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On Englands pleasant pastures seen’?

And did the Countenance Divine
Shine forth upon our clouded hills?
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Bring me my Bow of burning gold!
Bring me my Arrows of desire!

Bring me my Spear: O clouds unfold!
Bring me my Chariot of fire!
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Nor shall my Sword slecp in my hand,
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1. MERKABAH MysSTICISM
. most significant discoverics over the last
‘h:,;"bibl‘.c:l cholarship has been the rec0B
nce of merkabah myseicism for
“Testament and emerging. Ju-
beginningofche Common Era.In secens
Deparementin this univesicy has

yearsche ToloBY BAR o to that, and ie s 2
i c rc one, perhaps surprising
P s Dere Ml:rque}:(e Lecture.
B ey year of srudying Jewish mysticism has led
03 growing unease with all sorts ‘of abstractions,
& which mysticism must be one of the most ob-
Suseatng, William Blake the English prophet, poet
s ofien described as a mystic, in order 0
Separace his work from che mundane and the mate-
e Gach dualism is not only & poor encapsulation
o Blake’s houghe but perpetuates a view of mysti-
s which sces it as otherworldly and escapist. No
‘loube myseics down the cenvuries, whecher through
hei visions or their detachment, have encouraged 2
world-denyingatcitude, bu chis hardly represents the
“sraordinary mix we find becween the practical and

i e ‘s chis b

exemplified than in the case of Paul, who has interest
in divine mysteries but also evinces a rare ability in
word and deed to engage in the practical politics of
community organisation.
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 chae dramatic moment when the prophec
fescribes O Babylon, sictng by a river has a
5::::::5::;5.0.\ in which he sces God enthroned in
" vhac appears to be a charior,the Hebrew
" The tortuous description offered reflects
I aphees difficuley in puing no words cxcdly
e P . He saw creatues, yes, fame of fir and
s dome God cnthroned, ppeating in human
e ot surprisingy this text caugh the imagina-
o Pt interpretrs, and it is almost cerain that
o ion to explaining what went on for Eackicl
e intenpretee lso believed tha like Ezckic hey
e catch  gimpse of what Ezekil had scen. To
it the words of one ofchec mose distinguished
R epreccs of the hisory of the interpreation of
bis <hapeen David Halperin: *When the apocalyp-
e visionary ‘sces’ something .. we may assume chat
e s seing che . vision a he has persuaded himself
e enly i as(ehe prophec) would haveseen i, had
e becn inspired wholly and not in parc2
It is probable thac meditation on passages like
Eackiel T st a i i in cxile and the afiermath of a
previous destruction of the Temple, would have been
parcicularly apposice, asthe rabbis sought to come to
Serms with che devastaion of 70 CE. OF course, if
the practcal methods were among the mose closcly
guarded sceres of the tradicion, and if some influ-
encial rabbis were hostile to them, we should expect

describes

2 D. Halperin, Faces of the Charior: early Jewish responses
1o Esekicl vison (Tibingen: J.C.B. Mohr, 1998), 71.
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ugh this could not be eradicated

5 on to describe

“This became the basis
he body of God in
i i ich may have’ both had their
sicalJudismwhED S Chiscianiey 3t
cible, bodily, appearance of
init words used in both John 1:18
15. So, despite the prohibition of images
d assertion that humans could not
s like Ezckicl and its com™

and Col 12
and the repeares
+ce God and live, passag

panion visionary £ext Isaiah 6 indicate that not onz
P ed visible in human form bt thac humans di
imanage o se€ the divine and live. W:lho.u: wz'rmng
o of the relacionship be-
inscen god in human
evand the prohibition of images, %0 points necd
o made. Firsly, in Genesis 1:267 the Hebrew
which is used for “let us create man in our image” is3
word which concerns physical representation (asina
‘“racue) and nor some vague likeness which might be
relaced o moral or ethical qualities. Secondly, within
che carliest serands of the Hebrew Bible there are ref-
e e ahe malak YHIWH, the angel of he Lord:
which appeas in human form, sometimes indistin-
guishable from humans (Genesis 16). at other times
more apparently ‘ocherworldly” (Judges 13). These
biblical examples provide us wich parallls to he
picture in which  heavenly being possibly (Judges
13:3) acts as God's representative in such a way that
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2. WiLLIAM BLAKE (1757-1827)
William Blake was a visionary who communed with
| even his dead brother regularly. Memo-
ablyin a lacer work he outines his peculiar vision-
ary experience in words which are central to Blake’s
imaginative and allegorical style:

angels a

Whatievillbe Questiond When the Suniscsdo
‘“cc a round Disk of fire somewhat like 2
Guinea O o no L sce an Innumerable company
of the Heavenly host crying Holy Holy Holy is
“he Lord God Almighey I question not my Cor-
orea or Vegetiv Eye any more chan I would
Question a Window concerning a Sight I fook
throit & not with it

(Caralogue 1810, on “The Last Judgement)

i ich wh tobethereasif
thas no other dimensions to its meaning. One looks
through it or around it to appreciate another dimen-
sion of existence. This is the same as. the ancient Jew-
ish mystics (John included) who, as they read, medi-
ated upon and studied the prophetic visions, found
that—in biblical words—the ‘door of perception’
opencd up to them another realm of existence.
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of producing che exercise of his oW imagination in
1is own unique method " fengraving. The engraving
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fraics of his inspiration ‘mmediately onto oPPEr
pltes, Thercby nspiration 21
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clop his own
mythology, ,ymbols and images of the
bibjical prophecics and apocalypses challenge
the domination ©f ¢ he old words and
phrases, He was an implacable enemy of devotion t©
Fnemory’ (sradicion) a the expense of inspiration of
imagination. Blake’s relationship with the Bible wasa
complex one, and it would be possible to devore this
lecture to what Blake wrot¢ about the Bible. While
there can be few writers and artists whose work is 50
with biblical themes, Blake is at the same
the Bible's fiercest critics, not least in the
st a theology which viewed
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5 “Letter to Trusler,” in Blake, Complete Writings, (Ox-
ford, 1966), 793-4.
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15 1. Beer, “Blke’s Changing View of History: the Im-
pactof the Book of Enoch’, in Hitoricizing Blake, d. §.
Clark and D. Worrall (London: Macmilla, 1994), 155
.
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