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OUTLINE.

-

TEE DEVELOPMENT OF ESCHATOLOGY IN THE ;
INTERTESTAMENTAL PERQOD.

INTRODUCTION: I
1, SOURCES OF INFORMATION.
' 1. Non-Canonical Literature. i

8. Apocrypha. Names. Classification:
b. Pseudepigraphe. Kemes.

Con e

2. Historical period represented by these
writings. 3Brief survey of Isrsel's |

i history-200 B.C.--100 A.D,

Foreign influences in Israel.

1
T

t

+ 11, Dovelopment of Eschatolcgy in the Intertestamental
' Literature.

1. Eschatology. Defined. Phases dealt with.

2. Bearing of the Doctrine of God on
Eschatology.
%.ESCHATOLOGY of ISRAEL.
A MESSIANIC HOPE. 4
1.As revealed among the early E
Hebrews in the 01d Testament. i

a. Day of Yshweh. Judgment.
b. The Golden Age.
For Israel. For the World:
¢. The Personal Messiah.
Idesl Prince.
Suffering Servant. §
' Son of Man.

Srevme e tememimme Smeme e

] 2. As revealéd among the JEWS in
. the Apocryphal Writings.
a. Day of Yahweh. Judgment.
b. The Golden Age.
. For Israel. For the Worl .
¢. The Personal MNessigh.
Son of Man. Priest.
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3. As revealed among the Christian
Church--in the New Testament.
8. Jesus., Day of Judgment.
Kingdom of God.
The Messisah.
b. Paul. Dey of Judgment.
' Kingdom of God.
The Megsish. ‘

B, Individual Immortality.

t 1. Beliefs of Foreign Peoples.
i Influence of Hebrew Eschhtology.

2. Rise of Individualism in the 0ld
Testament.
1. Beliefs concerning: -~
a.The soul of man.
b.Sheol or life after death.
¢.Resurrection. Limited.
Universal.

A 3. Immortelity as discussed by the
' Non~-Canonical Writers.

1.The Soul of Man.

2.5heaol or 1life after death.
| 3.Resurrection. Limited.

| Universal.

f 4, The Christian ¥iews of Immortality.
Y l.Jesus.
k a. The Soul of Man.
b. Sheol or life after death.
t ¢. Resurrection.

2.Paul's views.

i 111, The Non-Canonicsal Writings ss the Text-book of
’ X the Christien Ersas.
. 1. Jesus' use.
2. Paul'’s acquaittance.
3. Their importanoe in developing the doctrineé
embodied in Christian Theology.

#
#
|
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.Objectionable and heretical. Such a thot cannot obtain

v zomm e = = - . -—

TH% DEVELOPMENT OF ESCHATOLOGY IN THE
IRTERTESTAMENTAL PERIOD,

) —— - - - —— -

l The word APOCRYPHA means HIDDEK THINGS. In relation

to the books conaidered here it mgis "withdrawn from use”)

The connotation of the term 1s altogether unlike its memhin

ng

='I =g

before the Hebrew Canon was closed. According to the I
‘Talmud only really offiemsive books were hidden. 'Here the“
Eword "ganaz" means rather to use drastic sction in hiding:

icertain'books from the people. This could not be said to
have ocourred with the canonical books,for the Rabbis wou}d

|
ﬁnot have allowed it. The books which the Rebbis hide and

h
forbid are alweys such thattthey consider thoroly

“conOtrn;ng the Apporypha. Altho they contain much that is
;teohnical and of minor importance and interest to us,yet
{they contain much helpful and orthodox teaching.

f The term Apocrypha in its techmnical sense is neither
'epecifieally Jewish nor Christian originally." It is

.derived from the practice common among sects,religious an

f2F

‘Philosophic,of embodying their special tenets or formlse

in books withheld from public use and communicated to an

inner eircle of believers." ({(James in Enc.Bib.) Thus |
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the term itself may have two meanings-first,"hidden thlngé
I8
|
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) _.erwmhidden teéZiILé;iﬁzggzatﬁé bZoks contain; second, the 1
book itself hidden from public use. Nowhere is the term
‘ ‘:Apocrypha :;.pplied to our books of that name. Origen and 1
EAfrioanus uged the term reférring to the Pseudepigrapha. 2
ﬁ It was in the Latin Church,headed by St.Jerome that 3

the distinction was first mede betwemn the "libri oanonic%“

and the ™libri ecclesisstici.”™ The latter are the Books E
|

of the Apocrypha. Jerome was the first to call these the

Apocfypha;and he used the name in the sense which we

understend today,namely-secred books of the second rank.

Thig distinction arose at the appearance of a vast amount

H

i
i

{not good to read even tho it contained names hallowed anﬂ
|

0f literature from the Eastern €huech "some of which wasl

I revered.” Jerome used the Apocryppe Books as found in thb

i
I TLatin Vulgate,books carried over from the Septuagint. I
‘ The Apocryphe Books then are Sacred Books but of gh%

. seconfiorder. There is néthing hidden sbout them nor has |
i

| there ever been.

| Wo are not to confuse our thot concerning the two
|
i

groups of books,the one called the Apocrypha and the othar

celled the Pseudépigrapha. The Apocrypha books contain

orthodox teaching,but have been left out of the canon.

1The Pgeudepigrapha are heretical books-"Outside Books".
. Altho thé Raebbis bitterly condemned these heretical books

as harmful,the early church freely used them.
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! Antipathy to the Pseudeplgrapha aroge in some cases

{
[ i
bver mere personal and class feelings. For instance,the %

. Pharisees opposed and condemned the Apocalypses because they

were of Sadducean authorship. The consequence has been that
f

11 the original menuscripts have been destroyed or lost qnd

we only have the translations of these works. :

It is of interest to note that all these books have

false names in their titles,hence they are called the

geudepigrapha. Some one remarke-“This'was the natural
butcome of a 1ite?any modesty that was naive.” ‘
The geneeml purpose for which the non-canonical books

ﬁ
Were written was to expand some of the already existing

%ooks of Hebrew Scripture or to add to their number. Some
such as the Maecabees,continue the nation's history;others

;re expansions of the canonical books-such as the Prayer % .
f Manasses,Addition of Daniel,Baruch,Epistle of Jeremy,
The Rest af Esther[Ecclesiastioig%Book of Wisdom are

2 ===

additions to the:Wisdom Literature.

The Apoceryphsl Books.
1.Higtorical. 1 & 2 Maccabees. 1 Esdrsas.
2.legendary. Additions to Esther.Song of Three Holy

Children,Bel and the Dragon,ToBilt,Judith,
3.Prophecy. Baruch ,frayer of Manasees.
1 4.Apocalyptical. 2 Esdras.
‘ ! 5.Didactic. Sirach. Wisdom of Soloxzfgp}.) 5.

il
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| "From the time of the primitive church down to the

|
'last century it was generally accepted,except in the case

fof a few isolated scholars,that the 0ld Testament was

|
lolosed in the £ifth century B.C. snd that in the interval

'between the 5tn Century B.C, and the New Testsment,no

"divine voice had broken the silence,and no divine messag-

I
had been sent to the feithful remnant of Israel,and no

 development had been achieved by the righteous seekers af
%god in Palestine. 014 Testament -ecritics have lessened th

lperiod to two centuries. But modern thofaccepts no silen

jperiod. In fact in these two centuries there was develop
}nwnt and this is shown in the Apoerypha and the Pseudeplg
(Charles-Religious Development bewteen the 01d and New |

"Tegtaments. )

ter
is
t

rapje.

;
b The Apocrypha,generally sresking,then,affordsa crit

Also the Pseudepigrapha must be consulted.

In studying these writings,we must remember not

t

, background of the Jew. Its suffering at the hand of the

&
{

hand of the invader is of no small significance. For
:oenturies this race had been the buffer nation for other
1

vgreét powers. Greece,Syria,Persia,Bgypt amd the tribes *

'Por the period B.C.200-100 A.D. as to orthodox teaching.

|
prion
|

-only the 014 Testament teachings,but as well the historical

| the north were continuda¥y harassing them. Jerusalem wasd

. - i
Lattacked-and- destroyed. -@hempee§}e=were=soa$teredain$om¥=—nﬁﬁm==
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£ abylon and Egypt. The promise of the ancient prophets had
i '»f

J

1382 B.C Palestine was oonquered by Alexander of Greece. There

I
ifollowed unceasing war between Egypt and Syria which worde
|

1

5been unfulfilled for Jerusalem had been violated. In

the greatest hardships on the Jews. Along with the physical
i

!
'suffering,Jewish practices were in ddnger of being lost uéder

}Greek influence., What saved Judaism was the severe perseéutias

h

gwhich Antiochus Epiphanes inflicted upon the people; Theg

!

) i
"loss of Jerusslem,and the suffering due to war and captiv%ty

Lin no small degree affected the religious thot ‘df the Jew;
! Falrweather seys,-"There have been two great streams o%

§inf1uence flowing in upon the Jewish Theology of this per&od,
i ;
an Eastern and a Western;a Persian end a Greek. Of these!by

i

,far the stronger was the Hellenistic, tho the Persian is &s

i

distinctly traceable. The Persian was that of Zoroastrianism
! ] *
I

i
the Greek cannot be associated with a single name,but of |

gthese two forces:which were new,or newly fely active nponé

'the native Judaism of Palestine,which was old,was formed %he
ithird Which we meet within the home of Jewish Theology oﬁfa
that period. But there was also a Jewish Theology outsid%

Eof Palestine altogether. Kot only d4id the foreign influe%ce
Eflow in upon Judaism,but Judaism now no longer confined ﬁL
;Palestine went out to meet them. Thus the hitherto un-~ g
%broken river of 01d Testament ideas and doctrine diviaedg

fi@gqlf_at this point into three separate streams. One,tﬂ;

= TEED T PR W TSEEE Weiema—e ST am
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"7 MATH ourrent,continued to flow out inm Palestine while omel "

!
K
i |
the Eagy and ﬁest of it ran two other streams-the one thrd

| . Pergien territory and the other thru Greek. The tributarfﬁes
of Persien and Greek ideas by which these streams were feé,
%ecessarily caused their waters tc be mmeEfmme® composite %n
character,exceedingly difficult to analyse so as to say 5
Fefinitely-'This is Jewish and this is Persian.'"(H.D.B. I.)
L The two types of Judaism,that in Palestine and that i

he Dispersienj;are represented in the books of the

TR TR R

gpocrypha.

H L

i I
§§ There are many dcctrines which we might with gain trsce
‘l
&hru the 014 Testament and the Apocrypha, In fact the

R TN e

1 ‘
Eschatological hope is more or less dependent on the idea

of God;law,Sin, Angels,&c,but this paper will not allow

%or tracing the influence of one on the other. ﬁ
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f
g The term Bschatology 1s inclusive of a broad scope
i .

. oif ideas. It is applicaeble to the me.tion,regarded as an
Jrganic whole,and also to the individual. "In its broader|

§ense,the term denotes the dootrine of the End,whether the

|
Jspeot be individual or general,national or universal,earth-

ﬁy or heavenly." (Beckwith)

L

i

!

j

In a more detailed way Hastings had outlined the |

. II

points included in the study:~l1l.The Consummation of the Ag?.
[

Z.The Day of Judgment. 3.The Second Coming of Christ.
vl +
4. The Resurrection. 5.The Millenium. 6. The fixing the ;
conditions of tkm Eternity.

! Our purpose in dealing with this subjedt is to trac

W

to their origin,the ideas of the Consummation &f the Age) !

fpe Resurrection and Immortality,and kindred subjects inclﬁded
in the Eschatological study. Having discovered their begi%—

d .

nings,then to trace their development defining those ;
ﬁnfluences that tended to stimulat¥éheir progress snd to note )
their effect on the peoples touched.

d Our resesrch is particularly interested in the literature

;

- 0f the period between our 0ld and New Testaments. Here ar

books and letters not allowed in our canon,but revealing

s

L3

t eological thot that is profound,and as worthwhile as thai

. ép gsome of the canonized books. In this pe¥riod is a gap .
35 the development of theological thot thet is net to be ;

===#*===-=ﬁpape&7bwt¢rather=is=tou%e=brf&ge&7-=ThemEsehatoxogywoﬁmth§u = = —wmea
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New Testament is an outgrowth of the Eschatology of the
Ol@ Testament as it was developed thru the non canoniocal
Vritings. I

In genersal,then,we must consider the Eachatolog%
of the 014 Testament; in greater detail,that of the |
ondrypha and Pseudepigrapha; and in conclusion the

consummation of the development in New Testament and

Christien Eschatology.

It is no?%ur purpose to trace the development of 1

ﬁdea of God,but we must suggest its influence on Israel's

Eschatology. In early Israel,God may have seemed some super-

b ch———r =

man,of humsn form,and yet for all practical purposes, wit
supernstural powers and divine attributes. To the Hebrewir.
mind there wére no questions as to his existence nor his §o
power. The philosophical questions did hot concerm them.
On their practical ideas of God developed their loftier

conceptions. His holiness,His power, His righteousness, i

His love, these left off their crude iaeas ani shapeu

#hemselves into ethical and higher spiritual conceptions.'’

he prophets contributed much to this devekopment,as they

i
ore and more moralised the idea_of God.

-

. God was not one among gods,but the only God. Thi

#laces Him over all nations,and this gives Him place as the

SR = =

?ﬁage of all the nations. As He was thot of &8s a holy Go<

o
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& Just God 5 Tighteous God, & God oFf 1love,a God BT —
omnipotent power,and an sll-knowing God, his relaFiomnshi
to life was different. Man's worth was exalted by this
exalted thot of Yahweh. The development is away from

the national thot to the higher value of the indivi&ual;3
away from the earthly kingdom idea to the more spiritual

l
1of Israel to thealtruistic thot of God blessing all the !

tnations of the earth. Ljifo means more. Death takes on?

different meanings. The hereafter loses some of its 1

y
lfearfulness. All this development and progress in thot )
i
among the Israelites follows along with and is inﬁluence%
somewhat by the growing moralised conception of Yahweh. ]

"We are provifed to a large extent with an

of Yshwwh. If Yghweh's jurisdiction is limited to this
[life,a Yahwistic escahtology of the individgal could not

[

exist; but when at last Israel rdached the great truth of]

future life no less than the present.” (Charles) |

eschatology that takes its character from the conception

monotheism,the way was prepared for the moralisation of the

ithot of the kingdom of God; awaey from the selfish expectations
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R ﬁi,- omee_ . _ MBSSIAWIC EHOPE.  _ _ ____ .

The term "Messianic Hope™ is almost synonomous wiﬁh
i

® i] the Eschatology of the mation. It expresses the belief in
d
i the coming of the Kingdom:of God, "The Messianic idea i%
consequently a complex one. It embraces at least four F )
distinet elements. Primarily it is concerned with the "new"
gage“ and the "redemption of Isrsel? But with these idea% is
?associated the thot of "judgment™ and"personal Messiah."j
(KEnudson) It is nut for us to trace thru the 014 Testamént

these ideas,but briefly suggest their development and

origination here.

H.P.Smith would call "Ezekiel,the father of the Megsianie

llexpectation." In fact with him originated the Eschatology
| }
‘!of the 014 Testament. But there is a reaction against't%is

belief;and scholars now claim that Eschatology is preexiliec.
i

It dages back to the beginning of the nation's history.

Isreel had no monopoly on such a hope. Babylon,20Q0

b

|
great king Hammurabi. Egypt likewise had hopes of this na

¢

Iyears before the Christian era,expected the return of a

R T e

|
nature. So Israel is not alone in her Messianic ideas. Nor

does she borrow. But it seems that for a nation to have!
gome form of Messianic hopes is natural and normal. "Thi
i hope in its primitive form is one that we should expect Eo aris

‘ jarise among different peoples. It has its manifold !l
; / !
| psychological roots. It grows out. of the muttiwes dis-

“#w=#%wmmMﬁﬁmwmmwmwwﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁmwmﬁﬁw%w%4mmw#==
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uof the natural tendency of one to ideslise what is distant
!
?in time."(Knudson) No doubt the Bgyptian and Babylonian |

§
influences affected Israel's hope,but "What was bowrowed }
was not the hope itself. The invincible optimism that

i
lay back of Isrgel's Messianism could not have been

|

borrowed."(Enudson) "The Hebrews alone among the nations “
|
L

éput their Golden Age in the futame. This is due to the

l'p:vomis;e in Genegis of one who should bruise the serpents
h

‘head,end likewise to the blessing of Noah on Shem's tribe

Jfor "Jehovah is Shem's God.'" (Beckwith)
| .
j Israel's Golden Age was always in the future. Other

|§ome former time,but the Hebrews sawr only the ideal kipg$

b
?om in the fukdre. The seed of the Messianic hope was i
%own early. In its earliest form,there is much that is #
; |
israel alone was the object of Yshweh's love. Hatred for

their enemies was given expregsion in the belief that

&hey would all be destroyed and Israel would elone remain
Fhe Day of Yahweh could only be a day of joy to Israel,bu%
fi

to their enemies a dsy of confusion and destruction. "Th
pxpected day was thus to be to them a day of light;only
To their enemies was it %o be & day of darkness."(Knudsoni

| This idea was changed by the preaching of the

crude. Selfiegh possession of Yahweh's affection marked if.

nations looked for the reestablishment of an ideal order ¢f

cighth century prophets. "From Amos on,the Day_pf Yahweh jis

e — SEED, esmsn B e ) e e
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Ja'vindioation of Yashweh's holiness. (Isa.x2:12ff)

i
N e min
T

lto %o & orisis whon Yarwhh will menifest RIS inﬁignatiﬁ'

against 2ll iniquity." Amos,thus,inaugurated a new thot
1| |
ithat the sins of Israel were as punishable as the sins of
I .
3other netions. "You only have I known of- all families of

I

ithe earth;therefore will I visit upon you all your |
Jiniquities."Amos,Szz. Issiah ,Hosea and Zephaniah express

i1t similar¥ly,as a day of crisis for all the nations, and

l

At first the Day of Yahweh was just a local politic%
i
ihappening,but it came tc be thot of as a universal happening.

1

{God ,as king,should hold a great assize at which all meni

;should be judged. XNo doubt the monarchlc rule under which
' Israel was organised during the progress of her history, aLd

the monarchic conception of God,caused this conception: Fhat
Ithe day shoulfbe one of great catastrophe was held from i
the beginning. The prophets contributed the thot that a%i
| remmant of good,obedient people will be saved. This ]

remmant came to be thot of as the seed of fhe future natibn.
]

Thruout the 014 Testament the Day of Yahweh is

suggested as the catastrophic end of the existing order,

and the establishment of a new order. Thephange is needéd

because of the sinfulness of men. It did not occur to tﬂe.
. |
a sudden end of the old, The catastrophe was inevitablej

Hebrew mind that & new order might be developed withoutb

end the only task of the prophets was to call the nationi

A WSS St == sast Sdenm smE 2 Sosoen ==z SmEE tohm OEE MR A S S S g — J—
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ﬂfhis theocratic kingdom was realised under KingsSaul, Davi

RO S

13.

,bo repentsudds,and fhus save a§ l8¥ge B reimant af possY

The prophets shared the common view that "there was to be
1 '

'a glorious future for the ehosen people.

|
4

This future

-i o
EWaS not to consist simply in the redemption of Israel fror
1

‘captivity,but in a marvelous transformation of the entire:
iworld. War was to cease. All the peoples of the world
ikere to be united together under 8he sgpiritual lesdership

: ]
'of Isrsel."(Knudson)

i
1

4
t

The Personal Messilah is not inplicip

£l
n

i
|

ﬂr

;%lessedness which other peoples should recognise and desij

Involved in this dsy of change is the thot of the
icoming of a Messiah,
?n.the day of Yahweh,and yet it is expressed in many
:}assages. Beckwith traces the hope for a Messiah back to
;mhe patriarchal period. "The Eschatological hope was the

Egnticipation of the theocratic kingdom to be realised wi
]

e
I}national and territerial limits,but containgkith it a

Rd

e.l'l

d’!

and Solomon,when God,the sole king,was represented by

human kings. God chose the king and the prophet anointed |
him,and thus the Humen and divine kinkship were one." 'In]
this unique relation of the theocratie king to God,and to;
|

Pnfolded vigion of & Messiah."” "This "unfolded vision ofh

nis people,is contained what later prophets saw in the
i

d
the Messiah" was the forerunner'of the New Testament doot§ine

—

of God Incarnate.™
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1 T T The prophets Thot of “Him €8 & man and yet with™ ==
i
: i

. i‘bhe Tdeal King. (Isa.9:6. Micah 11:1-~5. Haggai 2:20f) i
i

transcendentsl powers. In Isaish,Micah,and Haggai he is§

In the exile period the Messiah assumed the form of the

fSuffering Servant. (Isa.53:5.) In the post-exilie literature
|

lwe have the idea of the Son of Man. It is the latter two'

that "influenced Jesus conception of Hls own mission and

deatiny." (Knudson) |

Thus the 014 Testament doctrine concerning the

‘Messisnic Kingdom appears in the Day of Yahweh,the

|

iGolden Age and thePessonal llessiah.
d .

i
i

Further development of these ideas we shall note

in the noncanonical litersature.

tamL e T

The thot of the writers of this literature is no

{doubt affected by the experiences thru which the people ﬂ

have passed and are passing. Separated from Jerusalem,the
I

center of their religious life,scattered over the earth,aﬁ
they had been,they were susceptibka to the influences of
the people among whom they were forced to live. Babylon
more definitely influenced their thot and life than otheg

Jnations. However after the Greek invasion we note

1t
H

unmistakeable evidences of Hellenisbtic influence.
|

‘ The belief in the Day of Yahweh is greatly expanded)
]

by these writers. The present ggdftﬁé coming age take more

—_= - —— o = Ea L e e i
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'definite shape. " The present is & world perio. “about to f :
olose. This closing of the period is not duz to natursal |
causes or forces,but to unnatural conditions. It 1s to b}
marked by a Divine intervention, This is brought out in

2 Esdrag 7:31ff end Baruch 30 where all men are to be broF
before Gods throne and the division of men is to be not

Ion the ggounds of Isrgelitic or nonisraelitic, but of

%righteousness and unrighteousness. The present worléd isi
!
|
ﬂevil order is to be destroyed., Baruch 83:10ff. 2 Esdras

|
!ﬂ1:40ff. Jub.10:8. \
ﬁ

jevil and corrupt,under the sway and power of Satan. This

The nation is not given the prominenceas in the 014

Testament. This is due no doudbt to the fact that what

inational feeling had obhtained had been lost during the
Iiong yoars of separation from Jerusalem and separation §
.from their own race. However this racial feeling did not 5
;hie; The outlook now is not for a new nation,as in earliér

times,but for a new world. The change was %o be marked

H
. s

'y e day of judgment. !
| All men are to be Jjudged. The righteous will be
|

#ewarded with "eternal life." This is the term of the |

Apocrypha. Where this eternal 1life is to be spent is not
stated. Paradise is suggested,but while in Enoch 45:5,

L

| i
gnd Sibylline Oracles 4:186ff,it means the new world,its ;

iocatlon is confused for us by the suggestion of Enoch32: 1-5

S A S — - ==
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as at the ends of the eambth,and in S1.En.8:2 as the third
heavenand in Bar.5l:1l1 a place indefinitely called
L

I "heaven". The point of development is the matter of rewsd

@ds.

iThis was not seriously considered in the 01ld Testament.
| The prophets,the outstanding ethichal teachers of the 01%
|

[Testament,are more concerned with improving the present h

conditions than with eternal rewards.
§

But in the Apoeryphal deys "Rewards and punishments |

Some !

become transcendental” and ar$of primary interest.

four punishments are suggested. First,The exclusionfrom

the blessings of the righteous. En.22:13. Second.Death

or destruction,which,however does not mean annihilation.
\"The spirits of the wicked shall be put to death,and they

*

' gshall cry and weil in boundless void."En.108:3.

|

This
thot concerning the punishment of the wicked has psassed
into the New Testament. Third.There shall be spiritual
suffering,"They shall pine away in confusion,and be con-
sumed with shame,and shall be withered up with fear."2 Es
"They will lament their folly in rejecting the law of God

Baruch 51:4, Fourth. Physical pain is named. "There are

.
!
F
!

"t sorts of tortures in that place - - everywhere fire,and

.7:87

all

everywhere frost and ice,thirst and shivering,

i
{while the bonds are very cruel and the angels fearful and
tt q

i R .
ymerciless,bearing angry weapons with merciless torture.“[

4

"S1.En.10e2ff,

S Such_punishments connected with the Day

|
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,iof Judgment are departures from the 014 Testament ideas“
| of that day. ;
The new and coming age ushered in by the Judgemnt

Lwill be a transformed age. The Messianic Kingdom will bg

ia transformed kingdom.Baxr.5:1ff. Exen the heavens will b{

i
| destroyed.2Es8.6:20. En.l:6ff. There will be a new creatidn.
' Baruch 49:9£f. 2 Esdras 7:75. This Apocryphal descriptijn

of the new age surpasses even that of Hosea,Isslsh and |
. Thege prophets suggest that all nature will be changed, Id
the inenimate world changed. Isaiah comes nearerthe later
conception as he described the new heavens and the new ?

earth.Esa,.65:17. "For behold I createm new heavens and &'
\ '}

inew earth." Enoch piotures the new order like old |
 Jerusalmm,as an ideal city,or kingdom.Enoch90:28. It is 40

‘be 8 kingdom of spiritual perfection. Enoch 10:20f.Jub.1J17ff.
| R.H.Charles says,there are two Eschatologies,the i

ione represented by the Prophets and the other by the

:Apocalyptists. Th prophets were materialistic in their
100noept10n of the kingdpm. "The 01d Testament prophets
glooked forward to an eternal Messianic kingdom in the
present earth." The Apocalyptist thot of the coming

kingdom not of materialblessedness but of gpiritusl "

| perfection. iThis change took place sbout 100 B.C."

It

h This does not deny the prophet of his rightful exalted

place in the pronouncements of ethichal teachinga but it
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T T TTTT°d8 true to the Tact that the prophets Were primarily— T Tt -

nterested in the practical 1ife of The day,rather then t

e Y
(0]

. Bpeculative questions involved in ¥he Messianic hope.
e Apooryphal writers took more the attitude of the Apocglyp
%ist.

The Messigh was no more an organic factor in the

cingdom ideas of this period then im the 0ld Testament. ﬁn

bome books he is not mentioned. (Macosbees. Tobit. Baruchi
#nd yet he is included. Enoochcalls him the Son of Man,ané
]hat Son of Man.(46:2,8. 48:2) In other places the expredsion
"$he Man" or"that man" is used. (2 Esdmas. 133:5) In the
1ld Testamént he 1s considered the Ideal Pringe,the
uffering Servant,and the 8Son of -Man, but here preexistence

l

8 assigned to him. Enoch 48:7 YBefore the sun and the
{

bigns were formed,before the stars of heaven were made,his

fame was named in the presence of the Lord of Spirits.™ ¢
?8 6."He- was chosen and bidden with him (God) before the world
was formed."™ The Messiah is "endowed with fullness of
%isdom and righteousness,glory and might,and he will sharé
the throne of God" "That Sor 6f Man has appeared and has
seated himself upon the throne of his glory end all evil

will vanish from before his face and cease, but the word qf

the Son of Man will be mighty b#fore the Lord of Spirits.™

Enoch.69: 29.
In the 01d Testament,God is ;)udge of all In the |

T RS = maamms L g e = L ey i T e LA .:;F._ - -_ =
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fpocrypha the Messish is tﬁeﬁju&ge of all. Enooh 47:5

l
Baruch 40:1£."The leader of the hostile hosts will be taken

.-. ll;indso Mt.Z2ion where the Messigh will conviet him of all h:i.:l

:}mpieties.“ 2 Esdras 12:32f "He shall come and speak untg
ﬁthem and reprove them for their wickedness and their f
E?nrighteousness;—— and he shall set themalive in his i
Pudgment ,end when he hath reproved them heshall destroy tﬁem"
Enoch ssys the kings,mighty in the earth,sinners and just
}and also the angels and a2ll the spirits of evil will appear

il
before the Messiashs throne.

o

In the Testament of the Twelve Patriarchs,the Messigh
4
is to descend from the tribe of Levi,rather then Judah. Ig

TS

other words,hex is t¢o be first of all a priest,and then a'

2o g s

EFiI prophet and thena king. However there is the reappear-

ance of the hope for a Messiah from Judsh. The powers 1
|

1
:Pscribed to the Messish from Levi are lofty. He is to bed
i} l
;Pinless to walk in meekness and righteousness,to establlsh

8 new priesthood,to mediate for the Gentiles,to be king ﬂ

bver all the nations,to 8eliver the captives,and open the'

1
‘gates of Paradise.(T.Jud; T.Levi;T.Reuben;T.Daniel.) In h
l:

baasing we must suggest the importance of this group of

I
Eritings. Charles says"The overwhelming value of the book!
lies in its ethickal teachings,which has achieved a real
Ammorsality by influencing the thot and diction of the

writers of the New Testament. and even the thot of Jesus.!

i b e e STATTIR e St AT e e == = == -
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Thls ethical teaching,much hlgher xhand purer than the

Old Tegtamant,is yet its true spiritual child snd helps +

—

bridge the chasm that divides the ethics of the 0ld and

Mew Testaments.”
i While the M6331ah is.given greater plsce in the 5

t
|

[
f

iApocrypha tlan in the 014 Testament,yet the conception is
i

hot more exalted. Especially is this true if we accept

the Suffering Servant of Isaiah as the Messiah."He was
wounded for our transgressions,he was bruised for our
aniquities;the chastisement of our peace was upon him, and

i
yith his stripes are we healed." This is unsurpassed. Noa

}
Fo we have a suggestion that approaches this thot. Rather

%3 the Ideal Prince or the Priest or the S8on of Man,is he
1

congsidered in the non-canoniesal writings.

, ]
In discusshing the ?hristian Eschatology as expresse@

in the New Testament, we are particularly interested in t%e
ottitule of Jesus and Paul. Briefly we may suggest the j
Lonsummation of the development traced thru the 01d TestaAent
!I
That Jesus was influenced by 01d Testament teachings

t

snd the Intertestamental books.

et
==

and the Apocryphal works can go withoudb long discussion.

?ould be strange if he should do otherwise than take the

expressions with which they were familiar in his day,and

use them,that he might be understood. To thess terms he

| R
|

i
i

L
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gave new mesning. "Theré wad mucH important Grath wrapped
:!up in them, and apart from the form in which popular thqt
had invested them the truth could hardly be made intelliélble
fo the Jews of that day. And 'so far as He took over the%
{transcendent supernatural side of the expectation,He L
transformed and spiritualised while he adopted it.' In j
jadopting,He™transmited the apocalyptic tradition.'" (Plum%er
| and quotation from Sanday.) k
Much that was crude and materialistic even in the:
Apocryphal Wfitings does not appmar in the Gospels,and ye&
i there are hints of tho 014 beliefs concerning an earthly?
kingdom. Jesus does not condemn nor discard the teachiné
lof & catastrophic end of the existing order. In fact he |
teached that. Just preceding the end will be times of |
extreme suffering. False Christs will come, wars and tuthts

lfamines and earthquakesare foretold in Matt 24:4-14. :

‘Jerusalem and the Temple will be overthrown amd destroyeg
Altho this has the semblanee of a local end,yet the temp;g
and Jerusalem meant such as to suggest to the Jew the ené
l

of the world. The disciples are continually asking for !
i

signs,end Jesus anawers that when the end comes they wxll

smow it. It will not come untill the Gospel has been :
ipreached to all nations,and the end will be preceded& by ;
]

a variety of religious,political and physicel disturbances.

HThe end will need no heraldlng sign but will manifesg !

== = e smpTeoae s e
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{ evél. Jesus calling himself the Son of Man anddescriblné
"himself as the Judge seemingly points to the influence

¥of the Book of Enoch or some Apocryphal writing.

|
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.itself to all in a way that will leave no doubt as to 1t§

lcharaeter. { Plummer) Jegus description of the judgment
scene is recorded in Matthew 25:31-46." He,the Son of Man.

i is seated on the throne. All the angels are ﬁresent all i

Ithe nations are gathered, the good are separated from the

His teaching concerning future punishment of the

wicked seems in keeping with that of the Apocrypha. The |

1
story of Dives has all the suggested torture and kinds of
suffering that are heretofore puinted out in the Book ofﬁ

i Enoch and other writ1ngs of this period.

Jesus has somewhat to say concerning the Kingdom.q

He puts it in his prayer taught his disciples. To them !
i §

4kingdom may have meant earthly rule. But to him 1t meani

e futtire spiritual kingdom. We do not see thhthe taught’
[
Jit would be esteblished on this earth. The redprds do
[

I not reveal that he described it in terms of Jerusalenm,

I

'ag Jomm does in his Revelation. His kingdom is ene of

;get his full meaning as he described that kingdom, becausé
| they were thinking in earthly terms and he was spesking ﬁn

gspiritual terms,
Jegus_seemg to have sccepted the common thot that |

$he highest spiritual perfectionl The disciples could nqt

22,
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‘the existing order is evil smnd “the world is under the sway'L;
[

Iof Satan,for this enters into his temptation experlence.}
t
» Congequently he seems to expect a Divine intervention thét

4wi11 mesn & "new heaxen and a new earth”. The old shall

t
[
be destroyed and the righteous shall inhabit the kingdom:
of God eternally.

While Jesud seems influenced by the Apocryphal writ%hgs
Be fedl that he acommodated himself %o hid day and soughé
to get his truth into their lives. For we cannot but see
and feel the extent to which His conception of his own
misgion as the Messiah,and of the Kingdom of God and of
the final day of Judgment surpasses any former contributibns
?made to these ideas.
' Peaul,trained in the writings of the Father; but
'thoroly converted to the Chrisiten faith, attempts to get

ithe Christ's viewpoint of the doctrines. It is difficult

for the Pharisee to change suddenly and not at times have
arising in his thots those beliefs of former days. In faFt
he does not completely rid himself ef the influence of hi% '
Ho writes to Timothy, "Jesus 8hrist E

former teachings.
shall judge.the gquick and the dead at his appearing and h%s
kingdom.”™ In general we should say that he accepts .
and attempté to pass on to his day the teachings of i
Shrist concerning His Messieshship,and His Kingdom and Hi%

Judgment Paul was interested in the Crucifixion and

- T= =
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resurrection mor€than in the former ideas. i
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Tho neither the earliest form nor the precise cauﬁe

]
|

Jr—

is known,belief in some form of existence after death seéms

!
|
:
Eto be of univeesal character. Egypt had it four thousan
i years before Christ. The Babylonians knew of a "land ofh
| "
1o returm.” Zoroasyrianism pictures it. Plato argued h

for it. The Epicureans repudiated it. The Stoics partlg

:

ireceived it. The belief seems to adjust itself to

f
IIthe conditions of the people in whose religion it appesars

1"The belief is shaped and colored by climate,geographical

Ipositlbn and circumstances of différent races,but in
! |
“most cages 1t has taken the form of a belief in =mn

ﬁunderworld eand a shadowy existence there.-~ The purity

|
IEof the belief has been in proporitmn to the purity of the

l
\Idea of God, and the standards of moral feeling."(Salmond

i This "National Pilgrims Progress™ toward an a

i
iexagted belief was made by the Jews,even as other nations

‘nad done, between the years 800 B.C. - 100 A.D. Israel
|

ﬂdid not come to her Ffinal belief withbut help from out-
il

side sources. Consciously or unconeciously foreign beliefF

influenced Israelitic belief in the Future Life. ;
|

. ;Babplon, Persia and Greece. f the three the most helpfuj

There are three main sources of influence,

linfluence came: from Persia. Babylonfs thot of death and

) 1ife was crudely mateylalistic. They were a race whose

e T T SCEL S G TR T me S & oS aEr
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‘""“E-o d8 weré gods 0F tHe 1IVing,snd Whos6 TeTigich was to— I~ = ~— =

!atisfy life. Their thot of the future was vague and d

. éindei’inite. Their influence is not traceabl nor hardly 5;
distinguishable, eltho Salmond claims that due to being E

of the same race,"The popular ideas of the Hebrew on thisﬁ

subject of soul,death and life of the future,are°traceab1%

f

hin roint of fact to those of the Babylonians." r

Persia had the more definite doectrine of the fﬁtureﬁ
| i
pife. They did not worship the dead,nor think of an !

#

?nderworld,but they were concerned with a system of rewar;s

d punishments. They taught the resurrection of the wickfd

8 well as the righteous. They connected the resurreotiong

ki

with the final judgment. The doctrine of the resurrectiod

%rose early in Persia and some claim that the Jew bowwowed
gt from them. .

I Boncerning thHe extent to which the Greek thot influe&c@.
%he Jew,there is difference of opinion. Oesterly claims
%For the Dootrins of Immortality we are indebted to - 5
Hellenism." He quotes Friedlander,"As early as the end ofi

the 4th Century B.C. the Jews of‘ﬁalestine became

wcquainted with the Platonie doctrine of Immortality,tho

}t was some time before the teaching was accepted." Charﬂes
L

%laims that the influence was slight. "An immeauresble ﬁ
éulf divides it from Jewish,no less than from the Christian

’ Aoctrine." At least we will say the Pepaian was the stro#ger.
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L 01ld Testament eschatology i€ primarily concerned W1ﬁh
| . ,the nation. The Messianic Kingdom with its hopes of an ’
| %ideal nation furnished the outstanding hopes of Israel. 5
The individual was not given definite attention. How-
ever this national hope furnished the foundation on which
the belief in individualism could arise. ;ﬁ seeking the
l d
i

explanation of the 0ld Testammnts silence on individusl
}

limmortality,Prof.Knudson suggests twoi- first,"The

individnal was completely subordinated to the family,tribk
gand hation,that he had no independent rights or Worth"---ﬁ
If the nation was believed to be immortal ,nothing more waF

needed. Second,The Semitic people had no constructive

jimagination,lacking drema and metephysics, They concerne
1themselves with empirical and practical problems? In thepe

ihe finds elements of truth,but & more conclusive explanathon
is offered. "The that of the destihy of the individual
arose upon that of the nation. The hope of Israel carriea

with it the hope of the Israelite." (Salmond)

! As to just when individualism arose there is much

id.if:f:’erenee of opinion. F¥For some Jeremiah is the originator
and Ezekiel 1a the developer. But for others individuslism
arose early in Hebrew thot and life,arising with the
. iMessianic hope and developing with it. "The Messianie ho'lipe,

imperfect as it was in its earliest forms,expressed two i

= e=——jlmportant—truthsy the=value of-the~present—Iife—and-the—— e
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. 8cclal- character of 1ife in the new age.” R.L.Stevenson |

#

Lsays;“To believe in immortality is one thing,but first of]
1all it is needful that we believe in life."” "And so it
I

'turned out that the Hebrew religion,which seemed far

{cruder end more negative iniits view of the future life

ithan the heathen faiths,but which dld emphasige the value

I

lof life as such and its sociml character,'proved nevertheless

i
ito be the only religion that moved on to a vital amd

|enduting faith in immortality.'"

s

"To have disentengled the life of the individual

é
%from that of the mnation was not the achievement of Ezekié}
éalone. It was the outcome of a long development, ~--- |

N #
xIt was he who first formulated the doctrine of individual4sm.

| ]

|He mede it a neeegsary correlate of the divine justioce. E
18lso put back of it the gracious will of God and so f
transformed it into a gospel.™ (Knudson) j
It wag in the exile that the individual became
| the religious unit. With the temple destroyed,and
1Jerusalln gone and the people scattered;the thot of the

. people began to turn frem toward the idea of the Kingdom;

of God being witin men to some degree. This thot did not
| . |
'substitute for the thot of the Messisnic Kingdom,butb h

|

|
i

were to be connected with the individual. !

opened the way for the devedopment of new ideas which

H
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"Religionm centers in the thot of God but the thotF
#of God becomes a source of inspiration only in so far as it
. :.’elevates’ the conception of man. The conception of man is!

#

'@eoond in impor&ance only to that of God. - - Anthropology

: |
Jiagged far behind theology,and not until the very close o$

Famd
=5

the 01d Testemmmt period did & conception of man begin Ho’

arise that satisfied the developed religious consciousnes?x'

‘Much of what we find in the 01d Testesment concerning the

i
mature of man is consequently of an imperfect and sub-

i
!bhristian character.” (Knudson)
{ }

!! The Hebrew,lacking the paychological distinctions,aﬁd

| 1
ibhysiological gcilence,used four terms in attempting to 5

i%xpress his conception of man. These terms,basar(flesh); i
:pephesh,(Soul), ruach(spirit)ileb (heaet),make no minute
iéistinctions,ﬁn fact they are used at times interehangeabf}
and synonomously. And yet we are not to comsider them
ifynonomous. The Hebrew was neither a Dichotomtst nor !
;h Trichotomist. He did not consider soul and body in
Iantithesis. Life was a unity. I
i The nephesh or soul has not the same meaning as the
modern term soul has. "As the body was the union of the

t

dust with the lifé~giving spirit,and hence might be calleg

. "engouled matter™ so the nephesh might be spoken of as due 1
]
| to the union of the life~giving spirit with the flesh andi

S -hence might be called "incarnate spirit". TFlesh snd soul
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jwere thus Intimately connected with s@ch otheF mataally [
!

i

dependent upon each other;yet they root in different

L b ke X T L e e

fprlncipaes,one in dust or matter,the other in breath or

igpirit.” (EKnudson)
i
|
"the breath is gone the body is dead,moul was connected wﬁth

l'breath. Ahexample of the converse is found in i Kings lflef

Thex soul was thot of in various ways. Because Wheﬁ

Ewhen,Elijah breaths into the nostrils of the dead boy anﬁ
‘he becomes alive. But in Lev.17 we find "tHe 1life of tﬁb

jflesh i1s in the blood." Life is lost with the loss of
4
blood,hence the soul is the blood. "A still further ,

‘reason for the identification of the soul with the blood§
1

;may perhaps be found in the visible reek of shed blood,

|l

PThis would suggest to the primitive mind that there was %

Hin the bloed breath-like or soul-like subsfance."{Knudsony)

¢ The Hebrew did not speculate nor philosophise

i
}

lconcerning the soul. All theories of Dichotomy and Tri-

4

|
|ehotomy are later attempts to analyse life. Of this the

iJew was cettain;life hed two aspects- flesh or body,and
i )
isoul or spirit. Of these the flesh died but the spirit
I

was immortal, . i
II

I Where the spirit goes after the death of the body
|is the next question. If the spirit lives after death 1
ka place of existence must be provided. This place

'arises in Hebrew thot as Sheol. This thot was no doubt h
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*developed for a final abode of the clan and nation and
e
:finally cmae ot include all menkind. h

i

I

|

'l

Inot altogether uniform,but in Beneral it was thotof as

iwould naeturally perpetuate ancestor worship. The prophets

lseems opposed to the ldea of Sheol. They preached the GOE
10f the living ,not of the dead. ¥This opposition helped

]
i

»

derived or at 1east influenced by their ancestor worshipﬂ
The dead were regarded as not dead,but livingand sharingi

experiences with the living and having superhuman powersi

to help or injure. Sacrifices were offered to preserve ﬁhe

vitality and honor of the dead in the other world. Shemol

i
"The representations of Sheol #&n the 014 Testament are

a great subterranean plt or cave to which alil the dead-wJPt."

As to its origin,Charles ofiers the most plsusible thot-

"Sheol was originally conceived of as @& combinationx of ‘

graves of the clan or nation, and is thus its finsal abod

In due course the conception was naturally extended till ﬁt

tem‘oraced the departed of all nations and thus became the I

final abode of all mankind,good and bad alike." Here thq

dead continued to live,conscious and active. Such a thot!

roppesed this form of worship snd comsequently their religion

lead Isrsel to0 & higher conception.

Sheed was not a place of great joy and blessedness.

'"The Isreelites looked forward to it with unconcealed draéd“

|“0n1y one conditdon was worse ,and that was the state of those
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‘Who were unburied,so not admitted t6 Sheol." Sooial

conditions obtain thergbut ethical considerations do not
passover into that life. It was a land of disorder and ﬁgst,
iin the lowest parts of the earth, without light. It is ah

1
'shadowy existence,most miserable,and ne chance to return |

|
ifrom it.(Job 10:21f) Here they are cut off"from i

fcommunion with God and his cere” (Isa,38:18f. Psa,6:5.) I
Fis independent of Yahweh snd outside his power. The :
iremembrance of the things of life are gone,pleasures are ho
,%ore,only pain and sadness take its place.(Job 7:7-10.Ecc}9:10)

EPrinces and captives,servants and masters,small and great

¥

Iall are there. (Job 3:13ff)

[ "The thot which cheered Socrates in view of hks end

" 'was that in Hades he would be in blessed communion with tﬁe

i}
‘great and good of all time,but this is not found among th%

Hebrews? Rather the view of death was.morbid,miserable? |
Eitter,like Achilles -"Speak not comfortably Ho me of deaih;
h would rather on earth do villaine service to snother,ont
without inheritance;ﬁhose substance is but littlejthan be|

king of all the dead.”™ é
t
Dr. Cheyne puts it:-~ |

d Like sheep they sing into Sheol.

Death rules them,terrors affright them;
They go down straight into the grave;
Sheol is their mansion forever.

1 In relieving itself of this gloomy and despairing outf
| upch

=11k e ~future—IifesHebrew-thet had access—to=three— -—
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T 'lines "of thot. "The first is the resurrection of the bOAy.

jThis means the resurrection of the earthly life. The second

is the idea of a Judgment in the underworld. This ﬁxfixﬁf

-deprives the after life of its moral neutrality snd gived

ll

to 1t the .seme interests and values that the present llfe

|
|
|

possesses. The third im the immortality of the soul.-- h
These three lines of thot were first worked out by the |
l
[

Persians,Bgyptians and Greeks respectively."(Enudson)

The Jews adopted the thot eof the resurrectlon of 'bheI
’body The groundwork for this belief was prepared by theip

|
Messianic Hope. This was but the idea of a national death

Iand regurrection. When the individual came to the place
lof real worth,persondl resurrection became a necessary paft

:qf Hebrew teaching. This did not arise in definite form'ﬁ

@ntil after the exile.
|
resurrection of the body,first we have a limited and then

As in the idea& of the Messianic Kingdom so in the |

later the universal thot of the resurrection. The
i#evelopment is noted in two 014 Testament passages. Isa.268:19
%eads:é“Thy dead men shall arise,and the inhabitants of t%
Fust shall eweken and ‘shout for joy; for a dew of light if
thy dew,and the esrth shall produce the shades.” This is|

5 truly spiritual doctrine of the future life,but it is

R TE T

bonfined to the righteous. It is & life "that stends in

!organic and liv1ng relation to the present life in God
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1faithful alone stand in this relation,only the Y
. 1resurrection of the righteous was conceivably possidle.” 'z
| (Charles) Later we find that it is believed that th%

égood,bad,righteous and evil,all will be resurrected. Dan.azza
E"And many of them that sleep in the dust of the earth shJ%li
ﬁawake,some to everlasting 1life, and some to shame and
?everlasting contempt.” "The resurrection was severed from
ﬁthe reot from which it sprang and transformed into an
'eschatologyesl property or device,by mesns of which all
Ijthe members of the nation are presented in the body befoge
'God for judgment."(Charles) No doubt the thot of the
'resurrection had not Bt this time included any other but

|

i Israelites ,however a great stride has been taken;"when

the atrocities of Antiochus Epiphanes brought religious

;
despair to the hearts of all true Israelites,and roused |
the fervid patriotimm of Judas Maccabaeus and his followe?s."

|

"The development of this doctrine in the apoeryphal
. !

literature of the Jews presents a varied and inharmoniousJ

: : i
blend of colors. Inconsistencies abound,and can be explaﬁned

I
only on the ground that each writing was influenced by th&

individual experience as well as by the theological

‘idiosynerancies of its author.™ (H.D.B.)

t

§
The Apocryphal writers virtually accept the doctrime
%wf«#hparesurrec$$enma&¢expnesse&uina$hehﬁld:ﬂestamenxu ! =

| |
!
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'The prophets,while mentioning the Life after death. Jhed

1not used it to urge better living. Rather they held |
‘punmshments over the heads of the people. But the Apocryfhal
writers make immortality the incentive for good living. F
iﬁhlle this doesnot céintribute to the doctrine,yet it give

1t the important place which it deserves,as the goal of lgfe.

Sheol becomes an intermedlate place frém whence t e

'righteous go to their rewards in heaven. Enoch 22 descr besl

.it and assigns three classes to it:- two classes of wicke
lland one of righteous. Two classes are to rective final |
irewards but the third class ,which is most wicked,have !
recelhed punishments on the earth and they will remain iﬂ

Sheol. Of the others,one class whidh escaped punishmen}

in the uppér world,must suffer in Sheol and then be raise*
{at the judgment day to receive punishment. The rest must
Ego Iye to Gehenna for worse torture., " Here Sheol at itsr
%est is only é rlace of petrified moralities and suspende
%races." (Charles) Ecclesiasticus suggests rest after

Ed.aath,a.n "Eternal rest"™ (22:11; 30:17;38:23:46:19.) i
rThis idea of rest for the soul hereafter is very differe#t
&rom that of ®eath being corruption and the end of all

&hings,whioh is the more usual one in Ecclesiasticus,and
%ne 1s perhaps justified in seeing the beginnings of ;
?evelopment here,based,it is true,on some 01d Testament

bassages- the conception of the dead resting must involve
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Esome gort of a belie? beyond “the bare existence of the

shades hereafter.” (Oesterly) Here the idea of Sheol

1]
i
[becomes the Hades of the New Testament thot. "The way of

{thereof 18 the pit of Hades."(21:10) In the Book of

Judith the body as well as the spirit suffers after deaty
(16:X7) In the prayer of Msnasses judgment is passed »

|while the spirit is 1living in Sheol. (Verse 12)

b
I
| the .sinner is made smooth without stones,and at the end 1

35.

—E s o=

i
In ﬂ
2 Macoabees we have the greateé%aevelopment. Here Hades l
is a place ofpunishment of the wicked.(6:-26) For the

righteous Hades is only a temporary sbode since the

a very advanced doctrine of future life" (Charles)
Wisdom,Enoch,Baruck and Jubilees we have suggested that
there is a partial retriﬁution immediately after death.
2 Esdras 7:8f suggests that seven days éfter death the i
rewards of the righteous and wicked are meted out. Alsoi

1

there is & shadow of a suggestion that there is a possibl

—=v

I
J
i

resurrection is reserved for them. (8:9) "That book has H

In ﬁ

chance of repentance here in :Sheol. But the latter aoeé
not appedr in wither the 014 or the New Testament. |

Concerning the resurrection,the Apocrypha smems

This doctrine is asserted i1n all the Apocryphal writings

of Pharasiac origin,or when arguments are being pressed !

against the Sadducees.

]
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e

to follow the 0ld Testament thot as expressed in Daniel.l12:

i

Vie note two characteristics of thbs
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1 writings. First, the resurrection 1s Ilimited to the ~— |
Israelites. This eventually glves wayto the universal ;
thot. Second,it is a resurrection of the hody. It is

in the Hellend#tic® writings that immortality: takes the
plece of the resurrection of the body.(Wisdom 3:1-9)
k11 Israelite8 will be resurrected according to
2 Maccabees« This resurrection is not only of the spirift
but as well of the body.(7:10,11;14:46) In Baruch (49:£~51)
the resurrection of the dead is with bodies exactly as
committed to the earth with a view to their recognition
by those who knew them,and next their subsequent trans- |

formation with a view to a spiritual existence of unendiﬁg

duration. "The most imporssént and best known section of

» the Book of Enoch (37-70) contains an explicit assertion!
[ )
¥ of a general resurrection(51:1). Whether, hoewver,the !
| ;
+ writer intended to convey the thot of a resurrection. of |

| the Gentiles is doubtful."(H.D.B.) The author definite}y
denies the Gentile any resurrection,in 2 Maccabees 7:14.,
However this limited and bodiky resurrection is not
unanimously accepted by the &pocryphal writers. There

are references in 2 Maacdbees even that,if taken literal|y

would suggest a universal riging of the dead. Likewisge

in Baruch{30:2~5)and 2 Esdras (7:28)the universal

resurrection is ftaught. The Book of Jubllees suggests

== N e TSRO O, M = == == o= = iz = o3 e wem » oo o el
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g only a8 resurrection of the spirit. The wttter of 2 EsdrFs;
i —
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|2 Esdras 7:101f suggests that it takes place immediately

il
inending communion of the pious soul with God,as expresse%

_dn which is & bright spring of water." Also "§§§t£2§nx;eqtion
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definitely states his belief that only the spirit will arise.

,The corruptible body is discarded. The spiritual and matgrial
i 4
'are mutually anségonistic,and hence are not reunited. ThF
material body is annihilated at death,but the soul assumes

ia non-material body which does not ohange. (7:88;4:11:8: 5?)

e e

As to who will rise he is not definite. *
i
When the resurrection occurs is differently held. }

after death,and seven days of "freedom" and "H#est". Enoch

ithot 18 ocourred at the close of the Messianic era. "Death

?111 befall the Messiah after four hundred years reigh,and
:all mankind end the world will lapse into primeval silenoL
Efor seven days,after which the renewad esrth will give
forth its dead and God will Jjudge the world and assign the
@vil-doers.to the fires of Hell,and the righteous to
%aradise which is on the opposite side."” That it occurs
Fefore or at the time of the Judgment seems generslly
%elieved.

|
, The beliefs in the resurrection of the dead and an!

in the 014 Testament,persisted in the Apocrypha. Howeve%

ithe post-canonical writers adjusted the two ideas,and gave
i

fhem broader scope. "Sheol becomes a place of moral disti?c~

Itions W "A division is made for the spirits of the rightequs,

i



and the Messianié ageé came to be Ghot of 1n 1ess distinetly
sarthly or material terms. The resurredtion was to be either
a resurrection of the spirit or a resurrection 'in garmengs
of 1light and glory.' And the Messisnic kingdom,if estab-|

|
[1ished at ell,was not to be eternal. The dead were mnot tp

ibo raiged to participate in it. It was to be only
preparatory to the general resurrection,which was to usher
[in the heavenly kingdom or an eternal Messianic kingdom
in a new heaven and a new earth. A more spiritual concep%¥ion
Eof the future 1ife came to preveil," (Knudson) To this !
éend the Apocryphsl contributed their beliefs. The
fdevelopment ddd not reach its heights during this perioad.
"Not until the-advent of Christianity did this higher hope
become a living and burning faith." But Sheol was changed.
gt lost much of its misery and deapair. It loses that
sense of "absolute void", or "absolute forgetfulmess." I
;Gdd is not out off from it,but "%ho 1 make my bed in Sheo},
;
Thou &rt there,” is felt to be true. Sheol becomes an
intermediary ssate from which the righteous go to their
Jrewards and the wicked to their punishments. The
Feaurrection is spiritualised and universalised,until it
includes all mankind,and the spirit apart from the body is
resurrected.

The consummation of this development we sghall find

in the New.Testament,especially the tesching of Jesus. -

I
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ku The real basis of the doctrine of the resurrect1ﬁn

|
kof the dead if #ound in Jesus' teaching and his resurrection.
1

. !Brlefly we would suggest his beliefs,and its relation %o i!

l
Jthe beliefs of the preceding periods. i
# '

Jesus was confronted with three attitudes of the
Jews to the idea of the resurrection. The Pharisees
believed in the immortality of life. The Sadducees ,
while not denying the immortality of the soul,still lingﬁyeé
|in the old conception long outgrown. ?he Essenes were
moﬁastic order whose belief is somewhat uncertain in this

4
b

particular. Jemus definitely lines up with the Phariseeq

= e

;
teaching concérning immortaelity. And yet he disagrees wijth
:them in several particulars;-l.“Spiritualisiﬁg and ethicising

the aims and means of the resamrection. 2.Thru conscious |

idiétinotion between form and content. 3. By transcendingF
éa material in favor of a universal ideal."™ Inshéad of tﬂ¥
Fjudgnent of the Gentiles by the pious Israselites,the Sonlof
IMan judges men out of their own mouths."

| That Jesus accepted the doctrine ofnSheol,is wighout
doubt. His story of Dives descending into Hades,and the F
being tortured,illustrates his belief. The redeemed atﬂ
;death enter Paradlsq,as the thief on the cros s,from whence

d

Jthey are gathered into the "kingdom prepared for you fro
I

I the beginning of the world". The wickedare "cast into al

!
furnace of fire;where there is weeping and gnashing of tqbth."

=
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fdieth not and fire is hot quenched.”(Mk.10:42ff) "He ;

| . |
. }hmphatically points to everlasting punishment ¥or the soul
]

or disembodied spirit in & region of everlastin tenment."!

phailer Matthews write,"The New Testament conception of

Sheol is not fundamentally other than that of Judaiam.

Generally spesking,it does not develop any new doctrine of
Eheol,and is as far as possible from favoring the extreme
Lpecutition of either Rabbinic Judaism or of Patristic
Ehristianity."

Concerning the resurrection,Jesus teaches the 4

fesurrection of the righteous.{Matt.22:23-32.) But in Matt.

13 more the universal resurrection,for all mankind. This

3

esurrection is not be be bodily,except as a higher bodi

L1: 24 we may infer the rising of the wicked as well. Hisj[hot
i

4

Eorm is assumed. In Matt.22:29ff,the natural bodily

nections connected with propagation are denied the futﬁr%
life,but that man will have some higher type of bodily
xistence seems consistent with his teaching. If we are to
ase the resurrection doctrine on Jesus'teaching and life,we
re confronted with him after the resurrection in some
ody that demanded food and could be handled. In the
ospel of John do we get a profounder thot of the |

. esurrection as expressed by Jesus than in the Synmoptiecs. 1'

Here he "sstablishes an organic relationship,immediate: and
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SPiritual,between Himsel? snd those commitbed to Him. m{F
living relationshdp,in which all believers share;conktin%
the germ of that resurrection life which springs into beihg
‘at present,and will be perfected in the "Last Day".{John 41:25)
When we turn to the teaching of 8t.Paul,as it
gradually comes into contact with Helleniem and Gentile

thot,we find a new promingnce given the doctrine., He

'believeé that the new body would be identified with the o?d
material body. He calls it a"spiritual body",and incorru't-
ible,like Christ's risen body. (2 Cor.5:1;1 Cor.l5:44;
Phil.3:21) He distinguishes three,resurrections;l.Chris%‘s;

2.Believers in Christ;3.0ther dead.(l Cor.15:21-24) He |

W

puts no time between these resurrections,while John of thi
Apocalypse places 1000 years between the latter two. Tha'bé
Paul believed in the rYesurrection of the wicked as well as the
righteous is thus noted. "Paul spoke now of simply passing
over into the future life(Phil.1l:23)ynow of transformation
(1 Cor.15:5),but it® is uncertain whether the glorified gpin

is more properly described as his true self,or as a grafiing

W

g new plant upon the ruins of the 01ld men;also whether th
departure of the soul 'to be at home with the Lord' is a !
sleeping,a dreaming or a conscious entrance into another
shhere of existence.”™ "It was sufficient for him to urge

men to the attainment of thaﬁresurrection which was the

agpiration of his own life."
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{ Pseudepigrapha,were considered heretifal,yet the people |
il

t - !
| and even used the Apocryphal books which were a part of ﬁhat
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The Apocryphal writings were the text books of the

early Ghristian church. The early Greek Fathers,Origen

and Clement,frequently cite these books as "seripture". ajd

'Divine Soripture™ inspired etc., Augustine of the Wester

{
Church accepted them. Even tho some of them,the J

read them, While Africanusand Jerome only accepted the

Hebrew canon,the moral values =x# of these post-ceshonical

writings were recognised and they were read.in the churches.
In our New Testament there are no definite

references to the Apocryphe,and yet,the fact that theses

New Testament writerstook their quotations from the

Greek 0ld Testament would indicate that they must have seen
Bible . Also some of the canonised books are not quoted.

but Ecclesiastes,Esther;Ezra and Nehemiah are never eitei.

Further,there are evidences that the Apocryphal writingsi

were used by the New Testament writers. Hebrews 11l:34f ’

refers to the story of the Maccabees found in 2 Macc.6:18ff.

Hebrews 1:3 is like Wisdom of Solomon 7:26. Heb.4:12,13
|
is like Wisdom of Solomon ¥:22-24. The writer of the
I

Epistle of James seems acquainted with Ecclesiasticus. Then

|
there is no reasonwhy these men should not have used the?%

7

The Pentateuch; and the érophets,and the Psalms are cited; -

writings. They were not barred from usage until after thp
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'Reformafion wheti tHe Cathollics accepted thesé books ButftHe ——

?rotestants rejeated then,
. 1 As to Jesus use of them,we are not certain. That
he was influenced by them seems ev1dent from the 1dentity
ff the fundamentals of his taachlng with that of the
Apocrypna. There is no good reason why he should no?b havE
. Fead them and adopted such material for his work as he

?ould well use. . His teaching in Matt.22:23-33 seems

%dentical with 4 Maoc.16:25,which seysy"Those who die in E
behalf of God live unto God as Abrasham,Isaac and Jacob." I
?ikewise we have no doubt of Pauls use of the books. At '

{

least in his studiesin Jerusalem he came into contact witq them
%nd when he became a Christian he would adapt whatever he
#ad received from whatever source unto his new mission,of|
presenting the rksen Christ to the world. "The church of"
the first centuries made no éssential differmnce between é
%he writings of the Hebrew Canon and the so-called Apocryéha.“

§Schaff-nerzog)

i
\
!
.'

{
Altho barred from the Hebrew canon,we are not to over—

;ook the importence of these books in contributing to the,

development of doctrines that arise in the 0l1d Testamentaﬂd

nre perfected in the New Testament. With the history aqd
wradltions of Israel in mind;with the teachings of the priphets
hn thettr thos; with the influence of Persia and Greece ;

..
i

4?onetantly exerted upon them these writers could gake theﬁ

[ — e
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Foctrines .Which arese esrly in Israel the Messianio hOpe ﬁith
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%itsDay of Judgment,an&'ifzzizie for & new and Béﬁ%éf_iay;V
fand its hope of a Messiah who should establish better ruls
I
h
|
lHts doctrine of the soul of man ;and of Sheol,and of the

on the earth; and the rise of Individual Immortality,with

L
i&esurrection;- and could aid in agpiritualising them,and tl
:@ake them af more exalted worth and etermal hppe to the

Iworld. Jesus foun® & more

|

This they did in some degree.

exalted thot of man and of the coming kingdom when he camr
|

Varioul

then he would have found three centuries earlier.
rnfluences worked this change,and prepared the thot of m

Ffor His comingjybut those influences are in some degree

Yr————=

whaded up in the Apocryphal writers. "It must be said oj
the Jewish Apocalyptic that,a product &f religious syncre
it testifies to a vafiety of foreign influences."(Jackson

There is no Zkwkmm silence in the period betwwen

he Testaments. The Divine voice spoke,and that thru the |

riters of the #ipoorypha. In these two centuries-200 R.D

|

1004.D,~there was doctrinal develepment,and this is shown
! !
!

i

in the APOCRYPHA and the PSEUDEPIGRAPHR.
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