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FREPACE

it is not the purpose of This poper W give & coie
ete presentation of the thoeology of the Phoricees. In the
worin of lerefowd, "To sccompiish anything 1like thot would neoed
& very large volumd, Veber devoted o wheio bovk to it; and
he might well have uxitton @ secoud, to incliude all tiat he
had Left cut of tho first.od Hencey if g pohwiar as Teber
could not cover everyihing uiddelh pexiains to the ductrines
v the Jharicees o one veluménous book, ot could 8 Colie
plete ond getailced sim.:lyuis of tholx thooloyy be congestoed

intv o short theses gs thio?

FOWiCY @ geiernd overview cuncerning the doctrives of the
slurisecn, te pregent, as weill ge io possible in o short
tregtics ag thig, the outotanding chorpceteristics of their
CLevioyy . anld oopocloliy to discuss those tenchilungs which
are prowiuent in the Now Teutooenmt and which brought them
ipnto such bitler conlliicts with cuxr Uavior.

it should be pmectioneu hexe that everythlng wiich
is included uwnder the Tucclogy of the Pharigees is given in
the Hogendah. Zle Hasguiebh ie uorely o tarm desipuated fox
this perticuior phase of Pharvigaisme. Yhe practionl side
oi shardsgaios ves desigtoved by the uword, ligigelnmb, the tihege
rotionl, or doctyribal, by the word, liaggedah. Since both
the thegratical ond the proeticel must be cousidered in

theology, Loth will Be discusscd in this pupor.

1 Herelozd, Jhe UVbarlgeon, pezl¥.
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1, OBUDIVECE TO THR LAY

The attituie wiich the Phuwrisces todk in regora %o
obedience o the iow 48, witlout a doubt, ticir nost inpor-
tont dectrine, For it was the culstanling chwracteriustic
of o Pherisce 6 ooy e lavu dg all of 1te uinutest detziis,
The Fhexrisces were otrict cbaecrvers of the low, heuce very
legslictic. Tt tuio law was, io briefly swmaed up in
two puceuges of Seriplures: "FTheu apuie Jdacus to the multie
tuve, guu to his cligeiples, saylug, The scribes and the
diwriccee pit in Moses' geat.®l "Sut le {Jeous) ancwered

wd meic unto then (Phaerisces), Thy do ye slsc transgress

B

ol

i¢ comuamdnent of God by youx txmi:itifms?“z Tiwug the iaw

(1

whicih the Phnrloecs folivued wpo the iaw given by God ¢o
oues plus treditions. Xt will be thie puzrpuce of this occe
ticn o chouw aj how it cmue sboub thet the Fheriseeo adopted
aud cluug to the Lew of licues, b) vt vas mezsnt by the wozd,
groditione,” aud ¢) the siucerity of the Ziwricgees in thelr

gtrict stoervauce of thde iaw,.
i, Thwe Pharisces and the “witten Iav

it iz often said thnt the 24d Teotagrwent ic the bouk
of the Low aud tuat the Jow Testement is the beok of the
Gospule 17 umierstocd corvectly, certeiuly, all will agree
to this stetcumeut. For, though one must concede that Cic
0ld Pestorent contoins also & coexiain aucunt uz”‘ Goguel, yot

ke will bave to ocdmdt thut it is to ke groatest extent a

ot t. :?.5.1.2.
iﬁnttclﬁ.ﬁ.
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book of the Iswi, Thisc Law, vhickh God gnve €9 lioses on Nt.
Simi.:“ waa tivw guide for the chiliren of Iorzel in 211
their morel, ceromoninl, snd political deniingo wntil the
time of Chrdet; ane i1ts morald aspeete ave till the nwde
Zor all Chrigtisnn tuday,.

¢ foct should by s11 negns be piresped tiat the
children of Isroel were reguired to obey many more THICO ’
tuen people of todey hove fo oboy. Tucy hiad to observe,
for exwuplie, the Sabbath 13{:;2 thoy Lod gpecial iang for

wenservouto ant for woncnoervants;® they had o gbserve
3]

7

tue varicus feotivals; a—‘asaawr.d thie feast of Hoivent,
tne Feact of tie Yabornacle .6 ere the Vay of Atoncmont,
to ell 0f wihdceh the pouple e to bring sacvifices; they
hott to cbey tic laus of :,;u::':i:l':it:u.'t;iz:n.ﬁ cepeclally aloo
the zsriest:s."} Uaily sacrifices Iia¢ to be :oce in the tane
1111—:.-"'6 Tiese pre only & few of the many lows given by Cal
to iy chosen pogpic of Israeld,

in regard to all thege cormoduents lhe woxd of the
Lord uns, “obeyl® The children of Isrzel uxw to cboerve
cdl fnueoe Fules cua reogulaticns, oud ey should feifill
thon dn true Salthbfulness @il slucerity. If they Jellcd
in any one poliut, they oimmed ggaimet thelr Goe ond were

veguirzed o bring thelr georifices to e pricst du o

4 Txe20C f¥. .

Be CETe TMe20483 3‘1'"’ H :-':'5.:'5.

o ofr. THeZlglell

4 cIr. PRJA2,117; 28,14 £1,

$ ' cfr, :3.%.16-

6 C:f:l"- 7:!.21‘5.1’5").

%Y. €if. I’:'..EQ.J.Gi‘f; Leve.lG.

8 efr. i1 ciirl“:hﬁu'la: ¥x.1931C.
G CEXe THeuUeZUj 0,323 Fumu.8,06.
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thnt aterenent might be nade for their tronsgrensions. As
goon of the Iorecelites iu gonergl becmo lox nud as a poopls
rebelleu againct ¥Him nnd refused to obey His laws, then ie
pundshed, evon ne He hed threatencd them,d

Cortainly, the history of Iorsel is o good camentary
to siwu uhat God cxpected frem His people mud what the punishe
mept wvas iF Lthey vefused to obey Hinm. “henever they fell aviay

ivown idm, Fe punished them. He ubel Lic varioue natiocns oe
bout Ioraol as a secourging rod. But as long as they obeyed
Hiig comandnents and walked dm Yis stetutes, or whﬂnavcr they
woule sgaian xepent of their urong-doing, then le would. eluays
gladly forgive theldy indquities, would blege then aond male
them proagper oun mrong the heation uatigng. %o their leaders
lg geve the v:»;!.uz:-.'.zle”&&vic €5 .ti’za':t s if they hoped to be sucCe
ccouful loatere, thoy muct at all tince diilgently study g
ovecEve tie Losk of G I.-:-z'.u'.ﬂ

Goa expectec His chioaen pedpic to obsexve these laus
chid foliow thcee statutec until such o Cime whon He Liungelf
would palte @ ohevge.© Yven while tle pouple were in exile,
el nlso after Ciey retuzned f£rom Babylon, God still dennnded
this obedicuce.?

And ghen the chiidren of Isrpel returned fxom the
erile, they cuncidered it their duty to obey God's divine
w§ld,  They todk o puch more coucelenilicus nttitutc touwsyd
tho Oboervance ui the iau of jlopes thau itheir Foredaticra

pefore the exile had conc. They Lot got thelr miuis on

cir. 1:87.26.143‘i‘. 2
cfx, JOgheleT7; 1T Chirom,20,3U; T z2va 343 V,1iU.
cir. II Chroli,dl,18 ;

cLT. T Exn 3.1:;:5'-: ?.1£fo; Heh Gpl.

002 3o
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obocicnee, on waiking ezactly as Cou kpu Girvected them. To
donger weeid tiey glive wny o the heatiwn idolstry as their
foreiotiers hod Gone, mor reecl sgelinst the truc God. .
Thic chonge which cmuc over thiese posteexilic @ews
in very notewortby. Suzely, certain ovents smuot kove taken
placy in ondey tu cliange o group of people, WMo Tor over a
period of five hundred years hod aluays Beenm zo remiy to
rebed cpeinet Cot and Hlo camaudaente, aud who npow were
seterained o foilow Him end to obey liu statutes. iIn order
0 cupleain this cuange the fediowdng coualdcraticnn are
wentioned:
e} The very fect that sowe pooyle case back to Jerue
Csodun shoug thnt they vere more of tiv zeligious type,
tiey vere the kind who would be gaad to cbey God's L.aw.
for they cmue beek ©o Jorusslenm because that city mepnt
pouati:dns to thene Thoy remenberod the fupoxtuonce of Ui
temple gt Jeruoslcm. They kuew Yod's coimond, Tourbiddiing
teuple worghidpy In any cthier plecc.e Those who had Loecu
'.'l.nx iu theldr obecieuce and trust io Guwl, thoes uwhc were
2ore wordlyeninded undoubtecly cared littlie whethey they
were liviug in Babyicon or Jerusalcm; hence they would
not o to the troublie of coning oll the way back €0 Jeru-
calen oguin. Dut thoue which did retura ucre, witkoul a
doubt, the ones wic wanted o do God's Holy #iil. fetwrale
1y they would then gioo go bock to the Law of jluceo and
Go tliedr beot to kReep it
b) Propourtionately thoye cere meny more pricsis auong

e peocple after the exile $hwn thexe were beiore, Thom
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the chiidxer of Isroel caue out uf Fgypt, they numbered
602,500 men® plus 22,000 priests, or lovites.® Tais
nede one prient fox cvery tuenly-seven, Hius & siight
fraction, persons. The pusber which returnad after the
exile were G%,997 plug ¢,3638 yrieets.a moking ouc pricst
fox betwecn efght aud nine perysons, fouce ilere were
after the exile gbuut threc times o5 many pricsts in
cuorpuzison to the reout of the peoyle gs there uere before
the cxile, and If anyome should ley oirssa on the obsere
vanceé of e Lau of Hegeo iU gliculd be the priestas.

¢} It oo hapoered thotl whem the people zeturned fxam
the exilec they were leyd by men who weve oxtremely legelise
tic gud siuoct fonaticel in theiy enphasis on sbedience
t5 the law. This can reodily te sccn from e exbiortgtions
civen to the jpeople by "zre. There was one puolnt which he
degized to dvive Loze to the minds of thc Jews and that
vas tc return to the ouscrvsree of the osaic Law.4 Jo
cuphiatic was ke on this peint thst he even wont beyond
that shilch was densndes in the Ligu of ilopes. lHe commmonded
tiic people o put gway their eotrenge wives. 9 Heheidah,
tov, piaced that smie cmphdsio on tié Law, Ha urged all
the peuple, tire Levitus, prieccto, purders, singersg, and
Tethining, to vnter upon ai oath Leuccforth W walk in
e Law of Gad given to :r.zuaea.s :

é) Pinally, tihesec Jews uwhich returnct hai secm, and

were very coanscious of the terrible punishment chilch Gou

TSI et e
2 Tum.3.39. § Tora 10e18.

& lgra Z,66. € Yeh.l0.28.20.




had sent upon then ond upon thelr fovefotiers uhio ksl Toe
fused to obey thdis low. XLest tic oo condemnation should
befall them pgain, they were mou soing to oboserve $ho Lew
of Gof omt walk in His stotutos. This thuught is cleariy
Cxprecoed by 'gra in ofic of his prayers tu God: “"Should
ve agaln Lreek thy coumondmente end Joino in aifinity with
tie people of those sbominations? Youldst nmet thouw be
algrTy with ue will thou hadst congumed ueg, 20 that there
should be noe remnont nayg esaag;ing?“l |
Though thore moy Ue other fectors which play a role
in the couce of the great comhasis on the Hosaic lew after
the calle, yot tihvee four cousiderations, ¥ think, explain to .
& Taullex large oxtont uhy this gttituic uas tokon.

in oxdovr, now, that theose Jews might cazry out their
gbudicnce U0 thic Lew, it wes oimoet cusentdel for then to
seperate themoclves, e wuch as poseivie, fyom the heathen
people which nov fiouci iato Judea cid Jeruselen while the
Jeous haod been in cuile, Por thoe Lheathen woulé rnot want to
pasjeet thomoelvee o the poze regsl vicns as o .coze Jews naw
vere going to doe Foux this roasom ':.'-.:’..:;1'.'5 aud Teheminh rectie
cally iupisted that the peoplo moke this sepsration and keep
thensclves gpayt fron the evils of the heathen.s And their
cifaorts Brought reoults, The poople did geparale thomoelves
Ifrghh the otlwr neople:

“liow when “28s hat proyed ang wheh he hnd confoased,
wecplug amd casling hingeld doun before tie houce of God,
thieze essenbled uhto him out of Jorael & very greol cone
gregaticn of mern and wason end chilirele.. And Shechanial

.+. caid unte zra, Ye have trespecsed pgainst our Uod
ant have %aien sirange vwives of the pegple of the lonGees

1 Tzra Seld.
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Liow, thorefore, let us mulic a eoveusnt uith cur Qod to
put suoy wll the wivec... onc let it Lo done according
to the Law, "l :

"Ard the reot of the peuple, the pricsts, the Levites,
i porteru, the uvingoers, the Nethinimg, anc ell they
that hoo geperated themselven fxon the people of the lemdp
unto the law of Qod, their vives, their cons, and their
daugutery, everysne hoving knowlecge, and having unicre
standing, they clave to thelr bretherm, their noblas,
aul cniered Iuto & curse, @i into an onth, o wvellk in
GoG's Law, vhich weo given by ¥oges, tiw servant of Jod,
amt Lo vboeryve nm do ail the cumandments of the Lord
our ILoxd, muw His judgmentoc and Him gtatutes."®

0 dnsicteonty yos, almont fanaticsl, did they becans
iz theiyr iden of separation thot they would not pormit even
tie Comaritans, wilw, oo 10 pposk, sere their halfebrotaers,
%0 help in the rcbuliding of the temple, ineopite uf the fact
that liepe Coanoritons offered iheir essistance smi desized
to worehip God togeticr with themne S

Hervedferd in his book, Zioziseism, emphasizer thio
separation of the Jows fiwn the hesthen and alze shows the -
dupcriance which these Jews lgdd upon the Torgh:

‘Furey Vheny provided for the Jewe an cnelosuna,
porked off fron the CGentfle vorid, walbin which to live
thedr zeligious 1ifo; ond he (ove them the Horeh, =22 being
the full revelotion vhich God had made through Juses, for

Beilr zuide In the l1ife thiey shiculd heucgfozih live thore.
Clearly, no cne would enter that enclosure, OF reasin
within it, unless he really and verioucly ucant to live
on the lincs of Toreh. And that ie chy, froa the tiue
of I'gara, the inportance of Torxgh beconcs oU = ;;‘xi-:ed. and
insistence on it so enphotic; wiy, in skord, Irum that
tine, the Tovrah dominstes the whole field of xeligion for

hose who followed thie lead of Farp. They virtuallyﬂ
declared that they woulc stend of fall by the Torah,"4

It is no wonder, therofore, that tie Fharvisces were

guch "serupulous ohbeexvers of the law.?® For they azain

de T 23¥2 5 > '\L LIBRARY
2 Tich. 10,25, 20, PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LI

¢ ufr. NEra 4,158 OGNCORDIA SEMI X

4 ligrefomi, OpeCite Dy ST, LOUIS, MG,

& desich Tneyciopedig, Vol.IX, peel.
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tuo to three centuries siter Tgra, streused thc sene sbodie
ence to the Law as zrg Lod denc. "Une religlom which they
thus sct t!;e:::&elvus to replivu In ito full extent was cssentie
ally the weligion of Torah as Ters 'im.d noulded 1%, They
meyely cosxict out “the method and vrinciple of Jzra," and
gtuce in the gmae line with him es the legitinate nucccaau.rs
snd continuators of the prophoetse.®@ Taat tlcse Phericces -
muct hove streoesd the @ame Law of Moses as 'z2rs had done,
ong cen sce froaa the otatoment of cuy Sovicrg “fer thoy olit
in Mogeg?! seat.? 9

However, there sas 2 movement wiieh: came-into Judes

-~

threugh the rige of

Gregk pouer, which roglly brought FPhorie
galom to the fore, shich plaoced the Fhariscec ints a group
se;::;:ata froaa even their Leliow Jewo, snd uwhich causced the=
te loy woie stress onm thne chucrvance of -the Torah thal the
people of ¥ara's tise pospibly ever liad fhought of dolng.
This movenent wae Hollevien. Before this novenent entered
Judea the yeoeple, 29 to gpepk, woere 8ll Fharisces. OF course,
they wore not cmplied by that nac .'-Eut they all moxe or leoa
held to e ohoervonce of ¢he Torah as hed bLeon laid Coun by
Tara, mud they kept thanselvec peparsted from the heathon
nationg. Mowever, when Helleniem, the y}u..asa::-iea and
culturas of the reeks, wass int "‘ﬂciucl.;ﬁ ‘-ni‘.a .hzuea. :aan}. of
t!'wae Jewus disvggarded the grest stress which Yara and Lhis
foilumore hisd placct on the Torgh ane fell victino of this

- now moveacnt.

p & .Le.toxom. ;_,y_m VediiZe
2 Iuide, 1.0
] Eo_-attoauﬁeo
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Flukeletedn gintes that this movenent influcnced
meinly the riche ¥ Thoush: it 18 true thet the rich are
usually more inclined to laxity in regoxd to follouing CGod'c - =

will, since they moy rély ofn thelr wealth inatead of in God,
yet, I beliove, that it lg foreing the ioguc too nech to E
cladm thot Mellcniusm veo Conlinced essmy ©o the aristocrats.

hereford, though he 00 conccdes that ity effccts were nmogt
congpicusus Sn the ransg of the weslithy and penerlul, the -

nubles anc hG '}':rien‘-:ly oristocracy viho cane fnto clocest

relationg with the court and cepended nmoet upon $he royal

£e.var."'2 Jety I belicove, ie more coxzyrect uhen he states,

fjleilconid

m had its attrxsctious for glli, zigh or izas.-.ble."a

£

and wuen nLie lays particuiay stress ou the fazet that thio wan
“not a division uetwoen the upper and: the lowar."®

nls ielleunistie movessnut can undsublediy be wall
cGmpoxtu 0 the Hodcruistic movercat of aur pregeut era.
sust as today meny peonic wish to epdopl the ¥Ymew ideas®of
the world aud to conform with the vieus pud gpinivas of the
wporld thinkersz and phiicsophers bult stiil desire te resaln
uithin the pele of Chrictisnlty, 5 oony of (ke JoWs Cole
sidered theupelves *modern® aud advenced in lecruing and
cuiture if they couls cdopt the veu philesephies Lyought
over from Grcece. Sut 2til) those, saue Jows weiled o eling

to Judaiom snd remain smong the adasvers of tiw Toroh.

1 Sinkelotein, Ihe Phoxigecge Vol.I, D107, Finkelotodn
dipcussen the Sharisecs from o totally peliticel end
- peoiel viewpoint.

£ ercioxd, Zharigniga, p.36.

3 Zbid., pe.dG.
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That many of the Jaus were cager to tcke over the
icdemo of Helienion, acd as a esult soou fergot mony of their
ounn teachings celt be scen from the following cuotation from
Finkeligtein:

Winey threw themsclves inte Nellenisn with the zeal

ond cnergy of neophytes. Thoir oun iaws, cuctona, md
trpaltions were forgotion in this loct infatuations They
built o gymuociuva, like thoce of e Crecks, in Jerusalen
ane shocked he Somitic sense of proprietly by tokting
thicir cxercice oud ploying Hellenic gomes guite noked.b'l
it vapn ouly notural that a great opposition chould
rise up egeinct this “Uodernim® of the pecond century bee
Igue Christ, thgt the more atrict Jeus would ogain lay atyress
on Judedea snd on thely obeervanmce of the Torsh of Hosce.
fag it dig thiso opposition which geve rice W the Pheriscen.
It unp the Phariscos now whe clung scrupulilsualy to God's
Holy Lav zud reiced thoir voicos in proteet ageiuol the ode
mirers of the lellcenictic movenent. AG firpt theeo objectoxe
weXe callee the Hasicim, the picus or rightecun ouca, oG
because of thedr gbjeetiovng were subjectald LS sOvVerd pole
scoutiono, rnese pergecutions becsue quite proninent wdier
Antigehus Epinhancs, or Anticchus IV, Ga.dGUB.0. e colutie
nued untii ihe begluning 57 thoe Lirst century before Chwizt.
lioviever, imotead of achieving their purpose of dectroying
the ohjectors, these persccuticns, cs fxcguckily Liappona,
orly confirzoed them in their views and caussd them to become
united into a party.
It scene, too, as if their objectlons did briung s

repults. ¥or immedintely sfter the Heccabosn Yiars thoere seona

1 Iizkilotoln, She Fherisses, Vol. I, p.S71,



20 hove been soneuiet of a decline iu Phe prunducncc of

Helleuniom. Howwver, afta it hod bDeen once futroduccd into
the lad, 1% was lnsuspitle to erpdicate 1%; ond ever: though
i% did decline to o cextoin ontent, yet 1t Loy Zeft ito

devasteting lallucncecn. :
"Urocunlily a divergence appeared, not wholly unlike
thet ohich had led T the rebeilildon. The princen of the
Yacoabaan house naturally losked Xor suy.ccorters in the
great fanilies to vion belonged the ciiied popltions of
Toni onc waeith, egpocinlly thuge efiuected with the
toupde. The zeligion of Torah was nmized up with politics
t0 a dogree nhich digplenced those whoe did not belong to
tho govesniu. cloocas. Tiexc ung, thoreiore, aznin a
imcvenent townado o otrictes interpretationm of the Toral...
to oorreopond with the noverent tousyas miint might Lo
eniied 'uorldliness.%... Thieoo two catreses hod Roneo LY
wli@ich thoy wexe dictingulished. Those ghe forocd the
soverning clocg, the grost familicn mad the chied pricsis,
uere Ve Jouducoone Whooo wio nolptadned the full
strictucon of the - religlon of Porsh were the Pharicces. ad

Ap o result objection also contivued. Ap tinme went
on thone objoctors, who hind beun esilled the iHupidinm, groduclly
vecaue known as the FhaorBopic party. Wicy received the nome,
“Ehorigeas,” fron the foct that thigy soperated thenseives i
fran octhor peopie, fxon thoge oho vere lex nidl “worldly ninded
Hesicnigto,” eince thoy uanted to strens the fact that hey
were strict obourvors of e Lau of tiosem. Thie word in
dezivod Srom the Hebreu word, 7 W ‘7? ¢ wizdel: in Axomalc
so_ ] W ° 1D, ona in creck, $presior | ena whien

7
nesnu Yihe ceporeted ones.® Decause thie Torah pluded great

ptyess on clespliness and laid doum many yegukalious CuLCele
ning pusificetion, these Phorlsces uou, giving thely atiention

eopcoiaily to this fector, soperated tixnselves from everything

1 Horcford, fhozinaigi, pedliedl,



ag. e

Ciaat o uncleon, It woe eirictly agriust their regulatilcnnt
o ngoociote with any of tho Ameieroz, people uhio failed to
gbsexve tie purifloction lewe of the Toveh (f1& 7 09 _naiae

of the lemd}e "lio who tslios upon bimself to be o Cheder
i’...'--z.:nria-,cb.i::i:'x-.'rm.':.ev.} 8Clle seither fzosh wor d¥y frults to
e ielmres, Ltuys Lrom them we £regh, doco 9t enter thoir
hougen au o gueal, 1T receives he:.: ae guento ulkihiln lis
uplis."2 dowe cven became a:-:.ﬁ::c.-:'.' rodlcal oné wolle staterents
es vie fodiouwing: “A Jew muct not narry a doughier of an
AnelinT ez, Becouse thoy ore unelosn an:iéaaza; and their wooen
dorbivden xaptiles, wid ap Ffor their daughicrs the Jeripture
urites, *lursed by Lwe thot lieth wilth any normer of beant' -
{(Veut. 57,2108

This naic the Phaxizeos ruceived umioubiteuly fraom
thedr enowice ko applicd it in o reproachiiul LA, “those
ulio £or the oake of thelr own spoecisl cloanniess scparaled
tiemoeives from he bulk of the natiom,¥$ Schuerer points
ot thot thio lotier was coptolidy the oviginel neming of

Vi nummo. Shough thoy vere calicd this vut o contomnt,

A %Yhe dJegish ny, VoleIXy BaOY zpivep the Zollouing

ple-..;e fox n.u:ﬂ:crf'um'
a) Strict obuocrvance to Levitical purity.
b) °ﬂmib epaociation vith the Ameharez {:lwareut i
cvn.lean boor, aron, g_;.;_ge 13 oy iglicions 3
s VOleiy DeBLS: “/elln¥ez 18 -a...- Lxoud
TR 105 u.mti:m vhooe Jevwish cducaticn wns 91ight
a6 whose oyvhodony uag looked uputn ol b mtmh Siile
dcion.”
cl f:&wmc«nt of tithen ana duca of pricois, Luviton, and pOOX.
d) Conpeclenticus regayd £ vous onu for other peopie's

;n*u;.wty.
H m.ltlbl‘ﬂi’. :5 iHigtox .
5 'g;, QiL.Vol. 11, D203
i ..ic‘:".ue...t:r. -.J?-ﬁ-m" Dive.IX, Tol.,iIX. 3.32.
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yet thoy rendily sceepted the nwne after it wao once given
to thom, "and thay might vell hove done BO, for fiom Lhoir
glomdling the 'scparation' from vhieh t&.c,.; Obtainod the nome
oo one thorougily praisewcythy end ﬁoll-pluaame; to God, "k
“hat thic none ves given to them b.:}-thcir cuenics
rothey than by thasselves con also Le goen Srom the faet that

]
they cullied themselves Chabeeim {7 11 o }e “the noighborx,®

4o thenm a Chover pepnt “one who stricily obLseczves the law,
espucially the laws relating to cleonness ard unclonincns. s
i5n Zegeld o this Hoore koo Che foilowing staSesent: "thoy
called theupclves by preference 'soscciates’ and formed
socictive, nlevging themselves bymmutual agreencut to a
glrict cboervance of the laws, in perticular those concerning
cereminiol purity nwl the religicus taxes, S
fgoro io vary coxrect vhon he stotes thnt the Pheorisces
doced porticulsry otreps om Yoerencnipl purily ondé tne rolie
géivue tomees.® For ticy were espociaslly covccerncd ahout tie
cxectnoos of tho wesiipgs of the priceie ami about their
gyatem of tithiug, Sinee the qoumgid Shat Asron and his cons
shoudd wash theusclves wien sy went iunte he derplie is
repeniad tiirce %z:i:sa:%u.4 these Dhaorisces folt thnt tiw pricstc
shouvld wrehtucuselven ihxee tines, once whien thoey =euldd enter
the teupic, once mose when they would popprooch the altar,
oind 3:\.13. when they would again 1eme.5 Their at:_'.'ict miley

couterning the tithes the Phorisceg based on 1:133.18.21'.'.

i Schucrers gpeCit.eDe2i;
d IR! i w6y

& cive. 1*3.!—0' LTE
5 off. Piahclotedn, Yig Funeivceg, Vel.i, p.27358.
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“frsl bolkedd I have given the chiluven of Levi nll the tenth
of Zornel for an inheritauce, for their gervice shuch thoy
BCT VG, CVen the pervice of the tobernscie of the congregstion,"d
Thuo the Phorisces were 2 group 0 laid groat ptrogs
oz Shie obedicnea of the TYorah im opoositic. to the Hellicuniwm
wiicii Lareatleped oo desivoy e Judalstic rxeligion. They,
thexcfore had a very high vegasd for the law of loses. I%
was e then ithe foundobiom upoen vhioh they stowl, Poussed
atates:
~ “Dos Gogetz ol dem Juden Frewde und Froge dee Veceins.
da, oc iut geradczu die Subolonz des Lebense.. Das Gesctz
pichert dom Isrpcliiten celime Otellung zu CGott. 7o
Gonets ist, 1ot ovigen LobéRe.o Wicl '"Thora'viel ichem, 2
Cextainly, this high :euard foxy the Torah is o foctor
vhick io 1’&2’3 cu sencable, Iad ia not beca Jor thcee Fiorie
BCuE, Jusadom undesbilodily would bnve becn wiped outes
%% ip dndeed dizfficulit to believe that they Eﬂ::f..
Jevich g ,,-eﬁ*'" e} would hove curvived, if t:.e policy of
zro hnd not Leop cardied out. Anc if thoy hal nod,
what would hove Decome af the Jdewioh rellgion? MAnd how
gould the great gpiritunl troasure of the prophels hnve

Looane wc:l ckle For thune g i o loter qge vwere W
cepemt 80 laxgely upon iteYe

The Phoxrieccs f:zﬂ; ¢hereforg, that group vhich Cod used

in ozdey (o prucerve lide Lev Guring ﬁn.u pericd unicnh clepswd

tetvoct the postecwiiic writozrs ond the time of Chwict,
Houaver, the great strogs .rsia':ch the vhayigees 1lgdd

on the Lag Uait.;,.a 20 one'o nmind slse the counlcrepart of e

Lau, nancly, e Jcopel. kot attitude diu the Pharicces

toke in regerd €9 thc Hesaloh promised by Hoses in such

Potsases oo Uei.dedl; 1285 4U.10; Deut. 8,087, 7 From all

J. cfr. a.:.sa mut.?.é.ﬁ

eitalttEe Pe

....__EL...- ’
Pefﬁicrﬂ. ﬂw pob9.
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Gutusrd ovidences it socms ao i€ tie Phorisecs camp].etely.
Lout pight of the Rodcemer, of ildm who should come into the
world to save them from their cime. ‘Thot does noi meon,
houwgver, ot after the oxile the Goampel wna cntizely fore
gotten, Zur iesslanie prophecics saxe monifoned by Daniel,d
by Zechoriahe® wmxi by lelschi.®  But by tie time thot the
Fharicces beconce promiment, i¢ ‘is quite o apperent, that they
had loot the saving Gogpel aml wexe p.taci' all their hope

and tRuct in the obedience of the Law.
8, The Phorisecs and the Unuriticn Lo

Nad the Phovisces reo iy clung ascicly to the jogaie
Low, any hat they obeyed it in the manncr o uhich God had
Intoudod 1t, tien ell unfavernble criticisses made ageinct
the Phnrisces would be out of place, then all tnose critics,
uh0 accuce Jesus of unjuctly ané unfelrly condemning the
Fhgristaegeuduld be corrcoct, Jut the Phorisces, ap time wont
O, UCVCAgped and regavded oa divine lew a vest gysien of
trauitions, "Ihey were gise tie school of typdition, devoted
to tue developuent aud prenotion of the unoritton lew.™d
They wore “mesuptlouo observers of the law in accordance with
tradition. "8  And it was this fector, primarily, shich
orought cuch shorp sccusations against then from our Sevior.
It uns th'i:x chai:a.cter:lstic which @ was denauncia:ﬁ:_ whon 1o
said, “In wain do tiey vworship =me, tesching for doctrines the

commandments of men,*0

i ﬂm-?.lﬂ: 9.:11. G. Entt-lﬁ.g.
82 Zechieldpliy 999: 15,1.
& }Jﬂloaol. ‘1120
4 Zo0ra, ]
5 Jewish * racyc opedia, a:!..:.».. D.GCl,
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Low thic system of trodition originnted g beon
:splained  in two differont monncre, one by Finkoletedn, the
oiher by Ferolordée Simce Pinhelstedn throughout hip worik
pregents the Yhorineee from o socisdl end doenamie wicupoing,
i noturaliy aiso comneets the origin of Che Ozpl Lew with
%e cooncuic and socldel develogment of the peu:;-le.:' in
sustering the questicn, “Wlwre did those Fherisces derive his
Vol Law?® he eoye, “"The smower to fhess wuestions rust be
sou_iit do the developuont of Joulch leogel institutions during
the dSevomd Doamouvenith, and chowmn that the fsgue of the Oral
L0We e Vinzn Sumipmentolly soclal ond econonie ratler than otCe
demic and theological,"?

Finzeleteldn®s line of presontation ip the follouings

Accozding to the Yornh oll final decisiong concerning

the varicus dinputon cidch aroze anong the people, uhether
thoy conccrned bodlly injury, shysieal demage, or Felie
Sizus ceremoniol, Liad t¢ be nmie by the euthority of the
pricnte in the temple. € However in the exile this duty
of the pricst cdased, mac many of the priests Lau to esek
othoz cceupations for a liveiihood. It woe quite natural
that theye uho Lod labored goumevhnt in tue low, should now

take up the work of a sdribe, uvhoeo duly it was to copy

1 cofz. Fiukcloteln, Tie Fligriccen, pP.201le270.

&2 ® 33.261.

S beut.d,d%: "Ye ghall not regpect peroons in julguent; but
y6 shold lwor the small op well ac the great; ye chall not
e afreld of tie face of nenj for the judgnent io Gw;a: amxd
tiho couse thiat ic tov hexd for you, bLring 16 unto ne.
Loutld¥,3i%: "Them koth thwe mon, botuccn uhom Lie ounlizoversy
ig gholl stend befure the Loxd, before tie pricats ond judges,
wiich ghell be dn those days.® cfr. also Tout,l7,8; Sled.
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“it lau, €0 Ue a public secretaxy ond notery. However,
witn there weo.a shoxtage aﬁ.‘ o priest scmguhicye, due $o
aigcnce or illneus,; thouc “ooribEepricsts™ wcre called
i to substitute. Thuo the cifice of the pricst oné the
goribe Lecwne souewhnt caubiued.

“hen the Jous returnco to Jorusalem, the function of
the seribve dia nout c:;~:sse. Tzya himoelf was une of these
seribesed  These serikes continmued to serve an teacheors
A oyneBogue leouerys.e Viienm no prisol or prophetl could
e found, thcr again the seribe would toke over tic synse
Sopgae functions. : =2F : ;

The m;:sult sl all this nur wop Chat the priestwas
10 longer the gole interyreter of the Law. In fact, the
scribes soun becanme more learned in tho Law then the
priggte. Por "ohile he (the pricst) was concerncu omly
with that port of the Yorel which dealt with the temple
end the sperifices, the seribes knew the whole of 14,98
Them, 106, the seribeg hal more time to devote to the
atwly of %ho Lev, for they were free frau "the burdens of
geolth and of grimding toil... The priesth tinc wes token
up vith sezvice ot The tauple, o tieuiion U Dusiness, Cohe
tact witk friendly fammere, end dutiful atltendance om his
supcrivrs, but the poor ploheian scholorescribe did Lio
daily stint, ate his meegre fore, ond proceeded to his book."d
It ic only natural tint this would give vise to YwO

opuoving perticg, the priests =nd thwe poribes. Thils

i ¥zea 7,6 3
2 Finkolatein, Thg Iherisesq, Pe263.
- ;m- p-BM. _
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becme eppeciolly noticenble zhien ke picoia, Jecauce
¢f the vepith chich thoy eccricd thrcugh tiwir temple
gnerifices, ellled thonoulves with the patricicnc ond
with tie upper nilddle clacs groups, shdle the seribe
renoingd o poor lawble ploveien, "adter o1l he {the
gorlie) uss o mere exaftemen, living in 6 comunity uheze
craifeacu were rogomicd as 1ittic beticr than paupsrs.
N0 ToSler, who could volas hia cnild to inhexid o farm,
woulgd wain nin o0 the veeatiom of a cuyyist.“l
fnd mou, "the interxpretation of the Lav given respete
Tiwely by zrlest and serile wore noccasarily coloxed by
thelir disuctricolly opposed socinl conneciions. The
srlent in his decldalong folioned tiw patriclian precedents
@it gympatihdcs of the tagple, the seribe the inherited
ideas of bie plebelsn ciasz.”™ But it mode 1ittlc ¢ifa
Zcroncs onat ldnd of an intezpratation the priest made.
In offinial cireles his eaplpnationa were never guostioned,
They were nocaplod ao the true nogning of the writien woxd
uhethor thay vere gotually »ight or not. The seribes,
en the oiher hond, hol more difficuliy in susstantiating
thuedr Interprototions. "honover they preszented am opinion
which moe not In exect hamony with Seripluve, all ticy
could d¢ was o base the anlhoxity of glxc pote on tradition.
Por this reason it becoic necesasry for the scribes
10 rogard the Urnd Lavw, ox trodition, very Lighiye Ia
Zoct, they soon Lield tradition of greater importsouce than

ey

3 Tivkcistein, fhe Phariggeg, p.264.
2 Ibid. 2.265,
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the riiten Law, Thoy pointed cut that this tracition

went ell tie uny bock to the Law of losen, thet God hed

given (o fcacs both @ written Lav am on unuritten iaas.l
and thoet loscs hanied the unurition as well oo the oritten
Goun Lram goneration t0 generation.®

GdneG the seriboeo later un bLeoene Pheriscen, Lhis

coctrive of Wwalition becone part of tho Phoxisaic prine
cipies And this Urmi lau was eluaya denied by the priesta,
wiio later developed imto tie perty of the Sedducess, not
bocaucs it wos antiescripiurel, but because the plebeian
“horisove savancees tecchings contraxy to theiyr patzriclan
priaciples,

g Jinkelsltein, fran o purcly sccial amti politicel
vicups ut, explains the origin of thoeoo waditions. liovever,
though these meoy be truth in much thet hes gye, yetl 1t sceus
tzet in weny of nis cxplauaticus his stavezend: ave baged
OS¢ Gh iie preeconccelved opimion tngn on actupl facta, Tor,
one mucl remember thot thest Jeus uilich relusmed ware Telie
giougeninded people. Lhey bad the Law of loses. %hey, ao
oo mentioned, were deterulnes W welk scclriing w this law,.
in 1y cstimation, it was the Lavw plus tradition widch dee
termined thedr politicel and cocial life, andé mot the polie
tical awd social 1iic uhich developed the Law with: itoc ires
gitiou.

Consequently, I beliove, thut thé explanation vi:ich

lereford gives is wmuch ciozecr to the actunl feeto. 1is ap=

1 FPivkeclotein, Jhg Fheripech, pe2680. .
e IE;IJ '):302550



proact is o follicuing:l

whnen the people retarned fre: Bobylol, Ys#ra agein
estabiioled the Torch. This was Lo be loorbes ami falloméd.
2t wany questions of caculstry srowes in the warious
Cuntonn aud cboervoniess which 1ac dovelopcd Defore sud
during tie yoanzs of the eslle, Yins this z-iaizt‘i' wan thot
igut befove Cod? “Lenever these d¢ifficulticp aroae. thia
tnouct woo sought in feziptures. Very sitson Soriptures
wave tlo Cizeet answer. Hut pany cesos aroce =tidol were

&l expresgly doaly wich in the Toreh) ond in ouck cazcs

o

-

1% decpne €

EN
%

; Guty of Gigse vho hous mootl cecpdy otwdicd

¢
¢

Lhe Lau W molc a decision in beat keeping with the

ke Titee degislouns thon greduelly Lecame custuns ond

-

GER0 Ccalloa The Yradition of dhic Liders, or tie Faslachal.
3y e vinke TPliarisaiam becorwe esteblished vhio body
of ducisiony nau groun SToncnGouIlye. one ol he doe
Cigions GOEG Urilien duul, Dul GUOPe DTCOOFVOL in the
NEEUNYe ¢ Pueripesn couuvildoxed them part of the Zoreh,
Zox ey felt ithat they wore “puccessive undeldirmgs of
what bad been hicdcn in the Tozeh from the boginning. ™™
Thas one con poscibly best understand the rice of
thees traditions, if I compares them $o the developont of
iz traditicus of il Catholic Shurch, Uhcuever ol ONe
Dleation on coce casulstic guusticn u=o needcd, o answer
wes glven; aud g,rzv&ﬁalls. as time uent on, ticee asplonstions
becene lav. Henec, the origin of tradition wes, se it seeud,

1 civ. Hersfosi, Phariscisn, ipeflif,
& ZB3de Defiuie
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%o the greateot emiont ecedende and thevlogical, onid wot
gogial an¢ cconumicai. ao Finkelgtedn clalue.

Howver, regardlese of hou the traditions originated,
ore thing 1o cevteldn, and thot do thnt the Pharicces legnliy
ingisted on their cbscrvence. In Zact, on s polnted out
Uy ceveral writers, thoy frequently compiderod those leadie
tiogng of nove imrortance than the uriivten iLaw of Mogos.

“ang ke {tho Thorigee) would further ¢ oy thot thko

unurittel woo moxe importont thab the uritiéon, bLecenuse
ﬁz_c unnritten unfumed what ons concenlice Iin the grittea,
ant extonded its application. But it wns oll Toreh,®d

PAnd i there uns one Wiln; more than maoti'.c-r it a

barisco would cxtol as ¢ivine, 1t vas the I a!.acuw.
tecouse it wap to him the €: RDTCes dix*ection of o how
rigutiy to sorve Hin. "2

it 10 pussibly truc, ao Horeford.pays, thet the pure
pose of the tyvadGition was to xaL.o.. the Torah "mot mereliy in
thoury, but in practice e complete guide aé‘ 1if6.%% 4t
leuot this would be ityue ac long os the puthours of ¢ie Vale
ious decisiong woeuld mpke a corzcet intorpretationm of the
Torali, ot would not peinit themcclvee to ke influencec by
personal or poseibly porty prejwiicese I 3174‘&@:'5.-1‘6%&! GO~
zcetly, then they, who vould follou such tzaditioua, would
cortoinly be corryiag out the Will md Commend of Gud ag He
gove it 4o ilis scrvant, Nosen, on lit. Sluai.

Bat, I ou afraid, that hu.an pature undoubtedly at
tives goined the uppor hami in meny of theae lnterpretors

of the Low, ond, olthough Nereford agnin claime that "wiat

1 Hexefori, fhicriceigi, De9d.
@ Abid. pet ;6- :
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wog 0 be yogerded as Nolackoh was only determincd afier
cereful deliberation,”l yet this eysten of unsritien law
unuoublediy alaoo nade e good and cnsy fountein £0r nahy pPore-
sonal or porty opiuicus ond projudices. SHeversl guthoritics
expresely otote that the Pharicces peld 1ittic attontion ta
oxnet ande correet Intorpretotion of teriptureo,.
“Hieither geet (Plievrisece or Ssdducce) determined its
vicuo by cuch ertificinl ant gpurious priuvciples as 'lite

cral? anc "liboral' interprotation of Seripturie. Shey
Lolh were xoady to adhecre to the lettor of the Law or to

depart from it as best sudted the necds of thelr Lollowing...

Like tho rhoricees, they (Sadducces) were ot so nuch
intercoted in poreclng with derdpture as in heving the
gerinturen ogree with them,

he same truth is brought out im the folioving, onmly a bit
mere niledy:

"The Fhnrloecs...could gnpropriately insist wpon tie
valicity of the Jrpl law. I% roprosenticd o légal evolue
tiun of cusctons e convictione ag thoy bkxi slouly gromm
cut of the watural life. They could sclhnouledge-. the
chongen brousht sbout through centurics of progreceing
1iZcy «. pozt of p living tradition, reconciling them -
ot the written lav vherever peccoeasy tiroush a COlle
tinuous hermoueutic roianterpretation of the Toxah, ratics
than theough its literal application, " :

dJogcphun too agyeed with thio cpiniom:

"The Phericeces bave impouscd upon the people many
launs tasen Irgin the gredition of the Falhexrg, uhich gze
not oriticn in the Law of Hoses."d

Houever, in mont cases, uhen it cuue to actuck

proctlse, the decisione of the varicus interpretore Lecoss
¥

pert of tthe emrsdtten lou, not so much becauce tiay werc

4 Nerxefozl, Fhovde
& Finkelotaeln,

& Bazon, 4 Segicd :
& Jouepimg, Aut. MNilL,
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pEejudicus, Lut nalnly Lecauss 0f usogc.

"A ecnoiderable portisu of whot subsequently bLucaoie
vedldd igu hot on the whde no point of comncetion with the

doroab, but vas ot first only o monner and oustoms This W@

that Lo becn done thus or thus, oid se inporcepntd
custon grow intev o low of custem. Then swything io e
legel gphiere il boon oV long, ucuelly that it could be
sodGe 1% oo oluays boen thus, i0 was lau by custag,

It was then by o neans necessaxry thot 1to deductiono
Sxun the Torgh chould Ue proved; ancient tradition was
cdrecdy oo ouch binding. And the recugnized teachers
of thoe iogum vere enjoined amd cumpoltent tou confim this
lau of Cuotong, "E

Ashough theoe traditicns ¢ eveleped prinarily cut of
Cuuton snG uzagc, and though 4% woe not notepsary 6 pIove

everythla: from the Toysly, yob tio Phavicces wanted 1t undere

LtOoU Tkt thiis tredition vao :ir} full oprecuont with the Térah.

All intorprotaticus Wind to be devived from the Lew of Hooes,
ligwever, they lolt g Lig cnoush -Iﬂf:.p-hoﬂ.é in the Yoreh, =0
thot aid traditions could casily be deduced from iipses®o
Lawe Vhatever could notl be proved fram the uritten Lav of
Houos, wng proved f{ron the socalled “"unoritien law® whiclk
thoy cladned Cod hod aleo glven to Plogep. Thelr traditionms,
whidch now, teo, were unwriticn, were moyvely a continuntiop,
a fuller developuent, of that uaveitten lovw wiiich God had
given ¢o Moses. Hubt whother itamo writicn or unwritlom, Iv
uas cil Lave.

AS o recult,the word, "iaw", in the eyes of the
*havrdsces Gan a very uide term. It imcluded all the laus
inid dovu in the Toxreh by fsosae and all the custens auc
woazes which hae developed fox over o perigd of severael

LuPgdred years, inoun a8 "treditions.®

1 Schuuxery £ I

QGUES cE!g&. ﬁ:lv-S o Y0lelag Peddd
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The following custums of the Fhorlgecs were clalmed
By than o have originnted im the orel unoritton lau:

TSy styled thensolves 'thc seges' or the 'ascociates!
Topeelo on ticis dees; oerolls aud guali leathcer boxes
faotongd on foxchend, heed, ani neck, inceribed w th
texte of the law; long pyvayers offercd as they stood in
subiic ploces; rigovous pbotinences; constont immorocions
Liwoe vore ihe sacromontel badges by which they hedged
thenseiven avound, "2

Mok, in bis Gogpel, elsoe ueantivus sors of these
cusiomg vwiich were Goned on trodition:

“For the Yharicece and all tho Jeus, ezcepnt tihey
wagh thelr hando off, cat wol, holding tho tradition of
e eidorg. Ane when thoey come from the mexket, except
they wash, thoy cat not. And mapy otiier things there
bee which they have received to hold, os the washing
Gf cuys, oud poto, brasen voseels, and of tableg, "

‘g, im the wrdis of Pinkoloteln, the word, "ilau",
inciudod:

“wary aspect of huoank behovior, religicus cercmonisl,
proteetion of beolth, the futerpretation of literature,
the regulstion of celemier, the rcistion of Iavyael to
ito meijlsoring peocniop, ethicg, mwnmers, beliofa, mund
civil anc criningl Jurdisprudencc. The law determined
such: gquestions og whothor or net one might gzeet a Ute
reovel peraon, proise a bride gxtravagently, or arrange
banguets on the niath of Tighei onG Purim. I¢ rogulaied
ouc’s diot, one's dropsing habits, omd one's yclations
with oune's wifg."S

in fect, practicnlly cvorythilang that porinined to any
phage of vne's 1ife cose under tho word, “Ylaw.®

Jogepius mentiong that "they follow the conduct of
reoason ond otserve =at it prescridees as good for DL
Yivie cau Lo n:a Goubt ao tu the volidity of thig atatencnt,.

And, betouse theoe Phorisces interpreted the law cccording

TN ESON AT

8 stmey. 1! 3 g C » ?OI.EIE, y.:i:i °
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- to their roeacua, thgy, as usually heppens wien rcoson io
uzet s the basis of Interpzetation, atopied nmay neculiar
cuctono, oxd come %o meny dissgrecnents, firet of all
betu-;en thenpelven, ami then aioo -with oticr boedicn, ag Zor
Gnpl O, ?.Er-._e Badduceas,
Christ senions some of thelr poculiar teschingo
in the 8%xd chapter of Latthews
“lihgncaver shell swonr by tie temple, it is nothing:
Lut vhosocver ahioll gwear by the golda of the temple, ko
ig p debion, 3 _
“logoever phiali suenr by the elter, 16 iz nothing:
but wlosoever sucereth by the gifd ¢hal is upon it, he
io guilly,. 8
Bilog =imapt.ure.:s aid not apropoly otate uhether the
doiily soedificep du tie tample® wesc te be publie or privete
snc¥ilicon, on arguncnt avone coucoerxning then betoocn the
Faduucecs end the Phardgees.: The E@dween. beling more of .
the srictooratic Yype, held thok thsy were private ant should
to peid by tie individual.. The Fherioee meluteined that thoy
tere public ond ohould bo Zinenced by thie piblic. Comerning
tix disnuto, Joscphus agrecs with the Fhardscee: "I Law
oxiping thot at tio public cupense a lad ¢f o year vid
sholi bo clain daily, botk at e m_x,asnu and cloairng of the
day. "8 .
Ap to the velus of the sgerifices thie FPharisces
Cloined that they were Yploning ceremaonles fur he vhole

BOOpic.”8 But since all thiin was reasoned oul, iipy differed

1ottt 25410,
i Matt.88,30. -
GeCile THeZU gt el
& c'i't‘.-aaphua. fitzhe - 21X T P
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Suung thennclvon as to how thooe caerifices could stone for
the oins. A1l bagsed their idess om biblical verece, yeot
Uro was & variety of opinicns.

“Ihe conservative Sharmaltes sald that tie Tamid

{tie tecinical tam for the dally secrifice) sserificen
uerely ‘cubdued! thwe sius of the Isreelites; the Rillelites
Bedloved toav tne Yonld vasbed off the sinog and Jen
Azzal held thnl after tiw Tamld was offeved, cveryone
becoue as ¥yes f1om oin ac a child a day sld."d.

Concerning the Sghbuth, herg tlie Fhuorigces fownd
enoticus copnelity for She expansion of prohiviticns. The
Cormant of the JLovd was thot 1% should bo & dey of resi, that
uo work chould bo dote on that day.z In this instonce the
riovicees adhwred atxictly to the ietter and forbade every
mper of uoxk on thic doy. o severe wexc they in tiedr
proliuitions thet they cven forbamde peuple o eat the fruit
wiich fell o©if of a tree on tuc Sabbath day.

. "The mewn of Jerdcho did ot dere to violate tie
“Lavicaic lew quite oo publicly; tut they could not ree
£raln from earing the frult chich fell from the trce onm
the Sabbath. Tet, geecrding tu the Phorisgic cuncepticn
of the Jow, thic, tog, wap prohibited. Oniy that could
be eaten oan tho dgtbeth which was prepared for use when
he kodly day sot in. Since the frult was €111 allachad
20 e vrac on Gabbath Gvee it rouainbec ;:ru!zi!zigad for
the guilire daye no malter whnt kappancd (¢ it.,"«

fhey oizo Lorbade their soldicrs Yo fight en the Ssbbath

dgy¥e “hey vowld oatiur lose the bottle tham to iave their
sclddcrs raize their erms on %hwe bottlicfield on thin day.
wiore than once Jerusalen was teken without resistance because

ite coldiers rofused to £ight wn tie Spbbath doy."d

1 Bolkin, Phiio sue the Dral lLaw, p.63. Hote that goue munt
ainoe tave nedd tiiet & chiid was born without sin.

2 UX.51,156: YWhogoever docth muy work in the Sobbath day. I
ahinll cuxely be put o death.®

¢ Pinkelotein, Zhe Pheorisegs, neGo.

& m. 9.150.
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Dloagreoment arose aisc acong the Pheripces ag $o
wien one should ceose working for the Sabbath. The Hiillolites
pernldtted work during the night proccding the Sghboth until
suarlos, but the Sapmmaites prohivited this.

And yet, that the Pharisees did aliow also exceptions
to their stricl ocuocrverce of the Dablath cnn Lo scon from
the womis of Jozus, If one of their pheop or en ox would
fall into a pit ou thwe Sabbath day, they too would 2ift it
cutyd

detween the IMharisces and the Sadducees ere aroscs
Surdicrnore, controversics a) over the date of Yorveot Testivolee
vas it to be ctoezved on the fifticth day oftewhhe first doy
of ¥assuver {Pharisece), o waes it on tho scventhk Sundny ofter
the Jassover Teok (Umdducecs)? b) over the time wvhon the .
sacrificial fire should be 1it on the lay oi:' ACOROICRY =
wag the fire to be pleced upon the incense after cre hed
entored the Holy of Holics (Pharisees), or should the fize
be put upon the incense in the outer hell ami have the
priect cnicr the "mysterions darhmess with the stectesmellisg -
smoke before him"e2 (Codducees) ©) over the celebration of
e Feast of Tobernecles ee ehould the festivel include the
vater=libation, oiguifying the reiny scavon uhich should
folliow, chould therc boe the provecsions around the altar with
citron, o cluster of pelmg myrtle pid uwillow branches, wiih
the riotous cclobrations {Pharvisees)s or ehould nil these

1 cfr. lobtelZ,11; Ika13,18.
& Flmkelutein, Jhe Fhsrigees, De1ib.
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unbibiicead ccrencnicy be asizteds {ﬂ'e:!dueeers) ¢} ovor vhet
conntituted "purity” «e wis o bpth cufficient %o makc one
wie Lad bocome vneleon elean {Phorigeos), or must such o
permon tonc hin beth and then wait until even before he could
u¢ clesn? {Sadducees) 1  and e] over $ithing <= chould the
Lerbs oiso be tithod (Fherdseeos), or ohould they be exenpt?
{Zogducens) &

Thug, though the Fharizees vanted ic abide by tho Lag
i Vozeny yot they wonted to S$wist 3% sreund in such o nanner
as Lo Ii% thelr vieus ond thelr custons., If thoe Torsh ~greed
with thedr vicws, then they eclung to it to the lotter, but
when tholr epinion difforec from the writion Tew, tiey wesrs
criy itoo ready o dnterprot it in such o naney as befitted
thiolr vicus, .

In pwidition to Shis, oue mupt further keop in mind
Siat everything that came under tha texm, "lauw®, wem o
fized. Chongeo wore glwoys beling made, new ruich wre
elunys bolng ailded. %It was the nature of the Halachah that
£0 Bover coulid he g thing finished ancé concluded, She too

pources whente it avces wore continunlly £louving onwards. e

3 A mon could Decuseunclean in nany ways, by touching a dead
Dody (Devell,it)e Uy hoving on icoue {(Lev.ll,%)e by having
sexmunl intercuursd {I.ev.:.!}.lﬁ!. ¢te. Im all of these
pacorgoes 1% is pointed c@t that in oxioy to Lecque Gleanu
one had to bathe himscls and wait¥until cven.” lonce the
sadeucoes in this dootyine hield the cormeot view., |
Seripture did nout stote thet hexbo ghould be tidhed. Ilonce
the Havier also Sold these Fhprisecs, for e tithe nint, aml
Tie, ond pll manner of herbs,” (T A11,42) S0 gtrict vere they
in thic reopecd thot they regazved e seporatien of "corumers”
{ofre. LCVe85,22) ne sin, Loy thezeby these cornorsg csesped
tishing, since the poor vere gxonpt frop the tithe.
3 Sohuerey, A Nic £ igh Fag g the Wipe of
depus Glwdpt, I 0 Dedicdé,

i




il

fg thore were conctontly changes boing made in e Life of the

Poople, the Phavicees alusys met then by o change or an siéie

< tlom dn their "Law.Y “The Phovigees Lo alreody found a

Yornple for zecontiling the divine erigin of the Law with its
adaptation o the ohenging needs in lide, throush the UCTEre
coening fiow of tyedition.?d

vorteinly, the rhorigee L o bip mouthelfu2) to chiey
wiell o sgreed Ic vbserve the “law.” Thut word meont, as
wnRg smenticned, alwoct overyihing uhidick pertained to his secial,
politicol, ond reliigioue life; oud §t ail gameundor the one
coldy "Torah, ¥ no metter glhether it wae written or umriiten
Litie

he groet eupliosic which thece Phavieeoe vow laid on
this oreld sod writton law gave rise to one of the caucen for
theldyr rejeectlon of Jeous. Though they were £iiled with owe
ei¢ undoubtedlys oleg, with @ certelin grount of sumization
fox Hime® yet, the foct that Jesus se often trouegrecacd oome
ol tie peolute of :i:s-;niz- Siga™ planted bitlexr noltred in thelr
heazris touard Ifim,

Foesibly the greatest gnimogity arose from the fact
thot Jeogus disvepgaxrded tie regulationg pexrtaining to the
choervance of the Ipbbath. Yory, as was pointsd cul, the Fhorle
8ees o poocibly move so then any other law, adhered strietly
to tho sobbatical rogulstions. Yot, dJecus breZenly want
througk a fiold of corm v th hies dipciples and plucked off
the ears om the tobbath a.:a,y.a Tith wo rogazd to their rulen

whotover He openly healed e :an vho had dropsy,4 cured the

> Vﬁlo Il 9.394.

& u?:;'o 3:&tt-12.12£.
4 cive H:.IG.J.:{!.
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the Infin mon at the pool of Bethesdad and cotered the
BYRogogue ari Bealed @ voran uho hedé been sieck for oighteen -
years® a1l th the Sabbath Day.

Mmoat eouelly vexing for the Fariasces waz the
snviarts gltitude towords the Lowa of purification. The
Yhoricces uere much concermed about the weshings Lefore meols
oné gvout kecping thor zsei.v'c:a vare at all tinmcs. ﬁut Josus
padd little atiwntion to puch ohoorvances. ZThis penctrated
ke dognllctic nerve of the Pharisee ond mnde hin ask Jogus,
"Thy de thy digeiples transgrens the troditions of the clders?
For they wash mot thedr hande when they cat."d

Then, Jesus olgo greatly offended these Fhnrisess
vy aeoocipting with the publicans and simncre, those men
whiom the Phorivecs claspified s belonzing to the Au-larez,
such: "filthinege® they were vot pllowed to touch, But Josus,
uho Lo come into this world to save all pecple, naturslly
ascetclnted with them, went into theiy homes sad ale uith
them. g wondere thal the Fhariseos cant Wie follioning
accusation nt the feot of Jesua" disciplas: Yihy cateth jour
master with grolican ond sinners??d

Hepte, it is not st ell surprising thoet the Phariseen
hated Jesus. “hen Josus, in euditior to bresking Weir “laws® -
coustontly rebuked them, it vas only natursl that this should

inoreage the tenor of their hetred against Nin.d

1 ¢fe. -3'!‘!-.5.11'.'?-.

8 Cfxe LkedTs1TL .

- Eaﬁt ..1 8 ‘.2..

& Z's:t t-.‘-\; |11 .. -

5 Toz another Important recson Why the Joue turned sgniust

Fous, CiTe Po. 42, 52.
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The rhovicien, oiharbng scrupalouely o theldyr Law and
traditium, foit perfootly Juotiffed in condeouning Joocug

fov Wrongproscing theee laws. And Josus, ol the othos hatid,
haviag the full hnovleclge of the true Law of God, hoo aveny
Feason fox rebuiing then nnd ashing, "'hy do ye giso france

ctose tho cwononunents of Joi by your traditiong?vd

ce Tl Sivcerity of the rharicces

ihicre con LG no doubt whntever that, ot tihe begliuing
of the charigsic movencnt, the Yheriscea, that is, the
mogorily of thom, uere wery sincere ond coneclentious in
thelr eiviet cheorvance of the Law,
~ . "Bullding upon the foundativng of the friocily Code,
chdeh hed cpirituslized ooy sacrdfices by noidng of them
coranunion lealling to forgivencos of sine, the Fhericeen
denumicd inner ropeniolice an @ prereguisite uithout ehich
Lo €in ggoinst Vod could be forgiven.”t2
“ihe outvore fomus ond ceremonico by no weang exeluded
tie religion of the heort. Tie Fhardcecs vierc acilidve
iedged %o Lo morel, choste, temporete, ca bDencvolensts.m™
“iie Fhoy isceo mover rogazied tihe moxe doing of the
acticon oo ouificient; in ali and every casc there nuot
be tiio purpoce of scrving fo¢, the intention of plecoing
hin, " ¢
Y0 cozry cut olli the dotalip of thic igu uas wot
even conoideszed o burden by them. In foct, it uns theiz
el aid aln o gein a conplcete interpretoation of the Torah,
if that wore at &l poopible, and then t 1ive up to their
interpretation. Thoy wore ainply thosce “sho wvere opeclally |

exoot atuet the inteypretotion and cbocrvauce of the law,

4 T.éatt.lﬁ.{i. g
2 Bevom, 2 Socipl ond Felizisue ot PIRABERIL
4 Hicxeiozd, J

? vﬁl.I. p.agv.
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hioxice Shey weze the rigidly legol, oo spored themsolves
'm'.- rain gl privetione in itec punetusl fuiflilnent... To
carsy thio (law) out was tio beginning and end of mil ito
cudenvers, "2

Lo mattor how maell or triviel o Uilng mdght be, i
tic hapisee bkuow thnt God vanted him to do i, I felt n
Joy im deing 3t. Do onc cught to r.,uesr.i.m the vhy or the
vberefore of theso thivge. It woo Uod vho commanced, uot
e people, It wns thelr duly to bbey. If one would pick
cul an lustance of mimute reguletion im an oppevent unimpove
Land natter, as for extuple, the zulcs dezling with ane gg
dald uson the Sobbath, ani nsk e Pharisee sbuut 1t, one would
wdoutteuly obtain the folliowing oneuor:

“iho Towuk, the ¢ivime zevelation, extendes over tihe
ulole lli'c. G ite privciplen, wicn drovm out awmd
eppilicd %o thot porticulny casc, yield the reoults ctated
in the :t.!.e,....ah. Boarlng thercon. The divime will is
Caught me In resara to thaty o chetl coiceornp me io the
Going: of tie divime wiil, end not the smnllnece of the
cecacion in segoxd to ghick I do Xt.?

Y Tiups ome con sec tunl the Pliarisces ot onc tize v ere
very esioecerc in their cbservance of the Rowe lougver, onc
will elsu hove o simd € thint tiiip gystem of strict adhezence
t0 lne Law lent itoelf quite readily to cbuse. Thouzh tho
rule from tWe cepimning woas thint evary Plariesce should pere
fozm hic cecas with the proper dutent in the Lhioxi, yet
there were provably some theu alvesdy who merxely vent through
the cutvaxd cbedicunee of mony of the rulese Ang it iz quite

evident that, ap time wont oun, this sincexity aradunlliy gave
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ey %o e vere externcliom and cold formniism,
There ore tuo vzplanations vhich mny be glven in
oxrder 0 shed & 1ittlc 1ight ﬁ;aon the causo of this change:

a} It was guite notursd tint, o8 the Phovioces bee
cnne more-praiinent, they wvould feel more mnd nore the
inportonce ukich they hed gained ans religious leaders
in the wordd, And tho mozre beautiful o peacock becouos,
tie proudor he iikeg to strut. iy should not the sfharie
st gradually present himpcelf as beoutiful ond as 3¥Ce
minent ao pocsible? And with the flexille and cverocharzing
oral lawe hic could constanily «id new frililo and now
incee to bhig cioak of a:uik-rightanusnasa end ctill bring
cverything under the Torah of itomeso.

his explaration agveep very well with Cthe worce of
Jugus uhen He secuses thooe Pharisecs of i:z'ide ang
houghtincos, iafldes:'.rina, the u‘gg:ér geats in the gyhae
goguced .

b) Though the prececing explanntion seeus quite
plousible ond in ogreenent vith Soriptuves, yet lhere
ig o second congidezntion which becrs just oo nuch, poosie
bily even more, wedght as this first one. Tveryone
ip Luily awaze thot human sotuse has great difflculty -
ip finding the “Lopoy medium® of 1life. Feopleo,- in
genoral, have the inciinatlion to go from one extreme to
thae othey,  Hence there uudcubtedly is much truth i
thip that the Phoricees, being vory pletistde .. e,

and going to the extremos in their conscientiocus and

1 Gfl‘.= 3.!:’:--;'11 '43; ':‘-.i..:'.L?.. 3‘-;-'
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legoiistic observence of tio lav, suung oy o the other
cxtrome, inid auide their sincerity ond Plady o Deennco
rationpliotlc. lowever, thoy d2d not woant to zo %o far
8 o clep vut of Cthe Low. The ondy Tooult woulé be thot
tioy would wou obocyrve i% morely cutunsdly,

Thug tiey becanc extermnlistic ond coldiy formmlistic.
though thoy otill adhezou to tha inu, yet the gpirit of :
Wuo obedicuge to thet iaw uns missing. Cexitaindy, Joeocus
currectly ucseribeu thiem vhon e said, “their Leart ig
for ivom me." 1 _
| 48 uas pointed oute bLoth of trece explonatiocns oxe

guite pilousible and 4% is rather navd Lo Zetermdine which
ouC Learc the greatey welght. However, it ia corinin thot
g sinzisees were at .upe time very sincere, mixi that Ly
tie Siug of Josus hed iciten iwlc hypoerisy, into mero
ezloernodicn, aml veIe, oo Jeoun culle them, "DRlind leaders
of tic mzm.'ﬂ%

licuce tie Jgvior strongly rebulked them, couatoutly

ept enlling thenm i:wpocritcs ami “g generation of vipozg. v
Hod they held te the purpose for ghich they hno orgonized,

bad they ocuhered to the Low of llcses in the ma.ner in unich
fiod bou pregeribed, certainly, the Savior would have bed no
zecacon for condenming thom. Hut, by the time lo come 1.0
tie norld, they no longer obeycd the Imw of Uol cut ¢f love
for thelr Lord. They hed set up all soris of potiy ruleo

i :gﬂttolb.ﬁc
iattel5,24,
%:‘fatt.:'s.'.i; cff, aloo Natt.lG,3; Hatt.23, Iff.
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ane regulictions and mode nmuch of thelr cotentodiusnens

iu owder te¢ impreos the people with thelr soening plcty.

fnd all tielr cbeulence to the lav vos only en outward
fovicnliom, their Leart wep uvt with CGoug they had completely
lost the true spizrit of the law.

Ore will have 0 admii, Luucver, tint there wege
erceptiong. Theve were o fow Fharicets cven ab the time of
Josug e still wre elncere pnd wore uot affected by this
prive sy culd externolism. UJiccdemug, uhs no doubt woas a
Fhoxlgee, in oll slroerity was o rond gocker of the Wuthll
Then tiere wao slso Faule Cortaimiy, no one can deny thnt
s zeligdoue life une 0f the henwrt! Uamalicl oo scoms €0
hove been o very congcicntioun oboerver of the law.? But,
one nust keep Iw imd thet these were the excontions audnot
e rula, ."‘Md.it geens g i€ atl the tine of Josus there werc

nly o few of such sincerc :-.=§:ez-ieeef;.

v That the sircere and nan-aa&urnaliétic Eharigees
vere in the prent minority is substentieted by the claspifia
cation of the Pharigees node Ly the Talmud, Tite places.
the Fhorisces into ccven different gzoupe:a a) the
ohoulacr Fhordsce, one ubo, as it ucre, wesrs his (0w aoctiooe
ostentatiously on the shoulders, b) the waiteselittlc “harisce,
ouc uho cver saya, “ialt a-li‘ttle. until I have «>foxzcd
the good act awaiting me," e) the bruiscd Fhorisce, ome cho,

in uxder to avold o vomea, will Fon againot a uall to bralse

d Cize JhieyiET,
& cfr. Acte 5,33&- - 9 s
3 Whip clossificntion io token fyom The Jewioh Tioycicpodias

Vd'l. IX. De 665-
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hingelf cnd bleed, d) the peatle Pharisee, one vho walits
with Lic heat domn as the peetic in mortor, ) tie cvere
reckoning Phericee, one ol Boy s, "Lt me Inow uhint good
1 say G0 to countersct my nogleet," £) the Codefosring
Phorisec, onc cho fears God like Job, @) tie Codeloving
Phorisee, one cho loven God as Abrabam. y

- Ome ees eoe irmediately thot five of these groupe
exc ecgentxic fools, are hypoerites, who are dolng all
thegoe silly ond ridiculous things worely to put on on oute
werd shou of picty. Omly the iast tuo growps give any signs
of sincerity. Asd whe kuows how nuny of the Flariseea ot
tie time of Jecus belonged to the lapt two groupa? Foepibly

wzy foul
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“hue the Fhorlsces sore o group gaided completely
Ly ihe ouc woxd, "lav.,” Thig "lawi as uas nentioned, ine
cluded the writtvn Toreh of ieges and the unusitien tradie
tion, wuhich, too, wap to have origimated wi th llogses. %o
carzy cut this "lew® wes the beginning and tg:e end of their
cndeavorg, In deing this they were at £irst very simecre,
But, as tine oent om, thoy gredually loet the spixit of the
lav anv gwung f=as true plely €0 culd Lformnlidsm.

The "law” was, therefoxe, thic cause of the cuccacs,
pid Ggain the couce of the dosnfall of the Pheorisves. Goling
beck %o the Lan of Moses had made them prominent, but by
laogiug the cpirit emd, asa result, by trying $0 cling to
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the law ant o fudfill gll the nisute details,uiiich thoy
g addec to the Poreb, outugrdily, lced them into e:ternolisa
and Wypeezrisye.

It 3s for thio reacom that one mekes the ctateent
that the 1w ploycd thwe nost dnportent zole in thelir theology.
“hat follgug in Soction IX vwiil be powe of thwe cther
Goctrinue, ubich, tos, o a certein sense arc connvcled
with tho lou, wiich, hougver, becausc of their digtinctive
nAatisyG, t}zll be treated scporately. They oxe the doctrines
of God prd His divine providence over mon, of the resurrection
of thoe body end the lumoxtelity of the ssul, of the ¢ectrime

of angele, and of the relaticaship of the Clurch end Gtate.
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AEER DATRIIES

Ap wop pointed out In the precpaing megcs, tie foupe
dation of vharisalien was the Lau of loscg. Vietd Wod hal
toucht Hieo poople on B%. Sinel hai beon the basis of all
theis tenchinge conceruing the law. As one giveg attention
uou to gome of the othor doctrines of the Fharisves, ho will
again pote trat the founmcation for theoge will ho fourd also
in thg Toreh oY ilosea, or, if not there, thenm, in the writings

of the patriarche sud prophets, widch, acsoriing to the :
Fharisees, were merely further expositions of what wac cobe
talned in the Torali. Farythef 0liowming doctrines arc, 0 a
doxige exient, in clos9 gggrosment with tho teschinge of e

wid Yemimeunt writingo.
1. Livine Urovidence of God «w Free Till of Van

In the doctrine of the Livine Providencse of God oue
cnn: irmediastely coe eis close reletionship Relween the
teachings of the Fherisces ond 0f the 01¢ Tootament. IO,
tie Pherdisees hot precticelly the sane conception of God
op the (¢ Testmwent palrisrchs, Abrebem, Igase, nud Jacoh had.
anG vy aimu_lcin't tiiis be the cnse? Aftezall, $hoy
were jews, ticy vere true song of Abreham, Since they
adhered B0 strictly to the law of llosesm, it ia only notuval
thet the Ood of Abrehem exd the God of Hosce should ve thelr
God, They too believed thut ¢od was the Alnigity leavenly
Father r':im speke: "I em the Almighty God; ualii before nc,
and be thou perfect.”® i@ was to then the coniscient, the

1 Ginel7,1.
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orniprecont, the Loly, the just, tlic merciful, ondé the £0ve
giving GoGe Im Yim thoy must put 21} their ftrust. Him they
ot aluays oboye 1In timeg of distress they muot turn to
Him far help end for guldouece; and inm timc of sucoess, offos
Him preisze ont thonkg. e uas oluays close ot hand, near
ot thelr sice, cluaye roeody to holp sou 1o couiort.
“Ho {God) weunds o heecis, in one actionm. The
Gougn In tvavail, those that go down to the sean, trovele
dern in vezerts, coptives in prdoon, ceat wnd west, north
ac goull, lic heors thow ell, dm cuc aet (0f hearingjiv¥l
In ovicx to diow the great trust chich aaue of the
Pharlacce hed i s God, Pinkelstein relntee the folivuing
ctory,, widch probubly use egend, but vhich really wortrays
e ddepdtrupt foxw chich tiic Phariscen were striving:
_ "Getwrning to hio native city, he (lillel) cou o
LOEEe Cruny uasged in the narkel place, utieripg pelaful
e pathetic crien,. It ves obvicus thet ©oe accident
z:au OCCUEIQd, &L dillel's companione uere aguzious ox
tio paflety of thedr foniiics. The galnt nlone retaimed
hig cquaz:hity. 'Y know that there is nothingwrong in
my homee' he quictly roparked %o his folliomors, At with
thnt sgsurpuce hc pracaec.e.. intc the cidty to izguire
efter tiwe couse of the commoticn.®
. ¥iukelotcin continues: Yiillel would haove beon lacking
in true fnith, bad he, noticipg the déigturbonce, feaved
fox his oun wife aceé chiloren. WFhen e hed leit, Lo
Lod entrusted them in the cexe of Gode %o digplay any
armiety vae to cuspect the Cuerdlan. dccidents ndght
inveed oceur, but only to those whe locsed faid trust. S
The Fhaxisces placcd much strees ales oo the Unencss
of God, Thoy believed tint there cxicted ouly oue God, end

tiey wore sivays ready to condenn the heathen wlo HOXe wike

i Nexafozd, (LoXx ;sﬂm
& &'1!1’;-51550!&-; 3 i 11. #8G.
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okipplng thc luuio uaio of wosd o stoms. They vere,
therefore, cumpletely monothoistic, and they emphacizeds tid o
teaching copeeially Lecouse of the polytheism of the licotben
woo lived at;cut thoin,e e

It veo ageln in the witings of the A4 Yentarent
thiat tho Phoripees found the basis and proof for Hwir RONO-
thelstlie teacninge. Homeo had concti®tly told the people,
“Hegy, @ Ioreel, tho Lory our Ged ic One Loré."l TMie =
paoswy e the Fipriscco aloo enphasisci. %0 the: it vas knowm
as the Shewmn, anc it wos Yewud delly in the temple, ouecc in
the mornlug ena agein in theevening, in order to impress
@pon thie minue of the pouple thal they uere o worenin an
hovexr Dut one God,

Other yagoages fyom the UA¢ Tontmuwont also clearly
brought out thie seme truth concerning the Cnemeses of God:

"For the Lowd yuur God 1o Sod of gode, md Lord of
Lordg."a

"inow, thereforc, this oy, aid conglder it in thing
heart, that the Lord, Me isc CGod §n hicavon obove, avd upon
the corth beneath; there io none ¢loe.”

TThug goith the Loyd, the Eing of Isvecl, and his
uee..;cr. the Loxd of hostsy I aa the firct, mud I an
the inot, oud beside me there is no God."d

Y an the lLosd, and Shere ic uone elee, tuere is no
Sod becidg 16, "0

Tho Fheriscces wexe olgo auere of tho asuy poscuses
of the A4 Yestoment uhere God ir uo pfld teras warned the

people ngelnet worshipping cther gods.6 Fot only did re

i Heut.ﬁ.d.

2 Peut.10,17%7.

S Ilcutedycl.

4 IB.ﬁé.G-

& Zoe €645,

6 ofr. Deuted 28] Fo.ll8,4.
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forbid thom t0 worghiy other guds, but He aleso issued the
camand that they should not worbhip lidm in tho foim of some
1dod, thoat iz, to build sose allar, or miake some figure out
of wood or stoue, awi have ithat ropresent the true Ged, to
skom they would £all doup, and vhom they would worship.

It ic not at all surprisipg that the Jews vhichk
returnud aftey tle exile should ley ouch great; atraega on thie
mancticelistic tezchiing of the 9d Tectencut, unt aphosize
thip doctrine that Jehovah 1s Loyd alone, and to Eim must S50
all pralise and honore Yoy, idolatry.had .berm the pricexy
ogupe for the douvnfall of the Glmaez': people of Gode AlTeody
in %o wildernsas tiey had node thencelyes a Solden Calf and
st worshipped i1t.! Solonom had been guilty of worchipping
Othor gods. 2 Then the XKingdom of Isracl dividou, Jerobomnm
caussd ti.e people 10 sin by building ntrange aliazro ot Zethel
ene ot Vane It pes tiio efn w ich the Frophets nltoye
uwenvioned ageinst tim.kima of Ioracli., 9 Then the Assyyians
cene o CGestroy Samaria oxmi to lead Israel lnto vaptivity,
tue Lord expresoly wentiongs idolatry as tie csuse for this
catastrophe, € fhe sace couse is egeln expressly stated
for the destruction of Jerusalem.®

The remnont shich returned to Jerusalem wae very
congei sus of this grave sin which hed caused the downfall
of God's chosen people., And, as uae pointed cul, piuce

thece were undoubtculy of & woce pious nature, it is little

Txfﬂﬁf?

I Fd.11e5.

3 cfr, I Ki.18,80.30; T K1.16,2; 16,193 16,28; cte.
& IX Ed.17,885,

B IT 34.21.2028.



wlila .

wonder that they leld such cuphasis on worshipping only the
frue and Living %Sod.
“Let beriotes in exiliisohien und nachexilischen Zeite
ailcr aer monothuistische Glaube der Fropheten Couolngut
LCr ones gouaaden, 00 hat co in den lotsten Jahrhunderten
vor der Zerstoerung des Volkstusc erpt recht dan ganee
Dacoin dicces Volkatums durchdrungen. 'l
vonon the Phorisees becoue proniuent, they atill
clung o Uiis saue ronethelstice tesching; they too eatrensed
the doetlrine that there is but ome Goa, the Holy One of
igreal, o deuovah is Hig nauce
il 8 attitwle of the Fhorisces wea another caouse Lor
their rejociion of Jesuse Since Jeloveb wes the omiy Teus
il Living God, de olone hod the power L0 foxgive thewm their
sins. lonce, when Jeosus saié to the youug wven, *Thy sius
e LZorgiven thee,® the Pharigeco irnmedistely accused iim
6% bluophany: "Uho io this which spesteth blasphwmica? Vho
con forglve sius but God omlyzt@
Thoui: ail Christians todoy aist eocept the monds
theistic teaching of the UXd Yestancnt, yet this word bas
a difforent veoning Lor uo today tham it bhad for the Pherigecs.
70 Chrigtiseng today it mesns one God who is Thwce Feruous,
Fatier, Som, enc Hoiy Ghoste But to the Fherisces it moant
onc God who 3s ome Person, '
“It wao perhops with refovence to Christion doctrine
thot the Robble iaid € tress on the helief that God hes
[I0 SONe.. The Holy Onc, bDiesscd be He, salih 'I an not
5073 but (19.48,6),"1 an the first, %I have no father;:

fart I am the lant,” I have mo son; "idmd beside me
theze 1o no god,® X have uo brother, ¥

i Bﬁl;ﬁﬁ't. 8 O L3
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v "A God ubo io Creator and pbsolute lonarch of the
St el Te S auitionne o o Boke o semmnten”
deniel of Bivive atiributes to any other bolrng."l

Livgavas, onc ought never to ceriticize the Fharisccs
too severcly for their nonecpticn of the one oud only Loxd,
Jelovah, Tor, though tie Olé Teotazent does imlced contain
tho doctrine chick todoy 48 nosn as the dootrins of the Holy
Trinity, yot it ia very Goubtiul &k ab aty of the Gid Testorent
writers het as cleer o noviledge of this ductrine oo Chris.
tiane have Iu tiw light of the Jew Teotament today. JAnd, thouck
tne Ald Teotanent writexs often gpoke ahout the Hpirdt of
God® and of the Meselah as Goi®, yet, noshere in the Gld
fYesta c¢nt do thess teachings gso cloarly eud exprosnly reveal
the dectrime of the Holy Trinity ns the mentioning of then
dn the Nev Testamend do. If, themfnr.e. it is highly proe
Uable tiat wony of the patriarchs émi o180 nauy of the pTCe
pucte of the 0l Ycstaoment writlnpgs bod but a Wague ond Wie
clear 3dGea of tho true goucopt of Jehoveh, lww could the
Pheriscee, who based their doctrine of Uod on those uritings,
have thut clear coucept of @ triume God ae Christians have
it today?

Yence, thoush the idez of three Persons did not exist
omons the Phagisecs, yet one ocught to commond them for liavihg
atressed the monotheistic doctidne , and for having u.phe:lﬂ
this tcachiug in opposition to ell the neighboring polye
theiam of