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whe erect a new religiaus or soclial ideal or develep 2 new concept

of Ged, makes out of thelr amneouncement of the judgement of a demanding,

pr 2
practically orliented will of Ged,a lessen,,an ldea,and from thelr

view of the collision ef the world of God with the earthly werld,

a religisus or meral system. that reaches the heiﬁht of the abstraction

of sthical monetheism. No wender that a cemplete dovetailing of

thelr preaching in this sysﬁem will not succeed and fer this,

ihcsnsistency,either thelr contradiction or the insertion eof a later

admirer must be made responsible.

2/ If Judaism hasn't finally drawn the "logical conclusion"
(p.70) frem the prophetical traditioen: "Réligien as free, individual
cheice witheut regard fer race or nation," so one must question the
actual center of the g} Testament, whether the meaning of the
,n “" 456‘*?
7 concept of election, as certainly the New Testament extent-of-view
perhaps
has left 1t out, does net,represent the continuation of the
prephetical tradition in its ad?ustment with the priestly, as 1t
particularism)
makes an unebstructed religious individuality possible, because it
is always almed at by the prephets for the hely V@lg_te achieve
werld-wide effect by the reign of God. In any casq;it might be
a little teosimple to want te ascertain the essence of Judaism
The purpese of this particularism must be sough
with raclal, national, and religlous particularism, s4which eccurs
slmultaneously in such a notliceable way with the finest witnesses

inorder
of unlversalism, te clarify it in connection with the electioen.

Then ene will alse net intend te explain the special New Testament
hely universalism any lenger as the legical censequence of 0ld

Testament premises, but will recegnize in the divine revelatory



	LinkTextBoxLeft: http://www.macraelib.ibri.org/Notes.htm


