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-: CHAPTER 1 :-

-: THE TI~LE : -

PARAGRAPH 1 . OUR INTREPRETATION. 

The name Koheleth, ~~,,;v , by which the book 

b~f'ore us in coT'1!llonly known , is in its graTTII!laticRl f'orm 

the active pArt ici9le f eminine , Knl, f r om the verb 

Kahal ( 1:tt_i~ ) , to cAll t ogP.ther. t o assemble, to col­

l ect. The verb i s i nvariably used in the sense or gath­

ering uersons, especially 'for religious purposes (see 

Exodus XXXV. l; NUl"lbers 1, 18; Vlll . 0 ; XVl. lB, et al.), 

but never in t he sense of gathering thi~gs . The natur-

al s ignif i cation or,,'?~·y tl1erefore is an assenbler of' 

ocnttered people into the more i mMedinte y_resence o~ God; 

a gatherer o'f those af'nr unto Goel . So Ginsburg p.2; 

AfUila; Synnnnchus ; Midrash Yalkut; Van der Pnlm, p.50; 

wangemann , 9 . '1:4 . 
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This being the definition of"'~~·,,, we will now 

readily und~rstand why out author coined so unusuel a 

word -it o~eurs no 1'here else in t lle 1'hole rnnge of O.T. 

literature- as n designation for his impersonated hero; 

simply bP.eause of its being suggestive, and to a certain 

extent even d.,seri9t i ve, or tl1e purpose ol' tl1e book it-

self. That he chose to give it the feminine gender may 

be explained on tlle gt"ound that S-olomon -and none otl1er 

i s to be understood under the appellation of Koheleth-

was r egn-rded by all as wisdom incarnate; and wisdom is 

i n Hebrew es in other languages a feminine noun (comp. 

Prov. 1.20; Vlll.1-4, et al.). Ewalq Hitzig,Ginsburg, 

and others. 

PARAGRAPH 11. OTHER INTREPRETATIONS. 

Nt1111erous other intrepretations or this word 

have been proposed, a fe~ of which may find n place here; 



1) It means Preacher, and Solomon obte.ined this nmne 

because his d.iscourses were delivered before ( ~~~) the 

congregation. See Mtdrash Rftbba, Koh. 1.1. The same 

rendering is also ad.Spted by Luther, Co"erdale, th~ Gen-

eve Version, the Authorized Version, nnd many modern com-

2 ) It means Debater. So Plmnptre, ~.17. 

that both these renderings are f'alse is evident f r om 

the fact that the vet+- .Kahal does not at all include 

either the idea of preaching or that o~ debating. 

3) It signifies gatherer or ncquirer of wisdom, and 

Solomon is designated thus •because he gathered much 

wisdom, just as he is called else where •gatherer son 

of Jakeh• because he gathered all the wisdom, and gave 

it out again. • So Rashi, also Rashbam in loco. 

4) Oollector, conroiler; Solomon is called so •Because 
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he coilected together in this book diversified experience 

and various views and maxims for the benefit of' me.nkind. • 

Grotius, Annot. 1.1; Mayer, p.771; Mendelssohn, p.130; 

• Friedlander, p.91; neinemann, p.3. 

These renderings cont1.1ct with the meaning of the verb 

Kahal, which, as stated already, never denotes to gather 

things, or to compile, but invariably means to gather 

people, to convene an assembly. 

F,,quallY untenable is the transalation; 

6) Accumulated wisdom, •because wisdom wns accumulated 

1~ him (Solomon),• Ibn F..zra in loco. This view is con-

trary .to the grarmnatioal form of ~~~which is the active 

pllrticipl~ and can therefore not be taken in a passive 

sense. 

The same violation of gr afl'IJllar incurs also the 

rendering; 
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7) The re-united, The gathered soUl. Oartwright, fol.1; 

Reynolds, vol.lV.p. 38; Granger. 

8) It menns concessus, an assembly, an academy. II Doderlein, 

p.XV; Nachtigal, ~.20; laab, p.18. Thnt this interpre-

tati~n is utterly inconsistent is quite pRtent, for ac-

cording to it Oh. 1.12. irfOUld ho.ve to be r endered; •1, 

O academy, was King over Jerusalem,• thus making Solomon 

in form the members or the society, over wllich he was 

• 
president Who e...11d what 11e was, as if' they did not know 

it. 

9) Other more rar fetched. interpretations, (1) resting 

on hazardous Arabic etymologies, as that the word meant 

•Penitent,• or •the old man.• or •the voiee that cries,• 

mav be dismissed, ns not cnlling for n.ny serious consid-

e-rations. 

(1) According to Auerbach Koh. means Philosphy, while 
Luzzatto t hinks it was the proper name of the writer, & 
his fraUd in asswning the name of Solomon was detected. 
by the wise men of' his time, Who struck out the assumed 
name and substituted Koh., leaving however the words 
•son of David, King in Jerusalem• as a record of the 1m­
nosture~ 
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OHAPTER 11 • 

AUTHORSHIP . . -

THE TRADITIONAL VIEW. 

The Solomonic authoriship has in its support 

the unanimous verdict of both the Rabbinic (1) and Pat-

Of the fol"l!ter the most inportant one 

is the Midrash Koheleth (written between the 6th and 

12th centuries), r4'!)resent1ng, as it does, not an indi-

vidual opinion, but that of a large ntunber of Jewish sav-

ants, nll of whom base their interpretations on the as-

s1.D'llption that Solomon was the writer. 'l'he TarguI!l (be-

ginning of the 8th c.), which by the way is the first 

0ntire connnentary upon this book, based its explanations 

(1) 'l'he remark in the Talmud (Baba Bathra, 16a), that 
King Hezekiah and his nssociates wrote this book, as well 
as Isaiah, Prover•s and the Song of Songs, does by no 
menns contradict cur stntement, since this remark simply 
refers to the f inal editorship (Ginsburg p.244). 
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u~on the same view. A lone line of Jewish oommentatot1s, 

of l1l\om we mention only Rashi (1040 - 1106,) Rashbam (1086 

1166), Ibn Ezra (1092-1167), Maimonides , in his More 

Neboohim, 11 . 28 (1135-1204), the Zohar (1270), Jedajah 

Penini (1298-13'/Q), author of the celebrated Bechinoth 

Olam (edited by Stern, Wien, 1847), Elisha Gelioho (1648), 

EL. Loanz, known to rame as Baal-Shem (1631), Mendelssohn 

.. 
(1770 ), David Friedlander· ( 1788 ), M. Heinemann (1831 ), 

s. H. Auerbaoh (188'1), L. Herz:feld (1836), N. Rosenthal 

(1668), J. s. Block (1878), H. FriedlAnder (1889), 

tll'~Y all wt'Ote on the same assmnption. 

The t~timony o:f Patristic literature is &8 

unanimous 88 that of Rabbinic. Gregory Thaumaturgus 

(210-270), Gregory o:f Nyssa (331-396), st. Jerome (338), 

St. Augustine (364-430), Olympiod.orus Diaoonus (660), 

Elias of orete (787), --- tlley all mn1nta1ned the Solomtnio 
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authorshir,>. Like-or.1.se their medeaeval successors, to 

wit:- Hugo of' St . Victor {1096-1140), Richard of st. 

Vi ctor (1100-1171), Ronaventurn {1221-1274), nnd Nicho­

las de Lyr~ (1270-1340), whose testimony, as having been 

born a Jew, comes with a twofold weight. The soloaonic 

authorship is accepted nlso by Th . Cartwright (1680) , 

J ohn Piscator {1612), Cornelius Jansenius (1664), Theo. 

Preston {1846) , John Kitto (1864), the protestant Dr. 

"Tangemann (1860 ), Dr. Buchanan (1869), Bishop Wordsworth 

\1872), Prof. Taylor Le1'/is (1872), w. T. Bullock (1878), 

D. A. Johnston ( 1880 ) , and otl1ers more. 

PARAGRAPH lV. ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF THE 

TRADITIONAL VIEW. 

1 ) The title of' the book ascribes the ~11ord.s the"rein 

contained to Kohel.,th, son of' David, King in Jerusalem. 
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In the twelfth verse o'f the ~irst chapter Koheleth is 

said to have been •King over Israel in Jerusalem.• 

The Kings subsequent to Solomon l1owever, reigned only 

over Judah , and not over Israel; hence none but Solomon 

is to be understood by the designation or Koheleth. 

2) Koheleth speaks of llis great wisdom as or an undis-

puted fact, and it is on this ground that he claims con-

f idence and f aith in th~ results of his investigati~ns. 

None but King Sol omon conld speak in this rmy . He had 

prayed for wisdom, and God told him that his prayer f or 

wisdom was ernnted (II, Ohron. 1.12 ; 1 Kings X,23). 

3) The luxury, wealth and extravagance spoken or in 

Ch.II,8, co.n apply only t o King Solomon, 1'ho 11es enabled 

to spend thirteen years in building his house (I.Kings, 

VII.l); no other King subsequent to his reign could boast 
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Of su~h n wealth. 

4) Koheleth ap!)ears to indicate that it was towards 

tl1e ~lose of a long reign that he u ttered these philo-

sophical doct~ines (Ch.EI.12). Solomon reigned forty 

years. 

5) There are numerous passages in the book or Koh. 

that betray a near relntionship with other Biblical 

books ascribed t o King Solomon. The idea of tl1e de-

P"ndence or man's success on th~ will or God, s o often 

and so emphatically declared in the Book of Koheleth, 

i n found also in the allegedly Salomonic Psalm CXXVII.1-2, 

as likewi se in the Book of Proverbs o.t different places , 

e . g . XVI,I,9,33; XXIX.26; XXI.31. et c . In both books, 

1 Eccl . and Prov. , we are told that the wicked can not 

prosper, see Eccl ., II.26 & Pro,r., XIII.22. Koheleth 

1' nnd Solomon, both give t"requent utternnce to tl1eir feeling 

I ' 

. 

I 
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of' uneasiness when, desirious t o li'ft the veil thnt 

hides the 1."n t.u•'e, they become aware or their short sight­

edness (Eccl.,X.14, Prov., XXVII,l). Botll advise us to 

entrust ourselves unconditional ly to the Divine guidance 

nlmost in th~ sruite words (Eccl.VIII.5, Prov.XIX.a). Koh. 

e.xhorts us to enjoy life, to bP- glnd, and •to reJoice 

in our own works• (III .22). The s r.me we are tflught in 

the Book of' Proverbs (XII.26). It is nlso noteworthy 

thet ooth Koh~leth and Solomon, in demonstrating that 

wisdom excells strengt11, employ tl1e past tense-t, illus­

trate, as it we"t"e, tll" lesson by some past event (Koh. 

IX.14, Prov.XXI .22). The belief in the irnmortnlity or 

the soul , expressed in Koh . XII.7, is implied also in 

severnl ~ayings or the Book of Proverbs (e.g. XII.28). 

It fUrthermor~ deserves to be noted that the word ~» 

is ~et with only in »oh., and in Prov., and is unknown 
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to all other Biblical wt"iters. The tenth verse of Ch. 

XII runs ae f ollows: •Koheleth sought to find out accept-

able words, and that wnich is .ritten is upright, even 

words of truth. • Similarly we rend in Proverbs XXII.20, 

at the conclusion or one or its sections, •Hnve I not 

written to thee excellent tt.ings in counsels and knowl-

edge, tha t I might make thee known the certainty of the 

-.vords o~ ~ ruth ? • Lnstly it may be noted thnt both 

books conclude with 1t11 exhortation to ~ear the Lord. 

PARAGRAPH V. filE MODERN VIEW. 

The first one who ventured to deny the Solom-

onic authorship was t he great reformator , Martin Luther, 

He says in his Table Tnlk ( p .400,F~rstennann & B1rdse1l's 

edition), •This book wants more completeness: it is too 

abrupt T•'T Solomon hil!lself has not written the book of 

. 
Eccl., it was compiled by Sirach nt the time of the 
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Maccabe~s •••• It is like the Talmud, made up of many books, 

whi ch perhaps belonged t o the library of King Ptolemy 

Eu8rgetes in ~t.• Mol!! than a century later, the 

great Dutch scholar, Hugo Grotius, was the first to adopt 

Luth'r's novel opinion and nlso assigned some critical 

argmnents in support of it . •1 believe• says he, •that 

the book is not the production of Solomon, but was writ-

ten later in the nmne of thRt King as one Who was moved 

by repentance to do it. For it contains mnny words 

~hich can not oe found except in Ezra, Daniel & the 

Chaldee paraphrRsts. • (Opera vol.I.p.258) . It took how-

ever nnother century before the seed of criticism sowed 

by Luther Md Grotius bore nny fruit. The objections 

urged especially by the latter were. revived again first 

by John David Michaelis in 1751, then by Bishop Lowth in 

1753, Dode~lein, 1784, Jahn (a Roman Catholic~), 1793, 
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J. E. Chr. Schmidt, 1794, . Q.aab, 1~6, Adam oinrke, 1813, 

& G. H. A. Ewnld, 1828, •From that ti~e onwa~• to use 

Dean Plurnptre•s words (Koh. p.24), •the stream of objec­

tions to the Solomonic authoriship has 'flowed with an ever­

increasing volwne •. Among them we find not only those who 

are conspicuous for a bold nnd destructi ve criticism, but 

men whose position in German theology is tliat of ortho-

dox conservatism. Hengstenberg, Keil, Delitzsch, Vaih-

inger, are in this point at one with Ewald nnd with Hitzig. 

In America Noyes and Stuart, in England Davidson & Gins-

burg & aox, have followed in the same track.• 

PARAGRAPH VI. ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF 

THE MODERN VIEW. 

1 ) The proper name of' S~lomon is prefixed to all his gen­

uine ''fl"itings (Prov.I.I, Song of' Songs I,I,Psalms OXXII & 

OXXVII); had this book professed to be Solomon's, his name 
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. 
woUld surely have Rppeared at least in the superscription, 

which, however, is not the cnse. The tl1eory that Solo-

mon purposely used the non de plmne of Koh. in order to 

conceal his renl identity iR untenable, since his acts & 

willdom spoken or in the first two chapters would undoubt-

edly have betrayed him any way. 

2 ) Solomon could not have spoken in the perfect tense, 

• .,,,•:t• I •was• King, but am no longer ( Ch.I,12 ), since his 

rule continued uninterruptedly until the very day or his 

death. 

3 ) Koh. says (I, 16 ) : !Jehold I have gathered wisdom more 

than all that were bet"ore me over Jerusale,m; • and again 

(II.9), •1 have collected treasures more than all that 

were bet"ore me ln Jerusalem.• rr Koh. were identical 

with King Solomon, he woUld not llnve uttered these words, 

s ince there was only one Israelitish King An Jerusalem 
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before Solomon. To OXJ>lain these words as referring to 

the old Oananitish Kings who reigned over Jeruse.l~m pre­

vious to the Israelitish conquest of the cotmtry, is sim­

ply grntuitous, as Jewish history does not mention any 

line o-r Kings who reigned in Jerusalem. The indidental 

and solitary mention of lfalchizedek, King of Slialem (Oen. 

xv.), - Shalam supposed to be identical with the later 

Jerusalem - is too mysterious and circumscribed to justi­

fy a comparison with a succession of Kings in Jerusalem. 

4) Ohnpter II,18, lG, unquestionably imply that Koh. had 

· no children of his own to inl1erit his possessions; King 

Solomon, however, had an heir-ap~Rrent eagerly waiting 

to succeed him, consequently Solomon could not have been 

the 'tTi t er of tl1 ese words. 

5) The most important facts of' his reign are passed over 

in silence. Bot one word is said concerning the. building 
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of the Temple, not a single allusion is made throughout 

the book to that sin of idolatry, whereby he provoked 

God to anger, nor to the adversaries who were raised up 

to chastise him on nc~ount of that transgression, and 

whose actions embittered his last years. Had Solomon 

written this book, as a kind of an auto-biography, he 

certainly wottld not have omitted to make some allusion, 

at least, to the~e very important ~acts of his life. 

6) Solomon could scarcely complain so bitterly n~ainst 

unrighteous government, concerning oppressions, the 

arbitrary acts of judges, nnd the elevation of fools 

and slaves to high honors, to the neglect of the r1g~teous 

and the noble, -- unless he hnd wished. to write n. satire 

on himself . For was he not himself the ruler, who eas1-

ly coul<l havP. !)Ut a stop to su~h tnanny and wrong T 

7) However, the whole description of oppression,misery 
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and violence, as given in t11is book, is in sharpest con-

trast to the description of the Solomonio age given by 

tlie writer of I Kings, Where the people ar e spoken of 

as eating, drinking and making merry (I.Kings IV.20), 

and his reign is depidoted as a time in which Judah and 

Israel •dwelt safely, every man under his vine & 1mder 

fig-tree, from Dan even to Bcer-sheba, nll the days of 

Solomon• {I.Kings, IV.25 ). 

8) The strongest argument, however, against the Solom­

onic authorship of this book, is its vitiated language 

and s tyle. Delitzsch gives a list of about n hundred 

words and f orms either peculiar to Ecclesiastes or found 

only in the post-exilian books of the o. T., or even not 

appearing till the time of the later Aramaic of tho Mish­

nah liternture. • His SUJTtMing up of the results of the 

induction is that •if the Book of Koh. be of old Solomon1o 



4 5 

origin, then there is no history of the .Kebrew language• 

(Delitzsch, Introd. p.190); nnd Ginsburg (p.263) asserts, 

with equnl emphasis, thnt •we would as easily believe 

that Ohaucer is the author of Rnss~las as that Solomon 

wrote Koheleth. 

Impelled by the cogency of the reasons enwnernted 

above, ~ost of the modern scholars declare themselves 

in favor of a non-Solomonic authorship. They admit that 

the word KohAleth is used as n designation f or Solomon, 

but insist that he was introduced mer el y as n dramatic 

personation of the real nnthor, - a fact not necessarily 

involving any animus decipiendi. The speeches in Hero­

dotus & Thucydites, the Apologies writt en in the name of 

Socrates by Xenophon & Plato, the Dialogues of Plato 

throughout, ~re instances in which no one would dream 

of imputing f raud to the writer s , though in all these 
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cases we have, w1 tl1 scarcely n shadow o-r o. doubt, the 

thoughts and wo-rds ot' the writers and not or the mnn 

·whom they r~present as speaking. Another instanci3 in 

point is the Book of' Job, which can hnrd.ly be sup·posed 

to be the r eport of' nn actual dialogue. The trutlh of 

tlle mntter is thnt dramatic personation hns, in all 

times and countries, been a legiti~nte method o~ in-

struction, and our author has done nothing more t 'han 

employed the same well-probed method in his imper'sonat-

ing the historic figure o~ Solomon as the writer. The 

reason why he · chose just Solomon and no body else1 is 

simply because the personality ot' the grant monarch, 

as handed dowtl by tradition, was exceptionally ''mll 

adapted to the purpose or his book. 



- : OJW>TER III~ : -

DATE :-

PARAGRAPH VII . DIFFERENT VIENS. 

We heve stated in the preoeeding chapter the 

reasons advanced by the two pnrties to the controversy 

as to the authoi-ship of' the boo~ ·bef ore us . We have 

seen that the concurrent voice of' tradition, and som~ 

modern scholars as well, are stro1n.gly in favor of' the 
• 

Solomonic authorship. But we haiire also seen that the 

opposing party, though of' compara 1~1vely recent origin, 
• 

i s not less strong, consisting, a:3 it does, of' by f'ar 

th9 greater part of all modern scholars. and supported 

by the probed weapons o'f up-todatt~ biblical criticism. 

On the whole, then, wei~hing both the raots themselves, 

and the nuthori ty of the names --:hjlch are arranged on 

either sida as to the conclusions to be drawn f'rom them, 
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the bnlance sePms to incline someWhat decisively to 

anotl1er than Solomonic authorship. 

Assuming this conclusion as established, we have to nsk 

to miat later period, then, in Jewish llistory is this 

book to be re~erred , and here the opinions of ~cholars 

diverge very greatly. The book was written according 

to: 

Nachtiga~ between the time of Solomon & JeremiOh, 
B.C. 976-688. 

II 

DOderlein, about the time of the Babylonian captivity, 
B.C. 586- 636. 

Umbreit, Hengstenberg, a .o., at the time of the Persian 
period, B.C. 638-333 . 

Bradley, B.C. 638-140. 

Grotius , J .D. Mi chaelis, Gnnb, Luzzato, Eichhorn, about 
about the tiMe of 7.erubabel, B.c. 536-600. 

Keil, at the time of Ezra & Nehemiah, B.C. -1:69-420. 

E. Elster, E. Meier, Herzfeld. Vaihinger, Knobel, de Wet'te, 
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Ewald, Ginsburg, s. Davidson, W'right, w. Harthauer. 

Cheyne. Fr. Delitzsch, at the time of the end of the 

Persian nnn the beginning of the Macedonian rule, 
B.C. 360-300. 

Zirkel, at the time between Alexander and Antiochus, 
H.O. 333-164. 

Watke, at the Syrio-Mnecabeean time, B.C. 300-100. 

Plumptre, about t.he time between the date of' Zeno's death 
and that of Ftolemy Epiphanes, B.c. 240-181 . 

Hitzig, Cornil, Geiger, N~1deke. Kuenen, Zeller, nt the 
time of' Ptolemy V, Epiphanes, B.C . 204. 

Kumer, Wildeboer, Driver, Rothstein, B.C . 200. 

Luther, nt the Maccabeean time. B.C. 167- 3'1 . 

Renan, at tl1e time of John Hyrkan, B.C. 136-106. 

Siegfried, B.C. 100. 

Koenig, at the tiMe oe Alexa..~de~ Jenaeus, B.C. 100. 

Leimcloerfer, B . O. 64. 

Graetz, P.Haupt, :Ett. Koenig, at the time of' Herod the Great. 
B.O . 40-2,0.E. 
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PARAGRAPH YIII. ~fHE MOST PROBABLE DATE. 

To determine the exact dnte seems to us impos-

sible, ns it depends almost exclusively on internal ev1-

dcnce, nnd such evidence can, at the best, serve as the 

basis f'or conjectures only and hypotheses, but never for 

certainties. However, we can st:ate with probability that 
• 

the . book must hnve been writ ten :!!bout the time of the end 

of the Persian and the beginning of' the Mnceionian rule 

(B.C.360-300 ). Our r easons ~or ·this supposition may be 

stUll!iled up in tl1~ t"ol lowine pointB: 

1) The styl e and language of' tlle book represent the 

latest stage in the development c:>f' the· Old Hebrew( Sieg-

~ried, Delitzsch, a.o. ). 

2) The two apocryphal books of' Ecclesiasti~aa and the 

Wisdon o~ Solomon, which were wr11; ten, at the lntest, 

about B.c. 180 & 160 respective13r, presuppose the Book 
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of Ecclesia~tes (Wright, Plumptre, etc.). 

3) The book contains words that belong to the Persian 

periOd, such a s those for •orchards• ( i:t"'O~t ,II.5) and . -· ~ 

4) The tone of the book, in its questionings nnd per-

plex1ties, indicates a general spiritual condition of .. 
the people like that "°hich }Alll.achai reproves. The •rob-

b ery • in •ti th es & o'ff erings • (Mal • III .• 8 ) agrees wi th 

the •vowing and not paying"of ch.V.5 of Koheleth; 

6) The political situation described in chs. IV.l, VII. 

7, VIII.24, the hierarchy of officials, the tyranny, cor-

ruption and extort ion of the governors of provinces (V.8), 

the supreme nuthority of the great King practically 1ssu-

ing in the despotism of a queen, a minister or n slave, 

the revelry and luxury of tl1e court (X.16 ), are all paint-

ed ~lith a vividness which impl.ies experience of misgovern-
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ment, such ns that which meets us in Neh . v.16, IX.36,37, 

Esther I.7,.A,. III.e, e tc. (See Plnrnptre p.29). 

6) The book contains also sorr.e specif'ic references and 

a l lusions to certain historical f'acts, commensurate with 

the Persian rule, such as to ' the 'influence o-r the eunoch 

Bagoas (X. 6 ) under Artaxerxes Octus, to the treatment 

of tl1'3.t King's corpoe in ch.VI . 3, to Artaxerxes Mnemon 

as one whose lik~ness we mny l'ecognize in t he •old and 

f ool1s11 King• of ch.IV.13, (Plmnptre p .30). 

It must be ndmitted t11at neitl1er of the r easons 

enumer a ted, i f tnken alone and separate, is strong enough 

to establish t11e point; in their accumulative force, 

ho,vever, t hey s eem to us auf'f i ci ent to confirm our sup-

pos ition t hat the book was written about the tir:te B.O. 

350-300. A more definite date ca~.not be ass igned for 

t l1a r eason that Jewish history is almost a blank from 
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the death of Nehemiah (about B.c. 416) down to the ac-

cession o~ Antiochus Epiphanes in B. c . 175. The annals 

' 

1 of the Persian empi re, too, nre very def i cient from the 

deatl1 o'f Xerxes in B. C. 466 down t o the appearance of 

Alexander the Great on the stage of history. 

• 

.. 
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CHAPTER IV : -

-: THE DESIGN OF THE BOOK :-

PARAGRAPH IJ:. OQBM..ICTIUG THEORIES . 

The theories and opinions advanced by scholars 

as to the design and contents ol' ~11e Book of' Koh. are as 

nwnerous as they are contradictory. No two commentators 

perfectly agree upon t11e point. Encl1 EH'ld every one con-

siders all ot' his p!'edecessors as having utterly nisun-

derstood the true purport o'f t11e book -- only to f'all 

hinself n vi ctim to the some charge preferred by his 

nearest suc~essor. It would lend us f'ar beyond the range 

of' our present treatise, were we to attempt to give even 

a cursory sketch of Rll these theories nnd hypotheses • 

• We, tlleref'ore, confine ourselves to reporduce here the 

following passage 'from Ginsburg's Introduction to his ' • 
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Koheleth, i n lfhi ch he sums up the r esult of' his exhaus­

tive critical survey of the Koheleth literature down ~o 

t he year 1860. 

•What l es s ons of humility and forbearnnc4• says 

thi s l e a.'T9Jled ~ri tic, •ought we to learn fi'om tlle sketch 

of what hRs bP,fallen this book, when we see that the 

pious and the learned. botl1 among J ews and Christians, 

hnva, with equal conf idence, advanced the most oppo-

s ite and contradictory theories about its meaning! We 

nr e positively assured, Rs we have s een, that the book 

contains the holy lamentations of Solomon, together with 

a prophetic vision of t11e split ting up of the royal 

house of David, the des truction of tlle Te'!lple, and the 

captivity; nnd we are tol d thnt it i s a discussion be­

twe~n a r P,fined sensualist or hot-headed worldling, and 

a s ober sage. -- That Solomon makes known in it his 
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repentance to all the Church, that thereby he might glor­

ify Ood, and strengthen his brethren, thus imitating his 

father David in the fifty-first Psalm; and that he wrote 

it ·~hen he was irreligious nnd sceptical, during his 

amours nnd idolatry.• That •the Messiah, th~ true. 

Solomon, who wns known by the title Son of David, nd-

dresses this book to the saints;• and that a prorliente, 

rlho wanted to dissemenate effectually his infamous sent-

iments, pal.med it upon Solomon. It tenches us to de-

spise the ~orld, with all its pleasures , and flee to mon­

asteries; it shows that sensual gratification are man's 

greatest blessings upon earth . -- It is n philosophical 

lecture delivered to a literary society upon topics of 

t11e gr eatest moment ; it is n medley of detached and heter­

ogeneous f'ragrrtents belonging to various· authors and dif"­

ferent nges. -- It describes the benutif'ul order of God's 
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Moral govarnment, proving t hat all things work together 

'for good to them that love the Lord; it proves that all 

is disorder nnd confusion, and that the world is the 

sport of chance. -- It is a treatise upon the surnmurn 

bonum; it is •a chronicle of the lines of the Kings of 

the house of David, from Solomon do1'l?l to Zedekiah.• 

Its object is to prove the iJ'llMortnl ity of the soul;and 

to deny a ·future existence.-- It is designed to comfort 

the unhnppy Jews in their Misf"ortunes ; 1t contains t he 

gloomy 1mnginat i ons of a melancholy misanthrope. -- It 

11is inti:mded to open Nathan 's speech ( I Chrom.17) touch-

ing the eternal throne of Dnvid;• it propounds the mod-

em dis~overies of anatomy, as well as the Harveyan The-

ory of the c irculntion ot' t he blood. -- •rt foretells 

what wi ll become of men or angela to eternity (as f ound 

rebe111·m~~ly fixing in their first-creation life and state 
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of vanity, or obediently surrendering i t f or the second), 

in e t ernal life or death ;u it propounds n view of life 

inclining to fatalism, scepticism, nnd epicureanism! 

What n solemn l esson f'or the pious and for tJ1e lenrned 

to nbstain from dogmatism, and what an admonition not to 

urge one's own pious emotions or ingenious conceits as 

the meaning of the Word of God!• 

Th~ commentators subsequent to tlie year 1 860 

are equally divided in thei r judgment concerning the de-

sign of Koheleth. According to Renan the book teaches 

a oultivnted Epicureanism, discouraging all zeal on the 

one side , al l excess on the other (l); while Delitzsch 

maintaines that Eccl. may fairl y be called The Canticles 

of the Fear of God, -- a "iaw in which Bi~kell readily 

concurs. Grlltz, ngain, thinks that Eccl. is a politico-

(1) P. Haupt s eems to be of the snme opinion. See Ori­
ent, Studies, p. 244. 
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r eligious satire l evell ed ngainst King Herod t l1e Great, 

witl1 t l1e especi a l object of correcting certnin evil ten-

dencies amone the J ews of that age , particUlnrl~r the as-

ce ticism of the. Essenes. Tyler is equall~r sure t11at 

the boo'< is an exposition of Stoic nnd Epicurean doctrines , 

which the un.known author of the book deliberately set 

over against each other, in order by the clash of oppo-

s ites to det~r the r eader f rom dangerous and unsatistY-

inp; inv~stigation . The goal of the nutho~s philoso-

phising thus be~omes the negation of all philosophy,and 

tl1is • s acrif'icio dell• intellet t o• he insinuatingly com-

• 
mends by the subtlest use of artif ice. Plmnptre, and 

more r e ~ently Stanley, r evert t o tlie theory, first ad-

vonced by Herder, of the trio lnternnte voices . As we 

will have somet hing more to sny of this theory later on, 

• 
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we cont ~nt ourselves he r e with mP-rely mentioning it. 

PAnAGRAPH X . SELF-CONTRADICTIONS. 

The reason why Eccl. has been interpre ted in so 

many diff erent and opposite ways lies partly in t he 

~hnracter of the book itself . It has no proper• arrange-

J'TlP.nt, no method and no comprehens ive plan. It s1eems to 

be more a collection ot' t11oug."ltt'ul. epigrruns tlrnn a for-

mnl logical disqui s ition. O'ften i t is r nther difficult 

to establish any connect ion between its indivi dtUll ver-

se :J ; it SP.oms like a conglomeration of" dis;!ectn membJ-a, 

or, ns Graetz r mnnrks, like hieroglyphics or cuneiform 

c1iar a0tP,rs where some words or clauses are intelligible, 

bu t t l te whole without any s ense ·;-ha t 13ver. Nor are in-

consistencies and self - contradictions very seldOJ'Tl; 

t h oughts and sentiments are given emphatic e:i:pression 
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,, to in one verse , only to be sqt1larely contradicted in 

Ii 

fl 

the next one. The Rabbans of old have already been 

puzzled by these self'-contradic:tions of t11e book •••• 

•The sages,• says a r>assage in the Talmud (Sabbath, 30 b. ), 

•wanted to declare Koh. apocryp1hal, because its :Jtate~ . . 

ments contrndict each other. And why have they not 

declared it apocryphal ? Be ca.use 1 t begins wi t11 the 

\'l'Ord.s of t he Law and ends with tl1e words of the Law• ( 1 )~ 

By the •beginning • the Jewish d.octors meant Kohelet11 •s 

( 1) SiTTJila.rly we rend in Midr1ash Vayikra Rabba, 1 61 b., 
"thP. sages wa."'ltcd to declare Ko~i . apocryphal, because 
they f ound RentiMents in it ten,ding to infidelity." 

In this connection i t Mny· be remar ked that t 11e con­
troversy in the Rab.binical Schoiols concerning the Book 
of Koh ., of w~1i cl1 mention i s mQ.de , besides in the pass­
ages already quoted, also in Yedayim, III.6; JMiyoth, 
VIII ( e a), and in Megilln, 7 a., was not as to Whether 
thi s book should be -received f o1r the f'irst time into 
t he Oanon Of S~riptures , but Wh,ether, having been ad.mi t­
ted into the canon a t an earlier date, it had been proP­
erly so admitted , nnd whetlier there wns not su:f'N.cient 
proof f'rorn i n ternal evidence to1 justify its exclusion 
from t11e.t Canon. Thnt Kohele t h had been r egarded as 
an integral part of' the Canon ] ong before the f innl 
sanction by the second s ynod (h,eld nbout 118 c.E. ), is 

. 
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assertion that •a11 a man 's toil which he toileth under 

the sun (i.e. all earthly, tmspiritual t oil ) is unprof -

itnblo • (I .3 ), and .by the ·~lose• the emphatic 1njunc-

tion nnd dogmatic declnrntion of the epilogist in ch.XII, 

1 3 ,14 . The •nso men• thus s olved the puzzle to their 

own satis~A~tion, and strnnge enough, this solution was 

evident f rom Baba Bnthra pp.13 & 14, rtllere, in dis cuss­
ing the order of the sacred books, the Talmud mentions 
as one of them the Book of Koheleth. Simeon ben She­
tach and his brotl1er-in-1aw, King Alexander Ja.nnaeus ( B. c. 
106-79), we~e as t"EUTliliar "'7ith Kohelet il as the young men 
of Ale xandria , and Si meon, ac~ording to the Talmudic 
story (Bereshith Rabbn , c . 91. See Schiffer, pp.100-102), 
quoted Ecclesiastes VII .12n with a prefix ( ':l".n:t~ •as it 
i s writtenu) proper to Biblical quotations. From an­
other Talmudi'! nuative (Baba Bathrn, 4n ) it woUld seem 
that Koh. was cited in thP. time of Herod the Great as 
of equal authority with the Pentateuch, nnd from t he one 
quoted in 0 1tr text (Sabbath , 30b) it would appear that 
Grunaliel pe!'T!!i tted quotat ions t"rorrl our book equally 
with those t'rom canonical Scriptures. 

For f'urther informntion on the question of the 
canoni city of the Book of Ecclesiastes see wrigl1t, pp. 
3-27, Christian Ginsbttrg, pp . 9-17, Cheyney , pp.279-
~84, Delitzsch and others. 
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subsequently accepted by both 'Rabbinic and Patristic 

literature. Again it was Luther who first deviated 

from the beaten D&th; he explained the contradictory 

gta tements contained in Koheleth on the ground that 

•it is like the Talmud made up of many books.• The 

s ame eX!)lanation ~Rs advanced later on, with certain 

inessentinl modifications, also by Grotius, Georg 

Wachter. M. Heineman, nnd others. J. E. Chr_. Schmidt 

tries to settle the difficulty by stating that the book 

consists of twelve essays, written under different 

u 
states of mind and in different periods, While Doder-

lein and Nachtigall are of the opinion tlmt the appar-

ent contradictions are due to t he fr.ct that the book 

is in reality a dialogue with que~tions nnd nnswers. 

Closely al lied to this solution io that offered by 

Gregorius Mngnus, Herder and Eichhorn, Who f'ind in 

. -
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Koheleth a disputation between an impassionate student 

nnd .n calm teacher. Hengstenberg believed he henrd 

the voice of' the spirit in opposition t o the voice o'f 

the flesh, and Schenkel, i n his Bible Lexicon, s ays we 

hear two voioes, th~ voice o'f Hassekel nnd the voice o'f 

Hadimyon. The Zohar, N, Rosenthal, Prof. Salmon (in 

Bishop Ellicott•s Canmentary), nnd Siegried, see in the 

book n QontrovP.rsy bet~een philosophy (hokhmn ) and re-

ligion (yir'ath elohim). All the heterodox s entiments 

expr essed in th~ boo)( are of course t11ose of' t he •voice 

of' the flea}\• the •voice of Hndimyon,• and the •voi ce of' 

Hokhma• r espectivP-lY . More plnusible is the theory 

advanced by Tyler. According to this acute criti~ the 

"inconsistencies of the book are due to the fnc t that 

its n11 thor deliberat~ly contrasted in it Stoic and Epi­

curean maxims in order to show that nll philosophy is 
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useless, and to inculcate the fear of God. 

PARAGRAPH XI. . THE INTEGRITY OF 

THE BOOK. 

Many modern scholars, h owever, dissatisfied 
' 

'11th ei ther or the solutions mentioned above, resorted 

to more radical theories in order to unravel the enigma 

presented by Koheleth in having two opposit e tendencies 

of thought running through it. They explain it on the 

hypothesis tl1a t the book in 1 ts 'present form is not gen-

uine, is not in that shape in which its original author 

has fi rst written it, but has been tmnp3r ed with by 

later redactors. As to how tar this vnndalic act has 

been carried on -- in this the doctors disagree. Some 

wo~lld ndmit only dislocations and transpositions of cer-

~nin passages, while others go so far as to declare that 

hal t' of the book consists or later interpolations. 

• 
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Van der Pal.m was the f'irst to conjecture that 

certain passages have been misplaced --- a view which 

was later on adopted and more .elaborately expounded by 

Graetz fKoh.p.40-48). It r emained.however, to the lot 

of the Jewish Rabbi Rashbam, who lived in the eleventh 

century at that, to f irst ndvance the theory of inter-

polations, t hough he admits as such only the f irs t two 

verses of ch.I. and the Epilogue {XII.8.14. Ginsbilrg, 

p .42). Thnt the Epilogue is n relatively lnte addi-
• 

II 
tion is conceded furthennore by Doderlein , Berthold~, 

Urnbreit , Knobel, DeJong, Cleiger, Reuss, Kleinert, Der-

enbourg , nnd ot hers. Paul Haupt goes still further 

and s ays t hat about •one-half of the book consists of 

. subsequent additions• {Orient. Studies , p.244), while 

Luzzato, Kalisch and Noeldecke would regard as such 

only the foll owing three qualifying half verses of 
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o:.t:thodox chnrncter, viz. ch. XI.ab; XII.In; XII.ab. 

Cheyney admits numerous transpositions and disloca-

tions, but evi dently cannot unde~stand himself to 

concessions of interpolations, nnd Bengstenberg,KWald, 

Hitzig , Kl.oste"Mnnn, Delitzsch and others,simply con­

fine themselves to occnsionnl emendations of the text. 

PARAGRAPH XII BIOKELL'S THEORY. 

one of the boldest ~d most startling hy-

potheses advanced for the purpose of establishing n 

logical plan in this npparently so obscure book is 

that of Bickell • Thia critic stnrts ~rom the obser-

vation that continuous passages of some extent are 

suddenly closed by an abrupt transition, and that such 

passages are pretty equal in length. His explanation 

of this is a purely mechanical one. 'l'he troubles 
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of the canmentators have arisen principally t"rom an 

accident which happ~ned to the standard MS., called 

by Bickell •die Unfallshandschrift• (the Accident-

manuscript). This mnnusoript seems to have consist-

ed of 21 or 22 leaves, with an average of 618 to 636 

letters to a leaf. To speak more precisely, it was 

composed of fasoieuli of four double leaves eaoh;the 

book began on the sixth leaf of the first fnscioUlus, 

and ended on the sedond, or more probably, on the 3rd 

l eaf of the 4th. Through a loosening of the two mid-

dle faseieuli, a dislocation took plaoe, and an almost 

entir ely new order arose , tholJ8h in one exception the 

leaves whi ch hnd been plneed in pairs remained to-

gether . But the story of the f ortunes of Eoclesias-

tes has not yet been told. Three hands, besides the 

original writer, have worked on this 111-fated book. 
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One of t11ese is considered to 11av~ been a do,mright 

•enemy• who tampered with the text before t11e disloca-

~ion had taken place. From him proceed •the protests 

against Koheleth' s principles on t l1e obedience due to 

the King in VII!.I,6a. as well as the offensive expres-

3ions in XI. 5, XII.4, 6 , by whi ch he nought to mnke the 

book ridiculous and contempt ible. Subsequently to him, 

and after the l enve s had been thrown into oonf u.sion, 

another writer rnn.de •well-meaning additions,• and so 

brought the book into nearly its pres~nt fo!"I'!?. Among 

these additions wns the Epilogue. His ai m was •to 

brighten Koheleth's gloomy view of the world, partly 

by emphasising the doctrine of a present retribution, 

but still mor e by pointing to a future judgment in 

which inequali ty should be r P,ctified.• The third 

hand i s t hat or the so-cnlled pseudo-Solomonic inter-
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polator. He must have gone to wo~k after the Epilo-

gist, for the latter simply knows Koheleth as a 1fise 

mnn skilled in proverbial composition. Bickell alllo 

claims to make transpositions on a small scale, and 

offers many emendations sometimes based on the Sep-

tuagint. 

This, in short, iR BiGkell's flll'!lous theory. 

We lrn.ve given it here so wide space because of its 

boldness nnd extreme originality. It seems to us one 

of the most ingenious hypotheses in the 11istory o'f 

Biblical criticiSJ'll. But, we fear, it is a little too 

ingenious to be corr~ct. However, it ·is not our pur-

pose to enter here into a ret"utation of it; this has 

been done by one much better prepared for the task, 

and we r erer the reader to the excellent work of 

s. Euringer , Der Massorehtext des Koheleth, in which 
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91l 's unralls-Tlleory. 

PARAGRAPH xnr. TWO VOICES. 

The mos t plausible theory, however, t l1us rar . . 

advanced in o-rd.er to ac~ount for the many apparent in-

consistenci~R of the book, is thnt first advanced by 

Herder, accepted by Friedlaender, nnd mnde popUlar by 

Plumptre, and mor~ recently, by Dean Stanley. 

~. the theory, nlrP.ndy mentioned above. of the •two alter-

nate voices .• •There are t wo voices," says Herder, 

•to be distinguished. in t !:i s book; the one i s of a 

subtle inquirer who searches after truth ••• wi1ilst 

the other ••• frequently interrupts hi~, upbraids him 

with the temerity of his inquiry •••• '!here are, in-

deed , no proper questions and nnswers, doubts nnd 
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solutions; but still a something proceeds out o:f one 

and the same mouth which resembles both and is to be 

distinguished by inter-ruptions nnd continuations. (·l) 

Friedlnende~. f ollowing in the wake of Herder, says 

•t11e di f :ference ••• b~tween the philosopher nnd our 

author is that in tl1is book two voices, ns it were , 

speak; or, in other words , that he candidly pln.ces 

bcrore t l1e eyes or t .he r~ader all tll.e objections· which 

he makes, nnd al l that transpires in his inmost soUl; 

he is not a:fraid to t11ink nloud • (Der Prediger, pp.82-

86} According to Plumptre •th~ •Two Voice~ of our 

onm poet (Meaning Tennyson) were there; or rat11er the 

three voi~es o:f tlie pessimism of the satiated sensual-

1st, and the wisdom, such as it was, of the Epicurean 

thinker, and the growing faith in God, were heard in 

(1) Briere Ueber dRs theologische StudittJTl, Elster•s 
Konn:?1entar, pp.18 , 1a. 

f. 
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s trange nlterna.tion; now one, now anotl1er uttering 

itself, in an inharmonious discord, to the very close 

of the book •(Eccl. p.63). And Stanley eJ.oquently 

describes Ecnl . as •an interchange of" voices, higher 

and lower, within a single htunnn soUl. It in like 

the perpetual strophe nnd antistrophe of" Pascal's 

Pensees. But it is more complicated, more entangled, 

than any of these, in proportion ns the circmnstances 

from whi~h it grows are more perplexing, as t 11e char-

acter 'l'fhi~h it r~presents is vaster and grander and 

more distracted• (Jewish 011urch II.266). 

This theory s eems t,o us the most plausible 

and the most correct one. It furnishes an easy solu-

tion of the -pel'plexing problem, and is, besides, ex-

ceedingly rational. It has for itself the support 

of psyc11ology and tl1e experience of eve~J-day life. 
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To be stre, the book contains many inconsistencies and 

self-contradictions --- but what of thot ? Eccltsias -

tes is , as every book ought to be , nothing else but the 

depository o~ its author's soul-li~e, --- nnd how many 

souls nr~ tl1ere that never harbor contradictory thoughts, 

ana are never Dwayed by opposite sentiments ? Not a 

singl e one, we dare s ny. Why, then, resort to hazard-

ous reconstruct ions and arbitrary transpositions,when 

the solutio~ is so easy and nenr at hnnd ? We must 

simply divest ourselves of the notion that Eccl. is n 

philosophical book , and take it rather ns a doctUT1ent 

of n human soul 'a struggle, wit11 n minute record of 

its varying oscillations, and the book . will be a mys-

tel"'/ no more and no enigmn. Kohcleth was indeed a 

thinkin~ mnn, but he was no philosopher. He had no 

preconceived transcedentnl proble~s in mind, which he 
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was going to solve with the weapons of logic a.nd meta-

physics; the problems, such as he treat :-: of, are those 

that conf~ont eve~ humnn being and obtrude upon the 

consciousness of' eveey tl1ink1ng pers1>n, i f he '7ills it 

or not. And Koheleth tries to solve these problems 

i'1i. th his heart rather than wit11 his Mind , more by means 

Qf intuition than by means o r logic . He thinks with 

his soul, and not with his intel l ect ; and his arguments 

are instinctive rather than philosophical. He is pre-

eminently a man of' emotions, and therefore,. easily sus-

~eptible to out,mrd iMpress ions. These inpressions, 

however, arc, as lifP. itselr, of varied and contrndic-

tory chara.cter; Koheleth absorbs tllem' all for the time 

being, and his soul reflects each and every one with 

equal trutl1. Hence ltis mnny inconsistencies, his fre-
, 

quent self contradictions, his constnnt groping in the 



76 

darkness. But, behold! .,.u~~ ~·""' 1 ight arises in the 

midst o~ da~kness . It shines at rirst very dimly, in- , 

deed, and i s orten threatened to be extinguished by the 

blast of life. But grndually it grows stronger and 

stronger, ever increasing in both volume and power, 

~ 
till nt last it S~SMRI like the sun et noon-tide . It 

shines into tl ln heart of Koheleth, and warms it with a 

fire divine, and sheds light into the most secret cham-

bers of his sou1 . The man so sorely tried has emerged 

triwnphantly. His way is clenr before him, he is in 

tl1e dark.ness no more . The summum bonUJ'll f'or which he 

wns striving and searchi::ig - he has found it at last: 

Fear God nnd keep his commandments, f'or this is the uni-

versal law for man •••• 
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PARAGRAPH XIV. THE SUMMUM BONUM. 

Vie repeat our stnteMent made in tlle l ast par-

aeraph; Ec~l. is not n philosophi cal treatise, but a 

document of a human soul's s truggle; not a formnl meta-

!)l1ysical disquis1 tion, but a. r ecord ot" psychic oscilla-

tions. It is a presentation in cold type of the in-

tensP- mental struggle its nuthor has experienced while 

searching ror the stunJTlum bonu:n, thRt Supreme Gocd, the 

attainr.tent of which woUld secure his troubled soul last-

ing pence and happiness. Every human being , consciously 

o~ un~onsciously, strives for thnt same chief good , 

but only a feiv sncccP.d in ntta.ining it. Koheleth was 

one of those few . He has, indeed , founds his sum'l'l'l\DTI 

bontJ!Ti, but n~ the cost of many a bitter disappointment, 

nnd nt the price of a misspent life-time. He had dis-
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covered the whatness o'f life's highest boon, when life 

was at its wane, when the days crone and t he years of' 

w: tich l'l'lnn says, I have no pleasure in them (XII .1). 

But !le would at least save others 'from thus misdirect-

ine: their best aspirations; ha would warn tl1ose who 

were yet in quest of the cllief' good against the many 

s11oals nnd rocks and quicksands on 'V/hich he had well-

nigh made utter shipwreck himself'; he would point out 

to them its real essence, and thus spare them the 11um:il.-

i ntion ~19m1lting from interminable failures. 

As a r esult of t11is his determination we have 

befor e us the Book of Ecclesiastes. In it Koheleth 

r ecords, not, indeed,. only the results of' his lif'e-long 

search, but also tl1e whole pro~ess by which he arrived 

at it, every phase of' it ruld every stage. He conceals 

not111n~ and reveals everything. He lays bare before us 

. . 
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' 
the de~9est secrets of' hiR il'U'\ost heart, and displays 

be~ore our spiritual eyes the most subtle thoughts and 

all but etl'lerial emotions that moved and swayed his 

s oul . Aye, the book is his soUl, his vis i ble, speak-

1ne so 11. He s9eaks to us through its pages with a 

t'ranknes s and 1.nD'T1ediateness that goes strni ght t o our 

11enrts. SoMe times his words are t hose of' cautious 

wi sdom, and sometimes those of' merr.y recklessneso ; now 

he s peaks in a voice trembling with righteous indigna-

t ion, and. then in accents tr1wnphant '171th fa ith; 

but behind it nll, there is always the same man, the 

s ame t hinking and f'eP,ling, weeping and lnughing , cry-

i ng and r~joicing, 11uman soul. Behind it nll, there 

is the one undertone of' longing -ror t11e highest good., 

the good t hnt · would serve him as a guiding star through 

t he labyrinth of' lif'e. One sub j ective tendency runs 
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through the whole, -- the tendency towards the sUJ'IlMU!l'l 

bonum. Often i t i s diverted from its right ~hannel, 

and its progress towards the goal is rather spirnl. 

i3Ut what progress runs in a strnight line ? The voy-

age of the best ship is a zigzag line ot' a 11und.red 

tracks. But see the line f"rom n suffi cient distance, 

and it straightens itself to the average tendency. 

To look only at its zigzags 1s111d.croscopic criticism. 

We must mount the height and view it f rom there, and 

we will pP. rceive that, in spite of its many deviations 

and aberrations, its course is stra i gl1t and its proff-

-ress steady. The Book or Ecclesiastes is t he r~cord 

Kohel eth's voyage towards the sUJTU11wn bonwn; the stress 

and storn of lir e often impedes his progress, and 

glitte~ing phantoms and fa~ae morganae entice hi~ away 

f :-om the right path more t 11an once. But again and 
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again he returns to it, till at least he is saf'ely 

harbored. 

In this sense, then, Eccl. presents at unity, 

notwit.hstanding nll its ap~nrent contradictions: . But 

it i s a unity more psychological than loe;ic~l, subjec-

tiv*' r a ther thnn obj ective. It presents a llru~onious 

whol e , i t' looked npon as "That it r eally is - a record 

ot' a hurnan soUl.'s spiral progrP.so towards its goal , 

Every soUl thnt nspires after tl1at 

same goal , invnriably traverses the same r oad, becnus~ 

govei-ned by the same psychological lnw=-: . Men, i . e . 

nspiring men, men '7ho do strive for the highes·t in life , 

they al l go t hrough the saMe process : f irst wisdom nnd 

knowledge , t hen wealth and pleasure , and f ind their 

peace at last in fnith in God . Koheleth is t 'he class-

i c examnl~ of' this on'!Vard. and uoward stri,ring of the - . 
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soul . Let us pursue his prop:r ess caref ully, and trace 

his advance step by- step and we.~ill ~ecognize in 

it the wanderinBs
0

of' our own soulc. 
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OHAPTER V. 

WISDOM :-

P A:RAGRAPII xv· WISDO?A AND NATURE. 

Let us picture to ourselves a high-minded 

youth, or generous but impul~ive charncter, of noble 

P-n thusinST'!, but of a burning impatience, nnd possessed 

of R soul yearning t"or the lasting in life, and the 

highes t nnd noblest, the swmnurn bonum --- and we have 

before 1l8 Koheleth the youth. His standa:-d. of life 

is hi gh , his ideals lofty, his aspirations pure, and 

l1is longings intense. Oh, how he yearneth and long-

eth f or· the very truest and noblest, the richest and 

~urcst, there is in li fe ~ If he onl y knew what that 

c ons ists in, whRt its na ture and what its cllaro.cter 

ho~ fain would he embrace it. •1 searched in my 

heart,• he tells us, •that I shollld discover What is 
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this good 'for t11a sons o·f' men , which thley may do under 

the heavens throughout t 11e nUI!!ber o'f tl11e dnys of' their 

• 
life• ( II. 3 ) • And the 'first object th~at obtruded up-

on his consciousness as being tllat chi t"t:f" boon so longed 

for was WISDOM AND KNOWLEDGE. He had heard its .praise 

sounded by the fntllers, its glory exalt•'d by philosoph-

e~s, and its power eulogized. by poets and singers (VIII. 

1, X.2, 12). WISDOM AND K>-TOVlLEDGE, this must be that 

Suprene Good for which his soul yearnetl'l so eagerly. 

If he could but acquire this, his s oUl '\ITOUld feel at 

ease. It would enlarge his vision and broaden his 

. 
horizon. His '!oncept TTould be all-COJ!'lf.•rehensive and 

include m thin its range the whole uni ve1rse. He would 

hnve a clea~ insi~,ht into Nature's deepest mysteries, 

nnd 011 its secrets would be disclosed to h1.1!l. Ho 

more miracles for hiM, and no startling enornena. 
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He would perreotly understand the workings of the laws 

governing both heaven and earth, and, surely, he would 

be able to use them to tlis own edvantaee . Ah, what 

vistas of happiness, What prospects or strength and 

-power! 

Aocordingly, Koheleth applied himself to close 

study and research, ransacked all libraries nnd read 

every boo~ he could possibly get &hold of --- books 

new and old, holy nnd profane, scientific and philosopll-

ical -- till at le.st he hnd aocummul.ated more wisdon 

and knowledge than any one possessed in his age, or 1n 

ages past. 

and have accommul.ated wisdom, above all who were be-

fore me over Jerusalem; for my heart had beoome abund-

antly acquainted with WISDOM AND KNOWLEDGE• (I.16). 

Armed thus with the science and learning of all ages, 
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he now ·ooldly stnrted on llis predetermined inqui~f into 

the mys teriet=J of nA.ture, desirous, like Faust, to know 

•was die Welt im innersten zus8JT1Tllenhae1~· Says he, •1 

set my heart on investi~atine; and mnking sea rci1 with 

wiodorn concerning all which is dor.e under the sum• (T, 

12 ). His wisdorTt, he thought, has f'urni sl1ed him with 

the key to the laws regulnting this vast universe. and 

tllnt, ther.,rol'e, he wo111d be able to exploit them and 

govel'n in ~~~ordnnce with his own interests. But 
I 

alRs! he soon discov~~ed th~t with all his wisdom he 

·vas scarcely able to even ccrr.prehend nature 's lnws, 

rnu c11 · 1ess to ~ontrol them. It soon dawned upon jtim 

that· human knowledge, even the widest nnd profoundest, 

is ut t erly impotent in the face of t11os e unchangeable 

laws f ixed to l Rst f or eternity by some mysterious 

'!J0'1ler 11llich can be discerned only, but never known. 
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1.r tis po1Ter hos established. the world Rnd nll that is 

therein once nnd for all; from it nothing can be taken 

away, to it nothing can be added. "I perceived• -he 

humbly ackno~ledges- •thnt everything God doeth, it is 

to be f orever; there is no making addi~ion to it, and 

there is no taking a~ny from it• (III.14). God's work 

is f inal and unchangeable. It connot evP!'l be inproved 

upon, be it ever so crude nnd imper'fect. •what is 

~ro0ked cannot be straightened, Rnd l'ThRt is ~anting 

~1mnot bP. m1p9lied• (I.15) . And agnin in ch.VII.13, 

uBellold the work of God; for who can strnight ""n What He 

h ath mnde crooked?• 

All the skill and science of mnn nva11 him 

nothing . They only enable him to reco 'rnize the stern 

un011angeableness of Nature, its wenry monotony and 

cruel ind1 ffer~n:~~ . The unwearied sun pants through 
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h is daily t'ound, unmoved by the wrecks of' humnn lives. 

ThA winds revolve , and circle and shirt nnd blow wi t h a 

hetet'ul nonotony. 'Mlat to th~m those stormy seas and 

cl"llel tornadoes, those sinking ~hips n.nd praying hands ? 

Do'V?lwards from their inexhaustible sources flow the 

streams th~ough time-~orn channels into n changeless 

sAa , a sea whose shores nre strewn ~1th the wrecks of' 

empires. All Nature tell s of this weary , unvarying 

r ound. No tongue ~an tel l , no eye ~an see, nor ear 

can catch the full rnng~ of this depressing, aelf-

r epeating ~ndless cycle (I.6-8). Th"'re is neither 

ndvnnne nor proirress, n~ithor ~volution nor develop-

m'mt , in Nature. •Whatever hath been, it had been 

l onrr ~go b~f'ore, and what is to be already has been• 

(III .15) . And the page of history t~lls the saMe 

t ale . There is no omra'r<i movement there, no •one 
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i ncrensing purpose running through the ag~s• in the 

s to~y of mankind. •What hath been, t hat is wl1i ch will 

be; and whet hath been done, that it i s ~ni~h \'!il l be 

dono, and there is nothing new under the sun. Suppose 

t here i s a thing ne to whi ch some one ma y say, Behold 

tl1is, i t i s new; it has b~en long ago in tlle olden 

time whi~h ~as b~fore us• (1.e,10). Man can produce 

not hi ng new • N~i tll.,r c M he a ccomplish anything out 
• 

of t ile tiMe nnd s eas on 'fixed and d.etPrMined t'or all 

1mrnPn af'fa irs nnd pursuits. •For everything there is 

an ap9ointed t im~ , Rnd a season f or every ~atter under 

h"eve:n ; a. s eason f or g1,·ing birth and a season f or dyine; 

a season for planting and. a season 'for rooting up what 

was planted; a season for 'Al aying nna a season for heal-

ing , 11 and s o on (III.1-8 ). 

Yes , the order or Nature and the notions of 
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man, botl1 a:re predet.,rmined, both beyond his will, 

with no power to affect either in the l~ast. With 

al l his wisdom he is doomed to be a passive spectator 

onl y , '10th1ng mo:re. .And yet, ho~ he longeth to be 

active in this wo:rld, to ac~omplish something, to 

co-operate, as it were, with the plans of God, 

if he only ~n~w then, if he only understood the design 

of his Providence and the rules of his government! 

Bat alns! these are hidden from him, veiled in im-

penetrable obscurity. •1 have seen t11e travail which 

God h~th given to the s ons of men to be exercised 

therewith; He hath put eternity into their hearts, 

but so that man cannot f ind out the work which God has 

wrought , t'rom tl1e beginning even to the end• (II! .ll ) • 

su~h i s the tragic in human life; an intense and ir­

repressible longing f or •eternity• on the one hand, 
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and n lil"1ited. vision, scarcely comprising the most im-

medint~ things, on tho other. It is the depressing 

e ternnl inad~quacy b~tween desire and strength, will 

and power, -th~ lRtter invariably falling short o~ 

the ~orrner . 

And amidst such great longings and little .. 
nations man's life passes awny, and he entereth into 

th" OrP.nt Beyond without l~aving any trace bcl1ind him. 

u'l'hnre is no r~neMb~nnce of those who went before ; 

and even o~ those coming after, who are to be, there 

will bf'! no remP-mbrance of them wi tll those w110 will be 

af terwards • (I.11). The world is an il'!'l!Tlense stage, 

·rri tl1 JTl"n ns its actors; they app~ar on the scene for 

a while , and ooon disappenr ~ forever. The scenery 

is continually shifting, but the stage remains the 

same throughout tlle ages. •Generat i on cometh and 
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generation passet11, but the earth abidet,h 'forever• 

(I.4). The earth, the unthinking, unf'eieling earth, 

she abides f'orever, "hile man with n11 · tt.1s plans, 

with all his ambitions, Rnd with nll his idsnls,---

he lives his brie'f day and dies. All t .hings human, 

even the greatest nnd lot'tiest, are soon 'forgotten, 

and s i nk into the g~eat gulf' ot" oblivion and decny; 

but t l1e clumsy, brutal enrth, she abides. Vani tlr of' 

vaniti~s , all is vanity. It is a drenry world. 

It iR a dreary world, espe~ialJLy 'for those 

who by menns o"f th~ir a~cummulated wisdo~r and knowl­

edge are possessed of' keener eensibiliti~9s and quicker 

cog·ni tions, Md, ther4'fore, recognize all the more --

their ignorance and impotence. For •th t Which is 

far off and exceeding de~p, who can 'find it out !" 

(VII.23-24)! And •though the wise rnan hould think 

• 
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to know it, yet shall he not be nble to rind it• (8, 

16,17). The wider ''ision brings him only wider vis-

tns of sadness, and hts ndded kno~ledge only added 

SOT!'OW. Wisdom, the wisdom which consists in knowl-

edge, brings no balm to th~ disquiet or the lnnnan heart. 

It i s not the Supreme Good ror whinh the soul yearneth. 

on the ~ontrary, it i s n burden and a vexation or spir­

it. •For in mu~h wisdom is nntnh grier , and he Who in­

creas1'th kno"Vledge, increnseth sorrow• (I .18 ). 

PARAGRAPH XYI . WISDOM AND FOLLY. 

But i'f wisdom is impotent in the f ace o'f Nature , 

is it, therefo~e, worthless altogether ? Does it hold 

out no 9romise, no advantage at al l ? Shall we sup-

9ress o~ longings ror it, because its possession cannot 

sntisry everything ? Is it not an object devoutly to 

• 
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be ~ished, ever. though it can neither disclose the 

l'!lysteries of Nature nor lif't t11~ veil of Providence ? 

Is it not a thing worth striving f'or simply on account 

of' the practical benef'its accruing t11erefroJ'!'1 ? for the 

sake of its "nabling us to be more usetul in every-day 

life, more bene~1cial to humanity, society and our- , 

• 
selves as wel l ? And h P-re we discern two voices, as 

it were, struggling for supremacy in the soUl of Koh., 

an optimistic and a pessirnisti~ one, whicll, for conven-

ience sak~, we shall call voices o. and P. 

Says voice o: Wisdom is af'ter all one of' 

life's main desidernta. It is the key to success. 

Compare it with folly, nnd its benefit will be obvious. 

•For ~hen I turned myself to contemplate wisdom and f'ollY •• 

the~ I saw that wisdom e xcell eth folly as f'ar as light 

excelleth darkness.• •The wise man's eyes are in his 

• 
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head,• he is cautious and cir~urnspect, A.nd success fol-

1 ows his eft"ort ; •but the f'ool walketh in darkness, • is 

rash, hasty nnd thoughtless, and 'failure is his lot {XII, 

13, 1 411 ). Ah, replies voice P, that is very nice in 

t heo-ry, but it is altogether dif'ferent in practise . 

"mto.t o.dvnntage has there the wise more than the fool? · 

or the poor mnn that hns undere tMding, in walking be-

f ore the living ?• {VI.8) . •r r eturned and saw under 

~11~ sun that the race is no.t to the swift, nor the bat-

tle to the strong, neither yet bread to the wise, nor 

~,rP;t r ic11e s to t hP. men of' unde~standine;, nor yet 'favor 

to the JltP,n of nisce't"nment; but seasons and a~cidents 

h~pp~n to them n11.• All their 'forethought will help 

them nothing. "For man also knowetl1 not his season; 

like f i shes that a't"e caught in an evil net, and like 

birds that are cnugl1t in a snare, so they, the sons of 

• 
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men , nre ensnared by an evil season, when it ralleth 

upon them suddenly (IX.11,12). 

But, renUJTle~ Yoice o ngain, you will surely 

admit tl1at wisdom hns at least a temporary advantage, 

in that it secures its possessor tlle respect and ad.mir-

ation o~ his fellow-citizens ? For I nyself saw a 

wise youth Who has bftoom" king in the very land where 

h~ was born lo~ and poor; nnd there was no end of th~ 

~eople that surrounded hiM in joy nnd gladness.(IV,13, 

14). Th~t is true, retorts voice P, but, I p~ay thee, 

ho•1 lon~ did thnt Joy and gladn.ess last ? Did not the 

next generation alr,,ady desert the so muolllY beloved. 

King and hail his supplanter, the second youth, with 

f.1'lt!7 srune love and enthusiasm ? And ere long, they 

turned Pga.inst t11e second one too, and threw slur and 

slander upon hi~ whom only a little while ago they 
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~JCUlted and glorified. Surely t!1is als o is vanity 

and a striving after wind (IV.16,16). 

But voi'!e O iR not to be silenced so easily. 

It resorts.to n little narrnt~ve to show the intrinsic 

vAl ue or "'1.sdo~. •r hnv~ nlso se~n,• it s nys, •wisdon 

u,~der th~ sum in thin wise, nnd it s eemed great to Me. 

'lhe~~ ~as n littl~ city , and n few men within i t; nnd 

-;!lere came a gr"at King aeninst it nnd besi_eged it and 

built great bUl nrks against it. Now there wns f ound 

i n i t a poor wise Man , and he by his wisdon delivered 

the c i ty (IX.13-i6n). Oh yes, replies voice P iron-

ically, I ~"m"1nbfl)r this nice little incident, but you 

f orgot to add the end of it; namely, that no man re-

membered thfl) same ~oor mnn. His wisdom was despised 

and his ~ords not listened to right after he had aooom-

plished his saving deed. Nay, this wRs not all;there 
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cnme a fool along nnd destroyed nl~ the work the wise 

man had don,,. Thus it happens often thnt f olly and 

madness outweigh wisdom and knowledge (IX.16b-X,l). 

Once ~ore voice o argueR: Ir wisdOJ'll can se-

cure its possessor neither !)Opulnr recognition nor the 

silent satisfaction of having b~nefitted rnankind,---

sur~ly it cnn mnke his O\T?l life more secure and solid. 

•For wisdon is fts good as ftn inheritance, nnd better 

too t o those ~~o s~e the stm. For wisdom serveth as 

a prot~ction, nnd money serveth as a protection; but 

kno•1ledge he.th an advantage; wisdom preserveth in 11 f e 

those "!ho !)Ossess it (VII.11,12).• No! bursts out 

voi~e P, no, it do~s not! The wise man dieth even 

as the "fool diet h. one fate befnlleth them all. 

ThP.re· i s no memorial in perpetuity of the wise mttn 

Mo~e thnn of the fool, and ere long both tlI'e forgot-

: 
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ten. Nay, still worse; his fate is not a bit better 

than th~ f ate· of the beast. For the lot of the sons 

of men is also the lot of beasts; and t11ere is one lot 

to them; as is the denth of the one so is t11e death of' 

the other; and there is one spirit to them nll, and 

pre-eminence of man over the beasts there is none; 

ror they Rr~ all ~anity. All nre going to one place; 

all were from the dust, and all are returning to the 

dnst. Who know~tl1 as to the spirit of t11e sons of' 

men whethe-r it goeth up on high, or as to ~11e spirit 

of tl1e b-,'t.sts whether it goeth down beneath th4' earth; 

who knowetl1 ? (II. l 4b-l 7; III .18-22 ) • In the f nce of' 

deat11 t l1e wise and the fool and the beast, all are 

alike; nll g o doml to that dark inn, t11e grave; none 

cnn ~scR.pe it. And the lif'e after deat11, immortality 

of the soul, the only ~omfort and solace to the oppressed 
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huznnn h"at"t, --- ah, thnt is surrounded ,.,ith su~h a 

mystery t hat even the gr~atest wisdom cftnnot pene-

trate into it. Who, th~n, will claiM t hat this srune 

•wi sdom• which canno t fathom what is most common and 

most hot"~ibl~ to th~ sons of m~n, even de~th -- who 

will claim that this is the SUpr"~c Good which mnkes 

life glad and hBP!>Y ? No, not this. V/isdom in its 

p"'rf ection is a phantom that can nt'!ver be reached, 

and tl1e lit~le ';hat ~an b"" acquired. is vexation or11y 

and n burden to the soul. Vanity of vanities, ~11 is 

va.'."lity. 

And thus, w1 tl1 thr. shadow o'f def\ th envelop­

i :ig his soul , ends th~ first experiment of Koheleth 

to find t i1_, Su!)reMe Good, --- the experiement he under-

took in his yoitth, when 'fUll or nobl., enthW!iasm. 



101 

- = OH.APTER VI. 

: PLF..ASURE : -

PARAGRAPH XVII . SENSUALITY Mm 

SPIRITUALITY. 

Koheleth had sp~nt t1H~ best years or his life 

in exr>erimenting ~i th wisdom, only to be at last ut-

terly disillusioned or al l his hopes, plans and ambi-

t ions. The disnppc!ntmP.nt was keen and painful, and 

under its depr9ss1ng influence Koheleth the youth, noble 

and as~i~ing , vani shed away, and Koheleth the man, 

l i f e-loY1ng and P.njoyment-hunting, appeared instead . 

Wi sdom nnd knowl edge have proved a phantom, perhaps 

pleasure nnd enjoyment will prove more real. And thus 

we see now Koh el P, th abandoning himself to a lite of 

self-indulg~nce and self-grntificntion, refined and 

art isti c , to be sure, but egotistic and sensUlll for 
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all tha.t. •1 said in mine heart, 9-0 to now, I will 

prove the~ "1th mirth, and thou shal t enjoy pleasure ••• 

I searched in mine henrt how to cheer my flesh with 

~ine, m1ne· henrt yet guiding me with wiadorn, and also 

how to seize upon folly, untill I shoUld discover what 

is this good for tha sons of Men, Which they may do 

under the heavens throughout the number of the days 

of t hoir lif'e . I engnged in great works, I built me 

houses, I planted mA vineyards. I !!lade me gardens and 

parks, nnd ~lnnted in them fruit-trees of nll kinds ••• 

I ~rooured me sinp;ers both male and female, and the 

voluptuous pleasureo of the sons of men, a wife am 

a har em . And I b~oame great, nnd I aocmnmul.ated, 

• more than any one Who had been before me in Jerusa-

lem; moreover, my wisdom remained with 1'1e. And noth-

ing that my eyes desired. did I keep frOTTt them; I de-
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ed my heart 'from no enjoyment• (II.1-10). 

In short, our philosophising author has now 

rived at a stage at whi~h every man in whose heart 

ere is no living faith in a Just and righteous and 

ly God necessarily arrives, -- at the stage or self-

h enjoyt'lent and voluptuous indulgence; and being pos-

ssed of abundance, he was able to ·gratit'"y his desires 

thcut stint and to empty the cup of plensures to the 

ery 1t-egs. Hut soon he discovered thnt this too is 

anity and a striving Rfter ~ind. Aye, even worse; 

I said of laue;htet- it is mad, and or ~irth, what doeth 

t?• (I:L .2). Oh, it ac~omplished very much, indeed, 

ore even than he expected or desired. It unnerved 

~is syste~, brought upon hir.l a premature old &gA, and 

~ft him wretched and nisAraole; miserable nll the 

more , as deep down in his soUl tllere still lurked some 
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of his youthful aspi~ations. Amidst the •cheering 

of the flesh• the soul sobbed and cried, and while 

the body "88 indUlged, the intellect yearned and hun-

gered . •All man's toil is for his mouth, yet hie 

soul is not satis~ied• (VI.7). 

PARAGRAPH XVIII. WOMAN A SNARE, 

MAN A TYRANT. 

'l'hus sRted but not satisfied, Jaded with 

voluptuous delights, but without the pence of the 

soul~ distrncted in body and mind, Koheleth now looked 

upon the world with haggard.· eyes and through the spec­

tacles of a life-weary 1'liaant1lrope. In his sad melan­

choly eveeytlling irritates llirrt; lle is dis!)osed. to crit­

icise and even scoff' at anything he sees or thinketh o~, 

-- sometimes justly, but more often unjustly. He be-

gins with womankind, the imMediate cause of his present 
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1• mood, and in the t'ollowing not altogether nattering 

words smns ttp his opinion concerning them; •1 t'ind a 

t hing more bitter than death, even woman; her heart 

is nets and snares, and her hands are bonds• (VII.26a). 

Here again we hear voice O, protesting against this 

unmanly demmciation, and telling hire that woman, f'ar 

from being bitterer than death, is on the· contrary 

the only sustaining factor in man's existence, the 

only thing that sweetens the otherwise bitter cup of 

life, and makes lif'e wort!1 living. •Live Joyt"ully, • 

says this gallant def'ender of the fair sex, •11ve 

j oy1'ully with the woman whom thou lovest, during all 

the days of th•Y vnin lif'e, Which he hath given thee 

under the sum, during all t he days of thy vanity; 

for t hat is thy portion in li~e, and in thy toil 

whereat thou toilest under the sun• (IX.9). But, 

... 
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1° retorts voi~e Prather sadly, I have· discovered no 
I" 

such woman. Behold, this I· ~oundTTTT one man out 

of' a thous and I f'ound, but a woman in all these I 

f ound not (VII.27,28). 

His opinion o~ men , ftS is to be seen, is 

not exceedingly f'latterin~ either. He coUld f'ind 

only one man among a thousP.nd. They are, when rich 

and -powerful, cruel tyrants; when poor and impotent, 

base slaves (VIII.3,4). Folly they set in great 

dip;nity, and the wise have to walk in low places (X. 

5-7). They pervert justice and mock at righteous-

ne~s . •r then ~eturned•, Kohel eth ' tells us, •and 

saw tlle acts of' oppression which were being wrought 

under the sun; and lo, there was the tear of' the op-

pressed, and they had no cornf'orter; and on the side 

of' their oppressors there was might, but they, ·the 

t . 

. .. 
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poor, had no comforter• (IV.1,2). And t'his heart-

less oppression o~ the weak by the strong prevails 

throughout all grades and classes of social life. 

•rr thou seest in a country the oppression o'f the 

poor and the perversion o'f right and Justice, mar­

vel not at the matter; for one higher th.an the high 

one doeth the snJYte, and the king e~celleth a11• (V. 

8). Th~ ~hole systeM of both so~iety and government 

is ~ott~n to the co~e; eve~ body is bent but on his 

own aggrandisarn~nt, and looks \ll)On all others with 

eyes of suspicion nrld distract cx.20). 

PARAGRAPH ~IX. RETRIBUTIVE JUSTIOE. 

~is depressing sense of the injustice and 

· Wrong which are bP.ing dnilY inflicted. by man upon 

man, fills Koheleth with such abhorrence that he 

feels weary of life, and despairingly exclaims, •Where-

.· 
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alt'eady died, more t"ortunn.te than the living Who 

were still alive, nnd more b!essed than both, him 

who had not yet existed, who ha~ not seen the grie-

veous work which was wrought under the sun• (IV.2,3). 

And here again we hear voice o, trying to soothe his 

pain and nvert his despair b)" the following consol-

ing words: surely, God shall Judge the righteous and 

the wicked, for there is a t i~e 'for every purpose 

nnd t"or ever'I/ work - there," ln the world to come 

(III.17). WhY, then,despair at the prevailing injus-

tice ? The wicked mRy prosper t'or a time, but even-

tuallY theit' fate will overtake them; likewise with 

the right~ous, though they su'ff'er 'for a while, in 

the end they will reap a bdµn tifUl harves t. Retribu-

tive justice prevails, if no~ here on enrth, yet flllre-

\ 

ly in the world beyond. Th must look at things 
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from a higher view point, f'rom that of eternity, and 

the Justioe ot" God's govArnJTtent will be revealed unto 

you. Yes, Ood's government! •For I laid all this 

to my heart, p,ven to investigate all this, that the 

righteous and the wise, and their works, nre in the 

hand of' God; yet Men disoem neither love nor hatred 

in all that is before them• (IX.l). There is a Just 

pro,ridence, but men in their short-sightedness dis-

earn.it not. There~ore be thou not impatient be-

cause the sentence against an evil work is not execut-

ed spe'3dily, fo-r al tl1ough the sinner doeth evil a 

hundr ed times, and prolongeth his days, yet surely I 

know that it will he well wi t11 those who fear God, l'f'ho 

fenr before him. But it ~ill not be well with the 

wicked man, neither will he lengthen out his days 

like the shadow; because l1e feareth not bef'ore God 

(VIII.9-13 ). 

1 

. 

' 
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But voice P bitterly retorts: All that r have seen 

is that •a11 things come nlike to all; there is one 

lot to the righteous and to the wicked, to the good 

and to the pure, and to him that is defiled, an1d to 

h11"l who sacrit'i.ceth , and to him Who sacrif'icetlu not; 

as is the good mnn, so is the sinner; he who s11rear-

eth as he ~ho t'eareth an onth. This is an evtl in 

all that is done under the stm, thnt ~here is one 

lot to all; thP.!'ef'ore, indeed, the heart of thn sons 

of men is f'ul l or evil, and ~adness is in thei1~ 

heart durine '!;hP-i'..14 lif'e; and nfterward they 'go to 

the dead• (IX. 2 ,3). Death ends all; the wiclted as 

well as the righteous , both land in the grave, and 

the earth covereth the acts of al l . There is thus 

no divine discrimination paroeivable between the life 

nnd death of the righteous on the one hand, and the 
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life and death of the wicked on the other. As 'for 

t l1'3 judgment to be pronounced in the li'fe after death, 

in a fUture existence, - wel~ of that I run not sure. 

For who can tell n mnn whnt will become or hie after 

he has departed "from the sun? Here in this life there 

i s no trace oe ret~ibutive justice; aye, very o'ften 

the reverse is noticeable; for not seldom there is 

a righteous man 1mto Whom it happeneth according to 

the work of the wicked , and again there is a wicked 

man unto ~horn it hapyeneth ac cording to thn work or 

tl1e rigl1 te ous ( VIII .14 ) • A life of such perversi-

ties and moral distortions can b~ of no attraction 

to a noble and aspiring mind; it will rather turn a­

,.rny from it with horror nnd disgust, and look long­

ingly 'fol91Vards to the negation of li'fe, even to 

• 

death , the Nirwanah,the nothingness. Vanity of vanities, 

-
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al l is vanity. 

And thus gloomily , with the sad r ay o'f hope 

that death alone aff ords, ends the second expariment 

of Kol1eleth in his search f'or 1!he Supreme Good. 

Pl easure, then, is not this summum bonum; for if' in-

dulg~d in unrestrainedly, it devours itself , and When 

enj oyed even moderately and •guided by wisdo~· it is 

marred by t he oruel sight of' t he injustice and op­

pression preva iling throughout this valley of mts ery, 

cal l ed world. 
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- : CHAPTER VII : -

- : WF..AL'lH : -

P ARAGilAPH XX: • WEAL!H AND CHARITY. 

)Visdom and knowled.ge, the ideal of his youth, 

had proved a phantom: plensure and etlJoyrncnt, the ob-

jects of his strivings as Q mnn , became disastrous to 

bot h his bOd.y and mind.; what, therefore, remained yet -
to be tested were weal th nnd ri'ches. These, perhaps, 

might prove morn real and tangible than either wisdom 

or pleo.s11re. May be that the consciousness of being 

able to grati'('y one's desires, will prove more satis-

factor'/ than the act of gratification; for while the 

. 
latter al~ays necessarily results in.ennui, the sensa-

tions of the former oB.n be prolonged and intensified 

ad inf initum. Besides, the possession or wealth en-

ableR one to cause enjoyment to others, and this, sure-



114 

' ly, is something well worth striving for. rr, then, 

neither wisdom nor pleasure, it must be wealth, that 

constitutes lif'e's highest boon, its Supreme Good. 

Actuated by such thoughts and ret'lections, 

we see now Koheleth, towards the stm-set of' his lif'e, 

concentrating ~11 his energies on heaping up wealth 

and riches. 'rhe varied experiences of l1i s lif'e have 

taught him that self'1sh enJoyment, be it intellectual 

or physi~al, affords no lasting satisfaction. He has . 

now advanced one step higher; he will try to f'im en-

joyment hil'!lself by cnuaing enjoyment to others . But 

in order to be in a position to do this ef'fectively, 

he must accummulate riches. Little does he know that 

kindness, real and genuine, and charity, pure 8Ji1 sim-

ple, have their source in the heart, and can, there-

f'or& be practised by tl1e poorest even and the humblest 
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towards the v~ry richest and the proudes t. To that 

depth of insight Koheleth has not attained yet; to 

him, as to so many ot1ters, cha!"ity is equivalent with 

the disp~nsation of alms, and kindness convertible in-

to a few yellow coins. Hence his desire for wealth. 

It will enable him to distribute those coins with lav-

ish hands, and thus bring joy to others, and, at the 

sa~e time, derive satisfnction therefrom himself al-

so. Th8 idea of doing good for the good s ake and 

showing kindness for kindness sake, is foreign to 

his mode of thinking. Even the practise of charity 

must result in equivalent returns: •oast thy bread 

upon the ~aoe oe the waters, for in the process of 

time thou mayes t find the profit Qf it; give a por-

t.ion thereof to seven and even to eight, tor thou 

knowest not what Misfortune there may come upon the 
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earth• Cxr.1,2). We nre to help, but our di'ft'usive 

liberality, as many as we possibly can, since we know 

not what t}}.e f'uture mRy bring forth; reverses may oome 

upon us, and we may then be relieved by the very ob-

j eets of our former benevolence. 

PARAGRAPH XXI . WEALTH AND GREED. 

Such then is the ethics of Koheleth, these 

his ideas abo11t the practise o'f charity. And in do-

ing such self ish good l1e exyects to 'find satisfaction 

or the s oul! What wonder, then, that ere long he ex-

per1enced another disappointnent, and his soul become 

aga in the pray of unrest and doubt. He had striven 

and toiled f"or wealth Rnd. riches, not ror the purpose 

.or gratifying his lasts , but to t11e end that he might 

bring gladness to others, and ~e had succeeded indeed 
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1 in doing tl1is, -- and yet his soul wns not at peace. 

A mind less distracted than that of Koheleth would 

easily have detected the cause of this puzzling fail-

ure; it would have scrutinized itself, analyzed its 

motives, and thus found that acts, however benefic-

inl objectively, fail to give mfuJective satisfac­

tion, if perfonned with a selfish atter-thought. But 

Koheleth, who hnd just emerg~d from a stnte of riotous 

revelry and sensual indUlgence, was not ripe enough 

for such self-analysis. He se"'s only his failure, 

without noticing the cause of it, and in the bitter-

ness of his soUl issues forth another one of his pes-

aimtatic tirades. This time his harangue is direct-

ed against t l1e t. endency or nccummulating weal th and 

riches. Such n tendency is a snare and a delusion, 

however unselfish the underlying motive be. Let a 



118 

· man direct his energies towards heaping up -"ensures, 

even though with the ttltimnte purpose ot' benet'itting 

others thereby, nnd he ''ill become a worshiper of 

money for money's sa~e. The original rrtotive soon 

disappears, and the J"l'Uln becomes egotistic nnd greedy. 

' 
With the increase ot' wealth, avarice and cupidity 

gro~ more intense. The passion for money, if once 

aroused, knows no bounds; it is unsatiable and un-

quenchable. •He who loveth silver is not satisfied 

witl1 silver, nor he who delighteth in abundance, with 

increase• (v.10). Besides, •when "Kealtll increaseth, 

they increase Who eat it; and what advantage hath the 

owner thereot', except the beholding it with his eyes?• 

(V.11). One source ot' disatist'action to the money- · 

lover arises from the fact tlrnt when his wealth in-

crenseth, his outlay also increaseth--- children, 

• 
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relations, friends, serv~~ts, all flo~k around him 

to take part in its consumption; where the carcas is 

thel"e t11e eagles ·gather toget11er. The poor laborer 

who earns his bread by dnily toil, nnd enjoys at 

night refreshing repos~, may have an advantage over 

the mnn of abounding wealth; •sweet is the sleep of 

the laborer, whether he eat little or much; but as 

the satiety of the rich man, it doth not allow hi~ 

to sleep• (V.12). He toils and labors incessa..~tly 

and un~elentingly, passes his days in pnins and in 

harassing oc~ur,>ation, and even in the night his heart 

resteth not {II.23). --- and why all this ? Wh&t 

for ? for whom ? •There is one, but there is not 

a. se-,ond ; mo'.'"eover he hatl1 neither son nor brother, 

and yet the~e is no end to all his toil; also his 

eye is not satisried with riches.• But let him as'k 
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himself, •For wh0711 am I toiling and depriving myself 

of' enjoY7"1ent ?• - and he ~ill be at n loss to answer. 

He hao neither fmTJily nor rel ations, nor friAnds, no-

bqdy to provide for, and yet he henps riches upon rich-

es, though not knowing who will gather theM. Hor has 

he any time to enjoy them himself', for he must run 

breathlessly n~ter more and ever more riches, to heap 

bundle upon bundle and add house to house and field to 

field. He hns become a money machine; his personal-

ity has ~elted. int~ the yellow coin . 

ties, all 11s vanity. 

Vanity of van1-

PARAG'RAPH XXII . WF~TH A.Nn EXTRAVAGANCE. 

But there is another one, a man, not alone, 

but possessed of wife nnd children. · He loves them 

both with unspeakable tenderness and at"fection. He 
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would rnin provide for their wnnts liberally and lux-

uriously; h-, ''TOuld not have them suf'fer the slightest 

privation either 1'1hile he iR among the!!l or n-rter he 

will hnve de~arted. He, therefore, resolves to ~on-

centrate all his energies to acquire wealth a.;d ricl1es, 

not for his own snke, but f'or the benefit or his wi.fe 

and child~en. Af'ter many yP.ars of hard toil and 

labor, with all his fibres bent upon the one supreme 

object, he at last su:ceeds. Forttme and 'Veal ~h come 

.. 
to him, indeed, but to his own hurt. His wife, cor-

• 
rupted by the evil influe~~es of luxury and extrava-

gance, becomes a 11snare and a net.• and his children, 

Owing to the Ha~e agencies, grow to be idlers and spend-

thrifts. Vlhnt the f'a~her has al'l'lnssed with so mu~h 

labor Pnd toil, wisdom and knowledge, and skillf"Ulness, 

they il!Jpud.~ntly IUld wantonly squander away, and ere 
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long are reduced to paupers. Oh, what a disappoint-

ment ! What a cruel r eward for the incessant work of 

so many years ! Sut'ely, t his also is vanity and a 

great evil~I I . 18-23 ). 

PARAGRAPH XXIII. THE UNSTABILITY 

0 F Vt'EAL·r H. 

And there is yet another one. He, too, hns 

wi'fe and children, and they are good and true, honest 

a~d upright, saving and economical. By hard dntdgery 

a.nd constant 8.!>!>lication t o l abor he suoceed.s in e;nin­

in~ a considerable fortune, and exults in the· consci-

ousness that his loved ones art? pro,rided for, and will 

lack nothing even after he will be no more. But an un-

foreseen calamity coT11es and consumes his so hard-earned 

wealth, and both he and his fnnily are left in &bJeot 
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poverty. •There is a distressing evil which I saw 

under the s1m; riches kept by its owner to h ie injury. - -
For the riches perished in some unrortunate o~currence, 

and he hath begotten a son, and there is nothing in 

lliS hand.• The prorits or a life-long weary strug-

gle have gon" up in smoJce, and with them also the hopes 

of an anxious father nnd the anticipations of expect-

ant children . Every one of them •as he came forth -
f'roM his nother' s womb naked, so shn l l he go bnck 

ngnin, even as lle cf'J'Tle; nnd he shall take nothing f'r om 

his toil, rrllich he may carry away as his possession. 

And this also is a distressing evil; thnt altogether 

as he carri°', so he should go; and what profit is it 

to him that he should.labor for the '!Yind ? Yet he 

eateth all l1is days in dnrkness, and suffereth much 

vexation, and endureth grief nnd at"fliction• (V.13-17). 
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Vani t ·y of vo.ni ties, all is vanity. 

PARAGRAPH XXIY. WEALTH AND • E'l'ERNI TY. • 

But worst of all is he off who, notwithstand-

ing that his wefll tl1 nnd rich8s remain with him until the 

very day of his death, and his wife nnd children cause 

hiM but joy and gladness, is yet unnble to derive sat1s­

dfaction from all this, because his ~ottl longeth for 

things higher nnd loftier. It is the man whose thoughts 

.. 
soar in ~urer regions a..~d in whose soUl there is im-

planted the sense of eternity, the desire to encompass 

all the world from the beginning even unto the end (III. 

11). To a man of such ambitions and desires, of such 

all-comprehensive flights of intellect - what to him 

the petty comforts of wealtl1 and riches nnd the little 

Joys of wife nnd children ?! They can nff'ord no peace 
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to his soul which yearneth to embrace all Nature. 

such charRcters nre the most unfort\mnte of men. 

They throw away t ne !)rnctical joys of' life for the 

sake of some 1naginnry idenl, which, though know-

ing they oan never renc11, they nevertheless pur-

sue with unrelenting persistency. They ai-e con-

scious of chA.sing a phantom, and yet are unable to 

c11nnge their course. !lhey are driven on and on con-

tinually by some mysterious power within them, and 

are impotent to resist either its urging or its 

tempting pictur~s • Again and agnin these pictures 

. prove but mental delusions and mere phantasms, and 

yet the very next ho1tr they will suffer themselves 

to be deceived ane~ by these v~r'J' same enticing 1-

denls. They are continually building air castles 

in some ~eil'd intellectual realm, end neglect the 
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sweet Joys of this snuggest of nll worlds. Ul'lhap~y 
·' 

~reatures ! They 11 ve not, ·they dream only and dream 

and drea~ , nnd e'(!)erience disappointment after d1oap-

pointment, and each succeeding one is mor~ bitter than 

the forme~. The1~ lif~ is one continuous chain of 

disillusions, and ends only with that greatest of all 

disillusions, - death. •There is an evil which I 

have seen under the sun, and it weigheth heavily UJ>On 

men: a min to whom God eiveth wealth and riches and 

honor, so that he lacketh nothing for himself of all 

that he desireth; yet God giveth him not power to eat 

therefrom, but a strRnger eatet!t it; as 'for this it 

is vanity nnd a grieveous af'fliction. And though a 

man should beget a hundred children, and live many 

years, so that the days of" his years should be abun-

dant; yet if his soul be not satisfied. ,Tith good, nnd 
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even if' th.,re be no grave waiting 'for him, I say that 

an abortion is better than he• (VI.1-4). No matter 

~hether one hns riches or not, nnd whether these rich-

es will go do"1l to his OlH?l fa~ilY or be absorbed by 

strangers, in either ~ase he will derive no lasting 

satisf"action f~om them, i'f •God hath not given him the 

power to eat thereof", and his soul be not satisfied 

with the good.• 

The capacity to enjoy presupposes the abso-

• 
lute concentration of the soul upon the object to be 

enjoyed. A «oul distracted by intellectual phantasms 

nnd mental ill usions l acks this power of concen~raticm. 

It wil~ therefore, rail to derive joy from the things 
\. 

p~s,nted in actual life, and it will certainly 'fail to 

draw satisfnction rrom its short-winged flights into 

the spheres of the •eter~al . ·• Koheleth was a man pos-
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sessed of such a soul. By nature analytically inclined, 

but without the mental equiblibril.Ui'I of' tlle real philos­

opher, he weigh~d caref'ltlly all the phenomena of' lif'e, 

and round them wanting. The joys of' life appealed not 

to him, bec"l.use God had put •eternity• into his soul; 

and he could find no penee in the renlm o~ his meta-

physical •et~rnity,• b~cause he had too much in him of' 

physical temporality (III .11). He had struggled long 

and hard to perfect a union between these two elements, 

but had f'niled. Pained and disappointed he utters his 

great ccy of despair: •And I hnted lif'e,for grieveous 

unto me i s the work thnt is wrought under the sun; for 

all is vanity and a·pursuit of the wind• (II.17). •And 

I esteemed happy the dead who have died long ago, more 

than the living whilst still alive; and happier then 

both, hi~ who hath not be~n born• (IV.2-4). Yes, better 

... 
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of f than all is •an untimely birth. 
For 1.t cometh 

in vanity and depart etl1 in d arkness , and t~1e name 

tl1ereof is covered with darltness. 
It dotll not even 

see the sun, nor kno~ it. It is bet t er w~th this 

than wi t h t 11e other• (VI.4,6 ). 

neatl1 , then , is better thnn life1, bet tel' than 

wisdom and kno,1ledge, b"tter than pleasure~ and enjoy-

ment, bet t "r than wealth and. riches; deatl1 is the 

Supr~me Good, death the redemption of lif •••• 
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PARAGRAPH X:XV • RJOOONOILIATION. 

Yet, is it really so ? Is this the final 

solution of life's vaxing probleJ"lls, this the Nirwariah, 

the nothingness ? Is it possible that life's hi~Jl-

est boon sho1.lld consist in its own negation ? tbat 

death should constitute the highest object of mnn•s 

aspirations ? •.• Ho! i-eplies voice O, the optimistic 

voi~e of Koh~leth, nnd this t~me it backs its •no• 

with quite persuasive arguments. .No, death is not 

•der Oueter Hoe~hstes, • life, however t>ninfttl, is 

• 
still better than denth. •For to him who is joined 

with all th~ living there is hope, nt least; but the 

dead k.no~ not anything; their love as well as their 

hatred and their envy hath long ago perished; and 

they have no more forever a part in anyth~ng that is 

done under the son• (IX.4-~). Ko, death is not all, 
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life is More . •For truly the light is sweet, and it 

ts plP,asant f or the eyes to behold the sun (XI.7). Oh, 

lire is, af ter nll, wall worth living, you must only 

know ho~ to live. And I, your bet<;er self, your 

real soul, the soul "hi ch God hatl1 implanted wi t_hin 

you, - I 1'111 reveal unto you the secret of life. 

It is siMple, very simple, indeed: cheerf'Ul nnd modT 

e-rate enjoyment of Whatever the present gives you. 

coupled, however, with n sincere fnith and trust in 

God (II .24-26; III.12-13; V.17-19; IX.7-1 0 ). 

But you will answer me, tllere is no God, 

r or i f there we~e on~, how could he allow so mu~h 

injustice and wrong nnd oppressi on to be done by 

man unto mnn, the sight of which mars even tho most 

moderate enjoyYl'l~nt of life ••• Well, I will answer 

you, and you sllftll be satisfied. I say, there is 
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a God. Your very objection confirms tllis. For 

it shows that you are possessed or the sense of Jus-

tice and riahteonsness, and wh~nce I pray you·, hnve y 

you obtained it ? From the teachings or your father? 

But -.mo 1.Mparted such instru"!tion unto your fnther ? 

Your grandfnther Y But who !~planted it into him ? 

If yon pursue the genesis or mank1ndback to the very 

f i rst mnn, you will find that he already shaped his 

actions in ~~~ordance lfith .!!!!. s~nse of Justice and 

righteousness, - nnd whence has he gotten it ? Must 

you not rath~~ ad..~it that this sense ~an have it~ 

source only in a being 'flli~h has no cause outside of 

itself and ~hose very essence is necessarily justice 

and rie;hteou.sno.ss ? And this being we call 004. 

Yo1ir an~wer shows f'urthermore that you 

feel within you, down in the very bottol"l of your 
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lleal"t, the Morf.ll lnw, das Sittengesetz, whose oom-

~and is absolute and categorical; justice must be 

done, which necessarily implies that justice .£!!!!. be 

done. You kno~, however, that here in this world 

justice is of'ten perverted nnd righteousness tramp-

led upon; hence thP. logical conclusion that there 

must be a life after death, an existence beyond the 

grave, in a world to come, where redress is done and 

retributive justice dispensed ; w11ere the wicked and 

the rip;hteous ai-e given a~cording to the fruit of 

their labor and the import of their deeds (III.17; 

VIII.6-13 ). But you also know thnt the body dis-

solves aft&"'r denth and becomes annihilated; hence 

that ~hicn stt~vives death must be something dit"f'er-

ent from transient matter, must be soul, and part 

and parnel of a bP.ing that is eternal and ever-
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lnstine: (XII. 'l ). And this being we call God. 

Thus you perceive that your very answer of 

disbelief implies, though unconscious to yourself, a 

belief in the existence of n God Who is eternal and 

everlastine and Whose very essence is justice nnd 

righteousness. Therefore, do not fret yourself o~ 

a~~ount of the evil p~evnilin~ in this world, for rrom 

the viEm-point of eternity it might present qnite a 

different afJ!)ect (VII.18,14,16; XI.6,6). OOJTD"l'lit 

your ways unto the Lord and trust in Him, for surely 

He ~ill deal "1th equity (II.20 ). Do not try to get 

behind the se~r~ts of Providence, for although you 

nre a part of God, yet no Moro than a part only; 

and the pRrt cannot discet"n What the whole perceives. 

Go, do a cquire wisdom nnd knowledge, - it will help 

you to r~cognize your limi~ntions and your dependanee 
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upon God your Orentor, nnd in the consciousness of 

his absolute justice nnd righteousness your life will 

be quiet and content . Go, acoummulate r1cl1es and en-

Joy 9lP.asures, but do it moderately and with the con-

sciousness of a supreme Heavenly Judge unto Whom you 

1 will have to an~er for all your actions; the:o your 

11 fe will be joyful, glad nnd happy, and you.r death 

serene and ~en~e'ful 

PARAGRAPH XXVI . • 
CONCLUSI ON. 

These were the words of voice O, the op-

tirl\istic voice of Koh~leth, the voice of' his soul 

iMplnnted into him by the Lord his Creator . ·And 

this \roice of the soul prevailed nnd completely 

silenced the other, the pessimistic voice, so that 

1 t :oms henrd no more. And Koheleth, having thus 



136 

regained his ~eace and harmony of mind, becmne young 

once again: his soul again glowed wi tl1 einthusiasm, 

and his heart ~1th love. And beoause of' such f'eel-

ings of' love for mankind, because of an intense desire 

to b~n~t'it struggling humanity by the example of J1is 

own personality, he wrote dmm, with tr'embling hands, 

but with a oheerf'ul heart, the varied e1 xperiences 

o'f his "ventfu.l. lit'e, aa er.ibOdiecl in the book before 

us . It is a "onderf'ul r ecord of' n hUJman soul st rug-

gling through the excesses of intellectualisn, sensu-

nlism and 'f!lflM!'ll)nism - unto the rock ot• f'ai th, t'irm 

and everlasting. It is a classic exomplification or 

the truth that, when e.11 is said and 11eard, man has 

no better guide and support than God and his Law; 

~Pear God and keep His commandments, ror this is the 

universal law for man. For all God's work will He 
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bring into judement, concerning everything 11idden, 

whether it be good, or whether it b e ev11• (XII.13-14) • 

. -.-
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