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(tent), which, while it is used more often than 71504,0 1s
gonerally considered the more gonoric tormas Scholors usutle
Ay interprot ¢;1N as veferring to tho outer, tent-1lite
structure, which houses the "Jlﬁ!} » the place vhers God
dwelle or condescends to reveal His gloz';rw‘l {compars tho oW
Teatomontts (cpov and vlos), Even though the thoological
comotations of 43N and 73U Y are, no doubt; %o bo distin-
guishod,™ in eetual 014 Tostoment usago the distinction boe
twoon tho two often is not obsarved. Thusy the troppings
and furniture of both arc spoken ofe. It is always 435N which
is uged in tho familiar phrasa, “tebornscle { T 1Y) of the
congrogation”, never 1310'9 o It is vory interosting to note
that the oloud is spolen of as resting upon both: with %3N
in Pxe 33, 103 Iums 9; 175 and Muee 12,103 with I0Y in Exe
110; 36,303 thm. 9y 15 18, 19: 20. 223 and Hume 10; 11,
Pgice (Bx. 10, 3L and 38), the gloxy ( "TIQJ)} of the Lord
is spoken of as £illing the 7310'5‘ 1 nothling conparable is
said of tho &N« Ma_last fact; plua their occurrance in
the same verse on two oocasions (M. 36, 1l and BExe L0, 19)
is the only resl ovidonce for any sarly distinction betwesn
tho two terupe All of theso facte seom to indiecate quite

105‘:0““@' Op. ,E.?.—.!.iu_ PPe 952=34

Mge, wg1iiam Cooke, The Shelrinsh (Londons Jv B. Cooke,
1857). 9.12 {fﬂﬂmte)o' -c—ir: 2lso liXe 36, 11{. and Ll-Oj 106

1214 19 intorosting to note thot in the New Testement,
7120% and & AN are egain combined in the gingle torm, cknvy e
Was this due ko the rabbinic emphasls on the Shokinah?
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clearly that In carlior deys tho stem, -pm',. WaS NOT TOver-
ed g0 :hig;u'y'as by tho rabbins, who made it into one of
tholir moost cherasteristic theological conceptss

Beforo we Investigate the theologicsl use of the verd,
790 , itself and ettompt to dotermine what "ho Shelkinsh
concept of the (Ld Testament” was, we should first look
briefly ab the chiocf 0ld Testament synenyms for 72U s
Flght other vorbs beside 7J W are ccomsionally iwensictoed by
Tdwell" in tho Authorized Version.l3 By far the most commion
of theso is 20", This commion stom 1s used almost 1100
vimos, making it a vory propor object of dotnlled study in
its o right. Its baalc meaning, of courso, is ¥sit',
Some L20 times the Aubhorized Vorsion ronders it with “dwell™
and elsevhore with Yabide!, "pemain®, "Yorry", etcs Itz G2
participloy, qUi)7,; 1s the roguier 0ld Tostamont word for
tho Vinhebitint® of o land. Only occesionally does tho stom
connote short duration,™ Whon God is its subjost, it is
usod most Treguently in somi~anthropomorthic feshion to dos-
cribe Godls recidonce in tho hoavens (gse Pable VI)s, (In
one ecaso, Dan, 7; 9, this is also truo of the Aramaic equi-
valont, J§', bub hore with the apocelypiic term, "Ancient
of Days", as ito subjects) Intoreatingly enough, in the

seven instoncos in tho Old Posbement vhere tho phrase, "God,

young, Ope ol ppe 163-k,
11!-@ glistman's Concordence, II, Se Vi AWy PPe 566-754
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who dwellost botwoon the chorubim”, ocours (T'2%233 Jw™ ),
it is almys' aU" and nover 'pu} which ia uso&--n:c;i this in
a contoxt which was very close to vhat lateor Judsiom associ-
ated with the .Shekinehi Finolly, wo may rlso note four othe
or ingtances (I K. 6, 273 II Chre G, 183 Po. 9, 1l; and 2g.
22, 3) whore God's condescension snd dwelling ou sarth is
spokon of (which is tho essence of the Shelinah concopd),
this goneral term, MUY, ia used inatead of the -pui we
night oxpect. ;
Excopt by contrast, the othor uynonyms of 'I:IW' in tho

QL@ Teutoment ore of 1little help to us. Tho atom, 17 5 18
often used in an almost synonymous senso with 'l:Jui o« Iis
basic meaning is "to turn aside from the woy" or “sojowm a
aghort ti;no“,ls and the Authorized Voraion generally trans-
lotes it with “"sojourn”e It nevor has Cod a5 a subjects
The vorby ‘]-]‘-r; is ugod only once in the Hobrew 014 Testew
ment (Pee Bl;; 10)e It is more common in the Aramaic (used
sevon bimes in Denlel). We lmow it best by its sognate,

9\ 7T (goneration)s Its basic idea seaus Lo be "to go a-
round”, "o go in a civele™ 0 me verb, sl s is used al-
most 150 timesy; and ita basic idoa is "bo incline, "to set

onegelf down"y and o usvally "to encamp'; or “to pitch® a

15g0sontus, Ops cltes PPe 163-l.
lé'.‘ﬂlido.- Ps 193,
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tenty !  Tme 1t s used regularly of the atagos of the
Israelitest journoy through the wilderness, and onco of sob-
ting up the tebernacle (ilwa, 1, 51). In tho woll-lnown Pa.
3li, 7 it in used flguratively of the "Angel of the Lord®,
bubt in Hwle 9, 18.1% is used almost antithotically %o oW,
and henco it is clear that the teorm bas no theological sig-
nificances Tho othor wordis translated “"awell” ncod nst dew
tain us longe Both 7’7 and TY) ers trenslated with “awell®
in the Authorized Version only oncos 9_:1 1.!' is used only cnce
with conjugal implicaticns; and ihe Aramele N1W, with
Maght® as 1ts subjoct; is onca renderaed "nziwell‘; in Dene -2,
22, Jono of this aida us in owr study of the stom,- (U
Detallod study of tie verb, 7J0, shows that it is tho

only vorb meaning "dwsll® in the 01d Testament, wiich really
has any speclalisoed, theological sense, and which is so used
with some dogree of consistonce, (The use of the word, -
W 7, a8 we anw. belore, shows thot in Plolical tiAmes thia
usage had not yob bocome as Iixed as Inm latver deys. Yot
24 i3 not used with nearly the freguency ol ‘P Wwina
theologlcal sensej and it cannot be denled that 2W" has a
vivid, almost postic end entiwopoworphic quality, which
‘]JILf Jdoas nob.) Out of 2 sotel of 109 cases wharo 'PUJ' is
used in tho Gal, God ia its subject twenty~four timos, ond
¥elory® or "cloud", both manilostations of God, control it

 YTmbia., pe 2916
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in five other instancose (Seo Teblo Ve) itk fow cxcopiions
the verb is thon used in a context vwhich cuphagizes Godlg ine
tinmate and slmost porsonal veolation to His pocples (lione ef
i tho vorses explicitly mele this ccnnection; bul tho cloas

polationship bobwoen this and tho covenent concept is obvious.)
Often 1t 1s followed by 721h1("in the midst of theo") or
ginilar exproscions ol familiarity. To dwell with His poo-
ple was synonymous with dwelling in Jermsalem (Pa. 135, 21),

on lite Zlon (Ise 8, 10}, ov upon & "high ond holy hili® (Is,
57, 1805%% 10 7. 33, Ba it is steted thet Jehwe dwollse on
high, but thizs is paralleled in the laecom‘!. holl of the varso
with "iic hath £illed Zion with. judgemont and plghteousnsssv.
Ta T Kinge 8, 12 and II Chwe O, '1 it is usod of Godtls pro-
sence in the sanctuary ( ?3‘1!:1_1 T2 qf‘_]--"dr:ell in thick
darimoss™) .27  ( 95’3’! also lateor assumed speculative cone
notatlons connected with the Sheldinahj compare yvifles in
Hobe 12, 84)

In cortain instances weo may draw delinite parallels be-
tween the way in which the 01d Pesbtament uses 'pui and rabe
binic thought on the Sholtinsh, In Josl 3, 17 and 3, 21,

']J lu is used in @ very cschatological context; as wo shall

g0, thoro were delinite cschatologicel conmotations in both

13nce 70U has such definite theological comnotations
here, 1% is difficult te undorastand how mony critiocs can clto
these verses Yo prove that tho Jows werc honothelstic at thds
timel '

19ce, supva whot was eeid of the consistont use of U™
with 013499 ¢
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Judpisn's and Coristlianity's conception of tho Shwokinsh, In
e 5, 3 and 35, 3h God¥s dwolling in tho land is stated as
& reason to maintalin ceromonial cloamsossi we sholl seo

later that tho rabbis taught similarly that sin causod the
romovel of the Shokineh from the land. In Sze, 43, 7 and 9, .

7oU is usod irmodiatoly after the imeginative account of
the Ghelkinahls roburn to the prophot!s now temples This is
undeubtedly the 0Ld Festawont'a closest apphroech Go the
lator Shokinoheteruinologye Finaelly, we must noto thab, in {
Fge 6B, 18, 75U is uged in o conboxk vhich Sts Paul (¥ph.
li, 8) end 811 Christondom alter him hove intorprotod ag
ilossianic,. :

The Piol of ‘]Jﬂj in every case bubt four is used with

'UuJ ("to place his nome there®), one of the axpresclons
used as a2 syaonya of God E*_maelf_.ao In ¥s, 78, 60 the Fiel
of oUW is elso used of the tabermacle { 457N, but peral-
loled with, 7HUY)e

In the face of this svidonco, it is obvious thet somo-
thing approaching the rabbinic doctrino of the Shekinah is
dofinitely prosont in tho Cld Tostamonb.® As wo have ale
reody notod, the ‘,Juj stem has not yob taken on the more

cpociclized sonse with which labtor Judaism endowed i%, bub

20340 tho discuasicn of Ty in Cheps IV infra,

_21‘;:0 might also noto that this "Theological” use of
SUW is seatterad over tho ontire 01ld Togtament, thus cone
futing the "animism to trenscendence” schome of the ovolue-
tionary hypotheosise
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it is cloarly tho favorito word in the (1d Testamoni: for ex=
prassing Johwels presence with Iis poople. Froguently, an
author will usec 7:||u' in both thoclogical and sscular gonsaes
in adjacont versos, but iSs cmnasistont usc whonevor Codis
concourss with Hils peopls is tho subject mokos it certain
that this stom meant more %o tho pilous Jow, vho was acquaint-
od with his Uld Testamont, than any other similar word or .
syuonyn could posailbly havee Honce, it wes quiits natural
that thoe ratbins shouwld later choose this st to character-
izo an old concep®, which thoy now desived to single out for
groator omphasls because off albtorod cirocumstoncos among
thelilr potploe

A8 we alraady yci'm:ad out in Choptor T, the 1dso of
Godlg presonce with Eis poopleo and cfire and concern for then
iz practlically axioumatic in the thought of tho 01d Weotae
uont.2° Huch of this omphoais in the 0ld Peotomont hea no
cormection with the root, TJui » undor which heading the
*abbins gréupad all such ldoas, Chlof nuong thsse is the
idea of tho TIID or "glory" of Cod; in many instances we
night simply say that the later temm, "Shekinah®, wes o parse-
phrzge or translation of the ilebrew, TIJS, except for the
fact that NP7 is ihe roal Aramaic eguivalent of T)2J
which tora is oiten used in distinection to the Shekinch,

This wholc probilez we shall considor in Chapter V.. here

223@6 Chape Is
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