sub bNLS (IIT), p.39.
- On nnY see useful n. in Perowne 1i-205..

(11) §X_X__l__0__§_g) "What profit is there in my blood
: I when I go down to the Pit?"

LXX £’14 '&xdg%o()aw 3 EVV "the pit"; Oest. "corruption.'&
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(III) xlix 10(9) comnects with 8(7), versé 9(8) being a

.(Iv)

parenthesis. Reading-(with Ewald, Duhm, Kirkp., Oest.,
et al.)nTy: ... Y for MT n7Mma1ad.. MY, and following
Oest. (g.V., 'i. 265, but c¢f. G.R. Driver in J.T.S.
Jul-Oct 1842, p. 1555, the passage may be rendered:

"But no man may buy himgelf off, nor pay his.ransom
to God,
And so 11ve for ever and ever, and never see the P1t "

LXX n(a-d¢ebe s EVV (except PBV "the grave") "cor—

ruption'; RVm "the plt"

lv _24(23) The text of this psalm is in con51derable
) dlsorder. As it stdnas, the verse reads-

"But ‘Thow, O God, wilt bring them down: to the
' well of the Pit ( nnvY nXa);

Men of blood and deceit shall not live out

. half their days ('DW‘D‘\BTP‘ b),

‘But I will trust in ’Fhee W

'Loglcally this verse should follow 92(21), the 1nter-

vening verse belng in all probability a gloss on 24c¢

. (23c), MDY 123 is not easy to translate. LXX renders-
" alg Ppiap 51wd 6 ops 3 EVV "pit of destruction",

Briggs (ii p.29) renders "Pit of Sheol" = "\\a, the
reading of Baethgen and Duhm, Oest., following Buhl,
"Pit of doom" (NMY IX1A). : '

" As Cheyne notes (i 247 (1904)), the expression is
_tautological. But it should not be rejected on these

grounds alone, for tautology is not uncommon in Hebrew.
His emendation®has little to commend it apart from the
Pact which he probably had in mlnd, viz., that the
phrase 17N 51Xw Vi3 occurs in Job xxi 13, to quote
B.D.B. (s.v. y.]p.22la) "of a quick and painless death"
on which see further Dr.& Gray ad loc., p. 184,ané phil.
n., id. Pt.II, p.146. Cheyne reads: "Thou .... w1lt _
bring them down in a moment to the Pit", which is cert-
ainly in keeping with the general tone of the psalm; cf.
verse 16(15), and Kirkp's note (p.315) on verse 24(23).
Emendation, however, is not required., Leaving MT.as it
stands the phrase may be rendered “well of the Pit", or,
as B.D.B. s.v.X2 "Pit of (the)grave" (p.91b).
It is not necessary to regard the phrase as indicative

- of" later distinctions in Sheql, although this as other

terms noticed might have appeared to sanction such
distinctions as were characteristic of doctrinal
development. :
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(V) giii_ﬁ. "(Bless Jahveh) Who redeemeth Thy life from

X

Y
———m—

the Plt "
nxx 2K $bopxss EVV "destruction'; RVm "the pit",

"Redeemeth" (E)XJ ) . In all occurrences of the verb
in the Psalter Gdd is the subject, and personal relat-
ionship is implied. For full references. see Briggs i 175

.

noun masc. 'dry earth''dust'. ., dubious, see B.D.B.779b.

That "dust" should be used as a synonym of Sheol is not
surprising. In the Bab. cosmogony there are passages
which suggest its universal prevalence in Arall; it rests
on doors and bolts; it is the nourishment of the departed.
Jn Job, where affinities between Heb. and Bab. ideas of
“the underworld are the most striking of all, the metaphor
occurs-in vii 21, xvii 16, xx 11, xx1 26, xix 25 (?).
last-mentioned see below, p.99sq. Commentators vary on the
pre01se interpretation of these and similar verses, some

- seeing a mere reference to the grave, others to Sheol

itself. See further Dr. & Gray (ICC) and Peake (Cent. B1 ).

‘13>Ioccurs 13 times in the Psalter. A careful exam-
1natlon of these passages reveals that.in only three
instances can a direct allusion to the after-life be
inferred. wvii 6(5) "Let the enemy ... lay my dory CTIJ")'
in the dust" is of humiliation rather than the dust of

- death (ef. Briggs i p.58). In eiv 29, again, "When Thou

withdrawest (H@Rfor qax’}\, Qal imperf. 2 masc. sing. (see
B.D.B. p.62a s.v.; G~K 68h.)Briggs ii 332 wrongly takes
as Hiph. imperf.) their breath they die, and to their dust -

- they return" the reference is not to Sheol 'per se', but

to the materlal of the human body, to whlch, on death, it
will return*(cf. ciii 14; Gen. ii 7,-1ii 19 (both J); for
other refs. see B.D.B. s.v. '\as/, sect. 1 b, p.779b).

The three eschatologlcal passages are as follows:

(I) xxii 16(15) "Thou hast brought me into the dust
of death ( '\Jn_g-u')‘n J]']D'“\E)y’b e,

Oest. (i 178), following Gunkel, reads ngw; '\3}’)1_ .
Having in mind the dusty nature of Sheol - the'¥éad1ng is
attractive, but unnecessary.



| T 54,
2% (Contd.) . - , -

(II) xxii 30(29). "All they that go down ‘to the dust.
. . shall bow -before hlm." '

As Kirkp. remarks, thls is "a most obscure verse,"

On the various. interpretations which have been offered
-the commentaries should be consulted. It is certain,
hawever, that the reference is to death, and the verse,
together with the whole psalm, will fall for consider-

ation later. See under "The Eschatology of the Nation",
infra, p.5i 59 e ,

(ITII) xxx 191@) “Shall the dust praise Thee? shall it -
declare Fhy truth?" :

Here N"®Y// to :nnlb . Ouotatlon is the complement
=of that ‘under IMW “(11), p. 51 supra. ~-

n noun,masc.,-oceurring 7 accordlng to B.D.B. (s.v. Do 560b)
' -~ 161 t. in O0,T. In Psalter it occurs 21 t. (noun)
Verbal forms will be dealt W1th under VD .

" B.D.B. (1oc. cit.) dlstlngulshes three usages. of the

term:

(i) death as opposed to life, a distinction not

- universal among primitive peoples; cf. W.H.R. Rivers:

"Psychology and Ethnology" (Lond., 1926), pp 40sq.

- (1ii) death by violence as a penalty.
(iii) state. or place of death. ‘
It 1s only with (111) that we are here concerned.

o (I) vi 6(5) //5R0 q.v. (I), p.39 supra. '-
. — : (Sheol.
(IF) yii 14(13"the instruments of death" (IUET‘?I?)..Not of

(III) ix 14(13). See under (XVII)(Ps. cvii 18) below.
(IV) ¥iii 4(3). "Lighten mine eyes 1est-I'sleep in death."

" EVV (except PRV "1n death") "lest I sleep (the sleep)
of death.” On construction see G-X.11l7 r, n.#.

Two aspects are present here: '
(1) absence from God as'the condition of the dead,
the "lightening of the eyes". (ive., 1ife; but cf. xix
- 9(8) where the eypress10n is used in a different sense)
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being the consequence of the shining of God's countenance
(d'139). The thought recurs in xxxi. 17(16), where again the,
context favours a contrast between life and death. For
other.refs. to the metaphor in Pss. and elsewhere see
Briggs i 101.
W.T. Davison (in Cent. Bi. *Pss." i p.83) regards the "light-
enlngbf the eyes" as the receiving of fresh strength and
courage, comparlng the case of Jonathan in I Sam xiv 27, 2J,'
and Ezra ix 8; so Dr. (//Psr,p.31 n.2); Kirkp. p.64; Oest. 1
152. The expression, however, seems to imply more than a

. temporary re-vivifying, denoting rather a continuous state
of life, dependent for its very existence upon God's favour
as shown byjthe shining of His countenance (¢f. the Christian
doctrine of Grace). Thus Briggs (loc. cit. ) rightly equates
with Num. vi 25 (Tbx ™D AN AX).

(2) The negative character of Sheol as expressed in "sleep!
Although Briggs -denies the implication "that the dead con-
tinue in a state of sleep in Sheol", holding rather that
"the state of dying is a falling asleep to awake in another
world" (ibid. ) it seems clear nevertheless that such pass-
ages as Job-iii 13, 17sq., Xiv 12, “conceive of death as a
state of perpetual sleep, a view which has éver been widely
held and which has persisted to the present day Cf. the
well-known lines of Catullus: '

"Soles occidere et redire possunt:
Nobis, cum semel occidit brevis brevis lux, :
Nox est perpetua una dormienda." ('Carm.' v 4.)

(V) and(vI1). xviii'5(4) 5Q .

5 (4) "Cords (?) of death encompassed me;

: Torrents  of Belial terrified me;

6 (5) - Cords of Sheol surrounded me;
Snares of death came upon me."

_For "cfords" ('D7DATM) read probably, as II Sam. xxii 5
"waves" ﬁ&“\:ﬂno), ‘80 Oest,, Kirkp.; Briggs favours as "a
beautiful metaphor The read1ng|3 *>an appears to be a
copyist's error in assimilation to verse 6 (5), but, as
Kirkp. remarks, it must be very ancient, as it is recog-
nised in cxvi 3: "Cords of death encompassed me," etc. On
this verse see under leu)(XIV), supra p.43.

. "Snares of death" (D Hﬂ )ID). Only occurrence in Psalter of
Q)DlDln this sense, a though the term occurs elsewhere in
Psalter 5 t. (fem. in cx1i 8, otherwise always masc. ).

(VII) xxii 16(15) - See above, p.53, under '\@(}:(I).
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(VITT)

(IX)
(X)

:(XIf

 xlix 15(14). See above pp. 40 sqq.-on this passage.

56.
xxxiii 19. "The eye of Jahveh is upon them that fear «
Him oo (verse 18) :

To deliver their soul from death
And to keep them alive in famine."

1v 5(4). "Terrors of death are fallen upon me."

Read: "Terrors are upon me", omitting JBQJ nmn
with.Oest.,, following Gunkel. (i 285). " (dl{tography.'
Briggs (ii p.27), following Cheyne, omits 31W3 only, as

dv 16(15? " Text corrupt as €requently in this psalm.

Kt. nin'd) "desolations" (as RVm) improbable, the word
occurrlng elsewhere only in the place-name MDY na

-4 t., 'scriptio plena’ only in Ezek. xxv 2. For remaining

instances see B.D.B. p.lllb, and cf. 1d. p.445a s.v. NN’ d!.

Qre: MNIN "$) . ‘4§ Hiph. 1mperf. s.d. for R'W2(G-K 74k) =
'beguile” and so '¢ome treacherously.(upon)', as Dr. (//Psr”
D.155), the reading of the majority of the MSS and Versns,

(on whlch see Perowne i-459). LXX: zAbz w Bavatvag ET’ dU'ng

Read, probably,-WIth Briill: n:yba‘ N K7 "3 , noted as
plausible by B.D.B. s.vV. ALLIII, p 674a, favoured by

. Briggs (ii p.28, where note XY) misprinted Xw\)

Brill's emendatlon followed by Oest. (i p.285, Where note
misprint, metathesis of Sand ¥ ).

The verseé may then be rendered as follows:

"Let death come treacherously upon. them; let-it swallow
them up; let them go down alive into Sheol."

'9blloccurs in the same ps. at verse 10(9), elsewhere in
Psalter 7 t.
The writer has in mind the. Dathan and. Abiram episode: cf
Num. xvi 32 "Andthe earth opened her mouth and swallowed
them up ( mpXxX yoamy)n (JE? The convulsive action of the
earth is recalled ‘again in Ps. cvi 17: "The earth opened
and swallowed up Dathan, anc¢ covereed the company of Abiram",
where the combination with the Korah narrative (P) in the
following verse would appear to indicate a date posterior
to the final redaction of the Pentateuch.

Cf. also Ps. lxix 16(15), supra, p.51; Prov. i 12.
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(XII)

57.

lvi 14(13). "For Thou hast delivered my soul from death,

Thou hast kept my feet from stumbling,
That I might walk before God
. " In the light of life (m™nmn)."

"Thou hast kept': reading with Oest.,follow1ng Halevy,
nXY3for XSN. .On the form NXII, exemplifying the

 close relatlon between verbs Lamedh He and Lamedh’Aleph

(XTII)

see G-K 75 nn and o0o.

This verse also occurs in cxvi 8 sq. with varlatia1s, for
which see Brlggs ii p.36.

1xviii 21(20). The sense of this verse is best brought
out in Driver's translatlon (//Psr p.189):- :

"God is unto us a God of dellverances' .. (death."
And unto Jahveh the Lord belong ways of escape from

"Ways of escape" :nnz'-_?,\r\, only plur., and usually of

- extremity . (border) of territory. Only here in Psalter,

(XTV)

and at all in this sense. .
"From death" an:b = "in face of death", '
Qest. (11 322)- "The Lord Jahveh hath issues from death." '

(lxx111 4), Bracketed as a doubtful reference.

Speaking of the "arrogant" (Ir5b1ﬁ) hére, as in lxxv
5(4), // to u‘vu'\ MT reads nnm‘: nagIn PR3
'Dbax ¥ Wthh both.AV and RV render: "For there are

o'"bands (RVm 'pangs') in their death: But their strength
1s firm'"y PBV: "For they are 1n no peril of death.™

As the context hardly favours a reference to death we

adopt with most moderns, following Moerlius (1737), DR \r)')

"“or they have no torments,'sound and fat is their body bt
"M AaAYINis difficult, occurring only here and Isa. 1lviii

" 6, Cheyne("Origin" p.477): "A quadrilateral of a specially

Aramaic type", the insertion of N in lieu of dagesh being
common in Aramalc (id. p.478). See also BDB p,35%, s.v..
DN is taken with ghe second member of the verse.
Perowne ''s objection that the word i§ "nowhere used of
physical, but always of moral, soundness" (ii p.l1l7) is
hardly borne out by usdge, e.g., Cant., v 2, vi 9: "7\

EVV "my undefiled"; Glnsburg renders.''my perfect beauty"
and. quotes Rosenmiiller's explanation, Ta PR DIO
(ﬂThe Song of Songs" (London, 1857) p.1l64 sq.;.
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-(XV)

(XVI)

58,

\

1xxv111 50. "He (Jahveh) withheld not their. soul from
. " death,
But their life He delivered to pestllence "

"Soul" (QﬁSJ) // "1ife" (7N), though possibly this should
be rendered (as RVm) "beasts", the more usual meaning;
"l1ife" only in late poetry(BDB p.312b, s.v. I, sectn. 2.7,

_lXXXlX 49(48). "What man ig- there living who shall not

see death? -
"That shall deliver hlmself from the power of Sheol?"

"Himself" W3J ., “Power". T2 . "Man" Y14 , as strong,
dlstlnguished ‘from women, chlldren, and noh-combatants - -
whom he is to defend;- chiefly poeetic;. 66 t. in O T. (BDB
149b sq.). 9 t. in Psalter.

"See death" - only occurrence of phrase in O.T. Not nee- .
essarily a- personlflcatlon, but cf x11x 15(14), supra
pp. 40 sqqg. :

(XVIT) evii 18. "All (manmer of) food det,h their soul abhor;

- And they draw near to the gates of death."

~ef. ix 14(13) "Be gracious unto me Jahveh .....”
Thou that. 1iftest-me up from the gates of death."

The 1atter verse is difficult owing to textual corruption
(see Oest. i pp 142 and 144),. though the reference to

the gates of death 1s certaln._

- N D vaul- interesting in view of parallels in Babylonlan
my hology The earlier - at least in the form in which
they are known - is the Legend of Nergal and Eresh-kigal,
contained in two fragments in the Tell el-Amarna tablets .
(e. B.C. 1360). In this story, fourteen gates bar the way

- - to the abode of the dead. _ In the later Descent of. Ishtar

(found on three tablets from Kuyunjik, whigh probably
belonged to the library of Ashurbanipal, c¢.650 B.€.), the
estate of Eresh-kigal, the goddess-rdler of the under-
world, is guarded by seven doors.

Two further references in O T; may here be'recoﬁed-

(1) Tsa. xxxviii 10, which deplcts the gloom which filled
the Hebrew mind in contemplation of Sheol, a gloom which
he shared with the Babylonian (p.43 supras '

The péem is probably much later than the time of Hez-

- . ekiah, apparently inserted by-an editor who thought it

suitable to the monarch's circumstances. (so A.S. Peake in
P.C. Do 45ub. Late Peatures and interruption of context
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- noted by Sir G.A.Smith, "Isaiah" i 394, n.1l, who, however,
does not translate: thls verse.). . RV gives an excellent
rendering. Peake (loc¢.cit.) paraphrases, following whom (in
the main) we may render: "I thought.that.when I had reached

the zenith of my days ( ‘r)* ‘DT) T should be banished to the '

., gates of Sheol' (% RG 1YY ) Cf. for similarity of idea
Ps. cii 24(23)sq.

DA constr. of ‘D‘T(BDB, 198b 1r>"r), formerly considered an

uncertain word, but now satisfactorily-explained by G.R. :
Driver (J.T.S., Jan. 1937,0.46, gq.Vv.) as from/ DT I =.'be
like''resemble’ (and not from T IT as BDB), hence = 'half',
the half being the 'likeness' of the half. Thus " ‘D‘\' R
as Accadian 'migil Gmi', = 'midday', so v1ndlcat1ng
v jum'w and RV, 'noontlde'
(2) ‘Job xxxviii 17. ‘Jahveh's speech in reply to Job, which
Dr, & Gray.(ICC) regard as an original element of the Book
which they assign to the 5th cty. (Introd,, pp. 1 and 1x1x3
RV renders the verse as follows: : :

"Have the gates of death been revealed unto thee? .
Or hast thou seen the gates of the shadow of death?"

Dr. & Gray (p.330, and phil.n., Pt.II, p.303) and Peake (1n
"Cent. Bi" (Job), p.317), following Duhm, read’with LXX
(Tuhwpol) YU , the repetition of 11 YU being unlikely.
"Gate-keepers", with- reference to Sheol, "do not appear else-.
where in 0.T., though present, in Bab. and other ethnic con-
ceptions.. On "shadow of death" (TIN53) see below, p.8isq. -

(XVIII) cxvi 3. On this verse .see above, pp 43 and 55.
(XIX) gxvi 8. See (XIT), p.57 above. |

(XX) exvi 15. "Prec:.ous in the sight of Jahveh is the’ death
: . -of His godly ones."

"Death" "D sl vera lect., fem. form of‘ J\\D(Brlggs ii 401),
and &.A.. Another fem. form (which Oest. here reads for ﬁmD
(ii 476)) occurs in the phrase NNANN ')A = "those worthy ot
death and appointed to death" (BDR s. v. nmr)n P.560b), onl‘y
‘found in Pss. Ixxix 11 and cii 21(20)."  °

(XXI) exviii 18 '“Jah hath chastened me sore, .
‘ ' - But to death He hath not delivered me."

"Chastened me sore" J2BTNB? ,Piel, of "dlsc1p11ne with .
severlty" (Briggs i 409), representlng that stage in relig-
ious development when the sufferings of the righteous were
regarded as the prelude to enhanced blessings.
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A careful examination of the forégoing twenty;one passages
in relation to their context reveals the fact that while. all
contribute to Hebrew eschatology in showing'thg dread with
wnich death was contemplated, comparatively few throw any
apprec1able light on the nature of the future llfe ot the g
state’ “of the dead.

We now pass on to.réview'the occurrenes of the yérb D in |
the ﬁnok of Psalms. - Of the SEVenneen instances (four_being_
participial) five may be eliminatéd'at the outset (viz.,
xxxiv _22(.2i),"_ xxxvii 32, 'iix 1 (title in EVV), cv 29', and
cix 16} as contributing nothing to thénpresent'inquiry; fOf
those remaininé, the fifét-five nelate to the.gloomy and
negative- character ‘of uhGOl, whllst of the residue some are

'1mportant and w111 demand close examlnatlon. -

4

(I) Ixxxviii 6(5). Hardly "Free among the dead", as EVV
s (except RV "cast off") following LXX and Vulgate,
seeing that. the condition of the dead is contextually
the reverse of free. BDB takes WIN (s.v., p344b) as
"free" in the sense of "adrlft, cut ‘off from Jahveh's
remembrance", but this is unsatisfactory. Either with
S.R.Driver (//Psr p.256 n.4) read ‘u.)alfor *w_fm, or
_W1th G.R.Driver (J.T.S5., Jan-Apr.,1943, p.17)°
"P ‘6 D54 mYsnn WANRD o NN INI (rhythmi causa)s
"like the prostrateé’ dead *like the slain lying in the .
grave,'" -Perowne (ii 140) notes pertinently that the
equation of‘WBT|w1th the Arab.\)um:’would accord well
‘with T°®3)" in verse 11(10).
The versé (6(5)) further records the dead as those
"whom Thou (i.e., Jahveh) rememberest no more, seeing
they are cut off from.Thy hand (71})."
, [dead?
(IT) 1xxxviii 11(10). "Wllt Thou work a wonder among the
. . Or shall the 'Shades' arise to praise Thee?"'

"Wonder" XEDS y mostly poetical and late, 13 t. 1nO T.,
7 of these in Psalter (BDBrSIO)
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nY .. Dk rhetorlcal questlon expecting negatlve reply (G-K
150 g,h ), and so empha8151ng the impossibility of such idea
in the psalmist's mind.

"Rephaim" (T'X2)), often rendered "the Shades", as a name for

. the departed occurs in Psalter only here. It is connected by

III)

(IV)

(V)

most (as BDB p.952a, s.v. I) w1th\/"13'\'slnk' !relax' (id. 951b).
Schwally s regarding as sister-form to Teraphlm (cf. supra,p.47)
is unlikely on phllologlcal grounds alone. From other -occurr-
ences of term in O.T. (Isa xiv 9, xxvi 14,19, Prov.ii 18, ix 18,
xxi.164 Job xxvi 5) it is clear that its use - at least in the
later literature + as a name for the dead is well established.
The etymology, however, remains uncertain., Some, follow1ng
Schwally, connect with the ancient giants of Deut., ii 11, 20,
etc. (v. BDB s.v.D'¥D)IT, p.952a). This is the most probable
explanation (v. S.R.Driver "Deut." Icc, (3rd edn.,1902), p.40,
MS. n. by W. Robertson Smith). 1In view of ‘the excellent dis-
cuss1on in Oe.& Rob. pp.249-253 (see also Dr.& Gray "Job" p. 219
E.Bi. 1042, para.3, and 4033 sqq.) it is unnecessary to add .
?urther here, save to remark that the later application of the
term to the inhabitants of Sheol might have been the direct
result of the post-prophetic tendency to deprec1ate their powers.

exv 17. "The dead (D7 HN) praise not Jah, .
Neither any that go down into silence."

On "gilence" see under '\D\"l' below, b.75 =q.

Cf. Hezekiah's meditation}(Isa. xxxviii 18 sq.), with thls and
the following verse, where the same contrast between the dead
and the 11v1ng in their access to Jahveh is vividly brought out.
Identical in thought is the following passage:

cxviii 17. "I shall not die but live,
’ And recount (WEBX\) the works of Jah."

."kasofJaH' 1;‘090, mmehﬁSx%misng.. ﬁwyo

On verb "Wy see A. Guillaume in J.T.S., Jan— Apr. 1043, PP. 23sq
Noun, of Jahveh, passim in Psalter.

cxliii 3. Here the darkness of Sheol is before the writer's
mind. On this see further, pp7Zsqbelow. The verse reads:

"wor the erlemy persecuteth my soul,

He crusheth down my life to the earth,
He causeth me to dwell in dark places
As those that have been long dead."

Briggs (ii 518) omits the verse as a gloss. Oest (ii 567)

why *1N3 only, rhythml causa. The whole phrase ‘JJ}V)VW
u')ly YNDD 'n‘:ann:l is here cited from Lam. iii 6, with a sllght
alfference in “the 'order.
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The next case which falls for examination presents some diffic-

ulties. It comprises thé concluding words in the Hebrew of Psalm’

xlviii 15(14), which EVV render:

He (i.e. Elohim) will (PBV "shall") be our guidé'(eﬁen)
' unto death." (N ~HY).

LXX follows the reading RnINHY, although fem. plur., is not
found elsewhere. (Masc.plur. 'in.O.T., script.plena 8 t., s.d.

3 t., constr. once (BDB s.w.nY¥p.761b); full “refs. in Briggs
i p.83). Fem, plur. form hot récognised in BDB. -

- wN-5Y can hardly bear the meaning "unto death", or, as Driver
(//Psr p.137) “unto dying (?)" (sic), which would require TY.
nn-5Y would appear to be -no part of this verse, but a dis-
placement from the title offthe following psalm (x1lix). ' -Both
originally.belonged to the same collectiorny, the Qorahite
(assigned by Peters to the sanctuary of Dan), hence the dis-
placement is probably earlier than the final redaction. For
further discussion and emendations the commentaries should be
consulted, (though, as the present writer hopes to show, emend-
ation is unnecessary). See egsp., Perowne i 409 sq..for Versns,

. and Cheyne (1904) i 215 for Gk. BDB's note and ref. «end of
- para. 1, p.560a)(s.v. TWD) will be dealt with below. -

The suggestion that some of the psalm titles might
. refer.to the subject-matter — a natural one — has already been
. put forward by Mowinckel (v. Oest. “Fr. App.", pp.85, 89) with
- convineing results. Following this line of investigation we
would venture the suggestion that here is another case in point,
NN -HY, or better, Mmn>Y ="upoa (i.e. concerning) death"; (v.
BDB p.754b, (h), for this use of DY) = This accords well with the
subject-matter of Ps. xlix, and may throw some light on the //
in the superscription to Ps. ix,(which, with x, was originally
one psalm) which has usually been taken as the title of the
melody to which the psalm was to be sung, a view difficult to
maintain without violence to the Hebrew. : -
If however Jabbe pointed )25 and equated with the
Ass../ 'labanu' = 'throw down''prostrate' (for which see BDB -
p.527b, line 3), and ™D be pointed NID (constr. of MIN), this
title, too, would be indicative of the subject-matter of Psalnm
- ix-x,= "concerning the death (= end) of the pppressor", i.e., the
wicked, whose overthrow the psalmist envisages-(ix 6(5)sq., 16
(15)sqg., x 15 sqq.). - o ’ - : '

. Cf. also in this comnexion,title of xlvi (verse'l in
Heb.)ninhy Hy,which still requires.-satisfactory explanation.-
EDB (s.vf%pﬂy y to which ref. is made at p.560a as noted above)
MY LY (p.761b) is improbable, as Oest.(i p.l6) shows. Perhaps
"concerning (the) age-long existence (of Jahveh's tutelage)"



. -63.
MB(eontd.) -

_whlch, to the psalmist, was "fully proved" (Oesterley s ren-
dering oP'THO#\BDJln verse 2(1)) by Hls abiding presence in
zion (cf. verse 6(5)).

The remaining passages are, for our purpose, among the
most 1mportant in the Book of Psalms.‘

cvi 28. "They Jjoined themselves also to Baal of Peor
( W\VD b)’J), .
And ate the sacrlflces of the Dead =’
( DN 1T\Jl) L

: ThlS passage calls for detalled dlscu391on., Are the words
"sacrifices of the dead" to be understood in a literal sense
and taken as a reference to ancestor-worship or necromancy,
or is M*NN a.synonym of "no-gods" — lifeless beings, as
opposed to Jahveh, the living God? (as Klrkp.; who compares
Ps. cxv ‘4sqq, Jer. x 11, Wisd., xiii lO)

' As“often in the "retrospect1ve" psalms, ‘the ‘writer: 1ooks
- back upon outstanding events, both good .and bad, in the past
history of his people. The incident of Baal-Peor is known to
us primarily from Num. xxv 1-5, wheré no ‘indication is given
- as to the nature of the- cult, although both this passage and
’ Hos. ix 10 atate. the incident as an ac¢t of infidelity to
Jahveh. Considerable confusion characterises the Numbers
narrative, not only:at this point, but also in the preceding
and following sections -'a criticism which might, with justice,
be extended to cover prdctically the whole of that Book.(See *
L.E. Binns, 'Numbers', Introd. p.xiv). Josephus. (Antiq. IV vi).
furnishes a much more connected narrative, which, on an init-
ial read1ng is redolent of a midrash. It is possible, however,
that he is here using a source or sources from which .the -
Biblical writers have merely taken excerpts. This may be held
to be borne out by the testimony of the writeér of the psalm,
who appears to attribute the plague to punishment for the
Baal-Peor trespass. In the Josephus account, however, no
mention is made of Baal-Peor, but the trespass in which Zimri
was only one amongst many (in Numbers he appears as- the sole
-offender) is represented as having its origin in the suggest-
" ion of Balaam (loc.cit., sect.6; cf. Num., xxxi 8, 16).

" The person of Balaam as presenteduin the Biblical narrative
is shrouded in almost impenetrable obscurity. While it is
clearly outside the scope of the present study to examine the

. evidence regarding his person in any detail, there is one
question upon-which something should be said, for it has a
marked bearing upon the élucidation of Psalm cvi 28 sqq. Can
it be that Baal-Peor. is none other than Balaam h1mself? Two
lines of thought suggest themselves here,
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.. (I) In the first place, it has already been conjectured by - .

: S. Daiches that Balaam was a '"bart', a sorcerér pure and simple.
Among his methods of divination®we may posit that of the "raiser
of the spirit of the dead", one of the offices of the various
Babylonian orders of priests: as Kautzsch has noted, he is no-

~where called a prophet or seer (H.D.B. v 650a). That he was a
necromancer (a 'sha’ilu’), if that be, in fact, a correct iden-
tification) seems to be further borne out by the designation

' 'Baal-Peor',N1Y® being a 'cleft''fissure' (v.BDB sub /Y3 ,p822a;

© E.Bi.3653 s.v. 'Peor!). Such were commonly regarded by the
ancients as entrances to the underworld, hence places where the
dead were wont to be comsulted. In the Gilgamesh Epic (Tab.
xii, col., iii, line 27 sq.) Nergal "opened the hole of the earth
and the spirit ('utukku') of Ea-bani like a mist arose" (Pinches
op.cit.110; E.R.E. i 440a); among the Greeks "deep chasms or
openings in the. earth were observed, through which the shades

- could rise from their subterranean home, and give responses to
the living. The Greeks called-such places oracles of the dead
(vikuopa¥TiteV, YuKopavifiov, Yuowouwiov ), The most ancient oracle .
of this ‘kind was that of Thesprotia, where Periander succeeded
in conjuring up and questioning the ghost of his murdered wife,
Melissa (Herod. v 92; Paus. ix 30 3). There was another at

. Phigalia in Arcadia (Paus. iii 17 8,9), and_Ttaly possessed one
at Lake Avernus (Diod..iv:22; Strabo v 244)3" Kautzsch's deriv-
“ation of Sheol as 'wide gaping' is interesting in this con-
nexion (v. supra, p.32). ,

. . In view of this evidence, ™MVY3, by metonymy, might have

'~ been a local designation of the underworld (cf. a,nWw etc.).
On the analogy of "2AiX Yva , Nivs Hya would indicate one
having the power to summon the inhabitants of DiV3, with the
object of invoking their good or malign offices. Tt was the
latter which Balak desired Balaam to secuie against Israel og
his behalf. The equating of \\V® with the underworld, hence its
inhabjtants, is further borne out by the fact that no such *
mountain site (Num. xxiii 28) is known (v. E.Bi. 3653 sq.); .
again, if the etymology (= 'fissure') be correct, it is hardly
conceivable that a mountain would be so6 termed unless it were
volcanic; which in turn would only serve further to establish
bhe association with Sheol, a volcanic site strongly suggesting
an entrance to -the abyss.- : -

. - Within the narrative of Balaam ds we have it to-day there
are other traces which tend to confirm the view that he was a
necromancer, In xxiv 2' he divines by the "gpirit of Elohim"
( D 7hd Dy ef. I Sam. xxviii 13); = his behest to the mess- -
engers to tarry all night4(Num. xxii 8)is in accord with known
- methods of necromancy among the Greeks (see Frazer, "Folk-lore
-in- the 0.T.", abr, edn. p.298sq; E.R.E. 1 428b); the sacrifice
(Num., xxiii 1-6) ealls to mind the famous passagé in the Odyssey
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ing of the necessary sacrifice. It is tempting to ‘see in Num.
xxiii 24 ("He shall not lie down until he ,.,.. drink the blood
of the slain") a parallel which has become obscured. Again,
the passage which has so puzzled commentators and elicited
entirely opposite meanings *(xxiv 3, 15 YD BRY AT
"the man whose eye was opened (?)"S may be a' reference’to one
of the pre-requisites of a divinexr,-that he must be physically
sound. . One "defective as to the eyes" etec., could not, among
the Babylonains, be a keeper of oracles (E.R.E. x 285bj; H.D.B.
v 579b), the same stringency obtaining in regard to the Hebrew
priesthood (Lev. xxi 16sqq.). Pirge Aboth v 22 appears to have
had in mind Num. xxiv 3, 15, and to have ingerpreted PTYyn DY ,
the meaning of which was not known, as an instance of the oper-
ation of the "evil eye"'('inggf]tg, for which see Lightfoot's
comprehensive note on Gal. iii 1). ) ,

If Balaam be an historical figure we may conclude that he
was a sorcerer of Babylonian or. Assyrian origin (Num.. xxii 5,
xxiii 7), perhaps settled in the neighbourhood of Ammon (read-
ing with several Mss, Sam., Syr., etc., Jiny for n¥Yin xxii 5).
That a seer's activities were not confined to his native place
is clear from the cases of Amos an¢ Jonah. The confusion :
regarding his original home extends even to his name (including

. the patronymic 'ben Beor', i.q. Peor(?)) which most derive from

/YD, 'Swallow'f_In this connexion, the evidence would seem-

. to point to the verb as one form of expansion of an earlier
bi-literal ./ ¥5 "implying the making of guttural or 'swallowing'
noises,’ and so 'hesitancy in speech';* hence, the inarticulate
murmurings of a soothsayer (cf. Isa. viii 19, .xxix 4), whence
the derivation of the name Balaam (nyH3).

It is difficult to escape the conviction, although based
almost entirely on indarect evidence, that in the strange story
of Balaam we, have an account of a necfomancer consulted by
Balak, and, in some way which has perhaps been celiberately
obscured by the redactor, by the Israelites or their represent-
atives on the strength of his former oracle in their favour. It

. is not improbable that the incident of the witch of Endor (I Sam
xxviii) might have suffered a like redactional fate had it not
served the useful purpose of providing ready material Soe=the
for the designed denigration of the Pragic figure of Saul. -

(2) .The second line of thought which can here receive but
brief mention is the possibility that in one form in which the
Balaam story circulated, although almost entirely obscured_in
the final redaction (cf. Sellin "TIntroduction to the 0.T."”p.32)
is the consultation by Balak in his role of Priest-king (E.R.E.
x 286a) of the god of the underworld, Baal Peor. (cf. the case
of Nebuchadrezzar in Ezek, xxi 26 (21 in EVV). This tradition

was perhaps the one known to Micah,(v% 5), the difficulty being
to determine what are the glosses in thlg’reference. :
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In this event, Baal- Peor would be the god of the underworld
the "king of terrors" of Job xviii 14 (see above, p.42). Be
that as it may, we may with some Justlflcatlon conclude that
there is a fair measure of probability in th association of
Ps. cvi 28 with the activities of Balaam and his necromantic
rites. In some manner the partaking of the Israelites in these
rites persisted in tradition, although the actual time and
manner of their so d01ng has become obscured. After struggling
with the narrative in the Book of NUmbers, together with the
works of the various commentators, it is refreshing to read
Burkitt's robust treatment.’ Brushing aside the difficulties,
which are well-nigh insuperable, he brings to m1nd the bold—
ness with which Irenaeus confutes all heretics! ?

G&osely allied in thought with this passage is Ps. Ilxxxii,
‘which, it is sugge sted, in an earlier form was a condemnation
-of the necromancer and his trafficking W1th 'famlllar spirits.'

Thepresence in the Psalter of references to sorcerers,
magical terms and formulas, is familiar enough through the
researches of Mowinckel. Although it is no doubt true of this .
scholar and his followers, as of all pioneers, that the case
they advocate is overstated,* it camnot be denied that he has
.at least established a strong case for recognition and further
investigation. If it be true, as Summers asserts, that it is
impossible to understand life at such a comparatively late
period as Medieval England unless the important place occupied
by witcheraft and sorcery is given full we1ght5'how much more
truly can this be postulated of the ancient world in general
and, for our present purpose, Israel in particular? That
ancestor-worship and its derivative, necromancy, were prac-.
tised in early Israel is an infeerence few would dispute; '
although the former seems t0 have disappeared at a comparat-
ively early date, the latter persisted to the period of the
Exile and even beyond. As Kautzsch points out, all the zeal
of the reforming prophets could not stop thls and other forms
of sorcery (H.D.B. v 65la).

The psalm under review is a’ notable ‘crux 1nterpretum'
turning on the meaning of "Elohim". Some, as Cheyne (1888)
-and "Origin of Psr'), Hupfeld, Gunkel, and Oest., following
Bleek, regard the "Elohim" of the psalm as angels, the guard-
ian spirits of the natlone (cf. Plutarch and the governmant
of the 'Ultimate God' through "deputies" (ZwdwTx. %), also

. the view of Celsus. For refs. and discussion see Glover, "The
Conflict of Religions in the Early Roman Empire"$ p. 95);
others, as Ewald, De Wette, Briggs, regard the psalm as an
invective agalnst heathen rulers who have oppressed Israel;
while Kirkp., Perowne, Kittel, Cheyne (1204), W.E. Barnes,
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adopt the tradltlonal view dating back to the Targum, that the
"Elohim" are the oppressive native Judges of Israel.

To each of these 1nterpretat10ns objections can, be ralsed. '
Welch ("The Psalter in Life, Worship and History",'p.43) crit-
icises the last-named, the present writer thinks, conclusively.
But his own view, the first named above in preceding paragraph,
is not without, difficulties., It would postulate, for this part-
icular psalm, a date later than the present writer is prepared
to concede. (While a possible // mlght be found in the Prologue
to, Job, the basic idea behind the view of Welch, Gunkel, et al.,
“is much more developed, and would be more exactly paralleled in
Daniel (2nd Cty., B.C. 5“ The present writer, however, regards
‘the prologue to Job as. a compos1t10n later in date than the body
of the work, to which he would assign a date not later than the
closing years of the 6th Cty.).:. Again, on such a view, it would
‘be difficult, without a semblance of artificiality, to fit
verses 3 and 4 into such a context. The second-named view is
the least probable of the three. :

While not without its own peculiar difficulties, there is at
least the possibility that the Psalm, in its original form, was,
as suggested above, a polemic directed against the widespread
practice of enquiring of the ‘dead. That there are objections

- to such a view is fully admitted, but what is true of a would-be
writer of a hlstory of Israel can be no less true of a woulcd~be
interpreter in the much more restricted field of a particular
psalm: he must, in the words of S.A. Cook "gelect his material,
and ignore or glide over dlfflcultles." (Preface to Kennett,
"The Church of Israel", pexxxvii,).

In this case, the- "Flohlm" of . the psalm would refer, as in
I Sam. xxviii 13, to the spirtits of the dead, whom the psalmist
sees arralgned ~ not for judgment on an ethical basis as in
Dan xii 2 and the extra-canonical works —— but for uttering
perverse oracles through the medium of the necromancer. It
should here be pointed out that a discussion such as that of
Kirkp. in Cambr. Bi, (I Sam., p. 244sq ) 1s, in fact, irrelevant,
for we are concerned in I Sam. xxviii and in other passages .
bearing on the same subject,not with the question of the actual"
objectivity of the supposed underlying reality, but with current
beliefs. From the manner in which the 0.T. writers speak of
necromancy it is clear that a belief in the invocation of the’
departed was unqueSulonably real (see, in addition to I Sam,
xxviii, Deut. xviii 10-12 (the 'locus classicus' for witchcraft),
IT Kings xxi 6, Isa. viii 19 and xxix'4, Ecclus. xlvi 20; also,
according to some, Isa. lxv 3 sq, lxvi 17 (of necromantlc rites
in gardens, the sites of tombs, ef. S.John xix 41, xx 15))

-

- As often, the text of Ps, 1xxxii has suffered con51derab1y
+ at the hands of ‘the redactor, so,that the original form is diff-

-
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cult, if not impossible, to determine. The following philol-
“ogical and exegetlcal notes are offered in an attempt to eluc-
idate some of the main points at issue.- (The numbers are those
of the verses. of the psalm.)

1.

2.

:)BJ'B*WbX ) A substitution of the Elohistic redactor
for'ﬂ'wrv (Klrkp ad loc.). Perhaps orlglnally v 18)

YR (- 3YT>F9).An alteration of the Elohist to avoid reDet-
ition.: Read byt ef, LXX é)sw\r

.'..'D’PJ) Read perhapsWJ?J- "in the grave the 'elohim'
He Judges" _

D'sM'\) the necromancers.

4, These verses are admittedly not eaSJ to assimilate to -
the context proposed. If the D'YYM be correctly identif-
ied with the sorcerer, there are many //s in the Psalter:
€.8., V 6(5)sq., xiv 4 i.q. 1liii 5, xxviii 3-5, lviii,

lix, xc1v, ete. : '

This verse, usually regardeo as a gloss (Mof?att omlts),

- now becomes illuminating. The condition of the dead is

negative in the extreme: "they know not" YT, Kb a per-
mansive-perfect. form, denoting a state which' has ""become
habitual, whether in the case of individual persons or in
universal propositions" (v. G.R.Driver,"Probs. of the Heb.
Verbal oystem" p.115 sq. for examples). The negative con-
ceptlon of Sheol (v. supra, p.27sq.) appears to have had -
its origin in what is sometimes termed the "prophetic rev-
olution", which, among its other reforms, sought to stop
trafficking with the dead as unfathfulness tp Jahveh. (E.O.
James, "The 0.T. in the Light of Anthrop." p.72, and same ,
writer in N.C., p.684b; Kautzsch, ref. on p.66 above).

our hypothesis for the background of the psalm be true, the
assertion in this verse is fully in line with wth the
thought of the prophets (cf. Isa, viii 19, ete. )y evoklng
the Plne satire in verses 6 and 7

"They Kknow not") ef. Dr.& Gray, n. on Jdob xiv 21 223
"Knowledge does not survive death" (p. 131).

They understand not") id.e., ‘their ‘state renders them in- .
capable of apprehending the issues on which their Judgment
is sought, and therefore of giving any valid counsel. Verb

is preterite-imperf, form, denoting a state of understand-

ing that can never come to fruition (ef. G.R.Diiver, op.
cit., p.122). So, "they walk to and fyo in darkness", the
same form in almost a gnomic sense (ibid.).
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"5.(contd.) 1A11 the foundations of the earth are shaken") So -
M.T., and interpreted as the principles of .social order, —
Jjustice, righteousness, etc. But the comparison to a "world
destroying earthquake" (Oest. ii 374) would appear, on any
interpretation of the psalm, a gratuitous hyperbole.

Read perhaps: =~ Y0¥ "AWID- '33 AV "they deceive all the
inhabitants of the earth" thus retaining the parallellsm.
For such deception by false oracles see J,. Hempel in J.T.S5.,
Apr. 1932, p.l23.

6. JX) Read TJ@, correlative to}2¥Xin following verse. cf.

1xvi 18, 19.
7. 'DﬂwZD) expressing conformity to a standard or rule (BDB S.V.

- T.c. (1), p.454a), i.e., in conformlty with the destiny of

- the genus 'man' ye are dead (universal or gnomic, G.R. Driver,
op.cit., pp. 10, 122.). Briggs's comment, although he takes
a different view of the ps., would obtain here: "They were
not really divine but human" (ii p.216).

"As one -of the princes.are ye fallen") Perhaps the wrlter has
in mind the fate of the primitive 'Bhe 'Elohim' of Gen. vi 1-4
(). So Addis in P.C., p.387b, W.E. Barnes (ad loc.,3i 396sq)
renders: "And fall as one ‘man, O Prlnces", rea01ng TT\XD as '
Ewald. -

Psalm lviii next claims attention, for there is a close alliance
between it and the preceding (lxxxii), compared with which the
text has suffered more, either in transmission ot by delib-
erate alteration. In view of the similarity, it is unnecessary
to examine the psalm in such close detail. If we could "draw
aside the curtain of wordsé" we should undoubfledly have here a
vivid, contemporary picture of the sorcerer amid all the elab-
orate accroutrements of his office: 8(7), for example, is a
clear reference to belomancy.

Here the "Elohim" again appear, readlng with -nost modern comm-
entators n 'Dx for M.T.1n% . ’(Oest i 292, misleading here, as
‘often. The'reading n'®is much older than Ewald, dating back
to Bishop Lowth, the first writer definitely to establish the

* principle of parallelism in Hebrew.poetry, although it had
been adumbrated. in earlier times (v. Briggs i p.xxxv)). For
other emendations see Briggs ii p.46, and, more Becently,'
G.R Driver in J.T.S., July-Oct. 1942, p.157).

Unless a condemnat;on of the sorcerer be the purport of this
psalm .it: is who2ly unintelligible. The abrupt beginning, to-
- gether with the continuity of thought, suggest that 1lvii and
lviii were originally one psalm.
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Belonging to the same 'Gattung' is Ps. v, which reflects the
.confidence of one who remains faithful to Jahveh, living in His
fear, as against those whose. lives are directed by the sorcerers’
oracles. Again, unfortunately, the text is out of order, espec-
ially in the last two verses. The ihportant verse, however, for
our con51derat10n is 10(9) . R '

. MThere is no understandlng in. their mouth
. Their inward part is destructionj
" An open sepulchre ig their throatvv
They decelve with thelr tongue."

Y

The purport is clear- there is no substance ('WIIDJIem. part. 3
Niph.; LXX «*9®six ) in the words of the soothsayer, his thoughts
being a mere reflection’ of the enviromment of thé dead ( n|r1

-. intens. plur. ,."the ruin into which one has fallen and been .
engulfeg" (Briggs. i p.44), hence an apt synonym of f Sheol (cf.
Arab.. \» 'deep pit''hell'; Syr. jlﬁoa(u.LUKG xXvi 26) tgulf!
'chasm' (B B p.217b, s.V. nYWS

- Having regard to the point whlch Yennett used 50 per51stently to

empha31se and illustrate, namely, that Hebrew thought is directed
~in the main towards the "effect" or "result" (summarised in Essay
v, "“The Grammar of O0.T. Study", in "The Church of Israel', pp.
139 sqq., esp. pp. 143, '148) the meaning of the verse becomes-

- ¢lear, The words spoken by the necromancer are mere vanity, since
‘the dead, as contrasted with the living God, are in no position to
advise and protect the 11v1ng., Hence the soothsayer's throat, as
the organ of speech, is an opened. sepulchre (so B.D.B. s.V. ]lﬁm
P 173b§ iterating the worthless vapourings of .the dead; his,
“tongue is the instrument of their seductiveness.

x1i 6(5). "Mine enemies speak evil against me
(Saylng), When' shall he die and his name- perlsh?"

Here again the sorcerer appears. Tor '"speak evil" and other
magical terms in the psalm see Oest. i p.232. The parallels with
Bab., magic are certalnlj striking. For the latter see Jastrow in
H.D.B. v 537b sq., 551b-556a, where illustrations from incantation
ritual. glven; for Egyptian, H.D.B. iii 207b; Useful summary of
magic in Heb. and Bab. life in E,Bi., art. MAGIC, 2895 sqqg., where
Heb. terms given; Oest.& Rob. pp.71 sqqj Lods "Israel" pp.21ll sqq;
on the whole subject, Sir E.A. Wallis-Budge "Amulets and Super-
stitions" (Oxford, 19d0), copiously illustrated; for the works of
Blau, Mowinckel, Nickolsky, see Oest. i 232 n.l. W.E. Barnes, in
his work on the Psalms, attaches less than due weight to the
presence of magical elements (i pp.lxxi 5aq) .

The second point of interest in connexion with this verse is
the perishing of the name, that is,the personality and all the
qualities accruing to it, with death Briggs takes as of the
nation, but the reference here is surely to the individual. The
meanlng is best brought by Perowne (i 356, following Diodati):
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"When shall he die and his name have perlshed?"Cbee n. on .tenses
opposite) . It is unnecessary to read into this passage (as Cheyne,
MOrigin" p.246) "O that his posterity might be cut ofP”, as in
cix 13 (so, too, .Kirkp. p.217). The desire expressed is the
disappearance of his memory (as Davison, Cent.Bi.'ad loc.,p. 217),
and so // with xxxiv 17(16): "The face of Jahveh is against evil
doers, to cut off ‘their memory ( N\12}) from the earth."

Similar in thought is xlix 18(17):

"He will take nothing away when he dieth;
His glory will not descend after him,"

"His glory" \"TMJID "the outward tokens of his prosperity"
(H.D.B. ii 183, art. GLORV), which for long were regarded as an
.infallible index -of a man's 1ntegr1ty in- the sight of Jahveh
See Charles "Eschat." p.64 sq.

Cf. Job 1 21: "Naked came I out of my mother's womb, and naked
shall T return thither." It is unlikely that physical nakedness
is implied (ef. supra, p.30, n.5), but rather a belng shorn of
worldly possessions,as befits the context. Job is thus // to
the psalm under consideration, and to Qoh. Vv 15, I Tim. vi 7.

v The 1dea of the pa351ng of one's memory amongst former
. acquaintances occurs again in xxxi_13(12):

"T am forgotten as one dead (and) out of mind;
I am become as a perishing vessel " ’

The passage which concludes our survey of the occurrences of
the verb:- TN in the Psalter emphasises once again the inevitable
fate awaiting all. Even wisdom, so much to be sought, and so
highly prized, is unable to deliver its possessor. In the words
of Ovid: :

"Tendimis huc omnes; metam properamus ad unamj; :
Omnia sub leges mors vocatptra suas,." (Ad Liv. 359)

So the psalmist sees "that wise men ( M'NIT) die: the fool
( b"t_):;) and the brutish (wvn) perish together." (xllx 11(10)

DD here = -the ethically wiseé, walking in the fear of Jahveh
bvaa : "unreceptive of imstruction, either by counsel or

experience (H.D.B. ii p.44). -\Ya:'by nature stupid" (ibid).
YA only poetlcal (BDB SeVey Do .129b).

9334 , to die, properly 'expire! (P ‘and poetlcal) (BDB p. 157a),
occurs ‘twice in Psalter: VY4, 'ready to die' (1XXXV111 16(15),
and JY)4' 'they die' (civ 22, on which see above, p.53, sub -
'\:)y ).. These passages add nothing germane to the. present inguiry.
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" Further terms illustrative of Sheol are as follows:- |

Wlp(m} 'grave' 'sepulchre' \/13'7 "bury ' , the verb occurting

.- 132 ., in O.Ts, but only once in Psalter (1lxxix 3; se€e p.29
above)'iapéqkﬁ t., of which 4 (MT, 3) in Psg. -

. (I) ¥ 10(9). v. supra, p. 70.

(ITI) lxxxviii 6(5).-v. supra, p. 60.

(IIT) lxxxviii 12(11). V. infra, s.v. TR

(IV) Reading, after IXX, Vulg., Targ., and with most comment- .
ators, @ 13? forn:np(v. B D. B p 899a, lines 5 and 4
from bottom _

"Graves are their houses evermore; .

Their dwelling-places for ever and ever,' '
. (x1lix 12(11). .
Gf. R.H. Charles's view that Sheol was éiten51on of the
family grave (ref. supra, P.29, n.2.

l ’r:>{ noun fem,(?). Only here in Psalter, otherwise only.
. in Wisdom literature: Job xxvi 6, xxviii 22, -
xxxi 123 Prov. xv 11, xxvii 20 (Qre). Beer adopts
as’ orlglnal reading in Job x1i 22(14), on the evid
ence of LXX, which here renders Ml X'T XROASLX 'y
the rendering of }17Ta¥, in all passages except Jb.
xxxi 12. (Dr.&Gray; Pt.II, p.341l, phil.n.).

Briggs (ii 249) "the-place'of ruin in Sheol", but we would
prefer "Sheol as place of ruin". Cheyne (ii, p.60 (1904)).
"Perdition land.," The ps. in which it occurs is, as might
be expected, the gloomy 88th, versé 12(11). The oceurrence
is interesting, in view of the later distinctions in Sheol
. (cf. supra, pp. 49 and 52). Such a distinction does not
appear to be implied in this -ps., the thrm being simply one
of a fourfold parallelism descriptive of the underworld:-
the grave, Abaddon, Darkness, the'Land of Forgetfulness.

The same questlon arises in regard to the next term to
be considered: °

Y TD .BDB (p. 1066 a,s5q. ) takes as adj. and noun = ‘lower'
" 'lowest'(places). The questlon again arises as to whether
the usage of the word implies the recognition of divisions

in the Underworld, or whether it is merely a circumlocution
for Sheol. An examination of. the relevant usages strongly
suggests the latter. Three of these are in the Psalter, the'
flrst two of which may be taken together:
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(L) Ixxxviii 7(8). "Thou (Jahveh) hast lald me in the lowest
Pit ( m\nnn'ﬂal) '

(II) lxxkxvi 13. (See also under ':)\zlv?} XI, p. 42, above).

"For Thy Jloving-kindness is great upon me;
‘And Thou wilt pluck me from Sheol beneath."
( TMRANR anuJD) ,

- The term is found again in conjunction with ‘mxw in the
poetical passage,.Deut. xxxii 22, the date of which is uncertain:
Driver (ICC, p.347), assigns (prob ) to age of Jeremiah and
Ezekiel. From the context it is clear that t.he meaning is simply
"to the furthest limits-of Sheol":"

"A fire burneth to the nethermost Sheol“ (Hnnn '35)(‘6'1\1),'

"a graphlc but hyperbollcal descrlptlon ~+» 0f the far-reaching
and destructive operation of the Divine anger _e+ee the stream of
Jahveh's fire penetrates even to the Underworld" (ibid. p. 366).
‘Driver compares Amos 1x 2. Another comparlson is Job xxxn. 2.

(III) In Ps. lxiii 10(0) the term is no more than a synonym of -
Sheol as situated beneath the earth: " .

"They that seek after my life to destroy it (or, "to their
own destruction") (MRidhH)
Shall go into the lower (or "lowest") parts of the earth."
: ( ywxw IV RRN).

Perhaps omit 1*\‘05 as gloss (so Oest. ), it is ambiguous, and
can be 1nterpreted either subjectively or objectively. If the
original were i ﬁw‘:, which is unlikely, a distinction might be
admitted, eSpec1ally if MT in following verse is correct:

"They shall be delivered (with LXX, Syr., h,l‘ for ANY'AY)
to the power of the sword; .
They shall be a port.lon for jackals"( 'D":yu)

but n")vw is dubious. Si vera lect., absence of burial would
seem to be indicated, with all its deleterious consequences (see-
P.29 above). Probably the word should be pointed n*':yw = 'hollow-
places'

It mlght. be urged that the.form T\l PNP is an intensive plur.,
meaning 'the lowest places', and that in this form the. term:
implies a distinction. But in Ezk. both sing. and plur. appear
to be used 1ndlscr1m1nate1y xxxi 14, RRR PR /D
16,"n 41X // 1va and Sikw ¥ 18, form as in 1435 xxvi 20,81%a°
IEE-%.%:) /7 Wa oy xxxii 18, 24y IVRDND QI¥- ba( //\ain both
cases.  In Isa., x1iv 23, 478 MI*BND contiasted with ‘the heavens:
Sir G.A.Smith (ii p. 170) " deeps of the earth." Lam. iii 55: Nian
MO DDA :
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\
(IV) The remalnlng occurrence in the Psaltér is cxxxix 15 (In“nTULl
92X ) where some see an allusion to an early legend of the '~ :
fashioning of the body, then of the soul, in the underworld; v.
H.D.B. iv 63b, art. PRE-EXISTENCE OF SOULS; Oest. ii 557.- But. -

. the reference may be nothing more than flguratlve of the inner
recesses of the womb (so H.D.B. iii 225b:'"context points to the
embryonic development of the body.") More will be said,on this

- matter at a later stage. _

To summarise: in our Judgment there would appear to be evidence,
either in the use of the term M-, n-»-*NNN in the Book of .
Psalms or elsewhere in the 0ld Testament, which would imply any
distinctions in Sheol such as were recognised at a later stage.

b\"bl EDB regards the term as a compound, ‘93 'not''without',and |
bv"worth"use"proflt' ((s.v. p.ll6a). So most commentators.
Tt is difficult to regard this etymology otherwise than purely
artificial, 5SY!as & ‘nown, does not occur apart from this
putative combination with *2a, though this is not, of 1tself,
. conclusive aga1nst its existence. Far more probable is CheJnes
view (E.Bi., art. BELIAL, 525 sqgq., where origin and meaning of
term fully discussed). Following Lagarde, he derives from 33
MY = 'no rising up', hence of Sheol as the 'land of no o
return' but originally the name of a goddess of vegetation,
hence of the underworld, a view favoured by G.R. Driver (in
"The Psalmists", p.146.). See also Cheyne ((1904) i p. 67a;
E.R.E. iv 60la. With Cheyne's derivation from V¥y51 (op. cit. 67b)
cf. the view taken of Balaam above (p.65))

Cheyne'c view would accord well with the context in Ps.
xviii 5(4):
"Waves of death encompassed me; - f
Torrents of Belial terrified me". (see p.55 above)

In x1i 9(8) the word is found in juxtaposition with AT,
where an incantation seems to be 1nd1cated :
(5¥215a 1aT)
"A curse/do they pour out agalnst mes (readlng \P':!" for P8}, and
with LXX, *afor 1) .
' Let him lie down and rise up agaln no more’,

G.R. Drlver reads “11aT,'a devilish plague'(J.T. S.,July-Oct.,
- 1942, p.154., but the psalm, as Guillaume remarks, is almost
certainly a prayer against the sorcerers, verse- 8@)containing
"two words .of dubious associations with the occult, 'lahash' |
and'hashab'" ("Prophecy and Divination", Bampton Lectures for
1938, p. 34, and ibid., n. 3) See Further, id., pp.279, 284.

The term 'Belial' occurs again in c¢i_3, which Oest. (ii
432) renders-
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T will not set before mine eyes a base thlng
An act of apostegy I hate, it shall not cleave to me."-

* '"A base thing" . SY7 '33 NaT .
The psalm, like the precedlng example, appears originally to
have been an abrogation of wittheraft and sorcery.. Oest.(loc.cit. )
reéards it as having been adapted¢ to liturgical use by altering
thée opening words to an approprlate form for worship.
The same meaning is discerndible in Nah. i 11, while in i 15(EVV),
(Heb.,, 1ii 1), the term appears to be a synonym of death or destr-
uction., It is quite possible that with the increasing tendency
to emphasise the negative aspect of Sheol and the dead, the term
'Belial' might have acquired the secondary connotation of "worth- .
lessness", It is certain that in this term we have a relic of
ancient Semitic mythology, as in 'Tehom' (xxxiii 7 & 11 t. )
.'Leviathan'(lxxiv-14, civ 26)3; 'Tannim' 'Tannin' (xliv 20, 1xxiv
13, cxlviii 7); Rahab (1xxx1x 11(10), of Egypt lxxxvii 45. Barton
is probably right in conjecturing that "Belial was an o0ld- name.
for Sheol." It would explain why, when the Underworld was later
regarded as the abode of evil snlrlts, it became among the extra-
canonical writers "the name of the prince and leader of all evil
and destructive spirits". (Art DEMONS AND SPIRITS (Hebrew),
EoP\.oEo iV po601a)n

"Silence" as a characterlstlc of Sheol-occurs contlnually in the
Psalter, and frequentIJ in the Book of dJob. :

_NNAT noun fem., occurs twice:

xciv 17. "Unless Jahveh had been my help
. ' My soul had soon dwelt in silence."

exv_17. "The dead praise not Jah,
Neither any that go down into s1lence."
In the latter case, the condition of those "that go down into
silence" (WA ﬁ‘, phrase «.A, , Briggs (ii 397) compares
A I, Txxviiitl} exliid 75 is contrasted with that.of the
11V1ng (as cxviii 17):-
MBut we (UNIR); LXX equally emphatic, inserting .
m.qu.sg)w1ll bless Jah, S
- From this time forth and for ever." (cxv 18).

It should be. noted that there is some uncertalnty attaching to
-the word. As an abstract noun it is found only in the above two.
passages. In Isa. xxi 11 it occurs as the title of an oracle .
('1n\1'XMM3 where Ewald and Dillmann interpret as of 'concealment'
= hidden meanlng (B.D.B. s.v. p:l89a). E.Bi. (s.v. SILENCE, 4521)
regards "the existence of such a word as most improbable; no Ass.

//). B.D.B. (loc. cit.) gives no cognates, and places the word
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under the doubtful\/1jr1 y Whereas it should correctly be placed
under OaNT I, p.1928b.

As a proper name it occurs 3 t., viz., Gen., xxv 14 (P) = _
I Chron i 30, a son of Ishmael; Josh xv 52, as name of a c1ty in
the hill country of Judah. Some would here add Isa. xxi 11, é.g.
Sir G.A. Smith ("Isaiah" i p.283), as an "anagram for Edem and
an enigmatic sign to the wise Edomites", their land lying under
the "silence".of rapid decay. Slmllarly Peake in P.C., p.45la;
L.E.Bimms in N.C., p.448b; D.S. Margoliouth in HDB, s.v. Even ir
regarded as a textual error for Mi1X.(as J.A. Selbie (HDB iv
519a, art, SIMEON (Tribe)) this would not explain its occurrence.
in these two psalm passages. On Isa. xxi 11, it is impossible |
to go beyond G.B. Gray ("I¥saiah"i-xxvii. ICCS' "The Hebrew title
'The Oracle. of Dumah' presents an unsolved riddle" (p.358), and
LXXTmﬁwmwxmc"p0351bly an 1nterpretat10n rather than a variant"
(phil.n., p.359). _

' In his work of 1504 (ad loc., ii p. 95), Cheyne emends in the
psalm passages to Twnhbd , This is entirely unjustifiable, for
his argument that 1t‘can hardly be a syhonym for Sheol on the
grounds of its absence from Job is extremely precarious —
literally an argument from "silence"! If emendation be sought
the most plausible would be ™WRIX , but none is necessary.

NPT (BDB 18%a) occurs in xxii 3(2), xxxix 3(2), lxii 2(1),
Ixv 2(1 ) s8.d., but in none of these cases has 1t any reference
to the. underworld.

T, in Psalter. 1xxx111 2(1): "O God, let no rest ( °NJT)
be Thine." A different word from BT in Isa. xxxviii 10, whlch,
s shown above (p. 59) should be placed under /70T I, and not
IT as BDB.” "N in this ps. passage- is correctly placed, but is
not relevant to the present inquiry.

tf°2'31lence y occurs twice .in Psalter (MT), and not elsewhere.
In both cases it is almost unlversally emended: - - -

o 1vi 1 (title in EVV), reading™¥ with most commentators,
'follow1ng Bochart: "To 'The Dove of the distant'terebinths'" (of
title of melody). ' .

(1viii 2(1). Read D'X following Lowth. (v. supra, p. 69).

QT verb, 'be silent''dumb''still'. Two of the ‘seven occurr-
ences of the verb in the Psalter are in relatibn-po Sheol{

Cxxxd 18017 "Let the wicked be ashamed; :
- Let .them be silent ( bnu. ) in Sheolﬂ
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And in xxx 13(12), contrastlng his former wretchedness and
contemplatlon of Sheol (vérses 4(3) and 10(9)) with his present.
condition in which Jahveh has "glrded h:m with joy" (12(11)),
the psalmist exults:-

. "That m}/ heart may sing pralse t.o Thee and not be silent".
, ( @ 22‘3\)

"My heart", readlng“TJD for 7132\ y With Oest.(i 203). Others
take ‘!\:13 as .*7ia3 (so LXX, q%of,-t)koo ) as vii 6(5), xvi 9,

of the soul. But in xvi 9 *Taa should prob be read, as Gunkel a
In 1vii 9(8) read, with LXX,\\\:: '
‘TJJD literally 'liver' as seat of the emotions (BDB 458a)

In xxviii 1 the’ s11ence is on the part of Jahveh, Who can
have no deallngs w1th those in the Pit: :
) )
"Unto Thee, O my Rock, do I cry: be not silent unto me,
Lest, if Thou be silent 4%n relation to me, I should be
like them that go down to the Pit."

(a) Or 'be dumb', lDTn Elsewhere in Psalter 7 t., but not in
" - this_sense. ‘
(b) -w.m . Elsewhere in Psalter tw:Lce, but again not, -of Sheol.

' In view of the’ testlmony of these last three passages, :
together with other 0ld Testament passages witnessing to the
silence of the inhabitants of Sheol, we may conclude that there
is strong presumptlve evidence for the accuracy of TINIT=
'silence’, and its being correctly regawded as standing for a :
synonym of' the underworld. It was so taken by LXX, which renders.

48'74 in both passages. , : ' '

Sheol as-a land of darkmess and gloom is frequently encount-
ered in the Psalms, as in Job, where it is an inseparable char-
acteristic. The 'locus classicus' is Job x 22, where even the
sunshine is black. Although the text here is not altogether in
order the import is clear (see Dr. & ‘Gray ad loc., and ph11. n.',
Pt, II, p.66)-.

’]‘VJT\ and its derlvatlves ‘[lﬂn ( 'darkness' 'obscurlty ), '\:J'*DT\
Q'darkness', chiefly poet.), 5YDR ('dark place', poet.) are
predlcated of Sheol in the followmg passages?
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(I) Loxxviii 7(6). "Thou hast laid me in the lowest Pit,.
' In:dark places, 'in the depths."

"The lowest Pit" M? RRD A, On the phrase see pp.72 sqq.
"Dark places" D‘:\v_\ nr> plur of’ wmr) (noun fem..Plur. only
here and cxliii 3 = Lam. iii 6. Plur. constr. only lxxiv 20,
not of Sheol. Sing, lxxxviii 19(18) (pausal), otherwise

Isa. xxix 15, x1ii 16, the two last not of Sheol. .

" Oest, ii 394 reads *:swn ip3 "among them that are restrain-
ed in the depths."

“Depths" MNI5YD , of submarlne location of Sheol,as 1xix
3(2), on which see above, p.45. On forms Lﬂblab]ﬁbwn see
BDB p.846Db. ’ :

(IT) id. 12(18). "Thou hast removed. from me lover and friend;
: My acquaintances are darkness."

The second member is dlf‘f‘lcult. ‘;u)nr) ‘\)‘T‘D
LXX reads Z}A,ou(Puvau, x5’ i).LoU dirov wair Tovg ywur‘oué
MOU XFS TatAotl WP i g ; so Vulg. "Elongasti’a me amicum

et proximum: .et notos meos a miseria.
Oest. (loc.cit.), after Jer. (''notos meos abstulisti") and
. SyTr., readsnawT\v I : "Lover hast thou taken far from me,
.and comrade hast ﬁhou withdrawn." Prob. this is the read-
ing to be preferred.
' 13012)
(III)  id. =$43=32, "sShall Thy wonders be .known in the darkness?
. Thy righteousness in the land of obl&¥}8ﬁ3"
"Darkness" WM, (noun masc), 11 t, in'Psalter. Only here
certainly of Sheol, and possibly cvii 10, 14, cxxxix 11, 12,
Wthh are examined below.

"ObllVlon" or "forgetfulness", y/M}J IT, 'forget'(BDB 674b).
"A poetic term, unknown elsewhere, suggestlng prob. that

the dead were forgotten by the dwellers upon earth and also
" by God, as verse 6(5), rather than that they are forgetful
of their life in this world." (Briggs, ii 247). Cf. xxxi
13(12), p.71 supra; Job xiv 21, Cheyne reads: M 14} "]
"in the land of sleepers" (ii p. 60, and crit.n.,p.61sq(1904))]

LIV) cvii 10-16. This passage is usually taken ash thanksglvmg
for deliverance from pI'lSOIl or capt1V1ty, but it is reason~
able to see in the writer's mind some analogy to the final
prison from.which there-is no release. 1In verse 10 they’
dwell in darkness ( fWN) and deathly gloom ( nn53), bound
in misery and iron; both terms re-appear in verse ‘143 the
"gates of bronze" and the'"bars of iron" feature in verse 16;
and in 18; where the sick are under consideration, they
become the "gates of death" (v. supra, p.58sq.). The idea
of imprisonment dccurs also in Ixxxviii 9(8), which PBV
following LXX ( ®23Xfor 2332 ) renders: "I am so fast in
prison: that I cannoft get forth," :
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(V)

In cxxxix 8-12 Sheol is no longer outside Jahveh's reach:
its darkness has become light. The reference here is.indirect,
and denotes darkness generally, including, it may fairly be
assumed, the darkness of the underworld. :

We adopt Oesterley's rendering of verses 11 and 12:

"If T said, 'Surely darkness will cover me,

And night be a veil about me,'

Yea, darkness would not darken from thee, : :

And night like day would give light!"* ~ ("Pss" ii 554)

"Darkness" Tﬂén in both cases. o _ '
"Would not darken" , ;jUM (Hiph)Verb, apart from here, only.twice

“in Psalter, 1xix 24?23)'of the eyes of enemies, cv 283%0f the -

plagues on Egypt. _ b . B
Oesterley's readings are: WX) for "1 Y21 for ynwly ,
a reading favoured by Ewald and most moderns, after Jer. and . -
Symm. See further, Briggs ii 500; BDB s.v. ¥V, p.1003a.

T X for NiX (with Wutz) is somewhat doubtful, the word
occurring, so far as the present writer can ascertain, nowhere
in 0.T. 7TX would prob. be better, although this term is very
obscure, being found only in Gen. ii 6 and Job xxxvi 27, and

having no known etymology in Hebrew. Dr. & Gray (ICC) read VX,

*'his mist', in Job xxxvi 30 (following Duhm et al.) for iR |

but refard Hoffmann's emendation, -TR for "X in xxxviii 24 as
less probable. Peake (Cent, Bi.s adopts the emendation in the
latter, but notkhe former, where he follows Heb. (pp. 304 sq., .-
318). See, more fully Dr. & Gray, ad locc., pp. 315 sq., 332,
and phil. nn. in Pt ITI, pp. 282 sq., 304. On X see J.Skinner

. (ICC "Genesis" p.55) and G.J. Spurrell ("Notes- on the Text of

vVI)

" the Book of Genesis", 2nd edn., (Oxford, 18926), p.24) for use-

ful phil. nn.§ and cf. BDB s.v., p.15b.

cxliii 3. ""He (i.e., the enemy) causeth me to dwell in
- . .dark places ( m'2ympa) |
~ As those that have been long dead."

For critical mote on this verse see p. 61 abgve.

'Beforenleaving WD and its derivatives the three occurr-

-ences -of N2WYN in the Psalter should be noted. In cxxxix 12

(see above) Oest. (loc.cit.) omits as a marginal comment which
has become incorporated into the text. In xviii 12(31) it occurs

.in combination with B of a theophany, but prob. read here, as

/7 IT Sam. xxii 12, M'DRIUN ' a mass of water". In lxxxii 5

' commentators interpret figuratively as "lack of understanding",

but on the view taken of this psalm above (pp.66 sqq.) the.
reference would be- to the darkness pervading the underworld.
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bﬁ“e (noun masc., only poet , (verbbSQ not found)) 'darkness'
gloom (ef. Arab. \},1 set! (of the sun)), occurs only twice
in the Psalter,
In Job x 22 (bis) the context clearly denotes the underwordd,
verses 21 and 22 furnishing a powerful wor@-picture of the
. utter blackness and gloom of Sheol — the land of mo return.

In Ps, xi 2 the word is used of the darkness in whic¢h the
wicked ('YW ) shoot. their arrow. Oest. (i 147) omits™in3

an(nnsprlnted 2DY), but his comment on the phrase is inept,
the “reference being not to the darkness of night, but figur-
ative of evil designs. The allusion is prob. to the sorcerer
with his magical arrow.(v. Guillaume, op.cit., p.276).

The other instance is Ps. xei 6. This is important, as one
of the most effective of prophylactlc texts, being known as
the "Song against the assaults of evil". (Guillaume, op.cit.,
pPp.268, 287). In this particular verse we have a personific-
ation of disease // to that of the Bab. plague-demon Namtar,
whose connexion with the underworld is evident from the
"Descent of Ishtar". TIn this peem he appears as the servant
of Eresh-kigal, the godcess of ‘Aralli, at whose behest he

imprisons Ishtar, smites her with dlsease, and later sprlnkles
her with the "water of life", (E.R.E. ii 315D, 316b; iv 517a),

He appears again as the .servant of Eresh-kigal in the "Legend
of Nergal and Eresh-kigal", in which he is sent by her to the
banquet of the gods above. All do him honour except Nergal,
who, for his discourtesy, is taken by Namtar at the command of
Eresh-kigal to the underworld. (E.R.E. xi 828).

The inference that Namtar or his Heb. counterpart is person-
ified as "the pestilence that roameth in darkness" (959¥2 N}
‘rbﬁ’\ is re-inforced by the occurrence in the latter Dortlon
of the verse of the term AVR (PRV 'sickness', AV and RV 'destr-
uction'), which was understood in the Rabbinical literature, as
Oesterley. (ii p.410) points out, as the proper name of a demon.

(Quotation from the 'Midrash' given by Oest., loc.cit., and
more fully in "Fresh Appr.", p.286; for quotation from Bab.
Talm. (Pesahim, 111b) see E.R.E. iv 613b). Caution is needed,
however, in drawing too weighty conclusions. LXX and Aquila
both make, spec1flc mention of a demon, as Oest. notes; (LXX
AT G")”Tw)*d’% Kt Bettpovion maanubpuisd ) , but, as Perowne p01nts
out (ii 177), .this might have been due to misreading “TIW3
(On the:verb- in this passage see R,Gordis in J.T.S., Jan.,l 40,
pP.39 sq., who, equating with Syr. / paa'pour''rush with force',
renders '"the pestilence that rushes at noon".) On the other:
hand, names comnected with mythology and demonology do occur
in the 0.T. Some, found in the Psalms, have been noted above
(p.75); mentlon might be made of others: 'Robesg', the Bab,

- rabigu' (Gen, iv 7; v. Oest. & Rob. p.1llé sq); "Lilith' (Isa.
xxxiv 143 (?) Gad and Meni (Isa. 1xv 11); 'Azazel' (Lev. xvi
8, 10, ?6) Kennett regards the 1ast—named, not as a demon,
but as the name of a settler of pagan origin in Judaean terrlt-
ory between 586 B.€. and the time of Nehemiah, whose setting
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up of a pagan image, or continued observance of some pagan
practice, in a place near Jerusalem, gave his name to that place
which was regarded by theé Jews as desecrated and so became '"the.
dumping- ground for Jewish sin". ("0.T. Essays" (Cambr., 1928)

p. 114 sq.). This view is highly improbable, but is mentioned
from the point of view of interest.

It is impossible to pursue this fa301nat1ng subject further -
here. Suffice it to make reference to Oest. & Rob., Chap. X,
pp.108 sqq., where further examples given; H.D.B. v 537b sq.;
551b~5566a-for Bab, incantation rituals with illustrations from
the texts,and bibliography; cf. esp. with O0.T. demonology the
‘names of the chief Bab. classes of demons on the 'Maglu' tablet,
p.552a3 E.R.E, iv, artt. DEMONS AND SPIRITS (ASSJP -BRab.), (Heb.)
(Jew1sh), pp.568b, sqg., 594b, sqq., 612a, sqq.; E.O.James,"The
0.T. in the Light of Anthropology", p.78; on Hos. xiii 14 see
Cheyne, ("Origin of Psr."p.285 and fef., n.2.j)-a passage remin-
iscent of the Namtar myth, - A :

. A further example of the c‘larknesc of Sheol, which has
affinities with the Breek PAiwsw, AclRew daog ,(of he vpber World),
‘and the 'luce- carentes' of Lucretius and Vergil, is found in
Ps. xlix 20(12).. Reading, with EVV following LXX, RAXfor Xam
(unless ¥ih @ be taken as Peferring back to W) in prev1ous .
verse (as Pr'lggs i. 412), -which is 1mprobab1e), and singular for
plural-in second member (as LXX, PBV; but AV and RV follow Heb.
in readlng plural), the verse may-be translated

,"He shall go unto the generation of his fathers;
Nevermore shall he see the light.," '

The verse ref‘lects t.he general tenor of the psalm (except in
verse 16(15), a later editorial insertion) in keeping with the
Babylonian, where the state of the dead appears to have been
regarded as unalterable and permanent (v. E.R.®. ii 316b). Cf.
also with this verse Job iii 16, Qoh. vi 3-6.

We must flnall_j consider the term meB , which occurs
in the Psalter four times. In each case MT points unRhy . We
give 1n each case the Heb. w1th corresponding IXX renderlng

(1) xxiii 4. mln_')_".g R*pay &N )Lzo'o:» THs G«V«fou.

(2) xliv 20(19) 4 33 uw‘)-y rapul 1M Ené|<=€)\uq.v2\! :))u‘&é. KK Bowo’("roo.

(3). 'c\fii 10. ”-3-\ -'.'.'[UT\ 1.'1@", -ukOvuéarous sV «Kém KL mg.:( Qacva(-.oo

(2) gv11_l’-_k '3\ ‘[uJ nr) nx" 91‘ 3 Sf,v;yaysv o(LhoUS £.K THoToug Kot G\(lxg
o.xv-.x.ou_

Tn . # ’pon an boty cases. In hv // B4R 'DIPI')J o M, -fclloued by -

Perowne, Kirkp. :briggs,erc,. LXK 2V .o—..-w KK TEWDG, ; Aq v T. dou(v),aa
Read, ity fer, (cthaconum.) T''IT, as Oes\' .
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In these four passages,.as in most, LXX presupposes NN 53
which may have been the original, two distinct words belng under-
stood before the division.(On divisions of words see A.A. Bevan
in E.Bi., 5361, art. WRITING; S.A. Cook, "The O0.T., A Re-inter-
pretation", p.23). . The uniform vocalisation is probably an
instance of what G.R. Driver has described as "the levelling
labours of the Massoretes" (v. supra, p.25, n.2; cf. D.W.Thomas
in "Record and Revelatlon" P.383 sq. ) T _ -

- Most commentators, however, (Briggs, Klrkp., ‘Oest., Davison,

- Cheyne, Perowne, and among the older, Qimchi), regard :nlr>‘3':3
as a derivative of T1%4Y . (For abstracts from concretes by ‘adait-
ion of M, M']see G-K. 86k) Barnes does not agree, Tégarding Tahhy

. as "only an invention of grammarians devised to oust ‘zal .maveth'
whereger it occurs" (see his caustic _hnote- on Ps xx111 4, vol 1,
p.118
The' probable truth-of theé matter is that ut fotward in the

art. SHADOW OF DEATH in B.Bi., 4420 (Editorial y namely, that -
some contexts Pavour1un59 and others sunby , To the former the
present writer would ass1gn only x1iv 20(1€) in the Psalter. In
the remaining passages NN is much better suited to the con-
text. An excellent note on the word and its vocalisation, in
thé course of which Ndldeke's defence of the traditional vocal-
isation is discussed and rejected, will be found in Dr. & Gray,
“Tob" (Icc),.Pt.II, p.18 sq. -See also BDB p.853b., s.v. nNY3.

MDD, Ps, cx1.11(10). For completeness this word is included
here, where its etymology will be dealt with. Term is oa.A.
‘Briggs (ii 506) and BDB p. 243a derive from a\/ﬂn‘\, not found in
Heb., but having in Arab.. f,.h) the meaning 'pour' ‘pour out'.
LXX, 3V TetAowwpiats 'in hardshlps' Symm,, Targ., Jer., "pits, pit-
~ falls". Tbn Ezra and Qimchi explaln as '"deep pits', without good
reason Perowne thinks, himself renderlng "floods of water", Arab.
u‘)*n 'cataract' (/ as above)..

While it is impossible to be certain, the word would prob.
best be translated "torrents" (as Kirkp. p.795: "If they try to
escape the fiery storm, may they be swept away by torrents!').

In this case the 'ps. might be taken as an additional allusion
to the waters of Sheol.
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. We have now reviewed in detail thosge passages in the
Psalter (tegether with ether relevant 0la Testament passages)
having reference,eeither direct or presumptive, to the eschat-

- ology of the individual-ln relation'tp Sheol, To what conclus-
.1on do these passages lead?

Some, as Renan, have seen 1n the denial of any survival
——'that is,. in any p031t1ve sense — one of" the chief clanns of
Hebrew rellglon to superlorlty1 Had the "virtue-its-ownéreward"
of Habakkuk establlshed itself w1dely and firmly there might, -
have been substance in this clalm. Integrlty of llfe and purpose

"Not w1th the hope of gaining aught,
Not seeklng a reward" 2

m1ght indeed have been the creed of the more contemplatlve and
'hlgh-souled servants of Jahveh. but they were few. Retribution
remained the watchword of the many, a retribution which the
"official" doctrine of Sheol — |

"Lethe's gloom, but not its quiet,
The pain without the peace of death —n?

demanded ever more stridently and insistently.. Ner can theleth
be adduced against this as the_charter of the Godefearer-without
" hope beyond., Qoheleth's point of view, as Barton has said, is
itg natural evolution ... from Israel's earlier thought¥" but,
shorn of its glosses, 1t is the point of view not of the God--
fearer but of the d1s1llu51oneo — the cynic. |
Nevertheless, this stage of Israel's rellglous develop-

ment — whlch be it observeéd, is but a stage and not a f1nal1ty,
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- a miétaké which is frequently made by those who.wgplqjélaim
it as evidence for'the'poésibiliiy of the existence of an
ethical religion which‘féjecﬁs belief in a future life,'a'
posSibiiity which we would in nowise deny -— raises é questionl
'Whidh-we may hgre formulate without attemptiﬁg to answer,
-Cbuld.Judaism,-haé it remained static from the sixth or fifth -
centufy'onﬁards, have con£inued to claiﬁ thé.allegiance,df

- the nation? -Or; in other WOrds, — 'is.bélief in personal
'immortaliﬁy in a. positive sense a {sine qﬁa non' of a living _'

and inifying faith?
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THE ESCHATOLOGY OF THE INDIVIDUAL.

(I1) LATER STAGES OF BELIEF.

T e

From the foreg01ng catena of passages it will readlly be
geen that the Sheol doctrine is predomlnantly the doctrlne
of the Psalter, and indeed of the 0ld Testament in general,-
as concerning the final state of the individual. There were
those who found it wholly unsatisfactory; but so deeply had -
it taken root in,thé national consoiousness that‘many.refused
to dbéndon it, even though its incompatibility with more
worthy conceptions .of Jahveh became increasingly_patent-and
its retention raised moral issues of the'profoundest concern.
It was not by direct specﬂulative reasoning on Sheol 1tse1f”
nor on the state. of. its inhabitants, that any doctr;nal
development ‘took placei.for in Israel "this,nleasing hope,
this fond desire, This longlng, after immortalitydzwas entirely
absent, - at least in the aocepted sense of" the term. Rather
was it 1n:the light .of the grow1ng elevatlon of the doctrine .
- of Go& that the popular conoettion of Sheol was intcreasingly
felt to be untenable. "The God of the:dld Testament,ﬁ writes

N.H.Snaith, “is not 'One Who Is' so much as. ‘©me Who Does,'™

»

and it waé?% necessary conollafy_to this increasingly conceived
activity, together with the ever-widening sphere in which that
activity was regarded as oberative, that the earlier beliefs

concerning Jahveh's relation to His people, underwent considerable
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change. .

A distinctioh is wone to'be made bebﬂeeh the eschatology
of the nation and that of the 1nd1v1dual guch distinction,
- while useful for convenience’ sake, is not.altogether a happy
one. It has arisen in the attempt to contrast'the earlier
_conceptlon of "corporate personallty" with the later "religion
of the individual.®" . But the-former be 1t remarked, in so

far as it was the Jewish nation in which Jahveh's purpose was
regarded as belng worked out, can at no tlme be said to have
been'supereeded by the recognition of the right of_direct
individual access to God; while; similarly, there was no time -
in the history of the nation when the individual did not fully
have his part to ﬁlay, for it;wae.round ﬁhe-persons of ipdividual
' men - and women - that the history of the nation, right frbm_
its very origins was woven. The Patriarehs, Moses, the Judges,
the succession of the Prophets - did not each end all'have
direct dealings with Jahveh, and so become the vehlcles -of Hls
revelatlon? ‘ : | . _._. o - .

"~ The insistence of Jeremiah and Ezekiel upon individual
relationship to Jaﬁveh (which is commonly regarded as'the
removal Qf.the centre of gravity from the nation to tﬂe
person; and B0 inVeating the latter with a status which
hitherto he had not enjoyed). should be.viewed not so much as
ae abrogation on the part of these prophets of the idea of

"corporate persenaﬁty}"_as of the sanction which that idea
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nad seemed.to_afford.for~the coﬁveniqnp'fépudiation_qﬁ
individuglﬂresponsibiliﬁy.' Nor was it.from-a‘humanitarihn
motive that "the fathers were not to be put to death for the
children" and vice.versat but rather from sheer force of-
necessify in maintaining the popula£ion at a time whén the_
Acohﬁinue& exisﬁence of theﬁﬁamion éﬁoodlin grave jeopaydy?ﬁ
the impoﬁtance-of which is umged-upon the exiles'by Jeremiéh
(xxix..5.6.) | . - .

Hence, withoht'in ahy way. attempting to. depreciate the work -
.bf the laﬁe Archdeacoﬁ Charles, than whom probably none:has
"done more to 1llum1ne the 1abyr1nth1ne ways of eschatology and\
apocalyptie, we- f1nd it 1mposslble to 1dent1fy ourselves with
that schblar-when.he asserts that "no individwal retribution

: - - . 3 .
wes looked for in the pre-prophetic times." Taking the J and

E documents alone, which are almost universally acknowledged i
to date from the pre-prophetic period,.sufficient;evidencefmay
be édduhed to 1mpugnfthis;gssertion, even if allowed the |
Iatitude;COpceded to a'genefalisatioh.'-The pﬁnishment_of Ad am
(Gen.-iii. 17-8aq. (J)); Cain (Gen.iv.11. sqq. (Ji); Miriem
(Num. %ii. 10. (E)); Dathan and Abirem (Num. Xvi. 27b - 32a
(JE))}‘thé reward of-No;h;(Genq vii. 1. (J)); Abram (Gen.xv.
(JE)); - these are just a few insténcés.of diréct”individgal
retribgtioh, while the deceptioﬁ of Jacob by Laban (Gen.é%&xm
(J)) and léfgﬁ?his_own sons (Gen. xxxvii. 31-35 (J)), can
hardly be_regarded~a&_other ﬁhﬁn.condign judément for his

own earlier decébtion of his father Isaac (Gen xxvii. (J)).
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It is true that group solidarity, both family and tribal,
was ‘more cohesive in the earlier period,. as in all primitive
communities, but at no time can the pre-prophetic evidence be

taken to justify the statement of Gharlea.- Jahveh's Jjustice

was exiomatic throughout; the prophets were concerned to re-

) aseert its operation and re-emphasise 1ts appllcatlon in face

of the flagrant abuses of thelr own. partncular "age . Their
'contrlbutlon to personal-rellglon'was not so much anneﬁ-
departure in the severance of the 1nd1V1dual from the group
as an enhancement of his status as & moral belng, brought about
by deeper 1n31ght‘1nto the nature of @God. It is against this
background that the most acute and poignant probléms of
sufferiné;and;retributiBEftaQEftﬁéxstage, and to their rise.
and treatment at the hands of the 0ld Testament writera‘we
must now proceed to direct attention. ' |

That belief in-a future life'f that is what Charles
designates g, blessed future life" in-eontradistinction to
the 'amoral! doctrlne of bheol - was the loglcal and in-
,eluctable conclu31on of the 1mp11catlona of the ethlcal mono-
thelsm is the almost unanimous verdict of those who have
sought to follow the development of Hebrew thought as
_§Ortrayed in the'eanonieal ann extra-canonical literature,
Some there were who refused to tread these hithertd un-
charteq.paths; .The_author of Qoheleth is theirluneompromising

‘spokesman. Like Swinburne he remained convinced "That dead
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men rise ap never;"i But. those who were prepared te congider
afresh the_demands of experience, and to challenge contemporary
platitudes, were destined to find themselves faced with the
growing conviction: "Thou wilt not.leave: us in the dust."

Theoretically, be it admltted, the questlon of survival is
not, per 86, exc1u51vely religlous, yet hlstorlcally, 1t has
always borne such a close: connex1on w1tn relmglous bellef and
practlce that the two are v1rtua11y 1nseparable. Some have gone
"as far as to assert that falth in human immortallty "stands or
falls w1th the_bellef in God "J As a 31mp1e, unqualifled state-
ment thls 18 misleadlng O C. Qulck is more true to fact "It
is quite possible" he-rlghtly argues, "to have a-belief in God,
and yet no bellef in the surv1va1 of the human soul. .Such, for
1nstance,was the creed of the Saddugees 1n our Lord g tlme ‘
Agaln, it iss qulte pOSblble to have no belief in God, and yet to
‘believe in theé survival of the human soul...f...‘ ..... Phis
question of survival can be, and often. is, treated 51mply as a
matter of scientific enquiry."4 It is the nature of the. contin-
ued existence, not the mere fact of survival; with which
réligionais:coheerned. It is obviously this wh}ch, on a careful
reading, Inge is really_cohcerned to mainfain,iand is well L
expressed in his ahotation from vOn‘Hugel's "Essays. and
Addresses."s-Nevebtheless, some of the 0ld Testament writers,
and in particular some of the Pealmist&, have shewn that we
“are not "led by the belief in ‘the one (i.e. in God) to the
'belief in the other;" (i.e. the immortality of the soul.Y

But it is to those who were led on to such belief that we
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now\must turn oup minds, as it is with them that the &evelopment :
in 0ld Testament idees of God and menh, which forms the theme
of_our‘present étudy, necessarily lies. We must, however, as
stated' ebove, dissbuse our minds: of tne idea that Israel's
neligious developinent ‘can be represented by a réguian, aécgnding
_curve. 'ﬁolfield of hunan Drogress can be thus:deiineatéd if

all factors'are to be taken into consi&éfationf Yet, 1n any-
thing- less than a full hlstory (for Wthh the réquisite data
- are.nop always available) such a‘general method must, perforce,
be_adopped, fdr.bghinq.aii the"changes and chances" of Oid.
Tegstament religinn thép; nunsian'upward-trend, 'Thé_posiﬁipn
jhaé been well-stated by Prof. G.A.Cooke: ““We are undoubtedly
.Justlfled in tracing a growth in knowledge of rellglous truth;
but .... we must do justice to all the facts, We must beware

of any menhénical theory, for it is not true that the order of
progress runs in a straight line from a crude naturalism up to

a purlfled morallty."i

The endeavour to trace out some measure?of<rder1y development

at once brings us face to face with the vexed duestion of the
datlng of the psalms? a problem which cannot be ignored in a
work of this nature. The once- popular method (as in Kirkpatrick
and Briggs) of attemptlng-to a351gn 1nd1v1dual.psalms to part—_
icular historlcal event;lls now almost whoily dlePedlted, |
although it has been recently rev1ved by ButtenW1esen41n an
extreme form. The-Maccabaean datlng, whlle still having its

. 5
supporters; notably emong English scholsrs R.H.Kennett, has
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_ tended to yield to cenaiderable modification in the light of
1

comparative. study, Gresemann arguing for the pre—exllic or1g1n

of many of the: psalme Gare must be taken to av01d confu81on
in this matter: it is important to distinguish between the
Psalter ae a whole;-(or any one psalm) in its présent form,

) . _ : . oo 2 . .
and the psalm or pealms 88 oPiginally written. —~“The view .

adopted by the present writer is ﬁh'aft few, if any of the
pealma, now stand as they came from the pen of %he original .
, cemposer.' Ind1v1dual psalms, and smaller collectlons, were in
clrculatlon at a comparatlvely early date, and were undoubtedly,-
as Peters suggests, used at local sanctuarles? These,formed
_5the nucleus of larger collecfiona, perhaps'undergoing some
modification in-tne process, until finally, in the_fourth‘
‘century,‘larger collectiens were gathered_into one anthology
which we now know ae'the Psalter At each stage the psalms
"have euffered at the hands of a redactor fortunately, the
work of;the latteréconels;ed for the most part of additions
and insertions, with little interference with the'oriéinal
text? 80 that earlier and later ideas not infrequently stand
in the same psalm, in Juxtapos1t10n. Psalm LI is an example -
in point: it is 1nconceivable that rhe same hand could have
written verses 18 and 2) (E VV. 16 and 19.) -
Datlng-of 1nd1v1dual psalm&, or portions of-psalms, is
therefore p0951ble only withln very broad 11m1ts,' as
iG R.Driver remsrks: in his review of Buttenw1eser 8 bulky
volnme? "It is of course obvious that a éew psalms can .

clearly be assigned to a definite period (e.g; Psalm cxxnvii



02

to the Exile); but any endeavour to fix the dates oftmost
of them can but be in the highest degree subJectlve......"L
This is substantially the view of the present writer, though
he would add thgt the Exile provide& merely a "terminus a quo'
for the pselm edduced, for on this ¢riterion the preceding .
psalm might be assigned to the settlemen£ in Canaan.

| In the development of religious thought in I--sraé]'.",'
culminating in the doctrlne of a future life for the 1nd1v1dual
_ Qesterley dlstlngulshes three stagesf which for convenlence'
sske, we may be,permitted-to fol;ow. The first is that-whlqh
may. be terﬁéd "prihiﬁiVe" of'"ethgicﬁ in whiéh the dead assﬁme -
a character in WhICh'théy"éfe iﬁVested -with suﬁefidr kndwledge
and are virtually regarded as D’bﬁ "mighty ones, " or 'D‘ﬁbﬂ
-"go@sn" As in all pr1m1t1ve communltles - indeed we might
adq,(having‘regard to its prevalence even in our own dgy) and .
© among "cifilised " communities., - this elévated status accorded
to the dead,_especially'the illustrious dead,'ied'to the
praétice of their being'conéulted by the living. 4whet the
practice was prevaleﬁt in Israel, and that despitefits,
denunciatipn in both the Proéhets énd the Law, it persisted
-until a comparatively late date, has already been shown. 8o -
far aé'§he Psalter.is concernéd, with'the.ékception.of.Psalm 82
'(whiqh the present wriver regaids aa.a definite.poiemic against
'the braétiee)%agfw1.28,references are indirect, beihg found
in those bsalmé.relating to the mechinations of the magician&?

among which the power to .invoke the spirits of the dead for
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-good or-ewil was undoubtedly an important eiement; - Among
_these ere iii, vi, wvii, x, xi, xiii, xxxi, lviii,
1ix, xai,.'ei,.'cix. i‘While‘it is tempting to pause for an
_exanination of these psalms or psalm passages, we must forego
the digression, save for a reference.to Guillaume, Who in his
recent-BamptonfLectures (1938) regards Mowinckei's thesis as.
"gound, thougn ‘not for the reasons which Mowinckel givee "%

With the appearance of the "writing prophets," the state
of the dead, and the nature of their abode, underwent a pro-
found change. Their insistence upon Jehvenh as righteousness,
holiness and.love, Himself the: only God of Israel, left no '
room‘for inferior deities. Without‘at first denying their
existence, their power and jurisdiction becane'increasingly
attenuated, a process which continued . until finally Deutero-
'_,Isaiah could declare.of Jahveh: “Begide me there is no other. 2
A somewhat S1m11an fate was share by the lessger "gods " the
spirits of the dead. 1Their ex1stence was not denied, but
they were shorn of all power and activity. The "mighty"
( U‘b}Z) became the "weak" (D‘ADW) the ".kno‘wing" oneS.
Cn*)y‘rﬁ the "dead who know not anything"6 their abode the
.land of 311ence. No more could}%:yconsulted they were
destined to remain for ever fast bound in "the land of no
return." | | | |

This, the dominant eschatology of the individual in the .
Psalter, has already been treated of "in extenso" abowe; it

is therefore unnecessary: to repeat what has already been
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said. The'doctrinefforms the second -stage in the history of
. thé'growth of the future life, and was .destined to raise

problems affeoting 1life in the present world, which again in

tdrn re-acted radically upon beliefs régarding the next.

The eighth'century_propheta; in their zeal for>an uh-
"swerving loyalty.to'JahVeh}'and their condeduenﬁ desire to
stop the cdrrent traffickiné ﬁitﬁ'the_dead} oodid'have had
little idea of the far-reaching consequences of t‘he‘ir '
teaching. With their loftier conception of God and the re-
emphasis on Him deéling with the individual, Whioh'léter
formed the centre of the teaching of Jeremiahf the question
of rewards and puniéhmehts inevitably orose.' If all aiike |
were destlned to share the Beme: shadowy ex1stence in Sheol;
irresoective of their conduct in this life; and if God were
indeed rlghteoua, His rlghtoousness demandlng retribution; |

" such retribution could be.meted out in only one place - this
side of the gfave, since Jahveh's jurisdiction, so far as the
individualy_was doncerned, extended no further.  Such a. |

tolimitation falls strangely upon the ears'of-a modern reader of
the Old Teetament, especlally in view of the fact that

Jahveh was regerded as creator of the whole world, and_aé

having the ability, as early as Amos, of stirring up

foreign powers; but unless thesge incompaﬁibilitiea“represent

mutually divergent traditions (a phenomenon to which the
present writer hopes to direct his attention at some future

date) they cén only be regarded as another example of what
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--Oesterley'eo aptly describes as "that kind of incongruity
_(whieh) has neen-characteristic of men'a religious beliefs
in all ages." |

The religion of the individual - if so it might be termed -
oecupies-a central position ianeremiah! whose .teaching exerted
a mdde-spfead influence.“ Wellhausen has'gone so far as to
assert that without him pealms‘could not nave.been:composed?
" Allowing for some messure of hyperbole, a eommon fault in all
who wrlte in admlratlon of a: great man, we may adm1t the

general truth of tne statement. .As shown above, Jahveh'

-_-deallngs with 1nd1viduals was no new truth adumbrated by the

oelghthcentury prOphets and made artlculate by Jeremiah, but
had been a feature of the_neliglon of Isrgel as far back as .
,the'reqorda enable us to travel. A.B.Davidson has set the
'prOphet'invtrue_perapectite; "rhough tne truths in‘Jeremiah
are old, they all appearfinEhim with an impreas'oflpereonality_
_whlch gives them novelty. n® |
Jeremiah's teachlng was, adopted and developed by his con-

temporary, Ezekidl, in whom the doctrlne'of individual =~ .?
respon51bllity, freeing a man from the‘trammela of his |
mprogenitors, and at the same time investing him with a
_'dignitx which has herdly been surpassed'in the most’ardent_
. edvocates of absolute free-ﬁill, and at times almost Pelagian
| 1n its vehemence, opened the flood-gatea to a rigid theory of
. divine netrlbutlon.. ‘'he rlghteous must be rewarded, and the

" wicked receive condign punishment - inthis life, a doctirine

which became rooted deep in the national consciousness, and
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“was variously applied in'what'RtH.Gharles'so aptly describes
as. the "two great porular handbooks,.the Psa;ter and the Book
of Proverbs."j
‘vhat this is the-"offieialm doctrine-of‘the Psaltery teken

a8 a whole, 1s clear not only from the number of times in
'whien it occurs, but also because 1t constitutes the theme of
'Psalh i., which is regarded by commentators 1n general as a
proem'to the'bboh. Here the rlghteous is 1ikened to'n

o "A tree planted by. tne (streahs‘of) water

.- ‘dhat bringeth forth its fruit in- its season,

Whose leaf also doth not wither 3
3 And whatsoever he doeth shall ‘crosper:"

In marked contradlctlon is the lot of the_w1eked4

"Nd;so are the w1cked, not so?
But they are llke the chaff whlch the wind driveth away."

'Slmilarly in Psalm xcii. 13 (12).

"The rlghteous shall flourish like the palm tree
He shall grow like a cedar in Lebanon."

But experience had already begun to call into questlon the
truth of these sentlments. Was it, in a phrase. 80 popular
in'aur'day, mere "“wishful thinking?" PFor the righteous did
not always prosper; indeed, it was often hefwho suffered,

- while the wicked prospered'—’not_infrequently et his expense.
. "No," replied orthodoxy,."Jahveh allows the righteous to '
suffer so that his subsequent prosperity may abpear.the ~
greater, while the wickedais'allowed to prosper that_his

- ineviteble downfall may be the more sudden end humiliating:
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S0 15 Jahveh's,justicefmore fully vindicated, and His power
.' .

-

manifested as supremef vhis truth is not vouchsafed to.foolsr

“"A brutish man Yya- 0 Xdknoweth not;
Neither doth a fool(5,33)understand.thia.

,,2 ' -
When.the wicked grow.. and prosper’"it is only that they
- ‘ w0 . M » B 4

will be destroyed for ever,“ Though many affllctions may

befail the righteous, Jahveh will deliver him from all. His

5
_ bones, to which great 1mportance was attached in nebrew thought,

(the bones béing regarded with the blood as ‘the seat of’ life,
and later as the nucleus of the resurrectlon body ) belng
kept intact (Psalm xxxiv. 19 - 21.) The conviction finds its

fullest expression in Psalm %xxvii, - the "locus classicus"

-which the present'writer has from childhood regarded as one of
‘the most beautiful in the Psalter. It is-too,well known to
-need quotation; indeed,'to do justice to the. psalm quotation

"in toto" would be demanded. ,

But it was not only the J'brutish end the fool" who could
not understand this specious doctrine. ‘Yhe more scute minds,
among devout.thinkbrefbegan to be repelled by a doctrine which

, universal experience, over a long perlod, had proved to be

. manlfestly untrue While Jdb 13 1ts munumental refutation,

oW

there is more than a trace of such 1mpatience in Pselm 1lxxiii.

Centuries before Stone penned his now famous hymn, the.Salnts
of Israel . |

"their watch are keeping
- thelr ery goes up, How long?" '

Collectively or individually the cry is the same:

Vo
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' "How long, O God, shall the adversary insult? '
Shall the foe despise Thy Name for ever?" (1xxiv 10)

_"Surely in vain have I cleansed my heart, .
And washed my hands- in. innocency." : (1xxiii 13)

"Return, O Jahveh, how long?
And let it repent-Thee concerning Thy servants.' (xc 13)
- If the earlier portion of Psalm‘liklii expresseslphe‘view of °
the impat{ent, the musings of the author of xxxix have reached
1gn1t1on p01nt.. In po1gnancy of meditation, and constancy in
- face of utter desolation, he is worthy to take his place
alongs1de the writer of the Book .of Job. But, unlike Job and
his fellow-psalmlst, he is not prepared to take the audacious
plunge, and falls back on. the transitoriness of ‘human llfe
and the vanity of worldly alms, "praying for relief and respite"
(Klrkpatrlck, ad loc.). Orthodoxy is too strong; he dares
nop to_question it: He is a stranger ('Wg!) with-JahVeh, and
a sojourner ( J\'é:\'ﬂ-)l as were all his fathers (xxxix 14(13)).
'The_same theme, the brevit& and evanescence of human
life, appears again in Psalm XC, but, as Perowne points out,
"in a loftder and more impressive strain" (i 338) (ct. xxxlx
S with xc 5sqr, 9sq.). The parallels with Job are striking, )
so much so that somefof the older commentators .(e.g. Delitzsch)
regarded Job as-haviné borrowed from the psalm. It is not, how-
_ever, necessary to attempt either to justify or,refute such a
conjecture, for the problem could not fail to‘pe present to the-

minds of all who were not content slavishly to follow current

ideas. Job, however, is their spokesman,and it is in this book
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rather than in the Psalter that the problem receives, as far
aé was possible for the age, tﬁe full-scale treatment it
demanded. It 13 unnecessary to attempt to trace tne develop-
ment of Job's thougnt 1ndeed it is questionablg whether we
can speak of a "develpphen%." :In,the'bdok'ééhit'siands (if
we may addpt a‘sehtehce'from Waterhouse, used in_aﬁother
cohnexion) "gll we can hoﬁéJﬁo,do with‘p#dfit is td’view in
turn, rather than in orde#, thefvarious expﬁessiohﬁ"'oﬁ Job's
meditationa. Charles has already given theh admirable summary{
It is Job's appeal frémafthe God of outef providence, from the
.God of circumstance, to the God of faith"gwhich is germane to

" our purpose. “The passage- is well-known, bné-might almost'éay ;
too well-known, for at the hand of the wrlter of" the libretto

- of Handel's "Messlan" and under the chigel of the monumental
mason, the passage, together with other important 0ld Testaﬁent
passages, has been shorn of its context, and its éssential -
content thereby wholly,obscdred, to the detriment of sound
exegesis. -

So important is the passage &8s marking the dawn of a new .
era in_religious déveldpment, albeit itself but the fainiest.
glimmer, that we éive it in full as rendered by R.H.Gharlés,?
together with sbﬁe philological and exegeticél notes: -~

“"But I know that m& Avenger liveth, | .
4An.d that at the last he wi;% appear above(my)grave°
And after my skin hath been aestroyed,
Without my body shall I see God:

Whom I shall see for myself, o
And mine eyes shall behold, and not another."
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1. "Avenger," better "my Vindlcator" ( bXAI)as RVm and Oesterley
ad loc. (Hebrew Religion, 2nd. edn. p. 356), Driver and Gray -
(I.¢c.C.) Jshveh is often described as. the bx\J ‘of His people,
-eppecially in the sense of Delivererfrom. bondage (Egypt) and

. Exile, the latter usage being freguent -in Deugpo- and Trito- e}

Isaiah (for references see B,D.B. 8.v.5%s I.,'3 b, and c.

(pe 145b); a (ibid.) for individual. deliverance,) but the word
should not be so rendered here. As Peske remarks. (Cent. Bi.
"Job" ad loc. P. 193): "'Vindicator' is the sense required; it
is not redemption from Sheol, but the clearing of his feme, to-
which Job looks forward." 5® occurs eleven times in Psalter.
For complete references with analyses, see Brlggs on Psalm Xxix
15 (Vol.i. -p. 175.) 1In addition to these Halevy reads 1524

for bx “i-in Pselm xxii.  9-(8). :

2. Not "“at the last," (so R V.). whlch, as Oesterley points out,
does not accurately represent the Hebrew. ]nwnx is adjectival
rather than adverbid (Peake), and its p051tlon in the sentence:
significant. 'he best rendering is that of B.D.B. (p. 31a)
‘"and as one coming after (me) (and so &ble to esteéblish my
1nnocence when I anm dead) w1ll he..........arise upon the -dust."

3. . Hebrew' corrupt. Driver and Gray (op cit.) leave the line blank
' in trenslation (p. 174) but a full discussion of -the line with
proposed emendations. is included in Part II (philological notes,
pp. 128 - 132.) . 1he above, wnich is followed by Oesterley,
brings out the sense as nearly as is p0331ble. See also Peake,

(op. cit. Dp. 193 8q.)

L. "§ithout my body." ThlSlé a persphrase. <he Hebrew *wuuln
is embiguous. "From" ="away from; "without, is clearly ‘required
by the context.

An important point to be noted here- is that the way is laid
open for what Charles describes as "A new doctrine of the soul<
Although merely in embryo, the possibility that the soul will
persist, not in excommunication from God as taught in the
current Sheol doctrine, but as an entity capable of continued
communion w1th Him is entertained.

3

5. "Whom I shall see for myself." ‘he "I" is emphatlc. - K K
“Y-nymg "I, even I, shall see."  (Peske) "For myself's
better (as RVm) “on my side," (so Driver and Gray.)

6. Eather- "ine eyes. shall see (Jahveh]l , and not as a stranger"
1;-xb\ (as Rvm) i.e. he will see God as his .friend, come
to vindicate his innocence, or “"Mine eyes and not (those of) a
stranger shell see." “The Hebrew is patient of either trans-
lation, but the former should certainly be adopted.
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i'he quotation shouid be completed by Job‘s,expressipns of
his overwhe;ming yearning to.see God, and_witness.His attesfation
-of his innocenCe. "My reins ere consumed within me,"Lethe .
kidneys (DY’ bIDJ és the seat of intense emotioh,:almost'ah
exact ant1c1pation of modern enddsfinoldgy!' The word:
is found five tlmes in the Psalter, three of these,lt is
1nterest1ng to note, being in psalms in which some have seen
dlrect reference to the future 1life: (xvi,’ 7 - lxxiid. 21.,
cxxx1x 13 ) for whlch see below; the remalning passages added
for completeness are v1i. 10?, and xxvi. 2.‘ |

It ig dlsapp01nt1ng to ilnd that after reachlng sucn
subllmity of thought the poet should have taken refuge;,. 1ike
_the wrluer of Psalm xxxlx.ln the orthodex materlal doctrine:
set forth in such thorough—g01ng fashion 1n Deuuronomy Whlle
we ‘cannot here discuss the critical problems relatlng to the
book, we wbu%d-venture to eipress considefable doubt as fb
whether the prologue and epilogue_are from the hand of the
author of the main body of the work.. Rather would they seem
. to be the work of a.redaetpr'Who'sought to bring the hook within
-'the-limits-of orthodox,thought. | _

© A8’ Charles .points out, - Job brings us-to the-parting of- the
waysf? He has at least-cphsidered the phssibility of a future
iife (xiv. 13 - 15) but itswievelbpment into the level of a

dqogma was left ﬁo his successors. Throughout the whole of the

book there-is no suggestion of immortality as it was later
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»

.understoed, Job is content to-aseeru that he shail himself
witness his vindication and enjoy, slbeit for a fleeting
moment, the vision of Jeahveh. "The peseibility of the
continuance, much less of the everlastlngness, -of thls higher
'life does not seem to have dawned on Job, though 1t lay in the
1;ne of his reasonlnésq iA:s;t--he same writer goes oh_to say:
"Never@heless, the impoftance_of the spiritual advance here

made canﬂot'be'éxaggerated; fer Job had so emphasised the
difficulties that beset the theology of his ‘time that thoughtful
and.religious men ih Palestine were forced to censider'them
efresh, and so in due time rise to a newer and higher theology?"
| It Was inevibable that a reconsideratlon of the problem " '
should lead to a cleavage in the realm of religious thought.

So deeply erigrafted into the_religlous consciousness: was the
traditional ereed.that many ‘were cenment to remaihf"Sthangers
3and-sqjourners;ﬂ Qoheleth represents: the "Canticles of* Scept-
icism" (HeinéB rather than "ghe Canticles of the Fear of_de;".
(Deiitzsch?) 1'he impbrpance.of_this anonymous work: is welll
‘8een in the ﬁidely-divergent manner in which its ﬁhoughts have-
been .assessed. ‘Renaﬁ$has dalled it "livre charment! Le seul
1ivre_aimab1elqui_ait été cbmposé‘ par un judf,“.fﬁhile‘Von'
.Harﬁmann';-verdidt designatea the same Work as "the breviary of
the most modern matefialism." Yet in-its very'scepticism'the
book has an ablding value, meking its own partlcular contrlbutlon
to .a problem of age-old antiquity, and had the more 11beral

5
school of Hillel failed to secure for it a place in the Canon,
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future generations would have sustained no small loss. It .
_represents that “honest doubt" which sooner or later must over—-
ake the minds of all who are concerned to think out afresh

: the foundatlona upon whlcn rests their faith..
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In contrast to Qoheleth"there were those whose speculat-
ions led them to postulate some h:gher dest1ny for the 1ndlv1dua1
than a perpetual home among the "Shades" In theePselter there
are fogr passages which are often held Lo eipress such a hope,
although there is by no means universal agreement on their inter-
'pretationm We shall take them. in numerical order. ' The first is ﬂ'
xvi 10" sq _ ‘ ‘

"Thou w1lt not abandon me to aheol-

_Thou wilt not.suffer thy godly one CTT‘Brn “to see the Pit.

Thou wilt show me the path of life; *°

In Thy presence is fulness of joyj

(Splrltual\ delights are at Thy rlght hand perpetuallv u
There';s llttle evidence to support any reference-ln “this passage
to a future 1ife That the psalmlst has this life in mlnd is
clear. .”he thought is an expans1on of that of the prev1ous verse3
gy flesh doth awell in sa:.e_ty" ( ntg%?., not "in hope" as LXX
7 EATISC which encourages a forced exegesi@ Cf..Davison, "Cent.
Bi ad loc.: "The phrase 'dwell in safety' was:a customary one to
‘describe Israel as abldlng under the protectlon of God, and does
not in Jtself necessitate any reference to a future llfe" (pe 91)

Slmllarly, a reference to a future life in bhe last verse
of Ps. xvii: cannot be sustalned

"As for-mey-ln ri ghteousness shall T behold Thy face,
When I awake may Thy likeness sustain me. n 4

(Cf. below on cxxxix 18). In the case of xvii there is a greater
probability than in xvi of some idea bf a futﬁre life, but in view
of the_uncertainty there is 1little to be gained from.a discussion

which would add nothing to what is already available in the
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| various'eommentaries. The conclusion, like that regardiné'the
attitude of the'prqphets towards secrifice: must in the last
'resort remain one for purely suhjective judgmeht.
| In x1lix 16(155 we are on different ground., The themé'is

similar to that of xxxvii and 1xxiii - the prosPerlty of the

.+ wicked and the - sufferlngs of ‘the rlghteous - , but to the psalm-

1st any idea of retribution in tnls 11fe is purely chlmerlcal he
w1ll haveJnone of 1t. Death is the great leveller wealth w111
ava11 nothlng, the r1ch, together w1th the poor, w111 find only
Sheelﬂawaltlng them.. There are many‘textual and 11terary.problems
connected Wwith the psalm, and upon them turn some quite important
points of exegesis. 'Fthidally the psaim rebresents little'édvance,
yet, if Cheyne s version be. adopted (v.-supra, p.4l), there would
appear to be in Sheol itself a v1nd1cat10n of the rlghteous at ‘the
expense of the wicked: "the upright shall trample upon them at
dawn,' There is no suggestiongthat'Jehveh's-jurisdiction extends
" to Sheol, or of any judgment on His part) though the seeds of both
may be legitimately descried. If verse 16(15) He has the power

to piuck the righteous from the power of the underworld:

"Nevertheless God shall set free my soul; ' '
From the hand of %heol shall he take me." ' (Cheyne)”
w he nature of .

The verse is clearly/an 1nterpolat10n. In 1ts présent form it can
hardly be 1nd1genous to the psalm. But the ex0131on suggested by
some scholars (€eley- Brlggs, i 411) may be avoided by regarding
the 1nterpolat10n not as the 1nsertlon of a whole verse, but
rather as a deliberate alteratlon on ‘the part of a redactor of
what was originally a rhetorical questlon-expeculng a negative

-~
et
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reply: _ | v

"Shall God set free his soul?
ohall he dellver h1m from the hand of Sheol."

A parallel may be Found in 1xxxix 49(48)

"What man is there living who shall not see death?
That shall deliver himself (1u>55) from the hand of Sheol?"

This v1ew, apart from,restorlng the rhythm, would accord w1th the
tenor of the-psalm,-and in particular with verse 8(7): (for read-
1ngs see p. 52 above) - '

-

- "But no man may buy-. hlmSelf off, nor pay his ransom -to God,
And so live for ever and ever, and never see the Pit."

' We concluoe, therefore, that in the psalm as it or1g1nallv stood

the official Sheol doctrlne was all-perva51ve, but in its present
form there is’'a development represent1ng_Jahveh literally as “the
Lord by Whom we escape death." This ﬁight give a possible rter-

minus a quo' later than ?, as the alteration poetulated above may
be reminiscent.of‘Enoch's'trahslation (Gen. v 24). The word used
is the same in both cases, also in Ps, 1xxiii 24 (MP2); but this
cannot be pressea owing to the. frequéncy of the word, BDB (p.542b)

recording its occurrences at 965.

The fourth, .and most. important -of the.psalms in'question,a
is 1xxiii, on which there is a wider measure of agreement regard--
ihg a poSsible allﬁsion‘to a future life for. the individual. In
Gunkel's cla351f1cat10n ('Gattungen', a’'method promlsang frultful
results, though still in its infancy), this psalm falls W1th1n

the "Wisdom" group. In theme it is ' related, as noted above,.to

xxxvii and xlix, having both in language and thought more marked
affinities with the former, yet excelling it in profundity. Kittel
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has’ designated. it "the Great Nevertheless"t and Oesterley's
.descrlptlon "she epltome of the Book of Job" is not w1thout

gome Just1f1catlon. Its_lntensely personal}tone gives strong
grounds for reading with Gratz in verse 1~ .b>_§ e/ for 52115 2

"Surely good to the upright is God-
. (BEven) Elohlm to the pure in heart "

Thus the psalm1st begins by statlng his conolusion° - in sﬁite -
xof all appearances to the contrary (w1th which he proceeds to _
. deal, and which had almost led the wrlter himself into. apostacy)
,1t remains the supreme truth that God is assuredly ("]X) good to
- those who follow Him. o - _ : C.
The critical verse is-24: |
. ‘an'-n TA2 MR - -]ns»u, llterally

."With Thy counsel Thou wilt lead me, - .
And after glory Thou wilt take me," '

While there‘is.conSiderable support for the adverbial use of ANR
(BDB's;v. 1.b, p.29b) = "afterwards", it is impossible-to Justify
the adverbiel’use of ‘Ttla = "gloriously", "with glory", as PBV,
RVm, Klrkp.; Oest., Drlver, fallowing LXX uetx 50576 ; and still
.less the rendering "unto glory", as AV, RV, Perowne, Brlggs, -
T.H. Robinson (in "The Psalmists", p.106). Edwyn Bevan (J.T.S. ,-"
' Jen:AApr.;l942, p.Sl)'deécribes the Hebrew text és it stends as
"meaningless" and "obviously_oorrupt". This would certalnly
appear to be the case if thelphrdse'Tigg Y were to be found in
this passage aloﬁe. Bu£ the same expression occurs in Zech.ii 12
(EVV°'8): "For thus saith Jahveh of Hosts: After glorj hath he -
sent me unto the natlons which sp01led you," etc. Date and author-

sh1p are not material to our present purpose, although Sir’ G.A.
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_Smlth is undoubtedly rlght in regard1ng the passage (11 10—17,

owing a vision in which He appeared and commissioned me hath He

1
EVV 6-13) as contemporaneous with Deutero—Isalah. The words. ‘Y“X
'Qt}é@ 'Ttlg form 'a parenthesis desoribing>the'prophet's authorlty
as given by theopnany.' Thus ﬁhe words may oe-paraphrasedﬁ tfoll-"
sent me." Compare w1th thls the call of the Patrlarchs, Abraham

(Gen. xv 1 (JE)), Isaac (Gen. v 24 (J)), Jacob (Gen. xxviii

'10 sqq. (JE)), the- theophany on %1na1 (Exod xxxiii-12 sqd. (J),

‘T\J:) 1n ‘verges 18 and 22) Isalah's v151on and call (Isa. vi,
—r\_:13 in verse 33 Ezek._i 28, iii 23, etc., HJD ).
~ In the light of these passages it would appear that in Ps.
Ixxiii 24 the writer env1sages a theophany in Whlch Jahveh will
appear to him and take him. This is a olaim.even more audacious
than that of Job. There the theophany is merely momentary and
Jahveh's function declaratory only (Jb;.xik 25 sqqf). Bu£ nere

the psalmist combines the hope that Jahveh, as well as appearing,

~ will also, as in the case of Enoch, take (Np2) him to Himself.

Viewed thus, emendation, either in Zechariah® or in this-psahnf

becomes entirely unnecessary.

It is at this point that the developing thought in Israel

'whioh led’onwards from aspiration to certainty in the hope of a

future life reaches, in the Psalter, its hjghesi'expressionl
With its further sequence we are not here ooncerned,_though it
may be remarked that the development prooeeded on dichotomous
lines. _The doctrines of resurrection and of the immortality of

the soul are often confused, as though they represented one and
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the same line. of thought This . is not necessarily the case: the
1mmorta11ty of the soul may be held w1thout bellef in a resur-
rectlon, as with the Greeks and in Hinduism. Tn Judalsm itself
there appears to have been some tendency towards the “former alone,

uespeclally amongst the Alexandrlan Jews and in Palestine amongst
the.Essenes:ubut 1t dio not suceeed- in establishingvitself.as the
official doctrﬁne?:-The germ may be discerned in the psalm last.
discussed, where the aqthor conceives of his flesh-(wgéezphysical
: power) and heart_(;zgt;= the seat of the intelligencej as ceasing
to be (T\'.J.B)3 Unless this is rhetorical it'isipure'pantheism,
- the wrlter hav1ng become 80 obsessed w1th adoratlon of his creator
that his supreme des1re is to be subsumed entirely w1th1n His
Belng. ThlS is scarcely concelvable 1n the thought of the average
: Jen. -,ven in ‘the case of the wrlter of the Book of Wlsdom, who
held the Platonlc doctrlne of the ev1l nature of the- flesn, e.g.

i 4, ix 15, the soul is regarded as existing after death as an
entity (iii 1 sqq.): there is no suggestion of an ultimate Nirvana.
To go further into this question would bring us into the
realms of phllosophy and Hebrew psychology, but passlng reference
shoulo be made, 1n connex1on with Ps. Ixxiii 26, to what appears. |

-to the present writer a constant danger in the work of some
scholars, namely, that of attachlng a too rigid connotatlon to
_such terms-as 1_3? 3 !LSBJ y THT, etc_.,--l-mlolylng in the usage of
these and kindred terns a resolution intc fixed categories which .
the historicai'facts, so far as they are ascertainable, refuse.to

sustain. The true p051t10n has been well stated by Professor

G.A. Barton in the course of his artlcle “SOUL (Semltlc and Egypt-
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ian)? He ertes-'= |
"The. Hebrews did not have a clear-cut psychology of the :

inner life of man with a well-defined terminology, but held

a very simple view of the constitution of human nature and

employed terms with a vagueness and an overlapping charact-

eristic of popular unscientific thought. (E. R.J. xi p.750b).
Mention mlght also here be made of what has rendered the greatest
.disservice to a scientific exegesis of they01d Testament in
general, and the Psalms in particular; namely, the.so-oalled
mystical interpretation of Christian devotion, & méthod in its
'beglnnlngs older than Christianity and 1nher1ted from the Alex-
andr;an Philo and the Palestlnlan Rabbinic schoolsf McNelle,2
.though careful to point out'the.literal'meaning of psalmn passages
" which have suffered at the hands of allegorisers?dnlght.himself
be held to sanction the perpetuation of the method, which is |
perhaps 1nev1table in a commentary whlch seeks to. comblne crlt—
_1cal and devotlonal exegeS1 Whatever,'for example, the phrase
' ”Daughter of Slon" mlght mean to a Chrlstlan, 1t had Tio meanlng
for the Hebrew wrlter other than. a synonym for: the Jewish peoplef
In the psalm under discussion, allow1ng-thatrLXX mlghtlpreserve
an'original,reading in verse 285 the putative allusion to a
future life in verse 24 would in no way be strengthened, as the

declaratlon by the psalmlst is of Jahveh!' 8 works in this life

" and among hlS own contemporar1es (cf. xxii 23(22), 26(25); x1 10
<(9) sq.; cii 29(21)) This should be.borne in mind in the inter-
pretation of-ix, where a foroed exegesis might descry.a distinct-
ion,. wholly agortiye, in the destiny of ‘the righteous and wieked
(yerses 15(14)_and 18(17». So, too0, in xxiii only an illegit-

~ imate mystical interpretation can extract from the final verse (&)-



111

an eternai abode in the presence of.God. The natural interpret—
ation-would seem to point, as in Num. xii 7, to Wthe whole péople
of.Godbﬂt-The utmost care needs.to be exercised-before a%signing
to a psalm passage a reference to the future life. The'point may
be. 1llustrated by an example from the publlcatlons of Dr, Oesterley,
where-congectures of thls_nature are made only.to be'retracted
later. 1In his “Fresh Approaeh" (1937, P.268) he'regards as "most.
natural and probable" the aésumption of Duhm ('Pie Psalmen'(1899),
p.115) that in xc T(é)sqt "the poet in silent thought hoped for
'the continuance of life after death;" But in his two-volume erk
of 1939.no mention is made of'Duhm, and‘the'view.ie tacitly with4
drawn. ("The Psalms, vol. ii, pp; 403 sqq%). The case of cxxxix
is dealt with belew. ‘Instances might be multiplied from commentelfr
aries and works on the Psalme,'both of a critical and devotional
nature, of passages being taken as.references.to a future life on
the slenderestz_and_eometimes almost non-existent, eviuence. Duhm,
'_-for example includes xxxix (on which see Addis in P.C., p.378b sq.)
and Rappoport ("The Psalms“flp.139) strangely enough, vii (perhaps
error for xvii). |

Before concludlng this sectlon some attention should be paid
to an-1nterest1ng p01nt ralsed by Oesterley in his 1nterpretat1®n
of Ps. cxxx1x? That the psalm is late 1s apparent from 1ts sub--
ject-matter, although the present writer would hesitate to a881gn
it to so late an era as the Greek perlod: unless the very early
years of this period are posited. Few, howerer, would dispute

Oesterley's judgment that "for: the concentions regarding the
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Divine Nature, the omniscience, and ﬁhe omnipresence of God, this
Psalm.stands out as the greatest gem in-tne_Pseipert" * ' _

We hare already noted above (b 79) its teaching on'the omni~

presence of God, a bellef which had 1ts roots in the elghth cent-
ury prophets, galnlng fuller expression in Deutero Isaiah under
the 1mpetus of exilic experience. AmoS ‘had declared: "Thpugh they -
dig into Sheol thence'shall My hand take themj;-and thougn'nhey
climb up to heaven, thence will T bring them down," (ix 2); and
ﬂbeeq.expresses_the conviction: "I will ransom them from the hand
of Shéol;'I will redeem them from death," (xiii 14).. Isaiah, wnen
confronting the vacillating Ahaz,3challenges-hﬁn to esk a sign;_
"either in'Sheol or in the'height ebOVeﬁ {vii 11)}- These, however,
are but momentary outbursts, Sporadic_fiashes illuminating an -
- otherwise dark place. The professed-extension of Jahvel's juris- -
diction_would follow es e corollary of his increasingly-conceived
'impérium singulere': in this psalm tnat extension had almost, if
_nct entirely, reached elevation to the level of dogma.

But whether we may legitimately infer that the psalmist
envisages Jahveh as active in Sheol to the extent of faéhioning
there for the believer @ancther body after death for the 1life that
is to be is open to very grare doubt. We give the passage in
full as Oesterley renders it:

"My frame-was not hldden from thee

When I was made in secret, )

-And curiously wrought in the lowest parts of the earth
Thine eyes did see mine unformed substance,

And in thy book hath it all been written.

. Days were ordained 3
When as yet there were none of them,
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.How precious to me are thy thoughts, O, God,
How great is the sum of them.
Should I count them, they would be more in number than
- the grains of sand; 4
When I shall have awakened I shall still be with thee."
(exxxix 15 18)
Two p01nts arise: flrstly, whether verses 15 and 16 may be con-
strued as patient of such an interpretation as that outlined
above; and secondly, whether verse 18 affirms that "when he (the’
Psalmist) awakes from the sleep of death, he will find himself
in the presence of God."? . |
'A fortlori', the latter would appear the better attested,
but there is no reason for suppos1ng that the reference is to an
awakening from the sleep of death. The thought so well expressed
in Keble's hymn 'New every mornlng is the love" was an 1ntegral
part of Hebrew devotlon Whlch the prospect of morning worshlp in
" the Temple greatly enhanced. . This is seen in such_a passage as
111 6(5): -
S "I laid me down and slept; .
I awoke, for Jahveh sustalneth me,"

and further, '1nter allar, in v 3(2)sq., 1lix 17(16), Lxxxiv 3(2)
and 5(4), xcil 3(2). The thought is, 1n-fact, parallel with
that of xViiils; hence we conclude, as there, that no reference -
to a future life is necessarily implied. _ IR

When this is recognised, the exegesis of the preceding
verses iS‘seriously arrected . It is true that in later Jewish
thought Sheol came to be regarded as an 1ntermed1ate state -
“the temporary abode of the r;ghteous awaiting resurrection, and |
ultimately the finaltabode of the wicked with atteudant punish-
ment. Sheol'as'a_temporary'place of sojourn is_anticipated_as"
'early as Job xiv i¥15, but it was not untii early in the second

century B.C. that this became the prevailing doctrine?, The idea
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of a fashioning of a body in Sheol for thé future lifé would
constitute a furﬁﬁer considerable adyance, aﬁd is on this account
hardly'likely to haﬁe arisen until some time:later, that is,:
_posterior td 200 B.C. The Corinthian question: "How are the
dead raised up,.and with What manner of BOdy (ﬁo&Q-qdbuxfg) do
‘they come?", while inevitable among the Greeké,:does not appear
- to have excited‘ﬁebrew sbéculation. To the latter;.with-a"few
exceptLons, 1t vias 51m01y an artlcle of bellef that the dead
would rise and that thelr earthly bodies Would be transformed
"And the rlghteous and elect shall have rlsen from uhe earth,
. And ceased to be of downcast countenance.
And they shall have been clothed with garments of glory,
And they shall be the garments of life from the Lord.of
And your garments shall not grow old, (oplrltsl
+ Nor your glory pass away before the Lord of Spirits.

- _— (I Enoch 1xii 15sq. )
Thefséction from which this'quotatioﬁ is taken21s_dated by_
Charles 94-64 B.C.?(and is-tﬁe eérliestldocﬁmentéfy évidence
for any'definite statement régarding a "spirituai body." 1In an
earlier section (vi-xxxvi), dated by the same scholar probably
“prior to 170 B.C;;+nothing is said of the nature of the resur--
rection body. The. "spirits of the souls of the dead" (xxii 3),
also.called "the spirits of the dead" (9), '"the épirits of the
"children of men who wefetdead"'(s;'Ethiop;, but not infGreek), or
simply "spirits" (ll'efc*3 are in Sﬁebl, which here ‘consists of
four d1v151onsf;awa1t1ng "the great Judgment" (4). The"right-
eous and holy" alone (xxv 4) appear to engoy a true repurrectlon,

the nature of which is 1nferent1a1 ‘rather than exp11c1L; As in

_ the;slightly later work of Daniel, the risen body “seems'tof

possess its natural appetites".(Charlés, %.Bi, 1358), for it
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enJoys the fru1t of the tree “fragrant beyond all ?ragrance" _
(xxiv 4 sq ), of which the Pragrance "shall be 1n thelr bones”
'(xxy 6). We are therefore undoubtedly Justlfled in concluding
that‘thezearliest conception ofha:resurrection body was that of
_the former.éarnal_hody;lﬁ a“resuséiﬁaﬁEd.eondiiion._4This;would
appear to be-borne.out by-the evidence of Isaiiwful lé“if the .
usual interpretation be adopted:_ The presene\wrlter, however,
is far from conv1nced that the passage relates to a resurrectlon

oP 1nd1v1duals As Slr G.A. Smith p01nts out ("The Book of Isa-
| iah", 2nd edn.,.vol 1, p. 466), LXX omits the clause "my dead -
.bodles shall arlse.f R R. Ottley ("The Bk of Isa. acc. to the ,
LXX", P. 161) renders "Por the dead shall arlse,_and they that ]
are: in. the tombs shall be roused up, and they that are in the
earth- shall re301ce." ‘The date of this passage 1s-one of the
;,most disputed in 01ld Testament chronology? When the question of
the nature of the resurrection-bodr'is finally raisedjélaﬁe 1st
century, A.D.) in such a_form as to require an unequivocal reply
(IT Baruch xlix 2,3), Baruch is fold by God.that "the earth will

then assuredly restore the dead coe maklng no chance 1n their

form (1. 2) | Thus the Greeks of’ Corlnth had antlc1pated the Jews .

L Chap. 50, verse 2.]

»

\1n a desire for exact knowledge.
| We have dealt w1th the matter at .some length in an endeavour
1o show_thatlsuch an interpretation as Oesterley has accorded
to rhe psalm passage under review is not Only extremely-difficultﬂ
to extract from the immediate context but appears to be wholly

alien to contemporary thought. Tt should/noted that Oesterley
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. dp};earé .
hlmself/to have abandoned the’ p051tlon in his works of 1937 and

11939 in favour of the view that the passage is remlnlscent_of

an old—world belief that, prior to its entry into the womb, ' the

. human body was "skilfully wrought in the depths of the earth“
(Fr App., p. 271 "The Psalms" ii p.557. ) This is a p0381ble
'1nterpretatlon, and may reflect Iranian 1nfluence, whlch was not
inconsiderable in its effects upon later Judaism. The passage
cannot be ignored. ﬂUnless~it_is_a netaphor for_the womb, it can
'only be taken literally as nostulating the formation of an
earthly body prlor to blrth, and although not itself dlrectly
teachlng the doctrlne of pre ex1stence, which was. h1ghly devel—
'oped in the post- Blbllcal perlod and which to- day forms part of
the creed of orthodox Judalsm, it is certalnly in- conformity '
'w1th that-llne of thought.- We must, however, leave thls highly-
1nterest1ng subgect w1th a reference to Prof. R. Moore's artlcle '
in b.R Hey where a comprehens1ve outllne of the Jewish hlstory
of the doctrine is glvenf Briggszregards the wordSJuﬂnnn?”uw?p)
Y08 as a marginal note which has round lts_way into the text,
and renders-verse 15, with LXX:-

“My frame was not hid from Thee, 3
Which Thou didst make in the secret place."

Whether this view be correct or not, the context seems to point

. to nothing more tnan the embryonlc development of the body in
the womb .t Nevertheless, in the l1ght of the later doctrlne of
preaexistence, and the_hlghly speculative nature of beliefs (and
in some cases, oractices) in'connexion with the periods of utero-

gestation, parturition, and early infancyf it would be rash to
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exclude entirely another poesible line of inierpretation._ We
may, however, witnout such temerity, regard OeSterley'as correct
in his. abandonment of the view taken-in "Hebrew Religion"(znd .
" edn.). Further ev1dence of the rev131on of his former p031t10n,
in whlch all trace of a future 11fe is expunged Prom the psalm,
is to be found in his treatment in hls work of 1939 of verse 18,

2,
where, for M.T. -'[‘Qy 'mw ‘J\'-) Pa he reads UDU "H\H “113?1'-

"Would T count them, they would outnumber the sand,
Did I flnlsh, I should still be counting."

'This 'is a1together “too pedestrlan to gain acceptance, ‘F)y “HWKI
would be better: "Did.I flnlsh, I should be but one of Thy
'people", 1 €.y one among many who mlght count God's thoughts;
but emendation is gquite superfluous, |

Though all reference to a future llfe be entirely denied,
the intrinsic value of this psalm 1s in no way diminished. The
psalmlst's senS1b111ty of the immanence of God, so 1nt1mately
conceived in His knowledge of, and relatlonshlp with, the indiv-
idual, yet without losing sight-of His transcendence, is suffic-

. S ‘

ient to mark out his.thought-as a contribution of no mean measure

to the loftier-eide of Israel's religious genius.

It now remains to summarise nniefly the conclusions reached
regarding the. destiny of the indiVidual.as'portrayed in-ihe Book
of Psalms. Some are concerned w1th the evanescence of human life
as compared ‘with the eternlty of God (xxxix, xc, ciii 13- 18),-
while a ;arger number are occupled with .the ever-recurring prob-

lem of the sufferirnigs of the righteous and the prosperity of the
~wicked, in the face of which they attempt to frame a theodicy.
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There is, broadly speaking, little trace of the anteoedent stage
which we may term Deuteronomic, in which prosperity and adversity
are meted out in direct proportion to goodness and'nrong-doing,
although Job and Proverbs join their testimony'witn the Psalter
-in showing that the converse of this doctrine, which saw in a
man's outward.condition an-infallible index of-his inward char-
‘acter in the S1ght of God, was, as Charles has so well pointed
out, so deeply rooted An the natlonal con801ousness as. to have
" been ax1omatlc.‘ The stage at whlch the psalmlsts meet us is in
advance of;tne “Deuteronomlc“, experlence having g;ven the lie to
its unconditional operation. The ﬁpropheticalﬂﬁdoctrine of éheol
for long precluded any advance beyondfa'étate'of Specdoue;optim;
iem:.rewards and-pnnishmentsjwereldeiayed'by theirighteous Jahveh
in order that they might be, in7the.one'oase more ampie,'and in
~ the other.moretdevastating;v

Morally thls stage represents 11ttle advance, for nowhere is
the w1cked conceived of as desirous or capable ‘of repentance: the
cry of the rlghteous agalnst him is for swift and full requltal.2
A step forward in an ethical direction is taken when the suffer-
1ngs of the rlghteous, which are to be of temporary duration only,

are regarded as dlsC1p11nary and as calling for constancy and

fortitude. All wlll,be well in the end: prosperity will come to

| ' the upright, while destruction will overtake the evil-doer.

Remarkably enough, in sp1te of its subsequent repudlatlon at the
hands of the very natlon which gave it b1rth, this perverse bellef

has survived even to our own tlmes. Truly, 'Mit der Dummheit

kampfen Gotter selbst vergebens!' *
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" Not, all, however, were prepared to adopt thls facile and
ready course.' If the Psalter fails to produce a Qoheleth that :
is no 1nd1ctment of 1ts contrlbutors on a charge of 1nte11ectua1
obtusity. . “Bellef wa.s not easy to the Psalmists and they let
us feel so}"i It was in v1rtue of thelr very doubts and quest= -
lonings that the more courageous dared to record a momentary

= fllght of falth -—“"thls shall be wrltten for those that come
after." | .

“ThlS conv1ct10n of a personal relablon to. God; 1ndependent
of tlme and change, and not any partlcular theory as- to ¢he |
character of the 1life after death, is the lastlng contrlbutlon
of-the 014 Testament to the~doc£rine'of-a futdre Life.w This
Judgment of Burney s, in- whlch we whole—heartedly concur, is

. &
not less true of its m1n1ature the Psalter. '

-
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A

' (IIT). THE_ESCHATOLOGY OF THE NATION.

Preliminary Survey.

In order to obtain a comprehensive and measured view of
this aspect of oun'subject it'will'be"neoessary'to employ the
term "eschatology" 1n 1ts w1dest sense, and allow it to cover
the various forms 1n whlch the - hopes and asplratlons of the
nation found thelrucontent and expressmon. )

In patriarchal'times,'andzextending'into thedpost—Mosaic
era of "settlement" in Canaan, Israel concelved of its future
hlghest blessedness in terms of fecundlty and 1ongev1ty.
Abraham's. seed was to be "as the stars of. heaven for multltude"'
(Gen. xv 5 (B), xvii 4 sqq. (P), xx11 17 (J); Deut. i 10, x 22,
ete.): thls was Jahveh's promise in the Covenant% Material
blessings were to be of such magnitude as to form a standard
whereby others might assess their own.prosperity (Gen. xii 3(J),
xxviii 14 (J), the latter being the Northern counterpart of the
.Southern.Abrahemic provenancef._ Tne promise is renewed . in the:
Sinaitic Covenanti' Ganaan, with its abundance of milk andl
honey, is to be the possession, of the Chosen People for "léngth
_'of days" (Exod. iii 17 (J), et pass1m Exod., Num., Deut.).

' The hard condltlons attendlng the conquest and’ settlement
nefforded an all too slender fulfilment of natlonal.oe51res, yet,

as Pope has so truly observed, : . -

" "Hope springs eternal in the human breast
Man never is, but always to be, blest."
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Hence the longed—for time would come, and Israel looked forward
to a JDay of Jahveh" (nin;‘nr) which'would-assuredly dawn,
bringing with it the overthrow of national foes and the realis- -
ation of the covenanted-blessings. - That the idea was widespread.—
and popular may be 1nferred from the manner of 1ts use. by the -
'earlier prophets - sometimes they refer to 1t s1mply as "that
day" (Amos 1i 16, Hos..i 5, Tsa. ii 11, Jer. 1v 9, ete. ) But to
the prophets the Day of Jahveh was not to herald a golden age. of -
unparalleled prosperity.J Israel was wholly undeserv1ng of such
blessedness, and the righteous Jahveh could not reward unright-
eousness with favourf Against the current complacency which
‘regarded Jahveh as particularly indqlgent towards His own people
Amos inveighs with trenchancy-andlmarked emphasis:' "You -alone
(D?Q% PY) have I known," -- therefore,,in comparison with other
.peoples, your punishment will be all the greater (iii 2); Micah
is no less severe (iii 12); Hosea, although nowhere-employing-
the term "bay of Jahveh" is nevertheless in the same line of
thought; while Isaiah, in virtue_Of his emphasis upon Jahveh's
holiness, sees that judgnent upon His people must come? :The
especial contribution of Isaiah to our study is twofold: namely,
nis visualising a "remnant" Which should.survive the impending
' .judgment, conceived of as an invasion_by a foreign power; and
secondly, the character of the'ruler who should exercise author-
Ity over’thiS'remnant -= the'restored community; “lt is with
Isaiahfthat we find the beginning of that conception which later

3 _.
ripened into a full Messianic doctrine." TIt should, however, be
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pointed out ﬁhat the combination of Messiah and the Kinédom-(the
two béing iﬁsepérablé in Christian thought) was by no means
universal in the successors of Isaiah, whether prophets or apoc-
alyptists. The;é is no mention of a Meséiéh iﬁ.Zephahiah, Nahum
or Habakkuk; nor, with the exception of II(IV).Esdras, in the |
"whole of thg 01d Testement Apocrypha. Even in the case of

Esdras, the Messiah who "after these years shall .a.'die"_(vii
. : \ _ s

-

- 29) is, in all probability, a rgdactional element. Eﬁact'ideas
are as femote in the eschatdlégy of theAnation as they'have been
found to be in that of the individual. In those books in which
Meééiéh appears he is SO variously cdnceiﬁed as to render a
singie.clear-cut picture impossiblg of attainment. In Malachi,
for’éxample,-if'is doubtfu1-whether the.figure'presented can
properly be .described as Messiah at all. .

Revérting:to.thé main.prophepicallséquence-we now consider
the influence of Jeremiah and Ezekiei; under whom'thé national-
religious consciousness underwent a profound trahsformation. A .
deepening of the sense of sin, botﬁ'individual and national, is
to be traced to the experience of the Txile N. P. Williams
has so finély expressed the situation that we are constréined
to‘give it in hig own words: - "The gfeat catastrophe}hgd-burnt_
the ethical teaghﬁng of the proéhets deeply into the mind of
Israel, had»pnaduceé a poignant sense'of sih, both national and
individuail, and-hédhféstered a moéd of sombré introspectiveness
in which the sgul seeks refuge within itself from pﬂe disappoint-

ments of the unfriendly world without, only to be confronted by
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ethe spectacle of weakness and disharmony within}"} Thie newly—
.sanctioned<introspectiveness produced in the Psalter and else-
wherezsome of the most deeply moving_passeges in the world's
penitential litereture, and did much tbwerds liftingleséhtolog—.
1cal thought from its pristlne non-ethical and nationalistlc

* bias to that higher plane which 1t was destined to occupy in the
. utterances of its best exponents. Yet here again, development
was by no means uniform and progressive. In these very two

- particulars -- {deas of: sin,and -of the coming judgment and its
aftermath -- post-exiiic Judaism ﬁenifeste not infrequently a
isignal declension on the thought of those who in time~past had

~ striven so.well for wofthier eonceptions,

‘ Tne-early years of the Return constitute a period of
despondenoy'and frustretion, well-mirrored in the books of
Haggai and Zechariah. A student of socialipsychology.might
'find in that. period an abundance of illuminating material fof,
-an.examination of the inferiority-complex in its corporate
aspects. With that,_however, we heve but passing concern:'the
point for our notice is that in face of'external-oppreSSion an
inner consolidation took place, assuming (saye for some notable |
'ekceptionsj a form so conerete, rigid ané circumscribed, as to
_ pfeclﬁde that unfettered and orgahic growth which is the 'sine'
qua non' of a 11v1ng religion. |

Herein lay the basis.of that great contrast Whlch, in the
form that it took in post-exilic Judaism, had its roots in the

teaching of Jeremiah and Ezekiel respectively. How much the

-
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latterrwas'influenced by his older contemporary is plain from
his writingsf But the differences in outlook are even more.'
striking.. Both hadfgnherited from their predeoessors the con-
v1ct10n of a coming Day of Tahveh w1th its concomltant Judgment
and subsequent inauguratlon of the Klngdom.; But. whereas 1n
Jeremiah the Klngdom was to embrace the’ Gentlles, in Ezeklel it
was conflned_to tbe dews alone. erklel's exclus1veness wa.s
'oOnso;idated in the reforms of ‘Nehemiah, rece1v1ng'1ts final
sanetfon_at the hands of Ezra. Against this angustate partio-
ularism not all the eloquence of a Deutero ~-Isaiah, nor the |
1dylllc beauty of the appeal of Ruth nor the w1dely-conce1ved
'5 poetic utterances of Psalm 1xxxv11, nor the ventiresome alleg-
orising of the Book of Jonah, was able to countervall |
The situation presented by the Psalter, consequent upon

these-conflicting'views of Israel's status,'has been admirably
.assessed by two modern scholars, R.H.'Charles and R.H. Kennettr
"As Ezekiel is the real spiritual_fdunder-of'the narrowest
phases, of Talmudic Judaism“ 'said the former in the course of
a sermon preached before the University of Oxford, "Jeremiah is
the true forerunner of Chrlstlanlty, teachlng, as he did, that
the Klngdom was to be within men,- that God s law was to.be
written on his heart; from-ﬁbieh truthg it naturally followed_
.that the Kingdom was to_be world-wide."?.And Kennett, in very
similar vein, thus concludes'his study of Ezekiel: "To Ezekiel
».. the result of the cleansing of men's hearts is not a vision

of God, but an increase in material prosperity. In Ezekiel's

kLl
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'mouth our'Saviour's beatitude would have run, 'Blessed are the
_pure in heart for they shall have good harvests, and shall be
free from toil and anx1ety. Ezek1el's 1nfluence on subsequent
ages has been enormous. Lega11sts, writers of apocalypses, and
psalmlsts are all in great measure dependent upon him. he was'
the father of Juda1sm, but oP a Juda1sm in whlch the GosPel
.could‘not germinate. In Jerem;ah_on the_other hand we see 'as_.
in a mirror darkly' the truth which Jesus Christ;made'manlfest
| in all its glory. Of-Ezehiel's teachlng the almost inevitable
'-outcome was Caiaphas; while:Jeremiah marked out the yay-which
Ted to Jesus Christ. "4 | |
Before proceedlng to examine those ‘passages in the Psalter
fwhich-mlght be held to relate to the future state of the nation’
it 1s well to note the w1de dlvergence of oplnlon Wthh has
ex1sted, and stlll ex1sts, among. scholars on the questlon of
eschatologlcal content. And this applies not only to the Psalms,‘
.but to'the 014 Testament generally. ‘On the ‘one hand there are
writers such as Kennett who are convinced. that "eschatology is
not to be found 1n the eanonlcal Scriptures of the Old Testamenvh
' wh;le‘on the other Ed. Meyer, Gunkel, and Gressmann are repres?
entatives of a schOol which traces the roots of Hebrew eschatm
ology back through the pre-prophetic per1od to ngpt1an or Bab-.‘
'_ylonlan sources, or both. . The 1ssue, we would suggest, 1s one N
which really depends upon the definition of terms. The term_
Meschatology", through its employment by wrlters 1n such a i
variety of usages, has so lent 1tself to amblgulty that we have'.
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aliowed it in this study fhe widest possible cennotation._'Its
confusion with epocalyptic; as pointed out‘early in the present
workf has undoubtedly created the greatest.degree of error: in
the wider sense of‘the term it is impossible to deny'the-exisp-
ence of an eschapology to any people; for the question 'quo |
Vadimus?' is one which would inevitably aceompany-the earliest
and rudest:stageswqf intellectual activiﬁy. In this sense,
eechatqiogical speculation WOuld precede co-srhog"onical.2

- Whether the end be concelved of as a multlpllclty of of f-
sprlng engoylng worldly prosperity and gradually extending thelr
territorial Frontlers, though éﬁﬁ% generatlon hav1ng served its
\'day is gathered at the_last_to the sepulchres-of its fathers 1n'
“the land of no return"; or.whether the golden age is viewed by
'ggéh generatlon as about to dewn before it "goes'hence'and is -
no more seen", or whether in that _golden age the felthful pro-
genitors are raised to share its ble331ngs for a time or for.
eternity, be that Kingdom an ideal moharchy or uhder direct
theocratic sﬁ;erainﬂy; ‘or .whether after'death —- at once, or ‘in
the_distant future -- righteoﬁs'and wicked appear before the
‘Divine judgmentéseet and are segregated'for ever as the sheep
- and goatS° or finally, whetner in the world beyond there 1s
stlll further progress for the rlghteous and the possibility of
regeneratlon for the wicked: -- all these are eschatological
conceptions: ﬁlsparate as efhlcal values it is true, but -none-

the-less,,eschatologlcal.
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The Day of Jahveh and the Judgment. - -

The phrase "the Day of;Jahveh", al?hough frequent in th?
Prophets, is not found in the Book of Psalms. ~But tﬁe'ideas
aésociated with that Day, both in thefoldef "popular" form.
'_-(deécribed by T.H; Robinson as”“papriqtiéﬂ:'and'by'Germén
‘scholars as."Heil”, an eschatology in which the nations are to
be destroyed and Tsrael reign unmolested), and also in the
higher."eﬁhicalﬂi("Unheil“) form (in which Tsrael is itself to
~ be the primary object of judgment), are found frequently and

oftten iﬁ combination.'-An'post eventum' allusion is to be found
in the exilic (or post-exilic) élegy, Psalm cxxxvii. Here, |
sufely, is an instaﬁce.where fhe'Prayér Book version, although.
”hot a strictly accuraie translation, nevertheless brings out in
vi?id form the fullest sense of 'the original:

"Remember the children of Edom, O Lord, in the day of Jerusalem:
How they said, Down with it, down with it, even to the ground."

Compared with fhis, subsequent renderings are prosaic and much
less effectiée. | o . ,. "
Kennett,bin discussing the meéning of thé'term-"the Day of
the Lordg", conéludeé'that it is'"withdut anything eéchatologiéal
about it". He reminds us that the word "dé&" is used with other
genitives-as well, ~-- the day of Midian.(Isa. ix 3(4)), the day
"of Jezreei (Hos. ii 2 (4 11)), the day of Mordecai (II Macc; XV
36), as well as in the'passage under review (Ps.'chXvii.é), and .

holdé that'itﬂmerely denotes "a time which is memorable in con-'
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'._nexion with someone:or-somothing". In this weAreaoily concur,
but-on the. writer's own showing, in all these examples; together
with othéf.paralleis,'the "memorable time"lis néver conceived of'
.ag other than a judgment, whether of doom on unrlghteousness or
v1nd1catlon of 1ntegrityf Thus, ,even if the term "the Day of .
the Lorg" béfregardéd, w1th_Kennett, as de51gnat1ve of‘"the'day.l*
of the Lord's activity"; such aotivitY'is élways;in the nature
~of a.judgnont, an integral féctor in the eschatological process.
This judgment, which is to be, according to . some;*universal
and catastrophlc, while in other wrlters taklng the form of a |
.Judgment first of Israel .and -then of those nat1ons who are the.
1nstruments of Jahveh for the punlshment of His people, is often
mentloned by the psahnlsts. Not al; the referoncesrln the Psal-:
ter, however, to a "gudgment“ oan be regarded-as otfictly eschat-
ologioai. Often the term 1mp11es little more than an oplnlon _
'passed by Jahveh on present or past conduct,'-—.dahveh's thoughts
' rather than His dellvorlng any Judlclal-pronouncement, as when
the psalmist asks‘his God to think well of nin or to vindicate‘
Him in the face of the contumely of his opponents (eege) xxv1,
xxxv 24, x1iii 1, cf exxxix 23 sq.). Tt might, of course, beh.
urged thataany such opinion or thongnt would, in View of Jahveh's
. wnolly righteono character, héve'the effect of a judicial pro;
nouncement; but whether this‘couid rightly be construed as esch;
atological is at leaét oubious, Kor ére we-heiped by thé Hebrew;
tne terms regulariy employed ( ]'Tand LDE_MQ) o.ne virtually sy‘non--

2 : : < .
Jymous and, as a few examples will show, may be employed in both



129

an eschatologlcal and non-eschatologlcal sense.

‘

In vii 2(8) both tenns are employed in parallellsm in, the
course of a passage admlttedly eschatologlcal-

"Jahveh mlnlstereth Judgment (]‘"‘) to the peoples:

Judge me ( Umzw.s), Jahveh; accordlnp' to my righteousness,

-And accordlng to" my.integrity reward “med

galn, in Ps. ix (ori glnally, with x, one psalm, an acrostic),

where a scene anticipatory of the Final Judgment is presented,_
At is stated of Jahveh

"Thou s1ttest on the throne Judglng (maw)) rlghteously "

(1x 5(4))
And, in the same context:

- "He (i.e., Jahveh) judgeth (EH)ﬂ‘) the world in rlghteousness-
He mlnlstereth Judgment ( 17 ‘) ‘to the peoples in upright-
_ ness (ix 9(8)).

In the non-e9chatological pealm liv, the word ]TTls_useQ of |
supplicating Godis-vindiqation:

"0 God, by Thy Name save me, ' t ' _
.And by Thy might vindicate me ( PR P DL (1iv 3(1)).

A similar situation confronts us-1n x1iii (a continuation of
x1ii, and with it originally one psalm), where the word used

is WO

.|6

"Vindicate me (‘JWE)U), 0 God,- and- champion my cause.
Against an ungodly nation." - (x1iii l)

Thus a comparlson of usage shows that the terms are employed

'interehangeably? hence the question of whether any passage in

which either term occurs is eschatological or not must be deter-

mined on other criteria.
In those passages in which the Judgment ié admittedly
eséhatologieal, the'referenCes,'as one would expect in the Psal-

ter, are declaﬁatory rather than descriptive. They do not serve
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the purpose of prov1d1ng a clear picture of the Judgment as
-visualised at any particular period, but rather it may be.said
of each, as T. H. Robinson has expressed 1t in relation to the
First Psalm, that "it helps us to see -how the references to
the 'Judgmentj'of_the enthroned uahveh'were 1nterpreted and
-gradually woven'into.the eschatological'schané;" The reference
to the Judgment in this psalm (1 5) is sometlmes taken as adum-
brative of a resurrectlon of the righteous, that is, a resur- .
rection in which the w1cked take no part, as in sections e
Ixxxiii-xe and xci-civ of T nnoch, Psalms of Solomon 1—xv1,”
and Jubilees xxxiii Bf The verse in question, whlch reads:

_ "Therefore the wicked shall not - stand (NDP"Xb) in the
Judgment (03 Una), ' .
Nor the sinners in the' assembly ('l’TV) of "the rignteous"
lends 1tself.read11y to such an 1nterpretation, and 1ndeed was -
{1nterpreted of resurrection by Jewish commentators (s0 ‘Rashi,
: leChl) There are, however, no sufficient grounds for so -
regarding it: as-Oesterley rightly remarks, "the psalmist- is
‘dealing with present conditions, not with the world of the
future. n® ;
The Judgment and the Kingdom are so closely linked in the
Psalter that it is “virtually impossible to separate them,
; Hence, in what follows, these conceptions are for the most
part regarded as a unity.
The "reign of Jahveh", an ever-recurring theme, has been

much to the fore within recent years through the researches of

Gunkel, Mowinckel, and others who have followed them in this
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line of ihterpretation,. On the besie of ‘such psalms as ilvii,_
xciii, xcv-xciX'(Mowinckel adds c), these scholars have worked
on the close connexion between the Psalter and the cultus. The
now famous-NorWeg&dn scholar regards these psalms as having been
' composed for, or used 1n, the "annual Enthronement Festlval of
'Jahveh (Das Thronbestelgungsfest Jahwas), celebrated in the
ritual of the Feast of Tabernaclesf L1ke the theory-of the
."workers of mlschlef" noted above, it has certalnly much to
~ commend 1t, and throws con81derable llght upon the comp051t10n
and llturglcal use -of the Psalter. Professor G. R. Driver,
whlle regardlng the 111ustrat10ns from Babylonlan custom as tan
alnterestlng parallel",'phlnks thatAthe theory of.the-Acce331on
Feast of Jahveh "needs to be proved ub to>the hilt from_the"
Hebrew side before'itrcan be accepted by Biblical scholars.“?
Surely such a p051t10n is over-cautlous. Very few theor-
ies in the f1eld of Old Testament scholarshlp are capable of .
decisive proof to-demonstratlon. In most, probablllty —"the
guide of life" -~ is-all that we can reasonably_expect and-
once it is granted that the Hebrews must originally have par-
‘taken of the common stock of Semitic religlous beliefs there
can be nothing strangenln supp031ng that such conceptlons should
‘colour their euosequentcideas. Iﬁlis hardly an exaggeration to
assert that the loftier ideas which}characterise the later ‘
phases of Israel's growtﬁ represeﬁt not so much a radical cleav-
age with the past'as‘a'superimpositioo of nobler and worthier

tenets upon a primitive corpus of basic beliefs.
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While it is undoubtedly true that no direct evidence
ekists for the'observance of an Accession Festival in Israel
such as was held in Babylon in honour of Marduk,'it is equally
true that there is no'evidence against it: _on grounds of prob-
-ablllty 1t is reasonable to assume at, the least that such a
-'festlval formed part of the primitive cultus in Israel and that
the Enthronement Psalms 1n the1r earller form were composed or
adapted for .the - occa31on.5. |
Character1st1c of these Access1on or hnthronement Psalms2
is the declaratlon of Jahveh's soverelgnty, "Jahveh has become
King", ‘F)D Wﬂ‘P), psalms xc111, xcv11 and x01x openlng W1th
this formula. On the Babylonian parallel, "Marduk-ma sharru",
G R. Drlver doubts whether thls would not be more correctly
rendered, “Marduk is king". rather than "Marduk has become k1ng"_
- Even 1f th1s be so, we cannot see how it follows ‘that "the 1dea
'of an accession is greatly weakened w? ot |
‘The analogy of Jahveh!s.enthronement.is that of the
accession of a human king: ‘ -
"Tahveh is become Xing,
Apparelled in majesty,
Apparelled is Jahwveh, o :
Girded with strength." : (Ps. xciii 1)
Thlo, together w1th parallel‘passages, seems to suggest beyond |
reasonable doubt that in anclent Israel-a r1tual pattern ex1sted
"in which the king took a central part.. The dramatlc framework_-
is well known_and need not detain usf The following quotation

from a Trecent work of'Professor E. O. James affords an admirable‘

‘statement of the position which presents itself in the Book of
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| Psalms. After summarieing the chief enactments-.in the ritual

pattern, which_forms "the framework of all ﬁew Year Festivals
and installation'rites from_Ancient'Egypt and Babylonia to
those of the Christian Church", he continnes- "In the process

of diffusion and re- 1nterpretat10n the various constituent

elements have undergone con31derable mod1f1catiom.3 For

~ instance, among the Hebrews, despite their pr071m1ty to and.

many cultural contacts with Babylonia, Syria ana ngpt, though

.the pattern_is discernible in the Jerusalem cultus, it has been

_ broken up and redistributed alhost beyend recognitien."

This, we.may Well believe, is ‘the enly way in which many
psalms (or.portions of pealms) can ne rendered_at all“intellig—
ible, and furnishes a reesonable‘nackground net only for the
ﬁEnthﬁoneﬁent" group, bﬁt-also_for eome ef the "Boyel“ psalms,
on which mere will Be said below. Tt will be sufficient fer':
the:present tornote tnet the discernible elements of a past
cultic procedure have, for the most part, been stripped of
untoward assoclations, clothed with grandiose a5p1rations, and
progected into the future.. It is this eagerly—awaitea estab-

lishment of Jahveh's sovereignty ( J\\DEHD), ‘whether as a pure

. theocracy (in the sense that no Me551an1c king 1s env1saged, -

as, for example, in Ps., lxxxv), or as an earthly dqminion
under an 1deal klng, which in the Psalter constitutes the
'national eschatology

"As in the other religious writings, canonical and extra-

canonical, so in the Book of Psalms, the judgment of the
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'nations and their place in the'kingdom are variously conceived.
In the Enthronement psalms nothing is said of the fate of the
nat10ns~ 1n Xevi 7 they are bldden to render to Jahveh "glory
and strength"; in xcv11; 2 they are witnesses of His salvation
and the revelation of His righteousness. The only exception is
x1vii’ where, strangelv enough in the same psalm, two contradlct—
ory conceptlons are put forward In verse 4(3) Israel appears
as the "most favoured nation": - : | ' - .

"He shall subdue peoples under us,
And natlons under our feet!.

Yet in the 1ast verse (16(9)),

"The princes of the peoples are gathered together .
W1th the people of the God of Abraham." _

In view of the strong."universalist" tone of these psalms it is
fairlv clear that verses 3 and 4 (2 and 3).of-Ps;'x1uii should
be: regarded as later 1nsert10ns of the Persian or early Greek
perlod, representing a recrudescence of the earl1er and unethlcal
"Heil" eschatology. | | _ )
o The'world;wide acknowledgment of Jahveh as Sovereign is
not, however,'confined to the Enthronement bSalms.‘ It appears,
for example, in the 86th, a.cry'for help against enemies,:a psalm
which in its earlier form.(like exv 4 sqq.,'cxxxv's, 15 sqg.) was
" apparently henotheistic (verse 8). The psalm continues: )

"All nations whom Thou hast made shall come, ‘

They shall worship before Thee, Adonal, and glorlfy

Thy Name.'" (verse 9).2

This line of thought-reaches its finest expression in Ps. lxxxvii.

Unfortunately; like so many of the key passages in the 01d Tebt-
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ament, the text is in some disorder and dislooations have taken
placef But the purport is clear --- Mother Sionzclaiming all
nations equaily as her offspring, a thought which later was to
capture the imagination of St. Paul'and so receive transformation
at hiS»hands? Here again? Jahveh is King and~Sion is His found-
ation ( 3TV140}). The psalm is.eschatologicallin a.fine sense.

It visualises the world—process as reaching its consummation in .

the recognition of a comion origin of all natlons and their dest- -

'1ny as instruments in the hand of Jahveéh of a common purpose.
Whlle it neededla Stf Paul toxdraw out 1ts full;potentlalltles
(and in so far as this uas necessary the eschatoiogy of the psalm
'must be regarded as defective), it nevertheless reaches a helght
.that. it would be dlfflcult to-exaggerate. Its true value 11es

not in its innerent posstbtlitiesi-far-reachlng as they were, but -
. in its own intrinsic*worth'as an.ekpression of a breadth of out-
look having few parallels in Old Testament thought. In this con- -
nexion we are reminoed of a warning‘given by the late Sub-Dean of
Westnlnster in his lucid little volume, “What is the Klngdom of -
God?" He rightly regards as mistaken the common tendency which
views the 0l1d Testament revelation as merely preparatory for‘the
New, a way of thinking whicn has been-much_encouraged by an orer-
weening concentration upon St. Augustine's Well—known dictum.

"The revelation possessed intrinsic worth at each of its stages,"

-

writes Canon Storr. '“,... Childhood is not a mere preparation for

manhood.. It is one stage of a progressive life with values of its

- .. . Y 4.
own, which are yet prophetic of richer values to .come."
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_This is an.aprSite illustration of*eséhatological o
: deVelopment. Just as the ekperiences of'chfldhoodiand infancy,
to a very marked degree, mould the man, 80 early features are
everywhere present in ‘a more mature eschatology% In the Enthrone—
| ment psalms,and elsewhere in those places din, Wthh the flnal relgn'
.of God -is env1saged, the old-world Creation myth of Marduk and
Tiamat. 1s still-in the m1nd of the writer:

iThe floods rise up, Jahveh, F

The floods 1lift up their vo:ce, o - .
The floods 1lift up their roaring." (xciii 3)

But more powerful than them_all.is Jahveh,. glorious on high (verse
4). Again,
"Thou rulest the proud swelling of the sea;.
When the waves thereof. arise Thou stillest them:
Thou didst crush-Rahab as one that is pierced.". -
_ . T (Dxoxxix 10(9)sq.)
Here, as. G R. Drlver points out, Rahab, 1ike Lev1athan in lxxiv
2 SRR
" 13 sq., represents not mgypt but the pr1meva1 waters. As Jahveh
-was thns the Creator, bringing order out of chaos, so, too, is He
:Lord of Nature. To the psalmists His works testify to His great—
3
ness and thelr orderllness to His supreme rule-
'"The heavens declare the glory of God

And the work of Hig hands doth the flrmament proclalm."
, (xix 2(1)).

4
Like the Hebrew of old, and the Babylonlan and Egyptlan from whom -
.he,may have borrowed, a poet in any age might be forgiven for
regarding.such'manifestation as one of Berkeleyfs_truths_"SO near

~ and obvious to the mind that a man need only open his eyes to see

5 _ .
‘them;" But the statement has not been without its challengers,
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Comte’ thought that it was. the glory of Kepler and' Newton that the
heavens declaredf while the oresent occupant of the Plumian Chair
of Astronomy at Cambridge tells us that "probably most astronomers,
if they were to speak frankly, would_confess to some chafing when
they-are reminded of the psalm.fz'We'cannot be entirely without’
sympathy, however, when we understand the reason-for their rest-
ivenessl.

Psalm civ 1s not simply aniep1c of Creatlon._ It ls all that
andg, more. The quest1on of 1ts dependence upon Babylonlan mythol- }
-ogical-elements and its manlfest parallels Wlth-Aknaton s "Hymn“ ‘
to the Sun" and the Cairo "Hymn to Amunﬂ have been so. fully
discussed elsewhere that they.need not-detain’us.herei Oesterley,
ln.cmnparing'it'With the previous psalm.(éili), déscribes.the
latter.as praising Jahveh-as the God‘of Hdstory and civ as mag-
- nifying Him as Lord of Nature? But Jahveh is stlll the God of

History in c1v, as Wltness the psalmlst's closing petition:

"May sinners be consumed from the’ earth;
May the wicked be ‘no more."

Thus the writer looks forward from first things to last? Jahyeh's

rule in'the natural order is to-become His rule in the moral-
order the perfect klngdom is to be established on earth, and the
rlghteous alone will inherit 1t.

| Often the 1nauguratlon of the klngdom is env1saged in a-
manner which can only be descr1bed as apocalyptlc. A distinction’

1s.somet1mes drawn between prophecy and.apocalyptlc on the grounds.

of their respective use of natural, as contrasted with cata-

clysmic, phenoména. Tt is supposed, on this theory, that the
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prophets-see'the.doom to come heralded by.such.eveuts as war,
plague and famine, whereas the apocalyptists predict_a direct
Divine ihtervention'in'thelﬁatural_order as. the precursor.of the
coming judgment.;ISuch.e'sharp distinotion is unquestionably
_ false. Wars, plagues and pestllences would themselves, in the
'_thousht of the prophets, furnish the seeds from Wthh stlll |
further dlsorders mlght arise until a fullJ:grown "apocalyptlc"
1magery would appear naturally upon the scene, ”To dlscuss whether
apocalyptlc'figures, properly so called, appear in the"earlier‘
orophets or hot, would.take us beyond the limits.of this work,
especially.in view of the_dlvision of opinion on the matter:.
suffice it to state that.the grounds adduced for assigning an
-inordinately late date'to-some'of these-prophetical passages cahf.
not be regaroeo as other than a petltlo pr1n01p11' 'Uhnatural
events were by no means -the prerogatlve of 1nvent1ve m1nds of
late period. Many of  the psalmists remembered that )

fThe see saw and fled; Jordan was driven hack",- (exiv 3)
and how | r |

"Tn the sight of their fathers He wrought marvels
In the land of Egypt, the field of'Soan?” (lxxviii 12)

Had not, too, the now lost Book of Jashar recorded that master-
'plece of" mandatory verse-

"Sun, stand thou still upon Glbeoh, o )
And thou, Moon, in the valley of Algalon"? (Josh. x.12)

Here alone would be a sufficiency of material to furnish the
groundwork, and moreover the authority, for the most extravagent

vagaries of the apocalyptic imagination. The more extreme type



139

finds no place in the Psalter, though the apocalyptic element

is by né means absent. One or two .examples will suffice to

3 -]
i11ustrate-

-“Clouds and darkness are” round -about Him, ciene

- Fire goeth before Him, and burneth HlS adversaries
: round about.,
His lightenings enlighten the world: the earth beholdeth
_ ) and trembleth. :
The mountaihs melt like wax before Jahveh' before the
Lord. of all the earth," L (XCVll 2-5),

-

Here the!eschatologlcal drama seems to be based on the theophany h
at Sinai, whlch event apnears ?rom the 11terature -of the Hebrews
to have 1mpressed 1tse1? 1nde11b1y upon their memory i - each
succeeding‘generation.u Some of the supposed eschatologica;
references in the Psalter are retrospective ofnthis formative
epoch of national hiStory,'aﬁd to project its major character— .
istics into a .future-display of Jahﬁeh's powers was but a nat--
ural sequel. "We may guess," says T.H. Robinson, ", .. that
what Jahveh has done once, He will do.again."2 The crossing of
the Red Sea, as already ‘shown, is further ev1dence of this tend-
ency, and, most promlnently of all the Creat;on. Only the
Creator could re-createf even if that re-creatlon must be pre-
ceded by catastrophe, ‘as when |

-

"He uttereth His 'voice and the earth is dlssolved (DRI,
_ (x1vi 7(6))

If )WDjﬁ“be a true reading, and if Oesterley(be correct in
readlng the same verb for 'DI) in verse 3(2), the psalm would
' present a very fine’ plcture of a re~ created world, reflectlng

in some measure Iranian eschatologlcal features (cf.lxxv 4(3)).

7 -
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On the other hand, if OID A be read in the above passé.ge__ and

the emendation in verse 3(2) rejected, the psalm may be slﬁply'

.a pre-exilic paean of confidence in the inviolability‘of'gﬁon.

A somewhat similar difficulty arises in~the intefpretation of-

. Ps, Ixxv, . It is cleanlyyé psalm of judgmenf, but whether vefse

4(35: o ' 1
"The earth is dissolved and all 1ts dwellers ( D Aan )i

I establ1shed 1ts p1llars," _ -

s to be taken llterally as env1sag1ng a flnal conflagratlon, or

s1mply as f1gurat1ve of the chaos whlch man- has 1mposed upon

.the world-order, must remaln an open questlon.

The conclusions reached in this section may be br1efly
,summarised as followsh The Day of Jahveh, although not, speclf-'
lcally-mentioned-in the Psalter is, throughout, 1mp1101t, and
.appearé with béth'“Heil" énd "Unheil" associatiéns.' The former_
does not neqegsarlly indicate an early date, as the stresé of_
post-exilic oppression and frustration provided é fruitful soil
for its reapbearancefhkThe.Judgment and the Klngdom appear,
though-ﬁhether they'were to. be pfeceded by the-inversidn of
world-order as visuglised'by fhe apocalyptists is doubtful. The
Kingdom throughout is conceived of as upon the earth and of - -
indefinite duration; it is wholly the work of God: Hé is its
Initiator and remains its Ruler.. .Psalm cxlv (an acrostlc) is,
_perhaps, the most expre551ve form wh1ch the Psalter glves of

this Divine Klpgdom:
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"Let all Thy works, Jahveh, render Thee thanks,
And let Thy godly ones bless Thee.

The glory of Thy Kingdom let.them afflrm,

And speak of Thy power,

To make known to the sons of men Thy mlght
And the glory of the majesty of Thy Klngdom.
Thy Kingdom is an everlasting Kingdom?

-And Thy Kingship embraceéth all generations."

LT _ . (ex1v-10-13)

LS ’
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Megssiah and the Kingdom..

" As already stated above, the Kingdom and the “Me581anlc“
King, so closely llnked together -- 1n fact 1nseparably bound
up -- in the mlnds of Chr1st1an pe0p1e, are by no means a univer-
sal cemblnatlon in the 0la Testament.' In thelr orlgln they _ |
represent two distinct - elements of thought, developlng for long
upon independent, and for the most part mutually exclus1ve, lines,
whidh‘coalesced'at a comparatiﬁelyflatejpericd and'then only in
some- wr1ters.~~ o | L . | -

" The Klngdom has its roots 1n the “Day of the Lord"- the
Mess1ah 1n human klngshlg,h Both, 1n the1r crudest form, must be
regarded as pol1t1cal and nat1onallst1c nather than d1rectlj
ethlcal, Saul was undoubtedly a better character than h1s blO—
graphers have_made him out tc-bef' hut he'failed'tb'stem the
Phillstine invasion and all eyes. turned: to the‘rising hero David?i
Hls remarkable success branded him in the eyes of” subsequent
generat1ons as ‘the 1deal ruler, hence in tlmes .of mlsfortune it
was natural to hope that a second Dav1d mlght arise to accompllsh
even greater things. Th;s is the earllestl"Mess1anlc hope" and
has no:ccnnexion at alllwith'"the end"?_ Such is -the conception’
visualised by the first Isaiah: his.ideal king will simply rule
as a perfect soverelgn?-.Jeremiah and Ezekiel5 like:Isaiah

°env1saged thls ruler as of the stock of Jesse, but in them the

perfect order 1s governed by a dynasty of DaV1dlc'k1ngs, and the
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"Kingdom over which he rules is an earthly one, though regenerated.
The conception of the Kingdom is elevated in Deutero-Ise-

aiah? he is the first 01d Testament writer to base fhe Kingdom

on what became a promlnent flgure in later apocalyptlc - Jahveh

1
as“the flrst and the last", and here there is no suggestlon of

2
'1ts 1naugurat10n by a Messisah, -ThlS conceptlon, which appears

.promlnently in later apocalyptle, and“in which the present age
is superseded by the age to come, (an act1v1ty in Whlch the .
Messiah plays a leading part), is exceedlngly obscure in regard
- to its origins. Gressmanﬁ}and'ethers haveﬂtraced the-origin of -
the Messiah to Egypp,_thdugh,so far'as we'ean-ascertain,the
Egyptians did not erpect their king to returu at'fhe end of
time?i It would appear that the later idea of the Mess1an10
- Kingdom was due to an 1nterm1ng11ng in- Jew1sh thought of
Egyptian, Iranian and Hellenlcelnfluemce?

Messiah, in its original cdnnotatien; is not ‘a technical
'term stlll less is it a proper name? Wlth the artlcle preflxed
it ‘occurs in’ the Old Testament only of the an01nted priest
¢ N n )QB-T)), but by far the most regular use-is as a des-
ignation_bf the king.in'thedhisporical bedks? and'in'Lam. iv 20
‘of Zedekiah; in Deutero-Isalah its use is extended to the
foreign monarch Cyrus (6)10% Idnb, xiv 1) In the Psalter
the word.occurs ten times, but not in all cases can the usage
be claimed as eschatological; nor even as referring to a mdnarch{
Thus ‘in the historical reprospeet (ev 15 = I Chron. xvi 22);

""Touch not mine anointed ( "TPlDE))" (RVm "anointed
- : ones")
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refers quite clearly to the patriarchs. ‘When Jahveh is said to be’

. "the strength of His. people,_
- The fortress Who saves His ano;nted ( n‘u)D Y'

the'parallelism_certainlv'suggests that the T\’wr) is thelwhole
. ‘ - g
of the'faithful nation. Again, inh the beautlful 84th psalm, which

1s undoubtedly a process1ona1,§

‘"Behold, O'God, our defender, _— T
And look upon the face of Thine an01nted" (:Tn’QNO),

the proba0111ty here is” that the words represent the lament of a
_prlest living far from the sanctuary, rather than a prayer for
~the welfare of the klng.. .
, It_ls exceedingly difficult for any'mind-replete with’
" the usual background_of-mystical"exegesis to attempt to divest
itself of the impression that the well-known second psalmris_hot'

. . 8 _ _
Messianic in the strict sense of that term. The use of the'psalm

at Mornlng Prayer at Chrlstmastlde and on. Easter Day, dts quotat— '
ion in the course of the Epistfgf%;§Tﬁtogether with its appllc-
‘ation to our Lord in the New Testament wrltlngs-—- all these tend
to invest it w1th -2 meaning which the original cannot sustain. |
Thanks to Bertholet, a major dlfflculty in the text has been 1
_satlsfactorlly cleared up, and in his proposed reconstructlon most .
scholars have 51nce followed hlm. For the, meanlngless "re301ce
w1th trembllng, kiss (the) son“ Bertholet, readlng " bA'\J IPUJH

"\jfg")g y "with trembling kiss his feet", has given the fcoup
de grace' to any lingering vestige of typological predilection.
To kiss.the feet is, of course, to acknowledge subjugation, a

y ] : 0
usage paralleled in Egyptian and Babylonian documents. Widely
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ldivergent riews have_been_put forward in_an attempt to establish
the date and occasion of the psalm, ranging from the time of
Solomon to Alexander Jarmaeus. Their failure,'as Box sﬁggestsf'
seems to indicate a fUnoamental 1dea11st element 1n the psalm, a
conclus1on wh:ch might well be extended to cover the whole of the
"Royal" group.
. ,The remalnlng psalms which make mention of the Ano1nted
C'n‘er) may be dealt with brlefly The 20th appears to refer to
a relgnlng monanch, and is' a prayer for v1ctory on. the. ‘eve of
'batt1e° c ' " '

"Now know I assuredly that Jahﬂveh is the saviour of

", His anointed:( ingny): '

‘He will answer from His holy heavens." . (Xx ?(6))
IPsalm Ixxxix is best explalned (as’ Oesterley, who compares xix,'
xxvii, cxxrii,'eaéhia‘combinatfon"of'tWodseparate'pSalmS) as a
combining of three originallr'independent:psalms; Oesterley
continues‘ '"Thls is suggested by the entlrely dlfferent subgect-
matter of each op the +hree component parts. The purpose of the
'compller in comblnlng these appears to have been to set ip review
the orlgln, development, and final. appearance of the K:Lngshlp."2
' Whether thls hypothesls be accepted or not, the change at verse

_' 39(38) is remarkable-

“But Thou hast cast off and desplsed, '
Thou hast been wroth with Thine. an01nted.(‘TTPLJr>) i

The dlsappearance of the kingship appears to be the subJect of
-tnlS this last-sectlon.- Kirkpatrick remarks: "David's heir has
the same fate as Saul (T Sam; xv 23, 26), inspite of the express
promise that it should not be so (II Sam, vii 15)."4 The same

N
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’

wrlter suggests ‘the discrowned Jeh01ach1n, led through the
streets of Babylon in the conqueror's triumph, as the ”an01nted
whose footsteps have been blasphemed,"i(lxxx1x 52(51)), but
historical 1dent1flcat10ns of this nature must be treated w1th
extreme reserve., -
| Psalm exxxii, in Whlch the term T\”Drb appears twice (at
' verses 10 and 17), is one of whleh Oeeterley r;ghply_holds tnat'
to inﬁernret.in a Messianie'sense is to miss its meaning? It
looksxforwerd, in'the'brephetic spirit'ﬁtd a‘restoratien of the
Dav1dlc house ”more glorlous and more dread thdn from no fall".
As T, H. Roblnson 80 well renders verse 17 (1n language worthy
of the Garter Klng of Arms! ) B
' "There will T raise up for David. - ..+ .
A dynasty puissant. - ' o
‘T have set*lMine anointed.a lamp® ~ .. . -
That shall never go out " o
The last of the psalms to: be con51dered in thls connexion
as making definite ﬁSe.of-the_term.-'D‘u!Q is the l8th:3Whetev-
er be the date of.its-present form, it certainly mskes use of |
some very ancient elementéf The first part of the psalm, thg
present.writer‘thinks, was originally a'poem.after the pattern
of the Babylonian "Descent of Ishtar'.in which Jahveh- goes
down to Sheel to deliver the subject of the enic from its
terrorST The second part, which seems to. have little relatien
“to the First? pictures Jahveh in his ancient role of War Goé,

‘e .9
the original application of the term "Jahveh of Hbsts"ﬁnﬂ%?'nEHD.

T.H. Robinson regards the psalm as "a song of triumph placed in
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the mooth of a King who has’won, not merely victory; but also
dominion,‘through a great, theOphany."i_This view is.tenablel
“only if the whole be regarded as a unity,_which does not appear _
to be the case. The latter portion-of the psalm should, in all
probab1lty, be regarded -as the work of a court—poet of the age
of" Dav1d, and its presence "aécounted for on the progectlonlst"
theory. ThlS theory seems hy far the most sat1sfactory hypo-
thes1s on wh1ch an explanatlon mav be attempted of the presence
in the Psalter of the' so-called "Royal" and "Messlanlc" psalms.
In all cases an earthly monarch, either the one actually reign-
inO'at the time of the‘original compositionzor an”odtstanding
‘royal f1gure of the past, usually Dav1d hlmself, appears to-be
ind1cated. - - . _ . ) |
In Psalm lxx11 ‘the 1deal klng put forward is Solomon,
traaltlonally famed for his w1sdom and . (although the matter is
not - 1nalsputable) the extension of Israel's boundarles durlng :
'hls reign to thelr widest llmlts.’ ‘
| . The ascription of Psalm cx to Simon'Maccabaeus is so well
known that mention of it\is almost superfluous; It has_beenl
'thought to have received further suoport from:the'interesting
phenoﬁenon to which G. MargOliouth’and the Roman Catholie-
scholar Bickell have (1ndependently) directed attentlonf namely,
© that the oracle beglnnlng "S1t thou (:lw) forms an acrostlc on
the name S1mon. Is th1s, however, a mere c01nc1dence? The "
" weakness of the theory which regards the acrostic as designed

"is that it -is not continued throughout the psalm: Oesterley has
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gone so far as to describe the theory as "fantastic". While we -
Would not'be prepared to deny categoricaiiy the existence>of
Maccabaean elements in the Psalter we regard: thelr .presence as
doubtful, and, if admltted, of rare occurrence: ‘or, -in therwords
of Sellin- "whilé there is. in principle ne reason why tnere
should not be a. few Maccabaean psalms in. the Psalter, their
presence has certalnly not yet been proved."2 .

Worklng on the observatlons of two scholars who are'widely
separated onfﬁhé;QueStien of'daiing; it‘seems at‘ieast possible
to advance a° satlsfactory explanatlon of the psalm without an
extreme datlng in elther dlrectlon. Kennett, in renderlng the .

Hebrew phrase 'p'r'j ‘3‘30‘1111 oY as J '"because of"(not ‘after
~the order of ') Melchlzedek," remarks that the meanlng of the_ -
phrase is that "the precedent of Melchizeédek Justlfles the
holdlng of the hlgh—prlesthood by one who is the civil ruler."5
.Gunkel, who regards the psalm as. pre-exilic, points out that

the priestly function was sometimes exereised by pre-exilic
kings (e.g. IT Sam. vi 18; T Kings viii 14, 22, ix 25, ete.)..
These two observations, taken togepher, Weuldiappear pbfprovide
the clue to the purpose of the psalmist. The king's-prerogative
- of exercising the priesthepd, or-a comninaiion-within the-person‘
of the monmarch of the dual role of king and priest, is one which -
' goes back to remote antiquity]r‘It was exercised, as has been’
seen, by the early kings'of Israel; this laﬁer became'a matter
ef dispute, and finally of entire prohibition (ef.. IT Chron.

xxvi 16 sqq., and see more fully on the whole subject E.O.James
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in‘"Myth and Ritual", p. 159 sq.). Restrictive measures,

none the less, are not imposed. without some re31stance, even.
if that resistance be unavalllng the pass1nb of the years
serves only to nourish the hope that the things lost may
again-be restored'inAén eveh richer_méasufé.of'gfahdeur,'the
oid assuming at the same time a glory ﬁhich'in reality had
never been. In such Veiﬁ does the_writer’of Psalm' cx look
forward to a revivaliof the moharchy_intthe person of one
~who, like saul, David and Solomon of oid; would be to his
p§0ple both king and;priest. Beyond Zadok, and beyond_even
Levi,_hé iobks fof his authority. From the mists of antiquity
.there emeyges'the shadowy figure of Melehizedeki‘King of
_Salem, Priest of ’El ‘Elyan?_ Salem restored shall have but
‘one supreme rﬁler: thé king of Sion shall be also_priest‘Of .
its holy Mduntf | .

Thé remainder of the "Royal" group do mot call for
special attentlon. An examination of their contents, togethér
with those above, serves as one.more 1llustrat10n of the
almost prophetic 1n31ght.of that fine old scholar, Wlllxam
Robertson Smith. The elapse "of sixty years-has done nothing
to set aside, bu% rather thé_more securly to establish, thé,
conclusions which he first put forward in réépect of ﬁhg
‘"Royal" psalms in an article written in 1883, which, revised
by Cheyne and Kautzsch, was incorpérated‘into the "Encyclop-.
,aedia Biblica" (art. MESSTAH). The following is the relevant

excerpt, than which -no more succinct statement of the position
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could be des1red-
"When the Psalter became a liturgical book the histor-

ical kingship had gone by, and the idea alone remained,
no longer as the interpretation of a present political
fact, but as part of Israel's religious inheritance. It
was. 1mposs1b1e, however, to think that -a true idea had
become obsolete merely because ‘it found no express1on on
earth for the time beirg; Israel looked again for an
anointed ' king to whom the words of the sacred hymns :
should apply with a force never realiseéd in the imperfect
kingship- of the past. Thus the psalms, especially.such

' psalms as the second, were necessarily viewed as prophetic;
and meantime, in accordance with the common Hebrew repres-
entation of ideal things as existing in heaven, the true
king rema1ns hidden with God." *

We have now examlned; with a view to attempting to
establish this partlcular aspect of the eschatology of Israel'
psalmlsts, ‘the main passages whlch have'been regarded as "Mess-
ianic." . Although varylng in some details, our concluS1on must .
be substantlally that of Professor T. H. noblnson. "As W1th
the coming of Jahveh to 1naugurate the new time, so with the
. Messianic hope, we are constfained to admit that if we want
A absolute.sertainty'we must seek it elsewhere than.in the
Psalterﬁ" a'conClusion which is the more certain-if the term
_ Méssiah:be-restricted;.as:for'thé sake of clarity iﬁ'unéoubt-‘
edly ought to.be,-ﬁo-the Divine or semi-Divine Being ‘of"
.apocalyptic eschatology. Like the term "Soh'df Man'", that of
"Messiah" underwent a process of semantic development in the
course of which it bécameISO completely transfsrmed'that in
its most ad&anced association it bears as 1itt1s relation to

its. humbler application in the historical books of the 014
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Testament as does the "Son of Man" of the Gospels to the
'D'_E;T( ‘]_l of Psalm viii.‘ 5(4)_ or Numbers xxiii 19.
Psalm'xxii calls_for-special mention asdrepresenting,
so far as the Psalter is concerned, a new départure in
_recard to the destiny of the nation. While some of its
passapes find parallels in other psalms, xx11 is, in .its
‘essence, 'sui, generis' in the Psalter, belng "written very
largely in the spirit-of Deutero-Isaiah “and probably is
dependent on his writings. The speaker in the psalm is
the.Suffering Servant o% Yahweh, though the term 'Servant'-
is not actnally employed.f: Other interpretations haye'been )
placed-upon the psalmi and while dogmatism here,'as so often ,
(one might almost say universally) in the Psalter would be
misplaced, the view adopted is the one which appears to the
present writer the most plausible. The p01nt of view of the
psalmist has been so admirably stated_by Professor S.H.
Hooke in his exposition of the "Servant poems".in his little
volume in'the."Interpreter'Series“,."Prophets and friests",
the value of which is out of all proportion to its modest
.dimens1ons, that we are cqnstrained to quote him 'in extenso'
more espec1ally as. there is nothing in Professor Hooke 's
statement from which we. .would dissent.
' WThere is fairly general agneement that these poems
-are not by the author of the rest of Second Isaiah, the
fundamental point of difference being that, whereas the
author of Second Isaiah looks forward with passionate )

intensity to the restoration of his people and the future
glory of Zion, the author of the Servant Songs takes an
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entirely dlfferenf view of the future of Israel. oo
The central point of interest in these poems lies
" in a new interpretation of contemporary history. The
. distinguishing characteristic of the prophets of the
protest had been their historical realism. Abandoning
the attempt of the 0ld ritual pattern to control the
environment, whether natural or historical, they
. accepted the historical 51tuat10n, and sought to inter-
. pret it in térms-of their conception -of a God who was
. active in history with a moral purpose.. But hitherto
no prophet, not even Jeremiah, had abandoned the idea
~that this moral purpose had its céntre in Israel and
was localized in Palestine. But thé author of the
Servant Songs recogrnized that the most important hist-
orical fact of his time was the Dispersion, voluntary
or involuntary, and he proceeded to interpret this
‘fact, not as a temporary chastisement, to be followed
by restoration, but as the evidence of a moral purpose
which his.people had been too blind to recognize.
' In his re-interpretation the author holds fast to
the following guiding'ideas: first, that the disting-
uishing possession of Israel was a knowledge of God
such as no other people of his time possessed, a point
of view which is reflected in such a passage as Deut-
eronomy iv. 7-8; second, that the theory of chastise-
ment, however it might have been justified in the past,
‘was an inadequate explanation of the sufferings of the
righteous community which, for the author, represented
the true Israel; and third, that in the larger per-
spective of history the restoration of Israel to nat-
ional independence was "too light a thing" for.a God
whose moral purposes embraced the good of all the
nations and not merely of Israel.

Hence we find this great poet and prophet .rising
to a height of which no previous prophet had been cap-
able, and, we might say, transforming the central
element of the ancient ritual pattern, the death of the
representative individual upon.whom the well-being of
the community depended, into the vicarious death 6f the
' Servant, that is to say, the death of Israel in a pol-
- itical sense. He abandons the hope of the resurrection

‘of Israel as a nation, and accepts the accompllshea

fact of their dispersion throughout the ancient world

as the result of God's purposé to make them the besrers
of the knowledge of him to the Gentiles. In this 1
purpose he finds the meaning of the Servant's sufferings."

(]

_Herein, we believe, lies the key to a sound exegesis of Psalm

"xxii.
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CONCLUSION. 5

-

If we were to attempt to summarise verj briefly_the
concluéiens reached ‘in this study they might be stated within
broad limits as-follows. o

| In the flrst place, the terin "eschatology" must be
"accorded a much W1der 31gn1P1catlon than that of & synonym
»of the "NOV1s51ma“ of- the scholast;c theology: ‘its roets
" must be traced to.conditions, individual, national, and
intefnationaly'pfevailing in the'present*sphere- andxthe
'genetlc connex1on between the present and the future must
be a first pr1n01p1e in its apprehens1on.

The eschatology of the Psalter is. primarily an eschat-
ology of the 1nd1v1dual. Sheol as,the f;nal destlnatlon of
all predominates, and that a Sheol of the negative charaeter
emphasised in the prophets. A "blessed future life"'reacﬁes,
so far as we are able to determine, no higher articulation
‘than a momentary'hope.impelled by the apparent injustice of
% the unfriendiy world witheut. While all the requisite;
_material‘Per subsequent advaace lies smouldering within the
pages of the Psalter, none had- Jet come who mlght kindle it -
1nto flame. Attempts at theodlcy show not 1nfrequent1y a
prefuneitj of splrltual_lpslght and a Chlldllke trust in God,
having issue in the injunction | | '

"Keep 1ntegr1ty, and foster uprightness, 2
For the latter end of the uprlght is peace."
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In regard to the destiny of the nation, both "Heil"
and.“Unheil" eschatologies subsist side by side, the cry for
the destruction of the'obpressor, both contemporary and of
times past, rece1v1ng more than Just compensation 1n the
breadth oP vision of the writers of Psalms xx11 and 1xxxv11.
Length of‘days and material prosperity, established upon a
.foundation of Justice and freedom ‘From tJrrany, represent the
mean. of future hopes. Where the Kingdom that. is to be 1s'
-1v1suallsed as ruled by a monarch, the kingship is concelved
in the iight of the greatly idealised glories of the past.
Yet in all, Jahveh reigns supremef T‘very psalmist, with all.

the, fulness of 1nd1vidua1 conv1ct10n, could avouch that

Jthrough sorrow and through 51nn1ng
He shall suffice me, for He hath sufficed." ?

s

- After this brief summary a further question arises. Although
'prima facie' it might appear to lie without the,purview of the
task to which we have set our hand, a‘little reflection will
reveal it to be fundamentaI for the work would be ‘incomplete —
perhaps even lacking in purpose -—.were 1t 1gnored Was the
resurgent hope,'expressed in divers manners and which underlies
all eschatology, an illusion? In other words; was Baldwin
. Brown right in pronouncing eschatology baseless’é3
To ask this is to raise the kindred question, itself .one

which must occur over and over again to all who seek to 1nter-
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“pret the poetical utterances of the Hebrews .of old, namely,
whetlier we can be justified in suhjecting.such language to
recondite critical investigation; Is not the language of
poetryrby'its very nature - to borrow a phrase from
Windelbandif- "above the changlng 1nterests of the tlmes"
and therefore to stand 1mmune from the- methods of s01ent1f1cr
1nqu1ry? Let us deal at once w1th thls latter questlon,

for on the answer depends not only our attltude towards
‘ eschatology and all else relating to the Nature and Belng

of Cod “Dut every thought - ethereal, profane, and all -
| that lies between. -~ Whlch at any time has sought expre531on
“through the poetlc medium. _ | .
, (It should be observed that the term "poetry" is not
‘itself” altogether free from ambiguity, being employed in

a narrower and wider sense, and 31gn1fying either or both
of the following:
- (1) as synonymous with prosody, thus reélating to such
matters as metre, rhyme, alllteratlon, versification, -etc.,
-- in-the case of Hebrew poetry, rhythm, parallelism,
stichoi, 'strophe, etc., -- i.e., the form constitutive of
poetry as distinct from prose.

(2) what is sometimes called "poetlc diction", i.e.;
- the language and imagery proper to poetry, but Whlch may
nevertheless be employed in prose writing.3

In the case of the-Psalter both senses are comprehended.)

If "the making of. great history has often given a first
impulse to the writing bf historyﬁ+it is not less true to
_assert that-great thoughts about God and His creative;
'.sustaining, and purposive activity have, throughout the
long course of world-history, given to those'who have

. sought to apprehend and make ‘them known to others the-
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Empulse to set them forth in langnage worthy of their.
greatness: in other words, to endeavour to create in
- the minds of their fellow-men the things made known to
" them. The medlum deS1aerated, as the 11terature of .
civilisation so’ eloquently attests, has been overwhelm—
1ngly the 1anguage of poetry: _

As Spearman has S0 well pornted out, ‘the "Creatlve
Mind", the ﬁlNous Poetlkos' that great mystery concelved
by Aristotle ... is tnat'whlch-converts the potentlal
thlngs 1nto the actual things, ‘as light turns potentlal
-colour 1nto actual colour._.ﬂ._. The very word poet'
expresses in Greek what 'creator' ,does in Latln,“'he-who
makes”!2 And what. the poet makes must have meanlng and’ |
purpose.: Hence for the student of the Psalter, and of
Hebrew poetry in general,: there must ever be the. task of.
seeking out the inherént meaning which the-creatlve minds -
of the'Succession of writers sought to convey to those
who would read and understand. In bringing to this task
all the aids -- textual, phllologlcal, 11terary, compar-
~ative, and hlstorlcal -- that scholarship can.afford, he
-seeks not less to value the medium of ekpression,'but ‘
‘rather. to make known to the sons of men in ever-increasing-
measure; those riches which 1ie yet unrevealed within the
music of poetry, "the only adequate revelation of divine

3 , .
truth." _ o . .
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Having treated of the medium, We_nowtpase on to -
considervthe-validity of the subject-matten thus finding
its expression. Much hae been nritten on "future" and
"realised" eschatology. The dlstlnctlon is academlc
" rather than pracndcal. The "Klngdom" may be reallsed in
all its Fulness and power at what tlme soever men are
reaoy to acknowledge 1t and, 1n subm1551on, concede its
claims. In this .sense eschatology is anthropologlcal?
for nntll the creature can recognlse "that the Mosm ngh
ruleth in tne kingdom of men" so long wili that rule be
but pantial. But the "Kingdom“ is pne-eminently theo-~
_loglcal, a truth whlch, in an age of confldence in the
'power of man alone- to achleve a new world-order, needs
" searing into mind and,consc1ence in 1etters of flame.

"i’will'not cease‘from mental fight, |

Nor shall my sword sleep in my hand

Till we have built Jerusalem .

In England's green and pleasant land”
may sound a stirring emotional alarum to a self-confident
people intent upon social amelioration for its own sake.
But it offers a buoyancy entirely 111usory, and any incip-
ient reconstructlon which sets its hopes upon man s power
to bulld is ineluctably foredoomed to immersion, sooner or -
1ater, in the Waters of Death.

For 'Jerusalem," as Edwyn Bevan has so pointedly
declared, '"was not built by -any man upon the earth.;+The .

city of true eschatology, to which the Psalter makes no
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ot ‘mean contribution, is that, and that alone, "which hath
: - 2 . . S
- the (eternal) foundations, whose drchitect and builder

is. God-_"g . SRR Y
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