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just shall live by faith”” (Hab. ii. 4)
3¢ thricequoted by Paul : (1) Rom. .
17, where the emphasis is on * just,”
the go?el plan of saving men sets
forth ‘““the righteousness (justice)
of God” as e:xuding the righteous-
ness of man, Gentile and Jew alike
(i. 17, ete., ii., iii. 25). (8) Gal. iii.
11, ew.’ where the emphasis is on
“ faith’’ as distinguished from works,
either distinet from or combined
with faith, in the act of justification,
this is by faith alone. (3) Heb. x
38, 89, where the emphasis is on
‘““lve’’; as in the first instance
in the matter of justification, so
throaghout, spiritual life is continued
only by faith as opposed to ““ draw-
ing back.”

Agnin, the gratuitousness of God’s
gift of justification is brought out
by comparing Rom. iii. 24, *“ being
justified freely (dorean) by His

e through the redemption that is
1n Christ Jesus,”” with John xv. 25,
“they hated ME without a cause”
(dorean). As gratuitons as was
man’s hatred, so gratuitous is God’s
love justifying believers through
Christ. Man had every cause to love,
yet he hated, God ; God had every
cause given by man to hate, yet He
loves, man.

The Heb. tsadaqu, Gr. dikaioo, ex-
preeses, not to infuse righteousness
mto but to impule it to, man; to
change his relation to God legully or
forensically, not in the first instance
to change his character. * Justifica-
tion” is no morean infusion of right-
eonsness than “condemuation,’” its
oppogite, is an infusion of wicked-
ness, s is proved by Dent. xxv. 1,
““the judges shall justify the right-
eous and condemn the wicked,” Prov.
xvii. 15, 1sa. v. 23, Ps. cxliii. 2, which
shows that by inherent righteousness
no man ooufd be justified. In 40
O.T. 08 the HeD. is used in the
forensic sense. Isa. liii. 11, ““ by His
knowledge shall My righteous Ser-
vaat justify many’’ is no exception,
for the mode of ﬁis justifying them
follows, ‘“ He shall bear their ini-
quities.”” 80 in Dan. xii. 3 miunisters
“justify” or ‘“turn to righteous-
nese ’ their couverts instrumentally,
s.e. bring them to God who justijies
them. In Dan. viii. 14 marg. “the
sanctuary shall be justified’’ means
‘“ ghall be vindicated fromn profana-
tion,” shall stand in a relation of
right before God which it had not
done before its cleansing. Similarly
the Gr. verb means not to make
rizhteous or pure, but to count
righteous before God. Opposed to
katakrino, to condemn. Rom. viii.
33, 34: “ who shall lay anything to
the charge of God’select ? It is God
that justifieth; who is he that con-
Jdemneth?” Also Rom. v. 16, Luke
xviii. 14. Matt. xi. 19 means like
Dau. viii. 14, “ wisdom is vindicated
from the condemnation” cast on her
by ““thiageneration.” Also Matt. xii.
47, Luke vii. 29, the publicans “ just.
ified God’’; i.e. vindicated His nght-
eousncss, showed they countei Him
righteous in His “counsel” by ac-
cepting the gos{pel; opposed to the
Pharisees who ¢ rejected ” it, to their
own condemnation (Rom. ii. 13).

Bt ore man’s bar, ordinarily, the right-

eousness on account of which he is
justified or counted righteous is his
own ; before God’s bar, the righteous-
nesa on account of which he is éusti-
fied is Christ's, which is God's (2
Pet.i. 1). ﬁ'l;h;e“rgf:m rdézdaecg;n-
ies justy : ore 's bar,
g:'tupa.rdon would be scurned by one
innocent and therefore justified be-
fore man’s bar. Again, acqustial
before man is not always accom-
panied with justification; but the
sinnel;gnrdoned before God isalways
justified also. In 1 Johniii, 7, “‘ he
that doeth righteousness is righteous
even as He is righteous”; not his
doing righteousness makes him right-
eous, but shows that he is so, t.e.
justified by the righteousness of God
in Christ (Rom. x. 3-10). A man
“deoceives "’ himself if he think him-
self ‘‘ righteous,” and yet does not
righteousness, for *‘ doing righteous-
ness’’ is the sure fruit and proof of
‘“ being righteous,’’ i.e. of having the
only principle of true righteousness
and the only mean of justification,
fasth. Paul's epistleto Romans proves
Jow and Gentile guilty of breaking
God's universal law, therefore inca-
pable of being justified by their own
righteousness, t.e. obedience to the
law. “ By the deeds of the law shall
no flesh be justitied in God’s sight;
but now (under the gospel) the
righteousness of God without the
law is manifested, even the righteous-
ness of God which is by faith of
Jesus Christ anto all mi upon all
them that believe ; for there i3 no
difference, for all have sinned,” ete.
(iii. 20-23.) Still plainer iy iv. 8-8:
“to bim that worketh not but be.
lieveth on Him that justsfieth the
ungodly, his faith (i.e. not as a
merit, but Christ’s merit appre-
hended by faith : Eph. ii. b, 8-10) is
counted for righteousness. David
describeth the blessedness of the
man unto whom God smputeth
righteousness without works (as man
has no righteousness of his own the
‘righteousness imputed’ to him can
only be the righteousness of God in
Christ) . . . blessed is the man to
whom the Lord will not ympute sin.”
The justified mau is not only acquitted
a8 innocent but regarded as baving
perfectly obeyed the law in the per.
son of Christ. There is to him both
the non-imputation of sin and the
imputation of righteousness. *‘ Being
justified by God’s grace he is made
eir according to the hope of eternal
life’” (Tit. in. 7; Rom. v. 18, 19).
Christ is *“of God made untfo us
righteousness,” so that to believers
Ho in * the Lord our righteousness *’
(1 Cor. i. 30, Jer. xxiii. 6). Faith is
the instrument or receptive mean of
justification (Rom. 1ii. 28; Gal. ii. 16,
ii. 8). We are justified judicially
by God (Rom. viii. 38), meritoriously
by Christ (Isa. liii. 11, Rom. v, 19),
snstrumentally or mediately by faith
(v. 1), evidentially by works. This
isthe sensoof JaMES see,and Fartu]
(ii. 14-26), otherwise James could no
more be reconciled with himself than
with Paul, for he quotes the same
instance and the same scripture,
‘ Abraham believed God and it (his
faith) was counted to him for right-
eousness,”’ as Poaul does. Luther

Juttah,

called the doctrine of justification by
faith only *“the article (test) of a
standing or falling church.” Justim
Martyr in the second century (Ep. ad
Diog.) writes : * what else could cover
0‘;: sinaulféxt His righbeomg:? in
whom could we transgressors be just-
ified but only in the Bom of d-od F
O sweet exchange! O unsearchable
contrivance! that the t. i

ransgressions
- of many should be hidden in one

righteous Person and the righteous-
ness of One shonld justify many
transgressors.’’ 82 Cor. v.21.) The
Church of England Homily says:
“ faith doth notshut out repentance,
hope, love, and the fear of God in
every man justified, but <& shutteth
them oul from the office of justify-
sng.” So: ‘‘ faith, receivingand rest-
ing on Christ and His righteousness,
is the alone instrument of justifica~
tion, yet is it notalone in the person
justiﬁ.yed, bat is ever aoccompanied
with all other saving graces.”
(Westm. Conf. 1i. 1,2.) Rome makes
Justification the infusion of righteous.
ness by God’s Spirit and the reward-
ing of the good works done under His
influence, at the day of judgment.
This confounds justification with
sanctification whereas Rom. v.and vi
carefully distinguish them, and makes
1t a continuous process not completed
till the judgment, whereas Scripture
makes it completed on believing
(Bom. v. 1-9, viii. 1; John v. 24).

Justus. 1. Surname of Joseph .

sabas (Acts i. 23). 3. A Christian
at Corinth; Panl lodged with him
(Acts xviii. 7). 3. Surname of Jesus,
Paul’s friend (Col. iv. 11).
Jutah=stretched out. A
city in the hill country of Judah
(Josh. xv. 55), allotted to the priests
(xxi. 16). Omitted by copyist’s error
in 1 Chron. vi. 57-59; now Yutta
near Matn (Maon) and Kurmul
(Carmel). Herein appears the value
of the repetitions of names in par-
allel e8 ; the one correctserrors
which creep into the other. As
Joshua herein supplies the omission
in Chronicles, so Chronicles gives
Ashan the right reading for Ain
%1 Joshua, as iXX pl:Tove. In the
tian monuments J. appears as
Jﬂpor Jahn, a fort of the Anakim
near Arba or Hebron. In Lukei. 39 “a
city of Juda” is a doubtful transla-
tion; for Judah or Judma, the re-
gion, has usually the article in Gr.
{see ver. b, 65); and “Juda’’ had
long been superseded by *‘ Judes.”
Probably “the city J.” or “Juda”
is meant, the residence of Zachariaa
and Elisabeth, and the birthplace of
John Baptist. However “ Juda” is
uged of the region of Judah, Matt.

ii. 6.
K

Kabgeel=collscted by God. Standing

at the confluence of wady el Jeidb
and Fikreh and Kuseib ; the farthest
S. of Judah’s cities (Josh. xv. 21).
BENAIAH [see] was of K. (8 Bam.
xxiii. 20, 1 Chron. xi. 22.) On its re-
occupation after the retum from
Babylon it was called Jekabreel
(Neh. xi. 25, where *‘its hamlets,”
Heb., are spoken of, vis. outlying
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?atoral settlements). A wady, El

useib, seemingly answers to it; S.
of the Dead Sea, the bed of a tor-
eent descending from the Arabah to
the Ghor. At its mouth is its fount.
ain, the only good wator of the
rogion, where the road from Jeru-
safem diverges E. by the Dead Sea to
Moab and 8. to Petru; a spot likely
to be occupied, though remote, as
a stronghold, the key of Palestine
toward Moab and Edom, guarding
the s Ez Zuweirah, by which the
Moabites under Sanbellat, the Am-
monites nnder Tobiah, and the
Arabiang under Geshem, might at-
tack the Jews (Neh.iv.12). Hot
a8 the sammer is, snow falls deop at
times in winter. Benaiah’s ‘“slaying
two lionlike men of Moab’ accords
with the position of K.toward Muab;
also “the lion in a pit on a snowy
day’’ aocords with there being dense
jungle, the hauut of wild beasts, in
the neig'1bo:rhood.

Xadesh Barnsa. Ain el Weibeh in
the Arabuh, 10 miles N. of the place
where mount Hor abuts oo that
valley. Throe fountains issue from
the chalky rock. Here wady el
Ghuoweir affords access northwest-
wards through mountainous Edom;
from here accordingly Moses sent to
ask a passage through Edom Dby
“the king's highway.”” Barnea=son
of wandering, i.e. Bedonin (First).
*‘ Country of convnlsion,”” comp. Ps.
xxix. 8 ( Speaker’s Comm.). *‘The
wilderness of K.,”” {.e. the desert
adjoining K.; the northern part
of the gamn wilderness was called
Zin (Num. x. 13, xii. 21). The
encampmeunt from which the spies
wuore sent and to which they retnrned
(xiii. 36, xxxii. 8) ; sometimos called
Kadesh alone. - Meribah Kadesh is
the same (Esok. xlvii. 19, xlviii. 28
marg. ; Josh. xv. 3,23). Theencamp-
meont at K. is called Rithmah' from
retem, ‘“‘the broomn,” the most
cospicuous shrub of the desert
(Num. rxxxiii. 18). Probably the
encampment at Rithmah wus during
[<rael’s first march towards Cauaan;
that at K. was in the same locality,
tiongh on a different vpot, 38 years
afterwards, in the 40tk ycar, when

they were about entering Canaan..

The ancient name of K. wus En
Mishpat (Gen. xiv. 7). El Ain
(1deutificd by some with K. because
this site is called Gadis and the
neighbouring plain, Abu Rotemet, is
like Rithmah) is too far N.W., 70
miles from monnt Hor aud G0 from
moant Seir; but K. was only one
march from mount Hor (Num. xx.
15, 23 ; xxxiii. 37), “ on the edge of
Edom,” “on its uttermnst border” ;
on low ground (whoreas El Ain is on
high gronnd) whence the spies “go
up’’ to Canaan. A line drawn from
El Ain to the river of Egypt (Jush.xv.
21-27) would cut the nnddie of the
Negeb, and so cut away part of
Judab’s inheritance. The true K.
must be more S.; Petra or Selah was
too far in the heart of Edom to be
Judah’s frontier, and “in the atter-
most border of Edom.”

However Palmer identifies K. with El
Ain a3 “one of the natnral borders
of the country; the Tih, a com-
perative desert, the Negeb ur South.

Palestine, and Syria forming an
ascending scale of fertility.”” The en.
campment at Rithmah (Num. xxxiii.
18, 19) was in summer the second

year after the exodus (xiii. 20), that | Karkaa.

at K. in the same district the first
month of the 40th year (xx. 1). At
the first encampment Israel stayed
probably for months; they waited
for the spies 40 days (xiii. 25) ; Moses
and the tabernacle remained (xiv.
44), whilst the people vainly tried to
reverse (God’'s wentence and to
occupy Canann (Dent. 1. 34-46):
“yeabode in K. manydays” (along
indefinite time). Then Israel *“com-
passed monnt Seir,” i.e. wandered
n the desert of Paran, till all that
generation died (ii. 1). In this
period were the 17 stages, Num.
xxxiii. 19-86. Lastly Israel again
was at K. in the tirst month of the
40th year, and stayed for three or
four months (xx. 1, 23-28; xxxiii.
38). Here Miriam died and was
buriel. Here water failed, and
Moses by impatient striking of the
rock, attribution of the miracle to
himself and Aaron (* must ice fetch,”
etc.), and nobelief (“‘ ye belicved Me
not, to sanctify Me”’) in the good-
neas of God to an unworthy people,
dishonoured God, and he and Aaron
were adjudged the penalty of not
entering Canaan (xx. 12, 18; comp.
Pa. cvi. 32, 83). From hence Moses
sent to the king of Edom (Num. xx.
14, etc.). On the messengers’ return
Israel turned from Edom, leaving K.
finally, and after Aaron’s death at
Jnount Hor marched ronnd Edom to
Moab (xxxiii. 41-49). Kadesh=holy
may have been named from the long
resence of the sanctuary and priests.
n Mishpat, “fountain of judgment,””
corresponds,gudgment and sanctily
emanatin rom the one Divine
source. i(eribah K., “strife,”" is a
perversion of judgment ; the opposites
in the one name marking graphicall
the sad events connected with
K. gradually sank to its original
obucurity as a watering place for the
nomads of the desert. The cliffs
at the mouth of wady el Ghuweir
near Ain el Weibeh, and in front of
the liost in marching eastward
through monnt Seir, may have been
the scene of Mose+ striking the rock
(sela, not tzur) (xx.7,etc.). Merely
certain occurrences and enactments
are recorded of the 38 years’ wander-
ing, in xv. 1—xix. 22.
miel. A Levite who returned
with Zerubbabel (Ezra ii. 40, Neh. vii.
43): set forward the temple work-
men, and joined in the thanksgiving
at the laying of the foundation
(Ezra 1ii. 9). His house took part
in the general confession (Neh. ix.
4, ) and in the covenunt (x. 9).
Kadmonites. From Kedem, ““child-
ren of the East,”” the tribes roaming
in the wilds S. and S.E. of Palestine.
Kallai. Neh. xii. 20. .
Kanah. 1. A bonnd of Asher, next
“ great Zidon” (Josh. xix. 28),
Perhaps Ain Kana, eight miles S.E.
of Sidon (8aida). Q. The river
dividing between Manasseh on the
N. and Ephraim on the 8. (Josh.
xvi. 8, xvii. 9.) Wady Kenral is too
far S. Wady Khagsab, *the reedy
stream,” beginning at Nablls, is

more in the right

means like K. * reedy.
Father of JoRANAN and

JONATHAN [see].

A southern bound of Ju-

dab (Josh. xv. 3). Fromthe Arabic

kerak ‘‘an even floor,” and kaa

Boeition, and

“a plain.” K. is a level expanse,
the receptacle of a la: body of
water. The wady Arish receives

on the E. the waters of wady el
Kureiyeh and itstribntaries. K. was
situated Perhaps where the northern
Kaa or “plain ¢t pools’’ tonches
this outlying district of the Holy
Land, in the confluence of the wady
el Kureiyeh with the Mayein.

Karkor. Where G:deon finally dis-

rsed the remains of Zebah and

almunna’s host (Jud. viii. 10, 11),
E. of Jordan, in the open region of
the nomad tribes. e rich plain
En N(}kml:i in the Hauran. m?
a root *‘ to dig,” expressing deep soft
level ground; akin to Kerak, “an
even floor.”

A town of Zebnlun, as-
signed tothe Merarite Levites (Josh.
xxi. 34).

Kartan. A city of Naphtali, as-
signed to the Gershonite Levites
(Josh. xxi. 32); in 1 Chron. vi. 76
expanded into Kirjathaim, /

Kattath. . A city of Zebulan (Josh.
xix. 15).

Kedar=black skinned. Ishmael’s
second son (Gen. xxv. 13; Isa.
xxi. 16, 17, xlit. 11, lx. 7; Jer. xhx.
28; Ezek. xxvhi. 21), occupying the
pastnres and wilds on the N.W. side
of Arabia. R(Eresenting the Arabs
m general, with flocks, and goat’s or
camel’s hair tents, black as their own
complexion (S. of Bol. i. b; Ps.
exx. b). “I dwell inthetents of K.,
my soul hath long dwelt with him
that hateth peace.” Warriors and
archers, among the maraudin
“ children ”* or “ men of the East,
Bene Kedem; loving strife, true
sons of Ishmael, of whom the Angel
of Jehovah said * he will be a' wild
man, his hand will be against every
man and every man’s hand against
him”’ (Gen. xvi. 12).

Kedemah = eastward. Younngest of
I1shmael’s sons (Gen. xxv. 15).

Kedemoth = easternmost parts. A
town E. of the Dead Sea, assigned
to Reuben (Josh. xiii. 18), then to
the Merarite Levites (xxi. 37). A
wilderness or uncultivated pesture
adjoining wans pamed from it; where
Israel encamped when Mosee asked
leave of Sihon to 3 through the
Amorite country (Deut. ii. 26, etc.).

Kedesh. 1. A town in Judah’s ex-
treme S. (Josh. xv. 23) =sanctuary.
Q. Of Iseachar, assigned to the Ger-
shonite Levites (1 Chron. vi. 72);
Kishon in Josh. xxi. 28 probably the
better reading. 8. K. Naphtali, or
K. in Galilee (xix. 37), a Levitical
city of refuge assigned to the Ger-
shonite Levites (xx. 7). Barak’s
birthplace (Jud. iv. 6, 9, 10}, where
he and Deborah assembled Zebnlun
and Naphtali as being a ‘‘holy”
place, which K.\means. K. Naphtali
18 now Kades at the western edge
of Haleh, the marshy basin through
which Jordan passes into the sea of
Merom, from which K. 1es N.W.
fourmilesdistant. [tesiteis on a high
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ridge jutting out from the western
hills, well watered, and environed b
glains well cultivated and peopled.

onder (Pal. Expl. Qy. Stat., Jan.
1877, p. 23) conjectures that the K. to
which Barak called Isruel together is
distinct from Kadesh (or Kedesh)
Naphtali, Barak’s native place. For
Kadesh Naphtali is 30 miles from
Tabor, thebscene of fth]f battle,ds&d
u‘!samted y some of the most diffi-
-cult country in Palestine. Probably
Besanaim was E. of Tabor, and
answers to the modern Besstm.
Harosheth of the Gentiles will thus
be Harothiyeh. In this direction
probably stood K., at the place now
called Kadis, on the shore of the
sea of Galilee. Taken by Tiglath
Pileser (2 Kings xv. 29). \ Tell
Hara, standing out prominently
to the B.E., is connected by Lieut.
Kitchener with Haroxheth the head
gmu-ten of Sisera (Pal. Expl. Qy.

tat., Oct. 1877, p. 197).
Kedron. From kadar, ‘“black,”
from the tarbidness of the stream
and the gloom of the valley. The
latter begins a mile and a half N.W.
of the Damascus gats of Jerusalem ;
for three fourths of a mile it rans
toward the city, then inclines E. and
is crossed by the Nabl(s road; half
» mile farther it sweeps close under
the N.E. end of the city wall, where
8o0pus on the other side joins on to
Olivet. Then it sinks down south-
ward as a deep gorge between Olivet
and the E. side of the city. David
crossed it in his flight from Jerusa-
lem when Absalom rebelled (2 Sam.
xv. 33, 30). The Divine Son of Da-
vid too crossed it on His way to
Gethsemane, tbe scene of His agony
(John xviii. 1, Mark xiv. 26, Luke
xxii. 89). The road still leads from
8t. Btephen's gate dne E. of Jern.
salem tfown to the bridge acruss it.
The bottom is 100 ft. lower thaun the
base of the city wall, and 500 lower
than the summit of mount Olivet on
the other side. A little farther 8. the

e
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K. valley becomes a narrow cleft be-
tween the hill of offence on the E.
and the &reciﬁitous Moriah and Ophel
on the W, ere the bottom is 150
ft. below the base of the city wall.
‘The fountain of the Virgin is at the
foot of Ophel, and is thought to be
fod from the cisterns beneath the
old temple. This gives point to
Ezekiel's vision (xlvii. 8) ; the wa.
ters from under the right side of the
temple went E. through the desert
into the Dead Sea, making life suc-
ceed to barrenness, so the gospel:

whqm the waters fail, barrenness
begins ; so where the gospel is not. |
Beyond Ophel, K. valley meets Tyro- |
peon and Hinnom valloys. The en.

closure here between the hill of
offence on the E., the hill of evil
counsel on the W., and modern Zion
on the N., is very fertile, furnishing
the vegetable market of Jerusalem,
and was anciently the ‘‘ kiug's gar-
dens.” The stream K. flows only in
winter, a8 its Gr. designation chei-
marrhos implies. The valley K.
es through the wilderness of Ju-
uh to the N.W. ghore of the Dead
Sea. It was the scene of Asa’s de-
molishing his mother Maachah’s idol
(2 Chiron. xv. 16). Also under Heze-
kiah all the impurities removed from
the temple were cast into the K.
(xxix. 16, xxx.14.) 8o under Josiah
(2 Kings xxiii. 4-12); it was then
the common cemetery (ver.6).

The * valley ” of K. is in Heb. called
nachal, ¥ wady,” including both val-
ley and stream, whereas the valley of
Hinuom is called ge; so that the
“brook” (nachal) which Hezekiah
“ stopped running through the midst
of the land *’ (2 (ghron. xxxii. 4) was

He sealed its source, *‘ the upper
spring head of Gihon,” where it came
forth N. of the city, and led it under-
groun® within the city (ver. 30).
[See GiHON and JerusaLEM.] This
accounts for the disappearance of
water in the ancient bed of K. The
water possibly still flows below the
present surface. Barclay mcntions
o fountain flowing several hundred
gxﬂsin a valley befure it enters the

. from the N. Agnin he heard water
murmuring below the ground two
miles below the city; a subterranesn
stream probably connects the two.

Kehela: A desert encampment
of Israel (Num. xxxiii. 22). The
name, K. =assembling, Israel gave.
During the 38 years of Penal wander-
ing the “ co tion"’ was broken
up, only round the tabernacle an
organized camp of Levites, priests,
and chiefs continued, and it
moved from place to place. Being
the nucleus and head quarters of the
nation, and rallying point for the
warriors, its movements were the
only ones which the sacred historian
records (Num. xxriii. 18-86). K.=
assambling, and eloth =assem-
blies (ver. 25), mark extruordinary
but temporary gatherings of lsrael
at those places.

Keilah=fortress. ln the shephelah
or lower hills of Judah (Josh. xv. 44),
hence the phruse “go down to K.”
David in dependence on Jehovah’s
promise, notwithstanding his men’s
protest on the ground of their weak-
ness, rescued it from the Philistines
(1 Sam. xxiii.) ; here Abiathar joined
him with the ephod, bhaving esca:
from the massacre of }friests at Nob.
The proximity of HARETH [see],
where David was, accounts for his
helping it though he did not help
other towns when robbed by the
Philistines. Saul too looked to God,
as if His providence had *delivered’’
David to him by David’s entering a
town with “ gates and bars.”’ Saul's
hope was presumption,for God would
never be the minister to gratuitous
and murderous malice. David again
cousulted God in sinccre faith, whe-
ther the men of K. would betray
him. Like the Antitype, David was
heing betrayed by the ungrateful men

whom he came to save. The corn
abounding character of the Judwan
lowland accords with the Philistines
robbing the *‘threshing floors” of
K. 1ts strength, as a key to the hill
country of Judah, is implied in the
““ armies’’ of the Philistines, and in
Saul’s calling “all the people toge-
ther to go down to K.” ~ *

All ** the wmbabitants of K.” probably
did not join in the treachery 1
David, onlx the Baalstes, Heb. 1

for “men " of K. (ver. 11, 12), s.e.
the Canaanite portion, votaries «f
Baal, to whom David’s devotion to

Jebovah and the presence of the
sacred ephod with the priest Abja-
thar were un offence. Ps. xxxi.
8, 8, 21 alludes, with the undesigned-
ness which characterizes genuineness,
to this: “I have hal them that
regard lying vanities (idols as Baal),
but I trust in Jehovah.” * Thou
hast known my soul in adversities””
(David’s phrase in the independent
history, 2 Sam. iv. 9). ‘ Thou hast
not shut me up snto the hand of th~
enemy, Thou hast set my feet in a
large room. . . . Blessed be Jehovah,
for He hath shown me His marvel-
lous kindness in a strong eity,” the
very description of K.

In Neb. iii. 17, 18 Hashabiah is * ruler
of the half part ( pelek) of K.” and
Bavai raler of the other balf part.
Pelek means a ‘‘breast,” a round
Lill, or mamelon ; applied to Jeru-
sa!tehm ti:)m ed of two :ﬁvelling hille
with the ropceon valley passing
between. l"!;ich balf had its military
ruler. El Khuweilifeh on the edge
of the great plain, the road between
Gaza and Hebron, answers probably
to the double stronghold K. It con-
gists of two tells or round hills, with
a valley between.

Kelai Kelita. Esrax.23; Nch.
x. 10, viii, 7.

Kemuel. 1. Nahor's son by Milcab,
father of Bethuel (Rebekah's father)
and Armam or Ram (Gen. xxii. 2];
comp. Job xxxii. 2). Num. xxxiv.
24. 8. 1 Chron. xxwi. 17.

Kenath. Now Kenawat, near the 8.
end of the tract el Lejah, and on the
W. slopes of the Hauran mountains
(Num. xxxii. 41, 42). 1ts conqueror
Nobah named it after himself (Jud.
viii. 11) ; the original name has sup-
planted his name. Transl. 1 Chron.
1. 23 * Geshur (its people N.W. of
Bashan) and Aram (the Ammeans
or Syrians) took the towns of Jair
(rathgr Havoth Jair) from them (the
Jairites) with K. and the towns
thereof, 60 cities,” t.e. 23 of the
Havoth Jair (i.e. Jaw's life, con-
quered by Jair) and 87 of K. and
her dependent towns (conquered by
Nobah), 60 in all.

Kenas. [See JEpHUNNEH.] L Son
of Eliphag, u’s son. duke of
Edom (Gen. xxxvi. 16, 42). Founder
of the family of Kenetites (adopted
into Israel), of whom were eb
and Othniel (Josh. xiv. 14). 8. Ca-
leb’s grandson, but the “‘and ” (even)
before *“ K.” in 1 Chron. iv.15 shows
a name has fallen out. 8. Younger
brother of Caleb and father of Oth-
niel (Josh. xv. 17). Bnt Keil with
the Masorites transl. * Othniel the
son of K. (i.e. the Kenesites) and
(younger) Leother of Caleb.”” QCaleb
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guve him his daughter to wife, a
mariage in Keil’s view not forbidden

, in the law. “‘The Kenissites’’ of
Gen. xv. 19 either had ceased to
exist before Joshua, or probably Mo-
ses added their name sal uently,
as those descendants of K. were
adopted into Israel subsequently, to
whom Caleb belonged.

Kenites. A Midianits race, for Jethro
the Kenite is called priest prince of
Midian (Exod. ii. 15, 16, iv. 19; Jud.
i. 18, iv. 11). The connection with
Moses explains their continued alli-
ance with Israel, accompanying them
to Jerioho “the city of palmtrees’’
(Jud. i. 16; comp. 2 Chron. xxviii.
15), thence to the wilderness of Ju-
dah, where “they dwelt among the
people” (Isracl), realizsing Moses’
promise to HosaB [see), whose name
appears slightly altered as that of a
wady opposite Jericho (Num. x. 32).
Hence Saul in a friendly spirit warned
them to leave the Amalekites whom
he was about to destroy (1 Sam. xv.
6), and David sent presents to them,
having previously pretended to Achish
that he had invaded their southern
border (xxvii. 10, xxx. 29{i [Sce
Heex, Haz£zoN TaAMAR, REcHAB-
ITES, JEHONADAB.] E. Wilton
(Imperial Dict.) suggests that K. is
a reltgious rather than a gentilic
term, meaning a worshipper of the
goddess Kain, one form of Ashtoreth
or Astarte. This would account for
God’s denunociation of the K. by
Balaam (Num. xxiv. 21, 22 marg.).
Evidently the K. to ba disposseased
by Isracl (Gen. xv. 19) were distinet
from-the K. to whom Hobab and
Jethro belouged. The latter were of
Midiauite origin, sprung from Abra-
ham and Keturah, occupying the re-
gion E. of Ezypt and W}.)of geir and
the gulf of Kgaba.h (xxv. 2); the
former wore Canaanites of the city
Kain, which was taken by Judah
{Josh. xv. 7). The Canaanite K.
Balaam denounces; or else more
probably Balaam’s prophecy is “ Kain
(tho Midianite K.) shall not be ex.
termioated until Asshur shall carry
him away into captivity” (Keil).
Thus * strong is thy dwelling place,
and thon puttest thy nest in a rock,”
is fignmtive. The K. did not as
Edom dwell in the rocks (Obad. 3,
4), but by leaving their nomad life
near Horeb to join lsrael wandering
in quest of a home the Kenite really
placed his rest upon a safe rock, and
would only be carried away when
Assyria and Babylon took Israel and
Judah ; with the diifurence however
that Jndah should be restored, hut
the K. not so because they forfeited
God’s blessing by maintaining inde-
poudence of Israel though intimately
joined and by ncver entering inward]
to God’s eovenant of wit
1srael. The connection of Midian and
the K. a in the name Kenney
still attached to a wady in the midst
of the Mugeiny or Midianites. Mid-
ian (and the K.) and Amalek were
associated, as still are the Museiny
and Aleikat (Amalek). The Muzeiny
commit their flocks to women, as
Jethro committed his to his dangh-
ters. The name Medinah betraye
connection with Midian. Tbe power
of ingratiating themselves with their

neighbours characterized the K. (Jud.
iv. 17.) Also the love of tent life,
hospitality, the use of t's milk
whe:, the employment of women in
men’s work, su that the sexes had
free intercourse and yet the female
part of the tent was inviolable (iv.,
v.; Exod. ii., iv.; Num. xxv.).

Kerchief “ Woe to the women that
make kerchiefs upon the head of
every stature (men of every age) to
hunt souls’” (to make them their
prey): Ezek. xiii. 18, Magic veils,
put over the beads of those consult-
1ng them, to fit them for receiving a
response, rupt in spiritual trance
above the world.

Keren Happuch, Job's yonogest
daughter, born in his renewed pro-
sperity = horn of antimony, the pig-
meut used by Eastern ladiesto darken
their eyeclashes, that the eye might
shine more lustrous (xzlii. 14). In
contrast to his ‘“ horn defiled in the
dust ”’ (xvi. 15).

Kerioth =closely contiguouns cities.
1. Read together, withont *and,”
Kerioth Hezron(Kuryetein, ‘“‘the two
cities,”’ now 10 miles 8. of Hebron):
Josh. xv. 25; in southern Judah.
Hazor imrlies a pastoral spot; K.,
kir (a wall), kijah, 1mply military
fortifications ; Welsh caer. The Ha-
gors are in the southern or Negeb
plain; the Kirjahs in the hills. 2.
A city of Moab (Jer. xlviii. 24), named
with otlier places ‘‘far and near”;
if “far" include 60 miles N.N.E. of
Heshbon, then K. is now Kureiyeh
and Bozrah is Buzrah. Others
conjecture Kureyat ; Cyril Graham
Kwtath and Kwriatain 8.W. of Boz-
rah, containing primitive and gigantic
edifices, the roofs formed of stone
beams laid side by side, 25 ft. long,
and the doors slabs of single stopes;
the work probably of the giant Emim,
the name K. too being perhaps of
Anakim origin.

Keros. Nel. vii. 47.

Keturah. A secondary wife or con-
cubine taken by Abrabam, whether
in Saral’s lifetime or afterwards is
uncertain (Gen. xxv. 1; 1 Chron. i.
28, 32). heir sons were Zimran,
Jokshan, Medan, Midian, Ishbak,
Shuah; they spread through the
desert E. to the Persian gulf.
Hagar's son Ishmael’s posterity was
the elder branch of the *somns of the
concubines.”’

Key. B8.of Bol.v.4,5. A piece of
wood, from seven inches to two feet
loug, fitted with Ee s which corre-
spond to small boles in the bolt
within ; the key put through a hole
draws the bolt. The symbol of
anthority to open or sbut (lsa. xxii.
22; Rev. iii. 7, i.18). A chamber-
luin’s (cunuch) e of office is often
a key, hung by a kerchief *on the
shoufders" (Isa.

ix. 6). The power ﬁ
of the keys was

given to Peterand k._‘
the other apostles —

only at times

(Matt. xvi. 19, xviii. 18) when, and
in 8o far as, Christ made him and
them infallible. Peter rightly opened
the goepel door to the Gentiles
(Acts lx., xi. ;7, 181-; xiv. 27), blét(.;:le
wrongly tried to shut it again .
ll—l&g;ycomp. Luke xi. 52“5)‘.‘m

Kezia=cassta. Ps. xlv. 8, Job xlii. 14.
An aromatic herb, expressing the
beauty of Job’s daughter.

KegiZ. A city on the E. border of
Benjamin (Josh. xvii. 21). A valley
(emek, or head of a valley expanding
into a plain, triangular, W. of the
Jordan, between the base of the hills
and the Dead Sea) is named from it ;
from katzats “to cut’’; from the
timber cut down in the large groves
that anciently grew near Jericho and
the Jordan and in the plain. Thix
cutting of the forest before his eyes
would paturally suggest Jobhn Bap-
tist’s image, “ now also the axe is
laid to the root of the trees’’ (Matt.
iti. 10). De Baulcy found suoch a
head of a valley still called Kaasis.

Kibroth Hattaavah = graves of
lust. Nom. xi. 34, xxxiii. 17. At
Erweis el Ebeirig near wady el Hud.
herah (Haszeroth) Israelite remsins
apparently are found, marking the
site of Kibroth Hattaavah. [See
WILDERNESS OF WANDERINGS end.]
Clark makes Kl Ain to be Kibroth
Hattaavah. Laborde makes El Ain
to bo Hazeroth. The B.E. * wind
from the Lord " from the neiqhbonr-
ing Elanitic gulf of the Red ** Sea”’
bore r’mnls 8o as to “throw them
upon’’ (Heb. Num. xi. 31) the en-
campment and its neighbourhood,
““about two cubits above the face of
the ground,”’ t.e. not that they were
piled up to that height, but the quails
weaned with their flight flew so low
as to be easily knocked down or
caught by the ple. The guail flies
with the winmd low. ‘The pro-
digious quantity and the supply of
them at that ttme, in conneotion with
Jehovah's moral dealings with Israel,
coustitute the miracle, which is in
consunance with God’s natural law

though then in-

tensified. The

, hot Khamsin or

S.E. wind is

what quailsavail

themselves of in
their annual
flight north-

warde; the 8.W.

B

eztraordinary agent brought in * by

the power of God *’ (Ps. Ixxviii. 26).

As Jehovah told them (ver. 20), they

ate “a whole month until it came

out at their nostrils, and was loathb-
some” to them. The impossibility,
to ordinary view, of such a meat sup-
ply for 600,000 men for a month long
even to satiety (‘‘He rained flesh
upon them as dnst, and feathered
fowls like as the sand of the sea’:

Ps. Ixxviii. 27), staggered Moses’

faith: *“ shall the flocks and the herds

be slain for them to suffice them ? or
shall all the fish of the sea be ga-
thered together for them ? (the
proximity to the Red *“ Bea® sug-
ested the “fish,” ver. 81; comp.
§ohn vi. 7 9.) Wae too often “limit

the Holy Oue of Israel” (Pa. Ixxviii.

41, 20-31). But “while the flesh

was yet between their teeth, ere it

was consumed” (Speaker’s Comm.
for ““ chewed"’), *‘ the wrath of Jeho-
vah smote tbe people with a very

t plague.” Feeding on quails
or a wglgﬁe month would of itself be
injurious. God punished the glut-

QUalL
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tonous people throogh their gluttony
whieh they had indulged in to sur-
feit; He aggravated the natural con.
sequences Into & supernatural visita-
tion. God punishes murmurers by
‘‘ giving them their request, but
seuding leanness into their soul ” (Ps.
cvi. 15).

The first supply of quails was on the
15th day of the second month after
the exodus (Exod. xvi.,, Ps. cv. 4),
just before the maunna. The secund
was at Kibroth Hattaavah in tue
second year after the camp had re-
-moved from its 13 months’ stay at
Sinai, The Heb. for “quail”’ is selav,
and the locality has several places
named from it, wady es Selif the
E. road, wady Soleif the road to the
W. E..Wilton (Imp. Dict.) fixes on
an old cemetery in the wady Berah
as Kibroth Hattaavah.

Kibzaim. A city of mount Ephraim
(Joush. xxi. 22); given to the Kohath-
ite Levites; =“two heaps.” [See
JokMBAM, similarly meaning & ga-
thering or confluence, from kamah

and amam.] Identified by E. Wilton
(Imp. Dict.) with Kasab, near the
conftaence of two streams (whence

K. i derived) on the N.W. bousdury
of Ephraim (Josh. xvi. 9, xvii. 9, 10).

Kid. [See Foop, end, on the prohi.
bition to *“seethe ” or boil it in_its
‘‘ mother’s milk ’’: Deut., xiv. 31.]

Kinah, A cityin the 8. border of
Judah, next Edom (Josh. xv.22). A
Kenite settlement made directlyafter
the fall of Jericho (Jud. i. 16). E.
Wilton (Imp. Dict.) would read for
‘ Bder, and Jagur, and K.” “ Arad
and Hasor Kinah”’; comp. LXX.,
“Ara and Asor and K.’ Some must
be compound names, otherwise the
list would exceed the number speci-
fied ver. 32.

King. Moses (Dent. xvii. 14-17) con-
templated the contingency of a king
beiug set up in Israel as in all the
adjoming nations. The theocracy
and the law could be maintained un.
der kings as under a commonwealth.
God’s promise was, ‘‘ kings of peuple
shall be of Sarah™ (Gen. xvii. 16).
Other allusions to kings to come
oooar (xxxvi. 81, Num. xxiv. 17, Deut.
xxviti. 38). The request of the
people (1 Bam. viii. 5, etc.), ‘‘ make
us a king to judge us like all the
pations,” evidently is moulded after
Dent. xvii. 14; 80 Samuel’s language
in presenting Saul to the people
[ gsm. x. 24) as “Bim whom the
Lord hath chosen !’ alludes to Moses’
direction (Deut. *%kvii. 15), “thou
shalt in any wige set him king over
thee whom the Lord thy God shall
choose.” It was not the meredesire
for a king which is blamed, but the
spirs$ of their request and tho eir-
cumstances under which they made
it. They set aside Samuel, though
sgpointed by the heavenly King, on
the pretext ‘‘behold thou art old,”
though he took a leading part in
state affairs for 35 years afterwards
(X Bam. viii. 5), ‘““tbey have not
rejected thee but . .. Me that I
should not reign over them ”’; they
distrasted God’s power and will to
save them from Nabash (xii. 12),
though He bad delivered them from
the Philistines (chap. vii.). Sumuel’s
sems were corrupt, but that did not

warrant their desire to set aside
himself, whom none could accuse of
corruption (chap. xii.). Impatience
of God's yoke (the laws of the theo.
cracy), eagerness to imitate the na-
tions around, and unbelief in trial,
i of seeking for the cause of
their misfortunes in themselves, were
the sin of their request. God in
retribution * gave them o king in
His anger” (Hos. xiii. 10, 11).
Samuel by God’s direction warned
them of the evil results of their
desire, the prerogative to dispose of
their property and their children at
will, which he would claim; yet the
refused to obey: “ pay, but we wi
have a king, that we also may be like
all the nations, and that the king may
judge us and go out before us and
fight our battles.”” The sacred
record of Solomon’s multiplying
horses and chariots from Egypt, and
foreign wives who turned away his
heart, alludes to the prohibition

Deut. xvii. 16, 17; comp. vii. 3, 4;

xod. xxxiv. 16), and proceeds to
verify the prediction of the results
of disobedience to it. God saves not
by borses and borsemen, but by the
Lord His people’s God (Hos. i. 7).
Moses’ cantion against ‘‘returning
to E " accords with his experi-
ence (Num. xiv. 4). After the king-
dom was set up in Israel the danger
was no longer of a literal (but see
Jer. xlii. 14) but of a spiritual back-
sliding return to Egypt (Hos. xi. 5;
Isa. xxx. 1, 2, xxxvi. 9 ; Ezek. xvii.
15). Solomon’s multiplication of
borses and chariots from Egypt
entailed constant traffic with that
idolatrous nation, which the prohibi-
tion, Deut. xvii. 16, was designed to
prevent.

The king when set np, as the judge
previonsly, waa but God’s viceroy,
enjoying only a delegated suthority.
The highpriest, priests, and Levites,
a8 God’s ministers, were magistrates
as well as religious officers.  Saul
was elected by the Divine oracle
from an obscure family, so that all
saw his authority was {wld solely at
God’s pleasure. The king had the
executive power uunder God; God
reserved to Himself the executive.
The words * Jehovah is our Judge,
Jehovah is our Lawgiier, Jehovah is
our King embody tho theocracy
(1sa. xxxiii. 22). The land itself was
His (Lev. xxv. 23, 42, 55); and the
people, as His servants, could not be
E\ermauentl& bondse:vants to mien.

he king was closely connected with
the pries:bood, and was bound to
“wnte (i.e. have written for him)a
copy of the law out of that before
the pricsts and Levites; he should
read therein all his life, to keep all
the words, that bis heart might not
be lifted up above his brethren, t»
the end that he might proling his
days in his kingdom ™ (Dent. xvii.
18-20). lnstead of being, like East-
ern kings, of a distinet roval caste,

he was simply to be first among |

equals, like his subjects bound by the
fundamental law  of the oation
(comp. Matt. xxiii. 9). None of the
Ixraelite kings u~urped the right to
legislate. The people chose their
king, but only in accordance with
God’s ‘‘choice ” and from their

“brethren” (1 Sam. ix. 15, x. 24,
xvi. 12; 1 Kings xix. 16; 1 Chron.
xxii. 10). The rule (*one from
among thy brethren shalt thou set
king over thee,”” Deut. xvii. 16) that
no stranger should reign gives point
to the question Isee Jesus CHRrisT ],
Matt. xxit. 17, ““is it lawfal to give
fll"li]bute l‘xmt(t)edceml“ [ (Jer.l.'ﬁ;;m )
e unlimited polygamy of tern
kings was forbidden. éunuel wTote
down ‘“the manner of the kingdom ’
(1 Sam. x. 25), i.e, the rights and
duties of the king in relation to Je-
bovah the supreme King,and to the
nation. Despotic rourders were com-
mitted as thdt of the 85 priests at
Nob, besides the other inhabitants,
by Saunl (1 Sam. xxii. 18, 19); but
mostly the kings observed forms of
law. Even Ahab did not seize at
once Naboth’s vineyard, but did it
with the show of a trial. David slew
Rechab and Baanah because they
were self convicted of Ishbosheth’s
murder. The king was commander
in chief, supreme judge, and imposer
of taxes (Menahem, 8 Kings xv.
19, 20; Jehoiakim, xxiii. 86) and
lovies of men (1 Kings v. 13-15).
He was ‘‘the Lord’s anointed,”
consecrated with the holy oil hereto-
fore reserved for the priests (Exod.
xxx. 23-83; 1 Kings 1. 89; 2 Sam.
vii. 14; Ps. lxxxix. 19, 20, 26, 27,
ii. 8, 6, 7). It was sacnilegious to
ill him, even at his own request
(1 Sam. xxiv. b, 6, 10, xxvi. 9, 16;
2 Sam. i. 14; Lam. iv. 20). Type ot
Messiah (Dan. ix. 26). The prophets
wore his advisers, reprovers (2 Sam.
xii., 1 Kings xxi.) and intercessors
with God (1 Kings xii. 21-24; Isa.
xxxvil. 22-36; Jer. xxxvii. 17, xxxviti.
2,4,14-26). He was bound to con-
sult God by the Urimand Thummim
of the highpriest in every important
stega(l Sam. xiv. 18, 19, xxviii. 6;
2 Sam. ii. 1, v. 19, 28). He beld
office on condition of loyalty to his
supreme Lord. Sanl, failing herein,
forfeited his throne; self will soun
usurped the place of God’s will:
‘‘ we inguired not at the ark in the
days of Saul” (1 Chron. mii. 3).
David, on the contrary, could not
bear that God's throne, the ark,
should lie neglected whilst bis throne
was so elevated, and he stripped off
his royal robe for the linen epbcd to
do homage before the symbol of
God’s throno (2 Sam. vi. 14). The
kiug selected his successor, under
God’'s direction, as David chliose
Solomon before the elder son Ad:n-
jah (1 Kingsi. 30, ii. 23; 2 Sam.
xii. 24, 25) ; comp. 2 Chron. xi. 21, 22,
Rehoboam, A"{)ijnh; the firstborn
was usually appuinted (xxi. 3, 4).
The queen mo&er was regent during
a sou’s minority, and always held a
high position of power at eourt
(1 Kings 1i. 19; 2 Kings xxiv. 13, 15,
xi. 1-3: Athaliah).

His chief ofticers were the recorder,
who wrote annals of his reign
(2 Sam. viii. 16) ; the scribe or secre-
tary wrote desputches and conducted
his correspondence (ver. 17); the
officer over the house, arrayed in a
distinctive robe of office and girdle
(Isa. xxii. 15, ete., xxxvi. 8); the
king’s friend or companion (1 Kings
iv. 3); the captain of the body guard
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(2 Sam. xx. 23 ; 1 Kings ii. 25, 34, 46),
who was also chief executioner; the
commander in chief under the king
(2 Bam. iii. 30-39, xx. 23); his coun-
wellor (xvi. 20-23, xvii. 1-14; 1 Chron.
xxvii. 88). Besides demesnes, flocks,

BCRIRE TAK(NU CENSUS,
tentha {1 Sam. viii. 15), levies, he
snjoyed a large revenue by ' pre-
sents,” which virtoally became a
regular tax.

1 ingdom of heaven (Gr. “‘the
heavens”’): of God. The former is
Matthew's phrase, the latter Mark's
and Luke's. Derivel from Dan.
ii. 44, iv. 26, vii. 13, 14, 27. Mos.
siah’s kingdom, as a whole, bith in
ita present spiritual invisible phase,
the gospel dispensation of grace, and
also in its future manifestation on
earth in glory, when finully heaven
and earth phall be joined (John i.51;
Rev. xxi., &xii.). Ouor Lord's parables
designata several aspects uu-imhh.mua
of it by the one common phrase,
“the kingdom of the heavens,” or
' of God, 1s like,”" ett.

Kings, I. and IL. Title. In LXX.
the hooks wre called * the third and
fourth of the Kingdoms,” in Vulg.
‘“the third aud fourth hook of Kings.”

ﬂriﬁinull)' thotwo wereone: Bomberg

in his printel editions, 1518, 1549,

divided them intofieo. Threr periods

are incladed.  The first (1 Kingsi1.—

xi.), 1015-975 n.c., Solomon's ascent

of the throne, wisdom, eonsolidation

of his power, eraction of the temple,

A years' reigning over the andivided |

twelve tribes; the time of lsrael's
I:1t=l'y. except that towards the close
of his reign his polymumyand idolatry
cansed a decline, and God threes 1
the di:!}'npllnul of the kingdom (xi ).
The socond period, from the division
into two kingdoms Lo the Ass
captivity of the ten northern tribes,
975-722 n.e. The thind period, from
thence, in Hezekinh's  veign, till
Judah’s captivity in Babylon, 722

of e

360 B.c., down to the 37th vear of

Jehoiachin's exile and imprisonment, |

The second period (xii. | -2 Kingsx.)
comprises threo stages: (1) theenmity
at first between Judah and lsrael
from Jeroboam to Omri, 1 Kings xii. 1
—xvi. 33; (2) the intermarriags be-
tween the royal honses of T<raal and
of Judah, nnder Ahab, down to the
destrnetion of both kings, Joram of
Isrnel and Ahazinh of Judah, by Jehn, |
1 Kings xvi. 20—2 Kings x.; (3) the

renewal of hostilities, from Jehn's |

accession in lsmel and Athalinh's |
usarpation in Judah to Isrel’s cap- |
tivity in Hezekiah's sixth year, xi.—
xvii. !
The book is not a mere chronicle of |
kinzs' deeds and fortunes, but of |
their reiens in their spiritual relation
tov Jehovah the true, thongh invisible,
King of the theocracy; hence it is
rinked in the canon among * the
prophets””  The prophets therefore
as His ministers, guardians of His

rights, and interpreters of His counsel
and will, come prominently forward
in the book to maintain His preroga-
tive before the kings His viceroys,
and to counsel, warn, and punish as
Hewho spoke in them deemed neces.
sary, contirming their word by mi-
racalous signs. Thus Sumuel by His
direction anointed Saul and David
to reign over His people; Nathan
announced God’s promise that David's
throne and seed should be for ever
(2 Sam. vii.) ; then when he sinned
Nathan announced his punishment,
and on his repentance immediate
forgiveness  (xi.) ; similarly Gad
(xxiv.). Nathan announced Solo.
mon's appointment as suceessor (xi.
25, 1 Chron., xxii. 9); anocinted and
installed him instead of Adonijah the
elder brother (1 Kings i.). Thence-
forth, David's seed baving been
established in Judah in conformity
with (God’s promise (2 Sam, vii.), the
prophets’ agency in Judah was re-
stricted to eritical times and special
casts requiring the expression of Je.
hovah's will in the way of either re-
proof of declension or enconragement
of faithfulness. Buat in lsrael their
agency was more continuous and
prominent, beeause of the absence
of Jehovah's ordinary ministers the
priests and Levites, and because of
the state idolatry of the calves, to
which Ahab added Baal worship.
Jehovah appeared to Solomon  at
Gibeon shortly after his aceession,
agnin after his dedication of the
temple, tinally by a prophet, probably
Ahijah, after his declension (1 Kin,

iii. 5, ete. 3 ix. 1, ete.s xi. 11, ete., 29).
Elijah “ the proplet as fire, whose
words burned as s torch "' (Ecclus.
xlviii. 1), as ehampion of Jehovah,
defeated Baal's and Asherah's pro-
phets at Carmel ; and averted utter
apostasy from northern Israel by
banding God's prophets in schools

where Jehovah's worship was< main.
tained, and a substitute sopplied for
the legal temple worship enjoyed by
the godly in Judah.

The choive and treatment of moteriols
wis determined by the grand theme
of the bonk, viz, I?m progressive -
velopment of the kingdom of God
historicully, in conformity with the
Divine promise thro Nathan to |

Duvid which is its gern will set |
up thy seed after thee, and T will |
estublish his kingdom . . . for ever. |

1 will be his Father and he shall be
My =on; if he commit inignity |
chasten him with the rod of n
with the stripes of the chil
men ; hut My merey shall not dey
away from him, as 1 took it from
Saul " (2 Sam. vii. 12 17). This is
the guiding clue through the whole
history. This book records ita ful-
filment, Jehovah prospering the pious
kings of David's seed, chastising the
backsliders, then casting away yet
not for ever. Notwithstanding Adon-
ijuh’s attempt, Solomon is at the out-
sot recorded as receiving David's king-
dom as Jehovah had promised; he

esat Gibeon the renewal of the
promise, on condition of faithfulness,
and in answer to his prayer receives
wigdom, and also riches and honour
which he had not asked for; then
after rearing the temple receives

will |

God's confirmation of the promise
conditionally, *if thou wilt walk
before Me as David I will establish
thy kingdom for ever; but if ye (thon
and thy people) shall atall turn from
following Me . . . then will I cut
off Israel out of the land"; then in
old age was sentenced for forsaking
the covenant to have the kingdom
rent. from him and given to his ser-
vant; yet the grace unchangeably
promised in 2 Sam. vii. mitigates the
stroke, for David’s sake the rending
should take place not in Solomon's
but in his son's days. Moreover
one portion (Judah, also Benjamin,
Simeon, and Dan in part [see ISRAEL
and Juvan]) was reserved with Jeru-
salem for David's seed, and should
not go with the other ten tribes to
Jeroboam,

The reigns of Israel's kings are more
elaborately detailed, and previousl
to those of Judah, because Israel,
with its erying evils requiring extru-
ordinary prophetical interposition so
frequently, furnished more materials
for the theme of the book than Judah
of which the development was mors

equable.  All matters of important
bearing on the kingdom of God in
Judah are deseribed fully. In both

ulike Jehovahnppears as the gracious,
long suffering God, yet the just
punisher of the reprobate at last, but
still for His covenant sake sparing
and preserving a remnant, notwith-
ulmuii ng the idolatry of several even
of Judah's kings (1 Kings xv.4; 3
Kings vin. 19, xi. 1, 2). Jehovah
promised, on condition of faithful-
nees, to Jeroboum too a sure houss
and the throue of Israel, bat not for
ever, only so long as the separate
kingdom should last; for He added,
“1 will for this afflict the seed of
David, but not for et-er"cél Kin;{s
xi. 38, 39). Judah survived Israel’s
destruction becanse of its firm poli-
tical basis in the continuous succes-
ston of David's line, and its religiovs
hasis in the Divinely appointeld
tewple and  Lemfical  priesthood.
But Ahaz' impiety (though counter-
acted in part by godly Hezekinl)) and
1-:~i1w('i:l"}‘ Munasseh’s awfal blood-
shedding and idolatry (the effects of
which on the people the faithful
Josiah eounld only undo externally)
at last provoked God to give up
Judah too to ca JLi\:ity; 80 Jehoin-
chin first and Zedekiash last wers

. kTR
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led away to Babylon, and Jerusaleia
and the temple were destroyed. The
book, in happy consonance with its
design, closes with Jehoisohin's ele-
vation from the prison to the highest
throne of the vassal kingsat Babylon,
an ecarncst of brighter days to the
covenant people, the first ray of the
dawn of God's returning favour, and
of His restoring the Jews, and of
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His fulfilling His promise that the
kingdom an

seed of David shall be
for ever.

Relationto 1 and 2 Samuel. Character-
istics. The opening “now’ marks
that the books of Kings continue the
books of Samuel, carrying on the
history of the development of the
kingdom, as foretold in the gmda-
mental promise (2 Sam. vii.). Never-
theless, the uniformity of the treat-
ment of the history, and the unity of
the language, mark that the work is
independent of 1 and 2 Samuel.
The author guotes from his original
souroes with standing formulas. He
gives ochronol.gical notes r1 Kings vi.
1 (the number 480 is a8 copyist’s error

see CARONOLOGY and JuDcEs)), 37,
38; vii. 1; ix. 10; xi. 43; xiv. 20, 21,
25; xv. 1, ?, 9, 10. Mos(la]s’ lak.:;is hi;
standard for judging the kings (
Kings ii. 3, iii. 14; 2 Kings x. 31, xi.
13, xiv. 6, xvii. 37, xviii. 6, xxi. 8,
xxii. 8, xxiii. 3, 21). He describes
in the same phrase the begiuning,
character, a.mf close of each reign fl
Kings xi. 43 ; xiv. 8,20, 31; xv. 3,8,
11, 24, 28, 34; xxii. 43, 51, 53; xvi.
19, 28, 30; 2 Kings iii. 2, 3; viil. 24;
x. 29, 81; xii. 3; xiii. 2, 9, 11; xiv.
3.29; xv. 8, oto.). Except variations
occasioned by the difference of the
sources employed, the language, style,
vocabulary,and grammarare uniforin
throughout. Assyrian and Chualdee
forms oocur, found in Jeremiab, but
not found 1n the earlier historical
books (Joshua, Judges, 1 and 2
Samuel) : eekoh for eeko (2 Kings vi.
13); akslah, meat (1 Kings xix. 8);
almugim (x. 11, 12); omnoth, pillars
{2 Kings xviii. 16) ; uraoth, stalls (1
Kings 1v. 28) ; barburim, fowls (ver.
23) ; gahar, stretch (xviii. 43); apheer
for eepheer (xx. 33, 41); gub, hns-
bandman (2 Kings xxv. 12) ; galom,
wrap (ii. 8); dobroth, “floats’ (1
Kings v. 9) ; Zif (vi. 1,87) ; chapha,
act secretly (2 Kings xvii. 9); yatziak
chamber (1 Kings vi. 5, 6, 10);
ma’abeh, clay (vii. 46) ; nada, drive
{2 Kings xvii. 21); neshs, debt (2
Kings iv. 7) ; sar, heavy (1 Kings xx.
43, xxi. 4, 8); pharvar, suburbs (2
Kings xxiii. 11} ; quab, measure (vi.
25) ; quabal, bofore (xv. 10) ; taha-
noth, camp {vi. 8); kothersth chapiter,
mesaivmeroth snuffers, both in Kings,
Chronicles, and Jeremiah ; mekonah,
, in Kera also. Reference is
mede to writings containing furthor
information concerning rticular
kings, not intr m Kings be.
cause not falling in with its design
to set forth the kingdom of God.

Relation to Chronicles. The language
of Kings bears traces of an earlier
date. dee forms are rare in
Kings, numerous in Chronicles, which
has also Persicisms ot found iu
Kings. Chronicles is more compre-
hensgive, comprising genealogien from
Adam downwards, and David’s reign ;

1 Chron. xxviii.—2 Chron. xxxvi 22
synohronises with 1 and 2 Kings.
‘The prophets are prominentin Kings,
48 Is'athnu, Abijjah, Elijah, Elisha,
the prophet against the Bethel
altar, Jonah, ete. The priestly and
Levitioal element is prominent in
Chronicles, e.g. Hezekiah's purifica-
tion of the temple, Josiah’s passover
{2 Chron. xxix.~xxxi., xxxv.). The

i books were written whilst
Israel was still fresh in memory; but
Chronicles for the Jews only who no
longer could have any intercourse
with the bhalf-bred Israelites of the

(comp. 2 Chron. xx. 3, xxv.g
Judah and Jerusalem are the chie
subject of Chronicles, Israel is in the
The reason is [see
CHRONICLES), the author (probabl
Ezra) seeks to enconrage the return
exiles to restore the temple service
and npational polity as they were
under the godly kings of David’s line
in Judah, whereas they had no exist-
The idol-
atries of Solomon, Rehoboam, and
Ahas, etc., are less detailed, because
the returned Jews were no longer

N.

background.

ence in northern Israel.

prone to idolatry.
Unity of authorship.

the deliverance from it.

Bathra, f. 15,
Jeremiah. Pro

year of Jehoiachin.

phecies of Jeremiah.

x1.) was not likely to re

again.

xiv. 3, Jer. xix. 1, 10

Kings xxv. 7, Jer. xxxix. 7).

frequent reference to the pentateach
accords with the interest Jeremiah ’
was sure to feel in the discovery
under Josiah of the temple copy (Jer.
xi. 8-5 comp. Deut. xxvii. 26; Jer.
xxxii. 18-21 comp. Exod. xx. 6, vi. 6;
Jer. xxxiv. 14 comp. Deut. xv. 12).
Jeremiah’s prophecies and Kings
shed mutual light on oue another,
and have undesigned eoincidences: 2
Kings xzv. 1-3, comp. Jer. xxxviii.
1-9, xxxix. 1-7; 2 Kings xxv. 11,
13, 18-31, comp. Jer. xxxix. 10-14,
xl. 1-5; 2 Kings xxiv. 13, xxv. 13,
comp. Jer. xxvit. 18-20, xxviii. 3-6;
2 Kings xxiv. 14 comp. Jer. xxiv. 1;
2 Kings xx., xxii., xxiii., comp. Jer,
vii. 15, xv. 4, xix. 8. The absence of
meation of Jeremiahin Kings, though
he was 80 prominent in the reigns of
the last four kings, is just what we
might expect if Jeremiah be the
author of Kings. The mention of
Seraiah and Zephaniah as slamm b

Nebuchadnezzar (2 Kings xxv. 18

accords with Jer. xxi. 1, xxix. 25-29,
wherein Zephaniah appears as of the
faction that opposed Jereminh and
was hended by priests and false pro-
phets. Comp. also 2 Kings xxiv. 2,
7 with Jer. xxv. 9, 20, 21; xxxvil. 7,

8; xlvi. 1-12.

Nowhere in
the books can interpolation or com-
bination of different accounts be de-
tected. The history is brought down
to past the middle of the Babylonian
captivity ; yet no allusion occurs to
The anthor
was probably living with the Baby-
l'nian exiles. The Talmud (Baba
1) makes him to be
bly Jeremiah died in
Egypt, and hardly lived till 66 years
after his call to prophesy, t.e. the 37th
Our author was
doubtless acquainted with the pro-
The accounta,
2 Kings xxiv. 18, etc., and Jer. lii.,
are both extracts from a fuller ac.
count of Jerusalem’s fall. Jer. lii.
was probably written by some one
clse, as Jeremiah having recorded tud!
history in the proper place (xxxix.,|
t it over
Bat in favonr of Jeremiah's
authorship is the fact that certain
words are used only in Kings and in
Jeremiah : baqubuqu, cruse (1 Kings

) 5 yagab, bus-
bandman (2 Kings xxv. 12, Jer. lii.
16) ; chabah, hide (1 Kings xxii. 25,
Jer. xlix. 10); ’acar, to blind (2

The ,

Sources. For Solomon’sacts theaut hor
mentions a8 his authority “ the book
of the acts of Sclomon” (1 Kings xi.
41). For the affairs of Judah * the
book of the chronicles of the kings
of Judah” (1 Kings xiv. 29, xv. 7,
23, xxii. 46 ; 2 Kings viii. 23, xii. 19).
For lsrael * the book of the chromi-
cles of the kings of Israel” (1 Kings
xiv. 19; xv. 31; xvi. b, 14, 20, 27 ;
xxii. 39; 2 Kings i. 18). Not the
national archives kept by the * re-
corders’’ or kinge' remembrancers ;
but anuals compiled by prophete
from the public yearbooks or na-
tional archives, and also from pro-
phets’ monographs, and collections
of prophecies reaching in Israel t<
Pekah (2 Kings xv. 31), and in Judah
to Jehoiakim (2 Kings xxiv. 5); the
collection being worked imto & book
of the times of each kingdom shortly
before the overthrow of Judah. The

ment between the books of
ings and 2 Chron. is due to both
quoting from these same anoals. The
book of Chronicles embodies also
writings of individual prophets, as
Isaiah, Iddo, and Jehu, beside the
daybooks of the kings (2 Cliron. xx.
34, xxxii. 32). Some of ¢he prophets’
individual writings were received
into the aunals. No public annalists
had place in northern Israel. The
formuia ‘“ tq this day” refers to the
time of the still existing kingdom of
Judah, towards its close, and ema-
nated from the sources employed, not
from the author of Kings, or it is
common to Kings and Chronicles (1
Kmgs viii. 8, see below, 2 Chron. v.
9; 1 Kings ix. 21 comp. 2 Chron.
¢iii. 8; 1 Kings xii. 19 comp. 2 Chron.
x. 19; 2 Kings viii. 22 comp. 2 Chron.
xxi. 10. Also xxix. 29, *‘ the books of
Samnel the seer, Nathan the pro-
Phet. and Gad the seer,” answer to
‘the book of the acts of Solomon”
in1 Kings xi. 41, and 2 Chron. ix. 29,
““the book of Nathan the propbet,
the prophecy of Ahijah the Shilonite,
and the visions of Iddo the seer
against Jeroboam.” ‘“The book of
the acts of Solomon” was much
earlier than the annals of Israel and
Judah. The composition of the annals
by prophets accounts for the promi-
nence given to Elijah and Elis

Inmpartial candour and reference of all
things to the standard of the law
characterize the composition. The
great Solomon’s faults and any
grace in northern Israel’s kings are
undisguisedly narrated ; so also the
destruction of the very temple where
God manifested His glory. Even
Elijah’s tempo weakness of faith
in fleeing from Jezebel is told as
candidly and faithfully as his marvel-
lons boldness for God. In 1 Kings
viii. 8 the staves of the ark in the
holy place the auther mays ‘“‘are
unto thig day’’; this must a re-
tention of the words of his soura,
for he survived the destruction of
the temple (2 Kings xxv.). The re.
petitions are due to the same canse
(1 Kings xiv. 21, 31; 2 Kings xiii. 12,
13; xiv. 16, 16; ix. 14, 15; viii. 28,
29; also 1 Kings xiv. 80, xv. 6). The
writer interposes in his guotations
his own Spirit-taught reflections (2
Kings xiii. 23, xxi. 10-16, xvii. 7-23,
32 41).
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@anonical authority. The bookshave | (Arabic), or heres “baked clay,”| Abu Ghaush, s maranding chisf,
3 ves and terraced

always stood in the second division of
the Jewish canon, ““ the prophets”
(nebiim), being of prophetical com-

ition and theme (see above, the

inning), viz. God's inistra-
tion through His prophets in develop-
ing the theocratic kingdom under

kings. Our Lord thrice refersto the
boo‘i', speaking of S8olomon, the queen
of She anng the widow of Sarepta

and Naaman (Matt. vi. 29; xii. 42;
Luke iv. 25-87). Also Paul refers to
Klias’ intercession against 1smel, and
God’s amawer about the 7000 who
bowed not to Baal (Rom. xi. 3-4). Also
James as to Elias’ prayer for drought,
then for rain (Jas. v. 17, 18; v.
xi. 6). Elisha’s charge to Gehasi (2
Kings iv, 29) is repeated inour Lord’s
sharge (Luke x. 4); the raising of
she Shunammite’s son is referred to,
Heb. ‘5.2035; Jezebel is referred to,

. W .

Confirmation from secular history and
monuments. The Egyptian king
Psinaches’ patronage of Hadad the
Edomite (1 Kings xi. 19, 20): Solo-
mon’s alliance with his successor
Psusennes who reigned 35 years;
Shishak’s (Sesonchis 1.} accession
towards the close of S8olomon’s reign

ver.40) ; his conquest of Judsa under

hoboam, represented on a monu-
ment still at Karnak which mentions
“the king of Judah,” the time of
the Ethiopian dynasty of So (Sabak)
and Tirhakah, of the 25th dynasty;
the rise and speedy fall of Syrian
power, Assyria overshadowing it ; the
acoount of Mesha harmonizing with
the DiBoN [see] stone; Assyria’s
straggles with Egypt, and Babylon’s
sudden supremacy under Nebuchad-
nezzar over both Assyria and Egypt:
all these notices in Kings acoord with
independent pagau history and in-
scriptions. The namesof Omri,Mesha,
Jehu, Menahem, Hoshea, Hezekiah,
are deciphered ininsoriptions of cam-
ga.i.gns of Tiglath Pileser, Sargon,

nnacherib, and Esarhaddon.

Contempo: rophets, as 1saiah, with
Ahaz and ewﬁin.h, Jeremiah with
Jehoiakim and Zedekiah, elucidate
the histories of Kings just as the
epistles of N.T. are commentaries
on Acts.

Kir. A wall,or place fortified with a
;::)au. L .An%{rmeninn region (;ubject

Assyria, istan or Georgia
between the Blaci and Caspian seas
(Isa. xxii.6). The river Kur (Cyrus)
in it falls into the Caspian Sea. i::m
Kir the Syrians migrated originally ;
and to it they were removed from
Damascus by Tiglath Pileser (2
Ké:f‘ xvi. §). Esarhaddon had sub-
dued Armenia (according to Assyrian
inscriptions: Rawlinson Herodot. i.
481), warring with it as the harbourer
of his father Beunacherib’s two

icidal murderers (Amos i. 5, ix.

). Keil thinks Kir to be Kureoa
along the river Mardus in Media, or
else ine a town in Media, on the
ground that the remote parts of
Armenis were beyond the Assyrian
g:f:re (2 Kings xix. 87) ; but Esar-
don sabduedit. The LXX.,Vulg.,
and Tsrﬁum rendering “‘ Cyrene”’
favour Keil. 8. ik HargsH,
Heres, Hareserr, HarasetH, or
or Moas. From harith *“‘a hill”

Jer. xlviii. 23, 24,
Kiriathaim.

Kirjath Huzoth=city of streets.

Kirjath Jearim—=city of forests.

vis.,, the walls being of brick (?).
Moab’s two strongholds were Ar
(mother) of Moab, the metropolis, and
Kir of Moab (2 Kings iii. 25) on the
most elevated hill in the country
(Isa. xvi. 7, 11; xv. 1; 3 Kings iil
25; Jer. xlviii. 81, 36). Here the
Moabite h':f%dmade ?::ml, e
against co: erate udah,
and Edom [see Dion]. Here he
sacrlilﬁced his son nlngwnio created
““indi; ion against Israel,”” becanse
the mumdmuoed him to such an
a.w‘!ul extremity ; the Israclites’ own
superstitious fears were excited and
they withdrew from the expedition ;
then followed Mesha's victorious
campaigy recorded on the Dibon
.stone. Now Kerak, capital of Moab,
on the top of a hill 3000 feet above
the Dead Sea, surrounded on all
sides by deep ravines, and these by
hills whence the lsraelite slingers
hurled when they could not take the
place; entered by a tunnel through
the solid rock for 100 feet distance; a
deep rock hewn moat separates the
massive citadel from the town.
Kiriah is the archaioc term; Ir and

Ar the more recent terms for a city.
Kereth the Pheenician form appears
in Carth-age, Cirta. Inthe Bible we
have Kerioth éi.e. “the cities"),
Kartah, Kartan (Josh. xxi. 82, xv. 25;
41; Amos ii. 2).

. L Num. xxxii. 37,
Josh. xiii. 19. A town of Renben.
Belonged first to the Emim (Gen. xiv.
5 Shaveh Kiriathaim, “the plain of
K.,”” or of the two cities) whom the |
Moabites dispossessed before the |
exodug (Deut. ii. 10, 11). Moab lost
and recovered K. when the trans- |
jordanic tribes were carried captive |
(Jer. xlviii. 1, 23 ; Eszek. xxv. 9). 2. |
K. of Nuphtali, assigned to the Le-
vitical Gershonites (1 Chron. vi. 76).

Kirjath Arba=the city of Arba the

Anakite (Gen. xiii. 18, xxiii. 2; Josh.
xiv. 13, xv. 54, xx. 7, xxi. 11; Neh. xi.
25). Hebron was the original name,
then Mamre (the sacred ve near
the town), then K. Caleb restored
the name Hesron [see].

In Moab. Thither Balak led Balaam
(Num. xxii. 36, 39, 41). Between the
Arndn and Bamoth Baal.

Ps. exxxi. 6, “we (David and his
people) when in Ephratah heard of
the ark’’ as a hearsay, not as the
religious oentre of the nation as when
it was in Shiloh ; “ we found it in the
fields of the wood,” .e. in Kirjath

Jearim, the forest town, where it lay
neglected under Saul after its resto-
ration by the Philistines (1 Sam. vi. |
2], vii. 1; 3 Sam. vi. 3, §, 4?. David |
brought it up to Zion. [ts other |
names BaALAH, BaaLE of Judah, |
Kiriati BaaL, betray its original |
connection with Baal worship (Josh. |
xv. 9, 60, xviii. 14; 1 Chron. xiii. 8, |
Gé. Contracted into Kirjatharim |
(Ezra ii. 25). Oalled simply Kirjath |
and assigned to Benjamin 5.9] osh. |
xvili. 28). Now Kwryet el Enab, |
‘“the city of grapes,” on the right |
bank of a long wady, with a fine old
church, stone houses aped round
two ,or three castle-like houses, the
hereditary residences of the family of |

amidst olive
slopes. But Chaplin identifies Kir-
jath Jearim with the vi Soba,
mount Seir on Judah’s border bei
Batn el SBaghir. Caleb’s son Sho
was the father or founder over again
of Kirjath Jearim (1 Chron. ii. 50-58).
It was one of the four Gibeonite
cities which obtained peace with
Israel by deceit (Josb. ix. 17).
irjath Sannah = city of palms
esonius), city of doctrine (Bochart).

t was in the mountains of Judah,
not the usual babitat of palms, ra-
ther it was the Canaanite centre of
relsgious teaching (Josh. xv. 40)=
KirJATH SkPHER, “ city of & book.”
Joshua took it and slew its king and
inhabitants (x. 88, 89; xi. 18). It
was then called also Debir (an inner
place, viz. among the mountains) in
the ceutre of Judah, not the Debir
on the N.E. frontier (xv. 7, 15, 16,
xi. 21, xxi. 16; Jud. i, 11, 18). As-
signed to the priests. Poesibly now
Dewsrban on a hill an hour’s distance
W. from Hebron; but more probably
Dhoheriyeh : see Pal. Expl. d)y. Stat.,
Jan. 1875, p. 48.

Xish=bow. 1. Saul’s father, son of
Abiel, of Benjamin, brother of Ab-
ner (1 Sam. ix. 1, 21, xiv. 51). 1
Chron. viii. 33 passes over many
intermediate links between Saul and
Ner, the son of Abi (the father) of
Gibeon. 2. A descendant of Benja-
min, of the family of Gibeon, dis-
tinet from Saul's father (1 Chron.
viii. 30). Merarite Levite, son
of Abdi, in Hezekiah’s days; sanc-.
tified himself to cleanse the temple
(2 Chron. xxix. 12). The Levitical
house under its chief, rather than an
individual, is meaut here by K. 4.
1 Chron. xxiii. 21 = Kis#u1, ancestor of
Ethan the minstrel (1 Chron. vi. 44,
xv. 17)=KusHatan. B. Esth. ii. 5.

Kishon, or Kishion. A town on
Issachar’s border, allotted to the
Gershonite Levites (Josh. xix. 20,
xxi. 28).

Kishon River=bent like a bow. A
torrent (nachal), perennial for eight
miles. Fed from sources along the

_—— = —_—

MOUTH uF THE RIVEs KISHON

whole plain of Jezreel as far 8.E. as
Engannim or Jenin, and as far
N.E. as Tabor and mount Gilboa
(““ Little Hermon'). Springs of
mount Carmel and the Samariaran,
on the 8. and the mountains of ie
lee oln the N., anﬁ wady %]‘h Malek,
supply its perennial part. e scene
of Sisera’s defeat and of Elijah's
slaying of Baal's prophets (Jud. iv.
7, 13, v. 19, 21; Ps. lxxxiii. 9; 1
ings xviii. 40). The only notice of
K. elsewhere is as ‘‘ the torrent fac-
ing Jokneam " (now Kaimam) (Josh.
xix. 11). Now nahr Mukatta, flowin,
N.W. through the Jezreel(Esdraslon
plain to the bay of Accaand the Medi-
terranean. “ Thatancientriver'’ (Jud.
v. 21) : the torrent of the olden times,
1.e. the scene of similar battles of old,
for Esdraelon was a.lwayxle E greak
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battle field of Palestine, nachal que-
dumim. It breaks byanarrow passbe.
neath the height Harothieh (perhaps
akin to ‘“ Harosheth *’) into the Acre
or Acca plain. The spring of Lejjun
anawers probably to ‘‘ the waters of
Megiddo,”’ and is a feeder of K. Here
and at Taanach Barak assembled his
forces. But the battle was fought at
mount Tabor, 15 miles off. For Ps.
Ixxiii. 10 says. “the Canaanites per-
ished at Endor” on the 8. side of
mount Tabor, to which the kings had
marched from the S. Conder iden-
tifies “ the waters of Megiddo™ with
thesprings which flow from the mound
of Mujeida ruin, and the countless
streams in the valley of Jezreel (Pal.
Erpl. Qy. Stat., Oct. 1877, p. 191).
The upper K. swells into a torrent
with deep mud in the sudden rain
storms in wintar and spring; here in
the swamps, froni which the main
stream of the K. rises, the Canaanites
fleeing perished in numbers.

At the extreme E. of Carmel is the
spot El Mahraka,*“ the burning,” the
scene of Elijah’s sacrifice, a rock
height abruptly shooting up onthe E.
Nowhere does K. run so close to
Carmel as bencath Mahraka, from
which the descent to it is by a steep
ravine. Mahroka is 1635 ft. above
the sea and 1000 above K.; this
height one could go up and down in
the short time allowed in 1 Kings
xviii. 40-44. Moreover, nearer than
this water could be got at the vaulted
fountain in the form of a tank with
steps down to it, 250 ft. beneath the
altar plateau.

Kiss. Thecustomary salutation inthe
Eust as a mark of respect or affec-
tion (Gen. xxvii. 26, S. of Sol.i. 2,
Luke vii. 43) ; hence the token used
by the hypoerite to pretend love (2
Sam. xv. 5 Absalom; Matt. xxvi.
48 Judas). The * kiss of charity”
or love, “an holy kiss’ (pure and
chaste), was the pledge of Christian
brotherhood (Apoustol. Const. ii. 57,
viii. 11) in the early church (Justin
Martyr, Apology i. 63), eapecially at
the Lord’s supper, when the kiss was
passed through the congregatiou, the
men kissing the men, the women the
women (Rom. xvi. 16, 1 Cor. xvi. 20,
3 Cor. xiii. 12, Acts xx. 37, 1 Thess.
v. 26, 1 Pet. v. 14). Tertullian calls
it (de Orat. 14) ““ the kiss of peace.”
Not a mere conventional salutation,
‘“‘the mystic kiss" (Clemens Alex.
Pwdng. i1i. 11), i.e. symbolising union
in Christ. A kiss was the mark also
of reverence and subjection. So
Samuel after anocinting Saul kissed
him (1 Sam. x. 1). Also used in
religious *““adoration ” (derived from
ad 03 ‘“to the mouth,” viz. kissing the
hand in howage), whethor of idols
(Job xxx1.27, 1 Kings xix. 18, Hos. xiii.
3) or of Jehovah (Ps.ii. 12). So the
Mahomectans kiss the Kaabaat Mecca.

Kite : ayyah (Lev. xi. 14). The red
kite. Milvus regalis, remarkable for
ita sharp sight (Job xxviii. 7, where
for “ vulture” transl. “Lkite,” ayval,
even ita eye fails to penctrate the

miner’s hidden “path’’; Deut. xiv. 13).
From an Arabic root *““to turn,” the
kite sailing in circles guided by the
rudder-like tail. The phrase uficr
its kind” implies that a gen s or class
of birds, not merely une iudividual, s 4

; Knife.

meant. The bony orbits of the eye
and the eye itself are ially large
in proportion to the skull, in all the
Raptores. Thescle-
rotic plates enclose
the eye asin ahoo
in the form of a gob-
let with a trumpet %
rim; by thisthe eye
becomes a self ad- ¥
Jjusting telescope to -
discern near or far
objects. Hence,when
a beast dies in a wilderness, in a very
short time kitesand vultures, invisible
before to man, swoop in spiral circles
from all quarters towards it.

Kithlish =dashing down of the lion,
from Kathath laish. A town of
Judah in the shephelih or lower hills
(Josh. xv.40)). Now El Jilas. Traces
of the *“‘lion’’ abound on all sides; in
the plains of Dan on the N. (Deut.
xxxii. 22, Jud. xiv. 3), in the uplands
of Judah on the E. (Gen. xlix. 9, 1
Sam. xvii. 34), and in ‘“‘the S.,”’ the
droughty land between Palestine and
BEgypt (2 Sam. xxiii. 20, Isa. xxx. 6).

Kitron. Atownallotted to Zebulun,
but not wrested from the Canaanites
(Jud. i. 30). Probably the same as
Kattath in Josh. xix. 15.

Originally of flakes of stonr
or flint, which was retained for sacred
purposes as circumecision, even after
the introduction of bronze, iron, nnd
steel (Exod. iv. 25, Josh. v. 2 marg.).
The Esyptians never used brunze
or steel 1n preparing the mummies,
stene being regarded as purer and
more sacred. Used little at meals,
but for slaughteriug animals and
cutting up carcases (Gen. xxii. 6,
Lev. vii. 33, 34). Also by =scribes
for making and mending the reed
pen (Jer. xxxvi. 23, “ peuknife ”’; see
also 1 Kings xviii. 28). [See CiviL-
1ZaTION and JOSHUA.

Knop. Our“kuob” (Exod. xxv.31-36,
xxxvii. 17-22). (1) Kaphtor, pome-
gravate-like knops or balls, associated
with flowers in architectaral orna-
rmentation, alsv a boss from which,
a8 crowning the stem, branches
spring out. In Amos ix. 1 instead of
““ lintel ”* (kapltor), and Zeph. ii.
14 tramsl. “the sphere-like capital
of the column.” The Heb., implies
something crowning a work and at
its top. (2) Pequa’im (1 Kings vi.
18, wvii. 24), gourdlike oval orna-
ments runniug in straight rows,
carved in the cedar wainscot of the
temple interior, and an ornament
cast round the great ‘' sea ’’ below the
brim ; in double row, ten t» a cnbit,
two inches from centre to centre (1
Kings vi. 18, vii. 24). Pagu'oth
means wild gourds.

Koa. Ezek.xxiii. 23.  Pekoa (visit-
ation) and Shoa (rich) and Koa ”
(noble). Babylon is the land of visit-
ation; actively, vistting with judg-
ment Judah ; passively, to be visited
with judyment (Jer. 1. 21). Marg.
“rich and noble” in her prosperity
above all kingdoms. Maurer ex-
plains, ‘ the Babylonians and all the
Claldreans (Pekod), prefects (Shoa
snd Koa), rich,” etc.

Kohath=assembly. Levi’s second
soz ; came down to Egypt with Levi
=d Jacod (Gen. xlvi. 11). Died 133
ieers old (Exod. vi. 16, 18). From

Korah = bald.

him sprang Moses and Aaron (1
Chron. vi. 2); but Ameam [see]
their father is separated from the
Amram, Kohath’s son, by many
omitted links in the genealogy, for
at the exodus Kohath’s posterity
numbered 2750 between 30 and 50
vears old (Num. iv. 35, 36), and tb-»
males youug and old’ 8608, divided
iuto the Amramites, Izharites, H.-
bronites, and Uszielites (iii. 25-27,
etc.). Their charge on the march
was on the S. side of the tabernacle,
to bear (iv. 15) the ark, the table, th.»
candlestick, the altars, and vessels of
thoe sanctuary, and the hangings, but

not to take off the coveringsputon by
the sons of Aaron or touch them, on

pain of death; Uzzah's fatal errur
(2 Sam. vi. 6, 7). Thoy held high
office as judges and rulersin things
sacred and secular, and kecpers of
the dedicated treusnres, and singers
in the savctuary (1 Chron. xxvi. 23-
32, 2 Chron. xx. 19). Sairucl was a
Kohathite, and therefore so was He-

man the singer, Samuel’'s descendant.

Their inheritance was in Manasseh,

Ephraimn, and Dan (1 Chron. vi.

61-70; Josh. xxi. 5, 20-26).

Kolaiah. 1. Neh. xi. 7. 2. Jer. xxix.

21, 22.

1. FEsau’s son, by
Abholibamah (Gen. xxxvi. 5, 14, 18).
A duke of Edom, born in Canaan
before Esau migrated to mount Seir.
2. Sprung from Eliphaz (xxxvi. 16),
but probably it is a eopyist’s error
from ver. 18. One MS. of the Sama-
ritan pentateuch omits it. 3. A som
of Hoebron, descended from Judah (1
Chron. ii. 43).

4. Son (or descendant) of Izhar, son of

Kohath, son of Levi. Ringleader of
the rebellion against Mosesand Aarom
(Num. xvi.,, xxvi. 9-11); the one
golitary anecdote recorded of the 38
years’ wandering,uncircumecision,and
shame. Not content with his hou-
ourable post as a Lervite * minister ™
to the sanctuary, K. “sought the

riesthoud also.”” Associated with

im in the rebellion Dathan, Abiram,
and On (the last is not mentioned
subsequently), sprung from Rouben,
who sought to regain the forfeited
primogeniture and the primacy of
their own tribe among Israel’s tribes
(1 Chron. v. 1). The punishment
angwered to the Beubenites’ sin, their

- pride was punished by ‘ Reuben’s

men being made few,”” 8o that Moses

rayed ‘“let Reuben live and not
Sie, * {.e. be saved from extinetion
(Deut. xxxiii. 6). Elisaphan of the
youngest branch, descended from Uz.
ziel (Num. iii. 27, 30), was preferred
before K. of the clder [zharite branch
and made ‘‘ chief of the bhouse of the
father of the families of the Kohath-

ites”’; hence ermbl{v arose his
ique inst Moses. ith the un-
esigned coincidence which charac-

terizes truth we find the Reubenites
encamped nezrt the Kohathites, so
the two were conveniently situated
for plotting together gNmn. in). K.
with “ 250 princes of the assembly,
famous in the congregation, men of
renown *’ (not restricted to the tribe
of Reuben: xxvii. 3), said to Mosee
and Aaron, ‘‘ye take too much upon
ou, seeing all the congregation are
ioly, every one of them, snd the
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Lord is among them’’ (comp. Exod.
xix. 6). 'l'he%‘eubenitee’ sin was in
desiring to set aside all apecial minis.
tries, in which K. to gain their snp-
port joined them ostensibly ; he did
not really wish to raise the letoa
level wi.h the Levites, but the Levites
alone to the level of the priests. K.’s
sin answers to that of sacerdotalist
ministers who, not content with the
hononr of the ministry (nowhere in
the N. T. are Christitan ministers
called “ sacrificing”’ or ‘‘sacerdotal
priests,”’ hiereis, a term belonging in
the strict and highest sense to Jesus
alone; restricted to Him and the
Aanronic and pagan priests, and
spiritually applied to all Christians:
Matt. viii. 4; Acts xiv. 13; Heb. v.6;
Rev. i. 6, v. 10, xx. 6; 1 Pet. ii. 5, 9),
usurp Christ’s sacrificing and medi-
atorial priesthood ; also to that of all
men who think to be saved by their
own doinge instead of by His media-
torial work foras (Actsiv. 12). The
Reubenites’ sin answers to that of
those who would set aside all minis-
ters on the gronnd that all Christians
are priests unto God. The fact that
all Christiansare “ kings unto God "
does not supersede the present need
of kings and rulers, to whom the
people delegate some of their rights
and liberties. Moses gave them a
raspite for repentance till the mor-
roaw: “take you censers, fire, and
imcense before the Lord t)-morrow
. the man whom the Lord doth
chioose . . . shall be holy; ye
take 0o much upon you, ye sons
off Levi,” retorting their own words.
Mien often charge others with the
very sin which they themselves are
committing. On Moses’ sending for
Dathan and Abiram they would not
come, they retorted his own words:
“ {3 st a small thing (Num. xvi. 9, 13)
that thon hast brought us up out of
a land that flowsth with milk and
honey . . . thou hast not brought
us iuto a land that floweth with milk
and ) ete. ith studied pro-
they describe Eyyp! as that
which God had described Canaan to
be. *‘Wilt thou put ont the eyes of
these men?” ¢.e. throw dust in their
eyes, blind them to your non-fulfil-
ment of your fine promises. Dathan
and Abiram, their wives and children,
stood at the door of their tents as
though defying Moses to do his
worst, when giosea by Jehovah’s
oommand told the people to get up
from about the tabernacle of K., Da-
than, and Abiram, ¢.e. from the
tabernacle which these had set up in
common opposition to the great
tabernacle of the coniregation. The
three are mentioned here together as
jotnad in a common cause though
not now together locally. So the
earth * clave asunder and swallowed

fanit,

up their houses and all the men (but | L

not ¢he sons, who probably shrank
from their father’'s sin and escaped :
xxvi. 11) belonging unto K.,” viz. all
who jommed him in rebellion, viz.

, Abiram, and their children.
K.’s tent stood with the Kohathites,
forming part of the inner line im-
mediately 8. of the tabernacle. Da-
than’s and Abiram’s, as in the outer

lins on the same side,were contignous
to K. stent,yet snfficiently separateto:

admit of his tent not being swallowed
up as was theirs. Fire from Jehovah
(probably from the altar, Lev. x.1-7)
consumed K. and the 250 incense
offerers who were apart “at the door
of the tabernacle’” (Num. xvi. 18, 19,
88-36). In ver. 27 K. is not men-
tioned with Dathan and Abiram,
which shows that K. himself was
elsewhers, viz. at the tabernacle door,
when they were swallowed np. Thus
the impres:«ion on a snperficial read-
ing of chap. xvi., that K., Dathan
and Abiram, and the men and goods
of all threealike, were swallowed up,
on a closer inspection is done away,
and chap. xvi. appears in minute and
undesigned harmony with xxvi. 10,
11. Similarly Ps. cvi. 17, 18, dis-
tinguishes the end of Dathan and
Abiram from K.: ‘““the earth . . .
swallowed up Dathan and . . . the
company of Abiram. Aund s fire
was kindled in their company,” vis.
K. and the 250; these, having
sinned by fire in offering incense,
were retributively punished by fire.
K. had no opportunity of collecting
his children about him, being away
from histent; he only had all the men
of his family who abetted his rebel-
lion along with him at the door of
the taberpacle. * Despising dominion
and speaking evil of dignities” isthe
sin of K. and he * perished by gain-
saying,” {.e. speaking against Moses,
a warning to all self sufficient despi-
sers of anthority. Thbe effect of this
terrible warning on the sarvivors of
K. was that the family attained high
distinction subsequently. Samuel
was a Korhite g Chrou. vi, 22-28).
Korbites under David had the chief
place in keeping the tabernacle doors
(1 Chron. vi. 82-37), and in the psalm-
ody (ix. 19, 38). Kleven psalms are
inscribed with their name as the
authors (xlii., xliv., xlv., xlvi., xlvii.,
xlviii., xlix., Ixxxiv., lxxxv., lrxxvii.,
Ixxxviii.; comp. 2 Chron. xx. 19).
[See JeuosHAPHAT.] Their subject
and tone are pleasant and cheerful,
free from anything sad or- harsh
(Origen, Homily on 1 Sam.), more
sublime and vehement than David’s
psalms, and glowing with spiritualit
and unction. Assir, Eikanah, ani
Abiasaph were respectively the son,
grandson, and great grandson of K.
(Exod. vi. 24, comp. 1 Chron. vi. 22,
23-37.)

Kore. 1.1 Chron. xxvi. 1, ix. 19.
3. 2 Chron. xxxi. 14.

Kog. Ezra ii. 61, Neh. iii. 4, 81.

Laadah. Shelah’sson,Judah’s grand-
son ; father, ¢.e. founder, of Mareshah
of Judah (1 Chron. iv. 21).
sadan. L 1 Chron. vii. 26. 2.
Elsewhere LinNt (1 Chron. vi. 17,
xxiii. 7-9, xxvi. 21).
Laban=white. Bethuel’s son ; grand.
son of Nahor, Abraham’s brother
(Gen. xxviii. 5, xxix. 5). Rehekah’s
brother (xxiv. 29-31, 50, 51, 55). It
was ‘“ when he saw the earring and
bracelets '’ given by Eliezer to Re-
bekah he was lavish in his professions

of hospitality, *‘ come in thou blessed
of the Lord ; wherefore standest thou

without? ” etc. Bethuel either had
just died (Josephus, Ant. i. 16, and
eb. tradition) or was of weak charac-
ter, so that L. is prominent in arrang-
ing for Rebekah's marriuge to Isaac
[see BeTHUEL]; but Nicbulir ob-
serves Eastern custom. then as pow,
gave brothers the main share in de-
ending sisters’ bononr and settling
a8 to their marriare (xxxiv. 13, Jud.
xx. 23, 2 Bam. xiii. 20-29). Active
and etirring, but selfish and grasp-
ing. By his daughters Leah and
Rachel he was progenitor of Reu.
ben, Simeon, Levi, Judah (of which
tribe Christ came), lssa har, and
Zebulun, one half of the whoie 1.
raclite nation, besides Dinuh. When
Abraham emigmted to Cansan the
art of the fumily to which L. be.
ronzod remained in Haran (Gen.xxvii,
43, xxix. 1, ete.).  Ungenerously be
took 14 years of Jacob his nephew's
service, when Jacob had covenanted
with him for seven only; he tried ta
retain his labour withont paying hir
lubour’s worth (xxxi.). 'l'en times
(i.e. very freqnently, Num. xiv. 22)
he changed his wages when con-
strained to rewnunerate him ; and as
a covetous master made Jacob ac-
countable for all of the flock that
were stolen or torn. Jacob, daring
the absence of L., sheepshearing.
stole away with his family and loeks,
crossing the Euphrates for the W.:
on tbe third doy L. heard of it, and
.after seven days overtook him E. of
Jordan. His daughters felt they bad
no longer inheritance or interest in
their gxther’s house, as L. liad sold
them, as if strangers, to Jacob for
his service, and took all the profit of
that service to himself, wirtually,
said they, * devouring our money”’
(Gen. xxxi. 14-16), i.€. consuming the
property brought to him by Jacob's
service for ns. Rachel stole the tera-
phim perhaﬁa to ensure a prosperous
ourney. . would have still sent
Lim emptyaway but for God's inter-
position. L. then, suppressing in
silence what had been his design
really, pretended that his displeasure
was only at Jacob’s secret departure
and the theft of his gods (xxxi.5,7,9,
13, 16, 24, 26, 27, 29, 42), and that
otherwise he would have * sent him
away with sonf, tabret, and barp.”’
L. counld cloak his covetousness with
hypocrisy too. When about to make
merchandise of his own kinsman, he
said to Jacob at their first meeting
“gurely thou art my bone and my
flesh.”

{On the length of Jacob’s service, 40
years probably, see Jacor.] L.im-
posed at the first seven years’ close
the unattractive Leah on him instead
of the younger Rachel whom he
loved and for whom he had served.
Yet he was shrewd enough to appre-
ciate the temporal Erosperity which
Jacob’s presence by his piety brought
with it, bat he had no desire to imi-
tate his piety (xxx. 27), and finally,
when foiled by God in his attempts
to overreach and rob Jacob, L. made
a covenant with him, of which the
cairn was a memorial, called by L,
JEcAR SAHADUTHA, and by Jacch
GALEED and MizraH [see); it wus
also to be the bound beyond which
neither must pass to assail the other.
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Unsorupulous duplicity and acquisi-
tiveness and hypocritical craft in L.
were overruled to discipline Jacob
whose natural character had much
of the same elements, but without
the hypocrisy, and restrained by
genuine e. L. was overmatched
by Jacob’s shrewduess, and restrained
from doing him real hurt by God’s
interposition.  Henceforth Israel’s
connection with the family of Haran
ceaged ; providentially so, for the
incipient idolatry and cunning world.-
liness of the latter could only influ-
ence for evil the former.

Laban =whiteness, possibly alluding
to the white poplars growing near.
Deut. i. 1. Perhaps Libnah (Num.
xxxiii. 20); near the Elanitic gulf
or the Arabah desert. The name
may be preserved in El Beyaneh, W.
of the Arabah, N. of Ezion Geber.

Lachish. A royal Canaanite city
which joived the confederacyagainst
Gibeon for submitting to Israel, and
was taken by Joshua (xii. 11, x. 8, 5,
31, 82) ‘“ on the second day,” which
shows its strength ; the other cities
were taken in one day (ver. 35).
Axﬂi{ned to Judah, in the shephelah
or “low hilly country” (xv. 33, 89).
Rehoboam fortified 1t (2 Chron. xi.
9). To L. Amnziah fled from the
counspimtors, and was slain there (2
Kings xiv. 19, 2 Chron. xxv. 27).
Sennacherib was at L. when Heze-
kiah begged peace. Thence he sent
his first message to Hezekiah by
Rabshakeh, and then having left L.
to war against Libnah, from the

latter sent a’f-n.in (2 Kings xviii. 14,
17, xix. 8).  The strength of L. as s

fortress is implied in 2 Chron. xxxii.
9, “Socpnacherib laid siege against
. L. and all his power with him.” It
held out aguinst Nebuchadnezzar
(Jer. xxxiv. 7). Sennacherib’s siege

T i]
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of L. is still to be seen at Koyunjik
represented on the slabs of his palace
walls as successful, with the inscrip-
tion ‘“ Sennacberib, the mighty king
of Assyria, sitting on the throne of
judgment before the city of L., 1
ﬁe permission for its slaughter.”

e Assyrian tents appear pitched
within the walls, and the foreign
worship going on. The town, as 1n
Scripture, is depicted as on hilly
ground, one part higher than the
other. The hackground shows a
hilly country covered with vines and
figtrees ; but immediately round the
town are palms, indicating its near-
ness to the maritime plain where the
palm best flourishes. His boasted
success i8 doubtful from 2 Chron.
xxxii. 1, *“ Sennacherib encamped
against the fenced cities, and thought
to win them for himself”; 2 Kings
xix. 8, Jer. xxxiv. 7. L. was fore.
most in adopting some of the north-
ern idolatry. ﬁence Micah (i. 13)
warned the inhabitants of L. to flee

on the swift beast (there is a play of
like sounds between L.and rechesh),
Sennacherib being about to make it
his head quarters, for “she is the
beginning of the sin to the daunghter
of Zion, for the transgressions of
Israel were found in thee.” The
Jews returning from Babylon re-
occupied L. (Neh. xi. 30.) Now Um
Lakis, on & low round swell, with a
few columns and fragments; in the
middle of the plain, on Sennacherib’s
road to Egypt, whither he was
marching, according to Robinson.
Rather it answers to the great mound
of Tel el Hesy (‘“ hillock of the water-
pit*’), ten miles from Eleutheropolis
S Beit Jibrin), and not far from Ajlan
Eglon). Hesy is a corruption of L.,
the Heb. caph being changed into
the guttural. Tel el Hesy commands
the approach to the hills (Pal. Expl.
Qy.- Stat., Jan. 1878, p. 19, 20).
Num, iii. 24.

Lahad. 1 Chron. iv. 2.

Lahmam. A town in the shephelah
or rolling hills of Jadah (Josh. xv.
40). From the same root as Beth-
lehem, ““the house of bread.” Now
El Hamam, six miles S.E. of 4jlan
or Eglon, in a wheat producing

region.
Lahmi. 1 Chron. xx. 5. [See EL-
HANAN aod JAARE OREGIN.] 2 Bam.

xxi. 19.

Laish=l{ion, L. being near its haunt,
the wooded slopes of Bashan, Her.
mon, and Lebanon, and the juugles of
lake Merom (see Deut. xxxiii. 22,
“Dan . .. alion’s whelp . . . shall
leap from Bashau’’; also S. of Sol.
iv.8). Dan[see] called also Leshem
(Jud. xviii. 7, 14, 27, 29; Josh. xix.
47). In Isa. x. 30, ““ cause it to be
heard unto L.” (i.e. shriek soas to be
heard to the utmost northern bound-
ary of the land) may refer to the L.
at the source of the Jordan, four
miles W. of Bauias or Ceesarea
Philippi. But probably it refers to
another L., a village between Gallim
and Anathoth, which are mentioned
in the context; near Jerusalem. Then
transl. ‘‘ hearken, O Laishah "’ ; “ an-
swer (aniyah, Anathoth, a play on
similar sounds and sense) her, O
Anathoth’ (=responses, 1.e. echoin,
the shriek of Gallun). [See L.\smﬁ

Laish. Father of PHALTIEL (Saul’s
danghter, Michal’s husbaud) of
GALLINM, a coincidence with the con-
junction of the same names *L.”
and *‘Gallim” (Isa. x. 30, 1 Sam.
xxv. 44, 2 Sam. iii. 15).

Lakum, Lakkum = stopping the
way. On Naphtali’s boundary, be-
tween Jabneel and Jordan (Josh. xix.
33). E. Wiltou makes L. to be E.
of Jordan; for Deut. xxxiii. 23,
*“ possess thou the sea (yam) and the
sunny district” (Spesnker’s Comm.
Darom, E. Wilton “the eircuit”),
may imply, Naphtali possessed the
entire basin, shut in by inountains,
which contained the upper Jordan
and lakes Merom and Tiberias. Jo-
sephus says Naphtali included the
eastern parts. Tubariyeh (Tiberias)
includes the E. as well as W. of the
lake. E. Wilton identifies L. with
Arkub E. of the lake. The meaning
of L. accords, rugged rocks stopping
the way along the S.E.shore. Licut.

Lamb.

Lamech., 1.

Conder however identifies T, with!

Kefr Kama (Pal. Expl. Qy. Stat.,
Jan. 1878, p. 19).
The sacrificial type of the
Lamb of God, therefore the moet
frequent victim (Isa. liii. 7, John i.
29; taleh, Iea. 1xv. 25, “& sucking
lamb,” 1 Sam. vii. 9, whence comea
the Aramaic talitha, *“ maid,” Mark
v. 4]). Kebes, keseb, a lamb from
the first to the third year; offered in
the dm)l?‘y morning and evening sacri-
fice (Exod. xux. 3841), on the
sabbath (Nom. xxviii. 9), at the new
moon feasts (ver. 11),that of trumpets
(xxix. 2), of tabernacles (ver. 1340),
pentecost (Lev. xuiii. 18-20), pess-
over (Exod. xii. 6), at the dedication
of the tabernacle (Num. vii.), Aaron’s
consceration (Lev. ix. 8), Solomon’s
coronation (1 Chron. xxix. 21), Heze-
kish’s purification of the temple (2
Chron. xxix. 21), Josiah’s ver
(xxxv. 7), women’s purification after
childbirth (Lev. xii. 6), at & leper’s
cleansing (xiv. 10-25), the passover
fresentation of firstfruite (xxiii. 12),
or sins of ignorance (iv. 82), in be-
ginning and closing the Nararite's
separation (Nuwn. vi. 12,14). Amnos
is nsed in the Gospel of John, which
describes the life and death of Jesus
as the paschal, sacrificial Lamb. In
John xxi. 15 slone arnia is used,
so in Revelation also arnfon. This
arnion being a diminutive expresses
endearmeunt, viz. the endearing rels.
tion in which Jesus, now glorified,
stands to us as the consequence of
His previous relation as the sacn.-
ficed amnos on earth ; so also our re-
lation to Him, He the “precious
Lamb,” we one with Him and His
dear lambg (Isa. xl. 11). Kar, “the
wether”’: Mesha of Moab paid 100,000
as tribnte to Israel (Jea. xvi. 1; 2
Kings iii. 4). Tkon, striclly “‘a
flock ’ (Exod. xii. 21). Seh, each
individual of a flock.
& ; lJSon of lliethusael, of
ain's line; the first polygamist ; b,
Adah beﬁnt JABAL [see]):md Junuj
by Zillah Tubalcain and Naamah.
’the three, Adah, Zillah, and Naamah,
are the only antediluvian women
pamed. Transl. Gen. iv. 23, 24, “a
man I slay (I am determined to slay)
for my wound, a young man for m
hurt; for (if) Cain shall be aven
sevenfold, L. (will be avenged) seventy
and seven fold” : whoever inflicts
wound or blow (stripe) on me, man
or youth, I will surely slay; if God
will avenge Cain’s cause, when as-
sailed, seveufold, I have power in my
hands (by the bronse and steel of
Tubalcain’s discovery) to avenge
myself ten times more. (Spesaker’s
Comm., Keil, and Delitzsch.) Inthe
common version L. calculates on
impuanity after homicide, because of
his ancestor Cain’s impunity ; bat it
gives no explanation of why he
should be avenged on any assailant
ten times more than Cain. Possibly
his reasoning is : I slew a youth fora
wound and bruise he inflicted on me;
as I did it under provocation, not as
Cain withont provocation and in cold
blood, since Cain was protected by
God’s threat of sevenfold vengeance,
I am sure of seventy and sevenfold
vengeance on auy assailant

This is the earliest example of Hebrew

poetry, the principle of versification
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I.amentations.

being parallelism, with rhythm, as-
sonsuce, stropbe, and poetic diction.
Its enigmaticul character shows its
remote antiquity. Enoch's prophecy
in Jude 14 was about the same age,
and is also in parallelism. Delitzsch
notices ‘‘ thut titanic arrogance
which makes its own power its god
(Hab. i. 11), and carries its god, 1.e.
its eword, in its hand,” transl. Job
xii. 6 * who make a god of their owa
hand.” L. boasts thus, to assure his
wives of security amidst the violence
of the times, ospecially among the
Cainites, which precipitated %od's
judgment of the flood (Gen. vi. 4, 11,
13). Poetry, God’s gift to man, has
been awfully desecruted, so that its
earliest extant fragment comes not
from paradise but the house of L., a
man of violence and lust.
Q. Noah’s father; son of Methuselah,
in Seth’s line (Gen. v. 28, 29). A
contrast to the Cainite L. and his pro-
fane and rmnm%tuous bousting. In
pious, believing hope, resting on the
promise to Eve of a Redeomer, he by
the Spirit foresaw in Noah (=rest or
comfort) the second fouuder of the
race, the head of a regenerated world;
““ this same shall comfort us concern-
ing our work and toill of our hands,
because of the ground which the
Lord hath cursed.” Feeling the
weary toil of ocultivating a ground
ielding weeds sooner than fruits, L.
ooked for the ground’s redemption
from the curse in connection with
Noah. It shall be 80 at the glorious
coming of Noeh’s Antit (Rom.
viii. 19-33, Matt. xix. 28, Rev. xxi. 1,
2 Pet. iii. 13).
Heb. eechah,
called frora the first word *“ How,”
ete., the formula iu beginning a la-
mentation (2 Sam. i. 19). These
“ Lamentations” (we get the title
from LXX., QGr. threnoi, Heb.
kinoth) or five elegies in the Heb.
Bible stand between Ruth and Ec.
clesiastes, among the Chetubim, or
Hagiographa (holy writings), desig-
nated from the princri‘im.l ons, *“‘the
Psalms,” by our Lord (Luke xxiv.
44). No “word of Jehovah ” or
Divine message to the sinful and
suffering people occurs in Lamenta-
tions. Jeremiah is in it the sufferer,
not the prophet and teacher, but a
suffercr speaking under the Holy
Spirit. Josephus (c. Apion) enumer-
ated the prophetical booksasthirteen,
reckoning Jeremiah and Lamenta-
tions as one book, as Judges and
Rath, Esra and Nehemish. Jere.
mish wrote ‘‘lamentations’’ on the
death of Josiah, and it was made
““an ordinance in Israel”’ that “sing-
ing women "’ should ‘‘speak ” of that
king in lamentation. 8o here he
writes “ lamentations ”’ on the over.
throw of the Jewish city and people,
as LXX. expressly state in a prefa.
tory verse, embodying probably much
of the language of his original elegy
on Josiah (2 Chron. xxxv. 25), and
passing now to the more universal
culamity, of which Josiah’s sad death
was the presageand forerunner. Thus
the worga originally apglied to Josiah
(Lam. iv. 20) Jeremiah now applies
to the throne of Judah in general, the
last representative of which,Zedekiah,
had just been blinded and carried
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to Bsb{’lon (comp. Jer. xxxix. B-7):
‘““the breath of our nostrils, the

anointed of Jehovah, was taken in
their pits, of whom wo said, Under
his shadow we shall live among the
(live sccurely in spite of the sur-
.rounding) heathen.” The language,
true of yood Josiah, -is too favourable
to apply to Zedekinh personally; it
is a8 royal David's representative,

_ and t of Messiah, and Judab’s
head, that be is viewed. The young
children fainting for huuger (Lam.
ii. 6, 11, 12, 20, 21; iv. 4, 9; 2 Kings
xxv. 3), the city stormed (Lam. ii. 7,
iv. 12; 2 Chron. xxxvi. 17, 19), the
priests slain in the sanctuary, the
citizens carried captive (Lam. 1. 5. ii.
9; 2 Kings xxv. 11) with the king
and princes, the feasts, sabbaths, and
the Inw no more (Lam. i. 4, ii. 6),
all point to Jerusalem’s capture by
Nebuchadnegzar.

The subject is the Jerusalem citizens’
sufferings throughout the siege, the
penalty of national sin. The cvents
probably are included nnder Manas-
seh and Josiah (2 Chron. xxxiii. 11,
xxxv. 20-25), Jehoahsaz, Jehoiakim,
and Zedekiah (xxxvi. 3, ete.). “ Every
letter is written with a tear, every
word is the sound of a broken heart ™
(Lowth). Terse conciseness marks
the style which Jeremiah suits to his
theme, whereas he is diffuse in his
prophecies. The elegies are grouped
in stanzas, but without artificial ar-
rangement of the thoughts. The five
are acrostic, and each elegy divided
iuto 22 stanzas. The first three
elegies bave stanzas with triplets of
lines, excepting elegy i. 7 and ii. 9,
containing four lines each. The 22
stanzas begiu severally with the 22
Heb. letters in alphabetical order.
In three instances two letters are
transposed : elegy ii. 16, 17; ii. 46-
Bl; iv. 16, 17. In the third eclegy
each line of the three forming every
stanza begins with the same leoiter.
The fourth and fifth elegies have
their stanzas of two lines each. The
fifth elegy has 22 stanzas, but not
bLeginning alpbabetically, tho earnest-
ness of prayer with which the whole
closes breaking through the trammels
of form. Itslines are shorter than the
rest, which are louger than is usual
iu Heb. poems, and contain 12 syl-
lables marked by a cmsura about the
middle, dividing each line into two
not always equal parts. The alpha.
betical arrangement suited didactic
poems, to be recited or sung by great
numbers; Ps. xxv., xxxiv., xxxvii.,
exi., cxii., cxlv., especially exix., Prov.
xxxii. 10-31, are examples. It was
adopted to help the memory, and is
used to string together reflections
not closely bound in unity, save by
the general reference to a common
subject.

David’s lamentover Jonathan and Saul,
also that over Abner, are the earliest
specimens of sacred elegy (2 Sam. i.
17-27, iii. 33, 34). Jeremiah in his
prophecies (ix. 9, 16, 19; vii. 29) has
much of an elegiac character. The
author of Lamentations was evidently
an eye witness who vividly and in-
tensely realizes the snfferings which
he mourns over. This strong feeling,
combined withalmost entirely uncom-
plaining (Lam. iii. 26, 27, 33 -42) resig-

nation under God’s stroke, and with
turning to Him that smote Jeruealem,
is jtist what characterizes Jeremish’s
acknowledged writings. The writer's
distress for * the virgin danghter of
his people ” is common to Jeremial
(xiv. 17, viii. 21, ix. 1) and Lamenta-
tions (i. 15, ii. 13). The same pathos,
his ‘“eyes running down with water””
(Lam. i. 16, ii. 11, iii. 48, 49) for Zion,
appears in both (Jer. xiii. 17), and
- the same feeling of terror on every
side (Lam. ii. 22; Jer. vi. 26, xlvi. 5).
What most affects the author of each
is the iniquity of her prophets and
priests (Lam. ii. 14, iv. 13; Jer. v..
30, 31, xiv. 18, 14). His ap, in
buth is to Jehovah for ju ﬁment
(Lam. iii. 64-66, Jer. xi. 20; ; Edom,
exulting in Zion's fall, is warned that
God’s winecup of wrath shall pass
away from Zion and be drunk by
Edom (Lam. iv. 21 ; Jer. xxv. 15-21,.
xlix. 12).

As a prophet Jereminh had foretold
Zion's coming doom, and had urged
suhmission to Babylon which was
God’s instrument, as the only means
of mitigating judgment. But now
that the stroke bhas fallen, so far:
from exulting at the fulfilment of
his predictions on the Jewish rulers:
who had persecuted him, all other
feelings are swallowed up in intense
sorrow. To express this in a form
suitable for use by Liis fellow coyntry-
roen was a relief {)y aflording vent to
bis own deeg sorrow ; at the same
time it was edifying to them to have
an inspired form for giving legitimate
expression to theirs.

The first elegy (i.) strikes the keynote,
the solitude of the city once so full!
Her grievous sin is the cause. At
one time he speaks of her, then intro.
duces her personified, and uttering
the pathetic appeal (antitypically de-
acriptive of her Antit Fe Messiah),
*Isit nothing to you,a{ ye that pass
by? Behold . . . if there be any
sorrow like unto my sorrow,” etc.
(Lam. i. 12). Justifying the Lord as
“righteous,” she condemns herself,
and looks forward to His one day
making her foe like unto her. The
second elegy (ii.) dwells on the city’s
destruction, her breach through
which like a sea the foe poured in, the
famine, the women eating their little
children (fulfilling Deut. xxviii. 53),
the priest and prophet slain in the
sanctuary, the kingand princes among
the Gentiles, the law no more, the
past vanity of the prophets forbearing
to discover Zion’s iniquity, retribu-
tively punished by the present ab-
sence of vision from Jehovah (Lam.
ii. 9, 14). The third elegy dwells on
his own affliction (iii. 1, etc.), his past
derision on the part of all the people;
the mercies of the Lrd new eve
morning, his hope; his sanctifi
conviction that it was good for him to
have borne the yoke in youth, and
xﬁ)w tohwa.it for 1:'hovah’s “h:;tlioni'

ero he uses language typical o
Messinh (iii. 8, 14, 30, 54; I?s. Ixix.,
xxii.; Isa. 1. 6). He also indirectly
teaches his fellow countrymen that
“‘ gearching our ways and tnrning
again to the Lord,” instead of oom-
plaining inst what is the punigh-
ment due for sins, is the true way of
obtaining deliverance from Him whe
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“doth not afllict willingly the ohild- | the lamps indicates the of the | signed for L. also, though Paul had
ren of men.” The fourth elegy re-} early saints at Jerrmlem. The in.| not seen the Christians there at tte

capil the woes of Zion, con-

trasting the past preciousness of

Zion’s sons, and her pure Nasarites,

witl, the worthlessness of their pre.

sent estimation. It is “the Lord
who hath accomplished His fury *’ in
all this; for the kings of the earth
regarded Zion ss impregmable, but
now recognise that it is because of
‘‘ ancleanness ”’ the Jews are wan.
derers. But Edom, now exulting in
her fall, shall soon bevisited in wrath,
whilst Zion's captivity shall cesse.
The fifth elegy (Lam. v.) is prayer to
Jehovah to consider “ our reproach,”
slaves ruling His people, women
ravished, young men grinding, ohild-
ren sinking nnder burdens of wood,
“the crown” of the kingdom and
riesthood * fallen,”” and Zion deso-
te. But one grand source of con-
solution is Jehovah’s eternal rule
(ver. 19), which, thoagh suffering His
ple’s afliction for a time, has end-
m years in store wherein to restore
them, the same ground of hope as
in Ps. cii. 12, 26, 27. 8o they pmay,
“turn Thou us unto Thee, O Lord,
and we shall be turmed,” *for
wouldest Thoun utterly reject us?”
Impossible.

On the 9th of the month Ab (July) the
returning Jews yearly read Lament-
ations with fasting and weeping in
commemoration of the past miseries.
The Jews still use it at “the place
of wailing”” at Jerusalem. In our
English %ible Lamentations fitly
comes after the last chapters of Jere-
miah describing the calamity which
is the theme of sorrow in Lamenta-
tions. The gleams of believing and
assured hope break forth at the close,
po that there isa clcar progress from
the almost anrelieved gloom of the
beginning (i. 2, 9, 17, 21); it recog-
nises Jegomh's (LorD 1n capitals)
sovereignty in puaishing, by repeat-
ing seven times the name Adonai
(Lord in small letters) : iii. 22, 31, 33,
iv. 21, 22, v. 19-22.

Lamentations corresponds in tone to
Job and Isa. xl. 1—lxvi. “Comfort
ye My people’’ i3 God’s answer to
Lam. i. 21, “ there is none to com-
fort me.” Comp. Lam. iii. 35, 36,
with Job viii. 3, xxxiv. 12; Lam. iii.
7, 14, with Job iii. 23, xix. 8, xxx. 9;
Lar. iii. 10-12, 30, with Job vii. 20,
x. 16.

Lamp. [See CANDLE, CANDLESTICK.]
‘The ordinary means of lighting
apartments. In Jud. vii. 16, 20,
lamps mean torches; so John xviii.
3, Matt. xxv. 1. The tertu cotta and
bronze handlamps
from Nimrud and
Koyanjik per-

Liaps give a god
idea of the Bible
lamp. The Egyp-
tian  kawleel or &)
common famp is
st giass ves.
sel withatube in the bottom in which
i3 stuck a wick of cotton twisted round
straw. Water is poured in first, then
the oil. The usual symbols of the
eurly Christian lamps found at Jeru-
nalemn are the cross, the seven

brunched candlestick. the palm {(4ohn
1ii. 13, Rev. vii. ). The rudeness of

scriptions that ocour are ¢ the light
of Christ shineth to all,”” and the
initials I X ©, * Jesus Christ God.”

Landmark. A stone or postusually,

easily removable, whence the char;

inst its removal were needed

(Dent. zix. 14, xxvii. 16).

cea. A city of Phrygia. Ori.
inally Diospolis, then Rhoas, then

i. 8Bite of one of the seven chnrches

addressed by Christ t.hrough John

(Rev. i. 11, 1. 14). In Paul’s epistle

to the CoLossians (iv. 13-16) L.1s as-

sociated with Colosss and Hierapolis,
which exactly accords with its geo-

phical position, 18 miles W. of
g:lossaa, s1x_miles 8. of Hierapolis.

Tt lay in the Roman province “ Asia,”

a mile 8. of the river Lycns, in the

Msmander valley,between Colosss and

Philadelphia. A Seleucid king, Anti-

ochus Il, Theos, named it from

Laodice his wife. Overthrown often

by earthquakes. It wasrebuilt by its

wealthy citizens, without state help,
when destroyed in A.D. 62 (Tacitus,

Ann. xiv. 27). This wealth (arising

from its excellent wools) led to a self

satisfied “lukewarm * state in spirit-
ual things, which the Lord condemns
a8 more dangerous than positive icy
coldness (Rev. iii. 14-21). The two
churches most comfortable tempo-
rally are those most reproved, Sardis
and L.; those most afflicted of the
seven are the most commended,

Smyrna and Philadelphia. Subse-

gnently the church was flourishing,

for it was at a council at L., A.D.

361, that the Scripture cauon was

defined.

The epistle from L.” (Col. iv. 16) is

Paul’s epistle to the Laodiceans

which the Colossians were to apply

to them for. Not the epistle to the

Ephesiaus, for Paul was unlikely to

know that his letter to the Ephesians

would have reached L. at or nearthe
time of the arrival of his letterto tbe

Colossians. In 1 Cor. v. 9 similarly

an epistle is alluded to, no lon

cxtant, the Holy Spirit not designing
it for further use than the local and
temporary wants of a particular
church. The apostle’s epistles were
gublic]y read in the church assem-

lies, being thus put on a level with
the O.T. and Gospels, which were
similarly read.

The augel of the Laodicean church is
supposed to be Archippus whom Paul
30 yeurs before hud warned to be

diligent in fulfilling bhis ministry

(Co%. iv. 17). The ‘‘lukewarm”

state, if the transitional stage to a

warmer, is desirable (for a little

religion, if real. is better than nove),
but tatal when an abiding state, for
it is mistaken for a safe state (Rev.
iit. 17). The danger is of disreurded
prineiple; religion enough to lull the
conscienie, not to save the soul;

halting between two  opinions (1

Kings xviii. 21, 2 Kings xvii. 41,

Ezek. xx. 39, Matt. vi. 24). Tbe bot

(ut Wierapolis) and cold springs near

L. sazgested the simile.  As worldly

peverts favours poverty of spirit

( Mutt. v. 3, com~. Luke vi. 20), so

worldly riches tend to spiritual self

Lapidoth =torches.
Lapwing :

sufficieney (1os. xii. 8). Paul’sepistle \

to the ueighbouring Colosse was de-

time (Col. ii. 1, 8; iv. 6) ; it tells
““in whom” to find *“ hidden all the
treasures of wisdom and knowledge,’’
whereas she thought she had
snfficiency in herself, “because thou
sayest I am rich,” ete.
s sore couflict, striving in anxious
imyer in behalf of the churches of
hesus and 1. that they might be
delivered from Jndaizing teachers,
who blended Eastern theosophy and
angel worship with Jewish asceticism
ang observance of new moons and
sabbaths, professing a deeper insight
into the world of spirits and a nearer
approach to heavenly purity and in-
telligence than the simple g 1
afforded (Col. ii. 8,9, 16-23). A
arches and part of an amphitheatre
are all the remains left of L. Now

Denishu.
Deborah’s hus-
band (Jud. iv. B). -

dukiphath, akin to
the Coptic kukusha. Rather the
hoopoe (Lev. xi. 19, Deut. xiv. 18).
Its ory or
whorp gives
its name.
The Arabs
sapersti-
tiously re-
verence it,
and call it
“the doctor™
as If possessing therapentic qualities.
Its head is used in magical spells.
The Bedouins believe it to be in-
habited by departed spirits. The
Heb. perhaps means double cvested ;
the hoopoe has two parallel rows of
elevated feathers arranged laterally.
Its imposing crest and iuk, and its
carinus way of bending till the beak
touches the ground, whilst it raises
and depresses the crest, led to the
Arab supposition of its power to
point out hidden wells beneath ;
whence arose its Gr. name epops,
‘“the inspector.” Itsunclean hahits,
searching for worms and insects in
dunghills, and the superstition with
which the heathen regarded it, led to
the Mosaic ranking of it among un-
clean birds.

THE HOUPOE.

Laseea. A cityin Crete, a few miles

E. of Fair Havens (Acts xxvii. 8).
Sce Smith’s Voyage aud Shipwreck
of St. Paul, 2nd ed., app. iii., 263. 263.

Lasha. Gen. x. 19; the S.E. limit of

Canaan=Callirhoe, famed for warm
spriugs, E. of the Dead Sea. L.
means *fissure,”’ appropriate to the
chasm Zerka Masin, through which
the Callirhoe waters find an outlet
to the sea. E. Wilton (Imp. Dict.)
suggests that Laisu Eee] at the
Jordan’s sources is L., for the
Canaanites probably had no settle.
ment E. of the Dead Sea. The N.W.
bound (Sidon), the S.W. (Gam),
and the S.E. (Sodom) being given,
we naturally expect the N.E., which
Laish is (Gen. x. 19); the spies
found the Canaanites dwelling * by
the side of the Jordan” (Num.
xiii. 29), probably therefore at its
sources at Laish. Laish moreover
wasg connected with Canaanite Sidop,
though far from it (Jud. xviii. 7, 28).
The gorge of wady el Asal, descend-
" ing from mount Hermon over against
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Laish, between two high bulwarks,
falfils the requirements of the deriva-
tion. Asal is the inversion of L.
m. A Canaanite town, the
ki of which Joshua slew (xii. 18),
r%%sbly now Saruneh, B.W. of
iberias. The la prefixed marks
the disirict, its absence the town
(Qesenius). Inthe Egyptian travel-
ler’s account (Hieratic papyrus, Brit.
Mus. 1842) Saruna answers to Saru.
neh; now Sirin in the region called
Sarons, between mount Tabor and
lake Tiberias.

Tatchet. The thong fastening the
sandal to the foot; from Anglo-
Saxon laeccan, to fasten; whence
latch. To unloose it was a slave’s
office for a man (Luke iii. 16).

Tiattice: eshuad, sebakah, churak-
kem (Jud. v. 28, 2
ngl & 8, Prov. vii.
6, “‘casement’; 8.

of Bol, ii. 9). A

Iatticed window with

reticnlated unetwork

tbrough which the
cool air entered,
whilst the sun’s rays

were averted. Glass -

was not yet used for pames.

windows, though it was well known.
Laver. Itand the ultar stood in the
court of the tabernacle. Consisting
of the laver itself and a base, both of
brass. In it the priests were bound
to wash their hauds and feet in
agproaching the altar and entering
the tabernacle, on pain of death.
Constructed of the polished metallic
woking glasses which the devout
women (assembling at the door of
she tabernacle of God’s meeting His
people) offered, renonucing the in-
strument of peraonal vanity for the
sako of the higher beauties of holi-
nees. The word of God is at once s
mirror wherein to see ourselves and
God’s image reflected, and the means
of sanctifying or cleansing (3 Cor.
ni. 18; Jas. 1. 23-25; Ep’fl. v. 36;
Exod. xxx. 18, 19, xxxviii. 8). The
women made a like sacrifice of orna-
ments (“tablets,” rather armlets)
for the Lord’s honour (xxxv.22). On
solemn oocasions the priest had to
bathe his whole person (xxix. 4,

Lev. xvi. 4). The kiyor, ‘laver,” was

probably the reservoir; the buse re-
oeived and held water from it, and
was the place for washing.

off for use.
In Solomon’s temple there was one
great bragen “sen” for the priests
to wash in, and ten luvers on bases
which could be wheeled abont, for
washing the animal victims for burnt
offering, five on the N., five on the
8. sides of the priests’ courts; each
contained 40 “baths” (1 Kings vii.
37, 89; 2 Chron. iv. 5, 6). Ahaz
mutilated the bases; and Nebuzar-
adan carried away the remainder
(2 Kings xvi. 17, xxv. 13). No lavers
are mentioned in the second or
Herod’s temple. Solumon’s *‘molteu
sea’’ was made of the copper captured
from Tibbath and Chun, cities of
Hadarezer king of Zobah (I Chron.
xviii. 8), five cubits high, ten

Thus
the water was kept pure till drawn ;

dia- !

meter, 30 circumference; one hand-’
breadth thick; containing 3000 bath- ;
according to Chronicles. but 2000 i

Kings; 2000 is probably ocorrect,
Chronicles reading is a transoriber's
error. It is thought that it bulged
out bolow, but contracted at the
mouth to the dimensions in 1 Kin,
vii. 33-26. A double row of gouri
(““ knops’’), 5+5 or 10 in each cubit,
ran below the brim. The brim or
lip was wrought curving outward
lige a lily or lotus flower. Layard
describes similar vessels at Nineveh,
of smaller size. The 12 oxen re.
preseut the 12 tribes of Israsl the
ﬁriestly nation, which cleansed itself
ere in the person of its priesta to
appear holy before the Lord. The
sacrificial animals, the oxen, re-
resent the priestly service. The
‘oxen” in 3 Chron. iv. 8 instead of
“gourds” or “knops” in Kings isa
transcriber’s error.

The “holy water” in the trial of
jealousy (Num. v. 17), and in cou-
secrating the Levites by purifying
and sprinkling, was probably from
the laver (viii. 7) ; type of the true
and efficacious sprinkling of Chriat’s
blood on the conscicnce (Heb. ix. 9,
10, x. 22; Tit. iii. 5; Eph. v. 28) ; not
to be 8o washed cntails eternal death.
The hands and feet need daily cleans-
ing, exprossing those members in
general most erposed o soils; but
the whole body needs but once for
all bathing {Gr. louo), just as once
for all regenomation n not repeti-
tion, but only the removal of partial
daily stains (Gr. nipto). John xiii.
1-10, “he that is bathed has no
need save to wash (the parts soiled,
viz.) his feet.”

Law. The whole history of the Jews
isa riddle if Moses’ narrative be not
authentic. If anthentic he was in-
spired to give the law; for he asserts

od’s immediate commission. Its
recognised iuspiration alone can
acocount for the Israelites’ acquies-
cence in a burdensome ritual, and for
their intense attachment to the
Scriptures which condemn them as a
stiffnecked people. A small isolated
people, no wuy distinguisbed for
science or art, possessed the most
spiritaal religion the world bas ever
seen: this cannot have been of them-
selves, it must be of God. No Israel.
ite writer hints at the possibility of
fraud. The cousentient belief of the
rival kingdoms northern Israel and
Judsah, the agreement in all essential
parts between the Samaritan pen-
tateuch and the pentatcuch of the
Jews who excommunicated the Sa-
maritans as schismatics, accords
with the Divine origination of
the Mosaic law. Even Israel's
frequent apostasies magnify the
Divine power and wisdom which by
such seemingly inadequate instru-
ments effected His purpose of pre-
serving true religion and momﬁty,
when all the philosophic and cele-
brated pations sank deeper aud
deeper into idolatry and proflizacy.
Had Egypt with 1ts learning and
wisdom, Greece with its philosophy
and refinemcnt, or Rome with its
political sagacity, been the medium
of revelation, its orizination would
be attributed to man’'s intellect. As
it is, the Mosaic law derived little of
its inflnence from 1nen of mere human
wenius, and it was actually opposed

to the sensual and idolatrous ineli.
nations of the mass of the people
Nothing short of its origin be:
Divine, and its continuance eﬂ'ecm
by Divine interposition, can account
for the fact that it was only in their
prosperity the law was negleoted;
when adversity awakened them to
reflection they always cried wunto
God and returned to His law, and
invariably found deliverance (Graves,
Pent. ii. 8,§2). Unlike the surround:
ing nations, the Jews have their
history almost solely in the written
word. No museum possesses sculp-
tured figures of Jewish antiquities,
such as are brought from ‘i'ngpt,
Nineveh, Babylon,Persepolis,Greece,
and Rome. The basis of Israel's
polity was the decalogue, the com-
pendium of the moral law which
therefore was proclaimed first, then
the other religious and civil ordi-
pances. The end of Israel’s call by
the holy God was that they should
be “a holy pation” (Lev. xix. 2), a
mediatoris.{ kingdom betweeu God
and tbe nations, witnessing for Him
to them (Isa. xliii. 10-12), and be-
tween them and Him, performi
those sacrificial ordinances throug]
the divinely constituted Aaronio
priests, whic{A were to prefigure the
one coming Sacrifice, through whom
all the Gentile nations were to be
blessed. Thus Israel was to be “a
kingdom of priests,”” each snbject &
priest (though their ezercise of the
sacrificial functions was delegated
to one family as their representative),
and God was at once civil and spiri.-
usl king; therefore all the theocratie
ordinances of the Sinaitic legislatior!
were designed to minister toward
holiness, whicl: is His supreme law.
Hence the religious ordinances bad a
civil and judicial sanction annexed,
and the civil enactmeuts had a re
ligious bearing. Both bad a tf'picsl
and spiritual aspect also, in relation
to the kingdom of God yet to come.
Whilst minute details are of tem-
rary and local application their
demental principle is eternal, the
promotion of God’s glory and ran’s
good. It is because of this principle
pervading more or less all the ordi.
nances, civil and ceremonial alike,
that it is not always easy to draw a
line between them. Even the moral
law is not severed from but in.
timately bound up with both. The
moral precepts are eternally obliga-
tory, because bused on God's own
unchangeable character, which is
reflected in the enlightened con.
science; their positive enactment is
only to clear uway the mist which
sin has spread over even the cou-
science. Tl positive precepts are
obligatory only because of enact-
ment, and so long as the Divine
Legislator appointed them to remain
in force. s is illustrated in Hos.
vi. 6, “I desired mercy and not
sacrifice, and the knowledge of God
more than burnt offerings.” God did
desire “sacrifices” (for He mstituted
them), but moral obedience more;
for this is the end for which postidve
ordinances, as sacrifices, were ineui.
tuted; i.e., sacrfices and posifive
ordinances, as the sabbath, were to ba
observed, but not made the plea fot
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setting aside the moral duties, justice,
love, truth, obedience, which are
etarnally obligntory. Comp. 1 Sam.
xv. 22; Pa. 1.8, 9, li. 16, 17; Isa.
i. 11, 12; Miec. vi. 6-8; Matt. xxiii.
23, ix. 18, xii. 7.

Torah, “law,” means strictly a direct-
ory.  Authoritative enactment is im-
plied. The elements of the lawa eady
existed, but scattered and much
obsenred amidst incongruous usages
which men’s passions had created.
The law ‘“ was added because of the
transgressions ’ of it, ¢.e., not to re-
move all transgressions, for the law
rather stimnlates tha corrupt heart
to disobedience (Rom. vii. 13), but
to bring them out into clearer view
(Gal. iii. 19; Rom. iii. 20 end, iv. 15,
v. 18, vii. 7-9), to make men more
conseious of their sins as being trans-
gressions of the law. so to make them
feel need and longing for the pro-
mised Saviour (Gal. ii1. 17-24), ““ the
law was our schoolmaster (paida-
70708, rather guardian servant lead-
ing us to school), to bring us to
Chriat.” The law is cloeely con-
nected with the promise t) Abraham,
‘‘in thy seed shall all families of the
earth be blessed” (Gen. xii. 8). It
witnessed to the evil in all men, from
which the promised Seed should de-
liver men, and its provisions ou the
other hand were tge chief fence by
which Israel was kept separate from
surrounding heathendom, the re-

ository of Divine revelation for the
uture good of the world, when the
fulness of the time should come.

The giving of the law marked the
transition of Israel from nounage to
full national life. The law formally
sanctioned, and grouped together,
many of the fragmentary ordinances
of God which existed before. The
sabbath, marriage, sacrifices (Gen.
ii., iv. ; Exod. xv1. 23-29), distinctim
of olean and unclean (Gen. vii. 2), the
shedding of blood for blood (ix. 6),
circumeision (xvii.), the penalty for
fornication, and the Levirate usage (a
brother being bound to marry and
raise up seed by a decensed brother’s
widow, xxxviii. 8, 24) were some of
the patriarchal customs which were
adopted with modifications by tbe
Mosaic code. In Bsowme casecs, as
divoree, it corrected rather than sanc-
tioned objectiouable existing usages,
suffering their existence at all only
because of the hardness of their
hearts (Matt. xix. 7, 8). So in the
ease of a disobedieut son (Deut. xxi.
18-21), severu as is the penalty, it is
an improvemeut upon existing cus.
tom, substituting a judicial appeal to
the community for arbitriry parentual

wer of lifeand death. The Levirate

w limited rather than approved of
existing custom. The law of the
avonger of involuntarily-shed blood
é[)out. xix. 1-12, Num. xxxv.) merei-
ully restrained the usage which was
too universally reengnised to admit
of any but gradual abolition. It
withdrew the inroluntary bomicide
from before the eyes of the incensed
relutives of the deccased. No satis-
faotion was allowed for murder; the
murderer bad no asylum, but could
be dragged from the altar (Exod. xxi.
14, 1 Kings ii. 28-34). The compara-
tive smallness of tha! portion ot the

Sinaitic law which concerns the poli-
tical constitution harmouizes with
the alleged time of its promulgation,
when as yet the form of government
was not permanently settled. The
existing patriarchal authorities in
the family and tribe are recognised,
whilst the priests and Levites are
appointed to take wholly the sacred
functions and in partalso the judicial
ones. The contingency of a kingly
government. is provided for in general
directions (Deut. xvii. 14-20). The
outline of the law is given Exod.
xx. —xxiii. ; the outline of the cere-
monial xxv.—xxxi.

The decalogue (a term first found in
Clemens Alexandr. Pedag. iii. 12) is
the heart of the whole, and therefore
was laid up in the ark of the cove-
nant beneath the mercy seat or pro-
pitiatory (hilasterion), intimating
that it is only as covered over by
Divine atoning mercy that the law
could be the centre of the (Rom. iii.
25, 28) covenant of God with us.
The law is the reflection of the holy
character of the God of the covenant,
the embodimeut of the inner epirit
of the Mosaic code.
mandments” (Heb. words, Exod.
xxxiv. 28) are frequently called * the
testimony,” viz. of Jehovah against all
who should transgress (Deut. xxxi.
26, 27). By the law came * the know-
ledge of sin” (Rom. iii. 20, vii. 7).
Conscience, without the law, caused
only a vague discomfort to the sinner.
But the law of the decalogue, when
expressed definitely, convicted of sin,
and was therefore ‘‘a ministration
of condemnation’ and “of death,
written and engraven on stones” (2
Cor. iii. 7, 9). Its preeminence is
marked by its being the first part

revealed ; not like the rest of the code’

through Moses, but by Jehovah Him-
self, with attendant angels (Deut.
xxxiii. 2, Acts vii. 63, Gal. iii. 19,
Heb. ii. 2) ; written by God’s finger,
aud on stone tables to mark its per-
manence. The number ten expresses
cnmpleteness, perfection (Ps. xix. 7.
Exod. xxvii. 12, 1 Kinqs vii. 27. Matt.
xxv. 1). They were * the tables of
the covenant,” and the ark, becausc
containing them, was called “the
ark of the covenant’ (Deut. iv. 13,
Josh. iif. 11). The record in Deut.
v. 6-21 is a slight variation of Exod.
xx. 2:17. The frurth commandment
beging with “keep” iuetead of ‘‘re-
member,” the reasom for its gbserv-
ance in Deuteronomy is Israel's de-
liverance from FEgypt instead of
God’s vesting fromereation. Deutero-
nomy is an frepired free repetition
of the original in Exodus, suited to
Mosex’ purpose of exhortation ; hence
lie refers to the original, in the fifth
commandment adding ““as the Lord
thy God commanded thee.” “And”
is inserted as suited to the narrative
style which Deuteronomy combines
~vith the legislative. * Desire” is sub-
stituted for “covet” in the tentl.
None but Moscs himself would have
ventured to alter an jota of what
Moses had aseribed to God in Exedus.
The special reason, for the fourth,
applying to the Israelifes, does not
interfere with the earlier and more
nniversal reason in Exodus, but is an
additional motive for their observing

“The ten com- |~

the ordinance already resting o
the worldwide basis. Coveting thve
house in Exodus precedes, but im
Deuteronomy succeeds, coveting the
wife ; evidently all kinds of coveting
are comprised in the one tenth comn-
mandment. As the seventh and
eighth forbid acts of adultery and
theft, so the tenth forbids the desire
and so seals the iuner spirituality of
all the commandments of the second
table. The cluims of God stand first.
The love of God is the true spring of
the love of our fellow men. Josephus
(c. Apion ii. 17) says: * Moses did not
(as other legislators) make religiox
part of virtue, but all other virtues
parts of religion.”” The order of the
ten indicates the Divine hand; God's
being, unity, exclusive deity, “ have
no other gods before My face” (Heb.
iv. 13) ; His worship as a Spirit with-
out idol symbol; His name; His
day; His carthly representatives,
rents, to be noured ; then regard
or one’s neighbour’s life; for his
second self, his wife; his property;
character ; bridling the desires, Lie
fence of daty to one’s neighbour and
one’s self. As deed is fenced by the
sixth, seventh, and eighth, so speech
by the ninth, and the heart by the
tenth. It begins with God, ends with
the heart. The fourthaud fifth have
a positive form, the rest negative.
It is & witness against man's sin,
rather than a giver of holiness. Philo
and Josephus (Ant. iii. 6, §5) com-
rise the first five in the first table, the
ast five in the second. Augustine, to
bring out th:: Triuity, made our first
aud second one, and divided our
tenth into coveting the wife and covet-
ing the rest; thus three in the first
table, seven in the second. But the
command to have only one God is
quite distinct from the prohibition
to worship Him by an image, and
coveting the wife and the other
objects falls under one category of
unlawful desire. Love to God is ex-
pressly taught in the secornd com-
mandment, “ merey to thousauds tn
them that love Meand keep My com-
mandments.””  The five and iive
division is the best. Ffire implies
imperfection ; our duty to God being
imperfect if divorced from duty to
our neighbour. Five and ten pre-
dominate in the proportions of the
tabernacle. Pietytowardathe earthly
father is closely joined to piety to-
wards the beavenly (Heb. xii. 9, 1
Tim. v. 4, Murk vii. 11). Special
sanctions are attached to the second,
third, fourth, and fifth command.
ments. Paul (Rom. dii. 8, 9) mukes
the second table, or duty to onr neigh-
bour, cumprise the sixth, seventh,
eighth, ninth, and tenth, but not the
fifth commandment.

Spiritual Jews penetrated beneath the
surface,and so found in tho law peace
and purity viewed iu connection with
the promised Redeemer (Ps. i. 2, xix.,
CXiX., Xv., xxiv.; Isa. 1. 10-18; Rom.
i, 28, 20). As (1) the decalogue
gave the moral tone toall the rest of
the law, so (2) the ceremonial part
taught symbolically purity, as re~
quired by all true subjocts of the
kingdom of God. It declared the
touch of the dead defiling, to remind
men that sin’s wages is death. It dia-
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timguished clean from unclean foods,
to teach men to choose moral good
and reject evil. The sacrificial part
(3) taught the hope of propitiation,
and thus represented the original
covenant of promise, and pointed on
to Mes-iah, through whom the senso
of guilt, awakened by the moral law
which only condemns meu through
their own 1nability to keep it, is taken
away, and with God 18 realized.
Two particulars are 'noticeable: (1)
Moses does not inculcate as sanctiony
of his laws the rewards and punish-
ments of a fulure life; (2) he does
use a8 & sanction God's declaration
that He * visits the iniguity of the
fathers upon the children to the third
and fourth generation of them that
fear Him, and shows mercy unto
thousands (to the thousandth genera-
tion) of them that love Him and keep
His commandments” (Exod. xx. 5,
6). The unly way we can account
for the omission of a future sanction,
which all other ancient lawgivers
deemed indispensable (Warburton
Div. Legation),is the fact established
on independent proofs, vie. that
Terael’s government was ad ministered
by an extraordivary providence, dis-
tributing reward and punishment ac-
cording to obedience or disobedience
seve . But whilst not sanctioning
his law{ futnre rewards or punish-
ments, Lioeeo shows both that be
believed in them himself, and sets
forth such proofs of them as would
lufgelt themselves to every thought-
ful and devout Israelite, though less
clearly than they were revealed sub-
sequently under David, Solomon, and
the prophets, when they became
matter of general belief. Christ
shows that in the very title, “the

God of Abraham,” etc., in the penta- |

teuch the promise of the resurrection
i8 by implication contained (Matt.
xxii. 81, 83). (See Rxsunnxc‘non.;
Secripture (Heb. iv. 2, Gal. iii. 8
affirms tbe gospel was preached unto
Abraham and to Israel in the wilder-
ness, as well as unto us. The Sinai
law in its sacrifices was the bud, the

ospel the flower and ripened fruit.

he law was the gospel in miniature,
which Jesus the Sun of rigbteousness
expunded. 8o David (Ps. xxxii.,
Rom. iv.6). On the bope of a future
life being beld by those under the
law gee Num. xxiii. 10; Pu. xvi. 8-11,
xvii. 15, xxi. 4, lxriii. 24, xlix. 14,
15 ; Isa. xxvi. 19, xxv. 8, lvii. }, 2;
Dan. vii. 9, 10, 13, 14, xii. 2. The
sense of Ps. cxxxix. 24 is “see if
there be any way of idola.hﬁ goueb,
as in Iea. xlviii. 6; the Heb. also
means pain which is the sure issue
of idolatry) in me, and lead me in
tbe way everlasting’ promised to
David and his seed in Messiah (comp.
1 John v. 21; Prov. viii. 85, mi. 28,
xiv. 82, xxi. 16, xxiv. 11; Eccles.
viii. 11, 12, xi. 9, xii. 7, 18, 14; 2
Kingsii. 11, 12, xii1. 21 ; Ezek. xxxvii. ;
Hos. xiii. 14, vi. 2; Joel ii. 32; Job
xix. 23-27). Life in man is in Gen.
i. 26, 97, ii. 7, distinguished from
life in brutes: ‘‘Jehovah Elohim
breathed into his nostrils the breath
of life, and man became a living
soul”; “ God created man in His
own image.” Itis not immateriality
which distinguishes man’s life frow

the brutes’ lifd, for the vital principle
is immaterial in the brute as in
man; it can only be the continuance
of life after death of the body, con-
science, spirit, aud sense of moral
responsibility, as well as power of
sbstract reasoning. Acts xxiv. 14,
15, 25 showa the prevalent belief in
St. Pauol’s day as to the resurrection
and judgment to come. Christ asserts
that by searching the 0. T. scriptures
eternal life and the promise of Mes-
sinh was to be found (John v. 39).
The barrenness of Judma has been
made an objection by Voltaire against
Scripture truth, which represents it
as ‘‘flowing with milk and honey.”
But the very barrenness is the ac-
complishment of Scripture prophe-
cies, and powerfully confirms the
0. T. The structure of the Mosaic
history contirme the reality of the
miracles ou which the truth of the
extraordinary providence rests. Com-
mon events are joined with the mi-
raculous so clogely that the acknow-
ledged history of this singular people
would become unaceountable, unless
the MIRACLES [see] with which it
is inseparably joined be admitted.
The miracles could not have been
credited by the conteraporary gene-
ration, nor introduced subsequently
into the national records and the
national religion, if they had not
been rgal and Divine. -%he Jewish
ritual and the singular constitution
of the tribe of Levi commemorated
them perpetusally, and rested on their
truth. political constitution and
civil laws resuglpose an extraordi.
pary providence limiting the legisla-
tive and executive authorities. 8o
also the distribution and tenure of
land, the sabbatic and jubilee years,
the three great feasts requiring all
males to meet at the central sane-
tuary thrice each year. Present,
rather than invisible and future,
sanctions were best fitted at that
time to establish tbe superiority of
the true God before Israel and hea-
thendom. The low intellectual and
moral state of most Israelites inca-
pacitated them from rising above the
desires of the present world to look
forward to future retributions, which
their spiritual dulness would make
them feel doubtful of, until first a
present special providence visibly
proved His claim on their faith and
obedience, and prepared them to be-
lieve that the same Divine justice
which had heretofore visibly governed
the youth of Israel’s existence would
iu a future state reward or punish
according to men’s deserts, when the
present extraordinary providence
should be withdrawn. Moreover,
national obedience or transgression
could as such be recompensed only
bfy temporal prosperity or adversity
(for nations have their existence only
in the present time). These there.
fore the Divine King of the th
dispensed with an immediate ang
visible execution, wbich only pertially
appehrs in His present more invisi-
ble, though not less real, government
of all nations. Offences against the
state and individuals were punished,
a8 also offences against God its head.
In Israel’s history a visible specimen

~ wae given of what is trme in all ages

and nations, though less immedimtely
seen now when our calling is to be.
lieve and wait, that * righteousness
exalteth a nation, but sin is a reprouch
to any people ” (Prov. xiv. 34).

The distinction of clean and uncleam
animals relates to sacrifices. Some
animals filthy, wild, and noxious
natures suggest ti}e presence of evil
in nature, and therefore give tho
feeling of unfitness for being offered
a8 symbols of atonement or thanks-
giving before the holy God. Others,
tame, docile, useful to man, of the
flock and herd, seem suitable for
offering, us sheep, goats, cows, doves,
and the like. ose that both chew
the cud and divide the hoof men
generally have taken for food by &
common instinct. So fishes with
fins and scales, but not shellfish as
less digestible ; insecta leaping uﬁgn
the earth, raised above the crawling
slimy brood. Other animals, etc.,
as swine, dogs, etc., offered by idola.
ters, are called “abominations.’
The aim of the distinction was eth-
ical, to symbolise separation from
moral defilement, and to teach tothe
true Israsl self cleansing from all
pollutions of flesh and spirit (2 Cor.
vii. 1). The lesson in Acts x. is that
whereas God ted sanctification
of spirit to the (entiles, as He had to
Cornelius, the outward symbo] of
separation between them and the
Jews, vie. the distinction of clean
and unclean meats, was needless
(Matt. xv. 11, 1 Tim. iv. 4, Rom.
xiv. 17). Bo the impurity contracted
by childbirth (Lev. xii., xv.), requir-
ing the mother’s purification, points
to the taint of birth sin (Ps. li. b).
The uncleanness after a female birth
lasted 68 days, after a male 83, to
mark the fall as coming through the
woman first (1 Tim. ii. 14, 15).

In the penal code idolatry is the capi-
tal erime, treason against the Head
of the state and its fundamental
constitution. Onpe was bound not to
spare the dearest relative, if guilty
of tempting to it; any city aposta-
tizing to it was to be destroyed with
its spoil and inbabitants (Deut. xiii.
6). Human sacrifices burnt to Mo-
loch were especially marked for jodg-
ment on all who took part in them
(Lev. xx. 1-5). The wizard, witcb,
and their consulters violated the
allegiance due to Jehovah, who alone

reveals His will to His people (Num.
ix. 7, 8, xxvii. 21; Josh. ix. 14;

Jud. i. 1; 2 Sam. v. 23) and oon-
trols future events, and were there-
fore to die (1 Chron. x. 18, Lev. xx.
27). So the blasphemer, presump-
tuous sabbath breaker,and false pro-
g(l;et (Lev. xxiv. 11-16; Num. xv. 80—

; Deut. xvii. 13, xviii. 20). 8o the
violator of the command to rest froin
work on the day of atonement (Lev.
xxiii. 29, 30), of the sover (Exod.
xii. 15, 19); the wilful defiler of
the sanctuary (Num. xix. 18, Lev.
xxii. 8); the perpetrator of unna-
tural crimes (xviii., xx.). The pro-
hibitions of rounding the hair and
beard, of wearing a ent of wool
and linen mixed, of sowing a field
with divers seeds, of women using
men’s garments (besides tending to
preserve feminine modesty and pu-
rity), were directed against existing
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sdolatrous usages in the worship of
Baal and Ashteroth (xix. 19, 27;
Dent. xxii. 5). The ordeal by the
water of jealousy depended on an
extraordinary providence (Num. .
11). It could injure the gality only
by miracle, the inuocent not atall;
whoreas in the ordeals of the Middle
Ages the innocent oould scarcely
escape but by miracle. Prohibitions
such as human tribunals conld hardl
take cognisance of were sanction
by pena?t.ies which God undertook to
execute. He as Sovereign reserved
exclusively to Himself the right of
legislation. Sins of impurity, next
to idolatry, were punished with pe-
culiar severity {Lev. xviii.; the adul.
terer and adulteress, xx. 10; Deut.
xxii. 23-30, xxvii. 20-26).

Mildness and exact equity pervaded
the code so far as was compatible
with the state of the people and the
age. Interest or “‘usury” was not to
be taken from an Israelite, and only
in strict equity from the foreigner.
The poor should be relieved libe-
rally (Deut. xv. 7-11). The hired
labourer’'s wages were to be paid at
onoe (xxiv. 14, 16). Intrusion intoa
neighbour’s house to recover a luan
was forbidden, not to hurt his feel-
engs. The pledged raiment was to
be restored, so as not to leave him
without a coverlet at night (ver. 10-
13). Other characteristic precepts of
the law are: reverence to the old;
tenderness toward those baving
bodili)inﬁrmity (ver. 19-81) ; glean-
ings to be left for the stranger, the
fatherless, and the widow (Lev. xix.
14-32) ; faithfolness in rebuking a
neighbour’s sin; the dispersion of
the Levites, the ministers of religion,
forming 8 sacred tie among all the
tribes ; studied opposition to all the
usages of idolaters, as the heathen
historian Tacitus notices: “all we
hold sacred are with them profane:
they offer tbe ram in contempt of
Ammon . . . and an ox, which the

tians worship as Apis (Hist. v.
4); the Jews deem those profane
who form any images of the gods
. . . the Divinity they conceive as
one, and only to be understood by the
mind ; with images they would not
honour Crwmsars or flatter kings.”
Personal violence was punished retri-
butively in kind, “ life for life, eye for
eye, tooth foratooth, hand for band,
foot for foot.” The false witness
had to saffer what he thought to in-
flict on another (Deut. xix. 16-21;
Exod. xxi. 24; Lev. xxiv. 18-21).
This did not sanction mndividual re-
taliation, but it was to regulate the
magsstrate’s award of damaqes, viz.
the worth in mouey of the bodily
power lost by the injured person.
{t was to protect the communtty, not
t> regulate the believer, who when
he penetrated beneath the letter into
the spirit of the law, which the gos-
pel afterward brought to light, felt
coustrained to love his enemy and
oot do to him the injury the latter
had done or intended to do. OQur
Lord guoted the form of the law
(Matt. v. 33) in order to contrust the
pharisaic view, which looked only to
the letter, with the true view which
looks to the spirit.

A striking fesature of the penal code,

in which it was superior to most
codes, was that no crime against
mere property incurred death. Bond
service till the sabbetic year was
the extreme penalty; restitution sud
fine were the ordinary Eennlty. The
slave’s life was guarded as carefull
as the master’s. If the master cau
even the loes of a tooth the servant
was to be set free. The chastity of
female slaves waa strictly .
No Jew could be kept in bondage
more than seven years, and then was
to be sent away with liberal gifts
(Exod. xxi. 7-26, Deut. xv. 13-15).
In fact Israelite bond service was
only a going into service for a term
of years, that the creditor might reap
the benetit. The creditor could not
imprison nor scourge so a8 to injure
the bond debtor, but in Rome the
oreditor could imprison and even kill
him aocording to the old law. Men
stealers were to be put to death.
What a contrast to the cruel oppres-
sion of slaves in other nations, the
Spartans butchering the helots, the
Romans torturing their slaves for
trifles and goading them to servile
rebellions which cost some of Rome’s
bravest blood, and enacting that
where a master was murdered all
the slaves in the house, or within
hearing of it, should be killed! In
Israel the public peace was never
threatened by such a cause.

Trials were public, in the citﬁ“g.lntes.
The judges, the elders, and itical
ministers and officers, as our jurors,
were taken from the people. No
torture before conviction, no cruelty
after it, was permitted. Forty stripes
were the extreme limit of bodily pun-
ishment (Deut. xxv. 8). Capital con-
victions could only be by the agreeing
testimony of two witnesses (xvii. 6).

The even distribution of lands, the non-
alienation of them from the family
and tribe (Num. =xxvii.,, =xxxvi.),
admirably guarded against those
agrarian disturbances and intestine
discords which in other states and in
all ages have flowed from an uneven
distribation and an uncertain tennre
of property.

Love to Gog, love to. one’s neighbour
and even to enemies, benevolence to
strangers, the poor, the fatherless and
widows, repentance and restitution
for injuries, sincere worship of the
heart and obedience of the life re-
quired to accompany outward cere-
monial worship, all theee are charac-
teristics of the law, such as never
originated from the nation itself,
long enslaved, aud not remarkable
for high intellectual and moral ca-

In one respect the

ity, and such as did not then exist .

other nation. The
ave only been, as

1n the code of an
Originator can

Scripture says, God Himself.
sides, whatever doubts may be raised

Be- .

respecting the inspiration or aathor. !

ship, the fact remains and is indis-
putable, that it was given and was in
force ages before Lycurgus or Minos
or vther noted legialators lived, and
that it has retained its influence upon
legislation from the time of its pro-
mulgation until now, the British and
all other codes of civilized nations
being based upon it. This is one of
those facts wgi
“nor revolution, can overthrow,

I
!

ch neither evolution, |
t

The letter and outward ordinances were

the casket, the spirit as brought out
by the gospel was the jewel. The
sacrificese gave present relief to
awakened consciences by the hope
of forgiveness through God's merey,
resting on the promise of the Re-
deemer. The law could not give life,
that was reserved for the gospel
Gal. iii. 31, 23; iv. 8). Spiritual
ows, 88 David, when convicted b
the law of failure in obedience, fell
back on the earlier covenant of pro-
mise, the covenant of grace, as dis-
tinguished from thelawthe covenant
of works (which required perfeet
obedience as the condition of life, and
cursed all who disobeyed in the least
int: iii. 6-18; Lev. xviii. 5), and
Eo the Spirit cried for a clean heart
(gs. 1i. 10, 11). So they could love
the law, not as an oatward yoke, but
as the law of God’s will cherished in
the heart (xxxvii. 81), such as it was
in Him who should corhe (xl. 8). In
most Jews, becanse of the noncon-
formity betweeu their inward state
and the law’s regnirements as a runle
from withont, its tendency was * to
gender to bond.a%e " (Gal. -ii. 4; iv.
3, 9, 24,25; v.1). Inclination re-
belled against it. They either burst
its bond for open heathenism ; or, as
in gost captivity times, scrupulounsly
heldathe letter, but had none of its
spirit, ““ love, the fulfilling of the law "
(Rom. xiii. 8-10; Lev. xix. 18; 1 Tim.
i. 5; Gal. v. 14; Matt. vii. 12, xxii.
87-40; Jas. ii. 8). Hence the pro-
hets looked on to gospel times when
od would write the law by His
Spirit in the heart (Jer. xxxi. 81-33,
39 ; Ezek. xxxvi. 26, 27, x. 19, 20).
law continaes, in
another it is superseded (Matt. v. 17,
18). In its antitypical realizsation in
Jesus, it is_all being falfilled or has
been so. In its spirit, “ holy, just
and good,” it i8 of everlasting oi)hga-
tion as it reflects the mind of God.
In its O. T. form it gives place to its
fully developed perfectionin the N.T.
The temporary and saccessional
Aaronic priesthood gives place to the
abiding and intransmissible Melchi-
zedek priesthood of Jesus, the eacri-
ficial types,to the one antitg)ieal sacri-
fice, never to be repeated (Heb. v, vii.,
viii., ix., x.). So believers, in 80 far
as they are under the gospel law of
Christ (Gal. vi. 2), which 18 the law
of love in the heart, are no longer
under the law, as an outward letter
ordinance. Through Christ’s death
they are dead to the law, as & law of
condemnation, and have the Spirit
enabling them to “serve in newness
of spirit, and not in the oldness of
the letter” (Rom. ii. 29, vii. 1-6;
2 Cor. iii. 6). “ Christ is the end
of the law for righteousness (both
Jjustification and sanctification) to
every one that believeth” (Rom. x.
4, vili. 1-3). He gave not 8o much
new laws of morality a8 new motives
for observing the old law. As a
covenant of works, and a provisional
mode of discipline, and & typical
representation of atonement, the law
is no more. As the revelation of
God’s righteousness it is everlasting.
Free from the letter, the believer
fulfils the spirit and end of thelaw,
conformity to God’s will. Moses, in
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fo ing the rise of the * Prophet
like unto himself ’ and God’s rﬂ;o:;
tion of all who should reject Hi
(Deut. xviii. 15, ete.), by the 8pirit in-
timates that the law was to give place
to the gospel of Jesus. Moses anti-
cipates also by the Spirit the evils
w

ioch actoally befell them, their
being besi e(f their captivity, dis-
rsion, and restoration (Lev. xxvi.,

eut. xxxii.). The words in xxxiv.
10-13 (comp. Num. xii. 1-8) prove
that no other prophet or succession
of prophets can exhaustively fulfil
the prophecy. Both Peter and Ste-
g}len authoritatively decide that

essiah is *“the Prophet’’ (Aots iii.
23, vii. 87). The gospel attracted
aud detached from the Jewish nation
almost every pure and pious soul,
sifting the ohaff from the wheat.
The &ctruoﬁon of the temple with
which Judaism and the ceremonial
law were inseparably connected was
God’s explicit setting of them aside.
The danger to the church from
judaising Christians, which was
among 1ta first trials (Acts xi., xv,,
Gal. iii. 5), was thereby diminished,
and ‘“the fall of the Jews is the
riches of the world” in this as in
other respects (Rom. xi. 12).

Lawyer. One learned in the law.
““Scribe” was the official and legal
designation. He who is called a
lawyer in Matt. xxii. 35 is called a
“ goribe*’ in Mark xii. 28, what we
should call a *“divine.”” A “doctor
of the law” is the highest title
(Acts v. 34).

Liaying on of hands. See Bar-
TISM.

Liazarus = Eleazar =God helps. 1.
Of BETHANY [see]; brother of Mary
and Martha (John xi. 1). The sis.
ters were the better kmown, whence
they are put 1En-ominent.ly forward
here, and in Luke x. 38, otc., are
wlone named. L. was “of (apo, ¢ be-
longing to at that time’) Bethany,
Jrom (ek, implying his original set-
tlement) the village of Mary and
Martha * (atill it is likely the same
village i8 meant in both Luke x. and
John xi., vis. Bethany). Curionsly
(annean found close to Bethany a
tomb, probably of the first century,
containing the names all together of
Sinon, Martha, and L. L.’s subord-
inate poritionat theirfeast in Christ's
honour (Johu xii. 2) makes it likely
hie was the youngest. Moreover, the
honse is called that of Simon the
leper (Matt. xxvi. 6, Mark xiv. 8);
who was probably therefore their
father, but either by death or leprosy
no longer with them, though possibly
he too, as & leper healed by Jesus,
was thea ono of that happy family.
Their friends from Jerusalem (John
xi. 19),according to John's use of
“the Jews,” were of the ruling elders
and Pharisees. The feast, the costly
vintment, the family fuueral cave
(comp. Iea. xxii. 16, 2 Kings xxiii. 6,
Jer. xxvi. 23), all bespeak good
social position. The sisters’ warm
attachment to L. was strengthened
by their common love to Jesus who
loved all three (John xi. 5). L. had
won the disciples’ love too, for Jesus
calls him “our friend’ (ver. 11).
At the time of L.’s sickuness and the
sisters’ call, Jesus was in Peraa be-

{ond Jordan, on His way to Jerusa-
em,two days’ journey from Bethany.
He delayed two daya to give time
for that death which He foresaw,
and from which He was about to
raise L. On proposing to go to
Judma, His disciples remonstrated
on the ground that He would be
going into the very danger from
which He had just escaped (x. 39,
40; xi.8-10). He replied that whilst
His appointed day yet lasted He was
safe, and that He was going to
swaken L. out of sleep. He was
“glad”” that He had not been on
the aspot before, that L.’s death and
nsxng might awaken the disciples out
of the deadness of unbelief. The
sisters grieved at His seeming ne.
glect. God sees cause for joy where
even His people see only cause for
grief. Four days had elapeed after
the call when ¥ie arrived. Martha
went and met Him, whilst Mary sat
in the house, in beautiful harmony
with the character of each respect-
ively, described im Luke x. 40-42.
Martha's faith had now become
stronger; so she says, ‘‘Lord, I know
that even now whatsoever Thou wilt
ask of God, God will give it Thee
(more bnoyant in spirit than Mary,
and cherishing even now a vague
hope of her brother’s restoration)
. . . Yea, Lord, I believe that Thou
art the Christ the Son of God . . .
the Resurrection and the Life.” On
Martha telling Mary of Jesus’ ar-
rival and “call” for her, either
expressed or implied (“secretly,”
through fear of Jewish informers,
see ver, 28, 46), the latter too came
‘“quickly” to Him. The Jews her
friends, not having heard Martha’s
communication, supposed Mary was
one to the tomb to weep, but found
er a8 of old “at Jesus' feet’> Her
words were fewer, but her action
move im ioned, than those of her
sister. 8o the whole company, Jesus,
His disciples, the sisters, and their
sympathisers, were met at the grave.
At the sight of their weeping, Jesus
“grua.nzg in spirit,” and troubled
Himself, but checked His emotion
which would otherwise have choked
utterance. ‘‘Where have ye laid
him?” Syrﬁpathy with their sor-
row, which He was instantly to re-
lieve, at last found vent in tears:
“ Jesus wept ”’ (comp. Luke xix. 41,
Heb. iv. 15). * Behold, how He loved
him,” the Jews, His adversaries,
were constrained to exclaim. - Their
unbelief, * could not this man which
opened the eyes of the blind (John
ix.: they allude not to the raising of
Jairus’ daughter and the widow of
Nain’s son, which took place in Ga-
Ulee, but to the miracle which made
such a stir in Jerusalem ; they never
thought of His raising the dead)
have caused that even this man
should uot have died ?”” made Him
“groan again.”’ ‘‘lTake away the
stone.”” Martha, retaining still re-
mainders of unbelief (she believed
in L.’s future resurrection, but she
hardlydared to believe what she her.
self had hinted at in ver. 22, that
Christ will ruise him now), objected
on the ground of the body’s presumed

decomposition by this time. He tells
Lier to “ believe, so she shall see the |

glory of God.” Withae gremy

thanksgiving to the Father for the

already felt answer to His :;sdy.,

He sad, “ L., come forth,” bhe

came forth bound hand and foot, the

gnveclothes and napkin sbout his
ace. * Loose him, aud let him go’”:
oontrast Jesus’ resurrection, the
graveclothes and the kin folded
separately, because, anlike L., He

was to dyie no more (John xx. 6, 7).

The same miracle which oonve

some Jews to belief furnished others

BRisrsion sgninst Hm. - T broceb

iseea against Him. It brow,
the plots of the rulers and Oampiu
to & crisis (xi. 46-53). The very =i
which the Pharisees desired in

parable of Lasarus (Luke xvi. 27-80)

18 now granted in the person of one

of the same name, but only stimu-

lates them to their crowning sin, to
kill Jesus, bay even to kill L. too

(John xii. 10). The same sum that

develope the fragrant violet strength-

ens the poison of the deadly night-
shade.

This is the crucial miracle of the truth
of the Gospele. Spinosa said if this
were troe he would tear his system
in pieces and embrace Christianity.
As the Lord’s Jud®an misistry was
not the subject of the first three
evangelists, but the Galilean, they
omit the raising of L. The Jews’
consultation to kill L., and his own
probable shrinking from publicity
after such a mysterious experience,
perhaps further influenced them in
their omisgion of the miracle. By
John’s time of writing the brother
and sisters were dead, and no reason
forreserveany longer existed. Tradi-
tion says that L.’s first question on
coming back was whether he should
die again ; on learning he must, he
never smiled again.

Such an impression was made by this
miracle thut many Jews flocked to
Bethany to see both Jesus and L.
The eye witnesaes bare record, and
the people who heard of it from
them met Him on His way to Jeru-
salom,-and formed part of His re-
tinue in His trinmphal entry with
the palmbearing muftitnde (John xii.
12, 17, 18).

E. H. Plumptre (Smith’s Dict.) identi-
fies Simon the leper with Simon the
Pharisee (Luke vii. 36-40) ; Martha
had the Pharisees’ belief in the
resurrection (John xi. 24); Mary's
gift of the ointment was after the
example of the sinful woman in 8i.
mon’s house; the leprosy came on
subsequently. Also he identifies L.
with the rich young ruler (Matt. xix.,
Mark x., Luke xvii.) ; Jesus’ words
td him, “‘one thing thoy lackest,”
answer to His words to Martha, “one
thing is needful ’; ““ Jesus beholding
loved him” (Mark) is said also of
L. (Jobn xi. 5); Jesus’ love at last
wrought out his conversion, poegible
to God though not to man; a sharp
Palestine fever is sent to discipline
him; his death and rising through
Jesus’ power is accompanicd by his
spiritual resurrection (Johu v. 24,
25). Judas and the eleven empected
that the feast in John xii. 2 was the
farewell feast of L., renouncing his
former lite and obeying Christ’'s
coramand, ‘‘ sell that thou hast, anQ
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give to the poor”’; hence Judas' bit-
ter objection, “ why was not this
ointment sold for 8300 pence and
given to the poor ?”' On the night
of Christ’s betrayal L., whose Beth-
any home was near and was Christ’s
logging on the previous night, in the
hasty night alarm rushed eagerly
with ““ the linen cloth (the term ap-
plied to graveclothesalways, the same
which he had on when the Lord
raised him from the grave (x. Mz,
sindon) cast about his naked body ™
(Mark xiv. 51, 52; xv. 48), and was
seised' by the highpriest’'s servants
a8 & second victim (John xii. 10),
whereas they let the other disciples

esoape.
8. L. in the parable, Luke xvi. 19-81.
The one unknown on earth has a
name with God ; the rich man, well
known as & great man among men,
has no name with God (Rev. iii. 1).
The historic Lazarus (John xi., xii.)
belonged to the richer classes. Yetit
i8 not a rich L., but L. the beggar
whom the rich scarcely noticed, that
is carried by angels to Abraham’s
bosom. The historic Lagzarus raised
from the dead, yet not convincing the
Jews, proves the truth stated in the
arable of L. that ““if they hear not
oses and the mheta, neither
would they be persuaded though one
rose from the dead.”” The rich man
was not so much a glutton as a self
pleaser. It is not said he did not
relieve L., nay L. lyi‘nﬂ at his gate
implies he did, but with ostentation,
“justifying himself befora men ”’ (ver.
15), having no true ‘‘ repentance”
(805. Servants attended him, ‘‘dogs”
L.; these showed more pity and
sympathy than his fellow men. The
rich man’s “burial” is mentioned,
implying & grand funeral and flatter-
inq epitaph, whilst his soul was in
bell. Christ takes care of tbe dust
of L. against the day of His appear.
ing, and receives his soul to Himself
“In Abraham’s bosom *’ (image from
a feast; comp. Johu xiii. 25), whose
faith L. followed. Once he had
shared ‘‘crumbs” with the dogs
(Matt. xv. 27), now he shares the
heavenly banquet with the first father
of the people of God. Not L.'s
safferings but his faith brought him
there. Not the rich man’s wealth but
his practical unbelief(Luke xvi.27-31)
shut him out **in torments ”’ ; he was
one of those *‘ covetous’’ whom Jesus
Jjust before reproved, “justifying him-
self before men,” ‘ highly esteemed
among men,”’ bot one whose prac-
tice was “ abomination in the sight
of God.” He now begs a drop of
water taken up by L. with “ the tip
of the finger,”” but in vain. Ounce he
scarcely and only for show, not from
love which alone God recognises,
sllowed L. to gather the ““ crumbs,”
the portion of the dogs. Abrabam
himself ventured all on God’s promise
of an after inheritance, having here
““ not so much as to set his foot on”’
(Acts vii. 5, Heb. xi. 13); appro-
Pria.tel then he told the rich man,
‘son (by privileges on which the
Jews prided themselves, Luke iii. 8),
remember that thou in thy lifetime
receivedst thy good things (Matt. vi.
19-81) and likewise L. evil things,
bt pow he is comforted and thou

art tormented.” The rich man’s
desire for his brethren’s couversion
to belief, by L. being sent from thae
dead, is & covert expression of the
fact that he was an unbeliever, and
that unbelievers lay the blame of
their nnbelief on God as not giving
them proof enough; whereas neither
the raising of another L., nor that of
Jesus who dieth no more, could win
the wilful rejecters to belief (John
xii. 10, 11, xvi. 29; Acts xxvi. 8).
The five brethren coming to the same
hell, so far from relieving by their
company, (a8 many virtually think
by walking with tie many on the
broad way rather than with the few
on the narrow way,) would only
aggravate his anguish by reproaches,
because he had countenanced their
unbelief. The dialogue is not be-
tween L. and the rich man, for they
are atterly apart, but Abraham({God’s
mouthpiece 1n O. T. as father of tbe
faithful, who sit down with Him,
Matt. viii. 11, 12) and the rich man.
Lead. Exod. xv. 10, “ they sank as
lead,” heavily falling down in their
panoply, helpless and motionless, the
waters closing over them. Used for
the plumb line (Amos vii. 7). Zech.
v.7, 8, “the weight of lead” upon
the ephah’s mouth, covering persoui-
fied wickedness, implies the 1mpossi-
bility of her escape from beneath the
onderous load weighing ber down.
ob xix. 24, “oh that my words were
graven with an iron pen and lead in
the rock for ever.” The lead was
poured into the graven characters to
make them better seen and (which is
Job’s thought) more durable; not
leaden plates, for it was *“in the rock”
they were to be engraved. May my
pen be of iron, and the ink lead poured
mto the writing on the everlasting
rock! Perhaps the hammer was of
““lead,” as sculptors find more deli-
cate incisions are made by it. Jer.
vi. 28-20 accorda exactly with scien-
tific fact; lead applied to purify in
the furnace *‘silver” alloyod with
“iron’’ and ‘‘copper’’ (" brass’’)
fnilsfto do sl;)l’c:su tb le absgence of the
purifys ¢ blowing upon the
silver. Nslo Jehovah's mtinpoof the
Jews into fiery affliction avails not to
purify them without the breath of
God’'s Holy Spirit (comp. Ezek. xxii.
18-22). Remains of ancient lead
mines have been found in the mount-
ains E. of the Nile toward the Red
Sea. It was among the spoil taken
from Midian (Num. xxxi. 22), Tyre
got it from Tarshish (Ezek. xxvii.

12).

Leah. [SeeJacoBand LaBaN.] She
was buried in the cave of Machpelah
(Gen. xlix. 31).

Leasing. Old English, lying. Ps.
iv. 2, v. 6.

Leaven : seor. A lomp of old dough
in high fermentation. As making it
aond leavening bread with it took
time, unleavened bread was used in
sudden emergencies ( Gen. xviii. 6, xix.
3). 1t was forbidden in all offerings
to the Lord by fire (Lev. ii. 11, vii.
12). The Israclites on pain of death
were to have none in their houses
or in the land during over for
seven days, from 14th Nisan (Exod.
xii. 15, 19, 39, xiii. 7, xxiii. 18; Deut.
xvi. §, 4). Salt wus its opponite,

and was never to be absent froma the
altar burnt offering, representing the
incorruptible imperishableness of
Jehovah's covenant. Honeyas liable
to ferment also was excluded from
the altar burnt offerings. Leaven
reminded Israel of the haste with
which they fled from Egypt, and of
their sufferings, which answer to the
insipidity of unleavened bread, ** the
bread ofy affliction.”” Its prominent
' symbolical meaning was, it is bred of
corruption and corrupts the mass
with which it is mixed. Hence 1t
represents ‘“ malice” (the evil habit)
and “ wickedness’’ (evil comingout in
word and deed) as opposed to “mn-
cerity”’ and *truth’ (1 Cor.v. 7).
The Jews searched with extreme
care their houses, to purge out every
particle of leaven. So Christians
ought to search their hearts and purge
out ever§ corruption (Ps. cxxxix.
23, 24). It also symbolises corrupt
doctrine (Matt. xvi. 6). Another
qualit(,{v is its secretly penetruting
and diffusive snfluence: 1 Cor. v. 6,
“a little leaven leaveneth the whole
lump,” the influence of one sinner
corrupts many (Eccles. ix. 18) ; but
in Gal. v. 9a little legalism mixed
with the gospel corrupts its purity.
Thbough elsewhere used in abad sense,
leaven in Matt. xiii. 33 represents the
gospel principle working silently
“ without observation” from within,
till the whole is leavened, just as the
mustard tree represents its diffusion
externally ; so ‘flesh,” thongh
usually in a bad sense, in Exek. xi.
19is in & good sense. The decom-
position of social elements, accom-
panying and providentially preparing
the way for the gospel, makes the
image appropriate. Leaven was
allowed to be offered in the first-
froits and tithes (Deut. xxvi. 2, 12;
2 Chron. xxxi. §), the pentecostal
loaves (Lev. xxiii. 15, 17), and the
peace offering (vii. 13). Trausl. Lev.
u. 11 “as an oblation of firstfruits
ye shall offer them (leaven and houey)
unto the Lord, but they shall not be
barnt on thealtar for asweet savour.”
In Amos iv. 6 the leavened bread
was ‘‘ with the sacrifice of thanks-
giving of the peace offerings,’”’ not
with burnt offerings of animals on the
altar. Perhaps however the com-
mand is ironical, ‘‘ offer by burning
(marg.) a sacrifice . . . with leaven ™
(whitﬁx was forbidden), your very
offerings being open insults to God.

Leaves : of aroll (Jer. xxxvi. 33). Not
distinct as in a book, but consecutive
columns or spaces on the long roll,
which is often rolled round s stick;
delathoth, *“ doors.”

I.ebana. Neh. vii. 48. LEBANAH,
Ezra ii. 45.

Lebanon =ezceeding white, vis. with
snow, as Mont Blamc. In Heb.
Lebanon, akin to alp. The double
mountain range N. of Palestine, run.
ning in parallel lines from 8.W. to
N.Ig., having between the fertile val-
ley anciently called Caoslosyria, now
E? Beka'a (where are the grand ruins
of the temple of the sun), about six
or seven miles wide, *the valley of
L.” (Josh. xi. 17.) The range is
abont 80 miles long, 16 broad. It
forms the northern head of the
Jordan valley and the southern head
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af the Orontes valley [sce Hamat].
The western range 18 the region
of the Hivites and GIBLITES [see]
(xiii. 5, Jud. iii. 8). The eastern
wange was Antilibanus, or “L. to-
ward the sunrising.”” The wady et
T'eim separates the southern part of
Antilibanus from L. and also from
the Galilee hills. The river Leontes
(Litany) swecps round its southern
ond, and drains Coslosyria, fallin

into the Mediterranean five miles N.
of Tyre. L. runs el to the
coast in the plain of Emesa opening
from the MeSitemnea.n, in Scripture
‘‘ the enterifg in (i.e. entrance) of
Hamath’’ (1 Kings viii. 75). The
river Eleutherus (nahr el Kebdir)
here sweeps round its northern end.
‘The average height is 7000 ft. But
one peak, Dhor ¢l Khodib, N. of
the cedars, is 10,051; and Hermon
in Antilebanon is 10,125. L. is of
grey limestone, with belts of recent
sandstone along the western slupes.
Eastward in the glens of Antilibanus
flow toward Damascus Abana (Bar.
ada) and Pharpar (nahr el Awaj).
All that now represents Hiram's
oedar forests
s the cluster
called *‘the
oedars,” 6172
ft. above the
sea, in the
centre of the
vast recess
or semicircle
formed by the
highest sum-
mmits of L.above the deep valley of the
sacred river Kadisha. [See CEDARS.]
QOdorous flowers and aromatic shrubs
and vines still yield * the smell of L.””
wafted by the monntain breeze (S. of
Bol. iv. 11).. The line of cultivation
runs ut the height of 6000 ft. Every
available space is utilized for figtrees,
vines, 1mulberry trees, and olives.
Numerous villages nestle amidst the
rocks. The trees striking their roots
into the fissares of rocks illustrate
Hos. xiv. 5, ‘“ Israel shall strike forth
his roots as L.”" L. is a delightful re-
treat from the sultry heat of the plains
and of Palestine, cooled asit is by the
snows which crown its peaks. Jere-
miah (xviii. 14) asks, *“will 2 man
leave the snow of L. which cometh
from the rock of the field (a poetical
name for L. towering above the sur-

ronnding plain) ? Or shall the cold

FELLING TREES IN LERANON

flowing waters that come from
another place (from the distant
rocks) forsaken P’ Nome. Yet

Israol forsakes Jehovah the living
fountain, ever near, for broken cis-
terns. Hymuas, panthers, jackals,
wolves, and bears still haunt its
glens and peaks (comp. 8. of Sol. iv.
8, 3 Kings xiv. 9). e river Adonis
(nahr Ibrahim) springs from a cave
beneath the high peak Sunnin. The
plain of Phmnicia, two miles wide,
rans at the base of L. between it and
the sea. The eastern alopes are less
abrupt and fertile than the western.
Maronite Christians people thenorth-
ern part of the range ; Drusesabonnd
more in the southern.

L. was assigned to Israel, but never
conquered (Josh. xiii. 3-8, Jud. iii.
1-35. It was under the Phmnicians

in Solomon’s time and subsequently

(1 Kings v. 2-6, Esgra iii. 7). Anti-
libanug is less pled than L., and
has more wild g::m : 8. of Sol. iv.
8, “look from the top of Amans, from
.« . Shenir and Hermon . . , the
lions’ dem . . . the mountains of the
leopards,’’ referring to the two higher
?esks, Hermon, and that near the
ountain of Abana, where panthers
still are found. ‘‘ The tower of L.
which looketh toward Damascus” is
Hermon (vii. 4).
Lebaoth=lionesseg (implying their
preseuce formerly). A city in the
extreme S. of Judah (Josh. xv. 32),
afterwards transferred to Simeon
(xix. 6), whose portion, like Levi's,
was ‘‘ scattered * in Israel (Gen. xlix.
5-7) on account of the cruelty in
xxxiv. 25, 26. Now el Beyudh.
Lebbsus. Matt. x. 3, Sin. and Vat.
MSS. omit. Thaddseus or Judas, the

brother of James (Mark iii. 18).
[See JupE.]
Lebonah. N. of Shiloh. (Jud. xxi.

19). Now el Lubban.

Lecah. 8on of Er (1 Chron. iv. 21).
Perhaps “ Er father of L.” means
Jounder of L., a town.

Leeks : chaztr, lit. grass. The leek
is green, and grasshike in its form of
leaf. THe allium porrum, the
Welshman’s national emblem, worn
on St. David's day. The poor in
Egypt eat them raw with bread, and
as sauce to roast meat. So Num. zi.
5, “we remember the leek,” ete.
Hengstenberg suggests that clover-
ike grass is meant, which the r
mauch relish, under the name halbeh,
scientifically Trigonella fenum Gre-
cum. But LXX. and the Egyptian
usage favour A.V. .

Lees. Wine was allowed to settle on
them, to keep the body and colour;
especially the choicest wine (Isa. xxv.
6). Hepce such phrases expressing
ease and self indulgent prosperity as
“Moab . . . hath settled on his lees,”
1.6. has been like wine undistarbed,
and not “emptied from vessel to
vessel,” never having been dislodged
from his original settlement, * his
scent (i.e. the bouquet of the wine)
is not changed,” “therefore I will
send unto him wanderers that shall
empty his vessels (i.e. cities) and
break their bottles > (¢.e. the men of
his cities) (Jer, xlviii. 11, 12). The
effect of undisturbed prosperity on
the ungodly is to h&rgen in undis-
turbed secarity (Zeph. i. 12). Ps.
Ixxv. 8, ‘““the dregs (lees) of the
Lord’s cup . . . all the wicked shall
wring out and drink,” i.e. they must
drain out the whole cup to the

dregs.

Legion. The largest division of the
Roman army, of which it was, in
order and armament, the miniature;
6000 foot, with a body of horse.
Matt. xxvi. 53, ¢ thinkest thou that I
cannot now pray to My Father, and
He shall presently give Me more than
twelve legions of angels,’’ against
this band from the Roman * legion’’;
not merely My twelve apostles,
bat twelve ‘‘legions,” and these
“angels” ? (comp. 2 Kings vi. 17,
(]i)a.n. vii, 10.) 4 o M?rk v. 9 the

emou-gouease says, “my name is
legion, for we are many,” ‘ because

many demons (Gr.) were entered into
him.”

Lehabim = the Lubim, western
neighbours to the EgyEﬁmu (Gen.
x.13); the Rebu or Lebu of the
monuments ; the Li s in Roman
phrase. They served in the Egyptian
armies (2 Chrou. xii. 8, xvi. B;Y%a.h.
iii. 9; Dan. 2i. 43). The modern
Tuariks and Berbers, aborigines of N.
Africa, dwelling in the desert and
sides of Atlas.

Lehi. Jud. xv. 9, 14, 19 (where 1.
““in Lehi”’), Heb. “the Lehi.”’ [See
EN HAKEKORE, the spring; Ramath
Lehi was the eminence.| L’As¢ strictly
is the Heb. for ﬁcwbone; Lza:1 the
name of the place. God did not
make water to flow out of the tooth
socket of thse jawbone which Bam-
son threw away, to slake his
thirst, but *dleft an hollow place
(maktesh, Zeph. i. 11) sn Lehs,”
whence ‘‘ water’’ miraculously “came
out.” In Judah, between Philistia
and the cliff Etam, now Beit Likiyeh,

a village on the northern side of the

wad guleima.n; at the entrance of
the hill comtry of Judah, the outer-
most stronghold toward the 8.

Lemuel=devoted to God, or created
by .God (the long form of Lael,
Num. iii. 24). Instead of “L. ... the
prophecy,” some less probably transl.
“L. king of Massa” (Prov. xxxi.
1-9). An ideal model king. Not,
as Hitzig guessed, elder brother to
Agur, king of an Arab tribe in
Massa, on the borders of Palestine,
and both sprung from the Simeon-
ites who drove out the Amalekites
from mount Seir under Hesekiah, ae
if Lemuel were an older form of
Newuel, or Jemuel, Simeon’s eldest
son. aught by his mother, =8
Timothy by Lois and Eunice (3 Tim.
i. b, iii. 15, 16). Her character was
perhaps the model of the portrait of
the “ virtuons womaun’’ (Prov. xxxi.
10-31). Abstemious; a pleader for
and patron of those who cannot
defend themselves, the widow and
orphan.

Lentiles. Gen.xxv.34. Small beans
common in Syria and Egypt, eallei

LENTILES.

‘adas, very palatable ; the ingre-
dient of the red ‘fothage (adom),
for which Esau sold his birthright.
Dried and cooked they are still used
a8 portable provisions for a journey ;
80 illai g;ronght them to David’s
hungry followers (2 Sam. xvii. 28).
In time of scarcity used with wheat,
barley, beans, millet, and fitches, as
a substitute for pure flour (Ezek.
iv.9). The Arabs make Hebron the
scene of KFsan’s seldh:f his birth-
right, and therefore daily supply the
needy with lentile soup from the
kitchen of a mosque there. Some
derive “‘Lent” from the use of

" lentiles at that season in Roman
Catholic countries.

Leopard. Famed for swiftness and
agility (Hab. i. 8); “you would
fancy it was flying”’ (Oppian Oyneg.,
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iii. 76); it climbs trees, and can
orawl along the ground. Hence the
symbol for Greece and Alexander’s
rapid victories (Dan. vii. 6; Rev. xiii.
9). The prevalence of leopards
sociently in Palestine is marked by
the many places named from them
namer, Heb.): Nimrah, Nimrim,

th Nimrah. “The mountains of
the leopard ” (8. of Sol. iv. 8), viz.
Lebanon and Hermon, where still
they are found ; “‘ the mountains of
prey”’ (Pa. Ixxvi. 4), symbolising the
rapacious world kingdoms. They

spring with successive rapid bounds.
'ﬁ:;xcnnningly lie in wilit in thickets
and *often near villages for their

rey, a8 distinguished from the lion’s

old, open attack (Jer. v. 6, Hos.
xiii. 7) : *“as a leopard by the way, I
will observe (liain wait for) them.”
Jts unaltorable spots represent man’s
inability to change himself (Jer. xiii.
23) ; yet the leopard in the millen-
nium shall *“lie down with the kid”
(Isa. xi. 6).

toil amid dry powdery substances,
tend to generate skin disease, espe-
cially in absence of nourishing diet
and persoual cleanliness. These pre-
disposing causes all exist in Byria
and Egypt. Elephantiasia especially
mmﬁ.?in Egypt, “the parent of
such taints’ (Lucr. vi. 1112). Israel’s
long stay there exposed them to the
malady, as is implied in the legend
{Diod. Bic. ii., Tacit. Hist. v. 8, 4;
Justin xxxvi. 2; J hus Ant, . 2,
§ 4; Cheremon and Manetho in Jos.
c. Apion i. 26, 82, 84) that the king of
Egypt drove out a multitude of im-
ure ple and lepers, Jews and
gyptians, the lepers among whom
the king’s soldiers wrapped in sheets
of leadand drowned in the sea( comp.
Exod. xv. 10), and that Moses a
saored seribe was the leader of- the
rest through the wilderuess into
Judsea (comp. the “mixed multi-
tude,” xii. 88). Leprosy, beginning
with little pain, goes on in its slug-
gish but sure course, until it mutil-
ates the body, deforms the features,
turns the voice into a croak, and
nakes the patient a hopeless wreck.
1t bas left the Israelites for other
racesin modern times. Nega’tzara’ath |
means a plague or stroke of leprosy ;
(LXX.), rather elephantiasis. An.
animal poison in the blood ferments ;
there and affects the skin, depositing |
an albuminous substance, and de-
stroying the sensation of the nerves.
The tuberculated form is the com-
mon one, inflaming the skin, distort.
ing the face and joints, causing the
hair of the head or eyebrows to fall
off or else turn white (Lev. xiii. 3-6),
and encrusting the person with
uloerous tubercles with livid patches
of surface hetween. The ansesthetic
elephantiasiz begins in the forehead .

(2 Chron. xxvi. 19-21) with shining
white patches which burst ; bone by
bone drops off; the skin is mummy
like ; the lips hang down exposin
the teeth and gums. 'l‘uberculntes
patients live ou the average ten years,
ansthetic 20. The latter is called
“ white leprosy,” but is distinct
from the common white leprosy
which covers the whole person, or
freckles it with white bright spots,
and which did not make ceremonially
unclean (Lev. xiii. 12, 38, 39). Some-
times one limb alone is affected with
a dead pearl-like whiteness (comp.
Exod. iv. 6, ‘“Moses’ hand was
leprous as snow” ; Num. xi. 10, 12,
*“ ag one dead, of whom the flesh is
half consumed when he cometh ount
of his mother’s womb”; 2 Kings v.
27). Job was affected with acate
tuberculous elephantiasis, rapidly
ulcerating his body (ii. 7, 8). The
toberculated form was iu Israelite
times medically incarable. Swine's
flesh and scaleless and finless fish,
used as food, tend to generate the
disease; one reason of the prohibi-
tion (Lev. xi. 7, 9-12). ~

Separation of lepers from society has

m common in all countries, partl
from the dread of contagion, an
also among the Israelites from the
conviction that it was the special
visitation of God. It was generally
bereditary (comp. 2 Sam. iii. 29,
‘‘let there not fail from the house of
Joab . . . & leper”’). Lepers asso-
ciated together without the camp, as
they still do (2 Kings vii. 3; Luke
xvil. 12). A habitation was provided
for them outside Jerusalem, upon
the hill Gareb, as the name implies
‘““the hill of scraping ”’ or leprosy
{Jer. xxxi. 40, Job ii. 8); it (more
recently called Bezetha), Goath (the
hill of the dead), aud Tophet (the
valley of corpses) were tge three
defiled spots which Jeremiah foretold
should incladed in the restored
city. Begregation wisely checked
extension of leprosy, by preventing
intermarriage of lepers with the
sound. It was less a trial to the
leper than intercourse with his fellow
men, who loathed his presence, would
have been.

Spiritually leprosy typified sin, and its
treatmant represented the separation
which sin makes between sinners and
saints. The law is the inspired in-
terpreter of nature’s truths. The
leper was a ‘‘walking tomb,” “a
parable of death,” and of sin “the
wages of which is death.”” Hence he
had to wear the badges of mourning,
u covering upon his upper lip, and
was regarded ‘“as one dead’ (Lev.
xiii. 45, Num. xii. 12), He was to
cry, Unclean, unclean, to warn all
not to defile themselves by approach-
ing him. So the ten stood afar off,
Jifting up their voices (f.uke xvii. 13).
The malady was often due to in-
herited taint, as is sin (Exod. xx. 5).
The gradual decay of the body, first
of the skin, then the bone, then the
flesh, life still surviving, vividly re.
presented the sarc and deadly process
of man’s ruin by sin.  In Taa. liii. 4,
Jerome’s Vulg. transl., ¢ we thonght
Him to be a leper smitten of God,”
leprosy being God’s directiudgmout
for gin.  God alone could

eal afike

the leper and the sinmer. ﬁe&
ister of God was publicly to witness to
the leper’s cure by orming certmin
prescribed rites and so admitting bim
to communion again with his f 8
{Lev. xiv. 9-20). Christ proved His
Dirine mission by healing , and
at the same time commanded them
to gu to the priest to * offer for cleans.
ing those things which Moses corn-
manded for a testimony nnto them **
(Matt. xi. 6, Mark i. 44).

The leper was excluded from both the

sanctuary and the camp. The cere-
mony of restoration was thexefore
twofold. That performed outside

the camp restored him to intercourse
with the (Feople (Lev. xiv. 3-9), that
performed in the tabernacle court
seven days after the former restored
him to all spiritual privilegea of
Jehovah’s worshippers (ver. 10—32).
Two birds were taken for him, pro-
videdklbﬁ' the priest not theman ; one
was killed over running water, the
other set free; accompanied with
cedar wood ( Juniper ozycedar, whose
smoke was disinfectant), scarlet (re-
presenting rosy health and viguar),
and hyssop (the caper plant, medici-
nally cleansing ulcers and skin dis-
eases). The cedar and hyssop were
tied to the living bird by the scarlet
band ; the whole was dipped in the
blood of the killed bird and running
water. The seven sprinklings re-
newed to him the covenant, symbol-
ised by that number. The dead bird
represente] his past deadness, the
freed Living bird his restored life and
freedom. The two,as in the case of
the two goats on the Day or ATONE-
MENT [see], form one joint type.
The leper brought two young rams
(Heb. Lev. xiv. 10), one as a trespass
offering, another as a burnt offering,
and a ewe lamb as a sin offering;
these bore witness that disease and
death and the defilements of both are
the wages of man's sin. The &imi-
larity to the rites in cobsecrating a
priest marked the priestly chatacter
of Israel (Exod. xix. 6). The leper
was restored to bis standing as
member of the royal priest-nation
with priestly ceremonial. First be
was restored to a right footing with
the general congregation. Then only
was he in & condition to offer, as
member of the priestly nation, the
gglerin h_forS himaself. Theloil sy!;l-

ised the Spirit’s grace. Its i-
cation to the ear, hand, mdlpoot
marked that every organ was now
consecrated to God, the ear to hear
and obey, the hand to perform God's
will, and the foot to run npon God’s
errande.

Leprosy in the house, a fungous growth

on the walls, symbolised the corrup-
tion which taints all creation and
which is the effect of the fall. Man’s
body and man’s earthly home must
be ({issolved. that a heavenly body
and & new earth untainted with sin
may succeed. Jude 23, ¢ hnting the
garment spotted by the flesh,” t.c.
avoiding all contact with pollation,
answers to Lev. xili. 63-67, xv. 4-17.
Any touching a leprosy-tainted gar-
ment was excluded from communioa
with God’s people. Christians, whe
at baptism received the white gar-
ment, must shrink from whas wounld

'
)
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defile itt When the leprosy was
spread over the whole person from
head to foot (Lev. xiii. 12, 13) with
none of the proper symptoms of ele-
hantiasis &? man was clean, his
isease was the common white
leprosy or dry tetter, red pimples
with scaly surface spreading till it
oovers the body, not much affectin
tbe health aud disappearing of itself.
This was rather a relief to the bod
than a dizease, the whole diseas
nmtter being brought to the surface
and so passing off.  Sin is least fatal
and nearest removal when brought
to the surfuce by hearty confession
to God, then our Highpriest Jesus
completely oleanses us (1 John i. 8,
9). Leprosy was polluting, spread-
ing as to tga patient, transmissice,
and then humanly incurable; in all
these points typical of sin. The
death sp>ts soon after death appear.
ing on a corpee, and spreading till the
whole is decomposed, 1answe;] to the
leproay spots. Every leper thus was
a givinyg x.‘;nel-mon that Israel should
keep themselves unspotted from the
world (Rev. xxi. 27, Eph. v. 5).
Leshem. Josh. xix. 47=LaisH, DaN
[which see], Lasha (Gen. x. 19).
Lettushim. Gen. xxv.3. An Arab
tribe (as the plural ending implies),

sprung from Abraham by Keturah.
Leummim. Gen.xxv. 3. A tribe,
meauing *‘ the peo les.”
Levi 1. Jacob's third son by Leah,

=joined, expressing her trust ; “ now
will my hnsga.ud be joined unto me,
because I have borne him three sons”
(Gen. xxix. 34). L. joined Simeon
in avenging their own full sister
Dinah’s wroug by treacherously slay-
ing the Shechemites, and so incurred
Jacob’s curse. They made circum-
cision, which God gave as a pledge of
His holy covenant, the instrument of
h isy and bloody revenge. Ja-
oob’s moral weaknees, in reproaching
his sons not with the treacherous
murder but with exposing him to
danger (*“ye have troubled me to
make me to stink among the in-
habitants of the land’’), is faith-
fully delineated (xxxiv.). On his
death bed he took a less selfish
and juster view of their deed (xlix.
5-7) : * Simeonand L. are brethren”
in ¢ r as in birth, *instro.
menta of wickedness are their swords
(Heb.). O my soul, come not thou
into their secret’’ (deliberative coan-
cil), renounce fellowship with
their act; “ mine honour” (glory,
my spirit, which is man’s glory, the
contre of his personality framed in
God’s image); “ forinthelr angerthey
slew a 1pan and in their wantonness
(Heb.) houghed an 03.” In chap.
1xxiv. 28 1t is merely eaid “they
took their oxen.”” Chap. xlix. brings
out the additional fact that in crnel
revenge they wantonly severed the
hind foot tendons of the Bhechemites’
oxen. Bimeon, as the one detained
in Egypt by Joseph, was probably the
‘foremoet of L.’s sons in the ecruel
attack on Rachel’s son, and L. pro-
bably joined him, though the spite
be with the base born sons of
Bi and Zilpah. The discipline
wade the sons, once so unfeeling to-
wards Joseph, to become gelf sacrific-
ing for Benjamin. As the two joined

in crime, retribatively they should be
“ divided and scattered’ in Ierael.
L. received no land inheritance but
cities scattered throngh Israel (Josh.
xxi. 1-40), and depended on tithes
paid by the other tribes.

The carse became subseguently a bless-
ing to the nation by L.’s separa‘ion
to Divine service. But Jacob does not
intimate this, a proof of the genuine-
ness of his blessing as recorded in
Qenesis. Moses subsequently rpeaks
in very different langungeof L. (Deut.
xxxiii. 8, etc.), as was appropriate
after L.’s accession to the priestl
honour: “let Thy Right (thummim
and Thy Laght {urim) be with Thy
holy one (L., repressnting the whole
tribe. The Urimand Thummim worn
on the highpriest’'s breastplate were
the pledge that Jehovah would always
give His people ‘light’ to defend
His ‘right’; they should be given
to L. because he bad defended Jeho-
vah's right), whom Thon dilst prove
at Massah (Exod. xvii. 1-7, by the

ople’s murmauring aguinst Moses,

.’8 representative, for water at the
outset of the 40 years’ wanderings)
and with whom Thou didst strive at
. .. Meribah > (Num. xx. 1-13, at
Kadesh, at the 40 years’ close,the two
comprehending the whole interme-
diate period). Jehovah ‘‘ proved”
L., and by the people’s strivings
‘“‘strove with’ L. (represented by
Moses and Aaron.) L. proved him-
self in the main (for Moses’ failure,
Num. xx., and the Levite Korah’s re-
bellion, xvi., are iously ignored)
to be Jehovah’s “holy one.”” Moses’
and Aaron’s faithfulness, the Lovites’
drawing their swords agninst their
Israclite brethren as God’s avengers
of the idolatry of the golden calf
(Exod. xxxii. 26-29), * slaying every
man his brother . . . companion
. . . neighbour . . . son,” where
God’s honour was at stake (Matt.
x. 87, xix. 29; Luke xiv. 26), and
Phinehss’ zeal against the idolaters
and fornicators with the Mosbite
women (Num. xxv. 11), gained God’s
approval and the choice of L. as the
riestly tribe (Deuot. xxxiii. 9-11).
‘ Who said unto his father and to his
mother, I have not seen him, neither
did he acknowledge his brethren. .
. . They shell teach Jacob Thy judg-
ments and Israel Thy law (Lev. x.
11), they shall present. incense before
Thee (in the holy place) and whole
burnt offering upon Thine altar (in
the court). Bless, Lord, his sub-
stance (rather his power) and accept
the work of his hands. Smite
through the lions (Ps. Ixix. 23, the
strength) of them that rise against
Him,” ete.; t.e., give him power for
discharging duty, secept his service,
and e his adversaries powerless.
L. died at the age of 187 (Exod. vi.
16). [See LewiTes.]

2. Ancestors of Christ (Luke iii. 24,
29). 8. Son of Alpheus; the original
name of Matthew the publican and
afterwards the apostle (Mark ii. 14;
Luke v. 27, 20 ; Matt. ix. 9).

Leviathan. From levi “joined”
(referring to its joined, plate armour
like es) and than a monster
drawn out, t.6. long ; or else Arabic
lavah * to twist.”” So Job xhi. 15-17.
The crocodile. The whale having

a smooth skin and no scales canmot
be meant. The crocodile’s ®
on each side of each jaw, lock into
each other. Lipe are wanting, sothat
the teeth are seen oven when the
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OROCODLLE.
mouth 18 closed, illustrating Job xhi.
14, “ who can open the doors of his
face ? his teeth are terrible round
about.” As behemoth is the hippo-
potamus, so leviathan is the eroco-
dile, both found in Egypt along the
Nile. The term elscwhers is
for any large mounster of the ‘‘sea’’
or water. Ps. civ. 26, Ixxiv. 18, 14:
““Thou breakest the heads of levia-
than in pieces, and gavest him to be
meat to the people inhabiting the
wilderness.”” The king of Egypt is
symbolised by the ‘‘dragons” and
‘“leviathan ”’ (comp. Ezek. xxxi. &,
xxix, 3); he and his host at their
overthrow in the Red Sea became a
spoil to Israel (comp. * bread for
us,” Nam. xiv. 9) ‘“in the wilder-
ness.” The context shows that it is
the benefits of God to Israel that are
here recounted. In Job iii. 8 transl.
“let them curse it (my day of birth)
. . . who are ready to raise up a
leviathan,” 1i.e. necromancers who
rouse and control wild beasts at will
(comp. Ps. Iviii. 5). In Iea. xxvii, 1,
“Jeviathan the piercing serpent, eves
leviathan that crooked (wriggling)
serpent,” * the dragon in the 4
literally refers to tlie crocodile in the
sea or Nile, or else to the rock
snakes. Spiritually every of Is-
rael and the church. Anptitypically
and finally Satan ‘“ the dragon, that
old serpent, whichis the devil”’ (Rev.
xx. 2, 10), whom finally ‘“ Jehovah
with His sore, great, and strong
sword shall punish.”” For *“piercing’
(bartach) transl. ¢ darting%vﬂ 8i
to side.” Foiled on one mde he tries
to gain on theother side (Job xxvi. 13;
3 Cor. xi. 14, ii. 11). Typhon, the
destroyer, was worshipped in ]s‘.gypt
under the form of a crocodile.
Levites. The men of Levi, the sacer-

dotal tribe, all ministers, out of
whom the priests were taken, vis.
Aaron’s family. Levi’s wild zeal
against the defiler of Dingh was the
forerunner of the Levites’seal against
impure idolaters. The antiguity and

nuineness of Genesis are marked

ybt.he abeence of all notice l‘?f Leavi’s
subsequent greatness as the priest
tribe.Y The genealogy (Gen.x]vg. 11)
goesno furtherdown than Levi’sthree
sons ; these too are named in their
order of birth, not giving Kohath the
prominence which his family had
subsequently. He has four clans in
Exod. vi. 16-25, Gershon and Merari
but two each. Amram, Asron, and
Moses belonged to his stock (iv. 14).
The firstborn * young men * of Is-
rael were the priests to offer sacri-
fices (xxiv. 5) before the law, repre
senting the priestly nation (xix. ﬂ'
22, 24). [See Levi on the Levites
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gomoﬁon to be the priestly tribe for

oir zeal in the Lord’s cause.] Levi
became ‘‘ an Israel within aun Israel,’”’
the witness and guard of the truth.
Substituted for the firstborn males
of all Isracl whom Jehovah claimed
23 His when He saved Israel from
the stroke on Egypt’s flestborn; the
Levites, 22,000 ; the firstborn males,
23,273 ; the odd 273 above were to
be redeemed at five shekels each
(Num. iii. 46-51), the fixed price for
redeenung a victim vowed in sacrifice
(xviii. 18, Lev. xxvii. 6). The Le-
vites’ cattle were taken for the first-
lings of Israel’s cattle (comp. Exod.
ziii. 13, 13). The Levites marching
from Sinai round the tabernacle were
the heavenly King's royal guard;
none else was to approach it on pain
of death (Num. i. 51, xviii. 22, iv. 3~
30). The priests occupied the eastern
side of the tabernacle, inside Judah
the leading camp; the Kohathites
the southern side, inside Reuben;
the Gershonites the weastern side,in-
side Ephraim; the Merurites the
northern, inside Dan. The aggregate
of Gershonites (iii. 23), Kohathites
(ver. 28), and Merarites (ver. 34), is
22,300; but in the redemption 300
are deducted (probably the firstborn
in Levi within the year that had
elapsed since the command was is-
sued, iii. 40-43), and 23,000 taken ugy
substituted for Israel’s male first-
born. Levi in this census was the
fewest tribe in numbers, bot in the
other tribes servants not pure Israel-
ites were enumerated, whereas in
Levi only pure Isruelites. The num-
ber of Israel’s firstborn males (22,273)
vompared with the male adults
{603,650) is disproportionately small,
the proporticn being usually one in
four. But the law of Exod. xiii. 1,
2, dedicated those alone who should
be firstborn thenceforward (comp.
ver. 3, 11, 12; Num, iii. 13, vii. 17),
for the duties of the firstborn re.
ferred to a ritual yet to be revealed,
and the firstborn of cattle must mean
those thereafter firstborn. Thus the
proportivn of firstborn sons in one

ear born of 3,000,000 of men ia so

rge a8 can be explained only by
the Divine blessing, and the suiden
development which the exodus gave
to the nation.

The Levites stood midway botween the
people and the priesthood, which
culminated in the bighpriest. They
could not sacrifice, burn iucense, or
see the “holy things”’ till covered
(Num. iv. 15). Yet they came nearer
than the people, and they alone
struck the tent in marching, carried
its parts, and pitched it again. Their
work needed matured strength; so
their service began nct till 30 years
old (with a previons probationary
period of five years : viii. 24), where-
as military service began at 20. At
50 their service ceased (viii. 25, 26).
8o of 8600 Kohathites 2750 were on
duty, of 7500 Gershonites 2630, of
6200 Merarites 3200 (Num. iv.).
The Kohathites held the highest
office and bare the ark (except on
solemn occasions when the priests
bare it : Josh. iii. 3, 15) and vessels,
after the priest had covered them
(Num.iv. 15). The Gershonites bare
the tent hangings and curtains ; the

Merarites the tabernacle boards, bars,
and pillarg; the Kohathites under
Eleazar bare the vessels on their
shoulders (vii. 9); the Gershonites
and Merarites under Ithamar (iv. 28,
33), because of their weighty charge,
were allowed oxen and wagouna.

The Levites were Jehovah’sand Israel’s
gift to Aaron, “wholly given” (ne-
thunim, akin to Nethinim latterly,
1 Chron. ix. 2; the Levites’ subordi-
nates) and * joined ”’ (as Levi-means)
to the priests (Num. ii. 9, viii. 19,
xviii. 2, 4, 8). The Levites were puri-
fied for service with bathing, shaving,
washing clothes, imposition of Israel’s
hands, waving them as a wave offer-
ing to Jehovah (comp. our gospel
“liviog sacrifice,” Rom. xii. 1) to-
ward the four points of the compass,
in token of entire oconsecration of
all their powers; the Levite then
laid hands on one bullock offered for
a sin offering and another for a burnt

offering. orah’s rebellion through
seeking the priesthood was followed
by a fresh defining of the Levites’

office {Num. xvi., xviii. 1-7).

The Levites received a tithe or tenth
of all produce, animal and vegetable,
of which they bhad to pay the priests
a tithe (xviii. 20-32). A second tithe
the Israelites used for the tabernacle
feasts ang freewill offerinys, and of
this second tithe the Lewites should
receive a share (Deut. xiv. 23, 27),
especially when ministering (xviii. 7,
8). Forty-eight cities were ap-

inted "them (four on the average

m each tribe), including the six
cities of refuge and (of suburbs,
meadow for their cattle) 1000 cubits
out from the city walls, each of the
four sides being 2000 cubits long.
[See GezEr.] Thephrase‘‘the Levite
that is within thy gates ” is appro-
priate (xiv. 27), for the Levites’ cities
did not cease to belong to the tribes
within which they lay. Thus Levites
are occasionally 8, oken of as belong-
ing to other tribes, viz. those within
whose territory they resided (xviii. 8,
Jud. xvii. 7, 1 Sam. i. 1). Elkanah
a Levite is called an  Ephrathite,”’
‘ Heman the Ezrahite,” s.e. from
Zerah of Judah (title Ps. Lrxxviii.,

xXXix.).

“The priests the Levites” {see DeuTE-
RONOMY on the pecnliar use of Le-
vites without distinction from the
priests] were to determine oontro-
versies and to preserve the law in the
side of the ark, aud in the seventh
year at the feast of tabernacles read
it before Israel, and pronounce the
ourses from Ebal (Dent. xvii. 9-13,
xxxi. 9-13, 26, xxvii. 14). The Hivite
Gibeonites (Josh. ix. 27) and the
NETHINIM 8ee] relieved the Levites
of their more burdensome duties
subsequently. Micah’s consecration
of the homeless Levite as his house-
hold priest implies a relapse in dark
times to the original household
priesthood. It was a Korah-like
usurpation on the part of the Levite
(Jud. xvii.). Bamuel the Levite,
adopted into the priesthood, revived
the Divine order. The Levites were
among his schools of the prophets,
whose training consisted in praise,
prayer, and study of the law. Hence
enlarged views of acceptable worshi
appear in the Levite Asaph’s Ps. [

The ark after its restoration from the
‘Philistines was in charge of Abine-
dab in the hill, or Gibeah, or Kirjath .
“Jearim (1 Sam. vii. 1, 3 Sam. vi. 8),
probably an old Canaanite highplace
sanctuary. David’s words (1 Chron.
xv. 2) imply that heretofore Levites
had not g)een in charge of the ark,
therefore that Abinadab was not a
Levite possibly (?). ‘ None ought
to carry the ark of God bat the -
vites, for them hath Jehovah chosen.””
Saul’s assumption of sacrificing, his
slaughter of the priests at Nob and
of the serving Gibeonites, imply his
self willed impatience of the promi-
nence of the priest tribe. At Hebron
accordingly 4600 Lewites joined Da-
vid, besides 3700 priests (1 Chron.
xii. 26, 27). He honoured them at
his snccession, and ouce even wore
their robe (2 Sum. vi. 14). The du-
ties of the Levites are defined by him
(1 Chron. xmii. 24-32), *to wait on
the sons of Aaron for the service of
the house of Jehovah,” ete., *‘and to
stand every moraing to thank and
praise Jehovah, and likewise at even,
and to offer (i.e. assist the priests in
offering) all burnt sacrifices,” ete.
The Lervites supplied * officers and
judges” (1 Chron. xxvi. 30), “in all
the bnsiness of the Lord and the
service of the king.” Korah's sons
o{' tl;g Levites, h{:nded by ;iel;mn.'
pla; npon psalteries an rps
(1 éhron. ix. 19, 32) ; the Kohathites
repared the shewbread every sab-
th ; the Gershonites were headed
by Asaph’s son in the temple choir
(vi. 39, 4; xv. 17), the Merarites
by Ethan or Jeduthan. The heavier
work being mo longer needed of
transporting the tabernacle, and
psalmody being their chief duty, they
entered service as early as 20 (xxii.
24-27). The Levites numbered under
David 38.000 Sxxiii. 3), of whom 4000
formed the full choir; 288 in 24 di-
visions of 12 each were the skilled
musicians (xxv. 1-8). At the sever-
anoce of Isrnel and Judah the Levites
flocked from the apostate northern
kingdom to Judabh and Jerusalem,
and strengthened the southern king-
do;n (2 Chron. xi. 13, 14; xiii. 10-
12).

The Levites proclaimed and taught the
law, and judged controversies, with
the priests and chiefs of Israel, in
Jehoshaphat's reformation (2 Chron.
xix. 8-11). They praised the Lord
as singers before his army, and tbeir
begiuning to sing was the signal of
victory from the Lord over the
Moabite and Ammonite invaders
(xx.19-22). They took an aetive part
under Jehoiada in restoring Joesh
(xxiii.) ; and in Hezekial’s reforma-
tion were ‘ more upright’’ or earnest
than the priests (xxix. 5-34, xxx.
165-22, 27). So under Josiah the
Levites had as their characteristic
designation that they ‘‘tanght all
Israel” (xxxv. 8-16). They served
the Lord and Israel, standing in the
holy place. The Levites acted aa
teachers and scribes of the law, and
chroniclers of their times. .

Even the Levites fell into apostasy in
the closing reigns of Jndah (Esek,
xliv. 10-14, xlviii. 11). Their number
at the return from Babylon was
small (Esra u. 36-42). They seng
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by ocourse, praising Jehowuh, at the
founding and subsequent dedicating
of the temple (iii. 10, 11; vi. 18).
None of the Levites joined Ezra at
his gathering ac the river Abava
(viii. 15, 18-20). He indaced 38 to
join him, with 220 Nethinim. At
the feast of tabernacles (Neh. viii.
7, 8) they read and explained the
law ; their tithes were again secnred
to them (x. 37-39), and they dwelt
in vi ronnd Jerusalem, and
took their place at the dedication of
the wall (xii. 27-30), and kept th3
gates to ensure the sanctification of
the sabbath (xii. 22).

They appear as unloving formalists in
Luke x. 32, and formed part of the
deputation sent from Jerusalem to
test John’s credentisls (John i. 19).
Barnabas was 8 Levite (Acts iv. 36).
They are among the sealed tribes
(Rev. vii.). Their name is still pre-
served in the Jewish Levy, as Cohen
is “priest.” Their firstborn are ex-
empted from certain payments among
the Jews, a8 in the redemption of the
firstborn.

A falso judaizing analogy makes the
Christan deacons answer to the
Levites, the presbyters to the priests,
and the bishops to the highpriest.

Their temple pealmody was the fore-
runner of our church music; and to
them we probebly owe the preserva-
tion of some of the Seriptures.

It is the peculiarity of the Mosaic
system, as distinguished from heathen
systems, that the Levites, the minis-
ters of religion, not merely performed
Nuﬁ“ rites, but without vows of
celibaoy, freely intermarrying with
the other tribes, were dispersed
among the nation to teach moral and
religions truths to all, of whom they
formed the twelfth part (Deut. xxx1.
9-13). Drawing their livelihood from
the tithes and offerings, which would
fail if God’s law wcre slighted, they
had every motive to maintain it.
Thus they consolidated the union of
the tribes by the strongest tie, re-
ligion. The wisdom of their ap-
pointment accords with the Divine
origin of the Jewish law.

#ohovah praises Levites as to the past:
“ My covenant was with him of life
and peace; and I gave them to him
for the fear wherewith he feared
Me and was afraid before My
name . . . The law of truth was in
his mouth and iniguity was not found
in his lips; he walked with Me in
peace and equity, and-did turn many
away from iniquity.’ The Lord at
His coming is to *‘ purify the sons of
Lervi, so that the[v; may again offer
an offering of righteousness” (Mal.
ii. §, 6, i1, 8; comp. Isa. Ixvi. 21).

Leviticus. Wayyikra is the Heb.
name, from the initial word; the
middle book of the pentateuch. The
laws “which the Lord commanded
Moses in mount Sinai, in the day
thut he commanded the children of
Israel to offer their oblations unto
the Lord in the wilderness of Sinai”
(vii. 38). Given between the setting
up of the tabernacle and its depart-
ure from 8inai, f.e. between the
first day of the first month and the
20th day of the sccond month of
the second year of the exodns (Exod.
xl. 8,17; Num, x. 11).

Paet X.]

Two chief subjects are handled: (1)
chap. i.—xvi., the fundamental ordi.
nances of Israel’s fellowship with
Jebovah ; (2) obap. xvii.—xxvii., the
laws for hallowing Israel in this
covenant fellowship. Privilege and
duty, e conferred and grace in-
wrought, go hand in hand. Firsr:
gl) The law of offerings, chap. i.—vii.
2) Investiture of Aaron and con.
secration of priests, chap. viii.—x.
(3) Rules as to clean and unclean,
chap. xi.—xv. (4) The day of atone-
ment, the summing up of all means
of grace for the nation and the
church, annually. SECOND: (12 Is-
rael’s life as holy and separate from
heathendom, in food, marriage, and
towards fellow men, chap. xvii,—xx.;
the mutual connection of xviii., xix.,
xx., is marked by recurring phrases,
‘“T am the Lord,” “ye shafl Ee holy,
for I . ..amholy.” (2) Holiness
of priests and of otferings, chap. xxi.,
xxii. (3) Holiness shown in the holy
convocations, sabbaths, perpetual
light in the tabornacle, shewbread,
chap. xxiii., xxiv. (4) Perpetuation of
the theooracy by the sabbatical and
jubilee years, the perpetual tenure
of land, the redemption of it and bond
servants (xxv.); and by fatherly
chustisement of the people and re.
storation on repentance, chap. xxvi.
(5) Appendix on vows, which are not
eucouraged specially, yet permitted
with some restrictions (xxvii.)

The only history in Leviticus is that
of Aaron’s consecration, Nadab and
Abihu’s death, and the doom of the
blasphemer (viii.—x. ; xxiv. 10-23), 0
solemn exhibition of Jehovah's laws
in their execution. Aaron’s ‘‘ hold.
ing his peace” under the stroke is a
marvellous exhibition of grace; yet
his not eating the sin offering in the
boly place shows his keen paternal
anguish which excused his violation
of the letter of the law in Moses’
judgment. As Jehovah drew nigh
Israel in the tabernacle, so Israel
drew nigh Jehovah in the offering.
The sacrificial ordinances fall into
three divisions, each division consist-
ing of a decalogue of directions, a
method frequent in the Mosaic law.
Many of the divisions are marked by
the opening, ‘‘and the Lord spake
unto Moses”’ or sach like, or by
closing formulas a8 ‘‘this is the
law,” ete. (vii. 37, 38; xi. 46, 47;
xiii. 59; xiv.54-57; xv. 33, 33). The
direction as to the people’s offerings
is distinguished from that as to the
priests’ by a repetition of thesame for-
mula (i. g; vi. 9,19, 20, 24, 25; xxi.,
xxii.). In v. 6 transl. not * trespass
offering” which is the term for one
kind of sin offering (ver. 14), viz. for an
injury done to some one, ‘“a fine offer-
ing”’ (Num. v. 5-8), but *‘he shall
bring as his forfeit,” eto., asham.
Also in Lev. xxiii. 2 for “feasts”
transl. “ the appointed times.”

The Epistle to the Hebrews is the

. commentary on Leviticus,
showing the correspondence yet
superiority of the Antity¥ to the
typical sacrifices. Peter (1 Pet. i. 16%
quotes Lev. xi. 44, “ be ﬂe holy, for
am holy ”’; but K. T. lLolinees risee
above the restrictions as to meats,
seasons, and places (John iv. 20-24;
Acts x.,xv.). %s. Ixxxix. 15: * blessed

is the people that know the jro({ful
sound, they shall walk, O Lord, in
the light of Thy countenance,”
alludes to the jubilee year enjoined
in Leviticus; Isa. lxi. 1-3, and our
Lord’s application of the prophecy
to Himself, show that the go’ipel
dispensation is the aatitype. he
exhaustive consummation and fival
realization of the type shall be in
the *“times of reatitution of all
things,” * the regeneration” of the
heaven and earth, *‘the creature’s
deliverance from the bondage of
corruption into the glorious liberty
of the children of God,” * the adop-
tion, to wit the redemption of the
body” (Aects iii. 19-21; Rom. viii.
19-23; Matt. xix. 28, 29).

Chap. xvi. is the d centre of the
book. Previously it was shown that
God can only ﬁe approached by
sacrifice, next that man is full of
“uncleanness”’ which needs cleans-
ing. The annual atonement now
teaches that not by several cleans.
ings for several sins and unclean-
nesses can guilt be removed. One
great covering of all transgressions
mnat take place to meet God's just
wrath, and then Israel stands ac-
oepted and justified typically (xvi.
16, 20). Heb. ix., x., explains anti-
typically how Christ by one oﬁ'erh;g
once for all and for ever perfect
them that are being sanctified. In
Lev. xviii. 18 the prohibition against
marriage with a wife's sister is
during the wife’s lifetime. In xvii.
11 transl. “the soul (nephesh) of
the flesh is in the blood, and I bave
given it to you upon the altar to
make atonement for your souls; for
it is the blood which makes atone-
ment by means of the soul.” The
two reasons of prohibiting blood as
food are: 1. It is the vital fluid.
3. It was the appointed typical
mean of atonement. It is not blood
as blood, but as containing in it the
principle of life, that God accepted.

The division into &ecalognes is frequent
throughoat the Mosaic code, based
no doubt upon the model of the ten
commandments, each sabject being
set forth in tea ordinances, as Ber-
theau has observed (for details see
his Commentary). Chaps. i.—iil. con-
tain the first decalogue, vix. the
burnt offering in three sections, the
meat offering in four, and the peace
offering in three. The second deca-
logue is in iv,, v.: the sin offering
in four cases; three kinds of trans.
gression needing atonement; the
trespass offering 1n three cases. Then
vi., vii., five decalogues. Thas there
are seven decalogues in all as to put.
ting away guilt. The next seven are
as to putting away impurify, xi.—
xvi. Theu xvii.—xx. contain seven
decalogues a3 to Isruel’s holiness.
Lustly chaps. xxi.—xxvi. 2 contain -
the concluding seven decalogues.
This arrangement leaves unnoticed
xxiii. 3944 and xxiv. ; for ver. 37, 38,
*‘these are the feasts,’”” etc., evidently
close chap. xxiii.; ver. 3044 are
appended as a fuller description of
the feast already noticed in ver. 34.
And chap. xxiv. sets forth the duty
of the: people in maintaining public
worship, and narrates the stoning of
the blasphemer. PP
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The_ decalogues are clused with pro-
mises of rnch blessing upon obedience,
awful threats upon disobedience;
the latter predominate, for already
Tarael had shown its tendency to dis-
obey. The first division of the law,
the covenant (Exod. xxiii. 20-38),
ended with blessings only ; for there
Jsrael had not yet betrayed its un-
faithfulness. But now (Eﬂod. xxxii.,
xxxiii.) when Ieracl had shown its
hacksliding tendency, the second divi-
sion of the law ends here with threats

. a8 well as promises.

Obap. xxvii. is an appendix, xxvi. havmg
already closed the subject. of the boo
with the words ‘‘ these are the sta.
tates,” etc. The appendix howerer is
an integral part of the whole, as is
marked by 1ts ending with the same
formula, “these are the command-
ments,” ete.

Libertines. Acts vi. 9. Descend-
anta of Jews who, having been taken
prisoners byPompeyand other Roman
generals in the Syrian wars, were
enslaved and afterwards emanci-
pated, and who returved to their
native land. Many Jews at Rome
were fresdmen allowed by Augustus
to settle beyond the Tiber. Four
thousand freedmen were expelled to
Sardinia, others were to leave Ital
unless they gave up Judaism (a.p. 19
under Tiberius (Tacitas, Ann. ii. 85 ;
Josephus, Ant. xviii. 8, § 5; Philo,
Legat. ad Caium). Humphrey cou-
Jjectures that, having made their way
t> Jerusalem, they naturally were
Stephen’s  bitterest opponents as
having suffered so much for that re-
ligion which Christianity was sup-
g nting. They had a synagogue at

erusalem. .

Libnah=uwhitensss. 1. The Blanche
Garde of the crusaders (Stanley). A
city inthe shephelah or low hills 8. W.
of Palestine, taken by Joshua, though
not one of the leagued cities, becanse
he,would unot leave so strong a city
unsubdued in his rear, after destroy-
ing Makkedah on his way to Lachish.
A priests’ city with ita * suburbs”’
(Josh. x. 29, 30, 32, 39; xii. 15; xv.
43; xxi. 18). It revolted from Judah
at the same time as Edom, in the
reign of Jehoram, Jehoshaphat's son,
‘“ because he had forsaken the Lord
God of his fathers” (2 Kings viii. 22,
2 Chrou. xxi. 10, 11). Its remote-
ness from the capital, wwhich Jehoram.
had corrupted into idolatry, and the
presence of the sacred ministers in
it, made its people desire separation
from the idolaters; hence its revolt,
a8 the scripture quoted implies. The
explanation of the revolt, though
satisfactory, is one inferred from
comparing independent scriptures
(2 on. xxi. 10; 2 Kings viii. 18;
Josh. xv. 42, xxi. 13), an undesigned

ropristy confirming the truth. After
hish Sennacherib hesieged L.,
and there beard of what alarmed

him, Tirbakah’'s advance (2 Kingsl
Rabshakeh

xix. 8, Isa. xxxvii. 8).
joined him there, and probably
brought with him the portion of the
Assyrian army which had been before
Jerusalem. At L. near Egypt G.
Rawlinson thinks the miraculous de-
strnction of the Assyrian army took
place, not at Jerusalem ; &0 Jehovah's
promise (Isa. xxsvii. 33), * Sen-

nacherib shall not come into this
city, nor shoot an arrow there, nor
come before it with shields’’; then
ver. 38 will mean, “ when they (Ben-
nacherib and thesurvivin ians)
arose early in the morning, behold
they (the smitten Assyrians) were
all dead corpses.” Herodotus (ii.
141) gives the Egyptian story, that
Sennacherib retreated from Pe-
lusium, the Egyptian gods having
sent field mice which gnawed their
bowstrings and shield straps, a
corruption of Jehovah’s promise
above.

Hamatal, Josiah’s queen, mother of Je-
hoahaz and Zedekiah, was of L. (2
Kings xxiii. 81, xxiv. 18.) E. Wilton
identifies L. with Lebben, five miles
5. of (Gaza, near the northern bank of
wady Sheriah, a good point from
which Sennacherib could watch Tir.
hakah’s advance from the Egyptian
quarter. The smallness of tge re-
mains is due to the buildings baving
been of large sun.dried bricks, soon
disintegrating, wot stone. Conder
(Pal. Ex‘iﬂ., July 1875) identifies it
with Beit Jibrin. Warren (Pal. Expl.,
July 1875) identifiee L. with Ibna,
a ruin on a hill at the sea coast, be-
tween Jaffa and Ashdod, and iden-
tical with Jabneel or Jabnah. As L.
wasa priests’ town, so Jamnia became
latterly the seat of the sanbedrim and
head quarters of Hebrew learning.
L. (whiteness) perhaps is named from
some natural feature, as white pop-
Jars; as Rithmah is from retem *‘ the

juniper.” El Benawy is mentioned
for it in Pal. Expl. Qy. Stat., Jan.
1878, p. 19.

2. A station of [srael between Sinai
and Kadesh, the fifth after Sinai.
The Laban of Deat. i. 1, near the
Arabab and Elanitic gulf. Now el
Beyaneh (“the distinct,”” Arabic),
part of the mountain platean and
valley W. of the Arabah.

Libni. 1. Whence sp LieNiTES
(Exod. vi. 17, Nam. iii. 18, 1 Chron.
vi. 17, 20&. 2. 1 Chron. v1. 29.

Libya. Actsii. 10, “the parts of L.
about Cyrene’”; not here the whole of
Africs, but the province W. of Egy%t,
cépposite Crete, inclading Cyrene, the

yrenaica pentepolitana, containing
the five cities Berenice, Arsinoe,
Ptolemais, Apollonia, and Cyrene.

Lice: kinnim. [See Exopus and
Eaypr.] Mosquitoes, troublesome
in Egypt towards October, soon after
the plague of frogs, not only givin,
pain, but entering the hody throu
the mnostrils and ears; so LX)E.
Philo, and Origen. But mosquitoes
larvee are deposited in stagnant
waters, whereas Kxodus (viii. 17)
states “all the dwst became lice
throughout all the land of Egypt.”
Sir S. Baker writes similarly from
experience, * it is as though the ver
dust were turned iuto lice’’; a tic
no larger than a grain of sand be.
comes swollen with blood to the size
of a hazel nut. The Egyptian cle-
nems {akin to kinnem), ** mosquito,”
retained in the Coptic, favours the
former. The Egyptian ken, * force,”
“ plague,” may apply to either view.

Lieutenants: achashdrapan, the

official title of satrnps or viceroys
over the provincex of the Persian
wmpire (Ksth. iii. *2, viii. 9, ix. 3;

gzn viii. 36). * Prince”: Dmam. ii.
, vi. 1.
: leshem Heb., the first m
the third row of jewels om the high-
riest’s breast plate (Exod. xxviii. 19).
YAXX. and Vulg. transl. igure, and
a8 Theophrastus (de Lap. 29) and
Pliny (ﬁ. N. xxxvii. 11) sny amber
came from Liguria, probably LXX.
and Vulg. understand by “ ligare ”
amber. But Theophrastus g:;tin-
nishes the lyncurium of Li i
rom electron, “amber *’ Amberis tom
soft for engraving; but lyncwriu:x
was bard, and st the same time at.
tracted light Rrﬁclea of wood, iren
aud brass. e red variety of tour-
maline, the rubellite,which is electric-
ally polar when heated, may be meant.
The jacinth also is electric.

Likhi 1 Chron. vii. 19.
Lil{_: shushan. Matt. vii.28,29. The
WOl

te lily %lant is used a8 fuel when
withered ; but it does not grow wild iu
Syria. ther the scarlet mart n
(Lalium chalcedonicum). * The lily
at Hdleh is large, the three inner
petals meet above, forming & gorgeous
canopy such as art neyerapproached,
and king never sat under even in his
utmost glory. Our flower delights
in the valleys, grows among thorns,
and | have sadly lacerated my hands
in extricating it. Nothing can be in
bigher eootrast than
the velvely softness of
tllli:l lilliy and ;heh tan-
gle edge of thorns
about it. lies
still feed among these
flowers, and you can
scarcely ride through
the woods N. of Tabor
without frightening
lles from their flowery pastnre
EThomson, Land and Book, ii. 18).
Comp. 8.of rol. ii. 1, “lily of the
valleys’’ (ver. 2) ‘‘among thorns.”
(ver.16) “he feedeth (in iv.5 ‘roes’)
among the lilies.”” The words of
Solomon’s Soug (v. 13), * his lips
like lilies,” require & ruby or scariet
colour, not white. Bul es* lily’’ was
used also in a general sen-e for a
lovely, bell shaped flower, the Eg
tian lotus of the Nile 18 pr. ‘\‘T;
meant in the ““ lily work ”* ornamenta-
tion of the capitals (“ chapiters ) of
Solom:m’s temple pillars, and the
rim of the brazen sea (1 Kiungs vii.
22, 23). Bo Egyptian architecture
delights in lotus headed capitals.
““He ehall grow as the lily’’ (Hoe.
xiv. 5), f.e. rapidly self propagatiog,
one root often groducmg 50 bulbe
(Pliny, Nat. Hist. xxi. §). Stanley
thinks *‘lily” includes numerovus
flowers of the tulip or amaryllis kind
blooming in the early summer or the
autumn of Palestine. J. Hamilton
(Imp. Dict.) remarks on “consider
the lilies,”” *‘wondrous is God’s
chemistry who out of black mounld
and invisible vapour bnilds up that
column of chrysolite, and crowns it
withits flaming capital. Howstrange
is God's husbandry! Tnstead of taking
the lily into a conservatory, He leaves
it out among the thorns. The same
8oil from which oue nature can only
extract tbe harsh astringent sloe with
its cruel spines yieldsto another flexile
leaves and halmy blossoms. So the
lifeof faith is not lived in the convent

LILIES.
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orin the sanctuary [alone], but out of
doors in the unsympathising world,
in the midst of secular men. From
the same goil and the same atmo-
sphere from which others derive re-
pulsive attributes, the believer can
absorb grace and give forth excel-
lence. The same bounties of provi-
dence which make Nabal more
charlish make Joseph more gene-
rous, tender, and forgiving; the same
sunshine which elicits the balm of
the lily matures in the blackthorn
its verjuice ; the same shower which
makes thistles rank fills the lily cup
with yeetar, and clothes it in raiment
eclipsing Solomon.”
“ine linen. Shes, an Egyp-
tian word. The peculiar dress of
the Egyptian priests (Gen. xli. 42).
Pharaoh armyed Joseph in it as a
dress of state ; not cotton nor silk (as
marg.). So Eauek. xxvii. 7, shesh;
ver 16, butz (bussos, Gr.), the fine
linen of Syria used for the hangings
of Solomon's temple and David's
““ robe uf fine linen " (1 Chron. xv. 27,
2 Chrom. ii. 14). The Egyptian fine
linen was equal to the best now made
in general texture, and superior in
evenness of threads withoot knot
or break. In Esth.i. 6, for * green"
trunsl rather *( Persian) linen cloth,”
karpas, carbasus. 'The unstudied
propricty of designation by the native
naines respectively of linen of Egypt,
Byria, and Persia, is & strong mark
of genuineness, In Fzek. xvi. 10
alone is “silk" probably meant
meshs, perhaps a Chinese word).
he flax for the tabernacle was spun
by the women, and as thread given
to Aholiab and his helpers to weave
(Exod. xxv. 4, xxxv. 25, 35) ; he di-
rected the wark of the skilled weaver

EOYPTIAN WEAVLL

(*“the cunning workman '), the em-
broiderer and the ordinary weaver.
Bad (from a root meaning separate,
referring to the distinetuess of the
threads in the texture) is the Heb.
for the lien Dbreeches of Aaron and
his 808 in ministering : Exod. xxviii.
4042, which compared with xxxix.
24, * linen (bad) of tine turned linen *'
(shesh), 1dentifies bad with shesh,
shesh being perhaps the spun threads,
bad the linen woven from them. Bad
is exclusivelyapplied to the holy linen
garments, ephod, ete., of priests, ete.
(1 Chron. xv. 27), and angels (Bzek.
ix. 2, 8, 11, x. 2, 6; Dan. x. 5, xii. 6,
7). Butz, bussos, was the Levite
choir's dress (2 Chron. v. 12) ; kings
waore it loosely over the close fitting
tunie (1 Chron. xv, 27). The temple

veil was of it, naturally as wrought by

Tyrians(2 Chron. iii. 14, ii. 14). Mor- |
ecai wasarrayed in it (Esth. viii. 15).

The house of Ashbea, sprunz from

Shelah Judah's son, wrought in it
(butz) (1 Chron. iv. 21); tradition
”ﬁ they wrought priests’ and kings’
robes and the sanctuary hangings.
The bride’s * fine linen, the right-
eousness of saints,” contrasts with
the harlot Babylon's merchandise in
“fine linen' (Rev. xix 8, 14; xviil.
12). So also the fine linen (sheesh)
which God putupon Isracl (Ezek. xvi.
10); contrast the rich man's fine
linen (bussos) (Luke xvi. 19).

Prov. vii. 16, ““ [ have decked my bed
with fine linen (efun, akin to Gr.
othone) of Egypt,”" i.e. ornamented
the bed covering with threads of fine
Egyptian flax. In Jud. xiv. 12, 13,
sadin (Gr. sindon) is Heb. for the
30 linen garments which Samson
promised. Made by women (Pro.
xxxi. 24) ; the good housewife ** made
fine linen and girdles™ ; her own
cluthiuf: is * fine linen” (sheesh, not
“ailk,”" ver. 22), Used for winding
sheets and head napkins (Johnxi. 44,
xx. 5), and towels (xiii. 4, 5). Pishteh
is the general term (Josh. ii. 6),
“flax” (Jud. xv. 14). Bussos is the
finer linen, linon the general term.
The mummies’ eloth is found by
microscopic examination to be linen :
linen fibre is eylindrical, transparent,
and jomnted as a cane; cotton fibre
appears as a flat riband with a hem
at each edge. Sulomon’s merchants
brought linen yarn (iniqureh) out of
Egypt (1 Kings x. 28, 22’hmu. i.16).
But Gesenius, Keil, ete., transl. “aud
i;s for) the going out of horses from
Szypt for Solomon, a company of
king's merchants fetched (horses) at
a definite price.”” This is against the
accents ; LXX. and Vulg. transl.
“from Koa,” a place for collecting
customs on the Egyptian frontier.

Lines. Ps. xvi. 6, *“the lines are
fullen unto me in pleasant places,”
viz. the measuring cords or lines,
hence my allotment (Amos vii. 17).
Mic. ii. 5, * none that shall casta cord
by lot (i.e. none that shall have any
possession measured out) in the con.
grogation of the Lord ™ (see marg.
1 Chron xvi. 18, Ps. ev. 11).  Arcop
[see] is always designated by chebel
or cord, 1.e. well detined region.

Lintel : wmoshquoph, tha upper cross-
bewmn of a door.  ** The upper door-
post "' (Exod. xii. 7, 23). The word
meant also to *“look out,” becauuse
there were grates or lattices above
the door whenee the inmates could
see who was outside. In 1 Kings
vi. 31 for * lintel” transl, aye’l * the
projection of the doorposts,’” ocenpy-
g the fifth of
the breadth of
the wall (Keil).
The entrance
was four eunbits
broad, including
the projecting
doorposts, and
each of the two
wingsof the fold-
ing doors about
a cubit and a half
broad, reckoning
the projecting
framework on
either side at half a cubit in breadth.
In Ezek. x1. 9, 21, 24, 26, ** posts"”
(the same word ayil) mean projecting
colunin faeed fronts of the mdes of

the doorway, opposite one another.
In Amos ix. 1 for * lintel "’ transl. the
spherelike capital of the column :
htoreyah. ?eph. i1 14, *“ the ﬂgi-
tals of her colomns,” marg. * the
knops ™ (“ pomegranate like at the
tops of the houses,” Grotius) or
chapiters {capila]s).
Linus. 2 Tim. iv. 21 put third,
* Eubulus greeteth thee, and Pu.
dens, and Linus ' ; therefore mnot
vet bishop, but a Christian then at
hume; afterwards its bishop (]Iiren-
wus, iii. 3, § 3; Eusebius H. E.
iii. 2). Irenmus implies that L. was
made bishop by Paul and Peter
before Peter's death; but the Scrip-
ture evidence is against Peter's
having been at Rome at all, and
certainly before Paul's death. Pear-
son fixes on A.D. 55-67 as the
period of L.'s episcopate. Ter-
tullian (Preescr. Heer. 33) asseris
that Clement ’&third bishop) also-
was consecrated by Peter. The
statements of the fathers are mutu.
ally conflicting and unsatisfactory.
Lion: art, ariek (‘“the tearer,”
Umbreit); gur, ‘‘the whelp"
(Gen. xlix.9) ; kephir, * the young
lion” iu  adolescent vigour, his
“ great teeth” grown (Ps. Iviii. 6),
having his own covert (Jer. xxv. 38);
labi, n adult maturity (Gen.
xlix, 9); Ubyah, * lioness' ; laish,
“an old (rather sfrong, from an
Arabic root) lion”: Job iv. 11,
where the five ditferent terms oceur ;.
shachal is the roaring lion; laks
appears in the German lowe. The
variety of names shows the abund-
ance of lions in the regions of Serip-
ture at that time. Now there are
none in Palestine, But the names
Lebaoth (Josh. xv. 32), Arieh
(2 Kings xv. 25), Ariel for Jeru-
salem (Isa, xxix.1,2,7), Laish (Jud.
xviil. 7), incidentally, and so unde-
signedly, confirm the Seriptare as.
gertions as to their former existence,
The forests and tangled thickets
have been almost swept away which
were their former lair. Jordan's
wooded baunks, its *‘ pride ” (as some
transl., but others ““ swelling”'), gave
cover to lions (Jer. xlix. 19), “alion
from the swelling (so Calvin, the
overflow forcing the lion from the
woody banks) of Jordan.” The
Asiatie lion has a short curly mane,
and is shorter and rounder than the
African. [t laid waste villages
(2 Kings xvii. 25, 26 ; I”ror. xxii. 13)

and slew men (1 xiii. 24,
xx. 35, 36). '

Shepherds, as David, sometimes singly
encountered it, and pmmifed

(1 Sam. xvii; 34, 35; Amoe iii. 12];
oftener in bands, frightening him
with shouts into a pit cov over
with reed or branches lightly, to
entrap it (Ezek. xix. 4, 8, 9L
Benaiah slew one in a pit or cistern,
in which it had taken refuge in a
snowstorm (2 Sam. xxiii. 20). Sam-
son slew one at Timnath (Jud.
xiv. b, 6). Lion hunting is depicted
as the amusement of the Ninevite
kings, who followed the great hunter
Nimrod's example. Captured lions
were caged, which illustrates the
image in Ezek. xix. 9. The lion
symbolises bravery, so the faces of
the warriors of Gad who joined
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David are designated * the faces of
lions’’ (1 Chron. xii. 8); also
might and royalty, as in the winged
lion figures with human heads in
the Assyrian palace remains, and in
Solomou’s steps to his throme
(1 Kings x. 19, 20); so the royal
tribe Judah- had the lion as its
standard. Messiah is ““ the Lion of
the tribe of Judah, the root of
David,” yet also the Lamb, combin-
ing opposites. The first of the four
living creatures was like a lion (Rev.
iv. 7, comp. Ezek. i. 10), the kiugly
aspect of Messiah in St. Matthew.
Nineveh is compared to a lion’s den,
full of remains of its prey, appro-
priately, as lion figures abouuded in

LiuN BUMIINUL,

the Assyrian palaces. Nah. ii. 11,132,
‘** where is,” etc. ? 3.e. God will so
destroy it that its site will be hard to
find ; fulfilled to the letter (i. 8).
Lions haunted dens in Lebanon and
Hermon (8. of 8ol. iv. 8). Balaam
compares Israel to ‘‘a at lion
(labi) aud a young lion” (arieh):
Num. xxiii. 24, xxiv. 9.

Amos iii. 4, “ will a liou roar in the
forest when he bath no prey ?” i.e.,
God would not threaten wrath if
there were not a guilty nation, its
object (Matt. xxiv. 28); “will a
young lion ery out of his den if he
’%he old lion) have taken wothing P*’

he young lion lies silent till the
parent lion brings the prey near,
then the scent rouses him; so the
rophet would not speak against
srael if God did not reveal to him
Israel's sin requiring Israel’s punish-
ment. Satan is the “ roaring lion >’
as well as the subtle serpent (1
Pet. v. 8).

Shaag is the lion’s roar in seeking
prey (Ps. civ. 21); nahkam his cry
when seiging it ([sa. v. 29, comnp.
Prov. xix. 12); hagah his growl
defying any etfort to snatch from
him his prey (lsa. xxxi. 4); na’ar the
cry of the young lion (Jer. li. 38);
rabatz is his crouching in his lair
(Gen. xlix. 10); shacah and yashab
(Job xxxviii. 40) his lying in wait;
arab his secretly doingso (Ps. x.9);
ramas his stealthily creeping after
prey (Ps. civ. 20); ziunek lis leap,
flinging himself ou it (Deut. xxxii.
22). (Smith’s Bible Dict.)

Lizard : lctaah. Lev. xi. 30. One
of the mouit-rs, the Lacerta Nilotica

fsee CiiaMrLEON ], Speaker’s Comm.

Smith’s Bible Dict. makes it the fan-
foot lizard, gecko.

Lo-ammi=not My people. Jezreel,
Lo-ruhamah (=not loved), and Lo-
ammi are the three children of the

ropuect Hosca’s wife, Gomer, taken
Ey God’'s command. ** Jezreel ' sym-
bolised the coming destruction of
Jehu’s line, as Jehu had destroyed
that of Ahab of Jezreel; also that
&s Jezreel means both God sows and
(ind scatters, so God will yet sow
Israel whom He now scatters (Hos.
1. 4 6, 9,10, 11), *‘great shall be the

day of Jezreel,” 1.e. great shall be
the day when they shall be God’s
seed planted in their own land by
God (Jer. xxiv. 6, xxxi. 28, xxxii. 41 ;
Amos ix. 15; Hoe. ii. 23). “I will
sow her (Jezreel, the sown one,
ver. 22) unto . . . Me in the earth.”
Not only Jndsea, but the whole earth
shall be the seed plot wherein Gen-
tile nations shall be the spiritual
growth of tho Jewish seed sown
everywhere (Mic. v. 7; Rom. xi.
12, 15; Zech. x. 9). Lo-ruhamah,
changed into Buhama, means that
He will first withdraw His “ lovin

mercy” and at last restoreit. An

Lo-ammi, changed into Ammi, that

He will make Israel, now ‘““not His|

people’’ owing to apostasy, to be-
come again “ His people.y' The
three children symbolise successive
geuerations : Jezreel (1) represents
the dynasty of Jeroboam I., endin
with Jeho’s shedding the blood o%
the last of the line at Jezreel; Lo-
ruhamah (2), a daughter, represents
the effeminate period which fol-
lowed ; Lo-ammi, a son, represents
Jeroboam II’s vigorous dynasty,
which however brought no revival of
religion ; still Israel was not God's
eople really, and so should be no
onger 80 in name but cast away.
Loan. {See Usury.] The merciful
character of Moses’ law appears in
the command not to keep the poor
man’s outer garment, his covering by
night as well as day, after sunset
(I'Jsxod. xxii. 28, 27; Deut. xxiv. 6,
10-13, 17 ; comp. however Prov. xxii.
27). The millstone, including all
instruments necessary to life, and a
widow’s garment, were forbidden to
be taken. The creditor must not
enter the debtor’s house to seize the
ledge, but wait for the debtor to
Ering out an adequate security for
payment. The debtor could be held
18 a bondman only till the seventh
year, i.e. for six years, and not be-
youd the jubilee year, whatever his
period of service might be (Exod.
xxi. 2). Then he must be sgent away
with a liberal supgly of provisions,
the prospect of such a gift doubtless
stimulating zea! in service (Deat. xv.
12-18; Lev. xxv. 39-55); his land
wa3 to be restored. But foreign
slaves might be held in contiual
servitude (2 Kings iv. 1; Isa. 1.1, ki,
3). The Roman or else the oriental
law detaining the debtor in -prison
till he paid the uttermost farthing,

7

and even giving him over to “tor-
turers, is alluded to in Matt. v. 26,
xviii, 34.

Loaves. Cakes flat and round. [See
BrEraD.

Lock. [See Kev.] Usuallyahollow
wooden bolt passing through a groove
into the socket in the doorpost. In
the ve are small sliding pins
which drop into holes in the bolt, so
securing it. The key with its Ems
raises the sliding pins of the lock so
that the bolt can be drawn back
(Jud. iii. 23, 25; S. of Sol. v. §;
Neh. iii. 8).

Locust. [SeeJoeL.] The arbeh is
the migratory devastating locust.
The gob, ‘* grusshopper,’’ is a species
of gryllus, with voracity like the
migratory locust, but small in size
(Smith’s Bible Dict. makes gob the

nympha state of the locust): Amos
vii. 1. Nah. iii. 17: “the great

hopperas (Heb. the locwst of
focusts) which camp in the hedges
in the cold day, but when the sun
ariseth flee away,” etc. The locust
lays its eggs under shelter of hedges ;
they are hatched by the sun’s heat
in spring; by June the young are so
matured a8 to be able to flee away.
So Assyria shall disap L

The chagab is another of the Gryllide

(Num. xiii. 38, Eccles. xii. 5); Isa.
xl. 23, « hopper,” thus gob=
chagafa. ey are Orthoptera
with four wings; jaws strong and
formed for biting. e hind limbe of
the saltatoria are largely developed,
the thighe long and thioz, the shanks
still longer; thus ‘‘they have legs
[the tibie, so placed]above their feet
to leap withal upon the earth ” (Lev.
xi. 21). The migratory locust is two
inches and a half long, the forewings
brown and black, and the thomx
orested. ' Their devastations are
vividly depicted (Exod. x. 15, Joel ii.
3( 5,10). The arbeh and the sol’am
(* the bald, smooth beaded, locust,”
nowhere else mentioned ; some of the
winged orthopterous saltatoria; the
Heb. is akin to the Egyptian for
“‘locust”) and the grasshopper

chagab) might be eaten (Lev. xi.).

hey are geuerally thrown alive into
boiling water with salt, the wings,
legs, and heads being pulled off; the
bodies taste like shrimps, and are
roasted, baked, fried in butter,
ground, pounded, and mixed with
flour for cakes, or smoked for after

use.
For *‘beetle” (Lev. xi. 22) translate

“ chargol,” some kind of the locust
or gmssfmiper “galtatoria,” from
the Arabic hardjal *to leap.” The
tzaltzal occars only Deut. xxviii. 42,
the locust that ma{ea a shrill noise,
from & root “to sound’’ {Gesenius),
very destructive : one of the Cicade.
The “ palmerworm” (gazam) is pro-
bably the larva state of the locust
(Gesenius): Amosiv. 9; Joel i. 4, ii.
25. LXX. transl. “caterpillar” by
which A.V. transl. ckhasil, which is
rather one of the winged dryllidm=
the consuming locust. Gazam is
the gnawinglocust, arbeh the swarm-
ing locust, yelequ the lUicking locust
(in Jer. fi: 27 “the rough cater-
pillars”’ refer to the spinous nature
of the tibiee) which is transl.
“ caterpillar ” also in Ps. cv. 34,
elsewhere ‘‘ cankerworm.” Locusts
r in swarms extending many
es and darkening the sunlight
iJ oel ii. 10) ; like horses, so that the
talians call them * cavaletta,” liftle
horse (ver. 4, 5; Rev. ix. 7, 9); with
a fearful noise ; having no king(Prov.
xxx. 27) ; impossible to withstand in
their progress; entering dwellings
(Exod. x. 6,Joel ii.8-10); not ﬁ?'ingby
night (Nai. iii. 17, Exod. x. 18 *“ morn-
ing’). Birds, as the locust bird,
which is thought to be the rose.
coloured starling, devour them; the
sea destroys more (ver. 18). Their
decaying bodies taint the air (Joel u.
20). Barrow (Travels, 267) says the
stench of the bodies on the shore was
smelt 150 miles off. Joel's phrase
“the northeru army’” implies that he
means human invaders from the N.,

ap
mi
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the point of entrance to the Assyrians
and Babylonians.

Reichardt (Jewish Intelligence, Feb.,
1867) notices the Heb. letters of
gazam =50, exactly the number of
years that the Chaldees ruled the
Jews from the temple’s destruction
by Nebucbadoezzar, 588 B.c., to
Babylon’s overthrow by Cyrus, 538
B.C. Arbeh = 208, the riod of
Porsia’s dominion over the Jews from
538 to 330 B.c., when Alexander
overthrew Persia. Yelequ=140, the

riod of Greek rule over the Jews
m 830.to 190 B.C., when Antiochus
Epiphanes, Israel’s persecntor, was
overcome by the Roman L. Scipio.
Chasil=108, the exact number of
years between 38 B.c., when Rome
placed the Idumean Herod on the
throne,and A.n.70, when the Romans
destroyed Jerusalem and the Jewish
pationality. Thus the four successive
world empires and the calamities
which they inflicted on Israel are the
truthe shadowed forth by the four
kinds of locusts in Joel.
A town of Benjamin, founded
by Shamed or Shamer (1 Chron. viii.
lg) LyYDDA in Acts ix. 32, 33; in
the vale of Sharon between the hills
and the Mediterranean. Here Peter
healed Aneas of palsy. Now Ludd.

Lodebar. E.of Jordan (2 Sam. xvii.
27). Here at the hounse of Machir,
son of Ammiel, Mephibosheth found
o home after Saul's death (ix. 4, 5).
Perhaps the Debir of Josh. xiii. 26,
where Lidebir is the Heb. (the “1" is

rt of the word, not as A. V.=of).
hir remembered David's kindness
to Mephibosheth in the distress of
the latter, therefore sent provisions
to David in his distress at Mahanaim
(W. of L.). The name means the
drining out of flocks (Gesenius), else
unthont pasture.

Xodge. To pass the night (Heb. lun).
Isa. x. 29, the Assyrian invaders
“have taken their lodging (their
bivouac) at Geba.” 8. of Sol. vii.
11, Neh. iv. 22. The “lodge” Slsa..
i.8), and “cottage '’ (xxiv. 20), “‘ the
earth shall reel to and fro . . . and
be removed &s a cottage,” refer to
a temporary
hut,orinthe
latter  pas-
age a ham-
mock sus-
pended from
trees, to
secure from
wild beasts
the watcher
of gardens or
lauds in the
night.

Log. Twelfth of an hin measure. Ac-
cording to Josephus “1204 of a gallon;
according to the rabbinists, .0615.

Lois. Mother of Eunice, Timothy's
mother (2 Tim.i.5). The Gr. names
mark Greek origin, though she was
a Jewess in religion and the father
a Greek, 1.e. heathen; Lystra was
her home. The family pedigree
of “indwelling faith’ began first
with L., the farthest back of Timo-
thy’s progenitors whom Paul knew.
8he and Eunice were probabl
verted at Paul’s first visit to ﬂystru
(Acts xiv. 6,7). The belief of the
»wther and grandmother alone is

W POSTE IN CARDEN

con- |

implied in 2 Tim. i., in undesigned
harmony with Acts xvi., not of the
father; a mark of genuineness. One
godly parent may -counteract the bad
mnfluence of the ungodly, and win
the child to Christ (1 Cor. vii. 14, 2
Tim. iii. 15).

Lord. (8ee Jenovar.] In small
letters and with initial capital
‘‘ Lord” represeuts Adonaiin A. V.
of O.T. In capitals LoD represents
Jebovah, except Exod. xxiii. 17 The
Lorp God, Adonai Jehovah, where
it ought to be * the Lord Jehovah,”
and xxxiv. 23. “Gobp”’ in capitals
also represents Jehovah (Gen. xv. 2
Adonal Johovah). *God” in small
letters, with initial capital, repre-
sents Klohim. [See Gob.]

Lord’s Day. The Christian sabbath,

called so 1n Rev. i. 10, the earliest

mention of the term. But the con-
secration of the day to worship, to
almasgiving (but not to earning), and
to the Lord’s supper, is implied in
Actsxx.7,1 Cor. xvi. 1, 2. Tge Lord
singled it out as the day of His
repeated a rances after His re-
surrection F ohn xx. 19, 26), and the
evangelists’ special mention of this
day as the day of those reappearances
implies their recognition of 1ts eanc-
tity. The designation corresponds

to *‘the Lord's supper” (1 Cor. xi.

20): Ignativa (ad Magnes., 9) and

Irenseue (Queest. ad Ortbod. 115, in

Just. Martyr) ; and Justin Martyr,

A.D. 140 (Aﬁnl' ii. 98), writes: ‘‘on

Sunday we hold our joint meeting,

for the first day is that on which Goﬁ,

having removed darkness, made the
world, and Jesus Christ our Saviour
rose from the dead. On the day
before Saturday they crucified Him;
on the day after Saturday, Sunday,
having appeared to His apostles He
taught.” Pliny writes in his famous
letter to Trajan (x. 97), “the Christ-
ians [in Bithynia] on a fized day be-
fore dawn meet and sing & hymn to

Christas God.”” Tertullian{de Coron.

iii.), “on the Lord’s day we deem it

wrong to fast.” Melito, bishup of

Sardis (second century), wrote a book

on the Lord’s day (Euseb. iv. 26).

The reference in Rom. xiv. 5, 6 is to

days of Jewish observance. The

words “he that regardeth not the
day to the Lord he doth not re

it’’ are not in Sin., Alex., and Vat.

MSS., and Vulg.

The day of the Lord™ (vis.of His

second advent: 1 Cor. i. 8, v. §; 2

Cor. i. 14; 1 Thess. v. 3; 2 Pet. iii.

10) is distinct from ““the Lord’s (an

adjective, he kurtake) day,” which

in the ancient church designated

Sanday. The visious of the seven

seals, seven trumpets, and seven

vials, naturally begin on the first day
of the seven, the birthday of the
church whose future they set forth

(Wordsworth). In a.Dp. 321 Con-

stantine expressed the feeling of all

his Christian subjects by enjoining
that “all judges,and the civic popula-
tion, and workshops of artisans shounld
rest on the venerable day of the Sun.”

The council of Nice (a.D. 325) assume

the universal acceptance of the obli-

gx::ion of the Lord"s day, and only

irectas to the posture of worshippers
on it. Christ's rising from the dead
on the first day, to bring in the new

oreation, is the ground of transfer.
ence of the sabbath from the seventh
day. - If the former creation out of
chuos was rightly marked by the
seventh day, mncﬁ more the more
momentous (Isa. lxv. 17) new crea-
tion, out of moral chaos (Jer. iv. 22,
23), by the tirst day. The seventh
day sabbath was the gloomy, silent
ove of Jesus’ resting in the grave;
the first day sabbath is the joyful one
of the once *‘ rejected stone becoming
head of the corner.” *‘This is the
day which the Lord hath made, we
will be glad and rejoice n it”" (Ps.
cxviii. 22-24). If a seventh day sab-
bath marked Israel’s emauncipation

from Egypt (Deut. v. 15), much more
(comp. Jer. xvi. 14, 15) should the
first day sabbath mark ushering in of

the world’s redemption from Satan
by Jesus. [See SasBaTH.]

Lord’s Bupper. The designation
occurs only in 1 Cor. xi. 20. The
institution by our Lord in connec-
tion with the passover is recorded in
Matt. xxvi. 19-30, Mark ziv. 16-26,
Luko xxii. 13-20. The head of the
passover company who were reclining
on couches began by a blessing *‘ for
the day and for the wine,”” over a
cup of which he and the *others
drank. The wine was mixed rwith
water simply because so the Jews
drank wine ordinarily. The table
was set out with the passover larb,
unleavened bread, bitter herbs, and
a sauce of dates, figs, raisins, and
vinegar (charoseth),symbolisingtheir
service in mortar in Egypt. The
head, and then the rest, dipped a por-
tion of the herbs into the charoseth
and ate. The dishes were removed
and » cup 8f wine brought. Children
then were allowed to ask the mean-
ing of the eervice, and the cup was

round and drunk. The head
repeated the commemorative words
of the passover and gave thanks
(saying,  this is the passover which
e eat use the Lord passed over

the houses of our fathers in Egypt’’).
Then followed Ps. exiii., cxiv. Then
the head brake one of tho two cakes
of unleavened bread and gave thanks
over it. All tben took portions of
the bread and dipped them in the
charoseth and ate them. Then they
ate of the lamb, and a third cap,
“the cup of blessing,” was handed
round. A fourth cup succeeded, called
“the cup of the Hallel” (song), as
Ps. cxv.—cxvili. wererecited. A fifth
cup with “the great Hallel”” (Ps.
oxiii.—cxviii.) might follow. These
usages explain Luke xxii. 17,18. “ He
took the cup and gave thanka and
said, Take this, and divide it among
yourselves; for 1 say unto you, I
will not drink of the fruit of the
vine, until the kingdom of God shall
come.” Also the dipping of the sop
or bread morsel (gohn xiii.  26).
Also Christ’s thanksgiving consecra-
tion of the bread (Luke xxii. 19).
Also the distribution of the cup “after
supper” (ver. 20). He partook of
the former cup, the passover cup, as
well as “ate” of the passover, but
declares He will partake of it no
more, thus abrogating the passover
as fulfilled in Himself the true Pass.
over Lamb (ver. 17, 18). He does
not partake of the subseynent cup
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and bread, which He gives to His dis-
ciples as the new Supper to super-
sede the old Passover. The new feast
was not to be merely annual bat
frequent: 1 Cor. xi. 25, “ do this as
oft as ye drink it in remembrance of
Me.” ““This is My body” is illas.
trated by *“ this is the passover.” It
waxs not {iterally it, but it realised it
to the believer spiritually and repre-
sentatively. The over deliver-
ance was once for all wronght at the
" exodus; the passover feast yearly
g revived it to the believing Israslite's
soul. Christ was once for all sacri-
ficed for our redemption, never to be
offered in; the Lord’s supﬁer
continually realizes Him and His
finished work to the soul, so that we
feed on Him by faith (Heb. ix. 25-
27, x.1-18). As to the ‘‘ bresking of
bread” (Luke xxiv. 30-35, Actas ii.
43), neither of the two disciples at
Emmsaus were present at the institu-
tion of the Lord’s supper, 8o that the
meal there cannot refer to it, which
disposee of Roume’'s argument for
administration with bread only; He
a8 master took the lead in the bless-
iug over the bread. Bimilarly the
‘‘ breaking of bread at (their) house ”’
of meeting (as distinguished from
“in the temple,” not “from house
to house ’: Acts ii. 43, 46, xx. 7, 11)
refers primarily to the Christian
meals of loving fellowship (called
agape 3 Pet. ii. 13, where Sin. MS.
as A. V. “with their own de-
ceivings,’”” but Vat. MS., Vulg. and
8yriac versions, “ in their own love-
feasts’’; Jude 12, ““in your feasts of
charity,” agape). The boly com-
maunion was at first regulariyy con-
nected with thesc lovefeasts; ‘“ the
breaking of bread,’”’ with the custom-
ary thanksgiving blessing of the mas.
ter of the feast, referred not to the
eucharist consecration bat to the
lovefeast, a8 Acts xxvil. 35 proves,
where the eucharist is out of the
uestion, and where simply as a
3evout .few Paul gave thaunks before
“‘ breaking bread *’ and eating. The
agapd is _mentioned in the earliest
writers (Ignatius, Ep. Smyrn. 4, 8;
Tertullian Apol. 89, ad Mare. 2).
In 1 Cor. xi. the agapé was before
the encharist. Psalns and hymus
accompanied the latter as at its
institation and at the previvus pass-
over, expressing their joyful thanks.
Rivi Jas. v. 13). The agapé was
a club feast where each brought his
rtion and the rich extra portious
or the poor. From it the breadand
wine for the eucharist were taken.
At it the excesses occurred which
made a $rue celebration of the Lord’s
supper during or after it, with duc
discernment of its spiritual meaning,
impossible (1 Cor. x1. 20-22). “ Not
discerning the Lord’s body ™ (1 Cor.
xi. 20) means not with spiritual dis-
crimination distinguishing the em-
blems of the Lord’s body from com-
mon food. The prescnce is in the
soul, not in theelements. Sin., Alex.,

and Vat. MS8S. omit “Lord’s,”
“not discerning the body’ (comp.
Heb. x. 29). e two separate ele-

ments, His body and His blood, were
severed in His death ; so the bread
and the wine are separate in the
Lord's supper. ‘ The Lord’s body

here is the once for all sacrificed

body, which faith, overleaping the

more than 18 centuries’ intervai still
appropriates, not His present living

y. Christ does not say “My
body'” simply, but “ this is My body

which is grven for you”’ (Luke xxii.

19), i.e, the bohgé sacrificed, and *‘ this

is blood shed,” etc., not the blood

in }iis living body, but the blood
separated from the body, the blood
of a dead body. He gave His body
broken (in the way of representation),
when as yet it was not broken in
fact; He gave His blood shed (in
the way of regentation), when it
was not shed in fact. In the same
sense His words are still true, though
He is no luonger in His sacrificed
state but in His never dying state of
life. Faith can make present in
actual eaving reality things past and
thiugs fature, namely Christ's body
sacrificed and His blood shed, and so
have present communion with the
once crucified but now glorified Lord.
“ As often us ye eat this bread and
drink this cup, ye do show the Lord’s
death till He come’; ye announce
it publicly, ‘“katangellets” (not
dramatically represent, much less
really exhibit), publicly professing
severally the Lors died for me. “In
remembrance of Me”’ implies com.-
memoration of one bodily absent.

Rome teaches we eat Christ corpo-

rally “till He come” ocorporally, a

contradiction in terms. he gag-

gadah, or ‘ annunciation,” was that
part of the passover wherein they
narratell to one another the event
whichthe feast commemorated. The
body and blood of Christ are given
by God not by the priest, taken by
faith not by the handp eaten with the
soul not themouth. No sacrifice was
offered by Christ at the institation :
for (1) it was no place of sacrifice,

(2) there was no altar of sacrifice,

(3) it was not the huur of saurifice,

(4) the posture of the recipients, re-

clining, was not that of sacrifice.

(5) Chyist uttered uo words of sacri-

fico except that of thanksgiving.

Epistle to Hebrews (ix., x.) proves

that the eacrifice on Calvary next

day bas never since been repeated,
and therefore the Lord’s supper is
not a repetition of it.

If we would judge ourselves we

should not bejudged ”’ (1 Cor. xi. 31),

ggr. :l‘af we ﬁis&zﬂ;fd gmed)(}r. as
A crimAna, y judged) our-

selves we should not have been
judged,” we should have escaped
our presont judgments, the sickness
and death inflicted by God on some

(81). In order to ‘‘discern the

Lord’s body’ we need to *discern

ourselves.”” When we fail to do so

God sends krisis tbat we may escape

katakrisis, judgment temporal that

we may escape judgment eternal,

‘‘condemnation.” Tge needed pre-

liminary to the Lord’s supper is not

aaricular confession and priestly ab-
solution, but to discern or discrimi.
natingly judge ourselves.

In 1 Cor. x. 15, 16, *“ the cup,” or wine
in it, is not said to be the blood but
‘“tbe communion of the blood of
Cbrist”’; ““the bread is the com-
mupion (joint participation) of the
body,” etc. The consecration is not

by priestly authority but is the cor-

rate act of the church represented
Eo the minister, * the cup which we
({and you, the whole congregation)
bless.” The joint blessing and the
consequent drinking together consti-
tute the ‘‘ communion ” of believers
with their Lord and witb one an-
other. If the bread were changed
into the body, where is the aigm of
the sacrament ? Romanists eat Christ
in remembrance of Himself. To
drink blood would have been an
abomination (Lev. xvii. 11, 12; Acts
xv. 29). Breaking the bread cannot
be breaking His body, for Seripture
saith “ not a bone of Him be
broken.” Christ Himself calls the
elements still “ bread ”” and ** wine ’
even after consecration {1 Cor. xi.
26). The Lord’s supper 18 the seal
of the new covenant in His blood,
the sign that * we were all wade to
driok into one Bpirit”’ (1 Cor. xii. 18),
the pledge that He who once loved us
BO J)early as to give Himeelf for ua
still loves us as intensely as ever.

Lo-ruhama = not compassionated.

Hosea’'s daughter, representing
Israel, from whom Jehovab withdrew
His loving compassion. {Bee Lo-
aMx1.] Hos. i 6.

Lot. Haran’s son, Abraham’s nephew

(Gen. xi. 27-31). Born in Urof the
Chaldees, before Terah’s emigra.
tion. Accompanied Abram to
Charan, then to Cansan (xii. 4, §),
then, in the famine, to Egypt. On
their return a quarrel arose between
Abram’s and L.’s herdsmen. In
the spirit of & child of God Abram
oer to himself, instead of
istening to subordinates’ reports,
and begs as they are brethren there
should be no strife between them
(contrast Acts xv. 39), and offers L.
precedency, though as his senior
Abram might bave claimed it; * if
thou wilt take the left hand, then I
will go to the right,” ete. L. chose
by sight, not faith, the richly
watered circle of the Jordan, fertile,
but the region of wicked Bodom
(Josh. vii. 24, viii. 156). At first L.
only “pitched his tent toward
Sodom,” but he was venturing too
near temptation not to be esught
(Ps. i. 1; 1 Cor. xv. 33) He soon
waas dwelling in a *“house™ in
Sodom, and paid the pemalty in
being carried off with his much-
loved ““goods’’ by Chedorlaomer;
he was rescned onmly by the dis-
interested bravery and magnanimity
of Abram, who, forgetting L.’s un-
amiable conduct, thought ouly of
bow to rescue him at all s in
his distress. This warning ought to
have been enough to drive L. from
Sodom, bat no, he still lives there.

Next L. appears exercising that goodly

hospitality by which he * entertained
angels unawares,” and for which the
Epistle to Hebrews snu 2)commends
him. Evidently the luxury of worldly
Sodom had not wholly corrapted
the simplicity of his character. BI‘he
Spirit of Ged, who knows hearts,
designates him (2 Pet. ii. 7-8) * just
L., vexed with the filthy converss-
tion (the licentious bekawvtour) of
the wicked” (the lawless, who set at
defiance the laws of nature and God).
he Sodomites’ words, * this oue
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fellow came in to lOJOllﬂl, snd he
will needs be a judge' refer evi-
dently to L.'s remonstrances ?ﬁh
them which Peter presupposes.
glunom Lord reminds us of his
ithfulness, not of his subsequent
inoest. If there had been “ten”
such “fellows™ in Bodom Jehovah

would have spared it (Qen. xviii. 32).

Again God records, ‘ that righteous

wan dwelling among them, in seeing

snd hearing, vexed (tormented) his
righteous soal from ay to day with
their unlawful deeds.” ne
into temptation, and mnst ve
perished butforGodhlgraoe, :lo all
appearances his position was hope-
less, bat t.he fg‘ rd knoweth how

4o deliver the godly out of tempta.
sions,” He is at no lose for means.
Themgc visit was meant to test
L. as well as the Sodomites. The
nngels declining his invitation at
first, ' we will abide in the street
(the broad open spasce) all night,”
answers to Jesus’ mode of eliciting
the faith of the two Emmaas dis-
ciples (Luke xxiv. 23).

His sin is faithfully recorded, his
offering to sacrifice his dsmzhters
honour to save his guests. He was
retnbnhvely punished by those

daughters sacrificing theu- father’s
honoar and their own. hey seem
to have beea ouly betrothedl not 3ot
married, to L.'s so called “sous in
law.”” When he warned them to
fleo from the coming destruotion
“‘ he seemed as one that mocked unto
his sons in law” (comp. Luke
xxiv. 11). His imperfection of faith
appears in that “ he lingered ” even
on the mommq of 8)dom’s doom.

But the angels *“ laid hold upou his

hand . . . the Lord being mercifal

to hima (Rom. ix. 15, 18) . . . and
set him without the city.” They
farther warned him,  escape for

thy life, look not behind thee (comp.
the Christian's motto, Phil. iii. 18,
Luke ix. 62), neither stay thoua inall
the plain,” the (ciccar) circait of
Jordan which he had so coveted.
Detective faith made him plead for
lenvet.olh at Zoar, which, as “a
little one,” he urges could have but
few sinoing in it 8o a8 to inour &
share in Sodom’s doom. God grants
aven this, and adds “I canunt do
anything till thou be come thither *’;
God’s love controls His omnipotence
slﬁtt. xxvii. 42).

L.’s wife “looked back’ with regrets
on Sodom’s sinful pleasures, theu
stayed behind, and “became a pillar
of salt **; ibly overtaken by the
fire and brimstone and incrusted
with salt. The Americaus found
B. of Usdim a pillar of salt 40 ft.
high, which may be the traditional
ona identified with SBodom’s wife
(Josephus Ant.i. 11). Vacillation in
faith led him to doubt even Zoar's
safety, notmthsttndmg God’s pro-
mise. From “lingering’” about
Sodom L. passes to the opposite
extrome, desponding of safety even
in its extreme skirt. His unbelief
o‘;:];lm‘; the sin tl.l: tlu]aJ Tsve, anfd Lth.?

were e children of
Moab and Ammon (Deat. ii. 9, 1
Ps.1xxxiii.8). 8ee our Lord’ u m u&i
leason from Sodom and L
(luke xvii. 38-33).

Lot. Early used to decide an issue;
90 in choosing each of the two goats
on the day of atonement (two in-
scribed tableta of boxwood were the
lots used according to Joms iii. 9),
Lev. xvi. 8, and in assigning the in-
heritances in Canaan (Num. xxvi. 55,
xxxiv. 18), in leleetmg men for an
expedmon (Jud. i. 1, xx. 10), in
electing & king (1 Sam. x. 20), in
detecting the guilty (xiv. 41, 42), in
selecting an tpoctle (Acts i. 26), as
formerly pnuta offices among the 16
of Eleazar’s family and the e:ght of
Ithamar (1 Chron. mv 8,

Luke i. 9), in o
Obtd 11, Joel :? 2), nﬁ":ﬁn ing
gtrmenta Matt, xxvii. 35,

Pa xm 18). In Prov. xvi. 83, “the
lot is cast mto the lap,” 1i.e. inbo an
urn or cap in the Judﬁe ; “but
the whole (Heb. ju t)
thereof is o e Lord.” Only in
weighty oases rnort was to
judgment by lot; it was entered on
with solemnity, as God is arbiter.
Sanctitication of the people preceded
in Josh. vii. 18-18.

Lotan. Gen. xxxvi. 20, 22, 29.

Lo}\{: “ Thse 1!'(;1)1&1&113 of the law”’

m. xiii , the prominent per-

foorion of God (1 John iv. 8, 16),
manifested to us (1 John iv. 10)
when we loved not Him (John
ifi. 16). Passing our powers of
knowledge (Eph 1i. 19), everlasting
(Jer. xxxi. 8), free and gratoitous
(Hoe. xiv. 4; enduring to the end
(John xiii. 1). The two Gr. words
for “love”’ are distinct : phileo, the
love of unpnlne ardent affection and
feeling ; agapao, the love of esteem,
regard. John xxi. 15, * Simon
lovest (agapaa, esteemest) thou Me?
Agapas sounds too cold to Puter, now
burning with love; so he replies,
**Thou knowest that I Love (ph‘.lo)

(the fourth kingdom little horn) and
his champion, the false prophet (t.he
third kingdom little horn),the harlot
succossor, who shall oppress Israsl, as
the fourth kingdom lttle horn op-
g_ 8 the Gentile world: Dan. wii

28 (Chaldee), vm 9—11 Hebrcw).

Rev. xii. 4, xv1.18, 1.
naturally tpghed

“ Lucifer ’ is thus

to Satan (Luke x. 18; Rerv.

Jude 8). Jesus mth “1 will give
him that overcometh’ the morning
star,”’ i.e. Myself (Rev. ii. 28, xxii. 16);
reflecting My brightness, "he lhnlf
shine like Me *the morning star,”

sharing My kingly glory of which a
star is_the symbol (Nam. xxiv. 17,
Matt. ii. 3).

Lucius. Paul's kinsmen or fellow
tribesman (Rom. xvi. 81). Tradition
makes him consecrated bishop of
Cenchrem by Paul (Apost. Const.

ne. Mentioned with
Barnabas, Simeon Niger, Manaen,
and Saul, among the prophets and
teachers of the church at Antioch
(Acts xiii. 1). He probably wus one
of the *“ men of Cyrene’ who heard
the tongues and then Peter’s pente-
oostal sermon (Ach u 10), snd of
the “men of Cyrene’’ who when
“ scattered abroad upon the persecu-
tion that arose about Stephen’’ went
to Antioch, * preachi the Lord
Jesus’’ (xi. 19, 20). A distinct name
from Luke, =f.um,—Lucanus.

Lud. Fourth of Shem’s children (Gen.
x. 28). The Lydians of western Asis
Minor (say some), whose manners
sud whose names were Semitic. But
the geogmphlc ition is against
this. Moses would not abruptly pass
to the distant W, from the E., and
then back to the 8.E.; ﬁtheLydnm
of western Asia were mel.nt the order
wonld have been Elam, Asshur (Ar-

Thee.” ‘Simon, esteemest thou
(agapas) Me?” *“Thou knowcst
thnt I Lovk Thee.” At the third

time Peter gained 1'is point. *“Simon,
LOVEST (phileis) thou Me P’ Love
to one another is the proof to the
world of discipleship (xii. 85).
Low country (or PLAIN) : the she.
phelah. The low hills between the
mounmm and shore of JUDAH [see]
{Josh. xi. 16).

Lubim. From lub “to thirst,’ the
thirsty land. ~ Probably=the Leha.
bim (Gen. x. 13), W. of the Nile
delta. The Lisyans [aee% Allies
or tnbuta.nes of Xgypt (2 Chron.
di. 8, xvi Nah. iii. 9; Dan.
xi. 28). The i!ebn or Lebn of the
monumental temple at Thebes (the
Medeonet Haboo) of Rameses III.,
who conquered them. Fair and
Semitic like in the representations.

Lucifer=1light bringer, “‘the morning
star” : Isa. xiv. 12 (heilel, “ spread-
ing bnghtnou") Symbol of the
once bright but now fallen king of
Babylon. The title belongs of right
to &m (Bev. xxii. 16), therefore

about to be assumed by antichrist, of

whom Babylon is type aud mystical

Babylon the forerunner (Rev. xvii.

4,5). Thelan is primarily drawn

from that of Satan himeelf, the spirit

that energued the heathen world
powar Bal ylon, that now energises
urch and shall at last

energuo the secular antichrist

d), Aram, Lud; not Elam,

Auhur( lmmd), Lud, Aram. Lud
is to be looked for between Assyria
and 8 The Ruten or Luden of

the gggha.n monuments, dwelling

N. of leetine, near Melopohmu
and Assyria. They warred with the
Pharaohs of the 18th 14th, and 16th
centnries B.C., ander one of whom
Moscs lived (G. Rawlinson). The
Luden may have migrated to western
Asia at a later period. Thus Lud
will be the original stook of the
Lydians.

Ludim. Gen. x.18. From Misraim;
therefore not=LuD [see], who was
Semitic (Isa. lxvi. 19), but Hamitic.
The Egyptian * Bet.u ” the old in-
habitants of ocentral E . They
are Africans evidentl er. xlvi. §
Esek. xxx. 4,5 ; pear hut or Nubia:
“the Lx!:(yms (Phat) that handle
the shield, and the Lydians that
handle and bend the bow”’; the foot
was pressed on the oentro, and the
hands held the two ends, 8o * handle
and bend” are both said. The
Egyptian monumenta confirm Serip-
ture accuracy. The Reba ":fpur
with small round shields, the
Ludim being Africans na&nnlly eud
in archery, for which
famous.

Luhlth., agocent of. Thehill leading

to a sanctuary of Moab (Iss. xv. 5).

L @. [See Acrs.] Contracted from

Lucanus, as Silas from Silvanns. A
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slave name. AsL.wasa “physician,”
a profession often exercised by slaves
and freedmen, he may have been a
freedman. Eusehius (H. E. iii. 4)
states that Antioch was his native
ti'. He was of Gentile parentage
before he hecame a Christian; as
agpenrs from Cols iv. 11, 14: “ L.
the beloved physician ”’ (one of * my
fellow workers unto the kingdom of
God which have been a comfort unto
me ") is distinguished from those
“of the circumcision.”” That he was
not of ‘“the seventy” disciples, as
Epiphanius (Hwr. i. 12) reports, is
clear from his preface in which he
iraplies he was not an “ eye witness "’ ;
the tradition arose perhaps from his
Gospel alone recording the mission of
. the seventy. His history in Acts is
first joined with that of Paal at Troas
(xvi. 10), where the “we” implies
that the writer was then Paul’s com-
nion. He accompanied the apostle
in hisjourney to Jerusalem and Rome,
at Paul's first Roman imprisonment
“L. my fellow labourer,” Philemon
(24)wntten from Rome, as also Colos-
sians (iv. 14) ; also in Paul’s last im-
prisonment there, when others for-
sook him L. remained faithful (2
Tim. i. 15, iv. 11 “only L. is with
me’’). His death by martyrdom
between A.D. 75 and 100 is generally

lr:{or'.ed.

Luke, Gospel according to. In
the prefaoe to his Gospel Luke refers
to “many’ who before nim had
written accounts of what the “eye
witnesses”’ and “ miunisters of the
word " transmitted. This implies
the ‘“many’’ were not themselves eye
witnesses or ministers of the word.
St. Matthew’s and St. Mark’s Gospels
therefore are not referred to in the
term ‘““many.” But as the phrase
“they delivered them to us” (pare-
dosan) includes both written and oral
transmission (2 Thess. ii. 15) Luke’s
words donot oppuse, as Alford thinks,
but favour the opinion that those
two Gospels were among the sources
of Luke's information, especially
as Matthew was an “eye witness,”
and Mark a ““ minister of the word.”
Lukehimself applies ‘ minister” {Acts
xiii. B, hupeerstees} to John Mark.
Luke differs from the * many”’ in that
his work is (1) *in order,” (2) with
a ““ perfect understanding of all things
from the first” ( pareekoloutheekoti
andthen akribos, ** having traced all
thiugs accurately from the remote
beginning ’). uke begins with
earlier facts of the Baptist’s and of
our Lord's history than Matthew and
Mark, he writes methodically and in
more chronological order. Ancient
testimony assures us that Paal's
teaching formed the substratum of
Luke’s Gospel (the Muratorian Frag-
ment; Irenseus, Hewr. iii. 1, 14; Ter-
tullian, Mare. iv. 2; Origen, Euseb.
H.E. vi. 25; Jerome, Vir. Illustr. 7)
Comp. as to the special revelation to
Paul 1 Cor. xi. 23, xv. 3; Gal.i. 1,11,
12. Paual was an “eye witness”’ (1
Cor. ix. 1; Acts xxii. 14, 15); his
expreasion “‘ according to my gospel "’
implies the independéncy of his wit-
ness ; he quotes words of Christ re-
vealed to him, and not found in the
four Gospels (Acts xx. 33). Thus,

besides Matthew and Mark, to whose

Gospels the “many” as well as Luke
bad access, Paul is the chief “eye
witness’’ to whom Luke refers in the
reface. Luke and Paul alone record
esus’ appearing to Peter first of the
dpostles (%ukc xxiv. 34, 1 Cor. xv. ).
Luke's account of the Lord’s supper,
making an interval between His
giving the bread and the cup to
he disciples, accords most with
Paul's in 1 Cor. xi. 23, which that
apostle says he received directl
from the Lord Jesus. Luke (xxii. 43§
records the appearance of an angel
unto Jesus during His agony ; as no"
one else is mentioned uﬁmving seen
the vision, (indeed the disciples were
sleeping for sorrow,) it must have
been specially revealed by the Lord
after His resurrection. Who so
likely a person to have communicated
it to Lukeas Paul, who “ received the
gospel, not of man but by the revela-
tion of Jesus Christ”? The selec-
tion of gospel materials in Luke,
exhibiting forgiveneses for the vilest,
grace, and justification, is such as ac-
cords with Paul’s e views as to
the Gentiles and free jnstificatiou by
faith (Luke xviii. 14). Theallusion in
2 Cor. viii. 18, *‘the brother whose
praise is in the Gospel throughout all
thechurches,”” may be to Luke. The
subscription of this epistle is ‘* writ-
ten from Philippi byTitus aud Luke.”
Possibly during Paul’s three months’
sojonrn there (Acts xx. 8) Luke was
sent to Corinth, and it is to his evan-
g:llxi]aﬁc labours the reference is. As
ing chosen of the churches of
Macedonia to be their ‘ messenger,”’
travelling with Paul, the “ brother”
meant must have been one of those
mentioned in Acts xt. 4-6 as accom-
ying Paul into Asia with the alms.
Now all the rest sailed away, leaving
Paul to follow alone with Luke.
Luke either by his written Gospel
or by his evangelistic labours was
one “whose praise in the Gospel was
throughout the churches.” Luke
must be the ‘ brother’” meant. Paul
in 1 Tim. v. 18 seers directly to quote
and canonize the Gospel according to
Luke (x. 7), “* the labourer is worthy
of his hire” (as both ought
to be transl., reward,” the
word being the same, misthou);
comp. also xxiv, 26, 27, 46 with
1 Cor. xv. 3. Alfurd rejects ancient
test'mony that Panl's teaching con-
stitutes the sobstance of Luke’s
Gospel, on the grounds that the evan-
gelist assertsthat his Gospel is drawn
from those who * from the begin-
ning’’ were eye wit:esses of Christ’s
ministry, among whom Paul cannot
be reckoned. But Luke’s drawin
information from persons who b&g
been with the Lox'dpe from the begin-
ing is quite consistent with Puul's
revelations (Eph.iii. 3; 1 Cor. ix. 1, xi.
23) formiong a prominent part of the
suhatance of Luke’s Gospel. Paul’s
words correspond with L.’s (x. 7 with
1 Cor. x. 27 ; Luke xvii. 27-29, xxi. 34,
85, with 1 Thess. v. 2, 3,6,7). Luke’s
choice of materials accords with the
new lizht in which “the apostle of
the Gentiles” was inspired to set
gospel facts, e.g. the parabie of the
prodigal sou, the tracing of Christ's
genealogy np to Adam the common

Style.

smerent of Jew and Gentile, not only

to Abrubam,as Matthew. Als, L.uke
ji. 32, “a ... Light to lightem
the Gentiles’’; iv. 25, Christ's refer-
ence to Elijjah’s mission tc the Gen-
tile widow of Sarepta; in. 52; x. 30,
the good Samaritan ; xvii. 18, the
only grateful one of tue ten cleansed
lepers, a Samaritau; the mission
of the seventy, a number typical of
the nations, as th¢ twelve represent
the twelve tribec of Israel. Theo-
philus, to whon: he writes, was a
Gentile believer, as nppears from the
geographical and other explanatioms
given of many things, which wonld
have been necdless Liad he beem a
Jew (Lukei 26, Nazareth; iv. 31,
Capernaum ; xxiii. 51, Arimathen ;
xxiv. 13, Bmmaus; Acts i. 12,
Olivet). In the inscription over the
cross the Gr. and Latin are t
before the Heb., in John the Heb.
is first. Mutthew refers to O. T.
as what * Moses said,”” Lukeas what
“is written.”” The name Theophi-
lus (friend oy God)is Gr. Matthew
calls Jerusalem “ the holy city *’ and
its temple “the temple of God ™ ;
but Mark and Luke omit these titles,
doubtless because they were writing
to Gentiles, after Jerusalem by con-
tinual persecutions of the church
had sunk in the esteem of Christ-
ians, and when the temple made
ithout hands, ‘‘the temple of the
oly Ghost,” the church, was fully
understood to have superseded the
temple of stone.
Luke’s writing is classical and
riodic. The pure Gr. of the pre-
ace shows that he could have written
similarly throughont, but be tied
himself tc the Hebraistic language
of the wnritten records and perhaps
also of the received oral tradition
which he embodied. In Acts too
his style is purer in the latter parts,
where he was an eye witness, than in
the earlier where ge draws from the
testimony of others. The sea of
Gennesaret is bnt a “ lake’” with him,
as having seen more of the world
than the Galilee fishermen. Peter
is often called *‘ Simon,” which he
never is by Paul,who uses only the
apostolic name l;eter, a proof that
some of Luke’s matcrials were inde-
ndent of and earlier than Paul.
aul and Luke alone have the ex-
ressivo word (atenizo) ‘‘stedfastly
hold ** or *“ look " (Acts i. 10, xiv.
9, iii. 4; 2Cor.ili. 7,13). Awkward
phrases in Matthew and Mark are so
ovidently corrected in Luke as toleave
no doubt he had their G ls before
bim. Comp. Gr. Mark xii. 88 with
Luke xx. 46, where philounton is
substituted for thelonton; Luke
vii. 8, where the insertion of “set”
removes the harshness of Matt. viii.
9, *‘a man under authority.” He sub-
stitutes the Gr. phoros (* tribute ')
in Luke xx. 32 for the Latin cen-
sus, which Matthew (xxii. 17) us a
taxgatherer for, and Mark (xi. 14)
writing to, Romans, use. He omits
Hosanna, Eli Eli lama sabacthani,
Rabbi, Golgotha (for which he sub-
stitutes the Gr. kransos, *‘ calvary ™’
or * placeof a sknll”’). The phrasee
(parakoloutheo, katecheo, pleropho-
reo) “having perfect understanding,”
“instructed”’ (catechetically and
orally), “most surely believed " ( Loke
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i. 1-14) are all used simnarl%‘iby'
m.

Paul (1 Tim. iv. 8, Rom. ii. 18, 2
iv. 17). *“Lawyers” six times stand
instead of “ scribes’’; epistates, ‘‘ mas.
ter,” instead of rubbi six times, as
more plain to Gentiles. *‘ Grace”
or “favour” is never used by Mat-
thew and Mark, thrice by John, but
frequentlyin Luke. “To evangelize”
or ‘ preach the " is frequent
in Luke, once in Matthew, not at all
in Mark and John. The style of
Acts is lees Hebraic than that of
Luke's Gospel, because for the latter
he used more of Hebraic materials
and retained their language.
Canonicity. .—The oldest reliable testi-
mony to the Gospel accordiug to
Lmke is Marcion, whose Gospol so
called (a.D. 130) is Luke’s, abridged
and matilated. Therefore Luke’s
Gospel was in common use A.b. 120.
The appendix to Tertullian (Premscr.
adv. Hser ) says his teacher Cerdon
received the Gospel of Luke alone.
Justin Martyr often quotes it.
Celsus attacks it as a book of the
Christians (Origen c. Cels. ii. 32).
Tatian inclades it in his Harmony.
Specialty of Luke. He gives with
sccuracy not so much the
discourses 8s the observations and
occassonal sayings of our Lord with
the acoompanyingincidents. Appro-
riately to his profession Luke “the
bvex physician’’ dwells on the
hesaling power of the great Physician
Luke v. 17 end, Aots x. 38). He
esoribes symptoms in a professional
manner {(comp.*‘fnll of leprosy”’ Luke
v. 12). Healone mentions the subject
of Moses and Elias’ conversation with
our Lordat the transfiguration, * His
decease (awodus, Peter’s very word,
2 Pet. i. 15, in alluding to his own
deceass, and in the same context the
transfiguration of which he was eye
witness) which He should accomplish
at Jerusalem.” Luke is fullest of
the evangelists in describing our
Lord'e prnivate prayers. There are
eight such instances: iii. 21, *“ Jesus
ying, the heaven was opened”’ at
is baptism; v. 16, ““in the wilder-
ness”’; vi. 12, “continued all night
in prayer to God” before ordaining
the twelve; ix. 18, “as He was
alone ying, His disciples were
with Him, and He asked whom eay
the people that [ am ?*'; ix. 28, 29,
at the transfiguration, “ He went u
into a mountain to pray, and as He
prayed the fashion of His counte-
nanco was altered ”’; xi. 1ln,c“u.n He
was praying in a certain e, when
He oeased one of His dl:aciples said
(struok with the holy earneetness of
His tone, words, and geetures), Lord
teach us to pray ” (xxii. 32, 41, 42,
Connection with Paul. Luke ma
have first become connected wit
Paul in tending him in the sickness
whioh detained him in Phrygia and
Galatia (Gal. iv. 13, “becauss of an
infirmity of my flesh I preached,”
owing to his detention by sicknees,
contrary to his original intention he
preached there). This probebly was
early in the.joumey wherein Luke

first in Paul’s company, that
aw::oond missionary journey
(Acts xvi. 9, 10). Thus Paul’s allu-

sion to Luke’s being a * physician

is approprinte in writing to the Colos-
sians as they were in Phrygia, the
quarter wherein Luke ministered to
his sickness. Luke, after being left
behind at xvii. 1, where the third
gerson is resumed, went again with

aul to Asia (xx. 6) and to Jerusa.
lemm (xxi. 15), and was with him in
his captivity at Cesares (xxiv. 23) and
at Rome (xxviii. 16). Tertullian (adv.
Marcion, iv. 2) ascribes the conver-
sion of Luke to Panl.

Date of Gospel. The book of Acts
which was written before it (i. :3
ends with Paul’s two years’ modifi
imprisonment at Rome, ‘ dwelling in
his own hired house, and receiving
all that came in anto him” (xxviil
30, 31). Abruptly it closes without
informing us of the result of his ap-
peal to Cwmsar, doubtless because
when he wrote no event subseguent
to the two years had transpired ; this
was A.D. 63. * The former treatise,”
1.e. the Gospel, was probahly written
at Cmearea during Paul’s imprison-
ment there, A.D. 58-60 (Thiersch).

Object. ** That Theophilus might know
the certainty of those things wherein
he had beeu instructed ’ (i. 4). The
epithet ‘“most excellent” prefixed
shows that Theophilus was not an
imaginary but a real person. Luke’s
describing minutely, in Paul’s jour-
ney, the plaoces before reaching Sicily
aud Ital , but omitting such deecrip-
tion of Syracuse, Rhegium, Puteoli,
Appii Forum, and the Three Taverns,
as 1if familiar to his reader, implies
Theophilus was well acquainted with
Sicily and Italy.

[On the chrouological order of events
in Jesus Christ's history according
to Luke see JEsus CHRIST.] From
Luke ix. 51 to xviii. 15 there are no
parallel notices in Matthew and Mark
except xi. 17, xiii. 18, probably re-
peating the same truths on a later
occasion (Mark iii. 24, iv. 80). This
period begins with His journey in
October to the feast of tabernacles,
and ends with His arrival in Bethany
six days before the passover. From
xviii. 13, the blessing of the infants,
Luke coincides with Matthew and
Mark in the main. Even earlier,
Luke xvii. 11 corresponds with Matt.
xix. 1, 2, Mark x. 1, John xi. 54.
The portion Luke ix. 51—xviii, 16 is
vague as to dates, and probably is
designed bgathe Holy Spirit to sup-
ﬁlement what the other evangelists

ad not recorded. The preface (i.
1-4), the account of events preceding
Jesus's ministry (i. 5—ii. 52), are pe-
culiar to Luke. From iii. 1 to ix. 30
Luke mainly accords with Matthew
and Mark in the order and the events
of our Lord’s ministry, which was
chiefly about Capernaum. His testi.
mouy as a physician to the reality of
demoniacal possession prevents its
being confounded with lunacy (iv.
41). His aoccuracy appears in his
giving exact dates (ii. 1-8 [see CYRE-
N1Us, and JESUS CHRIST, on the diffi-
culty here ; Cyrenius was fwice go-
vernor of Syria]; iii. 1, 2); also in
his marking the two distinct sights
of Jerusalem observed by travellers
in coming acroes Olivet; first at xix.
37, secondly at ver. 41.

Lunatics. Healed by Christ (Matt.
iv. 24, xvii. 35), The forwer epileptics,

the second a demon-possessed epi-
leptic putient. [See Luke, DeviL.}

Luz. [See Bnm:z.i}] Lut was ori-
ginally the city, Dethel the pillar
and altar of Jacob; in Gen. xii. 8
it is called Bethel by anticipation
(xxviii. 19), after Ephraim’s con-
quest the toun Bethel arose. The
nearness of the two accounts for their
being identified in all cases where
there was no special reason for dis-
tinguishing them. After one of the
townsmen of ancient Luz had be-
trayed it to Israel he went into *‘ the
land of the Hittites,” and built &
oity of the same name (Jud. i. 28-
26). Answering to Khirbet Logeh,
close to Beitin.

Lycaonia. A province in the B. of
Asia Minor, having Galatia on the N.,
Cappadocia E., Pisidia and Phrygia
W., Cilicis S. A baretable land witn-
out trees or lakes of fresh water (but
many salt lakes), only fit for sheep

tare. * The speech of L.”” wae pro-
gn%ly a tis]orrupt,1 mixiu.re offGr;:l.:d
yriac ; the people’s objects of worship
werethose of the Greeia and Romans,
Mercury and Jupiter, whose visit to
this quarter is one of Ovid's fables
(Metam. viii. 626). At Lystra in the
centre of the region Paal delivered
his address, admirably snited to his
audience (Actsxiv. 15-17). Ioconium
was far on the W. towards Antioch
in Pisidia; Derbe was on the E. of
Lystra, towards the poss from Cilicia
np through Taurus to the central
table land (ver. 1, 6). Paul on his
tbrough L.

first journe
from \{'.to E{, en back the reverse
way E. to W. (ver. 21, 8 Tim. iii.
ll.{ At his second journey he passed
from E.to W.through L. to Troas
(Acts xvi. 1-8) ; on the third, in the
same direction, to Ephesus (xviii. 23,
xix. 1).

Lycia. A province in B.W. of Asia

inor opposite Rhodes. Pa.mphylia

is on E., Caria W., Phrygia N., the
Mediterranean 8. The Taurus e
here descends to the sea, with the
river Xanthus flowing between its
heights Cragus and Anticragus. Its
two chief towns Patara and Myra
Paul visited, during the period when
L. and Puamuphylia in Clandius’ reign
were combined under one l}:roconsul
(Acts xxi. 1, xxvii. B). eviously
it was allowed to form an inde-
pendent state, its golden period. Sir
C. Fellows brought to the British
Museum interesting specimeuns of its
coins and ancient architecture.

Lydda. [See Lob.] The result of

eter’s cure of the paralytic Aucas,

one of the “saints which dwelt at
L.,” was, “all that dwelt in L. and
Saron (the adjoining maritime
plain, Sharon) saw him sud turned
tothe Lord” (Acts ix. 32-35). Now

Ludd, nine miles from Jaffa, the . -

first town on the northernmost of
the two roads between Jaffa and
Jerusalem. The Benjamites occu-
ied and built, 1.6. fortified and en-
arged, it originally (1 Chron. viii.
12) and reoccupied it after the return
from Babylon (Ezra ii. 33, Neh. xi.
The Romans nnme& it Dics-

33).
lis. It became the seat of =
ishopric. Here was buried, and

robably born, St. George, England’s
egendary patron saint and wmartyr;
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s charch in his honour was erected
ever his remains, the beautiful ruin
of which is still standing.

dia. Acts xvi. 13-16. Paul’s first

uropean convert. A Jewish prose-
Iyte {=*which worshipped God’’).
In attending the means of at
Philippi L. received the blessing.
Many women, and among them L.,
resorted to the place bi the river
Qangites or Gaggitas ‘‘ where prayer
waa wont to made”’ ; possibly
a proseucha was there, ‘‘ the meet-
ing place of Jewish coungregations
in k cities”’ (Winer), or “‘a
placs of prayerhou op})oaed to s
8 e or use o yer”’
s’gonybesm and Howson, L?f:aaof St.

aul). For quietness and freedom
from interruption it was ‘“ outside of
the gate” (so Sin., Vat., and Alex.
MS8S. read instead of “ont of the
eity ”’), and “‘ by the river side” for
the sake of the ablutions connected
with the worship. The sea shore was
esteemed by the Jews a place most
pure, and therefore suited for prayer;
at their great fast they nsed to leave
their synagogues and pray on ever
shore in Tertullian’s (de Jejun. 16
time ; see also Josephus Ant. xiv. 10,
§28. Luke describes here with the
vividness of an eye witnesse. Women,
as in many of our own congregatious,
ﬁl)nrmed thehgreater rt of thedwor-
shippers; their employment as dyers
brought them together in that vi-
ainity. L. belonged to Thyatira in
Asia Minor, where insoriPtions relat-
ing to & “guild of dyers ”’ there con-
firm Luke's accuracy. Paul arrived
early in the week, for “ certain days’’
elapsed before the sabbath. Paul,
Silas, and Luke ‘““sat down’’ (the
usual attitude of teachers) to speak
to the assembled women. L. was
one of the listeners (eekouen), and
‘““ the Lord opened her heart (comp.
Luke xxiv. 45 ; Ps. cxix. 18, 130) that
she attended unto the things spoken
of Paul” (Luke modestly omits
notioe of his own preaching). The
Gr. S'ehbmmm) implies conversa-
tional speaking rather tin set
preacking. Her modesty and sim-
plicity beautifully come out in the
narrative. She heartily yields to her
convictions and is forthwith baptized,
the waters of Earope then first being
meramentally used to seal her faith
and God’s forgiveness in Christ. She
Jeads her ““ liousehold ”’ to believe in,
and be baptized as disciples of, the
same Baviour.

This is the first example of that family
religion to which gaul often refers
in his epistles (1 Cor. i. 11, 186, xvi.
15; Rom. xvi. 5; Philernon 2). First
came her faith, then her leading all
around her to Christ, then her and
their beptismal counfession, then her
Jove evidenced in pressing hospitality
(Heb. xiii. 2, 1 Pet. iv. 9, 1 Tim. v.
10), finally her receiving into her
house Pau{a.nd Silus after their dis-
charge from prison; she was not
“ashamed of tbe Lord's prisoners,
but was partaker of the afllictions of
the guspel.”

Through L. also the gospel probably
oame into Thyatira, where Paul
had been forbidden to preach it at
the earlier time, for (God has His

Rev. ii. 18). Thyatira being a Mace-
donian colony had much intercourse
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with Philippi, the parent city. L.
may have been aleo one of *those
womeu who laboured with Paul in
the gospel ”’ at Philippi (Phil. iv. 8).

Lysanias. Tetrarch of Abilene, the
district round Abila, in the 15th
year of Tiberius’ reign. It is not the
elder L., who died 84 B.c. (Josephus,
B.J.i.13, §1; Ant. xiv. 7, §4; xv.
4, § 1; xviii. 6, § 10; xix. 5, § 1;
B. J. 1. 12, §B), and never ruled
Abilene, but his son, who is meant
by Luke iii. 1. An inscription found
near Baalbek on a memorial tablet
to ‘* Zenodorus, son of the tetrarch
L., and to L. her childreu” by the
widow of the first und mother of the
second L. proves Luke’s accuracy,
which had been doubted because no
proof was found of the existence of
a second L.

Lysias Claudius. A Roman chili-
arch or captain in charge of the troops
of the citadel Autonia at Paul’s last
visit to Jerusalem. He rescued Paul
from the fanatical crowd, and sub-
sequently from the plot of more than
40 zeslots ageinst his life (Acts xxi.
27-36, xxiii. 12 33). With worldly
tact he in writing to Felix makes no
mention of having bound Paul for
scourging (xxi. 33, xxii. 24-29), for
he ¢ feared” the consequences to him-
self of having so treated a Roman
cilizen. Still his treatment of the
apostle otherwise, after he kmew his
Roman citizenship, was fair and firm.

Lystra. Acts xiv., xvi. A town of

ycaonia, Timothy's birthplace. He
doubtless heard of Paul's miraculous
he&ling of the cripple, followed by tbe
people’s an%{pﬁests"oﬂ'er of sacrifices
to Paul as Mercury and to Barnabas
as Jupiter before the city (its tute-
lary god whose statue stood there),
which worship the apostles, rendin
their clothes in horror, rejectedLan
told them they were men like them-
selves, and that they preached the
duty of * turning from thesq vanities
unto the living God, who made all
things,”” and who heretnfore bore
with their ignorance, though even
then He ““ did not leave Himself with-
out witness in giving rain, and fruit-
ful scasons, filling our hearts with

food and gladness.”” Then, with a

mob’s characteristic fickleness, from

adoration they passed to persecution,
stoning Panl at the instigation of

Jews from Antioch and Iconium.

Bat though left as dead outside the

city, whilst the disciples stood round

him he rose up and came into the
city, and next day went to Derbe;
then back to L. to “ confirm the souls
of the disciples’’ gathered in there,

‘“exhorting them to coutinue in the

faith, and that we must through

much tribulation enter into the king-
dom of God.”

tames for cverything (Acts xvi. 6, Paul’s holy courage under suffering.

£
when he might have had adoration
instead by compromise of principle,
doubtless in part influenced Timothy
2 Tim. iii. 10, 11) in embracing
hristianity, whether he actually
witnessed the apostle’s afllictions (as
Paul’s epistle to Timothy implies), or
only heard of them. The + tal
allusion to Timothy's knowledge of
his sufferings is an un, coin-
cidence betweeun the epistle aud the
history, indicating genuineness. A
forger of epistles from Acts would
never allade to Timothy’s knowledge
of persecutions, when that knowledge
is not recorded in Acts but is only
arrived at by indirect inferenoe.
Moreover * Derbe’” is omitted in the
list of the scenes of Paul’s perseca-
tione (2 Tim. iii. 11), though usually
joined with L., in minute agreement
with the history, which mentions no
rsecution at Derbe. In Actsxvi.l
g‘?mothy appears as already a Christ-
jan. Paul then circumcised him, to
oonoiliate the Jews there (ver. 8).
Hamilton (Res. in Asia Min., ii. 318)
identifien L. with the runins Bin bir
Kilisseh, at the base of the conical
volcanio-formed hill Karadagh.

M

Maacah. Abel beth Maacah was not
in it, but in Israel; in the direction
of M., and somehow connected with
it (2 Sam. xx. 14-16). A small
kingdom ontside Argob (Deut. iii.
14), and Bashan (Josi. xii. 5). Be-
tween Bashan and the kingdom of
Damascus, on the skirts of mount
Hermon, E. of the Lejah. The
mention of Maacal with the Geshar-
ites points to a connection between
them; probably by affinity, as the
Qeshnrite Talmai’'s danghter bears
the name M. Both were connected
with Syria (1 Chron. xix. 6,7; 8 Sam.
x.6,8). The king of M. was Am-
mon’s ally against David ; his small
contingent, 1000 men, shows the

ettiness of the region.

Mpa.a.cha.h. 1. Gen. xxii. 34. 8.1
Chrou. ii. 48. 8. 1 Chron. vii. 15.
4. 1 Chron. viii. 29. 5. Abealom’s
mother. taken by David in battle and
added to his wives (Jerome): ]
Chron.iii. 2, 2 Sam. iii. 3. Talmai
daughter of Gesbur, David's wife.
6. Absalom’s granddaughter, wife of
Rehoboam and mother of Abijam
(1 Kings xv. 1); called Micaiah =
Maacoh; danghter of Uriel andTamar,
Absalom’s danghter (8 Chron. xiii.
2). Grandmother (=mother) of Asa,
son of Abijam. During Asa’sminority
she acted as queen mother ; but Asa
when of age set her aside for her
idolatry, which she derived from her
ancestors of Geshar (1 Kings xv. 13,
14, 16); 2 Chron. xi. 20-83, xv. 16
‘‘idol,”’ lit. horror, the emblem of
Priapus. .

Several men are named M. : 1. 1 Kings
ii. 39. 2. 1 Chron. xi. 43. 3.1
Chrou. xxvii. 16.

Maadai. Ezrax. 34.

Maadiah. Neh. zii. 5; Eara x. 34.

Maai. Neh. xii. 36.

Maaleh Acrabbim. Josh. zr.3:
the ascent of scorpions; Scorpion
pass. {Sce AKRansin.}






