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Bachard, John, D.D., an English divine, was
born in Suffolk in 1636, and was admitted at Catharine
Hall, Cambridge, in 1653. He became fellow of his
college in 1658, and was chosen master in 1675. He
died July 7, 1697. His Works were collected in 8 vols.
12ino (Lond. 1784), containing a Sketch of his Life, a
Discussion of Hobbes's State of Nature, and an Fssay on
the Grounds of the Contempt of the Clergy.—New Gen.
Biog. Dict. v, 53; Kippis, Bing. Britannica, v, 529.

Bachard, Lawrence. See Ecuagn.

Badfrith, bishop of Lindisfarne from 698 to 721.
He is sometimes named as the first translator of the
Bible into Anglo-Saxon, but this is a mistake. There
is, however, a splendid manuscript, written by Ead-
frith with his own hand, in the Cottonian Library.
It is known as The Durham Book.—Wright, Biog. Brit.
Lit., Anglo-Saron Period, p. 242,

Badmer, or EAmer, a monk of Canterbury (12th .

century), was elected bishop of St. Andrew's, in Scot-
land, 1120, which office he did not accept for the fol-
lowinz reason: “The question of lay investiture of
ecclesiastical benefices was then in its crisis; there
was a controversy between Canterbury and York for
jurisdiction over the see of St. Andrew's; that see,
again, asserted its independence of either of the Eng-
lish metropolitans; and Eadmer seems to have added
to all these perplexities a difficulty as to his monastic
allegiance. ¢Not for all Scotland,’ he said to the
Scottish king, ¢ will I renounce being a monk of Can-
terbury.” The king, on his side, was equally unyield-
ing; and the issue was the return of Eidmer to his

Enzlish monastery, unconsecrated indeed, but still |

2laiming to be bishop of St. Andrew’s. He was made
precentor of Canterbury, and died, it is supposed, in
January, 1124" (Chambers, Encyclopedia, 3. v.). Ead-
mer is one of the most important of the early Eng-
lish historians. He wrote a history of the affairs of
England of his own time, from 1077 to 1122 (Historia
Novorum sive 218 seculi), in which many original pa-
pers are inserted, and many important facts, nowhere
else to be found, are preserved. This work has been
highly commended, both by old and modern writers,
as well for its correctness as for regularity of com-
position and purity of style. The best edition is
that by Selden in 1623. Eadmer wrote the life of
Anselm (generally found printed with his works), and
the lives of Wilfred, Oswald, Dunstan, and others,
given in the Acta Sanctorum, and in Warton, Anglia
Sacra (vol. ii). The Vita Anselmi is prefixed to An-
eelm's works (Benedictine edition; alro in Migne's
Puatrologia). The Ilistoria Novorum and Eadmer's mi-
nor writings are given also in Migne, Putrologia La-

fina, vol. clix, 347 sq.—Hook, Eccl. Biog. iv, 52; Cave, |

Hist. Lit. (Geneva, 172)) i, 574; Collier, Fecl. IHist. of
Great Bntain (Barham's edit.), ii. 183 sq.; Wright,
Biog. Brit. Lit., Anylmi\l':lrrl-man Period, p. 82 sq.

~1

Eagle occurs in Scripture as the translation of the
Heb. 'ﬂ.‘;: (ne’sher, so called from tearing its prey with
'its beak : occurs Exod. xix, 4; Lev. xi, 18; Deut. xiv,
12; xxviii, 49; xxxii, 11; 2 Sam. i, 23; Job ix, 26;
xxxix, 27; Psa. ciii, 5; Prov. xxiii, §; xxx, 17, 19;
Isa. xl, 31; Jer. iv, 13; xlviii, 40; xlix, 16, 22; Lam.
iv, 19; Ezek. i, 10; x, 14; xvii, 8, 7; Hos. viii, 1;
Obad. 4; Mic. i, 16; Hab. i, 8), with which all the
designations of the kindred dialects agree, Chald. '11;;?
(neshar’, Dan. iv, 33; vii, 4), Sept. and N. T. aerig
(Matt. xxiv, 28 ; Luke xvii, 37; Rev. iv, 7; xii, 14),
As there are many species of eagles, the nesher, when
' distinguished from others, seems to have denoted the
! chief species, the golden eagle, xpvoaierog, as in Lev,
xi, 13; Deut. xiv, 12. The word, however, seems to
have had a broader acceptation, and, like the Greek
aerég and Arabic nesr (see Bochart, Hieroz. ii, 312 5q.),
sometimes comprehends also a species of vulfure, espe-
ciully in those passages where the nesher is said to be
bald (Mic. i, 16), and to feed on carcases (Job xxix,
27; Prov. xxx, 17; Matt. xxiv, 28), which, however.
the true eagle will occasionally do. See GIER-EAGLE;
Hawk; OspREY; OSSIFRAGE; VULTURE.

1. The characteristics of the eagle referred to in the
! Scriptures are, its swiftness of flight (Deut. xxviii, 49;
‘2 Sam. i, 235 Jer. iv, 13; xlix, 22; Lam. iv,19, etc.);
"its mounting high into the air (Job xxxix, 27; Prov.
xxiii, &; xxx, 19; Isa. x], 81; Jer. xlix,, 16); its
stren:th and vigor (in Psa. ciii, §); its predaceous
habits (Job ix, 26; Prov. xxx, 17; compare Alian,
Anim. x, 14); its setting its nest in high places (in
Jer. xlix, 16; comp. Aristotle, Anim. ix, 22; Pliny, x,
4); the care in training its young to fly (in Exed. xix,
4; Deut. xxxii, 11); its powers of vision (in Job
' xxXix, 29; comp. Homer, JI. xvii, 674; Alian, Anim.
i, 42 Isidore, Origg. xii, 1; Pliny, xii, 88); and its
moulting (Psa. ciii, 5). As king of birds, the eagle nat-
urally hecame an emblem of powerful empires (Ezek.
| xvii, 3, 7). especially in the symbolical figures of Bab-
!vlon (Dan. vii, 4), and the cherubim (Ezek. i, 10; x,
| 14; Rev. iv, 7), like the griffin of classical antiquity.
See CreaTrRE, LiviNG. EKaglets are referred to in
Prov. xxx.17 as first picking out the eyes of their prey.

The following is a close translation of a graphic de-
seription of raptorial birds of this class which occurs in
the book of Job (xxxix, 26 30):

By thy understanding will (the] hawk tower,
Spread hix wings sonthward ¥
Perchance on thy bidding (the) engle will soar,
Or [it is then) that he will muke lofty hi< nest?
A rock will he inhabit, and [there] roost,
Upon the peak of a rock, even [the] citadel
Thence he lias apied food,
From afar hi< eyes will look :
Then hiz brood will sip hlood
Ay, wherever (are the] sinin, there (is) he!

To the last line in this quotation our Saviour seems to
allude in Matt. xxiv, 28. *‘ Wheresoever the carcase
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is, there will the eagles be gathered together;" that | strength when very old (see Bochart, Hieroz. ii, 747),
is, wherever the Jewish people, who were morally and | But modern commentators for the most part are in-
judicially dead, might be, there would the Roman ar- clined to think that these words refer to the eagle after
mies, whose standurd was an eagle, and whose strength | the moulting season, whel the bird is more full of ac-
and fierceness resembled that of the king of birds, in tivity than before. Others prefer Hengstenberg's ex-
comparison with his fellows, pursue and devour them. planation on Psa: ciii, 5, ‘ Thy youth is renewed, so.
The deroi of Matt. xxiv, 28; Luke xvii, 37, may in- | that in point of strength thou art like the eagle.”

clude the Vultur fulvus and Neophron rus;| The passage in Mic. i, 16, * Enlarge thy baldness as
though, as some eagles prey upon dead bodies, there | the eagle,’” has been understood by Bochart (Hieroz.
is no necessity to restrict the Greck word to the Vul- : ii, 744) and others to refer to the eagle at the time of its
turide (see Lucian, Navig. p. 1; comp. Seneca, Ep.95; moulting in the spring. Oedman (Vermischte Samm.
Martial, vi, 62). The tigure of an eagle is now, and | i, 64) erroneously refers the baldness spoken of by the
has long been, a favorite military ensign. The Per- . prophet to point to the Vultur barbatus (Gypetus), the:
sians so employed it, which fact illustrutes the pas- ' bearded vulture or lammergeyer, which he supposed
sage in Isa. xlvi, 11, where Cyrus is alluded to under | was bald. It appears to us to be extremely improba-

the symbol of an ‘‘eagle™ (W) or * ravenous bird’
(compare Xenoph. Cyrop. vii,4). The same bird was
similarly employed by the Assyrians and the Romans.
Eagles are frequently represented in Assyrian sculp-
tures attending the soldiers in their battles, and some
bave hence supposed that they were trained birds.
Considering, however, the wild and intractable nature
of eagles, it is very improbable that this was the case.
The representation of these birds was doubtless in-
tended to portray the coninon feature in Eastern bat-
tle-field scenery, of birds of prey awaiting to satisfy
their hunger on the bodies of the slain. These pas-
sages have been by some commentators referred to the
vulture, on the assumed ground that the eagle never
feeds on carrion, but confines itself to that prey which
it has killed by its own prowess. This, however, is a
mistake (see Forskal, Descript. Antm. p. 12; compare
Michaelis, Orient. Bibl. ix, 37 8q., and new Orient. Bibl.
iii, 48 8q.) ; no such chivalrous feeling exists in either
eagle or lion; both will feed ignominiously on a body
found dead. Any visitor of the British zoological gar-
dens may see that the habit imputed is at least not in-
variable. (See also Thomson, Land and Book, i, 491.)
Aquila bifusciata, of India, was shot by Col. Sykes at
the carcase of a tiger; and 4. rapaz, of South Africa,
is *‘ frequently one of the first birds that approaches a
dead animal.”

Of all known birds, the eagle flies not only the high-
est, but also with the greatest rapidity (comp. Homer,
Il. xxii, 808). To this circumstance there are several
striking allusions in the sacred volume. Among the
evils threatened to the Israclites in case of their diso-
bedience, the prophet names one in the following
terms : *‘The Lord shall bring a nation against thee
from far, from the end of the earth, as swift as the
eagle flieth” (Deut. xxviii, 49). The march of Nebu-
chadnezzar against Jerusalem is predicted in the same
terms: ‘‘ Behold, he shall come up as clouds, and his
chariots as a whirlwind: his horses are swifter than
eagles” (Jer. iv, 18); as is his invasion of Moab also:
“For thus saith the Lord, Behold, he shall fly as an
eagle, and shall spread his wings over Moab'' (chap.
xlviii, 40); i. e. he shall settle down on the devoted
country as an eagle over its prey. (See also Lam. iv,
19; Hos. viii, 2; Hab. i, 8.)

The eagle, it is said, lives to a great age, and, like

' ble that there is any reference in the passage under
consideration to eagles moulting. Allusion is here
made to the custom of shaving the head as a token of

| mourning ; but there would be little or no appropri-
ateness in the comparison of a shaved head with an
eagle at the time of moulting. But if the ncsher is
supposed to denote the griffon vulture ( Vultur fulrus),
the simile is peculiarly appropriate; it may be re-

| marked that the Hebrew verb kirach (M2P) signifies

. “to make bald on the back part of the head ;" the no-

|tion here conveyed is very applicable to the whole
head and neck of this bird, which is destitute of true

feathers. The direction of the prophet is to a token
of mourning, which was usually assumed by making
bald the crown of the head; here, however, it was to
be enlarged, extended, as the baldness of the eagle.
Exactly answering to this idea is Mr. Bruce's descrip-
tion of the head of the ‘‘golden eagle:" the crown
of his head was bare; so was the front where the bill
and skull joined. The meaning of the prophet, there-
fore, seems to be that the people were not to content
themselves with shaving the crown of the head merely,
as on ordinary occasions, but, under this special visi-
tation of retributive justice, were to extend the bald-
ness over the entire head.

With reference to the texts referred to above, which
compare the watchful and sustaining care of his peo-
ple by the Almighty with that exhibited by the eagle
in training its youny ones to fly, especially the spirited
one in Deut. xxxii, 11, 12—

‘* As an eagle will rouse his nest ;

Orver his fledgelings will hover;
Wil spread his wings, Will take it (i. e. his brood, or each
of the young];
Will bear it upon his pinions :

(S0} Jehovah, he alone would guide him (i. e, Israel);
And there was not with him a strange god"'—

we may quote a passage from Sir Humphrey Davy,
who says, ‘I once saw a very interesting sight above
one of the crags of Ben Nevis, as I was going in the
pursuit of black game. Two parent eagles were teach-
ing their offspring, two young birds, the maneuvres
"of flight. They began by rising from the top of the:

mountain, in the eye of the sun. It was about mid-
day, and bright for this climate. They at first made:
 small circles, and the young birds imitated them..
, They paused on their wings, waiting till they bad

other birds of prey, sheds his feathers in the beginning | made their first flight, and then took a second and
of spring. After this season he appears with fresh 'larger gyration, always rising towards the sun, and
strength and vigor, and his old age assumes the ap- enlarging their circle of flight so as to make a gradu-
pearance of youth. To this David alludes when grate- | ally ascending spiral. The young ones still and slow-
fully reviewing the mercies of Jehovah, * Who satis- 'ly followed, apparently flying better as they mount-
fieth thy mouth with good things, so that thy youth is | ed; and they continued this sublime exercise, always
renewed like the eagle's” (Psa. ciii, 5); as does the | rising, till they became mere points in the air, and the
prophet, also, when describing the renovating and young ones were lost, and afterwards their parents,
quickening influences of the Spirit of God: ‘‘ They | to our aching sight.” The expression in Exod. and
that wait upon the Lord shall renew their strength:  Deut., ‘ beareth them on her winge,” has been under-
they shall mount up with wings as eagles ; they shall A stood by Rabbinical writers and others to mean that
run and not he weary; and they shall walk and not | the eagle does actually carry her young ones on her
faint”’ (Isa. x], 31). Some Jewish interpreters have ] wings and shoulders. This is putting on the words a
illustrated the former passage by a reference to the construction which they by no means are intended to
old fables about the eagle being able to renew his convey; at the same time, it is not improbable that
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the parent bird assists the first efforts of her young by
flying under them, thus sustaining them for a moment,
and encouraging them in their early lessons. (Comp.
XElian, Antm. ii, 40; Oppian,Cyneg. iii, 115; Jerolne in
Jesa. xlvi; Naumann, Naturgesch. d. Voge!, i, 215; on
the contrary, Aristotle, Anim. ix, 22.)

Finally, the eagle was an Assyrian emblem, and
hence probably the refer-
ence in Hab, i, 8. The
eagle-headed deity of the
Assyrian sculptures is that
of the god Nisroch (q. v.);
,‘ and in the representations
QW of battles certain birds of

this order are frequently
shown accompanying the
Eagle fyi > with the Assyrian warriors in their

g'e Tying awa attacks, and in one case

ﬁ::-.r:h_:-‘,‘o::,w:fm'm:y.iﬂ bearing off the entrails of

an Monuments. the slain. From the As-
syrians the use of the eagle as a standard (q. v.) de-
scended to the Persians, and from them prubably to the
Romans. In all ages, and in most countries, as the pro-
verbial “ king of birds,” it has been the symbol of majes-
ty among the feathered tribes, like the lion among beasts.

2. eagle, in zoology, forms a family of several
genera of birds of prey, mostly distinguished for their
size, courage, powers of flight, and arms for attack.
The bill is strong, and bent into a plain pointed hook,
without the notch in the inner curve which character-
izes falcons; the nostrils are covered with a naked
cere or skin of a yellow or a blue color; the eyes are
lateral, sunken, or placed bencath an overhanging
brow ; the head and neck covered with abundance of
longish, narrow-pointed feathers ; the chest broad, and
the legs and thighs exceedingly stout and sinewy.
Eagles, properly 0 called, constitute the genus Aquila,
and have the tarsi feathered down to the toes; they
are clothed in general with brownish and rust-colored
feathers, and the tail is black, grey, or deep brown.
Sea-eagles (genus Halimtus) have the tarsi or legs half
bare and covered with horny scales; not unusually
the head, back, and tail more or less white.
larger species of both measure, from head to tip of
tail, 3 feet 6 inches or more, and spread their wings
above 7 feet 6 inches; but these are proportionably
broad to their length, for it is the third quill feather
which is the longest, as if the Creator intended to re-
strain within bounds their rapidity of flight, while by
their breadth the power of continuing on the wing is
little or not at all impeded. The claws of the fore
and hind toe are particularly strong and sharp; in the
sea-eagles they form more than half a circle, and in
length measure from 1} to 1% of an inch. These ma-
jestic birds have their abode in Europe, on the shores
of the Mediterranean, in Syria and Arabia, wherever
there are vast woody mountains and lofty cliffs; they
occupy each a single district, always by pairs, except-
ing on the coasts, where the sea-eagle and the osprey
(Pandion Aalietus) may be found not remote from the
region possessed by the rough-legged eagles—the first
hecause it seeks to subsist on the industry of the sec-
~nd, and does not interfere with the prey of the third.
It is in this last genus, most generally represented by
the golden eagle (Aquila chryseta) that the most pow-
erful and largest birds are found. That species in its
more juvenile plumage, known as the ring-tailed eagle,
the imperial eagle, or mogilnick (4. kefiaca), and the
hooted eagle (A. pinnata), is found in Syria; and at
least one species of the sea-eagles (the Hal. ossifraqus,
albicilla, or albicaudus) frequents the coasts, and is
even of stronger wing than the others. These build
usually in the cliffs of Pheenicia, while the others are
more commonly domiciliated within the mountains.
According to their strength and habits, the former
subsist on antelopes, hares, hyrax, bustard, stork, tor-
toises, and serpents; and the latter usually live on
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fish; both pursue the catta (pterocles), partridge, and
lizard. The osprey alone being migratory, retires to
Southern Arabia in winter. None, excepting the last
mentioned, are so exclusively averse to carrion as is
commonly asserted : from choice or necessity they all,
but in particular the sea-eagles, occasionally feed upon
carcases of horses, etc.; and it is well known in the
East that they follow armies for that purpose. Hence
the allusions in Job and Matt. xxiv, 28, though vul-
tures may be included, are perfectly correct. So again
are those which refer to the eagle’s eyrie, fixed in the
most elevated cliffs. The swiftness of this bird, stoop-
ing among a flock of wild geese with the rushing sound
of a whirlwind, is very remarkable ; and all know its
towering flight, suspended on its broad wings among
the clouds with little motion or effort. Thus the pre-
dictions, in which terrible nations coming from afar
are assimilated to eagles, have a poetical ai.d absolute
truth, since there are species, like the golden, which
really inhabit the whole circumference of the earth,
and the natious alluded to bore eagles’ wings for stand-
ards, and for ornaments on their shields, helmets, and
shoulders. In the northern half of Asia, and among
all the Turkish races, this practice is not entirely aban-
doned at this day, and eagle ensigns were constantly
the companions of the dragons. China, India, Bactria,
Persia, Egypt, the successors of Alexandria, the Etrus-
cans, the Romans, the Celte, and the Arals had eagle
signa of carved work, of metal, or'the skins of birds
stuffed, and set up as if they were living. These,
named VY (ayit, a ‘‘ravenous bird,”” Isa. xlvi, 1,
whence aeroc), aqusla, eryz, simurg, humma or humai-
on, karakish (the birds of victory of different na-
tions and periods of antiquity), were always symboli-
cal of rapid, irresistible conquest. A black eagle was
the ensign of Kalid, general of Mohammed, at the bat-
tle of Aisnadin, and the carved eagle still seen on the
walls of the citadel of Cairo, set up by Karakiish, the
vizier of Salah-ed-din, to commemorate his own name
and administration, indicates a species not here enu-
merated. At least four distinct kinds of eagles have
been observed in Palestine, viz. the golden eagle
(Agquila Chrysaitos), the spotted eagle (4. naria), the.
common species in the rocky districts (see Ibis, i, 23),
the imperial eagle (Aquila Hehaca), and the very com.
mon Circetos gullicus, which preys on the numerous
reptilia of Palestine (see the vernacnlar Arabic names
of different species of Vulturide and Falconide in
Loche’s Catalogue des Oiseauz observ. en Algirie; and
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Imperial Engle ({quila Heliaca).

- in Ihia, vols. i, ii, Tristram’s papers on the ornithology
| of North Africa). The Hel. nesher may stand for any
‘ of these different species, though perhaps more partic-
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ular reference to the golden and imperial eagles and
the griffon vulture may be intended. The Ag. heliuca,
here figured, is the species most common in Syria, and
is distinguished from the others by a spot of white
feathers on each shoulder. (See the Penny Cyclopediu,
8. v. Falconide; Hebenstreit, Aquile natura ¢ S.8.
historia, e historia naturali et e Monument!. vett. illus-
tratu, Lips. 1747.) See Birp.

EAGLE, in the Church of England, the desk or lcc-
turn from which the lessons are read is often in the
form of an eagle with outspread wings. The usage is
probably derived from the fact that, in ecclesiastical
symbolism, the eagle is the accompanying symbol of
the apostle John (see Jamieson, Sucred and Le,

Art, i, 187).

B’dnés (Mavnc, Vulg. Fsses, Syr. Mani), a name
given (1 Esdr. ix, 21) as that of a third son of Emmer
(Immer); apparently in place of Harim, and his first
two sons Maasciah and Elijah of the Ileb. list (Ezra x,
21). Fritzsche suggests (Lzeg. Handb. in loc.) that
xai Mcavng is a mistranslation of the %332, ‘“and of
the sons of,”’ of the Heb. text, the three names follow-
ing having been omitted by the Greek translator.

Bar (properly IR, 0'zen, oic), the organ of hear-
ing. In Scripture the term is frequently employed
figuratively. To signify the regard of Jehovah to the
prayers of his people, the Psalmist says, ¢ His ears are
open to their cry” (Psalm xxxiv, 15). To “ uncov-
er the ear” is a Hebraism, and signifies to show or
reveal something to a person (1 Sam. xx, 2). The
Psalmist, speaking in the person of the Messiah, says,
4 Sacrifice and offering thou didst not desire; mine
ears hast thou opened’’ (I’sa. x1,6). Ainsworth reads,
‘“ Mine ears hast thou digged open.”” The Sept., which
Paul follows (Heb. x, b), reads the passage thus: ‘A
body hast thou prepared me.” ¢ Make the ears of
this people heavy,” occurs in Isaiah vi, 10, that is,
render their minds inattentive and disobedient; with
a similar meaning, the prophet Jeremiash speaks of
““ears uncircumcised” (vi,10). Among the Jews, the
slave who renounced the privilege of being made free
from servitude in the sabbatical year submitted to
have his ear bored through with an awl, which was
done in the presence of some judge or magistrate, that
it might appear a voluntary act. The ceremony took
place at his master’s door, and was the mark of per-
petual servitude (Exod. xxi, 6). See EAr-rING.

EARS, TovrcHING THF, an ancient ceremony in
the baptism of catech , which consisted in touch-
ing their ears and saving Ephphatha, ‘* Be opened.”
This was joined with the imposition of hands and with

exorcism, and is supposed to have signified the open-

ing of the understanding to receive instruction on the
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' Each stalk would bear an ear.” Even greater num-
bers than these are mentioned by Dr. Shaw, and still
more by Pliny. It also often happens that one of the
~stalks will bear two ears, while each of these ears will
| shoot out into a number of lesser ears, affording a
most plentiful increase. See CoRrx.

Ears of Egyptian Corn: a, Wheat (Triticum Sativum): b,
Millet (Holcus Sorghum).

Bar, EAriING, an old English agricultural term for
ploughing, occurs in Gen, xlv, 6; Exod. xxxiv, 21;
1 Sam. viii, 12, as a translation of the term L'.“W_I:l
(charish’, ploughing, as it is elsewhere rendered). (See
i Critica Biblica, iii, 210.) The same now obsolete word
\ is used by our translators in Deut. xxi, 4; Isa. xxx,
| 24, to represent the Heb. word 133 («bad’, to 4ill, as it

lic often elsewhere rendered). See AGRICULTURE;

faith. Ambrose derives the custom from our Saviour's i EGyrr. So Shakspeare rays ‘‘to ear the land that
example in saying Ephphatha, when he cured the deaf | has some hopes to grow™ (Rickard /1,iii,2). It is ety-
and dumb, The practice never became general.— | mologically connected with the Latin aro, to plough.

Bingham, Orig. Eccles. bk. x, ch. ii, § 13.

EARS oF Cory (H‘?”?‘;, melilah’, so called from
being cut off, Deut. xxiii, 25; SD2, shibbo’leth, from
its growth, Gen. xli. 5 8q.; Ruth ii, 2; Job xxiv, 24;
Tsa. xvii, 5; 22=%, karmel’, prop. a cultivated field, as
often; hence produce or ears therefrom, i. e. grits, Lev.
ii, 14 xxiii, 14; 2 Kings iv, 42; 2338, abid’, green
ears, Exod. ix, 81; Lev. ii, 14; erayeg, Matt, xii, 1;
Mark ii, 23; iv, 28; Luke vi, 1). The remarkable
productiveness of the cereals in Fgypt has heen pro-
verbial from the davs of Joseph (Gen. xli, 47) to the
present time.
es, that when in Egypt he plucked up at random a few
atalks out of the thick grain-fields. ‘*We counted the
number of stalks which sprouted from single grains
of seed, carcfully pulling to pieces each root in order
to see that it was one plant.
stalks, the next three, then cighteen, then fourteen.

Jowett states, in his Christian Research- .

The first had seven '

| It is directly derived from the Anglo-Saxon erian, * to
plough,” and is radically the sawme with harrow.
| What we call arable land was originally written ear-
able land. The root ar is one of wide use in all the
Indo-European languages (see Mtller, Science of Lan-
| guage, p. 239).  Sece P'Loveu.

| Bardley, sik CULLING, one of the founders of the
. Evangelical Alliance, was born in Hatfield in 1x05.
| He was a son of sir Culling Smith, baronet, succeeded
to the haronetcy in 1829, and in 1847 assumed by roy-
al license his maternal name of Eardley, his mother
having been a daughter of the last lord Eardley. He
was educated at Oxford, but did not graduate, having
scruples as to subscribing the oaths administered in
| taking the degree of A.B. He represented Pontefract
in one short Parliament previous to the Reform Bill,
and in 1846 was an unsuccessful candidate for Edin-
burgh in opposition to lord Macaulay, sir Culling has.
ing his claim chiefly on his opposition to the Maynooth




EARLY

grant.  Sir Culling greatly distinguished himself for
the active part he took in the work of the Evangelical
Alliance and other religious associations, and the cause
of religious toleration, in particular, found in him an
indefatizable and most active champion.—.4nn. :Amer.
Cyclopaedia for 1863, p. 358.

Barly, WiLL1ay, a Methodist Episcopal minister,
was born in New Jersey, Oct. 17, 1770; was converted
at about nineteen ; entered the itinerancy in 1791 ; was
superannuated in 1821, and died in June of the same
year, having preached for thirty years. His first two
years in the ministry were spent as missionary to New
Brunswick. where he endured much hardship in zeal-
ously laborini for his Master's cause. His after min-
istry in Pennsylvania, Delaware, and Maryland was
very useful to the Church.—.Min. of Conferences, i, 380.

Barly Bnglish, a title often given to the first
pointed or Gothic style of architecture in England.
It is also called the Lancet Style, and also (in the no-
menclature of the Ecclesiological Society) the First
Pointed Style. ‘It succeeded the Norman towards
the end of the 12th century, and gradually merged
into the Decorated at the end of the 13th. It first
partook of the heaviness of the Norman, but soon man-
ifested its own beautiful and peculiar characteristics.
The arches are usually equilateral and lancet-shaped ;
the doorways are often divided into two by a single
shaft or small pier; the windows are long and narrow,
and, when gathered into a group, are frequently sur-
mounted by a large arch, which springs from the ex-
treme moulding of the window on each side. The
space between this arch and the tops of the windows
is often pierced with circles, or with trefoils or quatre-
foils, which constituted the earliest form of tracery.
Each window, however, is generally destitute of any
tracery in itself’” (Chambers, 8. v.) The mouldings,
says Parker, in general consist of alternate rounds and
deeply-cut hollows, with a small admixture of fillets,
producing a strong effect of
light and shadow. * Circu-
lar windows were more used
in England during the prev-
alence of this style than in
either the decorated or per-
pendicular, and fine specimens
remain at York and Lincoln
cathedralg, and at Beverley
Minster. Groined ceilings
are very common in this
style; in general they have
only cross springers and di-
agonal ribs, with sometimes
longitudinal and diagonal
ribs at the apex of the vaults,
and good bosses of foliage at
the intersections. The pil-
lers usually consist of small shafts arranged round a
larger circular pier, but others of different kinds are
to be found, and a plain
octagonal or circular pil-
lar is common in country
churches. The capitals
consist of plain mould-
ings, orare enriched with
foliage and sculpture
characteristic of the
style. The most preva-
lent base has a very close
resemblance to the Attic
base of the ancients,
though the proportions
are different, and the lower torus is worked with a con-
siderably larger projection. The buttresses are often
very bold and prominent, and’are frequently carried

.
Hargrave, cir. A.D. 1260
(Parker).

Chapter House, Southwell, cir.
A.D. 1220 (Parker).

up to the top of the building with but little diminu-

tion, and terminate in acutely-pointed pediments,
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Weatminster \bbey, cir. A.D. 1250 (Parker).

which, when raised above the parapet, produce in some
degree the effect of pinnacles. Flying buttresses were
first introduced in this style. Pinnacles are but spar-
ingly used, and only towards the end of the style.
The roofs appear always to have been high-pitched.
The ornaments used in this style are by no means so
various as in either of the others; occasionally small
roses or other flowers, and bunches of foliage, are
carved at intervals in the hollow mouldings, but by
far the most common and characteristic is the toothed
ornament, which is often introduced in great profu-
sion, and the hollows entirely filled with it. The foli-
age is very remarkable for boldness of effect, and it is
often so much undercut as to be connected with the
mouldings only by the stalks and edges of the leaves ;
there is frequently considerable stiffness in the mode
in which it is combined, but the effect is almost always
good : the prevailing leaf is a trefoil. Towards the
latter part of the style crockets were first introduced.
The style may be said to begin in the later half of
Richard the First's reign, about which time St. Hugh
began his cathedral. During the reign of king John
the Early English style had obtained the complete
mastery ; but the reign of Henry IIl was the great
period of the Early English style, which bad now ob-
tained perfection. That king himself and his brother
Richard were great builders. The most perfect exam-
ple of the style is perhaps Salisbury Cathedral. To-
wards the end of the reign we have examples, such
as the presbytery of Lincoln and the chapter-house
of Salisbury, of what may be almost called the Dec-
orated style, though the mouldings and many of
the details are pure Early English. This kind of
work may best be called Transitional.” See Arcui-
THECTURE,

Barnest. 'AppapBuv is evidently the Hebrew j1273
(erabon’, a pledge) in Greek characters. It is a mer-
cantile term which the Greeks and Romans appear to
have adopted from the Pheenicians (kindred in dialect
with the Hebrews) as the founders of commerce.
With a slight alteration in the letters, but with none
whatever in the sense, it becomes the Latin arrhalo,
contr. arrha; French arres; English earles (in the old
English expression Earl's or Arle’s money) and earn-
est. These three words occur in the Heb., Sept., and
Vulg. in Gen. xxxviii, 17, 18, and in ver. 20, with the
exception that the Vulg. there changes it to pignus.
The use of these words in this passage clearly illus-
trates their gancral import, which is that of an earnest
or pledge, given and received, to assure the fulfilment
of an engagement. Hesychius explains ddpagor by
i wpofopa, something given Leforehand. The Hebrew
word was used generally for pedge (Gen. xxkviii, 17),
and in its cognate forms for surety (Prov. xvii, 18) and
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Aostage (2 Kings xiv, 14). The Greek derivative,
however, acquired a more technical sense, as signify-
ing the deposit paid by the purchaser on entering into
an agreement for the purchase of anything (Suid. Lez.
8. v.) This idea attaches to all the particular applica-
tions of the word, as anything given by way of war-
rant or security for the performance of a promise;
part of a debt paid as an assurance of paying the re-
mainder; part of the price of anything paid before-
hand to confirm the bargain between buyer and sell-
er; part of a servant’s wages paid at the time of hir-
ing, for the purpose of ratifying the engagement on
both sides. The idea that the earnest is either to be
returned upon the fulfilinent of the engagement, or
to be considered as part of the stipulation, is also in-
cluded. A similar legal and technical sense attaches
to earnest, the payment of which places both the ven-

dor and purchaser in a position to enforce the carrying
out of the contract (Blackstone, ii, 30). The payment
of earnest-money under the name of arrabon is still
one of the common occurrences of Arab life. Similar,
customs of paying down at the time of a contract
“something to bind the bargain'’ have prevailed
among all nations. (See Smith's Dictionary of Class.
Antiq. 8. v. Arrha.) See BARGAIN.

The word is used three times in the New Testament,
but always in a figurative sense: in the first (2 Cor. i,
22) it is applied to the gifis of the Holy Spirit which
God bestowed upon the apostles, and by which he
might be said to have hired them to be the servants
of his Son; and which were the earnest, assurance,
and commencement of those far superior blessings
which he would bestow on them in the life to come as
the wages of their fusthful scrvices: in the two latter
(2 Cor. v, b; Ephes. i, 13, 14) it is applied to the gifts
bestowed on Christians generally upon whom, after
baptism, the apostles laid their hands, and which were
to them an earnest of obtaining a heavenly habitation
and inheritance, upon the supposition of their fidelity.
This use of the term finely illustrates the augmeuted
powers and additional capacities promised in a future
state. Jerome, in his comment on the second passage,
exclaims, ‘‘ Si arrhabo tantus, quanta erit p
If the earnest was so great, how great must be the
possession!"” (See Kype, Macknight, and Middleton
on these passages; Le Moyne, Not. ad Var. Sacr. p.
460-480.) In a spiritual sense, it denotes those gifts
and graces which the Christian receives as the earnest
and assurance of perfect happiness in a future world.
(See Clauswitz, De Arrhabone, Halle, 1747 ; Winzer,
Comment, in loc. Lips. 1836; Schulthess, in Keil and
Tschirner's Analecten, 11, i, 215 8q.) There is a
marked distinction between pledge and earnest in this
respect, that the latter is a part-payment. and there-
fore implies the identity in kind of the deposit with the
future full payment ; whereas a pledge may be some-
thing of a totally different nature, as in Gen. xxxviii,
to be resumed by the depositor when he has completed
his contract. Thus the expression ‘‘earnest of the
Spirit’”’ implies, beyond the idea of security, the iden-
ity in kind, though not in degree, and the confinuity
of the Chriatian's privileges in this world and in the
next. Moreover, a pledge is taken back when the
promise which it guaranteed is fulfilled ; but whatever
is given as earnest, being a part in advance of the
whole, is of course retained. See PLEDGE.

Bar-ring stands in the Auth.Vers. as the render-
ing of three Heb. words of considerably different im-
port. See Rina.

1. 5".- (agil’, from its roundness), properly a ring,
specmll_\ an ear-ring (Num. xxxi, 50; Ezek. xvi, 12),
nearly all the ancient ear-rings exhibited in the sculp-
tures of Egypt and Persepolis being of a circular shape.
These are the ¢vwria spoken of in Judith x, 4.

2. BY) (ne’zem, either from its perforating, or from

its use to muzzle in the case of animals), a ring, spe-

EAR-RING

cially a nose-ring, but also an ear-ring, which two d¢
not seem, therefore, to have materially differed in form.
It most certainly denotes an ear-ring in Gen. xxxv, 4;
but in Gen. xxiv, 47; Prov. xi, 22; Isa. iii, 21, it sig-
nifies a nose-jewel, and it is doubtful which of the two
is intended in Judg. viii, 24, 25; Job xlii, 11. See
Womax. Hence also we find

8. Wb (lach’ask, properly a whispering or incanta-
tion), a charm or remedy against enchantment, i. e. a
superstitious ornament, often a gem inlaid in a plate
or ring of precious metal, on which certain magic for-
mulas were inscribed, and which was worn suspended
from the neck or in the ears of Oriental females (Isa.
iii, 20). See ENCHANTMENT,

The ¢ collars” or *‘ chains’ spoken of in Judg. viii,
26; Isa. iii, 19, may also have been a species of ear-
drop. See those terms.

No conclusion can be formed as to the shape of the
Hebrew ear-rings except from the signification of the
words employed, and from the analogy of similar orna-
ments in ancient sculpture. The word BY3, by which
these ornaments are usually described, is unfortunately
ambiguous, originally referring to the nose-ring (as its
root indicates), and thence transferred to the ear-ring.
The full expression for the latter is E2IX3 TR £

(Gen. xxxv, 4), in contradistinction to QR'SS :7:
(Gen. xxiv,47). In the majority of cases, however,
the kind is not specified, and the only clew to the
meaning is the context. The term occurs in this un-
defined sense in Judg. viii, 24; Job xlii, 11; Prov.
xxv, 12: Hos. ii, 13. The material of which the ear-
ring was made was generally gold (Exod. xxxii, 2),
and its form circular, a3 we may infer from the name
=33, by which it is described (Num. xxxi, 50; Ezek.
xvi, 12): such was the shape usual in Egypt (Wilkin-
son's Egyptians, iii, 370). They were worn by women
and by youth of both sexes (Exod. 1. c.). It has been
inferred from the passage quoted, and from Judg. viii,
24, that they were not worn by men: these passages
are, however, by no means conclusive. In the former
an order is given to the men in such terms that they
could not be mentloned, though they might have been
lmplmtly included; in the latter the amount of the
gold is the peculiarity adverted to, and not the charac-
ter of the orhament, a peculiarity whlch is still notice-
able among the inhabitants of southern Arabia (Well-
sted's Travels, i, 321). The mention of the soms in
Exod. xxxii, 2 (which, however, is onitted in the
Sept.), is in favor of their having been worn, and it
appears unlikely that the Hebrews presented an ex-
ception to the almost universal practice of Asiatics,
both in ancient and modern times. That they were
not, however, usually worn Ly men is implied in Judg.

Ancient Oriental Ear-ringa.
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xiv, 24, where gold ear-rings are mentioned as dis- ' but with the sprig reversed. This pair of ear-rings is

tiunctive of the Ishmaelitish tribes. The men of Egypt
also abstained from the use of ear-rings; but how ex-
tensively they were worn by men in other nations is
shown by the preceding group of heads of different for-
-eigners, collected from the Egyptian monuments. By
this also the usual forms of the most ancient orna-
wnents of this description are sufficiently displayed.
‘Those worn by the Egyptian ladies were large, round,
single hoops of gold, from one inch and a half to two
inches and one third in diameter, and frequently of
till greater size, or made of six single rings soldered
together. Such probably was the round agi of the
Hebrews. Among persons of high or royal rank the
orniment was sometimes in the shape of an asp, whose
body was of gold set with precious stones. Silver ear-
rings have also been found at Thebes, either plain
hoops like the ear-rings of gold, or simple studs. The

Ancient Egyptian Ear-rings.

anclent Assyrians, both men and women, wore ear-
rings of exquisite shape and finish, especially the
kings, and those on the later monuments are generally
in the form of a cross (Layard, Nineveh, ii, 234, 260).

Anclent Assyrian Ear-rings,

Lane thus describes those now worn by Egyptian fe-
males:  Of ear-rings (‘ Aalak’) there is a great varie-
ty. Some of the more usual kinds are here represent-
ed. The first is of diamonds set in silver. It consists
of a drop suspended within a wreath hanging from a
sprig. The back of the silver is gilt, to prevent its
being tarnished by perspiration. The specimen here
given is that for the right ear; its fellow is similar,

Modern Fgyptian Ear-rings (each one half the real size).

“we dwell.

suited for a lady of wealth; s0 also is the second, which
resembles the former, excepting that it has a large
pearl in the place of the diamond drop and wreath, and
that the diamonds of the sprig are set in gold. No. 8
is a side view of the same. The next consists of gold,
and an emerald pierced through the middle, with a
small diamond above the emerald. Emeralds are gen-
erally pierced in Egypt, and spoiled by this process as
much as by not being cut with facets. The last is of
gold, with a small ruby in the centre. The ruby is
set in fine filigree-work, which is surrounded by fifteen
balls of gold. To the seven lower balls are suspended
as many circular bark” (Mod. Eg. ii, 404). The mod-
ern Oriental ear-rings are more usually jewelled drops
or pendents than circlets of gold, but sometimes they
consist of a small round plate of silver or gold sus-
pended from a small ring inserted into the ear (Kitto,
Pict. Bible, note on Exod. xxxii, 2). This circular
plate (about the size of a halfpenny) is either marked
with fanciful figures or set with small stones. It is
the same kind of thing which in that country (Meso-
potamia) is worn as a nose-jewel, and in it we perhaps
find the Hebrew ear-ring, which is denoted by the
same word that describes a nose-jewel. Jewels were
sometimes attached to the rings: they were called
MIE"S) (from 522, to drop), a word rendered in Judg.
viii, 26, Sept. spp , Yulg. ilia, A.V. * collars ;"'
and in Isa. iii, 19, xaBeua, torques, ‘‘ chains.” The size
of the ear-rings still worn in Eastern countries far ex-
ceeds what is usual among ourselves (Harmer's Obser-
vations, iv, p. 311, 814), hence they formed a handsome
present (Job xlii, 11) or offering to the service of God
(Num. xxxi, 50). See JEWEL.

The ear-ring appears to have been regarded with
superstitious reverence as an amulet: thus it is named
in the Chaldee and Samaritan versions X"Ip, a holy
thing; and in Isa. iil, 20 the word B™Inb, prop. amu-
lets, is rendered in the A.V., after the Sept. and Vulg.,
ear-rings. On this account they were surrendered
along with the idols by Jucob's household (Gen. xxxv,
4). Chardin describes car-rings, with talismanic fig-
ures and characters on them, as still existing in the
East (Brown’s Antiquities, ii, 305). See AMULET.

Bars. See Ear.

Barth, properly the name of the planet on which
See GEOGRAPHY.

I. There are two Hebrew words thus rendered in
the A.V., both of which are rendered by yi; in the
Sept., and this yjj is rendered by *‘earth,”” ‘‘land,”
¢ ground,”’ in the New Testament. See also Dusr.

1. 89978, adamah’, is the earth in the sense of soil
or ground, particularly as being susceptible of cultiva-
tion ; hence the expression FIR W, lit. * man of
the ground,” for an agriculturist (Gen. ix, 20). The
earth supplied the elementary substance of which
man's body was formed, ard the terms adam and ada-
mah are brought into juxtaposition, implying an ety-
mological connection (Gen. ii, 7). See Apam. The
opinion that man's body was formed of earth prevailed
among the Greeks (Hesiod, Op. et Di. 61, 70; Plato,
Rep. p. 269), the Romans (Virgil, Georg. ii, 841 ; Ovid,
Met. i, 82), the Egyptians (Diod. Sic. i, 10),
and other ancient nations. It is evidently
based on the observation of the material into
which the body is resolved after death (Job
X, 9; Eccl. xii, 7). The law prescribed
earth as the material out of which altars
were to be raised (Exod. xx, 24); Bahr
(Symb. i, 48R) sees in this a reference to the
name adam : others, with more reason, com-
pare the ara de cespite of the Romans (Ovid,
Trist. v, 5,9; Horace, Od. iii, 8, 4, 5), and
view it as a precept of simplicity. Naa-
man'’s request for two mules’ burden of earth
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(2 Kings v, 17) was based on the idea that Jehovah,
like the heathen deities, was a local god, and could
be worshipped acceptably only on his own soil. See
GROUDSD.

2. More generally 77X, e’rets, which is explained
by Von Bohlen (/ntrod. tv Gen. ii, G) as meaning ety-
mologically the low in opposition to the high, i. e. the
heaven. It i3 applied in a more or less extended
sense: 1,to the whole world (Gen. i, 1); 2, to land as
opposed to sea (Gen. i, 10) ; 3, to a country (Gen. xxi,
32); 4, to a plot of ground (Gen. xxiii, 15); and, 5, to
the ground on which a man stands (Gen. xxxiii, 3) ;
also, in a more general view, 6, to *‘ the inkubitants of
the earth” (Gen. vi, 11; xi, 1); 7, to heathen countries,
as distinguished from the land of Israel, especially
during the theocracy; i. e. all the rest of the world
excepting Israel (2 Kings xviii, 25; 2 Chron. xiii, 9,
etc.); particularly the empire of Chaldwea and Assyria
(Ezra i, 2); 8, in the New Testament especially, ** the

earth’’ appears in our translation as applied to the land

of Judea. As in many of these passages it might
seem as if the habitable globe were intended, the use
of so ambiguous a term as ‘the earth” should have
been avoided, and the original rendered by ‘‘the
land,” as in Lev. xxv, 23; Isa. x, 23, and elsewhere.
This is the sense which the original bears in Matt.
xxiii, 85; xxvii, 45; Mark xv, 83; Luke iv, 25; xxi,
23; Rom. ix, 28; James v, 17. 9. Finally, in a spir-
itual sense, the word is employed (in the N. T.) in con-
trast with heaven, to denote things earthly and carnal
(John iii, 31; Colos. iii, 1, 2). Sce Wemyss, Symbol.
Dict. 8. v.; comp. WORLD.

To demand earth and water was a custom of the an-
cient Persians, by which they required a people to ac-
knowledge their dominion; buchod , in the
Greek of Judith (ii, 7), commands Holofernes to march
against the people of the West, who had refused sub-
mission, and to declare to them that they were to pre-
pare earth and water. Darius ordered his envoys to
demand earth and water of the Scythians; and Mega-
bysus required the same of Amyntas, king of Macedo-
nia, in the name of Darius. Polybius and Plutarch
notice this custom among the Persians. Some believe
that these symbolical d ds denoted dominion of
the earth and sea; others, that the earth represented
the food received from it, corn and fruits; the water,
drink, which is the dpart of h nourish t
Ecclus. xv, 16, in much the same sense, says, ¢ The
Lord hath set fire and water before thee ; stretch forth
thy hand unto whether thou wilt; and ch. xxxix, 26,
‘‘Fire and water are the most necessary things to
life.”” Fire and water were considered by the ancients
as the first principles of the generation, birth, and
preservation of man. Proscribed persons were de-
barred from their use; as, on the contrary, wives in
their nuptial ceremonies were obliged to touch them.
See FLEMENT.

I1. The idea which the ancient Hebrews had of the
figure of the earth can only be conjectured from inci-

eb
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[ spoke of it as a splendid palace resting upon its many
; pillars (2 Sam. xxii, 8; Psa. Ixxv, 3; civ, 5; Prov.
| viii, 25-29). The Greek and Romun writers (Heriod,
l Theogn. 116 sq. ; Ovid, Metam. i, 5 sq.; comp. Euseb,
! Prep. Ev. i, 10 [Sanchoniathon, ed. Orelli, p. 9 sq.];
Zendavesta, i, 170 8q.) also vary in their representa-
tions on this point, describing the earth sometimes as
an oblong square, sometimes as a cube, sometimes as
a pyramid, sometimes as a chlamys, or outspread man-
tle. (See Eichhorn, Urgesch. ed. Gabler, Niirnb, 1790 ;
Diderlein Rel.-Unterr. vii, 59 £q.; Beck, Weltgesch. i,
99 sq.; Bauer, flebr. Mythol. i, 63 =q.; De Wette,
Bibl. Dogm. p. 76 sq.; Baumgarten-Crusius, Bibl. The-
,olog. p. 264 sq.; Colln, Bibl. Theol. i, 166 ; Mignot, in
' the Mcmoires de I Acad. des Inscr. xxxiv, 852 sq. ; An-
quetil, Oupnekhat, i, 409 sq.; Johannsen, Die k g
Ansichten d. Inder u. Hebr. Altona, 18:3; Dorncdden,
in Eichhorn's Eibl. x, 284 £q., 548 sq. ; Gessner, in the
Commentt. Soc. Goett, vol. ii; Corrodi, Feilr. zum rern.
Denken, xviii, 15 sq.; Link, Urwelt, i, 268 £q.; Wag-
ner, Geschichte d. Urgesch. p. 496 sq.; Umbreit, in the
Stud. u. Kritiken, 1839, p. 189 sq. ; Ballenstedt, Die Ur-
welt, 3d ed. Quedlinb. 1819; Von Schrank, Phystk.-
theolog. Evklir, der 6 Schopfungstage, Augsburg, 1829 ;
Beke, Rescarches in Primeval History, London, 1884 ;
Burton, View of the Creation, London, 1856; Tholuck,
Literar. Anzeig. 1833, No. 67-78; Keil, apologia Mos.
traditionis, Dorpat, 1839 ; Benner, De censura Longini
in verba Gen. s, 8, Giess. 1739; Burmeister, Gesch. d.
Schopfung, Lips. 1848; Waterkeyn, Kosmos Hieros
Grimma, 1846 ; Goguet, Urspr. d. Gesetze, ii, 227.) See
CosMOGONY.

Earthen VESSEL or EARTHEXWARE.
TERY.

Earthquake (&9

See Pot-

ra’ash, a shaking, actopic).
The proximate cause of earthquakes, though by no
means accurately defined, seems referable to the action
of internal heat or fire. That the earth was once sub-
ject to the action of a vast internal power springing
probably from the development of subterranean or
central heat, the elevations and depressions, and the
generally scarred and torn character of its exterior
make sufficiently evident. A power similar in kind,
but more restricted in degree, is still at work in the
bowels of the earth, and occasionally breaks down all
barriers and devastates certain parts of the world.
There is good reason for holding that earthquakes are
closely connected with volcanic agency. Both proba-
bly spring from the same cause, and may be regarded
as one mighty influence operating to scmewhat dis-
similar results. Volcanic agency, therefore, is an in-
dication of earthquakes, and traces of the first may be
taken as indications of the existence (either present or
past, actual or possible) of the latter. (Sce Hitch-
cock’s Geology, p. 234 8q.) The manifestation of these
awful phenomena is restricted in its range. Accord-
 ingly, geologists have laid down certain volcanic re-

gions or bands within which this manifestation takes
| place. Over these reyions various traces of volcanic

dental hints occasionlly given in Scripture (Isa. x1, 22; , agency are found, such as either gaseous vapors, or
Prov. viii, 27 ; Job xxvi, 10; Psa. xxiv, 2; cxxxvi, 6). | hot springs, or bituminous substances, and in some
From these passages, taken together, says Rosenmiiller - instances (occasionally) active volcanoes. Several

(Alterthumsk. 1, i, 133 8q.), we obtain the notion of the ' sources of bitumen are found on the Tigris, in the Per-

earth’s disk as circular, riging out of the water, and
surrounded with the ocean, the heaven being spread |

sian mountaing, near the Kharin, and at Bushire, as
well as along the Eaphrates. At Hit, especially, on

aver it as a canopy. Though floating free in the  the last-mentioned river, it exists on a very large scale,
boundless immensity of space, yet, through the Crea- | and, baving been much used from the earliest times,
tor’s might, it remains firmly fixed, without moving seems inexbaustible. Abundant traces of it are also
(1 Chron. xvii, 30; Psa. xciii, 1; civ, §; cxix, 90). It to be seen amid the ruins and over the entire vicinity
is rather inconclusive, however, to infer the popular | of Hillah, the ancient Baliylon. Syria and Palestine
notions of the earth's figure from what may have been ' abound in volcanic appearances. Between the river
nothing more than the bold imagery of poeta, Some | Jordan and Damascus lies a volcanic tract. The en-
have supposed that so long as the Hebrews were a no- | tire country about the Dead Sea presents indubitable
madic race, they conceived of the earth as resembling | tokens of voleanic agency. Accordingly, these places
a round tent, with the expanse as its covering; but come within onc of the volcanic regions. The chief
that in later times, when domiciled in Palestine, they | of these are, (1) that which extends from the Caspian
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Sea to the Azores; (2) from the Aleutian Isles to the
Moluccas; (3) thut of the Andes; (4) the African; (3)
the lLelandn. Syria and Palestine are embraced wnth-
in the tirst band, and these countries have not unfre-
quently been subject to earthquakes. (See Stanley,
Palest. p. 279, 283, 285, 363; Volney, Trav. i, 281; Ru-
segyer, Reisen, p. 205). See PALESTINE.

That earthquakes were among the extraordinary
phenomena of Palestine in ancient times is shown in
their being an element in the poetical imagery of the

devout emotion. An earthquake, when great, over-
turns and changes the surface of the earth, subverting
mountains, hills, and rocks, sinking some parts, eleva-
ting others, altering the course of rivers, making ponds
and lakes on dry lands, and drying up those that al-
ready existed: and is therefore a proper symbol of

great revolutions or cl in the government or po-
lmul world (Heb. xii, 26). See Wemysx, Symbolical
Dict. 3. v. In Psalm xviii, 7, we read, *Then the
earth shook and trembled ; the fouudutions also of the
hills moved and were shaken, bhecause he was wroth®™
(comp. Hab. iii, 6; Nah. i, 5; Isa. v, 25). It was not
an unnatural transition that any signal display of the
will, sovereignty, or goodness of Providence should
be foretold in connection with, and accompanied as by
other signs in the heavens above or on the earth be-
low, 0 by earthquakes and their fearful concomitants
(see Joel ii, 28; Matt. xxiv, 7, 29). Earthquakes are
not unfrequently attended with tissures of the earth’s
surface ; instances of this are recorded in connection
with the destruction of Korah and his company (Num.
xvi, 32; comp. Josephus, Ant. iv, 3, 3), and at the time
of our Lord's death (Matt. xxvii, 31); the form.r may
he paralleled by a similar occurrence at Oppido, in Ca-
lahria, A.D. 1783, where the earth opened to the ex-
tent of 500 and a depth of more than 200 feet, and
again by the sinking of the bed of the Tagus at Lis-
bon, in which the quay was swallowed up (Pfaff,
8chipfungsgesch. p. 115). These depressions are some-
times on a very large scale; the subsidence of the val-
ley of Siddim. at the southern extremity of the Dead
Sea, may be attributed to an earthquake.
pressions have occurred in many districts, the most re-
markable being the submersion and subsequent re-ele-
vation of the temple of Serapis at Puteoli. The fre-

quency of earthquakes about the Dead Sea is testified [ attendant on the earthquake.

in the name Bela (Gen. xiv, 2; comp. Jerome ad Isa.
xv). See Sopom. The awe which an earthquake

never fails to inspire, ¢ conveying the idea of some !

universal and unlimited danger’’ (Humboldt's Kosmos,
i. 212), rendered it a fitting token of the presence of
Jehovah (1 Kings xix, 11); hence it is frequently no-
ticed in connection with his appearance (Judg. v, 4; 2

Similar de- |

Sam. xxii,8; Psa. Ixxvii, 18; xcvii, 4; civ, 32; Amos |

viii,8; Hab.iii,10). Earthquakes, together with thun-
-der, lightning, and other fearful phenomena of nature,
form no small portion of the stock of materials which
the interpreters of the German rationalistic achool em-
ploy with no less liberality than confidence in order
to explain after their manner events recorded in the
Scriptures which have been commonly referred to the
immediate agency of God. Hezel, Paulus, and other
miracle - exploders would but for thls resource, find |
their *‘ occupation gone.”” But, if there is reason for
the statement that truth is sometimes stranger than
fiction, it may with equal propriety be observed that
their ““ natural” causes are most unnatural, unlikely,
and insufficient. See MIRACLES.

The first visitation of the kind recorded as having
happened to Palestine was in the reign of Ahab (nbout
B.C. 905), when Elijah (1 Kings xix, 11, 12) was di- |
rected to go forth and stand upon the mountain before
Jehovah: ** And behold Jehovah passed by, and a great
and strong wind rent the mountains, and brake in
Pieces the rocks before Jehovah; but Jehm ah was not
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Jehovah was not in the earthquake: and after the
earthquake a fire; but Jehovah was not in the fire:
and atter the fire a still small voice.” A terrible
earthquake took place ““in the days of Uzziah, king
of Judah” (B.C. 781), which Josephus (Ant. ix, 10, 4)
says ‘ shook the ground, and a rent was made in the
Temple, so that the rays of the sun shone through it,
which, falling upon the king's face, struck him with
the leprosy,” a punishment which the historian as-

" scribes to the wrath of God consequent on Uzziah's
Hebrews, and a source of religious admonition and

usurpation of the priest’s office. That this earthquake
was of an awful character may be learned from the
fact that Zechariah (xiv, ) thus speaks respecting it :
‘“Ye shall flee as ye tled from before the earthquake in
the days of Uzziah, king of Judah:” and it likewise
appears from Amos (i, 1) that the event was so strik-
inZg, and left such deep impressions on men's minds,
as to become a cort of epoch from which to date and
reckon ; the prophet’s words are, ‘‘two years before
the earthquuke.”” See Uzziau. From Zech. xiv, 4
we are led to infer that a great convulsion took place
at this time in the Mount of Olives, the mountain be-
ing split so as to leave a valley between its summits,
Josephus records something of the sort, but his account
is by no means clear, for his words (roir dpovg amop-

L payivar 1O ijpev tov kara Ty Coew) can hardly
L payy M /i )

mean the western half of the mountain, as Whiston
seems to think, but the kalf of the western mountain, i.
e. of the Mount of Evil Counsel, though it is not clear
why this height particularly should be termed the
western mountain.  We cannot but think that the two
accounts have the same foundation, and that the Mount
of Olives was really affected by the earthquake. Hit-
zig (Comm. in Zech.) suggests that the name PMS3,

‘‘corruption,” may have originated at this time, the
rolling down of the side of the hill, as described by Jo-
sephus, entitling it to be described as the destroying
mountam, in the sense in which the term occurs in Jer.

l, 25. See AzaAwL.

Thke only important or clear earthquake mentioned
in the New Testament (except the doubtful one of
Matt. xxviii, 2) is that which happened at the cruci-
fixion of the Saviour of mankind (Matt. xxvii, 50-1;
comp. Luke xxiii, 44-5; Mark xv, 33). The concomi-
tant darkness is most naturally held to have leen an
Earthquakes are not
seldom attended Ly accompaniments which obscure
the light of day during (as in this care from the sixth
to the ninth hour, that is, from 12 o’clock at noon to 3
o'clock P.M.) several hours. If this is the fact, then
the record is consistent with natural phenomena, and
the darkness which sceptics have pleaded against
speaks actually in favor of the credibility of the Gos-
pel.  Now it is well known to naturalists that such
obecurations are by no means uncommon. It may le
enough to give the following instances. A very re-
markable volcanic eruption took place on the 19th of
January, 1835, in the volcano of Cosegiiina, situated in
the Bay of l-onseca (usually called the coast of Con-
clmglm), in Central America. The eruption was pre-
ceded by a rumbling noise, accompanied by a column
of smoke which issued from the mountain, increasing
until it assumed the form and appearance of a large
dense cloud, which, when viewed at the distance of
thirty miles, appeared like an immense plume of festh-
ers, rising with considerable velocity, and expanding
in every direction. In the course of the two follow-
ing days several shocks of earthquakes were felt; the
morning of the 22d rose fine and clear, but a dense
cloud of a pvramidal form was observed in the direc-
tion of the volcano. This gradually ascended, and by
11 o'clock A.M. it had spread over the whole firma-
ment, entirely obscuring the light of day, the darkness
equalling in intensity that of the most ‘clouded night:
"this darkness continued with little intermission for

iin the wind: and after the wmd an earthquake; but three days; during the whole time a fine black pow-
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der continued to fall. This darkness extended over
half of Central America. The convulsion was such as
to chanze the outline of the coast, turn the course of a
river, and form two new islands. Precisely analogous
phenomena were exhibited on occasions of earthquakes
that took place at Cartago, in Central America, when
there prevailed a dense black fog, which lasted for
three days (Recreations in Physical Geography, p. 382).
In the case of the volcanic eruption which overwhelm-
ed Herculaneum and Pompeii (A.D. 79), we learn from
the younger Pliny that a dense column of vapor was
first seen rising vertically from Vesuvius, and then
spreading itself out laterally, so that its upper portion
resembled the head, and its lower the trunk of a pine.
This black cloud was pierced ionally by flash
of fire as vivid as lightning, succeeded by darkness
more profound than night, and ashes fell even at Mi-
senum. These appearances agree perfectly with those
witnessed in more recent eruptions, especially those of
Monte Nuovo in 1538, and Vesuvius in 1822, Indeed
earthquakes appear to exert a very marked influence
on our atmosphere : among other effects, Lyell (Prin-
ciples of Geology, i, 400) enumerates sudden gusts of
wind, interrupted by dead calms; evolution of electric
matter or of inflammable gas from the soil, with sul-
phureous and mephitic vapors; a reddening of the
sun’s disk, and a haziness in the air often continued for
months (Joel ii, 80, 31). Other interpreters, however,
understand the earthquake in Matt. xxvii, 54 to have
been merely some special and supernatural operation
of God, in attestation of the marvellous work that was
in progress, producing a tremulous motion in the im-
mediate locality,and in connection therewith a sensible
consternation in the minds of the immediate actors;
hence there is no other historical allusion to it. This
view is confirmed by its being in the second case con-
nected with the angel's descent (Matt. xxviii, 2; comp.
1 Sam. xiv, 15). Like the one that occurred at Phil-
ippi (Acts xvi, 16), it is perhaps to be regarded as a
somewhat exceptional phenomenon, wrought for a spe-
cific purpose, and consequently very limited as to its
sphere of action. Nor does it appear from any notices
of Scripture that the phenomena of earthquakes, in the
ordinary and extensive sense of the term, played more
than a very occasional and subordinate part in the
scenes and transactions of sacred history. Treatises
in Latin on the earthquake at our Saviour's passion
have been written by Berger (Viteb. 1710), Posner
(Jen. 1672), Schmerbauch (Lubben. 1756), Schmid (Jen.
1683). See DARKNEss.

An earthquake devastated Judea some years (31)
Lefore the birth of our Lord, at the time of the battle
of Actium, which Josephus (Ant. xv, 52) reports was
such ‘‘as had not happened at any other time, which
brought great destruction upon the cattle in that coun-
try. About ten thousand men also perished by the
fall of houses.” Jerome writes of an earthquake
which, in the time of his childhood (about A.D. 815),
destroyed Rabbath Moab (Jerome on /saiah, xv). The
writers of the Middle Ages also speak of earthquakes
in Palestine, stating that they were not only formida-
ble, but frequent. In 1834 an earthquake shook Jeru-
salem, and injured the chapel of the nativity at Bethle-
hem. In 1887 (Jan. 1) Jerusalem and its vicinity were
visited by severe shocks of earthquake, yet the city
remains without serious injury from these subterrane-
an causes. This last earthquake totally overthrew the
village of Safed, in Galilee (Thomson, Land and Book,
i, 428 sq.). For a full account of these and others, af-
fecting various parts of Syria, see Kitto, Phys. Hist.
of Palest. vol. ii, ch. iv. Comp. Bulenger, in Graevii
Thesaur. v, 515 sq.; Forbiger, Handb. d. alt. Geogr. i,
636 sq.

Bast is the rendering of the following terms in the
English Bible. See GEOGRAPHY.

1. M7Y2, mizrack’, properly denotes the rising, sc.
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of the sun, and strictly corresponds with the Gr. dva.
rolr), and the Lat. ortens. It is used troplcully for
the east indefinitely (Psa. ciii, 12; Dan.viii, 9; Amos-
viii, 12, etc.); also definitely for some plsc.e in relae.
tion to others, thus, ‘‘ The land of the east,” i, e. the-
country lying to the east of Syria, the Elynuus (Zech,
vili, 7); i“the east of Jericho” (Josh. iv, 19); “the
eut gate” (Neh iii, 29), and adverbially “eax-tward"
(1 Chron. \u, 28; ix, 24, etc.). Sometimes the full
expression WBW"MI3, sun-rise, is used (indefinitely,.
Isa. xli, 25; definitely, Judg. xi,18). See below.

2. BIR, ke'dem (with its modifications), properly
means what is in front of, before (comp. Psa. cxxxix,
b; Isa.ix,11[12]). As the Hebrews, in pointing out
the quarters, looked towards the east, BT, fore, came
to signify the east, as =iMN, behind, the west, and
"8Y, the right hand, the south. In this sense kedem
ia used (a) indefinitely, Gen. xi, 2; xiii, 11, etc.; (b).
relatively, Num. xxxiv, 11, etc. ; (¢) definitely, to de-
note the regions lying to the east of Palestine (Gen.
xxix, 1; Num. xxiii, 7; Isa. ix, 11; sometimes in the-
full form, BIP=Y I, * land of the east’ (Gen xxv, 6),.
the inhabitants of which are denominated DIRTNa,
‘4 children of the east.” See BENE-K EDEM.

Sometimes kedem and mizrach are used together (e..
g- Exod. xxvii, 18; Josh. xix, 12), which is, after all,
not so tautological as it appears to be in our transla-
tion ‘‘on the east ride eastward.” Bearing in mind-
this etymological distinction, it is natural that kedem.
should be used when the four quarters of the world
are described (as in Gen. xiii, 14 ; xxviii, 14 ; Job xxiii,
8, 9; Ezek. xlvii, 18 8q.), and mszrack when the east.
is only distinguished from the west (Josh. xi, 8; Psa.
1, 1; ciii, 12; cxiii, 8; Zech. viii, 7), or from some-
other one quarter (Dan. viii, 9; xi, 44; Amos viii, 12);
exceptions to this usage occur in Psa. cvii, 8, and Isa..
xliii, 5, each, however, admitting of explanation.
Again, kedem is used in a strictly geographical sense-
to describe a spot or country immediately b¢fore an-
other in an easterly direction ; hence it occurs in such.
passages as Gen. ii, 8; iii, 24; xi, 2; xiii, 11; xxv,.
G; and hence the subsequent application of the term, .
as a proper name (Gen. xxv, 6, eastwcard, unto the land-
of Kedem), to the lands lying immediately eastward of
Palestine, viz. Arabia, Mesopotamia, Babylonia, etc.;:
on the other hand, mizrach is used of the far east with,
a less definite signification (Isa. xli, 2, 26; xliii, 6;
xlvi, 11).  In describing aspect or direction, the terms-
are uged indifferently (comp. kedem in Lev. i, 16, and:
Josh. vii, 2, with mizrach in 2 Chron. v, 12,and 1 Chron,.
v,10). See WEsT, etc.

* The East” is the name given by the anclent He-
brews to a certain region, without any regard to its-
relation to the eastern part of the heavens, compre-
hending not only Arabia Deserta and the lands of
Moab and Ammon, which really lay to the east of Pal-
estine, but also Armenia, Assyria, Mesopotaniia, Bab-
ylonia, and Chalda, which were situated rather to-
the north than the east of Judsea. Its geographical
boundaries include Syria, the countries beyond the
Tigris and Euphrates, and the shores of the Indian.
Ocean and of the Arabian Gulf. The name given to-
this entire region by the Hebrews was B YR
(avaroln), or the land of Kedem or East; by the Bab-
ylonians it was called 373, or 'Apaf3ia, Arabia. Its
miscellaneous population were called by the former -
‘‘sons of the East,” or Orientals, and by the latter
cither Arabians, or the ‘‘ people of the West.” The
Jews themselves also apply to them the Babylonian
name in some of their books written after the Captiv-
ity (2 Chron. xxii,1; Neh. ii, 9). The Arabs ancient~
ly denominated themsclves, und do to this day, by
either of these names. To this region belong the-
“Kkings of the East” (lsa. xix, 11; Jer. xxv, 19-25,,
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Heb.). The following passages may suffice as in-
stances showing the arbitrary application of the term
‘‘east” to this region. Balaam says that Balak, king
of Moab, had brought him from the mountains of the
east (Num, xxiii, 7), i. e. from Pethor on the Eupbra-
tes. Isaiah places Syria in the east (ix, 11), * the Syr-
ians from the east’ (bishop Lowth). The distinction
seems cvident in Gen. xxix, 1, “ Jacob came unto the
land of the children of the East.” It occurs again in
Judg. vi, 3, *“ Even the children of the East came
against them” (Sept. oi vioi avarolav ; Vulg. cetert
Orientalium nationum). The preceding facts enable us
to account for the prodigious numbers of persons some-
times assembled in war against the Israelites (Judg.
vi,5; vii, 12), ‘‘and the children of the East were like
grasshoppers for multitude,” and for the astonishing
carnage recorded (Judg. viii, 10), *‘ there fell a hun-
dred and twenty thousand men that drew the sword.”
It seems that the inhabitants of this region were dis-
tinguished for their proficiency in the arts and sciences
(comp. 1 Kings i, 4, 30), and were addicted in the time
of [saiah to superstition (Isa. xxvi). See ARABIA.
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the quarter or point of the compass (dvarolai) in
which it lay. In confirmation of thig, it may be no-
ticed that in the only passage where the article is pre-
fixed to kedem (Gen. x, 30), the term is used for a def-
inite and restricted locality, namely, Southern Arabia.
See STAR 1N THE EasT.

The only other terms rendered *‘ east’’ in the Scripe
tures are the following: MO (charsuth’, pottery),
applied to a gate of Jerusalem, improperly called ** east
gate” (Jer. xix, 2), but meaning the potters’ gate (q.
v.), i. e. one which led to the ‘‘ potters’ field" in the
valley of Hinnom (see Strong's Harmony and Exposi-
tion, Appendix ii, p. 11). See JERUSALEM. ng'm
(motsa’, a going forth, as it is elsewhere usually ren-
dered), applied poetically to sun-rise (Psa. lxxv, 6)
For ‘‘east-wind,”’ ** east-sea,’’ see below.

EAST, TurxING TOWARDS THE. 1. The earliest
churches faced eastward ; at a later period (4th or 5th
century) this was reversed, and the sacramental table
was placed at the east, so that worshippers facing it
in their devotions were turned towards the east. The
Jewish was to turn to the west in prayer. Soc-

The east seems to have been regarded as symbolical
of distance (Isa. xlvi, 11), as the land stretched out in

these directions without any known limit. In Isa. ii,
6, the house of Jacob is said to be ‘ replenished from
the east” (ETIR22 ax?;q), which some explain as refer- |
ring to witchcraft, or the arts of divination practised in |
the East. while others, with greater probability, under- '
stand it of the men of the East, the diviners and sooth-
savers who came from the east (comp. Job xv, 2); the
correct text may, however, be DOP2, with sorcery,
which gives a better sense (Gesen. Thesaur. p. 1193).
See WITCHCRAFT.

3. 'Avaroln, sun-rise. This word usually occurs in
the plural, and without the article. When, therefore,
we read, as in Matt. ii, 1, 2, that ‘‘ udyor d=wo dvaro-
Ady came to Jerusalem saying we have seen his star
iv rg davaroly,’’ we are led to suspect some special
reason for such a variation. The former phrase is
naturally rendered as equivalent to Oriental Magi,
and the indefinite expression is to be explained by ref-
erence to the use of B7IP in the Old Test. The latter
phrase offers greater difficulty. If it be taken="in
the east,”” the questions arise why the singular and
not the customary plural should be used ? why the ar-
ticle should be added ? and why the wise men should
have seen the star in the east when the place where
the child was lay to the west of their locality (unless,
indeed, iv rg avarolj relates to the star, and not
the wise men themselves, to whom it seems to refer).
Pressed by the difficulties thus suggested, the majority
of recent interpreters take iy vy dvarolg literally =in
s rise, and trace a correspondence of this with the
rexBeic of the preceding clause: they inquired for the
child, whom they knew to be born, because they had
seen the rising of his star, the signal of his birth. Al-
ford objects to this, that for such a meaning we should
expect avrov, if not in ver. 2, certainly in ver, 9; but
the construction falls under the case where the article,
by indicating something closely associated with the
subject, supersedes the use of the demonstrative pro-
noun. In the Sept. dvarolai is used both for kedem
and mizrack. It should be observed that the expres-
sion is, with but few exceptions (Dan. viii, 9 ; Rev. xxi,
13; comp. vii, 2; xvi, 12, from which it would seem
to bave been John's usage to insert y\iov), dvarolai
(Matt. ii, 1; viij, 11; xxiv, 27; Luke xiii, 29), and not
dvarohy. It is hardly possible that Matthew would |
use the two terms indifferently in succeeding verses
(ii, 1, 2), particularly as he adds the article to dvaro-
As), which is invariably absent in other cases (comp.
Rev. xxi, 13). He seems to imply a definiteness in
the locality—that it was the country called BTR, or I
@+ aro\n (comp. the modern Anatolia), as distinct from !

‘

rates says (Eccles. Hist. bk. vi, ch. v) that the church of
Antioch had its altar on the west, i. e. towards Jerusa-
lem. 2. Many fanciful reasons are assigned, both by
ancient writers and by modern ritualists, for worship-
ping towards the east. Among them are the follow-
ing: *“(1.) The rising sun was the syinbo! of Christ, the
Sun of Righteousness ; and, since people must worship
towards some quarter of the heavens, they chose that
which led them to Christ by symbolical representa-
tion (Tertullian, Apol. i, 16). (2.) The east was the
place of paradise, our ancient habitation and country,
which we lost in the first Adam by the Fall, and
whither we hope to be restored again, as to our native
abode and rest, in the second Adam, Christ our Sav-
iour (A post. Const. lib. ii, c. 57). (8.) The east was con-
sidered the most honorable part of the creation, being
the seat of light and brightness. (4.) Christ made his
appearance on earth in the east, and thence ascended
into heaven, and there will appear again aA the last
day. The authority of many of the fathers has been
adduced by ecclesiastical writers in support of these
views. The author of the Questions to Antiochus, un-
der the name of Athanasius, gives this account of the
practice : ‘ We do not,’ says he, * worship towards the
east, as if we thought God any way shut up in those
parts of the world, but because God is in himself the
true Light. In turning, therefore, towards the created
light, we do not worship it, but the great Creator of it ;
taking occasion from that most excellent element to
adore the God who was before all elements and ages
in the world.” A little attention to geography shows
that these are nothing but fancies. That part of the
heavens, for example, which is east at six o’clock in
the morning, is west at six o'clock in the evening, so
that we cannot at both these periods pray towards
‘that quarter of the heavens where (according to
Wheatly) God is supposed to have his peculiar resi-
dence of glory,’ unless, if we turn to the east at morn-
ing prayver, we turn to west at even song. Not only
80, but two individuals on opposite sides of the globe,
though both suppose that they are praying with their
faces to the east, are, so far as it respects each other,
or any particular ‘ quarter of the heavens,’ praying in
opposite directions, one east and the other west, one
looking towards that ‘quarter,’ the other away from
it. So that all such reasons are rendered futile by the
geographical fact that, owing to the rotation of the
earth on its axie, every degree of longitude becomes
during the twenty-four hours both east and west."”

8. Turning East in Baptism.—In the ancient bap.
tisteries were two apartments: first, a porch or ante-
room (mpoadAioc oixoc), where the catechumens made
their renunciations of Satan and confessions of faith;
and the inner room ({owrepog oixog), where the cere-
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wony of baptism was performed. When the catechu-
mens were brought into the former of these they were
placed with their faces to the west, and were then
commanded to renounce Satun with some gesture and
rite cxpressing an indignation against him, as by
stretching out their hands, or folding thewn, or strik-
ing them together, and sometimes by spitting at him
as if he were present. The words generally used by '
the candidate were, * I renounce Satan, and his works,
and his pomps, and his service, and his angels, aud
his inventions, and all things that belong to him, or
that are subject to him.” The reason assigned by
Cyril (Catech. Mystag.) for standing with the face to
the west during this adjuration is that the west is the
place of darkness; and Satan is darkness, and his
kingdom is darkness. That the candidate turned his
face to the cast, and made his solemn confession of
obedience to Christ, generally in these words, ** I give
myself up to thee, O Christ, to be governed by thy
laws.” This was called promissum, pactum, or votum—
a promise, a covenant, a vow. The face was turned
to the east because, as Cyril tells his disciples, since
they had renounced the devil, the paradise of God,
which was planted in the east, and whence our first
parents were driven for their transgression into ban-
ishment, was now laid open to them.—Bingham, Orig.
Eccles. bk. xi, ch. vii, § 4; Farrar, Eccles. Dict. s. v.

4. It is “‘a curious instance of the inveteracy of
popular custom that in Scotland, where everything
that savored of ancient usage was set aside as popish
by the reformers, the practice of burying with the feet
to the east was maintained in the old churchyards;
nor is it uncommon still to set down churches with a
scrupulous regard to east and west. In modern cem-
eteries in England and Scotland no attention appears
to be paid to the old punctilio of interring with the
feet to the east, the nature of the ground alone being
considered in the disposition of graves’ (Chambers,
FEncyclopedia, s. v.).—Wheatly, On Common Prayer,
ch. ii, § 2; Hook, Eccles. Dict. s. v.; Bingham, Orig.
Eccl. xiii, viii, 15. See CiiurcH Ep1FIcEs.

Bastburn, JamMes WaLLis, A.M., a Protestant
Episcopal minister, was born in London Sept. 26,1797,
In 1803 he came to New York, and in 1816 passed
A.B. of Columbia College. In 1818 he became rector
of St.George's, Accomac County, Va., where his min- |
istry is still spoken of with great respect. In 1819 he
eailed for Santa Cruz, and died on the 2d of December i
of the same year. He composed the beautiful T'rinity .
Sunday Hymn ; alyric, entitled The Summer Midnight ;
a poem, Yamoyden, a Tale of the Wars of King Phlip ; :
and various anonymous essays.—Sprague, Ann. v, 635,

East, Christianity in the. See ArRABIA; AsIA;
CHiNa; INDIA; JAraN,

East Gate. Sce under East.

East Sea (with the art. “32720 &M, ka-yam
hak-kadmoni’, the forward sea; Sept. » IdAasoa 1)
wpwrn) is an epithet used in two passages (Joel ii, 20:
Ezek. xlvii, 18) of the DEAD SEA (q. v.), because it
lIay on the eastern side of the Holy Land. The Medi-
terranean Sea, because lying in the opposite direction,
was on a like account called the West Sea, or the sea
on the western border (Num. xxxiv, 6; Josh. xv,12,
etc.). See SEA.

EBast Wind (@™, kadim’, prop. the east [as
often rendered], i. c. eastern quarter; hence ellipti-
cally for the wind from that direction, Joh xxvii, 21;
Isa. xxvii, 8; Jer. xviii, 17; Ezek. xxix, 26; the full
expression BT 1317 also occurs, Exod. x,13, 14,215
Psa. xlviii, 8: Ezek. xvii, 10). This is in Scripture
frequently referred to as a wind of considerable
strencth, and also of a peculiarly dry, parching, and
blighting nature. In Pharaoh’s dream the thin ears.
of corn are represented as being blasted by an east
wind, as, in a later age, Jonah's gourd was withered
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and himself scorched by ‘“a vehement cast wind”
(Gen. xli, 6; Jonah iv, 8); and often in the prophets,
when a blighting desolation is spoken of, it is associa-
ted with the east wind, either as the instrumental cause
or as a lively image of the evil (Ezek. xvii, 10; xix,
12; Hos. xiii, 15; Hab. i, 9, etc.). This arose from the

" fact that in Egypt, Palestine, and the lands of the Bi-

ble gencrally, the east wind, or & wind more or less
from an eastern direction, blows over burning deserts,
and consequently is destitute of the moisture which
is necessary to prowmote vegetation. In Egypt it is
rather & south-east than an east wind, which is com-
monly found most injurious to health and fruitfulness;
but this also is familiarly called an east wind, and it
often increases to great violence. Ukert thus sums
up the accounts of modern travellers on the subject:
“In the rpring the south wind oftentimes springs up
towards the south-east, increasing to a whirlwind.
The heat then seems insupportable, although the ther-
mometer does not always rise very high. As long as
the south-east wind continues, doors and windows are

| closed, but the fine dust penetrates everywhere ; every-

thing dries up; wooden vessels warp and crack. The
thermometer rises suddenly from 16-20° up to 30-36°,
and cven 38° of Reaumur. This wind works destruc-
tion upon everything. The grass withers, so that it
entirely perishes if this wind blows long™ (Gieagr. p.
111). It is stated by another traveller, Wansleb, with
special reference to the strong east wind employed on
the- occasion of the passage of the Israelites through
the Red Sea, which took place shortly after Easter:
“ From Easter to Pentecost is the most stormy part of
the year, for the wind commonly blows during this
time from the Red Sea, from the east’ (sce in Heng-
stenberg's Egypt ond the Books of Moses, p. 9 £q.).
There is nothinz, therefore, in the scriptural allusions
to this wind which is not fully borne out by the reports
of modern travellers; alike by sea and by land it is
now, as it has ever been, an unwelcome visitant, and
:;rries along with it many disagreeable effects. See
IND.

Baster (rdoxa, a Gr. form of the Heb. MOEB, and
8o Latinized by the Vulgate pascha), i. e. Pussover.
Faster is a word of Saxon origin, and imports a god-
dess of the Saxons, or, rather, of the East, Esterq, in
honor of whom sacrifices being annually offered about
the Passover time of the year (xpring), the name he-
came attached by association of ideas to the Christian
festival of the resurrection, which happened at the
time of the Passover: hence we say Euster-day, Euster-
Sunday, but very improperly ; as we by no means re-
fer the festival then kept to the goddess of the ancient
Saxons. So the present German word for Easter,
Ostern, is referred to the sfame goddess, Estera or Os-
tera.—Caliet, 8. v. ‘lhe occurrence of this word in
the A.V. of Acts xii, 4—** Intending after Easter to
bring him forth to the people”—is chiefly noticeable
as an example of the want of congistency in the trans-
lators. See AuTHoRr1ZED VERsION. In the earlier
English versions Easter had been frequently used as
At the last revision Pass-
over was substituted in all passages but this. It
would seem from this, and from the use of such words
as ‘‘robbers of churches' (Acts xix, 37), ‘‘ town-clerk”
(xix, 85), ** sergeants’ (xvi, 85), *‘ deputy” (xiii, 7,
etc.), as if the Acts of the Apostles had fallen into the
hands of a translator who acted on the principle of
choosing, not the most correct, but the most familiar
equivalents (comp. Trench, On the Authorized Version
of the N, T. p. 21).—Smith, s. v. For all that regards
the nature and celebration of the feast referred to in
Acts xii, 4, see PASSOVER.

EASTER, CELEBRATION OF. In theancient Church
the seventh day of Passion-week (q. v.), the great Sab-
hath, as it was called, was observed with rigorous pre-
cision as a day of fusting. Religious worship was
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c2lebrated by night ; and the vigils continued till
cockcrowing, the hour at which it is supposed our
Lord arose. At this hour the stillness of these mid-
night vigils was broken by the joyful acclamation,
*“The Lord is risen! The Lord is risen! The Lord
is risen indeed!” The day of Easter was celebrated
with every demonstration of joy as a second jubilee.
There was a solemn celebration of the Lord’s Supper;
the baptism of catechumens; appropriate salutations,
and demonstrations of joy ; the liberation of prisoners,
and the manumission of slaves. Charities were dis-
pensed to the needy. Courts of justice were closed.
The heathen were forbidden to celebrate public spec-
tacles in order that the devotions of Christians might
not be interrupted. The week following was consid-
ereldl as a continuation of the festival. During this
time, those who had been baptized at Easter continued
arraved in white, in token of that purity of life to
which they were bound by baptism. On the Sunday
following they laid aside their garments of white, and
were welcomed as members of the Church.—Bingham,
Orig. Eccles. bk, xx, ch. v.

EASTER Co~NTROVERSIES. There was much con-
troversy in the early Church as to the days on which
our Jord's resurrection ought to be celebrated. The
churches of Asia Minor celebrated the death of the
Lord on the day corresponding to the 14th of the
month Nisan, on which day, according to the opinion
of the whole ancient Church, the crucitixion took place.
The Western churches, on the other hand, were of
opinion that the crucifixion should be annually com-
memorated on the particular day of the week on which
it vccurred, that is, Friday. The resurrection was ac-
cordingly commemorated by the former party on the
day corresponding to the 16th of Nisan, and by the
oiher party on the Sunday following Good Friday.
The two parties also differed with regard to the fasting
preceding Easter. The Westcrn churches viewed the
death-day of Christ exclusively as a day of mourning,
and they did not terminate the time of fasting until
the day of resurrection. The churches of Asia Minor,
on the other hand, looking upon the death of Christ
wholly as the redemption of mankind, terminated fast-
ing at the hour of Christ’s death (8 o'clock in the af-

ternoon), and immediately after celebrated the Agape |

and the Lord’s Supper. In addition to these two par-
ties, both of which were within the old catholic Church,
there was another, repudiated by the Church as heret-
ical. This third party, an Ebionitic sect, agreed with
the churches of Asia Minor in adhering to the com-
memoration of the day of the month (14th and 16th of
Nisan), but differed from them in insisting upon the
continuance of the obligatory character of the ancient
law, and the consequent duty of Christians to celebrate
the Jewish Passover. Both were called Quurtodeci-
mani, from the fourteenth (Latin quartodecimus) day
of the month on which they commemorated the death
of Christ. Eusebius mentions (/fist. Eccles. v, 23;
Vita Constant. iii, 19) Palestine, Pontus, Gallia, Rome,
Osroene, Corinth, Pheenicia, Alexandria, as churches
following the Western practice. To these the emperor
Constantine, in a circular enjoining the observance of
8 decree of the Nicene Council on the subject, adds all
Italy, Africa, Spain, Britain, Greece. Thus the West-
em practice appears to have largely prevailed. Its
adherents traced its origin to the apostles Peter and
Paul, while the churches of Asia Minor rested their
differing practice upon the authority of the apostle
John. Both parties adhered to the name of Pascha
(Passorer), by which they understood sometimes the
whole week ating the P
the specially festive days of this week. In the course
of time (it is not known when) the death-day was dis-
tinguished as waoya oravpwspoy, and the day of res-
urrection as wdoya dvasrasyoy. Irenmus explicitly
bears testimony that the bishops of Rome up to Xys-
tus (at the beginning of the 2d century) kept peace
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with the adherents of the other practice. The first
effort to come to an agreement on the controversy was
made by bishop Polycarp, of Smyrna, about the middle
of the 2d century, when on a visit to bishop Anicet, of
Rome. The two bishops received each other with the
kiss of peace, but neither of them was willing to sacri-
fice the practice of his predecessors. Nevertheless they
parted in kindness, and peace continued to reign be-
tween the two parties. A few years later, the Ebion.
itish Quartodecimani caused great trouble at Laodicea
(about 170), at Rome (about 180), where a certain Blas.
tus was at, their head, and in other places. Books
against them were written by Melito of Sardis and
Apollinaris of Hierapolis, both of whom were adhe-
rents of the practice of Asia Minor; by Clement of Al-
exandria and Hippolytus (about the middle of the 3d
century). Of all these books only fragments are left.
That of Hippolytus shows that at this time the Jewish
Quartodecimani were regarded Ly the Church as here-
tics, The first serious dispute between the parties with-
in the old Catholic Church broke out about 196, when
bishop Victor, of Rome, issued a circular to the leading
hishops of the Church, requesting them to hold synods
in their provinces, and to introduce the Western prac-
tice. Some complied with this request ; but the synod
, held by bishop Polycrates, of Ephesus, emphatically re-
fused, and approved the letter of bishop Polycrates,
who, in defence of the Asiatic practice, referred Victor
to the authority of the apostles Philip and John, to
Polycarp, and to seven of his relations, who before him
had been bishops of Ephesus. Victor at first intended
to excommunicate the Asiatic churches, and therefore
issued an encyclical to the Christians of those regions,
but whether he really carried out his threat is not cer-
tain ; the words of Eusebius (Hist. Eccles. v, 24) on the
movements of Victor are by some understood as im-
plying a real execution of the excommunication, while
the more common opinion is, that, in consequence of
the indignant remonstrances against such a usurpation
of power by the Western bishops, especially by Irenwe-
us, the threat was never executed.

Thus far the controversy between the Asiatic and
the Western churches had only concerned two points,
namely, (1) whether the day of the week or the day of
the month on which the death of Christ occurred
i should be commemorated ; (2) when the fasting ought
i to be terminated. Now a third point of dispute arose,
as to the time when the 14th day of Nisan really oc-
curred. Many of the Church fathers are of opinion
that, according to the original calculation of the Jews
up to the time of the destruction of Jerusalem, the
14th of Nisan had always been after the spring equi-
nox, and that it was only in consequence of a miscal-
culation of the later Jews that the 14th of Nisan occa-
sionally fell before the equinox. They therefore in-
sisted that the 14th of Nisan, which for Loth parties
within the Church deterinined the time of Easter,
should always be after the equinox. As the vear of
the Jews is a lunar year, and the 14th of Nisan always
a full-moon day, the Christians who adopted the above
astronomical view, whenever tle 14th of Nisan fell
1 before the equinox, would celebrate the death of Christ
one month later than the Jewish Passover.  As the
Christians could now no longer rely on the Jewish cal-
endar, they had to make their own calculations of the
time of Easter. These calculations frequently differ-
ed, partly from reasons already set forth, and partly
because the date of the equinox was fixed by some at
the 18th of March, Ly others at the 19th, liy others at
the 21st of March. The Council of Arles in 314 en-
deavored to establish uriformity, but its decrces do
not appear to have had great cffect.  The subject was
therefore again discussed and acted upon by the (Ecu-
menical Council of Nice, which decreed that Faster
should be celebrated throughout the Church after the
equinox, on the Friday following the 14th of Nisan,
It was also provided that the Church of Alexandria,
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as being distinguished in astronomical science, should
annually inform the Church of Rome on what day of
the calends or ides Easter should be celebrated, and
the Church of Rome should notify all the churches of
the world. But even these decrecs of the Council of
Nice did not put a stop to all differences, and it was
reserved to the calculation of Dionysius Exiguus (q.
v.) to gradually introduce uniformity of practice into
the whole Church. Some countries, like Great Brit-
ain, did not abandon their ancient practice until after
a long resistance. At the time of Charlemagne uni-
formity seems to have been established, and no trace
is to be found of the Quartodecimani. The revision
of the calendar Ly Pope Gregory XIII, on the whole,
retained the Dionysian sra, but determined more ac-
curately the Easter full noon, and made careful pro-
vision for avoiding any future deviation of the calen-
dar from the astronomical time. By these minute cal-
culations, however, the Christian Easter sometimes,
contrary to the decrees of the Nicene Council. coin-
cides with the Jewish Passover. This, for instance,
was the case in 1825.—Mosheim, Church Hist. i, 68;
Neander, Church Hist. i, 298 ; ii, 301, 302; Mosheim,
Comm. i, 523; Weitzel, Die christlicke Paschafeier der
ersten Jahrhunderte (1848); Rettberg, in Zeitschrift fur
historische Theologie, 1832, vol. ii; Hefele,in Wetzer u.
Welte, Kirchen-Lex. iii, 871; Steitz, in Herzog, Real-
Encyklop. xi, 140; Steitz, Die Differenz der Occidentalen
. der Kleinasiaten (in Stud. u. Krit. 1856). (A.J.8.)

Baster, John, a distinguished Methodist Episco-
pal minister. Dates of his early life are wanting. He
joined the itinerancy in 1782, and located in 1792. His
ministerial career was * brilliant,” and *‘ his success
almost unparalleled.” In 1787, on Brunswick Circuit,
Va., eighteen hundred souls were added to the Church
under his ministry. William M‘Kendree and Enoch
George, afterwards bishops in the Church, were brought
to God through his preaching. -See Wakeley's Heroes
of Methodism, p. 219; Life and Times of Jesse Lee, p.
856 et al.

Baster, John, a Methodist Episcopal minister, was
born in Norfolk Co., England, Sept. 21, 1800, and join-
ed the Wesleyan Methodists in 1824. In 1830 he em-
igrated to America, and settled in Geneva, N. Y. He
entered the itinerancy in 1832, and took a superannu-
ated relation in 1838. His death was caused by a
rocket, at Geneva, on July 4, 1842, Mr. Easter was a
man of great worth, and a useful and beloved preach-
er.— Minutes of Conferences, iii, 345.

Eastern Church, a designation given,

1. Specifically to what is comimonly called the Greek
Church, in distinction from the Western (or Latin
Church). The title claimed by that Church itself is
Kafolikn xai amoarolwy ikxAnaia rij¢ avarolwig:
The Catholic and Apostolic Eastern Church. See
GREEK CHUuRcH. Bishop Coxe, in the Churchman’s
Calendar, calls it the ‘ Grand Trunk, or main stem of
the Catholic Church.” .

2. The name Eastern Church, or, more properly,
KEastern churches, is given to Eastern Christendom, di-
vided into the churches named in the following list,
which gives their statistics to the close of 1867, as far
as they can be ascertained :

1. The Greek Church.—Russia (in Europe, 51,000,000;
in Siberia, 2,600,000; in the provinces of the Cauca-
sus no official account of the ecclesiastical statistics
has yet been made; the total population of this part
of the empire is 4,257,000, the population connected
with the Greek Church may be estimated at about
1,500,000 ; hence total population of Russia connected
with the Greek Church is about), 55,000,000 ; Turkey
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tal, 69,692,700. The figures referring to Russia, Aus.
tria, and Prussia are from an official census; those
concerning China are furnished by the Russian mis.
sionaries in Pekin; those on Turkey and Greece are
egtimates almost generally adopted. See GREEK
CHuRrcH; Russia.

2, The Armenian Church.—According to D . Peter-
mann (in Herzog's Real- Encyklopidie), the total num-
ber of Armenians scattered in the world is atout
2,600,000. Of these, about 100,000 are connected with
Rome, and are called United Armenians; 15,000 are
Evangelical Armenians, and all others belong to the
National (or * Gregorian’’) Armenian Church. The

, nunber of the latter may therefore be set down at

about 2,400,000. The great majority of them (about
2,000,000) live in Turkey, about 170,000 in Russia,
and 30,000 in Persia. Sec ARMENIAN CHURCH.

8. The Nestorians, including the Christians of St.
Thomas in India, number about 165,000 souls, exclu-
sive of those who have connected themselves with
Rome, or have become Protestants. See NESTORIANS.

4. The Jacobites in Turkey and India are cstimated
at about 220,000, but the information concerning them
is less definite than that about the preceding churches.
See JACOBITES.

6. The Copts and Abyssinians.—The Copts may be
roughly estimated at about 200,000, the Abyssinians at
about 8,000,000, See ABYSSINJAN CHURCH ; CoPTS.

Together, therefore, the population connected with
these Eastern communions embraces a population of
about 76,500,000. All these bodies lay claim to hav-
ing hishops of apostolical ion, and quent
ly all of them are embraced in the union scheme pat-
ronized by the High-Church Anglicans. Both the
Low-Church and the Broad-Church parties dislike the
idea of a union with the Greeks, Copts, Abyssinians,
and the other Eastern communions; but the High-

hurch , of all shades of opinion, are a unit on this
subject. An important fact in the history of this move-
ment is the official transmission of a Greek translation
of the pastoral letter issued (1867) by the Pan-Anglican
Synod to all the patriarchs and bishops of the Greek
Church (Schem, in Methodist Quarterly Review, 1868,
p. 280).

On the Eastern churches, hesides the articles on the
separate churches in this Cyclopsdia, see Stanley,
Lectures on the History of the Eastern Church (N. Y.
1867, 8vo) ; Neale, History of the Holy Eastern Church
(London, 1847-1850, 4 vols. 8vo). A list of the patri-
archates, sees, etc., of the Eastern churches is given
in the Churchman's Calendar, 1868, p. 86 sq.

Bating (properly 5;:5, akal’, io3iw). The an-
cient llebrews did not eat indifferently with all per-
sons ; they would have esteemed themselves polluted
and dishonored by eating with those of another relig-
ion or of an odious profession. In Joseph's time they
neither ate with the Egyptians nor the Egyptians
with them (Gen. xliii, 82), nor in our Saviour’s time
with the Samaritans (John iv, 9). The Jews were
scandalized at his eating with publicans and sinners
(Matt. ix, 11). As therc were several sorts of meats
the use of which was prohibited, they could not con-
veniently eat with those who partook of them, fearing
to contract pollution by touching such food, or if by
accident any particles of it should fall on them. See
Foop. At their meals some suppose they had each
his separate table; and that Joseph, entertaining his
brethren in Egypt, seated them separately, each at his
particular table, while he himself sat down scparately
from the Egyptians, who ate with him ; Lut he sent to
his brethren portions out of the provisions which were

(inclusive of the dependencies in Europe and Egypt), | before him (Gen. xliii, 31 sq.). Elkanah, Samuel's

about 11,500,000; Austria, 2,921,000; Greece (inclu—L

sive of the Ionian Islands), 1,220,000; United States
of America (chiefly in the territory purchased in 1867
from Russia), 50,000; Prussia. 1500; China, 200; to-

i to them separately (1 Sam. i, 4, 5).

father, who had two wives, distributed their portions
In Homer, each
guest is supposed to have had his little table apart,
and the master of the feast distributed meat to each
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{Odyss. xiv, 446 sq.). We are assured that this is
atill practised in China, and that many in India never
eat out of the same dish, nor on the same table with
another person, believing they cannot do so without
sin, and this not only in their own country, but when
travelling and in foreign lands. This is also the case
with the Brahmins and various castes in India, who
will not even use a vessel after a European, though he
may only have drank from it water recently drawn
-out of a well. The same strictness is observed by the
more scrupulous among the Mobammedans, and in-
stances have been known of every plate, and dish, and
cup that had been used by Christian guests being bro-
‘ken immediately after their departure. The ancient
manners which we see in Homer we see likewise in
Scripture, with regard to eating, drinking, and enter-
tainments. There was great plenty, but little deli-
<acy ; great respect and honor paid to the guests by
serving them plentifully. Joseph sent his brother
Benjamin a portion five times larger than those of his
other brethren. Samuel set a whole quarter of a calf
before Saul (1 Sam. ix, 24). The women did not ap-
pear at table in entertainments with the men; this
would have been an indecency, as it is at this day
throughout the East. See BANQUET.

The Hebrews anciently sat at table, but afterwards
imitated the Persians and Chaldeans, who reclined on
table-beds or divans while eating. (See Gier, De rett.
Ebr. ratione canandi, Lips. 1639). This mode of re-
clining at meals was common in the East, and also
among the Greeks and Romans. Under the Roman
emperors the couches were sometimes made semicir-
cular. See AccrtBaTION. At the present day, in the
East, the custom is to sit or recline upon the floor at
meat, and at other times on cushions. Many of the
Arabs use no knife, fork, spoon, or plate in eating their
victuals (these being used only by foreigners, and that
as a special privilege); they dip their hands into the
‘milk which is placed before them in a wooden bowl,

Auncient ‘I'riclinium or Dinner-bed.

and lift it to their mouth in their palm. Dr. Russell
states, “ The Arabs, in eating, do not thrust their
whole hand into the dish, but only their thumb and
two first fingers, with which they take up the mor-
oel, and that in a moderate quantity at a time.” The
present mode of eating in Syria and Palestine is thus
desctibed by Dr. Jowett: * To witness the daily fam-

ily habits, in the house in which I lived at Deir el |

Kamr (not far from Beyrout), forcibly reminded me
of Scripture scenes.
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custom, by no means agreeable to a European, tc
which, however, I would willingly have endeavored te
submit, but it was impossible to learn it in the short
compass of twenty days’ visit. There are set on the
table, in the evening, two or three messes of stewed
meat, vegetables, and sour milk. To me the privilege
of a knife, and spoon, and plate was granted; but the
rest all helped th Ives i diately from the dish,
in which it was no uncommon thing to see more than
five Arab fingers at one time. Their bread, which is
extremely thin, tearing and folding up like a sheet of
paper, is used for the purpose of rolling together a large
mouthful, or sopping up the fluid and vegetables. But
the practice which was most revolting to me was this:
when the master of the house found in the dish any
dainty morsel, he took it out with his fingers and ap-
plied it to my mouth. This was true Syrian courtesy
and hospitality, and had I been sufficiently well-bred,
my mouth would have opened to receive it. On my
pointing to my plate, however, he had the goodness to
deposit the choice morsel there” (Researches, p. 210).
Nicbuhr's account is as follows (Descrip. of Arabia,
p- 52). “The table of the Orientals is arranged ac-
cording to their mode of living. As they always sit
upon the floor, a large cloth is spread out in the mid-
dle of the room upon the floor, in order that the bits
and crumbs may not be lost, or the carpets soiled.
(On journeys, especially in the deserts, the place of
this cloth is supplied by a round piece of leather, which
the traveller carries with him, Truvels, ii, 372.) Upon
this cloth is placed a small stool, which serves as a
support for a large round tray of tinned copper; on
this the food is served up in various small dishes of
copper, well tinned within and without. Amony the
better class of Arabs, one finds, instead of napkins, a
long cloth, which extends to all who sit at table, and
which they lay apon their laps. Where this is want-
ing, each one takes, instead of a napkin, his own hand-
kerchief, or rather small towel, which he always car-
ries with him to wipe himself
with after washing. Knives
and forks are not used. The
Turks sometimes have spoons
of wood or horn. The Arabs
are so accustomed to use the
hand instead of a spoon, that
they can do without a spoon
even when eating bread and
milk prepared in the usual
manner. Other kinds of food,
such as we commonly eat with
a spoon, I do not remember to
have seen. It is, indeed, at
first, very unpleasant to a
European, just arrived in the
East, to eat with people who
help themselves to the food
out of the common dish with
their fingers; but this is easi-
ly got over, after one has be-
come acquainted with their
mode of life. As the Moham.
medans are required, by their
religion, very often to wash
themselves, it is therefore even
on this account probable that
their cooks prepare their food with as much clean-
liness as those of Europe. The Mohammedans are
even obliged to keep their nails cut so short that no im-
purity can collect under them; for they belicve their
prayers would be without any effect if there should be
the least impurity upon any part of the body. And
since, now, before eating, they always wash themselves
carefully, and generally too with soap, it comes at
length to seem of less consequence whether they help

The absence of the females at themselves from the dish with clean fingers or witha

-our meals has already been noticed. There is another | fork. Among the sheiks of the desert, who require at
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4 meal nothing more than pillay, i. e. boiled rice, a
very large wooden dish is brought on full, and around
this one party after another set themselves till the dish
is emptied, or they are satisfied. In Merdin, where 1
once ate with sixteen officers of the Waiwode, a ser-
vant placed himself between the guests, and had noth-
ing to do but to take away the empty dishes, and set
down the full ones which other servants brought in.
As soon as ever the dish was set down, all the sixteen
hands were immediately thrust into it, and that to so
much purpose, that rarely could any one help himself
three times. They eat, in the East, with very great
rapidity ; and at this meal in Merdin, in the time of
ahout twenty minutes, we sent out more than fourteen
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““who did eat of my bread, even he hath lifted up his
heel against me!” Hence, in part, no doubt, the con-
viviality that always followed the making of a cove-
nant. Hence, also, the severity of some of the feel-
ings acknowledged by the indignant man of patience,
Job, as appears in several passages of his pathetic ex-
postulations, It is well known that Arabs, who have
given food to a stranger, have afterwards thought
themselves bound to protect him against the ven-
geance, demanded by consanguinity, for even blood it-
self.  (Sec Layard's Ninevek, 2d series, p. 217.) Seec
HosriTALITY.

To ‘‘eat” is frequently spoken metaphorically in:
Scripture of the enjoyment or partaking of temnporal

empty dishes.””  See Dixk.

Modern Oriental Party at Dinner.

The Ilebrews, like the modern Orientals, rose early,
about the dawn of the day, when they breakfasted.
They were accustomed to take a slight repast about
noon ; and this to husbandmen and mechanics was
probably the principal meal (1 Kings xx, 16; Ruth ii,
14; Luke xiv, 12). Wilkinson says, * That dinner
was served up at midday among the ancient Egyp-
tians may be inferred from the invitation given by
Joseph to his brethren: ‘ Bring these men home, and
slay and make ready, for these men shall dine with me
at noon’ (Gen. xliii, 16); but it is probable that, like
the Romans, they also ate supper in the evening, as is
still the custom in the East.” Supper appears to have
been the principal meal among the Hebrews, as it was
among the Greeks and Romans. Among the Romans
it anciently took place about three o’clock ; but in the
East, as at the present day in Persia, about six or seven
in the evening, in order to avoid the enfeebling heat
of the afternoon (Mark vi, 21; Luke xiv, 16, 24; John
xii, 2). In 1 Sam. ix, 13, we read that the people
would not eat of the feast until Samuel had arrived
and consecrated the sacrifice. But this circumstance
affords no evidence of the custom of asking a blessing
on food. In the time of Christ, however, it was com-
mon before every meal to give thanks (Matt. xiv, 19;
XV, 36). See MEAL-TIME. |

In closing this subject, we may properly notice the
obligations which are considered by Eastern people
to be contracted by eating together. Niebuhr says, |
“When a Bedouin sheik eats bread with strangers,
they may trust his fidelity and depend on his protec-
tion. A traveller will always do well, therefore, to
take an early opportunity of securing the friendship
of his guide by a meal.” The reader will recollect the
complaint of the Psalmist (xli, 9), penetrated with the
deep ingratitude of one whom he describes as having
been his own familiar friend, in whom he trusted—

'

or spiritual blessings (Jer. xv, 16; Ezek. iii, 1; Rev. x,
9). Wemyss's Symbol. Dict,
s.v. Comp. DRINK; TASTE.

Eaton, John, was born
at Kant in 1575, and studied
at Oxford. In 1625 he was
made rector of Wickham-
Market, Suffolk, where he
died in 1641, His writings
are Antinomian. They are,
The Discorery of a most dan-
gerous dead Faith (Lond. 1641,
12mo) : — The Honeycomb of
JSree Justification (Lond. 1642,
4to). Ile was imprisoned for
this last work by the Long
Parliament.—Wood, Atkenice
Uzonienses ; ook, Eecl. Biog.
iv, 526.

Eaton, Samuel, a Con-
gregational minister, was a
native of England, and took
his degrees at Magdalen Col-
lege, Cambridge. Heentered
) into the ministry of the Es-
 tablished Church, but, on account of his Puritanism,
came to New England with the Rev. John Davenport
in 1637, and was co-pastor with him at New Haven.
| He returned to England in 1640, and formed a Con-
. gregational church at Duckenfield, Cheshire. By the
" Act of Uniformity he was compelled to cease preach-
ing in 1662, and died June 9,1665. He published 4
i Defence of sundry Positions and Scriptures alleged to
Justify the Congregational Way (1645; second part,
1646) : — The Mystery of God sncarnate, or the Word
made Flesh cleared up, etc. (1650) : — Vindication, or
JSurther Confirmation of the Scriptures, produced to
prove the Divinity of Jesus Christ, distorted and misera-
bly wrested and abused by Mr. John Knorrles, etc. (1651) :
—Treatise of the Oath of Allegiance and Covenant, show-
ing that they oblige not (replied to 1650) :—The Quakers
Confuted, etc. (1659).—Sprague, Annals, i, 98.
B’bal (Heb. Eybal’, 5";2, stone), the nar.e of one
two persons, and also of a hill.
1. (Sept. Fepeav [Vat. MS. omits], Vulg. Hebal.)
A various reading for OBAL (q. v.), the son of Joktan
(1 Chron. i, 22; comp. Gen. x, 28).

2. (Tay3\ v. r. TayB3y\ [1 Alex MS. Tao37\],
Vulg. Ebal.) The fourth son of Shobal, son of Seir,
the Horite of Idumea (Gen. xxxvi, 23; 1 Chron. i,
40). B.C. ante 1694.

3. (Sept. Cay3a), Josephus Ii3akog, Vulg. Hebal.)
A mountain on the northern part of the tribe of Ephra-
im, on the north-eastern side of the valley in which
was situated the city of Shechem (now Nablous), in
Samaria (q. v.). See Mills, Three Months at Nablus
' (London, 1864).

1. It was here that the Israelites were enjoined to
erect an altar, setting up plastered stones, and re-

spond to the imprecations uttered in the valley, ac-
cording to the divinely prescribed formula, upon those

or



EBAL 17 EBAL

who skould prove faithless to the Sinaitic law (Deut. ' culty of the mountains at Shechem being too fur apart
xi, 29; xxvii, 4, 18), while the responses to the bless-  to admit of the blessings and cursings being heard,
ings were to be uttered by the other division of the 'and aleo by his desire to contradict the Samaritans;
tribal representatives stationed upon the opposite % add to this that he speaks from no personal knowledge,
mountain, Gerizim. Both the benediction and the : but simply from hearsay (Aéyerar), as to the existence
anathema were pronounced by the Levites, who re- of two such hills in the Jordan valley. The notice of
mained with the ark in the centre of the interval ‘ Eusebius is merely translated by Jerome, with a shade
(compare Deut. xxvii, 11-26, with Josh. viii, 30-35, | more of animosity to the Samaritans (vekementer er-
with Joseph. Ant. iv, 8, 44, and with the comments of !, rant), and expression of difficulty as to the distance,

the Talmud, Sota, 36, quoted in Herxheimer's Penta-
teuch). DBut, notwithstanding the ban thus appar- |
ently laid on Ebal, it was further appointed to be the '
site of the first great altar to be erected to Jehovah:
an altar of large unhewn stones, plastered with lime,
and inscribed with the words of the law (Deut. xxvii,
2-#). On this altar peace-offerings were to be offered,
and round it a sacrificial feast was to take place, with
other rejoicings (ver. 6, 7). Scholars disagree as to
whether there were to be two ercctions—a kind of |
cromlech and an altar; or an altar only, with the law
inscribed on its stones. The latter was the view of
Josephus (Ant. iv, 8, 44; v, 1,19), the former is un-
hesitatingly- adopted by the latest commentator (Keil,
Comment. on Josh. viii, 32). The terms of Moses's in-
junction seem to infer that no delay was to take place
in carrying out this symbolical transaction. It was:
to be ‘““on the day” that Jordan was crossed (xxvii,
2), before they *“went in unto the land flowing with
milk and honey™ (ver. 3). Accordingly Joshua ap-
pears to have seized the earliest practicable moment,
after the pressing affuirs of the siege of Jericho, the
execution of Achan, and the destruction of Ai had
been dispatched, to carry out the command (Josh. viii,
30-35). After this Ebal appears no more in the sa-
cred story. By a corruption of the above-cited texts,
the Samaritans transferred the site of the appointed
altar to the opposite mountain, which has hence at-
tained the greater notoriety. See GERIZIM.

2. The question now arises, where were Ebal and
Gerizim situated? The all but unanimous reply to
this is, that they are the mounts which form the sides
of the fertile valley in which lies Nablis, the ancient
SuecHEM—Ebal on the north and Gerizim on the
south.

(1.) It is plain from the passages already quoted
that they were situated near together, with a valley
between.

(2.) Gerizim was very near Shechem (Judg. ix, 7),
and in Josephus's time their names appear to have
been attached to the mounts, which were then, as now,
Ebal on the north and Gerizim on the south. Since
that they have been mentioned by Benjamin of Tu-
dela (Asher, i, 66) and Sir John Maundeville, and
among modern travellers by Maundrell (Mod. Trav.
p. 432).

The main impediment to our entire reception of this
view rests in the terms of the first mention of the place
by Moses in Deut. xi, 30: A.V. “Are they not on the
other side Jordan, by the way where the sun goeth
down, in the land of the Canaanites, which dwell in
the champaign over against Gilgal, beside the plains
of Moreh?”” Here the mention of Gilgal, which was
in the valley of the Jordan near Jericho, of the valley
itself (A rabak, mistranslated here only, *‘champaign),
and of the Canaanites who dwelt there, and also the
other terms of the injunction of Moses, as already
noticed, seem to imply that Ebal and Gerizim were
in the immediate neighborhood of Jericho. This is
strengthened by the narrative of Joshua, who appears
to have carried out the prescribed ceremonial on the
mounts while his camp was at Gilgal (comp. vii, 2;
ix, 6), and before he had (at least before any account
of his having) made his way so far into the interior of
the country as Shechem.

This is the view taken by Ptisebius (Onomasticon, s.

‘and dwell therein.”

but without any additional information. Procopius
and Epiphanius also followed Eusebius, but their mis-
takes have been disposed of by Reland (Palest. p. 503~
43 Miscell. p. 129-133). )

With regard to the passage in Deut., it will per-
haps assume a different aspect on examination. (1.)
Moses is represented as speaking from the east side of
Jordan, before anything was known of the country on-

, the west, beyond the exaggerated reports of the spies,

and when everything there was wrapped in mystery,
and localities and distances had not assumed their due
proportions. (2.) A closer rendering of the verse is as
follows: *“ Are they not on the other side the Jordan,
beyond (2VMIN, the word rendered ‘the backside of
the desert’ in Exod. iii, 1) the way of the sunset, in
the land of the Canaanite who dwells in the Arabah
over against Gilgal, near the terebinths of Moreh?”’
If this rendering is correct, a great part of the diffi-
culty has disappeared. Gilgal no longer marks the:
site of Ebal and Gerizim, bu. of the dwelling of the
Canaanites, who were, it is true, the first to encounter
the Israelites on the other side of the river, in their
native lowlands, but who, we have it actually on rec-
ord, were both in the time of Abraham (Gen. xii, 6)
and of the conquest (Josh. xvii, 18) located about She-
chem. The word now rendered ‘ beyond" is not rep-
resented at all in the A.V., and it certainly throws:
the locality much further back; and, lastly, there is
the striking landmark of the trees of Moreh, which
were standing by Shechem when Abraham first enter-
ed the lund, and whose name probably survived in
Morthia, or Mamortha, a name of Shechem found on
coins of the Roman period (Reland, Miscell. p. 137 sq.).
See GILGAL.

In accordance with this is the addition in the Sa~
maritan Pentateuch, after the words ¢‘the terebinths:
of Moreh,” at the end of Deut. xi, 30, of the words
“over against Shechem.” This addition is the more
credible because there is not, as in the case noticed
afterwards, any apparent motive for it. If this inter-
pretation be accepted, the next verse (31) gains a
fresh force: ‘* For ye shall pass over Jordan [not only
to meet the Canaanites immediately on the other side,
but] to go in to possess the land [the whole of the
country, even the heart of it, where these mounts are
situated (glancing back to ver. 29)], the land which
Jehovah your God giveth you; and ye shall possess it,
It may also be asked whether
the significance of the whole solemn ceremonial of the
blessing and cursing is not missed if we understand it
as taking place directly a footing had been obtained
on the outskirts of the country, and not as acted in
the heart of the conquered land, in its most prominent
natural position, and close to its oldest city—Shechem,

This is evidently the view taken by Josephus. His
statement (Ant. v, 1,19) is that it took place after the
subjugation of the country and the establishment of
the tabernacle at Shiloh. He has no misgivings as
to the situation of the mountains. They were at She-
chem ({mi Sucipwy), and from thence, after the cere-
mony, the people returned to Shiloh.

The narrative of Joshua is nfore puzzling. But
even with regard to this something may be said. It
will at once be perceived that the book contains no ac-
count of the conquest of the centre of the country, of

v. I'e3a)). He does not quote the passage in Deut., ;
bat seems to be led to his oninion rather by the diffi- |

those portions which were afterwards the mountain of
Ephraim, Esdraclon, or Galilee. We lose Joshua at
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Gilgal, after the conquest of the south, to find him '
again euddenly at the waters of Merom in the extreme |
north (x, 43; xi, 7). Of his intermediate proceedings
the only record that secms to have escaped is the frag-
ment contained in viii, 30-35. Nor should it be over-
looked that some doubt is thrown on this in Josh. viii, '
30-35, by its omission in both the Vat, and Alex. MSS. 1
of the Sept. !

The distance of Ebal and Gerizim from each other
is not such a stumbling-block to us as it was to Euse-
.bius; though it is difficult to understand how he and
Jerome should have been ignorant of the distance to |
which the voice will travel in the clear elastic atmos-
phere of the East., Stanley has given some instances
«of this (Sinai and Pal. p. 13); others equally remark-
able have been observed by those long resident in the
neighborhood, who state that a voice can be heard
without difficulty across the valley separating the two
spots in question (see also Bonar, p, 371).

It is well known that one of the most serious varia-
tions between the Hebrew text of the Pentateuch and
the Samaritan text is in reference to Ebal and Geri-
zim. In Deut. xxvii, 4, the Samaritan has Gerizim,
while the Hebrew (as in A.V.) has Ebal, as the mount
on which the altar to Jehovah and the inscription of
the law were to be erected. Upon this basis the Sa-
maritans ground the sanctity of Gerizim and the au-
thenticity of the Temple and holy place, which have ex-
isted there. The arguments upon this difficult ques-
tion will be found in Kennicott (Dissert. ii), and in
the reply of Verschuir (Leovard. 1775; quoted by Ge-
senius, De Pent. Sum. p. 61). Two points may merely
be glanced at here which have apparently escaped no-
tice. 1. Both agree that Ebal was the mount on which
the cursings were to rest, Gerizim that for blessings.
It appears inconsistent that Ebal, the mount of curs-
ing, should be the site of the altar and the record of
the law, while Gerizim, the mount of blessing, should
remain unoccupied by sanctuary of any kind. 2.
Taking into account the known predilection of Orien-
‘tals for ancient sites on which to fix their sanctuaries,
it is more easy to believe (in the absence of any evi-
-dence to the contrary) that in building their temple on
-Gerizim, the Samaritans were making use of a spot
already enjoying a reputation for sanctity, than that
they built on a place upon which the curse was laid in
the records which they received equally with the Jews.
Thus the very fact of the occupation of Gerizim by
the Samaritans would seem an argument for its orig-
inal sanctity. On the other hand, all critics of emi-
nence, with the exception of Kennicott, regard this as
a corruption of the sacred text; and when it is con-
sidered that the invariable reading in Hebrew MSS.
and ancient versions, both in this passage and the cor-
responding one in Josh. viii, 30, is “ Ebal,”" it seems
strange that any scholar would for a moment doubt its
correctness.  Kennicott takes an opposite view, main-
taining the integrity of the Samaritan reading, and ar-
guing the point at great length: but his arguments
are neither sound nor pertinent (Dissertations on the :
Hebrew Text, ii, 20 3q.). The Samaritans had a strong
reason for corrupting the text, seeing that Gerizim was
their sanctuary ; and they desired to make it not mere-
ly the mountain of blessing, but the place of the altar
and the inscribed law. See SAMARITANS.

3. Ebal is rarely ascended by travellers, and we are
therefore in ignorance as to how far the question may
be affected by remains of ancient buildings thereon.
That such remains do exist is certain, even from the
very meagre accounts published (Bartlett, Walks about
Jerusalem, App. p. 251 sq.; and Narrative of Rev. J. |
Mills in Trans. Pal. Archeol. Assoc. 1855), while the
mountain is evidently of such extent as to warrant the
Lelief that there is a great deal still to discover.

The report of the old travellers was that Ebal was
more barren than Gerizim (see Benjamin of Tudela,

18

- among the rocks and stones.

-and Maundrell, in Early Travels in Palestine, p. 82,
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433; Wilson, Lands of the Bible, ii, 71); but this opin
ion probably arose from a belief in the effects of the
curse mentioned above. At any rate, it is not borne
out by the latest accounts, according to which there is
little or no perceptible difference. They are not iso-
lated mountains, but culminating points of a chain.
Their declivities facing the vale bear a singular resem-
blance to each other. They are equally rugged and
bare ; the limestone strata here and there project, form-
ing bold bluffs and precipices ; but the greater portion
of the slopes, though steep, are formed into terraces,
partly natural and partly artificial. For this reason
both mountains appear more barren from below than
they are in reality, the rude and naked supporting
walls of the terraces alone being thus visible. The
soil, though scanty, is rich. In the bottom of the vale
are olive groves, and a few straggling trees extend
some distance up the sides. The broad summits and
upper slopes have no trees, yet they are not entirely
bare. The steeper banks are here and there scantily
clothed with dwarf shrubbery; while in spring and
early summer, rank grass, brambles, and thistles, in-

‘termixed with myriads of bLright wild flowers—ane-

mones, convolvulus, tulips, and poppies— spring up
Ebal is * occupied from
bottom to top by beautiful gardens” (Mills; see also
Porter, [iand-book, p. 332). The slopes of Ebal to-
wards the valley appear to be steeper than those of
Gerizim (Wilson, p. 45, 71). It is also the higher
mountain of the two. There is some uncertainty
about the measurements, but the following are the re-
sults of the latest ocservations (Van de Velde, Memoir,
p.178):

Nablis, atove sea, 1672 ft,
Gerizim  do. S above Nablds, 925 ft.
Ebal do. about 2700 ¢ .. ... . do. 1026 +

According to Wilson (Lands, ii, 71; but see Robin-
son, ii, 277, 280, note), it is sufficiently high to shut
out Hermon from the highest point of Gerizim. The
structure of Gerizim is nummaulitic limestone, with oc-
casional outcrops of igneous rock (Poole, in Geograph.
Journ, xxvi, 56), and that of Ebal is probably similar.
At its base above the valley of Nablls are numerous
caves and sepulchral excavations. This was, doubt-
less, the necropolis of Shechem (Robinson, iii, 131;
Van de Velde, ii, 200). The modern name of Ebal is
Sitti Salamiyah, from a Molammedan female saint,
whose tomb is standing on the eastern part of the
ridge, a little before the highest point is reached (Wil-
son, p. 71, note). By others, however, it is reported
to be called 'fmdd ed-Din, “the pilflr of the re-
ligion ” (Stauley, p. 238, note). The tomb of another
saint, called Amad, is also shown (Ritter, p. 641), w\'rith
whom the latter name may have some connection.
On the south-east shoulder is a ruined site bearing
the name of 'Askar (Robinson, iii, 132), See Sy-
CHAR.

Ebbo, archbishop of Rheims, was the son of a
Saxon serf, and was born about 775, or, according to
other accounts, about 786. While a boy he became
known to the young king Louis, the son of Charle-
magne, who sent him to a convent school, and had him
educated for the ministry. As he belonged to a serf
family, and could not receive orders, Louis set him
free, after which he was ordained. After the acces-
gion of Louis to the throne, Ebbo's influence rapidly
rose, and in 817 the king secured his election as arch-
bishop of Rheims. Soon after, in 822, he placed him-
self at the head of a mission to the Danes, His plan
highly pleased both the king and the Pope. The Da-
nish king Harald allowed him to preach Christianity,
but refused to become a Christian himself. Many
Danes were baptized; but, owing to some threaten.
ing movements against Harald, Ebbo in 823 returned
to the emperor, and at the Diet of Compiegne made a
full report on his mission. Soon after he undertook
a second missionary visit to Denmark, at which he dis-
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posed the king favorably towards Christianity. In
826, the king, with his wife, his oldest son, his nephew,
and a suite of 400 men, came to the emperor’s court at
Mavence and was baptized. The mission in Den-
mark was now placed under Ansgar, and Ebbo re-
turned to his archbishopric. He took an active part
in the affairs of the state, and in the war of the sons
of Louis against their father, he, with most of the bish-
ops, took side with the sons. He presided at the as-
sembly of bishops which in 833 compelled Louis to do
public penance, as such an act, according to the laws
of the Church, made him unfit to bear arms. But
when, in 834, Louis regained his power, Ebbo was ar-
rested and kept a prisoner in the convent of Fulda.
He was brought before the Diet of Diedenhofen in
‘835, and confessed himself guilty of offences which, in
the opinion of the judges, made him unfit for any fur-
ther administration of his office. He was again con-
fined in the convent of Fulda, where he remained un-
til the death of Louis in 840. He then prevailed upon
Lothaire, who made an attempt to possess himself of
the whole empire of his father, to reinstate him as
archbishop of Rheims (Dec. 6,840). In May, 841, king
Charles, the brother of Lothaire, again expelled him;
and as, at the conclusion of peace, Lothaire did not
take a special interest in Ebbo, he lost his archbishop-
ric forever. In the last years of his life, king Louis
of Germany appointed him, with permission of the
Pope, administrator of the diocese of Hildesheim. He
died March 20th, 851. Ebbo compiled an Indiculum
Ebbonis de ministris R i lesie, an instruction
for the clergy of his diocese as to their mode of life,
and an Apologia Archiepiscopi R is cum ejusdem
ad gentes septentrionales legatione. They are of small
size and no value.—Herzog, Real-Encyklop. xix, 447 ;
Wetzer u. Welte, Kirchen-Lez. iii, 349. (A.J.8S.)

E’bed (Heb. id. 723, servant [q. v.], i. e. of God;
.comp. Abda), the name of two men.

1. (Many MSS,, and the Syr. and Arab. Versions,
have 23, Eber; Sept. lwB3n\ ; Alexand. MS. Aj3:d;
Vulg. Ebed and Obed.) The father of Gaal (q. v.),
who headed the insurgents at Shechem against Abim-
-elech, tyrant judge of the Israelites (Judg. ix, 26-35).
B.C. ante 1321.

2. (Sept. Q33 v.r. Q3hv, Vulgate Abed.) Son of

-Jonathan, and family-head of the lineage of Adin; he ;

returned with 50 males from the captivity (Ezra viii,
-6). B.C. 459.
Bbed - jesu, surnamed BAr-BRrICHA (Son of the
Blessed), an eminent Nestorian theologian, was born
in Mesopotamia about the middle of the 13th century.
After having been for five years bishop of Sigara, in
Arabia, he was made Nestorian bishop of Soba or Nisi-
be in 1290. Where Ebed-Jesu pursued his studies is
not known, but the works which he has left us show
that he was fluent in the Arabic, well acquainted with
the Greek, and his dogmatical writings especially dis-
play an extensive knowledge with philosopby and di-
alectics. He seems also to have been familiar with
the works of the great Jacobite Bar-Hebrzus. His
works, which are more than twenty, are mostly of a
theological character; on the interpretation of the O.
and N. T., on the Logos, sacraments of the Church,
and a treatise on the truth of the Faith (pub. by A. Mai
in Syriac and Lat., Script. Vet. x, 317 :—Epitome or
Collection of the Canons of Councils (also published by
Mai): —C xxv apostolici ob Ecclesie ordinati
-em :—Prima christiane doctrine Diffusio (a Description
of the Countries that permitted the preaching of the
Apostles) :—23 Canons of the Apostles, edited by St.
-Clement :—5 other Canons of the Apostles, published
-also by St. Clement : — The Paradise Eden, containing
50 poems, divided into two parts, called Henoch and
Elias, beginning with the Trinity, and ending with the
Resurrection. (Comp. Assemani, Bibl. Or. iii, 1, p. 825
:8q.) Of literary importance is his catalogue of 200 Syr-

19

EBEL

I ian writers (ably edited by Assemani, Bibl. Or. iii, 1, p.
, 1-362), at the close of which his own writings are also
" given.—Hoefer, Nouv. Biog. Gén. xv, 594 ; Herzoy, iii,
613; Assemani, Bibl. Orient. iii, part i. (J. H. W.)

Ebed-Jesu, a Chaldean patriarch and Syrian
writer, lived about the middle of the 16th century.
He received his education at Gozarta, and was after-
wards bishop of that place. In 1554 he was elected
as the successor of Sulaka, first patriarch of the Nes-
torians, and confirmed by the Pope in 1562. Ebed-
Jesu was a man of great erudition; he was familiar
with the writings of all the Greek and Latin fathers,
| and was also master of the Arabic, Chaldee, and the
i Syrinc. Many of the Nestorians were converted by
{ him, and the numbers of the Chaldees were augment-
ed under his administration. He died a few years
after his visit to Rome (1562), in a monastery at the
village of Seert in Mesopotamia. 'We have from him
a poem in three parts: Sur le voyuge & Rome, le retour
et la mort de Sulaka; Poéme @ la louange de Pie IV ;
a Confession of Faith, read at the 22d session of the
Council of Trent.— Assemani, Bibl. Orient. i, 538;
iii, p. 3, 825; Hoefer, Nouv. Biographie Générale, xv,
595. (J.H.W.)

E’bed-me’lech (Heb, E’bed-Me'lek, T2%"133,
servant of the king, i. q. Arabic Abd el-Malek, Sept.
'ABOepiNex, Vulgate Abdemelech), an Ethiopian at the
court of Zedekiah, king of Judah, who was instrumen-
tal in saving the prophet Jeremiah from death by fam-
ine (Jer. xxxviii, 7-18), and who, for his humanity in
this circumstance, was promised deliverance when the
city should fall into the enemy’s hands (Jer. xxxix,
15-18). B.C. 589. See JEREMIAH. He is there
styled a eunuch (S"% W"R), and he probably had
charge of the king’s harem (comp. xxxviii, 22, 23), an
office which would give him the privilege of free pri-
vate access to the king ; but his name seems to be an
official title = K'ing's slave, i. e. minister. See EuNucH.

Bbeh. See Reep.

Ebel. See TALMUD.

Bbel, Jonaxx WILHELM, a Protestant mystic and
theosophist, was born in 1784 at Passenheim, in the
province of Eastern Prussia. In 1809, while a preach-
, er in the Established Church of Prussia, he attracted
the attention of his ecclesiastical superiors on account
of his connection with the theosophist Schonherr (q.
v.). Subsequently he was appointed preacher at Koe-
nigsberg, where he gathered around him a circle of
enthusiastic followers, among them a few noble men
and a larger number of noble women. Foremost
among the latter were the countess of Kanitz and the
countess von der Groben. In 1837, at the request
of the Consistory of that city, a suit was instituted
against him and his friend Diestel, which belongs
amony; the most remarkable trials of the kind in mod-
ern times. He was in 1842 acquitted from the chief
charge of the establishment of a new sect, but deposed
from office for violating his official duties by commu-
nicating to others theosophic and philosophical views
differing from the doctrines of the Church. He died
in 1861, at the villa of his friend the countess von der
Groben. Ebel wrote a number of works, chiefly of a
mystic nature, among which are the following: Die
Weisheit von Oben (1822) :— Der Tagesanbruch (1824):—
Die gedeihliche Erziehung (1825) :— Bibelworte u. Winke
(1827) :—Die Philosophie der heil. Urkunde (1854-56).
A full account of Ebel, his doctrines and followers, is
given in Dixon, Spiritual Wives (London and Phila-
delphia, 1868), where is also printed for the first time
a paper by professor Sachs, which was the chief evi-
dence used against Ebel. See also Diestel, Das Zeu-
genverhir in d. Processe wider d. Prediger Ebel u. Diestel
(Leipz. 1838), and Ernst count von Kanitz (follower

of Ebel), Aufklirung nach Actenguellen, etc. (Basel,
1862). (A.J.S.)
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Eben- (72X, ¢'ben, stone), stands as a prefix in
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Eber, PavL, a companion of Luther and Melancthon,

several geographical names, which designate monu- and an eminent Hebrew scholar and theologian, was

ments set up to commemorate certain events [see
SToNe]; e. g. EBEN-poHAN; EBes-kzeL; Enex-
EZER; EBEN-ZOHELETH.

Eben-bohan. See Bouax.

Eben-ezel. Sce Ezrl.

Eb’en-e’zer (Hcb. with the art. E'ben ha-E’ezer,
=13 13N, sone of the help; Sept. ABevilep; Jose-
phus translates AiJo¢ (oxvpdic), the name given to a
place marked by a monumental stone which Samuel
set up as a memorial of the divine assistance in battle
obtained against the Philistines (1 Sam. vii, 12), See
PiLrar. Twenty years before this, the same spot
(mentioned in the history under the same name by
anticipation of its subsequent designation) witnessed
the discomfiture of the Hebrew hosts, the death of the
high-priest's sons, and the capture of the sacred ark
by the Philistines (1 Sam. iv, 1; v,1). Its position is
carefully defined (1 Sam. vii, 12) as between Mizpeh—
** the watch-tower,” one of the conspicuous eminences
a few miles N. of Jerusalem—and Shen, ‘‘ the tooth™
or *‘crag,” apparently some isolated landmark. Nei-
ther of these points, however, has been identified with
certainty—at least not the latter. According to Jose-
phus’s record of the transaction (Ant. vi, 2, 2), the
stone was erected to mark the limit of the victory, a
spot which he calls Corrhea, but in the Hebrew BeTu-
CAR (4. v.). Eusebius and J affirm (On t.
8. v. ' ageverép, Abenczer) that it lay between Jerusa-
lem and Ashkelon, near (wAnoiov, juxta) Bethshe-
mesh. Now Bethshemesh stands on a low ridge on
the south side of the rich valley of Sorar. On the op-
posite side of this valley, on a rising ground, about
three miles north-west of Bethshemesh, are the ruins
of an old village called Beit-far. The situation an-
swers in every respect to that assigned to Beth-car;
and the name may possibly be an Arab corruption of
the latter. It lies in the direct route from Mizpeh to
the plain of Philistia, and is just on the borders of the
latter province, where a pursuing army would halt
(Porter, Handbook for Syr. and Pul. p. 283). Baut, as
this is very far from the probable site of Mizpeh (Neby-
Samwil), it is hardly possible to fix the position of
Eben-ezer at that of Beth-car. The monumental stone
in question may rather have been set up at the point
where the enemy began to flee, and we may therefore
seck its locality nearer the Israelitish metropolis, pos-
sibly at the modern village Biddu, a short distance
west of Neby-Samwil (Robinson, Researches, ii, 133,
note). See SHEN.

Bben-zoheleth. Sce ZoHELETH.

E’ber (Heb. id. 223, country beyond), the name of
five men. .

1. (Sept."EBep and “E3ep, Vulg. Heber.) Eber (as
the name should be Anglicized) was the son of Salah,
and father of Peleg, being the third post-diluvian pa-
triarch after Shem (Gen. x, 24; xi, 14; 1 Chron. i,
18,25). B.C.2448-1984. He is claimed as the found-
er of the Hebrew race (Gen. x, 21; Num. xxiv, 24).
See HEBER. In Luke iii, 35, his name ('Egép) is An-
glicized Heber.

2. (Sept. 'lwBid, ' Vulg. Heber) The youngest of
the seven heads of families of the Gadites in Bashan
(1 Chron. v,13; A.V.‘“Heber”). B.C.782.

3. (Sept. 'Q3nd, Vulg. Heber.) The oldest of the
three sons of Flpaal the Benjamite, and one of those
who rebuilt Ono and Lod, with their suburbs (1 Chron.
viii; 12).  B.C. 535.

4, (Sept. 'Q3ié, Vulg. Heber.) One of the heads
of the familics of Benjamites resident at Jerusalem (1
Chron. viii, 22: A.V. “Heber™). B.C. 535.

5. (Sept. 'ABéc, Vulg. Heber.) The head of the
| riestly family of Amok, in the time of the return
from exile under Zerubbabel (Neh. xii, 20).  B.C. 535.

born at Kissingen, Nov. 8,1511. He reccived his first
instruction from his father, and continued his studies
at Anspach. The sudden death of his mother caused
his father to recall Paul from Anspach, and while on
his way home he was thrown from his horse and be-
caine humpbacked. In 1526 he had so far recovered
that he could resume his studies at Nuremberg, and in
1532 he entered the university at Wittenberg. Here
he was employed as amanuensis to Melancthon, with
whom he became so intimate that he consulted him
on all important matters, and hience Eber received the

"name of Philip's Repository (Repertorium Philippy).

He was also a faithful disciple of Luther. In 1536 he
began to lecture on grammar and philosophy, and in
1541 he accompanied Melancthon to the Diet at Worms,
In 1544 he was appointed professor of Latin grammar,
in 1550 dean of the philosophical faculty, and in 1551
rector of the university. After the death of Forster
(1556) he was appointed professor of Hebrew and

. chaplain to the royal chapel at Wittenberg. These

positions he goon changed for others, and in 1559 he
was made general superintendent of the electorate,
and, as doctor of theology, a member of the theologi-
cal faculty of the university. From this time to the
day of his death, Dec. 16, 1569, he devoted himself en-
tirely to theology and to the faithful discharge of his
duties as general superintendent of the electorate.
After the death of Melancthon he was regarded as the
head of the university. Ile took large part in the Adi-
aphoristic and Crypto-Calvinistic controversies, but
always showed himself moderate and learned. His
principal works are: Ezpositio Evangeliorum (Francf,
1576) :—Calendarium historicum (1551, 4to) :— Historia
populi judaici a rditu ex Babylonico exilio ueque ad ul-
timum excidium Jerosolyme (Witeb. 1458 ; new ed. 1562,
and transl. into German, French, and Dutch):—Un-
terricht u. Bekenntn. tom h. Sacrament des Leibs u. Bluts
unseres Herrn (Wittb, 1562) :—Biblia Latina (Vitemb.
1565) :— Expositio Evangelicorum Dominicalium (Francf.
1576).—Hoefer, Nour. Biog. Génér. xv, 599 sq.; Her-
zog, Real-Encykl. iii, 618 sq.; Plank, Gesch. der pro-
test. Theol. iv, Theil i (Lpz. 1798), 448-525; Sixt, Paul
Eber (Heidelb. 1843, and another book by the same
author, Anspach, 1857) ; Pressel, Paul Eber nach gleich-
zeitigen Quellen (1862) ; Bibl. Sacra, xx, 644 sq.

-Eberhard, JoHAXN AuvausT, a Rationalistic theo-
logian of Germany, was born in 1739 at Halberstadt.
He studied theology at Halle, and was in succession
preacher at Halberstadt, Berlin, and Charlottenburg.
The latter position he obtained by express order of
king Friedrich II. In 1778 he was appointed pro-
fessor of philosophy at Halle, where he opposed the
idealism of Kant and Fichte. He died in 1809. Eber-
hard is a representative of what is called *the vulgar
Rationalistic school” (}ulgdir - Rationalismus). He
wrote a considerable number of theological, philosoph-
ical, historical, and other works. Among his theolog-
ical works are: Neme Apologie des Socrates (Berlin,
1772, 84 ed. 1788) :— Vordereitung zur natiirl. Theologie
(Halle, 1781) :—(ieist des Urchristenthums (Halle, 1807

i —1808) ; and Sittenlehre der Vernunft (Berlin, 1781).~..

Brockhaus, Conversations-Lex. s. v. (A.J.8.)

Bberlin, ANToN, one of the German reformers,
was born in Swabia towards the end of the 15th cen-
tury. He entered the Franciscan order, and was cho-
sen preacher of the Franciscan convent at Tiibingen,
from which, in consequence of some difficultes, he was,
in 1519, transferred to Ulm. Here he became ac-
quainted with Luther's writings, and having adopted
his doctrines, had to leave Ulm in 1521. Repairing
to Basle, he became very popular, but was driven away
by the hishop of Basle. He found aun asylum with Ul-
rich von Hutten and Francis of Sickingen, and wrote
with them several works on ecclesiasticul and monas-
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tical abuses. Tn 1522 he came to Wittenberg, where
he became personally acquainted with Luther and with
Melancthon, under the influence of whose teaching he
wrote in the same vear his Vom Missbrauche christli-
cher Freik-it, breathing a charitable spirit. In 1524 he
went to Erfurt, where he preached for some time, and
thence to Wertheim on the Main (1526). He died
soon after. His works, to the number of 34, were
mostly of local interest; among the others, the most
important one, entitled Wic sich eyn Diencr Goltes worts
gm all seymem thun halten soll (Wittenberg, 1525, 4to),
has seen several editions, and can be found in A. H.
Franke, Monita pastoralia. See Dollinger, d. Refor-
mati-n, ete. i, 205; Strobel, Liter. Museum, i,365; Her-
zog, Real- Encyk'op. iii, 620.

Ebert, Jacob, an eminent Hebrew acholar, was
born at Sprottau in 1549. He was professor of He-
brew and theology at the university then in Frankfort
on the Oder, now in Berlin, and at one time its rector
smagmificns.  So versed was he in Hebrew that he
could write in that language. He died in 1614. His
works are, Jistoria Juramentorum (Frankfort on the
Oder, 1588, 8vo) :—/Inststutio intellectus cum elegantia
(ibid. 1597) : — Electa Hebrea 750 a libro Rabbinico Msb-
char Huapheninim (1630, 12mo) :— Tetrasticha Hebrra
in tertus evangelicos, etc.—Hoefer, Nouv. Biog. Générale,
xv, 699 8q. (J.H.W.)

Ebert, Theodor, son of Jacob Ebert (q. v.), suc-
ceeded his father as professor of Hebrew at the univers-
ity in Frankfort on the Oder. He shared also the hon-
or of being rector with his futher. Ebert died in 1630,
Among his principal works are, Vita Christe, tribus de
curiis rhythmorum quadratorum hebraicorum (Frankf.
on the Ode-, 1615, 4to):— Animalr. psilticarum Centuria
(1619, 4to) :— Manuductiones aphoristice ad discursum
artium. sectiones xvi (1620, 4to) :—Chronologia precipu- |
orum Lingue Sancte Doctorum, ab 0. C. ad suam usque |
atatem (1620, 4to) :— Fulogi um et politi-
corum qui Bnguam hebraicam et reliquas orientales ex-
eolverunt (1628) :— Poetica Hebraica (1638, 8vo), in
which the Hebrew m:tres are more extensively exem-
plified than in any other work.—Hoefer, Nouy. Biog.
Gén. xv,610; Etheridge, Intr. to Heb. Literature, p. 374.

Bbi’asaph (Heb. Elyasuph’, 322N, prob. a con-
traction for TQNIX, Abiasaph; Sept. ‘ABiagdg and
‘Ao, Vulg. Abiusaph), the son of Elkanah and fa-
ther of Assir, in the genealogy of the Kohathite Le-
vites (1 Chron. vi, 23). B.C. cir. 1660. In ver. 37 he
is called the son of Korah, from a comparisen of which
<ircumstance with Exod. vi, 24, most interpreters have
identified him with the Abinsapk (q. v.) of the latter
passage; but (unless we there understand not three
sons of Korah to be meant, but only three in regular
descent), the pedigrees of the two cannot be made to
tally without violence. See Asstr. From 1 Chron.
ix, 19, it appears that he had a son named Kore. In
1 Chron. xxvi, 1, his name is abbreviated to AsapH.

Ebionites, a sect of Judaizing Christians who re-
ceived the doctrines of the Gospel very partially, and
denied the divine nature of Christ. They do not ap-
pear to have been at any time numerous, and it is
doubtful whether they ever obtained such consistency
as to have a definite creed.

1. The Nume.—The name is derived from the He-
brew 312X, poor. This term was anciently applied
in derision to Christians in general (Epiphanius, adv.
I!acr. xxix, 1), and came later to designate Jewish
Christians (Origen, cont. Celsum, ii, 1). Furst (Lezi-
con, 5. v.) makes the derivation refer to Matt. v, 3,
making * Ebionites’’ equivalent to ‘‘opp-essed pious
exiles” (Isa. xxv, 4). Eusebius (/fist. Eccles. iii, 27) |
fancifully derives the name frum *the poverty and

of the Ebionite doctrine concerning Christ.” |
“Tertullian (De Prascrip. Heret. c. xxxiii) derives it
#rom a founder, Ebion, who maintained the autho-ity ,
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of the Jewish law, and rejected the miraculous concep~
tion and divine nature of spirit. The derivation first
above given is now generally adopted.

2. History.—Dorner (Person of Christ, Edinb, transl.
i, 189 sq.) traces the Ebionitish tendency as far back
as the Epistle to the Hebrews. *‘ From that zeal for
the law with which Paul had to contend, the Judaiz-
ing spirit was led not at first to impeach the Christol-
ogy, but rather the Soterivlogy, or the work of Christ.
But the consequence of the legal stand-point soon
showed itself. The party which the Epistle to the
Hebrews had in view must have over-estimated the
law of the O. T. regarding holy times, places, acts, and
persons alike, and have been wanting in the Christian
knowledgze which knows how to secure to the O. T. its

i abiding significancy, which it has as a divine institute

without imperilling the newness and conclusive com-
pleteness of Christianity.” Epiphanius traces the or-
igin of Ebionitism to the Christians who fled to Pella
after the destruction of Jerusalem, A.D. 66 (adv. /ler.
xxix, 1). According to Hegesippus (Hist. Eecles. iv,
22), one Thebutis, at Jerusalem, about the beginning
of the second century, * began to corrupt the Church
secretly on account of his not being made a bishop.”
“We find the sect of the Ebionites in Palestine and
the surrounding regions, on the island of Cyprus, in
Asia Minor, and even in Rome. Though it consisted
mostly of Jews, Gentile Christians also sometimes at-
tached themselves to it. It continued into the fourth
century, but at the time of Theodoret was entirely ex-
tinct. It used a Hebrew Gospel, now lost, which was
probably a corruption of the Gospel of Matthew
(Schaff, Church History, i. § 68, p. 214). .

8. Doctrines.—Dr. Schaft sharply distinguishes Ebi-
onism from Gnosticism as follows: * Ebionism is a

. Judaizing, pseudo-Petrine Christianity, or a Christian-

izing Judnism ; Guosticism is a paganizing or pseudo-
Pauline Christianity, or a pseudo-Christian heathen-
ism. The former is a particularistic contraction of
the Christian religion ; the latter a vague expansion
of it” (Church History, i, § 67). According to the same
writer, ‘* the characteristic narks of Ebionism in all
its forms are, degradation of Christianity to the level
of Judaisin, the principle of the universal and perpet-
ual validity of the Mosaic law, and enmity to the apos-
tle Paul. But, as there were different sects in Juda-
ism itself, we have also to distinguish at least two
branches of Ebionism, related to each other, as Phari-
saism and Essenism, or, to use a modern illustration,
as the older deistic and the speculative pantheistic ra-
tionalism in Germany, or the two schools of Unitarian-
ism in England and America. (1.) The common Ebi-
onites, who were by far the more numerous, embodied
the Pharisaic legal spirit, and were the proper success-
ors of the Judaizers opposed in the epistle to the Gala-
tians. Their doctrine may be reducad to the follow-
ing propositions: (a.) Jesus is. indeed, the promised
Messiah, the son of David, and the supreme lawgiver,
yet & mere man, like Moses and David, sprung by nat-
ural generation from Joseph and Mary. The sense of
his Messianic calling first arose in him at his baptism
by John, when a higher spirit joined itself to him.
Hence Origen compared this sect to the blind man in
the Gospel who called to the Lord without seeing him,
*Thou son of David, have mercy on me!’ (b.) Cir-
cumcision and the observance of the whole ritual law
of Moses are necessary to salvation for all men. (c.)
Paul is an apostate and heretic, and all his epistles are
to be discarded. The sect considered him a native
heathen, who came over to Judaism in later life from
impure motives. (d.) Christ is soon to come again
to introduce the glorious millennial reign of the Mes-
siah, with the earthly Jerusalem for jts seat. (2.)
The second class of Ebionites, starting with Essenic
notions, gave their Judaism a speculative or theosophic
stamp, like the errorists of the Epistle to the Colos.
sians. They form the stepping-stone to Gnosticism.
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Among these belong the Elkesaites” (Schaff, Ch. Hist. i,
§ 68, 214 5q.). The pseudo-Clementine homilies teach
a speculative form of Ebionism, essentially Judaizing
in spirit and aim [see CLEMENTINES, ii, p. 883]; and
comp. Schaff, Ch. History, i, § 69; Dorner, Person of
Christ, Edinb. transl., p. 203 sq.).

4. Ebionism has reappeared, since the Reformation,
in Socinianism (q. v.), and in the other forms of what
is called Unitarianism (q. v.). Some Unitarian writ-
ers have undertaken to show that Ebionism was the
original form of Christian doctrine, and that the Church
doctrine as to the person of Christ was a later develop-
ment; so Priestley, in his History of the Corruptions
of Christianity (Birmingham, 1782). Bishop Horsley
replied to Priestley in his Charge to the Clergy of St.
Albans (1783), and in other tracts, collected in Tracts
in Controversy with Dr. Priestley (Dundee, 1812, 3d ed.).
Horsley, in this controversy, made use of Bull’s learn-
ed treatment of the subject in his reply to Zwicker (see
Bull, On the Trinity, Oxford, 1855, 8 vols. : i, 116; ii,
376; iii, 175 et al. See also Waterland, Works, Oxf.
1843, 6 vols. : iii, 554 8q.). A far abler advocate of the
Socinian view is Baur, in his Christenthum d. dres ersten
Jahrkunderte ; Lehre v.d. Dreieinigheit Gottes ; Dogmen-
geschichte, etc. Baur’s position is clearly stated, and
refuted by professor Fisher (Am. Presb. and Theolog.
Rev. Oct. 1864, art. i). ‘‘Baur agrees with the old
Socinians in the statement that the Jewish Christian-
ity of the apostolic age was Ebionite. But, unlike
them, he holds that we find within the canon a great
departure from, and advance upon, this humanitarian
doctrine of Christ's person. He professes to discover
in the New Testament the consecutivu stages of a
progress which, beginning with the Unitarian creed,
terminates in the doctrine of Christ's proper divinity.
There occurred at the end, or before the end, of the
apostolic age, a reaction of the Jewish Christianity,
which with Baur is identical with the Judaizing or
Ebionite element ; and this type of Christianity pre-
vailed through the larger part of the second century.”
(See Fisher, /. c., for a criticism of this view, and for
a brief but luminous sketch of Ebionism. On the
other side, see N. Amer. Rer. April, 1864, p. 569 sq.).

Literatur:..—See, besides the works already cited,
Irenmus, Her. i, 26 (Ante-Nicene Library, v, 97);
Gieseler, Ueber die Nazurder und Ebioniten, in Archiv
fur A. & N. Kircheng., iv, 279 sq. (Leipsig, 1820);
Mosheim, Commentaries, i, 220, 400 ; Neander, Church
Hiat. i, 344, 350 ; Schliemann, Die Clementinen (Hamb.
1844), p. 362 sq.; Herzog, Real-Encyklopadie, iii, 621
8q.; Martensen, Dogmatics (Edinburgh, 1866), § 128;
Shedd, History of Doctrines, i, 106 8q. ; Burton, Eccles.
History, Lect. xi; Burton, Bampton Lectures (Oxford,
1829), notes 73-84.

Ebnerian Manuscript (CopEx EBNERIANUS,
usually designated as No. 105 of the Goapels, 48 of the
Acts, and 24 of the Pauline Epistles), a beautiful cur-
sive Greek MS. of the entire N. T. except Rev., con-
sisting of 425 quarto vellum leaves; assigned to the
12th century ; formerly belonging to Jerome Ebner von
Eschenbach, of Nuremberg, and now in the Bodleian
Library (No. 136). A fac-similo and description are
given by Tregelles, in Horne's /ntrod. p. 220, See
MaNvuscripTS, BiBLICAL.

Ebdda ('E/3ica), a city mentioned only by Ptole-
my (xvii, 18) as situated in the sea-board quarter of
Arabia Pectrea (see Reland, Palest. p. 463), in 653°
and 804°, and marked on the Peutinger Table as lying
on the Roman road 28 Roman miles S. of Elusa (q. v.).
Dr. Robinson (Researches, i, 287) discovered the site
in the modern el-Abdeh (otherwise Aujeh, ib. p. 560),
eight hours from the site o Elusa, at the junction of
Wady es-Seram with Wady cl-Birein (ib. p. 284). It
contains extensive ruins, sitnated on a rocky ridice
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large Greek church, with numerous walls, columns,
etc., still standing, and several wells or reservoirs,
but no inhabitaunts (¢b. p. 285, 286).

Bbony (2217, hobni’, stony, q.d. stone-wood [comp..
the Germ, Steinkolz, “fossil:wood"], only 1n the plur,
8377, Aobnim” [text B33 for B3, hobenim”),.
Sept. [by some confusien or misinterpretation, see Roe
senmiiller, Schol. in loc.] roi¢ eloayopivorg, Symma~
chus iBévovg,Vulg. [dentes] Aebeninos) occurs only in
one passage of Scripture, where the prophet Ezekiel
(xxvii, 16), referring to the commerce of Tyre, says,
‘‘The men of Dedan were thy merchants ; many isles.
were the merchandise of thine hand: they brought
thee for a present horns of ivory and ebony.” See De-
DAN.  The Hebrew word is translated ‘‘ ebony”’ in all
the European versions ; but, as Bochart states (Hieroz.
i, 20, part ii), the Chaldee version, followed by R. Se-
lomo and other Jews, as well as the Greek and Ara-
bic versions, render it by pea-forl (pavones). Some-
of the Hcbrew critics, however, as Kimchi, also ac-
knowledge that Arabian ebony is meant. Of the cor-
rectness of this opinion there can now be no doubt.
In the first place, we may allude to Dedan being con-
sidered one of the ports of Arabia on the Persian Gulf,
or at least to the south of the Red Sea; and, second-
ly, as observed by Bochart, the terms hobnim and ebony-
are very similar, the latter word being variously writ-
ten by ancient authors, as ¢{Bévy, éBevog, iBevoy, ebe-
nus and hebenus. The last form is used by Jerome in
his Latin, and #Bevoc by Symmachus in his Greek
version. The Arabs have abnis, which they apply
to ebony, and by that name it is known in Northern:
India at the present day. Forskil mentions abmiis as
one of the kinds of wood imported in his time from
India into Arabia. Whether the Arabic name be a
corruption of the Greek, or the Greek a modification,
as is most likely, of some Eastern name, we require-
some other evidence besides the occurrence of the
word in Arabic works on materia medica to deter-
mine, since in these Greek words are sometimes em-
ployed as the principal terms for substances with
which they are not well acquainted. Bardust is, how-
ever, given by some as the Arabic name, abniis as the
Persian. Nataralists have found the latter applied to-
ebony in north-west India, as did Forskil on the Red.
Sea.

Ebony wood was highly esteemed by the ancients,
and employed by them for a variety of purposes (The-
ophr. Hist. Pl.iv, 5; Plin. H. N.vi, 80, § 85; xii,4,§ 8,
9; Strabo, xv, 703; Pausan.i,42,5; viii, 17,2; Ovid,
Met. xi, 610; compare Barhebr. Chron. p. 181). 1t is
very appropriately placed in juxtaposition with ivory,
on account of the beautiful contrast in color. Ivory
and ebony are probably, however, also mentioned to-
gether because both were obtained from the same:
countries, Ethiopia and India; and, among the com-.
paratively few articles of ancient commerce, must,
from this cause, always have been associated together,
while their contrast of color and joint employment in.
inlaid work would contribute as additional reasons for
their being adduced as articles characteristic of a dis.
tinct commerce. But it is not in Ezekiel only that
ebony and ivory are mentioned together, for Diodorus,
as quoted by Bochart, tells us that an ancient king of
Egypt imposed on the Ethiopians the payment of a
tribute of ebony, gold, and elephants’ teeth. So He-
rodotus (iii, 97), as translated by Bochart, says, ** Ethi-
opes Persis pro triennali tributo vehunt duos cheenices
auri apyri (id est, ignem mondum experti), et ducentas
ebent phalangas, et magnos elephanti dentes viginti.”
Pliny, referring to this passage, remarks, ¢ But Herod-
otus assigneth it rather to Ethiopia, and saith that
every three years the Ethiopians were wont to pay, by
way of tribute, unto the kings of Persia, 100 billets of

from sixty to one hundred fect high; especially the the timbher of that tree (that is, ebene), together with-

remains of an acropolis, of a capacious castle, and of a | gold and yvorie;

o

and again, ‘‘ From Syene (which:
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confineth and boundeth the lands of our empire and | again returning to its ancient channels, than to the

dominion) as farre as to the island Merog, for the space
of 996 miles, there is little ebene found: and that in
all those parts betweene there be few other trees to be
found but date-trees, which peradventure may be a
cause that ebene was counted a rich tribute, and de-
served the third place, after gold and ivorie’ (Hol-
land's Pliny, xii, 4). It is sometimes stated that the
ancients supposed ebony to come only from India.
This arose probably from the passage of Virgil (Georg.
i, 117) : *‘Sola India nigrum fert ebenum.” But the
term ** India’’ had often a very wide signification, and
included even Ethiopia. Several of the ancients, how-
ever, mention both Indian and Ethiopian ebony, as Di-
oscorides and Pliny ; while some mention the Indian,
and others the Ethiopian only, as Lucan (PAars. x, 804):
“ Nigris Meroé fecunda colonis, lta comis ebeni.”

The only objection to the above conclusion of any
weight is, that Aobrim is in the plural form. To this
Bochart and others have replied, that there were two
kinds of ebony, as mentioned by Theophrastus, Dios-
corides, etc., one Ethiopian, the other Indian. Fuller
and others maintain that the plural form is employed
because the ebony was in pieces : *‘ Refert ad ebeni pa-
langas, qua ex India et Athiopia magno numero af-
ferebantur. Pdalayyac vocant Herodotus et Arrianus
in Periplo. Plinius palungas, aut phalangas, variante
scriptura, id est, fustes teretes, et qui navibus suppo-
nuntur, aut quibus idem onus plures bajulant” (Bo-
chart, l. ¢.). But the names of other valued foreign
woods, as Shittim and Almuggim, are also used in the
plural form. Besides abniis, Arab authors, as stated
by Bochart (I. c.), mention other words as similar to
and substituted for ebony : one of these is called shiz,
shizi; also sasem and semsem, in the plural form semasim,
described as * nigrum lignum ad patinas conficiendas."”
Hence, in the Koran, those who are tormented in Ge-
henna, it is said, will issue from the fire after a cer-
tain period of confinement in it: ** They will go forth,
I say, like the wood semasim ;" that is, black, from be-
ing burnt in the fire. That such a wood was known
we have the testimony of Dioscorides: ** Some sell ses-
amine or acanthine wood for ebony, as they are very
similar.”” Some critics, and even Sprengel, in his late
edition of Dioscorides, read ovkdpuva instead of onod-
wva, for no other reason apparently but because suxa-
piva denotes a tree with which European scholars are
acquainted, while sesamina is only known to those who
consult Oriental writers, or who are acquainted with
the products of the East. Bochart rightly reprehends
this alteration as being unnecessary, in view of the ex-
istence of the words , sasim, or g
the modern Arabs, and cites a notice of Arrian to the

* same effect (Bochart, L c.). The above word is by Dr.
Vincent translated sesamum ; but this is an herbaceous
oil-plant.

If we look to the modern history of ebony, we shall
find that it is still derived from more than one source.
Thus Mr. Holtzappfel, in his recent work on Turning,
describes three kinds of ebony. (1.) One from the
Mauritius, in round sticks like scaffold poles, seldom
exceeding fourteen inches in diameter, the blackest
and finest in the grain, the hardest and most beautiful.
(2.) The East Indian, which is grown in Ceylon and
the Peninspla of India, and exported from Madras
and Bombay in logs from-six to twenty, and some-
times even twenty-eight inches in diameter, and alse

in planks. This is less wasteful, but of an inferior |

grain and color to the above. (3.) The African, ship-
ped from the Cape of Good Hope in billets, the general
size of which is from three to six feet long, three to
six inches broad, and two to four inches thick. This
is the least wasteful, as all the refuse is left behind ;
but it is the most porous, and the worst in point of
color. No Abyssinian ebony is at present imported :
this, however, is more likely to be owing to the differ-
ent routes which commerce has taken, although it is

want of ebony in the ancient Ethiopia. From the na
ture of the climate, and the existence of forests in
which the elephant abounds, there can be no doubt of
its being well suited to the group of plants which have
been found to yield the ebony of Mauritius, Ceylon,
and India, the genus Diospyrus of botanists. Of this
several species yield varieties of ebony as their heart-
wood, as D. ebenum in the Mauritius, and also in Cey-
lon, where it is called kaluwara. It is described by
Retz “foliis ovato-lanceolatis, acuminatis, gemmis
hirtis ;” and he quotes as identical D. glaberrima (Fr.
Rottb. Nov. Act. Havon. ii, 540, tab. 5). D. ebenaster
vields the bastard ebony of Ceylon, and D. hirsuta the
Calamander wood of the same island, described by Mr.
Holtzappfel as of a chocolate-brown color, with black.
stripes and marks, and stated by him to be considered
a variety of ebony. D.me of Dr. Roxburgh
is the ebony-tree of Coromandel, and is figured among
Coromandel plants (i, No. 46) ; it grows to be a large
tree in the mountainous parts of Ceylon, and in the
Peninsula of India—in Malabar, Coromandel, and
Orissa. The black part of the wood of this tree alone
forms ebony, and is found only in the centre of large
trees, and varies in quantity according to the size and.
age of the tree. The outside wood is white and soft,
and is soon destroyed by time and insects, leaving the:
black untouched (Roxb. FI. Ind. ii, 530). Besides
these, there is in the Peninsula of India w wood called
blackwood by the English, and sit-sal by the natives:
it grows to an immense size, is heavy, close-grained,.
of a greenish-black color, with lighter-colored veins
running in various directions. It is yielded by the
ia latifolia. To the same genus belongs the
Stssu, one of the most valued woods of India, and of
which the tree has been called Dalbergia sissu. The
wood is remarkably strong, of a light grayish hue,
with darker-colored veins. It is called sissu and
shishum by the natives of India. This is the name
which we believe is referred to by Arab authors, and
which also appears to have been the original of the-
sesamina of Dioscorides and of the Periplus. The:
name may be applied to other nearly allied woods,
and therefore, perhaps, to that of the above D. latifo-
lia. Ttis a curious confirmation of this that Forskil
mentions that in his time shishum, with teak and eb-
ony, was among the woods imported from India and
Arabia. It is satisfactory to have apparently such
competent confirmation of the general accuracy of
ancient authors, when we fully understand the sub-
jects and the products of the countries to which they
allude (Kitto, 8. v.). According to Sir E. Tennent
(Ceylon, i, 116) the following trees yield ebony : Dios-
pyros eb , D. reticulata, D. ebenaster, and D. hir-
suta. The wood of the first-named tree, which is
abundant throughout all the flat country to the west

Branch of Diospyrus Ebenum.
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of Trincomali, ‘“‘excels all others in the evenness
and intensity of its color. The centre of the trunk
is the only portion which furnishes the extremely
black part which is the ebony of commerce; but the
trees are of such magnitude that reduced logs of two
fect in diameter, and varyving from ten to twelve feet
in length, can readily be procured from the forests at
Trincomali” (Ceylon, 1. c.) It bears a berry that is
eaten by the natives when ripe. The leaves are ellip-
tical, having numerous veins. The corolla dr colored
part is shaped like an antique vase, and bears eight
stamens (Kitto, Pict, Bible, in loc. Ezek.). There is
every reason for believing that the ebony afforded by
the Diospyros ebenum was imported from India or Cey-
lon by Pheenician traders, though it is equally proba-
ble that the Tyrian merchants were supplied with eb-
ony from trees which grew in Ethiopia (Smith, s. v.).
See TYRE. (See Smith's Dict. of Class. Antig. s. v.
Ebenus; Penny Cyclop. 8. v. Ebony ; Geiger, Pharma-
ceut. Botanik, i, 697). See BoTaNY.

Ebraldines, ORDER OF THE. See FONTEVRAULD.

Bbrardus, an author and theologian of Béthune,
in France, who lived during the latter part of the 12th
century and the beginning of the 13th. He is known
only by his writings. One of the principal of these,
his Gricismus, a collection of rules of rhetoric, proso-
dy, grammar, and logic, was for many years used as a
text-book. His principal theological works are Liber
antih@resis against the Cathari, which was first pub-
lished under the title Contra Waldenses in Gretser's
Trias scriptorum contra Waldenses (Ingolstadt, 1614,
4to), and reprinted in Bibl. Patr. Maz. (of Lyons, vol.
xxiv), and lastly in Gretser's Opera Omnia (vol. xii,
part ii).—Herzog, Real-Encyklopdidie, iii, 625.

Ebremar or Evermer, the third Latin patriarch
-of Jerusalem, was born at Cickes, near Terouanne, to-

wards the close of the 11th century. Admitted by Lam-

bert, bishop of Arras, to the priesthood, he joined the
first Crusaders, and was of the number appointed by
Godfrey de Bouillon canon at the holy sepulchre. In
1103, on the deposition of Daimbert (q. v.), he was ele-
vated to the patriarchate, in which, after much con-
tention on the part of Duimbert, he was solemnly con-
firmed by the decree of a council. He was a member
of the Council of Nablous (1120), and in 1123 signed
the treaty between the crusading princes and the Ve-
netians. A letter of this prelate, with the response by
Lambert of Arras, is contained in the 5th vol. of the
Miscellanca of Baluze.— Hoefer, Nour. Biog. Générale,
xv, 618,

Ebro’nah (Heb. Abronah’, F31"33, passage, i. e.
-of the sea; Sept. 'F3pwri), the thirtieth station of the
Israelites on their way from Egypt to Canaan (Num.
xxxiii, 34, 35). Since it lay near Ezion-Gaber on the
west, as they left Jotbathah, it was probably in the
plain now known as the Kdi'a en-Nikb, immediately
‘opposite the pass of the same name at the head of the
Elanitic branch of the Red Sea (see Robinson's Map
in Researches, vol.i). Rommel (in the Hull. Encyklop.
i, 167) compares the Avara of Ptolemy (v. 17), in Ara-
bia Petreea (66° 10" and 29° 40"), with the Hararra
of the Peutinger Table; u very improbable supposition.
Knobel thinks (Lxeg. Handb. in loc.) that the Ezion-
Gaber in quextion cannot be the port of that name at the
head of the Elanitic Gulf; for, as the next station men-
tioned is Kadesh, this was too far from the north end
-of the gulf to be reached in one march ; but this objec-
tion is of little force, as there is no uniformity in the
intervals between the stations. Schwarz (Pulest. p.
213) rightly regards Ebronah as merely the name of a
¢ ferry,” by which the people perhaps crossed this arm
‘of the sea (!), or where travellers usually crossed it.

Ebutjus (‘'Edor'rioc), a decurion (Gexipyne). and
a person distinguished for good judgment and prompt
action, who was sent with Placidus by Vespasian to
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| invest Jotapata while garrisoned by Josephus (Jose-
"phus, War, iii, 7, 3). He was slain while defending
Vespasian from a furious sally during the siege of
Gamala (3. iv, 1, 5).

Eca’nus (Vulg. id., the Gr. text being lost), one
of the five swift scribes who were selected to attend
Esdras (2 Esdr. xiv, 24).

Ecbat’ana (1 Esdr. vi, 23) or “ ECBAT/ANE" (rd
"Exf3drava, 2 Macc. ix, 8; Judith i,1 sq.; Tob. v, 9,
etc.; comp. Josephus, Ant. x,11,7; xi, 4, 6; "Ayf3ar-
ava in Ctesias i; Herod. i, 98; ii, 153), the metropo-
lis of Media (Curt. v, &1), situated 88° and 37° 457,
r according to Ptolemy (vi, 2, 14), and after the time of
Cyrus (Strabo, xi, 522 sq. ; Pausan. iv, 24,1; Xenoph.
Cyr. viii, 6, 22; Anab. iii, 5, 15) two months in the
year the residence of the Persian (later the Parthian)
kings. It is somewhat doubtful whether the name of
this place is really contained in the Hcbrew Serip-
tures. Many of the best commentators understand
the expression RDO2ARY, in Ezra vi, 2, differently,
and translate it in arcd, “in a coffer” (see Buxtorf
‘ and others, and so our English Bible in the margin).
{ The Sept., however, give {v wé\et, “in a city,"” or (in
some MSS.) iy "Apabd ¢v woket, which favors the or-
dinary interpretation. If a city is meant, there is lit-
tle doubt of one of the two Ecbatanas being intended ;
for, except these towns, there was no place in the
province of the Medes * which contained a palace”
| (F1292), or where records are likely to have been de-
" posited. The name Achmetha, too, which at first sight
! seems somewhat remote from Ecbatana, wants but cne
letter of /lagmatanu, which was the native appella-
tion. The earlier and more correct Greek form of the
name, too, was Aghatana (see Steph. Byz. p. 19; comp.
Wesselink ad Herod. iii, 65). Lassen (Biblioth. iii, 36)
regards the name as Zendish, Aghwa-Tana, * land rich
in horses.”” Hyde (De rel. vet. Pers. p. 541 8q.) com-
pares it with the Persic .1badan, ** cultivated place ;"
Ilgen (on Tobit, 1. c.) regards it as Shemitic; compare
Syr. Chamtana, * fortress.” For other ctymologies,
see Simonis Onom. V. T. p. 578 &q.; Gesenius, Thes.
p. 70.

Two cities of the name of Ecbatana seem to have
existed in ancient times, one the capital of Northern
Media, the Media Atropaténé of Strabo; the other the
; metropolis of the larger and more important province

known as Media Magna (sce Sir H. Rawlinson’s paper
‘ on the Atropatenian Ecbatana, in the 10th volume of
the Journal of the Geographical Society, art. ii). The
i site of the former appears to be marked by the very
curious ruins at Takht i-Suleiman (lat. 36° 28°, long.
47°9%); while that of the latter is occupied by Hama-
: dan, which is one of the most important cities of mod-
“ern Persia. There is generally some difficulty in de-
termining, when Ecbatana is mentioned, whether the
northern or the southern metropolis is intended. Few
writers are aware of the existence of the two cities,
and they lie sufficiently near to one another for geo-
. graphical notices in most cases to suit either site. The
{ northern city was the ‘‘seven-walled town" described
" by Herodotus, and declared by him to have been the
‘capital of Cyrus (Herod. i, 98-99, 153; comp. Mos.
Choren. ii, 84); and it was thus most proflably there
. that the roll was found which proved to Darius that
; Cyrus had really made a decree allowing the Jews to
« rebuild their Temple.
Various descriptions of the northern city have come
‘ down to us, but none of them is completely to be de-
pended on. That of the Zendavesta (Vendidad, Far-
| gard TI) is the oldest and the least exaggeruted.
i ‘“Jemshid,” it is said, ** erected a var, or fortress, suf-
ficiently large, and formed of squared blocks of stone ;
he assembled in the place a vast population, and
I stocked the surrounding country with cattle for their
He caused the water of the great fortress to
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flow forth abundantly. And within the var, or for- ornamentation was actually in use at the period in
tress, he erected a lofty palace, encompassed with iquestion in a neighboring country. The temple of
walls, and laid it out in many separate divisions, and the Seven Spheres at Borsippa wus adorned almost
there was no place, either in front or rear, to command | exactly in the manner which Herodotus assigns to the
and overawe the fortress.”” Herodotus, who ascribes  Median capital (see BapEel, TowER oF); and it does
the foundation of the city to his king Deioces, says:  not seem at all improbable that, with the object of
“The Medes were obedient to Deioces, and built the ' placing the city under the protection of the seven plan-
city now called Agbatana, the walls of which are of | ets, the seven walls may have been colored nearly as

great size and strength, rising in circles one within
the other. The plan of the place is that each of the
walls should out-top the one beyond it by the battle-
ments. The nature of the ground, which is a gentle
hill, favors this arrangement in some degree, but it was
mainly effected by art. The number of the circles

is seven, the royal palace and the treasuries standing
The circuit of the outer wall is near- sight highly improbable —is found to have prevail-

within the last.
Iy the same with that of Athens. Of this outer wall
the battlements are white, of the next black, of the
third scarlet, of the fourth Llue, of the fifth orange:
all these are colored with paint. The last two have
their Lattlements coated respectively with silver and
gold.  All these fortifications Deioces caused to be
raised for himself and his own palace.
The people were required to build their
dwellings outside the circuit of the
walls™ (Herod. i, 98, 99).  Finally, the
book of Judith, probably the woik of
an Alexandrian Jew, professes to give
a number of details, which appear to be
drawn chiefly from the imagination of
the writer (Jud. i, 2—4).

The peculiar feature of the site of
Takht i-Suleiman, which it is proposed
to identify with the northern Ecbatana,
is a conical hill rising to the height of
about 150 feet above the plain, and cov-
ered both on its top and sides with mas-
sive ruins of the most antique and prim-
itive character. A perfect enceinte,
formed of large blocks of squared stone,
may be traced round the entire hill
along its brow ; within there is an oval
inclosure, about 800 yards in its great-
est and 400 in its least diameter, strewn
with ruins, which cluster round a re-
markable lake. This is an irregular ba-
sin, about 300 paces in circuit, filled with water exqui-
sitely clear and pleasant to the taste, which is supplied
in some unknown way from below, and which stands
uniformly at the same level, whatever the quantity tak-
en from it for irrigating the lands which lie at the foot
of the hill. This hill itsclf is not perfectly isolated,
though it appears 80 to those who approach it by the
onlinary route. On three sides—the south, the west,
and the north—the acclivity is steep, and the height
atove the plain uniform ; but on the east it abuts upon
a hilly tract of ground, and here it is but slightly ele-
vated above the adjoining country. It cannot, there-
fore, have ever answered exactly to the description
of Herodotus, as the eastern side could not anyhow
admit of seven walls of circumvallation. It is doubt-
ed whether even the other sides were thus defended.
Although the flanks on these sides are covered with
ruing, *‘no traces remain of any wall but the upper
one” (As. Jour. x, 52). Still, as the nature of the
ground on three sides would allow this style of de-
fence, and as the account in Herodotus is confirmed
by the Armenian historian, writing clearly without
knowledge of the earlier author, it seems hest to sup-
pose that in the peaceful times of the Persian empire
it was thought sufficient to preserve the upper enceinte,
while the others were allowed to fall into decay, and
ultimately were superseded by domestic buildings.
With regard to the coloring of the walls, or, rather,
of the battlements, which has been considered to mark
erpecially the fabulous character of Herodotus's de-
scription, recent discoveries show that such a mode of

described. Herodotus has a little deranged the order
of the hues, which should have been either black, or-
ange, scarlet, gold, white, blue, silver—as at the Bor-
sippa temple —or black, white, orange, blue, scarlet,
| silver, gold—if the order of the days dedicated to the
iplanets were followed. Even the use of silver and
gold in external ornamentation—which seems at first

ed. Silver roofs were met with by the Greeks at
the southern Ecbatana (Polybius, x, 27, 10-12) ; and
there is reason to believe that at Borsippa the wold
and silver stages of the temple were actually coat-
|ed with those metals. (See Rawlinson, /erodotus, i,
185.)

1

Plan of Ecbatana.

1. Remains of a Fire.-Temple: 2. Ruined Mosque; 3. Ancient buildings with
shafts and capitals: 4. Ruins of the Palace of Abakai Khan; 5. Cemetery;
6. Kidge of Ruek called “the Dragon ;™ 7. Hill called ** Tawilah,™ or ** the
Stable;” 8. Ruins of Kalisiah; 9. Recky hill of Zindani-Suleiman.

The northern Ecbatana continued to be an impor.
tant place down to the 13th century after Christ. By
the Greeks and Romans it appears to have been known
as Gaza, Gazaca, or Canzaca, ‘“ the treasure city,” on
account of the wealth laid up in it, while by the Ori-
entals it was termed Skiz. Its decay is referable to
the Mogul conquests, eir. A.D. 1200; and its final ruin
is supposed to date from about the 15th or 16th cen-
tury (As. Soc. Journ. x, pt. i, 49).

In the 2d book of Maccabees (ix, 3, etc.), the Echa-
tana mentioned is undoubtedly the southern city, now
represented both in name and site by Hamadun. This
place, situated on the northern flank of the great
mountain called formerly Orontes, and now Elwend,
was perhaps as ancient as the other, and is far better
known in history. Ifnotthe Median capital of Cyrusg,
it was, at any rate, regarded from the time of Darius
Hystaspis as the chief city of the Persian satrapy of
Media, and as such it hecame the summer residence of
the Persian kings from Darius downwards. It was
occupied by Alexander soon after the battle of Arbela
(Arrian, Emp, Aler. iii, 19), and at his decease parsed
under the dominion of the Seleucidee. In the wars
between his successors it was more than once taken
and retaken, cach time suffering largely at the hands
of its conquerors (Polyb. x, 27). It was afterwards
recognised as the metropolis of their empire by the
Parthians (Oros. vi, 4). During the Arabian period,
from the rise of Bagdad on the one hand and of Ispa-
han on the other, it sank into comparative insignifi-

cance; but still it has never descended below the rank
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of a provincial capital, and even in the present de-
pressed condition of Persia it is a city of from 20,000
to 20,000 inhabitants. The Jews, curiously enough,
regard it as the residence of Ahasuerus (Xerxes?)—
which is in Scripture declared to be Susa (Esth. i, 2;
ii, 8, etc.)—and show within its precincts the tombs
of Esther and Mordecai (Ker Porter, ii, 105-110). It
is not distinguished by any remarkable peculiarities !
from other Oriental cities of the same size.

The Ecbatana of the book of Tobit is thought hy
Sir H. Rawlinson to be the northern city (see As. Soc.
Journ. X, i, 137-141). See ACHMETHA.

Becard. See ECKHARD.

Bcoe Homo, a name given in art to pictures rep-
resenting the suffering Saviour as described in John
xix, 5: **Then came Jesus forth, wearing the crown
of thorns, and the purple robe. And Pilate saith unto
them, Behold the man!" Itis a comparatively recent
subject in art, dating from the 15th century. There
are two forms of it, viz. the devotional picture, which
offers the single head, or half-figure of Christ, to our
contemplation, as the * Man of Sorrows' of the Pas-
sion, and the more or less historical picture, which ei-
ther places him before us attended by Pilate and one
or more attendants, or gives the full scene in numer-
ous figures. For an account of them, see Jamieson,
History of our Lord in Art, ii, 92 sq.

Bochellensis or Bchellensis, AsBrAHAM, a
Maronite scholar, was born at Eckel, Syria, and was
educated in Rome, where he afterwards taught the
Syriac and Arabic languages. In 1630 he was called
to Paris to assist in the preparation of the great Poly-
glot Bible of Le Jay. For this work Ecchellensis fur-
nished Ruth in Syriac and Arabic, with a Latin trans-
lation, and the 8d book of Maccabees in Arabic. He
undertook also the revision of the Syriac and Arabic '
texts, and the Latin versions contributed by Gabriel
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tween Proverbs and Canticles, as in the A.V. See
BisLE. It is the fourth of the five Megilloth (q. v.)
or Rolls, as they are called by the Jews, being appoint-
ed to be read at the Feast of Tabernacles. The form
of the book is poetico-didactic, without the sublimity
of the beautiful parallelism and rhythm which charac-
terize the older poetic effusions of the inspired writ-
ings. The absence of vigor and charm is manifest
even in the grandest portion of this book (xii, 1-7),
where the sacred writer rises above his usual level.
(See generally, Bergst, in Eichhorn's Bibliothek, x,
955-84; Paulus, in his Neues sum, i, 201-65;
Zirkel, Ueb. der Prediger, Wii-zb, 1792 ; Umbreit, Co-
heleth scepticus, Gott. 1820 ; Stiebriz, I'indicie Solomo-
nis, Halle, 1760; Henzi, Eccles. argumentum, Dorpat,
1827 ; Muhlert, Paliogr. Beitrige, p. 182 sq.; Hart-
mann, in the Wien. Zeitschr. i, 29, 71; Ewald, Ueb. d.
Prediger, Gott. 1826 ; Umbreit, in the Stud. u. Krit.
1849; Bruch, Weisheits-Lehre der Hebraer, Strasburg,
1851.) See SoLoMoON.

I. Title.—The Heb. name is BBHP, Kohe'leth, and
is evidently taken from the designation which the
writer himself assumes (ch. i, 2, 2; vii, 27; xii, 8, 9,
10; Sept. éxxAn rig, Vulg. ecclesiastes, Auth. Vers.
‘preacher”). It is the participle of 553.‘,'*, kahal’(cog-
nate with DIp, voice, Greek xa)iw, Eng. call), which
properly signifies to call & gether a religious assembly
(hence br;lp'. H?-‘,Ip_., a congregation). The apparent

ly of the feminine termination I\ _indicates that
the abstract noun has been transferred from the office
to the person holding it (so the Arab. caliph, etc.; see .
Geseniug, Thes. Heb. p. 1199, 1200), and has thus be-
come capable of use as a masculine proper name, a
change of meaning of which we find other instances in
Sophereth (Neh. vii, 57), Pochereth (Ezra ii, 57); and
hence, with the single exception of Eccles. vii, 27, the

Sionita. He returned again to Rome to fill the chair | noun, notwithstanding its form, is used throughout in
of Oriental languages offered him in that city, and died , the masculine. Ewald, however (Poet. Biich. iv, 189),
there in 1664. Ecchellenxis’s writings arc numerous ; | connects the feminine termination with the noun 12213
among the most important are, Lingue Syriace sive (wisdom), understood, and supposes a poetic license in
Chaldaice perbrevis Institutio (Rome, 1628, 4t0) :—Sy- ! the use of the word as a kind of symbolic proper name,

nopsis propositorum sapientie Arabum inscripte speculum !
mundum representans, ex urabico sermone latini juris |
Jfacta (Par. 1641, 4to) :—Sancti Antonii Magni Epistole
viginti (Par. 1641, 8vo) :—Concilii Niceni Prafatio, etc. |
(Par. 1645, 8vo) :—Sancti Antonii Magni Regulw, ser- |
mones, documenta, admonitiones, responsiones, et vita |
duplex (Paris, 1646, 8vo) :—Semitu Supientie, sive ad ,
ientias compurandas methodus (Paris, 1646) :— De Pro-
prietatibus et virtutibus medicis animalium, p'antarum

appealing to Prov. xxx, 1; xxxi, 1, as examples of a
like usage. As connected with the root 5-‘_1;?, the
word has been applied to one who speaks in an assem-
bly, and there is, to say the least, a tolerable agree-
ment in favor of this interpretation. Thus we have
the comment of the Midrash, stating that the writer
thus designates himself ¢ because his words were spo-
ken iu the assembly’’ (quoted in Preston’s Ecclesiastes,
note on i, 1); the rendering 'ExxAnoiacric by the

ac gemmarum, tractatus triplex Habdarrahman (Paris,
1647, 8vo) :—Chronicon orientale nunc primum latinitate l € mon o8 8 h ¢
donatum cui accessit supplementum IHistorie orisntalis | Eccl.), as meauing ‘‘ qui catum, i. e. "f"k""‘"‘ congre-
(Par. 1653, fol.) :—Catalogus librorum Chald rorum, tam gat, quem nos n upare p ¢ em ; the
ecclesiasticorum quam profanorum, auctore Habed-Jesu | use of * Prediger” Ly Luther, of ‘ Preacher” in the
(Rome, 1633, 8vo), with notes :—Concordantin nationum | A.V. On the other hand, taking ’Dl'_l:? in the sense
christianarum orientalium in fides catholicr dogmate  of collecting things, not of summoning persons, and
(Mayence, 1655, 8vo). In this book he secks to har-| led perhaps by his inability to sce in the book itself
monize the sentiments of the Orientals with those of any greater unity of design than in the chapters of
the Roman Church. Leo Allatius assisted him in his | Proverbs, Grotius (in Eccles. i, 1) has suggested Zrva-
work. De Origine nominis Pape . . . adeo de ejus pri- | Gpowsric (compiler) as a better equivalent. In this he
matu, etc. (Rome, 1660), and Eutychius vindicatus sive has been followed by Herder and Jahn, and Mendels-
Responsio ad Seldeni Origines (Rome, 1661, 4to), were I sohn has adopted the same rendering (notes on i, 1,
works written in the controversy against the Protes- | and vii, 27, in Preston), seeing in it the statement
tants.—Hoefer, Nouv. Biog. Génerale, v, 621. partly that the writer had compiled the sayings of
Ecclesia. Sce CHURCH. 1wise men who had gone before him, partly that he
was, by an inductive process, gathering truths from

Bcclesiz Domus. See Dowus. the facts of a wide experience. The title of the book,
Ecclesiee Seniores. Sce SEXIORES. however, indicates that the author did not write only
Eccle’siastés, the fourth of the poetical books in  for a literary public, but that he had in view the whole
the English arrangement of the O. T, and one of those congregation of the Lord; and that his doctrine was
usually attributed to Solomon. In the Ieb. Bible it 1 not confined within the narrow bounds of a school, but
is the seventh and last of the first part of the /{agio- belonged to the Church in its whole extent (comp. Psa.
graphki, B33, or fourth division of the Jewish 1 xlix, 2-4). Solomon, who in 1 Kings viii is described
Scriptures. In the Sept. and Vulg. it is placed be-. as gathering (51:!,‘.:‘?) the people to hold communion

Sept. ; the adoption of this title by Jerome (Praf. in
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with the Most High in the place which he erected for
this purpose, is here again represented as the gatherer
(5P of the people to the bly of God. It
must, however, be borne in mind that, though Solomon
is animated by and represents Wisdom,he does not lose
his individuality. Hence he sometimes describes his
own experience (comp. i, 16, 17 ; ii, 9, 12; vii, 28, ete.),
and sometimes utters the words of Wisdom, whose or-
gan be is, just as the apostles are sometimes the or-
gans of the Holy Ghost (comp. Acts xv, 28).

Against the common rendering of ﬁBh’p by preacher
or Ecclesiastes, which is supported by Desveeux, Gese-
nius, Knobel, Herzfeld, Stuart, etc., it has been urged :
(1.) The verb ’:.-_lp does not properly include the idea

of preacking: such, however, would naturally be its'

derived import, in h as popul blies are

usually convened for the purpose of being addressed.
(2.) It ascribes to Solomon the office of preacher, which
is nowhere mentioned in the Bible; it is too modern a
title, and is in t with his character, if not with
the contents of the book : this, however, only applies
to the title in its modern sense, and not to the above
generic view. (3.) It destroys the connection between
the design of the book and the import of this symbolic
name: this again depends upon the preconception as
to the design of the book; the import, as above ex-
plained, is not unsuitable. Moreover, a. Coheleth is
neither a name of runk nor of office, but simply de-
scribes the act of gathering the people together, and
can, therefore, not come within the rule which the ad-
vocates of the rendering preacher or Ecclesiustes are
obliged to urge. 5. The construction of the feminine
verb with it in vii, 27, is incompatible with this view.
¢. Abstracts are never formed from the active parti-
ciple; and, d. There is not a single instance to be found
where a concrete is first made an abstract, and then again
taken in a personal sense. These objections are too mi-
nute to be of much force, and are overruled by the pe-
culiar use and application of this word, which occurs
nowhere else.

The other explanations of Koheleth, viz., Gatherer
or Acquirer of fisdom, and Solomon is called by this

name because he gathered much wisdom (Rashi, Rash-

7

bam, etc.); Collector, Compiler, he collected in
this book divers experience, views, and maxims for
the good of mankind (Grotius, Mayer, Mendelssohn,
etc.); Eclectic, ixhexricig, a name given to him in this
place because of his skill in selecting and purifying
fron the systems of different philosophers the a d
tentiments in this book (Rosenthal); Ac / wis-
dom—and this appellation is given to him because wis-
dom was accumulated in him (Aben-Ezra); The Reu-
sited, the Gathered Soul—and it describes his readmis-
sion into the Church in of his repentance
(Cartwright, Bishop Reynolds, Granger, etc.); The
Penitent—and describes the contrite state of his heart
for his apostasy (Cocceius, Schultens, etc.); An assem-
¥y. an academy—and the first verse is to be translated
*‘The sayings of the academy of the son of David"”
(Doderlein, Nachtigal, etc.); An old man—and Solo-
mon indicates by the name Koheleth his weakness of
mind when, yielding to his wives, he worshipped idols
(Simonis Lez. Heb. 8. v.; Schmidt, etc.) ; Exclaiming
eoice, analogous to the title assumed by John the Bap-

h

7

tist—and the words of the inscription ought to be ren. |

dered, * The words of the voice of one exclaiming” (De
Dieu); Sophist, according to the primitive significa-
tion of the word, which implied a combination of phi-
lorophy and rhetoric (Desveux) ; Philosopher or Mor-
alist (Spohn, Gaab, etc.); The departed spirit of Solo-
mon introduced as speaking throughout this book in
the form of a shadow (Augusti, Einlest in d. A. T. p.
240); Koheleth is the feminine gender, because it re-
fers to D3, fAe intellectual soul, which is understood
(Rashi, Rashbam, Ewald, etc.); it is to show the great
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“excellency of the preacher, or his charming style which
_this gender indicates (Lorinus, Zirkel, etc.), because
'a preacher travails, as it were, like a mother, in the
' spiritual birth of his children, and has tender and
! motherly affection for his people, a similar expression
| being found in Gal. iv, 19 (Pineda, Mayer, etc.); it is
‘to describe the infirmity of Solomon, who appears here
as worn out by old age (Mercer, Simonis, etc.); it is
used in a neuter sense, because departed spirits have
no specific gender (Augusti) ; the termination I is not
at all feminine, but, as in Arabic, is used as an auzesis;
etc., etc., etc. We believe that the simple enuimera-
tion of these views will tend to show their vagueness,
fancifulness, and inappropriateness. (See Dindorf,
Q d Cohelet Sal { tribuatur, Lpz. 1791.)

II. Awthor and Date.—These have usually been re-
garded as determined by the account that the writer
gives of himself in ch. i and ii, that it was written by
. the only *‘son of David'’ (i, 1), who was ‘‘ king over
Israel in Jerusalem” (i, 12). According to this, we
have in it what may well be called the Confessions of
king Solomon, the utterance of a repentance which
some have even ventured to compare with that of the
51st psalm. This authorship is corroborated by the

questi ions made throughout the book to
| particular circumstances connected with the life of the
great monarch (compare chap. i, 16, etc., with 1 Kings
iii, 12 ; chap. ii, 4-10, with 1 Kings v, 27-82; vii, 1-8;
ix, 7-19; x, 14-29; ch. vii, 20, with 1 Kings viii, 46;
chap. xii, 9, with 1 Kings iv, 32). Additional internal

evidence has been found for this belief in the language
40! vii, 26-28, as harmonizing with the history of 1
i Kings xi, 8, and in an interpretation (somewhat forced
perhaps) which refers iv, 13-15 to the murmurs of the
people against Sol , and the popularity of Jero-
boam as the leader of the people, already recognised
as their future king (Mendelssohn and Preston in loc.).
The belief that Solomon was actually the author was,
it need hardly be said, received gencrally by the Rab-
binic commentators, and the whole series of Patristic
writers. The apparent exceptions to this in the pas-
sages by Talmudic writers, which ascribe it to Heze-
kiah (Baba Bathra, c. i, fol. 15) or Isaiah (Shalsh. Hak-
kab. fol. 66 b, quoted by Michaelis), can hardly be un-
derstood as implying more than a share in the work
of editing, like that claimed for the ‘‘men of Heze-
kiah” in Prov. xxv,1. Grotius (Pref. in Eccles.) was
indeed almost the first writer who called it in ques-
tion, and started a different hypothesis.

It may seem as if the whole question were settled
for all who recognise the inspiration of Scripture by
the statement, in a canonical and inspired book, as to
its own authorship. The book purports, it is said
(Preston, Proleg. in Eccles. p. 5), to be written by Sol-
omon, and to doubt the literal accuracy of this state-
ment is to call in question the truth and authority of
i Scripture. To many it has appeared questionable,
i however, whether we can admit an & priors argument
- of this character to be decisive. The hypothesis that
‘every such stat. tin a ca 1 book nust be re-

ceived as literally true, is, in fact, an assumption that
| inspired writers were debarred from forms of composi-
i tion which were open without blame to others. In
i the literature of every other nation the form of per-
, sonated authorship, where there is no animus decipien-
i di, has been recognised as a legitimate channel for the
expression of opinions or the quasi-dramatic represen-
tation of character. Hence it has been asked, Why
should we venture on the assertion that, if adopted by
the writers of the Old Testament, it would have made
them guilty of a falsehood, and been inconsistent with
their inspiration? The question of authorship does
not involve that of canonical authority. A book writ-
ten by Solomon would not necessarily be inspired and
canonical. It is said that there is nothing that need
startle us in the thought that an inspired writer might

'
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use a liberty which has been granted without hesita-
tion to the teachers of mankind in every age and coun-
try. Accordingly, the advocates of a different author-
ship for the book in question than that of Solomon feel
themselves at liberty to discard these statements of the
text as mere literary devices,

They argue that in like manner the Look which
bears the title of the ‘* Wisdom of Solomon™ asserts,
both by its title and its language (vii, 1-21), a claim
‘o0 the same authorship, and, though the absence of a
Hebrew original led to its exclusion from the Jewish
canon, the authorship of Solomon was taken for grant-
ed by all the early Christian writers who quote it or
refer to it, till Jerome had asserted the authority of the
Hebrew text as the standard of canonicity, and by not
a few afterwards. But in reply to this it may, justly
Le said that the traditionary character of the two
books is so different as to debar any comparison of
this kind. See WisvoMm, Book oF.

The following specific objections have been urged
against the Solomonic and for the personated author-
ship of this book. 1. All the other reputed writings
of Solomon have his name in the inscription (comp.
Prov. i,1; Song of Songs, i, 1; Psa.lxxvii), whereas
in this book the name of Solomon is studiously avoid-
ed, thus showing that it does not claim him as its act-
ual author. Yet he gives other cqually decisive inti-
mations of his identity, and the peculiar character of
the work sufficiently accounts for this partial conceal-
ment. Moreover, in some of his other undoubted writ-
ings he employs similar noms de plume (Prov. xxx, 1;
xxxi, 1). 2. The symbolic and impersonal name Ko-
Releth shows that Solomon is simply introduced in an
ideal sense as the representative of wisdom. On the
other hatd, it appears to have an equally tangible ap-
plication to him historically. 8. This is indicated by
the sacred writer himself, who represents Solomon as
belonginy fo the past, inasmuch as he makes this great
monarch say, “I was (") king,” but had long ago
ceased to be king when this was written. That this
is intended Ly the preaterite has been acknowledged
from time immemorial (comp. Midrash Rabba, Mid-
rask Jalkut in loc. ; Talmud, Gittin, 68 b; the Chaldee
paraphrase, i, 12; Midrash, Maase, Bi-Shloma, Ha-
Melech, ed. Jellinek in Peth Ha-Midrash, ii, 35; Ra-
shi on i, 12). Yet it does not necessarily require that
interpretation, but may naturally be understood as
simply referring to past incidents, e. g. ‘I have been
[and still am] king.” The passage certainly gives no
support to the idea of a fanciful authorship. 4. This
is moreover corroborated by various statements in the
book, which would otherwise be irreconcilable, e. g.

Koheleth comparing himself with a long succession !

of kings who reigned over Israel in Jerusalem (i, 16;

ii, 7): the term king in Jerusalem (ibid.) showing that |

at the time when this was written there was a royal
residence in Samaria; the recommendation to individ-
uals not to attempt to resent the oppression of a tyran-
nical ruler, but to wait for a general revolt (viii, 2-9)—
a doctrine which a monarch like Solomon is not likely
to propound; the description of a royal spendthrift,
and of the misery he inflicts upon the land (x, 16-19),
which Solomon would not give unless he intended to
write a satire upon himself. These historical allu-
sions are too vague to be thus pressed into service.
As to the political references, we know (1 Kings xi,
14, 23) that insurrectionary manifestations did exist
in Solomon's reign, and were acgravated by his rigid
and exacting government (1 Kings xii, 4). It has
been asked whether Solomon would have heen likely
to speak of himself as in i, 12, or to describie with bit-
terness the misery and wrong of which his own mis-
government had been the cause, as in iii, 16; iv, 1
(Jahn, Einl. ii, 840). On the hypothesix that he was
the writer, the whole book ix an acknowledgn:ent of
evils which he had occasioned, while yet there is no
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i distinct confession and repentance. There are forms

of satiety and self-reproach, of which this half sad,
half scornful retrospect of & man's own life—this ut-
terance of bitter words by which he is condemned out
of his own mouth —is the most natural expression.
Any individual judgment on this point cannot, from
the nature of the case, be otherwise than subjective,
"and ought therefore to Liss our estimate of other evie
dence as little as possible. 5. The state of oppression,
sufferings, and misery depicted in this book (iv, 1-4,
v, 75 viii, 1-4, 10, 11; =, 5-7, 20, etc.) cannot be rec-
onciled with the age of Solomon, and unquestionably
shows that the Jews were then groaning under the
grinding tyranny of Persia. There are sudden and
violent changes, the se.vant of to-day becoming the
ruler of to-morrow (x, 5-7). All this, it is said, agrees
with the glimpses into the condition of the Jews under
the Persian empire in Ezra and Nehemiah, and with
what we know as to the general condition of the prov-
inces under its satraps. But we cannot suppose that
these evils, which have been prevalent in all times,
were alluded to as specially characteristic of the writ-
er's day. 6. The fact that Koheleth is represented as
indulging in sensual enjoyments, and acquiring riches
and fame in order fo ascertaén v hat is good for the chil-
dren of men (ii, 3-9; iii, 12, 22, etc.), making vhilo-
sophical experiments to discover the summum bonum,
is held to be at varianee with the conduct of the his-
torical Solomon, and to be an idea of a much later
period. In like manner, the admonition not to seek
divine things in the profane books of the philosophers
(xii, 12) are thought to show that this book was writ-
ten when the speculation of Greece and Alexandria
had found their way into Palestine. In short, the
doctrine of a future bar of judgment, whereby Kohe-
leth solves the grand problem of this book, when cou:-
pared with the vague and dim intimations respecting a
future state in the pre-exilian portions of the 0. T., is
regarded as proving that it is a post-exilian production.
But the untrustworthy character of these arguments
is evinced by the parallel case of the book of Job (q.
v.). Itis also urged that the indications of the relig-
ious condition of the peeple, their formalism and much
speaking (v, 1, 2), their readiness th evade the per-
formance of their vows by casuistic excuses (v, 5),
represent in like manner the growth of evils, the germs
of which appeared soon after the captivity, and which
we find in a fully-developed form in the prophecy of
Malachi. In addition to this general resemblance,
there is the agreement between the use of ",!5’:;{!
for the ‘ angel” or priest of God (v, 6, Ewald, in loc.),
and the recurrence in Malachi of the terms “,:5’2?
!"ljn?, the * angel” or messenger of the Lord, as a syn-
onyme for the priest (Mal. ii, 7), the true priest being
the great agent in accomplishing God’s purposes.
! Significant, though not conclusive in either direction,
is the absence of all reference to any contemporaneous
prophetic activity or te any Messianic hopes. This
! might indicate a time Lefore such hopes had become

prevalent, or after they were for a time extinguished.

It might, on the other hand, be the natural result of
!the experience through which the son of David had
" passed, or fitly take its place in the dramatic persona-

tion of such a character. The use throughout the
\ book of Elohim instead of Jehovah as the divine name,
" though characteristic of the book as dealing with the

problems of the universe ruther than with the relations
" between the Lord God of Israel and his people, and

therefore striking as an idiosyncrasy, leaves the ques-

tion as to date nearly where it was. The indications

of rising questions as to the end of man’s life and the

constitution of his nauture, of doubts like those which

afterwards developed into Suddaceeism (iii, 19-21),0f &
| copious literatare connected with those questions, con-

firm, it is urged (Ewald), the hypothesis of the later
. date. It may be added, too, that the absence of any
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reference to such a work as this in the enumeration of
Solomon's writings in 1 Kings iv, 82, tends, at least, to
the same conclusion. But such considerations drawn
a silentio are highly inconclusive. 7. The strongest
argument, however, against the Solomonic authorship
of this book is its vitiated language and style. It is
written throughout with peculiarities of phraseology
which developed themselves about the time of the
Babylonian captivity. So convincing is this fact, that
not only have Grotius, J. D. Michaelis, Eichhorn, Dé-
derlein, Spobn, Jahn, J. E. C. Schmidt, Nachtigal,
Kaiser, Rosenmiiller, Ewald, Knobel, Gesenius, De
Wette, Noyes, Hitzig, Heiligstedt, Davidson, Meier,
etc., relinquished the Sol authorship, but even
such unquestionably orthodox writers as Umbreit,
Hengstenberg, Gerlach, Vaihinger, Stuart, Keil, El-
ster, etc., declare most emphatically that the book was
written after the Babylonian captivity ; and there is
bardly a chief rabbi or a literary Jew to be found who
- would have the courage to maintain that Solomon
wrote Koheleth, Dr. Herzfeld, chief rabbi of Bruns-
wick; Dr. Philippson, chief rabbi of Magdeburg; Dr.
Geiger, rabbi of Breelau; Dr. Zunz, Professor Luzzat-
to, Dr. Krochmal, Steinschneider, Jost, Gritz, Fiirst,
and a bost of others, affirm that this book is one of the
latest productions in the O.-T. canon. We are more-
over reminded that these are men to whom the Hebrew
is almost vernacular, and that some of them write bet-
ter Hebrew, and in a purer style, than that of Kohe-
leth. With most readers, however, a single intima-
tion of the text itself will weigh more than the opin-
ion of these or all other learned men. On the other
band, the Rabbinical scholars, who certainly were not
inferior in a knowledge of Hebrew, appear to have
found no difficulty in attributing this book to Solo-
mon. Most of those above enumerated are of very
questionable sentiments on a point like this, and it

must be borne in mind that a very large, if not equal, '

amount of learning has been arrayed on the opposite
side. The last of the above objections, however, de-
serves a more minute consideration.

Many opp ts of the Sol ic authorship of Ec-
cjesiastes have certainly gone much too far in their
assertions respecting the impurity of its language.
The Greecisms which Zirkle thought that he had found
bave now generally been given up. The Rabbinisms
likewise could not stand the proof. The words, signi-
tications, and forms which seem to appertain to a later
period of Hebrew literature, and the Chaldaisms, an
ahundance of which Knobel gathered, require, as
Herzfeld has shown (in his Commentary, published at
Braunschweiz, 1838, p. 13 sq.), to be much sifted. Ac-
cording to Herzfeld, there are in Ecclesiastes not more
than Letween eleven and fifteen ¢ young Hebrew'’ ex-
pressions and constructions, and between eight and
ten Chaldai Nevertheless, it is certain that the
book does not belong to the productions of the first,
but rather to the second period of the Hebrew lan-
guage. This alone would not fully disprove the au-
thorship of Solomon, fur it would not necessarily throw
the production into the latest period of Hebrew litera-
ture. 'We could suppose that Sol , in a philo-
sophical work, found the pure Hebrew language to be
insufficient, and had, therefore, recourse to the Chal-
daizing popular dialect, by which, at a later period, the
book-language was entirely displaced. This supposi-
tion could not be rejected a priori, since almost every
one of the lebrew authors before the exile did the
samie, although in a less degree. It has been thought,
however. that the striking difference between the lan-
guage of Ecclesiastes and the language of the Prov-
«rbs renders that explanation quite inadmissible. This
difference would prove little if the two books belonged
to two entirely different classes of literature—that is,
if Ecclesiastes bore the same relation to the Proverbs
as the Song of Solomon does; hut since Ecclesiastes
and the Proverls belong eassentially to the same cluss,
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the argument taken from the difference of style can
only be avoided by attributing it to the effect of great-
er age in the writer, The occurrence of Chaldee words
and forms in any Hebrew document is by no means a
certain and invariable indication of lateness of compo-
sition. We must be careful to distinguish archaisms,
and words and forms peculiar to the poetic style, from
Chaldaisms of the later period. Moreover, the He-
brew writings which have been transmitted to us be-
ing so few in number, it is of course much more diffi-
cult decisively to determine the period to which any
of these writings belongs by the peculiar form of lan-
guage which it presents, than it would have been had
there been preserved to us a larger number of docu-
ments of different ages to assist us in forming our de-
cision.  Still, from the materials within our reach,
scanty though they are, we would naturally draw a
conclusion as to the age of the book of Ecclesiastes,
not altogether certain, indeed, but decidedly unfavor-
able to an early date; for it needs but a cursory sur-
vey of the book to convince us that in language and
style it not only differs widely from the other writings
of the age of Solomon, but bears a very marked resem-
blance to the latest books of the Old Testament. (1.)
One class of words employed by the writer of Ecclesi-
astes we find rarely employed in the earlier books of
Scripture, frequently in the later, i. e. in those written
during or after the Babylonish captivity. Thus sha-
lat’, 2%, he ruled (Eccles. ii, 19; v, 18; vi, 2; vii,
9), is found elsewhere only in Nehemiah and Esther.
The derived noun ','1‘..:7?‘:,‘, shilton’, rule (ch. viii, 4, 8),
is found only in the Chaldee of Daniel; but ::"’;w.',
shallit’, ruler, appears once in the earlier Scriptures
(Gen. xlii, 6). Under this head may also be men-
tioned ™1=5%, malkuth’, kingdom (ch. iv, 14), rare in
the earlier Scriptures, but found above forty times in
Esther and Daniel; and f"7%, medinak’, province
(ch. ii, 8; v, 7), which appears also in Esther, Daniel,
Ezra, Nehemiah, Lamentations, Ezekiel, and likewise
in 1 Kings xx, 14-19, where ** princes of the provinces”
are mentioned among the officers of king Ahab, but
in none of the earlier Scriptures. (2.) A second class
includes those words which are never found in any He-
brew writing of earlier date than the Babylonian cap-
tivity, but are found in the later books: as 2%, ze-
mun’, set time (ch. iii, 1)="13%2, which we meet with
in Hebrew only in Nebh. ii, 6 and Esth. ix, 27, 81, but
in the biblical Chaldee and in the Targums frequent-
ly ; D30, pithgam’, sentence (chap. viii, 11), which ap-
pears in Hebrew only in Esth. i, 20, but in Chaldee
, frequently. (If this word be, as is commonly sup-
! posed, of Persian origin, its appearance only in the
. later Jewish writings is at once accounted for. See
 Rodiger's Additions to Gesenius's Thesaurus.) =79,
| madda’ (ch. x, 20), a derivative of 337, to know, found
i only in 2 Chron. and Daniel, and also in Chaldee ; and
the particles %X, illw’, if (ch. vi, 6), and 3232, beken”,
“ then. so (ch. viii, 10), found in no earlier Hebrew book
than Esther. From this enumeration it appears that
the book of Ecclesiastes resembles the book of Esther
in some of the most distinctive peculiarities of its lan-
guage. (3.) A third class embraces those words which
_are not found even in the Hebrew writings of the latest
period, but only in the Chaldee of Daniel and Ezra, or
/in the Targums, as =%, yitkron’, profit, which is
. used nine times in Ecclesiastes, never in any other
scriptural writing, but frequently in the Targums, un-
der the slightly modified form yuthran; so also =23,
kebar’, already, long ago, which recurs eight times in
I this book ; J2R, takan’ (ch. i,15; vii, 133 xii, 9). found
algo in Chaldee (Dan. iv, 33, etc.): T°27, reuth’, de-
sire, recurring five times, and also in the Chaldee por-
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tlons of Ezra; 1727 (chap. i, 17, etc.), 793 (ch. §, 18,
etc.), Y535 (ch. x, 8). (4.) Other peculiatities, such
as the frequent use of the participle, the rare appear-
ance of the ‘‘ vav consecutive,” the various uses of the
relative particle, concur with the characteristics al-!
ready noted in affixing to the language and style of
this book the stamp of that transition period when the |
Hebrew language, soon aliout to give place to the
Chaldee, had already lost its ancient purity, and be-
come debased by the absorption of many Chaldee ele-
ments, The prevalence of abstract forms again, char- 1
acteristic of the language of Ecclesiastes, is urged as
belonging to a later period than that of Solomon in
the development of Hebrew thought and language.
The answers given to these objections by the defend-
ers of the received belief are (I’reston, Eccles. p. 7), (a)
that many of what we call Aramaic or Chaldee forms
may bave belonged to the period of pure Hebrew,
though they have not come down to us in any extant
writings ; and () that so far as they are foreign to the
Hebrew of the time of Solomon, he may have learned
them from his ‘“strange wives,"” or from the men who
came as ambassadors from other countries. (See Da-
vidson, Horne's Introd. new ed. ii, 787).

As to the date of Ecclesiastes, these arguments of
recent criticism are stronger against the traditional
belief than in support of any rival theory, and the ad-
vocates of that belief might alinost be content to rest
their case upon the discordant hypotheses of their op-
ponents. On the assumption that the book belongs,
not to the time of Solomon, but to the period subse-
quent to the captivity, the dates which have been as-
signed to it occupy a range of more than 300 years. l
Grotius supposes Zerubbabel to be referred to in xii,
11, as the ‘‘One Shepherd’’ (Comm. in Eccles. in loc.),
and so far agrees with Keil (Einleitung in das A. T.),
who fixes it in the time of Ezra and Nehemiah. Ew- |
ald and De Wette conjecture the close of the period |
of Persian or the commencement of that of Macedoni-
an rule; Bertholdt, the period between Alexander the
Great and Antiochus Epiphanes; Hitzig, circ. B.C.
204 ; Hartmann, the time of the Maccabees, etc. The -
following table will show the different periods to which
it has been assigned : |

B.O.
Nachtigal, between Solomon and Jeremiah. ........ 975588 l
Schmidt, Jahn, etc., between Manasseh snd Zedekiah 6(9-HSS '
Grotiuv, Knirer, Eichhiorn, etc., shortly after the exile 536-500 |
Unibreit, the Perelan period. .. ... ............... 533393 |

Darfus 464-404
der the I

Van der Hardt, in the reign of Xerxes I1 and
Rosenmiiiller, between Nehemiah and Al

'

Great 450-833
Hengstenberg, Stuart, Keil 438
Ewald, a century before Alexander the Grea . 430
Gerlach, about the yenr ... 400 i
De Wette, Knobel, ete., at the end of the Persian an

the beglnning of the Macedonian period..........

Bergst, duriug Alexander's sojourn in Palestine..... 333 !
Bertholdt, hetween Al snd Ant. Fpiph .. 338-164
Zirkel, the Syrian perfod........oovvieeeerreiennns 312-164 |
Hitzig, about the year..........ccooivviiinvinnnnn 204

Supposing it were proved that Solomon is only in- ,
troduced as the speaker, the question arises why the
author adopted this form. The usual reply is, that
Solomon, among the Israelites, had, as it were, the
prerogative of wisdom, and hence the author was in- 1
duced to put into Solomon’s mouth that wisdom which '
he intended to proclaim, without the slightest inten-
tion of forging a supposititious volume. This reply
contains some truth, but it does not exhaust the mat-
ter. The chief object of the author was to communi- |
cate wisdom in general; but next to this, as appears
from ch. i, 12 sq., he intended to inculcate the vanity ‘
of human pursuits. Now, from the mouth of no one
could more aptly proceed the proclamation of the noth-
ingness of all earthly things than from the mouth of |
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On the other hand, if we adopt the traditionary view
that Solomon was the author, we avoid all these doubt~
ful expedients and pious frauds; and, as no other can-
didate appears, we shall be safest in coinciding with
that ancient opinion. The peculiarities of diction may
be explained (as in the book of Job) by supposing that
the work was written by Solomon during a season of
penitence at the close of his life, and edited in its pres-
ent form, at a later period, perhaps by Ezra.

I11. Canonicity.—The earliest catalogues which the
Jews have transmitted to us of their sacred writings

- give this book as forming part of the canon (Mishna,

Yadaim, iii, 5; Talmud, Baba Bathra, 14). All the
ancient versions, thereforc—viz. the Septuagint, which
was made Lefore the Christiun wmra; the versions of
Aquila, Symmachus, and Theodotion, which belong to
the second century of Christianity, as well as the cat-
alogue of Melito, bishop of 8ardis (. A.D. 170)—in-
clude Ecclesiastes. Some singular passages in the
Talmud indicate, however, that the recognition was
not altogether unbhesitating, and that it was at least
questioned how far the book was one which it was ex-
pedient to place among the Scriptures that were read
publicly. Thus we find the statements (Mishna,
Shabbath, c. x, quoted by Mendelssohn in Preston, p.
74 ; Midrash, fol. 114 a ; Preston, p. 13) that ‘ the wise:
men sought to secrete the book Koheleth, because they
found in it words tending to heresy,” and * words con-
tradictory to each other;’ that the reason they did not
secrete it was ‘‘because its beginning and end were
consistent with the law ;'* that when they examined it
more carefully they came to the conclusion,  We have
looked closely into the book Kokeleth, and discovered
a meaning in it.” The chief interest of such passages
is of course connected with the inquiry into the plan
and teaching of the book, but they a e of some impor-
tance also as indicating that it must have commended
itself to the teachers of an earlier generation either on
account of the external authority by which it was
sanctioned, or because they had a clearer insight into
its meaning, and were less startled by its apparent dif-
ficultiee. (See Bab. Meg'lla, 7, a; Bab. Talm. Sab-
bath, 30, a ; Midrash, Vaytkra Rabba, xxviii; Mishng,
FEdayoth, v, 8; Jerome, Comment. xii, 13.) Traces of
this controversy are to be found in a singular discus-
sion Letween the schools of Shammai and Hillel, turn-
ing on the question whether the book Koheleth were
inspired, and in the ts on that question Ly R,
Ob. de Bartenora and Maimonides (Surenhus. iv, 849).

Within the Christian Church, the divine inspiration
of Ecclesiastes, the Proverbs, and the Song of Solomon
was denied by Theodorus of Mop In recent
times, the accusers of Ecclesiastes have been Augusti,
De Wette, and Knobel ; hut their accusations are base@
on mere misunderstandings. They are especially as
follows: (1.) The author is said to incline towards a
moral epicurism. All his ethical admonitions and
doctrines tend to promote the comforts and enjoyments
of life. But let us consider above all what tendency

"
ia.

| and disposition it is to which the author addresses his

admonition, serenely and contentedly to enjoy God's
gifta. He addresses this admonition to that specula-
tion which will not rest before it has penetrated the
whole depth of the inscrutable councils of God; to
that murmuring which bewails the badness of times,
and quarrels with God about the sufferings of our ter-
rene existence; to that gloomy piety which wearies
itself in imaginary good works and external strictness,
with a view to wrest salvation from God; to that av-
arice which gathers, not knowing for whom ; making
the means of existence our highest aim ; building upon
an uncertain futurity which is in the hand of God
alone. When the author addresses levity he speaks

Solomon, who had possessed them in all their fulness; quite otherwise. For instance, in ch. vii, 2, 4, It is
at whose command were wisdom, riches, and pleasures ' better to go to the house of mourning than to the house
in abundance, and who had therefore full opportuni- | of feasting: for that is the end of all men; and the
ty to experience the nothingness of all that is earthly. living will lay it to his heart. Sorrow is better thun
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laughter, for by the sad of the the
beart is made better. The heart of the wise man is in
the house of mourning, but the heart of fools is in the
bouse of mirth.” The nature of the joy recommended
by the author is also misunderstood. Unrestrained
merriment and giddy sensuality belong to those vani-
ties which our author enumerates. He says to laugh-
ter, Thou art mad, and to joy, What art thou doing?
He says, ch. vii, 5, 6, ¢* It is better to hear the rebuke
of the wise than for a man to hear the song of fools.
For as the crackling of thorns under a pot, so is the
langhter of a fool ; this also is vanity.” That joy
which he recommends is joy in God. It is not the op-
posite, but the fruit of the fear of God. How insepa-
rable these are is shown in passages like ch. v, 6; vii,
18; iii, 12: “I know that there is no good in them,
but for 8 man to rejoice, and to do good in his life ;"
and in many similar passages, but especially ch. xi, 9,
10, and xii, 1, Remember now thy Creator in the
days of thy youth,” etc.
ges Ewald says (p. 186), ‘‘ Finally, in order to remove
every doubt, and to speak with perfect clearness, he
directs us to the eternal judgment of God, ning
all the doings of man, and inculcates that man, in the
midst of momentary enjoyment, should never forget
the whole futurity, the account and the consequences
of bis doings, the Creator and the Judge.” Ewald
adds (p. 227), in reference to the conclusion, *‘ In order
to obviate every possible misunderstanding of this
writing, there is, ver. 13, once more briefly indicated
that its tendency is not, by the condemnation of mur-
maring, to recommend an unbridled life, but rather
to teach, in harmony with the best old hooks, the fear

¢,

of God, in which the whole man consists, or that true .

singleness of life, satisfying the whole man, and which
comprehende everything else that is truly human. It
is very necessary to limit the principle of joy which
this book recommends sgain and again in various
ways and in the most impressive manner, and to refer
this joy to a still higher truth, since it is so liable to
be misunderstood. (2.) It is objected that in his views
concerning the government of the world the author
was strongly inclined to fatalism, according to which
everything in this world progresses with an eternally
unchangeable step; and that he by this fatalism was
(3.) misled into a moral scepticism, having attained on
his dogmatical basis the conviction of the inability of
man, notwithstanding all his efforts, to reach his aim.
.However, this so-called futalism of our author is noth-
ing else but what our Lord teaches (Matt. vi, 25):
‘Take no thought,” etc. And as to the moral scepti-
ti;m, our author certainly inculcates that man with all
his endeavors can do nothing; but at the same time
he recommends the fear of God as the never-failing
means of salvation. Man in himself can do nothing,
h_x't in God he can do all.
vii, 16, 18, where both self-righteousness and wisdom,
when separated from God, are described as equally de-
structive, and opposite to them is placed the fear of
God, as being their common antithesis, that our au-
thor, by pointing to the sovereignty of God, did not
mean to undermine morality : ‘ He that feareth God
comes out from them all.” If our author were given
to moral scepticism, it would be impossible for him to
teach retribution, which he inculcates in numerous
passages, and which are not contradicted by others, in
which he says that the retribution in individual cir-
‘Umstances is frequently obscure and enigmatical.
Where is that advocate for retribution who is not com-
pelled to confess this as well as our author? (4.) This
book has given offence also, by ch. iii, 21, and similar
paseages, concerning immortality. But the assertion
that there is expressed here some doubt concerning
tbe immortality of the soul is based on a wrong gram-
matical perception. The I cannot, according to its

In reference to these passa-

It is quite clear from ch. !
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ticle; and our author elsewhere asserts positively his
belief in the doctrine of immortality (ch. xii, 7). How
it bappens that he did not give to this doctrine a pre-
vailing influence upon his mode of treating his subject
has lately been investigated by Heyder, in his essay
entitled Ecclesiaste de Immortalitute Arims Sententi
(Erlangen, 1888).” (See Dr. Nordheimer, on The Phi-
losophy of Ecclesiastes, in the Amer. Bib. Repos. July,
1888.)

IV. Plan and Contents. —The vook of Ecclesiastes
comes before us as being conspicuously, among the
writings of the O. T., the great stumbling-block of
commentators. Elsewhere there are different opin-
ions as to the meaning of different passages. Here
there is the widest possible divergence as to the plan
and purpose of the whole book. The passages already
quoted from the Mishna show tha: some, at least, of
the Rabbinical writers were perplexcd by its teaching
—did not know what to make of it—but gave way to
the authority of men more discerning than themselves.
The traditional statement, however, that this was
among the Scriptures which were not read by any one
under the age of thirty (Crit. Sac. Amama in Eceles.,
but with a *“ nescio ubi’’ as to his authority), indicates
the continuance of the old difficuity, and the remarks
of Jerome (Praf. in Eccles., Comm. in Eccles. xii, 13)
show that it was not forgotten. Little can be gather-
ed from the series of Patristic interpreters. The book
is comparatively seldom quoted Ly them. No attempt
is made to master its plan and to enter into the spirit
of its writer. The charge brought by Philastrius of
Brescia (circ. A.D. 380) against some heretics who re-
jected it as teaching a false morality, shows that the
obscurity which had been a stumbling-block to Jewish
teachers was not removed for Christians. The fact
that Theodore of Mopsuestia was d at the fifth
weneral council of callinz in question the authority
and inspiration of this book, as well as of the Canticles,
indicates that in this respect, as in others, he was the
precursor of the spirit of modern criticism. But, with
these exceptions, there are no traces that men's minds
were drawn to examine the teachings of this book.
When, however, we descend to the more recent devel-
opments of criticism, we meet with an almost incredi-
ble divergence of opinion. Luther, with his broad,
clear insight into the workings of a man's heart, sees

"in it (Preef. sn Ecoles.) g noble *“ Politica vel (Econo-

mica,” leading men in the midst of all the troubles
and disorders of human society to a true endurance
and reasonable enjoyment. Grotius (Pref. in Eccles.)
gives up the attempt to trace in it a plan or order of
thought, and finds in it only a collection of many
maxims, connected more or less closely with the great
problems of human life, analogous to the discussion of
the different definitions of happiness at the opening of
the Nicomachean Ethics. Some (of whom Warburton
may be taken as the type, Works, iv, 154) have seen in
the language of ii, 18-21, a proof that the bLelief in the
immortality of the soul was no part of the transmitted
creed of Israel. Others (Patrick, Des Veeux, David-
son, Mendelssohn) contend that the special purpose of
the book was to assert that truth against the denial
of a sensual scepticism. Others, the later German
critics, of whom Ewald may be taken as the highest
and best type, reject these views as partial and one-
sided ; and, while admitting that the book contains the
germs of later systems, both Pharisaic and Sadduce-
an, assert that the object of the writer was to point

' out the secret of a true blessedness, in the midst of all

the distractions and sorrows of the world, as consisting
in a tranquil, calm enjoyment of the good that comes
from God (Poet. Biich. iv, 180).

The variety of these opinions indicates sufficiently
that the book is as far removed as possible from the
character of a formal treatise. It is simply wnat it
professes to he—the confession of a man of wide experi-

Panctoation, be the interrogative, but must be the ar- | ence looking back upon his past life, and looking ous
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upor the disorders and calamities which surround him.
Such a man does not set forth his premises and conclu-
sions with a logical completeness. While it may Le
true that the absence of a formal arrangement is char-
acteristic of the Hebrew mind in all stages of its de-
velopment (Lowth, De Suc. Poet. Heb. Picel. xxiv), or
that it was the special mark of the declining literature
of the period that followed the captivity (Ewald, Poet.

Biich. iv, 177), it is also true that it belongs general- |

ly to all writings that are addressed to the spiritual
rather than the intellectual element in man’s nature,
and that it is found accordingly in many of the great-
est works that have influenced the spiritual life of
mankind. In proportion as 2 man has pasred out of
the region of traditional, easily-systematized knowl-
edge, and has lived under the influence of great
thoughts—possessed by them, yet hardly mastering
them so as to bring them under a scientific classifica-
tion—are we likely to find this apparent want of meth-
od. The true utterances of such a man are the rec-
ords of his struggles after truth, of his occasional
glimpses of it, of his ultimate discovery. The treatise
De Imitatione Christi, the Pensées of Pascal, Augus-
tine's Confessions, widely as they differ in other points,
have this feature in common. If the writer conscious-
ly reproduces the stages through which he has passed,
the form he adopts may either be essentially dramatic,
or it may record a statement of the changes which
have brought him to his present state, or it may repeat
and renew the oscillations from one extreme to anoth-
er which bad marked that earlier experience. The
writer of Ecclesiastes has adopted and interwoven both
the latter methods, and hence, in part, the obscurity
which has made it so pre-eminently the stumbling-
block of commentators. He is not a didactic moralist
writing a homily on virtue. He is not a prophet de-
livering a message from the Lord of Hosts to a sinful
people.  He is a man who has sinned in giving way
to selfishness and sensuality, who has paid the penalty
of that sin in satiety and weariness of life; in whom
the mood of spirit, over-reflective, indisposed to action,
of which Shakspeare has given us in Hamlet,Jaques,
Richard 11, three distinct examples, has become dom-
inant in its darkest form, but who has through all this
bezn under the discipline of a divine education, and
has learnt from it the lesson which God meant to teach
him.  What that lesson was will be seen from an ex-
amination of the book itself.

Leaving it an open question whether it is possible
to arrange the contents of this bovk (as Koster and
Vaihinger have done) in a carefully balanced series
of strophes and antistrophes, it is tolerably clear that
the recurring burden of * Vanity of vanities’’ and
the teaching which recommends a life of calm enjoy-
ment, mark, whenever they occur, a kind of halting-
place in the succession of thoughts. It is the sum-
ming up of one cycle of experience; the sentence
passzed upon one phase of life. Taking this, accord-
ingly, as our guide, we may look upon the whole book
as falling into four divisions,each, to a certain extent,
ruuning parallel with the others in its order and re-
sults, and closing with that which, in its position no
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travelled thitherward. Firat he had sought after wis.
dom as that to which God seemed to call him (j, 13),
but the pursuit of it was a sore travail, and there was
no satisfaction in its possession. It could not remedy
the least real evil, nor make the crooked straight (i,
15). The first experiment in the search after happi-
ness had failed, and he tried another. It was one to
which men of great intellectual gifts and high fortunes
are continually tempted—to surround himself with all
the appliances of sensual enjoyment, and yet in thought
to hold himself above it (ii, 1-9), making his very vo-
luptuousness part of the experience which was to en-
large his store of wisdom. This— which one may per-
haps call the Goethean idea of life—was what now pos-
sessed him. But this also failed to give him peace (ii,
11). Had he not then exhausted all human experi-
ence and found it profitless? (ii,12). If for a moment
he found comfort in the thought that wisdom excelleth
folly, and that he was wise (ii, 13, 14), it was soon dark-
ened again by the thought of death (ii, 16). The wise
man dies as the fool (ii, 16). This is enough to make
even him who has wisdom hate all his labor and sink
into the outer darkness of despair (ii,20). Yet this
very despair leads to the remedy. The first section
closes with that which, in different forms, is the main
lesson of the book—to make the best of what is actual-
ly around one (ii, 24)—to substitute for the reckless,
feverish pursuit of pleasure the calm enjoyment which
men may yet find both for the senses and the intellect.
This, so far as it goes, is the secret of a true life ; this
is from the hand of God. On everything else there is
written, as Lefore, the sentence that it is vanity and
vexation of spirit.

(IL.) Ch.iii,1-vi, 9. The order of thought in this
section has a different starting-point. One who looked
out upon the infinitely varied phenomena of man's life
might yet discern, in the midst of that variety, traces
of an order. There arc tinies, and seasons for each
of them, in their turn, even as there are for the vicis-
situdes of the world of nature (iii, 1-8). The heart of
man, with its changes, is the mirror of the universe (iii,
11), and is, like that, inscrutable. And from this there
comes the same conclusion as from the personal expe-
rience. Calmly to accept the changes and chances of
life, entering into whatever joy they biing, as one ac-
cepts the order of nature, this is the way of peace (iii,
13). The thought of the ever-recurring cycle of na-
ture, which before had been irritating and disturbing,
now whispers the same lesson. If we suffer, others
have suffered before us (iii, 15). God is seeking out
the past and reproducing it. 1f men repeat injustice
and oppression, God also in the appointed season re-
peats his judgments (iii, 16, 17). It i true that this
thought has a dark as well as afbright side, and this
cannot be ignored. If men come and pass away, sub-
ject to laws and changes like those of the natural
1 world, then, it would seem, man has no pre-eminence
above the beast (iii, 19). One end happens to all. All
are of the dust and return to dust again (iii, 20). There
is no immediate denial of this conclusion. It was to
this that the Preacher’s experience and reflection had
led him. But even on the hypothesis that the person-

less than its substance, is *“ the conclusion of the whole | al being of man terminates with his death, he has still
matter."” the same counsel to give. Admit that all is darkness
(1) Ch.i and ii. This portion of the book, more | heyond the grave, and still there is nothing better on
than any other, has the character of a personal con- ' this side of it than the temper of a tranquil enjoyment
fession.  The Preacher starts with reproducing the | (iii, 22).
phase of despair and weariness into which his experi-'  The transition from this result to the opening
ence had led him (i, 2, 3). To the man who is thus sa- | thoughts of ch. iv seems at first somewhat abrupt,
tiated with life, the order and regularity of nature are | But the Preacher is retracing the paths by which he
oppressive (i, 4-7); nor is he led, as in the 90th Psalm, | had been actually led to a higher truth than that in
from the things that are transitory to the thought of | which he had then rested, and he will not, for the sake
One whose years are from eternity. In the midst of | of a formal continuity, smocth over its ruggedness.
the ever-recurring changes he finds no progress. That | The new track on which he was entering might have
which seems to be new is but the repetition of the old * scemed less promising than the old. Instead of the
(i, %-11).  Then, having laid bare the depth to which | self-centred search after happiness he looks out upon
Le had fallen, he retraces the path Ly which he had | the miseries and disorders of the world, and learns to
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but multiply his perplexities. The world is out of
joint. Men are so full of misery that death is better
than life (iv,2). Successful energy exposes men to
envy(iv,4). Indolence leads to poverty (iv, 5). Here,
%00, he who steers clear of both extremes has the best
portion (iv, 6). The man who heaps up riches stands
alone without kindred to share or inherit them, and
loses all the blessings and advantages of human fel-
lowship (iv, 8-12). Moreover, in this survey of life on
a large scale, as in that of a personal experience, there
i« a evele which is ever repeated. The old and fuolish
king vields to the young man, poor and wise, who steps
from his prison to a throne (iv, 18,14). But he too has
his successor. There are generations without limit
before him, and shall be after him (iii, 15, 16). All
human greatness is swallowed up in the great stream
of time.

The opening thought of ch. v again presents the ap-
pearance of abruptuness, but it is because the survey of
buman life takes a yet wider range. The eye of the
Preacher passes from the dwellers in palaces to the
worshippers in the Temple, the devout and religious
men. Have they found out the secret of life, the path
to wisdomn and happiness? The answer to that ques-
tion i3 that there the blindness and folly of mankind
show themselves in their worst forms. Hypocrisy,
unseemly prayers, idle dreams, broken vows, God's
messenger, the Priest, mocked with excuses—that was
what the religion which the Preacher witnessed pre-
sented to him (v,1-6). The command * Fear thou
God,”” meant that a man was to take no part in a relig-
ion such as this. But that command also suggested
the solution of another problem, of that prevalence of

injustice and oppression which had before weighed | C

down the spirit of the inquirer. Above all tyranny
of petty governors, above the might of the king him-
self, there was the power of the Highest (v,8); and his
jedgment was manifest even upon earth. Was there,
after all, so great an inequality ? Was God’s purpose,
that the earth should be for all, really counteracted ?
(v,9). Was the rich man with his cares and fears
happier than the laboring man whose sleep was sweet
without riches ? (v, 10-12). Was there anything per-
manent in that wealth of his? Did he not leave the
world naked as he entered it? And if so, did not all
this bring the inquirer round to the same conclusion as
bef deratidn, self-control, freedom from all dis-
tarbing passions, these are the conditions of the maxi-
mum of happiness which is possible for man on earth.
Let this be received as from God. Not the outward
means only, but the very capacity of enjoyment is his
gift (v, 18,19). Short as life may be, if a man thus
enjoys, he makes the most of it. God approves and
answers his cheerfulness. Is not this better than the
riches or length of days on which men set their hearts ?
(vi, 1-5).  All are équal in death ; all are nearly equal
in life (vi, 6). To feed the eyes with what is actually
before them is better than the ceaseless wanderings of
the spirit (vi, 9). .

(L) Chap. vi, 10-viii, 15, So far the lines of
thought all seemed to converge to one result. The
ethical teaching that grew out of the wise man's expe-
rience had in it something akin to the higher forms of
Epicureanism. But the seeker could not rest in this,
and found himself beset with thoughts at once more
troubling and leading to a higher truth. The spirit
of man looks before and after, and the uncertainties
of the future vex it (vi, 12). A good name is better,
as being more permanent, than riches (vii, 1); death
is better than life, the house of mourning than the
house of feasting (vii,2). Self-command and the spir-
it of calm endurance are a better safeguard against
vain speculations than any form of enjoyment (vii, 8,
9,10). This wisdom is not only a defence, as lower
things in their measure may be, but it gives life to
them that have it (vii, 1'2}.11. Sl; far there are signs of
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Then comes an
oscillation which carries him back to the old problems
(vii, 15). Wisdom suggests a half-solution of them
(vii, 18), suggests also calmness, caution, humility in
dealing with them (vii, 22); Lut this is again followed
by a relapse into the bitterness of the sated pleasure-
seeker. The search after wisdom, such as it had been
in his experience, had led only to the discovery that,
though men were wicked, women were more wicked
still (vii, 26-29). The repetition of thoughts that had
appeared before is perhaps the natural consequence of
such an oscillation, and accordingly in ch. vili we find
the seeker moving in the same round as before, There
are the old reflections on the misery of man (viii, 6),
and the confusions in the moral order of the universe
(viii, 10, 11), the old conclusion that enjoyment (such
enjoyment as is compatible with the fear of God) is
the only wisdom (viii, 15).

(IV.) Chap. viii, 16-xii,8. After the pause implied
in his again arriving at the lesson of v, 15, the Preach-
er retraces the last of his many wanderings. This
time the thought with which he starts is a profound
conviction of the inability of man to unravel the
mysteries by which he is surrounded (viii, 17), of the
nothingness of man when death is thought of as end-
ing all things (ix, 3-6), of the wisdom of enjoying
life while we may (ix, 7-10), of the evils which affect
nations or individual man (ix, 11,12). The wide ex-
perience of the Preacher suggests sharp and pointed
sayings as to these evils (x, 1-20), each true and
weighty in itself, but not leading him on to any firmer
standing-ground or clearer solution of the problems
which oppress him. It is here that the traces of
plan and method in the book seem most to fail us.
iously or iously the writer teaches us
how clear an insight into the follies and sins of man-
kind may coexist with doubt and uncertainty as to the
great ends of life, and give him no help in his pursuit
after truth. In ch. xi, however, the progress is more
rapid. The tone of the Preacher becomes more that
of direct exhortation, and he speaks in clearer and
higher notes. The conclusions of previous trains of
thought are not contradicted, but are placed under a
new law and brought into a more harmonious whole.
The end of man's life is not to seek enjoyment for him-
self only, but to do good to others, regardless of the un-
certainties or disappointments that may attend his ef-
forts (xi, 1-4). His wisdom is to remember that there
are things which he t know, probl which
he cannot solve (xi, 5), and to enjoy, in the bright-
ness of his youth, whatever blessings God bestows on
him (xi, 9). But beyond all these there lie the days
of darkness, of failing powers and incapacity for en-
joyment ; and the joy of youth, though it is not to be
crushed, is yet to be tempered by the thought that it
cannot last forever, and that it too is subject to God's
law of retribution (xi,9,10). The secret of a true life
is that a man should consecrate the vigor of his youth
to God (xii,1). It is well to do this before the night
comes, before the slow decay of age benumbs all the
faculties of sense (xii, 2, 6), before the spirit returns to
God who gave it. The thought of that end rings out
once more the knell of the nothingness of all things
carthly (xii, 8); but it leads also to ‘“the conclusion
of the whole matter,” to that to which all trains of
thought and all the experiences of life had been lead-
ing the seeker after wisdom, that ‘‘to fear God and
keep his commandments” was the highest good attain-

i able; that the righteous judgment of God would in

the end fulfll itself and set right all the seeming dis-
orders of the world (xii, 18,14). (See two articles on
the plan and structure of the book of Ecclesiastes, in the
Method. Quart. Rev. for April and July, 1849, modified
by Dr. M‘Clintock from Vaihinger, in the Theol. Stud.
u. Krit. for July, 1848 ; also an article by Gurlitt in the
Stud. u. Krit. for 1864, ii).

If one were to indulge conjecture, there would per
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haps be some plausibility in the hypothesis that xii,8 | Galante, 3P3> FEMP (4to, Safet, 1570; Freft. 1681);
had been the original conclusion, and that the epilogue ! Sidonius, Commentaria (in Germ., Mogunt. 1571, fol.)z

of xii,9-14 had been added, either by another writer,
or by the same writer on a subsequent revision. The
verses (9-12) have the character of a pancgyric de-
signed to give weight to the authority of the teacher.
The two that now stand as the conclusion may nat-
urally have originated in the desire to furnish a clew
to the perplexities of the book, by stating in a broad
intelligible form, not easy to be mistaken, the truth
which had before been latent.

If the representation which has been given of the
plan and meaning of the book be at all a true one, we
find in it, no less than in the book of Job, indications
of the struggle with the doubts and difficulties which
in all ages of the world have presented themselves to
thoughtful observers of the condition of mankind. In
its sharp sayings and wise counsels it may present
some striking affinity to the Proverbs, which also bear
the name of the son of David; but the resemblance is
more in form than in substance, and in its essential
character it agrees with that great inquiry into the
mysteries of God's government which the drama of
Job brings before us. There are indeed characteristic
differences. In the one we find the highest and bold-
est forms of Hebrew poetry, a sustained unity of de-
sign; in the other there are, as we have seen, changes
and oscillations, and the style seldom rises above the
rhythmic character of proverbial forms of speech. The
writer of the book of Job deals with the great mystery
presented by the sufferings of the righteous, and writes
as one who has known those sufferings in their intens-
ity. In the words of the Preacher, we trace chiefly
the weariness or satiety of the pleasure-secker, and
the failure of all schemes of life but one. In spite of
these differences, however, the two books illustrate
each other. In both, though by very diverse paths,
the inquirer is led to take refuge (as all great thinkers
have ever done) in the thought that God's kingdom is
infinitely great, and that man knows but the smallest
fragment of it ; that he must refrain from things which
are too high for him, and be content with that which
is given him to know—the duties of his own life, and
the opportunities it presents for his doing the will of
God. There is probably a_counection in the author-

ship or editorship of these two books that may to-

some extent account for this resemblance. See JoB
(Book oF).

V. Commentaries.—The following is a full list of sep-
arate exegetical works on Ecclesiastes (the most im-
portant are indicated by an asterisk prefixed): Olym-
piodorus, Enarratio (in the Bidl. Max. xviii, 490 ;
Gryngus, p. 958) ; Origen, Scholia (in Bibl. Patr. Gall.
p- 14); Dionysius Alex. Commentarius (in Opp. i, 14;
Append. to Bibl. Patr. Gall.), Gregory Thaum. Meta-
phrasis (in Opp. p. 77); Gregory Nyssen. Conciones
(in Opp. i, 373); Gregory Nazianzen, Metaphrusis (in
Opp. Spur. i, 874), (Ecumen:us, Catena (in Gr., Vero-
na, 1582); Jerome, Commentarius (in Opp. iii, 883);
Salonius, Esplicatio (in Bibl. Maz. Patr. p. 8); Alcuin,
Commentaria (in Opp. 1, ii, 410) ; Rupert, In Eccles. (in
Opp. i, 1118); Hugo, Homilie (in Opp. i, 63); Hono-
rius, Commentarius (in Opp. i); Bonaventura, Exposi-
tio (in Opp. i, 809) Latif, W11 (Constpl. n. d. 12mo);
Schirwood, Note (Antw. 1523, 4to); Guidacer, Com-
mentarius (Paris, 1581, 15640, 4to); Arboreus, Commen-
tarius (Paris, 1581, 1587, fol.); Bucer, Commentarius
(Argent. 1532, 4to); Moring, Commentarius (Antw.
1583, 8vo); *Luther, Adnotationes (Wittemb, 1533,
8vo) ; Borrhaus, Commentarius (Basil. 15689, 1564, fol.);
Titelmann, Commentarius (8vo, Par. 1545, 1549, 1577,
1581; Antw. 1552; Lugd. 1555, 1575); Melancthon,
Enarratio (Wittemb. 1550, 8vo); Zuingle, Complanatio
(in Opp. iii); Brent, Commentarii (in Opp. viii); Caje-

tanus, Commentarius (Lugd. 1552, fol.) ; Striegel, Scho- |
&a (Lpz. 1565, 8vo); Sforno, W37 (Ven. 1567, 4to); | Anon. Coheleth, a Poem (Lond. 1768, 4to); *Mendels

De Pomis, Discorso (Ven. 1572, 8vo) ; Mercer, Cummen-
tarius (Genev, 1573, fol.); Taitazak, DO N6 (Ven.
1576, 4to); Jaisch, 5P by <ipp, ete. (Constpl.
1576, fol.); Id., Commentarius (Antw. 1589, 4to); Jane
sen, Paraphrasis (Leyd. 1578, fol.) ; Galicho, 53 =33
rbr1p (Ven. 1578, 4to); Corranus, Paraphrasis (Lond.
1579, 1581, 8vo; ed. Scultet, Francft. 1618, Heidelb,
1619, 8vo); Senan, Commenturius (Genev. 1580, 8vo;
in Engl. by Stockwood, Lond. 1585, 8vo) ; Manse, £z
plicatio (Flor. 1580, 8vo; Colon. 1580, 12mo); Lava.
ter, Commentarius (Tigur. 1584, 8vo); Beza, Paraphra-
sis (Genev. 1588, 1598, 8vo; in Germ., ib. 1599, 8vo);
Gifford, Commentarius (Lond. 1589, 8vo); Strack, Pre-
digten (4to, Cassel, 1590; Frcft. 1618; Goth. 1663);
Slangendorp, Commenturius (Hafn. 1590, 8vo) ; Green-
ham, Brief Sum (in Works, p. 628); Arepol, D311 b
(Constpl. 1591, 4to); Arvivo, "2TP 5"1Ipe (Salonica.
1597, 4to); Baruch ben-Baruch, B8 nitbin mbx
(Ven. 1699, fol.); Alscheich, 9370 ©3733 (Ven.
1601, 4t0); Leuchter, Erklirung (Frkft. 1603, 1611,
4to); Broughton, Commentarius (Lond. 1605, 4t0); Lo-
rinus, Commenturius (Lugd. 1606, 4to); Bardin, with
various titles (in French, Par. 1609, 12mo; 1632, 8vo;
in Germ.,Guelf. 1662, 8vo); Fay, Commentarius (Genev.
1607, 8vo) ; Osorius, Commentarivs (Lugd. 1611, 8vo);
Amama, Note (in the Crit. Sacri); Sanchez, Commen-
tarius (Barcin. 1619, 4to) ; *De Dlineda, Commentarius
(Antw. 1620, fol.); Ferdinand, Commentarius (Rom. -
1621, fol.); Granger, Commentarius (Lond. 1621, 4to);
Egard, Ezpositio (Hamb. 1622, 4to); Pemble, Erposi-
tion (Lond. 1628, 4to); Dieterich, Predigen (fol., Ulm,
1632, 1655 ; Nitrnb. 1665) ; Drusius, Annotationes (Am-
sterd. 1635, 4t0) ; Guillebert, Paraphrasis (Paris, 1635,
1642, 8vo); A Lapide, In Eccles. (Antw. 1638, fol.);
Jermin, Commentary (Lond. 1638, fol.); Cartwright,
Metaphrasis (4to, Amsterd. 1647 ; 4th edit. ib. 1663) ;
Trapp, Commentary (Lond. 1650, 4to) ; *Geier, Commen-
tarius (4to, Lpz. 1653 ; 5th edit. 1730) ; Mercado, ta=p
(Amst. 1658, 4to); Cotton, Exposition (London, 1654,
8vo); Gorse, Explication (in French, Par. 1655, 3 vols,
12mo); Lusitano, IZB rIDX (Ven. 1656, 4to); Leigh,
Commentarivs (Lond. 1657, fol.); Varenius, Gemma
Salomonis (Rost. 1659, 4to); Werenfels, Homslie (Basle,
1666, 4to) ; *Reynolds, Annotations (Lond. 1669, 8vo;
in “ Assembly’s Annot. Works,” iv, 33; also edit. by
Washburn, Lond. 1811) ; De Sacy, L’ Ecclésiaste (in his
Sainte Bible, xiv); Anon. Ezposition (Lond. 1680, 4to);
B t, Libri Sal is (Par. 1693, 8vo) ; Nisbet, Er-
position (Edinb. 1694, 4to) ; *Smith, Ezplicatio (Amst.
2 vols. 4to, 1699, 1704); Leenhost, Verklaarung (te
Zwolle, 1700, 8vo); Yeard, Paraphrasis (Lond. 1701,
8vo); Martianay, Commentaire (Par. 1705, 12mo); See-
bach, Erklirung (Hal. 1705, 8vo); Tietzmann, Erkli-
rung (Niirnb. 1705, 4to); David ben-Ahron, T31p
nbn