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CHAPTER I 

IlfTRODUOTION 

Jeremiah is ono of the outstanding prophets of the 

Old Testament. He has been misunderstood and JD8D1" have 

avoided his ·writings because of various reasons. It has 

been claimed that Jeremiah wanted to see the destruction of 

all his enemies.1 Such pre~udice against the prophet's 

'1l"itings has colored the 3udgment of~-

Critics have attacked the authorship of Jeremiah in 

large scale. Some tr,y to make his writings only hall of 

the actual book.2 Others tr., to throw out smal.ler sections 

and separate verses.3 The section of the book ·of Jeremiah 

vhich has received the strongest attacks is the section 

often referred to as the oracles to the nations. In this 

thesis we will consider the various problems raised up 'Iv' 

the critics. 

There are quite a number of arguments advanced b7 the 

critics against the authorship of Jeremiah. The ma~or 

arguments trill be treated in this thesis. These are four 

~ number. The first one is that the concept of Jahwe as 

1A. w. Streane, The Book of the Prophet Jeremiah 
~ether with the Lameziiatroiis:-C-Oambridge I uilverslfi7 

ss, I952), P• 45. 
2Ibid -· . 
3James Philip H_yatt, The Book of Jeremiah, l:nterpreter•s 

Bible (New York: Abingdon-;-i'9~ v; i!o4. 
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a God of vengeance is not the concept of the rest of the 

book of' Jeremiah. The second argumen:t is tli.ad:; . thi:L oraclea 

contain such fe~ details regarding historical events and 

are therefore in contrast with the rest of' the book of 

Jeremiah. .Another argument is that the critics feel that 

there is confusion in the oracles which is not found 1n the 

other chapt er s of' the. book. One more argument is that the 

attitude of' chapters f'1f't1' and f'i.tty-one is entirely against 

Jeremiah's attitude against the Babylonians:4 We will di.s­

cuss and re£ute these ma~or argumcm.ts, since there are J11SJQ' 

proof's of J eremiah's authorship or the oracles to the nations. 

One o:r the s trongest arguments upholding Jeremiah's 

author ship of' the oracles to the nations is the clear state­

ment found i n the boo~ that Jeremiah is the prophet to the 

nations.5 Hany itema will also be brousht f'rom the context 

upholding t his f'act. 

There has also bean mu.ch debate over tho spe~ial 

section comprising chapters f'ifty and fUty-one. This section 

vill recei ve special attention as we point out the fallacies 

in the critic's methods. 6 

Chapter f'i.tty-two presents a special problem. Who 1s 

the author of' this chapter? Even very conservative authors 

4 Streane, .sm,. g_ll., P• 46. 
5Jer. 1:5. 

6if. A. Baevernick -~IID1Ma.p. daiD llfC*~}'"kritischeD 
JH.nlein in das Alte'Testamen: • zve er.l. Zveite 
Abthei ung Ul?riangiii: er. ag von Carl Heyder, 1844) 1 • 
p. 240. 
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conoede that it t1as not Jeremiah. 7 W'e will give some of the 

&rguments on bo~h sides of the question without coming to 

a definite conclusion. 

Another problem which has been much discussed is the 

place of the o:racles in the book of Jeremiah. Should thq 

be placed into chapter twenty-t:l.ve? Are the7 at the right 

place at the end. of the book? Basiilg our argu.mon:ts on the 

Hassorete text, we will point out that the logical place is 

at the end o~ the book. 

The following chapters will deal wit)l these problems 

and will br i ng the conserv-ative viewpoint on these problems. 

7L. Fu.erbringer, Einlei. in. daa Alta .Testament (St~ 
Louis: Concordia Publishing · ousi; M3T,'1;. 70. 



OHAP.l'.ER II 

AUTHENTIOITY 

Principal Arguments against Authorship of Jeremiah 

When we consider the ar~nt against ·the authorship 

of Jeremiah, ue encounter .tour prineipal arguments. !i!here 

are many ai'gllmE•nts of the critics directed against small 

sections of the oraQles to the nations. Some would take 

out small sections .tor one or anothe1• reason.1 others wouJ.d 

delete entire chapters. At this point we will .tirst con­

sider the p:c:-inoipal arguments against the authorship of 

Jeremiah. 

Perhaps ·the outstand::I ng argument advanced is that the 

concept o.t Jeho'""ah in the oracles is not the c.oncept of the 

rest of the book or Jeremiah. Be.re in the oracles Jahve is 

usually' presented as a God of vengeance I and there is no 

call :tor the nations to repent. We DD1St concede that Jahve 

ia presented as a God o:t vengeance, but onl.7 as the avenger 

ot crimes that have actually been comm1 tted. Jeremiah 18 

presenting God as God woul~ haw him do it. In writing the 

or~cles t'-> the nations, he would D;B,tural~ present God as 

He ,1ould also appear to the heathen nations, a God of 

V&Dge&lkle to punish them i'or theu cr1Dles. BJ.nns makes 

mch c.>f this point ·that the concepti-on. of God 1n the oracles 

ia not the conception. o~ God 1n 'the rest of Jeremiah, but 

ha t1Da117 replies and shows tba1i Jeremiah, considering the 

I 
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message, t·1ould present God as a God of vengeanoe.1 

More than one critic has tried to point to the .tact that 

Jahwe is pictured as a God of vengeance. Corn1.11 quotes 

Schwally: 

Dem Ganzen wirft Schtrall7 vor• es sei eine Ungerechtig­
keit, die Heiden i'uer Israels SUenden buessen zu lassen: 
Jahve erscheino hier ala Rachegott, der die Heiden a1a 
liichtisraeliten vernioh·liet 1 UDd als absoluter Herr der 
Welt in einer noch ueber Ezechiel hinausgehenden \leise.2 

Oornill does not agree with this argwaent, but gives a 

ver,y good rerutation of it. 

Aber von Roche is nur bei Aegypten aus oinem sehr 
triftigon Grim.de die Rede, UDd wenn Jahve Nebukadnezar 
herbeifuehrt als Werkzeug seiner Strate an Ju4a1 so 
1st es logisch absolut unmoeglich, die diesen von 
Jahve get·.1011 ten Erfolg vorberei tend.en und beglei tend.en. 
Umstaende von einer anderen Kausalitaet herzu1e1ten~ 
der Gottesbogritf dieser lmden 1st durohaus der von 
Jes 101v. 5ft; 181 4ff.~ 

The second bi3 argwaent4 advanced ag1mst the authorship 

of Jeremiah is that the oracles contain very few details 

regarding historical events. No kins 1s ever mentioned b7 

name. !!?his .fact is in contrast with the general na"liure of 

Jeremiah's oracles against- Judah and Israel. It is true that 

these oracles do not contain the same detail and the same 

names as the oracles against Judah and Israel. These oracles 

1L~ E. Binns, The !225 of the Prophet Jeremiah (London.1 
Methuen and Co., 19191, PP• '3fa:31"9. 

Buach!;a~!s H!J.~0~e~~=!~: ft!W'Jef: inv:!!a~:1§~~~ 
I. Mo&, "i9'o5), P• 191. 

:,Ibid. -4A: w. Streane1 The Book of the Prophet Jeremiah 'l?o!ether 
with~ Lamentations~ambr!dgi:--Onlversliy Press, J.95 ), 
P• 45. 
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were not 1·1ritten about Judah or Israeli the7 are about the 

heathen nations and have a st7l,e o:t their o,m. There is no 

reason wey they- should contain the same detail as the other 

oracles. It i s begging t he question to assume tha~ these 

oracles mu.st cont ain exactl7 the same type o:t material as 

the oracles against Judah and Israel contain: The message 

is a <11:t.:f'erent message; therefore the contents are different. 

Another o:r the mai)or arguments against the authorship 

ot Jeremiah is based on the fact that the critics claim that 

the literacy char acter of these oracles differs from that of 

the other oracles in the book ot Jeremiah. 

statements as t he follo't'ring:· 

W'e read such 

the oracles to the nations are repetitions and often. 
in c onfused order, and they- contain. JDaD;y verses . 
appar ently borrowed from othe~ Old Testament books, 
especially from Igaiah 15-16, Obadaiah and the uori: 
o:t Second Isaiah., 

Such a statement shows that the critics will look :tor 

needles in haystacks. There is no proof that pass,ses •. · 

were actually borroved from other Old Testament sou.roes~ 

Even 1:t Jeremiah had borrowed some manner of expressing a 
. 

certain thought, it vould not disprove his authorship. 

The omniscient God used the efforts and the talents which 

lie had given His prophets and often gave them similar, 11' 

not identical, messages to deliver to llis people. 

Another ar~nt against the authorship of Jeremiah 
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as to the Hebrew text having ever existed in a 
different form .from that in which we have it at 
present.2 

Keil and Delitsoh 11ish to underscore this statement 

of Graf's, since they so wholehearted.17 agree with it.3 

Bleck points out that in earlier times it vas the 

unanimous opinion that the Hebre,1 text was the original 

and that the differences found in the Septuagint were due 

to the arbitrarin.~ss and capriciousness of the adaptor. 

Jermoe already considered this so, as did J1iaJQ" other earlier 

critics. Also De Wette is of the opinion that the dif'­

fer ences are due to the translator.4 Ho~ever, Bleck goes 

on to say that Eichhorn Bertholdt u. A. believed that the 

·t ransl ator used a different Hebrew original. 5 nut even . 
Etiald comes back to the point that the translator made the 

chang0s.6 On this point Bleck quotes A. Kueper, Baevernick, 

Joh. Wichelhaus and Keil as delca-ring themselves for the 

2.A. w. Streane, The Book of' the Prophet Jeremiah 
Tof!ther tdth the Lamiiiiations~Oambridge: uilversiiSJ' Press, 
1g 2), p.xrv.-

3oar1 Friedr. Keil und Franz Delitsch, Der Pr:9et 
Jeremia und die IQafelieder (Leipzig: Doerf'?II'ni 
Franke, IB'72J;-p. 2. 

4Friedrich Bleck, Einleie in das Alte Testament 
(Berlin: Verlag von Georg Re~,""T8'931, PP• 3is-319. 

5Ibid., P• 319. 
6Ibid. -
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integrity- o.f' the Hassorete Text. The;, declare that all 

the differences are due to the translator into the LXX.7 
Bleck himself gives the LXX too much credit. We note 

his reasoning. 

Die Uebersetzung der Sept. 1st bei d1esem Bu.cha 
teilweise so Wortgetreu und dermassen sich an den 
Hebraeischen Ausdruok anscbliessend, dass es schon 
deshalb durchaus um,ahrscheinlich 1st, dass der oder 
die Uebersetzter selbst sich andersvo UDd an so 
vielen Stellen solche willlmerliche Aendel.'U.Dgen und 
besonders Auslassungen sollten erlaubt baben, ala 
der Fall muesste get1esen sein., wenn von ihnen alle die 
Aenderungen herru.ehrteni welche 1hr Text gegen den .,. 
Hebrbeischen-masorethischen darbietet •••• Es 
laesst sich d.aher zuvoerderst das als sicher 
f'eststellen, dass achon die Griechischen treberse-t.zter-· 
einen im Wesentlichen so gestalteten Hebraeischen 
Text unseres Buches vorga.tunden haben, ala worauf 
i hre Uebersetzung .tuehrt.8 

Streane also takes this point of view as he states: 

This charge of' capriciousness, hcn,rever, does not seem 
to be secureq based, and ms:r safely be sot aside. 
It remains therefore to assume that their translaticm. 
is a fairly- close rendering of the Hebrew tezt which 
lay be.tore them, and to ask i\lrther whi.ch of the two 
has a better claim to be taken as representing the 
original.9 

In speaking o:r the difference be'liween the t\10 manu­

scripts, LXX and Hassorete, Siireane points to what he calla 

the two main. di.f'.f'erenoes. The f'act that the LXX is much 

shorter has made few additions but an immense number of' 

"trifling omissions," besides some of' more importance. The 

second main dif'ference is the .fact that the LXX has the 

8Ib1d., PP• 320, 321. 
9streane, Loo. 2!1•, pl! zl.v. 
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oraclos to the nations after chapter twent7-f'ive, verse 13, 

whereas the !-Iassorote has them at the end of the book. lo 
Volz arguos strongl.7 tor the f'act that the oracles to 

the nations first were placed after 25:13 and then moved to 

the back of the book, but the words in chapter tl1enty-f':l.ve, 

verses 1.5-38 romainod in chapter t,1ent7-tive. He atatos 

that "undoubtedly G. or his Hebrew antecessor knew of' the 

f ormer connection and put th~m 1n this old order."11 

Somo of his arguments are the .f'ollowing:-

Die Zusammengehoerigkeit dieaer Ein1e:l.tungsgesch1.chte 
und der Sammluns der Voelkerl:l.eder wird neben dem 
aeuszeron Grund der Verbindung 1n G durch die saahliche 
Uebereinstimmunc zwischen 25, 15tf'. und Kp. 46f'f'. 
or.·lieson; es troten in 25, 15ft. die Leitmotive auf' 
( 1eintr1Dken1 Schwert, Ve'1"lru.estung, Dagegeschre:I.) 
die die Voelkergedichte beherrschen, Auch die spaeter 
beigetuegte Lista der Voelker in 25, 17-261 die der 
Voalkorreihe in 46-51 im wesentlichen entspr:l.cht, 
laeszt sich nur erklaeren.1 wem1241 15f'f'. urspraenglich 
mit Kp. 46.f'f'. verbw::t.den w-ar.l.2 

iI~evernick agrees with Graf' and Keil-Delitsch and po:lnts 

out that als0 Kueper "velcher die Hovers 1ohen Untersuchungen 

einer sehr gruen lichen Prue.tung und widerlegung unterwor.f'en 

hat" £ind.a that the Hassorete text is the original and that 

the LXX has left out J!1UCh and changed the text at w111.13 

lOibid. 

11Paul Volz, R!£ Prophet Jeremiah (~ebingen.1 Iiohr, 
1930) 1 P• 374. 

12Ibid. 1 PP• 374, 375. 
13H. A. Haevernick, Banclbuch cler historisch-kr:l.t:l.schen 

Ein1ei~ in das Alte Testament (zwe1:ter 1'he!L zwelte 
lbtheiung.-Eriang;;;:r. Verlag von Carl Heyd.er, 1844), P• 240. 
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eyatt gives a very fine evaluation. It 1.s pointed out 

that t he position after 25:1, as 1n tho LXX seems mo::e 

approp1.'"iate than in the Hebrew, but that the order 1n. the 

Hebrew s e(o)ms to be the original, since it correspoDda more 

closely t o ·the list of the nations in 2S: 19-26 and roughly 

t o the chr onologic.al order of tihe history 0% the nations 

trea·tied. 14 

This is also our conclusion on t~is point. The prophet 

f'ollo··rs t he example of other Hebre11 prophets and has his 

oracles toget her and then places them at the end of the book. . . 
The Hobre1·1, i-lassorete text, is the :>riginal·, and the LXX 

i s an a dapta·i;ion of the Massorete. 

14James Philip IJ-yatt, The Book of Jeremiah, ~in The 
Interoretar• s Dible (Ne,1 Yo~on, 19.56) 1 V, tn.74. 
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