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THE RABBIN'I C OONC:gPTION OF THE UNIVERSAL JUDGMENT 

AT THE TIM11l OF THE MESSIANIC ADVIDNT. 

CHAPTER I: IN'11RODUCTOR"Y. 

The purpose of this study is to present the material found 

in Rabbinic writings which deals with the destructive and minatory 

a.,spects of' the ooc.urrenees at the end .of days. The. word ""1udgmen,;J;,. in 

our title is used in the double sense of forensic act and of 12unj.E!,!}

m.~r,;P._. ( l) We concern ourselves with those concepts which German 

scholars have grouped under the term Y,llileils.espp.ato,logie. 

The material which we shall examine consists of official 

pro11:o.uncements, made either in lectures and discussions in the schools, 

or else in public sermons, by the Palestinian and Babylonian Ra'bbis 

of the first :f'ive cent,xr•ies O.E. Tho the same teachers may have like

wise cultivated certain esoteric doctrines, the latter will be left 

out of consideration. 

These limitations,. are entirely arbitrary, designed to re

strict the scope of the present study, lest 1t swell beyond the size 

of a graclua.tion thesis. As a matter of fact, study ot the sources. h1:.1,,s 

convinced. me that truJ.y adequate treatment of any phase of Jewish 

eschatology must be preceded by a.thoro study of the subject as 

a whole. The eschatology of destruction and redemption, of damnation 

and salvation are organically connected. Similarly, we cannot iso

late the official Rabbinic eschatology, as embodied in the Talmuds 

and the ortl'i.odox Midrash1m ... -in contradistinction. to less authorita

tive worli:s like l'irlte d' Rabbi Eliezer--from the rest of the eschato

logical and Messianic literature and doctrine produced by Judaism 

in the course of fifteen hundred yaa:rs or more. It seems probable 

'that Messel I s thesis of the unity o:t' Jevlish esoha.tology might be so 
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extended as to prove that from the late- Biblica,1 period ... -when Daniel 

and Isaiah 24 ... 27 · were composea. ...... a.own thru the seventeenth century ...... 

when the disastrous Sabbeta:r1an movement cast a permanent discredit 

upon extensive Messianic speculation--that thru all this time, Jew ... 

.i.sh eschatology is essentially a unit; and that for its full under

standing the old apocalyptic literature preserved by the Churches, 

the Rabbinic sources, the Neo--Hebrew apocalypses of Gaonic and post

Gaonic times, and the Cabalistic writings must all be taken into 

account. With all this- ... whi.ch I am, of' course in no position to prove 

at present--it must be borne in mind that despite the affinities. be

tween the esch~tological writings of one age and those of another, 

ea-eh individual production must nevertheles.s. be studied ... in the light 

of its own histo~1eal '. baoltgr.ound. 

Scholars in this ,field have, it seemfl., tended to neglect 

one or other of the two factors that enter into a. proper interpreta

tion of the material .• These factors are a) relatio.n to general escha..

tological tradition, and b) historical ba.ckground and development. 

Thus on the· one hand Vo_lz (J{\dische Eschatologie von Daniel 1,)is 

Alciba.) and Kohler (article ESCHATOLOGY in JE v.5) cite passages 

from early Palestinian, Alexandrian, and Rabbinic writings indis

criminately and as a rule without noting what historical event or 

condition may MVe been responsible for the particular opinion quo-

ted.. (2) On the other hand Klausner (Die Messianische Vorst.ellungen 

der Jud.en in Zeitalter der Tannaiten) who lays.great stress on the 

historical s.etting of his material, pays almost no. attention to the 

Apocalyptic literature, and as a result arrives .. at several unwarrant

ed conclusions. (See below, p. 9 ff.) 

That there is a close relationship between the Apocalyptic 

I 
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writings and the Rabbinic utterances cannot be questione.d. The nu

merous parallels between Talmudic writings: and the Apocalypses of 

Baruch and Esdras which have been collected by student.s of the latter 

productions (3) are alone sufficient proof of this. There is every 

ree,son, in fact, to believe t,hat Baruch and Esdras emanated from some 

of the Rabbinic schools, where they cons:tituted a part of that secret 

, lor~ ~.ultivated by many lea.d.j:ng,,Tannaim. The manifest relationships 

between certain of the older Apocalypses and some of the Nao-Hebrew 

revelations can only be explained by ass.urning that much study of the 

former went on in private thruout the.Talmudic period. At the,aame 

time, the silence of the Talmud on some tepics and the fragmentary 

charact,er of its utterances on other may be of some significance. 

(Op., e.g., below p.SO, 52). 

The ideal method of studying the material at hand--a meth

od whieh, unfortunately, cannot at this. time. ba fully carried out-

would· involve: 

a) the satisfactory determination of what are and what 

are not genuinely eschatologioal utterance,s, since 

many statements phrased in escha.tological terms 

are demonstrably devoid o:f' eschatological signif

icance. (l+) 

b) the clear-out distinction between folk-lore and 

t.heology, the necess.ity for which has been so well 

emphasized. by Ginzberg. (5) 

o) the study of parallels in older and late:t" Apocalyp • .

tic. 

d) the study of the hist.orical ba,clr.ground. 

e) the reconstruction--on the ba.sie of all these stud

ies--of the evolution of eschatology in its :relation 

. ' 
J 
.. i 
! 



to general religious development. 

NOTES TO CHAPTER I 

(l) Op. Rashi's comment on Ex. 28.15 'l 11..JY::>l.11)") 19.911>~-.itr, 
; 1""1'71 t:o) ))J 1 '°' ,;, 1 h::t.' r· TI --s;s.,::i .,,::i. ,-.t\ 1) Hil~ 

(2) Note e,lso Schechter' s unproved assertion of the homogeneity of 
Rabbinic ·theology during a period of over five hundred years: Some 
As.pects of Rabbinic Theology, p. xi f. 

(3) See the introductions to Baruch and Esdras. in Charles: Apoery .. 
pha and Pseudepigrapha of the OT, v.2, and. further literature cited 
there; also JE, art. ~rucb; v.2, p.551 (G·inzberg) and Esdras v.5,p. 
221 (Kohler). 

(Li-) Thus, for example, the dict,um of Eleazar b, Simon °The Messiah 
will not come until judgesand.rulers are removed: from .. Israel (Sanh 
98a) and. the similar utterance of the sons of Hiyya. ( ib. 38a) are 
simply expressionsof d.isaatisfaation with.the Patriarchate and its 
tyna;rm1cal policies, as Klausner paint.a, out ( p.Li-2f. ) • The d.eclara-
t ion ·that the Messiah will be named Shilah. (Sanh 98h) is according 
to Bache·l:" · (BA pf35) simply a· eompl1me.i-it paid to R. Shela by his 
admiring pupils. Moreover, many passages in Abot referring to 
judgment ( \ ,"T), :retribution ( S71'l>-=f':"H£>), to the book in which ... - . 
deeds are record.ad, etc., refel" most probably not.to the e,nd of' d&J.ys, 
but to the annual judgment in· Ti$h:ri, or to ·the just wor1t1ngs · of 
God's Providence in general. 

(5) In the H.u.d. An:uua.1, v.1, p.313. 
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CHAPTER. II: GENEAAL CHARAC1rERISTIOS OE' r.rHE MATERIAL. 

We have not mentioned so tar that source which might be 

regarded as most important for our sub:Ject, namely the ancient syn

agogal pr1;iyers, particularly the 'rephillah .• The fact is that the es

chatology of the liturgy is rather vague, and does. not even touch 

upon the particular phase which we are treating$ We gather fr-om the 

prayers that the people expected a spe.ed.y deliverance fr-om thei~: woes, 

the restorei.tion of Jerusalem and the Temple and .. the I"eestablishment 

of the Jewish state under a Davidic leader. Curiously enough, altho 

the belief in the coming of a Redeemer is mentioned in the very old 

Abot benediction, the section whi.oh imrnedia.tely follows it,, voicing 

belief in the resu1"reo•tion, and which is of equal antiquity, maltes no 

attempt to combine this belief with the Messianic hopos. In the Mus~ 

saph of New Year's Day- ... as also in the so ... ealled Teki1ata de Rab, 

which has since become part of the daily service under the name 

'Alenu---the hopes expressed have a more br>oad. and universal outloolc: 

in the future idolatry and wickedness Weill disappear from the earth, 

and all men will be united in God's service. (1) 

These passages,. if vague and gene:i:'al, are at least, easy to 

understand. The opinions cited in Talmud and Midr.ash, however, t:re

quently d1splay the enigmatic qualities of Apocalypse, which a.re~:tn ... 

ttnsified by their brief and fragmentary character. Often we shall 

find ourselves completely bafflecl in our attempts to determine the 

significance of a dictum. For example. R. Jotanan b. Zakkai is said 

to have exclaimed just before his dea.th n1,repare a. throne for Heze-
·~ 

kiah, King of Israel. who cometh"!"(Ber 28b; ARN oh.25, Pt80; j. Sot. 
,. 

ch.9 end, p.240). Most recent scholars have talren this to be the ex-

pression of a belief in the speedy advent of the Messiah, tho the 

tl:"a.ditional commentators, following Rashi, suppose it to mean that 

• - - ~ • v~ ~ ~~ - ,- - -- - ,; - -- • - --' ' f ' - -•---~• - ,''~< -~- •-• -
~ "' ~ ~ ' 
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the eylng Rabbi saw the spirit, o:f' Hezekiah approaching to escort him 

into the next world. ,r. Levy, however, basing himself on several sim

ilar reports found in the context of the Jerushalm1, concludes that 

by "Hezekiah" the sage meant to designate R, Gamliel. (2) Finally, an 

honest doubt may be expressed as to vihether these words mean anything .. 

It is easy to suppose that a,n incoherent phrase mumbled by the expir

ing teacher was interpreted by his attentive disciples as full of 

profound significance; and thus it happenea.-... a,ccording to the Jeru ... 

shedm1;- that R. Eliezer on his death-bed delibera·tely patterned. his 

last words after those of his master. 

In the course of this"study we shall find many passages as 

obscure as this. The only general thesis we sha..ll 'attempt herein to 

substant:ta:te is this: that our ignorance on the subject of Rabbinic 

eschatology is profound, and t,hat most of the problems connected 

therewith have not been settled. so fa.r by writers on the subject. 

NO~ES ON CHAPTER II. 

(1) The liturgical passages of aschatological significance a.re trans
lated and discussed by Volz, p.44 f. 

(2) The Messianic interpretation is upheld by Klausner, p .. 6, Bacher 
in JE v.'7, p.215, F'riedmann, Int:r.odu.otion to SER and SEZ, p.21, Volz 
P• 164. Cohen, in his translation ot Berakot, p.188, n.4, foliows 
Rashi. For Levy's view, see Neuhebr!tisches und Oha1dl!isches W8rter
bueh s.v. ~D.:> 
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CH.APTER III: DIVIS:CONS OF THE PERIOD TREATED. 

All writers on the, subject have recoe;nized that the Mess

ianic and esohatologioal ideas of the Jewish people have been inti

mately bound up with and affected by the condit,ions and events of 

the various periods during which they lived.. In particular it has 

been pointed out that, :f'or evident reasons, pei"seoution and suffering 

have usually· had the effect o:f' heightening and intensifying the in

terest of. the people in such speculations, and not only their interest 

but als,o their belief in them. It would seem, then, ·that the widely 

differing circumstances which existed at various times thru the 1.l:al

mudic epoch should have affected in divergent;-wa.ys the hopes and 

dreams of the future. 

The Talmudic period falls into two main d1visions-~the Tan

naitic., ending about 200 c.:m., and the Amor-a,ic., ending some two 

hundred f if'ty to three hund.raed years later. The fo.rmer- may be divi-

ded further into the following,sub ... periods:-... a) previous to the fall 

of the Second Temple, b) :t'rom. the year 70 to the outbreak of the 

Bar Kol.$:ba revolt in 130 C.E., a) the period of the war and the re

sulta.nl:. persecution under Hadl:'ian, d) ·bhe period, of recovery lead

ing up to the codification of the Mishnah unde,r Rabbi, c. 220 C.E. 

Such an elaborate subdivision of the· Amore.le period is unnecessary; 

but, the main g_Ez_og;:_a..32!!:1,cal_ division must be borne in mind. Thruout 

the first two centuries of this period there were two parallel 

trains o:f' development., in the schools of Pales,tine and Babylonia. 

respectively. Th.iv Palestinian academies came to an end. sooner., due 

to perseeu•tion by the Byzantine rulers; in :f'ao.t., the Palestinian 

Jews suffered more or less from oppression thruout the Amoraic peri

od, except for a. bl:"ief respite under Julian the. Apostate. It, is note• 

1 wort,hy, however, that the friendly advanc.e,s of the latter, inc1uding 
'If; 

} 
·n r 

;_if. 
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even a promise to rebuild the _Templ.e, seem to have roused bu·~ fee

ble response in the hearts of the Jews. In Be..bylonia the Jewish po

sition was on the whole mot'e tolerable, tho in.varioustimes and pla ... 

ces per-secutions occurred, due sometimes to the religious fanaticism 

of the Magi and sometimes to political causes. These outbrealt.s were 

for the most part of passing duration, never as cruel and relentless 

as the Hadrianic tortures. (1) 

Klausner has attempted to trace the development o·f Messian ... 

lsrn thru the various periods and sub ... periods(pp.l-16). He notes 

that we have no .. Messianic dicta fl ... om teachers who lived. before the 

destruction of the Temple, and explains that. while they no doubt 

cherished. the same hopes ~Et those express.ad in the Apocalypses, Psal ... 

terium Sala.mantis, etc., dating from the same peri.od, they did not 

feel any need for encouraging and st:r@ngthening these hopes, so long 

as the lea.at semblanc.e of na.tiona.l ind.e:pendence remained. Iristead 

the early authorities directed their efforts toward spreading the 

study of the Torah. With the fall of the state, however, Messianic 

ideas toolc on a more vital importance, and we posse.ss a considerable 

body o:t' Messianic material emanating :t'l."om the pupils of J'o:t:ianan b. 

Zalcltai. (From the venerable Jol].anan himself we have nothing on the 

subject except the obscure and possibly non ... Messianic utterance we 

discussed on p.5 f; the other escha.tological.statements he made on 

hia death-bed deal with the fortunes of the soul immediately after 

leaving ·the body, and not w1 th the end of days. ) During the pre ... Had. ... 

ria.nic period, according to Klausner, the Messianic hopes were essen

tially nationalistic, looking forward to the restoration of a Jewish 

state under a political and. military chieftain. This view is sub

sta.n•tiated by the expectations expregsed 1n the Tephillah--edited at 

this time under the direction of R, Gamliel--, by various utterances 
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of Rabbis during the period, and by the •fact that Bar Kol5ba could be 

aocepted by Akiba>. and most of' the common people as the Messiah, tho 

he was not from the Davidio family and had no marked spiritual. qual

if ica.t ions. But, after the terrible d1s.illusionment of the years that 
-

:followed the revolt; a change came pver the hopes of the people~ The 

catastrophes that resulted from the attempt for political indepen

dence made them chary of nourishing political expectations. As a re

sult the Messianic hopes became more 1!131'.stically religious, less nation

alistic; the ooncep·t of the Mess.iah b. ,Joseph, which arose at this 

period, was the outcome of this change of attitude,in Klauaner's opin• 

ion. Moreover, due to the dreadful sufferings of the period, the no

tion of the 12angs Qf :!J.1§. Messiah ea.me to be emphasized. This concep

tion, says Klausner, »altho it had been attached to Messianism, since 

the latt,er was engendered by suffering, did not at an earlier date 

evolte any clear ideas" ( p. 10). 

It seems to me necessary to point out that this distinction 

between the character of pre- and post-Hadrianic Messianology is not, 

altogether warranted. The Apocalypses of' Esdras and Baruch, which rep- , 

resent more or less orthodox thot cluring t,he pre ... Had'.l:'ianic period, 

\.,'> 

r-· '·~ ~, 

both voice a thoroly unpolitical, unworldly, spiritualized viewpoint, 10\J-( 
. ✓ ~ 

ot the sort which Klausner•'. considers characteristic o:f the post- f1 
~:; 

. ') 

Hadrianic era. (2) The prophecy of R. Jose b. Kisma (below, p. 21 f.) 

may likewise possess something of a mystic colori.ng, as also certain-

ly. the opinions of R. Tfllee,zar of Modin, whose main activity falls be .. 

fol."e the Bar Ko~ba, revolt, of whicb}he probably disapproved. ( 3.) As. for 

Kla.usners viewi:l i;thout the pangs of the Messiah, they are absolutely 

unfounded. We possess accounts o:t' the Messianic woes, fully as clear 

as those of the pupils of Alribal and oftef1 presenting str1lt1ng paral ... 

lels thereto, not only in Baruch and Esdras, which date from aft ex• 
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the year 70, but also in much earlier wri.tings such as the book of 

Jubilees. (4) 

To continue with Klausnel" 1 S analysis. In the succeeding pe ... 
, 

riod Messianic speculation still continued., tho with less intensity, 

due to two reasons: the yet fresh memories of the tragedy of Bar Ko}f

ba, and the comparatively mild treatment which Rome accorded the Jews 

in the time of Rabbi. Gradually a complete change came ovel" the Mes ... 

sianic and eschatological expectations of the Jews, so that by the 

beginning of the Amoraic period, the o.ld hopes had vanished and new 

ones had repJ.aced them. The old-fashioned Messianism ended with the 

Tannaim ...... th:ts is Klausner's amazing conclusion, derived from three 

isolated statements by Samuel, R. Hillel, and. R,. Jol}anan. The firist 

reads •'This world differs from the days of the Mes,aiah only in that 
"' 

we lack political ind.ependence 11 (Ber. 34b, Sab. 63a, 15J.a,. Sanh. 91b, 

99a). The second declares ttrsrael has no Messiah any mor-e: they have 

already olbnsumed hi.min the days of' Hezekiah11 (1~e, the Messianic 
,,, -'.s 

prophecies were all fulfilled in H: Sanh. 99a.). R., Johanan state-. ,.. 

rnent is to the effect that 11 The Son of David will come only to a gen-

eration that is completely righteous or to one that is completely 

guilty"(Sanh. 98a, PRK 5.51b.J.1.6a),a s·~atement, which aocording to 

Klausner (p.13) is equivalent to saying that the natu:r'al advent of 

the Messianic age is impossible, or practically so. 

'.rhis sentence of R. Jo}:lanan may be dismissed at once. What 

it means I am not prepared to say with certainty; but that Klausner's 

interpretation is wrong I am sure. Jo~anan was the author of any num

ber of Messianic utterances, of which we quote here only a few: 

"When you see a generation whose troubles come flooding 1n like a 

river, look for him" (the Mess1.ah ... ··Sanh. 98a). 0 God says to Israel: 

'Tho I have appointed a limit when the end of days will come whether 
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Israel :repents or not- ... in 1ts time it will come ...... yet if they would 

do repentance for a single day, I would bring it ahead of its time. ,u 

(Ex.. R. 25.12). A list of signs for the coming of the Messiah is al

so asor,i'bed to R, Jo~anan ( Sanh. 97a top). The anti-Messianic mean ... 

ing which Klausner reads into this one obscure dictum is thus exolu .. 

ded.; what the sentence may actually have implied.is discussed on p.21. 

The statements o-:f R. Hillel· and Samuel remain. On the first 

we can build absolutely nothing. We do not even lm.ow for sure who 

the author• was. It cannot have been Hillel the Elder, who never was 
-,-1 

called by the title Rabbi:. Nor is it probable that it was the J?atri

a:rch Hillel II, for the latter assumed. the patriarchate in 330, while 

R. Joseph, who d:tscussed the ·statement under consideration, died in 

333. (5). Bacher (PA 1:1.1 p.'703 f.) thinks it most likely that the 

Hillel in question was the son oift R. Samuel b. Na}.lman_, and that his 

r>emark was directed against the Christian apologists, who were re41,d ... 

ing all sorts of Christological nonsense into the Messianic prophe ... 

cies of Isaiah. At any rate, we can view this statement only int.he 

light of a curiosity. Indeed, if it is actually an anti-Messianic 

utterance, it rests on a flimsy basis, a.s R. Joseph well remarke-d, 
11 God forgive R. Hillel! n he exclaims as if. puzzled, and then points 

out that while Hezeltiah lived before 586, the poat .. Ex1l-1o prophet 

Zecharaah was still foretelling the. advent of the Messiah (Sanh. 99a). 

Samuel's view is of more importance, both beoause of the 

eminence of the author and because it is so frequently c1ted. It is 

based on the ver?e ttThe poor will not cease out of the land." (Deut. 

11.21) !n this dictum Samuel denies that anything of the supernatural 

will be connected with the Messiah. He will simply be a political 

ruler ... •a.nd the implication is th&J.t there is little use in fasting 

and praying for his coming. It is· probable that this utterance had 
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a definite practical. purpose-... to discourage Messianism because of 

its tendency to incre,&se spiritual and po.litioal unrest. It ie well 

lcnown that Samual was Otl good terms with the Persian government (6); 

he was eager to strengthen the cause of his people by strengthening 

their loyalty to the rul_ing power. 'ro achieve this end he did not 

hesitate to attack a doctrine which might rouse d1tilaffectionamong 

th.El J.~ws and thus work their own harm. Whether he was as thorogoing ,,,,,/ ', 

a rationalizer as might appear from this one. saying is, however, 

questionable. In Sanh. 97b he contradicts the view of Rab that Is

rael must repent before the Messiah can come; in Ket .• lJ.2b .he ap

proves and even exaggerates a sign given by one of his pupils for 

the advent of the Son of David, etc. 

In referring to Samuel I s maxim, Klausner (p. 13) r-emarlcs, 

nAlle Messian:tsohen Ho!Ofnungen, alle glMnzenden Verheissungen der 

J?ropheten wet'd.en einf'ach a.usgeme:rzt: Samuel bezieht sie s!tmmtlicb., 

wie es scheint;, auf die 'zuldinftige Welt.'" Now R. Jo);lanan, whose 

obscure remark Klausner then proceeds to quote in support of his 

theory, expressed the exactly opposite view in hls famous declara

tion "The prophets prophesied only concerning the days of the Mes

siah; but concerning the future world Is.64.3 is applicable: no 

eye has seen it but Thine, O God! 11 (Sanh. 99a., Ber. 34b). That the 

contradiction here involved escaped Klausnep is the more remarkable 

since it is explicitly brot out by the Gemara (8a.nh, and Ber. loc. 

cit.) 

We conclude then that, no solid grounds exist for the theory 

that during ·the early Amora1c period there was a reac•bion against the 

old Messianism. We cannot, in fact, trace a. consistent and steady de• 

velopment of Messianic and es:n.:ihatologi.cal ideas thru the pre- and 

.Post-Hadrianio, the Palestinian and Bayl.anian Amo.raic periods. Some ... 

' ' 'i 

: 'I 
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times, however, we oan observe the influence of pa.rticule.r events on 

particular utterances, artd. these oases will be pointed out as we pro

ceed. Incidentally, no oonclliusion is to be drawn from the fact that 

we have much more eschatologioal material from the Palestinian Arno

ra.im than from their Babylonian contemporaries. This need not mean 
h 

that Ivlessia.nic hopes were stronger in Palestine, wpre patriotism was 

was more ardent and persecution more severe. It probably means 

nothing more than that Haggadah was more popular in Palestine••where 

there lived e, number of Rabbis like Simlai and Ab'bahu whose legal 

attainments were not exceptional and. who were famous s1.mply as pop

ular preachers ... -while the schools of Babylon concentrated their in

terest upon Halachic casuistry in the main. 

NOT:ms TO CHAPTER I I I. 

( 1) For the detailed history of the.se pe-r1ods see the works of Graetz, 
We1ss, Halevy, and the various articles inJE. 

(2) See Charless p.299, and the already cited works on the separate 
apocalypses. 

(3) Cp. the story of his a.ea.th, j. 'raan. 68d, his apparent disapprov
al of preparing axtensively for future emergencies, Mek. to m:x.. 16.4, 
and see below, p. 52. 

(4-) See Charles, p.237 f., 328 f., etc. 

(5) See Strack, E1nleitung, p. 144 f. 

(6) See G·raetz, v.2, pp. 520 ff. 



- •' .,., -,, _,..,-. - ------- ---------- --------- --

CHAl?'l'JER IV: THE COMING OF rl'HE nJND. 

A. COMPUTATIONS AND OAtiCULA1l1IONS. 

The strictly eschatological Weltans.chauung is determlnis ... 

t10. It :regards- the entire hiertory of' the world as. _fo:reorr.iained by 

God, a.net as approaching its end in accord.a.nae with a plan previously 

arra,uged by Him. At the ooncluslon of a certain detin:1:te period of 

time the Messiah must arrive, the end of time transpire, the new 

heaven e,nd earth be created,. But human beings, groaning beneath the 

bU.l"den of persecution and suffering, are impatient. The mere know

ledge that some day the iniquitous order will pass away is insuffic

ient comfort. They want to know how long they will have to end.ur-e 

their agonies befor-e the arrival of the Messiah will put an end to 

present woes. Thus arises the impulse t~, pry into"·,;bhe hidden work

ings of Providence in an effort to solve the ques~:Lon: How long must 

we suffer? Attempts to ascertain the. exac.t time when the Messianic 

advent will occur, which occupy an important place in Apocalyptic 

writing$., also appear in Rabbinic aou1"oes. 

Sometimes, :tn imitation of a :favorite method of the Apooa ... 

lypse, a certain number of world-kingdoms is enumerated, ea.o_h of 

which must, have its period of power and dominion before the advent of 

the d.eliverer. Thus, following Daniel, a reckoning of four world-em

p1res ...... Babylon, Pers la, Greece, Rome-,..appears in Lev. R. 13. 5, 1\/Ie~. 

* to Ex.20.1~, Sifre to Deut. 32.11. Other authorities, following 

a tradition liltewise preserved in Enoch, IV S;!tbyllines, and Latin 

Esdras (1) coun·~ ten world•k.ingdoms from creation to the end. of'days, 

1ncluding the Messianic lcingdom, ... -the· first a.net last being the King

dom of God. (Tar.gum -ShMii 1~-1, PRE 11. 80 f. ) 

Calculations of' a definite number of years wreve more popular 

because more exact. Sometimes they wei"e based on Bib;J..:tce.1 prophecies, 
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a method even mo:re popuJ.1.u,. among the Apocalypts. For instanoe an 

older Tannaitic opinion cited by R. Nathan (Sanh. 97b) finds the end 

indicated in the verse "They shall be given into his povrer for a time, 
._ 

times, and half a,:t.l1Jme.ll(Dan. 7.25). The method in which the 1'1abb1s 
-

applied thia verse :ts, not stated; Rashi's conjectures on the subject, 

borrowed from one Samuel b. David, who seems to have been a Caba.list, 

are unsatisfactory. Klausner (p.31), assuming from the context that 

the opinion probably dates from the time of Akiba, supposes that the 

verse was taken to point ·to a Messianic deliverance ~SL..§.ng. __ 4 .. ~h$i1,;t 

generations after the fall of the Temple; and thi,s 1s probably cor-

1 rect. Nevertheless we must remember that the identification of the 

word 'iddan { ~l')J) with ss1ne}:'..at~!2.n, and the selection of the year 

70 as the terminus §.Ji. fU:!Q. are purely,i. conje.ctural. 

This a.nonymous opinion is followed by another ascribed to 

R. Simlai. Since the latter was an Amora, we must either assume that 

we have to deal here with a later insertion into the Bera:tta of R. 

Nathan, or more probably, following Klaus.ner (p. 31, n.2), read 

IsJ:i,rall~l instead of Simlai. According t·o this a.uthority--whoever he 

may hav? been--a token of the end is found in Ps. 80.6: 0 Thou hast 

given them tears to·drink in triple ,measure." Probably the thot is 

that the end will come :t.h,~e.e, gene:t?atiop.s after the fall of Jerusalem. 

Thi.s same Beraita of R. Nathan also cites an opinion of R. Ak:tba, 

which will be discussed below (p. 29). 

More frequently the Rabbinic calculations are independent 

of the'Bible~ A statement found in SER 2.6, and appearing in Sanh. 

· 97a with the heading ,n .. ~~ '17 ~l.h, divides:. the history of the uni

verse into three periods of 2000 yea.rs each ... -the first period chaos, 

the second, the reign of Torah, the third the days of the Mess:tah. 

~haos no doubt here means simply the spiritual anarchy that reigned 

i 
I 
I . 

, 
' I 
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prior to the appearance of Torah 1n the world. According to an old. 

tradition, preserved by Rash1, and used by the tenth century glossa

tor' who supplied the dates in SER loo. cit. and 6.37, the first pel:'1-

od ended in the f ift;y:€,t::{eoond year of the -life of Abraham, and the 

Messianic ad.vent was expected by this authority in the year 2.JJ.2 C.E. 

The tr'aditi.d!n in its present form has undergone a modification which 

· will be trea,·t;ed on P• 29 f. 

A somewhat similar view ascribed to R. Ketina (Sanh. lac.cit.) 

counts 6000 years to the world, of which the first one or' two mil

enniums constituted t,he period o;f' primeval chaos. At the olose of 

six thousand years will come a final. Sabbatical milenntu.m. This Mem ... 

ra seems, however to put the Messianic era in the far dietant future. 

A belief that, the deliverance would come four huncl.red years 

after the fall of the Temple seems to have found wide acceptance: it · ~ 
appears in uttera.nces dating from different per'lods and diverse 

places. The number four hundred was selected.no doubt as a p&rallel 

to the four hundred years of Egyptian bondage predicted in GeR.15.13. 

(2). R. ijanina states the view explicitly (AZ 9b): Four hundred 

years after the fall of the Temple, buy no property, no matter how 

cheap; for the Messiah is comi11g. In this the Amora was only pa.ra ... 

phrasing a Tannaitic statement ( ~ l-h ~ .h -.l nn:.v to the same effect, 

except that instead of reckoning from the year 70, the Beraita sets 

the date 4231 Anno Mundi, (Tl:l.e Temple fell in 3831 A.M.) 

T.hl:e Babylon&an Amoraim took up this idea. In a curious 

passage (Sanh. 97b) we read: "R. Hanan b. 1r~alifa. (3) sent this 
' .. 

message to R, Joseph: I met a man who had in his possf;jssion a scroll 

written in square characters in the Hebrew tongue. I aslced him "Where 

did you get this?" He replied: "I engaged to serve in the Persian 
-~ 

· ~rmy, and I found this among the Persian arch:1.ves". In (the scroll) 
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was written, After 4291 years fi"om the creation the world will be or-
'· 

phaned. Some of them (ioe., the immediately succeeding years) will 

witness the wars of the dragons ( 4-), some of them, the wars of Gog 

and Magog, and the rest will be the days of the Messiah. But God will 

not regenerate His world until 7000 years after creation.- ... R. Aha 

b. Raba says (-the text should _read) 5000 years. 11 

... 
Klausner concludes on stylistic grounds that the recltoning 

· here set forth is of r.rannaitic origin. He corrects the number L.~291 

to Lt-231, offering a plausible explanation of how the supposed scribal 

er1"or ocour•red, and thus equates the opinion with that just cited 

from AZ. 9b. This is all moi"e dubious .. than he seems to thinlc. To as

su,,me that the MS. was Tannaitic because it was written in Hebrew is 

dangerous; for the conversation between R. Hanan and the nameless 

soldier, as well as the framework of the message to R. Joseph., ;d,:s in 

the same Neo;Hebraic idiom as the text of the scroll itself. And the 

origi:m. of the scroll is difficult to account for. What would a Hebrew 

scroll•-~bove all, one of Tannaitic origin~~be doing in the Persian 

archives? 11here 1s no reason, moreover, to doubt that during. the 

Arnoraic period there were still scholars who could write Hebrew; and 

actually the style of the scroll is not parti.cula:rly elegant. For

these reasons I am inclined to view this scroll as an early sample of 

the Nao-Hebrew apocalypses, like the "Elijah Apacalypse 0 and the 

"Signs of the Messiah 11
, all other examples of which--in their present 

form at least>,--are o:f later d~te. To this conclusion the mysterious 

origin of the scroll seems to po:tnt, as well a.a its peouliaiities of 

language- ... 'the world will be orphan', •wars of the dragons'. If nei

ther R. Hanan nor his unknown informant was responsible for passing ,, 
off a pious·fraud--it is not exactly a pseudepigraph~-and if the sol-

dier's story was true, it is still likely that the scrollLls fairly 
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late. The Persians would hardly have possessed any religious docu

ments of the Jews dating from before the t·ime of Mar. Samuel. Of 

course the ideas of the scroll may have come originally-from the 

Tannaim, Just as the '.Pannaitic beliefs on the subject originated 

from pre ... Rabbinic teachings. 

In the next century, R. Ju<lah, the brother of R. Sala the 

1-i1ous, who was believed to have intimate dealings with the prophet 

Elijah, received from that deq3.thless seer the revelation that the 

world would last not less than eighty-five jubilees (4250 years) and 

·that the Messiah might be expected some. time during the eighty ... fifth 

jubilee. Thus ;+39 C. E. is set as a terminus. ~ guo for the advent of 

the Messiah. This calculation (found in Sanh. 97b) is followed by an 
explanatory remark by R. Ashi::Unt11 4200 years have elapsed .there ia 

no use looking for the Messiah to come; only thereafter can you 

£~51}.l to hope fo~ ~is arrival. Graetz has commented sagaciously on 

this remarlc of Asn:l. (v.2, p.610 f. ). He finds it a level-headed at

tempt to discourage such Messianic enthusiasms as led to ·the tragedy 

of Moses, the Cre·tan Pseudo-Messiah. It is probable that Ashi had 

hearid of this incident, even tho no mention of Moses of Crete O{JCUl:'S 

in old Jewish sources. We can·easily understand that during the fifth 

century c.E., Messianic hopes must have run espec:1.ally high., when 

the disorders occurring at that time in both Rome and Persia seemed 

to verify the old traditions which placed the Messlan1c advent in 

that century. 

A passage interpreted by Bacher as Messianic (in PA iii 

p.679) appears in j. Sab. 8d in the name of R. f}and.na b. Abahu to 

the effect the;t Balaam lived in the middle of the dttys of the world. 

Now according to the traditional chronology contained in Seder Olam 

Bala.am flourished about 2487 A.M. The end of the world would thus be 

Placed about 4976 A.M., or 1214 C.E. The remoteness of the limit thus 
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obtained, as well as the ambiguity of the phrasea)i~ ',w y•~n3, 

makes me doubt the Messianic character of this Memra.(5) 

On the other hand Bacher d,enies the originally Messianic 

nature of a statement of R. Aha in Tan. B. Toledo·th 4, declaring that 
' 

the unquestionably Messianic amplifications in the parallel (Gen~ R. 

63. 13) repr•esen:t a reworking of the sentence in a spirit foreign 

to its original significance (PA iii p.121). These two statements are 

both based on the expression Ql"':, in Gen.25.31, the word da:-L_ being 

interpreted, as often, 1n the sense of ~ _,!,,housand xearf!. ( Cp. J?s. 90. 

v .1.~). The version of the Tar$uma reads: "Anyone who knows how to reck

on properly .•• Israel took in ·this world only a thousand years 11
• The 

:reading of Bereshit Rabbi::l.h is: "Anyone who knows how to reckon(the 

days of the Exile) will find that for one day Jacob dwelt in peace 

(in the shade of Esau) 0
• Bacher wants to omit the words enclosed in 

parentheses as a later reinterpretation; and finds in the original 

dic•tum the idea that Esau renounced. his birt,hright only for a thou

sand yeaz:-s, which have now elapsed in the course of history, so that 

Esau has again assumed the birthright. But it is. difficult to imagj_ne 

a Rabbi entertaining the idea that Israel j.s not to be regarded per ... 

manently as the first-born. The text of the Tan};lurnf:t is palpably in

complete and nothing should be built on it • .Probably the passage :1.s 

Messianic, tho I am at a loss to say what it means. 

Likewise arising out of the concept of predestine,tion, l$i 

differing in form from the foregoing calculations is the foJ.lowing: 

The Son of David will not come unt 11 all the souls which are in ·the 

Gut' ( 91 ::t.) have been consumed (AZ. 5a, Ye b. 62a, Nld. 13b). Rashi on 

these passages explains that Q;££ (literally, 12,o,d,;y:) is the name applied 

to the treasury in which are kept those souls which have not yet been 
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incarnated in human bodies. Not until this stock is entirely ex

hausted can the Messiah arrive. The correctness of this explanation 

is unquestionable in the 11.ght of the ps,ra.llel (Gen. R. 24,4): King 

Messiah will not come until:,al.l souls which God t,hot of creating have 
('.9)) 

actually been created., Klau::mer (p. 37) has offered an ingenious ex-

planation of this sta'tement in the light of the conditions of the 

Hadrianic period. According to some versions the author of the sen

tence is R, Jose, who experienced the persecutions of the time. So 

severe was the oppression, which ma.de the practice ott circumcision 

and other Jewish rites a capital crime, that many Jews despairingly 

refused. to have families. R. Ishmael, a great authority of the period, 

voices the feeling that it would be best for Israel to practice 

race suicide (B.B. 60b). Klausner sees in the remark of R. Jose a pro

test against this attitude; he cites as a parallel the Bera.its. that 

the ac1vent, of the Messiah is delayed by those "who play with chil .... 

dren 11 (Nid .. 13b), where the reference is evidently to some non-pro

ductive sex act. 

Klausner '.s explanation is logical, tho not proved- beyond 

doubt. According to Yeb. 62a, 63b, the author of this statement is 

R. AsEil:,, not Jose; and this ascription is accepted by Bacher (PA ii 

p.J.72). The similar view in Gen. R. 24• comes from R, Tanl}um b. Ijiyya, 

an Amora of even later date than R. Assi. Moreover, as Klausner him

self points out (p.37, n.l) the co.ncept is also found in Apocalyptic 

literature. It is thus possible to regard the opinion as a deduction 

from the principle of predestination, borrowed by the Rabbis from the 

old body of eschatologioal tradition, without reference to the events 

of any partioular period. 
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B. SIGNS OF THE MESSIANIC ADVENT, 

So far we have dealt with calculations that embraced the 

entire world. ... plan. In addition the Rabbis often indicate certain 

practical signs w~ioh indicate that the Meesia.n:1.c advent will speed.,. 

ily occur, and which must inevitably precede that event. These signs 

are usually of an ominous character, a.no. most. of the4-ire embraced 

under the headings Pangs Qf. the Me;ss~~ ®.1-'l.~. ~J!ar.s. 2.£ Go,g and Mll!!.So.e;.~ 

which will be treated in the next two chapters. Here we shall con

sida'X- only those omens which do not fit into either of these two cat

egories. 

R. Johanan' s queex- remarlc 0 The Son of David will come on

ly to a gene.ration that is either totally innocent Qr totally guil ... 

tyn (Sanh. 98a, :Pru{ 5.51b.l~6a) has already been mentioned (above, p. 
~ 

10) and we have shown t,hat Klausner' s inte:rpretation of it is un-

tenable. For its proper explanation we may aomp~re the rema:rlc of 

R. Eleazar b. Pedat, a;ip~pthl of R, Johana.n: uThe Son of David will 

come only to a generaJdon th.at is worthy of exterminationn (Pes.R. 

1, end) as well a.a the gloomy pictures of,moral decline mentioned 

among the Messianic woes (see nex-t chapter). The exact force of 

R. Johanan's utterance remains, however, a matter of doubt. 

Difficult to understand also is the prophecy which R. Jose 

b .. Kisma made to his pupils and confirmed by a miracle: When this 

ga·te shall have fallen, been rebuilt, and fallen once , there 

will be no ·time to build it up again before the Messiah arrives. 

(Sanh. 98a). Volz (p.172) for no earthly reason states that the wo1~a 

5a~~ refers to Jerusalem, an interp:retation that makes ·the entire 

prediction hopelessly obscure. KlGtusner (p.39) following Bacher (.AT 

1 p.401, n,l) makes much better sense by locating the discussion at 

Tiberias, near which were the springs whose waters the Rabbi turned 
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to blood in order to substantiate his prediction. The word g_ate 

would then refer to the Roman stronghold in Tiberias; and the en

tire prophecy would mean that deliverance co1.1.ldnot come until Roman 

military power had been weakened by :repeated defeats. That R. Jose ....... 

tho himself on good terms with the Roman officials-.-hoped for some

thing of the sort ls indioated by the statement he made shortly be

fore his death that the country would one day be overrun by Persian 

troops. (Sanh. ib.) 

This view that the independence of Palestine would be 'bhot 

about by the defeat of Rome by Persd.a. was shared by later Rabbis- ... 

the Tanna Simeon b. Jo~ai and the Palestinian Arnora .Abba b. Caha.na 

(Cant. R. 8.9, Lam. R. 1.13, where BabliJ..m means the Persians). Rab, 

however, who had suffered under the Persian yoke in Babylonia, ex

pected just the opposi~e--that Rome must extend its power over the 

entire world ere the final deliverance would arrive (Yoma lO~; cp. 

Bacher BA p.23). Rab's teacher, Judah the Prince, held a sim:1.lar 

view, but in his case the feeling behind it was rather friendliness 

toward Rome than hatred against Persia. Rabbi found Scriptural sup-
·:,. 

port for his view in Mic. 5.2 (Sanh. 98b); his principal debt to the 

verse was probably the selection of nine mo,nths as the length of time 

during which the Roman sway would be comple.te and universal. His gen

eral proposition is, however, only the amplification of an old tra

dition (Gen. R. 63.9, Eccl. R. 1.9, Mid. Haggadol to Gert. 25.26, and 

perhaps R.H. 31b: see below, p. 30) that immediately upon the fall 

of Rome, dominion will revert permanently ·to Israel. R. Hama b. Hani-, ' 

na did not expect t,h? Messiah un,til e.fter the destruction of the 

Roman power. ( Sanh. 98a). 

J?erhiiJ)pS the view of R, Eleazar p. Abina (Gen. R. /~2.4) . 
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that general warfare among the ncil.tionl~ will precede the Messia.nj.c 

advent is a more vague statement of' the same belief; or this may 

be simply one more piotu:r'e of the pre ... Messianic horrors which we 

shall discuss at length.in the next chapter, The other signs which 

the Rabbis enumerate are all of that gloomy character, with the sin• 

gle exception of this remal"k of R. Abba: "You can fincl no clearer 

sign of the end thi:m Ez. 36.8, 'But ye, O mountains of Israel, ye 

shall shoot forth your branches and yield your frui•~ to My people 

Israel; fol" they are near at hand to come' 11 (Sanh. 98a). The other 
-

teachers give exactly opposite signs (ib.) , 

c. OPPOSITION TO 1rHm CALCULATIONS. 

Under this heading we shall consider two different types of 

sayings: the first attack: Messianic reckonings d1.rectly and for 

a practical consideration; 'the second group imply indirectly- .... a,nd 

perhaps unconsciously ...... anta.g'onism to some of the fundamental con

cepts of eschatology. 

'l'he denunciations hu1"led against those who sought to calcu

late the moment of the end ( r9'.f -,.,:i_fjJn~) were occasioned by a 

purely practical reason, we have said. It was feared that should 

some erroneous calculation prove illusory, the~fa.ith of the people 

in the Messiah's ultimate advent might be shalrnn-- ... so says R. Jonathan 

(Sanh. 97b), The horrors of the Hadrianio persecut1on must have 

led the cooler-hea(1ed leaders to oppose anything that might, incite 

further revolt and resul·t in further misery. That these protests 

were of little avail may be deduced from the number of calculations 

which are still preserved and which we have considered thus far. It 

is indeed interesting ·to no·te that the pro·tesi;s date from widely dlf

ferent pe:riods, a fa.ct which testifies sufficiently to the persistctinti 

' - -- ~-~ - - - - - ~ -
-n - ,- .,.?,· ,1,,="~"~-..,-,;rri.;.,,.,r ,,t-'!:~!a';--'::'f!~~· u;.=~~:a:&--~~"" =' ~ "'" ~/,;. ,,, 
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activity of the calculators; the most violent of these attacks, how• 

ever, emanate from the younger generation of the Hadrian:tc period. 

R. Jonathan l"oimdly curses the calculators (Sanh. 97b) and his con

temporary R. Jose b. ~alafta denies them a portion in the world to 

come (DEZ ch. 10) (7). There is another saying of R. Jose, cited by 

R. Alexander in Lam. R, pet.21, that anyone who knows how many years 

Israel served idols will be able to reckon how many years must 

elapse before ·the Messiah arrives1 Jer., 5.19, Hos. 2.15, and. Zech~ 

7.13 are then quoted to support the view that the Gal~ will last as 

many years as Iara.el practiced idolat,ry. In view of' Jose's violent .....,,, 

polemic against the calculators it seems likely that the present 

statement was ironical, meaning ....... it is as impossible to determine 

the length of the Exile as to compute the ex:aot number of years f that 

Isi"ael, those inveterat,e backsliders, prayed to idols. But if R. Al

exander was right ;tn taking the statement seriously, we must con

clude either that R. Jose changed his opinions in the course of time 

or that we have to do here with two different teachers of the same , . 

name. 

If the calculations of the end were an acute cause of' t1"ou

ble in the days of R, Jose, the evil continued in a chronic form for 

years after. In the next generation R. Nathan voices his disapproval 

of the oalcula·tions of earlier Rabbis ( see above p.15) and quotes as 

his own motto Hab.3.3: 11 l11or the vision ls yet for the appointed time, 

and it declareth of the end and doth not lie. Tho it tarry, wal-t for 

it, because it will surely come, it will not delay" (Sanh. 97b). The 

Mishnah names among those subjects on which specula:tion is forbidden 

!Jl.<7. :things ~%.t! ~ fl,he§i.cl. An anonymous Bera1ta, of considerable an

tiquity since it is found already in Me1,t. to Ex.17.32 (also Pes. 54b, 

Gen. R. 65.12, Ecol. R. 11.5) , names among the seven things that we 
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cannot discover "the day of comfol"'t 11 and the day whe.n Roine will fall. 

The Amoraim speak: in a similar strain. R. Jo~anan and R. Lakish in ... 

terpret Is. 63 .4- to mean that God has not revealed the 11 day of ven

geance n except to His own heart (Sanh. 99a); elsewhere R. Jol).anan 

and R. Eleazar b. Pedat declare that as the sins of t,he first exiles 

(those talten captive by Nebuchadrezzar) were made_ public (by the de ... 

nunoiations of the prophets), so also ji;he length of their exile was 

announoed--whereas we, whose s:l.ns are secret, are left in the darlc as 

to the length of our exile (Yoma 9b). R. Ze:1.ra believed the Messiah 

would arrive when least expected (San.h. 97q\i)l. R. Levi warns us 

against trying to reveal the end (Ket. llla;;- in a s;l.mi~ar strain 

R. ~elbo (Cant. R. 2.7). 
' 

The same feeling is proba.bl.y behind the legendt that Jacob 

sought on his death-bed to reveal the end to his sons, whereupon it 

was suddenly hidden from him (R. Eleazar b. Abina in Gen.R. 98.3; 

Mid. Til. 31.7, Agg. Ber. ch.82) and the similar legend which re

lates how Jonathan b. Uzziel was interrupted in his translation of 

the Hagiographa,Meg. 3a). 

• • • • • • • • • ~ ♦ • • • ♦ e • • • • • • ·• • ♦ • • • • • 

It may seem unwal"'ranted to include u110.er this heading 

those passages in which a marl-ced ~thieal interpl"'etation is put upon 

the coming of the end. The fa.ct is, however,-•whether the Rabbis re ... 

a.lized it or not,- ... thirt such views are out of harmony with the old es

chatological conceptions. For while, of course, Jewish eaohatology 

always distinguished sharply between good and evil, righteous and 

wicked, these ethical considerat,ions affected only the outcome of 

the final judgment, but neither hastened nor delayed the Messianic 

advent. The latter would come at the end of an arbitrarily predestined 
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period. When, however, the coming of the Messiah is made dependant 

upo:n the performaxice of righteous acts or on repentance, all the va

po:bings about world-cycles and treasuries of souls go by the board. 

It seems that quite a few of the Rabbis were in accord with the spir

it of Mar Samuel, who tried to stabilize the t§l,m;pe.tiament of the peo

and to reduce fanatic and fantastic expectations by stripping the 

Messiah idea of those very supernatural elements that gave it such 

fascination. These teachers preferred to hearten the people by g:tv ... 

ing them an ethical goal to strive for rather than to console them 

with myu:1tio calculations and mysterious predictions about the end of 

days,, 

1rhus, for example, R. Hana asserts that the Son of David 

will not come until the haughty cease f1"om Israel (Sanh. 98b). 

A statement already mentj_oned (Nid• 13b, see above p.:.w) ascribes 

the delay of the Messianic advent to proselytes--who wel:"e viewed with 

suspicion as still partly heathen--and to those who waste their sex

ual energy. The Targum to Mic .lj .• 8 states truait the Messiah is hidden 

because of the sins of Israael. We may perhaps include here the acld:t

tion to the Beraita about the three world periods, cited above (p. : 

15 f.) from San.h. 9'7$-9$li> and SER 2. According to this addition the 

years of "Torah" have been p~olonged beyond their allotted measure 

of two thousand and extended into the period asa.igned to the Messiah 

"because of our sins, which are many. 11 The motive for this appendix 

was, howev,9r, more probably, simply to explain away ·the non ... fulf 111-

ment o:t' the prophecy, rather than the desire to glV:e an ethical rein

terpretation of eschatology. 

An extensive passus in Sanh. 97b-98a discusses the problem: 

must Israel repent before they can be redeemed? The affirmative view 

was held by R. Eliezer; his opponent, R. Joshua, always the less 

t 
" ,, 
t . r 
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:i;:igorous, believed that the end would not be prolonged bej!l.ond the 

fixed limit: if Israel had not repented by that t:l.me, God would even 

send oppressors against them till they would have to repent perforce •• J 
tl' i The two disputants assailed each other with Biblical quotations each \\ 

\f /.J..., 
in support of his own views; but when R. Joshua cited Dan. 12.7, '\"' 

..,,, 
Eliezer was silenced. This dispute was continued among·the Amoraim. 

Rab, following Eliez$r, asse;r,ted "All the limits set by the calcula

tors have passed (without the Messiah arriving), and the matter now 

depends only on repentance 0 (Sanh. lb.). To this Samuel is sa.:ld to 

have answered 11 It is enuf for a mourner to pass thru his regular 

mourning period." Rashi ad loc. is unable to decide whether Goer or 

Israel is designated by the word Mourner. But at all events, the <l~e

mara., by equating this dispute with that of the 'I1annaim shows that 

the general trend of Samue:l!s s,'lf:a tement was to this effect: that when 

the end comes, God will redeem IsraeJ. whet,her they a.re penitent or 

not, without further delay. It is interest1:ngtto observe that Samuel 

the rationalist was not so entirely infifferent to Messianic specula

·~ion as might appear from his famous dictum discussed above, p. 11 f. 

These statements in which the advent of the Messla.h is 

ma.de dependent on the fulfillment of an ethical requirement repre

sent no small advance over the old. notions. The earlier view was that 

when the time was :ripe, i.e., completed, the end must come, and no

thlng could delay it. In fact it was believed by some that G·od in 

His impatience might hasten the end. Numerous examples of this view 

are cited by Volz (p. 164 f.) from Apocalypt:1.c writings; but only 

one instance of it occurs in Rabbinic writings. "l1his is in a teaching 

of R. Baiezer b. Jacob, a •ranna of the third generation •. Commenting 

on Cant. 2. 8, he remarlrn that God will not ins 1st on an exact 11 teral 

fulfillment of all the antecedent :requirements which have been laid 

\") 
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down as necessary for the Geullah, but will "skip over the moun

tains and bound over the hills", permitting a very broad interpre

tation of these requirements so that the redemption may be hastened 

(PRK 5.lJ.1'b.'f1.{r, l?es. R.15.71b, Cant. R. 2.8). (8) In oontrFu~t to 

such a doctrine the view was held by some teachers that sin might de

lay the deliverance even beyond the appointed time, as we have seen.. 

And many who could not find it in their hearts to believe that God 

would delay the end and prolong their suffering nevertheless intro

duced ·the ethical. note by teaching that tho the end was fixed and 

would not be.'dela.yed, it might be hastened thru righteous conduct. 

R. Simeon b. Johai, for instance._,, declared that if Israel observed 

two Sabbaths properly they would be redeemed (Sa,b. 118a). The Amora 

tTohanan expressed himself even more emphatically and clearly: "There 

is i·s a. fixed limit when the end of days will arrive whether or not 

Israel repents--in its time it will come--but should they repent for 

but a single day, the Messiah would come immediately. 0 (Ex.. R. 25,12) 

The same opinion is ascribed to R. Levi in j. Taan.b44~ Cant. R. 5 a 2; 

in Ex. R., loo.cit., he is represented as saying that prope~ observ ... 

ance of one Sabbath would bring a.bout the redemption. The same idea 

is preserved in an utterance of R. Joshua b. Levi, and also in a leg

end about the same teacher. His statement runs: 11 If Israel does God's 

w1.ll, the end will be hastened, otherwise it will come only in its 

appointed timett(Sa.nh, 98a. on;:Is. 60.22). The legen·a. (ib.) which con

tains some obscure details, relates how the sage beheld the Messiam 

seated among the lepers and mendiaant.s at the gate of Rome (according 

to ot;b.er rea.d:tngs, Eden). He aslcecl the Son of David. when his advent 

would occur, and received the answer· 11 To-day. 11 Retuxtning to his friend 

the p:rophet Elijah, the Rabbi complained that the Messiah had mocked 
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him. Thereupon Elijah explained that by !,,£-sl& was meant ltTo-day ...... 
" if ye would but hearken to His voice 11 (Ps. 95.7). 

From all this it bEreomes clear that some of the Rabbis 

evidenced a marked tendency to eliminate the ol~ ... fash1oned calcu

lations and omens, substituting for them ethical requirements, and 

thus using the Messianic hope, not merely as a means of encourage

ment after the fashion of the Apocalypts, but also as a vehicle for 

ntl;1ral inspiration. 

D. THE END NEAR OR FAR? 

It is characteristic of Apocalyptj_c teaching to regard the 

end of the world as close at hand. "The Kingdom of God is among you." 

This j_s in the nature of the case, for Apocalyptic took its rise out 

of suffering, and consequently the hope of a speedy release was al

ways prominent. Similarly, the wording of the Tephillah indicates the 

belief that the Messiah was expected daily; a large number of Rabbin ... 

i'c utterances justify the same conclusion. In fact,, when we meet any

thing else, when the advent of the Messiah is put any great distance 

into the future, we may ipso !§.Q_i;& regard this as a departure f:t•om 

and a modification of older views. The very r§.i~g ~!k~ of the old 

eschatology was its consoling and inspiriting message that the days 

of trouble were almost over and relief speedily approaching. 

Many of the views we have treatecl in this chapt,er imply 

the expecta;tion of an early deliverance. r.rhe Rabbis criticized by R. 

Na.than (abov.e, p.15) all cherished this hope; we learn from the same 

a.uthori ty that Akiba e,dducea. Hag. 2. 6: 11 It is a little while, and I 

will shake the heavens and t,he ea:atbb 11
, to support ·the claims of Bar 

-~ 
Ko~ba. The Beraita of the school of Elijah (above, p. 15, 16, 26) in 

its original form set the year 242 O,I:D. (in all probability) for the' 
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date of the Messianic advent. ~fo these instances we may add the opin

ion of R, Zeira that the Messiah will come when lea.st expected. (Sanh. 

97a). There is also a somewhat obscure statement of R. Johanan in 
I 

R.H. 31b (see above, p. 22) to the effect that just as the She~i

nah ma.de t1en 'journeys' in departing from the first Temple (accord

ing to Ez, 9 ... 11), so the Sanhedrin has made ten journeys since the 

year 70, each station being lower than the last. The ten·th and low

est stop is Tiberias. And from the lowly dust, says the Rabbi, quot~ 

ing rs. 29.4, they will be redeemed. This may mean that Johanan ex-, 

pected an early dest.1:•uction of the Roman world-power, but is not 

quite explicit enuf to ma.lee us absolutely sure. 

On the other hand the prophecy of R. Jose b. Kisma (above, 

p. 21 f.) 111d.icates that even dur·ing the pre-Hadrianic period there 

were some who did not expect the delive1"ance for a long time yet. 

1I1he bitter remark of R. Jo:q.anan b. Torta 11.Akiba, grass will be grow-
-

ing out of thy cheelts., and still the Messiah will not have come" 
-

(Lam. R. 2.2) is a stat,ement, more political than theological: 1t 

is evidently an attack on Alriba for supporting Bar Kokba. Neverthe
~ 

less it indicates that even among the contemporaries of Akiba there 

were some who could conceive of the deliverance as still far distant. 

From the Amoraic period we have likewise several statements 

that imply that the Messianic advent is s·till in the dlm future. 

Such are R. Katina's milennial calculations (above, p.16) and the 

notion that Balaam lived in the middle of the days of the world (see 

p. 18 f.). There is e. similar implication in some of the ominous signs 

of the Messianic advent,--for instance the opinion that he would not 

arrlve un·t il Rome had become entirely Chi"ist ian, or according to 

another view had been overthrown (seep. 22 and 40), For the ooneum-
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mation of such events, considerable space of time must have been 

allowed. 

Those predictions which place the Messianic coming in the 

:f' ifth century present an interesting case. (Above, p .•. 16, ff. ) We 

have seen that these prediottons probably arose at. first out of the 

tendency to draw parallels between the experiences of Israel in 

ggypt and their experiences in the later Q:<%1:.1:.!i· 'rhe oldest of these 

predictions is Tannaitic; hence the advent is here placed at least 

two hundred and fift,y years ahead of the time when the saying was 

:, formulated. The statement is repeated in paraphr·ase by FL Hanina (per-
f 

Q • 
haps a half-century later); the same ge13ra1 view is expressed in the 

scroll brot to R, Hanan b. Tal).alifa. 1 another generat,ion later still, 1./ 
., --··"'"'>•-•·''.:';2_·-,~,--, .. _.,,,. 

and in Elijah's revelation to R. Judah, the brother of R. Sala. the 

Pious, who lived in the fourth centuryi.. But when the time draws nigh 
-

for these prophecies to be fulfilled, we find R. Ashi doing his best 

to weaken and nwater 11 them, so that the people will not place too 

much faith in them. 

E. CONCLUSION. 

From the consideration of the material we have presented, 

it becomes clear that the Rabbis inherited much of' the old determin

istic materlal and spirit. Calculations of the end, and the discovery 

of omens presaging the arrival of the Messiah absorbed not only the 

common people, but many of the leaders as well. Nevertheless we are 

able to observe th,~ reaction of a small but influential minority 

against all this. We find out standing teachers insist, ing on the one 

hand that th~ plans of God are not for man to spy out, and that we 

should await the deliverance patiently, without seeking to determine 
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the exact moment when it will occur; on the. other hand, declaring 

that the approach of the redemption is not a mattel; of theory to be 

speculated on, but a practical consideration to be brot about by 

means of repentance, good deeds, and devotion to t,he Torah. 

NOTES TO OHABTER IV. 

(1) See Volz, p. 168. 

(2) The comparison m:B the Egyptian bondage to the ~a_l~~ and the Exo
dus. to the future redemption is common in Rabbinic sources. li'or in
stance Raba states that, the same number will be redeemed in the fut~· 
ureas .went forth from Egypt (Sa.nh.llla); Eleazar b. Pedat expected 
Rome to be punished in the same manner a.s was Egypt (Tan. B. Va.era. 
15); the redemption--according to R. Joshua ... -will occur in Nisan 
QMelt. to Ex. 12.1+2, ,vhere,. R. Elliezer, however, sets the time for 
th~· future deliveranc~ in 1.Ushri; Abe.ye expected the Messiah to ar-
rive on the 9th of Ab, l?BK- cited in Rabnitzky arul Bialik' s Befe_r_ er-,. (:J,u,.""R, 
Ha-Aggadah, v. 3, p. 5L~). Op. also ll1 ragment-Targum to Ex. 12. L1-2, and .a ,~ie:., 
Pseudo-Jonathan, Ex. 40. 9 ... 11. · I~~ 

( 3) It is not sure whether his name was 'Anan or F}anan; - see Hyman, 
pp.471 and 986. 

( 4) tf'),lJl SlTr:>'7 ~r->, so far as I :know, the only occurrence of this 
expression in Rabbinic literature. Perhaps the direct source· of this 
id.ea was Is. 27.1. The figure;f of a mythological dragon-monster is., 
of course, frequently found in the Apocalypses, being ultimately 
derived from the Babylonian Tiamat-myth. 

( 5) A table of the tract'tl.t:i.anal chronology according to Seder ·olarn is 
given in Eisenstein's Oza:r Yisrael, v.5, p,292 f. 

(6) Cp. also the view ascribed to Resh Lakish in AZ.~' and to R. Ju
dah b. Simon in Gen. R, 211-,4, that all souls and their futul"e spheres 
in life were preordained frorn creation. 

(7) It may well be that this is only a hyperbolical expression of 
strong disapproval, and that there a.J:le no real theological implica ... 
tions in the pract:tce. 

(8) Cp. also Mark 13.20, and Charles p. 383. 
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CHAPT:IDR V: THE PANGS OF THE MESSIAH. 

It was a commonplace of eschatology that the sufferings 

of the present-... which were the immediate cause of any particular Ap

ocalypse-... would have to become even more sever'e, and that just be

fore the arI'iVa.l of the Messiah they would reach their height. Things 

must grow worse before they can become better. Hence iri many Apoca

lypses, as well as in Rabbinic 11teratux-e, we find extensive descrip

tions of the pre-Messianic woes, called by the Rabbis the 11birth

pangsn or sometimes the 11 footst,eps 11 of' the Messiah .• With this concep-
~ 

tion Volz joins likewise the War of Gog---the final attack of'the 

heathen powers on Israel--grouping the two ideas under the heading 
11 Die Letzta BBse Zeit" (pp. 173-190). He holds that the two concepts 

are corresponding- elements in the two types of Jewish eschatology, 

namely, the univei:sal-individual and the national. Whether this is 

true o~ not insofar as origins a.r-e concer11.ed, the two notions are 

kept strictly apart in Rabbinic doctrine. Thus Bar Kappara enumerates 

as·distinct events the wars of Gog and Magog, the pangs of the Mes

siah, and the i.udgment of (1-ehenna. (Sab. 118b). R •. Eleazar (probab-

\ ly E, of Modin) distinguishes between the day of Gog, the pangs of 

,1 the Messiah, and the great Day of Judgment (Melftt to Ex. 16.25,) The 

birth-pangs o1' the Messiah are, as the name implies, that of as pre-

ceding the Messianic advent, while ·the war of Gog usually follows it, 

the Messiah himself frequently belng represented as defeating the 

heathen invaders. 

We have said that the Rabbin:lc pictures of the dire portents 

and dread happenings of this time closely resemble the ac9ounts of 

-the Apocalypses (above, p. 9 f.). The nf.une 11 pa.ngs of the l\llessiah 11 

L (n-rU))) JI.JJ 1':,:i.n, n .. ~ ,:,:in) applied t,o these ocotn":rences, is, 

however, peculiar to Rabbinic sources. The te~m occu~s but once--so 

1 
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far as I know--in~l an extra-Rabbinic work, namely in Mark 13.9. 

This passage of the Gospel, according to Charles (p.384, where he 

adduces the suppor·t of other eminent NT scholars) is an adaptation 

of an originally Jewish apocalypse, dating from the yea.rs 67-68 G.E. 

Graetz (v.2, p.412f.) places it in the Hadriani.c period. The Rabbis 

occa.sionq1.lly call the Messianic woes by the term 11 footsteps of the 

Messiah 11 (~n1wn h1:1:pµ), an expression derived friom :Ps. 89.52. 

So much for the name. In considering the content of the 

idea, tt is necessary to turn to Sanh. 97a, the .1.o_c.1!.@. ~~@. fci'r 

the subject. There we find, i.n addition to numerous brief utterances, 

each emphasizing some single feature of the 11 pangs 11
, sevet·al com

plete pictures of the pre-Messianic t,errors .• These, statements offer 

many interesting problems, not only of interpretation, but also of 

te,xt-crit-icism a.nd transmission. The details will be presented in 

a note ( l}. Here we wlll sta·te the difficulties briefly. The text of 

Sanhedrin contains five pictures; the first is a. Memra of R.. Jo-9,anan, 

the others are Beraitot, of which one is anonymous, and the rest as

cribed to R. Judah, Nehemiah, and Neho1"ai. These statements e.re re-

peated in :PRK. 5.51.1.1.6, Pes. R. 15.75, Cant. R, fD.10, DEZ. ch. 10, 

Pseudo-SEZ. ch. 16, p. 11 f. In almost every case these vers:1.ons 

present variants of consideralJle impor·tance, not only of th.e text 

of' the sayings themselves, but also of the names of their authors. 

Thus, the statement ascribed to R. Judah 1n Sanhedrin is assigned 

elsewhere to R. A.bin, Resh L~kish, and Rabban Gaml:lel! In several 

cases the statements of R.Nehorai and R. Nehemiah are fused and con

fused into one. Finally, in the last Mishrta]L'of Tl:ll-),ctate Sotah the 

views of R. Judah, Nehorai, and Nehemiah are jumbled into one, 

presented practically th:r•uout in th'e language used by these 
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Rabbis, but without the name of any authority. Altogether it is 

a remarkable confusion. 

Klausner is at great pains to demonstr~te that the four 

Bers.itot all come from younger pupils of Akiba, who experienced the 

He.dr:lanic persecution. The anonymous statement he a.scribes to Simeon 

b. J·o1;ia1 on the authority of DEZ ch. 10; it is a matter of common 

knowledge that Judah e.nd Nehemj.ab were pupils of Akiba; an<lt the ob

scure R. Nehorai is identified by Klausner (p. 11, and 51, p..5) with 

R. Meir, on the basis of Erub. 13b. However this may be, there is 

not as much significance to it as Klausner seems to think. For tho 

the Hadrianic horrors may have :tntensified the pessimistic strain in 

eschatology, the concept of the pangs of the Messiah was, as we have 

pointed out (p.9f~ fully articulated in pre-Hadrianic days. 

Now as to the statements themselves. The Memi~a. of R. Jo

J:}.anan is as follows; 11 In the generation during whlch the Son of 

David is to come, scholars wj.ll become few·~, the eyes of the rest of 

the people will be worn by reason of sorrow and sighing; great, 

troubles and oppressive decrees will arrive; while one is being en

forced, the next will be hastening to come~ 11 This presents little 

difficulty;., being simply an elaboration of R. Jo:t).anan I s other re

mark: 0 When you see a generation flooded by troubles as by a. river, 

look for him0 (Sanh. 98a). The.only questionable word in the present 

utterance i1,3 g&cJ:e~~-' which may mean either decrees of the govern

ment, or perhaps d1.v ine dispensa. t ions. 

The second picture, ascribed in one source to the mystical

ly minded revolutionary Simeon B. Jo~ai runs:"The week (Le, the 

seven-year period) during which the Son of David is to come--the 

first year will be fulfilled Am.4.7: 'I have caused it tqrain on one 
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~ity and not on another'; the second year, arrows of famine will be 

sent fort,h; the third, there will be a great fa.mine, men, women,, and 

children will die, likewise hasidim and miracle workers, and the 
I ~""'"'?l'..._"'lm/<6".!'"''·'-~"~""'~•-'l,f,YA:2A.'ra~,t;a:~•f;S\f->Y,~i.>,!; 

Torah will be forgotten by its students; the fourth year, there w3.ll 

be plenty and not plenty; the fifth, great plenty, they will eat, 

drink and r'ejoioe, and the Torah will r•eturn to its, students (another 

reading: to its former floµ,rishing state nw1,,n~); in the sixth 

year there will be voices ( .h, S 11'); in the seventh, wars; at the 

end of the seventh year the Son of David will arrive." 

This is rather more difficult. It seems to mean that as 

the result of a drought in the first year a famine will ensue, reach

ing its height in the third year. After this conditions improve 

·again, and by the fifth year_ everything is once more flourishing. 

This feature is queer and almost unparalleled (2); usually the~thot 

is that conditions get steadily worse up to the very ;J.ast ri1oment. 

The meaning of the word ~91.Qi, the omen o~ the sixth year, is like

wise most uncertEtin. Klausner (p. 52, likewise Bacher AT ii p.lL~5) 

trans-J.ates 11 Gerilohte (Uber die nHhendeh ·Ereignisse vernehmbar) 11
; "'l., 

~ r~..,......_,_r_• • -

/fl., 

but the word may Just, as_ lilcely mean ~!!_ of the sufferers, or 

bat.tle-shouts, or thunder- ... always regarded as a portent. As for the 
~--..... 1:l;i,;JJ:~~~l<-'f~~J,,~. 

wa-rs, it is hard to say whether they are the general world-tumult 

referred to in Gen. R. 42.LJ-, Pes, R, 36.162a) or whether the ref

erence is to the last attack on Jerusalem under Gog. The Messiah 

arrives, it appears, just when the wars are at their height. 
1rhis picture was the target of some criticism by later 

teachers, apparently because of its over-systematic form. R .. .Joseph ,,.,, 

complains (Sanh. 97a and pal:'allels) that the signs have been fulfilled 

over and over again without the Messiah having arrived; and Abaye 

. I 
'I 

i 
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points out (ib.) that we must not expect the signs to transpire in 

the exact or-der laid down in the Beraita. In the versions of the 

Pesiktas and. Oa_nticles Rabba.h, these Rabbis and R. Abahu (but this 

is probably a scribal error :t'or Abaye) are represented as rejecting 
{"'-0 • ,~-~, >.•• ¾ ~,>:F_,,, ... ,>-, __ ., • ''<~~Y,-,.,_,_., ."Cc-_, ••,,.,c• • • 

the predictions of this Berait,a in favor of those given by R, 1Tudah. 

The latter are as follows: 0 rn the generation during which 

the Son of David is to come, the a.ssembly .. houses (of schola:r>s) will 

be given over to J.a·wdness; C¾a.lilee will be devastated and Gablan 

des·troyed; the lnhabitant~ of tlH.3 boundary will go about from city 

to city, but receive no mercy: the wisdom of the scholars will ba 

loathesome, those that fear sin will be despised; the faces of that 

generation will be dog-lilrn; 'truth will be driven· for•th and those 

who turn from evil will be mocked'(Is. 59.15)n. 

These signs are qu.ite in the tradi•tional style: misery, 

wickedness, and the decay of scholarship are constant elements in 

the pictures of the Messianic woes. The only difficulty centers 

around the words Galilee, Gablan and Haggebul, which vrn have trans

la:t.ed th~ filllill£1al."'X,• We have followed here the text preserved i.n Sanh. 

and Sot. ; in the Midra shim the text reads ;J ... '71:n .. t.LlJ~, 'the men 

of Galilee', instead of )l .::J.:t i7 "'u.:1,1~, 'the men of the bounda.r/. 

Some authorit.:les identify Ga.blan with Ga.ulonitis, a trans-Jordanio 

section; Jastrow, however, regards Gebul and Gablan as variants of 

the same word, meaning Highlanq. 11he notion seems to be that tl1e out

lying sections of Palestine will be devastated, and ·that ·their in

habitants, naturally the fi.rst to suffer in war, will 'be driven to 

beg in the cities ·of the interior; so great will the suffering be 

even there, however, that the beggars will have no success. (3) 

H, Nehorai 1 s forecast is based on Micah 5.6. In its 
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original form--for in some texts it has been confused with the pre

dictions of R, Neherniah--it reads: 11 In the generation during which 

the Son of .Pavia. is to come, youths will shame elders, elders will 

have to rise up before youths, a daughter will rise up against her 

mother and a bride against her mother-in-law, and the faces o#, that 

generation will be dog-like, and a son will have no respect for his 

fa.ther. 11 

R. Nehemiah's opinion offers special textual difficulties. 

It declares: 11 :Cn the generation during which the Son of David is to 

come, impudence will be great •••••• the vine will give its fruit, but 

wine will be expensive, the.entire government will adopt the views 

of the heretics, and there will be no rebuke." The dots represent 

two words which are not only obscure, but which appear in the dif

fereD't versions in equally difficult variant readings. They may 

mean "The nobility will be oppressive (or offensive) 11 or according 

to a different interpretation, 11 Dearth will reach its height 11 or 
' 

"Dearth will continue for e. long •time~• The variants and the diverse 

explanations given thereof by scholars are treated fully in note (4). 

The impudence predicted by the Rabbi is likewise chara.o-

teristic of the Messianic woes, according to many descriptions; any 

of the multitudinous translations of the second sign would also seem 

to fit in pretty well. 'l'he exact import of the third sign is not 

qui•~e clear; tho grapes will be grown, wine will be expensive, due 

to pr~ofiteering perh~pa; or it may be that some sox•t of ill luck ls 

i.mplied. The fourth sign--that Chri.stian;tty will establish 1·tself of.-. 

ficially--is probably a way of indicated that the gravest apostacy 

and the most utter depravity will hold sway. 

As we have noted above, the predictions of J'lid~l1, Nehorai, 
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and Nehemiah are combined into a sJngle anonY4mous statement at the 

end of Mishna.h Sotah. (Whether this pa,ssus is .really a. part:c '.. of' the 

Mishna.h proper is disputed: Klausner, p.49, n.Li .. ) This statement is 

intr>oduced by tihe words ~fY'U)h .r-n::ip_>l::i, lit, "on the heels of' 
~ 

the Messiah 11 or 14 1n the footsteps of the Messiah, 11 Dr. LautE~rbach 

has suggested that this passage is not to be understood as Messianic, 

but as a description of actual conditions in Pail.estine after the 

r-~-~-e of Christianity. This theory he bases on the fact that the pas~;.; 

sus follows immediately upon a statement of R. Gamliel describing 

the pathetic state of affairs lrl. Palestine after the fall of the 

State, ~nd an the word Y)\:l.f).)!::i, which he thinks means~ more 

likely tlt:D,an ],efo~. But the fact :ts that this word was derived from 

a Biblical verse (Ps. 89,52) which.is interpreted elsewhere in 

a Messianic sense (see below, p. 40 ). In addition we must reckon 

with the fact that the statements found in Sotah are all borirowed 

from unquestionably Messianic utterances, which date from a time long 

before Christianity became the state relig_ion, that the verbs are all 

in the future tense ... -the frequentative imperfect being highly unusu

al in Mishnaio Hebrew--, and that the use of the word Messiah in 

reference to Jesus, without anything to show that the expression is 

ironical,is highly unlikely. 

In add,ition to these more or less extensive accounts of the 

n pre-Messianic s~fferings, we possess a number of briefer statements, 
' .~ 

which present e, single feature of' those dread times. Thus we find in 

several places :1the announcement tha:~ close to the days of the Messiah 

a grea~ll come to the world, and the wiclced will be de

st.royed. (J?RK. 5.51a, Pes. R. 15.75a, Cant. R. 2.10 :i.n the na.rne of 

R. Ip.yya .b. Abba; Pes • .R. 1 end (fragmentary) in the name of R. Levi). 
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seems to assign a rather passive :role to the Messiah, since the ex

termination of the wicked will be accomplished before his advent. 

Even this, ho·wever•, is uncertain, since unear the d,tiys of the Messi-
..., 

ahn may simply mean before.~ MessialllQ_ ;ks,1n.gdom 1.@.!_qll;z_ established. 

In this case the great thing would not mean the pangs of the Messiah 

at all, but the final judgment. In this connection we may note also 

Pes. R. 1 end: 11 R. Eleazar says: Nea:r the days of the Messiah, ten 

places will be swallowed up, ten places ove:rtunned, and ten places 

killed (!) 11
• 'rhis is enigmatic indeed. 

The remaining dicta on the subject fall into a few groups 

and agree substantj.ally in presenting a picture of a time of pover

ty, ignorance, sin, and despair. 

The Messiah will not arrive until the last copper is gone 

:from the purse (Sanh. 97a, Sifre to Deut. 32-36); prices of all com

modities will be equally exorbitant (Sanh. 98a); so scarce will food 

be that a fish will not be obtainable for an invalid ( ib. ) . ~rhe 

seholars in particular will suffer from poverty (ib.) and from per

S(rnution (Ket. 112b); as·a result their numbers will diminish (Sanh. 

97a). 

There will be a sort of reign of terror in those days. '.l1he 

Messiah will come only to a dog-like generation, says R. Abba b. Oaha

na; only to an i.mpudent .~eneration worthy, of extermination; according 

to R., Jannai--w11i,o bases himself on Ps. 89.52J-you may expect the 

Messiah when you see a blsphemous, profane "generation. ( P.es. R. 1 

end,:,.15,75b, Cant. R. 2.10; in t,he different versions the names of 

the authors are confused.) '11he Son of' Pavid will not a:r•rlve until 
·, 

the ruling power has been com}iletely c.onvertea. to Christiani·~y, says 

R. Isaac (S~nh. 97a: 
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made to satisfy the censor). 

So severe will the suffering be that redemption will be 

despaired of (Sifre to Deut. 32.36, Sanh. 97a). According to Mid. 

Til, 2.9, all the suffering which Israel must undergo thruout its 

entire history may be divided int,o three equal parts--the suffering 

endured by the patriarchs and their posterity, the suffering of the 

Hadrianic period, and the suffering of the generation of the Messiah. 

This statement, by the way, is the work of an Amora, R. Iddi; de

spite the explicit reference to the Hadrianic persecution, it dates 

from a later period. This likewise indicates that it is not neces

sary to follow Klausner (p. 1+1 f.) in assuming that the anonymous Be

raita about the week of years~ be Hadrianio, even tho some of 

the omens therein given can be interpreted. as actua:t::.pictures of 

conditions during that time. In further testimony to the dreai.dfulne s s 

of the pangs of the Messiah, we have the 1.~emark 11Let him come, but 

let me not see him" ascribed in Sanh. 98b to R~ J'ohanan 
' 

and to Ulla; 

these teachers were willing, it seems to forego U1e bliss of behold-

ing the Messiah if they could escape the horrors that would_ irrevitably 

precede his advent. The same notion is found in the Apocalypses 

(Volz, p. 178). 

It is a little difficult to <!!ecide whether the accounts of 

the Messianic woes found in Pirlte de-Rabbi Eliezer and Pesikta Rab-
-~ "~ 

bati should be considered here; for these pictures have considerable 

affinity with the Neo-Hebrew apocalypse. In many respects, however, 
~ ... ~~~ 

they are in accord wi•th older v:l.ews. Thus PRE. (ch. 30, p.221 f.) 

enumerates persecution, the decay of truth, the neglect of Torah 

and concomitant increase of sin as among the occurrences preceding 

the final deliverance. 'I1he only indication of poverty :ts the sta,.te-
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ment that there will be worm-crimson in the wool. Lilrn the Berai-

ta. ascribed to Simeomt b. JolJai (above page 36) this passage seems to 

foretell an improvement of conditions before the final war; but in 

the PRE. , this improvemen-t is probably a. r•eflect ion of actual histor

ical events. 

1l1he Pesikta Rabbati contains old Midra.shic material on our 

topic, which has &l~es.:dy been presented. But in piskot 3L1- and 36 of 

this work there are two special descriptions that, like the rest of 

the contents of these seot,ions, contain many unique features. 'I'he 

a.ceounts have or\course certain po:tnts of contao.t with the older Rab

binic views; thus in chapter 34 we read that one of the principal 

features of the pre-Messianic suffering will be a great famine (p. 

158b). The idea ·that the sufferings will increase continually 

likewise reminds us of the older ofinions. This pasrdus, by the way, 

mentions a portent common in Apocalyptic, but not found elsewhere in 

Rabbinic sources- ... unseasonable storms. 

Piska 36 devotes much space to the sufferings undergone by 

the Messiah himself ...... a subject that need not concern us here. 1rhe 

following remark of R, Isaac is, however, noteworthy: 11 The year when 

King Messiah :ts revealed., a.11 the heathen ltings w111 fight against 

each other. The Kj_ng of Persia will war against the King of Arabia, 

.and the King of Ara.bj_a, will go to Edom (.Rome) to take counsel, And 

the King of Persia will turn and devastate the entire world. All the 

peoples will qualm and be affrighted and fall upon their faces; pangs 

will seize them as of a woman in labor,.','" etc. (p. 162a). In :tts pie--
~ 

ture of a general world struggle this recalls Eleazar b. Abina's 

prediction (~en, R. 42.4, above p. 22 f~); in the notion of a world 

conquest by Persia. it reminds us of the words of Jose b. Kisrna. (Sanh. 

98b, above p.22). According to Bacher, however (PA ii p.294, n.4), 
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this statement as it stands in the Pes. R. is the expansion of an 

utterance of the Palestinian Amo:ra Isaac, which has been reworked by 

a later hand. to make it applicable to the war between the Sassanides 

and the A:r.>abs. 

We have attempted to poin·t out an anti ... escha,tological or 

a:t lea:t anti-apocalyptical trend among the Rabbis, which led them to 

interpret the coming of the end in ethical instead of in purely de

terministic terms. Such interpreta,ions of the concept of the Messi

anic woes are rare. The very root of the idea was that the righteous 

must suffer heavily ere they can enjoy the bliss that is to be theirs. 

This is the reason why some of the Rabbis did not even want to wit

ness the Messiah's advent. Three statements, hovvever, a.re extant in 

which immunity from the pangs of the Messiah is promised as a reward 

for meritorious behavior. R. Eliezer (Sanh. 98b) declares that one 

can avold the pangs of the Messiah by study of the Torah ana. good 

deeds. R. Eleazar and Bar Kappara (lViek. to Ex. 16.25 and Sab. 118b . 
respect,ively) are more specific. R. Eleazar promises an escape from 

the pangs and from other troublous occasions to those who keep the 

Sabbath; and Bar I~_JJara mentions particularly that they must eat, the 

three Sabbath meals. Bu·~ perhaps we should. regard these as hyperbolic

al expressions of the importance of Sabbath observance, not as es-

. chatological dicta--the Rabbis were fond of such exaggera;tions (5). 

In a un:1..que remark, Abaye denies that the pangs of the Mes

siah will be felt in Babylonia (Ket, llla), All sorts of deductions 
.,. _.,,<, 

t··""" 

can be made from th~l Memra, but j.n the absence of any further i:nfor-

mat_ion, it is use~,fi3-SS to make guesses. 
/ 
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NOTE!S ON CHAPTER V. 

(1) It is likely that the text of the Babylonian Talmud Sanhedrin is 
the most reliable, and the composite at the end of Sotah generally 
agrees with it. All the variants and likewise suggestions for set
tling the various difficulties can be found in Bubers note on the ver
sion of PRK. and Friedrnann's notes on the Pes. R. and aEZ. The fol
lowing table e:xhibits the chief variants in convenient form:. 
-1-'--------L. ·-----"':-----:---:-------iv----;---;---t-------;-;--;---7 .. -----, 
Sanhedrin I ( l) / · ( 2) ·.• ( 3) ( 4) (.5) 

97a I lJ!o};lana.n Anonymous Judah Nehorai Nehemiah 
; ( ) ):::t-i 1 lh) 

·-=------ ---~ ... ~----------i-------1------.._.-----t-------
Pe s ikta (le -
Rab Kahana. 

5.51.46 

Jo~a.nan "'i})'"' )J.:::i., 
slight var, abbrevia

ted 

Abin 
1ncomp~te 
r. s-. ...,,l 
for 5,::il 

Nehora.1 
somewhat 
confused 
w.ith Neh. 1 s 
view 

f------+-------J-----;:---ll--------+-------i------
7"J, Pesikta 

Ra.bbati 
15.75 

Jo~1anan 
slight var.' ,.. . □ "'h}') 0 "1.l:>n · 

for~ 0 _)l>') h '1 n '[h 

slight 
var. 

Abin, as 
in PRK 

Nehorai 
as in PRIC. 

l'------+-------t-,---,.----·i-------------4--------~ 
Cant. R. 2. 

10 f. llhi Jol).ana.n 
full 

Resh LakiS. l Nehorai 
full nearly as 

complete as 
Sanh. 

Nehemiah 
for var. 
see n. (4) 

I -1---------t------+,--------------------1r---
Nehorai Ne.hemmah Derek Erez 

Zut·ta, ch. 
10 

Pseudo Sede" Jo};la.na.n 
Eliahu zutt.~ 
ch. 16, P.• 

11. 

Simeon b. 
Jol}ai 

Anonymous 

Garnliel 
ri. ~,5~ 
for ?1:ll 

see n. (21. 

Judah i:, , Nehorai, as Nehemiah, 
r • ), 1 :t ' in Cant , R a.a :tn 

1 

for \?:i'.l ] 8t1wh R. 

~'~!,-<:::;:--·-.;;:__ __ ...,___ _____ 3., _________ ~----~-----·--'··----~--

Klausner asserts cate@orically that the ascription of these statements 
jrn R. G·amli.el, Resh La.kish, etc., are false. But it is quest,:1.onable 
logic to accept the testimony of DEZ as certainly correct in the case 
and certainly false in another. It is true that Friedmann polnts out 
that the Beraita a.scribed to Simeon in DEZ is in Cant. H. assigned to 
R. Jol:;Lanan, whom we know, transmitted many of Simeon's utterances (see 
Hyman on the two Rabbis). This might seem to indicate that we have 
here another instance in which Jo.ha.nan is handing down the words of
t.he older teacher, the words 'in the name of R, Slmeon b. Job.al' having 
d:ropt out. Against thls view we may point out s:lmply that the hea~gs 
of sayings (1) and (2) have been interchanged 1n Cant. R., the state
ment elsewhere always ascribed to R. Jo~anan being there presented as 
if it· we:re an anonymous Bera1.ta. The prophecy of the world week may 

,J 

I 
1:1 ,,! 



very well be quite old, and may antedate R. Simeon as well as R. Jo-
1:}anan. Its very artificiality of structure may be taken as an indl
cation that it a:oes not date f'T>om a period of actual suffer:i.ng. 

(2) A parallel way exist in PRJ;TI, ch. 30, p. 221 f. See also p. 42. 

(3 )· See J·astrow s .. v. 'n.J.l ,&):tl., ':>1:u,. Levy has a similar interpreta
t :1..on. Note that GablJ.sometimes refers to Idumea. 

(4) The first sign, according to Sanh •. and DEZ is the increase of 
impudence il.:i,.h J·nt)lil; Sot. gives Xll>"' ~~10, the Aramaic eqiiv
alent. This is preferable to ':1:J.'1.J) 11-r'l))il 'poverty will be great', 
the reading of C~nt. R. and SEZ., the corruption being easy to account 
for. ; 

The secor:ql., sign reads in Sanh. J71)) "1p,-, i1, in Sot. 7 pl, n 
7"'D~..,. Klausner and Levy translate 7 jJl"' in the common sense of 
~~' Jastrow takes j_t in the sense--found elsewhere occasionally--
of' nobilit.I· eK;!.ausner says that S11))"' means 'J.U~-;,,~ ~~~~•, ? f 
comparing Isi~,, . .(Q.4; Jastrow x•enders 'will be offensive ; 'tevy offers ' ' 
no assistance. Conceivably the phrase might also mean 11 That which 
is honorable {precious) will be perverted 11

: cp. the re&..ding J711)) 1 1n 
DIDZ. For the reading of' Sotah the following translations are given: 
1rhe dea.rt,h will reach its height (Klausner, comparing Is. 17.6,9); 
the nobility will be oppressive (Jastrow, citing Pa. 94.4); respect , 

l'1 will disa;o ( Goldschm:l.dt, deriving ..,.,.,,~, from A.ramaic-V,~ 'abs pen- :;'t-~~•'?1'1 

\ st , a sense not found in Jastrow); trouble ( occas1onectoy~;i,:~::: , 
~10 ~rannical government) will increaa~ (Levy). '£he reading ·7 p 1 ~n ~"l(t:,~~/''" 

n11~ "poverty will exist~ is to be rejected on the old princi
pile that a more difficult rem.ding is likely to be original~ this is 
tb.6 surer since Cant. R. is a late production. Another :reading of 
Cant. R. 11 the wine will be fetid 11

, instead of "the wine will be dear" 
is likewise to be rejected. 

The reading "Sadducees 11 :1.n Sanh. is undoubtedl;ri a change for 
the benefit of the oegsor; the other versions all read 'hereticstt, 
a reading supported by t4e sense. 

(5) For instance Akiba 1 s "Profane the Sabbath rather than become 
obligated to others (Sab-~118a) and the discussion of the Am Ha'aretz 
in Pes •. 49b. 
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CHAPTER VI: THDJ W.ARS OJJ1 GOG .AND MAGOG. 

References to Gog and Magog occur,mow and again thruout 

Ra.bbini.c literature without, however, there being a.ny extensive mod

:tfication or amplification of the prophecy of .Ez. 38-39. The only nerw 

feature, which moreove:r•, does not appear in all the Rabbinic accounts, 

is the association of the Messiahs with this war. 

Probably the oldest extant reference d:s' that in Mishnah Ed

uyot 2.10, in the name of Aktba.: "The judgment of G·og a11;d Magog will 

last twelve months. 11 This is quite ambiguous: what is meant by .J..lJ.f1g

ment,? The Rabblnical comroents,tors ' ( see Tosaphot Yorn 'I'ob ad loc.) sup

pose that it refers to the period during which the defeated armies of 

the invaders are being hunted down and destroyed--a sort of pre

longed death-agony. Volz (p.275) thinlrn tha.t the twelve months of 

jud'.gment are those which Gog must spend in Hell. But this is almost 

~~}~~~~;!!i for since any ordinary sinner must suffer in G·e

henna for a year, why should there be any special mention of this in 

connection with the arch-criminal Gog, who should be, if anything, 

punished longer? Klausner (p.8) comes nearer the truth, I be11eve, 

when he explains the expr-ession as referring to a 11 prot1"'acted war 

with the enemies of Israel, which will last a full year." 

This is one of the few eschatological statements preserved 

in the name of Akiba, a fact that is easy to understand. Akiba, be

lieving that he had found in Bar Kofba the realization of ·the pro

phetic promises, devoted himself rather to action than to specula

tion. '.11his statement about Gog and Magog may very likely, as Klaus

ner points out (i.b.) refer to the revolt against Rome, to whom the 

name of Gog may have been applied. In general, however, the Rabbis 

did not use Gog as a nickname for Rome. In PRK. 32.1LJ,8a.132b a clear 

dist,inotion is made between Edom (Rome) on the one hand, and Gog and 



Magog on the other. Pas. R. 37. 163a ment:tons as separate events the 

days of the Messiah, ·the fall of wicked Rome, and the war ot:: Gog and 

Magog. In Yoma lOa, Magog is identified with Candia (Crete). In SER 

ch.l, p.5, Gog is not a separate personality or nation at all, but 

a collective title for all the heathen. This passage--in variance 

with the splendid liberal spirit which marlts other sections of the 

book--consigns all the Gentiles to Hell in punishment/chiefly for 

their heartlessness at the time when the First Temple was destroyed. 

How will Gog and Magog go a·bout their attack', In answer to 

this question, let us first cite an oft--repeated. homily of R. Levi, 

found in PRK. 9. 79a. 70b, Lev. R. 2'7 .11, Tan]).. Emor, JI:sth. R. 3 .12, 

Mid. Til. 2.4-, Agg. Ber. ch.2. The Rabbi,,·.pj_ctures Israelts arch-ene-

mies - ... l'haraoh, Sennacherib, Haman, etc ... , .... as each trying to profit 

by the mistakes made by his predecessors in their attacks on Israel, 

and yet a.s ea.oh in his own tu1"'n coming to grief. At length Gog ap

pears on the scene. He explains the ill success of the others by the 

fact that they warred against Israel without first deP,eating God, 

the source of Israel's strength. Accordingly battle is now prepared 

ua.gainst the Lord and aga.:l..nst His anointea."(Ps. 2.2). But 11 He who 
. . 
sitteth 1n the heavens laugheth11 (ib. v.3). Most of the versions of 

this Mid(l;'ash conclude w:i.th God addressing the attackers in scornful 

wrath, threatening to annihilate them Himself, or enumerating the 

multitudinous powers He o®l-n comrne,nd for their- dest:r.uction. In the 

Aggadat Bereshit, however, it is said that the nations will be de

stroyed by the 01,.J.rse of rotting. In passtng we may note that the 

interpretation of Psalm 2 as referring to Gog and Magog is rather 

a common-place of Rabbirdo exegesis. 

According to a well established tradition found in Banh. 

; I 

' i 
I 
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Sanh. 17a (1), the young prophets Eldad and Medad prophesied con~-
..,.-... ----

cerning Gog and Magog. Accordingly the Palestinian 1.Pargumim to the 

Eldad and Medad episode (Num. 11.26) furnish this prophecy in full. 

Pseudo-Jonathan says: "They both prophesied together and said, 'Lo, 

a king shall come up from the land of Magog at the end of days, and 

shall gather all the kings who wear crowns and the prefects girded in 

chain mail; and all the peoples el1lall obey him and set ln battle 

array in the Land of Israel agains·t the Children of the Capti.vi ty. 

But the Lord will be r@ady for them in the hour of trouble and will 

kill them all with the burning of His breath, with the flame of fire 

that shall-issue from beneath His Throne of Glory. And their car

casses shall tall upon the mountains of Palestine and the beasts and 

the fowls shall devour their bodies. And after that all the dead of 

I srq1.el shall be quicl-rnned, ' 11 etc. 

The Fragment-Targum to this passage ls considerably differ

ent. It reads~ "At the ver,y e;nd of days, Gog and Magog will go up 

against Jet'l;l;siai.lem; but 1nto the hand of King W,essiah will they fall; 

and for seven. years the people of Israel will make fires of their 

weapons", etc. (see Ez. 39.9 f,). 

The scene of the final battle, according to MelF• to E!x. 

17.14, Sifre to Deut. 34.3, is not Jerusalem, but the plain of Jer

icho. A remarlrnble picture presented by R. Huna and others in Mid. 

Til. 119.2 enumerates three attacks made by Gog upon Israel. The 

third will be the final advance on Jerusalem; and as the heathen ar

mies proceed, they w:lll draft into their host many of the Judeans, 

each of whom will be guarded by two powerful warriors t,o prevent his 

escape. The Judeans, unable to desert, w:111 pray to God that when ,~ "~ 

the battle takes place they may be delivered into the hands of the 
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defenders, and not the reverse. As a reward for this unselfish pat

riotism God will cause special strength to descend upon them and 

they will be enabled to overcome their guards. Perhaps some special 

hi1:1tortoal occurrence is at ·the bo·ttom of ·this Midrash. 

Altho the defeat of Gog ls assured from the start, the in

v~ders will cause great terror before they are finally crushed. As 

a. result thote Gsntil'ea who·'w:i.11 .. have,bee'n:·r.e:rused admission to the 

congregation of Israel ( in acco:rdance with the principllie. that no p:r>e-

selytes 1Will be accepted :ln Messianic times: AZ. 3b, Yeb. 21rb), and 

who therefore became Jews of t,heir own malting·( O "':2}.""?;t D"'7;t.) will .,)i ~ 

when the foreign power appears renounce t.heir adopted faith in fright, 

strip off their Tephillin and flee (AZ. jt,.). 

W110 will destroy Gog and Magog', According to the passage 

cited abov.e from Pseudo-Jonathan, the invaders are slain miraculously 

b;v God Himself--the vague doom predicted by Ezelr.iel being made more 

definite by ·the Ta.re,\;anl,• No mention of the Messiah appears. 1rhe Frag

ment-Targum presents the more widely accepted view, "that the Messiah 

will effect the destruction of the hostile armies. This very-vriew is 

in fact found elsewhere in Pseud.-Jon., namely 1\J,'um. 24.17-20, wb,ere 

the Messiah is represented as slEJ.ying Gog as wel1 as Isr•ael' s ancient 

foes. It is also in ~1.greement with '.):an. B.1 1rerumah 6, where Resh 

Laltish asserts that the Messiah will destroy the idolaters, and 

many similar passages, which, since they conta.ln neither the name of 

Gog nor the picture of an organized attack on Palestine, will be 

·treated below in connection with the final judgment. A third, but 

:rare view is that the conqueror of Gog will be the Messiah b. Joseph, 

Ps~ud.-Jon. to Ex. L{.0.11. We read likewise in PRE,18.31 of a Mess:lah 

named Menahem b. Amiel b. J·oseph, who will gore ·the heathen like an 
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ox; and an old tradition that the seed of Esau (Rome) can only ·be 

conquered by the seed of Joseph (Gen. R.. 73.7, 75.5, 99.2, cited by 

Samuel b. Nachman; cp. Pes. R. 12.49b-50a) is generally interpreted 

as a reference to the Ephraimite Messita.h. --But as we have seen, Rome 

and Gog are not to be identified. 
1rhe accepted view is that the Messiah b. Joseph, far from 

conquering Gog, w:i.11 be lcilllied in the war, al tho this not ion :ls 

found only once in strictly •ralrnudic literature, and the:r.e only by 

j.mplication. This :ls in Sulc. 52ab. 'rhere we read that the Messiah b. 

David, asked by God to name his dearest wish, requests life because 

he perceives that the Messiah b. Joseph has been sl1;1in. The verse 

Zech. 12.10 is also explained in this paasus as referring to the 

mourning over the death of the }1]phraj .. m1te Messiah. H.ashi a<1 loQ.• ex

plains that the Messiah b. Joseph was slain in the wars of Gog and 

Magog; and while his interpretation is no doubt based on the Neo

Hebrew escha.tological wri•tings, we need not hesitate t,o accept it, 

since it fits in well with the sense of the text. (2). The prevail

ing view, hovvrzver, is that the Davidic redeemer will be the ,;3.,gent 

for the extermination of the heathen hosts. 

NCYrES TO CHltP1rER VI 

(l) Ascribed in the printed editions to R. Nal;lman; according to 
Klausner, p. 100, who cites Bacher AT i:i. p. 235, n.3, the tradition 
goes back to the Tanna Nehemiah. 

( 2) A full discussion of the concept o:E' the Messiah b. Joseph is out; 
side the scope of our study. For an account of the rise of this 
idea, see Klausner pp. 86 ff., and literature there mentioned. 
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CHAPTER VII: THE LAST JUDG·MENT. 
wo,. k ed o u t 

The concept of the final judgment was never~thoroly or con• 

sist,ently by the Rabbis. They offer us a number of accounts of the 

W.l! haddi.t1, bu·t they never disting)..[ished clearly between the judg

ment on the nat:i.ons--in which whole peoples are judged~ ma.sse- ... and 

the individualistic judgment which every soul must undergo. rrhe sug

gestion tha;t according to the traditional view the Goy:tm are to be 

ju{Jl;ged. as a gJ:1oup, while every Israelite will be given. a separate 

hearing (op. Orua:rles, p9 107 )--a suggestion intended to reconcile 

·two unequal elements--is untenable~ In both aspects it is refuted by 

such statement.a ;as 11All Israel has a share in the world to come 11 

(Mish. Sanh. 12 .1) and 11 The pious of' the heathen have a share in the 

wo'rld to come 11 (Tos. Sanh. 13.2). Cp. also the statement that when 

God judges Israel, He will do so standing up, i.e., bri.efly and super

ficially; but when He judges the nations, He will do so sitting down, 

i.e., at leng·th and thor-oly (Gen. B{. 82.8). We must recognize that 

the Rabbis did not ca.re to harmonize the cont,rasting and often con

tradictory views of the judgment. 

It should also be remar1ced that many of the passages which 

treat of the Judgment of the i.ndividua.J. do not clearly refer ·to the 

last J"udgment Day. Sometimes they seem to refer to ·the annual judgment 

in Tishri (e.g., R.IL 37a), sometimes to a Judgment .immediately af ... 

ter death (e.g., R. Johanan b. Zakkai in Ber. 28b), sometimes to 

retribution in general, even perhaps in this world (e.g. Abot, passim). 

Finally, we must :repeat, @ur material is frequently obscure and 

fragmentary. In view of all this, we shall not be able to do much 

more t,han present the material, without drawing many conclusions 

theref1"om. 
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A. THE JUDGMENT OF THE NATIONS. 

We consider first an account of the judgment which appears 

in several widely differing versions, and the uonstarr~ element in 

which is an argument submitted by the nations bo;(:'ore God's tribunal: 

why should we be pu~ished more severely than Israel, who are just as /h 
! 

guilty a.s we? 

The oldest form of the picture is that of R. Eleazar of 

Modin (Cant. R. 8. 8, Mid. Til. 1. 20). '11he nations approach God, and 

point out that Israel is equally gui.lty with them of the three cap

ital crimes, murder, incest and idolatry; why then, they argue, should 

He be more merciful to Israel? In reply God proposes a trial by or

deal. Let .. a.11 the nations pass thru Hell, each with its own God; He 

will accompany Israel thru the fires. {Mic. L~.5).1., The clear impli-

cat ion--not stated in this passus, tho plainly se·t forth elsewhere, 

as we shall see--is that the nations and their deities will be anni

hilated together by the flames of Gehenna, while Israel, guarded by 

G·od, · will be unharmed. It is interesting to· speculate as to whether 

the or1ginal Beraita of R. Eleazar was not more complete: but in the 

other versions as well, the account does not go beyond the point of 

discussion and the outcome of the judgment ls left to the imagination. 

The second version is that of R. Jo~anan (Ruth R. pet. 1.1) 

which has been reworked ln Mid. '11 11. 20.3 (1) with the following 

in•teresting exordium; .•• ~'The day wh1oh all agree wilJ. be a. day of 

woe· for celestial and terrestrial be:lngs, a day of which even the 

mlnistering angels are afraid" (as proved by Jer. 30.6). The Gen

tiles and Israel will of course be g:i:•e,s.tly a.ffrighted. 11 God will 

say to the nations, 'Come and enter into judgment wi t,h My children 

the people of Israel. ' '11hey answer, 'Master of the world! Who can en

ter into judgment with Israel? They have the record (oommentarius ) 

.1 
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of ou:t" transgressions, but who will present the record of theirs?' 0 

(2). When God offers·to perf©'Dm this function, they launch into tbe01r 

argument, and the rest of the passage :ls substantially the same in 

both sources. When the nations have presented their case, Michael 

the advocate of Israel, is unable t,o offer any refutation. Perceiv

ing this, God Himself offers to save Iara.el by speaking of ·their 

righteousness: Is. 63.1:. 'I1his righteousness ( nr•~) consisted in 

their acceptance of the Torah, by which act,according to the Rabbinic 

interpreta:tion, they not only saved thetr own lives and brot about 

the recognition of God's Kingcthom, but also prevented the world from 

returning to primeval chaos. At this point the scene ends. 

A third variation, the latest and least interesting, is 

the worlc of R. Judah b. Simon. (Cant. R. 8.8, Mid. 1fil. 15.5) Ac

cording to this account God answers the nations by quoting 11 We have 

a little sister and she hat,h no breasts. "{This means: Just as a mi

nor is not held responsible for j_ts act:l.ons until it reaches maturi

ty, so Israel j_s not called to account for its transgressions until 

the Day of Atonement--and then they are forgiven. This wealc argu

ment is reinforced in the version of Mid. Til. 15 by the following: 

11 God qt1otes I If a man were to give ~1.ll the wealth of his house for 

love, he would be contemne,aJ. 1 (Cant. 8.7). 'Shall I', He continues, 

'despise Israel (who love Me)'? 111 Then the nations offer their1 trea

sures as an atonement for their sins, but God declares that the 

greatest treasur'es in the world cannot compensate for the slight to 

small.est letter in the 'l1orah, which tb.c:ly have spurned. 

Besides the three forms of this Mi.drash which have been 

presented, ·there is lilrnwise a. noteworthy passage in Lev. R. 21.1+ 

(in t,he name of Samuel b. Isaac), where the angelic patrons of the 

I 
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nations as coming before God every Yorn Kippur with exactly the same 

argument as that which we have just seen put into the.mouth of the 

heathen e,t the fi.nal judgment. 

It is necessary to point out that, tho the framework and 

language of all these versions are much alike, the view of R. Elea

zar of Modin, with its proposal of a trial of stp,ength, is funda

mentally different, from the strictly forensic accounts of the othwr 

teachers. It has certain implic11a,tions, half-theological, half-mythi

cal, which are further elucidate.d by 'other passages. The notoon 

that the final Judgment will affect not only the heathen, but also 

their gods is fairly common, and may have been influenced. by such 

passages as 11.Also on the gods of Egypt wlll I execute judgments 11 

(Ex. 12.12; on the frequent parallels between the F~xodus and the 

future redemption see above note (2) to Chapter IV). This view ls 

stated expressly in 'ran. :s. Shofetim 10: the false gods will be 

judged along wi.th their worshippex-s. When they a.re unable to with

stand the flames of Hell, they (:3) will soar flutteringly in th_e air, 

whereupon God will send after them angels to fetter them and· drag 

them into the fire once more. Another statement (ib.) represents 

the nations as accusing their gods of havi.ng led them (the people) 

astray. Come now, they demand, and let us worship the tr~e God to

gether; at which the idols vanish (Is. 2.18). God will not, how-

ever permit all the blame to be laid on the idols; He seizes the na~ 

tions and thrusts them into Gehenna. R. Mani in an outburst of hom

iletical enthusiasm (j. AZ. 44a) represents the false gods as spit

ting upon and shaming their former worshippers, then prostrating 
-7 -~ i themselves humbly before God, and only then vanishing from the 
i j world. It is difficult to judge to what extent these pictures were 
·J,_ 
, ' 
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intended by their authors to be taken literally, and to what. extent 

they were merely sermonic elaborations of Samuel's prediction (Mid. 

1r11. 9.6) that the idolaters will one clay call upon their idols and 

receive no answer, on G-od anc1 He will hlde His face from them. 

The most elaborate and amazing picture of the last ,1udg

ment is the famous passage in AZ. 2a ff., usually attributed to Sim-
' lai, t,ho some authoritles ascribed it to R. Hanlna b. Papa, who lived 

• 
a generation later. 1Phere is a much briefe:r and. simpler account of 

the judgment ascribed to R. Ijanlna in Pes. R .. 35 end, which is note

worthy for one point: lt is on the evidence of tlJ,e proselytes that 

their former coreligionists are condemned and. driven from the world. 

The AZ. passage :lndicates a more highly developed power of imagina

tion. The substance of the original sermon, to which many later com

ments of the Gemara have become attached, is as follows: 

At the end of days God will summon all those who have 

kept the '.I1orah to come and receive their reward. At once all the na..

tions will a.rive in great disorder, each scrambling for a gift. God 

will then rebuke them, and sending them forth, order them to·re-enter 

one nation at a time. Rome first advances, and claims a reward on 

the ground that all its public institutions were intended for the com

fort of Israel so that the latter might devote themselves to the To

rah. God confutes them: their public buildings ware intended for 

their ownt convenience and often to serve immoral purposes. Rome be

ing discomfited, Persia enters, and claims that it had built bridges 

and roads only for the service of Israel. Persia to is answered: all 

this work was undertaken only for military purposes or in order to 

collect tolls. l'hus one nation after another is put to shame. They 

now object: You never pressed the Torah upon us with as much insis-
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tence as you did upon Israel. God replies, You did not even observe 

the Noahitic laws that are binding upon all mankind. 11.10 this they re

tort, Neither did Israel. The question of evidence on the last point 

now a.rises. The nations object to God Himself testifying, since 

a father is not admitted as witness in a case affecting his son. 

They likewise refuse to admit the testimony of the heavens and earth, 

for these too are interes·ted parties--their existence is dependent 

upon the acceptance of the Torah by Israel. When, however, Goel sum

mons witnesses from among the nat:tons themselves, they are compeill.ed 

to drop this line of argument. Tacitly admitting their guilt, th<:,y 

request another chance. God gives them to understand that they a.re 

not deserving thereof; nevertheless He offers them the opportunity 

to observe the commandment of the Sukkah. 1rhey exit hastily and.; _. 

erect booths; but when God, to test them, sends unseasonable weat,he1 ... , 

they kick down (4) their Sukkot at once in rebelliious anger. 'Il:le:n 

11 He who dwelleth in Heaven W]l.11 laugh. 11 
( Ps. c~. Ji.). 

On first impression, this sermon seems to be mereJ.y the 

literary production of an imaginative and ingenious preacher, who 

employed the dramatic form and the eschatological setting to charac

terize the oppressors of Israel and exalt the cause of his people. 

1ro the· weary Palestinians, suffering from :tnjustice and over-taxa

tion, such preaching must have been tremendously heartening. But how 

seriously did they take it? Are we justified in assuming that this 

picture is merely a homiletical fancy? To answer apodictically 1s, 

I feel, unwarrantable. It may well be t,hat Slmlai expected the final 

judgment to tally in a general way, even if not in every detail, with 

his predictions. We must beware of interpreting ancient documents in 

the light of our soph:lstication. Of-ten, by the side of' advanced re-
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ligious conceptions, old primitive notiona will persist long after 

they should logically have been discarded. R. Simlai is considered 

to have been an enlightened man for h:1.s age; but to say that this 

sermon is all poetic imagery is malting too much of an assumption. 

It is to be noted that in all these pio.tu:r'es of' a f:lnal 

judgment in forensic form, the nations are 11 1icked before they start~ 
"' 

It is taken for gvanted that they are guilty and cannot be proved ot 

otherwise. God allows them to argue in their own defense, apparently, 

only in orde1"' that He may, in answering them, make His triumph over 

them more exultant. In but, a single passage (AZ. 11-a in the name of 

R. Alexander) is there even a suggestion that God will try to find 

some ground for extending mercy to the Gentiles: and there also the 

implication is that the attempt will be fruitless. 1rhere is also 

a statement by R. Johanan (Mid. Til. 1 end), that, the nations will 

·-accuse Goa. of arbitrariness in condemning them; at which He will de

clare that it was only to spare their feelings that He refrained 

from annoncing all their sins publicly. Now, however, s:lnce they 

demand it, He produces the register of their misddeeds, and at once 

they are forced to descend into Gehenna. 

In addition to t,hese strictly forens:tc accounts, thEY~e are 

many ot,her statements regarding the judgment on the nations in which 

the forens1.c framework is not brot into prominene:e. In most of these 

passages likewise the Go;zim are condemned out of hand. rrhus we 

read in the names of R. JoJ:ianan and R. Samuel b. Nal].man (Mid. Til. 

31.3) that the nations will be ignominiously treated, driven from 

the world, consigned to Hell, etc. R. Eibo (Cant. R. 2.2)pi.ctures 

the whole Gentile world as a clump of noiseome weeds growing about 

1, the fair lily Israel, which weeds a.re to be removed by fire. The 
i~ I 

. ' 
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prevaiJ.ing view is that Gentiles have no share in the future wol?ld 

(11. Eliezer run Tos. Sa.nh. 13.2, R. l:{iyya. b. Abba in Gen. R, 13.6, 

R. Hanina in Lev. R. 13.2; also Tan. B. Shofetim 10, Mid. Til. 2.14, , 

Cant. H:. 7 .3, Ijes. ·n. 10.36a). 

Nevertheless a more liberal attitude was maintained by a mi

nol?ity that included some o:r the most eminent teachers. In the pas

sages just ci.ted from '110s. Sanh. and Gen. R., the broad-minded Josh

ua. b. Ijananiah and Joshua b. Levi respectively uphold the view that 

the pious of all nations have a share in the world to come. Accord

ing to Pes. R. 1.2a, those nations that have not enslaved Israel will 

be accepted 'by the Messiah. Contradicting the view that no prose

lytes will be accepted in the Messianic era, R. Jose (AZ. 3b) voices 

the belief that all nations will ultimately be converted: this opin

ion is alSC!ll ascribed to R. Joseph (1b. 2~·b). Pes. 118b states that 

the Messiah will at first refuse gifts brot to him by Egypt and 

other nations, his action being evidentl~ dictated by pa.·triotic 

zeal; but at God's command he will later .:,i,ccept them.- Moreover the;r>e 

is a universalistic, as well as a chauvinistic interpretation of 

the name Hadralc ( 7"'-.!7'"1}: Zech.9. 1), which the Rabbis toolc ·to be 

a name of the Messiah. R. Nehemiah derived the name from the words 

, ns.h,a.rp and T' ~e:_ng&,_!:,t the Messiah will be harsh to the Gentiles 

and tender to Israel. But ano·ther interpreta.t ion--perhaps the worlc 

of R. Judah--(5 )derives the title from -r,,,-., :!iQ ljt{!9:: the Messiah 

is he who will lead to repentance ill t~ !h2, Q..Q.!!1§. 1U!,.Q_ ~. world 

(PRIL 201. 143fl..128a, Cant. R. 7.5). Most notable of all such pa$Sa

ges is that foun~ !n Mid, Til. 87.6 in the name of R. Eleazar (b. Pe

d.at), R. Judah b, Simon, and R, Bera.)fya; it also appears in Ex. R. 

19. 1+, where a similar< 'I'annait,ic discussion be·tween Aquila and the 
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Rabbis is reported. This opinion declares that at the appearance of 

the Messiah the nations will bring him gifts, restore--on his com

mand..,.-Israel I s ellCiles with great, honor, and that some of the Gen

tiles will become God's priests. While this utterance is merely 

a restatement of certain Biblical passages ( notably Is. 66.21), it 

is nevertheless to ·be regarded as specially significant. For to am 

many of the Rabbis, embittered by sufi'ering and persecution, the 

universe..listic passages of the B:tble made little appeal, and the 

less elevated prophecies of x•evengf} were more acceptable. 

In a few curious cases b(r~h attitudes are combined, broad 

ethical and religious principaes being joined to the natural desire 

fox• vengeance. Thus, in the Messianic sentences of R. AJ::ia, collected 

by Bacher in PA iii p. 122 f., both aspects appear.--God, he asserts, 
, 

offered the nations an opportunity for repentance and conversion 

(Cant. R. 5.16); He welcomes the homage of submissive G·entiles (Mid. 

Til. 100.1). Yet even the covenant with the Sons of Noah will event

ually be annul.led (Gen. R. 34.11), and the Gentiles---above all, 

Rome--severely punished (ib, 78.5). In Tan. Shofetim end, the two 

viewpoints are combined into a single: at first the nations submit 

docilely to Messiah's rule; suddenly, however, they are seized by 

a spirit of confusion (6) and rebel. 'Thereupon the Messiah will slay 

them with the breath of his mouth (Isa 11.4). It may be however, 

that this account belongs more properly to the topic of the wars of 

Gog and Magog, along with those descriptions (Mid, Til. 2.3, 21.3) 

where the Messiah is dep:tcted as exterminating the rebellious hosts 

by commands to the locusts or to the Angel of Death. 

1,, 
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B. THE INDIVIDUAL JUDGMENT, 

On this to;pic not much :ls to be said. In the last chapter 

of Sanhedrin (Mishnah, Toseft.a and Gemara) we have lists of' those 

who will and will no·t share in the future bliss. At times the at

mosphere becomes almost Calvinistic, for instance when the question 

arises as to the fate of the children of the wicked, and as to the 

point in its embryonlc development when a child becomes eligible for 

future life (Sanh. llOb). 

There are a good many generalizations about the terrors of 

the last day. God is both Prosecutor and Judge: who can stand before 

such a court? exclaims R. Eleazar b. Azariah (Gen.R. 73-11). A -simi

lar feeling is expressed by R. Jo~1anan (Tan. Vayiggash): no one can 

survive the ter1"ors of that day save by a mlraculous act of God. The 

judgment is absolutely just and without possibility of appeal, de

clare Akiba and Pappos ( Melr. to E:x. 14.28, Cant. R. 1.9). No mor

tal can stand unabashed. before God's judgment, asserts R. Eliezer the 

Great (Are.lF. 17a). gven tTol}.anan b. Za.kkai, 11 lamp of Israel, right

hand column, mighty hammer 11 faced the f1.nal judgment vdth unfeigned 

anxiety (but see above,. p.51).In tbs face of these and other similar 

statements we can hardly avoid t,he conclusion that the promise of 

immunlty from the great Day of Judgment made by H. PJJ.eazar to those 

who observe the Sabbath properly (Mek. to Ex. 16.25) is not to be 

ta.ken literally. It is merely a lzy:1.perbolical method of stressing the 

value of Sabba,th observance; op. note (5) on Chapter V. 

In a considerable number of utter-ances we hear about a di

vine court, but ;Lt is usually diff1.cult to decide whether they refer 

to a permanent court now sitting or ·to the special tribunal of the 

last day. Instances in polnt are the sayings of iU\:abya b. Mahallel, 
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Akiba, Eleazar Hakkapar, and others in :Pi:i:~ke Abot, which speak of 

a Judge, a record-book, witnesses, etc., as also DEZ ch.~·, where it 

is stated that the witnesses are absolutely incorruptible. A few de

tails as to the procedure of the court are given. Accordtng to Yoma 

35b, those who have neglected the Torah will be summoned to justify 

the€],elves. But whether they plead poverty or preoca.1,ipat:ton due to 

extreme wea,l·th, or the distractions of the flesh, they will be con

futed by the example of famous men who labored under these handicaps 

and yet were great in the study of ·the Law. The notion that human 

deeds are weighed in the balance, and a verdict ren.dered according to 

the preponderance of good or evil actions, appears. in Tannaitic 

teachings (Akiba, Ben Azza:i., et. al. ln Eccl. R. 10.1) and is found 

als.o in ·~he later Pes. R. 20.95b. Finally we may refer to the parable 

of the blind and lame watohrna,n (Sanh •. 91 ab, Lev. R. 4-.LJ., Tan. Vay

yikra), the sense of which is that the resurrection will precede the 

final judgment, so the.t, the body and soul may be Judged together for 

their siins. 

As a rule stress is laid on the absolute dominatibn of 

G·od in the jfu.dgment scene. Even the angels are terr•ified on that day, 

(Mid. Til. 20.3), or if they take any part in the judgment it is 

purely subordinate. In two passages, however, we read of assistants 

in the divine tribunal. R. Akiba expected the Messiah to occupy 

a throne next to that of God in the Judgment Place (Sanh. 38b on 

Dan. 7.9). He was however, severely criticized for this interpreta

tion by R. Jose and Eleazar b, Azariah, who stigmatized him as a bung

ler in Haggadic exegesis. Another opinion, probably also Tannaitic, 

( 7) states that the elders of Israel wlll lilrnwise take part in 

the judgment (Tan. Kedoshim beg. on Is. 3 .14 and J>s. 122. 2). 
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NOTES ON CHAPTER VII, 

(1) Buber, in his introduction to Mid. 1r11 .. p.29a, takes the opposite 
view., that Ruth R. is the later worlt, and t,hat it borrowed the pas
sage from Mid. '11il. The question cannot be settled finally, since it 
is impossible to fi.x an exact date for the cornp:i.lat,ion of either of 
these Midrashirn. But since the version of Ruth R., while presenting 
a coherent, and apparently unbrolten text, is much le es elaborat~, I am 
inclined to regard it as the original. 

(2) My rendering is ;free: the general meaning of the passage is 
clear, tho the language of the text is somewhat confused. See Buber's 
note ad loc. 

(3) I have preserved in the paraphrase the ambiguity of the original: 
tpey, most probably means the false gods, but conceivably might refer 
to the heathen. 

(4) The wordl.0>-l:;i.implies both the physical act of lticlclng and the con
temptuous scorn that accompanies it. 

(5) But in the versi.on of Prue., the view he:re a.scribed to Nehemiah 
is reported in the name of H.. Judah. 

(6) Read 
trow s.v. 

J7 "t"t" J1 n 17; see Kohler I s note in JE. v. 5, p. 218b and Jas
.rr.t-sn ,n"'t tn. 

(7) The Tanl;iuma., both in the usual printed editions and in that, of 
Buber, introduces ·the statement with the expression ,7,::,~ s1::i,; 
Bacher, howev:er, (PA iii p~86) ascribes it to R. Reuben. 

; 



CHA:l?TER VIII: 11HE FA1J:I!; OF THE WICKED, 

The conception of eternal damna;tion, in the sense of 

ceaseless torment, is rarely encountered in Rabbinic writings. The 

fate to which the wi.eked are usually consigned is that of annihila

tion, non-existence. This is the plain meaning of the oft-repeated 

phrase.:tn_y~ p~n '\~ r~, 11 He has no portion in the world to come", 

and is also implied by th~ express:l.on tJ~'l)ln \~ ,7-e) 11 to drive out 

from the world 41 (e.g., Mid. Til. 31.3). Accord.ing to,the most wide-
~ 

ly accepted view (see below) Gehinnom was ... -for all except a very few 

--only a temporary abode of the wicked, and anniht.lation was the fi

nal result of damnat:l.on. 

It may have been the impulse to harmonize the concept of 

an ever burning Hell with that of annihilation which led R. Jannai 

and Resh Lakish to deny that G·ehinnom is a place; they explain that 

it is a ~Y when the wicked will be consumed, in accordance with Mal. 

3.19. (In some versions of th:i.s Midrash, Resh Lakish is more explicit 

i:n his description: The sun will be on that day removed from its 

sheath, which now somewhat reduces and diffuses the solar he-at; at 

once the wicked will be burnt up by its scorching rays. But to the 

righteous the sun will bring 11healing on its wings. 11
) Joined to this 

view in our sources is the still more radical opinion of the Tanna 

Judah b. Ila1, who den:1.ed that Gehinnom is either a place or a day. 

1fhe word means, he asserted, :vathe:r that fire will iesue from the 

body of the sinner himself to destroy him. (See Ned. 8b, A,'Z. 3b, 

G·en. R ~ 6 °6' ~ • o. ' ~ .o, Mid. Til. 19.13, Eccl. R. 1.5: there are a number 

of variants of names of authors, etc.) 

The majority of the Rabbis, however, firmly believed in the 

existence of Hell, a belief buttressed by their interpretation of 
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Is. 31.9 (Gen. R. 26.6, etc.). They even discussed the location of 

the entrances to Hell (Erub. 19a). We do not, however, find any ela

borate description of the place such as appear in earlier writings 

lilte Slavonic Iilnoch or in later worlts like Masseket. Ctl-ehinnom. The 

most extensive Talmudic discussion of the subject occurs in 'l'os. Sanh. 

13.3-5. Here the school of Shammai advances the idea of Gehinnom as 

a plac$ of purgation as well as of damnation. The notion is that 

those who can not be classed as either wholly righteotrn or wicked 

must spend a year of suffering and purlfication in Hell ere they can 

enter upon a life of bliss. Bet Hillel are, as usual,less rigorous. 

They assert, that G·od, being merciful, is always inclin~d towards 

mercy, and will be lenient in a.11 doubtful cases. Bo·th groups of 

scholars are, however in agreement regardj.ng the destiny of the abso

lutely wicked: they must burn in Hell for a year, at the end of which 

they will h8.ve been utt,erly annihilated. But certa:ln arch-sinners 

a.re singled out who will never be allowed even the peace of non-ex

istence--·their torment will be eternal. 

It is necessary to point out here that, whatever may have 

been the intent of these teachers, Jewish tradition has interpreted 

these teachings a.bout the twelve months in Hell as referring, not to 

the end of days, but to the y:ear baunediately after death-••an inter

pretation embodied in the 0;ustom of the Mourner's Kaddish. 

The renowned Joshua b. Levi, whom legend re:@(brt,s to have 

penetrated into many secrets of the after-life while he nas yet in 

the flesh (se JE. v.7, p.294, and more fully, Bacher PA i p. J.87-

194), has several remarkable S"tatements regarcUng Gehenna. He pio-

tux•es the' wiclted as being shown the "B.liss of ·the righteous in Par,a.

dise, and. the righteous as beholding t.11.e torments of the damned. 
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'l1hen God exhorts both groups to learn fr•om the sight. From afore

time there is ordained for every man a share both of bliss and of 

torment. Ii' his conduct proves to be righteous, he receives not only 

the bliss originally set aside for him, but also the portion inten

ded for someone who developed into a wocked man. If he does evil, 

hf3 must suffer not only his own share of torment, but that whlch 

some pious man escaped(Mid. 1.r11. 31.6). Elsewhere the Rabbi states 

explicitly his belief that the judgment of Hell is oona.1·t1ona.l, and 

that repentance can save even the damned (Erub. 19a). 1rhis, by the 

way, is an advanced doctrine, rarely found in eschatological sour

ces; and Charles (p. 399 f. ) is at great pains to·find it even by 

way of im}2lic~i9..:g_ in the teach1.ng of the Synopt,ic G·ospeJ.s. Joshua 

b. Levi affirms the opinion in no equivocal terms. It might indeed 
,-, 

iJ 
be possible ·t,o interpret this also as one of the Talmudic hyperbo- _ ~ 

le s ( see note .( 7) to Chapter IV and no·te ( 5) to Chapter V), in-

tended merely to emphasize the impor·tance of repentance. But most 

likely we should take the statement literally, as the Gemara in 

fact does, citing lmmediately after ln a contradictory opinion of 

R. Laltish. The latter asserts that 11 the wicked, even at the thresh

olcl. of Gehlnnom, cannot repent any 1~ore. 11 
( This recalls Dante's fa

mous 11 Abandon hope all ye who enter here! 11
) The G·ema.ra then attempts 

to harmonlze the contradic•tion in its usual manner: R. Joshua I s 

statement, it explains, ref era only to Jewr,; who have been condemned, 

while Resh Lalclsh is spealcing of Gentiles. rrhe first half of this 

explana•tion can be dismissed as probably lncorrect, in view of 

R. Joshua I s well-lcnown libera.J.ism of outlook ( see above, p. 58). 

But the Gemara substantiates the correctness of its interpretation 

of Resh Lal:cish I s 1\llemrF1 by citing another remark_ of the same author-

I' 
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ity to the effect t:lbl.at the fire of Hell cannot hux-t even the sinners 

of Israel. By this no doubt he meant that the fire can only pui"ify 

them, whereas lt completely dest,roys the Gentiles. 11he word we have 

paraphrased 'hurt' means literally 'to have dominion over'--a. rather 

inexact expression. 

The association of fire wj.th the punlshrnent of the wicked 

is of course the general rule in Jewish and Christian eschatology. 

Aside from the flames of Hell, we hear also of a flood of fire and 

brimstone that is to destroy the idolaters (R. Judah in Tos. Taan. 

3-2.1; cp. above p. 63). 11he flood of fire is also referred to by 

R. Eleazar·of Modin (Zeb. 1J.6a); but as Volz (p. 105) points out, he 

merely refers to the QQS~~J2,i_l~t,x. of such a thing. R. Eleazar did 

however, expect that the fire of Hell would be a means of testing 

the nations and their god.s ( above p,. 52). The same notion that fire 

will be used for ·~he purposes of an o.tldeaJ. appears in the statement 

of Resh Lakish about the function of the sun on the Day of Jud.gment, 

h (above, p.6~). Thia conception of the purpose of the fire ls to be 

dlstingulshed from ·the pu:oely punitive use elsewhere assigned to it. 

We do hear, howevc'3r, of other means by which the wicked 

will be eliminated. Aside from ths'J destruction of the hosts of (i;og 

in war--by natural or supernatural methods--we read.1of a 11 flood of 

pestilence" which R. Jose expected rather than the flood of fire 

predicted by R. Judah (Toa. Ta.an. loc. cit.) and of a citestructive 

East, wind. (Mek. to Ex. 12}.21). 
' 

/. It seems that Jews-- "'J>:)11., "lJ. o..,::n~rr1 --cannot be utte:r."'ly 

inhumane even in treating of Hell. According to R. Ak:l.ba, the <alamned 

receive a respite each Sabbath day (Sanh. 65b, Gen. R. 11.5). 

Appa.rently the whole concept of Gehinnom was discarded 
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by R. Abba.hu, who simply denied that the wicked would partake in 

the resurrec•tion. ('l1aEfJn. 7a). Since, however, this rem&i.rk is intro

duced as a side-issue !lrn::a Memra dealing w:i.th the :lmportance Of rain, 

our deduction rnay be unwarranted. It seems logical, and is consistent 

with the fundamental view that., the fate of' the wicked is simply an

n:\.hilation. Yet all deductions are dangerous. Nowhere :ls our uncer

tainty more strilcingly displayed t,han in this chapter, where he have 

had occasion to note two statements by Resh Laltish, in one of which 

he denies the existence of He-11 as a place, and in the other of which 

he refers to the gate of Hellt 1 
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CHAPTER IX: SUFl'i'ERING DURING 1:rHE MESS I.A.NI O r:e Bms. 

The subject of the suffering Messiah hardly belongs with

in the scope of this thesis. The concept is of late development in 

orthodox Judalsm; the early accounts of the Mess:tah b. Joseph repre

sent him simply as a warrior, and his death in the war with Gog is 

not supposed to have any atoning power. The passages in fanh. 98a,b, 

in which the Messiah is called a leper are of very obscure origin 

and significance. It is only in the l'esikta Rabbati that the concept 

of the suffering Messiah appears in :lts developed form, and then on-

11" in a few sections of marlrnd individuality of form and content, 

to which a late date must be assigned. We can therefore disregard 

the topic, since our study is confined to the more generally accep

ted views p:r.opounded by the officie.1 exponents of Judaism. 

We must, however, note a unique MJ.drash of the Palesti.n

ian Amoraim, which ca.nno·t be classified under any of the heads thus 

far treated. It deals with the temporary disappearance of the Mes

siah after he has already arrived. 1rhe notion is based on the dis

appearance of Moses during the forty days he spent on Mt. S_inai--one 

more :l.nstance of the Rabbinic fondness for maki.ng parallels between 

the Exodus and the final redemption. According to the 1\[idlrash i.n 

question, the Messiah will at some time after his advent d:tsappear 

for forty-five days. At the end of this time God will reveal Him

self in His CU.ory to the people, and the manna will fall. This 

Midrash appears in PRK. 5-49b.L~lJ-a, and is :r.epeated in Pes. R. 15.72a, 

Cant. R. 2.9, Ruth R. 2.15,Num. R. 11.2. A number of teachers are 

mentioned as co-authors, the oldest being R, J:Ianina, Hoshaya, Judah 

b. Rabbi, Harna b. Hanina; and Isaac b. Meryon. 
I ~ 

A statement in Pes. R. 3L~.158 that angels of destruction 
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will be going about all the days of the Geull§Jl, but will not hurt 

the 11 Mou:r'ners of Zionn may refer to the wars of Gog and Magog, or 

more probably to an ext.ended period. of judgment and "reconstruction". 

It is in line with the numerous utterances in which the Messianic 

era is held to be only a middle po int between th:ls world and ·the 

world. to come, and which expect complete bliss only after the Messi

anic reign is at an end, and a new heaven and earth come into exist-

ence. 

I 
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CONCLUSION. 

The constructive achievements of this study have been 

practically nil. All that was pos•sible was to collect various 

scattered statements under a few heads, and to try to elicit the.tr 

significance, usually wj.th doubtful success~ To articulate these 

sayings into a systematic presentation has been impossible; but'.,this 

was not the fault of the student. To attempt to flt inconsistent 

and often contradictory elements into a systematic scheme would 

only be falsification, More light might have been thrown on the 

topics we have t:t'eated, had it been feasible ·to make a thoro study 

also of ·the concepts of ,the Mess:lah, resuri"ection, the role of 

1:t:11jah, and the beneficent aspects of eschatology--redemption and 

bl:i.ss. Yet even Rabbinic Eschatology e.s a whole will not be capable 

of very thoro synthetic presentation, because of three factors: 

1. rrhe mater1aJ. is both fragmentary and in many cases 

enigmatic in the fashion of the Apocalypse. 

2. In this field the Rab1)iS took the fullest advantage of 

that ft'eedom of' speculation on non-HaJ.a.kic ma.ttex·s which 

is exp:t'~ssed in the max:tm ~"\t -r-'il. ½)) 5"1J..,U)l) r~. As 

a resul·~ the~e is little j.nner un:tty in the material. 

3. Many of the statements on this subject can be under

stood only in the light of historical events or conditions 

of which we are ignorant. 

In view of these considerations it is unlikely that we shall ever be 

in a. pos:ttion to formulate a complete system of Rabbinic Escha_tology. 

All we can do is to sketch its broader outlines, as one section in 

the corpus of general Jewish Eschi::i.tology. 
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APPIQND_l.X. 

I. INDEX OF PASSAGES CITED, 

The references are to the oor1"ected text of the thesis: see corri-
genda on p. • In addition to the references to t,he .Bible here lis-
ted, see also refer~enoes to Melcilta and other Midrashim cited by 
Biblical verse. 

a.. Bible 

Genesis page H Hosea page 
15.31 16 2~15 2I~ 
25.31 19 

Amos 
Elxodus lt,. 7 35 

12.12 54 
28.15 4 Habakkuk 

2 ?.: 24 
Deuteronomy 

•J 

15.11 11 Zechariah 
7.13 2l~ 

Isaiah 9.1 58 
2.18 54 12.10 50 
3. llJ. 61 
11.4 59 .Malachi 
17.6,9 L1.5 3.19 63 
31.9 64 
50.1..~ L1-5 Psalms 
59.15 37 2.2 47 
60.22 28 .4 L1-7, 56 
63.21. 25 80.6 15 
6l1-. 3 12 89-52 39, 40 
66.21 59 90,LI- 19 

9L1-. 4 4.5 
Jeremiah 95.7 29 

5.19 21+ 122.5 61 
30,6 52 

Canticles 
F]zelci.el 8.7 53 

9 to 11 30 
Da.l'.l:tel 36.8 23 

38, 39 iJ,6 7.9 61 
39,9f, 48 .25 15 

12.7 27 



Mishnah 
Sotah 9.15 

Sanhedrin 10.1 
Eduyot 2.10 
Abot, passlm 

Tosei'ta 
Taanit 3-2.1 
Sanhedrin 13.2 

-3-5 

Jerushalmi 
Sabbath 8d 
Rosh Hashanah 57a 
Taani.t . 63d 

64a 
68d 

Sotah 24c 
Abodah Zarah 4.lt-a 

Babli 
Beralcot 28b 

34b 
Sabbath 63a 

118a 
118b 
151b 

Erubin 13b 
19a 

:Pe sci.him 4-9b 
54-b 

118b 
'Yoma 9b 

lOa 
35b 

Suklcah 52ab 
Rosh Hashanah 31b 
Taanit 7a 
Megillah 3a 

Mekilta 
·Exodus 12. L~2 

J.4-.21 
.28 

16. l.j. 
.25 
.32 

17 .121. 
20. 16 

•70 t:. 

b. Talmud 

page 
34-39, 4.1+, 
4<5 
51 
.lt6 
51, 61 

66 
51, 58 
64 

18 
51 
27 
28 
13 
5 
51.,. 

~-· 
::i ' 
10, 
10 
33, 
28 
10 
35 
64 

' 21.5 
24-
58 
25 
22, 
61 
50 
22, 
67 
25 

51 
12 

43, 

65 

47 

30 

i~s 

Babli, cont. page 
Yebamot 22tb 49 

62a 19, 20 
63b 20 

Ketubot llla 25, 43 
112b · 12, 40 

Neda.rim 8b 63 
Baba Batra 60b 20 
Sanhedrin l'7a L1-8 

38a 4 
38b 61 
65b 66 
9lab 61 
91b 10 
97a-99b see note 

110b 60 
llla 32 

Abodah Zarah 2a.ff. 55, 56 

Zebahim 
Ara.kin 
Nidda.J:1 
Abot De R. 

3b 49, 58, 63 
LJ.a 57 
Sa 19, 32 
9b 16, 17 

24a· 58 
116a 66 

1'7a 60 
13b 19, 20, 26 

Na:than 25/5 
Derek 1-Drez Zutta 1,. 61 

10 24-, 32+- 39, 
411-, 45 

NOTE : I have not listed the 
pages of the thesis in which 
pass~ges of Sanhedrin-97a-99b 
are treated since quotations 
from these foli.os are to be found 
thruout the thesii::1 on almoi3t 
every page, in part :i.cula:tl in 
Chapters IV and v. 

c. Midrash 
page Sifre pafe 32 Deuteronomy 32. 11 0, .lt.l '66 

60 
31.1-. 3 )~-8 

13 Aggadat Boreshit 33, 4.3, 60 Chapter 2 4'7 21.1- , 82 25 21-8 
14• 
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c. Midrash (cont. ) 

NB, For methods of Citing see the Bibliography, p.ii. 

Midrash Rabba page Midrash Tanhuma pa~e Genesis 6.6 63 f. Vayyiggaeh 6 
ll.5 66 Vayyikra 61 
13.6 58 Kedoshim, beg. 61 
221-. 2 32 Emor 47 

.4 20 Shofetim 59 
26.6 63 f. 
34.11 58 'l'anhuma Buber 
42.4 20 . 36, 1+2 Toledot 4 19 ,:;., 
44.17 12~ Va.era 15 32 
63.9 22 Terurn.ah 6 49 
65.12 24 Shofetim 10 54, 58 
73,7 50 

J?esikta 75.5 60 
78.5 58 Chapter 5.47.b,42b 28 
82.8 51 .49b.42}a 68 
93.11 60 0 51b.46a 10, 21, 311--
98.2 25 39, lt-4. 1~5 
99.2 50 9°79a.70b 47 

Exodus 19.4 58 20.143q.128a 58 
25,12 11, 28 22. ll.i-8a 132b 46 
51.7 12} • • • • • & • • • • • • 32 

Leviticus 4,5 61 
Pesikta Rabbati 13.2 58 

.5 12~ Chapter 1.2a 58 
21.4 53 l.end 21, 39, 40 
27.11 4'7 lf-1 

Numbers 11.2 68 10.36a 58 
Ruth pet.1.1 52 12.49b-50a 50 

2.15 68 15.71b 28 
Lamentations pet.21 24 ,72b 68 

1.13 22 ,75ab 34-39, 41 
2.2 30 4-4, 45 

Ecclesiastes 1.5 63 20.95b 61 
.9 22 31+.158b 68 

10.1 61 35.end 55 
11,5 2Lf 36.162a 36, lt-2 

Cantj_cles 1.9 60 .:·37. l63a 47 
2.1 52 Seder Eliahu Rabba .2 57 

/ .7 25 Chapter 1.5 21-7 
.8 28 2.6 15, 16, 26, 
,9 68 29 
~13 34-39, 4,1, 6.37 16 

4LJ., 45 
Seder Eliahu Zutta 5.2 28 

7.3 58 Chapter 16.11 f. 31+-39' 44, 
.5 58 2~5 

8.8 53 
Midrash Ha.ggadol .9 22 

Genesis 25.26 22 



Midrash 
1.20 
l.end 
2.3 

.4 
,9 
.14 

9.6 
15.5 
19.3 
20.3 
21.3 
31.3 
31.6 
31.7 
52.8 
87.6 
100.1 
119.2 

Tehillim page 
52 
57 
59 
47 
41 
58 
55 
53 
63 
61 
59 

c. Midrash (cont.) 
Pirke De 

Chapter 

57, 63 
65 
25 
14 
58 -
59 
48 

d. Targum 
page 

Pseudo-Jonathan Exodus 40.9f, 32 
40.11 49 

Numbersll. 26 1+8 
21+.17f. 49 

Fragment Targ. Exodus 12. 2.J.2 32 
Numbersll.26 48 

Targ. Prophets Micah 4.8 26 
Shani Esther 1.1 14 

R. Eliezer 
11.80 f. 
18.131 
28.201 
30.221 

page 
14 
l.1.9 
14 
Lt-1, 45 
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II. LIST 011' TANl\fAIM AND AMOR.AIM MJ.DNTIONED IN rrI-IE 1rimSIS, 

NBi This list is based on the researches of Bacher and Strack. 
T equals Tanna; A, Palest,inian Amara; bA, Babylonian Amara. The nu
merals give the generation to which the respective teachers belonged. 

Abba (dub-rhous) A 
Abba b. Kahana, A3 
Abahu, A3 
Abaye, bAl+ 
Abin, A)+ 
Aha,. A1J. 
Akabya b. Mahallel, Tl 
Akiba, 1112 
Alexander, A2 
Aquila, T2 
Ashi, bA6 
Assi, A3 
Bar Kappara (Eleazar b. K.) T5 
Ben Azzai (Simeon b. A.) T2 
Beralr.y a, A5 
Bet Hillel and Bet Shammai, '.L1 

Eibo, Al+ 
BJleazar b. Abina, AS 
Eleazar b. Azariah, T2 
Eleazar b. Pedat, A3 
Eleazar b. Simon, T4 
Eleazar Hakka.par, T4 
Eleazar ti:lf Modin, 1r2 ·· 
Elliezer b. Hyrkanos (the G·reat) 
Eliezer b. Jacob, T3 (probably: 

Gamliel II, r_r2 
Hillel (seep. 11) 
Huna, A4 
Hama b. Hanina, A2 
Hanan b. Tahalifa, bA3 
Hanina (b. Hama), Al 
Hanin& b. Abahu, AL~ 
Hanina b. Papa, A3 
Helbo, At!, 

·.r2 
there were two Tannaim of this 
name. ) 

H1yya,., T5 
Hiyya b. Abba (II), A3 (probably) . 
Io.di, A5 
Isaac, A3 
Isaac b. Meryon, A3 
Ishmael (b. Elisha) T2 
Jannai, Al 
Johanan (b. Nappaha) A2 
Johanan b. 1rorta, 112 
J'ohanan b. Zal{kai, rr1 
Jose b. Halafta, T3 
Jona.than, T3 
Jose b. Kisma, 'r2 
Joseph, bA3 
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Joshua (b. Hananiah) T2 
Joshua b. Levi, Al 
Judah (b. Ilai) T3 
Judah b. Rabbi (dubious, probably scrlbal error) 
Judah b. Simon, AlJ. 
Judah, brother of' R. Sala the Pious, bA5 
Judah the Prince (Rabbi) T4 
Ketina, bA2 
Levi, A3 
Mani, A5 
Meir, T3 
Nahman, A5 
Nathan, 1:rL~ 
Nehemiah, '.rJ 
Nehorai, T3 
Pappos, '112 
Rab (Abba Areka) bAl 
Rabbi, see Judah the Prince 
Resh Lakish (R. Simon b. Lakish) A2 
Reuben, A2 
Samuel (Mar S. ) bAl 
Samuel b. Isaac, A3 
Samuel b. Nahman, A3 
Shela, bAl 
Simlai, A2 
Simeon b. Johai, T3 
Tanh.um b. Hiyya, A3 
Ulla, A5 
Zeira, A3 

l68t0fi 



III. ADDENDA AND CORRIGENDA. 
p. 10, 1. 14-for Sab. 151a, r. Sab. 151b 

11, 1. 26-for Daub. 11.21, r. Deut. 15.11 
14, 1.21--ornit Sifre to Deut. 32.11, and add 11 Ge:ti.R. 42.J .• 17, 

Ex. R. 51.7, Mid. Til. 52.8; note t~e interesting var
iation in PRE. 28.201, dating from after the rise of 
the Mohammedan power. '' 

1. 22-for Latin Esdras, read Ethiopia Esdras. 
16, 1.2---before "glossator" add "eddtor or". 
20, 1.5---for p.37, r. p. 37 ff. -

bottom~for p. 37, n. 1, r. p. 38, n.l 
22, 1. 16 ... omit the sentence begi.nni.ng "Rab's teacher.n The state

ments :l..n Sanh. and Yoma are identical, the confusion 
being due to a misreading of the abbreviation 

24, bottom-for Mek. to Ex. 17.32, r. Mek. to Ex. 16.32. 
, 1. 23--for Hab. 3.3, r. Hab. 2.3. 

25, 1. 15--for Gen. R. 98.3, r. Gen. R. 98.2. 
26, 1. 12--for Hana, r. Hanina. 

1. 13--for Sanh. 98b, r. Sanh. 98a. 
1. 27--after Sanh. 97b-98a, insert (also in j. Taan. 63d). 

28, 1. 12--for Sab. 118a, r. Sab. 118b. 
1. 17--the citations are confused. The version of j. Taan. 64a 

credits R. Levi with the same view as that found in 
Ex. R., namely that the proper observance of a single 
Sabbath would bring about the redemption. The view 
that a day's repentance would accomplish the same end 
is ascribed in this source to R. Tanhum b. Hiyya. 

32, note (6 )--for Gen. R. 21.1-.4, r. Gen. R. 24.2. 
PP• 34, 39, 40, 44--for Cant. R. 2.101 rt. Cant. R. 2.13. 
P• 41, 1.11---for p. 41 f., r. p. 11. 

43, 1. 16--for Sabbath 118b, r. Sab. 118a. 
45, note (4)--for rs. 40.4, r. rs. 50.4. 
1+6, bottom --for PRIC. 32, etc., r. PID{. 22.14-8a.132rJ. 
49, bottom --for PRE. 18.31, r. PRE. 18.131. 
51, 1. 11---for Sanh. 12.1, r. Sanh. 10.1. 

1. 21---for R.H. 37a, r. j. R.H. 57a, 
52, 1. 7 -~for Cant. R. 8.8, r. Cant. R. 2.1. 
58, 1. 14 --for AZ, 24b, r. AZ. 24a. 
60, 1. 10 --for Gen. R. 73.11, r. Gen. R. 93.11. 
61, 1. 14 --for Lev. R. 4.4, r. Lev. R~ 4.5. 

bottom--for Ps. 122.2, r. Pe. 122.5. 
62, hGte (6)-for JE., v.5, p. 218b, r. JE., v.5, p.215a. 
68, 1. 23 --for Pee. R. 15,72a, r. Fee. R. 15.72b. 

bottom--for Pes. R. 34.158, r. Pes. R. 34.158b. 
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