
Exodus 40: 34-LeviUcu8 6 177 

Holy place. Next, set up the five pil
lars at the east end to form the enclo
sure for the first room or Holy Place. 
Now the tabernacle proper has been 
set up and Is ready tor tbe turniture. 
Then the ark with the mercyseat and 
cherubtms will be brought into the 
Most Holy pla.ce. just inside the vail. 
Next bring tn the table of shewbread 
and set It on the north side of the 
first room or Holy Place. Then bring 
in the golden candlestick and set it 
on the south side of this same room 
and so arrange tt that the candelab
rum w1ll face the table. and then light 
the lamps. Now we are ready for the 
golden altar. It is brought into this 
same room or Holy Place and set near 
the vail that separates this room from 
the second or Most Holy place. In
cense Is now burned on this altar. 
With the tabernacle proper thus com
posed and set up it is tn order to Bet 
up the court or outside enclosure. At
ter doing so, bring in tbe altar of 
bUrnt sacrIfices and set it just on the 
Inside of the gate Or elosing eurtatn. 
One more article of furniture is to be 
brought. That Is the laver which Is 
placed between the altar of burnt sac
rifices and the entrance to the taber
nacle. This completes the enUre struc
ture and it Is now ready for the Lord's 
personal or direct Inspection. 

Verse 34. Of course no one must 
see the actual tace of the Lord, but 
some visible evidence will be given of 
his approval. Hence the cloud cov
ered the tabernacle and the glory of 
the Lord ABed it. All this Signified 
that the divine approval was extended. 

Verse 35. This verse might be 
thought to contradict the statement 
in chapter 33: 9. That place says he 
entered the tabernacle while the pres· 
ent one says he was not able to enter. 
But the explanation Is In the various 
senses of the word "enter." One mean· 
ing ot the word Ie "to abIde," and Is 
80 rendered in Num. 31: 23. The two 
passages mean that whUe Moses went 
into the tabernacle, yet he could not 
remain in It because ot the glory of 
the Lord. Not that it would have been 
impossible physically tor him to do 
so, but it was too great a glory for 
him to abide therein. 

Verses 36-38. This cloud was the 
only visible Indication that the Lord 
wished the congregation to move. It 
was a cloud by day and appearance ot 
fire by night. Tbis was always in 
sight of the people so that they could 
observe tts movements whether ,by day 

or by nIght. No advance notice was 
given them ot the intended move. 
Hence it was necessary for them to be 
always on the alert and to keep their 
attention on the cloud. It they did 
not, the cloud might move and the 
congregation as a whole leave the 
present location and the careless ones 
be left behtnd. The whole lesson Is 
the same as one given by Jesus to his 
disciples and that Jesson is couched In 
the word "watch." 

LEVITICUS 1 
General remarkR. The third book of 

the Bible Is so named from Levi, one 
of the tribes of the IsraeUtes. When 
Moses called tor the ones on the 
Lord's side to come to Wm after the 
affair of the golden calt the trIbe of 
Levi responded. Now it was fitting 
that this tribe should be honored with 
the work and service of the congrega
tion, and have charge of the law. And 
since this book 1s made up of the 
special directions tor the religious ac
tivIUes of the congregation it is fittlng 
that the book should have the name. 
Furthennol'e, while in this general 
statement, I w1ll say that the ft.rst five 
chapters gIve us what should be re
garded as the ft.ve major sacrifices of 
the law. They w1ll be described In 
their respective chapter in these five. 

Verses 1, 2 Once more we have the 
significant statement that the Lord 
gave Moses commandment to speak to 
the congregation and hence is author
ity over them. 

Verse 3. This verse tells us the ma
jor sacrifice described in this chapter. 
It Is the burnt sacrifice and should be 
scored for p.urpose of easy citation. 
One animal accepted in this sacrifice 
was of the herd or the cattle as we use 
that term. The Lord is specific in his 
requirements. It must be a male and 
without blemIsh. Also be must offer 
it willlngly. Moreover he must bring 
it to the door of the tabernade. Of 
course, that means to the door ot the 
court, since the term "tabernacle" is 
often used as a general name tor the 
whole institution. 

Verses 4, 5. The one making the 
sacrifice must lay bts hand on the 
head of tbe anImal thereby signifying 
that it is ,offered to the Lord. Then he 
Is the one who must k1ll the anImal. 
After that is done then the prIests 
shall take charge and use ,the blood 
as directed. 

Verse 6. The one makIng the otter-
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tng must ftay (skin) the animal and 
cut it tnto pieces. 

Verses 7-9. The priests shan then 
take charge again and after washing, 
the parts of the animal must be 
burned on the altar by the door ot 
the court. 

VerRe 10. If a man was Dot able to 
bring the larger animal, then he could 
bring a smaller. It could be either a 
sheep or goat, but must be without 
blemish. 

Verses 11-13. No reason Is given 
why the animal must be kllled on the 
north ~ide of the altar. But the leS80n 
is evident that when God says tor a 
certain thing to be done it is best tor 
man to obey, In this paragraph the 
reader should observe the part per
formed by the one bringing the sacri
flee and that ot the priest. The former 
killed the animal , cut it into pIeces, 
and washed the Vl;l.rts. and the priest 
did the rest. 

Verses 14. 15. God has never re
quired anything ot man that was be
yond his ability. One peMlon might "" 
able to bring the larR'est animal and It 
so he must do it. It able only to bring 
the smaller animal that wt1l do. But 
some might not be able even to bring 
the sheen or goat. In that case the 
fowls might be resorted to. But tbe 
ones designated are what be must 
brlm~. either turtledoves or nlgeons. 
Also bp. must bring them to the place 
ot sacrifices. For some reMon In this 
case' the priest did the kf11tng by 
wrlng:!ng off the head. The blood 
mu:;\t be expelled trom the body and 
poured down at the side of the rutar. 

Ver!'le- 16. The crOp means the craw. 
It. with the feath ers. was taken away 
and cast by the enst side of the altar 
near t.he ashes. This indicates' that it 
wa. .. not to be burned on the altar but 
taken just as it Is and disposed of 
with the aSlle8. 

Verse 17. The bird is cut tnto two 
pieces but the narts must not be sep
arated. Then the whole of it thus rp.
maintn~ must be burnt on the altar. 
"Otrering made by fire" denotes tha t 
not all offerings were burned. wbich 
will be tound later on In this work. 
The word "savour" Is tram RETACH 
and meana "Odor" here, alid in the 
many places in the Bible where the 
word Is used. The meaning is, when 
used favorably, that it Is pleasing. 

LEVITICUS 2 
Verse 1. This chapter describes the 

only one of the niajor sacrifices that 
was wholly vegetable. The word 
"meat" bere means meal Of product ot 
the grain. A variety of forms of this 
product was accepted but directions 
given tor the form deeided upon by 
the one bringing it. In the present 
verse it is fine flour. It Is prepared by 
pouring oil (olive) on it and putting 
frankincense on it. 

Verse 2. The giver must bring the 
flour to the priests and first take out 
a handful ot it for burning. The 
priest shall burn this handful on the 
altar as a memorial. This means it 
was a reminder that the man was a 
sinner and must do something about 
it. 

Verse 3. After the handful had been 
taken out and bUrned on the altar the 
priests were to use the bulk of the 
flour tor their food. (See 1 Cor. 9: 13.) 

Verse 4. The word "oblation" Is a 
general name for something oft'ered. 
The giver might choose to bring a 
bakemeat and It 80 tben it must con· 
sist of unleavened eakes. They must 
be made of flne fiour and mixed with 
oU. Or, if he uses waters they must 
be anolnted with ol1ve 011. 

Verses 5, 6. The margin here gives 
us "plate" Instead of pan: The idea 
Is that it was cooked on tau ot the 
stove or whatever instrument was 
used for cooking. It also must be un· 
leavened for they have alrMdy been 
told never to burn leaven. The cakes 
here prepared must be cut tnto pieces 
and have oll poured on them. 

Verses 7·9. Thts seJection was cooked 
in a trying pan. By allowing such a 
variety of means tor preparing these 
meat offerings the Lord was graciou3 
to his people. They might not all be 
equipped alike and If a man did not 
have a certatn utensn he could use 
another. In all cases It must be ot fine 
flour and the arUcIe must be brougbt 
to the priest. The priest shall take out 
a small portion to be used as a memo
rial and burned on the altar. 

Verse 10. Here again the major por
tion ot tho oblation was used by the 
priest for food, as cited by Paul In 
1 Cor. 9: 13. 

Verse 11. Here we are told the two 
things that must never be burned on 
the altar. They are leaven and honey. 
No reason Is given for this restrictton. 

Verse 12. Frutts containing hon,ey 
and certain prepared foods containing 
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leaven could be used as oblations (of· 
fer ings) to the Lord in other manner 
but never burned. 

Verse 13. Another restriction that 
should never be forgotten is that the 
meat or vegetable otrerings were al
ways to be seasoned with salt. When 
used figu ratively, one idea conveyed by 
salt is tha t of perpetuity. This servIce 
of the Lord was to be considered as 
permanent while that nation endured. 

Verse 14. A devout Israelite might 
wish to make an oUering to God in the 
very beginning of the crop season and 
before the crops were fully ripe. In 
that case be was to dry the ears BO 
that they could be beaten out. But he 
must select full earB. Of course the 
word "ears" means what we would 
call heads of wheat or other small 
grain. 

Verses 15. 16. As in the other cases. 
a small por tion must be taken out of 
the lot and oil and frankincense put 
on i t. This part was called the me· 
morial which means it was used to 
keep in memory the tact that some
thing had to be done to remind them 
t~at they were sinners. The priest 
burned this part on the aItar. 

LEVITICUS 3 
Verse 1. This chapter describes the 

peace offering and might be selected 
trom the herd, Which means the larger 
animals. In this case they were al· 
lowed to use either male or female but 
it must bo without blemish. Such reo 
striction was always made. They must 
not ocrer to the Lord something of 
inferior quality. 

Verse 2. The one bringing it was to 
kill the animal at the door ot the 
tabernacle which means the entrance 
to the court. After it was killed the 
priest must sprInkle the blood upon 
the altar. 

Verses 3·5. The word "lat" as used 
In connecUon with the aacrUlces ot the 
Lord is from a Hebrew word meaning 
the richest par t and applies to such 
qarts as the suet and like m.atter. The 
Lord always claimed that part ot the 
animals and the people were not per~ 
mitted to eat that portion. Also cer
tain portions of the animal here were 
to be· burned upon the altar. Again we 
notice that the expression "made by 
fire" is used which reminds us that 
some offerings made by the children 
of Israel were not 80 handled. And 
this sacrifice was to be a "sweet sav
our" (pleasant odor), unto the Lord. 

Verse 6. As in the caae of the first 
sacrifice described In first chapter. the 
person was not required to sacrifice 
what he was not able. 11 he cannot 
furnish a cow or bullock he ' could &e
lect one trom the flock and it could 
be either male or female. It must be 
without blemish. 

Verse 7. It was required that he 
ofter it "betore the Lord." This means 
he could not just build a fire in his 
own dwelling and otter It. He must 
take it to the place where the Lord 
had prepared to meet the people which 
was at the altar, a part of the furni~ 
ture of the tabernacle. 

Verse 8. The one bringing the sac~ 
rifice must lay his hand upon the head. 
Of course the animal must be killed. 
But there might be Some means or 
bringing about its death by attacking 
some vital part other than the head. 
This expression means that the head 
was to be severed from the body. This 
would accomplish two things. It would 
km the animal and also would CRuse 
the blood to be shed which was a very 
important thing. All through the Bible 
the value ot blood 15 kept berore the 
reader. God was looking rorward to 
when his own Son was to sbed bis 
blood tor the sin of mankind and it 
was necessary to build up the impres
sion as to tbe importance of blood. 
And for this reason no one was al
lowed to eat blood. 

Verses 9~11. These choice parts of 
the animal were taken from it to be 
burned upon the altar. Tbe caul men~ 
tioned Is the membrane across the 
central part of the body tbat Is just 
above the Jiver. Note the use of the 
word "food" in this place. The idea is 
that they were required to offer tbe 
Lord something that would have been 
useful to them. So the case la today 
and always. It we are not wtuing to 
otter· to the Lord something that is ot 
real value to us then we are not mak· 
ing any real sacriflce. 

Verses 12·16. We wlll learn later on 
that the goat was among the clean 
animals of which people were per
mitted to eat and thus could be ottered 
as a sacriflce when not able to fUrnish 
a greater beast. This animal was to be 
prepared atter the same manner as the 
other ones and tbe blood sprinkled 
around and about the altar. And the 
one bringing the animal must do the 
killing while the priest did the han· 
dling. 

Verse 17. Bere the two things they 
were never to eat are mentioned which 
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were fat and blood. It will be well 
here to state five things that are of 
special interest. Two things that must 
never be burned are leaven and honey. 
Two things that must never be eaten 
art fat and blood. And one thing that 
must never be lacking in the meat or 
vegetable offerings is salt. 

LEVITICUS 4 
Verses 1-3. This chapter describes 

the sacrifice that is the most extensive 
of all the sacrifices in that it is needed 
in more special cases· and would be 
called for on more frequent occasions 
than the others. The chapter will de
scribe sacrifices for four classes and 
will be noted as we come to them, but 
might be stated now in the beginning 
of the chapter. They are the priest. 
the whole congregation, the ruler, and 
the private individual. Just why the 
Lord was particular to consider these 
classes separately we do not know. 
But the last two words of the para
graph now being considered give the 
title of this chapter which is "sin 
oflering." And the class needing the 
use of sin offerings now described is 
that of the priests. Yes, even the priest 
had to do his duty and offer for sin. 
Here Is one of the contrasts between 
the priests of that Dispensation and 
our p.riest. The contrast is because our 
priest, though Ii ving in the flesh and 
subject to temptation, never sinned 
and therefore never had to offer a sac
rifice for his own sin. The priest was 
required to bring a young bullock. 
This means the male of the cattle, and 
it must be without blemish. 

Verse 4. As in all other cases he 
must bring his oflering to the door of 
the tabernacle and do the killing of 
the animal. 

Verse 5. Observe the expression 
"that is anointed." All of the sons of 
Aaron were eligible for the priesthood 
but all would not be needed at any 
given time. And when the services of 
a priest were needed it must be from 
one acting which is the meaning of the 
expression stated here. Of course if a 
priest had committed sin he would 
have to lay aside his robes of omcial 
service and submit his case to one who 
was in active service. But another con
trast is noted here. Instead of sprink
ling the blood around about the altar 
it must be taken to the tabernacle. 
This does not mean the tabernacle in 
general because the animal had al· 
ready been brought to that place as 
seen in verse 4. This is the taber-

nacle proper and will be explained in 
next verse. 

Verse 6. Here we see this blood was 
sprinkled or dashed seven times "be
fore the vail." This was in the first 
room or Holy Place. We do not know 
why this exception was made as to 
where the blood was to be sprinkled, 
but we do realize that a dl:1ference ex
isted in the case of a priest. 

Verse 7. While in the Holy Place to 
sp.rinkle the blood before the Lord the 
priest officiating must also put Bome 
of the blood on the horns. of the altar 
of incense. And we have another evi· 
dence that this altar was in the first 
room and not the second. 

Verses 8-10. Certain parts of this 
animal were taken from it and burned 
upon the altar of burnt offerings as in 
other cases. 

Verses 11, 12. This paragraph gives 
us much information. The major por
tion of the sacrifice was taken to a 
place outside the camp and burned on 
a fire of wood. This was an exception 
to the general rule which required that 
all burnt sacrifices must be done all 
the altar. Of course we will not over· 
look the ·fact that this animal had first 
been brought to that place and part of 
it burned on the altar. But the most 
of it was burned as here stated. At 
this place I will ask the reader to read 
Heb. 13: 11 for there is a most impres
sive comparison. More will be said on 
that subject when we reach the pas
sage itself in this work. But it is well 
to have the subject brought to our 
attention now. Another helpful piece 
of information in this paragraph is in 
the words "where the ashes are poured 
out." Occasionally a person expresses 
concern about the condition that would 
come around the altar with so many 
animals burned there and so much 
wood that would have to be burned. 
In the first place we should not be 
concerned about the Lord's arrange
ment but should remember that he 
knows his business. And even if he 
does not see fit to tell us all the par
ticulars yet we are certain that all 
will be cared for. In this instance we 
do have some information. The ashes 
of the altar were taken out to this 
place on the outside of the camp and 
depOSited. This would warrant the 
conclusion that the a.ccumulation of 
filth from the blood sprinkled around 
the altar also would be disposed of as 
the need appeared. 

Verse 13. Another of the special pro
visions for sin offerings was for the 
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''whole congregation." Of course this 
would have to refer to some kind of 
public action since the sins of the in· 
divldual members of the congregation 
are taken care of in another sacrifice 
later in the chapter. The words "and 
are guilty" here aTe explained in the 
next verse which see. 

Verse H. This sbows the writer. is 
considering a sin that the congrega· 
tion as a whole has made but was 
ignorant at the time ot the action. 
Sucb action was not charged against 
them until they learned of the mistake. 
When that was done, then a young bul
lock must be brought. This would be 
provided out of the congregational 
fund and It must be brought to the 
tabernacle just as other sacrifices were. 

Verse 15. The elders were leading 
men as to experience and judgment 
and not any offtclals. See comments at 
Ex. 3: 16. They were here to repre· 
sent the congregation In the bringing 
and killing of the sacrUice. 

Verse 16. Again the priest "that is 
anointed" Is stipulated. See explana
tion at verse 5. And In this case some 
of the blood must be brought into the 
tabernacle as it was in the ease of the 
offering for the priest. 

Verses 17, 18, This blood must be 
sprinkled or dasbed seven Urnes 
(seven in figurative language Indicat
ing completeness) before the vail in 
the Holy Place. Also Borne blood was 
to be put on the horns of the incense 
altar but the bulk of the blood must 
be poured out at the bottom of the 
altar of sacrifices. It reminds us that 
the blood of Christ was poured out at 
the foot of the cross. 

Verses 19. 20. The additional thought 
in this paragraph Is the declaration 
"it shall be forgiven them." A popular 
teaching in the world is that under 
the Jewish Dispensation the sins were 
not actual1y forgiven, but were "rolled 
forward." 'I'his is not a scriptural 
teaching. It is rather a dIrect contra
diction of positive statements of tIle 
scriptures. Special attention will be 
given to this subject at the study of 
the book of Hebrews. But it should be 
observed that in many instances in 
the Old Testament the statement is 
made that after the llerformance of 
the duty required In the animal sac
rifices their sin was forgiven. 

Verse 21. As in the previous case, 
the body of this animal was taken to 
the place outside of the camp and 
burned. 

Verse 22. This sacrifice is tOl' a 
ruler. This word is from NASI and de
fined by Strong "an exalted one, 1. e., 
a king Or sheik; also a rising mist." 
'l'he word has been rendered 'in the 
A.V. by captain, chief, cloud, governor, 
prince, rUler, vapor. So these were 
men of outstanding recognition and 
finally had some place of authority 
under the jurisdlcUon of the ofticial 
jlrlests. It such a person does a wrong 
even through ignorance, he is guilty. 

Verse 23. However, his guilt wUl not 
be held against him until he has ob
tained knowledge of the fact. Then he 
must bring an unblemished kId of the 
goats. 

Verses 24-26. The one brtnging the 
goat must klll it; then the pr iest shall 
put some of the blood on the horns of 
the brasen altar, then pour all the re
maining blood at the foot. The fat or 
tallow must be burned on the altar. 
Nothing said here as to what must be 
done with the rest of the animal. 

Verse 27. This sacrifice was for the 
private Individual of the congregation. 
He might commit a sin tbro'ugh igno
rance "and be guilty." This expression 
is explained in verse 14. 

Verses 28·31. This person may bring 
a kid of the goats. a female without 
blemish. He must klll it and the priest 
will handle 1 t as in other cases. The 
choIce parts were burned on the altar. 
And again the statement that the sins 
were forgiven. 

Verses 32-35. The individual was 
permitted to bring a lamb, a female 
without blemish. The preparation and 
handling of this animal was the same 
as tor the goat. And when it was done 
then the sin of the indivIdual was for
given, not rolled forward. 

LEVITICUS 5 
Verse 1. Thts chapter deals with the 

fifth of the five major sacritlces and is 
named in the 6th verse wbich Is tres
pass offering. The word "swearJng" 
Is from ALAH and defined "a primitive 
root; probably to adjure, 1. e. (usually 
in a bad sense) imprecate."-Strong. 
The word means to curse and is here 
used of a person -who pronounces some 
evil wish against another without a 
just cause. That would he wrong and 
mIght be overheard by another who 
would not know the truth about the 
case. He might not have seen or 
known about the circumstance tbat 
provoked the expression of cursing and 
hence could not judge of its justnesa 
or lack ot It. Yet It ia doubtful and 
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the one thus overhearing it BhouJd ex
pose the threat of the one making the 
curse. The public good might be en· 
dangered by the threat or curse of the 
one pronouncing it and the protection 
of manktnd would call for the expos
Ing thIs threat. If the one overhearing 
It does not make it known then he Is 
guilty of a sIn against the Lord. 

Verses 2, 3. Later in the law certnln 
restrictions will be given on the sub
ject of uncleanness, here provIded for 
with the sacrifice under consideration. 
And let it be noted again that when 
the person learns of the facts, then he 
is guIlty. 

Verse 4. A man might swear to do 
a certain thing. It might be a deter· 
mlnation to bring on some otber per
son or thing a good. or evil. The words 
"good" and "evll" here are not used 
in a strictly moral sense, for in that 
sense it would never be a sin a do the 
good. "Evil" means Borne unpleasant 
or unfavorable condition. There eould 
be cases where such condition would 
be justified and thus not a sin. Or a 
pleasant and tavorable condition might 
be brought to a person which would 
not be justtfied. In that case an un
worthy person would be encouraged 
and hence something "good" would be 
a sin, and the man doing this swear· 
ing would be guilty "in one of these" 
which means he would be guUty in 
either the case ot the "good" or the 
"eVil." 

Verses 6, 6. This person must con· 
fess bis wrong. That alone would not 6 

suffice. He must bring a "trespass 
offering." This is the name of the 
major sacriflce we are considering in 
this chapter. It may be ot the sheep or 
goats but must be a female and the 
priest wll1 use it on behalf at the 
guilty person. 

Verse 7. It not able to bring an ani· 
mal then he may bring two doves or 
pigeons. While the occasion of this 
action ia the sin of trespass, yet it 
must be atoned tor by Invoking the 
provisions of the first and fourth mg,
jor sacriflces. We are not told why 
this peculiar requirement. It Is enough 
to know the Lord required It and 'of 
course It 1s always best to do as God 
instructs. 

Verses 8·10. The priest must omciate 
again and kill these birds in the order 
and manner here described. "Manner" 
is from a word that means "decree or 
divine law." It refers to the estab
lished law concerning the five major 
sacrifices. As said before, the flrst five 

chapters of this book describe respec
tively as to chapters. the five major 
sacrifices of the Mosaic system. Arter· 
wards when anyone of the five is 
called for and no specificattons are 
given, then the persons concerned must 
go to these five chapters and find the 
one, or ones, required to determine the 
formula for that parttcular sacrto'ce. 
Here again please note that the ain 
atoned for was torgiven. 

Verses 11·13. Here is a case where 
a man Is too poor to bring any living 
creature. not even the birds. So bis 
conditton may be attended to. by bring· 
ing the second of the major sacrifices 
as l1sted In this part of this book. It 
is In the class at meat offerings but 18 
offered for stn. An ephah was a Uttle 
more than a bushel so the maD was to 
bring a little less than a gal10n of flne 
flour. I do not know why he was to 
put no on or Incense on it But 8uch 
was the stipulation. And the bulk ot 
the flour shall be used by the priest 
for food. (1 Cor. 9: 13.) 

Verses 14. 16. Certain things were 
appropriated to the Lord. A man might 
not know about it In some instances. 
That is. he would not know that the 
articles had already been "earmarked" . 
for the Lord and would make personal 
use of them. The-.n he must bring a 
ram to the priest for an offering. This 
would be the penal part of bls atone· 
ment. The priest is the one who must 
estimate or decide whether the ram Is 
worth as many shekels as it should be · 
worth. 

Verse 16. But the penal requirement 
is not all. That would not restore the 
things taken from the possessions of 
the Lord. So he must also make · 
amends by restoring the thing taken 
and as a further item of penal nature 
he must add a fifth. With this the 
priest wtll make atonement for him 
and he shall be torgiven. 

Verses 17-19. There is nothing new 
in this paragraph but the repetition 
will serve to emphasize the importance 
of the service and also give us another 
reminder that when a man did what 
he was told to at that day be was 
forgiven. 

LEVITICUS 6 
Verses I, 2. The five major sacrifices 

have been described in detail in the 
preceding chapters of this book. Atter 
this we will see many special applica· 
tions of them. And in Borne cases the 
particular lIl8tances In which one of 
the sacrifices wtlI be required wUl be 
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shown. All this may test our patience 
but ought to impress us with the mind 
ot God and show UB how exact he is 
about our service. While we have seen 
that the various conditions of man are 
considered, whether poor or rich and 
whether sin of ignorance or otherwise. 
yet in each case the directions were to 
be observed. In the present paragrallh 
the sin of lying is cited. Especially ly
ing concerning the personal property 
of another deUvered into hand for sate 
keeping. He might claim it bad been 
taken away by another when it was 
not the truth. If a man accepts the 
property of some one else to keep that 
commlLs him to the safety of that 
article. 

Verse 3. The popular saw "finders 
keepers and losera weepers," Is not jus
tified by the law of God; neither is it 
by the lawB of man. If a person finds 
a thing of value he should make an 
honest effort to find the owner and 
restore it. Not to do so is considered 
dishonest and is unlawful now as then. 
H the owner suspects that the person 
considered has found the lost article 
or knows something about it, then he 
must not lie about it. 

Verses 4, 6. If guilty as above 
stated, he must make it right commer
cially by restoring the lost or other 
article to its owner. Also add a fifth. 
to it for interest. or as a 80rt ot puni
tive requirement. 

Verse 6. Making a thing good finan· 
cialy does not always setUe the whole 
case. It is even so now. If 1 steal a 
man's property and am apprehended 
1 must return the stolen goods. But in 
addition I must suffer the penalty un· 
der the law. So under the law of 
Moses this man must bring an unblem
ished lamb tor a trespass offering. 
"With thy estimation" means that the 
priest must be the judge at the quality 
ot the animal. 

Verse 7. The prlest is the one to 
handle the case as in others. When 
it Is done then the man's sin was for
given. 

Verses 8, 9. Here the explanation 
is given that the term "burnt offering" 
is derived tram the continual burning 
on the altar. This subject will be con
sidered. more In verses below. 

Verse 10. WhUe ofHciating with the 
sacrifices the ashes might become too 
much accumulated tor the proper burn· 
ing of the fire on the altar. In that 
case he could conUnue in his priestly 
clothing even though doing the neces
sary and incidental work of clearing 

out the ashpit. But he must remain 
near and dispose of the ashes tempo
rarily, by putting them beside the 
&lta\·, 

Verse 11. Afterward these ashes 
must be disposed ot in the permanent 
way by being taken to a place outside 
of the camp.. Before dOing this he 
must put off his priestly garments aod 
put on others. Thts circumstance is 
the origin of the familiar comparison 
that Jesus put ott bis robes at glory 
before coming to earth. The compari
son is Quite interesting but we should 
not be too dogmatic about it for many 
contrasts also could be cited. In all 
of our comparisons. and there are 
ronny proper ones, we should be care
ful not to drIft oft' into speculation, 

Verses 12. 13. This passage must be 
considered in the lJght of Num. 4: 
13, 14. Please Bee that place now. The 
reader win learn that when moving, 
the delicate fabric of a vail was put 
over the altar and the heavy things of 
the altar service were placed on top 
of the same. This would force us to 
the conclusion that no fire was on the 
instrument at such time. Thus we 
must understand the paragraph here 
being considered as applying only when 
in service, not when in transportation. 

Verse 14, 15. A repetition of the law 
already given on tbis subject. A small 
vart of the flour was taken out of the 
supply and burned on the altar and it 
WOllld be a sweet savor or pleasant 
odor to the Lord. 

Verse 16. It Is interesting to note 
that "holy place" and "court" are used 
in the same connection. This is be
cause whUe certain distinctions are 
made as to which is the Holy Place 
and which not, yet In the sense of qual
ity, or as an adjective. all of the things 
at the Lord are holy. 

Verses 17. 18. This food was tor the 
exclusive use of the ones ofHciatlng in 
the sacrifice. No one else had a right 
to j t. That is the meaning of the last 
three words. It means that no one 
may touch it except those who are holy 
or who are consecrated. 

Verses 19-23. As already seen. the 
priests had to orrer sacrifices as well 
as did olhers. But not all of them were 
for sin. They were also for the pur· 
pose of consecration or inducting into 
active service. Whenever a new priest 
was needed to be put into service then 
thla offering of consecration must be 
made. And an interesting contrast 
here Is that no part of the otrerlng 
was to be eaten. It must be wholly 
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burnt. The reason for the difference 
is that the major portion of the other 
meat- offerings was fOf food for the 
priest. But this offering is already for 
the benefit of the priest so therefore it 
should be p.ut altogether on the altar. 

Verses 24, 25. There was only one 
altar for burnt sacrifices. That is the 
main point in this paragraph. This 
altar was before the Lord. That is, it 
represented the presence of the Lord 
in that Dispensation and hence that 
was the place where the offering 
should be made. Such restriction will 
appear more significant as we pass 
along. 

Verse 26. This holy place Is ex
plained in verse 16 above. 

Verse 27. It was not the touching 
of the flesh that made him holy. The 
meaning is that none was permitted to 
touch it unless he was holy or conse
crated. This was because the whole 
procedure was of a holy nature. This 
is indicated by the close of the verse 
since the blood of the sacrifice had 
been sprinkled on certain things and 
then spoken of as being holy. 

Verse 28. In order that this vessel 
may not be used again it was to be 
broken, if an earthen one. But since a 
brasen one could not be broken it must 
be cleansed by being scoured and 
rinsed. These are some of the peculiar 
regulations that were a part of the 
law of the Lord. No reason is assigned 
why this was required. Only, the les
son of obedience is found in the in
structions. 

Verse 29. There were certain direc· 
tions given as to who should partici
pate in the activities, such as who 
must go to the tabernacle community 
every year; and now, as to who may 
eat of this sacrifice. No particular 
reason is given. 

Verse 30. We should bear in mind 
that the terms "sin offering" and "holy 
place" are used a little freely and the 
connection must be always considered. 
We do not believe the Bible contra
dicts itself. But in one place it will 
direct that the fiesh of a sin offering 
be eaten in the holy place, the court. 
Perhaps in another it will say that it 
must not be eaten at all. But the ex
planation in the present verse is that 
the flesh of an animal whose blood is 
brought into the tabernacle for sin is 
not to be eaten. Not all the animals 
were so used so far as their blood was 
concerned. And the ones that were 
must be considered in this verse. 

LEVITICUS 7 
Verses 1-6. This paragraph does not 

offer anything new but is another in· 
stance of the repetitions that will be 
found frequently in the book. And the 
slight variation that may be found in 
the difterent accounts would serve as 
an explanation of the subjects as a 
whole. It Is similar to the fact of 
there being four accounts given of the 
Gospel. They all agree in thought even 
though different in wording. But this 
very difference serves as an explana
tion one of another. 

Verse 7. This provision for the 
priest was referred to by Paul in 1 
Cor. 9: 13. 

Verse 8. The skin could be treated 
and then used either as clothing or in 
some mechanical purpose. Thus we 
see that the necessary "food and cloth
ing" came to the priests through their 
service of the Lord. 

Verses 9, 10. This means of course 
that all except the small portion that 
was taken out to be burned was to be 
theirs for food. The word "much" is 
not in the original directly. But it 
means that the right of one of the 
sons of Aaron to this food was as 
much (or great) as that of another. 

Verses 11, 12. We are about to read 
of a little variation from the services 
that have been considered. That is, 
there is a combination of sacrifice on 
the altar with a sort of religious feast, 
The altar feature is considered in this 
paragraph and conforms to the previ
ous regulations. The variation will 
come next. 

Verses 13-15. This is the variation 
mentioned in preceding paragraph. We 
see that leavened bread was permitted 
and might lead us to confusion unless 
attentive. We have been impressed 
with the thought that no leaven was 
ever to be burned. But it is plain 
here that the service now being con
sidered in this paragraph is wholly in 
the class of a feast in connection with 
the sacrifiCial activity named in pre
ceding one. The word "eaten" in verse 
15 is the key to the situation. 

Verses 16, 17. Usually the require
ment was made that no remainder of 
an offering could be eaten the second 
day. But an exception is made here 
for no reason that is stated. Simply 
that the Lord said so and that makes 
it a law to be obeyed in faith. 

Verse 18. So particular was the 
Lord about the restrictions just given 
that if they were neglected and the 
eating was done on the· third day it 
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would not bring any credit to the per· 
tormer. Not only 80, but it would bring 
a curse on him. The same principle 
Is true now. If a person performs 
some rellglous service that is not in 
harmony with the law of the Lord, it 
not only will not be any benefit to him 
but it wUl bring the displeasure of 
God upon him. 

Verse 19. Suppose that a sacrifice 
has been attended to. Then the parts 
reserved for the prieat. the breast and 
shoulder. should come in contact with 
something that was regarded as un
clean. Then that flesh Is rendered 
unfit tor food and must not be used as 
food. It must be destroyed by fire. 

Verse 20. Uncleanness in the Old 
Testament did not always mean a con
dition of literal or actual fllth. A thing 
might be considered unclean cere
monially that was not so in its natural 
sense. This is evident tram the tact 
that many things considered unclean 
in that day are said by Paul to be 
"good" and not to be retused. (1 Tim, 
4: 4.) And when a person ate of the 
things of the Lord while he was un· 
clean he was to lJe cut oft from the 
people. 

Verse 21. T.his verse explains what 
is meant by being unclean in tbe pre· 
ceding one; It means a person that 
had come in contact with some un· 
clean thIng, And if the fact of touch· 
ing an unclean thing made a person 
unclean in that day, much more would 
it be so regarded by the Lord in our 
day. Paul teaches this in 2 Cor. 6: 17. 

Verses 22, 23. The law against eat· 
ing fat is again repeated. The fat 
means the choice part of the animal, 
such as the suet at the beef, or the 
tallow of the sheep. 

Verse 24. The fat at the animals 
was the Lord's and was to be burned 
on the altar if used at all in the ser· 
vice. But a distinction was made 
against the fat of an animal that was 
found having been torn by some beast. 
Such fat must not be used in the sacri
fices. But they could make a personal 
use of it with the restriction that they 
must not eat of it. 

Verse 25. So strict was the Lord 
about persons eating this fat that be
longed to the sacrifices that whosoever 
did so was to be cut off. See Ex. 31: 
14 for explanation of the meaning of 
this expression. 

Verses 26. 27. EaUng of blood was 
as objectionable to God as the eating 
of fat and the person guilty was to be 
"cut oft." 

Verses 28, 29. The words to- be em·
phasized here are, "unto the Lord," 
which meant the sacrifice must not be 
transacted in their private homes but 
must be taken to the place where the 
Lord was to meet with them. 

Verse 30. He could not delegate to 
another his duty. He must bring the 
otrering to the place and not expect the 
Lord to send his priest after it. 

Verses 31·34. The parts to be for the 
use of the priests are again named. 
Not.e the expression "for ever" in can· 
nection with the statute. 1t means 
"agelasting:' As long as that age or 
Dispensation continued that statute 
was to be in force. 

Verses 35, 36. The information in 
this paragraph is to the effect that the 
regulations under consideration bad 
their beginning at the time that Aaron 
and his SODS were introduced into the 
priesthood service of the Lord. 

Verse 37. The five major sacrifices 
described in the first five chapters of 
this book are named in one connection 
here and it would be well for those 
marking their Bibles to underscore the 
names and make reference to the chap. 
tel's referred to. 

Verse 38. In one verse we have the 
expressions "commanded Moses" and 
"commanded the children of Israel" 
used in the same connection. WhIch 
means of course that one expression is 
as strong as the other. That means 
that the sabbatarians who try to dis· 
tinguish between the authority of God 
and that of Moses are 1n grave error, 
Since they do this in order to cover 
up their gross inconsistencies it make8 
their perversity all the more condem· 
nable. 

LEVITICUS 8 
Verses 1·3, This Is the same ser· 

vice described in Ex. 29. Let us take 
notice that the congregation was to 
assemble and be present at the conse· 
Cl'ation service. It is' much like the 
requirements of certain activities tn 
the New Testament. They must be con· 
sidered in the presence ot the churcb. 
This great principle of God's govern· 
ment of his people will be discussed 
in detail in the proper connection. 

Verses 4·6. The first thing that was 
done for the consecration was to wash 
them. And the first thing that is done 
to consecrate a person for the service 
of God in the Christian Dispensation 
is to wash him In water. (Reb. 10: 22.) 

Verse 7. After being washed the 
garments were placed on them. The 
garments for the spiritual priests to. 
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day consist of living tor Christ. (Rom. 
13: 14.) 

Verse 8. These objects must be put 
into their proper place as a means ot 
communication with the Lord. (Ex. 
28 : 30.) 

Verse 9. This 1s the piece on which 
were the words, "Holiness to the 
Lord/' 

Verse 10. See Ex. 30: 26·29 for de
scription of this oil and observe the 
restrictions as to its use. 

Verse 11. To sprinkle or dash seven 
times is a figurative indication of com
plete consecration to God. The term 
"seven" Is so used tn the scriptures. 

Verse 12. The frequency and Impor
tance of pouring oil on the bead as 
seen in the Old Testament ceremonies 
of various kinds must not be over
looked. because it established the basts 
for the figurative use of the term. 
Thus we have the statement in Heh. 
1: 9, that God had anointed the Son 
with the oil of gladness. 

Verses 13-16. See Ex. chapter 29 for 
detailed directions for this consecra
tion. 

Verse 17. Again we have the inter
esting circumstance of taking this ani
mal's body to the outside of the camp 
to be burned. (Heb. 13: 11.) 

Verses 18-21. Perhaps the reader has 
noUced that It was Moses who was 
oftlciating in tbis service at the altar. 
That was because the priesthood has 
not yet been establtshed but is in the 
act of being established. This makes 
it necessary for Moses to act since he 
is the lawgiver and in this respect is 
greater than Aaron. 

Verses 22-24. The application of 
blood to the ear, suggested the heaTing 
of the right things; to the hand, meant 
the doing of right things; and to the 
feet . of walking in the right paths. 

Verses 25-27. Since Aaron and his 
sons were the ones to be consecrated, 
these articles were placed In their 
hands to be put through a formal pres
entation before God. 

Verses 28, 29. After the formal ac.
tions of the prospective priests then 
Moses put the pieces on the altar and 
burned them in a sacrifice. 

Verse 30. Not only must the bodies 
of the priests be consecrated as de
scribed above, but also the garments 
they are to wear In the service. So 
the robes of righteousness which Chris
tiane must wear, which means their 
mode of rellg.ious Ufe. also had the 

consecration of the blood ot Christ 
wbo is our sacrifice. 

Verse 31. An exception 1s here made 
of the manner of preparing the flesh 
(or the service. It was to be boiled 
Instead ot roasted. No reason is given 
[or this. 

Verses 32-36. Moses Is the spokes
man in this paragraph and he is direct· 
ing the actions of Aaron and his sons. 
Just why these seven days were re
quired as the period for remainiJig at 
the tabernacle is not stated. But it Is 
a common idea set forth In the several 
situations coming up in the Old Testa
ment that seven is conSidered. and Is 
suggestive of, the idea at complete
ness. Also in this paragraph is ao
other statement of the commandment 
of the Lord "by the hand ot Moses." 

LEVITICUS 9 
Verses 1. 2. The eighth day here 

means the day after the period at 
seven of the consecration set forth in 
the previous chapter. The priests have 
been placed in their omee now so they 
aTe the ODes who are to make the 
offering. In the act or consecration 
Moses did the oiferlng for them. 

Verses 3·7. Not only must the men 
to be priests be consecrated but the 
people also must be consecrated. That 
is commanded here and the priests 
just having been put Into oIDce are the 
ones to act In consecrating the people. 

Verse 8, 9. The articles of furniture 
for the service must be consecrated 
with blood. So the blood was sprinkled 
on the horns of the altar and then all 
the blood was poured out at the bottom 
of the altar. At this place we w1ll 
again recall that the blood ot Christ 
was poured out at the toot of the cross. 

Verses 10, 11. After taking certain 
portions trom the animal to be burned 
on the altar the body was taken out
side of the camp to be burned. (Heb. 
13: 11. ) 

Verses 12-14. SInce the transacttons 
are still concerned with the consecra-· 
tions of the service we are to under 
stand that "he" refers to Moses. That 
is, Aaron and his sons cooperated with 
Moses in this whole procedure just as 
God and Christ cooperated in all tbe 
transactions of the system of salvation. 

Verses 15. 16. I shall merely repeat 
here the remark that the word "man· 
ner" refers to the ordinance estab· 
lished tn the beginning of the book as 
pertaining to the law of the sacrifices. 
See explanation at chapter 6: 10. 
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Verse 11. The meat otteTing was the 
vegetable offering consisting of meal 
or fine flour. A handful was taken out 
to be burned on the altar and the rest 
of it was to be eaten by tho priest. 

Verse 18. This b.ullock was for the 
people. After it bad been slain the 
priests presented the blood and Moses 
sprinkled It on the altar. We com
pare the tact that Christ presented bis 
blood to be used in consecration of the 
system of religion to be mainta1ned 
under the last Dispensation. 

Verses 19·23. The parts to be burned 
on the altar are again mentioned. 
Then we are told that Moses and 
Aaron went into the tabernacle and 
when they came out they blessed the 
peopJe. They could not have done so 
had the people not been there in wait· 
ing. This 18 a simllar thought as ex
pressed tn Heb. 9: 28. 

Verse 24. We know from varIous 
sources that the art of flre·making bad 
been known by humanity long before 
this. It was not necessary therefore 
that the fire be miraculously started 
here, just to give them fire, hut this 
would be the Lord's manner of demon
strating his approval of the situation. 
It was not the last time that God ex
pressed his mind with fire. 1 Kings 
18: 38.) All this again reminds us at 
Heb.1:1. 

LEVITICUS 10 
Verse 1. St1Ylinf}e fire. This means 

fire obtained from the outside or from 
some source other than the one ex
pected of the Lord. An Indication of 
the source .trom which the fire was to 
be obtained is in chapter 16: 12. The 
Lord had consecrated this by starting 
the fire miraculously and there is 
where they should have obtained it. 
The R.V. words the last part of the 
verse "had not commanded them!' 
That explains the verse to mean that 
the Lord had not commanded them to 
get this fire which they used, and 
therefore it would be wrong to use it. 
The principle is taught that God does 
not have to say "doo't do U" to make 
a thing wrong. It he has not said "do 
it" with reference to subjects on which 
he is legislating, then to do a thing 
makes it wrong. ]n other words, we 
must respect the silence ot God as well 
as his spoken word. 

Verse 2. Here Is another instance 
where God demonstrates bis will by 
the USe of tire. But this time it is to 
condemn and not to bless. It was very 
appropriate to use tbis meane for pun
ishment in this instance. These men 

had gone on the outside to get the fire 
they intended to use, so God brings 
fire from the outside (miraculous 
Bource) to punish them. It says they 
were devoured. Yet verse 6 shows they 
sUll existed which proves that devour· 
Ing or destroying does not always 
mean annihilation. 

Verse 3. Since God was never, and 
never could be sinful, the statement of 
being sanctified does not always mean 
the act of cleansing from sin. It also 
means to recognize as sinless. As such 
he would be possessed 01' absolute au· 
thority and should be obeyed strictly 
and reverently. This 18 what these 
men had not done. After Moses made 
this speech we are told that "Aaron 
held his peace." He was the father of 
these men and the natural incl1nation 
would be to defend them or at least 
try to apologize 1'or them. This speech 
of Moses Quelled any such action 11' he 
had intention of defending them. 

Verses 4, 6. Something must now be 
done with the bodies and Moses called 
certain men to perform the taSk. Since 
these men were not members of 
Aaron's immediate family they did 
not belong to the priesthood. The ser~ 
vIce now to· be rendered was not of a 
priestly nature, hence, some one out· 
side of the sacred class should do it. 
Sometimes it Is necessary for the 
church to have certain work done that 
Is not a part of the reUgious activities. 
In such cases it is proper to employ 
those not Christians to do the work, 
such as building or improving the 
chUrch bouse, etc., etc. They did not 
interfere with their clothing arrange
ment for that would have been outside 
their task. They were told only to 
carry the men outside the camp. What
ever was finally done with the bodies, 
the garments were not buried with 
them for Ex. 29: 29, 30 shows that 
when it was necessary for one man to 
replace another tn the priesthood the 
garments were to come to him for ser
vice also. 

Verses 6. 7. The situation is so 
grave and the greatness of the sin is 
so depressing that Moses vuts a ban 
on all demonstrations from the remain
ing sons of Aaron. 

Verses 8-10. While aU the sons of 
Aaron were el1gible for the priestly 
service, not all of them were in active 
service at one time, but just as many 
as would be needed for the work. So 
now these two remaining sons came 
Into active service which would re
quire them to go into the tabernacle 
to officiate in the service of that place 
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88 their brothers had done before 
them. Nothing has been said as yet 
about the cause lor the rash actions of 
the first two 6008. Therefore we would 
necessarily conclude that the precau
tion here against going into the ser· 
vice while under the etrect of intoxlca· 
tion implies that such was the state of 
the sons who were slain. And we in
cidentally get a thought as to the 
effects of liquor. When men are under 
its influence, It renders them irrespon
sible and dangerous. The use of alco
holic liquor as a beverage is con
demned all through the Bible and the 
declaration 18 made that no drunkard 
wlll enter the kingdom of heaven. One 
specification here as a reason to put 
the use of 11 away, Is that they be 
able to recognize the dit!erence be
tween the holy and unboly things. 

Verse 11. Here we see that one of 
the duties ot a priest was to teach the 
people. This Is taught in other places. 
(Deut. 17: 9; Mal. 2: 7.) Moses wlll 
not always be with them and yet the 
people wUl need the services ot t each· 
ers. The Lord designed that the priests 
should do this work. In order to be 
able to do so, and be informed in the 
law, they must keep their minds clear 
from the betogging of drink. 

Verses 12, 13. Since there are some 
new priests in omce or active service, 
Moses repeats to them a part of the 
functions and privileges ot their office. 
This included the use ot making toDd 
out of the part of the meat or ftour 
offering that was left atter the small 
portion bad been burned on the attar. 

Verses 14. 15. Among the things to 
be repeated to them was the instruc
tion about the wave breast and heave 
shoulder. This was a very unusual pro
cedure and one that did not exhibit 
any logical reason. As such it might 
be the more easily forgotten and neg
lected. Therefore, it Is expressed to 
them here. The breast was put on the 
hands of the person officiating and 
waved or given a sort of swinging mo· 
tton, back and forth, before the Lord. 
The shoulder was placed on the hands 
and given a heaving, or up and down, 
motion, then approprinted to t he per· 
sonal use ot the priest tor toad. 

Verses 16·20. The goat of the sin 
otrering should have been used in a 
dIfferent way from what it was here. 
Part ot it was to be eaten in the 
court. part was to be burnt. and the 
blood was to be brought into the Holy 
Place. But when Moses made inquiry 
he found that the whale animal had 
been burnt Qd no use made ot the 

blood in the holy place. He complained 
to Aaron about it. The 19th verse Is a 
little Indefinite. It taken alone. It will 
be clear when we bear in mind the 
circumstance that has just happened 
to the other brothers ot the p.,resent 
acting priests. That affair had evi· 
dently Intimidated allot tbem. and 
they teafed to enter the Holy Place, 
It was thus an' action from fear or 
frIght, and not one of deliberate dis· 
obedience. When Moses heard this ex
planation he was content. 

LEVITICUS 11 
Verses I, 2. Before going further 

into the study ot this chapter it is 
well to make some general observa
tions. The Old Testament period was 
one of education and preparation for 
the more informal and spiritual ser· 
vice to come in the New. Mankind had 
not been instructed fully about the 
finer principles later to be taught and 
in which they were to be guided by 
the spirit of the Christian Dispensa
tion and not tbe letter ot the Jewish 
Dispensation. Among the primary or 
object lessons wa" tha.t at distinction 
between certaIn animals for food or 
sacrifice. The ones that are here to be 
classed as unclean are not to be re
garded as such Uterally or physically, 
or even from a sanitary standpoint. 
Paul declares in 1 Tim._4: 4, that every 
creature of God Is good and nothing to 
be refused. And he was talking about 
eating them too. He is not presuming 
to give directions as to what a man 
might or might not preter to eat. He 
meant there was nothing any more. 
that was ceremonially unclean as was 
the case of old. And so we are to con
sider the restrfettons of this chapter 
in the llght ot divine authority. Or, 
they were to observe these dIstinctions 
because the Lord said to, and not be
cause they could see something un. 
clean in any ot the creatures men
tioned, 

Verse 3. Two characterIstics were 
requIred of the larger animals in order 
to 'be classed among the clean. They 
must have cloven teet and must chew 
the cud. 

Verses 4-8. There could be no reason 
to misunderstand what the Lord meant 
by his instructions in verse 3 because 
he names some specific animals that 
did not come within the description. 
That Is, these animals mentioned had 
one ot the characteristics but not the 
other. That made them objectionable 
to the Lord, Naturally, then, any ani
mal that had neither ot these volJils 
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(such as the hOTse) would not be per
ml tted for food. 

Verses 9-12. Among the kinds ot fish 
to be rejected were those not bavlng 
both ftns and seales. This would ex
clue the catfish wbich all people know 
today to be one of the most desirable 
nnd delicate kinds of food. But it is 
unclean, accordtng to verse 12 at hand. 
The lessons of obedience prompted by 
faith Is the object to be taugbt. 

Verses 13-19. Instead of stating some 
eharacteristic by which to classify the 
fowls to be eaten and those to be re
Jected, they are named. The word 
"kind" is frequently found in this 
chapter. It means a variety of the 
various things mentioned. For in
stance, every variety of the eagle was 
rejected. 

Verse 20. FowlB that creep. The Re
vJsed here says "winged creeping 
things." It does not mean what would 
be termed insects, but some sort ot 
living creatures that usually moved by 
use of their feet, Yet bad wings so 
that they could mount the air. 

Verses 21-24. Some specification of 
the kind of living things referred to 
in preceding paragraph is given here 
so as to avoid confusion. This indi~ 
cates that the general claS8ification 
was to have some exceptiona. 

Verse 25. Until the even.. This 
statement or expression shows that 
many ot the laws and restrictions im
posed on the Iarael1tes were ceremo· 
nial and not physical. For it would 
be easily understood that a phYSical 
condition of uncleanness would not 
just continue till evening and then be 
gone; especially atter baving been put 
th rough some form of purification as 
was done here. But again we have the 
lesson of divIne requirement based on 
authority, and not on the logical un· 
derstanding of man. 

Verses 26-28. This would have ex· 
cluded the bear and yet today many 
people think the bear to be very ac· 
cePtable food. And accordIng to Paul 
in 1 TIm. 4: 4 it is good. But under 
that Dispensation it was a religious 
requirement to show divine authority. 

Verses 29-31. A few more speciflca· 
tlons. Here It is not only forbidden to 
ea.t certain animals but the touching 
of them rendered the person unclean. 
That would mean that such a person 
would not be fit to engage jn any at 
the services un til made clean again by 
the manner of purification to be de
scribed elsewhere. 

Verse 32. It a vessel of service 

comes in contact with one of the un· 
clean thIngs, such 8S dead animals, 
that vessel is constdered unclean and 
must be put into water. 

Verse 33. Should one of the unclean 
things fall into the earthen vessel Used 
for service, that vessel must be broken. 
This Js to be considered as an excep
tion of the preceding verse. For some 
reason this vessel was considered so 
unfit that it was to be broken and not 
cleansed by putting into water. 

Verses 34, 35. Even meat that is or· 
dinarily considered clean and fit for 
food, if it comes In contact with tpe 
water that had been used to cleanse 
a vessel, Is to be considered unclean. 
Even the cooking utenens. important 
though they may be, when coming tn 
contact with this unclean material are 
unclean and must be destroyed. 

Verse 36. Water is here presented 
with the thought that it has great 
cleansing properties. It there is plenty 
of water (much water) into which 
some article of usc happens to taU, 
then it is considered as cleansed. How
ever, if a person comes in contact with 
that thing that is about to faU into 
the water he is unclean. 

Verses 37, 38. It a part of a dead 
carcase comes in contact with seed in· 
tended to be sown. that seed is still 
clean, provided it is. left dry. But if 
water had been put on the seed previ
ous to its contact with the unclean 
carcase, it was rendered unclean. No 
reason is given for this. We know that 
water is considered as a cleansing 
agent. But when it is used in a way 
that would cause it to be a -dissolvent 
then the thing 80 afteeted by it would 
be more susceptible to the uncleanness 
of the carease. 

Verses 39, 40. Even the beasts con
sidered were rendered unclean by dy· 
ing of themselves. All persons touch4 
ing them were -unclean. The law had 
already been given against eating 
blood. An animal dying ot itself would 
not have been bled properly and hence 
must be considered unclean. Of course, 
it w1ll be necessary for someone to 
dispose ot the carcase, yet the one who 
was called on to pertorm that service 
must wash bls clothes. That stln left 
him unclean until the evening. That 
would mean that even though he went 
through the cleansing ceremony of 
washing his clothes. he would not be 
permitted to come in contact with any 
of the holy things till even. 

Verses 41, 42. Just a slight variation 
In the specifications. This paragraph 
includes the snake among the rejected 
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articles of food. It Is used today by 
many people. and if they wish to ent 
it~there is no law against it, now. But 
there was then. 

Verse 43. Here is some strong lan~ 
guage. It shows them that it they eat 
of or toueh these unclean things then 
not only would they be rendered un
clean. but they would be considered 
abominable In the sight ot God. That 
would mean, ot course, that none of 
their services rendered. while in that 
condition, would be accepted. To ac
cept them would be the Bame as ac
cepting uncleanness, which God will 
not do. 

Verses 44, 45. The fundamental rea
son is here given why they should do 
as told. It Is from the Lord their God. 
The things they were commanded to 
observe did not have any logical basts 
therefore they would be led to observe 
them through reverence for the one 
making the demand. Also, a reference 
Is made to their former bondage and 
the one now demanding their obedi
ence is the very same one who dellv
l?'red them. Therefore, gratltude as well 
as absolute reverence should prompt 
them to obey. 

Verses 46, 47. The principle ot ac
tion in this whole subject is expressed 
in the words "make a dltrerence." In 
all of God's deaUngs with man he has 
been particular to have him observe 
that princIple. It has always been ob
jectionable to the Lord for man to be 
careless about such distinctions. As a 
final summing up of this whole chap
ter, let it be remembered that what 
God wished to do was to teach the chil
dren of Israel, and through them the 
whole world, that He Is supreme. His 
creatm"e, man, must learn the lesson 
of obedience from the motive of rever
ence and not merely on the ground of 
logic. As a means of getting this Im
rortant lesson acrose, the Lord has 
laid down sucb arbitrary regulations 
as these, about clean and unclean ani· 
mals and things. 

LEVITICUS 12 
Verses 1·5. Here is an.other and a 

noted instanCE! where the requirements 
WHe not based on any actual condi
tion at uncleanness. The birth of a 
child was according to the law of God, 
and a woman was to be honored who 
had gone through that experience- yet 
this ceremonial condition of unciean
ness and tts treatment was placed in 
that law to teach the lesson of obedi
ence. We can see that no physical con
dition wa~ io the mind of the Lord 

since the period at uncleanness was 
doubled In the case of a remale babe. 
The period of preliminary unclean
ness or separation in the case of a 
male child was. only halt as long as the 
other. This was in order to comply 
with another provisIon that had been 
made witb Abram and bis seed. It was 
stipulated that when a boy baby was 
eight days old he must be circumcised. 
(Gen. 17: 12). Theretore, the period 
was regulated so as to harmonize with 
that covenant. With the female babe 
such ordinance had no relation, there· 
fore the woman was required to con
sider hersel!' unclean for double the 
time, as with the other. 

Verses 6, 7. There Is no charge of 
sIn or wrongdoing tram a moral or 
actual standpoint against a woman 
who has borne a chUd. As already 
stated, such were in high praise In the 
estimate of God. Yet she must observe 
some of the formalities of the divine 
law. Again we note that the period of 
days and weeks which she had to ob
serve while waiting for her condition 
of blood to pass, did not settle the 
maUer. She must then go through 
some of the religious EU:erctses tn con· 
nectlon with the altar. She is told to 
brIng a lamb and a bird tor an oirer
ing. She must bring it to the priest 
and he shall olllciate In the servIce at 
the altar. All this was in order to 
settle finally the whole atrair and put 
her in a state of compliance with the 
law. 

Verse 8. As In other cases at the ani~ 
mal sacrifices, God dId not make any 
demand on the woman that was be· 
yond her financial state. Thus, if she 
were not able to bring a lamb, she 
could brIng two turtles (turtledoves) 
or two young pigeons. Note that she 
would be accepted in this les58r otrer
ing only if she were not able to bring 
the other. In Luke 2: 24 'We read of 
the case at Mary, that sbe brought the 
birds. Since there was no criticism of 
her devotion at that Ume we must 
conclude that her ottering was accept· 
able. And that makes us conclude also 
that the parents at Jesus were poor. 

LEVITICUS 13 
GeneraZ remarks. It would be diffi

cult and unnecessary to consume the 
space required to comment on this 
ehapter, verse by verse, Since there is 
so much repetition. The importance of 
noting every detail of thIs horrible 
dIsease was more significant In the 
light ot the plan ot making the chll· 
_dren of Israel a nation among nations 
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and composed of strong men who 
could cope with the heathen nations 
surrounding them. Hence, they were 
given all these various symptoms for 
detection. According to the Schaff
Herzog Cyclopedia the leprosy of Bib
lical times was unlike that of modern 
times. This work of reference sums 
up the description of the disease as 
recorded in our present chapter with 
so much brevity. and yet, clearness, 
t bat I can do no better than quote 
from it the paragraph on the subject, 
as tollows: "Lepra MosaJca, leprosy of 
Lev. 13 and 14. Its most marked symp
toms were '8 rising, a scab, or a bright 
spot,' 'in the skin of the flesh' (Lev. 
13: 2), with a hair turDed wbite In the 
rising, scab, or bright 8VOt, these be
tng deeper than the scarf-skin (1S : 3), 
and spreading of the scab, etc. (13: 
7, 8.) As a more advanced case we 
have 'quick raw fiesh in the rislng' 
(13: 10). In verse 18 we find that the 
disease may take its origin In a bon. 
with the .lIame symptoms. In verse 29 
we have the disease appearing in the 
beard, or hair of the head,-a great 
ca1amity to the Jew. who was 80 proud 
ot his beard; and here it comes in the 
torm of a scall, with thin yellow hairs 
in the patches. These are all the 
symptoms we have; and they are 
probably given merely as initial symp. 
to'ms, so that the priest should recog
nize the onslaught of different diseases 
1n their earliest stages. The 'rising' 
may correspond to the tubercles of 
Lepra tuberculosa, or the bullae anaes
thetica. of the most recent authora. 
The scall of the head may be the Mor
phoea alopeciata, or Foxmange. placed 
by Kaposi (Hautkrankhelten. Wien, 
1880), as a subdivision of the second 
form of leprosy.-the Lepra maculosa. 
In verses 12·17 we read, that, 11 the 
patient is white all over, he is clean, 
no doubt because the disease had then 
run its course. In this case it Is prob· 
ably a general Psoriasls."-Article, 
LEPROSY. 

Regardless of' the actual conditlon of 
disease with those amlcted or sus
pected to be alIlicted with tbls dis
ease, many formal requirements are to 
be noted, such as the term of "seven 
days" in verses 4, 6, 26, 33, 60. All 
this indicates that even in this terrible 
ai'tliction the rule of formality or cere· 
mony, based on the authority at God 
was to be observed. To the detail of 
leprosy in a house or garment or other 
thing at an inanimate nature, atten
tion will be given in the next chapter. 

Another interesting item in the reg-

ulations of this disease and those af· 
flicted with it is given in verses 45, 46. 
After it had been concluded that a per
ion had the disease he must have his 
dwelling in a segregated district and 
not try to mingle closely with the pub. 
lie. If it became necessary to go 
abroad he must protect the public by 
covering his mouth and also by an· 
nouncing to those in hearing that he 
was unclean. This will explain the 
state of' mind ot those afflicted when 
they saw the Saviour. We read in the 
New Testament (Matt. 8: 2; Luke 17: 
12), how the lepers came toward Jesus 
with pleading and humble attitude and 
s.eeklng relief from their humiliation. 
The lepers were placed by the law in 
perpetual quarantine. 

LEVITICUS 14 
Verses 1, 2. Leprosy has been pro· 

nounced an incurable disease. How
ever that may be. it might run its 
course or it might be cured miracu
lously. And if' that took place, then 
the patient was still not ready to ba 
admitted to society. There must also 
be a ceremonial cleansing. Now we 
have no scripture statement that lep" 
rosy is a type of sin and thus are Dot 
warranted in making a positive state· 
ment to that effect. But we certainly 
would be permitted to note some or 
the outstanding comparisons. Because, 
while a sinner may get rid of his ae. 
tnal Ufe of sin by repentance or retor· 
motion of Ufe, that alone does not 
make him whole before God nor qua!· 
ify him tor the fellowship with the 
society of the Lord's people rel1g1ously. 
We shall now notice the ceremonial 
program for the cleansing of the leper 
atter being freed from the, actual dis
ease. 

Verse 3. When it was thought that 
the leper had been cleared of the ac~ 
tual disease, be was to be brought to 
the priest who. was the ofDcial person 
to handle all the ceremonies pertain
ing to the altar service. When the 
prIest made the examination and found 
the patient healed physically then he 
must proceed with the ceremonies. 

Verses 4-7. It would be unwise to 
speculate about the significance of all 
the detans of this peculiar ceremony. 
There have beea already too many in
stances or the requirements of the law 
that were so 1110gical that we know 
we cannot press them too tar, without 
seeming to get out ot the cases what 
the Lord did not put In them. But 
there can be nO doubt that in a gen· 
eral sense this whole procedure typl-
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II.. the plan of spiritual oleanslng of 
man from the stain of Bin. even atter 
be has become free of its practice. 
Some living creature had to die In 
each case and some blood had to be 
shed. Also some tortunate creature 
was to be turned loose while another 
had to be slain. And there had to be 
a dipping of one in the blood of the 
other. This may well be taken as a 
good comparison, then, between Christ 
and the case now being considered 
here. Christ bad to die for the cleans
ing of man from his sIn, while the 
man to be cleansed 1s to be permitted 
to live. By making this great sacrifice 
for the world. J eeus, the sinless one, 
made it possible and right for a sIn
ner to become whole and cleansed trom 
hIs sIn and prepared for the fellow
ship at God's people. 

Verses 8, 9. Even after the man bad 
bee n physically and ceremonially 
cleansed, he bad some further precau· 
tiona to take. After a man bas re· 
pen ted and is then made free from the 
guUt of his sins bY the blood of Christ, 
sttll he must make sure that he will 
not retu m to his former practice of 
sin and tbus become stained again. 

Verse 10. For a detalled description 
of how such creatures were to be pre· 
pared and used in the altar service see 
the first five chapters of this book and 
the comments. 

Verses 11-13. It must never be over· 
looked that in the performance of the 
sacrifices of the Jewish law it required 
the services of the priests. They were 
the lawful representatives of that sys· 
tem. And the spiritual priests (Chris
tians, 1 Peter 2; 9) are the ones who 
are to execute the divine law today 
since the law of Christ was given. 

Verse 14. We here have another 
statement of the peculiar application 
of the blood. On the ear, to signify the 
hearing of the truth. On the hand, to 
signify the doing of right things. On 
the foot, to signify walking in right 
paths. 

Verses 15, 16. Incidentally, we have 
in t his paragraph a clear setting forth 
of the distinctive meanings of the 
three words, "pour" and "dip" and 
"sprinkle." The New Testament re
quires sinners to be baptized in water 
lor the remission of sins. Certain ones 
tontend that either one of the words 
which I have here placed in quota
tions may be used as a definition of 
the word for baptism, that there is 
practically no dUference. But hel'e in 
one connection the three words are 

used and the original In each eaae will 
be given, that the reader can see for 
himselt that the three words do not 
have even a similar meaning, since 
they come from dUrerent words. The 
Hebrew words for the three words 
under consideration are, respectively, 
YATSAQ, TABAL, NAZAR. 

Verse 17. Oil is here applied to the 
same parts that had been consecrated 
with the blood. Oil was a symbol of 
light and so the person cleansed also 
needs further Instruction. 

Verse 18. Similar to preceding verse 
except that it Is done In the form of 
more honor since it Is Doured over the 
head, thus indicating the blessing of 
God. See that shade of meaning of the 
ceremony in Heb. 1: 9. 

Verses 19, 20. The former patient 
could not attend to the ceremonial 
purification for himself. He must con
tact the priest in active service at that 
time who shall handle the sacrifice ac· 
cording to the law. 

Verses 21, 22. Same provision here 
made for the man too poor to bring a 
larger offering. According to his abil
ity he must bring. The same principle 
Is taught In the New Testament. (2 
Cor. 8: 12.) 

Verses 23·30. This paragraph does 
not ditrer from various passages al· 
ready considered. But attention w1ll 
be called to the fact that not only must 
the sacrifice be submitted to the priest, 
but that must be done at the door at 
the tabernacle. It was the place desig
nated by the Lord for the o:m.cial per
formances of sacrificial service, so the 
priest could not leave the tabernacle 
and go to the man's private home to do 
that eervice for him. 

Verses 31, 32. We cannot be too ob· 
servant of the provision made accord· 
ing to the ability of the people of God. 
Many institutions of man make an ar
bitrary stipulation as to what will prO
cure their benefits and the poor as well 
as the rich are exacted. But God does 
not deal thus.- We should not overlook 
the other feature of this subject either. 
If God will make allowance for a 
man's poverty or other lack, he also 
will make the stronger demands of the 
man with more ab1l1ty. That also Is a 
principle that holds good under the 
Christian Dispensation. (Luke 12: 48.) 

Verse. 33, 34. I put plague Of lep· 
rosy. This is the expression referred 
to in previous chapter. This shows 
that whUe leprosy was a disease at 
the flesh and had its symptoms as re. 
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tated to the tissues of man, yet God 
caused inanimate objects, Buch as 
houses and garments to be infected 
with it. In this connection we will 
bear in mind that the preparatory or 
educational age of the world is still 
gOing. The people, like chlldren or 
young people in literary schools, need 
to be gradually brought into the under
standing of the higher and more log
ical principles of Ufe by first becom
ing accustomed to training under the 
"object lesson" method. The Old Testa· 
ment period may be justly considered 
as the object lesson period. This will 
explain many situations otherwise dif
ficult of understanding. 

Verse 35. The private individual 
was not permitted to decide the case. 
Neither d id he- have right to be indif
ferent about it. If there should be any 
indication that something was wrong, 
he must make it known. 

Verse 36. Nothing could be clearer 
than the thought that most at the reg
ulations practiced at the time at which 
we are writing, were formal and not 
actual or physical. Here is the case 
in point. If the condJtJon of leprosy 
had to do only with the literal sense 
of the word, then the things in the 
house would have been just as much 
tainted whether the priest saw them 
before, or atter, he bad entered the 
house. But as the case was considered, 
only the things that were in the house 
after he came in would be considered 
unclean if he found the house to be so. 
Again we have the matter presented 
as already expressed in this study. 
that many of the regulations were ar
bitrary and for the purpose of educat
ing mankind in the principle of obe
dience and respect. 

Verses 37, 38. This is one of the 
instances where the seven days were 
observed. That was often done in 
Bible times. The condition of the 
house was allowed to progress under 
the Lord's wtll, and the whole thmg 
done to teach the lesson of obedience. 

Verses 39-42. Since this whole situa
tion is under the management ot God, 
through the priest, we would think 
that miraculous power could have 
cleansed the house of the plague at 
once. This Is true. But there is more 
than the speCific value ot the house at 
stake. God Is teaching the lesson of 
obedience as stated above. Besides this, 
the lesson Is seen here, that an e1fort 
should be made to save anything that 
is threatened. That 18 a princIple 
laught all through the Scrlptu..... The 

admonitions found in many places 
about trying 'to "restore" and bring 
doubtful ones to repentance -are in h al'
mony with the procedure recorded 
here. 

Verses 43, 44. The word "fretting" 
is tram a word that means "painful. II 
Tbe thing that is being examined Is 
a dumb object. But the ettect the dis· 
ease would have on ODe who would 
be aftected thereby would be painful. 
And thus it must be considered lor 
the sake of those who would occupy, or 
even come into the house, occasionally. 

Verse 45. After the house has been 
officially pronounced unclean and defi
nitely infected with the disease, and 
after all efforts have been used to 
remedy it that were available and they 
faUed, then tbe last resort tor the 
safety of others is to destroy the house 
completely. 

Verses 46, 47. After the bouse has 
been pronounced diseased, then all 
who had been in the house while it 
was being considered are unclean, but 
not to the extent of having the dis.
ease. He must wash his clothes and 
be considered unclean "until the even." 
That is, he must consider himself as 
unfit to engage in anything that would 
require him to touch any holy thing, 
and this state at his condition was to 
be observed aU that day. As to 
whether he would ever ba.ve any more 
trOUble over the plague would depend 
on further developments. If, after the 
present precautions against infection, 
he should develop in hlmsel! any sus
ViciOUS symptoms, then he would be 
required to , undergo the experiences 
described in chavter 13. 

Verse 48. It the priest finds the can· 
dlt10ns as described in thIs verse then 
he shall pronounce the house clean. 
It wUl not be considered as having the 
dIsease of leprosy at the time of 11nal 
examination although It was so In
fested before. 

Verses 49-57. When the · plague of 
leprosy in a bouse has been removed 
by the treatment given it by the priest, 
then the ceremonial cleansing must be 
administered as in the case of a man 
so afflicted. The reader will here con
sult chapter 14: 4-7, and apply the 
thoughts there offered to the case now 
at hand. 

LEVITICUS IS 
Verses 1-13. The system given to 

the children of Israel through Moses 
was all the government they had. 
either for their religious or civil life. 
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It had ·to .. take C&n> .... ! atHhelr'·needa 
as a Dation and aa individuals. Thia 
explains in part why the requirements 
afe found in 80 many instances that 
might seem to be unnnecesssry. were 
we to be thinking only or religious 
activities. So we have all these sani
tary regulations. It Is considered need
ful by aIr that we have 80me restric
tions to be enlox-ced by law for the 
protection of the public. We are "our 
brother's keeper" In more than Doe 
sense. Even though a man were sO 
careless or negligent about his own 
welfare as to take no precautions about 
his physical condition, otbers might be 
affected by it and thua he 18 not per
mitted to do as he pleases. The public 
safety Is at stake and all means po&
sible must be used for its sake. Of 
course, wbile the actual interests of 
health In general are being taken care 
of, the lesson of respect for law Is also 
given. 

Verses 14. 15. Similar ceremony 
must be observed for the legal cleans
ing as was used in the cases of Jep
rosy. Some exceptions as to detail but 
the same principle. 

Verses 16. 17. This refers to the 
action at nature in relieving a man or 
normal strength, of the pressure from 
the reproductive impulse. It he is not 
married or for some other reason his 
lite germ is not expended by cobabita
tlon, but is discharged by the involun
tary urge of his physical impulse. that 
would bring him under the condition 
described in this paragraph. 

Verse 18. The relation or the sexes 
is an experience necessary tor the re
production ot the race and is there
fore not unclean, actually. But the 
same idea of precaution Is needed in 
this case as in others. Extreme care
lessness tn this lawful action could re-
8Ult in disease. CleanUness Is thus re
Quired. 

Verses 19-23. The same precaution 
of isolaUon for the sake ot others is' 
required in this case. No benefit could 
come to a woman thus dUcted by 
coming in contact with another, hence 
it would be no injustice to her to put 
her all tram society until su,cb time as 
would be necessary to make proper 
treatment and disposition of her case. 

Verse 24. The woman might be a 
married one. The "l1owers" reter to 
the discharge of a woman at certain 
periods through the Child-bearing por
tion of her life. If her husband should 
be 80 unreasonable as to have relations 

with her at Buch time, -then -he Is to be 
considered unclean as here described. 

Verses 25·28. The ordinary time tor 
the condition at discharge above men· 
tioned must always be considered as a 
time of uncleanness. If she should run 
over that regular length at time, aU 
the extra days must be included in 
the time of uncleanness. 

Verses 29;'30. The ceremonial cleans
ing "~s again regarded as necessary as 

" before. 
Verse 31. Many of the instances of 

uncleanness that have been treated 
previously in this study had no direct 
connection with the tabernacle. The 
women never came into it to o1flc1ate, 
nor did all ot the men. Yet the writer 
says these requirements were made 
that the tabernacle be not defiled. The 
tabernacle was a type of the church 
in many respects and Is required to 
be kept clean. (2 Cor. 6: 16. 17.) Thus. 
we see again that many of the re
quirements at that ancient system 
were typical and not literal. 

Verses 32, 33. This is a summing up 
of previous requirements. The word 
"sick" in verses 33 is from DAVl!:H and 
defined by Strong "sick (especially in 
menstruation) ." 

LEVITICUS 16 
Verse 1. In stating that the Lord 

spake to MOBes "atter the death:' etc.. 
it Is not for the purpose of giving us 
the d"ate of the conversation. We would 
necessarily know it was not betore_ 
But the expression has the effect at 
"in view of." The terrible visitation 
which God thought necessary to make 
at that tiIIle was to be a lesson to all 
others on the sanctity of the taber4 

nacle and nothing should be attempted 
that would violate that sanctity. 

Verse 2. Aaron. the High Priest, was 
the only person at that time who had 
the right to enter the Most Holy place 
of the tabernacle. And even he did not 
have the privilege of entering that 
place at Just any time he might choose. 
Hence the warning given here. The 
words "at all Urnes" mean that he 
must not come at any time the desire 
might enter his mind. To do so would 
bring death. Incidentally, we also have 
a lesson In tbis verse as to the author
ity of M0808. In a matter so important 
as to involve lite and death he was 
even above Aaron the High Priest. 
Thus we are again to be made aware 
of the error at those who try to lessen 
the authority ot the Mosaic law. 

Verse S. In a technical sense we 
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speak of the first room in the taber· 
nacle as the Holy Place and the second 
room as the Most Holy. But in a 
descriptive sense, both rooms were con· 
sidered holy. That was true even of 
the court. The connection here makes 
It plain that the second room j6 the 
place now being considered. And it 
w1ll be helpful for the reader to know 
that the chapter now belore us 1s the 
one that gives the procedure ot the 
famous day of atonement which was 
the third one of the three yearly feasts 
ot the Jews, and one on which all the 
males must go to the tabernacle com
munity, 

Verse 4. Tho garments here men
tioned are described in their making 
in Ex. 28. and were prepared for the 
use ot the High Priest when be was 
o:Oleiating as sucb. 

Verse 5. In verse 3 mention was. 
made of a young bullock that was to 
be offered by Aaron when he came into 
the holy place. We are not to conclude 
that he took the body ot the animal 
there. It was only the blood. (Heb. 
13, 11.) And the blood of this partlcu· 
lar animal was for himself. (Heb. 
6: 3.) In the verse now being consid· 
ered the smaller animals were taken 
of the congregation and for it The 
reference is made to two kinds of of
ferings, "sin" and "burnt." The reader 
again should consult the first and 
fourth chapters of this book for details 
on these offerings. 

Verse 6. This is explained in preced
Ing paragraph. 

Verse 7. The door of the tabernacle 
bere means the entrance to the court 
that was surrounding the tabernacle 
proper. The use of these goats WB.8 for 
the benefit of the congregation and 
will be understood soon. 

Verse 8. The one "for the Lord" 
here means the one that is soon to be 
offered to the Lord on the altar of 
burnt sacrifices. The other Is to be
come the scapegoat. The meaning and 
slgni:flcance of this word wtll be fully 
discussed in verses 20-22 below. 

Verse 9. This is the action referred 
to in preceding verse. This animal was 
k1l1ed and otrered on the bruen altar 
at the entrance to the court. 

Verse 10. This goat was presented. 
alive and was never killed as w1l1 be 
sbown in a later paragraph in this 
chapter. The decisIon as to whIch goat 
was to be used for this was made by 
casting lots. That was an action re
sorted to in ancient times as a means 
of deciding questions. There were 

variOUS methods used at different 
tImes, but in all CRses where God 
wished to use It as a means of mak
ing known his wlll he would always 
see that the outcome would not be 
"just luck" but come out as he wUled. 
in the ease. (Prov. 16: 33.) In using 
this means of declaring his w1ll at 
Urnes we have indication of signtf
cance of Heb. 1: 1. 

Verse 11. This same action is meant 
In verses "3 and 6. But the reader must 
not be impatient with the repetition. 
He should bear in mind that we aTe 
studying the great day of atonement 
on which the spiritual status of the 
whole nation of the IsraeUtes wa.s be
tng adjusted. The day which typifies 
50 much that is said In the New Testa· 
ment. Tbe day whose activlUes have 
so much relation to the service of 
Christ. So the words "bring the bul· 
lock" means he brought the animal and 
killed it in order to obtain the blood 
to be taken into the Most Holy place 
in the tabernacle. The disposition of 
the body of the bullock will be ex· 
plained later on In the chapter. 

Verse 12. Oenser. This 18 from MAOR
TAH and Strong deflnes it: "a pan for 
llve coals." The same Hebrew word 
has been translated In the A.V., by the 
words firepan and snuffdish. It is 
plain therefore that It was a Dortable 
instrument and not a piece of furnl· 
tUre located there permanently. He 
must take this instrument with him 
to the altar that is at the court en· 
trance. There he wlll find live coals 
because that fire was always burning 
while the institution was in service. 
There he obtained the Ore whIch he 
brought into the Most Holy place here 
described as "'within the vail." He 
also had a handful at the sweet tn
cense that had been prescribed and 
prepared for this purpose (Ex. 34: 35), 
to burn on this censer in the Holy 
Place. 

Verse 13. Tbe cloud or visible fumes 
of the incense acted as a covering tor 
the mercy seat "that he die not," or, 
that he may obtain the blessing of 
Heaven. 

Verse 14. The particular manner of 
applying the blood of the bullock Is 
here described. He was to sprinkle or 
dash the blood over and toward the 
mercy seat. At this place the promise" 
was made that God would meet with 
the priest. And at this place it would 
be proper to otter thIs blood which was 
to be to appease the Lord. This dash· 
ing of the blood was done seven times 
which 81gnUIes a complete aacrll1ce. 
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Verse 15. After the procedure of the 
foregoing verse the priest must go out 
and kill the goat that bad fallen to 
the Lord. Then he must bring of its 
blood Into the place where he had 
taken the blood of the bullock. At this 
point a question may have come up 
In the mind of the reader. We can see 
that the. priest on this day enters the 
Most Holy place more than once. And 
does this agree with the language In 
Heb. 9: 7 where it says he entered this 
place "once a year"? There will be no 
difficulty if we let the language be 
used as meaning the same as we would 
use it. For instance, we might say 
that Americans celebrate the Declara
tion of Independence once a year and 
no one would question or misunder
stand it. Then it might be asked, "How 
do they celebrate it?" and the explaM 
nation would be "by burning fireworks 
and making speeches." But the fact 
that they burnt these fireworks and 
made speeches several times on that 
day would not affect the statement 
that they celebrate the event "once a 
year." 

Verse 16. Because ot their trans
gressions. This refers to the people, 
but the expression is sandwiched beM 
tween two others pertaining to the 
tabernacle. This shows that some genM 
eral sense is meant and this will be 
fully discussed at verses 20-22. 

Verse 17. The High Priest is in one 
par.t of the tabernacle at this time. 
Therefore, we must conclude that the 
word in this verse is restricted to the 
first room or Holy Place. It must not 
be occupied while the High Priest is 
officiating in the Most Holy place. We 
are not told why this restriction was 
given to them. Verses 18, 19. All of 
the parts of the institution were to 
be cleansed by the use of the blood. 
This is what is meant by Paul in Heb. 
9: 22. That verSe is erroneously cited 
otten as referring to the blood of 
Christ. It refers to the literal blood 
of the animals slain under the Jewish 
Dispensation. 

Verses 20-22. The tabernacle and its 
furnitUre have now been purified and 
atoned for, by the blood of· the sacriM 
fices. This typifies the cleansing and 
purifying of the church which Is the 
spiritual tabernacle with the people of 
Christ under the Christian Dispensa
tion. (Eph. 5: 25, 26.) Next will come 
the service for the congregation in the 
use of the live goat, called the scape
goat. This word is from AZAZEL and 
Strong defines it "goat of departure; 
the scapegoat.". ,Tile meaning is, clefJ,r 

when we remember that this goat was 
used to let the sins of the nation es· 
cape from them into the wilderness. 
The figurative use of this goat was 
that the sins of the nation were placed 
on the head of the animal to let him 
bear the burden instead of the guilty. 
It is the basis of the expression often 
used among people of "making one the 
goat... Doubtless this is thought to be 
nothing but slang. But it is used in 
cases similar to the one where the 
term originated. A case where the 
real responsible person in a given 
matter of supposed wrong doing is 
either not known or is wished to be 
unknown, and then some other unfor
tunate fellow will be named in order 
to distract attention from the real 
guilty one. That is when the saying 
of "making one the goat," Is used. 

When the priest laid his hands on 
the head of this goat and confessed all 
the sins of the nation, those sins were 
figuratively placed there and then the 
goat was lead away in token of the 
vanishing· of the sins. This action is 
what John had in mind when he spoke 
of Jesus as the Lamb of God that 
taketh ("beareth" in the margin) away 
the sin of the world. It should not be 
thought that the individual sins of the 
Jews were all atoned for by this great 
service of the scapegoat. If, after the 
service had been attended to by the 
High Priest, it remained that some 
individual Jew owed the Lord a sac
rifice for his individual conduct and 
he did not attend to it, this service of 
the High Priest would avail him noth· 
ing. LIkewise, even though Jesus died 
for the sins of the whole world, if 
individuals fail to attend to their own 
duties of service to God, the sacrifice 
of Christ will do them no good. The 
activities of the High Priest in the 
JewIsh system were for the benefit of 
the congregation as a whole. 

Verses 23-25. One of the particulars 
not already mentioned in this chapter 
was that before the priest engaged in 
the offering of the sacrifice for sin, he 
must put oft his special clothing long 
enough to wash himself. So it was 
with Christ. Before he proceeded with 
his great work. of making a service for 
man, he laid aside his heavenly gar~ 
ments of glory (Phil. 2: 7), and came 
to earth. Then he also washed him
sel!. (Matt. 3: 13·15.) He explained to 
John the purpose, that it was to ful
fill all righteousness. Jesus carried out 
his personal duties through his earthly 
services and then completed tue great 
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matter by ottering himself asa com
plete sacrtnce tor 8l~ 

Verse 26. Nothtng new especially 
here, but we should remember that the 
goat that was taken by this man Into 
the wilderness was never brought back 
a.nd thus never used again, although 
not slain. Neither was it the plan of 
God that Jesus should be made to be
come a sacrifice for sin a second Ume. 

Verse 27. The transaction of this 
verse and the like has been referred 
to a number of times tn this work. 
But it contains such a significant and 
beautiful thought tbat I shall otter a 
few additional remarks on it. The 
language in Heb, 13: 11 is In reference 
to this circumstance. The rule was 
that animals offered to God in sacri
fice must be burned on the brasen 
altar inside the court gate. But this 
was one ot the few exceptions. And 
the featUre of it that Paul brings out 
is that the blood of tbis animal was 
brought into the tabernacle for sin, 
but that the body was taken outside 
of the camp to be burned. This typi· 
fled tlie fact that Jesus was not per
mitted to die in the city. The place 
of crucifixion was on the outside which 
indicated some humiliation was tn
tended to be imposed upon him. The 
Romans had various methods of exe
cuting the persons whom they found 
guilty of murder. or any crime call1ng 
for the death penalty. Cruclftxion was 
One of the methods and was the one 
resorted to when the "convict" wa.s 
supposed to be the most vUe and dis
graceful of all. Such a person was not 
worthy to die inside the cIty but must 
be taken to the outside and killed. 
While this was the moUve for the 
action of the Romans in the case of 
Jesus, the hand of God was in it and 
brought it about that way, for the pur· 
pose of Hs bumiliation. Not only did 
the secular government consider this 
form of execution a8 one of shame, but 
so It was considered by the law of 
Moses. (Deut. 21: 22, 23.) Paul cite. 
this scripture In his argument to the 
Gal.lIan brethren. (Gal. 3: 13.) He 
has the same circumstance in mind in 
his admonition in Heb. 13 : 11. where 
he says for U8 to go forth with Christ 
in his exile to the outside and thus 
bear bis reproach with him. 

Verse 28. This is just another men· 
tion of the ceremonial formal1ty that 
has been mentioned a number of times. 

Verses 29, 30. While this chapter as 
a whole Is on the subject of the great 
day of atonement, this passage is the 

climax ot the subject and would be 
the appropriate place to mark the 
passage if the reader Is dOing such 
marking. This teast always came on 
the tenth day of the seventh month 
regardless of all other dates or oee&
sions. Of course it was a holy day and 
no manual work allowed to be done in 
it. The priest on that day entered the 
Most Holy place in the tabernacle and 
performed the service that was to 
atone for the sins of tbe people as a 
whole and Jt was not repeated until 
that same time the following year. 

Verse 81. To "afflict" their · souls 
means that they were to be in a state 
of great humiliation in view of their 
being sinners, and requiring some vis
ible transaction, to make themselves 
at one with God.. 

Verse 32. The priesthood had been 
given exclusively to Aaron and his 
family. When it became necessary for 
another to fill the place of the one 
having served previously. he must be 
consecrated unto that oftlce. The cOn
secration ceremonies would be at· 
tended to before the death of the act
jng priest but he would not take full 
charge of the work untn the death of 
the present one. 

Verses 33, 3'. This Indicates that 
on this great day · in each year not 
only was the congregation atoned for, 
but also the tabernacle. This Is pla.in 
when we remember that the tabernacle 
was a type of the church and the 
church is composed ot human beings 
who need the services ot an atoning 
Sa.viour. 

LEVITICUS 11 
Verses 1. 2. Aaron was an inspired 

man and God guided him as such. Yet 
in this instance we note that God 
placed Moses between him and Aaron 
in giving the commandment which 
again proves the great authority of 
Moses in the law to the people. 

Verses 3-5. God haa alwaY8 had 
some specified place or thing at which 
he will meet with his people reUg
iously. In the Patriarchal DIspensa
tion it was the famUy altar of burnt 
sacrifices. In the Jewish Dispensation 
it was the tabernacle. This does not 
mean that no services ot any kind 
were permitted elsewhere. But those 
exercises pertaining to the tabernacle 
service must be performed at that 
place and Jf anyone attempted to sub. 
stitute his own home or other pri
vately chosen place .bis act would be 
considered as one guilty of blood. 



198 Levilicus 17 : 6-18: 8 

That means it was a gunt that called 
for the death penalty. While on this 
subject It will be proper to state that 
in the third and last Dispensation the 
place that corresponds with the ones 
formerly considered 18 the assembly of 
the Christians. And It likewise re
quires that certain services must be 
done in such a gathering. (Acts 20: 7; 
Heb. 10: 25.) 

Verse 6. The blood must be sprinkled 
on the altar; hence. the reason for the 
order set forth in preceding paragraph. 
The fat or Buet must be burned on the 
altar. 'That 1I8rt of all the beasts used 
in sacrifice belonged to God. 

Verse 7. Ba.criftceB unto· devils. 
Sometimes a fact 1s attributed to the 
actions of men that might not have 
been their intention. These people of 
old dtd not know much if anything 
about demons as We think of them. 
But the word used here, while directly 
it means something rough such as the 
goats or other rough animals ottered 
in sacrifice, yet the inspired writer 
concludes that such · sacrUlcea must be 
counted 88 offered. to some being other 
tban the true God. Paul comments on 
this subject (1 Cor. 10: 20), "and says 
that the heathen Sacrificed to devils 
Of demons. The word for "demons" is 
deftned by Thayer as: "a deity in
ferior to God." Every act of religion 
is given to the credit of some being 
supposed to be greater " than the one 
doing the act. Since the act of sac
rifiCing to Borne being other than the 
true God would have to be to some 
imaginary one, the inspired writers 
conclude that the demons or fallen 
angels must get the credit. 

Verses 8, 9. This is explained in 
vefses 3-5 above. 

Verse 10. The law against eaUng 
blood was never repealed. It Is still 
the law of God in the Christian Dig.. 
penaaUon. (Acta 15: 29.) 

Verses 11, 12. A rea.son is given for 
the ordinance of the preceding verse. 
The life DC all Hesh la In the blood. and 
therefore, it is considered too exclust ve 
to be used for food for the body. All 
through the deaUngs of God with man 
the importance at blood is held out. 
From the first sacrifice commanded, 
as far as we have the account, a crea
ture having blood was used. All of 
which was getting the world ready to 
appreciate the one and great sacrifice 
to take the place of all others, the Son 
DC GOd. 

Verses 13, H . The sacredneBB of the 
blood Is stUi the aubject oC the writer. 

When "a man is hunting and takes a 
living creature, that Is among the ones 
permitted to be eaten, he must shed 
its blood. Also, he must show the 
respect to it that we do to the body 
of a man. Respect it by covering it 
with the earth. The penalty for a man 
who ate blood was that he be eut off' 
or slatn. 

Verses 15, 16. The beast that had 
died in the manner here described was 
not considered as perfect, and the one 
making use of It was thus unclean. 
Not physically but in a ceremonial 
sense. Therefore, he must go through 
the formality mentioned for cleansing. 

LEVITICUS 18 
Verses 1, 2. The underlying reason 

the chlldren of Israel were to observe 
the instructions about to be given was 
that they came from the Lord their 
God. Not necessarily because they 
could see the logical connection, but 
because they were dlvine commands. 

Verse 3. They had spent many years 
in a heathen country and are about 
to come tnto another such country. 
The power of example is 80 great tbat 
constant warnings had to be given 
them against imitating the examDles 
of Iniquity. 

Ve r S e 4. Judoments, ordinances. 
There is little practical difl'erence be· 
tween these words yet some distinc· 
tion exists when used together as they 
are here. The former especially refers 
to decisIons or verdIcts that might be 
expressed by the Lord when the occa· 
sian arose. The latter had special ref
erence to laws estabUshed as a fixed 
practice. 

Verse 6. A statute Is the same as an 
ordinance and used in the scriptures 
with the same effect. But this Dlace 
has specia.l application to the . fixed reo 
quirements of the outward services of 
the law. If a man would do those ser
vices he was considered as living in 
them or by them. This is again in 
view of the thought ot their livJng in 
the obJect~le8Son period of the world. 

Verse 6. Here the special subject 
of the chapter is introduced. No phys
ical roason Is given . why close kin 
were not to marry. The theory that 
such marriage would result unfavor· 
ably in the ottspring has long been a 
popular one. Later authorities have 
discounted it: In fact, there arc nu
merous instances on record where 1m· 
mediate relatives have ignorantly lived 
in the intimate relation and produced 
chlldren with no 111 effects. Aside from 
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the positive law of God that would 
make it wrong for these people. the 
socIal confusion of Buch intermarriages 
would be an objection to them. 

Verses 7·16. I have grouped all these 
verses in one paragraph because the 
comments to be offered will apply to 
all. The reader may go through the 
verses and note the foHowing rela· 
tiona specified: Mother, father's wite, 
sister. son's daughter, daughter's 
daughter, father's wife's daughter, 
father's sister, motber's sister, father's 
brother's wife, daughter-in·law, broth
er's wife. The only expression used in 
connection with this relation is "un
cover the nakedness," This is in per
fect keeping with the Bt bUeal basis of 
marriage. The only "ceremony" re
quired or used 8S far 8S the Lord was 
concerned was the Beshly act that 
made them one. When a man and 
woman have the fleshly relation they 
are by that act made Into one in God's 
sight, and that constitutes the basis 
of marriage as far as the Lord is con
cerned. (See Gen. 2: 24.) 

Verse 17. This verse agrees wi th one 
comment in preceding paragraph, that 
social and not physical reasons , were 
the motive for this law against the 
marriage at near kin. There could not 
be any possible effect phYSically of 
producing otrspring from two dift'erent 
women even though they were of the 
same famtly blood. But there could be 
very evil results socially. 

Verse 18. The physical results of 
ottsprlng trom two sisters would be 
the same whether both women were 
living or not. But the danger of jeal
ousy would be greater it' both were 
living at the time of the marriage to 
the same man. This was manitested 
in the case ot Jacob, and the two sis
ters. in Gen. 30. 

Verse 19. Decency and cleanliness 
would be sumcient motive for this law 
even if God had said nothing about it. 
(See chapter 15: 24.) 

Verse 20. This is the same law given 
in Ex. 20: 14, 17. The word "carnally" 
could mean anythIng wrong and thus 
something prompted by the desires of 
the flesh. In this case it refers to the 
act of fleshly union with a woman be
longing to another man. 

Verse 21. The word "fire" is not in 
the original. The thought of the sen
ten'ce ,is in the word . "pass" vih'fch 
means to be devoted to or given to_ 
Molech was tbe-{:hlet imaginary deity 
of~~the Ammonites, a heathen nation 
near the chtldren of ' Israe]. The verse 

theretore means they must not permit 
their children to worship this heathen 
god. . 

Verse 22. This verse refers to, what 
is If-nown as sodomy and was the -out
standing sin of the ciUes destroyed in 
the time of Lot. This vUe iniquity has 
been practiced for centuries and indi
cates a depraved state of the passions. 
It is accompltshed by various meth
ods. but the fundamental principle in 
the subject Implles that one man uses 
the body of another in some way that 
wUI grattfy his sexual nature. This 18 
considered by Paul in Rom. 1: 27. 

Verses 23. This vUe sin is called 
bestiality in modern language. The 
stn was punished with death under 
the law of Moses. 

Verses 24, 25. Besides being vUe and 
vicious in their very nature, these 
practices were common among the na
tions surrounding the children of Is
rael and the Lord wishes hie people to 
be a separate people In their manner 
of Ufe, as well as in their state ot 
national Ufe_ 

Verses 26, 27. Not only were the 
children of Israel required to abstain 
from these evtl practices, but the so
journers who might be among tbem 
must likewise not be allowed to do 
them. And if people ot the world are 
pleased to be present wtth Christians, 
they must be made to understand that 
they cannot be Buttered to conduct 
themselves in any way that would do 
violence to the oroper conduct of said 
people. They cannot be compelled to 
take active part in the religious ac
tivities ot the Lord's people, but they 
can and should be required to respect 
their conduct and not to obstruct it. 

Verse 28. The threat that is indi
cated here was actually carried out In 
later history of the nation. Because of 
idolatry, tn imitation of the practices 
ot the heathen about them. the nation 
of the Israelttes was made to go away 
into capUvlty. 

Verse 29. Even before the nation as 
a. whole was thrust out of the land, 
the Individuals who were guilty of the 
evi1s Darned were cut off or slain. 

Verse &0. The great moUve for the 
commands and the obedience thereto 
Is that they came from the Lord their 
G<>d. 

LEVITICUS 19 
Verses I , 2.- God is a holy being and 

his creatures should have him · for ex
ample of ,their Ufe. Not ,to the ' same 
extent, which would be impOSSible, but 
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to the. extent agreeable with the nature 
ot' man. The leading thought. as ap
plied to the people, was that they were 
to be separate from otber natioDs and 
conside;r themselves exclusively sa be
longing to God. 

Verse 3. "To fear" bere means "to 
respect" and Is the same idea as In 
Ex. 20: 12. It should be noted here 
that the word "sabbath" is in the 
plural. That is because the seventh 
day of the week was not the only 
sabbath. Every holy day was a sab
bath and there were various days ot' 
that kind tn their system: All ot them 
were to be observed by abstainIng 
from manual labor. 

Verse 4. Molten gods would be the 
objects made by man by casting the 
metal in the form of Borne imaginary 
detty. Idols In general would be things 
on earth or tn the sky that they might 
worship. All of such was practiced by 
the heathen people around them and 
that was forbidden. The first and sec
ond commandments of the tables of the 
law forbade all such practices. 

Verses 5-8. This is the same stipu
lation given In chapter 7: 11-18., It is 
not stated why it was so objectionable 
to God tor them to eat of this offering 
on the third day unless it was in order 
to encourage promptness. We should 
note that one of the reqUirements here 
ts that it be offered of their free will. 
A further suggestion may be found in 
the eighth verse. It the person tries 
to prolong the otrering to the third day 
he has "profaned" the hallowed thing. 
That word means to "make a personal 
or temporal use of a sacred thing." If 
a man started out to render a religious 
service to the Lord and then tried to 
stretch it out to an unauthorized time 
it would be interpreted as indicatton 
that he was getting a fleshly satisfac
tion out of it. 

Verses 9, 10. Consideration for those 
not as -fortunate as ourselves is taught 
in this paragraph. There- wiU always 
be individuals among us ,that are 
needy (Deut.15; 11; M;.tt. 26: 11). and 
It Is a ._duty to a~_lst them. For this 
reason the remnants of their crops 
must be le.tt for them. 

Verse 11. We can see three degrees 
of "crookedness" in this verse. One is 
to steal outright. Another to manipu
late a transaction in a deceptive man
ner 80 as to cheat -the other tellow out 
ot hls property; the other is to 11e 
deliberately about the whole deal and 
thus try to get the financial advantage 
of him. 

Verse 12. It should be noted that 
false swearing Is here condemned, 
Some people try to offset the teaching 
0/ Christ on this subject (Matt. 5: 33· 
37), by saying be was only condemning 
false swearing. But that Is not the 
ease. He was condemntng something 
that was allowed In the Old Testament. 
False swearing was not allowed even 
then as this verse shows. Also, they 
must not profane the name of God. 
This is the same as taking the name 
of God in vain or to no good purpose 
and j8 condemned In commandment a. 

Verse 13. According to this verse 
"pay day" came daily. This indicates 
that the laborer needed what he was 
worklng for so much that he could not 
watt Ull some future date for bis pay. 
This further indicates that what could 
be considered "fair and living wage" 

·does not necessarlly require so much 
money that a man would be able to 
lay up great amounts of it for hoard
ing purposes. 

Verse 14. The word "curse" here is 
from a word that means to make light 
of, which would be a grievous sin. 
Also to hinder a bUnd man and take 
advantage of his misfortune would 
certainly bring the wrath of God on 
the gullty. God is tbe maker of al) 
mankind and reverence for Him as 
well as constderatlon for the unfortu
nat.e should prompt us to be a he1per 
and not a hindrance to them. 

Verse 15. The word "judgment" 
meana to render a decision in a dis
pute. In such a sltuation we should 
not allow ourselves to be influenced, 
either by our sympatby for a poor 
man, if in the wrong, nor in favor of 
another man tn the wrong because of 
his popularity or other greatness. We 
should always be impartial in render
Ing a decision. 

Verse 16. The scriptures never re
quire one to hide the truth nor shield 
a man In wrong. But thIs verse means 
one who makes a public use of a scan
daJ or rumor. That kind of a person 
would be incUned to give testimony 
against a neighbor falsely that would 
result in having hIm condemned to dIe 
by the executioner. 

Verse 17. Solomon says that "open 
rebuke Is better than secret love." 
(Prol:. 27: 5.) It Is no real favor to 
a brother to withhold a rebuke that is 
due him. He w1ll never be led to re. 
pent by our knowledge of his sin un, 
less we let him, know about it. It may 
be that if we Come out and frankly 



LevlUCU8 19: 18·28 201 

sbow him his fault he w1l1 be led to 
reformation. 

Verse 18. The principles commanded 
In this verse are also taught in the 
New Testament. (Rom. 12: 19; Matt. 
19: 19), but we -should always dlst1n4 
gulsh between individual aetton and 
offlcial or judicial action. The Corin4 
thians exercised vengeance (2 Cor. 7: 
11), but they were acUng 8S a church 
and not as Individuals. The present 
verse is against a man taking personal 
vengeance In the way of retal1aUon. 

Verse 19. Here we have another law 
that Is not based on any moral prin· 
ciple that we know of. There Is no 
objection to this kind of tbing else· 
where when the produet of such 
breeding Is In evidence. For Borne rea· 
son not made clear to U8 now the Lord 
wlsbed all things to he kept in a pure 
strain. 

Verse 20. The reader is urged not to 
forget the basis of the marriage rela~ 
tion as it existed In the beginning. 
All formal ceremonies on the subject 
have been started by man and the vio
latIon of the "moral law" really refers 
to the neglect of observance of these 
ceremonies. This fundamental prin
ciple wUl belp to understand many 
circumstances relatiVe to this perolex
ing subject. Also, the Lord was not as 
strict on the subject In those times as 
he Is now. In the present verse there 
was no violence used against the maid 
and thus she was a party to the action. 
Since she was not a free woman she 
cannot be held a8 responsible as other
wise and hence her services to the man 
to whom she was promised must not 
be entirely taken away. There must 
be some punishment and that was 
scourging. The RV. gives the pronoun 
In the plural which Is correct since 
both the man and woman are involved. 

Verses 21. 22. In addition to the per
sonal punishment put on them for 
thetr Sin, the guUty man (since he was 
the one doing the seducing), must 
bring an offering to the Lord. Of 
course, he must bring it to the door 
of the tabernacle where the 1)riest has 
cbarge and there the offering will be 
annroprtate according to the law. 
When thIs Is done the stn ot the man 
"shall be forgiven him." 

Verses 23-25. At present the chlldren 
ot Israel , are wandering in the wilder
ness. Many of the laws being given 
them had special application In accord 
with that condition. It was expected 
tbat finally they would be 8ettled In. 
their own country and then certain 

other regulations would apply. This 
passage states one of that kind. They 
w1ll start groves of fruit trees. The 
fruit ot the first three years is consid
ered as unsuitable for tood, as it would 
be somewhat immatUre. The fruit of 
the fourth year, whlle suitable tor hu
man consumption, must not be used by 
the person raising it. It must be used 
to praise the Lord. Of course, that 
could mean only that it must be 
turned over to the Levites who were 
the oflicial people for the Lord's insti~ 
tuUon. And this agrees with the law 
given at other places that the 1lrst of 
everything was the Lord's. 

Verse 26. The Jaw against eating 
blood has been noted a number of 
times. The word "enchantment" 
means a human prediction BU1)PDSed to 
be based on some unusual faculty pos
sessed by the prophet. The word 
"times" is not in the original but the 
thought of the expression is in the 
word "observe" which is to cover or 
speak indefinitely. This would be done 
to confuse the patron and make him 
think that the prophet knew something 
that he did not. The whole subject 
refers to people who are not saUsfled 
with· the things God wished man to 
know. but presume to tind out fUrther 
information. Such activities have al. 
ways been condemned and violate 
Deut. 29: 29 and many other passages. 

Verse 27. Of course we understand 
the head here means the hatr of the 
head even , as we would understand 
the beard to be the hairy growth of 
the face. And the verse has· in mind 
some of the heathen practices of mak
ing some particular condition In these 
parts ot the hairy growth 1n honor ot 
some of the heathen deities. To cut 
the hair of the head so as to leave the 
man with short hatr, was not forbid
den here. We wlll see as we go on 
through the book that it was the prac
tice for men to have their hair short, 
except when under the Nazarlte vow. 
(Num. 6: 5.) This passage means they 
must not make these peculiar altera
ttons in their hair or beard. 

Verse 28. The precedJng paragraph 
forbade the mIsuse of the hatr. This 
verse goes further and condemns the 
mutilation of the bOdy. Some heathen 
practiced the gashing ot tbe body 
either as an act ot penitence toward 
their god or in token ot Bome feeling 
of depression over the 10s8 of loved 
ones. The law against printing marka 
on the Besh would have ruled out the 
horrible practice ot tattooln,. The 
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Bame principle !s taught In tbe New 
Testament. (1 Cor. 6: 19.) When peo
ple mutilate their bodies either by 
tattooing or by printing other marks 
on them such as "make-up," which 
makes them look unnatural, they vio
late this principle taught In both Old 
and New Testaments. 

Verse 29. The margin gives us the 
word "profane" in the place of prosti
tute. That is in agreement with the 
lexicon. The word "profane" means to 
make a lower or common use ot a 
sacred thing and could well be appUed 
to cases other than those of the subject 
of morality. In this verse, though, it 
refers to the latter toptc. The hUman 
body Is a sacred possession and should 
be used in a way that will please God. 
It it is used for base paSSion or greed 
only, then, that Is a lowering ot the 
body and constitutes profanity. And a. 
man who would take advantage of hiB 
parental authority over his daughter 
would be a great sinner. Not only 80 
as to his own conduct, but he would be 
setting an example that would result 
in widespread immorality in the land. 

Ver .. 30. Explained at Ex. 31: 13, 14. 
Verse 31. In a general way this 

verse is explained in verse 26 above. 
The word "fammar" is not in the or
iginal but supplied by the translators. 
The thought of the expression Is in 
the meaning at the original word for 
"spIrits," which is given by the lexI· 
con as a "ventriloquIst or necroman
cer." It means a person pretending to 
have some special knowledge not pos· 
sessed by people In general and 
through this deception tries to get the 
confidence of his dupe. The word "wiz· 
ards" is from YmOONlY and Strong 
defines it: "properly. a knowing ODe; 
speCifically a conjurer; (by impUca.
tion) a ghost." The meaning Is much 
the same as the word just explained. 
And the principle involved is that of 
a person who makes believe that he 
possesses some faculty ot lookIng into 
the region considered unknown to the 
masses. The wbole business ImpUes 
that such person Is that mucb more 
of a supernatural being than bls fel
lows. 

Verse 32. Perhaps this command 
was and is ignored more grievously 
tban many of the other commands. 
Respect tor older persons is thought 
by many young people to be a kind of 
lowering of their own dignity. It re
BUltS In disobedience to parents and 
other persons in authority. All through 
tbe Bible the Lord bas taugbt cbll· 

dren and young folks to regard with 
respect those who are older, and to 
conduct themselves accordingly. Great 
sorrow may come to them if they 
neglect this. 

Verses 33, 34. Anotber reminder of 
tbe!r pilgrimage In the land 01 Egypt 
In which they were strangers (tern· 
porary dwellers), and were so badly 
treated. Knowing by experience how 
such treatment makes one feel, they 
should be led to consider others. 

Verses 36-37. A general Bumming up 
of the various regulations previously 
given as to their obligations to each 
other as citizens of the commonwealth. 
Ir all men would consider the happi· 
ness of others and not be centered in 
Bell alone the world would be a better 
place in which to l1ve. 

LEVITICUS 20 
Verses I, 2. This is the same Jaw 

as in chapter 18: 21, which see. Tbe 
particular mode of execution is here 
stated and the people of the land are 
the executioners. This Is just. Wben 
a man leads his chlldren to serve this 
heathen deity, It tends to break down 
the purity of the nation as a whole and 
would threaten the merging of it with 
the one that is destined to be finally 
destroyed by the Lord. It is therefore 
of national interest to keep out all 
forms of idolatry. 

Verses 3-6. Aside from information 
already considered, tbis passage gives 
us a very clear definition of the ex
pression "cut off," so often used in the 
Old Testament. In verses 3 and 5 are 
the words "cut him ol!." And in verse 
4, the the words "kill him." This gives 
us an insight to the strength ot the 
expression so orten found. There is 
a further thought in this passage. If 
the people faU to do their duty, and 
fail to execute the law of death on 
such a person, that wlll not shield him 
from the wrath of God. In such a case, 
God wlll take personal charge of the 
case and execute him. The same prIn· 
ciple Is taught in the New Testament 
l'egarding the action of discipline to 
be finally inflicted on an unworthy 
character. See Paul's statements re
garding the Olie at CorInth who was 
worthy ot drastic action and rejection. 
(1 Cor. 5: 3.) Paul, as the inspIred 
representative of tbe Lord bad already 
decided against that guBty man. Even 
It the church had neglected its duty 
that would not have been any benefit 
to the gu.l1ty person. He would have 
been rejected 01 tbe Lord, anyWay. 
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But. the church would have been 
guilty before God. 

Verse 6. Already explained in chap
ter 19: 31. 

Verses 7, 8. The word "sanctity" 
means to he separate and set apart for 
some holy and special use. God re
quired the people to be separate as a 
nation and not mingle wUh the other 
nations in their sinful practices. 

Verse 9. "To curse" in the sense of 
the word here means "to make 11ght 
of," It 1s condemned in the light of 
chapter 19: 32. See comments at that 
place. 

Verse 10. It will be noted that both 
guUty parties were to be killed. In 
the case of the Pharisees in J ahn 8: 
3·5, the woman only was brought. This 
could not have been expla.ined by say
ing they did not know the guilty man 
for they claimed to have taken her in 
"the very act." This showed their 
hypocrisy and their attempt to mis
lead J esus into contradicting tho law 
through his supposed sympathy tor 
womankind. 

Verses 11, 12. This is considered in 
chapter 18: 8, 10. 

Verse 13. This is the sin called 
sodomy and considered in chapter 18: 
22. Both men were to be killed. This 
.sort of iniquity Is what Paul means in 
1 Cor. 6: 9, at which place more de~ 
tailed explanation w1ll be found. 

Verse 14. Explained in cbapter 18: 
17. 

Verses 15, 16. See chapter 18: 23 for 
otber comments on thIs horrible evil. 

Verse 17. This 1s just a more de· 
taBed torm of the law gIven in chapter 
18 : 9, and was regarded as abominable 
in the sight of God. 

Verse 18. ThIs refers to the inde
cency of cohabiting at the time the 
woman is going through· tho . period 
experienced by those in the chUd
bearing age. Such practice was to be 
punished severely. 

Verses 19-21. A repetition of the law 
in ehavter 18: 12, 13. 

Verse 22. They were not just to 
keep part · ot the law, but must keep 
all of the Lord's judgmenta and sta· 
tutes: Tho threat that the land would 
"8pue" them out was an indefinite pre
dIction of what happened when they 
were drIven· from their land and taken 
into the captivity by the Babylonians, 
and other heathen. 

. Verse 23. SODlet,imes P!3ople who ora
fe.. to belong ' to the Lord will try 

to justify their conduct by saying that 
other people do so and so. But even 
here In the Old Testament Urnes we 
see that God's people were expected to 
be different from all others. It they 
do not intend to do so, they should 
make no profession of being another 
kind at people. 

Versc 24. This land was not ·'their 
land" by rIghtful" possessIon but by 
usurpation, tor it had been given to 
God's people in the days of Abraham. 
(Gen. 12: 7). At present it was being 
held in usurpation by the heatben, and 
God prOt>oses to let the rightful heire 
come to their own, on condition that 
they conduct themselves as they should 
and not be as evil and abominable as 
the present occupants. Many things 
forbidden of the children of Israel 
might not bave been objectionable to 
God were it not that the heathen 
made a prominent practice of tbem. 
GOO. wished to remove all things that 
might identify his people as beIng like 
the heathen. 

VerBe. 25, 26. In harmony with the 
thoughts expressed in precedtng para
graph they must make the distinetions 
already set down, and thus make 
themselves different from the wicked 
nations around them. 

Verse 27. See chapter 19: 31 for 
explanation of this verse. 

LEVITICUS 21 
Verses 1·3. The word 'for "deftled" 

bere is from an original that means 
"to be foul, especially in a ceremonial 
or moral sense, contaminated,'" accord~ 
tng to Strong. It thus reters to the 
fact of coming in contact with a 
dead person. This was forbidden lUl 
far as one's distant relation. Those 
near of kin, such as are _ named In this 
passage, of course must . be taken care 
of and In such case it was permitted 
with certain execeptions, to be IXlen~ 
tioned In , next verse. 

Verse 4. A "chief" man was pro
hibited tram such activities as re· 
terred to in preceding verse. This 
would have special avpUcaUon to men 
with position at publlc service. Such 
a man should let others care tor the 
dead so that he would be "clean" and 
free to pertorm the service that rE7 
qulred a· "clean" otHciant. 

Verse 6. This is explained' in chap-
ter 19: 27, 28. . 

Verse 6. This verse indicates thai 
the "cllief" men in verse 4, has '8p~claJ 
appUcatlon to the commOn priests be
cause they were the ones who did 
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this oIDclating. If a man had come In 
contact with a dead person, that would 
dlsquauty hlm for the work at the 
altar. Hence be must remain holy 
which here means be must not be 
ceremonially unfit. 

Verse 7. These priests, unUke those 
of the Church of Rome, were permitted 
to marry, They must marry a moral 
woman and one not divorced. 

Verse 8. Here is a good de1iniUon 
at the word "sanctHy." The priest 
was to be kept a way from the service 
of caring tor the dead 80 that he will 
at all times be prepared (ceremoni· 
ally), to walt on the altar. This pre· 
sents a condition at separation from 
the common duties of social Ute. 

Verse 9. So serious was the crime 
at 'harlotry considered, and 80 im
portant was the otHce at the priest
hood, that it the daughter of the priest 
became thus guilty, she must be put to 
death by fire. 

Verses 1().15. This passage deals 
with the restr ictions .laid on the High 
Priest. which are more stringent than 
the ones for the common priest. Of: 
course, be must not marry an impure 
woman nor any other who Is not in 
proper condition. He Is restricted be· 
yond that. A woman could be a pure 
woman morally. even though bavlng 
been married, but whUe a married wo
man Is a pure woman ; yet she is not a 
virgin. The High Priest must marry 
a virgin. Just here 80me reader may 
think the type does not harmonize 
since our High Priest, Christ. never 
married. There are at least two 
thoughtB to be taken into consideration 
here. In the first place. It 18 a mis
take to· think that all types were to 
be Identical with the antltype. We 
know that Is Dot the case. An in
stance 'or two will be cited. Moses 
was a type ot Christ and yet be was 
put to death for his sin. Canaan was 
a type of Heaven yet it contained 
sinners and other evils while Heaven 
will bave nothing vUe In it. So we 
must bear in mind that a type, l1ke 
a parable, Is intended to apply only at 
certain points and the rest of the st01"Y 
or description is given to complete the 
connection. There is another thought 
that may bave been overlooked by 
those making the objection on this 
snbJect. It I. true that Christ did not 
marry in the flesh, but he will be 
married finally, spiritually. Like the 
High Priest of the law, he w11l marry 
only 8 virgin. (2 Cor. 11: 2: Eph. 
5: 25·27) . So the type and antltype 
agree perfectly here. 

Verses 16-21. Agaln the reader Is 
reminded that we are studying the 
typical and educational age ot the 
world. Actual or physIcal objects 
must be used to teach the people be
cause they are not yet ready for the 
higher and spiritual lessoDs. ThUS, as 
spiritual unfitness is to be rejected 
when the perfect Dispensation comes, 
so the idea Is impressed on the people 
durIng the preparatory age by mak
ing the restrictions apply to physical 
things ceremoniaUy. Most of the items 
1n this pa88&ge are understood, but 
the word "stones" 1n verse 20 may 
otter an Inquiry. At the Ume the A. V .. 
was produced, certain words were used 
by the English speaking people in a 
serIous and respectful sense but may 
have since been debased to a state 
of "slang" or other objectionable torm. 
Such Is the ease with this word. The 
original word shows it to have refer~ 
enre to the reproducUve organs of a 
man. Such a man would not be able 
to reproduce atter his kind, As a type, 
it refers to a man in the profession at 
spiritual priesthood today who has 
become Impotent by sin. Such a per~ 
son of course could not bring torth 
any spiritual fruit for Christ. there
fore, such person Is not permitted to 
participate in the spiritual service of 
the church. 

Verses 22. 23. Here Is another In
stance where the type varies from the 
antitype. Tbe person in the latter Is 
not authorized to even partake of the 
spiritual activities of the church, whUe 
the former Is permitted to eat of the 
bread that has been set by, for the 
support at the priesthood although not 
allowed to omciate in the services. 
That was because such men had no 
other means at Uvlng since they had 
no land of their own and were not 
mingled with the outside In general. 

Verse 24. Once more we see the 
great superiority of Moses. God did 
not tell this law directly to Aaron 
although be was an inspired man. But 
he told it to Moses, and he in turn 
told it to Aaron and his sons. 

LEVITICUS 22 
Verses 1-3. All of the statements In 

this paragraph must be considered, 
to avoid contusion. We would natur
ally think that the priests were the 
very ones to have charge of the holy 
things of the people. That is true un· 
less they have become defiled tn Borne 
manner. If that has taken place with 
any of them then they are dlsqualtfted 
for the usual service because their 
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"uncleanness" is upOn thelD. If they 
presume to officiate while In that con· 
dlt10D they are to be cut ott. 

Verses 4·6. Some items of tbis cere
monial uncleanness are specified be
cause the people had to be reminded 
trom time to time just what God 
meant by his restrictions. These items 
have already been explained previously 
In this work. 

Verse 7. "When the sun Is down" 
here bas the same meaning 8S "at 
even" in other places where this cere
monial uncleanness is the subject. And 
agaJn we must note that it Is not 
actual or physical uncleanness that Is 
beIng considered. No arbItrary time, 
such as the sundown, would make the 
person clean. But Borne rule bad to be 
established whUe they were being 
trained In the practice of obedience. 
So this rule was given. 

Verse 8. This was considered in 
chapter 7: 24. 

Verse 9. In this verse the word 
"die," Is used in the same Connection 
and about the same persons as "cut 
off." in verse 3. 

Verse 10. A stranger Is one from 
the outside, and thus, not a member 
of the priesthood. Such a person must 
not eat of the holy things. Likewise, 
one who Is not of the Christian priest
hood (meaning a disciple of Christ), 
Is not authorized to partake at the 
things belonging to the service at 
Christ. 

Vere. 11. If a man Is bought by 
the money of the priest, then such 
person was permitted to partake. Or 
it a chUd Is born to the priest he also 
Is permitted to partake. Likewise, a 
person who Is bought with the money 
(price, or blood) of Christ is per
mitted to partake ot the divine ser
vIce and claim its benefits as his own. 

Verses 12, 13. The outstanding 
thought In this paragraph is that the 
services and benefits at the priesthood 
were not tor those on the outsIde. If 
a priest's daughter married one out
sIde that dlsqual1fted her. It Is true 
today, that If a discIple of Cbrlst joins 
himself to any institutIon outside of 
the church, that disqualifies him trom 
further participation in the Lord's ser
vices. It' the prIest's daughter becomes 
separated from the objectionable per· 
son and is returned to her father's 
house, then she may again partake. 
Likewise, when a disciple who has 
erred and gone from the Lord's fellow. 
ship, shall return to tbe fold, then 

he may again have fellowship with 
the service as before. 

Verse 14. To eat "unwittingly" 
means to do so without knowing the 
facts at the time. After learning the 
truth, then he must make it right as 
stated. 

Verses 15, 16. This means that such 
persons must not be permitted to go 
on in the divIne service until th~ tres· 
pass bas been made right. 

Verses 17-19. Again, the importance 
of the Lord's service and its required 
purity 18 the reason why there ts 80 
much repetition. Even in the Christian 
Dispensation' a large amount , of the 
teaching was done by repetition. tor 
this purpose. (2 Pe. 3: 1). 

Verse 20·22. The perfect animal was 
always required when oftered tn the 
specified services of the Lord. This 
was always demanded. 

Verse 23. Distinction Is made here 
between "freewUl ofrerings" and a 
"vow." Here is another view ot the 
ceremonial or formal nature of tbat 
law. As has been stated so often. many 
of the requirements were ceremonial 
and not physical or logical. That is 
why certain services would permtt of 
things not perfect. I shall suggest by 
way ot lllustration that in the N. T. 
system we learn that certain qual1ftca
tions bad to be present in a man be
fore he could serve as a bishop of the 
church. Yet. there are some of them 
that would not be required of unofflcial 
men before they might partake of the 
services of the Lord as a Christian. 
(Se. 1 Tim. 3). 

Verses 24, 25. We have previously 
seen (chapter 7: 24;, 17: 15; 22: 8) 
that they were not permitted these 
mangled beasts to be eaten. Now they 
were also not permitted to ofter them 
to the Lord. Surely, it an object Is not 
fit for private use it is not fit for the 
service of tne Lord. Today people , wUl 
sometimes be more exacting about the 
things they want for their own use 
than they are In what they ofter to 
Christ. They will allow conditions and 
explanations to be app11ed against the 
demands of Christ that they would not 
even consIder it their personal in
terests were concerned. Such persons 
should take a lesson from the teach· 
lng bere. It is required of Christians 
to take such lessons. (Rom. 15: 4). 

Verses 26·28. This paragraph Is on 
the same principle set forth in Ex. 
23: 19. It is one that encourages the 
spirit ot being humane. KlndneB8 to 
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animats is plainly taught in the Old 
Te.tament. (Prov. 12: 10). 

Verses 29, 30. Certain offerings that 
were not directly required might be 
oaered voluntarlly. If otrered, then the 
Lord gave certain regulations. In this 
case the offering must be used In the 
day first otrered. It might not be COD
tributed so as to make it stretch out 
over an extended period. See com
ments on this subject at chapter 19: 
5·8. 

Verses 31-33. Two great facts were 
kept constantly berOTe the minds ot 
the chlldren of Israel: That it was 
the Lord who was commanding them, 
and that it was the very One who had 
delivered them from bondage or Egypt. 
Gratitude should have urged them to 
be obedient to his holy laws. 

LEVITICUS 23 
Verses I, 2. This Is the chapter that 

gives us the most detailed description 
ot the three yearly feasts of the Jewish 
law and we shall study it with great 
care. In the present paragraph these 
feasts are called "holy convocationa." 
The second of these words Is trom 
IDQB.A. and deftned "something called 
out, 1. e. a publlc meeting (the act, 
the person, or the place); also & .. re~ 
hearsal,"-Strong. And since everyone 
of these occasions on which a gather~ 
ing of the people, or certain ones of 
the people, was required was also a 
day of rest from manual labor, the 
name came to be synonymous of sab
bath. In view of this we shall so con· 
sider the convocations about to be men· 
tioned. 

Verse 3, As further proof of the idea 
tn the preceding paragraph, tn this 
one we have the expression "seventh 
day" used in the same connection wltb 
the word "convocation." Of course 
we should bear in mind that thus far 
the subject. matter has speCifically to 
do with the weekly sabbath which 
came and was to be observed regard· 
less of all other holy days. The strlct· 
ness of its requirements will serve as 
an insight tnto the mind of the Lord 
as concerning the other holy daYB and 
occasions. The expression .. at the 
Lord" is not to be taken as indicating 
~ha t the other sabbaths did not come 
from the Lord. But the weekly sah-
bath Is referred to tn this way because 
It Is the one which God hlm.o!! actu
ally observed at the instance of the 
week of creation. God. ueed six days for 
his creative work and at the end of the 
six days his work was ended. The 
day following the days of creation 

was therefore observed by the rest or 
pause of God on that day. Since he 
was the one who established such a 
day at that time it is referred to tn 
after chapters in . the Bible as "my 
rest" (Heb. 3 and 4). 

Verse {. Here the feasts of the Lord 
are called holy convocations. This 
brings in the special feature of the 
word. It not only means any holy 
day but Includes the Idea of some 
sort of assembling. That would be 
necessary in order to carry out the 
activities of these feasts as we wtll 
see. They were to come at stated 
times as here mentioned since they 
were to be "proclaimed In their sea
sons." 

Verse 6. We cannot give much at· 
tenUon to the teaching that the pass
over was one at the sabbath days ot 
the Old Testament Bystem. Here it Is 
mentioned Immediately after that of 
the "holy convocation" of the previous 
verse, which is an Introduction to these 
holy days. Therefore, whether here or 
in the New Testament times, let us 
never lose sight of the truth that the 
passover Is always to be reckoned 
among the sabbath days. Since it 
came only once a year whUe the weekly 
sabbath -came over £lfty times a year 
that would make it a sabbath day of 
unusual significance. This is what 
John meant by the expression "high 
day" In .John 19: 31. 

Verse 6, 7. The occasion for this 
feast of unleavened bread, alBa called 
the seven day feast, was the fact 
that they had been rusbed out of 
Egypt the night of the .laylng or the 
firstborn so that their bread did 'Dot 
have time to "rise" or ferment or 
become leavened. As a. remInder of 
th18 eventful night God required them. 
to celebrate it at that season each 
year. That is, they were to eat bread 
that was unleavened for th~ perIod 'of 
seven days in addition to the one o( 
the passover. WhUe each at these 
seven days was a part of the "feast ot 
unleavened bread." the first a.nd the 
seventh were the only ones that are 
called convocations, (See Num. 28: 18, 
25.) Throughout these seven daYB they 
must not even have leaven in theIr 
homes. Therefore, each year there 
would be a period of eight days in all 
in which there would be 0-0 leaven 
found in their houses. So the d18-
tinctive meaning of the two feasts 
that same together In this way was; 
the one was In memory of their de
liverance through the death of the 
firstborn of Egypt and the other ' W8.8 
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In memory of thetr hasty exit from 
the land. Also, because of the relation 
between the two feasts. and the fact 
that they came together, the two came 
to bo referred to often as one and 
the same 'feast. Hence. it a writer 
wishes to. make general reterence to 
that particular season he may do 80 
either by calling It the least or the 
passover or the teast of unleavened 
bread. This conclusion Is very essen· 
tial to the understanding of the var· 
ious places where reference is made to 
this time of the year, and the reader 
is urged to make note of it. 

Verse 8. Here we see that the 
seventh as well as the first of this 
period of seven days was a holy day. 
Lest the reader might be confused I 
shall state again that while the first 
and seventh are the ODes that were 
spoken of as holy days, Yet aU seven 
had to be observed on the point of 
having, or using unleavened bread. 
That kind or bread only was used 
through the whole period. 

Verees 9, 10_ The first ot the "three 
yearly feasts" has just been studied, 
now we come to the second one. At 
this time It was supposed that some 
of theh' crops were tar enough along 
that a small part could be gathered 
to use 10 religIous observance before 
the Lord. Hence, they were requIred 
to take a sheaf as the tlrstfrults. It 
has already been Been that God claims 
the drst of everything and thus it was 
appropriate that the first handful of 
the grain that was produced should 
be given to the One who had made 
any barvest possible. 

Verse 11. There is nothing new in 
the formality of waving this Orst sheat 
as we have previously seen done with 
regard to the breast of certain animals. 
Now we see the same action used in 
the presentation 'of this first sheaf of 
the gratn. It was to be presented to 
the Lord tn the manner of waving 
it. The time when it was to be 
waved Is the all-important thing a8 
far as it pertains to the matters of 
the New Testament events. It is 
known by all students of the scriptures 
that the first Gospel discourse and set
ting up of the church came on Pente
cost. (Acts 2). But back bere where 
we are now studying we do not find 
that word. That is because the word 
is from the Greek, and the Old Tes
tament was written in Hebrew. The 
description of it as it is given in 
the observance agrees with the Greek 
name tor It, as we will see betore leav
Ing this chapter_ The reterence to the 

second feast that was _made In the 
preceding paragraph is not to be taken 
to mean that we are yet actually in 
the second feast. The basis on which 
its date came is here being laid while 
still at the first one. Since thts first 
feast came In their first month which 
corresponds to our March and April, 
we can see why the first products of 
their gratn would be ready to pluck 
as was stated at verse 10 above. So 
we read that this first sheaf was to 
be waved "on the morrow after the 
sabbath!' The term "the sabbath" 
might cause us some confusion since 
they had 80 many days that were 
called sabbath days. But when the 
expression is used and the context 
does not require some special appli
cation we must take it to refer to the 
weekly sabbath, the day on which God 
rested from his creative work; the 
day which came every week regardless 
of any and all other days. Also, in 
the instance now under conAlderation, 
the last regular or weekly sabbath 
that they have bad was the one that 
followed the passover which was the 
seventh day of the week. This was 
also the first of the seven day feast 
of unleavened bread which we have 
already seen was a sabbath or holy 
day. (verse 7, 8). And the verse we 
are now considering says this first 
sheaf was to be waved on the morrow 
after tbis sabbath. Therefo-re, the 
first sheaf was waved on the first day 
of the week which is now called Sun
day In the legal calendar. 

Verses 12-14. This paragraph is a 
continuation of the details of this day 
on which they were to after the sheaf 
of the first fruIts which was on the 
day we can Sunday. They are Cau
tioned not to make a personal use 
at this begInning of their crop pro
dUction until they had given the Lord 
his part first. And the term "green 
ears" indicates that the crops were 
just barely far enough along to be 
used, yet they could be used for the 
purposes of the season. . 

Verses 15, 16. Now we come to the 
actual study of the second feast re
ferred to at verses 9. 10. After the 
sabbath has passed, the one just be
fore the waving the first sheat-after 
that day is gone, then they are to 
begin counting for another great day. 
They start counting down the calen
dar of the days of the week and each 
time they come to one of the regular 
sabbaths, they are to make note of It. 
Tbey continue this until they have 
come to seven of these weekly sab-



208 Leviticus 23: 17-28 

baths. or eourse· the one just follow
ing the passover must not be counted 
In this seven because that one had· al
ready gone when they were told to 
begin to count for the Beven. Thus, 
if they couDted until they had counted 
seven of the weekly sabbaths that 
would make 49 days stnce the day 
they waved the first sheaf, which was 
our Sunday. Now the count has 
brought us up to a weekly sabbath. 
But the instruction was not to stop 
there. After they had counted until 
they bad come to seven of these sab
baths. then one more day must be 
taken In, the ""morrow after the 
seventh sabbath. " Of course we know 
that would also be another first day 
of the week, which 18 what we call 
Sunday. or Lord's day. That would 
make fifty days after the day of wav· 
Ing the first sheat (includlng that day 
ot course) in the Old Testament Umes, 
or fifty days after the resurrection day 
in the New Testament times. And 
of course that would tall on the day 
we call Sunday. On that day they were 
to bring a "new meat ofrering" unto 
the Lord_ . 

Verses 17·21. This paragraph gives 
the detaUs of the activities of tbts 
50th day described In preceding para· 
graph. The reader should note the 
expression "t\rstfrults u'Pto the Lord" 
tn 17th verse. It cOI:responds to the 
three thousand eonverts to Christ In 
Acts 2, which were ~so the flrstfrulta 
of the Christian Dlspensstlon_ And 
the last verse of this paragraph again 
required that this day must be a holy 
day. This Js the feast that is called 
Pentecost in the New Testament be· 
cause the Greek word from which it 
comes Is FENTEK08TE and defined by 
both Strong and Thayer as "fiftieth." 
It gets that meaning from the fact 
that It came fifty days after the pass· 
over week as we saw in preceding 
paragraph. And also this aU agree$. 
with the facts In the New Testament 
events. It was on the day of Pentecost 
that the Holy Spirit came upon the 
apostles and started them in the great 
work of setting up the chUrch and 
tor the first time bringing In the 
fruits or the Christian Dispensation. 
When we are asked to show on which 
day of the week the church was set 
up, we answer that it was on the first 
day ot the week. commonly called 
Sunday. That Is correet, but unless 
we go to secular history to prove tt 
we cannot do so at all without the 
Information in this chapter we are 
now studying. That Is the reason I 
am devoting 80 much detal1 to the 

study of It. Before leaving this part 
or the chapter, that deals with the first 
two of the three yearly feasts, I shall 
make a brief summing up statement, 
based on what has already been pre
sented. The first month of the year 
came in on what we call Saturday; 
That would be their first day, or be~ 
ginnIng of the month. (See Num, 28: 
11; 1 Sam_ 20: 6. 24. 27_> The pass
over was on the 14th day ot the month 
which would be on Friday. The next 
day (Saturday) would be the begin· 
ning 01' their seven day feast of un· 
leavened bread. Counting atter this 
Saturday that began the seven day 
feast they would go till they had 
counted off seven ot the weekly sab~ 
baths, which would make 49 days, stop. 
ping on a Saturday. Then on the mor· 
row after this 49th day they would 
have the feast, which Is called Pente
cost, in the New Testament. 

Verse 22. This verse is a repetition 
of general regulations already ex~ 
pial ned and has no special connection 
with the feasts ot this chapter. 

Verses 23-25. The Jews had exer· 
cises required at various Urnes in con· 
nectlon with the major feasts. One of 
them is here described as coming .In 
the seventh month. ThIs Is the month 
in which the third of the great annual 
feasts came. But before the ' time of 
the 'actual date tor that third feast 
they had the activities described In 
this paragraph. Of course we remem· 
ber that the first of each ' month, 
brought in a holy day. And this one 
Is given special mention because it be~ 
gins the month In which ' the third 'ot 
the great festivals wUl come. 

Verses 26, 27. Thla paragraph gives 
the third yearly feast of the Jewish 
Dispensation which consisted ot only 
one day of services. It is called the 
day ot atonement. On that day the 
High Priest otnciated for the sake of 
the nation as a whole. The Individual 
sIns or obligations of the children of 
Israel were not atoned for on this day 
unless they also performed their own 
personal obltgatlons. See comments at 
Chapter 16: 20-22_ To "a!lllct" their 
souls meant they must become bUmble 
and serious minded on this day, and 
retrain from an manual Jabor. It was 
the day on which the fact that man 
is a sinner, was publicly Indicated in 
the great sacrifice offered to God. And 
it 18 or was the most prominent tyue 
of the complete sacrifice ot Jesus for 
the world. 

Verse 28_ Here It Is said that the 
atonement was made "before the 
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Lord. II That means that the High 
Priest went within the vail and Btood 
before the ark over which the presence 
of God was promised. to commune with 
the naUonal representative of the peo
ple. 

Verses 29·31., No work was allowed 
to be done on this day since it was a 
sabbath. The penalty for violation was 
death and In that way the guUty one 
was to be cut olr trom the people. 

Verse 82. Much indefiniteness is ap
parent as to the exact hour in whkh 
the sabbath of any particular date was 
to begin. It this evening to evening 
should be interpreted llterally. then 
the conclusion here would be that 
they were to begin their perod 01' rest 
near sundown of the ninth day. That 
would still leave the whole period of 
daylight of the tenth day for the 
services of the day of atonement. 

Verses 33·36. This is called the feast 
of tabernacles. The reason for this 
name wlll be considered lator on in 
this chapter. This feast 18 specified as 
being a feast of seven days, beginning 
on the 15th day of the 7th month. 
MenUon is made of the 8th day in 
connection with the feast, because the 
beginning date and the closing one are 
both counted. That Is, from the 15th 
day Ull the same bour on the 16th 
day would be one day. So that, in 
order to have seven days' extent for 
this feast. the period would have to 
extend into the 22nd day of the month. 
Then, counting both the 16th and 
22nd days of the month would make 
the 22nd the 8th day. Both the be
ginning and closing days of this feast 
were holy convocations or sabbath 
days. 

Verse 37·39. Nothing much new in 
this paragraph but a general Bumming 
up of the subject already discussed in 
the ehapter. The most significant 
feature of the passage is In the word 
"beside" in 38th verse. It sometimes 
is easy for man to think that it he 
is very attentive to one Une of ser
vices to God, he may be excused from 
some ()f the others.. But this teaches 
that such Is not the case. The special 
or extra services that one might offer 
to the Lord wlll be blessed, all right. 
it they are in harmony with the re
vealed law of G()d. But no am()unt of 
zeal or activity in one dlreetion wtlI 
take the place ()f the things specifically 
required elsewhere. 

Verses 40-44. In this passage we have 
the tnore detalled description of the 
FeMt of Tabernaeles and the Imrpose 

of its observance. The R. V. as well 
as the lexieon renders the word here 
called "boughs" by the word "fruit." 
The branches ()f the palm trees were 
selected because of their tendency to 
cover. and the boughs of the thick 
trees together with wUlows of the 
brook, also for their use as a htding 
plaee. With these crude materials 
they made booths or temporary shel· 
ters. Something on the order of the 
Indian teepee. Then for seven days 
they forsook their permanent dwelUngs 
and dwelt under these places. The 
purpose is stated in verse 43 to be a 
reminder of their experience whtle 
going through the wilderness after 
leaving Egypt. Since they were on 
the march all ()f the time with no 
certain length of time to remain in 
one place, they did not have oppor
tunity of buildIng more soUd homes. 
Now that they will be able to "bulld 
houses and dwen in them" after they 
reach the promised land, he does not 
wish them to forget it. An account of 
how and where they observed thIs 
feast is given In Neb. 8: 14·18. The 
lesson to us is that while we aTe 
gotng through this wo.t;'ld we should 
bear in mind · that we here do not 
have any permanent residence. (Heb. 
13: 14). 

LEVITICUS 24 
Verses 1·3. In the second verBe Is 

the word "continually" and in the 
third verse Is the expression "evening 
unto morning." This shows that the 
use of these bowls on the candlestick 
was for the night time only. yet the 
practice was to be continual, that It 
was not to be neglected. 

Verse 4. "Pure" candlestick means 
that the metal used was not to contain 
any aUoy. 

Verses 5·8. In most places in the 
Bible these cakes are referred to ' as 
the twelve loaves of unleavened bread 
on the table of shewbread; The 
original ordinance is shown in Ex. 
25: 30. They were placed on the tahle 
tn two groups, or rows. This bread 
was renewed every sabbath. While on 
the table no actual use was made of 
them. But atter being there for the 
week they· were removed, and then 
used as food. for the priest 

Verse 9. The tribe of Levt as a 
whole was Bupported by the tithes of 
the other tribes. Num. 18: 21. The 
priests who were serving at the altar 
had a speeial provision of being gtven 
certain parts of the materials brought 
to the place for service (Heb. 9: 13) . 
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And this bread that had been on the 
table for a week then became the 
exclusive food for them. (1 Sam. 21: 
4, 5). 

Verses 10-14. This Is an incident in
serted historically to show us how the 
laws of God were to work In actual 
practice. This woman had married an 
Egyptian and thus her son was ' not 
respectful toward God. He was heard 
to speak blasphemously, WhIle the 
law had expressly provided that the 
ehildren of Israel must not curse the 
name of God, yet they were somewhat 
.llndectded what to do with a guilty 
person at tbls relationship. They 
bring him to Moses to learn what to do. 
n Moses bad been a man who spoke 
and wrote on his own authority. as 
the sabbatarlans falsely claim, then be 
eertalnly would have gone abead In 
this case and acted on his own author
ity also. But he put the man under 
guard until he could consult the Lord. 
He was then instructed that the man 
must be kHled. The witnesses were 
to lay thefr hands on the head of the 
guilty one. This was to designate the 
man to be executed and to indicate 
their approval ot the penalty. 

Verses 15, 16. Since this kind of 
subject was now brought to the public 
attention the Lord goes on and re
peats some of the law that had already 
been given on the matter at blasphem
ing. When a man was thus gullty, the 
congregation must execute htm and not 
expect the Lord to do It miraculously. 

Verse 17. The law ot capital punish
ment tor murder which was given to 
man many centuries before (Gen, 9: 
6) . Is here repeated. 

Verses 18-20, It shOUld be constantly 
borne In mind that the Mosaic system 
was both civll and reUgtous. AU of 
the laws as to conduct between man 
and man were given in this plan. Thus 
a. part .ot them are here repeated. And 
when tbe actton ot "eye tor eye" is 
taken, It must be regarded as a law
ful action and not a persona1 one of 
vengeance. 

Verses 21, 22. In matters that had 
a strictly religious beneftt the stranger 
was not included, In those of a civil 
nature the same law that applied to 
the children of Israel was to apply 
to the stranger. That was right and 
is 80 today. It a person of'. another na· 
tion is visiting in our country he is 
expected to obey our laws. 

Verse 23. In putting this man to 
death, they were obeying the Lord by 

obeying what Moses commanded them 
to do, 

LEVITICUS 25 
Verses I, 2. It is well that we "keep 

our bearings. "and remember that the 
people are still at the place where 
they have been tor some time, at Mt. 
Sinai. God expects to bring them 
finally to the land promised to them 
and to the fathers. It will be neces
sary for their happiness In temporal 
as well as spiritual matters that they 
make the proper use ot the land. Even 
uninspired men know that it Is a good 
thing for the soil to rotate I t. The 
same end was to be accompJished with 
the children of Israel by giv1ng the 
whole land one complete rest every 
seven years. 

Verse 3, 4. This noted ordinance 
wlIl figure much In the experiences 
of the national Ufe of'. the J ewish na~ 
Uon. The seventh year is spoken of 
as the sabbatical year, The violation 
of it gave them serious trouble as we 
will see, 

Verses 5-7. Not only were they not 
to till their soil, but they must not 
make any use at nor gather tbe volun~ 
tary products. This sabbath of the 
land was declared to be "meat" for 
them. The meaning was that by glv~ 
tng the land this rest It would be a 
benefit in the long run and result tn 
more food for them than they would 
have if they tilled the sotI continually 
without any rest, 

Verses 8-10. In addition to the 
seventh year which was always to be 
a year of rest for the land, after 
seven of these sabbatical years had 
passed there was another year ot rest. 
This year was to be observed just as 
the seventh year in regard to the tU
ling of the soU. It had more purposes 
and restrietions than the regular 
seventh years. This fiftieth year was 
also to be regarded as a. year of jubilee. 
This word Is from an original that 
has the first meaning from its strong 
sound. It was used. to announee to the 
nation that the year ot the great rest 
was at hand and for everyone to con
duct himself accordtngly. And be
cause this great year was announced 
by the blowIng of hi. jubilee kInd of 
trumpet, the period announced by it 
came to be ealled the "year of jubilee." 
It ts interesting to note that this great 
year started on the tenth day of the 
seventh month, whtch was the day ot 
atonement, a very fitting time to start 
the great year of rest with all its bene
fits and advantages. Among the radi-
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cal effects this year was to have, was 
that of causing the land to revert to 
its original owner, if it had been 
transferred tor some reason. This BUb
~ct will be treated more tully later in 
the chapter. 

Verses 11, 12. The land in this year 
must be treated the same as in the 
seventh years. Verse 12 is to be under
stood. in the light ot 6th verse. By 
letting the land have thls extra rest 
It wiU bring them still more increase 
afterwards so that they wlll have the 
advantage ot "eating the increase" as 
a result. 

Verse 13. In this year o! jubilee the 
land was all to go back to Its first 
owner it for Bome reason it had been 
transferred temporarUy. The object 
God had In view by this law Is stated 
In Ezk. 46: 18, "that my people be not 
scattered every maD from his pos
session." God wished to keep the na
tion together and not be scattered all 
over the earth. And as an induce
ment for them to remain near, it 
some man was unfortunate and had 
to use his land as securtty for a 
money favor. it would be regarded as 
a loan only and would have to be re
turned to him at the year of jubilee. 
With this prospect in view be would 
Hnger near and wait for the return 
of his possession. 

Verses 14·17. To "oppress" one an· 
other, here means that they might 
take advantage at a man's financial 
straits and exact more from him 8S 
a price than Is right. But instead 
they must take only what the land 
would be worth for the number ot 
years till the year o! jubilee. In reality 
the transaction amounted to a rental 
or the land for the number of years 
yet to come betore the year of re. 
turn. So that it it were to be sun 
ten years only unUI this great year, 
then the price ot the land at the time 
of the transfer would be whatever that 
much land was supposed to produce 
In ten years. 

Verse 18. That they might dwell in 
the land In satety is here again given 
as the purpose of this provISion in 
the sale of their possessions. 

Verse 19. This is virtually the same 
thought as expressed In verse 6. 

Verses 20, 21. The Lord knew that 
It would cause some anxiety among 
the people as to their food supply, so 
thIs assurance Is given. In the sixth 
year the land wUl be made to produce 
the amount of three years. That would 
take In the necessiUse of the sixth 

year, also the requirements ot the 
seventh, and then in the eighth they 
would have a supply to use while ma][ .. 
log another crop. 

Verse 22. All of this producUoD. 
would not ordinarily be required. but 
it is the graciousness at the Lord to 
be abundant In his blessings. Hence 
even unto the eighth there was sUll 
some of the old fruit on hands. 

Verses 23·24:. In the New Testament 
the Lord generally speaks to his 
people on the principle involved while 
in the Old he uses specific instances. 
So, tn the fonner be will tell us that 
we are not our own (1 Cor. 6: 19. to), 
which means that all that we are 
and have belongs to God. In the latter 
case he specUlea how they must handle 
the title to their land since it be
longs to the Lord. On this basis they 
must sell their land In the nature of 
8 loan and not 8 permanent sale or 
transfer. 

Verse 25. Here 18 8 variation from 
the use of the fiftieth as to the re
demption of the land sold under mis
fortune. It a man gets into close cir
cumstances' and has to sell his land. 
then he has the consolation that at 
least it will come back to him In 
the year of jubilee. In the mean time, 
if any of his kinsmen should be able 
to redeem the land and return it to 
its original owner they may do 80. An 
Instance of this is seen in the ease of 
the husband o! NaomI. Ruth 2: 20; 4: 
4. 6). Of course we understand the 
term "brother" as used in such con
nections always means any near of 
kin. 

Verse 26. A man's circumstances 
might change before the year ot jubilee 
so that he is able to redeem the land 
himself. If so he is permitted to do so. 

Verse 27. U the situation becomes 
as intimated in preceding verse then 
the man must compute the worth of 
the land for the number of years yet 
lacking to the year of jubilee. That 
amount is what Is meant here by the 
word "overplus!' One rendering , of 
that word is "remaining." So it means 
that when he takes his land back it 
must be on condition that he restores 
this overplus or remaining amount of 
the rental that would bave atUl been 
his had the borrower or renter kept 
the land till jubilee. 

Verse 28. This sounds somewhat 
like a repetition ot the previous state
ment. To some extent it is, but it 
also has the idea that a man might 
think he Is able to redeen the land 
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and make it known that he is ready 
to "take up the note" 80 to speak. and 
would tell the otber man 80. Then 
when the computation is made it Is 
found that he is not as able along 
this line as be thought. If so, then 
he must wait till jubilee. 

Verses 29·31. Almost a ll laws have 
lome exceptions, espeCially those that 
have to do with the dealing with 
man and man. So there must be 
some stipulations on the matter of 
redeeming a property. For instance. 
a man might think be was so close 
run that he bad to sell a residence in 
a walled or defended city. In that 
case he is required to redeem it within 
a year it at all. If the year pass by 
and he has not come to redeem It. then 
the sale becomes permanent and will 
not be released In the jubilee. This ex
ception is made on the principle that 
land or fields that are tor farming 
and production of ute's necessltles is 
to be regarded In a different light 
from a property that is only used 
as a dwelling. This is indicated by 
the word "fields" in 31st verse. That 
Is, the unwaHed towns are to be reo 
garded as in the same class as the 
country open to the public, or open for 
cultivation of the BOU. 

Verse 82. Here is an exception to 
the other exception. It Is made in 
favor of the Levites. From the 1m· 
portance of their position in the nation 
this consideration Is made for their 
property. 

Verse 33. If a Levite is compelled 
to sell a ' house in one of these de· 
fended clUes he is not required to 
redeem it withIn a year (If at all). as 
the others did. He has the entire 
period in which he may redeem ft , 
if able. And if be never becomes able 
to redeem It financtallly. then it w1ll 
become hts in the tlftieth year. 

Verse 34. sun another exceptton, 
The fieldS or surrounding land of the 
suburbs belonging to the Levites must 
never be sold away from them. It Is 
their perpetual possession. All of these 
spectal favors given to the Levites will 
seem fair when it Is remembered that 
their special duty was to take care of 
the tabernacle service for the can· 
gregation. Also. tn appreciation of 
their tafhtfulness in going over to the 
Lord's side, alone, of all the tribes 
in the matter ot the Idolatry at StnaI. 

Verse 85. This verse Is of more 
general application than the others 
since it takes In even the sojourner. 
It Is right to be merciful to the poor 
whether they be members of the Lord's 

society or not. This same principle 
of helping those on the outside Is 
taught In the New Testament. (Gal. 
6: 10). Also this verse has more ape
cUic reference to the transactions of 
money. If the unfortunate man faUs 
into close circumstances and needs 
money then it should be loaned to 
h im. This is the meaning of the 
words "decay" and "rel1eve" in thIs 
verse. 

Verses 36·38. In a case like the one 
referred to in preceding verse the 
lender of mODey Is not allowed to 
take usury. This is from NESHEK and 
Strong defines it as "Interest on a 
debt." Some teach that usury means 
only excessive interest. But it does 
not mean that as used by the Lord. It 
should be noted that the case being 
considered Is one where a man Is 
compelled to borrow money because of 
poverty. It does not pertain to a case 
where a man borrows money tor specu· 
lative or investment purposes. In that 
k ind of situation It would be just as 
proper to take interest from a brother 
as from any other man. That would 
be just because the money was not 
borrowed because of the misfortune 
or poverty of the party. 

Verses 39·41. In the old Urnes the 
relation of servant was permitted be
tween the Lord's people. "Strange," 
did I hellr you say? Well. it must be 
still borne in mind that God was tak· 
ing them through the educational 
period In which he was getting them 
accustomed to some items of obligation 
that were to be placed on a higher 
spiritual basis later on. God wanted 
man to be able to appreciate what it 
means to be free and one of the best 
ways to do this was to have him 
experience bondage and freedom, liter

' any. Even though such relationship 
was permitted, a distinction was to 
be made. It was between a bond· 
servant and a hired servant. The 
one indicated the condition of forced 
servitude and the other a voluntary 
one. A brother who was too poor to 
get along and who had no property 
tor security could orrer his personal 
services as security. In that case It 
must be in the nature of a voluntary 
service. So, even In the matter of 
servantage the type Is complete. Be
cause even Christians afe said to be 
servants. Like the type, they become 
voluntary servants to God, whereas 
theY were Involuntary servants to 
Satan. J do not mean that a man 
serves Satan unless he wishes to. But 
the thought I. that unl ... he I. willing 

" 
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to be a servant ot God then he Is 
lett with no otber alternative but to 
serve Satan. (Rom. 6: 16-18). In the 
case ot the poor brother under the law 
of Moses, if he never becomes able to 
redeem himself before the year of 
jubilee. then at that time he was to 
become a tree man. All this agrees 
beautifully with the arrangement of 
the great teast of atonement. By com
paring chapter 23: 27 and verse 9 in 
this chapter we see the year of jubilee. 
the year of the release of the servants, 
was the same as the year and date 
on which the nation was made free 
from the guilt ot' the past sins. Like
wise, when Jesus offlciated as our 
High Priest and entered Heaven with 
his own blood, that laid the vlan tor 
the release of those who had been in 
the service ot sin. (Reb. 9: 24; Rom. 
6: 17, 18.) 

Verses 42, 43. God claims these 
servants. He had purchased them tram 
bondage in Egypt bY' the sacrifice of 
the flrst born ot the Egyptians. He 
has also l'lUrchased man from the 
bondage ot sin by the slaying ot his 
flrst born or "only begotten Son." In 
view of this, Christians are enjoined 
to treat their brothers as brothers, 
and not as some inferior creatures 
even thpugh they may be less able 
and less talented. 

Verses 44-46. Since the relation ot 
master and slave was permitted tor 
reasons shown in verses 39-41, the 
lesson is carried on out that a dis
tinction was to be made between the 
Lord's people and those on the out
side. Christians are llkewlse told to 
make a distinction as shown above and 
cUed in Gal. 6: 10. Lest the reader 
might get too rough an impression 
as to the meaning of the word "hea
then," I shall state that the original 
word has been rendered in the A. V. 
by the words "gentile, heathen, nation 
and peopJe." The underlying meaning 
Is a person from the outside of God's 
nation. 

Verses 47-49. A man 's brother or 
near kinsman might fall into strait
ened circumstances and be compelled 
to borrow money of one of the stran
gers or "outsiders." It .so, then a more 
fortunate brother was permitted and 
encouraged to redeem the other. If 
his own circumstances should change 
and be able to redeem himself, then 
he may do so. And this stranger, 
though not a professed adherent of 
the- law, must be "made to understand 
that since be Is l1vtng In the territory 
ruled by the Lord, he must be subject 

to it. Our civJl law holds the same 
principle, and it an allen Is not willIng 
to abide by our laws then he Is ex· 
pected to leava the country. 

Verses 50-54. The exchange or re
lease of personal servants was regu4 

la led on the same basis as the land. 
The whole subject was related to the 
year of jubilee. Hence, it a man had 
taken money from a more fortunate 
brother in exchange for his bodlly 
services. he was to continue that ser
vice un the year of Jubilee unless he 
had become able before that time to 
l'edeem himself, If he does not be
come that strong financially. he wlll 
have to continue his servitude till the 
flftieth year. The master Is warned 
not to take advantage of it and fule 
with rigor, or harshness. 

LEVITICUS 26 
Verse 1. Having lived tor centuries 

in a country where the people war· 
shiped all the host of heaven and 
every living creature on the earth, 
they had been so filled with the im
pression of idolatry that God did not 
intend they should lose sight ot the 
evil thereof. Hence the war n 1 n g 
against such Iniquity Is often repeated. 
Not only Is the subject of idolatry 
in general condemned. Man is so tn
clined to take advantage ot the slight· 
est loophole that it was necessary to 
specify many variations of tbe sin ot 
Idolatry. Hence, the technical sped· 
flcations of this verse. God is the 
maker of these very materials from 
which man had made images for war· 
ship. The lesson Is that the Maker ot 
the materials should be worshiped and 
not the materials. . 

Verse 2. The word sabbath is In the 
plural. This is because there were 
many days of holy observance besides 
the seventh day of the week. (See 
chapter 23.) 

Verses 3, 4. A heavy proviso In the 
torm of "it" and connected with their 
obedience was placed under aU the 
promises of God. Thefr failure to 
comply with this proviso explains 
their falling short of enjoying all the 
blessings of God. 

Verse 5. This Is a descriptive pic· 
ture at the greatness of thefr pros
perity if they obeyed the Lord. The 
crops would be so great that by the 
time they had the grain cared for, it 
would be time to gather the grapes. 
By the time that crop was cared for. 
it would be time to sow tor the next 
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crop. All the whlle they would have 
bread wUhout any rationing' necc888.ry. 

Verse 6. This was a promise of pro
tection from the evil nations that 
would be about them through the 
years of the occupational . period, 
especially. The promise was made on 
the same condition as the others, 

Verses 7, 8. It was the w1l1 of God 
that bis people should expel the 
heathen nations from their land and 
as assurance of their success it was 
said that even II. few of them would 
be abJe to cbase. great numbers of the 
enemy. Of course this would not be 
on account of their superior miUtary 
might for they did not have that. God 
would assist them on condition that 
they obey his law. 

Veree 9. In warfare it Is common 
for an army, -even though successful, 
to be greatly reduced in numbers and 
have to can for Hreinrorcemcnts." In 
this case God would see that they not 
only would make successful headway 
against the hostile army, but their own 
torces would increase all the while. 

Verse 10. At times when the futUre 
production might have been uncertain 
(in their estimation), they laid up a 
surplus for future use. This teaches 
that the immediate prospects or plenty 
w1ll be so bright that they wJll bring 
out that stutr that had been stored 
up and consume it. That is the same 
action that man makes now. Fre
quently when an abundant crop of 
fruit or other food is on hand, the 
cupboards will be opened and the old 
things stored up will be brought out 
and used. 

Verses 11·13. The tabernacle was 
to be the visible evidence ot God's 
presence. Its existence accompanied 
witb the blessing of the Lord would 
be a constant incentive for them to 
continue as a righteous people and to 
depend on the divine government for 
their prosperity in both religion and 
national Ufe. All this was related with 
the one great tact at the beginning 
ot their service as a people. They had 
been deltvered out of the bondage to 
the Egyptians. There they not only 
were forced to serve the kings over 
them, but were led into such service 
as disrespected their own God. 

Verses 14-16. The negative as well 
as the positive side of God's law must 
be kept before the mind. The pleasant 
result of obedience as well as the un
pleasant result of obedience. And the 
nature ot the unpleasant results was 
IpecUled for them so that there could 

be no misunderstanding as to what God 
meant. "Terror" here means a condi
tion of panic. "Consumption" here Is 
from a word that means "emaciation." 
"Ague" Is defined in the lexicon as 
"infiammation." All these awful con
ditions were to be brought upon them 
it they disobeyed the law ot God. 

Verse 17. In all their military opera
tions the success was dependent on the 
help o! God. It they disobeyed him 
then he would turn against them and 
they would be the vicUms of the army 
agatnst which they were fighting. It 
would even become so terrifyIng In 
their defeat that they would make a 
disorderly retreat when no army was 
pursuing them. 

Verse 18. The further punishment 
of "seven times" is to be understood 
as a figure meaning completeness. 
Their further punishment then would 
be complete. 

Verse 19. These are more figurative 
expressions. Making the heaven or sky 
as iron indicates that It would be 
hardened so as not to give any raln, 
and the earth as brass would mean 
that no growth of crops would be pas· 
sible for it could not be tilled. 

Verse 20. This verse is 11teral. They 
would strive to produce desired re
sults, would work hard but aU In 
vain. And the trees that ordinarily 
produced fruit for them without their 
labor would be made barren by the 
Lord. 

Verse 21. If these punIshments still 
fail to bring them to repentance then 
they would be put to at111 stronger 
tests indicated by the figure seven 
again. 

Verse 22. This verse specifies the 
kind of plagues that would be used 
agaInst tbem If they continued to re
bel. Visible punishment for sin WIlS 
necessary tn the period at their na
tional traIning. 

Verse 23. The word "reformed" Is 
tram YAQAB and Strong defines it "to 
chastise, l1terally (with blows) or 
figuratively (with words); hence to 
instruct." This agrees with the state
ments that have frequently been made 
in tbis work; that God was taking the 
people through a kind of training or 
educational period. even as a chUd Is 
taken through such. At such a time 
or stage of e~tstence it Is necessary to 
use means that wUl impress the stu
dent by the unpleasantness it causes 
him since he seems not to be able 
yet to realize the meaning of the 
training through his higher reasoning. 
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VerN 2.. To walk contrary unto 
them, of course, meant that God would 
oppose their conduct with more com
pl~te punishments. This does not mean 
completeness in the senae that the 
enUre amount of items would be 
poured on them at once. It could not 
mean that because the same expres
sion is repeated a number ot times. It 
means that the punishment selected 
by the Lord each time would be com
plete ot its kind. The great number 
of times and things stated in this 
chapter as brought against the people 
by the Lord proves that he is gracious 
and always gave the people opportun
ity from time to time to prottt by 
their experience and straighten up be
fore further evil was put on them. 
This is the Barne principle expressed 
In the N. T. (2 Pe. 3: 9). 

Verse 25. This was the sword of 
the enemy. It would be the means 
God would use to bring about the 
punlshment selected for that occasion. 
"Avenge the quarrel" Is from words 
meaning "execute the vengeance." The 
covenant mentioned here means the 
law that had been given to them at 
Sinai and that required them to WOf
ship the true God and not do after 
the heathen nattons round them. Se 
complete would God jntend the punish· 
ment to be, that it would not avaJl 
them any to flee from the euem}' Into 
the city. They might escape the actual 
contact of the enemy's sword thereby, 
but they would not escape the hand of 
God. He would follow them there and 
bring a pestilence upon them. 

Verse 26. StaB ott/our bread. This 
is the same thought as commonly 
heard, that bread is the etatr at lite. 
This menns that God would reduce 
their bread supply unUI It would have 
to be rationed to them. So scarce 
would be their supply or fiour that 
the women of ten fam1lies would have 
room In one oven to bake all the bread 
they bad tor their famUtes. Since 
their supply of the necessities of Ufe 
as to bread became so low, naturally 
we would expect their provisions In 
general to be short. So why waste the 
fuel to heat up ten ovens when one 
would hold aU the bread they had to 
bake'! The amount of bread on hand 
would not satisty their hunger. 

Verses 27, 28. ThIs passage is a 
further warning of a general nature. 
to let them understand that if neces
sary God would bring more punish
ment upon them. 

Verse 29. This awlul thing doubU ••• 
took place on more than one occasion, 

but a notable one Is recorded In 2 
Kings 6: 29. 

Verse 30. Tbe high places means 
the places of elevation which were 
often selected or even prepared for the 
purpose of idolatrous worship. The 
conclusion fs apparent in most in
stances that their attachment to the 
idolatrous people and their ways ac
counted for their departure from the 
true God. Hence, the punishments in· 
tlicted on them from time to time were 
in connection with that national vice. 

Verses 31, 32. This has general 
reference to their misfortune of tall
ing into the hands of their enemy na
tions so that their own worship would 
he rendered impossible. 

Verse 33. This Is more along the· 
same line as preceding paragraph ex
cept that it goes further. The other 
pictured theIr downfall In theIr own 
country. This verse shows that tbey 
would also be taken out of their land 
and be scattered among the lands of 
the beathen nations whose gods they 
had been serving. 

Verses 34, 36. The seventh Year of 
rest tor the land was violated by tbe 
nation, and tbis is referred to in the 
threat bere predicted. A more de
tailed explanation of this revolution 
will be given in its proper Illace. It 
is well to note bere tbat God Is able 
to overrule the disobedience of man. 
When tbe land bad been violated by 
running it to death by constant cul
tivation, they would be taken from It 
to give it a chance to catch up with 
ita rest. This was fultllled by the 
great captivity. 

Verses 36, 37. General pantc would 
be a fitting · description of the con
dition bere descrIbed. When a man Is 
guilty ot wrong against God it gives 
him a feeling of fear so that each 
unusual sound startles him. He thinks 
it Is some omen of punishment about 
the judgment of the Lord whom be 
has disobeyed. So complete w1ll be this 
panic that their actions will be those 
of persons unsettled ·in conduct and 
cause them to attack each other as If 
attacking their enemies. 

Verses 38, 39. The great reductJon 
ot the nation wbile in the land ot 
captivity fs here predicted. The ful
fUlment of this Is seen In Ezra 2: 64. 
There the number at the end of their 
captivity was fifty-two thousand, wbUe 
it was about three million in the days 
of their naUonal strength. 

Verses 40-42. The love and gracious
ness of God Is here shown. If the 
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people should prove favorable toward 
the punishment and acknowledge thetr 
own s1ns and repent, then God prom
ised to bless them. And he would do 
this in respect to the covenant made 
with their fathers, Abraham, Isaac and 
Jacob. 

Verse 43. This verse must not be 
looked at as a sort of "rubbing it in" 
after they had indicated their deSire 
to return to God. Even it they must 
continue in the country for the sake 
of the land that had been wronged, 
It must have time to catch up with 
its years of rest. All this would be on 
the same principle recognized by all 
government. Even though a roan 
makes a literal restoration of a thing 
of value he bas unjustly taken, he 
must pay the penalty of the law per
sonally. 

Verses 44. 45. So, while they must 
continue 1n the land ot their captors 
for the sake at the land and for the 
sake at their personal punishment, 
yet if they then see their mistake and 
repent, then God will see to it that 
they wlll not utterly be consumed but 
wllI survive the trial and be allowed 
to return to their own country. 

Verse 46. This verse informs us 
tbat the tables at stone given Moses 
whUe at the top of the mount were 
not the only law given for the chil
dren of Israel. These various laws 
were given to them by the very same 
agency as were the two tables. That 
was "by the hand of Moses." 

LEVITICUS 27 
Verses I, 2. The word "singular" 

means a vow that is great or unusual 
or distinct. In that Dispensation a man 
was allowed to devote bis children or 
servants to the service of God if he 
wished. But it might occur some
times that circumstances of a just 
nature would cause him to wish to 
redeem such person to bis own use 
again. In tbat case he must pay the 
redemption estimated. And of course 
the estimation must be made by Moses 
and not by the individual making the 
vow. 

Verses 3-8. This paragraph gives 
tbe various ages and kinds of persons 
who had been offered in the vow, and 
then wished to be redeemed. 

Verse 9. In the preceding para
graph we see that a vow of devotion 
as to sons or daughters or servants 
might be redeemed with money. But 
this paragraph is to show that ani
mals devoted in a vow must not be 

redeemed. They must be considered as 
holy or belonging to God and thus 
must be sacrUleed and not redeemed. 

Verse 10. In spile at the restriction 
of preceding verse, a man might think 
to change his vow by substituting 
something for the thing he had vowed. 
It was not to be accepted. Not only 
eo, but if he attempted such a thing 
he would be a grealer loser than he 
would have been had he let the first 
vow stand. For it he tries to give 
one thing in the place of the other, 
then both arUcles will be taken from 
him. A lesson should be drawn from 
this tor us. God will never accept 
one act of obedience in the place of 
the other. It circumstances make It 
impossible to perform some particular 
duty, we are exempted, but we "are 
not permitted to do something else In 
tts place. Neither may we put the 
perform"ance ot some other divine com
mand in the place of the ODe we can· 
not perform. 

Verses 11-13. All beasts offered in 
sacrifice must be clean, but tbere were 
services with beasts other than sacri
fice. Such might be ollered In the vow 
that had been made. If it Is desired 
to redeem such a beast, the man must 
make an additional payment of one 
ft.ftb of its regular value. The expres
sion. "shekel of the sanctuary." seeD 
In so many places means that it must 
be money of legal tender according to 
the requirements of the sanctuary. 

Verses 14, 15. A vow could be made 
concerning a house as well as a per
son. In such ease it could be redeemed. 
It so he must do as he did In redeem
ing the unclean beast. He must in
crease the payment by one titth at Its 
regular value. 

Verse 16. Much the same regulations 
applied when a man had offered part 
of his land in vow. He might re
deem it under these restrictions. 

Verses 17, 18. The expressions "from 
the year at jubilee" and "after the 
jubilee" are the torms " used here to 
mean the nearness to the fiftieth year. 
It it 1s nearer the one past than the 
one coming, then it 1s said to be 
"atter" 1t, and so on. Since this year 
of jubilee was the great leveler at 
everything, it had to be figured in 
all considerations at land value. 

Verses 19. 20. If the field 18 to be 
redeemed, then the firth part must be 
added. He will have one opportunity 
to redeem the field. It he does not use 
that opportunity. then it must be al
lowed to stand according to the vow. 
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J! he' bas BOld a piece of land. then he 
cannot vow that property but will 
have to wait till the year at jubilee to 
reposaess it. That is, if he had merely 
sold it and had not tried to vow it 
to the Lord. If such a thing had 
taken place. then he would never re
possess it as will be seen in next para
graph. 

Verse 21. This field that he wished 
to vow to God even thougb he had 
sold it. will finaUy becoDle the Lord's 
in the jubilee, and w1ll be turned 
over to the priest. 

Verses 22-24. A man might have 
just bought a piece of ground from 
another. That seller would be think
ing ot the jubilee at Which time he 
expected to receive it again and would 
have right to thus expect it. So it this 
buyer wishes to vow Jt to God he 
may do BO. But that vow will give 
Buch land to the Lord only until the 
jubilee, then it will become the prop
erty again of the original owner. 

Verse 25. The standard of value 
according to the sanctuary Is here 
given as twenty gerahs. This was a 
small coin of varying value. Hence, 
whatever was the accepted value of it 
at any time for use or the sanctuary 
was to be required for vows. 

Verse 26. The special possession of 
the first born of beasts could not be 
redeemed at aU. All such must be 
turned over to the sanctuary use. 

Verses 27. 28. This paragraph is 
merely 8 detail of wbat has been 
already ,offered in this chapter. A 
thing devoted to God must be con
sidered as something holy. 

Verse 29. This has reference to 
enemies that are devoted or promised 
for destrUction. If the chlldren of 
Israel make any such vow, then they 
cannot change their minds and try to 
substitute something In Its place. A 
noted example of this kind of trans
action Is recorded in Num. 21: 2, 3. 
It wtll be interesting and helpful for 
the reader to turn to that place and 
read the account of the vow of the 
people of God and theIr faithful per
formance of the vow. 

Verse 30. The tithe or tenth of all 
theIr products belongs to God. This 
was for the support of the tribe of Levi 
in general. They had no opportunity 
for producing anything since they 
were constantly "standing by" for the 
special service about the tabernacle. 
Thus they must be supported by the 
tithes of the other people. 

Verse 31. If some particular beast 

or crop Is thought to be needed at 
home, then he 'could retain It by giv
ing an extra fifth of its value in 
money. 

Verse 32. "Passeth under the rod" 
means that the young were thus 
counted olf to see how many bad been 
produced that season. One out of every 
ten must be given to the Lord. 

Verse 33. He must not try to show 
partiality and see if number nine is 
a specially good animal and number 
eleven not so good, etc. He must be 
1air and give the Lord each tenth 
beast. If be tries to redeem It with 
some other article then he would lOBe 
both the same as in verse 10. 

Verse 34. A grand summing up 01 
the law. The Lord commanded it. He 
commanded it to Moses. And he com
manded It to Moses for the children 
of Israel. Again the great authority 
of Aloses in connection with the so
called ceremonial 18 w Is plainly stated. 
And this law was given to Moses at 
Mount Stnai, the very same place and 
the very same occasion as were used in 
giving the tables of the ten command
ments. 

NUMBERS 1 
Verse 1. By comparing Ex. 40: 17 

here, It will be Been that It has been 
just one month since the tabernacle 
was reared up. And by further com
parison with Lev. 1: lit will be learned 
that the time of this month was used 
in connection with occupation of the 
formal place of meeting between 'God 
and his people and must be recognized 
as the proper place for them to attend 
with their sacrUlces. 

Verse 2. A census is now commanded 
to be taken. It was not to Include the 
entire population, but just those of 
military age; the males only to be 
taken Into this numbering. 

Verses 3, 4. In addition to being 
of the age of twenty they must also 
be able to go to war. They must be 
able-bodied. These restrictions brought 
the group to contain only those who 
would pass a physical examination 
and be ot the necessary age. Thus it 
was not tor the purpose of determin
ing the alIl0unt of the population as 
Is generally done by nations today. 
The tuture of the nation was to be 
beset with conflicts with the enemy. 
so their m111tary strength was the 
important thing with them. 

Verses 5-16. Aaron was commanded 
to work with Moses in this number
ing. They were to select a man ~o 


