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on the part of God and a determination on His part to cleansc the people from sin
and to rcestablish them as His holy nationd A third possibility is a decleration

on their pgrt of romembrance of all the good He has donc for them in the pasty of
insistence that since they are His pecople it is natural to expect a continuance of
His blcssing toward them, and of impassioned setting forth of their present misery
and necd of HAis help. This third is precisely what is found herc. Undor some cir-
cumstancors 1% aight be entirely right and praiseworthy. The severc deaunciation
which it ceils forth shows that in tho actual situszcion it represcntcd a pharisaical,
holier.than -thou attitude of fceling entitled to God'‘s blessing, rathcer than an ab-
titude of truc penitence or devotion to Him,

To onc who is accustomod to the grand demunciatinns of sin with which the 3ok
of Isaizh abounds; and to its cloquent c2lls to repentance and utter consecratiol oo
God, versc 10 and the earlier versc 8 naturally arousc the expectation tha® tac puc
posc of pointing out God's past goodness (in verscs 7 to 9) is to bring into tois
relief the wcbellion of the pcoplce One soon secce, however, that in this passcg:
that ic nc® the cases The rcbellion is mentioned rather incidentallys The purprec
of detailing the wondrous acts of God in the past is solcly to provide an argumuil
for the plee to God to return to a similar attitude in =she present.

The English rcader can casily be led into a misunderstanding of the entire pses.
cage by the word "he! at ihe beginning of verse 1l. In the context it sounds as if
‘1 referred to Gods yot what follows cannot express (God-s attitudes, since it rcleis
o ¥im in the third persons and ectually states the desire of the people that He-
vac had so heiped in the past; should again intorvenc in their behalf. It refers not
vo their rebellion, dbut solely to the material suffering which has rcsulted from it,
Uhe rendering of the Authorized Version does not fit the context, and introduces an
Tani® which has no counterpart in the Hebrew. It rcads: "Then he remembercd the
Gzys of old, lioses and his pcople." lost of this translation rests upon a long tra-
c¢ition, going back to very carly times, but it cannot be right, Delitzsch says:

"in wview of the loaging ingquirics which follow Jchovah cannot be the subject.”(3)
hile the American Standard Version agrces with the Authorized Version, it glves a
aifferent rendering in the margin, substantially the same as that contained in the
Jearsh Version(4): "Then his pcople remembored the days of old, the days of Moses."
Lliicott says: "Probably the best rendering is, 'His pcople rcmembered the ancient
days of Moscs.' In any casecr it is Isracl that remembers, and by that act repentse'(5)

The last statement, howcver, is utterly unwarranted. There is anothing in the
veese To sugegest repentance: but oaly desire for reopetition of past blessinge

A PLTA FOR HELP

The statoment of longing for the glorious trcatment received in the days of
Moscsy vhich boegins in v, 1L conbtimucs through versc 14, In versc iz and verse 14
1t is moncioned that by tlaese aciions God made Hinmself an coverlasi’ng or glorious
aamoe.  Joesire to oxelt the name of God is praiscworthy:; but it canno?® be made an cx-
cusc for avcliding the duty of penitontly sceking His will and turning away fron our

Mre

Verse 15 contains an impassioned plea to CGod to give material help to His
pcopic. Similar plecas arc found in versc 17, and in 64:1;, 9. and 2. It is the re-
curring refrain and purposc of the ontire passage.

Howorors this plea is not grounded upon a desirc to turn aside from all that is
contrary to Godis will. nor upon a plea that He shwuid give strcngth and wisdonm 7o

D) v hez -

{4) "he Holy Scripturcs. Philadclphia, Jewish Publication Socicty of Amorica, 1917.
5) Ceo Commentary. under this vorsc.
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