Medieval Jewish Philosophy on Qohelet 11: 7
11: 7— “And the light is sweet, and it is good for the eyes to behold the sun” —
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ibn Ezra on Qohelet 11; 7—

Light is not edible and cannot be “sweet” in the true sense of the word; nevertheless, it is a common
to use a word that is relevant to one sense when referring to another. Compare for example: “see the
odor” (Genesis 27:27) or “see the sounds” (Exodus 20:15).
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Rabbeinu Bahya, Exodus 16:4 & Qohelet 11:7—

Nachmanides writes as follows concerning the dispute between Rabbi Akiva and Rabbi Yishmael
about the angels’ eating habits. “It is well known that the continued existence of the angels is
dependent on the “the brilliance of the Divine Presence” as explained by Exodus Rabbah 32:4 in
connection with Nechemiah 9:6, “and You keep them all alive” [namely, the “host of heaven”]. The
exegesis takes its cue from Exodus 23:21 where God speaks of the angel He will send with the Jewish
people as “My name is inside it.” [In other words, what the manna did for the Jewish people in
Numbers 14:11, God’s name did for the angels, i.e. it kept them alive]. Nachmanides quotes Qohelet
11:7 “sweet is the light” as a source for the assumption that the angels feed on the brilliance of the
Presence of the Shekhinah. At any rate, according to Nachmanides Rabbi Akiva holds that the source
of food for the angels and the Jews in the desert was one and the same. He therefore concluded that
manna was a derivative of “light,” seeing the angels being dissmbodied beings do not consume three-
dimensional food, however refined. Rabbi Yishmael’s objection concerned consumption of actual
light as distinct from derivatives of light. He disagreed that the Israelites had become capable of
feeding on actual light. [Compare to Moses’ feat of going without food for forty days in the celestial
regions].
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