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Prayer, Sacrıfice and Forgiveness1
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UMMARY appea!l for forgiveness the hasıis of hesed alone
IS made hecause the sSiInner has overstepped

KeYy factor In the approac God In the Old esta- the boundaries of the V  p and the sacrificial
ent IS sacrifice. However, there aAare OCCAasSIıONSs where m IS nOT eiffecCLiIve For those within the V  J the
the sacrificial system PDTOVES inadequate, and appeal IS sacrificial system, which also has spiritual and interior
made directly God, the hasis of his esel This aspect, IS the prescribed WdY of approaching God for for-

gıveness and the Old Jestament writers do not envisagesecond approac God, IC does not depend
sacrifices, IS sometimes SPERE|T/] ODEN the WdY for devel- Its replacement. kecognising the ongoling significance of
opment for IC support IS also claimed from SOTTIE the Old Testament sacrificial system (up ıts fulfilment

In the sacrifice of Christ) allows N draw from ıt theo-pre-exilic prophetic literature) dAVWVdY from sacrifice AS the
rimary factor In forgiveness, towards something 1NOTE logical principles that continue he relevant the life
interior and spiritual. In his will uggest that the of the Church

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG gebung auf der alleinigen Grundlage derselben EeSseEl
(‚ottes notwendig ist, wWeI|l der Sünder die (irenzen des

pfer sind eIn Schlüsselelement He den Annäherungen Bundes überschritten hat und das Opfersystem er
C JO1T ıIm Alten Jestament. S gibt allerdings Punkte, nicht wirksam ıst. Fur diejenigen innerhalb des Bundes
denen sich das Opfersystem als inadäquat erweiıst Ist das Opfersystem, das ebenfalls eiınen spirituellen und

und [Nalrl sich direkt (jott wendet auf der rund- innerlichen Aspekt nesitzt, der vorgeschriebene VWeg der
lage seINeEeSs ESsE Jese zweilte Annäherung (GOtt, die Annäherung (jott Im lic| auf Vergebung, und die

Schreiber des Alten JTestaments en nicht die rset-nicht auf dem pfer basiert, ird manchmal als Anstof$
eiıner Entwicklung gesehen, für die [Narn auch nter- ZUNg dieses Systems In ıhrem Blickfeld [ Jie Anerken-

stutzung dUus$s Teilen der vor-exilischen prophetischen NUuNgs der bleibenden Bedeutung des alttestamentlichen
| ıteratur In nspruc nımmt und die sich Vo pfer als Opfersystems (bis seIıner Erfüllung Im pfer Christi
primärem Faktor he! der Vergebung ab- und eıner star- erlaubt S, theologische Prinziplen AaUs$s diesem System
ker innerlichen und spirituellen |)ımension zuwendet. abzuleiten, die VOI] bleibender Bedeutung für das | eben
In diesem Artikel schlage ich VOTr, dass die Bıtte Ver- der Kirche sind

RESUME
1a EsE divine seule, c’est UUC e pEcheur

ans ’Ancien Testament, les sacrifices Jouent röle outrepasse les imites fiXxees Dar ’alliance et sıtue
important DOUT r  r dUX Israelites de s’approcher dehors des CdS5 VOUT lesquels etaıt DOossible d/’offrir des
de Jeu ans Certaıiıns Cd>, les sacrifices s’averent inade- sacrifices. Pour les Cas Drevus Dar |’alliance, ’offrande de
quats eTt est alt directement appe!l DIeuU, SUr 19 hase sacrifices, qui devait AaUSS! atre accompagnee d’une cer-
de ese ette Aauftr: maniere de s’approcher de Ieu taıne attitude spirituelle interieure, demeure Ia condition
S5ans offrir de sacrifice est arfois consideree IM requise DOUT s’approcher de | Dieu et obtenir SOM Dardon
Ouvrant Ia vole Un  (D &volution Otant AdUX sacrifices leur et les auteurs de ’Ancien JTestament n envisagent UCU-
röle de principal DOUT obtenir le Dardon meft- nement SOM remplacement. |Je I9 valeur constante du
tant /accent davantage SUr UNe attitude spirituelle inte- systeme sacrificiel de ’Ancien Testament JUusqu’a SOM
rieure (et l’on pretend AaUSS! rouver 1a meme tendance accomplissement dans E sacrifice de Christ), peut
dans certaıns t[extes de Ia litterature prophetique nreexili- ırer des princıpes theologiques QuI demeurent perti-
que) |’auteur en de Montrer YUC, lorsqu/’on ait appe! nents DOUT Ia VIEe de l’Eglise.
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Sacrifice 4aN! Forgiveness Ity 15 that the sacrıfıce W AaSs offered Lanlsom
the victım dıed instead of the worshıipper. In thısIhere 15 debate about whether Genesı1is INay

properly be characterised AaSs through which (dSC the sacrıfıce ould aVE the effect of turnıng
SIN entered the world AaN! ıntected CVCLY member AWAY od’s punıshment. Ihe ıdea that ıt 1Vves
of the uman Ta However, though the term al soothıng VOMUA (LeYv. 1:9) also turnıng

AWAY wrath anı attractıng Od’s favour the OCINaYy NOLT be used, an eed be WAarY of readıng who offered ıt.® Pressing hand the victım hasLOO much 1Into the CCXTt the effect of SIN described
in enes1is 4-1 human beings anı the also en tradıtıonally Iınked wıth the transference
order of creati1on, OCSs indıcate far-reachıng anı of SIN, AS 1in the CdSC of the ZOaALZ the

Day of Atonement (Lev. 16:21-22): However, thecontinumng sıgnıficanNCe. G0d’s g0o0d creation W as
ZOaAL for Arzazel W3AasSs then led OUT of the CaMpD, NOTspout Dy human dısobedience; AT the remaınder

of the primaeval history catalogues continung sacrıfıced the altar‘” aAM 1t unlıkely that
anı deepening decline 1nto SIN Trom the STAIT, thıs the practice in relatıon the burnt anı purıfica-
15 key tactor affecting uman relatıonsh1ps wıth tıon offerıngs ENVISASES the lıteral transference of

SIN whıch 15 ften lIınked wıth the ıdea of penalGod, aMı eeds be addressed. substıtution, whereby the anımal became oultyIn Israeh formal provısıon tor forg1veness W

provıded wıthın the sacrıfiıcıal system.“ key term
4a1l W as punıshed 1in place of the sınner. *© It IMaYy be

ere 15 ’atonement:, hıch INay indıcate cleans- possıble, though, thınk 1n of INOTC S yIn-
bolıc transtierehce . in the that the SIN of theıng purıfıcatıon, the payment of ransom >® worshıpper necessitates the death of the Sacrınce;Ihe burnt offering played maJor role ın makıng anı A result of that death, the sinner 15 freed from

aTONeCINeEN for SIN (e.g Lev ]  > Num 15:28:
Sam 24:25; Job 1  > 42:8), anı turnıng AWAY ouunt hıs contıinues the ıdea of the sacrıfıce 4S

0d’s wrath (Gen O-21; Chr. 29:7-8 LALlSOI whiıch be LL1LOTEC explicıtly ASSOCI-
ated wıth the reparatiıon offeriıng (though 1n thatIwo turther offerings, also specıfically ınked wıth CdsSC hand 15 NOT laı1d the anımal). Ihere I114 V,makıng atonement”, dIC the purıficatuon offerıng though, st1l] be ınk wıth the rıtual of the Day ofhatta’t) often referred a the un offering,” aMı the

reparatiıon offerıng (asam). Fach of these
Atonement. On that OCCAS1ON, layıng (both) hands

the anımal W as accompanıed by the confessionsacrıflces 15 accompanıcd DYy dıstinctive rıtual; of SIN (Lev. 16:21 Contession 15 also specıficallythough they aVe several factors 1n COININON, ind1- mentioned 1n relatıon the purıfıcatıon offerıngcatıng key elements 1ın sacrıficıal ıTOoONeEMEN! Where (LEV. 53; AN! approprıiate pomt for thıs ould
the offerıng W as made DYy indıvıdual, he brought

unblemiıished anımal the SANCLUAY; 1in the Casc
be when the worshı1ıpper PUt hıs hand the aN1-
ma[l’s head prior kıllıng It In thıs 1ıt 15 1MpoOr-of the burnt offerıng AN! the purıfıcatıon offerıng FAn OTE that; however mechanıstıic the ritual of

he a1d (Or presse, hand 1T anı slaughtered ir sacrıfiıce Decame., sıgnıfıcant interi10r 2.SPCCt W ds
'Ihe blood W as then taken Dy the priest and. for the PreseCnNt, aM vıtal, from the beginnıng.burnt AT reparation offerıngs, W as sprinkled second COINLMNMNOIN factor sacrıfıce 15 the shed-

W as meared the horns of the altar AaN! the rest
sıdes of the altar: for the purıfıcation offering, 1T dıng of blood Sacrıfices dıfferent roles, an

that for the dıfferences 1n the partıcularpoured ar the AaSsSe of the altar. anımals offered AN! the WaYy the blood WAS sed.
Ihe practice of pressing hand the anımal However, despite the dıfferent emphases, 1T 15 clear

before kıllıng 1T 15 sıgnıfıcant. In the ( A of the that the shedding of blood plays ımportant partburnt offerıng, SOTIM1I1C explanatıon 15 oIven: he 15 LO in dealıng wıth the separatıon from God caused DYyLay hıs hand the head0 burnt offerıng, and R SIN hıs 15 est explaıned DY the ıdea of substıitu-
II be accepted hıs behalf LO make ALONEMENT for t10nary aAatonemen shedding blood sıgnıfıes death;hım (Lev. 4).° hıs SUSSCSES element of subst1- AD the death of the anımal, behalfof the sinner
tutiıon the anımal 15 offered behalf of the siınner. Or sınful COMMUNLITY, the WdY for cCleansıngBy putting hıs hand the anımal’s head, the WOT- anı forg1veness, aM for continued
shıpper ıdentified hımself wıth the sacrıfıce, which hıs people.
W as then kılled in hıs place. One WdYy of under- Ihe sacrıfiıcıal SYSTCM, then: offered partıal
standıng thıs 15 AS a of surrender: through the solution the eed for forg1veness an Maıln-
sacrıfiıce the worshıpper offered hıs z ıfe taın the relatıonshıp wıth God in the face of human
God./ Another, NOT mutually exclusıve, poss1ıbil- SIN But 1t W as partıal: NOLT al S1NS could bDe atoned
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tor in thıs WAaY. In general, the burnt offerıngs AN|! apposıtıon he has broken COPENANLT, indıcatıng
the purıficatıon offeriıngs covered only unınten- level of equıvalence between the CXPrESS1ONS.
tional S1INS TIhe annual Day of Atonement made Breakıng the mıght thus be SCCIL, NOT AS

OC LHOHEG offence that results 1n being CUT off fromprovisıon for the delıberate S1INS of the natıon; but
there AaDPCALS aVEC een sımılar provısıon for the people (the partıcular offence eGre 15 the faıl-
the delıberate S1INS of iındıyvıduals. Some 1lful SIN UT«c be cırcumcısed), but the general Category
directed agalnst the property of others MaYy aAVe Into which of the offences deserving of that Par-
CSn covered by the reparatıon offering, whıch W as ticular punıshment A incorporated. Ihe CXDICS-

S10N cut off from hıs people‘ nıkrat ME AMMAYWaccompanıed Dy compensatıon for the wronged
But wılful defilance of the laws that touched miıght, therefore, be taken iındıcate that; under

the aAM character of God hımself could NOT certaın Cırcumstances, God wıll ACt PDUut
be atoned for through sacrıfiıce. Numbers 15:77. Party outsıde the communıty AT OUFT-
21 SETS OUTt the alternatıves: for those who SIN sıde the protection of the covenant *> Ihe Sinaılt1ıc
unıntentionally, aıtonemen Can be made through Covenant proviıded safeguards ftor the natıon 4A5

sacrıfıce (VV. 2/-29); whereas who S1INS WIl- whole 1n theır relatıonshıp wıth God; thıs iıncluded
fully MUSE he CUT hıse (VV. 30-31 hıs turnıng AaWaY 0d’s wrath Dy offerıng appropriate
15 probably be Iınked wıth .0d’s dırect aCt1VItY. “ sacrıfices, 2081 provıdıng worshıp eNnvıronment
On SOMIC OCCAS1O0NS that 15 explicıt: II SEL my face which siınful human beings could approach aAM
agamst that DErTSON. . and Il CULT hım hıs MIeCET wıth holy God Certain offences miıght ead
heople (Lev. /: 40 SC also Lev 205 5'7 E7zek those safeguards being wıthdrawn; puttmg the
14:8) It 15 lıkely that there ould also be SOMNC sınner beyond the of the aN!
correspondıng actıon wıthın the Jegal system; > beyond the proviısıon of SACKCES, whiıch ATC only
in umbers 15:32-306, A example of what 1T valıd those who ATC wıthın the covenant.!®

such Cırcumstances, where the Sinner 15SIN wilfully, the Sabbath-breaker 15 taken
outsıde the CaMp AN! stoned death (CE. Exod beyond the reach of the sacrıfıcıal SYStCM, there 15
31:14; Lev 25:29)% anı Levıtıcus 20:3, sacrı- still, though, the poss1bilıty of fOrg1VveneSS through
NCNg chıildren the god Molech, whiıch results dırect appecal the hesed of God
In God cutting the offender off ftrom hıs people,
also calls for the death penalty. However, the COIMN- Hesed 4N Forgivenessmunıty actıon 15 NOLT described specıfically A effect-
ıng the "cutting O& that remaın .Od’s Hesed 15 characteristically Hebrew word wıth
prerogatıve. the ComMmMUNItY O€Ss NOT CarrYy precıse Englısh equivalent.*/ It iıncludes kındness
OUuUTt Its Judıcıal respons1buıty, God wıll st11! take aM INCICY, aAM there 15 close ınk between hesed

an rahamım (kındness). However, hesed 15 LOTCactıon agalnst the PartYy AaN! al y others who
condone hıs conduct (Lev. 20:5) Ihe of than the emotı1onal, benevolent the
the threat 1n Jegal FCONTEXT 15 unclear. *$ It INaYy eed of another; 1t also includes loyalty anı oblı-
refer (thoug NOLTL necessarıly iımme- gatIonN: of du aAM althful commıtment
dıate) death, Judgment beyond the DYy do what 15 Ccht. - In the Old JTestament, the
being denıed the PrODCI burıal that ould enable TEr (JEGAITS predominantly in the CONTEXT of rela-
continued fellowshıp wıth aNCESTOTS, OT being tionsh1ps, AN! especıially relatıonshı1ps.
denıed descendants. It 15 IMOTC natural, though, Ihe FETIN 15 frequently translated 1OVe : though
take ıt, primarıly, refer severıng the sınner’s the UsSc of qualifiers, such 4S steadfast love, ODENANLT
ınk wıth the COMMUNItTY. Sımıinlar EXPrESSIONS refer love, aMn unfaılıng love, emphasıses that the term

offenders being CIIT off from the communıty iıncludes loyal commıtment; hesed 'expresses, 11-

(Num 19:20 an from Israel (Exod. 1245 I9: tially, aıthfulness and loyal conduct wıthın the
Num 19:13 hıs INAYy ınvolve formal expulsıon CONTEXT of relatıonshı1p; 1T 15 ınward cOommıt-
from the nation, * but 15 NOT lIımıted ıt, SINCE MentTt aM dısposıtıon of goodwill together wıth 1ts
eXxcommunNnıcCatıon ould requıre judıcıal actıon aM outward expression 1n dutıiful Afl!| Compassıonate

act10 DE.0d’s threat INay be carrıed OUT wıthout the COOD-
eratıon of the Judıcıary. Gienes1is 1/:14 ESE: refers PrODCI conduct wıthın ıman
ınk between being CHT off from the people AN! relatıonsh1ps anı wıthın society,““ and, OCCAS1O0N-
MOVINg outsıde the boundarıes of the In ally, the PrODCr of people God.?}
that V  < /he] Il he CUET 0M hıse 15 1n It 15 also.  5 MMOTC frequently, assoc1ated wıth 0d’s
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humankınd. It foures promınently in show the undeservin 28
the orthodox of the attrıbutes of God Ihe rst of these buılds the ıdea of oblıga-
that ADPCALs in ItSs Dbasıc ftorm in Fxodus 34  O the t10N. God has commıtted hımself hıs people anı
LORD, the LORD, the compassıonate and gracıous God, they Can CXPCCt hım behave towards them in
siow L! an aboundıng In hesed and faıth- partıcular WAdY. THUS-. the Psalmıst SayS from EDEV-

fulness;“ anı in the extended SUMINAL’ V, which lastıng everlastıng the LORD hesed 15 wıth those
CONtINUES INto Exodus 34: 7, It 15 the only dıvıne who fear hım, and hıs rıghteousness wıth theır chıl-
attrıbute be mentioned twıice.25 Because of 1ts dren’s chıldren wıth those who keep hıs and
close 4SSOC1at1ON wıth COVENANTS socı1al setting, vremember obey hıs (Psa 105 17L In
It 15 NOT surprisıng that hesed 15 closely lınked, LOO. thıs CaSC. the relatıonshı1p 15 perce1ved be good
wıth dıvıne COVENANTS 0d’s relatiıonshıp wıth hıs OTrdEer aAM ftaıthful dıvıne actiON, which corresponds
people 15 referred 4A5 0f hesed: — aM in hesed, IMaYy be expected. Although the lınk 15 NOLT
several the ESE: anı berıt (referring specıfic 1ın the Old Testament, It 15 reasonable

dıvıne COVCNaAN CT in parallel couplets.“ thınk of sacrıfice 1n thıs CateSOTY. Where offerıngs
Ihe relatıonshıp between hesed an! the COWV- ATIC brought rıght spırıt 1n accordance wıth the

between God aAN! hıs people 15 expressed requırements of the ‘5 the dıvıne>
in complementary WaYysS Fırst, hesed der1ıves also iın faıthfulness the_ 15 forg1ve.
from the By entering Into Ihe offerıng of sacrıfices 15 thus NOT opposed
wıth hıs people, God has bound hımself cshow hesed; the sacrıfıcıal SYSTCM, along wıth CVCLY ther
hesed them hıs 15 emphasısed, for example, aspCCL of theD} 15 effective precıisely because
Psalm — fOr theır sake /Yahweh[ rvemembered of G10d’s hesed because of hıs Jovıng, aıthful aM
hıs and OUT of hıs hesed he velented. ONgOoINg commıtment hıs people.
Here, hesed. 15 the CONTENT of berıt an the eX1ISTt- In the second CASC, ESE. closer 111Ca
AI of the that Go0od has NOLT forgotten) ıngJ Here. the relatıonshı1ıp 15 NOT good
provıdes the Dasıs for the ESE: that he cshows order; the appellant CANNOLT make aLLY claıms
the people. hıs dıvıne hesed that OWS from the GOod aM has rıght CXPC CL favourable

includes love, Ooyalty AaN! faıthfulness from hım AnYy appeal 15 the basıs of
0d’s promıises. It miıght iınclude, LOO. 0d’s an alone. Such appecals dAdIC Dar-
the kındness, anı that bears wıth, an tiıcularly promınent the Psalms especılally, AS
remaılns commıtted CO, hıs people despıite theır SIN,; mıght be CXpeECtEd., in the CONTEXT of PraycCrs tor
aM provıdes the basıs for forg1veness anı estToOora- forgiveness.“” ımportant example 15 in Psalm
t10N; though agaln, 1n the CONLE XI of theır previ- Here. the psalmıst, who AS the psalm’s
ously establıshed relatıonshıp.“® hıs leads the tiıtle suggests,* has commıtted the kınd of ser10US,
second ımportant characterıistic of 0d’s hesed. As delıberate SIN that ould PUut hım outsıde the PTrO-
well 4A5 derıving from the relatıonshıp between G0od VIS1ON of the sacrıficıal SYStem, Have
aN! hıs people, It also becomes the bDy which M, God, accordıng YOUT hesed; accordıng
that relatıonsh1ıp continues, PEn though, because YOUT COMpPAasSION blot OUET LYANSGVESSIONS. In
of the people’s unfaıthfulness, It mıght properly thıs sıtuatiıon the offender has stepped outsıde the
be termınated. hıs 15 evıdent, in relatıon the bounds of the„hıs SIN has put hım beyond
Davıdıc ‘5 1n Psalm 89:728 /Yahnweh] the normal covenantal PrOVIS10NS for forg1veness
II maıntaın hesed /the Davıdıc kıng] and and cshould ead hım, rghtly, eing Curt off from

wıth hım ll EVDET faıl Here. rather hıs people.““ Aware that he mıght face dırect dıvıne
than Nowıng from the‘hesed provıdes the ACHOMN, the psalmıst pleads, the basıs of 0d’s
basıs whıch God wıll maılntaın the hesed, e parallel wıth rahamım (compassıon’),
an CILISUTC that It wıll NOLTL enN! When applıed MOTrec that he wıll NOT be CAStT from .0d’s (V.
generally, thıs provıdes the bhasıs for the restoratiıon 11la a]) Ihe strength of the Janguage SADE
of the natıon, aMı leads, ultımately, the PrOM- from bloodgualt (V. |16| S NOT CASE me from your
1sSe of LICW covenant */ Corresponding these take your Holy A  0M (V. 1151

WaYS of understandıng hesed, ındıyıdual A ındıcates the real poss1bilıty of separatıon from
natıonal PrayCrs whıch appeal 0d’s hesed SCH God hat I1LAY also be suggested by VEeTrSCS 18-19
erally fall Into categorıes: those based the J; whıch when read AS Dart of canonıcal
uprightness of the OHtC in need; and those based whole, pomt time after the appcal 0d’s
NOT human merit, but (G0d’s wıllıngness hesed has een heärd, when the psalmıst INaYy agaln
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Jomm 1n the worshıp of the belıeving COMMUNITY, Mal 1 Ihe spırıtual renewal of Israel wıll
AaN! NNg rıghteous Sacrıfices and whole burnt result in the rıght anı incere offeriıng of sacrıfıces,
fferings hıs ımplıes that those sacrıfices HIN NOT rather than theır cessatıon. Condemnatıon 15 NOLT
presently being OlMered; 17 indıcates breach 1n of sacrıfıce ItSEH. but of the ıdea that the rıtual CT
fellowshıp that needs be restored $° alone 15 sufficıent God.}

Sacrınce; then, 15 ımıted wıthın the bounda- In the CaAasc of Psalm SL, the explanatıon mıght
r1es of the COVCENANLT; aM 15 unable help those be IMOTC straıghtforward. Ihe supphant has placed
who those boundarıes. By„G10d’s hımself beyond the of the sacrıfıcıal SYStem;
hesed, whiıch also Jargely wıthın the mutual anı hıs words might be taken, NOLT AS general
relatıonshıp established DYy the5 15 CI- StTatement about SACKICE: but ASs COMMENT hıs
theless able reach OULT those beyond Its lımıts, sıtnuatıon before God. Because hıs SIN PDUtSs hım
An offer the fOrg1veness that allows them be outsıde the PrOVIS1ONS of the:there 15 110
drawn back into restored relatıonshıp wıth God anımal sacrıfıce that he LUN bring hıs fits wıth the

canonıcal setting of the psalm, SINCE the sacrıfıcıal
Is sacrıfice necessary? SYStem contaıns provısıon for adı)

CCr Yy AN! murder. ©S that 15 eft the psalmıst
In Psalm 1, the psalmıst NOT only appeals 0d’s 15 Eru contrıtion. Thıs, LOO, fits wıth the psalm’s
ESE but also AaDPDPCAaLs take negatıve 1e6W of canonıcal COMLEXE AT the narratıve 1ın Samuel
sacrıflce: You do NOT delıght In ACrifLCE, would 1-14, where Nathan confronts Davıd Vr hıs
brıng i YOU NOT take pleasure IN bhurnt offerıngs. S1N, Davıd’s repentance 15 ımmediately ollowed byThe SACVIfLCES of God ANVE OREN spirıt; '"OREN and athan’s ProNOUNCEMECN of absolution the LORD
contrıte heart, God, YON JII NOT despise (VV. 1617 has taken AWO) YOUT In (V. 1:3) wıth mention
18-19]1). Some take thıs ımply repudıatıon of of sacrıfice.
anımal sacrıflces an claım Sllpp0ft from the PIC- Ihere INaYy be element of thıs, LOO. the
ey1lıc prophets, who also apPPCar reject sacrıfıce prophetic indıctment of sacrıfiıce. Indeed, 1T might
in favour of rıght interi10r attıtude (e.@ Isa - CVCN be possıble SC Psalm 51 aASs provıdıng
1/: Jer. 6:20; Hos 6 Amos®Miıc pattern for the r epentance of the natıon 4A5 whole
S) f 15 VCLY unlıkely, though, that the prophets As well AS condemnıng reli&10Us formalısm an
condemn sacrıflces DE What they do condemn syncretism, the prophets also the break-
15 all worshiıp that has een corrupted by long OWN of the relatıonshıp between GO0d
term the worshı1p of ther gods, AaN| AaN) hıs people.- For Chem, 45 for the psalmıst,
educed formal, external riıtual wıthout iınward standıng outsıde the ‘5 there dAdIC longer
consecration. that miıght CVECI iınclude PYAayeEr allYy sacrıfices that Can be offered make e-

for theır SIN about G0od NOLTwhıch W as offered inappropriately (Isa. 1: 159;
though there 15 Ser10us suggest1on that the accepting being pleased. wıth sacrıfiıce could
prophets rejected the practice of Praycer. be related specıfically that CONTLECXT, rather than

One WaY of interpreting thıs negatıve language taken A general STALEMENTS about the continumng
15 that 1T 15 relatıve: NOT rejecting sacrıfıce OUT- relevance (Oor otherwise) of the sacrıfiıcıal Sy5t€l'l'l.
rght, but asserting that 1T has meanıng only when (G1iven the spırıtual condıtıon of the natıon, there
accompanıed by, an subordinated C rıght inte- AVE NO Sacrıfices that the people CLUN bring;* that
MOr attıtude. . ®> 'Ihe prophet Samuel, who W as CC - remalns, 4A5 1n the ( of the psalmıst, 15 sincere
taınly NOLT agalnst sacrıfıce, SayS somethıng sımılar A heartfelt r CPCIItQHCC aN! G0od
when he Crit1iC1ses Saul’s dısobedience: Does the also.  5 AS 1n the CadasSC of the psalmıst, forg1ıveness AaN!
LOrRD delıght In burnt offerıngs and SACVIfLCES 7AY much the poss1ıbilıty of restoratiıon 15 based dıvıne
ZAN In obeyıng the DOLCE of the LORD? 10 obey 15 better hesed Ihe COVENANT has een broken; but .0d’s
than ACrIfiCE, and heed 15 hetter than the fat of rams faıthful cCOMMIıtMeNtT hıs people the WaY
(1 Sam 15:22 In the discussıon of the ONZO- tor the possı1ıbilıty of L1ICW relatıonshıp AN! DCW

ıng sıgnıfcaNCE of the sacrıfıcıal SYSTEM, 1T 15 also based hesed;*' and 4A5 Psalm
worth noting that sacrıflces still AVE place after 5: for the opportunıty offer rıghteous SaCcr1-
the return from exıle (e.2 Ezra 1'> Neh 12:43; fices. +

1:6-9), and, perhaps CVeCHn IMOTEC sıgnıfıcantly, However, ıf LLIOTIC Ser10us SIN CAB be forgiven DY
wıthın the hetic VIS1ION of the kın dom of God dırect appecal hesed,;, surely lesser S1NS could
(Jer. 55:18: Ezek 40:35-43; 46; Zec 14:20-21; be dealt wıth in the SaLlılc WAdY; 15 there al y fur-
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ther eed for sacrıfice” Commenting Psalm S, the rıtual AT W as prescribed, sincerıty of penıtencelate SaysS °*the supplhıant 15 SUTC that the sacrıfices could NOT dıspense wıth ir Neıther could the aCi
of “broken spırıt” an “contrıte eart” ould dıspense wıth the spırıt, anı the prophets there-
be acceptable God Ihe worshiıper who offers fore insısted that the Aı MUST be infused wıth the
thıs sacrıfıce, accompanıed Dy burnt offerıngs OTr Spirt . Ihe TLMOVC from dependence sacrıfices
nNOt, Can be of dıvyıne acceptance - Whıle thıs dırect appeal 0d’s hesed 15 NOT the result
OC€Ss NOT indıcate the rejection of anımal sacrıfıces, of development from external rıtual deeperIT that they INaYy be optional CXLa, a! commMuUNION wıth God AVC SCCIL, sıgnıf-that when It forg1veness, the psalmıst has C40 factor in the negatıve attıtude towards Ssacr1ı-
turned from them penıtent Dravycer, whıch 200 fice 15 that outsıde of the Ifs ProVviS10Nsvides better WAaY. Kıuchit AaPPCArs take sımılar do NOLT apply. Ihe problem 15 NOLT wıth the SYStCM,1eW “when the symbo. anı what 15 symbolızed ut wıth the people, who aVe faıled maıntaın
become ONC in reality, there 15 eed ftor sacrıfıces the relatıonshıp wıth God that ould allow the
and offerings.“ Tom Chrıstian perspective, that cultic PrOVIS1ONS remaın effective 4® Ihe proph-striıkes chord; but It 15 NOT what the psalmıst 15 ıS also condemn COr rupt syncretistic worshiıp anı
sayıng. He appecals G0d’s ESEi NOLT because of mechanıstic 1e6W of sacrıf1ce; but that, LOO. 15 NOTLT

profound theologiıcal awakenıng AS the Iru: the fault of the sacrıfıcıal SYStEM, which iıncluded
nNnature of sacrıfıce, but because he has cho1ce. interi0r elements of penıtence an contrıtion from
He would bring burnt offerıngs ıf he could (Ps the
51:16 / Lö1): It 15 only because hey that he
looks for dıfferent DAasıs of appeal. he looks
forward restored relatıonshıp where he INaYy Prayer an Sacrifice
agaln offer rıghteous SACVfICES, ıncludıng burnt offer aVe argued that the appecal for [Org1venNESS
InNgsS (V. [ZI1) the basıs of G0d’s hesed 15 alternatıve the

More generally, iın the ıfe of the natıon, the sacrıfıcıal SYStem only where the appel-
prophets’ condemnatıon of sacrıfıce 15 NOLT PIC- lant has placed hımself outsıde the an
sented AS the result of theologıcal enliıghtenment; 1ın place where the pPrOVIS10NS of the cult 1n
It 15 nNECESSILY OCccasıoned by the corruption of general, anı the sacrıfıcıal SYStemM 1in partıcular, do
Iru worshıp, aN! the people’s spırıtual condı- n apply. In other C  5 where sacrıflces INay be
tıon there 15 LTCasSson SUPDPDOSC that offered appropriately, the eX1Istence of FIrul pen1-these factors WE NOLT preschnt, an the sacrıfıcıal anı contrıtıon O€es NOT dıspense wıth the
SYStem W as sıncerely applıed, such negatıve 1eW eed for them In the canonı1ıcal form of Psalm 51
of sacrıfices ould be evıdent. N AVE these approaches God ONC from outsıde the
noted, sacrıfice aN! ther elements of cultic WOT- provısıon of the COVCNANT, the ther from insıde
shıp condemned Dy the prophets, continue fea- 1It eXIST sıde by sıde. Ihe argument about whıch
iLire 1ın the VIS1ON of G10d’s comıng kıngdom, an approach 15 better 15 academıic: they apply dıf-
ATC still acceptable after the spırıtual renewal of the ferent CIrcumstances, and the worshipper O€es NOLT
natıon. aVeE choıce between them We INaY, though, ask

Focusıng the attıtude sacrıfıce 1n SOLII1IC the question: why ATC approaches necessary?of the Psalms Eıchrodt poımnts the priorıty of SIN Can be forgıven wıthout SaCcrIlcE, why continue
praycer wıthout the eed for SACMÄCES, anı speaks wıth (Or CVGn wıth) such complıcated ritual
about GO0d’s rıght dıspense wıth sacrıfıces, framework”? What 15 the dıstinctive sıgnıfıcance of

sacrıfıce wıthın the CONTEXT of the thatwherever theır essent1al meanıng, spırıtual ınter-
COUTSC wıth God, has een overpowerıngly exXper1- makes 1T the prescribed WaY of approach God
enced 1n prayer . hıs emphasıses the iımportance 1n that setting?
of spırıtual cCOoOMMUNI1ON wıth God; however, 1t ÜDıscussions of sacrıfice the Old Testament
almost certamly OVersTLates the CASC, SINCE ONC of often emphasıse the iımportance of iınward CO-
the quoted ın SUppOrT eed ımply that secration, wıthout whıch the rıtual AL has
sacrıfıces AUKE actually dıspensed wıth .46 rıght meanıng.” An  ‘5 ın the rıght COHTEXT, that 1S
interi10r approach G0d eed NOCL, AaN! MaYy NOT, appropriate, CVEeEnn>emphasıs. 14 WAas 11CC-
be separated from the approprıiate offering of sacrı- for the (JId Testament prophets, who had
CES Rowley rıghtly emphasıses the eed ma1ın- contend wıth SroWINg dependence the
taın the balance between spırıt an rıtual: ‘where outward rıte AT the CXDCNSC of real relatıonshıp
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wıth God It W as for the New Testament from the Start, internal an spirıtual aspect.
wrıters, who opposed the outward legal- Sacrıfice W as NOLT mechanıstic rıtual; [OrgIVE-
15SmM that characterised rct udaısm. At Cr remaıned .od’s prerogatıve, an though he
certaın times in the hıstory of the Church 1t has ST 1ın place thıs partıcular system anı 1n
een pomt AWaAY from relıg10Us for- faıthfulness (hesed) commıtted hımself aCCCpL
malısm towards rıght inward approach God; sacrıfiıces that ATC properly offered, hıs hand could
an that remaılns FIru today certaın Church COIl- NOT be forced. Where sacrıfice became inapproprI-

However, that needs be balanced wıth ate  < necessitatıng dırect appecal 0d’s hesed,;
Its (sometimes neglected) CO\1I]tCI‘P&IT! that when the ınward realıty that sacrıfiıce poıints C whıch
the ınward attıtude 15 rıght, the mechanısm of the iıncludes recognıtion of the ser10usnNess of SIN AN!
ritual 15 also sıgnıfıcant. In the Old Testament, SAUaC- PrODCI understandıng Ör what SIN Can do (and
rifice played key role ın relatıon the thıs e has already done) the relatiıonshıp wıth
between God ö ht Israel. key emphasıs of the God, needs bDe, 1in Eıchrodt’s words, "OverpOoW-15 rıght lıving 4A5 revealed 1n the 1LAaWw It eringly experienced in Brayver . Such exceptional
W a5 recognısed that the people ould fanl: aN! that Circumstances I1L1Call that the sinner 15 longer ın
W d>$ provided for; but hıle there W da5 confession place where hıs SIN Call be dealt wıth 4A5
anı the recognıtıon of S1N, there W as NOT deep soul- of routıne, anı calls tor ıfferent approach ınvolv-
searchıng; SIN aM the eed for forgıveness NOT ıng greater contrıtion. We SCC thıs 1n Psalm Sabecome pre-occupatıon. Sacrıfices WeTIC where the level of soul-searching aAM CXpress1ONsformalıty, but they WEeTC routine; wıth the empha- of cCONtrıtıon AN! repentance 15 entirely appropri-S15 sorting OUTt the problem AN! getting back ate, but ZOCS beyond what W as formally requıredthe real 1SSUE of lıving 4A5 the people wıthın the sacrıfıcıal systern. 'Ihe goal, though, 15
of God hıs requıres delıcate balance between reStOre the sınner the communıtYy,being of the SerlOUsSNESS of SIN the OLlC where such exceptional provısıon 15 longer NEC-
hand, and confidence 1in the readıness of Go0od
forgive the other; balance that Chrıistians also Chrıstians ave tended favour the ıdea that
seek Mmaılntaın an NOLT ‚WaYys wıth SUC-

CESS Wıthın the Old Testament CONTEXL, sacrıfiıce the attıtude sacrıfiıce developed wıthın the Old
lestament faıth from exterl10r riıtual inter10ranı the shedding of blood play ımportant part realıty, and SC the attıtude Praycr aM for-1n holdıng that balance. Ihe sacrıfıcıal SYStemM, Sset Y1VveENESS 1n the A4AS part of that development.1n the CONTEXT of relatıonshıp and of the worshi1p- FEarlıer interpretati1ons CVG suggested that thepers’ sincere desıre maıntaın that relatıonshı1p, sacrıfıcıal SYStCITI W as aberration: 1T W as

ASSECTITS 0d’s wiıllıngness fOrZ1IVE; aM provıdes Ar of od’s plan, anı W as only adopted becausethe ASSUTANCC that when worshiıpper offers hıs Israel faıled understand God’s purposes.*“ Vıew-sacrıfıce 1n the rıght WdY, he wıll be forgıven, AN! ıng the sacrıfıcıal SYStCI'I'I 1n thıs WdY, 4S PO-accepted Dy God Also, though sacrıfıce INay be LOU-
LaL Y, less spırıtual element of Old lestament faıth,tine, 1t demonstrates the aM er10us effect lımıts the WaY SE 1ts relevance the Churchof SIN Bringing unblemished anımal 15 costly,

anı cshows that SIN CANNOE sımply be ıgnored. Ihe emphasısıng maınly Itfs inadequacy anı FOCUS-
ıng, partıcularly, Its spırıtualised’ fulfiılment 1inworshıpper”s iınvolvement 1n kıllıng the anımal

ould aVe een stark remınder of the effect of Christ, rather than anı y onNgomng theologıcal S19
nıfiıcance.°% hıs MaYy be ıllustrated in dıagram.the SIN he confesses, and warnıng NOLT step OULT-

sıde the provısıon of the„where substitu-
t1ıonary AONEMCH NOLT apply an where, AS

result, the sSiınner miıght perısh instead. Its publıc
also reCOSNISES that indıyıdual SIN has

effect the ıfe Gr the communıty and thıs MaYy
also De Iınked the fact that the MOST er10us
SIN resulted being CHE off from the COMMUNITY.
TIhe worshipper’s ıdentificatıon wıth the anımal,
through the layıng of hıs hand, mıght also ınd1-
CTE an complete dedıicatıon God

As AaVE noted, the sacrıfıcı1al SYStem had,
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Sacrıficıial SystemSacfificial ;ystem Sacrıificial SYStemJUSWIE]1S9 |JU9WIE1S59 ]
Jesus AaSs the fulfilment

al in Jesus the New of the sacrıfıcıal JOLIOJUT/IDÄBIT
Y4J1EJ]

fulfilment systemJU9 WIE1S9 |New (replacement of Old spirttualisedWE1ISI T
ent

applicationJTestament sacrıfıces
TheotlogicalDemands of holıness;

ser10usness of sın regular application
(publıc?) confess1ion, eicaVE argue that that 1e6W 15 inadequate; the

sacrıficıal system W as part of G0d’s ıntention, aM
wıthın the faıth of the Old Testament W as NOT
intended De replaced.” 'Ihe Old JTestament WwrIit- Conclusion(F pomnt the eed for the renewal of the people;
but wıth VIEW, NOLT dıspensing wıth the eed Ihe primary mechanısm for dealıng wıth the SCDa-

ratıon between God anı Israel caused DYy SIN W asfor sacrıfice, but offering sacrıfiıces properly.iın thıs WdY, sacrıfıce continues hgure the the sacrıfıcıal SyStem, whiıch 15 primarıly assoc1ated
wıth the Sinaıltic TIhe offering ofsacrıflcesprophetic 1eW of G0d’s kıngdom. It remaılns In

ftorce untıl Itfs fulfilment in Chrıiıst’s once-for-all SAaC- represented, from the Start, inter10r, spırıtual
God. and, wıthın the Old Testament,riıfice. Ihıs DEes replace the offerings for SIN In the

Old Testament sacrıfıcıal SYSLCM, NOT 1ın the W as NOT iıntended be replaced though Its CON-
tinuatıon 1into the CEA ofsalvatıon ould requıre theof drıving final naıl Into the cofin of spirıtu-

ally defunct SYStemM, but 1n the of fulfillın spırıtual renewa| of the people. aN deflant
SIN however, could NOT be dealt wıth by the sacrıf1i-ımportant Old Testament theme. hıs ongomgg c1al SYStem, an resulted the sıinner being cut offsıgnıfıcance of sacrıfice wıthın the faıth of the Old from hıs people’ hıch included being PUL OUT-Testament that the princıples underlyıng 1T

such as the sSer10uUusNESs of SIN anı the demands of
sıde the protection anı provısıon of the‘
an iın place where sacrıfıce 15 longer effec-holıness, the recognıtıion that SIN affects the tıve 1n makıng atonemen In these circumstancescommunıty’s AS well AS the iındıyıdual’s relatıonshıp there 15 still the poss1ıbilıty of forg1ıveness throughwıth hım, aAM the ımportance of seckıng fOrg1VE- dırect appecal dıvıne ESE: However, that 15

C6sSS5 regularly, CVCX routinely,”* order maıntaın exception anı OC€s NOLT rCpr' CSCHL general INOVC-
the relatıonshiıp an wıth the primary task of MmMent AWaAY from sacrıfıce towards better WdY of
lıyvıng ut what It be the people of God

remaın relevant the lıfe of the Church. hıs 15
approaching God, through penıtential Prayer,. Its
emphasıs the eed for ınward CONsecratıon W as

110 NOT Just spırıtualısatıon of Old Testament corrective mechanıstic 1eW of SAdC-
theme. (Old Testament relatıng sacrıfıce Cal MAcE: whiıch ocused external rıtual; however, 1ts
be examıned ın theır S rıght aN! SCCH Na E OUT PUrDOSC W as estTtore the sınner the covenantal
theological princıples that INaYy be applıed OUr COMMUNITY; place where sacrıfice could agaln
relatıonshıp wıth, anı approach C God through be offered, ASs ımportant outward eXpression of
Christ. hıs INaYy be expressed 1n dıfferent dıa- inward realıty.
STAaAIMN, whiıich emphasıses the continung theologı- Recognising the ongoming sıgnıfıcance of the SAaC-
cal sıgnıfıcanCeE an relevance of the (Jld Testament riıficı1al SYSTCM, an Its intentional role wıthın the
sacrıfıcıal the lıfe of the Church. relatiıonshıp between God anı hıs people,allows us interrogate It for theological princıplesthat AT stil] applıcable 1n the lıfe of the Church
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today. Old lestament sacrıfice has een completed 6l; cf. John Hartley, Levıticus AL (WBC 4:
Dallas, Word Books, 1992),; 64-66 163]1;AN! perfectly tulfilled 1ın Christ; 1in the lıght of hıs

TICEC aAN! for all self-offering, the riıtual ACt has See Kıuchn, Levıticus, 60-61; grom, Levitı-

passed AaWaY and the approach God focuses Pr1- CUS 1-16, 175 Wenham, Leviticus, 57-63
Although assocı1ated wıth atonemen!: for S1N, thısmarıly inward realıty an there 15 danger 1n offerıng has much INOTC do wıth purıfıcatıonlookıng AT Old lestament sacrıfiıce only in for example after 17° (Kexi 6-/), 1C|

of ItfSs inadequacy an 1ts spirıtualised realısatıon 1n results ceremonı1al uncleanness, but 15 NOT
CAnrist. Whıiılst recognısıng the ıfferent COVCNA See Hartley, Leviticus, 50 ılgrom, Levıticus I
tal sıtuatıon that Chrıst has inaugurated, MUST O: 253-254; Wenham, Leviticus, 88-89:; ct.
NOT lose sıght of those thıngs that Old lestament Kıuchı, Levıticus, 90-91

ir 15 debate about the translatıon of Lev. 1:3sacrıfıce I'CPI'CSCI'ItS 1n order apprecılate, TMNOIC

fully, what Chrıist’s sacrıfiıce S aM in order whether the PUrDOSC 15 make hım (the worshıip-
better understand what IT lıve 4A5 the per) ıE (the sacrıflce) acceptabile. Verse

that 1t 15 the latter (see, C Hartley, Leviticus,people of God Ihe rıtual ACT IMay VE 15  ö however c$. Kiuchı, Levıticus, 56; Wenham,passed aWaY in the lıght of IfSs perfect fulfılment; Leviticus, 55-56); oug 1It 15 offered behalfbut the theologıcal sıgnıfıcance of SacCrmice, A wıth of the worshıppe  L,  5 5 presuma  Y% hıs acceptance 15
other aspects GT the relatıonshıp between God anı also VIEW.
hıs people in the Old JTestament, still stands. UC emphasıses thıs relatıon the burnt offer-

Ing; It symbolıse: “wholehearted’ commıtment,
Notes ıncludıng the death of earthly opes and desıres

(Leviticus, 3-64 Ihe CAasSC, though, 15 prob-
lımıted dıscussıon of the 1SSUES raised thıs artı- ably overstated, and FeESTS LOO much the Chrıstian

cle 15 nCcIude: in FECEHNT book. obın outledge, dıstınction between the spırıtual and the physıcal,
Old Testament 1 heology: Thematıc Approac, (Not- 1C 15 far less pronounced Old lestament the-
ıngham Apollos, SCC especıally 194- ology.
204 "Soo aroma” 15 probably better translatıon

usıng the term ‘sacrıfıcıal system' primarıly in than c  pleasıng aroma”’ NRSV Ihe CXDICS-
relatıon the organısed appro aC. sacrıfıce and S10N 15 usually ınked wıth the burnt offerıng (Gen
offerıng assocı1ated wıth the Sınaıutic COVeENAaNT eEre Ö:21; Exod 29716 Lev 1 15 1/) maybe because

quest10ons of when thıs 'system' Was establiıshed only the ATOTI1LA remaıned and, the form of smoke,
Israel Some scholars, followıng Wellhause  ns W as SCCNH Z01Ng up God; though 1t mıght apply

evolutionary VIEW, arguc that ıt reflects late devel- other sacrıfiıces offered DYy fire 1375
OPMeENtT Israel’s worshıp. ere 15 tıme eed artley OTfes that both hands A la1d the .‚DC-

enrter. that debate here; Since COUT OCUuSs 15 the ZOaAL, A becomes defiled 15 sSCNT AW;  >
WaY sacrıfıce 15 viewed the canonıcal FGXt. Some the burnt offerıng sımılarly It could

refer the offerıng of sacrıfıces before NOT be burnt the altar (Levıticus, 0-2
SCC also verbeck, NIDOTTE 3:412;the Sınaıltic COVENaANT ese AT ough, relatıvely

infrequent; do NOT be prescriıbed; and ter Eıchrodt. e0ol0gy of the Old Testament,
NOT ınke. wıth SIN and forgıveness. Ihe fırst cultıc ols London 1-1  e 1:165-166;
lınk between sacrıfıce and SIN 15 the CONTEXT of the ılgrom, Leviticus 1-16, 150-152; ct. Wenham,
communıty establiıshed oug] the Sınaltıic COWV- Leviticus, 62-65
eNant 10 ere mMaYy be A suggestion of thıs Isa 53 D where
Ihe Hebrew term ıpper m  ake atonement’) 15 the punıshment that the people deserve falls the

Pıel form of the verb. It mMaYy be ınke wıth the Servant and SW VIEWS thıs penal substıtution,
Akkadıan, ubDDUurY, and INC:; “purı1fy, cleanse’; satısfyıng dıvıne Justıice; RC John SW;  t. Isauah
the Hebrew,  5 koper, from the Sa root, refers 4()-66 N rand pıds, M{{ Cambrıdge:

paıd for ıfe (e.g Exod 21:30 S0:12: kerdmans, 1998), 3558 er interpretation,
Ds 49:8  ® Isa 43:3); and ıt 15 possıble that both LNOTC in lıne wıth the ıdea of the Servant ouiult/
ıdeas AI present the ıdea of atoneM«CNLT; Nal fur- reparatıon offerıng (Isa 15 that the people’s
ther, Rıchard Averbeck, 2:689-710; punıshment falls the Servant the that hıs
obuyoshı UuC.  &. Levıticus AORLC; Nottingham: eat has turned AWaAY the punıshment they deserve.
Apollos OWNnNers Grove, Inter Varsıty, See also Frank elman. “CIhe Atonement‘

56-57; aCcCo ılgrom, Levıticus LO chor Central Themes In 1011CA : T heology: Mappıing Unity
1'  e vol 55 New York, Doubleday, LOOX) In Diversity, ed Dy Scott Hafemann and DPaul
9-1  5 Gordon Wenham, Levıticus (NICOUN: House (Leicester: Apollos rand pıds, MI
London Hodder Stoughton, ZOÖ: 59- er Academic, 2007), TÜ 2
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11 Offences for whıch ouit offerıng requıired be ıneffectıve iın securıng forgıveness. TIhe ıneffec-
nclude decemving, Iyıng and cheating (Lev. 6:1-7); tualıty of iınappropriately offered sacrıfiıces 15 NOT
these CIV be ınadvertent, vc L when the uUunNnNcCcCOmmMmMON ıdea iın the Old Tlestament.
sınner offers the sacrıfıce and PaVYs the fine, oNne- I Among the words and EXpress10Ns sed render
mMent 15 made and the sınner 15 accounted forgıven the term Englısh Ae8S: love, COWV-

(Lev. 6:7) enant love, steadfast love, everlastıng unfaılıng
Ihe translatıon MÜ be CUT off from hıs love and Oovıngkındness.
eople’ ‚XO 5055 5 231:14 Lev O-21, 18 For rther dıscussıon of ESE: includıng OVCTI-

2527° 17:4,;, 9-10; I8: 29 19:8, 20:17-18; 228 VICEW of CHLTERT opınıon, SCn Gordon Clark, The
Z Num S n 15:30-31) ımplhıes that SOLII1C Word ESE In the EDVYEW Bıble (JSOIS 157 Shef-
actıon 15 expected trom the communıty agalnst the field J89©1 PFESS; 19953); obın outledge, “Hesed
offender; however the nıphal, nıkrat, 15 better trans- Oblıgatıon’, IynBul 46. 1 9-96:;:
ate. ‘he wıall be CuUrTt off” (Gen 17:4; (T rıan Brıtt, ‘Unexpected Attachments: Lıterary

roach the Term ESE: the Hebrew Bıble?1C) 15 probably warnıng ofdıyıne actıon, rather
than instructi1on the COoMMUNItY. JSOT DL E 2005):; 289-307

13 It 15 possı1ıble that “cutting off‘ generally effected 19 outledge, “Hesed Oblıgation", 186
by death (e.g enZ and the Jegal materıjal it E.£ Hos 12:6] A1: Mıiıc 6:8  5 Lec
15 sOometımes SsSCet ongsıde executıon ‚XO 21 1  > E E.g Jer. Z  ® Hos 6:4,6
Lev. 2-3 However, the lınk 15 made specıfic See also.  ® C Num 14:18; Neh Dl Ds 86:15

relatıvely few OCCAaS10NS. Where the expression 103:8; Joel D3 Jon 4:2 $ Dr Bruegge-
(MLUNS other PaASSasCS, it 15 frequently lIınked wıth Man Theology of the Testament: Testimon,, DDıs-
faıled iınheritance (: Sam 283 24:2 1 ct. Kgs DULE, Advocacy ınneapolıs, Fortress, 19297
Z 6:20); ıncludıng the faılure iınheriıt dıyıne DUa
esSINSS (e.g. Kgos Ds 879 Zr 26 34, 38) 22 Brueggemann, eology, Z6
For rther dıscussı0on, of the express10n, S vn w Eryl Deut N P Z Kıngs 8:22 (=2 Chr. 6:14); Neh
Davıes, Numbers (NCB; rand Rapıds, MI Ferd- SZ Dan I Nw CISEs probably refer

the Sınaılt1ic COvenant.111a11: London ars ıckering, L5 P 2583-84 Miılgrom, Levitiucus, 7- Kıuch: E.g Ds 57:28 Isa 54 :10
Leviticus, Dassım; Wenham, Leviticus, 241-243 It 15 the exiıstence of A recognısed relatıonshıp that
Gerhard VO'  - Rad, Testament eology, ols. dıstınguishes ESE.: ftrom the Hebrew term hen
London SCM, 1962-1965), 1:264, F82; how- grace, favour) Ihıs 15 also nNCIuUde!: the ortho-
CVCLI, cr ılgrom, Levıticus, 457-458 Davıes dox INof attrıbutes (BX. 34:6);, where

that for the offender, excomMmMUNICATION ould It 15 ınked wıth dıyıne Compassıon (rahamım).
be death Numbers. Hen and rahamım refer dısposıtion of good
54); SI also VO  - Ra  5 T heology, 1:268: Kıuchı, wıll towards SOINCOTIC iın need, and often

15
Levıticus, 140 compassıon ( DProv. 3:34; Isa 26:10
Kıuchı SC aNtONYMOUS lınk between "cutting but do NOT aVe the close ınks wıth faıthfulness,
off? and atonemen: °the sacrıfıcıal 0Ol oblıgatıon and commıtment that 15 prescht wıth
and the offerer from being CUuUTt off (nıkrat) TÄYA On hen SCC further, C H-J Fabry, SEL
from hıs her people and nables the PCIrSON 2-36; KIPNCE Fretheim, NLDOLLE: 2:203-
remaın wıthın the COVENANT communıty” (Levıticus, 206 rahamım SCC further, C George Miıchael

522) Thıs ımplıes that PCISON 15 CUT off when Butterworth, NIDOTTE,. 5: 10975-95: Sımeon-
there 15 possıbilıty of AafOonNemMeEeN! oug sacrı- OIire and Dahmen, *MDT 2:4237-54
fice  e whıich the order proposing that E.g. Jer. S15 Hos BD

28there 15 possıbilıty of ATONEMECN! through Sacrı- See also Katherine oob CHIC  w The Meanıng of
fice because PCISON has been CuUtTt offt. However, ıt ESE: In the Hebrew New Enquiwry (Miıssoula,
15 possıble S thıs IMOTre mutual relatıonshıp: Scholars 148
where SIN be atoned for, the PCISOI 15 nabled See also Ds 36:10[11 CONTINUE YOUT ese: LO those

emMmaın wıthın the cCommunıty and that 15 key who know NYOU, rıghteousness LO the uprıght In
heart.ole of the sacrıfıcıal SYSteEM. Where SIN NO be

atoned for, the ındıyıdual sınner 15 ( off from the 2() E.g Ds Z 515 130:7
COVeENaANT COoMMUNITY, and deprived of ALLY future 21 Ihe tiıtle of the Psalm provıdes canonıcal wıth
benefit of the sacrıfıcıal VS  m untıl hıs her place Davıd’s adultery wıth athsheba, and indıcates that
wıthın the cCommunıty 15 restored. the theological CONTENT of Psalm 5 1 W AS thought
'Ihıs 15 NOT necessarıly the Sa A} formal CXCOTMNINU- applıcable Davıd’s sıtuatıon At early iın
nıcatıon; ıt relates, rather, how offenders stand the text’s transm1ss1ı0Nn, and It reasonable

sıght They mı1g] st1ll take worshıiıp; ASSULMNC that the basıs of appe and the hope of for-
but sacrıfices WOU NOT be accepted and WOU. g1veness ATC relevant SOINCONC who, lıke Davıd. 15

EuroJTh T



Prayer, Sacrifice and Forgiveness

of SCI10QUS delıberate hıch ıncludes offerıng acceptable sacrıfıces (e
2° The CXPICSS1ON NOLT sed specıfically CC- Isa 56

42tionN wıth adultery and murder oug 1T applıed Tlate Psalms 51 100
those of shedding blood (Lev. 1/ 4), and Kıuchi Leviıticus 272

thıs INaYy be Iınked wıth the reference bloodgunilt ıchrodt, Theology 168
Psalm 51 [ 16] RE also Num 25 3()- ıchrodadt claıms support from Ds 17] 51 18-

22 E Artur Weıser, Psalms COLL: London SC  Z 120 Z 2() 2 ] S4 321 We have already
1962 FCDEr Louusvılle Westmuinster John Knox, noted problems wıth thıs ınter) pretatxon of Ds

Weıser SCC5S5 18 19 ost-exıilıc- 51 18 21} Ds 6[7] mMaYy
hıch emphasıses the ımportance of 1I1- sımılar Ds 51 where the cult NOT

applıcable and appeal madefice and mterp rCLSs the earlher part of the psalm
hıch for Weıser qUESTONS the value of sacrıfıce (rahamım and ESE: (V. LILL2ZU: IT mıght be
the ıght of the absence of cultıc observances urıng Craigıe that the kıng wıll aV carrıed OUrTt
the exyıle (p 410) possıble that these CISC5 the cultıic reqUIr' CMECNETS but knows that INOTreC
WEIC later though NOT CONTFfra- requıred of hım N a Peter Craigıe Psalms
dıct the earlher KD maybe adap' the psalm (WBC W  ACO Word Books
for LYy UsCcC SC ıdner Psalms 15 NOT obedıience and lıstening God ınstead

Leıcester Inter-varsıty, 194 and of sacrıfiıce but addıtuom LO 1T of 1TS A

maybe rovıde ance what SOMC miıght N: thıs does NOT reflect reJECLLON of
the sacrıfiıcı system Ds S1152 O€es ımply thattake AS antı-cultıic NtımMeENET. S Marvın

ate Psalms 51 100 (WBC allas Word SINCETEC al and thanksgıviıng IMOTC acceptable
00 3() Ihe argument set OUTt G0od than sacrıfıce Ihıs set the CONTLEXT of
e I10W offers Inter) pretauon of the psalm W  S thanksgıvıng for delıverance rather than appe
fied canonıcal ole for forgıveness but here CTOO IT does NOT ımply

24 repudıation of the cult Ihe PaSsSayc relatıve theSee Weıser Psalms 4()9 4. ] ()
25 ıdner Psalms 193 194 rg f attıtude of the worshıpper vıtal sacrıfıce
26 Goldiıngay speaks about iImMent and and LNOTIC pleasıng God than mechanıstıic sacrıfıce

renewal of the priesthood whıch iıncludes rıngıng alone Ihıs INaYy also be the wısdom lıtera-
fure for example the STatement TOV. 15appropr: late sacrıfıces SCC John Goldingay. Tes-

The LORD detests the SACrıfLCE of the wıcked, but theLAMENET T heology, vols (Downers Girove Inter-
arsı on eynes Paternoster 2003 2006 P1"fl:}'ß'l" of the uprıght pleases hım — does NOT OPPOSC

49 ] 504 492 493 | sacrıfıce Praycr, but emphasıses the xmportance
See the dıscussıon by oOlan!ı de Vaux,AncıentSVAE: of rıght ıinner ( VGE aAYalNs C 1LE that ı

WNHOLV external aC)  o ınward realıty; SCr de Vaux,Its Lafe and Institutions London Darton ongman
1961 FrCDI rand p1ds MI Eerdmans Ancıent Israel 455

1Vonı1a MI Dove 454 456 Rowley. Worship Ancıent Israel 246
28 See derson Psalms vols (NCB 48 We SCC the Samnec kınd of problem wıth the old COV-

arshall Mor Scott 400 401 enNnant TIThe COVENaANT ıtself NOT AT ault but the
people have broken LT and AaVe PUut theır rela-Rowley., Worship AÄAncıent Israel London

SPCK 1967 246 tıonshıp wıth G0d eopardy. It the basıs
39 Isa 24 :5 Jjer. 281 10 21:32 Hos 6: / 8 : 1 of G0d ESE.: that he rGESTOre the rela-

7: 14 Isa. 50:1 OF, tıonshıp and establısh New Covenant 1C
iıncludes wıthın IT the NECCECSSALY spırıtual renewalSee Miıc and maybe also Jer 20 Hos
that wıll enable the people lıve by 1CSsSee Eıchrodrt's dıscussıon 1T heology 168

41 further factor the attıtude towards sacrıfıce of See for example C Levıticus 2() 27
the PIC exılıc prophets MaYy be the IMMLNC of 50) ıchrodt, 1 heology 168

51 TIThe Epistle of Barnabas (2) translates Jer 22 23exyıle The T1 approach Go0od mıght be scCCH
“When your fathers LUMMNLE OUTt land f EgyptASs the WaYy for approac God

where sacrıfices WOuL NOT be possıble EDET tell them LO offer burnt fferings and S$ULTVTZ-

However the exvıle also viewed separanon fices? Never and ımplıes that physıcal sacrıfıce
from G0d reflecting the re  OoOWn of the OVC- of plan.

52 uCcC has the tendency spırıtualıse the sıgnıfiNant relatıonshıp; and the ına offer sacrıfices
alNce of sacrıfıce what otherwiıse fine COMM-(whıch Cas! corrupt) MaYy be of that

(Jer 10 F7zek 16 Hos 11 13 Levıtıcus SO for example the burnt
4.) Ihıs mıg also provıde the basıs IC the 110O11- offerıng symbolıses death self and the WOor the

Israelıte NAatLIıONS who AT from the STart outsıde the urnıng of the fat of the S11 offering symbolıses the
annıhılation of the CgOCCIIU' 1C ature by 1Csacrıfıcıal SYSt€I'II mMaYy be accepted by God and PDar- PCISON orfeıts hıs relatıonshıp wıth God’ (Levatı-the worshıp of the COVENANLTy
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C(US, 106) K AT X valıd New lestament ıdeas, SYStCEM. Ihe emphasıs 15 the fulfilment of Old
whiıch INaYy be developed from the Old Testament, Testament sacrıfices oug] Chrıst rather than theır
but 1t 15 unlıkely that they ould have been under- replacement wıth INOTrC internal faıth AT earher

ven that SOINC take ımply suchstood those er by the Old lestament wriıters. transıtıon (e>x dırectly ınked wıth523 Ihıs VICW of sacrıfıce does SCCIH1N be presented hrıstthe Letter the Hebrews (7:26-10:18). However, Ihıs 15 NOT suggest that confession and for-
thıs be concerned emphasıse the super1- g1veness become INECETC formalıty; what
Or1ty of Chrıst's sacrıfıce and challenge those who suggesting here 15 the ıdea that keep short

wıth Godmiıght be empted trustıng the sacrıfıcıal

Old Testament Theology Vol Israel’s Gospel
John oldıngay

In thıs award wınnıng tirst volume of three-volume Old lestament theology, John oldıngay fOcuses 0)8!|

narratıve. Examıning the bıblical order of God’s creation of and interact1ons wıth the world aAM Israel. he
e the STOTY of Israel’s gospel 4 A ser1es of dıvıne CTS God Began, God Started Over, God Promised,

God Delıvered, God Sealed, God Gave, God Accommodated, God Wrestled, G0od Preserved, God SCNE, an
God Eyalted

hıs 18 Old lestament theology hıke other. Wherther applyıng magnıfyıng OT wıdeangle lenses,
oldıngay 1$ closely attentive the Fırst Testament’s narratıve, plot, motifs, tens10NnNs and subtleties.

Brimming wıth nsıght and CNCISY, nd postmodern 1ın 1tS ethos, thıs book wıll repeatedly reward readers
wıth TCS and challenging perspectives God and ‚0d’s WdYyS wıth Israel and the WOT. ell Israel’s

WaYyS wıth God

John Goldingay 1S the Davıd Allan Hubbard Professor of Old lTestament Fuller Theological Sem1nary,
Pasadena.

978-1-84227-496-5 DG MM 940pp

Old Testament Theology Vol Israel’s Faıth
John Goldingay

hıs second volume ın Goldingay’s trL10gYy finds IfSs point of departure 1n the Prophets, Psalms 4N Wısdom
lıterature. Wbhereas the first volume tollowed the epochal dıvıne CS of Israel’s c  gospel’ narratıve, here

Ooldıngay SCTS OUtTt the faıth of Israel under the maJjor rubrıics of God, Israel, Ihe Nıghtmare, Ihe Vısıon,
Ihe World, Ihe Natıons, Humanıty.

In style that cleaves closely the LCXT, Goldingay offers UD masterful exposıtion of the faıth of the Fırst
Jestament, OIC born of ving long wıth the TCXT AN! the refined skall of askıng interesting quest10ons and

lıstenıng wıth traıned attention. Never ONC sacrıfıce close hearıng of for CAS y generalıty,
MUTE dıscordant tor the sake of reassurıng harmonYy, oldıngay A1VES Old JTestament cology

shot through wıth the edge-of-the-secat Vitalıty of d1SCOVETY.
John Goldingay 1S Davıd Allan Hubbard Professor of Old Testament Fuller Theological SeminarYy, Pasadena.

O78 1-84A) PE 2729 MM 520pp

Paternoster
Holdom Avenue, Bletchley, on Keynes MKI 1Q.
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