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the other sons of· Jacob wer not b::t.-=o,.ight baok from Egypt.17 

It was considered significant t hat the Jews should carry 

both the sarcophaeu.s ot Joseph and the Ark, both designated 

by 11, X • espec1.ally since betoJte·Exodua 13:19 o~ly the 

J1 ~,.,,, of Joseph 1s mentioned, and later only the Ark as 

l 1 �~� ;,(. • Perhaps they were identical, 18 and the Ark 1a to 

be interpreted after the manner of the Oairia-cottin.19 Ao­

cording to this theory, this casket became the sanctuary of 

the northern tribes, and later the sanctuary ot all Iaraei.20 

But there are severel difficulties with this theory. It ~y 

be tl'ue that the tol'm. or the Arlc and that of Joseph I a coffin 

were alike, t hat both were wood, and even that both had Cheru­

bim engraved on the top, as is true of many Egyptian sarco­

phagi. But there 1s no bridge between Jahweh and Osiris. 

The Old Testament tradition is not based on a 111J'th1cal death 

and resurrection theme. Jahveh is a living God, Osiris is a 

god of the dead.21 In addition, Joseph was buried at Shechem. 

If the Ark is his casket, then it can appear only at the sanc­

tuary 1n Shechem. But it appears at Shiloh as well, hence lt 

does not contain Joseph's bones;22 

l7Ibid. -
lBib1d _., P• 39. 
19Ibld -·· P• 36. 
20ib1d _., P• 39. 
21Ib1d -·· P• 40. 
22Ibid., P• 41. 
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'4£.2!1 ,and Ephod 

A more imp~assive development- or the box idea is that 

ot Arnold.23 He begins by pointing to the contusion involved 

in t he attempt to define the word -r.1 !) X • It someti mes .. 
appears to be a ga:rment, sometimes a large image, and some­

times a small image.24 Arguments have been advanced tor and 

against oach of these. A:rnold concentrates attention on l 

Samuel llpl8, "And Saul said to Ahijah, 'Bring hither the Ark 

ot God. 1 For the Ark of God ,~ent at that time with the peo­

ple of I srael. 11 In this passage the LXX replaced 1,., .~ 
'b°'il"?,-:.wi t h ~tf,oud •25 Critics suggest this as the cor­

rect r oadinR0 objecting that tho Ark was not present at the 

camp ot Saul near G1beab, but at Kirjath-Jearim.26 But Arn­

old cla i ms that the reading of the Hebrew text 1s authentic, 

and t hat t he word J 1-i ~ was removed in many places in the 

Old Tastament and replaced by , 1 01-1 , since the Ark was a 

recept acle for the oracles used by the priest. This con­

ception wa s :repugnant to the later, purified religion or post­

ex111c t imes, and the authors of the traditions inserted the 

2.3 Arnold, .22• ill,., pp. 11'f. 

21,.Eduard Koenig , Geschichte der Alttestsmentlichen Re-
11g1on (Guetersloeh: c. BertelsmannVeriag, l9l2), p. 21r, 
Gl'essmann, .21!.• ill.•• PP• 311".; Brown, .!!E• .2.!la.•, P• 6$ • 

. 2SAqu1 le retains i,p w -ctf s • 

26 3 Arnold, .21!.• .!!J!.•• PP• 122-2 • 
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less repugnant term, -r 1 G) ~ • 27 .' Theret'ozte, every reading ot 

-,. 1 !) ;( m.ust ba 1•0:plaoed by l 1 ""l 1'. 28 :_As an example or 
t b1s de l iberate substitution he clte o 1 Samuel 30 :7, which he 

ole1ms is en :ldsntical circumstance with l Samuel U,.:18 and 

l Sa1nuel 23:9, where t he - ·;c i-eadaT• 11011.& llllf/oo, a 

strange construction if t he Ephod ls a linen garment or an 

imags .29 

As a further support tor t his theory he points to the 

use of the ·t-1ol'd l f;, ·t-1l11ch he cle i ms is a technical t el"r.l 

used wit h reference to 'the i~phod in Judges 8:27, but not in 

l ·Sar,1uel 5:2, 2 Samuel 6 :17 (=l Chronicles 16:1, and 1.5:2~ .• 30 

The J.ebrew text :, he s ays, is :in er!'or. It was not an Epbod 

that Gideon rnade of gold, but an Ark. Sim1la:rlJ, in Judges 

17:S •ticah 111ade an Ar k , not an Ephod.31 

A!'nold bel ieve s that t here was not merely one Ark 1n 

Israel, but many. No passage, he says, is irreconcilable 

with t his theo~y. In fact, five passages oen be explained 

only on t he basi s of t his theory,32 and three more are under­

standabl e onl y if there were man:, "boxes" used for some sort 

27 ~., P• 10. 
28Ib1d -· 
29 ~,. Ibid., P• l"+• -
30ibid., P• 127. 

31 8 ~•• P• 12 • 

321 Sam.. 3:3; 4:3f.; 2 Sam. 6:2; 1 Kings 2:26: Jer. 3:16. 
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ot dlvination.33 ' He does not find difficulty, but support · 

1n the use of the phrase 1:1" 11.., J< TI } 1, ,l. "D" i1°2r ;-( n 1s to 

be taken ad jectivally: divine,.34 just a.a s,i ~ ;'f" ia to be 

understood adj-ect ivally: m1ght'1.JS Howevex- Budde, in his 

a:rticle 1u•itten i n criticism of Arnold,.36 points out that the 

tel'm 1 , "'l ~ 1s of ten used with the ax-ticle,37 thus disposine 

of the case .for the plurality of Arks, and shows that the 

phPese 'Q., il ?,'il n l l -,,~ makes perfect sense 11' "CJ, n-,.~ 
is taien as t he divine name.38 Mevertheless, this theory 

has been gener•ally ac.cepted in Cl'it1cal circles. It is com­

n1on today t o speak of many Arks, not just one.39 

These Ar ks, or boxes, were repositories tor sacred lots. 

Esch was a lso conceived or as a miniature temple that housed 

the spirit of t he divinity at the time ot div1n1ng--"a sort 

332 3am. 11:11; l.$:2l~r.r.; Judg. 20:27; Arnold, .!m• . .ill_., 
p. 34. 

34Ibi d., pp. 311--36. 

3.Ss1emund Mowi nckel, Re11fion Y,!!g. Kultus, translated in­
to German b y Albrecht Schauer .Goett1ngen: Vandenhoec~ und 
Ruprecht, 19S.3), p . 44. 

36Kez-l Budde, "Ephod und Lade,"~, XXXIX (1921), 1-41 • 

.37Ibid., p. 16. 

38Ibid., p. 18. 

39Ji'rich Klamroth, ~ !!!!9. Tempol (Ouetersloh: c. 
Bel'telsmann Verlag, n.d.), p. 1,3; H. o. May-, "The Ark--A 
M1niatu!'e Temple," ~ American Journal g! Semitic Languar;os 
,!M Literatures, LI (1936), 21$-311,. 
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ot shrine or refuge wlth1n which the numen could work its 

mysterious spell upon the lots wb11e shielded from the scru­

tiny of t he human eye. 1140 This conception• Arnold claims• 

1a supported by t hose passages vhe:re the Ark appears before 

battle scenes (e~g., 2 Sam. 11:11 l Sam. 14:lBt.).41 and 

J. Samuel 15:2.3 i ~ .9 il b, .g-, Sll 1l~ l °'"H'l "'D 'Op Sill&~. 

He changes ) 1 ~ to J .l '1 ll and t:ranolates, "for a sin against 

the o~a cle is rebellion, and the box and terophim are an ob­

ligati on . "42 In later times the boxes and oraclea were re­

placed by the prophets143 hence we bear no more about the 

oracle pi.aces a fter the A:rk was plEced in the royal sanctuary 

1n J arusaleni.1~ Accor ding to this theory, the fate of the 

Ark i s unimpo~tant and irrelevant• since there was no single 

Ark. Tha t is why' Jeremiah 1a not concerned with its rate 

(er •• Maccabees 2:41 1 Es. 11.3:54).4.S Many of' the "A:rks" 
I 

were dest royed by Josiah along with the teraphim (2 Kgs. 23z 

24).46 

40 Ar no.l d , .21?.• ill•• P• 13.3. 

4llb1d.1 P• 79. 

42Ibid•• P• 130. 

43Ibid., P• 1.38. 

ltkt~altber E1chrodt, Theolo51e des Alten Testaments 
(Goettingen: Vendenhoec~ Ufld Rupreolit,' 1957). p. 6~. 

4SArnold, ~P• .!!!!•• P• 138. 

46~b1d., p. 139, note 1. 
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Budde47 and others have pointed out a great many ditti­

eulties with Arnold's t hesis. In 1 Samuel 14:18 ,19,: can 

not be established aa an error or ohange ln the text. when 

Arnold makes such emendations. he uaea the LXX, but does not 

reco~nize t hat the Hebrow 1s also a good text. He ts merely 
1~8 

choosing between two equal possibilities. When he does use 

the LXX, he is not consistent. He usea 1t to oozarect the 

Hebrew t ext twt ce, but i gno?'es 1 t elsewhere.. When he changes 

,, E> ~ to J 1 ""l ,< he does violence to the text. O,nly the ?il 

of t he original word r emains, and the rest ot the word is 

changed.49 

l Ful'tthermore, if the Ark were merely an oracle, it would 

stay behind in a battle, but in fact, 1t did not. It -was 

lost because it wa s in the middle of a battle.SO It the Ark 

had been s o menni nglese a sanctuary as Arnold would make of 

1t, ons would not have gone to all the trouble and ceremon~ 

as t hat described 1n the story- or Uszah1 s death (2 Sam. 6).Sl~ 

Recent study bas also shown that the Ark was the &'Jlllbol 

47audde, ~- .!:ll.·, 1ft' • 

48Ibtd., PP• 6t. 

49Ibid _., p. 9. 

Solbid., p. 11. 

S'ln. Brinker, The Intlue~ce of Sanctuaries 1n Early Is­
Pael (Manchester: TneUn1vers1t¥ !resa, 19$). p. si. -
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ot unity during the time of tho United Kingdom.52 If this is 

true, then it cannot be maintained that it was multiple.SJ 

For one thin~, it waG not at home 1n any other sanctuary than 

the Temple54 (although symbolic Arks, copies or the original, 

may have had t heir p lace 1n a number or shr1nes).55 Again, 

1f it was only one box among many, then there was no need tor 

more t hen one pri est to serve it.56 Furthermore, David would 

have welcomed an oracle-box before battle, but instead sent 

1t back (2 sam. 15 :24-29).57 Nor would he have troubled him­

self taking the Ark to Jerusalem it it was just one decrepit 

article , 58 and 1r it would have lent no legitimacy to his 

throne.59 

Perhaps the n1ost telling arsument 1s this, that i"I!)~ 

is not a harmless word that could b6 substituted for Jl~~ 
by the scribes. It was considered a snare to Israel (Judg . 

52 1arti n Noth, Das System der Zwoolf Staermne Israels, 1~ 
BiAi~ (Stuttgart: w.Kohlbammer77irlag, l9JO), IV, passim,!! 
ll• 

S3K1amroth, .2P.• ill.•• P• 18. 

54~ .• p. 1.3. 

55Br1nker, 12.2,. ill• 

S£>x1amroth, .2P.• ill•, P• 17. 

57Ib1d. -
58Ib1d. 

S9Ib1d., p. 18, where Klamrotb maintains, against 
Mow1nckel, that even had David rebuilt the lost Ark, it would 
not have lent leG1t1macy to his thl'one. 
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8:27).60 As impressive as it may be, Arnold's theory must 

be rejected. 



CHAPTER III 

TlIE ARK OF TESTIMONY 

1Eduth 

The content of t he Ark wo.a not the oracles. but the two · 

table3 or the Law, the tablets of' Testimony; This is sig­

n11'ied by the word S'l :\ -Y ":}, which is used in the earliest 
II 

name for t he Ark. It is written in two ways, 

Pt -r ~. It 1s derived from the verb -r •1 ~ , to bear wit-
'•· If 

ness, wa~n, admonish, exhort,--originally to repeat, return. 

In the co~nate lansua "es this verb and its derivatives have 

come to mean custom or h&b1t.1 In this sense it is used to 

denote the two tablets of' tho Law, although the other con­

notations are not lacking .2 Another derivative of the same 

root 1s the noun ~ ":J • witness, and it is probable that 
•• 

n 1, i has overtones in this vein also.3 

The ter m n 1, "':l was used f'i:rst ot the tablets of 

stone, then or the Ark as containing them. and then of the 

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

1Francis Brown. s. R. Driver. and Charles A. Brisgs, A 
Hebrew and English Lexicon of' the Old Testament (Thli-d edi': 
tlon; Oilord: The Clarendon--P-reii,-ns1). pp. 728-Jo. 

2cr. infra, pp. 2b . .t. 

3Ludw1g Koehler. Old Testament TheologJ~ translated b7 
A. s. Todd (Philadelphia: The Westminlster ress, 19S7), p. 
209. 
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of Testimony after the tablets in F..xodus 2S:22, and tho Tab-

ernacle io called the tent of testimony in Numbers 9:lS and 

the dwelling of tho t0stimony in Exodus 38:21, Numbers l:So, 

S'3, and 10:llol~ I t1 t ho Pentateuch, theret'oro, the tablets of 

Testimony are considered the illl!)o!"tant factor 1n the sanctu-

Der-ivatives of' a sb11lar root, -r '} ., , loom lareo in 

the wo!'shtp life or IsI"sel 1n the wilderness. The conrp:-eea­

tion is t ei,.med TI :f ~ (one of the two parties bearing 1titness 

to t ho Covenant?), t he tent of meeting 1s ..,. t i ~ ~"()•~ , 

and Cod seya to Moses , that over the Ark, beti1een the Che:rub:lm, 
11

I will meet you, Tl r .,~7f l" (Ex . 25:22) .s Hcn~eveza, the 

·connection between T ~ ., and ~ l )I is at beat doubtful. 

I Exodus !t0:20 n 1 • ':} is equated with the tablets 

or t he Law,6 and is parallel to m ~ =, n in Psalms 78:.$ 

and to ft° "It' and 1'I 1 Y "' in Psalms 81:6, ll9:l4,1S6, Meha-r T ~ • 

m:i.ah 9:34, 2 KinRB 17:1$, 1 Kings 2:3, and Jeremiah 44:23.7 

S'Hellmuth Fraey, Das Duch der Genenwart Gottes unter ae1r..­
e~ Gemei nde , in Die Botsciiilt des Alten Testaments (Stuttgart: 
ea:iwer Verlag, 1~), II, 24. -

6A. l i o Renwick, "The A19k of the .Covenant, 11 The !'1el-J J31ble 
CoM?11entsry, edited by F. Davidson, A. r. Stibbs, and!!; F. 
levan (Second edition; Grand Rapids: Eerdmans Publishin Com­
pany , 19511- ), P• 292. 

7n. B:rinker, The Inf'luence of Sanctuaries in Ear1:y 
Isisaol ('Manchester:The University- Freas, 1946):-p. l~B. 
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In 0enes1a 31:SO God is called as arbitrator -r 'J. in a .. 
d1sputo between Jacob and Laban .a It can also be taken in 

the sense or "promises, tt "pledgeo. "9 

Thore is somo difficulty Nith the use ot this term 1n 

2 Kines 11:12, whor e t he testimony was given to the king at 

his coronation . Mowincke1lO believ.es that it was a scroll 

cont ainin~ t he king 's divine appointment and the ground ot 

hie pr erogative , while Jobnson11 sees it as a document with 

the 'iiel"IiU:S of J ah11eh 's covenant with David, worn by the king 

duri1 t he ceremony . It did not contain conditions to ob­

Se!'ve , but lil&'J have been inscribed with the promises or God 

O!' a copy of the Law.12 

\ At any rate, the Testimony sei-ved as a reminder. In 

Genesis 31 :44-48 Jacob and Laban set up atones as an Sl :a , -~. ,. 
They were to call to mind the mutual claims and obligations 

or t heir covenant. Similarly, the Law is the testimony of 

God's claim on his people (cf. Nehemiah 9:34).13 The Eeret 

8xoe hlel" , 12!!,. .2!!.• 
9Johnaon , 12£• ill• 
10s 1gmund Mowinckel, Be Tbat Cometh, translated by G. w. 

Anderson (New Yo~k: Abingdon Press, 19541, p. 64. 
11Johnson, .22• ill,., p. 21. 

12cr. Leviticus 17:18; 1 Kines 2:3. 

13Koehler, !2!!.• J!.ll.• 
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tablets from Ras Shamra refer to a sacred object called ED,14 
which Calger calls a prototype of the Arko~ Testimony, but 

1ts sigJ'11!'1ce.nc e i s unknown. 

The Significance or the 1Eduth 

The signi ficance or the tablets of the Law that were 

kept i n the Ark can bo seen 1n part from other boxes used 

for s pec i al pUI"poses i n ancient times. In the synagogues, 

even until the present, Arlcs wa?'e used. Even though they 

a1we ter med i'l .:I. '11 , they were based on the Ark of the f' irat 
T •• 

Templ e . They contained the scrolls or the Law, and were 

portab l e and taken out of doors on occasion.lS _ _) 

Special boxes were used as repositories tor important 

documents t hroughout the ancient Near East. In Egypt, for 

e~ample , important old inscriptions were often placed 1n the 

care or gods. The Book of the Dead speaks or some inscrip­

tions "under the feet of this god" and "in e1ner Buchlade zu 

Fueszen des Gottes Anup."16 In Letopolis medical writings 

were f ound i n boxes at the feet of Anubis, placed there 

14stephen L. Caiger, Bible .!!!!2. Spade (London: Oxford 
University Press, 19.36), p. $4. 

lSH. G. May, "The Ark--A Miniature Temple, n !!!!, Amer1-
Cat'l Jo'Ul"ual Sl£_ Semitic Languam,s ,!!!!! L1teraturos, LII (1936), 
225-26. 

16Hans Schmidt, 11Kerubentbron und 'Lade, 11 Euchar1ster1on 
tuer Hermann Gunkel, i n ~LANT (Goettingen: Vsndenhoeck und 
Ruprecht, 192.3), XXII, 136. 
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durin~ the time of Ramses II.17 The Tell Ta 1anok tablets 

were found in boxes of ola~ of a1ze comparable to tho Ark 

(60 X 65cm.) •18 

From the ll1tt1te capital of Dogbazko1 comes a treaty 

(covenant) 1-1i th the statement., '1.A tablet (o.f th1s covenant) 

will be l a id a·i. ·t he feet of the sun-god of the city A?'inna. 1119 

And i n a lGtte?' or Ramses II toe Hittite king concerning e 

covenant t hey had made: 11A copy has been laid at the feet of 

the f'Od Tes up and of the Egyptian sun-god. 1120 ~ o the Ark of 

t he Covenant was also a repository to be kept before the pub­

lic and befo~0 God, as a testimony against anyone who should 

brea: the Covenant. It was 1n t he care o.f God. Mondenha1121 

points out that since Hittite covenants were under the pro­

t ection of t he de ity., they were deposited as a sacred thing 

1n t he sanctuary of the vassal state--"perhaps also to indi­

cate t hat t he local deity or deities would not and could not 

e1d in breach or cov.enant.':). 

Mendenhall bas elao brought to light the fact that the 

first obligati on of a covenant was to remain aloof from all 

17'ftugo Gxsess1uan., Die Lade Jahves und das Allerhe111gste 
des salomonischen Tempiti, ln B\iANT tsiuttgart: a. Kobl.hamme?' 
Verlag , 1920), §eries 2, I, 43. 

18Ibid., note 97. 

l9schm1dt, ~• .!!ll•• P• 136., note 4. 
20ib1d. 

210. E. Mendenhall, "Covenant Forms ln Israelite Tradi­
tion,"!!!! Biblical Archaeologist, XVII (19.S4), 49-76. 
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foreign relations 

i.e., with other gods, and by implication, with other 
political groups. It meant that they [Israe,J could 
not make covenants with their neighbors either in the 
desert or later in Palestine, tor to do so would be to 
r ecogni ze the pagan deities as witnesses and guarantors 
of t he covenant.22 

The tablets i n the Ark were the Magna Oharta of the new 

state of Israel, and the archive of the religious community.23 

~They s i gnifi ed not only the treasure and ground of the cove­

nant of Law, but al so served as a testimony against the sin­

ful people and the i r sins in the sight of the holy Go4.24 ., 

Were the Tables Really in the Ark? 

The Ark i·ras considered as the repository tor the tables 

of the Law :until the Graf-Wellhauaen school called this fact 

into question.25 As stated above, the first one to doubt the 

existence or t he tablets was Goethe.26 

Several reasons have been advanced for doubting the 

22ill.,g_., P• ,38. 

23Er1ch Kiamroth, Lade und Tempel (Guetersloh: o. 
Bertelsmann Ve~lag, n.d:,-;-p:--19. 

21.i.Gustav F. Oehler, Theology; of the Old Testament trans­
lated by Ellen D. Smith (Edfnburgh:T. Sc IJ.'7""cia:rk, 18~), P• 
384. 

25Martin Dibelius, Die Lade Jahwea: Eine Rel1,1onss­
sch1chtl1che Untersuchung, in FRLA?fT (Goemiigen:ande oeck 
und Ruprecht, 1906), VII, 1. 

26In an article, "Zwo wichtige, bisher uneroerterta 
b1bl1sche Fragen zum ersten. Male gruendlich beantwortet," 
signed, "Von einem Landgeistlichen in Schwaben," quoted by 
Dibelius~ SE.• ill•• p. 2, note 1. 
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ex1stance of t he tablets: 

If t hey are so 3.mportant, why are they slighted in 
t he Temple dodication?27 
Why were they never d1splayed?26 
I f t he Ark contained only the Tables, this does not 
ex.plain the wonders connected ,.,1th the Ark. It 
should ratl1er bo connected directly with Jahweb;29 
it is more likely that the Jordan should atop for 
t he throne of Jahweh than tor two stone tablets.JO 
In t he Near East teraple arohivos, such as stone tab­
l e t s , a r e not ordinarily kep t in o holy of holies, 
bu ·t i n a separato room.Jl 

li'or these reasons, othei- theories about what the Ai-k con­

tained have been proposed. One such theory would have it that 

the Ark contained a stone fetish. But no one would put a 

stone .f etish in a wooden box that can stand. less 11ear than 

the s t one i t self; snd people want to see a relic.32 Fui-ther­

more , if t h e atones 1'llere merely rough stonea from Sinai, then 

how would '.:;hey have come to be engraved'l33 And finally, on 

tablets of stone it is the wr1tins . tbat must be preserved, 

not the atone itself. 

One theory haa it that on Sinai there was an ancient 

moon-sanctuary of Arabian origin. The Jews were on their 

27oressmann, .2.2• ~., pp. 62f. 
28n1belius, .22• s!,!., pp. 2r. 
29:tbid., P• .3. 

)Oibid., P• 31. 

31.aressmann, SE.• -2!!•, pp. 42.f'. 
32Ib1d., P• 1$. 

33a. D. Erdmana, "The Ark or the Covenant,"~ Ext>os1-
Ser1es a, II~ (1912), 416. 


