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Prefsce. S

The 0ld Testuuent does- not contain & more vltal
subject then "The Development of the Idea of Saorl-
fice ana Atonement." In recent yeara, thl: subject
'hqé become more vital beogﬁso of eh effort on the
part of*uartnin ra%iondttat§ to reject altogether

<the Ldea of a aubat;tutlonary atonament foxr stn.

It h&3 veen our alm in tals anulry to put
'asiue,»as.far'av possible, &ll bles and preconceived
idees and find out exactly what the 01d Teatament
teaohea regariing the idea of atonement in the sac-
rtfioea. The study of this sublect,haa been &
source of plessure and profit to ;he writer. It
has enabled h}ﬁ to get 8 éieérar qoncaption o: the
tecchings of ﬁoth.the 014 &nd the Kew Tastapanta.
Espécigli& has.Lt'Qagnlfled the importance of the
0ld Tespaméntvaé.a preparatton for the New. The
writer §qu elaims origlnulity for the arrangemoht_
of~the‘materlal?and the oxpr§aalbn of the tﬁbught
contained in this theals. In a work of this char-
acter, the authﬁr t; suppoded to dearch out the
optnlona o‘ the leading :cholars on the aubjoot at

" hand end from these draw his own conclualona.
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-+ While the writer realizes his Lnabllity to ade-
qu&ﬁe}y |a0lve ?li of th: problems '/o;n&&lneG within the
goope of thiz inquliry, he presents this volume with
the hope that othera will be lnaspired to labor on the
dame péoblema with more satisfactory results.
ﬁu’isvlllo, Ky.
Peb. 2I, ~1923. ‘Dwight He Willett.

~
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Introduction. .

P

In developlng the idea of 8aprlfloe and atonement
in th; 0ld Teatament, the Bible will be consldered the
source or teatAéf all'oplntona legltimate to our in-
quiry. The subscquont disousalon will be conduotad
on the—e3sumptlion ot the hl.tarko vélue and .accuracy
02 the books of Scripture. We do not make this
atatemeﬁt because we &re unawsre of the asserti&hs of
.modern "criticlsﬁ."l Whlle Lt 13 evident thqi'orltl-
‘olam, e3peclally the rationallstic sort, has been the.
source .of serlous evils, &t the same time,{under the
providence of God, it ﬁas been produoﬁive of many ben-
efita. In“;veryvoase, it hasvtended to atrong%hen
the Blble rether than to weaken it. The “Higﬁar Crit-
.ie¢" &applles the same teats-ko_the Bible which he ls
dccustomed to epply to all other kinds ol 1ite;aturq.
His fisat proﬂiem la to decidg what placq he will glve
the rellgion of I3rael among the other hiatorical re-
liglona. Isa Is:ael's rollgtbn "nothing less, but also
nothing more" than other religlona? lMany of thedse-
"dritlca" den, the supernstural in history and prophecy

end recognize only the principle of "natural development.”
- “’* -

I. Orr, The Problem of the Old Testament.

LR S
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Hia second prdgiem, which i3 depéndoa§ somewhat . dn the
first, isa to-determine‘tho lltérary ;aluo of the
Scriptﬁrea. For exampiezk§ueh questions a3 the fol-
lowlué are asked: Is the ?entatoﬁoh, in its present
 _form, pﬁo work of loses or la lt'éomposed'of'threo or
more dodnmnnth. coﬁr;lated.at & later daté? When was

ﬁthe”Levltloal law finelly codified? How meny authors
has the Book of Isplah? - iere the 3alua written Ln
pre-exilic or post-exllic tlmea? The date and au-
thorahip of every boou Ln tie 3lble are thus questioned.
It i3 3lgnlficant that the "erltlos” do not &gree among
themselvea on any-of theae queathna. Therefore, 1ln
auch & brlef dlscuaslon as we undertake in this volume,
it would not be ibil to enter the field of criticlam.
Wa will content ourselves with the study of the Scrip-
tnreé in thelr present form. Occeslions may arlae,
however, whioch willl make it'neoessé;y to ref;r to cer:
taln oritiocel viewa. . Our task, as we‘vlow it, ls not
to a3k, ire the acriptnral. statementa upon sacriflce
andiatonoment oredible? but;’ﬁéat do the Serliptures
really teach upon the‘augject?

Our methou of approach to thls aubjeot is induc-
bive. ie will trace the development of the.ldoa of

aaciltloe and atonement through the outa;andtng periods

N
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of 0ld Teatameat hiatory, laying emphasis in each pe-
_flod upon the conscliousness of sln, the ritual of the
offering and the relatt;ﬁ-of sacrifice to tﬁe i.’t:»réi..vo‘-.~
neas oI ain. The histery of the 0l1d Testament natu-
-rally dlvtgeé Ltsélf into three dlvisions. For con-
venience, we will arrange our chapters go that they
will correspond wlth these divialona. Chapter one,
or "The Petrlarchel Period," will desl with the ides
of sacrifice and etonement préoedlng the'szaio legis-
lation, chepter two, or *The Mosalo Period," will con-
teln a 3tudy of the atonement aé.taugﬁt by losea, and
oﬁaptgr three, or "The Prpéhetlo Period," will relate
Lt3elf to thia doctrine &3 conceived and expanded by
the prophets. .

‘ In chapter one, wéu;tllvendoavor to show the be-
glaéing oL sacrifioce, the distinguishing features of
Qﬁbel'a sacriflce, the pointa of advancement in the
aaoriflces of Hosh, Abrehem and Jsaob and then polnt
out the relation of these 3acrlifices to the fcigf;e-
ne3s of sin.

A Chapter two will contaln the lMoseic 1njnnotioqs
and their tntérprotatlon. We {irat show the moral
.neceasity for an atonement for aln. 43 a féuddatgon

for future dlaousélon; we then brlefly state the

R4



Mosale injunctions 1o thelr natural order. . After
‘makling clgzr‘tho ﬁigbe of each offqudg in iie syatom?
a3 a wholé, we determine a3 far as pos3ible the rela-
tion of these saorifices to the forglveneas of sin.

The third ohapter is taken up with the prophetic
conception of etonement. One after anptﬂﬁr the
propheta are made to glve\tholr ideas of aln. thelr con~-
OOptLons of the Hosaic aaortflcea and finally their
propheoy concerning a perfect atonemen; for ain. A
brief conolﬁaion follows. .

In the appendlx, &n effort has been made to gath-
.er from external Bouroea,the:moat lmportant arguments

fevoring the idea of aubstitution La-the atoning sac-
rifices of the 01d Testament.
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Chepter I« -
The Patriarchal reriod.

It L3 with peouliar-diificulty that we approach
the problem of the aggftxfutldnaiyiatonombn$ in the
setriarchal Period. The history of this age ig
velled with antiguity. Baéldea thts; we have to deel
withh & pegpie who3e habits and customs are rpmoto from
our pre3ent daylexperlenge. ~The Scriptufolrecorda
are praotioallg our only source of information and they
&re 30 extremeiy skot;hy and rettcenc!that-overy alngie
word and phruse posaseasea an importance whlich is dlffi—
cult to overestimate. -~

In aearching thiz perlod of Bible hlatory, we mﬁy
not expeot to dlscover muoch truth of permanent value
but we enter it with the hope that it3 contents wills
throw some light upon the periods thet ere to follow.
In order to oomo‘directlg to tie subject, we will ask
dﬁme queations ;nd,tn Jearching for thelr answers, _en-
dqgvor to d¢lacover tne fao§a~pertlnqnt to our laquiry.
43 our 3tudy naturally rSlatos.Lﬁablf to the examples
of 3£or£flog in this porfod, we should firat 83k the
' queation, How did the Lostitutlon of saorifice origli-

.nate? Va3 Lt of divine or of human origin? ‘4nclent

™ —



and modern scholars are‘dxvldéd ob ﬁhls queatlon.
'Davtaonménd othera hold that.ébel offéfed'nﬁ‘a saori-
flce in obedlence to an expraaé dlvine Comm&nﬂ'T
whtle hagee and his followero contend that hla offer-
 Lng wes the rQSponae to & tentative lmpulse Wholly
within hlmloliog‘ S .

The flrst view endounters serlous objections be-
cause, firat of all, the 0ld Testament Sorlpturea do
not sustain {t. .lao, we find that the universal
prevalence of 3sscrifice among the heathen natlons
polots to the contrary;S’ On the othet hand, to say
"thet the offerfng of Libel waé in every respéot 3por-
taneous, vould perhapa be &3 much overdrawn as the
other theory. L study of the datails of the narre-
tive polints ratiher to & poalthn midway between the
-, two theories. - The opening chapters of Geneala imply -
ﬁﬁaﬁ sacrificu waz synchronous witv. thu crestlon o?

L8

. man.  The entire life ol our first perents, before

,the Eall L{- ¥ ona continuouz 3elf surrender. -;QW““
‘Augustine says, "For then, ,pure and untainted by any

spot or blemldh o1 sin, they gave thexr very 3elvo?

— Y

. Dsvizon,»Ingulry tnto\brlgln and EZxtent of
~ Saeorifice, pp. I9, 20. (Juoted by Cave). =
2. Yagee, On Atonement and Sacrtflco, Vol. I, pp.
364-545.
3. Davideon, The Theology of the Old Bostamont pPp- .
oI, 51z. )
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to -God aavﬁﬁe cleénllest oiferingé.ﬁl., The decrifices
* 9ffered in Paradise were without doubt apontaneogs sots
of devotton;““ Because. to know God and &t the s3ames time
not to have & knowledge of sln, was to surrender one-
self ﬁ;§hout reserve to holy servite. The ca3e, how-
ever, would be different witb reapect to'ﬁﬁé foeriﬁgé
of fallen man. Iﬁ\appgara,tha€7éd§e Ls more nesrly
correct when hé'aaya,V"The preqedent‘whiéh abel con-

\J

stituted into a.ﬁrecedent for animal sacrifice was un-
doubteélyfof divine sppolrtment; )jﬁat &5 certa\iqu thgﬁ
stretch of_faith, the spiritual vision, 30 ccﬁéﬁlcuous
- 1n ibel, was -human.. The vague loa?lngs,Atha data for
decision.:wo;e of Goﬁ; the réachxnga*forﬁh of faith,
thé.delibe?ate aoi; were of man.“2

_Going 8t1ll farther .into-the narrative ol the sac-
rifice of Caln and ibe), we are confronted wlth: such
questlona &3: "Whaet wes the nature of Abel'a'sacri(1§c?"
"Why~w&34hte offering &scceptable to the Lord and that
of Celn rejscted?" "Was a,glft‘&f lambs superior to a
‘gift'of'f?ﬁité?" ?Wﬁs 1tA$hat gbelfa 3ﬁofif£oe weas &
thank-offering and Caln’s a thankless presentation?”
*”Had the effuslon of blood ~xhick muat have taken'place

bofore Abel could pre¢ent the fat of hls victims, an\-

thlng to do with the acceptabllity of the offorlns?"

I Angu*tlno, The Clty ol God, Book ao Cnapter 6.
2. Ceve,-The Scriptural Doctrine 01 Sacrlflco. Second
o odltlon,’p. 42. .

-



10

. »”

"Was the death of the animal anx.reooguition on Abel's
pert of his morel depxavlty ‘and the Sin of Cain en ln-
sufficient cont%&tlon-fpr his faults?" All of theae
Queatioﬁﬁ ﬁave'been anéﬁbred in the afflrmatIQQ*by‘va-
rlous commentators. e capnot take the spaace to‘ref
ply to 81l of them ln detall. The beat way-tb ﬁeqﬁdo
this matter—is to analys¢ ﬁl£uto1: the aote 6£'Ab01 &3
ﬁhe'clrcumatancés in the cese permit. - At thé outset, __
we woqld'denounce aéfunblblloal the hypotheals of,Kh-‘(
1lach that "the idea of sacrifices offered up to im-
mortal betngvahb govefn the world pre3upposes & dcgroe
"of culture and expérience:hardi& scquired in the course
of eéhtnrlea."l However, we roalize that in tae atndy
of these primitlve ttmes, we are- not to overstep the
limits of what ls wrltten and go off into fanciful imag-
~ination. Did Abel have certalnjmotlves in presenting
hls sacrifice? If 3o, what were they? &3 he at all
conscious of the dlvzne,estranggment?.//gbol had no
knowlelge of the Divine Belng except that whleh had
previoualy been revgaleﬁ 1n.Creat16n.~Earaﬁlao and the

* Fall; yet theae revelationa wyre’sufflplont to Lnform
him of certain fundaﬁogt@l prlnctplas‘of'&dllgton. The
experlanueuqf hla pasrents in betpg dri&cn'from the Gar-
den of Zden, ol;thedlln the bloody 3kin3 of animala,

was sufficlent to ewaken in him & oonaofduaqaaa’of an

r. : h: K “ — \
[. Esllach, Commentary on Leviticus, Vol. I, p. 8.

-
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eatrangémep;*from?tﬁg Pivine and Holy Cresator. Hav-
”V}ng_thgs'a‘conaclouanesa of & divine estrangenent and
being & creatue conat;tuteé for fellowship with G_Ou,I
thg next motive that would naturally lmpel him would:
be to &ﬁproéqh'yhe Delfy and réﬁew“thta fglldwaAlb,;
3ut was Lt po3aible to appfbach,cod?;M.ﬁoﬁid not ap-
prdaah‘b¢~l§£§u§fonrund {ntrusion be puaiahsd-by the

fulfillment of that promlse deacrided as "death"?
Agelm, waes not his desire to approach God en asanr-
énge'thét‘God desired to have.commun;on‘ﬁith him? It
s safe to ééy that there muat ha;e'heen & confllct of
“emotlona in sbel's mind before he flnally decided to
approach the Jtvine l'ajesty. . /Therefore, conscious of
the penal clauaes of the divine proclamation suifzcient .
to severely conditlon approach, yet with & trust in the
divine mercy toward sinful man enough to countenance. |
such er sdvafide, -ibel determined to make trial of the
dlvine sttitude toward himself, 30, seleoting the firat-
lingas ‘of hia flook, Le 3alew them &nd . preuented “4hem- and

thelr fet befare the Lord./

—

If these lnferenaes ®re true, Celn's sin oonalatag
{n the faet t“at althoﬁgh he, from force of hablt,
poasesscd a momentar; desire to offor a aaorlf&ce to- )
Dedity, he did not rec0gniza the moaq* whicn nad been or-
dained of quﬁto remove the son e/gﬁ/gullt,lnor d&{/ho

b e

I. unlllna "The Christlan “ellgion Ln Lts Dootrlnal
. ﬁkproasion, P87,
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a3 his offering inalcatea manlfeat any consctouaneaé.

of & dlvlne estrangement 3uah a8 wWas ohar&cterlatlc of
his brothor. "It 1s aignlllcant " says Kerswlll

"that Lain offered only theat klna ol sacrifice which

“"Was & recognltion ol God's proviaence. he did not offer

that whlch would have been & confesalon of nls own
‘I S
_llﬁe-fogfeitiagvsip. From a;montat,ltapdpplnt,

Cain's offering showed nelther & sense 5f-5ln and its -

e

reaulta nor suffictent gretitude; from the standpolat

of‘materigl. his oifering was éharacter;zed by & pre-
sumptio; hithertovunpreceééhted-by fallen man.

e -would ﬁbt’go as fer as’some,who say thét ibel”
fully reslized the penslty of sin and thereforé,_wiah
a knowledge'o% the merit of bléod to étone; he offerod\
up his flrstlings as e prOthLatoxy blood sacriflice to
tne Lord “de sgree with ﬂavldson that trla concep-
tion 13 too far edvanced for ghedatnioal ideas of this
perlod.z With atlll less.plausiblltty, would we con-.
alder thé,theor;,~orlginated by rrofesaors R&bertaon
Smtth and déllhausen, -that the primitive 3acrifice was
& aﬁertflql&l meal -:"the commuqlon.df deits'and man
in & common aacraﬁéntal ibod."?/ Qpe drificultles: o

pre3ented by this theory &re: Hov can we zecﬁnoilo the-

-

-I. Keraﬂlll The 014 Lestanent Doctrine of -alvatlon;
p- 69.

2 Davidaon, The Theology of the (14 “eatamont p. vIZ.

$. Quoted Irom Davidaon, The, Theology of the 0ld Teata-
mént, p. 313.. . i

F



N—

sscrificlal meal ldea wltn the ﬂhole burnt offer*ng
and also with tne prevailing {dea in the Lebrew word
MINCHAE which 3igntfles a glft to. God. s~coording to-
Brown, Driver and. 3rtgge, ‘tle word HIH“HAH conveys
only\the ldea of presentgtlon.

To sum up the ldea 'of .ibel's sscrifice, we nlli
use the words‘of“Dave~w&eﬁ.he sald: "4 gift of the
cholcest and: b&at was not enough, nor waa the feellng
of worshlp enough which such & gift mtght eipress; a
slsughtered animal was not cnough, nor was the trust-
ful following of the divine precedent whlcp auch a
alaughterlng ﬁonyeyed: acceptable!aagrgflce'huat dng”"
play all thesefln-harmonioﬁa unlon;"k

?aving conalaeled the’ assentlal elements in the
aaCrthce ot Avel, let us tske up briefly the remain-
fﬁg dacriiicea of tﬁe retrlarchal Period xith & view
to aacertdinlhg’the points of aavanceﬁénts Teking, -
fixrst, the o feringa presented by lioak, we find &
great meny polnta of gimilarlts to the offoring of
sbel. The fact or;app?oeqh to God is emphgslzed and
upon evéf; aﬁbh'apprcach, anlﬁal blood was spllt. Ve
note also that the ﬁivlne appvnvah‘remalned. /There’
‘waa &t the same time, elementa of advancement in the

offerlnga of Hoah.. - grqater“varlety ol blqadfoiferinga

3

I..Cavo,*Tﬁo Soripturel Doctrine of :teerlfice, Second
editlon, pp. 40, 4I. ,
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are preaented and . alao the ocoaolon ‘for sacrifice are
'lncreased. Noeh's worohlp contalined all of tne émo-
tions W1lcf in 8ft61 years foun- expression {n the
burnt offerlng_fnd the peaoe,oifering. in the sln-'
ofiertng:and~thé téespass-offeflng, and in the offer-
ing of lnoense and tithes.  Aibel offered only lambs
While Hoéhﬁexpreasod hls~§raﬁitudd by &n 3ffﬂriﬁ53é£:

,ever clean beaa%.and bird (Gen. 8:20). The riﬁuéi

’of »bel's aacrifice waa of the most almple typo'- mere

glauggtor and preaentéatlion. Noah, in addition to

thlé!’qonsuméd hls offering with fire. Exactly whas

‘1dee the amoke of the burning 3acrifice at.first con-

veyed, we are uneble to atate. It 13 ressonsable, -

however, to asSer;'that tpﬁoauée the sﬁoka of the aaa-
rlficé to ascend -toward heeven would agmbqlize & more
complete presentatlon.” i

.. If the ssorifice of ibel obtaloed for him &nd
. gucceeding genaraﬁipna an assursnce of reatérétlon to
"thé di%ine»favor,'ra it any more then nétural to sup~
poae :hat men, 6uger fbr d[vlné gppfdvgl.~wouldfeomo
to oifer up human secrifices slnce they would be con-
sideéred more potent than the secrificea of ar enimgl? -
History records this a3 & common occurenoe.fr5m the
days bf.AchrIlai, when "a dbz;h noble aong‘;} haughty

Troy" were tarown upon the .funeral pyre of latroclua,

3
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‘to tiLe timﬁ o‘ uhe celebzatlor of the memory of ‘the S~

- ——

deceaued kings of Dahone,. liozes warned the pGOple

uagal st such practXQe (qut. [6:10). During the .
relgn) of Zoses, king of Israel, the people went off
after foreign gods and éauaed thelr children to b§
pes3ed f.h}sugh u{’;'ﬁre to Loloch (2 Kimgs 17:17). /1n
‘the trial of the faith of ibram, We 2ind & oew revels- < |
tion regarding the matertal of the offorldg. antng ‘
been commanded_oi the.Lord to oifer up nis son, Ilzsac,
who wes the fruilt of hls 014 age &nd the pledge of his
posterity, a;.a holoceust on lount MOriah, Abrem pro-
‘ceeded to obey. hen the human victim was bound- and
ﬁhe knife drawn t“ sley him, the hana Ww&3 stayed and
the effuaion of blood wes completed by ths substlitution
of e ram (Cen. 28:13). Three signiflc&nt fects are
pointed out in this Lndldgnt. In the flrat place,
-animel sacrifice received a renewed sanction &z & meth-
,0d -of approach té God . Secendly, séoflflde cafrtbd
wlth it the renewed declaration. of penitbdce~apd volun-
tary surrender - a_s&rrenﬁer 30 compiote{that even an
only son, bo;n under priiilégéé condltlons and with

_ privileged deétiny,-ﬁho;zld not be withueld. 4nd ‘
agaln the metives whioh prompte& human sacrifice re-

- delved & dlatlnct approval whlla the act d! humen : aac-

rifice ltaelf recelived & dlstlnct dlaapproval -Tha
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~ subsequent hlétory-ﬁf‘laraol teat}ftés to;tho profound -
_ 1nfluenoe thia tnoldent and Lt~ 1003009 ntd upon Abra-
ham s deacendentg. -

\The only.rematniqg aaorlfieeé'of importance in
this perléd ere those of Jecob. In a sascrifice made
by him, we find that the entire oarcﬁée of thé_of{ér-
;ugrgas notﬁgongumed. After a uagﬁa&q{parfﬁon wa;
‘pre3ented to God, the remalglng perts iero conaumed in.
'the form of a sécriflclal mesl (Gen. 3i-5§). This °
variety of aaczlflce ls deslgneted as TS*VACH. Ac- -
cording to the greatest scholars, TSEVECE, Ln this
usage, does ,not refer to a peace-offering - the tech-
" nicel neme of which ig sanvaL - but to a featal-
offeflng. " The featal-offering is the genua of which
theipéaqe-offerlngs ere apecies. .n element of ad-
vancement i3 thus noted. ]

vThd fact that“J&&bb erqcted‘altars,lq olaces
where the Delity hed ganiieat;d ﬁ;msclf‘IGen; 12:7; 36:
14) mbght'bg*pOpagéared aé'bointing tpward the later
idea of 3pecisl wlaoeaiofjwofahlp.f There &re 6180
indfeations of the gred&~¢ sl3e of & separate order of
aaorlrldlal mtniahrantahphoaan’aithor,gor“re&aona of
rellgidua piety or‘fof aockal'éistlnctton. ‘:The act
of asorttloo waa at flrst perfoxmcﬁ for the ontlro

'vfamtly by the tather of the household IGon. 8 20; I2: 7'
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15:18; 26:&5; 30.&0 45:2) but leter by the princes of
0h0 larger tamilta¢ or nebty patriarc hﬁl &*rgdomn (Gen.
14:16; Zxodus £:18; 3:1). '

raving ;n&téated the outatanding featufes of the -
é;ni&floes of'thé Eatrlarchal rerlod, ouly one. othe?
queatlon or tmportance remalns 1or our conalderation.
' b" ‘ oh‘&l 4

T : .\_' A

_Th:t quaatton ta: Hhat relatton'

aaerifluoa auataln to tne foxgtvsnesz»of al ? |
maxntaln bépt there waa any such ralatlon La. to g0 i‘,
cxnbrery Lo & commoaly exg¢e~aad opinlon Ln theologlcal
clircles. I by oppoalnq this ides, one me&ns to 38y
that in p:imltlve timea no acoount i3 gizen ot sn of-
fering whieh by Lta Lntxinglc merit, axthout referenao
altnervtn,p,pxqgent 8¢ comodation or iutaza-acnlevexent
bréught ebout the forglveness of alhs, it would be
true. dould Lt not, however, be imposaible to desige
nate .an 0l1d ?éatament sacrtf}oa 83 cxgiétofy in awch &
spnse?\ :Agatn, lf*lt be undexrstood tuat in patrisr-
ohel times there nera no aaerifiéee oxprg@alng ne ono
idea- o‘ an oiferlng for sin w;thbut t@g'tntérblsn@lng
_61 other ldeas, thta fs. likewtae true. | Thia 13 due t¢
\Kahe feot that,; before the »aaala Lnatltuttona, thero
Awaxo no sscrifices WHien"wafa qxulu lvclg thanx-offcr-'
ings, or peace-offeringa, or treepasa-oiiexlngs. .rf;
on the other hana, Lt be meant that ﬂurlng thg xatrl-
arenel’ ’e:lod there were no aaurlflcee ‘whloh hau even

A

Y
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& partial reference .to. human cin, we are, £0r0ed %o
take lasue. ‘ - -

From the 3taﬁdpoint of~;1v1ne a£}§ngement, the
initiation of any movement is al;aya characterized by
an lntellectual olearneas of vision and spiriimsal
emﬁtlona 3eldom experienced afterwards. But, laying
aalde such gemeyal conalderations, let ua flnd ont \
what the Sorliptures have to say on the aubject The
questlon largely.hingos upon the meanlng of thc Hebrew
word CHATTATH &3 used in Genesia 4:7. The imerican
Stenderd Version translates: the word "sin" a3 followa:
"If thou doeat, well, shall it not be 1ifted up? and
1f thou doe3t not well, SIN coucheth &t the door." If
this translation is scoepted, Lt ls eviient that some
rélattonahip exiats between the ain oL Caln &nd the
offering which he'prdaonted. . Thq’ohlef diffliculty,
yowever: attending the above'trqn§1at1dn, ia the ép-
parent lackxof clear connection b;tween ihe contenta
of this sentence and ‘the thought which immedistely
prevcedes it. To 8s8y the least, this translation ren-
ders the passage very difficult of interpretation.
‘Mageo tranzlatea the word OqirTLTH "a ain-orfarlng. .
He 3upports thls translatlon by - aome eplendld argu- ‘

1
ments. This poaltion is firat-confirmed beceuss of

-

h Y

’

[. Lsgee, On itonement and lacrifice, Vbl..z, p. 3.

- -
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the force of the word I OB£T° which is ooaneotod with :
CHATTATH and whlch strlotly mellea oouohlng or lylng .
down a3 & beaat.. rhe‘rendering’is thus simplified to
mean ."& 3in-offering 1lleth at the door.” ;hpthor
polnt made by Liagee ia thet CHATTATE, whioh 1o femi-
‘ntno, is here connected with RQBS?S, a.word of tﬁe
masouline gender.. He daya that'thlé‘Oﬂdgeotlob'tl
perifectly congiatent.on thé'ground thgt CHaTTATH 1is
nade to dgnofo & sln-offering. Accoraing to & coan-
struction common in Hebrew, which reiers “th 0 adJeative
net to the word but to the thfhé understood by it, the
'masgullne ROBETC i3 ’erojcomblned with the enimal,
which was to be tno :am--t:'offari.rzg.;'I Aooordldg to this
\“prlnclple it will be found thaet CHATTATH, where it ls
used in scripturalfoonneotlona for e "sln;ofgerlng," i3,
though it3elf feminlne, connected with & masculine ad-
Junot (Ex. 29:I4; Lev. 4:2I, 24; 5:9), whlle in other
’plaooa (ng i6:&0; <C:9; Ex. 32:&1, s0), where the woxd
is found to algnizy."ain,” {t hsa constently the &d jeo-
tlve connected Ln ﬁue fbmlnlne.'L If his tzanalatlon be
acoepted, the pasaago would be rendoxed &3 iollowa,
. "And‘the Lord seld unto Cein, whereforse ars thou wroth?
. And why: 13 thy countenance fellen? Ia there not, (I

thou doeat .well, oxﬁItatLon: and, fi thou doeat not’

-~ -

L. Megee, On Atonement and Sacrifice, Vol. 2, p. I4.
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‘well; a ala-offerlhg;lylng &t the door?_  4And thus he
mey become aubject to thee, and thou mayest hai% the ~
domlhton over him." Whether lagee's tranélatlon is
preferred or nom/ﬁhe very fact that there was'a dte-
tinction betwesn the ssorifices of Abel and his broth-
er - thg animal aacrlfloe:of Abel adcepted snd the

' vegetable qhorifice of Cain _rejeoted - would lead to
the ressonable .conclualon thet animal ssoriflce and
the forgiveneas of alns &re Ln some wa; related a3

cause and effect. -

~ But granting é%xa much aa.g_fao;, what wes there:
in .the sﬁgrlfloea of the Patrisrcial Period whlch
could pelllate the divine wrath or countéredt the di-
vine g€llenation? It would be & wonderful satlsfac=
tion if we could ascertaln with certalnty thls impor-
tani element. iWhile 1t i3 lmposalblé to arrive at & -
dJefinite concluaion-from & atudy of the prehiatoric
period, some elements in the &attainment of forgive-
ness ere evident. »It.ls safe to asay that the people-
of this period knew that death hed been decreed upon
thelr race beceuse of transgreasion. ?hoj.saw that
1t was bjgtho permisaion, suggestion, end commend of
God that sheep end oxen pgqam§ tholr‘aﬁbatttupea.apd

died in thelr atesd. What dild they regerd a3 the

-
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reason for this slngular aubstltutlon° Pernapa they
-never aaked oﬂOh queationa but merel; relied upon the
religioua dlscovery of Aoel." Whatever may have been
thelr conception, we are perfectly Justified in as-
serting that thay saw in aningd aaorlflce not only &
aensuous repreaontatio; of their paraonal feol;ngs but
1tn the““EpraaentatLvo material iteelf an element of.
prophecy which oonatltuted it & type of thlngs to oome.
. JAccording to their exporlenoe, redemptlon W& to come
througn two distinct channels, these developing alqng-
alde of each other. One was that redemption was in
some way being obtained by animal sscrifice and the
other that in aome myste;loua manner, redomptton was
to Dbe obtalned by that aeed of tne woman which anould
bruise the aerpent’'s head (gen. v:l9), by thaet seed of
Abrehem ln which &1l nations of the earth 3hould be
bleazed (Gen. ZciI8), and by thaet Shilon untp whom
should be the gathering of the people (Gen. 49:I0).
‘f% rmey be obaerved that this promise was handed down
from generatlon to generatlonfdﬁitng thlas perliod. The
.gonoral promlse 0¢ ultimato viotory over: satan made to
the offapring of Zve became 'to Hoek: a\promlso of Te-
demption through Isasc, ‘and to.Jgaob & promise of the

universal rule of & rrinsce who ‘@hould come from the

lolns of Judak’™ If they realized, &3 thelr religlous
. . < P

-~

.
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,aplrlt would naturaily teel that the blood of thelr
animal saorlfloos oould not remove aln although
tnroughvthls medlum they hed repeatedly received ;;9; ‘
tdfation.to divine favor, is it beyond poasailbility

" that they connected the “two revelstions pf.reﬁenipt__lonsL
by saorlfice and redemptlon by & promtsed Redeemer?

e kdﬁw,that there was at lesst a-spfflclqnt conscioua-
ness to produce & aplrit of expectancy, stimulating
the moat devout to contlnue their habltual meth%ds of
approach. to God &nd et the ssme time to eagerly expect

from every mother's son the promlsed “edeemer.

!
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Chapter II. -

The Mosalo Period.
~

v

Upon chter§n5 the perlod of lgseas, we find that
the fundamental elemente of rtliglbnias practiced by
the patriasrcha have now become authoritative and that
the slgple worship 6f former times has been aupplintcé
by & ritual more elaborate, centralized &nd ex,ressive,’
.?H;\dtfiicultiea encountered in the atudy of this pe-
riod are similar to those of the previous sge. The
one advantage whloh this period has over the former la
that it 1s not so remote. We cannot hope io_recelvo
‘much asalatance from writlngs or traditlione outaide of
-the 01& Testament Loriptures. One would natﬁrally
think thet much 11ght oould be thrown upon the diffi-
cult elements in the rentateuch by & 3tudy of the
“writlogs of Josephus, Phllo snd the euthors &nd oom-
mentetors of .the Talmud but the3e works &re found to
ia of 1lttle or no vaelue on the aubject. _Lodern Jew-
lah traditiona also might be expected to &ld lﬁ‘thia .
study. Unfortunately, hownvor;\thc‘lam'of llo3es was
pefvertadfh; the Rabble to such sn extent that even as
esrly aa the tgachlnsa’o? our Lord, we are warned to~

beware of tﬁel"traﬁlttons of the oidorg" (Latt. 15:6).
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The cuatom3 among the Jews of todey are more at va-
rlance with the “osaic legtéiétion thar they were at
that time. - The most of our authoritative informatios,
‘thereforé, will comé from the books oi the fentateuch
wltu’an oceaalional ray of light from some of the later
. canonloal, boﬁké. ‘In éhié‘ﬁﬁﬂﬂ]; it 1z oot nvcoasﬁry”
to present a hlstory of the succeasive amendments which
" the Law underwent from its firat beginnlngs to the time
of ‘the antry of’ Iaraal into the Promised Land. We wlll
only ‘be concerned wlth ths Law in its comploted form.

We will pursue the study of this per}od under the
felleing divieions: f;rat, the liossalo conoopttén of
aln; sacoqé, the Mosalc sacriftoes; add, third, the re-
lation of the Mosalc sacrifloes to the forgiveness of
. 3ln.

-

I. THE MOSLIC COLCZPTION OF SIN. ‘

~ .The conception of ain among the ohlldrea of Iarael
grow aé their Ldees of God adyancod; . Slooe God wes
conceived &3 thyA(Lev. 19:2; 20:7; 21-8{/ aln wes ﬁhe'
.oceesion of divine puniahment/;nd cal&mltloa wer. gen-
erally lnq.rprotgd 83 ohaatisements for sln (2x. cI 12-
I7; L2:18=-20). ,¢Anyone who committed & aln agalnat Je-

hoveh was, Ln almoat every ocase, worthy of death (Deut.
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24:16; Lev. 5:I, I7; Vuk. 18:0, 22; Ex. 26:43). = The
‘account of ;he Fall and the Delfige show'ihgt‘thts con-
, gIEfon prgvafled ln the Patrierchal Period. In the h
ib&it;oal code, sfh and pnniahmqnt are glﬁoat agtomgg-
loally connected. ~ Throughout thils period, ain is
generally concetved a3 natlionel.: The 3in of the in-
Jdlvldnal retloots upon the natlon.I '4The\natlon wa#
conzidered &3 a unlﬁ. The aln of one !ﬂlbcr brought
oalémlty upon the whole body, even.though, as {ndivid-
‘nals, they were innob;ntu(upm. 16:22). For éxample,
“bedausé Achan p&rtook of "the devoted thing," all I3~
rael was. brought to defeat (Joshue 7: II) ‘In the
- 3eme way. David's ocensus subjeated the entire natt;;F
"to the ravages of & pestilence (LI Sam. 24:15).

The only guasrantee of esocape from the divine
wreth wes righteousness. Rlghteousness, however, was
..oot éonﬁldored as due to lndividual or hationsl sin-
lcasnoagébut to Iarael's relatlod to a covenant made with
Jehoveh. . Fhe Iarselite had no hope of selvation
‘fhrough hiz own plety fsr we .find such teachlng as: "If
.ﬁhlu Jehovah shonldat mark lnlqultles. 0 Lord, who could
stand" (Pse. 130:3); "Ia thy stghtAno mgn-living L3
rlghteou“" (Pae. . 143 2); slso, ‘fof there ig;no.man that

~

I. Davldaon The Theology of the Old Toatamont p. ‘815.
40 1 ppo 271-

276. -
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sinneth_not" (I Xg. 8:46). Righteouaneaa, therefgre,
wes only to be'found within. the obvanéné relation.
Thgg»ooyenant. ggde'botweeanégngh and Ié}aol, pfo-
vided for an atonement for ain. .n elaborate system
of worahlp‘wasainatltutcd. specific lnatructiona were - -
given~oonoernldg:t%h Tgb;rnggle or place of.sacfltloo,
‘the Priests or sacrifliclal mlnlﬁtraux;. Purifications
or legal prgpératlona for sacrifise, &nd the -various
offering§'together with thelr Timez and Sessons. Should
!@hta.ritual feil in any particuler, exclision or death

was the inevitable result (Deut. £7:26, 28)./

~

II,~QEE MOEALIC SACRIPICES.

‘Betoxe prooé;dlng to an examination of these spe-
cific lnstructions, 1t will be‘well to menthn_brlefly
two relliglous ceremonies which wers very similar %o
those of the ratrisrchal ieriod, yet, at the 3ame tlﬁo,
aufficlently dlfferentisted to render them trenaitional
in ch@igcter. They are nsuelly known &3 thg Paasover
and the Cacrifice of the Covepant.

One of the most memorable occaslons ia the hl:Fory
"of lareel was the night of the Exodus. It was memora-
| ble not only for its dollverance_bu; aelso for the memo-

. - ‘_f »
ry of its saorifice. ihile & cry was heard in every

- — LAY
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Egygpian hoﬁaehold'bebause‘of the death of their first-
“born, an entirely élfterent aoeqe was taking placé.a-
.mogg the 3&bgew§j”“ Uhhafmba~by the destroying angel, .
the members.of avefy'ﬁgbrew famliy were.atanding ready
for thelr departure and partaklng, {in haaég, of a sac-
rificlal meal. What Lz the explanation? A people
%ho had been in hﬁhdage were, by divine command, cele-
brating theilr firat Pesaover (Ex. I12:43). A'méle
lamb or kid, without 3pot or blemish, had been oare- -
fuily aelectaa'qnqwalain in every houaghbld. The

blood of the vietim, according to command, hed been
‘aprlhkledfupon the doorposts andﬁﬁscarcase;roasted whole,
wa3 being hastily eaten with bitipf herbs agd unleavened
b:ead. But what was the religiou: import of thles rite?
It 1s clearly seen that thta séorirlokoas an atonement
sufficlent in lta‘effloaoy‘to 9tay the arm of the angel

of death. It may.alao be 3&id that, Ln sddition to the

" mer¢lful” aparing of life, the saorifice provided a re-
liglous oceremony which in after &eare became & 3uste-
nance ln the time of trial.

When the children of Iarael had come, in pholr.
wilderness journey, to tho\foqt of ﬁ;unt Sldgl, another
Saorgrice of memorable algnlflganoe toﬁk.plaeé. - Lfter
10863 had descended for the firat time from the.3urmit.
of the seored mounteln and hadiproolalmed to the twelve
tribes assaembled the decslogue with ita clvil and re-

liglous rites (&x..20:I-23:33), the covenant between -
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Jehovsh and ﬁié\biﬂPle wes 3olemaly ebn@lddod by the
, ~effuaigp of 5100& and a holy feast. Victims were
alaln and placed upon an altar ‘and burnt ofrorlngn and
festal-offerlnga were preaented before Johovah. On
this occaslon, the blood of tha al&nghtcrod anlﬁ#lt
#es effused by mnaas. Qne hali_belng alung upon the
‘sltar and the otgor'hili upon the people. Itv{ginot.
our purpose to anawer all of the various Opinlona held
gcongernlng ?hé~origln and nature of this ssgrifice. A
The mo3t reasonabl; interpretation iz that dé*Cavo.who
says,‘"Thté rite of the oovenant 13 aeen in fact to be
&-a paﬁrtarchal feztal-offering such as wsaa offered by
Jacob at his covenant with Laban, with the pecullar
rituel of the blood-manipulation of the rassover 3upér-
.gﬁdedo“l - Lvery individual Israellte could not help
‘but be consclous of the fact.thst while the offering
wes belng mede, he was personslly making & aolemn vow
‘before God to keep the coven&ent which had Just been
reited by Loses. The drops of blood whtoh fell upon
his head gnd*garmont;_txom the hahd of,Mbéea woﬁld Té~
mind him. that the deat: angel had passed by him ondce
egaln. Az he partook of the roasted flesh of the of-
rer&ng and dran& of the accompanying drldl-oftorlng,
he would be aeaured thet, so long as the covenaat re-
melned unbroken, Jehovah would provide-for hls phya-

loal necessitlea.

I Cave The Zoripturel )octrine of Secrifloe, Second
eﬁltlon, p. 62.
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It is bvtdent that tneae two inaugural saoritlo'c
uqre only & preparation for a moxe olaborato syztom
and & more minute revelatlon. Bedauwss of the_ltmtta
of.this';Blume;-it-w111 be nnoaaéary-tor us to omit a
doacriptton of the Tabornaole with -lts3 varxous grada-
-tlona and furnishlngs, the Prlolthood and the Lovltlo-
al ?uriticatlona and come dlreetly to a oontldnratlon
of the goasio gaorlftoeg. In ordor to properl; com-
prehend these sa&rlfiois they ahonla ‘be consldered
from’ﬁfo points of view, - namely, the material of the

saorifices and the persons who offered tham. As to
pa

matorlal sacrifices may be gonorally olaaaod as Blood-_

offerings and Blood;eaaoofteringa. The bloodlesa-asc-
rifices are called "aacriilo;$ of ctonement.” wo-;111
consider first the blood-aaqxifloee.'~\?heso aacfi%{oea
are nsdilly'dealgnated as bﬁrnt-offertéés, petce-offer-

ings, sin-offerings and trespass-offerings.

The Ritual Of T%a Burnt Offerlng.

-

’éhe law~of the bnrnt-off&flng i3 found in the firss.

°haPtﬁf of Levitious. Theae offerings could ba either

lndtvidﬁal or nationsl. If the tndlvldnal waa finan-

clelly sble, he wes required to preaent Y apotloao ox,

ram or he-goat. If he was not able to &afford thla, he °

could present & turtle-dove o: & pigeon. // In case & -

-
.

bird. ‘was presented, the ritual was veory 91m91°; The

)

TR

b



- ) g ) ‘:' 31

priest brought 1t to the altar wruag off lta head and
burnt it on the zltar. He then took out’the crop and~
taooea and threw them,l;;; tho aab ptt. After kéepling
an inolaion at the wings, he bnrned the entlro body
upon the altar. vThlq was not true,~howcver,\of any
other'kind~of*hurqt-otfirlngs. . The offerer brought
hiz victim tOfthewaltgr, férclbly placed his hand'qpon
the head of the anlmsl and alaughtS}oa it on the north
gside. The.ptiest; having caught the blood, asprinkled
it agatnéﬁ the four sxdesiof"the alter. After flay-
tng the &n(mal, the offerer dlvided Lt and washed the
intcat;nea'an& 1o§er parts of the Ltéa in water. .The
'ﬁpftest then placed the ae§3r31 parté.tdgother with the
skin, head end fat upon the altar, pfcvioualy arranged
’ with wood, as & burnt-offering - "en offering made by
:ira,.of a aweet savor unto Jehowvah." After the ontf&
into Canesn, Jehovah commanded that’a moal—offering
ghould tmmedlatql&,follow the burnt-oftering (Num. Ib:
[-I3). - 4 pqtht.oﬁ peonliai interest ls here noted.
A forelgnor qnho'wgé‘rlgtdly f&rhtddon to offor other
~anlttoa1 aacrifloos, was pcrmltted to proaont burnt-‘.
offerlnga (Lav‘ I? &; c2:18, 2b). |

»

P

The Ritusl 0f The Pesce-offering. )
~ .~ The ldws)cbnoerntng the poaoe-ptfdrlngs ar%

- <
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recorded in the third and seventn ohaptera of Levitlous.
The paace-offerlngs were of & social charaoter rather
.tﬂ;n individual or. natio;;IT Whlle\presented by indl;;
vldu&ls: the entlre famil'_or group partook of the holy
featlval Ln 1ts conaummation. ) " The rltuel of.the ‘peace-
offering wes disslmtlar in several respecta to that of
the burpt-offerlng. -While either sexfof cattle could

, be STfefcd the male- uaa p&:ﬁlt&bl& / '43 in the’ burnt-
.oxierlng. tne offerer having lad his vtotlm to the al-
ter, placed hia hand ppqn its head,vkilled, flaygd; di-
vided and cleznsed it. There was no designattion, hpw-
ever, that lt,ahoﬁid be 3lain on the north side. fhé
ﬁrleSt caught the ﬁlood"and sernkled £t*hp6n the sltar.
. Instead of bufping-the enﬁire'carcése-of the anlmal,.as
in the buf;t-offerlng, only the fatty portions were
éurned'upon the sltar. - The breast wus "waved" and
glven to the 4saronites and the right leg was "heaved"
off as’a.gtft to the mlniatering priaéi.» That'whioh
Temalned was tgkép b? the ofteigr, who, having made e
feaat, partook of Lt wit: hla entire household withln
tis 3scred anclosure of the fﬁbérnaoie. Acopmpaniiqsﬂ?
th1§ f&rmfpfvéacrtitce'were meél anﬁ Qrink‘offaﬁihgs.
Cne of theﬁdakié of the mesl-offering fell to the of-
floletling priest (Lev. 7:I2-T4).

| Accordlng to Cave, "the thﬁnk-offerings, votive-

offerlngs and -voluntary offerings were varletles of

P e



- nation.. The natlonal sin-offorlnga ‘were o8ly pre-

N " . I_ . . .
the“peace-offerlngg-" - :

The :ltwel 0f The Sin-offering.

The sld-offering {s of uduﬁual intoreat‘!rom'thé L.
point.of view of our {nguiry. The lews of thé ain-
oif&:tng;areffogdd in the fourth chapter of Leviticus.
'Thé;-Werq’simliar to the burnt-offerings-ln thet they

Jerg oftorid‘both‘oa\bbhali of the individual and the

sented on feast-duys/end, therefore. wlll be more &p-
prpprxatg}y_ﬁlsoussed.under thet head. The status of
tﬁe individual determlineu largqu»tbe'éarlety of the
‘oafbéouj‘of the bffdring.‘/’lq:the case of the high
priest, an ox without blemish wee o b; offered,/ After
tie usuel presentatiom, the laying on of hands end the
~ 8ccustomed sléughter.“he took aome'of the blood into

. the Tabernacle and 3pankied it seven times "before the
vé&l of €hé éanptnary.W ; Tﬁiq Qe smeared some of the
~bigod uPQn‘thg horns of the altar of incensa and poured
tAeiremainﬁér at.thovbaao of the alfar‘of,bu}nt—offer-‘
‘IUE' A8 ln~tﬁe peaoo-bftértnga theh:atty portions
were removed end burned upon the altar ‘of burnt-offer- -~
ing. Bne rematndqr oi the oarciae waa taken by the
higa prieat to & olean place befors tie osmp and

- burned. | In ca3e the entlre congregation became

. V.’
l. Cave, The acriptaral Dootrine of Saerifice, Seoond
edition, p. 79. -
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' wh@ph the prleat, having caugh¥ the blood, 3meared aome .

- ' -

onnsoLous 0f aln commlttcd uuwlttlugly. the elders of

“the congragatlon ngaonted a.young ox in the Same man-

_ner a3 requl;gd of the high prLest~// Wihen, tarough

tgnorance, & ruler or one of the common I3raslites
sinned, he wes oxdered to present & goat without blem=.
iéh. - the ruler “a he-goat end the common Israelite,

a she-goat. In the case of both, the customary laylng

on of handa and the slaughter were required, after

of it upon the horns of the slter of burntroffering,

poﬁréd the rgmglnder at its baze, and burned the fat
upon the altar of burnt-offering. The carcase became
the prtgat'a portion. / he 3in-offerings and the

burnt-offerinss were alain st tie 3ame plece. Im of A

fering burnt-foérlngs. eny number of vioctima might be.

'alaln but in thé ain-offering, obly_ong animal could .

-

os oifered.

The iltual 0f The Prespsss-offering.

-

Wle now come to the import&nt blood-sacrifices
called the u;eup&éa-offerlngs. The lawe regwrding

tirese, oxferlngs are given ln the filfth and 3lxth chep-

" ters ol Levitlcua. Accordling to the simple record,

N .
there were three groups of transgressions whloh re-

quired a trQSpaaa-ofgéilng: in the flrst plece, any

-
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un&ittlngvsinﬁregafaingig}fts_d&b'Jéhﬁféh:*eﬁogwas
glacr{fhtc‘ig:.\tl‘tl’;efé or i"‘-lrst-fruits'_(loev‘,. 5:{5); second-
1y, ady~qntntenﬁioual violation of a dlvlné_oommend
(Lev: 5:I7); and, thirdly, anykfréudulent pracﬁice'ln
metters related to property even though it be a volun-
;ary”act-(Lev. 632, 3). In‘every caze, the offering
condisted of & rsm without blemlah.// After the pre-
‘sentatlon, laylng on of hands, and alaughter, sz in

‘ the~ﬁurnp-offerfng; tqs blood, Lnstead of,balaggggQSred
on the norns oi the altar, or taken Lnto the ﬁoi§
Ylsce £s in the ain—offerlng;'was aimply dazhed againat
tie aide of the altar. Acao.panyling th;s aaofifiés
was a.;emﬁnerattén fof wrong done both %o God and téw

- man.  God was redompahaed by'tha orlest placing a val-
ue upor the viotim offered equivalent %o the wrong com-
miﬁtéd. The«oﬁiended party was»recompenaéd by the of-
fender paylng him in money the e tire value of the dem-
&se plus & fifth part. ) i

| .Under certain conditions, the nazarlte and tho

restored leper offered trespass af:qungs.
) - r , \
- The Bloodleas Saorifloces. -~

Vg

f@o are now ready t§ conaider the bloodleas saori-
fices. . 0f these, the meal-offortngachrofthe moat
prominent. Thay conaiated of the vegetseble aaor1-~ i

floes and were offerad both on- bchalf of the rndlvldngl
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and the nation./ Thias offerlng wes propared’by mixing -
‘some iinerﬁgzgten flour with oll, aoeordlng to the
cullngry arta of the Jewo. and elther beked in an oven

or frisd in & skLlleQ. Sometlmes, the offering aon-
slated 3lmply of roasted ears of oorn. Oil and séit
fwegé.alwgya added to th;ImQaléofierlnga and, ig caae
_flour or gxa;n~waa‘usad,'1noense was 8l30 added. Any
fruit. such”ﬁa“dataa. figs or alménda upon which con- °

tinuous labor was not expended, were strlotly r&¢ ;lden

~N

&5 wag 8l30 &ny mixture of honey o1 vinegar. “he of—
e . o

.ferér Bavingvpféaented the offering at the altar, the
priest simply took a}hapdful,of the meal and oil to-
gether with some‘lncedée end burned them upon the altar.
The remalnier waa retalned by the prieat as hiy own
portion . stnce it was "a ihing most precious.” On'cer-
tein efoepﬁional days such as Sabbaths and feast-daya,
’tng entice offering was oonaumed*ppon'%he alter. Some-
"times, there was added a drink-offering of wine or
3£rong‘drink,cglled'apechar.I With only two»excop;
tibns.~the-mea;fof£ering was p;ebaaad,by some blood
sacrifloe - ngmely, the dally offering of the high
priest snd, in case of the poér."wheré & certain offer-

'fhsiwaé“éubatltuted for the ‘blooi ascrifice (Lev. 5:II).

P

[. Kallaeh, Spmmantaryvon.Lgv., Vol. I, art. 8, B. 7.
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Other meortant bloadlosa sacrlfioes were those:

where 3hew-ble&¢,Nlncense~and oll were offerod in be-~-

nhelf Qf the “olJ Zlace. Aeooxdlqg tgfthe-Levttloal -
. law (Lev. €4:5-9), twelve loaves of thia bread were to
‘be prepared on every babbath day. Bach loai repre-
. zonted one of bhe twelve trtbes of Iarael. Thece o~

P

,lo&vea ware 1emoved parlouko&lly on e&ch Sabbath, after
.tne» had romainaé 9n the table for seven days, and warnf

az3igned to. ‘the prieata who &te them ln a holy piaata

e offering of oxl (gx.47.uo, 21; Lev. £4:2) ooqslatné"
of tae pare;t olive oil. \Egch dsy 1t waalthe duty of
426 hlgh priest tp take & portion of this oll and re-
plen{sh the golden cdndleatlck. Tha offering of in-
denée,w&é"burned both ernlng and evening upon 1t3 up-
p;OprLate altar.

=%1ll other bloodlaas aacrlflces ma; be Wriefly
Sdmmarized as,followa; redpmptton money consisting of
fi?e ahékeia fo;yeach.réraeltte except the Levites
(Tum, &:47<51); freewlll offeringa fbr the oénafrucw
tlon and maintenanse 51 tha‘fabernaale'and the veaﬁ&
ments of its ministrents (ix. %5:20129);”wobd-offer~ .
toga _(Veh. 10:34; I3: 51 tithes (Lev. #7:50-334 Num. |
16:81-24) the ftrstllngs oi. frult, cattle snd men
(Ex: 24:19; Lev. 2:14; Num. 16:6-11); the offerings of
booty teken tn settle (Num, 31:48-54); and certain

VOus suci: g thoae concerdlng ‘self, houae. °3ttl° or

-~
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lsnd which were aoléﬁﬂ;y\and’wllllngix made to Jehovah

(mew._27).  There iz praqpid&ily no end to theae.

:,bloo.éla,ss ‘S'a.clflf‘l\c;ea. . Thewwlll aerve ell ot th‘j

pufpoaea.neQesaary to our‘inqulry.

From the polnt of view of the persons offering

‘them, sacrifices may be divided into national. of-

“fioial and individaal ceremonles. In the national

asdrifiaoa. the ontire nation a3 a unit was conceived

a3 .belng in the . act 01 hnmlliatloa contlllion atone-

ment and aelf-aurrdndar. They conasilated of" aerial-~

offerings which were presented dally, weekly and moanth-

1y,

of festal-offerings on hﬁly deys; of various offer-

lnga for the service of the Holy Places; &nd .of offer-

lugs on 3uch eitraordlnagy occ&a3lons &s thanksgivldg or

I

humilletion::

the

the

The offiela;'sacriflcasfwére‘offerquprlmarﬁly for
benefit of thoﬁecolealastid&l and political heads of
nation. " The priestly offerings were &5 followa:

»

N
atn-&?fering ocoasloned by Lnadvextsnt .sin (lev. 4: 3);

: mesl-offering offered datly in the Holy Place (Lev..

6:20); the splemn and elaborate offeringo of the groat

Dag

M

of . towement and the offerxnga at the oonseoration

ol a prisst or Lavlte to hls o¢floa.

mey

the

The offerlngs to be made by politlical o¢iioiala
be cummed pp a3 followa: those at the deutchtion of

Tabernscle (Num. 7: 10 -69) and & certaln alnsoiforlng

L. C&Ve g ?crlngral Joctrine of "serifice, “econd
p. Co. ’ '
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(1ev. 4:22-28) to be offered by either & judge or a
kilng. - o "

Cyncernlugtphé_indlvldual sacrlficcs, littls -
épgoa n;éq;ﬁe‘given'here- Suffice 1t tohéay_that par-
tlcular attentlon L% given-ln the Leviticel lew to the’
rellgioﬁs needs of the :ndlvldudl'lsraélitef Thege | .
individual sacrifices coﬁsla%ed'of all the varietiea
of blood &nd biaﬁdgggf‘oﬁtﬁitgga which ware to be of-

_ fured ln thelr respective seaspns. These-have &lread
- : . ~ g

been suificiently discussed in thiaﬂcha@tér.

" The Offerings On The Holy Days.

» .

‘ It:is not necessary to disouss these offerings at
any great lsngth. The'detéils'may be 1zund in the
twen£g~th1rd c@apter'of'Levitiéua. our present Inquiry =
only conoerns itaelf with the spéclal andxapprOQrLata
‘3acrifibes that wer; offered on these extraordinary
ﬁcoaaiona,f On every day during the year, both morning
| aﬁ{eveniég, & lamb ws3 offered &8s a burnt-offering fol~
lowed by a anl-ofteringfof.mealiand,oil and 8 drink-
ofﬁerlnglof wine. 4 dally saeorifice 6% lLacense and \
meal waé_a;éo<offe¥cd by the Aj}gh prieat.’ Ay the morn- ”
lnsfandT;venlné>cblations on éﬁpuéébbath days, the
burnt-offariuga'wer; doubled.* Dealdes the &aiiy and
montﬁiy obletiona, aac:afxeéaaof two young bulloois,

one ran,. ahd;aeven 1ambs &3 & purnt-offering, with

. - N
&

- -~
-
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pfopo tlonal meal offerings and drink-ofteringa,&nd

of & uoax a e sln offbrlng. were offered on.Now-moona,
on the ﬂayé oi thc Feast oT“Haleavened*Bread, on the

fgfkast of arvast, on tha Fesat of Trumpets and’ on the“"
~Da4 ol ntonement. The only addltionsl ritual on the
day oI the'Eag§oyer waé't@attéf the’baschai lamb.
Heving Beeﬁ“aelaated‘far'four deys,. Lt ves 3lain ln

the accustomed manner at,the altar of- buznt-offering.

roastud without a bcne belﬂg.hrokan ahﬂ ‘then eaten
with unleaveneé breed’ and bitter herbs. ~ The pecqlgé
aritieg ol tre ritual 0f the Zesst of Paoernacles
‘were t3 followa: lnote&d of the burnt- offering con-
siaéing;of;dne aQF seven rams, tha number was dounbled
to two and-fourteen;‘ﬂhilg d}dinarily,cnly two bul-
locké wvere alain, dufing this fee3t, the number wes
incressed to seventy. - These bullock3 were 3o distrib-
ﬁtéd'tﬁétlthhrtegn were oiféredvthe firatxdag, ;weivé
the second day, eleven the third, &nd a0 forth, until
00 tho Just. das of- the feast only seven were offerad.
The rxtual of the Day of “tonament ts &1l that remélns
of lmportance to desdcrive in tkto connection. /Qriofm
1y stated, the fltual is aa fDllOWa. first of &all, &
Sln-0ffering 0¢ a,bnllaok ené & burnt-afferingxcf &
' rem-were prevented on behslf oi the prlosthood by the
high priest] and, on behelf of the congragatlon. &din-

oLferin, o1 two he—goata end & burnt-offerlng of a ram
t"\‘

n

-
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. o . .
jwq;q_offered. "The prteat after bathlng his entire.

) :body wus clothed 1n & robe oi_pure whitd linen. Hav- -
Tng cast lots Upon the tno he-goata, thus chooalog ote
for Jenovah and one for azazel tna two anlﬂalo wero~
presanued a3 ltviqg sacrifices bg@pre the,altar. Then .

~ bogay, the é‘:arhemony of ‘ex-piatxbn Kn behau:' of the

- .. priesthood #nd the Holy Placea. After.the bullock

| .had been slaughtered a3 ' a sin-offerlng for himself end
nls house, the high prlgat took & cemsor full of coala-

A from ofi thé altar end some incense &nd piaced-them

witnin the veil. A pnrtlon of the bullockf* blood

we3 then aprlnkled upon ‘the' meroy-seat and seven ttnms

upon tre ground before the meroy-aeat. xhp blgh, '

prieat now mede atonement ipr the peOple. After

. alagtne the he-goat, 1t::blood waz taken intﬂ the loly

of Hblies'éh&uspflnkled in the same mennmer a3 that of -

».the'hhllocg} Then, aome of the bldod‘waé apftnk}éd |

in the'”olj vlace, aome on the elter of incense and .the
reqainuer on the altar of burnt-offerlng '”hén-étonQ-
;ent had been made for the priesthood, the xabernaole,'
énd the people, the high prlqat placed his hands upon
té: F.ad of thé‘lilﬂ goat. and, having confeazed over it
&ll of ‘the 3ins of the peoplc, 3ent it away into the
wildarness by & Levite who was atandlng re&di for that
Purpose. The high prlest then went tato tho Taber-

N
nécle, removed his white garmonta. bathed himeelf in &

a— -



holy place;,/ﬂ-rés*é‘ed ‘dgaln in Iﬂ.—g officisnl garmetits‘ and
offered the burnt-offerings in behalf of himself and

the people. Thias completes th,e‘lengtﬂy .lnju‘n'ctionla‘

. 5¢ Loses concerning the saor iflﬁes .

-

N

‘Definition Of Terma. .~

In o*der to arrlve at an lntelligant conclualon

e

goncerning the 3acranental mesning of the sacriflcea
(\

e tmat first aa&ertalu tholr literal algai,ﬂcance.

ve- will first atud; the meaning of the éeneral term
"sacrifice” and then try t’o‘apprehand the meaning of
/ B

the verious saerificea Lr ‘thelr regulkr order. In

-~

attempting to define the term 'sseriflce,” we are im-

medistely confronted witi & host of difficultlies. The

stetement which Falrbairn made concern;ng“the use of

-the term "prieathood” could as well be applied tT the

tem;'sad?ii‘lce.“., He stateg thet -"there is no term
more vaguely used, 01 more frequentl;y used to \g,enote
i not contradictory, yet dliferent and even ilnoom-
:p&txbla cnneeptiona."l' /The de,ﬂnltlon one gives of
8aorifice must depend upon - the idoa ho has"'bf Te--

'118109. I‘als aocounts for the multttude of deflnl-

A“OHS o“‘tered by the various- aoholars. A3 We 60311‘0

-

to investlgate the ocrlptural tea.ching of the term,

.o . ‘ T 41

-

e muat confine ourselves lergely to ita use by Moges -

ference p. I6.

be “‘nday. Prieathood and Sacrifice, Report of & Con-
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in the Tentateuch. -<A030rd£"8 to Drtver "The uaual
Hebrew word for 'To _ssorifice’ 1a aABAH_ 'Topalgnghtér’{f

hence dﬁBkHT 'a elaughterlng, or, by uaage, 'h 3aored
I

“‘slaughtsring;mwor“‘Sacriftcé.’” Aa uaed in ita ge- -

b «.~¢

neric sense, "sacrxfice“ sould be Jefiﬂbu 83 & Lift to.
Qﬁd or the presentetion to God of that which was of -
aome cost”to the oiferer. Davison agrees with ﬁﬁta\

"definition when he states that "sserifice in rellgion

LY

1n ganeral La &n offering to God ln woranip of tnat
c‘.

whioh 1Mpllaa aelf»dtﬂial in the arrerer. ?hla

dezinitlon 13 sufficlent, no doubt, to_ cover t ;éagéj

in-the Pétrlarcﬁal’“ariod but is not’apecific enough

for all oi its applloattona in the Tentateuc: after

~

.8 eareful examinaticn of & number of deflnittons the

nost comprehenalve gtetement, according to our opinion,

-

iz trhat of Cave when-he stetez thet "at the root of the
e3gential alfniftcance éfmthe Loaalc aaerlftces two

ldeas 1le, - viz. the liosalc [dea of prasentatxon and
S = \

that of atonemebi." ) .
-~ "The ldes of presentation, or & glft to Gpd, 13 the
. tE

fundemental ides oi sll sacrifice. Thls idea hes been
' s .

o™
. L. Sanéy. Priesthood,and uacrfixice, The Feport of &
. Conference, p- 12.
2-&11}&&., p. II. - ‘

v. Cave, The uoriptural Dantrine of tacrifice, Second
editzon, P IOI. _
! |
‘

“\ - o e
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,mphaSLzeq_tn~ouf alééuaston of'the~Patrlaroh21‘8aoer
fieeS end needs i&ttie dddttlbdal“emphaclc har;. Wor-"
| ahip in the Moag\g ‘erlod was slmilar to that of the
 foimer- period. in the eénse £hat _8pproach o’ God was -
@onﬁltioned upqpitnewpreaaatatlonfotaa glft.af some.
‘kind. The offerer could not worship deity empty’
.‘handéq- In ﬁhe l'osaic Period,. gifts which were the .
fruit of labor weré reckoned as.a meens of grice. In
return f01 bxftw from men, God gave gifts fO'ﬁEn;

The idaa cf atonement, however. wes altogether

dxfferent from fhet of presentatlon.  While the ldtgf§]1
oi presentation wes contalned ln every sacrlfioe thé
idea.oi atodbment wa3s limited, with but few exceptions,
40 the blood-sacrtilcbé. . Phls ldes of the atob@gent, 
Y promibqnt in'the;m°sald’ferlod, i3, while everywh;ia
latent, never expressly alluded to in the period of the
P&t?iafcha' " Some writers hg%e analyzed the Worﬁ'"&?
tonecment" by the simple division "at-one-ment” as if .
tie 01d"Teatament was written in the Ehglish language. |
In order tu arrive at the correct meanlng, we muet go
bacl to the original root word in the Hebrew. The
term 'atonement“ comea from the Hebrew word.KIEPEB.and
iR ¥ uaually translated' "to make atonement " "purge,” 7
PulEe away," "feconclle ;- "make reconciliastion,™ "paci-
fy,” ’pardon,” "be merciful,” and "put off." A3 this

Word 15 often miatrenslated gnd since so much of our
& S | :

"
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. . y ol
iiznquir{ﬁfgbéﬁéé_gpon”a'aorgégt underat&nﬂipgngf lt‘~{f
' "}ill be mell_to.mafé.é ﬁhorbugh'éthdy of‘lté¥vartona .

forms, grammatioal consthEtlono. etgmology and uasge.
\\'fye«forma nnder whiea theé roat KsPHAR - appears are not
numerGuS- ‘ﬁbat scholara deny that it is founa in the

1T &
« K&l. Cave clalms thet it s found once in the Kal.

]

irlle 1t is found once in the Nithpael and Hithpael,
tﬁé ususl. ;erbalnforha are tﬁe‘Dlel and Punel. 4s to
ﬁke etymology ei the root the eognete dislects glve
unanlmoao tastlmnny that lt slgﬂtflea “to cover." The
V&liOHw gremmat 1&el conatructions of thé xiel form of
FI.TEE are Lnterestlng. At times, 1t . ollowed'by'

uimqu'objectLye ceae, algnmfyinr the covering "of .

-7

u}ntquity" (Ea. 73,58, Den. 9.24), "of the fece of an
éhemgﬁ (Géh..sz-aff, of thé land-oi’prbm{se (Deut.ﬂ
o2 143), eﬁc. The more uaual constructlon however

Ma vnere thgkthing or peraan covered 13 expres3sed by

- the pzepoaktion AL and ita,gonaequent ce3s as: to
tnrow & covering "over her" fLev. 4: 90) "over him"
{lev. 4 a5) “qyer them"i(Lev.i%taO) "over aina” (“s.
79:9), “over soula" (EBx..20:16), ete. Often yic

repositlon BAADH'is'QEQé-aé in the pﬁraeeei'ﬁo.thfoﬁ

& coverling rouné one's "sin," "houss,” "congregation.”

L

Iy Brown, Drivar and urisa. ’9bf°“ 3”‘~LnglL8h Lexleonv.
of the 014 Testement . D&vldson. The Theology of

- . the 01d Testement, p. 317.

%+ Cave, The Seripturel Doc»rlna of Secriftice, Second
euition. Appandlx I. '
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'e“,preposlttons B and IJIN are used, '."fox

oy«

somet lme .5" '

(Ex. :s-“: Q)~; "by & ain-o;fering" (Lev. -ao).MThe‘:
| Vprepoaltton Be was used also to designate the" plaoe of
"v"'z‘“‘_‘*he ooverlng 83" in the phrase BAY R0DIESH = - 1n the holy
‘placve. The person from whom covering was made wes
,ensressed b.\, the pPr epoal,+ lba I,e - .to o’over up "from
“the face- of the Lord" (ILev. 5:26). 4n examinatlon of
.tre grammatleal atructure tognther with the ucage shows
that the covering of & person meanu ‘the ooverlng of his
.ain (Iev. 4:35; 5: 13) The full c'onatmctlon;og ¥XIP-
DERy therefors, '.Vould be "to throw 8 covering over. a
men, thet is to ssy, over hig sin, from the fsee of
God by meana of. & oaerifice preaent'eﬂ ln a hely olaoe. :
fhe common usage of the word clearly shows that t.r.e_
' covering was -"n‘ot'\:;o much "to render 'intlgi':)le,." or "to
protect from dsnger"” as & "conoealing" or' "neutralizing”
of sln, e coverlng of evzh a kind as "to rewnde: the di-
- vige anger. 1n0perati_ve ‘ (ra. 78 38; Deut. a.I 6; rrov.
16:14; Job 36:18; Genm. 32:2I). Thia conception of .
nezitrall.'-zlng and r'enderi.ng‘ lnaper&f ive the- pubiitive ~
#rath of bod 'mderllaa 311 scriptuzal uss oi‘;KL:E“
with the exception of a 3inzle paasage - "Your ocovenant

-
. %

————

L. Cave, The s ri.i:tﬁral Doct.lne of Sscrifice, Second

. e‘dition. fppendix. . 4

“« Brown, “riverpgnd Brig ‘, Hebrew apd ..;ngliah Loxtcfson
of the $H1d Testument; Davidason, The Lh901085‘ °
the Old Testament, p. 337. "
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’wlth déeth ahall be d@?é?ed"é}IaEQ EB:IQL;Q'whetc a -
“gabogdarylldea 3eem3 - to be'cbnveyed.> Instesad of
aiattygbtﬁgﬁizﬁi‘divlne enger haa hgeﬁ iendéfed tnop- -
_“gratlve and thenofuxe,abai&aheé, the aenonﬂiiy idea

“to 4boli3h" ia used. The effect asoribed to KIPPER
.13 summed up In elther the expression, "forglveness of
stns" (Lev. 4128, 3I,.35; 6:I0, I3, 16, IS, és-mm’s. )
I5:28) or "removal of nncloannoaa” (Lev. 12:7, &)

_ whathcr oontra»ﬁcd delidberately or unintentlonally.

In all of the offarlngh where there-was no ef-

fuslon of bleod, the Ldes of preaentatior was para- e
“moﬁbt. "~ The apnlmal tgﬁrlfldaa“oontatned-thié ldes,

an: ln sddition, the ldea of atoancment. One impor-
tent peosuze in Levitlicua (Lov.’I7;Ii)~brtngs this oup
dletingtly: "Por the ife of the flesh 1a Ln the blood:
andé 1 have glven Lt to yonu upon the altar to make
atonement for your souls: for it 13 the blood that mek-
oth-atonomont by ;oaaon of the 1ife.” Acco:ﬁlng to )
thia pasaege, the blood of every animal sscrifice was .
'a‘ppoxntw'b“y God @5 & mesh3 0T atohement for & humen
ltfe, boonnao the blood itself L3 tho actusl 1life of
the animel saarlttoed. Four polnta are qmphaat:od in
tﬁbo'psaulge:"fi¥at 'that.aoula are covered by animal
aaorlfloe, scnond that the covering waa condltioned
‘upon the ahc&dlng of blood; third, that the effusion of

blood waa ef:toaoloua becanse it #€s. the pourtng out of

-,
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lLfe, and, fourth, that a nh an aaocptanae oL "11fe was
aoaqrﬂlng to the will of God.‘ 48 3000 a3 enlmal

olood ls ahod atonomenﬁxis effected. Dnviaaon atates

that the blood 13 _,.sgmn to meke etonement but that

"atonement. 13 here fepreaq?tud a3 made not for sins,
but for souls.or persons." This interpratation of

stongment 13 contrary to the genersl teaching of atone-

“?ént'ln Leviticus. In our deflnltion of XZI. P“R we

have clearly shown that, acoording to both grammatioal
structure sad uaagg. the covering of. a person mean3 the

covering of, hia slans. The following passege from Le-

vitlous 13 so dlrect and poaltive that further argument

ls unneceasary: (literally rendered) "And the prieat
aﬁall ﬁhfdﬁ Q\coverlng over hlm,;bver the aln'yhioh he
haéh~3ihned‘tn'ady of these things, and he shell be
io;glven" (Lev. b: 13). "

" Heving the two lLdeas of praaentatlon and atonement
in mlnd we wlll examine the various animel sacrifices’
and clasaif; them sccording to both thelr goneral and
{neir diatingu laﬁ{ng oharactertatica.

/e will firat deflne the term for "burnt-offering.”

Thia torm La derived from the Hebrew word OLAH (tho root

belng ALAH) @oanlng "to go up,” - tho oftarlng tbat
&
rises to God ip amoke. - _Olan 13 exolnatvoly used wtth

-

H 2
.

Lo heolo ot sha 014 Teatement, p. 525.
JGVLGSGE e T Br%i Habrei and anliah Lexicon

‘of "the- 01§~T¢atamen
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referoncé to ankmal aaorlflooa whlch:noro camplé{e;y
buﬁned when proaontod at the altar. 1t3 aynooym in -
the Hebrew is KALIL or‘whsla-ofterlng. "The word i
"holocaust"'la alao used as a eynqnym w“hile the

.

/ burnt Oifuring had tn 1% en elemegt of aiBhéﬁbnt, this
| 7
wes qnly,a anbordinatg feature. It atoned in order

that 1t might be called &n otrartng. Its exlatence,
83 & apeolos a3 due to the berfeotneaq of p:eaenta-
tlon to whioh %t gave expzeagton. of g;l tho offer-
ings, the.bnrnt-offirlag wtlusuperLOr in 1ta meaaure
df presentation. Having in 1t ar element of atonc-'fﬁii'
ment 8nd, at the same tlme. the most vivid form of
‘ presentatlon the burnt-OIferlng wa3 proomluently the
haorifice ol worahlpr
‘The Zebrew word from which the tern "peace-offer-
.ing" ts derlved ia SHELAITY. _ Soholers dlifer as to
the root meaning of the word. K fhelr Interpretations
may be placed ip two: general classea. Accordlng to
tne one, the word {3 derived from SEALuL the same
'word 83 SAIE!, which meana prlmarlly-"to be-;hoio "
&and thus "to be at peace," "to have friendshlp" wlith

any one: the “thALIL would consoquo?tla be aaorlflooa

~

made,;n asa:irgnce of peace with God ./, The otaon

clasa holds that the ter:. la derived from the Plel

L}

-

I..Sbo Tholﬁok.'lhhnli.'no;tteqp. Dehler, Hemgstenberg.

.«

P . .
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form of thd same¢ root, xhton algnifies "to makaxwhole.
and a3.& result, the secwndary meaulng wnul\ be "to _
heal a oreaqh~hy making some reoompenSe. thla roadertng
‘would'make-the SHELALI aaorlfloes of reatltutlon.
Trom the standpolnt of ctymo&ogy. it 18 dtfflcult to
X deeido between the twd hypotneaoa.. /loeordlng to uaage
tae firat Lntorprotatlon appeara to be -the correct one.
The peace-dffering was very Simllar to the burnt-offer-
- ing in that the atonement ocouptod tn lt s rtlﬂtlt‘l}
inaignlflcaht place. The difference in the two, howf
ezpr, we3 thet the burnt-offerTng provided for Lndi-
iidualiworahlp while the peace- offofing‘provlded for
the worship of an entire honseﬁold or group. Tne;
Qere prlmarlly sacrlfloea of friendshlp and were pre-
aented by thoae who liveﬁ and rejolced in a sense of )
the clvine favor. Just.aa the burntaoifering empha- *
alzed the ofierér'a dhbon wtth.God; the pesace-offering
lald atreas_ upon éom;unlon with God. That which 413
tingutahed the peace-offering es.a specisl olasa of '
‘sagriflces wes that Lt oulminsted in & holy-featlval.
_I£ couid appropriately be calied the Lord'a Sﬁpp;fﬂof
the 01d Teatemest./
We will now dqfime the afg_and,froapgaa offerings.

lhey &re-of & ilfferent genus from tiose previoualy

-~ . ’- . ) -
!’ . r — )

I. See Bgehr ) Béuméarton;"Ebﬁrd, Neumann.
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mentloned. It {s the faat of atonement that i3 chlar-

Mly emphasized Ln these oiferlnga. Dhey wora prcaenta-
_ tlons for the purpoac of maklng atonement. )
-»'The 3in-oflerings, a;‘thelr name }ndlostoa} were
saorifices made to atone for ‘stn. The name 1s derlved

" from the Hebrew word cmrrun whs.ch origlnally meant
"to ml33 the marki“ as an aroner, or "to make & falase
atep."/ ,As & secondary moanlng..{tglé naedﬁ&g_slgnify
tf,ae ‘variety of saorifice called the ”'éln-oftoi'lng." Ia

. order to qnﬁorttdnd'tﬁelr relative lmporfanoo in the

*Lbsal& economy, it w;li be necessary to asdqrtatn the
e.cact charsoter of sina for whlch'thn; would stone. In
genetral, it oéﬁ be satd'ihat the aln-offerlnga were dl-
vided into three different olasaos ‘thoze preaontod to
effectegirlfloatlon. tho3e which were offered for pre- .
clse atn;;‘and, those which were offored!fo: the ex-

"~ piation of 3ins in gonorai7/ Ihe'aln-offerlnga pre-
sented in the ocage of unoloannoss are ol only mlnor
meortanoe to our anulry “hese may be rtduood to
;our olassos firat those oonoernlng oontact wlth the
dead; aecond,~tho§? ;olated to the action qf thg gen-
erative functiona; third, these respecting leproay; and
fqurth thooe oonoernlng certaln outatandlng 3in-offer- .
lngs., &Authorlties differ a&s to the altimate signlfi-
cance of the purlfloatorJ offeringa. The ratlonalia%?

-

flnd ln them marely aanitard regulattona. Other

—
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sdholare‘have {ntroduded varions t: oorles but the view
whidh aaems the moat probeble As thet of tho conlerva-
“¢lve 3chool Wnich holda that the:dﬂero presented in
‘stonement for orlglual sin onwigr effeoteyl The 3in-
gular offoringa Weno reatriotgd 1o certein speclific
limltat1°n8- Thﬂy oould mot be presented for promiew.
cuous .3in3 but only in well defilned cesec whlcl tbe
Law divides into two oatagorioa alns of :gnoranco and
eahpr ;ikg alns. For example, curh offerin>: were
offéred in the *ollowln& lnat&nceg: the high prlest
,who, through tgnor&nGQ, tinand &a tha pl&tarmanoe of
his oiflakel duty; the natlon wben through ignorsnce,’
it hed broken any- o: the divine commands; the ruler
who HadAignorEntly'neglected hiz offtclel duty;fﬁﬁd the
common Isr;aliye;whS hed, through lgpdrangc; tf53paaagd
"upoq the ﬁoaaio‘injunctiona. In'othe;'ﬁbfda. &ny one
’whc, through Lgnorence, hed violated any of the éommandé
of God nsdjtb‘offer 8 ain4o££eringv/ Sinauof”a éimllar
‘nature, where- ain-oiferiug~ were requlred, -were as f1l-
~ lows: !n cese & mer uithhold nevideme in & crlmin&l ca3e;
Nhiere a.man nad been untn;entlonallg deflled br contact
fitx & corpze; . .and in ﬁhe caze of the hrcaking of rash

vﬁaa. / In renltty, all of thesse vartoua tnstances

Qf aln-offertnga could be aummed up under: the head

h’

.ofrslas "threugh‘ignoranoe. Sina of lgnoranoe

-
-~
" ——

-~

I Cave. The Sorlptural Dovtrina of uacrlflce Zecond

'l,.,\ eﬂttLOfl. pt IOO. " ‘ - -+
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) embraced thoae violailgna 6} tﬁg:iaw,whoro the offend-
:er became consclous of tho‘ottenao aft®r the deed had

" been commltttGT whether" revoalcd by perasonal refIictlan
or othorllao. Cave aays that the. phraae ofton relfers.
%o stng obmmtttod raahly, unawaroa wlthout dollborata
Lgtent. In other worda. sina whloh were the roault
of physical or moresl weaknesa; as for example, the dis-
tlnctlon in our modern courta betwsen murder end men-
alaughter. Or as Davldaon puts tt, "The dtatlngglon
was thus prlntrlly & dlatinotlon in rcsard to ‘the atsta
of mind of the transgressor.” e Sins oommlttod ”t; i§gh
ignorance" were furtha: set over againat sins commltted
with "& high hend" (Yum. 15:30) for which no ssoriflos
'oﬁ&ld be offered. High handed sina are doac:lbed by
msgee 8s "slns of’prbaumptlon; that ia to'auoﬁ #a pro-
ceed, n0§‘from human fratlty; but'fromﬁg déléberate and
sudecious defiance of the divtne authority."” Some
modern wrttera4”tr5 to render oi non-effect the sln-of-
feanga‘by‘lntorpretgng slna "through 1gnorande" in a.
‘aﬁrlotly‘lltqra;\aena; vhern they ga;,'fSﬁbh matter: a8
“theae do not oobatttuto aln“ip‘the-cﬁglatls? 3en3e of

s "y
the word at all, yet the necessity for atonement ta

-

I. Cave, The Sorlptural Doctrlne of Sacrifioe, Second

’ edltton, p. 107.

2. Devidaon, iho Thedlogy of the 014 Teatement, P: S16.

3- Magee, On Atonement and Saorifloe, Vol. Ié p. a4o.
Bnrton. Smith anﬁ Smith, ALtonement, pp- 4
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‘imperative.” Suoh an lnterpratatloa lrdicts the dt-
vine wisdom and- mlnlmlzna\§he law of qu.‘J Hagee an-
- awera woll thls rattonalistlc view when he 3ays, “The
tgnoranca lntended cannot have ‘been of'a _nature abéo-
luto and invinolble, but Such &3 the cleer promulgatlon
of thelr lew, and -bhelr atrict obltgatlon to atudy it
déy and nlght, rendered them accountable for, and which’
wa3 oonsequently tn a ‘certein degree culpable." ,/Tho
real atgnlfloanao, thtn. of the alngu&ar offeringa was
that, while they constituted gifte and atonementa,'.

- thei?'chlet purpo3e was to atone for sina'of lgnorance
‘error‘or weakness \all of w:ich are the. resulta of the
frequent lapseé of uepr&ved human natu ro{ The general
Sln-ofterlngs, as & rule, were offered only on s,ecial
occaaiona, such as fggstsdays. iWhenoier presented, ‘

" they atoned for the slns of the netlon as & whole. Spe-
clal sins wore.uot,th.,accaaion of their prosentétlon
83 they wers only offered for sins in general sor
;ear that some of tha alns of the’ people had beer;
omitted in the tormer oftorlnga “these ein-offorings
were o¢fered a3 supplomentarx ofterluga. f SLu-offertngq,
tfereiore. may be deflned a3 anlmal saorifices of £fered
in atonement f;r_alns of Lgooranoe whléh. lccordlng to

tﬁe law;Nlnclndid all sjn: except those deliverstely

. . ‘ N - .. a
I. llagee, On Atonement and Saorifice, Vol. I, p. £40.
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viol&tina God's authorlty.// g

=

The term "treapauaooitg&\ns” 18 derived fram the
. Jebrew word ASHAL The’ Toot meanlng ls "negligence
in galt,” The ethloal~applicatlon of the ldea leads
to $he mban;ng "tailure;xn duty," or gullt'" there-
’.fbro,zai"gaerltiae for guilt.”  It3 uwze i3 aomewhat
llmlced by the asnonym "trQSpaaa-offerlng which 1a
employcd in the Amexiocan utandard veraion of the Old
’ Teatameat. The troapﬁ;s-eit&rlng wea anetheruform of
\ §Jn-o¢f0r£ng whlle in many ways almoat Idontioal
q¥th the 31dLoLfer£ng, it wag,,at the 3same time, a
aepa?aze.and distinot olass wtthln ltaels., although
,thts atmllarlty has glven rize to much discussion
~.‘s.nhcsng seholaro it ia not dlffloult for en earneat
deerer after truth tq,Bylahown ¢onclusively the dis-
,tinet&on bétweon the twé offeringa. ' Zalldch makes.
this alatiactlon very vtvld.%' The trespass offerlings
: #cre orfered for the atonement of auch 3ins, elther
"aéainathcod or men, &3 aamittad oL coupenaatlou. "It
Rt obvioua," ways nlueh' L. "thet with few exoep-
'tlans. ali these cases are oonnootod with ‘the rights
‘:of property, and that the truspaaa-oftorlng waa oom-

mandod for nhelr unlntentlonal violatlon.” ’“ If a

¥

-

Efraon,'throngh humen wesknesa, had approprlated ssored

*ﬁf‘zhllach. Commentary 6n‘Loittloua, art 5 pe 176.‘
& " " " " : . po I77.

~
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property (lav, 5’ 18, 'IG) {f he had falled to tlthe

or to glve the priest his- portlon of the offering (Lev. )

_?3 14-16) {f he hsd defranéod or robbed hls fellow-

man (Lav, 6:21-26), 1f & leper had been restored to

‘health (;ot..IZ:ao). ané, {{ a nazarite had deflled

him3elf unawarea (Fum. 6:12), compensatton could be

made by & trespeas-olfering and, in égrtatn casesa, by

‘the additlonal payment of an indemnity. /Both the aln

and the troapasanaftor&nga were sln-bftortnga. In

" the ain-orferlng. howcrcr. atonemsnt was the prominent

feature - an an;mal life being offered ss & sybstitute

for & human life -vihlle. in the trespass-offering,

the outstendlng charecterietlc was that of sstlafaction -

the éxplatlonwof sin by the payment of & ransom.l
Sufficlent exblanatloh has elread; been mede con-

cerniog the bloodleas ssorificea. . The fact thet they

were glfts pure and simple, without any element of

atonement, might wpll be emphasized.

-~
et

III. THE RELATION OF THE MOSAIC
.~ SACRIFICES TO THE FCRGIVENESS OF SIN.

.Thua fer, o our-study of'the Yoasalg Period, we

have found that there was & morsl neceasity for an

I. See Delitsoh, Fatrbairn, EKslisch, imueller and Cehler.

L
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atonement for sinvbeoanso“of God's moxhl»:?ghteouSnaas
and of men's universal sinfulneaa. In pre§tdxng for
an astonement for siB,'God gave to loses apeciflc in-
structions concerhlng vartvua offerings and thelr ?e-
““apective ritusla./ An effort has been made to deflne .
these offerings aoooxdlng to thelr acrlptural usage. .
Je are now in a position to invast}gate the real aig-
nificance and Lmébrt of the atonement so frequently'
mentlodéd in the Léw. //In other worda;'qpr purpoae

" 1s to ascertaln the exact relation of the uosa;c 380~
rifloes to the forgiveness of sln. a3 this atone-
ment, wrought by the sacrifices, 3ub§tttuttonary? and
if so, whet was the nature of the substitution? Since
there iz & dtfferonoo of oplnion among 8cholars on
thls Juestlon, we will firat state the leading views
andé tkhen draw our own oonclua}pna from the plain teech-
lng of the Soripture.

In the mein, there are just two soﬁoola of Oplnion,
on thia questlon - the conservativec on the one hand and
the liberals on the other. .Hodge cledrly states the
édhéérya;lve view whén he 3ays, "The death of the bleed- .
lng secriflce was & poens vicarie, a vicarious punlah-
‘ment, ﬁhe life of the vlctlm belng aubstltuted in the
stead of the life of .the offerer.” I, The llberal view,

I.'Hodge, Atonemendt, p. IZ7.
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ganord}ly known az the 014 Se tpiaé‘Vlow. wes first
abunclatad by Sykes and Taylor and afterwsard ;;aﬁgggd
by Baehr. hocording to Beehr, the desth of the vic-
tim had no vl’oavrlou?\ import wﬁdtevqr but was 3imply an’
incidepntal means of obtaining the blood.” :ie.made-the
sé;inkllng of the blood the osaencs of the entire sec-
. rificlal service slnoe the the sffuslon of the blood
;ymbdllzeﬂ the glving away 0of the offerer's lfte ;6,
'God or, to quote his own ;6rda. the merit of the trens-
sction rested in "his (the offerer's) returning baok

to God, by repentance and raltﬂ\and self-dedication,
efter deing seperated from him by aln;";.' Laurlce

agreea with Baehr lh making the sacrifices mere objec-
tive 3-fbols of the subjective.state of the offerer.
Buahnell belongs to the aame school and belleves that

the only efiegz’of.thq secriflioces wes lustral.' His
statement ia.as follows: ":ere, then, 13 the grand
tcrminéi of all sacrifice; it“pnrgoé, waéhea,\aprlnklos,
-purlflea, sanctiflies, ocarries away poliutlon,.in'that L
3ense abéolvqa the gullty."a Still other more recent |

writers have restated the llberal view but the above

D -
statements are sufflcient for our pregent lnquiry.

Yo .

I. (uoted from Hodge, -tonement, p. I26. ”
2. Bushnell, Viearious Ssorifice, Vol. I, p. 469.
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ztoﬁeggnf;for a&y becauze of God's moral ;}ghtoou;noac
and ol mﬁn'; unlversal élntuihaaa. " In providing for
an stonement for sin, God;gave to Moses specific in-
'structléua,oondarhtng«varlona&dffe;lngs end thelr re-
apective ritusla. / An effort hes been mede to define
these offoringg acoording to -thelr sorlptursl usege.
Je are now %n a8 position to investigate %he(real<atg-
nificance and import of the atonement so frequently
mentioned Ln the law. gfin other words, our purpose

.13 to asceriatn the exsct reletion of the llosslioc aac-~~.“

riflces to the forgiveness of aln. ias thia atone-
ment, wrought by the ssacrifices, aubatltutlonaryé and
blf';o, what waa the nature of the aubatitution? Since
there s & dlfference of opinton among scholars on
thiz queation, we will first state the leadlng views
and then drew our own conclualons from the plain teech-
" ing of the Soripture. ’

~ In the maln, there are just two schools of opinion
-oﬁ this question - the conaervetivec on the one.hand-and
the liberels on the other. Hodge oiearly states the

conaervative view when he says, "The desth of the bleed-

4

Ing secrifice was & poonﬁ vicarlis, a _vlcarious punish-
‘tient, the 1lfe of the victlm belng subatituted in the ..
| - ' ' , I ‘ .
stead of the 1lfe of the offerer."” ' The liberal view,

r — .
I. Hodge, Atonement, p. I27.

-

’;,
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geberally known aq'the_OId Soolnlan Jiew, was firat
enunciated by Sykggﬁand Taylor and afterward restated
by Baehr. “Kico#dlhg to Baehr, the death bf the vie-
tim had no viearious lmport Qhatever but was almply an
incidental meana of obtaining the blood. e made the
sprinkling of the blood the e23ence of the entire sag-
riticlal 3ervice since the ﬁhe effusion of ;he blood
aymbolised tho glving away of the offerer's life to
'Gbﬁ-or; to quote hiz own words, the merit of the trans-
sctlon rested im "his (the offerer's) returning back
to God, by repentance and falth snd sel:-dedlcation,
after being seperated from him by sln,"I Maurice
agrees with Beehr in making the 3acrifices mere objec-
&l;e sfhbois of the subjective state of the offerer.
Bushnell belongs to the 3eame school and believes that
the only ‘effect of the secrifices wes lustral. His
statement is a3 follows: "Here,dﬁhen; iz the greand
terminal of all saorifice; it purges, washes, ;prlnkles;
purifies, aaﬁotttlea. oarries away pollution, fq thet
sense sh3olves the gulitg.“g Sttll other more recent
wrlteré have restated the liberal/ylew bu? tho_abova

g

stetements are sufflclent for our pre3eant inquliry.

v

: - ~ - ~ R

I.-cuoted from Hodge, .tonément, p. 126. -
2. Bushnell, Vicarious Sacrifise, Vol. I, p. 469.



In our inveatigatlon df this problem; we will
study the nature, the method, the extent. and the effi-
cacy of the‘a@ggggent; We have shown, in our deflni-
tion of the ‘'word “atone” that the original meening was
"to cover,” not in the sense of rendering 1nvislble.to
AGpﬁ but to neutralise ain, or to rendsr Lnoperative
the punitlve wrath of God towerd sln. In other words,
to deprive sln of i%s power to come between the offerer
and God.

4

The next problem 13 to s3certaln the exaot meth#

I

by which atonement was wrought. iias the death of the
vietim & vicarious punishment for the death of‘tho,of-
ferer? /a3 the apriokling of the blood the only es-
sentfal pert of the sacrifice? Did& the objectlive ele-
ment in the sacrifices merely symbolize the sdbﬁdotivo~
state of the offerer? In other words,’how did the
zmsalc‘sact{floee atone for ain? / Mo attempt wlll be
made %o foliow any one of theae arguments ir every de-
teil. From Qur‘atudy of the meaning and usage of thg .
termé ;aacflflde" and "etonement," we have proven be-
yond doubt /thet explation was effected for humen sin
by mesns of the eifuaion of @nimel ¥lood. «If the
rltual of these blood- offerlnga had any symbolical ais-
'nlficanoe whatever it was tbat they teatlfled to the
¢8§t that the 1ife of the enimel vietim viocarioualy

bore the punlshment of death due to the offerer. For

»
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“the lew claarly hgatos that "the 1life of the flesh ls
in the blood and I have given lt to you upon the altar
ta meke atonement for yonrxaonls" (Lev. I7:11). 1In

T\ptner words, life wes atoned by life, blood by blood.
The moment the blood or the sacrifice touched the altar,
the ains of the oiterer were forglven;//

While 1t is true that the blopd,is.recognlzod by
the Law &3 the instrument of stonsment, Lt would be

. falze to state thet tiw‘dcath of the victim was merely .

‘incidental and possessed no slgnlficance in the trans-
ection. Kallsch says, "It ia, moreover, obviously"
erroneous to deny all signiflocence to the killing of

't%e"énimal and to lookx upon it sim;iy a3 an act of
transitlon qnd & means of obtalnlng the blood; Lf ao,
it would not have been 30 rogularly recorded in the
tcxt, nor would the mode ‘have been 30 charascterlatic-
éliy varied in dlfferent sscrifices.” : /The ceremony
of the alaytng wes Qntruatod to the offerer rather
tren to the prtost &3 the offerer was, iu 3ome m&nner,
requlred to testlfy to hias submiasion, gratltudo &nd
death-deserving gullt. It L3 slgnificant &lso, that.
in order for the effualon of the blood to be lawful it
had to be obtained by tha killlng o1 the anlmal It

. the blood was prooured from & fresh wound or even from

[. Zellach, Commentary on Levitioug, Vol. I, p. 193-194.
. A
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& vital;orgay of & 1lving &nilmel, 1ts uge waa l1legal,/
Oéhler mekes thejﬁIOper d{?tlnotlbn‘betweon the death
Nﬂf tpe VLctf? and its bloogj\hs'uaed ﬁ;'effgct'atone-
ment, when he atatea that while "the whole sat of s&0-
rifice'aima.gt'axonement. the manipulation of the blood
‘tekes plaoenln’agh(ghermdegree.ur ‘ |

‘he question ia asked uy the rationallsts Mhether
or not other obJective means ozkﬁﬁaaaq»nt were rcoogQ
nized by the Law bealdes the effusion of animal blood.
While it i3 true that d%rtaln axcepttong\may be found,
“the fact remeins that the only stipulated means‘of
stonement in the lawﬁls the offering of a blood-sesori-
flce upon the sltar. e will exemine & few 0i theae
tostences.  Take, for example, the lnatance where, in
cases of extreme poverty, & meal-offering could be sub-
stituted for a‘blood-ofterlng to meke atonement for
sin (Lev. 6%II-I3). The offering oi flour was qpéepta&
on1§ion the condition thet the offeror“waa 30 poor that,
unless ‘this exceptlon be grentéd, he would be deprived
of ;érshlp aitogéther.. It‘ls.ol;ar that this exception
is made only i{n caszes of gbsolﬁ%e neoesaiﬁylahé/thon ‘
merely as d{gubatitute-fﬂ?%the blood. &d\the poor myn

‘sﬁood end wetche® his offering of flour burn upon the

L. Oshler, 01d T¢atament Theology, p- 260.
2. Burton, Smith and Smith, Atonement, p. 63.
, : : ! ,
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. _altar, he would be oompellgd %o conslder 1t &3 & and-
gtitute for thp'regulérly presoribed means of atone-
ment'thEh was agimal blood./ﬁ Qtﬁg;\éxamplealéollow.
hen & de;ada waé'paken of the tribes, each lsrsellte
wes required to pay & half-shekel - "the rich shall
not glve more and the poor shsll not give less" - to
meke atonamgntrfor\thélr souls (Ex. 30:I1I-16). Upon
ngmberlng tholriforooa affer :cturninc.from the slaugh-
ter of the lildlanites, the warriors gaeve of thelr .
bracelets, eerrings, and golden chalns to make atone-
‘m.nt for their souls (Nnm. 31:48-54). In these two
‘ceced, the record shows that atonement ias effected by
‘the paympnt of‘money equal to the value placed upon the
1ife. ifter the death of Koreh end hls band, heron
we3 lnatructed by lMosea to avert the encoming piague by
&n offofing of incense. Moses sald, "Teke thy censor
- - - make atonement for them - - - for there i3 wrath
gone out from Jehoveh" (Num. I16:46). . In the ocese of
Zorah's rebelrlon;'we find that stonement wes made by
prloatlyflggerceaaton. wh;lé thd’lna@&nces’clted prove
en exception to the rule, they dg qot‘ana}idgto tha )

aasgrtlon that.»undgr'the Law, the appointed objective .

mean3a of ntonomnnt-wha‘chat of animel sacrifloe. lioses,

béc;uao h§ was & prophet and the glver of the law, could,

at certain orises, lnterpose other objectlive mesns of

atonement but the only stipulated means by which sl
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could be atoned was the -effuzlon of animel bLleed. Ied
s prieat enleavorsd to ¢ilfeot atonement Ly tha peyment
-0f moaney or the dburning of ldooﬂae\alono, he would
haveyébne‘Oontrary to what he{himself belileved to be
the dLrecg commend of God. Ca;q, on this poliant says, -
it i3 lndlﬁgut&ﬁla. that although in certuin cases
which 1t itself dlotated, the Law recognlzed other
mesns of aeonomont and by ite paxpotnﬂlAapprobatlon
of the deeds of Loses regarded it as posalble that one
‘enQOﬁed wlth the prophetlc offlce ahould nimseli De
' above the law, nevor-the-loss ‘the only method to which '
rescour3de ocould be had at any time for purification and
aosolution wes the legal offering of animel 1lfe."I
The next queatio;‘whlch arises concerning the
t;zxéthocf of atonement Ie;fié there & 3ublective element
in the'atonement? end 1z 304 Just whaet relation does ,
this element 3uataln to th: forglvensas of~siné? we
now that the Law fggognlzed 8 subjective element inm . -
stonement for, in certsln cesea, the offerer was re-
duiroﬁ to eon.e3s his siﬁs before tho‘vlctim was of-
fered (Lov. 5:5; lum. 5:7). One would grosaly mis-
reproaant~ﬁpsalc wosanlp LI he deacrlbad the aaoriflotal
oiferings ‘as slmpl- Q_ohantqal and pesfunctory-obe-

dlence to & divine law without meklng say demanda

I. Cave, The Sexipthral Joctrine o1 Qacrlfgae, Soqond
edition, p. I46. K

. -
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wiatevur npon the aplritusl nature. It can be clear-
1& shown from the Pentateuch that the mental and aspir-
itual attitude of’th\yorsﬁippéé had much to Ao with
th§ efficaoy of his aa;rlfloo. | For example, the
priests were forbldden to enter upon thelr sscred du-
ties Lf thelr mindd were affected in the lesat by
strong drink (L&v. i0:9}, Since many of the sacri-
.fice3a offered by iqﬁlvtdn&la were voluntary, the will
of the offerer undoubtedly played some part in the of-
fering (Lev. 7:16). 43 stn-offerings were only com- .
manded to be offered when the 1nd1vldu&1 begeme con-
solous of his aim, It would be reasonsble to conclude
thaf certain feelings and splritual emotions prompted
his obedience to the law (lev. 4:14: <3, 26). The
Lew apeclficelly states that, on the lay of aitonement,
all ol the people should manifest an attitude of hy—
mility toward God ﬁy outwardly faating and ianwardly
bowlng ln repentance. Should the indlyidual fatl to
do thls, he was under & heavy panaltx for the law
3tatea that "whatsoever soul it be taat shall not be
afflicted (bowed) in that same day, he shall be ocut
olf from,among his people"” (lev. 23:29). With $his
thought in mind, i€ ia not diffloult to underatand

why thera%waa no stonomont provlded under the law for
3lns committed with a high hand slnoaﬁthoy were in
open rehellion againet God and in wilful rejection of

, -
tne divine authority (Num. 15;30)./ The rite of the



1mposigf3h of,handé_ylvldly ;oitrsys‘the 3ubjective
element in the method of aiénemont. It Is true that

. 30m8 authoritleéI aggert that this rltéﬁw&s only. s de-
votion of the viatlm to the purpose o sacrifice,

while othera find in it an ocoasion for the confession
of slns.‘ Outram quotes from the Jewlsh nabblis to the
effect that "where there i3 no oonfeaalon of aslns,

there la no.meoaitlgn of hsnés",snd that, in such
0sses, the audible oonfeaslon was "0 God, I have
3lnned;-I heve done perversely, I have tresprased be-
fore’thee:~and done 30 and s0. Lol now I repent and
&n tfuly sorry for my misdeeds. - Lat this victim be

ny explatlon;"a Whether we gilve any credencc to the
statements of the Jewlsh Babﬂis or not: the law clear-
ly.teét;fles that certain piacular secrifices were &g~
companied by the oconfession of slns (Lev. 5:5; Num. 5:7).
The Law is verj clear, howevar, gzgardlng this rite lﬂ
the ritual of the sacrifiees on the ey of Atdnemont. /
Ins subjective element xa plainly mentioned for tho Ltw
states that "Aaron 8hall lsy boti hig hands upon the
head of the 1ive gost, and confeas over him all the
lniquitles of the'ohtlﬁion of Iaraelzégnd all their

tranagresalons, -even &1l thalr sins” (Lev. 16:21). Some

I. Cave, The Seriptarel Doctrine of Laoriilee, Cecond

: edition . I29.
2. Juoted Iroﬁ ﬁageo. On iLtonement and Sacriilce, Vol. I,

p. 257. ..

[



arlters eliminate the aubjhotlid‘élem;dt aiﬁogother
whlle others contend that the aﬁbjeot}ve'elament {s the
essence of the entire saorifigial aervtco.,//frﬁm\the
evidence produced, ;€“ié-clear thaﬁ._in the élviag of
the law, loses re;ognlsed both an objective and a sub-
Jective element in the method of atonement. _
ie will now take up the problem of the effect of
the Moselo sacrifices. To what extent dld they stone?
wiat degree of valldity dld they posseas in the divine
ecgnomy? 78 find two extreme views on thia polnt. The
conservatives holé\that both the moral and the ocere-
monial effects of aln were neutrallzod.b}—the atonement
eifected by the explatory aacrlfloea' providing these
aacrifloea_wore offered in felth. rhoy furthermore
'asgétt thet. the abaolutlon of sln thus wrought was juat
8. efficacious &a thst§aooompllahed by the at?nemon§ of
cnriat Ln the New Tostamgnt‘bodnomy, On.fhe oontrary;
tac liberals contend that the Mosaic ritual had no
power to remove the polluilon.of moral but merely of
ceremonial tranagreasions and poaalbly, for apeclp;
‘;éasona,'a few caaes bordering on moral tranagresaion.
A c&rry otthor one of theae vtows to an extreme would -
result Ln grosa error. Tt ta poaalble to hermonl:a
theae oppoalng views Lnto one atatement-uhtch would be
in'berfoot scoord with the teachlng of the rentateuch.

'The conservaetlve view mekea the atonement, wrought by
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the legal sln-offerings,~valld in the eterdal council
of God, Wﬁlle.,aecordlng to the liberals, this atone-

ment ls only velld Lo God's temporar&, earthly govern-

" ment. The a;qnemqnt, aceqrding tq the firat view,
reinstated the offerer Lnto hls former poaltion aa &
chlld of God; while, according to the aecond view, it
placed the offerer back into his former po3itlion as &
olttzan; In the moéélo eoohomy, to relnatate an in-
dlviduel into the eartily theocracy wis to relnatate
him into the thoocrgcy;of'heaven, The two Ldeaz were
ldentical in the mind Of Lioaes. The Law mekes no
distifiction between the ceremonial end-the moral leaw.
"In the losalo law, what we are acoustomed to regard
‘83 ceremonial acta'are conaldered &3 in the trueat and
deepeat aense moral act3, and the temporsry government
of God &3 & naoeaaari_saoy}op of Hia eternal govgfn?
ment,“l Qehler conflrma this idea when he»aa;s; "The
tradiiional diviaion of the law of Uosea into morsl,
ceremonial, and jurlstic laws may aserve to facllltate
& generalyvlow o1 theocratlc ordlnances; but it is in-
corsredt Lf Lt .seeka to express & distlnction within
the law, and to oia;m & difference of digalty for the

2 ’ -
various parte.” The penalt; . for the breakling oI &

-~

-

1. Cave, The Soriptural Doctrine of Sacrifioe, Second

edition, p. IbBO.
‘2. Oehler, 01d Teatament Theology, Art. b4, p. I18z.
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cersmonial law was Juat aeAaeQere aswfhat of a morsl

1aa. An unconaolous tranagroaslon of auch & law ren-
dered the 3ubject unfit for worantp and, if a-sultable

- sacrifice was not offered when the Qradggfeaaor bedsme
conscioua Qfﬁﬁlsiqrrdr, he was visited by exciaion and
death. The Seriptures &ffirm thét the effect of the
szcrifices, whlch were dfferad elther fer sin or for
innerited, original sin, dalled uncleannesa, was to g
forgive alns and to remove unoleanness (lev. 5:10; I2:8).
e finé no‘iﬁdloatlon from thé_Soriptures that the de-
sign of ige-Saorlfiﬁea wes to produve merely & moral in-
f1uence upon the offender, to place him in & position
qhere it ;as poasible .to be forgliven, or simply to ex-
aiblt s detérmlnatlon on the part of God to punish sin
but to.éétually cover 3in in such a way that God could
neglect: it. The unclean peréon realized thnat the gulilt,
- walelh was operating in his vody a3 disease end d'eath,t
w88 removed and the morsl offendor,wéa oonscious that

‘he had -obtelned forgiveneass for his tranagraasldh. The
reality of this forgiveneas m&y be seen by meationlng -
some of the gins which were actuslly forgiven. The
éin-offértnga stoned for sll alns of human frallty and
inedvertency wiether commlttod-oonsqldgsly or ungon=-
aciogtly/}Lav.-4;;:5313)} --3he trespesa-olfferings a-
toned for such ains a8 1lylng, theft, fraud, perjury,

&nd debauschery (Lev. 6:I-7). Then on the great Dey
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of Atonement, the ohlldren of Israel recelved forglve-
ness for all thotr alna (Lev. 16: 16 '36, 34). The
only eins for which no atonema\t was provided were
tirose committed with & htgh,hand, o which cases, em-
pheals waa placed upon the’necesslty of ovedience &3
well a3 3aorifice. Our conclualon, therefore, would
not be in favor of ctthér of the vlewa propoaei sincs ‘
tagracriptural usage of the word "atone" tesccles that
wherever &n offering for sin wes legally made, 1t
mgtéered not what the ohéfécter of the sla wa:, "s
covering" wes effeoted. Lot that the sin became in-
vialble but that Lt was covered in auch & way thet the
iivine anger waa'fondored tnogerattvg;/’.

It further remalns to inveatlgate the mesns of the
stonement.  What did'thé losslc law regard as the &c-
tuel inatrument by which forgiveness of sins was obtatned -
Iﬂﬁxhat wgyf'w;é the blobd sble to cover aln? Wes its
. power inherent or was it efficacious in that it fore-
shadowed or polnted to some perfect sscrifice? e find
no diyeci toénhing ln the lew on this question. There
are auggeatlona here and there that the difficulty mlght
be aolvod in the far dlistant ruture. These suggeationa,
LoweveF¥, could only have been graspeé by 1nd1vtdaala with
deep inalght and aplritua; vislan. The tlma had not yet

come.for the full light of the Gospel to Dbe ahed upon ;the

shadowy precepta of the lew. The point of intereat to
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ws is how the Iaraelite, 1living under the Law, c;uld"
" belleve that animal blood atoned for sin. We would
pr?bably‘bé;gafé ln saylng that the majority of those
who sought atonement simply obeyed the Law wiﬁhont
esking eny questions. ' If there ;ere thosélngng.tho
tbrodg of unfhinking worshippers who dealred to pene-
tratokintb the deep myaberlés’of the étonemont, they
would not have sought altpgethnf tn vala. They
stould heve had ‘no difficulty in ascertaining the sub-
‘ective conditions of sacrifice for it wouiﬁ have ep-
peared to be accor@tng to the natural order for re-
pentance and felth to precedie the removal of the con-
‘3dwquencesd ol gﬁllt. The queatlion of the objeotive
conditlon of sacrifice would have besn” tueir problem.
A; they witnessed the burning of,tholriofforlnga uﬁon )
tie altar, they ;ould heve engulred how Lt was that
thelr atoncment depended upon the blood of an lnunocent
vnimal whlch waa.ldpgpable elther of &in or of moral
emo;IOn. The atatement in the law that "the blood
meketh atonement by resaon of th§ life"'(Loy. 17:11)
wguld not -have been & 3u£flclentfdxp;anatlong Some
of them might heve thought that the secrifice of thelr
own livea could h;re.aton9d~for alqs,but thoy.e§u1d
scsrcely have oconaeived of & valld aﬁgatitufi io the
offering of dumb.animal3. The only direct reply they

could have made to such & gueation would have been that
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"God had -as ordalned."” They could have seen that re-
pentance slone was lnsuffiolent to effeot atonement and
-that the effusion of animal blood was ‘required in ad-
dxtlon to make the transactlon legal bug\;h;;e wes nﬁ
re&3on for 1t_glven in the.law exgept 'I heve given it
(the dlood) to you upon the sltar tp make atonement-for
your 3ouls” (Lev. I7:II). If they had been incllned
to criticise ;he declaratioﬁa of Gpd, &3 some of our
modern writers &are in the hab&trof dbthg,fkhuy would no
doubt have renounced God sltogether. On the other hand,
if they.ahhniﬁ.have desired to go 3till ferther iLnto the
plans and purposes of God in redemption, they mlght have
essoclated the—ides of atonement througn gacrifice with
the atory of & Delliverer s0 often repoatad to them &3 &
promiase made to thelr fathers. Fo dgnbu, they wore,:a—
milisr wiﬁh‘ thé prophecy of Balsam, one of thelr con-
_tgmporariea. who deoclared:

"There shall come fortn & 3tar out of Jacob

And é'scepter skall rise out of L3rsel” (Num. 24:17),
end slco the prophecy of lozea, “Jehbvah thy God wlll
raize up unto thee & p.Ophat from the midat of thee, of”
trny Drethren,_llke-unto.me. unto hlm;yg shell hearken”
(Deut. I8;I5).. It 8ppesars reaaoné§1e~that the very na-
ture of thelr fnatltutlona weuld h&ie‘led.them to zee
tuet the lew wes only & shadow of the good things to- come

(Heb. 10:1). For a3 Hodge aafa, "The sscrifice of &

4
-
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-to satiafy for the lnfrlngément of the. 1&w. when con-
gLQe:ed 3imply in ttamoha;gotor a8 & ceremonial; whiio

tgé law, viewed as%&n\expreeeton of‘absoluté righteous-
nese, can evldently be satiafied with nothing elze than
elther the full execution of the penalty Ln the person

of the alnher, or & full equlvalent therefor in the per-
son o1 &n adaquaté aubatitute."l. The fact of tﬁe leock ~
of prOporblon betwaen the Yosalc ssorificlsal axnbols and

tie thinga s:mbolxsed shnuld have convineed those dls-

cerning Israelltes thet the blood of bulls and goats“'v
could not take mway their sina (Heb. 10:4) but tuet thia
.aacriflclal 8ystem together with the promises made to
the chbaen people were intended .to erouse &n expectsancy
of thé-tima When typea would 51ve plece te entitypes and ...
shedows to livlng reclities. FOr, 3ey3 cave, "Those
symvols, from‘their very ingurficierncy, h&ai &an element

ol prophecy which ﬁOinted to & fufdre timeJ_when,vtho day

of ;{gurativa repgeaentétion having pasaed, tgose same
%rutha shqﬁld be painted upon the eye =f2maé by forms

sdequate and expressions proportlonate.”

7
L. aod Atonement, p. 1&9. '
. uavse'rho ucriptﬁral Doctrine of Cecrifloce, Sooond ~

e&tttau p. Lo9.
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Chepter ITI.
—~ ' The Propretic Perlod.-

Having traced the biblissl ééncqptton of atone-

nent throughrthe Patriarchsl &nd Eoéaio Porlods, we
" now aomc mﬁttnﬁx ity further develogment in the pe-.
riod of tke propheta. In the atrlarenal Period,

ae found only the beginnings o:f the lnatttutioh of
:acrifice. Its full ﬂesntng could not bg aacartalned
vecsuse of the primitlive condltlon of men and tne ex-
tyeme remoteness of the period. dhlle ‘& 3tud; of the
succeeding peyrlod showed thet the law, a;:revealed by
Sro.es, was tha 3ource of €ll of thg genuine, spiritual
life oi tne people, y;t. there wus nothing cqnﬁéined
in the code which definitely pointec the I3reselite to
& com;lete teliverence through ap.antityplcal sacri-
fice. It remalned .the tesk o.. prophecy to conuuot
the Moasle doctrine of sacrifid§ through this new
ﬁbuae.of development. . .
Th bpoks,of'the prophets contain the gregtest
mentel achteée*aﬁta of men prior to tre 5hristlaﬁ era.

Y~

Tke ebrew prophot of the 0ld “estament la &n object
of . xondez gnd admlratlon. Yis reelm we. the 3upere
nutursl yet he never wept beyoni the limltatlions of

#
*
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humer genalua.  Ye apoke for God &1d, belne & divine
interpreter, expreaased his heev.uly messcges inm words
of eloquence &né‘rich"poetri ZAeld defines & proph-
" f\

et ¢« & lpuu. clesr agpaker Jet sliey: one wno de-
cluTes the mlnd and 40rds of one wno uﬁea not himself
3peci; Just &c & dumb or & retlred person must huve &
spesker to apaak for him &nc declsre hle thoughts, eO

wust God, who Le Gu&b with respect to the mesa of men,

“heve nls messenger Or 3peeker; snd hence the worédilé'
iés gecred cens3e denotes him who 3petks not of him-
self, but & commended of his God."I "The préphat.
t3 regarded ln the light'bf’Sorlpture, wes 3imply the
reciplent and bearer Sf‘aimeaagge from God: end auch

& pesssge of course was & prophecy, whatever might be
;tts more apecific charactgr - whether the dlsclosure ‘
of oome importent "tr:th, the inculestion of &n im-
perative;ﬁnty. or & proapeétive delinestlor of comtng
'events.”‘2 "Ihe prophet then wea th. v representet (ve
0L God ua.er Lue Llsdiretic government, iluc vizler,

or deputy, w#hose busineas it we3 to spesk Ln God's

5.

nexe." In &nswéer to the uestion, hov the prophet.

beceme con.olous of the poaltion whtqh‘he ocoupled,
. P -

~

’y.

'v-' Ewsld, The Propzets of the 0ld 2estamens vol. I, p. 8.

<o ?alrbaxru. On Propheoy, p. 5.
9. Peyne Smith, Propheocy s Lrepuratlon for Jhrist,
Second edltton. pe 06, 4 .
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Oehler 38y8, "The prophet, a3 such, knows himazelf to

be/ﬁha(orgah~6f dlvlne‘re§§1atlon;\zh virtue both of
a Dtﬁlne'vocatton capebld. of being knodn by him’LV
&ucn,\and #nich camé‘tb him #ith Llrresistible poaer .

&nd 86l30- of .hils endow nent ﬂltn the enllgntentng, 3ang-

- /

ttiggng; &énd strengthening spirit of God." The

privilege of receiving snd proclslming divine revela-

tlons wa3 not limited to any partioulsr family or
- N e

Lribe, &3 w¥&3s the ouse with the ofifloce 0i the prleat-

~. ~

'ﬁood,‘but_iou chose whomaoer: Ze would to be Lis con-
iidant s-d¢ apoksamen. The‘abova cdnceptlpg of the
'ﬁature.of prophicy 1s Lln perfect ,harmony with the
tetghing of fhe.écrlpture &nd thus prevents wnat 3ome
ariters heve polnted out &3 dlacrepencles in the 014
lestement tegchlng.Qoncern{ng swvorifice .nd stonement.
According to the;ﬁoaaic Lnjuﬁctlona, cecrifices were,
uander cepltal perulties, never to be o.fered in &ny
plsoe except &t the lebernuole snd then only oy the
Ievityoel priesthood but the record snows thel cer-

. t&ln ‘prophets, without prleatl; asslatunce, orfered
dacriflgea in pl&oel 1ar distant [from the court. Teke,
tor'example, the antance wnere Z1ljsh affered qls
.a&arpﬂlcg on Louu;;varmel. Thset his saorxitoo was*”

<7 —— )
. o B . ¢ -

i. Uehler, 0ld reatament heology, “f" ~0G, p. 200.



aoqspﬁid 13i§vident from the pre;eneé of fire lrom.
Teaven which-oan§ug§d hgq‘oxfering. dccoralng to the
blullecal donoepﬁionwo; & pr&ghet,naucn cLib3 can eaally
be ckpleined.  Jhe projhet Lozes wes the glver oi the
Lew &nd gvery prophet th&t came aftarshim Na3 4 law
untoyhlmaelf.‘//rhe very, faot o1l nls uivine cslling
made Lt neeeassry ior the prOpnet t> oLey L.e voloe of
God &< reVealed within while the prieat muat obey God's
lav &3 revealed»without./' In otner words, because of
nic direct communton #lth God, the conaolence of the
p-opruet was just 83 tuthoritetive B were the commsnds
of God to'lloses on lount :imal./ 1In 3upport of thls
stutement, we call sttentlon to the fsct thet every
éhange'tha& #&3 3ubaequently made ln the l'oaslic law
i63 lnaugureted only by tne prophetic oifflice. Jerteln
ci.anges Ln the levitlcal &rrungement were ma§§ Ly Cam-
dsl (i chron. 9:&).— Other ciunges, rslsted to the
lemple oi Solomon, were mede vy the prophet evid (;
.ohron. «8:19). Still otnera, reapectling tne cecond‘
"lemple, Wwere me€® by the prophete Haggul end Zzekiel
(izek. 40-46; Haggal L:7-I4). . )
®rom the time of Adem, the firsi prophet, to tho

e

duys of Semuel, tiie.only proghettc atterarncesa were -

those of Tucob,-Belasam and Lose3. _ Seginnlng with the

tlme of Ssmuel, however, the glft oi propnecy wse3 mors

£

e . hd
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or lass abundsnt up uatil the close of the 01d lesta-
~-unent canontwhﬁuo donbt, the statement i: true that the
utteransed of auch propheta ss a&muel, dliﬁah, and

r

Mﬁllsha are lncompletzsga ANe now have them out, begln-
pihg about.the time of the fallfof :;ﬁarla the recorda
" preserved to u8 &re mucii more extended. It Ls from
tne prgﬁhqeloa of Obadian and Joel; from the‘utieranooa
of Jonth, imoas and Howses; from the msjestlc prophecles
of Iselah; from the prophecles of lLiecsnh, Kehum, Habai—
wkuk"ZGQh&niéh‘and Jeremiah; from the axlllén propue-
cles o Hegga{, Bzekiel snd Daniel; &nd from the flnai
proiuctions of Jecherlsh &nd m§1achi that the moat im-
portant Lnstrdctlona eonoernlng our lnqulry m&:; De
found. N
One ocannot study the propuetic writings without ‘
oulnw lmpressed with the fect thet the prophets were
conqerned,with.the preservation of thet which wes oxo-
ductive of genulne aplrltugl life in the teasching of
t.e Lew u3 well &3 the prediction of &nd prepsratlon’
ior the goiﬁen age of the future. For &3 .avison
t33erba, "If wettake up the iropnetic VQluse, we find
it reedlly dtatlnguiahes ltaelf lnto fwo parta. 7hgch

mey be oelled the lioral or Dootrinel, &nd the ;ro- -

J§
dlctive."~ "Predict ‘the prophets d1d that’ thoy

I. Deviaon, On Prophecy, Silxti sdition, p. «b.
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mtght‘teaoﬁ, aud predict the, dlg concerning sscriiice:
_but thelr teaching ws3 o3t ooniidﬁd to predictlon:
pygpheég we3 also c;noerned~1n empnuticelly relteraiidé~
et a T~ N
32§~Soctrxnp of Cecriflice previously given.™ dlthout
this conaeption, one c&annot properly interpret &he mes-
3&.78 ofltpe prophets.

Od? inquiry tato the teasching ol the prophets wlll
be directed along three llines: firast, ﬁhe prophetic
coaception of 3in; scoond, the prophstic conception of

tue Yosalc sucrifices; snd, thlrd, tie p-ophetic con-
‘neption of the relation ol the osalc sscrifices to the

forgiveness of sin.
I. THE PRQPUETIC CONCLETION OF SIN.

The prophets &re very practicsl iua thelr desling
witn sln.  Phey do not apeculste &5 to the origin of
sln vut simply point It out &s Lt munifests itself in
ﬁhe lives of the people. '/%1th them, 3ln’ {2 universal.
i certein ‘development, nowever, i3 noted in their iLaeas
of '31;.~ % firat, aln'ts sonceived 3 netional and

more or leas externsl but later, &sbout the time oﬁ/tho

I. Cave, The Sorlpttral Doctrine of Secrifice, Second
' edition, p. 208.
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exile, 3ln 13 concelved .as individual end emuhesls Le.
placed upqh the atate of mind w#hlch ﬁne gxternsl sct
oi 8in imellbsv/ Lhe fggt ls poilnted out-thst Fﬁ°‘ .
peopie fai;ed to attain‘tﬁag r;ghteouahessxnecessargk
before God to Tealize the purpoae oi thelr'electlon
and.ﬁhe oonv[cpldn i3 overwnelming tnet iz this
righteousnesas (3 ever sttained it #ill be tarough

& few dl;pengatlon 6{ grece, or, in other words, God
mast, 02 Hi3 mercy, blot out thelr transgression.

spece Will permit only & limited nunber oi 3crip-

turel quotetions. Concerning the sin oi the nation,x\
"icth, apeéitng ior Isréel. saya, "I ~ill bear the in- -
dignetion of Jehovah, Decause I have cluoned sgelnst

A (&1cah.7:9); while Isélahadeclares, "Yea, thou
heerdeat not; yes, thou kneweat not; yesu, from of 21ld

tilne e&r waa not opened; for [ knew tiet thou didat

desl very treacneroualy'&nd waat cal;gd & tranagreasof
irom the womb" (Iséiéﬁ 4G:6); eg&tn,‘"rhy first fether
sinned, arc¢.- thy téacherg nsve Lrandgresded &agelnst
.me"'(laaiah 43:27). Still furﬁher, e aays, L0r We
are &1l become &3 one thet is unclesn, and &ll our
rfghﬂeouanesaes &re &3 & polluted germent: &nd 7e a1l
do fade sa & lesf: end our Iniquitliea, 1llie tne wind, .

texe uas ewdy" (Iaslah o4:6). / sin la now concelved s8
individua), for Lsslsh orles out, "woc i3 mej lou I am °



e

uncone: becsusde I &m & mun of unslean«liﬁﬁ, and I

duell Lo the mldst of & people of uaclesn lips" ([salsh ,
¢6:5]. . The doctrine of the lnéividual L3 clearly

stéted in Jeremich apdrEEEktelz "IE vhose E&ys they
éhall'aag no mdre, The fethers have aazén s;ur grépea,

end the chlldren's teeth sre set on edge. 3ut every

ore 3n&ll dle fdf‘hte oan toiqulty” (Jer. 31::9, L0);
"The soul that slnneth it ah&ll dle" (Zzbk. IE: uO)
Sirn_ L3 further concexvaa &3 an inward- atate of the

mind, for Jeremlah suys, "The heart ls deceitful above

ell things, &nd 1t i3 exceedingly corrupt: who cun
znow it? 1 Jehovan, search the mind, [ try the he&rt,

even to glve every men sccording to hia way, sccording

‘to the frult of his dolngs" (Jer. 17:9, IC)/ The

3ume prophet al3o poluts out the only cure for sin:

"and 1 wlll give theum & nesrt to xnow me” (Jer. i4:7);
"Jenold, the daya oome, selth Jenoveh, thet I will
mtke & new covensnt with the house of Iarsel, &nd with
tne house of Judish: not acoording to the covenant that
L mede wlth thelr fathers in the deys thet I took them
oy the hand to brtnk the: out of the land of “gypt

whioch my covenant they breke, although [ was & huaband

e
urto them, salth Jehov&h- But this i3 the govonant -

that I will meke with the house of Iarsel efter thode
d&ya. aalth Jenoveh: I will put my lsw in thelr inward
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parts, &na 1o thelr heart will 'l wrlte it; and I will
be their God &and they snall be- my 5;0916. And they -
shailfggﬁch do moye every msn hls néighbor, end every
man’h%s,brother. saying, Know Jenhovah: for they 3nsll
éll Lnow me, from the least"&f them to tne greatest of
tﬁem, salith gehovah: for I will forgive tuelr Lntquity.
75&; ﬁhg;twgtg will i‘ramember no more" (Jer. 31:37-34).

Mhe pcople are no longer to look for righteonsness ln

the rigld objectivity or the law but in the spirituel
nattutude ol the heart for azexiel gays, "a newy hesart
glso vill 1 glve you, and & new 3pirit will I put with-
In you; &nd 1 will teke sway the atpqy heart out of
your flesh, and I will glve you & heart of flesﬁ} and

[ will put my aplrlﬁ within you, &nd csuse you to welk
‘in my stetutes, sn: ye 3hell keep mine ordlnances &nd

do them" (Zzek. 29:26, 27).
[I. THE PR0. E7IC CONCEPTION OF THE MOSAIC SiCAIPICES.

The prophets regognlzed both the pbjective énd the
3dbjedti;o,alemonts in the'mgg§}q gacriilces. They

often relterated the lmportence of, tie 3ecriflcisl rites

&3 & ﬁeana of aplritﬁal worduip. Hahu§'exclaln3, "Keep

ti} fesata, 0 Judah, periorm thy vow3; for the wloked
one shell no more pe&3s through thee” (Nehun I:15). Like-
#lze, Zecharlah sdds, "Thuy agiti Jehovah of houata: the

-

»
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-fast of tne fourti month and the feat of the fifth,

)

end the fae§ of thg seventh, and the fasc of the tenth,
3iull ?e.tpﬁggﬁ house of Judsh Joy end gl&gneasr‘and
cieeriul fegstg: therefore lqve truth'abd peace” (Zech.
6:19). rerhapa the prophet, who placed tﬁe trcateet
exphssls upon the sscriilolsl syatem of losea, waa
ziek;al..who-ggagribed hls vislon of the new “emple -

anici wss to be-erected upon the rulne of the old (RBaek.

40-48). |

Tﬁe prophets were strong in thgiruéenunutatlon of
‘inlqulto&s ssorificisl 6b;erv¢nee. Am03 cries out,’
"xeérL;th, 0 ye‘that would swallow up the needy, end
csuse the poor ol the land.to fell, ssylng, ihen will
fﬁe new moon be gone, tn&t we m&; Sell greln - - - -
mexlng tie epheh smell, a8nd the shekel great - - - -
JeEOVuh hath sworn by the excellenay of JacobL, ~“urely
I will never forget any; of 'thelr worka" (imoa 8:4-7).
.losee writes, "Ly people u3k counsai «t thelr atock,
andgthel} 3t§f1 isclereth unto them; - - - Tney 3u0-
riiice upon the topa of the mounteins, &nd bura la-
cense upon tne hllla. unser the 0BKS and poplers &and

uerobtntha,.- - - “phratm ts jolned to {dols; let him

o~

slone" (Hoses 4 Ia-I?)
' Pho aao,octlve slde ol aaoriilae i3 streaaod nltn

unus3usel vigor o) the prOphata. rexe, for Lnateacs,
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the exhortation ofIQch. "Gird yourselves with ssck-
zloth, '&nd laéent, yehprieste;“;;il, ye ministers of
the &lt&r; comeé, lle &l1l alght in Sackcloth.‘ya Qxaaa-
tess ol my éod" (Joel 15131{\\ or, &3 Ylesh s.ks,
ﬂwherewlfh 3hall I come befors Jenoveh, &nd bov myszelf
befbge the high God? shall I come before him with
burnt-offerings, wlth oslves & yesr old? will Jehovah
‘be sleased with thousanda of Fame, or with ten thous-
endc of rivera of 5117 sheil I give my firzt-bvorn for
m, %ransgression, tho Irualt oL r. ucd, for the 3lm of
. soul? He h&ath showed thee, C m&n, whet i3 good;
end whet doth Jehoveh require of thee, but to do Jjuat-
ly, and to love kindness, end to w&alk humbly with thy

30d7" (lic&h G:6=6).

[1I. THE PROPHETIC CONCLP?IOL OF I:E RELLTION OF
T:ls MOSAIC SalRiIfICS TC THE FORGLVIKZISE OF SIN.

It 13 with regerd to the reletion of the oasle
decriilcea to the forglveneas of ain that the Cld
Jestament prophets:rpnder thelr grestest contributlioa.
lrey took &3 one of thetr chléf_taska'the unification
0f the saoririclal teschings of osulam with the
teschlngs comcernlng the lessleh. . hlle theae two

- . = .
teschings hed developed atde by slde -sinoe the deys
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;hol,‘db\éucoesafﬁlveffbrf hed 63 yet becen mede to

3roW thelr.Qoqpactlon or to eateblish tne fsot Lhat -
fature dellverance would be sccompliahed through &n
ertityptosl aecrifice, ilthough the isslms Led much
téjaa}'about the kingly end priestly qu&lk‘ies oi the
‘vane Jdelliverer, no de‘inite &3s:rance can be *ound_

in Lnem to warrant tae reader in looxk Lng for & ledeemer
'ayn would offer Htmsolz c& an adoqnﬂte &3 well &8 &an
_,gﬁerth sacrifice for ain. fropiecy, however, 3ucceed§8

ln #elding thece two doctrines into one greut chaln of
,\givine revelatlonv/ - A
45 s pLeparatlon for this filnal .eacutng, tre

paophets nexe impresaeo with the fact thet the oaaic

secriflices, lqgtead of belng permenent Inatitutlons,

dere only trenzitionsl ln chaf&ctar.x Jeprenlsh, =g ~
Jenoveh's mouthplece, 8sys, "Therefore s I llve. 3aith
Jenoveh of hoats, the God of [arael, Suredy Losb shell
ve 83 “odom, &nd tre children of irzion &3 Gomorreh. - -
venovaeh wlll be teffible unto'them; ior he #111 fomish
&11 the gods of the earth; &nd mqn‘ahall A%.3alp nlm,\
é&ér;‘one from his bl&ee, evenvail'the'lales_oi the na-
tlons" (Zeph. i 9-II). Joel repreasnts Jehovah &g
p-omiglng & 3atiafactlon not reallzed in "os:tc aorak lp.
for, he 8&ys,~"Judsl 3hell solue forever, snd Jeruaalom

from‘gdnerétlon to generstion. .nd I wlll clesanse
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thelr blood that I have not clesnsed: for Jehovah dwell-

~—~

etr in Zion” (Joel 2:20, ZI). - smerifice 1ia 3poken of
10, -ephanlah snlch Jehovah wlll oifer when He ahall men--
ifest His grece;: "Hold thy peace “&t the preaenoe of the
Lord Johovah for the day of Jehovah 13 at hend: for Je-
hoveh h&th prep&red‘a secrifice, hetgath'conseorated his

gueata” (Zepn. I:7).. -
The wérk‘of esch Sn&oeed!ng?ﬁrsphét»béought into
higher rellel the lmege of & cdeemer which hed been but
Gimly sketched by former revelstion.  4int clpatlng this
éﬁfpter somewhat ip our former dlasussions, wWe have
culled sttentlon to the Lessienlc slement Ln the earlier
prophecles” /In the ratrisrchal Perlod, we 3sw that the
promice was limited tg the descendemts of "hem, abraham,
vecob snd Judsh. Comlng on into the mext -erlod, we
shetrd Belasm desoribe & King, undec whoae lesdership the
kingudm of Juduk would reslize complete victory =nd even
roves, in hia meekness, wv&3 hetrd to tell oi & prophet
grester taan hlmself. The rselms #ere 3poken of & con-
teinilng meny fosectsts of & lesslah with kingly and
priestly quellties. The llessienic ldesa contalned Ln
the lenteteuch &nd the r3alms &re grestly enlargfé gfa
clerified by the later prophets, who, 60cordlng to thelr
gfft of reveallng the.future, muade known thelr\eXpects-

tion of & Measleh who was to be e descendent .0f the roya}
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line of David snd & bleasing to all menkingd.

e wlll flrst oell sttention to some Leualanlh
Jrophecles anlch helped to prepare the way fér tbe no-
bler Isaleh. ageording %o “oaegx\'the niliren of -
Isreel 3hall'eiide m&ng-dayg wxfhout & xing, end with-
out & prinee, s&sni withont secrificea, &nd vithdut pil-
‘lsr, end without ephbd or. taraphim, &fterwaro ‘shell
the chlldren of Iarael return, and seek Jchovar thelr
,Cyd, end Javld thelr klng, &nd szell come with fesr un-
tq Jehovah &nd to nls goodne3a in the latter days"
(ﬁaaea $:4,5 ). Joel exultgntlﬁ‘announcel t? back~
clldlng Israel, "3e glad, tneﬁ, y& chlléren of Lion,

’anu rejolce ln Jehovsh 3oux God; for he’ glveth you the
lormer rein in just messure, &nd he gguaeth to oome

down ior you the rain, the former rain and the letter
taln Lan the firat month. - - - 4nd it ‘shall come to

peas afterward, that I willfpour_pup my Splrlt,updﬁ all
.fle$h“ (Joel 2:25, 28).  Aamos, épéakidé for Jehovah,
dé&laros, "In thet aéy will I relse up the thhérnuole

of David that 1% fallen, and close up the breachas
thereof; and Hlll reias up tta ruins, &ni I will

bulld it a3 ln the days of-o;d; that tho; me&y éogaeag/
the remnsnt of Zdom, &ni &ll the natlona thet ere celled
b;fmy'nsmc,uaalth Jehevsn thet doeth this” (imog 9:1r, '12).

and, after pronouncing certsin woea upon Zemerie &nd
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‘Judah, Mioeh glvea utterencs to the glorlous propheoy,
"pnd thou, 3etilemem, Ephrethsh, which art 1ittle fo-bi
among the thousands ¢f Judah, out ei-thee 3hall one come ~
forth unto mer;EEt 13 to ;e”ruler tn lsreel; wioae go-
ings forth ere from of old, irém éverlast{ng” (Miceh 5:2).
The tezk of uniting the 01d ?eetament teachings con-
nernlng aacr1¢1ce and the llesalah lnto one ogntral tbema

wa~ left for the oalm. majaatlc Iaatah. He did the tae3k

Nell. Aocordlng to. hia prophecy, the two do~trtnoi,_¢a
tanght ln the pest, were only different phasea-qf the
same truth. a3 might ve é%pectéd, &en element of prog-
reas ls nbted in the aeriea of prophecles contsircd in
theiﬁooi‘pf Isalsh. Lt first, Iselsh 3eems to follow
the g&me trend &3 former prophet3a but gfadugliy he as;
cends Lln his vlaLon.of-3 Deliverer untll ne towers &-
vove 81l o1 his predecessors &nd contemporeries. at

L nour of'apirltugl globm. he poln€3~to & fi@e'éhen
Jerusalem shell Le cleansed of her inlgulty &nd whean

her Lnhsbltants ahall be led by One, wr.ose 1llfe origi-
nctes with God, celled the 3rench: "In thet day shall
the brancﬁ of Jenoveh be beaﬁtlful«and glorioua, and

the fruit of the 1snd shall be eAcellent ane cowely

for them .thet .ere esoaped of Israel. and it ahell
come” to pess, that he that 1a left in :1on.‘and‘h'e trat
remelneth Ln Jerusalen, srall ‘be oalled holy, even

every one that 13 written among the living ln Jérusalem
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aher the Lord 3hsll heve washed awa;f-qhe.‘f'l_lzh of the
daugﬁfara of ilom, end ahall heve purged_the blood of
Jeruaélem ;rpg:the‘mliéfﬂthereof, by the apirit of Jas-
:156, end by-thé,apifitwoi burning. and Jerovah will
gréate over-the'wpolé hsbitetion of Lount Llon &nd over
her ss3emblles, & clénd end smoke by‘day, and zhe‘ssin-
ing. of & flaming fire by nlght: for over &ll1 the glory
shell be apread & coverlng. 4nod there ahall~be~a-pa-.

S

vilion for & chede in the day-time from the heet, and

for & refuge sni for & covert from astorm ani frem reln™’
(Ise. 4:2-8). Thls seme 3rench ol the Lord ie later
Spoken. of es,tﬁe Zon of a virg{; yhoée pfes&ncé}éhall
unite the two kingdoms: 4behold, & virgin shall con-
ceive, .and Lesr & son,.endAshali csll hls“hgme Immenual”
(iaﬁ-'??IQB. Soon after this srnouncement waa mede,
there came the me3aage thet Ln this ¢hlld would be oom-
bined the divire element oi the kingly Messishahlp and
t?e humen element of Qeecent irom ihe seéd of Devid:
"Jor unto us & ornily i3 borm, unto us & 3on 13 glven

vnd the government shall be upon hi3 ashoulder; &nd hls
néme 3hail be called ybnderful,'counsellor, Yighty Cod,
Everlaaflng Fether, irince of ?gaco, ‘ df the incroaao
of hla government end .of pesce there ghell be no end,
upon his klngcom to eatabllah it, and- to uphold 1%

r

wlts Justice and lt: rtgfteou~ ne3s frwm qenoofort?

-
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gven ig;ever",(laa..agﬁse). The fecturea of the lea-
sleh, sbove mentloned, sre relteratsd and expsnded ln
other of Isaieh's prophecies (Isc. II:IZ; I6:5; I6:7;
zs:a;é;haair;wzvzrsi-aa:za; 29:18, 19; ZZ:1-%, I7-20;
6 42:1-9). Up tp this time, p-ophecy has 3ef Zorth
only the kingly yusellities of the Mesalah but f;am.how'
on &n additlionsl characteriatic La noted. Iaciah
‘preﬁlditfihut.bho Hﬂssléh..yhose_kingls rule. 3hall be

unlverssl, will suffer viceriously for the siag.of His

uu@dgcts. It will be through His sufféflngs %hat te.
will\Lnsure-the'recoggltion of ils cleims. . hile He
ie pictured as One 'hoﬁ ings &nd pr[noéa 3hu11'Qor-
chlp, at the same time, He 1 portresyed &3 One .hom
ﬁnan'deaplseth,f "dWhom the nstion abhofreth,” "& ger-:
vent of rulers” (Lss. 49:7), and 7ho without resist-
ance_gpvé His buck to the smitera, His cheeks to the
pluckers, &nd hld not Hia fsce from shame &nd spitting
(I<&. 50:5). Iselsh's brilllent »ropheay on the
ﬁrteatly qnelitiea of the yegeiaé now followa: "3ehold,
‘my 3ervant shell deel wlasely, he shell be exalted and
lifted up, &nd shell ve ver; high. _Like 3 meny sere
-eatoniehed et thee (hia viasge wes 20 mazxed more than

——

&ny; men, and nls form more tianm the sons of men), 80
V'

s.all he aprinkle man) na%toné, axnga ehall shut thelr

moutus &t him; for tn&t w#hlel: had not been told tnenm

4
*
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3h&ll they see; and thsat whlcn the, had not heard ghall
they underatand. “~iho hath believed our mesdage? and
to Whom hath the arm o¢ Jehovah been. revealed’ ‘For he
grew up before him as & tende;\g}ant and &3 ¢ roof out
of a drs ground he hath no' ;orm nor eo*eline 3; and
¥.en ¥e 3ee him, there la no beauty thet we should de-
sire_him;‘ He was desplised, &nd relected of @én; & men
. 0f 3sorrows, and acqusinted with grief: ani as one from
wiom men hide thelr face he w#&s desplaed: and we es-
tcered nim not. Sure{; he heth borne our griefé,»and
cerried our sorrows; jset we did é&teeﬂ him stricken,
'actiten of God, &nd afflicted. 3ut he w&eéﬂaun&ed fér
oir transgressions, he Wes Lrulsed for our iniguitles;
tie chastlsement of our pekce wes upen him: and with
hts.atrlpes wo7aro.haaled. all we llke 3héep have
‘gone estruy; we have turned every one to his own way;
and Jehovah hathL lald on 4lm the lnlquity o. ua all.

18 Wes Opp:eaaed yet when he wes sfflicted he Openad
not his mouth: &3_a<1amb that i3 led to the slsughter,
aﬁd a: & 3heep thet before 1ts 3heerers 13 Jumb, 30 he
openeé not 'his mouth. By_oppresston,and Judgment he
wes texen away; and &3 for his generatlon.~whp gmong
‘them oconaldered that he wes cut off out of the lend of
qpevltviﬁg for the trsansgression of my people to whom

th: stroie wea due? .And they mede hls grove wit: e
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~icked, end withr & ricr =men
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" S Shoullg L;ohl‘ugh Lo

Ll Mane no violence, nelurex 183 dny decelt ln his .
outh Yet R plea@a; tehJVhF\v: biles himy ae heth
At hlm to grief: when taou aualt mske nls aoul an of-
fering for sin, ne 3hell se¢e¢ his 3eed, he shell prolong
his deys, &nd the ploaaure 0i Jenovan ahsll proaper in
his hand.’ He shall Qﬂivthq\travéll of his soul, snd
8iiell be aatisflaﬁ; by‘the knowlédge of himself 5&&11

ny rlghfebua servent Jusvify meny; &nd he skull bear
taeir Lniquitléa, ’herefore, wL;l i éivlde'hlm & por-
tion wtth‘the‘graet, anc nhe 3nell divide the -apoll ﬁith
the 3trong; becauds ne poured out als 3oul unto death,
anuy wasd nﬁmberea witn the transg:eaaora: yet he bars
the aln of meny, &nd m&de~in£ercaaalon for tne trans-
gres3ors” (Ise. 52:15~68:12).

Thls propigcy of Isalsh J.suands more tuen & peds-.
iﬁgfaonaléeraticb. Wnlle it conﬁéina meny features of
iutense lntereat, we shkll desl only with those wiich
sesr dlrectly 1pon the guestion or ssorifloe end atone-
%ant. ‘Ihe.firat thing that'éhould‘attract our atten-
tlon 1a the fact thit after years of ailonob. t.e dumb
aaariflcxal typea heve suuidenly burat iorta Lnto«apeech.
lne work wrougut b, the .ervent.oi Jeho: ah {s deaorlbed
0y bhe prophet Ln 3aer1ficxal langn&gc-

In o;der to atudy tnla pLOpﬁ&Q} Lntelllgently. it
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#l11 be neceoaarg to aaoertatn wino it L3 that is &d-

re33ed a3 the “Servant of Jehoven." Doea thls term
r\ . RN .4 .
refer to the.llessiah, to so0:ner other Lndividuel or to &
~— : N

callectLVS Eody ol lndlvidua;a?v Jhis s1bject hes been
tie o"duse of‘enﬁlesa‘debate tmong modeusn acholsrs. Jow-
{3h and rattbnaliatlc"aaholgra ln genersl, nrafer one

or the otner of the lstter interpretatlona , hila~mvat"
congerv&tlve 3enolsrs hold tnet this term refera to the
Yesslah.  In meny respects, tub eXpsrlences oi the .er-
‘vd@f of Jenoveh sre similer ﬁb thoase of Igraei\uhen she
p&oa ;4 through the sufferxnge enu vxolaaxtudes ol the
;xlle &nc emer-ed, =3 it uere. ifrom the tomb 8% Lhe red-
torstlon from captivity in order to vecoze the inatrument
s -%ne redemption of the world. attempts L&ve been
‘mude U0 explsin the pasaago on the ground that the‘proph-
et drew hls detalls irom thefactual experiences ol ¢ par-
tieuler righteous suiferer, sic: o3 was‘zeremigh. ?59:6‘
"afé”certaln pessuges, hodever, ?&at stbrlout: cherscter-
istica to tie Cervant whlch could Le reelized only in an
lqdivlanal of snperhnm&n orlgln.\ The . Paaaianlc inter-
pretation, therefore, i3 tne only one which ¢llla ell of
the-requirements. Dplltszoh‘aay31 ‘In relatlon to ath-.
vun, [<reel hes often vepn celled 'my servent' sad 'hia
ssrvent': hera, however, thers nes prececed thé Tepresen-
tetion o1 [8rsel ea & female: Horeovér.'in S5l:1-1¢ tuough

-

~ . 2
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the natfggél ldea of the Servant of Jehovah ha3 reached

' its definite exproaaldu' 3et there nhes been no ment lon
of the name borne by tne Inuivlihéi\ahom. 10 50; 14-9, Ltﬂ
ls imposslble to miateke. It tu this Ledivldual who |

£§ furthér spoken of,hero."I Anong other convinglng
argumunts, Hengeténbegg showa that the llessisnlc inter-
pretation ls the only bug that oan be harmonised with
the 014 Testament “orlptures: "IMne flrat eondiﬁidn of
the vléarioué aatisfagtion #nich, &ccording to our

[ 4

‘prophecy, 1 to be performed by the Cervant of God, la,
éuo;rding to verse nine (quauae He hed done no violence,
nelther waes &any deceit in His mouth), but more espe-
cielly still,seccording to verse eleven (4e, the right-
e.u3 one, my Servant, ;nali Justify the m&ny) the gbao-
‘luts righteousneas ol tne suifering subject.  He who

is htmaeif sinful cunnot undergo punisumsent for tne alns
o1 othéfa. - - - Thus, nowhere ln tue vlé feeta&ent.

even the allgnteat trece found of & sstiaisction to be
eccomplished by man for men; nor osn it be found there,
becsuade, from Lta very commencement, Seripture moat em-
pnatloally deolaro 'that they are &l1 under sfn'”

&
(Zoms 3:9). From the above &rguments the Meaaianlc‘

i. 'Delltach uommontary on Iaslah, pp. &7t, 279.
. &sngatonﬁorg. The Ch;latology of the Old leatament,

Vol. II, pp. dﬁow%
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Lntdrprota;lon appears to be the most re:z3onscble.

v ie wlll now endggzgr té snow that the Tos?ieh.'who
ls the subjeat’ of this vrophecy, ls declared Ly lsalah
to ve both the irleat or Offerer and the victim or. Ob-
‘<0t of the one sufficlent a.criiise £or the sln: 6f
7is suvjeots. .. /éhé prieathobd of the lesalan s first
@entloned in Isaish 54:16: "So 3hsll he sprinkle many
natlons."™\ The Hebfew word trsnelated "aprinkle” 1s
YauilH.  YLZZDE is the Hipull, i‘u@re, third person,

-singuler, mescullne of WAZAH. In order to &void the
secrificial reference, comuentators have adopted vurious
interpretations. Instead of teking the common ulage of
ta: word in the 01l1d Taatament,-recou:ae hes been had to
et;mology, &nd the Fal formetlon hes Leen supposed to
po28e¢33 a persllel in en .rudic verd, -whlckh mesns "to
lesp. Thus Y;ZZEH nea been translated "to q&ﬁae to
leap"; "to 6susc to tremble”; to start with wonder.“I
T:is translation, while lu msny re3pects plauaible, is,
&L;tha'aama time, questioneble, for, 83 Csve asys, "The

“analpgy,of tne cogncte dlslects, eve;Areqntrlng eaution
in spplicatlion, oen have no olece Whire the ussge i3 “ ~

inverlaole; &.d the "hiphll' form of N:ZiH 1a lovsriedly.

uded in the 0ld lestaumest to signlfy the prieatl; sot o2

i. Brown, Driver and 3riggs, iiebrew and Emgllah Lexicon
of the 0ld Teatgment; Dol;}xsoh, commentary on
Isalah, p. <bZ. . :
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aprlnkllng‘vvx,/@he seme wprd 1s used Lo express the ides

_of the 3prinkling of the WeteT &t the consecrstion of the
Levites, of the sprinkling of the oillln“%hﬁ consecration
ol the Taberné@ie,—égd~of the spnlnkling'df the blood and
oil &t the conaecratlon oi tue prieathood (2x. 29:21; Lev.
t:I; Num. 8:7). It is 8180 used witn reference to the
sprinkling of the biood of the sin offering, of the weter
“in the csremony of the cieanélng of the leper, uné”of the
s3persion connécted with the ceremoniea of the alsughter
0l the f&ﬂfh&ii&? &nd the ritual of the Jsy of Atonement
(Lev. 4:6, }7; 5:9,; 14:7, o, &7, 5I; 16:14,‘15,.19;

fum. 19:4, 1€, I9, 2I)./ The passsge Lu question 1a the
only caase OQ’reoord.ihafq sny other meanling is sttrib-
uted to-it except théjﬁrleatly;;ct ol Sprlnkllég eliher
iz the process of surifiostlon or atonesent. 7 Hengaten--
verg confirms thils interpretation &nd. further &dds:
"Henob.'here &l30, the'sprinkllng Bas the significetlion
of clesnsing. from sim. The expreaaion Lndlcstes taat
Shrlat 43 the true Hign irlest, to Wnom the ordinary
prieatnood witih its aprlnklrpga typlc&ily,poﬂntﬂﬂa The
expresalon L & aummsry of thet” whici in the fsllowing
_caypter, we &re io;d regard ing the e«<plation through

the suffeéring end death of the Servant oi God."~ Should,

& -

I. Cave, The Soriptursl Ductrlna of Zacrliloe, Second

editlion, p. <I8,
Z. Hengstenbergi The ,u‘la*ologs 01 tse Cld “eatament

Vol II P 568

-



however, the translstion of Delitzach be proven the
correct one, the toaehlng of Iaat&h on the priesthood
of theN&egaiah would not be macarlally affected, for 1n
the teanth verse oLl chapter ftfty three, he saserta,
"thou shalt mske hls soul an offering ror slo;” in
verse eleven,"He 3k&ll Juctlfy meny;" snd.lg verse
twelve 1t ls apecifioully stated that He "made 1'vLA-
.ce3slon for the tranagressora.” Other Soriptures cor-
roborate this teatilmony. The prediction Ls made ln

the (qalms that the 'essiah, on secount oi His ;rieat-
ly qualities, shall be "a priest for ever ati.er tue
order of Melchisedek" (I's. I10:4). 1ILikewlase, after
the time of Isaleh, Zecherish &dda: "ind he shell alt
gnd‘rule upon hls throne; &nd he 3hall .e & prleat upon
hlz throne™ (Zech. 6:13).

sccordlng to Iseish, tue :ervint of Jehovah s not

enly to oe the irlest but &lso the Vietim or the Cbject
0d thé perfect Juorifice for siam. ;lthougg inaocent,
s voluntarily offers iimself &s the substitute fer the
sins of manitndt "He suffers with his people, for his
people, inatesd of hia people: beouusle he has nmot, llke
féb ma33 of the people, brodghtvon~the suffering through
aln,‘but 83 the gulitleaa.and‘righboous one, voluatarily
tSkeé on himzelf the gullt ang the aln, in ordefrtO‘take
1t completely sway gy his seorilice of hlmzelf.”

-

Y}

‘I.'Delitzsch, Commentery on’ Isaleh; p. L79.
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ooklng &t the prdohvcj'mqg, in détafi, we find

 the stetement ol&tnl;»muae taat the: stne of Esracl sre.

. ~, ;.
taught -in the“paaaago:~"£ll we like sheep heve gane

lald upon the Suftertng Servant of Jaﬂg;gn. ths is

satray; we have tﬁrued every one %o his own way; &no
Jehovsh nath leid on him the inlquity of us &ll™ (Iaa.

53:6). fhe wozda "&11 we' 'refer “o redee'ed larsel

but not in & sense to axslnéé athor aat
neg. ta;ougq the Cusiering -ervant, willvbeﬂome & part
of the ngy Israel. This intespretation 1s Lo perféet
@&rmoéy witn tae gqﬁaral gessianlc teachlng oi the Qld
leatament . Accoréing to Hengstenberg, "ill we" reiers,
"in dhe firat instence,” tolﬁmembers.si the covenunt

people, - not, hpwever,,&; contreateu witi: the rest of

aenxliog, bu;,&3’par§§king;tn the general human destliny.” -

Jhe £irst psrt of the prsssge reiers to tie moral cons
. R _ -
ditlon os Iirsel. In the midat oi thelr ruined con-

iltion broa;ht about»by 3in, &nd; 1o & posltion beiore

Jod woriny oi death, Isreel le¢ 1llke & 3ceiltered flook

‘0i sheep without & shepherd. ?hés'hgd erred from the

-

“weya oi Jehovah (éa;Iﬂf,&nG, in thétr_éelfiahnésa &pd -

greea, has turndd from“de; every one Irn ths direction

of hia wwn particula: sa- of sipning. Jehfovai dld

not perzlt them to endare the just reauls ol bY :elr own

-’
iniqult; aut‘"aaueed 1t.to hlt'upon tie “uifering ferv-

B

g »

”engﬁienggrg. mzéChrlatela;:éf 0f the Glu Testement,
po K 'Y -

I
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.Servent. DqlL&:gch 3eya.steho§;£ ctused the ppnian-
ment of thelr gullt t¢ fz;:alfl a0 his Serugxt, thst he
migpt_make~atodemehf for them by hla aurforlnga."l Thet
#olch fells upon Him tc not_punlshment{;dan &3 the 3in-
ner shoul:i Justly receive bus only in the 3e¢li3e that
Yo voluntartly ldénttfiea'Hlmself &3 & subatltute for
sinnera. ‘

inother fuct contained Ln this prophecy i3 that the

‘uiferlng Servent bore the slns which were lald upon Him.

\ This point i3 olearly_br&ﬁght out in the ;asaage: "But
He waé wounded for our transgrescions, ne wes brulaed
for our inlgulitiea: the &haatlaément of our pesace w¥a3
upon :im: 8nd by his stripss we &re hesled” (Iss. 53:5).
The word "wound" indicutes one sno lg’not»only'éeverely
wounded vut one who n&s busn plerced ante Jeuth. it

T v pul trensgreadsion anﬁ ofencez, walch he had volun-
tertly taken on Himself &3 our eubétizute, thet coucsed
_iim to 3uffer such & cruel &ni psinful death. Tarough
the vioaPlous sacriﬁ}ce.oi the bervent, tiv ~fustice of
God hus -been aatizfled and thfua-'&n, gvenus L3 opened
tirough vhlch He oasn vestow pwece &nd ssivatlon.  Ia
ayrinkling meny natlons (5z:15), in besring thelr.

inlgunitiea (53:II), anc ln meking intercession 1or them

s .
-

[. Delitzach, Commentery on Isalshr, p. <95.

-

V.
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(Bu:1&), He pours oub ‘His soul unto death, (5c:12). The
term aoul" 13 used here to represent His life'a blood
(Gen." 9; 4 5l. In verse tep.,c ;‘Zbul 0L the- uQrVunt
is called & trespaua»oiiexlng. xhlu vZpression inul-
cates that the sacrifice of the Luffering Servant is en
qtltyge o ~4he aaarif&cea of lo3es. o sinm iz to rob-.
aoo o ohe reverance and axt Lrlty due Eln aénd, ¢3 &
';esultt tne»cgpnq: lrours & debt ﬁb}ﬁhé;whﬁghalapliea
tae necessify of & recompensc. éoobrdinguiﬁ the Maaaic
,q?my, 11 air~offor1noa were debt-off e;inga\ Botn
the Sin and the trespass-offerings were a&orlfieoa ior
- sin. The secrilice of thé\sufferlng ~ervent wao to
falfill 81l of the unticipatlions of the I'oselc ssori=-
'f;céa: In otler worés, 1t wes to be & perfect sscri-
Pice, for, it ila ssld, "He shall sse the trevell of
nis Qoul. snd shall us seticfiec” (5a :1I). &a‘Heng-
stenderg s6yd, "This entltyplosl aucrifice %111 ve of-
~§eréd up b5~the true ligh Lrlesp. ‘}or the sins of
. \he humen rasoe, wnlch, wlthout-esmpena&tl?n, cunnot Le
fprgiven;-ﬁéjfurpiahes the'rbst;tuglon, which could
no% g patd oy the ‘stenefs, sne haféb;»gorké~out toe.
3uatlf10atlon of the sinner qefs e aod. The

vicwzlous aauri“loe of tn uﬁr?&nt<L3 iurtier orought

l. lengstenberg, The Shrlstology of the Uld Vestament,
J;o.lo II. 'po 3010 :
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”outfbf“the iredugéﬁ’eXpTBé&iOh&f"b&affﬁg our sins,”
"pgartqg our Lnl@uttlae "x'be&”lﬁ” our dOLIO&S " "be&r-
iqg‘bur &lse&sea;" ‘he’ 1dea ol ‘uee;lng,~ in thede
ex;?baatons; ia conveyed by the two isbréw wor&s,
SABHAL and NaS4. The lormer mewns "to vear &3 &<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>