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PRE FA C !. 

It 1a hardly neoesaary to state that original-

1 ty in the subject matter of our work,· w1 th.in thft 

comparatiTely short time at our command, was entire­

ly i mpossible. Thie wae not the case with the pres­

entation of t he material gl~aned through the patient 

search of isolated r eferenceA i n books, eAsays and 

pamphlets. constant care had to be exercised in the 

separation of the chaff f rom the wheat, much of the 

former being in P.Vidence in the older treatments of 

our aub:iect. 

The only merit that can be claimed iR a consci­

entious rea11ng of' everything we could obtain relat­

ing to our thesis, and a faithf'nl verification of 

all cross references that c8lne to our notice . Orig­

inal R<mrces, such as the Talmud, Midrash and the 

earliest t!'anelatione of the Bible were consulted ae 



far as possible. All 11nverif'ied references are du­

ly no•.ed and properly credited to the writer f'rom 

whom they were taken. 

It has been thought advisable and profitable 

to embody in the work, th01.1gh contrary t o common us­

age, all scattered references in Talmudic , Yiehnaic 

and like 11 teratnre, for the reason t,hat t.he presen­

t.at ion of the trlidi tional vie;;e, t'orrns a moat impor­

tant item in the Atudy before ue. 

The tir.lely Ruggeetions of Dr. M1elz1ner s aved 

\JF! from wading into the deep and engulf'1ng waters of 

highP-r c r1t,1cism , by pointing 01.1t t.he sure and trod.­

den ~aths of tradition . 

It was our original intention t.o :-nee t he devel­

opment of the different di vine nameR, hnt. t,hie , we 

soon discovered, was still to a large extent te:rra 

1ncogn1ta and far beyond our limit.Ad knowledge. We 

have, thA?'f'fore, limited ourselves to the collating of 

II 



the beet that WBB known and said in ancient and mod­

ern times concerning the n~R t,hemselvea. With the 

e xception of an occaRional reference, we shall have 

nothing to do with the fantaatic and oft en contra­

dictory systems of theology and philoaophy which in 

1~ormer days, were hnilt up on t hP- supposedly inten­

tioned use of different names for t.he Deity. 

we take this opportunity of expressing our sin­

cerest thanks to Pro:fessor LeYias, Bnttemreiser and 

Deutsch for the valuable aid they have given us in 

thP- way of hooks. We also acknowledge our especial 

indebtedne Rs t,o Dr. nroRsmann, whose well equipped 

library never fa1..l8d to furnish us with any munber of 

pamphlets and hooks, ot.hel'\vtee difficult to ohtain. 

In conclusion we wish to thank Dr.Mielziner most 

sincerely for the suggestion of a Rt1b;fect, that has 

given us an opportunity for nsing Jewish and kindred 

ROttrces to an extent, that thoroughly acquainted us 

III 



with facts and writings , which to know, would per­

haps have been l e f t to t he distant future. 

H.E. 
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I HT ROD UC TIO». 

The d1ser1n1nat1Ye uae of the names or God in 

the Bible has already attracted the attention ot' the 
1 

rabbis and t he eariy Church Fathere. 1:ach volunteer-

ed statements purporting to explain satisfactorily 

the specif'ic uee of a divine name in any context. 
b 

The persistent use of' t>., -;,':, ~ in on .1-2 :• , or 
b 

-:-, 1;, ., in 2 : • -! : 24, and or in chapter 4, 
I 

wae regarded as proof' irrefutable, that each of' these 

names contained wit.hin itRelf Romething intrinsically 

dif'f'erent f'rom t he other. Mot doubting in the least 

the Mosaic aut.borehip of the Pentateuch, they natural­

ly presumed that th111 i nherent dif'f'erenee was the sole 

determining fact.or in t. hP. choice of' the one nBJDe or 

the othP.r. For them, e ach name connoted a special 

phase or characteristic of the DiTine Being, in ac­

cordance wi t h which a context would be eupplied with 

1. See Rengstenberg Gerruinenees of the Pentat euch 
Vol.I p.21-i. 
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the proper designation of God. 

According to the Midrash1 God himelr made the 

t'ollortng broad distinctions in the meaning ot' his 

several narnee 

,_." '"'-'D •o~ )).,.~ w~1n -;"J-tt • ..,,,. -;l'UH)> ;,':,.?;, ~ '11 

.:::J '"°i'!,~~ 
1
.1'11'~~:l . •4fe&J ~1'-1 X""li>J •.J><.'O .:>•W>Jlc:> lt~~J 

'.l~\O :>\ ~ • ;,.!> )(. X-, ?-f • .>7'. ~ I" 7:l;, ;s-1\iC. \ • J >t'll~ ~ 
1
i"l :l. 

,.)Y. II ;>I .J~lll..".l.~ 1'-,rJ ,J Y. U' S~,::i. -..nr';)'t> ;")\01,I 

., ""T -.> ~ X X. ""\ f .J , J k ~ ' )(. ';)w \>X V n ~JJ ;'\ !::,') .:i-, 
f.,. .,~ .. )J •Jtt. ,o'.JUI ~11 'Of'"'"lO >.J~._,.:> 1 , ,, \""" . . ... ' 

w" pn-,0 .r~r.> ~~~ 

Tlms a distinction between ~) i' .. and 'c:l • i"1 ';:, 4?\ once 

made, t heir alternate occurrence in the opening chap­

tc,rs of Gi:,nesis wat, easily explained 'by t.he rabbis. 

In accordance wtth thiR diAtinction Rashi , the ~xpon­

"'"t of traditionalism, accounts for the m,e of these 

names in t he above paasagP-s as follows : 

;" 1 Ul l' 0 1 'i' ~.)) :, ';, ii .n::i.ea> 
1 
i" JI,.""'\ ':i -, 0 1'. 7'-':, : 0 •i"\ ~N ~ ,:i 

D•~~;,I il" •~pf.) D~li),-, rail) i'l-,1 \'~i"' J'19TO:l l.l'~,:i.!, 

01•::i ::i•.n.:n tJ'"i\\ r•i"l J\TP!, ;-l9.P4L>I o•pr,, J\,)r.) 

1 9-.\,.,. . ,: 4tJ • 7•~l' ' ;-, ~1•J) 

Midrash Rabba :r.xodus s ( l ) 

2. 



With the rise of' philosophy and of a more crit­

ical spirit of' inYestigation, this easy disposition 

of the variable use oft.he divine names waA by no 

means satiefactory. From the simple view of God as 

a personal force ever active in Israel, attention 

was directed to _the finding of deep metaphysical 

truths that were supposed to underlie t he use of 

the two names t::J • ~ ';> ~ The Mosaic au-

thorehip of the Pentat euch, it mttRt be remeni>ered, 

was still t.&ken .for ,.;ranted. The nif'f'erence in the 

t,heories explaining the philosophic significance of 

the divine names was fully proportional to the mun­

ber advanced. P.ndles~ diversity replaces etrict one-
. 2 

nese of view. 

Philosopher and exegete exhibit remarkable in-
3 

~ m.11 ty in upholding t hP.ir respective view&. 

1 Gen .1: 1) 
"' r or diff'erent theoriee see~ ';"'I' and a•;,~ H . R. Landauer 

3 
I nt. rod . pp X-XI ". 

1 andaHer • :3 pr FHJP-nt at i on of t. 11e mat. t er t,hongh de cirt.­
edly cahi li<Jtic i~ most int.er P.Ating f or it.R con­
~; qt,e r.cy an ci. t,llnr m1ghnen~ . 



The namea by which t.hP. Dei t.y vm~ known \'Tere 

nad.e t.o l:>eRpeak ideas far beyond t.h~ g ra.ap of t.he 

pr i roi t i ve IArEv"li t e. The pure r.ionothe ist, i r. concep­

t.ions of a l ater age were ext.racted from a ne.Me be­

longing t.o 8. ti?DP. when t.he om~neaa of h Supreme Be­

ing ha<i yP.t hardly dawned llpon the lmman conncious ,... 

n~as. t iB abRob 1te and unconditioned P.xistence of 

God waR read into the de s i g nation Jahvre , 1.he name 

rev ea l ed ill st before the Fxod1ts. , To-n.~y , however , 

there is not likely t.o be a d i sBenting opinion in 

the r.:odern '1Chool nf ~riticR from t hat 0.x prcRaed hy 

., Q . SMi th. 1 "The new message thP.. t t' oaes h r ought 

4. 

t,n hi,, hr e thr e r. was- not. an ahntract rev~ lat.ion of Je­

h1wa • ~ npirit,, ,a l a ttrih11teR , hut, ;m a ssure.nee of Bi r-; 

pe raonRl intere~t in I Arae l and a pr omise or ef~e ct­

nal l~elp ." 

The llosai c autho1·shi r., once do11nt.ed, t ,Jlc:? h P-lief 

that t.ha Pent,a•.P.uch w 1::..c; ,.._ ,t, a r.om11in11t ion of ci.iffer-



@nt. R<Wrces having once g a ined .;round , a nP."'I i r.ipet.-

11R t,o P.Xpl ain t.he c hang,:,ab l P. nAe o f t.hi:, div ine 

n amP.<J was a ro,1RP,d. Th~ "!Xpl anationR t.h a t, wer e now 

0ff P.red we re pi-tirP.lY <liff'er ent f rom t.ho~e tha.t 

had hitherto be~r. aa.v anced . 

T'P ~hou l d, per haps !'a t. 11e r have Ra i cl t.hat it. 

1?10n · hi~ no+,icei>.hle · nt P!'CLhr.ge 01 God's names i n 

t:~P. account nf + he creation , that. ctxew uyon the J'e r -

5 . 

ateuch +,i1" 'lURpicion 0 1 , he plu I·a li t y of its sources . 

In 1753, a !)hYRician , ARt.n,c hy name, f'irRt ~rlvancP.d 

t.hP. +,hP.n daring a smunpt. ion t. hat. t hP. difrer P.n t narnes 

n-er e n.n P. ent irely to P-Xternal r~R"ons: t,o t~~ rti f f-e r -

1:rnt r:-an,1Rcript.s used 1,y the compile r ot' the Pfmta-

l 
t,P.ll Ch . This t.hP.ory , a t, firRt nc;:irce l y not. iced 

RPrP.ad 1 ike v1ildfire d1 r ing the l ast half' of ~.he 

l , 
r., ...,, i f"!ctHres ~n r l ns rremoire or16 i r.eaPx dont 11 par-

nit m P l•oyse A ' e Rt, Re!''l i pour cor1poaer livre rle 
ia r, ,~neRe ( i-11'\1s!'\e ll~ 1753 ) on dP.VP. lopront and mori­
i f ic a t, i on of h i !'\ t. t <> ory :.eP- 'l'nch ' f-1 ncnesis ~n ri ed. . 
!> . 7P. f f- De "'e t.tP-$clu·ader .:.in l P i t , inl in d a R A. 'I . 
r . • 309 - 311. 



The theory being e~t abliAh~d 1.he work 0£ sepa­

rating the P"!ntat euch, O:?' r ather , t.he PeY.ateuch ( 

see Drivers Introd . to O.T.p . 10) int o itn con Rt. itve nt 

P. lP.mP.nt s ,,as ~t.u di ous ly ~ommP.nced . 

ThP. va riabl e nse of -;ittl \ and u • "ii~ N o:ffP.red t he 

key t.o thia d i fficult t.asi: , it being )1P. l d "t,he.t , for 

Auch v &riat. ion in ~i rni l a r anrl conRecut. ive chaptP.rs 

no p la1.1s i h l e P.Xp l anat.ion c:an bP. a s:-;i g nP.d P-xcept di­

ver,;i t.y of au+ horship. '' ThP. sectionR homO.'I""neous in 

6 . 

a 
charactP.r a n•i. .-;t,y l e t.o Gn l: 1-?. : 4 ( Ree Zi rm:ie r rnan Flo-

him p r., 80- :30 ) being p laced t ogP-t.hP.r, R s .;~ t.P.J11at.ic a c ­

c ount. of t.t.P 0 1'.i i in nf' Israel ;\'8R 'found to be pre~ent,­

en . The Va hwist i c '1.0C\1I!IP.nts were a lAo '!)lr.1.ced. tog<>th­

P.r. l n t. hin · .. •i se r'lllCh of t. hP. disorder i r.. the na rra-

t. i ve::J , many ot' t,hP. c nnt.radictions, r P.peti tions a nd 

o ifferenc e of i d ioMR wPre Rcco,m t,Ad for . 'l'he r,arra-

c a llP,tl F l ohfst ic 8nd ' ,]1Pir aut.ho r , t.h ..... F lohiAt. Host, 



r ecent. cri t.ics h ?..ve terMed t,hese na rrat iveR .. ,hen 

joined toget.hez· the " Pri P-Rta' Code" tiRually r epre-

t d h th 1 1 tt " 111 Ren P- y . e arg e P. •• er P • 

I t has heen ~horrn that t.he part of the f e>:a-

i euch rm11aining after the P . rtocrnn~nts have rieen t.a­

i<en out, is a c nm')inat ion of' two 01·iginalJ.y inct.P.­

pPndent n::\r ~·at ives comhined anti. ~nla.J'ged hy n l :;t er 

e dit.or. Th9 doc\lments ,1Ring 4i> •;,l,..,(. have been 

called thP F.. rlocn!Tlents and +hose rndng "i""'\,_,, t.he 

2 
.J. ''.OClllUP.nts. 

J-ii£;her cri+,iciaI!l in the matt.er of deter:~i ning 

the da te of t he d ifferent. nources i s , as yet , in its 

i ni':mcy . JTt?.n ce t, he n i de ly nif'fer ent p'3rio:ts in Vlhich 

::i i,o oi<.. o :- oocuramt is p l aced by dit' :fer ent cri t i cs. 

Pilman, Kit t.el, Ri f!hn , '.?ellha,u~en end Kw=m.>.n agree 

t,hat t.l:e F . s 0l1rce nhowR it. Re l f t o be a product of 

•.he Northern kingdom ann t11at t.h~ J. doc,1JY1Ant f3 r ,e,,.. .:--
3 

t nmist.a '!,;,ah l e cri t.eria of having Judea as their home . 

7 •. 

1ro -r· F lohi~tic Re d.?..ct ion S '3"' 7.i:mIT!erman P lohim PP 3 1- 54 
') -
~see Pr i vero Int.rod.t,f\ 0 . '.I . J)JJ. 10 ff:also the rrcxat,e , :ch-
3 Ki 1P.nen p . 65 f'f ( t. ran !'l la ti on of \''i ckntP.P.d ) 

SP.e r river Introd . t f\ O. T. p . 122 f . 



The opinions of P.minP.nt c~itics di ffer as t o t he 

pz·iori t y ann. dat e of J. and F. . hl1t they a.r e one in 

decla ring t.hi t t,llP..' te long in ~11 probabilit y t.o 

t,ilP. e arly cent, riea of 1.he Mona rchy. 

The hypothesis of a n li'lohint ic anc'l Jah'niRti c 

redact i on b~ing PRtabliahed hP-yond a r\ou l,t , ~-h~ o l d 

rn e ry aR t o t,he nr.R.cia l Ri e;n1fica.nc'3 of a c.ertain 

rli"'• i m~ n&Jne in fl ce rta in cont ext 1!3 no l onge r in 

for ce . 

t7P. heliP.ve that the thP.s1!3 0f Ast:ruc in, in 

""0 n~r !il. ~or!'ect , r ~r•ely : Tha t the use of differ ent 

ni'!inP. ?p_pP. lla11,,P.~ in c.er tain pnrtionn of +.hP. : i -

1· 1e i ~ •,o hA wt t 1 ihpt,P.d t.o ~xt.er·na.l cam:;e~ and rot t.o 

~r y in ,!'in<lic -1iff'P. r ~n~ 0 o f r,eani ng • nA t r,f\_r h8'.'P 

h 0.P.n ~,•pposP.d t.o oht.:1in hP.t.n=,en t.he nameR . There Ui" 

P . 

indP.ed a h r oa~ rlist i nct. ion hP. t wP.e n -;, ,~, an-:i a • ~I;,<'< 

jr tr.a t t. l:e l a tte r 'Vl'l'l t.he ger e ric t e rm f or deities, 

·•hi l P. thP. fOlTIAr i7~8 tlf~ed nnly of ... hP. r- ort. 01' lRr ae l , 



hut t.hi R d istinction, it tmtnt. hP. rernernbP.red, aroRe 

or.l y gr a1.ually in t, hP. evo l11t.ion of' the religious 

conr-;cio11~ness . 

· 1+. WR~ t hP. r ~cogni tion o!' t }:P fnct t.ha t. t.he 

va r·i ah l e ui:;e of God I s nane vra s oft.er" o.ue t.o mE'!re 

~ccident , t.ha •. p rewmt ed , rn froM dr·av1ir.g f ine rl iR-

t. inc t ior.s in the sever a l names , disti nction,=; sllch 

ao made by La ndauer and ot.herR, WP.r·e t.o hol d f OOrl 

t.hrong ho, ,t. t.he 3 i h l P- in c> 1 1 c ont exts ar.ti. na.rr·at ive s . 

: 1 ri, herr, o. e Srnenci , 1 • P . ~ i t.h an rt a hoR .. of 

o-:.hP .::'R have sho:,n conclu Rively that t.he content of 

t.11'3 n !iln-3~ 0 f Go d ·"!a~ never t he s aJTie i n t h~ succ es R-

9 . 

i ve ,:~r:+.11ri P.s nr~ t l1e hihlica l period. There ·.Tas a 

con~inua l b roadeni ng o~ ~he i nea a respect i ng the na­

t,ur P. anrl ac t. ivity of Corl. : r orn monolatry there is ar. 

afl.VA.nce t.o monotheiRl:i : from t ribalism there i c:; an ad­

va n ~e to na iona lisli' anrt frorn nationa lism to univ~r­

Ra l i!lTJ . 



Jahwe, originall y ,!)ArhapR the Go d of the t.ribe 

of Joseph (Smend P.e l Ge a ch p.g9 ed . 1893 ),bP.comeR. 

wi th the entrance of Inrael in+,o Canaan, Jahv1e, the 

10 

~,n L 
God of l !Jrae l (monolatry c . p .I K. 11 :33 •i't~<i "11Q::>;:, ) 

Then Jahwe , t he God of I nrael ,hecoMP. n foT AmoR the 

uni ve!'aal 'Jod of t hP. nat ionR. I t i!J evident there­

fnrP. how the e ver c :1angine c.oncer,t.ionA of God ch>ring 

the f o1·mative period of Israe l •s religious history, 

render ed t hP drawing of c,1t anci d.TiP.d -1.ii:;t.inctions 

r riefly !,l Mr.Jarizing wha has t.h, s f a r l"leen Raid, 

v.;~ cofT'P. +.o t.he 1'olloi.,.ing conc l usions: 

' 1 ) The Met aphysical anc. t heological puzz les 

that W"'re read in+.n th<~ n ar.icR or' God. hy l n t Ar· exege­

t e s an d yh i losopherR i:ire \'RlnelP-AR a s far a s crit­

ical ~t, dy o f the names 1~ c oncerned. 

( 2 ) Th~ t.rad it. iona 1 v iev, a lone, t hm,gh fA.lAe , 

p rP,fHrnt.s ,,nanir·1i ty of interpre'tation. 



( 3 ) The hypothesis of t.l!e p lural a1 t.horah i p of 

t hP. 1-'e xateuch e xp l aim~ t.o a l arge MP.asur e thP. j ntP.r­

c h a ngeabl e 11sP o f Jahwe and. li' lohim. 

11 

( 4 ) T}ie inner meaning of •.hP nrunP.R c-1.~.ngec't vi i th 

thP. g ro-.-.th o f re lig ious i rlfHlR, l1"'nce r.l1e ilnpoanibil­

i t.y of' absolut ~ rlP.r'ini t i ons. 

Ho w ther. i:1 t he- ffi.11';iect " '!'he Narne!l of' God in t.he 

Bi h le" to r P t.reat.ed? 111e a r e no t to P.X pla in r,he rea­

Ron ! 'or +i'.•"' ,,~P, of a '1pnci a l n~e in a c ertain 'hook 

n:! r nnt ex+. , r e RH! not t.o trACP the deve lopm?. '1+. 01· t he 

i rtPRn c-or.t.a inP.d in + hP. diffP.r Pnt. nanen ( f'l')r t.hnt. in 

hr-:,onn ou:r· ~hility }, no:,- a ::--r r1e , aR <JOr'l~ h~v ~ at.t.emp t-

0,i, "'.o r:.o, +.o l a y r\n m cl i Rt,inc t,ionn t.:iat, 'ti ll ,1ol<l £ <'Od 

0 , ,p,~ •1 1hPre. H" n ~"! +hP. nn l1r c011?RA we Raw l pf•, open t.o 

,1R wr1~ the r,r~:3ent,a~. i on o:f ·7hat tt1A r abbis and othera 

'h:lG. nai1 &bont • l-\t:> r. ~ PR o f r.od. as na!lien . 

Th\lR , c on-1i cterahle haR h eP.n Ra i d h y t hP rabbis 

a.rid l a t e r 1:r i tera aoo,,t. thP. p~ cu l ia:z- y At. i nt.P-reAting 



history of the name 0 1;,, , which shall occupy 

moi:Jt, of our consi derat i on i n thiA work. m~re and 

there i n the great 3torehou s e of J ewish l i t.~ r ature 

,-:~ a l ~o found sing l i:? r eferences t.o ot.hf!r divine 

nru:iAs . In f act v,e '9nd.eavor ed to pres~nt e Vf~rythi ng 

that t 1·adit. ion had to aay on th~ "m"' .iP.ct in oueR­

t. ion . r·P. r:ere c e.1eful t o g ive in ful l t he opinions 

of' the chief' aut hori ties aml whe r ever poanib l e to 

vol untP.er a ~t,ateMent, as t o our preference of opin­

ion . r e have a voided lengt hY phi l o lo 1ical cliacw:rn­

ions tha+. m1rround. each name, being incapable of 

:JOR!'JP.Rsing '3nY diRcrinina i ve .in<i.llilP.nt, in t.he rr.at ter. 

12 



? Jl U J' F. R A T I O 1~ 

of the 

D I V I N F N A ~ F S 

Th e f :I.. rst (ltie stion t. hat. PrARentA i t !le l f t.o us 

upon entrance to our Al b i ect pror,e r iA, ":ii-tat. are 

• 
tl1e narree of God in th~ Bi h le?" Not few are the ex-

pre sRiona hy r.h i ch God t1a~ k nown t.o t.hP- anciP.nt. Pe-

hrew . 

Tradition di v i<\t'JS :i.11 nar-;eA into t TTo hroad 

clas~eB, viz: ( 1 ) J' YP\ZJ "nonina propria '' or the 

It. rerne.inA 

1 o r ~ rlP.f. '3 IJ'ilinPd \'!hich nre tr:.P. " noriina -propria" and 

as to t,he nuI11her t,ha t. hP. l nr.g t o t.hP. f i rst c l~AA . An-

15 

er narrP- -;;hilP. a ll t hP. ot.herR are looked ,1pon as \" LL> 

'i'l1, 1::; Pashi in s a nhedr. 668 "'o t he imrdR >\J .::>1 b~~i' 



remarks: 

The 1riference to be deri ved is evinent. 

Before proceeding t.o g ive 11:e diffe r ent. views 

l1P- l cl in reference to the enwner ation of t ,hP divine 

narnes , it. i R inte resting t.o note that. in HiciraRh F. 

o Nm1 .17 :13 TTe f ind ~eventy given as the number of' 

1 •,o r.on . '!'hi~ ' of CO'UI"Se , inc ludeA 

a ll t,he att ributee af3crihed t.o him throughout t.he Bi-

,, 
h le. " ThP. Tar ~u, t.o Shi=- r ashirim 2 : 17 tell'> ,1n r '" -

\ jl D\ll \'~1U11 IO""l90 

14 

he~i den tiif> pameR irno,•m to us, -+.here was Rup9oaed 

to h ,1ve exiAted a RevP.n ty- t.,rn-let. ter name. Kiddnsilim 

718 ~lno c::pP.akn 0 1' :1 f orty-two-lP.t t,P-r nRMe ( 
'D. p-,, 

o •j1,tt ) &r.1 n. t.r•P. l ve-lPt,• er ni:une ~,.,~ a•p41J 

" 
: orrr, t.iceo, i n pr·onunciatior. , t. A.k ing t he 

p l ace of tllH t.P.tragrunr;a.t. ion ( Jl I 'fl l<' .)):nN r1 iJ ((J ) 

Now ac; to the mnnher of n arnes pro1Jer. A norai tha 

1 i) ~"'ljl 1~ l&l•ld .tl\D aJ D'J)~" l"A.P _,,,,i' ~\"'1 ~~II rjf:l'IV 
2

.- o:- Pr.tir.;eration of these 70 r.ame3 nP."" JRcobben AshPr ' "' 
cornm13nt.A.ry a .,,ci' ~~.i i , o Nm . ll:16: a lf30 ritual 

-3 ::.'O:! R~conrt day( _p ,u:1.c, (. Q .. ..))::I.Wi 1&1,H)C> ,l)t) •,PO~) 

For a ll other r 0f'er P.nce~ to t,i1B 70 narnr :; !lee zun~ 
GottesdiAr.ntli-iO.-u~~ 



ted to be erased after oncP. wri+,t.en , a t nine . We 

taki:, it. for granted tli.at the p r-ohi bi tion to e raae 

a n ame iR equivelent to an aR~ertion of ~ts heing 

Thi s 11st , er, iR readily noticed, containR ar.ong 

o•.hPrs , onP name ( -o .. :-t ?~ ) i n differ ent f' rme, 

and therefore '.\hen propPrl.r !'P.nt ced becorneR seven . 

15 

In J . J!egil _;9 P.lPven Pr.tU!!Pr·-.ted narr:eR also cor.­

t.ain CP,rtain variationR of nne name that ca nnot l)e 

Prir; 4 , t.hP. number of n8.JT\Ps that a r e invested wit.h 

m1ch hol iness as not t.o !)Amit. of heinP, 9 raRed is 

n r"()perly I'P.<it1ce d to six f..r.ri P.c co2 cine t.o Fa bi Jose, 

not rli v ine, t.hP. list d,•.-i ndles down t.o f ive, viz : 
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Thi $ enumeration, with the retention of 

( whi ch Jose excluoed), a.no. t.he omission of .-, •i' " 

0 
, .-. ~ , C!.)-,... v1hich i s nothing more than the b ibli­

cal etymology for Jahwe, we have c omA to regard as 

t hP; one containing a ll t.he n ames of God that ce.r: 

-i:,roperly be ce.llP.d such. All other r5.esignat1ons 

are t, o he regarded aA \ " ., \..l ~ 1 

Pi eronyrnus i n e pist l e "onP. hundred and thirty . 

six" ~ qpe a'cs of ten names of ~o<i t ha t a re tt~P.d ny t,hP. 

P."lbrews. ;:s In h i fl l iAt. h e acicis to tl:t> r.6l?'e.F! a lre ady 

n.nnt.ioned in She v,,o t.h 35a ,-, > 

':h•t<1P- t hrPP. naJ11eR are, inneed, f ouml a s ~t.rict. a nd 

and t. l1e l a At, t wo are &nm~ra llY regar d.P.c .. R!'I ahhrevil1 -

t ed 1 O!'T!i !'I oJ: j7 '"., 
4 , ,hP- r P.f'ore ca l ling f or no s pec-

i al t rP.atmfmt. 

l 1 a1:1 in ;,,I..T' .-.""f•t>• J'•.:>~,, '\Ja1- ~mm1P.rate s .::;~ve 1: nw::e s . 
of Cod hb.se d upon s 1)_) 1J.\U 35 a . 

~'tl1:.n unvAr ified r ef. t'l'l<.P.n i:'ro:a I.lclman Acionai: p .36. 
Ahb ot,h cle Pabbi l~athan ( 36 ) als o h aR t.en names with 

~light modi f ication. 
4 sP.<: GP.i ger Ur scl1 u. Ni'!he r A d . Ri he l J) . ?.74 ff; 7. .A .W. 



Accor d ing t,o }1rub in 1ah { nee alao PP.Rac h . 50a 

and Ki ti..d . 71 a ) ;, ., t.ook t he p l a ce or~ ? 1 j"l ., 'hen he 

lc1tt.er , af'ter t, hP. riP.at. h 0f Simon ,·.}1<"' J u st , ceaRed 

heing p1-onou nc'3d. 
,, 

~ f D ;, .:1 1 ""l n "' x"' 

~:::> ,-,~.Hd .s,l •Jl\"- • .PW!l. "1Y-I.J)ll'W a!:::>1p~ \• 1 
-;, > ';)'.::> ~ ->-, ? D"' Jjl 

iIAr-~rt Rayne a 1 hAn ar1v ancP.d .. ~lP h ."J)nt,hn":!.~ •,j1a , 

nouncP.d 

r:ouncP.d it. J ~hn : h P.nCP. t,hf'l form j7 ., • The 

cone l11c; i V'=! . 

1898 pp 172-180 .~d K6n1~ . "i i e lOJ~ el l e~netiRChe 
.. ,echRP. l beziel111r;r rier· heic.len .,.&rter .Jahwe h- 1in1 
, ~hli ;; . A . ' . 1896 1,,1,i 1-16 . ri•2~, M i i;in of t hP. 1orm 
n 1~ •.J,n l i vinf" Y'~P. . 

1 Th~ I<1Pfi o:r r.o ,i !l"'r1 
• l.e ?!oral .-:,enR~ i.n ·.:.•~ J,i 6 h t. ol' 

l &nr;u ar:e , 

17 
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HF.ANillO OF JAH"lrn 

Langu age i A thP. vehicle or' t,honght. , 01~ i deas. 

A yeople' R vocabu l a ry :frequently reveals it.sinner 

life . Philology often holdfl +,he :tey t.o an ancient 

c ivilization. In religi on, as in philosophy ancl 

ACiPnce , t he r e ex is to a c l o~e correspondenc e between 

external fact anrl internal t.hot16ht . The r elig:.l.ous 

con~ciousne ss of a pri mitive peopl e can ~e r ead ir. 

i t, ~ P.Y.p I ·P.~c,i n~ :,or + h~ p iri tua l . A sir.ple V!OJ' C: o:r 

:,hraRe !l1ay throw some light 11pon the concep +,ions hel n. 

:!'P.z a r dine: ~-l~~ n.P. i t y . 

•.::-m '' God who comes 1·r orn Sir.ai " (nt. .33 . 2 ) nho•rs 

Inrae l t.o be like t.he o~.her Senit.ic peopl eR i n the 

T!'iatt.er 0 i' loca lizing t.i1•~ir God . Th~ name "Baal" c;i v­

en to Hir.i after the Jews ·,;e r ~ fairly ~Rt.t l ed in Ca ­

naan j ,a +. hP. rP-corrl of an advance r!Ali.e hy 1.he Jews t,rom 

:1 r ,01:1ad i c state t,o an agricul tural p~opl e , of the PVOlt'-
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tion of Jahwe, hit,her to the Go d of' Sinai, t.o t.hP. r.01 

l)f Canaan (Poa 9 :3: I S . 26 :19 ) or the God of e.~::-i cul-

tnre . The dPRcriptivP. title F. lyon ( 
C. / 

c.JJf t<r'C"'OS ) 

hP-speakR a +,irne ~hen thE> Jewe, like t he ;(in<lr etl na­

t,ions, p roclainP.rt. t h e ir God t o l)e Rttperior to a ll otr.-

.ha t eve11· n 8J!le was orig i nally :;omething more tha n a 

J!IP.r e ti l e or i P.~igr.ation ; i+, c ont.ain r>d. ... it'hin it-

~t ooo. . 

i d.ea \;}'•ich t.h, ... anc iPr.t. Semite in+ er.df>d t,o conve~,r hy 

0 Ji,., • ThP. anm1~r, ao in t.hP. ca se of 

t.hP l) ... hP.r rt.i vine nar.ies, it nnrnt, re confes~ed, car on-

0pir.ion r "",:ar nin& +.iv" n~i gin Rr.-'i r·"'ani ng of J~.hwe . 



Ont~ T,hi ng i n XP.acii l y n0+ iCP.d h•· '., '",he cai:ma l r~ad-

~r, that lhil e all o":.her names of' l'od wa.r at t.hP. 88.J'llf' 

,.,ime bP. c;P. TIP. ri C e>:p?•P.fln'ion~ '£or ~oi t ies ,Jaime :1as 

,1Aed of t.he one God a lone, ne ,.rer ()f heath<'m rleitiee 

nlike o ... r..P.r rlP. AignationR, it, ::; ap­

p lication iq no· .. herP. doubtful or Mhiguous, (with th•~ 

PXCA~t ion, accorning to ~o!"le of th~ r Bbhi s of Jdg . 

2 0 : 18- 23 - qeP. Shevuoth 35b ). It i!'3 r:ever 01,en to 

t.;1P t ·110-fold intP.rp!·P.t~ ... ion of hPing ?ioly or pr ofane . 

in orciinar:r or da i l l' con']P.:rr,:ltion. 

fom-:c' tha t, moriP.rn ~ri. •.icR ar~ /')n~ in declar i113 Jahr'e 

3 od . 7hr, t.heo-

1;llani0.R -1::·, 11:=r11al l Y accompanied hy some rat.ure 6 iR-

l ~~e A. 3 . n~vidaon• ~ note ~o J~ . l: 81 . . hey~e •s ~0~e to 
Is 40 : 12 ( i n h i s comr.; . ) 

2 I(_ SP-e j' l, to Ia 42: H 
3sPe 8r..end 1893 !J . ~Oe 
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turbances. The l aw i a given to Ho~es in t. he Ji1idat 

of thunder and ligh tning . His "cherub i r.1'' h::t" e hAen 

int erpreted t o mean thP, Rt orm cloucia anct Hi R "Ser a­

phim" the lightning of heaven •1 Char acteriAt.ic of a 

tP.mpP.Rt Go d , it. has bfHm shown are corrunon, 1.0 Many of 

thA prP.-histor i c z oda . 

The pri mitve nat1u-e of Jahwe havi ng heen di s­

cover ed t.h rm1gh +,hP. t elling evid.1mce of ce rtain paAs-

13_l!ea i n thP. Di b l e , ~tyMo log:LRtR have at tempted .... o 

f inrt. !'tome tncUcation of t.li:l s nature in t he 1m rdjlt:'l'\ 

Phor-e e t ymon i R other,1ise 1=mt. irAlY nncertain . 

raoic 

Ac~o:rn i ng l y r~wald :teriirnd t he nNn"! from t hP, A­

~ 1... to fe.11, t.o r- l ow , t o breathe. Taki'"o-
1 ;,1 ,, · -

.-,,~• aR a c ausat ive for ru , ltle comP.R to t,he ~onr. l usion 

~ha t. t.hP. narr.e cont.ain8 some i dea of a lightning Go d , 

niiY ~ t. empeRt 1od, onP. who cm RP.R to b l ow . 

Qt h~l'S again , .rinlli ng t, ,0 I'fltain hA hihlical 



i iPa of t.he name aR "t,o bf:l " derive j'"J I ti., 

·f1•nro an Arar.iaic Rtem 

The oln.er JP.winl1 P-xeget.ea p oint, t,o t.he fact that. 

thP. int,Archange of' van ::tnd Yod i ~ f r ~qnent. To 

t his e ffe ct Na chT'ianir:ien ~8.1'8: 

I• 1'1 I .Pf ~ r ~-, I i7 ~ J X I ,' • i' ,- l o ~ 1J ~ -,, p }(. ,,., 
1 ciT)(.';, ~ ~:" jlt:) >j 1P~ TP c1rr>..i 
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I t is nnt, tmlikP.ly t.ha t . ... hArA f"?Xi!-lted c.l1 olr:.er: 

7' ~il as .-, \i1 , +.racen o f ,·•Jiic h &re ntill 

f or :rnt.i<1uatP-d f orma, r . p . 

, 

b rew of a r;~.em -;-, 1;, hP.aring t. h~ same i dea tha. t 

P.wald 1isl1eci. to convey :1y hi~ Ar ahic rie 1·ivation . 

SeP. aJ.RO 

and ,, • ,1 
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We thun f ind al l or,inionR :r·eiardi ng t.he b asic 

meaning of,' ITl' f l owing in+.o two 111:iin st,reame. The 

on~ represented. by F··.•a::!.d, 1·1mling in the name , traces 

of a nature God, t !lP. ot.her rep1,P. sented hy the ~ty­

mo logy oft.he i3i b l e i tse l'f, f in'iing in it AomP. i dea 

o!' "to be", "to P.Xist. ". 

l"ith t.h ~ r~moval of one difi'i cnlty anot,her h ~'-

dra-like ari~e s . ThP. nu P. Rt,i on of t.he tierivation of 

en. h'f ano the r '111P-stion , aRking 1Ti1at k ind or Pt fo rm is 

La.~ar rte 1ria inta ined ·.ha t ;, t"'i"', was a Ei phil or 

s ome im ch meaning as "t.o ~ause t o "'Xist ". " t.o b :ring 

int.o h P. ing". But, i t ha~ h P.~n c learly cle mon~trated 

t.r.P..t ''no SP.r ite or +, ho~e dayFJ ""VP.l' 6..~scrihed t he creR-

ti VP. )owP.:- of ~od as a I ca lling ir.1 o exi !'lt ence • . " 

.,.;_ t,h an P'1nal r\if3re g a rd of an hi ~t.0rica l per -

l Tor 1 ifferent P YJ'!'Olog i e R ~r c1 ! "'f"Et:--t.n C<'T"<'P.rning 
u 1~m :me Sr.lend. Alt . Peli 6 . GeRch.not.e p . ;n. ; a lso 
··· . nohert13on Smit.h Proph. nf lRrael 1J. 386 ff . 



( and among t.hem our Jewi Rll philoao1,>here ) ho.VA at­

t e?"npt,Ad t,o deduce from the name, t he P:!' incip le of 

}Jitt P.t0rnity, irmrrntability 0r nneity . "Goti. ·!las, 

1!'3. a !1d ~"vi ll be" 1.tas a popular expl anation of +,hA 

i'leaning of This tl".':' l'idrash expre~se s 

as fo llo\7a : -
2 , 

JO;, >.l"- o;,'? -,v.>A ·.-,wo!> ;, ~ p,, '!:. ,10~ 
1-:J.~ \ ) .P..U~ ~Cjl •.J~\ \' w ::> \.\ 1' fjl . J1'.I ' JP• jl.., 

ThP- 1):!'imi"". ive mi nd d.11. not busy it!Je l f 'lith 

ing , •; "' r-:-.ona l rorce: ~rn OnP. 7ho waR r.it,h Israel in 

i t. n i ournAya an<i. '"ho nomet. ir:l~ R wi t,h d rew J1i~ pres-

Thi rt pP.r!'lonal relation between God and Pii:; 

pe opl e :_ !\ ~n rr .ctly hron ght 0 , 1 . in t,i!e rab1~1n ical 

in"',<'lrpr·eta ,ion of -,,;,..., ,co~ 71,.-,,,_ 11hich , we said , 
I I F' 

mis t.he e a rlie ~t ~tyr::o logy of ~ , 0 , t,hat. ,,e po:-1sess . 

1Ta!'.;urn J onat han nt . )'XX :39 
<'.I 

'"Hid.rash 3 nbba t,o r·x . 3:14 . 
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'i.'hat. the phrase in nuest ion (F-x . 3 : 14) i s hy no me ans 

c l ear 1 ~ a l ready evidenced by t.hP. riif'f'erent int e!'­

p rAt.ations t,ha~ tradition ha A offered us. 

Goo. had. hea r d t he cry of thP, I s r aelites in di s -

mi ssi on ll<? 1-,_ t,o f ulf ill. !'os ~s wit.11 c haracteristic 

mode sty "'XClai mR, " \'.ho an I that. I !Jhonlrt. f,O nnto 

6ood inRi ght int o 4. hR char acter of ·.he !)F.Op l e '7llom 

unt o +.110. c hi l dren of Isra71 and I Ahall say unto t hem, 

• 11P. r o ri_ f your father~ hath :1ent r.ie unto you; and 

they s hall say u nto me ,' "''ha t. iR Pin mun~ 1 ? \'.11a+, s h a ll 

I say 1mt.o t.h'3m?" An (l o d sai d u nto }'oses '' I AH THAT 
;, , -:, 1-.. 

I Al,'' ( ~ •~)(.. "HO~ ) . 

'l'hw~ ~hall ·,!1 ,, nay unt.o the cl,ildren o:f IRrael 

I AM ( i"' ~;, )I,, ) hath sP-nt, rne ,mt. o you". 



An oracul a r ct.P. l iver ance +,hiR,.fnr +,hP. partic,,lar 

f orce of t,hA expl anation iR not. appar ent : h"'nce tlie 

ready hAe n said, cannot hear any of +he P'Pt &l)hy:Jica l 

concept.ion s , m ~h aR +.hA hh 8o lute P.XintP.nce , t, i1e ,m­

r.hangeah l enea s or eternity of God, "?hi e ll ransl~ tors 

11n-t com1~1=mtatora have aflcrihed to i t . Rut , surel y , 

t.hP. t il'!le of' it r, , ,t.t.er::tnce woul'i "lemand +.hat it. have 

Ri:?ne r;!•act i cal bear i ng i n t l ll'l r1ay of comfort or as­

i:;,1rancP. of hP l p in - hP. r.ii Atressin; ·1i t,uat.ion of the 

peop l e i n hondage . 

. .,P. , '.iu~ rei'ore , t,hinl: that om~ of' t hP. rabb inic in-

"Just aH I am with them in +.h~i:.- present t.rol. h l e a , ic;o 
, 

I •11 i ll hA wi+,h +.he m in th•=i ir f n+,ure • rouh l e s . - I r. 

o+ he r ·nords, t,h9Y 11 111 'l:.'Jcover t.hat, I ru, "".he i r he l p-

1oerachoth gb; ?!t dr . r . +,n chapt . 3: Rashi t.o Fx . 3 : 14; 
~eP. a l RO Kw=iari t(a ssel Fn. Chapt . l \' . 3p . 304: . 

') 
'Spp ~ 1.1tmd Alt.Re l i g . Gr. s ch. }J . 21: a lAO ]~1~n Chanan yR 

1862 p . 3 8 . 
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o•.hers again , in common rri th another t,:radit.ion­

a. l in t,e r p:reta.tion of +.h~ pan sage ( Hid.r. to Fx .5 ) 

ha irn t,a.ken the answer t.o hP. a "nomen neacio" one . 

That is t o say, nod ' s esnence cannot he Pxpressed 

by any V/Ol'd or rro rrl.s. 'rhiR iciP-a o f naJTJe l e ssness or 

indP.finite nesR i n indeed indicated b y the peculiar 

y e+. not. nnr·rP.rt_tHmt ly occ,1r ring " i dem ~)e r inem" con­

at.:r,,c t ion, 1 c. f . I L Sarn .15 : 2 0; ,.: x .16: 25; F.x .33 :t9. 

Grammat ically transl ated, t llP phrasP, won ld r P.ad" Ee 

I ;:hat I may". Yet. , in r.pit.P- o :-' n11 ,h "t rong analoglr 

in f avor of +,he inci.ef'ini t.e neaning or"' ·.Jw~ phrase 

-:-. •,nc.. 7 uJ -,.. 7' • .,,_ , it ::. !1 harr:1y probab l e t.hat 

' the aur'nl:iesn an ct n;a j P_Rty of God, 1r on l d b e impress-

ed upon ·,hP. tnraelitP.fl ,1ho r,11rP. -,o aRk " What. in Hi s 

name?" 

'l'he 7eraions <i.iffer in thP.ir r"P.nci.P-ring of the 

phrase. The Pe shita , Targum,OnkAlos ancl Saadya,
2 

ret a ining the original HP.brew, nai:e n o effort, t,o in-

,., 
''Phillipson 1 A Bi h l f? CO!'V!l . t <' Fx . 3:14 
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fort to interpret or translate the phrase. This may 

be due tot.he fact that they regarded it as one of 

the nanes of God •. ~e have, indeed, Reen that in the 

enumeration oft.he divine name tradition has includ-

which, like ;--, Ii"'... wae 

not pennitted to be erased. 

The Septuagint followed by Philo and 21,nz tran~­

l ate the phrase in thi~ ~anner: 

"I Ml He Who ie." The Hellen1Rt1c tradition regards 

t.he passagP. as a proof of' t.he absolute being anc\ a­

s et ty of God in contradistinction to the Palestinian 

,, hich f incia in it the 1r.1mutahility and eternity of 

God . Aquila a.nrl Theodotian, alway~ fai thf'Ul to the 
~ 4. I l , 

original, tranRlate literally: vc,AU.~ •'> to-o.-... '- Thus 

:far the versions throw no light ,,pon our text. 

The Targ11min Jonathan and verushalmi poorly para-

phrase .j .. ,.J --,, • :,, >1.. so as t o bear a mean-7"'' 7' r- ~..., ,.. 

ing akin t.o the biblical phrase "He said and it wae" 

l > I jl I , I,., 1.. 0 ))l ~ -, o '1. T J 
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-t~nnth:m 
The Targum of,. Ben Uziel t,o' t.hif3 passage we found 

want.ing . 

There iR no doubt that t he ~ •;, x. which immediate­

ly follows thP.~ , 0 " ,v>Y. .-, 'il"- ia an abbreviated 
I 

f'onn of t he later expreesion. 1 .-, .. i"' ..,.__ it has 

beAn suggested, i~ eqnivalent to .-, , .-, ., , but this 

10 mere conj~cture. The rabbis P.xplained the short­

ened fonn 

f.'hen rrod t.old ){oaee t.hat HP. would be with Hie 

people in t.he f'Uture trouble as well as in tlle prea­

ent , l!oRes exclaimed:- •o Lord, the present tronble11 

are m1f'ficient , why mention f uture troubles." God 

the n told Moses t.o simply tell the people 7 jf1~11.> 7""" 2 

Theodoret,it ~eems ident ified 

( perhaps hecause of' his ignor ance of t,he Jfebrew )for, 
... , 

after translating the phrase il .. i'~ '"l w"' ;,• ~ x aa t ("' 

C. 
0 

, he i JTll!lediately adds, 

1see Ibn F.zra on the passage. 
2see Raahi to the passage. Also Berachoth gh _ 
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HISTO~ICAL RISE OF JAHU 

The d.1eeuee1on of ~x.5:14 ff' has brought us to 

the next point to be considered. To whom was Jahwe 

originally known and when came he to be Jr..nown ae the 

God of' Israel? According to F.x.5:15 f'f and F-x.6:!, 

F.lohim, or. the F.l Shaddai of the patriarchs, revealed 

himself as Jahwe for t11e f' i rRt time unto MoAee. As 

a matter of fact we do find God calling himself' Jahwe 

in t he book of Genesis. I t haR t.he:refore been claim­

P,d that such passages cannot be assigned to the author 

of Ex.3:13-15 or of F.x.6:2-5. Yet it has been shown 

that t he narrative containing God as Jahwe can be as­

cribP-d ,.,ithout. hesitation t.o later manipulation or 

1 cor~1ption of ~he text. 

Rashi to F.x.6:5 has given a hitherto coJTlfflonly ac­

cApted "xplanation of the f'Rct that we :find Jahwe i n 

Genesis, t hP- statements in F.xod.ue t.o t he contrary not-

1For modern view~ eee Kueven The Hexateuch p.60. 
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.,,1 that anding. For our exponent of trad.1 t1on, God 

as Jahwe, is one step in advance of .. "flrl ~• the pro­

cess of revelation. As El Shaddai he gave the pat­

riarchs certain assurances of the welfare of ~hP.ir 

descendants; as Jamre he was to redeem his promises. 

In the words of Rashi, 

.. T,V ~~ li" ~ •J'\~n ~ \'-;.:,.:,1 ~,nu~:, o .. .1'tn~ :i ,, 

:--, 11 ~ p 1Z7 11 ~u J" '" n tt J"'"rO ~ ~ ~ > • .r,., ::, .l "::, 

•,~IV ,-,:lT J4\r,N!, /D~J ~l~• •ne, ..-&-,j'~ 
•J'"'P'., ~~l o•.r,r,zo::i;-, 

Jahwe in other words, 

was t he God of reYelation whose tnte nature became 

known only t hrough an historical process. F.l Shadda1 

so to speak was the potential Jflhwe. 

Astn10, who, it will be remembered, was the :first 

t.o advocate .the plural authorship of' t.he Pentateuch, 

volunteers . a similar explanation f or t he removal of 

t he difficulty when he says,~Le pa~sage de l'P.xode 

bien P-ntendu ne preuve point que le nom de JehoTa rut 
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un nom de D1eu 1ncomru aux Patria.rches et revele a 
)royee le premier ma1a prouYe seulement que D1eu 

n •avait pas fait connoitre aux Patriarches toutee 

l'entendue de la signif ication de ce nom au lieu 

qu'il l'a rnanifeatee a Moyse.• 1 

Ibn ~zra quotes the 1nt.erpretation of saadya, 

who removes the apparent contradiction cat1Red by the 

statement found in Genesis, hy Raying that the word 

,,~~ 1& to he understood after ;, tjl"' • He t.hus 

makes the passage read as follows: "And I was not 

known unto t.hem by rny name Jahwe ,none". 
( 

;, ou..:i 0,91 ,,._, !,)(.:i DJID" ?' But, at time", he contin-

ued, I appeared unto the patriarchs as F.l Shaddai and 

at t imes as Jah't':e. 

Jehuda fTalev1 ( Kuaari 11 :a) at'ter making a gram­

matical r~mark similar t.o that made by Ibn Ti"zra ,narne-

lY w T" , J IL)~ ~•l!>J'I l'"T'~ ~,~.i :p• :::l ((J 

proc~ec\e t o explain that r.od did not reveal himselt" 

1Quoted f rom Delit.zsch Kommentar Uber Geneais 26 ff. 
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t.o the patriarchs with the accompaniments of the 

mi~rnatnral, becauAe they were "1"a1tht'Ul". Theirs, 

was at.rust that did not think of questioning the 

omnipotence or the omnipresence of the Infinite, but 

the Israelites, who because of their trials were in­

clined to bP. skeptical. He reYealed His true r.ature. 

He was theret'ore known to them as J Rhwe- t he >, cv >A 
in action. 

In general, modern critics agree that Jah~e, as 

F. name of' Ood was in exiAtence bef'ore it was used ae 

t he d,:,signat.ion for t he national r.od of Israel, and 

that i t received its A~cial significance wit.ht.he 

political birth of our people. 

I n 

6.. ' 
From whom, then did Moses adopt the deity as 

Jahwe? some take it that Poses most naturally re-

ceived all hiB ideas i"rom the home of his birth and 

~d.ucation. As evidence of this they point to the i­

dentity of phrase, in the · •1 am t hat I am• and t he 



J:gyptian saying •Jluk pu !fuk• • It has been aho1m, 

howeYer, that t,he latter phrase has no reterenc:e 

to God or gOds. T·he strongest proot, moreover,,that 

Jahwe was not known in lgypt iA found in Ph&.rac:l•h • s 

own word.e,•Who is Jahwe that I ffhould obey his voice 

and l e t Israel go?• 

Tiele,Stade and others take it that Moses learn~ 

of Jahwe through the Midianitea, in whose midat, ,he 

had spent some time upon hecoming a son-in-law ot 

JAthro. In f'aYor of this con;iP.cture ,Jethro •a 8lid and 

counsel and t,he proximity of hiA home t.o Mt.S1r,ta1 are 

looked upon as strong evidence. ThP. Ke nitea, t ,he 

tribe of Joseph and even the Phoen1c181ls have been 

honored by some, with t hP. claim that they or1g1.nally 

had Jahwe as their God. 

Whatever bet.he Aource f'rom which Moses dl'-ew his 

TP.ligious inspiration, it atands t o reason that. in or­

der t,o gain t.he general support and inte?"flst of' the 



Israelites he wae constrained t.o appeal to them 

through a Ood who poAsessAd a colll!lon interest for 

them, and, moreover, by a name wH.h which t.hey 

were already :tam111ar, •for a new name would mean 

a new Ood.•l 

It appears, therefore, that t he tribes living 

in ooshen acknowledged a common ancestry and t hat 

t heir God was Jehwe, an appeal to whom served lloeee 

as a practical s tarting point in his e:tf'orte t o form 

a nation out o:t the enslaved masses be:tore him. 

Prior k.nowl edge of Jahwe in the family or Hoses 

has been maintained on t he ground that t he name of' 

his mother 2 
, ::l.::, V cont ains traces of' that name • 

13\lt t.he i nf'ant science of higher criticism will not 

r,P.rmit. t hiA statement to paes f or proof' inasmuch as 

t he name Yochebed may be of' later origin. 

In gene ral , however,it. 1R true that certain pe­

riods Rhow a prP.dilection -tor proper names, compounded 

1smend not e t o p .18 
2see He.brew Proper Names a.Buchanan GY'ay p . 257 
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nth a certain naJM of Cod. These namee,there:rore, 

are strong indications as to what divine name wae 

beat known or most f'reqt1ent1Y m~ed. Hebrew proper 

names in common r.ith t hose of other peoples, were 

:t'requently •ehicleft of' p:rP.vailing idAas or concep­

tions. 

Thus, when the religious Ayncretiem of Jahwe 

and Baal worship took place after the conquest or 

the land of Canaan, proper name s eompound.ed with 

Baal became f requent. Of eRpeeial Rignificance is 

it that they are common a.men~ t.he royal namP.e or 

the House of Saul and of David. 

ThP. incrAaeing an ci diminishing munher of t he 

conpoundl'J v•i th '::>~or ;, • in certain periods "argues 

with cons iderahle 1,robability t.o the approxi1nate 

rtate 1'llen thP. corresponding nN!leff of God t'lourieh­

"?d and decayed. '' 

That Jahwe was not t .he common name h y ,'hich 



Ood was known before t,he ~xodtts, iA ~hown in t.he 

ve1-y f'ew compounds \11th .-, " , { and tre se are of" 

doubtf'ul date) while t.hoae with,!:, 1C.. arA quite nu­

merous. And again, aft.er t.he ?xodue, t.he number 

37 

of narn~s in which enters into composition g1·ad-

,1ally 1ncr~aRea. Whf3n, howevP.r, the name J ahwe 

f'or· certain reaRons was suppressed, a reaction 1.n 
l 

favor of proper names compounded ttith ~~ set in. 

l :ou chanan Gray Hebrew Pr oper !!ameff p.256. 



SUPPRJ;SSIOJf ~ Tmr. ~ J ARW!. 

In not a few passages of the Bible the ~ord. 
n ' fHP 

ar t:t UJ when ueed of God 11 1 e spoken of in a manner , .. 

!8 

that in time came to invest the ~ Jahwe with a 

holiness almoAt equal to that of God himself'. Now 

we r ead that the •name• of the Lord they God shall 

not be ta~en in vain 11 ( F.x.20,7-LP.v.19:12) and now 

of the duty •to f ear t.hi~ glorious and fearf'ttl name" 

(Dt.28:58). The name Jahwe is a stronghold (Prov. 

18:10). God's blessin« is assured in all places 

inhere he causes "hia name• tobe remembered (~x.20:24). 

God has chosen Jerusalem as the city in which to 

place •hiA name•. (IK.11:56-Neh .l:9). ThP- priests 

shall place my name upon the children of' Israel that 

1 
I may ~less them (Ex .6 :27). 

From passages ~u~h aR t. heae, 1 t is evident that 

•the name" was in some manner identified or associa-

1 see Dalman Adonaj.pp.65-6? 
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ted with OOd, with Hie spirit or p:reeenee. It 1a 

not likely that OUI or > ~\Dae yat had refer-ence to 

the written or spoken word. To aay He c8.Wled Hie 

name to dwell in a place, was equivalent to assert­

ing His presence i n that locality. 

vet we can readily perce1Ye how this constant 

us e of the phrase "my name•, or •the name• when used 

tn reference to God, gave to the written word Jahwe 

a sancti ty and sacredness that almOst rendered it too 

holy f or hmlan lip11, thus leading to its f'inal sup­

pression. 

In rabbinical literature the name is avoided en-

' tirely ~xcept when quoted in its abbreTiated fonn i1 

or as "Tl'T, ; which change of letters f'inds its parall­

In the place of Jalllre the 

rabbis have used many synonyms that admirably a t tempt 

t o expreee the highe~t and broadest conception of' the 

Deity.1 A consideration of t hese names is beyond the 

Por all synonyms see Landau Synonyms. f'i1r Gott pp 6-10 



proYince of' this work. 

It hae been pointed out that the independent 

use of' "D d ·f or God eo f'reque nt . in poet-biblical 

literat.ure ia already found 1-n the Bible.1 

(LeY.2~:11,16 ChrOn.l!:6). But it ie not probable 

that o •· was used in these passages w1 th the purpose 

that made it such a common substi tut.e for Jahwe with 

the rabbis . 

There is,howeYer,onP. fact t hat seems to proye 

quite conclusively that the prorronciat i on or rather 

thP, uae of Jahwe waR avoided i n later biblical times. 

Tlrue, we f ind that the b ook of' '1:atber avoids t.he men­

tion of any name of Ood. Ecclesiastes though fre­

ouently using -o,.-,~.._, ft+,u dioue ].y avoids ~, v ~ The 

hooks of' Job , Daniel ( -.-,,-;, .. occurring only in the 

Pre-F. loh. portion IX:S-20), ~~ra,Ne hemia and Chroni­

cles present hut few passages with-.,ril' ; Job using 

1ae i ger Urechrif't und Ueben der Bibel p.27•; 
Dalman Adona.1 p.45. See alRO Steinechneider Jew-
i s h Lite rature i n Hebrew: ~---~"', -Pn~i:> 

J,•7(&, Note 2. 



last four , ..) \T~ • one, reading the later books o~ 

t he canon, cannot but be struck hy the ~act that the 

designation Jahwe for soma rAaeon is eschewed. 

And what may th.is reason be? The one comnonly 

adTanced and already stated is, that the name becom­

ing closely identified with God, as8UJ'Md a h011neee 

that permitted it to be pronounced only on special 

occasions. 

Zimmermann departing from the t radit ional view, 

advances the theory that'il'?>~af'ter t he exil.e became 

tbe •~omen !)ropr1um• of' God, 1 that W1 th the adTance 

of' monot heism, the ~' i""" , the national God of Israel, 

gave way t o-o• ~';,~ , t he universal God and hence the 

pr ophet' s word.a 

In keeping with his view Zimmerman places the 

Elohistic PBalmR 42-85 in an advanced stage o~ mono­

theism. Lagarde , following tradition, attributes the 

per s istent use of F. lohim in thP.se Psalms to the pro-

1 F. lohim p . 68 f'f' 



hibition against uttering the name Jalnre. But Zim­

mermann shows this explanation to be :faulty, in 

that, it does not account for the seTeral times 

that .-, \ ~.. does occur in these Eloh1etic Psalma. 

Then he h1msel:f proceeds to account for t.m :fact by 

stating that it was the prerogative o:r the poet to 

uae obsolete f onns and word.8 and that it was natur­

al, therefore, that they should take this name :from 

Jahwisti~ documents ; eApecially Ao, s ince t he old na­

tional name Jahwe still had some hold upon the peo­

ple but not with it~ origina l Aignificance. It may 

not be amiss in t his conne ction to cal·l attention to 

the fact that for Zi mmermann there is also a post­

F. l c~stic per10d (500-150 h .C.) that is characteriz­

ed. by the use o:f .)' i" S1' • 'l'hie he shows by pointing 

out the fact that ~herever the pre-F.loh1et or the Ran­

otheist used -;-, fil' and the JUobiet o .. ? !>~ there 

post-Eloh1et used ::> · ~!:>')(. i1 ; 1 and that aleo, when in 

1For citation of passage see p.56. 



the Rlobiet . l'edaction we find the double name of'~,""' 

0 ~ ., ~"' , in the writ inge of Jr.zra, Hehamia and Chron-• . 
1clee ( post-Eloh1st1c) we find o • :,';:>~;, ,.., , ;,,., 

What has t1·ad1tion t o say regarding the sup­

pression of the name.-,,~,, It iR well known that 

the l~ishna and like post-bi blical literat,ure as cod-

1f'1catione of the oral law were concerned not only 

in establishing new lawe for new occasions, but also 

in finding b i blical support for customs and t radit­

ions, that unquestioned, were in vogue among the peo­

ple. 'l'hue, there ean be no doubt, that t he rabbis 

finding this custom of avoiding the ineffable name 

firmly established, set abOut to find the biblical 

injunction to that effect. 

I t was considered a most griAYoue ein in their 

day to g1Ye expression to •the name• as written. 

Di vine :punishment overtook him who pronounced the tet-



ragammaton. Thia is l earnt from a ntat.ement made by 

Pabbi Saul, one. of t he oldest teachers in t,he lfishna. 

Among ·several acts which he enumerates a~ depr iving 

man f'rom an inheritance in t hP- worl d to come , he in­

c ludes him who s peaks the n8?ne Jahwe as it is writ-

-/ ,l llJ~ 
1
:.!:>r I~ \' A I • :J' I" I" 1X1 C'&Ji' ,'~I j1 i" ,,. 1 ten 

Not a few other passages to t his eff ect a r e 

f ound. 

i3Ut r;hence RU.ch opinion ? '!,'bich t.he hi b lical pas­

Rage that, has e ,,oked such seve r e condemnation'? 'fie f i nd 

that Targur,1 Onkelos to Lev .2-t-: 16 { a much abused, and 

rni~interpreted pasRage) reads into the verse a de­

cree oi' c'i eath against one 6',li l ty of· pronouncing the 

name of God, expressing it a s ~011ows~ 

Seo :■)jl, 
\ ~ ~r.J'" ,,~ ~P'D \£)74::)''"T 

l' 1)\' 

In t his passage (,:'1"1' c' ljl , UUJ :ir~• ) we have 

one of the oldest. g round.a f o1· suppreseing the name 

Jahwe . :).. ?-1 was wrongly interprete d t.o me an 

1see al80 Abboth De P.abbi Na t han 56 



•to express" {W,o~"r) God's name according t.o its 

consonants." The Septuagint to t his verse reads: 

> -~. \ o 'Io .A>.~"" ~ 6~ ~o 

/Jo. ..,.o. -eo o~ &- "'-' 

,, 
O--t O ~ 

4:5 

Thia shows how early this J11isinterpretation of' the 

passage was in vogue. This translation was gener­

ally understood b y the later Greek writers and com­

~P.ntators as implying capital pn.nishrq~nt for t he 

mer P, pronunciat ion of t l1e tetragammat.on . 

Th P. who l e context of Lev. 24:11-16, however, 

c learly shows tha t. t.he puni~hrnent of' death has ref'­

err:-nce only t o him who r ursP.R or h lasphemes the nene 

of God or ~jth the nan>"! of God. Our text noes not 

p:rohihi t ~hi:: use of t he n r1.ll'lP. of Go d hnt 1 ta misuse . 

'i t.is the J ewish au thori t ies recogniZP.d when ,hey s aid 

u w ~ u>,g •c.o ,JI :::l",, u~ i'Tw" o ,1Rh. 

Sanhedr.7: 5 a l qo Si f r a t.o Lev. 24:11) t.o ·1hich Barti-

noro ir. h.i~ CO!lI"l"! ntary ABYB: 0 t>, ~ l,:t9l 
';, ou> :t f-U~, "'°'PXJ ~ a'° ..1. 
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To thi~ effect also Sanhedr 66a 

U>~ I p 11-. ~ ';> ~ D il · · · · · J\ PI , '2 '° 1-::l. V ~ :i I;. ~ ? ~ 
O.l.V~ o~~r·'° ,.Jl ~• r, ,-1·~ 

It is interAAt.ing +.o not.e in t hiR connection , 

that "lhile thA Babylonian Tar gum to Lev . 24: 16 1·eads 

',''r ,C..13\ll t>,9,,- , t.he Pal estini an reads 'V19P 'T 

',, OQ\ In a l ater +,arg11rnic recension 9, n is drop­

ped and IV7!> i ~ found alone. Thi~ f ftct Low hE:.s tak-

en a ~ onP, of t hA pr oofs f or· h i s tl1esiA, +.hat he sup­

JJ:-easion of t he tetrag8.1'lrnaton hP-caroe c onnnon in Pales­

tine nn1ch l ater than i ~. did in ot. her count.ries , and 

that LAV . 24: 16 was to +.he PaleRt,inian mere ly an in­

:innct.ion ar:ain~t. t.he mifmse of .. hP r-rune while t,o t.he 

Bahylonian anrt. AlAxand.rian Jew, in nhose mhlst the 

SApt.11agint c:=tM?. into hP.ing, i t s erve d as a direct nro-

1 
hib ition t.o nronoun~e th~ name. 

F.x.20: 7 WW!, ;"'17" .'.)\f) .ft~ ~ U>.Jl x'.:> ) ilaa also 

mi.~· nt.erpreted 1)Y ~nm.o a n referring to t,he utterance 

1 Ges8Jr.!!:P,lte ,,.erke Vol.I p . 20:3 ff. 
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oft.he ;, 1 Ii' i' o "> i n ordinary· conve rAation. 

u11+, +,h-ere cnr ha rdl y 1>P. ai;.y dm.1ht. a!'l to t.he real 

meaning oi' +,he command. J e,-rish sources he.Ye given 

+,hP proper int~r :>r e t. at. ion t, 0 t. he vP.rse ( rict.JoReph 

Ant. III 55 Targnm Onkelos: s~ ~Rth 120b and Shevuoth 

t he Samar i tans who,accord.i ng • o LOw, avoided 

+.he mention of thP. namP. Jahwe even hefore the Pal-

P.stin i a n Jews, repl aced it by x l!l'(() , t.he a CL) 

of r abbinic l iterature. They unli;<~ t.he Jews, as 

Grunhaum has wel l pointed ont. , g rounded the prohib-

1 tion to utter +.he rU.vine name in nuestion upon t he 

l!iUCh abused paosage Lev. 24:16. l'or, t.lrn Samar1te.ne, 

instead of translating ::2\'J by C!>1 ~,~'1-~ n\!:11.b the 

word ,,sually found i n conm'lction r;i t.h ·.he i n.e a of 

cur~ing or b laspheming, paraphaaect i t. b y the word 11~Jt 

·•1hich i n Syriac bears •.he meaning of "reading let.ter 

for l e t ter" (l~g i t syllabim). Thi s , 
// runbaum be-
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lie ve R '3ettle s beyond a '!l)P-s t ion1 t,h P. S8.I!larita n ba­

Ris for +.he supp r e s s ion of' t,he name . Bu t t he valid­

i. t y o f th113 p roof is e ntirely dependent upon t he cor ­

rect ness of J'Tl8 ani ng give n t, o 

'\"Te f ound t hat Dalman, by t.hiR i;o rd. , t.r ieR to 
,, 

pr o"le h~ cont r a ry of Grun'bau.ro I s cont ention . ;, ~7'. 
I 

hP qays cont.a ina t.h e i de a of R\Tear1.ng or magi c . 

Pci +.l1P. 1,aRsa.3e an haYing referP.nce to t.he u qe of 

1 
" o'i ' n narnP, in oathR. I f' Dal.Man I s stat.eren t 11e cor-

r ·1ct, t.h~ n ,h f! San,arit an int.erp:ret ation agreP.a witl"i 

~:~P Palr?R+,inian, ~zhic h P.i e r om'Jl'!\rn, under t he inf' l u ­

encP. " :- JP.r. iAh t e a ch i ng , a l '1o acceptP.ci , aA i s e v i­

d"!rced in his t r ansl ~ t.i on of' +. j";P VPrRe ; " l-'t C'IU i 

·• 1aspi1'"lr&Yt?rit r.omen Domini mort.e Moriat ur". 

t1·.o,1ght. hy ~ome I t. ht~ C0Tl:!"0n f,l 'OUnd f nr· f. he pro hi b i -

1Pi nh na Se.nhed . l O;L Ab od a 7,ara 1e8 ; Ar-hot.h tie Pa bi 
Nathan 3 6 . 
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<lid t, hP.y deduce thP. prohih ition? 

The cust.oro, it has a l r eady heen said , was f irru­

ly est.abliRhed a.rid i t.s 1.ranscres~1on r.ar!'ied with 

. 1 
it divinP. punis hment. I t. now r e ~ainP.d f or th~ rab-

1-iis t.o l e g a lize +,h r-, custom hy <1P.n, ,cing i t. f rom the 

BiblP.. This they did hy t h8 distinct,i ve <o\ll 'P\ •1~"1 

MP-thod 0:ri g inated hy Nehum of Gi ::-zo P T1 • deve l oped by 

P . Akiha , \'ihich f'act has he Pn t. a iten a s pJ•oof of t he 

l a teness of '. hA l aw tl1at. wa s deduced. f ro,, t.hP. ·,o r ds 

of Fx .3:15 

ThA n9f ect ive spe lli ng o~ 

cP.rt,ainly iMpli es t.hat it. may 't'P voca.l i:rnd <liffe r­

ent l y, anc.: thus hear e.n ~nt.irely np.·; rceaning. 

T,n,~ Yalla1t , 0a~e-1 ll!)or. :-a 11 . 11a ~~-n,; PP.sach 50a 

c omr~P.n t,13 npon +,he paA~a6e : 1'·1 "'1t>il n.>.l1~ 1 PCD ;,s , 
PJJ. \j'l'Y- "lDl}l \'"'\LI'\,.:>~ ~~ · ,.~-,•·1'•1-~ ,, ..PJ\ ;,~~· ~UI 

'.:l. • .n=> 1'-'=>,."¥> "u . .:> :i 

l, ' i •;irna s ::.inh ..,.d . 10: l: A hnda Za!'n. 18a: /l.1"'~ 0t.h 1.P. Pab b i 
Nathan 36 . 
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In othe r r:ori.s , it. ;vas 'l')P. l iP.ved t.hat God had 

~iven t wo narie a to l~osP.s hy ·:hi~i! he wa!l to hP. known . 

OnP. wa., t.o he conceal eci ( o-.!>.)) S )o:r r a t.her not nt­

t Pred , t. hP. o +hP.r t.o hP. pronounced ( 

was t.o hei a pP.r petu a l KA r P. , in +.h P. 11ornfl of 

Ki dd 71 a ( a l s o PP.Rach 508. ) , ..11' -:l.P.:U >l ~ O.:> y. ~ 
.}1·~. -0~ki ,J~ ~"lp.Jt ,' ' .:>.. >..)1,. -:L.J> ::>..l 1'7 y-l 

r"1'7ing not,P.ct 4;hP. J ev1iRh r1 cm rcPR, ' ·e n a turally 

a-,~ , ''11at have o :r P-HI·ly ~o,1r·cP.!l • o RA.Y on t.he imb­

:f P.ct, ? Phil n in l1is "i ta J<o'1Rs 1 r.!JP.::\}:n t.o t.hP P-l'rect 

the rr.P.Pt ioning o C r-o d 1R nan~ . Pe tl:en conti nue R 
. '- f • .,,., 

.._ • c:, o ._ -r ,s ov "t:-Y "" 
/ I 

~,\ 4 t14"1 U.."'J ~t;, ( ✓ ~ t\ 

\ ' ; 
::'O --.J CL v 6 j W 1'\ "'- "1 

L, ,..'. ' , 
""""" 'C<>A '"-'?tt-f:( ~ 

'1> ~ 1/ v ~ (l o- 6 ~ ~ o 
\ I 

1:.1v u , t\. 1 -v-

I , 

✓ 4.. IC "- , j c.4J ~ 
,, , 
0 'IO""'-°'- l:Jo.. Y a. ~t, --J 

~ 
4..tJCOV 

rn ' .his statem~ nt. 011 !' auti:or 11nn.ouht.e,Uy hafl in view 

I 

i.~v . ':4: 16 n.nri. 1-:x. 20 : 7 . Phi lo a l no np~a:;.~n of t.h e tet,-



i ·ac;1·ammaton as one "which only t,hoAe ,•rho h ave ears 

arir t .one;11eR puri fied hy ••1isdon h ave a r ight. +,o hear 
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" f' no+. prono,mcing t.he name Jahwe wai:; P.At.ablislled in 

hi~ '1.ay . } e I•, {)() I c on~i <lcr11 it. a tranqgres s ion or a 

divine ( l)~' M<S ) l aw +o utter t.he " in~ffal)lP, " 
, 

(. 

B~~~ 
.,.... o-; ""- A.!-'t'{-. narnP. • r r- R f:I.YS: 0 CllUC' W .... 

• ' ' ' \A.O {" o~ n ft' er "1-Y o j•-. -c-;-v v . . .... "-E-f' 
1s ,;- ' 

I ' 
OU ~O\ &~ "-4. I'> \.t7tf-t-./ 

Jrlnrpmrn, cor.-, 1t1erinp; it "11nla\1f11l" for hir.1 to 

c,3.1'!8:: t J .0 1".i vinr~ naM~ , ,, OP. A not. P.v ~n dare to give thP. 

3 
P Xf3 c+. i·1()yds n f +,h P. dcc a logue. ror, rroeakine- of t he 

;-1nait.ic r evP.lation, he Raya , "Anci tl·Iey hP.ard a voice 

t hat car,P. t.o a ll of them fror· abOVP., ins nrm,.-::h that 

PO on° oi' t,hP.SP, \,Ords P.SCrl !)P,ci t.hP.tl , Jhich l'os~::; l.7TOtP. 

on +.wo +.ab l ets, ,hi ~h i t i SJ not l ::n1'.ll for ts t. o s e t 
1 

clown directly, 1,ut. t,hP.ir import we Pill dec lar e . 

~Ant.II 1~8 

3 11nt.in . III:~11 

:Tr' nel. t~rom "d. of ·•·1111arn V'hist.or. vo l.I p . 193 . 
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The Greei: writers in general, as well a R t.he 

early Clrurch rat,hera, rnakP. Rome mention, Pi t her di­

r P.ct. ly or indi rectly of' t hP. suppres s ion of t he name 

Jahwe . The great difference of opinion t.hat exists 

among them regar ding t.he correct vocalization c f f' I,,-. 

proves conc luAiYely that the real prorn1nciation was 

~e l doru, i t' ever, heard. ~'hen ~pea1<.i ng of t he tetra-

. .:::a1'1J"Jatt')n they woulri uRuall~ .. prP.f'ace their remarks . , 
the narnA amongst, the Jews · ·a9 o.. ♦f•aco v 

un~peakable, 
., r 

i r.ef:fable or a,_-y tK'/>WY(CO~ 

not to he pronounced ace r ning t o the cons ona~t~ . 

In M. !1 °y,,1mer a t.ion of' +,he names nf God,lTie r 0 ny­

nn1s Jna l:es t he fo llowing r~markR cnpcerning t he tetra­

£@:!Maton : "nuon. anek-phonetos,i.e. ine f f able putaver­

unt, ouod rm i dam non int.e l ligP.ntes pr op~r 1--- lP.sP.nt a­

r m..: r. i milit.u d inem cum in z r::i.ecis lib r i!J r ~perirent 

!)ipi ff I 71 I Fron t. his we iru'er t.hat. in 

t.hP. t. 1ne of J e rome t.here exiRted Jl'l.am ~criptn in which 

' t ood f or t he of the Hehrew t ext . 

1 '!'\rn+.ed from Low Gesa.r.i \':erke . Vol.I p .179. 
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These Greek lette,1:s, it haR bP.en remarked., a r e P.Vi­

dently l ate, r or· t.he oln Hebrew tJcript cou l rl not 

·0:-0r'l.•1ce Ruch tranecription. The -,r1"1rl is nothing 

more than a lett er i'o r letter copy of ,, , ,1., read 

fro~ left to r tght. 
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VOCALI ZATION OF 

It i ~ hut. n atural that in •.h ~ co,a-fJe of' t ime 

the true vocal1?.at1on of' t.hP. m1ppTes~ed name nhould 

:'1e :forgot:t.er. . Ther e ia no douht. '.l'hP.tever that t he 

vowe l points of ~ 1;,., 1 qheva , cholern ann kametz 

arP. t.lloRe of' Ador.ai. ThP. old ~jrom,n<!ia+.ion "J e ho,,ah" 

in ,, ogup, f'or almoRt :f'onr cen t,11ries i s rtue t,o 1,he ig­

norance of one PP,tnts Ge.l at ·.nim:J of t.hP. s ixteP.nth 

Mtid~ :from histori cal ann ci.ocume ntary rwi.ctence 

nilowing ,-, f ;, ~ t.o tie- a c- onflat e f orm, having t he 

comrnna.nt.R o:f om~ \"Tord ano. t he vowe l s of' another, 

in pronouncea c.!' Aci_onai t hat, cone lm~ively pro'le that 

+.hf> present vowe l s ar E> r.ot i1,s oV'fl. 1 

1 

( 1 ) Ii' +.he presPnt vowe 1 point.A are hP orig-

h<w1 accou nt. for t.l1P. f'act t ha·. 

· n llm1ing r easons a ppea1•ing i.n Gensenius' Hann ".1or-
terbuch ( r 1wi::1ed by Dr. Fr ants Bttll l }I'd . XIII) r.1-
JP.R~Y appeared i n a work called "DP.ca s ~x0rcitation 
urn nhilol. •'P, prommci a tione nomi nis J ehovah,c . 1,ro~f. 
PelandiR lltrech 170'7 , a lgo i n book o p,--bTY 4'1Jt in 
paragraphs .n... .... , ;, .. 

~ 'Teti ,. 
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'.'ihAn i t. f o l l O\tS nr J)I'P.Cedes , _J IT~ it is vocal i?.-

ed 

.,,o_rl 'he g inrir.g "1 t t h a Rheva ,,sue l lY have a c hir i k a 3 

+,ht.>i r vowel . 'l'hin i 3 not the case uhen any one of 

thP.l!l is 1>refixect t.o 

TL~ letters "act" ar~ if +.hey WP.!'P. r, l aced b~for e 

~ - ~ 
, Jl,N, ~ ~.:>\ r~cP.iving a patac:. a:t·l "Y> a ~P.r e . 

( 4 ) 
< 

like ~ :i., w a nd 
< , -r Ip , r:oru:-onlY 

a~cP.r-ted on the penu lt ~ P.C P.iV "' accent on nie t1ltimate 

his point nnlY in G~R . ~6 . XI II ) 

I v , a.nd ;, 1 

c~nnot. ne explained from -;, 1 i1'"' ( ibinem ). 
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tho~~ of Adonai , of which 11e shall lla,,e mor e to aa.:; 

l '!t,Ar on, i n the? :f~ct that the LX:X t.ranalates ;, , ;, ., 
I 

1-.y t( vffoS which i !l t.hA ordinary rendering f o~.JIT~ 

J acob Bac;u-ach, 1n s!)ite of' t.hese seemingly 1r­

ref,1te.bl e J)oint a a ttP.mpted to prove that t he p reR­

,mt vov~els of ~ , ;, "' are o r iginal an d that i f the 

temple W'?r"?. i n existe nce to- day t l1e narnP. woul<i he 

y.r-onouncea. J ehoval': i nst Pad of' A<ionai, which of' ne­

cessity took the p l acP- of the former r.he n its u t t er­

ance wa1 inteI'dic ted af+,P,- t,hP. dP-Rt.rnct.ion of t he 

1 temple. Hi s ~o,u•s~ o:f rP.e.soning i s as f ollows : 

• 
I f t.hP. vowel s of i' li> ., axe those of ..,_.,T~ how i a 

T T ~ 

thP. she•a under the yoci t. o be ac<';ounted for? ( This 

t.o ue is no real dift'iculty, aa a t ransfer of vowela 

r.oul d. nat,i;ralll' nece,;'{itate t,ha change of - : t o . . 
hotli of' which , nlt i aate l7>r !'\!"~ eouiv a lP.nt t.o t he same 

half-vowel ). A6a1n, ,v1w cti rl the Talnmd mention t.he 

fac t , 11 I E'JTl vn•j t -t er vr:! ~h 
,, 
~ '7 hut. read ,11th 
I 

,, 
T X. 

l L ' ' J ,-w O ).J 

, 
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why did it. not add "anct sometimes I 8l'l read with 

t..,., " r ,.., Thie question might be answerP.d, he con-

t irnteR, y saying that 1~ wa~ known hy tradition that 

i't ~ ') wae to be read o · i'1 ~ ~ ,'I hen 1;r e ceding or 

folloWing 

B\:t t hen,trad it,i on P.qtt2.lly in.forms us t hat,11;-, , 

was t.o be r e ad ,J\T)(... and t. l!e r fffore, the 3tatement 

of t.h~ Talmud. i s seemingl1• unneces~ary. Bar.hrach 

then proceed-e t o st.ow that thP. Talrnu'tl Ras after all 

;iuatif i ed j T' omitting ... ; ;!" s+.at.ement that r' , ~ ..., 1e 

sonietimes read t).'j'l';:>~ bP-C&l HlP- t, hP, vowelR tlle111se1,ree 

in.ii c c-.t e thP- f act ;•:hi ch 1~ no t, t,hP. case when ~, i"1 ., :is 

r ead .,...J\TX.. • Pe thu!3 comes to t.he nonclus ion t hat 

t he KE:thib ~, i' .. ,,a· also t.he ker e for t,hP. priests 

of old . 

rt. i :..\ amu131ng to not e v,i t h what aeriousnesa he 

t akes it u pon him~P.lf t, o re:fute t.11!'~ unreiu:,onP,d npin­

ion or t.hose v,ho hf:" l !l ti1<1t the •:owels of ?' 1 ;-, , are 
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those otb > •~ ;, or of' :1 "":!..' 2-r which,aside from the 
l - \ ' . 

s ignir'icance or t h"" neaning in t.h~Ae u ords were eup-

posed to &ccount for t, hP. iJhe va. 

P..avine deci ded to hiA ent.1 1-e satisfaction that 

J P, hovah w2s t h P. cor1·ect pronunciation 1:01· t hP. tetra-

5annna ton, h~ f'•~lt it incumb~nt on himself' t.o J:18.ke 
'-r 

~om~ r a;'!lar-k nad~ h y o ernfP.ld 1n .. ~ "fJ .i'n9~:'1 ""1~1" 

to tHP- 0i'fect. that. he saw an ol<i 1:·c;...~u sc1•i pt ;•i t.h t he 

t.et:ragammaton v0calize d ' '7> 7 j1 , , 1·•hicll would es--· r ' 

tabli l>h ~eyond a d.ou ht t hP. COTl'':"Ctne RS of t l.e }!C\fli-

+ ion of tho~e who maintain that. "Jehovfl':" 1~ e ~on-

1-y ~aying that h~ ·1,1P!3tiom~ t.he authenticity ot' t.he 

t h.,. chat.n:f ;JA.t.a~h if' moa t, like l~' tine t.n ien,"rF.nc e of 

0:r heca,,~e :1 t r,as writ t e n 7" t"i1: , ,.,hich i:e thought. 
T I' 
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.. 
Ti1e most tP.lling proof that can be cited a gainst 

1:. hose ·,7J10 ag1·ee with r achrach , .:. s 1sac..ition i.t ~P-lf, 

whi~h, •.nrough it.~ many conJect,uree a s:; t.o -t.hP. ori g­

i m, l f orm has g itrPr & ve1•(ii c t f!'0 m ~"hich t.t ,P.re can hP, 

pronun ciat ion V/2.!'l lost. or fo _ got,t,en , '.'n lunterred l'ead­

ings P'\1::-~02·ting 1, 1) -..,, ,, +,!lP- nri tiin:.t l one !'!. Al"",ongs:;t ot!l-
, 

~rs, • :, .. fn l 1.r, ini; \'!er~ thP, mnQ+, CC'D."l"n: /~ £. ,&r. 

Stange ,~e liP.•.•en that this "l'3f~r1rnce 

in t h i:- r P.ad.ing,:; i r, r:.ue t.o thf' f act that the G:reekR 

no·. kno .,ing i10 •· t l1·~ i nr->f:.'P.hlP n:-inn '."'R!'l to he read , r e-

·> 
prorl.uced i 4

, 111t. ... . r ·ny lAt t.er . · · - , 

NE I= OffY'O ~ ,'l = Affv [ , 

L'lvn·efore als o l'lU<'l· fo11ns t-s Ia.wo, I£~ or 

Th~s e r~ac!i ngB acr,01· ding to St ange ' ~ view a 1·R Plere 

1 ~·,,!"l~st ~nber g At1thc-m. of T,hR ·P~ntateu ch. Vol.I p .249 ff. 
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givP. us no nl ~w aA to t l ~ r .a l vncali2ation of the 

+ P.tragarnrnat.on. 

acr.orti.ing t o ThP,Odoret. , wa!'l the 

' n8.I!le of t.he Samari t.an r.od. JIP. r,ay~: /Cc.. )..o;,,. '- S"~ 
' ' "" ~ ' -r 4 • L r ~ ~~ 'A .. 6-Vt:O L o. A.(.f&.r ,t:t.t'- ~f=V ...f_fio,J.I\ 01/0 Ato• V't. l a. 

hy _.,hi ch no ·Jouht i t=: meant, ;, ,.-, k ,1hic h Theonor-

P. t, c on11i ses wi +.h 

Ku enen:::: :;aq 1tivfm in f'u ll rt l l t.hP. arguments pr o 

rs1.ecially r.o , s i nce V!P. are l e ast apabl B of' r,oss~,;e-

j r.g :it1<' griflnt. in t:P.. t. t P-::rn J1hi l o log i c a l. 

"')r onu nciation of ,--, I -;->., No . -. . . 

nr Vaho ( RO f rP,quent in cofl\pounrts amt ot.hP.r shorter 

~.)r;na, :for :,hose cor rP,ctnees Phi lo, Byb liuR , c l eoons 

l 'l"h i n f s.c t 11; takP.n from ibidem p . :}4 8 . 
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Alexandrinie and or1gen have been summoned as wit­

nesses} would necessitate the omission of' tlle f ourth 

Assuming that Yahweh is t he ortgina.l f onn, then 

th<-? sl1orter f onns Yah and Yahw can e asi ly an ri TTithout 

t.hP. violat.ion of any grSJra!latieal laws be e x1,1a1ned 

as 1P.riva tivP.a a~ridged from J ahwe. 

:Out. what iR t, o be ~a 11. r P,gard.1ng the witnesses 

,. " ... 
f ~:r- t:.:t_e prommciation of' Yao , Ya.1 or Yae:? It must be 

adm1 t +.ect that t hP- author ities f or the Yaihweh form and 

f or the shorter f orms ar e pretty evenly balanced. 

rowever, the cons i deration that the ~hortening of 

proper names i:J quite accordant. ?;1th am!llogy and 

t, h'3i r l e ngthi:ming or e xpansion unusual, t1pA the 

b eam of' t.he ec2.le in favor of the promu1ciation Jahwe, 

t he ~rir.iit,ivfmess of which iR prove n be1rond a ques­

tion by t.he appearance of' t,hP. :four lett.E,re Yhwh a s 

e arly a3 900 E.C. on t.he !Iesha "'tone ( l jlne 18 ). 
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por·tance or holiness to that of 

Thn namP,, as it no~ stanrta, has aroused some 

d1scues1on as to the nature or its ending. Is 1t 

that of t.he f irst person plural or iR 1 •. an old 

poetic plural. 
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For the f'ollo1ring f'P.~- condensed statements we 

are indeb+,ed to Lal.man 1 , •,;ho h a!'J fnl ly rmbstantiated 

each statement by many hiblieal quotations which we 

have omitted . 

nattcher in b~~ GramMar 868 quotes t his name 

as an e xample of a rm:f'f ic the•. ha~ lost i t~ original 

~ignificance. Tr.i~ vier; , ne t.l:ink, iR more proba­

hle t ,h.'·ln the.t h~ l d b y Kirnchi e.nd ot hers t hat >....1rrJ\. 

is a y P.culiar plural. 

o hers !~old that .>jl T1' is of t hP. Rame word 

f ormation a s > 1 '° . This he , ~,alman) shows has 

heen cont.ested h y •.]1P. moa t. prominent critics. The 

o:!"i g ina 1 MP.aning o f' ;..dona1 ~as undouh t.edly "HY Lord• 

1Adona:i. p . 20 



as 1s seen f rom the fact that in the ltexateuch it 

1a used. only in directly addressing God. \t'hen in 

these books God is indirectlY spoken of as Lord, 

.::>J rr)(. gi VP.R way to 
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In nucceeding times > .• 11,-x. like "> ::i ~ became 

a +.it.le or name. Interesting is the fact that 

in t.he RingUla.r and without m..tf'i'ic ref'erR to God 

while the plural wi t,hout. RU.f:fic has r efer ence to 

P.arthly ~udges. 1 

ThP. ~ light increase or decrease in t.hf> use 01' 

t he name b~' di fferent writers did not .. iustif'y ,,R i n 

6rnw1ne any definite conclusion respecting itR uAe 

in rl i f'ferent periods, as we 1li d in t he case of t he 

tetra~arnmaton. In l a ter literature Adonai, or t he 

J')\.l~ u :d Pas invested with a degree of' holiness 

a1mont. equF-1 •.n •,hat gfven the name l!hich it SUP-

planted. 'l'he dP.signation .:z. f/.J t.hough o:r·iginally 

, rned f or ;, , ,-, 1 vtf\~ in ◄.l~P cotirRe of' t. 1me extended 

h·ith thi ~ fact our exclusive 1ndebted.neAA t.o Dal­
r.ian ends. 
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Only a few cases have lJefm noted in which ~.i \T.,. 

was arnhignonaly used ( j. e . !:, Ir>• CL>''Tr t> p co..,.. ) 

Tradition records a difference of opinion aR to whom 

the 

As illustration of instances in which doubt ex­

ist s as t o the intended use of nome ciivine n,une, we 

shall treat thP. just-mentioned pas~agee in particu­

lar. Abraham, seeing three men coroing towards him, 

hastened forward and howed down before them. The con­

text then cont.inues: 
,~)lP JU':,~ l ' J'JP- \" , _py.~r, ,cJ 011., ?JIT~ 1(.),t ->; 

V :i.u !>l\,., 

I n i "'. 110d who i s a.co.reseed or ia 1 t the men? 

Thi!'l i l'J t.he que i:;t. ion raised by t he rabbia . Shevuoth 

3 5 h and 3ophP. rim 4 : 6 come to +.he cone luaion that u ff~ 

in GP,n . 18 :3 a'> wP.ll a s in 19:2 i s S 1n 

Rashi give s the two pos ~i b le i nterprP.t ations 

'>,n I<.' i' ;> ~ l'Ct> !:, :ii . ... . 7'(l}l. V"' ::l (D 
':>--, A'::> l , I 

Y '"" w T,!J .~ l'"r>,..,~ ;-, ~p,-,!, "1"'(ll)( ~ ,;-,, X ti' 11.. \>TI il l 2) 

~ • j) ") X ,, pX cu.:>'\ 
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Prunban rationalizes the passage by saying; 

0•'=>1-, b'i's>l ,1-..,r• ,Cl)~~ 1,.~u • ::>J(.~"(' i:ii>cO c::>,,1 , • .:>," 

Dif'f'~rence in t.hP- interpretations of this passage 

obtains all.Jo 8.I?long t lle ,!ersione. Being t'oreign 

t o t,he purpose o::' t.hia nork we did not. chroncicle 

thP. very interesting results we found by a compari-

13on of t,he different. renne ringR . 

l.'l at we have s aid is a1lf:ficient to illustrate 

the n <"ture of the di~cussion tha t. ~0J11P.times turns 

c1boi.,t. t.he aMhiguous URe of a name. As said ., J\,lC. 

di d not. g i ve nruch opportunity for such discusaion, 

-;"l"i1' still ~ess, wt .. ilA 

t.he designationA of' dei t; es in gem~ral, gave rise 

( as will later be not.iced. ) "',o frP. t1\1ent. doubt.s as 

to whether God, thP. v iceger entR of God or heathen 

deities were referred to. 



THE TIME IM WHICH TP.:E P~ADING 

of 

v j 11 ~ WAS SUBSTITUTED FOR 

, 
The Greek translation o'f ;, 1,..,... by ~(, uflo'> 
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has been generally advanced. a8 one of' t.he proofs 

indicating the early :ruypress ion of 0 J;-P • Of' all 

the author1 tiP.s read we f'ound t l1at. nalman alone 

maintained tha t thi~ washy no r ean.q a AUrP. proor, 1 

for we haYe evidence of' mam1~cript ~ e xisting in 

which t.he tetragammaton was not avoided ln1t ,vaR trans­

cribed literally. Tothis P.ffect Hieronymus in his 

Praefatio Pegnonun says : F.t nomP. n Domini ~.etragam­

rnaton in quibuscum graP.cia volui!li.ni~ususque hod.ie 

antiquis expressum litteris inveni mua. 

Hebrew t. radi t,ion point.a to the f'act ( Rashi to 

Ex.3:14 to the oontrary notwit hstanding) that the 

11t ... ~r ance of' thP. ineffable name had not always been 

1Adona:i p. 3 8 
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prohibited. The question then arises, when and where 

was i ts pronunciation first interdicted and that of 

., ..I 1,X sul'\sti tuted in its place? 

Acc ording t.o t.he tradit ional int.erpretstion of 

Nuro.6:27 t.lle p r i ,~st.!3 alone were permitted to uttftr 

the ine ffable name ~hile bP.stowing the prAscri bed 

b l essing upon t he peo:ple. T11e 1.::,,:u• ;,~ of veree 

25 wa', takP-n to mean the le.tt.er prornmciation o:f t.he 

tetragaml!laton ?i'hicn occurR. in the t,hree f"ollowing 

verses!l 

The utter ance o'f the namP- was ~ rt.hermore lim­

it,ed t.o the :,;&cred -p!·Ecinctn of the temple a lone. 

This luiitation wa.R ,leduced. fror.i 1i'x .20 :24 where it 

s a id 7 · ~ ::>., :>I l '::,"' ~ ~--- , Wl40 J'}l , • ::>\l' , "1)t orr'f' '>-=>'.l. 2 

We ax•e i nformed t hat in placeA out.Ri de of' J e runalem 

~ 1;,, waf\ used. Thus Jl.1-

drash Bamidbar r.t,o 6:25 Sec.11 

\ S \ -:). ,< .1 -., r:> I ::> 

1see Siphre to Hum. 6:22 & ~7. Sota 388 

2sota. 7:6-Ba:rtinore a.s locm!I : Siphre to Num6: 22 ; 
Tamid 7:6 ; 3anhedr 101b 
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Ma1mon1dea1 with Sota 7:6 and Tamid 7:2 inview pUt.e 

t.l1e matt.el' aa f'ollowe: 

.,.... jl ~· '1-h .; ' '1' ~ .,. .~ ";J i'At1 ..\ jl O..., ~;,' I ~j\ :::,:> OWt, 

\.$\\~ o•,'(>r~ "i'l•1'"'(')::ll 01\''fl ~=>'.l 711>Xi"l \V""ll!>"'('l,, ilW~ 

\::>.,j'.:>...:> O\L) -;t p...,._ \ '""V::>J"fl ~~W ~~~'f q~-,C..:l }(\ ,-. r 1 1.J t.:::)::t. 

, ":2..S::t \u7~'(l1 ,..~" 

~.., hav~ already noted how one pronouncing "the name" 

could not e nter t.h e 1vorld t o comA. The rab'bis even 

went so far a s to assert 2 .. 91" ~ Wi' J....,.,::>~;, ~ r•wi1 
i f\rTJ~ \,,y ,_,,,::,-;, Teachers,therefore,has t o exercise 

1.:t~ u.t:"'ost. circumRpection 1n the delivery of' "the 

name" to !.he ir disciples, who were permitted t.o re­

ce ive i t. 1,ut, onr.P- a week :mo according t.o some t.wi ce 

In place of t.hP- tetragamnaton, t ,hP Talr.lud 1n­

fO!'l'!lR us, t.here \vaa given to th~ p?.OJ) l e,a twelve­

lP.t t.er name of r.od : nut. P.Yen t.bis , a3 t .he munher of 

ignorant incrA3.Red, waa rt.elivered only t .o t,he more 

discreet of the priesthood, who, in utt ering t,he 

1t1ishn~ Tara 14 : 10 

.2Nedar1m 7b 

3Kidd 71a 



name during di vim 8ervice, 1rm.1lct. ut. t.er it indis­

t. inct 1y, "awa11owing it• a s i t werP., so a~ t o make 

it unintelligible to those standing about. 

We again (!UOte MaimOnideR, who has this pas­

sage of t he Talmud in view: 
\jlf')( D'-----nl\{l -.:>"'{\.::)f"I 1' 1 •P\~ j "1 "")1' \:i. OW n'(lXW .-,~ 

7' ., ;, s \'"' i 1 3. .v ::.. ,-" ,.. 1>.ll <> o ;, •.,. • -~ ', ,-, ',, o;, • • :ib 

\'.J.ll" 0.7' -,.-0ss )..!>l't .~s~ ,:i ~ 1 :l,.~';"\ ~"i"'' 
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r .. ,s~ .,.,~ 1:l. ~·"'' t,'\l]jl ';""~ -rn, .... ,-,,~~ ~ ,w>x 

It thus appear"' from Kidd 71a +.hat Fwen the 

bih lical 1n.1uction to pronounce t.he inef'f~hlA name 
• 

in t.hP. temple was no longP.r in f orce. We l earn, 

moreover, from Henachoth 109h and J.:>ma 3 9b tha t. th1c 

r;uppresl=;ion of the tet:ragammaton in t he "p l a ce where 

Go d caused h i-; na~ t.o h~ rern~r.ihered" a.at.es hack to 

the +. ir.le o f SimOn the Just ( c. 2 '10 B. C. ) L'ut t llis 

s t at emen t i n mo Rt likP-ly nr,P. of +.he rnany rnyt.hn • o 
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ihe Just .,a13 ~~rving "t.o ~how that he r.aA considered 

thP. laat high ;vrieat i.n ·-hom l~arning, piety., pa-

triotism ann atate~roanRhdp ~ere united. 111 

'i'hP. h1Atorical v a lue of" ➔ , llP. nt.,::t,e1rent, that the 

promtnciation or "the name" cP.ased ~1th the death 

of Simon t.he Just, i1> Rtill more t o he queRtioned 

v,hen Vie f ind that acco1·ding t.o Pf-. l eRtinian au t hori­

ty ( Joma 3 : 7 ) the tetre.gan11,,aton v.·as hP.aJ"d. on t. hP. Day 

o'f J :.oncr-ient in t he Temple as long as 1 t wee ir, ex­

ist..onr. P. . Only tbe n1f-..nrer in r t i ch j_t. was t1+.terP.d 

wa, mo ' 1 f iP-d . In P-arlie r times tt.e name was pronounc­

~1 ,-u hout reserve and in a voice aurli blP. to all; 

~)ut. in t.1.Jr.P.R nP.aring +.h~ d~strnction of t.ht'! te1nple 

i -t. t7l!fl ut •.P.red in a subctued ton~ ~o that R. Tarphon, 

:i co temporary of r . J oh;:tnan ~ . ::accc:.i . V'f!.~ unahle to 

h~ar t.he real :prommciation ·:1hi ~h waf3 (lrormed in the 

"Oi cee of t.hf! accor,ponyin& J:il i P.st !; . 

7'v'n a nn " here W'iR t,hP. t,P.tragar:anaton 1·1rr.f ftl'P-
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pressed s t.i l l remains unanswe r<?d. Lo~ thinks that 

t11,~ talmudic statement "I am not read as I am writ­

ten" is oui te lR.te. He bel ieves that Egypt, the 

nom~ of th~ Septuagint, wa-, t, h e f'i:r-st to give the 

pronunciation of > ... H-rx to ,">ti'~, that whilP. t he 

later Pna l.J'!lists (Pales tinian) Rtill pronounced the 

t~t::-aeArronat on (c . p .Po.148:13 i"'•i'., ou,:i !:>~i'., ) 

t.l1P- Greek ":. ranslatore rendered 1 t. by 

') j ,,~ 

I • 

I(, U f' 0 S:: 

The custom, hP. r ,P l 1t>vP-n , t.h P-n ·1pread to Baby­

lonia, t.b~n to the Samaritans ar.·1 :finally between 

t he t ime 0f Simon the A!ffllOJ"""an, anci Gamaliel I 1,. 

becam~ f irmly ~~tah lished amongst t hP. Palestinian 

l 
J e11a . That thP. pronun~1at1on of wae 

not yet prohihited in t he early Asnon~an :-iays is 

oc curring in Ps .118 :26 which h€" a t.t.rih,1t.fHJ ~.o tl1is 

c w:i. he int erpret.a as l1l6aning 'JC-...,~ 

'7" -ow.:i. 
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~e have already called attention to another 

proof' that LOw advanced 1n support of' hiR view that 

the Jewa of' Pa l estine were the last t.o substitute 

the :9rorrunciation of ~ .l\,1' tor that o~ 

viz: 
~ 17', T 

The B. Tarr.um to LP-'Y .Iii; 18 ~eadtt 1'1'>1.0 \O"')';'.:> .. 'T 

" 
( i.e.pronune1at1on alone), \-ihil~ thA Pale ~t,i nian 

Targuro r eadA ,, f> '(I I u.,-, Op 'T { i . ~ . hlo.spheming ) 

~hich in a lat~r targumic rencP.~~ion became 

l.D 1 g p~ a lone. The om1a,,1on or \-, n-() \ in 

t he 1at1.er translation Low t.hinkq i'J strong 9Vid.enoe 

of the a doption b y the Palestinians of' a custcm a l­

~any e~tanl i~bed in Fgypt, Babylonia an~ 2@~aria. 

H11ng!Jter1oerg1 places the beginning of' t.he ten­

r,Pncy +.o f3uppress the tetra.gNnl!?aton in t-il!!E>R 11'!ried1-

a t,ely 1mcced.ing t. h ~ rBturn from t he captivity. This 

v:!P.w iR in accor d ~ith f.he :f'Act found regarding ~Ii,,, 

1 n t l1t=> l a ter bOOkR of +.he Bi'hle. 

Dalman comes to the conc lu310n thRt inalJJ!JU.ch 

1Aut.hent1c1ty of' the Pentateuch Vol.I 149' 
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as the p~riod of histol'F between 7-zra, Hehemia and 

•.he t'accabeee 1A one of' darkne!J::t and obscurity t.o 

thoi3e living in the time of Christ ( aSJ 1a P.Videnced 

by the account of Josephus ) and inasnuch t1.~ 1 t_, is 

p l ace, bot.h civil a nri religious, which in l ater tines 

r:"'re c onsidered ancie nt, 1 t is no t. 1mlikely t,llat it 

:-:ra.R during t.hi~ period t.hat the euppreesion or the 

1 
01,i. name of the God of Israe l took place. 

Tllif;ton in a note to this tr·an~lation of Joseph­

us Antiquities III:12
4 oays, "It iR however, no doubt, 

that t hese. c~utiou~ concealments (refP.rril'l.:; t o the 

sacred custom of not pronoun~ing the tetragammaton) 

were t.aught to Josephu11 by +,h?. Pharisees; a body of 

We cannot agrP.e ni t.h t.hia Rt.ateP1ent. in it.~ ~n irAty 

nor n i t ll -1uch sweeping cha r ac t.A!'ization o~ the Phar­

isees; yet t.hPir :.t.:rict 1·t" li5iou~ principles, in 

1Adonaj pp 42 & 43 . 



oppos i tion t.o t~h e nat iona l i deas of -t,he Sadducee11, 

are well known . •~ith t he~a Hasi dim, or cour se, 
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the knowledge, the e xpounding and t h e practice of the 

Law, religious observances anci rlP.eds of charity were 

t,h•~ main oojectR of Jil~ • ~ P.Y.i•it.~nce ."
1 

I t i a not impr obabl~ , t.her et'ore , that. in t he ir 

zea l ous desire to di s t ance t J.ensF: lVP~ from anythi ng 

that. might partake of t hf! sacr iligioua t.hP.Y i nsti tu­

t ed this custom of not JJIOnounc1ng • •.he name• of God , 

the 8acredT!AR6 of which we have point.eel out, wa~ al­

rAad..y eviderit in the Bible . 

Gei 6 Pr, wh1le attribut i ng t.he CUf~t. om in queetion 

to thi s }JP.riod ~ays i t. was ci.UP. t.o t. lv~ Saddu e(1sch­

Za.dok1 t i ~chA" inf l u~nce ancl not. t o t.hat or the Phar1-

!3ees , as 1s seen in t.h ~ir e nactment o:f the Halacha 

roun i in ~e r achoth 9:5. 

o It) :t \•"''1 fl 't) l~U) .P~ ~IW U T X. ~ i"' W \.)TJ'>~1 

0 •,~Ir ~ "'"'())-. , \ u i' > j'l"' ":l ):l 1C l \l\ :l. i".1i" \ ~ "'{l"l(..HO 
u :) -r J1 I 0 
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The correctness of Ge i gP.r 1R ~iew depennR of 

c ourse upon hi 'l belief t.h s..t +,h P. Pa l a cha i ·, Ph2.I'iRaie. 

not hinl; i R gained t hrough this pass5.ge, unlP~~ its 

l 
a,·t 110=- 1~ definitely d~te:rmined. 

1· ·rachrift u. l~eh . ci . • Bibel p . 264: 
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A mir~ory ready of' somP. of t he prophetic books 

~ri ngs ua int o contact ;•:it,h a divine appelat1Ye not 

found in t.hA Pe nt.ateuch Pl~":l.'q ;lli1., ,occurring f'or 

th~ ~1 :r·st t.1me in I Sam.1:3:11, though evidentlY one 

of ~he important and ~ignif icant n8JT1ee f or God during 

+,h?. t. im~ of thP, prophets, is an abscure phrase that 

hs.i:; evoked difi'P,rent views as t.o i t,s h i ~t. ory . 

Before 9roceeding t o a deta11~1. e xamination or 

these views wi, ~hall note somP- f acts concerning the 

name Dr. l•a.x 18hr i n ::in append.ix to hi~ "Luch Amos• 

( 1901) has give n a comple te list 1·:1 t.h +.h~ Greek equiv­

alP-nts of a ll pass~ s in which t,h~ div ine name .J' ,..,,__ ~ 

is f ound . 'rhP. SP.pt.uagint column rP.ve als t he three 
I I"" 

following varia nt s f or r1).~ i''i'" ,.1 1 t\.uf1uS T~" 
( 

Ou "-i '- µ...~'w ✓ (__"l.) o n o.. v ""Cu \\: f~ ,w f \..~) Z a. /.I.:> a. ~ t, 



~Yahwe Sabaoth" is an abbreviated expreRs ion 

l 
f'or .Y""'::l.~ ~~•~~ ;-,,~• and t,hie in tu1·n f'or 

..J'\~:l.~ •;t'>ll 2 H 3°', I 1--2~ ~ Jj'P "J\T'I(.. 
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The name in '}Ueetion occurs :frequently 1n Jere­

miah but e specially i n Is. 40-66. 1''h1lF! occurring 

once or twice in ~om.~ of t h~ minor prophets i t iA 

P. nt irely ab sent f rom Eze~ , Jo~l , Ohad, Jonah and f'rom 

t.he Hag iogravhic writ,ingR ,7 ; _ ... h +,he P.T.c e ption of f'if­

teen t imes i n P.i ght ~alms and of t hree passages in 

-l ChroncicleA +.h at. a r e J)A.r a l lel t.o p A.R!:la.geA in Sanuel. 

PalJ'bi Jos hua, 5 it. hes been Ra i d , d i d n ot claee 

...1' 1..,_ 'J..~ among t,hP <ii v ine n8J':!~s. p,, , no 'lou bt, , c onaid­

P.d i t a a nn or dinary word, r efP.r r i ng P. i t.her t.o t.he 

hosts of I a ra.el 0 1· to thC"IRP. of h~ave n, bu t Cheyn e 

has s aid t.he.t "Je hovah Sahao t. h is a f'uller and more 

~X •;r es~ive proper~ :for +.hP. God ( nrimarilY) or 

Iorael ... 

111. sam. s :10; Smend 187. 
2Amos 3:13 
3Arnoe 9: 5 
4 see Smend p .185 
~~nnhe rim 4 . 
!'fie commentary t o Isaiah p . 5 note. 

I 
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Midrasb r.to Ex.3 retaining the martial idea 

i mp lied in t,he word ~ i.~ quot.es God as saytng 
J' ,,._i.~ 

of himse 11',!-"'\ f .l , J ~ o , )) '° ,i. ?"('Tl ~'fl il'1> ,.i1 • J 7' 40 .:>I 

Besh Lakish 

e1,,es t o the phrase, \'i'hat probably i R its mos t pr im­

itive meaning 

Kautzsch2 and before him Herder3 an<l SclU·ader 4 

h a11e ad.vanced t h e opinion that _y I)'.. ::i.~ originally 

refer1·ed t,o the armies of I ~rael, ·,1hor.1 Yahwe as 

l@ader l P.d in hat+. le . In '3ltpport of thi~ view 

Kautzoch haR ca lled attention to the f' a.ct that not 

1 ~R., than f ive o f t.he eleven passages of' Samuel in 

iVhic h ~, ~ occurs have ~ i t her a direct or indi­

r e c t. 2•e f'e r ence t.o +,he ark of' t.he covenant which in 

5 
!)Z-irni t.i ve +,irn~s was a holy v,ar embl em. 

in thP. hook of Sam­

ue l in all prohali!-1 ty r~preaente i +.s earlie st meani ng, 

1ch~iga 168 

2 Z. A. W.1886. 
3

" 0 11 GP-i~t der Fbr!iRchen Poee1e II 84:,85. 
4 vahrb .tur proteet . 'i'heolog1e' l 875 pp 316-320 
5~ee also ~elh.P?'olego~ena,Germ.Fd.p.~7 
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for the rise of ~he name can be traced to the tima 

1.mnediatel.y succe eding t,he period of , j\~ .i ud6ea, •on 

the ground of its e Vident popularity in +he t i me of 
ravid. " ~ 

Passage~ in ·:hich C.od is spoken oi a s f ight i ng 

o r l~ading .his pP.oplP. •. o N!.':. •.:..:. , are no':. inf':rP.(!Uen t . 

In fac t Jah.re llfaS at one r.me rliq•. i nctiYel y he -;od 

2. 3 ~f hat l e . Israe1• n ~Rl'$ ~er P. also Jahwe 1 s, the i r 

nrigi r.a l l y ~ignifie-i 0 a J"t.}"l.ly hosts . 1 -.r ae l inneec. 

l c::--.c:ne co:r.:. . ,1:-: ! "1 . , . 11 
-;: N,·r . 21:14:I s am . 18 :17 : :~5:2f 
5 l Sarn .17:45: 3 5 :26 
7 "'X.15 :S 

., 
SneRd , . 3 3 f ~ ~5 

-4:r ~ar: -~o :~-6 
6nt;. :-'3 :15 
8P~ . 7.4:1C 



t hrough the FJinettlar ~~~ , Shrader would t !1P.re­

f ore read in placP. of \ ,~ ::i~ a nd 
r T : 
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above t , HO Psalms t ~ ::,._~ ,'1l1ich indeed. i s t.he r.et l1r?o 
T~ 

of Ps.148:2. 

F7ald1 regar n.ed "t.hP- hn~i." a a o rig ina lly teferr­

ing t.o t.he ~ ngelR '7110 :u,e c a lled '' t:i1~ ho~t.s of heav­

en" ( I K. 22:19 Neh. 9:6 ). I t i, t r uP. t hat tl1e word 

was u s e d in thi s sansa, hu t ai t.h He.:-1.P.r, we he lieve, 

that only in t he course of t ime ciid t.he name 

broaden in its s ign1f1c11nc~ u n t il it. ~oroprehended not 

only P. :;rthly anrl heavenly hos t q but al~" -tJ1e whole 

opment through which thP. name is rm p pooed to ho..ve 

n=,.A~ed. J-lp, declareR t.hat t he deve l oprn?.nt, v:~s 5t1::1t in 

t.lle reverse o.:-rt.er 2 c iti ng )J8'\~ages t.hat. for ua wer e 

We h ave thm=1 Reen that j'l)C ~ 
1 
.... , ~ , an e. mune hav-

li:Jrael III G2. 

v .18 7 



es 

ing 1 t s ritJe in a t itne of' cor.f'lict anc stn1gj lP un­

dergoes a change· of m~ ing s o compl P.tP. an t.o ent ire-

l Y l ose its original ~i gnif icA.11ce. "Bet ween the 

t.i tne n:f t.hP. bat. t l e cry 'Tlle ~word f or t,he Lord ~n d 

(; ideon 1 , anrl +,hP. words of' Isaiah, 1 in ret.nr ni.ng nnd 

r ent shall y e 1')P. s aved• , a word h RR p a~~P.c't away Rnd 

( r, 

of' t.he anr.iP.a of lfuael , ( ,<v f '() ~ -r..w Y 

we f inally pa ss t o Yah,ve Sa'haot.h, +,he al l - containing, 

< I 
thP. Alr.ight.y ( ~ "7\.Q. ~ tu kff,(. 't. VJf). 

The p rophet A, no rlount, , ,1sed +.hP. phram~ 

an t.i10 loft i P- n • name of Vahwe, expr c-H:!~i ve of his ma-

the ir orm pP.cul i b.r way . l 'ithout anal yzing it, t hey 

uRed it as a pr-ope:r· name "layi ne !lpec ial Rt.reaR on 

LP. the t.rt,e meaning · of 
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·.h~ phrase .J' , ~ :2 ~ ? , ,., , IThat 1, rey , t.hP. f ac t 

rer:::i in!i, t.hat. :""o::- --. :'le / rophP.· :-t 1 t, RP.!"VP-1 8f3 one of 

·.hP. h igh"?st ~n't no~t c nnpr"?i".P.nqi VP. r: P.n: enationn f or 
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~e no ; ~om0 t o a naJ"IP, o~ God ~hoAe origin like 

ty . "'a hava a l r~ari.y called attention to thP. manner 

in vrhic h thFI Aeemini l l' P\ll"POAed inte r change of' Yahwe 

h y t:ie modern school or criticR . \11e hr•"P. alAO noted 

t.he d i ff'~r~n•. ±'acts ~nowr ronf'P.!"nin g t.hP- Flohisti c 

'ioc,mients, t,o 1hi~ll , in nost. C?..fH'H~ , we ha'!e claimed, 

the ar'hi trary WlP ot Rlohim i!l to he a AcribP.d . 

\7"l h ave ~hm-:n ho-;-: hefore the h~rpot.heAi8 of t he 

p lural aut,horRl~ip of +,h,,. P0 n+,at.euch we~ '3dvanced, ph11-

o~ophP.r ro,r exeeete vied wit.h onP ano•.her in t he at­

•,empt. t.o f ind Rome u nde rlying d.iffer ~nce het,weftn Ye.hwe 

and P l ohim, t h at. wou l d un~rringly g i,,e t.he reason for 

the choic e of one name i n prefer~n~f! t.o thP. ot.her. 1 

ThP a t.tempts usually 1•3..i int.o t.hP. r~i ion of metaphyRice, 

l see Hengst.enberg A.ut. i1 . of PP.n+, . " ol . I p .181 t't'­
Land&1e r an1 e ven as late a~ 1900 nx. B. Seligko­
•-;it?. in t.he "JtidiBche Lit,t~ratur Blatt . P-cl . by fir . 
!'. Pa.lurer t•agdeburg. 



whi ch, to the p:r1.mitive Semitic mind, was an ,1t.t.e r 

str anger . 

It, cannot he den1P.d that. some broad an~ 3 ~neral 

distinction does 01· d i cl oI·i ginally "!xist 1-et ,\een t.he 

t " 'O names , +.he ?. lohirn heing e. mo:re inc lus ive or gen­

f'ra 1 t.erm for dP.i t.y while v a1me raA i c,ent.it' ied n:o:re 

l eR t.he r- o d o f' I~rael. Vahrre was t.he Flotd..J'i of l Rrael. 

Thi a rli~t.inction cteteminP.d the choice of name 

in not. e. few pas~s..ges , 'l'h,1!'3 whe n t he God of Israel 

was referred to in contradis;;t.inction t.o o t her gods he 

was epolte n oi' as Vahwe, ( I K.18: 21,56 , 37 ;Judg.11:24-

F. x .1~: l ?. , etc . ) amt again when a hf" ?then i:l rei)reeented 

~~ spea.'-:ing of God, t hP. nam~ F lohi.rn iVi t h few e xcept-

-:> 
ion~ ( c:n . 2 : :28,?.9; I S.19:6; I K. 5:21-10:9) llas u sed. · 

f.imil ar·ly when an Israelite ApOk P. of Go d t.o e. heat.hen, 

}lP used F lohir.i a s being ~.h?. name ot' rlOSt. significance 

t.o the non-Israe lite . 

Eut thio di f~erP.nce. hy no rieans exp lains the :per-

l See to I !'l.42 :8 

'l 
Se e caviceon•~ note to hi~ Job l: ~l 
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sistent i1se of Ji' lohim in certain parts of' the Bible, 

as fo2· example in the opening chapter o~ Ger.eaie or 

in Psalms 4~-84 where li'lohim 1~ t.he prevailing but 

not P.XC ltrni ve n8Jne of God. 

That this ~ifference waa not the i nvariAbly de­

t ,e.IT-1.ining f's.ctor in •,he c hoicA or names iR c learly 

!lhowri ,.._Y t.hP. fact that Jame anrl Vlohinl are frequent­

ly found Ride by Ride 11llrl that om~ sometimes replace s 

t h~ o+.har in yarallel pa~Ragea (e . P.Ps . 3,5-7 14:2, 

4, 6, 7; Ps.48:8,9 Judg .5:4,6}. Thin , i t seems to 

us , pointR t.o a time wh~n on~ or t.he othP.r was pre~­

i<>rab ly used. 

The p1 e-ponderancP. of Floh1m in certain PsalJ!!s or 

in a ~erie s of paasageR, in the words of ~er.en, can 

be attrihuted only t.o "mib;iect.ive causes", 1 FJUC'h as 

thP e,ee or place in 1;hich the writer lived, or per­

haps , a~ we are t old in 1-'xodus, onP. :;as revealt'!d late:r 

•.ha.n tt:P. other. 

ThuR, on rP-adi ng t he l a t.er t ook!-'3 of t.hP. c ibl e it 

lFor somP. of the aho,,~ facts I an innel'>t Aci to 1<,1enP.n •s 
nexateuch Weksteed's t:r'ln.<Jl. p .56 !'f . 
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i s at. once not,1c.,d t.hat. F loh1m ifl uR~d f R.r more o~-

+;en than Jahwe, 7rh1c h at +, 1l1Rs aR wa~ i n rlicat.P,d, waA 

a. l t.ogether At.udioualy avo1cl1tt1. . 7.inr!lr.,r rnantl • s e,:pla­

nation of +, h-,, :fa ct, ·.1aR already gi,•fm . It. 1.q p:ract1-

c~ll3~ t.hi, ,.ame B!J t h at, giv0n l'>y ~~nan in hi~ "History 

of l Arae l" in "'Thich h e cont. 1nue.lly rP.p,,at,A the thought 

t ha+, Jahwe B!J tM national Ood of IaraP.l ~aR a most 

narrow c oncAp tion of •.11, ,lr-,ity; •.Jr~•. ~.hP. prophets \'1orlc­

P.t1 hack t.o the old pa t,riarchal i rlaa of e. univi,real 

t1od, until e ven th~ n rrow nW1P. oi-• Jahi:,e hP-CAMP. d1e­

t,aate:f'n l !JO that it, ·1n'1 f'1.M l lY <ti.!lcarded 1'01· t.he broad­

~r an,1 more comprAhfm:11 VP. r:-\1'\~ ;:1ohim. 

",P. i:.JrP.ady !r.no~ how tradi t ion 'ic~o,m+,i:; f or the 

f act by 1-1ayi ng that Jahwe a:1 t.11e nomen propri un of 

on·t hP.carnA Mor e Rntl more Rae red nn+-.11 r: loh!n o r Adonai 

w~~ rPveri:mt l Y ·111bRt, i tutP.d in 11• 11 ~>lace . \:11 r:P.~ th~n 

hP.rP;, fl!'; in t h P case o:f Jahwe, hmr f'ri•it.lP.~!3 ana. ttRe­

lesa woul<l he th~ a+, t,Ar:11,t. +.o .3i, P. r t~ afrnnn !.'nr t,he un6 
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or P lohim in certain pa~sag~~. 

Af+,er r~a<ling t,he opinionR of t.he different au­

t,hor1 t.1ee l'Pi:;f!.rtli.ng t.h<> derivation of Floh1.Ju and 1ta 

11O~,; i "b l ~ connection With F, we f ound all views RO 

l ~:l.rly an i. ·1nc cinctly rP.prP.flfmted in the z-ecent and. 

a~ yet 1ncompl e t"d "Hebre\1 and 'f'ngli~h J,exicon o~ 

th~ 0 . ~ . 11 1 , ~-lv1t ·1P. !"P.H. ,,A could do no hi:,t•.-,,r t han 

gt v.-, tn "9i ~oraizAd for f"l 1 t.s prenentat,ion of the mat.-

-o •t'';:>')(. Rn ci ~~ according t.o !lome from t,m root 

0?~ which must bP. aamtmed a rP. t.hP. t vro n ames derived 

fr-oM t,hA "'0.JnA r oot., i'f !lO, "hat 1 13 their r elat, ion to 

}ollo-wing ar A t, h"' chi ~ f •,heor1.r-? :J r~~arding t.he 

I ( a ) GP.senius f ollo?J"d l>y ot.herA con!'lider a t.he 

two narne13 <ii3tinct f':ron om anot.i.e r. w~ rP-­

gR-r ri~ ~ e s pRrticiJ)lA of ~, J(. , t,hA.r~fore 

'" 
~ont.aining t.he i dea nf ~t.ronc;. 

l :la'JP.c\ nn f}P. aen iu~ P.ci. . '' Y rrnnciR Dronn,DrivP.r and 
BtiggR. 
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(b ) '::,~ and.z•il~1' ''li~•.1nct, f :rom one another 

in Arah i c mP-aning "t,n go •.o ar1<1 f ro" in pi:,r-

- .. , .. 
:i~ct. of f ear: r everently, l ·P.VP.re<i. onP. ct,c•-;,~)......, 

Lord , 

l~ader, f'rom 'I -,,~-,c.. t , o 10.ad ; i r. :rront. of. 

Ill. {a ) ~-l anrt..~"-;,~). from c oI1r.1on ~ -;-, !:::.-,... ..:: 'lt rong 

(h) ~'7' f !'orn I,.~ no•. ( v ~~-,.. ) st.ronz anda--~~Y. 

T> l11ral of S 1' ror ~uch forn~at ion of p lura l 

i a inferred or i R a hack- f ornation 

from t.he plural. 

rv ~~ ( ~ -~'.:>"' a nd ~•i'~,. diaregarded) f rom V.,,'::,x 

st retch out; t o r each 011t n.f't.er ( ff,. ~~ , ... 



that. 

Hence God whom we etr1 ve to reach or einulate. 

He 1A thP. goal~ all human str1•1ng.1 

In t.h<', c OUI1!e of our Rt,ucly of Isaiah we f ound 

Pa::.h1 in coJ?I100nt.ary on th, word.A ;-> I j"l , ~"'' 
o f cha:pter 1-~:5, fJJ)P, nJrn of ~',. ;i &ff \ ,'ril ~ :2 

tbuR identifying ~" ·:11th -a .. ~s~ 

f P. a.re nor prepart,d f or +.he vexed question ae 

t.o t ,b'> nature of f. he plural "form F. lohim. r.e found 

t,h at tra rlit ion a,-;ain anticipa ted modern views in 

the anf3wer i t z ~ve to t he ovestion. 

Di l l n an a n d o t herR r~gard t hP. 1:"'11nction of the 

!>lura l f orm F.lohin a~ onP. exprea11ing thP. :f\1 l lnesa 
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n1· t.he 1-ight o r power3 pos,,,essed by God. , E.A ore in­

<ii cat.ive of' +;hP. plt?nit.ude o f all t ,h P. 1'o r cea centere d 

the p..,.o n, ,c t. of +.hP. phi los oph1.c 11inrl, anrl. like the 

11\ter concP.pt ion!l of Jruiwe , 1~ fA.r too abstract for 

l naf3t. i ngq -1ct.ionary o f" t .hP. iJi h l e likewise gives 
thP. rtiff erent •.riewn -;11 t.hottt. giving t,h e valuable 
r~fi:,r~n cP. to ~.t.P. Ro11:rcAo of t.hP. indi v idual opinion. 
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I "'.""I - ' 

, .. sll~ , \s, -;-, 
"'--:::.. ::llJ""~ ;"I ~ ~~ 

-.. _ _ ':') ,;;.-·- ·-· 
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H~ngstenber ~ 1 clainAd t.ha t +.hP. plur al form in 

Flohim !l"'!rv~-:i t h·'! sarnP. rmrpoRe as an accumul ation 

of d i vine names ir. o+hP.r pas~ag,e>R ~uch as Joeh .XXII:2!, 

Is.Vl:3 and Dt.X: 7 . HP. lik~flise pointed out oome 

e xamples, which , though plural in f'orm, are eertain-

lY singula r in rn~~ing . P~ 'lUOtes aJT1ong others the 

c lassical e"a.mpl P. of l'lf) ..:> n in Pr overbs e.ndtr-f' \M ~""'' " 

Th~ plttral i'orm in t hiR ease, he says, ,lenotPll t.he 

a~$P.mblage of a ll light and 1nfallihl~ t.ruth. By 

pa1·i +.y of re asoning -::::)' ;-1~ rleno tA!3 the a~RP,I,.ih lage 

nf 411 powers. 

I t iA but na t1.1ra l that. t.hP. 1c1ea Rilould ha ve come 

t.o ~Omt') , that -.h•~ p lura l t orn point.R h.l-!.cl: t.o a primi-

tive uolyt. h~ i !Jm . In ~arliP.r ye~r~ and P.ven to-day 

r,ome havR preirume c.&. t.o i'inri. t1runi Rt.ekRhl~ avictence of 

ThP. groun'is f or +,hi s "ie">' , ;_ t. nP.~'1 not, he said, pre-
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elude it £rom any eonR1deration. 

!1. Robertson Sm1th'tt ~1AW of +,hP. J'!IBt,ter is f're­

guent l Y referred t o ae being t1Uit.e 1111111:J.nating and 

miggP.RtiYe. He Aaya that •.he plural in ueed •not 

in t.he s ense of a def'in.ite rrumber of c lea.rly ind1v1-

du e.11zed deities hut with t. he name inc1afin1 teneee 

ao characterizes t he conception o~ thP. g1nn.1 

'hP.n thiA 1ndef'1n1tene~e gavA ~ay to the conception 

of an inrtividual God pl'P.aiding over a Ranct.uary, 

vaguenPRS of' ~he plural form gives way to a de~inite 

Ring Being . 

Unlike Jahr.e, ~lohim wan alRo u sed C'-f heathtim 

oeit.ifl ~, of rulero Md 1udges who sArved as God 1 R 

vicf,gerenta on earth. 'l'hi::1 varied w~e o:r F loh1m nat -

11rally i ntroduced cont'ltttion at ti~fJ so that. discuss-

ion as t o whe ther ~ • -;,~"" is ul,{ or >I.-, are 

not. in.frequent in t, hP. Ta lr.lltd. \"e need only ret'er to 

Geiger's UrAchrif't and lleber'1et~ngen der Bibel 

1Rt;, lig1on of +.he Serni t.AA i> . 426 
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( pp 879-299 ) to not.P- the numerous cases of the ambig­

uous use o f THohim al'! dil'IC1ta Aed 'hy t.hf? r abbiq . 

Then S,:,ptuag1nt , vu lgate, Targum and P~ahi t.a, 

a lso <liffer in t he ir renderings of the douhtf'u l C8.$es ; 

?.t. •. iroP.R t.hP.ir peculiar rendAring!'l are d.l1e to dogmat­

ic reasons ~mch as t.he d.esirP, t,o avoid anthr opo!!\Or­

l>hi"m- In order t,o rt.1st.ing11i!'lh -P lohim, 1,hP. t,rue Cod, 

f rom t.h c:, idol-dP. i t i As , :tnalifying word.s !'J,,~h a~ ~.:.:>.J 

~no -c.• , r,)I.. werP. !'lOmetit!lP.A ioinefi t.o "!!'lohim a::; was 

also don e in thP. case of' 11'1, t.h~ mo r1t. wi del )' r1.1At.ri­

l'mt.ed of' ,a ,,1n~ namAs in t.hP. SP.mi tic 1ans~ 1age . 

'i'h e homrmous m,e of .,.., lohim lP.d s om~ +,o con,iect­

U'!'A t, h n.t. ·.1111 ·ore: was not. originally a nomen pro'!)rium 

o f Go d , 1·nt.her an appe l ati ve o f' g?.n ~ric s ignif icance. 

·, o r ~.hey cnnl~ not ,mo.erst and how the early Seni te, 

o•.hP.r wine so c;crupuloualy caref'u l in P.veryt,hing 1)AT­

t , ~ining t o God s hou 1-1 he '30 l~x i n t,he a!)pli~ation 

OI~ a n:une • 
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This, it. may be, that aided in t,hP. dincovery 

0 1~ the tv;n d1t'fere nt Flohistic nocument.A npoken of' 

1n •hP. Introduet.1on. Heman ~chultz in hiA Al tteAta­

nent,liche Theologift makAR t he following statement re-

f'R?-d ing the t,i"'0-1!!11ded UAe of F.loh1m. 1 •Alee igent-

11cher Personcu name fur cte n r.ott Ieraela 1st de.a 

•rort in sehr ,:;pat~r 7:ei t von P-1nP.r e.ngetlich \:erdf'm­

den !- romrnigk~rt e~braucht."2 

01· t he s ingular 7' 1 ~ ~ no more need be e~id 

t.han that •,hough freqvently f'ounct in t he Hebrew it is 

1·e. l P.gated only t.o poetic e r::i a very f'ew p1·oee paesagee. 

ThP h ook. of Job, f or ins tance , h aR a ep<3c1al predilec­

t i on :for ~ ,S ·1- It h a.R t-een })Oint.ed. 01't that 11lte 
I 

the !>lure.l 1 t a l ~o :1erves in t t,e capacity of an appell­

e.t1 ve and a. n a.JnP. p1oper. 

1quoted f'rom Zimmermann ' R F.lohim p.2. 

2r or e xample of "'.he primitive U!'\e or J'lohi.m as a t ­
t,rinu t ive SP.P. p ,1d p .1'7 ff' . 
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hir:1 hP. ing '..:eri Yed from ~. he ~~ r 0ot . . 

I t ~•: i l l h ft r e I:lP.!!lhP.red,t.hat. one " i ew , ,1r,he l d hy 

J,az;a:rn.P. ftnrl ~- P.lit~Ach, c onr:~ct.:-1 ?i' l .:it.h S ~ ()l' .. 
, ~ ,. !1t.:ri1•1 i n g t.owa!"ri.s , 

• ·: ! 

whom a ll :-;t:rivi~ i :; 'tiT!'!CtP.d. 

a~ ~ ::i. ' V' )I~ ~ 

;r.lru1a ··a1e •1i ( !'.ll~ari 3 

., ... o r f> in front. 

\;:>'(1 1 _ 

) as do nonY;! 0 1· the 

rrcv-5.erri~ c on:-v~ctR r 1 v:ith tl1P. i dea of :-1t r ength f'" r 



) 

~....-- rn tt~ c<;l.lili.ffd.td.J.T c:n n 3badda:t° of lffm _r.r;i 

fiP ~ : ~~ \U\r":>t \~ ,"-1...1., Tf'I"" ~ .I'l~C&J 1..1.. t: 

r .,..n,,.r.:- 7 - -:: J11r~ m :.."1 - SP • • ::-_-!. ' 'l ? 'lrI::u-::~ ~ 

~ •2 P ~ -'D.fl • 'l 3S"r:. 
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a q I nuane nt. i!". Nat.nre. In Poat.- lAOfliac t.iJ'!lP. F. l was 

It. ~.,oul d he f olly to at.tempt. t.o give in a \-70rk 

h er anti di '1..'Ar gence far exceed t he limit R of a fe,, 

conJo.nit.ion ·;;i t.r, p!'npP,r nru:iP-R aml of v1hat -~~ 1°i1rn 

' l1'3refron . 1 
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tri a ~chal period. 

The d iversity of' opinion regar ding the meaning 

of Shaddai i i, 9roport,ional t.o ·t,hr-? m,rnhP-r of roots 

f'rom ,vhich i t 118.3 h P.en ctAri ved. ThP. ·;ord ha~ been 

:freCll, Ant. l y ident, ifie d -,it.h -t,hA root. TTW ,t.o de n-

t roy. Thi s i d.ea i ~ i"JP.l"har,R in l1amony wi t.h t.he p rirn­

i t. i VP- not.ion or' ~od a'"3 R n a 1.,1re rlRit.y . 1 
To thi s P.f­

fect Ihn Fzra A:peoks in hi~ comm~nt.ary on Gen .17: 1 

o, ~ "'ll . · · 'l'fJ~ \lljlt>I "1~..P;, .J\IJ : "TU> ~1" 'Jlt 

-Ui.ll1ll p~..l'tl ~,-.,.,, "l11W p7~$~il \-;,tu:>-i7•9 

Tll~ co;ni:1on t.r ar,~ l P.t ion"A lrnight,y" 11aa come down 

' , 
to UR 1~r o1?1 thP. Gr ee~ ?ender ing of .3haddai aa Jrf\."foS 

ThP. SP,venty a l ~O rAgarded Shaddai 

aR g. nof!len pr·o1-;r i ur;; e~ 1 r; eviclencA<'l h y t.hP.ir- occasion­

a l trans lit.era i.ion o f th~ ,;-;ord afl Z.. Q.....o OG..A... 
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have 11 t +.le t,o r ~cornmend t. hP.m. 

•.1 o cRl17.at.1on of > 1 u, con!'li dP-ra it. t.o hP. derived 

f rom •'P. meanine "Lord", t,hur- connRcting it. 

wi tl1 th~ Aramaic name of God Tl> crf.T'1-(I); thin , in 

t.11rn, i 'l paralle l t.o ot.her ~erni vi~ rl.11~i~nat.ion~ 

of God cm.c h a s 

11ore r e cently GllRctna i hR~ heen conn~ct.ed i:it.h 

t.!v~ Arrnyri a n c;had,, , "mountain" f'rom t.he root " to he 

high ". 

ra~hi , arJ t1.Aua l, inc lining t.owF.J"ftR + hn t.rani tional 

The fo lloaing in hiR co11-.;~9nt or. t. l1e name ( r.P.n . 1 7 . 1) 

!:>~~ ,.r,,;,~~:i. •--r '°" \I) ..,._,., ~ "J-,C.. ._,..,.\l) .s"' •J" 

1s~e above p . 
2seP. F::.i.at. ings r 1c+ . • 01: jji ble on She.ddai. 



Fa rnham ho 10.a a s imilar vievr -:1hich hP- ~\1pport~ by 

thP. fo llowing pa . oage ol' l'airnonirli=H1: J''l 1J•l"4D 

,_,,\\~ ~ IJ" I~•~~ \l l"r:l. "'~ I ~ X '()JU> i'1> J\ t'7'- '~ Yl.2. 

~ '(Y~ ll ~ f ~ !> 1u~ I J\ , )( > ~ 'fl ':>:ix 
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'I'l1P. t.r a di t,ional view of' > ,- W aR self-~1i'i'ici e nt 
( , 

1 13 very old an P.vid0nced i;y t he G!'e ek rP.mle ring I t:a.yo~ 

occ, 1r!'ing t.wicP. in Pnth, t.hree t 1oe1' in Job a nd 

. 1 0ncP. in 'F.z~k iel. 

I h n P ~ra, wi +.h a mo!'P. c rit ica l t.u.rr, of' ininct.,:r~c-

oz niz ing the d.ifl 1.culty in P.Xpl a ining t:iie nar:e , con­

t ~nt.~ h i nsP. l f wi t ,h thP. me r ~ rn,oting of n iff'erent 

cor.-:?.,oun d . rn•.P.r,.sting t,o no t.n is t.hP earl}' (it.tempt 

+.o e xpl ~in t ,h A miff i xal Rnd i ng , ·,;hir.h .. ,o r..onern c rit­

ics, i~ ~t i ll a r,oot.ed point. . · '~ 1uot,~ h i r.i in f ull 

in ac; nmch ai:t he gat.herR toie.t her t ile v i evm t llat 

;•1P. r e P.xta nt in hi·l clay . 
.,, , -, • £> 1 :-,, CO ~, 1 T U' -" ~ r" w :> ,-o u r ~ I • ...:> r-). -i' . \V 

~~, ,,.-
0

~,j)~ ~'° O.L)b~I .. '()..1.1 ""')_'.l"T ""l ,, .J,>-.cJJ 

:'I' '"' ,,. -.~~ ~lJ) ""'f" ... _,...,... l :) ~i"'~ ~\1)1""'!'0~ ~j)(!) _JJT)( 
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The E!nding Oi' ~ho.d.d a i lik('? that. of Adonai h a a 

her-m "ariou~ l y p.xp l ained . •io:rr:mn in hin ~ch:rift, 

E,Pwer-s I J) . 8 0 ~mr'i P., r man ..;chu lt~ in hiR Alt. t.<rnt ament,-

Adona i aR ROnlfl archaic .:,:01·r.1at. ions . 1 

NnP-l6~ c1. 0 , aR W?.s i:Jaid above ., derived Shacldai 

• 
( a ccording t.o h i M -,,u,· trl , ,--.co) f:1:011 . .. -·· 

He 

• he1·P.fore c onni 'lP. re:d t.h~ F:r.ding a~ n ot,h ing r.101· <? than 

t.hP 0 :!'1 inary pro nio i n n l ~uff'i c ·i,lli~ h lik e that. of . .... 
/. orma:t, lont, it q rtP.aning in th~ cou:•R~ of time. 

2 
L 

t,o say r R0 ar f ing the 1·~1 2.t ion of Rl Shadd.81 to Jahwe, 

that was in~err~d froM ~x . 3: 14 ff and 6 : ~-
5 

1 - ac+~ t aken f r O?'l'J nalrnan •~ A,tnnai p . ~4 .-, 
., 7. . 11. J'. G. 1 886 p . 735 ff f..nrc 1 B88 lJ . 480 f f . 
3see PambaM t o F.x . 3:13 and to gn.17:1 . 
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