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by u. Nathaniel Bension 

The term ear denotes always an a p!)Ointed agent who, serving 

a sovereign or a govern~ent of national or local char a cter, ful

fills the functions of a spokesman, an administrator in civil 

matters, of a military officer or, in relation to foreigners, 

of an ambassador. The f act that he holds his office a s an 

appointee of a k1::1g or other governing authority also charac

t erises his social rank. 

The basic .meaning of the word melel 1s to be comnared with 

that of the t e rm la'~t "adviser". Tne ki ng has his functions 

i n peace and war and es pecially in regard to the official cult 

of the state. His traditional prerogatives are to be .noted, 

inter alia, pertai~Hie; to the matters of the standard of weights 
,111 • and measures and the appaintment of sarim, as well as i n the 

I 4 4' A significance of the expression elohim wamele~. . .. 
The divine mele~ is defined as the deity pres1din5 over a 

nation. The heavenly s~r1m may be compar ed with those on earth. 

One may conclu4e that just as t he human ~1ng is surrounded by 

the members of nis court, the divine melel 1a surrounded by 
,,,. 1 subordinates who are designa ted not onls as ear m bµt also as 

bene 'el, bene 'el~hfm and hakk~l•bim. 
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The word str, in the early hi s torical books of the Old 

Test ament, where a human being is referred to or implied, le 

used in a s ense r oughl y translatable as official aooointee or 

a p pointed functionary officer. str is not interchangeable, 

in the same contex~ with other words deno ting dignity of position 

i n l ocal or national gover nment , though the substitution of 

such a word for str, i n the s ame cont ext, would appear super

ficially to confir m the identity in meaning of t he subs tlt.uted 

word with dr. 

In Nu. 22,7, the word zlgtn ls g i ven , ln the plural con

struct s t a t e , i n the plaraae zign~ M~'ab. The sense of the phrase 

ls clt ar; the persons termed z•g&tm are here em1ssarl~s of a 

gover nm&nt, despatched upon a d1~l omati c mission. The follow

i ng ver s e, i n t he identifying phrase -- obv1o;.isly dis cussing 
A A A 

t be s cWJe oersons, s ;.ibstitutes ~ar e for ziqne . 

That t he word ~ Qere designates the appoi n t e t o the 

position of ambassador, as a t echaica.l tE:rm oblite r ating the 

emi ssar y ' s nroper s t at ion in life, l s evidenced by the r efer

ences i n vv . 13 and 15. In the llght of v . 5, which describes 
1 

Balak despatching mal,a"Ktm - - personal messengers -- to Balaam, 

A1r~ Bal1q. i n verse 1~ are the personal emissaries of Balak, 

whi ch persons the narrative i dentif ies with t he per sons desig

nat ed as zcganim. 

llor eover, Balak is descr i bed 1n v. 15 as sending t o Ba laam 
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"greater and more honour ed a:l,rim." The infer ence is that the 

l atter ar e gr eater and more honoured by virtue of their own 

station within the land, not by appoint ment to t he emba ssy, 

•hlch appoi nt ment would confer the same honour upon every 
Ii A 

appointee . zagen, then, 1a here the proper status of the appointee, 

the s4r, i ndependent o f his a ppol~t ffient; zlg3n ls hie proper 

s t a tion withi n hi s community. 

The narrative of Ju. 8 offers another example of apparent 

fl 4 A ,4 
equival ence 1n the meanings of the terms~. zaqen and.!!!:• 

Gideon's plea f or provisions, aid and comfort for himself and 

his men, i s made in v. 5 to 'ania Sukk31. The refusal to lend 
~,. A A 

him aid comes in the name of~ Sukkot. apparently the same 

per sons. V. 8 me.1tions that this refusal, which this verse 

attributes to •an'I: Sukk~t. is similar 1n tenor to the reply 

given Gideon by'an;e P&na•:i, when be asks the latter for help. 

Returning victorious from battle, Gideon capture (v. 14) na'ar 
I WA A ,A Ii A me anse Sukkot. who writes for him a 11st of.!!!!:!, Sukkot and 

its z«gtrdm. When Gideon reaches the city, he casts the words 
IPA A 6 •A A .C of •rn Sukkot said in v. by !.!!:!_ Sukko\ -- back in their 

teeth and avenges himself upon them (~I Sukk3$ ). The role 
2 

of z1gn: Sukk!t is not clear in v. 16. 

The interchangeability ot 1 tl. zag.Sn and a:.r in this narratift, 

however, is not 1nd1scr1m1nate • . When, in v. 5, Gideon approaches 

• ..,,. ._.~ b t d the city -- ™ swuw4 -- be does so as one approac ea o ay 
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a government or nation. That the approach 1s to an individual, 

having the attributes of a human being, 1s understood. The 

spoaesman, the ear, responds; thus 1n v. 6 sare Sukkot speak, 

enunciating the policy of the city with regard to Gideon. No 

indication is given of the proper station of the aar1m. They 

are merely the voice of civic policJ, not necessarily those 

who determine 1t. To Gideon, ot course, their answer 1a that 
1' ,. "' of the people of Sukkot, •~ SukkoM• Since, in v. 8, the 

reference to PPnu"el is general, a detailed account of the 

process through which Gideon is denied help from that city 

would be tediously redundant, and is unnecessary. "The people 

of Ptnu\'el" refuse to aid him, as did '\.he people of SukkA:t,", 

though the statement of refusal comes from the dart.. 
This is supported by v. 15, where Gideon reminds u~e Sukko\ 

of their answer to his plea, although in v. 6 1t 1s quoted 1n 

the name of their spokesmen, ea.re Sukk8t,.. The zeqen!m -- vv. 14. '6 -

and the s1rfm compose the government. v. 14 bears this out; 

seeking to discover those reajK>nsible for the harsh treatment 

of himself and his men, Gideon obtains a list of the slrim and 

the ze.g~nt• of the city. But his vengeance is eapl1citly said 

~-"" " , v,. t! ",~1 to be taken against~ Sukkot and rn P nu u, which agrees 

with what has been said above concerning vv. 6.8 • 
. " The.!.!!: in these verses, then, is the &Jokesman of the 

government. He is the voice of policy, not necessarily the 
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9ol l cy- maker, though his p~r manent ass oc1at1on ~1th t he gover n-
.,. ,. 

,nent, or, a t l east, his equal i ty i n tenure with the zaqen is 
3 

her e lmnll ed. 

Ju . 9 i s the s tor y of the comnl1ci t y a nd subseque~t s trife 
,. '\. "e-

~f Abl~elech a~d ba le S 4em o.nd of his batt les aga inst Migdal 
,J C• • - ,,. ~ " ., 
S kem and Te be j, Abi.uelech l s the ,-:: i:lg (vv. 6. 22) ; ba•1e s«! iiem 

a r e hl a subj ects. They char t the ci ty 's political co~r se and 
4 

( · '• ""f ce "'"f are di s t i nct f rom t he populace v. S 1: ~ol ha nae m w hannas m 

The apoo i ~ted repr esent at i ve (v. 28 ) of 

the ~l~g i s t he governor o! the ~l ty , s~r h~ffr (v . 30). His 
5 

author i ty l e ma intained a~d enforced by the k l ~g (vv. 39- 4 1) , 

t o who~ he owes lJyalty (v . ; 1 ) . 
I ;< 

The term ~ l s here quall-

fled by t he s oecial duty of t he a ~?olntee: sar tta,< fr -- the 
I I\ !.!!: over the city . Arnone t.he duties o.!1d the functi ons of 

sar ha' fr i s the ~res ervati on of royal l ~w and o~der among 

the ci t i zens , which may lead hi ~ to ex,el W1des1rab1es (Ju. 9,4 1) 

'r or- to i mprlso:1 t i'iem ( IIKinBs '.?2 , 26). ,, -
The latt er verse 1n41cates that respons i bi lity fo r c;.istody 

,,. ... ·r ; 

o!' tbe pr i soner rests upon !!.!: ha r and ben ha:nmelek, the son 

of the ki :ig . II Ki ngs 22, 27 -ohras es th~ royal coiii□and i n the 
I -

lm~era tive plural. Ben harnmel ek is associated wi t h the royal 

house t hrough birth, of couroe , but he l s fol.lnd a s an officer 
s 

of t he gov ernment as well, :-fis ran~ and social sta t us ar e 
7 

those of t ~e c•Jurt. :-fe needs no fo r mal elevation to t he r a:ik 
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Still, his incumbency in offices other tha n the throne 

is subje ct to apPolntment by the king, e . g ,, in IISam. 15,4. 

There Absalom bemoans the fact that · he has not been a npolnted 
",. ,. 
sofet. The relevance of the verse in this discussion becomes 

clear upon compari s on with Ex . 2, 14: "Who has a ppointed you 

- " A 9 as!!!:. w'sof et,?" Use of two compl ement ary terms to define 

8 

to 
one concept is a device frequently emnl oyed in Biblical Hebrew. 
I Sar wt~~rSt signifies "appointee to the judi cial office." The 

ver b "to a ppoint" is rende r ed in the Hebre w by the root stm. 
IISam. 15,4 omits the word lir since ben hammliek, AbsaJ.om, 

""" needs no e l evation t o the rank~ but only the assi5nment 

t o his particular duties. 
,,,. 

Hence it may be inferred tha t the!!!! is elevated t o the 
11 

socia l level of t he coJrt, a technical requirement prerequisite 

t o f unc tioning in the government. While this may be true of 

the above-cited verses, it is not necessarily an accurate cha

r acteri sation of t he ,ar such a s mentioned in Ex. 18,21(.22) • 

• 25( . 26). There the s&r ls not part of a r oyal court, though 

his relation to the nucleus of ul timate authority is the same 
12 

as it would be if he were; a situation similar to tha t in 

J u . 8, a chapt er pr eviously di s cussed. The verses in paren

theses specify the function of the s1rfm a s ju4icial officers. 
, 

The social relationship between the king -- melek -- and 
,~ 

t he!!!: can be discerned in the following contexts. Is. 9,5 

gives four name s by which a so.n is to be called. This partl-
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cular eon -- so states the vers e is the perfect r uler 

( . ~ ,/ " watt h~ hammisra (al likmo), a versatile sovereign who em-

braces in hi s per son all capacities and functions for govern

ment. The ~ollowing verse i s quit e explicit in defining him 

as king upon the throne of David. Of tbe four names given 

/ ' "·" the son i n v. 5, only the f irst -- pele yo eg -- a nd the l~st 

sar s~l'~m -- concer n this discussion . Comparison with r.u . 4,9, 
,. ~.,. I _13 

w'. .. e r e yo ea is parallel to melek, will s!low tha t i n this des-
/ t ~ ~A 

cription of the i deal kl !lg on the throne of David~ yo ep 
, , , -

can be unders tood as pele melek, a wondrous king. Particular1y 

s i gnificant i n this verse is the inclusion, under the heading 

I " ,II '"' ( / - ) 'A of hammisra , of yo et =mel ek and!!!:• It 1nd1c~t es that the 

I - ' "" ruling unity, the gov ernment, is -- Illtt1ek and!!!: together --

as one i n the public eye. It may be extreme to assert t hat 

ecstatic ooe try utters itself 1n calcula t ed niceties, with 

due regard to technica l terminology, but 1t 1s undeni able that 

t hi s can be accept ed as a picture of tra quantity we t erm the 

court, as it was s een -- both as gover ning entity and social 

s phere by t he eye of I saiah, supposedly acquainted with 

court scenery , and, with great er force, by the eye of the 
14 

common man . 

Thus far , we have observed the sir as ambassador, city 

gov€r nor, and Judicial officer. The common element in the 

three desi gnations is the fact of a ~pointment by the royal 
9 . 16 

or other r uling authority. Thia element ls to be foand also 

1 !1 the mention made of another type of ,ar, the military. It 
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e A ,._ 

i s e vldent ir. Nu. 3 1, 14 whe:re :.'.oses v:axes v,roth a.g&lnst p guc.e 
A. ,,- A A 4&. ,,._ ~~ ~ / A ,- A... . A ,,. ~ ~ A ) " 'l 

hebayil ~ ha la11.m w sare ha:n.11eot ha boa i.m ml9e ba hal!lmllnama. 

V. 4~ and Ilti nes 11 , 15 agree with this veree a■ t o t he eQul

v&lence , i n t heir r ~s ~e ct1ve contexts, o f the ~eanings of the 

The t hree verses dl~cuss the ollitary 

, ~ ~" sur . That he is called naoud l s of c s pcci~l intere at, 1nQlcat1ng 

his s t atus as a ppo i nted officer; t he word is t he pat.sive ')arti-
,. 

cipl e o f t he vert pagad, which :nay t:1ee.:1 "ordered." or "comt1issioned~ 
A A 

Paq d, the~ , be i n6 t he passive narticinle ~f t he verb, can here 

be translated a s "one who ls or dered~ and when t he context denotes 

as 1n the three verses cited -- ~111t~ry appoi~Lcent , especially 
/A s i nce the word a ~,ea rs in a n:x,s1t1on to~. the translation 

IJ 
"commissioned offi cer " ls entirely possible. Th ... t the military 
,,. 
~ may dt rlve hi s uut ho r i t,; fro ::i r oyal a':l'101n t ruent i s clear 

fro~ Isam . 1e , 13. I t will be ~ot Ea thbt t he tornal phrase of 
9 16 

a p.90i : t ~ent i s here r e t a l nud . 
, "'-.-, 

The gene r al t er m for r.:111 :..ary offi cer is ~ gnbs. or 
A 17 

bayil. Special tcr~s are given to officer a where tbe unit 

or branch ?f their mi l itary service l s sneclf led. Such t er ms 
, 18 _ _ 1 ') r A 

6 
20 

are~ ged~d, sor r eAeb, ~ ha~Mabb~gim, or theJ consist mere-
I l y of the ·1nrc. Sa!:, f ollo·· ed by t he nn.me of the unit he commands. 

, .. '"' Tha context, however, deter.u1n1:s •1he ther a ~ ~ . for examole, 
? 1 

ls a Judicial or mil i tary officer. 
/ A 

Freque:itly , t he word sar occurs, in a cont e:U, which would 

a nnear t o 1nd i c- t e u ~llitary offi cer , ~ithout apnarent mod1f1-



- 8 -

cation. IIlam. 18 ,5 is one such instance. In this verse, however, 

t he w~rd needs no ~odifica tion. ~asiartm is an elliptic ex-

9reeeion of the f ~r 3al terQe i n v. 1. Repetition in v. 5 is 

t her efor e unnecessary. 'A ~ / - A-Siwi l arly, Jer. 39 ,3 (!.!!:,! celek Babel) 

assu::e s wha t is stated in t he fi r st vers e o f ~he cha9ter 

(Nebukadre? eaar ~~lek Ba'bel w'kol ielo). J er. 38,22 also reads 
/ ,14 " / - --"-
~ □elek aabel without exolicit def inition of the type of 

~ir described. 3ut t he ge neral context of this chapter and 

of t he one f ollowi ng leave no doubt in t he !Ilind o f the reader 

a s t o t he .r.ilitary status of these sartm, especially when the 

expression is quite clear in Jer. 39,3, if, as was said in the 
22 

be5i:1."11L5 of t hi s paragraph, v. 1 is ta~en into account. 
"A Still a not her type of!.!!: la □tntioned which i s perhaps 

L A A 
23 

t he mo s t fitting a ppendage to a royal court, the s~r harytm. 
,,. 

Thi s ear is one of the ~ersonal servants of t he king, of a 

g r oup of ,tr~m with special duties reg~rding the ::iaintenance 
/ o!' t he zi::-ig and hi s ho·1sehold. Others of t.hie group are !!!: 

24 ~ 25 A 1 26 / 27 A 28 
migne, .!!!: barn rnah,fm, ear ha ~rfm, !.!!: m•ndai. and lar sartsfm. 

29 , 30 / 31 
Sar ~issfm, however, partakes -- wlth /ar oelei and,!!!: babbM --

oor~ o!' t he nat ure of an adminis trative official in the nation-
/ At Sb 

al gover !'l!!lent, a type d i s cussed above under m ha 1r. 
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Conclusion 
, ~ 

The_!& i s an official. a ppointed by the sovereign to the 

l ocal or national government, se r ving it as an administrator 

of civil affairs, as a military officer, as functionary in 

the royal household, or, as s pokes man and ambassador, info

reign poli cy. Hi s social statue is t hat or the royal court 

or other governing unity. 



Chapter 2 
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I From the previous chapter, it can be deduced that the melek, 

the king, ls the ultimate sovereign 1n hl s realm. 

are the agents of hla legal and political person. 

/ ,. ~ 
His sarim 

As his ap-

pointees, they are hls proxies 1n whichever area of endeavour 

thay have been appointed to act. 
/ . 

fne of the notable meanings of mel ek, as the word apPears 
32 

1n the Bible, 1n a context which indicates an earthly king, ,, 
1s that indicated in Ml. 4,9. There the word , -melek ls parallel 

33a .. ,,. 
to the word yo e1. The same ls true 1n Job 3,14. The meaning 

of t he verb ya'aa ls "advise, 36'&1 being the s1ngulaa, mascu

line participle 1n the Qal. Following thla, one can derive 

the idea of king fro ~ that of the del1~rat1ng statesman, or, 

more accurately put, the authority ultimately responsible for 

t te det er mining of policy. 

It ls interesting to note that the Akkad1an form of the mlk 
root takes the primary meaning •to advise: from which the word 

33b 
"prince" 1s derived. The association of the Hebrew words y~"i1 

I -and melek, then, arises from the s1m1lar1ty 1n the meanings or 

the roots thereof, most noticeable in Hebrew 1n the comparison 

of y~<a, ~1th the Nif'al form or dlak. Both yo'~, and m~lek, 

1n contexts ~hlch re~ard them as parallel terms, are to be 

under stood as referring to the king. This ls su~!)Orted by 
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34 

Is. 7,5 and, more clearly, by ML 6,5. Both vernes make use 
., 

of the v erb ya au 1n t he sense of action de cided upon and taken 
35 

by the ultimat e sovereign authority. 

The connection between t he 61r and the m;lel5. has been de

monstrated above for the purpose of generally de jfining the po-

'A s ition o f the !fil:• The references given t here are equally va-
l -lid for t he del ineation of t he s ~here of t he ~!k, . and the 

r ecauitulation of them does not involve the riek11 either as 
I • /,. 

r egards melek or !fil:, of begging t he ques tion. 
, -

In t he final analysis, the authority of the melek is the 
,,. , -

power a ppa i !1ting t he ~• wher e t he mele k is the ultimate 

.;overe1gn . Thi s 1s e specially clear 1n such a c<>ntext as ls 
,,- ~ A A 1, 

aff~ rded by I K1ngs 14, 27 Cm haraQim 

/ - """' hammelek). Since t he function of ~ 

uer sonal sehice , they necessarily depend upon h.1.s authority 

for t ~e ir po s 1 t ion. That the same dependence upon the ici ng' a 

authority i ~ pr esent i n ot her types of slrfm has been s howa 

i n the previous chapter . Nevertheless, 1t is not a mi s s to 
36 

observe from this point of vi ew such a pas sc:\ge a ,s Ju. 4, 7. 'fhe 
/ A-1,-

direct dependence of the author1 ty of !.!!:_ haggab,!, upon the 
/ - , 

melek i s her e explicit . The per sonal ity of t ho j[Ilelek i s chan-
39b, ,..,,. 

nel1sed through his agent, ~ ha»gaba. Less ex'plic1t, t hough 

equally clear in this r espect, a re I ISam. 24,2 ~Dd ! Kings 15, 
37 

20;22.:,1. 
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,I -Implied by the conce,t or th~ melek a s t he ~ltima te sove-

reign authority i s the pheno~enon of roya lly designated and 

appr oved wei 6hts and meas ures. This a ppear s in IISam. 14,26 
,. , , • • 1 _ , _ 38 

(ma taAAm a gal.tm ~'eben hammelek). Taxation by and for the 

r oyal household and admin1s trat1on, another derivati ve of cen -
39 

tral royal authority, is reported in !Kings 4;9,15. 

As to t he ?hJsi cal a ppurt enences o f t ~e mllek and hi s coun, 
40 

odd blts of infor mation may be g l eaned for t he most part . A 

wealth of detail i s given in t he first book of Ki ~gs, chapters 

5, 9 , and 10, but whil~ the descriptions need not necessarily 

be r egarded as exagger ated or u~terly untrue, they cannot be 

taken as a basts for t he picture o f a t y~ica l royal court in 

Jadah or I s r ael. 

IKl ~gs 16 ,18 co~veys the defini t e t e rm given to the royal 

~a l ace (~rm~n hammelek) . ! Kings 22,39 me~tivns the hous e o f 
A ~.,Ii 

ivory (bet hassen ) · which Ahab built. As t o wha t it was and 
41 

how it we~ furni s hed, we can onl y conj ~cture. 

Anot he r f r agment o f l n f or~ation is avail a ble 1n J er. 22,14, 

which gives the general description or t he a ~pearance of a 

( .. ~ ~ ~ royal pal a ce to the eyes of t he pr o9het be t .n.1.ddoi wa ll\ot 
~ A. A JA ~ A ,/. ~ if 4 C A ,_ A~ A .. "~ W"t' • ., )42 

m ru~1b~m w gar l2, hallonai w aatun baarez wnaaoag baesaear. 

Jer emiah affords yet another detail as t o t he liv1ng habits 

of t he k ing in J erusalem. In 36,22 there ls mention of the 

wi n t er palace, a t least one room of which ls heat ed by an open 

fire burning 1n some type of receptacle for the burning fuel. 

Connot e d in t he general picture of the typical a ppurten-
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ances of the royal court are the royal stables and stable cities, 

which are mentioned in IKings 9,15-19;1~,26. Installations 

s uch a s are described being constructed and malntai~ed by 

Solomon pr obably continued to function in the capacity for 

which they were intended, even if to a lesser extent. For 

amplification of these meagre details, recourse must be had 

t o such archaeological evidence bearing on this subject as is 
43 

available. 

I -
The relation of the melek to the religious calt is that 

of patron. He gives o f ficial sanction to the religion and 

gou he worships, whi ch religion and god are accepted as the 

official state religion and deity. One of several exam, 1es 

of this is in IIKings 23, where Josiah's adoption and sanc-
44 

tion of Yahwis■ are described. 
, -

Beyond formally a9roving the cult, the mel ek has under 
45 

his special aegis the sanctuary of that cult as r4foyal c ha9el. 

He partinipate• in the liturgy and cult observ~nce as worship-
46 

per and as officiating priest, though, in Yahwlstic observance 

his fw1ction in the latter capacity is questioned with the 
47 

passage of royal influence from the Judaean scene. The close 

liaison between cult and king is exoressed 1n IKings 21,10. 

There, cl early, formal authority, the formally a ccepted ~rime 

mover of the social and political pattern of the country is ,. .. "/ ~ 
one quantity -- lohim W&Jlele~. v. 13 of the same chapter 



- 14 -

contains t he same phrase , a quoted formula which is part of 

t~e formal accusat ion of treas on against Naboth. Ulti mate 

authority, we may then assume , was formally regarded as a 
48 

u.~ity embracing king and deity. 

Concerning the liaison between king and cult, it may here 

be poi~ted out that s uch a connection se ems the de l iber ate in

t ention of Jer. 33, 17~18.21.22. 

Conclusion 
/ -

The melek is t he ultimat e sovereign author i ty i n the realm 

he governs. Hi s £~r1m are the ap pa inted agents of hi s l egal 

and f or ma l per so~. He gives official sanction and enforcement 

t o matters o f civil ~dminis tra tion, s ~ch as taxat i on, standa r d 

we i ghts and measures, as t o the mi l itary adminis tration of state, 
~A .. thr t>ugh hi s sarim. 

The pa lace a nd its business ~re centred a r ound his oerso

ntµ househol d . He i s the atron and defender of the f a ith, 

a nd the central sanctuary i s t he royal chapel, i n which he 

o~cas i onally officia t es as priest. Hi s god and he a r e the nu

cleus of f or mal aut h?r i ty in t he s t a te, and alleg1~nce t o t 3e 
•• If / -

rea l ~ i s t hus expr essed as l oyalty t o lohf~ wamelek, be ing a 

description in Hebrew of the s i ngle entity of authority. 



Chapter, 
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Pere Mar ie- J o8cph Lagr a ~ge , in his wor k ftuees s ur lea 

Re l igions S~m1t1gues, enunciates t he following par agraph: 
I / \ " I l est incont e s t a bl e que l e nom de melek est a l'or1g1ne 

un nom commun; mats 11 est devenu , plus encore q_ue baal, le 

nom d ' un dieu part1cul1e r quoi que l a phJs ionomle de ce dieu 

' solt d i f ficile a saislr, sans doute par ce qu ' ell.e ne fut oas 
A 49 

nartout l a n:eme ." 

Wit h:>ut a.t t he moment examt nd.ng the entity a nd character-
/ -i ztlcs of the di v i ne melek , one can a ccept t he trans fer of . the 

t c r ?::1 its el f and of i ts connoted conce"'.>t of ul tlma.te sover e i gn 

&~t hority from the mortal s pher e t o the divine . The association, 

l n the nucl eus of authori ty , of ki ng and deity, as descr ibed 

above , l s i ndeed conducive t o t he ea.sy trans fer of t he t er111 

and of its connot a tions. Exampl es of t !1e s oher,es of activity 

i n whi ch t he trans f er of t he t e rm l s mos t clearly ~erceptible 

f ollow. 

As has been n :>ted above (se e end of note 22), tem~oral 

l eader ship is often, in its simolest ter ms, f ound i n t he pre

eml ~ence of t he leader in mili tar y ~r owess. The aff1r.1ty 
/ -

be tween the t emporal and t he celestial melek is s tronB in 

thi s respe_ct. War gods are we
1

ll ~nown in t he religi ous 

literatures available to us. Such a god aa Ninurta is a 
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nr1me i ns t a nce of the elevation to l eadership o:r a ~ar god . 

Let us cons i der, as an exam?le wi thin t he f i eld o f t hi s 

s t udy -- the 3iblica.l l iterature -- Ex. 15,3.6. They r ead : 

"Yahweh is a fighter, Yahweh is His namer" 

"Thy right hand, Yahweh , le :ni ghty in power ; 

"Thy r ight hand, Yahweh, Shatters t he foe!" 

An a nalogous sentiment is e xpr essed in Pe. 24 , 8 : 

"Yahweh is mi ghty and powerful, 

"Ya hweh is powerful ln battle!" 

The vers es from Exodus a r e cited by Albrie;;ht, wi th t he 

f oll ow i ng co:.ua1ent: 

" ... . Israel 's Go d be came 'Ya hv.-eh, God o f t ,he) Hos t s (or 

Isr ael ),' one of whose priruary functions was to defend Hi s 

people against f oes whose only aim s ee med t o be t o destroy it 
50 

utt erl y a nd t o devote it to t heir l rupure gods." 

Whil e one may no t necessarily agree with Al bright ' s in-

•-"'• t er pr etation of Yahweh i bao~ (see below) , and while one may 

wonder how a people utterly dee tro1ed may be devot ed to any

thing, one cannot but recogni se that the trai t13 of military 

pr owes s by which Yahweh i s prai sed, both i n t h•~ quotation 

f rom Exodus and in the one from Psalms, may, out of' context, 

be applied, wi th the change in the name or th• 1aubJect, to any 

desired human hero. Albright mentions that th1e poetic s truc

t ure of the verses from Exodus la, however, or a\t,yp1cal reli-
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gious poetic pattern tound 1n Ugarit1c literature of a similar 

type. Th1a 1s alpoint I am not com~ete~t to discuss. 

Battles between peoples, then, resolve themselves from 

this viewpoint i nt o struggles between t he gods of the belli

gerent nations, each god pr otecting and striving for the vic

tory of his own adherents. Sennacherib, for ins t ance , w111 

pi ous : y ascribe his victory over the south na1estinia n coal.1-
51 

tion and 1ts Egyntian allies to Asshur. Simi l arly, ~esha 

s eaks of the del iver a nce of Chemosh and of how the latter 
52 

has saved him fro~ all the k i ngs. 

The clearest i nstance of war waged by the dei t1es, how-

ever, 1s found 1n the Song of Deborah, 1n Ju. s. It is a 

paean of victory to Yahweh, a s the third verse states: 

"I ' to Ya hweh do I sing, I chant to Ya hweh, the God 

of I s raeli" 

V. 8 provides the reason for- the battle , the struggle for 

supremacy brother gods against ~ahweh'e soveeignty over 

I s r a el . The actual clash 1s descrilted in VY. 19.20 . 

e .. -~ "The m laln.m came and f ought, Then fought the m~l1ktm 

of aanaan . . . " 
s, 

These mc1aictm are the deities agains t whom Yahweh battles. 

v. 20 is ex~licit: " .•• From the heavens they fought •.. " That 

t hi s cannot refer to the sta~e -- kok•btm in t he yerse, of 

whi ch more will be said -- 1s cle~r from the Masoretic acc~nte, 
5:, 

as Nybe rg defilonstratee. Hence, those who a re mentioned as 
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fighting from the heavens are the m6 11k1m of Oanaan, namely, 

gods. V. 23 1s a violent condemnation ol those who "did not 

come to the he1p of Yahweh, to the aid of Y~hweh among the 

mighty." Clearly, the mt.l~ktm are a rr4yed agains t Y•hweh 1n 

thls s truggle. That this chapter 1s of a battle between gods 
54 

i s unmi stakable. 
/ -

Melek can be taken, then, as a divine name. It appears 

i n theophor1c names such as that of Mesha's father, Chemosh

melek (Chemosh is ¼elek), or the frequent Biblical name 

" ,. ( . ?ta.lk~hahu Ya hweh is Melek) or Malkl:a• Whe t her s uch a name 

as 'Eb edm:lek is theophoric in significance i s questi oned by 

i·foth in the discussion of the name's occurrence 1n Jer. 38, 7. 

However, that the name has a theophoric e l ement in other con-
55 

texts is conceded . 
, -

As of the temoor al melek , so is· it true of the dlvine 

that he i s regarded as the sovereign of his r eal 1[ll. He i s the 

ruling entity of the physical state, another poin t of corr es

pondence with t he mortal mona rch. Ju. 11 ,24 quotes Jephthah 

a s saying to the kini; of the Ammoni tea, "Whom thy god, K•m8~, 

has caused t"lee to i nherit, him shalt thou 1n&erlt, and whom

ever Yahweh, our god, has driven out from before us, him shall 

we i::iher1 t." Ktm6a' i s not the god· worshi pped by the Ammonites, 

a nd Al bright queations the placing of t hi s ve r se i n t he time 
56 

of the Judges, but the idea of the sovereignty o:f each deity 

ove r his own t erritory is clearly pr e sented. 
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J er. 49 ,1 l s another expr es s i on of the s ame world view. 

"To the sons of ~~n . Thus s a ith Yahweh: 

"~at h I s r ael no sons, and ha th he no he ir? 

"Why, then, has Milk°h inherited Gid, and hi s people 

dwell l n the cities thereof?" 

Lagrange reads Malk~m a s ¼l lk~m, the de ity worshi p~ed by the 
58 / _ 

Ammonites , and not as melek -- ki ng - - with t he third per son 

nlural .nascul i ne , r onomi nal suffix. And 111 Jos. 13 , 24, the 

territary g iven a s an 1nhcrit~nce to t he tribe of Gad i s dee

~ribed ~s i nc : u41n half the country of the Ammonites . Thus, 

lt ls not i mPoesible tha t t he l atte r should drive back the 

forme r the tribe of Gad -- and occupy its territory. That 

G;d i ~ the verse from Jeremi ah means a de ity, ~amely, the god 

of t he people occupyi ng t he territory of Gad, l a clear, first, 

f rom the Juxtaoos itl~n of t he wor d with the divi ne name .Mllk~m, 

and, second, on t he basis of a Hebre w seal r eading Gadmelek, 
59 ~ ,, -

whi ch l s r e-ported by Sbhrader, meaning ''Gad ls ·~elek~ Jer. 49 , t 

1s ~n e xemplary . expression of the idea that t he dei t y of a 

nat ion 1s sovere i gn ln its t erritory, and t hat , consequently, 

defeat of t he nation militarily and exile or dispoaaess1on 

/ -thereof l moly defeat of t he ~elek, the dt•1n• sovereign. 
,. 

~rom t he ment ion made of N.llkom, the deity of the Ammonites, 
/ -

it can be dis cerned tha t t he divine name Melek ls not only 

the title but the proper name of the deity. What t he final 



- 20 -

m represents is an etymological questio~ which Lagrange discus
- 60 
see, describing it as phonetic variation without importance, 

a mimatlon such as is found in South Arabic names. The pos

sibility is broached by Lagrange that the final~ may represent 

'" ',. , -Am,_ the meaning of the name thus being: Am ls ~elek. My own 

opinion tends to the interpretation of the let~er as a mimaticm: 

ho ,.,ever, in ma t ters of ety.:nology, I have not the preparation 

to judge competently. 
/ -In any event, whether ~elek is the divine proper name or 

merely the description of the divine sovereign is a fine dis

tinction. It is entirely possible that fro m the state of being 

a description of the deity, it evolved into the proper name 

of t he god. 
,. ,,._ 

Other divine names, such as~ and Al,, when trans-

lated, also afford meanings which are characterisations of 

the deities so named. Moreover, tha t the divine names have 

meanl~g 1s an a pproved assumption which has been used in the 

i nvestigation of ancient relig ious literature to great advan

tage and with gratifying results. 

However, general statements are not neces sarily a~plicable 

to any given oarticular ins t ance. Nyberg renders Hos. 10,3: 
, -

"When t hey say, •we have no Melek; we do not fe ar Yahweh and 

what can the Melek do for us?' ..• " Here Melek refers to a spe-
61 

Oifi c deity, to whom Hosea quotes Israel as referring. Whe-
/ -ther his proper name ls Melek, or whether the reillainder of his 

title is understood or assu~ed ae understood by the auther la 



- 21 -

difficult to decide. I -
That Melek i s here meant to refe r to a 

oarticular deity i s obvious, however, from the contra st of 

the name with Jahweh, anot her specif i c a nd explicit name or a 

particul ar deity . 

The same chapter of Hosea gives o t her i nstances of the 
/ -

divi ne name !!ielek, i n which the name i s qualifi ed by a des-

cri ptive t er m, t he meani ng of ~hich i s not ~ntirely certain 

but whi ch can b e con jectur ed from the context. v. 6 speaks 
.... 

o f the s acred symbol of t he de ity Al being brought as tribute 
, _ ,. "_ 62 

to J.:el ek Iareb. The context i ndicates tha~ the: re ference is 
H 62 

to an As syrian god. Thi s apoears to be the meaning also in 

Hos . 5,13: "And Ephrai m saw his s ickness, .. t hen went Ephr a i m 
/ - A A• 

t o As syria, ~nd he s ent t o Melek Iareb; but he is not able to 
a 

heal you ••• " Parallel r efer ences to Yahweh in 6 , 1 and 11,:, 
/ • A & • 

1n4ica te that Uelek I a reb must be a deity. 

Hos . 10,7, the f ollowi ng ver s e, foretells the doom of 

Sa maria, and by impl ica tion -- as stated above -- t he doom 

f' it l ' , ko _ s . . ele • "Gone 1e Samaria, namely its Uelek, lik e a 

splinter floa t ing upon t he water." Ni dme i n t he Hebrew must 

mean "gone" and not "similar" because Of the parallel word 

wcnism&du a t the beginning of v. 8. The construction "Sama-
, - . 

ria, namely its !!,elek" will be f amiliar to the reader, no 

doubt, as the Arabic badal construction. The sillli.le of the 

splinter floating upon the water is particularly apt, since 
, -

the reference 1s to the image of the a,1ek. The transla-
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pr e clude the poss1b1l i t y ot the pr1Jiacy or pre-ominence ot the 

l a tter as a deity. 

To return to Am. 5, 26, the verse in quest1c>n, one can also 

see Kewan as a div i ne na~e . Schr ader goe s so t a r a s t o con Jec-

"' ,. ~- •~ A tur e t hat Jtewan aalllekem -- f or Kiiun is to be :rea d .n.ewan --
'" 

is t he 4ouble name of a deity , containing the elements Kewan 
I 

and Salm or Set6m, w1 th the second person Jllura·1 masculine pro-

nomi nal s uffix. This, however, while pos sible, is not entirely 

ne ces sar y . He does affirm tha t Kew4n and Sik~t1 are na mes ot 
,. 67 

gods (the l a tter to be read S&kkut). 

Hence , it can be discerned that S1kktix malk~kem in the 

"' / -- "' ver se is to be understood as : Sakkut your llelek~, Sakkut being 
/ -t he proper name o f the d•ity and Uelek the desc:ription t hereot. 
, -

Yahweh ls a lso described as !ielek. "Behol.d the voice ot 

t he cr y of t he daughter ot my people from a di1:1tant l and: 'Ia 
, -

Ya!-lweh no t in Zion? And is not her Melek within her?' •• . " says 

Jer. 8,19. 
, -

Yahweh 1s here parallel t o Melek 01!", more accurate-
, - I -

ly put, t o the expression "her !lelek, • 1. e., 1~he Melek or 

Zion. 

And i n Zeph. 3, 15 we find the same charact,erisation or 

Ya hweh as the Helek, here or Israel. 
, -

" • . • The ;plelek or Israel, 

Yahweh, is i n thy midst; thou shalt tea r evil :no more." Here, 

not as t he result of parallel structure in the verse, but 

t hr o ugh the a pposition of the expreas1otul •the Me1ei ot Israel" 

and "Yahweh"do we identify Yahweh a s Melek. 

Whether the concept heretofore delineated. ot the divine 
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I -~elek can be applied wherever a deity is indicated is a matter 

of some doubt. A Biblical pas sage s uch aa Is. 21,41 may quite , ; ~ ....... 
/_ -ooss1bly connote the !lelek as we have des cribed him. "'Bring 

near your argument,' saith Yahweh; 'bring near your quarrel,' 
, -

sai t h the Melek of Jacob." On the face or it, this verse does 
, -

not evi 1ce a different view of the Ilelek than we have discussed. 

Yahweh is indicated, here again through par•ll-1 structure, 

a s t he Melek of Jacob. Moreover, this 1s a ,Ole~ic apparently 

addr essed to rival claimants to the status of the deity wor

ahipued by Israel. V. 23 urge s these rival s to show whereby 

they may establish their claim. The verse 1s explicit in say

i ns , " .•. that we may know that ye are .;1~n\m (gods) ••• " But 

the question 1s rhetorical ; v. 24 continues, "Behold, ye are 

of nothing ••• " That the prophet a r gues agai nst these deities 

is evidence of the popular e steem in which they must have been 

held, and of the prevalence or their cults -- whatever they 

were -- a s a threa t to Yahwism. But his v1ewoo1nt is consider

ably different from that which was examined in t he discussion 
/ -of t he Song of Deborah and its concept of t he di vine Melek. 

Yahweh ls no longer a terr1to~1&1 sovereign for a given people, 

b~t r ather along the lines or a universal deity, than wbom 

there is no other. 

Thie shift in viewpoint -- while not within the strict 

limits of this study -- may be mentioned here in connection 

with Is. 44,6. The verse reads: "Thus s aith Yahweh, the 
, - e-,.•" 

Melek of Israel and hi s redeemer, Yahweh I bao\: I am the 
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first and I am the last, and beslde Me there are no gods." 

Yahweh 1s 1n a pposltion with Milek, and we may thus see M6lek 
referring here, too, to Yahweh. (Por the explanation and die

cJssion of the divine anpellat1on Yahweh p~b~\, see below 

Chapter 4) And yet, 1~ s pite of the familiar phraseology, the 
.,, -

:1eani ng of the term Melek which we have come to recognise as 

i mplying the sovere1gnt~ea of several deities, each within 

hie own, le specif lcally and for111ally denied by t ile last three 

~ords in the Hebrew verse. That the denial should at all 

~ave been voiced 1s evidence of the hold or ideas to the eon
trary UPon the minds of the audience to whom the ?rophet was 

pre~chlng. But where Hosea's diatribe le direct•d against 

alien sovereigns seeking to encroach upon the territory or 

Yahweh, Isaiah denies to any deity bµt Yahweh di vine sovereignty. 

Hosea condemns worship of other gods by Israel, si~ce such 

~or sh1p is a breach of f aith o~ the nart of the ryeople who 

should be devoted to their di vine sovereign and protector, 

Yah~eh. But Isaiah looks upon worehi~ or otners than Yahweh 

as benighted heathenism. "Isaiah," in this paragra~h, or 

course , means the author of the two verses ottered as examples. 
,. - , -

Like the earthly Melek, the divine Melek a l so has his 

age~ts. Those who are lesser deities and who partake or divi

~lty theniselves are discussed in the followin ~ chapter. But 
I -the human agents or the divine Melek are mentioned in Hos- 7,7, 
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f::> r exam?le . I n the s l ~i l e of I sro.e l as a bJrn i :-tg oven, the 

-,r ::, ;;>het s a ys, "The y will a ll he ~ t l lke t.he oven an:i consu:ie 

"'f" t e ,.-r t"le tr so t, m; a ll t l-telr ~ l ak m have fal l en; none a mon 5 

the :1 cal l R t::> •:e." The pro >Jliet t a snea kin:, f oriYahweh. The 

l :tt er r e~r onches Israel for de ser ti~~ Hi ~ i n favor of t he 

c~1aanlte deities , t he div ine lf1~~1m, an d te)l s of t he doom 

t n s tore f or tho s e de ities a nd for t heir sof' t,'im. ~Jyber' , o i:its 

",. " , ., .,, ou t t ha~ t he s::> f t.m a r e t he bearers o f t he ~isoGt of t he 
, _ 68 

.ii•r l.1e ::el e k , t he ?r e cept or s of the ethica l a.!ld rt t ua.l cod e s 

o:' t li~ di ·1 i :1e de i t i e s . Thts 1s :>ol so .1.ed ur e ce,t :..s far a s 

I sr_e l l s cot1c e!'ned , a:id t he doo::i co u1i :1: unon L r ..... e l i s l e s s 

"" :,r t :1.e o b s erv&. , c e o f t his code, which o b derv....nce i s la.a 

{~o s . 10,3 ) , tha.~ for t he f a il..1re of the eoole to a dhere 

o nce again t o Yah·..,eb a nd His oi~oat, . Possi bl y , t he ~8 fe1, may 

be eq~l val e!lt to t he ~r i est, t ho u3h t hl~ does no t unoe Er 

r eG::,nab l e t n v i e w of Ho s . 1n, 5 , whi ch ~e n t ions t he ~ord f or 

"urles t!' -- korner -- as well . ~fore -iroba bl y , t :-ie word i s to be 

..1:1der :i tood 1n the sens e o f " judg e " o r "lo ca l :na0 i s tra te". 

The r ela t l o~ o f such a d i 3~ltar y t ~ t he deiLJ ~e serves i s 

ex~r e s sed l :-1 Ju. 8 , 22- 24, whe r e Gideon l s des ired by t he 

neo r.,l e he hae l ed t o v i ctor J to a.asu.:ie the ne r e dita r y of f ice 

of k i ng . They e mpl~y t he ve rb ~aia1, wh i ch i s a ~plled to the 

r ~l e ::>f r o y~lty i n !Ki ng s S , 1. o~e of ~a~y oossl ble examnles . 

A A A - ,.. The r e it ls s t a t ed t , a t Solomon reigned - - haia mose l -- over 
-;;-
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.. -all the ki~gdoms -- mamlak&t -- fro m the Euphrates through 

the l and or the Philistines until the bowidary or Egypt. 

But Gideon refuses t he kingship, saying , "Yahweh will reign 

(im;~l) over you." ... 
Gideon's ministry continues after the emergency which 

• ... 69 
has brought him to the tore has passed; he 1s a soret. We 

gather a similar oeaning from Ju. 3,9.10. The spirit of 

Yahweh r est UPon Otllniel, who "Judges" (waiiApt,t) Israel even 
ifi 

to the extent or leading them to battle under the standard of 

Yahweh. 
,/A A The sofet 1s a popular leader; before the institution 

of royalty in Israel and Judah, his is the only tspe ~f leader

shi ~ available. He is a leader s u:nmoned by divine authority, 

at a given emergency. 

With the development of the institution of royalty in 

Judah and Israel, the king is the anointed of Yahweh, but, 

i ndubitably, the §~rei maintains some of hie traditional 

9osition as i nter?re t er of the divine ethic and ritual. To 

this does Hos. 13,10 refer when it says, "Alas! Where ls your 
I -Melek that he may save you in all your cities, and your 

11 / - "-. I- 70 
sor•ttm t o whom ye said, 'Give me a ~elek and 8ar1ml'" Hosea 

reviles the papular leaders, in this verse, the lof~t1m to 

whom the people tu~ned t o give them the cult of the divine 

~ilek. (The s:.rfm in the verse are discussed in the following 

chapter of this study.) These are the same type of dignitary 
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described 1~ the book of Judges as devoted to the spread ot 

Yahwism, and to the welfare or the cult and ot its adherents. 

Conclusion 
, -~elek 1s a divine name applied to or properly belonging 

to the deity presiding over a nation. The defeat by or vic

tory over another nation of his own nat1onaJ group of adherents 

cons titutes h1s defea t or victory. The bearers or tradition 

/ -concerning the ethic and ritual or the Melek cult, 1. e., the 
, . 

mi~nlt of the Melek, are the s~fcyim. Yahweh is also described 

·r. /1 ;-as . ,e ex. 
, -

The name of the deity, Yelek, may be also a description 

added to the pro?er name thereof, or it may be qualified by ihe 

addition of the place of his sanctuary or area of his dominion. 
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Having discussed the entity and the characterist ics ot 
, -

the d1v1ne MEI. ek, we now stand at the threshold of the exam1-
~ 

nation of his Oourt. The lesser deities wt~1ng of the d1v1ne, 
I - ,!A._#m which are in the retinue or the !!elek, are designated as 11&1"J. 

in the Canaan1te pantheon, as 1t appears in the Biblical 

litera ture. For a fuller acquaintance with the divine ear, 

one must turn again to the source giving the fullest detail 
, -

of and most interested in Canaanite Melek-rellgion, the book 

of Hosea. As may have already been observed, this prophet is 

one of the chief sources of our i nformation in this field 1n 

t he Bible . 

~os. 7,3 r eads as follows: "With t~e1r evil they delight 

f.i~l ek. and with their deceit -- Sartm." The message of the 

prophet i n this chapter has been d1 ~cuased in con.~ect1on with 

v. 7 t hereof, i n the precedin~ cha?ter of this study. There 

- " i t was shown that Malkehem i n the verse referred to tile Canaan-

ite deities who are the objects of Hosea's zeal for Yahweh . 

Vv. 1-3 in t he chapter of Hosea under di scussion begin this 

prophetic ~essage with the i nformation that Yahweh knows of 

t he evil be ing committed by His people. This evil is the 

adherence to t he : anaan1te MJlek cult, the doom of which is 

for etold in v. 7. , -Melek in v., refers to tna same Canaanite 

deity as is mentioned in the plural in v. 7. 
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The word larfm 1a parallel with t he word Melak in this 

verse from Hosea, and there can be l i ttle rloubt t h1. t 1 t E.lso 

indicates divinity, though of a lesser degree and magni tude. 
,,. ~ , "' -

These larim are, i n their relation to the di vine Melek, equ1-
,,. 6 , -

val ent to the earthl• earim 1n relation to the morta l melek. 

We have recognised t he transfer of the term aelek from t he 

mu:1dane t o the clestial. It follo1:·s logically that the court 

of the ~lei is a concept that is transferable similarly, and 

with equal f a cility. 

Thus, Hoa. 13,10, which was 4iscussed i n the exami nation 
J• A I -of t he term sofet above, woul d rec:a.d Mel:ek a s the divin6 sove-

'" ,to rei5n of the Canaanite cult, and Sar1m as his lesser satellites. 
~h• 

Tha t t hese t wo terms must r efer t o~heavenly court is unmistakable 

fro ~ t he context. V. 9 reproaches Isra el; Yahweh is the source 

of help to which the neople must look. V. 10 says : ~here ls 

t he M~lek who wil l help Israel? This verse is ,aelibe~ e 

contras t 'f1'1 +.h the pr ecedi ng, where help is affirmed to come 
,, ' 

f r om Yahweh to I s rael. Melek i s contra s ted wi th Yahweh, and 

the par allel co~sider ation by the prophet of these t wo words 
.I -

can l eave no doubt that ~elek i s here a deity. 

The sof~tfm and their functi on have been i ndicated above, 

but , to sum up, one may say they are the representatives of 

t he cult and 1ts exponeats is e thi4 and ritual who are nearest 

t o the common people, and who are not professionally identified 

,vi t h the cult from birth. 
,, ,. C ,._A 
Sof teka i n the verse is thus clear 

1n meaning, and further clarifies the phrase: " •• • gi ve me a 



- JO -
I - "~ I> I -¥-elek and Sariml" ~elek has already been shown to be, in 

this vers e, a deity. The sSf~t1m, the protagonists of the 

cult, are besought by t he people to provide the latter with 
/ - / 

~.:elek, a deity, and ~rim, which must be also deities. 

The best expression -- for which also we must look to 

, ·Hosea -- of the association as a divine court of the Melek 
,,,. ,.. 

and Sarim is in 8,10. " ••• When I gather them(for judgment), 
,, - , 

t hey will take little .f the dicta of the ~elek Sarfm.• 
,, - ,,.. # 

This expression, ~elek Sarim, 
71 

Q <baot.. a ccordi ng to Nyberg. 

is a direct parallel of Yahweh 

It s i gnifies the entity of the 

divine governmen~ by this delta as constituted of his sovereign

ty. He ls the s oul of authority, as it were, which with the 
72 

body of his satellites makes up the divine government. 

At this point, it may be .. well to investigate the meaning 
.,,. 

and application of the t e rm Sar, where the latter signifies a 

divine personage. Deut. 32.a.9 read: 

v. 8: "When 'Elion gave the nations t heir heritages, 

"When he ee!)arated the eons of Adam, 

"He f 1xed the ·terri tor1es of the peoples 

e. " I A).A "According to the nu::nber of k.n! srael • .. 
v. 9: "For the portion of Ya hweh was His people, 

"Jacob was Hie inherited possession." 

~ ,.. .,.," e A '"1
73 

Th i f th B ne Israel must be read as b nee. e mean ng o e verse -.. ---
ls clear if'Elion is understood to be a divine name. It can 
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so be understood on the basis of Gen. 14,19-20, where Melc~i-

zedek, the priest or'b.'Elion,blesses Abraham in the name of . 
his god for having overcoae his enemies in battle. Thie de1~y 

le supreme over the earth and all it contains, as his name 
74 

signifies, as well as being sovereign over all other gods. 

The verse means, then, that 'ni~n divided the earth and 

its papMlation among the several deities below ~im in rank, 

that they might be the sovereigns within their territories, 

each within his own. These deities are the b•ne ~l. the sons 

of the supreme god. One of them is Yahweh, whos e share is 

His people Jacob. 

b ~ .. ~"'l Withi n t heir terr1toriea, each of these__!!! Lis a 
/ - ,,,. t lhelek, having Sar m beneath. h.lm, as we have Just observed him 

'Eli"' B~ne#O ~l is t in his relation to the suureme on. e a erm ~ar-. .. 
ticularly interesting because of its relevance to this dis-

. "-""·" cussion. It is. in Job 38,7, parallel to the term kokabim. 

The verse. reads: 

"When the morning stars (kAk~e boger) sang together, 

"And all be ne ¥ohtm shouted aloud." 

~"~ «"'"" "' We may t ake as equ19alent the two terms b ne el and !i.J:!! a1ah.im. 

We thus find that ban 'e'l 1s, for our purpose, synonymous with 
,,. -,. .. kokab. This astral being, who partakes of the divine, 1s seen 

by Albright in Gen. 6,2.4, where his offspring, as the result 
e. " ,. 75 

of union with mortal woaan, are called n t111m (=meteors). 
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.11- .. -

That kokab may be regarded as a divine name was s uggested 
64.65 

above, and we can now assume it as fairly certain. We come, 

then, to the actual relation between the subordinated kokAb 
, -

and his liege lord, the Melek, in the examination of the verse 

mentioned above, Ju. 5,19 . 20. There we identified the M~lillm 
53 

as deities, against who Yahweh wages war. V. 20 states that 
A -A •,-. 

they fought from the heavens, and adds that the kokabim fought 

from their (own) orbita'with" Sieera. As the opposing forces 

have been outlined, Yahweh tights on the side of Israel, and 

the Canaanite 11'1,ki.m deities tight as allies of Sisera; so 

that the kt>k~bim must be allies of Sisera. Hence, "with" in 

v. 20 must mean with as distinct from against. The Hebrew s, 
'1m is quite possible in this meaning. 

That t he k~kab1m must be be, in this passage, allies or 
'- A -A the• lakim and of Slsera, and not of Yahweh, is clear from 

v. 21. There the Kishon is said to have swept them away. 

Water is the weapon of Yahweh, as we see in v. 4. Thus, it 

le entirely proper to see the opposing forces as M111kfm, 

kii:Blffi and Sisera on one side and Yahweh, hie weapon of flood 
5:, 

and rain, and Israel, on the other. 
" - -,.. We have seen that the kokiblm are the satellites of the 

, A A 

Jlelek, and that they are, according to Nyberg, the divine Sarim. 

I am inclined to accept this 1nte~pretat1on as reasonable and 
, " convincing, and, on this basis, I see in the divine§.!!: the 

"-,.- ~~ traits that have been indicated tor the kokab and the ben el 
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I°' 

The divine I!!: 1s of the heaveinly court and 
/ -ot the retinue of the divine Dllek. In this he 1s the counter-

,,,. 
part of the mundane .!fil: 1n the relation of thE~ latter to the 

, -- , -earthly melek. He accompanies the Melek i nt o battle a nd fights 
, -

with him agai ns t a common enemy , a riva l !!!l!A5• 

In connection with what ha.a been stated iibove concerning 
I - , 

t he analogy of t he express ion Melek sarlm with t he expression 

Yahweh §c 6Cot, both being evidences of the vi1ew that the pre

siding de ity 1s sovereign over a celestial re·t1nae, Is. 6 

s orings t o mind. It is an impressive description of the v1- · 

s1on Isa iah sees of Yahweh 1n His palace, sea ted u pon His 

t hr one. Vv. :,.5 are of esoec1al interest t o us. V. 3 reads& 

"Holy , holy , holy 1s Yahweh l<blot.; . .. " and v. 5: " • .. for 

mine eyes have seen the M~lek Yahweh S~b~4." In this cont ext, 

one can har dly f a il to see the perfect corres,pondence bet.v.een 

• -~ , - _, ,. A 
Yahv:eh t baot and Me lek Sar1m. The proph€t conveys the over-

r>owering effect which t he s ight of the divlnEt sovereiga 
, -

haMMelek -- amid His court and ret11nue, has t&pon him . The 

' phr ase Yahweh ~;(b~~t. 1s now so r eal to him that he repeats 

it duri ng the description. It is mor e tban ll formal title, 

t hough it i s certa inly that in t he mout h of t he s erap h who 

intones pr a i s e of Yahweh's holiness. It is 1t,he evidence of 

the supreme aut hor1 ty of %&~web over Israel c>n ea rth a s over 
•A~ ,.._,,__,. ~ ,. ""' 

t he hosts (S~baofc) of heaven, the kokab1m a n1d !L!!! !!.• 



- 34 -
.1,.. 

That the§!!: is a~ inte0ral part of the cult-myth can be 

seen from Hos. :,,4: "For many_ days shall I s r ael dwell lfithout 
/ - ,I\ 

a Melek, withJut a§.!!:, without sacrificial offerings •.• " 

The context of the entire verse &i of cult-elements. The au-
76 

t~enticity of the verse 1s slightly suspect, however, partly, 

as Nyberg says, becaus e the usual references to celestial 
~• TT 

Sar1m have the word in the absolute plural, and partly --

t.111s is merely my own conjecture -- because of :..tbe Messianic 

bent exhibited in v. 5 fol l owing. 

A better exam.?le is Hos. 7,5, which Myberg renders: 
/ - ,A A 

"On the day of ctur 1!.elek, the Sarim grow heated from wine ••• " 
, -110 .Jr =~elek" •is a name d1;;noting a eneci f ic deity, a par.allel 

- 78 & 
name i n modern ti:nes bei::ig "Notre Dame." The oicture of the 

~ 
/A A 

celes tial Sarim drinking heavily ls one which is familiar 
79 

from cognate religious myths. 
, - ,~ 

In the Melek-cult, the Sar -- as part of the picture of 

a heavenly court-~ is del f 1ed by the worshippers thereof. 

This i s the view taken by Hos. 8,4: "They have chosen their 
I -Melek without Uy sanction; they have given eminence to their 

,,._ ,. 
Sarim and I have not known; their silver and their gold have 

t hey made for themselves as idols ••• " This verse is said by 

Yahweh, co~demning Israel's breach of its devotion to Him. 

It is worthy of particular interest bees.use it uses the Hi~h'il 

.A - '"' of the verbs mala.k and sarar to denote empowering by worship-
/ · - ,4 

pers of their Melek and ~ deities, respectively. 

Thus far we have depended upon Hosea for the view taken 
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of t he divine Mel ek and his s&r1m. Indeed, this pr ophet is 

one of the main Biblical s our ces for whatever information we 

possess concerning this maj;t.er. His struggle at close quar

ters with this cult and his extremely detailed diatribes 

against its encroachments upon the worshippers of Yahweh 

have a ~f orded us indirectly a mass of valuable information 

as to exactly what he was fighti~g. The truly great a pparent

ly i mmortalise t heir enemies as well as their friends. 

However, we do hear elsewhere of the Sar as a subordi~ate 
, -

to -the divine Melek, though, without the foregoing develop-

ment of what we have available from Hosea and from the Song 

of Deborah, we should hardly be in a position to evaluate and 

i ~terpret t hes e other stateaenta correctly. Jer. 49,3 reads: 
" / " -\ "For Malkam shall go into exile, his ~riesta and Sarim together." 

Jer. 49, 1-6 is one prophecy of doom for the Ammonites. We 
57 " 

have already i ndicated that in v. 1, ~alkam is t o be read 
A ~ilkom, the proper na~e of the deity of the Ammonites, and the 

, -
di vine name ele:nent :Melek and its pl a ce in this name have al-

ready been discussed. In this verse -- v . 3 -- the same read-
~ ~~ 

i ng is necessary. Hence, the verse means t hat the 5ar1m of 

M1lkom will acomp&ny hiJnto exile. The reli _ious connota

tion -- and we must bear in mind the close connection between 

t he r eligious and political destiny of the nation in the 
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viewpoint of the peoples of S,emi tic lands -- of the verse is 

affirmed by the inclusion of the word koh~~u. "his priests." 

Al:nost the identical phraseology is to be f ound in Am. 1,15. 

Here, too, t he prophet foreteills the doom of the Am:non ites 

for their grievous sins -- nc,t worshipping a god other than 

Yahweh, but for inhuman cruelty and encroach..1ent upon the 

territory and pers onal happiness of His peo:>le. "'And M1lk1>m 
l11 A 

s hall go into exile, he and his Sarim together,' saith Yahweh." 
" "" 57 'A A 

In this verse also• Milkom 1H read for ~!alkam. Sarim are 
, -

here also, furthermore, t he ciivine subordinates of the llalek. 

It will here be recalled what was stated as regards 

combat, victory and defeat among deities. The last few pass

ages cited are excellent exw:nples of the view that the divine 
, -

Melek and his authority rest upon the political sovereignty 

or, at least, poll ti cal entit,y of the national group of his 

worshippers. 

In marked contrast to t he a:nount of i nformation ava ilable 

concerning the special1sat101n of duties among the earthly 

sirim, the 3ible offers com?ar atively little s uch infor mation 

as regards their celestial c,ounterparts. Jos. 5, 14 mentions 

, .. ~t..~ ' al Sar~ Yahweh, Yahweh s gener • This 1s t aken by Nyberg 
80 

to be an authentica lly a ncient passage. This officer, pre-

sumably, would be i~ collLJland of the heavenly hosts of which 

Ya hweh is the sovereign authority. Much later, we find mention 
,,.,. ~ 

(Dan. 8,25;10,13.20.21;12,1) of divine Sarim, filled with 
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far greater authority and power than heretofore i ndica ted. 

Their position towards Yahweh is, i n tha t l ater period, ana

l ogous to the pc,sition we have observed being occupied by 
( ~ 

Ya hweh in r elation t o Elion i n the discussion above or Deut. 

32,8.9. 

Conclusion 
I 

The div ine Uelek, like the mortal king , has his court 

over which he i s sovereign. 
,A A 

Hi s subordinates ar e the Sarip. 
,_ ~~~A A-A-~ 

a l so des i gna ted as btne ~, b cne ~ohi m and kokab1m. The 

'"' celes t i a l §.fil: has the rank of the heavenly court, as his cou..~-

terpart does upon earth. There is less mention made of ape-
,,. 

c1al duties which the celestial~ performs as hi s function 

i n the court. 
,, ~ -..., 

There i s , however, a reference to§.!!:~ 

Yahweh, t he mi l i tary commander of Yahweh's court. 



Notes 
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t. Cf. Ju. 9,31. Cf. also II8am. 11, 19.22. 

2. The meaning of the verse rests upon the word eapress ing 
A l 

the actual punishment, wai1oda. Geseni us (14 ed., p. 2§9) "a ,. ,. ., 
reads waiiadas to agree with v. 7. This is not convincing. 

v. 15 quotes v. 6 directly and is still not i dentical iD 

wording. 

l:_ Ju. 8, 14. The contrary is i mplied in Nu. 22,15. 
> .,,. :t.~- c;...,.. "~-h V. 57: ~ ~ kem instead of the usual lta le S kem. Also, 

., .,,.. .,. _ "' . .,~ 
Ju. 9 , 49: rn ragdal S kem i n c:mtrast with ba le lllg4a.l s lrem. 

Both variations may be interpreted a s was Ju. 8,6.8.16.17. 

) 
, ,. , ... 

2.!. a !!Ki ngs 23,8 would i ndica te t hat!!!: ha ir may be come 

l ocally memor able, but t hi s is no evidence of his i nde pendence 

of royal a uthor ity. 
A,- ~,-•~ 

b ) Re&arding e~r as royal a upointee, cf. Da§ib (pl., nyabim), 

! Ki ngs 4, 7. 19 ;5, 7. Yhe reot of the word denotes the sta t ue 

of the offi cer as a ppointee. 

h J er. 36,26. 

~ IISam. 9,11;13,23~29; !!Ki ngs 10,13. 

!h_ Though see IKinga 1,33.34.48. 

~ The full form of the ohrase to a pooint as j udici a l officer 

1s 6tm{11sar w<~SreM. Ex . 2,14;18.21.22; I sam. 8,5. 

10. Dan. 4,10.20 • 

.1.h Nu. 2 1, 18; Is. 23,8; Zeoh. 1,8. 

12. Ex. 18 ,12;19,7. 
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~ a ) Cf . lli . 4,8. 

b ) See note 33. 

14. Cf. Ju. 9,28; Is. 32,1; Prv . 8,15.16. 
A A 

.12.!.. No t e also paqid , J u. 9, 28; J ~r . 52, 25. 

16. Cf. IISam. 18, 1; IIKi ngs 11,4.8. Note also Isa m. 8,5. 

11..:.. Gen. 21 , 22. 32 ;26. 26; Ju. 4 , 7 ; I sam. 14,50 ;17,55 ; IISa m. 24,2; 

!Kings 15,20; I IK1ngs 9,5; Ne b. 2 , 9. 
I 

!§.a. !!Sam. 4,2; ! Kings 11,24. 

l2.!_ I K1ngs 22,3 1-33. 

~ Gen. 37, 36 ; 39, 1; 40,3.4;41,10.12. Cf. rab hattabbahf m, 
0 

/A -
I IK1~gs 25; Jer. 39. Sar and ill a r e i dentif i ed, Jer. 39,3.13. 

£.h. Ex. 18 , 21. 22 .25.26 . Cf . Nu. 3 1,14.48. 

~ Jer. 38,4 .25. 27. I t i s not clear whet her these are mi l ita r y 

officers or no . Thi s is a fine di s tinction, however, s i nce 

the emer gency r ender ed eve r yone i n aut hor ity a militar y l eader. 

Indeed, l eaders of national groups connot e mil i tar y 1eader s h10 . 

Cf. J u. 7, 25. 

lli I K1ngs 14,27. Gese~ius (14 ed., p . 273): Trabanten. 

24 . Gen. 47,6. 

25. Gen. 40,2 . 

26. I bi d . 

lli Jer. 51, 59. 

28 . Dan. 1 , 7. 

g2.:_ Ex. 1, "· 



~ Neh. 30,11ft. 

lh Neh. 7,2. 

& Gesenius (14 ed., p. 388). 
~T A "ia.._ A , 1 

llic:,..,ob 3,14 -- yo;:ge erep -- is directly par allel to Ez . 27,33 
-A,/ 

and Ps. 148,11 -- ~alke erep. 

ij Cf. Delitzsch, F., Assyrisches Handw8rterbuch, Leipzig, 

1896, pp. 412-413:1~n. 
~ ~ = m~lek frim. Cf . Nu. 22, 2-4 . 

.l2.:. Cf. Is. 14, 24,26,27; 19, 12. 

~ Ju. 4,2.7; Nu . 22,7.8 (note 34). 13.15; I Sam. 8, 11. 12. 
' i,y A J ,I' ~ 

ll.:_ The key expression is , .. ~ lo or 4 ~ itto. 

~ Burrov:s , Y., What !lean The se Stones?, New Haven, 1941, 

po. 105, 176 . 
A A 

~ a) ~ote use of the term nap ib and cf. note Sb concerning 

dependence of officer upon royal authority. Also cf. note 38. 

b)Cf . ! Ki ngs 5,27.28;12,18. 

40. Cf. !Sam . 8,11-17. 

41. Burrows , M., op. cit., pp. 131,192. 

42. v. 15 defines it a s a royal oalace when it uses the word 

4 "-h~,t.imlok. 

il!. Burrows,~., op. cit., 9p. 119-122; Albright, w. F., From 

the Stone Age to Chri s tianity. Baltimore, 1940, p. 223. 

ii:_ !Kings 12,28-33;13,33; IIK1ngs 5,18. 

12!.. Albright, w. F., op . cit., PP• 225,230. er. Am. 7,13. 
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~IKings 12, :,:, ; IIChr. 27, H5. 

lli IIChr. 27,16ft. 

48. Is. 8, 2t. 

~ La.grange, M.-J., Etudes sur lee Relirdone s,mi tigues, Paris, 

1905, P• 99. 

~ Albrigh~ W. F., op. cit., p. 219 • 

.2.h Delitzech, F., Assu1sche Lesestacke, 1900, Sennacherlbs 

"Taylor prism", Col. II, 11. '78-79. 

~ Barton, G. A., Archaeology and the Bible, Philadelphia, 

1937 (7th ed.),p. 460. 

lli Nyber g , H. s., Stud1en zum Hoseabuche, Uppsala, 1935, 

pp. 47-48. 

~ JU. 5,:,, ho~ever, is obviously addressed to earthly kings. 

22:., No th, M. , Die I sr ael1t1schen Personennamen Im Rahmen Der 

Gemelnsemitischen Namengebung:, Stuttgart, 1928, p . 118, part1-

cularly Footnote 3. /. -Melek as theophoric element, cf. Gen. 14,18; 

46,17; Is. 31,2; J er. 21,~;3Sl,6; IChr. 3,18. 

5.2.!. Albright, W. F., op. cit., p . 220. 

~Lagrange, M.-J., op. cit., p. 1~0, Footnote 1, 

~ Cf. ! Ki ngs 11,33; IIK1ngE1 23, 13. 

52.:. Schrader, E., Die Ke111m1chriften, Berlin, 1903, p. 479. 

60. Lagrange, M. -J. , op. cl t •. , pp. 99- 100. 

61. Ryberg , H. S., op. cit., PP• 73,79 ° 



- 4 2 -

62. Ibid., pP, 74-75, 

63 , I bid., ,,. 75-76 , 

64. :..agrange, t: . - J. , op . cit . , p . 1:,5 .and ?ootnote 1 • 

Q:; . ---- Schr ader, E. • op. cit . , p . 374. 

66. Ibid,, P • 476. 

lli I bid., p. 4 10 . 

6 
/ t .,,. ,. 

,=2.:_ Thi s is i n contradistinction to sar w sofe t, a s i n the f irs~ 

ch~~ter of thl s s t udy. 

~ 1IJber e; , :i . S., o?, cit . , p . 1n3 . 

1..1.:.. I b id., oo. 48 , 64. 

72. Cf . note 14 , 

oo . ci t . , o. 227 , g ive3 t his r eut ing ln 72.!. Albri- ht , W. 

the name of T, J . !.:eek , U:1lv . Toro:1t o Quar ., VIII( t939 ), n . 1~6. 

I have he~rd it credited a lso t o ~Jber ~. 

1h :!yber ~, H. 5 ., o;:, . cit., r., . 58, 

15..:. Al bri5ht , v: . F. , op. c it., -:, . '.? 26 , 

~ Jybe r 5 , H. s., o;, , cit , , , . 124 , Footnot e t. 

1L. Ibid., o. •1. 
78. I b i d ,, ,. 49 , 

12..:.. Ibid., -;, . sri . 

~ I':>ld ., ,. 4e. 
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