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I N T R 0 D U C T I 0 N. 

The fP.ct of the resurrection of Jesus Christ, the Son of God, 

from the dead is the centr!ll fact of Christian fnith and teaching. 

This centrAlity is certainly accorded it in the Bible, but has often 

been forgotten in the thinking, -practice and worship of the Christian 

Church. (TPe paucity of available contemporary literature on the 

subject is one fn.ct which May serve to illustrate this.) 'rhe subject 

of the first Christian sermon pref}ched on the Day of Pentecost was on 

the Resurrection. 

Lord and Christ. 

The Jesus whom they had crucified, God had made both 

(Ac·bs 2. 37.) The Gospels would belie their name if 

they had left us wi·bh an account of the life and tragic death of a. man 

who claimed to know and reveal God in a special way. The new-~ is good 

ne..,..-s urecisely because of the Resurrection of our Lord frow the dead , 

St. P:1.ul' s chan{'ed life hegins with the experience of the Risen Christ 

on tl1e Damasc,ls road. In the first letter of St. Peter, which is 

tliougr t t(\ he R.n i nstructj on to newly ba.·ptised converts, there is one of 

the truest expressions of the nature of the Christian life in the New 

Testament. 'Blessed be the God and Father of cur Lord Jesus Christ: 

By His grca.t mercy we h ve been born anew to a ljving hope through the 

Rest~rrection of Jesus Christ from the de1.d, and to an inheritance 

imperishable, undefiled, e.nd unfading, ke-pt in heaven for you, w·ho by 

God 1 s power Flre guari.ed bhrougb fai-th for a S(l.lvation reedy to be 

revealed in the last time. 1 (I :Peter 1. 3-4. A. R. V.) In this passage 

is exnressed the renewal of the 'Present life in Christ, for which the 

name of the Fotl:P.r is \'raised. Tte final realization of the fullness 

of tha~. li"'e is something which :is yet to tAlte place . Life in Christ 

is seen both as a present reality, a nd as proll'ise of future fulfilment. 

The a.snPc t 11h j c h i nt.erests U<> i.s +hl't ~] 1 this turns on the fact of the 

Resurrection of our Lord Jesus Christ from the dead. 'fhe Resurrection 

means thnt Jesus li·ves, and the Christian knows newness of life in Him. 

We are not followers of a dean Christ, b11t of a. ljving Lord. 'l'he 

fundanenta] doctrine of the e'{>istles of Paul is the ~ C'~-1risto nature of 

the C~ri stian life. For hi~ to live is ~rrist, and to die is aain. 

(Phil. l. ?.1.) 1 I have been cruc ificd wHh Christ: it is no longer 1 
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who live, but Christ who lives in me •. • ' (Gal. 2 . 20a.. ) ' For His sake 

I have suffered the loss of nll things in order that I may gain 

Christ vnd be found in Him •••• that I may know Him and thl:? power of 

His resurrect:i on, "~nd ll'ay share His sufferings, becoming like Him in 

His death, that , i.f possible, I may attain the resurrection of the dead.' 

(Phil . 3. 8-lC.) Here, n.s in St. PPter ' s letter, we hn.ve the Christian 

life as Jife renewed in Christ, with the expression of this life as 

parallel to tl1e suffering, death and resurrection of Jesus Christ in 

this world. The pa:ttern of the Christian's life is the 1 ife of Christ. 

Thj s wou.Jd lead on. naturally to a discussion of ~he .Pauline doctrine of 

the Body of Christ, but more of t!·at a.t a later stage. To quote St. 

Paul once apn.in: t If Christ ha.s not been raised, your fa.i th is futile, 

and you are still in your sins . (I Cor . ln. 17.) n,e closest possible 

relation ex.ists between the resurrectj on and the renewa.l of man. There 

is no renewal without resurrection. Not only that, there is no rRnewal 

without the resurrection of Christ. It is of the utmost i mportance for 

us to bear this in mino., for theolo gical thinld ng a.bout the resurrection 

bR.s often ceased to be Biblica l precisely a t this poin·t, n.s we shall 

attel:lpt to demonstr ate, end has been baguiled b:f ·philosophy. 

To Tlreserve our Christian and Diblical perspective, we bave to 

assert .a.t the very outset that the Christian Church proclaims in its 

creeds the resurrection of the bodv.
1

· - We believe in the resurrection 

of the body precisely because we believe in the resurrection of the 

incarnate Christ . The resurrection of Christ was a bodily resurrection. 

The tomb was ewpty. There is no -place for a body-soul dichotomy such as 

ha.s so often g iven to our thinldng as theologians a form vrhich is at 

variance vrith the n l&in f • cts of the Bible. The Church has based its 

Creed on the ex-perien.ce of the euidance of the Holy Snirit, who bears 

witness to the living Christ. (St . John 14. 15, 25; 16 . 12-15 . ) A 

Bib}:i.cn.l perspective requires that the incarnat:;.on of tho Son of God. be 

regn.rded a.s the sole, fj rst f\nd authoritative revelation of the Truth 

1. 11 The Resurrection of Christ" - Ramsay . p. 101. 
'!'11e 'be tief in the resurrection of the Bod.y "hs.s been a stumbling­
hlock hot.h in the ancient and modern world. In the beginning, 
no doctrine could hr.ve been better chosen for exciting ridicule 
in Athens and disbelief in Cori.nth. In these lrdter days, it l1a.s 
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about God and man's J ife and destiny. It is i wportant to state this a:!; 

the outset, because so much thf't is wri~ten about the belief in an after 

life ~eell's to have very little plAce for the fnct of the inc11rnation. 

This iS d~1e tr) ;l. large extent. , to the lAOCribcg.J FJ.cce;trnce of the Greek 

ideas of soul and body. Much in other words has been said about the 

immortality of the soul by Christian n.poJogists in our own time, which 

finds ilis inspiration in .Plato's 111'haedo'' rd,her th, n in the Bil.1le. It 

is unbiblic~l, and therefore unworthy of a place within a properly 

Cl,r:i sti ..... n theology, "lnd is also the result of the et>.sy assin,ilation of 

unchristian cotl.Ceplis by Christian theologians. It is the fruit of 

inter-pretinf!. the Di', le and the Creeds in terms of philosophic al systems, 

which, l,owever ::;:inc0re, still sta.nd jn n~ed of the Truth as seen in 

Chdsl:. .Jesus. For evidence of this we need only ·turn to the scl·olastic 

theoJ ogy of St. 'l'hornas Aquinas. and iu our own dR.y to Fr. Martin D' ~4.rcy' s 

book "De€11;h a.nd Life" to seQ how, even 1vitbin as conservative a framework 

as the I~oman COl1iTllUnion, the:re c · •. n he. in this resrlect, (t radica). depa.rture 

from the basic Christian truth. Nor are the l'hon.ists ahmys offenders 

or the only offenue~s. f rotestaut theologians of all the communions 

have shown nn inor,.lino.te affection for l:ot'h the findL1gs cf scicnc~ a:ad 

the speculations of philosophers, whicll has led to ·the c apitulation of 

In reaction, a so-called nee-orthodoxy which, a lthough 

it claims to be thoro~Jgbly lHbl.i.cal, succeeds on1y in bejng thoroucbly 

rea.ctiona.ry. 'fo J>Ush God's ma·terial creation aside as though it 1:1e:r: e 

unworthy of considerat·ion. thoroughly sinful and d oomed to dissolution 

zray, <' !1 the f:,cit of i·t, fit the f"lcts. 'but i.t is ':lot tho 1.nsvrer revenled 

in the incarnate Christ. l'he incarnatj on is wf.•era God meets man, a .:1d 

the i.nc a.rna.ti.on is where man meets God. Tl•e Son of God took huma n flesh 

upon Pireelf tn ~e~eem thAt fln~h. The redee'lle<'!. !l'anbood is tal\en by 

tJ:e risen and a scended Cbris't into the fl'Odhea.d. T!lis is a f a ith fircly 

rooted in f<).ct and history, a faith that spe::Uis to man' s need as mt~n in 

his w1"()1flTJ~'Hls, :\ncl :1ot to Jl'an r.s ::l redeP.mo.ble 501'.1 clothed in R,n unredeem-

able, sinful body. Tt:e Bih 1 e sees u:a.n i1;. his ivholeness &s tile creation 

of God, n.nd Sl)ea~s tc th€ w·hole man a s God's creation. 

of the hody [>roclo.h~s the new· creation of God :in Christ. 

Tile resurrec-t-ion 
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'Changed from glory into glory, 
r:i11 inheflvenwe t}ll>e 011r pJace, 
.And \fP. c&st our crowns before Thee, 
Lost in wonder, love and. l:lrA.ise.' 

Another fR-ctor to .b~ considered in a. C1:ristian statemant of the 

rene• . .-al of all men in the risen Christ, is a proper understa.nding of 
' I 

death. 1 Whoever pll..ints C', pretty d.efith c~m paint no resurrection. 

WPoever 1Hts no~; g:rns·oed ·IJhc horror of death cannot join l'aul in the hyrun 

of victory: 1 I>ea:l;!- is s wnllo'Yed up in victory! 0 death, were is thy 

victory? 0 dep ·~,h, wltere is thy sting?' (I. Cor. 15. 54f.)' 

( 'ImmortaJ.Hy of the Sm1l or the Resurrection of the Body'. Oscar 

Cnllmn.nn. P . ?7.) In this importn.nt littJ e book, Cullmann contrasts 

the deRth of Jesus with the denth of Socr~tes. He describes how 

Socrntes face:d del'lth with composure and, indeed, with anticj pat ion as 

tl1e :fina1 l :i her~ttion of the soul frnll' its prison, the body. Jesus, on 

the ot"'ler ~and , suffers agonv in the Gnrden of Gethsemo.ne. 'Jesus is 

so thoroughly hutl'lan that He shares the natural fear of death. 1 (op. cit. 

11· 21.) Jesus, the Son of God, is in the grip of the enenw of God and 

cr:ie~ o~;t. As WI;) ref!d the story of our Lord.' s :Pa.ssi.on and Deat.h, we 

ct'n apnreciate the +,ension whi.ch tJ1ere vt.s in His being. His self-

control before Pilate is not self-centred., but God-cen·lired. He always 

1oo!~ s to His Father ;or strength to face the 1'\mul trial. ' My soul is 

very sorrowf:1l even unto !'le '1th • • • • • A".1d He said, ''A.l:>ba, l1atl1er, all 

things a.re possible to thee; remove this cup from rtc: yet not whot I 

will f but what thou wil·h. "' (St. Mo.rl\ 14 . 34, 36.) Here we ha:\re a 

-picture of a. life and de Pt h strugg le being lT<' ged , with the s a lvation of 

man at sta'ke. l'he de:s.th of J es•.1s is not a. mere casting off of the body, 

hut the bitte r exryerience of s uffering t he v.-3ges of sin, of bei.ng seprtrated 

fror.~ Crod. 'Because Jesus underwent de fl th in a ll its hor r or, not only 

in His body , but a lso in Tlis soul (;'My God, why h .st tbon forsaken me?') 

a":J.d. n,s He is re~~fl.rded by the firs t Christia ns a s the ''edi~tor of s t ]'\ra tion, 

re J: ust be the very one who i.n l!is death conqaerc:; de ? tl' j tself. He 

c Q.nnot obta in thi s v'ictoTy hy siprply living on as an irmnortal soul, thus 

fund~LmentA.lly not dying.' (Cnllm.ann. op. cit . p.25.} Only as we keep 

this p ictl..ire of the dying Ghrist, before our eye s, and seek t.o understand 

the ful 1 l'le fl ning of dentJ~ for IIir. . can we begin -to understand the true 

meanint! of the resurrection a.nd the renewaJ of our beings in a.nd thr01.1gh 
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R3s death and resurrection. 1~e one e nnot be SQen in is~l ation from 

t,he other , ns indeed no on• ::spect of our Lord's life or teachjng ma.y bo 

isolatert front the whole. u~rist enter~d thn depth of ~n's conuition 

to r • ise n1en to tl1eir f··l1 status as the sons of God. ·rhe existentin.l.ist 

pt:i ~oso J>he-rs with tl•cir lllP'reeiation of ·the thre rit of nothingness to being 

m·e ne··rer the Bibljc;;J undorst:mdinp of th~ condition of' t•,'l.n than Greek 

philosophy nnd her theolog ic a l disci-ples htwe ever been • 

.P~n 1 Tilllch's uncerstnnd ing of m&~.n's cond:ition n.s one of finitude, 

ostronge.,~ant a.nd <lespn.ir. is n trne philosophicr>l stvtem&nt of man's 

ex; steuce t;eC.,ll Se -its ins;Jirntjon is biblical. But . lls we shtll see, 

t:rentr-ent of 'the Cross of Christ' a nd 't.he Res·\rrect i on of Christ' ss 

interdeuenclent symbols hn.sed on fp.ct lo r.ds to the r osH,ion where the 

histor:inl necessity of t hese event~ heco1!'es unnecessary, and sa.lvn.tion 

see,.s to he T~la.yed off in e :Jymbol:i.c world 1 where all that. i s true about 

otlr s:itua.t:ion hBs son:ehow come odr:ift :fr(lm the world as we l.<now it. 't'hu s 

1 r~gnrdi n.c{ the S'-'1llh ol of the 'ltesurrec·tion of Christ' historica l research 

e rn never ~ive ."ore tha•l a ~)rolH\lly answer.' (Sys , 'f~teol. Vol. H. p.l79.) 

If this menns (as it seo t&s to) tlwt tbe ~ of tho re-;urrection i s no more 

th an probAblj. t'~"o symbo·t '~sm: rect'ion of Ghrist' becorros a vary doubtful 

And imle£ld he '!oe s on to ,~.y ''rl·.e faith in the 

vn it.' (on. cH. -p.l-!1.) i.e. the u.,toric ... l event .• 'fh is is theology 

whicr st flr t -,d f'·ir,. l y in man'~ situ•:ltion, but w! , ~cb r.:t tt-is vit ;~ l point 

h<ts cor.•e adrift fro.., t.l1e !d storlc .-~1 in tryi n, to tran~cent it. lt is 

no lon:ier lHh1 ic::•J a.nd I nco.rnnt i(l nr.1. lie ~gree • holel. e trtedly t ho 

1 Fa ith is tho eJI{perience of being <:r a sped by -~he powc·r of thr new De i ng 

t l;roW7h \'(1>i c'h the dostl"' ct:iva c onseq ' cnc~:z of est1·r.n E>n.on:b a.re conquered, ' 

b"t ,.-e would jnsist or; the historica}, f 'l.ctt:~l b« s i s for tbi~;; faith in q, 

i".iuch · o·l."~ r ad ]c ~ J 'iff''!'<- t !:an Ti llich does. This l •isto:ricn.l nerspective 

is o. lso essential to a r.roper •lnder!lt ancii\,;_,. of t.l'c !1es\l"t:r(Jction o:f ,Jesus 

Cl·t'ist P..nd th~ renewal of ne.n . St • .Pa.ul COllten~e-s -}. !1 {'& ~·Te at chl\pter on 

••••• 

that tlEI was burie-d, tln~t He ,.~A s r i8eod on H10 third day 5n ttccordrtlCe w·ith 
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th~ ScriT>ti!TE!S, a.nd thnt ne a;ppenred to Cephas nnd the Twelve. 

He appe·•red to more than five liltndred bretl-ren at one ti1 e, most of whom 

'l'}:en He r.p)}eared to 

ne appeared to &:;e. I ( 
., ,... 1 ~ -. vor. .1,. ~., . 4- :.. ) 

to -proservo the l1istorien..l v:] idity snd nec-!!e:ISity of the resurrection of 

·'ny Clrm;rthologising 

history of our s,_lvo.tion. T:~ is >u.s been Tlarticul:t:rly true of i:.he 

foun!l. no ne~d to believe in t~H~ ' · istoric, 1 or doctri'lai Lrt:th or t hese 

truths ~:t PJ 1. 

hee auso 'if. it he i)row·ht v·"i thin t !;o ccon" t>xt f'f hi stt•ry, it. fll\lst share 

hil'l' to say 'A !s not. B' ;han Lis rer~,l re .nir.u js ' A ·jg 1.1ot lJ,erely W 

( i hi d • :•• . 30 ':'. ) 

T" e '"!csn-r:r.ection of ot:r Lord frr · the dead c n never he less 

than l1istor.i.c :·ll ff•ct, bowever '"uc i1 its inter pretation , nd :r ,p zli nrl r. .y 

tr l'.lnscend. ter ooral and spa.ti al c r togories. lt is here as in the Rirth 

by t1,eoloc~ i "'.ns, espec)ally of the l'l'otE:o:Jtant co"'tnuuion3. Ga.tl.lol ici s m, 

Grthodox~~ 1\Wl conservative hiblicf.\.1 sclJola.rship h{\V~\t these points 
I 

l 1\e r ystio nl eler:mnt wh:ich is assocl .~.ted lrltl~ a l n ['h f1octrine 

o'f the Sacra, ents has helped in s n.vin~ Catholic t heolf)gy fro\l. the byw.-..;;s 

o·f nh ilosuT•h ical ;.u·aaunce(ltJnus n.nd sciun~if':i.c rostr)wt.icn. It is 

sicn:if'ict"nt th 11t t:~e Protestant Co" r'mi{lns .•re ol'l.lS n.ow returnint· to 
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def>pflr understH.nding of t f' saora~:ental uot~, re of tl.'>e C'hrist:i en religion. 

In the worship of the CJ:urch, , s ~fl.nded do,m t.y truditicn, witl the 

Scriptm.•os n.s the Church's h nndbook , intez·prcterl by tra.d.ition1 the 

·rhat 

th:is sn.cl"w ent!'lis;:) ' 1a s led t,o :• crr.ss l":•tori n.Jisf.'l c :• n..,ot he deniecl, bu-t 

i+ . .., 

All is cenl.rcd in tl<e i'erson ~ ·,f .: es;; s Cl :ist . who tccl Ol'r f 1.es~ ~'l>Qn tlim 

to reilecm ue, t'lnd ro"c Pro" the tlo~cl to l" •JU~PR n11 !l eu i a iiilllsol.f • 

..... 

to be so:1 ~·ht in a.ny disc~!ssion of the •ksurrect:iou of' our Lore ·"h:ich is 

to be true to t1:e .~i blicd record s. the cred"l nf.fir ... 1tious and sacra.-

. ent a l wor sh:i 1.> of the L"ht<rch nc: tc the f r. e·bl'! of lm a n 1 ife. 

1. !'te ce!l'trlll:H;v of' tl1e k~surrection of ou r Lord for nn nnders·t~ulding 

of tll~ n· tnre nnc1 ~.anncr nf our ront:~wal in C r i ~·li. 

n. 

s:>v i 11;: ~:von-1:. 

for it to represent o. Ll'uly !Hhli~ 1 •.tnthrr::t·•n:~'i~.~. 

iV, '11-Jt~ f~surroction of Ghr1 :-:t :is ·t,o l'>e EIOt i'irr.~ly within an 

inc nrnation~l context as set out j n the Jl~blicnl iitv~l1itiC~ns, : s 

Ch:r .i.s"t. <l.Jb.! the ren<:'wa.1 of rnnn. 

V. Thel'efore, the Rc slil.'recti on and. the sacra.r·enta 1 1 He of' the Church 

are to bo sc~en 5 n th~ r. losc:<5t C'llltlect.'\ ()Jl the one w:i th the otl1cr. The 

Vl. 'l'te ResHrrection should be se,Hl r· s n presen~_ro<\lity releva nt to 

t.be Ufo of the Chr) sti n here n.nd nolr. 



C H A P T E R I 

THE DEVF.LOPMENT OF Tl-I.I<; BELIEF IN THB IMMORTALITY OF 

THE SOTJL IN GUEEK THOUGHT. 

It 'h~s been Mid tlHd the G.r~elrs r;'l:ise(L n}) the l;asie 

philo~oph.ical questions a.nd 'l.ttel:IJYted to ans\\1er them. In ooing so 

tbe~r ~nq_neathed to 'Western civi 1 izr-ttion a }1edtnr;e which has influenced 

politicn.l 1 ·,)h:iloso~hic:1-l . C"·l-,hic .> l 1n.r1 reli~ious thon."''ht e....,~r ~i.:ncc. 

Tld.s influenc~ has been quite considerable in tr.e formula-tion of 

0'->:-:-istin.n tllo'1~'J.:t bec1111Se the Cl~risti A.n faith Wft.S formulated in a world 

~e New Te:=ta.ment was writte~ in 

('n-eek for a Greek speaking Cl-:risti"!n community in Asia. Minor and Greece. 

TlH~ .,n:i ori.ty of these C'lrist.ifl.ns were Gentiles 'lt·ho had be('n educa.ted :i.n 

Greeit. 

ter!!ls of Greek 'J)hilosol_>hict.l concepts in theological thinv ing. _!his 

was A. l~ter development, h11t nevertheless n develonnent which profoundly 

Affected -the i'orn-u1ation of Chri. sti rm noct.r~ ne. n1e whole authoritative 

theolor·y of the Ho'!lla.n Catholic Church is based on the -nsnmma Tl,eolot:rica 11 

of St. Thomas Aquina.s which uses the .Aristotelian system as the basis 

Rarl5.er t.he Church depended ~n the IIeJ lenistic 

-pl)il oso-phy for ;tn exnression of t.he doctrine of the Holy Trinity. So 

too the conceT'ts of substance and essence, so foreign to Biblical thon~~ht, 

yet so fundal"cnt n.l in ] ater Greelc tho~tght, wP-re ttseo to explrd n th~ nRture 

of the -presence of our Lord in the Sscra.PJent of t.he <-1.1 t ar. By the 

}fiddle .At:;es the theolo;y of ·the Church had been whol ly built upon a 

Greek fo1.mrll'tion. 

intellect.' l. 

' Mediev"'J t"Pe0]o£'Y :is deri.vn.tive from t.he Gree];: 

tl·e r,opt:lcr dnd c,f Cn, el-~ te~~cl<n· ,.·1-icl· hna brcc:wc: )!1er.t,jfied. w:itb 

Christi an doctrine is the belief in the in•mortalit.y of the soul. 

' t~h··t tl'r Gosr,e l ccco,mt of. tl"e l'ns"'ic:n r.n~ Cruciftxi~n v:"s for C~·r.istja.ns 

the Poedo w~s for p~gan an1l free-thi nldnf :~1lilo sophers. llut ~he 

l. History of Western Philosophy. :Bertrand Russell. 
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imperturbabjUty of Socrn.tes in h~. s lnst hour is b ound up with his belief 

i.n immortality. and the Phaedo is important in setting forth, not only tha 
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l. 
<J.eath ()f a r.artyr, but also Trsny doctrines which were 'l-fterward Christian. 1 

RtJsseJ r:o~s on tl) s t~y: "The th0oJo ·~y of St. Paul f1.nrl t.he Fathers is 

la.rrel~" derived. +'rom it. (Lirectly or incUrect.Jy, l'l.nrl e :•n h itrdJ.y be under-

stood if Plato is j t•nored. 1 ? . This is the -irr!press:\(ln nf ~ n(in- Christian 

corn:.entator and. althc'l·h necessPrily ln.ckin.'1 in bihl:icftl foundE~tion, 

must be influenced 1;y C1, r.istian stotenents. It hPg been, bo~eve~, 

a.bundently shown by Bihlic.~l scrola.rs thfl t .Paul 1 s ideas are essentia.J.ly 

Rabbinic ~lelTisll anU. uot Qx·f)eh. 
3

• To say th11t the theology cR.n hardl;{ 

be understood if .Plato is i g nored seens to arise from a. cou.fusion of 

medieva.l theology with biblicu1 tmd patr" st:\c theology. But, nevertheless, 

it is tru~ that the doctrine of the i l"'Irortality of the soul has been 

widely nrocl .tir:.ed as the form of the Christi a.n ho-pe. rr. D' Arcy, in 

hj s hool..: ''De tl\ nnd Life, wrote: 1 S"1e , ki11,5 of tl1e Socratic e'l\'nressiotl 

of the :\rnmortnlit;-.: of the sou1. "'!'here .; s 1>ere in embryo, at leo.st, a. 

cotr1p] ete theory of thG no.ture of the s i~P1., i·~;s :n: l:::·t:i.nn to t,h~ body, nna 

the form of its iT'l~crt<>Jity. 11 1 4. Here is o.n orth~ldox Christian's 

acknowledqement of the Platonic belief in immortality. 

The hope of the surviva 1 of ~an ;.n some form or other is found 

in all auc:ie~t religion. Thi s :is true also of the ·:.ythology of the 

Greeks. 'i.'e find i 'l tile Homeric ruyths an anthropological polytheism in 

·~h:i ch the r,o<ls are fr'1nhly human, not so much the objects of worship as 

of envy . 'l'1;eirs js the i r.,•;;ortnlity and the po,rcr over nature which men 

crave. 'l~,ese s :·.per11nmPn be i ngs a.re impotent or unwilling to cJw.nt•e the 

destiny of n an. For n an, t':e only life worth while livin1~ is the 

earthly 1 He . 1'1-. e 1 ife l>eroro.f'ter is . s'1f>.dowy e:r-j stence si •.ailar to tlle 

Hchrew ideo of 1 i.fE) in Sbeol, wherfl men ln .. n£.;uish in a bodiless state 

denr.:.ved of u.lJ tte vi..:;our anti cnjoyr:tent of life in the flesl1. in a dull
1 

1 T1 .e genflrP..tion.s of r- en p t'\ss cwa.:~ like the 

1. & 2. R>1~snl. o p. cH. p. 154. 

3. c .f. tr_pa,Jl a nd. Rabbinic Judaism". Davies. 

4. "Death a nd Li!e 11
• Mnrtiu D' .Arcy. f · 61. 



leaves of the forest, and there is no life to come, or ?t best a shado'~ 

one, of wl)ich the dep~rted 'soul' is itself unconscious. Only so much 

is 1 eft of it l:l.S will explain d.remns and visions: tl1e man himself is 

,1. •. one forever. The resultant ethic is one of en; oyin[! life while 

it 1[\sted while doinr ' nautxht too r.lUe~.' Ma.n is seen as n1ortal in his 

wholeness without any promise of a better lif e 1~P.rea.fter, or of a reward 

for r:i.r·hteousness in some future blessed st nte a wholeness w·ithout hope. 

n~e philosophy of the Ionians 'l')roduced n roaterialistic(psycholop:y. 

T' 1ey soug}1t the D':"!terial cause of all things r ather than its destiny. 

Aristotle comments, 'Most of the early "Philosophers recognise only 

material prJ.nci -ples ,,nderlyifl8 evervthing:. 'l'b.llt of wb ich they believed 
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all t.hin~ s to consist, i'rom which tl)ey believed a.ll things to be n-enerated, 

and into w1lich tl·ey believed all things to be resolved wl1en destroyed, 

they c all the element or principle.' ~1ey only differed ns to the 

number of these substn.nces and. their nature. The vriroary st\1ff from 

whicl> the universe w:1s formed was the only abiding :infinite subst!lnce 

whicll persisted thro11gh all t 1e vErill.tion P.na change of the -r.crld. The 

world of ch •. ne·e ::trose from this nrirr.a.r.;• 'oletr.ent' or 'elements' as a 

resnl·~ of condensrrtion r.nd raref.' :'let.ion as in An.a:ltimenes, r:lixi.ure as in 

the view of l.!}npedoeles or {l'.lotion f'Jl(~ i mpact from thf~ Atomists. II e r ac 1 i tu s 

denied t 1·1e exi stence of r.ny rtbidi.uLness except the shiftin . element fire. 

The Elen.tics on the other bl).nd would hnvc not~ in:·: to do wi tr1 change, 

a ssertinr that hhere was one unchang e ab le Being, finit.e, spherical and 

ilT·It-OVfl r. J e. ?-.~ind or soul is seen sciontificl3lly in relatj on to the forrr-

at]on of tl)e world of sense &.nd usually n.s t11e princ]-ple of r.:ovement, 

the eff.jdent crmse, o-r- :-11 thin" s. This .Miun lnuu s) is often 

id.entified with the godhead, but is not seen as personn.lity or in terns 

of :individ.uali"ty. Han absorbs tt:.i s rensor1-stuff <md is wise or fool:i sh 

j n ""'rovorti on to the amount ot re1.' SOTI 1'e has absorbed. Trere is no 

qnestion of personal i •Y:;;or+, fl lit.:; ~~ere 1 bu t ·tl·ere- is a.scr.ihed t o somethinp, 

materiAl or sortc ,n·i:aeipJe it -:'>err·.~nence in whic!1 Pll "iildngs pa.rtake. 

\.fan ns individt•"l Ltl.n do€s not '1 aYe :1ny 11o're of survi-v,, J ~ s a person. 

1. "Greek Phi 1 osonf- y". Hl1rnet. p. 29. 
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The next period in the devclo'[)rent of tJ'!e thoughi. of the Greeks 

is described. by Vfindelband as the anthropolog ical pf.riod. 'I'b.e sh i:ft 

is fron matter to !'ie a.ninv: , and 1t ls a very i roportn.nt ::lhift. ''Tr·e 

q1•esti on -rr•et}:er there is :-aything uni. versally v alid. is the problem of 

t:he ani;hronoloP, icA-1 period of Greek philosophy, or of the Gre<.>l~ Eul i.r;ht-

.l , J • enn enti. Moral s and };; nowJ.ed'"'e occupy t.he centre of the stnp;e. A 

questioni.n. · nf exi stin~ n.or .1 str-ndl·rda led to n.n lmdcrminin.; of per1o.nent 

value by the So'Y)Pis·t;s. <md ::..u Btte. pt to see t:1c end of m::-n n.s the <\t·t. .:~. in-

a ent o.f l:ihe Good by Socr< ... tcs in rat\ctio:l to the relativism of the Sopr,ists . 

In the s e arch for re <• l knowledse, the path led to t:te world of ideas 

which "as not subject to t:he corrnption, uncert a inty ani in....,erfection of 

the world of the s enses. In the searcl~ for truth and pcrm~nence a rift 

forms between ·the woi·lt'1. of sl.'!nse :\m'Pressi.ons, t .!le world. of tlre body, end 

~lan is d.ivlded intc two: a body; wJ~ic:r. is tied 

t(l the ter·nor~tl and tl1e corrur,tih1e . fro!ll whi.c h thel'e is no :rcdc:>mption, 

~mit the sonl { V'OtJj ) whi.ch c1<n by the n.cqui s ition of w-isdor:. t"-l.te on an 

i)nrr~a.nent :rea.lit:r c t'lme to be identi fied. ~ · r>.n 1 s :·bil 5.-ty ~T~ S depen·'!.cnt 

on hi s ins i uht n.nd to 1-rnow t he '!Ooci 1'1'8 s to de tl·e rood. S.i n anJ. "frron~ 

? 
thinld na were identified.~ · 'l":e individual life features ;:>rominerrlily 

in the tho11pht of bhis period. T' e v~J.ue of nersona,lity and the 

pe:rma,nence c:t' the soul are empho.sized. Th:i.s nern1anence was part of 

the mnke-up of man, not so· ·ething which required reuew·al, but which 

required re r lization. Out of thi s grasp of the nature of reality 

arose the l.>lf!.tonic a nd .Aristotelian systems which are t 11e final 

inmressive n~hieve,..,ent of the Greek inteJ lect. l t is to ·bhese systems 

we now t }>rn to see wha.t they lwve to s a.y alJou.t the :-J.a.ture of rJan. and 

tl e hope of his snrviva.l. 

In the .Phaedo , Pl n.to descri11os t~' El den.th of Sccr'.?.tes. Before 

their C='stom to visit Socrates. T~·e convP.Tsn.tion t.nr'l1<"d to the hope 

of s'lrvivnl , s.nd Socrates qne'3tioned bv Cehes fl.nd. SJ.i!'o:i rr~ ch:i f'lfly sets 

1. Windell>~,nd. anistory of Philosophy". Vol. l. ,. ()~. 
< -

2. Vol. I. 'P· ~o 7 p. 191. 



out ids ree.sons :for believing in. ti1e :in;rocrta.lity of the soul. The basis 

of the ar!_1ur'ent i. $ tbat the body dies but the sot~ l will continue 'lo pve. 

Socrates: ' ••• Do we believe th n.t there is such a thing as death?' 

Sim:v;ia.s : 'To be s· rr e . ' 

Socrates: 'I s it not the sePAration of so1.1l and body? .A.."ld to be 

dead i s the conpletion of th .i s; w}ten the soul exists 

tu herself, and is released. from the body nnd the body 

is released. l'rom the soul, what is this but de :!th?' 

12 

Tl;e philos o-pl;er t:.erefore , is to mort ify the body and its Justs, and seek 

the fl;rovd;h of t·he soul. In this sense the philosopher i s dyi ng all the 

time, is, in ffl.ct, -preparing :£'or death . 'l'h.e 'body, furthermore, is a 

hindrance in tlHl philosopher's se ar ch for truth. 1 
•••• ·n.e philosopher 

dishonours the hoc7~r; h~ s so 11 r uns a.way from his body and c esires to be 

alone and by bez·self.' The absol1t J,je is a.ttn.ined by the n1i:ud alone in 

its p.--ra.sp vi' the essence of. things. .All thnt is wrong with the world 

and men c :'ln be traced to the body and its lusts. I I<'Ol' thO Cod.;~r iS 8. 

source of endlesc; tro-:.t1,Ie to us t.y re ~son of l.l; e :..!er e reqv:irc n:e nt of food; 

an<l is liable a1 so to d i s e a ses vr·i c b overt~ke a nd :irrnec3e •J.s \ n the sea.rch 

after true being; it fills us full o! loves, and 1 nst.s , rtnil fears, nnd 

f anc ies of all kinds, a.nd endless f oolery, and, in fnct, as me n say, 

t akes a.w·ay frorr !lS the ·oower of th:i nkiu~:: id; nll . Whence come wars , and 

fightinJs, and. :t'acti.ons? Whence from t he body and ·the lusts of the body?' 

Death then s-u,:rely is a r ele as e for one who reBlises the obstacle the body 

is to ]ife . 'l'he true philosopher shou ld, in fa.ct, look for w-n.rd to death 

for th1:1t r~ason. '.And. will he who is a true lover of w·isdotr: •••••• !'fill 

he not depart with j oy? 

·philoso-phe:t . ' 

~'urely l~e will, 0 '""Y friend; if he be a. true 

Gra nted tl: ··.t the s o;·· l is the really >'Tor·thwldle part of man ' s 

heing, a r gu es Ce lles, b u t lrh~t g uara.ntee is there the t it dQes not -perish 

'vith the death of the body or he ' dis :>ersed like SF"'Olre.' Tr~e imrr.ortality 

of the soul has yet to be established . Socrates proceeds to a.dvr-mce thC> 

arguments for his belief in the i rnmortali ty of the soul. 'fl·,e first is 

that o-pposites are generated 1--,y opposjtes. The gre Rter .ll"us t have been 

smal ler ·~·efore it was greater, and the weaker must bave been stronger 

b efore it could be descr ibed a s weaker . So all thing s are generated 
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out of their o;>·posites. The opposite of life is dea.tb, flnd therefore life 

is genernted out of death. 

This a r gument is based on the idea in Greek philosophy th:-- t all 

things are a "'ixture of opnosites W.•ich c r:.n be traced. bacl1: to Heraclitus, 

who believed that everything was contin•1ally ehangint into its op-;Josite. 

That the greater is to be seen in relation to the snaller must he conceded, 

b·l t th~t the l!rea.ter is necessnri ly generated l .y the smaller tnnst be 

questioned. Greatness and smalJness are reln.tive ter!l's. A thing is 

great bee 1111 se there are other smaller exis·tents with which it is con,pared • 

.An idefl~ is gre~t 'Lec ause it embraces II!ore than a lesser insight does. 

All tl-ese nre stntes of being within 'vhich they a r e rea.lised.l. Life 

does not come frol"' death, hnt frow life. It is generated by life and 

not by denth. T' e we.1k r;.nn will not necessarily becoll'c stronger. He 

may re-o.in weak. It is j n this th11t Socrates f nils to see the finn.li"ty 

a nd threat rf de~th to life. As the so 1) for Socr:ll.tes is thnt p"rt of 

tr:m which throuch t~·e ~ind l'lp...,rehends trne re· Hty :> nd is thereby lifted 

f' bove corrnp·~)on , there is no q .1estion of its heing &ener ?ted from its 

opposjte , tecause its nl"t• re is to ;1ersist And not to n ris1t. 

Tl1e second Pr gq - ent su · ested by Cebes nnd tn.kcn up by Socrn.tcs 

is th~t ~11 kno~ledge is recollection. This rre ·ms th Pt the SO!!l which 

rerrembers r·ust have bad sor-e previoo~ s existence. The l.asis of this 

belief f1rises out of tl1e f<1ct that the truths of reason are recognised 

by all A.nd are universally v£;.lid - e.g. the propositions of mathematics . 

B~~rnet exnlains tl,e Socratic doctri ne of recollection as follo"s:-

'The qu estion really is, how c o.n we come to have a standard which 

enal'l es 115 to pronounce the thin.ps of sense to be imperfect. We 

certl'linl y do not start with sn ch a standard in our nossession; it is 

only our exTJerienee of sensible thin'.f s th <~t p ives rise to our n.pj>rehension 

of it. On tlle other hn.nd, Ol.Jr ap'Prehension of the stand£~-rd "'hen it d oes 

arise c £1 nnot be produced by tlJe s c!:nsibJe things, since it is so,.. ething 

which r oes heyond any or all of them. Now when "e [,!.pprehend a thing and 

thj s .qp'J)rehension t~ives rise at tl'e same time to the thought of another 

thi nn which the first thint, is either like or unlike, we call that being 

1. Ye ln:low eold by being a""are thn.t there is an opposite state which we 
cn.ll hot. \'re spe Pk of hot and c old bodies - not of hot and cold as 
abstr acts, apart from the hodies which are bot or cold. 



're!!linded' or put in wind of the one tb:ing by the otLor. 
l 

~ 7:3e l\ieno) ' • • 

The exa.l'1ple which "ocrates uses in the .?ha.edo is i;h .. ·b \,f equality. I·t 

is a standard which we a.p-ply in compc.j'ison, and is no·t to be identified 

with the sensible ohiects which are be i~r c ompared. • • 1ft •• 

lmown equa lity prov:ionsly to the time w·hen we saw the u.m.t~:ria.l equals, 

and r e flected that al l these ap:na.rtmt eq_ua,ls strive to a ttain absolute 

equaU t y , but fr•Jl short of it? 1 rheroa ure t wo points to be noticed 

14 

b.ere : firstly, th•-t t.l.e <'iorld of the senses is imperfect, &nd, secondly, 

J / 

that the re~.ini see-nee ( ci.Y"'f! Y7(1""'j ) i s a ma.ni:f'esta.tion of the perfect 

world of ~ G~olutes which characterises tlle solll. 'l'l1 e store of knowledp,e 

which t he soul btd in its previou s sta te w·a s soc,1ehow lc;st at birth and 

therefore ::- 11 k nowledge is recolJ.ection. 'fhis idea is, of course, 

consistent •,·itt t hE' Socr ~t ic tGtJc!".iurr abou.t f orms existing iu th0 real 

wor ld of whict the ;1;.u·ticnl~rs o n earth uro i -;;perfect copies. 'fhe 

earth ly C'.YPi<'! s renind one of the ro a l :for r:s, vhich tho soul knew before 

it l.ecame inc:' rnvte . If this aldlity to recognise in tn:? wo:rld of the 

senses b'l'pF.'rfect. part:i.cu l:::rs of ori.gina.1 f or rns is the uet~re of the 

inrperishable soul , it wiJ!. mePn th<' t wh a t ~ontinues t.o e-xi st vill he 

for m wii;hoHt content, 1Fppr~hcnsion without anything to e:pprehend. This 

surely is r,:.:lre of a philosoph i c al s~~eol tb an a phil osop~er 1 s heavE-n! 

I·t i s nree ise1 :;,; that diversity which we find in ere at ion wh j c 1• fi 11 s llS 

\Vit.h so muc h •.von~P.r and ~ives to life a fullness, a •body'. This 

tende nc ·,· of :·::ee1':: phi1 osoph.:r to r0 j ect the sensi'<,le as the source of 

corrnptibili.ty and evil is in direct conflict with the Biblic a l teachirtg 

th a t the Creation is the work of a loving Father. 

1'he next ttr gument llrough·t forward by Socrates is tha t ·the single 

and nncompounded is indissoluble. ' Now the con!pound or composite may 

be sn-pJHised to be ne.:t.lJr a.lly c a.nahl ~ J a.s of being cornpounded, so a lE:<' of 

bei.n; · dissolved; bu t tha·t whic h is u ncornpounded, and that only, nmst be 

if an•~tJdng is, indissoluble.' T'--e sot1l is simple a nd u ncha ngeable, 

wherea s the body is ccmpo~l nd 'i.c.d ch angeable. The sou l which is seduced 

by t l:e body is i.n d Anger of being contttminate1~Y the e arthy a nd never 

a tt ai n i ng complete freedom. 1"'l is , e.ccordillf': to Socrates, exp l a ins the 

I. Dtlrnet. op . c it . -pn . 157, l5S . 



existence of 1 ghostly a:ppari tions of souls which have not depa.rted pure, 

but w·hich nre cloyed 'V"ith sigllt and therefore visible.' An ethicfl.l note 

is struch here in that the body as the origin of evil is considered as 

djrectly responsible for dra.gging the soul of some down. Some souls 

will p a ss into animals ~fter death because of their contereination, their 

sins of the flesh; gluttony, wantonness and drunkenness •• , . . • 'fhus it 

l.s not sh,pJy the soul's inherent sir"plicity which assures it of immortality, 

hut a disciplined cultivation of lc'nowledge and virtue. T'~i.s is the way 

chosen by the -phi loso-pt<er and the hope which is reserved only for the 

lover of wisdol!1; ' No one w1>o has not studied pl!ilosophy and who is not 

entirely pure .nt the time of 'is de~n.rture i s a llowed to enter the 

company of the gods, but the lover of wisdom only.' Life is of eternal 

worth, and must be cheris hed as such by those who have the wisdom to 

realise H. All the experiences of the senses, ple asure as we ll as 

pain, rivet t,he soul to the body. 

The noble view of the vn.lue of the soul expressed in this argu-

ment g ives it a certain cogency for those who value huwan life. It 

calls for discipline and a.hstinence, a s does the Ct~risti a.n view of man, 

but unlike the Bibli cal view of wa n, it does so by rejed;jn:, -the rr.:>tcrial 

creatjon a s ev:il , a nd is to be reno11nced for t!< nt renson .. 'rhe c al lous 

way in whfch Socrates treflted ld.s wife and child in accordinR them only 

a short tirre with him, and sending them o !'f so that he could get on with 

the real business of argument, shows wh~t this atrounts to in pro.ctice. 

It mea.ns thnt we withdraw to such an extent from all that is truly 

meAningful in lif'e, th:tt ''fe e m-pty life of all true me aning . It is 

exac·tly b ec ause we form attachments in the flesh, lenrn to love the 

beauty of this ph:{sica1 world in wldch we live, th.n.t lee.ving it is 

s uch a negation of al l we fe e l th n.t we were me·".nt t o be and have in 

some smnll measure becorre. The physical must be r elated positively 

to t~e spiritual in any exposition of the af ter-life. The Cht•istian 

a.nswer is one of r e-creation a nd not the negation of creation. Socrates 

has not plumbed the depth of the f a ll of man. He seeks to offer hope 

w·here there is really no ho_pe. Aristotle was more consistent in his 

re asoning and consequently there is no real doctrine of the imrnortali ty 

of ·the soul, as individual soul, in l•is philosophy . 



1 6 

These three arguments form the. 'rsic c ase for the belief in the 

immortality of the son l as set out by Socrates. Oebes and Simmias are, 

however, not entirely satisfied. Simmias mentions the Pytha6 orean 

d octrine, that the soul is an attunement, a harmony, of the body. If 

this is ~;ranted, the soul shonld "'!)erieh befor e the body, just a.s the 

harmony 11roduced by ·!:,he strings of t he lyre , when struck in a certain 

way, are more tr:msi tory than the lyre :itself. Cehes, for his vart 

cou ld not f u lly accept that the soul would Tler·sis t whole after death. 

He thought that it is !JOSsible for the soul to perish after having gr own 

tired of successive births . Socrates de a.ls first with the belief that 

the soul is a h armony of the body. He r eminds them of the proof of the 

pre-existence of the soul, which was based on the conception of knowledge 

as recollection. TI1is they had accepted. If the soul exists before 

that in which it tflkes I'P its abode, it c annot be like a harmony which is 

produced after the instrument is l"ade . Furthermore, good sonls on this 

view would be in harmony with the body, w1!ereas evil souls would he a 

d i scord. k! Socr ates wns not ,reparod to gr ant thn.t one so•• l could be 

les s a soul tha.n anotl1er - i.e. that t here could he degrees in t he nature 

of the sou l - this concl u sion r·ade tl, e doctrine th"' t th-2 sou l is a 

har mony of the body doubly unacceptable. In ans"er to Cebes he reminds 

them of'the doctrine of forms or ideas. which constitute the real world 

of the soul . Fire and snov may 7'lerish , but heat and cold cannot. 

These forms are eterna l , and C('n never be changed into their opposites. 

Tl1e so•J l ' will never receive the opposite of wbe.t she brings.' i.e. death. 

This is a contradiction to the first a r gument in support of the 

immortalit~.r of the SOl: 1 1 but i s more truly in a;~reement with the proper 

Socratic position which holds that the soul is immortal and is therefore 

above generation or destruc tion. 

Socra tes then rel inqui shes philosophic reasoning, and relapses 

into a fanciful ,icture of the so ,l's po.ssac e to the ' world below' . Tt~e 

soul :is judged according to its works, and led by a guide to its o.ppointed 

-place . Tl'ere is another e ~rth in the heavens which Socrates then 

describes to l•is s pellbound henrers. '!'here dwell perfected being wifl 

the gods in strangely physical snrroundings . One is r ather r~~ 
ll3es, 

find that Socrates did not entirely 'ie an what he said abo•· · 
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a.nd that the:re n:t•e plac~s whic1' ,.... ay t.Jlr i l1 ·t.l':c senses eveu ln a 

phiJ.osopher 1 s heaven! Hn7ing sketcl1cd tr·e :Pictu re uf his d.estiny, 

he takes ·bhe poison, the only calm an~. ccr>.posed one an ong his tearful 

fr1ends and admirer&. Ani\ so died. the 'wisest and justest anu best' 

of the Gree1>s. 

In tl'le fully Pla.tonic Joctrine of the soul, the soul is brought 

into closer :relationst1ip with tl1e bod.y . i.e. in tlHl Platonic system in 

its later d.evelo.,m.e;.~.t wt.ich ·listinguished it from Hs Socratic bE":ginni~gs. 

The soul here forms t.he li.nk witl1 the wurld of ideas. It belo:nr:-s both 

to the world oi' Becominv f inso.f.'M' as it directs its desires towards the 

ob)ects of t11e senses H.no to th9 world of ide"s or the eternal world of 

Being. :nato conceives a i.i:dpartite soul consisting of Reason ( V~Vj ) 

will ( 
~ s I 

) ~,.nd sensuous desire ("m u,r'"'). In the Timaeus, the 

soul is described as formed out nf t,heS·::! p~rts and i-::mor·tality is ret':l.ined 

for the ration~l pa!.'t onl:r. 

In Aristotle, the soul becan.t: idcn·~ified to a large extent w·ith 

wh r- t we would call t lHi life vf the orgnnism. 'ihe soul ( V'ou} ) wa.s 

that which guve t1;e m;:~ t·i;er. of which~ the bony is co:n:pos:al, purpose, form 

and life. He u::sed ·l;he concept entelech,;y ( ~Y'Tt--\~)(61-') as the unifying 

and purposive mouldill[t of r,;atter by form . It may be described as the 

directed.ness of the beir11:" • Tile soul, although thought of as a different 

so'!!ething w'llich is i dned to the body, is rel ated !!lore c losel:Jr to the 

body than in Platonic tho;•e·ht 'It indubitably foEows tha.t the soul 

is i nse-pnr&.ble from the body. ' Bwt at the sa.me time the hope of 

persona l i~-:· ortn.li ty i)ecomes rr:ore re.uote. It is very doubtful whether 

Aristotle believed in personal irmvor-t ali t y at all. For Aristotle . 

there fl.re t hree cr :1.det; <.f the sou1: the vegeta-tive, the animal a.nd the 

rational. The hit,her in the scale the org:mism is, the more of these 

'~rades are nresen't . and net just the hi ghest grade - e. g . ma.n is not 

just r a.tional sou l, but the r rt.tional has worked over the vegetative and 

animal o.spects of ma,n' s being. So i mpulse in man becomes will, and 

perc eption becomes lmowledg e because of the effect of the r a tional s oul 

on the animal soul. 'fl-;e highest activity of man, re a son, is divided 
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into · a.Ct ive and passive rea son •.• Passive reason is that process by 

which sense i mnressions a.re formed , o.nd this may v ary from individual to 

indivic'tual. T!'e c n.pac ity of the ll"ind to u se t' ese sense impressions in 

the formulation of concer>ts is the active rea.son. Active reason is viewed 

a s a form whi ch come s from without , dd.ed to the soul of man. It is 

this active re Pson wh:ic=. is the s ome for all men. It is this which 

As Russel puts it: ma'kes rr..a.thematic s and lo .i c e l a.rguu'ent possible. 

'One man likes oysters and another likes pine ~ ~~le ~ ; a nd distinguishes 

between t'hem. But when they think abo·rt ·fihe multiplication table •••.•• 

there is no difference 1 etween the m.' l . Tile forming mind was the 

only iwnerishable aspect of mfl.n1 s being in the ·thought of Aristotle. 

1Vindelband col'WI\ents: 'Personal i mortality is put in question •••••• 

:i ust as in the Platonic Timaeus , where it wo.s cla.imed. for the r ational 

part of the so~; l, i.e . that which is everywhere alike and impersonal.' 2 • 

The Greek philoso~hic l.'l.l h ope was a hope of the survival of the 

soul of man conceived as the rr.i nd { vovj ) of man. Tl:e real w·orld 

is the world of -pure thol' ght \Vhich is the one unchanging thing in a 

world of chanre and decay. Tl . ou ~;.l1t is the s~ecific tunction of 

rational man, o.nd therefore con~titutes the hope of those ,.,ho rea.lise 

their full rationality in phil o.~ophy. Throubh6ut t here is the idea 

of imperfection which is associa ted with the material world. All that 

is wrong with >nan is to be attributed to his assoc iation with matter, 

i.e . his h aving a body, Sin is wrong thinking, thinking which is 

directed towards the ph ·sical world . To become an inhe·d tor of the 

real world one h ns to purify oneself of the contamination of the flesh 

through the discipline of philosophy. Heaven is strictly for philoso-

phers. Pl;ilosopl' • is the p~.thway to the gods and the bridge from 

mortality to im~ortality. 

Tl>ere are sot1il!d theologic a l rea.sons for the Chr isti ;;~ n to reject 

a n;y l•el'! ef in the i mmortnli ty of the soul. as Greek 'Philosophy c once ived 

it. When Christians s-peak of survival, they ought to ~ean what the 

1. Russell. op.cit. p.1S}4 

2. Windelband. op. cit. Vol. 1. p.l51. 



Bible says and the Church ha.s taught, and not what the Greeks thought, 

however sincerely. God ' s truth is known only in Jesu s Christ. 

1. Tlte Greek belief in the immortP-li ty of the soul mee.ns that man's 

utter dependence upon God is undermined. n ' e soul of man becomes an 

independ.ent entity w·hich c :- n of itself rea.lise its intrinsic i mmortality. 

~le unfolding of eternity is a n activity of man as man , in Plato as a 
I 

vis:i.on of the world of idea s . a nd in Aristotle as a beholding ( e~a.Jf!rf. ) 

in the divine self-consciousness . ~e Good i s the ultimate for Plato , 

it is true . but only the Good as t r.ought to which even the Deity must 

give ear. Mnn extricates h imself from his O\vn predicament. This is 

the basis of all man-centred thinking. It is based on ·the idea that 

t here is some worth apart from God. and it is often religious thinking 

a.s it wa s in the case of Socrntes, but i t is nevertheless sinfn l thinking 

because i t ~laces man at the centre of the picture. The condescension 

wi th which the philosopher j s to de ed with the lesser wortal, leaves the 

road rir ht onen to p~ilosophies such a.s t hose of Nazism, Cormunism and 
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Pharisa isn;. 'lhi s is in direct conflict with the teacl:ing of Cltristianity 

that our only hope is in God , thc.t wbether we die or live we are the 

L d ' l. or s. Our only hope is in God ' s mercy and His love, as shown in 

Jesus Christ. 10ur ulti11lb.te hope is anchored f ax more deeply th'\.n in 

the shifting sands of hu~T~an wisdom; it is anchored in the Rock of Ages.' 2 • 

ll. The Greek belief in the immorta lity of the soul is in direct 

conflict with the Jud.eo-C1l r i stian be lief that God m&de the world ancl 

saw that it was good. It has a n entirely negative a.tti tude towards 

matter. (Aristotle was less neg ative , relating the two as matter and 

form, but nevertheless he s aw hope only for the r ational soul. I God 

and creation are driven apart. Tl>.e Gnostics were the heirs of thi s 

attitude , not the Ca tholic Churcl1 . It is, h owever, still r a ther prevalent 

in c· ristia n theology, leadi!l{! to a deprecia~i on of s acramental theology. 

Am.· belief in the survival and renewal of r.an must be related positively 

to wha~ God made a nd s aw that it was g ood . 

1. c • f • Ron:. XI V. 8 . 

2. Mie g -.er. "Visible and Invisible~, p.l3. Emil Brunner comments 

'Cur eterna.l 1 i.fe is rooted in the "thou" of God who addresses 

us, not :i.n the 111 '' which we s peal1: t o ourselves.' ( •'Eternal Hope". 

p . 107. ) 
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111. Related to this is the separation of body and soul, rather than 

seeing them a.s one trhole re <J,slised a.s an organic unity in one being. 

The tension which may arise from my being a body and being more tha n a 

body is the result of my sin and is not due to the imperfection of my 

flesh. (The Pauline concept of the flesh (q-.,t.(f ) is much more profound. 

and is not to be thnr:ht of as physical flesh only. 1.) Sin manifests 

itself in m:1tter just as righteousness and love do, because creation is 

one whole. At the very basis of matter there is the phenomenal power 

of the atom. 'fha whole universe is co-ordinated energy, and man is the 

crown of creation. He is not set over against it but within it. 

Matter considered in i solation as matter ha.s just t hat meaninglessness 

which Sartre sees in ~ ill or which Ileidegger describes as man's 

facti.c.it,;y , The sciences, a nd especially psychology, have shown the 

intirr:ate relation which exists between the emotional and physical 

strnctures of man. Rat~ er thPn exTlress concern at these f acts, the 

theolo~:,· ian shonld welcome them a.s an affirmation of what Biblical theology 

has l1een saying all along. In an nge jn which the psycholog:l.cal causes 

of so much nbj•sical " S well asmentaJ sickness are recognised, there should 

be a. return in theology to seeing man in his wholeness. Let us bnnish 

the word soul from our t h eolog ic;>.l vocabularies! 2
• The Bible h : rdly 

ever/t~ses it. and it has no pltt,ce in the st atements of f aith, the Creeds 

of the Church. 

lV. This dua lism lea.ds to a s nperf.icia.lity in the f. ce of death. 

Brunner co mments: • The effect of this Plt~tonic dualism is not merely 

to r-P.ke a.e"th innocuous but also to rob evil of it s sting .. ' ( nEternal 

IIor>e." p . lOl.) The imperturbability of Socra.tes before his execution 

is grounded in an illusion ahout the nature of man , and therefore, of 

death . Tl:ere i s no t hreat to being, no deep sorrow at t he breaking 

of l>onds of love ~nd friendship, but a. sort of self-satisfaction that 

t t e time has come to leave these pitiable creatures in their pitiable 

state. A superficial view of life , however it may be flat.tered by 

being called ph ilosophy, results in a superficia l view of death. Socrates 

1. c.J Chapter IV. 

2. TI1e Bible uses for sou l or life. TI1is is variously translated 

in the New Eng lish Bible as soul and true being. 



s'ttows a certain self-assura nce in the fre e of death which a.t times is 

almos·h revolting. T11ere is no note of the condeo ne.tion of God issuing 

in the death of n:.a.n. 'In the STreat of y onr face y ou sha ll eat bread 

ti 11 you return to the ground. for O'• t of it -;you were taken; you n.re 

dust and to dust y ou shall retnrn. ' 1. That is God 's conde~nation of 

man's s i n. It is th:i s neg ation of that which God had created to dwell 

with Him in all eternity whic h is both the g lory and the tragedy of man. 

The Greeks areblind both to the fulness of the glory and to the depth 

of the tragedy. For them, the Cross of Christ was to be foolishness, 

but the foolishness of God is wiser than the wisdom of men. 2· 

V. All this adds ~P to the f act t hat the belief in the "immortality 

of the soul as expressed in Greek philosophy is a belief in the ab ility 

of :nan to reo.lise h i mse l f somehow. and a negation of the need of ma.n for 

renewa l, De l'l.th is seen a s the noint a t which the soul, in itself 

immortal, leo.ves the bod;y. Its desti ny d.e-pends on its l~ehaviour during 

its e ,.rthly life - i.e. whether it lenrut the lesson of purific 'l.tion 

which ?hilosonh · a lone co11 l d teach it. or not . In the GTeek vie", 
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ma.u is a.lread~r what he is to be . a. being whose essential neture is i mmortal. 

This essential nat •!re it turns out is only the form of rea son, the 

logical p.- rt of man, a r. ere sk eletor1 of man's wholeness, but for the 

philosopher, t he only part worth keeping, a nd the only part which for 

pld.losopt>ic.'ll reasons seems to h nve a.ny c hange of i mmort ali·hy . The 

soul may a row weak .,nd lose its r a.tionaHty through its a.sr;ocia.tion 

with the flesh. a nd thereby live on in a nituals. But n.ll tM s is the 

f ault, t he i !Tnorance of that n<~.rtj cular soul. On the other hand, the 

ph:i loso!)her hn.s the wisdor;: to know wh~t he is n:ade of, u.nd to seelt to 

rea lise i t by dying to t he flesh. T' :e dimension of the eternal is 

placed w:\ thin the nature of man in S \.!Ch f! way that he i. s eternal iit 

relati.on to his own i nn:.ost nat u re. T'!i s may have been created by God, 

as Christians who accept this view of the immortality of the soul hold, 

but they claim it is only eternal in its relatedness to God, and not to 

itself a.s the Greeks held. They did not see the very existence of man 

threatened by sin which severs man from the Source and Sustainer of all 

1. Gen. 3. H>. 

2. I Corinthians 1. 22-25. 
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l ·r 1. 1 e. Tile modern existentialist philosophies see man's predicament 

a.nd his despair wl:en he is turned 't'pon himself to realise his being much 

more c l e arly than the Greeks ever did. The Messiah for the Greek 

Philosop' er "as withi n hi s own be:lng, and not Someone who had to come 

from without to s ~we hir1 , renew and reorienta te him. And th:i s belief 

in the dig nity of man, while admir<1l1le and Diblic.:-1 in its '(>roper context, 

must he ba.lanced by the stnrk re~lism of man's sin and degrada tion- i.e. 

tl;ere is no t.ruth in the one statement without the other. The two must 

be held together in dialectic a l tension. mlenever there has been a s o-

called Enligh·ten~·ent, the light ho.s been the light of man's worth , and 

not of God's grnce- i.e. \'rithin the spirit of the Greek enlightenment: 

Giovanni MeiQ"r,e comments pertinently: 

' In that critic;>.! red·1ction of C1,r:i.sti ., n dogma which was carried out 

1 ·y the thon[ ht of t,he Enli; l'>tem1ent, the idea of the i mmortality of the 

sou ] survives as one of t h e two essent :i nl l,)ri ' \C i 11le s of N:1.turAl Religion. 

Flverything tho.t hns to d o wit]· t.he doctrine of redemption- ori.,inal sin, 

t~e otoninn death of C~rist. s P lv~tion ~y f nith - nll this is forgotten 

or denied; but the dogma. of the intrj nsic i "'..,ortP.lity of the soul, that 

bt1lwark of man's ~onscjousness C'f h i s own dignity, is retained •..•• ' 2 • 

Death has no stin.!:' ~nd the p,rnve no victory for Socrn.tes because his 

dea.th is sin>ply a nd 1 j ter "'tlly a. passing .2..!!• The element of the trag ic 

in life and in de~th is disreg~rded. T'1e need f or forgiveness and 

restoration in the experience of eternal life is accorded no place . There 

is. in fnct, no re o.l place for Jesus Cl1rist, Saviour of a ll men, in this 

str11 c ture. 

nlose are some of the More i~portant theolog ic · l objections 

which C' .risti ans wl•o are conce'l"ned to preserve n. Bih l i C<~-1 theol ogy roust 

l rin: .... against the belief in the i morta.li ty of the soul which finds its 

inspiratj on j n Greek. phj losophy . To readj ust our perspective, we need 

to tnrn i ·irst to the Biblica l view of the nature of .,.,an, his purpose s.nd 

d.estiny and his n la..ce within the created order. Thereafter we shnll 

1 . cf . lfatt. 10. 2·~ . Por the use of the word soul ( 
New Testareeut see Chapter III. 

2. Mie;•:·e. op . cj ·t. 1) ,158, 

) in the 
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collsider some Christian expressions of the nature and destiny of man, t o 

see whether they ngree basicnlly with t1le Biblico.l idea or the Greek 

p l ilosophic ol idea. T! te nature of our renewal in Christ throu~h 

sacrifice, death e,nd resurrection are to be contra.ste<l witb the realis-

ation of life through life, death and immorta lity. 

APPENDIX: 

It is significant to note that the philosophies current at the 

time of our Lord ' s life on e arth had . for the most part, rejected concern 

about the life hereafter, and concentrated on a way to live this life. 

TI1ere was still the emphasis on wisdom, but essentially wisdom to get the 

best out of t hi s life , to be able to choose the pleasure which led to the 

highest g ood, a prectical as against a purely abstract wisdom. The main 

;, \ 
a im of these philosopl1ies was the attainment of tranquillity ( o.TD(f"-J to'.. ) . 

The Sceptics sourht this tranquillity in complete suspension of judgment 
~ \ 

( ~1TO X, ) : the Cynics in a renunciation of n.ll external things including 

conventions and a rer lisation of self a lon", self-chosen lines; the Hedonists 

or Cyrens.ics in t.he pursuit of ;>le :~ sure a s the supreme n.im of existence; 

t he Epicureans 1n r e·i ectin.,:· tbe fear of de::-.th and of the gods and the 

a.ttainnent of tra.nq_nillity through the conq•; est of fear. Their whole 

concern was with this life, and for the "llost part with the body. 

Epicurus s aid' 'Death is nothing to us; for that which is dissolved is 

without sensation; o,nd that which lttcks sensation is nothing to us. • 

Lucretius (100- c F"'" n.c.), tha.t ardent disciple of E:pieurus, gives us 

\o&0~7 
au ide a of how· the body and soul ( ~ ) were seen as one in Bk . III 

(94-~29) and that both the body and ·~he Plind will 'Perish. Thi.s teaching 

was very influential amongst the intellectuals of the time of our Lord . 

and especi P.ll y the ~tri stocracy of Rome. Val1:es were crumbling , and there 

wa . .s a certain desp(l.ir , an a.pathy "llUch as there i. s in our age. The 

answers given were much the s n.me as we find in such manifestations as 

''Beatniks", "du cktails " , a nd the general degeneration of morals and art. 

Much of it 1rras a sincere se&rch for new values a nd a positive, me~ning:ful 

affirmation of life, just as mucL of it is to-day. Most of them s aw 

true hapiness as a. pursuit of lastin;' v a lues, but as values which were 



values here and now, and not just vnlues in the world to come. It 

led , tl·erefore, to an interest in science l" S we find in Lucretius . 

whj c h interpreted death as it s aw death, and not as it thought death 

should be. Its realism an<l pessi!r.ism arises out of its el!lphe.sis on 

the t>hysica.l. There "as no 'red' world in the form of a world of 

ideas apart fro.~ the world in which man finds himself , and in that 

world he is to live for better or for worse . T!·e answers of the 

v arious schools may differ, but their basic l:'.ttitude remains the same. 
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C H A P T E R II. 

TliE NATURE .AND THE DESTINY OF iJAN IN 1'llli ULU T.EST.A!,ffiNT . 

1. The Hope of Restoration - the Nation. 

The understanding of man in the Old Testament is an unders·lianding 

which j s all the time being drawn forth by man's relationship to his 

Creator: a.nd through man' s active "Partie ipa.tion in the plan of God for 

him and for the cosmos. It is, in fact, a relig ious view of man which 

looks to God for understa nding and light. This distinguishes it from 

a uurely scientific or philosophical view of the nature of man. The 

sci e ntific approach is not to men in his fulness, but to man as body, 

(ana-tomv, medicine, &e.), or man in commil nity (socia.l sciences), or man 

a nd his attitudes, co-:rplexes, intelligence and all that has to do with 

his mental and emotional 1 ake-up (psychology). It observes, t abulates, 

reneralises, seeks to understo.nd and through understanding to remedy that 

which is diseased in man or societ y . It may find itself associated v ith 

a reJir ious [ttit~de of life or it may not. Its results are not 

de-pen<1e nt. .:m tl>r- s7Jj r1. tu11J. stP.te nf thE> observer, but on his ab ility to 

observe without prejudice and with accuracy. Philosophy ola.ims to see 

life in its wholeness, to see l ife sub specie aet.ernitatis. It only 

denls wit h 0 od a s it thin'ks that concept i s me11ningful in roan's 

situation. .A Chri stian i>hi lo_so-ryhy would a.pr>roach man frorr a theistic 

~oint of view. <'l.nd a.n a.theistic -philoso·')hy may SFJ.Y with Sartre or Nietzsche 

t hot ' God is de~J ' . Both would be -pl,iloso"[)>des. and. botb would l,e 

jnd.Jed Py the i r " nders-tandi.n~ of' life ?.nd their rclevmce to men's 

situa·tion in the world. '1'1-:e -point is that a belief io. God is not 

essential for a T>~'i losophic a.l or scientific underst a.neing of life, 

wherea.s it is the very heart of a religious understanding of life. 

"In the r eo.lm of reli!,~ ion. most of all iA ths.t of Isr a.el' s reli;;;iont 

the stress falls on GOD not on m~tn". (H. ,r. Robinson. ' 'l'he Religious 

Ideas of t he Old Testa.n.ent.' -p. 78.) 

Tl·e Hebrews were o. relir ious people, whosE.> relil~ion constituted 

their identity a s a. peoPle, nnd con:pletely governed their attitude to 

life . '!'heir God Ya.hwel1 wh o 1•nd taken t hem up out of the l~md of Egypt 
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and set the.n in a lnnd which He gave tl :e rn for thejr own possession, c ame 

to he seen not only as the war god of a grotlp of tribes, but as the God 

of all the eartl' . He had created man in His own it:~age (G·€'r>., I. 26,27.) 

as the crown of His creation set within <;re : tion, a s the t?.ster nnder 

God d' all His work, re .,:oinr the fruit of all that God h~.d s et within 

it to nourish hi ~. (Gen. I. 21,30.) In the narrative of the creation 

writt en by tl"•e Priestly writer, we h l:\ve 'l HlS,gn.ificent picture of the 

unity of a,ll crf"a.·tion, and t h e maj esty of tl1e Creator. 1 This inter-

deryendence wrl"ich unites together the wor k s of creation, shows thnt all 

things helonrr togetl•er and thnt nothing is u seless R.nd nothing incom­

plete t 1. A1ongside this nicture of God in His O·therness is the 

stor~r of God cr~a·tin · m •. n ( "0 1'K ) os 1\ -potter form!! his vessel f rom 

the (lust of the eA.rtlJ, brenthj Uf 1 nto ld s nostr i ls t!1e l>rea.tb of life 

(Nenhesh) nnd. man becomes a. ne pl:esh cha,y;rah , a livin:; bej ng. God 

'val"ks ;y-i tt> 'l!~n in n. :;nrden which lie planted and prepared for mfln. He 

a.t t ends to r~an' s need by -providing him with a 'helper fi t for him', f rorr. 

t~1e sul:>st~i.ce of the mnn hir.self, one who is 'bone of his bone <J.nd flesh 

of his flesh • . ( Gen. II. 20-23.) Ma.n is of the very stuff of the 

e arth o.nj mnted by t he hrea.th o·r God, plo.ced within creation to tal{.e his 

unique -plA.ce wi ',hin it as God's husbtl ndma.n, entrusted freely with al l 

th~t God hn~ mr-d~. The rest:ric·iion ,111\.<!ed t~-;on n:~.n. is thn.t, he sho·tld 

not try t o usur:p ftod' s phce u.nd posi tion, tbP~t he should not be like 

God, lmo¥.r:i.nr• good and evil . {Gen. III.~.) .Man in his innocence j s man 

corn~lete1y at r e ece with hiMself and God, having all his needs fu lf illed 

throu~h th~ l.ov" rmd nrovidence of God. .alan, in l:is fallen state, is 

man in who..., desjres arc awakened which a r e contrary to his creatur(~liness, 

wld~J1 ll'ake hira discontented, a t v ariance wi t,h God's pur;.•ose for him, and 

:iu a st£lte of estrHni:ement frorr- that which is ne :>re st to h:i.w. All this 

comes out in the l!lyth ic a l story o 9 t he Fall of man :in Genesis liT . The 

reJ.at.ionship which exj sted between God and n~~n is lJrolten, with the result 

that man is ashamed of God and hides f rom His presencf'. He is ~-1 so 

a.shflmeC! of woman. ancJ womAn of birr., so that they hide their nakedness 

from eoch other. (Gen. 1II. 7 .) God walks i.1. the ga.rdcm in t h e cool of 

1. ,Jacob. 1 T"neology of the Old Testament '. p . 147 . 
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the day and seeks MP.n and Woman only to find thf'l t they have b.idden 

bec ause of their nakedness, the nt~kedness of self-consciou~ creatureliness. 

God knows what has brought about this tragic change in man, who ha.s 

thrown away his inheritance through his disobedience, and He announces 

to man and woman the consequence s of their sin. lfoman shall bring 

forth c1Jildren in n11,in, in a world in -which ma.n is divorced from God, 

while man sh:1.1l strive with nct~!re to sust&in hirosel.f and those of h is 

family. Bnt, most trf'.gic of v.ll, man, in seeking to transcend his 

cr·eatureliness, has negated his l>eing. T7:e nephesh che.yyah 1vill return 

to the ' t~.phar min-ha'adamah from which it wn.s formed. (G·en. III. 19.) 

Mn.n o.nd his mate are dr iven from the place which God apnninted for them, 

a.nd are banished from it for ever. 

GOD, MAN AND CREATIONs 'rHREE BASIC POLAEITlE~. 

In tht>t trag:ic<'lly benutiful myth of crea.tion we have poignantly 

depicted hoth the glor~· and tl:e shrme of man's nature. Miin, created 

to enjoy ~t uniqre reJ o.tionship to the Creator of a,] 1 i;hings as the one 

wl>o tms tmd.er God domini on over R] 1 crea.t.ion, seeks to rea.lise his 

d~'stin,y a.pP.:rt fro!" God, and, in dj sobodience to the c.omnandr.-ents of God, 

only to find that along that path lies sLame, de spair1 3Uffering and 

finn.lly dea.th. All these things are pa.r ·b of man's be5ng as a sinner 

isolated fror God. Ma.n hA.s lost his created right to possess the earth 

and en;joy the fruits thereof. His sin has separa.ted hin• from God, from 

his fellow nn.n and fro"M his help, wonutn. Perversion and corrnption of 

his beinr~ set in, t o such an extent th - t God desires "to destroy the 

e artl1 . (Gen. VI. 5-7.) Thus destruction as well a.s creation is seen 

as A.n ret of God, for that which is wicked and unworthy c n.nnot be 

tolera.ted in Lhe r>resenc e of God. In the first six chapters of Genesis 

t~e w-ho] e no.rrative of creation has become inverted. What God had made 

a.nd seen ·that it was good, had become enta ngled in the web of corruption 

an~ clenth spt'.rked off by the sin of ma.n, chant•ed fror· a world crented by 

God for His glory to a world undor the wrath and condemnation of God. 

The lliytholopy briDf'S out the pol arity in man' s nature which is 

ch ~racter:l sti.c of l··:i s crer.tm·el1ne>ss. The "">O] !l.rity is relation on the 

one 'lond +.o nAtu:ce and his rellow man, and on 1ihe ot.her to his Mrker, 

tbe (fod who is Creator, but not of Cre tion, a.nd this -->ole..ri ty is essential 



to the Biblical view of man and his nature. It is 

from a.ll. pa.nthe:i sm "'hich seel\:S to identify God ~ncl 

to be distinguished 

. ~ 
Creat1on:Aall thought 
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which seeks to make of man a god ond tl,ereby cleny his crc<1-tl1rel:iness as 

we hl:'.ve seen only laads to a pld.loso:>bic:-1 ··.antheisn: in whicl' the human 

ree~.son rejects creation as corrupt or illusionl'\.ry, and fro·" all atheistic 

materialism or huroa.nisll" which regards creation apart from the Creator. 

It is also important that this polarity be ~res~rved in theology so that 

a. cottrse :ts steered betw·een idol a tory under the guise of sacramental ism 

on the one hand a1ill a puritannjcal ne~ation of the body on the other. 

It i.s tl1is polnrit~r which is the ba.sis of the ob:iective-subjective aspect 

of our being. Our relationship to God is the hasic t !-Thou' relat:i on-

sl1i-p in which I am in rracious communication with God and all that He 
.. 

shows Himself to be. The relationshjp of God to Creation is the basic 

'I-It' relationshi-p wbich is full of all the creativity and love which 

lie has reveo.led, and in which man participates as God's r epresentative. 

Both these relationships are broken by the sin of man. 

1. ~irst. Polari t_y: God and Creation. 

God in his love, IUs chesed, does not leo.ve man in his predicament, 

but. ~e~ks ldm o•.Jt and tries to bring o;an back to Himself. ile saves Noah 

and hjs family from the destruction of Ilis wrath as •Noah w·a.s a rjghteous 

man, blqme]ess in his generation; Noah wvlked with God. ' (Gen. VI. 9b), 

cmd ' Noah fonnc] f'l.vour in the eyes of the Lord. 1 ( VI. 8.) With him God 

made a CovenR.nt lfhich He "H.s to make vi th successive generations of those 

whom He chose. The nature of the Coven£>.nt was a gracious rene·Ka.l of the 

relationsh) i> whidl 7!1'.1-n had wi.th God before the Pall. The condi tion of 

man before the Fall r:lUSt not be construeu as being im:norta.l, as H. Wheeler 

ltobinson -..·,o :inted ou·t.: 'In regRxd to th.e consequences of the dct of 

disobedience • ...• . we are not entitled to infer from it that man's 

mortality is here traced directly to his sin; on the other hand we read 

in iii.22f that man is removed f rom Eden :in order that he may not eat of 

the ·tree of life and live forever, the inference bein~ that , without it, 

hl'l is naturnlly nortal. This is the view elsewhere found in the Old 

Testament; l:c a"t'e not ;justified, therefore, in saying- more than that 

r!lnn is le-~'t tn rjs nat•Jrn1 mort ,1ity l:lec::n.1se of his sin, vrhilst tl:e 

woman's trl\vail nnd the mn.n' s toil 1.re it.s direct -punishments. ' 1 • 

1. 'E·e Cl1ristian Doci.rine of ~o.n. -p.60. 



The condemnation of ma.n through sin, then, is a tragic dimension added to 

his mortality on this view. lfe agree sin does bring about, essentially, 

separation frore G·od, pictured a s the banishUient .from the Garden of Mien, 

in t!;e toil and the trnvaiJ, but also in the death of the sinner. 

11le narrative includes in &od's condemnation of' man and. woman 'dust 

thou O.l't a nd tCI dnst thou shaJt r eturn', which is the fin"l ccndemna.tion. 

If. we a.cc~"tlt Wheeler Rohinson' s view, it would be an a.nti-clima.x, a 

simple reminder of "tan's mortality. We sug1rest th[l.t here we have 

the ber•inninr:s of the recopnition, jn later Jewish thouehtt of the 

close rela:rionsl'lip between death u.nd sin. As we slwll see, the Hebrew 

thought o:f' de~th as a ho.sic -part of man's creatureliness, and no so 

mucr~ fi.S t" resPlt Gf !lis sin. .Nevertl-Je)ess, ('1. lOn(! life W!lS the gift 

of Yo.hweh to those '.'fho obeyed his col'!'mnndr."cnts; and on the other side, 

sinfulness was fl.lwE>ys nun~ shetl by death or the threat of death. 

The restoration of man was not, seen a.s a. promise of i wmortnl i ty, 

which 'V'ou1d ll" forei::rn to the Je>wish thought of the Old Testa.vent, 

but as the conci lia.tion of wan a.nd God and the restoration of man's 

prod1.1ctive rela.t:i on to natu:re; a state of affairs '•rhich had beGn 

disrupted by the .Fall. ' Be frui't:f.ul s.nd nultiply, and fill the 

earth. 'l'he fear of you and tJ- e dr&nd c.f yo\~ st.all 1e on ev~ry 

beast of the earth, and upon every bird of the air, upon everything 

that creep::: u r on the r.rround and nll the fish of the sea: into yo•J.r 

hand they a.re delivered. Every t:'loving thing that 1 ives sha ll be 

food for you; and as I fl8Ve you the 8reen plants I give you every-

thing. ' (Ge'l. IX. 1-3.) When we compare this with God's blessing of 

man i n the .£>-Creation na.rra.tive the renewal theme comes out clearly: 

1 And God blessed them, and said to them, 'Be fru:i tful nnd ruultiply 

and fill the earth and subdue it: and have dominion over the fish 

of the sea r..nd over the birds 

/. • • of ·the air 
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of the nir auf' over every 1 iv:in{" thinp, that moves upon the enrth.' 

(Gen. l. ~f . ) n•e stendt~8t love (£hesed)of God was active in trying 

to restore mnn to the im~ge of llis flory, to gjve him back thnt place 

. t. h. b hi . ht l. 1n creR 1on w 1c •~s s r1g • 

2. The Second l'ola.ritX : God and .fen. 

But Pg&in God's overtures to rntt.n n.re spurned. 

ruade to construct a to~er to reneh up to the henvens fails bec~1se of tho 

confu!'J:i on of l onguar~es, syl'·bol ic of t,hc strife evident in a.l J man-centred 

t) 

ntten'~r>ts to build a n abidinp city on enrth. -· The thcn:e cl tHtrly is 
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·Hilt any co-ordinAted effort on tl'le pnrt of m'\nkind to establisl·~ an abjdinr 

p] ~ce for itself is doorr.ed to f: ilure. ( We nrc s~dly reroinded of the 

ottempt"' rme f ::- ilures of the old Let'~'le of Nrtions end tl•e pres~nt United 

Nd1ons.) MPn' s sin mt\1\es ftll sue'' efforts tlseless, and destructive of what 

they seelt to r-chi c-ve. T~ .e only w:1y trnn cnn teet his fello• mnn in ] ove 

an~ ·fellowship, in peace l"tld truo co-op£~rn.tion is through the sa.vinp act 

of God. 
I 

T1 e clHl.pter following the one describing t l-Je debacle of DalJel 

bo~ins; "Now the Lord s n id to Abrtu~ . 'Go from your country and your ldndred 

and y our f nther' s house to the land that 1 will show you. And I will make 

you a ~re ~>t Uf1.tion ·md I wil1 bless )OU, end mnke your nnme gl'ftnt, so that 

you will be o hlessing 'lncl by you a ll the nations of the e nrth wiH 

l· less tremsel ves. ' .. ~Gen. A.Il. 1-~. ) The initia;t;ivf' lies with God and 

not with mAn; tl~e Coven:mt nnd tlte L!lW nre God's Coven1~nt ond Ln.w on 

wh ich doNmd the very e~istencc of' tl··e 'T)~f'·r;J e or God .. God nl one can r0store 

nnk ind torn n.pnrt h,y sin <'nd so1:t' i s ltness. 

wholn is true a lso of e~ch individual in his relAtion to his fellow. ln 

Isrnel the individua.l was ll.Ot consider~d ~~ n • nit but :-~1 ' "'Y" PS ">nrt of 

the whole 

3. The Third Pol a rity: The rath or God i:: the Love or God. 

Jn {111 the en.rly rel i,dous history of r.am ns described in the Uld 

Testament tl1ere secrrs to be n. t ens j.on between the '!rra.tl1 of Go<l f\nd the 

The L~rd sees tho wicltedness of man a.nd wishes to destroy 

l • Cor. pere n.l so Geu. IX. 3-17. 
2 . Genesis. XI. 1-~ . 
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him, hut 'tet in JUs mercy He .11 a.vs t1 ·~s someone out c1f the mass through 

whom He seelts to bd.n~ about. st-lvl:ltion. 'l'H s nssocift tion of <iestrueUon 

F.md salvation. of death t'nd life, is~thome which recurs in the history of 

Sf'l vn.t i.on in ·t:.he Bi b1 e. C!l l::li nf't i n11, in tl1e dea.tl1 an<1 Re surrect :i.on of Our 

l.ord • :md j t is bl\s:i c to the •mderetand 1 ng of God • s pur pose of renew~l. 

In salvation God hoiih destroys nod renews; His i r o.th nm1 His Lovo are both 

1" · s is a polarity which is vital to the uniierstnnding of the 

destiny of man, a ·pol::\rH;y which runs riJ ht through the IHblc. Man 

experiences the wroth of God , the destruction of his being in death, ~ts 

sinner. As restorod ho experiences tho love of God in renew~ l of his 

be h~~ through dea.th i. c. resurrection 

in C' •:r i st Jesus • 

This last sta.gn is only a.tta.ined 

Fro!'" tl1e foregoing discussion of God, 'tq,n and G'reAtion as set out in 

the openinp- ch~-pters of tlle Bible t~nd :u1 under stood in the experience of 

the C1.risti f'n C11 rrch tlH~re m·e ·these three 1)as ic l>Ol flrities in the nn·turo 

Pml condjtion of ~n which characterize the lhbl ie:\1 'indorst,mding of man. 

'Ods under!!t~tnd:lnt of the nature of rnn Jmst be disting>.lisJ.ed from a. dU<\listio 

understnnoin[' such as finds its inspiration in 'Jrce1\. philosophy or Per sian 

religion with its dufllistic view of Good ttnd ti.'vil. Th.,se hn.sic }>olnrities 

~re expressed in the im~anence \nd transcendence of God, the earthly and 

spirituf' ) nature ot mnnt the giory ttnii the shome of ct'ertion and in fnct in 

every aspec t of theolo~ic al t hought. 

He is not God and he is not matter. He 

is the rlus t of tl.e <.>flrtl• enl i v onod 'by the brea-th of God. 

hast express the nature or Jran hy s nyh1i• t l,o.t rroan is lf.ltter hrotlgbt into 

v:itnl ree i proeRl relA.ti onshiT' with God Tbnt would la:rdly be mn.n in a nut-

s}•ell. hut it wo·rld stnt,e tra.n• ~ r,osH:,iou in Tf)lttticn to God t>nd tlu~ mflteri a l 

creation whic •c is n cruci nl pcrs-peetiYe in tl;eolor:ic n.l thoHg:.t. 

\H•at effect h:1s sin on the n r. ture of mf'n' s being·? lt disrupts 

r-t\n' s relntionsh:i f' witll n u.tnre ond his follow mnn f' nd brings hitn under the 

'r th of God. In the first plnce, through sin n~an ' .r. being is directed 

nway · fror l.lod to Creat :i on. fl~ is ctl.uses a f1l se autonomy in which mo.n is 

brouvht under the c1ondniou of the ~a.terif' l and the fleshly, the elcmentu.l 

s r>i ritR of tl:e wor1d. 1 • In the second plnce sin disrupts the polarity of 

1. Colossians 11. 20. 



3 3 

man's l,einr. by t1:e creation of ~ fo.lse omiJ!nnity. 1'lw fa.lse community is 

the on-centrttd co!li;- JUity: tl'le comll'"•U ni y in Yhich God ie t>ecorrled no pl nee. 

All "~theistic nolitic .. l thoories which lorify rAce or deseent or colour nre 

the direct reslllt of the effect of sin n c•. n' s relntion "''i tb mPn. Thirdly, 

si.n brings mt:ln uu:ler tlto 'rn.th of God, 1 nder tl1e tJ•rcPt of t'\on-heing. This 

sense of nothingness, of non-being, hns l•cen much emph"sized in recent yettrs 

in existentj al:ist thonght notnbl) by . re and Heicle · gcr. i'he effect of 

sin, then, is seen in n:'•4n' s (ii) cor-rnuuity life, ana (iii} ·t;he 

threP.t to l,j s being. (For of sin ex:i stenti--.1 ist thought hn.s 

u.sed the terrs 'insutl1entic exis·tence' • nd 'cstrongetTI{'nt' both being based 

on tr•ly 1liblie 1 insi t hte 1fhethcr aclrn wledged or not). 

T}te reiute~Lr.,tion of God a n1J J n, "nd l'nf\11 <>nd nnn, involves "tho 

est,hlisl'·.cnt or !. t,r120 <>utonomy "'nd a 4ru€t eorr.u n:ity positively related 

the one to the other. i'rnc nutonoM.Y' iJ only e!l:.pl"rit>nced within the true 

cor.':'.lUn7tty, t11~ voo~le of 11od. which hrit lys tho two into t !..·o closest t>ossihlf• 

God est~>b1 ishes His Cov ,,nt nnd ni s Lsw 1ri th the pe-ofllc so 

tlu•t thoy O~) observe them e.nd so be blest in th~ hnd which tho Lord their 

Ood will give them. 1 · 

witl: J !'coh. ~a·h..., of free ssoci P. t:ion the T~ople 

whor.n Hod delivered from the land will be renewed. 1'o obey the 

Lnw tlnd Coven~:~nt is to 'he Dceoptod as uor'. poop] e l to fn.il to obey the 

r.l'\w nd tlle Covenant is to CO~E.' t•ndor th 'ra.th of God. i. a. to lose one's 

for'lls of' ~ lv, ti.on arc ecen in tho o. r. God O" lt'e s n is Coven nt 1fith 

r>eople. fie gives loses tl.e Ten Co'"' :>nd 

1 

ent s whi.ch is to he tl·c L11w of the 

people of God.. To disohey tl1e law of d is to 1'e condemned to de,th. 

£he Covenont :md the Lnw const,itut.c t.f.e O""'mttnity 1:\nd th~ identity \autonomy) 

of the Isrnel of God. T•·~ first rorf!' o the l;ope tllcn . is ~ nr.:.tionnli stic 

L~:"<ter. the p ers<lnaJ iza t:ion of th l!O'f'O bro1Jght wHh jt the beginnings 

of n. belief in the.' rP.strrection of' th:. b dy ns we shl:\1! see. 

l. 01:-nes is. ] X. 1-17; XV'; XJI.II. 1 C:f. 
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l'he ricture presc•ited to us in the Old 'fe'JtRJr.ent t~)en, is one jn 

which God, in his U!Orc:iful iJUrpo.se of lov@., seeks out n !ll'l.l&ll insignificnnt 

people tc reverLl to tl•e1'1: the trntl1 of His nature and the purpose of salvation. 

This restorntion consists in !"ivjnr His ueople e. plflce ,.hero they r"ey dwell 

in po~ce ~nd ~ro$pority. ~1ere ttey would be safe froP all th€ir eno~ies 

,.-hile they ol)served. the covenrmt P.nd l aws r nd stn.tute9 which God had com anded 

therr, nnd in their de!Scendm~ts fill t'he n l'l-tions of the e arth 'J'ould be ble$St>d. 

In nll this tl'Jere :! s the cJ enr "l'lcs::sAge thnt vod' s purpose of s nl vnti on is 

C'" ncerned \1) w'ith the restor11tion of men~ e ortl•; (~ 1) t'1a t this involves 

a new relationship rm the p~rt of r .. an to ~od , e s t nbl ished by God and. upheld 

by tiod in spitq or ·a.n• a disohedience; l 1 1J) that this renewal of man will 

involve t•enewal of nature by Ciod, that the 9tlrth wi J 1 bring forth her 

fruits in ih..1P se.llsen, t.!JUs the curse of God UTlon nature would be removf"'d: 

( i v) tlsa.t the relationship between ~tl\n and man would be restored; ( v) tha t 

the enemies of God wonln bo V"'nqu3shed s o that they becomo powerless to 

distnrr the peop1~ of God. 

ThP- restorRtion of> rr:r>n, 'then, w $his remn'la.l :l.S a member of tho 

people of God, not. flS a.n individual , for the individua.l was never t he primary 

unit in se~it ic society. ' Tho unit ~>or -or..,l.i.ty and rcli~d on is not so 

ttuch th~ inti ividunl ~s the group to wl,j en he- bel our;s, whether tl1is l~e for 

n<trticular ~UT'floses. the f nr•:i ly, the loc <l l cO'""!tinity, or the ne.tion.•
1

• 

1'l>i e hns be on des('ribed As the idea. of 'corpor~te persona l ityt and • as such, 

it -ploecs the i!ldividnnl not :<s t''P centre of life but ns pPrt of. n. greater 

unit. Tt·is cmtld 'lnd did l et..o to, whet to t.he ""'cdern mind :is unf<>.ir con-

de111nntion of , c:-mhers of the f nmily for the sins of 1,he fRther. F.xar·.pl e s 

o f thjs f\re the s laying of seven of Sl'ul's sons as blood-revenge for the 
, 

sl nug~ter of the Gi'~-.eonitcs hy Sn.ul- 1:1nd tllE> c ase of' \chan, v.·ho took spoil 

of Jeriel1o wldch hod been devoted to Go~. lie t~nd his whole fn· ily Wf're 

stoned ~ud burnt . !1 . Hut it dons erp~. size the soljdority of ~An in sin 

and in God's purpose of :!fl.] vat ion. 1'h~ individuc..l is never entirely 

r esnonsible for h is net ions, tts l1e is not rt•sponsibl e for tho f.arrily into 

1. fl . " · Eoldnson. 'Rel:i g:i.ous I deas of the O.T. ' p.C7. 
2. II Sa~: . > •. Xl. 1 ff. 
3. Joshua \'1 l. 2,.,-?.li . 
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which he is l'orn, or the environment in 1rl1ic h he grows up, or thP. intell igenee 

or lnck thereof which he h~s. A dee~er realization of the uniqueness of the 

individual comes out in the Deuteronol"'ic J.a.w. in the eighth century prophf)ts 

and in thP. rost-e:ld 1 ie ueriod. A new noproa.cl1 nppeflrs in the injunetio1. 

'the fathers shn11 not be p\lt to dent.h for the children, neither shflll the 

childl"en be put to death tor the frt ers: every n.nn shAll he -put to den.th 

for llis own sin.' {De•1t. :V.llV. 16.) Jere"liah set?s t!w restoration of Israel 

as o restorL\tion to the land which has been deva.stn.ted because of the sin of 

the n~ople. In the restored land , ' •••• they sh~ll no longer say: 'The 

fnthcrs have eflten sour e1rA.'p~s and the child.ren' s teeth are sflt on edge.' 

But every man sh~tll die for his own sin: each man vho eats sour grapes, Ids 

teeth shnll he set on edqe.' (Jeremiah XXXl. 29,30.) The destruction of 

Isr~•l h~d bean the rrsnlt ~f t~e sin of the peopJe and of their forefathers. 

In the new Isrnel, howevttr, the covenant of God would be written in the 

~'EHtrte of mf'n . I This lnid the emphRsis on individual responsibility in a 

new wt'y. F.zelt i P-1 nclmowledp-os ind i.v:i dua.l rcsponsibil ity. 1 ·rhe c;oul th~.t 

sins shall rlie. The son sh~ll not sufrer for the iniq"ity of the father. 

nor t~e fAther suffer for the iniquity of the son: the riuhteousness of 

tlH,~ rj r,hteous shnl l b<> l 'P<'t\ hi.mse] :f:', and the wickedness of the \Wicked shall 

be 'lJ>On him8clf.' (Eze!riel .XVIII. 20.} But in Ezeltiel there is the expression 

of the belief in i.ndividuol retribution n.nd rcwn.rd "I.:ich simply is not true 

of 1 ife a.nd was to be questione<l in Job. The individual hecAme the ruoral 

snd reli <Zious unit, but still very ll!Ueh "' S 1\ r.:ember of the poo-ple of God to 

"hom God hnc'f qivcn his covanant and who were his cho!'len people entrustt-d 

with His Truth. 

The survivnl of mnn is also seen in this corporntc tt.spect. at first 

'<S tl•e sur.viv~l of the people of God and in no sense 11s the survival of the 

indjvitiual. 1. Tl>erc wns P hel ief in t.hfl und<:"rworld which wcs the popular 

? 
and not the offiei~l belier.-· ~:is will coroe up for disc~ssion l ater, 

hut it r.my hA 61\id at tlds stnge t~Hl.t the continued life in Sheol was not n 
l, 

positive contribution to any doctrine of' the ®enewal of man, but si:r.ply 1. 

for~ of survival. T~ e renewal of the -people w11s tl1oir estohl isl~r-ent in tl1e 

l. C.f. Israel. Lods VoL I, p.474. 
~. C. f. Oesterley & Robinson 11Hebrew Religion, n. ~0. 
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la.nd 't'lowing with u•il~ a.nd l'•oncy pro'll'!ised by God. For this they would 

fight nne! dic knowing thr.t lio•i wt~s on t'1eir side and th.,ir c1,ildren and their 

ct ildren' s childre,.~ would in-' C'rit tJ1e 1ttnd and the blessing of God. This 

!•ope nlso appe •rs in nnother form, viz. tl1e Sttrvival of ·the fnmily name in 

tho chi.ldren. The r.Hln l•l essed by God will hnve n•any c h] loren. 'Your 'd fe 

will he like" fruit·rnl vine wii.hin ~.ro,,r hoHse= your chilctren will he li~e 

olive s~toots fi T'O md .vour t Prle. Lo Vus s hPl l a ~on.n be blessed wllo fears 

th(' Lr.rd.' (Ps. CXXVJil. 3.4.} ~·e joy of a mnn's life ie to see his child-

ren and chilrlrrn' s c1d1dren in prosperity. &1ch e one P~Y die in pence . 

hnp!>y tll~t his life hns been blessed in his children. ''the rsraelite went 

on livin~ in },js children to a. degree w:hicl' renlly mncl e their life his own.' 

The only real l if'e w s the 1 ife on en.r-t,h, oheyiog Goo's wiJ.l and thereby 

living in pePce with ones~]f a.n!l one's neigl1bour. Death ternlina.ted 1 ife 

for the ind i vidJJal. tl•e desire for personal survival was very much a sub-

conscio11s desire and in pr~ctice revealed ruuch of tho shadowiness which is 

comrronly as soc 3 ated "tJi th the sub-cousc ions. 

God's creation, then, is one whole of which man is the crown and 

socc :f ol m~nifcstnti<>n of God's cre~tivi tv rnn love. T'1c tragedy of man's 

e·dstence consist,.!': in 1d~ po si.itPnt dcni:~l. of H.s ~ro~tnrelincss and llis 

desi-re to he l i,~ e tiod. T>e re-:inteer.tion of manns l'lsn with his fellow 

n•rn nnd with cra ~tion (the figure of t le Promised Land) is wrou~ht hy God 

in est11·:..,J.ishing o Covcn'lnt w)th his peopJc which binds then. to him in a. 

snednl '1\"ny (~neri ·fice, circurr•cision ~tnd. V1.w) end through it God seeks th:l 

:renewal of nan. This renewnl consists of two n.ovel'"ents. both initiated by 

God, ( i) :r<>d<:Hr•ption. as pre-figured essentia lly in the Exodus froiJ'. Egypt 

"'n<l ref"'ewhared in t~e mon orL1l and s1.Crificja.l feast of the Passover. 

(f;'<.od. 'HI., IJeut. AVI.) and ( ii) r-estoration, the settlement in the prord sed 

Ltmd. However. the Lord took away the Land from !1. people thnt lfent a fter 

othf'r rods rmd did not !H~e-p His corrurand erlt·s. t the lQment '\nd C('l"l.demnntion ,, 
of the ei(;hth cen·t~1ry nrophets ~ directed ~· rr> inst the t,rl'nsgression of 

Isr t~el nnd J11dt·h.) T! :ey ~ ro over- r,Jn and destroyed h~· their enem)es tl.nd 

o:<ilcd in :\ forojr n land. ln exile thE>ir reli ..,ion h<'c ome 1: ore indi v tchwlized 
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as we fi.nrl in Ezekiel. the ~re~t. pro"t>het of the exUe. rhe hope "W'lS, a new 

,Jerus. lef'l lri tll rt new teMple. l Ezekiel hL - l<LVlll). AftE>r the \eturn in 

r :JP H.e. dioi11us:ion.ment set in- the ·rer:;ple W'l.S not the glorious structure 

Ezekiel h<td SE"t"n in o. vision ~mt l poor effort corr.p!lrod with tl1e fjrst Te~ple . 

It toolc: yef'rs to corr.plotc, hc.in f. .inished in Gl6 n. C. rbe exclu:!live cult 

of .h1d~.isn, for such it ltad now bocooe, was chiefly concerned with individual 

bol incss - the 11eginnings of .Phn.ris <':i. sn~ . 'rhf':re arc ~lso the bc·r;innings of 

A-poefllyptic in Zech~rinh, and the int()nse nationft.l ist.. which was to koep 

Ptt.lestinc in noli.t:icnl ferment even to this dny. Tt•e most significant 

deveJ op" . .umt :for t ' se pur'floses C\f t"'l i:'5 study w1 s the e,. ergencc of the ~essiah-

figure who woe tc restore Israel. The whole redeernin~Z a nd restoring net of 

God was now concentrnted in one figure who W' s to link up with the glories 

of the past n.s eo descend ant of the gref\t king D;t.vin, (Jeremiah llXIII. 14-Hi, 

Is . A.I. Iff.) a.nd who would establish the kingdom in righteousness and judke-

ment in the fu··liure. Tbis reetorati.on wa.s not to be for the Jews only, but 

for the whole e,...rth, ft£or the earth shill] be f'~11 of the knowledge of God 

ns the we.ters cove r the seaq. (Is. XI. 9, 10.) In ilim the hope of Israel 

wns to bo :f'ulf:illed in Jesus Christ, the Son of God. but not in the way the 

IJ. Tlle Uore of :Resurreeti on. 

God 1 s plan for man wn.s muell wider thl\n the e:kclusiveness of the 

~ost-exilic Judaism eould CoMprehend. Tho surTiva.J. of a smnll nation in 

a. small co·1ntry was not the ~ur-p<~se of Goo for Isrnel, because it wtts not 

the r~~edy for tho fall of mRn. .As t he Pall is exnressed mythologically 

in te:rrr·s of individu:\.1 mtt.n, (the term 1 ad or ' is clearly nsed as both 

individual oon nnd mon in general) so tl.e renewal of lilan ht\d to be expreseed 

in similar terms. We turn, therefore, to the n Rturc and destiny of man 

a.s a. per~on. 

~ian in the Old Testnmen·t.: is bl\sar aniro&.tod by nophc§h. For 

the Hebrew t.he person 1ms n unity croflted by God a nd not as in Greek thought, 

a body and a soul. Nephes}l is tho bren.th of "the li.fe, and the best 

trnuslation, S<i.ys \'heol~r Rol.inson, is sim~ly Life. 1 • ( ·t oo ) y ____ op. Cl • p.0 • 

1. W. Robinson, op. cit. p.HO. 
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John A. T. Robinson li•ts four differences between the Hebrew and the 

~- ~ 'd ! ' t l. ~ee~ 1 ea o mnn s nA ure . The Greeks, he sa.ys, made four distinctions 

which nre rP.fleeted in U1oir conoept or rt'ans (l) between form and ma.~ter, 

(ji) bet~eeu one and ~nny, (iii) between body and so~l, and (iv) body as 

bounded, i.e. in individuality. The Hebrews mo.d.e none of these distinctions. 

As ~An •as one ereatnre. there W8S no ~hiloso~hieal escape from his creature-

Jineas. Death is taken ri,;ht out of the realm o! appearance and unreality 

with which it is surrounded in Greek thought, and !>laced wi'tbin the real 

world. it's imp! icatiom! threatening, like a. deep dark aby·ss. It man is 

seen :in lds 11nity, o.s Mortnl creature, then when 'he is dead he is dead. 
,.., .. 
~ ~ nephesl1 of God is taken r.way, (not to tJxist apart from the flesh 

in somf! other existence, for thet is inconceiva-ble) 'the first af.tir1nation 

of ·ne 01<1 't'est •u~ent o.l)out mn.n, n.nd the oue which underl i~s all the rest, is 

tbttt he is a. crea.ture. nnd, R.l!l such1 shn.re~ in the feebleness and limitations 

of all crea:tures; his exjstenee is epl1emero.l, and ends inexorably in dea.th. 2 • 

In the Psnl "~~:! arE.' fou nd the r :ost -poignllnt e:xprtHJsions of the transi toriness 

of ran' s life, of wh:ich one example will suffice. '?~t not your trust in 

princes, in <1 son of nan, in whom tl1erc is no help. Wl,en his breath departs 

""' 3 l•e 1'Cltt•rns tc• ·is enrtl:.; on thnt very d3,{ his nla.ns perish.' {Ps. ~VJ. 3,-1.) 

T1H~Te :is no t a llt of pershtence of personali-ty or the incorruptibility thereof, 

a.s is so po"{>ula.r in book8 on the 1 ife hereafter, because Ute Hobrews did not 

place l'l'.teh stro.ss on the porson. a.p."'rt frotn !ds rela.tionsliip to God and the 

people. In dent}' the life conceived s the breath (nopf:esh onc1 later also 

rua.b) or the blood (dati !"') left the body, was di sperseli, o.nd the body perished. 

The clevrest e:r;;preesion of. the ii;•I'lica.tions rf. th.is view of life is found in 

the Dool1: Fcclesi9stos. 

But t,hi s is not the only view of death talten hy Hebrews and described 

in the Old Test~ment. There was throughout ·the ancient world a. belief in an 

umlerworld, to which depnrted • spirits' (repha.iJII) went. As the Hebrews 

tr.m: pl•t of the htatnn beinroo ns a nnity, a nephesh chawa.h, the n.nture of the 

1 ife in the gr svo was n Tery poor shndow of the life on earth. nnd not any-

l. J. A. T. Rohinson, "The Body••, .n. 13-1~. 
2 . Fd .onfl Jncob. .,Theology of. t!Je Old Testl!lnent". -p. J f.\1. 

3. <1· ""• ~. """ · 1: ~ ,C'il • • • ~. 
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thin~ ta wh1eh one could look forward with any greu.t expectancy. There 

was no note of fulfilment about the life 1-,eren..fter, no cntorin:J into the 

Presence of God iu glory. God WPS the Gcd of. the livin~. n.nd not of the 

dead. in a vary literal sense. In thn enrl'i.~st wdti.np;s Shcol is inhn.bited 

only hy the rcph"l.im.; Ynb,ch is not present in Sheol at n.ll. lis. 38. lB, 

ll-13, Ps. 6. r-.) 'there is A de sol t'l.tion rtnd de.rk.nesa ;;~bout the 

Pit (1 i .a) which u.akes it ~-ll::•ost o. place o:.' p:mis!1rent. Any contnc t with 

the <h·ellers in the underworld v~s expressly forbidtlen to the worship";?ers 

of )'nh\fCh. (Del:~. 16. 10, 11. Lev. ~. 6 . 2.7. 11 Kings. ~3. '?4, 1 So.A. 28, IJ • . 

Neverth~l ass, t,l,is ,.,r,1.ct ice o! necromoncy persisted , .. s we lt:now fror t1Je 

stiory of Smtl 's c<Jns•, 1 tat.ion of the witch of l:'lldor. \ I Sa . 28 .) The 

re'Jhil:illl were s· 1' osed to be ncqnninted with the af'f(l.irs of rnen and have 

sotae supernntur 1 po·ver c,ssoc iated wi tr. their 'un(!nrthly' state. The only 

f'.ttr etion life in ")} oo] b1.d was " freedor from all striviuu, sufferin{( an<'l 

exnlo'itl'tion, such as w«'s expori.cnc~d in the life on C>'rth. lt was a 

h:-ven ~ t,1te dcs-per~te • n<l il isi 11usionod. tn t he noo~ of uod (Job llJ. 13f, 

we rena: 1 t'~•ero tl·e wicked cense fro !\1 trouhl in~ Hnr1 the 1ten.ry tore .,t rest. 

l'hero tl1e nri.sonors nre r t e .. se to ~ether: and tl!ey henr not 

fhe small tmd t!lQ ~re1~t f\r~ there, a.nd the slnve is free fron 

hi 1! :--n.stc-r. 1 

The blesfied life for th~ true worsl'ipper of Yfthweh wns a lonp- life and 

pence on earth. He who saw his c1dldron1 s children grow up before himt 

S?W in the !!. :md their descondu.nt 1 ts B. hope of in r:1ort~'1 jty l"llO bleesin(~• 

This js. of ccn•rse,lin!ted lfith the concept of 1 eorpor te personality' 

which led. ·to a view of corpornte izm:ortrlity, immorttllity of the notion 

~s t~e ~aopl~ of Yabwoh. 'Y~hwel• was t,t·e God of lsrttel nnd only socond-

l"riJy t.l'>e Cod. ot the inclivi.dur.l Isrnelite. 1 1. 

The experience of tmfterinr, led to a more 1)rofound questioning 

or ·~he Ti:l~t.n spirj t wJ,.ich could not be srttisfi.ed. Yith the idea of a hope 

of surviv,\1 n.ocl hlessedness in the fut ure of. the nation 9S was proclaimed 

• n the official rel i aion, or of n mere shadow of tl·c exj stcnce on earth, 

sncb n.s wPs offered in the po-pull\r belief' in the shndowy life of Sheol. 

1. Oesterley .t: &>hinson, i.ti.d, p. 97. 
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11una.n exper iencc was too cot~tpl e x, hur.•"'n person~.lity too myster; ous, and 

humn.n life too short to t';ind fulfil~tmt in a life of four score yeprs and 

''ell the n~tione.litttic and exclusive hope of Isr ael was 

shntt,ered n!'tor tf'c 1?YiJe t'·P.re l'~errrfl~ f\, cleeper que~tioning and a. pro-

f'ouncl longing for a v5ndica.tion of those who served God. Tl1e suf Cering 

Joh, to1·r:ented !>y h5.s own sonl se(trclJjng, rmd the su-perficial answers of 

his friends. , s'ks tl:e q'l~stion to wllicJ' t!>e Cld 'l'estP.rnent does net really 

have fl.n answer. 'lt a. mnn djc. shall h~ live again?' (Job. 14. 14.) 

~1is is no ·ere selfish desire for ~1rviva.l, as the verses following show, 

but r. -profotul(t, fl.lt houg1' tortured. t'\itb in God's answer to hl.S predicament. 

ftJ\11 the df.l.ys of T'\Y service I ,.m.ld wait, till my releA-se should. come. 

T"ou would est c nl I And 1 would a.nswer thee; thou would est long for 

tl.c "'orl! o·f. th;y htm.ds. 

A~y tr.-nsgression would be sea le<l np in a. bag, nnd thou woulrlest cover 

ovor n·j ne :f. niqu i ty. " (Jor.. XIV. 14b, 15f 17.) 

This hope fo:t' vim-1-ication . A tha ri"~hteous if:'! evfln mox-e poignnntly @X-

pressed in the oft quoted p~sS:l.f'e. Job . 1". ".f-27. 

'1 ~now thA-t IY Vi nd:\ca tor 1 ives, nnd 'lt last he will sta.nd upon 

the c r.rth: 

and. after my akin has been destroyed, then without (or frol'!t) ny 

flesh I shnll se P. God, ........ 
There is one thinJ' that tld s obscure ua.ssn"e c ertoi nly does mt>nn, and that 

is, tlv~t God will suppl y the answer to Joh though he should p@rish. It 

floes -point to a vindication from al>ove w:hich will be }{nown to hi who 

questions and sa.t:hfi es his bE'ing. ~1e form and re&lity of the answer 

was to be ~ore glorious thnn Job imagined. Tho thoophr.ny in chapters 

3M-41 is un OVEITwholminH stttter-cnt tha..t God's wBys ttre hidden frow m n, 

hut nevari:.~E>J ese is t~o much of a. 'de•1s ex 'lehina' type of answer. 1'l1c 

narrator co11.cludes with the tr<ditionnl answer of ti'A.terin.l prosperity and 

lonf1 life. "Aud Job died ttn old ,..nn and full of dnys. ' (Job. 42. 17.) 

The 1;1'et:!l··-do1JfU jn the doctrine of blessing and retribution of 

Yahweh boin~: a.ceor::ml isl•ed in this life d·tri np the post-exilic ped od, is 

the in!lpir'ttion of a re-valun.tion and reformR.tion of the belief which led 
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to a dcepnr reuJizt\tion of sin and n so&rch for thn nature of God ' ! answer 

Tl1ns in the Psnl s tl•r>re :r;rpcars n rieeply p('rsonal ]onging for some ma.nifeet-

at ion of Go<l' s rederntion to thn believer. It is true that the belief 'rbieh 

was held hy the sect of t'te Sa.chtcN~!'f in onr L"~rtP s ti .. :P- n~rsisted !lllchatlpCN 

c•>ring tr is period. but it. i~ a !Ntnifest~tion of the h~rd-corc conservati.sl:l 

throuuh wldah the <Jpirlt of God does not brel':l\. in all li:is glor:'t· ~nd t.rnth. 

We l <>ve quote.4 thosf' ps<)lt"'~ ns e'1'"~' ple .. ot" trc one str~?! in .furhdt'!ro . The 

other which led 'lP to fuJf.:ih.ent in C'-:rist {'Jnds ~>~;>:rcssion in snc11 ;~s~.lms 

l's Ps. 71. 78. nod 13fl. In Psah 73 1 ~. tl•e ps::1.lmist cri.cs out agn.inst 

the ~:t"osnf'r.ity ot t,'he wiclq:ar1 . ·~ehold t~es~ ~re t~P wichcd: always st ease 

tl-)ey incro:1se in ric!·les. All in vain h!.v~ T 3-e~t uy heart clenn n.ud w.:t.shed 

ttV hnncl s in i mocency.' Th() prohlcl!ls of the prosperity and appnrent victory 

of the wicked on enrth . "l.t'e n corrol .ry to the p:rohlem of the suff'ering of 

tl'>~ innocent. nnd to~eth<"r they :form t~re chief crHicis'"' C\:~ the belief thet 

God wo .. ld vindi'l<~ote the righteous in this li:re. It led to a deep~r real-

iznt:.\ on of the tHI.tUre- of TDan Pnd the r,nr-poses of non. We find intiroations 

of sor.re fuller, truer ~ord of God as the fu] filment or nan, but no cle~tr 

doctrine of 1n fter }jfe. ln spi 4 e of tPe persecu·tions whlc h t!~e righteous 

C\n sttfferl:'\ r t tll(' hsmcl of the w'!.cl--.ed, in st~it,e cf the nppnrent indifference 

of God to the s ·1fferi ngs of those who ~eep tiis Lnw and observe fli s cotumt.md­

!"!!ents, God "ill triucmh, nd tl,ey will experience His triu~ph in glory. 

1 Thou who l1nst r-ade me see "'r;o.y sor.e troubles w.i lt revive n e n~ain, 

frcm· the depths of tl;e e-:a.rth thou wilt brinq me ur} aeain.' 

......... ~ .. .. J •• 

'y lit>s wil] shoPt for .ioy, when 1 sintr prnises to theo; 

''y soul •) so which thou h <1st rescued.' (t:'s. L .• Xl . 20, 23.) 

The firn:. f:1ith th:-.t God who had formed n.an, would re-form, rescue, reRtore 

man in s-pitC\ of the strencrth 11Ill't (1j')p•rent victory of tho forces of those who 

re iect Hi01, a.nd the full vindicR-tion of the righteous in t,he presence of God. 

is tl:e prevr.dUn 1 note of ·tri,lr•ph of these psnlms. It does involve e 

porsonnl hone, comhined \'l'i tl' its fulfj l•rent under different conditions than 

·tl'ose W'hich pert11 in on the earth. The n~·tiouolistic view of Goll' s purposo 

h"s proved insufficient nod the belief in a sh-:doVI)• survival after dea.th 

t;ns not sntisfi f'd the hun!Zl'y soul. trnly the vision of God and the blessed-

ness of His eternl"l "Presence are the t:ope of thoso who suffer. 
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'l'h" p!'.rtic:i.pntion of the rig!•teous (h;\sidim) in the suffering of 

this s5.ot''.Jl world gives a new !ller>ni.nn to s·~?t'erinp,. !·t is no lonper si!!'Ply 

th~ ex'9~rience · of God 1 s wr•,th reserved for the godle~s, but a pa.rt ot;. pur:ifi-

cation ot those c~··os,..n by God. Tho ri ·~h·&eous wi l1 suffer t>t the hand of 

th~ wiclred in -rernn.ini.ng faithf:..~l to God's will. T'e fi~re of the Servant 

o:f God in· Dent~ro-Jsniah is th~ figure of one who will be re iected n.nd 

despised, but who through t't'>is sufferin, .. 1rill redeerJ. 

'Thus sny:-; the J,ord, the Redeen:er of 1 srael o.nd His T!oly One, 

'i'o one dee-ply despi S(O>d, bl•orred hy the uP-tions, tho serva.nt of rulers. • 

Suffering and de:~th will he the lot of the '3ervi\Ut of God, but his sufferings 

will rP.deern. 'l.'hufJ Is. Lll. J 3 - l.IlJ. 1". s·peaks of one who bore the sin 

of T': ~ny, and l" tt.de intercess:i on for the trnnsgrE:-ssors tl'rOlliJh Stlf:f'erin[". 

'Yet it was tl1c will of God to bruise; He hn.s put hin to :~ricf'. The lin.J.I 

is r orred retween S~Jffori ng and r~detrpt.i on, sufrori ng and renewal, which 

It ~oes not ~nkc ~1f£oring so~ething to 

he soHr.('l,t ·•ftcr ~s a. el'ns to r~de;:·ption., b'!..lt doe~ aff.irm that sui'fel·ing 

and deA.th take on e. new r!'enni n~ in God's redcr .. ptive p:r'Pose. a tr.et!ning 

which would cn1y be f';lly t"evet'!lod in the sufferjn:" nnd death of ,J(.>1'JU!'I 

Christ th~ ~on of C~d. 

mau is roacll(ld :i.n the SJ..tffering servant. 

There are other l ater uevelo-pi"en·!is whic'h need brief n•entjon; 

they do not constitute the rain 1leveloponent of ths "ope- 4·S Hi wns fulfilled 

in Jesus Chriflt. In ~11c O"Poealyptic vision of taniel there is explicit 

tMntion of the rP.su rrection of the dead in the 01 d Testa.n ent. 1 And ::naey 

of those w1·o sle<'n jn the dust sl·nll f.lwake, some to ever) "t.St·ing life, o.ud 

!o~e to sh~~e ond evcrl nstinr contempt.' (Dan. XII. 2.) Here ia tt. 

cle·ri nit~ st., ter ent t.h~ ·t t1lere will lte ·omo l• ind of' s~n · rnt ion of the 

rj r 1 teous <> n<l the wicked cftcr de •tll. 1Jut it js net "' ~·onet"~l resurroction 

for onl~· ' ml'lny' shi'lll n"""ke, prosumnbly those wl;o h~.ve been either porticul. rly 

r•ood or p rtiePl rly hl\d. T' e other pass~pe in the Old Testament wh)ch 

con·t,ins n snecific refernnce to the resurrection is in Is. XXVI. 19, which, 

in the tr ·•nsl l\.ti.on of (;es·terley and '?obinson, reads 11s follows: 'Thy dead 

men shfll l a.ri so; tl1c inh .. bitRnts of the dust shP.ll nwa.ket and shout for 

.i oy; for iht" rlew of lights is thy dew, (\.nd the eHrth shdl brin forth 

re;-thr im.' J, 1 ' , . ' t ~l . ec er .to.H nson s oort!' en on ... 'J s pfl.ssc>.go emphasises tJ1c 
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res11rrection lifo is to hf! realized in L .. l~stina, 'II'Itl~ tl10 e1rthly l;"crusalem 

as its centre; there is no rE'!ereucc ton. futuro life- in sone other world, 

nor is H hel iE'ved thn.t nny but f' n i thf'ul I srPJelit0s will be rn.ised. 1 

JH. T.he 1'ersona.liza t1on of T'te Hope. 

These exprcss;.ons sefln, n.s thoy should be, 1\S arising out of a 

firw fni th tht-tt the God wl1o had chosen lsrn.el to l,e His peoplo, :.md had 

set thorn in n lnnd aceox·ding to His Covenant nml Pronise, would, in fact, 

establish t horn for ever. As restoration of the whole lsr~o l bece.me n 

s-piritual necessity, tl·o hope or the Resurrection grew. 'l'lre forrr of th~ 

~lope was n.11'f~tvs n ationfllistic and mfltorit\listie; the establ:ishr:-C'nt of 

God's p~ople rt s n. P:epnrl'ltc entity ·in the J·roJPised L1nd. 'fhe im1 i vidual 

rnon wns part of the nntion. nd f'ound sn.ti sf:1cti on in the thou~ht thu.t 

God would bless the nntion. IH s duty wns to obey the Lrnr nnd Covenant 

na one !!'en•ber of " people with whom God ia d Covenanted. His rewar(1 would 

l.e a sharjng in tl1e prosnt'r:i.ty of the nntion, " long life in ·the land which 

the Lord H s God had given to his f a thers as their inheritance forever, 

a.nd tho hlessod nssurance thnt ~is children would cn,;oy the sar. e blessing 

t~1rough tho mercy of uod . Personn.l i rrr, ort ~lity was not a clot11inaut factor 

in Old ·restar.lent t hought heoause t}J<' person, c.s such, did not eonstit.ute 

a hnsic unit in Hebre~ reli r ion. God's Covencnt .,as with Eis 1'eopJe, not 

with persons as separate units. Gradually, ~1s th<"! hope of the people 

heinr A. grent nf!t,ion, es jn the cL;vs of 'Dnvid tho great kinJ?, rrrew more and 

more remote, nncl espcc i :J.lly d•1r .i ng nnd a.f.tor t l1e Exile, the rcl igion bee a.me 

more pictistje, with nn e t1phasis on individn 1 res-non~dhility. This is 

"PArtly ttributnble to the deeply personal experienc~ of the living God 

of the ei p,hth century prophets. '1'1~ ey fouud th11t , more ofieu t1am not, 

tlle ~ill of God t-nd the will of the b tlk of tho people- of llod were not ono 

Rno the SMNJ thinr , and that there was ~ situation in which th€1 wrath of 

God and not J·,i s special ft1Votlr rested on t he people who He ha.d ehosen as 

rnuch fls it rested on thC> irrcl i~ious Gentiles. In fnct, ll.-ls~iah 

C!ecl nred. that God ha.d chosen C·•rus of Persia as Ilis a nointed. A revision 

of the na.ti on ns t he basic unit wns corning about, a.nd t\ consequent 

revi s1on of the pll'lce of the porson a.nd.-~-s6ll in tho purr.ose of God. 
. :I 

The concopt of the Pn.i t~fHl ~ennRnt ( .)1"'')~\f' ) c nmo to renlo.ce t he :ide8 
~ ~ ' 

:! cj. ftd4- C. We( c..(,·. ,....4t• «.,cc Cc c.. J "":("''~....,_ . ~- f.of(. 
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of t~le whole people ns tlte 'Peo.Ple of God. Only those who ren~a. ined :faithful 

to the Law rnd all its dcma,nds would receive God's ble!-!s:ing. l'ho form of 

the ho-pe remf) ·iue<l a blessedness 011 e nrth for t!1ose wl1o did the will of God, 

l1ut the errphRsis wtt.s shifting to a. person~l understanding of that hope. 

rt yns ioevit tt.bl.e thn.t this omphasis should brina a.hout deep q_nestionings 

at,otlt tlte destiny of righteous ~en who hn.d not experienced the blessings 

of r>e•we 'lnd pros-perity during their own life time. One w~1o bad been 

zealous in doing the will of God shot•ld , in so,·e wny, -p~trtftl~e of the 

dili .,.•mtly sou ~·ht God 's fpce ,.nd s~rf'fered tor His s.)te. We h!1ve seen 

how the whole problet11 of the stlf'fer5ng of ·the righteous 1 nn w~t.s raised in 

tlie llook of Job. Tl·ere th? questi.on of the f;nn.l v1ri.dicn.tion of the 

righteous mn.n finds :its rro:-5t Pgonjzed expression. 'i'he form of the answer 

is rcnl1y thu.t Job should bow before the AliDi t\hty isdon: and Power of l..od 

Ql\1.1 no·t. be too c()nf'erned with 11is own ~isery. Jt is ~ reve11l.t:ion tha.t 

ta.ith in God l'l!e~ns l1clieving •·though lie sl l\y i~e'; th•·t God is just 1.nd will 

reward the richteous. It is a spiritual pointer 1 r~t~er thnn n satisfactory 

clear answer. 1'l.e <.nswer ~tiven is ~ !"eversion to t.he belief that euch a 

"'An wi1.1, i.n fret, be re-.·a.rded on ~:n•1.h, tha.t he will live to expe!'icncc 

his v indication ia the eves ot b1s !ri(mds, ..1nd '~"ros"Deritv nmonrst his 

chi1r.ren. 'f!1is personnl i ztlt:ion of tbP. hop~ of Israel r';lisC'!n the q•1estion 

of ·the irrJ"?ortalit:y of the rightecus, r trther ti:vu nnswereC: H •• '1'llus we 

find thn.t in tt•e Anocftlyptje Rook o~ JJaniel, from the intensity of n.poea.lyptic 

vi~~ or1, o. r;t<!te.·ent of the resm:·rectior> of the ,just nnrl 11n ;,:l'lt olmost bursts 

forth. .4 cry .for justice which nust be ; e·ted out . (~nd i f not hore then 

th_, dust nust bring fortJ• those to whom it j s due. In I sniu.h . ..XVI. 19, 

the rE-sttrrPction is restricted to l~rn.E>15tes nnd to ~ return to t.he land 

or Prlestine. 1\gain, it is "' cry for the -vind i c ation •hich sef!1Jeo to ba 

denied those wl•o fui t hfully suffered and died for thoir faith . These 

fJfSS 1.lf:es tlre t.l-,,. ;'!;()t'e rs tril• i.nt for 1'1-)ei.r tr~"nscendonne of uld Testament 

1'! e;y are, n.overthelE>ss, vary restricted 

1n in1Je"ltion, "Sluts been shown. t: e P•"'Pu 1 nl'· l>cl i ef in thn exi ate nee of 

Sl ·,<>ol n.s ~ t.i o~linc fo,.. t~" ren~ 1\. lrr wn.s not ·P1e of''t"icicl rr-li g~on!'! helief, 

b~t t. r t;~oor ccHr:pcnsll.tion :'ol.· the- ln.c'k ·tl·.creof. ,.,hich, :in 'srr·c ti.ce, ] od to 

nccrc,nu,ncy f'nJ a. cc•rrtrp't.ion of tlJe worshi \' of .iarweh because of its 



fl.ssoci~>tion with the Gentile "'orshjp. 0esterley a.nd 11obinson point O\lt 

the similnritiee; in the belief in the after life found in ·the •labylonia.n 

ley"ths ftnd the Hebrew reli1tion. 

t'ersonf'l izfltion: 

~It wns ch~raeteristic of Isrne] ite thou~ht to pn.ss fro!'! the 

collective tc the individt,Al. f•owcTer. nnd to present the pr()UJ> by a 

single fisrue t11nd t 1 en to trent Mils :-s :>. renl ind:ivid·!el. l't>e concept 
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of the Messiah hegnn :in tl'lt> promise of the 1 ·•sting glory of the lla.viJjc 

House (:? Sam. VJI, 16.) nnd in tho eJ~.r>ectatj ou that after tlle northern 

exile the restorn.tion of the r~vidic line 'tfonl~ bring nhout U1c restorn.tion 

of the nationa l fortnnes. \lios. ; II. 5 . ) The concept of the ::iou of Man 

beglln i's :\ personiryint" of the Saints, :-s we h o,~e seen, A-nd l t;ter the 

personif jcntion l)ccnr.~e a nor~(;n; the sa\:lO thing prC'Ibn.bly b 'tppr.nec'l ':'l'ith 

t1Ht conce-pt of H •e Su:tfcrillf' S~rv~nt. ~rat was at firs·t, a collective 

figure, reJ)rE'sentinp; tt.e con:!' •nity, becEH:le the firure of a.n individual who 

in hi orsel f e1nbotHed its rr•i ssi on • ., (Howley. The Rel ev~nce of Apoc e,l yptic. p. 33) 

T~1e nersonaliza.tion of the hope of Israel took its fina l form in 

the Hesai C'nic hope of J ~r llel. 

o.onoint to rPstore Hi!l 'P<>ople in thei.r land in prosperi'ty. (It is not 

within the sco'Pe of this thes·is to STO into the liess1 anic hope in any detail, 

b11t certain ~spects of thnt hope :~re reJ evant.) TJ1e tor~ of the hope is 

'hest e-xpressed in the "'ords of the ronhct J Premiah s 

' llel1olll the dAys ars> cofl)inr, so.ys the IJord, when I "ill raise up 

for David e. ri ('''1teous Rran~h, l' nd he sht~ ll rei.~n n~ kinr ~md. d.enl wi~ely, 

ttnd shnll execute iustice ro.nd righteo\tsness i Tl the land. J n h:i F.: dn.ys 

Ju<lah will be s:-ved, .\.nn Israel wilJ oyell securely. And this i s the 

(Jeremiah ::?3. ~, 6.) The charA-cteristics cf t~,:is ho-pe a.re clenr. It 

is a r..-t·trn to tflo duy s of t.he ~rePt l<:ing rJ•w1d :md hjs ri ghteous rule. 

lt i e -rese rved for thn .Tews in the>ir l ~nd. lt. ho ] ci-! hope +'o!' th~ judiTidua.l 

believer . only insof~tr as he '='"-Y llv~ to see ~-essio.h CO""O, God breotd.ng 

into hjstory throu~h Ilis a nointed to deliTer "nd restore those whom He 

J;nd chosen iu t .ho 1 on<J wld ch He hn<'J (!i vcn to the~. God w~ 1 J s t.~ restore 

H:i.s neople in s·pite of their sin. The k :in ... do:n of the lessinh will be a 

new creation hy God. with the Messi a.h a.s His a nointed reT.~re sellta.tive. 



.... l-is }lerson l'nd wor~ will form part of a. new creation, :ina.uguru.ted 

lilt~ the first, with e. J!reB.t light nnd ,., g-rent b:\ttlo. .iahwel1, who is 

A.lways the 'Dr:incipal actor ,.,ill ll\unch o.g in~t t1te power of chaos.' 

(Jaeoh. -p.336.} This is o. develop :ent of tremendous iwportrmce, e.s it is 

e. lJOpe. not of re!ltoration, but of resurrection. It is a major develop-

ntent jn the reliriot'S underst.;:mdin~ of the Jews. The hope is no lonl;!er 

so much for a ldnr.:;don like thrt of l>a.vid, but for nc" heavens and a. new 

Clnrth. (In .K~eki el the resurrection is given in the vivid vi s:i.on of the 

vfllleys of' dr.,.. bones. {ll:zck:iel :17), in Js:\inb it retains its links with 

the ·p"st thTotq h the 'shoot from the sk '9 o! Jess('.' (Is. H. 1.) ) 

Ti:ere is n furth~r T' nd er standi n~ of t h~ on(> who would n.c t a.s the 

representatjve of uod in the deliverance o·r Isr.\ el wldch needs e phasis, 

:'!Dtl thnt i/3 the figure of the Servant of !o.hwel• ~\-n~. '1~) in the Servant 
T • :• •: 

Songs in 1'-'!fli$\h. '1'' e reli;?ious IsrMli te' s concern wi'th the -problem of 

sufferin.r. Wf'.S, ns W"e hnve ,-een, a.ssoci<1.ted with the lncrensed emphasis 

on nersonal responsibility. The fnet of the su.t'ferings of the righteous 

and bt>licf that the answer to suf.ferin(f was in the hnnds of 'i hW'eh, find 

eJC'J)ression in Job nnd nlso in the 1ls:1lms. Suffet·jng oume to be accepted 

4 6 

l'S in sowe myster .i.<1us wn.y part of God's pur{Jose of redemption. fhe Servn.nt 

of Xehweh purtakes of suffr ring , a.nd. thro\lgh suffcdng reoeerr:s people. 

T!·at t!•ere seems to be some dm.1lrt ~ s to whethe-r tl1e Sorv:mt is a person 

or the pcop]e lsr~el, is not nt all ~~rnrising, for he is, in a sense, both. 

The "'o~e of the peoplto f;nds f11Jfil .ent 5n him, and he is identified with 

the sufferings of the people. He is hoth himself r.. n.d. t he peopl:~. l am 

dee]'lly i.ndehted to Ellmond JPcob' s discussion on the Messianic ~inguotn for 

much tl1<1t J hnve ~Titten rtho•tt the Messiah and Servrnt of Yahweh, 'lUd could 

do no be·tter thnn quote h :b ~t SOt:c length ou th:i s jloint; 

'Founded upon E-lection " Del destined to a Y!l3 ssion, the people of 

Isrnel un~erwent lonl'{ series of trials, due to the l"lOst -part to their 

tmfaithfulness, fron wh3cl! they h nd 9lwnys Leen deliverC'd new hy a not 

leoss nninterrt.pted series of lHHI~rlt.tin,o. interventions of God. All these 

tl,erres nre used ~a.in in the Servant Songs: the servn.nt is the elect, 

the wretcJ.;ed , the rissjon" :ry, the glorified one; he sur..ncarizes in l1is 

t>f'reon the wl1ole h:istorv of ' •is -people, but. where Isra el f a.ilcd the !ervnnt 

will SlJCceed: .. .Behold :n.v $Orvont wi}1 st;cer~ed" II ·11 d . - ••••••••·•••• e Wl SUCCCP 
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by h3 s 8Hft'crinr.s ~ncl by hie death, wl•ich have a substi tuti onl\ry value, 

ror by substituting t 1n!seH• for his peovle, the sarvflnt mal~P.s their salvation 

nos:=lihle; tltl' t is why, in the lo.st song, th? figure of thP. sor-vnnt c~n 

onlv he und~rs·tood in rm individue.l sense.' (ihjd. r>.338.) 

JV. !!:.£.. .. Actualization of the Hope: 

In ·t:1e Old Testt~.T"ent . . God is ~11...-,,.., s the t>.gent in crenti on. He 

creates the world out ot ch cs tJ,rongh the operation of His Spirit nnd 

He e~tn.hl i shes ~ Covenant wit" Pis p('opl e and f.~ives them ,. 

Lr,w, th•;s :r.·n.tc.in(l' thelb a necuHal· people ~o have t!'H~ Lord for thtoir God. 

T1;£'ro i ~ no qt:estion of the rco.liz~"t ion of hope :1.part from God, for He 

!\lone constitucs thair hope. Hut the n?tion beco.nc feeble, the people 

disobedient to the Govena.nt, and the lrmd w .. s t olten awny from them. The 

ori ginn.J hop~ Clf I sr~el had crumbled fl.flti lay in ruins, l ilo;e the Holy City 

Jerusale111. Tl'e wrn.t't of Go~ hnd been visited on llis neople. But the 

wrath of God wc s not the final word of God snoken to JH s oeople. for lfod 

Tite hope of me n failed, but the 

f'nit.hPu1nesa of God stfJOd firm. The Word of God eante to th0 prophets 

a s God would re-create ~h~t hsd he~n d~stroyed. Lut of the stu , p thct 

re ~)ned n s-prcnt wouJo come- new ho-pe wc;m ld groY like a young shoot, 

fresh nml ft,ll cf T'itrUt'.•. {Is. VI. 10-1~. " · · l.) 

descended upon the neople. the d1ukne~s of destrtlction ancl ct>aos, b· ,t the 

li.,(Yht of God n·ould shine through th~ d .. rkness. 

''For hehold dP.rkn~ss <fill C<"VE'r t.~e earth. nnil f'TOS4t ~~Tnes! th~ 

b~ se£>n ullon thef''. Os. L~. l, ?.. ) 

!1flW ~n.rt."J. c !~:. l'lV.17ff. 1 

XI. 1 ff.) There wo\1ld to ., new covenR.nt, {,fer. ~XXI. 31-3::1.} a law ~>.·'-1ich 

wn 1 be writt.en ·;n the he •·r tl!l of the indivic1u'lls constitutini!· tl'>e nP.w 

r':e spirj t t 1J·I 1 ) ;md t.he ~Cird t1 2-;r ) of ,·oa wonlrl rc-c reate the 
T T 

r.eopl P of God. nnd rc-crent.e the en.rt:·. 

·r· e T>O\'tOl" ol' Lvu in al ·' it,s myste1·y <~Uc.l 

• nnred·Jctn.hlity '"1'5 eonnHctod witlt !.he wiud,ns tl1e pz·im•ry ~eaninb of 

the \':orcl ru . l1 incic ·tes. it is o.lw .... ys t!te pror1erty o~· \Jod, never of the 

• 



'!')eople, ·1nrl j,. Cl'J>Ct'rtive in l•istorv. l'hts tht- !•rel\th of Gocl crePtes r~ . .an, 

r ntl tl1e win(~ of 1 o~ SP.'f> 1r . tes the '(ell SeA. so th'\ t th~ neople C:\n p r ss over 

to •J.'l. f'f't~'· r; e spirit. oP iod rests • ')OD the le.-ders of t.he peopl~, upon 

.i.n the eerly 

history ot ~~ ~ec~l~. tho s-irit see~s to re ~t on the Jendet's only ut 

certrin ti~l?s wl,en \tod 1:r•"'~S throPgh to rf've· 1 td rosnlf. 

never the pos~essinn of ~on, Yho is flesl rnd not suirit. 

.D•e spir:i t is 

o~.'hus l s:d.ah 

critici7f'!S thf' cefen~iVP. 'lllinncc "H:ith ~-~ypt hecm1sc th" ;:.·p,;rpt io.ns anfl 

tl•eh ~·orses ,.re on1y ht-sf'r (ft('sl:J ~no. not r·w.£. Us . ... .>..:\1. 3 Cp. Jer. 
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17. r-:, l's . 103, 14.J Ood alone h:ts the spirit, n.nd on.l;.r .. e is inu~~orta.l. 

Tho i~"n rtot.i'ln nf thf' spirit to 'll•U 1ifts him unto llo<l, and fills hit!' 

witt. ne'f!" n f(>. 

of the 8piri t , for the spirit is the very wture of ·'.:od. All in a.ll, thj s 

re-rns t.h'l.t tl-}e hope ~Jf r:n wsit"! H"fH:.'In thP ont7"!ollrinF of the Snir)t of God, 

Tl-tis •.mtpo<;r inf.. wos pronised. ~<.loel. J J. ?RJ'f) and WO'Ild h~· :f':tl!'i 1led. 

\.Acts J!. 11:--~J • } 

( :i i.) 

it .,.oc ld go out to re-fo:.rrr the e 1·th. .~r tho J~wt ord~ which wore 

·.:o Go ... 's ""''Crd 11ould net rf)turn 

om~t~, bnt ~cco~~lis~ His purpose. 

n.cw life. TJ,us the word of tho Lord ere tes new life in the prophet on 

who~ it rests. ·rhese nre the thing!' which • re acco::tpl i E.hed by the spirit, 

It i! vroba.l>ly 

best describer! "1.1'1 the form of the spiri·l;, t,he intelli{1.ible, spiritual 

o~r-r'\.tion of (:od, the blueprint o! :iis pur·posn which is procla.imed to 

ttose who lisf.en. ;>ut it is rror4~ thou t!u.tt, it is an \ilrboC!iment of thn.t 

:rmrpose. I a the word o5 of Jacob: ' •••••• the word o"f God in the Uld 

Testr·ent directs '·nd ins···dro~ n single h:istor~·, 1rhich ltegins w.;th the 

. ol'd Qf God nx·ono~mcfld · t the Ct'eat,i on. t•wl wl; ich is cor,pl('te(; hy the word 

~ode fles1,. (Jn. l. i4.j' (ib.id. £' .12:1. ) 

'f. Cone h~ sion: 

·r~1c tiiblio:\1 ·;>icture ·resented to us in the Old ·.resta.mfl!nt is 

of' me.n in vital relationship with (iod. 1 n js cre~turo, and, ae creature, 

he hns t' dun.l rcJ n.tionship which we lwve dcscrjbed ns 11. polarity. Th:is 
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dt1nl relat.ions~tip or nolnrity c~n be seen under throe aspects. Firstly, 

•·an ns rel~terl to creAtion on the othflr hund, an£1 God, tho GrcRt<'lr, on t.hc 

other. SE"con<'lly, rr.an s :-fll ••ted to his f~llow mnn and to God, find, thirdly, 

rr:nn ns rel11ted to th(' l.ove or tPe rn.th of Ciod. S:in disrupts the nolnr 

rPlrt• ionship '1:y d'i.rectinq r-an' 11 he:in,... away fro•e God t~warc'ls tl1e otl•er pole. 

Tn tltc> first C"'IHL a. roli •nee !Jl')on and concern with :na.tt:'rin.l thin~s craates 

R f'3lse scn:!lc of security ond autonom~r. ln the $eCond case a fnlse 

l1unnnism le11ds to a corru-pt co munjty concent, such n.s nationnlis or 

A"'!d lAstly, si.n nl ces man under the 'frath of God, in a. 

ne{'::ttive relntio:1shir to God and to Life. l'his vittw- of ~n excl ndes all 

dt;nl ism. 'I" ~re i:s no quCJstion of !"An's nnture bein~ pn.rtly ccrrnpt a.no 

nttrtJy itH ort.lll, "S in th~ Grec s~-pnr 1tion of soul Pnd body. 'i't•rot. gh 

sjn tl·e whole m n is wronRlY rlit'ect,d, and com('s under conde'Ylnatjo ' • 

'Jnn is soen not. ns lH'! is in hiu•sf>1f, but as he is in th<' li .,ht of God's 

rcvel rt:ion, for t'ltH1 cnnnot be re;!nrde<l in isolation frot God. 

liithin this context is set the drama of th<l sR.lva.tion of ntau. 

~·is is sean in t~e fil'st ol~cc as the realization of Lhe na' iooRlistic 

}lO'De of tha r~opJ c 0 r God. 

the eonc~pt r;.f the sooliclari hy of -the tribe or n~tion, the conce-pt o.!.' 

'corpor11te ~ersonn.lity', 9S jt was called by l•. "~;1teclet• ·.ohinsCin. God's 

work of restora.ti on was seon as the estF>1:~l ishrnont of the people vr:i th whom 

He? has covenanted. T' cy ,...ou] d he g:iven n l!i.nd fl owi:J.S: T·d tb ll,lilk rmd 

honey. Wl'ere they 'VOU}O -prot!ner 'lDd experienCe nll the ~lessi Uf:~ of the 

cho3en people for evet'. 'l''' e 'P~ople, however, did not kP.ep thC> covenant 

anc1 the stf\tutes a.nd the corr;:o~nndments thttt Goil hAd comrr·'l.nded them, an~ 

they lfere ptmi she<l, the righ t.eou<~ with the unrighteous. It wn.s tl,en 

that the ri~.,hteons (ha,idirn) began to qHt'eti<!O tht> rightu~>ss of their 

suf:fer i ngj l":vl gro"?e for !\ deel)or ~nnin~ to .man 1 s destiny .,nd to Cod's 

purposes . 'L'l ere is "· prowth in the concept of' personn.lity, t\nd ,~ con-

seqt1ent ol!,f)lHlsi • on resurrocti 011. Partin- ~lHtrd, in his l;oo'k ''From 

Death to Life'\ distinguishes thr~f' ~roups or texts in the Old t'esto. ... ent, 

w;.ich in one wny FI Ud 011othcr descri'!.Je 1o.tweh1 s power over death. 

(i) 'fl·.osc tex.ts that are an expression of .;.'1.hwe1l's power over death, 

wit't>out anv indication of mQ.n• s sharinv :in this after death. Here he 

lists Deut. XWl. ~39; I Sl?ru 11. 6.; J 1:ings X\'11. 17-?4. J 
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!1 Kin-s IV. :n-7,; Psalms XXX, l.X.XXVJ, LUXVUI, and ~111. 3-!"" . ; 

Gen. V. ':'1-4. nnd li l( jngs 1 I. J-15. fhese passnges expre~s only an 

occv.siomll nncl sport~dic power over death. 1 
•••• tht>se nre exccptio•1a.l 

n.ct:fons, and, mor~crver, thoi:r effect is only tr!tnsit0ry; t!<e la.w demP-nrls 

( i i) A ~P-cond <!TO'.lP of rass"'ges assE'rt tl e restoration of the C};osen 

-peoT'lo, anu th~ ros~ihiUty of tho de~wrt"d r~t,Jrninft to li.fe . e have 

dhtCHSsNl tho ="OSt ; :?Ortant, texts in thi!'l r;rc·Uf in the foref.oinr discussion. 

T1;py<lr£>: ItoscBVT. 1-3, ~lll. 14.; ~zekjel..\XXVIJ. l-14; ls~ia.hLill. 

Wb f·P •• X..>;.V. ~ 1 XXV'f.l'l.; nn<.J fl:llliP.l '\JI. ?ff. All, except llos(•l.'. XIII, 

whicb is a stotement of comlet'ma.tio"l rnther th'ln of rastorftion, ~s-:C'rt 

the rcsto:r.:1.tion to 1 :ife of thoso who su.t'fer ·for Yahweh. l'hc hope of 

resurrecti O'l j s v~ry re::;t.r 1 cted when it. j s flta.ted being only for the 

(iii) A third solecticn of texts tells of the ~ermanencc or the bones 

The he1ief is ole &rly expre~sed 

that. tt.esf> hon~~ ernnnt bE' br(l\(cn by <loat~. Here the piety of t,.,~ psalrrs 

f~nt,,Jres pron,inently. ae one would expf>ct. ~e-re fi re e:oc:prt-ssions cf tlds 

'r~e l'op~ of resurrectio'l• th()n, e'!le-rge~ ..,ith the ·rowth in tho understandin. 

nf individu11.l respnn:Jil:ility witl'in the conven~nt cor.-.... mity. ~e.rtin-

.AclHu·cl corrment.s on -this develo-pment ~s f'ol!ows: 'ln short, nfte>r the ~xi le , 

hut esneci.n.1ly .fro~ the t,i.r.e of t\Jext\U<lvr the Greut• r conquests, ,~ process 

of disint'orporatiou becom"s tvrrpo.re nt, wh:ich affects not only the Ct·osen 

Israel tends to 

be no lc:n~er 8n etl•nic s;rotip lmt a rel i[J'ious co· mun) ty .\t tl-is 

podod, m.n d1scovers his i.ndivjduality in o. vory sp~cia.l way, he dissocio.t£>s 

hi~self ~sycholopically fr~m the g roup, he seeks to distinguish himself 

fron :it. He 'l'eans no 1 ong~'r to resi 1n hir. c;elf to the co111r.:on Jot, hut 

to tttlc~ ~.is -nerson"l •:iestiny t pon hil"lsclf; the God wl om ! e seeks is •• . ..• 

tl'e personal God~ the God with vrho-rr !-le wi l1 have re •ll !JCrsonal rP.lfltionsh3 p. 

Concorrttant with this emergence of individualism, thP pro~ilef'l of dea:th 

1. 1 1lror:; !icl\tl' to tif'e.' 
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n.ssnmes an incret.>sinr: ln port.<~.ncc, nnd tE>nds to become thE> great ~tnxiety 

of the bein~.· 1
• 

Assoeiat~d flth the pTowin£ consciousness of God ' s purr.ose of 

S'llv~tion, s restor:ltion of the nation in the e rlier stares, and, l e.ter, 

as r"newa1 r.nd vindication of the ri f~htcoutmess of God, there tlro~e the 

T1rese fipn·es rP.prr$cnt ·th~ emhotH·· ont of the hope of Isrnel in different 

The 'lessinh is seen !:'1li.nJ;.; "lS n. polit:ical :t"i(ture> wl1o would 

'!he sufff'rj ng Servnnt ex11resses the 

s nff'P.ring of the !'!~aid im, the ri a}>teous re.anP.nt, nd their intense belief 

th.-t, ··oo wonld nCit de~f'rt. t!·em1 but th,.t. l:e would V;ndicnte them. The 

exl)E"ct r> tion of lsrnel, then, hecotJ.cs n .fer!'!lon from :,:ad who would rcvef'l 

God's ~fill, cstl\' lisll !iis KinRdo:n, Vi!ldicate l!j!'!l ri. •hteousness, ano fjnnlly 

overcor" ile('!th. f11ose who t>ed suf*'ered for richteousness s~>ke would 

sh ~-re in thE' rtE:'W life, the resurrecti.on. 

'i'hc :rPnP.wr>l or the pe<.ple of :i{\d wo1.1ld 1~e a.ccon,plished b:v God 

t·hror:~h the <:pPrtt ion o! Pis 'Iori' f'n~ !lis 'hli.:rit. It i5 n new creRtion 

frr.. nbovc. ~cf. So~n tJJ . 3.) 

des<-ril,ed toth 1.., t.E;'rll•S of the lmOOJortv.l i ty of lihe 3oul, 8.UC in terms of 

t.he Resurrection of the JorJ.y, in th<' f;Jd Tnstn. cnt. 

of the I"'mort".J.ity of' the Soul in the l.c>liof \ popttlo.r b:d, not ot'!'.ici·'-1) 

ja the contin11Pcl edRteuce_of mnn in a disembodied, woEJk st"'te in tlte 

glOOitl,y i uteri.or of the ea.rth, CJ~p1·e sses VP.r,Y welJ Whllt l>r. nl'\t.,sn.y hllS 

.... 
celled 'tlw inco,.. ploteness t~nd the dulln<>ss'-b" the i>:1~nortality of the 

souL lt i ~ tllc hE-lief of tho~e '~'r o believe, that God cro::t.ted tho world 

nnd rnan, ltnd !'!lfl.W that it was ,-ood. Jt is the belief of tho~a thnt 

believe, thflt dt-:ath a.ud sin belong t.of!ether ~1nd reduce roq,n to <1 s~~ ·ulow 

of his tt"•le created :'"1 ory. So, 1\ ltho,Jr,h there is this hA.C!q;rround belief 

in the imr.ortnlity of' the sot11 in the Old 'l'estament, jt ren1lv serves only 

t .o show tho wenl-ne>ss nn\J un:\ttrll~tiYeness of such e. bel ief in the future 

)jff', nnd Cl\lmot be cnlled the Birl:icn.l ans wer to mn.n' s questionings a.hout 

1. op. cit. -r;p . 210, 211. 

2. The Hcsr·rrcction of Christ. ·".103. 
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1 ife rtno de~th. TI1o Resurrection of the Hody js the true b iblical 

expect~.tion, for the hody represents, for the Hebrew, the whole man 

cr~t'lted by 0o<1, standing in need cf Gcd' s rcdP.wption, 

ot t.hP l3odv nnd the H.enewnl of l"~an re th<' 5n.me t!ting~ 

The Resurrection 
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C H A P T E R 111. 

'l'HE RESU~RECTION OF 'fHf. 1~0.UY.. 

The Ol d Testament is promise, the New 'festamcnt. is fulfilment. I. 

e ct nnot clisc ~rn th~ Old To~ttt . ent for thnt ~o11lrl r!'al{e the Ne .... Testament 

Hni nteJJiriblo; the ord of Gocl would £:11! on uninstrt1cted nnd un prepared 

l·e~rts Pni! ~j nrl•. All tlu~ themes of the Old l'estnment r·cet, .md have 

t,1·eir fqlfi lrr·cnt in C! rist. Thts, as ,.,c r!'OVe frort> the Old Te s·t arrent to 

tlH:• New Testul"Cnt. we rove from C~"Pectntion to ft>l fi lrient. 

God has spoken ll is final lford of snlvt1.ti on ·nnd ju~.~m~nt to roan. 

in for !l"l"r tires, God spo"e to our foref1\thers, He s poh.e in fragt cntary 

r n(l v nried fashion t hrouph the nronhcts. 1\ut in t }• is t,he final oge, lle 

t·ns snol<en to us in the ~011 whon. He h ; s 11..udo heir to .thl' whole universe, 

, nd ·tl•ro~lf.!h w'•o"ITI lie eren.ted all orders of cxi stence; the Son who is t he 

effulgence of God ' s splendour nnd the st .. r~p of God's very being, and 

SHstl:dn!'l the universe hy tlis word of' tJower.' (Heb. 1. 1- 3 . ) 

of the r~~tor~t1on of the K:inf!do is f11Jfillecl i.n C!lr is't, for ne comes t o 

usl:er in t!·e Kinp(1 o . of God. ('~ ··t-t;. lV. 17, X ... l, :.:n,. 1. ]e;, ~!ntt. Xll . 

,~ , LH • XI. 20 , f! t c •• ) 

present for ' the bli nd roceive tl·e'lr s i.ght, th"' l~n e 'Tn.Jl.. , the l t>per.:s 

are cle<J.nsed, n.nfl t!•e de f henr, ll.Ud t} l' dePd ttre r a ised "1!), tl UO the poor 

hflve good tidjngs j)rocc:bcd unto tl1etn. ' (. tltt. XJ . 5, cp. Lk . IV. lr·, 19 , 

nnd Is. LXI. 1-~.) .Tesus, the C':d st, comes to fulfi 1 the law and the 

pro-pherte. U'att . V. 17 . , U . • 24. '27.) His b ody is the new Temple 

(,To~·u IT. l'l-21.) His hloo<l the New CoTena.nt ('att. ~6. :?3 , ~.lk . 1~1. ~4. ) 

Hut tl·~ f p Jfil ent is not sir·p l y like 1.dding the fjnishing touches to t.he 

b1d lding, it is a comjllcto renovation of' tho buHd.ing. 

Promise ~nd ex~ect1tion ore filled wjth n~w meqnjng . 

T! · ~ Old To stament 

WhAt hnd lleen 

rlonf' 'l:iy God jn the ~istory of' the .,,eople would not be neg~tted, nor wot~ld 

one iota or ilot or t~-c Law pnss away, for Christ h td con>c to ful'!'jl th<.' 

Ln r f'nd t r.e oro-prets, an d not t,o abol:ish tl•e ~:~ . ( ~~ntt. v. 17.} ~cverthf'-

J Pss , t 11c f 11 l fj l nent r.:ennt a. r ftd ic nl trnnsform tj on, n renewal. T1Jus 

l. cf. "Ployd v . Filson 'Je~\JS Christ t he Hisen Lord ' . p. Ra ff. 
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there is r new la.w, n. new covenant, • new Ter~plc, a. new peo-ple, a new <1nd 

better !IRCri-f:ic~, for ' th:~ old has pA.sq('d away: behold the new ho.s comt?.' 

(II Corinthirms V. 17b.) T' ere is, then, throughout the lifo of our J.~ord 

<~ continn"l tension between himself nnu the ~st~blishcd Judaism; He did 

not fit, en.si 1v into bhe structure of l egaU sm and Pt~tlri sn.iam which passed 

ns tlle true wors~i'P of God, ~no they cruc:if'ied lHm for lfjs revolutiono.ry 

tc~ching, te8.chinr: Ybi.cP h f'd its roots jn the very Scri.pturoR which tl,ey 

cln.i ed to revero. Still, it w:~s in tlle s:--n:~11o~ues nnd in th~ 1'e.-~14? 

t.hut He tnng~1t.. 'He i.dentificd HL: sclf with the ...,eople or God, born a 

Jew, His r ission wn:;; to His neople. 11nd !Io seldol'; rout b<'vond the hoPndarias 

of Po.lestine-. Both t'ho~e themE's of ictentifica-tion vnrl renewal are 

ex"t>res!tec'! mo~t ft11ly in the events of the passion, Crucifixion '1nd 

Resu:rrectj on of our J or.d. T• e New t<'starr.ent rin~s \Vi th ·n·e n•essn.c<" o.f 

ne\'i 1 ife tl,rot:[lth the Resurrection of J~sns Christ froM the dfla.d, as the 

Gospel of the ro11~wn.l of .nt.tn. 'fl'cre have been attowpts j n the pnst by 

New ·restn".ent scholll.rs to givo the Ncy T.est!\TI'ent a Hellenistic 'twjst'. 

These atter~~ts L.-ve ~ lwt~.ys proved wi t."•o11t 1.ny real bo.~dl!. It has been 

1 
nr11ued wi lih ,.. cortai n "r.ot1nt of co,..~ncy. tl a.t t .hE> New ·restnmeut w~s llorn 

in • !!el1onist.ic \'.l.)rld. An<1 wo.s ·,;rlt·},f'n in (;reck !or Gentile Christians 

Tl,erl? hacl been 

t!"le s':ncr(.~tistic syst.em of tho Alexandrian Jew, .Philo, who lHt.d tried to 

co~hine Hellenism an~ Judnism into one syster. 

n.ccused of bein~ a. Ct.risti ~n Philo, of' perverting tlle pure, si t"'ple tea.chint, 

of Jesus to :\C:COI'~'~'·odate tt t'!ysticism borrowed fron Hellenisn. l!e ha.ve 

to ~t:ive a. briof Bn!'!,.-cr to these q_uestjons befot'e wo ern "1roceed l'dth our 

study. 

Floyd Y. 'Filson, in h:i.s Utt1e ~·ook "The :'i nw Tcstaf'lent a.grinst 

its ~nvironn;en-t.•t in the s.c. · .. series, t~tndies jn 1 iblicrd I'heoJoay' 

dei'J s very f a irly 'lnd ~:1ocpA.te1y, in our opinion, vdth thE' whole ouestion. 

resta..,ent written i.n Oreelf. ret1oct.s l.ic1tile lii'e nnd tlaoubht', but. 'Is 

the New Tost~rnent tlac •lro~uct of n seconr1 ry ph se of •. ;~tristj nu development 

wl, ich 1 ~s not r..erely ohscnred, h•.1t even wRrpcd, t he tru~ original : ecosage? 

l. Uei"nnnn " nd 1\eitzensteir. 



Did tl'>e esscntir.l Now l"estar.rent conte nt t .'lkcs its riso in the Gentile 

worl!l . o-r did it come to the Gentile worlrt :1s a 1tif't "'ncl t c1,n.Jlenge, 

in ind iettv~ent !'ntl .10 nnswor to n<'ed? • t · l!e sets out the nnswer in 

five propositions: 

( i) 'f\·e Arlapttttjon to th"' New 'last.a ... eut to the Gentile world c .<:.n only 

5 6 

he ~sserted ~it!in strictly defined limits. The al!.tost unive:r;~l -prn.ctice 

or nolytheis~r. in the Hellenistic world setR the first llO iu-.porta.nt l:hoit 

to "1 corre~ponnence in t'•eolo#(icnl ontJook. <Thri sti '\nj ty wns 'mili tn.ntly 

(:ii) 'There is no t1,oroufYbly Lireek or Hel1en)stic hook in t.1·e New 

Testa.r.-f"nt.' Tho books ""hich h 11.vr. heen t'·o•..,ht to reflect Lcllonistic 

1'-0Uft'':t. d!\me~. lfewbrcws, Jl .Peter, t'nd the Gospel accordin, to St . John, 

are all shoYm to be i'unda:rentn11~ Jewish. 

Gree1~, not to necorc,moctf!te lds te,chia:. 

They ha.vt" tried to 1. ect thP. 

( i .; i) Th~ Hel 1cnisi,ic wor ld. hns no pttrallel for th, combina.tion o.f the 

sovereign tr .. nsoendence ,.ud the t.;rne i ous rednrnption CJf God. 

rno.de the gods so tr l'inscendent thnt tLey ere unconcerned 1vi th the human 

seene. 'l'l·e Stoics errphasized the jnd'll"ell ing of the Lo~;os, which under-

l'iincd tl1c transc~'n.dcnce of' God 'lnn consequently the need for •!race . The 

po'J)ulR.r Olympian gods were saperior beinqs, 1 iving in'J ''Torld of their own. 

wldch w s very :ruch li~e our world with all its sins ma.rnii'ied ten times. 

( iv} T' ere wns no t>ouph-t in the U~lhn{ s·tic world to CC\m:parc with the 

Diblic~~tl l.mderstflnd in:• of Gnd N'l both Croutor ;tnd HedeeMer. 

ll&twoan roattar ~nd snlrit is decis ively t"xclucled in t'.is view, :md this 

lltnor~s 1\ rcul difference between rest Greek thought and the Ne-w Testft.rnc-nt.' 

Ti:is is l)reeisely Qne of the importl'nt points we wish to emvhasizo . 

(v) 'l,·e CtJristolory of t'he New Testaruent is i•oo e nrly nod too •ridely 

pre>valent t.o find its origin in Hellenistic thout.tht. Here I~iJ.son is 

COl.mt,<>dng the :lr' ·mrent of llousset in ' h.yri.os Christos ' that the closignation 

ot Christ 1\S Lord wo.s HclJenistic in oriyin. Dodd 's opinion is tl1a.t 

'S~ldol! hc.s a. t 1H)ory been so widel y occepted on such flirasy grounds.' 2 • 

'The wn:y of the Greel~ s <>nd the J e s is old. nut y ou ~re ••• ••• a 

third rflcc.' (quoted fro~: Strtuffer: New Testament 'l'heolot~Y, p.4~, where 

he qnotes :fron1 the anocry"P'H' l Gos!)el of Peter.) T!:is certai.n l y j s true 

1. "The ·~E'w 1'ost,alllent agri.nst its Environ· cnt 11, p. 23. ff. 
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Its roots wore Jcwisll, Old Testa ent, but 

its t.encldng is tl;"t of lie who is Lorrl or the .Jew os ";ell os the Gentile. 

We look for tt'e nenning- of words in the New Testn.!"ent in its roots in the 

Old TPstBI"'Pnt, not in the philosop'~-dc a.l systems or Hellenisn, but we sec 

t~e Christi ~n te<'Ch:i n: st~n<Hng in Judpcnt of Juda ism :lS wel] a.s He1Jcn1srr:. 

1'wo Escl".etolop:ie~~ 

'Xhe Now Testament tbeu is fuJi'i ll'lent; ..S fulfilment of the 

Jewish cx~~ctntion. Jn '\d(Ution, 1re t ccept the osstcnt:ia1 escl~f''tnlop,ical 

structure of tho Ne" TestamPnt witnE~ss to the Person of Jel'IUS Cl-)rjst, nnd 
- , 

t\'>e :f'Cirmntion of the Chri stinn Chnreh. A. l!. HR~·stP; c1i stin;,ttislles hetween 

two different boliets a.ho11t the Gos'{lel • .t. 'kcordin' to th€' one bc1:ief 

Jesus Christ is inter~r~ted within the erie~ of evolution nd history jn 

s•lch 11. wa.:v th"t, the tr nscondent~l E>nd redol"'ntive ns"1C>ets of th€' Gospel 

recPive less thnn their nrcp(ltr pl~cc: the resurrection is nn exnmpla to 

us t"'1z t if"'~ o.re f!.OOd we rnny, lil-·e Jesus, survivo death. t\ccord ing to 

t,he ctht:r belief tho '?esnrr~ction is ' divine intervention, tr:lnscondcnt 

~nd crea.tive, ,f1Jerchy r- new creation is :in:::ugurrtted in the Hfe of ma.nkiml 

nnrl tl1f': world.' ! T'e former belief, Ill'! he l>oint,s <Jut, finds i ts inspir~tion, 
not in tl'Lo Dib) ica~ mesS&.!!e, l- ut in the cone opt ~f' tho imr,ort('lity of th(' 

so't'lt tho l o.tter is ortllorlox, bi' .. Jicn.l fl. nd evr.n relicf\.1. i.e. in o.ccortlc,nce 

GospeJ. a s t' e word of.> (;od nnd the ~niri t of t_.~od in Christ, incftrn<tte . 

'fe need only to 

l'€' retri ncled of the titlo ·Khi.ch our l.ord used of Hi naelf Most frequently 

of l!is own r.•inistry t> nd mission. Jhetever the orinj n of the title Son 

of Ma11, onP thinr, is cert~in, it refP.rs to an esc1u\taloA'jcnl figure, one 

whe wouJ d. co:-:e to bring the r~ irn of God. l'he titles 

which wcTe tlsP.d of our Lord a lso writnnss to the ltn~erst~uding b,~' t.he 

enrly v'tmreh thr,t, in <.;hri st . U'od h<'l.s carne to ostlt.l1Ush his K.ingdo1: 

Jlessiah, \ C11rist,J. Son ol' God, 1 ord (Kurj os} All these h ve their 

ori g in in the Old Tcstat-aent revelation of the pnrpose of Go.d. 2 • 

1. 'l1;e Resurrection of Cltrist. T'. ~r:. 

2 . ef. F.. StPt.tf:fer. ~ew Testnncnt n.~ology. -.p . 112-llG. He too 
s~es tl)e Jowi sh roots ot Rurios, as 1'1-f'".inst ~~oasset ~tnd D~ltma.nn. 
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It should be uotod thnt the otb~r si~nific nt titles used of our Lord 

t'eter to lli s P~ss·i on ad lleat! • Stch :1r<>. 'Sf'rT::>nt of uod' ( 'MPtt • .'>J.l . lC, 

h:·' $ I1 J. 13, ~r.., IV. "7, !3C.) 'Lamb of Clod th1l t totes away the sin of 

the world' (John I. 2•, 36., Uev. V. 6ff.) ''Aedia.tor of A. nP-w covena..o.t' 

(Heh. XJI. '?4) and 'H:i ,;h Priest' (Heb. V.5, IX. llff, Xlil. 11. etc.) 

thc> light of the Old Testnr.ent revelation. Tre fiu 1 aet of God in 

s avin llis p~onle is an ~et of renewal, a now creA.t:ion. (II Corint!1. V.J7.) 

~·e Sot.~r-iolo'l:icnl <~nd P~ct•atalogicnl et}lph nsis of the Gospel me~sr.ge, os 

tl',e New T~st~ront witness r('f]eets, oro insep:\r"'hle. In other words, 

what God hns <lo ne in Grr.ist h the !J..a!l snving ovent. How th:i.s fjnn-1 

.s~tvin'' event is worl<:od o:J t in the '~-.istor} of ... &.nldnd Rnd in tr.e Jjfc of 

the individuo.l, is i.he history of the Gl'nreht "·ldch marches under ·the 

banner of the Cross of Chr:i st until the cousumr.at :i on of Pl 1 thints. 

Thfl i\ow Testament lH~gins with tl~(} proclamn.tion of the comin;; 

or the Kingdon or God.l. John the Bo,tist, the forernnner of the One 

who 9rts to come, procll':irus tha t one will come who will baptize with the 

llolv Spirit. ( • 1. 8., L'·· Ill. JC.) His prenehint7 "''~s, 'Repent 

ror the K~npdom o.' Pel"ven is ot l-~nd' ('·latthe,~· )11. 1?.) - l>e c nlled men 

to nre'f)P.re them! .lves. an.d by re-pentance l"-Il baptist1 to ft.Wll.it tho advent 

o 1." God' s lr i ng ly ru t e. 

in t' is •.ror)rl to estahli sh I! is rl1le 1 n the hef'rts of' men. Je~us of 

NazAreth nprc·rs +-. Ion/." the honlrs of tJ•e riv-er Jordnn to be ~ccla11ned by 

Jorm (IS 'the L.u.:l of God t1wt t n .es lHf'u)' the sin of t~c ·world.' (,John 1.?~.) 

The l·t:\ptis!r of Jo~tls in t.'he riv(!r Jordnn revenls Ui1:1 .s the Son of lied 

on wht:~r.~ the Spirit of. God rests in llll its fnlness. ( !1k . 1. <)-lJ, 

N, tt. 111. 13-17., l.k. Jl1. 21, "·' ) ·-· 
o1' the Spirit rr<' the Oirth n;u•rq·tives in •tatthew nnd Lu~e, whel:e the 

spi-rituP.t nnture or Jesus , rt.s horn of Mary, il'lply n. new creation. 2 • 

T11c na.tut·e of the s"Oiritunl hirt.~ is n ,ritiness th~t, in Christ, God is 

nrtosent O.T"oong ~f'ln, He N\s coT"'~ to t nbcrnac le w-i. th them. li is rule and 

~,,.~,.~.. 

Boverei~nity 

I ntrorh: c t {on 
ct. DA-1 Pll\n 1 

1 i k e i te Ara"'fJ.ic equ ivalE>nt ll"nlkuth weans 'reign 
ldnpsl·i-p r nther thnn 'dngdorn. • Richardson: ' An 

to the Theo1orry of theN~,,- rostP""ent'. p. ~4 ff. 
Tt;e W(lrrl s of Jesus. ll. 0 4. 
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AJ 1 this is elenr]y 

-presented hy t~.e- Synopti c Gospols. ln tl~e Gospel :lCcot"ilin t o St. Jo};n 

tl,f"re is the con·pJo. entttry e :phusis thll.t, in Christ, tl:e Logos of God l1ns 

con·e n.:-·ong ""en. P()!m I. 14.} He who wa s in the beQinning with tiodt 

creatinr tho world, has come ngtin to enter His creation, to shine with 

all the divine 'Tlo!"y in the world 1 n.nd to givo to all who rcco3nize the 

U .;ht. nd l1elievP., the !>OY.'er to be the sons of God. (John I. 6-13). 

The Gos-pels proclai r· the ; ood news tl,~t God h:'ta entered history in Jesus 

~triRt ' in wlo all the fulne~s of God wns plea!ed to dwell 1
•
1

• As 

:in the Olri Test!l...,ent God is described a.s worldll{i in his·tory throu:~h llis 

~ord md Snirj t in the reucnral of the People of God, so He has col!'e in 

tt•e ftl'!lness of Uis Word flud S;ririt in Je:ms Christ to renew ma.n. 

Ythnt l.ennens i.n Cl··ri8t is not t'··e net of c. Gorl who, having tried 

all other ~olutions in seehin" to r~deen ru, tri~s this l ast decisive 

wtt.y, but j s thnt f:i1wl ~ct of God in redeemillP r."i\.11 a.ccordin:·' to Ifis p1·e-

determined purpose. God's love for ann l1ns not c"1~n~red, nor hAs His 

reder~rptive pur·'>ose. for He i5 the s:ure to-d.ny, yestorcl. y and for ever. 

In ~ir:ist, the enJ of the 'lgas hrs core, God h11.s cor:1e to fulfil H.is 

l>Ul"Tloso, CLri~t shall rei J,.m until 'the telos when He deJ ivers the Kinp;liom 

to God t~le Fnther. n!ter de,troyi ng ev~Jr~' rule and ev~ry authority and 

ever·, oow<lr. lo'or He ust rai{ln until He has put "\ll His enemies U!lder 

His feet. Tl~e lrst to be estroyed is de th.' (l Corjnth)ans XV. 24-~6.) 

His life on 

eaTth ·ie tle final hist.ory of tlHl Ct'nquest of disense 1 sin a11d cleDth. 

T! e Jncnrnation, life, crucifixion rtnd Ucsurrection of JasHs C: t:i3t, our 

Lord, thor<!'fore, i.n no wny cl;<>nges the . ttitude of' God to nmn1 ns hns 

been suggeo;ted in the Suhstitt;tionar · and !'en"l doctrine~ of the atonement. 

~here t.l1a :ustice end wrtlth of God arc satisfied b)• the clea.th of Cl•rjst 

on the Cross. 1fe cl):mot restrict th(' rederptive act of God to any one 

aspect of Ol'r T.ord's life. The Gospels do, :indeed. give prondnence to 

the .PI\tSsion, liett.tll and Resurrection -precisel:' because they oxpr es the 

w!•ole r~de'Tlpt:ive ~"Ct. to whi cl' every l'!pect of our Lord 1 s en.rthly 1 i.fe 
1. Co/t:)$~(0.1'\~ 1. . f'l . 

l A. . Ri clwrdsons il>i.d. p. 175, cot t onts on the Virt:in Birth ~J s follows: 
' The Birth of Cl;rist is a n esc 1a.to.loe:ic !\ l event )n~.cring in tho 
Mew .Af.ze, and is j tscl:f tl l'l'1nif'estotion of the expected ontroin[' 
llctjvity of t.l1e Spjrit 5n the lntte! da.ys.' 
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benrs witness. Tl'is is i.he etrnctnre of' the Gospe 1 of Jol;n, wl,ere si n 

t\n.d. discourse all witness to God bret>kin;_ into history jn All llis ~;lory. 

In the Synoptics, the 'l.ction 3s set "it~in the .f'rnmework thn.t God :is in 

Christ reconciliu the world unto Hi~self. In nnswer to the disciples 

ot John, •ho have col"!o to question .Tosus whether it j s He wh<' is to come, 

or clo they w"it. ·~"or ~not,her, Jesus nnsw<'rs, • Go and tell John whl\t you 

he£\r and sP.es the blind receiYe their si ···h·t nnd the l t\tue 11nlk, lepers 

arc clo.1nsed ano the <len.f henr, ~nd the clend ~re r~ised l.lp, and the poor 

hcve the ··o()(i n<'ws prerchod to thcn:t. A~d hleseed is he ,ho takes no 

tht- preeenca o-r r>ower jn Jesus, b•1t rttr:ihnted it to Beelzebub, the prince 

of doTiJs. Jegus ~nswPred the~ t~ · t a house divided ~g~iust itself 

Cf'\vlo not ~t:md, ~na o l~jnf:~rlo:-- dividc<l agnin~t. itst"lf' wo~·1~ 1'.,11. ' llut 

if it is by ·tt,c :t'int•er ("Spirit of God"- J.tatthew) tint I c nst o:•t derons, 

then the !On&dor of' God hns co1 c ,:·oon you.' (LJ-. XI. ?.0., Mt~tt • . \11. 2B.) 

The 1'!-:;lnsfi, ·ut'a'ti on is n. Glot~an~nry r<'vol '\tion of the truo n~tttrc of Jesus, 

Son of God, ~T>pe 'Tltlf. with ~~oses rond J•:lijah, throu(h whom He had spoken 

to ttl(~ People cf God in ye< rs pnst. {B. tt. XVll. l-8, nnd pnrflllels.) 

It is espcci clly in John th '1 t we find th~ clog~ rclotionship whic'!; exists 

batween the Fet.h.'r nnt1 the Son. Jesus in the \ford of uod coming forth 

The intiuHlte un:i on of Jesus with 

His ho ,>vcnly l.' , t)1('r is everyw'l-)or!? f\ttested in t.he Cospel. Thus, when 

.Jeetls c1 ... :ir>s to '!Je the Li~':bt of the world, a nd the Phrrj.sees nccnse hir1 

o-f w-l·~.n~<Jgi nr t.o IIi .~olf, i .e. lH\V"in· uo corrol•or i"Un~ witness o.s 

rPq' lirocl 1'],\: th~ Lc•w . \~nt .• P' . 1e;.}, J~f:ms re{)Jies. 'I l .. e~r ~itnoss to 

:-.re:f)1f "l.ncl th~~ znt,her who sc ·t •e bo rs witn~ss to .,e. ' (Johu Vlll. 13 .) 

At1(l ll nin. • J sne"'k of \fhn.t 1 l·ave ~een -.ri Lh r,'y f t~er ••• ' ("vrrll. 3i~.) 

And so q<.iot. r- tiCJns cotJl<l he mt~ltipl;i(>d. 

l'he Sy·nootic Gostlcls, tlierefore, dccln.re tl:- t Jesus is ~,he 

~essinh who ''Ps co11e t.o est,:..lis1 tle Kin dom of God >1CCold]ng to the 

scr i nt·~re s. All the :<Jign!' of the Messift.nic Kingdom are performed by 

,Jesus, 1\s He ll ir.1sclf i pHed in His answer to the disciples of John the 

Dut the comin · of Christ is not only tl1e comi11g of God in 

-pc;wQr, but a lso i:n t;r..,co, ---- it is a ccnsu~ation, the consur:-mat ion 

of God 1 ~.~; r1:1deearin·~ love. ..And ·the 'tford •ms ll.'\Ue flesh l'lnd ··]welt among 

111!1.• (John I. 14.) Cl:dst js not only tully identifi ed with God, but 



is also fully identified with wan. God has •ntor~d history as ~A n! 

This is the ~E'w .ran. Je$US C!-Jrist, in whom death is to l1e cnnqu ered, 

' As in Mar a]l die,in Christ shoU -~.11 be n•t!c1e • 1ive.' (1 Cor. "-V.22. ) 

l'l111!1 ,n;mi.wod f:hrist 111 bo·r to the Cl:'oss, todje the death of a.ll men. 

in Y. nct, 1J tllnt t,o wl1:ich flesh js heir, :'lnd thb r~anhood He will offer 

to God in p0rfec·b ol,e<Hence, so th~t E"ll .men way be ohedient to the w-il.l 

of God. tJ.l is a manjfest;d;ic.n d' :lod's g lory <Ls we ha.ve se<:. n above, 

n flnifest~.t:ion of God'!>: glory :in th(> whole life of o. l'!•m, so thnt even 

1:-n. (,Jol..o. X.!J. :10: .\11. lG: Xll]. 81. etc.) .f\ltho:!!<h the Cross is 

the nowQT ot: Go~ for ollr s1lvP.tion, this power is r:nd e avnilnhlo only 

Bd'crc th t ti••.e, thf:' dj sci n) es sec hut do n.ot understanC.. they a re 

witrtesses of n new 1 ifc which hns, flS yet , not b accrne theirs. (low the 

r--.postl ('s 'r.ccrstood t he r.atun~ of tlte s~villg r.e t of God iu Christ is 

ProcL• it.ed in t· c l~er}'gnm, cr J>rocl arr.ation of the GospeL 

Professor c. H. Ilodrl, in the l:if.t..le clMss) c:t.. ' rhe \postolic 

Prenchinr •md its Vev~lopr::ents ' 1 ~·as shown wh t the fortr. of the primitive 

ker ygna wf'.s "Sit C>'n bf' seen in tYf' prc•ehing of P ul 'in the l::pjstJes, 

61 

."lnd in the r·i rat sermon~ in t~·.e '.ets of tl1P Apostles. 'The rua.in burden 

of the ~erygnm is that tho un~recedented 1·1\S h-~pnened: God hns visit.ed 

nod redeornod His people.' J • 'f"e :ressngc of tha Ch1rcb is an 

eschntnlogic ~l ~P ss~Qe. 'Let all the ho1•se of lsrl"el, t.l'erefore, lmott 

a.ss,·redlv tllat God h~d n·ndc Him both Lord and Christ, this Jesus whon· .vou 

crucif ied.' (.\cts. li. 3f>.) Dodd i dontifics six &s·pects of tlle 

( i) n~e a~e of fulfilltent has dawned. 

( i i) Thi.s h ~t s t 1~ cn ·pl nee through tre ministry, death and 

resurr~cti~n of Jesus. 

( U i} Jestos is tl1e :Jessi anic i aa.d of the new Israel through His 

res•1rrection from the <lead. 

( iv) 1'l',e Holy Spirit in the Church is the sign of the ])re-sent 

power arn ~lory of Christ. 

1. l>Cdd. T! c ATJostolic Pren.chink and j l:.s l:E'velopt1ents. p.33. 
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(v) ·rho \fessil'lnic Pf!e will shortly reach its consull"mation in 

th~ r~tttrn or Christ. 

(vi) 't'he l'e~t'('rs "-TC urged to rt"pent An(! believe the n.essl\ge and 

to receive tho forgiveness of sins. nnd the gift of the Uoly 

C' J:. •:.t{'irit. 

All those witness to a <lee-p sense of the living r>resPnce E1. Christ with 

the Chureh to wh0111 he irup:Lrts His life. The life of Cl!rist is t;iven 

throl!r'h the <'11er .,tion of tl•e Iloly Spirit who descends on all who believe 

This new life is P.xpreseed in followsh:ip, in which a nC'w con r:nmity of 

corr.trc•"l C<'ncern "'"" shl\riu.p corPes into beinft. nnd :in worship,especiolly 

in SR~rflr..entE!l union. 'the l>renkin~t of bread. n.ud of -pr~yers.' (Acts. ll . 

43--16: XX. 7 fl'.) 

st. Pan1 ns it may lH) glennP.d from t.he Epistles. '"~'r·P. Ptt.uUne kerygra . .. 

Christ in '\.n esch>tn.lo;7:ical setidnr, which ._ ives siguifict>nce to the 

men ore 9~vee. 1 
••••••• desi~u~tod ~~ cf God in pownr accordint to 

the Spirit of '1oline.es by His r~snrrection f:rorr: the deadt .Jesus Christ 

our Lord, thrm·gh whoc: we }Hl.VC received grace- .-nd npostleshjp t o bring 

ahout obcdionce ·to thc> faith~ for the sc.ke of His nf\llle 811l onp, oll n!.tions, 

includinr. YO'Jrselves, who ~:re cr..lled to be long to Josu~ Christ.' (Ro-.;:. 1. 

4-6.) 

escha.tolo@y'' since the rese~rch &ncl findjng s of Prof. <.:. H. Dodd is 

there throuphout the New 'festnM~nt. there is also " cle a.r oxpect .. tion 

that the worlt of Christ wo11ld reach its conaur ro~at:i on iu the f uture. 

Alhert Schweitzer in 1 The Quest for t,he Historicnl Jes'l.ls' las shown that 

tt,e i ... ninence of the Kingdom of God is the decisive note in the teMhina 

of Jesus. Titeroby He brought bihl ico.l scholarship lHlCl' from the byways 

1. IlodJ. ~e Arosto1 ic P're~chin;: a11d its develop'flents. pp. ?1-23. 
~. Dodd. ihid. p. l3. 
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o·r evolutio·dsll' to tlle eoreof the nature of the Gos~el n essr ''<'. Jesus 

They vi11 bG dono on 

enrth os it is 3n henven.' 'l'h is note o.f irr r1 il1euc e is sounded b;v Jesus 

at tllc vcTy ot1t3ct of His public rr:inistrys 'Repent for the Kingdom of 

~·EHWcn is nt hand.' (Matt,. 4 . 17. ~ . 1. 14.) Lie commissions ll is 

discinle~ to go out to the lost sheep of the 'house of Israel rmd preach 

thft t the Kinrclom of Hc::tven i~ t h~>,nd . p ,;att. X. l.fr. Lk. IX. 2.) 

So th<> dominant note in the r>n.ra.hle~ oi' Jesus is the KinrdoTri of Uod. 

Tl•e 1«-ip.n of God is like seed sown jn fl. field, which gerrinntPs ~nd grmYs 

u-p with the v eeds •mtil the tll\·• of tl'e 1'tlrvest. (;.:a t.t. 13 • ..,4-30 ~nd II's.) 

1 ike o. ;r<dn of "'ll St"lrd seed wld cJ' riJ 1 vrow irlto a 1ar;~ c shrub, wh:ich 

will ;lrovide ~'~hon-e f or :111 the birds of t 1
1q tdr: Obtt . XJJI. !31, 32; 

Hl: . IV. 30.) 

-ne asut"e~ of bre;d nntn t <' hol<' w .• $ l~"'venc<L (•htt. 1!3. 3"'. Lk. 13. 

'.?.0-?l.) r•e hcjgo ot God wo'lld row fro~ snl\ll. all"ost unnoticed, 

l;~~dnn:in,;s 1 ilt <" the ··ustnrd seed A.od the 1eFJ.ven hid~en jn tl1 c neal, i .nto 

so etrdnp; (:rertt. hst Schweitzer d ssed was prec isel:,. the note of the 

presonc e of the Ki n .,doT!' of God in J<'.sus . to which Dodd hR.s dt"awn o.t1 cntion. 

n~e roi f·n of Go~ lV OlJ lct he f·lfilled in the f11ture, but. jt was n.lrea.d,y 

'Pre~cnt in Christ .• 

It is no use 

trvi.O£? to untierst<~ud tht> ll'cssa ·~ e o.P Jesus in teru.s exclusively of tlle one 

or tl!P. other. hee·,use the Ne TestttrnPnt c 'nnot he 'oTcetl into n nrep:> rPd 

Tl.e •1ew T!'stn.mcni, ·te f'cl in· 1s not t'.Pre to cr(."nt,e ten.sjo•·:s, 

l"Jt ]nte rAted, nC'w bein<>s w~ th an inte1...r l" ted , ne,., uuderst"n<Hn · of life! 

T1:is is ,. diaJect,jc rclationshj-p, ~ 1d li lrc 'lll BnHc"l din.Ject:ic :it 

noints to a profOt.nd spiritun l t.ruth. 

QE.!._'3oter io logy. 

One of t-he 1rost i nterestjnR n~pects of the reaction to our t .ord 1 s 

tf' ,.cldun. 'lS recorded in t.he Gosnels, js the alttost conr>lete ] Pck of unner-

stond i ng of whn t our I. ord wil. s tr•. in " t.o so.y. rr.e SCrjb~s ~nd Parisees 

werE- 11c·t;ival v :lnt a-·oni stic. They accused. o• .. r. Lord of perfortting ld s 

~it' P Cle!; tl,rou·.,.h th' rr edit ~ of He&17ehub 1 t'"le nr:ince of dPvils. (t~ • . \ 1.'?0 
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and II • s.) T' ey C" lled Hi~ a Sa"laritnn 11nd a. qo:r,.d,..::m. (John VUl. 48.) 

They wou,(1 orur.ify Ili r• ff'r Pic:; te l'l chin.g- a.no tl-ot> clai ms He n11Hle for Hi!!lself. 

The d:iec:i.ples soemed to be n..,rtJcnl ~> rly slow to t.mder.sta.n<1 the O'eaning of 

They IA(H' "' orteu :r.ebukod hy Jesus for f.niling to 

uudertt·&~nn i!is t~ .•ching or sor:e mir nculous net.· Let us consider a f~w 

exal"'plc~: 

(i) After ovr 1 ord. h'ld told the p< rn.blc o-f the StHer. (Mk. IV. 3-~ : 

L'~ . VIII. 5-R.) all the Synoptics record ttnt the 

djsciples asker~ Jesvs of tl1e p r.rl\bles. I ukl" lNmti ons thnt they nsked 

Murk rncorcts the rfCl..uke of o·ur Lord: 

'Do yo. not nnder~trnd ~H s N r<tb1 e'? 

1t sho\tlc1 be not("tl too th·1t jt i ·· 

in nnr .:1holic i'orm. heg'jnni.n[l, 'The Kingdor of God. is Jil{e •••.. 

As Mllnsnn snys re. pl.\r obolic tcPchinl·: ' •• the norcPption of the real 

issue.:; rust h(' t.l·o wor.,. of tll"' indivi<lar>l H r self; nnd the decision n:ust 

be 'his own spont ·ncone ~ct.' 1. The disci Pl e 4: see·r-ed una1 l E' to l""lke 

this S'!iont nco ~ PCt in r<>~pon$0 to tl1e ..,:-rvble of t!"oo ;,ower, ond we ttny 

<) 

~ece~t thnt the prtt~rn 3et there wrs arten repe nted. · • 

( i i) 'fl ,e Con.-essiou of Petf'r ·' t C:-H~s" r(':l Fhilippj is n.lso recorcl~d in 

nll the Synoptics . c lthouc>l-. Vt\ke doet=: not S"PGcify tlle loca.Jity. lMk. V1Il 

?7f. llDd II's.) Jes•:s D- f'ks His diseipl os to tell llit.. wtior .• t l1cy think 

He is. J>eter nekno'.'lledges J('SUS as th~ Christ. ~resus i '!'U] ici t ly 

Cl.ccen·ts th• confession, but cottr.'ia nds the djsciples to tell no one. 

Acai n , there is the note of seerP.C;'' . 

th ·1t tl' c ~on of ~fan Tllust suffer r.::eny things, l"ncl be rejected ••••• and 

l •e l< ill ed, and after three d ,"··'·' S rise "'l.' .. al· n.' ( ~""- " ~1 ''att 16 "1 u _ o 'I I\ o r..> 0 <.; o 6,a 1 0 0 ' 

v~. ·· . 22. > Peter c nnot o.c c ept this teac bing :l.bo,~t t1u~ 0hr i st 1 a.nd 

rebn~et" t.Tesus, only to be sevarely rebul~od hiroself: 'Get behind (lie 

Sntn.n: For vou are not ~n the side of Goo but of ~an.' Peter was 

l. T. W. Manson. o·,.c)t. "?>."02. 

? • Cf. 0~ • VH • l 7 t Mat,t' ew 13. 3r.. 
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tri st~ndet'stft.nding the natura of U'•rist' s r:iss5 on, und rr:i sundt>rstt>ndiug i·t 

The devil is tl,e fothor of 1 ias. (Jorn VJ J I. 4"1.) 

Only he wl1o js inspired hy tl o deTil could take offP.nce at l1at Jesus was 

Sl\.;ying, l· t tlud; was precisely whflt tlut chief disciple was doing. It 

was he wl o w s to deny TelJeiJlently thR.t he ever lmew JP.sus, becn,lse l'E> 

co,~ld not aaee'{it such (l. C}'lrist, that was not. the Messiah he thoHght he 

n'e Gonfeesion nt Caesarea PLilip-pi brings out the lack of under-

standing on tlle oart of the disciples, which was " Ost tragically sho'm 

jn thdr d<."a<>rtion of Jesus ~t the 'trial. 

( j i i) Both ~<~tthev and ).tar'k recortl thnt Jesus rebutted His disciples 

~or not "'niferstnndiu~.,. thC' sirnifjcl.nce o the ndrac1es of the feedin2 of 

tlJ(> five thous nd and the tccdinp or' the four thousand. The diseiplos 

};ad run out of bre ··d when our Lord ren>inded ttem o·f tho two n·ira.clt!s , and 

rebuked ther:s ' do you not yet perceive nor 11uderstand'i' Are your hee.rts 

hardened? Havin .. eyes do JO~ not sec, nnd h1lVing ears do you not hear? 

And no ;\~ou not :r.etrleml•er?' (Nk . vrn. 17, 18.} Tftey were ac cu sod of 

be in;·~ as blind n.s thosP. wllo were 'without' , frorn wl,om the ttystery of 

the lUngdor w s hid~en ... . 

( iv) John tells 1low .1'1€t.n;y d isciples left our l.orC. after the <liscourse 

:fol.lo"i.nH th~ si._n of tlw feeding of the five thousa.nd. (Jolm VI. OOf .) 

\f{~S,. 
The tc'lchinctnr>out p; I'tic ipa.tion .in the liff.l of Christ through p~rteldn 

t'is flesl·~ n.ntl lJis blooa. ( We ""ece11t the view of the scholars who, 'With 

:;nllr•tHltl; s:~y of thjs raira.clo ' •••• it U!'Jt o.t all $VCllts be su;;o;losea. 

thot the evrn .. •e1i<Jt. snw, ns ho wc:s 11.rit.iug c1ov.'1l the story, :- reff'rence 

without Rctunlly srYing ~o.' 1
) 

rr.an•: tooh off't>nee r.t it. so th<'t ' rrsn~ of Jlis disciples dr.")w back, and 

no longer wnnt a.Lot.' t 1d tl· HiM. ' (John Vl. 66.) Jesus A.sks the Twelve 

Peter, w1
1o usually acts a.~ spokesman 

li\nswers, 'Lord to wl1o i!" shc\11 we go? You hnve the words of eterna~Jife'. 

There is no inliication tl,. t t} ey hav,. understood ihe te.,ching. They 

A.re n·rennred to follow in spite of their fllilure to understand, becl'luso 

they 'mow deep liown in their i nr<o~t beings thA.t He j s the Holy One of 

God. (VI. 6'1,) n1ere is R distinet note of 'i* spite of' in Potnr 's 
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( v) E.Vents in tho Garden o.f G~t~1ser.1ane s'· ow c lenrly tl'c fvilu rP. of 

'rlte SynoDtics bring 

(vi) Tht;t 'l'ri:l} :~nd Gr.wifixion left the U.iseil'les even .. ore bewildered. 

The fact th.-:.t, -:fter l'oter' ~ J<:'ufes~ion, Jesus bega11 to teach i:.hem of 

His suff£>rin6s -:J.n•: II:i.s I'c,jcctf.ou :1ud conJatnn1. tion by t~e Scribes nnd 

i?h&ris~cs se"f"S t<- rr.ve F~itde 11 t.tlc or no ir,~pregs)on on trerr'. But 

' thev .,11 lei't. Him l'ln!.l .xled.' (.:rr;~ .. llY. GO: M.•tt. :..;...xn. 56.) l'c t;er 

fo11ow£n1 df<•:~: oi'f, <.rnly to dcn;y U· :..t !w CV('r luww JPsus. 

1150Uf'1· t fO ~' i 1] ]. iJ , OuJy Jo':11 fo11.owoc1 in <l cl ,-..ze, 1oyal to tt-10 Lord 

(vii} Rveu ia t.l1e post-fte~1;rrectic,n Rr:r~nrnnces, there is still the 

~ 11 f l . th t f tl , . . 1 l. ~~u n eso:: o n-p-pre,.en~nou on e ',P£tr o 1e UlSClP es. The enpty 

toJl'o~ onl:.· fi 1 Jed the wor·~n -.rith t:hrrr, (llk . X.Vl. 8.) ~ltl:ough the angel 

h lld rrivrm thai": 1l c]e·•r luessagc thut Jesus ~ t'.d risen. Hnmsny at~ ributes 

this to n.we instille<l by the 'overwhel ing reality of the :'?esurrection. ' 2 • 

tVe feel eertain, ho ever, th ,lt, in wldition to the tt.we, th"re wn.s n.n 

uncertnint;v,for tJ1e event was still 'extern&l', l:iter-:-.lly outside tlH~ir 

understn.nd inl~· 

!T i.nds of ~etcr and John •'!'en they ruel' to the tot>1h to St"•<'! ''ht>ther what 

tl1e wo..,:· ·n 1;a•l sf':id co;Jld h<' tr•le. rt j s surely wrong. rere. to " tt.ribute 

to Jo~·n 'tt.e l~ " P of ·r· it'-!', 
3

• 'hec~llSO ·t!ie text reads: 'l-te saw ~nd 

believed; for 8 8 yet they did not 'mow t• e Jeri ptttre, that lie ~ust rise 

f t l. 1 d ' (J h ~-.... ., 0 ) ror no < o. • o n •'-'}.· ,,. . • Lult(> tells ·the story of the ap-rc:trnnce 

of ,J es'l S to Cleope.s nn1J the oth<;r disc:l.ple. on the ro d to :Er.maus. 

(I,~ . XXIV. 13f:f.) This story is pltrtlcularly il'lstrtlctive "-S it show-s 

tl•nt the disc·· ples l:nd not l' n,lerstood ·the ohjective witness of the 

1. I':nl 'riJJ.ich':o.: doct.rint'l or 'restitution' nssun,es tlv t the post­
Resurredt.:ion ,-,ppel'r!lnc~s were nctunll;r ' nn ecstatic experience• 
(prestH~·c.'t-ly idcnticltl in t 1it.> CI\.S€ of r~l l the disciplos,) by wUch 
'tlte c oncrete picture of Jesus of Nazareth bec nn:e indissolubly 
•:nitod with the reditv of the .'e,·; Deinf.:.' opcit Vol. II. p.l81. 

~ . A. ~t. R s r./. 1 T' ie UesurrMtion of c·~rjst.' p. 77. 

3. t~f. G. n. Ynrnold. 'Risen Indeed'. n . ?2. 
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Scriptures to w'1:-t St~tufPcr c , l l s t le 'Cl>t·ist-event' 1. nor co~1 ld they 

reco~nize the r i sen Christ. It js , f rthermore , most signific nnt t hat 

t he ,· recogni zed fH m when He broke t he bre tl d ~ ' • • • they toJ d wha.t hnd 

1 P-ppened on the r oad . n.nd how He Wf\S k nown t o them in the bn,.- 1~ i n..: of '!ih€~ 

llre , d.' (Ll: . ?.4 . 85.) Her-e \fe se ft a sncrA.~"ental r efere·1ce Clf. tl1 e utmost 

i mpo:dnnce , fl.s we sh alJ <1tte1tpt to e:xpl a.in in the following c hapter. 

J .. . b f t t. 2 • t o n g1ves u s a num er o pos -res•Jrrec :~.on appe~rances no 

recorded. in the Syno-pti.cs . It is evident fror.1 these accounts that th& 

f nct thn. t J esu s bad ri s en from the dead becomes accepted as a fact, indeed 

a g lorious f Act, but is not "assir.;i l n.ted '' fact. They hnd to wn it for the 

ou tpouring of the r,tift of the Iloly Spirit At Pentecost b efore they saw 

who.t th .., t f <'.ct hec am<' in the 1 ives of rnen. As y~t, the Spirit of truth 

11;:d not c o1"e jnto tl.e it+ lives to renew their lives so th~> t tbey co·1 ld 

proc lPiil' tl·e word of God witr. nower in word r nd deed. 

The conclusion :is quite ine sc apable that al l the disciples hoped 

for and believed, died wi th Jesus on the cross. Vii th Him died their 

Me ssianic expectat:ion of politic fl l freedom, nnd the establishment of th0 

visible r u l e of Christ on e arth. With Him died that part of themselves 

tha t had followed where He J ed ther.l, that had wondered 1 t His teach ing and 

gloried in His presence. The Cross of Christ was not only the ·hragic 

nnd unjust de'ltb of a righteous man, but seemed to l eflve His work incomplete, 

unfinished. One is very conscious of this sense of u tter incowprehension 

from t he story of the d:isC1.1 ssi on on the road to Emmaus . (Lk. XXlV. 13 ff. ) 

This me~ni nglessness whicl1 snrrounded the event of the cross and death 

of cr.rist is a. clear and decisive indication that the teaching of Jesus 

cou l d n ot be sepa.rated from B.i s person. 7her e He was, there was meaning 

in His Being and Wor ds a nd deeds. Not until tho r3sen Lord had appeared 

to the disci-pl~s were they d r awn out of their dejection, and bound together 

in some sort of unity. Thomas re ained isolated before he saw Jesus , 

the risen Lord, o.nd excla imed., · ~ty Lord and rr.y God·! ' (John XX. 2R.) s 

isolated in his doubt and the deep me aningl:::ssness of den.th , which in 

Grrjst was rr.os t acute. TI1e disciples were r eally sharing in the death 

1. E. Stn.uffer. o'{>. cit. 

2. John XX. l Q- 23, 24-29: X]l. l-23. 
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of Chr ist in t heir ex-perience, in a way which they were only later to 

vnderstNld. 

The Per son of Jesus wA-s the ombod.iment of all He said. l. 

!Wen the teaching whic h is most often universalized ana token in isolation 

from the Person 'Of Chr\ s-t will not permit such a nislocatj on. We are 

thinking of the ethical teaching of Jesus contained in the Sermon on the 

Mount. (\in.tt. V- VII. Luke. XII.) Throughout the instruction there 

is iihe note of persona1 au·lihority which hinds the teaching to the nerson 

of Christ . 'You have heard that it wns s a.jd ••..• but I say to you • •• ' 

(Ma.·tt . V. 21, 22, ".7, 28, 31, 32, 3R, 39, etc., Lk. VI. 27.) The Tlower 

over evil spirits he longed uniquely to Hiw, end yas delegn.ted to those He 

appojnted (Matt . X. 1 ff.) His te":ching always bad ns, setting the coming 

of the Kinrdol"!' of God in !:ll.:! presence !1-mong men. The Gospels witness 

the..t lle is reln.t~"d to me~ even before the Resurrection primarily through 

His presence among ~. which makes Him utterly different ·fron· any 

;nere teacl.f:r of spi.ritual truths. And it is l;erygmatic structure which 
.., 

is chRracteristjc Qf the Gospels.''" They witness to a livi~ Lord, not 

to a dead t-encher. All this rrakes ·the qllest :for the h-i storic~: l Jesus 

nother ¥•ore t~~R'~ an academic exercise. 

The Re s ul·rection of J gsus, the Chri!.it, consequently has a C'entr al 

plnce in the New 1'estarroent. ',iit' out t he Rest;rrection there is no New 

Testamentf no gospel, no new creation. It is the sine qua non of all 

truly Christian doctrine, tbe event which throws lieht both 0'1. what 

Cltrist hns done on the Cress A.nd :i. s doing in the life of the Church. 

The Resurrection of Jesus Cl rist is only secondarily a sy111bol of survival, 

~rir-arily :it is tl1e syrrbol of :renewal, end, as such, it is the soteriological 

symhol w·hich incorporates in i't <:l "t;1e:min~-; EllJ other sotcriologicn.l symbols. 

The e arliest recorded serJT·ons of the ~hurch all proclaimed a risen Lord 

through wbor· a.1ene s nJvnti on had come to rn m. (Acts I!. 3~f. JII . 15f. 

IV. lO.f., :\III. 3?f., XY..\1., 3lf.) In the epistles of raul nnd the 

Gos-pel of St. John, the keynote is the prE"'sence of "the risen Ghrist who 

saves and renews, wbo gr::>nts lir ht and 1 ife to ·bhose who b~J i.cve :in Him. 

1. Cf. 1'illich: S:.' sten-r·tic Y.Anlo!~ .• , \"o l . U. ~).l ~Off. '11SCI 

J . 1. For~yth: 'r! ·e J:'erscn Pnd .Place of Jesus 8hrist, 1). 10li'f. 

2 . .UOd d • o D. c i t. nj1 , 4 6-- ?i 2 • 



Th~ Ca.thoJ :i.e and Pn.storal epistles spe 11ls: of on exlJeri(?nced. sP..]vati on 

thro·• h t he living vhrist . \e.g . I Pet&r I. 3., IL 4., I John. 1. 3., 

II. 1f. , II Tiro. 1. 16.) So too the epistle to t!1e Hebrews has es its 

eeutrnl theme the High Priesthood of the Risen and Exalted l.ord, '"hose 

life is offered for our life for evrr in heRvan. lHeb. 11. 17, 1q., 

V. 17f. , VI. l 3f. , etc. J 

How did the Church which ga.ve us the New Testament witness to 

Jesus Ctrist, Lord a-nd Saviour, see the r esurrection of Jesus Christ? 

69 

It is important that, P.n ;.~ttem-pt should be made to tnk e up a position with 

regard to unbiblical interpretations of t!"e res,urection . There have 

been those who have found tbe empty tom11, and with it the ohjective 

historicity of the event the resurrection of Jesus Christ from the dead 

u na.cceptable. 

Let us consider the most i mportant of these theories. 1. Two of 

these theories would make the event somethin6 purely subjective. The 

first , a ssociated c h iefly with Strauss and Renan and more recently with 

Hultrnann;· held that the resurrection was reo.lly a psychological change 

in the djsciTI1es, which resulted in visions of Je~t~s a.s still living. 

If whE~t we Pf'Ve fo11nd in this brief study about the disciples' attitude 

to the crucifixion is a true reflection of the biblic a l witness, it 

cert~inl·· on these grounds nlone would rra.ke the theory untenable. T11e 

second tbeory jn this c ate gory holds that tbe subjective apprehension of 

the disci-ples was the resu lt of a 'teleJ.tr:<m from heaven' which told them 

tha.t Christ had risen. In other words, the resurrection stories in the 

Gospels ~re f ttbric ations wtdch try to make of a trans-historic a l event 

appeAr histor ical. t To what purpose?', one r·ay ask. St· rely the New 

Testal"'ent err.ph l'! sis is precisely that the risen Jesus is amongst His 

people, witnessinc to His victory over death nnd sin. Such a theory 

f a i] s to !!Jrprecia..te the rnerming of the empty tomlJ as objective-historical 

event. 

soul. 

lt is a relapse into conce p·ti ons a.hout the ittlruortality of the 

Thu s one ex-ponent of t h is theory believed that, 'the flesurrection 

of Jes11 s from the tor.~b involved intolerl.\b le difficu]ties conc~rnin:_T' the 

na.ture of the fllture life , and l.!e interpre·ted. the Resurrection to f"'ea.n 

tha-t t.he spirit of Jesus S1,rviv('!d , and wns a.b le to convey to thfl disciples 

1. Cf. Kerygrra and Myth. p . 42. 



the certnint:-.T of His presence with tl~em.' 1. This is just Fmother 

c t'se of an 1 ttempt to tell the Di' .le what it ought to be telling us! 

11. Another theory, whose chief exponent has been Kirsopp Lako, 

') 

ma.inta.ins ·t;ha.t the Resurrection is f' :pllrely s~iritual ha.pneni.ng. .. . He 

is pre-p'lred to admit t,h£1 t Jesus appeared to His disciples in Gal Uee, 

but seeks to d.iscount the evidence of the empty tomb in Jerusalem. 

( Tt' e Jews o.ppnrently also tried to discount the evidence of the empty 

tomb, but were unable to produce the body .) Lake thinks that the 

messa.ve of the angel. ' He is not here: behold the p lace where they l ~t.id 

Him' indicRi:.es thd, the women had come to the wrong tomb, and H.e was 

pointing oct the ri~ht tomb. ~is is, of course, a desperate mensure 

which cannot stand up to scrutiny j n the light, of the evident emphasis 

on the empty tonb :in the Gosnels. Why are Peter and John not told of 

the other tomb? Ca11 we n.ccept th £~ t the en;pty tonb i s a hibli c a.l w-h] te 

He? Agni n , one fe ars , it is schohrshi p, honest in intention, but 

nrej udiced in appro~ch. 3 • 

111.. One of the most well constructed theories of the Resurrection, 

whicb tries to do .justice to both the subjective a.nd objective under­

st :> ndings of tho:; event., is the 'restHution' theory of Paul Tillich. 
4

• 
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'l'o 1.tte:-'pt to u~1der st:md wh~'t Till ich is say ing, one h:ts to come to terms 

with ~is ter~inolofy. He describes the Cross a.nd the Resurrec tion of 

Christ a s the two centre,l symbols 'iu which the nniversal meaning of 

Jesus u.s the Christ is expressed.' (ibid . n. 176.) He sees tlle 

tl'coJogifln's tn.sk inreln:t jonto these centr!'.l symbo ls o.s one of 

'deliter?lisetion' and not of 'demytholog)sation'. as Bul·tt ann does. 

To si 1 ence t he lan£!1lll.ge of sv~bol and r.yth wo,_ld .,e tc 1 si 1 ence the 

exper ience of t~e holJ . ' Both s;)rbol " nd r.~:dh <'re expressions of 

reli gious re f1' liti~s 1'hich in c. C~.ristia.n wit.noss wonld express the New 

Bein,q in Jes1.1s a.s the Christ, and they 'l.re to be critjcised 'on the bc.sis 

of t'·:eir nower to express wh -' t they ~re s >.p-posed to ex1'ress '. (ibid . p . l76 .) 

1. Ra;ms ny . o-p .cit. p .50 . , where he sta t es the view of Dr . Streeter 
in 'FoundQtions.' 

2 • Rams ay . i h :i d • p • n 2. 

3. For a. fulJ er discussion of these t1'>eories see 'Tbe Resurrection 
of Chr i st ' . A. · t. Ramsay . pp. 4o- 53. 

4. Systematic 'Theology. VoL II. p;) . 176 - 1532. 



How does Tillich relate the religious language of symbol and myth to 

the historic::t.l and incarnational wi. tness of the Christian confession? 
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Tl'e two central symbols of the Christian in the New Testament are symbols 

based on f'~ct, says Tillich. But there is a difference. "One could 

say thfl-t in the dnds of the disciples and the writers of tr.e Ne•.:r TestamenJG 

tho Cr oss is bott1 an event and a syTi'bol , A.nd that the Resurrection is both 

a symbol 11nd an event.' (ibid. p. 177.) There is a clear distincti on 

here of the greatest importfl.nce of Tillich' s theory of restitution. 

The understanding of the Cross is governed by the event, the Crucifixion 

of Jesus, whereas the event, the Resurrection o:l' Jesus, becomes a 

projectjou of an experience, which seeks to express it ' s reality in the 

literalization of that experience. This difference in the relation 

of symbo l and event, in the c ase of the t~o symbols, makes the Cross a 

' Highly probable f Pct; the other a. mysterious experience of a. few.' 

( ihid. n. 177.) How does Tillie~ preserve t he objective side of the 

Res•.! rrection on wld ch he recogn:i zes the New Testament lays 1 tremendous 

s i gnlf i c a nc e • 1 ? In what •fay are we to understrl.nd the He su rreetion as 

historical event on which the New Testament also lays tremendous 

s i gni f j c n nc e? T1 11 ich b .l.s no a dequate answer to these questions. 

All he c an say o:? the Resurrection o.s a f ctu a l event, is tha t i t 'is a 

necessr ry inrplica.tion of the symbol Resurrection ••• 1 (ibid. 179.) 

The symbol Resurrection, he says, w3.s well-known as a. mythological symbol 

in the mystery cults, (Of these the disciples certainly could only have 

a very sc:mty knowledge, if ~ny a.t a ll, <~s Jews.) also in the belief in 

the Resurr ection of the dead, which was accepted in the Juda ism of our 

Lord's time. 'l'his Jewish belief in the Resut"rection was always 

associ a.tei!. ,.,ith tl1e fi.nnl est~blishment of God ' s Kingdom, a.nd Jesus, like 

t.he martyrs, woulJ be expected to rise ,. t tht' Last Day. 'fl~e 6ymbo 1 

co:1 ld hPrdl;v ha.ve become the event the Re surrection ot' Jesus from the 

dead, on the basis of this bel i ef on the pnrt of the disciples. He 

mainta ins fu r ther th:;.t 'the disciples' assertion th: t the symbol ha.d become 

an event , 'vas deJJend ent in ·oart upon their belie:l:" thn:~ Jesus, who, as 

Christ, h ec !'rre the Messiah.' (ibid. 178 .) We h ave seen in our prelim-

innr;v stndy th~tt nlthougl1 the disciples believed thnt Jesus '""-' S the Messiah 

esneci:--lly ~fter Caesnre ~ Philipni, they completely misunderstood the 

si srnHic --nc e of His Messbni c !':i.'3sion, which resu lted in their desertion 

, 
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of. Jesns at the Crucifixion. Tillict seems to us to exnect a cowplete 

change in t,lJe mi.nds of eC~.ct; of the disc i ples within two days after the 

Cricifixion. (That is, if he is ore pared to accept the chronology of 

1'his, we contend, 

is .nr-t bern.€' 01.'t by the ~-:ew "l'est,an:ent witness. One shonld expect the 

ap·pe ar ances of ~ur Lord, as recor<.leJ. in the New 'l'~sta~Lent, to have been 

more reN:U ly acJ~ nowJ.edged 'l:;y t.he disciples. But, on the contrary, .-.;.ary 

Mac;dalene m:! stoltec Jesus f or n. gn,r dener in her p:rief; the women a.re 

frightened 1Yhen they see the empty tomb, the disciples on ·the way to 

Elmnans o.re s1o"' t(l .mtlerstand tP 4? Scriptures, 'l.nd do not, in fact, recognize 

thE- rioen Christ until Ue reveals Himself in the brecldng of bread! 

'.fho .ma.s ret'u ses to believe until he c nn place his finger in the mork s 

of the mdls, !\ncl. 11is h .1.nd :in ITis s1tle. It was, in fact, not until 

for the disciples, and clFt.nged them .from people gf\.tllereJ. together for 

fear of' the Jews to thosE' wl-}o r~jojced to ~roclain• the risen Lord. 

~e are forced to conclude that Tillich does not do justice to 

thf' bihlical wjtness to the historicity of the Resurrection. But he 

also fni ls to corr-<.~ to gr:i ps wit11 the relation betw·een the New Being in 

Christ a nd the Inca.rnation. If, a s Tillioh says, in Jesus a.s the Christ 

the destr~ctive consequences of estrange~ent are conquered, tho Resurreo-

tion me!'ns that our hurncmjty is rem•wed by Christ. 1'his is the vital 

New Testament witness to the centrality of the Cross and the Resurrection. 

Tilli ch's doctr ine of Restitution, however, ~ake s the Resurrecti on a 

psyc~;ologic a l nece~sit.y, which issues in 'the certainty that he who is 

the bringer of the new· eon c annot finally h'\ve succumbed to the powers of 

the old eon . • ' (ib i d. p.l78 .) In another pJ. nce he says, 11Pa.ith provides 

the certf\in t y .. •• th et the der.th of Jesvs of Nazareth was not able to 

se\)urate the :.J3w· Being from the picture of its bea.rer 11 • (ibid. p . l82. ) 

A memory of what Jesus wa s, mnde it impossible that He shoulcl cease to be! 

Dut as J . W. Sn·ith points out, ' The New Testament. faith in the Risen 

Christ is surely a~ e~tpcrience in which tl1c 111ea.n~ng of Jesus' death 

is a central element. 1 1 · Tillich does not find jt possible to lirut 

tl,e death of an individual mnn end his re-appear ance as a spirit, with 

tl1e ex-perience of the disciples of the New Being in C1•rist. (cf. ibid. pp.l80- l ) 

1. The Resurrection of Chr:ist: Myth or History. .An a-rticle "in 
'The Exl')ository Times .' Vol. LXXII. No. 12. 
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This is tlecause they are not so linked in the New Testament before the 

pift of the lloly Spirit at Pentecost. Tbe salvation history does not 

end ''ith the Resurrection of Jesus, the Christ ,from the dead, it is the 

history of the Churcll, His Body, i n which, through the working of the 

witness of the Holy Spirit, the New Be ing in Christ renews those who 

believe in ·bhe Crucified, Risen :l.nd Ascended Lord.. What 'rillich claims 

for the effect npon the disc iples of the Resurrection of Jesus, as the 

Christ, is more thnn the New Testament does , before the g ift of the Holy 

Spirit. It is this lntter event which 1.1nites t he disciples with the New 

Being, nnd is 'rooted in the personal uni t y b~tween Jesus and God .' 

(cf. ibid. P.lR2.) 

Till ich attempts to give full expression to the soteriological 

significance of the Resurrection of Jesus, as the Christ, and its inter-

dependence upon the Cross. It is the manner in which he relates t.he two 

symbols which we fjnd unaccentable, on the basis of the clear witness of 

Scri-pture . For the symbol , the Cross of Christ, the factual and 

histor:ic ~l re ality of the event is recognized and accepted . 'Certainly, 

the Cross of Jesus is seen a.s an event th~tt h '\ppened in time and "{-pace. ' 

(ibid. n . 17? .) Bec 1u:se this m~.n Jesus js no ordinary man, the rr.el'lninv 

of His de nth is nore than ' al l men die. ' The event. , the Cross of Jesus, 

transcends the ~Jistoricn.l, by becoming symbol and myth. ' It is the myth 

of the bet~rcr of the new· eon who suffers the death of a convict nd slave, 

under t!le -powers of that old eon which He is to conquer. This Cross, 

wh~ttever the historical circumstetnces may he.ve been, :is a symbol b ased 

ou fa.ct .' (ibid . p . 177.) 

Surely the Cross c "me to be the symbol it is for the Christian 

Church precisel :v hec a.use the historical circumstances were whP.t the New 

Testa~ent says they were . Apart from t!;P. darl<:ness which descended upon 

the city during the crucifixion, there is very little in the narrative 

which lYI!'ll.~es it ' suspect froJT' the point of view of scientific hj story. 

One c ~nnot, therefore, a-ppreciate what need there is to detract from the 

strict 1 istoricity of the event, as such. Unless we had the narratives 

of the Passion and tlle Crucifjxion of Jesus record.ed and preserv ed by the 

Church, the symbol of the Cross may ht>ve rernaine<l the subjective experience 

of the disciples . One canno·t heighten the sub,jective by play:ing down the 
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objective in a properly C~1ristian context . A simple r eadin.17 of the .; 

story of tho PC!ssion ~nd Crucifjxj on often has 1n~ch more effec t that a 

nrofound exegesis of the me:-ning of the event. It js also services 

lH{e st i\tions 0f the Cross wh ich 0ften revive fPit-h a.nd rleepen ~md£rstanding. 

We C"'nno~. n~Jow our S:"R.rc!~ for rr o"'nirw to r.ec0me d:i.vorced frn~ the event 

which ccnveys • e ·-ni Dft, ThSs :i~ ~·11d 'l':i1lich j.s incHned tc- do. The 

tendency comeR C\U t trmch n-ore cle Prly :in ~·is discussion en t.l!e natlJre R.nd 

signifi.cence cf t.l . <.> s:."rr.l'ol Re s urrection. 

the ?esurrec-<·.:ion , ]fR:e t.},e Cross, is 's~rn•ho] her-;~d on f .,· ct', :it i s Glear 

f:ron: the nis<nlc;sion tb'lt follows . thrt be ~e~ns 'fact based on S'ffl·bol 1
• 

(ibid. 177-17~.) As we have seen ol,ov<', ( !?• ) TilJich regnrds the 

s:vmbbl, •?es•J::-r~~~ion, ns tl:e un:ivers "l l, 'a f a1r il:iar m·.rtl~olo;?ical sy,'rl>ol ' , 

and the llesnrrection of .Jesus tl•e T):-.r.ticul ar int'lt ~nce for 0hristian f<J.ith. 

To 1 dcli+. er :- '1 i~e' the l?es.n-recticn in thi~ way is ree lJy to en.pty it of a11 

l"'"e.:tni nq, otl·,r.-1' tl ···· n the sy;''bo1 I!esnrre?ct:\on 1)lre pd:: hrs in its associatiou 

w-ith II'ytf-.ol ogy. .i'l ·e Resurrection of Je su s is not Primarily Iry thology, 

tha·t 'Theolo'jc~ny ~··e ··Jdn .~ , jt is :- r a ti.!'n"lization or the event, 

inte-r-pretin:· -!t 'v:ith nhvsic ·· l cdE: fi)Tlt>\"4 t:1 ·t idcmti..fy resurrectiQD. wj ·th 

the :rresenco or "bse'lCe of a oh .- sie ~ 1 ho,ly ' , (:!bjd. p. 17"l.J is re~lly a 

f "i l. n-re tJ wrlerst >n-i tln.t here is a New lfur.':' n :i ty in Crrist, with a new 

possibility for r:ln, whi0b He ha.s 1nnde thr ongh llis death ~ud ?.esurrect.ion. 

To sne a1' of thf! New Being in IJlJri st !'IS fi 11 j cl t does , often .c;otmd.s too much 

Jik~ J:·l ~ t.on:ic jc7n ,·1is"' to ;,•ake r,o od Christian sense, · and, a s '~'e 11~ve seen 

nhovo, i s , jn fnct, "oo l "~Uch like .r.latonh: jded.ism to mal;;.e sound biblical 

sense. 

'Ihere is one furth er objection .,ldch must be brovgh~u agd .nst 

Tillich's theory of re3titution. Not only does t~e history of redemption 

see'"' to bE' tff!dn~ "'1 a c(1 ju the 'rea l' 110rld of syrnbo1 an.d 1ryth, but it 

appears to be restrjcted to the ll'ind. According to the Hcstitu-tion 

theory, 'the Resurrection is the restitution of Je sus as the 0hrist
1 

a 

restitution v-hich is rootP.d jn the uerscnal unity het,reen Jesus eud God, 

and in tl:e impact of tl.is nnity on the !lin(ls of the uiscjnles.' {ibid. p . lS2} 

The ros·~itution consists in a rerrernbra.nce of the nature of Him who died on 

the Cross, ::md. 0 belief tbct He could not be ove rcome by the powers of 

dea.th . Nothing r·orc! '!'he lif e of Jesus as the CJ::ri s t is a re"'li'elati.on 
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of the New Be i ng in ~im, and, as such, would constitute no more than the 

supreme exarrrple of a. life which transcends the rest1: :i.ctions of this world . 

T1.ere is no recognition of the New Humanity in Christ which is the erne ia.l 

significance of the Resurrection. l<'urthermore, for Tillich, the 

Resurrectj on, as restitution, is rooted in the !'!'ental activity of ·t,he 

disci nl e 1mder the Divine influence . All the disci~les, it would seem, 

experienced fllmost simultaneously the some spiritual certainty tha.t 

Christ is risen, which 'is rooted in the pe-rsonal unity betW'een Jesus 

and God.' If this were so, the New Tes·tament is, to say tne least, 

very misleading about the nature of the d isciples ' res-ponse to the empty 

tomb. What e.re we to say about T! 1omas? What are we to s ay ;'bout the 

fact that Jesus ate fish with the disciples a.fter His Resurrection? 

(Jo' ·n XXI. 9f.) Why the Biblical insistence on an objective -presence 

of flesh and bones? Luke records our Lord's answer to the frightened 

djsciples when they thought they saw a spirit as, ' Why are ycu troubled, 

and why (1o questi{)nings a.rise in you r hen.rts? See my hands and my feet, 

that i. t. is I >ry·sel f; handle me and sea; for a spirit h:l.s not flesh and 

bones ns you see th~t I hf\ve.' And lie tooJ, s phce of broiled fish 

~nd 1'-te it before t~e l"': ~ (11<: . XXIV. 33-43.) 'What the New Hutranity was 

lilre was not left to the inspired intuJtj on of the disciples, it was 

reve a.led to them in t he presence of Jesus Himself! It is to this 

revelation that the C"'ristian Church :is c 11 lled to bear witness, and which 

thnt SP.me Church has pr eserved in its records j n the New Testament, which 

are the basis of a ll its te ~ching and doc·trine. It is only on the 

occurrence of such an historical event thr~t the response of the 

disciples cotl ld be based • 

.All the theories we have discussed f.n.il to express the Christian 

verities . becrmse they are not gr01 .. nded in the historical biblical witness , 

but bring to the Bible preconceived ideas about t})e nr...ture of ·~he 

Resurrec tion. They are all subjective theories of t.he Resurrection, 

whjch do not accord to the histor ical the place it rru st have in Christian 

theo] O!(~·· Not one of the theor ies is T)repared to g ive a nositive meaning 

to the Resurrection of the Body. I the f~ct rema.ins that the only ... .. 
authorit~tivE!_ account which we c an ever possess is the nne which is 

embodied in the New Testament as it stands. I·t is to this, !l.lld to no 
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other thnt the Christian must go; and from this and from no other tha t 

t'he preacher must expound the flgood n0ws, to his con~~rega.tion. • • • . • if 

he is to understancl the spiritual message of the Resurrection, he must 

allow himself to enter into the thought-forms of the New Testament itsel f . 

If' he is to see the Risen Christ at all, he ~ust see Hi m first through the 
f 

eyes o~ ~,_ose >vho saw Hit:l over nineteen centuries er,o. H 
1 • VIe subscribe 

to this view. a is to the t oeaning of this niblical doctr ine that we 

next. turn onr attent,ion. 

The Resurrection of Christ and the J.iesurrec tion of the llody. 

'l'l.e Resurrection of Jesus Cl1rist fr~rn the dead. j s to be seen 

and understood as a.n historical event , j n ac cordance with t,he .&ibl-lca.l 

revelation. It means primarily that , in the year 32 or 33 A, D., the 

disci -ples of Jesns of NRz~reth found tl :e tomb in which He ha.d been buried 

empty, and subsequently saw Him alive. 'fhe ffr.ct that tbe earliest 

written witness. I Cor, XV., oentions that 'He appeared to more than five 

J;undred brethren at once' is quite adequate proof of the objectivity of the 

Res11rrectjon of Jesus C'brist fro n;. the dead. Cn the basis of the event, 

tl)e RestH'rection of Jesus, the disciples could have reported that they 

l1ad !tnown a me.n, .Jesus of NazarethJ who hRd lived a 1 i.fe of perfect 

corrr,un' on tn th tXod. qnd who r ossessed except.iona.l spiritue.l insigh t and 

power; th?.t He had heen wronrfully conde ""lned and crucified hy the Jews. 

And thP.t they had seen :Him risen from the 'Jead.. And that a-ppears to be 

all thd the disciples tYere -pre-pEtred to sr:ty in the period before Pentecost. 

There was, indeed, the joy at havin[~ the Lord with them as:ain; even thou~h 

Re wa s.n't with them all the time. but, in S"J>ite of it , t~ .ey drifted back 

to tJ'.ojr f ishing in Galilee. (Jo!'n XXI. 2ff.) Then He left tC.em :::,1 to-

gether, (Luke XXIV 50 ff ., Acts I. 9 ff.), ft.s He h ad predicted. tJohn XVI. 

5.) But He had also told them thnt it wus to their advanta.ge tha t He 

shou1 d go c.way, (Jo!'tn \.Vl . 7.) 'bec n.use, if Fe did not go c.way, the 

Counsellor, the Spirit of ll'uth, (John XV. 26) who would le nd them into 

all truth nnd would convict the world of sin, of righteousness find 

·ind.y~ent \vonli! not come . (John XRI. 8-11.) They w~re told to wait 

c:f:, Jerttsa.lem for this gift. (.Acts l. 4.) 

1. I<> rnoJ d , "Ri sen Inaecd", p. 3. 
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T!'>e Ascension of. Jeslls the Chr'ist into hcrven, Rnr~. the gift of ·the 

Holy Spirit ?re 1 inked both in tre Gospel nccord.inr, to St. J o hn, and in 

t"t1e account of the fl.c·bnr>l event s in the Book of t!'le Acts. 'I'he Ascension 

is the S,Ymbol of the univer sality of the rule cf Jesus as Lord and 5D.viour. 

It is like the F~surrection, an event which is grounded in the historical , 

but which transcends the histor ical plane in its cosmic soteriological 

s igni "f ic ance. About ·bhe historicAJ a.spect of the event, ue say that 

tl1ere was an event P.fter the Resurrec·tion, when the disciples sa.w the Lord 

for the last ti~e on e~rth. Tl·is is to start vitll one's roots firml y 

in the historical Biblical traditi on. Like the Resurrection, the 

.Ascension is an historical event, and ''hat ever meaning it has come to 

have for tre Church has been bllsed on t1n a:n-preciation of the theoloeical 

si!!ni ficance of that event in the life of the Cburcl-t. 

now did the disciples co~e to proclaim thnt the crucified Jesus 

wt s both Lord and Chr1 st? ~e answer given by the New Testament is that 

they hed exoorienced certain events as!lociated with the -person of Jesus 

C}·rist in time and space, i.e. historical events which 1 eft an indelible 

impression u~on them. If thet '\\'e.sall, the New Being would be represented 

in the men Cl1rist- .Jesus ·t:.1d on1y in Il i m. The gift of the Holy Spirit 

at Pentecost reveals to t.beU' that these events have meaning for them, 

that they ar€' renewed in the renewal of Christ through His death and 

r esurrection. They preach repentance, faith and baptism into the name 

of Jesus Chdst. (Acts. li. 38 , 41.) They live together i n a close-

hnit fellows~i p, s),A.riug all their possessions, exnressing their belonging 

to~rether in the sl-•arinv. of reeals,and especiall'r in the c ou.-on fellowship 

with their Lord in the 'breaking of brepd and -prayE-r ... . ' (.Act.s Il. 42 ff . ) 

The presence of the Lord witb them j s shown in thdr c.hanged lives, and 

tho new powers over sin a,nd evi 1 which h.'l.ve been bnstowed upon them. 

The new cret\tion in Christ has hecot e tJ1e nev creation, the Church, among 

men. Here, t~'rough the gift of the Holy Spirit, what w·a s done in Christ 

is happenjng in the lives of those who believe in Him. This renewal 

of man through the Ho l y Spirit. and the estnblishinr of the Church of 

God w·e shnll call the liesu,rrection of the Body. It represents the final 

work of Cltrist 8,ccomplished in the lives of men, but not as :yet complete. 

W'.n r. t h~"P ''enetl in thE' hurran life of Christ hf!s ha~-pened for the s ft.lva.tion 
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of al] men, :>nd is han'\')eni.ng in the lives of all who tJelieve in Him and 

are bfl.pt:i zed into 11 is n:tme. Unlike their Lord, however, t hey are still 

in the flesh. Their being in ·the flesh, and in the world, C-"uses the 

tension between what they are, nnd what t11ey are meant to be . T1 e 

conquest of sin is accomplished, but the conquest of sin is not complete. 

The wDl:: of Christ is going on in the lives Clf those who are joined to Him 

throu~h faith and. ha-r>tism through the >)O\';er cf the Iloly S-p:i.rit. That is 

wr.y St. Paul c a n say, 'It is rry ha.opiness to suffer for you. 1'his is 

ry wfly of l'>e 1 ping to coroplet.e, in n~y poor human flesh, the full tale of 

Christ's aff:i ictions still to be endur~ci, for the s ake of His Body, which 

js the Church.' (Col. 1. ~4.) 

~.e soter i ological reference c~ the Resurrection of the Body 

comhines the tw·o esch r. tologies which we h .ve seen in tlJe New Testaroent 

Yitness. It js both a present reality and a future hope. As Cl1ristians 

u.re TH~or·~r>kers of 'i'h&.'t Chris·t b .s s done throur b His J)en.th and Fesurrection, 

so they are aware that what He has done is final and complete. .But as 

they are ')~rts.kers of t1hat Christ is doing in the Church and in their lives, 

so they J ool<: forward to the final consummation of a.ll things. That is 

why tt•o Church could witness to the finality of salvation in Christ, and 

also to the futtlre consummation cf al l things as conple11'entary truths 

which A.re P. direct result o:' their .relationship to Christ . 'J:'t1e Resurrec-

tj on of ·the Body is both a present exnerience, and a future hope in the 

New TP.stament witness to the nature of the Cbri.stian Jife. 111e life 

and witness of th~ C'm rch is in f pct a.n e:x~ression of the New .Being in 

Christ, both cor ~)ornte end >)ersona.l, both present aud fnture, both 

hj storical ard tr~ns-historical; corporate because the Resurrection of 

the Body is h~sed on the revel a tion of the New Israel of Old Testament 

expectation, ~Hlrsonal because of the relationshl.p of e· ch member ol the 

New Isrn.el to Jesus Christ throu ~h faith a nd Baptj sm: Presen·~ in those 

w·ho -\r E' rehorn irt C~r:ist !Vho h:'.VP died to 'the 1 ife of sin e.nd rl ea.th, and 

risen with Jesus C· rist i11to o. new life of righteousness and holiness 

fnture A.s the hope of the £\1lfi lD'cnt of what has been done in Cbrist 

in th~ flesh And in thE> world in which the Church finds itself: 

hjstor)c l\ l os hrvin~ t "\ en plac e in t i u1e : traus-b i s torlc ~~.l ~:ts the 

eternnl re 't.li t y of the Ntnor Be i ng , t 'he rene wRl of n n in c ;,rist Jesus 

who lives no,r. 
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SummRry: 

l. TLe Ne,., Testo.r;cnt witness to Christ :is to be s een s.s t he fulfilment 

of the Old Testament witness to the nnture of God, and the hope of the 

Jewish ;.>eople . Atte1~1pts to roel~ e the New 1'est ament , Hnd especially the 

,.rri.t.inr•s of Si;, Pct>l, '1 '['pear b:·lsically Hellenistic. h av e been discarded 

by 11odern fiitlic~l schol::1rship. 

is o1so t he renewal of the Cl d restal!!eat witness. 

2. .Ap.-o.iust this br>ckgronn<l of f ulf·i ]r.?ent., is to l>e seen the procla.-.;-tion 

of t l•e co. ing of t he Kinr:dor of C'od, which chr-racterizeti the preac h ing of 

Jesus. The Kingdom wo:zld be the renewal of . an , a s we SI'W in c ',n.pter II. 

J"esllS .,reached th:;t :in His pt-r~o:n t.hf' t ir:e was fHJ.filled, ~nd the :ii in:•dorr. 

of GQd bad cor.e. ·The s~me ll'essage w<l s the burden of the ea.rly preachj ng 

of ·!;he t::hurch, in w·hich the aesurrection of Jesus from t he dead was a 

i1 e who died £-.n(l. rose 'lgl\in h ·d cor·e to g ive new life 

to a11 men. 

3, r:.ut the KinP,d orr of God :is nlso seen a~ fj_ndin~~ it,, :t'ul-fil rrent in the 

f .,t·nr c , both in the prencJ~in. of ..Jesus, n.nc1 t te 'll iliness of ~he v1mrch. 

how nre these elements to 1>e reconci 1<-d and rel ated? The answer lies 

in ti-e ')rir>'~rilv soteriolor:icr1 nttture of Christ's presence, whjch is seen 

s .;ryrerne l y :.n his de • t h a.nd res rrection fror.! the dc 'ld . 'it·e have to 

emph asize , therefore, the soteriolog:ic:!l meoni~ of the Resurrection, 

and not restrict the sote:r:i.ological oct to tho Cross . All theories of 

the H.e s tlrrection of Jesus t' ro!'1 the de ,'-d . which do not recob"!lize the 

ob iective-llistorica.l n r ture of th~t redemptive event, restrict the savin'? 

wor1t of. Cl1rist to the Cross, and interpret the Hesurrect:i on in purely 

sur>.icctive r>< rs;ona.l te:r.rrs, e- nd are t herefore not a true reflection of 

t~e biblical witness. 

4. The Resnrrecti on of Jesus Christ f rorr. tho deo.d is the final soterio-

log ic a l , a s well a.s eschA.talogical. reference in theology. Without a 

fuJ1 recog11ition of the hihl:i.cal enrpho,sis on h istor.y e.nd incarnation, 

the full sotf'riologic n 1 sj 61lific ance of the Hesurrection is lost, a.nd it 

hecor.~es -rrerel.v a. hope of sPrvivRl. 

5. In th ::.;:; c onnect:i.iJD., we snw tl1e .!1~snrrecti<'•l1 of Jesns a.nd. t,t.e 

Res, trrection o·r the Body a s rel ated, but not identic a l realities. ·rhe 
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Resurrection of Jesus is an event in redemption history, the Resurrec·liion 

of the Body is the full story of r~:d.em-ption. Just ~s the Cross points 

forward to the Resurrection, so Ascension a.nd Pen·t;ec ost m~;~ke the 

ResrJrrection a. present reo.li ty for all "¥Tho believe , by bringinp tue 

Resnrrection of Cl' rist into t 1:e lives of all ·fihe f nitbful. 'I'h~ 

He s urrection of Jesus f r ..,m the dead refers to the Resurrection of one 

mnn, 'the Resurrection of the Body refer s to the resurrection of a.J.l men 

in Chr i st. There is, however, no such thing as the Resurrection of 

the Body without the event, tbe Resurrection of C11rist. 

he separated, but they are not the s ame real :i.ty. 

The two c a.n.uo t 

6. Tl~e t·enewal of man is a re a lity in the Resurrection of Jesus Christ 

f rom the de ad . On the Cross, He toolt npon Himself the consequences of 

sin. o.nd suffered death for our s akes. In ristn;~ from the dead,He, in 

His Being, conm,ers siu and del\th. 'rhis new life becomes r.vailahle to 

all 1ren in union with Christ thrCJ 1f:h the ;;ift of the Holy Spirit . This 

:i s the new hUT'\f'nity i. n Christ, present jn the Church which is His Body. 
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CHAPTER IV. 

THE BODY OF CHRIST. 

In the l ast cha.t;>ter we saw that the Resurrection of. t he Body 

has soteriolog ical as well as escha t a logic a l signific ance. In a Christian 

theolofy all eschatology is soteriological. The Resurrection of the 

Body represented for us the full biblical expression of the renewal of 

man in Christ.through the working of the IIoly Spirit. As such, it has 

both a present and future reference; a s accomplished now in Christ yet 

to be fulfilled through Him wh o fills all in all. (cf. Eph. I. 22-3). 

In this chapter we wi sh to discuss the essentially corporate 

nature of Man ' s renewa l in Christ, a s it is expressed in the New Testament. 

We wish to rel A-te the Resurrection of the Body in its eschatological and 

soteriological reference to the expression of that renlity in the world. 

Our concern will be with the Church as the dead. and risen Body of Christ. 

The e mphasis of the Res,~rrection Body is on the solidarity of nll in 

Christ, sha.ri!J.i.• the salvation fro,., sin aul death. The individual is 

only seen in relation to the whole, and there is absolutely no place for 

the saving o:f souls in the sense cf remo-..·ir .. g iudh·iduE>ls :fron: a state of 

sin and placing them iu a n isola t ed sta te of' s a lvation. The salvation 

of one is bound Ul> with the sa 1 vation of all. TI1e New Testament doctrine 

of the Body is the key to t h is 'cor()ora.te solidarity' 1. of redemption. 

The New Testa~ent Doctrine of tbe Body, 

In our discussion of the Old Testament doctrine of the nature of 

ma n, we found that a ny bibJ ical doctrine must take a positive a.tti tude 

towards creation a s the net of God. It rrust rela te the v i sible crea t ed 

order to the pur1"ose of God, and not nlace it completely outs ide that 

purpose a s did the Greek s , and as many Christia ns are inclined to do in 

their t h i nking. The sin of man has brought a destructive factor into 

creation which is expressed by death. :Man is be ing unto death, aud not 

1 . Cf. "The Christian Doctrine of Mantt - Wheeler Robinson Chapter I , 
.,The Bodyn - J • .A. T. Robinson. "Paul & Rn.bb inic Jude.ismn - W. D. Davies. 
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being unto God, but as bein~ at al~ he is related to God. 

In the New Testament witness the Old Testament thought forms 

n.re -preserved and found to be filled with new merninp through. the experi-

ence of the Spirit . of God. Thus in St. Paul we find two terms which are 

used of the natlire of man as man, i.e. ~ and ~· Both these terms 

exuress t"he solidarity of mt>.nk.ind bltt under differ ent aspects. Ther e is 

however, a very important difference. ~' which me~~ns, literally, the 

flesh, refers to the as.Pect of man in bis separation from God. 
' . 

remains the ' weak, the n:ortal flesh, which, al·bhough not evil in itself, 

is t~e realm in ~,ich evil easily manifests itself. The fle.!!h itself 

is neutral. It hr~s become the instrument of sin, and as such must die. 

The sins of the flesh are not distinquished from so-c a lled spiritual sins, 

tT1ey, in fact, tal~e their origin from man as sinner in his totality, and 

man in his totality, both seen as person, a.nd the whole of humanity is 

bound in the flesh to sin. 'Flesh and blood can never possess the king-

do'll of God, and the perishable c:mnot possess imrrortality.' (I Cor. XV. 50, 

N.E. B.) It is thj s ~which Christ c ~me to redeem by tn.king~~pon Him-

self . a.nd benrinfT it ur.>on the Cross for our redemption. We may either 

die in the flesh, in our sep:<ration fro God , or to the fJ esh in C11rist. 

T0e bony as~ is seen as m~n 'in the solidarity of creation 

ns mAde for God. ' 
1

· The .!£.!:.! denotes men in his otherness, in contra-

distinction to God exactly ns did the Hebrew word basa.r man as ma.n and 

not God. (cf. Is. XXXI. 3.} ~ denotes man in his potentiality as a 

cldld of God. In I Cor. VI. 13-20 the distinction bet,veen the body as 

~ and the body P,s ~ comes out cle arly. 'fhe body a s a physical 

organism will nerish. Here the stomach (~,)\ /:J..) refers to the whole man 

'"' as flesh. Dut the body \V1,...)j~.J.. ) 'is not meo.nt 

the Lord and the Lord for the body. ' (v.l3b.) The Cl•ristian' s body has 

become part of Cl1dst ' s Body, it is to he considered as ')art of llim who 

~ives to ~an a new s~iritu~ l body. Therefore the body cRn be the temple 

of God. a thing the flesh could never be. But is should not be concluded 

tha.t ~ denotes man as a purely physical organism which, because it is 

physical, is corrupt. For Paul ~ has become the physical expression 

of man's bondat:e to sin and de a th. Thus in Galatians V. 

"spiritualtt sins as well as ' fleshly' sins as sins o·f the 

1. J. A. T. Rohinson. "Tl•e Body". p. 31. 

19f. Paul lists 
/ 

flesh (a«pj ). 
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Sarx is man in posi.tive re'Pellion a.2a-inst God, znan united in .Adam's sin 

and -partnlting of Adam's condemnation, beinr: c ast out frow God ' s presence . 

~ refers, then, to a stRte of man, man considered under the categories 

of sin and death. This sta te finds expression in our visible bodies as 

corruptibility. It is irredeemable as it is man in his facticity 1 • as 

sinner. Uan as j ntended for God is ~· Under the conditions of sin 

t he sotra. is beirw unto death and be cot'les identified with se.rx. ----- -~ ---- Man as 

~ is n:nn ns s pi r:itufl.l being aware of responsibility ;tnd the necessity 

of decis:ion. Man under t h is o.s;,Ject is rede~mable , not, however, by self 

realization, for man a.s mnn cnnnot renlize "11imse1f in any other way than 

the wAy thnt lends to bondar e and death, 1 While Paul -pror>ises no resurrec-

t:ion or the flesh, he proclRims it for the body; whereas man as~ 

cRnnot inl1erit the Kin~'dom of God ( I. Cor. 15 . 50.) man as ~ can.' 2 • 

The term .!2.!!!! is a g enern.l term referring to mankind a s a whcle. 

It 'is essentinl1~r e. corpora.te concept , and, as such, does not stress 

individualiza tion. Rederrption and corruption as possibilities of. the 

hody are corpornte concepts. (cf. Rom, Xll. lf., I Cor. XII, 3£., 

Eph. IV. llff etc,} The redemption of man is within the Body of Christ 

as tPe new creation of God. 

k~ clenotes t.hree j mportPnt f t•,cts ahout wan which are essential 

to a. bjhlica.1 un<Jerstanding of the renewal of man jn the Death and 

Resurrection of Jesus Chr i st. 

( a ) It stresses the nature of creation as related to God in a 

posi.tive mn,uner, which dil!stinquishes it from the Hellenistic outlook. 

It is in f n.ct l'lt:.n in his -polarity in rela.tion to God and creation, s.s 

we saw in chapter II. 

(b) It express es the whole ~ in his being. There is no questiou 

of its being the soul of man as distinct from the body. 

(c) It unites ma nkind in a solidarity which permits personal differ-

ences. but not individualiza tion. We c an never speak of the resurrection 

of t he body in a purely individual sense. ' ' The body' r1ever stands f or 

or stresses self-sufficiency , self-determination, or isolation of each 

1. By fr,ctic i t y 1fe rr~n nw.TJ. as determined, j n this c nse by sin. 

2. Rob i nso n . o n. cit, ~. 31. 
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man fro1~ his nei!"hbo11r. It js used, r~ther, to symbol i ze the corpor ate 

solidarity of ever~.r person in the nR.tural, historical and cosmic order, 

whether this is redeemed or unredeemed.' l. 

The Body of Deeth: 

"· 
The body of death is the solidarity in which man, as sinner, finds 

himself. In Adam all die. (I Cor . XV. 22 . ) 'It was through one man 

that sin entered the world, and through sin death, and thus deatl1 pervaded. 

the whole human r ace, inasmuch as all men have sinned.' (Rom. V. 12.) 

Death and sin are sePn in this passage ~s in all :Pan] has to say about it 

in the closest possible relation to sin. 'The wages of sin is death ••• ' 

(Rom. VI . 23a. ) 'ftle whole ~ is bound under sin, and so under death. 

The revelation of the wi 1.1 of God, instead of freeing man froY<1 tl'Je bond a e, 

becomes o.n instrument of sin in tha t it deceives men into thinking that 

tl' ey can be riehteous wjthont renewal; wi tl1out bein'l delivered from the 

~ondarc of corruption. Paul sa.ys, ' For sin findin~ opportunity in the 

command~ent, deceived roe, and by it killed me.• (Rom. 7. 2.) It is, 

however, not the Law itself whiar' brings death, but sin through the Law. 

'Did th ~>t which is good, then, bring death to me? By no me a nss It 

was sin working def\th :i. n me through what is good ••••••• 9 

Den.th is not simnly what happens to the physical orga.nism at the 

end of life, but the experience of living in defiance of God's will and 

pur-pose. Tl"~is is the condition of all men. Paul spenks of death as a 

present experience jn the life of the sinner. Speaking of the former 

condition of those who were Gentiles, and ''ere now SP..ints, be says, 'Time 

1. 
was when you were dead in y o;tr sins and wic1\edness ..••.• ' (Eph. II. If.) 

This is the fri t'htening reality of d.eath. as man in his wilful separation 

from God ex-periencing the wrath of' God, and it is this wl!ich separates 

the death of' man from the death of the anima l. Man is a. responsible being, 

the animal is not. Man can see his being a.s being unto death, a.nd death 

as life bound in sin from which t here is no human means of escape as all 

men die. This threat of non-being is part and parcel of our daily 

experience as sinners. The fact that all die is no consolation, because 

it !fe ".ns tha.t those who are ne~rest and dearest to me live, like n:yself, 

under the condemnation of death. Stoicism in the f ace of death c ~n only 

1. We accept tlH~t Ephesians represents Paul's thou~·ht. 
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t•e tre result of the deA.denin, of one's a''areness of life, and. as such, 

c a n never he Christian. It is only by beinr confronted vrith the reality 

of d.eeth tbat we c an see the reality of sin. The ex~erience of sickness, 

sufferin~ in the flesh , and all the !T!ental a n-:;uish of disrupted relation-

shi.ps is nn exper! ence of death, and all are def•th manifesting itself in 

the flesh, for they all are metlns whereby the final ex-pression of death, 

as the dea.t11 of the body (..§.2.!!!.!!) eventu ally is realized. 1. 

God 1•a.s identified Riil"self with man's condition in C'· rist, not as 

sinner, but as 'Jan under the condi tions of the solidarity of sin, in the 

body of dee t h . ln the b ody of deat h , but e.s He w'~o has -power over the 

forces which hoJd ma.n in bonda.ge to deAth, a nd a s such the victor over 

de?.t!1. 'l'1is we saw in the djscussjon of the na ture of Ctrist in Chapter Ill. 

In Him the li:te of God is nc nifested in huma n flesh , a nd in llim the 

redemption of God is mediated tl,rou••h the dea.th of the Cross. Death 

acqu:ires a new significance as a na t h to God. and not a path to perditjon. 

'fuil Brunner . in his book 1 Eternal HoT>e' has a chapter entitled 1 Death 

as the 'l'rnnsi tion to TEternal Life', in which he discusses the n o.ture of 

Christ's de('l.th. In His death we see the ~eaning of our death a nd the 

c onq11est of our death, the one with the other as belolJ.Sliru; to the same 

truth ah out God. 'Only in Him c an we measure what our condi·Hon is. 

By th "t event once only, once for a.ll, the ca;!i a.r act of our self--deception 

is pierced and we ore g iven a cle nr-eyed awar~ness of ourselves .• 2 · 

De ::.th i s reve Aled a s not ;rerely , jolog ic n l f~ct, n s the Greeks wou l d have 

t! S helieve .;n the doctrine of the ift.lllortl'll~ty o·f' the soul, but existential 

reolity ; man in his sepftr R.tion fro.,, God. Bound with us in the body of 

thj s death, Chrj st experiences death in a ll its existential ren.lity, as 

Oscor ~1llmann has stressed. ' Jesus knows that jn itself, because death 

is tl.e enemy of God, to die me a ns to be utterly forsaken. Therefore he 

cries to God: inj~~ce of t hi. s enemy of God he does not want to be alone. 

He wants to remain a.s closely tied to ~ad a s He wa s throughout His earthly 

1 He . For whoever is j n t.he b onds of de Pth is no longer in the hands 

of God, but in the h a nds of God ' s enemy. 1 S. Thus Christ conquers death 

not :,y 'livj ng on a s an immorta l soul, t hus fundament ally not dy ing ; 

1. ' Phy sic e.l expi r ation is the o·1 t wa.rd confirmation of bein[~ in f act 
nlre ady cea.d. ' - Rot. inson. op . cit. p.36. 

2. E. Brunner. op . cit. p . 109 

3 
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1 t R · ' , • ~or nlity of the Soul or the esurrectl.on of ·the De ad? pp. 22-23. 



hut ' hy betuldng Hims elf to t he sphere of deat h, the destroyer of life, 

t o the s-pher e of ' nothi ngness ' , of abl'\.ndonment by God.' :.L. 

~le Cross in itself is not the Gospel of Wan ' s rederption. In 
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itself it presents man 'l'lith the ( reatest t r agedy of all time, as the final 

revela.tion of sin a nd death. With St. Pn.ul, we do indeed preach Christ 

crucified, but a.s Chr ist the power of God and the '\'dsd.om of God, (I Cor , 

1. 23, 24.) 'fue Gospel is the Gospel of the Risen Lord, and, as such, 

the proclamation of the hope and salvation of man. ' This re!l.lization 

of the si[ nificance of the death of Christ is only possible because 

Jesus Christ is proclaimed to us as the Risen Lord.' 
2

• The Resurrection 

is the ltey to the meaning of Christ ' s death, without which the Cross would 

remain the proclamation of man's condemnation, the final act of man's 

rejection. Tiirough the I~surrection it stands revealed as the final act 

of man's redemption. ~ ~e body of death is done away in Cbrist, nnd with 

it the power o! sin. Man is not freed from dyinq, but from death. 

Only jn dying witl1 Christ cn.n death be conquered. 

The Body of Christ . 

' The doctrine of the resurrection of the body is the doctrine 

of the redemption and replacement with one solid.arity by a.nother - the 

body of the ol d mortRlity by tlw body of Christ , •
3

• This i s the 

redemption theme which runs through the epistles of Paul, and is the 

hasis of his doctrine of the Church as the Body of Christ. The solidarity 

of man under the dominion of sin and death is replaced by the new solid-

arity in the body of the Resurrection of Ch:r:ist from the ncad. The 

self-identific ation of Christ with man in the hody of de ath is not the 

assimilation of the Godhead by man, but the takin~ of manhood upon him-

self by tl'e Son of God . 'Benring the human likeness, rev~aled in human 

I 
shn.pe ( ~1J/"'Tt) He humbled Himself . a nd., in obedience, accepted even 

death - death on the c r oss. • (Phil. II. 8 . N. E.B,) He who thus humbled 

Hi:mself was none other thn.n the Divine Logos, the Creator of all things. 

' He is the imav,e of the invisible God c His is the primacy over all 

created thing s. In Him everything in heaven and on earth was created, 

C.(, f{ r • . 

1. i. bid • p. 25. 
f\ . 

2. E. Brunner. op. cit. p . llO. 

3. J. A. T. Robinson. 1 In the End . God ... 



••••.• the whole universe has been created through Hi m and for Him'. 

(Col. I. 15-16.) The death and resurrection of the Divine Logos is 

a new creation into which the whole creation is drawn. (II Ccr. V. 17.) 

The new solidarity h8s overcome the old solidarity, but not supplanted 

jt. '.As in M~ru all die, so a lso in Christ shall all be made alive. 1 

(I Cor. XV. 22. ) The new creation is n. new cr eAtion in Christ, '1fhich 

is not merely the formation of a new 'stuff', but of a new being. The 

new body in Christ, ·hherefore, refers not only to the new spiritual 

condition of the person, but to the conduct of the person who is in 

Christ. 'J.'lms it is initiated in baptism and realized through faith. 

S 'f 

Faith and ba.ptism are a.lwa.ys s o linked in the New Testament. {cf. Acts . Il. 

38. VIII. 36f., XVI. 15.) ' What C}1rist has done in His flesh-body has 

been thro··gh baptism, and must be in conduct, reproduced in the life of 

the Christian.' 1. 

'n1is s ocr llmentnl e "'Pt'a sis is integral to Pau l's teaching on the 

Body of Christ as the 'vehicle' of rna.n' s salvation in Christ. 'Have 

Y'JU for~ot.ten that when we were ha.ptize•.l into J Uion Yith c: rist Jesus, 

"e were baptized into Jlis death? By baptism we were buried with Him, 

and lay deAd, in order thnt, as Christ wa.s r~ ised from the dead in the 

s~lendour of the Father, so also we may set our feet upon the new path 

of life. For jf we are incorporate with Him in a. death lilt.e His, we 

sha.ll also be one wi.th Him in a resurrection like His . 1 (Rom. VI. 3-6. 

N. E.n.) Brunner does not accord baptism its proper place in his 

discussion of the new life in Christ. (cf. Chapters 12 & 1 5 of Eternal 

Hope.) He nresents u s with an a l most purely subj ective interpretation 

of t he incorpor ation of the individu8l i nto th~ new life in Chrj st. 

fni th is o.J.re ttdy t 1-:e hep-i nning of e ~ ~ risen ~' because 

fa.Hh in the death of Jesu s o.s me.rk]ng the jud~nent on "'Y life iJTlplies 

an actunl dying, even thO'lgh not ~ d.yin.~ in the biologic c. l sense. To 

believe me0ns ob j ectively to die to believe means obj ectively to 

rise R! A in as the new n a n - Cl,ri.st in roe.' 2 · 'l'he oh j ectiYe aspect of 

the new life is not belief in Paul, but b aptism. Lrunner would be mor e 

correct if he h ad said, 'To believe is subjectively to die,' for that 

1. Robinson. 11 The Eody't, p . 43. 

2. Brunner. o~. cit . p .l lO. 
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is wl1at he meant. Faith a.nd hn:ptism be1on~ togetl1er, because together 

they express the bi hU cnl teaching re~~arding our beillG' in C11rist. The 

nature of fpj th is response. The objective re " lity to which my fa.ith 

is the r esponse is tLe re-creE'Ition of ~~y beillt'! in Christ , which is 

expressed in baptism. If I believe, I seek to be baptized, if I am 

ba-ptized I should r et>lize 'fi'IY new beinP" in fn.ith. lt is only townrds 

the end of his discussion that he rather belatedly adjusts his perspective. 

' Whn.t we exnerience chiefly f!.s comin; to fn.i th or a cowing to Christ, is, 

in reality. a movement of the Church towa.r<l.s me, in virtue of the wurd. 

of the preacher of b P.ptisf'l, of my incorpor'l.tion into the body of Christ. 

It is not I who r,o, but ct>rist wl'>o coroes ••••• ,1. This is, in fact, 

where we heuin, witl,in the f.lody of Cl,rist the Church, not as individua.ls . 

We cannot begin to speak ftbou t the new being in Cbrist witholJt thereby 

sf.)eakinp of the Church in its f•1llness as the new solidarity of man in 

Christ, a.nd only s~eondnrily of indi.vidun.l in the new context. 

Just as b aptism ex~resses and effects the new creation of man 

t hrough the denth and. resurrection of Jesus Christ from the dead, so 

the Sncra.u:ent of the Body and Blood of our Lord is the s verament which 

expresses the nnture of our life in Christ. It is the outrard symbol 

of the new solid:ldty. T-e Institution of the Lord's Supper is where 

our Lord links His disciples sacramentally w·ith Him in His dea·~h and 

resurrection. ' This is my Body g iven .for you ••••• This is my blood 

shed for y ou, ' Jl'eans no less at tJ1e La st Supper than it does at any 

celebration of tl1e Eucharist. The d.isci ple s a.re drawn into the solidarity 

which is to 1i nk them in all eternity with God: they partake of the 

eternnl be5nr of Christ which is yet to be manifested fully in His 

Resurrection Body, and full;\r ~ iven through the gift of the Holy Spirit . 

The te R.chin~ of +.he sixth chapter of St. John's Gospel brings out the 

sacrament~' I nature of our union with Jesus Ct··rist in almost materialistic 

terms. / 
'Truly, truly, I s ay to yon. unless you en.t the flesh (~fS } 

of the Son of tan and ifri nk His blood you h J.ve no 1 ife in you; he who 

eats my flesh and drinks 1ty blood ha.s eternal life, a nd I will raise 

him u~ at the last day. . •...••. lie who eats my flesh and drinks my 

blood abides in me and I in him. ' (John VI. 5~3-56.) The fact that 

these words are ' spirit a nd life', does by no means make them purely 

1. ibid. ~.1[:;1. 



subjective as some would have us believe. On the contrary, they are 

sacramental, expressing the nature of our new life in Christ as being 

united in the clo sest nossible manner with His g lorified body .. The 

same empha sis is seen in Paul in }1j s exhortation on t he Eucharist, in 

the tentb and eleventh cha.pt.ers of I Corinthians. The participati on 

in the hody and blood of Christ is through particip~.tion of the brea.d 

8 9 

and tlte cup. ' Because there is one loaf we, who are ll'Bny, are one body, 

for we all partake of the same loa£. ' (I Corinthians X. 15-17.) Paul 

goes on to link the 1!\tcharist in the closest manner with the risen life 

in CPrist. ' Whoever, therefore, ee.ts the bread and drinks the cup of 

the Lord in en unworthy manner will be guilty of -profaning the body and 

blood o"f ·fihe Lord. • • • • • . • • . That is why many of you are weak and ill 

and sowe hs.v djed.' That some had died was, for Po.ul, a clear indication 

that the rjsen life of Christ could not bn.v been in them. The Eucharist 

is clear·ly the s ncr&.ll'entnl re?.lity of cur being, as bein~ in Cb:rist and 

our participation in the risen Life of Christ. The sacraments are 

eentrttl in the Church ' s worship because they are vital to the Church's 

life. 

In the sacraments, then, we ~re brought into the closest possible 

union ;vi th Chris·!;. The sacraments express the corporate nature of the 

Church as the Body of Christ. "B a;>tism is never an individua.l thing, 

but the incorpor~.tion of someone into the new life in Christ. The new 

life in Christ is not my possession, but my icl1eritance as a merob~r of 

the Body of Christ with all the other members of Christ's Body. Baptism 

as A. sacrament has so often been releg-ated to the back of the Church, and 

pushed to one side in a -pl ace where only a few c fl.n gat her round. It is 

hoped that baptism will be reinstated theologicJlly, n.s well as in the 

are hi tectnre of the Church. Similarl y, the Eucharist is essentially 

the central act of Christian worship, for it effects most fully our 

corporate rede t""1ption in Cl•rist. 

The Resurrection life is a present rea.lity experienced in the 

life of t he Church, the Body of Cl)rist. But, and this is a very 

im-portant 'but's the individual is not extracted from the situation of 

sin and death, but redeemed within it, because the Church is in the 

world as Christ was in the Incarnation. 'There is no red.ernption for 

t~e jndi.viduaJ out of this ron.ss, but only in it and with it. The 
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Christian Gospel is n ot of the s aving of individuals out of nature and 

history (these things thef!'selves considered merely as a vale of soul-

makinv,), but tl1e redee'!"lin v of all t he IDyriad rel ationships of existence 

into a new hettTen and a new e "rth, the City o·f God, the Body of Christ 

(vide Ro""'l. VIII. l C)-23., Pl:.il. III. ~1, etc.) ' 1. The Church, in 

other words, continu~s the work of m1rist in the world. T}1e Church 

does not point oen bak to a Saviour who lived thousands of years ago, 

but proclaims that that Saviour lives, and has become contemporaneous 

with us in h is Body the Church . Thus, the form of the Resurrection 

life of the Church is the form of a Cross. No-t, however, the Cross 

with a. dead or dyin~ C!,rist, but a Cross with a. living Lord. The 

experience of the new solidarity in Christ in the world is an experience 

of dying. ' But the strange and chAracteristic fact is that this new 

life Rssw.,es the form o:f a dyinr.r. • :? . Thus continually Paul re,j oices 

in his sufferings . and exhorts other Cbri sti ans to do the s<:~.me. (II Cor. 

IV. 7-12., Phil . 1. 29; II. 5-11; III. 8 ; Col. 1. 24; vide Pet. 1.6f.} 

:Paul expresses the nature of his experience of the new life in Christ a s 

a becom3ng like Christ in His death. (Phil III. 10.) The resurrection 

life is not life for oneself , but life for others, for it 1 s the life of 

Christ. It is not to be had as a possession, but is life as expressed 

as life for others, in Chris t. 

What, then, of the death of the body? How is the obvious 

observable death of Christio,ns to be reconciled with havi ng eternal 

life as n:en1bers of the Church? 

I 
ifha.t is overcome by Cl1rist is not the death of the flesh (O"'~pS ) 

but the death of the body ( q-~). 't'hough ou r outer nature (EY.,. ~t9ew(foj) 
? r , , A 

is wasting away, our inner nnture (6~ Of{V(ftl'olJ is being renewed every 

day. • {II Cor. IV. 16.) This does not mel! n tha t we have to say, 

with Oscar Cullmann, that, 1 There is a sense in wh ich a. tdnd of 

approximation to the Greek teaching does actually t :-tke place, to ·the 

e xtent that the inner ns.n, who has alre ftdy been trflnsformed by the 

Spirit (Romans 6. 3ff.) . and consequently made a live, continues to live 

with Christ in his transformed t t f 3. s a e, ..... The inner man 
;>f ) ( 

( S(Tt-.J !X..VUf'-'Mfoj } who cont inues to live is t he resurrected being in 

1. Robinson: 'In the End , God •••• ' p . R9. 

2 . E. Brunner. o p . cit. p .lll. 

3. Cullmann. o-p. c -; t. P . 56. 
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Christ; resurrected in baptism. The death of the b(ldy is the final 

severance of the link with the old order, it is the final c asting off 

of the old man. ' Er.c~ individu~l , when and as he comes into Christ , 

hegins to put on the new man. The resurrection of the body begins, not 

at death, but at bn:ptism {cf. I Cor. XV. 2!=1.) What l1appens at death 

does not concern t he new body but the old. ' l. This does not , h owever, 

rnenn that the individua.J is immediately clothed with the Resurrection 

Body. The Resurrection Body , as we h a.ve seen, does not refer to the 

nature of the individual' s state after death, but to the corpora·~e 

rcali ty, ·the Body of Christ, in ''hich all Christians partie ipate . There 

i s no salvation o:f the individual apart from t he Body. \then St. Paul 

desires to depart o.nd be witb Christ, he is not saying ahything arout 

the tl~tt,re of the life hereafter otl-)er than it is being with Christ in 

a closer union. In Cullmann's words, 'So then, a man who lacks the 

t 2. fleshly body is yet nerrer Christ thnn before ..•• The dend are 

nearer to Christ, but they n.re not as ye l uerfected i n Him. 

fulfilment ~ust wait .for the. Parousia. 3 · 

The fiual 

TJ:e Parousia: 

Many comnen6tors have poj nted out how the expect ation of the 

Parousia plays a -prominent part :in the Pauline epistles. In the 

earljest epistles jts ")ror·inence is more marlted than the 1 ::-ter epistles, 

where the delay in our Lord's cornin[l; c aused a change in emphasis. Paul 

clearly expected the Lord to con>e during his life time. The death of 

some of the Christ i ans before the Parousie troubled the Thess~lonians, 

and it is to set tl·eir minds at rest th, t hP. replies that, those who 

are alive will 'in no wise precede t hose who have fallen asleep.' (I Thess. 

4. 13ff .) (It needs to be noted th :>t 'sleep' does not refer to a 

sta.te of u nconsciousness. a stnte of sennrllt ion fro ,., God such as Sheol. 

The desiffnation of thost> who nre de n.cl. as those wh o sleep, points to a 

conscjounness other than that experienced in the world. 4~) The 

Christin.n~ who remained would be caupht up to meet the Lord in the air, 

to .ioin those who had risen first (v.l ·.) and had been brought by God 

1. Robinson. nin tl1e End, God .••• ' p . 98. 

2. Cullmann. ibid. p . 54. 

3. 7ide Cullmann, ibid. p . 49., where he criticises Karl Barth 1 s 

view stat ed in '*Die Kirldiche Dogrr.atik'•. 

4. On this point ~ Cullmann ibid. r>n . 49-57. 



from the dead, through Jesus. (v.l4.) Yc see here an apparent contra-

diction in verses 14 and 16 . In verse 14, Paul says, that at the 

Parousia, the dea4 will be present with Jesus, while in verse 16, it 

is stated that the dead in Christ will rise first • Both, of course, 

are true. .As we have seen from the foregoing, resurrection as the new 

life in the Body of Christ is a ~resent and eternal reality, which cannot 

be destroyed by death. '!'hose wh o are asleep are, therefore, with Christ , 

for nothinP.: c ~n senArate the Christian from Christ, not even death. a nd 

especially not death. (cf. Rov. VIII. 35ff.) But until the coming of 

Christ the dead are in ""..n interim st~te (cf. Cullmann. ibid. p.53.) 

wa,iting with the living for the eousununo.tion of all things. 

This state of being asleep in Christ, of being 'with' Him, 

(Phil . 1. 23.) i~ described by Paul in another passag e, i.e. II Cor. V. 

lff. The prospect of death in no way plef ses Paul. He has no desire 

to be ' uncJothed', to be found 'naked', but r ather to be clothed with 

the 'heavenly dwellinr.' There are two points to be noticed here. 

Firstly , that Paul clearly does not expect to be clothed immediately 

after d.ea.th with the resurrection body, but that he would experience the 

T.1e second is that the 

' heavenly dwellint-·' (~~eu<;c..f'~J~I< O(!j) . the ' house not made with hands 

eternal in the heavens' refer l'!l to the Body of Christ, not ·bo an individual 

body. 1. The dead are joined to the living in the body of the Resurrec-

tion, which is experi<>nced tl>rough the Spirit, who is the guarantee 

) of eternal life. 

It is this belief in the Communion of the Saints which has so 

often been shifted into the background in .Protestant thinking. p. T. 

Forsyth boldly advocated prayer for the deall. 'I venture to so.y, then, 

that the instinct and custon; of prf\.ying for our dearest dead .••••..• 

should be encoura~ed and sanctified as a new bond for pr~ctical life 

between the seen and the unseen, where ·we have bonds all too few.' 2 • 

When one is reminded of ·the reaction wh:i clt is evoked in certain circles 

at the mention of .l)ro.yer for t.he dead, one rea] izes how Christian f<tith 

and nractice has been impoverished. It is s:i.[mificant that in the 

l. .vide Robinson. "The Body". p. 76ff. 

2. "n,js Life and the Next". p . 3€ 
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bucha.rist our worship is with angels and archangels and all the company 

of heaven. It is w·orship within tbe Body of Christ where prayer is 

properly made for the whole state of mlrist ' s Church. In this connection 

it should be mentioned thnt those who are with Christ arc also praying 

for those in the flesh. There is absolutely nothing in a properly 

biblical doctrine of the Body of Christ to lead us to believe anything 

less than. that those who hav departed this li:fe are interceding for us. 

Tr1e Pa.rousia, then, will be the final victory of God's love 

when all w:ill be falfilled in the Body of Christ . (Eph . 1. 23.) Thus, 

the escha.ta 1 Of~ ical note is a very ill'porta nt one in Chri stirm worship. 

" Ve nroclP.5n tJ~e fJord ' s de ~th until Ile cotr,es." (I Cor. xr. 26.) As 

heirs {Rofll. VIII. 17!.) e wa.it for our inheritanceJ a.s adopteCI sons ; 

'Tl1e whole crea tion has been groaning in travo.il tog ether u ntil now; 

and not only the creation, hut we ourselves , "·ho h<:'.ve the first fruits 
:> '/ 
(o\11'~X1 ) of the Sn:i.rit, groan inwnrdly as we wa.it for adoption as sons, 

the redemption of our bodies. ' (Rom. VIIL 22-23.) 

------oOo------
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