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CHAPTER 1

A VISION OF THE WORLD TOMORROW

We live in an amazing and yet frightening age. These times are unlike any since man
was put on the earth.

In an age when mankind is in special need of God we find man has cut himself off
from God. He s cut off from the only source that can tell him of things to come.

Without the correct knowledge of Bible prophecies, only uncertainty and doubt face
the inquiring mind. To avoid the unpleasantness of thinking about events to come - of
possible world annihilation, most people in the Western world have resorted to pleasure
and material goodsto gratify the desires of the flesh. Man wantsto hide from the realities
that lie immediately ahead.

The man who has put his trust in God looks on beyond this present evil and upset
world. He looks past the soon-coming catastrophes to the world tomorrow. That new
world, just afew years away, will bring peace and happiness for the whole world. It will
bring abundance and prosperity to all mankind.

The Rillars in God's Temple

Just as Danid said (Daniel 12:4), knowledge has been increased in this time of the
end. Part of the knowledge which God has increased concerns the many prophecies of
the Bible.

God has promised that the overcomer of the Philadelphia era of God's Church will
become a"pillar" in the temple of God (Rev. 3:12).

This is speaking symbolically of a position of authority in the headquarters of the
world, which will be at a new Temple to be built in Jerusalem. This work relates to that
very temple. Do you know where the pillars are located in God's temple? Most people
know that there are two large pillars that stand in front of the temple, but are they the
physical types of the offices to which Christ refers?

The saints of this era who do overcome and endure to the end will be right at this
temple of God. They will be here for the one thousand year period, and even on through
the following one hundred year period (Is. 65:17-25). If you are one of God's faithful
saints in this age, you will be assigned at the temple for thiswhole period. Hereis an
opportunity for you to have described, right now from your own Bible the description of
that wonderful place, God's Temple in prophecy.

A Pattern of Things in Heaven



The book of Hebrews reveals that thetabernacle in the wilderness (which was of the
same general pattern as the temple), was built after the pattern of things in the heavens
(Heb. 8:5, 9:23-24). The former temple and the one to come are constructed by men as
a specia dwelling place for God on this earth. These buildings made with hands are
"figures (or copies, RSV), of the true (which isin heaven)."

When we therefore come to fully understand the details of the physical templewe aso
can better understand the temple and dwelling place of God in heaven. Many of the
prophecies in the Bible are pictured from God's throne in the heavens. In the book of
Revelation there are severa places where God's temple in heaven is specificaly
mentioned.

In a sense, then, we are privileged not only to understand physical things by this
study, but we are aso able in the "mind's eye" to see dimly into the very throne and
temple of God in heaven.

Christ spoke through His disciples on severa occasions concerning this house (the
Temple) of His Father. On one occasion He referred to the house as having many rooms
(incorrectly trandated "mansions') (John 14:2). Inthis particular place He was referring
more specifically to the spiritual offices that He will give to the saints as areward at His
coming.

Because of His allusion hereto the Temple of God during the millennium, it certainly
ought to be interesting to the Christian to know how many rooms there will be in that
temple. What will their size and location be? What is their purpose? Christ here was
emphasizing the fact that there were many offices to be filled, and not a few.

The Bible describes the many and various kinds of rooms or chambersin the temple.

It also numbers them and gives their specific locations. Do you know how many there
are, or where they are located? This book will show just how many there are, where
they are located, and just where they are described in the Bible.

Ezekiel saw the World Tomorrow

The prophet Ezekiel was projected forward in time through many centuries to the
soon-coming world tomorrow (Ezekiel, chapters 40 to 48). In this particular vision he
even saw God's temple from which Christ will rule the whole earth! He saw the coming
King of Kingsand Lord of Lordsin His new kingdom, the Kingdom of God. He saw the
glory of Christ which will then fill the whole earth. Ezekiel was inspired of God to write
of that world tomorrow. It was recorded and handed down to us today so that we might
understand the details of the marvelous temple of God in prophecy.

Many scriptures in the Bible show us that all nations will come to Jerusalem to
worship God (Zech. 14). They will come to the very temple that Ezekiel describes. In
that day, the nations of the earth will come to seethe glory of Christ and the beauty of
His Temple.

God has preserved a description of thistemple for us to understand. It has not been



placed inthe Bibleinvain. Itistherefor God's peopleto view and understand now. Itis
this particular temple that Ezekiel describes, which is here described and explained in
detail in this book.

But in order to understand correctly the details of this particular temple, it will be
necessary to cometo understand little-known details of Solomon'stemple, since both are
designed after the same pattern.

We will aso have a better idea of what the tabernacle in the wilderness was like. It
was also patterned after the same manner, except for smaller dimensions.

|s the Temple a Part of the Gospel ?

God has commissioned His Church of this ageto go into al the world and preach the
gospel. God's Churchisdoing just that today. Do the details of God's Temple have any
connection with the gospel ?

To answer this question, we must first understand what the gospel is. Itis, insimple
language, good news. What isthis good news about? It isthe good news concerning the
coming Kingdom of God. It is the advance news concerning the soon-coming
government of God on this earth.

Jesus Christ is coming again, but this time He will come to rule the world. He will
rule from Mount Zion, from HisHoly Temple. Since Christ will rulefrom His Templein
the soon-coming kingdom, then any information about this temple is a part of the good
news concerning Christ's soon-coming kingdom. This particular part of the good news
concerning the coming Kingdom of God is probably the least understood.

Why is this?

Scriptures Regarding the Temple Neglected

The sectionsin the Bible concerning the temple are the parts that are so often skipped.
Sinceit isnot easy to understand, and since it concerns primarily physical things, it is of
little interest to many people.

One man has aptly described the situation in the following way. "Most people skip
over the part concerning the temple since it is hard to understand, just like they skip
portions concerning the geneal ogies of who 'begat who.™

Since the portions of the Bible concerning the temple are sometimes relegated to a
similar category with the genealogies they are among the parts least understood.

On the other hand, some of the Biblical scholars have spent years, and even decades
of their livestrying to understand this one small phase of the Bible. We must havearight
balance. The partsin the Bible concerning God's Temple are comparatively very small,
but nevertheless include many chapters.

The scholars who have studied on this particular subject have not permitted the Bible
to correct and reprove them. They have leaned to their own understanding on this



subject, and therefore they have not been able to cometo the correct answers.  There
are no drawings or photographs of what God's Temples have been like. Theonly reliable
record we haveisin theBible. For clarification of what the Bible saysit is necessary to
write the description in modern easy-to-understand English and convert that information
to adrawing or picture to convey what is meant. It isnot quite as easy as it may sound
however, since the Bible account of the temple has purposely been clouded and difficult
to understand.

Even though it is difficult to understand in some places, there is no need to skip this
portion of the Bible in our private Bible study. All scripture is given by inspiration of
God, and is profitable for doctrine. Therefore, this particular portion of the Bible can be
profitable for us today. God has included it in the Bible for us to understand.

God Inspired Many Chapters About the Temple

The tabernacle in the wilderness, the houses where God has dwelt here on this earth,
and will dwell during the coming age take up many chapters in the Bible. Even though
thisis not one of the most important things during this time, it isimportant enough tha
God has devoted considerable portions of the Bible to it.

Severa chaptersin the book of Exodus are devoted exclusively to the description of
the tabernacle. When Solomon built a house for God to dwell in, we find again that
several chapters were necessary to give adequate description.

Following the captivity, Joshua and Zerubbabel built another temple. The books of
Ezraand Nehemiah, which were written alittle later gave information about this temple,
the wall, and the city of Jerusalem. I n fact, much of the book of Ezrarehearsesthe details
of the rebuilding of the temple. It is even further mentioned in the books of Haggai and
Zechariah. In fact, the whole book of Haggai concerns this one subject.

When it comes to the description of Herod's temple, very little is said in scripture.
And yet, there are many allusions or comments concerning it by Christ and the apostles.

For the millennium to come God has inspired several chapters in the book of Ezekiel
to the description of His Holy Temple.

In summary then, there are more than seven chapters in the Bible which deal solely
with the description of God's Temple. There are other chapters dealing with the
tabernacle. Many other chapters have been inspired which give us thehistory concerning
the building of these various temples.

In addition, there are many prophecies concerning various aspects of thetemple. And
there are many incidental versesin the Bible concerning the tabernacle in the wilderness
and these temples.

In al, there are approximately thirty or forty chapters in the Bible which concern the
description of the temple, its history and prophecy. If they were al compiled in one
place, there would be a book which might possibly be as large as the book of
Deuteronomy.



We Can Understand

Since God has left so much information in His Word about this subject, it certainly is
one that we should understand. It will help usin our own personal study of the Bible if
we understand God's Temples, whenever we read the various scriptures concerning them.

With this information we will be better able to understand certain historical and
prophetical texts in the Bible which refer to the temple.

The religious scholars of the world do not understand God's temple in most of its
important details. There is no work available which correctly follows the Bible
description to my knowledge. In this particular work, the Bible will be the basis for
understanding, not the various ideas of men. Chapter |1 will give many more details
regarding this particular point.

The apostle Paul stated, "All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable
for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness' (11 Tim. 3:16).
That includes these various scriptures concerning God's Temple.

Do You Love the Gates to the Temple?

God has given Isradl the choicest of the lands of this earth. He has blessed Isragl with
every conceivable blessing both individually and nationally. He has given us such
beauties in nature as the Grand Canyon, Carlsbad Caverns, the Rocky Mountains, the
Alps, the Fjords. He has given us many of the most beautiful coastlines in the world.
These dll are prophetically a part of the "dwellings of Jacob."

Since God has given us such a choice heritage, it would be easy to think that God
would regard these beautiful sightswith great love. Even though these places are so often
beautiful beyond description, they do not compare at all to the love that God hasfor even
the gates to His Temple.

"The Lord loveth the gates of Zion (at the Temple) more than all the
dwellings of Jacob" (Psalms 87:2).

Since God loves even the gates to His Temple, we also ought to know more about it,
and to begin to love what God has planned and designed to be His capital in the world
tomorrow. He calls thistemple His Holy Temple in many placesin scripture. If itisa
holy place then we should learn to reverence and respect it, just as we should reverence
and respect all those things that are holy to God.

David looked forward to the coming world tomorrow to the time when he again would
be king over Israel. Inthat time to come, he will be at Jerusalem, at the very Temple of
God. Hewas inspired to write of this time in the following statement:



"For aday in Thy courtsis better than athousand; | had rather stand at the
threshold of the house of my God, Than to dwell in the tents of
wickedness' (Psalms 84:11).

Just what are the courts of God like? How many are there, what istheir shape, their
dimension? Are there buildings in the courts, or is it just open ground? Is there awall
around the exterior? How high is the wall? How many gates are there and where are
they located? What are the gates like? These are just physical aspects of the temple
which may help us picture what beauty God has designed for His people.

God Will be There

Even though these physical aspects are important, the most important part, the part
that makes the Temple of God so grand and glorious is that Jesus Chrigt, in al of His
glory will be there.

"Afterward he brought me to the gate that looketh toward the east; and,
behold, the glory of the God of Israel CAME from the way of the east; and
His voice was like the sound of many waters; and the earth did shine with
his glory. . .And the glory of the Lord came into the house by the way of
the gate whose prospect is toward the east. And a spirit took me up, and
brought meinto the inner court; and, behold, the glory of the Lord filled the
house. And | heard one speaking unto me out of the house; and a man
stood by me. And He said unto me: "Son of man, thisis the place of My
throne, and the place of the soles of My feet, where | will dwell in the midst
of the children of Israel for ever" (Ezekidl 43:1-7).

Do you understand the physical aspects of the preceding scripture? Whereisthe east
gate? What isit like? What is the inner court and where is it located?

Do you know what the pillars named Jachin and Boaz are like? They are not what
the Masonic Lodge thinks they are, nor are they like the scholars picture them to be.

Where will this millennia temple be located? Will it be where the former temples
were located? The answer is amost stranger than fiction, and yet the Bible gives the
answer plainly and clearly, when you come to understand it.

Do you know the differences between the various temples that have been built, and
the one to come? Was Zerubbabel's temple the same as Solomon's? These and many
other questions will be answered right out of the pages of your own Bible.

But before we can understand what the temple isreally going to be like, we must first
determine why there is so much confusion in the many works on this subject that have
already been written. We also must establish a sure and firm foundation as a basis for
thiswork. It isnot just another work based on unsure facts, which will not stand, because



it will be based on the Bible. The next chapter will show the error of these other works
and establish the basis for this present work.



CHAPTER I

WHY SUCH CONFUSION?

Therdigious scholarsdo not redly know what God'stempleswerelike. They arecompletely dividedin
ther concdlusons.  Each man has his own opinion. Even in mgor points they sometimes disagree
completely.

By comparing the usud drawingsand moddsof Solomon'stemple, it isimmediatdy noted that no two of
them are dike. Some of them are so different in gppearance that you would not have any idea that they
gpparently came from the same description.  These differences are sometimes so greet that they are
opposite extremes in design.

If you described to one architect a house you wanted built, giving the basic dimengons, and then
presented the same information to another architect, you would expect both of them to make smilar plans
and drawings. When it comesto the scholars and architects drawing plansfor thetemples described inthe
Bible, thisis not so.

With such awide variation as now exigts, the interested person iscompletely confused. Which author is
correct, or isany one correct? What isthe bas's used in making these drawings and models?

If you examine the writings of most reseerchersin the light of the Bible, you will soon notice that there
arein every case mgjor and minor differencesthat are contrary to the Bible.

Before we answer the question of why so many differences, it is necessary to understand certain basic
problems about this subject.

There are only three Basic Sources

Inresearching thissubject, you would naturally look to the Biblefor most of your information. Thenyou
might check a Bible Commentary or Bible Dictionary, or possibly an Encyclopedia. In checking these
obvious sources, you would also notice what their sources of information were.

Many of their sourceswill be certain authoritieswho have made extensive studies on the subject. Some
of these men have spent most of their liveson THISONE SUBJECT. Onefamed authority spent thirty-five
yearsof hislifeto draw and describe Solomon'stemple. Yet, hisparticular drawings, very beautifully and
skillfully done, appear in no point like any of the other authorities. The Style of architecture is entirdy
different from dl the others, in fact, it is probably one which is furthest from the truth.

But where did these authorities get their information? The surprisng answer isthat there are only three
origind sourcesthat dl of thisinformation has come from!



Whenit getsdowntothebasisof it dl, thereare only thesethree main sourcesfor information, the Bible,
Josephus, and the Mishna,

On reading these basic sourcesit isimmediately gpparent that neither Josephusnor the Mishnagivevery
muchinformation. They arevery brief, giving only certain points. The Bible gives essentid information only,
and appears purposefully brief.

Bible Inspired

To sart with, we must gpproach thisfrom the point of view that "All scriptureis given by inspiration of
God" (I1 Tim. 3:16). Sincethere have been trandations of the origind Hebrew into various languages, we
mugt refer to the Hebrew if there is any question.

God has preserved Hisoracles(Old Testament scriptures) through the Jews (Rom. 3:2), and not through
the Greeks, or Romans. Therefore, in the case of aquestion, the Scriptures as preserved by the Jews for
the Old Testament will be the find authority.

There arecertain variations and discrepancies between these three sources regarding particular points.

We need to understand right now what some of these differences are, so that we will have aright
perspective regarding the sources and basis for information.

Josephus a Secondary Source

The next most important sourceto the Bible, isthat of Josephus. All of the scholars seem agreed onthis
point.

Josephus was a Jewish priest and ruler who was born near thetime of Christ. He was aleader among
the Jews and wrote hiswork some years after the destruction of Jerusalem which occurredin 70 A.D. His
work isvery thorough and detailed, giving the history of Isradl and Judah from Old Testament timesto his
own time.

Hiswork is the most exhaustive and complete on this subject that is available today, and is by far the
mogt relidble. In spite of his rdiability in many points, he gill has some points that do not agree with
scripture.

We must keep certain factorsin mind when we refer to Josephusregarding thetemple. Hewrote about
600 years after the destruction of Solomon'stemple. So, he did not see Solomon'stemple persondly. All
he had for his sources of information were the Holy Scriptures and tradition.

He did see Herod's temple but wrote about it severa years after it had been destroyed. We should
expect him to have more rdiable information about Herod's temple than that of Solomon. We might dso



guessthat hewould confuse certain agpects of Herod'stemple and ascribe them to Solomon. Therefore, we
must be wary lest wefdl into any such error.

Even though Josephusis rdligble in many of the points concerning Solomon's temple, there are certain
points which arein error, and it is needful that we understand some of them now.

Only the points of disagreement will be mentioned. We are not now concerned with the points of
agreement. There are many more points of agreement than of disagreement.

Here are some of the points of disagreement as found in Antiquities X111, 111, etc.

Josephus states that there were thirty side chambersfor each floor, or ninety indl. The Bible states that
there were thirty-three in each floor, atota of ninety-nine.

He givesthe height of these side chambersas 20 cubitswhilethe Bible sates that they werefive cubits(l
Kings 6:10). He states that the porch was 12 cubits in breadth, however, the Bible states that it was 10
cubits (I Kings 6:3).

The doors of the house were said to be of cedar, whilethe Bible account statesthat the entrance doors
to the holy placewas of Cypresswood (I Kings 6:34) and the entrance to the holy of holieswas olivewood
(1 Kings6:31, 32). Hegivestheheight of the Cherubim as5 cubits, whilethe Bible states that they were 10
cubits high (1 Kings 6:23, 25, 26).

Since there are these differences, it is gpparent that we cannot take Josephus before the Bible account.
The Bible, snceitisingpired by God is our primary source of information.

The Mishnaof Little Help

The next possible source of informationisthe Mishna. Thisisapart of the collection of Jewish traditions
known as the Tamud which has been handed down by the eders and which have been put in written form
for preservation. The particular part which refers to the temple, is said to have been written about a
hundred years after the destruction of A.D. 70. Severd rabbisvisited and examined the spot of the former
temple and talked with various people in the area. From this information they compiled the particular
section referring to Herod's temple.

Inthefirst placeit should be pointed out that this referenceisto Herod'stemple and not Solomon's. By
reading the commentsin the Mishnaif they are correct, it becomes plain that Herod did not follow the same
plan that Solomon did. Thetwo main rooms of the temple, the holy place and the holy of holieswere of the
sameform and dimension, however, therest of the building, especidly the porch was entirdly different. The
courts were not the same either, even though there may have been certain smilarities.

Since the Mishnarefers to Herod's temple instead of Solomon'sthereislittle help that we can receive
from it. We are therefore Ieft with the previous conclusion that basicdly the Bible is the main source for



information.

Septuagint is Faulty
One other source should be mentioned at thistime. 1t isthe Septuagint verson.

This particular trandation is reported to haved been made at Alexandria Egypt by seventy Jewish
scholars aout 284-247 B.C. It was a trandation from the Hebrew into Greek. It departs from the
Hebrew or Masoretic Text a great ded in many points. The trandators were prone to follow "reason”
rather than to produce acareful and literd trandation. In many pointsregarding thetemple, there are great
differences. Each time the Hebrew text is hard to understand, they trandated incorrectly so that the
difficulties seem to "disgppear”. Because of this many very important points are either |eft out entirely, or
incorrectly rendered. Some very important dimensions are dtered because they do not fit with the
understanding that these trandators had. Certain of these points will be dedlt with in their proper places.

It will not be used asabagsfor thiswork. Sinceit isreferred to many times by most authoritieson this
subject it is necessary to a least mention why it will not be used.

We will use the Hebrew text, since God haspreserved Hisoraclesthrough the Jewish e ders, who were
formerly in "Moses seat” a Jerusdlem, and not certain Grecianized Jews from Egypt (Matt. 23:2).

Three Reasons for Error!

The first main reason why there are differences between the scholars is because of the variation in the
source materid. Thisisthereason for variation in the design asdrawn by various scholars. These scholars
have been unable to rightly divide the word of truth sSince they often rgect the Bible statement and accept
the other sources. When there is a difference, there must be a bass as to which is right, and which is
wrong.

Here isthe second important reason why some "authorities' come up with different conclusons. They
have usad "human reason” to decid ewhat isright. Hereisan example. A particularly famed scholar who
spent hiswholelife on the subject, discussed various dimensions as given by these sources. He stated that
one paticular height given was a "fdse height." On a width measurement gven, he quotes certain
measurements and Satesthat they are"fdsewidths™" But what isthe correct width, or the correct height of
acertain measurement? What ishisbasisto determinewhat isright? The Bible, Josephus, or the Mishna?
In this case it is none of these, but the "reasonable judgment,” or "guess' of the author.

With such a basis for decison, one man's guess is as bad as the next! No wonder there are such
differences.

A third reason for differencesisthat they many have concluded that the text has many corruptions. With
thisbasis, you can never be sure of what iscorrect and what is" corrupt.” Whatever "seems' contradictory,
or cannot be quickly understood is classed as being "corrupt™ and in need of being "restored.” Thetrouble



isthat each authority "restores’ thetext differently! Because of thisconcept, many of the"authorities' have
come up with very different opinions, again based on what they thought was right.

Isthe Text in Error?

Here is a prime example of how many have erred on just one point. This particular point isonethat is
very important, as it lone changes entirely the exterior gppearance of the temple dragticaly.

The temple "porch” isthe prominent front part of the temple and isthe part that is seen most easily from
dl four directions. The Bible Sates that it is one hundred and twenty cubits high (I Chronicles 3:4). The
authorities have dmost completely rejected thisimportant point. Hereisatypica example of how smple
Bible satements are rgjected. This is a measure which is "so entirely out of proportion to the other
dimensions of the porch and the generd height of the building, thet it is commonly supposed thereis some
error inthetext." (Imperid Bible Dictionary, Article, Temple))

Aswill be proved laer thisisacorrect rendering. Thereisno corruption in thetext a thispoint! There
isno variation in reliable texts. Even Josephus repesats severd times, not just once, this very figure.

From these commentsit becomes plain why there has been such avariation in the scholars description
and modd s of thetemple. These men have not known whét to use asabasisfor their work, sncethereare
some variations between the three basic sources of information. They have followed each other "into the
ditch" in many cases, and copied aparticular point which seemed reasonable or right but which waswrong.

They have dso used human, falible, carnd reasoning to decide points contrary to et her or dl of thesebasc
sources. They havergected the Biblica account, if or where this account differed with their own judgment.

We Must Not Follow Error

The roads that these men have trod in trying to learn what the temple was redlly like has only led to
confuson and Babylon. Nothing is certain, there is only variation and uncertainty.

We must not follow their error!

To gart with we must lay a strong and firm foundation for this present work. What will be the basis?
What will decide, if there is a difference between these various basic sources?

What will the approach be when certain points appear unlikely, incorrect or wrong? Isreasonto bethe
deciding factor? Arethe "authorities' to be the deciding factor? Isthe Bible? Josephus, or the Mishna?

The Scriptures are the only sure Guide
TheBible gatesthat "All scriptureis given by inspiration of God” (11 Tim. 3:16). If thisfact isso, then

we have here the words of Almighty God, the One who created dl things, who persondly desgned THIS
TEMPLE (I Chronicles 28:12), and who hasrecorded the detailsfor usto UNDERSTAND. Jesus Christ



isour "foundation” (I Cor. 3:11), Heisthe Author of scripture. He hasbeen ableto preservethisrecordfor
us. We areto hold Hisword in reverence and awe, in fact to "tremble’ before it (Isaiah 66:2). God has
preserved this information for us so that we can know! There need not be question or doubt on this
subject.

Nowhere does Josephus claim his writings to be "scripture” or inspired of God. His writings are a
secondary source only! Hewill be used only to supplement, and not to replace the Bible.

The Mishnaisfrom the writings of the Jewish Rabbis. It has been preserved by them, and considered of
great authority by them but is not inspired scripture.

Aswill be proved later, the Mishnais completely unreasonable in certain points regarding the temple, it
contradictsitsaf and the Bible on certain other points, and thereforewill ONLY beusedin thiswork to add
to certain points where the Bible does not give complete details, and where those details are (1) in accord
with the Bible statement (2) supplying information needed, (3) rationd and reasonable.

"HerealLittle--TherealLittle"

It will be proved many times in this work that the Bible account is reasonable, when you redly
understand what it says.

Thereareno known remainsnow of any part of thetemple buildingsthat have been built inthepagt. All has
been destroyed or taken away. Thereis nothing left to measure or use as abasis for information.

An important point which must be mentioned next concerns the various texts in the Bible referring to the
subject of the temple.

We are concerned primarily with what iscommonly called "Ezekid'stemple,” or by some, the"Millennid
Temple." Thosewho have studied the account in Ezekid have soon learned that it isSNOT COMPLETE!
There are mgor and important parts that are completely left out of the description by Ezekid.

In summarizing Ezekid wefind thet there is adescription of the gates and the two courtsincluding many
buildingsin the courts. We dso find that afloor plan is given of the main temple building. However, there
are no vertica dimensions given for the main temple building.

When we study Solomon'stemple, as recorded in Kings and Chroniclesasimilar problemis presented.
Thetexts concerning this particular temple do not tell usthe thickness of thewalls, nothing issaid about the
courts except for one brief sentence. An important dimengion of the Sde chambersis left out completdly.
Many other points are completely lacking.

Even in comparing Kings and Chronicles we find that there are only certain aspects mentioned in eech
book that may or may not be even referred to inthe other book. For example: Themany side chambersto
the temple are mentioned in Kings, but are not even referred to in Chronicles.



If we take the account in Kings, we areleft completely inthe dark regarding other important aspects. If
we take the account in Chronicles we are il lacking totaly in many points. Alone they areincomplete.
Even put together these two sources are il lacking.

Just what isthe answer to this enigma?

"For it isprecept by precept, precept by precept, Lineby line, lineby line; Herealittle, therealittle” (Isaiah
28:10).

God has inspired His word to be written in away <o that it is necessary to search through thewhole
Bible on a subject before it can be redly understood. He has not put al of the information concerning a
particular subject in one place only.

God is the One who designed and planned this temple. He designed Solomon's, and He designed
Ezekid's. Since He designed both, and sincethey arefor much the same purposg, it isonly reasonablethat
he would use essentidly the same plan for both. That iswhat God has done!

Y ou cannot understand Ezekid's temple unless you understard Solomon's. Y ou cannot understand
Solomon's temple unless you understand Ezekid's. How simple and plain this will become as we dart
through this subject and start comparing the various sections in the Bible which refer to both of these
temples.

Therefore, in our search for thetruth of thissubject wewill bereferring to ALL SCRIPTURE <o that we
might understand the individua points necessary to have an overdl understanding.

How Long isa Cuhit?

Now it isabout timeto Sart our study of the actud temple. But beforewe can even beginto understand
thetemplethereisone moreimportant point which must be settled. Themeasurement used for thetempleis
thecubit. We cannot have any ideahow large any part of thetempleis unlesswefirg understand in modern
terminology the correct length of the cubitininches. The scholarsaremostly divided onthissubject. There
are many different cubits known, ranging in sze from about 11 inchesto over 25 inches. Which of these
cubits did God use? Sincetheinch and thefoot as unitsof measurementswere unknown in Bibletimes, we
must first determine this important aspect.

The next chapter will cover this very important and basic question. It isexciting to learn that God has
preserved the necessary keysin the Bible so that we can know without doubt.



CHAPTER III

HOW LONG ISTHE TEMPLE CUBIT?

It s;ems that dmost no one redly knows the correct length of the temple cubit. This most important
problem must now be solved. All the measurements of the temple are directly related to this unit of
measurement.

Some of the more "honest” authorities have said that the exact length is not known now. Others have
various theories or ideas and have come to conclusions which are unproved.

Most scholars have cometo accept the 18 inch cubit as being the one which is correct. However, there
aredill otherswhoingst on cubitsrangingin length from 10.8 inchesto 25.2 inches. Which, if any, of these
are correct? Just how long isthistemple cubit?

This is a question we mugt solve and prove without doubt, or it will be impossble to view this
megnificent building in its true perspective and grandeur. This we can and will do.

Three Different Cubits?

One scholar in hiswork on thetemple, ingststhat there were actudly three different cubitsrelaing to the
temple. Therewas one cubit which was used for interior furnishings of 10.8" (inches), another for building
messurements of 14.4", and a third cubit of 18.0" for land measurements.

Using this particular author's conclusonswe are left with some difficult problems. Hereisone. Theside
chambers are 5 cubits high (I Kings 6:10).

"And he built the gories of the Side structureagaing al the house, each five cubitshigh; and they rested on
the house with timber of cedar” (Jewish trandation).

These chambersarefor various offices and werereferred to by Chrigt (John 14:2). They wereaphysica
type of the spiritud officesor positions of the saints during the time of the millennium. Theseroomswould
only besx feet in height according to thisauthority. Such acondusionisimmediately seen asunsatisfactory.

Another such problem would concern the stairways|eading to the second and third floors of theseside
chambers. Theplace God hasleft for these airwaysarefive cubits square (Ezekid 41:11). They aredso
dated to be winding stairs (I Kings 6:8). With exactly six feet only, you would have a dfficult job to
congruct acircular stairway that would bein any sense of theword adequate. The concluson thereforeof a
14.4" cubit is obvioudy impractical.

Thisis an example of reasoning by some men who have disregarded certain keysthat havebeenleftin



the scriptures to prove whét is the correct length of the cubit! God has not |eft this important question
unanswerable. The solution and the proof isindeed amazing.

The common basis for the cubit is consdered to be the forearm. There is a problem with thisin that
everyone hasadifferent Szed forearm. And another thing, thelength of the arm may have changed (on an
overdl average) Snce ancient times.

If you are going to use this bas's, only an uncertain figure can result. That isjust what the conclusons
have been-uncertain.

Because of the universal confusion which exists, many have had less understanding on this subject after
sudying into it than when they started. But investigate it we must, so that this can be proved once and for
al.

Bible Shows Change of the Cubit

To gart with, we must first investigate the scriptura record. There is no record in the scriptures that
plainly links the cubit to modern measurements, as our measurements were not in usethen. But therearea
few measurements given in scripture that lead us to the answer.

Weread that there were a"thousand cubits on thewal unto the dung gate,” fromthe"valey gate" (Neh.
3:13). But who can prove wherethe "valley gate”" and the "dung gate' of Nehemiah werelocated for sure?
Here the authorities are uncertain and divided. For the time being this appearsto be ablind dley.

Another measurement of four hundred cubits between two other gatesisaso given (11 Kings14:13), but
again, for the samereason, the answer isnot evident. Thetwo points cannot now belocated with certainty.

Ezekid aso gives certain measurements of land that could be of helpinthismeatter. They do not givethe
answer to the problem, however, they do help to prove the answer onceit isfound. Those detailswill be
given in proper time.

Except for these possible points, no exact measurement is given in scripture that can now be proven.

The measurements of the temple as recorded in the book of Kings are given without any mention
regarding the length of the cubit, or what cubit wasused. When we cometo the book of Chronicles, anew
element isadded. Here we find that the cubit measurements of the temple were according to the "ancient
measure” (11 Chron. 3:3, Jewish trandation). Why this distinction between Chronicles and Kings?

In the book of Ezekid where the templeis aso described, we find that the inspired writer emphasizes
two times that this particular cubit which was used was "a cubit and an hand breadth” (Ezek. 40:5 and
43:13).

From these scripturesit becomes plain that therewas at onetime achangein thelength of the cubit. The



book of Kingswas compiled beforethe captivity. Ezekid waswritten during the captivity. Chronicdleswas
compiled after the captivity. From these factsit becomes plain that there was a cubit, which was standard
and well known before the captivity, which was different than the Babylonian cubit, or theonein common
use during and after the captivity by the Jews. Buit that is getting alittle ahead of the story. Wewill come
back to it later.

The Encyclopedia Britannica (Eleventh Edition) has an extensive article on the subject of the cubit. Itis
found under the article regarding "Weightsand Measures." At least eeven different basic cubit lengthsare
given, with many variations of these particular basic lengths.

Fromthisarticleit is gpparent that the cubit has varied with different ancient nationsand time. That does
not solve our problem but instead complicatesit. We need to know the length of the cubit used for the
temple, and not the length of the other cubits.

Even when it comesto Israd, the Encyclopedialists at least four different lengths. Which of theseisthe
correct one?

One cubit that is discussed by this authority is the cubit of 18.23". Herein part isinformation on this
particular cubit.

"Thiscuhbit or one nearly equa, was used in Judeaiin thetimesof the Kings, asthe Siloam inscription names
adistance of 1728 as roundly 1200 cubits, showing a cubit of about 17.6" (Encyclopedia Britannica,
Volume 28, page 433).

In the Siloam conduuit it is difficult to be exact in length. Other authorities mention the fact that this
particular tunndl iscrooked, and thereforeit isdifficult to get an exact measurement to useasabasis. Even
then it does not prove one way or another the length of the temple cubit.

Here is another generd cubit length thet is referred to by the Jaws frequently. 1t is21.6" in length.

"This cubit was aso much used by the Jews, and isso often referred to that it has eclipsed the 25.1" cubitin
most writers. The Gemaranamesthree Jewish cubitsof 5,6, 7 padms, and as Oppert showsthat 25.2" was
reckoned 7 pams, 21.6 being 6 pams, we may reasonably apply this scaeto the Gemaralist, and read it
as18, 21.6 and 25.2 inches. Thereisadso agreat amount of medieva and other data showing this cubit of
21.6 to have been familiar to the Jews after their captivity; but there is no evidence for its earlier date"
(Encyclopedia Britannica, page 484--Itdicsours).

Three Jewish Cubits

Herea last isaclueto our problem. The Jews had more than onelengthin their method of calculating
thecubit. Thesethree different cubits used by the Jewswere dl based on the pam or handbreadth and not
the forearm! We have dready seen something about the two shorter lengths of approximately 18" and
21.6", but what about the longer length of 25.1".



"It appears that Josephus using the Greek or Roman Cubit, gives haf as many more to each dimension of
the Temple than does the Tamud; this shows the cubit used in the Tamud for the temple measures to be
certainly not under 25 inches. Evidence of the early period is given, moreover, by the statement in | Kings
(vii. 26) that the brazen seaheld 2000 beaths; the bath being about 2300 cub. in., thiswould show acubit of
25in. .. If alesser cubit of 21.6" be taken, the result for the size of the bath would be impossibly smdl”
(Encyclopedia Britannica, Volume 28, p. 483--Itdics ours).

Certainly these two important points demand alonger cubit of some 25 inchesto bethe one used inthe
time of Solomon, in the building of the temple.

We need to go back now and continue a previous quotation taken from this same work regarding the
21.6" cubit. To make the sense clear it is necessary to quote a portion over again.

"Thereisaso agreat arount of medieva and other datashowing this cubit of 21.6 to have been familiar to
the Jewsafter their captivity; but thereisno evidencefor itsearlier date, asthereisfor the25in. cubit (from
the brazen sea)" (Encyclopedia Britannica, Val. 28, p. 483--Itdics ours).

Here again isevidence of achange. A change from alonger cubit to ashorter one. Thissame point is
brought out by another source.

"The cubit in very early timesis said to have been 25.19 inches and &fter the Exile the legd cubits of the
Tamudists were 21.85 in." (Peloubet, Bible Dictionary, p. 788, footnote).

Asearlier sated, Ezekid said that the cubit he had reference to was one handbreadth longer. With the
comments quoted previoudy it will now become clear why hereferred to the handbreadth. 1t wasthe basis
for the cubit, and not thearm. The Babylonian cubit, and the one to which the Jews changed to during and
after the captivity was obvioudy one handbreadth shorter than the origind one.

Now it is clear why there was no problem regarding the cubit in the Book of Kings. It was compiled
before the captivity, and the cubit was of established length. Ezekid wrote during the captivity and he hed
to clarify that the cubit for the temple was notthe Babylonian cubit, or oneto which the Jews had changed.
It was one handbreadth longer than the new cubit. Chronicles was compiled after the captivity so it was
necessary to State that the cubit was according to the ancient measure--the one used prior to the captivity.

Thisfact isfurther acknowledged by Adam Clarkein his Bible Commentary, volume 2, page 638 (on |1
Chron. 3:3)

"First measure of Moses (ancient measure, Jewish) contrary to Babylonian cubit of 1 pdmless™ Thepam
and handbreadth are the same thing, just different terminology.

To have an exact figure of thislong cubit, Snce 25.1", 25.19" and 25.2" are mentioned, the round figure
of 25.2" will be used and referred asthe basisfrom here on. The amdl distance of .01" isso negligible that



it need not be of great concern in such measures.

Now we have seen that the basis of the Bible cubit is the pam or handbreadth and not the forearm.
With that in mind notice that the origind cubit was seven pdms. That is the number of completeness!

Judah went into captivity and adopted the Babylonian cubit of six (the number of aman) pdms How
natura and carnd athing to do. Man has dways spurned the ways that God has given and turned to the
ways of man ingteed.

A shorter cubit such asoneof five or six pamswas gpparently used in referenceto Og, King of Bashan.

"For only Og king of Bashan remained of the remnant of the Rephaim; behold, his bedstead was abedstead
of iron; isit not in Rabbah of the children of Ammon? nine cubitswasthe length thereof, and four cubitsthe
breadth of it, after the cubit of aman” (Deut. 3:11).

Notice that this cubit was "after the cubit of aman,” and not after or according to the Bible cubit God
USES.

In examining the various length cubits mentioned, natice that they dl fit closdy into the basisof apam or
handbreadth of 3.6". Three pams or 10.8". Four padmsor 14.4". Five pdmsor 18.0". Sx padmsor
21.6". Sevenpamsor 25.2". Thisshould makeit evident that the Bible cubit and theformer Jewish cubits
were based on the palm instead of the forearm.

In the book of Ezekid a description of the land divisons under Christ during the millennium are given.
Included is a "sacred portion™ of 25,000 reeds (areed is 6 cubits long) by 10,000 reeds. Jerusalem is
located in the center. By drawing thisrectangle asit is supposed to be, and using Jerusalem asacenter, the
land areafor the northwest endsin the proper place - at the seacoadt. If adifferent length of cubitisusedit
doesnot end in theright place. Hereisanother evidencethat thisisthe proper length of cubit according to
the Bible measure.

Think what the length of this cubit means. It meansthat the temple of God will be 252 feet high! That is
about the height of amodern 25 gtory building!

It meansthat the so-called "little Sde chambers' arenot solittle after dl. These officesare about 10 feet
from floor to calling. Thefive cubitsleft for the circular stairway isabout 10 feet, whichisamplefor sucha
Sarway.

Using this cubit we now can seethat Noah's Ark was over 600 feet long and 100 feet wide. It wasover
60 feet high, the height of amodern six story building.

Now we can have a better perspective of the lofty height and impressiveness of God's Temple.



CHAPTER IV

HERE ISTHE TEMPLE

TheHoly Templewhich the Creator God has designed and planned for the millennium to come, isone of
splendor and magnificence. Itisalmost impossiblefor usto visudize the beauty and grandeur that God has
planned in this building and its courts and other structures. To view this properly we must now piece
together many parts of this"jigsaw puzzle" We cannot at first view the complete picture. Sincethereisno
photograph or drawing to go by we must go to the written description asinspired by God. He has caused
the important details to be written down and preserved for us.

It is somewhat like understanding the plan of savation God has for mankind. Only after paingtaking
study, research, and thought can we view the overdl plan. At first the inquiring student can only seethe
"twigs' onthetree. Later aseach "piece" or "twig" is put in proper place, thetreeinits entirety beginsto
appear.

In order to see God's Temple we must ingpect carefully each "twig," each "limb" and then the "trunk."
Only then can we view this most magnificent building in al its future beauty and glory.

God isthe Architect

Keep in mind that Solomon and Ezekid were not the architects or designers of God's Temple. God, the
Creator of heaven and earth designed it.

Theologians and scholarsrefer to Solomon asthe designer, and believethat he"copied” thearchitecturd
syle after the pagan architecture of hisday. They bdieve that he derived ideas for certain sections of the
temple after the Egyptians, and other parts from the Assyrians or other near eastern races of people and
their architecture. That is exactly contrary to the inspired word of God.

"Then David gave to Solomon his son the pattern of the porch (of the temple), and of the houses thereof,
and of the treasuriesthereof, and of the upper roomsthereof, and of theinner chambersthereof, and of the
place of the ark- cover; and the pattern of dl that hehad BY THE SPIRIT, for the courts of the house of the
Lord, and for al the chambersround about, for the treasuries of the house of God, and for the treasuries of
the halowed things' (I Chron 28:11-12, Jewish trandation).

Hereisplain scripture that proves God to be the Author and Architect. He showed David "by the spirit”
the "pattern” of dl these things. No wonder the students of the temple have come up with such wrong
conclusors. They are looking to the architecture of ancient men for the details instead of to the Word of
God.



The Five Basic Sections

There are five basic sections to the Temple building proper. The Holy of Holies, the Holy Place, the
porch, the sde chambers, and the upper chambers.

The main entrance to the templeison the east. Upon entering the Temple, the porch isfirg traversed,
then the Holy Place, then the Holy of Holies. Only gppointed priests were dlowed in any of these rooms,
or for that matter intheimmediate court that surrounded thetemple. Only the High Priest waspermittedin
the Holy of Holies, and then only once ayear on the Day of Atonemen.

The sde chambers are not technicaly a part of the Temple, and the entrancesto them areon the north
and south Sdes of the building. We might dso say that even the porch is not technicaly a part of the
"house," snce it was placed "before the house' or in front of it.

TheUlam - or Porch

To gart our description it is only logical to start with that portion which isfirg entered, the porch. As
you will see very soon, the porchisnot at al what we today might call aporch, but israther adender and
graceful tower on the front of thetemple. 1t ishere that the Biblical account as given in Kings commences.
The trandation of the Holy Scriptures by the Jewish Publication Society of Americawill be used unless
otherwise stated.

"And the porch before the temple of the house, twenty cubits was the length thereof, according to the
breadth of the house; and ten cubits was the breadth thereof before the house” (I Kings 6:3).

Notice that only the basic floor dimensions of the Porch are given in this place. The height is not
given--thereisno description of thewalls--no detailsof the ceiling, windows, or exterior. That will befound
inother places. Hereisone of thefirst examplesto show that no scripture can be understood by itsdf. We
must look in al the other places where the temple is described to get the detalls.

The text does state thet it is the same width (twenty cubits) as the breadth of the "house," and isten
cubitsin depth. It must be understood now that these dimensions are inside room dimensions. Outside
dimengons are given e sewhere.

So far we have arectangle described of about twenty by thirty feet. But how highisthis Porch? The
preceding verse states that the house, not the Porch, isthirty cubits. Such aproportion if continued out over
the porch would certainly besymmetrica. But such aconclusonisthe oneusudly accepted but it iswrong.

Theheight for this porchisthefirst mgor mistakeamost ALL the "authorities’ have made. The Bibleis
clear and plain.

"And the porch that was before (the house), the length of it, according to the breadth of the house, was
twenty cubits, and the height ahundred and twenty; and heoverlaid it within with puregold” (11 Chron. 3:4).



The authorities have universdly reected thisas being a" corruption” of the text, asthe proportionswould
be completely wrong. Man's reasoning decrees that this is architecturdly unsound, or thet it is out of
proportion. Hereis one such example.

"The proportions, 20, 10, 120 are impossible on both aesthetic and Satica grounds. Thereiscertainly a
corruption of thetext, or we have another example--agross one here--of thelove of exaggerationtowhich
the Chronicler is prone when describing the sanctuary and its worship” (Dictionary of the Bible, James
Hastings, editor, article" Temple").

Man in hisintelectud vanity has decided that this is unreasonable. He has decided such a structure
would be a"chimney," rather than a porch--that it would be structuraly unreasonable,

Has God been proved to be afaulty architect not knowing what is proper from aesthetical and Satica
grounds? Has He been unable to preserve Hisword on such vital points regarding His own House?

The authorities do not redly find the text corrupted at this point, asit isnot. They only show that they
themsdves are "corrupted” in their thinking, and unwilling to accept what they think to be unreasonable.

What then becomesthe basis of deciding the height of thisporch? HUMAN REASON! The problem
isthat every man's reasoning is different. Chaosistheresult. They cannot decidefor surethe height of the
Porch, so each has his own "pet" idea.

If you have never seen arabhbit and have only alimited description of it, you may differ with others on
what it redly lookslike. But that does not change the appearance of the rabbit.

In like manner men may guess about God's Temple, but they do not change the facts.

In order to digpel any questions about this smple and very important dimension, let usturn to Josephus
on this point. He is the famous Jewish higtorian who wrote in the first century. Some like to use his
description of the temple ahead of the Bible except on this one point.

"The entire dtitude of the temple was a hundred and twenty cubits' (Ant. VIII, 111, 2).

Noticethat herefersto thisasthe extreme or "entire" dtitude of thetemple. He gives another height for
the other sections of the temple. That makes two places where this same height is given. The Bible and
Josephus. But to go further, there are ill other places where this dimension is dso stated clearly.

When Herod desired to rebuild the temple, he was compelled by circumstances to obtain the confidence
of the Jews. In order to do this, and have their help and approbation, it was necessary for him to describe
his plans before they would permit his starting. Here, from Josephusis a portion of his speech.

"QOur fathers, indeed, when they were returned from Babylon, built this temple (Zerubbabd's) to God



Almighty, yet does it want sixty cubits of itslargeness and dtitude; for so much did thet first temple which
Solomon built exceed thistemple® (Ant. XV, X1, I).

Zerubbabd's temple was "threescore cubits' (Sixty) high (Ezra 6:3).

"In the firg year of Cyrus the king, Cyrus the king made a decree: Concerning the house of God at
Jerusalem, let the house be builded, the place wherethey offer sacrifices, and let the foundations thereof be
strongly laid; the height thereof threescore cubits and the breadith thereof threescore cubits.”

Herod stated that it was Sixty cubits lower than Solomon's one hundred and twenty cubits.

Josephus continuesin the same place. "Cyrusand Darius. . .determined the measuresfor itsrebuilding.”
And dso, "They had not the opportunity to follow the origind modd of this pious edifice nor could raiseit
to its ancient dtitude.”

Anyone who il refuses to accept the plain Bible statement must aso now reject Josephus and Herod
as authorities on the subject.

This measurement is not unreasonable when you understand the overdl plan that God had in mind
designing thistemple. God doesnot use human carnd reasoning inthethingsthat he does. Hiswaysareas
high above the ways of man as the heavens are high above the earth (Isaiah 55:8, 9). Histempleisinlike
manner physcaly "higher” than what men would like to make it!

As dready mentioned, some of the dimensions are indde measurements. In this particular place a
different Hebrew word isused in referenceto the height thanisusudly used. Thisparticular word isliteraly
defined "loftiness’ by Y oung, and refersto the exterior height, not the interior dimension.

Now we have the basic picture of the porch. Itisexceedingly tal, being 252 fea in height. Itisnarrow
from the front view and dender or graceful from the Sde view.

Thereare severd other aspects of the porch which will be discussed in later sections. Thesewill include
the floors, the upper chambers, and the front decorations.

TheHekd - or Holy Place

The next portion of the building isthehekd. Hereisastrangeword snceit isnot usualy used except in
regard to thisimportant part of the Temple. The hekd isthe Hebrew word meaning "Holy Place” Instead
of usng the English terminology of Holy Place, we will usudly refer to it as the hekd. Mogt of the
authorities or reference works that you may read on the subject will probably use this same word.

Thishekd isthe largest room in thetemple. It islocated immediately behind the Porch, to the west.
"And the house, that is the temple (hekd) before (the Sanctuary) was forty cubitslong” (I Kings 6:17).



We have seen how the porch and the temple (house) was twenty cubitsbroad. Therefore, wehavenow
described aroom twenty cubits broad by forty cubitslong. Such aroom isabout forty feet wide by eighty
feet long. Thewals of this room were lined with boards of cedar while the floor was of cypress (I Kings
6:15).

"And he built the wals of the house within with boards of cedar; from the floor of the house unto the joists
of the ceiling, he covered them on the inside with wood; and he covered thefloor of the house with boards
of cypress.”

These wallboards were engraved or carved with knops (knops are gourds) and open flowers, palm trees
and cherubim.

"And the cedar on the house within was carved with knops and open flowers; dl was cedar; there was no
stone seen” (I Kings 6:18).

Further description is dso given in this same chapter regarding thisintricate and detailed work.

"And he carved dl thewadls of the house round about with carved figures of cherubim and pam-treesand
open flowers, within and without" (I Kings 6:29).

To further add to this splendor these walls were overlaid with pure gold!
"And the floor of the house he overlaid with gold, within and without” (I Kings 6:30).

Theexpression "within and without" refersto the floorswithin the heka, and without, in the porch. Both
were covered with gold and had carvings or engravings on the walls.

Therewere windows near the celling inthe heka. They would have to be over twenty cubits abovethe
floor leve as the exterior wall was surrounded to approximately that height on the outside by the sde
chambers.

These particular windows were unusud in their design. They were st in very thick wals of six cubits
thickness. They were broad on the insde and narrow on the outside. On the outside they appeared
rectangular in shape with the longest dimension being verticd.

"And for the house he made windows broad within, and narrow without" (I Kings 6:4).
The Debir - or Holy of Holies

The debir isbetter known asthe Holy of Holies. 1t congsts of asmaler room of exactly twenty cubitsin
dl dimensons.

"And he prepared the Sanctuary in the midst of the house within, to set therethe ark of the covenant of the



Lord. And before the Sanctuary which was twenty cubits in length, and twenty cubits in breadth, and
twenty cubitsin the height thereof. . ." (I Kings 6:19-20).

Origindly this room contained the ark of the covenant and the two cherubim of olive wood. Into this
inner sanctuary the high priest was done permitted to enter, and then only once a year on the day of
atonemen.

"And he built twenty cubits on the hinder part of the house with boards of cedar from the floor unto the
joigts, he even built them for himsdf within, for a Sanctuary (debir) even for the most holy place’ (I Kings
6:16).

This debir was covered with gold, just asthehekd. Infact theentireinterior of thetemplewasoverlad
with gold. Some have confused thisfact and thought that the exterior wasdso overlaid with gold, however,
there isno basisfor this,

"So Solomon overlaid the house within with pure gold; and he drew chains of gold acrossthewall before
the sanctuary; and he overlaid it with gold. And the whole house he overlaid with gold until dl the house
wasfinished. . ." (I Kings 6:21-22).

The debir had no windows. None are mentioned and there could be none because the exterior Sde
chamberswould cover them up. Solomon said at the dedication of thetemplethat the Lord would dwell in
the "thick darkness' (I Kings 8:12). He apparently was referring in part to the fact that therewasno light
from physica sourcesin the debir or Holy of Holies where the Lord dwelt.

In the debir of the new temple, yet to be built, the coming Lord of the whole universe will take up
resdence and will rule the world. He will be the King of Kings and Lord of Lords, Jesus Chrigt the
Messah. At that time Hisglory will shineforth so brightly thet there will be no need of artificid light in the
Holy of Holies.

Some have thought that the debir was elevated above the floor of the hekal Snceitisten cubitslessin
vertica dimengon. Thereisno mention in scripture, in Josephus, or in the Mishna of such aposshility.

No steps are mentioned as being insde the temple building. There are steps mentioned at the gatesto
the inner and outer court and on the outside of the porch (Ezek. 40:22, 49). If there were stepsinto the
debir, it would be mentioned.

So far we have had described three different sectionsto thetemple. For thetime being, imaginethem as
three wooden blocks, al of the same width but with varying heights and depths.

The porch twenty by ten, by one hundred and twenty.

The hekd twenty by forty by thirty.



The debir, twenty by twenty by twenty.

That should give you arough idea d the proportions of the principa parts of thetemple. Later wewill
discuss the matter of walls, which will dightly change these proportions.

The Side Chambers

Mogt authorities cometo about the same conclusionswhen it comesto thefloor plan of the main part of
the temple. But when it comes to the height of the porch they are dmogt al in error. Now we must
examine the Sde chambers, and here again most of the researchers have departed from the "faith (belief)
once ddivered to the saints” They have leaned to their own understanding and have rejected the Bible
description.

As previoudy mentioned, these side chambers are arranged around the outside of the main part of the
temple building on three sides, the North, West and South. Most authorities have decided that there were
thirty such roomsto each floor and use astheir basisthe comment of Josephuswhich statesthat therewere
thirty for each gory. This seems alogicd amount snce it is a "round" number and easly divided. As
previoudy quoted, the Mishna stated that there were thirty-eight in dl for Herod's temple.

Remember that we are now dealing with Solomon'stemple. Josephus had seen Herod'stemple. He
may have based his account on what he remembered from Herod's temple, prior to itsdestructionin 70
A.D.

Hereisan example of how the scholars have rgected the plain Satement as given in the origind Hebrew
text and instead used their own reasoning.

"On every sde of the house except the east, Ezekid'stemple, like Solomon'shad sdechambers. TheMT
(Masoretic Text, or origina Hebrew) givesthe number of them as 33, and Smend displaysmuch ingenuity in
judtifying the text which in this connexion is by universal confesson very corrupt” (Dictionary of the Bible,
Edited by James Hastings, article"Temple," emphasis ours).

The"universa confession” here should be that the scholarsjust do not understand the scripture account.
They have dmost universally accepted the statement of Josephus and the corrupt Septuagint Greek
verson. The text plainly shows that there were stories of chambers "one over ancther,” or three floors
(compare | Kings 6:5-6). It dso showsthat the chambers were "thirty three times' for each floor.
"And the Sde-chambers were one over ancther, three and thirty times. . ." (Ezekid 41:6).

The King James verson dong with most of the others have interpreted and not trandated this particular
point.

The trandation by the Jewish Publication Society has faithfully tranditerated the origind Hebrew



Scriptures a thispoint. It isliterdly as stated, "three and thirty times,” or thirty-three.

Even though mogt of the trandators have followed the idea of thirty chambers and have "interpreted”
rather than trandated this passage, thereis a least one other which is correct.

"And the sderoomswere one over another thirty-threeinorder. . ." (TheHoly Bible, trandated by George
Lamsa).

These sde chambers are mentioned in Kings and Ezekid, but notin Chronides. Thisisanother example

of how the Bible does not have dl of the detailsin one place, but, as sated before, "herealittle and therea
litle."

Thereisavery unusua arrangement for theserooms. They arearranged in three storiesaswewill soon
see. However, their arangement isnot a al according to the common concept of architecture. Usudly the
second and third story of a building are ether the same width or smdler. Many of the buildings have
succeeding floors or groups of floors smdler than those below.

Inthe temple, each succeeding story islarger than the one beneath. God wasthe Designer of thistemple
and He does not use the same standards that man uses.

Here is the Bible description and measurements of these chambers.

"And againg thewall of the house he built asde- structure round about, againgt thewalls of the house round
about, both of the temple and of the sanctuary; and he made side-chambers round about; the nethermost
story of the side-structure was five cubits broad, and the middle was six cubits broad, and the third was
seven cubits broad, for on the outside he made rebatementsin the wall of the house round about, that the
beams should not have hold in the wdls of the house” (I Kings 6:5-6).

Noaticethat thefirst floor had chambers of five cubits broad, the second floor had chambers of six cubits
broad, and the third floor had chambers of seven cubits.

Another unusud factor in the placement of these rooms concerns the outer wall of the main part of the
temple. The temple wal which surrounds the heka and debir was not permitted to be cut into. Thiswall,
which encloses the inner rooms, gpparently cannot be cut into because of its sacredness.

The two main rooms of thetemple contained important items such asthe ark and mercy seet, and were
used for temple ceremonies. In the future it will be the persond dwelling place of Chridt.

The side chambers were rooms for various offices of the priesthood. In the future there may be other uses
as the following scripture implies.

"In my Father's house are many rooms; if it were not so, would | havetold you that | go to prepare aplace
for you?' (John 14:2, R.SV.).



Notice that there were "rebatements,” "projections' (Moffatt) or "narrow ledges’ (Y oung) inthetemple
wall to support the beams which hold up the successive floors and roof of the Sde chambers. Thiswordis
givenas"cornice" in Ezekiel 41:6. Theseledgesor cornicesare provided so that the beamswill not project
into the walls of the house, "Allowing space dl around the outsde wall so that the ends of the planks
upholding the rows need not pierce the wdls of the templ€’ (I Kings 6:6, Moffatt).

Further details are given a this point in Ezekid. Notice his description.

". . there were cornices in the wall which belonged to the house for the side-chambers round about, that
they might have hold therein, and not have hold in the wall of the house. And the side chamberswere
broader as they wound about higher and higher; for thewinding about of the housewent higher and higher
round about the house; therefore the breadth of the house continued upward. . ." (Ezekid 41:6-7).

Since there could be no cutting into the wall of the house, the increesng width of each story would of
necessity cut into the outsde wall of the chambers. In order to explain thismore clearly, it is necessary a
this point to refer to theillustration on page 61.

The statement "the breadth of the house continued upward" (verse 7), smply meansthat the width of the
"house” isthe same at the top asit isat the bottom. This completely discounts the possibility of therebeing
ledges or stepsin thewall of the house to hold up the floor joists. Most authorities not withstanding.

In the drawing you will notice that theingde or templewall isstraight, having no indentetions. Thereare
projections below each floor to support the beams.

Nearly dl who have made drawings of the temple show projections into the temple wall and into the
outsde chamber wdl. A few have made the projection into the ingde temple wall and made the outsde
wadl graight. Almost none have followed the plain Bible Satement.

So far we have only seen one measurement of the side chambers, that of the breadth, from thetemple
wall outward. We till do not have the height of these rooms.

"And he built the sories of the Sde Sructureagaing dl the house, each five cubitshigh; and they rested on
the house with timber of cedar” (I Kings 6:10).

Thereis dill athird dimengon lacking. Kings and Chronicles are sllent on this important point. We
know two dimengons, and we know how many chambersthereare. An gpproximate dimension could be
arived a, but we must have an exact figure. Again, we must look to Ezekie for the answer.

". . .and the breadth of every side-chamber, four cubits, round about the house on every sde’ (Ezekid
41:5).

In this place the measurement is given as the "breadth.” Depending on which way you look at it, either
measurement of thefloor dimens on could be considered the"breadth.” Putting al these scripturestogether
itisplain that we now havedl three dimensons of these Sde chambers. Aswewill seelater thisdimenson



will fit with the number of chambers on each floor, in the space dlotted for the chambers.
Entrance to the Side- Chambers

Where are the entrances to these chambers? Thisisthe next logica questionto ask. Nearly dl of the
scholars have placed an entrancein the center of the southern sde of the templefor Solomon'stemple. In
drawing Ezekid'stemple they have added a second one in the center of the northern side. Isthat what the
Bible sates? It isnot!

"The door for the lowest row of chamberswasin theright side of the house and they went up by winding
dairsinto the middle row, and out of the middle into the third" (I Kings 6:8).

Notice these pointsfrom the preceding verse. (1) Thedoor gave entranceto thefirst floor. (2) Entryto
the second and third story was by a"winding sair." (3) The entrance was on the right Sde of the house.

Itisuniversaly accepted thet the"right” Sdeisreferring to the south sde, whichiscorrect. Theright Sde
isdetermined or viewed from the ingde of the house facing toward the entrance which isto the east.

So far we do not know exactly where, dong the south side of the house, the entrance is to be located.
The answer isagain found in Ezekidl.

"And the doors of the side-chambers were toward the place that was | eft, one door toward the north, and
another door toward the south; and the breadth of the place that was left was five cubits round about"
(Ezekid 41:11).

In this account it is Sated that there are two entrances, oneto the north and oneto the south. Thisdoes
not contradict Kings, since Ezekid mentions doors on both south and north, while Kings only mentionsone
on the south. We have to put the various parts of the Bible together to get dl the truth on agiven subject.

Solomon's temple surely had two entrances a so, one on the north and one on the south; however, the
writer of Kings only mentions one of them.

We now have two entrances described, but where are they on the north and south sde? The answer
wasgiveninverseeeven. Didyou catchit? Both of the entranceswerelocated in the " place that was| ft.”
That probably does not make senseyet. So alittle explaining is necessary.

This"place that was left” is sad to be five cubitsround about or in both directions. Thisisthe placeleft
for the "winding gair."

Sinceadl of the chambersare four cubitsin breadth, they each take only four cubits of wall space on the
outsde of theinner temple wdl. One could not fit properly in the corner since one chamber of four cubits
breadth would have to match the other chambers length dimension of five cubits.



The side chambers must fit againg the main wal, and not in the northwest and southwest corner. The
corner isthe"placethat wasleft." No other logica conclusion can comefrom the scripture account. A five
cubit square arbitrarily set somewhere dong the north or south wal isnot logically the"placethat wasleft,”
and yet that is the wrong conclusion that most of the scholars have cometo. When thisis drawn out to
scae you will be able to see more plainly just how thisisthe only logica concluson that can be reeched.

Thisfive cubit space that was | eft can only befor one purpose--for the"winding gars.” But thelearned
scholars have the conception that man has been "evolving” to higher and higher ability and knowledge of
building congtruction. They are not aware that God designed this building, not man. They refuseto accept
the idea that there were winding airsin the temple. There were only trgp doors and ladders they say!

"From the lowest story one ascended to the others by the means of aladder and trap-door, and not, as
used to be thought (AS STATED IN THE SCRIPTURES), by means of awindingdair: of suchwinding
dairs the ancient East was quite ignorant” (Dictionary of the Bible, edited by James Hadting, Article
"Temple'--emphasis and comment ours).

Using the available wall space, each chamber can be exactly four cubitsin breadth, with one-cubit inner
walls between each sde chamber. Theexceptionto thisisthewest wall wheretheinner walsmust be only
1/2 cubit (1 foot) in order to fit. Further details are shown in the drawings of the Side chambers.

By using the space avallableit will be found that thirteen side- chambersfit on the south Side, thirteen on
the north, and seven on the west. The two winding sairs are located in the corners.

God has used the number seven from ancient times. To a lesser degree He has used the number
thirteen, but it is dtill used many times. There were thirteen tribes (counting Levi). There were thirteen
"origind" gpogtles (incdluding Matthias).

The next question is how entrance can be made to dl of these many chambersfrom themain northand
south entrance. The Bible is completely silent on this matter. No passageway, hdlway or doors are
described. No spaceisleft in the description for such apassageway or hal. Where can wefind the answver
to this puzzling question?

We must look esewhere for the answer. Remember our origina basis for deciding such problems?
Wherethe striptureis silent and gives no basis, the only sources|eft are the records of the Priest Josephus
or, a times, the Mishna.

On thisparticular point, aswell asnearly dl othersthe Mishnaiseither absurd, unreasonable, or exactly
contrary to the scriptural account. Of courseit refersto Herod'stempleinstead of Solomon's. But Herod's
was supposedly copied in the principd details after Solomon's. It regjects the idea of awinding stair as
plainly stated in scripture, and states there were trap doors between each upper and lower chambers.

Josephus gives an answer which does agree completely with the scriptura account. Hemay onoccason
be wrong on certain other points, but in this case he has the answer that is needed.



"He aso built round about the temple, thirty smal rooms which might include the whole temple, by their
closeness one to another, and by their number and outward position round it. He also made passages
through them that they might come into one through another” (Ant. V11, 111, 2).

From this it becomes plain, completely in accord with the scripturd account, that there was a
passageway that went the entire length of the roomsto connect them together. It was of necessity apart of
the space dlotted to each chamber. By referring to the accompanying drawings it will be plain how this
common passageway is arranged.

Since there are no windows mentioned for the chambers, none are shown on the enclosed drawings.
The Upper Chambers

When it comesto the detail s of upper chamberswe are dmost faced with aninsurmountable problem. It
isnot quickly apparent asto wherethey arelocated or how largethey are. But this problem can be solved!
No easy answer isfound to this part of our "jigsaw puzzle."

Fird, let us understand that so far, when speaking of the side-chambers, the Hebrew word was tsela.
This word comes from a root signifying "ribs” These sde chambers are arranged somewhat like ribs
around the temple. Now we are ready to investigate a new and entirely different type of chamber.

"...and he overlaid the upper chambers with gold" (11 Chron. 3:9).

Clarke supposes this word to mean ceiling. Thisis absurd since the scripture says that the complete
interior of the heka and debir are covered with gold including the ceiling. Thisword has no reference to
ceiling. TheHebrew word hereisaliyyah, which hasno connection with the sde chambers (tsd@). Itisthe
sameword used in |l Kings 1.2 where it states that Ahaziah fell from his upper chamber. Thiscould inno
way have referred to the word "ceiling.”

The sde chambers could not in any way be referred to asupper chambers since one-third of them were
"lower" or on the ground floor.

We have dready seen at the beginning of the description of the temple how God had given the detailsto
David of the templeincluding the upper chambers, or upper rooms astrandated in theKing JamesVerson.

The Bible nowhere specificaly describes these rooms or tells where they are located!

Many of the scholars, even Josephus, think that they were located above the heka and the debir. But if
50, what wastheir use, where was the entrance? Josephus only had faulty tradition to guide him, and for
most of the scholars--human reason!

Can you picture the most holy parts of the temple having chambers above them for storage or offices?
Can you picture Jesus Chrigt the King of the earth seated on His throne during the millennium with men



working above Himin the upper chambers? Remember theinner or main part of the houseis so sacred that
even the planks to hold up the floors of the side chambers could not penetrateinto it. No--thet isentirely
unreasonable from God's point of view!

Y oung (Y oung's Andyticad Concordanceto the Bible) givestheliterd definition for thisword asaloft, or
upper chamber. Apparently referring to something high or lifted up. Thissameword isused to refer to the
upper chamber of Uzziah (11 Kings 1:2) and of the Kings (II Kings 23:12).

Just where can these chambers be?
Thereisonly onelogicd placeleft! IN THE PORCH!

We skipped over the porch rather rapidly at first, but we must come back to it now. Wel€ft it in the
description asatal dender room of ten by twenty by one hundred and twenty cubits. Did you suppose that
thiswas a hollow shdll? If S0, of what purpose was it made 0 high? Just for outside appearance, or for a
practical purpose aso?

We have dready seen that the porch was overlaid in itsinterior with gold (11 Chron. 3:4), and yet the
side chambers were not overlaid with gold. The upper chambers, since they are a part of the porch, are
adso naurdly overlad with gold (11 Chron. 3:9).

How many of these chambers are there? How large are they, how are they entered, and what istheir
purpose?

Since the Bible does not say, we need to go to Josephus. Remernrber his source is mainly unwritten
tradition handed down over the period of six centuries. It involvesaperiod of nationa captivity and many
wars, oiritud rebdlion and disobedience. But some of his statements, while not aways completely correct,
are based on fact that may have been dightly misunderstood.

Let's find out where the entrance to these rooms were, first of dl.

"The king dso had afine contrivance for an ascent to the upper room over the temple, and that was by
sepsin the thickness of itswall; for it had no large door on the east end, asthe 1lower house had, but the
entrances were by the sdes, through very smdl doors' (Ant. VIII, 111, 2).

These rooms must have been "over the temple” in the porch, and not as Josephus supposed abovethe
heka and debir. But their entrance was through the smal doorson theinsde of the porch, through thewalls
of the porch, not of the main wals of the hekd.

That solves the problem regarding the entrances, but what about the number of roomsor storiesin the
porch? Again, please remember that the Bible does not tell us. God has seen fit to preservethe key for us,
thistime aso in Josephus. 1n the same section from which the preceding passage was taken he mentions
that each of the Side chambers were twenty cubits high.



"Every one of these rooms had five cubits in breadth, and the same in length, but in height twenty.” (Ant.
VI, I, 2).

This could not possibly bereferring to the side chambers, asthe Bible plainly and specificdly statesthey
werefive cubitshigh just aswe have seen dready. Hefurther statesthat they were one over another, or in
successvedories. It ssemsobviousthat he confused two different kinds of rooms, and combined detail s of
both into one description.

We have our key now! The chamberswere twenty cubits high, one over another. In one hundred and
twenty cubits there would be six separate chambers on separate floors.

Theinner rooms, the heka and debir, seem to be for the service of God only. The Sde-chambers, the
porch and the upper chambers are for other purposes, in other words, for man! The number of aman has
aways been congdered as Sx, the same number of the floors that this porch would have if divided into
twenty cubit floors. The number six isused frequently in the design of thetemple. Thewallsof thetemple
areSx cubitsthick. Thereed of Ezekid was Six cubitslong, ameasurement used many timesin thetemple
and itscourts. Thereare six gatesto thetemple. Sincethe Bible doesnot say specificaly, thisseemsto be
the only logical solution to our problem.

There were other chambers in addition to the side chambers and the upper chambers, but they are
located in other buildings in the inner or outer court. These other buildings and chambers were dso
consdered to be "in the house of the Lord." However, details of that must come later.

The exact use of these upper chambersis not stated. There were treasuries in the house of God, and
possbly that is what they were for, however, that is only conjecture.

Some have envisoned a"royd oratory” within the upper floors of the porch, with large window openings
onthefront. Thiswassupposedly the place wherethe Kings could comeandpray to God. Itismentioned
in scripturesthat they on occasion did come and appear before God in thetemple. They could have done
this at any of a number of different places or rooms within the inner or outer court. The description of
Ezekid diminates the possibility of any such windows on the front or "face" of the porch.

TheWadls

If we did not have Ezekid's account of the temple, there would be no information regarding the thickness

of thewdls. Thewalls have avery important part in the overdl design of the temple, Since they are very
thick in comparison with mogt architectura designs.

The book of Kings gives the dimensons of the various rooms, the doors, and the materials used.
Chronicles gives the porch height, various details of the embe lishments, the pillars of brass, plusthe dtar,
the molten sea and the sacrificid implements. Ezekid gives details of the ground floor plan, including the
walls, the entrances, further detalls of the sSde-chambers, and the foundations. Hedso givesdetailsof the



exterior appearance of the porch. He done describesthe gates and the courts, and the additiona buildings.

Y ou should be able to see better now, why it isimpossible to understand this subject without al three
sources

SinceitisEzekid that givesthe detalls of thewalls, we must go there next for that information. In order
to follow the scripture on this point it is amost necessary to have the plan drawn out first. Then by
comparing the text to the plan it is clear and smple.

"Then he brought me to the porch of the house, and measured each post of the porch, five cubits on this
Sde, and five cubits on that sde; and the breadth of the gate was three cubits on this side, and three cubits
on that sde. The length of the porch was twenty cubits, and the breadth eleven cubits. . ." (Ezek.

40:48-49).

That gives us the porch measurements, plus the five cubits for the front or eestern wall .

Did you notice that the last measurement was eleven cubits instead of ten cubits? The account of
Solomon's temple listed this measurement as ten cubits. Here is just about the only stated difference
between Solomon's temple and Ezekid's temple. The reason for this difference is not readily apparent
however, it might well have spiritud and prophetic significance. Even though there are ideas abouit this
metter, the present work is not intended for the purpose of dealing with spiritua types, or with the service
and purpose of the temple.

Now to enter the main part of the temple, the heka is summarized.

"And he brought me to the temple, and measured the posts, Six cubits broad on the one Sde, and six cubits
broad on the other side, which wasthe breadth of thetent. And the breadth of the entrance was ten cubits;
and the sdes of the entrance were five cubits on the one side, and five cubits on the other Sde; and he
messured the length thereof, forty cubits, and the breadth, twenty cubits’ (Ezek. 41:1-2).

Next is the entrance to the debir.

"Then went heinward, and measured each post of the entrance, two cubits; and the entrance, S cubits, and
the breadth of the entrance, seven cubits. And he measured the length thereof, twenty cubits, and the
breadth, twenty cubits, before the temple; and te sad unto me: This is the most holy place™ (Ezek.
41:3-4).

And now for the thickness of the wall of the house, which just includes the walls around the hekd and
debir.

"Then he measured the wall of the house, Sx cubits' (Ezek. 41.5).
There was gill another outer wall which encompassed the side chambers.

"The breadth of the outer wall which belonged to the side chamberswasfive cubits, and so that which was



left by the Structure of the Sde-chambers that belonged to the house” (Ezek. 41:9).

With dl of thisinformation we can dmost make afloor plan of the whole building, but thereisonething
lacking. We do not havethe overdl dimenson of the house. It isgiven dso by Ezekid, so that thereisno
guestion in regard to the measurements.

"And he measured the house a hundred cubits long" (Ezek. 41:13).
A Brief Summary

Hereisasummary of the various dimensions from esst to wedt.

1. Porchwall 5 cubits
2. Depthof porch 11 "
3. Housewadll 6 "
4. Hekd length 40 "
5. Inner wal 2"
6. Debir length 20 "
7. Housewadll 6 "
8. Sidechambers 5 "
9. Outsde wdl 5"
Tota 100 cubits

Compare this now with thedrawing on page51. Thefiguresare not given there however the drawing uses

these dimensions.

Now for asummary from north to south.

1. Outsdewdl 5 cubits

2. Sidechambers 5 "

3. Housewadll 6 "

4, Interior width 20 "

5. Housewadll 6 "

6. Side-chamber 5"

7. Outsdewadl 5"
Totd 52 cubits

Notice that this measurement is 52 cubits, an irregular figure. 1t might gppeear at first that something is
wrong, and that thisfigure must beincorrect. A careful check will reved that thereisno mistake. Each one
of thedimengionsare given and cannot be changed. Beforewefind out why thisdimensionisunusud there
are other agpects which must now be mentioned.



"and between the chambers was a breadth of twenty cubits round about the house on every sde’ (Ezek.
41:10).

Just what doesthismean? What relation doesit haveto our last problem? It may not make good sense
eadly, asit may be confused with the section concerning the sde chambers. Weknow from the size of the
inner rooms and walls that they are separated by 32 cubits and not 20.

Part of the problem will be solved when we understand that there are different Hebrew wordswhich are
trandated into the word "chambers’ in our English versons.

Inthis particular place theword for chambersislishkah. It refersto different chamberswhich areto the
north, west, and south of the temple and are not a part of the main building. They are 20 cubits distance
from the temple building. By adding these two figures to our previous 52 cubits we find that we have 92
cubits. We are 8 cubits short of the 100 cubits needed for the inner court width.

The Basement
Thereis ill one factor missing. The basement. Nothing has been said about it so far.

"And | saw ds0 that the house had a raised basement round about; the foundations of the Side-chambers
were afull reed of Sx cubitsto thejoining" (Ezek. 41:8).

This basement, or foundation, is about 12 feet high from the inner court level to the floor leve of the
templebuilding and sde chambers. Theplaceof "joining" iswherethe basement endsand the house arts.

Now that we know there is araised basament round about, we need one other dimension. Wedo not
know how wideitis. Isit just aswide as the house? If 0, how can a person enter the side door which
gives entry to the Sde-chambers? Thereisno mention of any stepsleading up to them, but thereismention
of steps leading to the entrance of the temple (Ezek. 40:49). The steps leading to the temple must be to
climb above this "basement.”

We arelacking only 8 cubits for the overal north-south dimension. Hereisthe only placethat sucha
dimenson could fit. All of the other dimengons are given 0 it must be this place where the lacking
dimenson belongs. Therefore, it isonly logica to conclude that the raised basement is 4 cubits on ether
sdeof the house. This providesawakway from the entrance stepsto the side chamber entrance. It cannot
continue clear around to the rear of the house asthereisno roomfor it to therear. Thiswill be plainwhen
we discuss the two courts in alater chapter.

The Doors

Thereisno door at the entrance of the porch but just alarge opening. We have seen the dimensions of
the opening, however, there is no mention anywhere of doorsfor it.



The entrance to the hekal does have doors. We say thisin the plurd, as there are two doors, of two
leaves each.

"So a'so made hefor the entrance of the temple door - postsof olive-wood, within aframefour-square; and
two doors of cypress-wood; the two leaves of the other door were folding” (I Kings 6:33-34).

Notice that this door is square. From earlier dimensonsgiven, it wasfound that the door openingis 10
cubits, since there are five cubits on each side of the door since the heka is 20 cubitswide. The door is
square o it isalso 10 cubits high. These doors are made of cypresswood, and the door frameisof olive
wood as the previous text states.

These doors are very unusud doors since they have two leaves each. 'Y ou probably have seen smilar
folding doors. Occasondly an auditorium will be divided into two or more sections by movable folding
type doors. They can be folded up somewhat like an accordion and pushed aside, or they can be
sraightened out to make awall.

These doors are somewhat like that. Two leavesfold to the one Sde, and the other two leavesfold to
the other sde. Sincethere are four leaves, and the distance is 10 cubits, each leaf is about 5 feet wide by
20 feet high. When open they will eeslly fold againg the jambs of the door opening.

Further details are given on these doors in Ezekid.
"And the temple and the sanctuary had two doors. And the doors had two leaves (gpiece), two turning
leaves, two leaves for the one door, and two leavesfor the other. And there were made on them, on the
doors of the temple, cherubim and palm-trees, like as were made upon the wdlls. . ." (Ezek. 41:23-25).
The entrance to the debir also has doors. They also have four leaves, but are different in shape.

"And for the entrance of the sanctuary he made doorsof olive-wood, thedoorpostswithintheframehaving
five angles (I Kings 6:31).

Thisentrance hastwo doors, but the frameto the door hasfiveangles. Instead of having adoor opening
withastraight and leve top, thisone hastwo angular frames projecting to the center point. When the doors
are opened, they must be swung to the side, in order to accommodate the high center of the door. A
drawing of the door isincluded which should answer any further questions regarding these unusua doors.

As seen from above dl of these door jambs are squared, therefore, we cannot interpret the preceding
text to mean that the jambs, as seen from above, appeared to have five angles.

"Asfor the temple, the jambs were squared” (Ezek. 41:21).

In this door, the frames and the door are of dive-wood.
In the case of both the door to the hekd and the debir, they are engraved with cherubim, pam treesand



open flowers. Over thiswas an overlay of gold. In addition to the text quoted aso note verse 35.

"And as for the two doors of dlive-wood, he carved upon them carvings of cherubim and pam-treesand
open flowers, and overlaid them with gold; and he spread the gold upon the cherubim, and upon the
padm-trees’ (1 Kings 6:32).

The Engravings and Overlays

It has dready been mentioned that the house was overlaid with gold which covered the engravings of
cherubim, pam trees and flowers. Here is further information about these gold overlays.

"And the greater house he covered with cypresswood, which he overlaid with fine gold, axd wrought
thereon palm-trees and chains. And he garnished the house with precious stones for beauty; and the gold
wasgold of Parvaim. He overlaid dso the house, the beams, the thresholds, and the wallsthereof, and the
doors thereof, with gold; and graved cherubim on thewadls' (11 Chron. 3:5-7).

The Porch "Face'

Thefront face of the porch isthe most prominent part of the temple sSinceit isthe main part seenfromin
front. The decription in the Bibleis very brief, and presents certain difficulties.

"And there were thick beams of wood upon the face of the porch without. . .there were aso the brackets of
the house, and the thick beams' (Ezek. 41:25-26).

None of the source materia available on the templeisof any help a this point. No one knowsfor sure
just what is meant by this statement concerning the "thick beams of wood.” As a consequence nothing is
done about it in most drawings of the temple.

The Lexiconsare of little help except to Sate that thisisan architecturd term whichisnot understood for
certain. The Hebrew wordsfor "thick beams of wood" are ab ets, and for "thick beams' theword ob. The
ob and ab apparently are from the same root and indicate something thick or massve. The word ets just
meanswood.

Just what would be the purpose of thick beams on the front face of the porch? Certainly not for
sructurd strength, as the building is made of stone. It must be for beauty or adornment.

Josephus says nothing about these thick beams but the Mishna, of the Babylonian Talmud does. Keep
in mind that thisquotation isin regard to Herod'stemple, and not Solomon's. The dimensons of the porch
were dtered greatly by Herod from what they were in Solomon's temple.

"Mishna 7. The doorway of the porch was forty cubits high and its breadth was twenty cubits. Over it
were fivemain beams of cedar. Thelowest projected a cubit on each side beyond the doorway. The one
above projected beyond thisone acubit on each side. Thusthe topmost onewasthirty cubitslong. There



was alayer of stones between each one and the next” (Mishna, Tract Middoth).

Herod's plan wasto "improve' the former temple and make it more grand and glorious. He added to
each Sde of the porch, making an overdl view from above to appear asthat of alion, according to the
Mishna. Thisis quite different from the porch that God designed.

Since he wanted to make this temple so much grander, he had to make the entrance much larger than
was prescribed inthe Bible asisevident in the previous quotation. Theorigind plan caled for an opening of
14 cubits, however, Herod's was 20 cubits.

With this in mind, notice that there were five separate beams above the entrance. Thisis the only
description of any beams which might be amilar to those of Ezekid 41:26. They were obvioudy for
decorative, rather than for structural reasons.

Thereis no other information available on this point, therefore we are left with no other choice than to
accept thisas an indication of what is meant.

The Bible does not say how many beamsthere were. Herod had five, but he wanted to "improve" and
expand on God's plan. Inthiscase, instead of Herod's five beams three such beams have been drawn on
the face of the porch, just over the entrance. Thiswill then fit the Bible description as given in Ezekidl.

Thereis one more problem relating to Ezekiel 41:25-26. It ismentioned that there were dso "brackets'
to the house. Thisis better trandated "sde-chambers’ from the Hebrew word tsda, which is elsewhere
trandated Sde chambers. With thisinformation, there is no problem in the text.

There are further details about the exterior gppearance of the porch which were skipped previoudy.

"And there were narrow windows and pam-trees on the one side and on the other side, onthesidesof the
porch" (Ezek. 41:26).

These must be on the exterior, Sncethetext in question isreferring to the things "without." On the north
side and the south side of the porch are these windows and palm trees.

Asmentioned earlier, there were dso narrow windowsin the hekal. They were by necessity very high,
abovethe roof line of the side chambers which were around the building. Ezekid statesthat these narrow
windows are covered (Ezek. 41:16) most probably with lattice work or screening. The veneering on the
walls projected upward from the floor to these windows.

Nothing issaid in the Bible aout the roof of thetemple, even though some commentators have imegined
thet certain texts refer to aroof. The design and style of the roof is something that men skilled in building
can design without difficulty.

The roof would undoubtedly be nearly flat Snce thet is the common type roof in thisarea. The top



should be of endurable materid, probably stone, to last without necessary repairs or additions.

In the drawings enclosed, five cubits have been I€ft for the ceiling, trusses and roofing. This should be
ample for strong bridge- like trusses and the roofing materias. Theedgesof thewalls should extend above
the roof line to cover it and aso to comply with the scripture requirement regarding roofs (Deut. 22:8).
Since aroof is needed and no dimension is given, the number five cubits was chosen. Thisisacommon
number in the temple, especidly for walls In addition dl the vertical dimensons given in the Bible for the
temple are divisble by this number.

Condgruction Materias

When Solomon built the temple he congtructed it of stone quarried nearby inthe northern quarter of the
old city. The quarries are il there today as huge caverns under the city.

Thisstone waslimestone and when exposed to the light it gppeared dmogt likewhite marble. Thus, the
exterior of the temple hed a brilliant white appearance, dmost like snow, as Josephus described it.

Before we leave this chapter it would be good to summearize the materiasfor the temple. The exterior
wasof stone. (I Kings6:7). Thewallsof the heka were covered with cypress(I1 Chron. 3:5), and alsothe
floor but the debir had walls of cedar (I Kings 6:15). The beams or joists for the support of the sde
chambers were of cedar (verse 10). The door of the debir and the door posts of the hekal were of olive
wood, however, the doors of the heka were of cypress. Covering dl of these walls was precious stones
and gold.

We have now seen avery brief description of the main temple building, and the main important points of
congruction. Thisis not intended to be an architect's plan.

There are other important aspects of the temple and its courts which must be consdered in theremaining
chapters.



CHAPTER V
THE PILLARSJACHIN AND BOAZ

One of the least understood aspects of the templeisthat of thetwo brazen pillarswhich weredirectly in
front of the temple.

Much speculation has resulted from the Biblica description of these pillars. In fact, a mgor secret
fraternd society has adapted as a part of its ceremony two pillars which are supposed to represent the
pillars that Solomon had built for the temple. They have placed round balls on top of these pillars.

Isthis a correct representation of the pillars that Solomon had? Just what were these pillars for? It
seems that ro one redlly knows. Were they for decoration, or did they support a part of the porch?

These are questions that must now be solved and understood clearly asthisis an important part of our
subject. We must not start with any preconceived ideas such as the round balls used by some, because
they will not fit the Bible description. Whatever conclusions are reached must fit all agpects of the Bible
description.

In order to understand this subject we must take the account literally, checking point againgt point, and
dowly proceeding until we fully understand each aspect.

Thisisnot an easy problem to solve, in fact it is one of the mogt difficult problemsrelating to thetemple.
Thisis brought out by the following quotation.

"There are no features connected with the temple of Solomon which have given riseto so much controversy,
or been so difficult to explain, asthe form of the two pillars of brass which were set up in the porch of the
house' (Smith Dictionary of the Bible, article Temple, page 3199, emphasis ours).

Some have even cometo the conclusion that these pillars were two torches, copied from pagan temples
which had such torches before them.

A quick reading of the Biblica account will quickly demondrate some of the problems relating to this
subject. It just doesnot makesenseat first glance. Infact, without considerable study and comparisonitis
difficult to get any sense out of the text.

There are various problems of gpparent contradiction which must be noted and understood before a
clear understanding can be obtained.

Lest anyone think that this is an unimportant part of our subject, it should be mentioned that the
description of these pillarsand their capitas (this expresson will beexplained later) are mentioned innoless
than four separate parts of the Bible!



They are also an important integral part of God's temple in prophecy as Ezekid describesit. He does
not give the detalls as other texts do, but merely mentions that they are there.

"And therewere pillars by the posts, (the posts of the porch of thetemple), one on thisside, and another on
that Sde"' (Ezekid 40:49).

They are described in | Kings, 11 Kings, 11 Chronicles and Jeremiah. God considered this subject
important enough to mention in dl of these separate places. And indeed it isnecessary to sudy dl of these
places to put together the parts that will unlock the details of these pillars.

ThePRillars

But now, let usbegintolet the Biblereved to usthe details of theseremarkable pillarsand their capitas.
They were very difficult to make, so Solomon had aman who was highly skilled inthe art of casting brass
to congtruct them.
"And king Solomon sent and fetched Hiramout of Tyre. He was the son of a widow of the tribe of
Naphtdi, and his father was a man of Tyre, a worker in brass, and he was filled with wisdom and
understanding and skill, to work dl worksin brass. And he came to king Solomon, and wrought dl his
work” (I Kings 7:13-14).

The description of the pillars starts with the following account:

"Thus he fashioned the two pillars of brass, of eighteen cubits high each; and aline of twelve cubits did
compassit about; (and so) the other pillar” (1 Kings 7:15).

Thisssems smple enough. They are Smply cylindricd pillars dmaost 4 cubitsin diameter and eighteen
cubits high.

Two other accounts seem to agree with this description.
"The height of the one pillar was eighteen cubits' (11 Kings 25:17).

"And asfor the pillars, the height of one pillar was eighteen cubits; and aline of twelve cubits did compass
it" (Jeremiah 52:21).

Chronicles gpparently does not agree with these texts.
"Also he made before the house two pillars of thirty and five cubits high” (11 Chron. 3:15).

How can thisbe? Three texts said that they were 18 cubits high and now one says that they were 35
cubits. Isthisacontradiction? Has God permitted an error to creep into the text?



A careful check into the words used in the Hebrew language at this point will solve our problem. Inthe
account of Chroniclesthe word for "high" is"orek™" and is not the same word used in the other texts. This
particular word means"'long" and nothigh. Theaccount in Chronicesthen merdly satesthat thetwo pillars
are 35 cubitslong. In other words, laid end to end they were 35 cubitslong together. Each pillar was 17
1/2 cubits high. But that is a hdf cubit short of the 18 cubits as Sated in the other texts. No detalls are
mentioned about the bases for the pillars; therefore it becomes plain that the bases for the pillars are ahdf
cubit high, making the pillars 18 cubits high in dtitude when they are on their bases and in place.

"The united height of the pillarsis here given; and though the exact dimensions would be 36 cubits, each
columnwasonly 17 1/2 cubits, ahaf cubit being taken up by the. . .base. They are probably described as
they were lying together in the mould before they were set up” (Critica and Experimental Commentary,
Jamieson, volume 1, page 516).

Werethese pillars solid brass, or were they hollow? If they are hollow, just how thick isthe brassin the
shell? We would have no way of knowing except for the fact that Jeremiah described these pillars.

", . .and the thickness (of the pillars) thereof was four fingers; it was hollow" (Jeremiah 52:21).

We should complete the description of the pillars by comparing the Sze in everyday units of
measurement. These pillarswere not small by any means. They wereamost 8 feet in diameter and over 36
feet high. About the height of a modern telephone pole. 1t took a considerable amount of brassto make
these pillars; however, we will see more about that later.

The Capitds

Our subject so far has been rdaively smple, especidly in view of the quotation about the problems of
these pillars from the Smith Bible Dictionary, but now the problems begin.

Most of the description rlating to these pillars concernsthe capitals. Thisarchitecturd termisaword
foreign to the common vocabulary; therefore we need a definition of terms. This word is trandated
chapitersin the King James Verson; therefore, one description should suffice for both words. To make
matters smple, we will refer to them as capita's and not chapiters from now on.

"Capita, Archit, the head, or uppermost part, of acolumn, pillar, etc.” (The American College Dictionary).

A check in agood dictionary will usually produce severd examples of capitals. An encyclopediamay
have severa pages devoted to many different types of capitas, depending on period and location. These
capitasareusudly very ornate aswill be noted in such sources. The capitas for thepillarsa thetempleare
no exception. It isthe one thing on the outside of the temple which is ornate.

The firgt thing we must understand about these capitalsis their Sze.



"And he made two capitals of molten brass, to set upon thetopsof the pillars, the height of the one capitd
was five cubits, and the height of the other capita was five cubits’ (I Kings 7:16).

Thisaccount isaso confirmed by Jeremiah (Jer. 52:22) and Chronicles (11 Chron. 3:15). But, Il Kings
apparently does not agree.

"And a capitd of brasswas upon it; and the height of the capital was three cubits' (11 Kings 25:17).

Just what isthe answer to this problem? To reconcile these texts there are only about two possibilities.
(1) There are two capitas on each pillar. (2) There are two parts to the capita. These two parts are
referred to as onein the first texts, and separate in thislast text.

Thisproblem is partidly solved in | Kings. But in order to makeit plainit is necessary to skip over the
description of the ornateness of the capitals. We will discuss those details later; now we are concerned
about the overdl plan of the capitas.

In | Kings 7:17-19 we have the description of the capitd followed by the following statement.
"And there were capitas above aso upon the two pillars’ (verse 20).

Since adescription of the capitals had just been made at this placeit would indeed beredundant. Thisis
not redundant asit merely describestwo capitas for each pillar and not two partsto asingle capital. Aswe
go further dongit will becomeincreasingly plainthat thisistheonly solutionto thispuzzle. Even someof the
authorities recognize this point.

"There is however a good ded of confusion as to the ornamentation of the chapiters (capitds). . .The
apparent discrepancy asto itsheight isowing to thefact that the ornament emiting the shaft to the chapiter is
sometimes included in the reckoning and sometimes not."  (Dictionary of the Bible, edited by James
Hagtings, volume |, page 308, article "Boaz.")

Now the question isjust which capitd is on top, the three cubit capital or the five cubit capital? Logic
should answer the question. A capital is used to increase the area of support above a pillar to support a
roof or beam. Therefore, it would seemlogica that the shorter capital would be the one undernegth, giving
more supporting area for the upper capita to rest upon.

The Two Bowls

We need to explore this subject a little further and see if the scripture bears this out. Notice the
following text which is arepetition of the last scripture plus an additiond factor.

"And there were capitals above aso upon the two pillars, dose by the belly” (I Kings 7:20).

The lower capitd, was close by a"bdly." This seemsto have no sense until we read more about this



subject in alater part of the same chapter.

"So Hiram made an end of doing al the work that he wrought for King Solomon in the house of the Lord:
the two pillars, and the two bowls of the capitas that were on the top of the pillars’ (I Kings 7:41).

Thisis dso mentioned in the account in Chronicles, however, we will quote thet later.

Now we know that there were two bowls on top of the pillars. Obvioudy they could not be a part of
the lower capital. They must bedl or part of the upper capital. In order to get an overal picture of what
must be intended here we need to turn to one of the prophecies where the same Hebrew word quelah
(bowl) isused. This particular prophecy is full of symbolism and spiritud meaning; however, it is not the
intent of thiswork to expound the spiritud sgnificance of these matters.

"And the angdl that spoke with me returned and waked me, asaman that iswakened out of hisdeep. And
he said unto me: 'What seest thou? And | said; 'l have seen, and behold a candlestick dl of gold, witha
bowl upon the top of it" (Zech. 4:1-2).

Isn't this exactly what has been described so far in regard to the pillars Jachin and Boaz? Thereisatal
brass cylinder with acapita upon it supporting abowl! A very enlarged version of what Zechariah saw. In
Zecharigh it wassmdl and of gold. Inthe case of the pillarsthey are of brass which gppear when polished
quite Smilar to gold.

Now you can begin to get the picture of what these pillarsredly are. How different from the ideas of
men who in their carnd reasoning, have tried to borrow the idea of these pillars and pervert them in ther
own way which is exactly contrary to God's perfect way.

We need to go back alittle now to the scripture which stated that the lower capitals were "close by the
belly." Thelower or wider part of the bowl would be termed the "belly."

Thedictionary defines"belly" as"aprotuberant or bulging surface.” Certainly the widened part of abowl
can betermed the belly. Thelower capitd iscloseto thisbulge, apparently where the two joined together.
In the attached drawing this point will be more apparent.

The Lily Work

It was previoudy stated that these capitals were very ornate. Here is the first comment about that
particular point.

"And the capitas that were upon the top of the pillarsin the porch were of lily-work, four cubits' (I Kings
7:19).

It says plainly that this"lily work™ was on the capitds, not a part of the pillars. This particular section
quoted is from the part which refersto the upper capitas or bowls. Since the upper capital or bowl is5



cubits, then four cubits conssts of intricately engraved or moulded lily work. The remaining cubit would
probably be a part of the base of the bowl, and the lip, which would have no lily work.

The Nets of Checker-Work

The capitasinvolve even more than we have dready seen. Thereisanetwork conssting of a sort of
netting or latticework which coversthebowls. Instead of anet of small strands, the trandsarewidelikea
lattice. The gpace between the lattice materid isthe same Size, giving an appearance of checkers. Imagine
if you can achecker-board. All thered squares consist of the materia and the black squares are the open
spaces between.

With thisin mind it will be easy to understand why it is referred to as a "network,” also as"nets," as
"checker work," and in other places"lattice.”

To prove some of these pointswe must refer to the word which refersto this netting. The word netsis
trandated from the Hebrew word sabak. It is defined by Young as a net, or network. Another word
closly rdaedtoit issebakah. Thisword issometimestrandated lattice. 1n addition to being used severd
times in connection with the net covering the bowl, it dso isused in 11 Kings 1.2, where it is Stated that
Ahaziahfdl down through thelatticein hisupper chamber. Sinceitisalattice, it iseasy to understand why
it is sometimes referred to as checker work.

In this particular place we have discussed what is meant by the Bible account, before the account was
given. The reason for thisis so the reader will understand more clearly just what is meant. When you
compare the scriptures on this point they should now be plain.

"So Hiram made. . .the two networks to cover the two bowls of the capitals that were on the top of the
pillars’ (I Kings 7:40-41).

Thisis gated in adightly different way in another place.
"He also made nets of checker-work” (1 Kings 7:17).

This netting covered not only the top of the bowls but it dso draped over the sde to cover the sde of
the bowl, down to the "bely." We need to quote again another section and add this point.

"And there were capita s above adso upon thetwo pillars, close by the belly which was besde the network”
(I Kings 7:20).

The Pomegranates

Therewerefurther embellishmentsfor the capita and the network which must be consdered next. They
are explained most clearly in the following text:

"So Hiram made. . .the four hundred pomegranates for the two networks, two rows of pomegranates for



each network, to cover the two bowls of the capitas that were upon the tops of the pillars’ (I Kings
7:40-42).

Therewerefour hundred pomegranatesin al, or atota of two hundred for each network. But thereare
two rowsfor each network, of one hundred in each row. Wedlill arefaced with one other problem relating
to these pomegranates. Only Jeremiah will give the details of thisimportant point.

"And a capitd of brass was upon it; and the height of the one capitd was five cubits, with network and
pomegranates upon the capital round about, all of brass; and the second pillar so had like unto these, and
pomegranates. And there were ninety and six pomegranates on the outside; dl the pomegranateswere a
hundred upon the network round about” (Jeremiah 52:22-23).

Thistext provesthat there were 96 on the exterior Sde of the network for each row and 4 ontheinside.
The Chain Work

Just how were these pomegranates fastened to the network? There would be no way for knowing for
sure except for the account in Chronicles.

"And he made chains. . .and put them on the tops (capitds) of the pillars, and he made a hundred
pomegranates, and put them on the chains' (11 Chronicles 3:16).

Now we know that the pomegranates were affixed to the chains. We need to know alittle more about
these chains and what their relationship is to the network.

"He dso made. . .wreaths of chainwork, for the capitals which were upon the top of the pillars. seven for
the one capital and seven for the other capita. And. . .there were two rows round about upon the one
network to cover the capitals that were upon the top of the pomegranates, and so did he for the other
capitd” (1 Kings 7:17-18).

It should be plain now that the pomegranates were affixed to the wreeths of chainsand they inturn were
fastened to the network in a fashion so they appeared to be in two rows around the lower edge of the
network. Theword used in the Hebrew for these chainsis sharsherah, which isliteraly stated by Y oung as
a"littlechain or bracelet,” and isthe sameword used to describe the chain on the ephod worn by the High
Priest (Exodus 28:14).

This covers the main points relaing to these two pillars and their capitdls. For a sort of review and
summeation, here is a summary from Chronicles.

"And Huram made the pots, and the shovels, and the basins. So Huram made an end of doing the work
that hewrought for king Solomon in the house of God: the two pillars, and the bowls, and the two capita's
which were on thetop of the pillars; and the two networksto cover the two bowls of the capitalsthat were
on the top of the pillars;, and the four hundred pomegranates for the two networks. two rows of



pomegranatesfor eachnetwork, to cover thetwo bowls of the capitasthat were upon thetop of thepillars’
(Il Chron. 4:11-13).

Just exactly where are these pillarslocated? Some have placed them inside the doorway, otherson the
outsdein front. In order to understand for surewe must check al of the scripturesrelating to the subject.

Jeremiah saysthat they were "in the house of the Lord" (Jer. 52:17). But, they are said to be set at the
porchinKings (I Kings7:21). Thereisno contradiction here sncethe temple and the courts are Sometimes
referred to collectively as the house of the Lord.

Chroniclesresolves the question, with an answer that is compatible with the other texts. "And he made
(put) before the house two pillars’ (11 Chron. 3:15). Itisplainfrom thisthat they are placed in front of the
temple, by the entrance, at the porch.

Before we leave this subject it would be good to picture the immensty of these pillarsand their capitals.
The pillars done were about 36 feet high, with capitalsof 3and 5 cubits. Indl atota of over 52 feet high.
Since the bowl isover 10 feet high, it must at least be 10 feet wide. In other words, the bowl doneisas
largeasaroom! Inour illugration it is 7 cubits wide (page 104A).

Thesketchesrdating to the pillarsand their capitals may not be an exact representation. The Bible doesnot
give the exact shape of these parts.

Based on the correct size of the cubit there would be about 500 cubic feet of brassin each pillar, withits
capitals. That much brass would weigh about 133 tons. The two pillars were atotd of about 266 tons.
No wonder Nebuchadnezzar broke them up and carried the brass to Babylon (Jer. 52:17).

Itisno wonder that Hiram, who made these thingsistermed a"magter craftsman.” Hewould haveto be
in order to make such huge pillars and capitas.

Any thorough student of the Bible must redize that thereis very important spiritua sgnificanceto these
pillars and their capitas, especidly in the light of Zechariah's prophecy which has dready been quoted.

They are avery important part to the unusua beauty and design of God's Temple.



CHAPTER VI
THE GATES

Bible references to God's house do not include the main temple building only. The two courts
surrounding the temple building, with the sx gates and many additiond buildings, are included as an
important part of God's house.

Entry to theinner and outer courtsisthrough six different gates. Three gateslead to the outer court, and

three gatesto theinner. These gates are quite complex and involve much more than mere doorsthrough a
wal.

The gates are so important that almost one whole chapter in the Bible is given to explain them. They
present saverd difficult problems--some more difficult to solve than the details of the main temple building.

Here, asin dl other aspects, many students of the subject have erred greetly. They have rgjected and
torn out whole verses in the Biblethét refer to these gates. Thereason for thisisthat they are unableto put
al of the factorsin the proper place, and are not able to understand them.

Thefortieth chapter of Ezekid isthe only place where these gates are described in detail. No mention of
the gates, and no details of the courts are given in Kings or Chronicles. There were courtsand gatesin the
former temples, however, none were apparently ever constructed just like the ones the prophet describes
here. On this point dl sourcesare agreed. Thefact that this portion of prophecy hasnever beenfulfilledis
further evidence that it will be fulfilled during the millennid period.

In our description of the temple, we have started with the temple building proper, instead of the gates.
That is the main point of interest to most people, therefore it has been described fird.

Ezekie does not follow this pattern but instead describes the eastern gate first. He gives much more
detail about this particular gate than the others. But, he givesfurther detailswhen describing the other gates
that must be taken into consideration for the eastern gate.

One of the mogt difficult thingsto understand about the temple and the courts, isthe section on the gates
In order to understand the various pointsin thetext, it will bevery hepful to refer frequently to thedrawings
of the floor plan, and the various side views that are included with this section.

The exact dimensons are not included in the dawings. But, the exact measurements as given in the
Bible are used in theillugtrations.

TheWall

The temple is enclosed by a wall one reed thick and one reed high. That means that this wal is
approximately 12 feet high by 12 feet thick.



"And behold awal on the outside of the house round about, and in the man's hand ameasuring reed of Six
cubitslong, of acubit and a handbreadth each; so he measured the breadth of the building, one reed, and
the height, one reed" (Ezekid 40:5).

Thiswall encloses an areaof 500 cubitssquare. Later on welearn that an additiond areabeyond thisis
aso enclosed by another wall. 1t is 500 reeds square, or over 6,000 feet square (Ezek. 42:15-20).

The Eastern Gate

Thisis the most important gete in the temple areg, snceit isthe one where Christ will enter, and which
will be closed to others.

"Then he brought me back theway of the outer gate of the sanctuary, which looketh toward the east; and it
was shut. And the Lord said unto me: "Thisgateshdl be shut, it shal not be opened, neither shdl any man
enter in by it, for the Lord, the God of Isradl, hath entered in by it; therefore it shdl be shut" (Ezekid

44:1-2).

As Ezekid entered this gate in his vison, he noticed that there were seven steps leading to it (Ezekid
40:22).

He next measured the jambs of the gate, and found them to be one reed (six cubits) thick, just the same
asthewdl. A jambisthesdeof an opening, or vertical pieceforming thesde of adoorway. Thesejambs
form the openings in the outsde wall.

"Then came he unto the gate which looketh toward the east, and went up the steps thereof; and he
measured the jamb of the gate, one reed broad, and the other jamb, one reed broad" (Ezekid 40:6).

So far we have seen that there are seven steps, agate opening in thewal with jambs on either side of the
opening. After measuring thejambs Ezekid entered through this gateway into asort of open courtyard with
smdl roomsor cels on either Sde.

"And every cell was one reed long, and one reed broad" (Ezek. 40:7).

A few verses later we learn how many cellsthere are. They are on the north and south sdes of this
courtyard.

"And the cdls of the gate eastward were three on thisSde, and three on that Sde; they three were of one
measure’ (verse 10).

Between each of the cdlswas a"space” of five cubits.

"And the space between the cellswasfive cubits’ (verse 7).



Going further west there is another wall to the rear, or west of thissmal court. It is one reed of Sx
cubits thick.

"And the jambs of the gate by the porch of the gate within were one reed” (verse 7).

Notice that this jamb is "by the porch of the gate within." Here is the firs indication that thereisa
"porch” to these gates aswell asto the main temple building. The sameidentical Hebrew word for porchis
used herethat isused in reference to thetemple. Therefore, we should expect the porches of the gatesto
be something smilar to the temple porch.

This will be further discussed when we consder the vertical details of the gates. Right now we are
interested in understanding the floor plan of the gate.

Thefloor dimensions of the porch are given next. Thisporchisontheinner sdeof thegate. Noticefirst
the width.

"He measured a so the porch of the gate toward the house, one reed” (verse 8).

This portion of the gate was "toward the house," or main temple building. The next verse hasbeena
puzzle to some of the scholars, and yet it need not be.

"Then measured he the porch of the gate eight cubits' (verse 9).

Thewording of thesetwo versesaredmost identicd. They both refer to the measurement of the porch,
yet the measurement of both is different. Very obvioudy Ezekid isjust listing the two floor dimensions of
the porch. So the porch is six by eight cubits.

Thereis another important part of this porch which is il Ieft to be completed.
"And the podts thereof, two cubits' (verse 9).

A postisaverticd wal or pillar, which usudly is associated with adoor or opening. We often refer to
the sdes of adoor asthe door posts. Sometimesthey are caled "jambs™ Inthe description of the temple,
it seems that the sdes of thick walls are referred to as jambs while the sides of narrow walls are podts.

There were podts at the rear of the gate. This porch was said to be "toward the house," or in the court
"within," as we have dready seen. This point is now emphasized in a different way.

"And the porch of the gate was inward” (verse 9).

These"posts’ were both of the same width on both sides of the porch. The one on the right (thisside)
was two cubits, and the one on the | eft (that Side) was two cubits.



"And the posts had one measure on this Sde and on that Sde” (verse 10).

We now have a brief description of the floor plan of the gate. It consists of an enclosure with three
chambers or cells on both the north and south side, an entrance to the east, and a porch on the west.

It would be easy to misunderstand a point or two in this brief description, so God has given us the
overadl measurement so we may be sure of the right dimensions.

"And from theforefront of the gate of the entrance unto theforefront of theinner porch of the gate werefifty
cubits' (verse 15).

Now we should add up the various dimensions given. Here are the various items, going from east to
west. Notice that they add up to exactly fifty cubits.

Jamb 6 cubits
Cdl
Space
Cdl
Space
Cdl
Jamb
Porch
Post
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Totd 50 cubits
Entry of the Gate

There are two important aspects of the entry to the gate which have been bypassed. They must be
understood next.
"And he measured the breadth of the entry of the gate, ten cubits; and thelength of the gate, thirteen cubits’
(verse 11).

At the beginning of this chapter we read that the jambsin the opening of the outsde wal, were both Sx
cubits, but nothing was said as to how far apart they were spaced. Now we have the answer. Itisten
cubits. But did you notice one other puzzling aspect to thisverse? It saysthat the length of the gate was
thirteen cubits. What does this mean? The word length usudly refersto thelonger of thedimensions. We
aready have the two necessary dimensions to the entry of the gate which is Six by ten cubits.

Is this a contradiction? Most of the trandators and scholars think so. It is left out of some of the
trandations because of this gpparent contradiction. One source states that the "thirteen cubitsis generaly
rejected.”



"Ezekiel 40:11, the Hebrew reads, the length of the gate thirteen cubits, but this contradicts (verse 15, 21).
Either thisisagloss or dsethetext should be dightly revised. . ." (Israg'sLaws and Lega Testaments, C.
F. Kent, page 163, footnote).

Thereason that thisisrejected isnot becauseit isnot in the original text, but rather becauseit appearsto
be contradictory. The meaning of the other verses mentioned is not understood.

Sincewe have two dimensions of the entry to the gate, athird dimension can mean only onething, thet it
isinadifferent plane. The other dimensonsare horizonta, or floor dimensons. Thisthird dimensonisthe
vertica dimension or height of the gate! How smple and plain the answer, and yet it has been astumbling
block to many scholars.

Onething that the researchers have been surprised about in Ezekiel's account of thetemple, isthat there
areno vertica measurements. The reason they have assumed thisisthat they have rgjected the plain Bible
satements and they have not put it together with the account given in Kings and Chronicles.

A aurprisng thing isthat thereare at least four separate and ditinct verticd dimensonsof thegatesgiven
in Ezekiel! The men who have trandated and interpreted this section have regjected every single one of
them! No wonder they cannot understand!

This gate of the entry is ten cubits wide, Sx cubits long for the jambs, and thirteen cubits high.

More About the Cedlls

How far gpart are the cdls from north to south? This question must now be answered in around about
way, but it is plain when explained.

"And he measured the gate from the roof of the one cdll to the roof of the other, a breadth of five and
twenty cubits; door against door” (verse 13).

Thistdlsushow far gpart the roof to the cellsare. It doesnot say how far apart thecellsare. Itisplan
from thistext that the cells have roofs, and that thereis no roof in between. In other words, thereisaspace
of twenty-five cubits from north to south which has no roof. That isasort of courtyard space enclosed by
the cells on two sdes, the entry of the gate on the east, and the porch on the west.

The preceding verse states that thereisaborder of one cubit toward this open space. The Biblerefers
tothelarger walsasjust that--"walls" But have you noticed how thick thesewallsare. They areabout ten
or twelve feet thick! With such thick wadls, it is no wonder that in this place a mere one cubit wall of two
feet be caled a"border” instead of awall.

"and a border before the cells, one cubit (on this sde), and a border, one cubit on that sde; and the cells,
Sx cubits on this Sde, and Six cubits on that Sde”’ (verse 12).

Other Dimensions Given



We now know that there is a distance of twenty-five cubits between the roofs, one cubit for eachinside
wal of the cells, and six cubitsfor each cdll. We have not yet noticed if there is an overhang to the roof.
Another important measurement of our north-south dimensionistill lacking. That isthe overdl dimension,
and thedimension of theoutsdewadl. They arenot specificaly sated inthe Bible. Sincethey arenot given,
it must be obvious from other statements.

The walls to the sde chambers of the temple are the same thickness as the "space”’ between the cdlls
(verse7). Therefore, let ususe thissame pattern for the outsdewalssnce no dimensonisgiven. Hereare
the measurements added together going from north to south.

1. wadl 5 cubits

2. Cdl 6 "

3. Border 1"

4. Open space 25"

5. Border 1"

6. Cdl 6 "

7. wdl 5"
Totd 49 cubits

Notice how closethisfigureisto the overdl dimension of the distance from east to west. Certainly there
must be some relationship between the two. So many timesin the temple and its courts asquare is used.
Certainly that must be what isintended here a so.

One additiona cubit is needed to make up the difference. Nothing has been stated about overhang to
theroof. Let's make it one-haf cubit on each sde. That should be areasonable amount. With that, we
have a gate area of exactly fifty cubits in both directions. How smple! Here is a summary of our
north- south messurements.

1. wadl 5 cubits

2. Cdl 6"

3. Border (wall) 1"

4. Roof overhang 2"

5. Open space 25 "

6. Roof overhang 172"

7. Border 1"

8. Cdll 6 "

9. wdl 5"
Totd 50 cubits

The Porch is Sixty Cubits High



Our next problem is again one where most sumble. It isavertica dimension. It can plainly beonly a
vertica dimension or height. Sinceitisso large, it does not fit with the ideas of men, so they have amost
universaly regected it.

"He made aso pogts of threescore cubits; even unto the posts of the court in the gates round about” (verse
14).

Hereisan example of how some people have cometo the conclusion that thistext should be changed or
deleted.

"Itisfar more sengbleto emend thetext with thead of the LXX (Septuagint version), and to read, ‘And he
measured the porch. . .20 cubits;; i.e. in breadth- the other measurementshavebeengiven. . ." (Dictionary of
the Bible, James Hagtings, Editor).

Theheight of these posts equalsamodern twelve story building! These pogtsare not just inthe east gate
but are dso "in the gates round about.” All six gates have these same high podis.

Just where are they located in each gate?

So far we have found referenceto two different sets of postsin thischapter. Therewerethe postsof the
"porch of the gate," whichwasinward (verse 9). Thereare aso postsfor theindividud cells. It becomes
gpparent on close study that the pogts relating to the cedlls are door posts only, and not great high posts
towering into the air.

The only other "posts' mentioned in the gates arethetwo in the porch inward. Thesearethe only posts
which could be meant. If the posts of the porch are Sixty cubits high then the porch must o be at least
that high. The porch of the temple is one hundred twenty cubits high, so the porch of the gate is hdf the
height of the porch of the house. In the drawings of the gates you will notice the smilarity between these

porches and those of the temple.

The Arches

One of the mogt difficult things to understand about the gates are the"arches.” Anarchisasort of half
circle used over an opening or door.

"And there were narrow windowsto the cellsand to their postswithin the gate round about, and likewiseto
the arches; and windows were round about inward. . ." (verse 16).

Standing in the open space or courtyard of the gate, narrow windows are seenin al the cells. They are
referred to as narrow windows, just as were described concerning the temple.

Windowsin the Arches



Notice that there are also windows round about in the "arches" Thisis the first we have read about
arches. Where are they located, what are they like? What is their dimenson?

Adam Clarke says at thispoint " The arch was not known at this period” (Clarke's Commentary, Adam
Clarke, Volume 1V, page 535). So he is no help in answering the question. It is found on careful
investigation that the arch was known in ancient times.

Another source, dready quoted on other points has this comment.

"40:16 The Hebrew text is corrupt; ascribe has gpparently confused the Hebrew word for vestibule with
the smilar word for arch” (Isradl's Laws and Lega Precedents, C. F. Kent).

Gesenius, in his Hebrew-English Lexicon gates the following on page 38, under the word trandated
"arch."

"A term in architecture which is very difficult to define. It appears to have sgnified the projection of a
pediment. 1tisdearly diginguished from. . .(Hebrew word for vestibule) with which many confound it."

Therefore the authority Gesenius does not agree with C. F. Kent on this point.

Theword trandated "arches' iseylam, or in ashortened form eam. According to Strong, thisword is
probably taken from ayil which is the word for "post." He tates that it is gpparently "a pillar space (or
colonnade), i.e. apae" Thesamewordisadsotrandaed ram. A ramwithitstwo curved horns may have
given the same idea because of the tdl horns.

In the origind Hebrew there were no vowels. They were added later. The origind Hebrew for these
two words was spdled as follows, deph, lamed, mem for arches, and deph, lamed for posts.

A Hebrew Lexicon shows that the next word after elam is another word of exactly the same | etters but
written eylim. Thisis stated to be a"plurd of ayil." In this case the word is used for pam trees in the
desart. It wasthe name given to a place in the desert by the children of Israel when they Ieft Egypt. You
may remember the place where they found seventy "pam trees' or eylim (Exodus 15:27). It wascdled
Him.

We need to go alittle further on this same point before we draw any find conclusons. The word
trandated "porch" isaso from thissame root Hebrew word. Itislisted by Strong as"ulam.” Eachword for
pogt, arch and porch, started with the Hebrew |etter "deph,” even though they are changed dightly in our

euphonic spdling.

The root word used for post then is the same root for arches, pam trees, and porch. Notice that the
porchisvery tdl and dender. Also, the postsaretdl and dender. Thearch (asit istrandated), must dso
be amilar.



TheNew American Standard Bible usestheword "porches’ instead of "arches’, and the New Internationa
Verson uses the word "portico”.

"And there were arches round about, five and twenty cubits long, and five cubits broad” (verse 30).

Here is another place that is dmost universdly rejected and even left out of some trandations. The
Septuagint leavesthisout. Kent says, of these dimensions, "These, however, areimpossible.”

The prophet is merdly giving usthe dimensions of these arches as being twenty-five cubitshigh and five
cubitsbroad. They have windowsinthem and they are round about, or on both sdes of thecourt. Notice,
the proportion of one to five here. Thisisjust about the same proportion as the Sde dimensons of the
porch in the temple.

It should now be obviousthat these so- called arches, which even the Jews do not understand, aresmply
miniature "porches.” But where are they located? Going back to verse seven notice that the "space
between the cellswas five cubits” Hereisthe only place where they could fit in the various parts of the
gate. These must be the arches. When first mertioned, they are not defined, but only referred to as a

Ilmll
The Septuagint usestheword for "post™ hereinstead of space. Since"arches' may bethe plurd of pogt,
or porch, they might also be called posts.

In order that there be no confusion, we will continue to refer to these particular pillars or porches as
"arches' to differentiate from other porches and posts, even though they are in no way what we now cal
arches.

These arches have windows "round about inward." Therefore, there are windows on the inner sSde
facing the interior of the courtyard. These arches face outward in the inner gates. Apparently the outer
gates have ther arches facing in the same direction.

"And the arches thereof were toward the outer court” (verse 31).

Just what is meant by this? Thereisafront and back sdeto these arches. The side toward theinterior
of the courtyard isobvioudy the side and not the back or front, and therearewindowsinit. Apparently the
front dso has windows contrasted to the back side which would not have windows. There are no other
details that might indicate the difference between back and front.

With these arches having narrow windows, and being of narrow, high congtruction, leads usto only one
concluson asto their use. They could possibly be lookout towers. Because of their limited Sze that is
about al they could be used for. The ingde measurement with aone cubit wall would only be six by eight
fedt, not including an ingde ladder or Sairwell.

For such apurpose anarrow ladder of the fire escape type could bein one corner. An entrance would



be mogt practica from the ground floor through small doorsin thewall of the cdlls.
The Porch of the Gate

The porch of thegateisat the opposite end from the entry to the gate. These porchesare onthe side of
the gate nearest the outer court. On the outer gates they are located on the inward side, and on the inner
gates they are on the outer Side. The posts of this porch are a the extreme end of the gate. Hereisa
comment about the inner gate toward the north.

"And the posts thereof were toward the outer court; and palm-trees were upon the posts thereof, on this
Sde, and on that Sde; and the going up to it had eight steps’ (verse 37).

The new point hereisthat there are pam trees upon each of these posts. Theseare artificia palm trees,
cut right into the materia of the porch.

In the porch there isan "entry” toward the rear, and aso to each sde. Thisisproved by thefollowing
text.

"Then he brought me through the entry, which was at the Sde of the gate. . ." (Ezek. 46:19).

Aswewill seelater in the next chapter thereisa"pavement” on each side of the gate, around the outer
court. It isonly aswide asthe gate, therefore these entries provide access directly to the pavement.

Six Gates

In the description of the gate there are Sx separate and distinct gates. Verses six through sixteen in
chapter 40, describesthe outer gate toward the east. Next, Ezekid describes another outer gate, thistime
to the north. It isdescribed in verse twenty through twenty-three. Notice that this gate is after the same
pattern or measure of the first gate.

"And the gate of the outer court that looked toward the north, he measured the length thereof and the
breadth thereof. And the cellsthereof were three on this side and three on that side; and the posts thereof
and the arches thereof were after the measure of the first gate; the length thereof was fifty cubits, and the
breadth five and twenty cubits. And the windows thereof, and the arches thereof, and the palm-trees
thereof, were after the measure of the gate that looketh toward the east; and it was ascended by seven
geps, and the arches thereof were before them” (verses 20-22).

Inthe remaining gates, the description is given in much the same way, showing that they ared| identicd.
Verse twenty-four through twenty- seven concern the outer gate to the south. Thenfollowsthedescription
of the inner gates to the south, east and north. The inner gates provide entry into the inner court which
immediately surroundsthetemple.

Thereis one difference between the inner and outer gate that must not be overlooked. Thereare seven



steps leading to the outer gates, but eight steps leading to the inner gates (verse 37).

Summary

Since we have gone through these detail s rather exhaugtively, it would be good to summarize the details
of the gate.

Let's take a quick tour of the eastern gate. The visitor gpproaches this gate from the east and first
traverses seven steps. High doors of about 26 feet with posts ontheright and left of the approximate same
height arefaced. After entering through thisopening, asmall courtyardisentered. Therearethreerooms
on theright Sde and threeroomson theleft Sde. Each of these rooms has adoor and two windowsfacing
toward the spectator. Between the rooms aretdl pillars or posts with windows facing to the outsde and
aso toward the inner part of the court. There are four of these pillars, and they are about 50 feet high.
Straight ahead isthe porch of the gate. It has an entry onto the pavement of the "outer court” to the right
and left, plus another entry straight ahead toward the main temple building. This porch towers some 120
feet.

The researchers have in genera rgjected any high porches or towers as has been amply mentioned
before. Now we understand that there are actually about 42 projections (7 in each gate) which might be
cdled towers. Then the greatest tower of dl, the porch of the temple.

In rgjecting these high towers, they have aso rgected a prophecy of the time to come when Chrigt will
rase up Zion for His Temple. Then the people of the world will come and count these towers.

"Walk about Zion, and go round about her; Count the towers thereof" (Psalms 48:13).

The porch of the house is said to have aface (Ezekiel 41:25). In other words, the front of theporchis
considered theface. The front of theindividua arches, and porches should aso be considered faces. A
face, of course, isusudly apart of ahead. A head isdso defined in the dictionary as"that part of anything
which formsor isregarded asforming thetop, summit, or upper end. . .a'projecting part.” Thereareseven
such heads to each gate. The pogts for the doors, the four "arches' and the one porch.

One of the Psamsrefersto this. Because of its poetica beauty this Psdm has become wel known and
has been set to music by severd different composars. Very few redly understand the significance and
meaning behind it. Itisnot just alot of unusua poetical abgtraction or poetry but redly means something.
Let uslook at this Psalm from the aspect of the gatesto God's Temple.

"Lift up your heads, O ye gates, And beyelifted up, ye everlagting doors; That the King of glory may come
in. 'WhoistheKing of glory? The Lord strong and mighty, The Lord mighty in battle." Lift up your heads,
Oyegdes, Yeq, lift them up, ye everlasting doors, That the King of glory may comein. 'Who thenisthe
King of glory? TheLord of hogts, Heisthe King of glory™ (Psdms 24:7 - 10).

The"heads' of the gatesto God'stemplewill belifted up. Thedoorsof the gateswill beset. CHRIST,



the King of glory will bein HIS TEMPLE in the millennium to come.



CHAPTER VII
THE COURTSOF THE LORD

The subject of the courts of the temple is probably the least understood of any part of God's House.
Most Bible students redlize that there are courts associated with God's House. They, however, do not
redize what they are for, how they are arranged, or how many important buildings and chambers they
contain.

It is because of this confusion that many have a completely erroneous idea of important aspects of the
temple.

Mot accountsin the Biblereferring to thetemple concern primarily the activitiesin the courts, and not in
the main temple building.

Even in the New Testament there is confusion of many people regarding activities of the temple. We
read many times in the gospels and in the book of Acts where Christ and the Apostles went up to the
temple to pray, or to meet with other peoplein rdigious worship. Just where did they go? They did not
pray inthemain temple building asthey wereforbidden to enter. Only Priests could enter that building. The
inner court was exclusvely for the Priests in carrying out their duties.

"In Herod's Temple, whichisnot systematically described in the Bible, there were four courts, those of the
Gentiles, the Women, the Men (Isragl) and the Priests, in ascending order of exclusveness” (The New
Bible Dictionary, Article Court, page 240)

When we understand the basic pattern of Ezekid'stemple, wewill have abetter understanding of what
transpired in the New Testament accounts concerning Christ and the Apostles at the temple.

What is the Lord's House?

To gart with we must clarify oneimportant point. Theterm"The Lord'sHouse" or "house of the L ord"
usudly INCLUDES the courts of the temple and the buildingsin the courts.

On one occasion we read that the apostles met in one of the courtsin a section known as " Solomon's
Porch." This account in Acts 5:12 has been confused by some people who thought this was the porch of
the actud temple building. The porch of the temple building is quite smdl. Solomon's porch, asit was
called, was along porch extending aong the whole eastern extremity of the temple area.

In Jeremiah, chapters 35 and 36 we read of certain events which took placein various chambers of the
"house of the Lord" (Jeremiah 35:2). In these particular chambers the priests ate and drank. From the
context itisplainthet therewere severa storiesof rooms (verse 4), so some have mistaken these chambers
to bethe sde chambersinthemain templebuilding. Thesdechambersarerdatively smal. But, therooms
mentioned herein Jeremiah, are apparently largerooms, or they could not hold so many peoplea onetime.



The confusion here has arisen largely because of the term "house of the Lord." Thisterm includesthe
courts and their buildings aswell.

Here is a scripture to prove this slatement. Keep in mind when reading it that the people are not
permitted into the main temple building. Only certain of the priests were permitted in the main temple
building to perform specific services during their periods of duty.

"Then the prophet Jeremiah said unto the prophet Hananiah in the presence of the priests, and in the
presence of al the people that stood in the house of the Lord" (Jeremiah 28:5).

Since the people were in the "house of the Lord," and yet the people were not permitted in the inner
court, or inthetemple building, it is obvious that this term includes the courts which surrounded the temple.
We should be better ableto understand many placesin the Bible where certain activitiestook placeinthese
courts.

Before we finish this chapter you will know where these particular chamberswerelocated, and whereit
was that the people went, when they went to the house of the Lord.

It has been mentioned earlier that Ezekid isthe only place in the Biblewherethe courtsare described in
deall. Wehavedready had the gates described in greet detail, however, their exact placement in the courts
may not be entirely clear yet.

The Courts are Foursquare

We are now ready to gart the Bible description of the courts, and the buildingsin them. In order that
you might better understand the overdl picture of these courtsit isnecessary for you to understand onefact
to start with. Thiswill later be proved in detail. The courts and temple areais 500 cubits square. It is
foursquare, 500 cubits on each side.

We have dready learned that there are gates on the east, south and north. These gatesare exactly inthe
middle of the 500 cubit wal, and each are 50 cubits square. A wal encirclesthis500 cubit area. Thewall
isonereed high and one reed (6 cubits) thick. Theaccount concerning thiswasgiven inthelast chapter and
the exact description is given in Ezekid 40:5.

The Thirty Chambers

After Ezekid described and measured the outer east gate (Ezek. 40:6-16) he gave important details
concerning what is called the outer court. Inthisdescription he mentioned that around the edge of thisouter
court therewas apavement 50 cubitswide. A pavement is defined as"asurface, ground covering or floor
made by paving." To be more specific he stated that this pavement was the same width as the gates and
were on eech Sde of the gates. There is no gate on the west, so from his account it should be clear that
thereis no pavement on that side of the outer court. Hereisthe Bible account of this pavement.



"Then brought he meinto the outer court, and, 10, there were chambers and a pavement, made for the court
round about; thirty chambers were upon the pavement. And the pavement was by the Side of the gates,
corresponding unto the length of the gates, even the lower pavement” (Ezekid 40:17-18).

Built upon this pavement are 30 chambers. The Bible does not say how large these chambers are, nor
does it say what they are used for. Later on we should have agood idea asto what their useis.

Just how large should these chambers be, and how many should there be along each wall?

To gart with, let us settle on how many there should be dong each wall. These chambers are on the
threewalls east, south and north, therefore theremust be 10 on each sde. Some authorities have conceived
of them as separate buildings, usudly quite smal, located around the court. The Bible describesthem as30
chambers, not 30 buildings, which seemsto imply a continuous building. If they areapart of acontinuous
building, then the dimengon islimited aong the outsde wal to adefinite measurement. Thereis onefactor
that will affect this measurement which will be taken up later.

What should the other dimension of these chambers, from the wall of the court inward be?

Inthe chapter on the gates, it was stated that there are exactly 10 cubits of the gatewhichisused for the
opening of the porch and the pogts. It may be necessary to refer to thefloor plan of the gatesto understand
exactly what ismeant here. Asprevioudy mentioned this 10 cubit space isused for thewakway around the
court to the 30 chambers. (See page 115.)

Later on we will come back to thiswakway in connection with the "galeries” For thetimebeinglet it
auffice to say that this 10 cubits (about 20 feet) continues on around the court on the three Sdes. Please
refer to the Buildingsand Courts Overdl Planfor clarification. The distancefrom the exterior of the outside
wall to thewakway ontheinsdeof the outer court isthen 40 cubits, so the 30 chambers depth must bethis
same dimension.

Four "Kitchens'

There is another important aspect of the outer court which we must consider next. This new point
concerns the four corners of the outer court.

"Then he brought meforthinto the outer court, and caused meto passby thefour cornersof the court; and,
behold, in every corner of the court there was a court. In the four corners of the court there were courts
enclosed, forty cubits long and thirty broad; these four in the corners were of one measure’ (Ezekid
46:21-22).

A court is an open space, without roof. These particular courts are 30 X 40 cubits. If you will refer to
thedrawing concerning the courts you will notice how they are placed, and how the 10 cubits of walkway is
extended aong the long side (40 cubit Sde) of the court, making an even square of 40 cubits for these
smdler courts and their entrances. These particular courts are further described in the next two verses.



"And there was a row of masonry round about in them, round about the four, and it was made with
bailing-places under the rowsround about. Then said heunto me: "These arethe boiling-places, wherethe
minigters of the house shal boil the sacrifices of the people™ (Ezekid 46:23-24).

The purpose of these courts is to provide a place to cook the sacrifices that the people bring. The
people did partake of part of the offerings that they presented. Here isthe place where they are cooked.
Sincethese cooking places are associated directly with the 30 chambersit now becomesrather obviousthat
the chambers are probably used as dining rooms for the people to eat the food prepared in these corner
courts. Later, wewill see where there are extensive other facilities for the prieststo edt.

The next important point regards the three inner gates and their exact placement.

"Then he measured the breadth from the forefront of the lower gate unto the forefront of the inner court
without, a hundred cubits, eastward as dso northward”" (Ezek. 40:19).

Sincetheinner gates are exactly 100 cubits from the outer gates, that meansthat the outer court would
be 100 cubitsacross. Insdeof thisone hundred cubit areaaretheinner gates, the other buildings, theinner
court, and themaintemplebuilding. Now wewill gradudly beginto place the various buildingsand parts of
this section together.

Two Large Three Story Buildings

There aretwo very large three story buildingswhich must now be described. One of these buildingsis
placed directly north of the main temple building, and the other directly south. If you will remember the
chapter concerning the main temple building, you may remember that on the north, south, and west side of
the temple were open spaces of exactly 20 cubits. This particular space which surrounds the temple is
cdled the "separate place.” These two buildings form aboundary on the north and south of this " separate
place.

Almost one whole chapter in Ezekid is given to the description of these two buildings. Therefore they
must beimportant. They arevery unusud buildings asyou will soon seefrom the description. Asusud, we
will find certain difficulties in redly underganding what God inspired Ezekid to write. In order to
understand this firgt section, just remember that the word "againgt” means "opposite” in modern English.
Thisfirg quotation tdls us exactly where the building islocated.

"Then he brought me forth into the outer court, the way toward the north; and he brought me into the
chamber that was over againgt the separate place, and which was over againg the building, toward the
north, even to the front of the length of ahundred cubits, with the door on the north, and the breedth of fifty
cubits, over againgt the twenty cubits which belonged to the inner court, and over againgt the pavement
which belonged to the outer court; with gdlery againgt gdlery in three sories’ (Ezek. 42:1-3).

Now let's andyze what was given in thistext. Ezekid was taken from where he was measuring in the
main temple building (chapter 41), out through the inner north gate to a pot in the north that was opposite



the separate place, which was a so opposite the northernmost buildings of the outer court (the north row of
the 30 chambers). This particular place was the side of the building which was 100 cubitslong. To make
doubly sure we understand, he mentioned that this particular side (verse 3) was opposte the 20 cubits
(separate place) whichis ated with theinner court. Itisaso opposte the pavement (onwhichthe 30

chamberswere placed). In other words he was standing in a spot between the separate place and the 30
chambers.

Now we have the exact location of thebuilding. Thereisoneadditiond point which hemakesby sating
that the building was "gdlery againgt gdlery in three stories™ Just what does this mean?

Where are the Gdlleries?

Firgt, we must understand what agdlery is. A gdlery is"acovered walk or promenade,” or "araised
platform or passageway aong the outside or ingde of the wal of a building." It is sometimes used asa
promenade on the ingde of a courtyard.

Since we have alittle idea of what agdlery is, we are brought back to the point in thistext which sates
that galery isagaingt gdlery. Or, in modern English, there are galleries opposite each other. Also notice
that the building has three ories.

"And before the chambers was awalk of ten cubits breadth inward, away of one cubit; and their doors
were toward the north” (verse 4).

The"walk" of 10 cubits described hereisthe"promenade’ of the "gdleries.” Thedoorsof the chambers
on the three floors are toward the north. Therefore, the promenades, walks, or galleries as they are
varioudy referred to must be on the north.

Thereisoneimportant point in thisversethat we will haveto come back to alittlelater, which concerns
the "way of one cubit." The next verse, darifies certain other important points about these gdleries or
promenades.

"Now the upper chambers were shorter; for the gdleriestook away from these, more than from the lower
and the middlemogt, in the building” (verse 5).

The two upper floors were narrower than the lower floor as each floor had the 10 cubit promenade or
gdlery cut back into the building. What is described here is something like sair steps. In verse 2 we
learned that the building was 50 cubitswide. But the second floor would only be 40 cibits wide and the
third floor would be 30 cubits wide, because of the 10 cubit wide gallery.

The next verse brings out a surprising point.

"For they wereinthree stories, and they had not pillarsasthe pillars of the courts; therefore room wastaken
away from the lowest and the middlemost, in comparison with the ground” (verse 6).



Here are the "Fillars’ of God's Temple

The amazing point here concerns the pillars. It means that these particular promenades, gdleries or
walks belonging to this building do not have pillars. Previoudy in verse 3, we reaed that the gdlleries were
opposite gdleries. That point has not been cleared up yet.

What gdleries could be opposite those of this building?

These galleriesface north, so the otherswould haveto face south. They must be 10 cubitswide, if the same
patternisused, and they must have pillarsto support theroof. Thepoint madeinverse6isthat thegdleries
of the building do not have pillars but those in the courts do. The only place for these gdlleriesin the courts
would be the ten cubit space around the outer courts which give access to the 30 chambers. Itisjust as
smpleasthat!

With thisin mind, we should focus our attention back to the outer court to add a point hereconcerning
this gdlery or promenade.

Do you remember in Chapter | whereit was mentioned that the saints of thiserawould be"pillars' inthe
temple of God. Thiswas taken from the satement of Revelation 3:12. These pillars are only afigure or
type of thesaints. Herethey are, clear around the outer court of God's temple.

How high are these pillars, how many of them are there, and how far apart should they be spaced?

The Bible does not tdll usdirectly, however, there are good clues. Thesdechambersof thetempleare
5 cubits high. Mogt of the chambers or rooms ought to be the same height of five cubits if the Biblicd
pattern is followed. That is about ten feet and should be adequate for the various individua chambers.
Using that height inside for the 30 chambers plus a cubit for the roof would make atotd of 6 cubits. This
aso follows the numerica pattern used so frequently in the temple of 5 and 6 cubits.

If the rooms werefive cubits high, then the roof overhang of 10 cubitsover thewa kway would surely be
thesame height of 5 cubits. On that basiswe should expect the pillars to be about the same distance apart,
that is, 5 cubits between centers.

"And thou shat make the court of the tabernacle: for the south side southward there shdl be hangingsfor
the court of find twined linen ahundred cubitslong for onesde. Andthepillarsthereof shall betwenty, and
their socketstwenty, of brass; the hooks of the pillarsand their fillets shall be of silver. And likewisefor the
north sde in length there shal be hangings a hundred cubits long, and the pillars thereof twenty, and their
sockets twenty, of brass; the hooks of the pillars and their fillets of silver. . .. The length of the court shall

be a hundred cubits, and the breedth fifty everywhere, and the height five cubits, of fine twined linen, and
their sockets of brass' (Exodus 27:9-11, 18).

From these scriptures we can see that the pillars of the court of the tabernacle in the wilderness were
spaced five cubits gpart and werefive cubitshigh. That isthe same conclusion aready mentioned from the



pattern used in the temple,

Now back to the subject of the building to the north of the temple building. We Ieft the subject to
explain about the pillarsinthe courts. If you will remember, therewere no such pillarsinthe gdleriesof this
large building. Without pillarsfor support, it is obvious that these galleries or promenades are uncovered
having no roof. They look something like stairsteps as previoudy mentioned.

What isa"Way"

With this in mind, we must go back now and answer another question that was left unanswered
regarding verse4. Do you remember that therewasawalk of 10 cubitsand away of 1 cubit? Just what is
this"way." Mogt of the commentators and scholars are completely at alossto explain this. They assume
that thisis an incorrect trandation, that there has been a corruption of thetext. They assumethat it redly
means 100 cubitsinstead of 1.

One source daresto differ on thisone point with the other scholars. Havernick and Klieforth state about
thisword "way" asfollows. "'A way of one cubit' in the sense of the approaches (entrancesinto the rooms)
wereacubit broad." Thisconclusionisscorned by other authoritieswho satethat it is"impossible’ and just
"correct” the text to read 100 cubits.

Thislast source redlly has the nearest to the correct answer. The word used hereis not easly defined
from the Hebrew, at least from an architecturd point of view. From apractical point of view it soon
becomes obvious what is meant. The gdleries are open to the weather. In order to protect the entrance
and doorway to each door, they are merely recessed into the wall one cubit (two feet). Itisassmpleas
that. Thereisno need to change or "correct” the text.

Now that you have the description and understanding of these two large buildings and their use it
becomes plain which chambers were mentioned in Jeremiah 35 and 36. The Hebrew word for the
"chambers' of Jeremiah and those of this building in Ezekid is "lishkah." 1t should be plain now that
chambers smilar to these are what Jeremiah had reference to (Jer. 35:2) and not the sde chambers of the
templewhich are"tsdld’ in the Hebrew.

It wasto smilar chambersin ancient times that the musicians went (I Chronicles 9:33), where the gold
was weighed (Ezra 8:29), and where the tithes were taken (Neh. 10:37-39; 13:4-9).

Another Eagt Wl
Ezekid next gives atention to details about awall to the east of this building.

"Andthewall that waswithout by the sde of the chambers, toward the outer court in front of the chambers,
the length thereof wasfifty cubits’ (Ezek. 42:7).

This particular wal is nowhere mentioned in scripture beside this particular place. Just whereisthis50



cubit wall located? It istoward the outer court, o thefirst concluson might bethat it isan east-westwadl in
front of the 100 cubit Sde. That is completely unreasoreble and does not fit into the overdl pattern of this
part of the court.

Which court isthistoward? In the preceding verse (verse 6) did you notice that the pillars werein the
courts? Thereare actually three sectionsto the great outer court, and in one sensethey arethreecourts. In
this particular place (verse 6) the main outer court, or the eastern part of the outer court is meant. This
particular wall islocated just east of the building and runs north and south, separating the entrancesto this
building from theinner court. It is50 cubitslong, the same length asthe eastern wall of the building. Please
refer to the Buildings and Courts Overdl plan for placement.

Thiswal ought to be at least 10 cubits to the east of the building, following the paitern of the gdleries.
The next verse again verifies the fact that this Sde of the building isthe 50 cubit sde.

"For thelength of the chambersthat were toward the outer court wasfifty cubits, and, lo, beforethetemple
were a hundred cubits' (verse 8).

Animportant point to notein thislast verse concernsthe 100 cubits before (opposite, or in front of) the
temple. Thisplainly shows us the exact east-west location of the building. 1t isdirectly opposite the main
temple building. Since both are 100 cubits long, they are both in exactly the same location from east to
west.

"And from under these chambers was the entry on the east Sde, as one goeth into them from the outer
court” (verse 9).

The Entries

Another problem isnow presented. Just what entries are meant here? We have aready read that al of
the doors were on the north (verse 2, 4). Now entries are described on the east, and they are under the
chambers. The doorsto the individua chambers open onto the galleries for each story. The second and
third story would have no accessto the ground floor. Therefore, this particular scripture tells how entry is
made to the second and third floor. It isthrough entries on the eastern end of the building, through exits
which are under these particular chambers. Thereisan interior stairway which connectsto the second and
third story and the entry to them is located at the east end of the building. Their entry is from the outer
court, not the inner cout.

The next points mentioned by Ezekie are a firg confusing.

"In the breadth of the wall of the court toward the east, before the separate place, and before the building,
there were chambers' (verse 10).

This dmogt reads as though there ae another set of chambers or another building in the same place.



Thisdoes not refer to other chambersin the same place, since the following verses plainly show that thisis
referring to an identica building to the south of the main temple building. It facesto the south, toward the
southern outer court and is marked with a"D" in the overdl plan.

"With away before them; like the appearance of the chambers which were toward the north, aslong as
they, and as broad as they, with dl their goings out, and according to their fashions, and as their doors’
(verse 11).

Oneadditiond point ismentioned in the following verse that was not mentioned regarding the building on
the north.

"30 were also the doors of the chambers that were toward the south, there was a door in the head of the
way, eventheway directly beforethewal, toward theway from the eadt, as one entereth into them” (verse
12).

From thistext it is plain that there is also an entry or doorway in this 50 cubit wall toward the east. It
gives access to the entry of the inner gate.

The Two Dining Hdls

Just what are these large buildings used for? Surprising as it may seem they are dining hdls for the
priests.

"Then said heuntome: "The north chambers and the south chambers, which are before the separate place,
they are the holy chambers, where the priests that are near unto the Lord shdl et the most holy things.™

Do you redize how largethese buildings are and how much floor space there areinthem? Thefirgt floor
of each one has 5,000 square cubits, the second 4,000 cubitsand the third has 3,000 square cubits. Inadl a
total of 12,000 square cubits. That is equivalent to about 24,000 square feet of floor space for both
buildings. The equivaent of about 25 smdl five room houses

If these are the dining hdls, just where are the kitchens to prepare so much food? The answer to this
question is found in a different chapter.

"Then he brought me through the entry, which was at the sde of the gate, into the holy chambersfor the
priests, which looked toward the north; and, behold, there was a place on the hinder part westward. And
he sad unto me Thisisthe place where the priests shdl bail the guilt-offering and thesin- offering, where
they shdl bake the medl- offering; that they bring them not forth into the outer court, to sanctify the people™
(Ezek. 46:19-20).

Thisbuilding was at the rear of the building on the north. 1tisnot a"court” like we had described for the
kitchensin the four corners of the outer court. Different words are used, so thisis obvioudy an enclosed
building.



Theword trandated "place" hereisthe same used in the King Jamestrandation in chapter 41.9. It refers
definitdy to a building or structureas a Lexicon will show.

Ancther Building on the West
The next building that we must congider is an even larger one located immediately to the west of the
temple building. It isdescribed only briefly.

"And the building that was before the separate place at the Side toward the west was seventy cubits broad;
and the wall of the building was five cubits thick round about, and the length thereof ninety cubits’ (Ezek.
41:12).

This particular building is further described in the following text:

"And he measured the length of the building before the separate place which was at the back thereof, and
the galeries thereof on the one side and on the other side, a hundred cubits’ (verse 15).

Here is another building with "gdleries™ In this case there are "gdleries. . .on the one sde and on the
other sde." Thegdleriesaresaidto be 100 cubitslong, therefore they must be on the east and west Sde of
the building, extending north and south.

Thereis one important factor missing regarding thisparticular building--theentrances! Hereistheonly
place where this particular building is mentioned, and yet no doors are described.

Where could these doors be? They could not be on the west, Since it is enclosed by thewall. They

could not be on the north or south, sincethat isa part of the outer court and the kitchenstake up this place.
The only dternative is to conclude that they are on the east. Following the pattern of the other buildings
with galleries there are doors to the second and third floor opening on to the gdleries. Since there are
gdleries on both sdes of the second and third floor, then their doors open on the east and west. This
impliesthat there are double sets of rooms, east and west, in this particular building. All thefirst floor exits
must be on the east, giving entry to the "separate place," and from thereto the inner court. Thisbuildingis
amost twice aslarge as the other two buildings that were previoudy described.

The Inner Court
Our next subject concernsthe "inner court.” It is briefly mentioned in thisfollowing text.

"And he measured the court, a hundred cubits long, and a hundred cubits broad, foursquare; and the dtar
was before the house" (Ezek. 40:47).

This 100 cubit square isimmediately in front of the temple building and istheinner court. Sinceitisa
Separate court, and gates give entry to it, there must be awall to separateit from the outer court, where no
buildings exigt to cause aseparation. Such awall should be onthe pattern of theexterior wall. Thereisno



other pattern to go by.

Another important point has been skipped in describing this building to the west. This point is brought
out in the following excerpt:

"And he measured. . .the separate place, and the building, with the walls thereof, a hundred cubits long"
(verse 13).

Thisgivesusthefina measurement for the wholetemple enclosures and courtsfrom east towest. 1t was
mentioned at the beginning of this chapter that the wall enclosed an areaof 500 cubits square. Now let us
add up the various dimensons. Going from east to west.

Outer gate 50 cubits
Outer court 100 "
Inner gate 50 "
Inner court 100 "
Temple 100 "
Separate place and

building 100 "
Totd 500 cubits

Here is the summary from north to south.

Outer gate 50 cubits
Outer court 100 "
Inner gate 50 "
Inner court 100 "
Inner gate 50 "
Outer court 100 "
Outer gate 50 "
Totd 500 cubits

Two More Buildings

There are only two more buildings in the courts which nust be mentioned. Here again is where the
Biblical scholarserr. Animportant point about one of these chambersis unreasonableto them. TheBibleis
incorrect on this particular point, according to their reasoning.

"And without the inner gate were chambersfor the guard in theinner court, which was at the Sde of the



north gate, and their prospect was toward the south; one at the side of the east gate having the prospect
toward the north" (Ezek. 40:44).

The point that is usudly regected by these scholars concerns the building which is beside the inner east
gate, but which hasits prospect (face or front part) toward the north. In order to have symmetry dl of the
authorities have placed this one chamber by the south gate instead of the east gate. Most modern
trand ations state south gate instead of et gate. Thisisincorrect, Sncethetext isplain and specific in this
place. God has been able to preserve what is right, therefore we do not agree with the conclusion of the
men who have had to "correct” or "emend" the text.

Just exactly where are these buildings placed. From the description given, we arelimited to avery small
area. Theone building which facestoward the south cannot be located on the west of theinner north gate
Thereason will be given soon. It can only be onthe east. Sinceit facesthe inner court, it hasits entrance
toward the inner court. If you will refer to the drawings you will seethe only possble way that they will fit
into the plan, and till comply with the scripturd description.

These two chambers are for the use of the priests as Ezekid 40:45-46 explain.

There is an additional chamber or room gSituated by the inner north gate which is described in the
following text.

"And a chamber with the entry thereof was by the podts at the gates; there was the burnt-offering to be
washed" (Ezek. 40:38).

In order to fit thisroom into the pattern aready established it must fit to the west of theinner gate, in the
gpace |eft, which is 10 by 40 cubits.

That completes the important points regarding the courts.
Were Solomon's Courts Like Ezekid's?

The question may arise regarding the courts of Solomon'stemplein comparison with those described by
Ezekie. Were the courts of Solomon's temple exactly the same?

Very littleis sad in the description of Solomon's temple regarding the courts except for the following
guotations.

"Furthermore he made the court of the priests, and the great court, and doorsfor the court, and overlaid the
doors of them with brass’ (11 Chron. 4:9).

His own court was paved in asimilar fashion to that of the inner court of the temple.

"And thegrest court round about had three rows of hewn stone, and arow of cedar beams, like astheinner



court of the house of the Lord, and the court of the porch of the house" (1 Kings 7:12).

No dimensions are given so we cannot be sure that it was 500 cubits square. There weretwo separate
and distinct courtsas 11 Chronicles 33:5 states, and other textssuggest. Theinner court wasfor the priests
and the outer for the people.

Probably the courts were not square and of the same Sze as described by Ezekid. If they were this
large then they could nat fit in the area which is raised like a platform on Mt. Moriah. Even though they
were probably not the same shape, with the same buildings, they obvioudy were smilar in many ways.
The Altar and Other Items

Thiswork concerns primarily the physica aspects of the templeand not the use or service of thetemple.

Therefore, nothing has been said about the dtar which islocated in the center of the inner court. Briefly

summarized, itis11 cubitshigh and 18 cubits square a the base. In addition there are tepsleading toit on
theeast. Sinceitisquite large (22 feet high) it will gppear very prominently in any complete drawing.

Nothing has been said about the many utensils that Solomon had made, nor of the brazen sea The
brazen seais not mentioned in connection with Ezekid's temple.

Nothing has been said about the cherubim, except to Sate that they are engraved upon thewalls. The
Bible describes them in quite some detall, especialy in Ezekid Chapters 1 and 10.

Even after understanding the many physical aspectsof God'stemple, itisalmost impossiblefor ustofully
understand the magnificence of these courts and thetemple. We have not been ableto fully redizethejoy
and pleasureit will beto bein these very courtsof God. David had abetter visonof thetimeto comethan
we sometimes do. He wrote of thistime of joy in the following Psalm.

"How lovely are Thy tabernacles, O Lord of hosts My soul yearneth, yea, even pineth for the courts of the
Lord; My heart and my flesh sing for joy unto theliving God. Y eg, the sparrow hath found ahouse, and the
swalow anest for hersdf, Where she may lay her young; Thinedtars, O Lord of hosts, My King, and my
God. Happy arethey that dwell in Thy house, They are ever praising Thee' (Psalms 84:2-5).

God speed the day when we too may live, with Christ and David in these very courts.
"Enter into Hisgateswith thanksgiving, And into His courtswith praise; Givethanksunto Him, and blessHis

name. For theLordisgood; Hismercy endureth for ever; And Hisfaithfulnessunto dl generations (Psalms
100:4-5).



CHAPTER VIII
WILL THETEMPLE BE BUILT ONMT. MORIAH?

Where will this new temple be built? Will it be built on the same site as the older temples of Solomon,
Zerubbabel and Herod?

The Bible done has the answer. Thereis no other inspired prophecy available.
Wheat is the Correct Name?

Thefirg thing we must establishiswhat isthe correct name of the place whereit isto bebuilt. Then, the
only remaining problem istolearn for sure where that place is located.

Many placesin the scripturesrefer to ZION asthe place of God's future habitation. It isfrom Zion that
Chrigt will rule the world during the millennium. Let us notice afew of these many places.

"Yet have | st my king upon my holy hill of Zion" (Ps. 2:6).
"Sing praises to the LORD, which dwelleth in Zion: declare among the people hisdoings' (Ps. 9:11).
Some people have gpplied these and similar scriptures to something aready past. Buit that is not so!

These stripturesrefer to the time when Chrigt, the King over the whole earth, and David under him will
rule from Mt. Zion!

The whole 48th Psalm has reference to that future time when Chrigt will rulefrom Zion. Hereisjust a
part of that Psam.

"Grest isthe Lord and greatly to be praised in the city of our God, inthe mountain of hisholiness. Beautiful
for dtuation the joy of the whole earth is mount Zion, on the Sdes of the north isthe city of the greet King"
(Ps. 48:1-2).

Thisisnot referring to the kingdom of David in ancient times. It isaprophecy of God'sthrone during the
millennium.

"In Sdem ds0 is his tabernacle, and his dwelling place in Zion" (Ps. 76:2).

Sdem was the place where Mée chizedek ruled in ancient times. Heis actualy the Jesus Christ of the
New Testament, and Salem was the place where he was King. It later was apart of Jerusdlem and isthe
same part of Jerusdlem where he will rule again.

"For the LORD hath chosen Zion; he hath desired it for hishabitation. Thisismy rest forever: herewill |



dwdl; for | have desred it" (Ps. 132:13, 14).

There are many many more scriptures Smilar to this. The law will go forth from Zion (Isaiah 2.3 and
Micah 4:2), the Lord dwellsin Mt. Zion (Isaiah 8:18, and 18:7), and reignsin Zion (Micah 4:7). Heistobe
there with the one hundred forty four thousand (Rev. 14:1) immediately after his coming.

Thesetexts cannot refer to Old Testament timeswhen Chrigt dso ruled from Histemple. They canonly
refer propheticaly to the coming time when Chrigt the Lord will rule from Mt. Zion.

Solomon did not Build the Temple on Zion!

Where was Solomon's temple built? Wasit built on Mt. Zion? The answer from the Bible, though
surprisng when you seeit, is NO!

"Then Solomon began to build the house of the Lord at Jerusalem in mount MORIAH" (11 Chron. 3:1).

Nowhere in the Bible does it say that Solomon built his temple on Mount Zion. This same scripture
makes that plain. Mt. Moriah was the threshing floor of Ornan the Jebusite that David bought (I Chron.
21). It was ds0o at this place where Abraham went to sacrifice his son Isaac (Gen. 22:2).

Mount Moriah is acknowledged by al students of the Bible to be the easternmost hill of Jerusdem,
where the present Modem "Dome of the Rock” is located. It is on this dte that dl ancient
temples-- Solomon's, Zerubbabel'sand Herod's-- have been built. Josephusremarksthat the second temple
was built in the same place as the first one and of course it was till ganding when Herod built his.

Which Way isUp?

CanthisMt. Moriah bethe same as Mt. Zion? The answer should be plain from the following scripture.
"Then Solomon assembled the elders of Isragl, and al the heads of the tribes, the princes of the fathers
houses of the children of Isragl, unto king Solomon in Jerusalem, to bring up the ark of the covenant of the
Lord out of the city of David, whichis Zion" (I Kings 8:1).

The Bible here Sates that the Ark of the Lord was brought from Zion to the new temple. Aswe have
dready seen, thetemplewasbuilt on Mt. Moriah. Theark wasmoved from Zionto Moriah. Certainly this

plain clear scripture should prove forever that Zion and Moriah are two different places

This scripture also shows that the city of David isZion. Zion isa PART OF Jerusalem; Zion does not
mean dl Jerusdem. The two words are different and not synonymous.

Thereisanother important point to noticein the preceding text. Noticethat theark wasbrought "up.” It
was not brought down, across or over.



Thereisacompanion place to this scripturein Il Chronicles 5:2-5. Theaccount in Chroniclesusesthe
expresson that it was brought "up” four different times.

We generdly refer to taking something up in two ways, ether up in the sense of height, or to the north.
Inthisparticular place, it will become evident aswe proceed further that the ark was brought not only upin
dtitude, but dso up north.

Mount Moriah was formerly the threshing floor of Ornan the Jebusite. David snned againgt God by
numbering Israel. And as a result there was a plague from God. The prophet Gad went to David and
ingructed him to buy the threshing floor of Ornan and raise up andtar ontheste. Theaccountisfoundin
Il Samud 24 and in | Chronicles 21.

The Biblical account tells how David went from his homein Zion, to the threshing floor.
"And Gad came that day to David, and said unto him: 'Go up, rear an dtar unto the Lord in the
threshing-floor of Araunah the Jebusite And David went up according to the saying of Gad, asthe Lord
commanded” (Il Sam. 24:18-19).

This account shows how David aso went up to Mt. Moriah.

Modern Zion?

At the present time some people consider the southwest hill of Jerusdlemto be Mt. Zion. Itissolabeed
on some maps. Itis part of the old city of Jerusalem.

This particular mountain is some one hundred feet higher than Moriah. Certainly it could not be said that
thiswasthe City of David. It would have been said that the ark was brought "down™ instead of "up,” from
this mountain to Moriah. This cannot with any stretch of the imagination be the Mt. Zion of the Bible.

"Till afew yearsago it was the generd opinion that the southwest hill, the most massive and dominant of the
heights of Jerusdlem, was Zion, but thetrend of opinion isnow decidedly toward the whole or southern part
of the Temple hill" (Peloubet's Bible Dictionary, F. N. Peloubet, D.D., article Jerusalem).
Just whereis Zion then? It isobvioudy not the southwest hill. We have seen that it cannot be Moriah.
The previous quotation offers a suggestion, that Zion is either "the whole or southern part of the Temple
hill." The temple hill of courseisMoriah. Sinceit cannot be Moriah, it might be the southern part of the
sameridge or hill, which is often called Ophd.

"The southern part (of Moriah) was caled Ophd. Most scholars now regard this or the whole Temple hill
asthe famous hill of Zion, David's city, his origind fortress which he captured from the Jebusites” (1bid).

The southern part of thishill isquite abit lower than Moriah. Certainly it would have been proper to say



that the ark was taken up to Moriah, if thisisthe place.

But now for further Bible proof on thislocation of Zion. What is Zion supposed to be likein thisend
time, beforeit ismadethe capita of thewholeworld? Keepin mind that these propheciesare oftendud in
meaning. We are concerned with the physical aspects of the propheciesconcerning Mt. Zion. Weare not
now concerned with the spiritud type of Zion, God's people, who are dso referred to as Zion (Isaiah
51:16).

Prophecies Concerning Zion
The world is not concerned about Zion today as this scripture states.
"Thisis Zion whom no man seeketh after” (Jer. 30:17, King James trandation).

Some people look to a hill in the southwest section of the old city cdled Zion. Somelook to the Site of
theold temple, now occupied by thethe Dome of the Rock. The Maodems, the Chrigtians, the Jewslook to
the place of the dome of the rock asbeing desirable. It ssemsno oneisinterested in seeking after thered
Zion.

"Therefore shdl Zion for your sake be plowed asafidd" (Micah 3:12).
Whereisthe only place within the area.of ancient Jerusalem which would fit this prophecy? Only Zion.
The southeast hill has been of little concern over the centuries. Even into this century it has been so.

"It (Jerusalem) has grown cons derably on the northwest and left the southeastern portionin the hands of the
farmer and market gardener. 'Thus saith the Lord of hosts: Zion shdl be plowed as afidd.' Jeremiah
XXVI, 18" (Fictorid Paestine-Ancient and Modern, C. Lang Nell, page 22).

There areafew thingswe should know about Zion. It wasknown asthe City of David, and before that
it was the Jebusite stronghold. Before that it was called Sdem during the time of Me chizedek's earthly
priesthood.

In ancienttimesthe only source of water in the areawas Gihon. Gihon hasin modern times been named
the"Fountain of theVirgin." The ste now in question, sometimes called Ophd, in its northernmost areg, is
immediately adjacent to the goring. The springisimmediatdy overlooked on thewest by thishill. Inancient
timesit was necessary to have asource of water closeto any stronghold, so that in thetime of attack water
would be available. Such a stronghold would naturally be close to such a source.

In this particular case, the Jebusites made a "gutter” or entry down to the spring. It was through this
gutter that Joab first entered into the city to openit to attack so that David could takethecity (11 Sam. 5:8).

Zion isthe Extreme Southeastern Hill



This lower extremity to the south is now generaly accepted as being the location of the old Jebusite
sronghold. David madethis stronghold his city, adding to and strengthening it. Certainly this can be none
other than the Bible Zion.

"If thewordsof | Kings8:1, 4 (Cf, 11 Sam. 24:18-19) areto betakenliteraly it must have been to the south
of the Holy Place of the Jews. In thisdirection, on asite so Stuated asto command the spring, it has been
placed by Birch. . .Stade. . .Robertson Smith. . .(EncyclopediaBritannica) Sayce. . .Von Alten, Klaiber. .
.G. A. Smith. . .and the mgority of recent authorities' (Hastings Bible Dictionary, Article, Zion).

Since we take the Bible to be literd, we also must come to this same concluson Here is further
evidence supporting this same conclusion.

"Zion (which is synonymous with the Ophel) is properly the southern part of the eastern hill on the top of
which was built the temple, so that the name came to be given to the whole hill" (Encyclopedia Britannica,
Eleventh edition, Article, Zion).

This same source in afootnote to the same article states as follows:

"Chrigtians of the 4th century removed the name to the SW. hill, and this tradition has perasted until
modern times, when archaeol ogica and topographica evidence hasre-identified SonwiththeE. hill" (Ibid).

Another source states as follows:

"For a very long time people were mistaken about the exact Stuation of the old Jebuste city. .

Enlightenment came only with the excavation of the southeastern hill, much lower than the one to the
southwest, and outside the present city walls. Thisreveded that the origina Zion must have sood on the
southeagtern hill. . .Although the spur (severd timesreferred to in the Bible as Ophel, meaning 'swdlling' or
'hump’) on which the city of David stood islower than the surrounding mountains, a strong town could be
built there, thanks to the deep valeys on ether Sde and the oring which rises at its foot; but its weskest
point, the northern Sde, had to have very strong defenses. Thismay have been the Site of the sector of the
defensescadled the Millo inthe Bible. The Jebusites had sunk an dmogt verticd shaft into the limestone hill
within their ramparts, so that in the event of asiegethey could Hill obtain water from the spring, the normal
gpproach to which wasthen walled up. The account of the capture of thetown. . .seemsto imply that Joab
crept up the shaft and took the Jebusites completely by surprise. At thebeginning of the century, an English
climber demongtrated on the spot that thisunusud style of mountaineering must have caled for extraordinary
agility" (Atlas of the Bible, L. H. Grollenberg, pages 68 and 70).

Because of the much lower eevation compared to the hillsaround it, some may say that thismust not be
theright place. But Mt. Zion issometimesreferred to asahill and not asamountain. Itisanarrow spur of
raised ground when seen onamap or inaphotograph. Inaspiritud typethissameideaismentioned by the
prophet Isaiah (chapter 49). Herefersto Zioninverse 14. Later on, ill in reference to Zion the prophet
says that the place istoo "narrow," verse 20.

Thissmdl spur of land might well be consdered avery unlikely placefor God to set Histemple, because



of itslow reation to other nearby hills. The scripturestd| usthat one of the punishmentson the city isthat it
will be low (Isaiah 32:19). But it will not dways be that way.

Zion To Be Rasd

There is some evidence in Josephus that part of the hill of Zion was a one time cut down to a lower
eevation. If men madeit lower, God will someday raiseit up. It will be exdted abovethe hills (Isaiah 2:2
and Micah 4:2). 1t will be established as the top of the mountains (Micah 4:1). Christ will build up Zion
(PsAms 102:16). Sinceit will be exdted, it must be low now.

We read that mountains are going to be made low and valleys exdted at the reveding of Christ. Hewill
exdt Zion and it will become an high mountain (Isaiah 40:9).

David never had histabernaclein Mt. Moriah. He had it in hisown city, which was Zion. It hassnce
been completely ruined. Since David lived in Zion hereis another reference to show how it will be raised

up.

"Inthat day will | raise up The tabernacle of David that isfalen, And close up the breaches thereof, And |
will rase up hisruins, And | will build it asin the days of old" (Amos 9:11).

Isit possiblethat the place called Zion by God hes changed to mean adifferent placetoday. Or, isit the
same Zion as David and the Bible refer to. David answers the question for us. Zion could never be
changed or moved to another place.

"They that trugt in the Lord are as mount Zion, which cannot be moved, but abideth forever" (Psdms
125:1).

Chrigt will again rulefrom that same Zion. Just asHedid whileinthe office of Me chizedek from Sdem,
whichwasZion. Just asHedid asthe Lord of the Old Testament during the days of David, when theark of
the covenant was there.

God has shown by Hisword where Zionis. Hewill raiseit up inthetime He has set. Then the beauty
and glory of Zion shdl be the joy of the whole world.



CHAPTER IX

TABERNACLE AND TEMPLE CONTRASTED

We have seen described in great detail the temple that Solomon built and the one commonly caled
"Ezekid's' temple. The scriptures show that "Ezekid's' templeisto bein use during the millennium.

But what are the other temples like where God has lived among man? What wasthe tabernaclein the
wildernesslike? What was"Zerubbabd's' temple like?

Herod dso built atemple, which wasin existence during the time of Christ. What wasthistemple like?
Was it the same as Zerubbabdl's, or was it the same as Solomon's?

These are questions that should be clarified now. In thischapter the other templeswhere God had aso
dwet in millennia past will be discussed.

It would require severa more chapters to thoroughly study these other emples. Since the primary
purpose of thiswork isto describe God's temple in prophecy, only asummarization of certain main points
about these other temples will be given.

Tabernacle in the Wilderness

Let's start firgt with the tabernacle in the wilderness. Some scholars believe there was no such
tabernacle. In chapter four such an "authority” was quoted. The Eternal God has inspired HisWord and
has been able to preserve it for us today. Therefore, we believe literdly the account found in Exodus
concerning the condruction of this remarkable tent in the wilderness during the time of Moses.

In the 26th and 27th chapters of Exodus God ingtructed Moses in dl the details of building this tent.
Chapters 36 through 38 describe its congtruction. Here again God was the Architect, and not man.

"And thou shdt rear up the tabernacle according to the fashion thereof which hath been shown theein the
mount” (Exodus 26:30).

This tabernacle had a board framework (covered with gold) around the south, west and north sides.
This framework was covered with ten curtains of linen fastened together. Over this was another series of
curtains of skins fastened together.

There weretwo hanging curtainsto separate the two rooms. Thefirst one, which made up the east wall
was caled a"screen,” and the second which separated the holy of holieswas cdlled avell."

It was previousy mentioned that the temple of Solomon was patterned after the tabernacle in the
wilderness. The tabernacle was not the same dimension asthe temple, but was exactly haf thesze. The
Holy of Holies, or aswe have cdled it the debir was a cube of exactly ten cubits. The Holy Place, or heka



was ten by twenty cubits.

These measurements were undoubtedly insde measurements, just as the basic measurements of the
temple were insgde measurements.

No Porch in the Tabernacle

One mgor difference between the tabernacle and the temple was that there was no porch to this
tabernacle in the wilderness.  Surrounding this tabernacle or tent, was awal of fine twined linen. This
particular wal enclosed an area of fifty by one hundred cubits.

Thistabernacle was entirely portable, and was moved by the specialy gppointed Levites each timethe
children of lsrael moved.

Since you have a copy of the Biblica account, but may not have a copy of Josephus here is his brief
summary of the court which surrounded the tabernacle. It is found in Antiquities of the Jews, Book 11,
Chapter XI.

"And when he had measured the open court, fifty cubitsbroad and ahundred cubitslong, he set up brazen
pillars, five cubits high, twenty on each of thelonger Sdes, and ten pillarsfor the breadth behind; every one
of thepillarsaso had aring. Their chapiterswere of slver, but their baseswere of brass. They resembled
the sharp end of spears and were of brass, fixed into the ground. Cords were aso put through the rings,
and weretied at thelr further ends to brass nails of a cubit long, which, at every pillar, were drivenintothe
floor, and would keep the tabernacle from being shaken by the violence of winds; but a curtain of fine soft
linen went round dl the pillars, and hung down in a flowing and loose manner from their chapiters and
enclosed the whole space, and seemsnot at dl unliketo awadl about it.”

Josephus went on to show that the fourth wall, which faced the east had an opening for the entry of the
priests.
Here are some of his comments concerning the tabernacle.

"Asto the tabernacle itself, Moses placed it in the middle of that court, with itsfront to the eadt, that, when
the sun arose, it might send itsfirgt rays upon it. Its length when it was set up was thirty cubits, and its
breadth was twelve cubits. The one of itswalls was on the south, and the other exposed to the north, and
on the back part of it remained the west. It was necessary that its height should be equd to its breadth.”

Josephus apparently gives the outside instead of insde dimensions regarding the breadth (12 cubits)
snce the Bible account shows that the breadth was ten cubits, not twelve cubits.

Josephus continued by describing the boards of wood which were used for the framework of the tent.
All of these pillars and their parts would fit together perfectly and could be easily taken apart for
trangportation. In order to help you understand the overdl plan of the tabernacle more clearly, there is
enclosed arough diagram of the floor plan of this tabernacle and the surrounding court on page 193.



Anyone wishing further details about this tabernacle can get agood summary by reading the chapters
dready quoted and by reading the article "Tabernacle" in Peloubet's Bible Dictionary.

Solomon's Temple

During the time of David, God was 4iill dwdlling in this tent, while the people dl dwdt in their own
private houses. David was concerned about this and asked Nathan the prophet if he could build atemple
building to replace the tabernacle. Nathan the prophet agreed; however, he was soon instructed by God
that David could not build thistempleto God. He had been abloody man dl hislife so God did not permit
David to build the temple. He did prepare for it, however, and supplied many of the materias needed for
the temple.

Solomon built the emple after David's degth, which lasted until the invason and captivity by
Nebuchadnezzar.

Nebuchadnezzar destroyed thistemple and carried off the gold, Silver, brassand many preciousthingsto
Babylon, about 585 B.C. It had stood since about 1000 B.C.

At theend of the captivity, God again stirred up the hearts of certain of His peopleto rebuild Histemple
in Jerusdem.

Zerubbabd's Temple

Under Zerubbabel, the governor, and Joshua, the priest, the work on the reconstruction of the temple
began. It was not completed immediately. There were many setbacks, but it was finaly completed after
about 21 yearsin 516-515 B.C..

Just what kind of atemple did Joshua, Zerubbabel and the people of Judah build?

The Bible only gives avery brief description of thistemple. Hereis the Bible account of King Cyrus
decree concerning the temple.

"In the firgt year of Cyrus the King, Cyrus the King made a decree  concerning the house of God in

Jerusalem, L et the house be builded, the place wherethey offer sacrifices, and | et the foundationsthereof be
strongly laid; the height thereof threescore cubits and the breadth thereof threescore cubits; with threerows
of great stones and arow of new timber and et the expenses be given out of theKing'shouse' (Ezra6:3,
4).

The Bible gtates that Solomon's temple was one hundred and twenty cubits high. At first glance
Zerubbabd's temple agppears to be much smaler. Mogt of the authorities agree that it was smdler than
Solomon's temple, because of these particular measurements.



Josephus (Antiquities, Book X, Chapter 1), givesexactly the same dimensonsasthe Bible. Wedsofind
that in the Apocrypha, | Esdras 6:25, the same dimensions are given. Since thistemple, dong with dl the
other temples have been completely destroyed, we cannot go back and measurethem now. The sources of
information concerning Zerubbabd'stemple are extremdy meagre asit mainly consstsof the Bible, Esdras,

and Josephus.

Since thiswas to be God's housg, it must have been somewhat smilar in Sze, shape, and dimensionto
the inspired plan of God which was given to Solomon by David.

The porch of Solomon's temple was origindly one hundred and twenty cubits high. Zerubbabe's was
only half that high. Thetabernacleinthewildernessdid not have any porch. Thetwo inner rooms, the heka
and the debir were of primary importance.

Hereisone possbility of what is meant by the brief statement and decree of Cyrus. The Holy of Holies
wasto betwenty cubitsin length, and the Holy Place wasto beforty cubits, or atotd of sixty cubits. Cyrus
could have referred to this specific dimension when he said that it was to be Sixty cubitsin length. If so, it
would be the same Sze as the same two rooms for Solomon's temple. The porch could then be counted
separady for the sixty cubit height. Cyrus certainly did not meanthat al of the building from front to back
was to be sixty cubits high, even though many commentators and authorities do believe that the whole
building was that high.

In summary then, even though there are very few details available, the temple of Zerubbabe was
patterned after the same generd pattern as Solomon's. Onemajor exception being that the porch wasonly
sixty cubits high instead of one hundred and twenty.

This temple was obvioudy lacking in many of the refinements, and details of Solomon's. The ark had
since disappeared and was no longer present.

Many of the older people who had seen Solomon'stemplewere greatly disgppointed in thisnew temple.

"But many of the priestsand Levites and heads of father's houses, the old men that had seen thefirst house
standing onitsfoundation, wept with aloud voice when this house was before their eyes, and many shouted
doud for joy; so that the people could not discern the noise of the shout of joy from the noise of the
weeping of the people; for the people shouted with aloud shout, and the noise was heard afar off" (Ezra
3:12-13).

Herod's Tenple
The next temple, commonly called Herod's temple, was the one existing during the time of Chrigt.
In the eighteenth year of Herod's reign, Herod made it known that he wanted to rebuild the temple. It

was his desire to make it larger, to bring it to better perfection, and to beamemoarid of himsdf. He knew
that the Jews might not agree with such a project, and he could not accomplish his god without their full



cooperation. He gathered the Jews together to inform them of his plans. He dated that Zerubbabe's
temple had not been built according to the same measure and plan as Solomon'stemple sinceit was Cyrus
and Darius who determined the "measures’ of the building. Herod aso said that since it was not on the
grand plan of Solomon's temple, that he himsdlf wished to rebuild the temple, making it amuch greater and
megnificent building.

After his gpeech, many of the devout Jews were frightened about his proposd. They thought he might
gart to rebuild the temple and not be able to finish it. Herod reassured them that he would not pull down
their templetill al preparationsand materid wereready for building it up entirdly again. Herod did makethe
proper preparations, and after he was entirely ready the work started. Josephusrecordsthat thelength of
thistemple was ahundred cubits, which wasthe same as Solomon's. He stated that the templewas built of
stones that were white and strong.

The temple was enclosed by very large cloisters and buildings around the courts. It was these other
buildingsthat took most of the 46 years mentioned in John 2:20. Josephus describes at some length these
cloigtersthat surround thetemple. Herod could enter into these various cloigters, but he could not enter into
the inner court or into the temple itself. Into these parts only the priests were able to enter. He was
forbidden, because he was not a priest.

The actud temple building was not built by Herod or hisworkmen but was built by priests, as Josephus
datesin the following quotation.

"But the temple itsdlf was built by the priestsin ayear and sx months' (Antiquities, Book XV, XI, VI).

Obvioudy, as many commentators sate, this was only a mgor renovation or remodeling and not a
complete rebuilding from the foundation up.

This temple that was built by the priests under Herod's direction had the same indde pattern as the
previoustemples. The hekad and the debir were the same dimensions. When it cameto the porch, Herod
departed from the pattern ladd down by God in the Old Testament, if available sources are correct. This
porch is stated by Josephusto be one hundred cubitsin height and breadth and only eleven cubitsin depth.

Since this porch was S0 broad, an aerid view of the temple would gopear somewhet likeaT. Thisis
described inthe Mishnaas " narrow behind and broad in front, resembling alion, asit says, Ah, Arid, Arid,
the city where David encamped. Just asalion isnarrow behind and broad in front™ (Chapter 1V, Mishna
VII).

The sde chambers were stated by the Mishnato consst of only thirty-eght innumber. Josephussays
therewereninety indl. Sincethishasaready been commented onin Chapter IV, no further detailsneed be
given here, except to Sate that this statement of the Mishnais entirely unreasonable and incorrect.

To further show the generd unrdiability in this description by the Mishna, it is stated "There were trap
doors in the upper chambers opening into the Holy of Holies by which the workmen were let down in
baskets 50 that they should not feed their gaze on the Holy of Holies' (MishnaV). The men who wrote and



compiled thesewritings apparently believed that God was not ableto take care of Hisown sanctuary. They
gpparently believed that it required the labor of physical humans to keep thisroom in order. The Bible
dates that only the High Priest entered this particular room and that only once each year (Heb. 9:7; Ex.
30:10). It would be sacrilege for workmen to enter such aholy place. God would havedan any workman
who came into His own sacred chamber.

Intime past, men have thought that God could not take care of those thingsthat were sacred and holy to
Him. On severd occasions men have thought it necessary to steady or to protect the ark of God from
fdling. Ineach case, the personinvolved wasimmediatdly killed for violating such asacred and holy thing (I
Sam. 7:19; 1l Sam. 6:7).

God is able to take care of His own Holy Chamber.

In order to give an overdl picture of Herod'stemple, avery smdl drawing of thetempleanditscourts, is
included. Thisparticular drawing isnot based on exhaudtive study and comparison of the various sources.
Rather, it has been selected as one which is most representative of the various works available.

Sincethisbook concernsonly the Temple of God in prophecy, wewill not pursue this subject further. It
isnot consdered to be of sufficient importance in connection with this present work to give more detalls.

Solomon's temple was built entirely according to the plan that God gave David. The temples of
Zerubbabd and Herod were not built with the same splendor, glory, and accuracy with which Solomon's
templewasbuilt. They were God'stemplesthough, asitwasGod'shouse. In spiteof their differencesthey
followed the basic plan for the heka and debir.

They do not measure up to the plan that God gave David, nor the one described by the prophet Ezekidl.
Even Solomon's temple may have been deficient in the matter of the courts. It isonly in the temple

described by Ezekie that God's complete plan concerning His temple comesto fruition. It isthis perfect
temple, for the world tomorrow, that we look forward to with great anticipation.



