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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.




2l
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| :



