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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

Biblical scholars hold various views as to the mean-
ing and the scope of the term ?]1?[ = ',g_g b)g s "the
angel of Yahweh," in the Old Testament. In recent years,
however, this subject does not seem to have attracted nuch
attention and, as far as the writer knows, no recent study
of the subject has been made in our own circles, This pa-
per attempts to present a study of the views of Siblical
interpreters concerning sl 131 :'_ :[33'?'_'-_3 y "the angel
of Yahweh," and related terms in the 0ld Testament and to
reach some conclusions on the basis of what Seripture it-

selfl reveals.,
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CHAPTER II
DEFINITION OF TERIS

Ludvig ¥Yoehler in his Lexicon in Veteris Testamenti
Libros traces the noun _INIPV.\ back to a root -l#? ’
T = EET

"to depute, to send a mossenger." Ie connects the noun

with the Ugaritic ml'k, "Bote, messenger."L
Gesenius-Buhl, Ilebraeisches und Aramaeisches Hand-
uoerterbuch, derive the Hebrew noun ?!ﬁf?ﬂé from a verb
EISREZ’ which, however, does not occur in the Biblical
liebrew but is proserved in Arabic and BEthiopic with the
meaning "to send," particularly "with a commission." The
noun "35’?@, formed by means of the prefix mém, thus
basically has the meaning of "what or whom one sends,"
i. e¢., a messenger, The noun thus may designate anyone
who is sent with a message (Gen. 32:4 et passim). In a
narrowver sense the noun may refer to a human being whon
God is sending with a message to mankind, such as a pro-
phet (Isa. 44:26), or a priest (Mal. 2:7). Then again
the noun is applied to supernatural beings who transnit a

message from God (Gen, 19:153 1 Kgs, 13:18, et passin) .2

l1udwig Koehler, Lexicon in Veteris Testamenti Libros
(Leiden, Holland: E. J. Briil, 1953), L. 11‘??—1, 25, R

2iilhelm Gesenius, Hebraeisches und Argnae;scngg Eand-
woerterbuch, edited by Frants Buhl (1l4th ed.; Leipzig:
F, C. W, Vogel, 1905), sub verbo,.
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In this latter instance neither the Hebrew nor the Septua-
gint with its translation i’”é/‘os makes any distinction
between a human messenger and a messenger from God. The
Vulgate, however, distinguishes by using nuntius or legg-
tus where a human messenger is meant, but employs angelus
where a superhuman messenger from God is referred to. Fronm ‘
the Vulgate the English and German Scriptures get the trans-|
lation "angel" and "Engel,"3 Obviously the Vulgate inter-
prets through this differentiation what the nature o-f the
respective messehger may be, In some instances it evidont- ‘
ly went astray and employed angelus where nuntius would
have been the appropriate term, e. 8., in Isa, 18:2; 33:
3,6.

E_H-ﬂ: in the expression _S-”_ﬂ: 7,8‘?@ is God's
proper name.4 Its first occurrence is Gen. 2:4., The
ilassorah ordinarily points the Tetragrammaton _S-[-_!:S—’:' ’
using the vowel points of 12-_733:, except where the noun
P ; TN appears with it. The pointing then is HTET ::;:
19%e w:;.th the vowel points of U"H?ﬁ. The commonly

accepted pronunciation of the divine name is now sl :_'37:.

SWebster's Collegiate Dictionary (5th ed.; Spring-
field, lass.: G. & C. lierriam Co,, 1944) gives the follow-

ing ot ology for the word "angel" on p., 41: (OF. 1d
Frenc ele, fr. L. [Latin] elus, fr, Gr, [Greek
angelos messenger.,)

4K°ehler’ 22. Lii.’ I’ 368"9.
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In the term ?11-5—): ']SS‘I’@ 3 ‘pj'?lg is in the
construct state and may not gavo the article.5 According
to the general grammatical rule the phrase s1]sT: ']33‘?";,‘
must always be translated "the angel of Yahweh," with the
definite article.6 Girdlestone writes:
The word angel is in re i. e. 1s limited or
defined by the word whicﬁ roilows it $ and though the
second word under such circumstances generally has a
definite article, yet thils would be impossible in the
present instance, o&ing to the fact that,kA TSTII31™
(Jehovah) [Yahwehl / never receives one.
Flli? — does not receive an article because it is
a proper noun and proper nouns do not receive an artiele.9

From the grammatical viewpoint the men who translated

JWilhelm Gosenius, Hebrew Grammar, E. Fautzsch edi-
tor, translated by G. t'."Collins and A, E. Gowle (Oxfora:
Clarendon Press, 1898), p. 421, par. 125aj p. g Par,

89a; p. 431, par, 127a. Also, George V. Schick hotag On
Hebrew Gramﬂgg (St. Louis: Concordia Seminary), Section
’ Pa- [ ] 3.

6so0, A, B. Davidson, Dictionary of the Bible, edited
by James Hastings (New York: Charles Scribner's ! ons,

1901) I, 94, Also, E, W. Hengstenberg, Christolo of the
tvanslatad by Janes ﬂhrtln lEdinburgE

Testame t
Tl 1 TB%) 1V, 286,

7The translation of <I1512 by the word "Jehovah" is
open to the criticism that the translators were merely
transliterating thls nomen tetr on on the basis of
the Massoretic pointings rather than on the accepted point-
ings for STYs71™ . Cf. note 4 above, CI., also Gesenius,

IIebrgE Q a Er_’ Pe 311’ par., 1°3m; Pe 5’ par, 1?3!

BRobert Baker Girdlestone, Synonyms of tk e 0)ld Testa-
ment (Grand Rapids, Mich,: Vm, B. Eerdmans Publishing Co.,

1948), p. 41,

9Gesenius, Hebrew Grammar, p. 421, par, 125aj p. 422,
par. 125d.
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the King James Version were in error when they translated
s_l‘l'ﬂ‘l TBS'?)Q by "an angel of the Lord,"10

Harkavy's H;brew dictionary is also in error whon it
translates s '( "l" "R‘E’lﬂ by "an angel (prop. a messen=-
ger) nil
However, while grammar and lexicography can indicate
to us how to translate the words :ﬂ']ﬂ:‘_ _[3__\’ ‘?V_._) s they

cannot convey to us the full meaning oi' these words.

10cr, Judges 2:1; 6:113 63223 13:165 13:21,

1141 exander larkavy, Students' Hebrew and Chgldee

Dictionary to the 018 Tes;. ment (llew York: Hebrew Pub-
1ishing Co., C.1914), D. 331.



CHAPTER III

VIEWS CONCERNING THE MEANING OF 5] Y 31% 1R °n

Vhile there are different views concerning the mean-
ing of the term ‘S_”ﬂ: 13’3‘?@ s two main lines of
thought have emerged: One is that sl !Tﬂ & ']35?@ des-
ignates a lower angel or a created being. The other is
that ?”,?(:'_ '\33'5‘59 is a "self-presentation" of God,

Oehler in his Theology of the 0l1d Testament indi-
cates that Augustine, Jerome, Gregory the Great, Steudeig:}
Trip, Ilofmann (with special modifications), Xurtz, and
Delitzsch held the view that S1]sI X €N 1is to be
understood as "an angel," "that is, a finite spirit under

subjection to God, which oxecutes the divine command,"l

Oehler writes: |

But, again, this first view occurs in ftwo forms. Ac= |
cor&ing to the first of these the ilalakh is an angel |
specially deputed by God from among the number of

Malakhim for each separate occasion, and we have no

means of deciding whether he is always the same angel

or not (Steudel)s according to the gecond form (prin-
cipally Hofmann), it is always gﬁg Q%E the same angel
through whom God stands in relation to the people of
revelation from the beginning to the end of the 0ld
Testamente o o o2

According to Oehler the second principal view is:

lgustav Friederich Oehler, Theology of the 0ld Testa-
nent, translated by George E, ﬁay 9th ed.3 New York: Funk
and Wagnalls, e, 1883), p. 131.

206hler, op. cit., p. 132.
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. . . that the Malakh of Jehovah® is a self-presenta-
tion of Jehovah entering into the sphere of the crea-
ture, and is one in essence with Jehovahj; and is ye
again different from Him, This view has been held in
three different forms: (a) according to the first of
these the lialakh is the Logos - the second person of
the Godhead in the sense of the Christian doctrine of
theJTrigityi ggisnis the vigg ogrthe Gregk Faggerg=
of Justin, in his Dialogue with Trypho, chap. 1
127 £.3 also of Irenaeus, Tertullian, and Cypriaﬁ. i
e« « At a later period this was the view of the Lu-
theran theologiansj in our day 1t has been defended

by Hengstenberg (who speaks of the Malakh as an un-
created angel), and by others, (b) According to the
second form (so Barth), the angel of Jehovah is a
created beingj; with whleh, however, the uncreated Log-
os was personally connected. (c) According to the
third (so Vatke, Deflette, and others), the Malakh is
nothing hypostaﬁical il. e., not a personal being, but
only an unsubstantial manifestation of Gods; a momen=-
tary descent of God into visibility, a mission of God
(here  7[%¢n is taken in its original abstract mean-
ing), which again returns into the Divine Being.4

In the textbooks on Dogmatics which are used at Con-
cordia Theological Semlnary, St, Louis, lissouri, our Lu-
theran dogmaticians take a very definite stand on the mean=
ing of slIs1Z -‘S}V_} .

Christian Dogmatics by Dr. J. T. Mueller contains the
following quotations

The important question, "When does the Scriptural ex-

pression Angel of the Lord ( STISTX FRen ) de-

note the Angelus increatus, or Chris®t?" our dogmati-
cians answer as follows: Wherever the name Jehovah or

divine works and worshilp are ascribed to the Angel in
Scripture, then this Angel must be understood to be

3supra: chapter II, note 7.
40@!’11@1’, OD. QLE-, P. 133.
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the Son of God, "2

Dr, Francis Pieper wrote in his Christian Dogmatics:

There is absolutely no ground for Luthardts claim that
as Jehovah's ambassador a created angel could identify
himself with Jehovah, Imagine the English ambassador

at Vashington introducing himself as "His llajesty, the
King of Eggland!“ He would be recalled at once as an

imposter.

Dr, Pleper also wrote, "There are many passages in
which the Angel of the Lord is identified with Jehovah."7

Dr., Pieper used a quotation from Philippi as a state=-
ment of his position on the subjects

In their native sense these passagess teach that the
Angel of the Lord is the uncreated angel, identical
with Jehovah, to whom divine attributes, works, names,
and worship are aseribed., If we found ln these pas-
sages only Oriental hyperbolism, then we would sacri-
fice the solid basls for Scripture interpretation,
and, following such a course consistently, would with
the rationalist dissolve and cancel even %he firmest
and most indestructible revelation.

Such theologians as Hengstenburg, Keil, Thomasius,

Rohnert, and Joseph Addison Alexander are listed by Dr.

e
John Theodore iueller, Christian Dogzmaties (St. Louls:
Concordia Publishing House, 1934, ,'p.!3193.

6rrancis Pieper, Christian Dogmatics (St. Louis: Con-
cordia Publishing Ho&s—h'e,_’b’Tlg 0), I, 396.

7Loc. cit,

8he passages listed are Gen. 16:7-14; 185 195 21:17-
193 22:11-18; 31:11-13, cp., 28:11-22; 33:25-30, cp. Hos.
12:5;3 48:15 f,3 Exod., 3:1=73 13:21, cp. 14:195 23:20 f.3
%35%4 and Isa. 63:8,9; Josh. 5:133 6:2; Judg. 6:11-243 13:

9Pieper, Ob. 9_1,-_1_;-, P. 397.
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Pileper as persons who took a similar position,
In his chapter on Angelology (De Angelis) Dr. Pieper
included a quotation from Gerhard's Loci: ::]

10

When either the name Jehovah or divine works or di-

vine worship is attributed in Seripture to an angel,

ggg?lthis Angel must be understood to he the Son of

Recent literature of the Lutheran Church-lissouri Syn-
od ineludes interesting statements on the meaning of the
term SIISTZ IR ¢/ . The Rev. Prof. ¥. A. Poehler
urites in Portals of Prayer, "In fact, the burning bush
vas a device of the Angel of the Lord (our Savior, before
He became man) for attracting Moses' attention,"12

The Concordia Sunday School Teacher includes tho fol-
lowing statement in a discussion of a lesson based on Gen-
Qsis 16:1-19, “"'Angel of the Lord,' i.e., the Lord Himself
(ve 13). 1t was the uncreated Angel, the Son of God, who
appeared in human form (theophany)."13

In "What Does the Bible Say?" - a manual for the in-
struction of adults - the author includes the words "Angel

of the Lord (0ld Testament)" in a listing entitled, "Other

1°Pieper, loc. clt., note 27.
1lpieper, op. cit., p. 499, note 5.

12y, A, Poehler, Portals of Prayer, No. 127 (July 29
to September 18, 1951), Pe 3.

13concordia Sunday School Teacher, Junior to Senior
Division, 111, o, 4 (July to Septembor, 1954}, P. 37.

|
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namnes for Jesus Christ are: . « « .“14

140swald Ricss, What Docs the Bible Say?, (2nd rev
ed.3 Detroit: n.p.: 47) 5 De 41, ’ ¢




CHAPTIER IV

PASSAGES THAT HAVE A BEARING ON
THE MEANING OF THE THRM ST1SIS TR ¢V

Genesis 16:7,9,10,11,13

7) And the angol of Yahweh found her Iﬁhgail by a foun-
gain in the wilderness, by the fountain in the way to
ur,
9) And the angel of Yahweh sald unto her, "Return to
thy mistress, and submit thyself under her hands,"
10) And the angel of Yahweh said unto her, "I will y
mltiply thy seed exceedingly, that it shall not be ;
numbered for multitude," |
11) And the angel of Yahweh sald unto her, "Behold
thou art with child, and shalt bear a son, and shalt
call his name Ishmael; because Yahweh hath heard thy
affliction,"
13) And she cealled the name of Yahweh that spake unto
her, . Thou God seest me: for she iaid, "Have I also
looked after him that seeth me?"

Leupold, in his Exposition of Genesis, deals with the
problem of the identity of  s]]s]> "35‘?@ . He states:

But the angel of the Lord (mal'akh Yahweh), who was
lle? Ve believe Hengstenberg and Kell demonstrated ad-
equately both that He was divine and that He is to be
regarded as a kind of pre-incarnation of the llessiah -
using the term "pre-incarnation" as indeed open to
criticism if pressed too closely. For our passage

Il):iz. 7 1115 igentity with Yahweh is fully established
y 'V. 13. 2

Jamieson goes to somewhat greater length:

That the whole tenor of this narrative, however, indi-

1-Holy Bible, King James Version., This holds true for
0ld Testament quotations throughout the thesis, except for
minor modifications,

24, C. Leupold, Exposition of Gemesis (Columbus, Ohio:
Wartburg Press, 194&), P. 900,
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cates a living personal being is allowed on all handsj
but a variety of opinions are entertained respecting
the essential standing of this messenger of Jechovah.
Some think that he was a created angel, one of those
celestial spirits who were frequently éelegated under
the ancient economies to execute the purposes of God's
grace to his chosenj while others, convinced that
things are predicated of this angel involving the pos-
session of attributes and powers superior to those of
the most exalted creatures, maintain that this must be
considered a real theophany, a visible manifestation
of God, without reference to any distinction of per=-
sons, io each of these hypotheses insuperable objec-
tlons have been urged: against the latter, on the
ground that "no man hath seen God at any tdmen (John 1:
185 Col. 1:15)3 and against the former, founded on the
historical circumstances of this narra%ive in which
"the angel of the Lord" promises to do wha% was mani=-
festly beyond the capabilities of any created beling
(ve 10), and also did himself what he afterwards as-
cribed fo the Lord (ef. wv. 7,8 with v. 11, last
clause). The conclusion, therefore, to whlch, on a
full consideration of the facts, the most eminent Bib-
lical critics and divines have come is, that this was
an appearance of the Logos, or Divine person of the
ilessiah, prelusive, as in many subsequent instances,
to his actually incarnate manifestation in the fulness
of time (ef. Mie., 9:2).3

In this section it is evident that the angel identi-
fies himself with God% and claims to exercise the preroga-
tives of 606.5 Hagar, to whonm _S_”?T: TS';"Q appeared,
identified him with God,® ;o

3Robert Jamieson, A. R. Fausset, David Brown, Critical
Commentary (Philadelphia: J. B. Lippincott and Company),
I, 149,

4Cf. Gen, 16:10., So, A. B, Davidson, Dictionary of
the Bible, edited by James Hastings (New Yorks Charles
Scribner's Sons, 1901), I, 94.

cf. Gon, 16:10,

6 @
Cf. Gen, 16213, STTST® TR?I is identified
with §J '('s'rf*_ and b3 Gl A
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In conirast to this, Davidson points out:

On the other hand, the angel of the Lord distinguish-
es hetween himself and the Lord, just as the Lord dis-
tinguishes between himself and %he angel, The latter
says to Hagar, Gen, 16:1ll, "J' hath heard thy afflic-
tlons" ef, Gen, 22:15, HNum. 22:31, "The Lord opened
the ayeﬁ7of Balaam, and he saw the angel of the Lordj;

Skinner, who holds liberal theological views, seeks to

solve the difficulty in a different manner:

The SI}SIY RPN (or TP “NA) is "Yahweh
Himself in self-manifestation," or, in other words, a
personification of the theophany, This somewhat sub-
tle definition is founded on the fact that in very
many instances the angel is at once identified with
God and differentiated from Himj cp. €.8. Vve. 10, 13
with 11, The ultimate explanat{on of the amhigulty
is no doubt to be sought in the advance of religious
thgught to a more spiritual apprehension of the divine
nasvure,

In commenting on verse l3 Hengstenberg writes:

Hagar must have been convinced that she had seen God
without the mediation of a created angel; for other-
wise she could not have wondered that her life was
preserved.

Genesis 22:11,12,15,16,17,18

.11) And the angel of Yahweh called unto him out of

heaven, and said, "Abraham, Abrahami" And he said,
"llere am I."

12) And he said, "Lay not thine hand upon the lad,

neither do thou any thing unto him: for now I know

7Davidson, loc. cit.

BJ‘ohn Skinner, "Genesls," ernational Critical Con-
me (New York: Charles dcribner's Sons, 1910), Db.
2 “7.

9E. W. Hengstonberg cgista:.g[gz of the 01d Testament
translated by Theo, Mbye§ Edinburgh: T, & T. Clark, 1371’,

T, 1172
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that thou fecarest God, seeing thou hast not withheld

thy son, thine only son fron me.,"

15) And the angel of Yahweh called unto Abraham out of
" heaven the second time

16) And said, "By myself have 1 sworn saith Yahweh,

for because thou hast done thls thing, and hast not

withbeld thy son, thine only son:

17) That in blessing I will bless thec, and in multi-

plying I will multiply thy seed as the stars of the

heaven, and as the sand which is upon the sea shorej;

and thy seced shall possess the gate of his enenmies;

13) And in thy seed shall all the nations of the ecarth

be blessed: because thou hast obeyed my voice."

Leupold commants:

In our passage His Ehe angel'g divine charactier is in-
dicated by the words that clese v, 12: "thou hast not
withheld eonly son from me," That one can be God.
and yot so distinct from Him in one sense as to be able
to say, "I know that thou fearest God," is to be ex-
plainea on the ground of the distinction of persons.lo

Dr, Plepor declares:

Aslde from any other consideration, the phrase "fron
lie"ll (Luther: "um meinetwillen") is in itsclf suf-
Ticient reason to reject the ldea that a created angel
is here speaking, But more: not only does Abraham
call the name of the place Jehovzh jireh (the Lord
shall see), but in the subsequent address the Angel of
the Lord calls Himself the lLord who has sworn by Hinm=
self to bless Abraham and multiply his sced (vv, 15=-
18). HNo created angel could make that statement.l2

The New Testament confirms these views;for in Luke 1:
68 and 73 we find that the angel of Yahweh is not mention-

ed but "the Lord God of lsrael" is referred to as having

10Leupold, on. git., De 607,
1lcf. Gen. 22:12,

12ppancis Pieper, Christian Dogmatics (St. Louils:
Concordia Publishing ﬁouse, 1950), 1, 396.
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given the promise to Abraham.13

Exodus 3:1=15
(Particularly verses 2,4,5,6,11,14)

2) And the angel of Yahweh appeared unto him @oseé‘
in a flame of fire out of the midst of a bush: . . . .
4) And when Yahweh saw that he turned aside to see,
God called unto him out of the midst of the bush, and
sald, "lioses, lioses . + « "

5) And he said, "Draw not nigh hither: put off thy
shoes from off thy feet, for the place whereon thou
standest is holy ground,”

6) lloreover he said, "I am the God of thy father, the
God of Abraham, . « « «" And Moses hid his face; for
he was afraid to look upon God.

11) And lioses sald unto God, o« « o »

14) And God said unto lMoses, "I Al THAT I Al:" and he
said, "Thus shalt thou say unto the children of Israel,
'T Al hath sent me unto you.,'™

In dealing with these passages Dr. Pleper states:

The story of lioses at lount Horeb (Ex. 3:1=15) reveals
in great detall tho identity of the Angel of the Lord.
The Angel who appeared to ifoses in the burning bush
could not have been a created angel, because in v, 4
the Angel of the Lord ldentifies himself with Jehovah.
But more: the Angel of the Lord describes himself as
the God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, and of lils peo-
Ple Israel, which lioses is to liberate from the Egyp-
tian bondage. Upon lioses! Insistent pleas for a more
precise identification the Angel of the Lord identi-
fies Himself as the essential and unchangini God, the
s1735IN R ﬂ:?ﬂ,"INImMTlﬂmﬁl

1t is obvious that §1 1'5-|: 7‘355@ (v. 2) is equa-
ted with S11317 (v. 4) and D*51°P R (vv. 4,6,11,13,14).

in verse 5 S_Hﬂ: '}83’@ c’;emands the worship due
only to the true God. :

13cs. Hebrews 6:13,14.
l4pioper, loc. cit.




16

The writor of Acls, in referring to Moses' experience
equates the term Jfl’d“ K “f’ﬁ“(“an angel of the Lord")y?
with o tru?ms and © & o’s .16

Numbers 22:22=35

In this section the tern ?11?[: '[3_'_“’19 is used ten
times.17

The only verse that sheds light on our study is verse
31l:

Then Yahweh opened the eyes of Balaam, and he saw the
angel of Yahweh standing in the way, and his sword
dravn in his hand: and he bowed down his head, and
fell flat on his face.

In verse 31 a distinction is made between 3T JR¢ B3
and STTS7Z 18
Judges 2:1=5 (particularly verses 1 and 4)

1) And an [sicl 19 angel of Yahweh came up from Gilgal
to Bochim, and said, "I made you to go up out of E-
gypt, and have brought you unto the land which I sware
unto your fatherss and I sald, 'I will never break ny
covenant with you,.'

4) And it came to pass, when the angel of Yahweh spake
these words unto all the children .of Israel, that the
people lifted up their voices, and wept,

15cr, Acts 7:30. (Nestle, 16th edition, places Kupfou

in the ecritical apparatus.) Eberhard Nestle, editor, Greek
New Testament, rev, by Erwin Nestle (16th ed.; New York:
Anerican Bible Society, n.d.), p. 30,

16ce, Acts 7:33 and 35.

17Ludw:lg ¥oehler, Lexicon In Veteris Testamenti Li-
bros (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1953), II, 526.

18gupra: p. 13.
19supra: p. 4.




17
Some of the comments on this sectlon are:

Jowish_commentators generally have supposed the refer-
ence [in verse 1l i1s to a prophet or commissioned mes-
senger, whom they conceive to have been Phinehas the
high priest, We are inclined to think, from the au=-
thorltative tone of his language, that he was "the An-
gel of the Covenant" (Bxodus 23:50- Joshua 5:14)3 the
sano vho appeared in human form ané announced himself
captain of the Lord's host.20

The "angel of Johovah" 1s not a prophet, or some other
earthly messenger of Jehovah, either Ph{nehas or Josh-
rgums, Ins, Berthean, and others

ua, as the gkﬁfﬂﬁﬁ- the Rabb
assume, but the angel of the Lord who is of one essence
with God. In the simple historical Earrative a proph-

et is never called Maleach ggggxah-z

The liessenger of Yahweh) not a prophet, but, as always
in Jud., Yahweh himself as he appears o0 men in hunan

forgaor otherwlse sensibly manifests hls presencej . .

e o=

In verse 1 SIIST R identifies himself with
God by claiming to have brought the children of Israel out
of the land of Lgypt and by stating that he has kept the
covenant made with then,

Verse 5 tells us that the children of Israel sacri-
ficed, not to SILSIZ IReA, but to SITSI X, thus
indicating that in the minds of the chlldren of Israel
there was a distinctlion between the angel of Yahweh and

Yahweh Himself,

20Jamieson, Fausset, Brown, op. cit., II, 74.

2lc, F, Xeil and Franz Delitzsch, gggggg%ggz on Josh=-
uga, Judges, Ruth, translated by James ilartin (Edinburgh:
T & A% Glark, n.d.), 263.

22George F. lioore, "A Critical and Exegetical Commen-
tary cn Judges," Internatio. c;iticgl Commentary (2nd
ed.; Hew York: c%arles Scribner’s sons, 1903), P. 57.
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A distinction is made between S[1sT™ —[35'?@ and
STIs1 = in Judges 5:23.
Judges 6:11,12,14,16,21,22

11) And there came an [8icl 23 angel of Yahweh, and
sat under an oak which was in Ophrah, that per%ained
unto Joash the Ablezrite: and his son Gideon threshed

wheat by the winepress, to hide it from the llid¢ianites,
12) And the angel of Yahweh appeared unto him, and

sald unto him, "Yahweh is with thee, thon mighty man
of valour,"

14) And Yahweh looked unto him, . « . «

16) And Yahweh sald unto him, . . « .

21l) Then the angel of Yahweh put forth the end of the
staff that was in his hand, and touched the flesh and
the unleavened cakes. Then the angel of Yahweh de-
parted out of his sight.

22) And when Gideon perceived that he was an [sig] an-
gel of Yahweh, Gideon said, "Alas, O Lord God: for
gecausle I have seen an Eic’:‘_l angel of Yahweh face to
ace.'

¥eil and Delitzsch comment, "The Angel of the Lord,
i. ¢., Jehovah, in a visible form, appeared this time in
the form of a traveller with a staff in his hand (ver. 21,)2%
R. H., Pfeiffer writes, "The angel of Jehovah (i. e.,
Jehovah himself) appeared to Gideon at Ophray « . « .“25
Gidoon realizes aftor Enﬂ-:' -,33‘1’1/_1 has depart-

ed that he has seen more than an ordinary ange1.26

23supra: p. 4.
24%eil and Delitzsch, op. cit., p. 330.

25R, H. Pfeiffer, Introduction to the 0ld Testament
(lew York: liarper & Brothers Publishers, 1941), p. 317.

26¢7, Judges 6:22,
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3) And the angel of Yahweh appeared unto the woman, .

6) Then sho woman came and told her husband, "A man
of God came unto me, and his countenance was like the
countenance of an angel of God,27 very terrible: . ,

13) And the angel of Yahweh said unto ilanoahy « « « &
15) And Tlanoah said unto the angel of Yahweh, o « « &
16) And the angel of Yahweh said unto Manoah, "Though
thou detain me, I will not eat of thy bread: and if
thou wilt offer a burnt offering, thou must offer it
unto Yahweh," gor Manoah knew not that he was the an-
gel of Yahweh,2

17) And Manoah said unto the angel of Yahweh, "What

is thy name, that when thy sayings come to pass we may
do thee honour?"

18) And the angel of Yahweh said unto him, "Why askest
thou thus after my name, seeing it is secret?"29

19) So ilanoah took a kid with a meat offering, and of-
fered it upon a rock unto Yahweh: . « «

20) For it came to pvass, when the flame went up toward
heaven from off the altar, that the angel of Yahweh
ascended in the flame of the altar. And Manoah and
his wife looked on it, and fell on their faces to the
ground,

21) But the angel of Yahweh did no more appear to iHa-
noah and to his wife, Then Hanoah knew that he was
the angel of Yahweh,30

22) And llanoah said unto his wife, "We shall surecly
die, because we have seen God."

hile this paper does not propose to discuss the sig-
nificance of the term ‘U'E]'% R.E;l ']N_'PI_.\ s 1t must be point-
ed out that here the two terms ( Sl]si:? "5:3??@ and

27 O “sTI"P!_:;FJ ?|$:l1,r‘f=\ is wrongly translated in the
King James Version by "an angel of God."

28ring James Version reads "an angel of the Lord."

2% oehler op. cit., p. 760, gives the meaning of "won-
derful, miraculous" for the word which the King James Ver=-
sion renders as "secret,"

3OCf. note 28,
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'EJ"'?_I}.Ng —\.)_3,%’@_) are equated,3l

The angel of Yahweh tells Manoah not to sacrifice to

him but to Yahweh,32 Here we have another indication that
a distinction exists between SI| ST TR/ ang STISIZ,
Hanoah finally recognizes the angel as the angel of
Yahweh33 and refers to him as God.34
1I Samuel 24:16,17

16) And when the angel stretched out his hand upon Je-
rusalem to destroy it, Yahweh repented him of the evil,
and said to the angel that 'destroyed the people, "It

is enough: stay now thine hand." And the angel of ¥Yah-
weh was by the threshingplace of Araunah the Jebusite.
17) And David spake unto Yahweh when he saw the angel
that smote the people, and said, "Lo, I have sinned,
and I have done wickeély: « 5w "

I Xings 19:5,7
5) And as he [Blijah) lay and slept under a Jjuniper
tree, behold, then an angel3? touched him, and said

unto him, "Arise and eat."
7) And the angel of Yahweh came agaln the second time,

The above passages are used by many commentators to in-
dicate that the term SI[sl TIS?"Q does not always re-

fer to the same angel.

J. D. Davis comments:

3lcr, Judges 13:3 and 6,

32¢e. Judges 13:16.

33ce. Judges 13:21.

34cf. Judges 13:22.

35 _.-['-'552 y without an article.
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Vhile an angel sent to execute the commands of God
might be called the angel of the Lord (II Sam, 24:16;
I Kings 19:5,7), yet mention is made of an angel un-
der circumstances that justify one in always thinking
of the same angel, who is distinguished grom Jehovah,
and yet is identified with him, . s . o3

Hengstenberg in his Christology of the 0l1d Testament

wirote:

But, howevor certain it is, that #1132 7 3RpN
can only mean the angel of the Lord, it would be wirong
to assert, that the grammatical reason is sufficient
to prove, that in every case, in which STIST> 737N
is mentioned, without gﬁ angel being spoken of before
as in I Kings 19:5-7, the Logog must necessarily be
intended, The angel might also be an ldeal person,
and denote an actual plurality. . . . Among the pas=
sages in which the sT]1SI® ®PA is mentioned
there are in fact some, 1h which this explanation :{s a
very obvious ong, @.g%., Ps. 34:83; II Sam., 24:163 and
II ¥ings 19:35.37 :

Hengstenberg also wrote:

e » o in the passages in which the names of God alter-
nate with "“ “y), and also in those, in which divine
attributes are imputed to the “™ "3, he is usually
called the angel of the Lord from the very first; where-
as, on the other hand, in passages, in which unmistake-
abie reference is made to ordinary angels, an angel 1is
spoken of first, and it is ohly after he Is known to
the reader, that he is called the angel at all.3

II Samuel 24:16 is a definlte indication of a distinc-

tion between SI [ ST 1 R’«’Q and ﬂ‘-‘T:-

ble, revised by Henry Snyder Gehman
The Westminster Press, c¢.1944), p. 29.

36John D, Davis, The Westminster Dictionary of the Bi-
5th ed.; Philadelphia:

37Hengstenberg, op. cit., IV, 286,
38Hengstenborg, op. cit., IV, 289,
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1 Chronicles 21:12,15,16,17

(31) . . . "Choose theg)
12) "Either three years' famine; or three months to be
destroyed before thy foes, while that the sword of
thine enemies overtaketh theej or else three days the
sword of Yahweh, even the pestilence, in the land, and
the angel of Yahweh destroying throughout all the
coasts of Isracl. . « oM
15) And sent an angel39 unto Jerusalem to destroy it:
and as he was destroying, Yahweh beheld, and he repent-
ed hinm of the evil, and sald to the angel that destroy-
ed, "It is enough, stay now thine hand.," And the angel
gf gghwoh stood by the threshingfloor of Ornan the Je=-
usite,
16) And David lifted up his eyes, and saw the angel of
Yahweh stand between the earth and the heaven, having
g drawvn sword in his hand stretched out over Jerusa=
Olle ¢ o o =
17) And David said unto God, "Is it not I that command-
ed the pecople to be numbereé? e« s« « o« Let thine hand,
I pray thee, 0 Yahweh my God, be on me and on ny fa-
Gher's house; . « +» »

In verse 15 Goa? is spoken of as sending gn angel.
Then in the last part of verse 15 we come across the term
TTT 's:T‘_‘ "'[)3’; n 4 Even though David sees the angel
of Yahweh (verse 16), David addresses him as 'E]"'.?T:r‘i_@
E-’T"?}, MY verse 17). A distinction is made between ST
and -S'T'IET:_ '[3_@?’@_ in verse 15.%%

I Chronicles 21:18,20,27,30
16) Then the angel of Yahweh commanded Gad to say to

David, that David should go up, and set up an altar
for Yahweh on the threshingfloor to Ornan the Jebu-

site.

39 ‘]_;'g:ag y without an article.

s 0 i 1
4lsupra: p. 21,
42Tnfras cf. commenis on I Chronicles 21:18 and 21:27.
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20) And Ornan turned back, and saw the angel; « « . .
27) And Yahwoh commanded the angel; and he put up his
sword again into the sheath thereof.

30) But David could not go before it to enquire of
God: for he was afrald because of the sword of the
angel of Yahweh.

In verse 18 ST]STZ 7R%1 tells David to set up an
altar for sl131_ ,

Sy o
L

Yahweh is pictured as commanding the angal.43
David would not enquire of 'El‘ij"?.x_é: because he was
afraid of the sword of SI17STZ ‘IS%Q b
Psalm 34:7 (8)42

7) The angel of Yahweh encampeth round about them
that fear him, and delivereth then.

As to the identity of the angel of Yahweh, Delitzsch
holds:

The V17372 73PN is none other than He who was
the medium of Jahve's intercourse with the patriarchs,
and who accompanied Israel to Canaan, This name 1is
not collective (Calvin, Hupfeld, Kamphausen, and oth=
ers), He, the One, encampeth round about tﬁem, in so
far as He 1s the Captain of the host of Jahve, and
consequently is accompanied by a host of inferior nin-
istering angels; or insofar as He can, as being a
spirit not limited by space, furnish protection that
covers them on every side.46

43cre. I Chronicles 21:27.
44cr, I Chronicles 21:30.
45Hebrew text.

46Franz Delitzsch E;g;;%gl,gggmgggggxsgg the Psalms,
translated by Francis Bolton (2nd ed.; Ldinmburgh: T. & Ta
Clark, 1890), III, 410,
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Matthew Henry explainss

Ihe angel of the Lord, a guard of angels (so some)

but as unanimous in their service as if they were ﬁut
one, or a guardian angel, encanps round about those
that fear God, as the 11§e-guard about the prince, and
delivers them, God makes useof the attendance of the
good spirits for the protection of his people from the
malice and power of evil spiritss and the holy angels
dg 29 nore good offices every day than we are aware
of,

Also, compare the first passage quoted from Hengsten=-

pPaper,
Zecharilah 1:11,12

11) And they answered the angel of Yahweh that stood
anong the myrtle trees, and said, "We have walked to
and fro through the earth, and' behold, all the earth
sltteth still, and is at rest,'

12) Then the angel of Yahweh answered and said, "O
Yahweh of hosts, how long wilt thou not have merey on
Jerusalem and on the cities of Judah, against which
thou gﬁSt had indignation these threescore and ten
Yyears

e pR—

Commentators react variously towards this passage:

Ihe pronhecies of Zecharigh are of pecullar impor-
tance in connection with the doctrine of the angel of
the Lord., They contain in themselves materials amply
sufficient for a correct settlement of the question,

In the very first vision, "the angel of Jehovah" ap=-
pears surrounded by a company of inferior angels, IHe
is represented there, as absolutely exalted far above
them all, They bring their reports to him, as to their
king and Lord, and give him an account of %hair pro-
ceedings. The hypothesis of an ordinary angel complete-
ly breaks down here, -The supposition, again, that the
angel of Jehovah is nothing but a form of manifestation

4715atthew Henry, ew Henry's Commentary On The
Whole Bible (New Youy agghen ng 1, Revell Compan Company, nhede.),
TII, Psalm 34:7,
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of Jehovah himself, founders on ver, 12, "O Lord of
hosts, how long wiit thou not have mercy on Jerusalen
and on the citles of Judah." The personal distinction
between Jehovah and his angel 1s very apparent here,
The angel of the Lord addresses the Lord and inter-
cedes with him,48

e « o 1t is noteworthy_that the Angel of Yahweh, the
speaker, here [Verse 11l as in v, 12 and 3:2 distin-
guishes between himself as a divine manifestation and
Yahweh the God of the whole earth.49

But is this a created or an uncreated angel? The lat-
ter view is maintained by IicCaul, Lange, iHengstenberg,
Philippi, and Kahnis, the former view by Hoffman, De-
litzsch, Kurtz Koehier, Pressel. « « « « The simplest
way of reconciiing these two classes is to adopt the
old view that thls angel is the Second person of the
Godhead, even at that egsly period appearing as the
revealer of the Father,

Dr. P. E. Kretzmann expressos the opinion that ST IS]1_
-’[ N %’ W in verse 11 is "that peculiar uncreated Angel, the
Son of God as He revealed Himself to believers of the 0ld
Testament." 91

In verse 12 a distinction is made by s—l"ll}T:‘_ '13_2?*{_.1

4BHiengstenberg, op. cit., IV, 296-7.

491, G, Mitchell, J, M. P, Smith, Julius A, Bewer, "A
Critical and BExcegetical Commentary On Haggal Zechariaﬁ,
lalachi, and Jonah," International Critical omment%rz, ed-
ited by C. A. Briggs, S. R. Driver, Alfred Plummer (New
York: Scribner's Soms, 1912), p. 120.

90John Peter Lange, Commentary on the Holy Scriptures,
edited by Philip Schaff (New Tor%: Scribner, Armstrong,

and Company, 1875), XVI, 26,

51p, E. Kretzmann Popular Commentary of the Bible,
01d Testament (St. Louls: Concordia Pu%lisﬁihg House,

1924), 1I, 703.
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between himself and nik?—'; ﬂ;‘.?,r:ja
Zechariah 3:1,2
1) And he shewed me Joshua the high priest standing
before the angel of Yahweh, and Satan stending at his
right hand to resist hin,
2) And Yahweh sald unto Satan, "Yahweh rebuke thee, 0
Satan; even Yahweh that hath chosen Jerusalem rebuke
thee: 1s not this a brand plucked out of the Tire?"
In this section TSI|5T2 qﬂ?g(verse 1) and
EL ]?1 * (verse 2) are both equateds3 and also distin-
guished.54
In commenting on verse 2, Dr, P, E, Kretzmannwrites,
"And the Lord, Jehovah, for it is He who is the Angel of
the Lord, . . . ."55
Zechariah 12:8
B) In that day shall Yahweh defend the inhabitants of
Jerusalems and he that is feeble among them at that
day shall be as David; and the house of David shall
be as God, as the angel of Yahweh before then,
In this verse the two termsIT'Il PR and SU 5 T

?l R ’P YDare equated,

92Robert B, Girdlestone, Synonyms of the 0ld Testa-
mernt (Grand Rapids: ¥m. B. ﬁerdmans Publishing Company,

1948), p. 42, note 1.

53Jamieson, Fausset, Brown _ge. clt,, IV, 667, So
also, George Adams Smith, "The ﬁoo. o he Twelve Prophets,"
Expositor's Bible (New York: Funk & Wagnalls Company,
900), 11, 314.

54'Suprg= ef. quotation from International Critical
Comientary on p. 25.

55Kretzmenn, op. gcit., II, 7C5.
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lalachi 2:7

7) For the priest's lips should keep knowledge, and

they should seek the law at his mouth: for he is the

messenger of Yahweh of hosts,

The phrase which the King James Version translates by
"the messenger of the Lord of hosts" appears in the Hebrew
text as IR KX-s1I1ST> "33)""_3 .

i i :

Keil translates this verse incorrectly. "For the
priest's lips should keep knowledge, and men seek law fronm
his mouth, because he is a [sic] messenger of Jehovah," 96
As elsewhere, so here, the Hebrew text has the equivalent
of "the angel of Yahweh,"

In commenting on this verse Kell writes:

IR e the standing epithet for the angels as

thé eaveniy nmessengers of God, 1s here applied 3,'0 the

priests, as it is in Hag. 1:13 to the prophets.5

Koehler places an exclamation mark after the listing
of llalachi 2:7 under the term '3T13'T:‘_ '(-B"’Q .58

Haggai 1:13

13) Then spake Haggal the Lord's messenger in the

Lord's message unto the people saying,”'l am with

you, ' saith Yahweh,"

Kell points out that:

The prophet is called 'p_‘s’ar_; in ver. 13, i.e., mes-

56c, F. Kell Twelve Minor Prophets, translated
by James Martin (51-%!% Rapids: Um, B, Eer méns Publishing
Company, 19%1), II, 445, ;

57re1l, op. glt., p. 446,

58koehler, op. cit., II, 526.
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senger (not "angel," as many in the time of the fathers
misunderstood the word as meaning), as belng sent by
Jehovah to the peoplo to make kno'.m to them His will
(compare lial, 3, where the same epithet is applied
S et o)
Hare again the Hebrew text has the equlvalent of

"the angel of Yahweh."
Foehler does not include Haggal 1l:13 in his listing

of passages under the term 'S_rT'.?T_‘_‘ .'(33‘?@, but lists

i1t separately on page 525.60

99%eil, op. cit., II, 184,
60roohler, op. clt., II, 525.




CHAPTER V
THE IDENTITY OF "THE ANGEL OF YAHWEH"

Nowhere in the 0ld Testament is there any direct state-
ment that "the angel of Yahweh" is to be identified with the
lessiah, the Son of David, whose appearance is foretold in
the prophetical passages, The Targums never paraphrase the
expression "the angel of Yahweh," but they reproduce it by
the corresponding Aramaic words.l No doubt, however, many
of the passages in which Yahweh and "the angel of Yahweh"
are distinguished must have proved puzzling to the 0ld Testa-
ment believer, Apparently the ancient Jews never reached a
point of understanding the term "the angel of Yahweh" beyond
meaning a special messenger of Yahweh who represented the
Godhead in visible form for the purpose of conveying a par=-
ticular divine message. P. E. Kretzmann declares that "this
view was held by the ancient synagog, not only as a matter
of course, but also as a matter of policy.“z”

7ith the advent of Christianity and the light which
New Testament revelation shed on the meaning of the Old Tes-

tament, the views of early Christianity concerning the iden-

1 SI)SILT KR2xbn

2p, E, Kretzmann, Concordia Theological lionthly, II
(February, 1922), 33.
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tity of "the angel of Yahweh" were divided. Clement of _5557
Alexandria, Jerome, Gregory the Great, and others were among
the early teachers of the church who followed the Jewish un-
derstarding of the phrase. On the other hand, most of the

—

———e]

Greek fathers, such as Justin Martyr, Irenaecus, Tertullian, |

Cyprian, and Eusebius, held the view that "the angel of Yah- __l

weh" was the Second Person of the Godhead.> T
Kretzmann points out that the belief that "the angel of

Yahweh" was a ereated angel generally met with the approval
of Roman Catholie theologians because it gave sunport to
this church's doctrine of the adoration of angels.4 Never-
theless, the Catholic Encyclopedia declares:

The peorson of "the angel of the Lord" finds a counter-

part in the personification of Wisdom in the Sapiential

books and in at least one passage (Zech, 3:1) it sceenms
to stand for that "Son of lan" whom Danliel saw brought
before the "ancient of days."

It further adds that, "Tertullian regards many of these
passages as preludes of the inecarnation; as the Vord of God
adunbrating the sublime character in which he is one day to
reveal himself to men."6

Naturally also:the groups that reject the doctrine of

3Xretzmann, op. clte, Pe 34

4Kretzmann, Oon, Sﬁ-, Pe. 33.

SCatholic Encyclopedla (New York: Robert Appleton
coc’ 001907” I’ 479-

6ng. cit.
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the Trinity, such as the Socinians, Arminians, and Ration-
alists, must of necessity reject the possibility of any rev-
elation of the Second Person of the Trinity in the 0ld Tes-
tament, including suech a one as may lie in the term "the
Angel of ¥Yahweh,"

In one of his sermons St. Augustine presents the two
Views current in the church of his day in regard to the i-
dentity of "the angel of Yahweh":

» ¢« « Ghat the very same one who speaks to lloses is
designated both as Angel of the Lord and as Lord raises
a great question. . « « « There are two opinions which
Mmay be reached, both of which are according to faith,
whichever may be the correct one . « « + « Some say
that he 1s called both Angel of the Lord and Lord for
this reason that he was Christ of whom the prophet
clearly states that He is the Angel of great counsel,
FFor angel is a word denoting a funetion not a being's
nature, For angel in Greek is one who is called mes=-
senger in Latin, Iessenger thus is a word denoting ac-
tion: on account of acting, i, e., announcing, he is
called a messenger., '"ho would deny that Chris% has an-
nounced to us the kingdom of heaven? Furthermore, an
angel, i. c., a messenger is sent by one who announces
something through him, And who would deny that Christ
was sent, Ilie who so often sald, "I have not come to do
my will, but the willi of IHim who sent Iile?" He was sent
in a special sense. . « « « Those, however, who be-
lieve that that Angel of the Lord was not cﬁrist butan
angel who had been sent must weigh the reason why he is
called Lord . « « «» «» They themselves answer, "Just as
in the Seriptures a prophet speaks and yet it is said
that the Lord is speaking, not because the Lord is a
prophet, but because the Lord is in the prophet, so al-
so when the Lord deigns to speak through an angel. « «
the latter is rightly called angel on his own account
and Lord because of the indwelling God. For surely
Paul was a human being and Christ God, and yet Paul him-
self says, 'Do you wish to have proof of Him who speaks
in me, Christ?' The prophet also said, 'I shall hear
what the Lord will speak in me.' He who speaks in the
hunan being, speaks in the angel. Therefore the Angel
of the Lord appeared to illoses and salid, 'I am that 1
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an,'! It is the voice of the 1ndweller, not of the
templet 7

Apparently the two views presented by Augustine remain-
ed current during the ensuing centuries without ealling forth
any important discussions.

With the advent of the Reformation the problem of "the
angel of Yahweh" in the 0ld Testament was again brought into
the foreground of theological discussion, especially in the
Protestant Churech, |

Inther became the protagonist for the view that the 0ld
Testament served the purpose of revealing Christ, His Person,
and Ilis Woré, to the bellover of the 0ld Testament church
and that the New Testament furnished the light by which to
interpret the 014 Testament Scriptures, Luther's conviection
in this respect appears not only in his interpretation of
the Psalter, but also in his exegesis of many other passages.
It is only natural that Luther in many passages in which the
term "the angel of Yahweh" occurs identified him with the
Second Person of the Trinity.

However, even Luther apparently seems to have been un=-
certain as to whether the term "the angel of Yahweh" de-
noted the uncreated angel or the Logos in each and every pas-
sage that the term is used, Thus, in his explanation of Gen,

16:7, Luther remarks:

7Sggct; Aupgust Hipponensis Episcopl Opera
(Venetiis: 1AET'H‘7 2), VII_E_S—LBL, 38=-9
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Vho the angel was who spoke with Hagar, !loses does not
say. Hillary holds that it was God lilmself and almost
inclines to the opinion that he would like to connect
such appearances of the angels with the nystery of the
Holy Trinity. Howeverz although human beings too? are
called angels, I hold that this angel appearea to Hagar
in human form; for when angels appear to men thgy ase-
sune the form of the body in which they appear.
Similarly in Judges 6:11,22, Luther is thinking of a
created angel, for he renders the designation by, "ein Engel
des Herrn,"

In this connection it must also be borne in mind that

>/
in the Wew Testament the term cqrez)as LC p:Su occurs in
a number of passages where adnittedly the ternm does not re-
for to the Logos,

This situation ultimately raised the problem as to
vhere "the angel of Yahweh" represonted a created angel and
vwhere it meant the uncreated angel, identical with the Logos.

Luther's conviction concerning the identity of "the an-
gel of Yahweh" appears from his comments on Gen. 48:16, DIx=-
plaining Jacob's words, "the Angel which redecemed me from
all ovil," Luther declarest

For this Angel is the same Lord or the Son of God whom

Jacob had seen when he wrestled with God, Gen., 32:30

and who was to be sent into the world by God in order

that le might »roclaim %o us deliverance from death
forgiveness of sins, and the kingdom of heaven. Ané

this Angel is our Goel, our Redeemer, or Avenger, who
rightfully delivers and frees us from the pover of  the

8pp. Martin Luthers Simmtliche Schriften, edited by
Joh, Georg Walch (St. Louls: LutE. Concordia- Verlag, 1880)

I, col. 991.
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devil, . . . therefore one ought carefully to note

that Jacob is here speaking of Christ, the Son of God,

who alone is the Angel or emissary, born in time as

true man by the girgin Mary; not tﬁe Father, also not

the Holy Spirit,

Lutherts comment on Genesis 32:2,-30, the passage de-
scribing Jacob's wrestling with a man, is:

This, however, is our opinion that this wrestler is

the Lord of glory, namely our Lord God Himself or the

Son of God who was to beaomelean, who appeared to the

<athers and spoke with them.™

Cn the other hand, in some passages the evidence point-
ing to the equivalency between "the angel of Yahweh" and
Christ is too meager to reach any definite conclusions,
€. 8., Psalm 35:5,6. Hoenecke in his Dogmatik agrees that
the term s ] &> T{JSP@_ does not everywhere indicate an
uncreated angel. Hoenecke declares that it depends upon the
characterization of the angel. He adds the remark: "This
is also the principle for the understanding of Seripture
concepts in connection with other matters."ll

As a guiding rule our Lutheran dogmaticians have set
up the principle:

As often as and wherever either the name Jehovah or a

divine work and divine worship is given to the Angel

who appears to the patriarchs and to other believers

in the (0ld Testament, there one must understand not a
created, but an uncreated angel, namely the Son of God,

9Ibid., II, col. 1866
107pid., IT, col. 780.

11
Adolf Hoenecke, Ev. Luth. Dogmatik (Milwaukee:
Northwestern Publiﬂhiﬁg-ﬂbuse, 1909;. IT, 160,
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the Prince of the heavenly hosts, the Lord of all an-
gels, who in unutterable condescension appeared to the
fathers in the 014 Testament in some assumed vigible
form and so prefigured His future incarnation.

This conviction has come down through the Lutheran
Chureh through such works as Blichner's Concor s a work
formerly widely used in our Lutheran Church in America,
which states:

Christus, der uncrschaffene Engel, der Erzgesandte und
Groszbote, Ebr. 3,1. welcher den groszen und verborgnen
Rath der ﬁeiligen Dreleinigkeit von unserer Seligkeit
zu offenbaren in die VWelt kam, Er ist an allen den
Stellen zu verstehen, wo dem Engel der Name Jehovah,
gbttliche Eigonschaf%en, gbttliche Werke, oder gbti-
liche Ehre belgelegt wird. Dasz der Sohn GOttes be=-
reits im A, T. wirksam war, wie dies das N, T, Joh, 1,
11 L ] L] [ ] ®9 c. 12’ 41. 1 OI'. 10’4. 9I 1 PetI‘- 1’11.
Ebr, 11,26, c. 12,25, 26, andeutet, und der Glaube der
alten christlichen Xirche bezeugt, stimmt ganz in das
biblische System., So wile es Ein élgg GOttes zur Erlbs-
ung und Erziehung des menschlichen Geschlechts ist, der
durch die ganze Schrift durchgeht: so ist es auch Ein
llerzeug, welches diesen Plan von jeher ausigfuhrt hat,
und der ghttliche Lelter der Iienschen ist.

This position in regard to the identity of "the angel of
Yahweh" was elaborated on extensively by Quenstedt in his
Systema Theologicum and was also presented to the convention
of the Central District of the Ilissouri Synod by C. 'i. Zorn
in 1883 in his essay on the topic, "Our Lord Jesus Christ

before His Incarnation and His Revelation in +<the 01ld

12J. A, Quenstedt Tgeologig didactico-polenica sive
systems thealogiegg (Llps aes 702) 4 p. 404,

13Gottfriedt Blichner, Biblische Real- und Yerbal=-
Hand-Concordanz, Anerican edition y A, Spth (Philadel-
phia:™ The FoE%er Publishing Co,, 1871), p. 316.
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Testament." 1In Thesls III the author deals with the topic,
"Our Lord Jesus Christ Has Personally Revealed Himself Unéer
Special Names and Appearances in the 0ld Testament" and sup-
plies the reasons for his conclusions, They are not new but
reflect the conclusions reached by Lutheran theologians of
the past. To prove the identity of "the angel of Yahweh" in
many passages, in accordance with the rule laid down by Lu-
theran theologians of the seventeenth century, a number of
Seripture passages of the 0ld Testament are exegetically
treated and the New Testament passages which throw light on
the problem are particularly emphasized.14 The gist of the
essaylst's arguments follows below.

Basiec for the argument is the convietion that the lies-
Siah or Chrlst, the Second Person of the Godhead, was reveal-
ed to the people of the 0ld Testament covenant in the Word
of God. So, @, g£., in the Word, Gen. 1, by which all things
were created, John l:3; even more clearly in Ps, 2:7 and Ps.
110:1 where the divine nature of the llessiah is emphatically
declared,

In addition to this, a combination of 0ld Testament

l4g, u, Zorn, ("Our Lord Jesus Christ Before His Incar-
nation and His Revelation in the 0ld Testament,") Yerhand-

iungen der filinfundgwanzigsten Jahresversammlung des Hittler-
%g Distrikts der deu%seﬁoﬁ evgng.-EutE. S¥node von lMissouri,
hio und anderen Staaten, versammelt zu Cleveland, Ohio, von

e

S
1. bis 7. August 1883 (S&. Louis, Mo.: Luth. Concordia- Vor-
lag, M, C, Barthel, Agent, 1883), pp. 42 ff,
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statements lead to the conclusion that Christ also revealed
Himself visibly in 01d Testament times. In the previous
chapter i1t was shown that in a considerable number of in-
stances "the angol of Yahweh" is given divine names, attrib-
utes, and worship and thus equated with God, Yet "the angel
of Yahweh" and Yahweh are differentiated., By drawing in Gen.
48:15 a closer description of the function of "the angel of
Yahweh" is gained, He is "the Angel," says Jacob, "who re-
deemed me from all evil," The term used is \Pg;\g '[s_}@',j ’
the redeeming Angel, The term }lfrﬂ which Jacob uéed is
ldentical with \?R A in Job 19:25 which in conservative
Lutheran circles is regarded as a reference to Christ. Per-
tinent to establishing the identity of "the angel of Yahweh"
in Ex, 14 and 23 is also Isa, 63:7-12, where the prophet de-
clares that it was "the angel of his face" who helped Israel
in its distress, particular reference being to "all days of
old.," (v. 9b) The conclusion lies close at hand that the
angel of Yahweh who led Israel during the Exodus, who is also
designated as Yahweh (Gen. 13:21; Deut., 1l4:143 Neh., 9:12),
is identical with "the messenger of the covenant" in Hal. 3:
l. If one agrees that the Messenger of the Covenant in lal,
3 is Christ, the conclusion is inevitable that the angel of
Yahweh in many passages of the 01 Testament likewise is a
designation for Christ who was to appear in the flesh. As
for the lNow Testament there is one important passage in which
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the apostle St, Paul equates the Angel of the Lord and sim-
ilar terms with Christ. In I Cor. 10:4,5,9, St. Paul de-
clares that Israel in the desert "drank of that spiritual
Rock that followed them: and that Rock was Christ." The
apostle furthermore warns the Corinthians against tempting
Christ, "as some of them (Israel) also tempted and were des-
troyed of serpents." Luther comments:

Ye have here strong and irrefutable evidence that the

God who led the people of Israel out of Egypt and

through the Red Sea, who guided them in the wilderness

by a pillar of cloud and of fire, who nourished them
with heavenly bread, and who did all the miracles which
lloses describes in his books; likewlse, who brought

them into the land of Canaan and gave %ham kings and

priesthood and everything, is indeed God and none other

than Jesus of Nazareth the Son of the Virgin HMary,

whom we Christians cali our God and Lord, “hoTsthe Jeas

crucified znd even today blaspheme and eurse.

In the view of Lufther, the Lutheran dogmaticians of the
seventeenth century, as well as of the essayist C. i, Zorn,
and the exegetes and dogmaticians of the Synodical Conference,
this evidence is sufficient to substantiate the principle set
up above for equating "the angel of Yahweh" in many instances
with Christ, the Second Person of the Trinity.

However, there 1s no universal agreement. Hengstenberg
is the most consistent in identifying "the angel of Yahweh"

with Christ, Other prominent 0ld Testament scholars adhere

15Luther, op. git., III, 1931.
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to the ancient views of Augustine, Jerome, and Gregory the
Great, that _ﬂ'l;"T: 7]3_2?!’_.\_ is a created angel in the
0ld Testament., It is clear that the arguments used to e-
quate "the angel of Yahweh" with the Second Person of the
Irinity are not acecepted universally as convineing., This
same situatlon which prevalled among Lutheran excgetes of
the previous century still prevails today in the Lutheran
Church, The problem is, as P. E, Kretzmann adnits in the
initial paragraph of his article on "the Angel of the Lord“
in the 0ld Testament, "in a way" one of the "most difficult
points in the 0ld Testament, on which, moreover, even from
the time of the early Church, there have been two diametri-
cal v:i.ew.-:s.":!'6

Unless additional lighty not now available, will be
shed on the question in the future, it is likely that the
situation will remain as it is until the end of time,

16Kretzmann’ lgc_. m.
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