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INT~ODUCTORt 

A 

OO!LIMI ot JllISH HIS!ORY 
;39 - 430 

CYRUS to MIBIUIAH 

Cb1pt•r1 56 - 66 ot I1aiab, 11 •• 1hall tind iat•r, ••r• 11'1'1tten ln 
I(.;,~ 

what 11 known a1 tbe Per1ian period of Jewl1b, I tl•• r .. ark1ble for lt1 
~ ~ 

llok or biltorioal data and 1ouroea. We •u•t oonHqu.ntly be ntro9)y 
oaretul ln our treatment of the bl1torloal background ot th••• ohapter1. 
However, after the tboro investi~ation that scholars have made in the ~en­
eral Ori ental hi1tory of the sixth and ritth pre-Chrietian centurtea, 9"" 
and aided by the few references that we have from Jewish eource~ we are en­
abled to reoonatruot i.n_outline an hypothetioal Jewi1h history of the time 
that oannot be tar from right. Naturally, details will be lackin~ . and the 
element of absolute certainty may forever be denied ut; still we must rely 
upon tbla reoonstruct i~n it we are to ~ake anv headway in our 1tudie1. 
After 111, we are not totally in the d~rk -- tor th! rest we must trust to 
our l~a~ination, for "The ima~inatlon is the mother of all history as well 
aa of all poetry".* 

Owin~ to tbi1 lack ot material 1ome 1oholar1 eode1tl1 but trutb­
tullJ de1p1ir of our ability to know anyth in~ of the events of the ti•e -­
they find 1t lmpo11ible to gather the few shred• and weave it 1nto a h1etory. 
Other 1obolar1 have oone to the eitre•e , wrltinQ an entire history tull ot 
detail tor whlob tbey have not the least proof. They are positive in their 
1tatement1, denyln~ one thin~ and aff irminQ the other accordinQ to their 
pleasure. Thu• B. P. Smith, in hit ' OT Hitt', hav1n~ hardly any proor 
whataoever, rletly denies that Cyrus ever allowed the JeWI to t"eturn to Jeru-
1alem and to rebuild the temple, he denie1 that any Jew1 went btok ln 538, 
and que1tion1 the bi1torloit1 or lsra. l1r1 mu1t indeed teel flattered to 
find hi•1elt in the 4ood oo•pany ot Mo1e1 and Je1u1 -- but in •it• of 
dooua•ntary proof how oan one d•ny bit •1i1tenoe with •ore otrtalnty than 
attir• it? S.itb bimeelt adalta, it , ..... that tr lsra did not oarry out 
tbe work 111i~n1d to hie, then 10•• other wan bJ the neme ot lsra •u•t ha•• 
done it. Tb• ~olden 1ean ia alwa11 the better path to follow -- a third 

• Momeae•, 'R8•i1ohe Gescbiohte' V.5. 
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~roup or 1oholar1, matln~ u1e ot tbe little material on hand. hafe rein­
terpreted the event• ohronlcled in a oon1ervati•e ••n•er, and have tbu1 ~iv· 
en u1.a1 rar 11~1 po11ibl1, a consecutive bi~ory. Tbete ••n are neither 
blindly oredulou1 nor are they too aoeptioal, 10 that tbey are in a poaitlon 
to ~ive ua a rairlJ reliable picture or tbe Jewa under the Per1ian rule. 
Chier a~ong thi1 third ol••• or 1oholar1 11 tbe eminent hiatorian !daard 
Meyer, wboae pr~1entation of the rortunea or the Jew1 durin~ tbe rirth t~d 
tourtb oenturiea I ahall rollow clo1ely. I may add that a aobolar like 
Littaan baa adopted bodily many or Weyer'• hypotbe••• -- •· g., the view 
that it ••• lira who began to rebuild tbe wall• ot Jeruaalem. A brier 
obronolo~y ot the important eventa in the Jewlah bittory or tbe Ptralan 
period 11 ~11 that 1 aball attempt here. 

In Oot. 539 Cyrua ••robed victorioualy into Babylon. Tb1a oon-
oueror waa noted ror bit remarkable mildne11 toward1, •nd even tondn11a tor, 
the ~odt and rtlUlona ot hit 1ub.1tot nation1. In Babylon be rHtored the 
Marduk oult to a greater 1plendor than it enjoyed durin~ the priae of Chal· 
dea. It ••• not •,:t all eurpriaing, then, that in the eummer of 538 be 
111ued e decree allowin~ tbe Jews or Babylon to return to their native land, 
orderin~ tbe aaored veaaels or the Jewish temple - Babylonian trophies - to 
be reatored, an6 permittind the temple to be rebuilt. It it a matter ot 
oonjeoture aa to ho• many Jew1 returned ·- evidently only a handful or the 
leaa proeperoua onee -- ror as late aa the time of Neb. we rind Jerutalem 
practically depopul'ated and t he Jewa in 9oor ci rcumstanou. ( Neh.11: 12) 

It atandt to reaaon, too, tbat the wealthier class was not prone to forsake 
its 100111 oosition a~ well as its life or lusury and ease tor the unknown 
tortune1 or pioneer lite. As ~overnor of Judea, subject to the Syrian 
1atrao, Seeba9~ar, ion or Kin~ Jojakin, was appointed. Fra~menta or old 
triendly n1i~hbor1 - Kalebite1, Jera~me'elites, and Re~abites, preeaed 
tu~ther into Judea by outer enemies - welcomed ~he returned Jews, and ~ladly 
j oined them; wbil1t Bdoe, Moab, Ammon, and Pbillstia remained hostile. 
Tbo1e Jew1 who had not been exiled, findin~ themtelves more akin tb their 
Samaritan nei~hbor1, were also out or har1ony with the new arrivala. 
Thete older inh•bltants made but little ~ro~ress in their reliqioua aevelo~­
ment, their primitive Yahweh worahit> bein~ or the same type wh1oh the pre­
E2ilio propheta, and even Ezekiel, found so objectionable and 10 muob akin 
to idolatry. The Jen in Babylon, on the other hand, 1uoceeded in develop­
ln~ their reli~ion to a higher conoeption or monotbe1l111. Tbey alao o.1uh­
ed •1tb tbe older inhabitant• or the land because, in order to preserve 
their identity in a roreign land, they had to ~uard particularly to keep the 
11ea ot Abraham 9ure rrom mhture or any torei~n blood. Their brethren in 



Psltttine, on tbe other band, did not healtate to inttr••rrJ 
treely, so tbat tr1otlon arole on that aooount. 
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A commun i ty, however waa oroanlzed l n Jeruaal99, an~d a aubaorip-
tion aade tor rebuilding the te•pl~. An altar ••• tlr•t reared, 10 that r ... 
·ligiou1 wortbip •libt be re..uatd - out at tor tbt teaple, •••n it ao•• 
· beQinnin~ ••• aad• to rear lt, it• building could aakt no headway at tb• 
ti••· Th• people were too tt• and too poor, all t beir 1nergie1 were needed 
· in tbt1r ertort1 to rebabllltat1 tb••••l••• in the land, and building their 
own bo••• (Bag. 1:4, 9). Otber trouble• oa•• too: ta•ine (HaQ. 1:6,10,11; 
2:16,17), oppr•••l•• taxation both tor tb• king and tb• eo••roor, and tat­
tering on aooount ot Oamb11 .. ' oaepalgn1 (Ztob. 8:10) -- all tbt•• ~·••the 
Jt•• no ti•• to dt•ot1 to tb1 rebu1141n~ ot tbt t .. ple. The elraouloaa 

·return or all I1r1el, tor •blob they bad hoped, did not tat• plaot, their 
tond bopea and 1xpeotation1 gave way to diaappoint•ent, wltobedne11 and 
oonattrnat ion. 

522 - 519 were year• ot ereat uphee•al, and altho Judah ••• too 
inal~nitloant to take part in tt , yet it e%ptoted to reap tbt benetita ot 
thia period ot unreat; tbt Jewa ••• in the ev1nt1 ot that tiat the world~­
oataatrophe wbiob the prophet• toreaaw at coming before the e1tabli1hment ot 
God'• do1dnlon on earth. Tb• promiled 70 year• ot their nih wa• abo11t 

-- all that waa needed was a temple with its proper 1ervio•, then God 
reveal Bi111lt and redeem Iarael. 

r ~ • 
In 520 Ze~babel, nephew and 1uooe11or ot Setb•!!•r, 

tb• prophets at new king - tbe branoh or the hou1e or David. 
oommi11ion ••• naturally to build the te1ple (Zeob. 6:9-15). 

w11 hailed by 

811 tlrat 
Yet the n-

peoted miracle• tailed to oome. Persia re1ained in it1 place even fir•tr 
than ever1 with Darius By1paai11 (521-485) on it• throne. In the apring ot 
519 SISinH (Tatnai, lzra .. c. 5), eatrap or Syria and Babylonh, 0011in,q to 
Palt1tint on an io1peotlon tour, regarded tbe aot1vit111 ot the Jews with 
1u1piolon. Dariua, ho•ever, teared no uprl1in~ from the insi gn i ri c~nt 

'alettinlan population, so t hat he allowed them to proceed with their build­
in~ ot the temple, oontrary to tbe expeotationt ot tbe satrap. Zerubabel't 
oyal 11pirationa were tbua put an end to, and he mu1t even have been depond, 

tor we hear no more or him. Maroh 10, 515 the temple wa1 ooepleted,, but 
xpeotat1on1 for the Me•1hnio 'lflre dispelled. 

The community, at tar as it waa or~anized at all, bad a theocratic 
epect. Having no nationel independence there were no Jewieb rulers to 
aurp the prieally prero~ativea. The hi~h-prie8t waa supreme in religiout 
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s((sire, and the only authority above him we1 that ot the Pert1en rulers and 
1ttrep1. Thul the reliq1ou• end le~ali!tio development or the Jews W81 

carried on unhampered. 

At thit time there were three cla11e1 ot inhebittnt• in P•leatine: 
l The Sama~itan1, with their hybrid Yahweh religion, who were 1teepea in 
id•latry and 1uper1tition to tbe e1tent that they were •b•olotely obno1iou1 
to the Jewe. Yet, having no central abrine ot their own, tbey moat likelJ 
min~led witb the Jews, often wor1hip,in~ and 1aorifioinq at the Jeru1al•• 
1anotuary. 
2 Th• peaaant inhabitant• or Ju8ah who were not etiled by Nebuohdrezzar. 
Their rel1~1on •a• not tar dltterent tro• that or the Sameritana, and they 
doubtlettly telt 8 cloaer bond or kin•hip toward• the~ then toweraa the 
returned Golab, who appeared ttrsnge and torei~n. Yet they t1 '1111 lg 
joined in the community lite and reli~iout e1eroi1e1 or their brethren. 
3 The returned captivity, who had reached to a hi~her 1ta~e ot pure monotbe­
iam, and who tormed the beokbone ot the reli~ioue com~unity atter the i1ile. 
A1 their antaeoniam for the Samaritene ~re•, there developed in the aeoond 
~roup a d•finite pro-Semeritan party whioh oopoted all the reforms and 
in1titution1 proposed by the Gola. Thoee who did not e1de with tbe ~amari­
tana re~ained neutral or openly avowed the caute or tbe third olaea. 
There i• no doubt that the teachers end lee~ere ot the community often 
oreeobed to theae helt-Jewe, invitin~ them to eooept t heir pore monotheietio 
faith; tor thi• would not only etren~then and aolidity the nation and thu1 
prove to itt advant1ge, but it would alto add to tbe ~lory ot Yahweh. 
The s .. arttan1, however, turned e dear ear. When, on the otber hand. the 
Sem1ritan1 withed to join and a1111t the Jew1 in their temple work and wor­
ahtpjtbe Jew1 would accept them only upo~n oonditiont wbioh teemed an 1b-
1olute refutal to the former. So tbe St•arlt1n1 avenee6 tbem1eLve1 by 
petty 1nnoyenoe1 81\d hoetilitie~. 

•• time went on other troublet alao inoreeaed tor the Jewa. 
famine and tbe pre11ure or their enemiee, both ot ~hioh probably ceaeed 

tor a short time atter the temple was rebuilt, now returned even woree than 
before. Edom hareaaed them from the South,wbile their oropa and osttle 
'ere oeriodioally robbed by the bedouins from the desert. Help came adain 
rro~ Babylon. 

In the aummer or 458 Ezra was commissioned by Artaiexes I.(Lon~l­
manut) to Qo a1 Qovernor to Jeru~ale~, and to institute there tome needed 
retorme.Aa lon~ aa Ezra limited hia activity to makinf ao~e obanQes within 
the land the opposition rrom the ~amaritans oould not haM!I him. He eoon 
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1aw clearly, however, that if bi• att.,pt1 at reb1bilit1ttng tbe oo••anity 
end plaoin~ it on a 1olid re11Q1ou• b111e were to •tit wttb •nJ 1aoce11 
whate•er, be au1t ttr1t 1eo1rate tb• ~ure Jew1 from the alien• and be1tben1 
wbo both ••k• deprad1tor1 incurtion• upon their ttrritor1 11 wtll •• exert 
1n unwholeao11e intluenot 'pon tbe1 r rell ~ion. Tb• tint duty houabent 
••• to rebuild tbe w1ll1 or Jeru1al1m wbioh wert lying ln ruin• tor • 
011'ir1 end a qu1rter. So he 1et about thia wor~ 1ltho ht had reoti•ed no 
ptrmi11ion fro• hit kinQ to do 10. Htrt tbt Samerit1n1, who were wttohlnQ 
hit every aov• witb 1u1pt.oion, 11• their o~portunlty to tntt.nte lsra• 1 
dt1ign1. Rebom, the 11tr1p ot Sa111ri1, reported the taot to Arta1e1e1, 
wbo forbade lira to rebuild tbe wall1. l1ra'1 power ''' thut broken, snd 
we hear no more or hi~ until be i• brot baox into oro•ineno• by Neb. 

Thie dhappoint11ent cau1ed ~reat oonaternation aaong the Jewa, 10 
that ti11t and aOain tbt authors of Ia.56-66 deal with tbe problem of why tbe 
wall• are not rebuilt, and hold out the treat pro~i•• that the very ent•i•• 
who belped 4e~oli1h the~ w111 bave t~~Jit,tl~ ~hem. The d11tre11in~ ne•• 
finally reached Neb., th• royal cup-bearer. 1bo obtained lte•e or ab1ence 
from bit IOVtreiqn, With direct permi Ilion to rear t.bt nth o( Jeruaelem. 
Rt oe•e in April, ff5, end the work wa1 completed in July of t.ht 1ame year. 
The Samaritan• Mooked and threatened to put a atoo to Nehemiah'• activity 
thru ounnin~ sad open atteok, but the royal ediot as well as the leader'• 
keen end praotioel roresiQbt saved the day tor the Jews. iven the plapntd 
attack ot the ~ameriten1 miscarr i ed: and before they kne• it they were 
completely shut out from the Je~ish co~munity, to their dismay. With tbea 

went 1ome intluential and leadin~ Jews.•bo round tbemaelve1 unoo•tortatly 
situated in Jeru!alem. At the psycholo~ical moment a public ~eetin~ wee 
held, tbe community pur~ed ot all aliens. a oovenent made to 1erve God, and 
•new code eooepted u the aut hent i c ln or \loses. Neb. now diaepoears tro• 
the aoene J ror e time, seemin~ly le'f;Yin~ Ezra in ohar~e , but he soon 
returns to proaeoute hie plans with an indomitable •ill. His obief enemiet 
were tbe Se1uri t ant, 1thom he succeeded in ~t~q out enti rel~ n ti111e. " 

t.1:'J: ;r:•del~1b!!atl \l t~·1;1tl:t:l: :ttt~t:~;. \~ ret!\t~0 
:f ,l:,,Jd 1ltll. Nehemiah'• work •at concluded euccesslullJ, and the J••­
lsh theocracy which he rormed lasted ror ~any years. 

Thus driven out tro111 ell oartioipation in the Jewish temple at 
Jerusalem, the Semarit~n• bed to t~ink or butldin~ e thrine o( their own, 
and Mount Geriz1m was the lc~ i cel place for it. It 11 hard to aay bow lon~ 
they cberiehed the plan in their boeoe1 but Neh. precipitated it• oo~pletion. 
Jo1.'Anti41• XI, e, 2-4 hae it that the GeriZi•-sanctuary Wll built at the 



time of Alexander the Great, the aeme time when Manas1eh ~as eJ"pelled 
from the community; but Joa. is often unreliable, and we know that bia 
Manasaeh Btory is placed a hundred yeera too late. It seems fer more 
historical, then, to place the event se synchronous with riebemiab. 
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In Neb. 13: 28 we read tb'clt tbe Q.rsndson ot Eli eiJ§ib the bigb-prieat, 
possibly the aame ManasBth mentioned by Jos., marrie~ the dau~hter of 
Nebemieh'a inveterate enemy - Ssnoallat - for which reason Neb. forthwith 
banished him from Jerusalem. It is not at all unlikely that, puabea to 
tbe tore by his powerful tather-in-lew, thie fugitive became the r eligious 
leader and priest of the Samaritans; so that it was Manasseh who bdped 
them carry out their plan to reer s sanctuary on Mount Gerizim. 

History now ~brows a veil of mystery over the sub&equent fortunes 
of the Jews down to the Greek period. Here and there the veil ia lifted 
but for a sin~le aoment, and thru the medium of some oselmist or prophet 
we are enabled to see the sed state in which the Jews found themselves, 
but on the w~ole e consecutive reconstruction of the events is impossible. 
~e do rind e few scattered fact s from the time of Artaxerxes 111 . (0chus, 
358 - 339), bot it is more edventserous to treet that in connection with 
the litur~icel comoosition - Is. 6;: 7 - 64:11. 

B 

THl BOOK of ISAitH 

It is not the orovince of this oeper to divide tbe book of I s. 
· · - h 11 f · not · b I b into its sour ces, nor even to pr ove t et a o it ftasAwritten y s. en 
Amo z in the letter belf of the 8th century. Or i~inall y cc. 40 - 66 were 
1eoereted from the first 39 cc. and celled II . Is. It was soon r eelited 
even by the earlier tchol ere thet these lest ~6 cc. were fer tro~ beinO a 
litererv unit, so thet the lT.Ise i enic oroohecies were li~ lted to cc. 40-
55. 56 - 66 reflect en entirelv different bi£toricel beck~round 
et well as a different soirit frow the 1? orecedin~ cc. These laet eleven 
cc. were oooularlv nemed Trito-ls. by Du., e neme bv which they are now 
known. 111 .I E.,however, bee elso been broken uo into verioue comooeitions 
and escribed to different authors bv modern echolers. It is the task or 
this oaoer to escertcin, es fer es oo~sible, the conditions under which 
tbeee co. were written end their euthorship. The exact time and circum­
stances of these oropbeoie£ will be diaooeeed in connection with each 
comooaition. Suffice it to sey here that tbe atvle, the len~uede, the 
ideas, tbe soirit, es well es the historical beckoround all prove tbet 
these cc. were writtet et least after the rebuildino ot tbe second temple. 
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c 
RiSOMr of tbe WOR~ 

Takin~ tbe di1co11iona in the enaulnQ pp. tor ~r•nted, we 
find tbat there ire nine ind•?endent oompo1ltion1 in tbe eleYen co., 
wrltt•n between tbe year• 458 and 347. It la extremly ditticalt to pick 
out individual antbora - tbey were all ororoandlJ inrloonced by tbe atyle 
and idee1 or II.Ia, end by tbe tbeolo~y or E1eklel; 10 that, preaeattn~ 
little ori~inality and 1till le11 9erwon1lltv. it i• bard to di1tin~ni1h 
and to di1ori•inate. But tbe very tact that • period or over a century 
elapsed between the tir1t and the 111t oomoo1ition1 preclude• unity or 
eutbor1blp. Let us tabulate the date• to eee bow tbeee •111 help ua: 
I 56:1-8 a detatcbed oronheoy, time ot Ezra, oe. 458 
II 59: 15b - 20; 63:1 - 6 

56:.9 - 57: 21 
III 
IY 
v 
VI 

58, 59 
60 - 6~ 

65, 66 
63:7 - 64:11, the 111t one, writtee 

cloH to 

" " 

n 457 

450 
" 445 

430 
• 3•'7 

ExoludinO tbe last date we have 1 oeriod or about 30 years, and 
it it orobable tor one ~•n'a literary activity to have extended tbat tar. 
The tanoua~e and hiatorical situation can beln ua but little in determtnino 
tbe authorab1o, a1 ••• oointed out; and in 1oirlt, too,aany or t•e• are 
uniform. Fro~ tbe internal evidence, oererullJ wei~bea in each case, I 

oame to ooncluaion1 in •any in1tanoe1 aiailar to tbo1e or Cbe., and oon­
trery to moat other oritioa, Litt. included. Indeed it 11 poaaible tor 
no one to point out tbe author; but we 01n aay with certainty that 1everel 
1obool1 and tyoe1 or thot are re~reaented in the book. We can at once 
olace 56: 1 - 8, witb it• le~aU am and in1htence on the S•bbath, in the 
•••• oatetory with 58:13, 14. Thie euthor doea not ••••to rea~petT. 
Litt. 1u~ge1t1 tbat we tail to recoonize tbe tame author in 1ub1eouent 
pa11aQta b1oau1e ot tbe dlacre~enoy in ti•e and condition•. Tbla is 
untenable, beoau1e ait other cc. were written •itbin thirteen years o( the 
time 56:1-8 was written, end tbat la not lona enouah tor tbe author an• 
bis 'Welt1n1ohauun~' to ohanae 10 comnletely. Cc. 58,?9 atand by 
tbomaelvea. Here we mies the vindictivene11 and lack or 1plrituallty 
cbaraoterhina tbe other~ i tsu tr111ldM • .,..._ o.M M ..._ 

~ 'ra: n, -6.t. ~ ~-==:late " I ti.. It indeed any ot the 
author• or Ia. 56-66 1hould be called Trito-Ia. , it it only the author or 
58, 59 that I would honor by joinina to the two l•aort1l I t aiaba. None ot 



the other propheciea in the book we are dealin~ with attain to the 1pirit­
ual height• or tbeae two oc. Thu!6Awe already have three dietinot 1utbor1 
56:1-8; 58, 59; 63:7-64: 11 . The re~aioing oo. all belon~ to the 
aeme aohool, tho hardly to the 11me author. In tbot, atyle, and even in 
lan~ua~e (a more reliable oriierion berea than elaewhere) ;6:9-57:21 
it oloeely allied with 65, 66 They both attack the Samariiana with eouil 
vigor, and aa to their pbraaeolo~y ot. eepeoially 57:15b with 66:2b. 
cc. 60- 62 aurely belonQ to the eame aroup, tho we have no evidence that 
they were written by the aame hand. To this 01111 we may alao add 59:15b 
-20; 63:1- 6. Arrangin~ tbeae 9ropheeie1 in tabulated rorm we have: 
I 56:1-8 458 
II 56:9- 57:21; 65,66 457 - 430 

And ot tbe aame grou~: 

III 
IV 

59: 15b-~0;63:1-6 
60-62 
58; 59: 1- 158 
63: 7-64: 11 

450 
347 



I 

CONSOLATION to PROSILYTIS and to JIWISH IUNOCR~ 

Short 11 tbit prophecy 11, it reflect• enoutb of the oond1t1on1 
time to warrant it• 1ep1ration from II.It. tba prophet 11 t9ldtnt­

ly apeaklng after the tirat return of tbe Golab in 1ooord1nce with Cyru1' 
ediot or 538 (v.8). The temple 11 rebuilt and the 1aoriflot1 re1tored(v. 
7). Tbe a4e or exolu1ivene11 and legali1m hae already 11t in. Tht broad 
ethical connotation •hioh the aeoond le. attatobed to the word1 ~pi11 e~e~ 

~ivea way to a narrower technical meanln~. aa oan bee tte~ from it• e1-
patia~ion in v.2 ,~ ~ re rD~ ~~~ . 

Tbe author ie not yet the extremely 11clu1ive le~1ll1t tbat lira 
and Neh. ere •. The eunuoh may !erve in the temple: the etran~er i• wel­
comed in laneua~e eimtlar to that or Solomon's dedicatory prayer (I Ki. 9: 
41-15} . The oomm•rnity is est ablished (v .3 1 ~?J ), and the sanotu8ry 
built, ao that the oue ation or the st~tua of the stran~er end the eunuch 
is the ~oet i~portant pro~lem or the day. But the hearty welcome that 
both theae classes receive assures

5
ue that the composition must have 

been written either earlier then 450 or arter 445. In 458 Ezra came to 
Jer1salem, and it can hardly be ima~ined that the 9roohet who s~ems so 
much in accord with the rest ot izra'e and Nehe~iah's work 0 should oppose 
th•~ just in thi~. The latter date is ~lven beOAU8e arter Nehemi8h'• 
activity, hit and !1ra'1 intluence may have been rorqotten. However, 
tbi1 1• bardly likely. That thi1 oomoo1ition ••• wr itttn later than 
445 it out or the oue1tion, Che. to the contrary. V.1 clearly 1hows 
tbat the prophet 11 looking forward to the arrival or the Ezrs caravan. 
Furtherniore, after the promul aation or the P oode eunuohe and proselyte. 
would never have been invited eo ovrdially to pertioipate in the temple 
service by a man ae legaliatio as our author prove• himaelr to be. 
V.8 a~ain teems to be awaitin~ a definite return - not aomethinq va~ue. 
Thit return oan mean no tober than that or E2re and hi• company •hich 

. the 4•w• muat have been expeotin~ when vv. 1-S were written. Only thus 

*Ct., e. o •• Ezra 9: 1-4; Heh. 1~: 1-3. 
°Ct. eapeoially the lan~. or vv. 4,6 with that uaed in f with especial 
reference to the 'covenant or the Lord'an~ r~~ ~c~. Thi• it not mere 
1imilarity or phraseology - it beapeak• a like theolo~y. 



oan we appreolate the lmportanoe wh1ob the 6~~'1'/'tt~ 
nrophet atta,lohe1 to th• o•aole ot thla v., an importano• that 1eem1 10 
•1a~gerat•d to Che. 
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Che. err• in plaoing thi• propbeoy after Neb. by bi@ bypotbeelt 
that Neb. b1m1elt may have been one or the tunuohmpbJeoted to by tht 
peoplt • and welcomed by thi• author (9.311) . Tb11 1tr1n~e hypothe1l1 
t1 based on tbt fact that Neb. aerved wine to tht kin~ ln the preaenoe 
or the oueen (Neb. 2:6), but nowhere in the Bible it there the leett hint 
that Neb wa1 a o~io. Thi• !n~lith aaholar torgett that Neb. waa most 
&OtiVI in the proaulOation Of the ~OOdl, that it Wat only be Who maae itl 
aoo19tanot 901~isle - but the P oodt def i nitely e1olude1 eunuob1 from the 
community. Both Neb. and P al so take a ri ~oroue et~nd a~~in~t . the 1trang­
er welcomed by our author. 65:1,2, a product or tbe~tf...(~r·N~eh., teems 
to know of the weloome extended to 1tran~er1 by this author (doubtle11ly 
by othert, too, ot whom we have no dieeot ev idence) , and states clearly 
tbat at on~ ti~e oroeelytee were invited. 

An lxilio dat e i t out ot the ouettion ror thi• propheoy - or the 
poet- Fxil i o time, the one ehortly before Ezra ~eems to fit best i n aooord­
onoe with the epi rit, ideas exoreased, and hietorical baok~rouod. The 
expectation or imminent relief - t he keynote or the or oph eoy, witb whioh 
it both be~ine and ends - seem~ oert ein to point to the tact that tbe 
author was exoeotin~ the oomin4 ot Fzra and wished to oreoare the way tor 
him. It 11 doubtful whether the author wae a coworker ot lira, the 
evidences 1eem to point to the raot that he •a• an independent prophet, 
whose aot1vitiet were oonttned to Jerusalem, and who expeoted a qreat 
obanqe tor the better with the comin~ or !zra. 

• Ct. Pa. 1 ~7. 



II 

A 56:9-57:1 

B 57:3-13a 

,6:9 - 57:21 

A~ain1t the Unworthy Rulers ot thA Communlt1 

A~1ln1t the Idolatry or the Samaritan• and 
tbelr Priendt within the Community 

~ Promito or Divine Help to the Oppreeted 
and Cruehed Party ot tbe Pious 

56:9-57a21, in no wit• conneote~ with the preoedinq,. otrert 
many ditttoultiee. "Thl1 obeoure pa11aoe", 1ay1 Che. (o.31,>. "which 
open• with a dtnunoiation ot the ruler• ot the J1wi1h community tor 
their inoap•oity, tlothfulnett •nd qreed, clo••• with a mttla~e or del­
ioetely ewore1sed oon1~lation end encoura~ement to the Je•ith ,eople:to 
th• rar orr and to tb• near'. Midway comet an inveotlv•, in still more 
vehement term• tb•r the introduotion, a~ain1t a commlnity dittinot (as it 
"ould see~) trow tbat ot Jeruaal••, and addiotea to the mo1t _ _!!!.!..ou1 
rorma or beetbenitm.-~ The riret oueetion to ask 11 whether tbit pa11a~e 
is a wholt, or whether two writere have been concerned in produoin~ it." 
Attar seoaratln~ 57:13b-21 rrom the precedin~ as the product ot a differ-
ent author and a later time, Che. oontinuee: "The nett oue1tion 11, 
whether the perio~ or the firRt 8nd lon~er oart ••• is before, duri n~, or 
after tbe lxile". But Cbe. 11 wrone in teparatin~ this prophecy. Bit 
at ron~ett ar~ument it bated on lln~uiatic evidence -- he finds the r1r1t 
part to be olotely linked with Jer. and Bzek., while the tatter relies 
~ reatly on II. It. Which meant that both parts rely on prophets who, ' ' 
are all a~reed, lived before tht time that the earlieet pieoe in the col­
lection or compositions in It. 56-66 waa writte•. The nropheoy before ua, 
whether a unit or not, it oon1piouou1 by its lack or ori~inality. Why 
then ahould we 1uppo11. it other evidences point to the contrary, that 
the author would draw only upon a sin~le 1ouroe for bis model? Surely all 
three prophets, Jer., l1ek., and II.Ia. were extant at the time; how elte 
oould the two authore or C~eny'1 bypotbesit ~et to them? Is it not more 

logloal to 1uppo1e that an author •ho reels no compunction at borrowinQ 
woula ttltot at his model material moat aultable ror hia purpote? 
Where could he tind better inepiration ror attaokinO Itraelltith idolatry 
(I~wy I1raelitl1h, tor II.Ia. ae1sil1 the idolatry or the other nations 
in contrast with Ierael'• monotheism) than in Jar. and !zek.? What 
proohet, on the other band, could serve as a better model ror oomrortin~ 
and oonsolln~ the oppressed than the author or the !ervant or Yabweh son~• 



16 

~hose first word• are "Comtort ye, comfort ye My people"? 
Would not the very taet tbat tbe ~atbor ot the firat portion draw1 from 
t•o 1ouroe1 -- Jer. au~ lzek, 11 Che. bi•aelt ad•it1 -- prove that the •••• 
author 11 joet as likely to aee a third prophet when it 1ult1 h11 purpoae? 
Li.tr in his ar~ument (p, ~20) Che. a~reea that the firat portion doet have 
~ 

affinitie• •itb II.Ia. 

Nor ia the taot that the third portion dealt with ~ new eubjeot 
euf ftoient to eeparate the oompoeition, for 11 not the rtrat part entirelt 
1naependent or the 1eoond? Yet the two are 1utfioiently alike to be1poak 
e 1in~lt author. Io taot tbe eeoond part ia more oloeely linked with the 
third than with the (iret. 57:4 already intimate• the pjpua to who• 
the euthor would later addre11 a me1aag1 of oonaolatioo. True 13:b 11 a 
audden tran1ition, but t-ia make• the oootraat that the author wisbea to 
empbaaize all the 1tronger. It ta s literary ~evi~..! univeraally uaed lo 
literature, and Oriental writer• are e1peci1lly fond ot it. er. Amoa 
auoJeoly turnio~ teem Mo•b, I1rael'1 !nveterate enemy, to Israel ltaelt 
(Am. 2:1-6)~ or note the 1udden trenaitlon ot Ho1. fro• hie own private 
lite to the national lite of Israel (3:3,4). furthermore, the third part 
often revert• back to the wlok•d ••ntioned lo the 1eoond. In objection 
to thie Che, aaya that ·~·~~, •• is the ordinary e1ore11ion (ae@fs.) tor 
the lawlw11 party a•on~ the Jews". Quite ao, tut must we wait until the 
Maooabean oeriod to find auoh a party? Decidedly not! There is not 
the least doubt that the Sa~aritana had atron~ adherenta amon~ the power­
ful Jews in Jerusalem. A cursory oerusal or Ezra and Heh. ie eutticient 
to convince any one or thls tact -- while Che. himself refers to it when 
oonv•eient tor any or hie hypotheses. 

Cheyne'• main ar~ument ror aeparatin~ the two pieces and plaolng 
the last one later than 430. boils down to the taot that the pbraae "the 
tar off and the near" (57:19) oooura a~ain in Dan. 9: 7, and to ~1J & ~~, -4lt 

bein~"two late Hebrew worda of Talmudic at?initiee". As to the tor•er • 
the author or Dan. may j ust 38 well have borrowed fro• this prophet. 
After all it 11 not such e wonderfully new oombination of worde that it 
could not have been hit u9on by anyone but the ingen~ua .!_pocalyptiat. 
11J saya Che. 12 round only in Am.8:8, and there it la an interpolation 
--- ~ranted, but what oroot have we that it i s a Talmudic inaertioo? 
Che. seems to ror~et that . the little Bible does not exhaust the rich 
vooabulsry or the Hebrew lan~uaoe. His rererence to Sota 34a (p. 322 note) 

•it is ~ranted that his emendat ions i n v. 20 seem plausible: ~~JJ to ~1JJ 
' ... 
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doH not HH at 111 ooncla1i ve. l ~,, ii1 pnll ~ ~o 1":1~ ie'o 
(the water ro1e m~re and •ore) 11 wrltt•n ln n•n-Hebr••, •blob dr••• on tb1 
Bible (or a irHtlr part or it1 voo1buhry. It 11 8an~erou1, •oreover, 
to b111 a theory on what th• t•1t mi~ht have read. eilJ ml~bt have been 
originally ~ill, 11 Hotrmann 1ugge1t1, but there 1• no proof ot it whatever. 
1le may ju1t H ••11 emend the ttJt to ~JiJ wl th de LaQ. Du. think• lt 
eater to b' oon11rvative in thit pa11aqe and retain 1iJJ •• 
Nor doe• c"eyne ~ive more oonolu1ive 1vld1no• that the word ~ri 
could not bave been e1tant 1hortly after the l2iltf while be bim111r ad•lt1 
some artinitie1 between the two oieo••· "Peace (v. 19) re~eated r .. indt 
UI Of the repetitions in VV. 6, 14." 

The oonoluaion it ouite natural: 56:9-~7:21 i• a ain~le oompoattion.• 
The ~ropbet tir1t turn• bis ~aze to the unworthy pri11t1, prophet! and rul­
ers (who probably fraternized with the Samaritans to a con1iderable e1tent) ; 
then the godle11 idolatore are attacked. Theee mav be within the Jewi1h 
community it1elt, but it i• more likely that the Samaritans and their 
J ewish symoatbizers are ~eant. The community addressed (note the feminine 
from v. 6 onward•) aee~a to be dietinot from that whose leaders are spoken 
or in 56:10-12, and the worde"brood or an adulteress and harlot" 0 gain in 
roroe when eiplained or the mixed oriQin as well as th~ impure religion or 
the Samaritans. Moreover, with Haggai and Zeeb. 1-8 berore ua, it i1 
acaroely ot'edlbl~hat, even in imitation or Ezell. 16: 3. 45 ( written berore 
Zedektab'1 captivity), auob atron~ 1ipr11sion1 could have been u11d of the 
po1t-hilio Jewilh 001111unity. x 

~ -- - ---- -- -- ---
•or oour•• I am not dealing with the teit or tbl• pi•o•, nor ot III.Ia. in 
~eneral, in reQard to which Du. •ptly ••Y• it it •ztemlloh 1obl1oht 1rbalt• 
en•. Were I interHted in the tntual tide or tblJ pro~heoy · I thould 
naturally omit v.5 in c. 57, an~ make other neoeeaary~i9' Conaeouently 
when I 11y it 11 1 unit allowanoe ~uat be made ror emend1tion1 and 
omi 11ion1 1uQqe1ted by teJtual oritioi1m. 
o 57:3b Read :tlt1 rr,Je r~r 

x For further di1ou11ion on this oolnt 111 aeotion IX, in oonneotion 
with oo. 65, 66. 



rinally th• author addr••••• a word nr oomrort end haoe to tbt 
piou• m••-•r• or the Jewith oommuntt7, a me11age or wbiob th•J were in 
1ore need. 

Havin~ settle~ tbe unl~y or 56: 9 - 57!21, let us now tr, to 
plaoe it• date and authorehip. Older oritiot have attempted to prcve 
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it a pre- !xilio product (Eweld, Bleek. Graetz. Kueneo, Dillm•nn, Cornill, 
RyBsel , Wil~boer, and Che. in his earlier writinge; Cbe. p 315, note S). 
Luizatto, wbo a1oribe1 all the rett ot tbe book to la. , ~eQarde 57:1,2 
as a dirOe upon le., who, accordin~ to le(end, ••• 1a1n atunder by order 
ot lana11eb. Luz11tto was followed in bi• view by i•ald and otbtr1 who 
uoribed tbe whole work to Menaneb' 1 time. Others tiud an hi Uc date 
to thi• prophecy. Both are imoosaible. The author'• attaok on idolatry 
la not oonolu1ive in iteelt to ••orlbe it to either ot tb11e periode. 
In the tirat plaoe it wat pointed out~bove that the attack 1• direotea 
a~aintt the Samaritan1,"1.e.tbe descendants or the North I1raeliti1b rem­
nant or tbe ~seyri cn, Babylonian, and Arabian colonists, who worshiped 
Yah•~h as the'Goi or the lDnd'*, but wbo, until the erection of the Geri ­
zim temole and the adoption or the Je~ieh law-book , oannot alto~etn-;? ha!.f 
fiven up the heathebish oractices or their ancestors". And even it it be 
addressed to the heathen superstitions or the Jews, we know that the Jews 
or the Persian, end still mor~ those ot the Greek period were sddioted to 
idolatro:is superstitions. Ct.!>!. 16:4; 8 1:6~ -17; Uioah 5:9-14, end - -

\

many other paau~es. Note also the prohibit.ion or heathenish customs 
retained in tbe Levitical le~hlation (Lev. 17- 26). Moreover, the per­
secution or the rl~hteoua and t~e pious (56:9-57:2), •hich ~isled the 
earlier critics, need not bother us either. "A ~ore tboro study or the fa, 
however, has convinced me that (even ellowin~ ror some exa~~eration in the 
p11lmiat1' expre11ion1) there •ere times when poor and oioua Jews •ere ex­
posed to aomethin~ like perseout .... Jon, even arter the Return, and that 
~heir oppressors were not merely rorei~ners, but also rioh and lawle11 

• 
Jews; it has alto become very doubtrul whether tbe whole or Micah 7 i t not 
poet-.!xllio, end tho the sin• rebuked in 56:11, 12 are old one1 a~on~ 
the priests and prophete0

, yet the r~buke ot tbe prieat1 in M•l.(2:1-8) 
and the story or ~hemaiah in Neh. (6:11,12) abow ua that the later priests 
and prophets were not eJeMpt rrom the traditional errors or their class. 
2eph. 3:1-4 may alao au,ply evidence or thi~ tact, tor the ••ctlon to 
which it belonqs 11 most probably poat-(jilio. Note alto the ••d desorip­
tJon ot the rulert (who ~ay be inoluded under•~atchmen' in 56:10) in Neh. 
5: 1-5" IC . . --- - - - - - -
*II KL 17:24-28; Ezra 4:9-10; of. ltKl. 23:15; Jer.41:4 . 
0 See, e.~ •• 28:7: Micah 3:5-11; and or. Ezek 13: 19 
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Thu1 it 11 not at all i•ptrativt to 11crlbt thl1 compo1ltlon 
to an !1lllc or earller d•te. It then our literary evldenot wl~l point 
to poat--1~•110 period, 11 I 1hall thow tt doe1, we need not be1itat1 to 
eooept tbt oonolu1lon1. Here are 1o~e t•portant p1rallell1m1: 
'6:9'W7..I'•" clottly rHelilbl11 Jer. 12:9b (er. lzel<. 34:5,9; 39:1.V, 1tbil9 
;6: 11- 57:1 ui:! nd!ll ~te~r Zeph. 3! 1·7; Mtc 7: 1-6 (both late p111aa11f), 1nd 

Pe. 10: 1-11 { ~oubtl111 rrom the HH ptl'iod'' , lwaldf; 
12: 2; 14: 1. The dt1criptlon in : ·: • : 

recall• almiler pa11a~e1 ln Jer.2and i11k. 16, 23. 
the contrast between the 'portion•' or tbe t•o cla•••• or pereonr. 
and tbe reference to'libatlona' 1u ~~eet Pt. 16: 4,5. 

There are alto tour points or contact with II.le.~ 
56:11 •1th 53:6 2 57: 1 wltb 53:8 
57:12 " 41:29 4 57: 13 (the wind shall carry them all 

away•) with 41: 16,29.• I ~iOht also mention a number or word• and phra1e1, 
but I should ~•rely have to ouote bodily from Che. Note also the "tar o(t 
and the near~, aa well oo ~~~. ~,, ~iscu~sed above. It cannot be ~ainaeld 
that they are late wor1s end exoressions, tbo we may disa~r!e with C'~.!.JA< ~ 

Tbeae evidences orove at le8~t an Exillc date ror the proohecy 
under eonald~ration ~- in the li~ht or this, our rurtber teatl~ony will be 
autrioie~t to place it ln a time lattr than tbe Eille,. 
In hia ~eeaaqe to oheer h'• oppressed brethren the author hat nothin~ to 
aay about the return fro• Babylon, evidently beoauae it it an 1ooompli1hed 
raot +-but lite other 9t•t•l1111o •iit•r• he l~okt tor•ard to a •till 
ruture return from all the oountrtea or tbe dl1per1lon; 10 tbtt the promised 
l&nd, •ithln it• 1ide1t limit•, may be ocoupled by none but 11raelltea. 
The ideas or II.Is. are modltled by thia prophet to suit a ditrerent ti~e. 
To him the ~enuine Iarselite la only he wbo 11 crushed in bod; and mind 
by trouble. He ha• no ho~es ror a ' Servant of Yahweh' only God 
Himself can revive the teilin~ spirit or I1rael. A~ain, "The rea1on 
which he oive1(57:1 6) tor hit e1ptotation or the divine meroy 11 not 
that which we find in II.Is.,vtz. that Yab•eh ha1 called or obo1en l1rael 
and oannot be untrue to His word, but that, bein~ the Cre~tor, He oannot 
and will not punith weak man too eeverely. 0 We may indeed find the ~erm 

- - . -- - - .. 
• Che. 318-322. It 11 re~arkable that Che~ quotes all theee rour pas1a~e1 

rrom the rirat part, whioh, be 1ay1 waa not lntluenoed by II.ta., while 
be ouotee none rrom the last part, whioh, to hit ~ind, waa cooied from 
the ~re•t prophet or the ixile. 

0 er. Pe. 70:39; 90:5-12; 103:~.13-16. 
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or 57~16 in 42:5,--
Who aivetb breath to the folk upon it, and 1plr1t to tho1e wbo walk 

thereon, 
but tbe 1eoond !1. tollow1 up th4tt fine e1pre11lon1 with the a1aurano• 
that I1r1el ha1 reoeived 1peoisl prlvtleoe1 from tah•eh. The new writer, 
for the pre1ent at leatt, 199tal1 not to God'• loving ~indne11 ( ion ) 
bot to Hi1 oomp1111on ( o~~ni )• . (Che. 323) 

Let UI now 1u11111ari H et 1 the evUetia91 in an effort to (1 J the 
date and autbor1blp or the pleoe more definltel1. We tind clearly the 
rollowin~ ooaditlon1 orevailin~ in Jerusalem at the time or thia oompo1ition: 
1 Babylon i1 no lonaer an ob1taole in the way or their national revlv1f1ca-

tion. 
2 The Jew1 are•lready 1ettled in Palestine, and Jeru1ale~ is repopulated. 
3 The 001111unity it 1urrerinq rro11 meny troubles. Internal Hakneaa and 

ooor leader1hip art makina lt an eaev orey to the 'beaata or the ror~•t'. 
Thia ie aaoravattd by the ooor beino crushed by their rioh brethren. 

4 Above ell, the dan~er fro m the Samaritans 11 moat im~inent. Strong ea 
are the sections dealin~ with t he lea ~ ers and oo~rortina the 01001, the 
tone end feelinQ in the section aQai nst the Samaritans 11 rar mo re 

vi~orous. The p'~het'! arrsta n~ent or the ' brood or en adulteress and 
harlot' 11 merciless. Hence tbe r eeli n~ ebsi nst the Samaritan' must 
have been moat bitter at the time. 

The three oonditlona rir1t mentioned aeem to indioate tbe time or izrs end 
Neh. -· with tbe stren~tb or the fourth ~vidence there 11 no doubt left that 
tbie prophecy wat written immediately upo..Jl the interrerenoe on tbe 
part of the Sem•ritana with tbe rebuildin~ or the wall• by l1r1. 
Conaeouently 56:9-57:21 muet bave been written about the year 457. 
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Ill 

58 011 JASTING 

Chapter 58 otter• ditttoultie1 •i•ilar to tbo11 ot the tore~oinq 
prophecy. 1'1rat tbe quettion 1r1t11 •hether oo • . 58, 59 conat.ltute a dn~le 
oomoositlon, or •hether they 1bould be 1ept1"1t1d. . Surely they botb teal 
with tbe tame oroblem: Why doe1 not God '• 11lvation oome more apeedily? 
The 1n1wer1 in both are al10 or a 1im~ lar nature: Oppre11ion, laok ot 
meroy, juetice, truth and faith. In 101rit and thot the1s two oo. are 
doubtlessly akin - they preaent unmi1t ekabl9 proof th&t they oome n~t 
only from tbe 11me period, but even from tba hand or the tame author - yet 
H ii bette.r to teparate them tor our irnrpoee ot eu111i nation. laob ot tbe 
two ee. 11 oomplete in itaetr, each ~rapples wi th the problem in its own 
way , develops it and rinds the solution without the help or the other. 
Moreover 58 ll~lts its discussion to the efficacy or raatinO in brin~ina 
about the oromlted salvation, wh i le ?9 is ~ore Oeneral . 1urthermore 58 
sdvitea ~•rgy and act! or love, while 59 is based on strict ju1tice! 
We 1hall t~rerore treat them separ~tely es comoanion pieces. 

We mu t t ne1t a1k oureelves wh9ther o. 58 is a uni t. 801, in 
introduoin~ tbe prophecy, says: "The Faat. ~ later Appendix on the Stb· 
bath". Vv. 13,14, witb their leaaliam are oertalnly rorei~n to the 

0 -
1ubjeot matter o! the pTeoedin~ aa well atAthe 1pl rit or the orophet who 
roretella God'• a•lTatlon to the I1raelitt1 provided they deal out their 
bread to the hun~ry and biae not rrom their own tleah. ' new 1ubj1et, 
too, 11 introduced ebruptly - tbe oue1tion d11ou1eed it no lon~er the 
tatt day, but the Sabbath. There 11 little bO'nd ot 11mpathy or union be­
tween 58: 1-12 an~ 56:1-9, •hile 58:13,14 remind us a ~reat deal or the 
Int mentioned prophecy. er. partiouiarl y theH two n. •it.h 56: 2,4,6 
-- th••• are the only two paasa~e9 in Is. 40-66 in •bioh rererence it 
made to the Sabbath. Che. turbber base1 his proor or the late date or 
vv. 13,14 on the hypoetatlzation or the Sabbath, •hioh la oalled the 
>H:'1' ~iip. fhie ~oea even beyond Neh. (9:14), who oal11 it i ~1r; r.Jir 

or 11. 16: 23 (P), where the Sabbath ia referred to aa ~,~ r'r 
Thia it a dsnaeroua oonolualon, however, tho it may be true. Scholar• 
are not at all certain that the te1t la oorreot a1 it 1tand1 - j ust 
beoauee or thit ttranae ohtnoaenon eMendatlona have been IU~detted: 
'Tbeae ideai ire ·mututi1j comoie;e~t;r; rather than e1otu11ve, but 

they d~ bespeak I ~trrerent point of Vi~w at the ti~e or writlnO. 
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.iJ~o ~•~1· ~1ip' { & i~ne ~,~. 1i1n') Che. oontinue1: "Tbe 
toroed oh1raoter ~t th• t1pre11ion1 and th• rt•ini1oeno•• in ,.1•, of Job 
22:26 and Dtot. 32:13 {both po1t-l1ilio) ••~••it dittioult to defend en 
earlier date than the aQt or Nth". (P.324) But thia ~i••• ue no aid 
in 1ol•in~ the oue1tlon ot the unity ot tbt o.: lt btlp1 u1 •trtlJ to 
olaoe th~ two vv.,and, it they 1hould not bt t9parattd rro• tbt preoedinf, 
it help• u1 find tb• d1tt ot o. 58. Let ua oon1ld1r, however, the taot t"'41"­
the proml1e1 tor the aloriou1 ruture qlvtn in v. 14 art 10 •a~ue and 
indefinite. Prect1el1 what do tbeet phr11t1 •••n - 'and 1 1111 ••kt tbtt 
to ride UOOD tht bi~b-pllCtl of the land, and l 1111 fttd tbet tbt inber­
it anoe ot Jaoob, thy tether'? Ct. thit with the rest or the c. V.3 
etatee that the community expects reco~nition on the part ot God ror it1 
piety. ~ promises in broad ~eneral terms - but no less definite - the 
talvetlon that will oome it the conditions outlined are observed.* 
Vv. 9, 11, ftnd especially 12 ~ive the definite results or the outlined 
oiety, viz. the nearness and ready . answer or God when they seek Him, 
the tlouriahin~ or the community under oeacetul oonditione, the ruins re­
plaoed by oroaperoua habitations and t~e •alls rebuilt - - definite and 
tan~ib le. Finally v. 12 ie a rit conclusion to the the~e. while 1J,14 at 
beat read like an aopendiJ - whioh they doubtleaely are.Just when these 
t•o laat vv. were written is hard to say, t ho Che. la undoubtedly 

i .,..._,,., . h r N "' tb 1 i t correct in olao n~~~ in t e a~e o ew. at e ear ea • 

No• •• are r8ady to teke uo 58:1-1~. After announcin~ hie 
mltsion - that or denouncin~ the sins or bis oeople ln tones of unaoarln~ 
crltlo..ll' - the proohet tak9e uo their talee notion or oiety. The Jews All.I 

~~ih'atAothe hi~heat •orahio acoeotable to God fa raatin4. This con 

never 40 unanswered • And indeed we know that the Jews or that time 
re~arded raatin~ as the most erricacious metho~r attracting divine ~raoe.• 
But here 11 where the oroohet oarts r.ompany with his contemporaries, 
beoomi n ~ a member or that small i~mortal band or the ~reat literary 
oropbet1. Havln~ in mind the deeo ineiOht into true etbioel reli~ion 

• 

• 

Attention he1 1lreed7 been called to the ract that th• oondltion1 1tipul1ted 
here art in dirtet conrliot with thott or •· 13 - the one look• to 
love and meroy, the other to le~ali1tle Sabbath obaervanee • 

Ct. Zech. 7:2: 8:19; Num.~:7 (P); Joel 1:14; Joneh 3:5-7. 



whlob tb• tirat and aeoond 111l1b1 ••re pe1"111tted to behold we ••1 
well oell the autbor ot the•• llnea tbt tblrd Ia. H•r• the real III.Ia. 
make• • radioal depal"tore fro• the propbeoiea ot hit a~• wbtob •et'• 
f lrat ln•Udurated by Itek. 

•~en and •here did tbi1 oreeoher l\ve? What were th• oondltion1 
under which he •orlced? The oirou111t1noH are praotioall v 1h1l1r to tboH 
undtr whlob th• two orcedind oropbeol11 were written. Tb• prophecy i1 
addre11ed to the people livin~ in their own land, ytt th•! are neither 
numerous nor oro1oeroa1 enoudh to rebuild tbe 'anolent ruint! The Je•1 
are at a 1011 to understand why, in view of all their 11dali1tio nietv, 
the oromiaed Me111anlc era tail~ to come. The oopreaaion or th~ ooor 
and the arro~ance ot the rich rererrd to here tally well with the oon­
ditiont described in Neh., esoeoially 5:1-14. True, tb• Samaritan• are 
not attacked?~r hinted at, but there 11 no room tor it in the subjeot 
with wbloh the 9roohet dealt at p~esent. It ia to point out the 1hol't­
oomin~1 or the com~unity - the same co~~unlty that re~ards itselr ao 
rl~hteoua - that the.author teta aa his ta1k. He is to declare unto tbe 

- lt t! 
houae or Jacob ·.' "own tlns.tUt/Ot!Mif.~ef/te01/Jl.1"6Ult'-'i1 ••• 
The Jewa are blinded by their le~alism - rar be it (rom bim to encourade 
them by upbraidln~ their adversariee. Salvation lies within their own 
reaoh. "Ridhteou1ne11 ~uat be understood in a !er deeper aenae berore 
the li~ht ot the new Jeruaalem can dawn•. (Che 325) 

Tho tbe autor•1 style barks back to II.Ia. and ot!6f pre-IJilio -- -
or&pheta, yet even rrom the phraaeolo~y and vocabulary one oan readilv 
recoanize the ooat-!Jilic Hebrew.. er . • e.~ • • ~1r!r.J in v. 11 with ~'r.n1 

in Neh. 4:7. ,,,, ,,, 'ic1c (12) h!s a decided cost-iJ ilic appearance; 
or. ,,,, ,,, i~ Ia. 13:2 (late), and Ps. 100:5. io1~ ia "larOely 
poat•JJilio in use". (Che. 264) 12. ri~ iiJ ct. A~. 9:11 (ooet-sx.). 

ln historical back~round, the nearest oaral l el is Zech. o. 7, dated 
ln the rei~n ot Darius Hystaspla. ca. 520. These 9ropbeoie1 need not 
have been written in the same year or decade, but the conditions are tar too 
aimllor to separate the two compositions by A ~reat laoae of time. 
The deecrlption in tbia orophecy or the impoverished Jews alto )eed 
us to oarellel it with Neb. c. 5 (oa. 445) . On the other hand the P code 
had not yet been 9romul ~et ed . The Jew~ wbo were so eniious to keep up 
).hei r oioua appearanoe surely knew noth in~ or the law oonoerninO the 
Ato•ement Day in Lev. 16:29, tor we (ind the oropbet upbraidinq them tor 
eei.zin~ on their buaineu on the raat day, and drivin~ all their laborert 
-- Jewa a1 well aa ~entiles. Con1eoueotly we muet date tbi1 oompoeition 

ae earlier tban 445, i. i .• earlier than P. Tht our author ri1ea to a 



hiOber level of prophecy than doe1 Mal., yet tbe 1itaatton in J~d•h 
at the time o. 58 wa• written it re•arkably timilar to that ~re•allin~ 
when Mal~ohi proobetl~d. -- moat likely, acoorJing to Drl•er, b•~~~•n 
Nehemiah'• return to Perela and bl• 1eoond vt1it to Jeru1ale1, •45 - •32. 
It wae a time"ot depre11ion and ditoontent. The e1peotatlon1 wbioh 
earlier prophet• bad arou1ed had not been fulfilled, the re1toiation fro• 
Babylpn b~d brot with it none of the t~•llfjo•t idea) florte1 oro•ited 
by JI .It. : bad harvest• inoreated the di•appointment: hen~o many among 
the people be,an to doubt tbe Divine juatioe" (Driver ~57). De1pairingly 
do they e~claim 'Wherefore do we fast and ~hou eeest not7 

Wherefore do we afflict our souls and thou takett no heed'? 

We can ascertain the date or o. 58 even more closely. The ~reat 
promise that the prophet bold• out to hie coreli~ioni1ts is the rebu11din~ 
or the walls. In tact tbe community ie to receive 9 new name - no le11 
9 title than 'The Repairer or the Breach'. This certainly indioates a 
time before Nehe~lah 's first arrivsl, but after Ezra's work was interrupted 
bv the Samaritans. Henoe we oan safely 9ut tbe date or this o. es 
between the years or 457 - 450, closer to the later date. 



IV 

OBST•CLIS to ISRAIL'S SALVATION 

Still guided by Dub~'• dictum thet the text or Ia. 56-66 bet oome 
do•n to ua oonaidtrably corrupt, •• •u•t rirat tJemine o. 59 olo11ly to 
a19erate it into its di(ftrent ele•eata berore •• oen bope to tind its 
eutbor end date. All oritioa e~ree thet vv. 5-8 conetitute a late inter-
ooietion (Du., Litt., Bo~, Che.,Merti). Tbete ,~. both interruot and 
obscure the oonteJt. Vv. 3,4 ober~e the J1wt with oom~ittin~ actt or . 
Oroas injuttioe botb in orivate end oublic lite -- v. 9 continues tbat 
con1e9uently God etill permit• Hie ~eonle to lanOaiab under the rorei~n 
yoke. Reiteretino the 1in1 in the oonre11ion (vv. 13,l4), the nropbet 
enumeretea the aeme reult1 ea in 3,4 (eeoeot'epottesy and denial or Yah­
weh', - but thia "in reality ii only~ ~eneral end more directly reUOiout 
expreseion ror the morel aberrations or the oeoole). Now, considerin~ the 
fondnen o hel)oat-Exiiio Jewt-~!'o--0-l'O"erhial cctmoosition, and the LXX . ' 

insertions in Pxv., is it not very orobeble th8t vv. 5-~ were ineerted by 
en !J!lY editor? ~ey they not be s ouotation rro~ some favorite book or 
•Oral teecbin~; or, ee Ou. •u~~ests (er Ps. i4 in LXX), rro~ some late 
Ps. ? It ia note•orthy that v. 7~ bae been inaerted in the Meaaoretic 
text or Prov.1 (tho not found in LXX) •here it 1tande et'· 16 to the 
Oreet detriment of the oonneotion and the interruotion or the metre".• 
Further•ore, t~e prophet 11 eddr1e1inq the oommuni~y -- but vv. ~-a are 
undoubtedly deliYtred a~alntt a few tinner& of the bleckett dye. A~tin, 

the rett or the o. 1p1ak1 or tbe oom•unity•a 1in1 in the second ~•raon, 
utin~ t•sn the tlr•t person in the oonreatlon, whilst 5·8 ere written 
1~ain1t some out1idtr, in the third per1on. Vv. 5-8 must have been ln11rt­
by e late editor. 

It mey alto be added tbat v. 10 orrera dittioultlet, and v. 18 h 
at lteat corrupt; but in neither 011e doe1 it int1rftr1 with our under­
etandin~ or the oonte1t. v. 18 should orobebly reed: 
·''~'~' (?~c'':) 'lDl ,,~,, ~o~ r'~' ,,el r1,10J 'PO 
But that 11 not at ell certain. other emendations mey be jutt e• correct. 
V. 20 11kew11e otters di((ioulties, the text hevin~ been variously emended, 

* Che. 329. 



yet we kno• •hat the author ••••• to coa•ey, and that is enoaQb tor 
ocr purpoae. v. ~1 11 ~ore i~port•nt - la ~1 orl~lnalf It 10 tben the 
aeotlon to •blob lt b1lon~1 moat be po1t-l1illo, and even after tbe 
adoption or the P oode, ror it ia thit ne• oo•enant to wbio~lt rerer1. 
'Andee tor Ve, thie 11 •J oo•enant with tbea• 1llode1 to Gen. 17: ,• (ot. 
Gen. 9:9). "It oontain1 •lriuellJ a deolaratlon thet the kabal, the true 
Zion, •h1oh hu no• oome into nhtenoe \Neb. 9: 10 h the Servant ot Yab­
•eh 1poken ot by II.Ia." (Che 336). 'M11 • ~~,~~ ir1i ot Neb.9:20, wblcb 
God ~·•• to inatruot fftt people. •uy 1orda wbiob I have put in thy mouth' 
are the word• or the Law in whioh Joabf and ell oloue men° mutt medi tate 
and wbioh meke tor the oermanenoy or the oborcb-netion. It i• note•ortby 
tbe~ tbit v. ia written in orote and the transition r~m its oonte1t i1 
•brupt; to tbet tr we can tho• its context to be or earlier date, the 
lateness or 21 need not bother ua. We shall tlmoly reoard it •• a later 
intertlon by the eattor. 

Exe• !nin~ vv. 1-4,9-20 we f ind that we are a~ai n not dealine 
ith e uni t-¥- -15it b~eAk• the oontinuity or the c. Should •• merely 

o~it thlt half-Vo and regard the rett II a sinQl• sropbeoy 81 tome critioa 
euo4e1t? tbl• would in nowiae hel~ ua. 16-20 leelt with the venoeanoe 
ot God, olotely 1llled wttb 6': 1-6, en entirely dlttere•t tubj eot rrom 
the oreoedlnQ. The halt-v. ~•J be emended in acoordance •1th Gunkel or 
Bo1r but e'en ae it 1tand1 •• cen ••11 t•e it• relation to the rollowlnO • 
The tact le that botb 1-15• and 15b-~ are rraqmentt and they may have been 
put toqether on that eoooant - eapeoially beeaute or the tine oeteloqued i n 
12-15a. Thi• ~·••them an outwerd eppearanoe or unity, tho the inward 
lo~lo it poor, tor God would not 9unl1b the netiont beoauee I1rael it 
sinful. In joinin~ the two rra~mentt the editor must have been mlaled 
by !zek. 22: 30i Jer. 5d (ct. f'lao Gen. 18: ~3- 32) . 

In conatderin~ the firet oart, viz. 1-4,9-15a, we !ind lt to aOree 
~1th c. 58 in ap irlt , thot end 1tyle. True, 59 le atron~er, more vehement 

. - ~ - ~ - - -- - - -. ' '\ -

• 0 Ps.1 Josh. ln~ 
~~~C l' M 

x Gunket •s verdon: ': 1'1'P1 1'l' l7~ ~t tSi :ot . M1':'1 

Box would read it:" l 'lt ': 1'l' l7:l oi '1 1-' l!f ' 1 fl " 
The firtt is tu~Oetted because or the difficulty in metre, the 
teoond for a better underatandin~ or tbe v. 



in it• aenunoietion, yet the hind or the 1ame author i• ee11ly re­
oo~ni1ed. The •••• problem i1 e1pounded, the 1 .. e 1n1wer found. 
!8 Yabweb !•potent? Or ia He qrowtno weak 10 thet ~e ~o 1o~~e~ otn 
1n1wer tbe ori11 of Hi1 1uppliante? No. Tabweh 1s still ee ~owerfut. 
It i1 the 1in1 or the oo~munity that 1eperate the pe,ole rro~ Go~. 
A cetelo~ or 1in1 11 ~l~sn, end the dire oon1eouenot1 rtoounted. Still 
the authoT doe1 not d11p1ir; he frame• a oonte11ion which will 1~11n brln~ 
hit natio•, hi~•tlf inoluded, into divine favor. Here the prophecy 
breaks ott abru~tly. 

The oirou~1t1no11 are ldentioal with thoae ot c. 58, oondition1 
prevalent in po1t-lxilic times. Murder was 9! co~mon en ocourenoe after 
the !wile ae before, and when oom~ itted by the rich and miqhty, wa1 e11ilJ 
oondoned in court. 'or oroor or this er. le. 4:4, post-Exilic 1coordioO 
to Che., Marti and Du. Rere the author decleres thet only a special divine 
enerov cen wash out the bloodstains or Jerusalem. In Pe. 51:16 (poet-fl• 
ilic ) oersonitied Israel oreys to be delivered from blood~uiltineaa -- ot. 
Pe. 59: 3; 139: 19 ; Mic. 7: 2, 3 (oost-{.Xilie). In the last reference we find 
tbet judiciel p~oceedin~a h•ve become utter distortions or justice. 
er. further Pa. 55:l~b (~bviouelv late", Che.) ~~ici ir ~J~~o ~,c, ~,, 

with Ia. 59:14 ~~~ ~~,~ ~'~= ':. "The moral 1cenery or Is. 59 recall1 
that or Ps. 52-59, wbich oannot be adeouetely e~plained by any pre-E~. or 
EJilic oiroumatanoea". (Che 332) ~wald compared the oonteaaion in 
59:12 witb Pe. 51:5. But it laoka some imoortant element• 'bicb the 
pselmiat has, elements aleo 'hich even II.Is. would not have omitted. 
The confession in 59: 1~ makee no a.ooeal to God's covenant love, 11akea no 
vow ot 1elf-dtvotion to God'• 11r,io1. True in 5~ •t have but a tra~ment; 
comparing it however with 63:16and 64:8, pae1a~e1 very 1lmil1r to 59:1~, 
we rind the aa1re omtnion. At beet 59 it an appeal to the '•ther end 
Redeemer of Ierael, but note well thtt even in theae later pe11a~e1 there 
11 no mention or the covenant of which II.I•. made 10 much capital. 
The di1trea1in~ oiroum1tanoe1 under which o. 59 was written were undoubt­
edly tryin~. So ~r~at wae t~e trouble that it seemed to the Jews that 
God hed hidden Ht~ raoe rro~ them. Mal. 3: 14; Job 9:22 must well e~preaa 
the people's despair: •rt is vain to serve God, He deatrovetb alike the 
oertect end the wioked'. !bis led the~ 9erilously near to atheism -­
~l~'J rr.: -- or which the prophet exhorts bi~ coreli~ioniets to recent. 

ea 
The style and phraseolo~v is beevy and oost-FJilio. 2a must have 

been written in the sa~e literary period as Gen 1:6 (P}. ,,J 
itselr, in Hiohil, oocurs only tour timee i~ ore- Fxilic •ritin~•. - more 

tJ,._,, 
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20 time• in later llterator• (Cbe. ~61). llM ,,,,~ in •· 4 
1• eorely po1t..-!Jilio, e1peciell1 in lt• pro•i1ooou1 01e. (Che. 269,333) 

"Tbe only po11ible date ror '9:1-15a 11 a pott•lrlllc on•"· 
It l• 10 clo1•ly 1llied with 58 th~t we dare not 1101r1te th• two pleo11 
too rar. Po11lbly the co•munity 1urtered •ore than when 58 •11 written. 
It 1111y be that their neigbborin~ enemiu, toremo1t emon~ wbo111 •tee the 
S1m1ritan1, ~ave them 4reater trouble; ooneeouently tbe oropbtt i1 more 
vebeHnt in dtnounoin~ tbe 11n1 9nd in rormulatln~ a oonteuloo with wbiob 
to approach God. We kno• tbat •b•n 81r1 oaae tbe bopea of tbe community 
ran bi~b. But tbe buildin~ of the •1111 wa1 interdicted and there ••• 
dl11~polntment on every tide. They could •ell exolai•: 'We hoped ror lltbt, 
but lo, d1rkne11I (9) We hoped tor ,juatioe, but there 11 none; tor 
111v1tlon - but it 11 rar rrom u1! C11 > 

We thu• have the eame author 11 o. 58, bot 59 •a• written 
111ehtly later -- oloee to 450. 
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The rradment 59b·• 20 oan beat be underttood in oonneot.ion with - '• 
it• companion pleoe 63:1-6 (alto e rra~ment).I do not mtan to •erge tbe 
two pieces at one oomooeition, yet they are 10 simi lar tbat they oan belt 
be treated together; re~arding 6~ •• tbe beRf nning and 59 11 tbe endln~ 
or the same thot. Their unity oan best be seen by oomparlnd 59 : 16 •itb 

a/~9 · 
63:5 ' tho~tne thots and lan~uade or the two pieces doubtle11ly prove 
that they belond together. 

I_t ia uselen to repeat the oiroumstances under wbiob 
both rradments were written. Su f floe it to say that cc 58-62 serve 
•• its baok~round. The poor op,re11ed oommunity loo~ed on ••ery aide 
ror help, but ••t only •itb darkn••• and de1pair. l•en the prophet• 
had little aoarort to orrer. Th~y look ed t o the encoura~in~ word~ or II. 
Is., but these ~ounded emoty now. Ther e wa s not onotber Cyrus on the 
horizon, a man to redarded ae the anointed, called by G~d tb ful(ill Bis 
our901e in history and to brin~ aalvaticn unto decimated Israel. 
Conditions were unendurablef A oh~noe bad to comer 

Yahweh 1aw that there wa1 no man, 
He waa aatoniehed that there was none to interooaet 
Ot the oeoplea there was no men with Mel 

I looked - tber~ wee none to hel pt 
I ••• aetonished - there was none to upholdt (63~5) 

But Yahweh needa no human help! Be oan well acoompliah Bia enda himeetr. 
So in c. ?9 He ie reoreeented as gi rdinq Himself •itb ri~bteouaneat as 
with a ooat or mail, outtin~ a helmet or viotory uoon His bead, arraying 
Hi~aelr in oarmente or vengeance, beino olad in zeal a• in a cloak. 
In 63 we behold Him comic~ baok in the maJestic awrutneae ot tbe oonoueror. 
Yahweh tells or treadin~ the wine trouah alone, being sustained by His 
tury. Altlo He come• from Edom, Bi• wrath waa not li•ited to that inveter­
ate enemy. ~11 the adversaries or the ri~bteoue community - and tbua 
God's own advereariee - met with their just deserts. Then Yahweh oome1 
unto Zion as a Redeemer, to turn sway Tebellion from Jacob. 

Examinin~ these oiecea mo re cloeely we find that 1ome J ews are al­
ready in Zion (59:20 ), but rind themselves in dire dietrese. The ven-

~eanoe and recomoens or Ood are 



coming t11t. A~ainat whom 11 tbh oraude dheoted? 
Ou., re~1rdin~ ~9:15b ... 20 a1 one piece with 5~;1-15a, 11 oonatrained 
to aay that , 'l 'It ••• , ' i '! ( v.18) rH•n the 1po1tate Jewa. True eno~h, 
i t c. 1; it a unit, then Du. 11 Juatit1ed in aayino : "Denn der Vt~ kann 

" doch nioht aa~en: Jahveh tann nioht helten, denn wir tind sundig, darum -
- hilft er". Sut there it no doubt that 59 oomprt1e1 two oo•poaitiona, 
written by two different men, the f1r1t pa~t titting admirably witb o. 
~8 , the la1t part with 63:1-6. Tbe laat named traament 11 oertatnly 
directed a~ainat the hostile nattona. Ou. eiplain• that tbt lnterotator 
and helper tought in 63 is a man timilar t o Cyrua, but in 59 the ~,~ • • 
p'Jro it a man fro• tbe oommunlty who 1hould rarorm th• Jewa and oheok 
tbei'!' tint. But Dub11 1 1 Trito6I•· 1a a man who takn bia tuk aerioutly, 
he 11 the same man who wroteA,t, the same man who •rote the opening 
words ot o. 62 -- why then ~ou ld not the author re~ ard himself aa thE 
' man and interoee•or', arter ~enounoln~ the sine or the community the 
way be did in 58, 59: 1-15 a? Both r ra~ments are doubtlessly directed a~alnat 
tbe alien enemi•• or th~ Jews, and not a~ainst the Jews themselves ( tho 
we may imaoine God na111thing or otherwite oorreotin~ the baoktlidin~ 
I1ratlite1 at 'ell ~- eapeoially it •• accept the emendation to v. 20, 
and read ~~~ ' c ~~~ ~ '~~~) . V.19 settl ~s the ouestion withouts doubt --
God is ready to punish the nat ions th Bt beset the Jews rrom every side. 

Exeot ly who then is thie ~en and i nteroes~or or 59 and the 
'b~loer and u9holder' r epeated in 63:5? The authors or Is. 56-66 are 
proroundly in(luenoed by TI .ls. They merel y reint_erpret, in aooordanoe 
with the soirit and the need1 or their ti~es, oo. 40- 55.• 

f l . l s. had Cyrus to rely on. He W8! the tool in the bands or Yahweh. 
Portunately t be conoueror lived uo to the orophet '1 anticioations, and 
Yahweh'• plans were carried out. Conditions have ohan~ed £ inoe 536. 
The new Jerusalem was nothin~ like that out l ined by II.Is. In 458 Ar­
tarerea ion~i~anus sent Ezra to Jerusalem, bwt his aotivitiee were aoon 
int erfered with by Rehum, •ho comol,ined to the kin~ (tee o. 9). The 
4••• were hoperul - they ewoeoted ArtaYerwes, l ike Cyrus before him, to 
stand oo their aide and hel o in the plan or God to reestabl i sh Judab on 
e rirmer basis, on a ~ore !olid (oundat lon. Unfortunately the Peraian 
emoeror diaaopointed them. ~rtawer•e• waa to be the interce11or --
but Yahweh' s power is ~reat, He need not r e1 J on men. Israel's ooura~e 
~ust not wane - God Himself will come to the rescue , and with the 

Needhas to say that in many re~oeote they rai 1 to aopreoiate It. h. 



oropbet'• eye oar author 1e11 Him comlng,~~orlout in viotorJ. 
Thit would put the aate of the two tragmentt shortly atter 458. 

63;J-6 11 in the ror• ot 1 dr .. atlo dlalo~ between an ima~inar1 
bystander - oerbapt in Jeru1alem - watobln~ tht vlotorioua warrior 
(Y9bwehJ co•ing from the field ot battle, on tbe one band, and tbe bero 
bimaetr , on the other. In tryinQ to underatand tbete vv. we are tlrtt 
oontro•t•d by the di rnoulty ot inttrpretino iii1lQ • • C"h~r: •• . - . 
Du. needl111ly obanqe1 the wordt to ~~~~ •· C'!~? tbut tr3n1lating 
v. 1 'Who it this oomin~, ail red, redder 1n hit ~armentt then a vin­
ta~er?' But why tbit change? The text 11 it 1tend1 it ~ood idiomatic 
Hebrew, whllat the oropottd text it un•ati1taotory. ~ii~ 1ug~11t1 th• 
idea or red - c-i~, ' :"n1' suogestsi\!l - vinta~e. "' "There are 
indeed no more wine-vets It Boers, but her rielda are rraittul vineyard•"*· 
We should expect c-i~c t o be rollowed by iiic and not i!lc, tor 1!J 

means merely oioKinQ Qreoes (ot . Jud9:2?). The anticioative mention or 
13J sooila tbe errect or vv. ~.3. the intentional OU~ ie lost. DU. basee 

. { this latt er ohan~e on 'EK :1°~l i n the LXX, but l'by ebould not Boa bf 
mean Bo1ra, as it doee in ;4: 6 (see LXX ed loc. )? As to the ouestion 
why Edom ~nd Boers sRUld be sin~led out 'hen al l the enemies 8re to be 
even~ed, we may 1im9ly answer that we orten meet with Edom in post-Eiilio 
writin~e aymboltzin~ the heathen enemies or Israel . Cf. 1s. 34, all of 
Obed., Lem., Pe. 21: 22. From Ps. 137 it 1s evident that Edom rendered 
mi litary eervioe to Babylon at the time of the first destruction or the 

temole. le find tiMilar references to Edom in Pt. 83 °, l'ritten io the 
time of Artexeriet Oohus. '' thus fine Edom th~ traditional enemy ot 
Judea fro~ 586 t o 358. Cf. further Ps. 60 ( oerelleled in 108); Jer. 
49:7-11 (poet-hilic). We can thu s under stand wh y God comes tr-0111 8do11 
when He wishee to aven~e Ri~self or His enemies: end "e have sufficient 
rea1on to retain the text. Che. would rurther oonneot wi th 63:1-6 Ptelms 
24: 7-10( poet-hi l ic) . "Indeed tbe two ouse~es mi~ht allllost be · 
combined, Pe. 24 :7-10 beina taken es a poetic desoriotion or a later 
ooi nt in Yahweh'• ret urn to Zion on tbe day or tbe great sleu~hte~o . 349) . 

Let ua not be mi'tled by what w11 taid aboat Artnern1 Oohu1 

• JJ 1 • • • ·1 •• • · ' ~ ·~ Douqhty, Arabia, I, 38. Ouoted Che. 348 • 
0 Re eball hsv• more to 1ey about this P1. in connection with co. 63, 64. 



into olvind 10 late • date tor the two traOmentt under oontlderatioo. 
Mott ot tbe writin~t ot I1. 16-66 belon~ to- a •uo~1rlie~ dtt.t, ana tbi1 ,.. 
(it• well •itb it• ooep~ion pieece1 in it• l•nouaoe at well 11 in the 
id••• and tbouobt• exor••••d. Take, e. o., the ••rJ tirat word• or 63 
- , iU 't; o(. it .•ith ~0:8 '7..iJ'>tt 'C ,(ind dtb :iT 'C in Pt. ~4:8l. 

f ~ 11t - '"' ~ , "' f. f ( ..r'~ ~. : I. · .J"1 f O ..,.,< i.. · r;; ..., µro7 I/-,__,, ., , . 

We tound !do~ to be the arch-enemy of t~• Jew1, and explained on 
that dround the tact that God was returnind from aven~ind Hi~aelf oo tbi1 
bated netlon. Yet the reterenoe to !do~ m1y lead u1 even cloaer in 11-

oertainin~ the date• or tbe two fr1qment1 under oontiOtratlon. Litt. 
(11 well 11 Che.) well point• out tbet in the fifth oenturv etpeoially, 
the Jews bad oontiderable trouble trom !do~ . From 63: 1 it would teem 
that at the time o( •rit i~;';1thir\.h.d ju1t 1a·tr1red ~rut defeat, or it 
111 ,ju1t llt the time mott troubleao11e to the Jt••· The ~reet trouble 
lies in the faot that 11 are utterly in the dark about oonditions ~n the 
Persian oerl~d ot Je•ith bi1toryl It we only had to•• 11ti1t1ctory 
aourcu we 0011ld ucert.ain thit betterl ~ut we have oroved thia oompo­
altion to be a oroduot ot the time or trtaJerxee I in exolainino tbe 
rererenoea to 'man, interceeaor, heloer, uoholder' (o.30); con1eouently 
it may abed some ll~ht, aoant tho it be, upon the sltuetloo of tbe Je•• 
in re~ard to ido~. The writer or 63:1 had •ore in mind than the mere 
ooo•entionalitJ ot refardino Edom aa th• tvoical ene y - there must ba•e 
been more trouble. From the vision or Obadiah• and rro_m Yel. 1:3 we 
rind thet Edo~:

0

aurterino defeat st the ti~e we are soeakin~ ot. Putbed 
r ro~ their bo~ea by the Nabatae~na , the !do~ite• overran the Ne~eb in 
Judea. Our author's indionation at Edom and hia eon~ or triumob over 
it would aeem t o fit both events -- the 'aearchln~ out ot !aau,'and their 
overrunin~ Judea. It ie not at ell unlikely that our author joina his 
orooheoy or juatice over the nations to this event. We kno• that the 
oroohet 1, and even the aoooalyotiatt in their witd deeema, based their 
exoeotatlona upon tom~ tan~ible hi1torio4l hapoenin~ ~ tbey did not 
took ror something to tall out ot the clear aky. Thus, II.It., e~ •• 
wove his entire hooe ot the glorious future ot leratl uoon the riae ot 
Cyrus on the oolitical horizon. Si~llarly this author ooint1 to the 

• Ct. Jellhsu1en'1 •lew thtt Obed. waa intoired by tht t1pul1ion or the 
Edo~ltet rro~ thelr home len~ early in the firth century bv the N1ba-

~ 

taean Arsbt (Driver p. 3~1). 

. 
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33 

di1co~r1ture ot ldom to 1bow tbat 1pe1dy de1truotion 11 oomin~ upon all 
the enem1•• ot the Jtw1 -- to the Samaritan•. t~ th• thrtattning heetben 
nstlon• - and even to Artaaer111 who tailed to rite to the oooasion and 
allow the ruf~td wall• ot the holy oity to be rebuilt. That Pertla 11 
inoludea at tor1~01t *1Jlon~ tbe enemle•. tbe n~lont upon whom Yahweh 
would wreak vtnO••noe, mu1t be resd between the line• --- the author 
in Jerutalem dire~ not declare it ootnly. Yet •• oannot tail reoo~nizln~ 
thi• lntl~•tion. 

Soholara are aareed that the Nabataean oonoueat enaed in the 
firtt balt or the t1tth oentury. and we cannot be tar from ridbt in 
oracin~ these two tra~mtnte at the aame tl~e. Cbe. putt it aa late aa 
432, but thit la unnecetaary and i•possible. As we have seen.the helper 
that disappointed the oroohet was Arta1er1ee I •• who would not ha•e b'c n 

attacked tbua after he tent Neh. with the mia1ion ot reeatablt1bin~ Jerue­
salem~ Aa tor the oonditiona or the time, we rind there are eoae Jewa in 
Pelesti ie. Not only ta belo looked tor rrom the enemy, but also reli~iou1 
reforms (v. 20 ) .The~deas exoreaeed in the two pieces are ooet-ixilie. the 
deaoript1on or the jud~~ent tallies hest with other composition~ or the 
tirtb century. We rind that there ls no nation or leader on the side of 
Yahweh (63:3). there ia none to de~end Israel. the toes are all the~'~"· 
Yahweh will inevitably come out the victor, then it will not be "the 
awful glory or the destruction or the toes, but the bri~bt radiance ot the 
new Jerusalem which will sttr1ot the ~aze ot the nations (1. e. those 
outside the oircle ot the bostil~ oeoplee, or. 66:19)H. ae i• elao borne 
out by 60:3;Pe. 102:15, 16 (Che. 334). v. 20 1how1 tome 
connection betw,en moral conduct and redemption - thla la dwelt on more · 
in detail in 58. 59 a1 wsll as in Zeeb. 8: 16-19. 

We thus have three raots to oonaider: 
1 It moat have been written at the time w~en Edom waa troubled and in 

turn trouble~ Iaroel oa. 475 
2 It must have been written about tbe same t\me with 

mo1t ot the other oo. ot the book or III.Ia. 450 
3 Doubtlessly reference• are ~ade to Arta•eriea tto9oin~ 

Ezra'• ereotin~ the wall• of Jeruaalem " 457 
Conaeouently we oleoe 457 ea the approJimate date or 59:15b-20 

63: 1-6 



VI 

60 THI GLORY ot the NIW JIRUS-L!M 

Ari1e , shine, tor thy ll~bt i1 oome, 
And tbt ~lory ot the Lord 11 r11en upon theer 

Thi• 11 tbe watohwotd ot o. 60, and it1 oompanlon pi1oe, oc 6J, 
The author it IPtaking with the authority ot. a p1•ophet end seer 

-s. Zion 11 the one addre11ed, the one ... .- / ,· · ,,.w who 11 \o be the 
recipient ot all tbi1 aoltndor and ~lory. Tho it ean baraly meatore 
UP to tbe poetry ot II.Ia., yet it 11 tbe moat ooetieal piece that we 
have atuditd 10 tar; the Poet retaina to a ~reater e1tent bit lyrical 
1train thruout the o., whil1t the other comoositiona 1oon tall into 
proaaic veree even it tbey do be~in with a line or two or ~enuine ooet­

c. 60 ii C09p011d of t-n ttlDlll of foar double lines eaoh.• 

be thot ew9re1ae~ 11 that altbo it ia true that no• the Jewa are in tbe 
ark, while tbe ~entilet ~re enjoyln~ li~ht, yet a ~reat liQht - the 

- - 4 - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -

There are tour oorreotiona it we wish to maintain this. The oritioa all 
a~ree that 1 ~~' ~l 1 )'' J~1 in v. 6 is a ~ loss. It is not nece$sary, it 

ia reoested in v. 9 , and with ee, other i nterpolation! mars tbe symmetry 
r the lines. v. 12, intrudino with its practioal prosaic materialism ii 

aurely a later interpolation. It is unrhythmioal, and doubtle11ly be1ed 
n Zeeb. 14:16-19. Inv. 14 ,,~~Jo~~ 1'~l1 n1e~ ~~ 11nnen 
s alto the note or a Qlouator. It not onty deatroya the metre, but 
verburden1 the tboa~ht. t11tly, ir -. 17, we moat omit 
t i ) ~'JJMn r.nn1 ne11 ~'J~~ nnni 
tter mentionin~ in v. 13 tbe (in~ wood• that will be brot to beautiry 
be temple it would be ridioulou1 tor the author to 1ay that the wood 
ill be aub1tituted by oopper. In the tirat atan1a ~old and silver are 
o beauti(ully ornamental that we oan excuse the author tor 1ub1titotln~ 
hem in poetical fashion tor the useful cop9er and iron. But why the 
ater aubat~tution? In view ~r these argument• we are juatlfied in 
browin~ thi• clau1e out 11 a ~1011 it we find it marrin~ tbe m•t•e. 



brilliant dlory or God - •ill IOOn ari•• ror tb• piOUI nation 
while tbe heathen• •111 be olun~ed into utter darkn111. ~. 1 
oon11ouenoe the natlona will be foroed to 00•1 unto Jeroaelem to be 
enl\~btened, brin~ing a!on~ tbe faithful but aoattered aona and dau~htera 
or Zion, and ·oarrying abunaant gitta tor the hou1e or labweb., to edorn and 
to olority the t••ple and to otter aa 11orltie11 uoon the holy altar. 
It •u•t be noted tbat the te•ple 11 already 1t1ndln~. the gitta are to 
edorn it (13b). The aaorltioea, too, tho 1nat1tuted, are not yet 
1att1raotor1: only the tlook1 of Kedar and the rs•• ot Nebalotb (v.7) 
are taf f ioient to be worthy ae a aaoritiot to tbe ~reat Yahweh. 
The author tai 11 to r!]fiise that aaterial aacritioe, no matter bow 1ta-
Ren~ou1· , 11 in1uttioient 11 a tribute to God. The wall• are not 
vet erected - v. 10, 'Stranoer1 shall build thy ••fl a' . 

E•a•ining olo1er into tbe propbeoy we find tbe author doubtleaaly 
wrttin~ or apeakin~ in Jeru11lem. V. 15 rep~eaenta a bad atate of artairs 
- Zion is torulcen ot inhabita11t._J (see alto v. 4) end hated by the re1t 
or the ~orld. The torei~n voke restt heavy uooo-t..b.a...1.a.11_.a_lv_._~L"-~~~-
On the whole, the oo~munitv is in a sorrv state. A ray or hooe ie oomin~ 
rrt>111 somewhere, however. "The exuberance or the writ.er' a entioi-
oations ahowa on the one band that the exlatinO di1tre11 ia deep , and 
on the other that a ~leem or hooe has vl • lted the minda or pioa• pat riot•"· 
(Che. 338) There la not surtioiebi evidence to suooote with Che •. that 
the author believed Yahweh'r oresence was still unfelt, that He haa not 
yet returned to His temole.• ~n the contrary, the temole, tho 11 yet 
ooor and unadorned. is already >od's holy olece, Rh tootetool (v. 13)· . 
In 62:11 ~) i~· ' ~J~ does not ~ean that ~od is about to oome, bot retber 
that tre .Jewish salvation is at hand. True, 2ion is not yet the Oioriou1 
olaoe thst the oroohet predicte it will be; but altho he Oivea no reason, 
it seems mo re likely to rerer to 5?:2 ea the reason rather then t o accept 
Chevne's exolanetion. The author clearly rerrains rrom ~entionin~ aueb 
a re3aon heeause it would sound a discordant note in the • • meeaa~e 

or hooe and joy that he brin~s. The auditor is to draw bit own conelus6ona. 

I have already hinted at tbe author'• laok of a deep ~oral in-

• Che. 338. The author baaea this view on 2eob. ~: 10: Mal. 3:1, but I 
tail to see any aooroach to tbis tbot in Ia. 60 . 



si~bt - 1r only the aaor1tioe be aurtioiently riob end ebun4ant 1t will 
be aooepttble upon Yahweh'• alter.(v.7) Thie 11 alto borne out further 
by hi• af lenoe 11 to tbe y•arning or the heathen nation• tor moral inatruo­
tion. *r'1 Still a moral re~enerstfon mu1t al10 take place in Judea: 
~iolenoe thatl no more be heard in thy land, rapine and ruin within tby 
borders ( 18). Thy oeoole •hall all be rlghteoue' (Zl). Zion ii ot 
the u~mo1t imbrtance, and tbe author repreaenta God at lavl1hin~ Hia m~at 
ardent love fpon it. In tact it ii to be celled ' The oity or Yahweh, the 
Zion ot the Holy One ot Iareel.' (v. 14) 

Che. turtber exoatiatea on the style and pbra1eolo~y to pro~e that 
tbe c. is ot poet-Exilic date -- but to introduce theae proot1 here would 
be unaati1r1otory oo~y-work, 10 thet I mutt content myaelt with hi• oon­
oluaion a, ooocluaiona whioh I oan obtain more 1ati1taotorily trom a 
study ot the hiatorical backdround and the animus or the author. 

"The ~ate aum~er" , aays Che •• in conoludin~ hia remarka on c. cO, 
"which oroduced tbe matter~iece ot the Second I1. ls ov•r; imitator• and 
oopy11t1 have taken tbe olaoe of tbat aoarin~ re11~1oue Q4niu1" . 
Co. 61,62 will dout>tleealv throll more l i~ht on the exact authorship or 
or 60, vet we C8n venture, from in t ernal evidence, to ulace it indeoendent­
ly. To sum uo the evideoce~. we find the sa~e condition@ here that 
characterized our earlier orophecies - vi z.: 
1 So~e· peoole are in ?elestine, bgt ~ b e y ar9 in 1arkness end desoeir. 
2 rhe temole is already erected, but is in e ~oor state and the sac-

rifices are uneetieractory. 
3 The wall s are still lyin~ in r ui ns. 
4 The proohecy was written in Jerusgl9~ . 

5 The author is endowed with en unra l terin~ fa i th in the power or Yah•efl, 
and hcoe ror His redemotion. 

6 The yoke or oooression is still heavy, but Babylon it no lon~er 
~entioned aa the cruel mistreas. 

Thi s would 1uo~e1t a date prior to 445, and later than 515. 

lho are thete i:J 'JJ who are to rebuild the ••111 ot Jeru1ale•? 
On po. 8-10 the theory i• diaou11ed that at tirat the Sam1rftan1 were 
invihd to .join the Jewiah ooHunlty. In 56: 3 the i:Jill'.:I it weloomed 
with ooen ~rma. The i :J 'JJ could hardly mean tbe aurroundin~ 

beatbtaa. Tbeae ~oold aocept tbe Yahweh reli~ion onty ir Yahweh thowed 
Hi~••lt ootent and m1~hty thru the viotor~ous nroeo~r1ty or His p~opl ~ 
(se le au~~~~ted often enou~h thruout ell oost- Fxilic literature). 
Moreover, the•~ heathen were all hostile to the J ews (ct. 63:1-6) ~-



•itne•& tbe catalo~ ot ene~le• in Pt. 83 (Peraian p•riod). 
The Sameriten1, howev•r, turned e deet ear to the welco•• eJtenaed them­
even beoomin~ their enemiee. 'hen Ezra ette~pted to rear the wall• ot 
Jerueelem they dem9li1hed it , end Neh. •~• hampered in his work ohietly 
by the Semerti1n1 -&Tobiah, the ~mmonite tleve, and Ge1bem (more cor-
rectly Ga1bmu)tbe Arabian (Neb. 2:19). When e prophet aroae at that time 
to brin~ the cheerin~ mesee~e to bis people, is it to be wondered at , then, 
that ibis oropbet should threaten the enemie~ . that he should pro~iee that 
the very 'etran~era' would rebuild the wells, end tbet the oountry ot Ga1b~ 
~u end his tollowere - Kedsr and Neba\oth - should *uoply the victim• tor 
Yahweh's aacriticeP? 

fthile Je hav~ nothin~ deciaive to bear out our theory, yet there 
is not the leaat proof aoeinat it. Let ut beer in mind that the reteren-
ces we have ere but caeuel - - Ge~bmu is only mentioned in connection 
withNeh., but the chftnCe9 ere tb~t he did not stand alone e~on~ bie 
tri~eemen t~ ooooae the Jewieh oommuni ty, nor did ~e be~in just et the time 
ot &eh. lhie ~ou ld conseouently out c. 60 et about the t i~e or Nehe~ieb'e 
activity, elope to 44?. We shall find that the next two oc.,cloeely 
linked ~ith the one we are disouseinf , cen aleo be esei ~ned to the eeme 
dete on evidences found there only. This naturally stren~then e the 
t heory advanced. 

*(From? . 36) 
In ooatrast of this cf. C. 42. The remot est reference to it mey be 
found in 9a, but there tbe text is corrupt. In accordance with 8 and 
the paralleli sms in 9, 9a should read ,,,, (ships, or seafareers) ~''l '~ '~ 

• 



VII 

61, 62 The Comin~ Salvation to Zion 

Arter dilouseinQ o. 60 in detefl, 61, 6~ ofter little that ia tie• ':>r 
di(rioult . The epirit or the orophecy, the condition• under which it 
•es •ritten , even it1 ro r m and obraeeolo~y -- all ooint to the tame 
ti~e and even the same euthorehip ae tbet or 60 . 

The proohet st~rts oat with stating bis mission: 
To brin~ ~ood tidin~e unto ibe humble; 
To bind up the broken-hearted, 
To oroola1m liberty to the captives, 
To liberate the oound, 
To proolai~ the ye~r or Yab•eh'@ pleaeur e 
The 1ey or ven~eaooe or our God 

(on the one hand) , 
{on the other hand) • 

Then the orophet comrorts the ll'•OUrners or Zion , t'aint.im~ in ~lowin~ tenP 
it~ new ~lorv when Yahweh will crown Zior wit~ ite due victory and renown. 
Zion's enemies shall be ounished - the$S ver y ene~ie~ who lorded over the 
oione communit,,-will no~ beco~e servants of the Jewe: while the Jew~, 
livln~ on the rat oF the lend, will be the orieats of Yahweh , God's minis-
ters. Tbue will Zion be ritly vindi cated ! Altho the nrnn~t• 10A? ~~t 

rise to the moral hei~hts of his ~rest ~ft~~,, 11:11, vet it ~ust be noted, 
contrary to the censure or our oious Chri stian critics, that even thie 
crochet bae not lo~t his inherent Jewisb sene! or ethics. The Jews will 
be exalted over the natione not because thi~~be whim or the oowerrul 
Yahweh - but"8eC8U!e r, Yahweh , love ,justice, I hate iniouitou~ plundedn~ 
{read ;i'lnJ::i ~TJ); end I will "ive them their recomoense raithrullv". ,.,,,. 1- • 
In order to hasten the co~ino or God ' s salvation wetch~en are set upon 
Zion 's walls - the Lord'• reme~hrancers , who must take no r est and ~ive 
3od no re£1t ti )1 He e1tebli~h and till F.e 'll&ke .J erusslem s preiee in~he 
earth. Whereupon Yahweh takes an oath that the invader eball no lon~er 
est the trait or hrael '• toilt~: 9). The inhabit.ente are to orepere 
ror the return or the Die1pore. Renoerorth the Jewt thall become 
known •• the bolv ~eonle, Zion 1~111 be called tbe City Unroritken. 
Tbe whole propbeoy molt 11Kely endt with a about or joy - Zion'• re•ponae 
to the pr omitee or the eutbor.* 'I will rejoice besrttly in the Lord ' , 

• 61: 10 is surely out or pl&ce in Hs C'Onte)(t; it is a rr11~1r1ent or lit­
urfic&l ooetry that interrupt~ the seouence or thot or 61:9 end 11. 

-S.4e .31 



1he 1ey1, ' my 1001 1b1ll be joyful in •Y God; (or 81 bath olothed 
me with t b• ~1rm1ut1 of ••l••tion, he bath arre,eO •• C·~~l!) in th1 
robe or victory. Like 1 bridedroo• •ho order1 the oorons1 (1'~'), end 
like e bride who dtok1 heraelr with her jewel•'· ' T 

The tame oonditlona 11 outlined on p. 36 with ref5renoe to c. 60, 
preveil here. "The land or Judah ia in cart repeopled, and the te~ple 
rebui Jt (6~:9, in the court• or My 11nctuary ), but t be Jewe are 1tlll 
de1oi1ed or all men (61:11; 62:7; 0 Zechp:1~), and amon~ tbe1e we are j ue­
ti r i ed in inoludinQ the •all• or Jeruealem (62:6; or. 6J: 10,11) . " 
No~edic trihe1 rava~e the country wi th i~pur.ity (62~8, 3) . The ~ese or 
the J ew1 ire 1till in bonda~e . ~cettered amon~ the nations (61: 1; er. 
~~:7,22; 49:9; Joel 4:8; reut . 28:68) . Li9erty be~ once more to be 
proclei~ed , end the 'way of the oeople' a~ain end more erreotuall y to be 
preoere~l: 1; 4~: lJ) . "The return or the exiles, in a tull and wor thy 
1en1e, ha1 1till to take olaoe"(Che. 342). 

In styl e end ohra~!olo~v the aut~or reljes sl ev i~hlv uoon II.!~.: 

eo111e oleces , in reot , hei!'l~ little '!lore then e mosaic or fre~ments 
oathered rro 111 40-ff. Note esoecially 62: 11, wher e the author leaves ut 
without en objeot ror u , cw~ l'redemotion' ws ~ douttlessly in bis mind; 
see 48:20). Fur ther, wh et is the sul:ljeot ot ,r-, v t>l~·· n:r? Cr. the 
ooening worde or c. 61 - '"fhe soirit or the Lor• Yahweh ie uoon me' - with 
4~:1 - ' I have out My soi r it uoon ~im'; ot. the re~t or v. 1 with 4~:7 . 

The eole~n obre1 ~,~. , l,~ recelle the soliloquy or the l ervant in 50:4- 9. * 
er. ~~: ri~ cl : ~. with ~~: ~r.~~ 4~: 3 . These ere out a few or a whol e 
oata lo~ or co~oari•one abowinQ bow entirely the author reliet uoon II.IP. 
e~oeoislly , and uoon the writinos or other!, includinQ even the authors or 
56· 66. 

Atide rrom other lete retere~ce~, ~uch as t he rebui lt temole, etc., 
we should be able to place this oroobecy i~~ediate11 se not belon~in~ to 
IT . h. H only rrom the ract tb at, deoendin~ , eP t~ 1 ~~, , ' · l· does, literally 
uoon TI. ls. , it nowhere mentions the mission or the Jewe to dieteminate 
the kno"1ed~e or Yahweh to the oeoolee or the earth. It ~ · merely contente 
iteelt with ensl~'in~ theee heathen enemie~ , and makin~ them receive payment_ 
in t he rashlon or poet ic justi~e . in the very ooin •hioh tbey have dealt 
out to the Jewe. 

It seem• ouite lo~ical to re~erd it as standin~ et the end or c. 6~. / 
* Che. 343. It mut!t be noted, however, that the Ln reads d11oly ~;.,. .. /{"1'10 i>. 

~-w: y. 60:1~ :;<k!JP). a .c,,b..:J-~ ~ ~ U ~ ~~ 

~ I.' If/ (;/-~ re,. 



In treatlnQ c. 60 I reterr•d to trabio tribe• •bo robbed 
the Jews or their oropa - - in 62:8,9 we heve the reference more clearly. 
The 111111 ot Jeruaalem, teto, ~ley s~al n an important role ( 61: •, and 
part1oulerly 62:6 Thi• •ould lead ut onoe more to a date about the 
ti~• ot Ne~. le mu1t beer in •ind that th• mo1t di1tre•sin~ new1 told 
Neh. ~••that the •all• were demoll1hed {Neb. 1:3; 2:3,8). Tbi1 aqitated 
the Jew1 mo1t, for it ••• dut to this condition that the Je•• were 1ubject 
to the in1ult1 ot the 1urroundin~ enemies, •• well a1 to the unwelcoee 
mlnglin~ of tbett troubl••o•• nelQhbor1 with the life of tbe community --­
tbtir inter•arri•O• with the unworthy leader 1 end ruler• of the J•w1, 

~ 

end their eeneral baneful influence. 

Some retorm1 of E2ra muet alto have been sttemoted when 60-62 
11re written. A more erfeotive separation from the Samaritan• eeema to 
be im9lied - the proohet addresaes only the 9urified 'kabal' and ~entiona 
the wicked and Sameritans only en pa111nt {unlike 56:9-57:21, •· o.). 
Thia ourirication and 1eere~ation or the Yahweh •orshioera, thev believed, 
re~o?ed all obstsclet in the way or the rulrillment or II . I~tiah's oro~i1e1. 

The Zion to which the orooheoy ~f salvation and Olorv is addrea1ed 11 the 
como9ny or those wh? •reared Yahweh' 9nd 'soske orten one to another' (Mal. 
3: 16) -- it is 'ell tbose wbo bed seosrsted the~selvee fro" the ri~0 ' ~O 

unto the law ot God' \Neb. 10:28) . This community constitute• tbe 'trem~­
lin~ listeners to Yahweh's word' (66:2; er. ins 9:4; 10:3). 

The tact that thie oioue oommunity is called the 'holy nation', 
and the 'oriette of Yahweh' oointa to the beoinntnge of those reli~ioue 
reform• •hich oulminated in the Friettly oode. Tlie Jewa are the orieat­
oeoole, only te aaoritioe end to eat ot the fat or the land. No other 
aervioe it exeeted of th•~, no other repoonaibility pleoed on their 
ahouldera. Only the riOorous oult it in the mind ot the orophet. 
The Queetion miQht have been a1ked by the Jews (aooordin~ to Litt~ann), tr 
we devote to much time to ell tbi1 cult, wben will we st.tend to oor prac­
tical needa? The answer ca~e in 61:5: 'Stran~ers shall arise and feed 
vour flocks, alien• aball be vour olouOhmen end •inedre•1er1'. 
This auodestion may be dratuitoue, ~till we cannot helo reelin~ that ohange1 
end rerorme were in the air at tbe time 60~62 were writte1 --- an uuheavat 
that ana•era historicelly only to the ti~e or Neb. end the P code reform•. 
It we_a e tim~ •hen the rulfillment or Il.IPaish'a promisee were telt . 
oomino, end the crophet even imitate• the Servant or Yahweh oracle! {tbo 
he ~roealv miarepreaenta them). To hasten the time watch~en are aet on , 
t he ~uined •alle of Jerutelem who are cher~ed to keep God mindful or Hia 
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oro~ittt. Whether th11e rewe•brencert of the Lord be 
bum•n oropb1t1 or •~ anqelic hott or even piou1 •or1bper1 it or no 
con1eoueno1 in helpin~ ua to place the date and autborahi~ or tb111 co. 
On! hypotbe1i1 it at •uob a con j ecture et the other, tor •• lao~ further 
information on tht 1ubj1ct end tbe autbor bim11lt i• 1il1nt on tbe matter. 
T~ere it one thin~ certain from all thie. , ho•ever -- a relidiou1 and 
econo•ic ohanQ• ~. e1p1ot1d to come every •inute. T~it telli•• well 
with the aoti•ity or Neb. •bo wet tent by tbe kin~ himtelf. There it 
no evidence to lead u1 to 1uppo1e that lrra had already promul4ated bit 
new 11• --- but not only ••• the law in or1p1r1tion, even the ~inda 
or the people were being orepered to receive it ravore~ly. Thi a author 
~uet surely have oome from the aeme circle with t1ra,the Scribe or the 
Lew of Motet. 

Thi• lndeoendent oroor ltadt UI to oleoe 61,62 at the •••e 
ti~• with 60, tnd to 11cribe the tame 1uthor to the three co. 
Je can hardly err, therefore, in detin~ 60-6~ about 445. 



VIII - ... - - - 63:7-64:11 

ft PRAYER ror the RiN!WAL or GOO'S ~OVING·KINDNISS a• or OLD 

The trouble• or the Jewieb comm~nity in Jerusalem at the 
time thi• litur~ioal thanka~ivin~ ••• written bad literally become 
unendurable. The water bad reached to the neok. and only Yehweb could 
rescue His drowninQ reitbrol eervents. ~ oetition full or heartrendin~ 
details or tu~ferin~ , ruin end desoletion, eecomoenied by ~ confeaaiohot 
~uilt is sent uo to God -- He is reminded or Ris ~rest and fearrul oower, 
surely Re oen eave 1r He so desires. 

Yahweh's lovin~ acts will I 9reise, Yahweh's deeds ot renown. 
In proportion to all that Yahweh, so rich in goodneaa, hath wrot tor ua, 
That He hath wrot for us acoordin~ to His oomoaaaion and Hi~ 

manirold lovin~-kindneea. 
He said,turelv tbey er ~Y oeopl~ 1 ~on' that •ill never orove false; 
So He becsme to theme deliverer rrom all their dittrett.• 

Not an an~el-~tssen~er0 , his ort1ence it wse thet delivered them,• 
And took them uo and carried them ell the da1e or old. 
But they reeitted end peined His holy soirit, 
So He cben~ed tor the~ into en enemy, He Him eelr fou~ht aoainst them. 
Then Iareel remembered the deya of old, tbe years ot oett a~e1, aeyin~:+ 

Jhere ie He that brot up tro~ the see the e~e9berd ot Hit flock? 
Jhere le He that oleced within it His holy spirit? 

f.J : 7 - 1J He tbat made His ~lorious erm to oroceed at the ri~ht bend or Moses? l~ 

The retroe9eot or the ~Ioriou1 deliverance under Moses, and God 's kindne11, 
is thus continued until v. 14. Thel\the ooet oontraata the distress and 
oalamity prevailin~ et the ureseot. 

Look down tro111 heaven end see, ( v. 15 ) he b11oortunee God; ror be hu 
none else to whom to turn --

• 
0 

x 

+ 

- -- - - - . - - - - -
The fir""t two word• of v. 9 belon~s with v. 8 
1M't' ,,3 ~~ or~M~Cl ,,l M~ 
Budde, Du., Che. et el. find the eleoeio rtiythm in this ooem, hence they 
omit ~'MJ Min in~~nJi i~JnMJ. It edde notbin~ to the develooment or the 

J_ ~ thot either. 
n~t:-ia a ~loo on i1Vi, lt'Vfn 1lltl. Read: ,,, ,, n1n ~~1l) ,c, i~T'l. 
or. Deut. 3~: 7. 



For Abraham knoweth u1 not, end Ierael dotb not regard u1; 
Thou Yahweh, art our ,ether, our redeemer. rrom ot old la Thy na~e. r¥ 

True, Ierael can olaim no ri~bt1ou1n111, but why doe• God 
·~·· oau1e u1 to err trom Ria w1y1? 

Why doe• He harden our heart• to keep UI (~om rearing Hi~? • 
Return, 0 God,be pl1ed1, 

Return tor Tby eervent1' eake, tor the 1111'1 ot the tribes of 
Thine inber1tanoe. (v. 17) 

64:18e ie ditricult to under1tand. The Jewi~h Pub. Society Bible 
translation reads 

Thy holy oeoole they have well niOb driven out. Tb11 11 not whet 
the word• mean - ir they mean anytbin~ a~ell i1 ouestioneble. Many 
emendations have been 1uQQested, tbe moat aoceotable 1eems to be tbe 
readinQ in acoord1noe witb the LXX - i~ip ~~ 1Jr.~· ~~,~~ - But tor a 
ehort time have we inherited Thy holy mountain, our adversaries 

" 

desecrate Thy sanctuary. He oomolaine further: 
We have become like tboee over whom Thou haet never ruled, 
Like those over wbom Thou ba!t never clai~ed lordehic -~ 
0 that Thou 11ouldst rend the heeven end come downt 

Then,in case the voice of retberlv comoeaslon sboul~ continue mute, 
the almoat deepairin~ Church mekes e fr esh apo,31 to Vehweh to be rea~on-
ebl e. Does the potter li~htly break 3 vessel on wh i ch be he! lavished 
bis utmost tkill?" ( Cbe. 350() 

We are the clay, Thou our potter, how canat Thou beer to see 
Thy holy o1tiea converted into o wilderness? 
Zion a desert! Jeruaelem - a detolationl 
Our boly,~lorioua hou1e, where our !ethera praited Thee, ia 

burned do11n I 
All the thin~e that we prize are become a ruinl 
lilt Tbou at 1uoh thfn~a r~ttrein Thytelf, 0 Yahweh? 
Wilt Thou be tilent and afflict us exceedin~ly? ( 64: 9-11) 

This ie the maje1tic way in which the poet lays his bitter complaint and 
end frantic cry ror helo before his God , auoolioatln~ ror a renewal ot 
His mercies. 

Since the la1t three vv. of e. 64 will belo us lar~ely 
later in determinin~ the date or this comcosltion we may di1ou11 now 
whether or not these vv . belono here or were later i o~ erted by an editor, 

. ea it inti~ated by Verti aod otbera 1end acoeoted by ~o,. Marti bases hi• 
anertlon on e minor tntuel reason as well as .,, the rererence to itipo 

in 63~ 18. 
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Thi• woold prove that the temple wae not burned do•n, 
ee our laat three vv. ''"" to indicate. But c1~ uaed in oenneotion wltb 
e holy place meant to d'teorate. 11 doet eve~oo~ (Dan. 8: 13. Ct. late 
editiona or Ge1eniu1' W8rterbuoh ea ••11 aa Brown, Bri~I• ind D~iver'a 
A~~~1~narJ}. Je ahall rind later tbat at the time we think this ele~y 
wea written we have 1ouroe1 to abow both that the tesple was partly burned 
and that it waa deaeoreted in other •aye. Thu• there 11 Do ~ontradiotion 
at all between tbe two paa1a~e1, and •• need not throw the lett one out. 
1oc1J may ha•e been uaed in a more ~eneral way, 64:1~beoo~in~ more 1oec1r10. 
Row can we throw tbe 111t three vv. out? 64:7-11 ror~• the climaJ to 
tbe entire poem. C. 63 enda with a atron~ aopeal - it God would only 
rend tbe beavena and come downt 64 ends a~ain witb a tra~ic exclamation 
~- can God behold all thi@ with eouanimi~y? t The ideas, thot1, and even 
tbf lan~uage all lead u~ to this climax, so that the whole oreyer would be 
inoomolete without •v. 9-11. Furthermore, in v. 8, when God is implored 
t o look down trom heaven, what i1 He to behold? Si~ply that the suttering 
Jews ere all Ria peoole? Whet then? He is to gee the desoletions •rot 
i n t he land, the deatruotion or Hi• own sanctuary -- t hen aurely will He 
not be ailentf 

'· The sanctuary wts oossessed ~Y the Je•s but ror a short time, 
now the noly oeople ar e as without s shepherd. Yahweh has hidden His 
rsoe rrom them. 

8. Cities, includin~ Jerusalem, are destroyedi t he temple consumed by tire. 
These two tacts are uppermost in the writer's mind. His oonaternation ie 
aroused to 1uoh a d10ree that he "even permits hi ~ selr to call Yabweb 
unmerciful and unr1a1onable" (Che. 351). 

Any poasible date between 586 and 170 ia ~iven by ditrerent 
scholars 11 the time when tbla ooem was comooaed; and indeed, auoerrioial 
proors may be found tor them alI . 586, the time or the Babylonian 
oaotlvity, woula tally well with some of the descriotiona and historioal 
baok~round found in 73:7-64:11. The temole was destroyed, the cities dev­
e ~tated, the Jens di @consol ate. ~hp ~ice~~~~~ per io1, on th e other ~sod, 
woul d ~lso answer well t o some ~r t he condit i ~ns Qiven here. The temple 
was desecrated, t he gen ergl dist ress anJ ocneternatlon was ~reat, and the 
Jews l ooked t or immediate i nt ervent ion or ~od on t hei r behalf. Upon ol ~ der 
e~e~i~ etion, however, we rind neither or these ~atee sati sractory. 
Could i t have been writ t en shortl y after the Babylonian oaptivtty, or even 
wi thi n the 70 years, -trore t he dedicat ion or th~ second temole? * 

• Che. combats the hyootbesis t hat it was written by It.Ia., but this is 



But ror a 1hort time have we inherited Thy holy mountain ooold 
never have been written with reterence to the Solomonic temole. 
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Nor l! the ayna~o~al ,,,,,, , oonresalon of 1in, round until 

poet-Etilio times. • lt re~in 3s one or the oburob-conreaaion in Is. 
5~~9-13 (di aouaeed in o. 4), and re1emble1 in its content• the elaborate 
syna~o~sl oravere in Neh. 9: Dan. 9: 4-13 (tho thi1 one he• e riner oo-
1tlo atyle) . It also reoall1 tbo1e retro1peotiu conreul onal p11lma 
~eoited in the ayna~o~ (or the OUl"?Ole or e~yryin~ the con~reOetlon 88 well 
is ror the rea•akenlnQ or God'• ~eroy. These are ?1. 44, (51) , 79 ,80, 
H, 89 , 10:), 106, 136. 

Reae~berin~ that the paalter wee the hymn book or the aeoond 
temole, •e oen oonolude lmmediately that the poem ander oonaideration matt 
be ooat-Exilio. It it eaoeoial l y allied with t ho ee o aal~• or oo~pl•int 
ottere~ under an oporaseion which almost killed the national lire or the 
Jews, e. ~. 44, l4, 79 , 80, 89 • Ps. 89 , like our ooem, opens with a 
eulo~y or Yahweh's lovin~-kindn ees, then ~888eS into 8 melancholy 
co n ~emo I ~t ion (' f t. le 1. se- r i ~~ ... " t. he :>re~eri • Pa. 74 oarsl lel e our 
ooem by its rererence , ~with all the oathoa or an eyf-Witn11a, to the 
deatruotion or the te~ole by fire" . Ps. 51 i@ like Is. 63:7-64:11 in ite 
intense ooneoiou!nees or fui1t , in the st ran~e excuse t hat Yahweh Him selr 
is resoo nal ble ror it, i n its re re renoe to Levi tloel uncleanness (64: 4,5; 
Pa. 51:4 , 7,9). They both rurther emphasize the ~ip.i rn in its late 
hypoststl zation (I 1. ' 3:10,11; Pa. 51:13). 0 

T~e style and oh raseolo~y is also too late t o warrant an 
Exi lio date. A~ain I mutt rely upon Cheyne 'a exhauatlve oatalo~ or 
l ate words and ohra1ea, (round on op. 354Cr. ). It it most noteworthy 
that the very words wlth their peoul isr oonnotatione that are ronnd in 
this oess8~e &re duoli oated in the psalms outed above. One esamnl e •ill 
eurrioe here: 63:8np't'' ; Ps. 44:19 iri,~ ; 99:34 ., ~ 't it. It is or i nterest 

--------- · - - - --- - - - - - - - - - - - -
har jly necessary. Ir it wse wri t t en shortly after the B;b;l~nia~ caotiv-
lty then •e should try t~ Cinj the 3Uthor. Di sorovin~ IT.Is. ~ould not 
di!~ rove hi s a~ e. while i' the evi1ences o rov~ a l&ter d3t e wh y bother abo~ 
II.le. ? 11 • 

Ho e. 14 csn under no oir~atenoe~ be cited es a oeratlel. 
0 

Che. 353 r. 
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in this reapect that Litt . and Che. point t• the 11m1 words 

to prove their r1apeotlve by0,othe1ea, •bile they dirfer in exaotly a 

bundred years aa to the date or thle prophecy. The worde ouoted by 
both are: 
63~ 9 "II?,~ 

10 :nv 
13 nlo:in 

15 'I J T ·. 
15; 64:11 peicn;i 

11 n"lrc M'l 
64:3 :i:>n 

5 1toe 
§ Cl ,~ ~ 

6 iilOM 

6 "'c 
10 1 picno 

;iio 

Another point of contact with fl.ls. 
Eepeoially combined 
8 til'Dea in Pa. 
1 Ki. 8: 13 Hsb. 3: 11 

" 

• 
Pa. 

" 
Not tame word, but idea expressed (po1t-J1. )I1. 
Waiting ror Ysbweh, cf. I1. 30:18 Pa. 
Levitioal unoleannee@ Pa. ?1:4,7,9 

Lat e -

Hoaee 

Lari. 

• 
It. 
11. 

40t15 
78:40 

49: 15 
42: .. 
26: 13 
33: ~o 

30: 2~ 
51: 17 
11:8 
1: 10 

So rar the evidences all point t o a ooat-Exillo date:ite aoirit 
it fully in harmony with late oeal ~e and other late literature, its hle­
toricel beck~round does not fully corre~oond to Exil ic ti~es, and it9 
len~ue~e and style ie undoubtedly l~te. There is only one objeotion 
raised by the eoholare a~ ei nat a oo~t-iiillc date ror 63:7-64:11, viz., 
"why does the retrospect or Yahweh's past lov1n~-kindnesa keep eilence 
r11oeotin~ the rell of 9abylon? The Exodus fro~ Reyot and the eooomoan1-
in~ wonders are de1oribed in pathetic lan~uaqe 63:11-14); wby not alto 
the Exodu! rrom Chaldea? 'The •In who wrote VT. 11-15 or o. 63 1, ••Y• 
?rot. G. A. Smith, 'bad surely the Return 1tlll before bi11; he would not 
ha•e written in the way be bas ~one of the Exodue trom Edyot unl1t1 he 
had been teelinQ the need or another exhibition of divine power of the 
•a~e kind. The orayer, therefore, must come trom pretty 
~uoh the tame date as the reat of our oroobecy, - after the Exile, but 
•hile the Return had not taken plaoe'. 0 A simi lar objection bes been 
ra i sed in En~land to the oost-mxilio date or the hi1torioal p1alm1.~ 
(Che. 3'6 ) Che. ~ives t wo cogent answers t• this objection: 

• It le expl~ined that there ~uet be some lin~uittio effinitie' •ith other 
litereture, why not with II. I s.? 

0 £.,. ,,0 , :Jj ; J.lt!.. II, •47. '\!oted l;\y Che. 



1 The wonder• or old ti~e are the bi~beet example or what 
Yahw~b can do ror Hie people. The•• wonder• are to revive lareel'• 
ralth (er. 43:16,17), they are referred to in order to poiat out wbat 
Yahw•h oan do. and not beoauet tbe writ•r reol1 the need or exaotly 
similar divine maniteat1tion1. 
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2 The Retura from Babylon ia not expr•aaly referred to becau•• it wa1 
accomeanied with eo many di1~~ointment1; it••• 10 unlike II.Iaaiah'a 
prediction• that to reter to it 'ould provo~e ditmay instead or 1nao1rin~ 
raith. To tbe11 two I 1hould like to add a third reaton -- the pa1t 11 
e•ar idtaliz•d, inveated •1th glory, •bile the pr11ent •••~• proaa1e, 
laoks the proper oereoeoti•e. The ~olden a~e i• always a thin~ ot the 
past. The nomadic etate or the I1raelit i 1h tribe• conetituttd the ideal 
9eriod tor tbe prophets; while our r~bbia tell us it the aooienta were an­
gels we are human, but if they were only human - then we are like aeaee. 
What •onder then, that the event• of a tbouaand yeara a~o, oelebrated in 
3on4 and Fol~- l c r e , adorned by rable and fiotlon •hould be held up as the 
~ reet deliverance, the 1ondertul manif~ttetion or Yahweh's 9ower, the 
l i k~ ot whioh was never seen a~ ain? The R!turn from Babvlon was too recent, 
too ~any or the disaooointin~ racts were not yet rorQotten, the halo of the 
dim pPst h&d not yet envel ooed it. Jt is tor a miraouloue deliverance, 
oomoersble to t hat or E~yot , that the saddened oo~munity ho9ea; not a mere 
hum an one which came thru the oonoue1t or a heathen kin~ - Cyrue. 

It the ooem under eonelderetion is post-ltilfo, is it as late as 
the Vacoabean times? Rere too , some facts a~ree -- but •1tl it stand 
t he teat of detailed or1t1o1t~? Prof. Buttenwieeer, in hie article •Are 
t here any Maocabean P•al~•?", oroved beyond any doubt th•t not only can 
t here be no ~accabe•n paal~•. but there oan be no lit•rature whatever Jn 
purrHebrew and i~lo~atio ttyle datin~ from the 3reoian period or Jewiah 
history. The condition• alluded to in this eledv. al well aa ln th~ 
auppoaea Maoc•bean Pt. are couched in sue~ ~eneral term1 t~at, a• •• have 
aeen, we mi~ht e~en have oleoed the eutbor1hl9 or this poem aa eerlJ at 
586, were we not ouided by a more tboro examination into the oomooaition. 
64: 10 tells ot burnin~ or the temple, but in the Maoosbean tim11 only 

and oorch were ruined by fire (I Macoebeea 4:38; II ij. 1 ~ 8;8 : 33). 

0111 or the Solomonio te~ole. 'but tor a thort time have we 
Thy holy mountain' oould not have been written ot the 1eoond 

temole at the time or the Maooebeee, atter it 1tood tor about 350 yeara. 
No r is there any evidence that Judas Msoosbeue built the temple, ell tbet 
i• t ol d or him i• that he purified and repaired the etiPtind one. 
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Dr. 8uttenwi11er riObtly ooint1 out tb1t tbtrt 11 1 tundamtntal 
error 1 n the ou1t.omary ~t•Hntat ion ot ooat.-!:d lio Jt•i lb bhtor7. 
The oontlict between Htl}nltm (or tbe Seleooldtt) 101ln1t Jud1l1m •ott __. 
not be identitied with the wart waqed by the V1001b1e1 tor their rtlidiou1 
liberty. The latter 11 only th• olo1in~ aot ot a 1tru~~le wbloh e1-
tended over two oenturit1. Tht tort attliction• and 11vtr1 tri1l1 or 
the Jew1 b1q1n •1th the latt halt oentury ot the P•~•i•n 9eriod. and •••• 
ror the 1hort interv•l ot retplte end ~eaot durind the rei~n or AltJander 
t he Gr1at they autrered ptrtecution and oppre11ion down to tbe U1eo1be1n 
ti , es. The very ledend1 the Jew• havt spun around the name or Ale1an~er, 

bailinO him at their friend and deliverer and fellow Jew evtn tho• tbat 
their prevtoua oppre11ion mutt have been unbearable. Joe. (Contra Appion 
!, 191. 193) tellt ue th•t in the latter 9art or the Pertlan period non­
Jawa had oontrol over Judab. even buildina tbeir temple• and alt•r• in 
tbe country; while the J••• who destroyed them met with severe punlthment. 
Job, written ~n the ~i r1t ouarter or the fourth century, repre1ente the 
orthodox view that the rel~nin~ heresy in Judea (undoubtedly 
orevalent beoauae or the oo~easion and evident silence or Yahweh; or. p. 
~7) •••due to tbe stranoers oos1es1in~ the land (Job 15:17-19). 
The brier 1oell ot rest and rreedom dranted by Alexander terminated with 
hie death, and the Maooabean wars constitute the cloain~ act in a atru~ale 
whicb lestad thru 1 oentury and a half. I need not ~o into detail here. 
It i• auftiolent merely to oall attention to Palett1n•'• ~oaition at a 
burrer 1t1te in tbe war• between Edypt and Syri1 - the Ptolemiet a~aln1t e . . 
the se1uoidae (ct. Joe. lntio.12: 1; Cont~ Apoion 1:186; and tbe Letter or 
•ri1t1u1). In all tbit period ot 1tru~ole, darkne11 and obeoa the ~r11t 
hi1torio1l 1vent •at the 011tind of Hebrew at a tpoken lan~ua~e. 
Conaeouently, ir we find psalm• or other litur~losl literature,auch at 
ta. 6~17-64:11 , oo~plalnln~ or opore~tion , de1truotion, r•pine and ruin 
te oannot re led ate them to the \faooabean period •i thout tirtt II Hi ning 
them II to tbeir atvl• or Bebre•. le bave Hebrew produota or the 
Maocabean oeriod and even e•r!ier, let u! but co~oere th••• (e. ~· loolue., 
the Hebrew part• ot Dan., eto. ) with ~enuine Bebrew or the ola11lo 
period and •• eball tm111ediatel y aee the dH rerenoe •. 

We 1till bav• about three oenturiet Iert (6th - 4th) in which •• 
11 i ~ht olace thit oomootition. Three dates are oottible: 
1 520, the time or the new temole; •ben there •at both di11atitfaotion 

witb the temple and troubl• "hlch may hne led to itt 1eaeorstion. 
2 450. the au or Nth. 
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3 350, durinQ the reion or Art11er1e1 Oohut. 

Tht ar~umtnt in r1vor or the tirtt date it that 64:10 r•ttrt to tbe 
dettruotion or the 1tatel1 Solomonio temple by Nebuohtdrts1ar. The new 
1truoturt ••• only a •i•appointment to tholt •ho r••••bert~ the 'lory ot 
tht tiret ttmplt (lira 3:12,13). The )i~b bo9e1 or tbe Golab gave ••1 
to dttplir end di 11ppolnt11ent . The en1111t1 be1et the Jew• on every al de. 
It Ytbweb would only manittat HimHlt u Ht did at the bodua trom IOptf 
( 63: 19-64: 3) Th it •n the rervent prayer·. Hence 64: 10, tbe truly 
~lori ou• temple 11 not yet replaced. The arQu111nt1 in tavor ot the 11cond 
date, accepted by mo tt ot the acbolara or today, may be 1um~ed op in the 
•orda or Kuenen (Ond. ~ I, 507; II, 140; Rel. or I~rael 224; er. BL, p. 
213r. Quoted in Cb•. p. 357) : ""hat led to tbe deetruotion ot the wal lt 
or Jeru•ale•, end th• burninQ or btr Qatee, we do not know tor certain. 
But the ditoontent which al ready be~an to orevail in tbe mor! remot e pro­
vinoea of the ?eraian emoire, and in 'hiob the aews may have been involved, 
even aoainet their will, it ouite enou~h to ecoount ror such an oocurrenoe." 
The Samaritans may have broken down the wslla after they had been ereoted 
juat es later they bad atte~oted to ooooae Nehemiah '• rebuildino or tbe 
wslla or Jerusalem. Thit must have taken plaoe durin~ the di1turbanoe1 
oroduced by tbe revolt or ~e~sbyzus (os. 448). 

Both tbe firtt and the second dat-S-are impoatible, however. 
The Jewt were 1ur1ly too inti~niticant to be bothered •itb by Me~aby1u1, 
nor are there any 9roor1 •h•t•••r ror either hyootbt1l1. Our literary 
e•i4tnot, on the otbtr hand, pro••• a later dtte tr only • r by the 
oar1ll1li1m1 tound •1th other late literature. Tbe e1e~ete1 wbo ar~ue 

tor the firet date ~akt v. 10 (o.63) complain or an evil already partially 
remedied - true the temp?e was burned, but there it a new one, no matter 
how bumble, in qt1 ~lece - •bile v. 9 oomolaine ot oondition1 ttill 
exi1tin~. Furthermore, why all tbi1 lament now,arter the rehabilitation 
or Jeru~elem and the other 'holy cities' had slready b•~u..Jl? Thi• would 
rather be a time or thankeOi•ind, tor we tind in the book ot Nth., in 
other literature ot that time, •• ••11 II in the uortion1 or It. 56-66 
comioo from the ti~• or Neh . that there were alreedy wealthy Je•• ln 
Jeruaale~, end that some readjust~ente had already b•en made. An orthodox 
Hebr!' wri ter, too, ~ould still behold aanotity and beauty in tbt tt•ple, 
no matter how poorly it substituted the earlier one. Nor can •• rely on 
the hietorioity or Ezra 3:8-13. True, oo. 58, 59 (ca. 450) do tbow a 
~reet aesl or trouble and despair, yet it in no •iee parallel• the lituray 
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on hand. Tht latter Da9ta~e 1ay1 nothino about tbe ruined wall• 
or J er••alem, either, nor about tbe opprete1on of fellow Jewa by Jewa. 
Even the !antua~e of 59 tail• to tho• at much oaaaionate eJoit•••~t, and 
auon a depth of ehoat hope leas mi aery n th~t of 63: 15-64: 11. We ma.v 
note bere, too, that altbouqb Litt. plaoea tbie 9leoe aloo~ with bla other 
III.le. proheoie• ••far ae the date ia ooncerned, yet be beaitatea to 
'''i~n it to tbe aame author on linOui1tlo ~rounds. Tbe aufttrin~ and 
mieery portrayed in thl• ooem 1etm to bave been or a orit1osl nature at a 
definite point ot time, •~d not a oontinued e1f 1tin~ 1a~ 1tate of affair• 
at ii portrayed in Neb. 1: 3. Thu• neither the date or Zerubabel, aor tbe 
a~e or Neb . oan be pointed to ae the time of 63:7-64:11. 

Tbe only date left tor us , th~n, 11 the time ~r Artaxerxes Ochue. 
A hasty outline ot Perli an history of tbe middle ot the tourtb century 
will prove tbit ~ate to be correct. Arte1er1e1 III. (Ocbus) eecended the 
Persian throne in 3;0. He was an unscruoulpu!, cruel , shrewd end ener~etlc 
monarch; bis was the bloodiest reion in Peraien history. In 350 be wae 
deCeated by the ~~votian kin~ Nectanecus, ~ho hed the aid er Greek ~eneral1 
and mercenariee. This dereet encouraoed ~any or the Perei sn orovinces to 
revolt, emonQ which we! Sidon . The 9rovince! ~ere ~o!t likely !ided by 
E~yot and bed Sreek so11iers et thei r com~end. Col lectin~ a lar~e army 
OcbU! sacked Sidon end co~ol etel y subdued ~Oyot ~n 343. 

Jewish historical sources ere silent as to the rate ot the J~w1 
in these 15 years or oruel bloodshed, or the role thev clayed in the 
~vr_o-E~votian uo ri!in~~ and de'eats. Jo!. 89!ociate! the aaae or 
Se~oes, 'the aenerel, or another Artaxerxes', with en en!lavement ot tbe 
Jewi th peoo le end the pollu~ion ot tbelr te~ple (~nt iq. XI, 7,l). 
Ea~oes ia evidently identical with the eunuch B1001e1, one or Ocbua' moat 
cruel ~enerela in the Syro-t~yotian Cdmp ai~a . Accordin~ to Joa., Je1u1, 
la~oaa ' oa~did1te tor the bieh•prle1thood, wae slain in the eanotuary by 
hie brother John. Thit led to Baooae enterin~ and de1ecrating the sacred 
orecinot1 and to the tnin9 of every ucri tice •e a penalty. From other 
eouroet we know tbat at the aa•e time Jericho was •leo 1aoked, tbe caotlve1 
beln~ taken to Babylon. 

We art hardly in a poaition to know what really hS9p•ned. 
It ie dirtloult to believe that even the cruel Baoo11 would have •rougbt 
all this de1olation out or reven~e tor Jeeua ' death. Human lite m_!.int too 
little to him. Jewish a• •oll as non-Jewieb'eouroee seem to bear teint 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
• Eu sebiua' Chronicle~ Solinus; Sinoellua; Oro1inua; Diodorus. 
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eoboe• ot the event• ot tb• time. The book or Judith ••J hark beok 
to thi• event 1omehow - Holoterne1 may be the OJoferne1. oolleague ot 81-
~o•••· inooh 19:74,75 may 1110 ~•t•r to thia time. It 11 1 1are con­
j ecture thet the Jew1 oould not ha•• kept oat or the Syrian revolt• ·~•inst 
Per1ia. In their own oe~p they were led on by their to~d hoftt ot in­
dependence intoirtd by the oro~htta. by their growth in 1i1t end iwportanoe. 
as well 11 by their ••n•• or le~aliatio piety uahered in by the atriot 
adherenoe to the new P oode, •blob would ~uard th•~ rrom all bar~. (Cr. Joel 
3:9,10) On the other bend they •ere toroed from without to take tbe ateo 
by the brutal cruelty ot Oobue •bioh de1troyed all their wenae or ~retitade 
to the Perdsn EmpirA. Atfj 1.o t hia t he ,J.,,.3• ,. ·H" , .. ~. h .,ir pr1 lf'lr · 11 

immediete nei~hbor1 and we can be tolerably oertal" that they did join 
their nel~hbora in the upriein~ a~ainet Persia. Je know rrom 01rellel oa1e1 
that the Jew1 have always olaved an imoort1nt otrt in 1i~llar Syri1n revolt1; 

er. the Syro-iohrai~Jtic w~r a1 one i nstance. Needless to eay that •hen 
~ rt~ter,es defeated Svr !a the Jews ~urr ere~ the !ame rate et their nei~hbor1. 
J!rioho •es oaotured -- but what ebout Jerusalem? Ochu e went rro~ 

~yr i a to E~yot -~ could he have lert thle natural etron~hold to be e ~en­
ace in his rear? eut 'hY then are the Jewi sh eouroee eilent about it? 
Robertson Smith (OTJC~ 1892, ouoted in Che. 360) 1ay1: "The whole Fs~oses 
~toty (or Jo a. ) look• like s ors~~aticsl invention deeigned oartly to 
soften the catastroohe or the Jews, and oartly to explain it by the ein or 
t he hi eh-orieat". "The oollectora o! Je•iah traditions threw a veil 
over the ineJpl ioable mystery or a aecond oollution end ~eatruotlon or 
the temple by e heathen enemy" (Che. p. 361). 

All tbia rtconttruotion or hittory waa ~•de without the hel~ or 
biblical 1ouroea, e1p1oi&lly without the cc. under oonaideratlon. What 
ir theae cc. bear out the event• detailed above? le have alreedy referred 
to certai n ~•alma oarallelin~ in ideBs, thou~hta. vooebul1ry and hiatori­
cal baokOround the elt~Y under conaideretion. Pa. 44,74, 79, 89 eaoeci­
ally retleot the same oonditiont et our proohecy -- note in oertioular 
74:3,7. It •aa proved by Pror. Putten•iel'er beyond a doubt that Pa. 74 
must date trom the time or Oobus. The other• certainly do, too. 
The Oreet dread or both D88hist and prophet or thil! oeriod Ul' that 
'Yah•eh had oaat oft Hie oeoole', their consternation •at increa1ed all 
the mo re because they relied so much uoon the new covenant and itt 

&!SUrenoe o( divine raver. 

P1. 74,79,(89) have the lereeet affinity with the work no• 



berore ue., and -ould probably be even olo1er allied to it were 
it not ror the arterationa whieh theae psalm• reoeived at the hend1 at 
the tu9le editors.. Let ua therefore con aider theH oaralleli 11111: t 

P1. 

74: 1 J 
79: 1J 
74:2 

3-7J 
79:1 

79:8 

Idte !xpre~••d, or lord 

hreel a nook 

The tribe or thine inh1rit1nc1 
Mount ?ion 

OutraQea on the temple, oulmlnatin~ in 
it8 b&ninQ 

ftll God'• meetin~ plaoea bu rned 0 

Let not Yahweh reme"ber inherited ~ui lt 

Ia. 63:7-64:11 

63: 11 

17 ,ll:J~ 

18 (in LXX} 

l 18 
64: 10 

9 

(
63: 15 
64:8 

8 + 

)( 

One more objection remains to be met before we cen accept the 
oerelleliem and sypohroniam or the psal~s disou11ed with our orooheoy: 
Ps. 74, 7'i clearly imoly that t!'le ,]\:"WE ere surrerin~. in oart et lent, 
ror t hei r reli eion; while there is no evidence or this in our litur~v. 
On the oontrarv, here we rind complete eb8eeaent ror 1in. Still we oan 
eatily i~eQine both theee state! or mind to bave ooe1iated and each 
exoressed in dirferent litur~icel poems. In 64:5-7 we rind en e~eo~ereted 
conression, orovi~~ that the duilt acknowle~ed ••• not alto~ether the 
prodoot or sine consciougly committed and remembered by the eoeakere, 
but partly inrerred rrom the eJtre~ity or the mental diatrest. (63:17J. 
As wes oointed out above, the Jew~ consi1ered themselvee ~,1~n , pioue 
ones, but the eave~e treet~ent or Ochus convinoed them that Ood •e s 

er. r.he. 361. 
0 

i~~t dubious -- Dr. ~uttenwieser. 
I 

'Yahweh's holy cities are a desert. The meetino olecee or God, x 

wbioh euoolented the . · old bemoth , consecrated the cities. 

+ Same idea implied. 



ou~iehi nQ them for aina - known es well as unknown, tbetr own~s 
ull as t hoee ot thei r rathera (64:8 er. Pa. 79:8). But Oohoa did 
not re~ard bim~elf aa the 'rod or tabweb'. On the contrary; he 
bad notbinQ but oontetDpt ror the Syrian and l~yptian reli~ions.• 
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Thie intengiried tbe Jewteh sense or close connect i on wit h Y1bweh, e1-
oressed in the psal ms while only hint~d et in le. 6~,64i but et the 
same time it revived their sens• or bein~ under God~• •rath, rully apo~en 

or in the I a. 01u1~e •bile only int imated in the Pa. Yet we muat note 
t hat it is intimated even in Ps. 74:1; 79:5, oealms in which Israel ia 
eooken or as the innocent turtle-dove and t he ptoole ot haaidinl •. 0 

8eeidea t he psalms mentioned Is. 24-27 ~sy throw much Ii~ht on 
the contemporary ~istory or 63, 64. 27:7- 11, wit h it~ sombre deeor ipti on 
or the deve1tetion or t he cities of Judah end the desoondency or the Jews 
can refer t o no ot her period than t hat or Oohue, ecoordin~ to Che. 
Je mu it besr fn mind, ~ wever. t hat Grey in the I. C. C. wa\~8 us that 
t hia oonclueion ae to the authorshio or Is. 27 ie not at all certain. 
The c2r tj culer h1 i>to r ica1 c i !'C'JT!:'t9r('es r eT ~i!" evuive, itnd all that oen 
be eeid about lt it that it detee rro~ a 9ost-E1ilio oeriod. (ICC ad loo. ) 
But it is hardly necesearv ror us t o study It. 24-27 more clo1ely. 
We have aurricient evidence to orove that 63:7-64:11 oan beet be 
dated about 350 8. C.F •• t o be more exact - 347. 

' For Cyrus ' contrary view or. the Cvru1 Cylinder. There the 
conoueror is shown even to ree1t sbli1h the roreaken tbrinee 
or the people he oonouered. er. particularly bis attitude to Marduk . 

° Che. 362r. 



IX 65, 66 

PONISMlNT or ths APOST-TIS and RiJAAO OF tbt 'IITH,UL 

To treat oo. 65,66 adeouately we •u•t r1r1t beve • correct text 
end a full under1t1ndfn~ of tht orobecy. The r1r1t thin~ to attract 
our 1tttntion ia tbat 66:23,~4 11 toreidn to the 1oirit of the oomooeition. 

Thete vv. ere doubtlet•lY mueb leter than the oronhecy end 
were probably added by the redaotor ot 40-66 (aa Du. 1ug~ett1 } , the aeme 
men who in••rted 50:10,11. Tho poetical in form, tbtae vv. bevt no true 
met re end are ~ntirely unlike thereat or tht o.. They art oluaaily 
connected with the oreoedin~ by ~~~,, but we oen well 1ee thet the oropheoy 
ende with v. 22; in riot v. 22 11 not onlv tbe lo~ioel endin~ but also the 
atro_l'l~er one. The writer hat tinlahed with the tem~le on v. 21, why 
should he return to it agein? In v. 16 ,~) '~ meant ell nations - here 
it meena only the faithful Jew1 (er. Joel 3~1). 11~~, occurs only twice 
in the Bible - here and in Den. 1~:2 -- evidently thie pas«e~e it about at 
l&te at the boak or Dan. 

Our neit oroblem 1• whether 66: 1-2~ is e unit . Let u1 etamine 
tbe text more closely to decide on t his: 

• 
0 

x 

+ 

1 Thu• aeith Yabweb: The heaven is My throne, and tbe earth My rootatool; 
llhat 1ort ot a house can you build ror Me? 
What aort of • olaoe or rest tor We? • 

2 All tbeee0 My band beth mad e 

3 

And 10 all theae ere Mine: ls the oracle or Yahweh. 
For such bave I redard, for tt• ooor, 
For the cruehed in 1oirit, and tboae •ho tremble at ~y word + 
He tbftt alau~htereth en oJ 11 alao a •layer or human victim1, 

. 
'N'11 lt t'1 Ii~ 

I. i. the temple buildin~~ in J erusalem. Ct, ~c~ in Jer. 7:4. 
;i')1f ': , ,~ ,,, Or, it the tut h to be retained, 'And 10 all 
these ere eetabliehed'. 
' "'l'.li '" .,,r 
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Ae that 11oritiotth • tbeep 11 1110 1 do~-1tran~ler, 

Ht that brinOetb an oblation al10 pour1 out a libation or ~wine's blood,• 
He tbet offeretb a ~•mo~iel ofterln~ or inotn1e 11 alto a bl••••r ot idol1.• 

3b, 4 are 1imple tnou~b - directed a~ain1t the •••• cla11 of people 11 
3a. v.? 11 orobably of one pitoe with tbt fort~oln~; •· 6 ~ro•i••• 
reeomotn1e to Y1bweh'1 tntmle1 - wt 1h1ll tee later who tbey art. 
v. 7 1bould read t~ n,,, ''nn r~eJ "'n1: 8 - ri~ ~v '"''n: 9 - n1n• io"4 
7-9 e•i~tntly 1pe•k of the rebabilltation or Pale1tln1; 10-16 continue 
t.he 11111 tbot. 10 should read t''"I~~, A>t 'Ii"!: 11 - 110: 12 - r 1'li Q~l! 
'1J1 • • - ·'! · - · 

,,~~ '~1~1: "~1r ,~ '9 ~eqL' 1 : 13 - ''l' r:-,.,,,,,J t': 14 -
i•J \ " na. ictnt: 15 !f:J' !l':: 16 - omit ;i1;-P '°l'ln ni1. 17, 18a HH to 
refer bao'K to the idolatry mentioned ln 1-5. 17 tndi with ,~,v:i1. 18 
1bould reed: .,, 
'1J1 fJP"I ~vn ;i)fJ n1n •o ntn' r"J rn'nJ,rc1 rn'r~~ 1r1• iin' 
Vv. 19, 20 should read: 

ii'J n1 r·~rin r''!fn .,,, r·~'le rnc ·~r"l~1 ~,,. 

~:i ~~ n1:i•"J nrJc r•13:i "l:c r:·r~ "I~ nN i~•J;i1 

;J, ' lt1P (Ou, Marti, Che., Boi, et 81.) 

18b-22 a~aln deala with the nations or the world 
Oiaaoora 11 1oattered, and harke baok to 10-16. 

amonQ which tbe 

Thu a we aee that 66: 1-22 deals with the Jells, rirst i n their 
relation to idoletora within their own oamo, and secondly in their relation 
to the nations or the world. ~nd yet it may be - and !! - one oieoe. 
The moet •• may say ia that 17rl8a art mieoleoed - gn0 Che, ~ay be 
ri~ht in putti n~ them after v. 5; tho I 1bould rather olaoe them af•er 4, 
hecau11, at Martf 9oint1 out, 5 and 6 are closer related than 4 and 5. 
At any rate tbere it no deo11ive proof jutt where tbia v. and • half belon~. 
Arter ma~in~ tbia oh1n~e we bave a oerrect unit in 06:1-2~. Cheyne'• 
ar~ument that vv. 5 and ~ belon~ to two difterent authors 
beo~u•• t~•rN i• u!ed in the one to deaote Jewiah enemies, in the other 
J ewish e%ile1, i• ~ratuitoua. The context exolein1 the u11 in either 
eue. 

• 
0 

The 
r 

c. open• aa e polemic aQain1t the taolatrou• oaty within the . /\ 

"I ' Tr C"1 1~ l l 

~vidently directed a~einet tho1e who combine Yahweh worship with 
reoulsive idclatrous oract;oee and auoer~titlona~ er. Vsrti ad loo. 



56 

J••ieh camo, and •b•n theae taunt the Jewe, aobraidin~ them that 
their lon~ oberiahed hooea or better time• are s!o• in comin~ (v. 5 'Let 
Yah,eb be gl orified tbat we may gaze upon your joy'), the prophet 1ay1, 
' Nay, the time le olote at hand when the Diaaoora tball be returned, and 
Zion become resplendent with ~lory'. Already he can hear a roarin~ from 
the city - Yahweh Himself it coming to avenOe the injuriea or bie softering 
end innocent 1ervent1. Both the idolatora addressed and the n~tiona •ho 
bold the Jewa in bonda~e are to reel Hie wrath. Thur the o. cannot be 
anything but a unit. 

C. 65 need• but little attention. It ie certainly addres1ed to 
the tame idolator8, and the tame etohetolo~ioal oromi1e1 are held ottt to 
the feithrul community. The text, tho somewhat corruot, offers little 
difrieulty in under1tandin~ the prophecy. The same idea ia develo~ed and 
carried thru in both cc., and even the same pbrasee sr~ used, ct. especi-
ally 65:12 with 66:4. 65 and 66 thua form a unit. Now we are in a 
better oosi t jon to rinj tt e eopro~imste date and euthor shir of this prophecy. 

The eerv ente or Yah~eh, who 'trftl~ at His wo~d:doubtlessly 
dwelt in the holy land, jud~in~ rrom the tone er the oroohecy; yet the 
nation ir but half-born. (66:9) EJiles are to be brot beck on l y to ~•ell 
the nu~bers and i~oortence or tho~~ already in the land. , 
Note e~pecially 66:10 , 20 where we cen reed the E1il e as well ae the Return 
without the least doubt. This et once oombet~ Knobel's view that it is 
directed a~ain!t the Jews or the Fxile who wished to build A temo le in 
Ba~ylon, end thus written there. There is not the least ~oobt that it 
we@ written in Jerueelem. It is suooested that ~tc in 65:20 oroves ite 
euthoreh i~ outeide or Jeru$elem, but we ~ust bear in mind that this city, 
'the oer rection or beauty ', was so beloved by oost-Exilio poet snd proohet · nemed 
that t hey never weary mentionin~ it. . Hevin"A' · · · it in vv. 18,19 

the author does not reoe3t himselr, but uses an adverb. er. bis uee or 
iil in v. 1~. ~o that there is not the sl Hbtest doubt that it us 
written in Jerusalem, at lea~t after 596, end even after ?,6, ~ut can ~e 
not inrer rrom 66: 1-3 that it •a! written in ooooEition to the 9 reachin~ 
or Hs~ . end Zech. for the rebuildin~ or t he temple and the reinstitution 

or sacririce~ on a ler~er scale? No, thie is also untenable. The tem-
olt was already ~tandin~ - 65:11 ,~it i0 can mean notbin~ else, nor oan 
the ooenin~ words or 66:~erer to anythin~ else then the r ebui lt tem~le. 
The temole is even directly referred to in 66:6. ftlso the eschetolo~y 
or vv. 65: 17-20, 25; 66:2~ ~bo• marked Persian influence, and &re thus 
much later then HaP. end Zech. Co~o erin~ it with 51:16 we have the 
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eontrest eapeoislly oltar - II.Ia. uaea tbe •re•tion or heaven and earth 
a• a 1i~n that God 11 the sll-oo•ertul, in thi1 ohspter a new h~•even and 
a new 99rth ere literally hoped tor. Jewl!h thot waA certainly lntluenoed 
thruout the e~e1 by all the peo,lee ••th whom they oeme in oontaot; and thla 
hope ror a new eoamo~ony la a direct ortepr1n~ or Zoroattrianiam modified 
by Jewish ~onotheism. Yet this autho~ doea not oo~e late in the Persian 
oeriod, tor he has not yet developed hi~ eachatolo~y to the eitent that the 
authort or Enoch or Den. have it - - he still lacks the reaur~eotion and the 
oerpetuity or life found in later W'ritin~IJ. 

For the lin~uiatic proofs ot the oost-Exilio ori~in ot this pro­
pheoy I must a~ain refer t o Cheyne•a exhaus~ive oetalog or words end 
phrases showin~ its attinity with P as well as with other writin~s ot 
Ezra's and Nehemie's ! ge. 

On tbe other hand, we miss t~e u.ual historical rererencea that 
heh ed Ull place the former cc. - the "el ls or Jeruul em no lon~er phy an 

po reter~ noe i• T'ae to · . important oart nere, an,Asucn c eer ev ents as the 00~1n~ or Ezre and Neh. 
or to any reli~ious rerorma. But there is so~etbin~ else that will help 
us olace these two co. with almost certai nty. Let us e~emine closer into 
thi ~ M 'l·ll'l NHb11 to see a~'3l nst wl)o111 . · it was writ ten: 

1* Q(ferj admission to those wh~ asked not arter Me; 
I otrered my oracles to those who sout ht me not; 
I seid, Here a111I, Here am I , 
•o a nation wbioh called not upon My name 0 

I have s9read out ~y hands continually 
To in unruly and disobedient people,x 
Who follow the way which ia not good r 
Atter their own devices. 65:1,2 

Against whom la t his invective addressed? W~o it that nation which 
oalled not upon Ood ' e name? On the other hand who are the8e re• raithrul 
ter~anta who are to receive al l the bleasin~a end Joya? Judqin~ from 
ore- Exi llo prophecy it would seem that the entire Jewish community 11 
addressed; it i1 the Jewi1n netion wHich refua~s the teecbin~• or God, 
rol lo's heathen superttitions end i~ol atry, and is in qeneral e rebellious 

• God is speakin~. 
0 Read tti p It., 
11 Sup91 y ;ii, i: i 
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and stubborn people. Only are• there are who can ~raap tbe meeaa~e 
or tbe proobet, the di1clple1 with wbom preachin~ or th~ oroobet 11 
eetlt~ up. The doom or the reat ia unalterably deoreed. Condi tion• 
artet the lxile are dirrertnt tho. In the J•wi1h oo~munity or the Per1ian 
oerid the r1lialon ~. thoroly or~anl1ed 1 and the prophet• pteach in the 
name or thit reliOion, In an ettort to gtren~then ana enooorage it. 
Those belonqin~ to the community are 'ell rifhteoua' (60:21), they are the 
poor down-trodden peoole, tre•bling at the word of 3od, wai tin~ oatiently 
ror Hit loo~ d•layed deli•eranoe. ln time there developed even among 
them aome ~odle111e1a, oporeasion or the ooor, injustice - but not to 
eny consider,ble extent. The Ret urn waa too recent ror the exiatenoe or 
conditicns similar to those or Jeroboam the ~econd which oalled forth 
the atron~ voioe or orotest rrom Amos. For suoh conditions Je need 
years or oeace and oroa~crity. The injustice that ~id exist amon~ the 
members or the com~unity was dealt with in a far dirrerent maoner rro~ 

that or the ore-Exilic seera. Nehemiah'• oleadinQ, \Coomo anied by a 
dr!~&tic our1e was aurrioient to recsll th' rich Jew~ to their duty CNeh. 5). 
In the prophetioal writin~a or the Persian o~rioj these same oonreeaore 
are atteoked too, but in lan~ua~e too dissi~ilar rrom 65,66 to lead us 
to believe thot these oc . too were directed to persons within the community. 
We need only to ex,~ine oloaelv Ia. 5B,?~:1-15 and the sermons or Joel and 
~al~ohi in contrast •ith 57:3-1 3;65;66 and we will readil y see that the "''"<; (ft.,.. latter oroohpcles 9re addressed to an entirelyAset or oeoole than the 
ro rmer. The0t~:tthes the spirit or love and oorreotlon, the letter 
un~iti ~ated hatered. The rormer eihort• to a obanoe in conduot, and 
then promi1e1 that Yahweh'• merciea will be ooured out in abundance. u9on 
Ria peo~le, for it la onty their 1in1 which •eoarate th•m from Yahweh'• 
a8vinq-k1ndne•• -- the latter prooheoiea are relentle11. Tboae a4dre11ed 
~n 57:3-13;61;66 are hooelessly depraved, notning will save them. They 
are a smoke in God 's nostrils, He will not rest until Re reouitea the~ 
rittin~ly. Their ntme will be lert ae a curse --- sorely this could 
not hafe been written to the stru~~line surrerin~ Jews arter the ixile. 
Who then ls it th&t ie attacked 10 fiercelv? 

The answer that it must bave been the Jews, tor the 9roohet1 did 
not &oeak in obeoure en~~•••io lanQua~e,and ir they had meant 1omeone 
ot her than the Jews they would have said so, is untenable. The eame 
objection may be reversed: The oropbets sooke ooenly - i r they meant the 
Jews, even the rich and rulin~ classes, why did they not soeak out? 
56~9-51~~ t~lls d~tinitely that it is s~ainst the rul ers. Amos addres•e• 
hr1el dil"eotly, even the whole clsn whioh God brou~ht u9 from the land 
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or E~ypt Chm. 5:1). The kine ot Baahan. the ruler•. the orleats, even the 
k in ~ - all are mentioned detinitely by n3me. Hoa. 1oeak1 to Ephraim. 
Sa~eri, , and Israel -- he leavet us to imply nothin~. Mioab denounce• the 
sin• ot Jacob ana Iera~r. and the bamoth of J ud1Jh. Sven where God contend• 
~ith tbe nation. Israel la called 'My 9eople', definitely. r,r. r~rtber 

IL1, where the wicked Ierael is called "a 1innin~ nation, a people 
burdened with ~uilt. sons that do corruptly' - worda that are oloatly 
9sralleled in the oropheciea un~er oonsiderati~n - but here we find the 
s8llle thlnQ, the v. Juat before it le1Jve1 us 11ithout a doubt that the 
prophet aoeaks t o Iarael - ' My oeoole' . 

The -o eople addressed 111uet have been very oloae to need no further 
introduction -- and inde~d.rrom the oontett we tina that they were cloae at 
band, tho not members ot the organited community. Let us but read the 
text oloaer: Theae oeoole are called children or a soroere11, brood ot 
!n adultereta and harlot. Surely. the orophet woul~ not oall hie brotber 
Jews thatl The oroohets refer to Jeoob as a deoeiver, and to the first 
rather or the Jews ae a sinner (~o e. 12:4; Is. 43:27J - but nowheres do 
they cut their no~ee to eoite th,ir races. Further - the~e peop le egain•t 
whom the oroohet ie so incensed are idol3tors or the worst dye, still 
cl i n~in~ to reoulsive oults or en Ahominable sexual nature, and even t o hu­
man saoritic6.* 8ut the Jewish reli~ ion a~ter the Exile was much ourer; 
lar~ely developed in Baby lon alono oroohetioal lines, so that the desori9-
tione in our several co. cannot rit the reti~ioue preotices or the returned 
&Ji 1 e. 0 

66:5 seoaratea two claate1 or oeople: 
1 ThQte •ho tremble at the word or God , the raithtul ones, to •ho~ promise• 

or rewarO are held out; and 
2 The 'brethren' ot the first class, ~ho hate anO loathe the tiret tor 

• 

0 

57:5. and poatlbly i~plied i" 66:3. Vartl onder1tand1 the difficult 
'· 3 or o. 66 as eaoritioin~ oien wnd et the tame ti~e ofterin~ 

uo human viotim,1. •hioh weeme olaueible; tor the author who hu p!"ie1t1 
and Levltet,66:21, m1st ~ive them aome tunotion or aacritici~~. To aay 
with other eJeQetes that he who 1aoritice1 in tbe wron~ oleo~ ia as bad 
as a ho~ioide ia 1110 unwarrante~ . The author woold tell ua tbat and 
not lea•e it to our own intereooe. 

To aay, on that account, that it is not ooet-i~ilic was already shown 
to be impos~ible. 
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Goo' s'name's 1eke'. The fir1t are to oonttitute the re~enersted 
?ion, but there it no tbreet that the 1eoond olas1 will be exiled from 
Jerusal em - in !aot, they must be out1ide of Jeru1alem, for tbey have 
rorootten Yahweh ' • holy mountain. No r bave they 1urtered from the 
Exile - t~ey are still to be punished not only for their own iniquity 
but also for the 1niouity or their fathers, who burned inotn•e upon the 
mountain a and di •honored Yab weh upon the hi 11 e ( 65: 6, 7). Their tin 
oannot coneiet merely or individual backtlidlng from the Yahweh reliQion, 
for their •ork1 9nd their plots (66: 18) imolv concerted aotion. Sure1v 
tbev ~uat be a definitely orQanized ola11 or men, workino aoainst the 
ol ane or God and His oeoole. They are auoerior lo number• too, for tbe 
f i rst olaes ia oomoared to only a few Oood oraoes on a cluster (65:8) . 
And yet these ~odlesa oeoole re~ard themselves as Yahweh worshippers, 
ror in 66:3 (direot 9d !~ainat the same) even acoordi n~ to the most 
orthodox inter· retetion i1JJ'1 .,~ = tc •• ;inJt' ;i"Ji,c • • ;"l'tit _ :J 1 t •• .,,1&:i :!!l'il~ 

ell ~'~n Yehweh sacri(ioes that thev or rer. 66:1, add~eseed to the same 
oeoole. also shows that a temole to ~!~!~~ is under consideration. 
Vet it is not the Te~ol e on Zion's hei~hts that the author diso ara~es -
t his is~ alreadv oonseorated bv God ror worbi o bv the hum ble enj contrite -
on the contrerv. the crest sin or tho se attsoked~s that they have for~otten 
Yah weh's holv mountain (65:11, or. alao 66~~1). 

All tbe1e oonaiderstiona trino u1 much closer to the solution or 
our oroblem - vii. wbo are tbe two cl11111 in tbi1 oroobeov? For a 
1ore exaot solution we mu1t ta~e into oonai~er1tion the hi1toric1l con-
ditiona at the time thi• 001poaition waa written. We have aeen that 
it undoubtedlv belono1 to the Peraian oeriod. It would not do to out 
i t aa late aa 63,64, i. e. the time or Artaxerxes Ochue , or later: for 
the enemv here ie not tbe oruel conouerer from witboet , nor are the con-
ditions refleote~ ae terrible a1 those in oo. 63,64. True, many Jews 
are atill in bile, end the forei:n yoke ii 9b38reaaive. but its 

A 
oerallel i• fat~er £ound in 60-62. Ct. the ne• name of 65:15 with 60:14: 
62:4.12•. C • urt er 65:18,19:66:10, the j ov in Jeruaalem, wltb 60:8•61:1-3, 10. 
Alao 65:2~ . where the Jew1 ere no l onaer to rear at>oliation of their 
orooa, with 63:8. Also the nations oomino to the alorv or Jerusalem, 

62:2 cannot be ci ted, the ne• name there is moat li ke lv an interoolation. 



brin~lna the scattered Jews. and aupolvinQ abun~ance ror tbe oious 
community. evtn in labor - 66:12. 18-21. or. with 60:3-14;61:5-7,9;62:2. 
vl, •• 1l ~~ •• i~ - even these word• are duplicated in our oroobecy 
from 60-62. We oan bar~ly err, then, in attina th• tent~tive date for 
65,66 at about 450. 

We oen olaoe this orocheoy with areater certainty, 
but berore doina 10 we auat bear in mind esoeoiallv our hifltorioal 
discussion in the introductory c., eaoeeiallv oo. 8-10. 
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Even from a oursory readin~ or 11. 56- 66 we can readily aee that 
the Jewish community had t wo kinds of enemies - those from without, end 
those within their verv aates. Their foreian assailants ere spoken or 
in 59:16-20; 63: 1-6 et ~assim thruout the book . . The inner enemies are 
attacked in 57,65, 66. 60-62 baa references to both. These internal 
roes can be none other than the Samarit ans and their Jewish allies re­
cruited rrom t he ruli~~ class or Palestine. Thia conviction ~ains in 
force rrom the undisoutsd tact ( arrived at rrom independent evidences) 
that the oropbeolea in which these i dolators and ~i1matlca are attacked 
ell date from the time or Ezra and Neb. The riQhts that tbeae two 
leaders and rerormers carried on a~ain~~t the Samar i tans and ~heir Jewish 
9artisans ere too well known to be recorded here. It mu~t be empba1i1ed 
with Marti that rrom our sources in Is. ?6-66, as well as in Ezra and 
Neh~ we find that the Samarit ans did not stand al one, they had a oowertul 
tollowin~ within the Jewish community, even amon~ the oriests and nobles 
(ct. 56:9-57:2~ Ezra 9; 10 ~ Neh.13:23-28. et oaaaim). "Nicht die 
Ssmaritener sind ~et~hildert, sondern die 'aamaritaniacbe Art', die 

"· " damela such in der j eruaalemisob-juda1sohen Bevolkerun~ vorherrachte~ 
( Marti p. 367) . 

Ha•in~ thus eoproximated the date aa well as the conditions •• 
can use each to help us ascertain a fuller knowled~e . ot the other. The 
peoole sttact~d by the prophet at the time of Ezra end Neb •. are bretbren 
or t~e Jews; who bav~ oauaed the Jewa no end or trouble; who hate and 
loathe the Jews for God's namis sake and devise Plana a~ain•t the Je••· 
They are Yahweh worshioers•, and at the aame time prepare a table ror 

- - - - - - - . 
* 66: 3 et oasaim. They ere eooken or as di sobedient to Yahweh and tor­

eekin~ Him beo~use the author takes the old prophetic attitude that 
' Yahweh, our God, Yahweh ia one'~ He aoouaea the~ ot idolatry 1n tbe 

1
aame way that Is. and tbe other literary prophets aoouaed their own 
CO!lttemooraries ot tervin~ idols. 
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Gad (Fortune) e~d pour out mixed drink ror Meni (Destiny) • 

The ~ereral descri ~ tion a or their idolatroua oulte all e ~ree with what 

we know or Syrlen Re11~1ona. Portune and Deetiny •ere Syrian deltie1, 
•orship in tbe ~ardena wae an old Pale1tinian oult . 

It 11 oointed out by aome that the Samaritan• mutt ~ave had a 
uniror111 religion ( e·\'en before the building or the Geri d111-nnctuary ), 
while the dirterent detoriptiona in le. 56~S6 or the worabiD of tboae 
oeool e condemned by the prooheta vary. But why sbould we euppoae tbat 
their reli~ion waa a aimpl e one? In the oaasate rrom the book or Ki.• 
we rind that each Samaritan ~rooo combi~ed i t! own reli~ion with Yah•iem. 
Pu rthermo re, es Che. Pointe out,in Qerids or transition and trouble there 
11 a ~eneral eyncretiae or reli~i ons , &nd e reveraion to ori~itive types 
0 r •orsbi p. 0 

Kno•in~ the reli ~ ioue development or the J ews in Babylon, at 
we do , knowinO their purer monotheiem and their loyalty to Yahweh which 
prompted many of them to irigrs te to .Jerusalem, •e cannot sey that these 
disobedient idolatrou1 brethren, ateeped in 1upet"1tition, were members 
or the J ewish community. Not bein~ outaidera, they must neoeasaril y 
have been the Sa•aritan and pr~-Samariten acbia~atiea, most or whom had 
re~eined t~ck in ~orthern and even in ~cut ~ern ?slestine. 

No w we are in 8 oosi t ion to under stand two i~oortsnt oe P sa~ee : 

A 65:1,2,12e; 66:4 , end e 66: 1, 2. The first oltarly mesns tha t the 
J ews ettemoted to oroselytize the Samar i t ans , but ~et wit h no succees. 
Tho the schismatics ~el co~ed t he opoortunity t o ~ake use or t~e central 
eenctuary et J erusalem, yet they refused tc e~~jeot t~e~selves to the 
ri~oroue exectin~ reliQion or oroohet enfd scribe. In time they were 
entirely excluded r r om the oioue oo~~uni ty. This indeed rails to accord 
with the reoort s or Neb ., end eeoecitlly or ID zr e, but ft e ~ust beer in 
mind that theee lest named sources are un r eliable. After they were driv-
en out they !et ebout buildin~ thei r ow~ temole, and t he pr oohet a~ain 
round rs~l t (B 66:1,~) . Yeh~eh doth nlt dwel l in a te~ole ercted by 

• 
0 

er. II Ki . 17: 33. 

Cr. Ezek . 8:10 , 11i Jer. 44: 18. This •es al so true in 9reek history, 
es Burnet ooints out in his lerl y Greek Phi l osophy, o. 84. 
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hu~ane - thie Jeru1elem temole wae inttituted by God Rim1elf, but what 
manner or house oan the bau~bty idoletora build Him? Thie temole ie 
aocep,able beoeuee it• worahipera are the ooor, bumble, oruehed in apirlt, 
who tremble at Yahweh'• word. 

In view ot tbia unmistakable hittorioal baotoround we need 
not hesitate to dete 65,66 at precl1ely the time ot !zra'1 and Heheml!b'1 
activitv •- 440 - 430 . The 1ource1 are too eeant to determine 
whether it wae berortthe 9romul~ation or the P code, nor oan we aacertain 
the per9onality ot the author. He wat aurely a s9i ritually minded Jew 
fully in aooord with the act iviti es or Eira and Neh. 
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