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The Absence ©UE HWH SCa ın Isaıan 56-66

Chrıstopher { Begg Washıngton

es KESSLER published titled "Aus wel-
chen W1rd die Bezeichnung ' Jahwe Zeba0o späteren Zeit e
micden?" SSLER's S tudy focusses the peculiarities 1ın the CAsStTTbauEIoN
Of the divıne designation HWE sCba”’öt (hereafter YS) and 1ts varıants
the (: . S the fact FHÄat. while documents eEMp.LOy the wiıth great
r equenCY e.T. ı Isaiah 1-39:; Je.1:emiah3 2 Haggal; Zecharıah 1—- andı Mala-

CA% V Others l1ack 1: campletely ( all STrata ÖT the Tetrateuch, Deute-

FONOINN , sal. 56-66 Banidel) _ Respond1ng n1ıs TEl question KESSLER

proffers generalizing hypothesis account for the avoidance Ot

I0sSea Y DeuterOonaIy , Ezekiel and Ara TO Isaiah” name lLy the pOL  eist1ic SUug-
gest1ions implicit ın that T1 046 agains the characteristic monola-

tric/monotheisti: emnphases Of those works.

COUL SS y KESSLER nOt. the A NO the phenomenon Lın question
attempt AaCccOunt Or TE articularly the ET *S absence ın the

GOLTLEeS 1St der Orıent Festschrif o EISSFELDT), Berlın, 1959, 79-83.
On the vVvarıous PprO|  e posed 19 thıs title, Sö6| .9 B. JAMBACO,
epithete dAd1Lvıne Jahwe  Ta Seba  1  E Tournal, 194/; Cn EISSFELDT, ahwe Zebaoth,
Kleıne Schriften A (ed. WE MAASS) , ingen, 1966; 103-
123; i + SV saba” Heer, 'L’HA' L 1979, 498-507; \
Jahwäs Heerscharen, Lın HLE Kulturkontakt und Religion (ed H. SCHMLD
7 Göttıngen, 1980, 1-2 H./ Sabaot, DRBS Fasc.58,Paris,

1984, 23-11 M. GÖRG, Sb’wt- eın Gottestitel, (1985) 15-18
On the divergence between the and vers1ıons tcChe ‚OOk Of Jeremıah
ln their us Ot Y; S FE Stud1iıes ın the Text ÖOtT Jeremıah
HSM Cambridge, MA , 1973 75-86, 162-172.

F'Oor StTatıst1ıcs concern1ing the us the tıtle ln the Varıous O0O.
the S E: VAN DER WOUDE , saba”, 498-499

Gründen, 81 regards the OCCUrrenCe Oof the tıtle In HOos 1226
gloss.

hus already R,. SMEND , der alttestamentlıchen Religionsgeschichte,
Freiburg, 1893, 188 Suggests that Ezekıel anı Varıous post-Exilic authors
avo1ıded the E1 O because E sSeemed 4 1 - polytheistic" Vv1s-ä-vis
the1ir OW! proper monotheism”.



f Ezekıiel evoked whole sSer1es Oof explanatorv suggestions: Eze-

kiel VO1ds IT Offend the Babylonian WwOrsh1ippers GT the

the "hosts” OT the tide) , because iIts traditional assoc1ıatıons wıth

ONeEe Oother sraelite 1NSTLEUTEILON under question Wa the CY1-

S1S years OT Ezekiel's mMinısStry, 1.e. the monarchy”,  S the ark/Tar:‚r‚;le9 7 the

"holy war  »1
Converselvy, those whO eclare the phenocmenon, ın the

parti GE Ezekiel r e widely, NOT. received CONVINC1ING
explanatıon 15 1'.nexplicablél

this study wish CONsS1der the OT another document , 1.e.
Isaiah 56-66, the SO-Ccalled H I1O Isaiah TE whOse iON-—-uSeEe Ot

1S, 1ts WAY , Just Yremarkable Ezekiel’s, but
reCeived near Ly degree OT attentıon n1s Oorder gl  .19]
the es OF th1Ss question, begıin noting that, several grounds,

Thus z KÖHLER, Theologie des Alten Testaments, Tübiıngen, 33
Thus © MAIER, Das altisraelitische Ladeheiligtum ‚AW 93) , Berlin,
1965, 5L a 87 .
Thus . BAUMGÄRTEL , Ziu den OtTtesnamen ln den Büchern Jeremla unı Ezechli-
el, Verbannung Heimkehr Festschrif W. RUDOLPH) , ngen, 1961 1-
E 28; AT METILNGER , YH! SABAOU'LIH The eavenly King the
Cherubim Throne, Studies ıln the Per1iod OT Davıd and olomon and ther
ESSays (ed L ISHIDA) , Winona Lake, n 1982, 109-138, DP- 138; ildem,

Dethronement Of aoth. Studies LN the hem and Kabod eologies
(CB OTS 18): und, 1982, 109, 115
Thus CAZELLE>S>, ao  / ED (Alternatively, he S that the Pa Lalg
associatiıions with STAr worship caused Ezekıel avo1ıd 14

13 Thus C. C} IR(  / Der OLTLEeSN: Jahwe Zebaoth, TSK 69 (1896) 619-
642, D 0233 DER WOUDE, saba”, 506

1 In thıs study, TOLLOW VLEeW \UHM et AL fFOor 'hom Isaıah 56-66 1s
nOt, n anı y Case y OM author I1saıah 40-55 abstract here YOM
the further question 6 whether the TOrmer Segment derives YOM O!

several an S1ıNCe, Venn ; Isaliah 56-66 L1S NO unıtary wOrk, al those
responsible OT 1 15s formatıon have, L1N contrast CO the Varıous authors/
edıtors behind both Isaıah 1—  W and 40-55 , refrained XYOoMmM empLOoyıng

13 Aa owledge, the only author (apart OM KESSLER) who trıes CO account
specifıcall; TOY the tit+je's absence Com Isaıah 56-66 1S A. URTONEN ,
XL Isaıah-Yes No7?, Abr-Nahrain 19 (1980-1981) 20-42, 2
Against the background Otf hıs general thesis that "Deutero Isaiah” 1so
wrote Isaıah 56-66, MURTONEN CO explaın the + 1@0e*8 absence ln
the Latter by not1ing that ın Isaıah 40-—-55 1tselrt 15 used only lın VeOXIV
solemn CONLEXLTLS where the Lmmense superior1ity O Yahwe mıght 1Ss empha-
+  S1L  zed” whereas 1n Isaıah 56-66 "+here L1S nOL much OCCaslon for 15
Alternatively, he S that the Orm üurc©päa’tiw Ln the phrase ?amar
yhwh ür©pa’tiw Ln I1sa 5719 COU. TOYr sCha?’öt that, ln



ONe mıght weil have used the T1r e Fırst Oof aı eO1L1L0gi-
callyv, linguistically, etc., clearly does the "Isajah tradition

preserved 1N Isaıah 1-55. This 1S C.U. 9y particularly clear ın the Cası of
the divine Nalllces Thus, ©C.Y .97 H: has wıth "Proto- Deute-
ro-Isaiah the esignations qg°dös yisra’el and »ahbır (yiSsrä’el/ya24göb)

15 18 then while 56x ın Sal 1-3 ınter alıa the
A oracles" „1-14,21; 21,1-10) and the ”Isaijiah Apocalypse

(Isaıah 24-27) - ell 6X ın Ssal. 55 y Ü dOoe:! NOT appear even ONCE

the chapters OT 'T1- all Is1iıanıc ad1ıtionszwang contrary  9
addition, ONe notes that A 15 preciselyv TE7Ss nearest prophetic contemporaries,
128e aggal, whO wıth Spec1l1al frequéncy21
Why then should whO, 1n other has lLack OT affinities wıth the

igures Just cited22 aa ‚:hare this eature wıth them?

FaCt; Isaıah 56-66 ave the tıtle at Least NCe.
14 On the designations B GOod Ln the O0k OT Lsaıah, —> E S,g TE BUDA ,

Nomı1iına divina Lın CO Isalae, Bıblıca (1937) 182-196; H. WILDBERGER,
Gottesnamen und Gottesepitheta be1ı Jesala, DA  «r Jahwe und seın Volk (TB 66) ,
München, 1979 219-248

15 The OCCU_Lr_LEeN!‘! Of this EAUTE 1N the O0k I1saıah AaxXr' T O n M
10,20  B5  . LD ST 29,19: 30;  12 45; ST 3T 235 AL AA  20O0; G3

45,11; 4/7,4; 48 ,17; 49 , /D  j  - OE 902 5 5013 60,9,14, 5G
OS IO I 26235 40 ,25; HS13 49 , Ja; SEA

16 The u  NCes OT eA1S *3T 1N the ‚OOKk ÖTr Isaıah AdLe©: 124 with
STa ı . 49 ‚ 26; 6O - I6 with aCO:)

1T 1L 192a Z SS SA E  24; O AD B6.:13.18; WE 238 IO-16
SN F r 14722.:23:247275 U 18,7 s 19,4.12.:16:17.18
2025 27 10 DE LTE 1SsS 9125 AE Ba 238 A DE BED
29,6; SN D LO SI ST

18 O 44,6; 4513 QA7,46; A DE OE Ea 54
19 In ehnh1s connection Comparıson SE the ase Of Deutero-Isaijiah 1S 1N-

STr uCtLve. 2 Gründen, 82 arques hat thıs prophet's 1x-fold (see
D 18) us Ot the desiıgnatıiıon 1N act cCounter the monotheıstic
thrust ÖOt A1ıs INeSSATGC . A  ordingly, nıs Occasıonal us:!  D the i 1S
CO be attrıbuted, at Least 1n Dpart, CO Tradıtionszwang operatıng
hım. Against thıs ackground, freedom V1L5-äa-vV1ıs thıs varticular
tem OT VES- anl Sprachgebrauch adpDPeCaALS al  H the ILOLe& remarkable (as
well eing quite obvıously matter Öotf CONSC1LOUS choise his part).

ere wıth the majorı1ıty OT authors that Isaıah 56-66, along wıth
Haggal Proto-) Zecharıah and Malachı, + CO be ın the per1od bet-
WeenN the return ST 538 and the Ooxrk of vA anı ehem1la.| ıLln the SEeCONd
half Of the century.

21 Note that their relatively SsShort uSs:'  D the epithet wıth the followin
frequencies: Haggal (A4):-, Zecharıah 1-8 (44x, söSe>$Ss L1N Zecharıah
9—-14), Malachı

2° On the affınıtıes between and Haggai-Zechariah, s 6| | O SELLIN, ITrı-
esa)Ja, Deuterojesaja un! das Gottesknechtsproblem, 41 (1930)



The foregoing cons1ideratıions least 0)81= Ch1ing Lear: gıven the d
f h1iıs particular 'adıtion OT the prophets Of h1is tLıime, H7: cOould

hardılıy have untamı L1ar wıth the signatıon Other words, the
U  K absence from n1ıs worck 15 matter, Ot ignorance, but Of CONSC10OUS

avoidance. In what OLLOWS wısh, accordingly, Offer Several suggest1ions
S  at might have motivated such decision These S

tT10ONS nOT, wWwOULL emnphasize, visaged ı ther mutually exclusive

exhaust.1ıve- undoubtedly Just 1N the CdSı| Of Ezekıel V1
SUupra wide range Oof CS influencing the prophet’'s option NOT.

F1rSt suggest1ıon relates aracteristıc Leature TIi's OVera.

MECSSAGC , 5: hn1is portrayal Of historyv. the ma 7 O-
E OF the prophetic WI1L  gS, Yahweh 1S represen‘' effecting his

POSE the wOrld 'Oug] the AGENCY Ot Varıo0cus SOITtTS Oof intermediarilies,
these iındıviduals OUpPS, mundane anscendent, whO DV

p SyYC1ıa Proto sal. Baby Lon Jeremıah Ezekiel, In

Isalah, zerubabbel Jeshua Haggal and .. the "messen-
Of the covenant" Malachı and the l1ocust plague In Joel all

24here. such diviıne agents p.lay role n The

announCEmMeNtTtS concerning the utrure destinies Of the natıiıons and OT Srae
which COoMpr ise large portıon f Nn work‘' nverselyv, ın several
CONTEXTS makes emphatic explicıit reference Yahweh's acting COMpLE-

73-93, 141-173, 80-93; those between and Malachti, S6 B
‚O, Der Prophet aleachnı Tn Dorpat, 1926, 344-347

23 Thus e.J .97 do not ısh o exclude SSLER's suggestion hat. his "mono-
theistic" nfluence avoldance the EFE LIS-
The segment L1sa 63,7-64,12 m19} Seem TOo constıtute certaın exceptıon
L1n thiıs re: gıven Lt: mentiıon "tThe angel A1s presence" mal’ak
panaW, 63;9) ; Yahwe Ol1y) Splrit a  a. 35 120. 1T and Oses
d I@ should, however, be pointed QOuUT. that throughout h1ıs 5eg-
ment, Yahweh s OW!] dırect actıon 1N hıstory L1S consıstently affırmed, sS€e\|

©.0+. y 637 7-8,. 10.11B and especially che parallelısm between Spirıt
ar the LOTrd” and "thou” Yahweh) LN 63,18; )"his hart. the unıt  S<
mentıons Of the "ange the presence” and the Ooly) SPiLFIE. f1-
nally, paraphrastic equivalents for Yahweh himself. ÄASs for Moses' ole
Ln th1ıs segment, ote that A1ıs actıvıty relates, nNOt the COMiNg events
1.C AaL'  D the FOcus OÖOf 's MeSSAaAge , but. CO the distant past. In the fOYr-
Mer, Oopposed CO the latter per1l1od, actıon Dy we. alone 16 antıcı-
pate DyY — L1so Ln 63,7-64,12, S „15-64,12.

25 On thıs aspeCct Oof E Ooverall MeSSaAGE ı S6l  D HANSON , The awn
pocalyptic, Philadelphia, 1979 (YeV. ed.), 439-440.



telvy n1ıs 1 OÖverthrowing those OpPOS! hım, ther: being "no one"
else do Chis Isa 59,16; 63;3) gaıns the Oro' ÖT thıs eature Of

Ooverall MCSSAGE y however , the problematic Of the TI  D LOr COMLNG
into focus. ever the ö  rLe precise i1dent1ıfication ONe give the
"Ix  ” Cited ın title (human armles, the heaven.l1v bodies, angels,
INONS ı the POWECL S OT nature, Creatures general, etc.) inevitablyv SUug-

the 1dea OT Other beings alongside Yahweh whO n1ıs disposition
26h1s appointed instrumen! tchereby, the cannot but milLitate

against ıns1ıstence Yahweh the sole actıve agent the Eevents he

ann0unCcCeSs. H1is recognition OT that Facıh WaS , Suggest, ac PraMp
avoıd t1ıtle

eCcCONd condiseration bu1ılds suggestions recent y put forward DV HS

D, regarding the U<  am kähb5öd theologies OF divine LESCNCE
ch‘  1StLC; respectivelyv, OT the Deuteronomistic and Ezekiel- 1>r:testly2
traditions V1lıew, the currents- OT avold the

appellation stimulat:« DV the T1irst ea B then actual es
t1ıon Ot the Temple, developed the:  m theologies in Yeaction ear lier
"7ion-S:;  oth tradition”, exanpLified Dy TEXTS 1Like Samue l 6-7, tche "710n-

Songs” the "Yahweh Tthronement” "LOY psalms ell Isaıah ©
S  Q ated1 presence/dwelling the Temple once-Tor-all

37gıven In his discussion METTINGER does NOtT. Creat the Of dn the

nature G: 4S "presence theology”" such. believe, however, h1is PFLO-—

Ssa. do have bearıng the question Of WwhY Like the Deuteronomist

NOTe L1N h1S connectıon that 1likewıse avo1ı1ds the iıngular saba”? whıch,
emp.loyed elsewhere LN O0k Isaıah, whether earthly

avenly “HOSt. naturally Prompts uUuS:!  D Of the FT ETIO 1n the immediate
CONTEXT, s 1sa RD (YS Ln 23) 5 (VS L1N 45713), e 1so 34 ,4,
40 ,25-26.

DE 1.S Ng the S ame i11ınes hat OI! M1} 1 SO explaıin the absence Ln
Isaıiah 56-66 Of another divıne designatıon found L1n both Isaıah !  39 and
40-55, Several tımes LN conJunction wiıth Y: W melek, S e: 65 3322
41,21; AS3 715 44, usSt oes the designation 99 naturally ca
CO mınd the ubjects roucgh 'hom king Cts Ln realızıng n1ıs urpoSes.

28 On cCh1ıs, S:  D METTINGER, Dethronemen 38-79
29 See TD1d: ; 80-11

Iın the dse Of Ezekiel and this avolıdance 1.S absolute OT, In the
Deuteronomistiıic Hıstory, 1S absent a the O0O. ÖT DeuteronOomy , JO-—
hua AaAnı Judges; W Samuel and Kings 110S uSs:!  D 1.G confined TÜ
Aa_r. ı likelyv pre-Deuteronomistic, . ET Sam FA SI 4,4 I5 Z 17,45; Sam
510 62385 E 26. 278 Kgs 18-415; 91014 Kgs S6 r9-31 (Q)

31 On thıs tradıtion; S E: METTINGER, Dethronemen‘' 19-37.



(hereafter Dtr) Ezekiel-P, avo1ıds the KT IS the Lıme, the
relevant the point SCOMewhat complica: wıll require
airly extended discussion here.

the FESE place, - should noted that eVvidences Systematic
Ccamprehensive tendency, ‚01} zl Ezekiel-P, SSOCiate that whıch

the 7.1O0Nn-Sabaoth tradıtıon with 1ts aracteristic E1 18 YS) sStrongly
links, 1.e. the Temple everything associated wıth Ch1s, C.UYo. 97

37the ark Y the altar, Mt.., Z210N, etc) Rather, ONE AL repeat:  Ly uS1ng
the pPOSSeEsSsSive ONO ' Yahweh's) underscore Cod’'s identification

himself with Z10N, the Temple, etC., SsSee "my holy mountain”" (56,6;: SFPF32
65 11:26% 66,20), 'IUY house (Of prayer) ” 5654397 'my al  v 6056709 lIny
sanctuary” LF He place Of n D C HS C1ty ÖT the LOrd”"//
"+he 10N OT the Holy Of srael”" 7! "thy sanctuary 63,18) Like-
W1Se Ezekiel NeVer s the Cerm, : ShOWS hes!1  On

using another kev WOLCd OT the Z10N-5S5.  oth tradition, 1;e,. *0711  7 (see
5920 60,14; 6222 : 10 64,10 66,8) Also mentioned this CcONNECtTiLON

1Ss N usSse Of the keyv Of the Deuteronomistic and Ezekiel-P theo-

Ogies respectively, 1;e;: Säm and kabod. ONe notes, empLoy
reference with frequency sem 26,6; 57303

59719 60 ,9; 3, 41271)4776.19  1  ° 64,1.6:;: 657 19 and käbo s 56:8; 99193 60,1
66,18.19, bis) On the oth however , TL 15 Lear

eSs Lther wıth polemic intent V1S M V1S the 10n-5. tradi-

t1ion CO the Deuteronomistic Ezekiel-P traditions Fr wn 1 1: only
' Sem kabod , Yahweh himself whi:  Q, ONeEe eNCOUNTtTErS the Temple
(or 1Ts equivalent, the TabernacL le) the CONTFAaLYV , the fact that used

Sem (see C.Y. 4 56 60Il 65;,4) and kabod (see 6e.J. y 60 ,
parallelism wıth mentions Ot Yahweh 1UMSe. SUuggests he NOT.

play Or the former against the latter. Rather, fOor ”"++he glory
Of the » "+he Ot the ” (more less) S1MpLy paraphra-
St1iCc equ1valents OT "the Thus tTar then T4 that,
tras Ezekiel-P, AT IS quarrei wıth the Oold 7.10N-Sa-

&7 OurcSe, theyvre WOU. que Of ’s associating Yahweh wıth the
ar. had the earlıer Z1.on-Sabaoth tradıtıon SINCe that object Wa nOT
par Otf the furnishiıngs OT the Second Temple.



ba  . theoLogy This Sta aılırs 15 erstandable gıven the far  Q that
he 15 Wwriting, subsequen the A authors, P,

the Temple (is about the L1Mme,
the observatıons hıtherto CO EeAaAvVve ON wondering whyY should then
avo1ıd the characteristic Z10N GE Yı seeing Oth'
he receptive the Cep terminO.lLogv of tradition
Notwithstanding a Oof the e, however, ther' L1S further cOonNns1deratıon

SUGgESTS that, A1s well CONCeEerned attentuate

close linkage Of Yahweh Temple That CONCELN expression
ın Ser1es Ot PaAaSSadyes wNner': refers the OI "residen-
CSa 1 E S5735 ”"+hus SdYVYS the hıgh and lofty WhO eternity
(Söken "ad) ® dwell (?e$kön) the high holy Diace; i  »” 6315

down £from heaven. from Chy holy glor1ıous itatıon (mizzCbul)”; 64,7
A that thou wouldst the heavens and down ” and all 66, 1
"Thus SdyYS the Lord, ')heaven 15 throne the L what

15 the house whıch WOULLL uL for IC , 1S the place Oof Test

(imenühati)?" The forego1ing pPasSsSages 3Ea Varlıous

exemplLifying the ion-Sabaoth adıtion iın Zion/the Temle/the ark 1Ss

spoken OT 'ahweh's ling place misSkanyı C.,Y. 7 1sa 8,18; 5
84,2; 3R 5 n1ıs "resting place  » (mCnühäh, nversely, the

pPaASSagesSs strongly reminıscent Ot 'sS S affirmation CcCOoNcerning
weh's "residence" Kgs B6,727230; WwWw1ıLL indeed dwell (yaSab)
the earth? Behold, heaven the hıghest heaven CannOot contain thee:
much ess Cth1ıs house whıch have he;  B thou ın heaven Chy 1Ng
place (2al m“qöm i BEK (C£ 322367:  .43.45.49). Accordingly, ir

does Chat., ultimately, has influen! exXxtent, by DE S

reaction against the 7.10N-5.  oth adition: 1ıik«  D the foOormer , he 1NS1ıSts that

"heaven" 15 only "residence"”. GT the question Of th1ıs

Study, wOuLd then that HVE avoidance f the aracterıistic z

O the 7.101N-5S5.  Oth tradıtıon 15 another reflectıon O that uen-

Just does Ore hım, refraıns £rom UtLLIZENG designation
which, gıven TES earlıer usage, wOuULd evoke A ers- Minds the ( inappro-

33 ÖOn thıs teXt, SEı B ROFE, Isaıah 66,1-4 Judean Sects ın Persıan
Per1ıocd Viewed by Trito-Isalah, 1Ca and Related Studies Presen-
ted CO Samue l LWwIY (ed Ä, KOR'L and E MOR.  ER). , Winona Lake, E
1985, 205-217



priate) NOtT1ıON Of Yahweh Ndissoluablı Liınked 10N and 1ts Temple n1ıs

place OT residence
Tinal suggestion might specification f ': proposal.

Above, the vırtual absence OT diıvıne agent/intermediaries ın noted.
Here, would that partiıcularly CONSP1CUOUS ü absence TrOom N
annOuUuNCEMeNtTS CONCEFrN1ING the utrure OT Yahweh's people 1S the Ligure
Davidic vicerov" whOom Yahweh FL ralse 53 th1ıs, n utrture hopes
tras wıth thOose Of Isaıah 1=-3'  S (see 9,1-7; „1-9) , the Books Oft Jeremıiah

,5-6 33,19-22) Ezekıel 34 ,22-23:;: 37,24-295) well Haggai’'s
Zechari: WOrds CONCErN1ING the Davıdid ereas CNheVvV dO cOhere
wıth O-—-Isal: "democratization" f the promises Daviıid, 1sa

55 9699 But then, 1ıN EXaMiINING the mMmost likely earlıer TEexXtSsS Of S amu-
el Psalms employing the designation, NOTes the FEequenCY wıth

those bring that S ınto coNNeCcCtıon with Davıd h1ıs 1LNe
(see 747 ,45: 5,406 0, Z 1B F 8262273 Psalms 8489320 G1lven that

assoc1lation, however , TE 1S erstandable WOLLL have aVvo1l«

elLy put readers M1LNd OT the uture claims Gr the aV1lıdıds
he ınterest 1N promoting.
concluding, = CONSC1OUS OT the irreduci  V hypothetical arac

Gr the suggestions, mns1ıdered ıLther separately +n combination
the those suggestions dOo believe, least indicate that ONEe

Ought readilyv relega the phernX question the realm OT
the S1IMply A  inexnlicable

34 OtTe 1 thıs connectıon hat 11ikewıse avoids PPLYıng we LWO
ther keyv erms Of the Z1.on-Sabaoth Tradıt:ıon; ; RS — M yasab LOr the .  '

"Adwelling, sitting-enthroned”, se METTINGER, Dethronement, and
6-2 and melek;, (see +3G 24 and : R and D D D supra) .

35 On thıs tCext, SsSe: 3: EISSFELDT, Die Gnadenverheissungen Daviıd L1N Jes
55215 Kleine Schrıften (ed K ELLHELM ME MAASS) , iıngen, 1968,
44-5°2
On these and relate EXTS, S! ROSS, Jahweh schä POE ın Samuel
anı Psalms, (1967) 76-92 .


