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PREVACE.

The object of thi: study is a dou.le one: to bring together

in one paper all the Biblical materizl on the subject of charity and

to systematize that material from a cdevelopmental viewpoint. This is,
then, not a taeological nor an ethiczl study, buty a purely sociological
investigation, an attempt to uaderstand in the light of the geuneral
gocial and economic conditions the amount, methods, and réint of view
ith which charity was administered in ancient Israel. It is an effort
o trace one of the social institutions through a development of a
thousand years, both for its own sak~- and for tae irsignt which we

may thus ohtcin into the 1life of the Hebrew pecple, especlirlly of those
little-known ané olescure individuals who ore so often referred to as

"the poor".
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CHAPTEE I, IKTECIUCTIOR.

Charity is the means by which a2 people atitempts to solve the
prablem of poverty. This includec the direct giving of goods and servi-
ces, wnich we usuclly understend by the term, as well as more indirect
methods of relieving suffering, and also any efforts to prevent poverty
by legal or morel means, Obviously, this is & part of the entire socdgl
complex and cannot be consicered anart from tihe generzl concitions out
of wunich the cherity arises. A people livisg under primitive conéitions
will have neither the same n-o¢ nor the tume means o sstisfying &¢ as
& more highly developed and more culturegé nation. Now, the Hebrew
naticn, as reflected in tue varicus books of tie Bible, show ¢ long
gnd conplicated course of development, lesting for fully a thousend
yecrs uncer circuvmctoinces wiieh we can follow, &t lecst in pasrt; ani
bringin; them from ¢ rnrimitive gronup of kinshin clans td a loose cone
federcey of tribes, then to & nation, next to two nations, to 2 period
of erile and Timelly to tuec sitvaticn of a wesk and tritutary people,
held together only by & religious bond. ~he charity of the peorle
shows & develonment narzllel to that of their life in general.

Cnarity is dependent, ir generel, upon threce Tectors for its
nsture., It denencs upon the eccnonic life of the percple,--the need
for chority. “here trere are no economic clasies, no cont.ast between
rién and poor,charity in the modern sense connet exist. Secopd, it
de~ende upon tne etnical and religious tone of the people,--their
willingnecs to give. Some tribes settle the problem of the weak and
infirm, the agec or the siekly child,by the rupid but crude means of
Filling tner or exposi.g them to the elements. Beccuse the Hebrew
vec le did not ncrbor such ideas, charity became one of their insctitu-

ticns. In the thir¢ plece, cuerity depends upon tue leggl provicions




.,
cr the reign cf custom uncer which & pecrtle live,--the prescived metikod
cf giving cpzrity. That the three of these fzctors are shown in very
different colors in the varicus tocks of the 3itle is a well.knonwm fact.
2 .ust tresce all tarece of tzese det~rminiog factors =t tre same time
toaet we etamine the cherity whicn went along with taneme That is, the
rrodblem of cherity, wnen thoroughly studied, brings us at onve to the
oesrt of a peorle's life, toucaing upon the politicsl, economic, and
ethicel phases of their existence.
By tee cefingion of the term which I hsve orecpoundea, I

mst 1ikBwise consicer the efforts at pravention of poverty and at

the es.abliszment of eauality amcng the reorle. A number of nuranit.
ariesn provisicns which sre not cherity in & narrower &ontse come under
this inveetigstion. The great enteavor tc porotect the cozditi:n of
Setrew slavet and tc ~revent their coantirual ens avement, ard tioe
sct@blirned custor of redeering land =nd maintairing thne clan are

two ceses in point. loreover, thore is B neg tive phase of crharity
woica is ecpecially nrominant ir the boocks of tie prophets, consisting
of Ykindness t¢ the puvor, not to o-prass them nor is take an unfair ad.
vantege 01 their dom-troiien stzte, The laws with regard to intercst,
revedliog 2 primitive stst= of culture, show this tendeney. A very
rernlexing nrovlex is the relation of charity te ec lesiustical dues.
Tne two c¢~me from the scme pecple, often in a simpiler way,and vwere
soretimes ectus 1y united. AT tities the"™man of God"™ g'Mx1 w'X
%8s omong the reci-iants of cnarity; ir a latrr period, the priesthood
cbcorbed muco whicu ned been given to the poor--tithes,sacrifices, =otec.
If tne owesticn Beceives & sorechat confuscd tr-atment in this paper,
it ie, ut lanst in port, bectuse the Bivle shows us £ one Clear answer

nné beceuse ot many periods tihe nerctise of the people must have been

= a¥
s very i.u-.'—f'z.h‘ e one.
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The Bible proviceces us wite a great decl of material on the
subject ofecherity, but it is so scattered and fragmentar; zs to give
no clear picture of conditions until very carefully sifted. Thera are
evout o nundred and fiftyxy references to cunarity, scattered through
tre entire -ible, and appearing in every boock except Canticles, Lan.,
“zr-, anc ei;ht of the Kinor Prorhets. As these are 2ll snall books,
vritten for specific purposes, the argumentum silentium is here gquite
meeniogless. Some type of charitable efiort anpeurs all turough the
nistory of the Hebrew pecople. "The Bilklical references tc¢ charity are
of three kinde, verying much in vulue to toe investigator. The most
gpecific, but leacst genuiae Material is in the le;2l codes. Iere we
find many provisione for the poor, some of which sre so peculiar &nd
so conflicting with the historical evidence that thpy were pro:zably
theoretical and ~“ere never pructised in the form in which we have them{
Ancthper kind of materiel, riea ia anount dbut lacking snecific detsils,
is in the moral nrecepts, aumonishing onc to ve kind to the poor. At
times? this becomes definite and very importsnt. The best raterial
for our purpoce it contzinec¢ in the incidents vhich revezl the life of
the people. Heore ve cee the neturel acticns e&nd thought of the people
brougiit in iacidentelly to tae main story. e must be csutkous here,
powevey, and remember tiet these referencer moy shov the custom at the
time the £tory was writien down and not 8v the time of the incident
relateﬁ? All this divergent mnterial must be brought togetiner and
syctemetized before we con see the codipticns aﬁius&gee in & clear form.
Even so, we may miss rmuch of the motive which 2nimated ean Orientsl,
living three thoueond yjecrs 8g0.

41,
l..2v.25, the Jubile. £2.Is.58; Jobh @, C.Emtn <.7,"tnic wae tre
cosston of olouen time.”
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The ilerme wuicu tre used for tne verious phaoctes of canrity

are hfgghly signifieant. In the first place, thne Bible is almost en-
tirely lacking in atctraet terms for the subject. There zsre no Bib-
licel words for cherity, hespiinlity, or alms-giving. In every cace
the faet is erpresced concretely--"Ie it act to deal thy brezd to the
nungry,.cnd that thov tring the poor th=t are cast out to thy house?
when thou seeet the neked, thet thov cover him; and thet thou hide nct
thycel? f{om thine own flech?"l--or in general languusge,--"Oppr =& not
the poor“?"have mercy upon the neodyE. The word a91Y¥, whicn in post-
siblical literature mesms cnerity, in the Zible slways has the meaning
of rigntecusness, justification in a court of law, or righteous decd:.
in on'!y throe places ray true wordzx poscibly be construed in the cense
cfmenarit;" and even in theee(vwhich are all ver; lete rassages;, the
rea, ing is not conclueive, 216 the usual significance fits into the
pargRlelism alirost, if not cuite, as welg. ‘hece iig:tﬁe famous phrage,

0o 5'3J1 :\f"“j ,"'rignteousness scves from deathY whico zppears
with two orposing clauses; us to this, Cornill is the only onme who
maintains thet the mecning idYcherityl Tildeboer concedes this 2s posa
sible, and Frankenburg, topetiaer vite tne dictionaries, ingist on the
meaning of "r. chteousness®. “he other passage neede “charity™for en
exnct pargilel, "bresk off thy sins by ~lus-giving, and thy iniquities
by skbowing mercy to the poor". Even here the brosder meaning is poceible,
altiuough the late date(Z.C.B. 164 ) makes the —ost-bibliccl usage likely.
Anctiher late p&snuge'gses the worcsaanaxd QLA :=ifts te tae poorfm,

1.I8.58.7. .Amcs B.4. S.reve19.17, 4.Bypins:Charity in Judaismn,p.2l.
srevn, sriggs, Driver liict. S.2rov.10.2311.4./0n4 .24 c.Esth.9.22.
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the sole use of the phrase in thn Bible, 2lthough in the verd form,"thou
shelt give ', it is more comnon. References to beg, ing occur three
times in the Biblelbut in none of these ics & techinel term employed.
These all appear in curses, ané are all peraphresed,--"sholl come and
crouch for a piece of silver and & loaf of bread”;"necver have I secn
the rignteous forssken or his secd seking for bread";"let his children
be futherless and ask". Ve thus have three words used in the same sense,
AUTAYId, Sxw  angenS wpaN.

“ne verious laws and practises have 211 their owm terms,
wihich will be notived when we come to the different sdbjects. There
remain for consideration only the seven worcs used for the poor, tue
class to whom charity is to be given, or who are in needé of it. The
proper word for indigent iasu%?, wihich is not the usual word employed.
“he most common term is ']V, which means originelly,"one who is bun.
bled", and thus received the meoning of poor, naedy.miserable? Tae
word underwent a long evolution, s in the Psslms it takes on the meen-
ing of the poor but pious Isrnelites onnosed to the naugnty nations,
or the poor within the nation,oppressed by the rich? The last mesn-
ing whieh it took on wes tiet of & religious group,who cilled then-
selves"tke p or", preobfehly in the sense of the*nodern politicians who
ally themeelves witk "the comon people".It mey be possible to identify
this group with the Essenes. We must distinguish ')Vfrec V'V, which
meant, "one who humbles nirself"4gnﬁ received the derived meshing of
pioue or (perhcpe meek. Pateqsondwill not acmit toe last meoning, even

[+]
in tne one reference to Moses. [t is still 2 moot question whetner

- -

1.1 8anm.2.36:P8.37.25;109.10. 2.0river:art., Poor,dzstings Hible Diet.
S.uellnrusen, ”sclss, Pol enrome Biblel.Cl.Ps.18.27. 4,lriver, art.FPoor
S.paterson,art.cn I or, neyc.Biblica. G.llum.12.3.
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the two were originclly different words, or were distinguiswed by the
kagsoretes. In severel places, they are interchanged, that is, if we
cseume thet the distincticn is 2 thoroughgotng one. It is notable that
13¥is never used #n opposition witnvoxrich- the usv$cl word in such /,U
e gituati n is W), altooughfwo other worda ‘§1andrugpre also used at
tines. 411 four of these terms are used interchangesbly in parzllel -
isn. The original meaning of {nis toin, fechle, reduced, thus coming
to the significetiéon of poor. im;tmcant in want of eanything, 2nd thus
tcol: on the two shades of poor and miserable. Its later meuning, like
teaet of )y wos a party, tue Ebicnites, who receive some mentiou in the
sev Jestament andé s2leo in robbinic literature. Three rore words are
used for poor in late works; )aUd}scnns te be an Ass;rian 1oan-worﬂ.2
a2%nis very doubtful, both in origin and e act meening, and uppecrs
iz but one nsaln? rhi'cﬁuwémn"ns striypeé dectitute, and then pcor.
The verb -pﬂ01° used 1r two forés toqne_n thuhmpov *ishea?. ‘his
elcborate 1list of trrms for the poor suows beycnd sny doubt toat the
reorle WPréﬁuniliarwi:hseeing and te tkinking about the poor,while on the
cther hend, beg:ing must hove been vrzcticslly uaknowm.

ZJhe study of tue whele field of :ivlical charity discloses
three distinet kin.eg { charity wuich were prevale.t in three periods.
’hese epochs overlappodé, but zre still to be clesrly seen in our Biblical
booke. The !irst is the primitive period, when nosritelity is the only
form of charity. _hen comes & long growti, bringing the rise of a
dependent clasg, and the second perioé@ of charity, thrt of lesgal pro-
vision for the poor. In tue third period, afirr the Exile, 2lms.giving
firet appesre and bectme scon the prevulent mode of caaritable action,

l.3c0le4.1%:9.15, 2, ntersou, rt. on Poor. 3. P8.l10.8,10,1<,
';a:f\:cl'?':t? 5._...v025.¢.-b 5 39 4? l-? 8-
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CEAPTER II. FIRST PHYRIOD,iCSPITALITY.

Primitive charity consisted of nospitality. Society ¢id not
present eny gradations of wealth and voverty; the ¢lan was & unit in
tie economic, political, and social sense; no member of the claa could
be in want wnen any other member had enough to eat. While the Hebrew
peerle nt the time of the Judges were by no means a primitive people,
having already had considerable history and some contact with the an-
cient civilizations, still, they possessed many of the primitive social
institutions. The most important of these, and the best preserved in
any parus of the world even today, is the clan or gens, This was
founded, usually, on kinship, but could be incressed by covenant as
well, It wae the gll-important unit of life, and was carried over from
tne nontdic to the agricultural stage with hardly any altoration. The
wandering ¢lan became & statirnary villsge, while the roxdticas of the
merbers reunined tne esame. "l.W(usiry, relijiou, marriage, anc nearly tie
wiole socigl life of the peonle, crme under tie sarveillance of the elan.
Property riguts were vected in the ¢lan, en. only the clan ansd any legal
existence p:ac:ieally."l

As Tar os we can s2e frow remnants in Biblieal literature, the
early Ieraelites had already advanced to the stage when the land nearer
tiie village was regarled &s the permanent pcssescion of one family with-
in the village cormunity, whaile that “arther awa was used to apportion
by lot at regular intervals in order to maintain tue egquality of tuhe

varioms b anches of the groun. Anadogous practises are “~irly conmon,

l.2ay: Socinl Life of tne Heboow,p.25.
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being fournd a&iwong the Russian villagers(the mir),end other peasant s.
"“he I orth Americon Indians, the Peruvians, the .hittes, ong Hill Tribes,
the Borneang, and tihe Scuth Sea . slanders, all appear to have cultivat-
ed in com on snd to have pos:es.ed comnon riputs = in taoe produce."1
T.J.5umn-r reporie th same practise in the Yakuts of Siberie, together
w'th occooional redistribution of the lan:. among tane forilies of the Sfb.
Buhl_:ells us of a modern Fslestinien custom teo cast lots annuelly for
the variogs fields of the village, which are to be cultivated for the
year by the different householders, He refers to the fregquent expression,
"to cast the lot with", as in ldicai 2.5kn: Jer.:7.12. The importaace
of thie cusftom will come back to us again in the redemption of tue land
for the clan and tha attempt through this to restore the ear!y equality
wnenever lost.
Incide tne clan, then, no suchn tiing as charity could exist.

Ever, nousenolder nad his own plot; widow: were provided for >y tae in-
stitutioa of tuec levirate merriage,or by receiving an oslloiment of land
“or taemselves(as in the cage of Neomi, Zuth 2.5); minor chiluren belong-
a¢ $c the clzn. One ~uld gupare with cnother should scrident come upon
any. But the men wuo for the mo ent is awa fron his clan is #én a far
different situatio.. Even thouch he carried nhis own provisions with him,
pe mignt ot sny momeut be in want or dsuger. Therefore nos»itality bea
comes & rrime dutr to 211 primitive peop'2s. Tne savage has & doudle
attitude tosnré the stra . - ; he ise feared ané ho.ored,--that ie, he is
abbo, either as being uader the nrtection of tne deity or as having

struuge spirits clinging to him. Tatzel, speaking of the South Sea

‘2
Is anders, ren=yXsS Mnpe cystor of tresting strangers as enemies, under a
1.8,L.toti, in Source Book of Soclal Origins,p.100. 2.Ibvid.p.8G,87.
Zeimeri an Joarnsl of Theology,Vol.I.,p.731-40. 4.In Source Book of
soeigl '‘ririns, p.7a6l.
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superstitious fear o misfortune and sickgness, was a great uindrance to
expansion...IT strangers belonge. to a neignboring islend they were nt
troated nltogether us girangers, sin e they were not regarded as uncanny.®
5t3i11, unlecs uctually hostile, mogt strangers are at oace received with

¢ unlete mospitaslit, by primitive peoples. "If a man entered an Incian
wouce wuether 2 villager, a tribesmen, or a stranger, it was the cduty of
tne women of the house to set food before nim..,. This law of hosnitality
and itsc undversalit,, im-liec ,['irsi, tie existernce of ceormon stores,

grd $nc;aﬁ]3, wierever Tcound 1t inpliee cormunistie living In largec house-
polés." Zven 4racde aroug such peoples exprecses itself entirely in the
fcrm of gi te of nospitelity, whiech &r« excpuanged until both parties are
satisfied.f 7uls trait cf pospitality is a well-k“oﬁgipmong the Cemites,
eepecially among the Arsts. Yo the &A7ab it means parteking of foad,
usuelly bread sada ealt, Efter which each party is sscred 4o the other

for tvwo éaye and &€ nignt. 7hile ©y 1o moens alvays aohnered to, it is m

moet ni k3 conmended in fthe Yors, nud in Arab posiry, and cttested b7

nary romances and actuval incidents,

“he carly; agriculgural villeges of tuas Hebrew setilers in
Caraan perdgsted in their cecert virtue cof unopitelity. It 1as prictiser
teisrd fellow.Ierselites, pr eelrtns, and foreipners, ané was likewicse
roceived frrom g1l thase classng of tiun ropulsticn. ™roe early writers,
B, J, the authort cf many storiss in the Booke of Judges z2ué S&muel,*th W,
lcic great stress 1+ on it, It must tacreore have reflect-d tue rTo-
r.etic staudpoint, as & pert of taeir greet program tc saintein the
cintrle virtues and the strong manhocd of tin eerly times. A list of tue

r08t coaspleu us exan les of mos italit, lollows;

lelelleworean, in S-uree Hook of Social Crigins, .804. &.C.Bueczer,in

hld.;.114 127, S.er; clicutheZos nitelity(Arnbian, Hastings Eneyc,
35 il elificn and Ethics, 4.70ron we.ld;xi."; mo.e on a]ms£171nt.




1.pbreham ent~ririnin: the angkls.’en.lS.(J,
2., Lot receives them, while the men of Sodom threaten them.Cen.l¢.3.10(J,
Je.agbeees jives wstor to Eliezer and nis camels; laben receives them
into his kome. Gen.24.17-20; 31-33.(3)
4. Jecob end hig frrily received in Egyrt. Cen.4Z.22; 46.24.(J/
5/+.Jeturo raceives Loscs in his flight.Ex.2.20. (J,
Se..iu8b receivet the spies end hicder taen. Josh.?.l-ﬁa.l
T.5iccon offers Tood tc tie angel.Jul.6.15-20.(J;
S.ienoau wishes to give food to his heavenly mescenger. Jud.li.15(J;
9/.3amuel entertains Saul. I.5am.9.72. (early, pernaps Jj.
10, fa¥id orn kis flight is received by Abiwvelech the priest of Kob,
woo gives nim even of the sacrod show-bresd. (E) I.Sam. 1l.l-é.
1ll.David is c@ded ané entertained L. tie kin, of iicab and by Achish,
ing of Gath.I.Sam, 2.3;27.3,
1! . The witeh of Bndor forces food uporn Saul.l.Sam.28.71.25.(J;
13.avié tekes Ichbeal inte his house.ll.S8sme.9.1-13.(J)
14 .Suobi and Berzillai bring food to Devid ou his Tliguit before Absalom.
I1.Sem.17.27:19.. 2.
15, 24n olc¢ prerhct of Bethel, eager to offer neospitselity to the man of
Zoa from J Juac,even lies to him to induce i to stay.l.Eings 15.11-?2.
le¢.7u0e widow of jaroratn gives Elifjai of ner oil sand flour.I.¥.17.9.16.
(8t cent.)
17.0Lndish nic loo npropnets =nd fol them.I.EK.1l:.4.(8th century.
18. ‘e Lounaiite woman arrenges & regulsr room for Elijan.IIl.K.<.5-10,
(5t eent,
19,4 man from sSaal shaliens brougit “ood to toe prophetic band.
II.Z.4.22.(8%0 cent.
20.0anenic fed 150 at his ovn table vaen governor .Hen.5.lE.
{guthenlic nemoirs. )

21.Hogpitality is cleime by Job ce one of his virtues.Jo® 71.17.

(about 7 20y
I.AL?;;icult pusta, e to dute; Eittel,Jd;Steucrnagel, E;Bennet, Hol:zinger,
JE;Lornill, Rd;Iriver,JE pluc xi.

2.4 lote passspe, robedbly post.exilicyact riing to Cornill and Steuernagel.
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In adcition to thesc, we find the following instences of inter.
neti-nal nospitality.
l.50lcmon entertained the ‘ueen of Sheba.l.E.10.1-13.
Z.’he norcoh received ‘ladad of Demascus.I.EK.11.17-22.
J.Zezekiah entertained the a:!lsssacors of “erodachn-balsdan of Babylon,
aud was reproved by Isesish for suowing them hie treasures.II.K.20.10-19.

Hosrpitality was tius to be extemied to tayone, bul wes espec-
ially tc be given to thoee under the protection of God,cnfels, prophets,
and the like. All strang rs were to some wmtent under _his same protre-
tion.lost of the roferences are in esrly sources, although there are
cnough later ones tc snow that hospitalit; didé not die out in tue later
“iue, but derely became less i' portant as tke cne means of extending
cnaritoeble aid, Wg know, indeed,that hosnita ity ie still a method of
giving charity in ma.yr of the rursl districte of our own country. But
in these cases vary often the faver was not to the cze receiving enter-
teinment, but to the one bectowlnp it. Be note now esge: Abraner was
thuat the an;els shculd eat, or the witch of Endor that Sanl si.ould
rarteke of fool, or the pro-het of Betuel in fif #15 alove.The roason for
tiiis was trat hospitalit. still neld tiie cnciént charzscter of a covenant.
411 wanted to covenant with the proraets, and througn them with God.
28 Truibull remarks.;Cro;cinL the threenclé is iteelf a covenant in
carly I.«ia.™ The Arebs welcome guests witu bread and salt, which mele
tzem tomporary menbers of the clan and inviclate,or by pouring out
the bleood of & 1'id or & lamb. This must have been the sentiment of the
Leepitelity which we find in the 3ible.

- -

1,Prumbull:Tur sholy Covenant.p.5;02.
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Hospitality, howewor, wac not always practised. Seversl instan-
ces of its denisl occur,
l.Joseph pretends toc consider his brothers ac spies.Ce n.42.9(J)

Z.Bdom and the Arorites refuse roadway and wnier to the Israelites on
theiex way to Camaen.llum.20.17;21.22. (E,

Z.Jael gives 8isera food and strikes him down while drinking.Juc.5.

‘ois wculd not be a vicleticn of hospitelity. The later stery,in Ch.4
represents her es killirg him whern asleap, hardly & thing for which to
praise her so highly.l

4.Succoth and Penvel refu:e fool and shelter to Cideon, who punishes
them later. JudG.85.5-9; 15-17. (Js

5. lien of Benjanin véclnte the sanctity of a Levite and his concuhire
who ere lodging améng them, and are punished by a contederagy of all
Isrgel, A very late stery co an e~arly basis.Jud.l9 and 20.u.

6.70%id is refused a gi:t by Iabal and intends tc teke ven,eance;
Abiga'l dirsuades nim. I.Sam.2. .4-8Z. (Jy

7+Zanun of Ampon visucnors the ambassacors of David, who punishes him
by war, 1I.S8me.l10.4; 12,381« (J%

8.In the parsble of Nutpen, ceceit ocecurs, as in the story of the pro-
‘uet of Betnel. II.Sutme.li.d;I.F.ic.11.

In Prov.Z. .l-u we TYezd ¢ wurning sgainst hospitality,"Be not
degirous of hie caintisee, scelnp they ore decei tTul meat.™ Different
ngéiai thereiore prevailed sbout it =t the {ime when the sutiior of
Proverbe wrote, but in the earlier reriod from wiaich most of tne fore-
roing examnles come, hospitelit woe pricetically inviclate and was most
uignhly nomoreid,
i:fé;?ﬁne:al Life ¢f the Hebrows,p.55. 2.Cernill ascribes this to Jf

urd tne final form to Evj; Steunernsgel, te Hje, then to Ed, and finally
“pj Bernetta:ud Ademey0cp.1¢,JE,ond 20,Ep on the basis of JE.
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The method of hospitdlity anpeare cleerl; in many of our exsm-
nles, It ves custonary to meet the gucst, to rrovide weter fer tne feet,
rest, fo-d apd drink, aousing and feeding of nis 2nimels, and locging
for the night. Guests were inwiclate at any price(Gen.l%.u;Jud.15.22§.
Abranam asccompanied his guecste on their way. No remune:aticn wos accep-
ted, but gifts were often received$ Gen.f4.5: ;43.11.Job 42.11.,ete.

There seem to hsve been ttations between Egypt and Pelestine
where rest and woter were nrovided for the traveller.Cf.Cen.:P.27;4Z3.51;
Bx,4.24;70er.9.2;5um.20.19;Dent.2.,27., Tuese indicate that a regular
trafiic must have been going on and that the law oI hospitelity wes
even ceérried into the wilcerness, and applied not only to 2 man's own
house or tent,

The sources from which most of our roferences tc nospitality
core are eerly, the greater port of tnem cowirg from the eighth and
ninth centuries. The very oldect is thet of Juel, where hospitality
took & secondary plece teo nati oel feeling, but most of the others heve
a éifierent point of view. The pronhets or otrer "men of Gol"- gpdnd WX
= were favorite recirkbnts of hospitality at all times, ur to the pres-
ent éay, in foct, NFor they were zlways welcone, respected, often
{fesred, slu 8lways ir need. irzile the nriastt uad a regular share in
the sacrificec and the oracles, tihe propuet had often neither(although
Saruel, frr one, received nay for rending the orscle). Tne proféesionsal
propunete lived,in greut part, on cnzriyy, received in the Torm of hos-
pitelity.

sut in the codes we find znotrer linc of cnarity, di ferent
frorn:. the prececicg, end soon te supersede it in general procetise. This
vas legal messures of relief, which presurr-ove the existence of social

classes und the evolution of a depenient class umong the people.



CEAP? ' I1I.DEVELOFMENT OF A DEFELDENT CLASS.

—

imring the early agricultursl stzge of tre Iebrew peorle, there
cxisted no dependent claes no bes: ing, and no alms-giving. Iich and

poor were Very necrly equal, sll tilling the soil slike, and all living

in substantially the seme wzy. Bosz and Nebal, rich men as they were,

lived and worked &nd rejoice. with their hirelings. Saul, even after
his election &8 king, plou hed with oxen in tne field. Hired servants
wer: rars, for the free peassnts tilled their own plots of land, or
asgigted the large land-ovmer for a return in rind; slaves were few in
numcer and secem to have be r practicadlly members of the houscheld.(Sec
tie accosnt of Eliezer, whicu, although fictitious, n=¢ a baszis in tiae
crotoue of the time.GCen.2.3). The situation wes by no means idyliie,as
the absence of poor meent rather the absence of riwh; fumines cecurred,
cciuforts were few in number; still, such as life wos, it wes enjoyed in
substantial equality. J, by far our eicuest source for hzosnitality,
knows no sceial discerimineticns snd no elass confiict.

Thig factor Tirst oatered the nation at the tize of Solomon,
wuen troce became for:fhe firet time an cccupation of tne Isrszelites.
As Welln us2n renarka,"Commeruq wug in the old tiue followed =2 clusively
by the Canaanite towus, s¢ that thne word "Cannanite" was used in the
sense of "trsa:r", By and by Israel began to tread in Canasn's foot-
steps(Hosea 12.8,9,. Tne towns yrew for more influential than the coun-
try; money notably incressed; asnd the zeal for piéty waz gquite unable
fa arrest tue cnanges wnicn set in., Phe kings, from Solomon onwsrds,

were the first to sat the bad example; they eagerl; sougnt to acquire

Suitable harbors, and in company or in cmm etition with the Tyrians

entered unon lorge commercial transacti ns. _he extortions of the cora

- ——

1.Wellismsesn:History of Israel and Juési,n.73. |
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murket, the formation of large estates, the frequancy of mortgages,
all show that thebmall peccant proprietersnip wes unabje tohold its
own against the accumulations of wealth; the wage-receiving class in-
creased, and coses in whieh lebrews sold themselves into slavery were
not rare."

The turaing point in this exnansion was the réeégn of Solomon.
At this time begsn a four-fold tendency. It vwas mar$ed by the rise
of cities, commerce, a class of skilled lsborers, and the growth of
luxur;e. In this connection the growtn of poverty was an inevitable fact.
The firet lendency is the growtu of cities. 7Tnis began in the time cf
David, whea the rude kiagdor of tne hills for the first time established
a genuine capital in the Canaanite c¢ity of Jerusalem, then new.iy cap-
tured.l 1t iy true, we find & group of dissatisfied even before this
ti.e, in the udkbersnts of David at tie Cave 07 Adullam (I San.''2.2)
and later, in those of Absaldm(ll Sam.15.1-56). But tiis teandency did .
not fulliy develon uutil later, wmem Togetiier with the rise of city life
gors tne growth of traede, Toe trade of Sol mon, nf wiiibh so much has
been said, was rrobrbly anot pemuine interas$i nal trade. It was rather
an importation of lumuries 2nd materials for the splandor of the court;
these coul.. not be puia ‘or, and and to be comnensxt-d bF ceding $o
Hiram of Tyre 20 cities in Gslilze 88 well ©#s paying him in wheat and oil.
(I £ 9.1°, Some trude, nowever, must nave begun; we read of reletions
with Puoeniecia(I ¥ 5.1-12; 16.51;Amo0s 1.9) and with Egypt(I X 3.1;10.28;
Cen 37.85; 43.11); while Ezekiel gives & list of the products of Tyre
in ciapter 87. The culef exoortis seem to nave been snices, nutls, and
boney. In I ¥ 20.0: one of tne conditions of tahe treaty betwemn Aiadb
an6 tine king of Demascus ig that the former mignt have bazasrs in the

1.Wallis: Sociology of tune Bible., p.l20 ff.
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Skilled laborers as w1l &8s their products were imported by
Solomen. The only trades of which we hear before that time are those of
~otter and snith, while after this eleven trades sre mentioned, such as
balers, weavers, fﬁllnrs, carpenters, stonecutéers, masons, barbers,
and siluersmitus.* Toat is, articles of luxury were now being manufactured
and used; the primit¥ee povertiy and simplicity of the earlier time wus
diseppecring. Tnis luxury was strongly denounced by tae pronhets, who
are cur grealest source of information about it, z2nd by the Rechabites,
who 8tood Tor & return to tne ezrlier mode of life,the rigor and stern
morality of the desert{lasr.n..2-10;IIFX 10.15). This Jevelopment, which
e sn gbout 970 witi the rei n of Solomon, contimued progressively tarough
tne fdllowiag ceaturies and we Tind it iu full fruition &n the &th
ceatury at tiue time of the first literary rro-iets.

Ar0os recoghizes the pr blem in the fumous words,(2.5,7;8.4-6)
"Zgcouse they sold the righteous for gilver and tue ~oor for a »air of
groes, Taey pant =fier the dust of the earth on the nead of the poor."
(5.11,12 "Your treading ie upon the poor,and ye take from him burdens

of wueat...lhey turn aside tne poor in the gatex of justice.™ (4.1

"iear ye kine of Buehan,thet ere in the mountein of Sanaria, that
oppresg ‘ie poor, which crusa tune needy, which say tdnto their lords,
¥ring and let us drink.," }.‘1‘0'.': years afterward, Hosea sttakks Israel
(12,7,,"He is a trafiiclrer, the valances of ceédeit are in his bands,

he loveth toc oppress." Amos tells us likewise of tae luxury of the
wezlthy class,--"Ye that lie unon beds of ivory, andé thot stretch them-
selvos out uvpon thetr couches; tnaﬂeat the lambs out of the floeck, and
calves out or Tue midst of tne stall; that sing idle soags to tue sound
of the vizl; that devise for tuomsglves instruments of muskd like De¥dd:;
that orick wine in bowls, and anoint tuemsslves with tae chief ointmentsp,
(Amog <..-5)

l.P<t-u: The Feign of Solomon,Biblical World,Vol.l0;p.24.




If the countryman Amos in the eighth century found conuitions
bad, w*must expect to note the sawme uttdtude on the part of liiean, who
came from the same group gf%:ﬁtury later. Mican reports,(2.2) "Taey
covet fields and talte them by violence...s0 they opnrets u man and nis
neritage." Isalau,living in Jerusaiem in the Eéi;ﬁi; century, reports
ti.e same condition..-(3.14,15)"Ye have e ten of the viBAyeurd, the spoil
of tae poor is in your houses.Wnat mean ye tist ye erush m; people and
crifd the faces of the poor?" (L0.2,"To turn aside the needy from juége-
ment,and to teke away the right of the poor from nmy people; that widows
may be their prey,and tunt they may rob tihe futherless." (Z2.7)"He
devisethh wicked devices to dectréy the poor witn 1 ing words, wheén heq
speaketh s ainst tha poor in judgement.% He alks for a different course
£ conduct(1l.17,2 )"Relieve th~ op-ressed, jud, e tihe futherless, plead
for the widow.".."Your princes do not jud,e tone fatherlssi;", Tae liessa
ianic tire cnall sex a2 different state of effairs,(11.4)"But with rigat-
eousness be shall judge the noor, and reprove with equity fcr the meek
of the earth". (14.30,223"And the Tirstboran of the poor sha’'l feed, and
the needy shall lie down in suteSy." Finally ne becomes specifie with
reiard t. one practise, that of monmopoli:zinyg tne land and with it, the
right of citizensnip,(5.8-10)"%oz to them tanst join house to house, and
lay field to field, ¢ill there be nn place, that they may be placed
glone in thne midst of tue £Emx curtii." The gravity of this comes 8¢ us
wnen we note how tihe life of the nati n wus bound up with the Tres
tenure of tne soil, hcw only land-owners wore full citizens? and now the
paternal estate w.s not to be a ienrteds, The whnole frouble bet ean
Ahab and Nobotn wed oceurred because the latter would not eell his
vineyard,"Thne Lord forbid it me, that I should give the inneritance of

my fathers unto theei(I ¥ 21.3 ff.).
I, Triver, autucntic; Cornill, tune samne; Sternagel cons:dere this posta

exilig., 2.Bunl:Socialea ¥orareltnisce der Icraeliten,p.45,46.
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That this sftuation of tune eighth century wes continucd in
the seventh is shown in the writings of Jeremiah, with his realistic
nicture of Jerusalem before itc fall.--(s?gx“raey juige not the ceuse of
tne fatherless,..and toe right of the needy do they not judge." Among
a list of crimes, e enumerstes,(7..)"If ye opnress not the stre: er, the
fatherless, and the widow™. In the lost hours of the skége, he tells
the people,(22.3,16,"Ddpo violence to tne stranger, the fatherless, amd
the widow"."Tay father judged the cause of tae poor and needy, then it
waS Wells But thine eyes and thy hoart are but for tay covetousness,..
and for oppressioc and for violence? :Zzekikel in the early l‘aye of the
Exile speaks in the scmec toae(l:.7-17;22.7,12,29;45.9,"Renmove viclence
ondg spoil..toke away your eractions from my people.™ He thows a begin-
niug of @ new tendeucy at tne same time,"Hde hath restored to the debtor
kis pledge, nath given nis brezd to the nungry, and hath covered the
naoked with bhis  arwent; he hatn not given forth upc.. usury." Here .
justile.certain legal regulations, end the arising snirit of alisgiving
are listed together. T"he same note recurs after the Exile &35 well, ..
( 2en.7.9,10)"Cppress not the stranger, nor the widow, ner the fatherless,
nor the poor." (lal.3.5,"Tnose that opnresc tine hireling in his wages,
the widow, and the lasthnerless,and that turn aside the stranger.”

The propihets tnus toock the side oi the poor continually. But
they were notl spcial agitators with & program for the reconstruction
of society. Thelr plan sesms to nave b2en te crouse the old virtues of
the simple life and¢ to bring back the pure worship and puare morality of
that earlier time., They did not realize that the wership of their day
was by far {he purer of the two, and that the :vils of vhich they come-
plained werc the inevitable sccompaniment of e growing civilization. They
did see, us none of their contemroraries did, that theze evils were cer.

tain to bring tne down 811 of the stut. whibp gove them free rein,
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The derendent class received ites greatest recogniticn in tue
greast code of the seventh century, Deuternnomy. Here we find the differ-
ent groups ememeratod in the proohnetie spirit, the widows, the orvhaans,
the stranger, snd the poor, with legel provision for their maintenance,
At the same tite this code briungs & new cless of poor, wuo are to enare
in the chnrity of tne people. The pri~sts of the "high places™ are no
longer to officisate there 2and to receive a shnre of every slauzhterecd
animal as their nay for sacrifictng it. Accordin. to Deut. 2ll worsnin
is to be conductea at the Temple at Jerusaleme The priests of the "hign
rlaces" con either come to tioe Temnle and sncre in its fu.ctiouns( &
nrivile e which scems to nave been Genied them), or are to be supported

2 &
by the charity of thelr own district. DJeut. tiis has a coasidercble

zuarity oproblem to face in its legislatico. .
“e cannot imagine s genuilne commercmal society even ot this

time, nowever, loney wes lent, but from tue prohibition of interest ve

see that there was no conception of capitdl; all lending wneg for present

needs, and for thuat reason interest would be hardship. The »enple cona

gistad 12inlzy of two classey, ricn and poor, with & small groun of handi-

craftsman and a rapidly decrea ‘ing class of small land-ownere. IH the

time of Menachem a tax of 50 suekels fell on 00,000 A4+7n ‘=ddor large

2
land-owmars, in Epdraim. lebuciacnenzer took away from Jerusslmm in

-

597 7000 such men and 1700 snitus. After the last deportation only

the preletnriat were left in tne land "teo be vimedressers and ausband-
men”(Il ¥ 25.12). In the post-exilic period a Gependent class wes con-
tinuous, e hear refercnces tc it in Meuenis in Proverbs, and in Psalms.
It arpeeBs even in works waicn nave 1little interecst in such a problem,

iz Taniei(4.25),Bether(9.1%), a, d Be.lesiastes(65.8), he poor were

naver unguain to be ovarlnoked.
I.Deut.13; II X 23.9. 8. II ¥ 15.19 ££. 3.11 ¥ “¢.18.




rich and poor clearly marked, The ery of the moral %Seacuners is always
for more justice Tcr tuae poor, for no orpression of the weak and needy,

for fair dealings so that the poor of tie land may live &s well =s the

The c¢evelopment has thus come to its second stzge. The prim-

itive structure of society has pessed 2nd with it primitive nospitality

as well. The social structure wos now more complex, with classes of

more fuvered ones. The next sten &s the codification of this demand

for justice, an attempt to restcre the former equality, at least in

nart, and to provide cr the poor py leviee upon tue riecn. For this i
surpose the Deuteronomic code built upon the mea; »r foundation in the H
aarlier BooX of the Covenant. The lzttar was compiled saortly vefore the

J former . ‘
time of Amos and the ¥xkkax déring the life of Jeremiah--nublished 621l--

«d thus siuow two eta 28 i: the sccial rmvclutlinn ng they expreassed tuen-

L

srlvos througi, prophcétic thought eond institotiorns,

"he furdanenta) rrinsirle of ihe “euteroncriie poor-legislaticn
is the c-ntencelleut. 18,11 j"For the poor shzll never cease onl cof the
lryd. Therefore 1 ccrmand thee, ecying,thou snalt surely vpen toine
zg.d to thy rrother, to thy necty, suc tec thy poor, in thgy lend", That
is, the santhor n:e no JMlessiuric =apectetlions;he considers the diwvision

ané permanent
T scciety into rich and noor ng naturnjﬁpnenrmeua; and for that retson

B

e enjcins an elcborete gystem of relief for the pocr. The loter treal.

ing Cown of the vk le Teutcronomice rystem involved the failure of this

part of it wits the roit, and 8 nevw methoud of relief, almsgiving, was
FLENY!

\}rguLht tc the fore &nd brcame porulerized,




CHAPTER IV. LECISLATIVE LEASURES.

The propnetic s-irit of humanitarianism had ite fruit in lavs
wikich ained, not to make a philanthropic attitude, but to enforce cherity
and to protect the poor through law. In Deut.lC.1lB we recd that God is
"the maker of justice for the fatherless and Wkdow, and loveth tne stran-

1
ger, in giving him food andéd raim nt." The Jews are comnanded te be

-
zind to the stranger because they have beea in his place when in lgypt:
Tne laxd belonmgs tc Cod and therefore He has the rignt to order the
rroduce snared by al?--this may be the remnant of & former system of
comrunral ownership. Charity wes not a matter of free will, which might
or night not be piven; it was to be bisiding on 21) members of the com-
mnity and was axpressed in torme of a general human obligation in which
aven the non-Jew the ger, wes tc share sue fruits.

Several of tne charity laws of the codes maka use of the
talbo oréinances. WNarious tuinge were forbidden to some pecrle and
gllowed to others. Jhen the owner wns fortiuvden to uze trem, they
night be g¢iven to the wriests, to the poor, or left to whoever heppened
to neeé tuem 21t the moment--or night be left entirely unused. The
spirit of the prorhets was slwe s to give as mucn ae possiblie tc the
neady. Moreover in certain thiu s private owmership was sbolisned by
the taboo; anyone mirht share with tue owner himself omx ecusl terms.
s A striking exanple of this appears in certairn sscrificial
tearts, gclthough thir is rasther a late usage iu the Bible. In Deut.
12,11,14, where the fe.tivale arc enumerated, the Fesst of Tabernacles
vaé the “cast of Weeks sr- tr be enj yec by the Levite, strangnr, father-
luse apd widow together with the farily, in Jerusslem. In & later
pepecge(P; in BEx.12.45-49, the sane is oxtended to the Passover, witn

1.,°%.10.18,. saccoriin, to river ané Carpenter;Ds,Steuernsgel.
Reibe10.,19, 3.11.11.10.
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tie raquiremgg'that only one .0 is circumcised may tske rart and that
g per nust undergo yhe rite bafore becoming eligible. The sacrifices
were eaten eitger by the priests or by tuose who offered them, or were
entirely burnt. A gqualifying lect is tnat ir tae ecrlier time, when
every slaughtering wes @ sacrifice, the rule of hrspitality included
211l comers. =Zee lilrewise the tithe(Deut.l14.22-27) tresteé below.

Za Lnother %t2boo law is that the corners of the field shall not
be reapec¢ entirely, but a little shell be left stznding which is tu be
enjored by the poor and the stranger.(lev.19.9,10;23.22, These passages
are both in the Holiness Code and sre therefore late, perhapsc Exilic.
Tie common prac lseqFo leave a 11t'le for tie god -f fertility is here
cltered so as to have & numanitsrian meaning.

Dy A very similar ordinsnce is associsted with this to the effect
toct gleanings snell not be esrefully guthered, but if =n thing falls

it sigll be left for tue pcor and tue stranger. This is referred fo in
both the passagec citnd from M amd slso in D(leut,24.19-.22,., Here the
law ie Turther specified; the former shall lecve t.e glespiugs of grain,
-f the olive thee, u.d of tie vinayer(, for tue poor. By tbelaw in
Trut.25.24-5 anyone is allowed to pick grapes or cory from & field to
cet and setisfy nis hunger, but is not zldowed to use the siekle or to
ta¥e any mway, & privilege that is reserved 'or tke owner. 3Buhl con.
siders this, not merely a taboo law, but a remnant of communel owner-
gale, vnien permitied anycne 1o siare ln the produce of tie lauﬁ? A
bemutiful illustretion of tle prectise of gleaning xists in tne Book

of Iuth, where Zuti gleans in tre field of Bonz as a matter of course,
Lat w.ere ne givecr her some of tiie resped bariey as a special, rersonsl
fuvor.$ Huto. 2.2-18, This custom is still in pxistence in Pzlestine.

l.58ten b piver,lev.17.1-7:7cut.14,722_.27; by priests, Lev.2.3:;7.30-34
*Bné mans others; burned ehtirely,lev.l,etc. . R o= .

£.7unl:50cisle Verneeltuisse,p.l05.
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An analogous case, which, ﬁeculiarly)has no connection with
charity, is that of fruit trees, trested in H({lev.l9.83-25), The law
here states that for the first three years a tree shall be regarded as
uncircumeiged and the fruit shall not be eaten; the fourth year it is

to be devoted to God, and on the fifth year the owner mmy begin to

" eat the fruit. One wuld expect this to be treated like the cases of

the cormers of the field or the grain of the Sabbatickl year, but no

mention is made of such a custom.

4 -~ One of the mogt imporbant regulations and one of the oldest

is that of the sabbatical year, or year ofl release, =vVoVY, ,wm.w NAw,

This is mentioned in - the Book of the Covenant,Bx.23.10,11, by D;in

Deut.15.1.3, and by H, in Lev.25.3.7, 17.22. The three codes differ in

regard to details bubt in essentials they are the same. ¢ says, "For

six years thou shalt sow thy land and gather its produce; but the seventh

gear thou shalt let 1t rest and lie fallow that the poor of fthy people
may eat; and whids they leave the beabt of the field shall eat. ILikewise

shalt thou do with thy vineyard and thy olive trees." In the version in

'meut, only debts are mentioned, which shall be reoleased to Ieraddites,

but not to foreigners. No mention is made of land; as interest was notb
permnitted in Deut, this’must mean a remisgion of all Webts and ﬁot merely
their suspension fpr a8 year. This opinion is justified by v.2, which
expressly omders the Jew té lend, even if the seventh year is at hand.
The passage in H reverts to the maftter of land, and states specifically
that there shall be neither reaping nor sowing on the sevenﬁh-year. " And
the Sﬁbbath of the land shall be meat for you, for your slaves, male and
female, and for your hired servant, and for the sojourner withk thee.m
Here the produce is to be eaten by the owner with the poor, while in C

it 18 reserved for the voor. The idea is éh&t of a Sabbath--the Lland

shall regt-. and also has a charitable content. It is gtill a moot
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guestica whétner the law was absclute, setting certdsn date Tor thw
wioole country, or whether it worked ratner as a sort of rotation of dif.
ferent fields. The former is probable, both by reason of tue analogy
often drawn with the Sabbatn(Lev.25,, and because of tue explicit lang-
nage of Deut(1£.9),"Behold, the seventn year is at Land, the year of
releases... thou shalt surely open th; lend to thy brother, to thy ne=dy
anv to thy roor in thy land.i On this year £11 the differences between
Israelites siall disappear; rich and poor, land-ownere and nired laborers
slike shall reurn to tne nomadic stnte in which they were At first.

It is very doubtful to what extent this law was observed. It
ies referred {o in Deut.Z1l.10 in passing. The lute Pook of Chronicles
mentions it as the resting of tadlani(II Chr.36.21),™atil the land had
niujoyed aner Sabbaths, for as long c& shne i:;: decgolate sne kept Sabbath,
to fulfill seventy years.g Eere a denlal is made tnet tna loaw of the
saventh year had bren obgerved. Nec. pledges the people{en.l0.32) to
observe tne scventh ye'r in tne renission of debts. In I Lacec.6.49,58
we “re told tnat the peonle wers wituout provision for = skége,"it being
the saventh year, wnen the land was not xeown? All this in spite of tae
promise in Leviticus that the produce of tne sixtan sear would prove enougn
for tne seventh a.d for the beginning of the eignth year as well.,

5o The last of the taboo ordinusces is tust of the titnq, which
iz of great interest and not = little perplexiiy to us. The relation
heotvasn tue flrst fruits ape toe titues is o sub ject into which we need
not eater in tals discussion. An annual titne is exacted in Deut,l14.22-
27, wnich is to be eaten in Jerusslem with the Levites zs tae ;'_ue:-‘tbof
tin farily., How the entire tithe can be consumed 2t once, and yet tha

reneining uine-tenths he sufficient for the yeer, is not explained. In

L iuni:;o:lfle VYerimnelthisse,p.63. %. *2'" A6 3% 3
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eddition to this, or as another mode of admimistering it, the tithe of
every third year is to be devoted to the poor,including the Levite, the
widow, the prphan, and the stranger. (Deut.14.28,29; 2(6.12,13.) We

can pardly tell at this time whether the Isragdkites actudlly gave & fifth
of their income in this way eve.y third year, which withh the enforced
rest of tae Sabbatical year would mean about one fourtn of ell their
incone :;rtha seven year cycle. Tne triennksl tithe is not tdf;sed at
nzee, 8 the annuasl tithe, but wes to be kepv, "So that the poor may
cone 2nd eat ond be %Emiafied."&ncording to D(Drut.12.,17.19, ell vows
2.0 ofiferings should be eaten at the central sanctuary in conmpany wita
;a0 Levite, so that this legislation is all the more remarkable.

The “riestly Coda(Num.13.21.24; Lev.27.)ignorec & tithe for t.e
noor, but divarts it all tc the prie.ts and Leviées, by toat tive dis-
JAnguisued from each otner. The Levite was to get a titue of the nation-
el income, of which a tithe woe to go to the priests. Beside this, the
latter were tv obtain tue nezve.cfiering, the firstlings, and verious
otner doastions. Hzag&kel (25.13 ©f,) 1i ewise disregardc a legal pro=-
vicion for the poor, 8ad pives ¢ r-gular income to t.e priests. By his
time glmegiving wvug glready begianing to supnlant the law as a mode of
charity.

Ga The Ssbbath 2lso so-ms to huve had = humanitarisn purpose, We
find reference te this in Ex.20.8-10 (E/,in Ex.23.12 (C/,z2nd in Deut.5.
12.15.(D, The phrace of spepial eignificanca is""nat thny manservant and
thy nmaidservant may rest as well ac thou." The coanectioa of the
Snbhatn and tne Sabbatieal year is s definite one, both in intent 2nd in
effect. Both were,1'ke the numanitarian legislation generally, under

rophetic inspiration,
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2. The rules pf loans, interest, znd pledges uere so adjusted

os not to bear too heavily ou the poor. The Book of the Covenant has

a refulation that no money is to be lent on interestT end tact,if/ the
carment hes been taken &s a pladge, it snell be returned before sun-
gown that the pvor man may slecp in it(Ex.22.25.27,. e can imagine

now m® serably poor the borrower must have been by thie ordinance of hun-
azity. Huhlzholcs that this would be meaninglecs #f it meant pledge,
but tnat It must refer to the penalty exacted on non-payment of a loan,
e reet tane word Pillwhicb means pledge, in Cen.38.17 and Feh.5.3.
fieitier interest nor pledge were customany, wnile a penalty seems to
nave beer so0. leut.(1li.7-11, commands the wealthy to lend to the poor
ut recard to tne upproacn of tue year of relecee., It Turt.er
Co.22.27; forblds tue takxing of iatereut from & Hebrow, while gllow. ‘
ing iv Trom foruiLne?B? Evidontl s tae ivea s¢ill nuaintained its orip -
inal force tunt nobedy would borrow money :nless ne needed it for nres-
sent necessities. The creditor nad tie nower to eater tne lwonme of the

delinouzat debtor, sieze thkat which he wanted, or even sell the depior

L |

or pis ecanildren &8 slsves in oréer %o collect nieg loan. For thiat rea-

gon we see taoe injoncti of(leat.24.14%)"not to oprress & nired servant

toat is noor ane needy, wioetuer he be of thy brathren or of the stranger
t

2u2 rule of pledges was not to toke ¢ millsto.e as pledge(or

a3 peacslty,,(Deat.24.0,,n0r to take o wdiow's raiment(Deut.24.17,, not

(3.3
@
| &
et
o
H
[ o

tiue nouge to take it, but to let the dabtor bring it out, (Deut.
24.10,, und not to sleep with the pledge, Dut %o return it(Ex.22.25;1t.
24,12, Toat rules of this kinc were necescary is suowa bty seversl
pa8sagas in other books. Amos (2.8, says,"Tuey lay tunemselves Jown

1.This may. nowevar, be a8 gloss. 2.American Journel of Throl.I.n.728 ff,
31 “! g’. aP- ,r's‘-
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beside every altar on goods taken in pled.e." (Job =2.6 alsoj. In

IT ¥ 4.1 a voman, wife of a prophet, came to Elisha, esaying that her
hisband had died end the creditor had come to sell her two soms into
clavery. (See I fam.22.2) The law of wager was that wages rust be given
each day before suadown tuat the lsborer migat noi sufifer (Deut.24.15,.
Tnis is repeated in H (Lev.19.13;.

g The laws ol interest and pledges seem not to have been enfor-
ced, Jer.(lo.10, remarks,"I nave not leat on usury,neither have men
lent to me on usury, yet every one of t.em toth curse me." Ezek.(18.13)
lists amonp the crimes,"Eeth glven fortn uron usury, and hatn taken
inerease.”" Ien. fcund that the people had taken usury snd tnat many of
taqhncr wera to ba solé as slaves(lien., 5J..7he famous reforms o Iehe.
were based upon these provisions of the Deuteronomic law. He brougat ‘
it about that the fields were rectored to tietr former cwners and tue
depte remitted, theredy re-esitablisning tue commmunity upon a stable
egcnomic basigse. 1 5 of tue persnnal property likewise was restored and
the law aganinst interest once more Tixed in tue minees 9f tue people.
Is.=«% (o late pass ;e,; nas t.e phrcse,"rich aad poor, him that takesh
usury with ais Chnt ylveta usury":and Ps.l13.0 liste this z2nong the
niguect virtues,"e tuat lendela wot his money w-on usury.” Zvidently
nt tusy horssiteriue snctinent, ot least with

cutionte Trw wee siran

8
-~

oy of tuese woe hea teney to lane. 'Tae proiibition spzinst usury
recure conste tly wity the posltive orecepte to cere for the poor.
8. Slavery was cn instituticl. of the Webrew reonle, ss of all

anticuity, and with reperd to non-Hebrew glaver ithere were no iimitations
Ll

uron 1t. But the right cver Hedbrew sluves wes cirictly limited.s "The

ear‘iiﬁ code treate this rueestion(2x2.2) .7-11), allovwing the Hobrew
l.intten,in Biblicol Torld,Vol.ld:;p.156-C0 ok
Selmeert women captured lu wor sné used ¢B concublses,Det.21.10-14.
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glave to serve for six years and go free 1n the seventh, though not with
a wife or children whom he may have acquired during his period of Slavéry.
If he preferred, his master should bore his ear with an awl %o the door-
post, and he would then be a slave for life. Pemale slaves, who had been
concubines, were not to be sold, but must be kept in that position or

set entirely free. If & man maimedhgsskave, he at once became free. The
S o aTincls ot Jo e

law of Deut. repeats this ordinance for the male slave£15012~18), that

at the end of six years of service he 18 to be released unless he wishes
to remain a slave for life. When he 18 released, the master ig to give
plentifully to him, remerbering that the whole nation had been slaves

in Bgypt and had been saved by God, and algo that "To the double of the

‘ ///P;xé'of a hireling hath he served thee for six years."™ The egcaped

© slave was not to returned to his master(Deut.23.15,16), and any one
- _ illegally
enslaving a fellow.Israelite,should be punished with death{Deut.24.7)

\ Children were sémetimes gold as glaves(Il X 4.1;Is.50/1) ahd
the slave must have worked rather héra. gtill, his lot was not véry.bad,
at least in thelsarlier period. The stories of Eliezer(Gen.l5.8;24),’of
Saul and his slave(I Sam.9.1-9) show that the siave was practically one
of the family, that he had money and could inherit. Jer.(%4.8.-16) gives
us .a drametie piecture during the saége of Jerusalem when the recently
promuigated law of Deut. was invoked and the slaves freed to help in the
defense. When the danger was ovey, howeverjyl the law wms disobeyed and

- the slaves were forced back into slavery. Nehemiah did not attack the
institution of slavery;Abut freed those poor Jews who were in danger of
falling into +that condition. The clause in% the early law providing that
a slave may choose to remain with his master showed the comparatively
happy lot of the.slaVGs at that ePOGh%

haall SR IPE Y

1, Ex.22.26,27, 2,Neh.5.,1.19. 3,Batten,in Biblical World,V.10.p.2397.
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Another regulatioc. 6f slavery is made by H (Lev.25.39.55).
This is associated with the Jubile yesr, All Hebrew slaves arc tc be
released at the year of the Jubile, whenever trat may come; thus there
is tc be no slevery, but instead serviee for frcm one to 49 years. 4
Eebrew whc wae s0ld to & oon-Isrzelite may be receemed by himgelf or
by one of his kin for a price recl:éned ucccggng to the years of sexrvice
until the next Jubile. Lenkercy was enjcined in the treatment of these
sleves, while, on the otker hang, non-Hebrew slaves vwe:e permanent pro-
oerty end could be sc¢ld at will. This secms to nave been purely theor-
e~ical lepislstion, the circumstences of vwhich were the poret-exilice
3ituatiin, wnen many non-Isrselites dwelt in tue lard and rwight have some

weclthe A specislly meritorlidus work of later tires was to redeem Jews

captured in wor and scld(l Lacc.i.41;II lecc.8.11).
9. Anotier means of aveicing the severest phéase of poverty and of /
raintaining: the old clan orpanizeticn eo Inr se might be was the refen-
ption of land. Tinis must neve bteen &an old rractise, as we find it in ‘
Jero(32.6-9,, iu Rutal4,.88), e ir Ezek. (4¢.16-18, ns well a&s im

a mixec passage of Il and P in Lev.26. Jeremisn, winen ne hesrs that the
field of his uncle in Ansthoth wuie to be so0ld bougnt it at once ,as8 he

snys, according to custom. In Rutn it arpesrs that the right of redem-
ption, as well as the duty, belon,ed to the ceet of kin, but coulc be

pecseé on by nim te a more aistent kinsman by & pablie sct. This is

exuctly tue case wite tne levirsts marriage( Deat.£5.5.10), when the

urolaer is to murry his brother's widow ané ruise un & son to carry on

tie nere of the doccecsed. According to the lew of P (Num,36.1-12)

land is to be kent permanent!y within the tribe by the merrisge of

neiresses always to a fellov-tribesman, Ezekiel has the same idea; land

le llowack;Hebraeisciies Archneclogie.p.176-180,
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is nct to be alicn&ted"in order that my people be not scattered, every
man from nis possession.™ At this late time the concepticn began to be
prevelent, not merely that land belonged to the clan and shoudd be kept
by it, but that it had been apporticned by divine mandete(es in the book
of Josnua, among the different tribes and clans, whoe should reteirn their
snare until the end of time, Ezekékl expresses tuis in his division

of the land of the naticn inte equal parts-.quite impocsible, as the land
of Fzlestirne veries in fertility--ané his ascigning them to the tribes.
Lev.25--the Priesltly Code--works out anotrher theoretical adjustment,
alrecéy referred to in a édifferent connection,the year of tue Jubile.,
Tne idea is tuat every fifty years a grand readjustment of 11 the land
snall bring each section back into the hands of its original ovners,-.
that is, its origiral eclan. No land siha&lil be slienated. Land is to

be tented for rericds of from one to forty-nine years, but not sold. ‘

The price of the sale snoll vary rccording to the yeur of the Jubile.

At any time the seller or uis kipn my redeenm land, pasying a proportiona
ate prime varying with the yeers of the Jubile. A city dwelling.-not
being an apcestral pcegseseicn in the sane sense-- could be redcemed

enly witbhin the year, but the ncueges of tue Levites ctme unéer the same
ru%p %? the lands of other tribes. That the aliiensticn of lond was an
;:{?aappears fromn such passeges as Is.bB.5.10; 1 K 217.3 ff,

10. Re ulations wers liltewise meda, not only for interntl adminis-
tretion, but alsc for the humeniterian treatment of enemies ané of none
Israelitish strangers in tie land., The regulation of war in Daut.20 and
in 21.10.14 € o unique expreession of the humanitsrisn gpirit,not
parslleled until our own d2y¥. Any man who has built n new uoate, rlan-
ted 2 -ineyuré, or betrothnd & wife, or who is of faint heart, is not

tc entar the bettle. 1In actval conflict the enemy shall be given first

sn opportuuity tc yield apnd serve tie Hebrews., 1In sacking a city, the
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men only should be killed and the women, children, &and booty should de
teken. This last rule is tue usval one in ancient wurfare, but was

not alweys followed by the Israelites( I Sam.15%. A different spirit is
secn tn tie final nart of the chapter, with ite proikibitdon of cutting

down fruit trees even in & siege. Women who nre captured and married

snall be treated, not zs slaves, but as Isradgitish wives,

The attitude of comnsiderrtion toward tic ger has been noted
in other docuuents, but is quite as prevalent in tue codes. The ger
seems to have been & non-Jew who h&d been tuken under the protection of
e clan or inﬁividua]e, not the orcinery dorceigner, who wme called “o>%
(See Deut.l4.21) In tue Book of .he Covenant there zre two injunctions

for kindness to tie steanger(Bx.22.21; 23.9,,"A stranger shalt thou not

onprese, for thou knovwest the heart of the strange., seeing thou wast a

strengar in the land of Egypt." Deut.alwuys cssociates the stranger with
the nctive poor, the fatherless, the widow, and the Lovite? God is spo-
ken of a8 "fhe one wuo lovetu tie strenger." Altlhough tce stranger is
not to be & genuine member of the congregation until the third genera
(Deut.23.2 £f.), still the Friestly Cofe imposes upon him merny of the
duties of the Ivreelite, especielly as to forbidden foods{Lev.17.12,185
15.26 )., This attitude is onc which preveiled especially during the
rrophetic time; in loter epochs, when the influence of the prophets was
not so direct and the foreigners dwelt in Pulestine in greater numbers
ené with more influence, they were more hcoted and less favored than during
tie time of the independent monerciny.

The different codes exzhibit very different attitudes on the
preblem of charity. The carliest,C, wnile very crude, is at the ssme time

l.Sec,iowever, 1 & 20,31.

2. Bunl:Zoziale Vernoecltrisse,p.48-50.
J. Deut.lC.18; 16.135: 24,16,17.



in the prophetic vein. It gives the care of the stranger, amd the poor,
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as well as {the regulaticns of the seventh year anc the limitaticn of

slavery. Teuteronomy, which was published about 150 years later, has

the most highly develoned system of poor relief in any ancient code.

Jere are the laws of interest ané pledges, the seventh year as a remis-
sion of debts, the law of gmkemmimgsy ©leanings, thne triennial tithe
for the poor, and a law of slavery. After this, the interecst of the
-pepple was turned in enotier direction. With the brecling dovmn of this
code, ite vesricue provisions were adorted in other forms or neglected
sntirely. Taecrefore, the Holiness Code, vwritten shortly afterword, has
tue lew of tie cormeres of tie field, of glesnings, the Szbbatiecal year,
ond slaves. Erekédl, e little later, in his grest coustitution, has
no charity luws whotever, atlempting to colve tne entire problem by a
¢igtribution of tie land asmong all tie clans walci would obviate any
poverty. This ie tre atiitude of the Priestly Code, about 450. Hers
tue dues formerly given tc the poor are diverted tc tihe priests. The
only regulation for tie poor is tae Jubile, winicn was probebly never
put into prectise, byx which the elan shoulé retain its lend and no
fanily ever becime i 'ruanently impoverished. As for the poor, in the
irtervening period batween the Jubiles, a new method of caring for them
hat become popular; thay were to be cared for, not by legal regulations
but by the 3adme of the‘rinus. Almsgiving wes now a practise, favored

by the viety of tie priests and conditioneé by the needs of the tine.
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CEAPTFR V. THIED PEZIOD, ALMSGIVIING. r

The Gisuse of the Deuteronomic law brought great difficulty |

into the situation of the poor. In the Captivity the Jews owned no land,

nad little sarplus wealth, and were in no position to folkow the commands
to leave the gleanings, release the slaves, or snare tneir sacrificisl
f-asts with the poor and needy. The charity lsws in tne Holiness, Code
are,in all probability, from zn earlier time &nd were amrely written
down 2t this periodé. At any rate, the, resemble the laws of Deuteronomy
in a8 great many respects and bear the eermarks 6f i‘he eEElier time.

But & new method of caring for tae poor was beconing more and more preé-
velent; the odé custom of hosritality was being exisnded to inclyde the
giving of all necessities wherever tney are needed. Almsgiving, never
crce mentioned in any pre-Exilic passage, is spoken of in every book
of the Zitle(with a very few exceptions, beginning with Ezekiel and I
Isaian and continuwing to Dagiel and Estoer. It is dominant in the
Apsoryphz and New Testament, is oversmadowed in tne Uisine by legal me
ode, althougn etill givea & great deal of attention, and is the chief
mode of Jewisnh, Christian, aré Lohemmecan cuarity until rmodern times.
Iven now it .8 only slowly being replaced by institutional cnarity %n its
many forms. Alms therefore deterve & chapter in tais survey of Biblical
charity. The; seem tc have risen nnder the priestly influence which
diverted all the cuets of tne people from toe pcor to thne priests and which
favored tne new tieology which weut witn the piving of alms. Alms are
logically & direct development Irom wospitelity, so soon e&s the needs

are greater thsn food and a nignt's lodging, and in simrle peoples

alms sre often given by receiviéng the roor meu into the aouse of tue donor,
out toere is @ distinet di/ference in tnat the idea of charity is now

uppermost, 2nd tnat the z2zid is now voluntary, to be giveu or withald at

wille
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In tais connection we may mention tuet tne énly referehces to
begeing in tce entiee Scriptures ( three in number)loccur in post-Bxilic
works, and thet not one of the writers before the Exile ever mentioans
tue giving of alms. This 1c especially noticeable in the prophets, whaonm
we would expect to sce praicing the voluntery bestowal of one's property
upos the needy. The Fact is, nowevery,tnat the propumets, witn all their
(efense of the poor, always spesk of justice, of not oppressing the weak,
but never of gifts or of support for thoee who need/ it. The nearest
we ¢ e te elmsgiving in tnat epoch is in soue of tie instances of hos-
pitelity, whick are still uader the old ides of Snrviée due to the etran-
ger and not :2a§£0 new one of merit to the giver by his voluantary azt,
Yor example, the demand of David for gifts from Nebal ( T Sam.25) is not
ugked 88 a fsvor, but rather damande¢ &s & rignt. In the seme vay, the
care of tue vronitets is a pirus duty wnich received its ackuowledgeommm
and reward, but not in the sense iu waich later charity was reg rded,
Sut in tie Exile almegiving is first mentioned;if it wns known at all

b fore, it was certainly not conspicuons and never geined entraace into

tna literature, Logically a davale ment from hosnitalit:, nistorically

it was t.e succeasor of a great le al arrangemant whiczu could no longer
be meintained and needed Eoie tuccessor to cover the field of charity.
Tue pro hets of tue Bxile mention clms ivinge Ezeklel speaks
ef it in coanection wit. tie older methods of ralief,--"!le hath restored
to the debtor his pledge,nath spoileuv none Ly violence, hath given his
brezd to the mmnpgry,an. hath covered the naked with a garment; he that

2
aetin net piven forth upon usury, neither hath tazen cny increase", This

il

&€ in cne rezpect typleal of the who e succeeding period- almsgiving,
anwever prevalent it became, naver mBtirely auparsedeld the legel mode

of relgef, but wns always parallel witn it. Teutero-Isaian, in speaking
IoT ShMele36; Po.i7.26; 109.10. - 2. Boek.18.7-8412.13- 15-17,
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of tne true fast uato the Lord,says, "It it not to deal thy bread to the
paogryf, ond taat thou bring the poor tnut are cast out to thy kouse?
“wea thou scest the naked, thzt thou cover kim, and that thou hide no%¥
thyself from thine own flee}?"(Is. 58.0,7.) In these twec pidces the
civing of 81lms is put among the cerdiLal virtues, vnere it wasg destined
to remain in tee future growth of Judeism and of tie reli_ione syringing
fro: it.

Tne great postZBExilic works, Job zni Frofwerbe ,mke the velue
of vlgm still [reater, Jcob, doating from tie fourth centvry,lcomhinas
the yroybetic snd priectly virtwee tcwurd tie peor, Justice ano the
breotovwul of slms, oo relved]l of these are seversl times snunercted

cuges 3ilcrd(26.7-4),0f wiiieh Zophsr

0

vl the crimes of wiicn Job &

cecuses Job (20410,19), and of wiich Blipaaz accuscs. Job (22.C-9).

.

Loreuver, Job includes it sroug tue sins wiien are often un nni&ked,]
(E4e2-11). Teoe rost intereeting of thece aseeges is that in cherted
22,-"Thou nast $ajen a pleige of tiy brotier/ for naugit, and stripped
the nalkred ol th, clotuing. Thou hast net given w:ter to tune weary to
drink, and tnou haoot xex witheld breeé fror the nu.gry. Tioou nest sent
widows avay empl; eand the arme of tne Tatherless nave beon broken."™
Phis comes up =ven in tae specenes of Blihu(c<.08; 5.9, in much the same
mamner. The greatect exposition of cuarity in the winole Bible, both from
the point of viev of motive and of execution, &ppears i: Job in his two
speeches, £9.12-1¢ guné J1.13-32, Here cu:r.ty rises to its greatest
tridmph and its nighest besuty,--"I wre eycs to the blind and feat wae

I to tiue lame. I wat 2 father to tle needy, and the cause of him that

I Jmew uot I sea.ched out." "If I hcve witheld tre poor frou thekr
decire, or have cavced tie eyes of the widow to feil; or have eaten my
rmoroel alone, aoné the fatherless hive not ecten thereof; if I have seen

1.4 é:sputed cuection;Cornill,250; Buttenvwieser,400-750; Driver,Cheyne,
Dovidson, Brxdlic; Steuernagel, c.250; Duhm,Kautsch, 300; atc.
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any perish for want of clothing, or that the needy hed no covering; If
hig loins have not blesced me, and if he were not wrrmed with the Tleece
of my sheep; if I heve lifted up y nand ageinst the fatherless because
I saw my kelp in the gate; then let ny shoulder fall from the 8houlder
blade and nuine arm be broken from the bone."

Proverbs, from the same [eneral perioﬁ% has the same voint of
views It seldom mentions the ratters of interect or pledges, which took
g0 much attention before, occasionally speake of justice to the poor, but
cevotes its strongest panegyrics to ajms. That the plight of the poor
was g Tamiliar one at tiie ti e is snown by suen remerke as "The rich
ruleth over the poor, and the borrower is servent t¢ the lender.m(22.7)
There occurs, moreovey, the fanovs phrase, "Highteousness delivers from
death", where the sense of"cherity™ is admitted as being possible.fl0.2;
11.4) Ge Tind the Terilier precerts regerdlig monoroly{1ll.26¢), lsnd-
marks(25.,1C,119, jusiice(TB.7,gif2?333.;;presnion(30.]41, but ueually
vith &8 theolegical sccompaniment, such as was rere in the pre-exilie

era, "iemove not the old landmerk, aud enter pot into ihe fields of

toe fetierless, for f{heir redeemer is nmi nty." " he king truat laith-
fully juégez thh poor, nis thropne cisll be eutehlished iorever. "He
thnt witholdetn corn, the peorle sikell curce nim, but Lleseing shall be
Jvon thne keocd of uin tuat sells it.™ Previougl, this was 2 rare mode
of councluding an injunction, a8 we shall note iu the next chepter.

The Pro¥mebs contain likewise 2 number of precerts on the there
of alre, on sone of whienh the date iz disputed. According to Driver,
rart of the bool! is pre-e:ilic in origin, and alme are therefore kmown
before the ®iila. If, howewver, we fcllow Cornill, Steuernagel, Bennett
end Auemey or Toy, sll these references are agter the Exile and most

of tiem very late after it, from the fourth to the third century.
T. See ext paragraph for « discuesicn of tnis.
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These sre nelither so explicit nor so poetical as tuose from Job,

ut still possese much dmportence. "He that despisetn his neighbor

sinneth, but he that hoth merey on the »oor, hanny is he."(14.20,21,71)

"lie that oppresseth the noor reproachneth his maker."™(17.5) "He that op-

pres: eth the poor to increase his richec and trat givetn to the richesd”

Rob not tuhe poor, for the Lord will plead their cause." "He tiat hath
a bountiful eye shall be blesred, fcr he giveth of hies bread to tThe

poo®s"(22.9,16,22,23) "If thy enemyy be hungry, give him bresd to eat;

end if he be thirsty, give kin water to drirk, for thou shelt hear coals

of fire upon his nead, 2nd Goé snell rewsrd trhe."(25.21,22) "He that

Ly usury and gain increaseth nis substance, gatheretn it for him thrat

will pity the poor...He thaet giveth to tue poor shall not lack."(26.8,27f

Tne virtuouns woman "8tretcuethh out her hande to the poor, she rescheth
fertin ner hands to the needy."(31.20) Finally occurs & pessage renine
iscent of Deut.15.7.11,"Szy not to thy neighbor, Bo snd cowe agein,
waen toou hast it by thee."(l.27,28). This, like the passsge in Jeut.

seemqtc refer, not so much to 2lms as to lendizg without interest when
to thy brother,
a perscn is in need, "Dhv: s2aelt surely opsn tny handhyo thy pcor, to
thy needy in th, land."
The Pealme mentic.. aulms approvingly ceveral times. "The
wicked borrowetn and payetih not again, but the rZgnteous showeth mercy

anc¢ giveth."(37.21, "All {he dey he decleti gracicusly and lendeth,

and his seed is blessed ,"(37.2C) "Vell is it with the man thet desleth

5

gracicvsly and lendeti;...be bsth Gispersed, he Lath given to the needy.”

(112.5,9) "They slay thhe wicow and tie etranger, and murder the father-

lecs."(¥4.¢,123) Hos%t of the notice given to charity in tne Psciike is
ourely theoclogkéal, and as such will be treated in tlue next chapter,

“he whole post-exilic tirwe knows almegiving, und preises it
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most highly. Tnlu appears even in the most indifferent of books, which
were written for guite other purposes. Ecclecisstes tells us, is is

true, "IT thou seest the op retsicn of tne poor, marvel not at the mutter.®

(5.5) But he also sscys, "Cest thy bresd upon the waters, for thou shalt
find it after meny days."(1l.l) Chrodicles telle us repeatedly of the
giving away of food and dérink in celebration of grert festivaje, either
using an§ old tradition, or reading back into former tines the practises
of their own day. Daniel has the phrese"Bresk off th, sins by rignteous-
neasy and thyiniquities by showing merey to tne pcor."(4.27% Esther,
verheps even laler tinn Deniel ir origin, ordains the feast of Purim,

"a good day, and of sending portions one to mlotaer, and of giZts to the
poore"(9.19,22)

Almsgiving, arising last of all the Biblicel metnods of c.uarity,
bacame ascociated with certain theolegical idess wpich [uve it its deep
appedlhnd its firm nold on tue pecnle. The need of tie poor continued;
legal nid became less &nd less ircortant, and the merit of giving to
the pcor was more ané more procladred. In the New Testament especially
it has a vaique porition anong all tne virtues. In lett.25.31-46, the
sheep and the goat. are senarated on ne basis of their cuarity,in
the form of 2lma and ~f narsonal service. Jesus is reprecented ase
saying(liat..19.21 "Sell tur% thou hast, 2.4 give to ¢the poor, and come

and follow me."™ The YXorun hey sucn teachings as,"Fear God with all

your mignt, and give alrme for your own weel™,(XCIII, 16, "Let the good
wnien ye bestow be for parepts, and kincred, and orphnans, and the poor,
and the wayforer...Bestow wict ye cen spare ."(¥¢¥,11,211) In fact, the
three cur.inal disciplines of the Christian, Loasmnedson, =mnd Hewish
curcnes turoughout the Liddle Ages nre alrs, nrayer, and fasting. But
thie orincs us to theology, the subject of tie next chapter.

.
‘. [
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CEAPTER VI. THE THEOLCGICAL PHASE OF CHEARITY,

"ith & people such &3 the Isrszelites every pnase of 1ife had
its religious aspect; law was ecclesiasgtical law, governmant was theo-
cratic, and charity was religious. In several instances we have noted
the theological uspect wiesn considering tue diflerent methods of cunaritye.
Tuis chapter is to be a summary of that side of tne gquestion, bringing
out the conceptions of God and his relation to man which made the modes
of cunarity so acceptable and so widely practised during their periods
of dominance.. The chief ideas wnich are expressed turocughoutx the fidld
of Biblical literature are that Bodf as owner of tiie land, claims his
spnare Tfor toe needy, and that the wealthy are nersonally resnonsible
for their poorer brothersz Thece ideas are brought out in such passages
as Deut.15.10,11,-.-"For tne poor shall never cease out of tn; land;
therefore I command thee... open thy hand to the pcor."™ The land belong-
ed to God, who hadé givern it to His people, Isruel. They were duty-
bound te enare the produce with the whole mass of the people when in .
need, whether by s:ch devices s#8 the trienniel tithe or the gleanings,
or by the luter metiiod of giving alms. Charity is néf:a.mntter of free —
will, but of obligation; charity is righteousness, as the later use of
the word :if-ﬂ would sighify. Although cnarity iIs not iucluded in every
arriee of thue virtues, it appears in & number of them, from the burses
nf Deut. 28.19 to that of Job 3l. It is, moreover, a human ohligation,
applying alsc to the non-Jew and oven, in some regards, to the animal.

Accoriing to the usual ethics of the Bible, charity is to be
rewarded by Rlessing.(Deut.24.13; Prove.2l.13; Ps.41l.1l) "3lessed is
he that concicereth the poor; the Lord will deliwwr hiz in time of
trouble."™ Virtue is rewarded hy material prosperity, as appears in

-

l. E.Eohler, in Jewisn Encyclopedia. art.Alms, Charity,Poor.
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Bzekiel 18, the great announcement of individual retribution. Here tne
varinos sins for which punishment is to be given sre enumerated at some
lenghhk, including the taking of usury, the refusal of ulms, and the
onpression of the poore. This ethics is often thoroughly materialistic,
but it does include the important conception that God is the friend of
the poor, will proteet him, and will reward the man who aids the poor.
In the early tine, the qgiod of hospitality, the chief theola
ogical conception is that the stranger is under divine nrotection. The
"man of God" especially was recelved and alded in many ways. Ee found
entertainment wherever he weut, out of respect for his missicn and for
his powers of ble.sing :;dcurting. Charity wes in no sense optional,
during either this perliod or the one of legazl mecsures of relief; it
waS an obligation on the part of the giver, a right on that of the recikp-
ient. The optionel nature of charity began with the spread of the
castom of giving slms. In the earlier times it was sas much & duty as

0
to abstain from tneft or to supprt the temple and The priests.,

For that rerson thne taboo lnwe opersted for the henefit of the
pnor os well as of the priests. Both were under the protection of God.
So soon &8 an ob ect, --first fruits, tithes, vows, or whatever it might
be, was forbidden to the owner, it became the proper possession of the
elass who were uunder Cod's specicl care. In some cases, the law of
property wes merely withdrawn for the tine being, a& in the case of the
8cbbatical year, and all alike were to snasre in the produce of the fields
and vineyerds. The different ebjects wnich were tzboo provided an
exceplent fund for the nesdy, of whom the land must unave contained a
large number,

In accordance wvith this, many of tue festivals were accompan-

ied by 'mngts in wnicn the »norr could take part. The Leuteronomic law
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provides tart sll sacrifices are to be eaten at the sanctuary =t Jer-
usalem with the servants and tas poor, and that at the festivals of
Booths &nd Weeks in particular the poor, the Levitg, ani the widow, are
to be invited% In IT Sem.6.19, when the ark is brought to Jerusalen,
Ja¥id gave to ezch of tie people™A cake of bread and a good piece of
flesh and 8 flagon of wine." 1liehemin observed tiie same custmm,(Neh.8.
9.12)"7nis day ie holy.. ect the fat, and drink the iweet, and send
portions to tnem for whom nothing is prepared."™ Caronicles mention

the custom three times, (I Chr.16.3; II Cur.30.24; 35.7-9) with regard
to David, Hezekiah, and also the great Passover in the eighteenth

year of Josiah., Both kings and princes are re-resented as giving much
food to the congregation that all mi.ht rejoice cdequately in the
fectivals, Finally,this is ordained as one of the chief methods of
ooserving toe holiday of Purin (Estuer 9.19,22). All of these inssances
of the custon ure post-exilie, witiu the nossible erception of the one
in II Sem., which is diSputed?

The prochetic demuaciation® of oprression and injusiice was
alimys carridd on in tne name of God, a8 the protector of the poor and
the supreme arbiter of meral standards. "For three trensgressions of JY
Israel, yea for four, I will ua~t turn awey the punisiument thereof;

because they sold the righteous for sgilver end the nocr for a pair of

shoes,."(Amos 2.6,7) "7ith rigntecusness ne shall judge the poor, and

reprove with equity for the meek o7 the earth."(Is.1ll.4, ™"Is not this
the fast that I have chosen: to lonose the bonds of wickedness...Is it

not to deal thy bread to tus hungry, &nd that thou bring the poor that
are caztf out to thy novze?™ (Is, 58.6-8) 41l righteousness is vaught
1. Deuts 12.17-19:16.9-15.

2. Driver considers this pescage late, but Cornill aud Bennett and Adeney
ageribe it to J, and Steuernzgel to Sa(frodbebly,,equivelent %o Je
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in the name of Cody, and especially charity, for Ye is"a God that loveth
the stranger,in giving him foodx and raiment."(Deut.10.18)

God is continually represented as caring for the whole people
and in especial for the poor. "The Lord will destroy the house of the
proud, but he will establish ‘he bopder of the widow."(Prov.15.25)
"Thou hast been ax strength to the poor, a strength to the needy in
his distresc."(Is, 25.4) "He preservetn thod the life of the wicked,
but giveth right 6o the poor."(Job 36.6,15) A number of citations of
this Jdnd occur in Psalms, with tie nided diffdeflty, however, that
tihe word "poor" as used there oftrn signifies the piuus Israelites, or
the entire comnuaity of Jews, or even a party or sect of the pwople.

It ie, moreover, extremely diffieult to ssy in any particular case-
Just wiieh meaning should be given to the word. On the other hand,
whatever precise meaning may atiafei to the term, in gensrsl it means
poor in any case, because tne pious were very often the poor, and the
word when anplied to the Israelitas refers to tihem as poor in contrast

tqétheir oppressors, There€@re the t.eological sijnificance of the

term is not eltered by its spccial uses.
The Pualmists are vory strong in thefr exrressions of Cod's
care for the poor., "For the necdy sinall not slways be forgottea; the

expectation of the poor snayl not perisin forever.” (Ps.2.18; see 8180

Ps, 10.2-18;12.5; 109; 16,2%,31) ™Hec ruiseth the poor out of the

dust, and 1lift-tu ur the ne-dy from the dunghnill; Zuwat he may set him
—ita princes, even with tha princec of his evple."(Pc.113.7,8; sse also
I 3am.2,8; Ps.107.56,41) "He esnall judge tiie poor of the people,he
snall save the cnildren of the necdy, and shall break in pleces the
oprressor."(Pu, 72.24,12-13) Cod is "A father of tue fatherless, and

a judge of tue widows".(Pc.68.5,10:69.33; 172,15; 140.12: 146.7-9)

Ihis is brougnt inlo mauy a prayer anddressed to Cod.--"Forget

it 4+ha rancvarntion of thv pOOY i‘n;-l‘_-.-.r.'itas .74.19':1; 8:-..1-'401
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"Bow Jown tihine ear, 0 Lord; hear ma, {or I am poor &nd nezdy."(Ps.86.1)
It comes intc many a rebuke of thie people, as well in the Psalmg and
Troverbe as in the speeches of the prophets. "Ye have snamed the couns-
el of tae poor, becazuse tue Lord is his refuge."(Ps.12.56) In all of this
the great principle of morality stands out very clearly,--God is tae
rrotector of f tue poor; im like menner shell ye profzct the poor. Cod
2111 renuite hir who bas maercy uapon ilis helovad fFoore Initatio dei is
the chief prineinle of marelity in tue Bible rnd eyplies more 2irectly

to rerey and charity than to most of the procepte of the nrophete and the

ot

8. It is summed uy In the reat centencey,"He thnt hath pity upon
the proor lendeth to the Lord, and thet which ne neth given will He
pay hi- agaip."(Prov.19.17)

This is the Tincl morsl prineiple of charity in tne Bidble,ms

Jot rverresents the Tinnl develo ment cf the iden of chnarity in appli-
cution. Future nethods ond prineivlet of crarity cannet transcend tuase
two pasgsages for loftiness of cnaception uxnd for murity of purvose.

Cne more d-velcrment, nowever, care to t.e¢ couception -f eaarity in the
Zible, thie 2 purely theolcgical niiee In Ianiel 4.27 the king is told,
"Ereak off thy sins by rightecuinese, nnd tiire iniguities by showing
rerey to the nvor® Chority hne been giveo velue gs stonenent. This

ie not found in any otlher Bibliesl book, wnore the only methods of
atonement are toe ritual onesg,--socrifice, scapegoat, and the like, --
and the pure morality tuu; it br the propheis as the only means of
atonenénd with God. 32But witu tie ever  reater respect accorded te elus.
giving it finally was given &8 mechenical efficsey as graat as tuat of
sperifice. This wag a “ertile couceptlon in the konés of later think-
ers and writers. "“he Book of Tobit tells us(1“.8/,"Good is prayer

with foeling and alms and rigutecusuess. Akms dotic doliver from death,
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and i1 chall purge away all gin.™ Ben Sirach consajns the seme doc-
trine,"2e not fainthearted in thy prayer, and neglect not to ghitem |

elms."(7,10) "he New Testcrment specks o‘ten of this, as in the well.

known pessage in Acts 10.2-4, "Thice alms and thy prayers are gone up
for a memerial bef-re God."

A great develcpment proceeded from the Bibliecal idecs end
rractises of charity, a develonment participated in by three religions.
Thie development wes in t¥wo directions, the one glorifying the poor
gnd doirg cverything to increcse their number and to magnify their
virtue, the other maling for iﬁstitntional cnarity and the relief of the
poor without emphasizing his conditicn or the virtue of his benefsace

tor. Unfortunately, the latter tendency wes by fur tre smuller; the

entire medireval systew ol chority was & dekiberste mamufucture of

paupers, OQOunly as prenerved by thne Jews, enéd not elways emorg then,
did the other tendzuecy survive. Biblical cherity is smperior ino its
motives, its methods, and its results tc most of the chnarity, bota

Jewish and Christian, wuich sucecded it,
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CHAPTER VII, TCNDERCIEE FCR FUTURE DEVELOPLENT.

Nost of the charity of the post-Biblical epocH, up till modern
times, was foundeé upon almsgiving as its model. The Kishna and Talmd
show a very elaborate development, but alms is always the basks and
vettern of the entire sysyom. The lisma, it is true, discusses and
gecides very carefully all the legal questions that arise under the law
f r the poor, such as the amount tnat must oe left at the corners of
the field, and the way of giving tne tithef, but most of this céiscussion
was purely theoretical, as the destruction of the Temple and tne exile
of the Jevs from Palestine forced tie law intc disuse. On practical
topics, the matter of cherity is divided into two perts, Jp7I¥or alms-
giving, and =1on jy¥wdor decds of kindnecs. These were not divided oy
any nardé end fast line, ané the latter included mueh that wee almsgiving,
coumbining it with personel service. The fact is that even the personal
element, desirsble as it is in &1] charity, does not destroy tie ncture
of almsgiving and chonge it into something else.

Almsgiving is glven a high plece in all the literature of

Telnudic times It is praised witu the nyperbolic metaphors of the
Oriett, showing that Shefy Torah begins and snds with works 6f benevol-
ence, from Cod's clothing of Adam and Eve in toe Garden of Eden tc his
burial of Moses in the valley of lit. Pisgah. The whole field of bene-
volent action, incysing both alms ané decds of kindness, is divided
intc seven main branches of cuurity, of which some are included in each
subdivision, wiite some are menticneé in wither a2t will. These seven
are almost all foundec orn Bibliczl precedents, were elaborated by the

Escenes, and are enumerated (fér the most part) in the New Testament

(latt, 25.35.39 )., They are; fecding the hungry and giving érink to
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the thirsty, clOthihg the neked, visiting the sick, burying the dead,
redeeming the captive, educating the fatherless, and providing dowries
for poor maidens. These were the fundamental ohservancesZof charity
for the Jew during the long centuries of exile and oppression, and some

of them, such as the ransom of captives, had only too mich oceasion

for exercige.

The general policy of both synagog and church was to give

‘alms at every possible oppobttunity. It was the universal desire to Tind

plous men who would take alms from the pious who, by some good fortuné,
wa s Worlﬁly‘enough to have alms to give. Charity was no longer a right
of the retipient; he had nothing to do with it. Charity was now a |
‘source of merit in the giver, a means of atonement, a road to heaven.
tmhe poor was valued because through him there was a way to attain eter.

nal bliss. The phrase, "Righbteousness saves from death",was now read,

Mcharity saves from death” and inscribed on the charity-boxes. The

method of giving, it is true, was often unobjectionable; giving was
best in secret, according to the New Testament and the Talmud as well;
personal contact made giving very ofben a valuable factor to both giver
and recipient, but the general tendency was one whose fruits show in
later times in the beggars once so common in the Jewish community, and
atill to be found in numbers in places, like Italy and Turkey, where
the old religious conception of charity as being a good thing for the
giver (ignoring whether it helps oFf harms the receiver) still holds
swaye. The final effect may be judged from the words of Profe CoHs
Henderson% "he methads which the Church employed in relieving destil-

tution were such that they often aggravated rather than remedind the

1 iodern Mebhods of Charity,p.166,167.
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eVilews. The motive of such giving ﬁas the Church's inculcation of the
doetrine that almsgiving was a means of grace to the giver."™ This
point of view 1s summedlup in the well-known passage (Matt. 4.19-20;
Ruke 12.3%,34) "Sell that you have and give alms; make :Ffor yourself
purses which wax not 0ld, a treasure in the heavens, that faileth not,
where no thief draweth near, neither moth destroyeth.“ This obviously
18 based on such texts aw Ps, 85.12; Is.58.8 and Prov.1l.30. At the
same time it comes more directly from the story which is told of

Queen Helen of Adiabene and her SOH;(TOaCftd Peah 4.20; Baba Bathra 12a),
When reproached for sending money to Jerusalem for the powr during a
Pamine, the king sald, "My fathers gathered treasures on earth; I
shall gather treasures in heaven. My fathers gathered treasures where
“hieves can lay hands on them; I, where no man can take them; my

fathers have gathered treasures that perish, I , for a world that does

not perish,” The idea is beautiful that By thought for the necessities
of the needy one may ajd bis own salvation; the outcome was not worthy,
in that 1t led to ppomiscuous giving and to charity merely from a selfish
motive and without thought of the ultimate results,

A different development the world owes to the Jew as well,
which did not grow as it should during the mediaeval period, but is
springing into fruitage today, the movement toward orgainizea charity.
This movement aims solely Ffor the benefit of the recipient without
regard to the pleasure or the advantage of the giver of relief. It is
 impersomal in its motives, although it must be personal in the highesﬁ
- degree in practise that it may have worthy results., Thés movement is

1
certainly of Jewish origin, and probably sprang from the sect of Rssenes,

s 0 Tt e

1. X Kohler° Historical Development of Jewish Charity.
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who managed, among their pietistic prayers and baptisms, to do some things
which still remain as a monumsnt to their gemine religious fervor .
Tneir institutions wer adépted by the Jewish cormmmumal orgambzations and
afterwerd by tne Church, 80 that their devotion and originality bore
riecn fruit. The two chief of their institutions for the poor, which,
although supnorted by alms rather than by regular dues, were admiBis-
tered in somewhat different fashion, were the .'l.!'lr or charity box,

and the +N¥Aor charity bowl (as we should call it now, soup-kitchen).
Thoe former was in charge of two pious men, o1 the most respected in

the community, and was usec for the permanent support of whatever poor
were dapendent on tane congregation. Anonymity was thus assured to

both giver and recipient, and support was stteaded to at the same time
with self.respect. The charity bowl wns in charge of taree men, and

wis used to collect food from the house-wives, which wgge applied to
immedinte needs of the nungrye It was especially used on Friday eve-

ning, woen the average nousenold had s Batter meal than usual and when

even the poor shonlc have a rignt to the régoicing of the Satbath.

A third institution which owes its origim to the Essenes is probacly

tiz hospitzl, or tempo ar; shelter-nouse for the peor or for {ravellers.
This was culled g3y Ma, grnnx ':_oro'ﬁn M3, while in late mediseval tines
it received tne name of WA PN. Sirangers wers peceived nere and
noused for the time being, whide the dependent could ayways find a shel-
ter., In lanter times this was usually next to the synagog and at times
was even a part of the same =tructure., Jerome ackowledges the indebt-
edness of the Christian Church tn the Jews Tor this institution when he
calls it "a brancn from Abraham'e terebinth", In addition to these

we find a number of societies, a1yanfor the purpose of earning merit

in ehariteble works of various speciali ed kinds, such ss those already

listed as the chief wirrks of charity.
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The findl tendency which found its basis in the Bible was the
Ebionite movement, with its glorification of the lot of the poor. This
shows first in the Psalmg, then in such passages as Matte10.9,10.42
(see Iuke 9.3-5;10.4.8; Mark 6.8-10), where Jesus instructs the disw
ciples to depend on charity during their wanderings, or on the one in
Luke 20.6 (Matt.5.3},"Blessed are ye poor, for yours is the kingdom of
hesven," The idea now became, nobt merely that it is good to give charity,
bat also that it is meritorious to receive charity. The legitimate snc-
cegsor of this was the vow of poverty demanded by the church of its
miﬁisters, and the begging friars who were completely dependent updn
a}ms as they wandered about the country. The o0ld conception, that riches
ie the reward of merit, was now completely reversged, and thé Saying
wey always how hard it is for a rich man to enter the kingdom of keaven.

A special phase of this, and one which was short.lived, is the
communism which we meet im the fourth and fifth chapters of the book
of Acfsa The situation fthere is not at all clear, as three divergent
gtatements of the situation are given, that all the property was put at
the disposal of all the brethren(Acts 4.32), that there was a general
gale of property and a common fund(4.34; 2.45), and that there was
voluntary sale wherever a men with propetyy so desired(b.4; 4.36). It
appears probable that communism was never practised for long byrthe
early Christian church, ajthough they WGre undoubtedly Ebionites.

. A8 Biblical charity, in its three great periods, is dependent
on the social and enonomic condition of the nation, so in the post-
Biblical epoch we have church-charity, in both the Christian andy Jew-
ish religions, and its mebthod depends on dectrine as well as need. Although
it was on a lower basis than the charity of the Bible, it did great work
under its differmnt circumstances and led to the differing conditions

and the different remedies of the present day,
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