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Old Testament Sacrıfices Recontcıiliation

Sylvain }(omerowski
RESUMFE COMMUNION AV'! IU l e sacrifice DOUT lE peche explait

des fautes involontaires et ’aspersion de Sag avaıt DOUT( et article Studie Ia Onction des sacrifices de ’ancienne but de purifier le sanctualre SsOuille Dar les pneches des
alliance, principalement partır du Levitique. out Israelites. @ sacrifice de reparation etaıt DOUT des
considerant divers autres DOoINtS de VUC, ”auteur s’efforce fautes reparables, COMMISES dans le domaine cultuel.
de Emontrer les theses sulvantes. | e verbe hebreu Apres Esate (ch 539 le Nouveau lestament, et m-
Kipper le SE7115 d’expier, c’est-a-dire de DOUT UuUNe mentT l’epitre dUuX Hebreux, re un lecture typologiquefaute 7 | e d’imposition de Ia maın symbolise le de systeme sacrificiel. |_es sacrifices SONT VUS [1Mtransfert du peche de l’adorateur SUr /animal destine UNe prefiguration de Ia MoOrT de Christ QqUuI seule ST ade-sacrifice. Le >an de “animal egorge represente DOUT expier veritablement les peches. Avant Iaconventionnellement Ia vIe Otee /animal (Lv T 1) et
|’aspersion de >an servalt de signe qu ' une MO etait de Christ, les Israelites QU! avalent UNe fO] authen-

tique recevalent le Dardon de leurs fautes Dar anticıpa-Intervenue DOUTF expier 1es peches. L expression rea  - tıon SUrTr 1A mMO de Christ el demeuraient 1 es dUuxX riıtesnihoah (Lv signifie probablement C odeur apalsante »}

et est utilisee DOUT indiquer YUE les sacrifices avalent DOUT sacrificiels YUE cette mort n’etaıt  7E Das ENCOTEe ınter-
EUX qU! n avalent Das Celle fO recevalent,onction d’apaiser Ia colere divine. |’auteur conclut

UU les CING de sacrifices aV UNe onction d’ex- Offrant leurs sacrifices, qu un Dardon rituel qui leur
pDermettalt Dds aCCes Ia nCce Civine veritable.plation. ’holocauste explait 1es neches general el

permettalt dUX Israelites d/’Gtre agrees Chaque OIS qu'ils Selon ”auteur, Ia reconciliation , J1eu designe chez
venaıen rendre cCulte Jeu l’offrande de cereale Paul l’abandon Dar JeU de colere et ’adoption Dar I
aCCompagnaıt generalement des sacrifices sanglants. Le d’une attitude favorable ’egard de I’homme pecheur.
pretre onsommMaıt UNe partıe signe qu'il prenailt LeSs 101s sacrificielles enseignalent YJUEC cette reconciliation
SUur M le pech de ’adorateur. l e sacrifice de DalxX don- ’apaisement de I9 colere divine DOoUuVvaIilt avoIlr leu
naıt He DrIS presence de Yahve signe de Sans expiation des peches.

UMMARY the Israelites who Calrne the Tabernacle tor worship
he accepted DY God The cereal offering WAds$s generallyThis IS study of the unction of the old COVC- ffered alongside aniımal sacrifices. The priest ate Dart

nNant sacrifices, essentially from the HOooOok of | evitICUus. of ıt d$S SIgn that he took UDOTN imself the SINS of the
The author discusses Varlous VIEW DOINtS and drSUCcS offerer. The offering led meal eEaten DY the
the following thesis. The Hebrew verb kipper Israelites In the of Yahweh token of CONNM-

“ explate” Or “atone/to DaY for Cins“ 2) The act of MunıoON ith Hım The SIN offering atoned for unınten-
laying hand symbolically represented the transferring tional SINS and the sprinkling of the lo0 Was DurifyOf the offerer’s SINS ONTO the anımal that Was he SaCcrTI- the that had heen efiled DY the Israelites’
ICe 3) The l00 of the slain animal represents ıts lıfe SINS The reparation offering WAdS$S ffered for reparabletaken from it, DY WdY of convention (Lev The faults agalnst the sacrecd things. Following Isajah chap
sprinkling of his loo therefore IS sign that ea 537 the N / and especlally the Epistle (8 the Hebrews,
has taken place atone for SIN 4) The expression reah- yiel typological understanding of the sacrificial System.
nihoah (Lev 1:9) Drobably “appeasıng aroma  r The offerings dIe SCET] d prefigurations of TISCS ea
and IS then used indicate that the offerings’ role Was IC alone IS truly tor SINS The Israel-

dDDEASE the divine wrath The author concludes that ıtes who had authentic al recelved forgiveness or  elr
the Ive (ypes of offerings had atonıng unction. The SINS In WdY that anticipated MSÜS ea They Were
Hurnt offering atoned for SINS In general, In order that nevertheless comply ith the sacrificial Iaws long
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this ea had nOT taken place. The Israelites who did nOoT removal of wrath agalnst the believing Inners and
have such faith only receilved, through their offerings, HIS adopting favourable attitude towards them The

ritual forgiveness that dic not gıve them CCESS5 the |aws taught that such reconciliation the appeasıng of
rea|l of God According the author, reconcili- wrath CO noTt take place without atonement
atıon ith God In the Pauline Epistles has to do ith the for SINS

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG ZzZu Zeichen der Gemeinschafi muit ıhm [ J)as Sündop-
fer sühnte unabsichtliche Sünden und das Sprengen des

[ )Dieser Artikel widmet sich der Funktion der pler des Blutes diente der KeinIgunNg des Heiligtums, das UrcC
alten Bundes, Im wesentlichen Im Buch | evIitICUSs. Der die Sünden der Israeliten verunreinigt worden WAdI. L)as
uTtfor diskutiert mehrere Ansichten und plädier für die Schuldopfer wurde für wieder gut machende Ver-
folgende These [ )as hebräische Verb Kkipper edeu-
tet “abbüßen” oder “sühnen für Sünden bezahlen”. gehen die eiligen Iinge dargebracht. |)as N /

hbesonders der Hebräerbrief, Kommt, JesaJa olgend (KapL Der Akt des Handauflegens repräsentierte symbolisch D3 eınem typologischen Verständnis des Opfersys-die UÜbertragung der Sünden des Opfernden auf das
Jıer, das geopfert wurde. [)Das Blut des geschlachteten tems DITS pler werden als Präfigurationen des es

Christi gesehen, der alleine wahrhaftig geeigne ıst,Tieres repräsentiert serın ıhm SCHOÖTMNTMENECS Leben, laut Sünden sühnen. DITZ alttestamentlichen Israeliten, dieVereinbarung Lev. [ )as Sprengen dieses Blutes
ıst er eın Zeichen, dass getotet wurde, un authentischen CGilauben besalßen, erhielten Vergebung

sühnen. Der USdTrUuC| reah-nihoah LeVv. 1 9) ihrer Sünden auf eıne A / die Christi Tod antızıplerte.
SIe mussten sich ennoch lange nach den Opferge-hedeutet wahrscheinlic “besänftigendes Aroma  H und

richten, lange dieser Tod noch nicht geschehenird benutzt, anzuzelgen, dass die Rolle des Opfers
darin bestand, den göttlichen orn besänftigen. DISI WAar. Die Israeliten, die keinen entsprechenden Gilauben
Autor schlussfolgert, dass die ünf rten Vo Opftern eıne hatten, erhielten durch ihre pfrer 1Ur eıne ıLuelle Ver-

gebung, die ihnen keinen Z/ugang ZUr echten Gegenwartsühnende Funktion hatten [)Das Brandopfter sühnte all-
gemeıne Sünden, damit die Israeliten, die Zzu Optern (jottes gewährte. |)Dem Autor zufolge hat Versöhnung muit
ZUT Stiftshütte kamen, Vo  > (‚ott akzeptiert würden. EDas (jott In den paulinischen Briefen mit der Aufhebung des
Getreideopfer wurde Im Allgemeinen In Verbindung mMıt /ornes es die glaubenden Sünder iun un
Tieropfern dargebracht. Der Priester als eınen Teil davon damit, dass COl eıne wohlwollende Haltung In ezug
JR Zeichen, dass 6L. die Sünden des Opfernden auf sich auf SIE einnıMmMt. | ıe ATI-CGiesetze lehrten, dass eıne
nahm. |)as Friedensopfer führte eiınem Mahl, das VOT Versöhnung die Besänftigung des /ornes (‚ottes nicht
den Israeliten In der Gegenwart Jahwes wurde, ohne die ne für Sünden stattfinden konnte.

Mosaıc instruct1Oons concerning sacrıfices d1IC (OQOnce the labernacle 15 sel and ready func-
g1ven maınly 1in Lev d Addıtıional InstructiOons t10N, the Israelıtes aVEC know how worshıp

whiıich LYPC of sacrıflces offerings hould God 1ın the Tabernacle. Hence the laws about the
be brought and when dIC gıven iın Num sacrıflces 1n Lev IO Ihe priests 111 then be ready
19:28£: 28-729 We 111 focus 0)8!| Levıtıcus. hıs begın theır MINIStEY 1n the Tabernacle, and the
book ADPDCATS 4A5 the continuatiıon of the book r book of Levıtıcus ZOCS OIl wıth the rt of theır
FExodus Exodus rcpo ITS how GoOod saved hıs people CONsecratıon (LEeVvV 5-10) On thıs OCCAS1ON, Aaron
trom ondage 1173 Egypt and brought them offers all the LypCS of sacrıfiıce described 1n Lev 1'3
Mount S1ınal make COVENANT wıth them The CXCCDL for the last ONC, the reparatiıon offering, for
COVCNANT makıng CCICILOLLY 15 described 1ın Ex 19: which there W dS 110 pomnt in such Circumstances.

GOod then O1VES instruct1ons tor makıngz the Ihe consecratiıon of the priests thus PIC-
Tabernacle, Itfs furnıture and utensıls (ExX 25:51); supposed the sacrıfiıcıal laws. Leviıticus, COmMINg
4A5 well 4S for consecrating the priests. We AIC then after XOdus, ollows logıcal order ere
told that the Israelıtes made the Tabernacle and SCT he secti1on devoted the sacrıfıcıal laws 15
It exactly followıng God’s Instructions (Ex 35- made up of subsecti0ns. Ihe or 11C contaıns
40) Ihe book ends ON hıgh wıth the LV Instruct1ons tor the Israelıte who offers sacrıflces
of the COom1ng, of the Glory of God ınhabıt the and offerings (EeV 1-5) what the sacrıfıces and
Moaost Holy place wıthın the Tabernacle. offerings CONSISt Ol how he shall offer them.
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Ihe second sect1on contaıns Instructi1Oons for the seemıngly when the offerer W as LOO POOT bring
priest who 1n the Tabernacle when sacrıfıces A IHNOTC eXpens1IVve anımal. Ihe priest W as then
and offerings AT brought (Lv 6-/) how he wring off the bırd’s head and burn the bırd ()I1 the
be dressed, what portion of the IHeaT of the Altanr drammıng 1ts blood LL 0)8! the sıde of the altar.
cereal offerıngs he and other priests 111 reCel1Vve for We MUST notıice that the priest dıd everything that
themselves, and how they dıspose of them had be done AT the altar, and the offerer al]

the restET ATC f1ve LypCs of sacrıfices (T offerings
the burnt offering CT holocaust,‘ the cereal offer-
Ing, the offering, the SIN offering, the guunt The nction of the holocaust
offering, whıch prefer call reparatiıon offering. As for the function of the holocaust, eı1l Sa ıt

We Ga observe that these five offeriıngs ATC 4A5 symbol of total cCONsecratiıon God, SInce 1T
dıyıded Into categorıes. TOM the lıterary W as wholly burnt OI the altar.“ Others CC 1T Aas

point of VIEW, has 1I1CW iıntroduction sımılar WaY of payıng homage God As mentıioned,
Alfred Marx buıilds hıs CaSCc OIl the basıs of dıvı-1:1 and thereby s1gnals A NCW beginning. he

first three offerıngs AIC the IMOST regular offerings, S10N of the five offerıngs 1Into dıstınct STOUDPS.
those that WEEIC offered 4S part of regular WOI- Chs \ deal wıth offerings of whiıich the effect
shıp. They ATIC saıd be of pleasıng OMa  D OT of 15 desceribed DYy Ad11l eXpression hıch he translates

peasıng OMla the ord 1Q 20209 “pleasıng aroma ” rejecting the translatıon “sooth-
The last AdIiIC mandatory when SOMIC ıng appeasıng aroma”. He contends that only

specıfic S1NS aVe been commıtted An A saıd the second CaLtecSOrY of offerings had AS ItSs PUrDOSC
obtaın forg1veness for the PCISON offering them obtaın forg1ıveness tor SINS, and that the rofr
(4:26,31,35; 5:10:13.16.18:; Some, CategOrYy of offerings had nothıng do wıth SIN
Iıke Alfred Marx. AVe made lot of thıs dıfference He then draws the conclusıon that obtaın fOor-
and aVe deduced from 1T sharp dıstınction A4AS g1VveENESS 15 only d secondary nNction of the offer-
the functions of the STOUDS of offerings. We Ings. Iheır prımary function would AVe been
chall AVE deal later wıth the Mafier of the func- celebrate Yahweh’s Hıs peoplet10N of the sacrıfiıces and the cereal offering. in Marx’s CYCS, the offerings AaTC meals offered

PTrODOSC by consıdering the burnt offer- Dy Israel her dıvıne ZUCSL and he QUOLCS Num
Ing, OT holocaust, for that wıll raıse crucı1al 1SSUES. 28:7) (where God SaysS c  MY food”) AS supporting
We wıll then o0ok briefly Aat the other LypCS of thıs ıdea. 1n and oult offerings would then be
offerings 1n order Prescht theır essent1a]| dıstiınc- brought in C ASE lıght SIN had been commuıtted,
t1Vve features. (T 1n CAaSsSc of uncleanness, that the Israelıte INaYV

be reintegrated 1ın the COMMUNITY and emaın 1in
0d’s after havıngz commıtted such SINThe holocaust burnt offering havıng telt hımself 1n of uncleanness ®(Lev 1; S-13 When he wriıtes that offerıngs AL meals offered

As 15 ell known, “holocaust’ COMMNES from Greek God, Marx doesn’t thınk God W as supposed
term whıch I11Ca1l8s wholly burnt”. hıs offerıng really e4T the offerings: offerıngs ATC only symbolıc
W as called because all the Parts of the victım meals.
WEIC brought and burnt upON the altar, CXCCPIC for Agalnst MarX, 11C should that the SIN ffer-
the skın. The ebrew NAamMıc 15 “Olah, from FOOT ıng 15 also sa1d be of pleasıng/appeasıng, 4TOTINQA
whıch INCAaNs CC  tO ascend”: the CasOl1l for that HTIG (Dev 4:51), an iındıcatıon that IHNAaY perhaps NOT
18 unknown perhaps IT W d5 thus called because of TAW LOO much of sharp dıstinction between the
Its being brought the altar: because of Its STOUDS of offerings. Ihe eXpression of Num
ascending in smoke God) 28:2 O€s NOT necessarıly “th€ food PeSreNn DyThe victım could be A bull OTr Cälf: Ia (r A but Cal sımply “rhe food offered
YOAL; IT had be male wıthout defect. Ihe offerer God”
WAas Drıng, the anımal the EeNTrance of the 1ab- Aarı0us hınts f the holocaust’s nction SC

ernacle, kıl] ıt.  ‘5 skın 1t and CuUut It The priest took gıven 1n the CEXT, whiıch PDaYy heed
the blood and sprinkled 1T agalnst the altar which
Was ın the courtyard. hen he W as ArTangec the kıpper
PIECES of the victım VCT the WO0Od the altar. According, v.4  > thıs offering, 15 make ATLONE-
The Vvictiım could a1sO be OVEe yOUNS pıgeon, MECNT l”kapper The meanıng, of the erb Er has
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been iınterred 111 OmMe ascr1ibe IT 1n 15 what Prompts the offerıng of sacrıfıce
Often than defilement (LE / and fOrg1VeENESS 15the “t0 purl_f}f” O11 the basıs ofan Akkadıan

Others thınk Cal u..  tTO whıch the result of the TECSs TMMOTC often than EL“
ficatıon (Lev 31 2515 the SC1156 r all Arabıc Others that

the 1OU0U1)1 kopher 1L11Calls << Aa FansomMl >> and ascribe Num 15 25 28) uman benefic1arıes of
the TL R1 MEl mentioned the dırect object ofthe verb the ransom ” “Monetary

COI'IIPCI]SSthD would probably be better COQULVA- the erb whıch ould be expected ıf the PUrDOSC
lent for the 10011 and SIVC COMPCNSALLON tor of the FILG W as purıfy them but the ACLION
the erb Though such approaches could SIVC hınt W as performed c  on behalf Ör the offerer (Kev
of the of A word they ATrTC NEVET conclu-

As noted by enham the MCANINS ACTONECSIVC Cognates INaYy AT dıfferent MCANINSS trom
11C Janguage another. For INSTaAanNCE the Englısh (T CXP1I atc ell demonstrated Dy Num

9 CC 25 6 Here the ACT of kıpper consısted 1 ıng Aactually IMCANS “t]_'ul really the French COr
actuellement Calls CC  at the Ihe guuty Israelıte AS ell 4A5 the foreıgn W OIllall he had

MCANINS of the ebrew INay be dıfferent trom the brought the Camp Ihe result of that acCcLiıOon 15

of the Akkadıan word Furthermore that the plague God W as inflictıng ON Hıs people
wıthın yile anguage the of 10011 INAYy for theır unfaıthfulness 1 takıng foreign
dıffer from the MCANINS of the erb of the SAMıc and worshıpping theır gods stopped (Num T

OOLT How OC€s lınguist atfter the of IThe erb has do PTE wıth CUrnıng God’
word when he 15 learnıng language? He asks aNSCI AWAY trom the Israelıtes that he Oes NOL

4A11 informer A PCISONL whose NaLıvVve Janguage 15 exXxtTtermıinate them (V 10) Ihe MCANINS CXP1I atıOonN
15 Pretty clear 111 such Another FOXT 15the language be learned and who also C dl COIMN-

MUNIıCATE 111 Janguage that 15 known DYy the lın- Lev whıch cshould be translated NOLT AS

As far 4S 2g concerned aVeE 110 lıving OC€s ut God has SIVCH VOU the S11 offerıng 112

ınformer OQur only ınformer 15 the exıcal tradıtıon order tor VOU ear the ouiut of the IV
and make tor them before the Lord”that has been transmıtted trom SECNCT. atıOon SCN-

SINCC the Lime when Bıblical Hebrew W as Here kıpper has do wıth bearıng the ouut of
A spoken Janguage tradıtıon that 15 LLOIC Or less else Its SCI1ISC 15 AAl make ALTONEC-
reflected 111 the tradıtional lex1ıcons What learn ment”
ftrom that tradıtıon 15 that kıpper has AS 1CSsb It Can be added ere that 111 kıpper

AS C of 1TS MCANINSS the SCIMNSC ATtOne Can ADPDCASC (an offended party)
explate” DaYy for fault by punıshment Gen 20[21]1) Ore 15 MOTC 1T than MAICTE

consıdered 4S equıvalent that fault purıficatıon
en ONC Cal also O0k Ar check Or (One cshould that purıification and C-

C UNCOVCT the MCANINS of the word 'Ihe dIC NOLT ıdeas far apart from each other
SC1MNNSC DaV d ransom” could fit such CX AS Ex of fact the of purıfıcatıon Can be sed

15 ere IMONCY 15 AT stake ut 1 the 111 ftor the fOrg1VeENESS of S1111 that results ftrom ALONE-
hıch Ad1iIC ınterested 15 NOT the Maiier forg1veness being viewed AS the removal of
We A o0k A sacrıfıcıal of the erb Ihe the objectıve defilement that results from S1111 (e
ıdea of purificat1on ( be PI'CSCI]t especılally when Ds 51 91 cf the cCleansıng of 1R CONSCIENCEC:
sacred objects AL the dırect object of the erb (Liev trom HE1S that ead ear 111 Heb 14) How-

33 Eze 45 20) sacrıfıce GVL 1T 15 1mportan SC that the Old Testament
15 requıred wıthın the of purıfication sacrıfices had al atONINS value that there W as 110

111 E A of rıtual defilement uncleanness (Lev such purıficatıon wıthout CXPI&ÜOH
15 50) OWEVer the sacrıfices

'Ihe ayıng of han the anımal)’s headAL S1111 offerıngs hıch SUSSCSLIS that uncleanness
calls tor SOTILIC ftorm of forg1veness, and NOLT merely second hınt 111 1R FEXT IN  / the AaCt that W as PCI-
tor purıficatıon (Bev 6, 19: 15 tormed DYy the Israelıte he Was Jay. OTr MMOTC HC

Emıile Nıcole features of the sacrıf1- rately hıs hand 0)8!| the head of the anımal
c1al UuS«c ofer whıch cshow that LLLOTC than PUL1L- (Eev 4) hıs has CCn varıously interpreted
ficatıon 15 : stake an that the MCANINS 15 that of Marx and Miılgrom SC 1L AS d WdYyY of ındıcatıng

(though he OC€Ss NOT hımself SE that ownershıp Others 1CW 1T 4A5 represecnung subst1-
LUCLiON the anımal ng the place of the Israelıteterm Ar thıs POll]t but speaks “cCompensatıon “
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and being offered 45 S12n nat the Israelıte offered Ere ATIC VAarlı0ous objections agalnst thıs inter-
hımself. Moses interprets that DECsSLUFC tor us (n pretatıon of the last clause of the We ave
the Yom Dpur, the prıiest nad confess Israel’s already objecte the understandıng of the erb
S1INS the scapegoat whıle layıng hıs hands OI kıpper d® meanıng O purıfy”. (One also wonders
Ifs head (EV thıs cshows that the AaCT SYIN- how ıfe could purıfy. Furthermore, when 11C CO

bolıcally represented the transferring of S1INS UnNntTOo sıders what Was done wıth the blood ın the sacrıf1-
the anımal.® hıs Canı be compared wıth the layıng c1al rıtes, 1t OC€s NOT fit the 1eW that IT would SUETVE
of hands upOonN the blasphemer by those who had purıfy the PCISON offerıng the sacrıfıce. For ıf that
testihed hıs blasphemy 4S WaV of chargıng hım } 11C WOUL CXPCCt the OO0 be Sprin-
wıth the ouut of hıs WN S1IN, before stonıng hım kled UDOM that PCISON, OT somethıing be done
(Lev 24:14 Ihe ıdea of substitution 15 relevant wıth the blood that PCISON. ut thıs W dsSs only
1n conJunction wıth that meanıng the anımal toOk VCIV seldom the GE SUC A rıte W Aas performed
the place of the Israelıite 1n Oorder e1Ar hıs guilt AT the OCCAS1O0N of the priests’ consecration, of
and DaYy tor hıs S1INS in hıs place. the purıficatiıon and reconsecration of the PCISON

Ihe layıng ON of the hand 15 mentioned 1ın Lev who had been cured from skın dısease entauıng
where the erb kıpper also ADPCAIS. TIhe S1SN1- ritual uncleanness, wrongly called Jleprosy in Eng

ficatıon iındıcated tor thıs SESLULCC aM the conclhu- ısh translations).*® In MOST C the blood W as
S10N aV reached about the meanıng of kıpper sprinkled upON the altar of sacrıfices in the ITL-
mutually reintorce each other. yard of the sanctuary‚ in SOMNIC places wıthın the

sanctuary. It W as thus sprinkled GT whiıch the
The sıgnıfıcance of the blood rıte: Lev 1L/41L1 lay Israelıte had 110 rıght approach, much less

Ihe erb kıpper ADPCATSs in the famous FEXT hıch INnto wıth Ihese WEEIC sacred places
STates the role ofblood ın sacrıfıces (Lev 11) As representing od’s domaın. Thıs I11Calls that the

of fact: thıs STATfCeMICHT AS all eXxpla- O0 W 9AS presented God Emıiule Nıcole adds
natıon for the prohıbition ET blood Ihe pomnt another consıderation. When an Israelıte W as LOO
1S maınly that [070] MUST be exclusıvely reserved POOTF offer EVCNn doves p1gcONS tor SIN offer-
tor the sacrıfıcıal rıtes. Ihe meanıng of the V  D' Ing, he W 3as permitted replace the usual anımal
and therefore the role played Dy blood in sacrıfıces, Vvictims DYy cereal offeriıng CLEV O21 F3 hat
15 dısputed MakFker. Ihe STATtES relatıonshıp WOUL NOLT be the CAdsSc ıf blood Was 4A5 contaın-
between the OO and the nefesh, hıch Can eıther ıng vıtal force and. 4S such, A purıfyıng agCNL.BEre person! (as 1n the preceding VErsSe) CT On symbolıc plane, WOUL be TMOTC
“lj_fe”. TIhe YrSt meanıng 15 appropriate the approprıiate than cereals CONVCY the of
second Dart of the “tor aVE gıven IT yOU purıficat1on.*

make AtOonNneMeEN: tor yourselves the altar”. Should the rst clause be taken 4S lıterally 11-
The mMeanıng lıfe better fits the other of the ıng that ıfe 15 contaıned 1ın the blood? Such an
word in the understandıng 15 precluded DYy v I hıch STAaTtESs

In the rst clause Moses SayS that the nefes. exactly the LTEVOISC the O0 15 ın the nefesh. Fur-
“llf€” 15 ın the blood OmMmMe take IT VCLY hıterally, thermore, iIt equates both twıce “che OO 15 the
AS the Israelıites belhıeved that lıfe really 15 ın the ıte of CVCIY creature”. hıs another nd
blood The last clause Sa yS. c  1t 15 Dy the ıfe that of relatiıonshıp between the (070] AaN! the nefesh.blood makes atonement”. JIwo of Its elements need And the second clause of vl%: LCI A given 1T
elucıdatıon. Whıch ıfe 15 being reterred that of A  you tends iındıcate that the connectıion between
the anımal Or that of the PCISON offering, the SAaC- the blood and ıfe 15 NOT DYy ırtue of natural Propriıfice? And what 15 the ımport of the preposıtıon CITY of the blood Henrı Blocher ArZUCS that 1t

15 1T instrumental, AS ın the above translatıon rather ımplıes relatıonshıp established DY eC1-
(“"Oy the hfe”): cshould understand ıt SOT1LIC S10N of God, and therefore conventional lınk
other WaYy: Many scholars today consıder that the blood sımply stands for lıfe, It 15 representatıve of
lıfe of the anımal 15 ın VIEW, take the preposıtıon 4A5 lıfe.*  2 ut ıfe 1n what sense”
instrumental and o1ve the erb 7  er the SCIISC *O ILeon Morrıs has demonstrated that blood ICp
purıfy” Ihey understand the sacrıfiıc1a] rıte 1lıb- ıte taken from SOLII1IC Creature, Le death }

then be communıcated the Israelıte and would
eratıng the ıfe of the anımal. Ihe lıtfe CHNCISV ould Blood 15 mentioned in ftormulas that speak of

death, of murder tor instance. hıs tor A obvınus
purıfy hım LI1CasSON whıch looses LOO much blood
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MS Therefore the pourıng u of blood 15 A s1eN 15 merely A atter of convention, ıf blood merely
of death 1Io shed OO [11Ca1ls kıll rCpreSCNLSs ıte taken trom the anımal, then 11C Call

Let us back the last clause. Emile Nıcole understand how IT 15 possıble replace al anımal
S1VES the preposıtion ' A substitutionary 1- DV portion of cerea] tor the SIN offering.
Ing and takes the ıte AS being that of the benefi- It 15 be noted that Lev 17414 15 general
C1ary of the sacrıfice: the blood makes ıTONEMEN STALTEMECNT concern1ıng the role ofblood 1n sacrıfıcıal
for the ıfe (of that PCISON; c NIV), OT iınstead rıtes. As such, It applhıes all sacrıfices in hıch
Ol ın exchange tor thıs lıte He poımnts urt that blood 15 ınvolved. It therefore applıes the holo-
the preposıtıon 15 sSOMetımes used 1n CONTEXTS of CA1151 and the sacrıfıce. T’hey ATC be
buyıng OT exchangıng (Lam B D Sam SS 4S havıng al eXplatory function.!©
Drt 19:21 “lıfe ftor ıfe D which b where x

appeasıng AdT ONa21:23 Lev 24:18 US«Cc tahat). The E the aal
DaLC and the NKelOs Targum understood IT 1n thıs If 1L1LOW back Lev L find another POS-
14  WaYy. However, in of buyıng sellıng, CT 1n sıble hınt that such W as the nction of the holo-

CauSsSt. IT 15 the eXpression reah-nihoah (Lev 1:9)of exchange, the ıdea of exchange 15 brought
Dy the verb, ıt 15 NOT the preposıtion hıch CAal- Ihe NIV translated pleasıng aroma”. Wenham
ries that Componen of meanıng DY ıtself. bven the understands “soothıng aroma”; perhaps an

tormula “lıfe tor lıte D of IDI: 19:21 15 A11 ellıptic “appeasıng aroma” sounds better. Ihe Hebrew
eXpressi1on ın whiıch erb 1$ eft unexpressed 4A5 erb NUA I11Calls “tO rest “ eb  TO be quiet”, peaceful”.
the L[WO other cshows (Ex 21:23 d erb In the causatıve form, the erb CAM be sed wıth
meanıng ...  tTO 2  Q1Ve and LevA A erb meanıng word desıignatıng the wrath of G:  „ CXDICSS
“ to replace” “to make restitution”): eCre also, 1It the ıdea that thıs wrath 15 quıieted OWN Dy ll
15 the unexXpressed erb whıch contaıns the ıdea of punıshment eing ınflıcted people (Kz
exchange. Ihere 15 Just 110 proof that the preposı1- ÖS; 16:42; 231A221 Mıiılgrom also indıcates

that the Akkadıan cognate 111Ca1ls “t0 appease”,t1on has the MeanınNg ofexchange substitution
when 1t 15 governed bDy the erb kıpper especıally 1ın cCONNect1ON wıth the g0dS &Y TIhere 15

In cCONNectıOoN wıth thıs verb: the preposıtıon b therefore StrONS presumption in favour of the
ordınarıly has Al ınstrumental ftorce. We therefore meanıng “soothıng/appeasıng aroma” for the for-
prefer take 1T iın the iınstrumental SCHSE and mula of Lev } oug be that
consıder that the lıfe referred ın the last clause the meanıng, of thıs eXpressi1on corresponds 1n such
15 that of the anımal. We understand 4S tollows WaAY that of the erb An iınformer would be the

“tor ındeed blood makes AıTONEMEN!: DYy the ıfe hıch renders that eXpression euÖdıa "pleas-
of the anımal which IT represents”. hıs interpre- ng aroma” and 15 ollowed by the New Testament
4Atf10N a1soO has the advantage of ascrıbıng the (Eph However, CANNOT be that the
word nefesh meanıng C‘l 1fe)) 1in the thırd clause the
S\a’dIL1IC referent AS In the TSt clause of the verse }>

Greek translgtors correctly understood the above
CXpress10n. Emıiule Nıcole ArSUCS 1n favour of theır

Xet. whatever decısıon make between the above translatıon but find hım UNCONVINCINS OI that
Opt10Ns, the meanıng 15 that shed 00 and pomnt. ® argumcnt agaınst that understandıng 15

therefore ıfe taken ftrom the anımal, other words that there WEeEeTC IMNOTC sımple tormulas Sa y “pleas-
the eat) of the anımal, makes tor the ant aroma”. Wenham rıghtly qUOLTECS Gen 8:21 4S

PCISON offerıng the sacrıfice. supporting the ıdea of appCasecmecnt: AS Yahweh
smelled the of Noah’s sacrıfice, He decıdedWe Can therefore freely render the meanıng of

the 4S tollows You Israelites NOLT Car 1IC VE agaln (A11715C the ground and destroy Hıs
OO 10) “Kor the lıfe anımatıng the CreCAaLre CTE A1IrEeSs because of INan AS5 He had done by the
15 represented Dy the blood AN! AVE reserved the Hood Ihe had quieted Hıs aANSCI, because
blood tor VOU, for 1I5C är the altarı that YOU make 1T 15 the of an atonıng sacrıfıce. Ihe ata

for yourselves; YCS, 1T 15 the blood that 15 MCASIC an It 15 ımpossıble reach certitude
makes atONCMECNL, by the lıfe IC 1T rCPrCSCNHLTS, about the meanıng of the eXpression reah-nihoah:
the ıte whıch the anımal has been deprived Of D ack all iıntftormer whose rehabılıty would be CCTI-

Ihe pourıng agalnst the altar has probably be taın. Yet tend wıth Wenham. .*? If that
4S WaY ofdemonstratiıng that blood has been 15 COTTECT, aVC thırd indıcatıon of the atonıng

shed, that death has taken place AıtTOonNnNe tor SIN and propitiatıng function of the holocaust. And
If then the relatıonshıp between blood and ıfe thıs 111 aM somethıng Sa y ULr CONMNCETN tor

FuroJTh 16:7



C Old Testament Sacrifices And Reconciliation

reconcıhation. small Dart of it W as burnt 0)8! the altar 4S A INECMO-
VYet Emıile Nıcole makes 4N ımportant pomt here, r1al. TIhe larger portion W as EATeN by the priests AS

whiıch had also been made by Peter-Contesse: the VCIY holy thıng. Priests thus ADPDCAT N G0d’s IConly thıng that ZOCS Uup towards God 15 the smoke, resentatıves. ut also, Dy eatıng the offering, the
and the smoke disappears and what reaches priests took themselves the SINS of the offerer
God 15 reduced smell, whıiıch, the (Ex 28:38
smoke, be 5 and whiıch almost Though 110 blood W AasSs shed, the cerea] offering
AMOUNTS nothing. hıs INCAanNns that God OCces SCCI115 NS had al atonıng value. hıs APPCATs
NOT AT the Sacrifce, that the sacrıfiıce 15 NOT offered trom the following x 26250 Lev 14:20;because God needs ıt Rather IT 15 the Israelıtes Sam 3:14; 26:19 ut also from the fact that
who need It. 1ın order obtaın forgiveness.“” the portion that W as burnt ON the altar W as saıd

Other confirm that the holocaust had exhale all appeasıng A4TOTINA the ord (EevCXplatory function and W AS offered obtaın fOor- 5  - ıf that 15 the COTITECT meanıng of the
o1VvENESS for SINS: Sam 24:25 ZOR/E%: Job CXpress1O0N, Aas sıgnalled before). hat cereals could
I: 47  o Mılgrom po1nts 1818 that ıttıte be offered 4S SIN offering instead of an anımal

a1sSO ındıcate propitiatory OTr eXplatory function (Lev S 14:183) confirms that the cereal offeringfor the burnt offering.“ could VE Ad11 atonıng value.

Atonement for what of S1ins?
Wenham propose that the cereal offering W as

kınd of trıbute paıd by vassal Israel her dıvıne
(Qne question remaılns: SINCE 110 SINS AdTIC mentioned suzeraın. Ihe Hebrew word miınhah 15 used else-
4S the ground for offering holocaust, what LYpCof S1INS W as 1T be offered for and how W as Its

where refer the trıbute paıd DY vassal hıs
suzeraın. OWEVer find thıs 1e6W unsatısfactorYy.dıfferent from that of the SIN and the FCDaA- TIhe ArSUuMCNT based ON the USagc of the word else-

rat1ıon offerings? We Cal follow Wenham and where looks Iıke ınvolving what James Ar called
Hartley for the AaNSW! Ihe holocaust W as an ACLON- an ıllegıtımate totalıty transfer:%© mıinhah probablyıng sacrıfıce for SIN 1ın general;“ “£tor the general has INOTC general meanıng, such AS C‘g1&” NIY 1ın
sinful d1ıspos1ıt10ns of the preschter” ,“ whereas the SUOMIC specıfic CONTEXTS O€es 1t refer trıbute paıdSIN and guunt offerings WEIC sacrıfices for specıfic by vassa] suzeraın. ut It O€Ss NOT CONVCVSINS of partıcular kınds TIhe PUTrDOSC of the holo- thıs precıse meanıng DYy ıtself and ıIn all CONTLEXTS 1n

Was that the Israelıte wh. CaHic the Taber- whiıch 1T 15 sed. Or “tribute” Was 11C of ICS 11-
nacle worshıp be accepted DY Yahweh*4 (Hev Ings, and “offering” another. Nothıing 1ın the

be translated CC  So that he 111 be accepted‘ )!” dealıng wıth the cereal offering iındıcates that It W dAS
Because ICN AdIC sınners, TE could NOT approac viewed 4A55 trıbute paıd the dıvıne suzeraın.
God by entering the courtyard of Hıs sanctuary
worshiıp Hım wıthout offering sacrıfıce 1ın order The offering (Lev S /3134-21)

make-for One’s S1NS. Ihe holocaust Ihe rıtual of the sacrıfıce W Aas peculıar 1in
WAas therefore CONSTLANT remıinder of the sınfulness that SOMNIC parts of the anımal WEIC burnt 0)8! the
of IX of the unworthıness of INnan approach altarı the breast and the rıght thıgh WEEIC g1venGod and worshiıp Hım 1uIt also wıtness the prıest, and the remamnıng W as e3tfen DYywiıllingness fOrg1ve the Israelıtes’ S1INS and rece1lve the offerer and hıs famıly. It W as voluntarv offer-
theır worshı ıng brought AS an eXpression of thanks God for

holocaust W asSs be offered CVCIYV mornıing SOMIC rCasON, 0)8 fulfil VO DYy whiıch 11C had
and CVCLIV evenıng for the whole people of Jsrael. promıiısed offer such sacrıflce, (T Just AdS A vol-

gıft.the AamM (Exo Lev 6:2) hıs underlıned
that Israel’s ouut W as PCETMANCHL Anc. 1n the end, Several features ındıcate that ı€ had Ad1l atonıng

really dealt wıth nction: the layıng of the hand OI the anımal’s
head (Lev 204150 the sprinklıng of blood agalnst

The other offerings
the altar (WBEV 5: 2.0;12) understood 1ın accordance
wıth Lev HE the eXpression “ appeasıngz aroma”
(Lev 52516 The atonıng function of theThe cereal offering (Lev 2 6:14-23) offering, AMONS other offerings, 15 also afırmed ın

Ihe cereal offering 15 dealt wıth 1n Lev It W as E7z 45 SEL 'Ihe “peace offering” INaYy indı-
MOST frequently offered alongsıide anımal sacrıfices. CATre that It had 4A5 Its PUrDOSC that God be ar
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wıth the PCLISOL offering thıs sacrıfice */ that rıte 4A1l antıcıpatıon of the feast meal of the
It W aSs also al eXpression of thankfulness, love wedding of the 1Lamb!

and devotıion (Lev 2-16)
In addıtıiıon, the catıng of part of the TACAL DY the The Sın offerıng (Lev 1-5  > 6:24-30)

Israelıte and hıs famıly MUST ae had specı1al S19- TIhe “sacrıfice tor SIN  D W ASs offered for certaın LYpCS
nıffcance. enham that the O1VvINg back of S1INS unıntentional SINS, OTr SINS commıtted

wıthout AaWAaTEC11CS55S of them (4:15:22:27); sınnıngof part of the the Israelite W as SIgn that
God SaVC hım hıs lıfe back eNn]OYy It ut there Dy OM1SS10N when summoned WItNeESsSs (921);
SCCI115 be than that 1n the lıght of ancıent careless oaths that 11C would NOT be able tulfıl

Cre 7as A meal takıng S
Ihe LLIOTC ımportant the function of the PCISONplace AT the SANCLUAFY, in the PTCSCHNCC of the ord

Henrı Blocher has opposed the ıdea that the Isra- havıng sinned, the ITMOTC costly W as the SIN tfer-
elıtes ould thereby chare A meal wıth the Lord.*® ıng
It 15 clear that God OC€s NOT eat what 15 offered Ihe partıcularıty of the rıtual hıes ın the Sprin-
0)8! the altar and Oces NOL need 1E He therefore 15 klıng of the blood Depending OI1 who had sınned,
NOLT served Dy human hands (Ps a0; Acts /:25 the blood W3Aas sprinkled ın Varıous places. bFor
Hıs altar C all be called “rhe table of the I0r , (Mal priest, for the whole COMMUNITY, blood W as

ut neıither the Israelıtes 1NOT the priests brought wıthın the Holy AaCce. SOMNIC of 1T W as

CAlMCcC SIT AT that ta Ca Peace offerıngs WEEIC sprinkled in front of the curtaın, SOIIIC WAasSs PUut ON

eItfen before the Lord, NOLT wıth Hım 2L7) the horns of the altar of fragrant InNCENSE) whiıch
Peter-Contesse a1soO NOTES that the fat Was offered W as SCeT rıght before the Most Holy Phace: and the
0)8! the altar and the blood sprinkled agaınst ıT and FEST of It Was poured aT the ASsSEC of the altar of
the Israelıtes had NO rıght Car of them, whereas burnt offerings in the courtyard. For Jay Israelıte

and tor leader, SOMIC of the blood W as PUut G©i8|110 MEeAT portion W as burnt the altar, that
the respective portions allotted God and INan the horns of the altar of burnt offerings, and the
WCIC Clearly defined and exclusıvely reserved FreST of 1It W as poured ar the A4SsSEe of thıs altar. On
God man *° However, Oug MUST INs1sSt Yom LDDUN , the hıgh priest W as sprinkle blood

the tact that God OC€s 310OT Pr wıth 1LICI1N 1ın the ON the front of the of the ark and before It
ceremonı1es of sacrıfnce. thıs 15 NOLT all there 15 (AEV 16:14 One Cal} that blood had be
SAaV. sprinkled aTr the pomt sıtuated A tar 4S the PCISON

Covenant makıng ceremonı1es led the shar- offerıng the sacrıfiıce could for the priests, aın
ıng of meal whıch certamly W As SIgn of the communıty hıch iıncluded the priests, wıthın
and d time of commMUN1ON between those wh@ had the Holy ace, tor the hıgh priest 0)8| the day of
made COVENANT wıth Har another (Gen a  ; wıthın the Most Holy Place, and tor
Liıkewise, durıng the COVENANT m  ng the reSsTt of the Israelıtes, the courtyard of the
AT Sınal, Moses, Aaron and of hıs SO1S, AS Tabernacle
well 45 SCVCNLY elders of Israel, Mount hıs offering obvıiously had an atonıng func-
Sınal, had VIS1ION of the God of Israel AaN! AT an t10N and served obtaın fOrg1veness tor ne’s  2 SIN
drank there (Ex oUg God Oes NOLT (1EV 4:26,31,395). It W as 41sO purıficatıon rıte: 1T
chare the meal wıth them; IT 15 dıfhcult NOLT SC purıfıed the places up where the PCISON offerıng
CT transposıtıon CT adaptatıon of the CUSTOM the sacrıfıce could CeNTeTr. Ihe dwellıng place of the
of sharıng A meal the makıng of COVENAaNnT Lord W as defiled DYy the uncleanness and S1NSs of
G0d’s transcendence 15 marked by the fact that the the Israelıtes and therefore needed be cleansed
meal 15 taken in the of the Lord and NOLT and purıfıed trom the Israelites’ uncleanness (Lev
chared wıth Hım. Nevertheless, the transposıtıon 15:31:;
of the CUSTOM indıcates that AVC do wıth Anthropologist Mary Douglas’s COMMENFTS AT

OMENT of specıal cOomMmmMUN1ON wıth Hım hıs that point AT ılluminating.“ Ihe defilement of the
probably 15 Part of the sıgnıfıcanNCE of the SAaC- sanctuary has be viewed 45 reflection of the
rifice 45 well Ihe sacrıfıce W asSs offered after dıshonour caused God DYy Hıs people’s S1NS. 1in
the other kınds of offerings. IThe worshıp Sservıce W as SIN agalnst God and Fast olur O1 Hıs honour.
thereby eached ItSs culmınatıng poıint. It led hıs dıshonour W as then reflected ON the sanctuary
t1ime of specıal COMMUNI1ON wıth GOod symbolısed 4S dwellıng place, iınsult agalnst God reached
Dy the mea] taken before Hım How NOLT SCC 1n Hıs sacred place: hence the defilement of the place
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ın the SANCLUALY up where the ouuty PCISON PCH- the defilement caused DYy these S1INS. hıs defile-etrated. IS declare the SANCLUALY defiled W 4S V pominted the dıshonour that SIN broughtCONCreTtfE WdY of teaching the people that 0d’s uUDON the Inhabıtant of the Ihe ICDATA-honour W AsSs injured by theır S1NS. t10Nn offerıng atoned for unıntentional and FCDara-When the SIN offering W as brought for A ] Jay ble S1INS, mostly 1n the cultıc sphere. In addıtıon
Israclite, the priest ServVing Aat the altar Was C4 E, the offerer had bring reparatıon AS5 ell 4S
part of the and thıs symbolısed hıs ng compensatıon.
uDON hımself the ouut of the lay Israelıte 1n order TIhe priests functioned both 4S G0od’s and the

make atonemen tor It (Lev Israelhtes’ representatıves. As G0d’s representatıves,Ihe law of the SIN offering teaches that SIN
makes ouulty, ıf 1T 15 unıntentional SIN,; 1t they had been wronged DYy the Israelıtes’ S1NS, and

they received SOMIC port1ons of Varlı0us offerings.defiles, affects God 1n TE WaV, and ımpaırs the As men’s representatıves, they would take upONrelatıonshıp wıth Hım (C£: ArieVving Hıs Spirıt, Isa themselves the S1INS of the Israelıtes bringing the
63:10; Eph 4:30).° offerıngs and make for them

Ihe sacrıfiıcı1al laws taught the Israelites that'Ihe reparatıon offeriıng (5:14-26; 1-10 Yahweh 15 holy God who let the guilltyhıs sacrıfiıce W3as be offered when reparable unpunıshed (eT. Nah 125 that SIN calls for ATONE-
aults had been commıtted, mostly aults agaınst ‘ut also that God 15 willing forg1ve S1IN.
the sacred thıngs (9 15 tor instance in when VYet ONC has notıice how Iımıted W ads the ımporttiıthe somethıng HC the had NOL and efficacy of the (Old Jlestament sacrıfıces. OnlyeecCcn brought, when sacred food had been unıntentional, UNCONSCIOUS reparable faults AT C

DYy other than priests, when nazırıte VO specıfically mentioned SINS that could be atoned
had been interrupted, and the ıke Ihese WEEIC tor DYy thıs I11Calls For TMOTC Ser10us S1NS, Capı-unıntentional aults. In addıtıon offeriıng the tal punıshment W as the only I11Ca1ls take AWaAYreparatıon SaCHCcE: the ouilty Israelıte had make
restitution for what he had taıled do, and adı

the ouut and thereby purıfy the people of God
Num hıs explaıns whYy Davıd, havıngIt 20% of Its alue hıs W as be g1ven the commıtted adultery and murder, declared that God

priest, whiıch 15 understandable SINnCce in MOST would NOT eCE1IVE sacrıfices OLr burnt offerings (Psthe priest had been wronged Dy the aılure bring, 51:16[18]): 110 sacrıfıces had been appomted for
what W dS$5 1HIEe the SANCLUAY. these crımes. hıs lımıted ımport of the old COWV -

Another Casec 15 mentioned, that of dıshon- CNATEE: sacrıflces called for another reg1ıme, tfar LLLIOTC
EST ACT agaınst ONne’s neıghbour ınvolving an ath efficacıous.
(6:1-/) Siınce the oath W as taken ın the of Furthermore, besides sacrıflces that WL offered
Yahweh, 1T W 4S sacred and the breach of the ath for partıcular S1NS, sacrıfiıces had be offered AT
1S regarde 4S SIN agalnst the sacred sphere, hence each OCCAas1on of worshıp. Ihe 1aw requıredthe need tor reparatiıon offering. TIhere be that there be always sacrıfices burning uDON the
reparatıon the PCISON wronged, ere a1sSO wıth altar burnt offering W 4S offered CVCLY mornıng
al compensatıon of 20% and CVCLIY evenıng. Ihıs Was NOT sufficıent:

yCxa  T, there had be specıal day SECET asıde
tor Tlaken ser10Usly, these regulatıonsGeneral remarks could only maılıntaın SC11I5C of perpetual ouut, oft

We WE reached the conclusıon that the five LypCS ouut and unworthıness 1EVET really dealt wıth.
of sacrıfices ave al atonıng, all eXplatory func- hıs 15 AT least the conclusıon drawn DYy the author
t10N. Ihe holocaust OTr burnt offerıng W as offered, of Hebrews 10:2) Dıd the author of Psalm 150;
NOLT for partıcular SINS, ut for S1INSs 1ın general. It already back 1n (Old Testament tımes, expressed the
thereby made possıble the Israelıte’s 3CCCPtCU]CC hope of A fOrg1veneSs of S1INS that would beyondby GOod 4S he approached 10d in worship. Ihe what WA3AaSs made possıble DYy the (JId Covenant’s
cereal offerıng MOST of the time accompanıecd the PrOVIS1ONS (Ps 130:7-8)?holocaust other sacrıfices. Besides theır atonıng
function, offerıngs led meal in the PTCS-

of GOod AS S12n of and fellowshıp wıth Iypological sıgnıficance of the Old
Hım The SIN offering W as destined AtOne tor Testament sacrıficıal ritual
unıntentional SINS and purıfy the from Beyond the Pentateuch, the Scriptures ascrıbe
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typologıcal sıgnıfıcance the Mosaıc sacrıfıcıal obtammıng forg1veness for ITE believers of the old
SYStCM, and thıs already in the Old lestament. and of the whole Old Testament times.
For Isa1ah prophesied that the Servant of the Lord As they offered sacrıfices, they rece1ved the tor-
ould take hımself the IN1IqUITIES of X1VENESS that Christ W AS obtaın tor them Ihese
people and that hıs ıfte would be delıvered by God sacrıfices WEIC for them A ZUAFANTEE that theır S1INS
A reparatiıon sacrıfıce (Is 3:6:10.1 1) would G day be atoned for, and served 1L1CaNls

arı0us New lestament also bring u ecelve forgıveness DYy antıcıpatıon OM Chrıist’s
such typologıcal understandıng of Old Jlesta- eat Ihe antıcıpatory character of the forg1veness

sacrıfices. Chrıst SaAVC hımself Uup tor UlSs N  / 4A1l they rece1ved W as marked by theır being bound
offering of pleasıng OMla (euÖdıa, followıng the comply wıth the Mosaıc sacrıfıcıal regulatıons. It
Septuagınt) and sacrıfiıce God (E 5:2) We 15 also DY antıcıpatıon of Christ’s death that Dav-
AVC been redeemed DYy ChrIst: sınless Just AS 1 crımes WEEIC forgıven he repented,
the sacrıfıcı1al Vvictıms WEEIC wıthout blemıish, wıth though there W as 110 provısıon tor that under the
hıs blood, I:E hıs ıfe offered atone tor HAT S1NS old COvenant
(1 DPet 1:4160) He dıed tor Ur SINS, the rıghteous However, NOT all Israelıtes offerıng sacrıfices had
tor the unrıghteous (1 Det 3:18) He offered hım- authentic faıth For those wh. dıd NOLT aVC such
self. 4S people offered sacrıfices, for OUrTr S1INS (Heb Faith, the forg1veness obtaıned through sacrıflces
/2275 Hıs O0 cleanses us trom C(JIUT SINS (1 John W as what MUST call riıtual forg1ıveness: thıs tor-
R Ihe purıfication theme 15 also exploited bDy S1VENESS allowed them contınue be part Ööft the
Hebrews (D S}  9  ) old COVENANT people of God and approach God

Moreover, Chriıst ADPDCALS AS the priest wh took and take part ın the worshiıp SEIrVICES and the cultıc
hımself the SINS of people (Is S: Heb rites. But they NOT FeCE1VE the real fOrg1venNESS

5-10) whiıch 1SSUES In eternal ıte TIheır approach God
W das merely rıtual. They only had ACCESS5 A ritual

In the Epistle the Hebrews symbolıc PICSCHNCC of God they dıd NOT V
ACGENNS Hıs real They dıd OT AVUE

'Ihe author of. the Epistle the Hebrews evel- personal and lıviıng relatıonshıp wıth Hım. hıs 15
OPS AL Jength A typologiıcal understandıng of the what the author of Hebrews I11Calls when he Sa yS
INSt1tutions of the old COVENANLT an provıdes us they had ACCCSS typological man-made Aanct£u-
wıth ıllumınatıng teachıngs. Ihe labernacle W as A and NOT the heavenly sanctuary where the
only of the heavenly SANCIUALY which Christ real of GOod hıes (1ICD 9:9-12° 10:19-22).
has entered stand 1ın the of God (Heb the people of Israel whıch they belonged
672095 9:11,24). Ihe Tabernacle rıtual W dsS SyInı- W as only typologıcal people of God, LNETC LYPCbolıc mater1a|l representation (Heb 9:9%) and the of the real people of God which 15 made of the
sacrıfıcıal rıtual W 4S prefiguration of Christ'’s SdC- Iru dıscıples of the ord (Isa 54:13; 60:21)*
rificıal death (Heb 9:12-14,23; 101 Ihe latter
Ooccurred tor ]] and thıs cshows that 1T 15 truly
efhcaCı10uUs make for SINS 1n defin1ı- Old Testament sacrıfices anN! reconcılıation
t1ve W dY. Ihe sıgnıfıcCance of the priestly office also Ihe Old Testament sacrıfıcıal laws teach 1n theır
finds Its tulfilment 1n Chriıst (Heb ö WI] WdY that there Can be 110 relatıonshıp between

Concerning sacrıfiıces 1L1OTIC partıcularly, the G0od and sinful INan wıthout PrevIOUS
wriıter of the epistle ArZUCS that the blood of Dbulls for S1NS. Old Jlestament sacrıflces pomnted the
and take AWAY S1INS (Heb 10:4) AaNl- death of Chrıst which that requırement for
mals take the place of human DEINSS an DaV those who AVe taıth 1n Hım
for theır S1INS in theır place. How then could God If understandıng of the formula “appeasıng
forg1ıve S1NS under the old covenant” TIhe author aroma” 15 COITECL; 1T speaks of the wrath DY which
of the Epıstle wriıtes that 1t 15 the death of Christ God FEACTS SIN and hıch needs be appeased
hıch ın fact atoned tor the SINS of the belıevers of Dy atonıng sacrıfiıces. thınk thıs 15 what reconcılıa-
old COVENANT t1ımes (Heb 9: 155 Daul Sa yS the S\”dI11Cc tıon 15 about 0d’s change of attıtude towards us,
thıng in Rom 3:25) the removal of Hıs ANSCI and eNmMItYy towards us,

Wıth thıs in mınd, consıder that there 1K Hıs readıness bring punıshment ON us, and
WCCIC dıfferent under the old COVENAanTt. Hıs takıng 0)8! tavourable attıtude towards U:
On ONC hand, anımal sacrıfıces WEIC I11Calls of readıness bless us, that INAYy enter 1nto d
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personal and lıving relatıonshıp wıth Hım rand apıds, Eerdmans, 1979
We EeNCOUNTETr agaln thıs SATLIC theme ın partıcu- Wenham, Leviıticus, 61 and Miılgrom, Levıticus

Iar conNnectIiOonN wıth the offering i Its L1ailnılc 1-16 (Anchor New York, Doubleday, 1991
that that sacrıfıce had 4S Itfs SeTt 150

Ihe Israelıte 15 saı1d OI  M hand ON the headGod AL wıth the Israelıtes. of the anımal be sacrıhıced CV whereas thethınk that these aASPCCLS of the meanıng of the
(Old Testament sacrıfıces ıe 1n the background of prıiest had both aAM the head of the

anımal be SCHT in the desert (Lev SOomePau[ll’s teachıng about reconcıhlation. It 15 strıkıng ar TOM thıs dıfference that have L[W.: dıffer-
that DPaul pI'CSCI'IES UTr reconcılatıiıon and that of the ent wıth dıfferent meanıngs and there-
creat1o0n wıth God 4A5 ‚0d’s work, AS something fore that the meanıng of the layıng of the hand in

Lev SNOU NOT be nterred from the TEXT of LevY received (Rom S: 11) and that he STAatEeSs
that thıs reconcılatıon has been achıeved DV the Thıs SCC1I115 be oversubtle ın Num Z ın
death of Chrıst who has become SIN for us (Rom A sımılar CONFEXT where Moses lay hand Josh-

uah’s head, the word for “h3.rld” 15 ın the sıngular in5:9-11; Cor 5:14,18-21; Eph Z 46; 1 20
22)) Furthermore, reconcıllatiıon wıth God has v.18, then the plural DA 34 :9 also has the
do wıth being saved from Hıs wrath (Rom plural)

enham ascribes another sıgnıfıcatıon thıs ACT11 It ınvolves Hıs NOTLT reckonıng S1INS ICN hearıng A asphemy WOU entaıl] A ouilt that the( Cor S19 It 15 CONSCYUCNCC of Jjustificatiıon wıtnesses WOLL transftfer ONTLO the asphemer who
(Rom S21 TIhese AT clear indıcatıons that W d$ be punıshed for theır SINS ell hıs Ihe
reconcılı1atıon wıth God 1ın DPaul has do. NOLT wıth conclusıon be drawn from hıs understandıng 15
the removal of eNmItYy towards God in us, but wıth however the Sa (Leviticus, 62)
the removal of the wrath of God towards us Rec- Lev 2-24 -7,  „

@oncılıatıon CONSsISsSts 1n God adopting A tavourable “Atonement the Pentateuch”, 45
attıtude towards the believer. ° Whereas Justiıfica- Henrı Blocher, La Doctrine du peche ET de Ia redemp-
t1ıon looks AF GOod Judge, reconcıllatıon OO0 AL LON, Vaux-sur-Seine, Edifac, 2000, 137

13 econ Morrıs, The ostolıc reaching of the (LOSS,Hım 4S an offended DartY. Ihe wonder 15 that God rand Rapıds, kerdmans, 1965, ch 1I1Hımself dıd through Christ what had be done
in order that 1T be possıble for Hım take OIl thıs 15

Nıcole.  ö 38f; also Blocher, 132

favourable attıtude towards us He dıd because In the mıddle clause, NE;  S 15 used ıfferently, wıth
pOSSESSIVE suffixe, and has another mMeanıng (« y OUL-He loved USs hıle WEEIC st1ll (ın Hıs sıght) Hıs selves ») See Miılgrom, Levıticus 1L /222 (Anchorenemı1es (Rom 53:6-8), S subject Hıs wrath Bıble), New York, Doubleday, 2000

(Eph 245) Mılgrom that Lev L7 }} 15 only concerned
wıth the aCC offerıng because the prohıbıtion of
eatıng O0 only bears thıs partıcular LYpC of

Notes offerıng SInce the offerer W d$ NOT allowed A
Ihe word ‘holocaust‘ 15 usually used ın Englısh al1Ly of the other sacrıfiıces. He thınks Nat the
nowadavs for the shoah, whiıch 15 unfortunate SINCEe OO of the PC3 offerıng WAasSs be offered God
the shoah 15 NOT be SCCH 4A11 atonıng sacrıfıce ATONE tor the slaughter of the anımal, Ssınce kıllıng
offered God In French, holocauste 15 the usual anımal A hıs MmMeat 15 consıdered A murder
MNainnc tor the sacrıfıce of Lev V.3-4 Levıticus 1/-2Z2Z2. Ihıs VIEW has

eıl] and Delıtzsch. 10101CA: Commentary be rejected. ng for other PUrDOSCS,
the Old lestament, vol BE: The Pentateuch, rand for instance at hunting, 15 NOT consıdered murder.
pıds, kerdmans, 1978 291 Nowhere Ise 15 kıllıng anımal 6Cat hıs esn
Alfred Marx, Les Sacrıfices de ”Ancıen lestament, consıdered murder. Ihe SIN that 15 at stake in v4

Cahrers  AT Evangıle 1LE Parıs, Cerf. 2000, 12,24- does NOT therefore CONsIıst ın Ing the anımal, but
ın NOT presenting the OO G0od T: the

See for instance Marchand Ennery, Dictuonnaure Furthermore, It 15 NOT pecıfıed that vl  e only has
hebreu-francats, Parıs, Labrairie Colbo, 1971 do wıth the offering. IThe mentıon of the
Brown, Drıver, Briggs, Hebrew and holocaust alongside the offerıng v.8 SUS-
Englısh Lexıcon Olld lestament, or Uniıver- that the LEVEILISC 1S He OVEe all, OLIC has
SIty Press, 1979 COM DAIC the ıpper function assıgned the OO0
Emuiule Nıcole, << Atonement In the Pentateuch D The here wıth the double fact that kıpper function 15

of the AÄAtonement, Ch  m Hılls ed.. Downers assıgned the holocaust and that A ([070] rıte takes
Grove, F 2004, place ıIn the rıtual of the holocaust (Eev 1.3-4)
Gordon Wenham. The Book of Leviticus COL): What 15 saıd ın Lev K3 15 the explanatıon of the

EuroJTh 1T6:7
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blood rite in all offerıngs ınvolving 0)3(8 XN 48, 1999/5, 231-33
L7 Leviticus 1-16, 162, though ılgrom hımself pre- 29 Levitique 1-16, 235

3()
18

ters the meanıng “pleasıng aroma”. Mary Douglas, I’Anthropologue EL Ia Lecture
mıle Nıcole, << Un Sacrıfice de bonne odeur du Leviıtique, Parıs, aVarı 2004, TTT
SDVT ET VIE, Festchrift amu el Benetreau, Cle 31 ılgrom wrıtes that thıs kınd of sacrıhice Was offered
an, Excelsis, 1997 55-70 for PCISONS who could NOLT have siınned: ladıes whıe

Hartley well Leviticus (Word 1011CA. 1ad g1ıven bırth (Lev 1L2)% the priests the day
„Oommentary), Waxo, Word, 1992 of theır consecratıon CLEV 814 x the
Emıile Nıcole, << Un Sacrıhice de bonne odeur , Nazırıte ON the day of the completion of hıs VO

Peter-Contesse, Levitiqgue FE (Com- (Num 6:14) He therefore that the Name
MENTALVES de PAncıen lestament), Geneve, Or er of thıs sacrıfıce NUST be understood ın accordance
Fıdes, 19953,

Ja
wıth the meanıng of the prel form of the verb hatta)
which i1NCAN O cleanse bLeviticus 1-16, 175 CXPUTF: gateWenham, Levıticus, 5 decontamınate”. Hence hıs translatıon for the Na

23 Hartley, Leviticus, of thıs sacrıfıce NOT CC  SIN offering”, but “purificationenham, Levıticus, 55 offering”. Though OC INAaYy aACCCDTE the understandıng25 Better than NIV. ..  So that An wıll be acceptable”. “purıification offering” (also adopted Dy Wenham,
Hartley ArSsu tor the atter translatıon the 881), iIt 15 inK opınıon besides the poınt Sa y that
Sroun that the Sar ıdea 15 repeated in v4 where thıs kınd of sacrıfıce W adaS sometımes requıred of PCTI-It 15 clearly the offerıng that 15 acceptable However, who had NOT sınned. Ihe Hebrew hata) CC  Sın  9
ıf the ftormula of V3 referred the offerıng, OTIC
would CXPEC % It ON earlher ın the sentence

retfers A transgression of A Orm, be It A moral

the anımal has be wıthout defect order be
rıtual OTrIT Ihe rıtual impurıty ollowıng } chıld

delıvery 15 therefore consıdered hata) IThe offer-acceptable. ut the ıdea 1S, rather. that the Israelıte ıng of sacrıfiıce tor SIN for the prıests ON the day ofhas PrEeSCHt such an offerıng at the entfrance of the
tent when he COMNCS worshiıp God, order that

theır cOonsecratıiıon and for the Nazırıtes the day
of the cpmp_letion of theır VOWS INay be understoodhe be accepted. Peter-Contesse (Levitique 1-16, ON sımılar lınes the SIN offerıng that W as Part of39) poılnts other where It 15 the offerer who the ritual of the Yom ur those sacrıfıces WEEIC15 accepted (Lev 195 21929° 2511 where the be offered tor the SINS that had been previouslyword lırtsonkem 15 naturally taken Al meanıng

SsSo that YOoUu IMaV be accepted”)
commıtted by the priests and the Nazırıtes, because
the courtyard of the SANCLUALCY IC they WEICSee Barr, The SEmMmAantıcs of 1011CA : Language, standıng W as defiled by these SINS It W as thus taughtOr Universıity Press, 1961, TI that CINg priest performıng nazırıte VO dıdSome call 1t the “cCommunıo0on offering” because of NOT one for SIN those who WEeEeIC consecratedthe meal taken by the offerer and hıs famıly

shall SC iın what follows Thıs Na 15 descr1iptive
the Lord, priests Nazırıtes, needed in fact
specıal atonemen for theır S1NS.ol part of the sıgnıfıcance of the tife: It ar 15 372 For MOTC developments thıs pomnt, SC“translatıon of the TCW Name of thıs offering. Romerowskı, T/’eurre du Samnt-Esprit dans PhıistoireMiılgrom translates ell being offering”, OL,

another suggest10n, wrıtes that Siınce the pıel form
du salut, Cleon d’Andran, Excelsıs Nogent-sur-
Marne, Institut Bıblıque, 2005 especıially 5135-of the verb shallem al ICDAY  T thıs offerıng SE/ S3281 238

INay have been consıdered A WAY of repayıng God 33 See John Murray, Redemptiun Accomplished andtor Hıs esSINSS. Ihe meanıng “peace offerın » for Abpplied, rand Rapıds, kerdmans, 197/5,; 33-the a of thıs sacrıfıce 15 IMOTC congenıal wıth Ifs
atonıng function. and Leon Morris, The Abostolıc reachıng of the

28 Henrı1 Blocher, << Diıvıne commensalıte G Fac LOSS, ch VII
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