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a particular event which occurred later in their lives. The 

renamings of Sarai and Abram, however, are not so clearly 

associated with a specific event. In taot no reason 1a given 

for the new name Sarah, and the word-play of Abraham is some­

what unique in that it points to the future. Thus the only 

consistent factor in renamings is that they ooour after the 

person achieves maturity and are not limited to a specific 

kind of event or context. 

The final group consists of those few passages where the 

naming is by function or circumstance. The names of Eve and 

Geharashim point to the function of the person involved. The 

pun on the name Edom, Genesis 25:30, and Jacob, Genesis 27:36, 

as well as Hagar's naming of Yahweh as "Thou art a God of 

seeing" show that names can also be associated with circum­

stances unrelated to a birth context even in the wide sense. 

Grouping according to oharaoteriatic marks 

It is interesting to note first how the passages are 

grouped according to biblical books. One of the 11011t striking 

factors in the 11st of passages is that ao many are found in 

Genesis. Continuing on down the 11•t there are two important 

namings given in Exodus 2, while the references to Gerahom 

and Ellezer in Exodua 18 are added almost•• a parenthet:t.oal 

thought. From that point on, 1:he naaea which turn up seem to 

follow u'> particular counre. The renaming of Gideon•• 

Jerubbaa1 1s of aoae iaportanoe though quite obYioualy not a 

I . 
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birth story. Thus, tor some reason the original naming of 

none of the judges is recorded until the birth ot Samuel. 

Here is a clear naming formula with a lengthy birth narrative 

surrounding it. Next the name Ichabod is also clearly 

explained. Here a man whose personal signi:fioance is unimpor­

tant to the biblical account is accorded a relatively complete 

description of his birth. From this point on the naming 

events are of a different nature. The play on the name 

Jedediah is conceptual rather than verbal. Each of the names 

in I Chronicles has a unique aspect; the play on Jabez involves 

a change in the order of the letters; the name Geharashim, if 

it is intended as an individual's name, has a functional 

meaning; and the name Beriah, while fitting well the DBme 

formula, is unique in its position within the other lists of 

names. The distinctive character of the namings in Isaiah 

and Boaea has been noted above. 

It is of some value to go through the list once more to 

see if any other relationships can be seen. Though this in­

volves a certain amount of subjectivity, from the point of 

view of quantity and consistency the key passage is the naming 

of eleven of the twelve sons of Jaoob in Genesis 29 and 30. 

On the other hand, from a linear perspective a case might be 

made tor the tact that all theae word-plays are alaply leadlD8 

up to the naming of God in Exodus 3:14, tor from that point on 

the paaaagea exhibit a different character. Prom the point of 

view ot uniqueness the namlnga of Ichabod, Jabez, and Ber1ah 
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could be singled out simply because of their lack of impor­

tance as characters in the biblical narrative. It is tempting 

now to draw from these observations and suggest that the usage 

of puns with reference to personal names was a practice 

primarily after. but not long after. the time of Ichabod. 

Thus the significance of the removal of the ark from Israel 

was still strong in the author's mind. From this era he then 

looked back at the history of his people and saw that in terms 

of the current political structure the most important factor 

was the birth of the twelve patriarchs. Though both before 

and after these patriarchs there are important figures who 

also received due emphasis, the author did not consistently 

pun on all names, Note for example that Abel is omitted, the 

pun on Mania not definite, the sons of Noah are omitted, and 

the pun on Abraham is not in a birth story. On the other 

side, the names of Aaron, Joshua,. and the judges, with the 

exception of Samuel and possibly the renaming of Gideon, are 

omitted, From the theological perspective the chief name wae 

of oourse Yahweh. Thus the uniqueness of the naming of 

Ichabod seems to betray a possible historical era in which 

these particular word-plays were made. 

Thia explanation is intended as a tentative one. Cer­

tainly the evidence is far from conclusive, and yet the preeent 

writer aeea no better way to make sense out of the taot that 

only certain names are accorded a word-play. There are some 

obvious objections to thia approach: (1) It aa911aea that all 


