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(tont), which, while it is used moro often than 7504,7° 4s 

generally considered the mors genoric toms Scholers asucl- 

ay interpret 931 N a8 referring to tho outer, tent-Litko 

structure, which houses the 734, tho place where God 

dwells or condescends to reveal His glory! {compars tho Tew 

fentonontts cepev and véos). Sven though the theological 

connotations of ¢3N and 73WY ere, no doubt; to bo distin- 

guished, Le in actual Old Testament uaago the distinction bo- 

tvoon the two often is not observed. ‘thus, the trappings 

and furniture of both are spoken of. Yt is always 95]N which 

ia used in tho familiar phrase, "tebornsele { Ty/Y) of the 

congrogation", nevor ypwy e it is vory interesting to note 

that the cloud ia spoken of as resting upon both; with 9s1N 

in Exe 33, 103 Mum, 9, 173 and Mum. 12,10; with 73UY in Ex. 

O, 365303 Mums 95 15s 10. 19s 20. 223 and tum, 10; 11. 

Trice (Ex. hO, 3 and 35), the glory ( T1215) of the Lord 

is spoken of as fillings the Jaws ¥ nothing comparable is 

said of tho 95]N« This Last fact; plus their occurrance in 

the same verse on two ooeasions (xe 36, 1h and Exe L0, 19) 

is the only real ovidones for any sarly distinetion between 

tho two toms All of these facts soon to indicates quite 

  

LOyoung, Ope Cites PPe 952-30 

Tiger, wr1isam Cooke, the Shelrinsh (London: Js Be Gookes 
1857), pa 12 (footnote). Gi. also Hx. 36, 1), and hO, 19. 

1274 4s interosting to note thet in the Hew Tostanent, 
J2U% ond g7Nare again coubined in the gingle term, chyv7« 
Was this duo to the rabbinic emphasis on the Shokinah? 
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Clearly that in carlior days tho stemy,. Jou» Was not rever= 

ed so highly as by the rabbing, who made it inte one of 

thoir most cherasteriatic theological concepts. 

Beforsa we investigate the theological use of the verb, 

1 DW , itself and attempt to determine what "the Shokingh 

soncept of the Old Testament” was, we should first look 

briefly ab the chief Old Yestament synonyms for 72W » 

Right other verbs beside yaw ave occasionally transicted by 

"dvoll" in the Authorized Versions?) sy far the most common 

of theso is 2W7. ‘This comaon stem 1s used almost 1100 

timos, making it a very propor object of dotalled study in 

its own right. Its basic meaning, of course, if "sit". 

Some 120 times the Authorized Version renders it with “dwell" 

end elsewhore with “abide", "remain", “tarry”, otes Ite cel 

participle, Uj)" is the reguier Old Tostanont word for 

tie "inhebitent” of a land. Only occasionally does the sten 

comote show duration} whom God 48 its subject, 1b is 

ussd most frequently in somi-anthropomorphic feshion to des- 

eribe Godts veeidonce in tho heavons (ase Table VI), (In 

one caso, Dans 7, 9, this is also true of the Aramaic equi- 

valent, 191» but here with the apocelyptic term, "Ancient 

of Days", as ite subject.) Interestingly enough, in the 

seven inatancos in the Old Tostsment where tho phrase, “God, 

  

13veung, Ope Gites DP« 163-1. 

hen glishmants Concordance, II, S Vs, AW?» PPs 566-754 
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who dwellost botwoon the chorubim", occurs ( U'2" idg aw” )5 

it is alvays | Au" and never yaw which is amedeaived this in 

a contoxt Which was very close to what lator Judsism associ- 

ated with the:.Shekineh{i Finally, wo way also note four oth- 

er instances (I Ne G, 273; II Chr. 6, 183 Ps. 9, 11; and Ps. 

22, 3) whore God's condescension end dwelling on earth is 

spokon o7 (which is tho essence of the Shekinah concopt), 

this goneral term, 1W"7, is used instead of the ypu we 

might oxpecte 

xcopt by contrast, the other synonyms of 75U in tho 

Old Testement are of little help to us. Tho ston, J)7, is 

often used in an almost synonymous senso with 72W. Its 

basic mooning is "to turn aside from the way" ov "sojourn a 

short timo, 22 and the Authorized Version generally trans- 

lates it with “sojourn”. It nevor has God as a subject. 

@ho vorby .1Ty 4s usd only once in the Hobrew Old Toste~ 
ment (Ps. Bhi, 10). It is more common in the Aramaic (used 

sevon times in Dentel). We lmow it best by lts cognate, 

4) (generation), Its basic idea seaus to bo "to go a- 

round", "to go in & civelte".2° ite verbs i111, is used ale 

most 150 timesy and ita basic idea is “to incline", "to set 

oneself down", and so usually "to encaap", or “to pitch’ a 

  

Igesonius, Ops Sites Pre 163«h. 

LEIbides De 193s. 
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tent.*! nis 1% ts used repularly.of the atagos of the 

isvaclites! journey through the wilderness, and once of sote 

ting up the tebernacle (Hum. 1, 51). In the woll-rmow Ps. 

3h, 7 it in used Myguratively of the “Angel of the Lord", 

but in Nut, 9, 18.1¢. ig used almost antithotically to 73U» 

and hence it is clear that the term bas no theological sige 

nificance, Tho other words translated “dwell” nood mot dew. 

tain us long. Both 7’%aend 14) avo translated with “avell" 

in the Authorized Version only onces 92 f is used only once 

with conjugal taplicationss and the Aramaic N1W, with 

Tight" as its subject, is oncoa rendered Meso" in Den. -2, 

22, ono of thls aids us in ow: study of the ston, - ]au ° 

Detalled study of the verb, ]2U 4 shows that it is tho 

only verb meaning "dvoll" In the 01d Testament, which rosliy 

has any spoclalisad, theological sense, end which is so-used 

with sous degree of consistonce, (‘ho use of the word, - 

dw, 28 we saw.before, shows that in Blolicel tines this 

usage had not yet become as Fixed as In later days. Yet 

awit is not used with nearly the frequency of yaw in a 

theological senses and it cannot be domied that 1W" has a 

vivid, almost postic end enthroponorghic quality, which 

]2W does not.) Out of a total of 109 cases whore 73Ui is 

used in the Gal,.God ia its subject twenty-four timos, and 

"glory" or "cloud", both manifostations of God, control it 

  

a Limpia., Pe 291. 

  

 



  

in five other instances. (Sco Teble Ve) With fow oxceptions 

the verb is thon used in a context which omphasizes God's in- 

timate and sluost personal relation: to Hig pooples (Hone of 

  

tho vorses explicitly mee thie ccnnections but the closas 

velotionship between thig and tho covenant concept is obvious.) 

often it is followed by 72)hn2("in the midst of theo") or 

similar expressions of PamiliLarity. To droll with Hia poo- 

ple was synonymous with dwelling in Jerusalon (Pa. 1355. 21), 

on Mt. Zion (ise &, 18), ox upon 2 "high ond holy hill" (Ise 

57, 1S \ae" In Ise 33, 5a 1% is stated thet Jehwo dyolle on 

high, but this is paralleled in the Second hal? of tho vorso 

with “He hath filled Sion with. judgesont and righteousness". 

in I Kings 6, 12-and IT Gh», 6,1 1t is used of Godts pro- 

sence dn the sanctuary ( 791) 73 UW Y=-"dwell in thick 

Gsrimoss").27  ¢ 7b1y, Also later assused speculative con= 

notations connected with the Shelinak; compare yveges in 

Hobe. 12, 6.) 

In cortain instances we uay draw definite parallels ba~« 

iesn the way in which the Old Testament uses yaw ond rab- | 

binic thougut on the Shoklneks In Jool 3, lj and 3, 2i, 

qu is used in a very eschatological context; as wo shall 

  
seo, thore were definite csachatological comotations in both 

  

1since 73U has such definite theological comotations 
here, 1¢ ig difficult te understand how many critics can cite 
those verses to prove that tho Jows wera henothelstic at this 

tines 

cr. supra what was aaid of the consistont use of Iu" 
with -o7443 
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dudaiou's and Christlanityts conception of tho Sholinsh., In 

Hurte S, 3 and 35, 3: God's dvolling in tho lend is stated es 

& Feason to maintain ceremonial cloamiosss we shell seo 

later thet tho rabbis taught similarly that sin caused thea 

romovel of the Shokinsh from the lands In Sze, 3, 7 and 9, . 

Jou is used immodiatoly after the imeginative account of 

the Shekineh's return to the prophot!s now temple. ‘This is 

undeubtedly the Old Yestauont's closest apbroach to the 

lator Shokinah-teruinologys Sinally, we sust note that, in 

Ps, 66, .18, you is used in a context which St. Paul (ph.   
4, 8) and e211 Christendom after him have interproted as 

Hossianic. 

Tho Piel of you ain every case but four is used with. 

TH ("to place bis naue there"), one of the oxpressions 

used as a synonym of God Hingel?,° In Ps, 78, 60 the Fiel 

of IU is also used of tho tabernacle ( 457N, but peral- 

Leled with, 79 WY). 

In tho fece of this evidence, it is obvious thet somo- 

thing approaching the rabbinic dootrino of the Shekinah is 

definitely prosent in tho Cid Tostanent.@+ As wo have ale 

ready noted, the you stem has not yot taken on the more 

spoclaliged sonse with which later Judaism eniowed it, out 

  

20se9 tho discussion of Ul in Chop. IV infra. 

2live might also noto that this "Theological" use oF 
Sui is geattersd over the ontire 010 Tostament, thus cone 

futing the "animism to transcendence" schome of the evolue 
tionary hypothesise 
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it is cloarly tho favorite vord in the 01d Testanent for ex- 

pressing Jahwo's presence with His people. Frequently, an 

author will uso you in both thoological and sacular sonses 

in adjacont verysos, but its consistent uso whenevor God's 

concourss with Hie people is tho subject makes it certain 

thas this ston meant more to the pious Jew, who was acquaint. 

od with his O12 Tostuszont, than any other sinllay word or . 

Synonym could poscibly havee Honce, it wes quite natural 

that the rabbins showld later choose this stom to character. 

iso an old concept, which they now desivel to single out for   groator onphasis bacause ‘of altered ciroumstances among ; 

thoiy vooploe 

fis we already pointed out in Chaptor I, the ides of | 

Ged'g prosonce with Eis people and care and concern for then 

is practically axiomatic in tho thought of. tho Old Sesta- : 

uont.** tuch of this emphasis in the Old Testazont haa no 

comnection with the root, 73uW » undor which heading tho 

rabbins grouped all such idease Chisf auong these is the q   idea of the Tid er "glory" of Gods in many instances -we 

night siaply say that the later tema, “Shekinah®, was 2 parse 

parese or translation of tho Hebrow, Tll>, except for the 

tact that 7P 741s the voal Aramaic equivalent of 1T)23 3 

which tern is often used in distinction to the chekingh,s 

This whele grobles we shall consider in Chapter ¥.. Thore 

  

22560 Chap, i. 

 


