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INTRODUCTORY

B

OUTLINE of JEWISH HISTORY «~- CYRUS to NBHEMIAH
538 - 430

Chapters 56 -~ 66 of lsaiah, as we nhzél find iater, were written in
what is known as the Persisn period of Jluica, "?ill remarksble for ite
lsck of historical data and sources. e must conseguently be o:troi)y
careful in our treatment of the historioal background of these chapteres.
However, sfter the thoro investigation thet scholars have made in the gen-
ersl Oriental history of the sixth and Ffifth pre~Chrietian centuries, o»#¥
end aided by the few references that we have from Jewish sources we are en-
sbled to reconstruct in outline an hypothetical Jewish history of the time
that cannot be far from right. Naturally, details will be lacking, and the
element of absolute certainty may forever be denied ue; still we must rely
upon this reconstructinn if we are to make any headway in our studies.

After all, we are not totally in the dark -~ for the rest we must trust to
our isagination, for "The imagination is the mother of all history as well
as of all poetry".*

Owing to this lack of material some scholars modestly but truth-
fully despair of our ability to know snything of the events of the time ~=
they find it impossible to gather the few shrede and weave it into a history.
Other scholars have gone to the extreme writing an entire history full of
deteil for which they have not the lesst proof. They are positive in their
statements, denying one thing and affirming the other sccording to their
plessure. Thue H. P. Smith, in his "0 T Hist', having hardly any oroof
whatsoever, flatly denies that Cyrus ever allowed the Jews to return tec Jeru-
salen and to rebuild the temple, he denies that any Jews went bsck in 538,
and questions the historicity of Ezra. Ezra must indeed feel flattered to
find himsel! in the good company of Moses and Jesus -- but in view of
documentary proof how oan one deny his existence with more certainty than
affirm it? Smith himeell admits, it seems, that if Ezra did not carry out
the work sssigned to him, then some other man by the neme of Esrs must have
done it. The golden mesn is slways the better path to follow -~ a third

* Mommeew, 'ROmische Geschichte' V.5.




group of soholars, makind use of the little material on hand, have rein-
terpreted the events chronicled in a conservative manmer, and have thus giv-
en us, a8 far alll possible, a consecutive history. Thewe men sre neither
blindly credulous nor are they too sceptical, eo that they are in a position
to ¢ive us s fairly relieble picture of the Jews under the Persian rule.
Chief among thie third cless of scholars is the eminent historisn Eduard
Veyer, whoee presentation of the fortunes of the Jews during the Fifth end
fourth centuries I shall follow closely. I may add that a scholar like
Littman has adopted bodily many of Meyer's hypotheses -- e. g., the view
that it was Ezra who began to rebuild the walls of Jerusalem. A brief
chronology of the important events in the Jewish history of the Persiau
period is all that I shall attempt here.

In Oet. 539 Cyrus marched vietoriously into Babylon. Thie con-
oueror was noted for his remarkable mildness towards,and even fondness for,
the ¢ods and relidions of his subject nations. In Babylon he restored the
Marduk cult to & greater splendor than it enjoyed during the prime of Chal-
des. It was not a _t all surprising, then, that in the summer of 538 he
issued & decree sllowing the Jews of Babylon to return to their native land,
ordering the sacred vessels of the Jewieh temple - Babylonian trophies -~ to
be restored, and permitting the temple to be rebuilt. It is & matter of
conjecture as to how many Jews returned -- evidently only a handful of the
less prosperous onee -- for as lste ss the time of Neh. we find Jerusalen
practically depopulsted and the Jews in poor circumetances. (Neh.11:1%)

It etande to resson, too, that the weelthier clase was not prone to forsake
ite socisl poeition 2= well as its 1ife of lusury and ease for the unknown
fortunes of pioneer life. As povernor of Judea, subject to the Syriean
satrap, §a§bagqur, gon of King Jojekin, was sppointed. Fragments of old
friendly neighbore - Kalebites, Jershme'elites, and Rekasbites, pressed
further into Judea by outer enemies - welcomed ihe returned Jews, and gladly
joined them; whilst Edom, Moab, Ammon, snd Philistia remained hostile.

Those Jews who had not been exiled, finding themeelves more akin td their
Sameritan neighbore, were aleo out of harmony with the new srrivals.

These older inhabitents made but little prodress in their relidious develop~

ment, their primitive Yahweh worship beind of the same type which the pre-
Exilio prophets, snd even Ezekiel, found so objectionable and so much skin
to fdolatry. The Jews in Bsbylon, on the other hand, succeeded in develop-
ing their religion to a higher conception of monotheism. They also clash-
ed with the older inhabitants of the Tand because, in order to preserve
their identity in a foreign land, they had to ¢uard particularly to keep the
seed of Abrsham pure from mixture of any foreign blood. Their brethren in




slestine, on the other hand, did not hesitate to intermerry
freely, so that frioction arose on that account.

A community, however was or¢anized in Jerusalem, sn_d & subsorip-
tion made for rebuilding the templa. An sltar was fArst reared, so that re«
1igious worship might be resumed - but as for the temple, even il some
beginning was msde to rear it, ite building could make no headway at the
time. The people were too few and too poor, all their energies were needed
in their efforts to rehabilitate themselves in the land, and building their
own homes (Hag. 1:4, 9). Other troubles came too: famine (Hag. 1:6,10,11;
2:16,17), oppressive taxation both for the king and the goveranor, snd suf-
fering on socount of Cambysey' campaigns (Zech., 8:10) == &1l these gave the
Jewa no time to devote to the rebuilding of the tesmple. The miraculous
return of all Isrsel, for which they had hoped, did not take place, their
fond hopes and expectations geve way to dissppointment, wrtohedness and
‘consternation.

522 -~ 519 were years of great upheaval, and sltho Judah was too
insignificsnt to take part in it 6 yet it expected to reap the benefits of
this period of unrest; the Jews saw in the events of that time the worlde-
catastrophe which the prophets foresaw as coming before the establishment of
God's dominion on earth. The promised 70 years of their exile was about
ended -- all that was needed was a temple with its proper service, then God
would reveal Himsel! and redeem Isrsel.

In 520 Zoﬁhabal, nephew and successor of éigbaqqar. was hailed by
he prophets as new king - the branch of the house of David. His first
commission was naturslly to build the temple (Zeoh. 6:9-15)., Yet the ex-
pcatcd miracles failed to come. Pereia remained in its place even firmer
than ever;with Darius Hytpasfiu (521-485) on ite throne. In the spring of
19 SISInes (Tatnai, Ezra.c. 5), satrap of Syria and Basbylonia, coming to
alestine on an inspection tour, regarded the aotivities of the Jews with
suspicion. Darius, however, feared no uprising from the insignificant
alestinian population, so thet he allowed them to proceed with their build-
ng of the temple, contrary to the expectetione of the satrap. Zerubsbel's
oyal aspirstions were ihue put sn end to, and he must even have been deposed,
or we hesr no more of him., March 10, 515 the temple was completed,, b
xpectatione for the Meseienic were dispelled.

The community, as far as it wae organized st all, had s theocratic
spect, Having no nstionsl independence there were no Jewish rulers to
surp the prieslly prerogstives. The high-priest wes supreme in religioue




pffeirs, and the only suthority above him wae that of the Persisn rulers snd
gstraps. Thus the religious 8and legaslietic development of the Jews was
carried on unhempered.

At this time there were three clesses of inhsbitante in Palestine:
1 The Ssmaritsne, with their bybrid Yahweh religion, who were steeped in
{delatry snd superstition to the extent that they wers sbsolutely obnoxious
to the Jewe., Yat, having no centrsl shrine of their own, they most likely
mingled with the Jews, often worshipfing snd sscrificing at the Jeruselem
ganctuary.
Z The peasent inhabitants of Judah who were not exiled by Nebuchdrezzear,
Their religion wae not far different from that of the Sameritane, and they
doubtlessly felt = closer bond of kinship towards them than towsrds the
returned Golah, who sppesred strange 2nd foreién. VYet they desivbeosdy
joined in the community 1ife and religious exercises of their brethren.
3 The returned captivity, who hsd resched to a higher stade of pure monothe-
ism, and who formed the backbone of the religiovs community after the Exile.
Ag their antagonism for the Samaritens grew, there developed in the second
group a definite pro-Seameritan party which opposed all the reforms and
institutions proposed by the Cola. Those who did not side with the Samari-
tens remained neutrsl or openly svowed the cause of the third cless.
There ie no doubt that the teachers and lesdere of the community often
oresched to these half-Jews, inviting them to sccept their pure monotheistioc
faith; for this would not only etrengthen and solidify the nation and thus
prove to its advantege, but it would slso add to the glory of Yshweh.
The Ssmeritans, bowever, turned s deaf ear. When, on the other hend, the
Semaritsns wished to join snd sessiet the Jewe in their temple work and wor-
shlpkhe Jews would accept them only upo_n conditions which seemed an sb-
solute refusal to the former. So the Sswaritsns svended themselves by
petty snnoyences and hostilities. ' ]

As time went on other troubles slso incressed for the Jews,
The femine and the pressure of their enemies, both of which probably ceased
for a short time after the temple was rebuilt, now returned even worse then
before. Edom harassed them from the South,while their cropes snd csttle
were veriodicslly robbed by the bedovine from the desert. Help csme adain
from Babylon.

In the summer of 458 Ezras was commissioned by Artaxexes I.(Longi-
manus) to go as governor to Jeruealem, and to institute there some needed
reforme. A2 long es Ezra limited hie sctivity to makiné some changdees within
the land the opposition from the Samaritans could not harm him., He mcon
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gaw clesrly, however, thst if his stteppts st rehabiliteting the community
snd plscing it on & solid religious basis were to n@et with sny success
whatever, he must first sepsrate the pure Jews from the sliens and hesthens
who both make depradstory incursions upon their territory es well ae sxert
sn unwholesome influence woon their religion. The first duty imcumbent
wes to rebuild the walls of Jerusslem which were lying in ruins for s
cefiry snd s querter. So he set sbout this work sltho he hed received no
permigsion from his king to do so. Here the Ssmaritsns, who were wstohing
his every move with suspleion, ssw their opportunity to frustrate Ezra's
designs. Rehum, the sstrap of Sameris, reported the fact to Artaxexes, 1
who forbade Bzra to rebuild the walls. Ezra's power was thus broken, and
we hear no more of him until he is brot basck into prominence by Neh. i,

This disappointment caused ¢reat consternstion among the Jews, wmo '
that time and again the suthors of T1s8,56-6€ desl with the problem of why the
wells are not rebuilt, and hold out the grest promise that the very enemies
who helped demolish them will have tSI?nga them. The distreseing news
finslly resched Neh., the royal cup-besrer, who obtained leave of absence
from his sovereid¢n, with direct permisesion to resr the walls of Jerusalen. |
He osme in April, 445, end the work waes completed in July of the ssme year. J
|

The Samaritens mocked and threstened to put 2 stop to Nehemiah's sctivity ,
thru cunning amd open sttack, but the roysl edict se well se the leader's .
keen end practicsl foresight saved the day for the Jewe, [Even the planned |
attack of the Sameritens miscarried; snd before they knew it they were e [
completely shut out from the Jewish community, to their dismay. Kith them
went some influentisl snd lezsding Jewe.who found themselves uncomfortatly
gituasted in Jeruealen. At the psychologicsl moment & public meeting was
held, the community purged of all aliens, & covenant mede to serve God, snd

2 new code sccapted se the suthentic lew of Moses, Neh. now diespoeares from
the scene # for e time, seemingly leaving Ezra in chergde , but he soon
returne to prosecute hie plans with an indomitable will, His chief enemies
were the Semaritens, whom he succeeded in rooting out entirelyhn time.

B4 Py UL R TELE ST (e

Nehemiah's work wee concluded succesefully, and the Jew-
ieh theocracy uhich he formed larted for meny yesrs.

Thue driven out from all participation in the Jewish temple at I
Jerusalem, the Semaritsns had to think of building a shrine of their own,
and Mount Gerizim was the logical place for it. It is hard to essy how lon¢
they cherished the plan in thekr bosory but Neh, precipitsted ite completion.
Joe.'Antiq'. XI, 8, 2-4 hae it that the Cerizim-sanctusry wae built st the
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time of Alexender the Grest, the seme time when Manasseh was expelled
from the community; but Jos. is often unreliable, and we know that hie
Manssseh story is placed s hundred years too late. It seems fer more
hietoricel, then, to place the event 2e synchronous with Hehemiah.

In Neh.13: 28 we read that the grandson of Eliafhib the high-priest,
possibly the same Menaseeh mentioned by Jos., married the dauvghter of
Nehemieh's inveterate enemy - Sanbellet - for which resson Neh. forthwith
banished him from Jeruselem. It is not at 21l unlikely that, pushed to
the fore by his powerful festher-in-lezw, thie fugitive became the religious
leader and priest of the Sameritans; so that it was Manesseh who helped
them carry out their pvlan to resr & sanctuary on Mount Gerizim.

History now throwes a veil of mystery over the subeecuent fortunes
of the Jews down to the Greek pericd. Here and there the veil is lifted
but for a single moment, and thru the medium of some peelmist or prophet
ve are enabled to see the sad stete in which the Jews found themselves,
but on the whole & consecutive reconstruction of the events ie impossible.
%e do Find a few scattered Facts from the time of Artexerxes II1.(Cchus,
358 - 329), but it is more sdventaceous to treet that in connection with
the liturgical composition - Is. 63:7 - 64:11.

B
THE BOOK of ISAIAE

It is not the province of this veper to divide the book of Is.
into ite sourcese, nor even to prove that all of it nag:nritten by Is. ben
tmoz in the letter half of the 8th century. Originally cc. 40 - 66 were
sevareted from the first 39 cc. a2nd celled 11.Is. It wee scon reslized
even by the esrlier scholere thet theee lsst 26 cec. were fer from being e
literary unit, soc thet the IT.Issienic orochecies were lirited to cec. 40-
55. . - B6 - 66 reflect en entirely different hietoricel beckground
se well ae 2 different soirit from the 19 oreceding ce. These leet eleven
ce. were poovlerly nemed Trito-Is. by Lu., 2 neme by which they ere now ‘
known. 111.1e.,however, hae slec been broken up into verious compositions
end eecribed to different suthors by modern echolsre. It ie the task of
thie peper to escertein, es far as poseible, the conditions under which
these cc. were written end their euthorehin. The exsct time and cirecum-
stences of these orophecies %ill be discussed in connection with esch
composition. Suffice it to sey here thet the style, the lengusge, the
idess, the spirit, ss well se the historicel beckédround ell prove that
these ce, were writtep et leset after the rebuilding of the eecond temple. |

——
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C
RESUME of the WORK

Taking the discusesions in the ensuing pp. for drented, we

find thet there esre nine independent comporitione in the eleven co.,
writtdn between the years 458 and 347. It is extremly difficult to pick
out individual suthors - they were sll profoundly influenced by the style
and idess of 1I.Is, 2nd by the theolody of Ezekiel; so thet, presenting
l1ittle originality #nd etill lese pereonelity, it is hard to distingnieh
end to discriminate. But the very fact that a pericd of over s century
elepsed between the first and the lset comvositions precludes unity of =~ .
suthorship. [Let us tabulete the dates to see how these will help us:

1 56: 18 a detstched oroohecy, time of Ezra, ca. 458
11 59:15b - 20; 6%:1 - 6

56:9 - 57:21 il
111 58, 59 close to 450
IV 60 - 62 " 445
v 65, 66 S 430
VI 63:7 - 64:11, the last one, written " 347

Excluding the last fete we have & period of sbout 30 vesrs, end
it ie probable for one men'e litersry activity to have extended that fer.
The languegde and historicsl eituetion cen helo ue but little in determining
the avthorship, 2s wes pointed out; e2nd in epirit, too,meny of them ere
uniform. From the internel evidence, carefully weighed in esch cese, I
came to conclueione in many instencee eimiler to those of Che., 2nd con-
trery to most other eritics, Litt. included. Indeed it is possible for
no one to point out the suthor; but we can say with certsinty thet severel
gchools and tyves of thot are reoresented in the book. Ke can st once
pleece H6:1 - 8, with ite legaliem end ineietence on the Sebbath, in the
ssme estedory with 58:13, 14. Thie euthor does not seem to reappeer.
Litt. sudgests that we fail to recoénize the seme suthor in subsecuent
passeges because of the discrepency in time and conditions. Thie ie
untensble, becsuse six other cc. were written within thirteen yesrs of the
time 56:1-8 was written, end that ie not loné¢ enough for the suthor end
his "Weltsnechauung' to change so completely. Ce. 58,59 stand by .
themeelves. Here we miss the vindictiveness and lack of spirituslity
characterizing the other gg. =hone toowsbebed o3 59" im ovder 4o shew
o kEneIY wibh e whedosasd. If indeed any of the
suthors of Is. 56-66 should be called Trito-Is., it ie only the suthor of
58,59 that I would honor by joining to the two immortsl Issisbs. None of

— el
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the other prophecies in the book we sre desling with attein to the spirit-
ual heights of these two cc. Th“léﬂwe siresdy have three distinoct suthors :
56: 1-8; 58, 59; 63:7-64:11, The remaining cc. all belong to the
geme school, tho herdly to the same author. In thot, style, and even in
langusge (@ more relisble criterion heres than elsewhere) 56:9-57:21

is closely sllied with 65, 66 They both stteck the Ssmsritens with eousl
vigor, end as to their phreseology of. especielly 57:15b with 66:2b.

CC. 60-62 surely belong to the same gdroup, tho we have no evidence that
they were written by the same hand. To thie clsse we may sleo add 59:15b
-20; 63:1-6. Arrenging these oropheciee in tabuleted form we have:

I 56: 1-8 458

11 56:9-57:21; 65,66 457 - 430
And of the same group:
H9: 15b-20; 63: 1-6
60-62

111 58; 59: 1=15a 450

IV 63:7-64: 11 347
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56:i-8 -- CONSQLATION to PROSBLYTES snd to JEWISH EUNUCHE

Short as this prophecy is, it reflects enoufh of the conditions
of the time to warrant its sepsrstion from II.Ie. the prophet is evident-
1y spesking sfter the first return of the Golsh in socordsnce with Cyrus'
edict of 538 (v.8), The temple is rebuilt and the sacrifices restored(v.
7). The sde of exclusiveness and legeslism has slready set in. The broad
ethical connotetion which the second Ie. attstched to the words npisy maen
gives way to a narrower technical mesning, se can bée seen from ite ex-
pastistion in v.2 1%%rc ror scr

The author ie not yet the extremely exclusive legsliet that Ezrs
snd Neh. are *. The eunuch may eerve in the temple; the etrander is wel-
comed in landusge eimilar to that of Solomon's dedicatory oreyer (I Ki, 3:
41-42)., The community is established (v.3 12v), and the sanctuary
built, so that the cuestion of the status of the stransder end the eunuch
is the moet important problem of the day. But the hearty welcoma that
both these classes raceive sssurss_us that the composition must have
been written either earlier than 450 or after 445. In 458 Ezra came to
Jerussiem, and it can hardly be imagined thet the proohet who seems so
much in sccord with the rest of Ezra's and Nehehish's work ° should oppose
thew just in this. The latter date ie given becavse after Nehemiah's
activity, his and Bzra's influence may have been forgotten. However,
thie ie hardly likely. That this composition wse written later than
445 is out of the ouestion, Che. to the contrary. V.1 clearly shows
that the prophet is looking forward to the arrival of the Ezra caravan.
Furthermors, after the promuldation of the P code eunuchs and proselytes
would never have been invited so curdially to participate in the temple
gervice by 8 man ae Iagalistic as our asuthor proves himeell to be.

V.8 again seems to be awaiting a definite return - not something vague.
Thie return c¢sn mesn no toher than that of Ezre and his company which
,the Jews must have been expecting when vv.1-8 were written. Only thus

*Cf., e. 2., EBzra 9:1-4; Neh. 13:1-3,

°Cf. especially the lang. of vv. 4,6 with that used in P with especisl
raference to the 'covenant of the Lord'and ra» =cy. This ie not mere
sinilarity of phraseology - it bespesks s like theolody.
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can we sppreciate the importance which the éFASY4/ALLA
~ prophet attgﬁchcl to the otacle of this v., en importance that seems so
exagderated to Che,

Che. errs in placing this orophecy sfter Neh. by hie hypothesis
that Neh. himsell may have been one of the ounuohlbbjooted to by the
people * and welcomed by this author (p.311). This strange hypothesis
is based on the fact that Neh. served wine to the king in the presence
of the ouesn (Neh. 2:6), but nowhere in the Bible is there the least hint
that Neh was & 50, This Endlish scholar forgets that Neh was most
sctive in the promulgdation of the Peode, that it was only he who made its
aoceptance poseible - but the P code definitely excludes eunuche from the
community. Both Neh, and P also tske a rigdorous etsnd aﬂalnet the strang-
er welcomed by our suthor. 65:1,2, a product of the,fflltor Neh., seems
to know of the welcome extended to stranders by thie suthor (doubtlessly
by others, too, of whom we have no dieect evidence), and stastes clearly
that at on~ time proselytes were invited,

An Bxilic date is out of the ouestion for this prophecy - of the
poet-Exilie time, the one shortly before Ezra eeems to Fit best in accord-
ance with the spirit, ideas exprsssed, and historical backéround. The
expectstion of imminent relief - the keynote of the orophecy, with which
it both bedins and endes - geema certein to point to the fact that the
suthor was expecting the coming of Fzra and wished to prepare the way for
him, It is doubtful whether the author wass & coworker of Ezra, the
avidences seem to point to the faat that he was an independent prophet,
whose activities were confined to Jerusalem, and who expected a gdreat
change for the better with the coming of Ezra.

e

* Ccr. Ps, 127.

-
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IT === 5619 - 57:21

A 56:9<57:2
B 57:3=13a

Ageinst the Unworthy Rulers of the Community

Agsinst the Idolatry of the Samaritsne and
their Priende within the Community

A Promieo of Divine Help to the Oppressed
snd Crushed Psrty of the Pious

C H57:13b-21

56:9-57¢421, in no wise connected with the preceding, offers

meny difficulties, "Thies obsoure passage”, says Che. (0.385), "which
opens with a denunciation of the rulers of the Jewish community for

their inospscity, slothfulnese and dreed, closes with s messsde of del-
jostely expressed conselation and encoursgement to the Jewish 'uoplo:to
the Par off and to the near'. Widway comes an invective, in still more
vehement terms thar the introduction, agsinst a commegnity distinct (as it
forme of hestheniem.--~ The first cuestion to ask is whether this passade
is a8 whole, or whether two writere have been concerned in produocing it."
After separating 57:13b=-21 Ffrom the preceding as the product of a 4iffer-
ent suthor and a later time, Che., continues: "The next ouvestion is,
whether tha pariod of the first and longer part . . . is before, during, or
after the Exile". But Che. ie wrong in separating this prophecy. His
strongest srdument is based on linguistic evidence -- he finde the first
part to be closely linked with Jer. and Ezek., while the latter relies
¢reatly on II. Is. TWhich means that both psrts rely on prophets who, we
sre all agreed, lived before the time that the earliest piese in the col-
lection of compositions in Te. 56-66 was writtem. The prophecy before us,
vhether a unit or not, is conspicuous by its lack of originality. Thy
then should we suppose, if other evidences point to the contrary, that

the author would draw only upon s single source for his model? Surely all
three prophets, Jer., Bzek., and II.Is, were extant at the time; how else
could the two authore of Cheny's hypothesis det to thes? 1Is it not more
logiocal to suppoee that an suthor who feels no compunction st borrowing
would esdlect ae hies model material most euitable for his purpose?

fhere could he find better inspiration for attacking Isrselitish idolatry
(Iﬁuy Israelitish, for II.Is. ssasils the idolstry of the other nations

in contrast with Isrsel's monotheiem) then in Jer. and Bzek.?  What
prophat, on the other hand, could serve 28 a better model for coaforting
snd consoling the oppressed than the author of the Bervant of Yahweh sonds
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whose first wordes are "Comfort ye, comfort ye My people"?

Would not the very faset that the author of the firet portion draws from

two sources -- Jer, and Ezek, ss Che. himeell edmits -~ prove thst the same
suthor is just ss 1ikely to uee a third prophet when it suits his purpose?

QEor in his argument (p. 320) Che. adrees that the Pirst portion does have

affinities with II.Is.

Nor is the fsct that the third portion deals with & new subject
sufficient to sepesrate the composition, for is not the first part entirely
independent of the second? Yet the two sre sufficiently slike to bespeak
g single suthor. In fact the second psrt is more closely linked with the
third than with the first. 57:4 already intimstes the pjipus to whom
the suthor would later sddress a message of consolation. True 13:b is a
sudden transition, but this makes the contrast that the author wicghes to
emphasize asll the stronger. It ie s litersry device universally used in
literature, snd Oriental writers are especiaslly fond of it. Cf. Amos
sudJenly turning foom Moab, Isrsel's inveterste enemy, to Isrsel itself
(Am. 2:1-<6); or note the sudden trsnsition of Hos. from his own private
1ife to the national 1ife of Israel (3:3,4). Furthermore, the third part
often reverts back to the wicked wentioned in the second. In objection
to this Che, says that "Bvpe~ .. is the ordinary exoression (sedPs.) for
the lawlwss party smongd the Jews"., (Quite so, but must we wait until the
Maccabean period to find such a party? Decidedly not! There ie not
the least doubt that the Samsritans had strond adherente among the power-
ful Jews in Jerusslem. A cursory verusal of Ezrs and Neh. is sufficient
to convince any one of this fact -- while Che. himsell refers to it when
convenient For any of his hyvotheses.

Cheyne's masin argument for sepsrstind the two pieces and placing
the last one later then 430, boile down to the fact that the phrase "the
Par off and the near" (57:19) occurs sgain in Dan. 9:7, and to wyy & peq *
being"two late Hebrew words of Talmudic effinities”. As to the former -
the suthor of Dan. may juet as well have borrowed from this prophet.

After 8l]l it is not such a wonderfully new combination of words that it
could not heve been hit upon by anyone but the ingengﬁpus spocalyptist.

z7). , esye Che. ie Pound only in Am.8:8, and there it is an interpolation
--= granted, but what proof have we that it is a Talmudic insertion?

Che. seems to forget that . the little Bible does not exhaust the rich
vocabulary of the Hebrew languagde. His reference to Sota 24a (p. 322 note)

*It is dranted that his emendstions in v.20 ceem plausible: w~33 to 933
and 2933 to 1zWAM ;e
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does not seem at all conclusive. 1°%1p7 1733 ©Y0 1T Teve
(the water rose more and more) is written in neo-Hebrew, which draws on the
Bible for = greater part of its vooabulary. It is danderous, moreover,
to base a theory on what the text might have read. p93) might have been
originelly v11), as Hoffmann suggests, but there is no proof of it whatever.
We may just as well emend the text to ziv: with de Lag. Du. thinke it
safer to be conservative in this paseade and retain w33 ..

Nor does Cﬁyno give more conclusive evidence thst the word een
¢ould not have baen extant shortly after the Exile, while he himsell admite

some affinities between the two pieces. "Peace (v. 139) repeated reminds
us of the repetitions in vv. 6, 14."

The conclusion is ouite natural: 56:9-57:21 is a sindle composition.*
The prophet first turns his gaze to the unworthy priests, prophete and rul-
ers (who probably Praternized with the Samaritsne to a considerable extent);
then the godless idolators sre sttacked. Theese may be within the Jewigh
community iteelf, but it is wore likely that the Samaritans and their
Jewish esympathizere are mesnt. The community sddressed (note the feminine
from V. 6 onwardes) seems to be dietinet from that whose lesders sre spoken
of in 56:10-12, and the words"brood of an adulteress end harlot" ° gain in
force when explained of the mixed origin as well as the impure religion of
the Samaritans. Moreover, with Haggei and Zech. 1-8 before us, it is
scarcely crndibl‘phat. even in imitation of Ezek. 16:3,45 (written before
Zedekiah's captivity), such strong expressions could have been used of the
post-Bxilic Jewish community. *
*of course I am not dealing with the text of thie piece, nor of IIl.Is. in
general, in regard to which Du. sptly ssys it is "Ziemlich schlecht erhalt=
en", Were I interested in the textual side of thi progheoy'r should
naturally omit v.5 in e¢. 57, anf make other necesnarya. Conseouently |
when 1 say it is » unit sllowance must be made for emendstione and
omissions sugdested by textual criticiem.
o 57:3b Read nity rewxic pot

x For Purther discussion on this voint eee section IX, in connection
with ce. 65, 66.




Finally the suthor sddreesses s word of comfort and hove to the
pious members of the Jewish community, s message of whioch they were in
sore need.

Having settled the unity of 56 : 9 - 57:21, let us now try to

plsce its date and asuthorship. Older critics have asttempted to precve

it 8 pre-Bxilic product (Eweld, Bleek, Graetz, Kuenen, Dillmsnn, Cornjll,
Rysael, Rilghboer, and Che. in his earlier writings; Che. v.315, note 3).
Luzzatto, who ascribes all the rest of the book to Ia. , redards 57:1,2

as 8 dirde upon Is., who, sccordind to lefend, was sawn asunder by ordar
of Manasessh. [Luzzatto was followed in his view by Ewald and others who
sscribed the whole work to Menaseeh's time. Others fixed an Exiléc date
to this prophecy. Both are impossible. The suthor's attaock on idolatry
is not conclusive in itsell to ssoribe it to either of these periode.

In the first place it was pointed outpbove that the attack is directed _
sdainst the Samaritene, "i.e.the descendents of the North Isrselitish rem- i
nent of the Assyricn, Bebylonisn, and Arabian coloniste, who worshiped
Yahwah sa the'Gad4 of the 1and'*, but who, until the erection of the Geri-
zim temole and the adoption of the Jewieh law-book, cannot altoEetﬁ;? have
diven up the heathebish nractices of their ancestors". And even if it be
sddressed to the heathen euperstitions of the Jews, we know thet the Jews
of the Persian, and still more those of the Greek period were addinted to
idolatrous superstitions. Cf. Ps, 16:4; 81:6k -17; Micah 5:9-14, and

many other passages. Note 2lzo the prohibition of heathenish customs
| retained in the Levitical legislation (Lev. 17-26). Moreover, the per-
secution of the righteous and the pioue (56:9-57:2), which mieled the
sarlier critice, need not bother vus either. "A more thoro study of the Ps,
however, hee convinced me that (even ellowingd for some exsggeration in the
psalmiste' expressions) there were times when poor and pious Jews were ex-
posed to something like persecut_ion, even after the Return, and that

their oppressors were not merely foreidners, but slso rich and lawlese

Jews; it has sleo become very doubtful whether the whole of Micah 7 ie not
poste=Exilic, end tho the sins rebuked in 56:11, 12 are old ones among .
the priests and prophets®, yet the rebuke of the priests in Msl.(2:1-8) ;
and the story of Shemaish in Neh. (€:11,12) show us that the lster oriests ,
and prophets were not exempt from the traditionsl errors of their class. '
Zeph, 2:1-4 may also supply evidence of this fact, for the section to

which it belongs is most probably post-Exilic. Note slso the sad deserip-
tion of the rulers (who mey be included under'watchmen' in 56:10) in Neh.

i

- . w W Em e wm m . W -

: 11 Ki. 17:24-28; Bzra 4:9-10; eof. IIKi. 23:15; Jer.41:4..
See, e.g., 28:7; Miesh 3:5-11; and of. Ezek 13:13

"%
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Thus it is not at all imperative to ssaribe this composition

o an Exilie or earlier date. I? then our literary evidende will point

o poste-Pxdlic overiod, as I shall show it dces, we need not hesitate to

ccept the conclusions. Here sre some important psralleliems:

56:9% 1N closely resembles Jer. 12:9b (of. Bzek. 34:5,8; 59:1ﬂ while

6:211-57:1 reminda wa of Zeoh. 311-7; Wic 7:1-6 (both 1ste passades?), sud

Pe, 10:1-11 (Aoubtless from the same period', Bwald);
12:2; 14:1. The description in ' ' ¢

57:5 ete. recalls similsr psssages in Jer.2and Ezek. 16, 23.

57:6, the contrast between the "portions' of the two classes of persont,

and the raference to'libations' suggdest Ps. 16:4,5.

There are slso four pointe of contact with II.Ise.:

1  56:11 with 53:6 2 57:1 with 53:8

3 B7:12 " 41: 9 4 57:1%2 {(the wind shsll carry then all

sway') with 41:16,25.* I night slso mention a number of words snd phrases,

but I should merely have to ocuote bodily from Che. Note also the "far off

and the nesr”, as well a5 »en, 771 discuesed above. It cannot be fsinsaid

that they are lste words snd expresesione, tho we may disadree with. C{ﬁyhtj;

=@ conclusions,

These evidences vrove st leaet an Exilic date for the oroohecy
under considaration << in the light of this,our further testimony will be
gsufficient to place it in a time later than the Exile,.

In his message to cheer his oppressed brethren the suthor has nothing to
say sbout the return from Babylon, evidently becsuse it is an sccomplished
faot +- but like other pest<Bxillc wgiters he looks forward to s still
future raturn from all the countries of the dispersion; so that the oromised
1%nd, within its widest limite, may be ocouoied by none but Isrselites.
The idess of II1.Is, sre modified by this prophet to suit a different time.
To him the senuine Isrselite ia only he who is crushed in body and mind

by trouble. He has no hoves for a 'Servant of Yahweh' --- only QGod
Himself csn revive the feiling spirit of Israel. Adsin, "The resason
which he gives(57:1 6) for his expectation of the divine mercy is not

thet which we find in II.Is.,viz. that Yshweh has cslled or chosen Israel
and osnnot be untrue to His word, but that, being the Cresator, He cannot
and will not punish wesk men too severely.® We mey indeed find the dern
* Che. 318-322, It is remarkable that Che. quotes sll these four passades
from the Pirst oart, which, he says was not influenced by Il.Ts., while
he cuotes none from the last part, which, to his mind, was cooied from
the great prophet of the Exile.

° Cf. Ps. 78:39; 90:5-12; 103:9,13-16.

B 4



of 57:16 in 42:5, =~
Fho giveth bresth to the folk upon it, and spirit to those who walk
thereon,
but the second Is. follows up these fine expreseione with the assurance
that Isrsel has received special privileges Prom Yshweh. The new writer,
for the present at least, soveals not to God's loving kindness ( von )
but to His compassion ( ovemy )", (Che. 323)

Let us now summarize all the evidences in an effort to fix the
date and authorship of the plece more definitely. We Pind clearly the

following comditions oreveiling in Jerusalem at the time of this composition:

1 Babylon is no longser an obstscle in the wey of their national revivifics-
tion,

2 fhe Jews srgelready settled in Palestine, and Jerusalen is repopulated.

5 The community ie suffering from meny troubles, Internal weskness and
voor leadership are making it an easy orey to the 'beasts of the forest’.
Thie ie adgravated by the poor beins crushed by their rich brethren,

4 Above 8ll, the danger from the Samaritsns is most imminent. Strong es
are the sections dealing with the leaders and comPortind the vious, the

tone end feeling in the section 2dainst the Samaritane ie far more
vidorous. The dﬁbet's srrafdnment of the 'brood of 2n sdulteress and
harlot' is merciless. Hence the Ffeeling ebBainet the Samaritane must
have been most bitter at the time.

The three conditions first mentioned seem to indicate the time of Ezrs end

Neh, == with the strength of the fourth evidence there is no doubt left thet

this prophecy was written immediately upo_n the interference on the

part of the Semaritans with the rebuilding of the walls by Ezra.

Consequently 56:9-57:21 muet have been written sbout the year 457.
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58 = - - ON PASTING

Chapter 58 offers difficulties similar to those of the foredoing
prophecy. First the question srises whether co. 58,59 constitute a single
compoeition, or whether they should be sepesrated.. Surely they both deal
with the same vroblem: Rhy does not God 's salvation come more speedily?
The answers in both sre also of s similar nature: Oppression, lack of
rercy, justice, truth snd faith. In spirit and thot thees two ce. sre
doubtlegsly skin - they present unmistakable proof thst they come not

only from the same period, but even from tha hand of the same author - yet
it is better to separate them for our purpose of examination. Bach of the
two co. is complete in itself, each grapples with the problem in its own
way, develops it and finds the solution without the help of the cther,
Moreover 58 lisite its discuasion to the efficacy of Ffasting in bringing
sbout the promised salvation, while 59 ie more denersl. Furthermores 58
advises mergy and scte of love, while 59 is bazed on strict justice?

Fe shall threfore treat them separately as companion pieces.

Ne must next ask ourselves whether o, 58 is a unit, Box, in
introducink the prophecy, says: "The Fast. A Deater Appendix on the Sab-
bath", Vv, 13,14, with their ledalism a g certainly foreign to the
subject matter of the precediné as well as the spirit of the orophet who
foretells Bod's eslvation to the Israelites provided they desl out their
bread to the hungry and hide not from their own flesh. A new subject,
too, is introduced sbruptly - the ouestion discusesd is no londer the
fast day, but the Ssbbath, There is little bond of sympathy or union be-
tween 5B8:1-12 snd 56:1-8, while 58:13,14 remind us 8 ¢reat deal of the
last mentioned proohecy. Cf. osrticularly thees two vv. with 56:2,4,6
-- these are the only two passades in Is, 40-66 in which refsrence is
made to the Sabbath. Che. further bases his proof of the late date of
vv. 13,14 on the hypostatizstion of the Sabbath, which is cslled the
QARANE 4 b {2 This goes aven beyond Neh. (9:14), who calls it qwvp par
or Bx, 16:23 (P), where the Sabbsth is referred to 22 gqp pap
This ie s danderous conclusion, however, tho it may be true. Scholars
are not at sll certain that the text is correct as it stands - just

they de bespeak a different point of view at the time of writingd.
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L1330 Swvey ev1pY (& qene nrat ging) Che. continues: "The

forced charscter of the expressions and the reminiscences in v.14, of Job
22: 26 snd Deut. 32:13 (both post-Exilic) mekee it difficult to defend an
earlier date than the age of Neh". (P.324) But this gives us no aid
in solving the auestion of the unity of the o.; It helps us merely to
plsce the two vv,.,and, if they should not be separated from the presceding,
it helps us find the date of c. 58. Let us consider, however, the faot thit
the promises for the glorious future diven in v, 14 are so vague and
indefinite. Precisely what do these phrases mesn - 'and I will make thee
to ride uoon the high-places of the lsnd, and I will feed thee the inher-
itsnce of Jsocob, thy Pather'? Cf. this with the rest of thec. V.3
states that the community expects recognition on the part of God for ite
piety. @ promises in broad deneral terms - but no less definite = the
salvation thet will come if the conditions outlined sre observed.*

Vv. 9, 11, and especially 12 give the definite resuvlte of the outlined
piety, viz. the nearness and ready.. enewer of God when they seek Him,
the flourishing of the community under peaceful conditions, the ruins re-
placed by orosperous hsbitstions and the walls rebuilt -- definite end
tangible. Finally v. 12 is a fit conclusion to the theme, while 13,14 st
best read like an appendix - which they doubtleg:lz are.Jugt when these
two lagt vv. vera-;rﬁsten ie hard to  say, tho Che. is undoubtedly
correct in nlaoinQ“‘i in the age of Neb. st the esrliest.

Now we are raasdy to teke up 59:1-1%, After announcing hie
miseion - that of denouncing the sins of his peoole in tones of unsparing
crztiqii:‘; the proohet takes uo their False notiqn of piety. The Jews ars
A i"ESt at the highest worshio acceotable to God #s fasting, Thie can -

never go unanswered , And indeed we know that the Jews of that time
redsrded festing ss the most efficacious methodpf attracting divine grace.®
But here is where the oroohet varts company with hie contemporsries,
becoming a member of that emall immortal band of the dreat litersry
proohets. Having in mind the deep ineight into true ethicel religion

Attention hes slrewdy been called to the fasct that the conditions stipulsted
here sre in direet conflict with those of v. 13 - the one looks to
lIove and mercy, the other to ledslistie Ssbbath observanee.

® CPf. Zech., 7:2; 8:19; Nuw.29:7 (P): Joel 1:14;: Jonsh 3:5-7.
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which the first and second Isaiahs were permitted to bshold we may

well osll the suthor of these lines the third Is. Here the real III.ls.
nakes s radical departure from the prophecies of his ade which were

first inaudureted by Ezek.

When snd where did this orescher live? What were the conditions
under which he worked? The oircumstances are practioaliv similar to those
under which the two prcedingd orophecies wers written. The prophecy is
sddressed to the people livind in their own land, yet they are neither
numeroue nor prosoverous enoudgh to rebuild the 'ancient ruine. The Jews
are st & loss to understand why, in view of all their legalistic piety,
the oromised Vessianic era fails to come. The oopression of the poor
and tha arrodsnce of the rich referrd to here tally well with the con-
ditions described in Neh., esvecislly 5:1-14, True, the Samaritsne are
not sttacked™r hinted at, but there is no room for it in the subject
with which the orophet deals at present. It is to point out the short-
comings of the community - the same comrunity that regarde iteelf so
righteous -~ that theiggthor sets as his task, He is to declare unto the
house of Jacob  '.,,own sins.LHAL/YN/AALYEF/ kbl Ak WIA/LARRL. ..

The Jews are blinded by their legsliem - [ar be it from him to encouragde
them by upbraiding their adversaries. Salvation lies within their own

reach, YRidhteousness must be understbod in & fer deeper sense before

the light of the new Jerusaler can dawn". (Che 325)

Tho the autor's style harks back to II.Is. and othéf opre-Exilie
praphets, yet even from the phreseolody and vocabulary one can readily
recodnize the vost-Exilic Hebrew.. Cf., e.8., pirsry in v, 11 with o'rny
in Neh. 4:7. 2171 917 Y109 (12) has 8 decided nvost-Exilic appeerance;
@f. “111 "7 1y Is. 12:2 (1ste), snd Ps. 100:5. 012 ie "lardely
post=Pxilic in use". (Che. 264) 12, ot 313 of. Am. 9:11 (post<Ex.).

‘In historical background, the nesrest psrsllel is Zech. c. 7, dated
in the reign of Darius Hystaspie, ca, 520, These orophecies need not
have been written in the same year or decafle, but the conditione are far too
gimilar to separate the two compositions by 4 dreat lapse of time.
The descriotion in this orophecy of the impoverished Jews sleo lead
ue to parsllel it with Neh. ec. 5 (os. 445). On the other hand the P code
had not yet been promulgated. The Jews who were so anxious to keep up

their pious sppesrance surely knew nothing of the law concerningd the

Atomement Day in Lev. 16:29, for we find the prophet upbraiding them for
geizing on their businesa on the fast day, and driving all their laborers
-- Jews as well as gentiles. Consecuently we must date this composition

se earlier than 445, i. #&., esrlier than P, The¢ our author rises to »

—
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higher level of prophecy than does Msl., yet the situation in Judsh
at the time o. 58 was written is remarksbly similar to thst prevailing
vhen Malachi prophesied. -- most likely, secording to Driver, hc@nian
Nehemish's return to Persia and his second visit to Jerusalem, 445 - 432,
It waeg a time"ol depression and discontent. The expectations whioh
earlier prophets had aroused had not been fulfilled, the restorstion from
Rabylon had brot with it none of the IAdf#idnal ides)l glories promised
by 1I.1s. * bad harvests increased the disappointment: henco many smong
the people begsn to doubt the Divine justice" (Driver 357). Despairingly
do they exclaim 'Mherefore do we fast and Thou seest not?

Pherefore do we afflict our soule and Thou takest no heed'?

fe can sscertain the date of c. 58 even more closely. The great
promise that the orophet holds out to his coreligioniste is the rebuilding
of the walls. In fact the community ie to receive s new name - no less
s title than 'The Repairer of the Breach'. Thie certainly indicates a
time before Nehemish's first arrival, but after Ezra's work was interrupted
by the Ssmaritsne, Hence we can safely oput the dste of this o. se
between the yesres of 457 - 450, closer to the later date.

e
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59:1-158 - - - OBSTACLES to TSRABL'S SALVATION

Still guided by Dubm's dictum thet the text of Is. 56-66 has come
down to us considerably corrupt, we must first exsmine c. 59 closely to
separate it into its different elements before we can hope to find its
suthor end date. A1l critics sdree thst vv. 5-8 constitute a late inter-
polstion (Du., Litt., Box, Che.,Msrti). These vv. both interruot and
obscure the context. Vv. 2,4 cherde the Jews with committing acts of .
gross injuetice both in private snd opublic life -- v. 9 continues that
consepuently God still permite His peonle to languieh under the foreign I
yoke. Reitersting the sins in the confession (vv. 13,44), the prophet \§
enumerstes the ssme fsulte as in 3,4 (ewcept'spostaey and denisl of Yah- '
weh', - but this "in reslity ie onlgk general and more directly relidioue .
expression for the morsl sberrstione of the people). Now, considering the F'
I

fondnese of the vost=Exilic Jews for oroverbial comvoesition, and the LXX

insertions in ng., is it not verv probsble that vv. 5<8 were inserted by ‘
en esrly editor? Vay they not be » cuotation from some favorite book of !
soral teaching; or, es Du. sugdests (cf Ps. 14 in LXX), from some 1:33 1
Ps.? It is noteworthy that v. 72 has been ineserted in the Massoretic '
text of Prov.1 (tho not found in LXX) where it etends ss v. 16 to the |f
¢reat detriment of the connection and the interruotion of the metre".* i
Furthermore, the prophet ie sddreseing the community =- but vv., 5-8 sre tl
undoubtedly delivered sgainst & few sinners of the bleackest dye.  Adein,

the rest of the o, speske of the community's sine in the second person,

ueing evan the first person in the confession, whilst 5-8 sre written '
against some outsider, in the third person. Vv. 5-8 must have been insert-
by & late editor. '

It msy slso be sdded that v. 10 offers difficulties, and v. 18 {s
at leest corrupt; but in neither osse does it interfere with our under- '
standing of the context. V. 18 should probsbly resd:
LAY (2p092) Y1E3 19989 ner coey Yied pr9es Y0 |
But thst is not st 211 certain, other emendations may be just ss correct. '
V. 20 likewige offers difficulties, the text having been veriously emended,

]



yet we know what the suthor mesas to comvey, and thst is enough for

our purpose. V. 21 is more importent - is 21 originsl? If so then the
section to whieh it belongs must be post-Exilic, snd even after the
sdoption of the P code, for it is this new covenant to -hicﬂ;t refers.
"And ss for Me, this is my covenant with them' slludes to Gen. 17: .4 (of.
Gen. 9:9). "It conteine virtuslly s declsraticn thst the kshal, the true
Zion, which hss now come into existence (Neh. 9:10 is the Servant of Ysh-
weh spoken of by II.Is." (Che 336).  sni1n = ;31w 9r1s of Neh.9:20, whieh
God gawe to instruct His people. 'My words which I have put in thy mouth!’
are the words of the Law in which Josh? and sll pious men® must meditate
snd which make for the permanency of the church-nstion. It ie noteworthy
tbet thie v. is written in prose and the transition r;gm fte context is
sbrupt; eo thet if we can show ite context to be of earlier dste, the
lstenese of 2! need not bother us. e shall simply regard it ss & later
inesertion by the editor.

Exemining vv. 7-4,9-20 we find that we sre sdain not desling
with 8 unity.  15b breaks the continuity of the ¢. Should we merely
omit this half-v. snd regerd the rest ses 2 single grophecy as some eritics
suggest? his would in nowise help ve. =20 Besls with the vengdesnce
of God, olosely allied with 63:1-6, sn entirely differemt subject fror
the preceding. The half-v. may be emended in accordsnse with Gunkel or
Boxy but even ss it stande we can well sée its relstion to the following .
The fact is thet both 1-15a and 15b-Z9 sre fredmente and they may have been
put todether on thst sccount - especislly beesuse of the sins cataloguved in
12-15a, This g¢ave them sn outwerd sppesrsnoe of unity, tho the inward
logic is poor, for God would not punish the nstions because Isrsel is
ginful. In joining the two fragments the editor must have been mieled
by Bzek. 22:30; Jer. 5:1 (of. also Gen. 18:23-32),

In conskdering the Piret part, viz. 1-4,9-15s, we find it to sdree
with ¢. 58 in epirit, thot and style. True, 59 is stronder, more vehement
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* Josh, 1:8 ° Ps.1
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Box would read it:" j°x "> 1'3'pa vaM PINYY " "

The first is suggdested because of the difficulty in metre, the
gsecond for s better understanding of the v.
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in ite @enuncistion, yet the hand of the same suthor is essily re-
cognized. The same problem is expounded, the seme snswer found.

Is Yshweh impotent? Or is He drowing wesk so that Ye no londer can
answer the cories of His suppliante? No, Yahweh is etill ss vowerful.
It is the sins of the community that seperate the pednle from God,

A catalog of sins ie givsn, snd the dire consecuences recounted. Still
the author does not despsir; he frames & confession which will sgein bring
hie natiom, himself included, into divine Pfavor. Here the propheay
breaks off abruotly.

The ciroumstances are identical with those of c. 58, conditions
prevelent in post-Exilic times. Hurder wae ss common en occurence after
the Exile ss before, and when comritted by the rieh and mighty, was easily
condoned in court. For oroof of this cf, Ies. 4:4, post-Exiliec sccording
to Che.,, VMerti and Du, Here the author declares that only & speciel divine
energy cen wash out the bloodstsine of Jerusslem. In Ps. 51:16 (post-Ex-
ilic) pversonified Israel orays to be delivered from bloodguiltiness =~ cf,
Pe, 59:3; 133:19; Mie. 7:2,3 (post-fxilie). 1In the last reference we find
thet judicisl proceedings hgve become utter distortions of justice.

Cf. further Ps. 55:1%Zb (cbviously late™, Che.) acac1 3¢ 7arsp ooy &%)
with Is., 59:14 Dprr 3n53 n%zs o, "The moral scenery of Is. 59 recalle
that of Ps. 52-59, which cannot be adecuately explained by any pre-Ex. or
Exilic eircumstances". (Che 332) Enald compared the confeseion in
59212 with Pa, 51:5. Rut it lacks some important elements which the
psalmist has, elements mleo which even II.Is. would not have omitted.

The confession in 59:1% makes no sopesl to God's covenant love, makes no
vow of self-devotion to God's service. True in 5Y we have but a fradment;
comparing it however with 63:16and 64:8, psessages very similar to 59:1Z,
ve find the seme omission. At best 59 is an appesl to the Father and
Redeemer of Israel, but note well that even in these later passsdes there
is no mention of the covenant of whieh II.Ie, made so wuch capitsl.

The distressing oiroumstences under which ¢. 59 was written were undoubt-
edly trying. So grest was the troutle that it seemed to the Jews that
God had hidden His fece from them. Mal. 3:14; Job 9:2Z must well express
the people's despair: ‘It ie vasin to serve God, He destroyeth alike the
perfect snd the wicked'. This led them perilously nesr to atheisr --
7173 grs == of which the prophet exhorts hie corelidioniste to repent.

The style and phraseoledy is hgzvy and post-Exilic. 28 must have

been written in the ssme litersry period ss Gen 1:6 (P). -
itself, in Hiphil, occurs only four times in ore-Exilic writinds, - more
thas

i
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20 times in later literature (Che. 261). 1MW 190 in v, 4
is surely postwExilic, especislly in ite prowiscuous use. (Che. 269, 333)
"The only possible date for 59:1-15a is s posteExilie one".
It is 80 closely sllied with 58 that we dare not sepsrate the two pieces
too far. Possibly the community suffered more thsn when 58 was written,
It may be that their neighboring enemies, foremost among whom wepe the
Semaritsns, gave them grester trouble; consecuently the orophet is more
vehement in denouncing the sins snd in formulating a confession with which
to sporoach God. Ne know that phen Ezre ocsme the hopes of the community
ran high. But the building of the wslls wae interdicted snd there was
dissopointment on every side. They could well exclaim: 'Ne hoved for light,
but lo, dsrkness! (9) We hoped for justice, but there is none; for
salvation - but it ie far from us.(11)

e thue have the same author as c. 58, but 59 wae written
slightly later -- close to 490.

|
|
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59115b=20 ==  63:1<6

Yehweh's Vengesnce

#

The fragment 5é3-20 can best be understood in connection with
ites companion piece 63:1-6 (also @ fragment).I do not mean to merde the
two pieces mes one composition, yet they are so similar that they can best
be trested together; redarding 62 as the beginning and 59 as the ending
of the seme thot. Their unity ocsn best be seen by comparing 59:16 with
63:5 , tho tﬁa thots mnd langdunde of the two pieces doubtlessly prove
thet they beloné together.

I_t is useless to repeat the circumstances under which

both fragmente were written. Suffice it to say that cc 58-62 serve
as its background. The poor oppressed community looked on every side
for help, but met only with darknees and despair. Even the prophets
had 1ittle comfort to offer. Thay looked to the encoursging words of I1.
Is., but these sounded empty now. Thare was not snother Cyrus on the
horizon, 8 men to regsrded as the snointed, called by Ged tb fulfill Hie
puroose in history snd to brin¢ eslvsticn unto deciwated Ierael.
Conditions were unendursble! A ohange hed to comel

Yehweh saw that there was no man,

He was astonished that there was none to interpose! (593:16)

Of the veonles there was no men with Vel (63:3)
I looked = there was none to help!
1 was astoniched - there was none to uphold! (63:5)

But Yshweh needs no human help! He can well accomplish Hie ends himself.
S0 in ¢. 59 He is revresented as ¢irding Himsell with righteousness ss
with 8 cost of mail, outtind a helmet of victory uvon His hesd, arraying
Himeelf in ¢arments of vendeance, being clad in zeal as in a cloak.

In 63 we behold Him coming back in the majestic swfulness of the conaueror.

Yahweh telle of tresding the wine trough alone, being sustsined by His

fury. AltEo He comes from Edom, Hies wrath was not limited to that inveter-

ate enemy. A11 the adversariee of the righteovs comrunity - and thus
God's own adversaries - met with their just deserts. Then Yahweh comes
unto Zion as a Redeemer, to turn away rebellion from Jacob.

Exeminind these nieces more closely we find that some Jews sre al-

ready in Zion (59:20 ), but find themselves in dire distress. The ven=-

éesnce and recompens of God are
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coming fast. Against whom is this orusade directed?

Du., regerding 59:15bs~20 as one piece with 59:1-15:; is constrained

to say that 1%3 % ... 1'% (v.18) mesn the spostate Jews., True onogh.
if e¢. 15 ie a unit, then Du, ie justified in saying: "Denn der Vf. kann
doch niocht sagen: Jahveh kann nicht helfen, denn wir sind s;ndig, darum -
- hilft er". PBut there is no doubt that 59 comprises two compositions,
written by two different men, the first part fitting admirebly with o.
58, the lsst part with 63:1-6. The last named fragment is certainly
directed against the hostile nations. Du. explains that the intercessor
snd helper sought in 63 is 8 man similsr to Cyrus, but in 59 the o »r .. i
prien is & wan from the community who should reform the Jews snd check '
their sins. PBut Duhm's Tritobll. is 2 man who takes his tesk seriously,

he is the same man who wrote,¥8, the sasme man who wrote the ovening

words of ¢. 62 == why then would not the suthor regsrd himself e&s the

'man end interces®or', after denounciné the sins of the community the

vay he did in 58, 59:1-158? Roth fragments sre doubtlessly directed sdsinat
the slien enemies of the Jews, and not sgsinet the Jews themselves ( tho

ve msy imadine God punishing or otherwise correcting the backeliding
Israelites as well -~ especially if we sccept the emendstion to v. 20,

and read apy e wze 3'rn%). V.19 sgettles the cuestion without s doubt --

God is resdy to ounish the nations that beset the Jews from every side.

}

Exaoctly who then is thie man and intercessor of 59 and the [
'beloer and upholder' repeated in 63:5? The suthors of Is. 56-66 are I
profoundly influenced by II.Is. They merely reint_erpret, in accordance t
with the spirit and the neede of their times, cec. 40-55.%

TI.1s. hed Cyrus to rely onm. He was the tool in the hands of Yshweh.
Fortunately the conoueror 1ived uo to the orophet's anticioations, end
Yshweh's plans were carried out. Conditions have changed since 536.
The new Jerusalem was nothing like that outlined by II.Is. In 458 Ar-
taxexes Londimanus sent Ezra to Jerusalem, but his sctivities were soon
interfered with by Rehum, who complained to the king (eee p. 3). The
jews were hopeful - they expected Artaxerxes, like Cyrus before him, to
stand on their side and help in the olan of God to reestsblish Judah on i
a Pirmer besis, on & more eolid foundstion. Unfortunstely the Persian
emperor disavpointed them. Artaxerxes was to be the intercessor --
but Yahweh's vower is dreat, He nead not rely on man. Iereel's courage
must not wane - 30d Himeelf will come to the rescue, and with the

—
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Neeadlsss to say that in many reepects they fail to aooreciate I1.1e.




b3 |

orophet's eye our suthor sees Him coming dlorious in victory.
Thie would put the date of the two fragments shortly sfter 458,

63;4-6 is in the form of s dreswatic dislog between sn imaginsry %l
bystander - perhaps in Jeruselem - watching the viotorious warrior
(V¥shweh) coming from the field of battle, on the one hand, and the hero !
himeell , on the other. 1In trying to understand these vv, we are firat '
confromted by the difficulty of interpreting 7733° .. ff’gcu
Du. needlessly changes the words to 733C  «. [INC thus translating
v. 1 "Who ie thie comind, all red, redder In his gdarments then & vin-
teger?' But why this chande? The text »s it stends is dood idiowatic
Hebrew, whilst ihe orovosed text is unsatisfactory. pyqx suddests the
ides of red - £k, ' © V¥ sugsests 1'% - vintage.  "There sre
indeed no more wine-vets #f Boera, but her fields are Pruitful vineyards"*.
Ne should expect CIN® to be followed by 771 and not 9%3c, for %3
mesns merely picking éreves (of. Jud2:27). The anticioative mention of

9%3 spoils the effect of vv. &,3, the intentionsl pun ie lost. DU. bases
¢ this latter chende on ’“-Bhfftn the LXX, but why should not isadop
mean Bosra, as it doee in 34:6 (see LXX ad loc.)? Ae to the cuestion

wvhy Edom and Boera %buld be singled out when all the enemies are to be
svended, we may simply answer that we often meet with Edom in post-Exilie
writinds symbolizing the heathen enemies of Isrsel. Cf. Te. 34, sll of
Obad., Lem., Pe. 21:2%2, From Ps. 137 it ie evident that Edom rendered
militery service to Babylon at the time of the first destruction of the
temole. Fe find eimilar references to Edom in Ps. 83 °, written in the
time of Artsxerxee Ochus. Pe thus Find Edom the traditional enemy of
Judea from 586 to 358, Cf. further Ps, 60 (veralleled in 108); Jer.
49:7-11 (post-Exilic). Fe can thus understand why 309 comes from Bdom
vhen He wishes to avenge Himself of His enemies; &nd we have sufficient
reason to retain the text. Che. would further connect with 63:1-6 Pealms
24:7-10(poet-Exilic). "Indeed the two passages might almost be -
combined, Ps, 24:7-10 being taken as a pvoetic descriotion of a later

point in Yahweh'e return to Zion on the dsy of the gdreat olaughte?{u. 249).

Let us not be misled by what was said about Artaxerxes Ochus

il S TRl A Doughty, Arabia, I, 38, Cuoted Che. 348.
° MWe shall have more to ssy sbout this Ps, in connection with co. 63, 64.




into giving so late = date for the two fragments under consideration.
Moet of the writinds ot Is. 96-66 belong to a luohﬁnrlic# date, and this
fits well with its co-qpion pieseces in its lenguage 2s well ss in the
jdeses and thoughte exoredsed. Take, e. ¢., the very first words of 63
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” rt‘._ ?’l: _i‘t.s :’it 30 3'_’,'_!':! ~.,_-J_.(and ',.h'h ar ¢ in Pe, 24: BJ.
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fe found Edom to be the arch-enemy of the Jews, and explsined on

that dround the fact that God wae returning from svenging Hireelf on this
hated nation. Yet the reference to Edom mey lead ue even cloesr in as-
certaining the dates of the two fregments under consideration. Litt.
(se well ae Che.) well pointe out that in the fifth century especially,
the Jews had considersable trouble from Edom. From 63:1 it would seen
that at the time of !rltiﬁi either\had just saffered great defeat, or it
vas juet st the time most troublelouo to the Jews, The drest trouble
lies in the fsct that we are utterly in the dark sbout conditions 4n the
Pergian pveriod of Jewiegh historyl If we only had some satisfsctory
gources we could ascertsin thie better! But we have proved thie compo-
gition to be a oroduct of the time of irtexerxee I in exolsining the
referances to 'man, intercessor, heloer, uovholder' (v.30); conseouently
it may shed esome 1i2ht, scant tho it be, upon the situetion of the Jews
in regard to Edom. The writer of 63:1 hed more in mind than the mere
conventionality of referding Edom =28 the typicsl enemy - there nust have
been more trouble, From the vision of Obadiah® end fro_m Vel. 1:3 we
find thet Edou::Brrorino defest st the time we sre spesking of. Pushed
from their homes by the Nabstseans, the Fdomitee overran the Nedeb in
Judes. Our suthor's indisnation at Edom and his sond of triumph over
it would seem to Fit both events -~ the 'searching out of Fesu,'and their
overruning Judes, It ie not st 211 unlikely thet onr muthor joins hie
oroohecy of justice over the netione to this event. e know thet the
proohets, and sven the spocalyptists in their wild deesms, besed their
expectations upon somé tangible historical heppening -- they did not
look for something to fsll out of the clesr sky. Thus, Il.Is., ed.,
wove his entire hope of the glorious future of [erael uvon the rise of
Cyrus on the political horizon. Similarly this author points to the

* Cf. Wellhsusen's viaw thet Obsd. was inepired by the expulsion of the
Edonites from their home land esrly in the fifth century by the Nabs-
taesn Arasbs (Driver p. 321).
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discomPiture of Bdom to show that spesdy destruotion is coming upen sll
the enemies of the Jews -~ to the Samsritane, tb the threstening hesthen
nstione - and even to Artaxerxes who fsiled to rise to the ocossion and
allow the ruined walls of the holy city to be rebuilt. That Persis is
ineluded as forerost smong the enemies, the n®tions upon whom Yahweh

would wresk vendesnce, must be reed betwsen the lines -~~~ the author

in Jerusalem dared not declare it ovenly. Yet we cannot fail recoénizing

this intimstion.

Scholars are agreed that the Nsbatasan conouest ended in the
first half of the Fifth century, snd we csnnot be far from right in
plscing thess two fragments at the seme tive. Che, puts it as late se
432, but this is unnecessary and impoesible. As we have seen,the helper
that dissppointed the oroohet was Artaxerxes I., who would not have bcen
sttacked thus after he sent Neh. with the misaion of reestablishing Jerue-
salem. As for the conditions of the time, we Ffind there are some Jews in
Palestie. Not only is helo looked for From the enemy, but aslsoc religious
reforms (v. 20).TheFdeau exoressed in the two pieces are post-Exilie, the
desoription of the judgdment tallies best with other compogitione of the
fifth century. We find that there is no netion or leader on the =side of
Yahweh (63:3), there ie none to defend Iersel, the foes are all the riorn.
Yahweh will inevitably come out the victor, then it will not be "the
swful glory of the destruction of the foes, but the bright radiance of the
new Jerusslem which will sttrasct the gaze of the natione (i. &. those
outside the circle of the hostile peoplas, of, 66:19)", as is elso borne
out by 60:3;Ps, 102:15, 16 (Che. 334). V. 20 ', * shows some
connection betwsen moral conduct and redemption - thie is dwelt on more -
in detail in 58, 59 as wsll sz in Zech. 8:16-19.

Fe thues hsve three facts to consider:
1 It must have been written at the time when Edom was troubled and in

turn troubled Israel ca. 475
< It must hsve been written about the same time with
moet of the other cc. of the book of III.Is. " 450
3 Doubtlessly references are made to Artaxerxees stoopind
Ezra's erecting the walle of Jerugsalem " 457
Consequently we place 457 es the approximate date of 59:15b-20
63: 1-6
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60 @ ----- THE GLORY of the NEW JERUSALEM

Arise , shine, for thy 1ight is come,

And the ¢lory of the Lord is risen upon theel
This ie the watohword of o. 60, and ita companion piece, cc 61,
62. The suthor ie spesking with the suthority of a prophet and seer
-« Z7ion ie the one addressed, the one  ..i. .. who is to be the
recipient of all thies eplendor snd dlory. Tho it can hardly measure
p to the poetry of II.Is., yet it is the most poeticsl piece that we
ave studied sc far; the post retains to 2 greater extent his lyrical
strain thruout the ¢,, whilst the other comoositions soon fall inte |
rosaic verse even if they do bedin with a line or two of genuine poet-
ry. C. 60 is composed of thn stanzas of four double lines esch.*

he thot expressed is that altho it is true that now the Jews are in the
ark, while the Zentiles sre enjoying 1idht, yet & great light - the h

- m 4 = b s B O Em e wm o s E e B W W O S G E Emew W W W W = = -
There are four corrections if we wish to maintain this. The critics all
sdree that INZY NI T30 o 6 is a ploss. It is not necessary, it f
s revested in v. 9, and with few other interpolations mars the symmetry i
f the lines. V. 12, intruding with ite practical prosaic materialism is
urely a later interpolstion. It ie unrhythmical, and doubtlessly based
n Zech. 14:16-19. In v. 14 Y%p30 93 7°927 niex Yy vinnen

g also the note of a glossator. It not only destroys the metre, but
verburdens the thought. [Lestly, in ~. 17, we nmust omit
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fter mentioning in v. 13 the fine woods that will be brot to beautify

he temple it would be ridiculous for the suthor to say that the wood

ill be substituted by cooper. In the Ffirst stanza gold snd silver are

o beautifully ornsmental thst we can excuse the author for substituting
hem in poetical fashion for the useful copper and iron. But why the ]
ater substdtution? In view of these argumeénts we are justified in [
hrowing thie clsuse out es a gloes if we find it marring the metre.
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brilliant dlory of God - will soon arise for the pious nation
while the heathens will be plunded into utter darkness. As &
consecuenoe the nations will be foreed to come unto Jerusslem to be
enlightened, bringing along the faithful but scattered sons and daughters
of Zion, and earrying sbundent gifte for the houee of Yahweh., to sdorn and
to ¢lorify the temple and to offer as sscrifices upon the holy sltar.
It must be noted that the temple is already standing, the gifts are to
sdorn it (13b). The sserifices, too, tho instituted, are not yet -
sastisfactory; only the flocks of Kedar and the rase of Nebsioth (v.7)
sre sufficient to be worthy as a2 saerifice to the dreat Yahweh.
The author fails to rel@ize that material saserifice, no matter how stu-
pendoud: , is insufficient s & tribute to God. The wslle are not
yet erected - v, 10,'Strangders shall build thy walle'.

Examining closer into the prophecy we find the author doubtlessly
writing or speaking in Jerusslen. V. 15 represente & bsd state of effairs
-~ Zion is forsaken of inhabitent s (ses also v. 4) snd hated by the reet
of the world. The foreisn yoke reests heavy uvon the Jews (v. 14). -
On the whole, the comrunity is in a sorry state. A ray of hooe ie coming
from somewhere, however, "The exubersnce of the writer's entici-
pations shows on the one hand that the existing distress is deep, snd
on the other thet a glesm of hove has visited the minds of pious patriots”.
(Che. 338) There is not sufficient evidence to suvpose with Che,.. thet
the suthor believed Yashweh'e oreasnce was still unfelt, thet He had not
yet returned to His temple.® On the contreary, the temple, tho as yet
poor and - unadorned, ie already 50d4's holy plsce, Hie footstool (v. 13)-.
In 62:11 w3 ¥ N33 does not mean that Sod is about to come, but rather
that the Jei?ah salvation is at hand. True, Zion is not yet the élorious
plsce that the orophet predicte it will be; but altho he ¢ives no reason,
it seems more likely to refer to H53:2 ss the resson rather then to ascceot
Cheyne'e explanation. The author cleerly refrsins from mentioning such
& reason hecsuge it would sound s Jdiscordant note in the ' message

of hooe and joy that he brings. The suditor is to draw his own conclusions.

1 have slready hinted at the author's lack of a deep roral in-

* Che. 338. The suthor basee this view on Zech., 2:10; Mal. 3:1, but I
fail to see any aporoech to this thot in Is. 60.

——
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sight - if only the sacrifice be sufficiently rich snd sbundant it will

be accepteble upon Yahweh's alter.(v.7) This is slso borne out further
by hie silence 88 to the yearning of the heesthen nations for moral instruc-
tion.* 3T Still s morsl redenerstion must alsc take place in Judes:
Yiolence shsll no more be heard in thy land, rapine and ruin within thy
bordere (18).  Thy peopleé shall ell be righteous' (Z21). Zion is of

the ugmost i ‘rtance. end the suthor represents God as lavishing His most
ardent love upon it. In fact it ie to be celled 'The oity of Yahweh, the
2ion of the Holy One of Israel.' (v. 14)

Che. further expatistes on the style and phrassology to prove that
the c. is of post-Exilic date -~ but to introduce these proofe here would
be uneatiefsctory copy-work, so thst I must content myself with his con-
clusions, conclusions which I cam obtain more satisfactorily from a
study of the historical backéround and the enimus of the author.

"The Iste summer", says Che., in concluding hie remsrks on c¢. €0,
"which croduced the masterpisce of the Second Ie. i= over; imitators and
copyists have taken the plasce of that sosring religious génius".
Co, 61,62 will doubtleesly throw more lidht on the exact authorship of
of 60, vet we can venture, from internal evidence, to place it indevendent-
1y. To sum up the evidences, we find the same conditione here that
characterized our earlier provhecies - viz.:
1 Some‘peoole are in Palestine, bwt they are in darkness and despair.
2 The temple ig already erected, but is in 2 noor state and the sac-
rifices are unestisfactory.
3 The wells are etill lyind in ruins.
4 The proohecy was written in Jerusalam,
5 The author is endowed with an unfaltering feaith in the power of Yahweh,
and hcoe for His redemotion.
& The yoke of oopression is still heavy, but Babylon is no longer
mentionad ss the cruel mistress.
This would suggdest a date prior to 445, and later than 515,

Fho are these 3~3) 33 who sre to rebuild the walle of Jerusslen?
On pp. 8-10 the theory is discussed that at firet the Samsritans were
invited to join the Jewish community. 1In 56:3 the 923713 is welcomed
with ooen »rms, The 923 %33 could hardly mean the surrounding
heathens. These wonld sccept the Yshweh religdion only if Yshweh showed
Himsell potent end mighty thru the victordous prosperity of His paopla
(ee ie sugdested often enoush thruout ell post-Fxilic litersture).
Voreover, these heathen were 8ll hostile to the Jews (ef. 63:1-€) »-
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witnees the cstelog of enemies in Pe., 83 (Persien period).

The Ssmsritens, howeveér, turned e desl esr to the welcome extended them-
even becoming their enemies. When Ezre sttempted to resr the wells of
Jerueslem they demplished it, and Neh. wae hempered in his work chiefly

by the Ssmerttene -&Tobiah, the Ammonite sleve, and Geshem (more cor-
rectly Gashmu)the Arabisn (Neh. 2:19). fhen a prophet srose at thet time
to bring the cheering messade to hie people, is it to be wonderad st , then,
that this prophet should threaten the enemies, that he should promise thst
the very "etrangers' would rebuild the welle, and that the country of Gseh-
vu and his followere - Kedsr and Kebaioth = should suoply the victime for
Yahweh's secrifices?

Fhile we have nothing decisive to bear out our theory, yet there
is not the least proof sgainst it. Let ve besr in mind that the referen-
ces we have are but cssuvel -- Geshmu is only mentioned in connection
withNeh., but the chences sre thdat he did not stend alone emong his
tribeemen to opvose the Jewish community, nor did he bedin just et the time
of Beh. 1hie would conseouently out c. 60 at sbout the time of Nehemish'e
sctivity, cloee to 447. fe shall find that the next two co.,closely
linked with the one we 2re discussing, can also be sssidned to the same
deste on evidences found there only. This naturally strendthene the
theory advanced.

* (From P. 36)
In comtrast of this cf. C. 42. The remotest reference to it may be

found in 92, but there the text is corrapt. In sccordance with 8 and
the paralleliems in 8, 9a should read 119" (ehips, or seafareers) DY % % '3
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61, 62 -~ - .- The Coming Salvstion to Zion

After discuseing o. 60 in deteil, 61, 62 offer little that is new or
diffioult. The spirit of the proohecy, the conditione under which it
wes written , even ites Fform and phraseplody -- ell point to the seme
time and even the eame suthorship ase thet of 60.

The prophet sterte out with steting his mission:

To bring good tidings unto the humble;

To bind up the broken-hesarted,

To oroclsim liberty to the captives,

To liberste the bound,

To proclaim the year of Yshweh's plessure (on the one hand),

The dey of vendeance of our God (on the other heand) .
Then the orophet comforte the mourners of Zion, vainting in glowing terme
ite new glory when Yahweh will erown Zion with ite due victory snd renown.
Zion's enemies shell be punished - these very enemies whe lorded over the
pione community,«will now become servents of the Jewe; while the Jews,
living on the Pat of the land, will be the orieste of Yehweh, God'e minis-
ters. Thue will Zion be fitly vindicated! A1tho the nrnnhet dnes ned
rice to the morsl heights of his dreat rnade? 11,18, vet it must bte noted,
contrsry to the censure of our pioves Christian critics, thst even thie
prophet hee not lost his inherent Jewish sense of ethics, The Jews will
he exslted over the natione not because this?ihe whim of the powerful
Yshweh -« but"Becsuse I, Yshweh, love justice, I hate iniovitous plundering
(read OEALE! “13); and I will g¢ive them their recompense faithfully"”.
In order'to hesten the comingd of God's salvation watchmen are set upon
Zion's walls - the Lord's remerbrancers, who must take no rest eand give
80d no rest till He establieh snd till Fe mske Jerusslem s praiee in‘ha
earth,  Whereupon Yshweh tskes sn oasth that the inveder shall no longer
eat the froit of Isrsel'e toil@?:;). The inhabitente are to orepsre
for the return of the Disspors. Henceforth the Jeme shall become
known #s the holy veovle, Zion shell be cslled the City Unfordasken.
The whole propheoy most 1ikely ende with a shout of joy - Zion's reeponse
to the promises of the suthor.* 'T will rejoice hesrtily in the Lord',
* £1:10 ie surely out of place in ite context; it is » fragment of lit-

urgiesl poetry thet interrupts the secuence of thot of 61:3 end 11.
' Sce 31




ghe seye, 'my soul shell be joyful in wmy God; for He hath clothed

~ me with the germents of sslvstion, he hath srrayed me (*iep?) in the
robe of vietory., Like a bridedgroom who orders the coronsl (?'“')v and
like 8 bride who decks herself with her jewels'.

The same conditions as cutlined on p. 26 with reference to c. 60,
preveil here. "The land of Judsh is in part repeopled, and the temple
rebuilt (62:9, in the courte of ¥y senctuary), but the Jewe are still
desvised of a1l men (61:11; 62:7;‘200“1:12), and among these we are jue-
tified 1in including the welle of Jerusslem (62:6; eof, 60:10,11)."
Nomsdic tribes ravade the country with impurity (62:8,3). The raee of
the Jews sre still in bondege, scattered smong the nations (61:1; ef.
42:7,22; 49:9; Joel 4:8; Teut. 28:68). Liberty hae once more to be
proclasimed, and the 'wsy of the oeople' agein snd more effectuslly to be
oreoered@l:l: 42:10). "The return of the exiles, in a full and worthy
gense, hes still to tske olace"(Che. 342).

In style end vhraceolody the suthor relies elevighly upon I1.Is.;
gome places , in fact, beind little more then a moseic of fragments
sathered from 40-9%, Note especially 62:11, where the author lesves us
without en object for v een ('redempticn' wae doubtlessly in his mind;
gee 48:20)., Purther, whet is the subject of r9pon.. 1922? CFf, the
ovening worde of c. 61 - 'yhe soirit of the Lord Yshweh ig uoon me' - with
4%2:1 « 'T have put My soirit uvoon him'; of, the rest of v. 1 with 4Z:7.
The solemn phres 717" Y37x recslle the soliloquy of the Bervent in 50:4-9.°
Cf, ans r1n €1:2, with nns apee 42:%,  These sre but a few of 2 whole
estelog of comperisons showing how entirely the suthor relies upon II.Ie.
especially, snd upon the writinge of others, including even the suthors of
H6-E6€.

Aeide from other lste refererces, such as the rebuilt temole, ete.,
we should be able to plece this prochecy immedistely aes not belonding to
11.1e. if only from the fact thst, depending, == tgig:?"‘.ﬁ does, literally
upon I1.le., it nowhere mentions the mission of the Jewe to disseminate
the knowledge of VYshweh to the pecoles of the earth.It .~ merely contente
{teel? with enslaving these heathen enemies, and makind them receive payment,
in the Paghion of poetic justice, in the very coin whioh they have deslt
out to the Jews.

It seems ouite logical to regerd it as standind st the end of c, 62.
* Che. 343. It must be noted, however, that the Lxx resads sinnly'7$}ga4 Abf”d
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In treating ¢. 60 I referred to Arabic tribes who rebbed
the Jewe of their orops -~ in 62:8,9 we heve the reference more clesrly.
The welle of Jerusslem, too, vlsy sgain en importent role (61:4, snd
particulsrly 62:6 . This would lesd ue once more to s dste sbout the
tire of Neh. We muet besr in mind thet the most distressing news told
Neh. was that the walls were demolished (Neh. 1:3; 2:3,8). This agiteted
the Jews most, for it was due to thie condition that the Jews were subject
to the insulte of the surrounding enemies, ss well as to the unwelcome
pingling of these troublesome neighbore with the 1ife of the community ---
their intermarrisgde with the unworthy loadeg”} and rulers of the Jews,
snd their genersl beneful influence.

Some reforme of Ezra must slso have been sttempted when 60-62
were written. A more effective separation from the Samsritens seems to
be implied - the prophet addresses only the ourified 'kahsl' and mentions
the wicked end Ssmeritens only en pasesnt (unlike 56:9-57:21, e. ¢.).
This purificestion and segredstion of the Yshweh worshipers, they believed,
removed sll obstacles in the way of the fulfillment of II.Ispish's oromises.
The Zion to whieh the provhecy of eslvation snd ¢lory is addressed is the
corpeny of those who 'fesred Yshweh' and 'spske often one to snmother' (Msl.
%:16) -- it is 'sll tbose who had sepersted themselves from the poxa ‘ryp
unto the law of GCod' (Neh. 10:28), This community constituted the 'tremb-
1ing listenars to Yahweh's word' (66:2; of. Ezras 9:4; 10:3).

The fact that this pious community is called the 'holy nation’',
and the 'oriests of Yahweh' points to the beginnings of those religioue
reforms which culminated in the Prieestly code. The Jews are the priest-
people, only tc sacrifice snd to est of the fat of the lend. No other
gservice is exscted of them, no other resoonsibility pIsced on their
shoulders. Only the rigorous cult ie in the mind of the prophet.

The aueetion might have been ssked by the Jews (sccording to Littmann), if
wve devote 8o much time to all this cult, when will we sttend to our prae-
ticel needs? The snewer care in 61:5: '"Strangers shall srise snd feed
your flocke, sliens shall be your ploudhmen snd winedressera’'.

Thie suggdestion may be gratuitous, =till we cennot helo feéeling that chandes
end reforme were in the air at the tire 60—62 were writtem --- 8n uoheavai
that snewers historically only to the tiwe of Neh, end the P code reforms,
It wa_s @ time when the fulfillment of Il.Iesinsh'e promiees were felt '
coming, snd the prophet even imitates the Servant of Yshweh oracles (tho

he droesly mierepresents them). To hasten the time watchmen are set on .
the ruined walls of Jerusslem who sre charged to keep God mindful of His
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promises., Whether these remembrancers of the Lord be

humen orophets or an sngelic host or even pioue worshpers is of no
conseocuence in helping ue to plesce the dste snd suthorship of these cec.
One hypothesis is ae much s conjecture se the other, for we lack further
information on the subject snd the suthor himself ;e silent on the matter.
There is one thing certsin from all this:, however -- 8 religious and
economic change 48 expected to come every minute. This tallies well
with the sctivity of Neh. whc wae sent by the king himself. There is
no svidence to lesd us to suppose that Ezra had slresdy promulgated his
new lew ==~ but not only wae the Iaw in preperstion, even the minde

of the people were being orepsred to receive it favorstly., This suthor
nust surely have come from the ssre circle with Ezrs the Seribe of the

Law of Noses.

This independent ovroof lesds us to place 61,62 at the seme
time with 60, snd to sseribe the same suthor to the three cc.
Fe cen herdly err, therefore, in dsting 60-6Z sbout 445.

]
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VITT = = = = 63: 7-64: 11
p PRAYER for the RENEWAL of GOD'S LOVING-KINDNESS ss of OLD

The troubles of the Jewieh community in Jerusslem at the

time thie Iiturgdicel thanksgiving wes written had literally become
unendureble. The weter had resched to the neck, and only Yeshweh could
rescue Hie drowning feithful eservants. t petition full of heertrending
deteile of suffering, ruin snd desoletion, sccompanied by & confessiopof
guilt is sent uo to God -~ He is reminded of His great snd fesrful power,
guraly He can save if He so desires.

Yahweh's loving scte will T oraise, Yahweh's deeds of renown,

In proportion to sll thet Yahweh, o rich in doodness, hath wrot for uve,

That He hath wrot for us sccording to Hie compession and Hie

menifold loving-kindness,

Ha gsid,surely they ar Vy neople, sone that will naver prove Ialee;

So He became to them & deliverer from #ll their distrese *

Not en snéel-messender®, his presence it wae that delivered them, x

And took them up and cerried them =11 the daye of old.

But they resisted end pained His holy spirit,

S0 He changed for ther into sn enemy, Fe Himeelf fought adeinst thenm.

Then Isrsel remembered the daye of 0ld, the years of pset ages, sayingd:+

fhere ie He thast brot up from the see the shepherd of Hie flock?

KFhere ie He thet olaced within it His holy spirit?

He thet made His gloriocus erm to croceed at the right hand of Moses? 63:’
The retrospect of the glericue dsliverence under Moses, 2nd God's kindness,
ie thue continued until v. 14. Thenthe poet contrasts the distress end
cslamity prevailiné et the oresent.

Look down from heaven snd see, (v.15) hé importunes God; for he has
none elee to whom to turn --

- 1)

* The fir=t two worde of v. 9 belonge with v, 8

RS0 0% X% orhNIRY 0% A%

x  Budde, Du., Che. et 21, find the elegaic rhythm in this ovoem, hence they
omit £YR3 R17 109enaY 1paned. It edde nothing to the development of the

thot eithar.
+ nrris s gloss on ayn, 1cd%n 11x3. FRead: 97 77 nraz £%1y SeY A5y,

Cf. Deut. 32:7.
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For Abrsham knoweth us not, snd Isrsel doth not regard ue;

Thou Yahweh, art our Father, our redeemer, from of old is Thy nawe, @
True, Ierael can cleim no ridhteocusness, but why does God

vess CBuSE us to err from His waye?

Why does He harden our hesrts to keep us from fesring Rim? *
Return, 0 God, he pleeds,

Return for Thy servents' eske, for the sske of the tribes of

Thine inheritesnce, (v, 17)

64:188 ie difficult to understand. The Jewish Pub. Society Bible
translation reads

Thy holy peoole they have well nigh driven out. Thie is not what
the words mesn - il they mean anything adall is cuestionable. Meny
emendations have been suggested, the most eocepteble seems to be the
resding in accordsnce with the LXX - 523y =0 1329 =p%p% - But for
short time have we inherited Thy holy mountsin, our sdverearies

desecrate Thy sanctusry. He complsine further:

We heve become like those over whom Théu haet never ruled,

Like those over whom Thou hast never claimed lordehip ---
" 0 that Thou wouldst rend the heeven and come down!
Then,in case the voice of fetherly comcessgion should continue mute,
the almost deepsiring Church mekes @ frech soosal to Yehweh to be resson-
able. Does the potter lightly bresk s vees=el on which he hae lavished
his utmost skil1?" (Che. 350f)

¥e sre the clay, Thou our potter, how csnst Thou besr to see

Thy holy cities converted into a wilderness?

Zion & desert! Jeruselem - 8 desolstion!

Our holy,¢lorious houee, where our fethers praised Thee, is

burned downl

A1l the thinge thet we prize are become & ruinf

Nilt Thou st such thinés restrain Thyself, O Yahweh?

filt Thou be eilent and afflict us exceedingly? (64:9-11)
This ie the majestic way in which the poet lays his bitter comolaint and
end frantie ery for helo before his God, suvolicsting for a renewal of
Hie mercies.

Since the 1ast three vv. of c. €4 will help us lsrgely
later in determining the dete of thie composition we may discuss now
whether or not these vv. beloné here or were later inserited by an editor,

~ag ie intimsted by Marti and others’and accepted by Box. Merti bsses his

assertion on » minor textusl reason ss well as ¢n the reference to 71Z7p0
in €3:18.
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Thie would prove that the temple wae not burned down,
g8 our last three vv. seem to indicste. But py3 used in océnnection with
s holy plsce means to desecrste, as does evennpn- (Dan, 8:13. Cf. late
editione of Geseniue' Wirterbuch es well ss Brown, Brigge snd Driver's
Aintinnery). Ne shell Ffind lster that st the time we think this elegy
wee written we have sources to show both that the temple was partly burned
snd thet it wes desecrated in other ways. Thus there is pmo contradiction
at s8Il between the two passsgdes, snd we need not throw the leet one out,
10013 may have been used in & more general way, 64:14beoominﬁ more specifio.
Bow can we throw the lset three vv. out? £€4:7-11 forms the climex to
the entire poem. C. 63 ends with 8 strong sopesl - if God would only
rend the hesvens and come down! 64 ende agein with & tragic exclemstion
=~ can God behold sll thie with eocuvenimi¢y?! The idess, thote, and even
the lenguage 8ll lead up to this climax, so thet the whole presyer would be

incomolete without wv. 9-11, Furthermore, in v. 8, when God ie implored
to look down from heaven, what is He to behold? Simply that the suffering
Jews are 211 His peovle? FKhat then? He is to see the desclatione wrot

in the lend, the destruction of His own ssnctvery -- then surely will He
not be silent!

A, The senctusry wss possesged by the Jews but for s ghort time,
now the holy veoole are as without & sherherd. Yahweh has hidden His
face from them,

B, Cities, ineluding Jerusslem, are destroyed; the temple consumed by fire.
These two facts are uppermost in the writer'e mind. His coneternation ie
aroueed to such a deg¢ree that he "even permite himeelf to call Yahweh
unmerciful and unreasonable" (Che. 351).

Any poseible date between 586 snd 170 is given by different
scholare ss the time when this voem was compoeed; and indeed, superficial
proofe may be found for them esll. 586, the time of the Basbylonian
captivity, would tally well with some of the descrivtione and historical
background found in 73:7-64:11, The temvle wss destroyed, the cities dev-
aatated, the Jews dieconsolete, The ¥accubawn period, on the other hand ,
would aleo answer well to some of the conditione given here. The temple
was desscrated, the general distress and cconsternation was great, and the
Jews looked for immediate intervention of God on their bshalf. Upon elower
exanination, howevaer, we find neither of these datee satiafactory.

Could it have been writien shortly after the Babylonian esptivity, or even
vithin the 70 yeare, before the dedication of the second templae? *

- - - -

* Che. combats the hyoothesis that it was written by II.Is,, but thie is
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Sut for a short time have we inherited Thy holy mountain oould

never have been written with reference to the Solomonic temole,

Nor ies the synagogal 17y, , confession of sin, found until
post-Exilic times.* It reminds one of the church-confession in Is,
33:9-13 (discuseed in ¢. 4), and resembles in ite contents the elaborate
synagogal orayere in Neh. 3; Dan. 2:4-12 (tho this one has s Piner oo-

stic style). It also recalls thoss retrospective confessional psalms
»ecited in the eynagog for the purpose of edyfying the condredstion as well
18 for the reawskening of God's mercy. These are Ps, 44, (51), 78,80,

31, 839, 105, 106, 136.

Remanbering thet the psalter waes the hymn book of the second
temole, we oan conclude immediately that the poem undér consideration must
be post-Exilic. It ie especially allied with those pealme of complaint
nttered under an oporaseion which almost killed the nationsl 1ife of the
Jews, o. 4. 44, 74, 73, 80, 83 . Pg, 83, like our voem, opens with a
sulogdy of Yahweh's loving-kindness, then pssses into s melancholy
eontenolation cff the nigsrise 2f the oresent, ®g. 74 varsllele our
poen by its reference, "with all the nathos of an eye-witnees, to the
destruction of the temple by fire”, Ps, 51 ie like Is, 63:7-64:11 in itse
intense conacioneness of Svuilt, in the strande excuase that Yahweh Himselfl
is resvonsible for it, in ite reference to Leviticsl uncleanness (64:4,5;
Pe. 51:4,7,9). They both further emphasize the #71pn r19 in its late
hypostatizstion (Ts. 63:10,11; Ps, 51:13).°

The style snd phraseologéy is slso too late to warrant an
Exilic date. Again I must rely upon Cheyne's exhaustive catalog of
Iate worde and ohrases, (found on op. 394fFf.). It is most noteworthy
that the very words with their peculiar connotations that sre found in
this passade are duoliocated in the psalme outed sbove. One examnle will
giffice here: 63:819p2" ; Ps. 44:18 13 s ; 85:34 pen. It is of interest

- -
-----u—---dm-_uq--—--—--—--—-.--
- -

harily necessary. If it was written shortly after the Babylonian csptive
ity then we should try ¢o Pind the author. Disoroving IT.Is. would not
disnrove his ade, while if the evidencez prove a later date why hother abol
IJ.I!.? A
Joe. 14 can under no cirmstances be cited se s parallel.

Che. 353f,
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in this respect that Litt. and Che. point te the same words
to prove their resvestive hypotheses, while they 4iffer in exaotly a

hundred years as to the dste of thie prophecy. The worde auoted by
both sre:

63:3 -3 Another point of contact with II.Is. * 40215
10 %Y .. 0 Especially combined Ps. 78:40
13 niean 8 times in Ps.
15 731 I Ki. 8:13 Hab, 3:11 - 49:15
15; 64:11 pernn " 42: 14
13 nYec %% Not same word, but idea expressed (vost-Bx.)Ils., 26:13
64:3 mon Naiting Por Yshweh, cf. Is. 30:18 Ps. 33:20
5 NO® Leviticsl uncleanness Ps. 51:4,7,9
] DYIY Late - le. 30:2%
- 900 o I
6 120 Hosesn 11:3
10 13Y10n0 Lam, 1: 10

So far the evidances sll point to a post-Exilic date:ite soirit
fe Fully in harmony with late oealme and other lete literature, its his-
torical becksround does not fully correspond to Exilic times, snd ite
1snéunsde and style ia undoubtedly lste. There ie only one cbjeation
raiged by the scholare adainst s poet-Exilic dete for 63:7-64:11, viz,,
"why doez the retrospect of Yehweh's oset loveng-kindnese keep eilance
respeoting the fall of Babylon? The Exodue Prom Egyot snd the sccompany-
ind wonders are desoribed in psthetic langusde 63:11-14); why not aleo
the Exodue from Cheldee? 'The man who wrote ve. 11-15 of ¢. 63', says
°rof. G. A, Smith, 'had surely the Return etill beforas him; he would not
have written in the way he has done of the Exodus from Efypt unlese he
had been feeling the need of snother exhibition of 8ivine power of the
sare kind. The orayer, therefore, must come fronm pretty
nuch the same dete as the rest of our oroohecy, - after the Exile, but
vhile the Return had not taken place'.® A similar objection hes been
raised in England to the post-EBxilic date of the historical psalms."
(Che. 356) Che. ¢ives two cogent snswers té& thiz objection:

--------------

* It ie explsined that there must be some linduistic afPinities with other

literature, why not with II.Is.?
Expe.. Bitle1I, 447. Quoted by Che.
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1 The wonders of old time are the highest example of what

Yshweh can do for His people. These wonders are to revive Iersel's |
raith (ef. 43:16,17), they are referred to in order to point out what
Yahweh can do, and not because the writer fecls the need of exactly

gimilar divine manifestatione.

2 The Return from Eabylon is not expressly referred to because it was
sccomcanied with so many diseppointments; it wse 80 unlike II.Issish's
predictione that to refer to it would provoke dismay inetead of inspiring
faith. To these two I should like to add s third reason -~ the past is
ever ideslized, invested with glory, while the present seems prossic,

1scke the proper verspective. The golden mde is slways 8 thing of the
past, The nomadic stete of the Isreelitish tribes constituted the idesl
period for the prophets; while our rabbie tell us if the ancients were an-
gele we are human, but if they were only human - then we are like assses.
fhat wonder then, that the events of a thousand years sg¢o, celebrated in
soné and fol%-lcre, sdorned by fable snd Piction should be held up as the
greast deliverance, the ronderful menifeetation of Yshweh's ovower, the

like of which wag naver geen agdain? The Return from Rabylon was too recent,
too many of the disspoointing Facte were not yet forgotten, the halo of the
dim past had not yet envelopned it. It is for a miraculous deliverance,
comparable to that of Edyot, that the saddened community hopes; not s mere
human one which came thru the conouest of a heathen kind - Cyrus.

I? the voem under consideration is post-Bxilic, ie it se late as
the Vaccabesn times? Here too, some fsctes sgree -- but will it stand
the test of detsiled criticiem? Prof. Buttenwieser, in his article "Are
there any Msccabesn Pealns?", oroved beyond any doubt that not only can
there be no Vsccabean pealzs, but there can be no literature whatever in
pur: Hebrew and idiomatic etyle dating Ffrom the 3recisn period of Jewish
history. The conditions slluded to in this elady, as well ss in the
supposed Maccsbesn Ps. are couched in such deneral terme that, as we have
geen, we might even have plsced the suthorshio of this poem as serly se
586, were we not guided by a more thoro examination into the composition.
64:10 tells of burning of the temple, but in the Wscoabean times only
the gates and porch were ruined by fire (I Maccabees 4:38; II M. 1:8;8:33).
As in the case of the Solomonic temple, 'but for & short time have we
inherited Thy holy mountain' could not have been written of the second
temple at the time of the Masccosbees, after it stood for sbout 350 yeare.
Nor is there any evidence thst Judss Vscosbeus built the temple, all that
is told of him is that he purified and repsired the exieting one,



Dr. Buttenwieser ridhtly vointe out thet there is s fundamental

error in the customary presentation of poat=—Exilic Jewieh history. |
The conflict between Hoﬂpnilm (or the Selencidse) :gglg!& Judsisn nmust

not be identified with the ware waded by the Msccabees for their religious
liberty. The latter is only the closing aot of s strugé¢le which ex-
tended over two centuries. The sore afflictions and severe trisls of

the Jews bedsn with the lsst half century of the Persisn perlod, snd save
for the short interval of respite snd peace during the reign of Alexander
the Great they suffered persecution and oporession down to the Wsscabean
times. The very lsgends the Jews have spun around the name of Alexander,
heiling him as their friend end deliverer and fellow Jew even show that
thaeir previous oppression must have been unbearsble. Jos. (Contres Appion
I, 191, 193) tells ue that in the Istter part of the Persian period non-
Jews had control over Judsh, even building their temples and altsrs in

the country; while the Jews who destroyed them met with severe punishment.
Job, written in the "irst cusrter of the fourth century, represents the
orthodox viaw that the reigning herssy in Judea (undoubtedly

prevalent becsuse of the ovpression and avident silence of Yahweh; cof. p.
27) was due to the strangers posseseind the land (Job 15:17-13).

The brief spell of rest and freedom granted by Alexander terminated with
his death, snd the Mscosbean wars constitute the closingd sct in 2 struggle
which lsetod thru s century and a half. I need not ¢o into detsil here.
It is sufficient merely to call sttention to Palestine's nosition ss a
buffer state in the ware between Edypt snd Syris - the Ptolemies against
the Se}goidaa (ef., Jos. BAntio.12:1; Contr Appion 1:186; end the Letter of
Aristeus)., In sll this period of strugédle, dsrkness snd ohsos the dreat
historicsl event was the psesingd of Hebrew as a spoken language.
Congseocuently, if we find pealme or other liturgicsl literature, such as

Te. 6397-64:11, complaining of oporeession, destruetion, rspine and ruin
we cannot reledats them to the Msccabean period without first examining
them as to their style of Hebrew. e have Hebrew products of the
Wscocabesn period and even esrlier, let ue but compsre these (e. 4. Ecclue,,
the Hebrew parts of Dsn., etc.) with genuine Hebrew of the olassio

period snd we shall immedistely see the difference.

Ne still have sbout three centuries left (6th - 4th) in which we
vi¢ht place this composition. Three destes sre possible:
1 520, the time of the new teample, when there mas both dissatisfaction
with the temple and trouble which may hsve led to its desecration,
2 450, the sge of Neh.



2 350, during the reign of Artaxerxss Ochus.

The ardument im fevor of the firet date is that 64:10 refers to the 1
destruction of the stately Solomonic temple by Nebuchadrezzar. The naw
structure was only a dissppointment to those who remembered the glory of

the firet temple (Bzrs 3:12,13). The pigh hoves of the Golsh gave way

to despsir snd dissopointment. The enemies beset the Jews on svery side.
If Yehweh would only manifest Himsell as He d4id et the Exodus from Egypt!
(63: 19=64: 3) This was the fervent prayer. Hence 64:10, the truly
glorious temple is not yet replsced. The arduments in favor of the second
date, accented by most of the scholars of today, may be summed up in the
words of Kuenen (Ond.< I, 507; II, 140; Rel. of Terael 224; cof. BL, p.

213f.  GQuoted in Che. p. 357) : "Khat led to the destruction of the walls
of Jerussler, end the burning of her detee, we do not know for certain.

But the diescontent which 2lresdy bedsn to orevsil in the more remote pro-
vinces of the Persian empire, and in which the dews may have been involved,
even sgeinet their will, ie onite enough to sccount for such an occurrence."
The Samsritane may have broken down the wslls after they had been erected
just ss lster they had attempted to oocose Nehemiah's rebuilding of the
walls of Jerusslem. Thie must have taken place during the disturbances
produced by the revolt of Mesabyzus (ca. 448).

Both the firet and the second desteSare impossible, however.
The Jews were surely too insiénificant to be bothered with by Megabyzue,
nor are there any oroofs whatever for either hypothesis. Our literary
evidence, on the other hand, proves a later dete if only '/ by the
osrallelisme found with other lste litersture. The exegetes who argue
for the first date make v. 10 (0.63) complsin of an evil already partially
remedied - true the temple was burned, but there ie a new one, no matter
how humble, in dts place - while v. 9 comolaine of conditions still
existing. Furthermore, why 2ll this lament now after the rehabilitstion
of Jerueslem and the other 'holy cities' had slresdy begu n? This would
rather be o time of thankegiving, for we find in the book of Neh,, in
other literature of that time, aes well as in the portions of Is, 56-66
coming from the time of Neh. that there were siresdy weslthy Jewe in
Jerusslem, and that some readjustments had alreesdy béen made. An orthodox
Hebrew writer, too, would still behold sanoctity and besuty in the temple,
no metter how poorly it substituted the earlier one. Nor can we rely on
the historicity of Ezra 3:8-13., True, cc. 58, 59 (cs. 450) do show s
drest deal of trouble and despair, yet it in no wise parsllels the liturgy
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on hand. The lstter passsde says nothingd sbout the ruined walls

of Jerdsalem, either, nor ebout the oppression of fdllow Jaws by Jews. 1
Even the lanfuade of 59 faile to show as much passionste excitement, and i
guch a depth of almost hopeless misery ss that of £3:15-64:11, Ve may

note hers, too, that slthough Litt. places this nisoce along with his other

I11.1s. orohecies ss far as the date is concerned, yet he hesitetes to

pesign it to the same author on linguistic drounds. The suffering and

misery portrayed in this poem seem to have been of a oritical nature at a

definite point of time, and not & continued existing esad etate of alfsirs

ag is portrayed in Neh. 1:3., Thus neither the date of Zerubabel, mor the

age of Neh. can be pointed to se the time of 63:7-64:11.

The only date left for us , then, is the time of Artaxerxes Ochus.
A hasty outline of Persian history of the middle of the fourth century
will prove thie date to be correct. Artexerxes III. (Ochus) secendad the
Dgrgian throne in 358. He wag 8n unscrupulpue, cruel, shrewd and enerdetic
monsrch; his wag the bloodiest rei¢n in Persian history. In 350 he was
defested by the Egyotian kind Nectsnebue, who hed the =id cf Greek denerals
and mercenaries. This defeat encouraged many of the Persgisn provinces to
revolt, smong which wae Sidon, The orovinces were moet likely aided by
Egyot and had Greek soldiers at their command, Collecting a larde army
Jchue sacked Sidon and completely subdued Edyot in 343.

Jewish historical scurces are zilent ss to the fate of the Jews
in these 17 yvears of cruel bloodshed, or the role they vlayed in the
Syr_o-Edyotisn vorieinds and defests. Joe. sssociates the namse of
Bagoss, 'the deneral, of snother Artexerxes', with an enelavement of the
Jewish peoole and the pollution of their temple (Antig. XI, 7,1).

Bagoss is evidently identical with the eunuch Badoses, one of Ochus' most
cruel generales in the Syro-Esyotisn campaidn. According to Jos., Jesue,
Bagoss' candidste for the highapriesthood, wss slain in the sanctuary by
his brother John. This led to Bagoss entering and desecrating the sscred
precincte and to the texing of every sscrifice ss a penalty, From other
gources we know that st the sawe time Jericho was slec sacked, the csotives
being taken to Rsbylon,

Ne sre herdly in s position to know what really hsopened.
It is difficult to believe that even the cruel Badose would have wrought
a1l this desolation out of revenge for Jesus' death. Human life mspnt too
little to him. Jewish ss well as non-Jewish sources eém to besr fasint
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* fueebius' Chronicle; Solinus; Sincellus; Orosinus; Diodorus.
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sohoes of the events of the time. The book of Judith may hark back

to this event somehow - Holofernes masy be the Olofernes, collesgue of Ba-
goses.  Enoch 13:74,75 may slso vefer to this time. It is a sale con-
jecture that the Jews could not have kept out of the Syrisn revolts agsinst
persis. In their own cemp they were 1ed on by their fond hopes of in-
dependence insoired by the oroohets, by their growth in size and importance,
ss well as by their sense of legalietio piety ushered in by the strict
gdherence to the new P code, which would Susrd them Ffrom 31l harm. (Cf. Joel
3:9,13) On the other hend they were forced from without to take the step
by the brutsl cruelty of Ochue which destroyed all their sense of gratitude
to the Persian Empira. Ad3 to this the Jaws' Paar o® Lhsir powar®™il
immediete neighbors and we ¢sn be tolersbly certain thet they did join

their neighbors in the uprising againet Persis. Fe know from persllel casee
that the Jewe have slweys played an imoortent part in similer Syrien revolts;
¢f. the Syro-Ephraimitic wer as one instance. Needlees to ssy that when
Ertaxeryes defested Syris the Jewe esuffered the eare fate ae their neighbors.
Jericho wse csotured -- but what sbout Jerusalem? Ochus went from

Syria to Edypt == could he have left thie natural etrondhold to be & men-

asce in hie rear? Eu§ why then sre the Jawish sources silent sbout it?
Robertson Smith (OTJC“ 189%, ouoted in Che. 360) ssys: "The whole Psgoses
etory (of Jos.) looke like s oragratical invention desidned partly to

soften the catastroohe of the Jews, and vartly to explein it by the sin of
the high-oriest”. "The collectore of Jewish traditione threw s veil

over the inexplicable mystery of s second pollution end destruction of

the temple by ® heathen enemy" (Che. p. 361).

A1l thie reconstruction of history wae msde without the helop of
bitlical sources, especislly without the cc. under consideration. Fhet
if these ecc. besr out the evente detsiled sbove? We have slresdy referred
to certein psslms varslleling in idess, thoughts, vocsbulery snd histori-
csl bsckéround the eledy under considerstion, Pe. 44,74, 79, B89 especi-
ally reflect the same conditione ee our prophecy -- note in osrticulsr
74:32,7. 1t was proved by Prof. Buttenwieser beyond s doubt thast Ps. 74
rust date Prom the time of Ochue. The othere certainly do, too.

The g¢rest dreed of both psalmisgt and proohet of thie period wae that
'Yahweh had caet off Hie peovle', their consternation wae incressed 211
the more becasuse they relied so much upon the new covensnt and ite
ssaurance of divine favor.

Pe. 74,79,(89) have the lerc¢est affinity with the work now



before ue., and would probsbly be even closer allied to it were
it not for the alterations whieh theee pselme received at the hende of
the temple editors.. Let us therefore consider these parslleliems:*

Ps. Tdes Expressed, or Word Is. 63:7-64:11
74:1
Isrsel s flock 63: 11
79: 13 3
74:2 The tribe of Thine inheritance 17 sware
Z Mount Zion 18 (in LXX)
79.2'7‘} Outrages on the temple, culminating in 18
' ite bining té-l: 10
74:3 A11 God's meeting places burned ° g . x
2 D3N 63: 15
64:8
79:8 Let not Yehweh remerber inherited guilt 8 +

One more objection remains to be met before we can sccept the
perslleliem and sypchroniem of the psalme diecussed with our orovhecy:
Ps. 74, 77 clearly imoly that the Jewe sre suffering, in oert et lesst,
for their religion; while there ie no evidence of this in our liturdy.
On the contrary, here we find complete sbasement for ein, gtill we can
eaeily imegine both these stetes of mind to hsve coexisted and each
exoresced in different liturgical poems. In 64:5-7 we find sn exsiégersted
confession, oroving that the guilt scknowleded wae not sltogether the
product of sine consciously committed and remembered by the speskers,
but partly inferred from the extremity of the mentsl distrese. (63:17).
Ae wee pointed out shove, the Jews considered themeelves :'1Pn , Dioue
ones, but the ssvade trestment of Ochus convinced ther thet Cod was

- - wm = m om -

* OfF, Che, 361
18452 dubioue =- Dr. Ruttenwieser.

X 'Yahweh's holy cities sre s desert. The meeting places of God,

SEICHESUDPUSHEEC VLY 0ld bamoth, consecrated the cities.

+ CSeme ides implied.

]
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puniehing thom for sins - known s well as unknown, their ownps

well 28 thoee of their fathers (64:8 cf. Ps., 79:8). Put Ochus did

not re¢srd himeelf ee the 'rod of Yahweh'., On the contrsry, he

hed nothing but contemot for the Syrisn snd Béyptisn religions.*

Thie inteneified the Jewish sense of closé connection with Yashweh, ex-
pressed in the peslms while only hinted at in Te. 63,64; but st the

game time it revived their sense of being under God's wrath, fully spoken
of in the Is. passsg¢e while only intimated in the Ps. Yet we must note
that it is intimated even in Ps. 74:1; 79:5, pealms in which Israel is
gooken of as the innocent turtle-dove and the pveople of hesidim.®

Reeides the psalme mentioned Is. 24-27 may throw much Iight on
the contemporsry history of 63, 64. 27:7-11, with ite sombre deserivtion
of the devestation of the cities of Judsh and the despondency of the Jews
can refer to no other period than that of Ochus, according to Che.

We muet bear in mind, h wever, that Grey in the I.C.C. wsyns ue that

this conclusion ae to the suthorship of Ie, 27 is not at all certain,

The certienler historiecal cirenretences rerair evesive, and all thst cen
be eaid sbout it ie thet it dstee from s vost-Fxilic period. (ICC ad loec.)
Pyt it ie hardly neceeessry for us to study ITe. 24-27 more closely.

fe have sufficient evidence to orove that 63:7-64:11 oan best be

dated sbout 350 B.C.E., to be more exact - 347.

* For Cyrus' contrasry view ¢f., the Cyrue Cylinder. There the
concueror is shown even to reestsblish the foresken shrines
of the people he concuered. Cf. perticulerly his sttitude to Marduk.

® Che. 262°f,
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PUNISVENT of the APOSTATES snd REWARD OF the FAITHFUL

To treat cc. 65,66 sdecuately we pust first have s correct text
snd s full understanding of the orohecy. The first thing to sttract
our sttention ie thet 66:23,24 is forei¢n to the spirit of the comoosition.
! These vv, ars doubtleeely much lster then the pronhecy and
were probsbly added by the redactor of 40-6€ (as Du. suggests), the seme
men who inserted 50:10,11, Tho poeticel in form, these vv. have no true
netre end ere entirely unlike the rest of the ¢.. They ere clumsily
connected with the oreceding by a1, but we csn well see thet the vropheay
ends with v. 22; in fect v. 22 ie not only the logicel ending but slso the
stro_nder one. The writer has finished with the temple on v. 21, why
ghould he return to it agein? In v, 16 =232 %> meane ell nations - here
it mesns only the Paithful Jews (cf. Joel 3:1). 11859 occurs only twice
in the Bible - here asnd in Dan, 12:2 -- evidently thie paceede ie about ss
late se the book of Can.

Our next orobler is whether 66:1-22 is & unit. Let ue examine
the text more closely to decide on this:
1  Thus esith Yahweh: The hesven is My throne, snd the earth My footstool;
Fhat sort of & house cen you build for Me?
Fhat sort of a plsce of rest for Ve? *
2 Al these® My hand hath mede
And so all these ere Mine, is the oraecle of Yahweh.
For suech have I redard, for the poor,
For the eruehed in spirit, snd those who tremble st My word +
He that slsughtereth an ox is slso s slayer of humen victims,

*  ppvae Bipe

° 1. E. the temple buildinge in Jerusslem., OCf. ncn in Jer. 7:4.
X A%k %5 1% 91 Or, if the text ies to be reteined, '"And eo sll
these ere established’.

937 R OE
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He thst eserificeth s eheep is sleso s dog-strangler,
He that brindeth an oblstion also pours out s libation of wwine's blood,*
He thet offereth s memoriel offering of incense is slso s blesmeer of idols.®
3b, 4 sre simple enough - directed agsinst the ssme class of people as
33, V.5 is orobably of one piece with the foregoing; v. 6 nromises
resonpense to Yshweh's enemies - we shall see later who they sre.
V. 7 should reed 13 N9 9900 £903 M1 8 = PN BY nyvn: G = 1Y oM.
7-9 evidently spesk of the rehabilitation of Palestine; 10-16 continue
yhe same thot. 10 should resd r %z~ my “rge: 11 - 730: 12 - CYv® REI® 32
7132 TRI2YE REID 9% 0 RREINY: 13 « "13y pY9219va 108 14 -
193°% DK 1EPTY: 15 M3y ge2i 16 - omit any YY%R v3NY. 17, 18a seem to
refer besck to the idoletry mentioned in 1-5. 17 ends with saspm. 18
ghould resd: 'S ; -
131 PIEY PP AN N3N R NNAY ORI CACRINCY CACEZYS 1ERY 10
Vv, 13,20 ehould resd:

17 ¢ OTAERIN CY'KR YR DRYR DO DrYEY DI BN Y ‘e
%D VYT RREID DAY ZSE O ERARN %2 DR rK'am r*x:iﬂ Y7132 IR
vy PP ( Du, Merti, Che., Box, et sl.)
18b-22 sgsin desls with the nstions of the world among which the

Disspore is scattered, and herke beck to 10-16.

Thus we see that 66:1-22 deale with the Jewg, first in their
reletion to idolators within their own csmp, and secondly in their relstion
to the natione of the world. And yet it may be - and ig - one piece.

The moet we may say is that 17,182 are misplaced - snd Che. may be

right in putting them after v. 5; tho I should rather plsce them afper 4,
becsuse, as Marti vointe out, 5 snd 6 sre closer relsted than 4 snd 5.

At eny rate there is no deciesive oroo! just where tbis v. snd s half belong.
After msking this chsnge we have a perfect unit in 66:1-22, Cheyne's
ar¢ument that vv, 5 and 20 beloné to two different suthors

becsuse r>'rx is veed in the one to denote Jewish enemies, in the other
Jewigh exiles, fe grstuitous. The context expleins the use in either

csse.

The ¢, opens as & polemic against the idolatrous p%iy within the

pRE Al o 1;53
® Evidently Airected sgsinet those who combine Yshweh worship with
reoulsive idelstrous prectices snd euverstitions. CPf. Merti ad loec.
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Jewigh camp, and when these tsumt the Jews, uobraiding them that

their long cherished hoves of better times sre slow in coming (v. 5 'Let
fashweh be glorified that we may gaze upon your joy'), the prophet ssye,
'Nsy, the time is close st hand when the Disspors shall be returned, and
7ion become resplendent with glory'., Elresdy he cen hesr & rosring from
the city - Yehweh Himsell is coming to avende the injuries of his suffering
gnd innccent servente, Both the idolstors addreseed and the nstions who
hold the Jewe in bondage are to feel His wrath. Thue the ¢. cannot be
gnything but a unit,

C. 65 needs but little attention. It ies certainly sddreseed to
the ssme kdolstore, snd the same eschetologdical promises sre held out to
the Feithful eommunity. The text, the somewhat corruot, offers little
diffievlty in understanding the prophecy. The eame ides is develoved and
carried thru in both cce., and even the geme phrasee sre¢ ueed, cf, especi-
slly 65:12 with 66:4. 65 snd 66 thus form 8 unit. Now we are in s
hetter voeition to Find the soproximate dste snd suthorshir of this prooheey.

The servante of Yshweh, who 'trﬁrle st His word/doubtlesely
dwelt in the holy 1and, juddingé from the tone of the nroohecy; yet the
nation is but helf-born. (66:9) Fxiles are to be brot back only to ewell
the numbers and importance of those already in the land.
Note especially 66:10,20 where we cen reasd the Exile ss well ae the Return
without the lesst doubt. This st once combate Knobel's view thet it is
directed ageinet the Jews of the Exile who wished to build a temvle in
Bstylon, and thus written there. There is not the least doubt that it
vee written in Jeruselem., It is sugdested thst cec in 65:20 oroves its
suthorshir outeide of Jerusalem, but we nust bear in mind that this city,
'the verfection of besuty', was =0 beloved hvn%gga-Exilic poet and proohet
that they never weary mentioning it. Having,, © 7 it in vv. 18,19
the suthor does not reveat himself, but uses an sdverb. Cf. his uvee of
M in v, 13, S that there is not the slidhtest doubt that it was
sritten in Jerusslem, at leeset sfter 586, and even after 536, btut can we
not infer from 66:1-2 that it was written in coposition tec the oreaching
of Ha¢. and Zech. for the rebuilding of the temple and the reinstitution
of sacrifices on & lerder scele? No, thie iz sleo untenable, The tem=-
ple was slready etanding - 65:11 »23¢; 97 can rean nothing else, nor can
the opening words of 66:2refer to snything else than the rebuilt temple,
The temple is even directly referred to in 66:6, Also the eschstologdy
of vv., 65:17-20, 25; 66:22 ehow marked Persisr influence, snd sre thus
ruch later than Ha¢. snd Zech. Compering it with 51:16 we have the
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eontrast especislly clear - II.Te. usez the grestion of hesven and earth

se 8 sign that God is the sll-powerful, in this chspter s new h eaven and

a new earth sre literaliy hoped for. Jewish thot was certainly influenced
thruout the sges by all the peoples with whom they ceme in contact; and this
hope for 8 new cosmodony is a direct offspring of Zorosstrienism modified

by Jewish monotheism. Yet this author does not come late in the Persien
period, for he has not yet developsed his eschatology to the extent Lhat the
suthore of Enoech or Dan. have it -- he still lacks the resurrection and the
perpetuity of life found in later writings.

For the linguistic proofs of the vost-Exilic oridin of this pro-
phecy I muet again refer to Cheyne's exhauskive cstelog of words e&nd
phrases showing ite affinity with P as well as with other writinge of
Ezra's and Nehemis's ade,

On the other hand, we miesg the uvesual historical references thest
helied us place the former cc¢, - the wells of Jerussler no longer play an
important part ﬁ%réf’ﬁﬂ :;Gcﬁ'cfsg; ggeﬁts as the coming of Ezrs and Neh.
or to any religious reforme. PRBut there is something else that will help
ue place these two cc., with almost certainty. Let us examine closer into
thie enupositiion to ses adainst whom it was written:

1* afferd s4nission to those wha asked not after Me;

I offered my oracles to those who sousht me not;

I e8id, Here aml, Here am I,

¥ & nation whieh called not upon My name °

I have spread out My hands continually

To sn umruly and disobedient people, x

fho follow the way which is not dood,

After their own devices. 65:1, 2
Pgainst whom is this invective addressed? fho is that nation whieh
sslled not uoon God's name? On the other hand who sre these few faithful
servants who are to receive all the blessinds and joys? Judgind from
ore-Bxilic prophecy it would seem that the entire Jewish community is
addresged; it is the Jewish nation which refuses the teschings of Cod,
follows heathen superstitions and idolatry, and is in general » rebellious

God is spesking.
Read N9p RY
* Supoly avien

°
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and stubborn people. Only afew there are who can grasp the message

of the proohet, the disciples with whom preaching of the oroohet is

sesled up, The doom of the rest is unaltersbly deoreed. Conditions
after the Bxile are different tho. In the Jewish community of the Persian
perid the relicgion is thoroly orgsnized, end the orophets orsach in the
nane of this relidion, in an effort to strengthen and encourage it.

Those belondingd to the community sre "all rifhteous' (60:21), they are the
poor down=-trodden peovle, tresbling st the word of 3od, waiting pvstiently
for His long delayed deliverance. In time there developed aven smong
them some godlessmess, oporession of the poor, injustice - but not to

pny congsiderable extent. The Return wae too recent for the existence of
conditicns eimilar to thoee of Jeroboam the sacond which called forth

the strond voice of orotest FProm Amos. For such conditions we need

years of pesce and orosverity. The injustice that 4id exist among the
nembers of the community was dealt with in a Ffar different manner from
that of the pre-Exilic seers. Nehemiah's vleading, accompsnied by a
drsmatic curse was sufficient to recall tha rich Jewe to their duty (Neh. 5).
In the prophetical writinge of the Persian veriod thess same ocopressors
sra atteoked too, but in lsndusgde too dissimilar Prom 65,66 to lead us

to believe that these cc. tooc were directed to persons within the community.
We nead only to examine closelv Ies, 5E,53:1-15 and the sermons of Joel and
Malschi in contrast with 57:3-13;55;66 and we :é}}‘rsgdilv gee that the
latter nrooh?giggrare addressed to an entirely, set of veonle than the
former. The Fresthes the spirit of love and correction, the latter
unmitigated hatered. The former exhortes to a change in conduot, and
then promises that Yshweh's mercies will be poured out in sbundsnce., uvon
His people, for it is only their sins which sepsrate them from Yahweh's
gaving-kindness -~ the latter oroohecies areé relentless. Those sddressed
in 57:3-13;69; 66 are hovoelessly depraved, nothing will savé them, Théy
are s gemokd in Bod's nostrils, He will not rest until He recuites them
fittingly. Their nsme will be left sae 3 curse --- gurely this could

not have been written to the strudgling suffering Jews after the Exile.
Fho then is it theat ie sttacked so fiercelv?

The snswer that it must have been the Jewa, for the orophets did
not spesk in obecure enismsgic languade end if they had meant someone
other than the Jews they would have said so, ie untenable. The same
objection may be reversed: The orophets spoke ooenly - if they meant the
Jewa, even the rich and ruling classes, why did they not soveak out?
56:9-57:2 tells definitely that it is against the rulers. Amos sddresses
Israsl directly, even the whole clan which God brousht uo from the land
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of Egypt (»m. 3:1). The kine of Bashan, the rulers, the priests, even the
king - all sre mentioned definitely by name. Hos. speaks to Ephraim,
Qameris, and Teramel -- he leaves ue to imply nothing. Micah denounces the
ging of Jacob and Ierasdl, and the bamoth of Judah, Even where God contends
with the nation, Terssl is called 'My people', definitely. C!. further
Is.1, where the wicked Israel is called "a sinning nation, a people

burdened with guilt, sons thet do corruptly' - worde thst are closely
paralleled in the vrophecies under consideration - but here we find the

gsame thing, the v. just before it leaves us without a2 doubt that the

prorhet speaks to Isrsel - 'My people’.

The neople addressed must have been very close to need no further
introduction =~ and indeed, from the context we find that they were close at
hsnd, tho not members of the organized community. Let us but resd the
text closer: Thess peorle are called children of a sorcerees, brood of
sn adultersss and harlot. Surely, the prophet would not csll his brother
Jews thatl The orovhets refer to Jacob 2t a deceiver, and to the first
father of the Jews ae a sinner (Hos. 12:4; Ts. 43:27) = but nowheres do
they cut their noses to svite their faces. Further = these people sgainet
whom the prophet is =0 inceneed are idolstors of the woret dye, still
elingind to reovuleive culte of an abominable sexual nature, and even to hu=-
men esacrifice.® But the Jewish religdion after the Exils was much ourer,
lardely develoved in Bsbylon alongd oroohetical lines, so that the deserio-
tione in our several cc. cannot Fit the religious prectices of the returned
Exile.®

£6:5 geparates two classes of veovle:
1 Those who tremble st the word of God, the Faithful ones, to whom promises
of reward are held out; =nd
2 The 'brethren' of the first class, who hete and losthe the First for

- e m E e W O e e . - -

57:5, and poesibly implied in 66:3. Varti understands the difficult

v. 3 of c. 66 as gacrifioingé oxen snd »t the same time offering
up human vietims, which seems plausible; for the author who hes priests
end Levites,66:21, must give them some function of sserificind. To say
with other exegetes thet he who sscrifices in the wrond olace is ss bad
ae 8 homicide is aleso unwarranted. The suthor would taell us that and
not leave it to our own infersnce.

To esay, on that account, that it is not post~fixilic was already shown
to be impossible.
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God's'name's sake', The First are to constitute the redenersted

?ion, but there is no threst that the second class will be exiled From
Jerugalem - in fact, they must be outeide of Jerusslem, for they have
forgotten Yahweh's holy mountain, Nor have they suffered from the

Exile - they are still to be punished not only for their own iniquity

but also for the inicuity of their fathers, who burned incense upon the
rountains and dishonored Yahweh upon the hille (65:6,7). Their sin

cannot consist merely of individual bscksliding from the Yshweh religion,
for their works snd their plots (66:18) imoly concerted action. Surely
they must be a definitely orsanized class of men, workins adainst the

olans of Cod and His peovle. They are suverior in numbers too, for the
first claes is comnered to only a few good grapes on a cluster (65:8).

And vet these godless peovle regard themselves as Yahweh worshippers,

Por in 66:3 (directed asainst the same) even according to the most

orthodox inter:retstion n33% 9>t .. JA3C A%YE .. AT L3V .. YED amYR
2]l mean Yahweh sacrifices that they effer. 66: 1, addFesaed to the sanme
Yet it is not the Temole on Zion's heishte that the suthor disvarades -
this is§ already consecrated by God for worhin by the humble and contrite -
on the contrary, the dreat sin of those attackedﬁs that they have fordotten
Yahweh'e holy mountain (65:11, cof., also 66:21).

A11 these considerations trind us much closer to the solution of
our oroblem - viz. who sre the two clssses in this oroohecy? For a
more exact solution we must take into considerstion the historiecsl con-
ditions at the time this composition was written. e have seen that
it undoubtedly belongs to the Persian veriod. It would not do to put
it as late as 63,64, i. e. the time of Artsxerxes Ochus, or later; for
the enemy here is not the cruel concuerer from withoet, nor are the con-
ditions reflected as terrible as those in cc. 63,64, True, many Jews
sre still in Exile, and the foreiin yoke is :5!Broalive. but its
varallel incFatPgFt{ggnd in 60-62. CP. the new name of 65:15 with 60: 14;
62:4,12%, 4 £5: 18, 19:66: 10, the joy in Jerusalem, with 60:8=61:1-3, 10,
Also 55:2%, where the Jews sre no lender to fesr spolistion of their
crooes, with 63%:8, Also the nations comind to the glorv of Jerusalenm,

*  $Z%:Z cannot be cited, the new name there is most likely an interpclation.
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bringing the scattered Jews, and supplying sbundance for the pious
community, even in labor - 66:12,18-21, of. with 60:3-14:61:5-7,9;62: 2.
P3% .4 7% %Y .. ¢ - even these words sre duplicated in our proohecy
from 60-62, Me can hardly err, then, in stting the tentstive date for

65,66 at about 450,
% 2 We can place this vroohecy with greater certainty,

but before doing so we must bear in mind especially our historical
discussion in the introductory c., especiallv pp. 8-10,

Even from a cursory reading of Is. 56-66 we can readily see that
the Jewigsh community hed twe kinds of enemies - those from without, snd
those within their very gates. Their foreig¢n assailante 2re spoken of
in 59:16-20;63: 1-6 et psssim thruout the book.. The inner enemies are
attecked in 57,65,66. 60-6Z has references to both. These internsl
foes can be none other than the Ssmaritane and their Jewish allies re-
eruited from the ruling class of Palestine. Thie convietion gains in
force from the undisputed fact (arrived st from independent evidences)
that the prophecies in which these idolstore and shismetics are sttacked
el]l date from the time of Ezra and Neh. The fights that these two
leaders and reformers carried on agein_st the Camaritans and their Jewish
vartisane are too well known to “e recorded here. It must be emphasized
with Marti that from cur sources in Is. 56-66, as well as in Ezre and
Neh.. we Find that the Samaritens did not stend alone, they had e powerful
following within the Jewish community, even among the orieste and nobles
(ef, 56:9-57:2; Bzra 9; 10; Neh.13:23-28, et oassim). "Nicht die
Samaritener sind gesohildert, sondern die 'samaritanische Art', die
damele such in der jorusalemilch-jud:isohen BevSlkerung vorherrschte

( Varti v, 367).

Having thus approximated the date ar well as the conditions we
csn use each to help us secertain s fuller knowledée of the other. The
peovls sttackad by the orophet st the time of Ezra end Neh.. are brethren
of the Jews; who have caused the Jews no end of trouble; who hate and
loathe the Jews for God's namf e sske snd devise plane againet the Jews.
They are Yahweh worshiners®, snd st the ssme time orepsre a table for

- - e e = = - -

* 66:3 et passim. They sre sooken of as disobedient to Yahweh and for-
saking Him becsuse the suthor takes the old orophetic attitude that
'Yehweh, our God, Yahweh is one'. He eccuses them of idolatry in the

_same way that Is. and the other literary prophete accused their own
contemporaries of serving idols.
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Gsd (Fortune) end pour out mixed drink for Weni (Destiny) *
The gerersl descrintions of their idolatpouys culte sll eéree with wheat

we know of Syrien Religions. Fortune snd Destiny were Syrien deities,
worghip in the gardens wae an old Palestinisn cult.

It is pointed out by eome that the Samaritsns must have had e
uniform religion (even before the building of the Gerizim-ssnctusry ),
while the different descriptions in Is, 56-56 of the worship of those
pecple condemned by the prophets vary., Put why should we suppose that
their religion was 8 simple one? 1In the psssage from the book of Ki.*
we find that each Semeritan Sronc combined ite own religion with Yshwienm.
Furthermore, as Che. roints out,in perids of transition and trouble there
is 3 general eyncretiem of relidions, and a revereion to orimitive types
of worship.®

Knowing the relidious development of the Jews in Babylon, ae
we do, knowing their purer monotheiem snd their loyslty to Yshweh which
prompted many of them to midre te to jerusslem, we cannot say that these
disobedient idolatroue brethren, steeped in superstition, were members
of the Jewieh community. Not bein¢ outsiders, they must necesesrily
have been the Sameritan and pro-Samariten schisrmatics, most of whem hed
remained back in Northern snd evern in Scuthern Palestine.

Now me are in a poesition to understand two imoortant passsdes:
A 65:1,2,128;66:4, and F 66:1,2, The first clearly means that the
Jews sttempted to proselytize the Samaritens, but met with no success.
Tho the schismatics welcomed the opportunity to make use of the centreal
eenctuary at Jerusalem, yet they refueed tco snbject themselves to the
rigorove execting religion of orophet an?d seribe, In time they were
entirely excluded from the pious comrunity. This indeed fails to accord
with the revorts of Neh., and especielly of Ezra, but we must beesr in
mind that these last named sourcee ars unreliable, After they were driv-
en out they eet sbout building their own temole, and the proohet again
found fadlt (& 66:1,2). Yehweh doth not dwell in 2 temnle ercted by

B of O o o WG [ £ . 7

® Of. Bzek. 8:10,11; Jer. 44:18. This wse aleo true in Greek history,
ss Rurnet voints out in his Berly Greek Philosophy, p. 84.
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hurens - this Jeruselem temole was instituted by God Himeelf, but what
manner of house can the haughty idoletors build Him? This temole is

sccepbable becsuee its worshipers are the poor, humble, crushed in spirit,
who tremble at Yahweh's word.

In view of this unmistakable historicsl bsckéround we need
not hesitste to date 65,66 at precisely the time of Ezra's snd Nehemish's
sctivity =- 440 - 430, The sourcees are too seant to determine
vhether it wae beforethe cromulgation of the P code, nor can we sscertsin
the personslity of the suthor. He wae surely a soiritually minded Jew
fully in sccord with the sctivities of Ezra and Neh.
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