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frenzy. Every crime, however, is
by some new ﬁuﬂin'in_g; bu't rmt,hingI
wis invincible courage, until, purified ﬁmE
corruption, he nscendg h!uunn Olympus.
iy Hercules was a jovial guest, and not
i enjoying himself. . . . It was Hercules,

f:aﬁ it:hpr heroes, whom my‘.hulog]r le in

L dicrous situations, and sometimes made the butt

" ¢he buffoonery of others. The Cercopes are
’

- alternately amusing and annoying
e mtd If works of art they are often repre-

vrs who rob the hero of his quiver,

::ﬁmﬁ ;:gn Hercules, annoyed at their insults,
hﬂ;. two of them to a pole, and marches off’ with

bis prize. . . . It also seems that mirth and buffoonery
wore often combined with the festivals of Hercules:

5 s st Athens there was a society of sixty men,
e oo the festival of the Diomean Hercules
1 stacked and amused themselves and others with
. s of wit.” Whatever is thought, however, of
.k woincidences, it is certain that the history of
. mson is an historical, and not an allegorical nar-
. aeive. It hasalso a distinctly supernatural clement
~ ghuch eannot be explained away. The history, ns
- ¢ now have it, must have been written several
. swtaries after Samson’s death (Judg. xv. 19, 20,
- i, 1, 80, xix. 1), though probably taken from
the aupals of the tribe of Dan. Josephus has

- pven it pretty fully, but with alterations and em-
Wishments of his own. after his manner. For

~ ssmple, he does not make Samson eat any of the
- bewey which he took out of the hive, doubtless as
* wwden, and unfit for a Nazarite, but makes him
geeit to his wife. The only mention of Samson

m the N. T. is that in Heb. xi. 32, where he is
with Gideon, Barak, and Jephthah, and

] of as one of those who * through faith
. waad valiant in ﬁ’ght, and turned to flight the
. #mies of the aliens.” See, besides the places quoted
- e course of this article, a full article in Winer,
| Bedeb.; Ewald, Geschichte, ii. 516, &c.; Ber-
¢ Wesa, On Judges; Bayle's Dict. [A. C. H.]

SAM'UEL b@mg:i, t. ¢. Shemfiel: SauoviA :

;‘hﬁ Samuwil, or Aac}umuyl, see D'Herbelot, under

st name), Different derivations have been
3 m (1) N LY, “name of God:” so appa-
' ? Yogen (Eus. H. E, vi. 25), @coxAnrés.

| (3} 5‘ ""'ﬁ:?, “ placed by God.” (3) ‘?N 51““5’1
i ‘&l of God™ (1 Sam. i, 20). Josephus inge-
3 .y ¥ "hakes it correspond to the well-known Greek
2 T, mm‘ctm. (4) 5& MY, “ heard of God.”
b Wote dor . 8y have the same meaning as the pre-

| iIs themost obvious. The last Judge,

3 regular succession of Prophets, and the
¢ Monarchy.  So important a position

ate into

rresponding to the manner

:ama of'l'télﬂses has been assigned to

+ BOW divided into five, which covers

fnuudatinnfnf the Jewish Church
ter of equal magnitude had

death of the gr::;lt Lawgnnr.

lndm of Elkanah, an Ephrathite or
_ or Anna, His father is

Private citizens in whose household

’my It may possibly have arisen
1ty of the period.

is involved in grear b~
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scurity. In I Sam, i. 1 he is descnbed as an
Ephraimite. In 1 Chr. vi. 22, 23 he 1s made a de-
scendant of Korah the Levite. Hengstenberg (on
Ps. Ixxviii. 1) and Ewald (ii. 433) explain this by
supposing that the Levites were occasionally incor-
porated into the tribes amongst wnom they dwelt.
The question, however, is of no practical impert-
ance, because, even if Samuel were a Levite, he
certainly was not a Priest by descent.

His birthplace is one of the vexed questions of
sacred geography, as his descent is of sacred gene
alogy. [See RAMATHAIM-ZoPHIM.] All that ap-
pears with certainty from the accounts is that it
was in the hills of Ephraim, and (as may be in-
ferred from its name) a double height, used for the
purpose of beacons or outlookers (1 Sam. i. 1). At
the foot of the hill was a well (1 Sam. xix. 22).
On the brow of its two summits was the city. It
never lost its hold on Samuel, who in later life made
it his fixed abode.

The combined family must have been large.
Peninnah had several children, and Hannah had,
besides Samuel, three sons and two daughters. But
of these nothing is known, unless the names of the
sons are those enumerated in 1 Chr. vi. 26, 27.

It is on the mother of Samuel that our chief
attention is fixed in the account of his birth., She
is described as a woman of a high religious mission
Almost a Nazarite by practice (1 Sam. i. 15), anJ
a prophetess in her gifts (1 Sam. ii. 1), she sought
from God the gift of the child for which she longed
with a passionate devotion of silent prayer, of which
there is no other example in the O. T., and when
the son was granted, the name which he bore, and
thus fust introduced into the world, expressed her
sense of the urgency of her entreaty—Samuel, ¢ the
Asked or Heard of God.”

Living in the great age of vows, she had before
his birth dedicated him to the office of a Nazarite,
As soon as he was weaned, she herself with her
husband brought him to the Tabernacle at Shiloh,
where she had received the first intimation of his
birth, and there solemnly consecrated him. The
form of consecration was similar to that with which
the irregular priesthood of Jeroboam was set apart
in later times (2 Chr. xiii. 9)—a bullock of three
years old (LXX.), loaves (LXX.), an ephah of flour. .
and a skin of wine (1 Sam. i, 24). First took place
the usual sacrifices (LXX.) by Elkanah himself—-
then, after the introduction of the child, the special
sacrifice of the bullock. Then his mother made
him over to Eli (i. 25, 28), and (according to the
Hebrew text, but not the LXX.) the child himselt
performed an act of worship.

The hymn which followed on this consecration
is the first of the kind in the sacred volume. It is
possible that, like many of the Psalms, it may have
been enlarged in later times to suit great occasions
of victory and the like. But verse 5 specia]:r
applies to this event, and verses 7, 8 may well
express the sense entertained by the prophetess ¢*
the coming revoiution in the fortunes of her son and
of her country.

From this time the child is shut up m the
tabernacle. The priests furnished him with a sacred
garment, an ephod, made, like their own, of white
linen, though of inferior quality, and his mother
every year, apparently at the only time of their

meeting, gave him a little mantle ing down to

his feet, such as was worn only by high personages.

or women, over the other dress, and such as he

retained, as his badge, till the latest times of hi
4 C
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‘fo.  [MANTLE, vol. ii. p. £315.] He seems to
Eﬂ sl:ept wi-hin the Holiest Place (LXX., 1 Sam.

his ial duty was to put out, as it

m&i::i thezzcmd mn({lestick, and to open the
at sunnse.

doT: this way his childhood was passed. It was
whilst thus sieeping in the tabernacle that he re-
ceived his first prophetic call. The stillness of the
night—the sudden voice—the childlike misconcep-
tion—the venerable Eli—the contrast between the
terrible doom and the gentle creature who hnﬂ_to
announce it—give to this portion of the narrative
a universal interest. It is this side of Samuel's
career that has been so well caught in the well-
kuown picture by Sir Joshua Reynolds.

From this moment the prophetic character of
Samuel was established. His words were treasured
up, and Shiloh became the resort of those who
came to hear him (iii. 19-21).

In the overthrow of the sanctuary, which fol-
lowed shortly on this vision, we hear not what
became of Samuel® He pext appears, probably
twenty years afterwards, suddenly amongst the
people, warning them against their idolatrous prac-
tices., He convened an assembly at Mizpeh—pro-
bably the place of that name in the tiibe of Ben-
jamin—and there with a symbolical rite, expressive
partly of deep humiliation, partly of the libations
of a treaty, they poured water on the ground, they
fasted, and they entreated Samuel to raise the
piercing ery, for which he was known, in suppli-
cation to God for them. It was at the moment
that he was offering up a sacrifice, and sustaining
this loud cry (compare the situation of Pausanias
before the battle of Plataea, Herod. ix. 61), that
the Philistine host suddenly burst upen them. A
violent thunderstorm, aud (according to Josephus,
Ant. vi. Z, §2) an earthquake, came to the timely
assistance of Israel. The Philistines fled, and,
exactly at the spot where twenty years before they
had obtained their great victory, they were totally
routed. A stone was set up, which long remained
as & memorial of Samuel’s triumph, and gave to
the place its name of Eben-ezer, *“the Stone of
Help,” which has thence passed into Christian
phraseology, and become a common name of Non-
~ conformist chapels (1 Sam. vii. 12). The old Ca-
naanites, whom the Philistines had dispossessed in
the outskirts of the Judaean hills, seem to have
helped in the battle, and a large portion of territory
was recovered (1 Sam. vi. 14). This was Samuel’s
first and, as far as we know, his only military
achievement. But, as in the case of the earlier
chiefs who bore that name, it was apparently this
which raised him to the Jffice of < J udge " (comp.
+ Sam. xii. 11, where he is thus reckoned with
Jerubbaal, Bedan, and Jephthah ; and Ecclus, zlvi.
15-18). He visited, in discharge of his duties
as ruler, the three chief sanctuaries (v waeou Tois
nysaguévols Todrois) on the west of the Jordan—
Bethel, Gilgal, and Mizpeh (1 Sam. vii. 16). His
own residence was still his native city, Ramah or
Ramathaim, which he further consecrated by an
altar (vii. 17). Here he married, and two sons
E'eW up to repeat under his eyes the same per-
version of high office that he had himself witnessed
in his childhood in the case of the two sons of Eli.

SANMUEL

One wus Abian, he other Joel, sonietimes ally
simply ¢ the second " (vashni, 1 Qhr. vi. 28, e
his old age, according to the ;_;lunst-heredltny
ciple, already adopted by previous J u.rlges, he 52 :
his power with them, and they exercised their .
tions at the southern frontier in Beersheba (1 Sy,
i, 1-4). -'
vug' Do)wu to this point in Samuel's lite "h‘"i
but little to distinguish his career from that of
predecessors. Like many characters in latey dam,
had he died in youth his fame would hardly joo
been greater than that of Gideon or Samsoy,
was a Judge, a Nazanite, a warrior, and (to g g
tain point) a prophet. ‘

But his peculiar position in the sacred narmyy,
turns on the events which follow. He i ¢,
inaugurator of the transition from what is ge.
monly called the theocracy to the monarchy. T4
misdemeanour of his own sons, in receiving
and in extorting exorbitant interest on loans (1 8g
viii, 3, 4), precipitated the catastrophe which ky
been long preparing. The people demanded s king
Josephus (Ant. vi. 3, §3) describes the shocky
Samuel’s mind, ¢ because of his inborn seus ¢
justice, because of his hatred of Kings, as s fs
inferior to the aristocratic form of governmes
which conferred a godlike character on those whs
lived under it.” For the whole night he lay *
and sleepless, in the perplexity of doubt and dis
culty. In the vision of that night, as recorded Iy
the sacred historian, is given the dark side of the
new institution, on which Samuel dwells on e
following day (1 Sam. viii. 9-18). '

This presents his reluctance to receive the nes
order of things. The whole narrative of the mege
tion and consecration of Saul gives his acquiescess:
in it. [SAUL.]

The final conflict of feeling and surrender of k¢
office is given in the last assembly over which ¥
presided, and in his subsequent relations with H
The assembly was held at Gilgal, immediately sfe
the victory over the Ammonites. The monarchy &
a second time solemnly inaugurated, and (acconisg

b

to the LXX.) “ Samuel” (in the Hebrew &
“ Saul”) “and all the men of Israel _
greatly.” Then takes place his farewell adanss
By this time the long flowing locks on whifi..
razor had ever passed were white with age (sil3
He appeals to their knowledge of his integiss
Whatever might be the lawless habits of the G
of those times—Hophni, Phinehas, or his own 5
—he had kept aloof from all. No ox or as &%
he taken from their stalls—no bribe to
judgment (LXX., é{Aacua)—not even a S8
($mwédnua, LXX., and Ecclus. xlvi. 19). b8
appeal, and the response of the people, that &
made Grotius call him the Jewish Aristides. *
then sums up the new situation in which they ¥
placed themselves; and, although ¢ the wicks®=
of asking a king” is still strongly insisted €8 ®
the unusual portent® of a thunderstorm in M&=
June, in answer to Samuel’s pruyer, is
sign of Divine displeasure (xii. 16-19), the g%
tone of the condemnation is much softened *
that which was pronounced on the fipst it
of the change. The first king is repeatedly 8682
ledged as ¢ the Messiah ” or anointed of the ®

* According % the Musstman tradlition, Samuel’s birth
Is granted in answer to the prayers of the nation on the
cverthrow of the sanctuary and loss of the ark ('Her-

velot, Aschiomaouyl). Thin,thnugh false in the |
to the epirit of Samuel’s life, e

g sl il
b According to the Mussulman traditions, his ané
occasioned by the people rejecting Saul as hot beibé
tribe of Judah. The sign that Saul was the king'
liquefaction of the sacred oil in his presence #bd ¢

covery of the tebernacle (D’Herbelot,
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ture prosperity of the nation ia |

of. & 8§ i" ;]d uﬂn ]fheir use or misuga of the

gooiared t: ti{fn and Samuel retires with expres-

e “’:;a]uwm'nnd hope:—* 1 will teach you thE
:i the right way . .. only fear the Loxd. ..

i, 28, 24). :

' w l}:: most zignul example afforded in the

paws haracter reconciling himself to a

: €
T i PORCT and of the Divine sanction
e IthlﬂgSl ana o 1€
ﬂ"j prder 0

: s acquiescence. For this reason it is
""“ﬁt;:n:.:{u:c?s by Basil called the Samuel of
Mﬂ.mn (Basil, Ep. 82). , A
”~ fis ;ubﬂ?q“ﬂ‘t' relations mth‘ Saul are of the
i ised kind. The two institutions which they
m?r oly represented ran on side by side. Samuel
*,tu;} Judge. He judged Israel “ all the days of
| :'}.ﬁ" (vil, 15), and from time to ti{l‘lﬂ came across
ue king's path.  But these interventions are chiefly
w snother capacity, which this is the place to unfolc!;
samuel is called emphatically  the Prnphet'
fhets il 24, xiii. 20). To a certain extent th_ls
E s consequence of the gift which he sharef:l in
* wmmon with others of his time. He was especially
 gpewn in his own age as “ Samuel the Seer”
R O, ix. 22, xxvi. 28, xxix. 29). ‘] am the
. wer,” was his answer to those who asked “ Where
o the seer 2" * Where is the seer’s house ?”” (1 Sam.
L 11,18, 19). ““Seer,” the am*tziﬂnst;i name, v)vas lilft
- &t superseded by “ Prophet” (1 Sam. ix.). By
s name, Samuz; Vt'deng and Samuel § BAérwr,
e s alled in the Acta Sanctorum. Of the three
wwdes by which Divine communications were then
wle, by dreams, Urim and Thummim, and pro-
pets,” the first was that by which the Divine will
% made known to Samuel (1 Sam. iii. 1, 23 Jos,
L 8w, 10, §4). ““The Lord uncovered his ear ” to
Wisper into it in the stillness of the night the
- WS that were to be delivered. It is the first

S Wslinet intimation of the idea of “ Revelation ” to
| Mman being (see Gesenius, in voc. 1193). He

| S oonsulted far and near on the small affairs of life 5
* o “ bread,” or ¢ the fourth part of a shekel of
+ Were paid for the answers (1 Sam. ix. 7, 8).
From t}:; f['nculty, combined with his office of
2 % Awiul reverence grew up round him. No
m'ﬂﬁl&t was thoug%xt cuml;ﬂetc without his
3 :Tﬁ., (b. ix, 13). When he appeared suddenly
v for the same purpose, the villagers “ trem-
'-"hﬁu his Approach (1 Sam. xvi, 4,5). A pecu-
™ ':“ﬂ Was believed to reside in his intercession.
. tm."ﬂ‘i‘lfilill*ltu+l:1+us mn later times amongst those
1 s "pon the name of the Lord ” ( Ps. xcix.
X, 18), and ‘was placed with Moses as
+ l.nr-|ﬁ anr Prayer, in a special sense, “ before
1 ]i.ﬂ'- V. 1). It was the last consolation
Ba . s Parting address that he would ¢ ra
™ the Lord ', g o pray
Phere s, Or the people (1 Sam. xii. 19, 23).
o o humethmg.mu}lliar in the long sustained
ke = by 1 prllmtl‘ﬂl'.l, which seemed to draw
8. Al “1;! the Divine answer (1 Sam. vii.
“e ““I:?L;rl;?*g’ in agitated moments, ¢ he
Bt g (1 Sam, xv. 11),
“eial v two other points” which more
o . ]itw him at the head of the prophetic
| ds appeared. The first is

al
g out iy his mlﬂtiﬂn with Saul h
% with [h?id. | B i
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(@). Be represents the independence of the moral
law, of the Divine Will, as clistinct from regal
sacerdotal enactments, which is so remarkable a
characteristic of all the later prophets, As we
have seen, he was, if a Levite, yet certainly not a
Priest ; and all the attempts to identify his oppo-
sition to Saul with a hierarchical interest are
founded on a complete misconception of the ficts
of the case. From the time of the overthrow of
Shiloh, he never appears in the remotest connexion
with the priestly order. Amongst all the places
included in his personal or administrative visits,
neither Shiloh, nor Nob, nor Gibeon, the seats of
the sacerdotal caste, are ever mentioned. When ne
counsels Saul, it is not as the priest but as the
prophet ; when he sacrifices or blesses the sacrifice,
it is not as the priest, but either as an individual
Israelite of eminence, or as a ruler, like Saul him-
self. Saul’s sin in both cases where he came into
collision with Samuel, was not of intruding into
sacerdotal functions, but of disobedience to thc
prophetic voice. The first was that of not waiting
for Samuel’s arrival, according to the sign given
by Samuel at his original meeting at Ramah (1
Sam. x. 8, xiii. 8) ; the second was that of not car-
rying out the stern prophetic injunction for the
destruction of the Amalekites. When, on that
occasion, the aged Prophet called the captive ¢ prince
before him, and with his own hands hacked him
limb from limb,4 in retribution for the desolatior
he had brought into the homes of Israel, and thus
offered up his mangled remains almost as a human
sacrifice (““ before the Lord in Gilgal ), we see the
representative of the older part of the Jewish his-
tory. But it is the true prophetic utterance such
as breathes through the psalmists and prophets whe
he says to Saul in words which, from their poztical
form, must have become fixed in the national me-
mory, “To obey is better than sacrifice, and to
hearken than the fat of rams.”

The parting was not one of rivals, but of dear
though divided fiiends. The King throws himself
on the Prophet with all his force; not without a
vehement effort (Jos. Ant. vi. 7, §5) the prophet
tears himself away. The long mantle by which
he was always known is rent in the struggle; and,
like Ahijah after him, Samuel was in this the
omen of the coming rent 1 the monarchy. They
parted, each to his house, to meet no more. But
a long shadow of grief fell over the prophet.
“ Samuel mourned for Saul.”
for Saul.” “ How long wilt thou mowrn for Saul ?”*
(1 Sam. xv. 11, 35, xvi. 1.)

(). He is the first of the regular succession of
prophets. ¢ All the prophets fiom Samuel arnd
those that follow after™ (Acts iii. 24). *Ex
quo sanctus Samuel propheta coepit, et deinceps
donec populus Israel in Babyloniam miﬁvua ve-
heretur, . . . .. totum est tempus prophetarum
(Aug. Cvv. Dei, xvii. 1). Moses, Miviam, and
Deborah, perhaps Ehud, had been prophets. But
it was only from Samuel that the continuous suc-
cession was unbroken. This may have been merely
from the cvincidence of his appearance with the
beginning of' the new order of things, of which the

prophetical office wﬁa cmer expression.  Some

predisposing causes there may have been in his awn

L
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- Veigate Ganslates pinguissimus. |

'ﬁ::',,hd by Josephus (4nt. v1. 7, §2)asa| 4 1 Sam. xv. The LXX. softens this into érgage; tut
e, Ty 1. hPearance ; and hence rescued from | the Vulg. translation, o frusta ¢ cidit, “ cnt up int
g '“ﬂu Perhaps an inference from the word small picces,” seems to be the true meaniog. =
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: ' aliar emphasis, as if to magk
family and birthplace. His mother, as we h“"l{‘ ”jfhff ?ﬂﬁhe lsmelit.!;"-—alh with a unine.
I{h h not expressly so called, was in fact a | loss, - aver specified before— were gathered
peen, KO8  he word Zophim, as the affix of Ra- | sality u trom <1l parts of this hitherto divigg B

prophgtm, lained, not unmamnabl?f to gethET I‘ﬂm“ lmted him,”" and ¢ bllrld h'-..-l
mathaim, has been exp Ll ‘s by the | ccuntry, and “lamen ’ . _
mean seers;” and Ellanah, his aets & Y (N1 iy consecrated pléce, nor outside the wy
Chaldee paraphrast on 1 Sam. 1. 1, said to ion of | of his city, but within his own house, thas iy
disciple of the prophets. _But the etinnnex to | manner conscerated by be}ng turned into his tooh
the continuity of the office with Samu nlp pemﬂa (1 Sam. xxv, 1). His relics were translated “ fi, -
be still more direct. It is in his lifetime, unlg ga m. | Judaea ” (the place is not specified) A.D. 406,
he had been * established as a mehEt' d( . ]es- ! Constantinople, and received there with muehh .
i, 20), that we hear of the companies of CBCRs | e T otor Arcadius. They were landel g
called in the O. T. *“ the sons of the prop - Al}; the piEl" of Chalcedﬂn, and thence mnvgyul TR
modern writers ¢ the schools of the PrﬂPi}etﬂ-r od church, near the palace of Hebdomon (see Ag
culiarities of their education are implied or : 20).
the pec th cred musie, the Sanctorum, Aug. )
expressed—the sacred dance, Elﬂl}!- s L The Eimuﬁﬂnofﬂamﬁthaim,ashaa_bemuhnq_
solemn procession (1 Sam. x. 5, 103 it church is uncertain, But the place long pointed out as by
1,6). At the head of this mnjgreg‘ﬂ!'-l?n, or ¢kkAT- | tomb is the height, most conspicuous of all in
as it were within a church (Lh}.'!]"?:l:i KK bgd I'nhbourhood of Jerusalem, immediately ghesy
ﬂ#"l?m' i 5"12;{ SME:EL:, Exareqb;“i' ;SICI‘%G) :ﬁ:ag town of Gibeon, known to t-h; Crusaders &
“standing appointed over R T ence |
i!l"',‘hqeir chie!greill‘ﬁence at this time (though after- “ Mm;tjny:;] as nth:w Egltia{i‘mﬁebj Sanmt:?’?":
wards, as the institution Bprea, 1t i I?E: :n Pro hEtrl‘11nfur2i » The tradition can be traced s
T e N mrq“El'E a0 gl?m}‘e, 1S 25 P‘r?‘p ; ;,h Tth. century, when it is spoken of astis
where ﬂ);{ lived mtimblt‘atmns t{,f:a:?lid‘ erﬂ:;‘é :ﬂ::sﬂt;}_ Ef St oof '(Robinsun, B. R. ii. 143,
xix. 19, &c.) apparently of a rustic Kind, : A :
leafy huts “?hic]:jhmEli:-lm's _discipliﬁ afterwards occu- | and if once we ‘]hmziit:*hir feﬁe-"sf; Ezlm
pied by the Jl?ldnn e‘g };‘rmafh =t lmkn)tntmns, but :1::};5 t::; F;rThE ftslenéth - the articles Rl
specifically used for * pastures ). i . h 1
muli‘: t,lg;:e EE]I'UEIS*! and leamig to cultivate the pro- Ram_a:'rimm-ﬁlﬁlm_) ectt.l;;re li IE":T;‘TL
phetic gifts, were some, whom we know for certain, | tradition shn}t: tﬂ re]t. % m osque.  He bultlh
others whom we may almost certainly conjecture, to underqeatl} the floor of et T
have been so tmin?d or m'ﬂuenced. _One was‘Sau]:. tomb in h:ls lletf!H:;: “1]5 EE s but was st
Twice at IEﬂS:t he is de:f-crfbed‘ as having b_een in thi man g:llllar f;ean t::]: e ulz?:?n u’f o Grecks
company of Samuel’s disciples, and as having caught | here till after he ﬁxp _ hich claime setiN
from them the prophetic fervour, to such a degreeas | the only spo_t in Palestine whi | e
re y ” (1 Sa 10 ' th the first great prophet who ¥
to have “piophesied among them ™ (1 Sam. x. 10, connexion with the ] * inc il
11),and on one occasion to have thrown off his clothes, | born within its limits; and its commanding v
and to have passed the night tin a state u}fl prnpl;etlc tion we]:] agre:d \;_1110 the importance assignel 3
trance (1 Sam. xix, 24): and even in his palace, | him in the sac istory. . '
the pm;hesying mingle)cl with his madness on ordi-| His descendants were here till t}‘le tﬁ;m; i‘:j‘
nary occasions (1 Sam. xviii. 9). Another was | Heman, h_m_ gmnds:on, was one of the v
DAvID. The first acquaintance of Samuel with | in the Levitical choir (1 Chr, 1'1.133, xv, L, -
David, was when he privately anointed him at the The apparition of Samuel at hndnr_(l-San;E b
house of Jesse [see Davin]. But the connexion 14 ; Ecclus. xlvi, 20) belongs to the history
thus begun with the shepherd boy must have Leen It has been supposed that Samuel wrote ;; .
continued afterwards. David, at first, fled to | of David (of course of his earlier yearh?, wh
* Naioth in Ramah,” as to his second home (1 Sam. | ti}] accessible to one of the authors o the Hoct
xix. 19), and the gifts of music, of song, and of | Chronicles (1 Chr. xxix. 29); but this -~
prophecy, here developed on so large a scale, were doubtful. [See p. 1126,b.] Various other bt ¢
exactly such as we find in the notices of those who | the O. T Yave been ascribed to him by the J e
looked up to Samuel as their father. It is, further, tradition the Judges, Ruth, the two Books 04
hanlly possible to escape the conclusion that David muel, the latter, it is alleged, being written I8 &
there first met his fust friends and companions in spirit of prophecy. He is regarded by the M7
after life, prophets like himself—GAD and NATHAN. ritans as a magician and an infidel (Hottinger; &
It is needless to enlarge on the importance with | (Jyrient. p. 52). :
which these incidents invest the appearance of Sa-| The Persian traditions fix his life m-th‘
muel. He there becomes the spiritual father of the | of Kai-i-Kobad, 2nd king of Persia, with e
Psalmist king. He is also the Founder of the first | he is said to have conversed (D'Herh!l‘-"v "
regular inFtitut.iuns of religious instruction, and com- Kobad). [A- P yi
munities for the purposes of education. The schools . Ragih
of Greece were I::mt yet in existence. From these SAMUEL, BOOKS OF ('?R%W- ; &

Jewish institutions were developed, by a natural MpwTn, Acvrépa: LibarngmnPﬁﬂ;Hl: -
order, the universities of Christendom. And it may | Two historical books of the Old Testamens ¥

be further added, that with this view the whole life ) are not separated from each other in the ¥¢
of Samuel is in accordance. He is the

rophet— | MSS,, and which, from a ecritical point ﬁ
the only prophet till the time of Isaigh—o

whom we
know that he was so from his earliest years, It is

this continuity of his own life and character, that W
makes him 50 fit an instrument, for conducting his | But Origen, as quoted by Eusebius (His e
nation tln'oug'h 80 great a change. vi. 23), expressly states that they fe e
~ The death of Samuel is described as taking place | book among the Hebrews. Jerome ([F70&"
' the year of the close of David’s wanlerings, It

must be regarded as one book. The
was first made in the Septuagint transiat
was adopted in the Vulgate from the SeP¥

Ty T T4

Libros Samel et Mclachim) implies the s




- Talmud (Baba Bathra, fol. 14,
ot 34 mthti‘ zutﬂumhip is attributed to Samuel,

designated by the name of his book, in the
mber (Y9DD 2N3 ONIOY).  After the

. inting they were published as one
#?ﬂ"ﬂ:j :fﬁ?ﬁtm:lifiun ut}: the whole Bible prillt'&d1
- t: in 1488 A.D., and likewise in the Com-
.;i:nnwn:“ Polyglot printed at Alzala, 1502-1517
o ud it was not till the year 1518 that
;ﬂ;ﬂﬂghﬂt of the Septuagint was ﬂd?pted in He-

in the edition of the Bible printed by the
iwiﬂﬂ; at Venice. The book was Gllli?:t.l by the
;”;ﬂﬂ « Samuel,” probably because the birth and
r_.,,..f Samuel were the subjects treated of in the
pecipning of the work—just as a trmt:se_nn fes-
gvals in the Mishna bears the name u:':f Be:tsah,‘ml
wy, hecause 3 question connected with the eating

: is the first subject discussed in it. [PHA-

] T 18
':;;f p. 890.] It has been suggested indeed by

harbanel, as quoted by Carpzov (p. 211), that the
et was called by Samuel’s name because all things
wat occur in each book may, in a certain sense, be
to Samuel, including the acts of Saul and
tuvid, inasmuch as each of them was anointed b
v, and was, as it were, the work of his hands.
1his, however, seems to be a refinement of explana-
oo fir a fact which 18 to be accounted for in a less
. wtificsl maonper. And, generally, it is to be ob-
. seved that the logical titles of books adopted in
. medere times must not be looked for in Eastern
- wurks, nor indeed in early works of modern Europe.
~ Thas David’s Lamentation over Saul and Jonathan
- wm alled “ The Bow,” for some reason connected
with the occurrence of that word in his poem

- S i, 18-22) ; and Snorro Storleson’s Chronicle
. ® e Kings of Norway obtained the name of
¢ “Hemskringla,” the World's Circle, because Heims-
Wegls was the first prominent word of the MS.

| Bat caught the eye (Laing's Heimskringla, i. 1).

Authorship and Date of the Book.—The most
wsling points in regard to every important his-

- Woa work are the name, intelligen?:e, aﬁ character
' _‘“ﬂ ht‘_imnnn, and his means of obtaining correct
on.  If these points should not be known,

b ™ ia onder of interest is the precise period of time
¥ieu the work was composed. On all these points

- Bewerer, iy reference to the Book of S 3 .
of Samuel, more

:‘;T]nmf be asked than can be answered, and
i . R e R .
ive, 4 dispassionate inquiry are mainly
s o the authorshi ‘
| el ship. In common with all
| : ::;::‘ﬂl books of the Old Testament, except
i m:ng of Nehemiah, the Book of Samuel
b Mother Tlmmll?n in the text of the name of its
E e ¢ earliest Greek historical work extant,
Fithee 3 T{IE who has frequently been called the
T & i5%07>, commences with the words,
g B :l’phnmtlnn of the researches of Hero-
L. CUnassus;” and the motives which
o u"“’d‘";l“ 1 write the work are then set

iy, "‘“Wd'dm! the writer of the Gieek his-
! f€xt in order of time, who likewise

HI mma .
T bs for writing it, commence; b
=Y of u:h“"’fdld% the Athenian wrote the his{I
e O between the Peloponnesians and
Such

|_"-r

I.nd ﬁ'&lllenﬂy uses the formula that
O, 3 the Year ended—the second, or thard, or |
ey ht be— of this war of which

| hutory ” (ii. 70, 108 ; iii. 25.[

| containing the name of the author.

s in one

dovans passage
it is necessary that he shnuldl
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mention his own name, he refers to himrself as
“Thucydides son of Olorus, who composed this
work ” (iv. 104). Now, with the one exception
of this kind already mentioned, no similar informa-
tion 1s contained in any historical book of the Old
Testament, although there are not only in
Nehemiah, but likewise in Kzra, written in the first
person. Still, without any statement of the author
ship embodied in the text, it is possible that his-
torical books might come down to us with a titls
This is the
case, for example, with Livy’s Roman History, ana
Caesar’s Commentaries of the Gallic War. In the
latter case, indeed, although Caesar mentions a long
series of his own actions without intimating that he
was the author of the work, and thus there is an
antecedent improbability that he wrote it, yet the
traditional title of the work outweighs this impre-
bability, confirmed as the title is by an unbroken
chain of testimony, commencing with contemporaries
(Cicero, Brut. 75; Caesar, De Bell. Gall. viii. ] ;
Suetonius, Jul. Caes. 56 ; Quinctilian, x. 1 -
Tacitus, Germ. 28). Here, again, there is no-
thing precisely similar in Hebrew history. The

Y | five books of the Pentateuch have in Hebrew nc

title except the first Hebrew words of each part;
and the titles Genesis, Exodus, Leviticus, Numbers,
and Deuteronomy, which are derived from the Sep-
tuagint, convey no information as to their author.
In like manner, the Book of Judges, the Books of
the Kings and the Chronicles, are not referred to
any particular historian ; and although six works
bear respectively the names of Joshua, Ruth, Samuel,
Ezra, Nehemiah, and Esther, there is nothing in the
works themselves to preclude the idea that in each
case the subject only of the work may be indicated,
and not its authorship ; as is shown conclusively by
the titles Ruth and Esther, which ne one has yet
construed into the assertion that those celebrated
women wrote the works concerning themselves.
And it is indisputable that the title * Samuel ”
does not imply that the prophet was the author of
the Book of Samuel as a whole; for the death of
Samuel is recorded in the beginning of the 25th
chapter ; so that, under any circumstances, a dif
ferent author would be required for the remaining
chapters, constituting considerably more than one-
half of the entire work. Again, in reference to the
Book of Samuel, the absence of the historian’s name
from both the text and the title is not supplied by
any statement of any other writer, made within a
reasonable period from the time when the book may
be supposed to have been written. No mention of
the author’s name is made in the Book of Kings,
noi, as will be hereafte: shown, in the Chronicles,
nor in any other of the sacred writings. In like
manner, it is not mentioned either in the Apocrypha
or in Josephus. The silence of Josephus is par-
ticularly significant, He published his Antigustics
about 1100 years after the death of David, and in
them he makes constant use of the Book of Samue)
for one portion of his history. Indeed it is his
exclusive authority for his account of Samuel and
Saul, and his main authority, in conjunction with
the Chronicles, for the history of David. Yet he
nowhere attempts to name the author of the Book
of Samuel, or of any part of it. There is a similar
silence in the Mishna, where, however, the inference
from such silence is far lesS cogent. And it is uot
until we come to the Babylonian G which 1s
supposed to bave been completed in its present form

soinewnere about 500 A.D., that anv Jewish stata
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ment respecting the authorship can be pointed out,
and thenpe:t isg for the first time asserted (Baba
Bathra, fol. 14, c. 2), in a passage already referred
to, that * Samuel wrote his book,” 1. e. as the words
imply, the book which bears his name. But this
statement cannot be proved to have been made
earlier than 1550 years after the death of Samuel—
a longer period than has elapsed since the death of
the Emperor Constantine ; and unsupported as the
statement is by reference to any authority of any
kiud, it would be unworthy of credit, even if it
were not opposed to the internal evidence nt_' Fhe
book itself. = At the revival of learning, an opmnion
was vpropounded by Abarbavel, a learned Jew,
T A.D. 1508, that the Book of Samuel was wa*it[en
by the prophet Jeremiah® (Lat. by Aug. Pteiffer,
Leipzig, 1686), and this opinion was adopted by Hugo
Grotius (Pref. ad Librumn priorem Samuelis), with
a peneral statement that there was no discrepancy in
the language, and with only one special reference.
Notwithstanding the eminence, however, of these
writers, this opinion must be 1ejected as highly im-
probable. Under any circumstances it could not be
rezarded as more than a mere guess; and it is, in
reanty, a guess uncountenanced by peculiar simi-
larity of langnage, or of style, between the history
of Samuel and the writings of Jeremiah. In our
own time the most prevalent idea in the Anglican
Church seems to have been that the first twenty-four
chapters of the Book of Samuel were written by the
prophet himself, and the rest of the chapters by
the prophets Nathan and Gad. This i1s the view
favoured by Mr. Horne (/ntroduction to the Holy
Scriptures, ed, 1846, p. 45), in a work which has
had very extensive circulation, and which amongst
mauy readers has been the only work of the kind
consulted in England. If, however, the authority
adduced by him is examined, it is found to be ulti-
niately the opinion ¢ of the Talmudists, which was
adopted by the most learned Fathers of the Christian
Church, who unquestionably had better means of
ascertaining this point than we have.,” Now the
absence of any evidence for this opinion in the
Falmud has been already indicated, and it is diffi-
cult to understand how the opinion could have been
stamped with real value through its adoption by
learned Jews called Talmudists, or by learned
Ehl‘istiana called Fathers of the Christian Church,
who lived subsequently to the publication of the
'ialmufl. For there is not the slightest rsason for
supposing that in the year 500 A.D. either Jews or
Chuistians had access to trustworthy doctments on
this subject which have not been transmitted to
maodern times, and without such documents it can-
ot he‘ahown that they had any better means of
ascertaining this point than we have. Two circum-
stances have probably contributed to the adoption
of this opinion at the present day :—1st, the growth
ot stricter ideas as to the irnport.mm of knowin
who was the author of any historical work which
advances claims to be trustworthy ; and 2ndly, the
mistranslation of an ambiguous passage in the First

I"““_!‘ of Chronicles (xxix. 29), respecticg the autho-

th; Professor Hitzig, in like manner, attributes some of
pmnulhhnuu !lm Jeremiah, In support of this view, he
i L Ist, several special instances of striking simi-

y of language between those Pealms and the writings

of Jeremiali, and 2Zndly
' agreement between Ystorical facts
in the life of Jeremian und the situation in wlr:lc.h the writer

of ihose Psalms depiciy bimself as ha
ving been placed
(Hita!y, Dic Praimen, PP. 48-45). Whether the nEncln—

slun le currect or incorrect, thig is 8 lagitimate mode of
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rities for the life of David. The firﬂt *poim; ,
no comment. On the second point it is h'l h‘,_
served that the following appesrs to be the g

transkation of the passage 1n question :—* Neg o
historv of David first and last, behold 1t is ﬂ'&

in the history of Samuei the seer, and in the
of Nathan the prophet, and in the hmtoz:{&_
hens

the seer”—in which the Hebrew word d
translated * history,” has the same meaning fre
to it each of the four times that 1t is used. 1
agrees with the translation in thn:-‘:_' Sep_tnagint, whih
is particularly worthy of attention in refereng o
the Chronicles, as the Chronicles are the Very b
work in the Hebrew Bible; and whether this g
from their having been the last admitted ing g
Canon, or the last composed, it is scarcely probaly
that any translation ip the Septuagint, with g
great exception, was made so soon after the g,
position of the original. The rendering of g
Septuagint is by the word Adyos, in the sens o
well known in Herodotus, of * history ™ (i. 1§ °
ii. 161, vi. 137), and in the like sense in the Aps
crypha, wherein it is used to describe the histary ¢
Tobit, B{BAos Adywy TwBlr. The word him'{ |
( Geschichte) is likewise the word four times used i
the translation of this passage of the Chronicles &
Luther’s Bible, and in the modern version of fi
German Jews made under the superintendence o
the learned Dr. Zunz (Berlin, 1858). In &
English Version, however, the word dibrei is trs
lated in th: first instance *“acts” as applied &
David, and then * book” as applied to Samss
Nathan, and Gad ; and thus, through the ambiguly
of the word ¢ book,” the possibility is suggess
that each of these three prophets wrote a bk
respecting his own life and times. This dosi
rendering of the same word in one o
wholly inadmissible ; as is also, though in a i
degree, the tianslation of dibrei as *‘ book,” fe
which there is a distinct Hebrew word—séphes
And it may be deemed morally certain that the
passage of the Chronicles is no authority for the
supposition that, when 1t was written, any "
was in existence of which either Gad, Nathan &
Samuel was the author.®
2. Although the authorship of the Book uf@d
cannot be ascertained, there are some indications®
to the date of the work. And yet even il 8
point no precision is attainable, and we must
satisfied with a conjecture as to the range, &0t
years or decades, but of centuries, within which
history was probably composed. Evidence ¢4 5 f
head is either external or internal. The e
undeniable external evidence of the existence of )
book would seem to be the Greek transiation o ¢
in the Septuagint. The exact date, however, &2
translation itself is uncertain, though it 4
been made at some time between the transiatsss

who died B.C. 217, and the century before the
of Christ. The next best external tesumony 8 ¥5
of a passage in the Second Book of Maccabes &
13), in which it is said of Nehemiah, that™=

e e s . 188 =

F——

reasoning, and there {s a sound basis for a critical
structure. See Psalms xxxi., xxxv., x1. o
® In the Swedish Bible the word dibres in eae8 =
four nstances is translated “ acts” (Gerningar), W9
clsely the same word which is used to designate WES
of the Apostles in the New Testament, This trat™
is self-consistent and admissible. But the

I geem preferable.

trauslations, supported as they are by thl




brary, gathered together the acts of
.g:lbltf: ptg;phets. and of David, and the

the kings concerning the holy gifts.”

e KiOES:

SO,
R

that Nehemiah himself did in fact ever
B soch

a library,€ yet it is good evidence to
that the Acts of the Kings, 7 mwepl 7w
g3 were in existence when the ge was
cannot reasonably be dgubtﬁed Ithutl"
: intended to include the Book o
- ﬁm:hi:!??s l:luivalent to the two first Books
ﬁ: ng:» in the Septuagint. l'[‘enne there is Extgrnn.l
e that the Book of Samuel was written
e e Second Book of Maccabees, And lastly,
e :mge in the Chronicles already quoted (1 Chr.
H'P:'g} seems likewise to prove externally that
::L B;* of Samuel was written before the Chro-
webes.  This is not absolutely certain, but it seems
w be the most natural inference from the words
Jut the history of David, first and last, is con-
e T therzistory of Saénalsiel. ;he history n:
. and the history of . For as a wor
h!::m down to us,rgntitled Samuel, which con-
swies 20 account of the life of David till within a
st period before his death, it appears most rea-
waable to conclude (although this point is open to
dspute) that the writer of the Chronicles referred
W this work by the title History of Samuel. In
this ense, admitting the date assigned, on internal
gounds, to the Chronicles by a modern Jewish
wiiter of undoubted learning and critical powers,
there would be external evidence for the existence
o the Book of Samuel earlier than 247 B.c., though
| l;d;‘rlier than 312 B.C., the era of the Seleucidae
- (b, [Re Gotlesdienstlichen Vortrige der Juden,
B 92). Suppesing that the Chronicles were written
selier, this evidence would go, in precise proportion,
Sither back, but there would be still a total absence
# arlier external evidence on the subject than is
h‘hlnui i the Chronicles, If, however, instead
‘“’hﬂg solely to the external evidence, the in-
| 'l'hl evidence respecting the Book of Samuel is
- "mined, there are indications of its having been
¢ ¥l some centuries earljer. On this head the
Siowing mﬁa a:‘re worthy of notice ;:—
- of Samuel seems to have been writ-
: :::" Ume whﬁrn the ?entateuch, whether it was
. mt:ﬁt 'l existence in its present form, was at
B "ot ‘acted on as the rule of religious ob-
ki +  According to the Mosaic Law as finally
_' ;:h:f! sacrifices to Jehovah were not lawful
' :{; F‘Ut before the door of the tabernacle
i’ “gregation, whether this was a permanent
13, 1 "; ‘l:tlgi?'u.?ﬂ:m,hn: uthg'wise {}U)eut, I;:ii,
T etV %5 Ul see ux, xx. 24). ut
‘,t::?k of Samuel, the offering of sacrifices, or
1 Wu;‘m of altars, which implies sacrifices, is
- Beth mg‘;‘“"ﬂ_‘ﬂ places, such as Mizpeh, Ramah,
W dghore o hing-place of Araunah the Jebusite,
P “]::, only Without any disapprobation,
P ation, but in a way which pro-
4 lehpl‘mwu t‘hat such sacrifices were
L1y, 35. 9 o (1 Sam. vii. 9, 10, 17, ix. 13,
e~ i 4 Sam, xxiv. 18-25), This circum-

e NS A
Ml ll‘l "::':“ldlnd Bl
L
R
Certain

eek have accepted the state-
founded such a Iibrary,
the account of the library as to the
™ 0, books of the Old Testament were ad-

h'“'&nan.
the statement —1st. It occurs in a

=

4-1:1 gon gh this passage cannot be relied on for |
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ctance points to the date of the Book of Samuel as
earlier than the reformation of Jasiah, when Hil-
kiah the high-priest told Shaphan the scribe that
he had found the Book of the Law in the house of
Jehovah, when the Passover was kept as was en-
Joined in that book, in a way that no Passover had
been holden since the days of the Judges, and vihen
the worship upon high-places was abolished by the
king’s orders (2 K, xxii. 8, xxiii. 8, 13, 15, 19, 21,
22). The probability that a sacred historian, writing
after that reformation, would have expressed dis-
approbation of, or would have accounted for, an
seemiug departure from the laws of the Pentateue
by David, Saul, or Samuel, is not in itse¥ concly-
sive, but joined to other considerations it is entitled
to peculiar weight. The natural mede of dealing with
such a religious scandal, when it shocks the ideas
of a later generation, is followed by the author of the
Book of Kings, who undoubtedly lived later than
the reformation of Josiah, or than the beginning, at
least, of the captivity of Judah (2 K. xxv. 21, 27 ).
This writer mentions the toleration of worship on
high-places with disapprobation, not only in con-
nexion with bad kings, such as Manasseh and Ahaz,
but likewise as a drawback in the excellence of
other kings, such as Asa, Jehoshaphat, Jehoash,
Amaziah, Azariah, and Jotham, who are praised for
having done what was right in the sight of Jehovah
(1 K. xv. 14, xxii. 43; 2 K. xii. 3, xiv. 4, xv. 4,
99, xvi. 4, xxi. 3); and something of the same kind
might have been expected in the writer of the Book
of Samuel, if he had lived at a time when the wor-
ship on high-places had been abolished.

2. It is in accordance with this early date of the
Book of Samuel that allusions in it even to the
existence of Moses are so few. After the return
from the Captivity, and more especially after the
changes intreduced by Ezm, Moses became the*
great central figure in the thoughts and language
of devout Jews which he could not fail to be when
all the laws of the Pentateuch were observed, and
they were all referred to him as the divine prophet
who communicated them directly from Jehovah.
This transcendent importance of Moses must already
have commenced at the finding of the Book of the
Law at the reformation of Josiah. Now it is re-
markable that the Book of Samuel is the historical
work of the Old Testament in which the name of
Moses occurs most rarely. In Joshua it occurs 56
times ; in Chronicles, Ezra, and Nehemiah 31 times ;
in the Book of Kings ten times; in Judges three
times; but in Samuel only twice (Zunz, Vortrige,
39). And it is worthy of note that in each case
Moses is merely mentioned with Aaroa as la
brought the Israelites out of the land of Egypt, but
nothing whatever is said of the ZLaw of Moser
(1 Sam, xii. 6, 8). It may be thought that nc
inference can be drawn from this omission of the
name of Moses, because, inasmuch as the Law of
Moses, as a whole, was evidently not acted on in
the time of Samiuel, David, and Solomen, there was
no occasion for a writer, however late he lived, to
introduce the nume of Moses at all in connexion
with their life and actions. But it is very ram

and they |

There are, however, the following |

o l‘.h."%m spurious. 2ndly. In the same
K ‘ SLOrY 13 Tenorded not only of Jeremiah

(1i. 1-7), but likewise of Nehemiah himse'f. ardly. Au
erroneous historical statement is likewise made in the
same letter, that Nehemlah built the Temple of Jerusalem
(1. 18). No witness in a court of justice, whose credit had
been shaken to a similar extent, would, unless corroborated

by other evidence be relied on as ap autk rity for auy
important fact.

N
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ndeed for later writers to refrain in this way from

‘muorting the ideas of their own time into the ac- | g
:&:}t n?gearlier transactions. Thus, very early in | poss

k of Kings there is an allusion to whgt 15
uth:m in the ﬂw of Moses” (1 K. ii. 3)., Thus
the author of the Book of Chronicles makes, for the
reign of David, a calculation of money in darics,
a Persian coin, not likely to have been in common
ase among the Jews until the Persian domination
had been fully established. Thus, more than once,
Josephus, in his Antiquities of the Jews, attributes
expressions to perso in the Old Testament
which are to be accounted for by what was familiar
to his own mind, although they are not justified
by his authorities. For example, evidently copying
the history of a transaction from the Book of
Samuel, he represents the prophet Samuel as ex-
horting the people to bear in mind ‘:the code of
laws which Moses had given them ” (77js Mwiaéws
youobealas, Ant. vi. 5, §3), though them‘ is no
mention of Moses, or of his legislation, in the
corresponding passage of Samuel (1 Sam. xii. 20-
25). Again, in giving an account of the punish-
ments with which the Israelites were threatened for
disobedience of the Law by Moses in the Book of
Deuteronomy, Josephus attributes to Moses the
threat that their temple should be burned (Ané. iv.
8, §46). But no passage can be pointed out in the
whole Pentateuch in which such a threat occurs;
and in fact, according to the received chronology
{1 K. vi. 1), or according to any chronology, the
first temple at Jerusalem was not built till some
senturies after the death of Moses, Yet this allu-
sion to the burning of an unbuilt temple ought not
to be regarded as an intentional misrepresentation.
[t is rather an instance of the tendency in an histo-
rian who describes past events to give unconsciously
indications of his living himself at a later epoch. |
Similar remarks apply to a passage of Josephus (Ant.
vii. 4, §4), in which, giving an account of David’s
project to build a temple at Jerusalem, he says that
David wished to prepare a temple for God, *as
Moses commanded,” though no such command or
injunction is to be found in the Pentateuch, To a
religious Jew, when the laws of the Pentateuch were
observed, Moses could not fail to be the predominant
idea in his mind; but Moses would not necessarily
be of equal importance to a Hebrew historian who
lived before the reformation of Josiah.

3. It tallies with an early date for the compo-
sition of the Book of Samuel that it is one of the
best specimens of Hebrew prose in the golden age
of Hebrew literature. In prose it holds the same
place which Joel and the undisputed prophecies of
Isaiah hold in poetical or prophetical language. It
is [ ree from the peculiarities of the Book of Judges,
which it is proposed to account for by supposing
that they belonged to the popular dialect of Northern
Palestine ; and likewise from the slight. peculiarities
of the Pertateuch, which it is proposed to regard
as archaisms 4 (Gesenius, Hebrew Grammar, §2, 5).
It is a strking contrast to the language of the Book
o Chronicles, wkich undoubtedly belongs to the
silver age of Hebrew prose, and it does not contain
¥ many alleged Chaldaisms as the few in the Book
of Kings. Indeed the number of Chaldaisms in the

Book of Samuel which the most rigid scrutiny has
suggested do not amount to muregthan abmi six

instances, some of them doubtful ones, in 90 pages
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of our modern Hebrew Bible. And, uunaidqh' .
eneral purity of the language, it is not oy
ible, but probable, that the tl'lﬂl"ﬂg residuyyy <
Chaldaisms may be owing to the lllad‘rertmi'
Chaldee mpyist.s, when Hebrew hﬂ.d ce'am t”h]:'-
living language. At the same time this AR Uy,
from language must not be pushed so fay By
imply that, standing alone, it wnul_d be_ Wﬂdd“
for some writings, the date of which is abopt g
time of the Captivity, are in pure Hebrey, nd
as the prophecies of Habakkuk, the Psalms g
exxxvii., cxxxix., pointed out by Gesenius, ang b
far the largest portion of the latter part of the
phecies attributed to ¢ Isaiah * (xl.-lxvi.), Anr‘
have not sufficient knowledge of the conditieg
the Jews at the time of the Captivity, or for g fy
centuries after, to entitle any one to asseri fia
there were no individuals among them who wuy
the purest Hebrew. Still the balance of probabiis
inclines to the contrary direction, and, as a s
sidiary argument, the purity of language of gy
Book of Samuel is entitled to some weight.
Assuming, then, that the work was composds
a period not later than the reformation of Josish-
say, B.C. 622—the question arises as to the 1
earliest point of time at which it could have exdg’
in its present form? And the answer seems fols
that the earliest period was subsequent to the ses
sion of the Ten Tribes, This results from the pass
in 1 Sam. xxvii. 6, wherein it is said of Dai
“ Then Achish gave him Ziklag that day: whereie
Ziklag pertaineth unto the kings of Judah tots
day:” for neither Saul, David, nor Solomon is i#%
single instance called king of Judah simply. Itist
that David is said, in one narrative respecting bim,
have reigned in Hebron seven years and six mos
over Judah (2 Sam. v. 5) before he reigned in J
salem thirty-three years over all Israel and Juds
but he is, notwithstanding, never designated
the title King of Judah. Before the secess&
the designation of the kings was that they W&
kings of Israel (1 Sam. xiii. 1, xv. 1, xvi. 1; 28
v. 17, viii. 15; 1 K. ii. 11, iv. 1, vi. 1, xi. 4258
may safely, therefore, be assumed that the Dok
Samuel could not have existed in its present &%
at an earlier period than the reign of hehoNs=
who ascended the throne B.C. 975. If we @ %
yond this, and endeavour to assert the precise &
between 975 B.C. and 622 B.0., when it was &=
posed, all certain indications fail us. The
sion “unto this day,” used several times ¥ =
book (1 Sam. v. 5, vi. 18, xxx. 25; 2 Sam. =8
vi. 8), in addition to the use of it in the s
already quoted, is too indefinite to prove anyt
except that the wrriter who employed it Jivel #
sequently to the events he described. It 2
scequate to prove whether he lived three cetie
or only half a century, after those events: *
same remark applies to the phrase, “ There®g
became a proverb, Is Saul arnong the FPropi="
(1 Sam, x. 12), and to the verse, ¢ Beforet#
[srael, when a man went to enquire of Go&=
he spake, Come, and let us o to the seer: ™
that is now called a Prophet was beforetimé *
a Seer” (1 Sam. ix. 9). In both cases ik %
certain that the writer lived more than eigh¥ :
after the ﬂjncidﬂut.s to which he alludes. *
manner, the various traditions respecting the ¥
in which Saul first became mumt? : |

."

e As compared with Samue the '
_ ; peculiarities ot the
Peatatench are not quite as striking as the differences in

has been suggested by Gesenius, Virgil seems.
hernnhtmt.llyurnul'ago when Lucretius’s €7

soguege between Lucretius and Virgil: the parallel w nich

| was publisae
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. 14-923, zvii. 55-58 )—respecting the | and fairly treated. One observation, howevel, of
o :r;ul_! death (1 Sam. xxxi. 2-6, 8-13 ; | some practical importance, is to be borne in mind. _
g0l of.;_gg‘ do not necessarily show that a|It does not admit of much reasonable doubt that in
§ em- i'time (say even a century) elapsed between | the Book of Samuel there are two different accounts
yery 1008 events and the record of the traditions. | (already alluded to) respecting Saul’s first acquaint-
ur or to the existence of newspapers or | ance with David, and the circumstances of Saul’s

jp a0 Ag® ”"wrf printing, and when probably few |death—and that yet the editor or author of the

> -.n.,-::iﬂ:;l il:‘t g or forty years, or even less, have | Book did not let his mind work upon these two
ald : us‘;;ent- for the growth of different traditions | different accounts so far as to make him inte
Ll »

. the same historical fact. Lastly, internal | his own opinion as to which of the conflicting
Sence of language lends no assistance for discf'i- accounts was correct, or even to point out to the
S in the period of 853 years within which | reader that the two accounts were apparently con-
““}bmk may have been written; for the undis- | tradictory. Hence, in a certain sense, to a
the tebrew writings belonging to that period | certain extent, the author must be regarded as a
delumti‘l'fl}' few, and not one of them is a|compiler, and not an original historian. And in
::.,,f which would present the best points of | reference to the two accounts of Saul’s death, this

wrison. They embrace scarcely more than the | is not the less true, even if the second account be
writings of Joel, Amos, Hosea, Micah, Nahum, | deemed reconcileable with the first by the supposi-
ol & certain portion of the writings under the | tion that the Amalekite had fabricated the story of
s * fsaiah,” The whole of these writings to- | his having killed Saul (2 Sam. i. 6-10). Although
| gether can scarcely be estimated as occupying more | possibly true, this is an unlikely supposition, be-
4 sisty pages of our Hebrew Bibles, and what- | cause, as the Amalekite’s objoct in a lie would have

soer may be their peculiarities of language or style, | been to curry favour with David, it would have

~ ger & not afford materials for a safe inference as | been natural for him to have forged some story
4 which of their authors was likely to have been | which would have redounded more to his own credit
- gutemporary with the author of the Book of Sa- | than the clumsy and improbable statement that he,
pael. All that can be asserted as undeniable is, |a mere casual spectator, had killed Saul at Saul’s
tat the book, as a whole, can scarcely have been | own request. But whether the Amalekite said
later than the reformation of Josiah, and | what was true or what was false, an historian, as

that it could ot have existed in its present form | distinguished from a compiler, could scarcely have
sclier than the reign of Rehoboam. failed to convey his own opinion on the poiut,
it is to be added that no great weight, in opposition | affecting, as on one alternative it did materially,

% this conclusion, is due to the fact that the death | the truth of the narrative which he had just before

- of Durid, although in one passage evidently implied
- (3 %am. v. 5), is not directly recorded in the Book
of Samuel.  From this fact Hivernick (Einleitung
- & das Alte Testament, part ii., p. 145) deems it
& ttain inference that the author lived not long
. Wer the de?'th of Il:avid. But this is a very slight
ion for such an infe , Sinc k
- Wthing of the author’s :mfl:?,msr ?t? Lzmwf:ircﬁz?:
asees under which he wrote, or of his precise
M respecting what is required of an historian.
We cannot, therefore, assert, from the knowledge of
" character of his mind, that his deeming it logi-
sally requisite to make a f'urmal statement of David’s
would have depended on his living a short
brme o :‘lung time after that event. Besides, it is
Y possible that he did formally record it, and
| :'Jnt mention of it was subsequently omitted on
< ﬂi‘ the more minute details by which the
uful{i;?aﬂd "j[‘ l:..I-‘-.a:,nth 1s preceded in the First
| \ I8, ére would have been nothing
"
. h@g " such an omission, nor indeed, in any addi-
th’ the Book of Samuel : for, as those who
. e ’ )
. ;? '“-:"ti'd It In the Canon did not transmit it
3 ﬁu" 'It“‘ y:‘:::::;ﬂvn]aﬁ of any particular author,
e of s olved, not in the mere circum-
Soket » ; itting or adding anything, but
| H\i:; the fact of theiy adding nothing which they
' Mto be false, and of omitting nothing of im-
I thh:itiil]l ':;Ey believed to be true.
| ute ignorance of the author’s name
'zn'he::“‘i&dge of the date of the wurk:
i o+ CODtroversy whether the Book of
g l:d hot a compilation from pre-existing
What .’ if this is decided in the affirmative,
EXtent th : e s
™ intendeq e En:a ‘m:f:‘ﬂ{l is hl compilation. It is
Thwy °r Tully here into this contro-
D Whlg-h the reader is referred to Dr.
to the Critica! Study and

', o the Holy Seriptures, London, Long-

¢

e

recorded respecting the circumstances under which
Saul’s death occurred. And if compilation is ad-
mitted in regard to the two events just mentioned,
or to one of them, there is no antecedent improba-
bility that the same may have been the case in
other instances ; such, for example, as the two expla-
nations of the proverb, “Is Saul also among the
Prophets?” (1 Sam. x. 9-12, xix. 22-24), or the
two accounts of David's having forborne to take
Saul’s life, at the very time when he was a fugitive
from Saul, and his own life was in danger from
Saul’s enmity (1 Sam. xxiv. 3-15, xxvi. 7-12).
The same remark applies to what seem to be sum-
maries or endings of narratives by different writers,
such as 1 Sam. vii. 15-17, 1 Sam. xiv. 47-52, com-
pared with chapter xv.; 2 Sam. viii. 15-18. In
these cases, if each passage were absolutely isolated,
and occurred in a work which contained no other
instance of compilation, the inference to be drawn
might be uncertain. But when even one instance

of compilation has been clearly established in a

work, all other seeming instances must Le viewed

in its light, and it would be unreasonable to contest
each of them singly, on principles which imply that
compilation is as unlikely as it would be in a work
of modern history. It is to be added, that as the
author and the precise date of the Book of Samuel
are unknown, its historical value is not mpaired
by its being deemed to a certain extent a compila-
tion, Indeud, from one point of view, its value is
in this way somewhat enhanced ; as the probability
is increased of its containing documents of an early
date, some of which may have been written by
persons coutemporaneous, or nearly so, with the
events described.

Sources of the Book of Samuel.—Assuming that

the book is a compilation, it is a subject of rationa
mquiry o ascertain the materials
_ : ' was composed.

W which this subject is dispassionateiy | is scauty. The only work actually yuoted vy thx

which it
DBut our information on this head
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book is the Book of Jasher; i..e. the Book of the
Upright. Notwithstanding the great learning which
has been brought to bear on this title by numerous
commentators [vol. i. p. 932], the meaning of the
sitle must be regarded as absolutely unknown, and
the character of the book itself as uncertain. The
best conjecture hitherto offered as an induction from
facts is, that it was a Book of Poems; but the facts
are too few to establish this as a positive general
conclusion., It is only quoted twice in the whole
Bible, once as a work containing David's Lamenta-
tion over Saul and Jonathan (2 Sam. i. 18), and
secondly, as an authority for the statement that
the sun and moon stood still at the command of
Joshua (Josh. x. 13). There can be no doubt that
the Lamentation of David is a poem ; and it is most
probable that the other passage refen'e:.l to as written
in the Book of Jasher includes four lines of Hebrew
poetry,® though the poetical dictiuq and rhythn_l of
the original are somewhat impaired in a j;an:1s:latlon.
But the only sound deduction from these facts is, that
the Book of Jasher contained some poems. What else
it may have contained we cannot say, even negatively.
Without reference, however, to the Book of Jasher,
the Book of Samuel contains several poetical com-
positions, on each of which a few observations may
be offered ; commencing with the poetry of David.

(1.) David’s Lamentation over Suul and Jonathan,
called “ The Bow.” This extremely beautiful com-
position, which seems to have been preserved through
David’s having caused it to be taught to the chil-
dren of Judah (2 Sam. i. 18), is universally admitted
to be the genuine production of David. In this
respect, it has an advantage over the Psalms; as,
owing to the unfortunate inaccuracy of some of the
mscriptions, no one of the Psalms attributed to
David has wholly escaped challenge. One point in
the Lamentation especially merits attention, that,
contrary to what a Jater poet would have ventured
to represent, David, in the generosity and tenderness
of his nature, sounds the praises of Saul.

(2.) David’s Lamentation on the death of Abner
(2 Sam. iii. 33, 34). There is no reason to doubt
the genuineness of this short poetical ejaculation.

- (3.) 2 Sam. xxii. A Song of David, which is in-
troduced with the inscription that David spoke the
words of the song to Jehovah, in the day that Je-
hovah had delivered him out of the hand of all his
enemies and out of the hand of Saul. This song,
with a few unimportant verbal differences, is merel
the xviiith Psalm, which bears substantially the
same inscription.  For poetical beauty, the song is
well worthy to be the production of David. The
following difficuities, however, are connected with it.

(a.) The date of the composition is assigned to
the day when David had been delivered not only out
of the hand of all his enemies, but likewise ¢ gut of
the hand of Saul.”’ Now David reigned forty years
arter Saul’s death (2 Sam. v. 4, 5), and it Wis as
King that he achieved the successive conquests to
which allusion is made in the Psalm. Moreover,

the PEE'IIITH is evidently introduced as composed at a
iate period of his life; and it immediately precedes
the twenty-third chapter, which commences with
E:‘?ﬂ passage, * Now these be the last words of David.”
2 wunds strange, therefore, that the name of Saul

~ * Any Hebrew scholar who will write out the original
l".“r ll:m: commencing with “ Sun, stand thon still upon
GYeon!” may satisfy himself that they belong 10 a poem,

{'he last line, “ Until the people bad aven
) ged themselves
upon thelr enemies,” which in the A, V. is somewhat

y | taken from some collection of Songs or s
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should be introduced, whose hostility, so #4p
in time, had been condoned, as it were, by D.“
his noble Lamentation.
(b.) In the closing verse (2 Sam. »xn, 51), "
hovah i3 spoken of as showing * mercy to fy
anointed, unto David and his seed for €Vermg:
These words would be more naturally Writhe j
David than by David. They may, however, Ny
later addition; as it may be observed that g ¢
present day, notwithstanding the sateguard of

ing, the poetical writings of living authors, w

occasionally altered, and it must be added
in printed hymn-books. Still, as far as
the words tend to raise a doubt whether the pe.
was written by David, as it cannot be proved thy
they are an addition. | ?

(¢.) In some passages of the Psalm, the Strovge:
assertions are made of the poet’s uprightness s
purity. He says of himself, ¢ Acuoliging to the
cleanness of my hands hath He recompensed g
For I have kept the ways of Jehovah, and have sy
wickedly departed from my God. For all His jude
ments were before me: and as for His statutes |
did not depart from them. I wasalso upright befss
Him, and have kept myself from mine iniquiy®
(xxii. 21-24). Now it is a subject of
surprise that, at any period after the painful ineides
of his life in the matter of Uriah, David shoi
have used this language concerning himself. A&
mitting fully that, in consequence of his sins
and bitter contrition, *the princely heart of ins
cence” may have been freely bestowed upon his
it is difficult to understand how this should has
influenced him so far in his assertions ;r‘
his own uprightness in past times, as to bim
forget that he had once been betrayed by his passes
into adultery and murder, These assertions, &
made by David himself, would ferm a striking e
trast to the tender humility and self-mistrust &
connexion with the same subject by a great
genius of spotless character. (See ¢ Christian Y
6th Sunday after Trinity—ad finem.,)

.-
&l
-
i §

L]
LB

{.4-} ﬁi m“g, cﬂl]ed i Iﬂb‘t Wﬂl'ds ﬂf ]:."'H" ‘
Sam. xxiii. 2-7,  According to the Inscription, &

was composed by ““ David the son of Jesse, thems
who was raised up on high, the anointed ﬁfe.
God of Jacob, and the sweet psalmist of Isreh
It is suggested by Bleek, and is in itself very p#
bable, that both the Psalm and the Inscription W&t

There is not sufficient reason to deny that this
is correctly ascribed to David.

(5.) One other song remains, which is pe
the most perplexing in the Book of Samuel. §
is the Song of Hannah, a wife of Elkanah (1 5%
i, 1-10).  One difficulty arises from an allusios®
verse 10 to the existence of a king under Jeho
many years before the kingly power was establish
among the Israelites, Another equally UFIVI‘ -
culty arises from the internal character of the s¥&
It purports to be writien by one of two wives &
song of thnnksgiving for huving borne a Ehm' W
a long period of barrenness, which had caused ¥
to be looked down upon by the other wife 0%
husband. But, deducting a general allusiols
verse 5, to the barren having borne seven, the

they would not have been described as 'i" H !
€ven an article. Moreover, there is no other nstad
Which the simple accusative of the
geance is taken is used after

prose 113 (min) intervenes,

i
- X
! 1

E

o
1 -

person on WHGE

D) (nakum). M S8

.-I'q, L

neavy, i8 almost unmistakeably a line of try in the
wriginal.  In a varrative respecting the hmlmr{n prose

and, like the artic
conciseress

iy
i

have been he» omitted for
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| . uliarly applicable to the
L ptbing ¥ ':-::mn:t[:iﬁcel:c and jl;y IEr the greater
' ’”‘.M‘: ceems to be a song of triumph for deli-
k'. prrtion o;';m }mwerf'ul enemies In batffle (vers. 1,
. Indeed, Thenius does not !195119.& to con-

§ 10). Lt it was written by David after he had
petar :fjfh «nd the Philistines had been defeated
gain 10 “: b;l.ﬂlﬂ ( Exegetisches Handbuch, p. 8).
« po histerical warrant for this supposition ;
fhere | song is certainly more appropriate to the
o mf { David over Goliath, than to Hannah’s
- a birth to a child under the circum-

> give .
::j ﬂ: siled in the first chapter of Samuel. It

wever, be equally appropriate to some
::.;H:_r.:?t hattles of the Israelites.

s sdvancing & single step be?und the songs of
de Book of Samuel, we enter into the region of
amjectare 85 10 the materials which were at the
wemand of the author; and in points which arise
jr oousideration, we must be satisfied with a sus-

of judgment, or a slight balance of probabi-
s For example, it being plain that in some
wetances there are two accounts of the same trans-
wtion. it is desirable to form an opinion whether

g were founded on distinct written documents,

¢ @ distinct oral traditions. This point.is open

w dispute; but the theory of written documents

wems preferable; as in the alternative of mere

sl traditions it would have been supereminently
wastural even for a compiler to record them
yithout stating in his own person that theie were

#ferent tiaditions respecting the same event,

Again, the truthful simplicity and extraordinary

vividoess of some portions of the Book of Samuel
. mtunally soggest the idea that they were founded

# sotemporary documents or a peculiarly trust-
. werthy tradition. This applies specially to the
. unt of the combat between David and Goliath,

¥iich has been the delight of successive generae
s, which charms equally in different ways the
# sul the young, the learned and the illiterate,
wd which tempts us to deem it certain that the

ot must have proceeded from an eye-witness, |

On the other hand, it is to be remembered that
Zﬁdm of description often depends' more on the
h;imug faculties of the narrator than on mere
uml?u presence. ‘It is the mind that sees,” so
Hﬂ.w years after the meeting of the Long Par-
o LI‘:: powerful imaginative writer shall pour-
= mwell more vividly than Ludlow, a con-
el who knew him and conversed with him.
et Livy has described events of early Roman

1 .m‘*)“whmh educated men regard in their details
Th Aginary ; and Defoe, Swift, and the authors of

E o ey n le!;{a have described events which all
ey td*ﬂ be imaginary, with such seemingly
= ; €tails, Wwith such a charm of reality,
» And spirit, that it is sometimes only by

h:f'urr. of reason that we escape from the
ff-he narratives are true, In the absence,
Ay external evidence on this point, it is
Peud our Judgment as to whether any por-
of Samuel is founded on the writing
Porary, or on a tradition entitled to any
Pt t.u}.?lt' Perh.aps the two conjectures re-
| mm::mpqsitmn of the Book of Samuel
the | '}ﬂtﬂ{led to consideration are—1st.
e Which it contains of officers or public
* under David is the result of contem-
= on; and 2ndly. That the Book

SAMUEL, BOOKS OF 1131

of Samuel was the ilation of some one com
nected with the schools of the prophets, or pene-
trated by their spirit. On the first point, the
reader is referred to such passages as 2 Sam. viii,
16-18, and xx. 23-26, ia regard to which one fact
may be mentioned. It has already been stated
[ King, p. 42? that under the Kings there existed
an officer called Recorder, Remembrancer, or Chro-
nicler ; in Hebrew, mazkir. Now it can scarcely
be a mere accidental coincidence that such an officer
is mentioned for the first time in David’s reignm,
and that it is precisely for David’s reign that a li
of public functionaries is for the first time trans-
mitted to us. On the second point, it cannot but be
observed what prominence is given to prophets in
the history, as compared with priests and Levites.
This prominence is so decided, that it undoubtedly
contributed towards the formation of the uncritical
opinion that the Book of Samuel was the produc-
tion of the prophets Samuel, Nathan, and Gad.
This opinion is unsupported by external evidence,
and is contrary to internal evidence; but it is by
no means improbable that some writers among the
sons of the prophets recorded the actions of those
prophets. This would be peculiarly probable in
reference to Nathan's rebuke of David after the
murder of Uriah. Nathan here presents the image
of a prophet in its noblest and most attractive form.
Boldness, tenderness, inventiveness, and tact, were
combined in such admirable proportions, that a
- prophet’s functions, if always discharged in a similar
manner with equal discretion, weuld have been
acknowledged by all to be purely beneficent. In
his interposition there is a kind of ideal moral
beauty. In the schools of the prophets he doubt-
less held the place which St. Ambrose afterwards
held in the minds of priests for the exclusion of the
Emperor Theodosius from the church at Milan after
the massacre at Thessalonica. It may be added,
that the following circumstances are in accordance
with the supposition that the compiler of the Book
of Samuel was connected with the schools of the
prophets. The designation of Jehovah as the * Loxd
of Hosts,” or God of Hosts, does not occur in the
Pentateuch, or in Joshua, or in Judges; but it
occurs in the Book of Samuel thirteen times. In
the Book of Kings it occurs only seven times ; and
 in the Book of Chronicles, as far as this is an ori-
' ginal or independent work, it cannot be said to
‘occur at all, for although it is found in three
passages, all of thesc are evidently copied from the
Book of Samuel. (See 1 Chr. xi, 9—in the original
" precisely the same words as in 2 Sam. v. 10; and
see 1 Chr. xvii, 7, 24, copied from 2 Sam. vii. 8, 26,)
Now this phrase, though occurring so rarely else-
where in prose, that it occurs nearly twice as often
- in the Book of Samuel as in all the other historical
~wnitings of the Old Testament put together, is a
- very favourite phrase in some of the great pro-
- phetical writings. In Isaiah it occurs sixty-two times
(six times only in the chapters xl.-lxvi.), and in Jes
' remiah sixty-five times at least. Again, the predo-
'minance of the idea of the prophetical in
' Samuel is shown by the subordinate place
assigned in it to the Levites, The difference between
the Chronicles and the Book of Samuel in this
respect is even more striking than their difference
in the usa of the expression * Lord of Hosts;"!
though in a reverse proportion. In the whole Book
of Samuel the Levites are mentioned only twice

*orthy of note that the
_ prophet Ezekiel never
"¥Pression “ Lord of Hosts.” On ths other hand,

there 1s no mention of the Lavites in ths viWirputod
writings of Isalat. | -2 ]
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(1 Sam. vi. 15; 2 Sam. xv. 24), while in Chro-
nicles they are mentioned above thirty times in the
Kirst Book alcne, which contains the history of
David’s reign. g

In conclusion, it may be observed that it is very
instructive to direct the attention to the passages in
Samuel and the Chronicles which treat of the same
events, and, generally, to the manner in which the
life of David is treated in the two histories. A
comparison of the two works tends to throw light
on the state of the Hebrew mind at the time when
the Book of Samuel was written, compared with the
ideas prevalent among the Jews some hundred years
later, at the time of the compilation of the Chro-
picles. Some passages correspond almost precisely
word for word ; others agree, with slight but signi-
ficant alterations. In some cases there are striking
omissions ; :n others there are n> less remarkable
additions. Without attempting to exhaust the sub-
ject, some of the differences between the two histories
wil! te now briefly pointed out ; though at the same
time it is to be borne in mind that, in drawing in-
ierences from them, it would be useful to review
likewise all the differences between the Chronicles
and the Book of Kings,

1. In 1 Sam. xxxi. 12, it is stated that the men
of Jabesh Gilead took the body of Saul and the
bodies of his sons from the wall of Beth-shan, and
came to Jabesh and burnt them there. The com-
piler of the Chronicles omits mention of the burning
of their bodies, and, as it would seem, designedly ;
for he says that the valiant men of Jabesh Gilead
buried the bones of Saul and his sons under the oak
in Jabesh ; whereas if there had been no burning,
the natural expression would have been to have
spoken of burying their bodies, instead of their
bones. Perhaps the chronicler objected so strongly
to the burning of bodies that he purposely refrained
from recording such a fact respecting the bodies of
Saul and his sons, even under the peculiar circum-
stances counected with that incident.€

2. In the Chronicles it is assigned as one of the
causes of Saul’s defeat that he had asked counsel of
one that had a familiar spirit, and “had not en-
quired of Jehovah” (1 Chr. x. 13, 14); whereas in
S‘nmuei IL is expressly stated (1 Sam. xxviii. 6) that
Saul Aad inquired of Jehovah before he consulted the
v{ltch_ut' Endor, but that Jehovah had not answered
him either by dreams, or by Urim, or by prophets.

9. The Chronicles make no mention of the civil
war between David and Ishbosheth the son of Saul,
nor of Abner’s changing sides, nor his assassination
by Joab, nor of the assassination of Ishbosheth by
liechab and Baanah (2 Sam., ii. 8-32. ii., iv.).

4. David's adultery with Bathsheba, the ex-
posure of Uriah to certain death by David’s orders,
the solemn rebuke of Nathan, and” the penitence of
Ih\*ldt are all passed over in absolute silence in the
Chrounicles (2 Sam, xi., xii. 1-25).

g 5. In the account given in Samuel (2 Sam. vi,
4=11) of David's removing the Ark from Kirjath-
J5451m, 1o special mention is made of the priests or
Lavites, David’s companions are said, generally,
to have been “gl] the people that were with him,”
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and “al' the house of Israel” are sail tq ham
played before Jehovah on the occasion wig, Q
manner of musical instruments. In the co
ing passage of the Chronicles (1 Chr. xiii, 1.
David is represented as baving _pubhcly Propose] 4,
send an invitation to the priests and Levitg o
their cities and * suburbs,” and this is said to
been assented to by all the congregation., Agiiy,
in the preparations which are made for the recepg,
of the Ark of the Covenant at Jerusalem, Nothig
is said of the Levites in Samuel ; whereas i g
Chronicles David is introduced as saying that ye, -
ought to carry the Ark of God but the Levites; g
special numbers of the Levites and of the
of Aaron are there given ; and names of Levites g,
specified as having been appointed singers and playe; -
on musical instruments in connexion with the {4
(1 Chr. xv., xvi. 1-6).
6. The incident of David’s dancing in publicwiy
all his might before Jehovah, when the Ark wy
brought into Jerusalem, the censorious remarks ¢
his wife Michal on David’s conduct, David's answes,
and Michal’s punishment, are fully set forth j
Samuel (2 Sam. vi. 14-23); but the whole subjest
is noticed in one verse only in Chronicles (1 Chy,
xv. 29). On the other hand, no mention is made
in Samuel of David’s having composed a Psalm w
this great event ; whereas in Chronicles a Psalm &
set forth which David is represented as having deli-
vered into the hand of Asaph and his brethren s
that day (1 Chr. xvi. 7-36). Of this Psalm th
first fifteen verses are almost precisely the same @
in Ps. cv. 1-15. The next eleven verses are the
same as in Ps. xcvi, 1-11; and the next three cose
cluding verses are in Ps. cvi. 1, 47,48. Thelst
verse but one of this Psalm (1 Chr. xvi. 35) appean
to have been written at the time of the Captivity.

7. It is stated in Samuel that David in his cos
quest of Moab put to death two-thirds either of the
inhabitants or of the Moabitish army (2 Sem
vili. 2). This fact is omitted in Chronicles (1 Chn
xviii. 2), though the words used therein in me»
tioning the conquest are so nearly identical with the
beginning and the end of the passage in Samus :
that in the A. V. there is no difference in ¢
translation of the two texts, “ And he smote Mob®
and the Moabites became David’s servants, @8
brought gifts.” ':-

8. In 2 Sam. xxi. 19, it is stated that *“there w8
a battle in Gob with the Philistines, where Elham#
the son of Jaare-oregim, a Bethlehemite (in the &% =
ginal Beit hal-lachmi), slew Goliath the Gittite, ¢
staff of whose spear was like a weaver’s beam.”
the parallel passage in the Chronicles (1 Chr. ™
9) it is stated that ** Elhanan the son of Jair sie¥ =
Lachmi the brother of Goliath the Gittite.”” Th#
I.:mh[pi, which in the former case is merely P’“"li
an adjective describing Elhanan’s place of nativity
seems in the Chronicles to be the substantive na%*
of the man whom Elhanan slew, and is so tﬂM
in the LXX. [ELHANAN, i. 520; LAnMI, ii. 995

9. In Samuel (2 Sam. xxiv. 1) it is stated U
the anger of Jehovah having been kindled M
Israel, He moved David against them to give 0M it

€ Tacitus ;mrd; it
e G a8 a distinguishing custom of the

o

passage in Am. vi. 10 is ﬂmbim]gm It X M :_,
o the burning ¢f bodies, as a unlmm;:ﬂm =
plague; but it 15 not undonbted that burning is sl

1. Nee Klirst, 5. v. 0. The burning for Ass (3%
¥vi. 14) \s lifferent from the burning of his body. ComP

Jer, xxx1v. 55 2 Chr., xxi. 19, 20; Joseph. dud. 3V
Le Bt Jud, 1. 33, §9 HAL Ao
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as of the population.
1 TIE?‘. gxi. 1) it is mentionel that
ked to take a census of the popu-
This last is the first and the only

the nﬂTehof gﬂnf;‘ i:a intn:duc?i

. :+al book of the estament. n
y ht:r:r}:e;ih“"“h Himself is represented as
fhe et h's heart (Ex. vii. 13), as in this
wtng Flm-ﬁlﬂ 8 : ¥ . . . =

of Samuel He is said to have incited David 45
Fgﬂeﬁ for a census.
Wﬂ In the incidents connected with the three
o tilence upon Israel on account of the cencus,
z f;;’ of a very remarkable character are ;;ar—
: ropicles, which are ot mentioned in
”d‘ﬁﬁﬁhﬂ:ﬂq_ Thus in Chronicles it is s'utsd
?dn Angel of Jehovah, that he stood betwet‘:_n the
seth and the heaven, hnvi:ﬁ a dr:w.rht:l swag 1% E_
hed over Jerusalem ; that rwards
:"T:;mnmnded the angel, and that the angel
pat up again his sword into its sheath® (1 Chr.
i 15-27). It is further stated (ver. 20) that
(s and his four sons hid themselves when they
~ aw the angel ; and thathwhm:l D%viid (v;r. 26)&1&(1

It an altar to Jehovah, and offer urnt-offer-
::.“m Him, Jehovah answered him from heaven by
fm upen the altar of burut—ofreririg. Regardl ing ta;,lll
thewe circumstances there is absolute silence in the
wrresponding chapier of Samuel.

11, The é:hrnnﬁ;les make no mention of the hor-
fible 1t mentioned in the Book of Samuel (2 Sam.
~ wi 59) that David permitted the Gibeonites to

seritice seven sons of Saul to Jehovah, as an atone-
wat for the injuries which the Gibeonites had
bemerly received from Saul. This barbarous act
o mperstition, which is not said to have been com-
wanied by Jehovah (ver. 1) is one of the most
punful incidents in the life of David, and can
rhml_yuzﬂ lainle)d; otherwise than by the supposi-
oo o that David seized this opportunity to
o himself of seven possible rival {:lal.:lrlr)noants t.oythe
Birove, or that he was, for a while at least, infected
b the baneful example of the Phoenicians, who en-
Ssvoursd to avert the supposed wrath of their gods
. ' human sacrifices [PuoeNicia]. It was, per-

: wholly foreign to the ideas of the Jews at the

“;" wheu the Book of Chronicles was compiled.

b ouly “Emﬂfins to add, that in the numerous
:‘:m wherein there is a close verbal agreement
™ ;“ passages in Samuel and in the Chronicles,

e 1[Hd conclusion seems to be that the Chro-
- :ﬂfﬁ copied from Samuel, and not that both
o th;‘l‘ﬂ:‘d from a common original. In a matter
Piucipl:"::" “:: must proceed upon recognised

triicism. If a writer of the 31d or
::':‘lfuf‘y farrated events of Roman history almost
B i i the words of Livy, no critic would he-
el Ithﬂt all such narratives were copied

il h:?.th t would be regarded as a very impro-
F aat l;-'-powh?m that they were copied from docu-
1 i ich I:vl?y and the later historian had
thes MI when 1:11 ;:iruaf‘ whatever was
- Mster origin ocuments were In
b i Pﬂm time of the later historian. The
Mﬂ m:dPEETh to ﬁhekre:_a;i;; ﬁ wl'lli’ih the

| . e ook o uel. ere 18
- ntd‘f“f proof that the original documents,
A \ ﬂ“»'l_ﬂ. on which the Book of Samuel
Tﬂ x iﬁre I existence at the time when the
Wi oo O the archangel Michael on the top of the
o Hadrian at Rome is in accordance with the

™

o,

to St. Peter's, during a pes.

_ Procession
: "TYBOrY the Great saw the archangel in a vision, | 8sme, v. €7, 6th edit. 1862
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In the | Chronicles were compiled; and in the absence ol

such proof, it must be taken for granted that, where
there is a close verbal correspendeno: between the
two works, the compiler ot the Chrunicles copied
passages, more or less closely, from the Book of
Samuel. At the same time it would be unreason-
able to deny, and it would be impossible to dis~
prove, that the compiler, in addition to the Book of
Samuel, made use of other historical documents
which are no longer in existence.

Literature.~The following list of Commentaries
is given by De Wette:—Serrarii, Seb. Schmidii,
Jo. Clerici, Maur. Commentt.; Jo. Drusii, An-
notatt. in Locos diffic. Jos., Jud., et Sam. ; Vie-
torini, Strigelii, Comm,. in Libr. Sam., Req., et Pa-
ralipp., Lips. 1591, fol. ; Casp. Sanctii, Comm.
IV, Lib, Req. et Paralipp., 1624, fol. ; Hensler,
Erlagterungen des I. B. Sam. u. d. Salom. Denk-
spriiche, Hamburg, 1795. The best modern Com-
mentary seems to be that of Thenius, Ezegetisches
Handbuch, Leipzig, 1842. In this work there is
an excellent Introduction, and an interesting de-
tailed comparison of the Hebrew text in the Bible
with the Translation of the Septuagint. There are
no Commentaries on Samuel in Rosenmiiller’s great
work, or in the Compendium of his Scholia,

The date of the composition of the Book of Samuel
and its authorship is discussed in all the ordinary
[ntroductions to the Old Testament—such as those
of Horne, Hidvernick, Keil, De Wette, which have
been frequently cited in this work. To these may
be added the following works, which have ap-
peared since the first volume of this Dictionary was
printed : Bleek’s Einleitung in das Alte Testament,
Berlin, 1860, pp. 355-368 ; Stdhelin's Specielle
FEinleitung in die Kanonischen Bicher des Alten
Testaments, Elberfeld, 1862, pp. 83-105; David-
son’s Introduction to the Old Testament, London
and Edinburgh, 1862, pp. 491-536. [E.T.]

SANABAS'SAR (Zaupavdooapos; Alex, Zava-

| Bdaoupos : Salmanasarus). SHESHBAZZAR (1 Esd.
| ii. 12, 15; comp. Ezr. i. 8, 11).

SANABAS'SARUS (ZaBavdooapos; Alex.
SavaBdooapos : Salmanasurus). SHESHBAZZAR
(1 Esd. vi. 18, 20 ; comp. Eazr. v. 14, 16).

SAN'ASIB (ZavaciB; Alex. Avaceip: Eh-
asib). The sons of Jeddu, the son of Jesus, are
reckoned * among the sons of Sanasib,” as priests
who returned with Zorobabel (1 Esd. v. 24).

SANBAL'LAT (19230: SavaBaArdr : Sana-
ballat). Of uncertain etymology; according to Gese-
nius after von Bohlen, meaning in Sanserit “ giving
strength to the army,” but according to Fiirst “a
chestnut tree.” A Moabite of Horonaim, as a
by his designation ¢ Sanballat the Horonite SNl.h.
ii. 10, 19, xiii. 28). All that we know of him
from Scripture is that he had apparently some c.vil
or military command in Samaria, in the service of
Artaxerxes (Neh, iv. 2), and that, from the moment
of Nehemiuk's arrival in Judaea, he set himself to
oppose every measure for the welfare of Jerusalem,
and was a constant adv to the Tirshatka.
His companions in this hostility were Tobiah the
Ammonite, and Geshem the Arabian (Neh. ii. 19,
iv. 7). For the details of their cppesitio

n the
reader is referred to the articles NEHEMTAH and

nhhqumppoud t&‘ba represented in the statve. It ie
owing to this that the fortress subsequently bad the nawme
of the Castle of St. Angelo. See Murray’s Handbook for

e
B ; - PR
E
L:
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NEnEMIAN, Book OF, and to Neh. vi., where the
enmity between Sanballat and the Jews is brought

out in the strongest colours. The only other inci-

dent in his life is his alliance with the high-priest’s
family by the marriage of his daughter with one
of the grandsons of Eliashib, which. from the
similar connexion formed by Tobiah the Ammonite

/Neh. xiii. 4), appears to have been part of a
settled policy) concerted between Eliashib and the

Samaritan faction. The expulsion from the priest-
hood of the guilty son of Joiada by Nehemiah
must have still further widened the breach between
him and Sanballat, and between the two parties in
the Jewish state. Here, however, the *Scnpt;urfl
narrative ends —owing, probably, to Nehemiah’s
return to Persia—and with it likewise our know-
ledge of Sanballat.

But on turning to the pages of Josephus a
wholly new set Jf actions, in a totally different
time, is brought before us in connexion with San-
ballat, while his name is entirely omitted in the
account there given of the government of Nehe-
miah, which is placed in the reign of Xerxes,
Josephus, after nterposing the whole reign of
Artaxerxes Longimanus between the death of Nehe-
miah and the transactions in which Sanballat took

rt, and utterly ignoring the very existence of Darius
(;ﬂot.hua, Artaxerxes Mnemon, Ochus, &c., jumps
at once to the reign of ‘‘ Darius the last king,”
and tells us (Ant. xi. 7, §2) that Sanballat was his
officer in Samaria, that he was a Cuthean, 1, ¢. a
Samaritan, by birth, and that he gave his daughter
Nicaso in marriage to Manasseh, the brother of the
high-priest Jaddua, and consequently the fourth in
descent from Eliashib, who was high-priest in the
time of Nehemiah. He then relates that on the
threat of his brother Jaddua and the other Jews to
expel him from the priesthood unless he divorced
his wife, Manasseh stated the case to Sanballat,
who therenpon promised to use his influence with
king Darius, not only to give him Sanballat’s
government, but to sanction the building of a rival
temple on Mount Gerizim of which Manasseh
should be tlie high-priest. Manasseh on this agreed
to retain his wife and join Sanballat’s faction,
which was further strengthened by the accession
of all those priests and Levites (and they were
many) who had taken strange wives. But just
at this time happened the invasion of Alexander
the Great ; and Sanballat, with 7000 men, joined
him, and renounced his allegiance to Darius (Ant.
xi. 8, §4). Being favomably received hy the con-
queror, he took the opportunity of speaking to him
i behalf of Manasseh. He represented to him how
much it was for his interest to divide the strength
of the Jewish nation, and how many there were who
wished for a temple in Samaria; and so obtained
Alexander s permission to build the temple on
Mount Gerizim, and make Manasseh the heredi-
tary high-priest. Shortly after this, Sanballat died ;

—_—

* He says that Alexander appointed Andromachus
governor of Judea and the neighbouring districts ;3 that
tne Samaritans murdered him ; and that Alexander on
his return wok Samarta in revenge, and settled a colon

of Macedonians in it, and the inhabita
B g mbitants of Samaria

® Such a time, . g., as when the Book of Eccle
0. slasticus
was written, in which we read (ch. 1. 25, 26), “ There be
two manner of nations which mine heart abhorreth, and
tae third 18 no nation ; they that sit upon

of Samuria, and they that dwell amon
¥ the Philistin
#ud that foolish people that dwell in Sichem." s

| inconsistencies in Josephus’s narrative (pointed o

y | (4pparat. pp. 181, 782) quotes to prove that they &

SANDAL

but the temple on Mount Gerizim remninsg, Ql
the Shechemites, as they were called, ﬁtmh‘;
also as a permanent schism, which was contiy

fed by all the lawless and dimﬂ'e:cbed Jews, a
is Jesephus's account. If there is any truth ny
of course the Sanballat of whom he speaks e
different person from the Sanballat of NM'
who flourished fully one hundred years egj,
but when we put together Josephus's silence

cerning a Sanballat in Nehemiah’s time, apg e
many coincidences in the lives of the Sanbally .
Nehemiah and that of Josephus, together with y, -

by Prideaux, Connect, i. 466, 288, 290) oy
its disagreement with what Eusebius tells of thy
relations of Alexander with Samaria® (Cliron, 0y
lib. post. p. 346), and remember how apt Juu
phus is to follow any narrative, no matter joy
anachronistic and inconsistent with Scripture, o
shall have no difficulty in concluding that his s
count of Sanballat is not historical. It is douls
less taken from some apocryphal romance, ey
lost, in which the writer, living under the as |
mire of the Greeks, and at a time when th
enmity of the Jews and Samaritans was at &
height,> chose the downfall of the Persian empin
for the epoch, and Sanballat for the ideal instrs
ment, of the consolidation of the Samaritan Chush
and the erection of the temple on Gerizim. Ts

borrow events from some Scripture narrative s
introduce some Scriptural personage, without my
regard to chronology or other propriety, wa
the regular method of such apocryphal books
See 1 Esdras, apocrvphal Esther, apocryphal adé
tions to the Book of Daniel, and the articles &

them, and the story inseited by the LXX. afle
2 K. xii. 24, &c., with the observations on it #

p- 91 of this volume. To receive as histors

Josephus’s nairative of the building of the S
maritan temple by Sanballat, circumstantial as %"
18 in its account of Manasseh’s relationship %
Jaddua, and Sanballat’s intercourse with bis
Darius Codomanus and Alexander the Greaf, s
yet to transplant it, as Prideaux does, 0 lh_
time of Darius Nothus (B.C. 409), seems |
compatible with sound criticism, For a furlhe
discussion of this subject, see the article NE#
MIAH, BOOK OF, p. 491; Prideaux, Connect. &
299-6 ; Geneal. of our Lord, p. 323, &e.; m
Vindic, of our Lord’s Geneal. p. 165; s
Analys. ii. 534, [A. C B

SANDAL (O93: iwddnua, cavbdhior). &

sandal appears to have been the article ordinss %‘
used by the Hebrews for protecting the feet. &
consisted simply of a sole attached to the foot &
thongs. The Hebrew term na’alc implies such &
article, its proper sense being that of confining &
shutting in the foot with thongs: we have &=

|8

express notice of the thongd (qﬁﬂw, {uas ; ‘*

e e e 0
e e .

B In the A. V. this term is invariably rendered “&
I'here is, however, little reason to think that the 3
Tﬂlﬂlr wore Ehm, and the Expmiﬂm which Carp

(viz. “ put the blood of war in his shoes,” 1 K. 1i. 55 =2
men go over in shoes,” 1s. xi. 15), are equally adap*®
the sandal—the first signifying that the blood wias spri®
on the thong of the sandal, the second that men S
cross the river on foot instead of in boats. T

found in Egypt probably belonged to Greeks (WK
ii. 333), o

4 "The terms applied te we removal of the
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: : (iien, xiv. 23

»\ in several ges [ ¢aen, .
.&l‘w )i. ) The Greek term dmwddnua
iy applies to the sandal exciusively, as it
e : hat i hound under the foot; but no strcss

4 lsid on the use of the term by the Alexan-

| it was applied to any covering of
L g wiiters, 85 : wmili 43 caliga of the Romans
fot, even to the tary !9’ : .

ey B. J. vi. 1, §8). A Hlll‘lllﬂt“ observation
“'.'Ph to gavbdAtoy, which is used in a general,

| ot i its strictly classical sense, and was adopted
> Hebraized form by the Talmudists. We have
‘ h:;m-ripﬁﬂll ot the sandal in the Bible itself, but
F s shiciency can be supplied from collateral souxces.
1 - we learn from the Talmudists that the mu-
: E:], employed in  the construction of the scle
. gere either jeather, felt, cloth, or wood l-_'-d a0,
| Jeem. 12, §1, 2), and that it was occasicnally
| god with iron (Sabb. 6. §2). In Egypt various
. ghwus substances, such as palm leaves and p pyrus
" walks, were used in addition to eather (Herod. 1ii.
~ 2. Wilkinson, ii. 832, 333), while in Assyria,
F ,:.1 or leatner was employed (Layard, Nin. il
%3 424). In Egypt the sandals were usually
" wowed up at the toe like our skates, though other
~ fums, rounded and pointed, are also exhibited. In
~ psrria the heel and the side of the foot were en-
gl and sometimes the sandal consisted of little

1 :' @se i Palestine, for a heel-strap was essential
: ‘:5"'1"1' swdal (Jebam. 12, §1). Great atten-
2 %% paid by the ladies to their sandals ; they
" "ade of the skin of an animal, named tachash
'N;:"‘l"”)! whether a hyena or a seal (A. V.
B i 1, 15 doubtful : the skins of a fish (a
g ;: H:l.lnir_ire) are used for this purpose in the
| ;mﬂf Sinai (Robinson, Bib. Res. i. 116).
= Were handsomely embroidered (Cant.
4. X. 4, xvi. 9), ‘as were those of the
o \Dict. of Ant.s.v.* Sandalium”). San-
by the o by all classes of society in Palestine,
o lhe:;r! poor (Am. viii. 6, and both the san-

%, the ong or shoe-latchet were so cheap and
ifican s t t_hPY passed into a proverb for the most
¥ Were thing (Gen, xiv. 23 ; Ecclus. xlvi. 19).

for 0% however, worn at all periods ; they

B Hl' homes ; such as a military expe-

Persons

b by With in-doors, and were only put | again, Edom msy be 1
mlﬁout to undertake some business | ordinate }Witﬁﬂi{ of mf on which the candals
B _ were rested while their owner bathed his feet. The
: Joah Kph. vi, 15), or a Jjowrney (Ex. | use of the shoe in the transfer ot
- Ix, 3, 13; Acts xii. 8): on such|in Ruth iv. 7, 8, and a similar
Crried an extra pair, a practice | attached to the act in connexion with the
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were concerned (Matt. x. 10 ; comjare Maik vi, &y

and the expression in L. ke x. 4, *“do not carry,”

which harmonizes the passages). An extra pair
might in certain cases be needed, as the scles were
liable to be soon worn out (Josh, ix. 5), or the
thongs to be broken (Is. v. 27). During meal-
times the feet were undoubtedly uncovered, as im-
plied in Luke vii. 38 ; John xiii. 5, 6, and in the
exception specially made in reference to the Pascha:
feast (Ex. xii. 11): the same custom must have
prevailed wherever reclining at meals was jractised
(comp. Plato, Sympos. p. 213). It was a mark of
reverence to cast off’ the shoes in approaching a place
or person of eminent sanctity:¢ hence the com-
mand to Moses at the bush (Ex. iii. 5) and to
Joshua in the presence of the angel (Josh. v. 15..
In deference to these injunctions the priests are said
to have conducted their ministrations in the Temple
barefoot (Theodoret, ad L. iii. quaest. 7), and the
Talmudists even forbade any person to pass through
the Temple with shoes on (Mishn. Zerach. 9, §5).
This reverential act was not peculiar to the Jews:
iIn ancient times we have instances of it in the
worship of Cybele at Rome (Prudent. Peris. 154),
in the worship of Isis as represented in a picture at
Herculaneum {dnt. d’FErcol. ii. 320}, and in the
practice of the Egyptian priests, according to Sil.
[tal. iii, 28. In modern times we may compare the
similar practice of the Mohammedans of Palestine
before entering a mosk (Robinson’s Researches, i
36), and particularly before entering the Kaaba at
Mecca (Burckhardt’s Arabia, i, 270), of the Yezidis
of Mesopotamia before entering the tomb of their
patron saint (Layard's Nin. i. 282), and of the Sa-
maritans as they tread the summit of Mount Ge-
rizim (Robinson, ii. 278). The practice of the
modern Egyptians, who take off' their shoes before
stepping on to the carpeted leewdn, appears to be

| dictated by a feeling of reverence rather than clean-

liness, that spot being devoted to prayer (Lane,
1. 35). It was also an indication of violent emotion,
or of mourning, if a person appeared barefoot in
public (2 Sam. xv. 30; Is. xx. 2; Ez. xxiv.
17, 23). This again was held in common with
other nations, as instanced at the funeral of Au-
gustus (Suet, Aug. 100), and on the occasion of
the solemn processions which derived their name of
Nudipedalia from this feature (Tertull. Apol. 40).
To carry or to unloose a person’s sandal was a me-
nial office betokening great inferiority on the part
of the person performing it; it was hence selected
by John the Baptist to express his relation to the
Messiah (Matt. iii. 11; Mark i, 7; John i, 27;
Acts xiii, 25). The expression in Ps. Ix. 8, cviii,
9, “over Edom will I cast out my shoe,” evidently
signifies the subjection of that country, but the

exact point of the comparison is obscure ; for it may

refer either to the custom of handing the sandal te

a slave, or to that of claiming possession of a pro-
perty by planting the foot on it, or of aequiring it

by the symbolical action of casting the shoe, or
ded in the still more sub-

property is noticed

b |
:-r;h .25 and (20, Ruh tv. 1) tmply |

|
A
=R
* i

the top of the foot, PRASES

ere cither so numerous or 8o broad as (‘gtﬂm o5

2 Lord objected to as far as the Apostles | tion of a Levirate mairiage {Deut. xxv. 9). Shoe

~® It 1s worthy of ubservation
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SANHEDRIM

or rather strap-making (1. e. making the
straps for the sandals), was a recognised trade among
the Jews (Mishn. Pesach. 4, §6). [W. L. B.]

SAN'HEDRIM (accurately Sanhedrin, "D,
formed from cuwédpioy : the attempts of the Rab-

bins to find a Hebrew etymology areidle ; Buxtorf,
2::. Chald. s. v.), called also in the T:almud the

great Sanhedrin, the supreme council of the Jewish
people in the time of Christ and earlier. In the

Mishna it is also styled 9 N‘3, Beth Din, “house

of judgment.”
1. The orig

1136
making,

in of this assembly is traced in the

SANHEDRIM

is not a perfect agreement among the
The nearly unanimous opinion of the Jews i v
in the Mishna (Sankedr. i.6): “the great S
hedrim consisted of seventy-one judges, How
this proved? From Num. xi. 16, wher it &
said, ¢ gather unto me seventy men of the eldey ¢
Istnel.” To these add Moses, and we have y
one. Nevertheless R. Judah says there yo
seventy,” The same difference made by the p4
tion or exclusion of Moses, appears in the wes
of Christian writers, which accounts for the vy,
tion in the books between seventy and '"W'.
one. Baronius, however (Ad Ann. 31, §10, @

p—

Mishna (Sankedr. i. 6) to the seventy elders
whom Moses was directed (Num. xi. 16, 17) to

many other Roman Catholic writers, together yg
not a few Protestants, as Drusius, Grotius, b

associate with him in the government of the
[sraclites. This body continued to exist, according |
to the Rabbinical accounts, down to the .clpsel
of the Jewish commonwealth., Among Christian
writers Schickhard, Isaac Casaubon, Salmasius, |
Selden, and Grotius have held the same view.
Since the time of Vorstius, who took the ground
(De Synhedriis, §25-40) that the alleged identity
between the assembly of seventy elders mentioned
in Num. xi. 16, 17, and the Sanhedrim which
existed in the later period of the Jewish common-
wealth, was simply a conjecture of the Rabbins, and

ally admitted that the tribunal established by Moses
was probably temporary, and did not continue to

|
that there are no traces of such a tiibunal in Deut.

xvii. 8, 10, nor in the age of Joshua and the judges, |
nor during the reign of the kings, it has been gener-

deaux, Jahn, Bretschneider, etc., hold that the g
number was seventy-two, on the ground that By
and Medad, on whom it is expressly said the §

rested (Num. xi. 26), remained in the camp, g4
should be added to the seventy (see Hartmus
Verbindung des A. T. p. 182 ; Selden, De Syneh
lib. ii. cap. 4). Between these three numisy
that given by the prevalent Jewish tradition §
certainly to be preferred; but if, as we b
seen, there is really no evidence for the ide "
of the seventy elders summoned by Moses,
the Sanhedrim existing after the Babylonish ag
tivity, the argument from Num. xi. 16 in resps
to the number of members of which the lals
body consisted, has no force, and we are lefi,»
Keil maintains (Archdologie, ii. §259), withest
any certain information on the point,

exist after the Israelites had entered Palestine (Winer,
Realwdrterb, art. © Synedvium ™),

In the lack of definite historical information as
to the establishment of the Sanhedrim, it can

only be said in general that the Greek etymology

of the name seems to point to a period subse-
quent to the Macedonian supremacy in Palestine.
Livy expressly states (xiv, 32), * pronuntiatum
quod ad statum Macedoniae pertinebat, senatores,
quos synedros vocant, legendos esse, quorum con-
silio respublica administraretur.,”” The fact that
Herod, when procurator of Galilee, was sum-
moned before the Sanhedrim (B.c. 47) on the
ground that in putting men to death he had
usurped the authority of the body (Jos. Ant. xiv.

9, §4) shows that it then possessed much power |

and was not of very recent origin, If the +yepov-
ola @y "lovdalwy, in 2 Mace. i. 10, iv. 44, xi. 27,
designates the Sanhedrim—as it probably does—
this is the earliest historical trace of its existence.
On these grounds the opinion of Vorstius, Witsius,

Winer, Keil, and cthers, may be regarded as pro- |

table, that the Sanhedrim described in the Talmud
arose after the return of the Jews from Babylon,
and in the time of the Seleucidae or of the Hasmo-
nean princes,

In the silence of Philo, Josephus, and the Mishna
respecting the constitution of the Sanhedrim, we

are obliged to depend upon the few incidental
notices in the New Testament.

into which the priests wers divid
pﬂ?Thnbly, those who had

v -r_:?s, scribes, lawyers, or those learned in
the Jewish law (Matt. xxvi. E;?, 99; Mark xv. 1;

Luke xxii. 66 ; Acts v, 2
2. The number &If
seventy-one, but thi

1).
members is usuall

815 a point on w

' the high-priest presided at the condemnation '

From these we
gather that it consisted of apxiepeis, chief
priests, or the heads of the twenty-four classes
ed (including,
beer high-priests), wpeo-
€po., elders, men of age ind experience, and

S

The president of this body was styled

' Nasi, and, according to Maimonides and Lightist
was chosen on account of his eminence in wo
and wisdom. Often, if not generally, this p&
eminence was accorded to the high-priest,

R
. gt

WiE

| Jesus (Matt, xxvi, 62) is plain from the nase
'tive. The vice-president, called in the Talms
: I'7 N'2 2N, « father of the house of judgmess:
sat at the right hand of the president. Some il
speak of a second vice-~ president, styled "',‘_.:‘:_'
| “ wise,” but this is not sufficiently confirmel ¥
Selden, De Synedr. p. 156, seq.). The DBaby
Gemara states that there were two scribes, B8
whom registered the votes for ucquittal, the &8
those for condemnation, In Matt, xxvi, ®
Mark xiv. 54, &c., the lictors or attendssé
the Sanhedrim are referred to under the nam®
ownpérar. While in session the Sanhedrim S5
the form of a half circle (Gem. Hieros. Consk
ad Sanhedr, i.), with all which agrees the S8
ment of Maimonides (quoted by Vorstius): "=
who excels all others in wisdom they appoint®
over them and head of the assembly. 3
is whom the wise everywhere call NASI, and
in the place of our master Moses, Likews iy
who is the oldest among the seventy, theX &
on the right hand, and him they call ‘&
the house of judgment., The rest of the
sit before these two, according to their i
the form of a semicircle, so that the presiCes
vice-president may have them all in sights"

3. The place in which the sessions of
hedrim were ordinarily held was, according
Talmud, a hall called N33, Gazzith (Sanies
supposed by Lightfoot ( Works, i, 2005) %
been situated in the south-east corner of o
cowts near the Temple building, In 0%

'!




SANSANNAH

L , it seems fo have met ip the
pac b:ﬁ;:!;igh-priut (Matt. xxvi. 3). Forty
E deo? .rt the destruction of Jerusalem, and con-
mwhiie the Saviour was teaching in Pales-
l!"":r sossions of the Sanhedrim were removed
- 'i*lw hall (Gazzith to a somewhat g'reutFr
borr tfmm the temple building, although still
B Noriah (Abod. Zara i. Gem. Babyl. ad
: » ,’L 'rj, After several other changes, its
e fnally established at Tiberias (Lightfoot,
.:t ;dﬁ:ﬂ body thf: Sanhedrim npnatituted a
court, to which belonged in the first
- the trial of a tiibe fallen into idolatry,
| :n;“l.hefs. and the high-priest (Mishna, San-
! 1+ also the other priests (Middoth, v.).
r;;l..dminisnntive conncil it determined other
| + matte.s. Jesus was arraigned before
44 body 88 a false prophet (John xi. 47), and
‘e, Jobn, Stephen, and Paul as teachers of
‘wser md deceivers of the people. From Acts ix.
34 appewrs that the Sanhedrim gxerc:sec'l a degree
o suthority beyond the limits of Palestine. Ac-
wg to the Jerusalem Gemara (quoted by
 Sgdm, Jib. ii. ¢. 15, 11), the power of inflicting
] ishment was taken away from this
spial pun
bural forty years before the destruction of Jeru-
e, With this agrees the answer of the Jews
g Pilste (Jobn xix, 31), “ It is not lawful for us
b pot any man to death.” Beyond the arrest,
' and condemnation of one convicted of vio-
| wisg the coclesinstical law, the jurisdiction of
B Sunbedrim at the time could not be extended ;
‘B omfirmation and execution of the sentence in

T stoning of Stephen (Acts vii. 56, &ec.) is only
W Sppuent exception, for it was either a tu-
uous procedure, l?r, if done by order of the
Sewinim, was an illegal assumption of power,
W Jwphus (dAnt, xx. 9, §1) expreialy declmﬁ the
 Westion of the Apostle James during the absence
¥ fe procurator to have been (Winer, Realwb.
.~ Syoedrium )
: The Talmud also mentions a lesser Sanhedrim of
e members in every city in Palestine in
% were nut_lm than 120 householders; but
g these judicial bodies Josephus is entively

1 The #ading work on the subject is Selden, De
: &:‘ Praefecturis Juridicis veterum Ebrae-
L 1650, Amst, 1679, 4to, It exhibits
e Ming, but introduces much irrelevant
Wk 7y " Written in a heavy and unattractive
Sy rgungg'aaphs of Vorstius and Witsius,
ct i Ugolin’s Thesaurus, vol, xxv. are able
. i 5. The same volume of Ugolini con
B wict UrtJvf.':rugmlaenzn and Babylanian Gemaras,
e h: Mishna on the Sanhedrim, with
frin g2 Mmmpﬂd&i Duo Tituli Talmudici
00 My accoth, ed. Jo. Coch, Amst. 1629
| l'utiug :mmdm, De Sanhedriis et Poenis,
, | ATst. 1695, 4to. Hartmann, Die

| ' 9 des Alten Testaments mit dem Neuen
3311 8vo :

' » 18 worthy of consultation, and
| exhibition of the subj t, Winer,
R eil, Archacoloyie, Eic D. E.]
: NAH (HQQIJQ : ZeBevvdx ; Alex.
v ). One of the towns in the

bowng - Judah, named in Josh. xv. 31 onl
i g '""ﬁi:dlﬂtriat are not distributed in{o

ey thM of the highlands or the

?

=
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Shewizh 5 and as only very few of them have been
vet waentified, we have nothing to guide us to the
position of Sansannah. It can hardly have had an;
connexion with KIRJATH-SANNAH (Kirjath-Sepher,
or Debir), which was probably near Hebron, mans
miles to the north of the most northern position
possible for Sansannah. It does not appear to Le
mentioned by any explorer, ancient or modern.
Gesenius (Z7es. 962) explains the name to mean
““palm branch;” but this is contradicted by Fiirst
(Hwb, ii. 88), who derives it from a root which
signifies ¢ writing.” The two propositions are pro-
bably equally wide of the mark. The conjectuse
of Schwarz that it was at Simsim, on the valley of
the same name, is less feasible than usual.

The termination of the name is singular (comp.
MADMANNARH).

By comparing the list of Josh., xv. 26-32 with
those in xix, 2-7 and 1 Chr. iv. 28-33, it will be
seen that Beth-marcaboth and Hazar-susim, or
-susah, occupy in the two last the place of Mad-
mannah and Sansannah respectively in the first.
In like manner Shilhim is exchanged for Sharuhen

and Shaaraim. It is difficult to believe that these
changes can have arisen from the mistakes of copy-
ists solely, but equally difficult to assign any other
satisfactory reason. Prof. Stanley has suggested
that Beth-marcaboth and Hazar-susim are tokens
of the trade in chariots and horses which arose in
Solomon’s time; but, if so, how comes it that the

new names bear so close a resemblance in form to
the old ones ? [G.]

SAPH (AD: Zé¢; Alex. Segpé: Saph). One

aptal cuses belonged to the Roman procurator, | of the sons of the giant (‘Pagd, Arapha) slain by

Sibbechai the Hushathite in the battle against the
Philistines at Gob or Gaza (2 Sam. xxi. 18). In
1 Chr. xx. 4 he is called Sippa1. The title of Ps.
cxliii, in the Peshito Syriac is, “Of David: when
he slew Asaph (Saph) the brother of Gilyad
(Goliath), and thanksgiving for that he had con-
quered.”

SA'PHAT (Sa¢dr: om. in Vulg.).
PHATIAH 2 (1 Esd. v. 9; comp. Eer. ii. 4).

SAPHATI'AS (Zagarias: Saphatias). SHE-
PHATIAH 2 (1 Esd. viii. 34; comp. Ezr. viii. 8).

SA'PHETH (Zagut; Alex. Zapubi: Saphuzi).
SHEPHATIAH (1 Esd. v. 33; comp. Ezr. ii. 57).

SA'PHIR s{-pg_l.';:}, i. e. Shaphir: xaAd@s: pul-

cara, but in Jerome's Comment. Saphir). One of
the villages addressed by the Prophet Micah (i. 11),
but not elsewhere mentioned., By Eusebius and
Jerome (Onomast. * Saphir”) it is described as
“in the mountain district between Eleutheropolis
and Ascalon.” In this direction a village called
es-Sawdfir still exists (or rather three of that name,
two with affixes), possibly the representative of
the ancient Saphir (Rob. B. R. ii. 34 note; Van
de Velde, Syr. § Pal. 159). Es-Sawafir lies seven

SHE-

or eight miles to the N.E. of Ascalon, and about
12 W, of Beit-Jibrin, to the right of the coast-road
from Gaza. Tobler prefers a village called Saber,
close to Sawdfir, containing a copious and apparently
very ancient well (3tte Wanderung, 47). In one im=
portant respect, however, the position of neither of
these agrees with the notice of the @ '

since it is not near the mountains, but on the oper
plain of the Shefelah. But as Beit-Jibrin, the
ancient Eleutheropolis, stands on the western slope:
of the mountains of Judah, uhmglg

i P
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w an could be westward of it (4. e.
;‘ntjee]ljlﬂit m{imun), and yet be itself in the
mountain district, unless that expression may refer
to places which, though situated 1in the plain, were
for some reason considered as belonging to the
towns of the mountains. We have already seen
ysason to suspect that the reverse was the case with
some others. [KEILAR; Nezis, &c. ]

Schwarz, though aware of the existence of Sa-
ts as a more feasible identihi-

. 116), sugges
m@the vil{age of Safiriyeh, a couple of miles
N.W. of Lydda (136). The drawback to this is,
that the places mentioned by Micah appear, as far as
we can trace them, to be mostly near BeitJibﬂ.n,
and in aldition, that Safiriyeh is in clear contradic-
tion to the notice of Eusebius and Jerome. [G.]

SAPPHI'RA (Sar¢elpn =either * sapphire,”
from odwrdepos, or “ beautiful,” from the Syriac
NBY). The wife of Ananias, and the participator
both in his guilt and in his punishment (Acts v.
1-10). The interval of three hours that elapsed
between the two deaths, Sapphira’s ignorance of
what had happened to her husband, and the pre-
dictive language of St. Peter towards her, are de-
cisive evidences as to the supernataral character of
the whole transaction. The history of Sapphira’s
death thus supplements that of Ananias’s, which

might otherwise have been attributed to natural
causes, FWe A Bl

SAPPHIRE (22D, sappir : cdwdeipos: sap-

phirus,. A precious stone, apparently of a bright
blue colour, see Ex. xxiv. 10, where the God of
Israel is represented as being seen in vision by
Moses and the Elders with “a paved work of a
sappir stone, and as it were the body of heaven in
its clearness™ (comp. Ez. i. 26), The sappir was
the second stove in the second row of the high-
priests breastplate (Ex. xxviii. 18); it was ex-
tremely precious (Job xxviii. 16); it was one of
the precious stones that ornamented the king of
Tfyre (Ez. xxviii. 13). Notwithstanding the identity
of name between our sapphire and the odwgerpos,
and sapphirus of the Greeks and Romans, it is ge-
nerally agreed that the sapphirus of the ancients
was not our gem of that name, viz., the azure or
indigo-blue, erystalline variety of Corundum, but
our Lapis-lazuli ( Ultra-marine) ; this point may
be regarded as established, for Pliny (N. H. xxxvii.
9) thus speaks of the Supphirus, “ It is refulgent
with spots of gold, of an azure colour sometimes,
but not often purple; the best kind comes from
Media ; it is never transparent, and is not well
suited for engraving upon when intersected with
hard crystalline particles.” This description an-
swers exactly to the character of the Lapis-lazuli:
the ¢« crystalline particles” of Pliny are crystals of
wron pyrites, which often occur with this mineral.

ule }i‘ br‘EW Blhle m .d tj } . ) '

uirements demand transpa-
rency, great value and good material for the ﬁ-

E‘fel-'; art, all of which combined characters the
Mr. Kiog ( Anti Possess in any great degree
and cam ei( of mfﬂﬁ, p- 44) says that intagh

times are frequent in th
raaterial, Lut =
8 ut rarely any works of mwuch merit,

SARAH |

losophis dicatur DD, Saphir.” Beckmany /4
of fl;w. i, 472) is of opinioa that the :, |
the Hebrews is the same as the Lapis-lazgji. ¢ "
miiller and Braun argue in favour of its pep.
sapphire or precious Corundum. We aye i
to adopt this latter opinion, but are unable 4,
to any satisfactory conclusion. (W

SA'RA (3dppa: Sara). 1. SARAR, {h o
of Abraham (Heb. xi. 11; 1 Pet. iii. 6), |

2. The daughter of Raguel, in the ape
history of Tobit. As the story goes, she had o
married to seven husbands, who were all gy
the wedding night by Asmodeus the evil spiye o=
loved her (Tob. iii. 7). The bieaking n?::' |
and the chasing away of the evil spirit jy o
“ fishy fume,” when Sara was mairied to Ty
are told in chap. viii. )

SARABI'AB (ZapaBlas: Sarebias), Suss
BIAH (1 Esd. ix. 48; comp. Neh. viii. 7).,

SA'RAH (N, “princess:” Zdjpa: Su
originally Y& : Zdpa : Sarai). 1. The
Abraham, and mother of Isaac.
Of her birth and parentage we have no o
account in Scripture. Her name is first intruls
in Gen. xi. 29, as follows: “ Abram and Nes
took them wives: the name of Abram’s wif
Sarai ; and the name of Nahor’s wife wa ¥
cah, the daughter of Haran, the father of M
and the father of Iscah.” In Gen. xx. 12, Abuis
speaks of her as ¢ his sister, the daughter & &
same father, but not the daughter of the ==
mother.” The common Jewish tradition, takeas
granted by Josephus (Ant. i. ¢. 6, §6? and by ¥
Jerome (Quacst. Hebr. ad G enesin, vol. ik p3S
ed. Ben, 1735), is that Sarai is the same as %=
the daughter of Haran, and the sister of Lot
is called Abraham’s ¢ brother’’ in Gen. xiv. 143
Judging from the fact that Rebekah, the ga®
daughter of Nahor, was the wife of Isaac the®
of Abraham, there is reason to conjecture 8%
Abraham was the youngest brother, so that
wife might not improbably be younger thas
wife of Nahor. It is certainly strange, if the ©
dition be true, that no direct mention of it 15 ¥
in Gen. xi. 29. Bat it is not improbable i ¥
it supplies the account of the descent of the %
of the chosen race, the omission of which i S8
passage is most unlikely ; and there is no %=
set against it. o

The change of her name from * Sarai’” %"=
rah” was made at the same time that ASSH
name was changed to Abraham, on the &
ment of the covenant of circumcision betWSEA
and God. That the name “ Sarah " signifies &8
cess”” is universally acknowledged. But ..
ing of “Sarai” is still a subject of coOBNE
The older interpreters (as, for example,
in Quaest. Hebr., and those who follow #VELE
pose it to mean ‘‘my princess;’ Hﬂd_
change from Sarai to Sarah, as signifying ==
was no longer the queen of one familYs (55
royal ancestress of * all families of the ear#« &
also suppose that the addition of the 1e# 2
taken from the sacred Tetragrammaton J&502
the names of Abram and Sarai, mystically #8

T
‘

ne Sappir was certainly pellucid, *“ sane apud

.:m says Braun {De i'r.-st. Sac, p. tiSO;:.pet::L

v ug H:l;?lfq“ pellucidas notas fuisse manifestis-
O etiam ut r<ducidum illorum phi

their being received into covenant with ¢
‘ Among modern Hebraists there is great G-

interpretation. One opinion, keeping to o
| general Jerivation as that referred to abo¥h ==
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LT nnbilit}r’.’ kl' an Efplﬂnh'
:-m' m;]fr:'e than the otaer, labours under
e

whieh, ' little force to the change.
wo of gwing_ Sarai to be a contracted

. .2 (8grdydh), and to signify “ Jehovah
- ‘-l- : T:;“t this gives no force whatever to the
¥ e ol besides introd uces the same .name Jah
T er name too early in the hls_tnry. A
lrmmg Ewald) derives it from n'l?l?, a root
y .y Gen, xxxii. 28, Hos. xii. :1, intthe
v sn ficht.” and explains 1t as ** conten-
f | m:;g;;}ﬂ, r]'hil;.r last seems to be
- lly the most probable, and differs from
- giving great force E'Llld'i-:]..lglllty-t:o the
== of game. (See Ges. T/es. vol. iii. p- 1338b.)
-'h history is, of course, that of Abraham. She
E with him from Ur to Haran, from llnrm? to
_ and accompanied him in all tI}e wilndenlngs
hh!'—' Her only independent action 1s the de-
e that Hagar and Ishmael should be cast out,
 from oll rivalry with her and Isaac; a demand,
mtolially applied 0 Gal, iv. 22-31, to the dis-
4 of the Old Covenant by the New. The
is which she plays the most important

' first in Egypt, then in Gerar,
sl wheee Sarah shared his deceit, towards Pha-
o and towards Abimelech. On the first oc-
sea. shout the middle of her life, her personal
bty is dwelt upon as its cause (Gen. xii. 11-15) ;
g the seoond, just before the birth of Isaac, at a
e when shie was old (thirty-seven years before her
gh), but when her vigour had been miracu-
wly restored, the same cause is alluded to, as
ppwed by Abraham, but not actually stated
% 5-11). In both cases, especially the last, the
fulness of the history is seen in the unfavour-

spurning,

4 Sarnh stands to that of Pharaoh and Abime-
5. She died at Hebron at the age of 127 years,
® s before her husband, and was buried by him
& B¢ care of Machpelah. Her burial place, pur-
S of Ephron the Hittite, was the only posses-
S8 of Abrabam in the land of promise; it has ve-
hallowed in the eyes of Jews, Christians,

medans alike, to the present day ; and in
S = shrine of Sarah ” is pointed out opposite to
S ¥ Abraham, with those of Isaac and Rebekah
" ;:;itr and those of Jacob and Leah on the
'. 's Lect. ‘ urch, app.
k p ;ﬁy ect. on Jewish Ch pp
nmacter, ke that of Abraham, is no ideal
{ y but one thoroughly natural, in-
"y :’-‘ that of her husband, amig trjlrlly feminine,
e '@ excellences and its defects. She is the

! *'®n more than the wife.

. Jealousy of that bondmaid, when she
", g hl’h'ﬂ; in her rejoicing over her son
him, Jealousy which resented the slightest
-Itmh:nd forbade Ishmael to share his son-
® Gwn a her cruel to others as well as tender
® of and s remarkably contrasted with the
hm""l_f*]iﬂg on the part of Abraham
. "Mand in the last case (Gen. xxi. 12),

‘ remark on Isaac’s marriage (Uen.
) J"":h“ comforted after his mother’s death.”
N.‘ tradition, based apparently on the

death almost immediately after the
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To the same character velong her ironical laughter
at the promise of & child, long desired, but now
beycnd all hope; her trembling denial of that
laughter, and her change of it to the laughter of
thankful joy, which she commemorated in the name
of Isaac. It is a character deeply and truly affec-
tionate, but impulsive, jealous, and imperious in
its affection. It is referred to in the N. T. as a
type of conjugal obedience in 1 Pet. iii. 6, and as
one of the types of faith in Heb. xi. 11. [A. B.}

2. (M: Zdpa: Sara). SERAH the daughter
of Asher (Num. xxvi. 46).

SARA'I ("‘_&E’): Sdpa: Sarai). The original
name of Sarah, the wife of Abraham. It is always
used in the history from Gen. xi. 29 to xvii. 15,
when it was changed to Sarah at the same time that
her husband’s name from Abram became Abraham,
and the birth of Isaac was more distinctly foretold.

The meaning of the name appears to be, as Ewald
has suggested, * contentious.” [SARAH.]

SARAT'AS (Zapaias: om. in Vulg.).
RAIAH the high-priest (1 Esd. v. 3).
2. (Alapalas; Alex. Sapalas: Azarias, Aza-

1. SE-

' Simon Maccabaeus (1 Mac. xiv. 28).

matrst, in which the conduct both of Abra- |

' reus.) SERAIAH the father ot Ezra (1 Esd. viii. 1

% w the history, are the times when Abraham 9 Ked i 1 ).

SAR'AMEL (Zapauev ; Alex. ZapaueA ; other
MSS. ’Acapauér : Asaramel). The name of the
place in which the assembly of the Jews was held
at which the high-priesthood was conferred upon
The fact that
the name is found only in this passage has led to
the conjecture that it is an imperfect version of a
word in the original Hebrew or Syriac, from which
the present Greek text of the Maccabees is a trans-
lation. Some (as Castellio) have treated it as a
corruption of Jerusalem : but this is inadmissible,
since it is inconceivable that so well-known a name
should be corrupted. The other conjectures are
' enumerated by Grimm in the Kurzgef. exegetisches
Handb. on the passage. A few only need be named
here, but none seem perfectly satisfactory. Al
appear to adopt the reading Asaramel. 1. Ha~
hatsar Millo, *‘the court of Millo,” Millo being
not improbebly the citadel of Jerusalem [vol. ii
367 a]. This is the conjecture of Grotius, and
has at least the merit of ingenuity.® 2. Hahatsar
Am El, “the court of the people of God, that
is, the great court of the Temple.” This is due

' to Ewald (Gesch. iv. 387), who compares with

 [See MaAcCABEES, vol. ii. 173 a.
. L, * the
 Winer (Realwb.). 4. Hassar Am El, ** prince of
. Her natural | the
. Wection is seen in her touching desire ' but the title of Simon, the “in™ having been in-

" even from her bondmaid, and in her | serted by puzzled copyists. This is adopted by
| Grimm himself, It has in its favour the fact that

"and his second title, “ captain and go

it the well-known Sarbeth Sabanai El, given by
Eusebius as the title of the Maccabaean history.

3. Hasshaar Am
gate of the people of God” adopted by

people of God,” as if not the name of a place,

without it Simon is here styled high-priest only,
vernor of the

Jews and priests” {ver, 47), is then omittefi in the
solemn official record—the very place where it ought
to be found. It also seems to be countenanced by

the Peshito-Syriac version, which certainly omits the
title of “ high-priest,” but inserts Fubba de Israck

cacrifice of Isaac, that the shock of it killed her, and that
Abrabam found her dead on his rezurn from Mm:hh.
b Junius and Treme!llus render 1t by n airo mums

4D32
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E s i vward of it (i, e | losophis dicatur DD, Saphr. mﬂuﬂnn (Mg
F stand how any place could be wes el in the | of [nvent. i 472) is of npu;:mLa : E[' ~
: it and Ascalon), and yet ion may refer | the Hebrews is the same as tf: ?m}:{m i Roseg
E o ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ:ﬁ?ﬁe plain, were miiller and B::;:ﬂ:‘%‘::ﬂ:: dul‘:m ‘:,E l:"}:"i‘“ﬂ oy
. tf:rpl::ewm;n nuﬁs_idﬂ‘ed“fa }:iznggegaﬂ? EE: Epfdl::;: :;if latter upiniﬂn:, but are una.blq‘ tt;o oy

- | s tf mt:;e::n;l;m. rev;se was the case with | to any satistactory conclusion. (W H,
| reason

some : . 1. SARAH, the wi
KeiLAH ; Nezis, & ] SA'RA (E&ﬂﬁn..Saru) ,1 SARAH, the wig
Sclf:: thugugﬁ aware of the existence of Sa- of Abraham (Heb. xi. 11; 1 Pet. iii. 6),

sugges feasible identifi- el, in the a .
; ;ﬁﬁ"ﬁm(l’d.: L?ltge oF Eﬂﬁﬂ,;;;giuf couple of fnii_ﬁ hisi}fﬂ? #:&%Ptﬁrﬁ; fi;hl:asgtzry goes, she mr&
N.W. of Lydda “36) The d::bﬂd& toa;hﬁl'»:r l:_; married to seven husbands, wl'm }:vereuallla'lniu -
e o et 7 i 8. s i i by Al e
::d?:mo?ﬁ;;:n Safiriyeh isj' in clear contradic- loved her (Tob. iii. 7). € 4

: - d the chasing away of the evil spirit by g
tion to the notice of Eusebius and Jerome. [G.] ?‘nﬁshy fume.” when Sara was married to Tobis

SAPPHIRA (zampgfp:? =ej}her ' sapphh‘f," are told in chap. viil.
from odwdeipos, Or “ beaut..lful, from t.he.: ?ynar: SARABI'AS (Sapaplas: Swobias).. el
NVDY). The wife of Ananias, am‘i the participator pian (1 Esd, ix. 48; comp. Neh. vii. 7).
hoth in his guilt and in his punishment (Acts v. ; ‘ :
1-10). The interval of thsr:e :l!}ul‘ﬁ that E:l:l,I:vnu:;lF SA'RAH (7O, “princess: Sdpda: S

tween the two deaths, iira’s iguorance e s R .
:hat had happened to her hl:ll:bmld, and the pre- | & iginally Y2 : Zdpa : Sarai). 1. The wife of |
dictive language of St. Peter towards her, are de- | Abraham, a'nd mother of Isaac.
cisive evidences as to the supernatural character of |  Of her birth and parentage we have no certaia
the whole transaction. The history of Sapphira’s | account in Scripture. Her name is first mtm}ﬂ
death thus supplements that of Ananias’s, which |in Gen. xi. 29, as follows: * Abram ?"d Nabor
might otherwise have been attributed to natural | took them wives: the name of *Abn}r'ns m&':..
causes, [W. L. B.] |Sarai; and the name of Nahor's wile was Mi

: cah, the daughter of Haran, the father of Miksk

SAPPHIRE (WED, sappir: cawdeipos: $ap- | 414 the father of Iscah.” In Gen. xx. 12, Abraham
phirus). A precious stone, apparently of a bright | speaks of her as ¢ his sister, the daughter of the
blue colour, see Ex. xxiv. 10, where the God of | same father, but not the daughter of the sme
Israel is represented as being seen in vision by | mother.” The common Jev.\:lsh tradition, taken fa
Moses and the Elders with “a paved work of a|granted by Josephus (Ant. i. c. 6, §Gg ﬁpd b}"&.
sappir stone, and as it were the body of heaven in | Jerome (Quacst. Hebr. ad G enesin, vol. jii. p. 555
its clearness” (comp. Ez. i. 26). The sappir was | ed. Ben, 1735), is that Sarai is the same as Iscah,
the second stone in the second row of the high- | the daughter of Haran, and the sister of Lot,wis
priest’s breastplate (Ex. xxviii. 18); it was ex- | is called Abraham’s ¢ brother” in Gen. xiv. 14, I&
tremely precious (Job xxviii. 16); it was one of | Judging from the fact that Rebekah, the grans
the precious stones that ornamented the king of | daughter of Nahor, was the wife of Isaac the =
Tyre (Ez. xxviii. 13). Notwithstanding the identity | of Abraham, there is reason to conjecture “
of name between our sapphire and the odwgeipos, | Abraham was the youngest brother, so that hi
and sapphirus of the Greeks and Romans, it is ge- | wife might not improbably be younger thau the |
nerally agreed that the sapphirus of the ancients | wife of Nahor. It is certainly strange, if the to
was not our gem of that name, viz., the azure or | dition be true, that no direct mention of it is‘ .
ludlgo-bhfe, crystalline variety of Corundum, but |in Gen.xi. 29. But it is not improbable in jtael
our Lapis-lazuli ( Ultra-marine) ; this point may | it supplies the account of the descent of the
be regarded as established, for Pliny (N. H. xxxvii. | of the chosen race, the omission of which in such 8

9) thus speaks of the Supphirus, « It is refulgent

with spots of gold, of an azure colour sometimes,
but not often purple; the best kind comes from
M?:hn; 1L 15 never transparent, and is not well
snited for engraving upon when intersected with
hard crystalline particles.” This description an-
swers exactly to the character of the Lapis-lazuli ;
the « erystalline particles” of Pliny are crystals of
sron pyrites, which often occur with this mineral.

It is, however, not so certain that the Sa of
t‘he Hebre_::.v Bible is identical with the Lapim};ﬁ:ﬁ *
or the Scriptural requirements demand transpa-
ren?,_mt value and good material for the en-
E er l:::lr‘t' all of which combined characters the
HI?T{i 1Adﬁe§ not possess in any great degree,

- hag (Antique Gems, P- 44) says that intagh

: ! times are frequent in the
T@T:ileb;t rarely any works Oquuch merit,
g ;Jmﬁﬁnscermiuly_ pellucid, ** sane apud
lmﬁsﬂ‘j, ¥8 Draun (D¢ Vest, Sae. p. 680, ed,

e 4 :
saphires pellucidas notas fuisse manifestis~

O eliam ut ;rﬂmﬂmn

orum phi lgﬂneml derivation as that referred to above, ¥

passage is most unlikely ; and there 1s no other ¥

set acainst it. .
The change of her name from ¢ Sarai” #° o
rah” was made at the same time that AbISRS
name was changed to Abraham, on the estSE
ment of the covenant of circumcision between B |

and God. That the name * Sarah " signihies “ p
cess” is universally acknowledged. But the .
ing of “Sarai” is still a subject of contro¥®
The older interpreters (as, for example, St Jeron
in Quaest, Hebr., and those who follow h““? 1
pose it to mean ‘“my princess;’ and ﬂph“,
change from Sarai to Sarah, as signifying M*_
was no longer the queen of one family, E"‘M f
royal ancestress of ““ all families of the earth. " i-
w

also suppose that the addition of the letter
taken from the sacred Tetragrammaton Jehot"eed
ﬂll!illﬂl'nES of Abram and Sarai, mj'sucﬂ'“y Tk
their being received into covenant with the ry
:rimnng modern Hebraists there is great dive py
interpretation. One opinion, keeping to the 2

'
Y

Yol




SARAH

Nigw 7 lanu-
» s nobility, aC., an exp
" a8 Hnﬁ:m than the otaer, labours under

little force to the change.
I jon SUppOses Sarai to be a contracted
| e (Sérdyah), and to signify “ Jehovah
.' ’-‘ "*Aqt this gives no force whatever to the
'ﬁh‘ e introduces the same name Jah

| lﬂ"‘"d H::E. too early in the history. A
e Ewald) derives it from 7%, a root
- 4 in Gen. xxxii. 28, Hos. xii. 4, in the
“:‘ ?':u fight,” and explains it as ** conten-
- # L

| reitsiachiiy). This last seems to be
Lo | ) t probable, and differs from

| jeally the mos s

: ﬂﬁﬂl - t. force aud dignity to the
; *‘*}':},,E?ﬁfe g::.. Thes. vol. 11, p. 1338{5.)
g of course, that of Abraham. She

-:' : Mmﬁ’ﬁ‘om Ur to Haran, from Haran to

_ accompanied him in all the wandeiings
' "’”‘H:‘d Her mﬁ independent action is the de-
5t Hagar and Ishmael should be cast out,
" & fom all rivalry with her and Isaac; a demand,
_ q-hﬁﬂ"! applied m Gal, iv. 22-31, to the dis-
- poment of the Old Covenant by the New. The
}“ in which she plays the most 1mportant
' i the history,
1. : wiourning, grst inh l‘!gg’pt‘,t’th:;l ::ds G;r}?r,
o where Sarah shared his decei w a-
; :l wd towards Abimelech. ©On the first oc-
s, about the middle of her life, her personal
~ bewty is dwelt upon as its cause (Gen. xii. 11-15);
~ e woond, just before the birth of Isaac, at a
- Pmewhen che was old (t}drt}'-sevilﬁfe;: before her
- th), but when her vigour n miraci-
~ by restored, the &1meg§ause is alluded to, as
- sl by Abraham, but not actually stated
M. &11),  In both cases, especially the last, the
“ihiuiness of the history is seen in the unfavour-
W& wmtrast, in which the conduct both of Abra-
- % aud Sarah stands to that of Pharaoh and Abime-
] :'~ i h;'hdhnt Hebron at the age of 127 years,
"I betore her husband, and was baried by him
S h:‘: P:f Mﬂfihpelah. Her burial plnnef pur-
| ron the Hittite, was the only posses-

& of Abrabam in the land of promise ; it hr:;: re-
' H;:j'ﬁi ir: the eyes of Jews, Christians,

fhedans alike, to the present day ; and in
i shrine of Sarah” is poinlzed out ngposite to
T Wesiern, with those of Isaac and Rebekah
W (See 5 & and those of Jacob and Leah on the
R} E banley’s Lect. on Jewish Church, app.

ih.

845009,

£ but one thoroughly natural, i
& ghly natural, in-
that of her husband, and truly femiliine,

h 5
it excellences and its defects, She is the
' ¥Y more than the wife,

1_|_ 18 seen in her touching desire
n from her bondmaid, and in her

R .hlﬂﬂl‘jf ‘uf that bondmaid, when she
Mother ; in hey rejoicing over her son

i the j :
h?:n]:lf:rmy which resented the slightest

it bade Ishmael to share his :
. h':;m“-‘l to others as well as ;:3:1'
Mow o r&!elll_larkably contrasted with the
n, « N t;:'eg ll'-'ﬂ the part of Abraham

»?

ey

i
e

o

i s
b=

apparently on the
Immediately after the

ave the times when Abraham |

of + like that of Abraham, is no ideal | Eusebius as the title of the Maccabaean history.

r

' Winer (Realwb.).
Her natural ' the people of God,” as if not the name of a place,
| but the title of Simon, the “in” having been in-
' serted by

SARAMEL 1139

To the same character velong her ironical laughter
at the promise of & child, long desired, but now
boycnd all hope; her trembling denial of that
laughter, and her change of it to the ]autﬁzter of
thankfui joy, which she commemorated in the nzme
of Isnac. It is a character deeply and truly affec-
tionate, but impulsive, jealous, and imperious in
its affection. It is referred to in the N. T. as a
type of conjugal obedience in 1 Pet. iii. 6, and as
one of the types of faith in Heb. xi. 11. [A. B.}

2. (MW : Zdpa: Sara). SERAH the daughrer
of Asher (Num. xxvi. 46).

SARA'T ("W: 3dpa: Saral). The original
name of Sarah, the wife of Abrabam. It is always
used in the history from Gen. xi. 29 to xvii. 15,
when it was changed to Sarah at the same time that
her husband’s name from Abram became Abraham,
and the birth of Isaac was more distinctly foretold.

The meaning of the name appears to be, as Ewald
has suggested, “ contentious.” [Saran.]

SARAT'AS (Zapaias: om. in Vulg.). 1. Se-
RAIAH the high-priest (1 Esd. v. 5).

2. CAapaias ; Alex. Zapaias: Azarias, Aza-
reus.) SERAIAI the father of Ezra (1 Esd. viii, 1
2 Esd. i. 1).

SAR'AMEL (Zapauév ; Alex. ZapaueA ; other
MSS. AgapauéA : Asaramel). The name of the
place in which the assembly of the Jews was held
at which the high-priesthood was conferred upon
Simon Maccabaeus (1 Mac. xiv. 28). The fact that
the name is found only in this passage has led to
the conjecture that it is an imperfect version of a
word in the original Hebrew or Syriac, from which

 the present Greek text of the Maccabees is a trans-

lation. Some (as Castellio) have treated it as a
corruption of Jerusalem : but this is inadmissible,
since it is inconceivable that so well-known a name
should be corrupted. The other conjectures are
enumerated by Grimm in the Kurzgef. exegetisches
Handb. on the passage. A few only need be named
here, but none seem perfectly satisfactory. All
appear to adopt the reading Asaramel. 1. Ha-
hatsar Millo, *“the court of Millo,” Millo being
not improbably the citadel of Jerusalem [ vol. ii
367 a]. This is the conjecture of Grotius, and
has at least the merit of ingenuity.® 2. Hahatsar
Am El, “the court of the people of God, that
1s, the great court of the Temple.” This is due
to Ewald (Gesch. iv. 387), who compares with

it the well-known Sarbeth Sabanai El, given by

[ See MACCABEES, vol. ii. 173 a.] 3. Hasshaar Am
El, “the gate of the people of God” adopted by
4. Hassar Am FEl, * prince of

puzzled copyists. This is adopted by
Grimm himself. It has in its favour the fact that
without it Simon is here styled high-priest only,
and his second title, “captain and governor of the
Jews and priests” {ver. 47), is then omitted in the
solemn official record—the very place where it ought
to be found. It also seems to be countenanced by
the Peshito-Syriac version, which certainly omits the
title of “ high-priest,” but inserts Aubba de Jsracl,

sacrifice of Isaac, that the shock of it killed ber, and tha!

" | Abraham found her dead on his retarn from Morlah.

b Junius and Tremellius render 1t by iz atric mum
tiomwis,
4 D2



SARAPH

» None of these explanations, how- |
as entirely satisfactory. [¢ i)

Incendens). Men-

1140

“«Jeader of Israel.
aver, can be regarded

i H(F]:@’:I :thd dants of
‘ . 1 Chr. iv..22 among the descendan
;l;:.lﬁ 1tmllo son of Judah, Burrington (Geneal.
i. 179) makes Saraph a descendant of Jokim, whom
he regards as the third son of Shelah. In the
Targum of K. Joseph, Joash and Saraph are iden-
tified with Mahlon and Chilion, ** who married
(3993 ) in Moab.”
SARCHE'DONUS (Zaxepdovds, Saxepddy
ch S ar), a col-
the name Fsar-haddon [ESAR-HAD-
pox |, occurring Tob. i. 21. The form in A. V. for

Sacherdonus appears to be an oversight. [B. F. W.]

SARDETUS (Zeparlas; Alex. Zapdaios: The-
todias). AzizA (1 Esd. ix. 28 ; comp. Ezr. x. 27).

SARDINE, SARDIUS (DR, dden: odp-
Swv: sardius) is, according to the LXX. and
Josephus (Bell. Jud. v. 5, §7) the correct render-
ing of the Heb, term, which occurs in Ex. xxvill.
17; xxxix. 10, as the name of the stone which
occupied the first place in the first row of the high-
priest’s breastplate ; it should, however, be noticed
that Joscphus is not strictly consistent with him-
self, for mn the Antig. iii. 7, §5, he says that the
sardonyx wes the first stone in the breastplate ; still
as this latter named mineral is merely another
variety of agate, to which also the sard or sardius
belongs, there is no very great discrepancy in the
statements of the Jewish historian, The ddem is
mentioned by Ezek. (xxviii. 13) as one of the orna-
ments of the king of Tyre. In Rev. iv. 3, St. John
declares that he whom he saw sitting on the
heavenly throne * was to look upon like a jasper
and a sardine stone,”” The sicth foundation of the
wall of the heavenly Jerusalem was a sardius (Rev.
xxi. 20). There can scarcely be a doubt that either
the sard or the sardonyx is the stone denoted by
odem. The authority of Josephus in all that relates
to the high-priest’s breastplate is of the greatest
value, for as Braun (De Vest. Sac. Heb. p. 635) has
-emarked, Josephus was not only a Jew buta priest,
who might have seen the breastplate with the whole
l:jt(:erdntal vestments a hundred times, since in his
time the Temple was standing ; the Vulgate agrees
with his nomenclature ; in Jerome s time the breast-
plate was still to be inspected in the Temple of
Cc!nmrd; hence it will readily be acknowledged that
tl'urs agreement of the two is of great weight.

[he sard, which is a superior variety of acate
has long been a favourite stone for tl 4 a5
O T T Sy 01 !:_m Engnw}}rs;
e IS sone,” says Mr. King (Antique
rems, p. 5), “all the finest works of the most
celebrated artists are to be %und ; and thi
without good canse, such is its toughn f"ls'll}m
of working, beauty of colour, and SR e

, and the hi

of which it is suscepribl ;
thet it retains lungerp oA wirkch :F

diffex i3 colour : they
n Pliny’s time:. wa:
baps, the Heb, ddem,

lateral form of

gh polish
liny states
than any other gem.”” Sards
is a bright red variety which,
the most esteemed, and, per-

he H from a root which ‘
2 » 11 means * to
red,” points to this kind ; there is alsoa pnlser or

~coloured variety ; but in all sards there is
f yellow mingling with the red
Aody ”T;\e sardius, ac-

‘ AN H. vii. 7y, deri i
name from Sardis in Lydia, Wh’El'EJ' ite:::sﬂﬁg

could easily

Y | arose,

SARDIS

od. The Hebrews, in the time “'ﬁ .
have obtained their sard stones o
country they were at the time yy
othe; precious stones ny -
- able during their wanderngs, Ina have
E‘rl::ught with fhem from the lftnd ?3‘ f-l!m beee
when ¢ they spoiled the Egyptians. [W.H

S AB'DIB (Idpsﬂﬂ. A city situated ﬂbtillti‘
uth of the river Hermus, just bileny

Dagh)

most esteem

Arabia, in which
breastplate was made ;

the Persians always kept a garrm:

citadel, on account of its natural strength, whish
induced Alexander the Great, when it was sumy,
dered to him in the sequel of the battle of the Gy
nicus, similarly to occupy it. Sardis was in ye
early times, both from the extremely fertile g
racter of the neighbouring region, and from jy '
convenient position, a commercial mart of impes.
ance. Chestnuts were first produced in the negs.
bourhood, which procured them the name of BdAa
Sapdiavol. The art of dyeing wool is said by Plisy
to have been invented there ; and at any rate, Sudy
was the entrepdt of the dyed woollen manufictus,
of which Phrygia with its vast flocks (roAvmpegs.
rwrdrn, Herod. v, 49) furnished the raw maters
Hence we hear of the ¢owikides Zopdiaval, ad
Sappho speaks of the mwoikidos pdobAns Al
kaAdy Epyov, which was perhaps something i
the modern Turkish carpets. Some of the wiels
manufactures, of a peculiarly fine texture, we
called Yirordmides. The hall, through which t
king of Persia passed from his state apartments &
the gate where he mounted on his horse, was &
with these, and no foot but that of the mwesas
was allowed to tread on them. In the deseripts
given of the habits of a young Cyprian exquisies
great wealth, he is represented as reposing ups s
bed of which the feet were silver, and upen Wi
these YiAordmides Zapdiaval were laid asa matins
Sardis too was the place where the metal el
was procured (Soph. Antig. 1037); and i %=
thither that the Spartans sent in the 6th ces®
B.C. to purchase gold for the purpcse of gilding ®
face of the Apollo at Amyclae, This was
furnished by the auriferous sand of the Pactols. *
brook which came from Tmolus, and raw
the agora of Sardis by the side of the greal tesepé
of Cybebe. But though its gold-washings may
been celebrated in early times, the greatness of Swk
in its best days was much more due to it’t’d
commercial importance and its convenient® C R
eutrepdt. This seems to follow from

ment, that not only silver and gold coin® ‘:
there first minted, but there also the class of

by Cyrus,

mnAot (stationary traders as cﬂntlwli’ﬁ"‘E ﬁ.
from the &uwopor, or travelling "‘“mlmﬂt;:ﬂi

[t was also, at any rate between
the Lydian and that of the Persian
slave-mart, : |
Sardis recovered the privilege of m““iﬂﬁ -
venment (and, as was alleged several ®%g
afterwards, the right of a sanctuary) vp™ it
render to Alexander the Great, but its fortun® ,:
the next three hundred years ave very obscu® g
changed hands more than once in th® “g
between the dynasties which arose after 10 20
of Alexander. " In the year 214 B.C. it we
and sacked by the army of Antiochus the Gres g

dynastf

; Babylenian Specimens, however, weme the

besieged his cousin Achaeus in it for two yer = |
succeeding, as he at last did through M

—

"



SARDIS

01, of the pe _
'-nihg F’:fe:?}lgmiuchuﬁ's i'art}mﬁes, it pﬂsscd,
yher L2 i of Asia on that side of Taurus, unf_ler
#W"t f the kings of Pergamus, w hose 113-
,,.W"“mn;tm to divert the cowrse of trathe
wrbtd "":ﬁ: :"“1 Europe awily frum_ Sardis. Its

il must always have continued a source

P‘i‘“ﬂw.pb“t its importance as a central mart
o ““‘“;'hu.e diminished from ‘the time.ﬂf tlhe
L of Asia by Alexander. Of the few 1uscrip-
s .o been discovered, all, or nearly all,

4 hay ' ,
- i::. the time of the Roman empire. Yet there
) grist musidemhle remains of the earlier days.
&£

ive temple of Cybebe still bears witness in
- emains to the wealth and archi-

ary r .
'{Hﬂ:;u of the people that raised it. ~Mr.
{4:8

wo visited it in 1812, found two columns
h their architrave, the stone of which
le block from the centre of one to

This stone, although it was not

f.:l.‘h"!”l w
gadig Wt
wetched 10 & SING

of the other, ‘
::Ihr[-'t of the architrave,
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o s 9y and 3s nearly contemporancous
..-,::ﬁ:ﬁ;’l?l; _ﬂf 13".('115 Panhellenius itll Aegina,
B o ¢ In Samos. To the same date mayv
), Phnf “ Valley of Sweets ” | YAvKDs &y~
| g mf;‘m gmuntﬂ, the fame of which Poly-
S % S, red to yival by the so-called Lawra

-~ The Riivlo

S T:vz};?f of thf_' ruins at Sardis is Sert-
= % (Llegrye %

| “q % Aporoach: scribe the appearance of the

. . Ng it from the N.W h:
L g plete woliy 8 e N.W. as that
Ay, all de, The Pactolus is a mere thread

. o ].dln‘ the neighbourhood of the

g Wd 60 yards wide, and nearly

Waters are turbid and disagree-

oided as unfit for drinking,

tion of generating the fever
¢ neighbouring plains.

Peror Tiberius, Sardis was

rson of the latter. | have weighed 25 tons,

he calculates must

S e o ==

SARDIS 1141

The digzaeters of the co-
lumns supporting it are 6 feet 4} inches at about
35 feet below the capital. The present soil (appa-
rently formed by the crumbling away of the hill
which backs the temple on its eastern side) is more
than 25 feet above the pavement. Such propor-
tions are not inferior to those of the columns in the
Heraeum at Samos, which divides, in the estimation
of Herodotus, with the Artemisinm at Ephesus, the
palm of pre-eminence among all the works of Greek
art. And as regards the details, “ the capitals ap-
peared,” to Mr. Cockerell, * to surpass any specimen
of the Ionic he had seen in perfection of design and
execution.””  On the north side of the acropolis,
overlooking the valley of the Hermus, is a theatre
near 400 feet in diameter, attached to a stadium of
about 1000. This probably was erected after the
restoration of Sardis by Alexander. In the attack
of Sardis by Antiochus, described by Polybius (vii.
15-18 ), it constituted one of the chiel points on
which, after entering the city, the assaulting force
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77 dfmtﬂm témple belongs to the era of the | desolated by an earthquake, togsther with eleven, oz

as Eusebius says twelve, other important cities of
Asia. The whole face of the country is said to have
been changed by this convulsion. In the case of
Sardis the calamity was increased by a pestilential
fever which followed ; and so much compassion was
in consequence excited for the city at Rome, that its
tnbute was remitted for five years, and it received
a benefaction from the privy purse of the emperor,
This was in the year 17 A.p. Nine years atter-
wards the Sardians arve found among the competitors
for the honour of erecting, as representatives of
the Asiatic cities, a temple to their benefactor.
[SMYRNA.] On this occasion they plead, not only
their ancient services to Rome in the time of the
Macedonian war, but their well-watered country,
their climate, and the richness of the neighlmum;g
soil : there is no allusion, however, to the important
manufactures and the commerce of the early times

In the time of Pliny it was included in the same
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sonventus juridicus with Philadelphia, with the
Cr:dueni, a'i'!augduninn colony in the IlEig!'lb-O'lll'hﬂlﬂ,
with some settlements of the n]n! Maeonian pn[:auln.u-
tion. and a few other towns of Ie-e-'.l.*-; note. 'H-w:.n
Mﬂe:minns still continued to call Hml'tha bz its ancient
pame Hyde, which it bore in the time of Omphale.
The only passage in which Sardis is _mennm}ed
in the Bible, is Rev. iii. 1-6. 'I'her? is n?thmg
in it which appears to have any spv_ec:al reference
to the peculiar circumstances of the city, or to any-
thing else than the moral and spititual condition of
the Christian community existing there. This latter
was probably, in its secular relations, pretty nearly
identical with that at Philadelphia. d
(Athenaeus ii. p. 48, vi. p. 231, xii. p. 914,
540; Arrian, i. 17; Pliny, N. /. v. 29, xv. 29;
Stephanus Byz. v. “o0dn ; Pausanias, iii. 9, 03
Diodorus Sic. xx. 107 ; Scholiast, Aristoph. Pac.
1174 ; Boeckh, Iascriptiones Graecae, Nos. 3451-
3472 ; Herodotus, i. 69, 94, iii. 48, viii. 1053
Strabo, xiii. §5; Tacitus, Annal. ii. 47, iil. 63, iv. 55
Cockerell, in Leake's Asia Minor, p. 345 ; Arundell,
Discoveries in Asia Minor, i. pp. 26-28; Tchi-
hatcheff, Asie Mineure, pp. 232-242.) [J.W. B.]

SARDITES, THE (701 : & Zapedl: Sa-

reditae). The descendants of Sered the son of Zebulon
‘Num. xxvi, 26).

SARDONYX (capddvvE: sardonyx) is men-
tioned in the N. T. once only, viz., in Rev. xxi. 20,
as the stone which garnished the fifth foundation of
the wall of the heavenly Jerusalem, ¢ By sardonyx,”
says Pliny (N, H. xxxvii. 6), who describes several
varieties, ‘“ was formerly understood, as its name
implies, a sud with a white ground beneath it,
like the flesh under the finger-nail.” The sardonyx
consists of *“a white opaque layer, snperimposed
upon a red transparent stratum of the true red
sard  (Antique Gems, p. 9); it is, like the sard,
merely a variety of agate, and is frequently em-
ployed by engravers for the purposes of a signet-
ring. [W. H.]

SARE'A (Sarea). Oneof the five scribes ¢ ready

to write swiftly” whom Esdras was command