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A2 @& FA(extra-biblical evidence)E A|&dhH =gt ¥
StATh.

1929 Algjete] gk 4Fh(Ras Shamra)ollA Zikzs mmsiaiel 4]
#H(C. F.-A. Schaeffer)e] A3 ofg] o] =A] =711 $71&9] H4
S iFsh] A olg &, n|E d-#lo|tH(Minet el-Beida) 9} 2k~
ol# 3l (Ras Ibn Hani) TAAE, B EdS T2 + YU
th D 3o Algjo-ZH 2Bl A|99] dojet w3t FwE oldlste
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Hl SlolA o] 7k BExe] 7152 A4Ad =2 ot Bl B
o 2 d7e 50l Tk Bdsle] FEE won] YRHoR o
Fojxed, v or i B A7 oA T sHeo]
E(W. F. Albright)9] dj7do] wgith= Zlo] =52 AR 1
QF SHE|ES WRE B A= &

TE FolA vla W] 84S S Al7IskITES) kA
Aol oA F FRRE dojeh Eetut T Ao B3 ¥
Al FE 2 7 Bopelld AZlEa Sle

ol AT TFE ATEN, o3 AFelM oplEe AT of
At ikt A= A7 el Thede AAls L gt

l

2. YA I
$718lel7}h |melole] ARHQ Zol (M7 HE ol opIT) =
=] ok AgEn QR AT, del 71 dold AaAew e
$712012 Fhjet ojFe] Satin HAE ojfT. TBAT $7)el]
7} #uelojsh suelol 71SH FogAe] BRE Bk 4 olalshs
A Slol 2 49E . FoRk I Jolee skt
o 287 2Ae dARee uske suoe ole)g $riglels)
wlgolct, $7hgle} @7t Slele] Aol WAl g
o 94 AA Fuelo] Aol 471 Bl % glr $7lBlol 2
2lofe] ol AR Bl Yoir] A FARA duele] A

1) ol o ¢le DS gbzo| Ails XY SyradlM XS 30=UCk

2) 222l0|E= TE(C. H. Gordon)el 242l The Pennsylvania Tradition of Semitics (Society of
Biblical Literature Centennial Publications), (Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1986), 54Z0[A] “F2b
ME dAPste ZE St RVIEI0E Fo| U AFE Zolchetn AFd=d|, ojze L&
2 EHRO| £33 XX[§ Y=t J. J. M. Roberts, “The Ancient Near Eastern Environ-
ment,” D. A. Knight/G. M. Tucker(eds.), The Hebrew Bible and Its Modem Interoreters,
(Philadelphia: Fortress; Decatur, GA: Scholars Press, 1985), 77%s Hef

3) o[t mHESH A AFZ= W. F. Albright, “The Old Testament and Canaanite Language
and Literature,” CBQ 7 (1945), 5-31%; H. L. Ginsberg, “Ugaritic Studies and the Bible,”
Biblical Archaeologist 8 (1945), 41-58%%; A. S. Kapelrud, The Ras Shamra Discoveries and
the Old Testament (G. W. Anderson a%.’:!) (Norman, OK: University of Oklahoma Press,
1963); P. C. Craigie, “Ugarit and the Bible: Progress and Regress in 50 Years of Literary
Study,” G. D. Youngled.), Ugarit in Retrospect: Fifty Years of Ugarit and Ugaritic, (Winona
Lake, ID: Eisenbrauns, 1981), 99-111%; idem., Ugarit and the Old Testament (Grand

Rapids, MA: Eerdmans, 1983)& &11st2}.
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A SR 197080 S04, f71ElolE A slEeo] ofef o
T AClA olgtole} oftol s} olrh=o] Bt e ARl # Zr)
2% EZ0](cognate) & Q1-4EHA] d|HE )] o]oE HEElA 5
T SAEA gag A wjidE k) oF Al $rislejee] H]
B3l A slEzlole] ojolg WEE] she ARES AN o
9l 71841 =R AREE AT
e E $718lol-sHelo] vlm Aol Aaprt 60-709d] 3
H oA T wrds o] veigths dolth 53] SHEelES] A
A9E = (M. Dahood)7} 2 937 Hlo]E(Anchor Bible) Al2]29]
APE FAo] o] Folef| glox] F IS o] Fn| FES Wit ThE-
EE MTeA 250l 2r7ke #F Feo] EAlucke Zas 1eishA
2 e sluelo] A5S o AsHA 1 dlHe]o] A5S $718
ol9} th2 mrl 2% dofe} Hlw APl Al EEE ATdEta
ddels F49 Ade Amal. 2= E A% 50} (Northwest
Semitics) tell= 27| dol7h FAEHA T Adojd AAlA
ol/do] EAF = EFslal, 1v 7o} ool (Phoenician) 9
dlaelols ddojrogu} At or N7 A&dS 7Y FYe oF
o Holth ojefgh el tfse SHElo|ES] Bt AR
AZ2(F. M. Cross) ¢t Z2|=H(D. N. Freedman) 2= 23kt
FeE glHeo] B ofd dolE wddt w), 1 dojdl tig o]

h i

4) tHEMSZ L. Kohler/W. Baumgartner, Lexicon in Veteris Testamenti Libros, (Leiden: E.J.
Bril. 1958)2+ of ARMe| ZH™ERl L. Kohler/W. Baumgartner/J. J. Stamm, Hebraisches und
Araméisches Lexikon zum Alten Testament, (Leiden: E.J. Brill, 1967)2t o] ARMe| FH=Zel
L. Kohler/W. Baumgartner, The Hebrew and Aramaic Lexicon of the Old Testament, (W.
Baumgartner/J. J. Stamm &7|1 S35 under the supervision of M. E. J. Richardson),
(Leiden: E.J. Brill, 1994-2000)7} Sick,

5) Theologisches Woarterbuch zum Alten Testament (ed. by G. J. Botterweck and H.
Ringgren, Stuttgart: W. Kohlhammer, 1973-7)2t 0| #9| HA=0l Theological Dictionary of
the Old Testament (trans. by J. T. Wilis, G. W. Bromiley, and D. E. Green, Grand
Rapids: Eerdmans, 1974- )& 22},

6) M. Dahood, Psaims I: 1-50 (Anchor Bible 16), (New York: Doubleday, 1966); Psalms /I-
51-100 (Anchor Bible 17), (New York: Doubleday, 1968); Psaims /ll: 101-150 (Anchor Bible
17A), (New York: Doubleday, 197002 Ez2l a& 7I5l0}-5|22]0f H|u o470 UojA =
Cl2 Zagg W =20 FES 89| 5ichk M. Dahood, Ugaritic-Hebrew  Philology:
Marginal Notes on Recent Publications (Biblica et Orientalia 17), (Rome: Pontifical Biblical
Institute, 1965)2 =z},
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Ao g2 s #HA AE AAlBH, olF gA e of dE
I A2 F R A9 NEE S AR BtES gttt dF &
% dlHE]o] Ay w7t A1A HZ(the divine title) 2 d1AE 4 9l
e e e 74°H7 A&3HHA, F7Elole] dE old tigh
SHARE ARSI Al B2 A M9E o o]& A&sta Jrh8)
Al 299 9b& el 7927 ik '713 Dy (SHEZE 2 oMa
FHHE)E “TEla 9 A 19 BRE S| Wl ofFolat
shErtEhal debgog WoE=d] 9 I o7|A Ltk ke e 9
Bejo] apr (o) E 1319 FFojoln HfE SEhe ]
Al ‘mr(ebrlEl, KTU 1.3 1 22)1009} olgl=o] amaru(eHE/
iﬁr)?} 2 GO Mgt 1D mebd tees B9 slBeo] #}
& mnE Ao ® sueo 2% [sE)E 29 A3
2 A3, ‘P> &kl ©]F (a vision of the Glorious One) o2
HAska glrh, eyt o] ol gk T ok ajAe] 7heAS dlHe]
o] BAl o] MRE FEFOR gjojA] FHo] ARy, F VERY
t} (‘the Glorious One/Glory appears’) @ Hi& Zo|t}. uwpebr] o] 3k
Arse slugo] A4 [llloe ds=e Ag sd e e
Ao Az & = Yar, shiide] 32w 4l d(theophay) AHIE
BARE Zlo® & 311% d& gl T OFEs 279 g8

kR

ol e WloE 34 9 e FAAE A9skan 9ok b 9
A EE__J x%xﬂﬁoL ;Hgﬂ/j]% _j_ﬂ;ﬂ_ 1_0/] 7= /\47(40]]/\1 zloﬂ) 1_0/]
A=A BE AE ()], 93] vepide vt 2 5 ds

7) H. S. Nyberg, Studien zum Hoseabuche: Zugleich ein Beitrag zur Klérung des Problems
der alttestamentlichen Textkritik (Uppsala Universitets Arsskrift 1935/6), (Uppsala: Almqvist &
Wiksells, 1935), 58-9, 90, 120%; M. H. Pope, E/ in the Ugaritic Texts (VTS 2), (Leiden:
E.J. Brill, 1955), 58% Zt5 208 22t

8) M. Dahood, Psaims I, 117%; Psaims I, 149%& H2}. CiFEs = AIH 25 5o "D s
‘Most High'2 o35t Uoni(Psaims /, 196%) AlE 18H 42°| mmr HDE ‘the Most
High Yahweh'2 a4t lcth

9) ZHATHEEL NJPS; NRSV.

10) el¥oz ALRE RIIBl TRYA a-mu-balloFF2-812)e 1 ol “Lis bike EYcPo
Ct. F. Grondahl, Die Personennamen der Texte aus Ugarit (Studia Pohl 1), (Rome:
Pontifical Biblical Institute, 1967), 0% & =2 12|11 F. M. Cross, Canaanite Myth and
Hebrew Epic, (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1973), 148 & 9 Zt=si2)

11) M. Dahood, Psalms I, 175, 179-80%.
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Aotk 1A o] onle AL ouiriEe] 7o J3E dile
o] ople}, Fo A <F BE FHoA Fo Fgo] Uehd Aor &
FE I Aotk F 9 4l dF Az HER ofdshke Aolth
Ty ke 919 oled T 7K alAle] slsdrEtE 9bHel o
(F2/29 BEE ZAE)E 149 oor 2] d&”/shbde ofs
5)7 249 vill(ZUA/ASS AS) 9} v} FPL o] WhEA
FHo = olgfsle] shbde skl 4lE, & SR siAgit12) wet
A o] BEL zde] Ao Izt oujabrl Ale] dE-s delal e
ol ope}, el shbde]l T (LXX év adMii ayle abtod)
shude] HalEe] shbdAl shdsla e Eis BARIL e 3o
=
e HFEE AE *ﬁ}—oi E35] $71Elole] &9 AdsiA B
gol& Aoy Bt MEA T & e ARE AFeict
T FEst kS o] 2Aste] dlEe]o] B Hddhs WHE
o] ok Eit ATl 7|gh vt glxl AN, wolo] Feje]l A
T glo] BAE WAIR siXske & FElskl 19 WHES H&ste
797} st} 13) 9Jolx A AAY 9hEalA [ra wx (o=
FMHE/d%E Yelth 2 HES B33} Ho e MTY e, B
= FABlL "] AaE HALR ¢olA] vision' o& ‘?ﬂoﬂ?‘i Za
vision of the Glorious One 2.2 343 o] 1 o7} & 4 A
EE olelgh aie /jddo] gle A oA[RE, F324] OH’ﬂoﬂ Y
7Ite] Sl Aol A9 F9E Eojlle d Felvt Atk BeA
A AATFAEE 7 B WS @, tE 1 Jiolx A4
I SAZE EAEAY Aol LAMGRE) Y 8= Bl £&4E 3] |
Wt A 9ol 71E MTE WEske AL 7Aelshke 4ol Wl
oty ey s gole ek EEE W9 o, Has
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12) AlH 20 12831} 9Fol| LIEtt 5t AlSof st siAMoll chstoi= EXle| 22 &Iskek S
Y. Cho, Lesser Deities in the Ugaritic Texts and the Hebrew Bible: A Comparative Study

of their Nature and Roles, (Piscataway, NJ: Gorgias Press, 2007), 69-74%.

13) AlHoll st ciE=o| giH=of st H|E2 A H. W. Curtis, “The Psalms Since Dahood,”
G. J. Brooke/A. H. W. Curtis/J. F. Healey(eds.), Ugarit and the Bible: Proceedings of the
International  Symposium on Ugarit and the Bible, Manchester, September 1992

(Ugaritisch-Biblische Literatur 11), (Miinster: Ugarit-Verlag, 1994)5 &=35l2l.
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© LXX4 DSS9| 7]l thstode 18] g7 24]0]#] %t 14)

g ok ojyel 1E(C. H Gordon)Z 7kiL(A. Caquot) <t =2}
oIH(G. R. Driver)¢} ZHelo|ES} S&(G. W. Watson) % Z12H 1
(H. L. Ginsberg) ¢t A2 28 B2 e 9A] 978018 BajA
A& AFole] T do] Al WAk TR ATl =4
5 Eoldieln =it e olfd d7e T BEs a4
s H SloME Al f-83t9a TS 3AE It HokE

I Sl

3. e WA

S4B FedAe] 78 vlme WA o £t
e (the parallelism) ATE FHOZ o]FofHLh & H
7t gAES] IS B, o] woklA o]Rzl aE5e Fd
o] Aty 1 % (D, Pardee)® 718l BEol KTU 1.3 &
HAAME vlwatdA] o Eiol Yehtbe HaHS E/ston,
2(T. Collins)& A#(S. A. Geller) 9} 7lo]A(B. Kaiser) 9t 234
(M. O’Connor) 9} 22 59| 72 BlHAY ARASHHA 19
A4S Al Uzkth15) §718le]-slHe]o] HePel gt o& Erhd
KTU 1.17 ii 159l 7129 kyld bn Iy(ZHrelth F3F 2o/ djvkaba
gk o}Eo] Yol BEthE E F Utk o] ES U5 S Yo =
Yol thdl(Danel)ollAl ko2 3t of5o] gHod AL &g ok
o|AL 1 TFolA B 53] o] eAS gEly] flaEl A5 AR
Hd FHETATE ol H A 9% SAME e, "us
A g o7t SeldA werF (i I IR 2 7 = ed=
g g e AR o 9] BRE odsta Sl olEdt A=
o] 7Rt} ao o] Azt Alolof] FUSE A S ARSSIH A4 A
o] EAANS THa FAU

olgfgt S8l T} PR dojd b e figh Hlw A
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14) M. Dahood, Psalms /I, xxxiv—xxxviig =2},
15) D. Pardee, Ugaritic and Hebrew Poetic Parallelism: A Trial Cut (ht | and Proverbs 2)

(VTS 39), (Leiden: E.J. Brill, 1983)5 =2}
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A H29 v w3 S AuEH, 9 (S, B. Parker) ¢ o]
7F2(Y. Avishur)®] 97 d2 & § A I = 2d 259
AXER|olel $7ElF o] 22t SElo|EL| £l H|wslA], o5
o] B4 F87 B7)(motifs) & et dukAQl 542 )9
t}16) olgfdt FEEo WS 71eoH, 3= 7 239 o FE
(Aghat) °olop]e] AlF Tz} 71| el A, JAl 2
$7F 819 AUE(Keret) olop]oid e Gdl it =43 =2
AFsiitt. 1w 59 AYES s st e f7HE Tl
HAIQl A(ED #Ie} Adef A5 Hhez ATt ofH]
TEE 7R A Y A7) e 25 Hla AFsiiTh 1T
= 19 A WA A Studies in Hebrew and Ugaritic Psalmsell
Al §7EL F33 Al Aol Uehbe fAMSY #AIE tHEEH], &
5] Al 29917 § 3EE FACE Hla AFE TP dot. FE o]
FoIA & Hlw WPEES FoF 220 A o 728 A9 B
MeprA, 2812 ©rejel A (verses) ¥ 3 (cola)¥ (phrases) <}
olE A% A AFeke Aolnk. 7RARE AlHe 94E FoF Al
A Zol & ¢ gltke 3lo] 19 AEolx[Rt, 19 AT gRlEol
A7) o BRb FE] & Blw Ao SNA FAE e e
St HolA e I ot e T a9 F oA A
Studies in Biblical NarrativeolX] $712 AS FebdA el of2 )
oF TS vlaskaA Hoh -yl AFE ARG

olelgt $rtel FF FeAe] Hlw #8 AFE 3o o]xepde
Tl #HF AFZ olofTt. LE(R. Alter) & FIA #3H4
Z7} o|zgtdle] Fwet ZE o] vk Fgeity e Pt
I 2FY Alsteke FEEY, AIEAQ 1t 25 28 o]
e W23 e FHIA ARFEC] 7153 2R viziAel §kg
d Zolgta APt 18) = Algte] 78t A7 WA o] 3l

P

of

o o

16) S. B. Parker, The Pre-biblical Narrative Tradition (SBL Resources for Biblical Study 24),
(Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1989).

17) Y. Avishur, Studies in Hebrew and Ugaritic Psalms, (Jerusalem: Magnes, 1994); idem.,
Studies in Biblical Narratives: Style, Structure, and the Ancient Near Eastern Literary
Background, (Tel Aviv: Archaeological Center, Tel-Aviv University, 1999).

18) R. Alter, The Art of Biblical Narrative, (New York: Basic Books, 1981), 29%.
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| Be e Ao 3k gEA S wEolitke Aol 1y 3
o & vhErh e Gt B BR(GA) 9 A9
F(LANE, KBS E%sta ko vggith 19 a2 a 2%
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FepgA ARpEo] 2SS 712 =)
S WANZTRE AL gujaith T E epdasl QAER9] F)2ol
A, e av) §ue) AAse] o QNEAdd AL ot @

gt} ol Tl QAET AREY] A Ae B
ERpARE, g7 omAle] viA|et e o]de] AlmelM e vt A4 &
el AAE AT 5 7] WEolth.20) webA sie "ud 2%
o dske tHIEH Folgke golz & vl e 5 glen, 1] 9
Bel AL dAEA S AT AR WAAES HEA ok
AR i Rt2D gEe Fo] tig 919] nkAs 22 =L A
2= AEHL glon, Ee Tl dWdel ¥ Ay dAeel
AN BAS 7 Eofelrt

4. T4 A

S7H 3 ATl iR AAERES] A e 11
© oFrE 4lg(theology), & AlIES] olopld Aoltt, $7F
o FME 1950l olo]~HE(Q. Eissfeldt)22)9} EZ(M. H.
Pope)23)7} 83 AL o]t} o5 I wRlAe] o2 s
= Q1 dof] #F AFE FHITE. 5] XxE fUEY] &

r
oht Ffr
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o

19) S. B. Parker, Stories in Scripture and Inscriptions: Comparative Studies on Narratives in
Northwest Semitic Inscriptions and the Hebrew Bible, (New York: Oxford University Press,
1997), 137-8% 2 =2}

20) olet HSH =02 B9 AE F, HAE FHZR g EXe| HME #USk2E S, Y. Cho,
Lesser Deities.

=

21) &, “ancient Near Eastern narrative cannot be lumped together under the term
‘polytheistic genre’, and ancient Hebrew writers did not fashion 'a new medium’ for
'monotheistic purposes” Parker, %=, 138%.

22) O. Eissfeldt, £/ im Ugaritischen Pantheon, (Berlin: Akademie Verlag, 1951).

23) M. H. Pope, £l in the Ugaritic Texts, (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1955).
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=5 1= 74_1]} Ao g o qkek Ad A5EL AT 19
2z Yol g 7152 FAFoZ Yeh A 7] wjEel, $71
oA 54 Fx olop|gta ket A glvkan it gyt
S E3olA de] Fxde E4Hgeneration) ¥ F4 (paternity) ol
FAAGA dAE Bolglan W3t} 24) 131‘4 olyet FAL & Toi(].
C. de Moor) 2] ‘?l%‘ﬂ -‘?“;%?lr)r 25) yxro] FAe gt do] Z4F 3

ST A
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FTJ

bell= F7Hl F3F FepdA el veRd

A AF7E Bol AHEIJT tiEAQd A
=S 59 wlo|(]. Day)7t 29 B} =Row shudal g3 uirle]
A FEY 714 Tt 2ARIAL,26) Fo|A(T. . Lewis)w
ARRFGFEE) ol tigt AlE Agsiaier 27 FHE (M. C. A. Korpel) &
29 FEES tHF,28) HolA(H. R. Page)v +54 w9 57
£ A EYTE29) 9ol (N. Wyatt)2 Al8ls} o]d|&27]d T3t &
M 31,30) AR B3 FA|Z = Hol3D) e} An|A(M. S. Smith)32)

24) Ibid., 49-54%.
25) J. C. De Moor, “El, The Creator,” G. Rendsburg =(eds.), The Bible World, (New York:

KTAV Publishing House, 1980), 171-187%.
26) J. Day, God's Conflict with the Dragon and the Sea: Echoes of a Canaanite Myth in the
Old Testament (University of Cambridge Oriental Publication 35), (Cambridge: Cambridge

University Press, 1985).
27) T. J. Lewis, Cults of the Dead in Ancient Israel and Ugarit (Harvard Semitic Monographs

41), (Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1989).
28) M. C. A. Korpel, A Rift in the Clouds (Ugaritisch-Biblische Literatur 9), (Minster:

Ugarit-Verlag, 1990).
29) H. R. Page, The Myth of Cosmic Rebellion: A Study of Its Reflexes in Ugaritic and

Biblical Literature (Vetus Testamentum Supplements 65), (Leiden: Brill, 1996).
30) N. Wyatt, Myths of Power: A Study of Royal Myth and ldeology in Ugaritic and Biblical

Tradition (Ugaritisch-Biblische Literatur 13), (Munster: Ugarit-Verlag, 1996).
31) J. C. de Moor, The Rise of Yahwism: The Roots of Israelite Monotheism (Bibliotheca

Ephemeridum Theologicarum Lovaniensium 91), (Leuven: Peeters, 1990', 1997°.
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7} AFES 74z wggtt dt(L. K Handy)® 94 #2414
QA Fxo| Felo] =R ATE3Y) F9] 2E FoMe oME ozl
F ol TEA Ao xS Wgith 34 Fxl & FEe U 24
I PN 1 Bk AR o R J FEUQIY 519 A5 = HA}
9 B4 98-S Hlw A8t 30 E Ho| E9E DDDE +
PIM et ] Aol 2Bl Ao | vehd 2157 nHE
= AT AR EA, o] ool glojA WsIAME AR ARE
Ha 9lth36) o]y et ATFEES /I EAY FegA ol YeRd o
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A Audzol, 7l FAF FIAM Y GAIRd e =R
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32) M. S. Smith, The Origins of Biblical Monotheism: Israel’s Polytheistic Background and the
Ugaritic Texts, (New York: Oxford University Press, 2001). 20|A2| £ Ct2 MAMQl The
Early History of God: Yahweh and the Other Deities in Ancient Israel (Grand Rapids, MI:
Eerdmans, 20022, 1990")& &5t}

33) L. K. Handy, Among the Host of Heaven: The Syro-Palestinian Pantheon as
Bureaucracy, (Winona Lake: Eisenbrauns, 1994).

34) tiE™Me=z S, A Wiggins, A Reassessment of 'Asherah’ A Study according to the
Textual Sources of the First Two Millennia B.C.E. (Alter Orient und Altes Testament 235),
(Kevelaer: Verlag Butzon & Bercker; Neukirchen-Viuyn: Neukirchener Verlag, 1993). 0|
2 z320| £50| o EZ=0 MEE=ACE A Reassessment of Asherah: With Further
Considerations of the goddess, (Piscataway, NJ: Gorgias Press, 2007); T. Binger,
Asherah: Goddesses in Ugarit Israel and the Old Testament (Journal for the Study of
the Old Testament Supplement Series 232), Copenhagen International Seminar 2),
(Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press, 1997)7+ 2UcCt.

35) S. Y. Cho, Lesser Deities.

36) K. van der Toorn/B. Becking/P. W. van der Horstleds.), Dictionary of Deities and
Demons in the Bible, (Leiden: Brill, 1995'; 19997).

37) J. C. de Moor, The Rise of Yahwism, 71-102%; idem., “The Crisis of Polytheism in
Late Bronze Age Ugarit,” Ouatestamentische Studién 24 (1986), 1-20%.
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Ugaritic Studies and Their Impact
on the Study of the Old Testament

Sang-Youl Cho
Instructor at Pierson School of Theology, Pyeongtaek University

University of Edinburgh, Ph.D.

This paper introduces a short history of Ugaritic studies and their
impact on Old Testament studies. From the first archaeological
discoveries in the late 1920s, Ugaritic studies have revised the modern
biblical scholars” understanding of the Old Testament. In this paper,
the methodological trends of the major Ugaritic and biblical scholars are
analyzed. Thus, it focuses on three major issues, including linguistic,
literary, and religious relationships between Ugaritic and Hebrew.

For the linguistic impact of Ugaritic to Hebrew, it emphasizes Ugaritic
evidence cited in several important dictionaries of biblical Hebrew and
the use of Ugaritic studies in some biblical commentary series,
especially on the work of M. Dahood. The Ugaritic-Hebrew literary
study is exampled in works of two representatives: S. B. Parker and Y.
Avishur. The relationship between the Ugaritic religion and the ancient
Hebrew religious tradition is one of the most interesting topics in the
recent Old Testament studies. After surveying some important works
producted by several contributors in this field, the research focuses on
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the theological discussion of two significant scholarly figures: M. S.
Smith and J. C. de Moor. From these comparative studies, the research
makes a conclusion that ancient Hebrew religious tradition have shared
the same idea of deities with the Ugaritic religion.

Ugaritology became an interest in the area of biblical studies as
Assyriology had been so before 1929. The paper presents the fact that
Ugaritic studies will keep its importance in regard to the comparative
study with Hebrew, as it has been so. With this fact, the Ugaritic texts
deserve a deeper concern of biblical scholars. For this reason, it is
necessary to have the fundamental peruse of the Ugaritic cuneiform
texts with a disciplined skill and the historical research on the text.
Then it can be established through archaeological evidence which may
enhance confidence in numerous affinities between the two religious

texts of Ugaritic and Hebrew.
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