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CHAPIER I

Tha conaant of the Shokinah wag one of the favorlite ds-
vicas af mbbinlonl theolozinng to dsoeribhs thelr dodls
neayness and concern for ile pasple. While thnt spesific
concent is not Riblical, very much of what it is tryinz to
exprana is Biblicnlly groundad.s 2uch thot the Zhekinan
mezant to the xr“-‘l“"‘“ is not forelpn to the Old Tastament
aift™er, althoush the sams concents are couched in differont

torminolosions MHonea, it will he our duty in the early

0% Bl

pnaea of thie theole to attenmpt to detormlnc jJuat
lieal thile fonture of early Judalss ise

™ie attempt will not only involve o ecancful gtudy of
t7a verh, 19- _',g‘, and ite cormetes in the Qld Testament. Ve
mast alno take gsoma note of the host of Qld Testanont con-

eantp, whieh nisght have sorved o source-~z2ierials of n-

a

iration Tor the mabhine, ond which were lator subsumed une
der a gingle neadinz. Other rabbinicnl conecenta, sinlizar to
the dhekinah, willl have to bo dealt with in order to learn
the sxnct senge in which thay ternm wea undepratood,.

Yat no ons would deay that much of what was inocluded un=-
dor tha "shokinon® headinz was not Bibliczl. Many scholars
wonid sithar éat thesge chenses into 2 gerneral context of
410 dovolonnant of rolizlen” or would find thelr couse in

ho aneronchments which Graokk thouszht was sumnosad $o bo

making upon the Jowigh world of that time, In those intro-

N e ——
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ductory poges, 4t will alse ho nececasary to study some of
the poasible causes for ths dsvelopmont of this Amportant
rabbinic theolosounonon.

“e naturally approach this whole probleom ultimately from
o Tow Testomont viawpolnt. Tho problom of the relationanhip
hatween the two Testormanta ia Imoity onoush as 1la, but the
wiwle nloturo bhocomos Infinitely more complex whon we reme-
enber that the ¥ew Teatament was not 9*1" influonced hy our
canoniezl ©ld Tastasent, but was alse subjact to the nmany
oubtle chanzen which four hundred yoars could make In the
minds of pooulace and theologians ﬂiima- Jony parallels can
be drawm hetween tha rebbinie attempte. &t hringinz Ged neap
through the Shelkzinah and the Chrlatlen orphtsis on tho ;n-

armntlon, which 0laindd to bo the ultimate in unlitlang =man
ani #od, In tho lator pagea of thls theslo we ;~L¢l 300 how
the Shslinabe-concent mzy hove influonced not only the voos-
wlary of the Now Testomond, but also the bheses of Christilo:
thonlosy.

Tinally, ve shall study brisfly tﬁs nossilkls influecnce
of this concept on bhoth Jowlah and gﬂrlstiﬂn 1iturzieg, Uq
mizht expoet that influcnca to Lo comaldorable, for litur-
2ios con ofton exprosa botter the intanglbles of religion
thon & systonatic theologye

tmuever, bafora we hagzin our atudry of tha fhelklneh it-
acif, we should, in theme introductory pagscs, sttompt to do-

tormine its roiationahip to the roliglous end philosephlcal




3
atmosphore of the timos. Our interest here is not =2t all
philosophical, but h=zoause the ghakinall treads upon zround
whildh is common .to both.relizious and philoascphical thourht,
it will be neoeasary to discuss tho problem in philosophica
temmz, for the roligious doss not include such chatractions
in ite vocabulary.

In briaf, the prodblon, common to the OL:
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o All other relizious and to 2ll except atheliatic philoso=-
iom; 1a that of Cod's tranacendenca ve. His immanonce. If
dod lg the Craztor, tho Absolute, ths Prime Mover, whot aon-

taet, 1T any, can iie have with the created, sensible universe?

€

n

he pantholatio solutlon of identifying erecior and orone
tion 18 rojented, some dogree of divins tranascendonce muet
ha nrajdiczteds If ¥Fo is trenscendent, how will lie reveesl
f1imgell 4o ronkind?  Throurh intermediariss, or by self-rove-
lation; ond, AT ths latter, by theophany or incarnation?
wvery rolizlon and every philosophy =2like must face up
to this problome Heliglons rersly oxprass their solutions
in systomntic forme of phlloscophy, but asclutliona they do
zive noverthcless. This is particularly trus of hoth the
Q1d fontament ond of the roabbking; presontation 1z unsystenm-
atic and the torminelozy le embiguoue in both Instances.
The ':u.mr:'i:i‘ﬂn in: do hoth of theme systoms solve tho problem
of Lummnence vee trongeendence in the save uay, or hAVe OXe-

fronaous Pootors influcncoad the vehimnlen) considevation of

the problem?
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:l.;mm;:am;u of t,'ne. Wallhzuesn schiool of thouszht view the
Shelinnheconesp: oo the and of n long serica of intarmel do-
vn:o‘z::zonts in the rslizlon of the Hobrows, Thiaz tyne of en~
pronchy including the many verying forsg 1t 2ssumes, unus.liy
discounts revelation and fieds the orijzin of 2ll religion,
including thet of the Hebrews, in the varicus forms of totom-
igm, onlmiam, etoe, vhich wara rampant in the ancient *..-or'!.e..l
This neap-ponthelstic form of primitive religion hadt faw
quaing about o tranacendant god, hecause thware tero gods or
Aomi-gode 2ll about thems

In gone instances this crude cuperatition zave way to

forme of polytheiem; but in all the onclent

]
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pantheons, the goda ond goddsages were alunys noor and might
aszgune eny numbar of forma in their deslinzs with men. For
rongons which ors never explained, the Jawe alons, in dscid-
ed contrest to all thoelr nsighbore, developed under {he lon-
derehip.of both'priesta-and.prophots from grogs polytheldn
throush hemothelom to = unlque monothelan. These various
atocas of dovelopment era all sald to be disceruible in aif-
foront narts of the 014 Testomont. Harly writera, vho vieu-
ad God more iwsonontly, desceribed Mim in very onthropomor-

T# wng o school of postesxilic priestly writora, who

lT"QP = 'EJI‘J.O.';' O"'.'Gﬂ"lew Of ?..-'!15 'I‘Tnﬁt:"::'.::is ,,_“‘.1 .‘.tﬂ !'G'w.-'l-
denee”, sce Peul Hoinisol, :
{Goliermevilla: The Lituwezicnl Preus,

e
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Tirat rescted secversly sgninet theoo eorly ermidiiles snd ho-
gen to doscribe God in more tranacondent terms ond laft only

o ritunl approach opon to Hine The movementa toward abao-
nte nonotheism and towerd yoleibive transcondance had reache-
ed their climax ot about the time of the DPeorsian domination,

Muring the next period, however, whon Gresi: infTluence

vig pradoninant, o complete ronction agalnst the perzonnl,

anthroponsrghic dezerintlion of Johwe in thelr Serinturss set

The Groeek avaersion te matior was acceptad, &nd dod wag

I~
.

ireduslily baniahad from the unlverse. Howevor, the Jews
atill firmly bhelieved in divine movarnancae of the world, and
50 they found it nocaossary to postulate various sorts of

hyoootooas or nmodiators betwaon God and the world--anong

=Y -

’l:.:-:’ f (< e 5...1-"*.
neforsc wo Atscusa this rabbinic view of Ged'e relotions

to tho univeirza, :zm-m'e'cr," 1% is necaszary for ug to under-
atand how tho Bihie itreld approachas this problems Whnte
aver avidence there might he Tor or agalinst o completely
naturalistic and vatlonalistic explonntion for the devolop-
mant of pralizion: it camnot e dsnied that the 014 Teastament
doos mate considornble use of anthropomorphisma and anthro-

popathiamse 5o vivid do these bhecome on occnasion that it is

-y

a pather Tair gampling of theso, swa Holnlach, OD.

..
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evon stated that God whistloe ,'.{" claps his & :'J.a, drowe o
gword fronm hie aez.hh:a.r&,s ond troads & vina preoss o

Jsneh Tlzuves are much nere common in the enrlier books
of the 018 ;‘estamnt', put later suthors Dy no means glnm
name  In purtleuler lo thia true when wa are 21ing with
poatrys (It :L': intorasting fo nota, too, thoat anthroponor-
phisms nng &lﬂnﬁt aluvaya .'1‘*‘!1‘90 0 Jaiva, the covenant-{od,
"and not to Blohim, nol sven In fhe go-colled "ilshistic!

1is pointe %o what sseus to us to De tho nost likely

axznlanaiion for al:most all Bibliea) anthropomorphisms and

anthropopsthilamgd that they ars E!“""‘“E? vivid flzsures of

gpoach, ueold deilberately end purposefully by uititers-of
hot™ proge and pontry to help sive urgoncy and ; a“-r-« anay to
vt Sy urotc. HHow Tigurative these exproassions are r-:an.nt

ko b2 in evideny in the froguent comnaxison of God with ani-

Hala,
a"-
Is. ?' la.
[+
PR 225100
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Cuatava Cohlor, Theolozy of tha 014 fentzzent (drand
Ropids: Zondervan -*uisiia‘ﬁ'ﬂ" T-oueo, e ) De 99 in thls
sonneetion, note aloo Jene T, 10

*::'
5 ad
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Todoy, ac well as in loses' day, it is practically ine
posolible to dascribe God or Hia actions without resorting to
some sort of anthropomorphism. Thia is true of even thes most
concise theology, bocsuse it too must operate with huren
torms ‘and within human ocatogories. The How Teatamont does .
not hesitote to ugse similar figures, nor have preachersz aver
since, "Anthropomorshism doas not a2im at mmanizing God,
but--to‘bring dod elone to man as 2 warsm, living peraon and
thua to prasarve and strengthen roligious 111‘0."10

Luther, in his usual penetrsting fashion, understood how
inevitehle anthropomorphisma are and applies hisg famillar
lorve Dol concapt on them:

Sito. Boal1s ALGINUAD 04 00G1UR AHOGRATOyem-NASeRE0
;Einvgﬁ;agtoLm‘!l.:vg‘;.gegmﬁgdgzeﬁt:.iégtf&%:ge
-aubn hoo involucro me carto spprshondes.

In a2 monsey the anthropopathisms are still more nceces-
gary, for they express in tho only lenguage vhich mmon bee-
inze ocn understend roal attitudes of od toward the world,
"The anthropopathiss gorve to keep wakeful and strong the
conaciousnoags of tho living, holy Cod, the ildea of whom men

a0 willingly voletilizes into ‘.batmctiona."la

1014,

1artan Luther; Commantory on M quoted in Cohlaer,
CDe Citey Do 112, note 3.

120oniar, Obs cit., De 115.

’ wy "o
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The 014 Toatamant apanks of Cod.in Lotk immonent and
trangeondent terms. On thoe other hand, the Jews of the 014
Tastaomont wero always--unless.we unhesitatingly accept the
source hypothasia in its orassest forms--inmressed by varlous
divine attributes which wa generally relste %o Cod's trens-.
csndenca, vize, Hi8 aseiity, omnipreacnce; ommipotence, im-
mangity, ormisciencs, holiness; otes. Ag 1t was axiomatic
with the Jew that God wae the oreator of the universce, so it
followved inevitably that his creator muat troangeend his croe
ations The 014 Togtomend frequently contrasts ths etermal
God with the finite creatures %o nagd cite only Pas 113,
B=063 Pse 903 Tge 55, 8-93 Pa. 1393 or tho ook of Jonsh. Ie
knows 211 of mon's thoughtse He is sbsolutoly holy and do-
mandg as ouch of-men.13 S0 mmeh gtroega had been-placcd on
this silde of (od's neture that 1t woe o o&mon haliel that

14

1o one could bohold God and otill live. Johwa 1z "o mag-

nified humen king envrapped in lsoletion” 10
On tho other hand; howaver, the 01& Pestoment i3 by Nno-
means incoznizant of Jod's immenonce. Chrisfian thinkers

have often accugsed the Jows.of only & FPhapisale formaliem, -

131"0:- o fuller discuaeion of theso 013 Tosgtoment attrib-
utos of God, aee Hoinlsch, ODe 8lt., DPe T4-964

Mﬂungpam only Iss Gy 5+ This populor attitude 1s evi-
dent in almost overy haop.haw-m both "eat:mants.

55, Aveleon, The Immapenco of Jod in Rabbinical Liter-
atuyre (Iondon: Hacmillan ond TVoes ulnitod. 1912), DPDPe .
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with no comprehension of the divine Imuenencesi® mnis 1s @
aomp.lei;,e nisvepresentstion; as all tho gubseguent pages of
this thesls willl shows Rather the entire 01d Testament is
convorned with God's relations with mankind, Through Eis
prosaonce in the sanctuary (which approaches our particular
intercst, the Shekinsh) He was very noar; if not immanont,
to Hie poopla. ' Joh of Qld Testamont  thoology centors in
the covenent which Johwe nmade with His choson roce. God's
love for His peoople ls freqguently portrayed in muptial tarms.
Jod rovenls Hineslf partloularly in His providentisl csre
for Israel. Besideg the transcendent atiribdutes mentioned
avove,; lie alao possespes the attrlibutes of love and maz-uf
('r‘gz,r, [Ts DAY & Okcs) '.17;
and His Spirit inspires wman's wisdom, holiness, ond sonse of

Just-&.ce.‘-la

Ha iz ae & fatker to Isrsel,

It is Jjust this inspired genlus of fhe ancient HAebrews
to moke lmaenence and transosndence coflezce into ong anotie
er and becomo componant, Indisponseble paris of the seme
wholc, that distinsulshes tholr God (and the Uhristians?)
fyom 51l othora, and which makes one hlghly skeptilcel of the
too-glimple solution which many Biblical oritics proposgs
The Hebraw approach to the probvlen simply does not follow

6113d., pp. 12-8,
Miointach, Op. Gitey DDs 96~105.
18&-{18180!1,. 92. mtg DDe 48"53.

L T s ST e
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the asme Ling of development as does Greol: philosophy. One

authoy has statsed thies fact succincily:
Bow oould the Absolute be 2 porson? For our phils
osophy 1% ocould only be Ly sheddingz all lipitations
and gc ceasing to be an Indlviduals 3ut the Hebrow
took tho zrent leap of the mystio and held both the
ahgolutenans and the porsonaliiy of Johovahe It is
instructive in this comnectlon to odheerve how Phllo,
.hant, on turning Johoveh into 2 philodophical Abso-
lute, an abstract vure beling, had to get rid, by
allesorical internretetions, of all the charncters
igtios of the Jehotuh aof the 014 Testaments Hoither
2rid nor Amos nor cny Hehrew would sver have rg-
cognizad the wapld abatraoction with whilch Fhilo
congs out &g fhs Jehovnh frhey H»d lkmown.

D14 panbinice thoolegy now follow the C1d Testemont In
dosling with the problem, or wes it deflooted by tho consid-
erztionn of Goael chilosophy? Thars is & cleny tendenoy
(21though only o tepdeneyl) in the Targuus end the Sephuae
zint to gmm or paraphrase anthropomopphleme and thoophanien;
#nd othor expresuions, such ag "Shelinaii, are oven substie
tuted for the divine nome (the 'i‘aﬁmgm:mﬁaton). It 49 tme
thaf ¥aimonldcs, many canturies later, &id set up the Incor-
porsality of God os o doznma and placed spyone who denled
this doctrine upon the lovel of sm idolater,2C but 1t 1z on
extremely tenuous apwument which attempts to noke mbbine of

Christ's tise mibject to the same foreisn iufluonves &s-a

| ié“ﬁrcar iﬁedbnald m Philo gal Genlu
catll § LI L . » T % —
{ Priucoton? Erinceton,mﬁr%mity Freag, 1930) s PDe U=l

20—101}18 'szbsrg - Wanthropomorphisn and Anthrapopatbisr”
Jouish Encyclopedia (Now Yoris Funk and Waznalls COe, 1507) s
I, 62% :
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medioval philosophore %Taus Moore writos:
-’oo.!.'b is, llwwevor. an egroglous exror to think that
tho ¢ argmnu atteupt to diap*:ssa of 211 the anthrapo-
rioyphisms of Scripturos..thsy reproduce falthiuily
thoe whole ronge of hwaen emotions atiributed to hinm
aself o tThe render will then oampara Fhilo's
treatwent of such nawpatives wilh the Targums ond
the ddrash, ho will discover how 1m10cant tho Fale-
entinian mastors wews of an "abstract® or "tronse
eonr:lon‘i‘."...og any other sort of a ph_loaophical-
ides of Godet
o Influonces besides those from Alexandrls excried pros-
ure on Jowdan, probably chief of whilch were the varied cire
cuagtances of living in Palestine l1tsslf aince tho Exile,; to
hich the theology of’ tho times nat.zml Ly would have to ade
dross itaclfis ;

Besides the Shekinsh the rabbls employed a host of other
concapts Lo safoguard tho nsjesty and déii;!s" of Gode Those
wo shell treat in more detail in the fourth and Fifth chape
ters of thim thosis, bub it would seem cdvisable toe skotoh
hors some of their nost cowmon parephrases and circurlocu-
tions of the 014 Tostament. Actuasl theophanies are ccmpleto~
1y shummeds The angel of the Lord and the loly Spirit are
glven incregsing functionss Various concepts of the 01d
Testament ere personifiied, and aro oither made to ropresont
God on earth or are used #s paraphrasos for_ Iis owm names

the glory (711 or }('!_f_"), the nsme ( ~0 ), the word (7127

Elﬂoorge Foot livore, Judaism in the Plrst Contwriss of

the Cﬂmiatim E:'a tho Ago oi‘ tha Ta.nnaim (Umnbridgo: Harw
vord oniversi ess,
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or -‘V'],.?"?}' wisdon ;lgri.?'g}, 1ignt ( QYV), otce T¢ 1o
ne longer Zod who actz or gperks, but one of thesc subati-
tutes Tor Minm. ¢od's own personaliiy no longer dwellsn in
the templo, .but his Hame, or the Sholiinah, or the Angel,
The Gel sten in the originel toxt ("I shell dwell in your
ridst") Jlz reploged hy the Hiphil (*I ohell esung Ry =-- 0
dwellM ). ILikewlise }:3;- ohaenging ons vowel-poiri, tle oricinzl
SIN 97 ("to bahold the fsce of God") becomes 1 N:I_:' ("to
eopeart'), The Soptussint often goes even further thon the
'-:ars_m::rf; in elinincting anthropomorvhinms. The "imcge of ‘tod"
beconesn &{ﬁ-( Kv{nfn), end the "mouth of Cod" becores fm(-ﬁm '
h’upl'ou. A1 Bevan emotione aro excluded Trom the Deiiy. Ra-
pantance, wrath, and pily are parephrased In & way that prod-
lecates nothing hmmen of God-ea

Schnlars expresg wany varying opinlons on tho causes for

this trond. Vuonschs, for exompla; believes that the Sheki-

neh phrageology wes intendod merely to siress Johwe's immon-

ence In the world in confrast to the prevailing raligious
opinions of o1l othor notionme Mo writes:

wo 1s% ein Schmlecuadruck, der in der Mitte zwischen
dem spekulativon. fonken und konkreten Vorstallen
ucher Jottes Wemon steht. Veghrend dle Juedische
alexendrinischen Relizionephilosophan Cott als ue-
hor-und audgarweltlich fugefen, der nur mittelbar
durch peschaffono, golhstogndize Yescn oder Hypo-
stagen seine Wegenheli in dor Welt zu bethaetlgen
veruoorey hielien dle juedischen Volkalehrsr in
Palasstine und Babylon nach Vorgang dor Blblischm

220inzhorg, Ope 0ltey Ppe 622-3.
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Schriftateollor dos Alten Testoments an der immer-
woltlichon Wirkeamkeit faste Cott ist gogorwaortig
in der Wolb, or rubt und wohni bol soinom Volks,
leoitet ccine Goachicke und groldft wmmitiolbar in
dieselben uit seiner macchtigen Hand oine..Somit
haben wir in 37334 einen Declmamon oder eine -
Hebenbenonmmg Gottes, die fucr Gott selbst stehi,
ihn aber nach ciner bestimaton Vosonsseite, noem-
lich nnck seiner realon Gegernwart ir.zger Yelt, dom
monschlichen Bewusstsoln nchobringhe

llaybaunm belioves that these changes wors necesstyy 4o
word off nisconcoptions theb might arice in the pepular Jove
ieh mind itseli-=without any foroipgn influoncos--gs the Ara-
meic tongue repleced Hebrows HHo writes:

Das Schriftthum der Hebracer; so weit es une in der
Bibol vorliegt, ist von Bildern upberfuclls, was
froilich ouch durch die abstralbe wnd fdoclle Ma- .
teric, die in dor Bibel zumolst behandelt wird, ver-
anlasst wurdes Trotzdom bleibl es oin merimmusrdig-
08 Zeugniacs von dor uwoppigen Fhantasio dieses Vollk
ws, dasa der Gesetzgeber oft da, wo or oo oindring.
lich aungsprichi, dass kein Bild Gott darzustellen
vormag, it einer borundernsworthen Haivetooet wvon
dor Iland, dem Pusse wnd den Ohron Gottes redet. Is
atoht jedoch fomt, dass, so lange dic hebraische
Spreche poaprochen wurde, den viahron Bokennorn

dor morfischon 6 dicse Wrcpen Immor mur als sole
cho erschicion sinds Als aber Dur Zolt dss zwelten
Tompelas dio oromeeische Sprache lmmuor mohr wobor
Hond nchm wnd sur Ungongsspracho wurde, und sich
endlich deg Beduoriniss nach oinor Ueborsctzung des
Pontetouchs iumicr mohr golisnd machie, d= war 03 N
tuorlich cine Frego von deor hoochston Dodoutwng, ob
o5 rathsamor sei in oiner zwar worigobrousn Usbor-
getzung dic Bildew, Glelchalsse und Vendungen der
Schrift, de wo sio sich aul Goit bezieln, unver-
sondert wlederzugeben, odor mit Beibehaliung dos
Simoes dicselhon zu umschreiben.” Dic Befuorchiung
lag nooulich nshe, doss dag Volk, wolchom mit dem
Veriust dor hebralschon Spracho guch das Verstzond-

23p, Aug. Wuensoho, "Schochina", Roalemcyllopasdic fuor
rotestentische Theologis und XKivecho' (Ta Ii:'sgﬁz 'J;. Ce Hin-
%ﬁé Tscho DuroRhandiung, L1700

5 » 530,
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niss fuor dic Ausdruckswoise derselben geschrrunden
war, das Lbbild mit dow Urblld vorweohseln, und
dicse Tropan als Eigonschaflton und wosentﬁcha
Horlmiale CGotios nuliftssen wucrdo--ein Itsasver-
staondniss, daas bei der crassen Unbilﬂlf:g dos go-
mainsn Lendvollks gowiss achi nobe lag.z’

Abolaon agnin Lelioves that the Shokinsh spocwlaiiona
roprosent 8 theologicel rouction against tho 014 Toobaomonbls
stross on the trangcendence of Gods

I must here polabt out the difference Lotweun the
roeligion whichthe Rabblnic Jew derivod from his
Book (the 01d Tostawent)}, aud thobt vhich he lscrmed
from his owm soulls oxporiences., I tho former hoe
wag proponderatingly vaught trvuth of the Divine
Transcondsncas Bul his Zndividual end national exw
pordionces brought him round to the truth of the Di-
vine lmuinoncosssInstond of the monasch wrapped in
imponctirable iscliation, Lo bectio the Schochinab, -
o longor the great Unapproachable, the groant Unw
kmowablo, He becmae the Father, with o Fathoris
love for liis childrens And His worship sprang not
fvoir & fosling of oxtornzi suligation, but froz tho
inpulso of the Holy S8Spirlt, thoet emencbion of Hime
self winich He hod deposited in ths finite hoort.
Yot, although the Schochinch was brought down o
eo.r-f:.h, its pormonsni prosideonce was in the hoavens.
The no ghﬂistie ides was nover for o momont Impo:.
ritlody

Hargholl quite foaithiully ochoes tho moat widoly-hold
view today: VTho two nmoat remarkedlo featurea of Judeistic

theology were ita devolopment of the doctrine of Divine

talocfnosst, and the way in vhich it then sought to bridge the

Ehéiemmmd liaybaum, Dio Anthropomorphien und Antbro

fon boi Onlolos und don &PaGTern T mﬁ'&i&?ﬂg&r-
Boruseltsi chilgung dor Ausdeuscite leura, Yokirs und Sohechin.
ihe (Braslou: Schlettortache Buchhendlung, 1870), ppé 1-2.

2%Abolson, Ups Glbey PDe 206-7.

PR, e aar ol




15
chamm vhich 1% hud arosted botween God ond man, 20 {Bo-
couso of this view, Marshall discusses the Thelinah almwet
oxclusively firom the stendpolnt of 1tz suwpnosed mediatorial
functions, ) : :

Fnally, anotiior authority, Ginzborg, attributes tho
risec of all such Gorma a8 the Shekinah %o nothing wmore than
an inereasing roluctanceo on the part of pust-sxilic Judalsm
to sponk enthropomorphicully aboul Gods Fo explieitly dis-
elains any forelgn ovigin fop this trend; it Is "a rofinc-
ment of religiows ideas which had jts origin upon Jevwish
so11¥, 2T

Hencao, ;ﬁ: should bo clear that tho easo for & Groek
ovigin of tho Shekinah thought is not so pellucid as some
would make 1t out to be. It will not be dlscroditebls on
our part, then, if we contlimue Yo treat ths Shelkiinah as an
ossentially Jowizh concepte This thesls will pragent tho
viewpeint that; while the Shokinsh is not a Biblical figure
of apaach;- it ie o continustion of the same fundamontal ap-
prosch %o the ilmmancnco-trangsecndoree guoation that the 0ld
Postonont makesi the itranscendent God wlllingly making Him-
s501f fumenont with and availeble to His pooples

265, 7 h’amhall.( ughelkineh', Dictionory of the Biblo
odltod by T Eanbing (How Yowls —UHESIOE HosTunorTs Hots,
1901}, IV, L7

27ginaborg, Opas cite, PP 622-3,
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Although the word N37?3¢ 1e 1teolf not uaed in the
01& Testament, the stem from which it is derived, 70U, is
used quite cormonly and often in o gomse.which is nof far
romoved from that which the yebhing lator applied to the
Shekinahs In this chapior we provose to investimate the 014
Testoment's usage of [DW and its cognatos, and In genorel
to dotermine kow mich of what later unsincluded undes the
term, Shakinoh, tan be justified on the bosis of much a word
study. itaells,

In cluoat nll Semitic tongues the stem "$im" memns to
dwall oy to 1n1mb§.t.1 Tho Hebrow veYyb apnsarsz ln the fal

sten pointed both oy .end TOui 5 although the former ds- .
AW

more cormons Ancient Hebrew (using the old Phoeniocicn al-
phebot) alresdy employed the same stem (JYw). The APa~
maic word iz ommotly the sune as Uhe Hoebrew, only with the
charectoristic Avenoie pointing { 72U )e (The Aremie
vardh le used twice in thoe 014 Testcwent; the Fenl stam in
bans &4, 18, and the Poel stew in Ezra §, 12.) The Arable
Tariy,, (_'JK,.’, , and the Syriec, ‘3.7.}- » 8lso employ these
thvae cousonants to oxproas similar meanings. Already the

appoorance .of thla voot In sll major Semitic langusges in.

L R e N ra an
fesenlus' Hebrow and Choldes Lexicon, translaiied by
Trozalles (Grond Repids: Wme Be Rordians Publishing. Coe,
1949) poe 822-3% i -
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substantially the same sense might indiocste mome other rea-
son than the uausl arbltrariness in the development of a
lanzuage for this favoritism.

A concordencs study of the word, pm’ s and related
words in the 0ld Teate.n;ent is very revesling. (The details
of the summaries presentad heye oan be found in the tebles |
prasented in connection with this chapter.) Of tha 550 times '
the Luthoriged Version uses the English word "dwell" to l
trenglate & Hebrew vord, '[Jtu' wee the ordginal exprasaion ’
in only ninety-one instences. (The word commonly translated l
with "awell"-is Jw>, so 431 times.) 8Similerly; vhere the
Authorized Version renders "dwelling" or "dwelling ploce”,

‘, .;Jul.'ﬂ wag the original in~on1y thizl'ta_en'caues, and aga..;l.n
2y ) Y or gomc other derivative of 32U’ was the most com=

mon.2 lsnce, it is clesr that a tronslation is not likely

to ghed much light on our probiena

Tn reality, the verb, —lam' » 18 used a total of 127
timas in the Qld Testamont, some thirty-six times of which
the Authorized Version trenslates otherwise than “"dwell"
(8e0 Table IIT)s The Qol is froguently trensleted "ablde",
“1nhnb.1t"', “pomain", eto., and naturally the Hiph:.l-ia noYe
frequently translated with "place” or "sot" then with the
nors clumsy "oause to dwell". Li!:ewiaé.. '-7Jlli:) is uged a

total of 134ht1mt=.*a in the original text and is translated

2 e
Rovbert Young, Analytical Concordanca to the Bible (New
Yorks Funk and ‘:u'aén_—‘%_—&lls ey 1020), DD» 27794 :




T I T ST

18
"gabarnaclo™ in all bub seventeen instances, usually sccords

e -

ing o tho roquiromentz of the contoxte, Who cognato noums,

"l.gl_'lj and 1aw s arc used twenty times ond once voapoctives
1.3 h °

Clogor investigation roveels thet 7OU 'is often used
in a2 gonoral, non-tochnical, or non-ﬁmologiéal SOnGCe
Whorover God o» sono culile object io not-its subjeck, it
froquently conuobos tho gsame iden &5 the Pnglish Ydwell"™ or
the Cormon “wohnen's A stuly of the use of the word shows

that this is the cagse in the veast majority of the instonces

vhoro the Qal stem of ‘tho verb is cmployed {scventy out of
109} . 56 g, this vorb 1s ofben used to doseribo the.
allotments of land in Conasu, originglly given Lo the twolve
tribes. Vith vorious wild onlmsls es itc subjects, thu pro-

phets froguently use it to describe the future desolation of

some land. Ofton, it is also cuployed in a scuskhat tropl-
enl, bub still reloted, somsc of Isramelts dopendence upon
Johwee £loc clasely roloted 1s its uso .b':lth inanimate ob=
Jects ms its subjeot in tho sense of "being focund® (comparc

3501lomon Nendolkern, Voberls Testmuonbl Concordlantise
Hobranicee at thaldniocge (Lipsine: VoLl o CONDes 10500 5

I onc IT, passide
Lano mogiislmon's Hobrew and Chaldee Concordence of tho

012 Tostament (Londons LoHGoT, (roon, Droul, &S00 LONuans,
1643), III, 1260-l. '

sruld.
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tho Greck Omdpfw )¢ In most instances, howover; thoso in-
enimoto objects arc concepbual (wisdowm, judgencnd, 1light) or -
religious or cultic objects (soul, tabornacle, cloud,; cons
grogation), although thies might be largely colncidontol. In
twenty-nine incbances vhere ]OW is used in the aml stem, or
slightly over onc~thivd of the caccs, it 1g uged in & gonse
vihich might be tormod speelalized vy "ihoological, This
ppeeigl use we ohell invesbigete in greoter detnil later in

this chapier,

, sbudy of tho use of the cognttes of 'Puj 1 only ine-
Giroctly holpivl in doctorminirg the exect use of tho verb.
One proper newe, §111 gq_j s O, Onco, -1:1;,':-!;19' s branaliter- g
atad "Ghochanioh® in thoe huthorizod Vaerscion, Ig derived firom

the sbtew, TOW . This namo e woed elght ines in the 0ld |

Togtamont, but covidontly of only six Indlvidusis, all of

wiiom scent Lo heve lived in post-oxilic timas. (One is tempt- 1
¢d Lo thoorize that this stom's ponulerity in porgoncl nomea

afbzr the FBxilc parellels the ordgins of tha rmavbindcal

Skhel-inoh concspbl) T n.ﬁw probably sisnifics int*_.'::_cs;

with Johwe, oo though dwelling in or with Himd! (In one in-
gbtance this idec of familiarity is 2lso suggestod in the uso

of tite verb-stem, oUW, (see Frove &, 12: "I, wisdom,

dwsll in prudence"), almost as if 'Pw' hore wors being

7@@39&1’&1‘1&, Ope Litey Pe 823.
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Sonfused with ths ponsivly rslatod atom, =7 .8

The abstrach, ssgholato nown, 724 x4 evpoars only once _
in the 024 Testoment (Deuts 12, Y)e Hore tho word iz ussd ;
as a parallol to tho 144Ny DY phvsse, which, as wo
shall sso lober, was 8¢ elosely comncchbed with tho robbinle
conception of the Shekinsh, In the Authorized Version the
verse raods as follows: Vimb wnio the placo waich. the Lord
your God shall chooss out of 2ll your Ltribes to pub his name
thore, oven umdo his hebitobion ( 1391 ) shell yo seok, and
thither thow shall comie's Tho pabbio :a:l:gllt well have used
thiz verse with justilficatlion as a proofl=-toxt for thoir
doctring of tho Shwekinal

Nore cormon by ey is the dorivative, 1.;14[ s Usod twene

ty timop in tho Cld Teatament and troanclated "neighbor™ in

the Authorized Vorsion in all cxeept two instencos. Iowever,
thiz word is never used in 2 thoologlcal contoxt, and honce
shods 1itile ligh$ on ouxr probleiu, |

The chiof derivative of o0 is TOWY, =nd its use is
the most instructive for ua, Thisg 1s the Cld Testamonb's
chief word Tor "tabornacle', and so the Aubhorized Veraion
translates it in all bub seventeen cagos.” Othor terms for
Tgaberacle” include 5127 (booth) (usuwalily in conncction with

tho phrase, his®i™af--foast of tabarnacles) and 4N

Omoid,, =, ve 10U (3), pe 823, @nd 737, pe 587.

9z.=;mlishmanis Concordencey Ope cilta, I, T70-le
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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

4 e s R
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wore, in sddition to TI12D, othor 0LA Tostauent consopis,
fpront which thoe rabbinic ideoa of the Shokinah soom: to have
been: derived; those we ghall couwsider in Chapten IV,

Tho 014 Pestamont bied alrveady cloorly distinguished
betwoen Godl'a armipresense and Hle spocial prescunce in the
tzhernacle {(lator torawd tho "‘:ﬁzal:irah“)..23 This lattor
wag e cenbter of the whole Jewish »lbual, IHow Lo find God
prosent cmong His people after the dastruction of the {irst,
tomple was onc of the chilol problens facing the Jews in the-
Txilo and thovenfher, Fow they met thnk problom we find
partially indicatad zlready in the latay bocinm of tho 01d
Toatamont, boglining with Nzekiel; and this is thon condinue-
ed In the vast rabbinio litsrature. It wns waler such his-
vordcal clreumsienoes, then, thui Jowlch minds flrst turmad
%o a conslidoration of what was letsr to davolop into tho -
important conecpt off the Sheldnmehe 3efors wo investipebe
further the roasible Ud Testament rocto for that rabbinic
doctrine, wo should firaf, in the moxt cheplor, study thw

dootrine 1tselrl,.

23Gu$tave' Sellor, Thoo of ihe 01d Toctament (Crand
Repids: Tondervan Pubﬂﬁﬁo’u’ia,‘."nd’.’)‘,’ De .
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TARIS I
Vorpa tranglated "awell™ in tho Authorizod Voreion

1. 2WY o [ times
2, P40 -~ 86 ti:zes
ﬁ- 1A~ 12 Limes

Lo T = G timen

. 41% - 1 tiwe
Te 20" = . 1 time. (Arsmeic)
Be 177w 1 timo
Oe TI) = 1 Giue
10, ¥NU = 1 time (Aramiaic)

Prenslated “eause to @well® ox "make to dwell™ (Hiphil)
le 2UY & 30 bimes
2, 19U - 5 times
3« 12U - 1 time (Sromoic)
TABLE II

Houns btranalated "dwolling® or Y"awelling-place" in the
' Authorized Version

1, 2019 = 1k timas

?, AWT -« 10 times (usually participls)
iLe Ny - timos
Se i o B tincg
Go 4a8 = 3 tiues
é' NTY « 2 bimes
. 109 - 2 tlwes
Do }lhﬂ - 2 times
10. 12y = 1 time
e 7Y =« 1 time {Aremnic).
124 5":”-’5 - 1 tine
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TABLE IIX

Placey whora tho Authorizod Veraion renders
;,Z:"" otherwige than Winwell"
(Peronthozes give subjeet of verb)

bgl
le FAbide" - Bxe 32; 16 {gloxy)
1:'11:;1; 9, 1 clom
\claw:l]
m.‘ )'4 17
. E!’O\M 7, 31
2, . "Conbtinus® - Fas, 102, 26
3s “inhobit" - Jud 20, 5
Pz, J-U'L, 2
Prove 30y 30
Jors il.g, 4]
s 26
e "romain® = Love 16, 16 (congregation)
iam, 9, 22 (tabernaclo)
dJob 37, &
Ezoe 231 13
5. "ost¥ - Home 10, 12 (cloud)

Pa, 16, 9

FPial .'.m.d. liphil

Le

3e

e

gnuse to dwolll

Urialze to dwoll
pleco

":5::{:"

ranse to rsmain®
l!Lay"

= Doube 12, 11 (navie)
Pgse T8, 55
Jors 7, 3
; O 1
- NTle 1’.}; 30
- Gan' ?" Z.l
Deut, }g. 23

)y 2 nmne

16, & (nome

156, 11 (nexmoe

: 26, 2 (nemo)
Poe 78, 60 (Lent)
- Joshe 18, 1 (tabernmncle)
ifche. i, ¢ (nome
Jars 7, 12 {nomo

(lon0r)

1
&
2
-3
-

T e TR

“TRiP

Ty
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TABLY IV

Flacss whore the Authorized Version renders 7349
otiusrwlise than "tabsrnacle®

b [P0 i'l.’&'lel'i.ing place” ~ I Chr, &, 22

Job 39, ;

Fae 26, 0 ("&wollath')

- Pge &7. 2

Is. 32'. 18 i

561‘, 9, 19

52, 18

Ezt, 25’ E

Hebe. 13 &
2, "Hablibation® ~ II Chr, 29, 6

se TB', 28

Ps, 132, 5

Ise 22, 15

- Shy 2

Hze s 15 (Aramaic)

3. "TontH Gant. 1, 8
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b
TABLE V )
Anclyois of use of 79U (in Gul)
I, With Jahws as subjoct or implicd !
i 2l 16 (glowy) ¥5. 68, 16 .
' ‘3?5; §f' 168: %g
2ds 45 35
?9: !-|.6 Ia. ’ﬁ: 16
40, 25 {cloud 23, § 1
'A’I‘u!".h- gy % ud 7! 15 1
: clo 1350, ‘
(4 ik gcloud 13: ;
10, 12 (2loud Josl 3, 17
35y 3 3, 21 . :
Neute 33, 12 (?) Goce 2, 10 :
I Kiags O, 13 2, 11 '
e 12 &y 3 ‘
:‘:I C'nl.‘-' 6,! 1
IX. In geuso of Y"imhebit", "dwell"
Gon, > 27 . -Poe 104, 12
1, 13 123, 5
1 [ 3 12 139’ 9
ag 18 : Fr, 1, 33
2‘6' 2 . : 2‘_’ 21
s 13 10, 30
innie 23, 9 iSe 13, 20
2hy 2 13, 21
Doute 33, 16 18, 3
33' 28 2‘5,
Jufige gs 17 3"13 15
’ 1%. e %
Il Samla Ty 1
I Ghre 175 9 2 o 5
23, 29 Jore Lj7s 6
Job 4y 19 2;, 6
1 ] 5
26, © ’33: 25
29’ 25 %IB, 28
30, 6 W9, 16
37, & 4o, 31
39, 28 50, 39
Pse 15,_ 1 513 i3
16, 9 Bzoe 17, 23
33, 29 31, 13
é - ﬁé tdealh ULy 10
7
a2 Hehe 3, 1
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TABLE ¥V (ecouiiiued)

LIle In sence of "bolng found®
(In2ninotc objocts as subjects)

Lev, 10, 16 (econgregation)
Rome 9, 22 (Lobemmacle)
Jodhe 22, 19
Job 3, 5 {cloua
gb, 29 51151113
-:J.s! r.’ 9 Y "1-01.? "'?)
9.L._ 17 (30!11 -?)
Py f?l_; 12 2“15(1%)
Ise 32; 16 (Juldgment)
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Places wvhers 2W? occurd, whsre we mdght exunoct 13“3

T, 02 Godls Jwellinz in hoavom
I Kings 8 Eg Pe.: 63, 16
8 g1, 1
RIR 201, 16
22, 1% 102, 12
I Shre l%,, A 123, 2
I3 Gk, &, 20 , 132, b
» 16 Tse: 6, 1
Pivs 2y i 32, 16
9 i Ty 20
2y E 0, 22
10, Joxe 825 2
26: 5 Lase 51' iy
29, 10 Dana Ts 2 (2017)
5%, 19 Joml 3, 2
IIe OFf Codts dwelling "aotwecn tho cherubim™
b S&aig ,_l' l
Tr San, Of 8
Ty 2

iTI, OF CGodfs dwolling on carth

I Ki g, 2
Tt i, éié

Pde 9s
22, 3




CHAPTER IIX

‘I‘ha exprossion "Shekinch® itsolf propeorly velongs to
later Jowlah thoology, and usually oppoeare in its Aramailc
forn, N;*:_u_;i {constructs n._*n:;_gi 3 aotazu‘imﬂ.ve:,v.frl?":_l@)a.
Thers 1s; however, shough gormuine Iobrow scatiorsd through-
out the rabbinic literaturse that the Hobrew form of the word,

$1 :_]r ";tgi s Goes appoar ab tines.

Bvery theclogicol syu'tem is tempted to overwork the
proof=toxt mothod in supporting iLs own particular viowpoint, i
trd rebbinism wos no oxcoptlon. To support its dootrine of :
the Sheltingh, 4t oxplolted to the fMullest exbtent overything
in the Qld Testamonb thet might lond coredence to thet theory.
Hany phases of the Shokinshedootzine wore ﬁibl:lcal-, but this

mothod easily teunded 'ta gonceal the muny extra-Bibllcal larie
cics and notionsy vihich soon sprang up around ite (It was
Christianityy laber; which first reclly separated the wheaot
from the chaff hore,)t

lic saw in tho last chapter vhat meagre support could be
found in the 0148 -Testamant for an expllell Shokinsh-doctrines
but we aizo nobted that, not only the thoologicel usago of
'pui ,bul the very conceptual presuppositions: of the 0ld
fegtament (as Codls imuensndo, the redempiion of His people,
eto.) all favored its Yet, vhon in postecxilic Judeisom the

1309 infrae
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Shakingh hod become o prominont is!:eﬁlogmﬁxemn, tho robbins
profzscod to sec tho operation of the Shoitingh thraughoub
the 0ld Tostamont. Iuch of this inbterpretation roguired
Sinply thoe substitution of “Shekinek" for some Bidvlical word
or concapv, vhilo some of it wan a::osoticaliy rathor auspacts..
sartiolly as a link with tho proceding chopter, we wich fo
prescent :r.:are, in the first pard of this chapbteor, “iho active.
ity v tho Shokinsh in tho Old Testomsnt", os rabbinlem cone
colved 1%, However, Christlanity oo mccopted most of this
phaso of tho Jewish Shekinah doctrino, end hence meny of
thoso viewpoints In the Interpretation of tho Uld Tostament
2rs cormon o both religious traditions. ’

(It is p!'t:"bnbl':}' worth noting hore that tho Foran toc
has sowewhat of & doctrino of the Shokinch, in s cese
probably &ez.:'ivoﬁ- and adapted fram the Christian (Syrice) brad-
itione Tho Horan reands {Surah L0, L. and 26): Viho sends
down Hln Shekinch into the hearts of believers, that they
grow contimuelly in the faith".® Ochlor vemeris-hores "Bub
the Koran go wholly-lacks the ilow Testament lmowledge of
tho indwelling of God inm bolicveomns! hoarts through: the Spir-
it, that this idoa is reducoed to an emply p!mzae“.:" Hovor
tholess, it io en excellont testimonial to the power and

appoal of this concapty Tor this moans thet the Shekineh has

. Pouoted in Gusteve Ochler, Theology of tho 0ld Tostament
(Crand Rapids:s Zondorvan Fublishing Housa, Nds),; De 130,
nove 1l S

3?0:16-.




ar
been incorporated into the theologics of a1l threo roligious

tradivions alfocting the Westorn world,)

Before the Fall, & Sholkinah or-any other speciasl mani-
Toatotlon of Cod woo holieved o have boon WMECOBLATYe
oraabion it=ell was o nireor in which thoy saw evoryihsre
rofleoctod tho oxistence and perfeciions of ho: ALt} ee.0m~
istence itoolf was not more recl then thoeir conselousnoss of
.tha wrosonce and aphroval of thair Craator,. ul e pregaant
oxprogaion, ‘prescnce ( "U-‘.}_;-)} of tho Lord®, fiwst appoars
in tho 014 Testoment immodistely afbtor the siory of thoe
'51:11.5 Commuentators have ofton theorized thot firom now on
Cod no longer appoareod to Adom and Bve in His true otote and
full glowye

S6condly, the Sholiingh i1s ofton identified with the
"oaing sword! ( 2979 UT b)s vwhich guardod the entrance
to Hdom, boocause (1) fire is a frequent syubol of Codls pre=
sonco; (2) the aword is montioned hove in comnscition with
tho chorubim, vho scmehow also representod God on oarth;

(3) thero are merked gimilarities hero with Dsekisl's inoue
gual vision; and (L)) tho use here {for tho £irst timo in
_the 014 Tesbament) of tho root 75u (Hiphil atom) to describe

en action of God on aart'h.'-é

h\?illiam Coclte, The Shekinah (EﬁMns Je De Coole,
1857) s Pe 204

58e0 under -0'19 in Chap, IV infro.

Gcooka_, ODe ﬂ‘lﬁo‘p Dhe 27239
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A 1ittlo lator (Gene l; 16) we road thet "Cain wonb out
from the prosence ( "J.ﬂ‘,_‘z) of the Lord", Unlesc this rep-
resents some crudcly ‘nam;thoiatic viownoint, it Is dAifiiculs
to coenjecture what olss 1% should mesn excopt that Cain left
oome visiblo monifestation of Godel

Stephen in the New TPestowont (Acts 7, 2) evidently az-
gsoclates some vieible Shokinah with the oclling oi Abrrham
(5 8eos Tijs dafys )s @lthough tho Old Tosbtament 4s silent on
this details Something boaring many affinities to tho Sheli-
nah is 2lso found in the "smoking {urnace and burning lawp" .
( WA T'9%) of Abrehauts vision (Gen. 15). It is to be
noted thet this .viaion elso closely wiltos the imagory and
import of tho D794 With that of the Shelrinal,d

Dlsregerding here mmerous theophanioa,9 tho thelinah

=zt appoars abt Sinel; and thereoaftor alveys remains with

the Igraslites. The displey ot =.... S3inal itsell (lne 193
Doute li; 11 ond 33, 2) iz probabl:r %0 ba connscted with the
Shelinclhy who "appocred® now to emphasize Jalwe!s distinction
from all idols, His special concorn for His people, and
thoir nosd for the ritual now bLolng institutod. 0 Heronlter;

T1bids, 2P 39-IL.
8300 Chape Ve

9500 Chape IVe
06o0ice, ope Cibes PPe 5896
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the Sholiinsh 1s progpent among the Jows in bwo Aiffovont ways:
(1) petveen the chorubin; end (2) in the cloud of pillar of
firos The lebtber fom (efe Bxe 10, 36-30; MW, 9, 15«16 and
10, 313-36). lasted only while tho Israslites journeyed in the
wildornogys, while the former lasbted ot least until the dege
truction of the first temple. (Its feto thoroafter wes a -
mattor of considorablo dispute armong the Jews, as we shall
pos prosontlys) The Sheliunshl's présence betwoen tho cheri
bin in the sanctuary becoeme the centar and rallying polnt of
Wi s;:imllc ritunl end culius ol the Jows (which sdds foree to
the ubbes confuslon of the Jows whon Hobuchadnozzer doatroy-
ed this "plece o the preaonea"). (Gons_:am Hxe 254 I Same bk,
and Jeve Te) The propitiatory socrlfices were validated
only by this symbol of God's presence therse Beczuse of
this divive validation the erk In the sencbuary was Inmcwn as
the "Axk of the covenani® ( 3|‘l‘|:l. ‘,l"n_N ) and the ‘ark of
tho lew® ( HTIR 719N Je™ me cloud-Shslinoh makes a
dramatic entry into tho completsed tabormacle (Exe 40, 33=35)
und similarly at the dedication of Solamon's temple (I X. B
10=11; IT Chre 13, 1h)e (This paradoxicel rule of God in
the heavens While dwelling betwssn the crerubinm heosms &
sourece of wonder bo Jowryy slmilar to the incarnation for

Caviatendom, Tils ‘awe bafore the divine condosconsion is

thidc' Biie 61#'6.
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roflected in much of Israel's pootry {ofs Ps, 80, 1 ond
995 1o

Undoubbtedly the symbolism of whob was later tomiod thoe
Stwokinoh is roflocted in the inasugural visionsd of both Isai-
ch and Hzekiole Both visiona, and particularly Ezekielt a-,
came under oxbornal cirounstences which might engendor Gone
sidoroble doubt ca o tho redlity of Godls presenco among
His pooploes Tho rveomoval of the Shelineh (Bzckiel ealls it
the T112)32 because of sin in Chepbor 11 ond its wotwm &o
o forgivon poople in Chaptor I3 pmvid'es 2 wnifying factor
Tor the entiro prophecy of Ezekiels

Finﬂll}f‘l. the imagory of the Sholkinab iz also presemi:_ in
the spocelyptio vision of the "Anclent of Days” in Dane 7,
9g-1l, Jowish tradition, asd far as con be determined hem;
hes largely loft this viaiog unadministered, but @ristian-
1ty, naturally referring tho "Son of Men" to Jeaus, hes in.
torproted the Ancient of Days o8 a form of the Shokinah,
Ndosignod e o Proludium to the incarmetion, vwhen tho Sholki-
noh ghould be tho hebitation of J" in the humon nature,"™ ™

Vio have alrofidy noted the guandary in whileh Jewdom ale-
woys Tound itaelf concerning the Shekinsh afior tho destruc-
tion of fhe firat tewplos fho predominant consern of tha
Jewish people then beoamo the gueation vhother it was gtill

L2550 Cheps IVe :

13yoses Towuen, Thres Tracts (Londom, 1756}y Pe 166
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posciblo oy Jalwmeh Yo Le prossnt fuoag :Es.a peopie.. o
Geubt, this conceorn over the preseunce of God laid the foun~
dations of the entire dectring of the Shokinche The last
chaptors of Egekiel clready soem o point toward a solution
of the problem which wos to ﬁqcm&m typical of souio of latex
Judaism snd ospocially of Chrdstisnity: a particl spirituck-
ization of tho concopte Haggal in particuler of the cpnor.
ical prophota goems O uso the term in s more s,:_airitu:ﬁl
senge, or at least not rolorring vo ouyihing zo tangible as
soone to be implied; Ffor oxemple, in I Sam, i or Hzos l.
hue he weltes of thwo second temple: ¥I will £il11 this
house with glory, saith the Lord of hosts® _(2, 7}3 and a-
gainy Yo 5101-;1- of this latber house ghall bo greator then
of the former® (2, 9)e ' :

At any ratoe, the Sholinel nevex ms.z:;,& descended on
the secend temple, and pabbinism acver pretonded that it was
prosont thorew-at least not in the formuew sonsesit Tho mobe
bins always spoke of the Shokinsh as one of the Yive things,
wizich had boon in the first teuwplo, but was miseing from tho 1
soconds Thus we read: . |

fuinque mes faerunt in templo primo;, quoe non fue-
mmé in temple seeundo: (1) ArcR ss0YQ OB OpeX-
culo propitiatorio et Cherubims (2) ignia cosles—
tig, (3) Schechina d&vi.m, (l1) spivitvs sanclus,
(5) Urim ob Thwmnimeid -

1“"000156, e @75-#.. PPe. 89-901
155, Gfoerer, Gssehishbe das Uschristentums (Stubtgeri:

favscs.

7. Sobhwelgorbart's Veriigsnandlung, L030)a if 5
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In genoral, thwco differsnt views wore expriossed by Jewish
wrltors 2z o tho Shekinehts fate afher the caphivity: (1) It
now loft the wivorss entlroly; (2) It vemsined near tho
ruing of tho wostorm wall of tho banple, hovoring cuout the
onso-goerod =pok; or (3) It disscuinatod 1tosil over the .
wholo v:uz*ld-'s:'(’ Yot ope thing iz awre: Jawdom never {orgod
itc Shekinah; on tho contrary, 1% now becaze & longed-Ior
troasure ol Tar groalter proportions thon hefovc.

Doch obgleich dio Schechina mif duu Ende doa or-

nskon Stoatolasbens transcondent pgeovorden lat &, hoord

ihre lmmnpontos Witon ia dor Wolb nichit aul, Ilwro

Augen bhlickon pivue, 712:“ auf die Feuschon, vor cllem

aul’ die Gsmvhmn.

Howevor, as was alroady ovident fvam ows dlscusclon of
the imanencé=-trancecendonce problem in the Pirst chapter 61' :
this t‘nmsiu;-_ -schoia:-s-m:-a by no means all agx'ee-ﬁ that the
dootrine of the Shekinab developed In t;he ginple fashion we
have doscribed &bove. .ﬂpinimm di:ﬁ‘:{.‘&r widely concorming the
roocig ol 't}ﬁa’ toaching, waich beogan with the frgt of the
mannain gnd continued its dsvelommont on Jowlsh seil elone
BOKS uen cenburios into tho Christian -sra.rle* (foorar aays
bluntlr: "Das Eohnon d@:! Sghechine in {roamon Sealen iat

16.1 Abels £ God in Rebbinieal Liben

. oty Tho m'mce o in ;

dture (Tondon: HNacmillen ey 1512 }. 111:. izu-1.
17!:. wuenache, "bchac%:mm . Reale

819':}
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elng juedischn Faerbumg der sloxzandrinischon Lehvo: 4 )\a"as
olKeT €v UNV » 19 yuanscho derives it from the Sabylonian
infiusnces of' tho Ixile:

Ra dar? ala sichor golbon, dass dis Voratsllung
von dom Sichniedériasson wad uhen der Schechina
in Stiftsselie wmd gpaotor i Tempol aul dle ol
babylonische Voratollung von der Gotthelt surusol
goht, dilo im Allerhweillgston---idez Tormpels oul
einen rostomonte thronbte; wodurch angedeutot wers
don s0llto, dags sic sich dem Ot ou dhuren ohne
sitz om%; habe und hior verehrt sein

Y0lloeae “.

Dachr believes thalt the Bhekinah is simply 2 robbinile por-
veraion oi Lhw Okd Postament:

Hno solcho Gegoenwart scheint ocuch uwoberhwmupt dem
Losalaius gwilder, dor woxl Thoophaonisn lkonnt,
ghoy koine bootaendigo, wnmitarbrochnn foridaucrne
dos Eine Volke mit Peuer, dic woufhooriich auf
der Caporoth rabebeg wuende den Chavaizter oinas
Bildeg Cottos gehabt wmd so dem obarﬁ'fan Grundsetz
d0g Hozelsiige seWidorgprochon havon.

The Jowlsh Sncyrelopodia 1taoli bases tho Shelkinah-conw

copt on five Gypez of (1d Tesbtoment passagos: (1) whoro God
is sgid o dwell in Tho tnbermacle or among tho poopls of
Torael: (2) vhero Codts nams Is said o doscend; (3) whore
God 13 said to dwoll Aa Jerusalomg (l}) where God is zaid %o
dwoll on lte Zlon; and (5) vhere God is snid to dwell in the
tonpice IL seoms Lo viow--88 We do--the - lator concspilons

of the Shelinoh ag 2 nabtural oubprowih of thoso skatoments

Waroeren, OPe ciles Pe 307s
20iuenscho, ope itey Pe 539«

2ozl Bachr, Jyubolik dos Eiosaischen . Culbus (Heidelw
bGrE: de Ce Be I"-'-'Qm'. ; 3 i 2 [ -

PG e e
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in the Old Tesboments =2

: A Chyistian writery Abelson, dlstingulshes four stages
in tho total development of tho Shelkinghs (1) the primitivo
spiritunlization of five, cloud, light, oto., (2) a separs-
tion of the matorial phencmene from tho spirditual idos,
simply slgnifying the Godhweadi (3) an increasing pamonifi;.
eation; almost to the point vhore the Shokinah is x'sgm:'ded-
as en enbity seperato from tho Godhoads and (l}) an increas-
ing wniverselizetion of the concepte

g
i
|
|
G
!
]
]
:
|
j

Scholars are just as dlvided smong themsolves as to
just vhat tho typical Jowish view of the Shelrinch wase Those
views we rmst now mveat.igaim in soms detnii. In geno:;b.l ?
we mny diutiﬁguish three major views of the nmature of the
Shelringh: (1) Y&holkinch® end similer yabbinle expreossiocns

woro simply a letor povaphrose of the supposcdly waubitorable
Pobrapramaatony (2) the dhekinah rapwoisnte & constent self-
manifegtation or theophany (in spite of its sbsense from tha
ummir.m.ry); or {3) the Shokinoh 1s o separate, created outity,
& hypoatogsis or medietor botween God and mone

Gfoorer,; who 1o the chief protagonist of tho view that .
the Shekineh is on ofCspring of the Alexandrian LoOgos cone

copt, meos in the Shekinsh (as woll as in thoe later Hemra

22y navig Blau, "ShekinahY, The  Jewish Encyclopedia (How
York: Funk apd Wagnalls b‘o.-, T)s XI, 250,

23Abolson, ope cites PDe ?ﬂ—§ &nd 367-75s
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ani Yeisaz-a)zh an indopondent cmenction of God and madiator
botwreenr Hin ond lower forms, after the fashion of Heoplatone
ic philosophys Ho weites with typical dogmatiom: "Tur so
viel 1g% lkloawr: dic Schechina gell in Jesu Christi Psgon fuesr
ein von dor Gottheit vorachiedenes, sus dersolbon horvor go-
stoontos tosonj ob euch fuer. sine Porsoonlichireit, ist nicht
gewlss,. u25 lop% other acholars, howovor, dilsagros with
Gfoorer, and thia ghould be notedl Im complobto contrast to
that viow ifoore writess
The agencios vhich God employs to manifost his
DASeNee oy convoy his rovelation, or exocute his
will, vhother personal or imporsontl; may in iads
i‘unc%ion be czllad intermodiarics, as Hooes is
cnllod an intormediary in the giving of ths Law;
but not "wedlaf c'f-s"zén ihe sonso vhich vie em'".lcnly
attech to tho worde )
Harghaoll bolioves ithat in tha Pargung, ot loasiy, ihe
Shekinah nevor has an independent personality, but is morely
God's "momifostotion fomt's

The Shekinah i3 used in the Targwis as tho cquiva-
lent for the Divine Beid oot J'.‘or His P

‘003 NOG Indicaue G0 radinnce ox o 'Il anco, bub
Yo contral cansgo of Lha ancse, This ¢entro

Tas Goncsilved wa be ULV
In gonoral he simply differentiatos thie Sholinah of the

ELSee Chape Ve
25@:05”?. -_E. ﬂit.'- Ps: 306.

26 3 i I £ the
Goorge- Hooro, Judaism in tho First Centuries o
npigtian #ra, the % of the Tannoim (Leubridge: Tiervord

%’ﬂﬁl’ﬁy ana, 5 15 I|'35.
273. W, Iarshall, "sml:m..h' A Dictlonary of the Biblo,

sdived by .Tanos Hasting (iew Yoris: arios SCribnorts Sons,
1901), IV, LB6,

S |
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rabbins from the TYQD of the 01ld Testament, Az proof for
his argunont, ho points to the fact that the Tormms never
vendor TI1J by NIOU exetept in Zoo. 2; 9,20 Vot ho doos
ednit thet lator in tho Nidrash and Talimd the Sheliinah docs
bacomo moroe indepeondent and essume the functions of & Logos
ov spdriti®? (Ho doubl, the Weeplatonle philosophy did exe
" ort increasing infinence on Jdowich thought in subscguent .
gonorations. iolmonidest views are bolth matoriellistic and
i.’ooz:latomn,?’a but It is vory tenmuouns to judge tammanitic
viovs by what medioval comwnbators beliaved,)

Towman defines tho Shekingh simply 28 a revelabion to
the world "in 2 gsensidle nanner, by a viaible appearance,
and an gudible voices">* He quotes with apyrovel a Latin
wrlter:

Shechinah, lato suxpia, usurpebtur ad designandun
Fiead Tafiey. poassecstim. Alvizim, i siigua seesie,
D ases i na fslatonny B Adumty 10 mvarie:. o
alique lueida, ignoa,; asul candolscenti ar&zibi‘ham-32
Maybewn 1o ix subsbonbicl egrooment with thie viow and views
the Shelkinah oo mersly an cxpreasion of Codls various rela-

tiona to the world:s (1) His &relling in tho uidat of Israsl;

2,14,

29..1_?_1_‘3-:'- pe 109

30¢r, infra.

3110@, ope Bitsy pe 1864
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(2) His amnlprosonce; and (3) His porconal prosencoess

Ve can learn somothing of the Yergpumista! view t.x{' the
dhokinah by noting vhon thoy employed thet temm in thoir
pevapheases of the 0ld Testanent, Iiarshall lists five theool-
oglcal emphascs which the Torgurists wished to malke by tmiz-
uso of that torm: (1) GodVs Gwelling in the longd of st-s.ol
(aubotituted for some Bibliccl exprossion in Gone 9, 27: ""':.
25, 83 29, h5; I Ke 6, 133 &, 12; To. 60, 2; Zee. 85 3); (2)
The ommiprosont God eanmt'._ a locullved; but the Shekineh
can (Gene 28, 1G3 I Same Iy Ly IX 3emue 6, 23 I Ee 8, 12, 13;
1, @1; Pae Th, 23 Hebe 2, 20); {3) Yot God, but only the
Shekinch ig viaibla (xe 3, 6; I.uvo 9 b3 Isy 6, 53 Ezas 1,

Ragintos o s =S

1); (i) ™e heavens are too aano.ll to contuin God (Toute 3,
2h; L, 393 Ics 32, 155 38, 1k4; 33, 5); =nd (5) God camnot
prcporly be sald te romovo Himself from Hisz people (Ta,. 1,
125 8, 173 57, 173 595 27 Jove 33, 55 Hose 55 603 imen-
ever "l]!l] is used in tho 014 Testsimem-: Tor God's aumipresence,
Onlzeles substituties Yshekineh™ (Ex.. 20, 21; Doute 12; 53 1i,
21; ctee) The samo is truc vhonever “U"'JY doacribas Godls
persohal proscnce (Mwms &, 253 Doute 31, 1Y 18}_.,35

L 1]

tio shall »efer again Lo i,.ne uneertain woaning of ravbinie

33*"19@7:1:1& Eaybaws, Die Anidwoncmoxphien und Anthropo-

Ea’al.-en Dol (xﬂ: 3, und don spaei:am Tar%‘x 11t Dosonderen

Beruec -nicz'u;@__?, dor AuUsETueckd Liumre, Yeiara . und Scncchir.-.-
tha (Drosleu: SohleGtertscho Tuothendlang, 10707, De De

3h’:zar‘snall, ope eit.; pe LBB.
35;’-!11@:130&19, Ops oite; Pe 5396
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temms 1ike "Sholkinsh®,3C bus o fow exmiples hope will illus-
trate woll how fluld aty application t':hega torms could havo.
For cxowyle, in Gene 3, 8, vhers tho original hes 39
T4y, 8137, Onkelos has LB N19'3 91P o Again, in‘ Gen.
18, 33, vwhero tho 0ld Tesbamont simply has 711417 712
Onlolos says T 3\[‘1 P 1 P7 RN ("the Glory of iho Lord was
olova’aad").B? "&‘hm :!.mn" ils frequently usod with P47 (Ara-
unie for tho Hobrow 3514V) (Bxe 33, 335 Job 3L, 29; Fa. 22, 25;
27, 93 89, L7s Is. 30, 20)s Tho use of the Hebrow word

13 U in.the original ofen ssems to cuggest the use ol
Roheltineh" in tho Aramaie versions (Cen. 9, 273 Bx. 25, 8;
2%, Le LS; Fune 5, 3. 11e 205 1y, L3 16, 3; 35, L3 Dsut. 1,
ii2; 32, 103 Pa, 16, 83 iy 105 The 25 Hage 1, 8)43°

The Shokireh is often viowed very matericlistically in

rebbinic litorature, It hac 2 face,; for only those who havo
lod & poral 1ifs will sge "tho foco of the Sheldinch™ (if
thia s to bo beken 1itorally)e®® Ab timos it is almost
idontified with tho angels: "iherever an angel is seon,
there tho Shekinsh is naen"., and for sach liitzveh (precept)
the Jew koeps, he recoives an angel or a highor degree of

36833 Chepe IVe

3T .owman, ope Oitex PP T6-97s
38=.monsche, Ops Slites Do 5396
3%abolgon, ope clte, PPe 96-1034
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Godls ﬁmnemmil'o Iz Again,; bectuse of its form in the wile
dorneos, it io often viewed in labtsr doys s o cloud, and -
the rebbis spesk of the ¥clouds of glory™¥ which "surround
Igrdel above and below"."'z A carmont on Judg. 13, 25 states
that "tho Shekinsoh was beating boforo S@mson 1lilke & ‘ball“.ha
Becauage of its frequent association with a manifestation oi'.
the TN 915, the Shekimah is most Iroguently matorialized as
lighte The mmkin.ah is sald %o veprosent univerasl iight,
sanotines only ag for as Iarasl 1o concernod, somotimwes in
a litoral suma-'m*'

Viows on the function of gho Jheltingh ore fully as varie-
et -aa those on'its nature, Lowzan lists Tour chief fune- °
tioms: (1) to-show thet God personally diveots tho materdal
world by his providentiasl care, and not ihwough spirits and
domons as in ol pagen culbsy (2) to show that 21l worship
must be directod to Jalwe alome, to fear His wrath and seek |
atonement with Fim (ofs Foe 4B; LeSy 80, 13 99, 1-2); (3} to
provide & 1link betwecn patriarchel and Hosale religicons, for
lomos only added bho laws to e cultua alroody prosent; (L)

%o point to Christ, its ontitypej and (5) Lo provido gacred

o .
“Prvidas, poe 1209«
l'lﬂi‘.' the digscuasion of Hotatron in Chap, Ve

M’ﬁhnlson_. Ope-Oitey PPe F2+3¢
1‘311911!-. P 96!

Wirnia,, pe 824
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guthority fo all Jewdsh lows and 4o ths oraclea of tho high
pricst.® Cocke 1ists oloven functions: (1) o prove the
axigtonce of a avprame baing, Lo idbla fava no such sign of
existonos; (2) o prove,Godls comscious, noraonnl oxistence, -
ggainst aninism ond panthoimmg (3) %o ward off matoriaiima
(Douts i, 15-16); (1) to declare Iiis swircnacy ané sovereign-
ty ovor ¥ho universej {5) to indicato thet Jokwe is tho only
proper objoct of worship; (6) to sanction ths doctrine of
ths atonement, vwhich Christlanity should develop; {7) to
tontify to the wnlty of Fis exlstence; (8) to indicate His
acceptanco of sacrilices and offerings (ofs Gideoon; Flijah,
David at Lvounsh, otce)s () to guldo the Isroeliten; (10)
to show divine disploasurs ot sing and (11) aa a testinony
to surrounding mi'.iona.h“s

Sometimes tho Sheirineh is apoken of as ev'ermham,-,
gaebines i:t is said to be only in the congregaﬁien.-lﬂ
Somotimes it seams to be present only in Jernsalem; at othor
times throughout tho world, Ofben in this comnection, a
definito distinction is mado betwoen God and the Shekinehs
God is presont overywhero, but the Shekineh reveals itselfl
' q;;,]_y in Pn]_eg."iih@.‘,""a Tho Shekinch wes a eonstant protectory

Mm, ope Clfie; PPe 191-219,
&écﬁm,w op _Eé-j_-; PP 67-87.

13'731‘631'3?& ODe ﬁp' PPs 302=3,

h'BAba-laon, 0P Cites DPe 117-125¢
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counsollor, and {riond,

The Jew believed that tho thwshinab flosted about;

ag it worey in his eaviromment; in other worda, ho

bolioved tfmh his God was conjunet wiltl: all those

of ais vace aand falth whe A1d Mig will, and thus

Tound yefuge in M there was o Divine 2ife ein-.

culusing Gox then and oxprescing 1tssl?

thvrough then.s

The velationship af the Shelrinnh to sin ia antipoedel,
Prids is tanbmmsount to denylng Godts immanence in tho unie
Torscs Tho rabbis Laught that beceusse of sin tho SBhoelinah
withdrew to herven in sevon auccesslive steps, bocausc of the
gins of Adam, COain; Bnoohy the gemeration of the flood, the
bulldera of the Towor of Babol; the 3cdomites, and the Hzypb-
ianz in tho days of Abrshems Seven rightocus men thon
brought it Lack hto oarths Abrahom, Isanc, Jdecob, Levl, Ko
B ,
hath, Aupgm, aad L!asea.._"o Lator, howaver, en individunlls
sin did not cause tho Shekinsh o withdraw Trom thoe ontirs
nation, as lojhy as vepenbonco followed, for the ability to
repent was 1tself 2 sura sign of tho divine p:.'e:‘soz1¢o-.~51
A whole library of anocdotea smd Jollk~loxe grow wd in

Judnism around tho Shekineh. Woe roport only & fow of {liose
populor boliefs horo to illustrate some of tho Jowish unotiona

of the ifunctions and purpeses of tho Shelkinsh, The dholkinah

wrnici" Pe 2?8.
50;.!3_%.49; pps 135=8¢
511]1“-1 ppe 130-4424
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is so closo %o man that it ovon fools a mants pn:{.n.52
Uihonever two mon sit togother and aro occupled with words
of Toreh, tho Shelringh is with thom® (the Telimd later pais-
ed this mmbor to ton}..ss' Becouso of tho guidanco the She-
Linah gives mon, it io oiften equatod with the "Voics of
ch".b‘l" Bocauae 1t is Imbedded in men and tho world, it 13.
often viewod as the universal mrriage-mm:os.'.s; Perhaps
elffor uth 2, 12, a presolytoe.-was often spolion of as coning
urnder the wings of tho Shelkinoh, but the samp expreazion wos
elso applied to its guldence durdng lifec and to the approach
of :‘zeath.gé Sacrad joy, ospecially ab roliglous festivals,
was oncouvaged, booguso the Shekinch did not rast upon &
sad hecrt, but only on 2 joyful oneg57 doralisticelly, sorv-
ing a saint ic pocognizoed as equivalont Yo serving thoe Sho-
I:i:w.h.b‘s It was sparis which ghot out of tho mouth of the
Sholeineh which cousod loges! face to shino and Aaron's rod

to sprout.’? the Shelinsh is otlll supposed to be visible

52.]..7.9.3!-;405' Pe 104e

53jtarsholl, ops Olbes Pe 469e
Shaversen, ops gilisy Pe B3¢
55;21{1_«, Pe 113s

Sornides pve 89920
5Tioore, ops oitisy I, 4be
5Babolson, ops gitvs Ps 1296
591bide, e Ole
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to tho devoulb botwoen the shoulders and ﬂn@er of pricsts

when thoy pronounce beusdiction oxnt Iarcol .60

Hony oschatologicsl notions were bound up with the Jew-
igh viow of the Shelinoh, Tho sainte will forevor onjoy the
1ight of o Shelineh in heavens9: The sbsence of the Shoe
kinoh from the second tsmblo wa& always deplorod, and hence
the lossienic hopes of tho Jows included that of & renewoed
rrosence of the Sholtingh and & more intimate fellowship with
Gode™® o muckinah was also sctive im Sheole All Hhose
now "bound in Gohinwom will ascond out of holl with the Shos
Iinoh at Bhoir houd®sO3 Whon tho Shelcinah comes to insbi-
tuto tho leasianic age; ita feet will reait upon the iount of
Olives (Zoche 1l m.&*

A% the hondo of the later rabbis and thoe medieval oom-
menbators the Shelinah become increcsingly grotosque, and
over furthor roroved from tho Biblical prototype, IHere,
finolly without disputo, tho Greok influence overshadowed

hat of the 01¢ Tostowments AL the head of this lator view
was tho towering figuve of iHalwonides, who decidedly viewed
the Shelkineh as o mediabor; "geschalfene, feuerartige Lich-

60rp1a., pe 936

61‘:31&1;, Ops gibes Pa 260 .
2yarahe1l, opy Sibsy Pe 489
6352&2.

Slhgroerer, gpe sitey Pe 3020

I
I
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viosen odor :32aga1“65 or "a mystical helo of glory vwhich ia
oztornsl to tho doity"«®® Haimonidest metaphysics mode him
intororot Godls unlty so rigorously that tho zacription of
attributes to God was to him merely a auvbtler foxm of anthrow
pomorphisn; honce, the Shekinah had to bo somothing cma‘aed-,,
so 28 bo be excluded from any pertleipation in tho divine
essoz:cc.'f’? Fainenides iz quite explicit: ™Por gloriam Domi-
ni gignificatur nonovncuen aplendor eliquis crsatus, guemn:
Dous, quesl prodifgil, vel miraculi loco, ad megnificentiem
suns ostendondem alicubl habitaro £o0ite™® Thus ne equ=zten
the Shokinoh with an angels YHon enin 1nvenias; Doun ullim
opus fecisoe, nici nor monus alicuius amgali"-&g Dmortali-
ty will consist in enjoying the MZiv" (shining) of the Sho-
kinch, in blessed unjon with the Sholdinsh for which tho
rightocus have qualified thomselves in asconding stages of
spiritusl seintlincsse(? Similarly, but moro fancifully,
Abzzx-‘nancl-,. another medieval comwntator, defines thoe Shokinak
as tho primeval 1light of Gone 1 (before the sun was croated)
which God "gozlted wp in kis troasuriss, affor the lwzinarioan

SBirupnsche, ops cites pe Shi2e
6(’AL‘uel].s:\'.:n.,, P Oites Pe 169 (note)e
6Tyoore, Ops Oite, I, U3T=8s
O8moted in!.oman, ope gltes Do T9e
6911:.151.-_; ps Gla

7°A'balson; Ope Ollies PPa 85-24
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wore created, to sorve him upon special oscuosions, when he
would maize himaolfl appear extraordinarily preuont. nd only
ono, lachmenides, fiercely ccmbattod this msdisval perver-
sion oi tho Bibvlical view, but his pﬁ:tcats sront unhecdac'!.'rz
Almmost 2ll tho falso Hoasiohs in Jawilsh history oloime
od to bo the incarnate Shel o123 Maos0 wo commot mention
hers, bub perhaps one humorous incident will sorve 83 & fit-
*aing conclusion to the torfuous and econfuning history of the
Jewich doetrine of the Shelinah, Cne, Hehemich Chiya Choyon
{1650-1720), an "arch~inposter, vho in hypocrisy, audacity,
end unserupulousnese hed but few equals in the sightoonth
contury, so rich in -:Impastors"ﬂ" operly tought & Trinicy as
a doctring of tho Jewish rolipgion,s This, of cowrse, was not
the Chriation Trinity, bub there wore indeed threo porsons
in this now Godhoad: (1) the holy, primoval Ons, or Soul of
all Soulsy (2) tho Eol; ¥ing, on incarmation of the Doity;
and (3) & femslo person, the Shekinahl Strongoly enough, the
book conmbaining thie welrd doctrine was evan rocommendod by
the rebbinate of Venico “eithor boocause thay had not gseen it
bofore 1t was printed,; or because by reason of Xabbalisblc

: g
stupidity thay did noti perceive its drifbie 12

Tguotod in Lownan, Ope Sitvs Pe 0%
T2yaenache, Ope Site; Do 524

731'biu.
Thgolnrich Graota, m«:m of the Jewa (iniladelphia:
Jowish Publiocation Socie Amorica, I90L)s Pe 215.

To1u1d,, pe 217




CHAPTEZR IV

Bealdes tho Shekinch thers ave also & nuber of ofthor
Seriptursl expressions which closely porallel the scnss
which wos later given to "Shelkinah" ond with which thet con-
cept 1s ofbon confuseds AT Dost, the rabbins woro nover
systematic. Thoy ars always given more to a gort of poostry
than to philoszoprhye. lienco, they had no umisgivings cboub e
pio:;ring many of those Bibllcal eoxpressions alongside their

v torminology, without indicating what rolationship, AT |
any, thove was between thoe two. Furthammore, wo must rsiem-
ver that the Talund wng weitton over 2 period of acevora
Iwndred yeora &% o tine when Judelsm was exposcd To uany
contrasting influences.

Lowvman woll swanarizes the ocommon viowwoint of schwlars:

In the language of the Cheldoe parapbrages, the
Sehmchineh of Jehoveh,; the Hednwa [sic) do Johova,
and tho Voics of dJohovah, or o' th el of the
- Progenco,; or divine uajesty are 21l but dii'.fr‘cmt
woya of oxprossing ons and the samue thing.™~
Abeluon 1ls move btrenchant:

Groetz wus right when he spoke of the Talwud as a
IDasdalinn mezo in which one can scorcely find his
way ovon with the #Wweod of Ariadno'e %he robdins
degserdbed it as an goean cn which only the oxper~
janced gwimmor might dare to vonburg. The Aiffi-

cultlce of rabbinic litarcturo are the inconsiste
encies of many of tho doctrines to bo found thero.

vsoit cubodies such & huge medl gy of opinions
vhich it nimply states an they woro uttorsd, and

Yioses Lowmuon, Throo Tracts (London, 1756); pe 12k,
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leaves unroconciled; agatitered; not atrung upon
ony porticular thrend,..Thove ic o copgerdes of
opinions, but no ono canonlcel opinion which is
finally authoritnbive ond domends acoepbancos2
Wo must neke o briel study of sono of the chiof A4
Tostamont tovmso which the Targuwas, Pidroshes, and Talmmd
elthor leoave untranslabed vwhen the conboxt might lead us bo-
expeet "Sheliinch®, or olse pio.qe in closo gynboctical rolae
tionship with that oxprossion. (Habuzally, in a filold so
vast ag Judaelsm, thore are mony especis that are »eolated o
the Shokinah, which we cannot touch upon heraee Hven Somo
0ld Postament oxprossions with which the »abbils pm*éphrasoé
the divine namo of charazcbsrizoed Iils mla‘ai&ns with men zust
be omittod hore, wotebly 317337 (might), 5139 N7 (worey),
pod "U‘jgu;l (20aven)e
Wiodeeend sundyy times and in divors mannexs apeico in
tine pead unto Tho frthiorahd Anang the hwst &iﬁsme of
thozo “waamiers® are the nwrerous thoophoaniss of tho 0ld -
Testomonte Their velaticnship to the Shekinah is nob alto-
- gether cleave Should wo view the Shelingh s onc wmong wemy
theophanios,; or is it a later, more genoral bterm, which in=-
eludes all types of theophanios? Both views have beon ox=
prossed in previous pages of this thesise It 1a o be noted,

however,; that alrscdy in the 01d Tegtament the theophanies

25. Abeleon, The Immanenocs of God in Rabbinical Litoraw
ture (London: Nacmillan and Cos, 1912), PPe T7=0e

3Hebe 1, 14
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bocome less {roguont aiter the institution of the losaic
vitual, with 1ts pormenent presonce in tho sanctuary, as if
that h?‘J.o.i rondorsd spociol mmnifestations of God urmoeén&rrq
At tilmea the Tergwmigta peraphrased thoso theophunios; ab
othors thoy translated them wverbatim. This simply is one
of the mauy ardes vhich Judaisn left unadmlnistorsd, and we
can do 1iutlo more than leave it so tocs Hovortheless; the
OLd Tegtanent witnosn does gqom to Justily =« tentative ton-
cluaion thet the Shakinal: reprosonted & more pérmanont and
more spiriiuwl revelation of God aftor the theophanioes dig-
apwenyr, but, at that, not & reovelation ol an essontially
differont type .h'

Probably the most important perallel to the Shekinsh in
the 0ld Wostomaat is e divine Glozy { T)1D). Botn that
torm and its Avomaic aeguivalent ( NP 15 are froguently
used in the Turgwas whenover the Old Testament speais of
mon's vision of God or of Godls self-manifestation to mons
Wo hove alwready nobtod that tho Targums never translato the
Ti1aD in the Biblical bexbt with "Shelrinah”, save in one
inatanua.é On the other hand; concepts which those two words

Li(‘ﬂmi'.wa Ociilor,; Theology of bho 014 Tastament (Grand
Ranlda: Zondervan m'.lb TNing SJ0Ne0, Bile)y De Loike (ﬂahli!}'-'
romerics here that revelatioa fullowed the same course in the
Hew Tostomonk: tho Chrislophanies cgeass soon afher Josus!?
ascansion to mako rool for tho operation of tho Holy Spirits.)

Ssas Chap. Va

OSea- gupra.
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exprass aro almest identical; and the 014 Testanmont itself
often states the T as subject,; whoro lator Jowdom saw
the activity of tho Sholkinsh (ef, only "m. 33l I, 83 end
Broe 1)s In Bie 33, 17 £, TI2D altornetes with 03D ,7

The rabbis ooccasionally spoko of the Yglory of o
Sholzinah' as though it were to bo dlsiinguished from the
rlmﬂ;' off God, bub it is extremcly doubtful that oy visuclw
:!.r:e:l anyoning spccific in thet casoe Horve 1liikzely, “glory"

thon, instend of a terminug technious, is moant mercly es an

attridbube of the Shokinah, with a menning similar bo WTP .8
lioro often, the TYAD end the Sheklnah aro ussd procti-
clly as synonyag in Jewlch litoraturo, Undsr tho caption,
Ulory of God", tho Jowlsh Encyclopedis simply says, “See
Sim::imh",9 vizich indicates how closely the oulliors of that
authoritative "'ewiéh woris linkzod the tWwo sxpressions. Tho
Sepbuagint and the How Tesboment translatc bolh torms allke
with Sofwel® Xithol states bluntly: YPase dlo Sehékins und
der Kebod suf dan engsbo susaymongehooren, zeigto sich schon
an don UGaschreibungon von Tsd (Jonothen's Parpun], Womn dio

Sehoitine moa Zion kowwit, wird der Eabod sichibar fuer genz

Tsge infrae

Bﬂchler 0pe Gite, Pe 110s
93‘@.:1311 cs-clo odta (liow Yorl: Fanlr and Wognalls GO,
1907): 6'{9.

101!0'1‘4".“-".'&1"}." BIe _E:!-_E_n" D 760
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Israolel -+ fLpoing while dilacuasing tho develonment of the
T1LD concept in the "2" mchool, Kittol glves the same dofi-
nition to it as we might eoxpect for "shekinch'i

Zun Vorgtaondnls russ bauosrst werden, dass dle.,
Priogtorschwriflt weder in dor Svedigion astolhb; die
sich Janve im Heiliptum wolmend dachte, mwoch die
doutoronosizehie Angchauung toils, der zulolge Jab-
weo i jilmmel blolbt wni dem erwachlion Voli: nur
soinon Homon an don Kultort gobs Mucr P ist Johe
wos Hergichh wohl dor Himmol, cbor jo und damm
foshrt or allaen Volite sichibay micdor, wi mid
ioses zu sprochon, (oricht zu wcben wea, Uic HZiol-
lo jomor hoch hoiligon Begepmung ist der 73N
TIY, das ist "Zelt g.oz- Begegmung'; gonsuor die
Dockplatte dor Ladoe s

fhe conmon OLd Testoument phrase t¢ express the funckion of
tho TV1D4s 77112 T2WI TiPY (Lxk: Towev o KnvupaTos
&{P‘ns aov), A3 he 121D is futhormore intogral to the os-
chatological yourninga expressed in tho 0lé Testamont--2
characteoristic vhich the rebbis laber epnropricted to the
Shalineh (ofs Pse 72, 19; Ise 66, 18; 40, 53 L3, 7).11!' Thus
one Midrach states: I mi.§m1c‘.en Acon, woun ich meine Scho-
Iing zwz Zioh geluchrit habe, worde ich mlch In melnda T12D
onthuellion fuer gans Iseasl, wnd sie werden schauen und Wor-

don laben in Swigkoit, ul5

Wpudolsh Fittel, Theolopinches Weerborbuch zum Housn
Dontomont (Stuttgerts W fohlhoxmer, 1935), 1i, 210

127p1d., pe 2li30

rowman, op. gites Pe 80,
Uizaytol, ops olbey: Be 2USe
150uoted in ibidey Pe 253s
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Anothor iuportant Old Dostamont concept with definite
affinivios 4o tho Shokineh is the "Holy Splrit" ( ~[1-19
WTPshe Already in 014 Tesboment usago we foce tho problem
of whother "spirit" is meant personaily, or simply rofors to
an atbribute or atato, vhich God has given. Wo must romene
ber that the old Hebdows did not disbinguish bebweon "spinipH
and "broath®s10 he 01d: Toatament also spoaks of & "spirit
of jealousy® (ifwas 5, 1l), a “spirit of fornication® (los. li,
32), obeet! Bubt vory often tho Tgpirit of God" or tho "ioiy
Spirdt® is dofinltely personificd. This splrit io very ac-
tive in tho creation of tho world sccording o Gen. l. This
apirit ie bostowed (ofton WY ) upon the Jewish loadors and
the prophets for their activitios (efs Hwie 11, 17; Doubt. 3k,
93 Judge 11, 293 I Smme 10, G, otce )16- The 01d Postament
alao giveo dofinito eschabologioznl moanings to the Spirit,
Tor in the Hossianic ago a fwller monsurc of the Spirit can
be oxpectod (so pardlowlarly Iasiah 11) X _

In rabbinlc usage the Shekinah and the Holy Spirit aro
somectimes clearly distinguilshed. Thus, one Hidrash montions

% Y - 20y P & . ] L] 2 1]
voth the “Schechina divina" end the "Spiritus sanctus" as

1635:0 Gtoseniug, Hobrow and Uhaldgo Lexicon, translated
by Swmel Trogelles (Grand Hopldss  wde De Lezaman's Publish-
ing Coe, 191!9?3 pprs T60-1e

b S ‘ ‘ " 1 ‘
Paul Meinisch, Theology of the 01d Tostamont (College=-
ville: Tho Lii;urginal ProsB, 1950), De 122.

18345 ibid., pps 120-1; and Qohler,.op. cit., pp. Lid-2.

19393 Heiniach, ODe _0_115_- i. Pe 119
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among hw five things missling fropr tho second tmplo.ao At
othor ¥imes, the two oxprossions aroc prpcticzally ':‘I;nﬁent:l.ﬂed.
Thus, & Tovgun on Hxe 33, 16 roads:

Woran snders soll erlamnt werden, doss lch Onade

gefundon bobe vor dir, alg wonn doine Schochino

mit ws radet wnd Tauxior untor wns goschehon, dass

du don Golst der Prophezseliung von don Voolkern der

ﬁgeaggﬁm{}gt ;a?n;gdfgtfgain hoiligen Golsto mit nir
In the Highnah tho story is told of & mecting of rabbis at
Jormioe Suddenly they hosrd o volce saylug: "Thomo is hera
& run who is worthy that tho holy spirit should rost upon
him, but his generation is not worihy's: ‘he Tolmud veporis
exactly the sawo story; bub .:»:m‘oatitutaa ghokinah for Yioly
Spirit¥,22 : -.

In gonorsel it is true that "Holy Spirit" 1s usoed far
loss in later rabbinicél litercture than in the ocarlior,
probably to avoid confusion with the Chrigiian ophasis upon
the Mioly Spirdt"<23 It kad beon the specific function of
the loly Spirit, according %o tho rabbins, to inspivre pro-

phocy and the .":’:cripturaa',-zl"- it now the Shelrinsh sasuncs mOre

200u0ted 4n A. r. Gfoerer, Geschichte des Urchristen-
thupe (Stuttgart: Be Sehweolzortartis Verlogonandlal uhg, 1030) s

) .

2111)16; s Be 326.

#2pon Grogory Dixy e Shoge of the Iitugy (Vestmin-
stor: Dacre Fress, 191(51!. Pe 1044

23ave180n, ops oibias PPe 377-9 (Appendix I).

ahGeorge Hooro, Judaism in tho First Centuries of the
Curistion Bra, the Age of thae Tamasinm (Cambridge: Hervard
Vorsity Toest, 10L0)s Is La(»
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and moro of this aetivity. How great the dangor of confusion
with the Christinn interpretations of tho Spirit is evidont .
from the woy in vhlch Christionity cozlescod so many varied
concepts of Jowyy into oo, viz.; the doctrine of the third
pordon of the Trinibty. Thus ono Christlan wriler concludoa:
o 5:95. it itoelf ig the luninous pilley which
loads his poopleo into all truth; the Spirit 1s the
Uoim and Tinemain, «e ¢ The Holy Ghost ig the truse
apiriiucl. glory that £i1ls tho sanchaary with his
pmsom:e--hho Shokinah that dwolls in tho hearts ..
of Godts pecpls, »eudering thelr bodles tomples ol
the Holy Chost, And every othor good mat forta in
ancient typo and sywmbol is now comprised in theo
co:ﬂmlatﬂ.nn of the Chriastisn dispensation by tho |
iTh thgé crowns all ot.zers--the gifs of tho Iioly
pl:':lt
Vo face further problewms vhen wo try to aai:n-bl:l.sh tho
rolations betweon the Shei:inah and anothaer. important poraon~
ege In the 01ld Testaomont, the "Angel of tho Lord™ ( "’ N ’7 4l
st Ti‘l ' )« To say nothing of the whole Old Tostament angolo-
logy; e interprotation of this oxpresction iz one of the
kmotticst aspocts of 01d Testoment theologye. To tho best of
tris writer's mowlodge, the "angel of the Tord" was never
jdentified with the Shokinsh, Yet so many of its functions
in tho 01d Testamont, as God'a ropresentative to men, paral-
161 those of the Sheirinsh that one cannot Ignore it in a
discusszion of the latters Noast likely tho letsr Jewish doc-

trine of ithe I;Je'i:at.:c-m26 doveloped from the Tangel of the

2571111@ Goolre, The Sheliingh (Lémdons Ja 8, Cooke,
1857)s ppe 185-0. ,

263‘3@ Chepe Ve
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Tord", Kittel belleoves ihat originally it was merely one of
the thoophenios, but was later vovisod:

Urgpruonglich war in dlesen Segon wohl uwbefangen
von ganz sinnonfaslligen Gottoaeraoheimmgon dle
Rode. D10 Nearbeltor der Sagen hichon cber dlose

ummochsige Ueberdieforung im Intorog 79 dor stronge
on Trauszendenz Jahwes eoingeschoben.<

Heinisch has woll swmerisad 1ts '.Loi‘iry position in tho Jld
Teataiont:

The cxpreasion mellalh. Jelwoh or mallgkh Flohin ia
usoed interchangoa%Ix with tho divizdo namo Jaawoh
1tscle; thors is no essenticl difforsnce botweon
'am'miaas mado by Jahweh Himself and thoae mede by
tho ual':ﬁ.h Jahweh; tho mallalh had been Jacchis
apoclol, protoctor; * JohweRTs amo', 1, €.y Hilg na=
Turo, is 1n Himj; sacvlilces ave m-o“aﬂ to Wing le
hag the powo“ i:o Torgive sins; tho angels are suh—-
ordinato to Himg Satan must aclmowledge His powerg
Tie is tha angel "of the covenant, identical with
fady those to W Ho appoars ara convineced of
having saen Goda

The affinitios hore with the functions of the Ihoklnch are
obvious,

The Christian church has nover been able to agree wheth-
er tho "angel of the Lord" was merely & finite spirit, sub-
Ject to Godj a non-hypostatioal solf=-presentation of Jahwes;
or identical with tho Logos, the second person.of the Trin-
1ty (=0 from Justin Harbtyr down)e®® (If the lattor view is
accoptod, we might say that tho "Angel of the Lord" end tho

27!{1'3‘!301'_ Ops Bikey Ty 76

28:Ieinisch, ops oiby; Pe 108,

29509 the excellent historical survey of this problom
in Oshler, ope Clbsy PPe 131k
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the ¥Shokinah® aroe among tho roobts of the socond and third
poraon: ¢ the Christian Trinlty, rospectivoly; ond wo might
compare their altornation In the 0ld Toctamont with tho ine
torchangorbility of the indwelling of Christ and of tho
Holy Spirit in iho iow Teabament. e
Tn tho Ffifth plecs; btho Biblicel uzo of TDUealso in
many insiﬂ_a.mes parellels Jowish concoptions ol tho &ma:mah..
Tn ¥xe 23, 21 the "namo of Johwe" and tho "Angol of JalmroM
are equato»:‘.._,3a The oxpression, -uw s 15 porallcoled with
2D in Iss 59, 19 aad Ps. 102, .16'-31 Thora i3 no doubt
tiet tho phrase is Cvequently used in the 01d Testoment Yo
dosizgnate CGod's power, HOgt modern scholars sce & develop-
nent from this early litercry devicej firast os a substitube
for "Iohwe" itmolf (Bme 7, 183 9, 113 16, 50; 68, 5; 7h, 18;
86, 12; 92, 23 Is. 28, 1§ 26, 8; 56, 6) ("Bs wird nichi mehr
avlochon .Tah-ve Im Hmmel und seinom Schom o Kultort untor=
schioden: in Schew offonbart sich Jehve solbst; or ist dic
dem Iionochon zugewandbe Seite Johves") ;32 end then to & full
hypostasization (Pse 54, 1 ¥Eavo mo, © qu?., by Thy none? 3
89, 255 118, 10-123 12l 8 ekca)s
Domit hat sich die letzte VWendlung dos Schom-3o-
griffes vollzogen; sle cteht im Zuaziznenhang mit

dor allgemein in der nachexilischon Zelt zu boob-
achtondon Heigwg, dio Transzondons CGotioes su

30zsinisch, ops Sitey Pe 127e

3l3ee Eittol, ops clbey IV, 256a
32__11?,1_&.,!1 e 257,
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stoligern und soin irmenentos 1 %\m Iaeor stoovizor
aul “:‘.ttolwosen zu uebcrt.aagan.

Thie 1a%az@ view is also aupportnd by tho froqusnt uso of
the phwaso, _',-n,‘l" "U\LL‘J. N‘] P s insta0d of calling upon God
Y 1:5011'.3’4' 'i"m rebbing oi’tan rvelorosd 'bo Jalwe simply by
the vermy, U0 P ividently this use of ~UY pavellcled rab-
binic belief in tho Sha};:.'in.'alz an vopresentatlve of CGod,

Imeh the sazmo is true of the exprossion, 49T, "ord |
of God"e ilow zmch noro dynl;n.';s:lc all ﬂ:ésa E!o‘-.mo'.;t;mns arg
than thele Gmel: aquivgléh.ta iz someihuing vihich 1s firat
damaing on many echolarse, This powor of the "Word" is ovi-
dent slrsady in the emats.bn story. Parther, ‘l.‘lT is ofton
poraoniiiod alvrgady :!.n t‘m th.cl Tostamont, o2nd this bondency
is developed in the J‘cwish wisdm lihamtum.36 *hilo ea-
peeially wes fond of tl:oaa PaBS2ges w!xich he oould uss ao
support for his ..;or*w-».oe'arinﬁ,37 bui, o course, ho does
not vepresont Jewish thoug;_;t as a wholes (Just what affin-
itics St, Jdohnmte r%ac‘ari'u% _-'q'i‘ t‘né Loges beors to both the
0ld Testomont 9 "LT arid "nilc 13 vieW is very pxoblomatic,
bub his thought doos! probanl‘y parallel much ol conbtomporary
Jowigh thoughbe- \

33h“i\':-h-, Bila 07;7'8.

o wwneBmTrsaa

31'&53@1‘:11;5. Ope oite; p. 633
35%einiseh, ops Oites Pe 127s

3011d,, pp. 1215
3714,
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Lotor rebbiniasm, of courss, doveloped tho 0Ld Tostement

viow of ‘1'_1'-1[ s Just as it did alwost evoryithing olae. lor-
T
shall writes:

An uttorance of God is somothing Divinojy as potent
as God Himoself, and thorefore "ord" lsnds itselfl
to Jdawish philloso as 2 sultable oxprossion for
a Divino intormediary botwoen God and the world.
Thin holps us to undorstanc how Judaisa cams to
ite conception of tho Shelkinshe.s..non tho Jow had
banlshed God {rom his wnivergs, the racordod mani.
festotion of the Divine Prosence In tho af: and
clacwihiore sacmed (o him a tertiu guid belween God
.m\: wature: Divine, bub Sopoarabio in thoughit from
{;od,

A porgonified ‘]';er,[, Tiguros vory strorngly in robbinic discus-

niena.39 ilowever, since '1.‘_'1_1 does not appoaxr in the Arameic

vocebulery, its equivelont, N9Y1Y s is gonerclly employed,

i~
the importonce of which weo shill sonsider in greator detail
in Chaptor Ve |
Visdom { ;1531;1 )» at lesat in earlier Jowry, also bears
T :

nmany parcllels fo the Shekinahs The wisdom literature oo

peves the wisdom of God with the spirit of God."'ro o other

divine abtribute 1s personified as much in the Jld Testament

as “wiadmn“._m Yilsdom is reprosonied 2s appearing publicly

in Prove 1, 20-23¢ In Booclosiasticus 2l 10 £, the dwelling

383, 7. yershali, "Sheicimsh", A Dictionavy of tho Bibla,
James Tasting, mditor (low Yoxlks: Charles Scribnertz Sons,
1901), IV, iﬁé.

3%po1s0n, Ops Cite, PP- 116-94

h.oﬂﬁinischj _0'2. 2’_-'2., Pe 11'-0_.%

lil;gid-q-, Pe 112,
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of dlving wiadon on lite Zion is stated as the princinle of
revelation instend of tho Shekinahis presence in the sanc-
'l:um.'s-.he Both the Shokinah and Wiasdom are all-pervadings
both protoct mankind in trouble; both arc 1ikely to loave
bocauso of .-sin.h'-?’ Howa'e"er! whillo it is vory probable that
the rabbis garmered come of thoir conceptions of the Shalki-
ngl: from the saplontel writeral amphasias on Wisdow, the two
exprossions cannot bo completely :l.:lcntirif:&, bocruse leter
Judalsn, probebly in reaction against the Christien identi-
Tication of Christ with ¥isdom,; usvally subordinated Wiadom
to the Torsh or some other object, which thoy now glorified
and porsonified in its plaue.-m" Iuch of what the (14 Testa-
mont ascribed to the TVAD or Yo God Himself, tho saplental
writers to Wisdom, and the rabbins to the Shekinch, the Iew
Togtament, probably draving on all thrse sources, applies
to Chivist. This sequonce is as fascinabing as it is oon-
fusing,

Wo must also pramember the frequont and equelly coniug-
ing exprossion, "face of God"™ in tho 0ld Tectoment, which
was So often the originel where the Terguma translato with
Uahaltinah', The chisf passage to deal with horo is Lxe 33.
In verse 2 Jahwe had declared thet He would no longer lead

iﬁﬂahler, Ops cile; Pe BhiS.
43ano1s0n, ops olts, PRe 55-T6s
M’Heinlseh, O« _Eﬁﬁr’ Ps 113.
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such a stubborn Tollr porsomally, but would send an angel to
load then vo tho Promised Land. Hoses entreats God, who
finelly promisos, “iy presence shall go ( -‘IJI?_: I
All the gquesilong of vwhothor this "presenco" was vicible or
could be scon by men end its relationship with the TYa>
would enbtor into ;3. complete discusalon of this probleom. Hvi-
dontly in verse 11 "the Lord spake unte loses face o face®
as in veras 1l —U'3D is meant as somothing Lfrom God (like
tho lator Sholinsh?), while in verse 20 ("Thou omnst not sco
vy face”) (cf, I John lj, 12) 1% evidently stands for God
Himsolf, Is, 63, 9 may woean that this "prescnce” (or the
Sholrinch) later appoared in the form of an n’:nmal.,"'5 Mo
former usage of ~U .3 might justify one in roading more into
tho common 7]1DY when applicd to God than is usurlly done,
whon that ochr;ssion is intorpretod ds moroly iHebralatic
manner of spaeﬂh.""ﬂ

Pinelly, wo must alzo note briofly that Tho Shelineh is
ofton pictured os & porsonification of light, prodebly vo-
cauge of its close assoclotion with the T30 and the T 'I’D.
Ofton, of course, "light" romains purely descriptive, bub
vory of'tben in rabbinical thought 1t becomes 2 cosmic power
in 1ts om vight.t A jdresh on @ume 6, 25 (the Aaronic

,-1-5 Qehler; 22. Eﬁu Pe 130.
hﬁIb.".dtg pp. 127"8.
!"TAbelson, _O_Ei _9_1_!5_0 9 PD» 55—76.
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blessing) roads: "oy Ho give unto thoe the light of the
Elwl:ﬂmh".i’re The Talmud stetes, "o faco of tho Sholrinch
lights up the whole earth™H® mug tondoncy to identify the
Sholtinah with porsonifiod light boceme much more pronounced
in modioval Judeism, ae wo have already scon in our discuse-
sion of Naimonideat! wiews??

The briol compeviaon In this chapter of the Shoizinsh
with various othor Biblicsl conuvopis, from which it ias both
derived and with which it is reolated; has wnearthed more
queations than 1t hos answored; but it has also indicatod

w exceodingly conplez this entire problem is and how ut-
verly imposcible any rosl systematizZation of rabbinism is,
In the noxi cnopber wo must investigate o fow other non~Bib-

licel exprossions vhich tho rebbinical writers used in a way

similar with or parcllel to the Shokinah,

4r1a,, pe 57
U9rn1a,
50539 Chape IIle

——



CHAPTER V

In addition to the various Biblical terms which the.
rabbls froquently used in the discussions of tho Shelinsh or
fron vhich somo phases of that doctrine wers derived, thore
are also o fow characteoristic Avamaic exprass:lo;m wialch oc-
cur in tho Targuwis ondé Nidrashoses These aro ofton used in
conjuncilon with the ihokinah, o:'. they illustrateo what wos
noant by that expression, The two most important of thoaso,
which wo shall consider firgt, cre W ‘.ll_ﬂ".‘l and .NZ P
Ticesc oxprosvions are in many rospocts sluply thoe Arannic

equivaleittz for 94T and T)2J respectivoly, noither of
which appearod in the Arcmaic voczbularye Ia some reapoects
they simply ebsorb the mosnings of their Hebraw ralatives,
or that which the rebbinic comuentators had given tzam,l
but elsovhere thoy reprosont new approaches to the whole
problea of Godls rolation to tho phenomonal worldy

The bewrm, Homva, appoars oxolusively in tho Targums.
By the Gime of tho liidrashos and Taluud 1% hos disappoared
entircly, and theo Sheolineh alono assumos the functions which
botlx soem previously to have ahnred.;a Yot its hictory,
fhough brief, is move important to us in this study than an

1I.udw*g Blay, "Shelrineh", Jowish EZnoyclopadis (ew Tork:
Paals and Wagnells Coss 1907), " $T, 288,

2 B o ", £ the Bible,
Je Te Harshall, "Sholkinah®, . Dictlo [} §
Janes Hosti Fditor (low York: Charios go 10r'g Sonsy
1901}, IV, 9.
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éxbendoc?. development of soue concept in subassquont agos

could bee

Comparod Yo its brief higtory, opinions ars al-

most as varisd on tho liemro s on tho Fhekinoh itsolf. Hac-

donald has well swmtarized the wido range of meanings in

vhich tho oxpression Is usoed:

It is comiected with tho froguont "word" of Jeno-
vah in tho 0ld Tontamonte Tho Torgpwas rondered
this with lienra, its literal translation in Are-
mpics then thals tor: was personificd and its uase
extondod as & means of soparsbing Jehovah from
anthropomorphic exprossions vwhich wore felt o be
against His dignity or spirituality, Tws it is
tho lemra of Jehovah against whom mon offends and
it 1o iHis Momra that "ropenta"; the voice of the
Honpra 1o heard and the Hewra Lo put for tho "hang®
of Jehovah, The Hamra thus beoawe & manifestation
of Cod and His paraonified sgency, Bub it will be
noticod that this personification, both libterally
end in ldoa, connects with the authoritative Vord
of ¢:|‘:-;11mr.'311.3

loedonold suggests thet Fhilols doetrine of the Logos

was infiluoncod by tho leara of tho 'J.‘argtmm,h vhilo Gfosrar,

notweally, 1o of the opposite opinion:

In der Thab ist dieo Heumra oino hebraciacho Faore
bung dor. aloxendrinischon Loj0SsesBel don aloxan
deinischen Judon finden wir wm Jesu Christi Zeld
die Logoslohre schon gons ausgebildet; wir wissen
ferner dass die aegypbiach-jusdiache ioishoili
laongst nach Paleestina verbreitet wer, ist es also
zu vomnmdern, Wenn wir in hebraoischon unae;zem
aus jener Zeit; namentlich in solchen, dio sonsé
viele Spuren dor Goheimlehre enthaltan,_gvia die
Targunmin, oul ashnliche Lohren stossens

(Princeton:

3puncan ¥podonald, Tho llstrew 'i’b.ilosog)ﬂca:l_. Gonius
Princoton vars 338, 0V, Ly itdle

rvid.,; pe 40s
5. Gfoovor, Geschluhte des Urchristenthums (Stutbgarb: .
¥ Schweizorbartls V orlsgsnandiung, 1030), I; 3lle

|
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Yot, as in the cass of tho fhekinch, we canunot simply
assert that the lenra-dovica was ouployed to avold anthropo-
morphisns, 1f for no other renson then thot the Tepguns thome
selves conbain many ani:hrom:mrphismﬂ; layoau prefers the
opinion that Onicelos wishod nothing more by using "Homra™
than to render the Febrew 91T intollizible to his age:
Alle Schwierdigkelten sind jotzt goloest, ohmno oino
lypostaco dos Tiortes angonormion zu hobsen, durch
wolche Onizelos sich also von dor alozandrindschoen
Logoslohre obhoenglg orifolson Wuerdosessient isty ea
eimel gowiss, dass uns im Onkelos eine Uobersotz-
ung fuex dad Volk vorlleght, so duerfen wir in deov=
gelbon gio Loesung phlloascphischer Probleme nicht
auchon.
Howover, ovon Gfoorar admits that tho various Targiumi-
nists use tho oxprossion, "Homre" in different sonsos. On-
kkelos, thus, uses it in the nost hypostatic fachion, ho

sayej Jonathan miore ofton identifies it with the Holy Spirit

-

vhich he often btranaletes with N1Y7"Y , whils in the Jeru-

3]

alem Targun it iz "ein Sngel, olns mit dor “Schochling, dor
aich offenbavende Gobtl dos alton Pastamonto®) £ Gfooren
alse adniss thot Onkolos does nob make a very carcful dig-

tinction bobuwcen thoe Homra and the Sholineh:

651@@:11:;1:1 Haybaws, Die Anthropomorphisn und. Anthzopo-
athion beil Cunltelos und Geb spasvein prat mit ’Eqsﬁorar

I
BerasclsTer tigung dop Ausdruecite Lomr tnd Sohochine
The (bBreslaus SouTeteerTs tonclung, 1070)s Pe liBs

Teroorer, op. oits, Pe 316.

BFor a detailed elassificadion g:g t&zedtm o ugea_in tho
Targums,; soe Alfrad Bdersheim, The Liie and 2imas ol JISud
tho Nessich (Grond Rapidas . B, Torduans ropliening uOes
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Sntwedeor war Onlelos oin volliowmoner Thozr und

druockte sicn ouf dio unvornuonfvlpsite Velso aus,

oder vorgtand or unter Hemrn stwas Ashnmliches, wie

g};ﬁgi :;.;g ggi;.gclﬁgﬁ,. gine Ausastrgemng cue den
Heinisch, prcbably chieily for dopuatic veasons, assorbs
sinnly that tho Hemra Ywag insortod into the text or sub-
stilvubed foxr certain worda, or wied to eircunscribe anthro-
pomorphicns withont wholly obliterating them";1C but the
ceee doas not appoor to be as simple as ho makes it cut o
be.

Tho liemrats porallols with the Shekinah are many. A
Targum on Love 26, 12 oquatos the two; "I will place the
slory of my Shoninah among you, and rmy Heswa shall bo with
you. "1 Like the Shokinsh it is ofton spalten of as the
12 2 movgm
on Is, 45, 9 also gives the Xewmra an eschabologlonl twist:

loador of the Iaraelites through tho wilderncas,

"Dioc Nomra Cotites wird dle Muelfa dos Messias ra«ea:,vn.":l'3 With
raforence to Is. §; 9-10; Sts Jolm (12, }40) epplics to Jesus
exactly what the Uavgums epply to the !Ea‘-nm-n"

O mn:r oceasions the lomra sooms %o indlcoto meroly a

atoever, ops cit., Ps 310

3050wt Toinisch, Thooloxy of the 0ld Tostament (College-
villo: Tho Litwswicsl Fross, 1950}, pPs 150-13e

1icnpshall, ope clies Pe U89s
12gfoorer, ope ¢iles Do 310.
13}2?;9_-9; Pe 313

Umgorshoin, ope gilies Ps 661
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partioular expreassion for the Shelrinahe Again, thoe Shokinsh
at times soema o bo socondary, for the Memra is said o
shoed the Sholinsh on tho peoplo. After a long discussion,
A"uel.;mn concludens that while "Shelkinah" describes God from
tho aspect of glory and mejeaty, “Hemra™ is ¥i{hoe inmanent,
eroabive, conbtrolling, gwiding principlo rother from tho :
standpoint of foxco than of lovaes wlS Vie night slso note,
finally, thet, as was the cnso with Wisdom, tho Talumud tends
to subsuuo soms of the Nemrals funetions under the "Torah".l0
The expreasion, N'iP" -,~.is usod chiofly by Onltolos and

io not nearly ac important as Hemra., Very olThon it scems o
be a stuple trenslation of the Hebrew TYaD, In thls asense,
it is o'cc:;.f:iomllzr usod inborchangeably with YShelrinah® or
is "aine ?.éigemchaﬁ; dor Scheching, naemiich ihmen Glanz,
wxt wird damm selbst fuer sie gesetat".” There 1t is not
simply o translatlion of T11D, 1ts sonse is usuelly detor-
mined by the conboxt im the Targum. In those instuonces, it
gsooms o indicate only a corbtain typo of Godla self-mani-
fostation. IHoybawa weites:

e e et “Saae. N1¢" in Gncolos Koime

vour: Goth gooondorbe, zwigchen ilm und dor tolt vor-

mittelnde, gelstige und doch besiimmic Foruon au-
naimende \eieganhait, sondern oinfach die Bezeichmmg

e

155, Abslson, Hystioism and Rabbinical Literature (Lon~
don, 1912), ppe 150=73a i

Urp1ds, po. 55766
17Gfbarex-_, 9_2. clites Pe 301, notes
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fuer eixen bestimnmbon Ort dor Offenbarunug Totlos

3%, dfo GuRch Sz, WLV, 17 nachor baadidben
wind e~

Gdersholm, on the other hond; oxplicitly discagroes with
Liaybaumn:

The disbinctlon bevwoon tho unapproachabls Cod and
God og manifest and manifogting Hinsell..e2ccounts
for tho dosignation of God by tuwo cleszos of Lormns,
of which in owr. visw, tho first oxmprssses the idea
- of God cs rovenlod,; the othor that of God ae To~
venlling Himself; or, to put 1t othwiwisa, which
indicato, the one a astete, the other an act on the
vart of Gods Tho fizat of these olassos of dasig~

aatlons embraces Pwo terme: Yecara, tho oxcellont
glory, ond Shokhinah, or f%}ﬁi‘%ﬁ the abiding .
Fresonco, O tho ocher hand, God, as in the ael
of z-e-:oaling Himself, iz desecribed by the term
omoa, tho "Logos", “tha Gord¥, 4& distinction of
Taeac also obtains bebwoon tho tomns Yecars and
Shakhineh, The formor Indicates; as wo balink, the
invard end upward, the labtor tho oubtygrd and
dowawped, aspect ol the rovealed CGod.
In the Targum on Is, 6, all these oxpreasions are used to-
gothor in verious sonses, including tne not-uncomzon oxpres-—
sion o tho Bhelrinah helng oun thv throno of the Yoltarae20
Cohler beliovea that Yokars is gonerally uscd in a sonso
perallel to Bomra, alihough the latter is somowhai wider in
mﬂm%.gl
In passing, wo should also note briefly one othor minor

rabbinic expression, wYhich is similer in soue ways to tho

185‘3&',?’0&1'611’ ODe Bite; PPe LiB8-51,
19&‘.‘('361'81101!&, ODe Eito; Pe 6060,
207v14,

21:‘&’0613(111, O« gﬁo’ IPe 380—2.
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Shekiinch, the "ilotatron” (U derilvalion of the tows is dic-
puted, but most likoly from weT«fpovos). This oxprossion
is of only minor sipgnificence lero, becouse it bolongs chiafl-
1y to lobor, medlovel Jowlsh thoologzys Probubly toiring
thelr cuc from the 01lé Tastomont doctrine of the angel of
the Lord, medieval Joewish theologions concoived ci" o Hoba-
tron ao an cmanation fron the Godhood, who iz The rovealer
of God and the mediabtor bobtiroen God and the crsatuvrs (1l
the Sholdnah, Nomre, abc,)e22 Thus, as the boginning of =1l
erecturnos and the rular of the whole wordd, ho woe abt times
identifiod with ihoe Shaokinshe For sxawpleo, cno Talwmmdist’
writesy Miotatron ost ipsissima Schechine, ot Schechina
lotatron Jdohovaa vocatur, quin corono est deocam Sophira-
o, 123 T nothing olse, tho doetrine of the statron does
at loast provide g further 1llustration of vwhat all may have

lurkad Iin Jowish minds ez thoy spoke of the Shokinal,

22 : TN
Gugtavo Ochler, Theology of the 0ld Pestament (Grand
flapids: Zonderven Fublishing ioune, nde)s De 134, noto 3.

23@0'{;&:& in Gfoarcr; ope Cite; Do 321.



CHAFTER VI

Probobly the strongest testimony to the importence
whichk the averape Jow atbtached to thoe Sheoiinch is to be
found in the Hew Tostauents As we shall ses in this chapter,
there are many facets of the liow Testorment witness vwhich are
siwply impossible to expiiin thorvoughly without taking ac-
count oi' what 'braxmpircd#--both historicslly end theological-
ly--since tho last of the ctnonigal prophotse In only tho
last fow docados acholara hove come to roclize thet both the
0ld Tostumont and rabbinic thought forma are much more vital
to a ponotée.ting undorstanding of the How Testamont than the
Greclr language and thought. This shlit in emphaslis has &le
ready proved frudtful,; but it often seoms that all too often
meny students still trect the inbor-testamsntal period as
sinply a theological vacuwme To agy nothing of the Exile
itself, the impact of three succesaive Torsign mustersy tho
Porsions, the Greeks, snd finally the Romans were bound to
foree the Jews to do some roihinking of their originel posi-
tions, theoology not aexcludeds Marthermore, the doath of the
0ld Hebrow tongue not long after the Hxile had rendored the
0ld Testowent itaell unintelligible to the mnssos, Wao wore
now dependent upon the Aramaic tronsletlons end parephrases
(subject to =11 the perils thet beset amy translation) as
well as the opinions exprossed in the commonteries of the
Tannaine The Now Testoment itself reflects accurately what
great influence the various thoologicsl schools and their
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robbinical toachers had en the populace.

The llew Testament was wrilten by mon who were, on tho
wholo, non-conversant with the trends of Greeck und Peraian
culture (thonks to tho traditional Jowish iaolcbtion), bub
all of whom hod a good knowledge, not only of the 0ld Testa-
mont, but of rabbinic beoching as woll. Tho longusge of the
low Testament is "Koinc%j thore is no reason to bolievé that
its theoology was not "Koine" as wells That is to soy; no
sciontific offort was made in 1ts coviposition to adapt it to
specifically 0ld Pestamont forms of revelation, but it was
writton {and preached) in the forms which wors common and
intellisible to its audiencos Thus Hongatonboryg wrltes on
cortain liew Toestonment prasages:

(ne cannot but fool that thoy do not enuneiato the
dostrine in cuostion for the first tlwmo, but point
o somothing alrcady in existence and ultimateoly
to tho CLd Fastamont, which clony could posoibly
afford a pledge of corbalnby...Baehr has correctly
ronarked thot "the iden of o roveolor of the doiby
wog to thar ono of the primary trutha of poligion,
‘t&zichlﬁm:; oxproused in lenguage ourront ot tho
timae®
o ono would dony that the 0l Testemont suppliod the Hew
with its dynmaic and most of ‘1%s basic opproaches (as was
true of early Judaism boo)y but it is just a8 reasomable to
bolieve that it wao contamporary Judsism which provided the

mabrlx, the pattorn of thought, in which the MNow Tastanent

iz, ¥, Hengstonberg, Christology of tho 01d Pestemont
(Raivburg: T, and T, Clark; 10(2), EU'_; 315%Ve
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rovelation was goete Vo must romembor that most of iho bi-
soyrs niotions, 8o of'ven assoclated with Judaism, sbom Lron
a lator dato thon tho i‘imt conbury or arose Ifrom Jowish
voactions against the Chrdatian use of the 018 Tostomonte

Wo heve already noYed that the Shelcinal, Ka'bad; Liome,
Tiadom, obte, 211 were intimetoly tlod uwp with the Hessianic
expectatliona of the Jowa, Tho early Christiang shored in
&ll thoso oxpscinbions, and hencod '.'.i:_ was natural thaty; vhen
thoy belioved their losciak had come, thoy should apply not
only tho "lessionice®™ porticons of the Old Tostamont, 'but also
2ll thet Jowdon of that time imcludod in that belief, o
Joous of linsbroth, Wo shell note here that the Jows! concept
of tho Shokinoh influonced both the voeabulary and thoology
of the Iow Postamonts

Ono of the most diroct How “fastmnan‘i:. parallols with tho
rabbinic dootrino of the Shekinmalx is 1ho elmyne Teis is tho
chief wmendering ol both the Septusgint and e How Tostanent
fox the Old Testamenb's 931, TOWY, and A90y% &% times
iu the Hew Tastmniq;, howevor, tho sound of tho Greak word
was so olose fo its Avemeis equivalent hat «knvx oF Kmvelw
soems almost to bo a gimple transliteration of N Iu o3
The cognates, ckwv+ and akqviw 5 are used some twaniy-Tive

2Josoph '“'hayer, A Grook-Inglish Lexicon of tho liew
Tostament (Chicago: ﬂ.mrimm Book G0ss 1669), De 577e

33 Te Uarshall, "Shm}:!.nah" .& I}%otiqg&_x:x of tho Bible;
edii;eq b J s Ha--bing (New Yo S5 Seribueris SOonb,
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timos in the ilow 'l'cstamnt.h Oocaaionnlly theso words sime
ply retoin their originsl meaning of “tabornacle” or "dwellf.
In othor instonces they ars used in o context which dofine
itely links thom with the Shekinah, (Many of these wo shall
conuider latore) In at loast throe instances, lmever; all
from the pen of 3%, John, transliterstion of NI seems
%o be thwo most likely oxplunations This corbtainly is true
in tho prologue of Ste John's Gospol (1, 14)z & Aopos a-.zi:j
_ ExeveTo Kal £ekvywcey év Tive Practically all scholars are
agrocd that this vorssc must bo an explicit roference o the.
Shekinah, An axtificial word like "shokanizod" would most
nearly cbnve:r ito original sonse %o thoologlcal carse In
Rove 7, 15 wo voad, § K-L@-»{Fsvas Zmi Too Bpovev cKzulerf_l en'
AT th. Thile the «£0Teos hare rofers to the scinta in hea-
von, oKqvdee cortainly implies far more than the English,
“dwell", can over convey, In Rev, 21, 3, in o similar es-
chatolegical contoxt, the reforsnce to the Shokinah beccumes
oven more ovviouss ifed = cknys) Ted G0V peT Tav
AVOpuUTwWY, Ka! cKnvwWoer pet’ 7Y, Kal «Ted Aol
AVTo0  eovTie, Kai' ovToS O Qeos peT’ abTav £CTuL ,

The Shokinah concept is alao very ovident in tho INew
Toatamont word, J’.'P" , which is practically & translotion of
that word on well as of the Old Testmmeut T19)e This is

zum griochischon Hou-

o ThaorbtomborElaolo

lipy #rod Sohmollon, Hendiconisordan:
en Tostament (Stubbeart: Crlvilepiod

Bibvelanstelt, 1949), e 450.

(15

L1y
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one of tho outstanding examples whors a word in tho low
Tostoment voetbulary 1s roally more Hobrow or Aramsic than
Grock {in tho clossical sonse)e Thus ¥itbol writes:
Don behorrschenden Bestand des nb.lichen Yortes
- abor bildot Jene vollondas joglichor griechischen

Annlogic ontbohrende, bol Failo mur ein elnziges

Il ankzlingendo, Bodeutung doa goetilichon und

hixmdigchon Lichtzlanzea dor die Srocbonzoit und

130 |05 Ga0Ty J& Gas %:iasan Cotbtens und selnor wols

u 'o'l‘ztmv'hmr-',, ot dorstellt,y vonker stamb diessr voellig
noud Uortinhalt? Die Antwort lamm nicht ohng
Blick aul das at.liche Wort -n'::.? gogebon wer&an.s

/
Classicel Greek used [oj.c in the senso of Topinicn®, Yjudg-

ment¥s bub with the single excoption of IV Maco, 5, 17, this

uveage hes completely disappearsd in the Septuagint, fApcerypha,
and the How Teai:mnant.é Practically all the iew Testament
writers usec Jo:f.c ot times in & sense equivalent o the

§1)s17 711D of tho 0ld Tesbtament or the NJI*>u of the
Tavguns and azidraahea.'r Zdersheln specifically disagieas
with Thayer (Grlwm) and insists that Jo}.c nust be derived
from N9PY (or T2 ), mot NI3ui ,° but in the 1ight of
the confused and ovorlepping moanings of all these terms, 1t
would seom that ho is being ruther arbitrary horse.

Parallel to developmants in rebbinical circles, &

sgymolph Kittol, Theologiaches Woerverbuch zaa louen
Tostament (Stuttgart: . WohThuwer, 1U35)s Il 2N0s

6%3?91'; Ope Clbey Pe 155
Troide, pe 1568
81 fpad mdersheim, The Life and Timos of Jesus the Mos-

gigh (Grand Repids: Vine Be 10 sbing Coey 19N3)s
11, 06C,
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porsonification iz vory ovident in tho Aposrysha,., s note
here only o fow instances: (1) Bnoch 1, 20: "And tho
Groat Glory sat thoroon, ond his raiuent shone moro brightly
then the sun®; (2) Tobit 3; 16: "Tho prayor of both was
hesa»d before tho glory of the Great O(ne"y and (3) Sirach 17,
13: “ihedr cyos saw the majesty of tho glory'. 9

Tho Pirst clear appoarance of the Sheokinsh in the How
Teatameont occurs at Jesus! birth, AV least; this hes dbeen
a frocuont explanation of the angelophany to the shepherds,
Imke 2, 3 vefors Gto both an angel of tha Lorat? and to the -
fo:ﬁd- Kuplfw s which wsglcl)mﬂqlcv «JTovse Tris is tho begin-
alng of the Hew Tostamentts shift of emphasis from the &eos
THs Sofus to the Kipes THs Safns s> "Dle Sichtbarwerdung
dor Jifx boi dor Geburt des Christus Ik 2, 9 wolst, gens wio
die Engelserscholnungon, auf seine Harlunft aus der Gotles-
wolte"42 1ake fodls to indloabe whothor the manifestation
of the J c{fm included the angelophany, or whother the two are
to bo Gistinguished, At any rate, the parallelism of this
ineident with the appoarancos of the Shoirineh in the 01d
Pastament (notably in the wildormess and to Egeklel) are obe
vious., It is intoresting to note elso that the Talmd

9mnaha11, ope eite, Pe 189y
10800 Chep. IVs
11K5.t‘b31. Ope clleg DPe 25124

123154
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rolates & similar incldent; irvolving the Jheliinsh, at the
birth of Hosese 3
(Heny- oordy Chrdstisns believed that the “star in tho
Bast®, vhich led the wiso mon, was the anciocnt five of the
Shelinel, which wua now, with the birth of Christ, retuwmning
to earth after belng absent since the dostruction of Solo-

monts t-:rﬂplml"«" While this axncicent interpretotion is some-

vhol fzuciful, 1t is of intorest becouse of the ovidence il
offers fop the influence of tho Sholkinsh upon Christiong.)

Tm Shokinah is also very evidont in the sccounts of tha
Traneliguration (lite 17, 1-6; i, 9, 2-8; Luke 9, 28-36).
Hosos ond T1ljeh appoer ev db j-—n. but vhen tho dicciplos a-
woke they soo TV &{}-.w 40Te0 3 but nob thet of the twe heav-
enly visitors, Svidently, two different typos of “glorios®
ers in the gynopbtistat winds heres 4 oloud, liic that of
tho Shelrinohd in the -:iilc'ic;moss, appears and overshadows tham,
end o voice spoaks from the cloud, just as Jeiwe bhod spoken
out of the NI abop b Sinal (Fxe 16, 17)s Also very
suspect in this comnestlon is Feter'!s suggestion to meke
threo tabernacles (fkvp/,(s , of course), elthough his real in-
tenticn 1s chscuras :

(Although the word Jo:f.c is not used,; wo may note also

13p0mmann Steack and Faul Billerbeok, Komsontar _;n_%
Heuon Testomont aus Talmud und iHidrasch (iuonchen: Ce Me
BookTs0ho Vorlagsbucnhmdlung, 1920); 11, 110

Urs1380m Coolto, ‘Tio Sholdinah {London: J. B. Gooke,
18:7), Pe 109
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that meny scholars soe an aproaranco of the Ihelinoh in tho
gtoxry of the Anmwciation (Imie I, 26-38)s Tho importent
passage (ve 352) ronds: mieduk Lyov énehedoreTa End o€, Kai
§ u'\lmpts JplcTov  épickdre, ot » Tha Sopbuaglnt had used
tho word, fmeKulfew, alveady for oW in Bx. 40, 35 (where
tho ¢loud ia scid to rest on tho teborancle), 7Tho saric word
is used by all the synoptlasta of the cloud at the Transfige
uration, o horoe, liary bocomos a Usberaascle in which Ced
dwellis. "Tho Shelrinah entorod hor, when she conceivesd him.
who posgesses thoe full gloxy of the Shoki’nul_h.-"l"s Furthom-
more, the suvjocts heve are the Holy Spirit and tho Juvau(s
{ s19%97), waich, as Vo smt,.lé were personiiied slready in
the 01d Testamont and espeolally after the Uxile, whon they
boecanoe parellela to the Saelkinah,)

Vo may also note bxvs.ai‘lf £ munber of othor instancoes in
the writings of the symoplicts where Jo f¢ may neocn "Shoki-
noh?®, alihough very often it is di€ficult to distinguish the
use of the word as a terminus Uechndous from its more -
dene meaning of simply "splondor", "brillience®; (1) the
doxology of tho Lordls Prayor (whothor genuina or not), 0Tt
00 BTV vu f Sofuj (2) e Rune Dimitbis (Luice 2, 32),
whove it is also paralloled with ¢u'3.s( QPIN), fos els

15y, 5. Thornton, o Comuon Life in tho Body of Chwist
(Woetminster: Dacre Pross, 1940}y De 320 ﬂ

I
10556 Chape IVe
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"’“'"k"l'\""" €Bviiv Kal &:fml Aeo? v 3 (3} to tho diseiplos
enroute to Mmeous, Josus spoalks of His own daui:.h (Lulro 2i,
26) o en cloeh GV Els Tav &;ﬁ-w «JTod 3 (L) Stephon (Acts
7> 2) spoaks of o beos Tos d'aff-_nsa.ppenring %o fbrobom; (5)
A%t his death Stephen goos (Acta 7, 55) JB}.W feou and Josus
at tho right hond of God (it is to bo noted that the two are:
Aistinguished horo)s (6) St Paul rslatos that at his cone
vorsion he was not able o 0eo <m0 Tis Jo:'ﬁ-;;.s of the light;
and (7) whon Christ speaks of His second coming, usually <V
£ J'a}-n Tod mnTp.J.; AUTE0 or  KaBcrew exi Spovev J.:ﬁ-n.s «0To0
(Matt. 16, 273 Nowic 8, 33; Luke 9; 263 Mats, 19; 28; 25, .31;
Taric X0, 37).

It la 5% Joim ebove oll others in the low Tostomont
who cloarly uses §if« in a sonse almost identicel with tho
19490 in tho GLd Testbmuent or the NI73W in contemporary
robbintamet? Tt is also St. John who most intimately con-
nocts the Hossioh with tho Shekinah; as wo have fivesdy not=-
ed on John 1, Ll in comestion with ckmvqs It is forthor to
bo notod that immodlatoly after the ¢rKvweer &V Nt/ in
that verse, thore follows ¢Bedrkpede Taf ﬂs:f_-g «0Tel o John

ra maizes Chelst ts:a substltuts for and living antityps of
the 014 Posboment tabornacle and its TiaD 20 In & nusber
of instances, where Christ conbrsats the Jo:f.‘. of mon with

ITrittol, ops olbey Pe 251e
180003-‘.'9. ODs _f_’i-j_o’ Pe 98,
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that of God (5, lls 7, 18; 8, 50; 12, L3) tho word surcly
neans moro thon thoe "honor® of tho Authorized Vorsion, In
12, b1, quoting Isaishl!s account of his insugurel vision,
Josus notos that the prophot had seon "F;{{ Jéﬁ.d dUTide ith-
out thiniting in terms of the thelkinah, 1t is also Aifficult
to grasp the full luport of iosus' sacordotal prayere In
17, 5 he prayss Jafﬁ.gn'v pet au, w.i'rep ) s Ty dofy -5’" elXot
Tipe Tol Tov Koapov EVAL m(p.‘( code’

John's Avamaic conveption of the Jg’f.c i3 very ovident
also in his Apocalypses In 15; 6 wp read thzat the tomplo
wos filled with amoka ek Tos J'o:ﬁ-ns Tou Bedd Kai €K T-qs
Suvauws «076o{the parallelimn with the cntry of the Shelinsh
into the tebernacle wnd Solomon's tamle is patent)s In 18,
1 an engel ocomos, and the earth is lightened €K Tis Sufms
«0Tod « In Chape 21, which promises (V. 3), 28 wo alrsady
notod, that the fubernacle of God will be with men, wo 21so
rood (v, 11) that the now Jorusalem has Tay J-a:ﬁ.w To1 €00 3
further (v 23) tho city neods no luminaries, for % & o:ﬁ.;.
ToD Be03 éPuTice? ouTa¢ (15 should be noted thab this clouse if:
parailoled with, "And tho Lamb is the light thereof"). Tais
is truc of the low Jerusalem, just os it was of the Holy of
Holica, which needed no outaside lightpw

S8t. Paul, a good disciple of rabbinic theologyy is 10
oxception to this usage of tho New Testamont. The ShoXxinoh

19111d., pe 239,
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may hove beoa in hip mind in Homs 3, 23, vwhorse he asserts
thet all slaners havo come ghort (bettor: M"lackod") tho
Telory™ ( JwTépoivﬁc Tas J'g"f-,,;) of Gode An overview of
Pauviine use of a"ﬁ.c-. in its technicnl use followa. Home 5, :
2: "o rejoice in hopo of tho plory of God"s Roms G, Ls
Chrlst was reised "oy (§ik) the glory of tho Father; prob-
ably, "St. Panl was thinking of the Sheklnal plercing with
its radiance tho gloow of Sheol, =2nd coopsrating with CGod,
to rolease thoe Divine coptive from the power of Satan and
the- gotas of Snool™. 20  yam, 8, 18: Present sufforings canw
not be compared meds TAV feANveav dofuy AnoksAu@fBnvac s A=
nmong tho speciol priviloges of the Jews (Homs 9, L) Ste Pavl
lists - Jofa ;2L in faimess we must quoe Strack-Billerbsck!s
comucnt hore: "Doch 1st uns oln Beiapiel fuon afeson abso-
lubon Gebrauch von TIID We N 9P" olme Belfuegung einer Gote
tesbozeichmug in dor rebbiniachion Literatur nichi belkamnt
gaworden".ga I Core 24 6t tho Jews oruciiiad Tay Ku'p:w
Tns Jb:ﬁ-;ls. I Cors 15, §j3: the dead body E;;(pe_m ev & ol 7 .
II Core 3, 7-18 is & key passsge in determining St. Paul's
" view of the J'a"ﬁd,, and wo darnot do it justdco hore; tho f._’ﬁ.:
vhich Pilied Loses! faco 18 Ta¢ KaTaggoouevyy (has besn mul-
1ified) bacause of Tys unepBaAhdiens ﬁ:ﬁw culminating in

20 paholl, op. oibes De 409
®lsse Chaps IIls
zzstzﬂok-ﬁllerboc!:, Ope Oite, III, 262,
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an oszchatologlcal erux intorprotums "Wo ally with opon faco
boholding 2o in a gleas the glory of tho Lord, aro chonged

into the socue imoge from glory to glory, ovon as by the
Spirit of the Tord"s In II Cors li; 6, calling the Goapol
ihe 1ight of the imowledge of tho glory of God in the face
oi‘. Josus Christh mey bo more thon metaphoricals =phe 1, 17
egain sponks of & nd'r-q‘f, s r{f—,’s. Phile 3, 21: Our bod-
lea will be changed rupya'ppov TP cps Tt T35 J;}«;,; <UTed *
Gole 1, 11 speaks of To KoiTos Tis defqs «0To¥ o X Thoms. 2,
12: Ged has called us into-his kingdom and glory., II Khoss.
1y 9: At tho Porousia Chrint will punish tho ovil am Tis
Jofms Ths iofves «¥TiTe (Bosides this list above, othor
vasceges might be quotoed whoro the connoction with the Hebod
or the Bhelkinsh is unore controversaials In goneral, wvhoraver
the Authorizod Vorsion translates with the adjoctive "glor-
flous", vo suspect that the original Tis Sofxs is more then a
more opeoxogotical genibives)

Other How Tostemont writors often use { a:f.(, in tho same
senso, Jowos 2, 1 uses a T7s fé’ﬁ-ns to moaify Lmness KoteTo0 o
Since the conbtoxt spocks of & eweywyn of Christians, where
the Snokinch would be prosent, meny tronslate this: "Our
Lord Jesus Christ, tho Shoidnah".23 In I Pebe ly 1h 7véux
is modified by both Toys &:{F"P and 797 fedvy oA it will read
(Zvar do're.T.q,) upon (hristiens. Hewy comxnontatorsy including

233’;9.:-3}1&1_1-, 0pe citey Do 489
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Bengol, rogard f{f‘n‘ hare a8 an appellation of Guristd
an accoun® of the Transfiguration (IT Pebe 1, 17) tho voico
i sald o have come &md K4 o pewau’s {{f-,,.s o Jude 2; I
apocits eschatologically of ghrisi}innsf presonce KaTevwmioy
Tis fofys «UTsG« In Hoby 1, 3 Christ is described o the
-'trr-w},m-,u. (=ofloctod brightnoas) 77 JB}-,,S; 2 phrase which
oceurs froquontly in rebbinlesl writingse2> In Heb. 9, 5 tho
Chorubin {overshadowing the morey geat) arc nodifiod by
e

In eddivion So spociiic Instancea lika thoaso vdoro
eithor ﬁ}o& or okyrq rominda ons of the Shelkinch, thoro are
mmerous othor instances whore Mow Testomont thought ovidert-
iy was influonced by Jowish notions on thait subjoci or sono
ol the parallels wo gonsidered in previous chaptorse The
Shelkinal was tho closeat Jowish approach to theo :'.'.ncama?:ion;
and since the incarnaiion was so cantral Lo Christendom, 1t
noosd not surprise us that so much of 1ty early thought on
that aubjoet parallels Hobrew thought-patiomse ' To Caris-
t;ians:, Christ besawe ilw Shekinoh incarnate, An absiract
concopt (Sholinch) was porsonified once and for alls In
evory inctance vhere Christ oppoars alfter lis asconsion {(and

Christions would adds as before His incarmation) Ho rovesls

2hnid,

e

2Bstpeck-Blllorback, oDe Sibes IIT, 6726

e
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Himgelf in Sholdinchefom (of, Stephon, St. Paul, St. Join).20

Hew Tostamont writors arec always contrasting tho now-
abhrogetod old diasponaation with the new covenant, whore the
glory is now onshrined in an incarncto Hessiah, Yor Christe
ondom the ronding of the.veil of the aa;:atuary at Christts
death beomme the oybol LT ' gfofay of this change. Tao im-
verfcct Tormc of the old dispensation hod been fulfillad in
their antitype; the way to God Mimsolf wasz opon through
Christ {(efs Rome 5, 2)¢ In Corist the Dous cbsconditus had
bocome the Dous rovelatus. Tho divine charscter had been |
fully digolosed in Chriast, as though through Him humnan oyos
had gozod upon tho Shelrinah within the Holy of Holiese2!

The Shakinah in Christ bocowos evident in all fis miwacloes,
dizpiaya of wigdom, stc.ae
Just as the Shokinah once descended upon Israsl, 2o ab
~Pantecost tho Holy Spirit doscenda to perpotuats, as Lt were,
Christlo dwelling in hellevess .-29 As at first in Hdon and
as alwaye whon the TY29 appoavs, firc is the symbol of Godls
prosonce, The ontire “mystical" aspeot of Pauline theology,
Including the Kewwvie with Carlst, the church as the «du<k

707 {p1eTod (I Core 12), the second idom (Rome 5), the

26gqaiz0, ope ite, Ps 110
2T1bida, Poe 123-37
281134,, Do 108.

@Mq PRe 153=9
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welghty ¢V fp1eTy concept, otecs, probebly has affinitics .
with the Jewn® conceptions of Gedls nearneosc through the
Shokinanhe, ©t. Paul very froquently speals of the Cariatianis
body as the taiple of Cod or of the Holy Ghost (ofs I Cor. .
3, 16-17; 6, 19; II Cove 6, 16), as though it wore tho anti
typo of tho Tcuplo,; and tho indweolling of tho Spirlt wvore
just as roal ns tho Sheliinehl!s presence in Solomonts
templos Y @von the Jewish Bncyslopedis aduits that "the
idon that CGod dwells in mwan and thet mon is IHis tenploaseis
merely & more yoallatic conception of the resting of the |
Shel:ingh on man'.>l VWhile it is certain that the Holy Spir-
it in tho lew Westament porfomis many of the functions of
the robblnic Shokinah, its place in that schomo is highly
provlemotice In fact the easc with which the New Testament
1ts0l? almont Ldontifios the sscond and third porsons of tho
TPrinity ot times is pussling enoughe Barly Christlan litur-
glos proier to invoke the Logos directly end speck of the
spirit in 2 very impersonal fashion. ot until about the
Pourth century doos the older end vaguer "Spirit Sheicineh
terminology bow to the me;m precise Trinilorigh vocebuiory
of thot day, but undoubbedly somo of the theological conbent

of the carlier idess was  wwibiingly lost in that tmnsi‘or.Ba

Lt

#O1bid,, pre 179-80

3.131;‘1'::13 Blou, "Shelrinah", Jewish Encyclopodia (iew
York: Mmk and Hognalls Cosy 19070, Xis 255,

32pom Grogory Dix, The Shapo of the Lit (Vostmiine
stor: Daove Press, 19h7), DPs 10l 200, ond L{Ze
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Finally, tho cschotologicel comotations of tho Shelki-
neh to dewry ero algo faithfully reflccted in the Christian
porooption of fifi ond othor conceptss We noted above thab
Christ froquenily uoscd that term in speaiing of tho Farousia,
Thug Aarde  and [a}.c are parallcled in Hatthewis (20, 21)
and HDerits (10, 37) relation of tho samo story. Cormenting
on II Cor. 3, 18, Bittel wrlites: '
Dis ::zuemro swigchen Gogenwert und Eschatologie
ai:acl.t in dnd dofps eis dofav o Dos Jotzt 1ot zwar
; traegh ‘abor zugleich in dom sls den Blick
au.. e ine noch lkomionde VollendingeeesIn dicacreee
"raapoaitio-mlvorb:lndam liogt jono gonze Glolche .
zolvigloit dos Hebons und Hoochnlchthabens, die
a..lcnt.mlbcn gon Grundzug dor nt,lichen Froou:
Iois bildet.d
The eschatologicsl flavor of Jof-(. in the Hew Testoment is
such it 1% fmpllos; not only participetion in Christls
resurvection, but also presont partieipation in Eias life,
evon though he prosent is but the mmgx-,, and xpgabulv of the
Spirit. Honco Eittel oven makes bold to say: "ian Loanni-.e
cuch segon: st dle Jaf« des Glasubigen wirklich Vollondung
und Ziel dea goobtilichen Ka\étv:y 8o liogh es in der Tatux
der Sache, dees sle demsolben Ursprung enstammt wio jenosh, 31-'
Hven as tho giory of the incarnate Chrlst wos a auvoty for
the sonetificction of the Christian on carth {(of. John 17,

22), so lis glorification in hoaven is o type and pledge of

33Kitbol, Ope Oibey DPs 254=5a
31!%1&-, Poe 25!}-
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umat wo aholl be" (Johm 3, 2)¢3° Minally, whon Christ roe
turns &V Jofn as Judge of tho world, the Sholinch will mand-
fest itooll in its "’richaai"f glory and sublimest diaplay“‘.:’é
Thus Thormton writes beautifully:
™o rising of our Lord from tho Baster sopulchro
Shis workds 0BG of tho gloned:hob oF the 034 o=
der thore has broken forth o new world--tho world
ﬁgﬁgéﬁgtﬁ?& :13"1'011 i3 the otornel doy of the
Proz this beief (amd néconuarily sketohy) discusczion,

T should ot leant bo evident how mauny parallicsls can bo
dravn betweon the concapnt of the Sheokinsh and the ilow Teatow
mont witnoss, The ossenblal unity oi' the two teslaments iec
vory obvious Lroro. IV iz more then mere fancifulness whon
Christion scholars have notod a roforence ta tho Shekinanh ab
the beginning, middle, and ond of thoir Soriptures: Jouw
1n Gone 3, 2l riaéw in Jobn 1, Ly and ok in Rove 21,
3-38 We must now note briefly in thoe noxt chepter tho iun-
pact which the Shokinsheconoopt hue mede upon thoe litusgies
of both Jowdom and Chriotenddonie

3560c1:c, ope Citiey Pe 3L
30yuid., pe 332

3Tgnornton, one oilie, Pe bhBe
336001&, Ops Cibey PPe 13-ls



CHAPEER VII

Tho oxact origins of every llturgy Imovm to modevym men
aro probably shwowdsd in antiquity. As overy compotont
scholar would readily adnli, mony conclusions in the ontire
fleld of liturgics ars roally only rocsonablo conjectures,
Yot it iz o Lo expoctod thut any ritual will refloct falthe
fully the basic theologicel tenets of tho religion it servos,.
I the shekinalh ocoupied as prominent 2 position in the
roligious thought of Judaism and of Coristionity as we have
claimod on the proceding pages; we should also oxpoct it to
oxert no 1ittle influcnce on the liturgies of both rsligions,
Such iz wmdeniably tho caso for both, but in cach instance
the actuel ovidonce is natwrally oxcoedingly sparse.

Although the Shekinoh is no longer preassnt in the
vigible form of the Tirst templo; pious Jows todoy still
boliove that theo Shokinoh is preaent spiritually in tholr
houses of vmx'ship.l Honce, for one thing, the Jew is not
to eppoar in his synagogue with his hoad uncovered, bocause
the Shelinch is sbove his hoads® Chiefly, howevor, this
belief iz ovidont im the presonce of the T yh 93(¥he "Fore
pobual Lamp?) in all orthodox houses of worship, whore it is
gonorally pleced somowhere above the arks Ve have already

1300 Chape Iile

23, Avelson, Hystiolem and Rabbinical Litovatuve (Lon-
don, 1912),; pe 112, :
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noted the assooiation of the Shelinch or Eabod with Ylight*,3

Undoubtodly, this ocustom 18 desconded direcily from o shul-
ila» coromony in the Ucbornacle (Fxe. 27, 203 Tove 2l 2),
whors the porpobunl lights syabolized Jehwels uncessing prow
gorice in the sonctumwry and snong Hias pcopla.h' Ituch Jowish
ploty contors sbout this institution, for the Talmud states:
Utlod says, 'If jyou comscilontiously lkeep iy light buming in
your soul, I shall leop your light; 1f you kindle My lights
in the Senctuary, I shall kindle tho great light for you in
the futurst®,5 Tho rabbing themselves 1ist four things
vihich the Lamp symbolizes: (1) Godts prosonce; (2) the spi-
ritual 1light which went out of the sanectuarys (3) the FTorah,
which Iswvael is to keop alive in tho world; and (L) happi~
necs ond proaperdty; ovon life 1taclf.‘6 As on Indication of
the lmporbance of this gymbol of the Sheltinah 1:0 Jovry, Jdevie
iah Boy Scouts have a syabol of the “T*Y§H 73 on thelr
badges.?

Barly Christian liturgles probably diffored vory listle
Prom those of tholy Jewish brethven. Time hes not succeoded

3500 Chaps IV,
bp, Auge duenacha, "Sohacnim“ Renlenoyklopacdia fuer

protestontische Theolozic und Kircho Celpz s Ge iD=
YiohsTscho DuchhondLung, 1900) s Avily 539 -llDo

SHeufnann Fohler, "Light", Jewish Encyolopedis (HNew
Yoxjr: Fwdr and =r..;;.,-.m11n Coes 1907)s VIII,

SJulius H. Groonstone, "Perpstusl Lawp®, Ib!..d_.. s VII, 600,
Tso this writer 1a given to undorstands
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in oraging 8ll thesmo similoritioge-at leant mot in the
liturgical churches of Christondom, The rcading of the lec=
tions and the psalviody are ne doubt twe such rermaonts of the
Jowish ritunl; but there le no reascn to doubt that tho "Lz
_:to&emunﬁ" s Which bums in 211 the Jiturgical churches in
both Tast and Viest, is umistekably ancthors The symbolism
of Rove 21 vividly supports such an interprotai:;on: the Wow
Jorusclom, in whose adventoges evon the Church Hilitent par-
tlcipates, noods no othor light than thel of the Shekinah-
Laub, whose illumination of His church is-symbolized by tho .
Lompta unfalling flame In the sanctuary,

e sacrificed, yot victorious, 1life of Christ is -

tho lauwp wiich glows with tho gloyy of the Sheki-

nzh, For Cnxdst's scorificed Body is tho meeting

place of Jod end mon, wasvro tho rgedoomerd sharo

with the eyowiimesses the privilege of belwolding

tha glory of the only begotten of the Fathor,

full of grace and truthV,

A% the vony center of the Christinn ritucl wes the celo~
bration of tho Sucharist, vhen Christ become so roal to all
His members in so palpeble & form, that, Ly contrast, the
Sholrinsh of the 0ld Yeatoment was really only an insignifi-
cant "shedow', Darly Greok liturgies practically ignore the
role of the Holy Spirit in the opiklesis of the Bucharistic
Prayor. Iiowaver, the enclent Syrdac liturgy of 5S. Addal
and jierd (tho traditlonol "apostles® of Bdespa), which was

GL. 8. Thorntons Tho Common Lifo in tho Body of Christ
(Yostwinstor; Dacve PPesS, 104D),; Pe 302s
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naturally wuch more subjeot to Semitic influencos, vwhore
moro of the old “Sholtinahzlioly Spirif" torminology was atill
in vogue,; ztates its Hucharistic prayer thuad
iiay thore coue, 0 my Lord, Thy Holy Spirit and
Test upon this oblotion...and bless and hallow it
that 1t be to us.sefoxr the vardon of of{onCosese
G504 ana Tor mow 110 18 the Mingdon of heaveries s?
It ovidently was not until laber, when tho Holy Spiritfs
Place was more rigidly sot in the Trinltarian modo of sx-
prassion, that its ecxlier associatlons with the Shekinsh
woro forgotion.
tia rogrot thot more meborlial was not availoble on this
very intoresting tople, but 1t should glve some indicabion
of the power of this anclent conecopt, which has boen pro=~
sorved to This provent day in the usages of the Chrlstian

church,

Ag we meach tho end of this study, it is not to be
douvbted thet more questions have been yaisod than ensworoed
in the readorts mind, lNeny of the questions we Gld assay Lo
answoer woro done so only in a very suporficlal mannsr--par-
ticulaply the study of the I{ﬁ.f. in the NHow Tostomonts Bo=
couse of the comploxity of tho subjoct and the limitotions
of o thosis of this sorb, however, we hopo that those

| giﬁnta& in Dom Gregory Dix, Tue Shapo of the Liiurgy
(Westminster: Deacre Prosd, 1945)s Pe IB§,
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failures will bo oxcusads

On the other hand, we bolievo that some Important
trithas have ocoived nocded rocmphasis hore. The Shekinch
is another instanco of the 'inct:’.apensub:llit:,f of the 014
Teotamons .{for the Christian churchs Tho Chriabian revela-
tion in Jesus Christ 4id not appear in a voouwa, bub had
bosn puonizad ::;I?.c"i profigered over sinco tho priwmordial sin
in Zdon, Dvery roligion io ultinmctoly concoermed with the
relations of God and mone The inovitsblo solution of the

roligio mabturalis to this problen was an enbhiropocentric

ono: Ghoe wiay oi appeasement,; the way of placation of an
offonded Nelbtye In stortling contrast to that monotonous
samencas of all pagenism stood the theocentric answer ab the
hodrt of the 0ld Tostoment revelation, in vhich the offonded
Deity Iimsell loaves Hiz throne and "shelianizes" among mons
Tt was osgentially theb Ureasure which the Hobrow was 4o
oherish and prosserve until, "in the fulnecas of time", God
Himeelf{ sl:ould at once climax and abrogase all THis provious
condosconsions in the pormonont Shekinsh, the God-man, Jdosus
Christ, |

That the Shelxinoh in Judaiam not only bocame & new tern
for the 0ld Teotaucntls viow of revolation; but that various
ncerotions ond differont omphases clung to this concept in
the cowrse of Lime, and that it wes this Aramale twist to the
0lé Tostament doctrine which was probebly in the minds of the

authors of the New Testament, neod not disturd us althor.
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lione o' thoae s.l‘.:erﬁ‘-:;‘.o:fm destroyed the gssential cmphasis
of the sShokinah-doctzino or the thoocentricity of all rove-
lation; emé.., fortheraore, Ghrlstianity, as a religion of
incornatlion »atlwey than of theophaony, is ineovitably o hizto-
plcal reolipion, It was inevitsble thet early Chrisiians
should think and oxpross themsolves (in the writings which
have becorio noimetive Ior us) in the religious pattsrmo of
theoir cwn Jewlish traininge That first contury date lins on
tho HWow Tostomant doos nobt antiquabo its Gimolosso relovanco
or invelidute the iuﬂmpe:mlmble avthority of the "kerygme® |
it contuina, wbther, 1% bcpomos the duty off Chriatlaon s-cho;-
lers to acguaint thamselves, as rnich as posgible, with tho
historical wold into which those weltings £ii, so that the
modern church may hnow batior waat the original writers
intendeod &nd be spored the arbitrary legalism into which any
o.historica':i hoxmbnoutic inevitobly falls,

God still doizne o dwoell with men, no loagoer by cloud
and piller of {ire or by spectoouloer theophanies, but through
His Christ and His Spivite The Sh irinek, the Kabod of the
How Postoment church s "he only-begotton of the Fathery
full of grace and tvuth", in Yhom and for Vhom she 1lives,
snd upon Vhom she fastens hor gazo, now indeod "through a
glase darkly", bub scon face to facew-ome With Him who

bacame ons witli her.
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