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TI[E PEACC-OFFERIIIG I OLD TESTATIIT

MDD XN IIET DESTATENT THOUCHT

he subjeoct with vhich wo aroe hero concorned is the 014
Testanent pence-offoring. To tho Iow Testanent Ch»ilstian,
who no longer roliea for his salvation upon ritual sacri-
Ticos, but »ather teusts in tho atoning wori: of Christ, that
subjoct may soom of little value. Dut to a Christian who
vealizos that his faith 3s founded in tho Vord of God in the
SJerintures, both 01d and Ilew Testamonts, any ianquiry into the
subject natter of that Dool bocomes important. As the apostle
aore, "Those things woro writton for our loorning.”

Scecondly, aince Judaism was the true worship of God in
the 014 Teaotanont ag Chrigtlianity is in the liow, it bocones
an Inportont matter o ascertain whet continuity there may be
botwoen the two. Sacrilfice was probably one of the most
iImmwortant aspocts of 01d Tostament worship; and the penco=
olfforing was an Imwmortant sacrifice. That does that mean to
the Chvistian today?

Thirdly, it will bocomo ovident in the discussion that
is to follow that Chvisil!s atoning worl: can be undergtood
more cleoarly if tho Scriptural idea of sacrifice 1s also
undergtood. How Tegstamont languago, religious conceptiona,
tonching, and worship cro all based upon the 01d Testawment.

Accordingly the 01ld Toctamont doctrine of sacrifiice :must
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form tho basis for a thoroughly Scriptural undoretanding of
the Atononent. Tho peace-of'fering formus ono part of theo
sacrificial gystonl.

Jur subject is the peace-offering. Yo understond this
offering, it will bo necessary first to discovor vhat wasg the
ritual--vhint wore tho regulations vhich governed the presenta-
tionn of this offering. Mrom thore we will be able to proceced
o discung tho various meamings that nipght be piven to tho
»pitual and repgulations. /Md Linally we shall attermt %o
dlgecover how mich these megulabiona hes meaning to the
Chrigtion.

The Dinal authority for all concluasione is o be the
Bible. There is this difficulby, howover, that 1ittle is
stated roganding the peace-oiforing. The two major refcrencos
are Teviticus 3 and Lewiticus 7:11=3l. In approaching the
Bible, it ig the agsummitlon that the bools as they stand ave
authoritativo and historically accurato., Accordingly it is
sufficiont to £ind the origin of the peace-offering in the
rogulations laid dowm by lloses in the bool: of Leviticus. /ny
offerings mado bofore that time are a mattor of 1littloc concern,
gince the data at our disposal is always very slim., TUe ghall
consider all hypothescs regarding the rcarrvangenocnt and ro-
dating of tho various parts of the Penbateuch to be nothing
noze than just that--hypothoses.

Tn spealzing of the peace-offoring the following distine=-

tions are Lo be taon into congideration. Thore is, Lirst of
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all, a two-Told distinction with rogard to the various soc-
rificos called poaco-offorings: (1) Somoe of the noaco-
offferings were obligatory, c.f.; the lambs on the Pcast of
Weolzs and tho ram pivon by the liazarite at the end of his
term; (2) Othors, and this Includos the vast majority of theo
neaco=-olferinga, were voluntary. For those offerings thoat
wore roquirod by lloses! law, there are some allitional ro-
wirenenia not Tound in the case of the :.‘*.'-ee*.'tlll-o:-‘.‘forhms.l
This distinction is mado on thoe basis of the regulations for
the peace-~oiforing.

In tho second placo, Thore is also a three-old distince-
;lon on vwhich must be noted. ™irst, thore was the .;7 l—[l
I J-ST s oxactly tronslated froowill-of'ferinm. This was 2 pe;:lccla—

offoring in vhich for some reason the voluntary cuality of the
gsacrifice iz strossed (Lev. 7:10). Seccondly, the 7_” m,
votive-olferingm, was an offoring given after a prayer had been
answered and when a vow was involved (Tev. 7:16, 22:21).
Pinally, thero was th 3 :[ )-T’ " j_-§ « Theso wero thonite
offorinms, givon for gome bonefit alroady rocoived, or for
aomo ono yob to como (Lov. 7:12).® This three-ifold dilstinc-
‘tion ia mado on the basis of the namos for the offerings found

in the 0ld Testoment.

1lsce chapter II of this thosis.

2p1rred (ove, The Serintural Doctrine of Sacrifice and
Atonomont (Ddinburch: T. o T. Clowl, 1090), De 507 Al80,
5. Ce Coyford, Sccrifico and Priesthood, Jewlsh and Christian
(fondon: Ilothuien ¢: G0«s Ltdes 1953)s DPe 31
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With theso distinctions in mind wo shall »rocced to
discuss what was probably the most joyous of all Israelite
asaeriflcos. It was the peace-offoring which was vogcrved Tov
Yogtive occasions, whon all wore ospoclally conscious of

divine Tavor.




CIIAPTIR TT
THE RITUAL AND RECULATIONS REGARDING THS PEACH-OFFIRTIIC

Tho rogulations of the poaco-offering involved in
goneral: (1) The presentation of the animal %o bo sacri-
ficed bofore the altar; (2) The loying on of handa; (3) The
Izilling; (L) The spriniling of tho blood; (&) The burning of
thoe Lordls porbtions upon the altar; (6) The wave and hoave
offorings; (7) The sacrificial meanl.l

The npresentation of a peace=offering was naturally
nrecoded by suitable proparations in lkeoping with such a
sacred ceremony. Outward and invord purity wero roquired on
the nart of the man vho brought the oifering. Thus, for the
sacrifice Uo De acceptable, tho memoval and renunclation of
every heathen emblom and suporstition woas required. 3BSathing,
waghing or changes of clothing, and oven conjugal abstinence
Wore required.2 Dircctions for provaration of panticipants
in this offering are precceribed In Toviticus 7T:19=21 and »0-
cuired olso in practice in 1 Smmel 16:5. A1l vwho proposed
to take part in the peace-offering had to be

clean, both from trancmitted taboo, and Lrom contact

loustave Priodrich Ochlowr, Thoology of the 01d Testauont,
translated from the CGermian by George L. Day IGro.mln Rapids,

litch.: Zondorvan Publishing Fouse, n.d.), pp. 27l & 290.
0f. Iov. 3 and T:11l=-3h.

2, 10, Kalisch, A Historical and Critical Cormentary of
the 01d Testament, Leviticus (London: Longaansg, Groemn, Roader,

and Dyer, 180T7): P. 120.
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with an "uneleoan thing” or with flogh which had touchod
a taintod thing. ~One vho dared to parbticipate in wor-
ghip aftor touching an "unelean thing" was to be cub
ol fron the peonle.>
The victim of the neaco-offering was a sheop, or o goab,
or 2 bullocl:;, or an ox. The animal might bo either male or
feunnle. Thore was not tho same »igid wrestriction regarding
sox as In the case of the burnt-oifering. This animal had to
e physically sound, withoul blomish. Ilaturally this sound-
ness Inciuded the idea that the animal had no ceromonial un-
cloammess. Muthormore, cs these offeringa were presented with
Joy from love to Cod, in pgladness, and from the abundance of
a mants property, they never consisted of cercals alone, or
ol' birde, ouch as nigoons and doves. These would never havo
been enough lor The altar, the priests, and the moals ol thoso
sacrificing. Theore was no legal comraamd on this subject. It
was in the very nature of the gacrilice that a larger animal
2 ]
was required.
llow the thank-olfferings, originally foxmuing one groeat
cloass, were by the Levitical code divided into tiro
soparate Ikdnds-~-those that were obligotory and pro=-
scribed by the law, ag the two lambsg offored on the
Poast of lleolsm, and tho »om presontod by vhe llazarite
at the ond of hils torm of soclusion, and those that
were proscontod in conseguonce of a vow or as a2 volun-
tary gift. In the Tormuer casoe, thoy reccived in tho

Tevitical logislotlon the distinetive namc of praise-
offering. They wero naturelly regarded as more solenm,

3noyden Ioith Yorkes, Sccrifice in CGreck ond foman
Relirions and Enz'lF Judaism (low Zowrl: Charles Scribner's-
Sons, 1952), De 15

ie®
&

hznrigeh, op. eit., p. 16h.

P
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and therefore surrounded with more strincent recula-

tions. « + « The praise-offering was accormanied by

an oxtraordinary bloodlaess oblation not demanded with

the voluntary or vowed soerificoe. DBosides, tihierc was

this gradation fixod botwoen a thank-offering as a vow

and as a freo~-will gift that, in the formor coso, tho

aninal was roquired to bo absolutlely verfect; whilo, in

he latter, it was acconted oven 1f iLg membeps wero

oithor sbnormally long or short (fev. 22:23).°

The bloodlesas offering required with cortain peace-~
of'erings is wroforred to in leviticus 7:12,13. Unlcavened
calres mingled wilth o0ill, unleavoned wafors anointed with oil,
fried calileg mingled with o0il, and then some leavened bread
were roquired. dJust vwhat was done with these cales in un-
cortain.

Jhen tho offoring had beon brought within the Sanctuary,
and a priest had examined it and declared it to be pure and
acceptable for a gacrifico, thon tho sacrificial rite actually

began. Since tho poace-offering always involved a lavge

&

animal rather than coreal o» a bird, the offorer, Tirst of
2ll, leid his hand upon the head of the vietiu. dJewish tra-
dition contends that the hand was laid with the full welght
of the body upon the victim. Fhe Ilebrow 7 ?_?é supperts
this opinion. As a rule, it scoms that only one hand was
1aid on the vietim. In commection with the scape-goat alone,
on the Day oi Atonement, the IIigh priest laid both his hands
upont the head of the victim. It is also proboble thai at

r
this timo the offoerer spolko a prayer of praise to God.vY

-;;Tl)id; s PDe lG!!.f - m

MEMORIAL

Ompia., ». 128, <. CONCORDIA mgBRARY
+ SRS 3 ~ n! m n g
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Thon, that the offoring might be clearly marited as his
ovm and that of tho poople commected with him, the worshipper
himnelf, not thoe priecst, irmediately illed the animal, With
regard to the veace-olfering, the slaying of' tho animal was
not rostricted to the north side of the altar.T o »ite
soons to have been nrescribed for the 31lins. DBut the
Talmed indicntos that it must be done without violonce if
possible.s Puthermuore all tho blood ghould corplotely stream
out of the body. Iiono of it should be lost, for 1% was for-
bhiddon Lo eav the blood. lloreover tho blood wag necoesoary
for the »itual ot the albar.9

According to Levitilcus 1:5, it was the »ight and privi-
lepe of tho pricsts, "the sons of Aavon," to aprinile the

blood of the sacrificial victim upon the altar. This sprink-

Ll

ing wos considorod the most fmportant part of the offering,
without which the sacrlfice could notv be congidered couplete.
It was riporously and carefully perfom:red in all aninal soc-
wifices. In the casec of the nence-offering, the blood was
spriniled wound cbout upon the brazen aliar, thoe main altar
in the Temple {Lov. 3:2). In some of the other offcrings,
such as the sin-offoring, thoe blood wmight be gpriniled on the

aide of tho altar or pourod on the ground at tho base ci the

70011_101', on. clt., P. 220,

8ge, Talisch, on. cib., p. 13L.

91hid.
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olcor. 10  such action nover secms to have boon balzen in con-
noction with tho peace-of'l'ering.

llow, because theo major part of the animal was to be
eaten at tho puace-offoring, the parts to bho spoeciolly de-
dicated to CGCod and dburned at the altar were carefully
genaratod from the vest of the animal.

Pour parts were espocially to be burned for ¥ahweh: tho

rum, tho fat, the Izidneys, ond the upper lohe of the

iiver called the yothereth hallzovedh, and translated
usually as "the caul above the liver. il

=i
|

1 the case of gheoep thore was an additional fatty portion,

-
(] )
)
o

tail. The fat naturally interancrsed in the flesh was

not socrificod spoecially to the Lord. The prohibition of
Tat ns food »olaotoed only to the four or five separate parts

mentionod above (Tov. 7:23-25).12

Af'teor the romoval of the fat, the offerer of a private
pocce-oi'fering weas to Dring with his owvm hand not only
this, but also the wave-broast, ond tho right X7}
(according o the general viow--LiI, 8 nzgn’udv » Vulgate,
amaug . « o« Choroforo a fore 1log . » f t¥e right thigh)
to the prliost as o heave-offoving (Teve 7:29-3lL). Ac-
cording to Jdowish tradition, which coineides with
intimations piven in Bx. 29:2h, Lov. 0:27, ote., the
wave 2ction consigted In the pricatls loying the mattor
to be wavoed upon the hmnds of the offeror, nlacing his
hands under those of the latter, and moving thom in a
hopizontal direction--haclarard and forward, « «  and
olno toward the right and leiv, that 1§, toward tha lour
guarters of the heavens. « « . The hoaving v:as] a
moving upwerd and dovmword of portions of the sacrifice

verlies, op. cit., p. 195.

1206111@1‘, on. cit., ». 290.
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with roererenco to the God vho rPules in heaven and on
carth.

Afvor tho ceromonies of the wove and heave-ofTerings
bad been completed, the worshipper, his family, ond any
gueasts that ho mipght iavite, sat down with a nriest for a
banguet. Tho flosh of the animal was boiled, probably by
The »riestse, ond onton atv the place of worship. Tho moat of
the thank-offcring, the ?]“( 131 , had to be ocaten tho same
loy that the Lowdlg portion had been olfored. Dut the meat
of other peaco~oifferings might be caten also on the next dey.
I ony ramained to the third day, it had to bo burned.H:
This prescription nreveniod geliisghness. In order not to
waste ony ol the abundance of the meat, the needy, friends,
relatives, and others were invited to theso Joyful banguets

2.7 ™ It - v
he Lord!s llouag.~”

13mid.
. .
Liveries, on. elt., ». 157.

e
ooenier, on. cit., p. 291.

a1 2 1|



CIIAPTER ITI
TIIS SIGIIFICAINCE OF THE PREACE-OFFERINIG
The Pooco-offoring as a Gifg

liow the question arigos as to what significance those
pregerivtions, difficuls, minuto, and even curious, could
have had for the intelligent Israslite. Ilo could not have

.

of'ferecd his sacrifice mercly from plous obedience withwoub

toying to wnderstond the purpose bohind Godls direcctionc.
Helthor could he have considored the peace~-offeoring as goue
so»t of maglic, an offering to bring about the dosired object

1lilto n izind of opug onmeoratum. ‘The naturc of Cod and the ex-~

porience that Iorael had had of e providonce would leave
no roon for such an idea. Codts love had bocon ghovm Israel
cvon thoush there was no morit on the part of the peopla,
cven though thoy worled no magic.

At tho root of losaie sacrifice in general, and of the
neace~-offering specifically, thore wore throo ideas: (1) The
offering vies a pgift; (2) It was a cormmmion; (3) It was a
thoniagiving. In this subheading wo shall consider the nozce-
offering as a glft to CGod.

It should be noted, howovor, that the Iebrow namez for
thoe peace~off'ering do not appreciably clarify iis signifli-
cance. he word a° 7‘—-;-5\ moansg simply "what is slain.”

he [] -'T\'_—:l__ § wore slain animals used mainly for o sacred




12
. - .
meel."t The othor word ZJ 9 & or O bé_’é used as a synonymn
— ~ 3
fop /\ -!--5 hag beon given various etymologics. One would
find the basic moaning to bo "paoymonts." This derives the
word rom tho plel of a 6_‘4_’. It would of course connech
thils offoring closely with the idea of a gift offored Lo God.
Following another etymology, the Soptuagint transletes
] o » - o -
Subau zafw,v..'ai Our Inglish translations have genorally
followed this lead and have translatod "peace-offoring.”

In cdopting thic name, howover, wo rust beware of a

miseconcoption. This snerifice is not the sacrifico to

malza peace with an offended Cod. If thoe name were used
in This sonse, the poeace-offoring would be beyond all
others thie atoning sacrifice. The peace to vhich it
reierg is o peaco alroady existing whon tho offering l1s
made. -

Hoth these ideas may be beohind the word A C._I‘a Lfor
peace-offorings. I so, they emphasize the two signifiicances
of gift and poace. Again, the term sl :1‘_-_! ,], vhat ig opon-
tancous or volunbary, amother synomya for /v LY, cbvicusly
expregses the sense of gift. Dut the variety of torms used

is so wide that tho significence for- the pocaco-offoring to be
talon froxn ita name scoms somevhat obscured.

flevertholess the idea of the peace~-offering as a gift is
contained in the torminclogy, cven il somowhat vaguely. ind

the Isrnelite mmust indecod have thought of hig offering as a

lesorpe Duchonan Groy, Sacrifice in the 01d Testament,
Its Theory ond Practice (Oxford: The Clowendon rass, 1925),

P. Oo

29, ¢, Coyford, Soorifice and Pricsthood, Jewish and

e
hrigtian (Tondon: llothuen o (Oes LUGes; 1093); De 30
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gift to his God. This Tact lies in the very nature of the
of'foring, and of the ritual comected with it. In faét,

the llogsalc systen ofi worship, liize the patriarchal, was
ased upon the Lact that man might approach Cod so long
as his hands were not empty. As Adam worghinpod in
Tden by the surrender of time and strength in obedient
norlormance of the divine will, ond possibly by the
vrogcntation of somo of the frulis of his labor, as
Abol brought of the firstlings of his flocik, the cc-
ceptonce of his giift oponing a way to CGod vihich the
vatriarchs were not slow to follow; so, in the law
givon upon Sinal, the Jow was biddon to come ncar his
ilaker and Preserver, gifts in hand. Offerings of toll
bocane nmeans of grace; things eloguent of cost wero
channecls for what was pricoless; pledges of Inman
gincerity in appeal wero transmuted into plodges of
divine earnestness in reply; gifTta from men to God
brought gilfts from God to man.

I, for oxoumle, the neace~offering was a so-called

froowill-offering ( D! j___,:f] ), then it was brought to schow
-

by o gift %o CGod the thanlkiful heart of the offerer. The

frooviil-offfering was a zind of thanlsa ahead of time for

the thing prayed for.

If 4t was a peaco-offering in comectilon with a vow,
then it was thought of as thanks after the vow had been
fei1filled. This sort of veace-offering was glven after
the worshipper had been onswered, and the blessings ho

been received.

Ordinarily of course tho poence-offering was given simply

as thanlsgiving for the general poodness of Cod without any

3a1¢fred Cave, The Scrivtural Docirine of Sacrifice and

Atonoment (Zdinburgh: Te & Te Olavk, 1890), D 101. "Oiferings

of Toil bocame means of groce,’ of. pp. 12-13 of this thesis.,

l'l - i e e
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vow comaoccted with ._H.,_!g. Thus Cor cxample (L X¥ings 19:21),

* Bliigha in 'i:';s.a..sgfivin& for having been c2lled ‘Lo the
prophotical offico, "tool: the yoize of oxen, mnd slew
thou, md roasted '=-1rm:'.r Tlesh with the instruments of
the oxon, tnd gave unto the poopls, and they did ea at';
that wasg c'l 0!.“"1‘5" a t‘bap?r <olToring, though ’cl'-e torm LTor

’ﬁl

goerifice is not used.”
Such thanlr-of'ferings must have been thought of as zifts to
God, olsc Tthe thanizs idoa would be obscured. Then theroeiore

tual required that cortain fatty portions be set oside
Tor the Loxrd, these were rogarded as gifto to the Lord. #iAnd
the parts set aside for the priests were regaordéd as gifts
o the Lord in a sense, since the priests were God's repro-
sontotives.

Mnd, Tinally, vhen all were catling at the festive meal,
epain the Isrnelite ymat hove conceived of the meal as a
ind of' gift-offoring to the Lord. TFor the significanco of
e moal was that tho Lord, in grace and mercy, condescended
to be the guest of the worshivper, not that the worshipvor
was the puest of CGod. (od therefore rocoived the cholicod

b e

porilona and theo priest's portionsz as iz share of the meal,
L
a gift to fim as the honored guest.v
Thether thorefore the peace-offering was brought in

pratitude for Godls blessings, or oub of longing for a more

Igﬂayford, on. eit., p. 37.

5.!. 0. D. Oosterley, Sacrifices in Anciont Israocl, tholx»

Or? s Purposes ond Dovelonment (liew Jorik: -n0 Lacn 1lan
O“lpﬂ.‘!;']’, Nede ’, . 33-

"Oahler, OD. clbe, P 291,
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coxmpleto asenae of feliowship with God, or as the fulfillment
of a vow, it always was given as a Itind of gift to Cod. It
iay In tho vory froc and uncormanded nature of tho poaco-
of'forinp that it was a .[.v:if't. And God accented that pgift as

a "gweot savor." llo toolr pleasure in such right wownship,!
The Poace-oiforing as Pellowship

“he fenbure vhich distinguished tho nponce-offering fwvom
2ll the other sncrificos of the 0ld Testament was the fes-
tive meal commocted with the ritual. The most important
ninple Ldea comocted with this offoring thorelore involved
felliowghip, Tollowship with Cod and man.

Porhapns 1t is necosaary; however, to insert somc infor-
nation regarding totenlsn, sinco some critics soc a reumant
of puch savage practices in thoe 0ld Teatomont poaco-offor-
:‘Ln{;.a Toteniom involves the beliof that thore is a bond of
relaticnship betwoon a givon family or tribe of poeonle and
an animal-rod as o Dind ol ancostor to nmanity. Lvery real
animal, moreover, was regardod as a holy roprescntative of
that ancestor-animal-god, Thore was thon a sense of kinship
between thoet real animal and the given fomlly. Thus the

animal-god, tho fanily, ond tho roal animals of the samo ind

Tohe phwase, "sweot savor,? is discussed further on p. 20
of this thosis.

Sgostorloy, op. eite, pe 157.
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as tho totem-god were all thought of as related by ancostry.?
iflow, on cortein solemm oceasions one of the sacred ani-
mals wag gacrliticed and oaton. Tho atrength of the god was
thoreby onco again commmicated to his descendants and tho
wity of the tribe or family was strongthoned. It was a
holy moal in wvihich the animal-gmod and the menmbers of the

human family wlted, actually united, since the blood of the

o]

minnl was thug scattered throughout all the mombors of the
fanily.10 And 1ifo and strength was in the blood of the
holy animal, tho representative of the pgod.

Dut to snealr of the oating of a totom-animal as lying
behind the ideoa of the fellowship-gacrifico with the Ioly
chovoh would geem to bo almost blesvheny.

Ilcvertholoss, it is truec that the act of eating togothor
at the same table and from the gome food was an act vhich ce-
‘monitod DTrieondships and even croated a bond something like
leinship. This custon among Semitic poople is woll-lmowm
even todey. The laws of hospitality arc strictly followed
in the Dast and ceirtain Bedouln tribes gtlll repard a conmion

menl as a binding symbol of lasting friendly relations.ll

9ibid,
L0¢, A Hadjiantonion, YSacrifice: Tits Origin and Pur-
vose, " Yhe Dvancelical Umariterly, XVII (19L5), &.'Gi'.

1lgarmuel Ives Curtiss, "The ngzitic Soecrifico of Nocon-
ciliation,” The Ihmpositor, sezies O, VI (1902). This article

deseribog a modorm sedouln meal similar to tho poace~olffering.

It wos a moal for reconciliation of two tribes at emity with
one anctiher,
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Just go tho peace-offoring was an offering designed %to
ronind the plous Israelite of his fellowship with Cod mmd man,.
The rogulations of the ritual alreandy denonst»ate this fact.
It would scem that it was for this reagon that tho laws ol
3111=if5.ca"‘i.on wore carolfully followed with regard to tho poace=
offering. That offering involved followship, and followshin
with God _demxmded true »renaration.

According to the liosaic law, thore were cortain physical
conditions which made it Impossible for an Israclite to ocat
of thoso things vhich were "holy to thoe Lord" {Lev. 7:20,
21). Certain physical conditions made the worshivnor wn-
clean. /Mnd whon an JTsrnelite was uncloan, he was wmable o
have fellowship with his God.

How, an examination of tho Ilopalc repgulations regarding
wcleammegs would indicato that the Taraeliteo wos to lecarm an
important leoson fron the prohibitions. For example, a huse
band and wife wore mado Incapable of attending the worship
of Jehovaeh by intercourse (Lev. 15:18). They ronained un-
cloan until the ovening when they were ordered to bathe.
Again, involumtary seminal emission placed o man among the
unclean until ovening, wien he was to talte a bath and
wagh his parmients (Lev. 15316,17). During monstruation the
womnn was unclean for seven days (lov. 15:10=2.)s And yot
the Tsraolite home was one which gioriod in childron as the
gl of God. Sox was one of Cod!s blessings.

Purthernore, a doad human body made overyone in the im-

mediate nelphborhood uncloan. "To be in a tont at tho time
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of the doath of an Immate, to oenter a tont vwhore a dead body
l=ay, to touch a cornso, a grave, or a bone, was to conbract
meleannoss for goven days.'id

Thogo and similar regulatlons regarding uncleamess
taught the Igraelite that by nature ho was sinful and un-
clean in the sgight of his God. But the rites of purification
preceding the poace-olfering cleansed him to a cortaln ox-
tent. They cleansed him go that he could without sin ap-
vroach the Iord. Thus "although thmnlz-offerings could only
bé brought by such as wore in the state cf rraco, atill the
congciousnoss of sin was represented in them. nl3

For fuwther preparation of the worshipner for fellow-
ship with God the liosale ritual pave directions rogerding
the illing of the animal. This ritual clearly indicated
that atonoment for ain was nocessary before a man could have
fellowshipn with God. Thus the Israelite bringing a peace-
offecring firat laid hiz hand on- the head of the viectlm. IHe
did this to show that he was transferring to the animal tho
ability or right to do pomething for him. "The laying on of

honds in saerifico signifies tho sacrificer!s boestowing

~upon the victim 'b:i'.\.e power o weprosent himself" (Ifum. 8:10,

1Z20ave, ope cites Do Tl

13y, . Hengstenberg, Conmentory on Dcolesiastos, with
Other Treatises, translated from the CGerman by D. . Simon
(Pniladoipnia: Smith, English, & Co., 1860), ». lo2.
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16,13).3-?-!- It is therofore noteworthy that tho signilicance
of laying tho hoand on tho head of tho victim was a substitu-
tionory act. It was not an act of idénbification by which
thoe victim and the sacrliicer became united, but an zet in
which tho viectim did something for tho Israclite.l5 The
rious Isracllte in fact thought of the victim s gaining
. forgivoeneas Tfor him also in tho case of the pdaco—oi‘farmg"
(1 sam. _'3:1.1.5.).16 Then thereiore thoe peace-cffering victim
was glaughterod and its blood was sprinkled upon tho gltar,
vhat remained of the uncleamncss and sinfulness of the soc-
rificer was removed ITrom tho sight of J chovah.t! For the
laying on of hands meant that the blood-atonement would be
appliecd by sﬁbstitutiun to the worshiprer (Lev. 1:l).

The peace~offering, then, taught thoe Israelite that
sacrifice was potont before God, but only when accompanied

by repenionce, obedioncs, and submigsion. Oa vthe othor

hand, he could aolso seoe that penitence and subniassion were

ugﬁuyford, oL, clt., . 163. The Bible passage indl-
cabes thoat the laying on of hands meant substitution. Tho
Tevites represented the whole nation. k

-
1"G. Je O. Harchendt, "Sacrifice in the Dpistlio Lo the
Tlobreows," The Ivanrelical tuarterly, Xi (19:3), p. 205.

1651:101_1;:11 Wendel, Dag Opfer in dor Altisraclibischen Ro-
licion (Loipzig: Verlag von Iduard Pfoiffer, 1927 ), D. 100.

17mhat these ideas rogarding aboremsnt oro, howaver,
secondary with regerd to the posce-offering is evident from
the manmer in which the blood waus appiied to the altar. It
was sprinlled in a gencral manner upon the top of the main
altar, rather than cerefully aonnlied '1:.<::l any one part of the
oltar. OCf. lengstenberg, on. eit., p. 302,
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neot enough without some sort of prescribed substitublionary
sbonement. A man could not apnroach God, sdve hinsell from
gin, and enjoy fellowshlp with CGod by mems of repentance
alone or by sacrifice alono. Rather it was obvious that
divine power reached dowmn to a man when he offered his sac-
rifico. A more mnimal could do nothing. Dubt when a man
gacrificed it in obedience to Cod's cormiaonds and nromises,
then the "sacl;i::’.'i.ce was the orgen of his approach in huible
surrender and obedience to God; then 1t becane the organ of
fodls opproach In power to bloss him.nl8

Bub 2ll this atonement rituzal wag only prelinminary to
the main point of the peascc-offering. That main point was
the gacrlficlial feast. Thus, although thero is 2 necessary
olement off atonenment in the pence-oi’fering, "the peace-
offerings atoned that they wight be offerings; they wers not
offerings that they night atonc."9 ©hey concontrated at-
tention vpon the act of union and cormmumion with God, upon
that spocinl gacrificiazl meol in which all joined.

his meal wasg, first of 2l1ll, a pledgo of the blossed
Tellowship into which Cod would enter with His pcopls. Tho
noace-offoring was a sacrifice iIn vhich all could enjoy the

Triendship of thoir Cod. The Israslite, according to lloses!?

18uamo1d H. Rowley, The loaning of Sscrifico in the 0ld

Taatanent (E';umchemterz The Lanchester universicy -ross,
» Pe 95

19(}a_ve, op. eit., v. 105,

E— P
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Low, could male a Teast and invite God Himsel? to share with
him and his family the food of the offsring.ao

Zhe sacriiicial feasts wore the times of relfreshing from

the prosence of tho Lord; times whon men could say with

their whole heart, "Tho Lord is my Shephord."

o plecture Cod as the host at those meals 1s to set the
saceifice In a falge light. It 1ls true that certain parts of
the offoring were given to the ILord and His pricsts, bub
neince~-olforings were not whole offerings and the romaining
parts of the anlmal belonged to the sacrilicer. Ie thon
his fricnds to enjoy this meal with him. And God
was one of Thesoe Triends, a highly honored friend, but one
who veceived s portion iromr iils hosi, the Igraclite {Lov.
7:3h).  Although the world is the Almighty's. wet e is
nleased to be so warshipped.aa

In tho soecond place, the peace-offering meal woas also &
Wnd of Jove feast. The ritual reogulations demonstrate this.
Ilogeg! law sebt limite as to the time allowed Tor eating ‘the
neat of tho oiforing. IHow, these regulations may have beon
siven sirmly bocause meat doeays. But that meat decays would
not explain tho reason for tho difference in time allowed Tor
consuning the mont of the thank-offoring and the time for the -

froowill-offoring. Rather it would seem that the linitation

201p3q.

2lyengatenberg, on. eit., p. 103.

', L]
“amhe peace~offaring wan a Tswoet-savor” to God. Io was
ploased to fecept it. Of. p. 20 of this thosis.
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of time wvas set so that Igracl's peace-offerings would r-e-
quire a large muiber of people to consume the moab -in time.
CGod 1limited the time so that the Israclito could not bo sel-
fioh, but et Invite his friendz, or simnly waste tho meat
alfter The sccond day. A peaco-offering chared with a large
nmbor of frionds and welatives {such as would bo nccosgary
to consume o lavrge auount of meat) precluded any gluttonous,
selifish '.:.'orsﬂlip and domonstroted rather the joy, prosperity,
wnity, fellowship, and psaco of Hodla poople. God limitod

tho time for eating; Israolites were forced by thoe limita-

)

tions to Javite many of thelr friends: honce tha offering
oxprossed necceo, not In its miniwnem gense, but ia its

maximen: followshilp with God, fellowship in His servicoe,

- . 5 3
and felloweshir with one snother. 23
“he Pence~offering as Thanlgpiving

Since it ig true that the peace--offering was, in gener-

.4

1, an offering of a gift to God and that the food given and

f

the ritual followed waa thought of aa a ltind of Tangible

g1ft ,214- it should be notod that the pcace~offoring tousght the

-~

sraeclite to oop a Thankiul attilude toward the Almighty.
This is ospociclly evident in that lzind of peace-offering

called the Sl :_f)J—l -« The ?'—I) 7 exprossed a spiritual

237, D, Iidner, Socriitize in tho 01d Tostament (Tondon:
The Tyndole Fress, 1052), pp. Loi.
2l

See chapter II of this thosis.
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sttitude rathor thmn merely a physical giit. a:r /Jl rioansg
Thenhsgiving.® It slgnificd an act of worship, sm abbitude

of th

(6]

heari addressod o Cod, norlked by gladnega and song.

<

N ) -
1.

i}
1]

& W

particular weace-olforing that was o be saten

O DI £

«

ane day that it was offored to Co2.25  na this repu-
ilation was no doubt given to assure the »ight attituds Tor
this sccriflco especially,

The pouce-oiforing, =nd especially tho ?l__fr?ﬂ » thero=

)

ore was an attompt te put inbto outward foxma and w»itual
something which stirred the soul, Imwrard feolings were oub-
viardly denonstrated. ‘Then an Toraelite prayed ond gove
thanlks Yo God, il he wishod to asgurs hilmgeli, his Triends,
and hia Cod of his gincoprity in prayer, he would offeor a
peaco-oiforing as a pledgs of the reallity and varmoestnoss of
vhat ho gpolc in prayer, Thus in Cho peace-oiforing thore

wap o parbicularly closo relationship betwean prayor and

In this commection 1t will bo well to coansider tho
theory of some that blood-sacriffice was offsred as A means
off liberating iife. According to this idea the Lood and
drinl: offerings were thought of asg "giving sustonauce to

Valwreh, "e7  And the offfering of the blood of tho slaughtcrod

25noyden Koith Yorles, Sucrifice In Greol: mnd Ronien
Nelirions and Deriy Judaisnm (fiew fori: uharies ceribneris
SUI!.H, 1':‘)2,; p- 1,‘)1-

¥

‘?"Ei‘angstanbarg, op. cit.; »e 371,

279esterloy, op. clt., p. 185.
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victin Iupnrtod 1ife Vo God.

n obther words, b the sacx»iffice of tho wictim itas

ife was liberated, and the liberatod 1lifeo inherent in

tho Hlood was abusorbed by Fahwelh, ':.fho::g_. owva 1life wag

strongthoned and replenished thoroby.2
The meal at the conclusion of the peace~offering with its
special portions seb aslde Pfor God was mm off'ering to CGod
suppogcdly to strengthon Him. According to this idea the

plous Igraelite was to have thought that since Cod had helped

hin, he aight return thoe favor and help God. So by rmutual
id tho »olationship was maintained, ond maintained favorable
Zor men. Cod, exhiausted by the answoring of & request Drom
men, was to be strengthened with new life and made roady for
$tho next request.29
Zut such a view detracts too mmch from thoe ideas of power
and might that were associated with the great Jehovah. The
thoniz-of'Tering was an offering which, if hing, mognified
Ctodl'g power and strength. Far from meliing Jehovah seam do=- |
pondeont upon moen, the thank-of'fering euphasized nmanls depen=—
dence upon CGod.
Vhen, for example, Achan was caught in his sin (Jos. 7:
19), Joshma insisted that Achan should "glive glowy and sl 11J1
to Jehoveh." Achan was to rocognise God!s supremacy. o was |

to rocopnize that to disobey Hls cormonduents was folly.30

2083p1g., p. 186.
291pid., pp. 177-190.
30v7erices, on. clb., DR« 235F., (footnote 1GL).
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Thewo is no idon of glving stronpth to God, but rather of
rocognining tho plory and dominion that is alweady Iiig.31

do lmow, in this commeetion, thot thank-offerings were
Irogquently broucht on occasions of gorrow. Then they could
only be thanls for bhlessings hopod for. David the lking
brought thani-offerings cven vhile the people were being
punighed for his pride in mumbering thom (2 Sam. 2h:25).

Ur the childron of Israel brought thonk-olierings afior a

wng almost wiped out {(Jud. 2L:3h). This pracibice donon-
strates o high rogard for the power of Cod. To give thaniss
for pgrace alrcady plvon is a mmble wey of asking for moro.
(It is certainly not pride strengthening a woal: Cod.,) Fur-
Thermuoro, vhon the Israclito offerocd his thaniz-offoring, he
did not pray aond sacriflice by oxneriment, but based the
prayer and the sacrifice upon the word amd nromises of CGod
(Ps. -’3.0).32 Ile Imewr and was sure that although God had no
need Tor the offering, o would accept it vhen that offering
was given in gincority.

Tho Iaraelite could lmow this because Cod had said that
the thanl-oflering was a sacrifice roceivod with pleasure

by @Mm. In Toviticus 3:5 ond clascwhere Cod had said that the

3lpg. 50:13, Jor. 7:21-23, oto., give further cvidence
that the ropgulations wore not laid dowm with the idea of
strengthening God,

32ilongetenberg, on. clb., p. 1100,
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ponce-ofTorings produce a /) ) /N 1 g gweot savor.!
This phwnasgo has ofton been taloen to indlcate that Cod is
reconciled by moans of the sacrifico. Dub that would hardly
scem Yo bo the case, since this phrase occurs only once in
comection with the sin-offering ond mever with the gullt-
oi‘i‘arin,g.33 Thego wore the speciiic atonemeni-sacriifices.
But the phrage is found froguently with rogoed to the poaco-
orforings and other offerings whore the idea of atonement is
gomevhat secondary. In fact,

the expression is used vhen an ox is offered, so it is

also vhon a head of smell cattle or & blwd 1s offered,

in order to teach the lesson that he who of'fers nmuch and

he who offerg little iz alilte bofore CGCod, Tor God neltvher

cats nor drinks (i.c., is not placated by receiving more

rathor thoan lesa).3iL

The Taprgum thorefore paraphrases correctly, "an offering
1ich is rocoivod with pleasure before Goé.."35 The swoet
gn0ll of tho poeoce-offoring was not rogordod as something
placating tho just angor of Cod, but as an indication of Iis
leagure in the right worship and sacrifice of the Iaraellte,
in the attitude of thonisgiving and humble dependonce donon=-
strated by the gift.

ilo conclude, then, that no pious Taraclite would have

dared to thinl: that he might offor strength and 1life To the

33aray, op. cit.s Pe 79

3simon b. Azzail (A.D. 100-130) as quoted in Gray, OB.
Ciltes Do 81.

35¢e. Tbid., p. 80.
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Awichty. For God poesgosges all things and ncods nothing.

B

¥Yot He had nromised to be pleased with the hwnblo thanits
which thoe Israelite sought to malte ovident and tongible in
the thanlk-offering. It was in this spirit that the thonl-
offering was brought, ﬁ spirit of huzmble dependence marized
by tho ceritain assurance that such sacrifico waag Cod-

pleasing.
The Peace-olfering as a Symbol |

It has become evidont that the peace-olfering was a
aacriilico designoed to set forth spiritucl idecas uwnder ton-
riblo forms. “Thoe supersonsuous was taught by means of the
ponsces. Thils is true of the whele sacrif'icial system. IE
was a ninutely symbolileal gystem, symbolizing things then
prezsont and things to come. Dut for convenience we will use
tho uom gyebol in the following with roferenco o the facta
that wore alveady rovealod to the Israelites and the term
type with reference to the truths yet to Lo revealed, but
foweshadowed in the neace-oficring.

liow, i1f we follow this distinction, 1t bocomes obvious

;hho one canon Tor the accurate and procise study of the

symbolic significance of the losalc injunctions in that

narrower gonse is that the spheres of the, symbolical and

ossenticl significance areo co-exitonsivo. 6

This statoment has been demonstrated to be true in thoe fore-

3%¢ave, op. elt., p. 116.
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going chaptors. The ritual of the poace-offeoring is largely
a goriesc of symbolic actions. Thus it is only through syne
boligm that tho Israelite could understand that his own
physical cleanliness meant spiritual purity. Only syabolism
could givo any meaning to tho rite of laying the hand on the
head of & gacrifiecinl victim. Pouring vlood on the altar
would haove beon meaningless witual without symbollism. /ind
while the peace-offerinz meal was obiously fellowrship of
one man with another; only sybolisu could indicate that God
was in fellowshilp there, too. Dubt the majority of these
actiong have been discussged. Two nolnts, however, remain,
Thesge are tho wave-breast and the heave-thigh.

These portions of the poace-ofTering wereo the parts that
belonged to the pricsts {lov. 7:30). The ritual connected
with thoso parts signified that they, Just like the parts
that wore consuod at the altar, wore pregsented and devoted
to the Tord. Yhus, in umbera 0:11 in the appointment of the
TLovites the wave-offering »itucl was used as a symbol of
consceration.3T fThe Lovites were "offered to thoe Lord and
returned by Him fag a gift to Aarvon and his sons! to assist
thom in the Tabornacle ministry."38 Tho parts, then, of the
wave-orfering and the heave-offering were parts of tho offer-
ing given to God for the priests. Bub regarding the ritual

sction comnected with theso parits, little definite can bo

37xengstenborg, on. cit., v. 103,

30¢ayrora, op. eit., . 37.

R
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Imowm boyond vhat mey be determined from the words wave and
heave thomselves. The heaving, since it was an up-and-dowm
nmovement, provably pointod to God as enthroned in the
hoavens, and os the »uler of tho oarth. The waviang to the
Tour cormers of the earth taught that CGod watches ovor IHis
people. Ag Psalmg 139:3 says: “Thou commassest my path and
my lying dowm."39 This matter, however, is not at all cleaw.

In conclusion we may say that the peace-oifering could
not have meant the smme thing to every worshipper. A syn-
bol moy mean more to onc person than it does to another.
Zot all people have the same Imaginative wnderstanding. To
some the ritual of the peace-of'fering may have beon & sore=-
vuihwint monningless pageant. DBut to those who meditated day and
night upon the ritual, it was a rich storehouse of doctrinal
treasure.h0

It was a gborehouse because God omployed the ritual as
a oswmbol. to tecch fumortant truths. The syubols were a
method of teaching by illustration. Ilow, it is true the sym-
hols were to a certain exbent inadequate to show tho truth
behind them, but just because of thelr inadegquacy, they
showed that in Godls plon there was a day coming when sym-
bolism would no longer be nocegsary. Lils the prophets, the

gymbolism of the ritual pointed to a day when the roallity

3tonnstonberg, on. g¢lib., v« [103.

l%-ocavo, op. cit., p. 118.

e e e . S—
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mist voplace tho symbol.ll

The Peace~oifering as a Typo

Yhen the pious Jow brought hils peace-of'foring, it no
doubt gave much satisfaction to his heart to ponder upon
tho significance of the ritual as we have outlined it. 3But
it would geen that the careiul thinlors among the Israslites
must have wondered why it was that meat and bread, a carvoful
observance of cortain prescriptions--vhy these thingzs should
be acecounted worthy of many blessings by the Almighty. There
was, of course, the oxpress promige and will of Cod in the
matter, but that still did not answer why God would have the
of'ferings as they were. "hat solution could such a thinler
have found for his quostion?

As Indicated .tlbove,"-i-a he rmst have come to »ealizeo the
troangitory nature of the ritual of the posace-offoring and of
all sacrlilfice in genoral. e must have roalizod that the
offering was a type or model oi' somothing groater to come.

e rugt hove roalized, in fact, that the sacrifices were so
designed by God that they would rosemble thait groater thing

vhich was to cozua.l:'3

4ly2a., p. 169.

Li2ge. the conclusion of the previous subhoading.

430ur definition of a type is the following: it ad-
wrbrates something, it adumbrates somo future thing, and it
is especially designod by CGod to adwibrate that future
thing.” {(Cave, op. cit., p. 1063.)
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Tho prophets in fact did roalize this relationship.

They realized That there was a relationghip boiween the sac-

Tgaiahts doscription of the Sulfering fServant thevo is, for
exonmle, a doliberato “"deoscrintion of tho worl wrought by the
Servent wader sacrliicial lenguage. w15  Puthormoro the Pro-
nhets saw very vlainly that
all the animal saerii'icos failed to meot man?!s noed,
sinco the sins that most meeded cloansing wore beyond
the range of tholr power. 4 socrifice greater than any
the Law providod, ond more fav-renching in its powor,
wag therelore envisaged in the 0ld Testament, and 1ts
deepost word on sacrifice gpealis of onc nover offered
on the altar of the Temple or nrovided in the ritual of
the Pentatench, bul one to vwhipgh it loclked forwawrd bo-
yond the 0ld Testament itgelf.:
Wor exaumle, Zechaviah 13:1 spealss of a "fountain thet shall
be oncned for sin and mcleamness to the house of David, and
to the inhabitonts of Jerusalom.” Thils founbtain shall bo 3o
potent that it will replace the blood in tho holy containers
in the Temple, that Temple vwhich is bailt by the Branch.7

Wle may conclwie, thon that

Lz iz a common view that the pre-oxilic prophots con=-
doamed all gacrifice. DNowley's remark is portinont. "It is
improbable that their words should be so interproted, and fav
nore probeble that they opposed the sacriflices ol their day
because they were hollow and wmrelated to the spirit of the
offeror.” (Rowley, op. cit., p. 80.)

115Cave, op. cit., ». 217 {Is. 52, 53).
11-61?.01':16;7', op. eit., p. 110.
h7cave, op. cit., p. 22.

|
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no one with a spiritunl concention of things could for
a monent imagine that the blood of lambes and bullocl:s
did in realivy atono for ping. -Tho vory fact that all
the sacrificos hod to be roponted day aftor day and thet
they culninated amnually in the sacrifices of the Great
Day of Atonomont wag indicotion enough that they were
not real substitutes, but that they could be only synm-
bolic typoas, vhich profigured and Toroshadowed the worlt
of Hin vhom prophecy foretold asg tho seed of woman,
wiwso hepl would be bruised iIn THis conflict with tho
Sorpent. v

Dut thoe guestion remaing vhether thwe worl: of Christ is

he antitypo of which the sacwrificial gystom was but a type.
And nmore specifically we have the tasl of vrolating Christl!s

worl: to the poace-offoning.
In this connectlon the Sentuagint rondering of the

Tiobwow XA 2 ‘Z boconmea nn extremely sipnificant matier.

Dixty-Tour vimean throushout the Greoi: 01ld Testonent tho word
Gw'rv;’f:-o/ s 0ither in combinction with othor words or alone,
translates the Tobrow A é 6 « Twelve times it is transglated
by 5;/077w KoV and twice by the »lural of Tél\iaav s Groolk

"gumituous banguet. h9  me of tho very common words Tor

Tor
peace~oifforing was therefore 6“’T7];9a0=/.

Uith thils information in mind it bocomos obvious that
God intonded the worl: of Ch»ist Yo be tho truo antitype of
the peace-offering, mmd that meny pilous Israelitos so under-

stood tho ritual of the offering. Ve Imow that vhon Simecn

toolr Christ in his oras in the Tomple, ho said: "Iord, now

Ii8y11130m Toentenoellor, Thoe Fostivals and Sserificcs of
Ispnol (Ste Louis: Concordia Publishing .ousc, 1032), Ds 30

1%9'2'01*1-:@3, op. olt., p. 151.
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lottost thou thy servant depart in vcoce « . « for mine eyes
havo seon thy Gwr’fpaav (scace-offoring, not mevely galva-
Zion), vialceh thou hast prevared before the face of 211
DoOPRlo. 150 “

Yoreover, the various detalls of the peaco-offcring
»iltunl demonuatrate that the work ol Cheilst is the fulfill-
ment of The symbolism of thot sacrifice. Defore tho coming
oL Christ many of tiess details could not be undoerstood
fully, but after e had come, they all took on new depths of
meaning.

Defore Christ had come, the speclal regulation that the
animal hoad to be perfect, immaculate, without blomigh--that
:?cc-;v.l:\.'i;:‘-_on had little gsignlilicaence. Dubt after Chx»istls
death all becuwue clear. Tho perfoct victinm symbolized tho

holinezs of Chwrist. In tho case of tho animel this vas only

-

a pvhysical perifection. In Chrisgtts death o victim was sac~

c
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w no sin, who was in fact the Son of God.5l
In the penco-oifering, as we l:ave showm, thore was an
clement of atoncment in the sprinkling »ituel., Dut the gquos-
tion alwayas renained, vhy animal blood shounld be so potent.
Dut ai'ter Christ came and died for mon, it becane clear that
the redemption was "through his blood® (Col. 1:1l). GCod was
lool-ing forward in His onmiscience to that great sacrlliice,

"for 1f the blood of bulls and of goats and the ashes of o

50(}9;@9, oo. cik., p. 425,

Slypid., p. 1:32.
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heifer spriniling tho unclean, sanctiflieth to the purifying
of the fleshi how wuch more ghall theo blood of Christ. « » M
(Tleb. 9:13). Theat is more, whon the Apostle loolks forward

invo tho unscon world, ovon thoro “"the Lomb as it had been

glain®

(Rev. 5:5) comes into prominence.
The witual of the laying on of hands, given by Cod in
he OLd Togtanent to indicote substitubion in tho peace-
oifeorling, was only a picture of that greater substitutionary
worl: of Christ.

Agaln, in the 'pcace-of:?cz‘in?; we have three nariicipanige-
the viectim, the priest,; and tho '-:.'orshi{)per-. Chrigt fulfills

all those pictuvres. XMe is the victim offerod to God for the

L&

olng of manlkind. Ho iIs the priest who Iimgelf brings the

offforing, Iis ovm body. 4nd Ilo is the man, Tfor Iio is '"the

Apchotype of wmon both as creatoed and rodoomed? (Rom. 8:29).52
In tho 0ld Tostanmont peace~-offering the fellowship-meal

wvag the most Immortant aspect of Thoe rituanl. Christ has fule

3,
e

1led ihis pleture also. 4As tho peace~offering was o sac-
rifico dogigned to bring about Tellowshlp with Jdehovah, S0
with regard to Christ, "tho peoacoe-offering speal:s of His
continual commmion with the Fathor through all thoe circu:-
stances of Mla carthly 1ife. "3 Muthermore s through the

Aacenaion the Son of Cod tool: Him moanhood to sit at the right

5211p4d., v. 300,

537. Russell Nowden, "The Leviiical Offorings,” The
czl Heview (1932), p. 195. S——
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hond of the Father.

fn the glorifiod Son robturms to thoe Pollovmhiﬂ with thoe
"'t_mr, .m.u.ch -:o had before tho world wap, o brings
vwith Idm i3 E.I‘ood, wniting it ints the same Fellow-
ship '..-':’.'i:.'u uod B

hat is more, in tho 0ld Tegtament the Lollowship of the
pence=-oi'fering wos limited to the Tsraslite In Christ all
meon may anproach God and Join in fellowship with God. 4nd
Pinally, when Christ was about to die e loft as I1s last
tosctanent the Lord!'s Oupver. In this ncal Christians have
Pellowship with one another and with Chwist vho is God.55
It thus becomes ovident that the poaco-offering was

Intonded to set forth the worl: of Cherist. In fact, overy

nart of the whole Levitical systen £iads ite Mfilluent in

the ono higtorical Tact of Chnist on Calvawy. MAnd the offer-
th: Christ'c death as a power to Justify and to

"'u.uu'y

But tho ritual of the poace~-offering is alsc fulfilled

in the sacrifices of tho Chrictian life. In thoe zolam

vregentation of the victin ot Codls altar in the peace-

l -
offering, the Israoclite oxprossed the wish to approach the
Alodichty. So in thoe worship of tho Christ :!.u_‘; chwreh today

the wish to approach tho Lord is oxprossod vhonevor tho bo-

licvor sets his faith £irmly upon the worl: of Christ end what

b'lz-sayfora, on. eit., p. 133.

‘“'1 ig mobtor is discussed Turthor wndor the next sub-
heading.

56110*::&6:1, op. olt., p. 19k,
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1t meons to him for eternlty as well as for time. Thwough
Chrlest ho con assure himgelf that God is with him and that
thore is a mansion for him in hoaven.57 Fupthermore, in the
church, whonever the Gogpel of Chwrist is spoliom, thut 2z tho
fulfilinent of the »itual of tho sprix IAing. "Iy tho proach-
ing off the Coapel, boliovors arc anrinl:led with the blood of
thot Lowb, l.0., stnetlfiod, as Poter says, 1in. =Z’.’."3;G
Agalin Foul calls tho freowill-offerings of the church
at Philinni "a gacrifice9 accopbeble, weil-pleasing to CGodl
(Fad. :18).  ilo writes to tho Homans thet they should pre-
sunt tholr bodles (instend of an animal) “a 1living sacri-
100,59 noly, aceoptoble to God" (fom. 12:1). As o tho

oy xim thierefove

'

pralso-olfering~--a ind of peaco-olforing-.-
. -y . [t -
1ot us offer the sacrificod?d of prnise to Cod contimwnlly,

that is, thoe frult of our lips, giving thanlsa to his naue!

Mnd, finally, Just as tho 01d Testomont Israclite in-

vited moany of his Triends and neighbors to partaire of hisg

4

e -

5Toove, op. cites pe 155,

(=43 =

“Yomisliot Coneordia: The Spabolicnl Boolis of tho Bve
Lutheran Church (5i. Louls: Concordia Publighing Housc,
1021 ), De. 397 Apology XXIV, 306.

5-’-’):_-._-11@ Greol: ip « This "word was Limited to thoso
gacerifices in vhich pavrt of 2 vietim was buent on an altar
for a deity awil tho romainder eithor caten by the worshinboirs
who prosented tho animal or by the priests! W_L§ and Jveix
are thorefore closoly related words. (Yerles, ob. cit.,
pe 116}, 4And so it is probable that the sacrifice in the
mind of the apostle in theso referomceos was the poace-
of'fering.
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sncrifice, no In tho Hew Tostament sncrifice--"to do good and

/
comnmicato, forget not, for with such sacrificos ( bt)éiu. )

a sghadow or silhouobtte that indicnted tho vprosence of a
solid reality, to come into view in its due timo. Such
an outline, therefore, may be valued as illustrating
and adwsbrating tho now observed reality; the dotails
may be compared, both to illumincte the significanco of

the new roality . « . and also the more strongly to
teach thet as wo now have the roslity, the use of the
shadow outlino is finished, oxecept to illustrate afresh
and renow understanding of the reality.wl

The Pence-of'fering as a Socramont

The Apology of’ the Mugsburg Confesgion defines a Sac-
»umont ag follows: “A Saecrament is o ceremony or worlz in
vhich Cod pregsonts to us that whickh the promise amexed to
the ceremony coffers.” This definition is siven In distinc-
tion to the definition of o sacrifico: "A sacrifico, on the
contrary, is a ceremony or worl: which we render God in ovrdaor
to alfford IIinm honowr. nG2 Following this distinction we mmist
‘conclude that tho peaco-offering ias both a sacramont and a

sacrifice. In the pence-offoring God promised to remember

6°;TIangs'benberg, op. eit., p. Lol.
6

orchandt, op. cit., ». 196.

: 620p1 lot, p. 389; Apology XLV, 18. The genoral I
theran view of a sacranent today roguires that tho act be
ingtituted by Christ. In the following dlscussion we Tol-
low the broader deflinition of tho Avology.

e i
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Hig morcy and Iis offor of atonmoment to tho sinnor. e
nronised to hiave fellowship with him who offered tThe poacos
o'i.'fux=ing.53 It was thorcofore a sacrament. Dut the peace-
offoring was algo o gift to God exvrossing 'bh&n’;:sgiving.e‘!%-

t was therofore o sacriiice.

In congidering tho peaco-oifering as a sacrament it
will boe well to define sonevhat the 0ld Teastamont idoas of
atonemont.

Tho idea cxpresced by the Hebrew origlnal of the word

tranglatod atone was cover and covering, not in theo

gonse of rendering invisible to Johovan, bub in the
gonse of engrossing Mg sight with something else, of

neutralising sin, so to spealr, of diparming it, ol

rendering 1t inert o arouse the rightesus anger of

GO-:'.‘.-Q.‘.?

he covering of sin, thoen, in the peace-offering was
woonmlished (L) by the rite of purification and waghing with
vater, (2) by thoe blood surinkling ritual, and (3) by th
Pfeith which trusted tho promise of God vwho said, "I have
given ﬁ;lw 'i:)lood] to you upon the altar to male an atonenont

- = - £
for your souls” (Lev. 17:21).66
In view of this atonement, in tho poacoe-olfering God

condescended to have fellowship with tho sacrificer. Thus

in thiz resvect aclso the offering was a sacramont, since Cod

63¢s. po.'15F. of this thesis.
"'.'

+Cf. . 11f. ond 221, of this thesls.

653:11;‘0', op. eit., ». 1his.

.

Pl e
PIbid.; p. 152.
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gave to men vhat ile had promised, Ilis prosonco.

Dut those mattors have boen already discussed. That is
o' Iimortanco to ns ot this point is the guoation whether or
not the Lord's Supnor zan bo thought of ag a fulfilluent of
tho typolopy of tho peace-offoring.

It is a faet that the Lordl!s Supper has o digtinc
rificinl charoctor. Filrat of all, it was instituted in con-
nection with tho Passover. ithother tho meal that Christ and
fis diseciples ate atv which the Lord's Supper was institutod

wiap actually the official Pascover meal, iz a guostion of

11¢tleo Lvortonce in this comnection. Thoe fact 1s that th

nenl was very simller to the Pagsover. It wag the Passover
scnaon. Thorofore tho asgociztion in tho disciples! miands
o the lordls Suwper with the Pagsover would guom.almest Ine-
ovitable. And the Pagrover was & sacrifico in tho nature of
o ;{10&30-—0'-7."?03‘5.‘.’.‘.[5-67 rthoriore tho Lord- took braead angd win
and gpolre of them as body and blood. Dody and bDlood were tho

objects of of'foring In the animal sacrifices. Then Chriast

Iy

"‘"""'16 ritual of the Fassover would comncets it seli-
ovidontly with the peace-oiforing, since thore iz tho
conmnmion meals Dub the prominonce of atonement as a pup-
nozo behind the Pascover would geam to militate againgt this
obvious view, since tho peaco-offering 1s not prinapily an
atonenent soorifice. Tho following voints are wvorthy of
note. (1) Tho IHobroew .'\1 $ 2g used in con.:ec.tion with the
Pagnover (fx. 12:27, 28:10). This iz the chawacteriastic
none for the po'tco—m'fer:lnr-u. (2) It is true thet the Pass-
over owphasisos strongly the idea of atoncment. &6 vhe in-
stitution of tho T’afsﬂov-m the 1,1'-.0..1"4 unnc.rnost in tho minds
0"' the Taroclliteg st hoave hoon 4 *'l._lvc"'z-‘co fvom doath b
the handg of' the m.pel of death, Iut it is atonenent for a
purnoge. Thoro wos also "the roception by God of thosce o
had delivoroed into o new 1ife of followshin witl :ii.zself'
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apolze of tho blood of IIis now covenant, it was thevefore o
"aivect reforonce to tho Sacrificos by vhich the 014 love-
nomt was ostablishod. nGo And "il"u.l.'J, a meoal togeiher bofore
God 1s port of the 0ld Testament sacriiicial system, ns ia
oevidont ospecinlly in the poace-ofi'oring.
It theroforo sceoms reagsonable to conelude that the

Tordls Supner

ig o fulfillinent ol the typology of the penco-

of'fering. Some of the feollowing voints of contact in the

Tho fivat Passover was tho commencoment of the special privi-
lopzes of the chosen nation; overy subsesuent Paszover becanoe
a pledro of tho contimuance of those privilegos! (Cave, oB.
eit., p. 111). Thorefore just as the pea GO-Of""C-‘P.Ll?.[ worled
ctonemeont that thewvo mirht be fellowship, 80 the blood ritual
of the _...,.-ovc)f' worlted atonement that CGCod might feilowsnip
in the moal that wag to follow. (3) Christ mnde uce of bread
and "=“:'-.nu in the institution of tho Sserauent of the Lordls
“'* aner. Dut it was possible Yo present broad ond wino only
""n conpany with burmbt-offorings and meace-ofTorings, and
never with sacrilices for s*’n nnd {respass); brend and wine
it had only beon po.m.-b"e to prosont to God . . . after
atorx ﬁe* ent huc’ boon made by the offasion of blood" (Cave,
on. gib., D. 168). Tow the Passover cortainly was not a
b"““"'.l.t-of‘.?‘-'-'!“‘ﬂ' The »it uz.'l_s are not at all sinilar. Yet

-y @

bread ang wine w rere neceasary o the usual cela‘br aticen of
the Pasnover. (i) Tho men 1 oi’ the Pasrover is just as sig-
1:‘.1‘.'.::.3:'{: ag tho blood »ituzl. o sharp lino of distinction

should be dravm betwoeen the variocus actions u"t all st Do

vieved as o unit (Gayford, on. cit., p. 1061 {5) Thoro
seams to be a furthor sinilaw 1'*:t.'a::r in the i'ac'i. that the Posgs-
ovor wag a mneal roserved for those who vere circuncised,

l.c., 2lroady in Cod's covenant, whilc i;hc peace-oi‘fariag
was a moal roscervod for those who were in a state of grace.

From 0ll this it would seon lopleal to conclude--"both in
orisin and in lator times, the "assoveﬂ wos o commmion soc-
pifice" (Oestorley, on. cit., p. 100). /And this close cone
neevion of ﬂoaco-o::?f.‘e?.':-.:.'." ond Passover 1s almost inevitably
ovident unless all idoas of atonenoent be dealed the peace-
offeving.

GSC%MOM’ _O_BI 31t-., Do 1620 e, 3’:.:5-11-
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bollism arce ospecially worthy of note. The poacoe-offering

’:i
ba

g a goerifice rvosorved for those wvho wore a2lready in o
astate of pgrace. lo pious Iaraclite would dare to hope for
fellovehip with his God unless ho wero frec from all unclean-
ness. Just so tho Lord's fBupper ig Tor belivvors only.

Yhe poanco-oifering Fivrst gave aggurance of" forpmivencss

£ sing and of atonement in God's oyes to tho worshipper and

(5]

then it pormittod him to have ;.cl’l owship with dJehovali. Jo
the DLordisg Suppoy assures us of the forgivenszs of our sins,
vinzilo ot the gome timo it unites us in fellowship with Christ,

our Lord (1L Cor. 10:10). The Iowrd!s Supper is a meal in

(%5

cimta-

"3

1ich the beliover, "in all his sins and in all
tiona, »eats in faith upon tho one Sacrifice, and ocats tho
flegh and drinis tho blood of the Son of man. 09

“he neace~offering was go desicned that it strongthened
the £olth which an Israclite hed in the promiscs of his Ged.
o siumly had to belicve that Rod wap there in followship
with hin. Thore was no other visible assurance granted him
than the promise of God gybolized in the banquet. OSimilarly
the Lord!s Supper strongthons our faith in God's promises.
Vo can cnly Imow by falth thot wo are in communion with
Christ.
Ue Imow algo that the peace-oi'fering was often gilven as

a demonstration of the thanl:ful hecrt. S0 In the Lord's

0911onpstenbers, op. eif., e b2l
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supper,

after consclenco cncouraped by falth has poercoivoed fyom
what terrorp it 1o freed, thon indeed 1t Tervently gives
thanits for the benefit 'r.u.'.!. nagaion of Chyiast, and uses
tho coremnony ltself to the praise of Cod, in order by
i..-.zis obocl ence to show its gratitude; and testifios that
it holds in high osteen the gifts of God. Thua the
coromony becomes a scevrifice of praise.’

In the pease~cfforing, tho worshivpor, his God, and
those vho ate the moal with him, were 2ll united in fellovwr-
giin. N in the Lord!'s Supper, becauso of the fellowship

vhich cachh Chelistion has with Christ, 2ll are lilzowizc wmited
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th ono anothor. Sh neace-olior-
ing meal Involved nany people, friends, relatives, and ac-
quaintarces in fellowship. So with the Iord!s Supper.

‘o may thereforo conclude that the relationchip of the

'\.--

pecco-olforing to the Sacramont of the Alvar is that of the
Typo to the fuliflillmont. Thore 1y this differonce, however
The poace-ofioring was distinctly o sacrifice, but a sacrl-
filco with sacramental significance in addition. On the othor
hand, tho Lord's Suppor is a sacrament with certain sacrifi-
cinl clements added. In tho peace~offering it was a matien
of the worshivpor bringing something to his God anid then wre-
ving the blessings of God's forgiveness and ol assuranceo

of Tellowship with Gods. In the Sacrameont of the Altar, 1%

is God vho b.:.i negs ug tho forgiveness of sins in Christ; it
is Te whwo inwites us to followship and commmnion. And after

TO0ppisiot, pp. 1102,
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vie have receivod these gifts, thon we proceced to ofi'cr honor

to our Cod.Ti

7170 gpeals of the Lord's Suppor as a "lile-giving sae-
rifice’ (Cayford, on. cit., p. 10L) is to ignore this dig-
tinction. Such terminology introduces worlk-righteoous, ex

opere opevato ildeas into the Lordl!s Suppor. Only il we

propnorly onphagize that the Lordl!s Supper is a gsacranent
will wo properly emphasize the atoning worl: of Christ.




A CIRISTIAINES VIEW OF TIE PRACE-OFPERING

' -

Our view of the poace-offoring has now boon set before
us. The basls of this offoring was the love of God. In it
© tought nen to rost secure in His merey. Through it e
nointed nen to the time whon o would bring about for then
gome proat delivorance. /Mnd through it e voday brings m

to a betlor appreciation of Iis mercy and of Ilis worls of

! s
@
»e
b
i
e

in tho 01d Tegtoment tho beliover prorared himsolf
to Lwing o peace-offoring, the cloansing ritucl ho performed
made it clear to him that ho was a simer in the oyes of
dohwvah, Yet just because there was a cleansing ritual for
hin, he 'mew that Cod was a Cod of morecy vho was roody o
help hinm even though ho wns a gimner. Then, rolying on that
asourance of help, ho brought the peaco-offoring animal and
progonted it at God's elitar. Illoxt, by laying his hands on
the head of that victim he delepgated it to be his substlitulo

beforo God., Illow, this onimal was 2 porfoct spocimon. vhen

he then Hilled it tho 01d Tosboament belleovor was showm that

nnocent perfection was being sacrlficed, given to destruc-
tion, because of tho sin nnd impewifection in himself. lext,
by the anplying of the blood to the aliar, the ritual muxic

evident to the worshimmor that by death CGCod was maixing for-

giveness of sins avalleble to all mon. CGod was accopting
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tho offering, and so recognizing that atonenont wes made
betweon Hinm ond the 01d Tostamont boliovor. ter this
atononont had been completed, the noace-oi'foring »itual pro-
cecoded o o joyful conclusion. Cod was glven a part of tho
offering. The priosts roceived their sharc. Mmd then in
ciie concluding monl, all shared in the bounties which God
wmd givon. All enjoyod a fellowchin among themaoclvos and
wiih God. A1l wero assurod completoly of Codl's forgivenocss,

is love, and iIis consgtamt tonder care and concorn for thom

tiow, bocougse the Israclitel!s fod was not some tangible,
visible idol, the peace-oifering muat havo pointod already
in the 01d Testament to some grentor fuliilimont. It was =
too ecrudeo and wopirltual o thought to beliove that o mere
aninal could somohow placate The groeat Johovah. It was too
erude to thinlk that ilo could iale pleasure in the eating of
a moal. Dut as the prophets mado clear, somotiiing groater
wvas to coue.

And feon tho lfow Tegtament we have a vantoage point which

noraits ns to sec vwhat it was thoat thoe peaco-offering was
pointing to. Tho poace-offoring was pointing to Christ and
to ;bh,o Chrigtion ora. Christ comoe as a man boforo Cod, pro=-
gontod as His saecrificinl victim Iis ovn solf, and was killed
upon the crosg. Dy Iis 1life and through Iils death Ilo has

openod for all men a woy of followship with Cod which is moro
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suro than all the peace=oifeorings of the 01d Testauent. Mnd
nov, sitting at the right hand of the Fathor, Iils humanity
has gone bolore us, assuring us of a more perfect fecllowship
with the Lord.

Cherefore, whon the Chrlation comes in worshin and
prayer boefore the Lord, trusting is mercy, Imowing that
Chhrist is his substitube, tho sacrificial victim Tor him, he
can Imow and onjoy fellowship with God IHimsolf. This faet
the Lord has mado moro sure for us through the Sacranont of
the Alvar. There we can tasto and fecl and Imow that tho
Lord i3 with us.

2o the Christlan views thwoe poaco-offering. e scos in

et
I
6]

it a picture, syibol, or Lype of the central facts of I

falth. e sees it ag & picture of the namer In which the

Ior»d strongthons ond zecps IIia people in thwe falth. Th

(6]

Chreintian soes the poace-olforing as part of the first step
in Codls plan of salvation, as part of an 01ld CJovenant. Ilo
finds himself! living in a Ilew Covenant vhich 1s not new, but
a glorification of the 0Old. And as he can sve that God lept
the promise gset forth in the 0ld Testament peace~offoring
when Ilo gent Clhweist to the world, so the Christion nay cor-
tainly mow that CGod will Ieop the promise sot forth in the

offoring of Christ vhon Ile reccives Il1a poeoplo o Lellowshiy

with IIIm in hoavon.
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