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WINTER MEETING

The seventy-fifth Winter Meeting of the Society was held from
Tuesday 4th to Thursday 6th January 2000 at St Catharine’s College,
Cambridge, with the theme ‘The Book of Isaiah’.

The retiring President, Professor Robert Carroll (Glasgow),
installed as President for 2000 Professor Joseph Blenkinsopp (Notre
Dame), who delivered his Presidential Address on the subject ‘The
Prophetic Biography of Isaiah’: Jewish traditions about Isaiah con-
centrate almost exclusively on biographical facts, many of them,
needless to say, legendary. The Lives of the Prophets testifies to the
existence of a tomb tradition in Jerusalem in the first century of the
era, and The Martyrdom of Isaiah, extant in Ethiopic but composed in
Hebrew or Aramaic, speaks of his persecution and death at the hands
of the infamous Manasseh. Rabbinic attestations embellish various
aspects of his career, not always in a positive sense, and are silent on
his pronouncements of judgment on his contemporaries. This one-
sided emphasis on biography can be traced back through Ben Sira and
the author of Chronicles to the Deuteronomists whose History features
a ‘holy man’ named Isaiah but one quite different from the Isaiah of
the pronouncements. The deuteronomistic character of much of the
narrative in the book of Isaiah (7:1; cf. 2 Kings 16:5; 20:1-6; 36–39)
can be demonstrated, and it amounts to a prophetic portrait irrecon-
cilable with the Isaiah who condemned the ruling elite in Judah in the
most absolute terms (especially in Isaiah 28–33). A re-examination of
the Prophetenschweigen problem in the Deuteronomistic History
reveals that the solution to this problem in the book of Isaiah is to be
sought in the deuteronomistic ideology and specifically in its redefin-
ition of prophecy.

The following papers were delivered:
Mr Mark Vincent (Durham), ‘The Call of Isaiah and the Vision

of the Seraphim’: This paper considered three central aspects of Isaiah
6. It began by exploring biblical parallels to Isaiah’s vision, suggesting
that it is particularly fruitful to read the passage in the light of the call
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of Moses (Exodus 3–4), and then turned to the identity of the
seraphim and asked why this particular term should have been chosen.
Possible ancient Near Eastern connections were discussed and each
biblical passage in which the term occurs was briefly examined. Ways
were suggested in which serpent symbolism and the biblical connota-
tions of the term seraphim may be relevant both to the scene being
played out in Isaiah 6 and to the prophecy as a whole. The paper then
turned to the function of Isaiah 6 within the final form of Isaiah 1–66,
reviewing motifs identified by other scholars and adding further
possibilities. Finally, the location of the call narrative at chapter 6 was
considered by asking: How does Isaiah 6 fit into the surroundings of
Isaiah 1–12, and why was it not placed earlier in the final form of the
prophecy?

Professor John Watts (Louisville, Kentucky), ‘The Structure of
the Book of Isaiah as it is seen at the end of the Twentieth Century’:
Frames have been recognized for the book of Isaiah, namely an outer
frame (1–4 // 63–66) and inner frames for two parts (5–6 // 34–35 and
40:1-11 // 60–62). The first book (5–35) develops the theme of the
decree for the destruction of the land; the second book (40–62) relates
the summons to rebuild Jerusalem and the roles of groups and indi-
viduals in that task. The outer frame declares new meaning for Israel,
Jerusalem, and the temple, and the way the reader participates in the
new age through them.

Mrs Margaret Barker (Borrowash), ‘Hezekiah’s Boil’: Hezekiah
was fatally ill (Isaiah 38:1) but Isaiah treated his boil with a fig
poultice and he recovered. This suggests that he had bubonic plague, a
sign of divine wrath for his ‘reform’ of the cult. Isaiah then told the
king he would live and that the city would be saved, suggesting that
Hezekiah was not being punished for his own sin but was functioning
as the high priest and protecting his people from divine wrath (Num-
bers 17:13). This corresponds to the two phases in Isaiah 53: the
Servant was first deemed to be bearing his own sin, and then the sin of
others. The diagnosis of plague accords with ancient views that the
Assyrian army was smitten with plague at that time and the infection
could have been carried by the messengers who brought the letter to
the king. Plague is mentioned in letter 16 from Lachish.

Dr John Jarick (Roehampton), ‘The Fall of the House (of Cards)
of Ussher’: While participants at the Winter Meeting 2000 were good-
naturedly debating among themselves whether the third millennium
had begun on 1st January 2000 or would only begin on 1st January
2001, this paper explored the work of James Ussher, the 17th-century
Irish archbishop who calculated among other things that the world as
we know it began in 4004 BC and the birth of the Messiah took place
in 4 BC (the year 4000 in Ussher’s scheme of the Age of the World),
with the implication that a seventh millennium of world history — the
Millennium — would begin in AD 1997 (the year 6000 in his scheme).
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Ussher’s calculations concerning biblical chronology were widely
accepted as accurate, and his dates appeared in the margins of editions
of the Authorized Version of the Bible for many generations. How-
ever, advances both in the sciences and in biblical interpretation in the
last two centuries have discredited many of his findings, and now our
generation has lived past the decisive date towards which his scheme
pointed. The paper investigated Ussher’s desire to impose a millen-
arian order on an otherwise chaotic chronology, and showed how this
desire was shared by many others of his time, as well as many in
antiquity (including various illustrious Rabbis and Church Fathers).

Dr Peter Addinall (Carperby), ‘Prophecy in the Book of Isaiah
and Twentieth-Century History’: The focus of this paper was Isaiah
1–39, and the main assertion was that the substance of these chapters,
although originating in the eighth century BC, is directly relevant to
life in the twentieth century AD. This entails acceptance of the pro-
phetic view that doing right brings worldly prosperity to the righteous
while doing wrong produces suffering in this world for the wrongdoer,
a view which has frequently been challenged and with good reason. In
favour of an affirmative interpretation it was argued that we must first
recognise the strong figurative, anthropomorphic character of the pro-
phetic language, while at the same time acknowledging that this is not
merely prophetic choice, but essential and unavoidable in all theistic
religious language. The detailed argument of Ludwig Feuerbach in his
Das Wesen des Christentums was appealed to in support of this
contention. Second, this means that figurative references to God or
Yahweh in prophetic passages are given a basis in reality by the
moral. Moral judgment is a marked feature of the prophetic literature,
and must be taken to refer to an objectively real and dynamic element
in human experience, not to be explained, or explained away, in terms
of other phenomena. Support is found in Kant’s view of the moral in
his critical philosophy, and also in Thomas Chalmers’ Natural Theo-
logy. Third, a proper appreciation of the nature of the moral leads to
religious belief, since moral value must have its origin and authentic-
ation in transcendent deity. Moral judgment taken seriously has far-
reaching implications for the nature of the universe of which we are a
part and demands that we should see the Power that produced and
sustains the world in personal terms. Fourth, the prophetic stress on
morality as the will of God is therefore justified, but an essential
condition for the validity of both morality and religious belief is
human autonomy, and in a world where both religious and moral
commitment must be the outcome of choice a simple observable
causal link between rightdoing and prosperity, and wrongdoing and
suffering, is out of the question. This point is central to the meaning of
the book of Job, and the prophetic literature must be understood in the
light of it. Fifth, this means that prophetic judgment is concerned with
tendencies inherent in morally significant conduct rather than im-
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mediately observable results, which accounts for the strong predictive
element in prophecy. It also means that the prophet is primarily
concerned with communities rather than individuals. Finally, while
parallels between moral issues in the ancient world and the modern
are important and noteworthy, Isaiah of Jerusalem is above all im-
portant for us as a man with an exceptional vision of the reality which
gives substance to the moral and which demands acknowledgment by
all human beings at all times and in all places.

Professor Ronald Clements (Cambridge), ‘Isaiah — A Book
without an Ending?’: The ending of the book of Isaiah in 66:24 reads
depressingly and cannot represent a skilfully planned ending for a
book of prophecy which has fittingly been described as ‘The Fifth
Gospel’. This inappropriate actual ending contrasts with the presence
of well-planned and thematically consistent endings which have been
noted in 4:2-6; 12:1-6; 35:1-10; 55:1-13; 60:1-22 and yet other
sections of the present book. These apparent endings highlight the fact
that signs of literary structure and thematic coherence have frequently
been neglected in the anxiety to establish the historical background of
each part of the book.  (1) Isaiah as a book: A primary question exists
as to what constitutes a book, since single authorship cannot be the
sole criterion. So we must look for signs of planned literary structure
and the use of techniques for establishing beginnings and endings. We
find in Isaiah that there are many signs of such structure, which are
now embedded in the text and which are not always self-evidently
explicable. Among these we may note that 1:1-31 forms a general
introduction and that 2:2–4:6 is a separate self-contained ‘booklet’
which forms a prologue. A balancing epilogue occurs in 63:1–66:24.
So the main book begins at 5:1 and ends at 62:12. Within this grand
structure of the book the major hinge-point occurs with the joining
together of 1–39 with 40–66. This is a feature which has long been
recognised and which has been accommodated by the familiar theory
of a ‘First’ and ‘Second’ Isaiah.  (2) The legacy of Bernhard Duhm
and its aftermath: Since 1892 this basic, two-part structure has been
further illuminated by Duhm’s division into three parts, through the
separating of 56–66 from the earlier chapters to form a ‘Third’ Isaiah.
Yet this only partly serves to explain the book’s extant structure. It
most notably leaves unexplained the presence in 1–39 of so much
material which must post-date all but the latest parts of 56–66. It is the
past twenty-five years of research which have focused most intensely
on this late material in 5–35, noting that it displays an apocalyptic
character. Moreover it becomes evident upon close examination that
the tone of this apocalyptic material now colours the entire book. So
there exists a mysterious ‘Fourth Isaiah’ which Duhm failed adequate-
ly to account for.  (3) The apocalyptic Isaiah book: The present unit
made up of chapters 5–35 of the book displays throughout a distinc-
tive character and bears all the marks of having a coherent plot, recog-
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nisable techniques of establishing structure and purpose, as well as
signs of the re-use and reinterpretation of far older eighth-century
material from Isaiah of Jerusalem. So Duhm’s ‘First Isaiah’ has now
been incorporated into a very different kind of book, which shows the
most clearly designed structure of any part of the entire Isaiah scroll.
Chapter 35 provides the ending of this distinctive apocalyptic ‘Vision
of Isaiah’ and shows how it looks ahead to promises recorded in the
prophecies of 40–55. So this important chapter offers a vital clue to-
wards understanding how and why the present book took shape.

Professor Hugh Williamson (Oxford), ‘Isaiah and the Holy One
of Israel’: The divine title ‘The Holy One of Israel’ has long been
recognized as peculiarly characteristic of the book of Isaiah. It has
often been cited by conservative scholars as an argument for unity of
authorship of the book, and in more recent study it has featured prom-
inently as an argument for some sort of association between all the
major sections of the book. An analysis of the pattern of distribution
of the title reveals some interesting and previously unnoticed features,
however. First, the title comes only twice in the last eleven chapters of
the book (Trito-Isaiah, and there only in what are virtual citations
from elsewhere in the book), and not at all in such later passages as
Isaiah 24–27 and 34–35; it clearly does not, therefore, characterize the
book in its latest phases. Secondly, of the fourteen occurrences in
1–39, it is probable that only five go back to the eighth-century
prophet, and of these four, if not all five, date to the latest stage of his
ministry. Interestingly, there is no use of the title in chapter 6, which is
often said to have inspired Isaiah to coin the phrase. Of the many later
uses in the first part of the book, some seem to relate to pre-exilic re-
dactional activity, and others to be close in thought to the work of
Deutero-Isaiah. Thirdly, the title occurs thirteen times in 40–55, and it
seems to be more securely at home there than in any other single part
of the book. It may be suggested, in the light of evidence from the
Psalms, that the title was in use in a minor way in the Jerusalem cult
from where Isaiah himself borrowed it, perhaps particularly in con-
sequence of the fall of the northern kingdom. Although it was not of
great significance to him personally, it assumed greater importance
among those who passed on his writings, precisely because of its
apparently obvious connections with chapter 6, influence from which
is pervasive at the literary level in later parts of the book, and this
process reached its climax in the work of Deutero-Isaiah. Once again,
therefore, the role of this unnamed prophet of the exile stands out as
central to the forging of a sense of identifiable unity in the book.

A reception was given on the first evening of the Meeting by the
Faculty of Divinity, University of Cambridge.
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SUMMER MEETING

The seventy-sixth Summer Meeting of the Society was held from
Monday 24th to Thursday 27th July 2000 at St Catherine’s College,
Oxford, Professor Joseph Blenkinsopp presiding.

The following papers were delivered:
Professor Mary Douglas (London), ‘The Go-away Goat, or Is

There Such a Thing as a Scapegoat Ritual?’: According to the stand-
ard interpretation of the scapegoat rite described in Leviticus 16, its
object is to purge the community of Israel of their sins on the lines of
the Greek rituals which are generally assimilated to it. The hellenicist
association has influenced the reading of the levitical text and covered
weak philological arguments which support the idea that the goat is
treated like the Greek pharmakos, and sent out to a desert demon
called Azazel. On this traditional reading the scapegoat is a despised
victim, a model for any victims of persecution. The difficulties are
stark incongruity with levitical attitudes to demons and glaring dis-
similarity between the Greek ceremonies and the levitical rite. Instead
of foreign rites, close parallels in Leviticus itself need to be studied.
The focus upon a pair of animals, one chosen for sacrifice and one set
free in the wilderness, corresponds closely to the pairs of birds for
purification from leprosy. The doctrine of lifting the sins of another
person has to be clarified: Aaron’s laying both hands on the goat
suggests a commissioning. The comparisons suggest that the goat that
escapes being sacrificed corresponds to the brother that was not
chosen in Genesis narratives (Isaac and Ishmael, Jacob and Esau). In
this light the goat would be commissioned to go far away from the
habitations of Israel as an honourable envoy to the peoples who were
not chosen.

Professor Hans Barstad (Oslo), ‘The Old Testament: A Hellen-
istic Book?’: Biblical scholarship has experienced heated discussions
recently concerning the dating and reliability of the historiographical
traditions of the Hebrew Bible. One particular trait of the discussion
has been the claim that everything, or most, of what we find in the
Hebrew Bible originated in the Hellenistic period. Of some influence
in the debate has been the article by the Danish Old Testament scholar
Niels Peter Lemche, ‘The Old Testament: A Hellenistic Book?’,
published in 1993. Lemche directs attention to four different circum-
stances that, according to him, favour a Hellenistic date for the Heb-
rew Bible. The present paper discussed these four points in some
detail. After having studied Lemche’s arguments closely, it becomes
apparent that they do not at all support a Hellenistic background for
the Hebrew Bible.

Dr Laura Yoffe (Edinburgh), ‘The Nursing God: Female Images
of Yahweh’: This paper drew attention to passages where Yahweh is
pictured as nursing his (her?) people: Numbers 11:11-12 (implied
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only); Deuteronomy 32:13-14; Isaiah 66:10-13; and Hosea 11:3-4.
This is the most consistent of a number of female images: labouring
woman (Isaiah 42:14), midwife (Psalm 22:9), mistress (Psalm 123:4);
together they put an interesting spin on one interpretation of Genesis
1:27. The image of a nursing God is important in the debate on
whether the Israelites had a goddess (Kuntillet Ajrud and Khirbet el
Qom inscriptions; Genesis 49:25; Jeremiah 44) and raises the quest-
ions, ‘Where did the image come from?’ and ‘Why has it been over-
looked by modern scholars?’

Professor James VanderKam (Notre Dame), ‘Have the Qumran
Scrolls Made a Difference?’: The paper offered a survey of con-
tributions that the Dead Sea Scrolls have made to scholarship on the
Old Testament. After briefly touching on publication of the scrolls,
reference works available for studying them, and the ostraca found at
Qumran in 1996, the main part of the paper focused specifically on
Qumran and the Old Testament. In the first section (‘Scrolls and
editions’), the point was made that the so-called biblical scrolls allow
us to see the ways in which texts were set forth, the changes and cor-
rections made by scribes, and the growth of texts which are available
in multiple copies (e.g. Serek ha-Yahad). The second section dealt
with the ‘biblical’ scrolls, the categories into which scholars have
placed the different witnesses, and the types of variants found in the
scrolls. The third and final section was devoted to the larger issues of
which works were considered authoritative by the Qumran community
and whether they had a canon of scripture. It is clear that a number of
works which would later become parts of the Hebrew Bible were
considered authoritative at Qumran, but for the status of some of the
later canonical books the testimony of the scrolls is not clear and in
the case of books such as Jubilees it is evident that high authority was
attributed to a book that was not canonized in Judaism at a later time.
Revelation was believed to be ongoing, with the result that the cate-
gories of authoritative books seem not to have been regarded as closed
and fixed.

Professor Friedemann Golka (Oldenburg), ‘Joseph, Tammuz and
Thomas Mann’: For over a century it has been known to biblical
exegetes (the Pan-Babylonist Alfred Jeremias and others) that the
dying and rising god Tammuz is the prototype of Joseph in Genesis
37–50. Tammuz is a vegetation and spring deity (later to be identified
with Osiris and Adonis), the archetypal saviour. He is the beloved of
the moon goddess Ishtar (compare Isis and Aphrodite). Tammuz is the
beautiful youth who is nevertheless given over to death, be it through
the attack of a wild boar or through Ishtar’s love. Ishtar follows him
into the underworld while the fertility of all vegetation, animals and
humans comes to an end. Through her negotiations with the goddess
of the underworld Ishtar achieves the release of Tammuz at least for
part of the year. Knowledge of this myth came [continued on page 10]
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INCOME AND EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT for the year ended 31st October 1999

Book Confer- General
Bursaries List ences Fund Total 1998

Income £ £ £ £ £ £
Subscriptions and donations – – – 7789 7789 7987
Income tax recovered in respect
   of deeds of covenant – – – 356 356 493
Sales of literature – – – – – 277
Conference income – – 16660 – 16660 15551
Bursaries 255 – – – 255 127
Dividends and interest
   received and receivable – – – 1149 1149 1076                                                                                                             
Total income 255 – 16660 9294 26209 25511                                                                                                             
Expenditure
Printing and stationery – – 2045 1550 3595 3142
Postage and secretarial expenses – 641 – 2014 2655 1547
Conference expenses – – 16221 – 16221 14722
Accountancy – – – 323 323 420
Bursaries 462 – – – 462 130
Bank charges – – – 11 11 –                                                                                                             
Total expenditure 462 641 18266 3898 23267 19961                                                                                                             
Net surplus/(deficit) (207) (641) (1606) 5396 2942 5550                                                                                                             

NOTES TO THE ACCOUNTS for the year ended 31st October 1999

1. Fixed assets Computer Equipment
Costs at 1st November 1998 and at 31st October 1999 864           
Depreciation at 1st November 1998 and at 31st October 1999 863           
Net book amount at 1st November 1998 and at 31st October 1999 1           

2. Bank accounts 1999 1998
Barclays Bank plc: Current Account 3363 1776

Higher Interest Business Account 14150 13568
National Savings Bank Investment Account 8655 8182                                  

26168 23526                                  
3. Investment at cost
546.44 units, Friends Provident Stewardship Unit Trust 1000 1000
(Market Value £2633)                                    

4. Accumulated surpluses and reserves General Bursary
Fund Fund Total

At 1st November 1998 24320 197 24517
Surplus for the year 3149 (207) 2942
Transfers (200) 200 –                                                    
At 31st October 1999 27269 190 27459                                                    
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BALANCE SHEET at 31st October 1999

1999 1998
Assets £ £
Fixed assets (note 1) 1 1
Debtors 640 340
Bank accounts (note 2) 26168 23526
Investments at cost (note 3) 1000 1000                         

27809 24867
Liabilities
Sundry creditors and reserves 350 350                            

27459 24517                            
Represented by
Accumulated surpluses and reserves (note 4)
General fund 27269 24320
Bursary fund 190 197                                                    

27459 24517                                                    

PRINCIPAL ACCOUNTING POLICIES for the year ended 31st October 1999

The accounts have been prepared under the historical cost convention.
The principal accounting policies of the Society are substantially unchanged from the pre-
vious year and are set out below.
Subscriptions and donations received
These represent amounts received during the year and no account is taken of any sub-
scriptions due but unpaid at the date of the balance sheet.
Income tax recoverable
No account is taken of any income tax recoverable but not yet received in respect of
covenanted subscriptions or investment income received during the year.
Stocks
No account is taken of unused stocks of book lists or general stationery.
Depreciation
Depreciation is calculated on a straight line basis and aims to write down the cost of fixed
assets over their expected normal lives. The rate applicable is 20% per annum.
Investments
Investments are included in the accounts at historic cost and no account is taken of unrealised
investment gains and losses.
Accumulated surpluses and reserves
The recognition of separately designated funds is primarily for the purpose of administration
and control, and any accumulated surpluses shown are part of the general reserves of the
Society and, as such, are unrestricted in application.

ACCOUNTANTS’ REPORT TO THE MEMBERS OF
THE SOCIETY FOR OLD TESTAMENT STUDY

We have prepared the accounts and notes for the year ended 31st October 1999 without audit.
We confirm that the accounts are in agreement with the books and information supplied to us.

TUNSTALL & BLACKBURN, Accountants
Kiln Hill, Market Place, Hawes, North Yorkshire
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[continued from page 7] to the Israelites via the Canaanites (Isaiah
17:10; Ezekiel 8:14). Joseph is the beautiful youth. He has to go down
to the pit twice in order to rise again to even higher glory. Thomas
Mann in his novel Joseph and His Brethren achieves a christological
interpretation of the Joseph figure by extending the perspective from
Tammuz via Joseph to Jesus. While in volumes 2 and 3 Mann re-
mythologizes Joseph, he de-mythologizes him in volume 4 (‘Joseph
the Provider’), where Joseph works salvation in the social and eco-
nomic field.

Dr Isaac Kalimi (Jerusalem), ‘Jerusalem in the Chronistic His-
tory’: The Chronicler does not clarify his position concerning the
contradictory stories about the capture of Jerusalem in Joshua–Judges.
He wished, probably, to say that only in David’s era could the con-
quest of the city be accomplished. The significance of Jerusalem in the
Chronistic History is revealed above all by the description of the city’s
conquest, the immediate and first royal action of David, even prior to
the celebration of his own coronation. The capture is presented as the
most remarkable and meaningful national goal in which all the
Israelites participated and to which they contributed willingly, as a
result of deep conviction. In order to stress this viewpoint, the Chron-
icler avoided describing the conquest of the city as a fulfillment of
God’s command. The details concerning the capture in Chronicles are,
however, an outcome of the Chronicler’s efforts to clarify his difficult
Vorlage. He omitted the date as well as the unclear passages. He
understood the rest of the text in 2 Samuel 5:8, ‘and David said at that
time, “Whoever smites the Jebusites...”’, as a conditional sentence
which did not clarify what would be done to a man who smote the
Jebusites and caused the capture of Jerusalem. He concluded the in-
complete sentence from similar biblical accounts and close syntactical
constructions which could be found in the Former Prophets. The main
purpose of 1 Chronicles 11:6 is to emphasize the difficulties which
were faced in the capture of Jerusalem in order to create suspense and
anticipation for a very significant forthcoming event in the Israelites’
national life. The historical trustworthiness of this source is extremely
doubtful.

Dr John Day (Oxford), ‘The Old Testament’s Transformation of
Some Canaanite Underworld Gods’: The paper discussed the transfor-
mation of the gods Mot, Resheph and the Rephaim (Ugaritic rp’um).
(Molech was excluded, having been dealt with in an earlier book.)
First, the god Mot was discussed. The Old Testament’s references to
Sheol swallowing people up (e.g. Isaiah 5:14; Habakkuk 2:5) use
metaphorically language earlier used of the god Mot in the Ugaritic
texts. Death itself being swallowed up in Isaiah 25:8 is probably a
metaphor for the end of exile, not literal death, comparable to Isaiah
26:19 (cf. 27:8). Death coming through the windows in Jeremiah 9:20
(ET 21) perhaps alludes to a demon derivative from Mot. Several
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other alleged allusions to Mot in the Old Testament are unconvincing.
Resheph, a plague god, was noted for his pestilential arrows. In the
Old Testament he is sometimes transformed into a plague demon(s),
on occasion in Yahweh’s entourage (Habakkuk 3:5; Psalm 78:48
[‘Reshephs’]; Job 5:7 [‘sons of Resheph’]); in Song of Songs 8:6
‘Reshephs’ is demythologized, referring to love’s arrows (cf. Cupid),
though the original underworld background is still in evidence (‘love
is strong as death’), whilst in Psalm 76:4 (ET 3) ‘Reshephs’ is totally
demythologized, simply referring to ordinary human arrows. Psalm
91:5-6 refers to Resheph as a plague demon, even though not explic-
itly mentioned by name. In the Old Testament the term Rephaim is
used not only for the dead but also for certain giants, part of the pre-
Israelite Canaanite population of Canaan. The underworld meaning is
primary, since rp’um is already used of divinized dead human beings
(especially kings) at Ugarit and the concept of the giant Rephaim is
derivative from them. That there is a connection between them is
supported by the fact that the giant Rephaim are especially associated
with Ashtaroth in Transjordan (Genesis 14:5; Joshua 12:4; 13:12), just
as is the case with the underworld figure rp’u (singular of rp’um) in
the Ugaritic text KTU 1.108.1-2. That giants may be related to gods is
paralleled, for example, in the case of the Nephilim.

A paper by Professor Edward Ullendorff (Oxford), ‘Goethe on
Hebrew’, was read in his absence (due to illness) by Professor John
Healey (Manchester).

A discussion session was led by Dr Hugh Pyper (Leeds) on the
subject ‘Introducing the Learning and Teaching Support Network in
Philosophy and Theology’.

A reception was given on the first evening of the Meeting by the
Faculty of Theology, University of Oxford. On 26th July there was an
outing to the Cotswolds, with tea at Bourton-on-the-Water by invita-
tion of the President, followed by a reception given by Oxford Uni-
versity Press.

SOTS/OTW JOINT MEETING

The eleventh Joint Meeting of the Society and the Dutch–Flemish
Oudtestamentisch Werkgezelschap was held from Sunday 27th to
Wednesday 30th August 2000 at the Kontakt der Kontinenten confer-
ence centre at Soesterberg, The Netherlands, under the joint presi-
dency of Professor Henk Leene and Professor Joseph Blenkinsopp.
The theme of the meeting was ‘Person or Personage? The Prophet as a
Historical Person and/or a Literary Character’.

The following papers were delivered: Professor William John-
stone, ‘The Portrayal of Moses as Deuteronomic Archetypal Prophet
in Exodus, and its Revival’; Professor Graeme Auld, ‘From King to
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Prophet in Samuel and Kings’; Dr Klaus Spronk, ‘Deborah: A Proph-
etess’; Dr Terry Fenton, ‘Israelite Prophecy: Characteristics of the
First Protest Movement’; Professor Ulrich Berges, ‘The Prophetic
Voice of Zion’; Dr Christoph Bultmann, ‘A Prophet in Desperation?
The Confessions of Jeremiah’; Dr Andrew Mein, ‘The Prophet Ez-
ekiel as an Exile’; Professor Henk Leene, ‘Jeremiah and Ezekiel as
Watchmen: An Intertextual Comparison’; Professor Johannes de
Moor, ‘Micah 7:1-13: The Lament of a Disillusioned Prophet’; Dr
Terence Collins, ‘Threading as a Stylistic Feature of “Amos”’; Dr
Meindert Dijkstra, ‘“I am neither a prophet nor a prophet’s pupil”:
Amos 7 as the Presentation of a Prophet like Moses’; Revd Alistair
Hunter, ‘Jonah from the Whale: Jonah 2 and the Character of the
Prophet’; Dr Anthony Abela, ‘When the Agenda of an Artistic Com-
position is Hidden: Jonah and Intertextual Dialogue with Isaiah and
the Confessions of Jeremiah’; Dr Lénart de Regt, ‘Roles and Person
Shift in Prophetic Texts: Its Function and its Rendering in Ancient and
Modern Translations’; and Professor Panc Beentjes, ‘Prophets in the
Book of Chronicles’. The papers will be published in the series
Oudtestamentische Studiën.

In addition to the academic programme, there was a visit to St
Catharine’s Convent (now a Museum of Religious Art) in nearby
Utrecht, and a boat trip on that city’s canals. The official Programme
for the Meeting honoured the deceased president of SOTS for 1999,
Professor Robert Carroll, with a reproduction of Rembrandt’s Jere-
miah Weeping Over the Fall of Jerusalem.

MEMBERSHIP NEWS

Among honours received by members of the Society: Dr Isaac Kalimi
has been elected an associate member of the Leiden Institute for the
Study of Religions at the University of Leiden and an international
corresponding Fellow of the Ingeborg Rennert Centre for Jerusalem
Studies at Bar-Ilan University. Professor Edward Ullendorff has been
elected a Fellow of the Accademia Nazionale dei Lincei of Rome, the
oldest Academy in the world (founded by Galileo and his colleagues
in 1603); he has also been elected an honorary Fellow of the Oxford
Hebrew Centre and awarded an honorary doctorate of the University
of Hamburg. Professor Keith Whitelam has been appointed Professor
and Head of the Department of Biblical Studies at the University of
Sheffield.

The Society has learned with regret of the deaths of Miss Olive
Blake, Professor Robert Carroll (President of the Society in 1999),
Revd Maurice Cartledge, the Most Revd the Lord (Donald) Coggan
(President of the Society in 1967), Miss M.J. Cunningham, Revd Pro-
fessor William McHardy, Revd Professor J.M. Plumley, Revd Neville
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Tidwell, Dr Claus Westermann (Honorary Member), and Dr E. Wie-
senberg.

The following have been elected to membership of the Society.
At the Winter Meeting: Mr Robert Allan, Ms Jacqueline Armstrong,
Revd Dr Andrew Davies, Mr Cecil Grant, Revd Dr Norman Hutch-
inson, Dr Sabine van den Eynde, Mr Gareth Watts, and Professor
Kirsten Nielsen (Honorary Member). At the Summer Meeting: Mr
Anselm Hagedorn, Revd Graham Hamborg, Revd Dr Hugh Page,
Revd Dr Laurence Turner, and Professor James VanderKam.

MISCELLANEOUS NOTICES

The Treasurer presented to the Winter Meeting accounts of the
Society for the year ending 31st October 1999, as printed in the centre
pages of this Bulletin. They were approved by the Meeting.

The seventy-sixth Winter Meeting of the Society will be held
from Wednesday 3rd to Friday 5th January 2001 at Devonshire Hall,
University of Leeds, under the Presidency of Professor Michael
Goulder. The seventy-seventh Summer Meeting will be held from
Monday 16th to Thursday 19th July 2001 at Chamberlain Hall, Uni-
versity of Birmingham, with the theme ‘The Pentateuch’.

The seventeenth Congress of the International Organization for
the Study of the Old Testament will be held from Sunday 5th to Fri-
day 10th August 2001 at the University of Basel, Switzerland, under
the Presidency of Professor Ernst Jenni. In the days immediately prior
to the Congress there will be meetings of the international organiza-
tions for Targumic Studies, Septuagint and Cognate Studies, Qumran
Studies, and Masoretic Studies. Information is available from IOSOT
XVII Kongress Basel 2001, Postfach 112, CH–4011 Basel, Switzer-
land (tel. +41 61 267 2796, e-mail IOSOT2001@ubaclu.unibas.ch) or
on the internet (iosot2001.theol.unibas.ch).

A SOTS website has now been established at www.trinity-bris.
ac.uk/sots and the Society’s Information Officer, Dr Philip Jenson,
welcomes comments from members concerning the site.

The Society has contracted with Ashgate Publishing to revive
and redevelop the SOTS monograph series, under the editorship of
Mrs Margaret Barker, assisted by an Editorial Board to be appointed
shortly. Members wishing to propose a manuscript for the series are
invited to contact Mrs Barker at The White House, 24 Gordon Road,
Borrowash DE7 3JX.

Oxford University Press has indicated that from next year the
Journal of Semitic Studies will be available to SOTS members at a
20% discount.
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OFFICERS AND COMMITTEES FOR 2001

President: Professor Michael Goulder, School of Continuing Studies,
University of Birmingham, PO Box 363, Birmingham B15 2TT (tel.
0121 444 4772, e-mail m.d.goulder@bham.ac.uk).

Retiring President: Professor Joseph Blenkinsopp, Department of Theology,
University of Notre Dame, South Bend, IN 46556, USA (e-mail joseph.
blenkinsopp.1@nd.edu).

President-elect: Professor John Bartlett, Church of Ireland Theological
College, Braemor Park, Rathgar, Dublin 14, Ireland (tel. +353 1 492
3506, e-mail jrbartlett@eircom.net).

Treasurer: Dr Peter Addinall, Myrtle Grove, Carperby, Leyburn, North
Yorkshire DL8 4DA (tel. 01969 663 311).

Foreign Secretary: Professor Graeme Auld, Nether Swanshiel, Hobkirk,
Bonchester Bridge, by Hawick TD9 8JW (tel. 01450 860 636, e-mail
a.g.auld@ed.ac.uk).

Home Secretary: Dr John Jarick, Theology & Religious Studies, Southlands
College, 80 Roehampton Lane, London SW15 5SL (tel. 020 8392 3526,
e-mail j.jarick@roehampton.ac.uk).

Membership Secretary: Dr Heather McKay, Edge Hill, St Helens Road,
Ormskirk L39 4QP (tel. 0169 584 293, e-mail mckayh@edgehill.ac.uk).

Hospitality Secretary: Dr Janet Tollington, Westminster College, Cambridge
CB3 OAA (tel. 01223 741 091, e-mail jet40@cam.ac.uk).

Book List Editor: Professor George Brooke, Department of Religions &
Theology, University of Manchester, Oxford Road, Manchester M13
9PL (tel. 0161 275 3609, e-mail george.brooke@man.ac.uk).

Information Officer: Dr Philip Jenson, 15 Henleaze Road, Henleaze, Bristol
BS9 4EX (tel. 0117 968 2803, e-mail philip.jenson@trinity-bris.ac.uk).

Committee: The above Officers of the Society plus Mr Edward Ball, Dr Eryl
Davies, Dr Paul Joyce, Dr Hugh Pyper, Dr David Reimer, and Dr Simcha
Shalom-Brooks.
Programme Sub-Committee: The President, President-elect, Foreign Secre-
tary, and Home Secretary; plus Dr Graham Davies, Dr Christine Pilkington,
and Dr Janet Tollington.

CURRENT HONORARY MEMBERS

Prof. Bertil Albrektson (1983) Prof. Bernhard Lang (1997)
Prof. Walter Brueggemann (1997) Prof. Avraham Malamat (1976)
Prof. Henri Cazelles (1972) Prof. Eduard Nielsen (1988)
Prof. Brevard Childs (1979) Prof. Kirsten Nielsen (2000)
Prof. Frank Moore Cross (1988) Prof. Helmer Ringgren (1973)
Prof. Georg Fohrer (1970) Prof. Rudolf Smend (1979)
Prof. Menahem Haran (1981) Prof. Jan Alberto Soggin (1992)
Prof. Sara Japhet (1999) Prof. Adam van der Woude (1985)
Prof. Otto Kaiser (1992)
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PAST PRESIDENTS OF THE SOCIETY

1917-19 Revd Principal W.H.
Bennett

1920 Revd Prof. A.R.S. Kennedy
1921 Revd Canon R.H. Kennett
1922 Dr G.B. Gray
1923 Revd Canon G.H. Box
1924 Prof. A.S. Peake
1925 Dr S.A. Cook
1926 Revd Prof. W.B. Stevenson
1927 Revd Canon D.C. Simpson
1928 Revd Prof. T.H. Robinson
1929 Revd Principal H. Wheeler

Robinson
1930 Dr C.G. Montefiore
1931 Revd Prof. W.O.E. Oesterley
1932 Revd Principal W.F.

Lofthouse
1933 Revd Principal W.L. Wardle
1934 Revd Prof. A.C. Welch
1935 Revd Prof. W. Emery Barnes
1936 Revd Canon J. Battersby

Harford
1937-38 Mr G.R. Driver
1939-40 Mr H. Loewe
1941-45 Revd Principal H. Wheeler

Robinson (Acting)
1946 Revd Prof. T.H. Robinson
1947 Revd Father C. Lattey, S.J.
1948 Prof. E. Robertson
1949 Revd Prof. C.R. North
1950 Revd Prof. H.H. Rowley
1951 Prof. S.H. Hooke
1952 Revd Mgr Consultor J.M.T.

Barton
1953 Prof. D. Winton Thomas
1954 Revd Prof. N.W. Porteous
1955 Revd Prof. A. Guillaume
1956 Revd Prof. A.R. Johnson
1957 Revd Principal N.H. Snaith
1958 Revd Canon L.E. Elliott-

Binns; Revd Prof. C.R.
North (Acting)

1959 Revd Prof. J. Mauchline
1960 Very Revd C.A. Simpson

1961 Prof. J. Weingreen
1962 Revd Prof. H.F.D. Sparks
1963 Revd Prof. G.W. Anderson
1964 Revd Prof. B.J. Roberts
1965 Prof. F.F. Bruce
1966 Revd Principal G. Henton

Davies
1967 Most Revd Archbishop F.D.

Coggan
1968 Very Revd M. Black
1969 Revd J.N. Schofield
1970 Revd Prof. A.S. Herbert
1971 Prof. E. Ullendorff
1972 Revd Prof. P.R. Ackroyd
1973 Revd Prof. J. Barr
1974 Mr D.R. Ap-Thomas
1975 Baroness E.F. de Ward
1976 Revd Canon Prof. D.R. Jones
1977 Prof. R.J. Williams
1978 Revd Prof. W. McKane
1979 Revd Prof. J.A. Emerton
1980 Prof. D.J. Wiseman
1981 Mr R. Loewe
1982 Revd Prof. R.N. Whybray
1983 Prof. the Revd Canon J.R.

Porter
1984 Prof. W.G. Lambert
1985 Revd Prof. R.E. Clements
1986 Revd Prof. B. Lindars, S.S.F.
1987 Revd Dr R. Murray, S.J.
1988 Revd Prof. E.W. Nicholson
1989 Prof. the Revd Canon J.W.

Rogerson
1990 Revd Prof. W. Johnstone
1991 Revd Dr A. Gelston
1992 Dr A.D.H. Mayes
1993 Revd R.J. Coggins
1994 Prof. J.C.L. Gibson
1995 Prof. G.H. Jones
1996 Prof. D.J.A. Clines
1997 Dr R.A. Mason
1998 Mrs M. Barker
1999 Prof. R.P. Carroll
2000 Prof. J. Blenkinsopp
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