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father’s valour, indecision, and vanity
were all acted on by H.s plausible
counsel that, instead of pursuing
Datid at once, Absalom should wait
to collect all Israel, and lead them to
battle in person. The counsel seemed
safo, and at the same time gratified
Abealom’s boasting spirit. H. art-
folly assumed that Israel “from
Dan to Beersheba’ would follow
him; whereas it was much more
likely that after the tirst surprise of
the rebellion gave place to greater
deliberation, a large force would
gather round the rightful lking. H.
communicated Absalom’s decision to
Zadok aund Abiathar, and these
through Jonathan and Ahimaaz to
Dari H. probably died before
Bolomon’s reign, for Zabud son of
Nathan was ‘““the king's friend ”
* under Solomon. But Baanah son of
H. was a commissariat officer of So-
lomon in Asher and Aloth (1 Kings

iv. 5, 16).
Hus! Gen. xxxvi. 84, 35.
Hushim. 1. “Children of Dan™

(Gen. xlvi. 23) ; a clan, for the word
is plaral. In Num. xxvi. 423 SHu-
HaM. 3, 1 Chron. vii. 13. 8. 1
Chron. viii. 8, 11.

Husks, Qr. keratia (“ horns”’), the
hormtike pods of the carob tree,
.bonndinlg in Syria and Egypt, Cera-
tonta siligua (Luke xv. {& The
swoet pithy pulp affords food for

igs, aud also for very poor men.

%rmiiﬁou makes it the Baptist's food
in the wildernees ; whenoe it is called
also 8t. John's bread. Itisexported
to Xngland for feeding cattle.

Husa. n%z (Gen, xxii. 21).

Husgaab. Commonly represented as
gquecn of Niuneveh. Rather the Zab
country, E. of the Tigris, watered
by the upper sud lower rivers, Zab
Ala and Zab Asfal. A-diab-ene, the
best part of Assyria representing the
whola. The “Zab” is named in the
inseription of Tiglath Pileser I.inthe
12th oentury B.c. (Nah. ii.7.) Gese-
niue connects it with ver. 6, ‘‘ the
palace shall be dissolved, and, shall
fRowaway” (Henderson) . . . though

ﬁirmly estublished ”’ (see marg.).

@na. Jer. xii. 9, “speckled bird.”

ut LXX. “the hysua,” in parallel-
ismn to the ““ lion " in ver. 8; trabua’
the Arabic word for hymna corro-
sponds. Zeboim (1 Sam. xiii. 18)
means “ the valley of hymnas.” But
the Heb. aif joined toitalways means
a bird; and “spockled ”’ symbolises

BYANA,

the blending of paganism with the
utterly diverse, divinely ordained,

w.
Hymensus. ‘Having put away
a good conscience,” and so “‘con-
cerning faith lhaving made ship-
wreck”’ (for when one’s faith does
not better his morals, his moral de-
foots will corrupt his faith), there-
fore *delivered (by Puaul) to Satan
to learn pot to bluspheme” (1 Tim.

‘;xf"el;i concerning the trath,
saying that the resurrcction is t
alren,gy, overthrowing the fa.it,ﬁ)azf
some” (2 Tim. ii. 17, 18). Satan is
lord of all outside the church (Acts
xxvi. 18) ; he, by God’s permission,
afflicts saints and execates wrath on
the disobedient (1 Cor. v. 5, 2 Cor.
xii. 7, Eph. iv. 27, Job i., ii.). Paul,
as an infallible apostle, bad powers
not transmitted to fallible successors
2 Cor. x. 8; Matt. xviii. 17, 18).

is sentence pronounced at Rome
took effect on H. at Ephesus, in the
form of some bodily sicﬁnesa (80 Acts
v. 5, 10, xiii. 11; 1 Cor. xi. 30), that
he should learn not to blaspheme.
(See ExcommunicatioN.] H. after
excommunication was probably re-
stored in the interim between 1 and
2 Tim., and troubled the church

i. 20).

again.

Gnosticism, or thmreteusion to ex-
traordinary spiritual knowledge above
what is written, was H.'s heresy, in
concert first with Alexaunder, after-
wards with Philetus. The gnostics
(2 Pet. iii. 16) “ wrested Paul's
words " (Rom. vi. 4, Eph. ii 6, Col.
ii. 12) as though the resurrection was
merely tho spiritual raising of souls
from the death of sin (John v. 24,
25). The difficulties of the resurrec-
tion (Aots xvii. 32, xxvi. 8), the sup-
posed evil inherent in matter, and
the disparagement of the body,
tended” to this error (Col. ii. 23§
Paul confutes this by showing that,
besides the raising of the soul now
from the death of sin, there shall be
also hereafter a raising of the saint’s
body from the grave (John v. 28, 29),

as tie fruit of Jrsts’ bodily resur.
rection (1 Cor. xv.).

Hymns. Heb. tehillim: in direct
praise to God (Acts xvi. 25, Jas. v.
13). Not restricted to church wor-
ship ; but used to exhilarate Christ-
ians in social parties. ‘ Pgalms,”
mizmor, were accompanied with an
instrument,  caref? ﬁy arranged.
““Songs,” Gr. odat, Heb. shir, were

Joyous lyric pieces on sacred subjects; !
revelling, licentious

contrast the

songs of heathen feasts (Amos viii. .

10). The accompaniment is the
‘““melody of the heart,”” uot the lyre.

Tertallian (Apology,39) records that

at the lovefeusts (agapm), after the
water was furnished
and the lights lit, acccrding as any
remembered Seriptare or ¢ould com-
pose (comp. 1 Cor. xiv. 26, tnipro-
vised psalms), he was invited to sing
}i‘mises to God for the general good.
dy, “singing with grac. in your heuris
to the Lurd” (Col. iii. 16, Eph. v.
19). Some generally accepted con-
fession, in tho form of a hymn, ap-
pears in 1 Tim. iii. 16; the short
unconnected sentences, with words
similarly arranged, almost in the
same number of syllables, the clauses
in parallelism (the principle of Heb.
versification) antithetically arranged,
each two forming & pair which con-
trasts heaven and earth, the order
reversed in each new pair, flesh and
spirit, angels and Gentiles, world
and glory; the first and the last
clauses correspond, ‘“ manifested in
the flesh . . . received up into glory.”
So Pliny, i. 10, ep. 97 : **the Christ-

or the handx

he heart is the seat of true psalmo. |

ians are wont on a fixed day, before
dawn, to meet and sing & hymn in
alternate respomses to Christ as
God.”” Christ and His disciples sang
a hymn after the pessover and the
Lord's supper (Matt. xxvi. 80, Mark
xiv. 26). Probably it was the Great
Hallel or pascbal hymn, ueually sung
after the passover by the Jews, viz.
Ps. cxiii.—cxvii.
Hyssop: ezob.

Not our *hyseop,”

the Hyssopus officinalis, which is not
found in

Syria or Arabia. “The
hyssop tbat s;')ringeth out
o; the wall,”’ being the
smallest of plants, can
hardly be the ome us:d
for sprinkling, but is a
tufty wall fern, a minia-
ture hyssop with lance-
shaped{eaveo (1 Kings iv.
83). Maimonides makes
the eprinkling hyssop to
be the mmi'oram (origa-
num) with long, straight
stalk, downy leaf, and
white blossom (Exod. xii.
22); common in Palestine and near
mount Sinai; an aromatio plant. J.
F. Royle thought that the caper
plant (Capparis spinosa) meets all
the requirements of Scriptare: 1. It
is found in EIgypt, the deeert, and
Palestine. 2. It grows among stones
and upon walls, and trails like w
l)ramhf)eo, in contrast to the stately
ccdar of Lebanon (comp. Jud. ix. 15).
3. It bas a long stick or stem (John
xix. 20, comp. atft. xxvii. 48) whem-
with the sponge of vineger might be
lifted to ?:rdlao;d. 4. }t has ;he

aisites needed for purifying. Its
rAega.b name asuf is a.klx)n to esob. 1t
is ‘““a bright green creeper which
climbs out of the fissures of the
rocks ’’ gStanley). It is used medi-
cinally for cleansing, as in ulcers,
lepresy, ete. (Pliny H.N., 20, § 59).
However, the “scarlet”” band may
have tied the byssop on the cedar to
malke it eonvenient for sprinkling.
LXX. and Heb. ix. 19 . exnb
““hyssop.”” Maimonides says the
legal hyssop was used as & condi-
ment. Porphyry (De Abstin., iv. 7)
says the Egyptian priests ateit mixed
with their bread; so the marjoram
\zaatar) is used in & mixture, dukkah,
a food of the poorer classes (Lenc,
Mod. Eg.,i. 200; Exod. xii. 22; Lev.
xiv. 4, 51; Num.xix. 6,18; Ps. 1i. 7).
he reason whythe soldiers presented
toChrista sponge attached tothe end
of a “reed” (calamus), with hyssop,
was, as the vineger would gnenc, Hlx)e
thirst, so the aromatic scent of the
Liyssop would refresh Him. 8o it is
assccinted with the fragrant “cedar
woeod ” in Lev. xiv. 4, 6, Bl. 8o that
the Greck ‘“hyssop’’and the origanum
or marjoram of the Jewish tradition
scem the plant intended. Gesenius
includes under ezob the hyssop of the
shops, and other aromatic plauvts,
mint, wild marjoram, etc.; so that a
suitable sprinkler could be a.lwags
fonnd, whetber in Jerusalem or the
desert.

I

Ibhar. David’s next son after 8clo-
mon (2 Sam. v. 16; 1 Chron. iii. 8,
xiv. 5) ; Lo in Jerusalem.
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Ibleam. A city with dependent

villages, belonging to Manasseh, yet
situated in A.z:gr or Issachar (pro-
bably the latter). [See Gur.] Near
Jenin (Jud. i. 27, Josh. zvi. 11, 2
Kings ix. 27). Perhaps the BiLEAX
of 1 Chron. vi. 70 [which see, and
GATRRIMMON].

Ibneiah. 1 Chron.ix. 2,8,8,9. A
chief man in Benjamin at their first
settlement in Jerasalem.

Ibri. 1 Chron. xxiv. 27. Elsewbere
transl. * Hebrew.”

Ibzan. Of Bethlehem (probably in
Zebulun,as “ Ephratah’ or““ Judah”’
is not added, Josh. xix. 13). Judged
[arael for seven years after Jephthah

Jud. xii. 8, 10). He took in 30

aughters in law from abroad for his
30 sons, aand sent abroad (i.e gave
away in marriaga) his 30 daughters,
which is an additioval reason for
Phenicians not Philistines having
hean his neighbours.

I:habod = whare is the glory? (1
Sam.iv. 19-22.) Born at the time of
Israel’s defeat by the Philistines, and
bis father Phinehas’ death; named
accordingly by his dying mother.
‘“ When she heard that the ark of
G5d was taken, and that her fatber
in law and her husband were dead,
she bowed herselfand travailed.” In
vain did the women by her cheer her,
‘‘ Fear not, for thou hast borne a
won.”” * She answered not, neither
id she regard it.” As in the case of
har pious and patriotic father in law,
Eii, the overwhelming sorrow that
cansed her death was ‘ because the
urk of God waa taken,” hence this is
thrice repeated. She felt God’s pre-
senoe is & nation’s ounly true * glory ”’
(Jor. ii. 11; Ps. Ixxviii. 61, cvi. go
Hoes. ix. 12).

Iconium. Now Koniehk, N. of mount
Taurus, in the central table land of
Asia Minor, Lycaonia. On the ronte
between western Asia and Ephesus
on one side, and Tarsus, Antioch, and
Euphratesontheother. Anadmirable
centre for missionary labours, as se-
veral great roads intersected one an-
other here. Paul with Barnabas first
visited it from Antioch in Pisidia
which lay on the W. (Aects xiii. 50,
51; xiv. 1,21, 22.) They preached in
the symagogue first, as was Paul's
wont,and withsuch power of the Holy
Spirit * that a great multitudoe both
of Jews and also of Greeks believed.”
The Lord atteated ‘‘ the word of His
grace,” moreover, with *si and
wonders doue by their hands,” whilst
““they abode long time speaking
boldly in the Lord.” But the un-
believing Jows stirred up the Gentiles
80 as to be *“ evii affeated against the
brethren.”” An assault of Jews and
Gentiles with their rulers, to stone
them, being threatened, they with-
drew to Lystra and Derbe in the east-
ernand wilder parts of Liycaonia. Paul
revisited I. to “ confirm their sonls in
the faith,” and to remind them as a
EIOQ.IVG to continuing endurance that

we must through much tribulation
£nter into the kingdom of God.” In
undesigned coincidence Panl incident-
ally allodes (2 Tim. iii. 11) to ** per-
secutions, afllictions, which came un-
to me at Antioch, at I., at L
what (how grievous) persecutions
endured . . . but out of them all the

Lord delivered me.”” On his second
missionary circuit Paul with Silas
came from Syrian Autioch through
Cilicia, aud up through the Taurus
passes into Lycaonia, and by Derb.
and Lystra proceeded westward to 1.
(Acts xvi. 1-3.) In this neighbour-
hood hetook Timothy as his associatc,
on the recommondation of the bre.
thren at Lystraand 1., and here pro-
bably took place Timothy’s circum-
cision and ordination (1 Tim. i. 18,
iv.14,vi. 12 ; 2 Tin. i. 6).

Idalah. A city of Zebalun (Josh.
xix. 15{.

Iddo. I.1Kingsiv.14. 9. 1 Chron.
vi. 21. ADAIAR inver.41,89. 8.1
Chron. xxvii. 21. 4. Yedos or Yedn.
A ““seer” whose * visions ag.;inst
Jerohoam the son of Nebat™ cou-
tained notices of Solomon’s life (2
Chron. ix. 20). His work *“ concera-
ing geuoa.logies * recorded “acts of
Rehoboam’” (zii. 15). His “story ”
or commentary recorded the ‘‘acts,
ways, and sayings of Abjjabh” (xiii.
22). His writings doubtlees are em-
bodied in Chronicles, so far as the
Spirit of God saw them suited to
form part of theinspired word. Tru-
dition identifies him with the “man
of God "’ who denounced Jerobuam’s
calf altar at Bethel (1 Kings xiii.),
which 3 Chron. ix. 29 favours; also
with Oded which resembles his nam:
(xv. 1). B. Grandfather of Zecha-
riah (1.1, 7; Egra v.1,vi. 14, “son”
here means grandson). Beturned
from Babylon with Zerubbabel (Neh.
xii. 4, 12,18). 8. Chief of those who
met at Casiphia to join in the second
caravan returning under Ezra (viii.
17, 20) in the reign of Artaxerxes
Longimanus, 458 B.c. Iddo was one
of the 220 Nethinims who joined in
the return.

Idol:idolatry. Of tbe 19 Heb. words
foritand i1MAGE many expresstheab-
borrence which idolatry deserves and
the shameand sorrow of the idolater.
(1) Aven, ‘* vanity,” * nothingness,”
 wickedness,” ““ sorrow ’’ (Isa. lxvi.
3, xli. 20; Deat. xxxii. 21; 1 Kings
xvi. 13; Ps. xxxi. 6; Jer. wviii. 19,
x. 8; Zech. x. 2; 1 Sam. xv. 23).
“ Beth-el,” the house of God, is
named ‘‘ Beth-aven,”’ house of vanity,
because of the calf worship. (2) Ehl,
eitber a contemptuous diminutive of
El, God, gudling ; or fromal * not,”
a ‘“thing of nanght.” There is a
designed contrast between the con-
temptible elilim and the Divine Elo-
him (Ps. xcvii. 7; [sa. xix. 8, *““non-
entities ”’ marg. Eook. xxx. 13). (3)
Eemah, “ terror,” (Jer. 1. 38) *‘ they
are mad after their idols,”” hideous
forms more fitted to frighten than to
attract, bugbears to frighten children
with. (4) Miphletzeth, “a fright”:
Mpaacbah’s idol which Asa cut down
(1 Kings xv. 18, 2 Chron. xv. 16);
the phallus, symbol of the gener-
ative organ, the nature goddess
Agherab’s productive power. Jer. x.
2-5 graphically describes the making
of an idol and its impotence. (b)
Bosheth, ‘“shame”; mnot merely
shameful, but the ezsence of shame,
bringing shame on ita votaries and
especially expreseing the obscenity of
Baal’s and Peor’s worship (Jer.
xi. 18, Hos. ix. 10). (8) Gillulim,
from gal “a heap of stones’ (Geee-

nius) : Ezek. xxx. 13, xvi. 36; D.ut.

xxix. 17, “ dungy gods” marg. (7)
Sihaquguutz, ceremonial * unclean-
ness’’ (Kzek. xxxvii. 23). The wor-

shippers “ became loathsome like
their love,” for men never rise above
their object of worship; * they that
make them are like unto them, so is
every one that trusteth in them
(Ps. cxv. .

(8) Seemel, a*likeness’’ (Dcut. iv. 16).
(9) T:zelem, from tzel “a shadow ™
(Dan. iti. 1, 1 Sam. vi. §), “the
image’’ as distinguished from the
demuth, ** likeness,”’ the exact count-

art (Gr. eikon, Col. i. 15, Gen. i.
27). The *‘‘image’ presupposes a
prototype. *‘ Likenees’’ (Gr. homot.
0818} implies mere resemblance, not
the exact counterpart and derivation,
bence the Son is never called the
“likeness” of thq, Father but the
“Image’ (1 Cor. xi. 7; John i. 18,
xiv.9; 2 Cor. iv. 4; 1 Tim. iii. 18, vi.
18; Heb.i.3). The idol is supposed
to be an “‘image '’ exactly represent-
ing some person or object. (10) Te-
munah, *similitude,’”’ **form” (Deut.
iv. 12-19, where Moses forbids suc-
cessively the several forms of Gentile
idolatry : ancestor worship, asthat of
Terah (Josh. xxiv. 2), Laban (Gen.
xxxi. 19, 30, 32), aud Jacob’s house-
hold (xxxv. 2-4), to guard sgainst
which Moses’ sepulchre was hidden;
hero  worship and relic worship
(Jud. viii. 27, xvii. 4; 8 Kings xvih.
4) ; nature worshap, whether of the
lower animals as 1n Egypt, or of the
heavenly bodies, the sun, moon, and
stars, as among the Persians). (11)
'Atzad, elzeb, 'ulzed, “‘a figure,” from
atzad *‘ to fashion’’; with the addi-
tional idea of sorrowful labour (lsa.
xlviii. 5, Ps. cxxxix. 24), * see if
there be any wicked way (way of patn,
way of an idol, Isa. xlwviii. b) in
me, and lead me in the way ever-
lasting.” The way of idolatry, how-
ever refined, proves to be & way of
pain, and shuts out frcm the way
everlasting (1 John v. 21, Rev. xxi.
8, 1 Cor. x. 20, 21).

Tacitus the Roman historian (Hist. v.
4) notices the contrast between Ju-
daism and the whole heathen world,
which disproves tho notion that it
borrowed from the latter and conese-
crated several of their rites. * The
Jews conceive the Divinity as One,
and to be understood only by the
mind ; they deem those profane who
form any image of the gogn, of perish.
able materials and after the like.
ness of men; the Divinity they de-
scribe as supreme, eternal, unchange-
able, impenishable ; hence there are
no images in their cities or their
temples, with these they would not
flatter kinga nor honour ”
(12) Teir, *“ a pang,” also “* amould
or “shape’ (Iea. xlv. 16). (13)
Matstsesbah, & ‘‘statue’ set up
(Jer. xhiii. 13 warg.). Obelisks to
the sun god at the city (house) of
the sun, s Beth-shemesh or Helio-
polis mean; “On” in Gen. xli. 45,
2 Kings iii. 2, x. 26, 87 marg. The
“ images” or standing columns of
wood (subordinate gods worshippe
at the same altar with Baal) are dis-
tinct from the standing column of
stone or “image” of Baal himeelf,
i.0.a conical stone sacred to him. The
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Phosnicians anointed stones (often
aerolites, as that * which fell down
from Jupiter,” sacred to Diana of
Ephesus, Acts xix. 35) to various
ods, like the stone anointed by Jacoh
7Gen. xxviii. 18, 23) at Bethel, called
therefore Bwtylia (comp. also xxxi.
45). The black pyramidal stone in
Juggernsut’s temple, that of Cybele
at Pesginus in Galatia, the black
stone inthe Kaabaat Mecca reported
to have been brought from heaven by
the angel Gabriel, all illustrate the
wide d:ffusion of this form of idola-
try. 8o the Lingams in daily use in
the worship of Siva in Bengsl, and
the black stone daily anointed with
- perfumed oil in Benares. (14) Cham-
manim, ‘‘sun images.” The Arahic
Chunmnas is the planet Mercury or
Venns. The symbol of the Persian
sun god was the sacred fire, Amanus
or Omanus, Sanskrit homa (2 Chron.
xxxiv. 4, 7, xiv. 8, 5). Chammman isa
muym of Baal the sun god in the
nician and Palmyrene inscrip-
tions, and 80 is applied to his etatnes
or lofty, obelisk like, columus (Isa.
zvii. 8, xxvii. 9 marg.). These
* statues’ are associated with the
Asherim (“ groves’’ A.V.), just
a3 Baal is associated with Asherah
or Astarte (1 Kings xiv. 23, marg. 2
Kings xxiii. 14). The Palmyreune
insoription at Oxford is, ** this cham-
mana the sons of Ichu have
dedioated to the suu.” Ezck. vi. 4,
6: sun worship and Sabeanism or
worship of the heavenly hoste (saba-
oth) was the oldest idolatry. Job,
one of the oldest books in the Bible,
allades to it (xxxi. 26), *‘if I beheld
the sun when it shined or the moon
. . . and my heart hath been so-
cretly enticed, or my mouth hath
kissed my haund, this were an ini-
quity,” etc. In opposition to this
error QGod is called ‘“ Lord God of
Sabaoth.” The tower of Babel was
robably built 8o that its top should
¢ sacred to the heavens (not that
ita top should reach heaten, Gen. xi.
4), the common templeand idolatrous
centro of union, The dispersion de-
feated the purpose of tho builders,
but still they carried with them
the idolatrous tendency, attribut.
ing their harvests, etc., to the
visible material causes, the sun,
raoon, air, etc. (Jer. xliv. 17.)
Soon a further step was deifying
men, or else attributing every human
vice, lust, and passion to the gods.
Cicero ridicules this grovelling an.
thropomorphic worship, yet was him-
self a priest and worshipper! These
sun columns towering high above
Baal’s altars (2 Chron. xxxiv. 4, 7)
were sometimes of wood, which conld
be “cut down’’ (Lev. xxvi. 30). The
Phoenician Adon or Adonis, the Am-
raonite Moloch or Milcom, the Moab-
ite Chemosh, the Assyrian and
Babylonian Bel, and the S8yriaa
Hadad, the Egyptian Ra, are essen-
tially the same sun go&. Adram-
melech was the male, and Anam-
melech the female, power of the
sun. (Gad wasthe sun, or Jupiter, re-
presenting fortune, Meni the moon
or Venus, representing fate (Isa. lxv.
11). Asthe sun represents the active,
#0 the moon the passive powers of
netare. The two combined are re-

preeented as at once male and female,
whencein the LXX. Baal occurs #itb
masculine and feminine articles, and
men worshipped in women's clothes,
and women in men’s clothes, which
explains the probibition Deut. xxii.
5. Magio influences were attributed
to sowing mingled seed in a field
and to wearing ents of mixed
material ; hence the prohibition Lev.
xix. 19. In Esek. vin. 17, *“they put
the branoh to their nose”’ alludes to
the idolatrous ueage of holding ap a
branch of tamarisk (called barsom rto
the nose at daybreak whilst they sang
hymns to the rising sun (Strabo, 15,
§733). Baalor sun worship appears
indicated in the names Bethshemesh,
Baal Hermon, Mount Heres (“sun’’),
Belshazzar, Hadadezer, Hadad Rim-
mon (the Syrian god).

(16) Maskith (Lev. xxvi. 1, Num. xxxiii.
52): “devices’’; with sben *‘stones of
device,”” vis. with figures or hierogly-
phics sacred to the several deities on
them ; “effigied stones” (Minucius
Felix, 8). ike ‘‘the chambers of

imagery’’ or priests’ chambers with
idolatrous pictures on the walls as
seen in visiou (Esek. viii. 12), answer-
perverse imagina-
‘a stone with an
16)
he

ing to their own
tiwons. Gesenius,
idol’s image, Baal or Astarte.”
TeraruiM [see]. (17) Pesel.
process by which stone,
metal, or wood was made
into a graven or carved
image (lit. one trimmed
into shape and haviug had
the finishing stroke) is de-
seribed 1sa. xliv. 10-20.
It was overlaid with gold
or gilver, and adorned with
chains of silver (wora la-
vishly by rich orientals)
and  embroidered robes
(Jer. x. 8, 9). * Fastened
with nails that it should
not be moved” (Isa. xli.
7}, to keep the god steady!
and that his inflaence might be
secured to the spot (xl. 19, 20,
xlv. 20; Ezek. xvi. 16-18; marg.
Jud. iii. 19, 26 (see EcLoN, ERUD];
Deut. vii. 25.) (18) Pesilim.
Nesek, wmassecah (Isa. xli. 29)
*Molten images’’ (Deut. xxvii. 15).
In Exod. xxxi1. 4 * Aaron fashioned
it with & graving tool (cheret) after
he bad made it a golden calf.” The
sense is, he formed it first of a wooden
centre, theu covered it with a coating
of gold, tbe image so
formed beingcalled mas-
secah. The mode of its
destruction shows this;
the wooden ceuntre was
first burnt, then the gold.
en oovering was beaten
orrubbed to pieces(Deut.

TERAPEIN.

ix. 20, 21). 8o LXX,,

Keil, etc. The render-

ing “he bound it (the

fod) up in & bag” i85 wooprx vors.
ess probable.

In Gen. xxxv. 2, Jacob’s charge to * his
household and to all that were with
him, Put away the strange gods
(‘the gods of the foreigner, the
Canananites) among you, and be clean
and change your raiment,” it seems
surpriging that idols should have had
place in his household. The expla-
natiou is gathered from what went

before, but the oonnection is so little
ohvions that it can only be the rcsult
of tlmth ]r:g%:xo‘ntrivmce. %acheLhm}
stolen 's images (teraphim
withont Jacob’s knowledge (xxxi.
32); perhaps not for worship but
for their gold and silver, to balance
what was withheld by him from her.
Laban had divined by them, as xxx.
27, “ I have learoed by experience,”
onght to be transl. *“ I have learned
by divination,” lit. I have hissed,
“1 have divined by omens from ser-
ts.” Moreover the sons of Jacob
just before (xxxiv.) carried awa,
all tﬂ spoils of Shechem’s city, an
among tgg.m doubtless their go{ and
silver idols. The words ‘‘ull that
werewith him”’ point to the captured
wives and women, otc. “ Change
our raiment”’ was a charge needed
or all who had taken part in the
slanghter, and so were ceremonially
defiled.

There are two degrees in idolatry.
Aiuinat the worst, that of baving
other gode besides Jehovah the one
Shretad.” ‘Ah"?ﬁ"t oo Toon Bagrant

i inst the less t
degree, worshipping the true God
under the form of an image or sym-
bolic likeness, representing any of
His attiibutes, the second is directed.
The Baal and Asheerah (*‘ groves’’)
worship violated the first command-
ment ; Aaron’s calf worship and Jero-
boam’s violated the second. Comp. 1
Kings xvi. 80; 3 Kings x. 26-88, 81,
tvii. 7-23. 8o the Roman and Greek
catholics violate thesecond command.-
ment in the adoration of the eucha-
ristic mass, the bowing before images,
etc., and go perilously near violating
the first in the Divine titles where-
with they invoke the Virgin Mary.
Jeroboam's calveg paved the way for
Baal worship. Transl. Expd. xx. 3,
“thou_shalt have no other gods
before My face.”’ Polytheism ancient
and modern is willing to grant Jeho-
vah the first place among deities;
but He will have none *‘in His pre-
sence’’ which is everywhere (Ps.
exxxix. 7). %ﬁl.in no outward form
can imnﬁe God, it only debases in-
stead of helping the worshipper. The
principle involved is stated by Paul
on Mars’ hill, surrounded by the
choicest works of genius representing
deity (Acts xvii. 29), ‘‘ forasmuch as
we are the offapring of God, we ought
not to think that the Godhead is like
unto gold, or silver, or stone, graven
by art and man’s device.”” Onoe that
the first visible representation of God
is made, or adopted, it entails another
and another endlessly, no oze or
more idols or symbols ever ade-
quately representing all the conntless
attributes of God. Hence a female
deity was added to the male; an
Apollo, Venus, Mercury, Dians, ete.,
ete., must be added to Jupiter ; and,
instead of ome omnipresent
deities whose power was restricted
tolocalities were worshipped (1 Kings
xx. 23, 28; 2 Kings xvi1. 26).

Like all deviations from truth, the first
lie necessitates countless others. “The
express image of the Father’s person”’
is the incarnate God Jesus. He alone
got visible images and pictures of

im), as represented in the writtea
word, is the appointed revealer of
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the unseen God. (John i. 18). Israel

was God'se representative and ‘“pecu.-

liar treasureabevs all people, a l:.i.ng-

dom of priests and an holy nation”’;
the same relation Christ's charch
now holds (1 Pet. ii. 5, 9).

Israel’s Lkings (when Israel had chosen
a visible hoad instead of the invisible
King alouc) were under God as their
fendal superior (1 Kings iii. 14, xi.
11). The penalty of overt idolatry,
ae being treason against the Divine
King, was death. The offender’s
nearest relatives must denounce him,
and even be first to stone him (Exod.
xxii. 30; Deut. xiii. 2-10, xvii. 2-5).
Especially Molocl’s worshii with
human sacrifices and passing through
the fire entailed death as the penalty.
The Cansanites were exterminated
for it (Exod. xxxiv. 15, 18; Dent. vii.,
xii. 839-31, xx.17). Israel’s disasters
were the punishment of their idolatry
(Jer. ii. 721. Saul lost his throne,
Achan his life, aud Hiel his family,
for retaining or restoring aught of a
people doomed for idolatry (1 Sam.
xv., Josh. vii., 1 Kings xvi. 34). God
works out His ends, even His judg-
ments, in the way of natural cunse-

uence. The calves of Jeroboamand
%a.&l's groves were the sin. The dis-
Smt of all godly Israslites, intestine

ivisions, a perpetual conflict between
the Mosaic law, still in force, and the
established national idolatry, and
the immorality which results from
idolatry, were the natural and penal
consequencs, bringing ruin finally on
the state. Israel, foremost in the
offence nnder Jerobvam and then
Ahab, is first to have prophets sent
a8 censors and seers to counteract
the evil, but proving refractory is
the first to be carried into captivity.
Judah, following the bad example 1
her turn, has smphebs sent whom
she rejects and even kills, and at
nearly the same interval between the
sin and the punishment follows [srael
into captivity. Idolatry on the part
of the 8 T. Isrnel, and the spiritual
Israel, is high treason against the
heavenly King (1 S8am. viii. 7) whose
direct subjects we avowedly are.
The punishments were then temporal
{Deut. xvii. 2-13). Israel’s original
contract of government is in Exod.
xrix. 3-8, xx. 2-5; Deut. xxviii., xxix.,
xxx. Ofton Israel fell from the cove-
nant, and at intervals renewed it.
The remarkable confirmation of the
Dilvine authority oIf 21:1 law lia, it was
only in prosperity Is neglected it,
in distross they always cried to God
and returned to the law, and invari-
ably received deliverance (Jud. x. 10,
2 Chron. xv. 12, 13); especially at
the return from Babylon (Neh. ix.
38). Ierael’s idolatry was not merely
an abomination in God’s sight, as
that of the Gentiles, but spiritual
“addltery” against Jehovab her
Husband (Isa. liv. 5, Jer. iii. 14, Ezek.
xvi.). Hos. ii. 18, 17: “thou shalt
call Me Ishi (my Husband, the term
of affection), no more Baali” (my
Lord, the term of rule, defiled by its
application to Baal, whose name
ought never to be on their lips: Exod.
xxi. 18, Zoch. xiii. 2), etc. Fornica-
tion formed part of the abominable
worship of the idols, especially Baal
Poor and Ashtoreth or Astarte, who

represented  nature’s erative

powers and (Num. xxv. 1, 2} to whom

quedeeshim and gquedeeshoth, public
male and female prostitutes, were

‘“ consecrated’’ (as the Heb. means :

Deut. xxiii. 17, ete.; 2 Kings xxiii.

7; Hoa! iv. 14), ‘““separated with

whores (withdrawn from the as-

sembly of worshippers for carnal con-
nection with them?e. . . sucrifice with

the harlots” (so Heb.) (Herod. i.

199). This horrid consecrated pollu-

g%n prevailed in Ph(;ui%ia,b > yris,

rygia Angm. and Babylonia,
still in Hindoo idolatry. Man
making lust a sacred doty! Thisis
the force of the phrase
joined himself unto Baal i’eor," as
appears in 1 Cor. vi. 168, 17, “He
which . . . is joined to an harlot is
one body ; for two, saith He, shall be
one flesh. But he that is joined unto
the Lord is one spirit.”

God chose Egypt as Israel's place of
training, thongh an idolatrous coun-
try, but took every precaution, if they
would only have heeded Him, tosave
them from the contagion. He placed
them in a separate province; as
shepherds they were an abomination
to Egyptia.ns, and sacrificed to God

the very animals Egypt womhli:p
(Exod. viii. 26). Finally, the g;p-
tians bitterly opr)reased them. Yet
the fascinations of idolatry spellbound
Israel during their long stay in E(f{pt
(Josh. xxiv. 14, Ezek. xx.7), and led
them to relapse into the sin from
which Abram had been rescued by
his call from Ur. God by Moses
smote the symbols of EgyPtian idol-
atry with the ten plagues, *‘ executin

judgment against a) the gods o
gypt’’ (Exod. xii. 12), the river, the

wind bringing locusts, the dust of the
rth, the cattls, the symbol of Apis

ﬁnm. xxxiii. 4). lﬁee Earrr.] Yet
srasl in all their history showed a
continual tendency to adopt the idols
of the neighbouring nations; in the
desert they *‘ sacrificed unto devils”

(sa’ser, a shaggy goat, worshipped

with the foulest rites at Mendes in

Lower Egypt. 8 er's Comm.

transl. “to the evil spirite of the

desert” : Lev. xvii. 7, comp. Isa. xiii.

21, xxxiv. 14; 2 Chron. xi. 15). Be-

hind the idols, though nonentities in

themselves, lurk
whom consciously or unconsciously
the worship is paid, as inspiration
declares (Deut. xxxii. 17), “devils”
lasheedim, ‘‘ destroyers ” ; as Satan’s
name Apollyon means; slavish fear
being the prompting motive, not love,
the 1dol feaster has his fellowship
with demons (1 Cor: x. 20), even as
the communicant in the Lord’s supper
bas by faith real fellowship with the
Lord’s body once for all sacrificed,
and now exalted as the Head of re-
deemed mankind. In the northern
kingdom of Israel, from Jeroboam
down to Hoshea whom Shalmaneser
dethroned, no ome royal reformer
appeared. In Judah several arose,

Asa, Johoshaphat, Hezekiah, Josiah.

The Babylonian captivity almost

thoroughly purged the Jews from

their proneness to idols (Jer. xliv.

17, 18, contrast Hoe. iii. 4). But
traces appeared still in their ially
adopting Greek idolatry and usages

for worldly compromise, just before

demons, to]

Antiochus Epiphanes’ attempt to
overthrow Jehovah’'s worship (1
Macec. i. 43-54). The heroio resist-
ance of the Maccabees, besides their
contact with the. Persians who re-
jected images, and eepecially the
erection of synagoguee and the read-
ing the law every sabbath in them,
gave them the abhorrence of idols
which now ¢ rizes them.

In the Christian chanrch ‘‘the deadly
wound” that was given to “the
beast” (the God-opposed world) by
Christianity (Minucius Felix, A.D.
180, and Arnobius adv. Gent. iv. 1,
meation that the Romans were
shocked to find among Christians
““no altars, no temples, no images ')
was speedily “healed” by image

worship being revived in the Roman

and Greek charches (Dan. vii. 83 11,

24, 25; 1 Tim. iv. 1-3), so that “the

beast that was, and 18 not (during

the brief continuance of the deadl
wonnd), yet is’’ (Rav. xvii. 8) ; l-ni
in epite of God’s judicial plagues

“men repented nut of the works of

their hands, that they should not

worship devils, and idols of gold and
gilver and brass and stone and wood,
which neither can see, nor hear, nor
walk” (Rev. ix. 20). The deadly
wound is healed also by the prev.lence
of “covetousness which is idolatry”

Eph. v. 5, Col. iii. 5) in all Christen-

om, reformed and unreformed, and
the ““form of liness without the
iower"; culminating in the wilful

ing of the third kingdom (Dan. viii.

11, 12, xi. 86 ; 2 Tim. 1ii. 1-9 describes

the hotbed from which the last anti-

christianity shall sprini). Probably
the second beast 18 the same, the
false prophet who causes an image
to be made to the first beast (Dan.

vii. 8-26), and all who will not wor-

ship it to be killed, after the harlot

has been unseated and judged (Bev.

xiii. 14-18, xvi. 18-16, xvii.). The

Lord will come *“utterly to abolish

the idols,” and all *idolaters shall

have their part in the lake which
burneth with fire and brimstone”

(Rev. xxi. 8; lsa. 1i. 18, 19; Zech.

xiii. 2, 3). Belf idolatry, self will,

and self sufficienoy must be subdued,

if God is to be our God. 1 Sam. xv.

23 implies that * conscious disobedi-

ence 18 idolatry, because it makes

self will, the human I, into a god”

eil). .
Idumea. [See Epon.
Igal. L Num. xiii.7. Son of Na-
than of Zobah (2 Sam. xxii. 88); in
1 Chron. xi. 88 ““ Joel, the brother of

Nathan.”
daliah. The “man of God” (i.e.
a prophet, one not his own; having
with all right in himself, to be
wholly God’s : Deut. xxxiii. 1, Moses;
Elisha, 8 Kiugs iv. 7; Timothy,
2 Tim. iii. 17). Father of Hanan, in
the chamber of whose sons Jeremiah
(xxxv. 4) met the Rechabites; as
consecrated by its association witk
his name, it was a fit scene for the
Divine communication.

Igeal. 1 Chron. iii. 28.  Fourth in
descent from Zerubbabel; but, ac-
cording to Lord A. Hervey, son of
Shimes, brother to Zerubbabel.

1. Contracted from Jje Abarim,
a late stage of Ierael's wilderness
journey (Num. xxxiii. 485, JExl. 11),
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=ruinous heaps. On the S.E.
border of Moab, in the midbar or
* wilderness,”’” unenclosed unculti.
vated iand, verdant in spring, but
Parched and dreary in summer. The
*Abarim " distinguishes it from (2.)
Another 1.in 8. W. Canaan (Josh. xv.
29). Abarim == farther regions or
coast regions, viz. the hills facing
Jericho, the whole upland E. of
Jordan, the Gr. *“ Perma.”” Betweon
Ije Abarim aad Dibon Gad were the
rivers Zaredand Arnon. Comp. Deut.
ii. 9-13; 18, “ rise up,” implies the
Israelites remained at 1. some time;
they were forbidden to assail Moab.

Ijon=ruin. A store city of Naphtali
in N. Palestine. Captared by Ben-
hadad’s captains, at Am’s request
for belp against Biasha, kiag of
Iarael (1 Kings xv. 20, 2 Chron. xvi.
4). Taken also by Tiglath Pileser
(3 Kings xv. 20). The lovely little
plain N.W. of Dan, at the foot of
the hills of Naphtali, Merj Adyun, is
probably the site.

Ikkosh. 2 Sam. xxiii. 26; 1 Chron.

xxvii. 1, 9.

Tlai. 1 Chron. xi. 29. In 2 Sam.
xxiii. 23 Zalinon.

Illyricum. The region stretching

from Italy to Epirus, along the N.E.
of t're Adriatic. The extreme limit
(probably about Dyrrachium) uato
whicb Paul had preached the gospel,
towards Rome, when he wrote the
epistle to Romans (xv. 19). “Dal.
matia ”’ ig applied to the same region.

Imags. [See Forx and lpou.]

Imla, Imlah. 2 Chrou. xviii. 7, 8;
1 Kiungs xxii. 8, 9.

Immanuel = Gnd with us. Isa. vii.
10-16, viii. 8; Matt. i. 23. ““ Behold
(arresting attentiou to the extra-
ordinary prophecy) a (Heb. the)
virgin (prumarily the woman [the
foreappointed mother of Messiah is
ultimately meant by the Bpirit]; then
a virgin, soon to become the pruph t's
secoud wife) shall conceive and bear
a sou, and shall call his name
Immanuel. . . . Before the child
(Isaiah’s) shall know to refuse tbe
evil and choose the good (s.e. befure
he reachos the age of discrimination,
three years?, the land (Syria and
Israel toen leagued in one) that thou
abhorrest,”” etc. (rather, *‘ the land
before the face of whose two kings
thou shrinkest shall be fursaken™
or “desolate’”). Ahaz, king of
Judah, received this as a sign given
by tbe Lord Himself, when the king
rofused to ask one, that Pekah of
Israel and Rezin of Damascus, who
had already ‘‘smitten him with a
great slaughter,” o that “ his and his
people’s heart was moved as the trees
of the wood with the wind™’ (2 Chron.
xxviii.,, Isa. vii. 1, 2), should never-
theless not subdue Jerusalem, but be
themselves and their land subdued.
Just two years after Pekah of Israel
was slain by Hoshea, and Rezin of
Damascus by Tiglath Pileser king of
Assyria. Like many typical pro-
phocies, baving a primary and an
ulterior fulfilment (the one mainly
aimed at), this has onlv a partial
realization in the circumstances of
Isaiah’s ago; these are only suggest-
ive of those which form the con-
summation of all prophecy (Rev. xix.
10), Messiah’s advent. Thus *the

virgin ** has its full meaning only in
the virgin mother of whom Jesus
was born, having been conoeived by
the Holy Ghost. Jer. xxxi. 21, 22:
“Q virgin of Ismael . . . the Lord
hath created a new thing in the
earth, a woman shald com 3
man.” Mic. v.8: Isracl’sand Judab’s
deliverance is ensured by the birth of
Immanuel, ‘“ He will give them np,
until . . . she which travaileth bath
brought forth.” The N. T. applica.
tion 18 not an ¢ accommaodation,’” for
Matthew (i. 28) expressly states that
Joaus’ birth of the virgin * was done
that it might be fulfilled which was
spoken of the Lord b‘y the prophet,
saying, Behold,” etc., *“ und they (no
longer she) shall call His name Em-
manuel.” When the prophecy re-
ceived its full and exhaustive accom-
plishment.no longer is the sense of Im-
manuel restricted to the prophetess’s
view of it, in its partial fulfilment in
her son ; all then call or regard Him
as peculiarly and exclusively charac-
terized by the name “ Immanuel.”
1 Tim. di. 16: ** God was manifest in
the flesh”’ (Col. ii. 9). Matt. xxviii.
20: “ Lo, I am with you alway, even
unto the end of the world.” Jobn i
14, 18: His full manifestation as
“ God with us” shall be in the * new
heavens and new earth.” Rev. xxi.
8: ““behold the tabernacle of God is
with men, and He will dwell with
them . . . and God Himeelf shall be
with them, and be their God.” Im-
manuel cannot in the strict sense
apply to Isaiah's son, but only to the
“ 8HILD . .. SoN .. . Wouderful,
the mighty God,”* as Isaiah expressly
says ix. 6, declaring moreover that
his children (vii. 3, 14, etc.) are types
of Him. Iea. viii. 18: ¢ behold, I and
the children whom the Lord hath
iven me are for signs . . . iu Israel
om the Lord of hosts,” which Heb.
ii. 18 quotes to prove the manhnod of
Messiah. Isa.ia.ﬁ (s.e. Jehovah's sal-
vation) typically represents Messish
as ‘‘ the mighty (Hero) God,” ““the
everlasting Father’’; Isaiah’s child-
ren represent Him as “Child” and
“Bon.”” Local and temporary fea-
tures (as Iea. vii. 13, 16) are added
in every type, otherwise it would be
no type, but the Antitype itself.
Call His name Immanuel” means
not mere appellation, for this was
not the designation i)y which men
ordinarily named Him, but His re.
vealed character shall be what Im-
manuel means. Sin destroyed the
facuity of intuitively perceiving, as
Adam once did, the characteristics;
hence the name is now generally
arbitrary, and not expressive of the
nature. In the case of Jesus Christ,
and many in Scripture, the Holy
Ghost supplies thia want. The pro-
mised birth of Messiah involved the
reservation of Judah and of David’a
ine, from which God said He should
be sprung. Others explain Isa. vii
14 to refer to the Messiah Immanuel,
strictly born of the virgin. ‘ The
child” in ver. 15, 16, refers to the
child Shear-jashub at Isaiak’s side
(ver. 3). The purpose of the two
smoking firebrands (ver. 4) shall
come to nought, for before thes child
shall grow up, the two shall be ex-
tinguished. But God’s purpoee con-

.
Imna.

cerning the house of David shall
stand, for the virgin shall bring forth
Immanuel.

Immer. 1. 1 Chron. ix. 13, Neb. xi.

13, 1 Chron. xxiv. 14, Ezra i. 87,
Neh. vii. 40. 8. A place in Baby-
lonia from which went, with the first
caravan, men who conld not prove
their Israelite birth (Ezra ii. 59, Neh.

61).

1 Chron. vii. 35, 40. ImMNan:

Asher’s firstborn (1 Chron. vii. 80).
Impute. Heb. chashab, Gr. logizo-
mai; to count, reckon (Bom. iv. 2-
8), viz. unrighteousness (whether
one’s own or apother’s) to one’s dis-
credit; or righteousness (whether
one's own or another’s) tu one’s credit
whether in man’s account or in the
%dgment book of God (Rev. xx. 12,
um. xviii. 27). Philem. 18: *if
Onesimus bath wronged thee, or
oweth thee avgbt, put that on mine
account.” Iu Rom. iv. 6 righteous-
ness ymputed without works must
mean a righteousness not our own,
yet reckoned as ours, viz. *‘ the right.
eousness of (Him who is both) Ged
and Saviour Jesus Christ ”’ (the Gr.
2 Pet.i. 1). The goepel sets forth
God’srighteousness which is Christ’s.
Christ’s is imputed to us; so that
God is at once *“‘just and the justifier
of him that believeth in Jesus ” (Rom.
iii. 25, 26). God in accepting the
believer is therefore not only mer.
ciful but just. Our advocate is not

merely the cious but “ Jesuvs
Christ the righteous”’ (1 John ii. 1).

“God is well pleased,” mot merely
for mercy’'s sake, but ‘“for His
righteousness sake (lsa. xlii. 21,
xlv. 21 end; Jer. xxiit. 6). ‘‘The
righteousness of God, by faith of
Jesus Christ, is unto all and upon
all them tbat believe’’ (Rom. iii.
22 ; iv. b, 6), * faith (not for its own
worthiness, but for that of Him on
whoni it rests) is counted for right-
eousness ’ (x. 4; 1 Cor. i. 80).
ere is a threefold imputation: I.
That of Adam’s sin to all his post-
erity ; tbat it is so, Paul proves by
the fact of all, even infanta who have
never actually sinned, suffering its
penalty death (Rom. v. 12-14, 19),
even as allinherit his corrupt nature.
God, 1 fact, deals with us all as a
guilty race; for we are all liable to
suffering and desth ; the doctrine of
imputation of Adam’s gin accounts
forit. Yet imputation is not snfu-
ston ; Adam’s @n is not ours in the
same sense a8 our own personal in ;
nor is imputation the transfer of his
charactertous. 1I. That of our sins
to Christ (Isa. liii. 6). 11I. That o
- Christ's righteousness to us (Rcm. v.
19; 2 Cor. v. 19, 21). Instead of
“imputing their trespasses to men,”’
God ** hath made Him to be sin for
us who knew no sin, that we might
be made (Gr that we may becomr)
tbe rightcousness of God in Him.”
i.e. in union with Him by faith.
“Such are we in the sight of God
the Father as is the very Son of God
Himself ” (Hooker). In JusTirica-
TION [see] Christ’s righteousness is
imputed to us; in ranctification
Christ's righteousness is smparted to
us, in vital union with Him the Head
from whom the life flows into the
members.
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Imrah. 1 Chron. vii. 38, 40.
In;ri. 1. 1 Chrou. ix. 4. 8. Neh. iii.

Incense. Exod. xxx. 1, 9, 84, eto.
The altar of incense was more oioaely
conpected with the holiest place
than the other things in the holy
place, the shewbread table aud the
candlestick. The incense consisted
of four aromatic ingredients (repre-
senting God's perfections diffused
throughout the four quarters of the
world) : stacte (Heb. nataph, “a
drop,” the gum that drops from the
storax tree, Styraz officinalis, found
in Syria; the benzoin, or gum ben-
jamin, is from Java and Sumatra;
the liquid storax of commerce is
from a different troe, the Liquidam-
bar: Syracifiua), onycha (Heb. she.
cheleth, probably the cap of the wing
shell, stromnbus, abounding in the
Red Sea, used for making perfumes),
galbanum (a yellowish imwn gum,
imported from Persia, [udia, and
Afgioca), and pure frankincense (the
chief of the aromatic gums: 8. of
Sol. iii. 8, Matt. ii. 11; obtained
from India through the Sabeans of
S. Arabia; the tree is Boswellia
thurifera, the native salai; thegum
is .called oliban, Arabic looban,
whence Heb. lebonah comes). Thess
were ‘“‘tompered together,”” Heb.
“ galted”’; comp. Lev. ii. 13, but that
was in the case of offering what was
used as food, and salt is not used in
componnding the incense of any other
people; still God might herein de-
signedly distinguish Israel from other
peoples. Salt symbolised sncorrupt-
ness; tho wine of drink offerings,
the blood, and the wood, were the
only offerings without it. A portion
beaten small was to be * put before
the testimony in the tabernacle,” f.e.
outside the veil, before the golden
altar of incense ; from its relation to
the ark thus it became *“ most holy,”
a8 was also the altar of incense (Lev.
xxx. 10). This incense was to
kept exclusively for Jehovah; the
penalty of making like incense for
ordinary perfume was ‘‘cutting
off.”” [ncense of other ingredients
(** strange,” xxx.9) was forbidden to
be offered. A store of it was con-
stantly kegt in the temple (Josephus,
B.J,vi8,§3).

Aaron originally offered it, but in the
second temple onc of the lower priests
was chosen by lot to
offer it daily morning and
evening(Lukei.9). King
Ussiah for usurping the
office was smitten with
leprosy (2 Chron. xxvi.
16-21). The morning
incense was offered when
the lamps were trimmed
in the holy place, before j
the sacrifice. © Between
theearlierand later even-
ings, after the evening sacrifice
and before the drink offerings, the
evening incense was burnt (marg.
‘Exod. xxx. 7, 8; Rev. viii. 1, 8-b).
A of the temple was devoted to
a family, “the house of Abtines,”
whosee duty it was to compound the
incense, according to the rabbins.
One of the memunnim, or 16 prefecta
of the temple, had charge of the
inoense, that it might bealwaysready.

When the priest entered the holy
place with the incense, the ple
were all put out of the temple, and
from between the porch and the
altar (Maimonides) ; Luke i. 10, “the
whole maultitude . . . were praying
without, at the time of incense,’” -
lently, which accords with Rev. viii.
1,8. The priestavoided lengthening
his stay within, lest the people out-
side should fear he had been struck
dead for some defect in his offering
(Lev. xvi, 18). This gives point to
Luke i. 21, “the people waited for
Zacharias, and marvelled that he

tarried so long in the temple.” On
coming forth he pronounced the
blessing (Num. vi. 24-26); the Le-

vites broke forth into sacred song,
accompanied by the temple music
(Mishns) ; comp. Rev. viii. 5.

On the day of atonement the highpriest,
after offering the bullock for himself,
took incense in his left hand and a
gulden shovel full of live coals from
the western side of the braszen altar
in his right, and went into the most
holy place, his first entrance there
(Lev. xvi. 12, 13). *“ He shall take a
(Heb. the) ccenser (see Heb. ix. 4)
tnll of burning coals of fire from off
the altar before the Lord, and his
bands full of sweet incense beaten
small, and hring it within the veil;
and he shall put the incense upon the
fire before the Lord, that the cloud of
the incense may cover the mercyseat
that is upon tie testimony, that he
die not.” Iu the second temple,
where there was no ark, a stone was
subetituted.

The truth symbolised by *‘ incense ** is
the merst of Christ’'s obedience and
atoning death. It ia this, when it is
by faith made the a.ccompn.n{ing
foundation of our prayers, which
makes them rise to God as a
sweet and acceptable perfume [see
Censer] (Rev. viii. 1-5). The in.
cense of the golden altar of incense
within the sanctuary had to belighted
from the fire of the atoning altar of
burnt offering outside, otherwise the
fire was ‘ strange fire’’ [see ALTAR,
Apiau, Napap]. So Christ inter-
cedes now 4n the heavenly sanctnary
as He died for us outside; and the be-
liever's prayer adcends from his inner
heart to within the heavenly
veil, becanse it resta on Christ’s aton-
ing sacrifice once for all offered
“without the gate” (Heb. xiii. 12).
The altar of incense was connected
with the altar of burnt offering by
its horns being sprinkled with the
blood of the sin offering on the altar
of burnt offering on the day of atone-
ment (Lev. xv1. 16, 18; Exod. xxx.

10). Incense symbolises not merely
prayer, hut prayer accepted before
[¢] ecause of atonement: “let

my prayer be set forth before Thee
a8 incense, and the lifting up (an-
swering to the rising up of thein.
cense smoke) of my hands as the
evening sacrifice’’ (Ps. cxli.2). For
prayer waa offered by the pious Jews
at the times of the morning and
evening sacrificea on the altar of
burnt offering, which were accom-
panied with the incense on the altar
of incense, thus marking that prayer
rests upon propitiation by sacnfice.
In Mal. i. 11 there is no *““shall be” in

Heb. Probably then the ellipse is ta
be filled up with {s as much as shall
be. By the Jews’ wide dispersion
already some knowledge of Jehovah
was beiug imparted to the Gentiles,
aud an earne-t existed of the future
magnifying of Jehovah’s name among
the Gentiles ** from the rising of the
sun unto the going down of the

. same.” The Gentiles already were
baving glimmerings of the true light,
and iIn every mation a few were
heartily tryingto serve God so far as
they knew. Their worship, as yct
imperfect but sincere, is * pure >’ 1n
comparison with your ‘“pollated
bread ” (ver. 7, 12-15; Acts x. 34,
35, xvii. 23; Rom. ii. 14, 15, 27 2.
The incense which shall yet be offered
‘““in every place” is prayer accepted
through Christ (1 Tim. ii. 8). This
shall be consummated at Curist's
appearing (Zech. xiv. 9, Zeph. iii. 9).

e ‘‘ pure offering”’ is the *‘body,
a living sacrifice, holy, acceptable
unto God”’ (Rom. xii. 1) ; the ** bro-
ken and contrite heart >’ (Ps. 1i. 17);
** praise, the fruit of the lips”’; ** do-
ing good,”” and imparting to the
needy (Heb. xiii. 10, 15, 16; 1 Pet.
ii. 5,12).

In Rev.v. 8it is the golden rials not the
ineense odonrs (not (humiamata but
phialas, hai) which are the prayers
of saints. In Rev. viii. 3,4 the incense
is distinct from, yet offered with, their
E:ayers, the angel presenting them

fore God. It is not said he inter.
cedes for us, still less that we should
pray to him to do so; nay this is ex-
pressly forbidden (Rev. xix. 10, xxi1.

8,9).

India. (Esth. i. 1, viii. 9.) Ahasu-
erus’ (Xerxes’) easternmost dominion,
as Ethiopia wasthe westernmost. The
country round the Indus, the Pun-
jab, and Scinde, which Alexander
the Great afterwards conguered.
Heb. Hoddu, s.e. Honadu, Hindu;
occurring in the Persepolitan inscrip-
tions. Nolomon imported throngh
the Red Sea from Ophir Indian art-
icles, of which some lave Indian
names ; algummim “gandal wood,”
kophim* apes,’’thuccism “peacocks,”
pitdah “ topaz,” Sanskrit pita.

Inn. Heb. lin. A lodging place for
the nii;ht. Khans or caravanserais,
the halting places of caravans or tra.

velling companies, ure places where
men and cattle bave room to rest,
but no food is provided in them. In
the times of the pentateuch they were
not buildings but resting places where
tents might be spread near waterand
ure (Exod. iv. 24, Gen. xlii. 27).

e caravanserai, a square building
enclosing an open conrt, with arcades
around and a terrace over them, is
alloded to in Jer. ix. 8. Though
lonely and often filthy, the terrace is
tolerably clean, but the court and
stabling littered with chopped straw
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and dirt. The prophet would prefer
even it to the comforts of Jerusalem,
s0 88 to be away from its pollntions.
Christian hospitals (whence came
hostsl, hotel) were originally halting

laces built for pilgrims. Paula,
?erome'l friend, built several on the
way to Bethlehem ; the Scotch and
Irish built some for pilgrims of their
nation going to Rome.

The ‘“manger” in Luke ii. 7 was acrib
in a stable attached to a khan (kata-
luma, having cells or apartments
above for travellers as well as stalls
below for the cattle) where there was
no bhost. The inn (pandokeion) in
Luke x. 34, 36 had a *““ host,’”” and so
resembled our “inn’’ with its ‘“inn.
keeper’’; the women connected with
sach lodging places were often of a
loose character EJ osb. ii. 1). However,
Justin Martyr (Tryph. 78, a.p. 103),
who was born only 40 miles off, says
Jesus was born ¢ a cave near Beth.
lehem, one of the caverns in the nar-
row long grey hill on which it stands,
for caves In rocky conntries are often
used as stables ; in the manger in it
Josus was laid.

“ The bhabitation of Chimham by Beth-
lehem’’ (geruth Chimham) (Jer.
xH. 17) waa a halting place or station
in or at the rimony of David,
made over to Barzillai's son Chim-
bham for his father’s loyalty (2 Sam.
xix. 34-40).

Inspiration. The supernatural ac-
tion of the Holy Spirtt on the mind
%f the sacred writers whereby the

criptures were not merely their
own but the word of God. Scrip-
ture not merely contains but is
the word of God. As the whole
Godhead was joined to tbe whole
manhood, and became the Incarnate
‘Word, #o the written word is at once

rfectly Divine and perfectly human;
mnfallibly authoritative because it is
the won{ of God, intelligible because
intbe language of men. If it were not
buman we sbould not understand it;
if it were not Divine it would not be
au unerring guide. The term * serip-
tures” is attached to them exclus-
ively in the word of God itself, as
having an authority no other writings
bave (John v. 39, x. 34-36). They
are called “the oracles of God”
(Rom. iii. 2), i.e. Divine utterances.
1t Scripture were not plenarily and
verbally sanctioned by God, its prac-
tical utility asa sure guide in all
questions directly or indirectly affect-
ing doctrine and practice would be
materially impaired, for what means
would there be of distinguishing the
false in it from the true ?

Inspiration does not divest the writers
of their several individualities of
xtyle, just as the inspired teachers in
the carly church were not passive
machines in prophesying (1 Cor. xiv.
32). * Where the Spirit of the Lord
iy there i8 liberty* (2 Cor. iii. 17).
Their will became one with God’s
will; His BSpirit acted on therr
spirit, eo that their individuality
bad free play in the sphere of His
inspiration. As to religious truths
the collective Scriptures have unity
of authorship; as to other mat-
ters their authorsbip is palpably as
manifold as the writers. The variety
is human, the unity Divine. If the

four evangelists were mere machines
narrating the same events in the same
order and words, they would cease
to be independent witnesses. Their
very discrepancies (only seeming
ones) disprove collusion. The solu-
tions proposed in Harmonies, being
necessarily conjectural, may or may
not be the true ones; but theyat least
prove that the differences are notirre.
concileable and would be cleared up

, if we kmew all the facts. They test
our faith, whether on reasonable evi-
dence we will unreservedly believe
His word in spite of some difficulties,
designedly permitted for our probe-
tion. The slight variations in the
decalogue between Exod. xx. and its
repetition Deut. v., and in Ps. xviii.
compared with 2 Sam. xxii., in Ps.
xiv. compared with Pa. Lii., and in
N.T. guotations of O.T., (sometimes
from LXX. which varies from Heb.,
sometimes from neither in every
word, ) all prove the Spirit-prodaced
independence of the sacred writers
who under Divine guidance and sanc-
tiou presented on different occasions
the same substantial truths under dif-
ferent aspects, the oue complement-
ing the other. One or two instances
occur where the errors of transcribers
cause a real diserepancy (2 Kings viii.
28, compared with 2 Chroun. xxii. 2).
A perpetual miracle alone could have
prevented such very exceptional and
palpable copyists’ mistukes. But iu
seeming discrepancies, as between
the accounts of the same event in
different Go?els, each acoount pre-
sents some fresh aspect of Divine
truth; none ocontaiming the whole,
bat all together presenting the com.
plete exhibition of the truth. Origen
profoundly says: ¢ in revelation as in
nature we see a self concealing, self
revealing God, who makes Himself
known only to those who earnestly
seek Him; in both we find stimu.-
lants to faith add occasions for un-
belief.”

The assanlts of adversaries on seeming-
ly weak points have resulted in the
eliciting of beautifal and delicate
harmonies unperceived before; the
gospel defences have been proved
the more impreguable, and the things
meant to injure ‘‘have fallen out
ratber unto the fartherance of the
gospel.”” When onoe it is admitted
that the N. T. writers were neither
fanatics norenthusiasts,(andinfidelity
has never yet produced a satisfactory
theory to show them to have been
either,) their miraclesand their Divine
commission must also be admitted,
for they expressly claim these. Thus
Paul (I Cor. xiv. 27), ““if any man
think himself a prophet, let him ac-
knowledge that the things that I
write unto you are the command-
ments of tbe Lord.” And not only
the things bnt the words; (ii. 18)
‘“ we speak not in the words which
man’s wisdom teacheth, but which
tho Holy Ghost teacheth.” The
‘“ discerning of spirits” was one of
the miraculous gifts in the apostolic
churches. His appeal on the ground
of miracles (ii. 4) which are taken for
granted as notorious rather 28-
serted, (the ¢ncidental mention being
a clear mark of truth because it ex-
cludes suspicion of design,) and to

persons whose miraculous discern-
ment of spirits enabled them to test
such claims, is the strongest proof of
the Divine anthority of his writings.
Peter (2 Pet. iii. 16) classes Paul's
epistles with ‘‘ the other Scriptures ’;
tﬁerefore whatever inspiration is in
the latter is in the former also.

That inspiration excludes error from
Scripture words, so far as theee
affect doctrine and morals, ap;
from Ps. xii. 6, “the words of the
Lord are pure words, as silver tried
in a furnace of earth, purified seven
times.” As our Lord promised the
disciples His Holy Spirit, to teach
them how and what they should
say before magistrates &ihbt x.
19, 20), much more did the Sgirit.
“abiding”’ with the church “for
ever”’ (gohn xiv. 16) secure for the
written word, the only surviving
infallible oracle, the inspiration of
the manner as well as matter.
So (xvi. 13) “the Sririt of truth
will guide you into all (the) truth,”
viz. not truth in general but Christ-
tan truth. Also (xiv. 26) ** the
Holy Ghost shall teach you all
things, and bring all thinfu to your
remembrance whatsoever I have said
unto you.” ‘He shall testify of
Me™ zxv. 26). *““ He will show you
things to come . . . He shall receive
of Mine and shall show it unto you'’
(xvi. 13, 14).

Paul (2 Tim. iii. 16) declares that no
part of the written word is unin.
spired, but ‘“‘aLrL” (lit. “every
scripture,”’ t.e. every poriion) is
““profitable’’ for the ends of a revels.
tion, “ doctrine, reproof (confuting
error : the two comprehending specu-
lative divinity ; then follows practi-
cal), correction (setting one right,
1 Cor. x. 1-10), instruction (disei-
plinary training: Deut. xii. 5,
1 Cor. v. 13) in righteousness, that
the man of God may be tﬁerject‘
throughly furnished unto good
works’’; as it makes him “perfect”
it must be perfect itself.

Some parts were immediately com-
mnnicated by God, and are called
“ apocal * or “revelation,” as
that to John, and to Paul (8 Cor. xii.
1, Rom. xw1. 25 Others, as the
historical parts, are matter of human
testimony. But inspiration was as
mach needed to wnte known facts
authorstatively as to communicate
new truths; else why should certain
facts be selected and others be passed
by ? Inspired prohibition is as
miraculous as inspired utterance.
Had the evangelists been left to
themselves, they doubtless would
bave given many details of Jesus’
early life which our cariosity would
have desired, but which Divine wis-
dom withheld, in order to eoncen-
trate all our attention on Christ’s
ministry and death. The historical
parts are quoted by Paul as God’s
‘law,” because they have His
sanction and contain covert leasons
of God’s truth and His principles of
governing the world and the chuarch
(Gal. iv. 21). Considering the vast
amount of Mariolatry and idolatry
which subseqnently sprang up, the
hand of God is marked in the
absence from the Gospel histories of
aught to countenance shese errors.
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Bacred history is Like “a dial in
which the shadow, as well as the
light, informs us” (Trenchll. The
Spirit was needed to qualify the
writers for giving what they have
given, a condonsed yet full and
clear portraiture of Messiah, calen-
Iated to affect all hearts in .every
nation, and to sow in them seeds of
faith, hope, and love. The minor
1ls, such as Paul’s direction to
Timothy to ‘ bring his cloth and
parchments,” and to *“ driuk a little
wipe for his sto-
mach’s sake and
his infirmities,”
are vivid touches
which givelifeand
nature to the pic-
ture, making us
realize the cir.
cumstances and
personality of the
apostle and his disciple, and have
their place in the inspired record, as
each leaf has in the tree. The
enealogies, as in QGen. x., Matt. i.,
orm most jmportant links between
the progressive stages in the eacred
history, and are andylilﬁng but dry
and profitless to the diligent student.
There is a progress in the manifesta-
tion of the eternal and unchangeabls
principles of morali%, in the? T.
as compared with the O. T. God
never sanctioned evil, but dealt with
the nonage of the world as to ae.
VENGE, DIVORCE, etc. [see] as its
caserequired, less strictly marking sin
than under the clear light of N. T.
The mode of God's 1nspiring the
writers it is not essential for us to
know ; the result is what moment-
ously ooncerns us, viz. that their
writings are our sure guide; for
(2 Pet. i. 21) ‘‘the prophecy of
Scripture (the written worg of men
inspsred, as *prophet’ means 1 Cor.
xiv. 29, not merely a foreteller) came
not by the will of man, but holy men
spake as they were moved (lit. borne
along, Acts 1i. 2; rapt out of them-
selves, yet not losing self control,
1 Cor. x1v. 32) by the Holy Ghost.”
Every word of inspiration is equally
the word of Gotf; bat there is a
progress in the mode of revelation,
and there are degrees in the import-
ance of the words uttered. ith
the prophets God spoke in vision,
but with Moses ““face to face’ and
“ mouth to mouth *’ (Exod. xxxiii. 11,
Num. xii. 6-8). The highest revela-
tion of all is that of God manifest in
the flesh. But, however varied the
mode, the result is that-all Scripture
algie is sauctioned as the word of

ANCIKNY mCROLLS.

Caijuphas is an instance showing that
the words were sanctioned as di-
vinely inspired ; whilst the speaker
hi uself did not know the deep sig-
nificance of his own words (John
xi. 50), ‘‘ he spake not of himself.”
So (1 Pet. i. 11) the O. T. prophets
“searched what, or what manner of
time, the Spirit of Christ which was
in them did signify, when it testified
beforehand the sufferings of Cbrist
and the glory, . . . unto whom it
was revealed, that not unto them-
selves but unto us they did minister,”
etc. They too knew not the full
meaning of their own words. For

‘“no prophecy of Scripture proves

to_be of private solution” (Gr.
2 Pet. 1. 20), 1.e. it is not the utter-
ance of the mere tndividual, and so
to be solved or interpreted by him,
but of “the Holy Ghost >’ by whom
the writer was “moved *’; Scripture
is not restricted to’ the immediate
sense in the mind of the sndividual
writer, but has in view ‘‘the testi-
mony of Jesus,” which is ‘*‘ the
spirit of prophecy” in the  holy
men moved gy the Holy Ghost.”

. The words of one compared with
those of another from whom the
former may be separated in age and
in country often bring forth some
truth evidently not contemplated by
the writer, but designed by the ONE
MinDp who inspirelg:n overruled, snd
sanctioned both. There is through-
out the whole a consistently deve-
loped scheme, too grand for the
mind «f any one writer.

Our Lord and His apostles make vital
truths hinge on single words. The
force of Jesus’ three answers, “It is
written,’”” to Satan’s three tempta-
tions lies in single words (Matt. 1v.).
So in chap. xix. 4. Also He confutes
the Sadducees and proves the resur-
rection of the body from words which
otherwise we should scarcely have re-
garded as proving it (Matt. xxii. 82),
‘I am (oot I was) the God of Abra-
ham”’ (viz. the man in his integrity,
body, soul, and snirit). The one word
My is Christ’s proof of His Godhead

(Matt. xxii. 43), “ the Lord said unto’

My Lord (Ps. xe. 1) : if David ecall
Him Lord, how is He His Son?”
David could not have understood the
full force of his own words (Ps. xxii.)
as to the “gall,” the “vinegar,’” the
“parting of His garments,” and
‘“ casting lots for the vesture,” and
other minute details fulfilled in
Messish. He who, working through
means, creates the minute leaf as well
as the mighty forest, saith of all His
word, ieaven and earth pass,
one jot or oue tittle shall in no wise
pass from the law till all be fulfilled
(Matt. v. 18; “law’’ means the
whole O. T.,as John (x. 85) uses
“law ” of the psalms). Christ’sargu-
ment, *‘ if He called them gods, unto
whom the word of God came, say
ye of Him whom the Father hath
sanctitied and sent, Thon blasphemest,
because I said, I am the Son of God P’
rests on the one word * gods” being
applied to rulers, as types of the Son
of God, therefore still more applicable
to the Antitype Himself. Our Lord
makes it a fundamental principle ‘‘the
Scripture cannot be broken,” even as
to one word (John x. 86). 8o also
Paul shows unhesitatingc.nfidence in
the Diviue authority of special words,
as ‘“seed”’ not ““ seeds” (Gal. iii. 16),
“all” (Heb. ii. 8), ““ brethren >’
(11), “to-day,” and * My rest ” (iv.
1-11). To crownall, Revelation (xxii.
19) at its close declares, *“if any man
shall teke away from the words of
the book of this prophecg, God shall
}ake away his part out of the book of
ife.”

Often it is a single verse that, by the
same Spirit as 1nspired the word, has
breathed new life into the sinner.
The diligent student too is often
struck by the unexpected light which

oneexpression on examination afords,
a8 in some muterﬁ}f)ce of art a single
touch can impart life and meaning to

the whole. i
Verbal inspiration does not regnire that
every saying repo in ipture

should be a literal transeript of the
speaker's words, but that it shonld be
substantially a true statement, and
such a one as the Spirit of God sanc-
tions for the ends of the revelation.
Moreover, in recording wicked men’s
sayings or doings, Seripture does not
sanction but sumply records them.
So in the case of merely human utter-
ances. In 1 Cor. vii. 5, 6, Paul dis-
tingnishes his words * by permission’”
from those * of commandment”’; and
in ver. 25-38 he gives his*‘ judgment’”
as one faithful, but as baving on the

int ‘“no commandment of the

ord.” Here his inspiration appears:
in his expresaly declining to command
as divinely authoritative a certain
conrse as an agostle, and merely ad-
vising it as a Christian friend. How
important it was to make this dis-
tinction appears from the subsequent
error of the church in imposing vows
of perpetual celibacy. Soinver.12-15
(contrast 10) he says on a particnlar
case, ‘' I, not the Lord,” whereas he
had on the main point said, “ not I
but the Lord.” Every word employeé
by the sacred writer in all ceses is
sanctioiaedsu suited in its place for
the Holy Spirit’s purpose.

Varions readings in %[SSA do not inva-
lidate verbal inspiration. It is the
original Scriptnres whose words have
iuspired authority, not the subsequent
copies or versions. The words of the
decalogue were written by the finger
of God, though the MSS. transmit-
ting them to us contain veriations.
Like other gifts of God, this may be
lost in whole or part by man's care-
lessness. Yot a remarksble provi-
dence has watched over Scripture,
keeping the Jews from mutilating the
0O.T. and the Roman and Greek
Catholics from mutilating the N. T.
though witnessing against themselves
{see Canon]. Moreover God has pre-
served by human means a multitude
of MSS., patristic quotations, and
ancient versions, enabling us to re-
storethe original text almost perfectly
for all practical purposes. The range
of doubt remaining 18 confined within
narrow limits. Exemption from all
transcriptional errors would have
needed a perpetual miracle, which is
not God’s mode of dealing with us.
Whilst some passages affecting vital
doctrines are on examination rejected
as not in the original, the doctrines
themselves stand firm as ever, because

they rest on the ing testimony

of ti:e whole of God’s word ; in otber

pas: the orthodox truths are con-
firmed more fully by restoring the
original text. Irenseus (Adv. Hsree.,
ii. 47) eays, ‘‘in the many voiced
tones of Scripture expressions there
is one sympbonious melody ’’; Origen
(Hom. 89), “as among plants there
is not one without its peculiar virtue
. - . 80 the gpiritual botanist will find
there isnothing, in all that is written,
superfluous.”

The prophets preface their prophecies
with ‘‘thus gaith the Lord,” * the
burden (weighty utternnce) of the
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word of the Lord” (Zech. ix. 1, xii. | are * ing to the will of God.” | vii. 9). The “altar” and "pﬂhf"
1; Mal. i.1). The apostles declare| 1II. Man's: Rom.xi.2, Elijahinter- | foretold (Isa. xix. 19, 20) are me-
of them, “ the Scripture must needs| cedingagainstlsrael,aselsewherefor| morial and apin'tuai {Josh. xmi.

have been fulfilled which the Holg
‘Ghost by the mouth of David spake,
“ God showed by the mouth of all
His prophets that,” etc. (Actsi. 16;
iii. 18, 81; iv. 85.) They rest the
truth of the Huly Spirit's outpouring,
Christ’s resurrection, and the mystery
of the admission of the Gentiles to be
fellow heirs-in the on the
0. T. assnfallible (Acts i2. 16, 85-33 ;
1Cor. xv. 8,4; Rom. xvi.26). If then
the O. T. prophets were infallible,
much more the apostles in their N. T.
Seriptures; as these and even the
least in the 1 kingdom rank
above those (Matt. xi. 11; Eph. iii.
5; 1 Cor. ii. 9, 10). Paul received the
gospel which he preached, by extra.
ordinary revelation; therefore he
claims for it Divine authority (Gal.
i. 11, 12; Eph. iii. 3). His word is
‘‘the word of God”’ which ‘‘ he speaks
in Christ,” also “ Christ speaking in
Him " (2 Cor. ii. 17, xiii. 8). Just as
Haggai was * the Lord’s messenger in
the Lord’s message ™ (i. 13), s.e. tn-
vested with His commission; and
Neh, iz. 30, “by Thy Spirit in Thy
prophets ”’; and David (2 Sam. xxii1.
2), *“the Spirit of the Lord spake b,y
me, and His word was in my tongue.”
Interoeu]ion. I.f Christ's: (1) In
a general sense, for transgressors :
Isa. liii. 12; Luke xxiii. 84, for His
murderers. (2) In a special sense,
for His believing people alone: «y
pray uot for the world, but for them
which Thou hast given Me*’ (John
xvii. 9). His prayer of compassion
is for self destroying sinners. His
leading as Advocate is for His
lieving people, claiming their just-
ification as a matter of right, on
the ground of His righteousness.
“ We (who walk in the light as Heis
in the light) have an Advocate with
the Fatuer, Jesus Christ, the right-
eoug’ (1 John ii. 1, comp. i. 7; Rom.
viii. 83, 34; Heb. vil. 25). He died
once for all, atoning for all sin ; but
* He ever liveth to make interces-
ston for them that come unto GQod
by Him,” and for them alome. As
exsmples of His intercession comp.
Isa. Ixii. 1, for Zion; Zech.i.12,14;
Ps, Ixix. 8, 7, “let not them that
wait on Thee, O Lord God of hosts,
be ashamsd, for My sake,” etc.
IL. The Holy Spirit's: BRom. viii. 26,
27. Curist intercedes for us above;
the Holy Spirit, in Christ’s personal
ahsence, intercedes on earth in us.
Hence the Hly Spirit has the same
title as Christ, the Paraclete (which
in A. V. is transl. * Advocate” in
the case of Christ, ‘“ Comfortor’’ in
the case of the Holy Spirit; the
original word is the same for both).
The Holy Spirit is the Spirit of
prayer in every one below for whom
Christ pleads above. The Holy
Spirit is waid to intercede for us with
groanings, because He makes us to
“groan’ or “sigh.”” Knowing our
needs better than we, He breathesin
our prayers spiritual desires which
find utterance in inarticulate sigh-
ings; these the Searcher of hearts
knoweth, and interprets and answers
aocordingly ; for wbatever aspira-

tione the Holy Spirit breathes 1n us

.

the people (Jas. v. 17, 18). Paul often
aaks the prayers of Christiaas in be-
balf of himself and other ministers,
and the extension of Christ's king-
dom (2 Thess. iii. 1; Eph. vi. 18, 19%.

Iphedeiah. 1 Chron. viii. 35, 28.

Ira. 1. The Jairite (2 Bam. xx. 26).
8. “Ira the Ithrite,” i.e. of Jattir,a
town in the monntainous region of
Judah, which David haunted in the
time of Baul’s persecution, and to
which he sent presents for his friends
from the Amalekite spoil (1 Sam.
xxx. 27). One of David’s guard
(2 Bam. xxiii. 88). & 2 Sam.
xxiii. 28. Sixth captain of the sixth
month of the 13 courses, 2400 in
each (1 Chron. xxvii. 9).

Irad. Son of Enoch, grandson of
Cain, father of Mehnjael (Gen. iv.
18). The similarity of the names to
thoee in Seth's line, Enoch, Cainan,
Jared, Mahalaleel, arose from the
paucity of names at first, the rela-
tionship of Seth’sand Cain’s families,
and their occasional intercourse.
Still there is difference enough in the
names to distinguish them.

Iram. Gen. xxxvii. 43. The “kings "’
of Edom there enumerated(ver.31 39)
did not precede the  dukes”
(40-43), but reigned contempora-
neously with them, and were elected
by them at every vacancy in the
thirone. The names (31-39) are

* probably those of the cities where
the “ dukes’’ named before (15-19)
bad their seat of government; so
that we should transl. *“duke of
Magdiel, duke of Iram,” ete. Tim-
nah and Kenasg called their cities
after their own names. The Horites
were probably not finally destroyed
immediately after Esau’s settlement
in their land, if we judge by the
analogy of the conquest of Canaan
(Deut. ii. 12, 22).

Ir-ha-heres. * The city of destruc-
tion”" (Isa. xix. 18). mitten with
‘“terror” at Jehovah’'s judgments,
Egypt shall be converted to Him.
“ gve cities shall spesk the language
of Canaan, and swear to the Lord of
hosts.”” Some think the five are
Heliopolis, Leontopolis, Migdol,
Daphoe ('fahpsnhes), and Memphis.
Leontopolis is perhaps * the city of
destruction,” 8o called in disparage-
ment, because here Onias, who had
failed to get the highpriesthood at
Jerusalem, built a temple in rivalry
of that at Jerusalem which was the
only lawful one. Onias read * city
of the sun” (ha-hheres), s.e. On or
Heliopolis, in the nome (prefecture)
of which he perluadef Ptolemy
Philometer (149 B.C.) to let him
build the temple, in order to tempt
the Jews to reside there. Healleged
that this sitc was foreappointed by
Isaiah’s prophecy 600 years before.
So 16 MSS,, also Vulg. The con.
version (through the Jewish settle-
ment io Egypt and the Gr. LXX.
transl. of 0. T.) of many Ethiopians
to the God of the Jews (Acts ii. 6,
10,11),e.9.Quecn Candace’s chamber-
lain whom Philip met on his return
from worshipping at Jerusalem, is an
earnest of a fuller conversion to come
(Zeph. iii. 9; Zech. xiv. 9;

23-26; Gen. xxviii. 18; Mal. i 11);
for one only sacrificial altar was
lawfal, viz. that at Jerusalem. Alex-
ander the Great, the temporal * sa-
viour” of Egypt from the Persians

W}llt of enEe Saviour. Onion,
a Jewish city in , is suppoeed
in Smith’s gibh 10t. to b:“the

city of destruction” ; its destruction
by Titue being thus foretold.
1 Chron. vii. 7, 12.

Irijah. BSon of Shelemiah, *captain
of the ward ”’; met Jeremiah at the
Jerusalem “gate of Benjamin,”

accused him of deserting to the
Chaldees, and brought him to the
princes (Jer. xxxvii, 18, 14). The
death of Hananiah, I.’s grandfather,
for false prophecy, was foretold by
Jeremiah ; the dson now takes
his revenge (xxvui. 16).

=serpent city. L Perhaps
a trace of primitive serpent worship.
Jerome thonght I. to be Bethlehem,
Nahash being Jesse. 8. One of Esh-
ton’s sons, descended from Chelub
(1 Chrou. iv. 11, 12).

Iron. City of Naphtali (Josh. xix. 88).

Iron. 5&088 CiviLizatioN.] Tubal.

cain, years after Adam according

to Heb. chronology, 1000 accordi
to LXX., was thesgmt “ instructer of
every artificer in brass and iron.”

Previously flint, bone, and wood had

been used for instruments and wea-

pons. When nations by isolation
from the centres of civilisation re-
trograded, they fell back to a flint
age, then ascended to brongze, so
lastly to iron; as we trace in antiqua-
rian relics in many European coun-
tries. The use of wron is of extreme
antiquity. The Hindoos have had for
ages a process of smelting, simple
and rude but effective. Canaan is de-
scribed as ‘‘a land whose stones are
iron "’ (Deut. wiii. 9). Traces of iron-
works are found on Lebanon. Argob
contains abnndant ironstone. Iron
was among the spoils takea from

Midian (Num. xxxi. 28), and was

common in Egypt centuries before

the exodus. Axes, harrows, saws,
na.i.\s, weapons, hl‘l, B‘t‘BO, TO(_ll, pil~

lars were of iron (2 Kings vi. 5, 6;
2 Sam. xii. 81; 1 Chron. xxii. 8; 1
Sam, xvii.7). In thetombe of Thebes
butchers are represented sha

ing their knives on a

Blue bat of
metal. The
blue blades
and the ved
bronge in the
tomb of Ra-
meses III.
imply that
ironand steel

1BON WORKERS, wWere ve an-
ciently known in Egypt. The Philis-
tines allowed no iron smiths in the
lund of the Hebrews, just as Porsena
forbad iron, except for agricultnre
(Pliny, 34, 89), to the Romans when
subject to him {1 Sam. xiii. 19-22).
Merchants of Dan and Javan (per-
haps rather Vedan, now Aden, a
Greek settlement in Arabia) supplied
Tyre with polished or * brightiron.”
“Dan and Javan” may mean all
peoples, whether near, as the Israel-
ite Dan, or far off ; as the Greeks or
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‘“ Javan” conveyed these produotsto
Tyre's markets. [See DaN.]

In 5:. xv. 12 “ghall iron break the
northern sron and the steel P’ Rather
“ can common iron break the north-
ern iron and copper combined into
the hardest metal 7’ The northern
Chalybes near the Euxine Pontus
rade this mixture like our steel.
Jeremiah means, can the Jews, hardy
thongh they be, break the still hardier
Chaldees o{ the N.? The smith’s work
is desoribed Isa. xliv. 12. A *“‘rod of
iron’’ symbolises the holy sternness
with which the coming Judge and
the saints with Him shall pucish the
wicked (Ps. ii. 9, Rev. ii. 27). Job
xxviii. 8 mary. saith, “iron is taken
out of the earth ” or ‘‘ dust,” for ore
looks like mere “ earth.”

{rou symbolises the foarth kingdom in
Nebuochadnessar’'s vision (Dan. ii.),
vis. Rome. The metals of the image
lessen in specific gravity as they go
downwards. Bilver (M :do-Persia) ia
not 80 heavy as gold (Babylon), brass
(Greece) not so heavy as silver, and
iron not eo heavy as brass; the
weighs being arranged in the reverse
of stabilsty. Like irou, Rome was
strongest and hardiest in treading
down the nations, but less kingly,
the government depending on popular
choice. As it “breaketh iu pieces,”
80, in righteous retribution, itself will
be ‘“ broken in pieces’’ at Tast by the
kingdom of the Stone, Messiah the
Rock (ver. 40, 44; Rev. xiii. 10).

Irpeel=restored by God. A city of

enjamin (Josh. xviii. 37). (? Ra-fit.)

Irshemesh =cityofthe sun. InDan
(Josh. xix. 41). Afterwards Beth-
shemesh ; oconnected with mount
Heres (san) (Jud. i. 35).

Iru. Caleb’seldest sou. Others read Ir
with conjunction “and’ at the end.
{saao [sea ABRAHAM and Isﬂnm

==laughter because Abraham laug

in joy at the promise of his birth,
typeof the annunciation of Messiah’s
birth (Qen. xvii. 17) ; aud Sarah too,
with some degree of incredulity be.
cause of the improbability at her age
(xviii. 13), bat at his birth with thank-
fuljoy towards God, saying ‘‘God hath
made me to laugh, so that all that hear
will langh with me” (xxi. 8, 7; comp.
Isa. liv. 1). His miracaloas concep-
tiou and naming before birth typity
Messiah (Luke i., Matt.i.). Bornat

Gerar when Abraham was 100 years

old. ¢ Mocked” by Ishmael (who

was “born after the flesh™) at the
weaning feast ; the mocking, as Paul
implies, containingthe germand spirit
of persecution, profanely sneeringat
the object of the promise. The child
of the bondwoman must therefore
give place to the ohild of the free-
woman born “ by promise.” Whilst
the believing perents ‘‘langhed”

Ishmael ““ mocked ”” with the laugh of

derision and spite. 1. is type of the

believing * children of the promise,”

‘““born after the Spirit,”” therefore

“ children of t®e free”’ church, “ heirs

sooording to the promise,” persecuted

by the children of legal and carnal
boudage, but ultimately about to

““inherit all things” to the exclasion

of the carnal (Gal. iv. 22-31, v. 1,

ii. 29; Rev. xni. 7, 8). , I.’s submis-

sion (at 25 years of age: Josephus,

Ant.i. 13, §2) to his father’s will when

binding him, and his bearing the
wood for his own intended sacrifice,
make him a lively type of Him who
bore His own croes to Calvary (John
xix. 17), and whose languge was,
“ Lo I come to do Thy wmill O God’
(Ps.xl.7,8; Heb. x.7). His living
still after the three days (Gen. xxii.
4) in which he was dead in Abra-
ham’s purpose prefigures Meagiah's
resurrection on the third day. The
scene of the sacrifice, mount Moriah,
was probably that of Christ’'s suffer-
ing. What 1.’s sacrifice wanted to
perfect the type was actual death
and vicarious substitution; the offer-
ing of the ram’s life instead of the
buman life, hereby saved, supplied
the defect; the ram and I. jointly
complete the t{ﬁe. I. typifies
Christ’s Godbead, the ram His mau-
hood (Theodoret) “caught in a
thicket by his horns” as Jesus
was crowned with thorns. 1. was of
too excellent & nature to be slain, for
God’s law gives no sanction to human
sacrifices. The Father, in love tous,
?re rod & human body (Heb. x. 6)
or His Son, which can suffer death,the
penalty which Divine righteousnees
required forour sin; Christ’s Godhead
conld not suffer. The manhood and
Godhead formed one Christ, at once
the Son of man and the Son of God,
as 1. and the ram formed one joint
tyre. Thus Abraham had the wonder-
ful honour of representing the Father,
and L, the only son of the promise,
was the most remarkable of all the
types of the Son Meesiah. Abraham
herein had the qlimpss which he had
desired of Messiah’s day ‘‘and was

" (I. meaning laughter flowing

'gmm gladness) (John viii. 58); not

that he fully comprehonded the anti-
tyfpiad meaning. So Heb. xi. 19,
“‘from whence (fromthejawsof death,
ocomp. 2 Cor. i. 9, 10) he received him
back in a parable,” i.e. in the way of
a tygical representation of Christ’s
death and resurrection. So the slain
t and the scapegoat jointly on the
y of atc t represented Christ’s
death and resurrection. By this work
“ Abraham’s faith was made perfeot”
(Jns. ii. 21-28), not was nwvified, but
attained its crowning developmaent.
His “faith” alone was “oounted for
righteousness” long before, and he
was justified before God (Gen. xv. 6).
By this work he was also *justified ”’
evidentially before men. Philo Byb-
lius preserves from Sanchoniatho
the Phcenician trndition, ‘“Cronus,
whom the Phcenicians call Israel,
being king, having an only son by a
nymph, Anobret, called Jahoud (Heb.
Jahid), even now the Pheenician
name for only begotien, when perils
from wars were impending, havin
clothed his son in royal apparel, of-
fored him upon an altar which he
built” (Enseb. Prwp. Evang., i. 10).
This corruption of the Scripture his-
tory of I.’s sacrifice was based on the
heathen idea of the most precious
human sacrifice being needed to ap-
e the gods in times of calamity.
o the king of Moab sacrificed his
son to Chemosh when sore gressed
by Israel, Judab, and Edom (2 Ki
ii1. 27). The idea, though wrong 1n
its application, rested on a primeval
tradition of God’s justice havihg ap-

pointed the sacrifice of precious life
a3 the atonement forsin. Abrabam’s
trustful loving obedience to the true
God, at the cost of the greatest self
sacrifice, was by the test sliown to be
at least equal to that of idolaters to
their false gods. The angel’s inter.
vention, the ram’s substitution, and
the proi:ibition of the human sacrifies
revent the possibility of supposir
d sanctions any human sacrific
save that of the Antit Not i
blind credulity, for Abraham ha:
now long experience that God can
order nothing wrong or harsh to His
le, but in faith *“ accounting that
m was able to raise His son even
from the dead,’”’ he obeyed.

At 40 I. married his courin Rebekah,
daughter of Bethuel, Nahor's eon,
by whom at 60 he bad twin sous,
Eysan and Jacob. His contemplative
character a in his ‘‘ guing out
to meditate” or p‘r‘ia{ ‘‘in the field
at the eventide.” o death of his
mother Sarah just before (Gen. xxiii.)
naturally pressed upon his spirit, and

is resource in affliction was prayer-
ful meditation, a type of Him who
“went out into a mountain a to
pray " (Matt. xiv. 23), his calm and
submisgive temper also preﬁgua'zg
the meek and lowly Lamb of
(Isa. liii. 7). Solitude and prayer
suit best the wounded spirit. That
Sarah’s death was uppermost in his
meditation is implied most artlessly
in what follows: 1. “brou,.);l t Re- |
bekah into his mother Sarah’s tent
and he loved her, and vas com orted
after his mother'sdeath.” Rebekah
supplied thbe voidinhigheartand home.

\if ess and partiality for Esau, pro-
bably owing to the contrast which
Esan’s bold spirit presented to his
own gentle unadventurous character,
were his failings ; hispartaking of bis
favourite dish, venison, the produce
of his son’s hunting, confirmed his
selfish partiality. e mother loved
the steady, quiet Jacob. The gift
from God of the twin sons was the
answer to L’s prayer, after 20 years
of cbildless marriage; for God in

iving the greatest blessings delays
glﬁlﬁng His promise in order to call
forth His people's persevering, wait-
ing, prayerful faith (Gen. xxv. 21).
en 1. was 137, the age at which
Ishinael died °14 years before, the
thought of his brother’'s death at that
age suggested thonghts of his own,
and the desire to bless his favourits
before dying. As he lived 438 years
afterwards, to see Jacob return from
Mesopotamis, he probably was now
dangerously sick; hence, loathing
ordinary food, he longe«i to have
“gavoury meat such as he loved.”
Eeau invited him to * arise and sit”’
toeat of his venison ; implying that he
was laid in his bed. Moreover ‘‘ he
trembled exceedingly ”’ when Esau
came in. Esau's words imply his
thinking I. near death, *the days of
mourning formy fatherareatband.”
1.’s nnexpected prolongation of life
probably deterred Esau from his
murderons purpose against Jacob for
having stolen his blessing. He rever-
enced his fatlier amidst all his wild-
pess, and finally joined with Jacob

in paying the last mark of resf;ect at
his father's grave, even as 1. and
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Tshmael had met ut Abraham’s burial.
I.’s carnal partiality and Rebekah’s
tortuous policy eventugted in their
being left in their old age by both
children, Esan disappointed aud dis-
inberited, Jacob bauished to a long
and distant servitude; the idols
of God's children becoming their
scourges, in order to bring them back
to Himself (1 Cor. xi. 32, Jer. ii. 19).
His equivocation as to his wife, as 1f
she were his sister, through fear of
Abimelech’s people at Gerar, was
another blemish mI. (Gen. xxvi.)
So Abram had erred in Egypt and
in this same Philistine kingdom (xx.)
underakingalso bearing the common
title ABIMELECH [sec}, 1.e. my father
a king. I.had obeyed God’svision in
not going down to Egypt, a place of
spiritual danger thongh abundant in
food, but acjourning in Gerar during
the famine. Wautof godly and manly
firmness betrayed him into the un-
truth. His wife was not taken into
Abimelech’s house, as Sarah had
been. Abimelech discovering the renl
state of the case reproved him, and
warned his people not to touch him or
Rebokah. His meek, peaceable, and
non-self-assertive character appears
in his successively yielding to the
ﬂmsping herdmen of Gerar the wclls
( Ksek (strife) and Sitnah (hatred).
So the Lord who had given him a
hundredfold increase in his harvests
made room for him at last; and he
rotained the well Rebohoth (room)
without further contention,and made
a covenant with Abimelech; comp.
Rom. xii. 1821, Matt. v. 5, 25, Prov,
xvi. 7. L lived to see Jacob whom he
bad sent with his blessing (for faith
at last prevailed over his partiality,
and he gave Jacob the br:ssing of
Abraham, Gen. xxviii. 1, 4) to seek o
wife in Padanaram return withalarze
family to him at Hebron (xxxv. 27),
beforehedied at 180; thelongest lived
of the three patriarchs, the least mi-
fmt/ory, the least prolifie, and the
east favoured with revelations. 1lle

MOBQUE OF UEANON,

was buried in the cave of Machpelah.
His blessing Jacoh and Esau *“eren
(Gr.) concorning things to come,” as
if they were actoally present, and
not merely concerning things presea’,
is quoted (ITeb. xi. 20) as evidencine
his faith; s similar dying chares
evidenced Jacob’s and Joseph's faith.
A faithful husband of one wife (comp.
Eph. v. 23, ete.), nnlike Abraham
and Jacob, of tender affections, he
was & man of suffering rather than
action; having the Divine favour ro
markedly that Abimelech and his
officerssaid,‘ wesaw certainly thatthe
Lord was with thee” (Gen. xxvi. 29).
As Abraham foreshadows the unsettled
carly history of the nation, and Jacob

their commercial unwarlike later
course, 8o I. their intermediate days
of peace and separation from tbe
nations in their fertile land of pro-
mise. As Abraham is associated with
morning prayer, and Jacob with night
prayer, 80 I. with evening prayer
(xix. 27, xxviii. 11, xxxii., xxiv. 63).
God is still “the God of I.,”" who is
one of the triad with whom the ehild-
ren of the kingdom shall sit down at
the resurrection of the just (Luke
xx. 37, 38, etc.; Matt. viii. 11, ete.).

Isaiah: Isaiahn, Heb. “the salration
of Jehovah,’ his favourite expres:ion,
which mecans the sumo as the nawme
Jesus, who is the grand subject of
his prophecies, and in whom in the
N.T. thename Jehovah merges, being
never found in Scripture after the
O.T. The Jahuin Isajahushows that
Jahveh is the moracorrect form than
Jehovah. Son of Amoz (not Amos),
a younger contemporary of' Jonah,
Amos, and Hosea in Israel, and of
Micah in Judah. His eall to the full
exercise of the prophetical office (vi.)
was in the same year that king Ugz-
zinh died, probably before his death,
754 B.C., the time of the building of
Rome, Judah’s destined scourge,
whosekingdom wastostretchontothe
Messianic times which form the grand
subject of I.’s prophecies. Whatever
prophecies were delivered by I. pre.
vously were oral, and not recorded
because not designed for all ages.

(1) Chaps. i.—vi. are all that were
written for the charch universal of
the prophecies of the first 20 years
of his miuistry. New epochs in the
relations of the charch to the world
were fittingly marked by revelations to
and througgh rophets. God had given
Judeh abundant prosperity during
Uzziah's reign of 52 years, that His
foodness might lead tbe people to
oving obedience, just as in northern
Isrnel He had restored prosperity
d:ring the brilliant reign of Jero-
boam II. with the sume gracious de-
sign. Israel was only hardened in
pride by prosperity, so was soon given
over to ruin. I. comes forward at
this point to warn Judah of a like
danger. Moreover, in the reigns of
Anaz and HEZEKIAH [see both]
Israel and Judah came into conflict
with the Asiatic empires. The pro-
gheta were now necded to interpret
chovah's dealings, that the people
might recognise His righteous judg-
ments as well as His merciful long-
suffering. (2) Chaps. vii.—x. 4 relate
to Ahaz’ reign. (3) Chap. x. b—xii.
to the first 15 years of Hezekial's
reign probubly. Asalso(4)chaps. xiii.
—xxiil. as to foreign nations. (5)
Chaps. xxiv.—xxvii. on the last times
of the world, and of Judal, the re-
presentative and future head of the
churches. (6) Chaps. xxviii.—xxsiil
concern Ephraim’s overthrow, Ju-
dab’s impious folly, the danger of
the league with Egypt, their straits
and deliverance from Assyria ; chap.
xxviil. before tbe sixth year of Heze.
kiah, when Israel fell; the rest before
his 14th ycar of reizm. (7) Chaps.
xxxiv., xxxv., denounce God’s judg-
mentsacainst Iis peoplo’s enemies of
whom Edomis representative, and the
blessed state that shall follow.

The historical section (chap. xxxvi.—

xxxxix.) a8 to Sennacherib, Asayria,
and Babylon, forms the fitting ap-
pendir to the prophecies concerning
Assyria’ mainly, and the preface to
the latter portion of the book, con-
cerningthe deliverance from Babylon.
I.’s generation had before their eyes
the historical fact of the Assyrian in-
vasion, and the éxtraordinary deliver-
ance from it, as recorded by I. The
rophet farther announced to Heze-
Einh that all his treasures which he
had ostentatiousty shown to the Baby-
lonian ambassadors should be carried
off to that very land, and his descend-
ants be made eunuchs in the Bahy-
lovian king's palace, the world cn
which Judah rested instead of on God
being made ber scourger.  Fittingly
then followed the cheerinq prophecy,
“ Comfort ye My people,” etc. Ages
should elapse before the realiration
of this comforting assurance of de-
liverance. The history of the deliver-
ance from Assyria, accomplished ac-
cording to the previous prophecy,
was the pledge that the far off deliv-
erance from Babylon elso, because
foretold, would surely come to pass.
Thus the historical seetion, midway
between the earlier and later parts of
1.’s book, forms the connecting link
iritually and historically between
the two; it closes the one epoch, and
introduces the other, 8o combining
all I’s prophecies in one unity. The
fulfilment of bis past prophecies con-
stituted the prophet’s credentials to
the unborn generation on which the
Babylonian captivity should fall, that
they might securely trust his word
foretelling the future deliverance by
Cyrus. *‘It is incredible that the
latter chapters, if not I.’s but of a
later date, should bave been tacked
on to his existing prophecies with the
interval of the four historical chapters
thrown in as a connecting link to
complete the unity of hisalleged writ-
ings as a whole’” (Stanley Leathes).
The *‘comfort” applies mainly to
ages subsequent to hiz own; this ac-
cords with the principle stated 1 Pet.
1. 10-12, 2 Pet. i. 20,21. But it also
applied to his own and all ages before
Christ’s consummatcd kingdom. For
the law of propheticel suggesticn
carried him on to the greater deliver-
ance from the epiritual Babylon and
the God-opposed world power and
Satan, by Cyrus’ Antitype, Messiah,
the Saviour of the present elect
church gathered from Jews and Gen-
tiles, and the Restorer of Israel and
Head of the worldwide kingdom yet
to come. Even in the former purt
Babylon’s downfall through Elan:ite
and Persian assailants i8 twice fore-
told (xiii. and xxi.). The mellowness
of tone in the second part implies that
it wastheripe fruit ofg(ilso]d age,somo
timeafterthe beginningof Hezekiah’s
laat 15 years. He is no longer the
godly politician taking part iu public
life 10 vindication of the trutb, bat
is far away in the spirit amidst the
Babylonian exiles whom he cheers.
More contemplative and ideal in this
part, he soars aloft in glorions visions
«f the future, no longer tied down to
the cxisting political circumstances
of his people, as in the former part.
The threefold theme of this latter part
is gtuted at the outset (x1. 2). (1)



ISATAH

(313)

ISATIAH

J

Jerusalem’s warfare is accomplished;
(2) her iniquity is pardoned ; (3) she
hath received of the Lord’s band
double for ail her sins. The divisions
are marked hy the ending twice [the
““ salvation’’ foretold is not for the
unfaithful, but for the believing and
waiting true Israelites; for] “there is
no peace, saith my God,to the wicked’’
(1) xl.—xlviii. 23; (2) xlix.—lvii. ; (3)
lviii.—lxvi., which exchanges the pre-
vious refrain fortheawful one thatwith
mo7ing pathos describesthe apostates’
final doom,  their worm shall not die,
ueither shall their fire be quenched,
and they shall be an abhorring to all
flesh!” The first of the three con-
cerns the outward deliverance from
Babylon by Cyrus. The second,
Messiah’s advent efigured by
rus. The third, tfercoming glory
of God’'s kingdom on earth, along
with judgments on the ungodly. The
contemporary Micah (iv. 8-10) fore-
tells the same exile in Babylou and
the return from it, so that it is no
objection to the genuineness of
xl.—lxvi. that herein 1. passes from
Aggyrin to the restoration from Baby-
lon much more than a century later.
Moses’ general prophecy (Lev. xxvi.
83, Dent. xxviii. 64) had assumed more
definitenees in Ahijah's specification
of the dérection of the exile, * be-
yond the river,” in Jeroboam'’s time
(1 Kings xiv. 15), and Amos v. 27,
‘“ boyoud Damascus’; and now the
lace is defined, Babylon. Moreover,
.’s reproof of the prevailing neglect
of the temple worship, and his allusion
to the slaying of children n the val-
s (Isa. lvii. 5), and mention of
ephstbah (Hesekiah’s wife) in Ixii.
4, all acoord witk the times of I. The
former part ends with the Babylonian
exile (xxxix. 6); the latter part begins
with the deliveranee from it, to re.
move the deep gloom which the pro-
phecy of the captivity caused to all
who looked for redemptiou in Israel.
The portion xl.—lxvi. no heading
of its own, which is accounted for
best by €ts connection with the pre-
vious part, bringing it under the
same heading, i. 1.

The whole book falls into the sacred
seven divisions: (1) i.—xii.; (2) xiii.
~—xxvii., the burdens and their sequel;
(8) xxvili.—xxxv.; (4) XXXVi.—XXXiX.}
and the three divisions (a sacred ter-
mr{) of xl.—lxvi. The former part

.itself also, before the historic, may be
divided into seven ; see above. &‘he
return of the Lord’s ransomed with
everlasting joy in the last chapter of
the former part (xxxv. 10) is the
starting point of and the textexpanded
in the latter part ; comp. L. 11. Jo-
sephus (Ant. xi. 1, § 1, 2) says that
Cyrus was induced byI.’s gro hecies
(xliv. 38, xIv. 1, 18) toielpt eJows to
returnand rebuild their temple. Ezra
i. confirms this. Cyrus in his edict
refers to the grophecies of the latter

rtion, which assign him the king-
oms from Jehovah and the duty of
rebuilding His temple. Probably ha
adopte(d from ht;]eén bis historical n?lme

. Oyrus (Coresh). Subsequent prophets
imitate the latter pos:gon (Jgr. ? 34,
comp. Tea. xlvii. 4; Jer. li. 6, 456 with
Tsa. xlviii. 90). *“The Holy One of
Israel” is a characteristic phrase in
the latter as in the former parts, and

occurs but three times elsewhere in
O.T. Itinarks God’s holy faithfuluess
to His covenanted promises. Jere-
miah borrows it. Luke (iv. 17) quotes
Ixi. as L’s, thehrn.saage read by Jesus
Christ in the Nazareth synagogue.
The definiteness of the prophecies
makes it imposgible that they were
shrewd political guesses from pro-
babilities. Thus I. foretells Judah’s
deliverance from the Assyrian in-
vasion, not by Egyptian aid (the only
seeming possible deliverer), but by
the Lor(fosirectly. On the other
hand I. announces the captivity in
" Babylon when as yet it was but
a secondrate power and moreover
in alliance with Judah, and further
the return of the exiles. Eichhorn
admits that they are not vague
poetical fancies, bat “ veiled histori-
cal descriptions”’ Blunt (Undesigned
Coine.) notices the absence of such
allusions as one in the Babylonish
captivity would have made and the
presence of allusions to idolat
which had almost no place in Judal
after the captivity. is and sach
allusions as that to the stopping of
the water fountains outside the city,
the display of Hezekiah’s treasure, all
accord with 1.’s prophesying under
Hesgekiah. Chap. hii. minutely depicts
Messiah’s sufferings ages before the
event, a8 Jews, unwilling witnesses,
admit, whilst evading the accept-
ance of Jesus by varions makeshifts.
Itatestimony convinced the Ethiopian
eunuch (Acts viii.) and must convince
all who seek thetruth. Israel inthe
Babylonian exile, suffering as God's
representative amidst heatben con-
nerors, i8 viewed as ‘‘ the servant of
ehovah *’ ; but as the muss of Jews
were suffering for their sins the idea
of “servantof Jehovah " limiteditself
to the elect, the holy seed of Israel’s
future. Then in the fullest sense
Tsrael, the “elect servant of Jehovah,”
becomes concentrated in MESSIAR,
the innocent sufferer atoning for the
guilty, the seed of an everlasting and
oly genmeration (xlii. 1-7, xliv. 1,
xlix. 3-25, lii,, liii.). Messiah appears
a8 Prophet xlii. 4, as Priest hi., as
King xlix. 7, lii. 15. His sufferings
are the appointed path to His glory
(liii. 11, 12). They are borne as a
vicarious penally for us: *“the chas-
tisemeut of our peace was upon Him;
. . . the Lord hath laid on Him the
iniquity of us all”” (4-8). The mys-
tical union of Messiah the Head and
the members is implied in His bein,
called ‘ Israel,” just as the N. T.
church is called “ Christ’’ (1 Cor.
zii. 12, Rom. xvi. 7). He is the top-
most ‘‘ Branch’ of which Israel is
the body of the tree. He is also
“the Root of David’’ as well as the
“rod out of the stem of Jesse’ (xi.
1, Rev. xxii. 16), “ a tender plant, a
root out of a dry ground” (liii. 2).
Prophecy is not sootheaying at ran-
dom. It rests on law, and that
law the charncter of God. Having
deep insight into the eternal prin-
ciples on which God governs the
world, that sin entails judgment but
that God’s covenant mercy to His
people is unchangeable, the prophets
sgea.k asccordingly. Babylon was
then under Assyria. It had revolted
unsuccessfully, but the elements of

its subsequent greatnees were exist-
ing. The Holy Spirit enlightened
1.’s natural powers to foresee its rise
and his spintual faculties to foresee
its fall, the sure result, in God’s ways,
of the pride which pagan success
generates ; also Judah’s restoration
as the covenant people with whom
God according to E{is immutable
faithfulness would not be wroth for
ever. I.’s politics consisted in insist-
ing on conversion as the only remedy
for the nation’s disorders. Rebuke,
threatening, invitation, and promise
succeed in regnlar order. The fun.
damental idea ia in xxvi. 7-9; comp.
Lev. x. 3, Awos iii. 2.

His wife is called ‘‘the prophetess,’’
and must therefore have the pro-
phetic gifts. His children *‘ were
for signs ”’ [see INMANUEL).
ja.ahngm“ the remnant s
and M’a.her-shnlal-ha.sh-ha.l, “ gpeed-
ing to the spoil he hasteth to the
prei,” intimate the two chief points
of his prophecies, Jehovah’'s judg-
ments on the world yet His mercy
to the elect. I.'s garment of sack-
cloth was a silent preaching by ac-
tion, he emhodied the repentance he
taught. History as written by the
grop}:ets is retroverted prophecy.

piritual insight into the past, in-
spired by God, implies insight into
the future and vice versi. Hence
the (). T. histories (1 and 2 Sam. ard
1 and 8 Kings) were written by con-
temporary prophets, Samnel, Nathan,
Iddo, 1., etc., and are classed with
the pro hetical books. The CHRON-
1CLES [see] are not classed so, and
therefore can hardly be their compo-
sition, bat probably Exra’s, gathered
from the public records and historical
monograﬁhs of the prophets (as I.’s
life o 2ziah and of Hezekiah: 2
Chron. xxvi. 22, xxxii. 82). The
historical books from Joshua onwards
and the prophetic books from I.
form a bipartite whole of proPhet.ic
writings called ‘‘ the prophets” ; for
the history of the past in the former
pert is as prophetic as the history of
the future in the latter part.

His ministry was exercised at Jeru-
salem. ‘‘The valley of vision” (xxii.
1) may imply that it was in “the
lower city” lie resided and saw
visions, though * valley ’’ may refer
to Jerusalem generally, surrounded
by hills higher than Zion and Moriah.
’I{JO Talmud, from an old geneslogical
roll found in Jerusalem, and from
the Palestinian Targum on 2 Kings
xxi. 16, states that king Manasseh
“sawed I. asunder”’ with a wooden
saw, to which the allusion may be in
Heb. xi. 37. Chap. i. 1 shows that
none of the collection of prophecies
of which that is the heading were
written under Manasseh. They were
collected by I. himself in the close of’
Hezekiah’s reign. Then at the be-
ginning of Manasseh’s reign 1. fell a
victim to the persecuting idolatry
which superseded Jehovah’s worship.
The pretext was that I. had said he
had seen Jehovah (vi.), in opposition
to Exod. xxxiii. 20. This accords
with 2 Kings xxi. 16, “ Manassch
shed innocent blood very much.”
That 1. served Hezekiah appears im-
plied in 2 Chron. xxxii. 82.

Thechronological arrangement favours
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the view that 1. himself collected his
prophecies into one volume. Except-
1ng a few of similar contents grouped
together, the several portions are

laced acoording to their dates. The
ormer part ending with the histori-
cal section was more for the public
in general; the latter part is hus pro.
phetic legacy to the faithful few,
analogous to Moses’ last speech and
our Lord’s closing disoourses to His
chosen disciples.

The Messtanic in L. are 8o vivid
that Jerome (Ad Paulinum) calls his
book not a prophecy bat the  Goe-
pel,”” “he 1s not 8o mych a prophet as
an evangelist.” The * Shiloh’’ (tran-
quilliser) of Gen. xlix. 10 appears

in 1. a3 * the Prince bf 00’ (Isa.
ix.6). He is represented as ““ King’’
in Ps. ii., xlv., 1zxii., 0x. 1. develops

most His priestly and prophetical
offices; Ps. cx. His royal priesthood,
1. His suffering priest| ; this last,
especially in the latter portion, ad-
dressed to the faithful elect, whereas
in the former part, addressed to the
whols people, ne dwells on Messiah’s
glory, the antidote to the fears of
the people and the pledge to assure
them that the kingdom of God, re-
presented by Judah, would not be
overwhelmed by S{ris, Israel, and
Assyria; s0 that they should trust
wholl!v’ in Him and not in Egypt.

His style is simple und sublime, inter-
mediate between the lowly tender-
neas of Jeremiah and the bold ex-
uberance of Ezekiel. The variation
of style in the latter gortion proves,
not 1ts spuriousness, but I.’s power
to vary his style with his subject.
In it he is tender, and abounds in
regetitiom such as suit comforting
exhortations. The many epithets
attached to God’'s name are desigued
as 50 many stays whereon faith may
rest and repel ir. Peculiarities
characteristio of 1. occar in the latter
portion a8 in the former, e.g. “to be
called,” i.6. to be; instead of syno-
nyws the same words repeated in the

lel members of verses; hymns
mt.errspersed; “the remnant of olive
trees,” eto., for the remnant of peoafle
who escape judgments. Comp. also
Ixv. 25 with xi. 6, li. 11 with xxxv.
10. The form is Heb. poetical paral-
leltgm, varied however acoord to
the subject. Judah and Jerusalem,
not the move apostate and doomed
Israel, are the people addressed. No
prophet is quoted so frequently by
our Lord and His apostles.

His sacred songs arp o prominent fea-
ture. Thus chap. xii., closinF the sec-
tion vii.—xii., aptly called ‘‘the book
of Immanuel,” is the future song of
redeemed Isruel, answering to that at
the Red Sea (Exod. xv.; comp. Rev.
xv. 3, 8). Again xxv.—xxvii. is the
lyric prophecy of the downfall of the
worldp city, the coming blessed per-
sonal epiphany of the Lord to His
people, and the destruction of the foe
(xxv.), Judah’s and Israel’'s rcsur-
rection politically and spiritually
(xxvi.), the church vineyard ever
kept by Jehovah (xxvii.); it forms
tha finale to xiii.—xxiii. concerning
the heathen foes of Israel. The fre-
quent alliteration of like sounds in
xxv.—xxvii. effectively realiges to the
ear, a8 well a8 the eyeand the under-
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standing, the deeply moving finale.
His elegiac powerappearsinxv., xvi,,
concerning Moab.

b

Daughter of Haran, Abram’s
brother ; sister of Milcah and Lot.
Same as SARAI [see,and ABRAHAM),
according to Jewish tradition (Jo-

se%hu, nt. i. 8, § 5).
Ishbah. (1 Chron. iv. 17.) Thought
to be one of Mered'ssons by BiTEIAR

s8¢0 ).

Is ba.k-=le1wi1§ behind. Bon of
Abraham and Keturah (Gen. xxv. 2,
1 Chron. i. 32). From him sprang
the N. Arabians. There is a valley
“ Sabak’’ akin to the name. The
Keturahites extended from the bor-
ders of Palestine to the Persian 2
1., as his name implies, left behing
his brethren, having gone forth first.
His dwelling was probably far away
towards the Persian gulf, and also
reaching into the peninsula.

Ishbi-benob. Bon of Rapha. A
Philistine giant, who attacked David
and was slain by Abisbhai (2 Sam.
xxi, 16, 17).

Ishbosheth=man of shame; substi-
tuted for his original name Esh.baal
(1 Chron. viii. 83, ix. 39) in contempt
of Baal, from some connection of the
family with whom he had been named;
so Jerub-baal, Jerub-besheth (Jud.
viii. 35, Hos. ix. 10). [See ABNER
and Davip.] Youngest of Saul's four
sons, and his successor according to
eastern usage, though Mephibosheth
éwhose name was similarly changed

rom Meribbaal), son of his eldest
brother Jonathan, was alive. At

Mahanaim, the ancient sanctuary E.

of Jordan, beyond the reach of the

Philistine conguerors, he was raised

to the throve by Abuer his valiant

kinsman(2 Sam. 1. 8). Thiswasaftera
five years’ interregnam during which
the Philistines and David had the
country divided between them; for

David had reigned according to 2 Sam.

ii. 10,11 “seven yearsand sixmonths’’

over Judah in the old c&?ilal Hebron‘

whilst I. reigued only “two years.’

Even northern and eastern Israel,

but for Abner, was inclined to have

ted David (ii. 7, iii. 17). I. was

36 at the battle of Gilboa, and 40

wken, by Abner’s inflaence, after a

five years’ eflort he ascended the

throne ‘““over all Israel” except Ju-
dabh. His charge against Abner of
connection with his father Saul's
concubine Rispah was, in eastern
usage, tantamount to a charge of
treasonously aspiring to the throne

(ili. 7; comp. 1 Kings ii. 13-22).

Abner in a passion vowed to transfer

the kingdom to David. 1. durst not

answer ; and when David, sendjng
the message to I. direct, require
him to restore his former wife Michal,

1., constrained by Abner, forced his

sister to leave her weeping husband

Phaltiel and accompany Abner to

David (13-16), for her restoration

was demanded by David as the first

preliminary in treating with Abner.

Abner’s death deprived 1. of the last

prop of his throne; *‘‘his hands

were feeble, and all the Israelites
were troubled ”” (iv. 1). Two sons

of Rimmon of Beeroth, formerly a
Canaanite city leagued with Gibeon
(Josh. ix. 17), Baana and Rechab,
of marauding

captains “bands"”

which used to make raids on Judah
(iii. 28, iv. 2), took this opportuni
of revenging Saul's -langhterof their
kinsmen theGibeonites(2 S8am.xxi.)on
1. Preteuding to fetch wheat from the
inner c%urt for their men, l:n thgdﬁn
noon whben I. was taking his oi
sleep on his bed, they smote and too{
away his head, maling their escape
all that night through the valley of
the Jordan. Presenting it to David,
a8 though it would be s welcome
if! because Saul the father had
n David’s “enemy who sought
his life,” and snppressing mention
of their own murgeroua treachery,
they with bypocritical profanation of
Gox’s name said: “Behold . . . the
Lord bath ave my lord the king
this day of and his seed.” But
David reproached them with their
wicked murder of ““a righteous per-
son in his own house upon his bed,”
and commanded his young men to ala;
them, and to hang up over the poo
in Hebron their severed hands and
foet. The bead of 1. was duly buried
in the sepulchre of Abner in Hebron.

Ishi. 1. 1 Chron. ii. 31, ii. 8-18, 81.
8. 1 Cbron. iv. 20. 3.1 Chroa. iv.
42. 4. 1Chron. v. 24.

Ishiah. 1 Chron, vii. 8.

Ishijah. Esra x. 31.

Ishma. 1 Chron. iv. 3, 4.

Ishmael [sec Hacag, Isaac, ABra-
HAM]=God hears; the name of God
is El, the God of might, in relation
to the world at large; not Jehovah,
His name in relation to His covenant
gio;;le. 1. Born of Hagar when Abra-

m was 86 (Gen. xvi. 15, 16), dwell-
ing at Mamre. ‘‘ Jehovah,”’ in cove-
pant with Abrabam her husband,
‘“heard her affliction’’ in the wilder-
ness whither she had fled from Sarah.
The angel of Jehovah described I.
in :&ﬁmphecy which history is con-
tin verifying, ‘‘he will be a wild
man,” Heb.a wi d ass man, s.¢. fierce
and wild as the ass of the desert, the
type of restless unbridled lawless-
ness. Job x. 12, xxiv. 6: “ behold,
a8 wild asses in the desert, go they
forth to their work, rising Ezum es
for a prey [for travelling in the East
is at an early hour, to be before the
heat] : the wilderness yieldeth food
forthemand for their children’’; 1.6.,
these Bedouin robbers, with the un.

bridled wildness of
theass of tho desert,
go thither. Robbery

s * their work”’; the

wilderness which

yields no food to
other men * yieldeth
food for them ™ by
the plunder of cara-
vans. ‘‘ His hand will
beagainst every man,
and every man’shand
against him’’; an
exact picture of Bedouin life.”” Many
congynerors have marched into the

Arabian wilderness, but they have

never been able to catch this wild ass

snd to tame him’ (Baumgarten).

“And he shall dwell in the presence

BEDOUIN ARAR

of (in front of) his brethren,” in close -

roximity to their kindred races,
ﬂovering round, but never mingling
with them, never disappearing by
withdrawal to some remote reyion,
but remsining in that high table
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land 8.E. of Judma to which Judma
may be seid to look. Or else “to the
tho B inteking the potace of theaons
e E. intaki e points e com-
, the front meant the E.) of his
rethren.” In Job i. 8 the Arabs are
called *‘ the.sons of the ”
wad circumecised at 13 (Gen. xvii. 35),
at whioch age Arabs and Mahometans
therefore still circumcise. Abraham’s
love for him appears in his exclaim-
ing, upon Go&”a giving the promise
of leeg by Sarah, then 90, Abraham
himself being 100,  Oh that ]. might
live before ¥’ whether the words
mean that he desires that I. (instead
of the seed ’Promised to Sarah) might
be heir of the promises, or, as 1s more
oonsonant with Abraham’s faith, that
L. might be accepted before God so
a8 to share in blessings. Then God
promised : * I have blessed him, . . .
twelve princes shall he beget, and
I will make him a great nation®’
(comE: xxv.12-17). {8eeIsaacon I.’s
I

-

exp o for *“ mocking,” and HaGar
on I. being called a “child,”’ or
“lad "' (ver. 14, 15, 17), being at the
time 15 or 16 ; the bread and bottle,
but not the child, were * put on her
shoulder.”] After God’s saving them
they ‘““dwelt in the wilderness of
Paran,” the El Tih, the desert of
Israel s wanderings ; stretching from
the wady Arabah on the E. to the
gul.f of Bues on the W., and from
inai on the 8. to Palestine on the
N. Acoording to eastern usage she,
a8 ut, chose & wife for her son,
an Egyptian, poesibly the mother of
his 13 sons; rabbinical and Arab
tradition give him a second wife;
the daughier being termed * sister
of Nebaloth’’ implies probably that
the other brothers had a dig‘erent
mother. Esau married his daughter
Mahalath before I.’s death, for it
is8 written “Esau went unto I.”
(xxviii. 9.) At 187 I. “ died in the
presence of all his brethren” (xxv.
17, 18); s.e., fulfilling the prediction
of the angel of Jehovah to Hagar
(see above), I. died, his nomad 5‘;-
scendants stretching from Havilah
S.E. and Shur 8.W. towards the
N.E., t.e. Asayris, in fact traversing
the whole Arabian desert from the
Euphrates to the Red Sea. 1. him-
self cannot have settled far from
Abraham’s neighbourhood, for he
joined with Ieaac in the buria! of his
father (xxv. 9), and burial in the
East follows a few hours after death.
I. first went into the wilderness of
Beersheba, then into that of Paran.
““T'he East country’’ unto which Abra-
ham sent away his sons by concubines,
not to be in the way of lsaac, must
therefore have been m those regions
(Gen. xxv. 6, 18). The people of
Arabia are called ““ children of the
East,” Bene Kedem (Jud. vi. 8, Job
i. 3), in modern times Saracens, i.e.
‘* Easterns” {see East]. 1.’ 12 sons
enumerated n. xxv. 13-15 were
fathers of tribes, as “their townsand
their castles,” or rather ‘‘ hamlets,”
called after them, imply (Num. xxxi.
10): These ‘“hamlets’ were collec-
tions of rude dwellings of stones piled
ou one another and covered with tent
cloths, often ranged in a circle [see
HazerotH].
The Bible does not, as scepticism as-

sorts, state that all the Arabe sprang
from I. Nay, Joktanites and even
Cushifes in the 8. and 8.E. form a
large element in Arab blood. Inall
the northern tribes which are of Ish.
maelite descent, the characteristics
foretold appear, they are “wild . . .
their band against every man, and
every man’s hand i them ™ ;
but in S. Arabia, where Joktanite
and other blood exists, these charac-
teristics are less scen. The Ishmael-
ite element is the chief one of the
Arab nation, as the native traditions
before Mahomet and the language
ooncur with the Bible in proving.
The pagan law of blood revenge ne-
ceasitatos every Arab’s knowing the
names of hisancestors for four genera-

seventh !m:nth I. and “htul n;ll:.,
princes of the king,' at an hospital

enteruinmenth:xsven them by QGe-
dalish slew him with such secrecy
that no alarm was given (ocomp. Ps.
xli. 9), and then slew the Jews and
Chaldseans, the men of war immedi-
ately about his person (not the rest,
Jer. x). 16),with him. Jeremish, who
usually was residing there, was pro-
videntially elsewhere. . No man knew
it outside Mispah for a time. 80 on
the second day fourscore devotees
with shaven beards, rent clothes,
having ont themselves with heathen
mutilations (see Lev. xix. 37, 28;
Deut. xiv. 1), were seen bl I. from
the higher ground on which he was,
advancing from the N. with offerings

tions, so that the race is well defined
The term “ Ishmaelites ” was applied
in course of time to the Midianites,
sprung from Abrabam and Keturah,
and not from I., because the lshmael-
ites being the more powerful tribe
gave their namo as a general ome to
neighbouring associated tribes (Gen.
xxxvii. 25, 25, 36; Ps. lexxiii. 6),the
nomad tribes of Arabia (Jud. wiii.
24). Before Mahomet, religion in the
middle and 8. of Arabia was fetish
and cosmic worship, but in the N.
relics of the primitive faith of I. sur-
vived, and numbers became Karaite
Jews or held the corrupt form of
Christianity which was all they knew
of it. The dissatisfaction felt with
both of these .oreeds pioneered the
way for Mahomet's success. The
Arab oonquerors have won a hundred
thrones and established their Ma-
hometanism from the Senegal to the
Indus, from the Euphrates to the
Indian Ocean.

9. 1 Chron. viii. 88, ix. 44. 8. 3 Chron.
xix. 11. 4. 2 Chron. xxiii. 1. 8. 2
Chron. x. 23.

8. Son of Nethaniah, son of Elishama
of the seed royal of Judah (Jer. xl. 7—
xli, 156; 2 Kings xxv. 28-25). Possi-
blydescended from Elishama,David’s
son (2 Sam. v. 16). Dauring the siege
of Jerusalem I. had fled to Baalis,
king of Ammon, E. of Jordan. Pro-
bably I. was of Ammonite blood onthe
mother’s side, a8 some Jewish kings
had Ammonite women in their ha-
rem (1 Kings xi. 1). Baalis (called
from the idol Baal) his host urged
him to slay Gedaliah who under the
Babylobian king governed Judsea and
the population which had not been
carried away. I.’s royal descent fired
bis envy and ambition ; hence he lent
a ready ear to the f:lot pro?osed b
the ancient foe of Judah. I.as weﬁ
as the brothers Johanan and Jona-
than, sons of Kareah, had commanded
separate bands which watched the
issue of the siege from the 8.E. side
of Jordan ; “ the foroes in the fields,”
i.e. the pasture grounds of Moab
(Jer. xl. 7, 13), the modern Belka.
These captains orossed the Jordan to
g;y their respects to Gedaliah at

izpah, N. of Jerusalem, upon his
appointmeunt. In spite of Jobanan’s
open warning of I.’s intention, and
even private offer to slay I. in order
to avert the death of Gedaliah and
its evil consequences to the Jewish
remnant, th:&lstter in generous un-
suspiciousness refused to believe the
statement. Thirty days after, in the

and i in their hand, to brmg
them to ‘‘ the house of the Lord,

i.6. to the place where the temple
had stood, and which wasstill sncred.
They came from Shechem, Shiloh,

and Samaria, where such heathen
usages prevailed, expressive of sor-
row; they hereby indicated their

t!
grief at the destruction of the temple
and city. I. met them, pretending
to weep like themselves, and said,
‘“*Come to Gedaliah,” as if he were
one of his retinue. When they came
into the midst of the city, or of the
courtyard (Josephus), he closed the
entrances and butchered all, except
ten who promised, if spared, to show
him treasures of wheat, barley, oil,
and honey. His greedinessand needs
overcame his cruelty, or he would
not have spared even the ten. The
70 corpses he threw into the pit or
cistern made by Asa to have a water
sapply when ha was about to
besiege the city (1 Kings xv. 22); as
Jehu did to Ahasziah’s 42 relatives,
and as Nana Sabib did in our own
times at annm. Next he carried
off king Zedekiah's daughters, with
their eunuchs and Chaldman guard ;
and, doubtless bem'il largely rein-
forced, carried swag the remaining
people at Mizpah by way of Gibeon
on the N, (Joseghus says by Hebron
round the S. end of the Dead Bea)
towards Ammon, where probably he
meant to sell them as slaves (Jer.
xli. 10, 16). Johanan pursued and
overtook him at the great waters in
Gibeon (3 Sam. ii. 13). His captives
gladly “ cast about,” s.6. came round
and joined Jobanan, whoslew two of
theten princes (Jer.xli.1,2,16), leaving
I. with but eight to escape to Ammon.
The resnlt was a panic among the Jew-
ish remnpant in Judsma, as Johanan
had foreseen when he warned Geda-
liah. But vow, in spiteof Jeremiah’s
remounstrance from the Lord, he,
instead of checking, promoteti the
panic, and led all the recovered cap-
tives, Jeremiah included, into quzpt
(xli. 16, 17; zlii.; xlidi. 5-7). The
calamity, Gedaliah’s murder and the
consequent dispersion of the Jews,
was and is commemorated by the
fast of the seventh month (Zech.
vit. 5, wii. 19), the third of Tisri.
Ammon’s share in this tmiedy was
avenged inaccordance withthe Lord’s
word (Jer. xlix. 1-6, Egek. xxv. 1-7).
The lessons from the history are, so
long as pride, ambition, and revenge
are harboured, men will ever scheme
afresh to their own hurt. Scarcely
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had Jernsalem paid theawful penalty
of her sin than her princes began
new plots of violence and bloodshed.
Zedeliinh’s perfidious rebellion had
hardly been crushed when I. devised
a fresh conspiracy. Nothing short of
God's e can correct the desperate
deprarity of man. The mystery that
men of guileless simplicity fall vie-
tims to murderous treachery is one
of many proofg that thereisan enemy
disordering thoe present world course.
Faith looks above the clond, and sees
God orderinf all things for the good
of His people and for the punish-
ment of the transgressorsat the last.
The coming judgment will vindicate
Qod’'s ways, l%lorify the saints with
Christ their King, deliver the earth
from the ungodly and Satan their
Erinoe, who shall be cast ount for ever.

ven now one bad man is made the
scourge of another. The nemesis of
crime is sure to overtake the guilty
at last. However cunningly and la-
boriously he weaves iniquity, the
web which was on the point of suec-
cess i8 in & moment scattered to the
winds by the breath of God, and the
victima escape. The only fruit I.
derived from his crimes was being
foroed to flee as an ontlaw, bearing
about,Cain like,the murderer’sbrand,
snd a self torturing consclence, the
earnest of the worm that neverdieth.

Ishmaigh. 1 Chron. xxvii. 19.

Ishmerai. 1 Chron. viii. 18.

Ishod. B8onof HAMMOLEKETH [noeg,
i.e. the queen, sister of Gilead (1
Chron. vil. 18).

Ishpan. 1 Chron. viii. 22.

Ishtob. A petty kingdom, part of

- Aram (8 Sam. x. 6, 8). Omitted in
1 Chron. xix. The sense probably is
‘“the men of Tob *’ (Jud. xi. 3).

Ishuah. Gen. xlvi. 17, 1 Chron. vii. 30.

Ishuai. Num. xxvi. 4.

Ishui. Saul's second son by Ahinoam
(1 Sam. xiv. 49, 50). The same as
Abinadab, since his name does not
appear in 1 Chron. viii. 38, ix. 89, nor
in the battle of Gilboa (1 Sam. xxxi.
2), where Abinadab takes his ?lwe

Isles. Heb. iyim, from avah “to in.
habit.” Shore land as opposed to
ses, dry land a8 opposed to rivers.
Isa. xlii. 15, ‘T will make the rivers
islands.” God will dry up the
fountaine of the heathen idolatry
and oracles, i.e. their schools, doc-
trines, and institutions, the symbonl
of which is water (Vitringa). Sothe
word is applied to all lands reached
from Palestine by sea. Jer. xxv. 22,
*“the isles which are beyond the sea.”
Gen. x. 5, ““ the isles of the Gentiles”
(Ps. 1xxii. 10, Isa. xli. 5, Zeph. ii. 11).
Also Chittim,i.e.Cyprusand Mediter-
ranean coasts (Jer. 1. 10; Num. xxiv.
24; Jer. xlvii. 4 marg., “the isle of
Caphtor,” i.e. Crete).

Ismachiah. 2 Chron. xxxi. 13.

Ismaiah. A Gibeonite chief of the
men who left Saul, the head of their
tribe, to join David at Ziklag (1
Chron. xil. 1-4); “a mighty man
among the 30 and over the 30.”

Ispah. 1 Chroo. viii. 16.

Israel="* soldier of,” or ‘‘contender
with, God.” 1. The pame given hy
the angel of Jehovah to Jacob, after
by wrestling he had prevailed and
won the bleesing (Gen. xxxi1. 26-28),
“ for thon bast contended with God

and with men, and hast prevailed
(Hos. xii. 4). Sarah and Sur mean
also to be a prince. A. V. combines
both meanings: ‘‘as a prince hast
thou power with God and with men,”
etec. 2. The name of the nation, in-
cluding the whole 12 tribes. 3. The
northern kingdom, inclnding the ma-
Jjority of the whole nation, viz. ten
tribes; or else all except Judah,
Benjumin, Levi, Dan, and Simeén
(1 Sam. xi. 8; 2 Sam. xx. 1; 1 Kings
xii. 16). In 1} Kings xi. 18, 31, 82
Jeroboam was appointed by God to
have ten tribes, Solomon’s seed one;
but two were left for David’'s line
when Ahijjah gave ten out of the 12
ieces of his garment to Jeroboam.
he numbers therefore must be un-
derstood in a symbolical rather than
in a strictly arsthmetical sense. Ten
expresses completeness and totality
in contrast with one, “the tribe of
Judah only” (xii. 20); but “ Ben-
jamin’® is included also (21; 2
Chron. xi. 3, 23). Levi was not
counted in the political classification,
it mainly joined Judah. Ephraim
and asseh were counted as
two. Judab incladed also Simeon,
which was so far S. and surrounded
by Judah’s territory (Josh. xix. 1-9)
that it could not have well formed
part of the northern kingdom. More-
over several cities of Dan were in-
claded in * Judah,” viz. Ziklag,
which Achish gave David, Zorea,
and Ajalon (2 Chron. xi. 10, xxviii.
18). These counterbalanced the
loss to Judah of the northern
of Benjamin, including Bethel, Ra-
mah, and Jericho, which fell to * 1.”
(1 Kings xii. 29, xv. 17, 21, xvi. 34.)
Thus only nine tribes, and not all
these, wholly remained to the north.
ern kingdom. The sea coast was in
the hands of I.from Accho to Japbo,
S. of this the Philistines held the
coast. It is estimated Judah’s ex-
tent was somewhat less than North-
umberland, Durbam, and Westmore-
land; I.’s as large as Yorkshire,
Lancashire, and Cumberland; and
1.’s population in 957 B.C. 3,500,000
(2 Chron. xiii. 3).

The division was appointed bﬂ God as
the chastisement of the house of
David for the idolatries imported by
Solomon's wives. The spreading of

tho contafion to the whole mass of

the ple was thus mercifully
guarded against. Jeroboam’s con-
tinued tenure of the throne was
made dependent on his loyaity to
God. Rehoboam’sattempt to reduce
the revolting tribes was divinely for-
bidden. JEROBOAM [see] recognised
the general obligation of the law
whilst he violated its details. His in-
novation was in the place of worship

(Bethel and Dan instead of Jeru-

salem), and in the persons by whom

it was to be performed (priests taken
from the musses instead of from

Levi), also in the time of the feast of

tabernacles (the eighth instead of the

seventh month). In the symbols, the
calves, he followed Aaron’s pattern
at Sinai, which he himself had been
familiarized toin Egypt; at the same
time recognising the reality of God’s
deliverance of Israel out of Egypt in
saying like Aaron, ““ Behold thy gods,
O Israel, which brought thee up out

of Egyft" (1 Kings zii. 28; Exod.
xxvii, 4, 8). His own miraculous
punishment (1 Kiogs xiii.), the death
of his son, the overthrow of thethree
royal dynasties,Jeroboam’s, Baasha’s,
and Ahub’s, ay foretold by the pro-
phets (Isa. viii., ix., xxviii.; Hosea ; and
Amos), the permanent removal of 1.
by Assyria, all attested God’s abhor-
rence of idolatry. The wise design
of God in appointing tbe separation
between 1. and Judsh appears ,in
its effect on Judah. It became her

litical interest to adhere to the

osaic law. This was the und
of confidence to Abijah in battle with
Jeroboam (2 Chron. xiii. 9-11). The
Levites being cast out of office by
Jeroboam left their suburbs and
came to Judah. Rehoboam’s chas-
tisement for forsaking God's law,
Judab elso making high places, im-
ages, and groves (2 Kings xiv. 22, 23;
2 Chron. xii. 1, etc.), had a salutary
effect on Asa and Jehoshaphat in
succession. Excepting the period of
apostasy resulting in the first instance
from Jehosbaphat's unfortanate alli-
ance with Abab’s family, a majority
of Judah’s kings were observersof the
law, whereas there was not one king
faithfulto Jehovahin 1.’sline of kings.

Shechem, the original place of meeting
of the nation under Joshua (xxiv.
1), wae the first capital (1 Kings
xii. 25); then Tirzah, famed for its
loveliness (S. of Sol. vi. 4; 1 Kings
xiv. 17, xv. 38, xvi. 8, 17, 28). Omri
chose Samaria forits beauty, fertility,
and commanding position (24) : after
a three years’ siege it fell before the
Assyrian king. Jezreel was the
residence of some kings. , Shiloh in
Ephreim was the original seat of the
sanctuary (Jud. xxi. 19, Josh. xviii. 1)
before it was removed to Jerusalem.
The removal was a source of jealousy
to Ephraim, to obviste which the
Maschil (instruction) of Asaph (Ps.
Ixxviii.) was written (see ver. 60,
67-69).

Jealousy and pride, which were old
failings of Eplraim, the leading tribe
of the N. (Jud. viii. 1, xii.), were the
real moving causes of the revolt from
Judah, the heavy taxation was the
ostensible cause. Joshua and Caleb
represented Ephraim and Judah re-

tively in the wilderness, and
oshua took the lead in Canaan. It
galled Ephraim now to be made sub-
ordinate. Hence flowed the readi-
ness with which they hearkened to
Absalom and their jealousy of Judah
at David's restoration (3 Sam. xix.
41-43) and their revolting at the call
of Sheba (xx. 1), The idolatry of
Solomon alienated the godly; his
despotic grandeur at the cost of the
ople diminished his general popu-
{frity (1 Kings xi. 14-40), e mo-
ment that God withdrew the inflnence
that restrained the spirit of disunion,
the disruption took place. Jeroboam
adopted the calf ivfolatry for state
policy, but it eventuated in state
ruin. God made L.’s sin her punish-
ment. Degradation of momﬁty fol-
lowed apostasy in religion and-de-
basement of the priesthood. God’s
national code of laws, still in force,
and the established idolatry were in
perpetual conflict. The springs of
national life were thereby poisoned.
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Bight houses ocogpicd the throne,
revolution ushering in each succes-
sively. The kingdom’s duration was
354 years, from 975 to 721 B.c. IL.'s
doom acted in some degree as a salu-
tary warning to Judah, so that for
more than a century (1334 years)
subsequently its national existence
survived. i‘he prophets, extraordi-
narily raised up, were the only salt in
1. to counteract her desperate corrur-
tiou : Ah'?'uh, Elijah, Micaish, Eli.
sha, and Jonah, the earliest of the

rophets who were writers of Haly
gcnpture. In the time of this last
prophet God gave one last long sea-
son_of prosperity, the long reign
of Jeroboam 11., if haply His gocd-
nees wonld lead the nation to re-
pentance. This day of grace being
neglected, judgment only remained.
Revolts of Edom, Moab, and Ammon,
the assaults of Syria under Benhadad
and Hasael, and finally Assyria, ex-

ecuted God's wrath nst the apos-
tate people. Pul, Tiglath Pileser,
Shalmaneser, Sargon, and Esar-

haddou were the instruments (2
Kings xv., xvi., tvii.; Ezra iv. 2, 10;
Isa. x3.1). Abhijah first foretold to
Jeroboam at the beginning of the
kingdom, * Jehovah shall root up I.
and scatter them beyond the river”’
(1 Kings xiv. 15, Amos v. 27).

s

223
Kixas or s Kimesor
‘;j Vm IsmasL. § Jupam.
22 . . (JeroboamI. $75 Rehoboam.
L1 968 Abijah,
. 868 Asa.
2 . {Nadab . . 854
% . {Bmha . . 963
3. Elah . 830
7da. 111, Zimri . 929
12 . ., {Omri . . 920
n IV Ahad . . glu b hat.
4 14 Je
3 . . [Abaziah . . 888 oebap
12 . . \Jehoram . . 8%
892 Jehoram.
835 Ahasiah,
38 . . [Jehn . . .83
. 878 Jehoash.
17 . . }Jehoahaz . 858
16 . . jJehoash . . 84l
V. 839 Amasiah,
41 . . ]Jeroboam II. 826
810 Azariah or
Uzziah

6 mo. \Zachariah
1mo. ¥I. Shallam . . 773
10 vy {Hennhem .12
2 * { Pekahiah . 761
0 VIII. Pekah . . 759

9 IX. Hoshea . . 7%
iy, Bamaria
7 o, taten }731
7 da. 698 Manasseh.

(Judah, from the first
foundation of the
kingdom, lasted 487
years. The discrep-
ancy between the
sam of the dates 354
and thatof the reigns
241 odd (Clinton) is
dueprobably to dund
numgm being used by
the \onzt for ;.uct
onss, pscifying
ths wmontks. [nter-
reigns too must have
taken place, ¢.¢. eight
years between Pokah
und Hosmza (see])

This kingdom was sometimes also
designated ‘ Ephraim *’ from its lead-

610 Jehoiachim.
599 Jehoiakin.
599 Zedekiah.

or Jerusalem
587 taken.

ing tribe (Isa. xvii. 8, Hos. iv. 17), as
the southern kingdom ‘‘ Judah’ was
so designated from the prominent
tribe. Under Messish in the last days
Ephraim shall be joined to Judah;
“the envy of Ephraim shall degm'tz
and Juda uhalf not vex Ephraim’
(Isa. xi. 13, Ezek. xxxvii. 16-22).

4. After the return from Babylon the
nation was called ““1.,2 the people
“Jews,”” by which deslgnation they
arecalled in Esther. The ideal name
for the twelve tribee regarded as
oneswhole even after the division (1
Kings xviii. 80,31). Thespiritual I.,
the church of the redeemed (Bom. ix.
6, Gal.vi. 16). What beeame of the
scattered people is hard to discover.
Many joined Judah, as Anna of Asher
isfound in Luke ii. 36. The majority
were ‘ scattered abroad” :11 the
Jews, as James addresses “ the twelve
tribes.”” The Jews in Bokhars told
Jos. Wolff ‘““when the God of I.
stirred up the spinit of Pul, king of
Assyria,and Tiglath Pileser,they were
carriedaway . . . even the Reubenites,
Gadites, and half Manasseh, to Halah
(now Balkh) and Habor (now S8am-
arcand) and Ham (now Bokham),
and to the river Gozan (the Ammos,
Jehron, or Oxus). They were ex-
pelled by the Tahagatay, the people
of Genghis Khan ; then they settfed
in S8abr Awar and Nishapoor (except
some who went to China), in Khoras-
san. Centuries aftorwards most re-
turned to Bokbara, Samarcand, and
Balkh. Timoor Koorckan (Tamer-
lane) gave themn many privileges.
The Jews of Bokhara said that many
of Naphtali wander on the Aral
mountains, and that the Kafir Secah-

sh on the Hindoo Koosh or Indian
awucasus are their brethren.”

The Afflghans style themselves the Bani
Israel, “ the sons of Israel,’” and by
universal tradition among themselves
claim descent from Saul, or i
Twalut, throngh Afghana, son of
Jeremiah, Saul's second son. When
Bakht-u-nasr (Nebuchadnezzar) took
Israel into captivity, the tribe of
Afghana, on account of their cling.
ing to the Jewish religion, were
driven into the mountains about
Herat, whence they spread into the
Cabool valley along the right bank of
the Indus to the horders of Scinde
and Beloochistan. Subsequently they
fell into idolatry, and then Mahomet-
anism. But they have a tradition
that the Kyber hills were inhabited
till recently by Jews. Similarly the
Santhals on the W. frontier of lower
Bengal derive themselves from the
Horites who were driven out of monnt
Seir by the Edomites. Their tra-
ditions point to the Punjaub, the land
of the five rivers, as the home of their

race. They say their fathers wor-
shipped God alone before entering
the Himalayan region; but when in

dan%er of perishing on those snowy
heights they followed the direction
whence the sun rose daily, and were
ided safe; 8o they hold a feast every
ve ﬁlears to the sun god, and also
worship devils. They alone of the
Hindoo races have negro features,
and the lightheartedness and also the
improvidence of the race of Ham.
God will yet restore I.; He alone can
discriminate them among the Geo.

.

ISRAEL
tiles. * Ye shall be gathered one by
one, O yechildrenof I. . . . In that

day the great trumpet shall be blown,
and they shall come which were
ready to perish . .. and the outcests
.. .and shall worship the Lord in
the holy mount at Jerusalem *’ (Isa.
xxvii. 13). Jer. iii. 14-18: “I will
take lyou oneg of a city and two of @
Jamily, and I will bring you to Zion.”
The rabbins ordain that when one
builds & new house he should leave
part unfinished ‘‘ in memory of the
desolation” (secher lachorcham);
and when a marriage takes place the
bridegroom ends the ceremony by
trampling the glase to pieces out of

which he has drunk. Yet still they
look for the restoration j io
Deut. xxx. 1-6, Isa. x. 10-16.

’

David Levi infers from Imiah (1)
?(;d's eominlg ven, e;nee on I.'i(f’oea;
2) especially on Edom, ¢.e. Rome;
(3) 1’s restoration; (4) that of the
ten tribes; (5) like the deliverance
from Egypt #bnt exceeding it in the
gmtneu of God’s interposition :
er. xxiii. 5-8); (6) not to be pre-
vented by the Jewish sinners who
shall be cut off; (7) not till after &
long time; (8) the shekinah and
spint of prophecy will return (Esek.

x1. 28, xliii. 2); (9) the g i
from the nation will be restored to
it; (10) a king of David's line and
name will reign (Ezek. xxxiv. 28, 24);
(11) they will never go into cap-
tivity again [see for the permauvence
and full bliss of their restoration
Isa. xxxv. 12, liv. 7-117; (12) the
nations will generally ackmowledge
one God and desire to know His law
(Isa. ii. 8, Ix. 3, lxvi. 28; Zeoh, viii.
21-23, xiv. 16-19); (13) peace will pre-
vail (Isa. ii. 4, Zech. 1x. 10); (14) a
resurrection of those prominent for
iety or wickedness (Dan. xii. 2).
gee Isa. xi., Ix. 8-10, xlii. 18-18, Ixi.
1-8, where ‘‘ the desolations of many
generations” cannot be merely the
70 years’ captivity. After abiding
many days without king, priest, sa-
crifice, altar, ephod, and teraphim, 1.
shall seek the Lord their God and
David their king (Hos. iii. 4, 5). The
blessing to all nations through I. will
fulfil the original promises to Adam
Gen. iii. 156) and Abrabam (xxii.18;
m. xi. 25, 26, etc.). Providential
preparations for their restoration are
already patent: the waning of Turk-
ish power; the Holy Land unocen-
pied in a great mesasure and open to
their return; their merocantile cha-
racter, to theexclusion of agriculture,
causing their not taking root in any
other land, and oconnecting them
with such mercantile peoples as the
English and Americans, whomg help
in tieir recovering their own land(Isa.
1x. 9, Ixvi. 19, 20) ; their avoidanoe of
inte iage with Christians. The
Israolites when converted will be the
best gospel preachers to the world
Zech. viii. 13, 28 ; Mic. v. 7), for
ey are dispersed everywhere, fami-
liar with the language and manners
of all lands, and holding constant
correspondence with one another
(comp. the type, Acts ii. 11); and
as during their alienation they have
been unimpeachable, because hostile,
witneeses of the Divine origin of the
Messianio prophecies to whioh .
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ianity ap) , 80 when converted

from hosm:hey would be resistless
Er:;ohers of those truths which they

rejocted (Rom. xi. 15). Ourage
is that of the 43 months during which
the court without the temple 1s given
unto the Gentiles, and they tread
under foot the holy city (Rer. xi. 2,
2, and QGod scatters the power of
e holy people (Dan. xi. 7, Luke
xxi. 84). At its close I.’s times
begin. The 1260 years may date
from a.D. 754, when Pepin granted
tem; dominion to the popes; this
would bring its close to 3014. The
event alone will clear all (Dan. vii.
33, viii. 14, xii. 11, 12; Rev. xii. 6,14;
Lav. xxvi. 14, etc.). (Graves, Penta-
teuch, closing lecture.)

Issachar. eb. text Isascar, “he
is hire’’; but the Masorets as A.V.
Issachar, ‘“ the hired one.” 1. Lenh's
eldest son, Reuben, by presenting to
Rachel MANDRAKES [see] (supposed
to produce fertility), hired Jacob for
Leah, the fruit of which intercourse
was a fifth son by ber, the first born
after the interval from Gen. xxix. 35
to xxx. 17 ; the ninth son of Jacob.
Two reasons for his name are as-
signed : first, because she hired Jacob
by the self denying gift of the man-
drakes; secondly, as she says “ God
hath given me m‘gc"ire, because I
have given my maiden (Zilpah, ver.9)
to my husband.”” Both, in her view,
were successive parts of one self
denial (her aim beini the multiplica-
tion of offspring) and the ground for
naming him I. His sons Tola, Phuvah,
Joh (or Jashub, Num. xxvi. 24}, aud
Shimron, were heads of the four chief
families of the tribe (Gen. xlvi. 13).

Jacob prophetically describes the tribe,
““I1. 18 & strong ass croucbing down
between }w&gurgem (thg ca%la pens
or sheepfolds, Bpeaker's Comm.;
‘the hurdles,” Keil; found only in
Jud. v. 16) ; and he saw that rest
was good, and the land that it was

ecasant ; and bowed his shoulder to
, snd became s servant (slave)
anto tribute’’ {Gen. xlix. 14, 15), vis.
unto the tribute imposed by the
various invaders attracted to his land
by the abandant crops. The strong
boned he-ass nsed for field work (not
the lighter and swifter she-ass for
riding), crouching down between pan-
niers or amidst sheepfolds, symbol-
ises 8 race content with agricultural
iabours instead of aspiring to political
rule; a robust race, with a pleasant
inheritance inviting to ease, as not
requiring such toll as less fertile
lands; ease at the cost of liberty.
Pleasant serfdom, however suitable
to Canaanites, was unworthy of
Israelites, called of God to rule not
serve (Deut. xx. 11, 1 Kings ix. 21,
Isa. x.87). The name I. is akin to
the Heb. “daily labourer.” But in
the oonflict with Jabin and Sisera
“the princes of 1. were with De-
borah, eveu I. and also Barak’ ; in-
deed the battle was perhaps ou I.’s
territory, “ by Taanach at the waters
of Megiddo” (Jud. v. 15, 19). Con-
der however suggests that the whole
soene of the battle was near Tabor,
within & radius of five or six miles.
The kinge assembled at Taanach, b
the waters of Megiddo ; but their faﬁ
was at Endor, sccording to Ps. Ixxxiii.

10. Barak would not belikelytodesert
the fastnesses of Tabor and march
15 miles over the boggy plain to
attack the Cansanites strongly placed
on the sides of the low mﬂ. at Taa.
nach. Scripture says, “I will draw
unto thee Sisera . . . unto the river
Kishon.” From Endor the kings ven-

tured into the open plain 8.W. of
Tabor. _Megiddo thus answers to
Mujeddd? a monnd with ruins in the

Jordan valley. From it flowed ‘¢ the
waters of Megiddo’’ in the valley of
Jegreel. The defeat of Sisera drove
his host into “that river of battles &:o
Gesenins transl. for "ancient’), the
river Kigshon.”” Haroshethof the Gen-
tiles answers to El Harathiyeh. The
“wooded country’ answers to the
oak woods on the hills W. of Kishon,
to which those Canaanites who went
through the swampe fled. The Kedesh
in Jud. iv. 9 is not that of Naphtali
30 miles off, but that on the sea of
Galilee 16 miles from Tabor, & place
suited for a gathering of the tribes,
and within Naphtali’s boundaries.
Between this Kedesh and Tabor
there is a broad plain in which is &
place called Bessum = Bitzapaim,
the plain to which Sisera fled (Pal.
Expl. Qy. Stat., Oct. 1877, p. 191).
On the march in the desert I. was on
the E. with Judah and Zebulun his
brothers, the foremost in the march
(Num. ii. 5, x. 14, 15) ; Nethaneel
was their commander. Igal repre-
sented 1. among the spies (xiii. 7).
Paltiel, I.’s representative, was di-
vinely appointed to take part in
dividing Canaan (xxxiv. 26). I. was
appointed to stand on Gerizim to
bless (Deut. xxvii. 12). The tribe’s
number at Sinai was 54,400 (Num. 1.
29); at the close of the wilderness
march it reached 64,800, inferior to
Judah and Dan alone. In Canaan
{.'s proximity to Zebulun continned.
¢ Of Zebulun Moses said, Rejoice, Zebu.
lua in thy going out (enterprise),and
Issachar in thy tents’ (comfortable
enjoyment): t.e., not merely Zebulun
was to be noted for * going out”’ in
maritime trafic and for no
life *‘ iu tents,”” and grazing, and agri-
culture; bat, according to poetical
rallelism, the whole is meant of
oth tribes, Rejoice Zebulun and I.
in your labour and your rest, in yonr
undertakings at home and abroad,
both alike successful. The thought
is individualised by its distribution
into parallel members. * They shall
call the ple nnto the mountain
(they will not muke their riches into
selfish mammon, but will invite the
nations to ‘the mountain of the
Lord’s inheritance’ : Exod xv. 17; a
moral not physical elevation, the
Holy Land and its sanctuary), there
they shall offer encrifices of lgfhtoous-
ness (not merely ontwardly legal
sacrifices, but also in a right spirit of
faith and loving obedience : Ps. iv. 6,
1. 21 ; inviting all men to the sacri-
ficial feast, and to join them in the
happy worship of Jehovah : Ps. xxii.
28-81; Isa. lx. 5, 6, 16, lxvi. 11, 12),
for they shall sack of the abundance
of the seas, and of treasures hid in
the sand ”’ (not merely the fish, purple
dye, sponges, and glsss; but the
richest treasures of sea und land shall
flow into Israel, of which Zebulun

and I. were to be flourishing tribes.
Here in Galilee Jesus imparted the
spiritual riches, to which the Galilean
upoet.les in dae time *‘called’ all
‘‘peoples’’): Dent. xxxiii. 18,19; Matt.
iv. 13-16. Its inheritance extended
in length from Carmel to the Jordan ;
in hreadth to mount Tabor on the N.
(Josephus, Ant. v. 1, § 22); it cou-
sistedp of the very rich plain of Jesreel

or Esdraelon. Jezrvel (whose name
=*the seed plot of God” implies
fertility) in the centre, with

mouat Gilboa on one hand and Little
Hermon (Ed Duhy) on the other
(Josh. xix. 17-23). Itisthe thorough-
fare from E. to W. and from N.t»
8. Here Ahab had his palace, select-
ing the mte doubtless for its beauty.
D. Kerr thinks that I. Iay to the
E. of Manasseh and Ephraim,
along the entire line of the Jordan
from the sea of Chunneroth on the N.
to nearly the Salt Bea on the 8. lts
lot thus was of a triangular form,
having itsapex at Jorichoand its base
to the N. of the plain of Jezreei,
where it was met by Zebulun (Pal.
Expl. Qy. Stat., Jan. 1877, p. 47).

Tola the judge was of I., though his
abode was at Shamir in mount Eph-
raim. The nomadic character of I.
appears in 1 Chron, vii. 1-5; no less
than 386,000 of its men were maraund-
ing mercenary ‘‘bands (gedudim)
of soldiers for war,” a term applied
elsewhere only to Gad's *troops’’
and to theirregular bodies of Bedouin-
like tribesround Israel. Twohuudred
“heads”’ (not as A. V. *“bands,” for
it is roshes not gedudim) of 1. came
to Hebron to help in “turning the
kingdom of Saul to David " ; they
were *‘men that had understanding
of the times, to know what Israel
ought todo . . . and all their bre.
thren were at their commandment”’
(1 Chron. x. 14 end; xii. 23, 32).
Spinitually, Christians are men
““knowing the time, that now it is
high time to awake out of sleep, for
now is our salvation nearer than when
we believed ”’ (Rom. xiii. 11, Eph. v.
16; see 1 Pet. iv. 1-4). We should
help to transfer the kingdom from
Satan to its coming rightful Lord
(Liuke xiz. 12-27, 44). Jeruealem fell
““ becanse she knew not the time of
her visitation.”” Theyare truly “wise’
who ‘‘turn many from the power of
Satan unto God” (Dan. xii. 3, Acts
xxvi. 18).

Omri of the great family of Michael
ruled I. in David’s time; possibly
forefather of Omri who nsurped the
Israelite throne (1 Chron. xxvii. 18),
and bunilt Samaria (perhaps on the
same hill Shamir on which Tola of
I. judged). Baasha son of Ahijah,
another usurper, was also of I. (1
Kings xv. 27-29, xvi. 2, 11), of lowest
birth; his son Elah and all his kindred
were murdered by Zimri, even as
Baasha had slain Jeroboam’s house,
“not leaving to him any that
breathed.” tributive justice paya
blood with blood (Rev. xvi. 6). The
last glimpse of I. we have is, when
many of thetribe joined in Hezekish’s
passover and religions revival (2
Chron. xxx. 18), though unavoidably
not cleansed in legal order ; for these
Heszekiah prayed ‘‘the good Lord
pardon every one that prepareth his
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heart to seek Gpd, the Lord God of
his fathers, though he be not cleansed
aooording to the purification of the
soctaary.” But 1. shall again come
forth with his 13,000 sealed ones,
wheu the Lord shall restore again
the kingdom to Israel (Acts i. 6;
Rev. vii. 7, xiv. 1). 2. Obed Edom’s
seventh son, doorkeeper of the
sanctaary (1 Chron. xxvi. 5), one
of the eight sons given Obed Edom,
“for God blessed him.”

Isshiah, or Jeshaiah. 1. 1Chron.
xxiv. 2}_, xxiii. 17, xxvi. 35. 2. 1Chron.

zxiv. 95.
Issue out of the flesh: i.c. from
the generative organ ; the result of
undue indulgence of lust, enervating
the organs (Lev. xv. 1-15, xxii. 4;
Num. v. 2). For seven days after
its ocossation the man was unclean,
and then most bathe, wash his clothes,
and offer sacrifice. The severe form
of the disease is modern, appearing
first in the 15th century and more
virulently in the West than the East.
Italy. e peuvinsula from the Al
to the straits of Messina (Acts xvil.
3, xxvii. 1; Heb. xiii. 24).
Ithai. 1 Chron. xi. 81. ITTAf 2 Sam.
xxii. 39. [See ITTal]
t! . Aaron’s youugest son
(Exod. vi. 83). With Eleazar the
elder he succeeded to the priestl
offices vacated by the death of Nadal
and Abihu, which he and Eleasar
were forbidden to mourn (Exod.
rxviii. 1,40,48; Lev. x. 1, 8, 6,7;
Num. ii1. 8, 4; 1 Chron. xxiv. 3). L.
mperinwncied the Gershonites who
had charge of the curtains and hang-
ings, and Merari who had charge of
the pillars, cords, and boards, on the
march (Exod. xxxviii. 21, Num iv.
21-38). Kleasar's family and chief
men were more numerous than those
of I. The highpriesthood in Eh's
rson {probably on account of the
hign «;\nlities for v:lhioll}nhe v;_ul m%de
Ju to the e of 1., but
reverter::"%‘lmar’s line in Zadok,
because of ABIATHAR'S R:w] share in
Adonijah’s rebellion; thus the pro-
hecy against ELt [see] was fulfilled
(1 Bam. ii. 31-33, iii. 13-14 ; 1 Kings
. 28, 27, 85).
fthiel. 1 Neh. xi.7. 8. One of the
two to whom Aaur [seeg spake by
in int.ionh(Prov. xxx.h:, meaning
“ with me” ; per a sym.
bolical name [see Ucat]. pe e
{thmah. A Moabite of David’s guard
1 Chron. xi. 46). Probably joined
avid duriug his sojourn in Moab
1 Sam. xxii. 8, 4).
fthnan. A town in the far 8. of
Judah, bordering on the desert (Josh.
xv. 23, 34; 1 Sam. xv. 4).
Ithra. Father of Amasa [see] by
AB16AIL [see), David’'s sister (2 .
xvii. 35, 1 Chron. ii. 17). “ An Ish-
maelite” is the true reading ; for why
state that he was an * Israelite” ?
That he was an Ishmaslite would be
something exceptional, and fitly men-
tioned in the genealo Jether or
Ithra bad “gonein to,” i.e. seduced,
Abiguil, daughter of Nahash and
sister of Zerumh, Joab’s mother {see
ABsaLoM], probably during the so-
ﬁurn of David's family with the
ug of Moab (1 Sam. xxii, 8, 4).
Ithran, Gen. xxxvi. 25, 26, 80.

2. 1 Chron. vii. 3040, 87.

Ithream. S8ixth son of David; by
Eglah, whom Jewish tradition iden-
ifiee with Michal (since she is
emphatically designated “Duwvid’s
ife’’), adding that she died at I.’s
birth (2 Sam. iii. 5).
Ithrite. Designation of two of David's
rd, Ira and Gareb (2 Sam. xxiii.
; 1 Chrod. xi. 40, ii. 53). Jattir
was in the mountains of Judah, one
of David’s ‘ haunts,” where he had
“friends”’to whom hesentofthe Ama.-
lekite spoils (} Sam. xxx. 26, 27, 31).
Ittah &Ln. On Zebulun’s bound-
&ry“(Joah. xix. 18). Meg.’ning“time,"

or “people, of a judge.

Ittai. 1. g’I‘he Gittite”’ of the Philis-
tine Gath. Last in the host that de-
filed past Dand, while standing be-
neath the olive tree below Jerusalem
(2 Sam. xv. 18, LXX.) on the morning
of his flight from Absalom, were 600
Gathites who had emigrated with
him to Gath (1 Sam. xxvii. 2, 38, 8;
xxx. 9, 10), and returned thence.
Possibly vacancies in the body had
been ﬁl{ed up with men of Gath, who
had joined him with I. their country-
man. Thisaccounts for the command
being given to a Gittite, I., which
would be strange if he had no tie of
connection with the 600 veterans of
the body guard (xviii. 2, where 1.
appears 1n command of a third of the
sarmy). The readiog gibborim(heroes)
for Qittim, ‘“ Gittites,”” is therefore
needless. David with characteristic
generosity said to I.: * Wherefore
goest thou also with me ? return to
thy place, and abide with tha king
(not tbat David recognises Absalom
as king, but he means ‘with who-
ever shall prove king,” with the king
de facto ; whether he be rightful king
you as a recent settler here are not
called on to decide), for thou art a
stranger (not an Israelite) and also
an exile (not yet having a fixed
fatheriand) . . . SeeingI go whither
I'may(not yet knowing where it shall
be : 1 S8am. xxiii. 13).. . return and
take back thy brethren,” implying
that I. as a Philistine general brought
with him a body of his fellow country-
men. I. with unflinching loyalty,
which David’s misfortunes conld not
shake, replied : * As the Lord liveth
. . . surely in what place my lord the
king shall be, whether in death or
life, even there also will thy servant
(slave Heb.) be.” 8o David desired
him to forward over the Kedron,
and 1.the Gittito,and all his men,and
all the little ones with him (for he
and his men brought their whole
families: 1 Sam. xxvii. 8, xxx. 8, 6),

passed on.

Hus resolution foreshadows tbe like
resolution, though not so faithfully
kept, of the disciples of the Son of
David almost on the same {Matt.
xxvi. 80, 85). At the battle of Ma-
hanaim I. had equal rank with Joab
and Abishai (3 Sam. xviii. 3, 5, 13).
L tyaiﬂes the gospel trath that from
the Gentile world sume of the most
devoted herces of the cross should
joiu the Son of David, and so share
m His trinmphs (Mark x. 29, 30;
Matt. viii. 11, 12).

ﬂ.bf).dor xgt.::.lra of the he&)es oéeg:::‘i’e

y ; from the jamite
Gibeah, son of Ribai (3 Sam. xxiii.
29, 1 Chron. xi.81).

Itursma. The region N. of Palestine.
With Trachomtis 1. formed the
tetrarehy of Philip (Luke iii. 1).
Stretching from mount Hermon
towards the N.E. i towards
Hauran, and from Damascus to
northern Bashan. Called from Jetur,
Ishmael’'s son (Gen. xxv. 15, 16).
The tribe of h wrested it
from the H:gu.rit.es (Ishmaelites),
Jetur, Nephish, and Nodab, and
““incressed from Bashan nnto Baal
Hermon and Senir, and anto monnt
Hermon " ; i.e., they added I. to
B;sh:n, :l}a.ulczsitis;1 and anhom'ti(s,
which they alrea possee: 1
Chron. v. 19-23). I{ome gave . to
Herod the Great, 20 B.C., who be-
3ueathed it to his son Philip. Nuw

eddr, with 38 towns and villages,
of which ten are desolate and the
rest very poor. Trachonitis was on
its E., Gaanlonitis on its 8., Hermon
on its W., and the Damascus plain on
ita N. An undulating table land with
oonical hills; the southern portiou
watered by streams from Hermon ;
the N. covered with jagged rocks of
basalt seamed by chasms or sunk
ioto pits, the molten lava harving
become fissured in cooling.

Ivah: Ava. 2 Kings xviii. 34, xix.
13, xvii. 24; lIsa. xxxvii. 18. Now
Hit, on the Euphrates, between Sip. -
para (Sepbarvaim)and Anah (Hena)
with which it was apparent!: united

litically. Probably the va of
En viii. 15. Iva was a Babylonian
god representing the sky; to it the
town wassacred. Scnnacherib boasts
that the gods of Sepharvaim, Hena,
and Ivah, were powerless to resist
him. The Egyptian inscriptions in
the time of Thothmes I1I.,1450B.c.,
mention a town Ist, whenoe tribute
of bitumen was brought to Thothmes.
From the bitumen springs of Is,
Herodotus says (i. 608) the bitumen
was brought to cement the walls of
Babylon. These springs are still
found at Hit. From 1., along with
Bubylon, Cuthah, Hamath, and 8eph-
arvaim, the king of Assyris (Esar-
haddon) brought people to colonise

Samaria.

Ivory: shen, “tooth” or tusk, vis.
of the elephant. There is no Heb.
word in Seripture for the elephant,

AFROAN ELEPRAXT.

for the Israelites knew of the ele-
phant first only by ita ivory, which
was imported from Africs and India.
The African elepbant exceeds the
Indian in the size of the ear and
of the tusks, the latter of which

are often eight or ten feet long and
weigh from 100 to 130 lbe. m
the resemblance of its tusks to

horns Ezek. xxvii. 15 has “horns of
ivory.” * Palaces of swory’’ mean
ornamented with wory (Ps. xlv. 8).
So Ahab's palace (1 Kings xxii. 39).
Amos (iii. 15) foretells the destruction
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of the luxurious ‘ houses of ivory”
baving their walls, doors, and ceilings
inlaid with it; also * beds of ivory”
(vi. 4), i.e. veneered with it. In 1
Kings x. 22 and 3 Chron. ix. 21 shen-
habbim iz the term * the teeth of
elophants” ; Banskrit ibhas, Coptic
eboy, Assyrian habba in the inscrip-
tions. Geeenius would read sien
habensm, “ivory (and) ebony.”” On
the Asayrian obelisk in the British
Museum tribute bearers are seen
carrying tusks; specimens of carv-
ings in ivory were found in Nimrud,
and tablets inlaid with blue and
opaque gliss. ‘“ All manner vessels
o?milvory” are in mystic Babylon
(Rev. xviii. 12). Solomon o 8

t throne of ivory overlaid with
gold (1 Kings x. 18-20); the ivory
was brought in the navy of Thar-
shish, probably from the S. coasts of
Arabia, which maintained from an.
cient times commeroial intercuurse
with both India and Ethiopia. In
Ezek. xxvii. 6 we read ““the Ashur-
ites have made thy (Tyre’s) benches
of ivory brought out of the isles of
Chitiim”; rat| er, 88 l:.he Igeb. o;t:;-
graphy requires, ‘‘they have ]
thy (lz)wing) benches of ivory, inlaid
in the daughter of cedars’’ or *“‘the
best boxwood”’ (bath ashurim), from
Cyprus and Macedonia whence the
best boxwood came (Pliny).

Izhar, Isehar. Num. i 19, 27;
Bxod. vi.18,21; Nnm.xvi.1. Ammin.
adab is substituted by mistake in 1
Chron. vi. 22, as appears from ver.
38. Head of one of the four Kohath-
ite families (1 Chron. xxvi. 23, 29).

Izrahiah. 1 Chron. vii. 8.

Xzri. 1 Chron. xxv. 1-11; Zkri, ver.8.

J

Jaakan. Forefather of the Bene-
jaakan, ‘“‘the children of Juakan,”
who gave their name to one st.nﬁe of
the Ieraelites’ journeyings. In Num.
xxxiii. 81 the order 1s “‘from Mose-
roth” to Beuejasakan; in Deut. x. 6
it is * from the wella (beeroth) ef
the children of Jaakan to Mosera.”
Probably Iarael visited the two places
twice: on the first march towards
Canaan, from Mosera to Bengjaakan
(Num. xxxiii. 81) ; the reverse order
in Deut. x. 6, the 40th year, when
the march was differently directed.

Jaakobah. 1 Chron. iv. 24, 36, 38.

Jaala, Jaalah. Neh. vii. 58, Ezra

ii. 6.
Jaalam =hidden by Jehovah. QGen.
xxxvi. 5, 14, 18; 1 Chron.i.85. A

duke or tribal chief of Edom.
Jaanai. 1 Chron. v. 12.
Jaare-oregim. 2 Sam. xxi. 19.

Father of Elhanan, a Bethlehemite,
who slew Goliath (A. V. “ the bro-
ther of Goliath,” to accord with 1
Chron. xx. 6 and not to contradict 1
Sam. xvii. where Davidkills Goliath).
But the true reading is 1 Chron. xx.
5: “ Elhanan, the son of Jair, slew
Lahmi (eth Lahmi being altered iuto
Bethlehemi), the brother of Goliath
(eth Goliath being substituted for
ahhs Qoliath). The change was the
more readily niade as Lahmi’s spear
is descri exactly as Goliath's (1
Sam. zxvii. 7). See ELRANAN.]
Oregim, “ weavers,” is a transcriber's

socidental interpolation after ‘“Jair,”
taken from the latter part of the
verse. The ancient versions agree
with the present Heb. text, which
shows the error is of very ancient
date.

Jaasan. Ezmax. 37.

Jaasiel. 1 Chron. xgrii. 21.

Jaaganiah, or Jezaniah. 1. “8on
of the Maacathite,” a ** captain of the
forces” who accompanied Johanan
in waiting on Gedalish, the governor
over the Jewish remnant after the
capture of Jerusalem, and afte
in rescuing them from Ishmael, and
in going to Egypt in spite of the
Lord’s prohibition (2 Kings xxv. 23 ;
Jer. xh. 11, xlui. 4, 5). 3. Son of
Shaphan. 8tood as leader in the
midst of the 70 ancients (elders) of
Israel with censers in their hands,
worshipping idols pourtrayed upon
the wall of the court of }ehovah’s
house; seen by Esekiel (viii. 11).
Shaphan was the scribe who read to
Josiah the law. The son’s epiritual
privileges increased his guilt (2 Kings
xxii. 10-14). His very name, mean-
ing ‘“ Jehovah hears,’” gave the lie to
the unbelief which virtually said “Je-
hovah seeth not’* (Ezek.ix. 9; Ps. x.
11, 14; L. 21; xciv. 7,9). The elders
incurred further guilt in usurping the

riests’ office by offering incense. 3.

on of Azur, leader of the 25 priests
(Ezek. xi. 1). Azur means help, their
uames reminding them, if they would
have heeded it, that God would have
“heard” if they had sought His
‘““help” to save the city. 4. Jer.
XXXV, 3.

Jaager, Jager. Heb. Jaezzeer. A
town E. of Jordan in Gilead (Num.
xxxii. 1, 8-35; 1 Chron. xxvi. 31).
Taken by lsrael from the Amorites
on the way to Bashan (Num. xxi. 82,
33). Now the ruins es Szir, ten
miles N.E. of Heshbon ; a castleand
a large walled pool, the ‘“sea” of
Jer. xlviii. 32; but LXX. reads
‘““the cities of J.”" Some error may
be in the present text. The town

ve its name to the surrounding

istrict (Josh. xiii. 25, 2 Sam. xxiv.
5). This conquest completed their
aoquisition of the Amorite kingdom.
Suvon after, Gad occupied it pastor-
ally. Assigned to the Merarite Le-
vites (Josh. xxi. 33), but occupied by
Hebronites (Kohathites) in David’s
time (1 Chron. xxvi. 31).

The plants of the Sibmah vine are said
in Isa. xvi. 8 to have come even unto
J., 16 miles from Heshbon, near
Sibmah, ‘“they wandered through
the wilderness in wild luxuriance,”’
vis. that encompassing Moab, ‘‘ they
are gone over the sea,’’ vis. the sea
of J., but others the Dead Sea (Ps.
Ixxx. 8-11). The vine spread itself
round the margin of the sea, and
reached beyond to the other side; s
sad contrast to tbe coming desola-
tion, when ‘“the heathen lords”’
should ““break down the principal
plants”! ‘ Therefore I will weep
with the weeping of J.,”’ 1.4. such as
J. weeps with. Isaiah is touched
with pity for Moab, though an alien.
Ministers, in denouncing God's wrath
agaiust sinners, sbould do it with
tender sorrow, not exnltation. At
J. was the sonrce of a river falling
into Jordan, and marshes or pools

still at times arg at the source of
the wady Szir.

Jaagiah. 1 Chron..xxiv. 98, 27;
where Beno should be transl. ¢ his
(Merari's) son.”

Jaagiel, contracted into Azigr. 1
Chron. xv. 18, 20.

Jabal=flowing stream. Son of La-
mechand Adah (Gen. iv. 20), “father
(teacher and forerunner) of such as
dwell in tents and have cattle.””
Abel fed sheep aud goats, J. also
lsrger animals, “cattle.” Abel bad
a fixed dwelling, the land around
which afforded sufficient sustenance
for his flock. J. introduced the
nomad life, in tents probably formed
of skins, migrating in quest of pas-
ture for his ‘ cattle” from plaoce to
glaee (Gen. iv. 2, 20). Sava live

y hunting ; emerging from barbar-
ism utihsiil bec];»me snomldio, then
agricultural. But Scripture repre-
sents man as placed by God il:ea
simple civilization, raised above bar-
éhhnmha:nd tfiile nﬁed of liﬁ],:xgght{’

o chase, though not a hi
developed cultnre. Adam dreue&
and kept’’ the garden of Eden, and
his sons must have learned from him
some of his knowledge.

Jabbok =pouring out or emptying.
A stream which traverses Gilead, and
falls into Jordan midway between
the sea of Galilee and the Dead Sea.
Now wady Zerka. The northern
bound of Sihon's kingdom, as the
Arnon was the southerm bound
(Num. xxi. 24). The rugged terri-

WALY ARANKA, JABBOK.

tory of Ammon, the eastern defiles
of Gilead, also reached the upper

J. Inits early course it flows east-
ward under Habbah of Ammon, a
strong fortress npon a tributary of
the J. Then northward and
westward in a curve to & short dis-
tance from Gerass ; it Jordan
45 miles N. of the Arnon. Betweea
Rabbah and Gerasa it formed the
Ammouite border. W. of this the
territory had been wrested from
Ammon by the Amorites (Josh.
xiii. 25), and was still claimed by
Ammon Israel had in turn
wrested it from 8Sihon, whence the
J. is still called “the border of
the children of Ammon’’ (Deut.
iii. 16; Josh. xi. 8; Jud. xi. 13,
21,22). Though now it is one vast
pasture, the numerous ruins of cities
show how thickly it was once peo-
pled. The eastern territory to which
Ammon was confined in Moses’ time
is as yet little kmown to travellers.
Sihon ™ the Amorite king was unable
to pursue his conquests facther E.,
“for the border of the children of
Ammon was strong,” Rabbah was
too strong for him. Iermel was
restricted gy God's prohibition from
touching the Ammonite land, which
He had given to the childven of Lot
(Deut. ii. 19, 837). On the southern





