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CHAPTER X

INTRODUCTION AND PROLEGOMENA:
GINERAL APPROACHES FOLLOWED BY THIS THESIS

An overview of the problems of 0l1d Testament eschatology
is exceedingly difficult to make., This is true; not only bee-
cauge of the large number of problems to be Investigated and
the special difficulties wh%oh eagh one poses; but also because
"0ld Testament Egshatology", taken as a unit; is quite a pro=-
blem in its ow§ right. In fact; the two component parts of
this "problem™, both the 014 Testament and the doctrine of
eschatology; have been among the most bitterly disputed and
most divergently interpreted topics in the history of the ‘
Christian church, Nor is the end yet in sight. Obvlously,
however; even though one is awere of all the divergent inter- :
pretations eand tenuous hypotheses on all sides of the questions,
he must decide upon some unified and coherent approach tec these
larger issues before he can begin to investigate the varilous
individual features?

That; in brief, ls the task of this introductory chapter.
It will be necessary for us té-speak here in only the most :
general terms. To investigate alllthe problems_of es?hatology,
its bibliosl baqis; its va?iant interpretations, ete., would
require volumes, ILikewise, to evaluate all the interpretations

of the 01d Testament would demand the writing of another
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"Theology of the 0ld Testament" and would involve us in ali
gorts of historical and hermeneutical labyrinths, Since
neither of ?hese investigations is the primary purpose of
this thesis, we shall only state here where our sympathies
and inslinations lie, without any comprehensive attempt to de-
fend them or explicate them in detail.

We shall make mention here of only the major contestants
Still oocupying the field, Termpting as it might be; we shall
have 1ittle space for historical invest rations; exeept as
these have direst relevanse for wviews that are still actively
championed.l

Regardless of how we define the term “eschatology”; few
would deny that the 0ld Testament contalns a very definite and
often quite explicit one, There is undeniably a forward look;
a futuriom, a "Zielstrebiskeit" 3 throughout the 0ld Testa-
ments This 1s true of the historical end poetio books as well
a8 o the prophetic ones, Thus Eichrodt writes on the opening

lFor a good, conolge summery of the history of 0ld Testa=

ment interpretation, see: Otto Proksch, Theologzle des Alten
Tegtaments (Guetersloh: O, Bertelsmann Verlag, 1950), pp. 20-49.

or a mo8t complete study of thexgroblam up Yo the middle of
the nineteentg'oggtuiy g%thdan zltausgivg bib%iograghy, sea?
Ludwlg Diestel, e des en sments in der
ghristiichen Xirghe !%ena: "Mauke's verliag, 1869), 761 DD
A good ‘end eminently readable stuﬂf in English is: Frederiok
Farrar, Eistor gg,iégggp;gﬁgﬁlgg London: Maomillan & Coe.,
1886), 553 pp .H

2Ludwig EKoehleyr; Theologle des Alten Testements (Tusbingen:
J. 0. B. L{Ohr. 19&7). p. ]




page of his great Theologie:

Wer ihre gesehichtliche Entfaltung ueberblickt, dem

muss sich die Wahrnehmung aufdraengen, dass ein maegh~-

tig vorwaertssirebender Zug durch sie hindurchgeht. -

Wohl gibt es auch Zelten wo sie statlonaer zu werden,

sleh zu einem starren System zu verfestigen scheint;

aber immer wieder bricht ein vorwaertsdraengender

Wille hervor, der sich nach einer hoeheren Lebense-

gestalt aussﬁraokt und dag Bisherigen den Charakter

des Unfertigen aufpraegt,

When we follow the New Testament's Messianic interpretation
of the 014 Testament, then much of the 0ld Testement is es=
chatological in a much narrower, but much more definite sense,
Every religion, even the most materialistic, has a purposive-
ness to it, and in that sense it must also possess em escha=-
tology. Just because, then, eschatology in this widest sense
(which we cannot ignore) ineludes all of religion and is at
the root of mueh of it, i1t will be obvious why this thesis
will perfarce be limited to only an "overview,”

How we orient ourselves towards 0l1d Testament eschatology
will also determine a large portion of ocur Old Testament herme-
neutic, However, only @ brief glimpse at the panorama of church
history will suffice to show that Christianity has never agreed
basically upon an hermeneutics of the Old Testament, That
statement still holds true when we extend our view back into
the New Testament. Whatever view is taken of the hermsneutics

which the New Testament applies to the 0ld, no one can deny

Byalther Blohrodt, Theologle dea-Alten Tegtenen
(Berlin: BEvangelische Ver agsanstaIE,"T§§%), i 6
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that the various New Testement authors are not themselves alto-
gether unified on the subject, While it ;s true that a sense
of "fulfiliment® % is present averywheére, this varies all the
way fron the Ku.mhguaa of Matthew %o the typological interpre=-
tation of th2 auther of H?brewsa In gplte of this divergenay
in its earliest tradition, the church was still entirely uni-
fied in its acceptence of the 014 Testeament and recognition
of its importence. Acecrdingly it wes olso unequivocal in its
rejaetion of Mercicn's lheresy. Frokseh rotes appropriately in
this connaoction:

Bz ist ein Ruolue der ehristlichen Kirche; dass sie diese

Verbannung des’Alten Testaments aus der Helligen Schrift

verurteilt het, obwchl sie mit gseiner Anerkennung sine

30T Al 0880 nence: wiSIBSISh Rakipsen nARINL: iR

Difforont actors play the roles in succeeding generations;
but the drame always ramainsg essen?ially the seme, The ghurch g
will not disgard the 014 Tegtament, buk 1% is never quite sure
just what to do with it, Evan the fourfold type of exegesis
common in thoe Middle Agen was not wide enough to supprass

ogcasional exprassionn of dlsenntent, and these hecome louder

4This wirlter is still waiting %o ses a first-olass study
of the use of mwesw in the New Testament, and a comparison of
1ts use with such’related conoepts A8 AvaKefulaiw , Tedeww
ete, Undoubtedly, the nextl%;ggggggé or two of Kittel's
reake

Theologisohe Waoerterbuch wi 8 contribution to the
study o? %EIS AOnOEDRT »

5Proksch,‘gg. 2ite, De 22,
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and more ingistent the closer we approach the Renalssanse,

It is interesting to note in passing how often the chursh
wes on the wrong slde of the fence, How often dld it not cone
demn what we have oaye to regard ag the gorrest hermeneutic
of the 01d Testament, even though at the same tims it did
support and maintain some correct; traditional dogtrinal formu=
lations, More than once those whom the Church banned as here=-
tlos were the most acourate and sclentific exegetes of their
time, while thelr "orthodox" opponents abounded in ﬁllegorical
and spirituvalistic misinterpretations of the Seriptures. One
of the most glaring examples of this is the church’s condemnaw
tion of the exegetiocal methods of Theodore of Mopsuestia to-
gether with the Nestorian heresy. (One can hardly refrain from
speculating how different subsequent churoh history might have
besn if his hermensutical prineiples had prevailed instead of
Origenis; which dominated the scene even beyond the Reforma=-
$ion.)® That it was the Jews alone who maintained any histori-
ocal consclousness of the 0ld Testament throughout the Middle
Ages; and that 1t was with thei? help and upon their labors
that Nicholas of Lyra; Reuohlin, and others graduaily laid the
Poundetions for a historical=-oritical spproach %o ?he 0ld
Teetament; hardly neads repetition yere.v Finally, as far as
the Reformation itself is concerned, it must be admitited that
in gensral Calvin and the entire Refarmed church after him

Gniastel, op. git., pp. 129-35.
7Ibid., pp. 195-208.
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pursued & muck more historiosul amd literal hermensutic of the
014 Testamemt than Luther and his heirs ever asttained until
gomparatively regent timas.a

The rise of "hlgher coriticiem" in the nineteenth century
hag only compilested this pleture, It iz this mcvemant; ille ’
defined and polymorph as it is; to which every student of the
01é Tegtament ultimately wcust address himself, It iz parti-
culayly importent that we d¢ thig in tbhls thesiz because the
ricture of 01d Temstument eschatology whilch higher coxiticism —
presents ig far dlifferent from the traditional one. Further;
the protlens of 014 Testement introducticn and hermeneutiocs
which 1t raises are anything but superficial,

Higher criticism is tc a large exteni oniy a oulmination
of a long struggle in the church to obtain a clear historical
consoliocusness with regard to 1ts revelat;on. For a varisty
of reasons, and many of them commendable, the ecclesiastical
powers had always viewed these efforts with suspicion, For
inst&nce; the Tirst attempts at the end of the Xiddie iAges To
approéch the 014 Testament llterally were condsmned as "Juda=-
1stio"; and Lutheran exegetes a few centurles later often
hurled the same epithet at their Reformed brethren., It has
often been pointed out that esclesiastical orthodoxy hasg al-
ways found it much more difficult to take the hugan nature of

Christ seriocusly than His divine nature (that 1s, has leaned

81hid., pp. 230=307.

—et———y
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more to the Alexandrian than Ainticehean Christology)e. Undoubte
odly, the same thing eould be nssorted =nd demonstrated con-
gerning crthodoxy’s reluctunce o take the hlstery side of the
historyeprevelation peradox seriously,

Paradoxen abound in svery theology busged on revelation
and are slwvays uncomfordable, These paradoxes oye all inevit-
able, Whonever Oreator and cresture, mortal and immortal,
finite and infinite, ete., mest, & sitvation is produced whigh
can be expraesged only in temms of the seeningly luposgible,
Such e parvadox is inhevent in the divine act of oreation, is
goen most elsarly ln the inecarnation, but inevitably arises
alsc whergver an attenpt ls made to repsat, rscord, or explain
divine revelation. So Prof. ﬁorth writes:

« o In sasred hiatory! salvationwnistory the alleped

“hzra facba® ayre stransfigured by falth until they ozn

be almost unxacovni?nbla. In the coumunity experiecace

of genopations they beoome blended of time and sternidy,

of earth and heaven, %That iz the paradox of Judalsm-

ond Christianity: they sve mediated through bistory,

and yet at no nolnt cah we heve a cinematographie re*

sroduction of the history.

only faith can fully gomprohend these paradoxos. However,
Shristioeng and theolegisns in partisular are always tospted to
vagolve those payadcxes in ons direseticon or ancbher, (Howhere
18 the radicsl antithosls betwaen falth and rstson more apparent
than herel) One may attexpt to resclve or explain sway the
paradex in favor of eithar i%se human or divine clements; bub

gither ettanpd dess equel injustioe to the true nature of both

G. R, Eorth "Pentateuchal Griti&&an” he ©
i & *adited by ¥, H, Rowley (Ozf t
a8, 1 s [De B0=82,
PRITZLAFE MEM {ORIA 3 RARY

CQQu.»u;.-L.,; u 'I..

ST, LOUIS, MO,
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revelation and falth, end both atteupts bespeak en egusl ig-
noranceé of the ways of God with man,

Thoze whe do attempt %o resolve these paradoxes never
quite succeed in covering up their tracks. Others will slways
pretest the inecourecy and very often will punctuate their
protest by chempioning the opposite extreme. The longer some
externel authority reetrains the resction, the more ineviiable
&nd more vengeful its coming. dcotion and reaetion; extrene
gountered by cxireme, thesis and antithesis«- ghurck history
ag well a8 seculaer history is compounded of these elemants.
Undeniably, the official hermensutie of the ohurch has ofien
heen ¢etermined cor iafluenced by current polemiecal igsues, asg
% atienpied to defend the truth. Eimilerly, much of histoiical

‘

eriticiam, desnite its olaims to objectivity and scisntific

s

acouracy, lg als¢ undeniebly informed by & reaction against
the shistoriecal hermensutic of vpreceding gernerations (although
this movensnt is not to be separated from its role in the
larzar reactionary character of mush of the Renaissence, the
Enlightenment; and gimiler movements), Thus almost every here-
gy eontaing its own cleim to correetness,; becauss, despite its
radicality; it is attempting to compensate for an abuse, an
1nadecuacy; sn overemphasis in the traditional formulations.
A)1 of this is most rertinent to our oqnsideratiqn of the

history-revelation paradox., Treditional Christianity, in an
attempt to maintein something true, often overemphaslzed the

latter side of the paradox; higher eriticism, in an attempt to _
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express something whieh 13 2lso true, overemphasized the former. —
To us of a later generation, who can perhaps see the lssues a
bit more olsarly, belongs the task of clehring eway previous
abuses and'of atating, asg clearly asz we can, withont reastions
of cur own, the paradex itself., We are aa time-bound as our
vredecessors, and we dere not auprose thaet our formulaticns
will nct contain their own inadeguaciss ané exazgerations,
Fach generation must restats the paradox in tarms of its own
exigencies, and pray that 1ts statement will be mers kerysmatic
than polemis. Pogrfection of farmulation will nsver ha at=-
tained in time, booanse we are a part of the paradox, and the
paradox will stand untili its Author resolvas it, Here ws al-
ways "know in part and prophesy in part®. Eagh theologisal
formulation 1s only an inplicit resoznition of ths paradox,
that is; an articulate confessions of sing and plea for for-
glvenssas.

This meann that as we explein the 0ld Testament we must |
be at pains to dc full justice to both the histiory and reve-
lation aspect$s of that varadox. Revelation we will re% deny
or minimize; but revelotlon took plage ir higtory. The hise
torical feet of the incarnation demands that we teke history
seriously, Indeed, there wera miracles, spegial inspirations
by dresms or whatever meang, theophenies, #nd the llke{ so
the Seriptures state explieitly, and we dec nct wish to dsny
it, However; we believe that most of the ravelation is an

intesral and inseparable part of the hisztorical prossss.
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In otker words, 1t is an object of hiasturictl a&s well =28 of
theclogical investigation, The historian dves not-~gannot
consider it primarily 2s revcletion, but thet neliher mekes
him en infidel uor invalidates hils conelusions, Accordingly,
we cav yroperly seargh out the appereant sciuzess of 2 revela=
tico withoul denying ite ultimate origin in divine inspiration.
Likewise, we ¢sn note porallels witk oontemporary alstorico-
religlons develomments (Habylonia, Ugerit, sts.), tracs the
steges of the davelopment of a thesloglsal consept, sts.
Without denying ravelatlon we c¢an egres with Rowleys
This rether concerns itsael? with those2 slauents in
Israel's own religion which were incipient from the
Yougiming and which -became clearer and richer in tihe
oourse of her story, and which gathered to themselves
alemende of olider or even alien origla which gould be
related o her faith and made the vehicle of 1ts ex=-
vression, but whieh also graduelly oliminated other

elenents of her anpgient inheritance as well as re=
aisted otharelien elaments b@B‘msa they wore incone

giasvent sith its own genius.™

To asgsert theological development in and through history
is nou “u deny revelation, but to exemplify it. This is not
o mekxe tie study of the Cld Testement primarily that of oom=-
parebive religions cr to deny its easentvial importance for
the New Testament revelation, Wor is it to assert that the
trelizionsgesenichitiione® school has not gone to extremes of
its own or bthut its investigatlions exhaust the subject and

leave nothing additional for faith to add.

7 .

10y, H, Rowley in Ibid., »p. xxili.
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However, it is & far different thing to assert this in
the abstract than to depiet 1t concretely in some historical
time~table, as the Craf-Wellhausen school has clessically
done with the 014 Testament, The sources are far tow few and
too obseure to permit of such attempts at accurate dating; at
least at the present time. The recent researches of Swedish
seholars such as ?egarscn, Engnell;ll plus numerous other
individual protests, have indicated the arbitrariness of many

of the critical school's presuppositions. Higher criticism
12

L

had rapidly developed a&n Intolerant "orthodoxy" of its own™, ~
although it exhlbited far less unity of detall than the church's
orthodoxy ever had, Undeniably; "historigel criticism" was
compounded of about three parts criticism and one pert history7
The church's hermeneutic sorely needed a reemphasis on history, —
but unfortunately this task was left largely to a group of men
who hed few sympathles with the church at all and hence often
threw oub the baby with the bath. Its historical orientation
was Hegelian; if not Darwinian; and its bland assumption that
evolution was always forward and upward {an impliocit statement
of its superiority over all preceding generations) contained

much more of humanistic pride than of religious humility.

llFor a handy overview of the present state of pentateuchal
oriticism, with particular consideration being given to the
Uppsala Sechool, see C, R. North, op. git., pp. 59-82,

130:. the use of the phrase, "eritical orthodoxy” in G. W,
Anderson's essay on "Hebrew Religion" in the same collection of
essays, pp. 283-309.
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Accordingly, whiles we emphatically disapprove of the
naturalistic and negative expression of much modern aritiolam; |~
we are forced o agree with soms of its objectives and method-
ology. Regardless of to what extent one agrees or disagrees
with any specific critical method now camonly employed; one
who writes a paper of thils sort 1s simply forced to make uae‘
of some of its termlnclogy and even methodology; if his work
is to possess any relevance at 2ll, Thus in the chapters
following; we shall oftven use terms asg "Deuteroisaiah“;

" hronbestaigungspsg;gen"; eto.; without committing ourselves
at all on their ultimate validitye.

Our dpyroaeh to 014 Testament esghatology 1n this thesis;
accordingly; is primarily & historical oﬁe. We shall attenpd
to honestly‘reproduce what the 0ld Testament itself says about
eschatology, and we shall attempt te allow it to speak for it-
Belf; ag we should in the case of any other literary dooument.

By this approach, hcwever; we do not mean to indicate
that the subjeet is thereby exhausted, It is a basic tsnet
of the Christian faith that everything in the 01ld Testament 3
is incomplete, and can be understood fully only in the 1ight
cf the Gomplete; that 18; God’s final revelation of Himself
and His will in Jesus Christ, The truth of this theological
fact we do not wish to minimize or qualify in any way.

At the same time; a statement of oomplefenesa always ime
plies a previous incompleteness. To be sure, once the ocomplete
has 00me; the ineomplete no longer has the primary interest

it once had, but it deserves to be investigated in its own
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right nonetheless, Our purpose in this theais; than; is
gimply to study the lncomplets as incomplete {zs that is ve-
gorded in the 0ld Testament) before its completion or fulfille
ment in the New Testament revelation, We helieve that sush a
study is particularly relevant here hecanse of the frequeney
with which this historical approach has been negleected,

As a result of this approach; meny of the definitions we
-heve adopted in the writing of thilis thesis are not the Hradi-
tional ones, This linitation of definitions will be partie
cularly apparent in our distinetion of the terms "eschatclogie
cal"'and "essianie™ in chapters three and four, Again; how=
ever, this is the case anly because of the attempt to expiicate
nhat was consclously inconmplets,

We cannot deny the right to the early Ghnistians; nor the
necssgity of the task for all Ghristians,'onoe they understood
the fulness of God's revelation in Oprist, to interpret the 014
Testament (as well as everything else) in terms of the Few.

The complete revelation in Chyrist steted clearly whet the in-
complete could only look forward to hopefully. It was true

that both testaments wers unified in ?heir mnonerglsm and theo=-
centricity {to use later terminology), but it is easy to see

how the early Christians simply could not speak of God's g:aoal
in the 014 Testament without illustrating it with some of the -~
fulness of grase they had experieroed in Christ., Indeed, the :
Chrigtian chureh must still do the seme thing whenever it handles
the 013 Testament today. \Vhenever a Christian preacher
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preaches on &n 04 Testament tezd he must really Lfirst make £
a New Testament text ocub of 1%, if he doss not wish to lapse
into judelam or moralism. Tho incomplete muat always be
1lluminated by the Completo.

Nevertheless, homliletica and exegesis are two separate
tagks, What the chureh must say homiletieally, she may be
unable to say exegetically. To be sﬁre, the preashing of
the church must never ignore its honest exegesis, but in the

saga of the 01d Testamant it must always alzo go bsycnd shis

(0]

oxegesias, Vet the exepeslis itsslf must be gharsgterized by
striot historical honesty. The o0ld indeed has been superseded
by the new; but this cannot mean cn identification of old with
new or a refusal to admnit ?hat the 0ld really vas old.

As we indicated 2bovs, & serious and consistant acceptance
of the history-revelation paradox demandg 1ts application to
the 013 Teatzment also, If that revelation was really to be
a revelation and not an esgoteric, cadalistle oragle, it had %o
£it the oradle or matrix of its time. Just as el) revelations
orior %o the New Testament had been different (of. Hebd, 1 and
the freguent expression of the 0, T, hope in terms of sontem=
porary matarialism); 80 the Now Testament revelation itself
wonld have been designed %o conform to & different matrix had
it come in the twentisth century ingtead of the first, This
is not to eall the Soriptures a3 lier or to deny the timeless~
ness and oternal authoritativeness of what came In that cradle

any more than 4o propose a change in liturgies is to deny Him




tresbed wlth sight. What osn be prover historlcally regulres
spdte of ohanging historical forms, we
gbill agsert with Iaaish: " T9¥9 ey axgoxTiaTh,
Agcordingty, we &re mainiuining the viewpoint in this
‘
thosis that, while the Hew Testament clearly depictsz the nabure
sy

of & "Ulaubsug-~inbsip

¢

cgree, the detalls of ibs O1ld Testament hermessutic arz ghlef-

' with whiol every Clylgiian must

-

@
el
=
o
I

However, none oi this now lsads us to oonc iuw

or Haynack thnt the 01d Testament might as well bte discarded.
The God of Avrabam, Iisaac, and Jacob ig also the God and Pagher

.

of our Lord and Sevior, Jesus Christ, "Der zZgitlichs uvhiriss,

der nur das Hewe Testoment xennt, igt das Widerspiel des ewigen

-
Juden, der nur das alts Mennit. 13 fue vslue of she 0L Testas

ment for undersvanding the New is by no mesns Testricted to tho
nisborioal fieild, Mven if one minimizes the iMesslanic cremond

clf the 0id Testament; one finds thers Godls grace and iove just
as gurely as in the Neow Testament, oven though the reader of

the latter knows far more of that same grace and love in Christ

than his 01d Yestament brethren did.

’

130tto Ppokseh, "™arcion redivivus, Zum Kempf um das Alte

0% o1 Kirchenzeit 1937, Nr, 10
TPegtament™, Allgemeiner X¥. -‘-‘%@‘ ! Alted Testa
gggggdi%?h;%lgeasah ahtliéhef"ﬁﬁ%%f? ung, | Zwickau! Jonsnnes
ﬁermanﬁn: ndely Po 78
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Yot since the mode of salvation (faith) and 1ts institutor
{ 11877 = Kipies) were the same, and its antitheses essentially
the same (polytheigm, anthropocentricity, human pride; ete. )
in both testeaments, the Chrisgtian reader need only include with
the 0ld Testement what has been revealed since its completion
and he still has there a devotional work of incomparable power
end beauty. This can by no means be saild of any other histori-
cal documen?; therefore, this study is never merely "Religions-
gegehichte™, but always also "Hellsgeschichte", It is
never merely a study of eocmparative religion; but elways also
a faeith-full contemplation of the mighty and gracious works of
our God, In tha% sense Frokseh is gertainly correct: "Wer

Christug hat, hat mit dem Alten Tgstament das Neue; wer

Christus nicht hat, verliert mit dem Alten Tostament das Neue.® 14

Furthermore, the continuity between the two testaments
is more than a mere historiocal one, To a certain extant the
eschatology of the 0ld Testament finds its "fulfillmént" in
the New Testament; but to & certain extent also New Testament
eschatology bullds upon and intensifies the foroe of 014 Testa-
ment eschatology. God's purposes were the same in bgth testa=-
ments; even though He used different sarthly similes, and
even though all those purposes were understood much more
oclearly in the completeness of the Christian revelation., Ome
simile (and finally every revelation is a simile: an efford

14114,
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to state in humen language what language cannot express aend
only faith can grasp) runs very obviously through both testa-
ments: that of the kingdom of Cod. Thus Eichrodt writes:

Eg ist der Einbrusch und die Durchsetzungz der Koenigs-

herrgchaft Gottes in dleser Welt, die die beiden,

Auesserlich so verschleden Welten des Alten und des

Neuen Testaments unlossbar zusammensghliesset, well

gie ruht auf dem Tun des einen Gottes, der in Verhelssung

und Forderung, in Bvangelium und Gesetz ein ugg dasselbe

grosse Ziel verfolgt, den Bau seines Rgiches,

It ig in this general spirit, then, that we propose to
attempt & survey of the problems of 01ld Testeament eschatology
in this thesis, Within the boundaries of our limited read-
ing and incomplete comprehension of a vast subjeot, we shall
attempt a study that will combine both selentific research
and Christlen faith, that will minimize neither revelatlon -
nor history. We are oertain thet only in that direotion
lles the future of a Christian exegesis, based upon a sound
hermeneutic, that will steer clear of both the Seylla of re-
pristination and biblisism on the one hand and the Charybdis

of radicality and naturalism on the other,

10k ohrodt, op. gite, Do Lo



CHATPTER IT

THE BASIC FORWARD LOOK OF THEE OLD TESTAENTwe
ITS VOCABULARY OF HOPE

We heve already indicated in the first chapter that in
& very real sense the whole 0ld Testament ~- liks all reve-
lation ~-=- 1s ultimately eschatologicel. Inadeguate as it is;
"eschatological” is the best term we have for deseribing the
result of the juneture of eternity and time, which character-
izes revelation., When He Who is ever the same condescends
to thet which is ever ohanging; litanies and doxologies seenm
to be the only adsquate desoriptions, When the immutable
comprehends the muteble, muteness ils more appropriate than
speech, And yet perforce eschatology we must call it,

Thus; although there is change all about, faith sees in
all of history something permanent and unchangeable., XEscha-
tology becomes the unifying end stabilizing factor in the
labyrinthine intrioaoies and unpredictable psmmutations of
earthly existence. Eschatology binds all of life to the
ogreative and providential purposes of the Lord. In the
biblical revelation there 1s never anything mystical about
this; because Jehwe (and firelly Christ Himself ) always
actually does coma; and becsuse His ocoming is always in a
higstoriecal context. The theology of both testaments forms
a marked oontrast to the "theology of theophany™ which
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charscterizes practically all religions outside the Jewishe
Christian tradi?ion. In the New Testaman$; with its "theology
of incarnation”, thls contrast to all pagenism is very obvious,
Parallel to this in the 01ld Testament is ibs constent empha-
8ily on God*s ecuming and presense with His people,

This idea of the "coming of the Lord" runszs like en un-
broken thread tlrcugh both vestaments. 3Both deal with a God
who came z@nd is coming and is aboub to comc.l This iz the
import of the message 1n whioh ultimetely the eschatologleal
hope embodies 1tself, It 1s from Jahwe's nature as creator
and redeemer that the eschatologicel necessity springs.

Thus, ag we shall gsee again later, the Zndzeit ils often de-
soribed in temms of the Upgzeit. Man's sin has only interrupted :
God's orlginal plan; God's redemption has and will restore
everything in a "new creation", And yet the dialectical ten-
gion between God's love and Man's faithlessness remaina; at

this point the faith; the hope; the 1life of the pious be=

liever ln either testament centers.

Begause God was reslly God for the 01d Tes?ament believ~
er; becaunse He was the Alpha and Omegs of fai§h, the Cne who
not only originated and contrellsd everything, but also Hb‘
Who would conclude everything for His own ends and designs,

this gense of divine purpcse is always prominent in the 0ld

Testament witness. The night may beccme ever so dark, but

lppis is already implieit in the divine name, Jahwe { aaw
sU53¢ TuN)3 hence obvlously its dominange in all of Jahwe'a're-
velation, Cf. its beautiful periphrasis in the Apocalypses

-

[ ~ - <
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the prophet still sees the light of deliverance and pro- L

claims what he sees. Sometimes the 1lisht will be evident to
the senseg: such and sugh an a&versary; Edom; Mbab; or
Aggyria, will certainly suffer defeat., Sametimes; partioular-
ly in Deuteroisaiah and in all the apocalypses; the light is
almost purely eschatological (or even otherworldly). Very
often the two merge; and the interpreter is pard put to dis-
tinguish the temporel and the eschatological,

Acoordingly; not only every prediction of vletory for
the Jewligh nation over their present enemles is a prelude to
and assurance of the final victory at the end of time; but
every mrophecy of defeat against the natio?s, ag well as the

Klagelieder and imprecations of the Psalms, is also in the

same way an assurance that Jahwe is guilding history toward
the Day when all enemies will be defeated., The historical
portions of the 014 Testement are object~lessons of this
faith; illustrations of Jahwe's Eingreifuns into history; and
the later eschatologlcal and apocalyptic portions of the 01d
Testament often use those historicael examples in typical and
illustrative ways. What Jahwe had done before He would do
again, Three events in Israel's history are probably most
prominent in the prophetie presentation of the‘eschatologi?al
hope: (1) the Exodus (stated explicitly already in Ex. 15,
but also compare Ié, 43); (2) David's victories and kingdamj
and (3) the return from the Exile (oompare especially the

pregnant phrase, mav 20U )¢ But this hope was also conore-



21
tized fo; the popula? mind by other historical figures such
ag Moses, Zerubbabel, and possibly also some of the judges,
It 1s not unlikely either {(although Mowinckel has probably
overemphesized this point) that popular patriotism and plety
did often fasten many of its hopes on the ruling moneroh; who
wag the Anointed reprssentative of Jahwe on earth, Similer-
ly, the deliverance from the flood (Is, 54) as well as God'a
initial act of grace in the oreation (correaponding to the -
new creation; a constant emphasis of Deuteroisaiah) are also
made into typ?s of the esshatological culmination,

However, although Hebrew eschatology found its examples
in and even constructed its framework fram history; it elways
finally based its hope upon the explicit promises; that is;
the covenant of Jehwe with His people. This point can hardly
be emphasized too strongly.3 God called His people out of
Egypt (Hoses ll; 1 and all the historical psalms) for a pur-
pose. To accomplish His purpeses was Israel's only raison

d'etre, and that small netion never forgot it., In fact, the

awe might also note in passing that from our point of
view this basic dependence upon the covenant throughout the
01ld Testament constitutes one of the largest pieces of internal
evidence against the higher critical isagogiecs, =-- It is also
noteworthy that the more historical approach to the 0ld Testa-
ment whieh has charactsrized Calvinism has been reflected in
the Tfederalistic and dispensationalistic (esp. Coccejus) em-
phases of 1ts theology. It certainly is true that that empha-
ais loses mueh of its'relevenece when one attempts to construet
a Christian dogmatics, and-its excesses in the Reformed tra-
dition are well known; but, as far as 0ld Testament exegesis
1s ooncerned, it represents a basie, historically oriented
insight whieh Lutheran exegesis has too often overlooked.



22
less apparent end seemingly more imposaibls of fulfillment
the promise contalined in its elegtion beoame; the more con=-
vinced and conscious Isreel begame of its existential validity.
Eschatology depends upon faith, and Israel's eschatology
flourished (ss always in the church) when there wes no re=-
gourse left tec anything but faith, Finally; even this cul=-
minated in a "new oovenant"; which Jeremiah especially loved
to proclaim,

Accordingly, we are not surprised when we find the whole
0ld Testament falrly teeming with expressions of hope end trust;
even in sections which we do not ordinarily think of as escha-
tologlenl at all. Corresponding to its basic forward 1ook;
the 014 Tegtement possesges a vocabulary of hope whigh is
without parallel in any other literature anywhere. Its §0pe
and trust;as well as the expression it glves those hopes, are
reflectod faithfully and without any baa%o variation in the
 New Testament also., As we ghould expeot, the hope~fulness of_
the 014 Testament 1s nowhere more obvious than in the Psalter,
whence its reputation as the "prayer-book of the ages". It
will be our tesk in this chapter to investigate briefly some
of the most important terms the Israelite congregation used
in expressing its hope. "Here we are more lnterested in the
devotional then in the prophetie expression'or,the hope; the
latter we shall discuss in the next chapter, and the escha=

tology of the psalms as such will be dealt with agein in

Ghapter VI,)
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Inasmuoh as all 0ld Tesbament hope was based upon Cod's
falthfulness to His promises, we might well first glance at
somwe of n.h: ohiv?f Hebrew vords expressive of deliverance;
galvabticn, help, eto., All of these concepts were peritinent
to the dui,‘i.:{ needs of the Isreelites, both individually and
corporately, bub all ¢f them also posgess an unmistakable
Yormwasrtadrang.

By far vthe most common of these is ths root; yy1, used

’

?

occasionally In the Niphal, but chiefly in the Hiphil as an
expresgion of liberation, aid, and salvation. E't:mologioally;
it ig probably related to the common Arabie roort;; e’.ﬂ?’, to be
wide, spacious.d® Thus it can be applied to liberation from
confinement end jangsrs to the "wide; open spaces” of freedom,
It iz used with some spproximation of its original sense og=-
ocasionally in the Psalms (7,35 34,7 %,8); and ncteworthily
in the ancient song of Deboran (Judges 5). Then almost sounte- -
legs times, whigh we need not iavestigate further hera; it is

vged of Jahwe's intervention in history, both in the present

Yiueh of the etymologleal material in the word studiss
in this chapter-ls derived from: Williem CGegenius, Hebrew and
Chaldee Lexicon, translated by-Samuel Tregelles {CGran pids?
mr ans Publishing Co,, 1949), Wbat hes‘'not been de-
rived from Gesenius is bagsed on original studies, using as a
guide the following three works: (1) Solomon Mandelkern
Veteris Tegtementl Congordiantiae Hebraicae staue Chaldalcae
(Tipslae: Velt et Comp., 1896); Wrﬂ_wﬁﬁ_ s Hs%g-aw .
and Chaidee Concordance of ‘the 0ld Yestament ndons ngman
@reen, brown, 6nd Longmans, 1643); and (5) Robert Young,

Analyiiosl Cong-‘organ%a to the Bible (New York: ¥Funk and
Wagnalls Company, )e
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and in the future, We should mote teo thet the Niphal parti-
c?p%e, yu13s L2 used as an eplthet of the coming king in Zeeh.
9,9, & pasaage whleh the New Testament sppllies %o Chriast,
These szame remerks apply to the denominatives, ygj,yg;,azq@3,
asg well asg t¢ the many proper nouna of which this stem is a
part! Isaleh, Joshua, Elishea, Hossa, ete,

Prohadbly next in order of frequeney among the verbs des-
eribing salvation is 4¢3, This root %00 ig not used in the
381 stem, and like yu it is used most frequently and’most gig~
nificantly in the Hiphil. The basie meaning of 443, of course,
ig to sneich away or pull out, Hence 1t 1s a very vivid and
anphatic dsseription of salvation by grace, end its use, o8~
pacially in nany of the poetie portions of the 0ld Testament,
Jenda 2 herols, even eplc, Tlavor o those sections. Very
frequently non are the subject of thic verb, and i% is from
some momentary nexll thet they are delivered., Iut often also
Jrhwe 1s +hae here who i8 celebrated; Ho who ig enthroned be-
tween the cherubim reaches down and snatehes or rescues His
people from (very frequently T70) thelr enemies, as a man
would rescue & sheep from the elaws of a wild beast (cf,

&nos 5; 12}, This wild-Dbesst metaphor is also implic%t in
those dramatic but minabory pa§sag¢s where tho phrﬁse,??$g'rg,
is used (Ps. 7,33 50,22; Is. 5,39}.'

Rezides these Hwo basic words, thore are & host of other

stems in She Old Testament, 811 employing slightly different

figures of speech, whieh in some wey or another eonnote de-
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liverance or salvation., Naturally we should expeot this in
& ocolleotion of literature which has as mueh to say on divine
salvation as the 01d Testoment does, Among these we note here
only some of the more common expressions, The stem; 15179; with -
8 basic meaning to be smooth and hence to slip away or escape
is frequently used in the Hiphil with Jahwe as its subject to
indicate salvation (Pg, 41,13 89;48; 10'7;20; 116;4; Is. 46;4;
Jer, 59;18). Very similar 1s the basic meaning and usage in
both Hiphil and Piel of V5o (25a. 23;44; Pg, 17 ;1:5; 22;4; 51;1;
37,403 43,13 91,14, eto.) The stem, y4yy, with a basic mean-
ing of draw off, loose (often of shoes or clothes; of, the
Arabie s[-and the Syriae ﬁﬂv)'is used in the Plel frequent-
1y with causative force (2 Sa. 22,20} Ps. 6,43 7,45 18,9;
54;7; 50;15; 81;'7; 91,15; 116,8; 119,153;‘140,1). In a de=
rived sense the atem; 9YY, to help or aid, is conmon]’.y use§
in a specifically soteriec sense {compare only Ps. 20,2; 40,13;
46;1; 121;1; 124,83 Is. 10,3). (We might also compare the
frequent minatory phrase of the Koran: 7, J,QL o ‘Ln;j La9’ is

Before we leave this topic we must alsoc take a look at
the two all-important expressions of redemption in the 014 |
Testament; 7% anﬁ s17D 2 Tne rirst of these stems’is botl:} A
more importent and more common. Originally the stem, /A,

was probably used in a political-forensic sense (ef. Ruth 3

4Sece the interesting discusgiog of Eh:tsé togig ir;észﬂobert
Girdlestone, Synonyms of the 0ld Testame rand Rap
Wn, B, Eerdﬁans Qbllsning GO, lﬁai, Pr. 117-26. Saome of
ny material is derived from that source.
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and 43 Lev, 25j perhaps Job 19;35); but the propheta; ag usual;
were not long in &ppropriating the seeular vocabulary and ene-
dowing it with new, religious ¢onnotations, This ls especial-
ly obvious in Isaiah (and Deuteroisaiah ); unguestionably the
literary gen%us of'the Hebrew language (41;14; 43;1.14; 44;6.
22,823,243 47,43 48,17; 49;‘7.26; 51,103 52;3; 32;12; 63;4:).

Once again here it is practically impossible to distinguish
the historical delliverance from the captivity and the endgueltiz,
eschatological redemption, This verdb 1s already used of divine 3
interposition in Gen, 48,16 and Ex, 6;6 (dramatically with

a‘l J i?;;) ahd in & soterioc sense commonly in the psalms
(19,143 74;2; 105;4; et?.) In Is, 65;4 the stem 1s used in

malem pertem a@s avenger, JIa contrast ;7o is not used in some

of the peculiar technical senses of ¢¥%, but it does emphasize
strongly the idea of doliveranoe from bondage or servituds

(of. Ex, 21,83 Dt. 17,83 Mi, ,4)o Its probable original
usage in connection with the payment of a ransom (993 aseounts
for its ooccasiocnal usage in a theological sense together with
that term (Ps. 49; 7.8,15; Jer. 31,11), It also figures very
prominently in the prayers and praises of the Psalter,

It is noteworthy; in coneluding our review of the Hebrew
vogabulary bf salvation; how consistently and how forcefully
ell these expressions {and many others) drive home the major
monergistis and theocentric emphases of the 0ld Testament,

In logo justificationis, if we dare transfer Luther's phrage
to the 01d Testement, there is not even & hint of man's .-
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ability to deliver or redeem himself, This 1s as true in the
realm of ereation &s of esohatology; whether it is a physical
or & spiritual danger from whieh man needs deliverance. How
helpless the humen objeet is, l& pointed up by the constant
use of the verbs of deliverance (ywﬁ; 9%];3%9; and¥s®) in
either the Hiphil stem or in the Piel with causetive force.
Extramundene causation 1s absclutely: necessary for any mun-
dane salvation,

The obverse to Cod's faithfulness is man's truat; hope;
end waiting. MNan too mnet be faithful, HNHe dare not have
other gods before Jahwe; it is no asccident that this is the
firsgt commandment, God's covenant was bilateral and always
implied a hivman response to the divine initlaiion, Thus
Eichrodt writes: “

So vollzieht der Glaube ir der Hingabe alles Eigen~-

lebens an die richtende und rettende Gotteswirklichkeit

das individuelle Tatbekenninis zu der exkiusivan

Alleinherrsohaft Jahves und verwirklicht damit won

der Selte der personheften Entscheidugg her dle
Grundforderung des Jahvismus o o o o

Around this pivot revolve all the sermons of the 0ld Testamen?,
all the records of 1lts historians; asg well as all the prayers,
supplioations and thanksgivings of the 014 Testament congre-
gation, Thus there are many expressions o; hope where tyis

is not stated in so meny words (ef. lem, 3,21-27; Ps. 12,6;
14;'7; aa;ze .3 123; 3-4; eto.)® Here too it is a case of

Swalther Eichrodt, Theolozie dassg Alte Tegtggggta
(Berlin: Evangelische Vérlagsanstalt, 1950}, s De =26e

6Ibid., pe 384



pAC]
gomething whioh 1s present everywhere in the 0la Tesbement ,
but which becomes wmost explicit and voesl in the Pselter.
Again the plety and faith of the believers finds its most
acute expressicr in a few olft-repeated stems; vitich we must
now study in some detail.

Since God's promises in thelr deepest sensc are epperent
onliy tu'faith, it is the Hebrew expression for fait.h; the IHiphil
of 19%5 which best summarizes the believer's primary relation-
ship to his God. Both in the Uegptuagint and in the Hew Pestae
ment, | o¥4 corregponds almost exasily to micleio, Bighrodd
comments: Y. . o 0 prasgy sieh im vyy Gooh such oing
geliglire Gegamthalitung aug, die fuer das individugils Gotiss-
verhaeitnis sehleohthin bestimmend ist. *7  Tgg decisive
character is very evident in passages such as Gen, 15;6;

Ps, 116,105 and Is, 7,9

Derivative Trom the ideu of faith and complete committal
to Jahwe; but still ¢losely related to it, is the concept of
hope, Its outstanding vehicle of expression in the 0ld Testa-
ment is mvi. It answers to ¢mfw in the New Testament, aithough
the Greek word has more specifically theological and more de~
finltely futuristic overtones than its Hebrew counterpart.
Prokseh describes 1t as "der volkstusmliche Ausdruok fuer das
Gredo und dle fiduola, dle ueberzeugte Hingabe an Sobt geworden,

"Thid., Do 27e
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dar dem Leben Sischerheit gewsehrt”. 8 This comrlete devoted-

nesg to Jdabwe ls thiz stem's most important smphasis, Proksch
writeog again: _

Dag Vertrauern sshliesslieh entopringt sus der Ge--

borgenhelt in Goth die dem Glaubenden zuteil wird,

gg g;;grzgng;i%taoggtfgerohten hat, so wie Israsl
This forece of the stem becomes clear in the advarb,1ﬂ2§, which
is used some twenty-five times to describe devotion to Jahwe;
although it ls used ococasionally in malem partem to depict
"carelessness" toward God's commands {Is, 48;8;.Eza. 30;9;
Zeph, 2,15), and at other times without any moral judgment
involved, In the Psalms the stem is used without exception
of trust in Jahwe (so almost fifty times). On the contrary,
in the propnets this use is rare {(Is. 8,16; Zeph. 3,2; Jer, 17
7), but then, whenever it denotes a false trust in earthly
powers; the context always sets it in direot antithesis to
trust in God; together with either an implieit or explicit
threat of punishment, (A good example of the use of the stem
in these various ways can be found in ths sccounts of Heze~
xiah's encounter with Rabshakeh,) It is not easy to say with

gertainty to what extent these many expressions of hope are

specifically eschatological, but no doudbd Jewlsh believers

8ott0 Froksoh‘ Th ie des Al Testapents (Guetersloh:
G. Bertelsmann Verlég‘"f%%6§ffp. 62 T R

91pid,
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ware no mera ceraful 4o isplate 4his a reet of their hope
than Ohristlans aves, No doubt the eschatological consoicusw
ness beosne atrenger and glearer in the later years of Israslts
history. Bulimann wrlbves:
Tet Gottes emvartele Hilfe zunaechst dle aus der kon-
kreten Not, so wird sie immer mehr als die escha-
vologische Hilfa gedacht, die allér lot ein Ende
macht. « o Die Haltung des harrenden und vertrauenden
Foffens wird immer nehr zum Ausdruck des Wissens um
die Vorlavefigkelt alles Irdisch-Cegen~waertigen
ueberhauis md zur Hoffnung auf dle cschatologische
Zu.kunfto g
One of the most pictuwresque of all the expressions of
hope 13 nom, with its basiec foree of fleelng or taking refuge
and thus frequently used with the metaphor, "under the shadow
of the wings of God" (Ps, 57,2; 61,5) It is also common
where God is compared to & rock or shield (Dt. 32,37; Ps. 46,1).
Of its some fifty oceurrences only about half dozen are used
in an evil or indifferent sense (so Is., 30,2; Judg. 2,15).
Eichrodt describes it as "die Verblefung zum Wagnis des freien

1]
Xgrtrauens".‘l

Most powerful and most polgnant of the varied expressions
is undoubtedly g)P; the Umopoq of the New Testament, Eichrodt
conmenta?

Tnd ausserordentlich ansechaulieoh spricht sieh in

mp nicht nur wis sonst der Zustand des angespannten
Wartens, sondern die Jjmopevy das der Erfuellung

10p,d0lph Bultmenn, " éAms %, Theclomisghes Woerterbuch
zum Neuen Feastament,’edited by Rudolph E%E%el [Stuttgart:
*r?'.-KEEIEEm_'%?er, 1936}, II, ps 320,

1lpsenrodt, op. oite, Do 27
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gewisse standhafte Ausharren unter der aufgelegten

Last ang, in der der Glaube bei alléer Aussichts-

losigkeit das wagende Dennoch zu sprechen vam&g.la
Its use 1s a perfect commentary on the’er’ epide g ‘eAnle  of
Rom, 4, 18, It® almost consistent use in the Plel mkes still
more vivid the restrained impatienoe and nervousness which thse
term already implies. It "gignifies the straining of the mind
in a certain direction in an expectant a'ttitudo."l"-" Well
over half ths time it mentions Jahwe or one of His gifts as
its explicit objeet, Its derivatives; dlpv and  slphare about
the elosest approach the un-abgtract 01ld Testament makes to
our concept of "egchatology.™

Finally, although used rather infreomntly (Xa, 8, 173
64 5« Zeph. 3,8; Hab, 2,3; Pse 33 +20), we should not overlook
the significant word. SDWe b a:!:.most perfectly corresponds
%o the untranslatable German word,";ﬁg_mn."l‘j’ Its waiting
is full of confidence; it almogt resolves the dialestic of
eschatology and sees God's promises asg already fulfilled,
Here eschatology ceases and faith becomes sight. Hers the
faithful in all generations become one in their praysr that

theilr Lord would hasten the Day,

121v14,
lsGirdle gtone, op., 0it., pe 104,
14proksan, Op. git., Do 624,



CHAPTER IIX
THE ORIGINS AND DEVELOPMENT OF OLD TESTAMENT ESCHATOLOGY

In this chapter we turn our attentlon away from the
general exprassions.ot hops snd trust; which we considered
in the last chapter, %o a consideration of how some of the
more explicit and characteristic features of 014 Testament .
easchatology developed. These two; the subjective and the
objective, can never be campletely separated, partisularly
in the believer's exparience; but in the atudent's research
as well, The student of eschatology must always beayr in mind
that what he studies neither dropped down from the skiles in
full dogmatic pancoply nor was legislated into existence by
any prophat; priest; or king. It was always something which
developed alowly; almost imperceptibly, and subject to a
host of external influences, in the crucible of history.
Yet this was not mere evolution; it was not even mere history.
Faith insists that 1t was always revelation, an unfolding and
developigg according to God's specific plans,

chriatians; of course; can lock bagck and see how all the
development prepared the way for the final revelation in
Christ. chaver; that was not so apparent to the 014 Testa-
ment congregation. To be sure, it never doubted that there |
was a eulmination to all these preparatory revelations bub ‘

it used verious expressions to indicate how this would take



' 33
place. Accordingly, the 0ld Testement employs a great vari-
oty of pictures, types, idealizations of past glories; atc.;
to give expression to 1tz faith, These we shall study in
some detail in Chapter VI,

No one would deny that there was some development of 01d
Testement eschatology. Even those who found a complete doe-
trine of the Trinity and a complete Christology in the open=-
ing chapters of Genesis -- as well as men like ¥ilhelm Vischert
today -~ must have admitted thet, An admission of develop-
ment iz implielt already in a term liks "Protevangel®, ‘ch-
ever as to the character and degree of this development, there
is no agreement at all,

It is here that problems of introduction become very im-
portant., It was part and parcel of Wellhausen's theory that
no eschatology wae possible before the Exile, GCGressmann first
seriously challenged that vtew; and Mowinckel's theories
called for even more basic modifications., The date of many
of the psalms; the poasible antiquity of the apoealyptic
styla; and especially the dating of the ssecond helf of -
Isaiah {which is slmost all eschatology) are questions which
must be answered before one can trace the development of

eschatology. Further, the genuineness of passages 1like

£

Judah's blessing (Gen. 49), the Balaam prophecy (Num. 24),
Nethan's promise to David (IX Sam, 7}, and others must be

A

i : e ] t ©

filheim Vischer, The Witness of the 0l1d Testament to

Gh;ist: tra?slated by O. B. Crabtree (London: Totterworth
e88, 1949).



either defended or denied,

Haowever, it 1s nob ths purposs of this paper o investl-
gate or pasg judgment on introductory matters, We have ale
raady indicated in the first ochapher where our sympashics lie
and how we should approach them; if that were our business
here, Our chief aim here 1s merely to state the issues as
they stand, After a few derinitions‘ we shall ageordingly
(1) study in more detail the nature of sschatclogy's develop-
ment in history; (2) trace some of the spsoifically religious
basag of eschatology, 2s Indiceted in the 0ld Testament it~
gelf, and (3) sketch the timelins of eschatological. develop=
ment, both a2ccording %o the various oriticzl schools =snd ag-
cording to the 0ld Testement itself, In Chapter IV then we
shall turn our attention to Messienism proper; ag distine-
guished from eschatology.

Thet ralses the question of the distinction between the
two; and calls for e definition of terms before we go further,
The traditional view would make pracgtically all 0ld Tesha-
ment eschatology Messianic. Classical Wellhausianism would
1limit the concept of Messianism to post-exilic times, Both
assertions are extreme, While the historiecal roots of escha-
tology oand Messianism are somewhat different and their
figures and illustrations campletely divergent, the mood
the tendencies, the underlying sermon which each intends to
preach is the same in both cases: God is guiding history

for His own purposes and toward His own ends. Eschatology
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proper dsseribes Jehwe as performinz this Himaelf.z

ilesziunizm, in contract, desoribes Johwe as achisving
His ends threough scme perscoal agent. Oaly rarely; howevsr;
dces the 0id Tegtamsnt apply the term, ™Messiah to this agent.
Ag wie shall ses in the nexi chapber, many different cnd vary-
ing pictures are used to desoribe him: a shepherd, a vein~
carnate Moges, a rvlneeynate David, a selfesacrificing serv-
ant, & glorious Son of Man, stc,

Undenianly, the C0ld Testament is egsentially umifisd in
its eschatological witness sloong the lines we have alirseady
indicated, NRo mibor whet exigenciles may arise, Jahwe is
still Lord of the universs wibth all that toat implies, No
muatter what antitheses arise or what means the religious
leaders of the nation must employ to figunt them, the answer
iz always the same; the old canonical test of "at all times,
in all places, by all men® ¢ertainly leads to an affirmative
reply here, If there ever was any doubt of Jahwe's lardship,
there is net a reascnable hint of it in vhe Cld Testément.
Only if the 014 Testament is Tirst rearrangsel according to

gome other scheme of development can this be called serious-

1y into gyuestion.

2Hence all theophanies, miracles, and speoial revela=-
tions, not mediated through history, should properly be
classified here, However, we belleve, as we asseried be-
fore, that such revelatlons form the excention rathex than
the rule, Furthermore, %o whatever extent they were the rule,
they cannot be investigated at all. Like the whcle concept
of revelation, they oan only beulleved.
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We must remember at the outset that the eschatologleal
culminetion at the last lday, zscording to the 014 Testament
vievpoint, 4id not Alffer In quelity as much as in gnantity
frop what wes happening in time every day befors their eyes.
Thus HHezsel writes:

Der Gegiohtspunkt der- goettllchan Kauzalitaetb

schliesst den andersen, den des geschichtlichen

Werdens, nicht sus ~- in esghatologiacher

Sehilderung doch wohl nicht mehyr als in der

Narstellung 3chon singetrotencr Gotiestaten,?
verntrieh is in full cgraemont:

By gaeht in der Esdhatolcgie nickt um 328 "Ende

dieser Weltzeit" sondern um den Einbruch der

Gotteamirklichkelt in disszs Zelt. Dabz! verkuenden

dle Propheten nicht nur das Komen Gottes in Jetzt

und Hier, zondern zugleleh wird such alle-CGeschichte

verstanden els eschatologisches Geschehen, das seinen

Sinn emgzaengt von dem "Haute?” der prorvhetlschen

Predigt.

On the other hand, an unmistakable dialegtic also runs
throughout the 01d Testament. n its own way it is just as
avare as the New Testament of the "now--not yet"™ character
of God's grace, God would not continue to work in histvory
indefinitely; He would end history. Here the first chapters
of Genesis set the pace; they state the pre-suppositions upon
upon which all 014 Testament eschatology is based. Sin and

death, the distingulshing marks of present existence, were

9N, Messel, Die Einheitlighkeit der guedisgggn Eggha~-
tolople (%isasaen: AlIred Toepelman:n, 1915), D, 7.

-————
.

4Hs:»rrx‘i:,r:lc_:h., LD T Theglogﬂ%iq%haa Wogriarbuek sum
Neuen Testament (Stuttgarﬁ: . ammer, 19395), » De 202,




37
destined o disappe2r aL the end, as they had heen avsent ag
the bsginning. Thoa 38llin stotzs ag the second congeausnen

of the 0ld Tenbtement's Lebendipkeltacharniter:

dass dic slttegbaméntliche Relision eirontlifoh ron
vorneaerein und immer escghatologisch eingestellt
ggin musy, imnsrdar sicht sie dsm kemsonden,
durchibrechenden Gotte entgegen, harrt auf eian
Neuea, ganz Gresseg, Bndgusltiges; ihre eigentliche
Domaene ist émmerdar nicht dle Gegenwart, sondern
dle Zakuntt,

In

fo

slwllar vein, writing on Gen, &, FProkseh says:

Donzn die Wirksamkeit Cottes-in der Mensohenweld
triebt einem Zisle entgegen, dile Welt lst aus
Gottas Willen harvergegengen, um noch seinen FPlanse
einem Ziéle zugeleitet zu werden, Und dies Ziel
1ot nicht der Tod, sondern dag Ieben. Dies escha-
tologlache Ziel 18t nun schon in der Frotalggie
vorgablldet ix Bllde des Lebensbaumes . « »

4 in the New Teatoment, thlis eschatologleal dialectic glves
an athical 844 religlous lmpeivus ho iife. Thls understanding
of tho radieal naturo of ovil and the resnlient wrath of God
constantly inelted the 01ld Testement belisver tc righisous-
ness of living and condemnation of evil., TFichwedt had asen
this very claarly (end he alse glves due credit %o the doo-
trine of God's wrath):
Tndem nber Risses Endzmiel der Gesghishte zngleich als

Neuschoepfung cherekterisiert wird, besteetigt es
srundsastrlich wd ondgueliiz dle Jalfragestellung

Frngt Sellin, Theolozie des Alten Teshemenis (Leipzig:
Quelle & Meyer, 18337, D. %6.

80tto Prokseh, Th§%1§§1° des Alten Testements (Guetersloh:

C. Bertelemann Veriag, . s Ta 700,
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der gegenwaertigen Wirklichkeit aus der neuen
Gottesgewisshelt heraus und zieht den unueberschreit=
baren Graben zwischen diesem und dem Kommenden Ason.
Der Blick ueber die scharfe Grenzlinie hinaus be-
fashigtzwar zum Ertragen der unvollkommenen CGegen=
wart, lsesst aber nie elne traege Beruhigung bel
dem nun einmal Gegebenen zu, sondern draengt immer
wieder zur unbeugsamen Kritik an lhrer Unvollkommen=
heit und zu- jener steten Bereitschaft, aus ihr
auszuziehen, um mit allen Kraeften der-bleibenden
Dageinsordnung sigh entgegenzustrecken, die CGottes
Zusage verbuergt.

As we indicated in the previous chapter, the specific
religious starting point of this consistent certitude through-
out the 014 Testament was the covenant.® This ecovenant con-
sisted not only in commandment, but also in promise (Gen, 17).
It stated the destiny of the chosen people, which all 014
Testament eschatology depicts. Proksch states this bsauti-
fully:

Dag Abnungsvermoegen, das den Schwerpunkt des

nationalen Lebens nicht in der Gegenwart, sondern

in der Zunkunft susht, das waehrend des Gesamtablaufs

der Gesehichte Israels unveraendert bleibt, hasngt

letzlich mit dem spezifischen Zukunftsglaubgn

zugsammen, der im Erwashlungsgedanken llegt.

This "Zlelstrebend” stamp is to be found literally every-

where in the 01d Testament. The present good is to be re-

4 - des-Alten Testaments
Walther Eichrodt, Theologie des
(Berlin: EVangelisehe'Vbrlagsanstalt, 1950), I, DPe 194,

Saven many severe literary eritics of the 0ld Testament

conceded this basic covenantal character of the Hebrew re=-

s 3 . as interesting that many
ligion, - It has always struck us it thig iyl

Karl Budde, appe
ﬁﬁétégzénggilfgiﬂgough denyiné its rerelatignieggafxgigin
why Israelite religion developed and other tznoes
did not, in spite of more favorable circums "

9Prokseh, op. Gib., Do 582,
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placed by the better, Even though Cod has instituted the
pregent institutions and revealed the present tenets of
their religion, these 2ll have a clear "not yet" written upon
them, Each new historical development only mekes this "ot
yet" stand out more clearly, As in the wilderness; there is
no time to stop and bulld homes, but God's people must march
on toward that which has been promised, The final goal; for
which everything on earth has been created; is finally evi-

dent "in ginem jenseits der irdischen Linie liegenden
Gemeinsehaftsverhaeltnis® 10 The:very orgenization of

Igrael's history in the 01d Testament books as Heilgogeschichte

characterizes past, present,/and future as mere unfoldings
of the vlan which God had from the beginning, Even the mono~
tonous genealogies; which gseem at first to be eschatological-
ly irrelevant; are "ein tiefer Ausdruck der Erkenntnis von
dem Uranfens an Konstenter Hellsverhaeltnis zwischen Gott
und seinem Volk".'* |

Creation itself 1s an eschatological oonqept. No one
preached this more clearly thgn Deuterclisaiah, for God is the
first end the last (Is, 44;6)- "Dess Cott der Schioepfer der
Wlelt igt, besagh dass er die sanze Zeit, alle Zalten be-

herrschend und gestaltend, zielsetze-3 und vollendend, ufasst”.

10%ighrodt, op. gibe, pe 2L

N1vid,, pe 22

lBLudwi Koehl ' Thenlogie des Alten Testements
(Tuebingen: J. C. B, Mohr, 1947), D. 7&.
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The end corresponds almost perfectly to the beginning, and
what Intervenes -~ that 1s, earthly history -- is only a

Zwischenspiel. ". . .die Schoepfunz igt das beginnende

Gegohehnis In einer Reihe von Gegohehnissen, welehe miteinander

eine fest umgrenzie Wsltzelt zgl;gggggg".ls The "very good"
of the first Peradise corresponds to the "all-glorious® of

tha latter ome. The MVof oreation will resppesr with the
new covenant (Jer, 32, 42) and with the woclamation of the
Evangelist (Is. 52,7). Hence undouvbtedly stem the prophetic
pictures of the Tierfrieden, the waters of life (Ps, 46;

Eze, 4?; etc.); and others, > Yet we need Eichrodt's caution:

« » o Morkzolchen, dass mit der Wslt der Zukunfi, die
hier ersteht, nicht das Resultat elner natuerlichen
rdisghen En%wicklung, sondern dle schoepfungsmaessige
Unwandlung der Weglt durch Einbruech neuer gottgemaesser
Wirkliehkeiten gemeint ist . . . Nicht also ob damit
die Endgeschichte in einen Indmythus aufgeloest wuerde;
die Beziehung zu den in dexr Geschicte gestalteten
personhariten Geme1nignaftsverhaelt-nissen bleidbt
start und lebendig.

A1l the individual features of 0ld Testament theology,

131hid,

L4 cse we shell-study in greater detail in Chapter VI.
It was Hugo Gressmann; whose special interest wes comparative
Hear Bastern religlon, who made a most complete study of this
field., Ee has shown indisputably -= although not withoub

considerable exaggeration -~ how parallel Jewish eschatological

and Messianice thought often was to contemporary religious
phenomena, =-- That the Old Tegtement used mythological illus=-
trations to enliven its homiletics need not disturb us, nor
does that indicate that the sacred writers belleved those
stories to be btrue. We toc use knovn fables %o illustrate

religious truths,.

lsEiohrodt, op. cit., pe 194,

R L L BT G T
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the way in whi?h God deals with man and the way in whieh man
should respond, aceordingly have an eschatological corientation,
God's love and mersy for His people diq nct express itself
most fully in individual aets of grese, but rather in the
sovenanted rromise to deliver His weople from ths bondage of
this world. No onc expresses this in more beautiful language
than Deutercisalal, Forgiveness; eround wihich &1l religious

iife centers, ls finally sschatclogical tco, Scmetimes this

is viewed in a rituelistic framework {esp. BEze, 40-48), but
more orten the prophets view it a2s a pinmpie metter of repent-
ance and grace, Repentance alweys ineludes & deslire for un=-
broken communion with God aad aac“lindividual act ¢f forgive~
ness is a pronise and pledge of it.e Gecd's Justice (?hich is
often paralleled with grasce and forgivencss: Pg, 31,2;
48;10f.; 51;16; 85,11; 103,17; ste.} will ultimetely triumph,®
He Himself will plead their cause {so often in Deuteroisaiah);
the final judgment upon the wicked will vindicate the cause
of the rightoous once and for all, Here the present oonflict
between the individual's fate and the course of world events
will be resolved; and the paradoxiesl unity of judgment and
arace will begome ¢lear, This truth finds its most grofound
and most beautiful expression ageain in Denteroisaiah, in the

hymns celebrating the vicarious suffering of the Servent.l?

®mid., pp. 118-26,

7 ide, p.l&é.
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Eichrodt summarizes all this niecely in the conclusiontp his

chapter on "Jegsen deg Bundesgotteg™:

Aber gerade durch dlcse Zugammenfeogsung aller
Zinzelmomente des irdischen Lebens in einen

grossen Sghuldzusammerhang, der die Verbindung

mit Gott zerrelsst und die Mensehhelt In die
Gottesg-ferne schleudsrt, offenbart sich die
freiwiliige goettliche Selbstbindung als eine alle
menschliohen Masse neherschreitende und alle mensghe
lichen Kategorien dex Vergeltung sprengende o « .~

Before we make owr own attempt now to sketech the manner

=~
)

in which Hebrew eschatology developed in its historical aetting;
we should first note the gulding principles whiech leading schools
of criticism since Wellhausen have followed in their eritiques
of the subjeot, MNaturally a new estimation of the development
of eschetology accompenied the radigal yevision of the tradi-
tional 01d Testament ciwonology, whigh Wellhsusianism propound-
ed, The basioc thesis of this school was thet pre-exilie
prophets were capable of only an Unhellseschatolopia. Acoord-
insly; all Messiani¢ prophecies or predictions of bliss were
condemned as postexilie interpolations. The whole ritual of
the priestiy code and the final redaction of the Pentateuch
were then supposed to have been motivated by = desire %o

hasten the coming of the kingdom of Gﬂd.lg

Tt was OGunkel who first questicned this thesis‘in 1895

with his Sghoepfuns und Chaos in Urzell und fndgelt, and de-

81hid., p. 141,
19g¢, August Von Gall's very "orthodox"™ exposition of the

Wellhausian thesis in his Basileia tou Theou (Heldslberg!:
Carl Winter®s Universitaetaﬁucﬁﬂandiﬁﬁg. I9§6). pp. 190 £f,
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rived the whole esgchatologleal franmework of tha 01d Testa-
nent fram the Babylonian ereation myth, thus indicating its

pozsidble grevt untigquity. OCregsmann thenr in 1905 in his

Ursprung Ger isrselitischon-juedischen Bagihn tolopie end

agalin in his posthumous Dex Mesgizs (1929) paingtalkingly

]

howed how each Messlanle and eschatologleal fezture in the
01d Testowment had its perallels witi other lzar Eastern
rituals and legenﬁs.za ¥While has agreed with Gunkel that the
eschetology of bllse did not have as indigenons a »ing to
it as the cpposite, it too (as Amos 3,18 indicated) must
have flourishsd long befors the exile, We lat hix spsek for
himsslf:
Die Selbotverstesndlichlelt ebsr, mit der var-denm
Heil eine Zelt des Unkells vorausgesstzt wlrd, und
ungekehrt « . , kenn npur auf alie Traditionen
zurueckgefushrt werden, So-zeigt sich sghon hiex
im Elngeng der Untersuchuns, dass die Propheten von
Ueberlieferungen'ughaengig 8ind, diea sis nicht selbdst
geschaffen haben .2
Mowinckel's revision of the Wellhausien assumptions was
even more radical, and his views; in spite of all sorts of
eriticisms, still dasinate scholarly thought on the subjeot

today. Beginning with Gunkel's gtudy of the Thronbesteigungs=-

200na of the basic defects of the whole Wellhausion system
had been i%s ralve asswapbion, with which Gunkel and Gressmann
soeeifically btaks igsue, that Hebrew religion had developed
in relative oultural and religious lsolatlon {(pariicuiarly
evident in Wellhausen's manifesto, Reste arablschen Heidentums).
Subsequent arghasological discoveries, parcioular, nave
all bui domolished that agsumption,

2lﬂug Gresamann, Der Megsies (Goettingen: Vandenhoeok
& Rupreehs, 1929), pe 7ile
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psaluen, he insists thet these ars parallel %o the Babylonian
New Year Festival of the aceesaion of Marduk. Thene psaing
were originaily cul?io hymus of pralse to Jabwe; who annugily
made all Bhings new, repeating his ;rimardial triuwuph over
chacs, Those who participuted In ths festival exparicnesd
anew Jehwe'ls asts of greace through the sncrumental mediation
of thw Asnclinted king. Isracl's Journey "wom Exiebnig zuy
HoCfuuna" became the shibboleth of his whols resonstruction.
ol cwohutology. The festlval {later split intc the three
mejor festivals of Tudelsam)esme to peoelaim a Poture instsad
of 2 present solvation, The Ancinted was o longst the rog-
nant king, bui the eschabologloal Masslsh., JTohwe's final de-
feat of the foress of chzaow was not past {(rs the nation's
‘

miserable political fortumes vproved), hut future, We let
Mowinekel stete hls thesis for himself:

Di¢-Egohatologle 1st daduroh entstenden, dass aslles

daa, was man urspruenzglieh als unmittelbare, sich im

Lauf's des Jahrss verwirklichenie Folgsn der im Xulte

erlebien alljaenhrlischen Thrombesteigung Jahwaes

erwartete, in eine untestimutes Zukunft hinsusgeschoben

wurde, als etwas das "einmal" kommen werde, wenn Jahwa

seinen Thron zun lebziten Male endgueltiz hesteigt, o » 2

Mowincksl criticized Gregsmann for mersly studeing the
orizing of individual features in the eschatology without

finding eny single souree which synthesizad thexm all.35

.

zasigmnna Mowinckel, “Psalmenstudien II, Dss Taron- -
besteizungzfest Yshwaes und der Ursprung dex Bschatolozia®,

Skrifter utgit ay ¥ Qngggp%ggggggggg,- Krigtiania (A, W,
rreggers Hoktrykkerl, 192d), D. &: f%Q
231hid., pe 281,
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This synthesis Mowinckel of course found in the ancient New
Year ritual, whose essential features were now reproduced in
eschatology: dJehwe's kingship, deliverance from enemies, a
new creation, a divinely appointed ruler, eto. The nrophets
it even heterogeneous features of thelr eschatology into
$his theme.zé Contrary to Wellhausen, Unhellsegchatologie
was secondary, because in the Pegbival the defeat of enemies
wes only subsidiary to the theophany of grace.2? In parti=
ocular, this scheme did enable Mowinckel to see e¢learly, for
the first time in ¢ritical cireles, the intrinsic unity of
Heil and Unheil in eschatology!

Das ist kein sekundaerer, geschwelge denn ein durch

spactere literarische Interpolationen entstandsner

Zug, wie biswellen die aelters Kritik nach Wellhausen

anzunehmen schisn, sondern etwas ganz Urspruengliches,

Der Thronbesteigungstag Jahwaes bringt Unheil ueber

Israels Feinde und Hell ueber Israel, dgg 8ind wvon

jeher die beiden Momente der Erwartung.

All sorts of eriticisms have been leveled at Mowlnckel's
brilliant thesis and some modifications have been acoapted,B?
but in general he still holds the Tield securely. (While
Mowinckel®s brillient arguments, lucid style, and patient

assemblage of evidence cannot but impress us, our chief doubt

24 i
Ridc' Pa 312,

251bid,, ps 246,

81pid., pe 263,

27For a sunmary of recent opinion, see G. W. Andsrson

"Hebyew Religion®, The 014 Tastament and Modern Study, edited
by H, H. Row%%y (6x¥orat OI&renﬁbn Press:"IggI)

s DPe 283=309.
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lies in the fact that not a bit of dirvect evidense for the \

thesis can he found in the 014 Testament ltself. Furtharmore;i

the idea of an annuslly reappearing deity hardly sounds to .

us lik? Jahwe; if the Babylonien festival was copied in Israél
at all, it must have undergone & mush more radical revision

to harmonize it with the basic tenets of Jahwism than Mowingkel
indicates, )

Ae must now attenpt to trace for ouvrselwes the way in
which eschatology developed under the guidance of the great
religious leaders of the Jewish peopla; &g this is indicated
in the 01& Testament 1tself.%® Of couwrse, just like the New
Testament; the Cld is not maraly'history; butb preaohing; or
witness to a message., Its historigal sections are subservient
to its kerygmatiec aims, As such it 1s less concerned with
elther origins or development in history. Its emphasis is
rather on the revelation side of the history-revelation
paradox, As we noted before, it congistently derives escha-
ﬁology; like other dootrines, from the nature of Jahwe and
from the covenant which He ha§ graeciously made with His
people,: Yet as the historien, on his side of the p§radox
studies the evidence which the 014 Testament yilelds, he must

note a certain progression in detail and elerity of original

idea,

2BHere we are making noeffort to pursue the eschatologles

of the various sehools (J, B, P, D, eto.}, not only because
the exact content of each'vaéieé widely with each literary
oritie, but also because of our deep skepticlsm about the

whole hypothesis,.
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Cur investigation here will be limited to the prephetis
books, Thie is not simply to disregard the sarlier yrcphaoieg;
whish the church has usually regavded as Hesslanio, However;
any satisfactory invegtigation of tlese pasgages would in-
evitably involve us in & host of complex isagogiocsl and exe-
getleal problems, which spece forbids us te enter upon here,
Furthermore, because of their orasular nature, it is not al-
ways olear to what extent theas early prophegies asgtually
iliuvminate or illustrute the pro«prophetic sachatologlcal
hopes of the Israelites,

Eichrc&ﬁ; togevher with the present trend, tries to iso~
lete an eschatology of “Negiiamggﬁ; that ls, of ths probably
cult-based (so especially Mowinckel) "souns of the propheis”
in the days before literary p?OPhetism.' As evidence, he em~
ploys passages like II Sem, 7, B-163; 23, 1-7; Ps.'a; 453 1103
fmos 5; 18,,29 At any rate; fmos §, 18 does prove, &8 Gressmann
gould not repeat too oftan; thet & definite popular eschatology
was exbant well before that prophet's time., The popular mind
had taken Seriously only the "eschatology of bliss" and had
perverted it into en expression of naticnalistic pride. While
Amos @id not deny this "eschatology of bliss" it was one of
his ohief taskg to inslst that Israe% take the "eschatology
of woe™ just as seriously for itself, and that all eschato-

logy was of the deepest ethical significance. (We see no cam-

2953 oh rodt, ops 8ite, Pe 193.
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pelling reason Yo doubt the genuineness of the Hellsegohato-
Aogie or Messlanic prophecies ia sitlier Amos ¢r any other
oi' the pre-exiile prophets. ) as Tar s we oam datexmine;
Amos set Lhe pacc? in his preachment of eschutology; whickh
all the propuets, even those after the Ixile %o some ex'be;nt;
Tollowed, His forgeful deseription of a Y1 U "instead of &
219 ' remalned very vivid; even 1n the New Testaﬁent.
His fsarful portrayeis of the remnant {sce 3;12 and 6 ;10)
were expunded or adapied by later propha‘us; egpecially
Isaish, We may mention a few other emphases of his wihich
became typlcal of prophetism's outlook: (l)_his unequivocal
cendemnation of any optimisvic ovolutionlism In history;
(2) his penetrating view of history; Geriohtsgeschichte was
&% the same time ggi.;gﬁgsohighte;so and {(3) his agsumption
that Israel's future was sontained in the ancient sovenant
with L*‘e,h'.':e; which must be interpreted eschetologicaliy. ‘
Furthermore; imos’ semi-apocealyptic visions and pio{:ures,
if they did not £ind their first expression in Amos, are
certainly paralleled in every prcphet after him.

It does not serve our purpose here to investigate in
detail the contributions and ?ar%aticns'of the other pre~-
exilic wivor prophets. In Jonah, Nshum, end Hebbakuk (ex=
cept perhaps the theophany of Chapter 3) there is no explicit
eschatology. Mieah and Obadiah parallel #Amos in their

30Eichrodt, op. git., Do 438,



49

egsential featuves., Hosea spends relatively little time on

eschatology vroper, but preAches "Jahves nimmermusde &ggggPSI
anéd aternal faithfulness %o His cowvenant in a way that is
vory signiflcent for the total prophetic viewpoint. In Josl
and Zephanlah; on the other hand, eschatology almost fades .
into apocalyptic, very likely the beginning of a movement ‘
that would later dominate the scene.

The eschatology of Isaiash is of much more significance.
(In our discusslon of higtorical development, we are distin-
guishing Igalsh and Deuteroisaiah, In spite of many obvious
parallels hetween the two; Deuteroisaiah un?eniably represents
a much later historical context than Isalah, irrvespective of
whether this was due to prophesy or contemporaneity.) The
prophet's eall geve his ministry an escha tologioal eoloring /
which is obwvious in almost every verse; in fact, Isaiah & is
a perfect summayy of that prophet's message, Commenting on
that chaptsr; Proksch writes well:

Der Prophet erwartet den Anbruch der neven Jell;
mitten in der Cesohichte nimmt sie ihren Anfang, in
der Gegenwart nur dem pneumatischen Auge sichibar,
Wie des Licht am ersten Sshoepfungstage durchbrach
und die Pinsternis ueberwand, so bricht mit Jahwes
Ferrlishkelt éas Licht der nsuen chgepfung an, in
deren Morgengrau der Prophet steht.

Pragtically every mejor section is introduced by the technical
phrase, "in that day", which definitely stamps it as escha=-

311'015.. PO 245, . ’
3%npokseh, 0p. Glte, Dy 429




50

tological, The "Massahs™ of ghs. 13-23 &re emong the olear=-
eat examples of Unhellsesochatologie to be found anywhere;
other ohapters of the book apply the same message to Israel
itaelf, The apocalypse of chs, 24-27 is an original work of
the highest sort, It 1ls a moot question whether it was
Izaleh or Dgutarolssiah who smployed the greater variety of
figures; we mentican only a faw,of the rormc?‘s hera: the
rcct, the banuer; the watohman, ths highway, the purificatory
flane, the constant 1ligh bwﬂa*nuBES antlishesis, and so on al-
mest ad- infinltun. Howewer, 1T 1s the faot that Jaawe is

that, £inally gives tihis propheey 1ts Zigenartigikoeit,

Beeause Tahwe 18 holy, His now sinful people umust bs holy

!...r

t09; tha®d 1s the goal of history; and both grace and judgment
move relantlesnaly toward that goal,

her devolopment 1o evident algo in Jeremiah, The
laghrymose charachny of his whole outlook alsc affects his
gachotology. Jerusalea's ingviteble fata wasg but & pralude

to the destruction of the worid; "dls Schauer des mundud

advesperageens 'mgeben ihn wunﬁerbar".55 Gndts lova hag
been Cpurncd; ond Jereminh deseribas His resultant wrath

in the blackest of terms., Yet God's love has not bdesn fruse
trated; in 4 new acon with & new covenand He will stlll
aggonplish Hiz purpesss. XNe one proclaima.this "nonergism"

of divine gracs more slearly than Jeremish, becauss he =ees

’

.IU:“ ’-. ,,}0 “01'

BB,
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that everything 1s finally eschatological in ohaxmter.s4

Fzekiel, by way of contrast, is a much more controversial

and much more perplexing figure, The stupefying reality of
the Exile, on the one hand, enables him to depiet Judgment
in most appalling vividnesa; but; on the other hand; forees
a radical revision; almost into the apoealyptic; of Israel's
previous Heilgeschatologie, In raot; from Ezekiel on it
becomes inereasingly difficult to distinguish the eschato-
logical from the apocalyptioc. Hzekiel's emphasis on a re=- :
vived temple ritual (echs. 40-4@) and his Vergeltungstheorie,
while not without significance, are somewhat tributary to
the mainstream of Israel's eschatological development.

The most towering eschatologieal figure in the whole
succession of prophets is Deuteroisaiah, It is doubtful if /
there is a single verse in his whole prophecy which is not /
eschatology pure and simple. His prophecies are sither (
eschatology or nonsense; he was either describing the new oA
ason or he was & raving chauvinist. It 1s hardly an exag-
geration to sssert that all prev19us prophetic thought re-
ceives its final Auspraegung heve, and what follows is
largely pale afterglow. Combine this with Deutercisaiah's
unexeelled literary talents, and one can hardly do better

than simply to advise the reading of his book to learn his

eschatologye

34gichrodt., ops git. P. 133,
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Central in hls thought 1s the kingship of Jahwe. Pre-
vious prophets had avolded this figure; probably begause of
i%s simlleyity to pagan usages and abuses in popular customs.
Deunteroigaiah rehabilitated the old tem; but applied i% in
an entirely new way: God's kingship simply meant the new
aeon, DBecause it was not empirical at all; it oould best be
deseribed aoc?rding to Eichrodt in terms of the ancient
creation myth, to which it e:to::'z'rs:apcmdeui.:"5 Just because’
Jahwe was ¢)7pand the universe was not; the goal of history
was a Wawvy KTims o in which the sinful mywm had passed
away., Deuteroise'liah'a opening manifasto; "Yerbum Dei manet
in aeternum” (40,8): wag the oft-repeated assurance that all
God's old promisas; ocentering in the covenant, would not
attain their zoal until Jahwe again revealed His gloty to
all flesh and Himself became their Redeemer and/or allowed
His Servant to die for them, Proksech writes: "Wie 4xq9¢» 1P
Jegajas Praes , 50 18t snq0" 437 Deuteroisajehts Eigentum".%®

Mowinekel is certain that Deuterolsalah®s whole scheme |
is nothing but an inept revision of the old W
Hany of the featurss of the enthronement festival are certain—
ly present here: +the dispensing of grace whe‘n Jahwe enters '
-Terusalem; the procession following the king, the return of
captives; the judgment of nations as Jahwe sits on the

4

®S1p14., p. 195

38ppoksch, Op. ol De 2244
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throne, elce. W Yet Mowinckel is eerteinly too harsh in his
disparagement of Deuterclseilah's originality:

Die verschledenen Ideen Licgen bei ihm ueberhaupth
kaleidoskoposoh umeinander gewuerfelt vor, Er gibt-

nie zussmmenhaengends eschatologische Sshilderungsn
sondern deutet lmmer nur vorhandens, laengst bekannﬁe,
gewlssermassen dogmatisch fixlsrte Idean an; er gibt
gelezentliche lyrische Variationen der bekannten

Themata und Vorstellungen, deren organischer Zusammen=-
hang innerhalf eines gasohlossenen Dramas ihm kaum be-
wusst ieb und aus seinen Gedichten kaum haette erschlossen
verden koennen. Er is somit kein Schoepfer der Gedanken;
original ist er nur in seiner Theodizes, die persoenlich
erlebt und errungen ist, und diesgr in der Gestalt des
Gotteskneehts nlsdergelegt hat,

Eichrodt is more generous:
Hier ist zwelfellos aus dem slten Gottkoenigsgedanken
etwas Neues geworden, die ihm anhaftenden Haengel
sind veberwunden dadurch dass er von der Sphaere des

Kultus geloest und mit dem Gedanken der Weltreligion
untrennbar verknuepft wird.S®

LPter Deuteroisaieh and to a large extent dependent upon
him; all prophecy stands entirely in an eschatological light.
The return of the Diaspora in the Hellszeit continues to be
2 dominant theme; "gie ist ihr Introitus und bleibt ihr
Eigg;g".*o The rebuilding of the temple and reinstitution
of the cultus "kenn pur etwes Yorlauefiges sein und hat
ihren Sinn picht in sloh selbst, sondern als Eindeutung suf
die kommende Vollendung",4l This is clear upon the first

37Mowingkel, ope git., ppe. 240-96,
38Ibid., p. 289, |

39Eich:f:'oc‘.lt, op. git., p. 92,
40yon Gell, op. eit., pe 214,
41"1cnme.t, op. gitie, P 195.
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reading of Haggai, Zechariah; and Malachi. Zechariah is
almost entirely apocalyptic in character; eand even many of
the anclent snthropomorphisms reappear (ef. Zech, 14;4).
Jahwe no longer works Hiswath through the nationa; bub
through the "myjhischen Schreeken" (Cressmann).?® Up-
heilgeschatologle for Israel slmost completely disappears,
Thoughts of judgment; of the day of Jahwe; eth; yield to
gn inoreasing emphasis on the kingdcm; which now becomes
expliaiﬁﬁ'Masslanie45 {Zochariah compered him to Zerubbabel);
as well as increasingly universalistic (esps Malaohi); a
fitting transition $o the New Testament .

The eschatology of the wisdom 11terature; such as it -
is, poses perplexing problems all its own: Here there is no
systematized Messianio belief; no expeoctation of a great
world-rulsz (but only of a modeet king); no fear that the
end of this aeon is imminent.%* Proksch writasf

Bine Essnatologle fehlt der Spruchweishelit, worin

oie sioh aufs staerkste von der Prophetie untersoheidet,

Weder dle nationale noch die persocenliche Zukunft wird

in einer Janseiyi§ep4§elt gesucht; die Weisheitsiehre

ist ganz dlesselitig.
Von Gall; who Iinsists thot practically all Jewlsh eschatology

4200n Gall, op. it., D+ 224,

43g¢e R, H; Charles, A Oritical Hggto§x of the Dogtrine
of a Future iif; in Israéif In Judaism, 'end in dﬁffétianfi
TTondon: Adam and Gherles Blaok, 1899 ), Dpe 108 ff.
M £ " .l.,
T, K. Cheyne, Jewish Religious L after the Ixile
(New York: The kni 1@%7@1%8719%{-?,7{. Ao

4‘51:1“01‘:3011, Che ciE,o, Pe 401,
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eomes from Persla, loves to gloat over lts absence in the
wisdom literaturs, whieh proves te hiz sgatisfaction that it
was basically alien To the IHebrew genlus and not a part of
Hebrew theology until the age of Dariusg, s suumarizes glee-
fully:
Men ssh, dezsg nichts so helss gegessen wurds, wie es
gexoeht wap, Man hatte sich laengst eine gewisse
praktische, nuechterne lebensbetraghtung aengeeignet,
die allies nahm, wle es kem, und sioh ueber nichts
mehr wunderte, Em war ein rationalistischer
Muetzlichkeitastandpunkt, aber man fuhr auesserlich
gut dsbel, Man lebte fromm dehin, erfuellte Gottes
Gebote, es ging einem ja gut dabel; . . Dissen Leuten
igt lhre praktische Lebensweisheit, lhre angewandte
Religion brauchbarer als die ignze Eschatologie, die
dogh immer enttauescht hatte.
To be sure, we must ~dmit that its ebsence here does raise
questions, and does lend welght to the view that a once-
copious Hebrew literature was later severely edited from an

eschatological viewpoint, Probably we find here the same
gontrasting viewnoints that ore represented by the Pharisees
and Saducees in the New Testeamemnt.

Finally; we must take some note of the aposalyptic litera=-
ture; although this is a study of its own. We have already
noted that there are apooalyptic elements and features in
all the prophets; and that these become inersasingly prominent
in post-exiliec times., In many ways, Joel especially stands

: 47
more in the apocelyptie thap in the prophetie tradition.

46yon Gall, op. gibe, DPe 258=9,

47Hugo Gresamann Qg;‘Urggggﬁg der ;%gaelitigoh- uedisch
Esogatolagie {Goattinéan: andaenhcoeck & Ruprecht, 1903}, Pe.
93, See also Charles, op. git. pp. 118-20,
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Ezekiel 1s strongly aposalyptis in tonse; and In Zechariah 1t
becomes aominant.48 As Prokach woll notes, it 15 easier to
distinguish betwsen the spcecalyptist znd the prophet than

49

between apocalyptic and prophetic. Nevercheless, we may

well note here some of the chief features of the apocalyptic?
(1) 1t is not developed out of hiatory {hence later often ’
wag pseudepigraphical); but eomes down fyoem heaven; it ig
nore Heltbehrashtune than Gesehichtshetyashtuge;™ (2) 1%
divides the world strietly into two redieslly different
asons, a Digsgeits and a Jenggits, and the former is totally
irrelevant; it is entirely transcendental in tone; (3) in-
ereasing emphasis on Messienic mediation {ef. Son of Man in |
Daniel); and (4) inereasing emphesis on the dcotrines of |
lmmortality, resurrection, ete, :

Many other features or modifications, some of which are
prominent in the New Teatamant; might be 1neluded here, i?

we extended our study to the lnter~testemental literature,

By, is not our business to discuss here the dogmatioc
agsertion that apocalyptie proper dces not antedate lMaccabean
times., Suffice it %o gsey that its oconslgtent appearance in
all the prophetic literature, imcluding larger seotions such
as Is, 24-27, renders that assumption net so self-svident at
all, We believe thabt apocalyptic should be oconsidered not
so much in gontrast to as a natural, logigcal development from
prophetism. On the other hand; regardless of how we date
Daniel, the Isianie apocalypse, etc., thess sectlons do
conatitute an Ligernart, which we may well discuss by them-
solves or in conneption with the large non-ganonieal apocalyptioc
li‘bﬂ.’(’&tura.

49prorach, ope glbie, De 207,
5Orpia., p. 408.
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~but at this point the 0ld Testement gtops. However, via

just that extra-canoniecal litersturs, the apcaealyptic of

the 014 Testement does provide the link In God's own cnroll-
ing of history towerd the "fulness of tima*, betveen tho two
togtaments. In the next chapter now, we must retrage our
gteps and study what wasg speoifically Mezsianiec in this escha=-

tologienl development.

i
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CHAPTER IV
THE ORIGINS AND DEVELOPHENT OF MESSIANISM

We have already indicated in the last chapter what
distinetion we are making in this thesis between eschatology
and Messjianisms, The former is the broader of the two terms
and includes the latter. The Megslanle idea 1s really onlyv
one feature of Jewish eschatology before the time of Christ.
The entire sixth chapter of this thesis will be devoted to
e specinl study of various other features. However,
liessianiam well deserves speciel attention here, not only
because 1t hag often been confused with other things whieh
are not a part of 1t, but also because of its pivotal posi=-
tion in the Hew Testament®s interpretation of the 0ld.

First of all, we must repeat a few of the basic judg-
ments which we enunciated in our first chapter. We bellieve
that its judgments ("judgments", that 1s, to the historian;
"truths™ to the believer) are freguently theclogleal and
homiletical rather than exegetical, We believe that the
New Testament did to the 0ld what every Christien preacher
still must do: it interpreted the Incomplete in terms of
the Complete and applied both to its time in terms it could
understand.

Probably nowhere is this difference between what the Old

Testament says and how the New interdrets it more evident
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than in the doctrine of the Megsiah, Not that the New mis-
interprets the 01d! Rather it makes an historlcal evaluation :
of its past history from a speoifically theologlecal viewpoints
or, from the standpoint of faith, it completes what had con-
sciously been left Incomplete, Henee, it calls things | -
"Messianio” whieh the Old Testament does not, It synthesizes
into One what had been mersly varying expressions of an under-
lying hope,

If we then simply take the 0ld Testament for what it says,
we find that the concept of the Messiah as such is not so |
prominent as is usually thought. Far more often it is Jahwe
who does the acting Himself without mention of a mediator:

He is Israel’s Redeemer, He will destroy Israel's enemies,
He will still be supreme in the new ason, ete, Even Sellin
afmis this:

Tm allgemeinen wird sieh sagen lassen, dass die

grundsaetzliche Auffassung der alttestamentlichen

Religzion die ist. Gott selbst werde an selnem

Tage kommen und seine Koenigsherrschaft antreten,

dass aber bei vereinzelten Propheten und in einzelnen

Perioden diese Hoffnung die Gestalt angenommen hat,

dass der ueberweltliche Gott, der dem menschlichen

Auge unzugeenglioch ist, seine kuenftige Herrschaft

auf Erden durch eine nach seinem Bilde geschaffene

menschliche Persoenlichkeit, durch einen wunderbaren

irdischen Koenig als seinen Stellvertreier und

Reparesentanten werden @ususben lassen.

In the 01d Testament "Messiah" is primarily a title of

honor with a wide application, even to thepatrigrohs in Ps,
105, 15 and to the heathen king Cyrus in Is, 45, l. Usually

lErnst Sellin, Theologle des Alten Tegtaments (Leipzig:)
Quelle und Meyer, 1933), p. 122,
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of oourae,'lt is an epithet of the king (I Sam. 2; 10;
I1 Sem, 22, 513 Pa. 18; 1), The fact that he has been
anointed means that he rules by divine appointment and per=
haps with‘divine prerogatives (I Sem, 24; 7e¢ 113 26; 9 £}
II Sam, 1, 14. 163 19; 223 Lam, 4;20). In post-exilic
literature the same term is applied to the high-pfiest as

ggiesterkoang.a

Various views have been held concerning the origins of
Messianism, Wellhausen; of couisa; who pratically identi=-
Tied eschatology with apoealyptic; summarily exocluded any
liegplanism from pre-exilic literaturs, It remained for Paul
VOlz; whom we have quoted approvingly on a few general pro=
blems above; to carry this principle adabsurdum, as Cressmann
hinself calls it,% Volz's method is extremely arbitrary and
shows the principles of literary criticism at their very worst.
Beginning with his stated purpose to prove "gggﬁ'glg_Messiasidee
dem Wesen des worexilischen Prophetismug fremd ist",” he
gimply exeides from the text whatever does not suit his pur-
poses, Thus he discovers what hes wanted to, name}y, that
"Ezeohiel ist der erste uns bekannte Jahweprophet, der die
Messiasidee vertritt";s although he is sure that even there

3qu (o Gressmann, Der Mesgiass (Goettingen: Vandenhoeck
und Rupreoht 1929), De Be

31nid., pe 16

4paul. Volz, Die ¥ S he Jahwepropheti %g_ der Messias
(Goettingen: Vandenhoeok und upreoﬁi 1897) D
SIbid., p Bl.
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it was & mere concession to popular hopes and alien to the
prophet's real outlook,

Again, as with eschatology in gsneral, it was Gunkel who
olainmed that the Megslanlo hope was an anclent oriental con-
ception, which the Jews, as umal, revised to fit their re-
ligion of the covenant, DMowinckel,as we should expeot, derives
the Megsianio ldea from the old enthronement festival:

Dag Korrelat zu djesem Gedarken vam Koenig als

Inkorporation der nationalen Gemeinde ist die Idee

van Xoenlig als Inkarnatlon des nationalen Gottes

e o oDer slchtbare Ausdruck dieser Eilnheit; dieserx

Verbindung zwishcen Gott und Volk im Bunde, ist

der goettliche Koenlg -~ in alter prashistorisscher

Zeit wohl der mit goettlichen Kraeften ausgestattets,

priesterliche und prophetische Funkgionen ausuebende

Hauaptling, dessen Typus Moses ist.

Brilliant as Mowinckel's exposition was, there have been many
complaints that it oversimplified too much. Bentzen, a Danish
scholar, hes bsen especially vocal in this direction, 4s the
title of his book indicates,’ he lsolates three strands in

the Messianie conoept: (1) the royal idec of the Messianie
king, the antitype of David; (2) the prophetic idea of a re=-
incarnate Moses, with emphasis on suffering; and (3) the
priestly (2) concept of the Son of Man, with emphasls on trans-
cendencs, In harmony with the general Scandinavian trend %o

lay great stress on mythie origlns, he proposes the Urmensch

851 zmund Mowinokel' #pPsalmenstudien. II, Das Thronbestei-
8ungsfes%mJahwaas und dér Ursprung der Eschatologle”, Skrifter

ggggglgg,Videnskaggselgkafeg 1 Kristiania (A, W, Brosggers
oktrykkeri, 19 ¢ Do 301a :

: ~-lioges redivivuo--Hiensohensohn
Aage Bentzen, Messias--lMoses red
(Zuerigh: Zwingliuﬁariﬁge, 1948},
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(in type and antitype the quintessence of manhood) as the
wifyving element for all three.

When we attempt now to draw our own conclusions of the
origins of Messlanism, we are immedlately confronted with all
sorts ol isagogical problems, In this ecase they are even
moye urgent than with eschatology prope:; ghlefly because of
those passages in the pre-prophetic literature which the
Christian chureh has almost always noted as "Messianic"; and
which it has often cited as justification for its hermeneutic
of the 01d Testement,

This is not the place to enter upon any detailed study
of these individusl pﬂssages, either exegetically or as %o
genuineness, Certainly, the case is not as gimple as both
sides ’nva often eclaimed., Undeniably, there 1s a fragmentary,
oracular, almost esoteric tone about the prophevies of the
Pentateuch. Nost of them are not cited by the New Testament
as Messisnie; in partioular 1s thils noteworthy in the case
of Gen., 3, 15; If these really were understood as "Messianiec
prophecies"; it is difficult to see how the rest of those
books could sontinue on in such an even tons, apparently un-
ruffled by such earth-ghaking revelatiogs. The ideas of a
vaticinim ex gventu and of a pia fraus, the stocks=-in-
trade of Wellhaugian oritioism, are repulsive to us. In
addition; we have no reason & priori to deny the possibility
of eschatological or even specifie Messiagic hopss long before

prophetism. Where the evidense is scanty, it is risky to be
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dogmatlic, We have alrsady noted that an eschatological pro-
mise was expllielt with the covenant., To make all these fea=-
tures the product of'a coterie of post-axilic rqligionists;
or something similar, besides ignoring what evidence there is;
bespeaks a naturalistic prejudice with which we have no sym-
pathy.

However, besldes the introdustory and exegeticel diffi-
eculties which they pose, our chief reason for not discussing
these earlier prophecies at greater length here is a2 result
of sur definition of terms. DBecause we are defining "Messianism®
(for purposes of investigation) in this thesls as essentially :
a Davidic construct; we ars treating %heae earliser prophecies
instead as Heilshoffn ; that is, eschatologi cel hopss. They
represent the sarliest netional end religious aspirations of
;he Isreelites: even Koenig deseribes them asg “§g;§g§;ggggugg
von Heuptwenduncen des Geschlohtsverlaufs”.® No doubt, they

(which was probably of great entiquity), thet of a yearning
for the return of the Urgelt.® As Jewish national life took
on a more definite; politieal (monarehial) charscter, its hopes
naturally agsuned that form too.

Most eommantators on the subjeet, regardless of viewpoint,

-

8 ¥ : 3 n des Alten ‘
Eduard Koenlg, Die Megailsnischen Vel ssagungen des
Testament (Stuttgard:Chr. %eiser A, G, Verlagsbuehhandlung, 1935),

P. éw
alther Eishrodb Theo;ogig g'Alten Testaments (Berlin:
Evangelische Verlagsanéta t, 199 )%QI, Phe S41-3,

.
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lay greet stress on IX fan, 7. Iven Volz oalls it "der

umitteibare Yorlhuvefor dos Meseoingelap ’bg_ng".m Xraus asseris:
1

4

"Disgeg Yort lgb wnehledtbar aps irsendwslohen yoellcischen }
y 4 3 1 5 4 # |
Woenachon odey Iman“.‘“l L8 an sxpliclt sddition $o Xowinckel's 1
S 1

2 Y,

thesla, Re azserts that tho old amphyetyonic delief in Jahwe |

&8 Xlng now altared itseld into the bellel that Jahwe had

|

chosen David and hls sueesssors as His representatives, Jahwe

now lobs Himaelf ba knowm through the davidida, as helrs of

12

Kathan's propheclss, Sinilarly Cressmann writes!

Dev Maesslas zollte wirkliek all dle frormen Wuensche
und Erwartungen erfuellen, dle man vam regleranden

Herrsahar hegbe; er zollte das wohr machsn, was ron
dem gg‘agemvaertisen Koenig hoechatens cum grano salls

PN 4 -

Gl v e
Beoounse David renresented the acme of the Hebraw monarchy,

ha, more then anyone else baesme the type and foundation of

'8

Measionie hopars, as the New Tastement too clearly testifies,
Yot caly the 1:5.*1“, but hia kingdom and his Hofatil were ideal-
-1zed. As we heve s:ee:s; in the popular mind this hope =2lways
permained more seevlar than rel izious, Bvidently it was Isaileh
who firet %took the politieal hopaa of the peop.?'.e and trans-

formad them into something endgueltiz, that is, sonmsthing truly

.

lo?e:'alz, o0 8i%., Do e

1lians Kraus, Die Koeni%gb.e%g gohaft Cottes im Alten Testament
(Tuebingen: J. C. B, Mohr, 19517, P. 9%

lgl@') DPe 93"?-
13y : der israelitisch-juedischen
o Gressmann, Der U;sgr%g der Hf % ‘
Esohato ggie (Goetting’en: andenhoeck und Ruprecht, s Ds
%......Lﬂ_. =
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and explicitly eschatologloal and spiritual for the first
time. Thus Froksch comnents:
8o hat Jesaia dem Messiasbilde seine reichsten Farben
und seine groesste Tiefe gegeben, in der es in die
Zelt der Erfuellung hineinleuchtet. Jesaia hat
Epoche gemacht. Die koenigliche Gegtalt, die er in
selnen mesgsianischen Bildern immey wieder entworfen

hm:(i isy aus der Huffnung Israels nicht wieder versch-
wunden

In the sene tone Mieah medintes (5;2) on the gontrast between
the king's humdle qrigins and his glorious agceamplishments,
Jeremiah (35; 5. ff, and 33; 151, ) beautifully summarizes the
work of David's descendant in the phrase, \T'PTY a)31”,
onﬂver no douvt all these ideas received a tremendous |
impetus, os;bclally in the popular mind, cnce the emnirioal

y
kingdom had been destroyed. This is evi@ent in Ezekielts |
becutiful propheeies of the second David, the ghaphera-kipg;
viro will guide end feed his people forever (34, 23-25; 37,
24-25), Ezekiel's words remain the clearest stat§msnt of ex=-
plicit Messianism in 21l the prophetic literature, in spite of
Volz'! insistence that Ezekiel is merely repeating whgt the
people want to heari® (a very un-Ezekelien picture!), and
Gresamann's assertion that his Messianic statements stand in
complete contradietion to his sacerdotal emphases elsewhere.l6

Ageordingly the almost complete abssnce of this theme from

otto Proksch, Theologie Q__ gg gestamggts (Guetersloh:
C. Bertelsmann Verlag, 19

lstlz, -0pe eit., D. 88,

Gressmann, Der Messias (op. oif. ), De 258,
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the wisdom literature calls for an explanatlon; but most dis-
turbing of all is its omdsa%én by Deuteroisaish, In spite of
his egphasis on the kingdom, it is always Jshwe Himself who
rules, not the Messiah (and 55;3 is no exgeption), Royal ex-
pressions‘of the theme are gtill domlinant% in Haggal and
Zeghariah, but now 1t evidently is Zerubbabel (or even Joshua)
instead of David, who is idealized (Hag, 2; 23; Zech, 4; 143
6; 13), This was of course the same ancient mrineiple of
identif ying the Messiah with the ruling figure; for a brief
moment Zerubbabel promlsed to be a second David,. '

In the rost-canonical era; after this hope faded, Jewish
thought on the Messiah; {86111 well in the Ezekiel-Zechariah
and perhaps Daniel tradition howave;) found it easy to take
the final step into the apocalyptic, where everything is
transcendenﬁalized;and all sorts ?f ancient mythologoumena
cluster about the heavenly figure,17 who is only vagusly re=-
ecognizable any more as the reincarnate David. Gressmenn is
undoubtedly c?rreet:

Fuer den, der das Alte Testament kennt, tut sich hier
eineneue Welt auf. Fast alles mutet lhn seltsan an.
Die Ideen der Eschatologie sind zwar bis zu elnem-‘ge-
wissen Grade dieselben geblieben, aber das Gewand, in
das sie gokleidet werden, ist fremd und eigenartig.
Ein Weltherrscher begesznet uns hler wie dort, aber
welche Verbindungslinie fuehrt von David Tger dem
Kneecht Jahwes zu dem fliegenden Menschen?

Thus it is clear what va:ioua.expressions of Messianie

hopes the 014 Tesbament makes, It was only in "the fulness of

M owinokel, gpe @ibe, Pe 305

18Gressmann, Der Megsias {(op. gibe), Pe 401
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him that filleth all in all” (Eph, 1; 23) that the goal of all
these varying desoriptions and often irreligious aspirations
becane c¢le=ar, Only in fhe fulness of time could the eye of
faith discern why in times past Jahwe Ssbaoth had anointed
wilcked and falthless kings over His peoplet ©o prepére the
world for Him who was anoix}ted to be King of kings-«"whose
kingdam shall have no end®.




CHAPTER V

THE BSCHATOLOGY OF THE PSAIMS

In no area of 014 Testanent sehclarship have such gone
tragting views bgen expressed asg in the interpretution of the
Psalms,* Indeed, most of the o0ld questions ceome to & head here;
Next to date of authorship; that of the presencs or absence of
eschatology hes been at the center of the discussion,

It will be clear from the outset 'chat; as one attempts to
determine the eschatology or messienism of the Psalter, the
Sehrifiprinzip with which he approaches.the whole task will be

much more de¢lisive than the exegesls of any one or group of
psalmg, While this ias true; of course, of the Seriptures in :
gensral; it is particularly obvious in the cage of tha Psalms,
which are not so capable of defending themselves as the pro-

phetie and historic writings.

Ever since the New Testamsnt {following the Jewish custom
of the time): conservative Christianity has of ten overemphasized
and exaggerated the Messianlic content of the Psalter {Theodore
of Mopsuestis is the only notable exeception). The allegorical

exegesis of the Middle Ages found no difficulty in making the

lFor a good summary of scholarlg thought on the psalter_
during the lgst twenty-five years and present opinionj with
special reference to Gunkel and Mowinokel, see A R, Johnson,

"The Psalms®, The 0%; Tegtament and Hbggig S s edited by
H, g. gowlgy'(ﬁiibr 1 agerengoﬁfpibssé 5 DPe 162-207.
Our disoussion here is partly dependent upon that essay.
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Pasalms &« gommentary, say, on St,. Paul; if not the very wordes
of Christ, COCnly a glance ot Luther's commentary on the Psalms 1
will show how very muoh he gtill stood wlthin that tradition. ]
In more rvecsnt times, Hengstemberg has been representative of |
this strictly Yessianle interpretation.s In slight contrast;
Joun Calvin was willing to admit that the psalms Iararred
originally to Israslite worship and Jewish kings; but, because
of the rhapsodlec languege employed and the heavenly attributes
agsipgned to the king, he too belleved that they were fulfilled
typlcally in Christ.s i

No Goubt in reaction to such v'ie\:za. and together with 1ts
gensral prejudloe against eschatology, the “'e]lhausen sehool
sunmarily assigned the psalmse to the Hasmonean age, where
their significance for the history of the Jewish religion was
negligible, The road back to a falir eveluation of the Psalter
began with Hermenn Gumcel; wno still, more than any other cne
ma-n; dominates the soene of Psalms-scholarship today. While
Gunkel denied neither a post-exilic origin nor an eschatologi=
cal meaning {a g¢elebration in antioeipatian of.a'ahwe's ultimate
rule over world powers) to many of the psalms, his basie {and
no doubt permansnt) contribution was his attempt to determine

the 8itz im Leben oi‘ the Psalms, ohlefly with respect to

Israel's own oultus, but also in connection with the religious

%36e Gustave Oehler, ga .eat t (Grand
Rapids? Zondervan Publishiug onse,
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life of the whole Near Basbe
In meny weys, Mowincksl's thesis is (and admittedly so)
merely e develogment of Cunkel's orlsinal hyvothesis: Fowever,
Mowinckel tekes expliecit exo&pﬁion to Gunkel's gpiritual or
ezchatologleal interpretation of the Pgalmse In his own words:
Gegen die esohatologische Isubung sind nun zZviel Heupte
bedenken geltend zu machen. Erstens, dass die Psalmen
wit kelnem Worte andenten; dags gle auf die feruere
Zukunft gehen wollen. Sle-haben tatsaechlich niohts
von dewm prophetlsohen S¢il; nie wird dureh prophetlsche
Einleltungsformeln angedeutet, dass hier etwa Prophetien
vorlasgen; nie verraet sich eine Spur von dem prophetischen
Selbgtbewusstsein, wie eine Andeutung von extatischem
Seheuen deg ¥uenfilgen Dinge: Kurz, Prophetien sind
sie niecht,
Rather, all the psalms were oultic in origin and cultic in
meaning. As was particularly evident in the cese of ths
Thronbegteigunzslieder, the psalms were expressive of sacra-
mental benefits the worshipper received by his pearticipation
in the festivel, Only after this ancient ritusl had died out
did these psalms recelve a futuristiec interpretation at the
hands of the Jewish congregations. Israel travelled "yom
Erlebnis zur Eoffnung"; what she once received sacramentally
she now believed she would receive eaohatolog;oally. All
01d Testament eschatolozy then was supposed to have derived
from this sourss.
Most interpretations of the psalms today still place con-

siderable emphasis on thelr nistorfoal and/or ocultie origin.

8 und Mowinckel‘ "pPgaimenstudien, II, Das Thrombestelgungs-
fast Jgégges und dey Uréprung der Eschatologle", §g;;§§§% tiiti)
ay Videnskapsselskapet i Xristisnia (A. W. Broeggers ryﬁﬁer .
P .
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At the same time, verying degrees of emphasis are placed on
their mythic roots and original eschatological 1ntent,4
In the face of such varied views; what shall we say of

the eschatology of the psalter? This problem ramifies to

such an amazing extent, as should already be sevident, that we
can do no more here than make a few observations and attempt
to draw o few tentatlve conclusions on the bagis of principles
we have alyready enunoiated.s

Central in the whole attempd to determine the original life-
situation of the psalms, of course, is the question of their
date., I the majority of them are only a century or two older
than the CGospels, we should expect tg find a quite explicit and

detailed eschatology there, However, a glance at the psalms
shows that sueh is not the case., While there is much here that

night be eschatological (where the argument has turned all along),
this is never as fervent or wvivid or explicit as, in that case,

1t hed been in the prophetic visions several centuries before,
Above all, the traits of apocalyptie literature, which are now
supposed to be in full bloom, are almost entirely missing. The
entire Welbtangehauung of the psalter is much more "primitive"

and unalloyed than that.
To our way of thinking, all this points toward relatively

%30 Hens Kraus oD Koenigsherrsoh%gt Cobtes im Alten Testament
(Tuebingen: J. G, B. Mohr, 1951), DP. 520 o

58ince the author has hed occasion to read none of Gunkel's

' ien
works and only the second volume of Mowinckel's Ps%;gpgstgg o
to say nothing of the host of other works on introductory an

laim
other technical problems relating to the psalms, he ocan ¢
to no real understanding of the field; hence the tentativeness

of his statemenise
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enrly ﬂuth-:rshil':..”/ We Lave slrecdy noted (in Chap. II) that the
014 Testement?s voeabulary of hope is concentrated in the ps&lter;
and thet 1% basie forwerd look is nowhers move svident then in
those scng;as.ﬁ We are of thne opinion; accordingly; thet the
Pgulter, Losifies belng wne of the earliest exprecasions of Hebrew

eschatulogy, is cus ol the purcst exeamples of that feith and hope,

-

L%

which,

o

©

heve often noted, was s intrinsic end indispensable
elenment of the cevenant-falth, These expressions of hope in the
pealter rspresent the fundmental; cf which the prophetic ampli-
Ticatlons and emphases are the overtones., While the more striking
and comprehensive i1liustrations of prophetic eschatology (the

Day, rernant) wpre absent, the message 1s clearly the same!

Jahwe rules; the natlons will be defeated, Israel will be vindi-

L7 d

cated, eto.’ The stereotyped formulas of the psalter testify
both to the antiquity of the covenarnt~faith and to their
originel liturgical use in the Israelite oultus, A% the zans
time; the straightforwardness and simpligity of expression
acoounts for the Psalter's adaptibility to the needs of both
Jewish and Christian congregatiocns century after csnbury.

Howinekel®'s disallowance of any original eachatology

. ] ; have already dis-
There is no need %o repeat here what we have |
oussed in some detall in Cpapter-II. For a conoise summary of

the Gehetsformeln of the psalter, see August von Gall, _Baiileia
tou Tieo i gidelberg! Gagl Winter's Universitaetsbuchhandlung,
1'556?, DD 248-9,

7850 Gaerhardus Vos, "Eschatology of the Psal’ggr", The
Princeton Theolomisal Review, AVELI {1920), pp. 9-20.
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in the psalter is no doubb exaggerated (as most commentators
agrea), partienlarly if the revglaticn of the covenent was of
any entignity. To what extent 1t wes the eurrent regent or
an aschoatclosieal (Messienie) king thet the paalms ordginelly
visuellzed is very moot ab the present, That the Israclite
king ruled in Jahvs's stead we Xnow, and that popular supor-
stition may hove orvercmphésiced his power scems probable, bub
the estimates of hin as a saeramental mediator, ote,, still
geem t0 be baged too much cn the naturaliletie zssumptlon of
religious evolution cut of orude forms, which Las vitiated so
much 0ld Yestament criticism in the pust, That view differs
fundementally from the ideda of historiesl development (which
wag alse revelation) out of the basie revelation of a govenant,
which we have propeunded in the preceding chepters ol this
thesis, |

The composition of meny of the psalms while the Hebrew
monarchy was flourishing certuinly is sufficient to segount
for the recurrent emphasis on the kingdom, & theme which pro=
phetic and aposalyptic eschatology cherished with equal fexvor.

Accordingly, von Gail notes:

Senliesslich igt dle Bitte um das Kommen des Belches
Gottes mehr oder wenlger das einigende Bandualler
Psalmen, der rote Faden, der sich auah durgi ihrae-
Sammlungen zieht, Und fchwerlioh haette die aelteste
Kirohe den Psalter zu ihrem Gebet~ und Gesangbuch
gemaeht, wenn sie nicht uus ihm als Grundmotiv dle g

Kslodie herausgehoert haetis:

8 . § L
von G&ll’ _0.26 9&0’ pp 2.150
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Interpretations of the kingdom theme in the psalter vary all
the way from Mowinckel's oomplete yepudiation of eschatology
to traditional Messianlsm of the Christlan church. Most llke=-
1y we must grant a rmuch deeper disleatic here than either
viewpoint weuld. Without the frank futurism of prophetic
eachatology, we see here a beautiful expression of the ancient
helief that fahwe centrels history: the conorete historilesl
forns throush which He does this now are the best meens to
desoribe how He will do it at the end of history. Viewpolnts
differ hevs too. Prcksch writes: ‘

Wir finden also im Psalter-den Begriff der lxrlez 7e9°dcow ,

aber berelts als CGegenwart, nicht erst als Zukunfid,

wenn er sieh auch in der Zukunft vollendet, Er

haftet nicht am messianischen Reigh, aondgrn an derxr
Waltherrachaft Jahves ueber alle Voelker.

Eraus?! view is different: Dic Propheten welsen auf das Ziel

der Geschishte hin, dle Seenger der Thronbestelgungspsalmen
n, 10

wissen sich bereits in die Zeit deg Endes verseizt

Robinson?s view is medisting:

It ig possible, perhaps more than merely possible,
that we neve here rather the raw material from which
the fabrie of Messisnie expectetion was finally woven
by later hands, but, on the othexr hand, we cannot ale
together close our eyes to the possibility that, in
their desire to exalt to the uttermost the monarchs
whom they served, the poets brought near to them that
glorious future when Jahveh's Anolnted ﬂould hold
sway over a new heaven and a new earth.

9 ' l Testaments (Guetersloh:
Otto Proksch Theo;ogﬁ_.e des %tgg Testaments
-G, Bertelsmann Ver]’.agg, 1950, p. 387.

10kraus, op. git., pe 128.

R < " 2 tolony of the Psalmists™
Theodore H, Robinson, "The Eschatology :
The Psalmigts,  edited by 15. C, Simpson (_London. Humphrey
WiTrord, T855], oo 105,
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Qutside of a few Thronbegteig_u_z_xgspsa;gen; Christian
interest in the psalter has often centered in those psalms
wiich were quoted in the New Testament and applied %o Christ.
0f courge, that was a necessary theological Judgment; the same
one which the chureh must make today if its use of the Psalter
is %o be truly Christian and not moralistie, However; that is
of 1ittle concexrn to the exegete. Whatever applies to the
psalter as a whole applies with equal measure to these psalms,

Following this principle and using the definitions we
have elready stated, it will be clear that what we call
"Messianie”™ in the Pgalter (as throughout the 0ld Testament)
will depend upon our approach and definition of terms. (It is
notewo rthy that Theodore of Mopsuestia already identified the
hero of Ps., 110 with Simon Macosbaeusi*®) The possible connect-
ion of II San., 7 with the "Messianig" psalms is somewhat pro=
blematical; a close conneetion would favor an eschatological
in'berpretation.m ‘Psaln 2 is probably the most strictly
“"Mesgianic" of all,

Particularly in the historical pselms, however, whare God's |

past mercies are celebrated and His ecovenant invoked for continued,

mercies, do we find the common and irreplaceable dencminator of
all 01d Testomernt eschatology. This faith is inseparable from

Jahwe's nature as well as from His self-revelation to His people

12111d., ops olt., Po 102,
1336 Prokseh, op. ¢it., e 388,
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through the covenant, Of this basic theme everything else in

the 01d Testament is but commentery and variation on the basis
of fresh historical examples,




CHAPTER VI
SPECIAL THEMES OF OLD TESTAMENT ESCHATOLOGY

It remains for us yet to iInvestigate some of the major
themes of C1ld Testament eschatologys In the light of what we
have asserted in previous cnapmers; it might be more appro=-
priate to call these themes only illustrations of the founda-
tion-prineciple of 0ld Testament theology: Jahwe's purpose=-
ful covenant with His people. Indeed; in one way or another,
all these themes are but variations of that Theme of redemp=-
tion,

AlY of these themes easily fit into a system and are
relatively easy to explain except the one to which we must
first turn cur ettention brieflyt Both because of its originale-
ity and because of 1ts poignancy, a greater literature has
probably grown up about Deuteroisaish®s theme of the Suffer-
ing Servant then around any other thems, The four Servant
Poens (43; 1-4; 4-9; 1=6; 50; 4-923 and s:;z, 13-53, 12) are no
doubt climexed in the last of the four, where Christian
interest has centered as long as there have been Ohristiang.
as the regord of the Ethiopian eunuch testifies., However,
here one more or less confronts an unioum in 0ld Testament

theology, in spite of certain weak perallels that may be

drawn with Jeremiah's laments-1

lsee Otto Proksch, Theologie deg Alten Testaments {Guetersloh:
C. Bertelsmenn Verlag, 1950], Pe 589,
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It is noteworthy that in this concept Deuteroisaish ploks

up & strand of the covenant-revelation which is almost neglected
elsewhere in the 0ld Testement, Usually the emphasis is on
Isr&elfg ultimate triuwmph (even if through temporary tribu- |
lation), the glories of the new aeon; eto. However, the cove=- |
nant had not only assured final victory; it had also been a
geal of the continued condescension of Him who dwelt betwsen
the cherubim in order to guide and redeem Eis peoples This
lagt emphasgis had too often been taken for granted, Hosea

had already teken up the idea, but it remalned for Deuteroisaiah

to illustrate it in the unforgettable fashion of which he above
all others was capable, ZEichrodt notes:

Diese endzeitliche Erscheinung der berith aber ist
cein ritueller Einzelakt, keine neue Verfassung oder
Organisation, sondern verkoerpert sich in einem’
menschlichen Personenleben, in dem Gotteskneoht®

der nls Bundesmittler fuer das Volk bestimmb 1s%.

In ihm offenbart sich der goettlishe Gemeinschafts-
wille als ein Wille zum stellvertretenden Leiden,
durch welchen das Bundesvolk mit seinem messianischen
Herrscher zu einer unloesbaren Cemeinsehaft zusa=-
mmengesehlossen und mit Gott versoehnt wird . o o

As in other instances,later prophets failed to follow in this
master?s footsteps; and again returned to a reiteration of the
less sublime and near-political themes already commone Zechariah
indeed speaks of a servant; but in @ rather off-hand way and with

none of the theologioal content of the Servant Poems, It remained

for the Christians, with their deeper understanding of Jahwe's

2yalther Fiohrodt, Theologle gqsI ‘Alten Tostoments (Berlin:
Evangelisohe Verlagsanstalt, 1950), L, PPe 20-1.
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grace tt".roug;h the oross, and contemplating on the events of the
Pasglon, to see in these words the beglnning of that Revela-
tion which would exhibpit both suffering and service in their
noblest light.

We caunet even begin here to investigate all the various
exegetical cpinions that have been expressed of the Ebed songs,
There is 1llttle historical evidence with which one can work,
and the exact funotlon cf the servant seams to very in the
different songs. Be that as it may; the Ebed would not be
Miessianic® according to the definition of that te:sm whiech
we have adopted In this thesls. On the cther band, in the :
total ooni;ext; and fram the standpoint of Christian tl:‘\eology,
it must be adnitted that the figure is very Measlanio, be-
cause of 1tc sublimity and because of the absence of political
overtones often connected with messianism prover. We have al-
ready noted Deuteroisalah's emphasis on the new aeon, It is
by his etonement for sin and service for his people that the
Ebed makes this new aseon a reality. In that way we might
asssrt that all the messianle beliefs of the Hebrews converge
in this one sublime figure.® The very absence of an expli-
oit historical setting and the unknown lineage of the figure
exhibit the totally eschatological character of Deuteroisaiah's
prophesy in a most foreeful way and leave this pleture still

nore vividly etched on the memory.

3Hugo Gressmann, Der Messiag {Goettingen: Vandenhoeck

und Ruprecht, 1929), D« 337,
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Muoh more common in the 014 Testament and muoh clearer;
both in origin and purpose, s the theme of the Day of Jahwe,
Like some ominous thunderelap in the dist&nce; Ve can heay
this theme on nearly every pege of the provhetioc discourses,
Although this concept centains both Heils- and Unheilseschato
logls and cften shows clearly the necessary ddalestic bes
tween the u.-,-, the latter is by far the more prominent, As
we gholl nots ghortly, it is intimabely connscted with the
ideas of Jelwe's wrath mnd the impending dom of this &eon,

It 1s rot exsgreration whern Keehler writest! "Die Ansgcheuung

von den Cerighte, des Gott heelt wenn gein grosgsr und

furchthorer Tog Komnit, ist dos Crundgeruest der prophstischen

- 4'
Verkuondicung."

3

Tre oris’ng and developrent of the concept cof the Day are
not wnugually Jdifficult te tracse. 'I_n fact, xeny of the basie
elements of C1d Testement theclogy, &s well as the means by :
which Cod unfclded His successive revelations thrcugh history,
converge =znd beecome very cbvions here. We have noted cften
enough that the cornerstone of the Hebrew faith was the cove-~
nant; 811 the Israelite agsurance of its elsction, Ged®s
mestery of kistory end contrel of the universe, ste. It is
notewerthy zhat a mighty testimony %o this faith the anclent
songs recorded in Ex. 15 and Judges 5 give. Ag Bichrodt notes:

Von 4nfang en wurde Jehves maeahtige Gegenwart als

: "‘i‘"%“i des Alten Testaments
See Ludwig Koehler Theologle ____g,
(Tuebingen: . Co E . Mohy, 1947), DPe
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Heyrgeher wnd Helfar nie intensiver. erlebt 2ls sm
Tage der Schlacht, der so recht "sein Tag" war.
Pa wurde men jubelnd geine unbegrenzte Macht 1nne,
mit der er seine Hasser in die Flush% trieb und
Jede fntasgtung einer Herrsehaft zuschanden machte
s o ¢ Jge drohender die Macht der Fremdvoelker
enporwuchs, um 80 hogher stisgen die Erwartungen
fuer seln neu zu erringendes Herrsechertum, um so
wunderTpller argchien die Zel% pelines ondgnelitlgen

Bieczes.

Just where the specific emphasis on the catastrophie
events of one Day began is difficult to say. However, there .
is no re=son to doubt thaiy it was pregent from the very be-
ginning-—even though minus the dramatice eunphsses of the pro-
phets, History is corposed of days, and sincs Jahwe 1s the
Lord of histopy, He must consummate His covenant on v speci-
Tig day; just as He entered nistory on other days to se?arata
light rrom darkness, to make promises to Abraham, Isaac, and
Jacob, ebe, Albthough Gay eand night were both the same to Him
and & thousand years in His sight but as yesterdey, His coming
in past; vresent, and future nesesserily occurred on days of
an earthly ocalendar,

As Israel developed ss a nation and’enteraé the arena
of history; itg historical consciousness, llke thet of any
nation,6 grew soarrespondingly. Herg is where religious
and political pathways begin to pary, and the specific anti-

theses of many of the prophetic sexmons about the Day begin

SEichrodt, op. oit., . 233

6ﬂompare the deep hisitorlcal cpnsoiousnesa and regezgnoe
for tradition of the angient historigel ;gigonglu%rogﬁat A
Burope in consrast o Uhe ILippand digregard ol the &
obvious in the Americas.
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to appear. The god, "history"; began to be worshipped more
than the God of history. Israel's national pride and embitions
as the goal of history replaced those which Jahwe had revealed
together with Hls covenant, All the ethical implications of
God's promises and continued presence were sidetracked. Jahwe

and His covenant became nothing but symbols and shibboleths

of this nationalistic fetishism,
Against such a complete perversion the prophets could do i

nothing but protest most vigorously. Beyond a doubt, CGress-

mann is conpletely correct in his almost monotonous emphasis
on imos 5, 18 ©f, as proof of the fact that the Day-concept
was already then hoary with age. Although Amos.is evidently
the first to grepple with this spesifio concept, his whole
propheqoy indicates that both the perversion of as well as
the materials for a correst estimate of the concept were at
hand in the nation's traditions, If not with explieit
reference to this theme, previous prophets had certainly
preached the same sermon.’ Thus Gressmann trades this preach-
ment bagk to the gq_e_pgg;a end similerly Sellin treces its
origins to the sermons of Elijah, Micalah, eto.? Mowinckel

( . ‘ d the eighth-century pro-
The common Theory that Amos am
phets origiglatad ngthical monotheism" we disregard tgg:p%ggely.
That we have no record of such an emphasis befare e

io. Further-
is a horrible example of the argme§t@ @ gilentio.
more the whole assgmption is naturalistic 5} and through.

isghen :
: m, Der Ursprung der isra litiroha;]ueg (o) |
ylgo Crosenam, Doy andenhoeck und ﬁupre&f . s D-16844

Egghatolozie (Goetbtingen:

%Ernst Sellin, Theologie %es Alten Tegtaments (Leipzig:
Quelle und Meyer, 1933) s DPe 85 T,
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too notes the emphasis of these early; non-literary prophets
on Isracl’s future mlsfortunes as a "vorueberzehendes Ereignis
in der Geschichte deg M@g‘:m of which the Day was soon %o
become the smbol par egggllenge.ll

We may note yvet one other possible origin of the t_em;
"Day™, in its feoimical sense; although it is perfectly possibla;
on the other Zﬂend; that prophetic usege first gave it this sig-
nification., Both in Hebrew and in Arabic "day" may mean as
much as "day of ba’atle",lg The word is used 1n Just this sense
once in the 'phrase; "day of Midian" (Is, 9; 4). ‘hether this
is its origin or not; this would account for the frequent
battle or defeat-context of the Day-peassages. A

As with mueh of the rest of 013 Testament eschatology,
1t was Amos; as far as the records tell us, who first made
"day" inte a terminug gg_glmi__g_u_g; which it remained into the New
Testament, He first combines "dls Zeit des Bedraengnisses”
with "der Tag des Zonmens".® He bitterly combats the popular

los:‘.mund Mowineckel, "Psalmenstudien, IX, Das 'I'Droz;:-
besteigungsfest Jehwaes und der Ursprung der Eschatologie®,

Skrifter utsit av Videnskepsselskepet i Xristiania (A. W.
Broeguers boktrykkeri, 19: 93'5‘)’,“"‘2'1). 2268

1, figure of the "day™
Waturally Mowinckel elso derives the Iig

itself from theyThronbesteig zgfest: the eschatological Day
when Jahwe would Gome was a prophetic interpretation of the A
then-extinet oultic day when Jahwe did come., If su?h a festi-
vel ever was celebrated in Israel, all of Nowinckel'!s theorizing

is most plausible heres
12

H : : fa
R, H, Charles, A Critical Hiato.g¥ W 8
Future Lire._g_ Israel,- ;%BiuaaI , fnd in gtia ndon:
am and Charles Black, ?9), De 85e
15’»-!0winekel, ODe Qibe, Pe 268
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superstitious belief in a 9)v 1) (even to the point of
desceribing Jahwe ag a Pestgott; 6, 10); and preaches pri-
marily & Y9 T, All the ethigcal implicat:lons»or Jahwe?®s
aetivity in history and His consummation of History om that
Day are revived and preasched fearlessly. E\lrthemore; .no
ritualism or mere physical descent from Abraham would have
any significance on that Day; a disobedient Israel would be
no more Ilmmune to God's wrath than the pagan nations; to
which popular superstition had limited it,

After z‘s;qos; this same dialeotic of Hell and Unheil is
carried out with varying emphases and application.fs by all the
prophets. AT the eglipse of the northern kingdom, Isalah
applies it with equal force both to Judah and to the foreign . ]
nations, /Aftver the Exlle, with radically altered circumstax}oes 5
the emphasis naturally shifts more toward Heilseschatolozie,
although the old dialsctic still olgarly exists, We must note
too that; with typical independen?e, Deuteroisaiah (with two
possible exceptions: 52;6 and 61,2) alxtzost ocompletely avoids
the term., #As we shall note again later, De'lniel rarely uses
the exact terminology of previous prophets, but the import is
the sane,

Many of the Day-prophecies dealt with the destruction of
J erusalem; Edom; I&oab; eto., and others with the blessings of
the new aeon, Many of the former were olearly fulfilled in
defeat on some historical day; and Christian faith clearly

saw the fulfiliment of meny of the latter in their own day,
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However, unless we indulge in seme radical allegorizing (and
as the resta?ement of the same prophecies in the New Testa-
ment proves), tHhe Tinal fulfillment of both still lies in the
future,
At the same time this double dialectic of the Day-pro-
phecies is often the déspair of the exegete. In the midst of

all sorts of other flgures and illustrations, it is wery

difficult to determine how many of the pleturesque prophecies

of the future, on the one hand, were mere ad hominem metaphors

-

%0 describe samething near at hand, and on the other, how meny
were valisnt atitempbs to deseribe something so far removed fram
human experience that only flgures could begin to desdoridbe it.
What the prophets meant metaphorically, we must not interpret
literally (chiliasm); but what they meant literally we also
must not allegorize. %Whenever the prophetic vis.‘:.on was actu-
ally fixed on the "endgeschichtliche Zreignisse”, mythical

‘and traditional sources were no‘doubt tappfsd to make the

revelations intelligible, Here, of course, we approach one

of the tenuous distinetions between esohatol?gy and apooelyptic
the former interprebts natural phencmena (war,earthquakes, etc. )
as Ged's means in histcry; while the latter predicts and de=-

seribes disasters ocutside the historieal experience of mankind

(sun darkened, monsters, oo, ) 1*

14 1 {nson. "The Esokatology of the
Gf. Theodore H, Robingon ) ‘ <
Psalmiste”, The Psalmists, edited by D. C. Simpson &gggon-
gmg%lrey }yul'*“xord,is;.i : Eﬁgeiaiiﬁhp%;%ogﬁgo;?”in T
0 gon distinguighes 0OGW
tology, butswel %elieve our distinction is both more accwrate

and more useful,
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Sirj.ce the Ma" 01", in spite of many historieal appli-
cations, ultimately refers to the juncture of the asons of
history and eternity {the correspondence of theTiof eraation);
it is a concep® which truly embraces all of 0ld Testament
eschatology. Thias is evident fram the constant repetition of
¢ertain introductory formulaes involving the "Day"; which are

used @lmost to the point ¢f banality by the prophets, but

are also anong the more obvious features clearly stamping a

disecourse os eschabological. Although some of the typical em-

phases of the Day-pagsages (destruction of land, captivity!
ete.) are occaslonally used without these expressis ve 'b:’«.a,l5
this is definitely the ezcepbtion rather than the rules The
same formulas are used indiseriminately o introduce prophacieg
of both threat and promises, Teking all the formulas together,
twenty-{'ive are threatenin{;; and sixty-one are promissory to
Israel. Jome twenty-two others introduce Heidenorekeln.

fost cammon of the introduwtory fomulas 18‘ M1 NTEC IRy
& veri-~table storm signal in i‘ill'prophetic usage, In fm. 8,3;
Jer, 4-8; 413 49;22.86; and 50,36, it is connested directly
with a qua pwa . At times it is doubtful whe'bhefr the refer-
ence is merely temporal or whether the technical, eschatological
phrage iz actually heing used, Exeluding doubiful passages, :
the phrase is used a total of fifty-one times, thirty-five g

times to prediet Heil, sixteen times to presage doom, The

lsSee Sellin, Op. g_j_-_'_t.o. Ds 86.
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plural 1s used leas often, although with more variety; and
prepaxraes the wiy for the later shift of enphasis from the
cateelyanic amoi to the new ason, ovHN004 is used once of
both Hell and Unheil (Jer, 31, 29-50), but otherwise to intro-
duce promises, chiefly in Jeremiah, wwaw'e' Mi1a is always
introductory, tc threats and promises for Israel as well as to
prophecies ageingt the heathen, Occasionally the variang

o o' Avinwl is uged, always of proviges, although in con=
elusion «s well 28 introductory. The substitution of ny for
o) csne nore graduslly (probably ams the bellef: in a new aeon
in eontrast to arother mere historieal deliverance became more
7ivid) end poinits to a more apoealyvtie picture than its
parent, The twe terms are paralleled once in Eze. 7, 12,
However, wgm fv2 §8 used over a dozen tinmes in all the pro-
phetic liternture from Amos to Daniel, and again bath of
threats and ?romi.ses.la Tn Daniel the emphasls has shifted

from the Doy of acuba oriszis to the whole series of afflictions

e

.

before the end (e¢f. the later apocalyptlc and Rebbinic empha=-

sis on the dolores Hesglae, elgo reflected in the New Tostament),

as contrasted with the glories of the new ason. Daniel usos
xan py(l2,1) endewrnyony{(10,14), once each in common with

earlier prophets, but he prefers yp, (P hYe OF V'O yPs

16 £ t,, pp. 87-8) makes the
Gressmann (Der Messias, 9p. glb., PDe :
notewortggszrgr??jgo%ure %'E%'Eﬁé Jater coileotionatggsg gggﬁ::
writings were often made partly on the basis of of promises

This is 1lv most noticeable in the collections
at the c:ll.lggz og many of the books. The largest such oluster is

found in Jer, 30-31,6.
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all of which harmonlze well with the apocalyptic tone of the
book,

Infinltely more varlegated are the many modifiers and
clauses used to desoribe the Day, Very ccmmon and no doubt
original isg the forceful mn D). Howevar; this is paralleled
and amplified by a hogt of other modifiexs; which we dare only

gample here, The most memorable and most complete colleation I

of these, of course, 1s the dies irese ocollection in Zeph. 1,
14«16, One of the most charming is Isalah's (22,5) beautiful
alliteration: a>4am 201w amaY « Similarly moe?; of the
other modifiers deal with the concepts of Cod's wratl?., w§rfar?,
dest‘;rmtioz‘ﬂ., ete. Tlr‘ms we find MT¢ TPI, ow PIMs 94X a91Ve
A% aTIPDe -{3,\;, ;97 Plus many others, Many of these same or
similar expressions are used to modify sufp< in the New Testa-

ment,

We have already noted that most frequently, especially be-
fore the E:f.ile; the Day-passages are Unheilseschatologie. That
feet brings us face to face with a prominent feature of Old
Testament esoha't;ology: the dootrine of the wrath of God. 7 3

While that concept is comsiderably wider than that of the Day,

it achieves very farceful expression and eschatologlcal eppli-

cation there, We prefer to put the emphasis on Jodde: woath

17 : timigtic religionism
In gommon wiin the Sentmentait;nige?pin both testaments

populer in the past cenbury, this do e all th
= - cted. of 8
38 well ae in proaghing, B2° beenwf%gl gahril:gl the author is ac-

theologies of the 01d Testament S
Quaintidfqhe has found 1O better discussion of the gubjeet any

whers than in Eichrodt,
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rather than on the qud&ment. The forensiec and royal implica=-
tiong of the .?.a'b'ter, while commonplage in apocalyptie and the
New Testament, do not raoeiv? comparable emphasis in the 0l1d
{except possibly the Psalms), where the punishment at the end
of the world is more generally accomplished by a catastrophe
or war than by a jt}dgment.la (0f. Am, 1-2; Hos, 4;1 £r; 8;13;
Is. 3,13 £3 Mal, 3, 2 ££,)

The congept of CGod's wrath was obviously deeply rooted in
Israel’s religious consciousness; as the regord of the expul-
sion from Paradisc alresdy shows., Even though the ez‘arly des~
eriptions avre often anthropopathio and even menistic, they do

indicate "sin stets waches Cefuehl fuer den furchtbaren

&iﬁl@g_@ﬁﬁ},"elg It was the prophets again who evidently

used the raw materials of ancient traditions to develop their
doctrine of Johwe's wrath; and again history became their proof.
Thus Eichrodt notes:

Damit wird die cenze Vergangenheit eine Zelt goetitlichen
Zuwartens bils s'f% den Terﬁin der endgueltigen Abrechnung;
alle bigherigen Strafen . . o werden aber zum Hinwels
auf die drohende letzte Zornesoffenbarung, die also
Auswirkung des radikalen Gegensatzes zwlschen Gott und
Vensehheit das Vernichtungsgerioht herbeifuehrt. Dex
Gotteszorn wird aus einem zeitweillgen Unglueck zu dem
unabwendbaren eschatologischen Verhaengnis -das egas
Endgueltiges ueber Gotles Verhaltenzauss , der Tag
Jahves wird zu elnem Tag des Zorns.

18368 Robinson, 9pe _9_1_’9,., PP 96=7.
lgEiohrodt, op. oit., p. 235,
BOM” Do 129
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After Amos and up to the Exile; thls doctrine was applied with
particular emphasls to the unfaithful Israelites themselves.
Veil Israel wvon allen anderen Voelkern ausgezeichnet worden

gt, darum muss es auch Cobtes Cericht mit besonderer Schwere
::Zéh:'§23¢" 2l

As usual too, the prophets never pagsed up a metaphor or

pregnant word that would serve thelr purposes. Thus ;o1 is
often connected with w¥d(Jer, 4.;4; 21,12) or activated by the
parallel ver‘r:s; 700 and Tlnj; "alg brodelnde g;uegsigeit‘
ausges ssen".gz Particularly in. poetry, »y>1s frequent,
"eizentlich den 'Unuut' ome den Zusatz dos Pathetlschen".®”

The vivid verbs, yup, -uyss and yysare also used, Most pleturesqus

of all, the doomed must drink of the cup of Jahwe's wrath (Jer.
25;15; Is, 53.;17.22; Job 21,20)., In the semi-apocalyptic
wrltings the £inel destruction of the heathen is described as
ocourring before the very gates of Jerusalem (Eze, 38-393

Joel 4; Zech. 13-14),

However, in the eschatological dislectic Hell and Unheil
were really completely 1nseparab1e: This fact is most obvious
in the preschment of the "remnant”, one of the most moving
features of 01d mestement eschatology. Like other features of
their ‘Lheology, the prophets no doubd rescued this expression

~

#l1yid., pe 236

22pyokech, Ope Glbe, Do 643e
B1p14,
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fram a purely seeglar use and freighted it with theological
meaning. In fact, 2 concordanse study of the various words
translated "remment” shows that even in the latest times these
gsame words continued %o be used in non-theological senses,

Most common of these words is rpjgm; used a total of
sixtyffour times in the 014 Testament. Next; used thirty-nine
times, is 9¥U (both Aramaic and Hebrew). Very frecuent also
and very vivid are the twin expresaians;T*ﬁWGnd 'v*aa; both
of vhioh denote one who has fled in terror; but escaped from :
some battle or other catastrophe, Also used are nifand 44l,
which mean as much as "superrluity; residue”, and even N NN
onee, |

Agein it is almost impossible to distinguish the Heil and

Unhell in the use of these terms, thﬁ the terms are applied
to foreign nations (as in Amos 1-2), they usually demote simply
Unheil for them and Heil for Israel, However, when the remnan®
of Israel of Judah is spoken of, its chief emphasis ls often
difficult to discern, Certainly, no comcept in the O1d Testa-
ment deplcts Jahwe's aomplete control of both creation and re-
demption as ¢learly as this one, Herntrich is correct in
noting that the concept emphasizes the "Kommen Gobtes in diese
Weltzeit, in dem er sich Menschen als der Heilige offenbart’. £

'As Jehwe had elected Israel originally in his covenant, So now

who had remained faithful.

He would eleet or rescue those

erbu
By rntrion, " Nl T, Theoloﬁi‘ sohies Hogzt B s,
Neuen Testament tututtgart- hi :
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Thus the prorhets often compare this process with the deliver-
anoe from Feypt (Is. 4, 2 £ 11,163 M4, 2, 12 £3 Jer. 28,5,
ete,) Because of the elec.xti?n, Israel’s bagsis character was
that of a remnant (Is. 46,3), a quality it would retain ﬁto
eternity (Mi, 4,7).

It was ‘mos again, apparently; who attached ethical
significance to the term; applied it to Israel as well as
to the Heathen, and used 1% to attack the vain complacensy

of g generation, JLig Bichrodt notes in connection with the

term: '

- Die Hoffnung der Propheten ist darum ein "Hoffen, da
nichts zu hoffen ist" und liegt auf einer ganz anderen
Blanen Kuge aavonsunaamensho il T SR SRR

g .
Opinions vary widely as to just how the term is to be infer=~
preted., lowinckel believes the congept is ‘oasinalla,r ons of
grace, an echo of Jahwe's mythic triumph over oha..as, and he
notes well that the expression is never syquy wxy, but always
RIS a0 ,26 On the other hand; Gressmenn asserts that its
earliest usage by the prophets was p_zz_h_e_i_l_l,-z'? Although this
sense is predominant in Amos; he too points forward in the
startling '41N of 5;15: "perhaps Jahwe Zebaoth will con-
passionate the remnant of Joseph", Oressmenn sees in this

¢onoept the bridge between Hells- and Unheilsesghatologie,

25Eichrodt,'92_. cite, Po 180, Ne 2.

36.‘r£owincksl, ope 0it., DPs 28l ff.

ale'essmann, Ursprung (op. eit.), Do 239
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especislly in the precanonigal and early prophetie 1iterature.=>

Herntrich agress that "der Restmedanke zumeist troestlichen
29
Cherakter hat™s While there may be some emphasiz on "die

Greesge des Gerichys™, theve is reletively little on "die

kleine Zahl der Gsretteten".?’o

The gmce?t rrobably receives its most foreeful expression
in Isaieh, a2s the laconie last verse of his csll (6;1.'5) indi-
cated, Ie named his first son Shearjashub; e‘md that message
became ¢n expilicit part of his preaghing (10,20 f£#,) In later
prophecy and in connection with its basic emphasis of Ged's
grace and aaleci::‘r.on; the term is applied more universalistffcallyi'
also to the Gentlles {Is. 45; 20 ff.3 86, 19 ff.3 Bze, 36, 35%,;
Zech, 9,7; 1.4; 16).

AB we noted above; the final import of the’ —01? is that
o2 a Day of C—B.ory; rooted in the faith in Jehwe, who is merei-
ful and faithful to His covenant, At thia point all 1l.:he fea~
tures of 0ld Testament eschatology merge! Messianism, the
&Pocalyptic; the new aeon; the kingdom, ete. On this Day
Jahwe will finally restore all that sin had perverted, the
restoration toward which the oovenallat had always pointed.

To deseribe this endgueltis conoept, portrayed by various
pictures in the 01d Testament, is the task that gt1l1) lies

28 :
Ibid., p. 243

Ot seam s

2gI'Iernt:eich, ope cite, Do 202¢
mIbidp’ PQ 2090
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before us in this thesis,
The contrast between the aeons and the return of some~
thing that'has previously been migsing is emphasized by the
expression, niaw . In many ways it parallels the idea of

a Day of Glory. That the literal meaning of nyvshould not

be pressed in this phrase is evident from its frequent use

in pre~scaptivity contexts (4m. 9, 1l4; Hos. 6, 113 Zeph. 2,7).

L e

Evidently jaw had early received the figurative meaning of
"fate, lot, trouble”, As:uw; the second half of the phrase;
meant "repent" with men as its subjeot , it meant "reatore,
renew"” with Jehwe as sub;jeot; especially in the Hiphil., ZEarly
these two words were evidently oombined to mean "%o make an
abou‘b-face; to bring in the Zgitweng,e".al Ita secular usage
is e¢lear in Job 442; 10, In eschatological dogma it megnt

that grace must follow the outpouring of Jahwe's wrath, the
remnant will soon be rescued; the new aeon will begin., The
particular fury of the catastrophes before the end would make

the final rescue more blessed, Gressmann summarizes well:

Der terminus technicug dafuer lautet mv wuy die Wgnd%s
wenden, ein spezifised heilsesghatologischer Ausdruck,

der dle Wiederherstellung der Stadt oder des Landes in
den frucheren Zustg%% bezeichnet, genauer In den Zustand
am Anfang aer Welbs

L3

81, e . ' Mowinckel (gps its, De_287)
With typical originality, Mowinckel 10De S2ke s
oon jectures shet the phrase oriémally meant%%)ipgtNggingg“
in connection with the annual sacramental mnew1 e ot
Year's festival, and only later ocame to have this es

eal meaning, :
saGressmazm, Der Megslas (ope gibe), Pe 147.
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(o, Ps, 14,73 53,65 85,1; Eze, 39;14; 39;25; eto.) More
and more in Jewish thousht this work of restitution became
the task of the ?»":essianic‘king, Melechi aseribes a work of
& ;r.(f‘déﬂ(m to Elijah lé,é-wthe last words of the 014 Testa-'
ment), and the cox?eept iz atill stated explieitly in the New
Testament (Lote 3, 21),

One of the best known metaphors used to desoribe tﬁe
Endzeit is tha®t of the kingdom, However; it 1s easy to see
that this particular feature is much more preominent in Rabbinic
thought and the New Testament than in the 0ld. As was the
case with I"Ee.'—:sianism; with whioh the kingdom~concept is close~
ly relat ed‘9 the danger is great here that we fall to allow
the 014 Testament to speak for itself,

Again it is risky to be dogmatic as to the exact import
of the kinpdom concept. DMost knotty of all 1s the question
whether it is merely another of meny metaphors describing :
Jahwe's rule of heaven and earth; culminating in the new aeon,
or whether it is predominantly conceived o? ag the antitype
of the empirical kingdom of David, thaet is, speeifically
Messiania, ,

It seems highly improbable that the desoription of
Jahwe as a king was & primitive element in Hebrew thought.
Both the 01d Testament eand archaeology testify to the ori-
glnal tribal and nomadio character of Israelite societys

Even if we assume severe editing at @ late date, 1'? is almost

astounding how seldom Jahwe 1s deseribed as a king, in spite

120 et g
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of innumerable other confessions of His omnipotence, Per-
haps prophetic opposltion to the ruling kings acgounts for
much of the absence of this metaphor.

On the other hand, the closest deseriptions of Jahwe as
a8 king are found in the psalms. It may be true that the fami-
liar ;]t, o Ni1? of the Thronbesteigungspsalmen is metaphorioe.l;
thet 1s, merely means that Jehwe is supreme; without any
particular emphasis on kingship. Howevar; although we are
not in agreement with it; we dare not ignore Mowinckel's
agsertion that this is the starting point of Hebrew eschato-
logy. The contrast between these frequent agsertiong in the '
psalms and its rarity elsewhere; particularly in the prophets,
does suggeat that the latter suppressed a popular opinion be-
cause of political circumstances; which reappeared onl;r later
when those abuses; occasioned by the empirical kingdom, had
disappeared forevars

Obviously; later Judaism forgot "das usberweltliche
Ptad;hma:"35 and the metephorical guality of ';he term end per-
verted it into something chiefly political. P?oksch notes:

In Unterschiede von der Herrschaft Gottes, die in

Hatur und Geschichte allerorten und allerzelten

besteht und in seiner Sehoepferstellung begruended

ist, ist das Reich Gottes ein aschatologispher

Begriff, bel dem es dle Vollendung seines Weltplan

gilt, Man soll daher-Reich Gottes und Herrsohaft

Gottes identifizieren, wie es besonders in der
migverstaendlichen Wie’sdargabe der neutestementlichen

33Proksoh, op, 0its,; Pe 3%
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Burikiid Te7 bees dureh Gottesherrschaft so hauefig
geschieht, was auf reformierten Einfluessen beruht,>%

That Jahwe rules is certainly the indispensable minimum of

01ld Testement theoclogy; and we are probably always on safe
ground 1f we make every other feature of 0ld Testament thought
a simple corollary of that basiec prineiple. We believe such
an approach resolves most of the difficulty about the king-

dom-gongept, Then it becomes merely another way of saylng

the only thing the 01d Testament ever says. Proksch notes
what & fundamental part of Jalwism this is:

In messisnischen Reich setzt Jehve sein Weltreich
auf Erden durch, das sich durch seine Grosstaten
in der Ceschichte bereltsanbahni, aber erst am
Juengsten Tage wollenden wird., Dieser Gedanke des
Reic hes Gottes hat seine Wurzel im Monothelsmusj
denn der Gott Himmels und der Erden, der Sohoepfer
der Welt, ueberlaesst die Welt nicht sie selber,
als ginge sie ilm nichts an, sondern durchwalted
sie und fuehret sie dem %iele zu, dasg er ihr
bestimnt hat.

Likewise Messel notes that the conceptions of Jahwe a8 king
and julge merely emphasize different aspects of the same trubh:

Dass Cott Koenig ist, und dass er Rlchter ist,

8ind =zwei gleichdaut{ge Bilder. ngohstens

konnte man sagen, dass das erate Bild mehr das
»uhende Verhaeltnis Gottes zur Welt, seine Stellung
und Wuerde, bezeichnen kann, waehrend das-andere
immer sein ektives Verhaeltnis ausdrueckd, seine
Wirksamkeit gegenueber der Welt oder genauer dei %6
¥ensehwelt, also seine Lenkung der Weltgeschichte.

S41n1d,, ». 591,
5Ibid., p. 596.

36N= Hessel, Die Einhaitlio%eit-g_%l uediso Escha=-
Sologie (Giessen: Alfred Lloepelmanil, 1 s Pe .
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#lthough other prophets too gpoke of the kingdmn; it is
in Deuterolsaiah again where we see most clearly how utterly
impossible it is to isolate the kingdom-concept from other
desoriptions of the new aeon., In faot; here we become con-
vinoced that the "kingdom"” is only one among meny deoriptions;
and that we must search for some other more comprehensive
term which covers them all, Whlle there is hardly a character=-
istlc of what we customarily olassify under the kingdom whish
Deuteroisaiah does not mention; it is noteworthy that that
particular metaphoy is oconspicuous by ita near-absencs., We
believe thot one of II Isalsh's owa favorite expressions
forms the best single swmary of all the 0ld Testament's
deseriptions of the new aeon: "the new ereation”. Ve have
often noted that the favorite prophetic scheme to describe
the future is to vecall the past; suoh is the case in thg
Endzeit-U ze't; David-Messiah_; and other oorrespondenc‘ces, L
well as in the recolleotions of the flood, the Exodus, the
return Trom the oapt;ivity; eto. As the first oreation com=-
prehended everything historical; the new orgation gomprehends
everythins suprahistorical {eschatologlcal). Into this

framework we con easily (and without the danger of over-
the 01d Testament student)

’

systematization that forever hounds
rit; not only the series of "new's", but also the kingdom,
the Day or Glory; Paradise~~ whatever figure one prefers.
roisaiah in his use of everything and
' rael and in the ¢reation

No one exeels Deute

anything in the pagt history of Is

'H
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of the world %o deseribe the new era, His most common scheme f
to emphasgize the wholly-otherness of the new aeon is the £

sweeping niUTTI -Mawx7s antithesis, whioh is often repeaf;ad.sv

Before we leave II Isaish, it would also be well to note two
descriptions of the new seon which are almost pesuliar o
him, One of these is the 409 (highway); over whioch the
triumphant ruler and his rejoicing retinue travel as they
return to the new Jerusalem (4_,0;3-5; 41; 14-20; 48; 17-21;
49; 8-~1%; §%, 12-12). The other and more familiar is that

of the 4yway, the Tvangellet, the messenger of good tidings,
who announces and jrepares the way for the new seon and 1ts
Lora (40,9; 41,27; 52,7; 61,1). Froksch again makes &
beautiiul chservation:
Dag leil erscheint mit dem verkuendenden Wort. -
Dadurch, dass er die Wiederherstellung Israels,
die Neuschalfung der Welt, den Anbruch der escha-
tologischen Zelt ansagt, schafft er sie; demnn das
Wort iet nichi nup Hauch und Leut, sondeérn wirkungs-
kraeftige Maght,
No doubt, there is a connection here with Malaechi's deserip-
tlons of the p¥v(3,1 £f.) and of Elijah (4,5); and its

pareliel o the ministry of John the Baptist in the New Testa-

ment is obvicus,

The new ¢reation will be introduced and governed by a

new covenant, which at the same time provides a continuity

between the neons, Everything else may change, but it will

e

] ? the *New Things®
37833 ¢, R, North, "The 'Former Things amd edited by

; % s Attt n 014 Testament
én Deutero-Isaiah®, uf_‘%_iﬁ%.% : Gﬁ?ﬁ%ﬂ » PPe -26,

« Ho Rowley (Edinb
BBproksoh, ope glis, Do 706
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still be Jrhwe wiho guldes and controls everything., As Jahwe
haed nmade coverants with Adam; l‘loah; Abraha.m; end Moses {(sup=
posedly the outling of ) at orucial junctures in the history
of His people, so He would again bind Himself to them in the
new era, Even Cressmann admits: "Das Bundesmotiv ist mib

den Gegchichten der gschatologsd schen Urzeit unloesbar
verimuentt®. %9 It is Jevemieh who brings this thought to

its most c¢lassieald expression, partieularly in 31, 31-34.
Maleohi’s description of the pqaPpyv(3,1) depicts the indis-
pensability of this oovensnt for 1ife in the new era, Not
only man will be ineluded in this covenant, but the animals
{Hos. 2,20) and day end night (Jer, 33, 30-25) as well, just
a8 in the rirst crestion., As the earlier covenants had been
determinative of Israel's religlous life in history, the new
covenant would =lso be constitubive of relations between man
and God in the new oreation, Proksch writes:

Seine Verwirklichung liegt in vollstaer.zdiger

Gotteserkenntnis, die nicht auf Usberlieferung

beruht, sondern auf Erfahrung und dadurch ermoeg-

1icht ist, dass Schuld und Suends vergeben sind,

Dieser neue Bund verhaelt sich also zum alten

wie das lvangelium zun Gesetzj er wy.im_&lteri i

vorberei tet, aber Gottes Cesetz wird.in ihm nic ]

mehr als Heterzgomie, sondern also Autonomie
wahrgenommen,

A new covenant is also discussed or implied in Eze. 18, 60 £f;

34,35; 37,36; Is, 54,8-10 (reference %o Noeahitie covenant)j

39Gressma;1n, Ursprung (op. oits), pe 201.
‘&OProkschB op. 0ite, Ds DEBs
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55,33 59,213 61,3; Pa. 132, 11 £f.; 81; and 95,

When one attemplts to desoribe 1life in the "new creation";
he might best simply take those words literally, Everything
good 1n the historical creation would be renewed in the new
ereation, Life would be a reprodustion of ocircumstances when
God first saw that everything was "very good"., All the
naterial, spiritual, and ethical blessings which were present
then or which Jahwe had showered upon His elected people since
the fall into sin would now be present again, Although the
catagstrophes preceding the end would devastate the land;
Jahwe's ereative power would fructify it again in the Heils-

41

zelt, The bagic idea is not so much that of the rebuilding.

of a destroyed unlverse as of the total redemption of a
perverted un’iverseoq’a Jahwe's activity in the new ereation
would merely be a continuation of what He had purposed in

ereation and covenant all along. EBichrodt states this very

emphatically:

n der neue Himmel und die neue Erde aber nicht
&mlgeeingr'ahanmstische Zauberwelt beschrieben werden,
sondern zur Vollendung der gesehichtsgebundenen
Gobtesoffenbarung des Koenigtums Jahves ueber Israel .
und die Voelker bestimmt-sind, bleiby die Kontinuitae
mit der gegenwaertigen Sehoepfungswell am en::ohe densn
Punkt, der absoluten Unterworfenheit unter Jahves

ﬁsee Gregsmann , Ursprung (op. elte), Do 208,

42y 282 ) naturally seizes upon this
Mowinckel e Oitsy Do

B avidanas for ni%ncoﬁ%éa Yon that this wliole e:;l;:::io§gzl
conoception derived from the original amua sacr

ereation™ in the cultus.
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Weltziele, gewahrt. Der eschatologlsghe Schoepfergott

ist nicht dag Felnd, sondern der Vollender der ersten
Schoepnfung.,

The descriptions of the return of physieal blessings from
Paradise are often very striking.“ Most obvious are the der~
sc:f'iptions of the Tier:?riegen (Hos, 3;20; Is, u;e—a; 55;9;
65,255 Eze. 54?25. 28), of the rivers in the new land (Eze. 4'?;
1-11; Zech. 14,8; Ps, 36,103 46;5); and of the trees of life
in Eze, 47,12, This is probably the inspiration of the picture
of the Fjijproz.!_t» (Is, 9;6; ll;l; Mi, 5;1 £.3 Jer. 23; S o3
Eze, 34,28 £.)., The earth will again be more fruitful (Is. 29,
173 30,2853 32;15); men's age will inerease {Is., 65,20); there
will be an cbundance of children (Is. 49, 19 ff; Jer.' 30, 19;
Eze, 3?;265 Zech, 8;5; ete.,) The primeval cogmology, when
Jahwe gave His own light without sun and moon, will return
(Is, 60; 19 ££.) A seecond Adam must rule over the new creation
(Messlenism proper); elthough the figures of Moses and David
later almost obliterated that of the Urmensch, features of
the latter are still evident (of. references to milk and honey

in Is, 7, 14 £f,, and conneotion with the Tierfrieden in

Ise 11 and Micah 5).
In the gpiritusl and ethical realms too everything wi‘.ll

be restored according to God's originael intentionss Here,

43}35.0111'06.17, _92. _gg-l' II. pp. 51"'2. :
Hppeir presence in this whole soheme, which is strictly

eschatologioal, defeats at the outseb all attempts by politi-

ts to develop
eally-mi Jews, millenialists, and Calvinis
themyin ﬁgggorfgai life. We are'oertain the prophets did not

80 mean them either.
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however, sources merge; not only the Upzeit is teken as a t.ype;
but all the forms and commandments through which Jahwe re-
vealed Himself and His will to His people in history or those
through wiich Uhey worshipped Him are alse transfigured into
gomething fulfilled and perfeated, (Particularly in
Deuteroisaiah is this synonymity of "new creation" and "redemp=-
tion" obvicus,) Thus Jehwe will again dwell in the nationt®s
nidst, as He did in Paradise ("Immanuel"” in Is, 7; 14; Jder, 3;
153 Eze, 37, 17 f,; Hos, 14; 9 f.j eto,); and as He did through
the Kabod or Shekinah in the cultus (Is, 40;5; Eze, 43;2 b % of 9
Pg. 573 etc.) The old theophenies will reappear (Mal, 3,1 £f.;
Zeoh, 14, 3 £f,; Dem, 73 and often in the apoeglypses?. The
work of Cod's spirit will be unimpeded (Is. 32,15; 44,3),

A1l the Iellsgueter will be present m‘mu‘meas?re.“:’
Basic theological concepts such &8s y©'y 40 pTSs TOT FTOT e
ete,, are transformed into eschatologieal aconcepts. The
sittliches Ziel of prophetic preaching will f£inally be realized
a thought that ls expressed innumerable times, Sin will be
absent (Is, 11; 93 28; 16 32; 1-5; Jer. 24, 5 eto,); Israel
will be orip as thelr Lord (Is. 81, 12; 52,1; Eze. 44,9;
Zech, lé,r.l), Jehwe Himself will finally become the ,.%._
bonun (Ps. 17, 165 73, 25; eto.) He will glve Jjoy to His
people (Is, 29, 193 61, 10; Jer, 15, 16 Ps. 9, 35 89, 173
108, 34; oto.) The joyous responses of the people ( #757 and
UI0 ) elmost become an eschatologloal terminal in the O1d

%5500 Se1lin, op. Oibe, PP 1124
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Tegtament,

A1l o* Isreel will be gathered together (Is. 3‘7 133 4-3 63
Zegh, lu, 6~11) and the twelve tribes will eagain be united
(Is. 11, 13; Hos, 2,2} 3, 53 Zze, 37’ 15-22)» The Gentiles
e.u.'f escort the returning Diaspora (Is. 44, 223 60, 4-9;
ss,ao,; and all notions will be subject to Israel (Zze, 38; 183
Josl 3, 20; Zech. 14; ete.) Yot even the old perticularism
begins to vanishj God's grace will also be offered the heathen
(Is. 56, 1-7; Zeck. 14, 16 £f; Ps, 47, 2 £f.; 96, 1 f7.; eta.)
These too will be gathered from all corners of the globe (Is,
63, 4-63 Ml 4, 1-3; Zech. 2, 10- 11), A great feast will be
oclohrated (Is. 25, 63 87, 1 {feeding on leviathanti); 30, 29;
Zeph. 1, 7). Jeruselem's glory will exceed that of any pre-
vious time (Ps, 48; 53 Eze, 40; 2;‘Zech. 8, 1)y 1t wil:!. be
xnovm Tor its faithfulness (Is. 60, 14; 62, 2 ff,; Zech. 8, 3);
end here on the Gottesbergﬁ@we will teach the Torah and judge
all naﬁlons (Is. 2, 24 = Mi. 4, 1-4-).

Here, where 0ld Tes’mmnt egoln tology lef't off apooca=-
1lyptie gladly took up, with a still greater use of fanciful
and mvthical illustrations. 'l‘hg New Testament rett}rned_to the
more sober metaphors of the 0ld, for the most part, and, '.vitl}
its Messianic consclousness, and following Rabbinic emphases,
gynthesized everything under the °0OU7 ;%Y. In the AR
of their Ku’g.as , all these features of 0ld Testament escha-

tology found their rightful place.




CHAPTER VII
CONCLUSION AND EPILOGUE

One must stop somawh?re-. S0 many factors -« hiatorical;
hermeneutical , exegetical, and more =~ enter into a considera=- _
tion of 01d Tesbament asohatology; that libraries ocould be |
written on the sub] eot; as libraries already have been, How-
ever, the time has come for us to stop,

We set out to make a survey and attempt an approach to

the problems of 014 Testament eschatology. ¥We belleve that we

have accomplished that goal, We have attempted to trace originsj

4
3

we have illustrated the 0ld Testament's vocabulary of hope; and

we have sumnerized its deseription of the Endzeit. Most of our
attempted approaches have been hermeneutiocal in nature., We

have attempted to distinguish New Testement homiletics fram

014 Testement cxegesis (without denying the validity of either
approach in i%s field), We have attenpted to al:f.:m the 014
Testament to speak for itself; for the time being, without re-
ference to New Testeament syntheses and conolusions. Ve have
attempted to do justice to both n story end revelation. We

have attempted to explicate a theory of development without

4

besoming either gvolutionistic or naturalistic, e have at-

tempted to give due recognition to the revelation of the

covenant as the basic motif of all 01d Testament thoughte
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At the stme time we are well aware that our survey and
approach leave much to be desired. Kot only do our suggested
"approaches” themselves need considerable development and even
modificatlon, buk there are meny problems connested with Cld
Testament escletology which we have not approached at all,
Exegetlcal subtleties we have tried to aveid entirely. On
most introductory cuestions we have taken sides only when
this was necessary to glve coherence to our own presentatiocn,

Cne major area whioh we have not considered is the pro-~

blem oi the 01& 'Pcs»anent‘s belief in the resurrection, eternal

i‘e, immortality, eto, hov.-ever, like 1segoglcs, the first
eleven chapters of Gene.sis or spocalyptic literature, vie Do~
lieve thigis an area of study in its own right: Regardless of
dogmatio convietions; nc one would deny that these dootrines
are far less prominent in 01d Testament eschatology that in
that of the Newe

I the Hebrews posaeased such beliers, they certainly '

never mcde them & dominent part of thelr creed, The suggestion
that these belicfs; while present in Isreel, werc never empha=
sized because of their frequent abuse in the Ahnenkulte and
other rites of the heathen seems very plausiblie %o us, Un-~
deniably; the foundations and the eore for later Jewish and

Christian congéructions of doctrines of resurroction and im=

(=388 uuu

mortelity are present in the 0ld Testaments tn the other hand.._{

thet is not the same thing as asserting that the Hedrews them= .

selves clearly enunclated sugh dognasj nox do we see why this
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- must a pri 'ori.be insisted upon., It seems %o us that Isaiah's
dietun (59,1), "The LORD's hand is not shortened that it
oannot save", applies as well to those who would add scmething
to the 0ld Testament revelation as to those who deny it, It
was the same Lord who determined what was necessary for salva=- e
tion im the 014 Test&ment &3 in the New, However; for a fur=-
ther investigation of many of these problems; we refer the
reader tc the relevant titles in our bibliography,

Certain other problems we have also sidestepped. The
absence of any appreciable esolatology in the wisdom litera-
ture raised guestions aboutd whioh we preferred not to conjecturse,
Scholarship on the Psalms is in such & state of flux at the
present time that we attempted only to state the mo.fzt prominent
opinions, Of the eschatology of Deuteroncmy (which, like other
features of the book; seems t0 bear a prophetic stax?lp) we hz?ve
said nothin, Fimlly; of the eschatological intent, if any,
of the ceremonisl and eultic laws of the Pentateuch, hardly
anything has been said (exeept allegory and typology); we be-

lieve this area is deserving of more attention in the future,

o L ~

We of the New Testament church still look forward together

with the entire 014 Testoment., Although we live under a new

eovenant in our Savior's blood, we are gtill very muoh part

of the old oreation. The revelation of God's love in Christ

has only made the confliot between the two aeons the more

obvious and painful., We awalt the new oreation with even
PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRA 1Y

CONCORDIA SEMOVARY
amm T ITIe WO,
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more longing than they. We do not expeot to obtain final
answers unbll the Creator Himself resolves the paradox of
His entranse into history by taking us out of history. Yet
this justifiecsg nelther relativism nor dogmetism on our part.
It still 1s the Church®s buginess to proclaim in this ason ==
as throughout ebernity she will praise it -~ the elemental
oreed of the church in both aeons: 799 a7 ;Kopiwas “Lncods §
Maranathatl 2-;feanzaxilile; in the words of Gunkel, at the cloas

of one of his major works: "Bin ich zu Ende, beginne iech".
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