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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION
Deseription of the Study

The problem under investigation is not a single problem,
but multiple., It deals with the terminology connected with
the Ark of the Covenant, There are some important technical
terms that are either directly or indirectly connected with
the Ark. During the course of 0ld Testament research in the
last century these terms and the Ark itself have, for various
reassons, acquired a great many connotations. The Ark has
been explained as a fetish-box that contained a meteorite or
a8 piece of stone from Mount Sinail, as a divine throne, as a
container for sacred divination-stones, as a shrine of the
Babylonian cult of Tammuz, as an empty bark for the deity,

8imilar to those of Egypt, as a support for one or two steer=-

1mages,1 and as a battle~-standard., The purpose of this papar-j

is to set forth some of these terms and to investigate the
connotations that research has given them. The questions
that are to be especially discussed involve the name, purpose,

and appearance of the Ark, the significance of the tables of

ltans Schmidt, "Mose und der Dekalog,” Eucharistion

fuer Hermann CGunkel, in Forschungen zur Religion und Literatur
§ o e T

des Alten und Neuen Testaments ttIngen: Vandenhoec
Ruprecht, 1023), XXI1, 11Lf, Hereafter this series will be
referred to as FRLANT,
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the Law that i1t contained, the possibility of considering
the Ark as & throne of Jahweh, and the importance and sig-
nificance of the Cherubim atop the Ark, The problem is
somewhat complicated by the fact that the various titles of
the Ark are placed together in many combinations without
eapparent rcason (e.g., 1 Chronicles 13:6; 2 Samuel 6:2), In
addition to the titles of thne Ark, allusions to it ars also
involved in the problem, such as in the Psalms of Ascent.

The position of Jerusalem and the course of religion
and world history ever since David is due to his placing the
Ark of the Covenant in the Temple.a The importence of the
Ark has heen largely overlooked by some scholars. It lies
behind many 0ld and New Testament concepts that can better
be understcod when the nature and purpose of the Ark ia
understood., The glory of God, the Cherubim, and the kingdom
of God are obvious examples, as well as the typology based
on the Ark. There can be no doubt that the Ark was the cen-
ter of the 0ld Testament cultus, the dwelling-place of the
pressnce of God, and the place of atonement for sina, It 1is
only fitting, therefore, that the connotations connected
with the Ark should be examined with a view to determining
what it actually meant to the Israelite and what has been
added artificially to its meaning by recent scholarship.

Of necessity, this study cannot be exhaustive. It will

2
Martin Noth, The History of Israel, translated by
Stanley Godman (N‘w York: Harper Brothers, 1958), p. 190.
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deal only with the most important and most discussed cone-
cepts, These include the meaning of the term ’i‘l§ » the
possible confusion of Ark and ephod, the significance of the
tables of testimony, the Cherubim, and the Ark as a throne
and as a battle-standard., It is not intended to deal with
the overall appearance of the Ark, nor its history or final
fate. The theological implications, however, necessarily
enter the picture and will be discussed at some length
throughout, The attempt to establish the correct texts of
8ll the references to the Ark, a major task in itself, is
also outside the bounds of this study. It is intended only
to state the important theories and determine their credi-
bility,

Some of these theories depend heavily on the four-source
theory of authorship for the Pentateuch and Former Prophets,
which we cannot accept, In the first place it is much too
complicated to be here unravelled, and we see no good reason
for not accepting the sacred record at face-value, In most
cases the theory can be safely avoided or lgnored without
dolng violence to the scholars under consideration. We also
re ject the theory of the Scandinavian school that sees the
early history of Israel as myth and subordinates it to the
cultus,> and the theory of Martin Noth and others who think

3Sigmund Mowinckel, Religion und Kultus, translated by
Albrecht Schauer (Goettingen: Vandenhoeck una Ruprecht, 1953),

assims; He That Cometh, translated by G. W. Anderson (New
gork: Abingdon Press, 1954 ), passim,
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Israel developed from an amphictyony of twelve independent

bedouin trihes.h

The material is organized under five main headings:
(1) "The Ark of God," which includes the search for the orig-
inal name for the Ark, the meaning of the term ]'13,\,'_ , and
a discussion of Arnold's theory of the Ark as a repository
for sacred oracles; (2) "The Ark of Testimony," which discuss-
e5 the meaning and importance of the term s\Q'r! s the quese
tion of the existence of the tables of the Law, and the lex-
gitimaey of ‘the ‘term N )L ; (3) "The Ark as a Throne,"
dealing with the throne-co;cept in non-Israelite religion and
in the 0l1d Testament, and with the possibility of the Ark as
an empty throne proposed by Dibelius;s (4) "The Cherubim,"
discussing how they looked on the basis of archaeoclogy and
the 0ld Testament evidence, their meaning, and the location
of Cod's presence with relation to the Cherubim; (5) "The
EEEREEQEE.“ where the presence of God was centered--the place
of atonement, discussing the purpose of the Ark in the re-

ligion of Israel.

hHartin Noth, Das System der Zwoelf Staemme Israels, in

Beltraege zur Wissenschalft vom Alten und Neuen Testamen
(Stuttgart: W. Kohlhammer Veriag, 1930), Series I}, 1, passim;

Noth, The History of Isarael, passim,

sﬁartin Dibelius, Die Lade Jahwes: Eine religionsge-

schichtliche Untersuchung, in FRLANT (Coettingen: Vanden-
hoeck und Ruprecht, IﬁﬁE;, ViI.
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The History of the Problem

The first attempt in modern times to deal with the Ark
1s that of Goethe, who in an anonymous article® doubted the
exlstence of the tables of the Law that were held to be in
the Ark. Apparently he was not taken seriously, for we do
not hear these doubts expressed again until after 1900,' when
Dibelius discussed the question.’

Serious study of the Ark seems to have begun with Sey-
ring, who in an article in 1892,8 attempted to determine the
sources for the Ark-traditions in the 01d Testament and pro-
posed that the word §]° ‘].;. was a Deuteronomic interpolation,
He was opposed in an artic]:e that aﬁf;earad the same year by
Ludvig Couard,? who claimed that I 1d™ ) 19 N was the
original name and that the Ark contained a meteori-te. Mein-

10

hold discussed the throne-concept in 1896, and was answered

6Ini‘:-a, page 28, note 26,

7D1'be11us, op. eit., pp. 1ff.

aFi'itz Seyring, "Der alttestamentliche Sprachgebrauch
inbetreff des Names der sogenannte 'Bundeslade,!" Zeit-
schrift fuer dle Alttestamentliche Wissenschaft, XTI (1892),
ZAW- . Hereafter this periodical will be.referred to as

9Ludwig Couard, "Die religioes-nationale Bedeutung der
Lade Jahves," ZAW, XIT (1892), 53-90.

107, Meinhold, "Die Lade Jahwes," Theologische Arbeiten

8us dem Rheinischen wissenschaftlichen Fre ferverei 3
series, IV, 1¢r, Hereafter 8 perlodical w e rgf‘er;::!md

to as TARWP.
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by Wolfgeng Reichelll in 1897 and Karl Buddel2 in 1898,
Meinhold answered his eritics in another article that ap-
peared in 1901,13

Thereafter interest subsided, except for Delitzsch's
provocative book, Babel und Bibel (1902), in which he laid
& heavy emphasis on the Cherubim from Assyria, In 1906
Dibelius published his study of the Ark,lt in which he con-
sidered the Ark as an empty throne, He, too, was answered
by Budde,15 who claimed that the Ark is always a box, or
chest, and that Jahweh always rides above the Cherubim,

Interest in the Ark increased at this time. The Parker
expedition was sent to Palestine to search for it, but the
search ended in diaaster.16 In 1912 Eduard Koenig dealt with
the Ark rather extensively in his historyl? and William Arn-
old in 191} attempted to prove the Ark a repository for

11wO1fgang Reichel, "Ueber die vorhellenischen Goetter-
kulte," TARWP, Second series, Vg, 1ff.

12gap1 Budde, "Imagelass Worship in Antiquity," The
Expoasltory Times, IX (1898), 396ff.

137, Meinhold, "Die Lade Jahwes--ein Nachtrag," Theo-
logische Studien und Kritiken, 1901, pp.: 593ff.

Wpibelius, op. eit.; pps 1ff.

15gar1 Budde, "War dle Lade Jahwes ein leerer Thron?"
Theologische Studien und Kritiken, 1907, pp. 72-9L.

165, @, May, "T "
« Gs Y he Ark--A Miniature Temple," The American
36), 224

Journal of Semitic Languages and Literatures, LII™ (1938),

17Eauera Koenlg, Ceschichte der Alttestamentlichen
Religion (Guetersloeh: C. Bertelsmann Veriag, 19125, passim,
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oracle-sitones, 9 He, also, was answered by Buddel? in 1921,
In the meantime, in 1920, Hugo Greassmann20 published his
theory that the Ark contained an image or images. Three
years later lians Schmidt identified the Cherubim with those
of Ezekiel!s visiun,21 but this was never taken very seri-
ously,

After this the complexion changed. Leonhard Rost took
up the subject with a new slant.22 He examined the texts
from a literary viewpoint and came to the conclusion that
the Ark-storiea had been published in a separate "Ark-book"
before the books of Samuel were written. This idea was later
picked up and developed by Bourke,23 who pointed out the lit-

erary Iforms and structures in 1 Samuel [j-6 and found there a

16
william A, Arnold hod and Ark, A Study in the
Records and Rellgion of %he neient ﬁeb;ewa in Harvard
Tgeological Studies (E_Ebridge: arvard Unl versity Press,
I ' 1ff.

Xarl Budde, "Ephod und Lade," ZAW, XXXIX (1921), 1-h1.

Eoﬁugo Oressmann, Die Lade Jahves und das Allerheiligste
des salomonischen Tempels, in Beltraege zur Wissenschaft vom
Alten Testament !SEu%Egart- W, Kohlhammer Veriag,
ter es 2, 1, pasaim, Hereafter this series will be rsferred

o as mIA‘l‘.

19

s 2lxans Schmidt, "Karubeqth?an un? Lade,; Euchariation
er Hermann Gunkel in FRLANT (Goettingen: Vandenboeck und
ﬁuprecﬁi, 1923), xxiv, 120

2276 0nhard Rost, Die Usberlieferun von der Thronnache
folge Davids, in Beitraege zur ssense Tt vom Alten und
feuen Testament erIag, 1926 ,
geries 3, VI, I =il . Hbreafter this serles will be refarred
0 as BWANT,

23J0seph Bourke, "Sammel and the Ark: A Study in Cone
trasts," Dominican Studies, VII (1954), 73-103.
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death ond rogurrection theme inm the story of the Ark's cope
ture,

Bengigeor?l and Mowinekol2S conncctod the Ark with the
Pealws and assigned 1t a oultie us;c in processcions, Hoth26
aasipned to it a politicel importance o8 the contral sanctuary
of the thenenew state, Israel,

Since thon nothine really new hat been edvanced, and the
gubjoot hes been incorporated into the recent theologies of
the 014 Pootamont,

Most of the works mentioned, except some of the earlier
studien, were nvailable for this investigation, and are ome-
ployed in this poper,

The following ebbreviations will be enployed throughont
this paper;

BYANT for the series Bsitr&ege sur YWissenschaft vom

ar

ATEen und Nouen Testement. uttgercs W. Kohlhommer
eriag,

Pl

BYAT for the serics Beltraepe gur Wissenschaft vom
Alfen Tostaomont, Stuttgart: W, Ronlhormor Veriog.

FRLANE for the series Forschg;ggn Zur Reli:%'-'on und
Litoretur dos Alton und Heuon restamonts., Goettingen:
Vandenhoock und Ruprecht,

L)

2hBonsliger, Hebraeische Archacolomie (Loipzig: NePe,
1927), »vp. 350GLF., quoted by walither sichrodt, Theolosie
dos Alton Testuments (Cootiingen: Vendenhoeck und Huprecht,
7,’ Pe m.

2582 pmund Howinclkel Rclég\:‘.on und Enltus, translated
from the s':‘warl:!.ah b Albr;c t Schauer (Goettingon: Vandenhosck
und Ruppecht, 1953), pessin.

20Martin Nobh, The History of Isresl, translated from the
Gorman by Stanley Godman (lew York: rerper Bros,, 1958), -«

passim,
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TARVP for the poriodical Thoolomische Arbeiten aus dem
Hheinischen wigeenschaftlichon Predigerveroin,

ZAW for the periocdical Zeolitschrifi fuor die Altfesta-
mentliche Wissenschaft,




CHAPTER II
THE ARK OF GOD
The Original Name of the Ark

The Scriptures do not give positive certainity as to
the original name for the Ark of the Covenant., The first’
term used for it is found in Exodus 25, where the building
of the Ark is first commanded. There it i1s simply called

"an Ark of Shittim wood," DB VW ‘9'2. 3'15:_5.1 In later ref=-
erences in the seme chapter it is called "the Ark," ).\12&’3,
beceuse it is clear which Ark is meant.2 This accounts for
ell but the final reference in the chapter, where the Ark
has been deseribed and the command 1s given (v. 16) to place
in it "the testimony which I shall give you," and the name
spplied to it (v. 22) 1s "the Ark of the Testimony," JiTx
NI ‘ﬁ.‘!. In the entire Fentateuch only these two terms,
the (an) Ark, the Ark of the Testimony, and a third term,
the Ark of the Covenant of Jahweh, T 1T s\"‘?;: ]1‘1§ ’
are amplo}red.B

It is epparent enough thet the Ark was originally thought

of in connection with the Covenant, but this does not explain

lzxodus 25:10. Cf. p. 12, note 1l,
2Exodus 25:14,15,16,21,

3In the IXX K<pwTSs Tod ,uetveum is often found
where one migh'b expect a mere-rt K< Pw tc! e« The significance
of this will be discussed later,
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the rise of the other terms used., There ore some twenty
names used in tho 01ld Testamen®, but they can be reduced to
& few main terms, used in varying combinations, They are:

1. The Ark of God, W AN \1ON , W 'TWZXIT 1\ IX.
) )

2. The Ark of the God of Israel, AT ™ W% ]l‘nl :

3, The Ark of the Lord of all the earth, )1 TX Ji17&
YN Ty 4 ;

h. The Ark of Jahweh of hosts, who dwells above the
Cherubin, B'ATNIDW JWY SNMIX2$® TP IARLE

5. The Ark of the Covenant, N™MNA(W) ]nx

é. The Ark of the Testimony, SNITYI T Ji1IX,

It is evident from the terms themselves that no devslop=-
ment can be traced., Hone of the six will suggest all the
others. The only name common to all is "Ark,” ]I\N o THow-
aver, if we look &t the 01d Testament record, a development
can be traced through various periods of Israel's history.
Various ettempts have been made to do this, lMost of them are
handicapped by being tied to the source-hypothesis, but they
are still worthy of conslderation., Nearly all the commenta-
tors assume that the books of Samuel are the earliest reli-
eble tradition, From an examination of this tradition, three

importent opinions have been brought forward, Arnoldlt and

By21110m R, Arnold, Ephod and Ark, A Study in the Rec-
ords and Religion of the Ancilent Bebre: rev’:s',' In Hervard Theo=-
lopical Studies (Cambridge: Harverd University Press, 1917)

III. 27'36 )

PP PSPPI,
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von Rad® believe thet - ) e A ']1‘18 is the earliecst name,
But their opinions are suspect because of their presupposi=-
tions. Arnold wants this as the earliest name so that
TI" T1% X can be thought of as only en adjective, "the di-
vine Ark," because he wants to considor the Ark merely a
repeository for oracles, Von Rad sees the A2k as not crigl-
nelly a part of Isveelite religion, but later rededicated
and dubbed "the Ark of Jehweh," Seyring® thinks that Jrox
TIANIN 360 RINAY TNIN AN (2 Sam. b:b) is the
oldeat name for the Ark, because it represents Jahweh as the
war-god, Dut this cannot be established as the original cone
cepbion of Jahweh,

HYost scholars agree that the original name waa 10 N
TVIN". 7 It occurs twenty times in Samuel aad is frequent
in the litorature regerded as early., The names that ocecur in
the Pentateuch are then Lo be considered as read back into

the tradition by D° and Q.7 But Eerdmans has demonstrateé the

5Gerhard von Red, "Zelt und Tade," Yeue Kirchliche Zeit-
schrift, XLII (1931), Lh88-90, W AT

Sppity Seyring, "Der slttestamentliche Sprachgebrauvch in-
betreff der sogenannte 'Bundeslade,'" ZAW, XI (1891), 116.

TMartin Dibelius, Die Lade Jahwes: Eine relipions=-
reschichtliche Untepsuching, In DWANT (Goettingen: Vandone
hoeck und Ruprecnt, 1906), VII, 1; Ludwig Koehler, 0l1d Test-
ament Theology, translated by A, 8, Todd (Philadelphia: “este

nister rress, 1957), p. 121,

83eyring, op. cit., p. 120,

Ibide, pe 123.
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untenability of this position by pointing out that there is
no reason to doubt the reliabillity of the Exodus tradition,l0

The position of the LXX is difficult to understand, It
seems to ropresent a conflate tradition, ususlly lengthening
the nemes found in the Hebrew text., It frequently adds
either TOO Aaeruet'ao or T;']s e kp’;mps and generally shows
a preference for Kue(ou over 9“3 e« This situation is
probably due to a late (7th to 6th century B.C., and onwards)
emphasis on the Covenant that makes itself apparent late in
Chroniecles and in Jeremiah 3:16. In other words, by the time
of the translating of ths LXX, the Ark was probably known
comonly as "The Ark of the Covenant” (Testimony), "i "‘@ wTd s
TH 4«90{141,5(-@3 Md p-cuqfov )« This being the case,
we can in most cases disrepgerd the evidence of the LXX, Ve
are still left with the terminology of Exodus as the earliest

and basic,
The Term 'Aron

The word ]}ﬁh’ oceurs 202 times in the 01d Testament,

Its essential meaning is clearly "box," "chest." Its origin

10 & n
B, D, Eerdmans, "The Ark of the Covenant,"” The oSi-
tor, Series 8, IIT (1912), L08-20; Eduard Nialsen,-ﬂ"ra%_ra-
dition, (Alva: Robert Cunninghen and Sons Ltd., 1954), Pp. Lffe.,
also pcinted out weaknesses in the literary=-critical mothod
and makes a stronp case for the rellability of oral tradition.,




1]
has been traced to the Aceadian aranu, box,11 and 1% has di-

rect parallels in Fhoenician, Arabic, and Aramaie.1l2 A

~derived meaning, "sarcophagus,”l3 also occurs in the parale-

lels __amd in Genesis 50:26, The noun J1IN was early taken
over as the technical term for the Ark,

From this original meaning, box, arose various theories
of the Arlr as merely a box, containing some sort of fetish,
In 1905 the accephted theory was that the Ark contained im-
ages, motecor stones, or oracles.lh These would be considered
symbols of the presence of Jahweh., Another interesting the=-
ory, sugpested by Gressmann, assumes that the Ark contained
the bones of Joseph.ls It is pointed out that some of the
great men in Israel wore buried in places where sanctuaries

were located in the Forthern Eingdom,l6é and that the bones of

11”1mmarn, Keilingchriften del Alten Testaments, 1902,
quoted by Dibelius, op. cit. Koohler points out that
in Accedian the word ori-T_hily Doints to the valuable wood
out of whiech it was made, Luéwig Koehler and W, Baumgartner,
Lexi;on in Veteris Testementi Libros (Leiden: E. J. Brill,

Seinn loc,

12ppancis Brown, S, R. Driver; and C, A, Briggs, A Heb-

rew and English Lexicon of the 0ld Lestament ("hird editio s

Oxford: The Clarendon Press, 1957), Pe (5. It is curious o
note thet the Arebic trenslation of the 0ld Testament does
not use the related word, but kibatun, borrowed from the Greck,

11pid.; Divelius, loc. cit., quoting Zimmern.

Upivelius, o op. cit., p. L.

1SHuFo Gressman, Die Lade Jahves und das Allerheiligste
des salomonischsn Tempels s, WKT“TS%uEEgarE. v. EobIEEﬁEEr
erlag, eries 2,

161h1d., pe 37. GCFf. Gen. 35:8,19; 37:12; Josh. 2l,:29£7.;
1 Sam. 10:2; *Jor. 31:15, < i HEastel
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the other sons of Jacob werc not brought back from Egypt.17
It was considered significant that the Jews should carry
both the sarcophagus of Joseph and the Ark, both designated
by ]1'\&, especially since before Exodus 13:19 only the
Y17 % of Joseph is mentioned, and later only the Ark as
19 X . Perhaps they were identical,le and the Ark is to
be interpreted after the manner of the Osiris-coffin,1? Ac-
cording to this theory, this casket became the sanctuary of
the northern tribes, and later the sanctuary of all Israel.zo
But there are several difficulties with this theory. It may
be true that the form of the Ark and that of Joseph's coffin
were alike, that both were wood, and even that both had Cheru=-
bim engraved on the top, as is true of many Egyptian sarco-
phagi., But there is no bridge between Jahweh and Osiris,

The 01d Testement tradition 1s not based on a mythical death
and resurrection theme. Jahweh is a living God, Osiris is a
god of the dead.2l In addition, Joseph was buried at Shechem,
If the Ark is his casket, then it can appear only et the sanc=

tuary in Shechem. But it appears at Shiloh as well, hence it

does not contain Joseph's bones,22

171p14,

181p14., p. 39.
191vid., p. 36.
201b3d., pe 39
21.;;‘1.6.0- p. 40,
221bid., p. L4l.

I S T P

b
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'Aron and Ephod

A more impressive development of the box idea is that
of A‘.rnc:fl.v:l.a3 He begina by pointing to the confusion involved
in the attempt to define the word T 1 ON . It somotimes
appears to be a garmeni, sometimes a large image, and some=
times a small imag;e.glf- Arguments have been advanced for and
ageinst each of' these, Arnold concentrates attention on 1
Samuel 1):18, "And Saul said to Ahijah, 'Bring hither the Ark
of God," For the Ark of God went at that time with the peo-
Ple of Isreael.” In this passage the LXX replaced J17IN
M NN with €po od .25 cpitics suggest this es the cor=
rect reading, objecting that the Ark was not present at the
camp of Saul near Gibeah, but at Kirjath-jearim.2® But Arn-
0ld cleims that the reading of the Hebrew text is authentic,
and that the word ) 199N was removed in many places in the
0ld Testament and replaced by ~T18ON , since the Ark was a
receptacle for the oracles used by the priest. This cone-
ception was repugnant to the later, purified religion of post-

exilie times, and the authors of the traditions inserted the

23Arnold, op. cits, pPp. 1ff,

2iEduard Koenig, Geschichte der Alttestamentlichen Re-
1ipion (Guetersloeh: C, Bertelsmann Verlag, 1912), gg 2123

ressmann, op. ¢it., pp. 31f.; Brown, op. cit., p.
U4
.25Aqu11a retains mpu'cos .

26Arnold, ODe 2!-_1_5,.' PDe 122-23,
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less repugnant term, “TIDN 2T .- Therefore, every reading of
T 19 N must be replaced by ]1"”{.28 'As an example of
this doliberate substitution he cites 1 Samuel 30:7, which he
claimas 48 an 1dentical eircumstance with 1 Samuel 1!:18 and
1 Samuel 23:9, where the LEX reads T‘D doué uuqc’oo, a
strange construction if the Ephod is a linen garment or an
imags ,29

As a further support for this theory he points to the
use of the word A @3, which he clsims is a technicel term
used with reference to the Ephod in Judges 8:27, but not in
1 Samuel 5:2, 2 Samuel 6:17 (=1 Chronicles 16:1, and 15:2l,30
The Webrew text, he says, is in error. It was not an Ephod
thet Gideon made of gold, but an Ark. Similarly, in Judges
17:5 Micah made an Ark, not an Ephod,31

Arnoléd believes that there was not merely one Ark in
Israel, but many. No passage, he says, is irreconcilable
with this theory, In fact, five passeges cen be explained
only on the basis of this theory,32 and three more are under=

standable only if there were many "boxes" used for some sort

27@_«_1,.. P. 10,

aaM.

29_Ib_ig.. pe 124,

301bid., p. 127.

31;1:_1_«3_.. pe. 128,

321 Sem. 3:3; L:3f.; 2 Sam. 6:2; 1 Xings 2:263 Jer. 3:16,

———
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of divination,33 He does not find difficulty, but suppors’
in the use of the phrase M"TM¥XAN )RR 7" AN is to
be talten adjectivally: divine,g’l" Just as 98] ?1-;"" 1a to be
understood adjectivally: mighty.Bs However Budde, in his
articls written in criticism of Arnold,36 points out that the
term 1N iz often used with the artlcle,37 thus disposing
of the case for the plurality of Arks, and shows that the
phrase Q"N YN N 7 1N makes perfect sense if T° NN
is taken as the divine name.38 Nevertheless, this theory
has been generally accepted in critical circles, It is com-
mon today to speak of many Arks, not just one,39 |
These Arks, or boxes, were repositories for sacred lots, .
Each was also conceived of as a miniature temple that housed I

the spirit of the divinity at the time of divining--"a sort |

3L332 Sam, 11:11; 15:24f,3 Judg. 20:273 Arnold, op. cit.,
Ps le

313-Ibid.. vPe 3L-36.

3531p,munc‘: Mowinckel, Religion und Kulbtus, translated ine
to Cerman by Albrecht Scl’xauer iGoettlngen: Vandenhoeck und
Ruprecht, 1953), p. Ll.

36gar1l Budde, "Ephod und Lade," ZAW, XXXIX (1921), 1-hl.
371b1d., p. 16.

381hia,, p. 18.

3%prich Klamroth, Lade und Tempel (Guetersloh: C.

Bertelsmann Vet'la;s, n.d.), P. 133 H, G, May, "The Ark--A
Miniature Terple,” The Americen Journal of Semitic Lenguapes
end Literatures, LI (1936), 215-3l,
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of shrine or refuge within which the numen could work ifts
mysterious spell upon the lots while shielded from the scru=-
tiny of the human eye.“ll'o This conception, Arnold claima,
is supported by those passages where the Ark appears before
battle scenes (e.ge, 2 Sem. 11:1, ¥ Sem. 14:18f,),'1 and
1 Semuel 15:23 2590 aAToMm NN Mnmnop AT,
He changes ]1.\' to J\"\x and tranalates, "for a sin against
the oracle is prebellion, and the box and teraphim are an oba-
ligation."!2 In later times the boxes and oracles wers re-
placed by the prophets g’-!-3 hence we hear no more about the
oracle pleces after the Ark was placed ir the royal sanctuary
in Jarusalem.’u;‘ According to this theory, the fate of the
Ark iz unimportant ané irrelevant, since there was no single
Ark, That is why Jeremish is not concerned with its fate
(cf., Maccaboes 2:lhs 1 Es. 113:54).%° Many or the "Arks"
were destroyed by Josiah alo'ng with the teraprhim (2 Kgs., 23:

2l) L6

l"o.r;.rnold, Obe E_io. Pe 133.

4ltpid., pe 79.
421p5a., p. 130.
hBIbid.’ p. 138'

Wiga1ther Biobrodt, Theolosle des Alten Testaménts
(Goettingen: Vendenhoecl vnd Ruprecht, 1957)s P. Ol

45 A

helbld-. Pe 139, note 1,

rnold, OPp. _0_’-_13-. Pe 1380
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Buddeh7 end others have pointed out a great many diffi-
culties with Arnold's thesis, In 1 Samuel 14:18 TIOX can
not be established as an error or change in the text, When
Arnold makes such emendations, he uses the LXX, but does not
recornize that the Hebrew is also a good text., He is merely
choosingz between two equal possibilit:les.ha When he does use
the LXX, he 1s not consistent, He uses it to correct the
Hebrew text twice, but ignores i1t elsewhere, When he changes
T1OY to J1 N he does violence tc the text. Only the N
of the oripinal word remains, and the rest of the word is
changed .Ig.9

Furthermore, if the Ark were merely an orsacle, it would
stay behind in a battle, but in fact, it did not, It was
lost because it was in the middle of a battle.so If the Ark
had been so meaningless a sanctuary as Arnold would make of

it, one would not have gone to all the trouble and ceremony

as thet described in the story of Uzzah's death (2 Sanm, 6).51 :

Recent study has also shown that the Ark was the aymbol

""TBudde, op. ecit., 1ff.

481b1a., pp. 6f.

b9rp1d., p. 9.

501bid., pe 17.

51z, Brinker, The Influeince of Sanctuaries in Early Is-

rael (Manchester: The University rress, 1946), DP. Gl.
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of unity during the btime of the United Kingdom.52 If this is
true, then it cennot be maintained that it was mu1t1p10.53
For one thing, it was not at home in any other sanctuary than
the Templesu (although symbolic Arks, copies of the original,
may have had their place in a number of shrines).>> Again,
if it wes only one box among many, then there was no need for
more than cne priest to serve it.56 Furthermore, David would

have welcomed an orecle-box before battle, but instesd sent
it back (2 Sam. 15:2l-29),57 Hor would he have troubled him-

self taking the Ark to Jerusalem if it was just one decrepit
nrticle,Sa eand if 1t would have lent no legitimacy to his
throne, 59

Perhaps the most telling argument is this, that TIHN
1s not 2 harmless word that could be substituted for ]1‘1N

by the seribes., It was considered a snare to Israel (Judg.

52\1
Martin Woth, Das System der Zwoolf Staemme Israels, in
BUANT (Stuttgert: ﬁ. Konhlhanmer Verlag, 1930), 1V, gassIm, et

e

53[‘1&‘.111‘013?1, OPe. Cit.. Do 18.
Sh1pid., p. 13.

of

555rinker, loc, ci

56Klamroth, op. eit., p. 17.
57Ibid.
581n14,

59Ibid., p. 18, where Klamroth maintains, against
Mowinckel, that even had David rebuilt the lost Ark, it would
not heve lent legitimacy to his throne,
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8:27).60 As impressive as it may be, Arnold's theory must

be rejected,

60Budr’ie, op. elt., p. 9, note 1.




CHAPTER III
THE AREKE OF TESTIMONY
1Eduth

The content of the Ar)k was not the oracles, but the two '
tobles of the Law, the tablets of Testimony. This is sige
nified by the word N AT ?!- which is used in the earliest
name for the Ark. It is written in two weys, $HaA7TY , and
N TY. It 1s derived from the verb ~T A1 Y , to bear wit-
nesa; warn, admonish, exhort,--originally to repeat, return,
In the cognate languages this werb and its derivatives have
come to meen custom or hebit.l In this sense it 1s used to i
denote the two tablets of the Law, although the other con=- |
notations are not 1ackinn.2 Another derivative of the same
root is the noun ‘Tg g Witness, and it is probable that
£ 1Y Y has overtones in this vein also.3

The term $Y 1% Y was used first of the tablets of
stone, then of the Ark as contsining them, and then of the

Tabernacle as containing the Ark. The Ark is called the Ark

lrrancis Brown, 3, R, Driver, and Charles A, Briggs, A
Hebrew and English Lexicon of the 0l1d Testament (Third edi-
tion; Oxford: The Clarendon Press, 1957), PD. 726=30.

2cp. infre, pp. 2Lf,

3
Ludwigz Koehler, 0ld Testament Theolog translated by
g. 3, Todd ?Philadelg.:hia: The Westminister P;-esa, 1957), p.
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of Testimony after the tablets in Exodus 25:22, and the Tab-

ernacle is called the tent of testimony in Numbers 9:15 and
the dwelling of the testimony in Exodus 38:21, Humbers 1:50,
53, and 10:11.4 In %he Pentateuch, thereforc, the tablets of
Testimony are considered the important factor in the sanctue-
ary,

Derivatives of a similar root, T ¥ " , loom large in
the worship 1life of Israel in the wilderness. The congrege=
tion is termed M ;[' Y (one of the two perties bearing witness
to the Covenant?), the tent of meeting is T 1w 0N,
and Cod seys to loses, that over the Ark, between the Cherubim,
"I will meet you, 9 % "'S_ﬂ"T!_J'J " (Ex. 25:22).5 However, the
connection between T Y™ and T 1Y is at best doubtful,

In Exodus 1,0:20 € 17T Y is equated with the teblets
of the Lew,® and is parallel to T1 Q3 1 ) in Psalms 78:5
and to P ® and N _1'_9 W in Pselms 81:6, 119:1h4,156, Nehe-
mieh 9:3l, 2 Kings 17:13, 1 Kings 2:3, and Jeremiah Lk:23,7

hineq,

SHellm'uth Frey, Das Buch der Cegenwart Gottes unter seine-
er Cemeinde, in Die Botschaft des Alten Testaments (Stuttpartc:

Calwer Verlag, 1953), II, 2L,

6a, m, Renwick, "Tho Ark of the Covenant," The Weu Bible
Commentary, edited by F, Davidson, A, M, Stibbs, and E, F,
Kevan (Second edition; Orand Repids: Herdmans Fublishing Com-
pany, 1954), p. 292.

TR, Brinker, The Influencs of Ssnchusries in Earl
Israel (lManchester: The University Fress, 15hé), pv. 11_3.
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In Genesis 31:50 Cod i3 called@ as arbitrator T '9 in a
dispute between Jacob and Laban.® It can also be teken in
the sense of “promises," "pledges."?

There is some difficulty with the use of this term in
2 Kinps 11:12, where the testimony waes given to the king at
his coronation, MowinekellO believes that 1t was a soroll
containing the king's divine sppointment and the ground of
his preropative, while Johnson'l sees it as a document with
the terms of Jahweh's covenant with David, worn by the king
during the cersmony. It did not contein conditions to ob-
Serve, but may have been inscribed with the promises of Cod
or a copy of the Luw.la

| At any rate, the Testimony served as a reminder, In
Genesisz 31:LLi-li8 Jacob and Laban set up stones as an S\-‘I't?.
They were to call to mind the mutual claims and obligations
of their covenant, Similarly, the Law is the testimony of
God's claim on his people (cf. Hehemiah 9:34).1> The Keret

8koehler, loc. eit.

9Johnson, loc. eit.

1055 psuna Mowinekel, He Thet Cometh, translated by G. W.
Anderson (Wew York: Abingdon Press, 5. p. 6.

1lJohnson, ©OD. eit.; Pe 2l,
120p, Leviticus 17:18; 1 Kings 2:3.

13Koeh1er. loc., cit,

T —
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tablets from Ras Shamra refer to a sacred object called ED,lh
which Caiger calls a prototype of the Ark of Testimony, but

1ts significance is unknown,
The Significance of the 'Eduth

The significance of the tablets of the Law that were
kept in the Ark can bo seen in part from other boxes used
for special purposes in ancient times., In the synagogues,
even until the present, Arks were used, Even though they
are termed 775}??, they were based on the Ark of the first
Templa. They contained the serolls of the Law, and were
portable and taken out of doors on occasion.ls_l'

Specisl boxes were used as repositories for important
documents throughout the encient Fear East. In Egypt, for
example, important old inseriptions were often placed in the
care of gods. The Eoolk of the Dead speaks of some inscrip-
tions "under the feet of thils god" and "in einer Buchlade zu
Fueszen des Gottes Anup.“16 In Letopelis medical writings

were found in boxes et the feet of Anubis, placed there

1h5tephen L. Caiger, Bible and Spade (London: Oxford
University Press, 1936), pe She

155, G. May, "The Ark--A Miniature Teomple," The Ameri-
can Journal of Semitic Languagos and Literatures, LII (1936),
225=26,

16Hana Schmiédt, "Kerubenthron und Lade," Eucharisterion
fuer Hermann CGunkel, in FRLANT (Coettingen: Vsndenhoeck und
Ruprecht, 1923), XXII, 136,
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during the time of Ramses IX.27 The Tell Ta'anok tablets
Were found in boxes of clay of size comparable to the Ark
(60 X 65cm, ) +0

From the Hittite capital of Boghazitoli comes a treaty
(covenant) with the statement, "A tablet (of this covenant)
will be laid at the feet of the sun-god of the eity Arinna."19
And in g8 letter of Ramses II to 2 Hittite king concerning &
covenant they had made: "A copy has been laid at the feet of
the rod Teshup and of the Egyptian sun-god,"20 ESo the Ark of
the Covenant was also a repository to be kept before the pub-
lic and before God, as a testimony agalnst anyone who should
breal: the Covensnt, It was in the cere of God, HMendenhall®l
points out that since Hittite covenants were under the pro=
tection of the deity, they were deposited as a sacred thing
in the sanctuary of the vass&l state-="perhaps also to indi=-
cate that the local deity or deities would not and couléd not
aié in breach of covenant,"

Mendenhall hes also brought to light the fact that the

first obligation of & covenant was to remain sloof from all

17ﬂhgo Cressman, Die Lade Jahves und das

Allerheiligste
des salomonischen Tempols, in BWANT (Stuttgart: W, Koolhammer
VEFIEE:‘T@ﬁﬁTI‘ESb?E%QEI'I, 43,

181bid., note 97.
19senmiat, op. cit., ps 136, note L.
201h1a,

2lg, B, Mendenhall, "Covenant Forms in Israelite Tradi-
tion," The Biblical Archaeologist, XVII (1954), 49-76,.
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forelgn relations
l.2,, with other gods, and by implication, with other
political groups. It meant that they (Israell could
not make covenants with thelr neighbors either in the
desert or later in Palestine, for to do so would be to
recognlize the pagan delties as wltnesses and guarantors
of the covenant.22
The tablets Iin the Ark were the Magna Charta of the new
state of Israel, and the archive of the religious community.23
They signified net only the treasure and ground of the cove=-
nant of Law, but alsc served as a testimony against the sin-

ful people and theilr sins in the sight of the holy God.ah :
Were the Tables Really in the Ark?

The Arl was considered as the repository for the tables
of the Law until the Graf-Wellhausen school called this fact
into question.25 As stated above, the first one to doubt the
exlstence of the tablets was Goeth.a.z6

Several reasona have been advanced for doubting the

221p1d., p. 38.

23Epich Xlamroth, Lade und Tempel (Guetersloh: C.
Bertelsmann Verlag, n.d.), P. 39-

21"(E'r'ulsi::w F. Oshler, Theolo of the 01d Testament, trans-
%gted by Ellen D. Smith’(EEIﬁEﬁgghz T, & T. Clark, 187), P.
®

25Martin Dibelius, Die Lade Jahwes: Eine Religionsge-
schichtliche Untersuchung, in FRLANT (Goettingen: Isamaenﬁcoaek
und Ruprecht, 1906), Vil, 1,

261n an article, "Zwo wichtige, bisher uneroerterte
biblische Fragen zum ersten. Male gruendlich beantwortet,"
signed, "Von einem Landgeistlichen in Schwaben," quoted by
Dibelius, op. cit., p. 2, note 1.
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existence of the tablets:
€, If they are sc important, why are they slighted in
the Temple dedication?27 8
. Why were thoy never displuyed?a
Ce If the Ark contained conly the Tables, this does not
explain the wonders connected with the Ark, It
ghould rather be connected directly with Jahweh;ag
it is more likely that the Jordan should stop for
the throne of Jahweh than for two stone tablets,30
de In the Necar East temple archives, such as stone tab-
lets, are not ordinarilg Ikept in a holy of holies,
but in a separate room,31
or these reasons, other theories about what the Ark con-
tained have been proposed, One such theory would have it that
the Ark contained a atone fetish, But no one would put a
store fetish in a2 wooden box that can stand less wear than
the stone itself; snd people want to see & relic.,32 Further-
morec, if the stones were merely rougb stones from Sinai, then
how would they have come to be engraved?33 And finelly, on
tebletes of stone it is the writing that must be preserved,
not the atcne itself.
One theory has it that on 3inal there was an ancient

moon-senctuary of Arabian origin, The Jews were on their

2TGressmann, op. cit., pp. 62f.
28n1belius, op. cit., PP. 2f.
291b1d., pe 3.

301pid., p. 31.

3lepessmann, op. cit., pp. L2f,
3?;91§.. Ps 15,

338, D, Erdmans, "The Ark of the Covenant," The Exposi-
_t_O_!?_' Series 8, III ‘1‘912)’ ll-16| :
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way, not from, but to Egypt. In this temple was a library
containinez the two tables. From that time on the lunar
revelation belonged to Isracl.3i
Gressmann says that one must combine the ideas of the

Moseic laws being reasd and of God speeking from the Kapporeth,
and he rsconciles the two ideas35 by supposing that the ta-
bles were placed on top of the Ark, but not for reading, for
there was ne reading desk and the tablets were inscribed on
both sides (Ex, 32:15).3® It is inconceivable to him that
the tables, written with the finger of Cod, would be hidden
inside the Arlz and not displayed.3! He finds a contrast bee-
tween lMosss and Aaron and between the tables of the Lew and
the Golden Calf of Exodus 32. He concludes that the calf
(mede by Aaron) was the original content of the Ark and the
tablets (sponsored by Moses) the true content, according to
the later traditions, 30

! The sacred record never says that the tables were ever
displayed for any reason, All it says is that the tablets
wore in the Ark (BEx, 40:20), and that the Ark was named for

Bhbitlaf Wielsen, Die Altarabische Mondreli§1on und die

Mosaischs Ueherlieferugg (STrasbourg: N.pe, 1), quoted by
I‘Zlamroth, BLhe 011".. Pe °

3SGraasmann, op. cit., p. 18.
361b14,
37114,

381h1a., p. 23.
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the tableta that rested in it () A T?,Q ')"‘ﬁﬂ-. )-39

MendenhalllO notices that, although a provision for the
public reading of the Decalogue is lacking in the Pentateuch
itselr, it i1s nevertheless "2 most persistent element in the
Isreelite treditions,” The covenants were to be recd pub-
liely at periodic intervsls. The tablets, therefore, were a
memerial of the Covencont and a reminder of the Laws Israel
was privileged and obligeted to keep.

The passage 1 Kings 8:9 comes into question because it
geems %o confliet with Exodus 16:32-33, FNumbers 17:8-10, and
Hebrews 9:l.. Oressman thinks 1 Kings 8:9 should be under-
atood as a polemic (from the hend of a late editor), not
against the menna and the rod, but ageinst the bull-image
that he supposes to have been in the Ark, 01 But this is im-
pessible, since there was no such image in the Ark, Another
enswer o the problen might be in the fact that the 0ld Test-
ement passares do not say that the manna end rod of Aaron
were in the Ark, but before it, But if this is true, then to
what purpose was the statement in 1 Hings made? Besides,
Hebrews 9:l says that the manna and rod were indeed in the
Ark, It must be assumed, therefore, thet they were lost or
stolon sometime Suring the Ark'!s travels, perhaps by the
Philistines (1 Sam. 5).

3%xoaus 25:16,21,22,
4Oyendennall, op. cit., ps LO.

l"z'fh:-é:ssxsxm:m.. op. cit., p. 26,
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The Arkk of the Covenant

Host commentators want to strike out the word 172
vherever it appears as part of the name of the Ark, Von Rad,
for exemple, assorts that 1t wos inserted by _n,hé who eould
20t coneeive of God as being enclosed in ono pleoce, He (D)
would rathser see the Ark as the holder of the tablets of the
Lﬂw.’-’-?’ Dibeliuslh says that the noun crept into the text
under the influcnce of tho ILXX wherever the ncun ie fornd
with ©he erticle. The construction 12, a3 he says, impessible:
it is doubly determined, first by the article, then by the
adjective (Joshua 3:13,17). But wvhere the noun S 12
eéppears without the article there 1s no need %o strlke it,
The combination n"?.:) )'l"p,_\: is used commonly by &00 B.C, at
least 5 The wora a1° ‘_D:_l..'m the name of the Ark mekes pore
'i'e‘:c\'s aense, becguse God did meke o covenant wlth Tasrael at

8inai U6

h2corhard von Rad, "Zelt und Lade,” Heue Kirchliche
Zeitachrift, XLIT (1931), L79.

L3ibid., ppe LTOLL.
Lkpivelius, Obe Cite, Pre 161,

USruawip Couard, "Die religioes-nsticnale Bedeutung der
Lade Jahves," ZAW, ZII (1892), 69f.

hbzordnans, op. citey Ps 119,




CHAPTER IV

THE ARKE AS A THROME

Anciont Parallels

In connmection with the Ark Jahwel has been titled

"ling. " mig lends us to a consideration of the Avic as a
throne, a ecncoption thet has beocome cormon in reocnt 0ld
Testement stuly, It has gained added emphasis Irom the finde
ings of arshacclogy in the lear Bast thet have brought to
light appercut parallels %o the Ark, Noinhcld seoms to have
begun tho comparisons by positing the thecry that the Ark was
an gyptlunestyle throne,® The idon of an enthroned deity was
8 comrmon conception in tho anciocut -'crl¢.3:' Image-lcas cults,
whorelu thoe deity was iuvisibly enthroned, abounded, _Such
cults are sald te have come in the peried of developuent fron
fotishlsu-animism to idolabry.h' Dibolius compares the fumogoe

less cults with children who play %train® with a linc of

irs, 99:i. For a discussicn of the connection of the Ark
with: this Psalu: se= below, pif, Cf, vartin Dibelius, Die

Lade Johwes: ;- Line Relipionsgeschichiliche Untersuchunaz,
‘RLANT, vit, 35, gasam and I!u.{,'o Grossmenn, Die Lodo Jahves
und _das u.llc:rhe.l‘ Irsto des salomonischen Terpels, Dabsiils

Serics 2, RSair,

2J, ioinhold, "Dic Lode Jahwes," TARWP, IV {1696),
nogaed bs’ Dibo"lm, ODa Oiu.’ Pe 99.

3Ib2d., po. 96~100,
"I'Ibiﬂ.. Pe 1050
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enpty chairs, on which imapginary pecple ait.s
,gi Parallels have been found irom all over tho ancient
world., Von nadd cites tuwo Phoonicisn Astarte thrones, the
seats o which have two winged belungs on cither side, one
bearing a conseeration inscription, while “the throne itsell
is ompty."
from Asayria: The sune-god of Sippur, at the time of
Habupaliddimna, sits on a bex-like throne, supported by four
beings in relief, The throne is regarded as cosmic in author.
1%y, becauss it sits upon water, which is supposcd to picture
heaven, 7
From Babylon: The gods ara borne in little houses and
leok out "like dogs i{vom their konmnel, u8
Fronm LHgypts Sethe? comparaes the Arik te the throno of
amon, which is also emzﬁty bocause he 1s the winde-god, in
later Cimes the god of the soul, who iunhsbito cvery living

thing that breathes, Since he 1s spiritual, his baric (throne)
is cmpty, and he mast be imazined as preosent upon itV ]

S5Ibid., p. 106.

Szerhard von Had, "Zelt und Lade,” Leue Kirchliche Zeitw
schrift, ALII (1931), L&h.

Toibelius, ope oite, ©s 99
Orrich {lamrcth, Iade und Tempel (Oueterslch: C. Dortols-

mann Verlag, ned. ), Ps 1D, quoting 2., D. Serduans, "The Ark
of the Covenant," The Impositer, Series 8, XII (1922), L1lil.

9iarl Sethe, Amun und dic acht Urgzootter vom ilermopolls
in Abhandlunzen des Prousslsehon A&dﬁIe di0 o1 saanscﬁ%?ton
(PePTIn: NepPes 1929), Quoted Dy von nod, OD. Cibes DD. .
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Frey;1l however, doubts the conclusion that Amon is the jod
of spirite and queations the similarity botween the barks,
which woere mode in the form of a ship and were carriled by
staves, and the Ark, since (a) Jahweh could not be repressnted;
(b} Ye was alweys in trensit (hence the staves uore not to be
removod)s (e) lie was on His way to His sanctuary, the promised
land, In addition it ocan be pointed out that thoe Ark has no
windows or doors and 1s tightly closed, 12 There romaina,
then, a mere superficial similarity.

Fron Arabia: The Rivala bedouins have ompty carcle
chairs that are considered the conter of Allah's domain and
the seleet place of Allah that precedes the tribe in its
travels, Cflerings are brought belore it,13 and his preaenco
there is consideved & great help in trouble. Lt

Prom Persiat: Hercdotus records a Forsian ceremony in
which an empty throne was borne on a cart, The throne wes
consldered the throne of Zeus (Ahura Magda) and not merely a

sents Illo one darod approach 11'..15

10Tvid.

1liellmuth Frey, Das Buch der Gepenwert Cottes unter
Seiner Gemeinde, in D15 Dotschalt des Alton Testamonts
(a'tutﬁ:;m't: Calwer Verisg, i§53j, Il 2214

12 amvoth, loc. cit,

i3cr, Is, 37:1lL.

lalthor Hichrodt, Theologie des Alten Testaments (Goe-
ttingen: Vandenhooek um'l Tuprecht, 1957); Ds 02, DOLOC Slie

15Dibolius, op. cit., Dp. 60L,
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from Grecco: The pre-lomorlie lycens roliglon was Lfnugoe
less.1é  In the Hellenic world werc found empty deity-thrones
that were ususlly interpreted in a historical mannor, GeGes
“"This ia tho throno on which Danaos once sat, L7

Prom early Rome: A vasoe picture from lower Italy shows
a 1libation being pouved on the lower part of an altar, while
the tep romains Qmpty.la In the rcyal poriod of Jowe image=
less religion was practissd.lg A Toman traveller roports,
"The local landlords have a cart on which no one sits, but an
ancel is thought to bo on it."@0 fFhe Pentheon conteincd emp=-
Ly - seats and even couches for the gods., Iven early Chric-
Qanisy represented the Apostles with empby Shrones, ot

Mven in Indla one finde empty Buddha-thronos containing

relics of Duddha from his time or homo.za
| Jahweh as fing in Israel

n the baals of perallels such as the foregoing, mony
have been led to the conclusion that the iArk was alsd undacr-

steod as an ompty throne. Bat in this connwoctlion thore ls

163bid., pe 103,
173bid, , p. 66,
181bid,, p. 105, note 1.
19Ivid., »e 104,
201bide, pe Ol
2libid,, p. 68,
22Ibicd., p. 69.
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another facter ol vital importance: was Jahweh veparded as
Mne among the Israclites?

‘ome scholara have claimed that Jahweh was not conceived
of as a fing at all by the Israslites, Dibelius®3 srcea
that Jahwen sat on a throne, but says it was znot a royal
throno (1 Xings aa:l?).ah Kvau325 oays that Jahwch was eallqd
King (1 Samuel 8:7) only for apologetic roascns: the king was
claiminge too much power for himself; the dominlon of Jahweh
had to be proclaimed, Other writers ccncede that Jahweh was
eallad o ling, but erpgue that this conception wﬁs added soce
ondarily under the influence of tho neizhboering nations anl
Was not originelly connectoed with the Ark,ze or thoy argue
that Taslah (chapter ) was the Pirst to enll Jahweh Ling.Z7

‘thoere have gone to the other ecxtrsme, arguing that the

Cn""l'. 5 taﬁ Spp—— vy i d N % . H 29
arlics conception ¢f Jahweh was as o King,

23Tbid., Pe 59

~ 2hor, ps, 915,8, where the throno is one of judgement
rather than royalty, and Sgek. 3317, where it is the place
of permanent dwolling.

25tans-Joachim Ireus, Gobtesdlonst in Israel (Ixmcnchens
Chr. iaisor Verlag, 1954), P. 107.

26s1brecht Albt, Kleine Schrifton zur eschichte dos Vollke
¢s Israel’ (lueonchen: Beckische Verlagsouchhandiung, 1953 ),
351,30L; also Tumond Jacob, Theolopy of the ©ld Tostamont
translated by arthur W, Heatheoto and rFhilip J, Alloock (Lon=
don: Hodder and Stoushton, 1958), p. 107.

- 81 IOETOtto Plasleldt, "Jahwe als Ibonig, " ZAW, XIVI (1926),
28um, 23:213 Judpes 8323,

29Klamroth, cps oit., p. 69. Cf, Iudwly Zoehlow, Cld
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The truth llies somewhore between the two oxtremesa, It
ls cleur that Jahwoh wss described es King in all porlods of
Isaracl's hiastory: in the :-til-lcrnasa,3° in tho perlcd of set-
tlement, 1 and through tho tine of Zecharleh,32 The Psalms
freguently proszent Him os King. 33 Jahweh rvules over the unie
Verse and guarauntoes tho guthority of the king of Isrnal.m'"
ficcording to Hoechlerts count35 thero are ity rofercnces to
Jahweh as Hing in the ¢ld Testaument,

:-.r-a.u.-sB(’ bolicves we should expset tho designaticn of
Jahueh as dng more Irequontly than it actually occurs, Heo
clalms tint the reoascn fop its infroquency is the Lfoveign
conmnutation that the designatlion hias end the idolatry connoct-
od with it. Tsraol wanted to maintain the eternity of Jahweh

28 oppesed te tho fading of human kings and ;.".matiaa.37

Togtomout Thoology, translated by A. 8: Todd (Fhiladelphias
the estminstor Presa, 1957), pe. 240, note 17,

30mxod, 1%:18; fum. 23:21; Deut. 3335,

3lrudg, 03233 1 Sam, 837, O©Ff, Jecob, ope cite, P. 60

32Zach, 1l:16L,, noted by Aubrey R, Johnson, Sacral Hing-
%%g\_iﬁ._‘:g_ﬂ;inici_._g_r}_i;_ Isracl (Cardiff: University of lalos rross,

5515 Ps bl.

33Psa. ay, 29, 48, 93:1, 99:1, ot al.

Shsohnson, ops oite, Pe 63.

355cehlor, cp. 9_2-:}_-. P. 31,

36iraus, op. sit., p. 102.

371bid,, pe 106, note 182a: va, Alt, loec. cit., ©CF, 1
Sam. 8:7; 12:12,
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Jabueh as “nthroned on the Arlk

Jacob30 clains that the A7k wea not et all like & throne
in form., If 1t could bo called a throne at all, this was
only br wirtue of its associatinn with the Cherubim, which in
some toxte3? wors considered the beavers of Jahwch, Von Badﬁﬁ
digsarrees, arpuing thet the original conception of the Ari: wae
that of o throne, The other concentions were rationalized
modifieations 1

Heither of those positions can bo maintained on the
basis of the Seriptural record., Von Rad's sugrestion must be
rejected because the carliest mention of the Ark strecses the
tablets of the Law contalned in 514,12 Jacob overstates the
ease, oa we ghall show, in saying 1t did not even resemble a

throna,

6]

have no elenr statoments thet conclusively prove
whether or not tho Arlr looked like & throne, It is truse that
ginecs %the Ark was e box, 1t could serve as a seat or throne,
But if 1% ia to be arzued that the Ark was bullt specifically
o look like & throno, tho argument muast be based on

xodus 2531687, If it een he domonstrated from this -

387pcob, op. cit., P 256, footnote 1,
3%9%E.p.5 Fs. 18:11,

hOVon Nad, op. eit., Pe 162,

hlsng he regerds the Cherubim es a later pricstly sddition,
L2Exodus 2%, passim,.
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doscription that (a) the wings of the Chorubim were lowered
to enclose the space immediately above the Kapporeth in such a
vay that no room is left for a seat, or that (b) the wings were
extonded wpwerd and outward simllsr to the Cherubim of the
'1'9!7111163."4-3 or that (c¢) the wings were extended upward and ine
werd toward the center, then we caen say that the Ark was not
constructed to look like a threne, |

The Cherubim of the Ark are d;ascribed thus:‘h".:ﬂ?"’ l"l‘,}_!
¥y 319321 0" 272 DE X RUFER uma.hh The Revised
Standard Version translates, "The cherubim shall spread out

their wings -above, overchadowing the morcy seat with thelr
wings,” The word -2 D, while it could be used here to indi-
cate that the wings cast a shadow above the Ark, can also

be used in the sonse of "protect,” "shield.,” 1In itself it

18 inconeclusive, The wordﬁ_’r:{h_o? hae the sense of being up=
ward or overhead.!5 Ho other meaning can be imposed on the
word, except perhaps "stair," which would be meaningless in
the context, since o stair is not designed to cover (>>3),
The third word involved is * uﬁp s @ participle from the roct
W99, to apread out, scatter. So (a), above, is doubtful,
If the wings can be extended forward and downward, or even fore

ward end straight out from the shoulder, they could hardly be

431 Kings 6:23-28,
UhExoa, 25:20,
LSFrancis Brown, S. R, Driver6 snd Charles 4. Briggs,

Hebrew and English Lexicon of the Old Testament (Thirad ed!.
tion; Oxford: ﬁ'he clarendon Fress, 1957), PPs 751f,
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said to extond “upwards." The intorpretation (b) io also out
of the quustion, sincec the latter hall of verae twonty says
that tho Chorubim faced toward one another and toward tho Hape
2ereth. The interpretation (¢) is left, and thore is nothing
in the toxt to militaste against it, Tho conclusion, there=
fore, ims that the Ark was not built to look like a throne,
sinece the wings scem from this text to have been extended upe
ward and inward toward the wings of the other Chorub. It
would be geing too far to say with Jheob,hﬁ howover, that
The Ark did neot even resemble a throne in form, aince many
ancient thrones were box=lilke in appeurance.u7

Bt whethor tho Aric was called o throno bocause of its
appearanco or by asscelation with the Cheorubim, it was cloar-
1y consideored the throne of Jahweh, especially in the Psalus,
21648 hes called the twenty-Lourth Psalm a psalu of the pro-
eessicn of the Ark to tho Temple., The Fsalm itseli does not
Spoak apeelliecally of eny processicn, nor does 1t mention the
Ark, but Alt's suggesaticn remains a possibilitys

The ninety-ninth Psalwm alse deceos not mention the Ark,
but it abounds in namcs and phrascs rvominiscent of tho Avk:
V250 qu"; 'his fac.tatoolt:.'; Moses, Aaron, and Sammel;
"the pillar of cloud®; “the tesiimouius,? Hoenco this Fsalm

is to be undorstood ns connected with the Ark, Other Psalms

0Jacob, loe. cit
WTavessmann, op. cit., p. US.
48a1t, op. oit., pp 3507
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ililustrate the same peint, but tho ninety-ninth is tho clear=-
ost,

Cutside of the Psalms Qe elsc "ind the Arik considered
the throne of Jahweh, Jleselkiah, upon receiving the lettor of
the Assyrliens, went up to the Temple and "spread it before
the Lord" (2 Hings 19:1408. ), 1.0., before the Ark, iio re-
ceived an answor, albeit through Isaish the prophet. That
the Ark is hore intended is indicated by the titlo Hezokiah
used te addveas Jahwoh: T3°ATIN 26" F N AN AN,
thich iz o combinstion of phrases used frequently in connocc-
tion with the a.\.rl:.i!-‘) It is not necessary to assume, however,
that hs entered the Holy of Holies, Heo cculd have been any-
vhers in tho Temple., Io mabtter whore he spread out the let-
ter, ne would be facing the sanctuary, end it could be cr-.-.\ -
sidered to have been spread cut bofore the Ark, or uore pre-
clzely, before Jahweh Who was enthroned on the Arik, Bub it
iz probaeble that ho was somewhere noar the door of the loly
Flace (the “YY3T). From there hc could see the veil belore
the Avk and p-:msi:bl:: alsc the staves of the aipk (2 Chronicles
£:19)a

The same conceptlion of the Ark as the threne ol Jahweh
is found in Jerewmiah. 50 He announces that in the latter days
the Ark will be no more, and he continues by stressing that

—

Jerusalom itsell will be ezlled the throne of Jahwoh,

192 Sam, L.shs 1 Chwvon, 13:6.|

S50Jer. 331167,
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As the throne of Jrhweh, the Ark was the place of Ils
Presenue,yl tils lordahip or dnminion,52 fiis position aa a
Judge,%3 and #is rolo as croator,SY Althousgh le ia enthvoned
In His heavenly royal statagg and rales over the host of hea-
ven, tne holy spirits and the heavenly bodies, and the hosts
of Ispnol,gﬁ His throne wes manifest amcng tho pecople on the
ArE5T and wes the place vhere Israell’s adcration centered,5®

Prom the idea of Jahweh as enthroned on the Ark and from
Other indicatlons, some have gathered that the Ark was carried
abeut in proeession on devotional fastivalg.sg There is no
explicit reforence te such a use of' the Ari, but such Fsalns.
ag tho twenty-fourth scenm to suggest a proceaslion in which
the iArk wasz carried.te the Tamplo.éo The vislon of Isalah

ig sald to convey the samo idea, since there (6:1) the iord

el - Pt o
"l. ::OC‘;. Fed :u’.(—‘-
~<r8, 99,

53va, 9:7. Waile the Avk is not mentioned here, Jahweh
iy pictured as onthroned on the Cherubim and on a throne,

5“?3. G3:1f, Again there is no monbticn of theo Arikz, but
it may bo inferred from the mention of throne, house, and
doorous, .

551 Hinga 22:19CC.; Alt, op. oit., P. 348,

S6ps, 23 16:11; Is. 62121,

5Tpos. 99, 132; Dibolius, oDs Clbe, Pe 50,

58¥s,.132:77¢3 1 Kngs 8:27-30,

S9Martin loth, The listory of Iarasl, translated by
Stanley Codman (tiow Vovlt larpor Drobs, I*B'ESB}, p. 286, note 1,

60111%. 92. Git.’ p. 351p
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gits on a & nohobl (3w i thias is the Ark, how was it high
and 1ifted upi®2), This theory 1s especially developed by
Moui 1c1~:t>l,63 wxe identifies the Day of Atonement with a pro-
poged HNew Jear feast celebrating Jahweh's accession to the
thzmnc."-"li- L.r-au.a,"ﬁ hewever, objscts that:
a2, il strains the toxts (¢ an..zal, Hings, and Psalms);
b. o depends heavily on 2 Smmuel 6 and 1 Kings 8, which
are doubtful for his thaesis; \
Ce s definition of cultus excludsa history and the
f’Pbl,
d. Tho lHerduk-imythology is too elosely connooted with
the Jﬁr"rr floods to import inte :’*‘1aatine,
ce Tho formla, "Jahweh has beeone ‘:inss“ is a doubtful 66
translation and the toerm 1s avoided by the prophets,
In addlition to these objections, jem-rickf’? points out
that the irk is never called a throne, but always an iri,
This is an oversimplification, since the Ark does appear to
sorve ag a throne where the phrase TW'A19D AW" is used.

devertheless, it is signilicant that tho Ark dcea not appear

6libia

621ans Schmidt, "Herubenthron und Iaée," Eucharisterion
fuer Nermamm --un':el, in FRLANT, XXIV (1923), 129.

63in his Pselmenstudien 1I, reforred to by iraus, op.
EL_.J 'Po 96-

Cliipaus, lce o 5o
051bid., pp. 97-106,

("‘-’-aaiah, houevor, does use a variation of the phrase:
Tour God reigns, Isaiah 52:7.

674hs s Renwick, "The Avic of tho Covenent,” The lsw
Bible Comment , odited by i, M, 3tibbs, ¥, Davidson, and
Ze :29’«". Hevan I.%eoond edition; Grsnd Rapids: Terdmamms, 195L),
Pe 3.
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as a throne in the Pentatouch., Thors tho term fthvone,"
X D>, 15 used only five timos: four times of Pherach and
once in an obscure pussago,

fno 0Ld Wesbtament, Cthen, indlcates that two olomonts
wore of m jor impoptancoe in thoe religion of laracl: Jahweh
ag ¥ing and the Aric aa tho throns of Jahweh.f’a Althocugh

neither of theose elemonts is developed in the Fentateuch,

thoy were commonly accepted in the cultus and find expression

in the Psalus,

o

UU.'.ll-;;’ E?.i:‘_. :-'I.t.’ p. 3-".8.



CHAPTER V
THZ CIISRUBIM
Styniology

cany suggeations have been made as to the origin of the
Serm 2193, The older view comnected it with the Fersian
giriften, griffon, and the Greek ypu'p. but this lacks ecvi-
denso and pr-obub:i.licy.l rove likely are suggestions bassd on
the Assyriuns from karebu, be graclous, blegs (adjective:
karubu, preat, mighty), from kirubu, & winged bull,® Dele
itzseh sugrested imaprubu, the winged porteleguardions of
,';3332-12.3 Shorme's gugpgestion seoms even more likely. FHe
insists cn an etymelogy from karabu, devetion, The ged
karibu acted as an intercesscr, and the Lkaributi uvere orantecs
a8t the sarnctuary ant:mnce.l*' Dul Loohler's suggseation is
probably the corroect one, [e finds thoe origin of the word

in the verb lkarebu, to praye. A karibu or karubu is one who

. lPrancis Brown, 3, R, Driver, and Charles Brigzs, A
Hebrow and Imglish Loxicen of the 0ld Testament (Third
odition; Uxiord:s The OLareondon Src=f, 1957 ), P 500.

2Ibid.

3friedrich Dolitzdoh, Eabel und Dibol, 1902, quotod by
Yertin Dibelius, Dis lade Jahwes: -ino relipionsgeschichte
licho Untorsuchung, inm PALALIEL, VII (1900), 79

Liirich Simon, leaven im the Christian Traditiocn (New
Yorlk: Iapper's Drothers, 195C), Pe 130, noco 1,
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preys, an Inbterceszor,® The name 3172 was probebly derived
from one of these Asayeisn terms ond leter £11lod with new
content and chareector,

The LIY consistently has 1‘[’“}4and,l'(“’ﬁ‘f‘ or ﬁ‘f"”)e"’ °
The Wew Teastament uses the term only once, and therse with
reforence to the Ark (Hebrews 9:h). Xt occurs there as
xffwﬂc Ve The book of Revelatlon uses tThe termj‘%through—
cut, since the creabtures ere based on the vision of Fzekiel
(Revelantion lsé6ff,). But they are nct identical with the
Cherubin, or creatures, of Ezekiel because the latter sre
only parily snimel, while the former are entirely animal in

appearanse,
Thelir Appearance

“Jhon we touch cn the subject of the Cherubim, three
questions immediately econfront us: (1) What did the Cherue
bim loolr like? There are two main poasibilities, They may
heve bsen animalelike, f.,e,, having the body, legs, end hsad
{or hoads) of an snimal of any memmelien Tamily, They may
also have heen humenelile, 1,0.,, having the torso, legs, and
armg of a humen being, and usually, though not always, a
bumen head, In e¢ither case the wings of the Cherudbim were
an addition to the basic oversll form., ¥e contend here for

the humanelike spresrance of the Cherubim,

Sluduwig Keehler and Walbter Bsumgertner, Lexicon in Vet-
eris Testementi Libres (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1953), in loc.
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(2} Whatever they looked like, 43 it possible that these
figures wero borrowed from & neighboring culture and rededie
cated bto use in the Israelite cultus? This has occurred in
other areas of Iaraellte culiure, Imagery, language, ars,
and thought forms were borrowed Irom Mesbpotam&an, Egyptian,
énd “anasnite sourcss and purified., The Cherub-figures
could have been borrowed from Mescpotamia or Egypt. But it
iikely that if any borrowing was done, it was from
Igyptos I the Cherubim hed been borrowed from Mesopobamie,
it would be necessary tc say that they were built after ths
entrance into Canaan, since befors that tius the Isrselites
had no cuitural intercourse with Mescpotamia, at least not
Since the bime of Jacoby, four hundred years before the
Exodus, The name Chorub cculd have stayed in the vocabulary
that long, but it is uniikely that images would have lasted
that long,

{(3) Does the animal-like or humene-like quality of the
Cherubinm affect the theology of the Ark? It night be said
that if they were muman-iike figures, they would possess
intelligence, so that as thoy gesed at the Kapporeth, they
were pondering the mystery of the atonement (1 Feter 1:12),
or we could say that 83 intellipgent beings who praise Cod in
aong (Revelation l:8-11), they must be human-like, But neie
ther of these characteristics is attributed to them in the
0id Testamsnt, Nor is it impossible for snimal-lilke beings
to be thought of me singing praises, as Revelation L:811
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coms Go indicate. 1In either case, these opinions are 1little
more than zpeculation, and the form of the Cherublm, therefors,
does not afi'ent the theolopy of the Ark,

Honce it is not necessary to deal with the Cherubim
because s difference in theology is involved, The problem
has arisen becnuse of thse obvious differences in the 0ld
Testsmont dezeriptions of the Cherubim,

Secause [lgures have been found in the literature arnd
art of Tsrzel's neiphbors that seem to parallel the Cherubim
of the 91d Testament, 1t has been thought that the Hebreuws
eénploved these mythical figures and rededicated them for use
In the cultus of Jehweh.® This orocess is said to be 1llus-
trated by the incense altar that was found in Palestine,

dated betwesn 80C and 600 B.C,, on which are found figures of

e

three animals with uplifted wings.? Sewitic art gensrally
pletures palm trees albernating with cherubs and lions, sime
ilar %o the graphic ert of Ezekiel,e which has the Cherubim

and palme, The exira=bibiical cherublim sre two-hoaded,?

6willlam ¥, Albright, From the Stone Age to Christienit
éggrgan Oity, Wew York: Doubleday Anchor SookS, 1957)p LPe
L Qlu $

Tiartin Dibelius, Dis Lade Jahwes: Eine Religionsgeschie
chtliche Untersuch : iIn FREANT, VII (1908), 75fe3 He C. Moy,
"The Lrk == A lMinlaturo Temple,” American Journal of Semitie
Languages and Literatures, LII (1938), 215-30 .

Opgekiel I11:18f,; and 1 Kings 6:23-28,

9Hugo CGressmann, Pie Lade Jahves und das Allerheiligste
deg salomonischen Teépe!s, in Bﬁxﬁ! Series 2, 1, LS,
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In Aasyria the cherub, & winged lion with an eugle's
head {(similor to Ezekiel 1), was a common figure, It either
fought with or carried the doity.l0 Arcunéd the Indian Ocean
fabled beings were generally thought of as besrers of the
deitv, and often in connection with thrones.11 In Babylonia,
Agssyria, end the Hittite Bmpire winged steers guarded the
palace doors and the dcors of the underworld, calling to
mind the Cherubim that guerded the Garden of E';den.12

But there ara difficulties when we try to conceive of
the Cherublm of the Ark as enimelelike, i.e., in general’?
appearaneca,. MYor example, i the Cherubim of the Ark ars
animslelike, then hcow can the extended wings cover or protect
the Ark? The wings on the Assyrian cherubim ordinarily
extend upward and backward. There is a sphinx from Asia
Minor that secms to overcome the dificultys 1its wings are
1ifted, bent in the middle, and drorped outward so as to
cover the vessel under them, But the figure, says (rassmann,

is awlward,il

10Dibelius, on. cit., P. 82, Note that in Ezek. 10:1L
one of the facos or tne living creature was the face of the
cherub, perhaps measning his own face, whatever it msy have
looked 1like,

1l1bid., ppe 937,

12¢en, 3:2; Erich Elemroth, Iade und Tempel (Cuchersloh:
Co Pertelsmann Verlag, n.d.); P. 12,

13The Cherubim of Eszekiel 1 and 10 are not to be consid=
ered animal-like, desptte the verious heads, Cf, infra,

Pe 53,

Uovoasmenn, ope cite, PP 716
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Although we have no detalled description of the Cherubim
on the Ark in the 01d Testament, there are factors in Exodus
thet seem te fevor a human-lilke deseription of the beinga,15
The wings of the Cherubim are spread ocut { w Y ) over=-
head { M %Y N %), gvershadouing or protecting (W" 22 )
the Kapporeth.l® The enimal-like Cherubim of the ancient
Hear Eazt do not spredd out their wings forward. This pose
ture is necessary 1f theoy are tec overshadow or protect the
Kapporeth end still be lacing one another (Exodus 25:20).

It 12 not Lmpossible that the non-biblical cherubim might
extond their wings forward, but, as far as this writer has
been eble te judge, they nover actually do so, While the
déseription of the Cherubim in Exodus (25:20) seems to be
meire easily understood of human-like fipuree, it does not
prove that they looked 1like pecple, UWe must turn elsswhere
for a more specific deasecription,

Besice the Cherubim mentioned on the Ark there is
ancther pair mentioned in connection with the Ark, It was
found in the Holy of Holies of Solomon's Temple.l? The fore
mer pair was attached to the Ark, of one plece with the
Kapporeth; the latter was built to cover the Ark and was

rlaced Into the Holy of Holies before the Ark waa moved in

15rxcdus 25:180F,
16mxodus 25:20,
171 Kings 6:23-28; 8:6,
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under thelr winpgs. IHence the two descriptions have two dif-.
forent palir of Cherubim in nind.

There are other differences, It is seid of the Temple
Cherubim (thosc mentioned in 1 Kings) that they stood upright. ]
This 1a not atated of the Cherubim on the Kapporeth, although
it 1s not explicitly denied, either. The Cherubim on the Ark
also Tace one another, while those of the Temple stand side
by side, facing the nave (2 Chronicles 3:13), Of these lat-
ter Cherubim wo have no detailed deseription, exeept for thae
mention of their size {ten cubita high with o ten cubit wing
spun) and the materials out of which they were fashioned
{olivewood overlaid with gold), Bub the stetement that thsy
"stood on their feet fmeing the nave"™ (2 Chronicles 3:13)
makes 1t difficult to assume that they had animalelike
shares,

from the description of the stands of bronze in the
Temple (1 Kings 7:27«29) one might eonclude that the Cherubim
were animesl-like because they are menticned as on the ranels
of the stands along with lions and oxen, Put this is not
nocegsarily & proof that they were animal-lilke, On the doors
of the Temmle were carved Cherubim, palm trees and open [lowe
ers {1 ¥ings 6:32,35); one might thorefore say that they
could just as easily have been planta,

The Cherubim aro deszeribed in ogome detall in the vigions
of Ezekiel (chaplers one end ten), The attempt to aseribe

animeleiike forms to the Cherubim is based largely around
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these visions, The beinga of the visions and the Cherubim of
the Ark sre indeed similar in several respects, The letter
look 2% one encther, @s do the inner faces of the four beings
of fzekiel (1:10).1a They are winged ersatures and dramatize
the glory and transcendence of God, They.are connected with
the throne of Cod and with His glory. Another point of simie
lavity might be found in the burning coals (1:13) in the
mlidst of the Cherubim, & posaible parallsl to the incenase
placed before the Ark (Leviticus 16:13). And most important,
they ore called Cherubim (W A19D), On the basis of parele
loels auch as these, one authorl? equates the Cherubim of the
Ark ond those of Ezel:iel to such an extent that he finds
four Chorubim in the Temple sanctuary, ell identical with
one another,

In the exotic description of the Cherubim in Ezelziel
Wwe Tind details sbout the Cherubim not @lsowhere availszble
in Seripture, Their bodies were not visible, being covered
by a pair of wings (1:11), They also had anothesr pair of
wings that were spread out sbove ( NFYRYTH s~'-‘""‘?_.9'),
stretched out straight toward one another (%2 D¥Y i}
ngw ¥ ).€0 Although their bodies were covered by the first

peir of wings, their mppearance was recognized as the "form

18tians Sehmidt, "Kerubenthron und Lade," I‘uchar-iaterlon
fuer Hermann C‘unlrel, in FRLANT, XXIV (1923), Pe

19hid., p. 128,
205zelk, 112
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(RSV; better: likeness) of men" (RWT§ M ”‘:,f)f.al Their legs
were straicht (1:7)22 and "their fest were like the soles of
a calf's foot; and they sparkled like burnished bronze,”
But 1%t 1s not elear whether this description of the feet
refers to their shape, their texture, or their luster, lnder
their winegs they had human hands (1:8; 10:8 "appeared &o have
the form of a human hand"; 10:20 "the semblonce of human
hands,” W Ty “r" 9107T), Fron this deseription one
would get the impression that the Cherubim looked lilke winged
men,

But there are also important differences tc be noticed
between the Cherubim of Ezekiel on the one hand and those of
the Ark end the Temple on the other, The latter did not
share all the Teatures mentioned in Lzekiel. The Cherubim of
the Ark and Temple have only two wings, not four (1 Kings
6:23-28; Ekndus 25:18ff.)s They are not specificnlly said to
have the form of men, although it is said of the Temple Cher=
utbim that "they atood on their feet, facing the nave,” This
would sugrest thaet they might have been humanelike (except,
of course, for the wings).23 The four faces of Ezekiel's

vision are not mentiomned in the case of the other Cherubim,

21Ezek. 1:5.

22cf, 2 Chron, 3:13, "They stood on their feet, facing
the nave.," This sugrests that they may have stood upright.

232 Chron, 3:13.
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The wheels in Tmekiel are slso missing on the Ark, although

there may have been wheels in the aanctulry.ah Furthermore,
in Ezekiel (1:22) a platform appears above the Cherubim,
which is not mentioned above the Cherubim of the Ark or Teme
Ple, Ilchrodt calls the equabion of the visions of Fzekiel
with either of the other two menirfestations "very quesatione
2ble.,"25 They do, however, have features in common and do
use the name <193, Nevertheless, the evidence does not
warrant the conclusion that the Cherubim were animalelilke

i1f thet conclusion 15 basedion-the.deseription in Ezekiel,
for he expressly cells the beings "man-like" (Zzekiel 1:5),
a3 we have shown above,

The flrat term by which Zzelicl refers to these beings
is /MM, This term usually refers to animals, The entire
deseripticn of chepters oﬁa gnd ten of Lzekiel can be under-
stood as veferring to enimale-lilke figures, In 10:8, for exaom-
ple, the prophet first seays that the Cherudb handed some of
the Tire to the men clothed in linen, and then makes 2 speciegl
point of saving that the Cherubim had the semblance of a hand
under their wings, It is possible, however, that he is ohly
mentioning the loecation of the hands because he has alroady
stateé thaet a pair of wings covered the entire body of each

Cherub (1:11), in which case the hands would be concealed

24In 1 Chron, 28:18 there is mentioned a chariot Mad4w),

25yelther Eichrodi, Theologle;des Alten Testaments _
(Goettingen: Vandenhoeck und Ruprecht, 1957), Te 0L, footnote
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from sight.

The use of the phrase W ™ M wT, however, does not seem
to point to an animal fora for these ereatures, The prophet
says that these creatures stood with theilr legs stralcht,
Thiz must refer to the two legs of easch creature if they hsd
the general physicsl forms of men, or all four logs if they
looked lilte animals, Dut all he says is that their leas were
straight, If thev looked like snimals, snd hence were four-
legped, 1% 18 difficult to see how he could have sald of thenm
that thev "had the form of men" (ATR SHInT),

There is another poseibility: they may have been animal
figures standing upright, whose foreleps were cithsr concealed
beneati the wings that covered the body, or atretched out
straipht in some direction, But no forelegs are mentioned:
only hands are mentioned, The evidence, therefore, would
seom to load us to believe that the Cherubim of Ezeklel were
human-like figures in their general appearance,

The term 1" W, then, should be translated not "animals®
but "living creatures,” as meny of the versions do indeed
translate, -

The fact remains, however, that we do not have a clear
description of the Cherubim in the 012 Testament., They
appeer soveral times with veriations in thelr deseription,
They seem, therefore, not to be of fixed form, buil are heave
enly ereatures, whieh can appear in vsarlious forus,

Since, therefore, the Assyrian animal-figures dfo not
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seom %o offer parallelsa to the Cherubim of the Ark, deapite
the attractiveness of the term karabu, we turn to Egypt for
parallels .26 The Egyptian "cherubim® are human-like guardiane
deities, i.,e,, they look like ordinary people, except for a
rair of sings., The wings are connected with their arms (Crf,
Ezekiel 1:8, where the Cherubim hed their hands under thoir
winps,), and begin st the shoulders,2? The gusrdien-delties
tome in pairs and kneel over the honored deity, who is in
ministure or only imagined to be presanﬁ.ae They naver bow
the head, but slwaye the whole upper pert of the body.29 The
wings, extended forward and upward, heng down from along the
arms, Torming & shield or fence arcund thes protected area,
The winps behind this area, in which the hcnored delty rests,
are reiassd while thpae in front ere lowered to frame the pica
ture and expose the delty to view,30 iings on Egyptisn fige
ures are nevar used for flying, but always tc cover.or pro=
tect something sscred.>l

The same kind of .figures have been found in Falestine,

Parrot includes in hie velume on Samaria & photocraph of an

26Gressmann, op. cit., Ps 9o
271bid., p. 52, footnote 3%5.
281bvid., p. 10, footnote 33.
29Ibid., pe 11, footnote L0,
301hid., pe 10.
31Ibide, Pe Ps
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ivory from the paleace of Ahab, It is carved with two figures
such as we have just deseribed.32 Parrot comments:

The Egyriien goddesses, Isis end Nephthys are kneecling,

facing one snother on either side of an ed troe, supe

ported by a lotus flower, and covered with a dise, The

ﬁ?iggfges are protecting the symbolic emblem with their
"The theme of winged goddesses protecting an infant or a
symbolic plant,” he.says, "is of common occurrence,”3l The
figures are definitely of Hgyptien origin, but they do indi-
cete that at least by the time of Ahab the Jews were familiar
With such figures,

The Epyptian guerdian-deities, however, are not analo-
gous in every detall to the Cherubim of thse Ark, The wings
of the former come downward and forward to enclose the deity.
on three sides, while those of the Ark have their wings exten-
ded ( " W 99D) overhead ( N¥Y©%) 35 aAncther dlfference
might lie in the fact that the deities are female, while the
Cherubim, except those of Ezeltiel ( 13" W), take masculine
names end masculine prammatical forms, But there are impor-

tant similarities, Both the Egyptien fipgures and the Therubim

f the Ark enclose and frame a space for the deity, and both

Israsl, trsnslated by S, H, Hooke, in Studies in B

L T YT

i
Archaseolony . (New York: Philosorhical Library, 1958), VIL
igure 5, opposite p. 48,

337018, Do Ebe
34Ibid,, footnote 3.
35Exod, 25320.

32Andre Parrot, Samaria -- The Capital of the Kingdom of
d ca
] ]
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direct their gaze forward and .downward,

The Ygyptian figures, therefore, are generally similar
to the Cherubim as described in Ixodus (25:18£f,), except for
thelr sex and the position of their wings, The similarity is
underatendeble i we consider that it was. out of Fgypt thet
Israel had come shortly before the Ark was built, Only the
term 2792 ( B°3I199) remsins to be explained, It is poss-
s™hls thet the name was transferred in ssrly times (shortly
alfter the time of Joseph) from the Mesopotamian figurss to
the Epyptian figures becausse the former were forgotten, whils
the neme remsined in the vocebulary, It wes a simple step to
tranafer the name to the only winged figures in Egypt. An=
oiher posaible solution 1s sugpested by Koehler'!s etymology
of the word @192,36 If 1t is derived from the Assyrian
karadbu, to pray, then the Cherubim may have bsen so named
becsuse they were constructed in an attitude of prayer or mede
1tation, or seemed to the eyes of the picus to be interceding

for Iarael,
Thelir Significance

Whatever thelr form, the Cherubim are not accldentsl teo
the 4rk, but an essential feature of 1t, They direct glory
snd attention to the God between them37 and to the Kapporeth,

Cherubim in the 0ld Testament are not sent out as messengers,

3€xoehlor, loc, ocit.

37?35.10311\13, Lo _g!-_t_.. bPe 85.
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like thé angels and seraphim, but are usually confined to the
seat of the Divine habitation and Cod's manlfestations,38
They alao appesr as bearers of the Lthrone of Jahweh and as
custodisna of sacred places,39 They also.serve as shielders
of the place where Jahweh appears (%Exodus 25:20 B ™ 220),
and symbolize the place wheore He is enthroned,

The Cherubim, ocecurring in pairs as they do, serve also
as 2 plorifying symmetrical scheme like the fabled beings
throughout the oncient world. They stand on both sides of
the hero or delty to frame, set apart, and protect the place
of his presence, The Hew Tostament uses thia device [re-
quaently: Jesus stood between Moses and E1ijah at the Trsns-
figurationy et the Crueifixion He was placed between two
malafactoray at the Resurrection there were two angels guard-
ing the tomb, and iwo were present at the Ascension; the
formula, "one on the right and one on the left,"™ is elso fre=-
quent 10

While it would be overstating the case to say with

386ustav I, Oehler, Theology of the 01d Testement
tranglated by &iien O. 3nTEh (Fdfnburehs T. & T. Olark, 1874),
p' 3 o

39Paul Heinisch, Theology of the 0ld Testament, trans-
lated by C. Feldt (sm"""i‘gxmu : The North Central rublishing Co.,
1955), po 136, Cherubim as bearers of God: 2 Sam, 22:11;

2 Kings 19:15; Ezek, 9:3; 10:1-19; 11:22; Ps, 18:11; as pro=-
tectors of a hely place: Gen 3=2ﬁ3 Exod, 25:18-223 37:7=93
fum, 7:89; 1 Kings 6:23-35; 5:6r.: Egok, 28:11,16; hl:18«25;

2 Chron, 3:10-133 5:7f.3 1 Chron,-28:18,

LOnibelius, op. eit.s p. .
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Klemroth!t2 that the Oherubim have the job of preventing pro=-
fene glances upon the anthroned Jahweh,hz it is true that an
important eloment in their function is to express toc man'a
consciousneas the inaccessibility and transcendence of CGod
{FPeaim 99:1}.h3 But this 1= not all thoy. served to dramatizs;
they also expressed a message of grace, The ralm trees and
the Therubim embroidered on the henginge of the Taberncele
(Exodus 36:35, the Cherubim only) end the Temple (1l Hings
T:38) reminded the faithful of paradise and gave a foretasie

of whet was %o cone.hh

T "A19>577 aw”

The shroese WA 112W aw* denotes the fact of Godls .
rrecsencs and revelation between the Cherubim and connotes His
enthironement on the Ar*?c.hs The phrase occurs but seven times
in the 0ld Testament, three times explicitly with referesnce
to the Ark (1 Samuel hiliy 2 Samuel 63123 1 Chronicles 13:6),
three times probably with reference to the Ark (2 Kings 12:15;
isaish 37:16; Fsalm 99:1), and once referring to Jahweh in

heaven (Fsalm 85C:2).

higlemroth, ope cit.s Pe 36
L2put ef. 1 Sam, 6:9-19,
L3oenler, op. cit., pe 366
LliFacob, op. cites Pe 259,
L5rs, 99:1,
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In its earliest occurrence the phrase (1 Samuel lish)
refers to the Ark, BMay we then conclude that every occurrence
thereafter is an allusion or explicit reference to the Ark,
Or was the prhraese used in the devotional life of Isrsel withe
ocut direct assceciation with the Ark before this first occur-
rence? If it was so used, sepersto from any reference to
the Ark, then it is possible that the phrese was understood
in & gsense similar to Ps, 80:2, 1.e., of God in heaven,
And iIf this is true, then the Cherubim could have becn mere
Symbela of natural forces (Cf. Fsalm 18:11). But if the
phrase was not used separstely from the Ark-theology, then
1% wes bnsed on the imagery furnished by the ‘design of the
Ark, The case 18 not comvletely eclear for either opinion,
bu{ ths latter seems to be the case, The only time the
phrese is used %o refer to Cod in heaven without sseming to
inply anv connection with the Ark, (Fsalm 80:2), it is in a
context that recalls Ccd's workings in the Exodus and asks
His helr in the current crisis, The Fsalm also employs the
phrease S1IINA S 12" geveral times, & phrase often used of the
Ark (esgops 1 Semuel l:l).

I% cannot, however, be saild to be rroved conclusively
that every use of T"a199N 3¢" is a reference to the Ark,
We are on nmuch safer ground if we say only that the irk is
alluded to where several such phrases are used in combination,
as in 1 Samuel l:l end 2 Kings 19:15.

The phrass T 31790 aw* itself means that Jahweh was
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enthroned betueen the Cherubim, But it can be translated in
& variety of ways., "The dweller of the Cherubim," "Ha whe
inhebltes the Cherubim," snd "He whe is enthroneé upon the
Cherubin” ave possibilities, GCressmannlté points out that we
cen just as easily translate "beneath the Cherubim,” "between
the Cherubim,” or "above the Cheruvbim.,"” The question there-
fore arises, Where was Jahweh's presence focused or centered
with reletion %o the Chorubim?

The LXY translated at-l-o-spu'vdv int Tav i'f‘"p‘;‘

(2 Semuel 6:2 ¢% al.), sugpesting that Jahweh sits above the
Cherubim, Support for this view is found in the elghteenth
Fsalm (verse 11 = 2 Semuel 22:11), "He rode on a Cherub, and
flew ( 19%1 2193 %Y 259")," But this %1s poetic
end antliroponorphie langusge, for the Cherub i1s equeted with
the wind In the second helf of the verse. [salnm 60.""7 howe
ever, might supgpest thet Jahweh is entlironed above the Cher-
vbim, althouph it does not explicitly say so,

Further support for the view that Jahweh 1s enthroned
upon or above the Cherubim is found in the use of the verd
AW, It is used of a judge (Exodus 18:1l1), the king
(Psalm 61:8), or rulers (Isaiah 10:13). Several times it 1s
used to refer to Jehweh sitting enthroned, all ol them in

Légressmann, op. cit., Pe 20.

47ps, B80:2,
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postry. The bhest examples of this usaze are:

But the Lord sits enthroned forever,
he hsg sstablished his throne for judgement. (Ps. 9:7)

?he Lord sits enthroned over the flood;
Tha Lored sits enthroned as king forever, (Ps. 29:10)

But thou, 0 Lord, dost relgn forever;
thy throne endures to eall generations, (Lam, 5:19)

The Lord reigna, let the people tremblel

Je sits enthroned upon the cherublm; let the sarth quake!l

(Fa. 99:1)

The last passage seems to indieate thet Jahweh is enthroned
gbove the CTherubim, just as He is enthroned above the flood,
But this ig & poetic usage, Even though it may be bssed on
the presence of God as connseted with the Ark, it tells us
nothing sbout the presence of Jahweh uwith raiation to the
Cherubim,

A third sounrce of support for the view that Jahwoh was
enthroned above the Cherubim is found in the visions of Ezek-
iel, chapters one and ten, There the "living crestures,”
identificd es Cherubim in 10:20, bear the throne of Jahweh
above them on a shining platform (1:22), But there is no
indication that this was also true of the Ark,

When we turn to Excdus we discover that the presence ol
Jahweh centore between the Cherubim, not ebhove them, In the
description of the specifications for the Ark in Exodus 25:22
we learn the leocation of Jahweh on the Ark, God said to
Hoses:

There [on the Ark] I will meet with you, and from above

tho mercyeseat, from between the two cherubim that are
upon the Ark of the testimony, I will speak with you.. .
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50 the prosence of Jahweh is to be found direstly on or over
the Kapporeth. This deseription accords well wibh tfe rest
ol the deseription of the Ark in the preceding verses (25:
18=2l). The Cherubim face each cther, with their eyes di-
rocted towerd the Hapooroth, flor that is where ‘Jabweh 123
present . /+6

It may be argued that in 1 Kings 0:6 and 6:2;=29 the
deseription of the Cherublim pictures them standing alongside
cne ancther ami not leeing the iepporoth., Bubt it must be
rovenberol that these Cherubim were built for the Temple
sanctuary and are not identical with thoze on the ia oreth,h-g
&8 has been shown above (ppe S1f,)

o maust conelude, therefors, that the prosence cof Jahweh
was locuscd bebtween the Cherubdim, immediately above thc Kape
poreth, The phrasem~3a1n130 ¥ may be an anthropomorphism,
giving the impression that Jahweh si ts on the Ark, His throns,
1ike a human king; or it may refer to the fact that His

presence 1= lcoerlised among men in that very place, atop the

<

Rapporoth, But when the phrase 1s used in a conbext uners
Jaliwelh is spoken of as being In heaven, it is still an

anthropomorphism and does nob deséribe the loention ol Jahwek,

487118 18 te foous attontion on the Eapporeth, not merely
to gyubolize -awe, ‘as Creasmann, op. eit., p. 7, argues on the
basis of Isaian 6 wherec the seraphim cover thelr laces,

490ressmam, op. eit., p. L.




: CHAPTER VI
THD KAPPORETI

The Hepporeth was tho most important part of the Ark,
It denchod the place of propitiation or atonement for the
slna of Israel, "he Ark is not mevely a throne, but a throne
of prace, where Isracl's sina wers forglivon,

]

'19'_0 (iapporeth) is derived from the werb

The noun

9

‘)23. Its eriginal meaning is dublous, but it may perhaps
have been "to covor" or "o make atonoment.” It comocnly
deals with ritual eleansing and is comnectod with the sneri-
flelal riteos (o cover ritual iZmperfootions or oxplate sins,l
e noun 9OV, moaning the price of o 1ifs or a ransom, is
algs dersived Cfrom this vorb, According to Uel‘.lcr,a ﬂ‘_i!;?_
iz derivod frum tho Plel form of the verb, 35Sut it 13 used
eneo (Conesie 6:1ly) in the al in the songse of covering,
ALplying piteh. 3So the possibllity exists that & 3'9.?;
Zay have beon depived from this Qal usage, in a fig_ur.ﬂtivc
cense, In olther caase, then, P means te make propitlaticn.
In view of thils derivation from YD in a propitiatory aonse,
> "'9 D does not refer to the top of the Ark mercly as a

113 in goncral, but denotes its sipnificence for the purpose

1vincent Taylor, Josus and ifls Sacrifice: (llew Yorlk: St.
Martin's Press, 1955), Pe U2 '

Sustav Gohler, Theology of the 0ld Testament, trunslated
from the Gertan by Bllen D, Suith (Ldinburph: T, o T Clarlk,
167!3-)' Pe 377,



67
of atonoment, The LXX accordingly trenclates :'\“’"’1’( tov,
propitiation,

The vm'b",!_);'b is not always cornected with the Ark, hou=
svor, nor is it slwaye limited %o cultie practices. It is
connaehed with the 1des of blend-guiltiness (2 Samuel 21:1,3),
for which stoneoment had to be made,3 But atonement can also
be wroughitt by Intercession (Exodus 32:30£f,), and is unilat-
erelly el "ented by Jahweh without reference to the sultus
(Poalm 78:38) 4

Some aipnificance attaches to the fzet that in the
instruetions for the huilding of the Ark (Exodus 25:11{7,)
the ides of atonement is not mentioned oxplicitly, The fact
that the Aplr i3 to serve as the place of Cod's presence and
Tis meeting with Moses arve the idess stressed (Exodus 25:22),
But this need not detract from the importance of the Kapooreth
e tha place of atonement, for the entire chapter desoribes
only the apeceifications for the Tent and i1ts ports snd does
not pretond o a1 geuss thoir cultic or theological signifieccnce,
The theclopical significance is discussed in Levitieuns 16,
where tgn Day of Atoncment is comnanded to be observed,

Heiniseh describes the Dey of Atonement:

e Day of Atonement was kept on the tenth of the

Jimdwig Koehler, 01d Testamont Theology, translated from
the Cepmsn by A, S. Todd (Fhiladelphia: The Westminster Press,

1957). Pe 213,
h1bia.
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soventh month, It was a day of penanco characterized
by explatory sacrifices and confesaicn of sina, Friost
and pcople stood bofors Jahwoh as sinnors, The high
prlest, himsoll a penitent, appeared clad in only tho
ordinery priestly garb which was made of comion linon,
The moat lmportant liturgical action was the sprinkling
of blood in the Iloly of liolles upon and before the Ari
of' The Covenants and with ascending clouds of incense
thore went up a potition for Lforgivoness, Aftor this
the high priocst acknowledged "all the transgressicns and
all the inllldelitliss of the lsrasliteca™ ovor a moat and
syrmbollcally consigned them to the animel which then
carried thenm into the wildernoss. ‘This goat bolonged to
Agazel, To transfer sins, diseapea, curses, and »cli-
glous uncleanness from one person to another or to an
enlual was a vory ancient custom common to meany pcoples,
iu Ierael, fopr instunce, a bird was lot £ly at the ro=-
Ingtatoment of a cured leper or at the purification of
@ heuse deliled by loprosy. The scapegocat cercuony was
& foraofal way of teachiny the Israslites Lo roucve
thenaelvus as far as pessible from sin and all its impli-
cobione, On the Doy of Atonewont the Israelites were not
allowaed to wopiky thoy wero to dodicate themselves wholly
to a serions exanination of conscience and tc the koep-
ing of a atrict fast,

The festival 1s deseribed oven beticr in lobrows (9:1=10),
wnore its limitations and its typology are notod:

Iow even the Lirst covenant had regulations for worship
and an earthly sanctuary, For a tont wes preparcd, the
cuter ono, in which were the lampstand snd tiic tadle and
the breoad of the FPresencej; it is called the Hely Flace,
Behind the second curtaln astood a tent called the licly
of Tlolies, having the golden altar of incense and the
arlkk of the covenant covered on all sides with geld,
whnich contained a golden urn holding tho manna, and
Aaron's rod that buddeod, and the tables of the covenant;
above 1t were the cherubim of glory cvershadowlng the
nerci scate O these things we cannot now gpeak in
detail,

Theae preparations having thus boen mado, the pricats go
contimally inte the outer tent, performing their ritual

5Paul Heinisch, Theology of the 0ld Testament, translated
by Wlliam G, Heidt (St. rfaul: The Loroth Gentral rublishing

Cosy 1955), pe 235.
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dutlea; bui into the second only the high priest goes,

and he buf once o ysar, and not without taking blood

which he off'ers for himself and for the errors of ths
paople, DBy this tha Holy 8pirit indicstes that the uay
into the sanctuary is not vet opened as long as the
outer tent is still standing (which iz symbolic for the
present age). According to this arrangement, gifts end
sacrifices are offerod which canmot psrfect the consci-
ence of tho worshipper, but denle only with food and
drink and various sblutions, resgulations for the body
imposed until the time of roformation.

This aspect of the Ark, the place of atonement for the
sing of Isrpel, was its most important ypurpose, This is
indiecated by the fact thet 1%t Is at the Kapporsth that the
Cherubim paze (Exodus 25:20). But it is strange that the
term 9?'9_3_ ftself dooz not ocecur outside the Fentsteuch,
except ones (1 Chronicles 283:11) where it is listed among
the‘furnichings of the Temple., MNor is it directly connected
with sin and propitiation outside of Laviticus 16, DBut this
does not mesn that it lost its sipnificence as the plece of
atonement, Thia i1s indicated by the passage cuoted above
from the ninth chapter of Hebrews, where the impressicn 1s
given that the situation was a permanent arrangement as far
as the 0ld Testement 1s concerned (vv, 8,10). |

V4

The LXX translation, tAno-xy eov , points up the expia-
tory significance of the Kepporeth (S 2. ® 2 ) and connects
it with Christ in the How Testament, where the same term is
used with its cognates to refer to Christ.® (See Appendix,

. (5 “
Pe 73 below,) A% the Kepporeth ( S72'®2, (AdxeTyetev )

thet aect of etonemeont is executed which restores a commnion

fLuke 10:13; Hebr. 2:17; 1 John 2:2; 4:10; Rom, 3:25,
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between Cod ond man.,? This was exactly the purpose of
Chriat.®  other wew Testament torms may ba traced to the
theology of the Keppeoreth., The idem of ransom (Psslm 19:8;
Harl 10:h5) is from a derivative of the same root,9 zithough
a relationship to the Kapporeth may be questionsble, Freyl®
points out that the throne of grace of Hebrews l:1l6 has
overtones that relste to the Ark, since it is at the throne
of' grace that "we may receive mercy and find grace to help
in time of necd,¥ Hers we find the central message of ths
drk, It is the throne of Cod, but not merely a royal throns:
it ig the throne of grace., Forgciveness of sins 13 wrought

there, gnined by virtus of the blood that was shed,

?c&hl‘:r, 20 c’.t.' Pe 383.

Gcf. the passsges listed in footnote 6 sbove end
debr, 9:11-1k,

YKoehler, op. Cit., P 252, footnote 177.
10Hellmuth Frey, Des Buch der Cegenwart Gottes untor

Soiner Gemeinde, in Die Bobschalt des en Testaments
Tﬁhutﬁgﬁﬁﬁi”ﬁEIﬁer Verlag, 1953), i1, 2ll.




CHAPTER VII
CONCLUSIGH

The ternm )1\.\’meana "box," and was speecifically chosen
to indicate the purpose of the Ark, to contaln the two tables
ol Testimony as a witness to the Covenant botween God and
Izraels The custom of preserving texts of covenanta in a
speclal place or conbainer was common in the ancient world.
It was enly fitting that the Covenant of GQod with His people
should also be preserved in a special contalner, The Cove-
nant wes bascd on Jod's promises to Abraham and was realized
in the delivoranse from Pgypt and in God's presence smong the
people on the Ark., So a sscond purpese of the Ark was %o
serve as a foecnl point for the presence of God; Eis seat,; as
1t wore, This, too, is a teatimony, == of the saving God, who,
by virtue or Hia Covenant, met there with Israel and spoke
with Fozes, 1t is the place of revelation, These purposes
were Intended from the beginning of the Ark's history and
stand first in importance, They camnot be divorced from one
another, for they invelve one another, The Arik held the Ged
vhe revealed Himgel!l in the Testimonies.

Only these Testimonica, and for 5 tims tho rod of Aarcn
that budded and the golden pot of manna, were conbained in the
Arike It held no sacrsd oracles, no images, and nc letlshes
of any kind, To assume that it did would be te agsume tiat

Hebrew relizion underwent vast changes, which iz false,
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Jahweh was considered a King among the Israelites, with
heaven as His throne. But the Ark, which may have resembled
8 throne in form, became assoclated with His Kingship, not
from polemical, but from devotional interscsts, It was the
Psalme ti:ab most frequently pictured Jahweh as King, ene
throned on the Ark, This conception ocens a whole new com=-
Plex of ideas., To consider Him entironed on the Ark assocci=-
ates it with the heavens, with creation, with the redemption
out of Egypt, with the nation, and with the succession of
kings, the royal line of David that culminated in Christ.

The Ark was the cultic center in Israel. It was also
the political center, ét least for & time, but this is only
of secondary importence. The mein thrust of the message of
the Ark i1s theologicals on its cover, or Eapporeth, was W
the place of reconciliation. To enhance and emphasize this
part of the Ark the Cherubim were placed atop it on both
ends. They were prcbably human-like and not animal in form,
They were not mythical creatures, except in the sense that
they were not a natural phenomenon. They were usually
associated with manlifestations of God, éerving as bearers
of the tihrone and protectors of sacrsd places, :

The Ark, then, functioned in Israel as a reminder of
the power and grace of God, Who, although.transcendent and
beyond reach, was nevertheless a very present help in

trouble,




AFPFENDIX
fomans 3:25

The noun Uu-t.v,'g (0v as it appesrs in Romans 3:25 cen be
teken in three ways,l It could be adjectival, The fact
that tho first use of the noun in the LXX (Exodus 25:17)
uses it 28 an adjective would seem to favor such an inter-
pretation, It can also be teken 23 & noun meaning propitice
tion in a reneral sense, The third explanation of the term
is that it is a reference to the merey seat of the Ark of

the Covenant, as Luther took 1t (Cnadenstuhl). This lest

is the corroect interpretaion, for the following reasona,

In the clause ov ne"latﬂ & Breos “‘5""‘1’0" the verb
has caused trouble for nearly all the commentators.2 It can
be bast understood in the sense that the Ark was hidden away
in the sanctuary but now is revealed (T €°"p"'° ) to every
eys and ear in Christ (Hebrews 9:8; cf. Isaiah h0:5). The
vorb is in the middle volce, indicating that God 1s both the
author nnd receiver, The following reference to the blood
is thus significant, while it has little mesning if we try %o

(
see (Ade-Tmpiev as an adjective.

lLeon Morris, The Apostolic Preaching of the Cross
(Grand Rapidsg *.-Im: E. Fordmans Co., 1955), chepter LV, reviows

the major theories.

2Ibid,, p. 171,
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As Tor the noun 1tself, the onding - q’ecdv denotes the
place wheore an event ceeurs.s Zxzemples of other such nouns
with the same ending i1llustrate this: :nfou-t-)’fuv. ﬁ-ﬂﬂ"""
':-q'etﬂ ’ ;e l"'"""l'?“" « SkheTHplor, drouwTygor,

NoLuy 'r'q'ew", t9uo-u-o-r't;(¢w. The fact that the noun is used
adjectivally in Fxodus 25:17 does unot necessarily militate
against such & local designation, sven though ths combination
i.\n-to,’ ecov 1mireis impossible to translate accurately into
inglish,

The phrase in Romana 3:25b, "on account of the passing
over (TMag LYy ) of former sina,” also causes some troubles,
Commentators generally ignore or overlock it, emphasizing
the nature of God's righteousness, The fact that Faul here
usecs W4 #ocv instead of ’a'p'tnf(caating eway) ia significant,
It seems bto refer to the Ark and sacrifices of the 0ld Test=
ament, the conly means whereby sins were passed over (T"P"’“’)
until the time when they could he cast awey (Ifeecr ), Thus

Good Friday is the great Yom Kippur,

3vpiedrich Blass, Grammatik des neutestementlichsn
Creiehisch, edited by Albert Debrunner {Coottinfen: vandens
hoeclt und huprecht, 1954}, Pe T2
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