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Introduction to Leviticus

L eviti cus was written by Moses (Unger nates that Mosaic authorship is confirmed 56times throughou the bookK),
under God sinspiration primarily as a guidebookto the priestly classof the | sradites, the Levites. It shows how
sinful man can relate to the haly God. Diff erent commentators gate the purpose of the book dfferently. I'll | et
some of them speek for themselves:

to show that Godis haly and that man is snful. However, if man will reamgnizethisfad and oley, heis
permitted to approach God (Zodhates).

AsExodusisthe book d redemption, Leviticusisthe book d the deansing, worship, and service of there-
deamed people--Hebrewsisthe N.T. commentary on Leviti cus (Unger).

“law-keegping dd na figure...as the meritorious ground d life-inheritance The latter is based on gace #one,
nolessemphaticdly than Paul himself places slvation onthat ground The law was given after the redemp-
tionfrom Egypt had been accomplished, and the people had aready entered uponthe enjoyment of many of
the blessngs of the berith [covenant]. That the kegping d the law will be rewarded is gated orce and again.
Israd’ s retention d the privileges of the berith is made dependent on oledience... That which we cdl the ‘le-
gal system’ is ot throughwith strands of gospel and gaceand faith. Espedally the ritual law isrich in them.
Every saaifice and every lustration proclaimed the principle of grace.. The Gospel was preaded under the
constraint of law...” (V0s).

L eviti cus “carries to completion the giving o the law at Sinai, which commenced at Ex. xxv, and by which
the aovenant constitution was firmly establi shed. It contains more particularly the laws regulating the relation
of lsrad to its God, including bah the fundamental principles uponwhich its covenant fellowship with the
Lord depended, and the diredions for the sanctificaion d the cvenant people in that communion. Conse-
guently the laws contained in this bookmight justly be described as the “spiritua statute-book d Israd asthe
congegation d Jehovah.” God hed fulfill ed half of the covenant that He would be their God and dwvell among
them, by the building d the temple and the presence of His glory there, but the other half needed to be ful-

fill ed, that of Israd becoming His people. The institutions and legal regulations of Leviticus srved, “onthe
one hand to sharpen the mnsciousnessof sin in the heats of the people, and thereby to awaken the desire for
mercy and for reconcili ation with the hdy God, and onthe other hand furnished them with the means of expi-
ating their sins and sanctifying their walk before God acrdingto the standard of His holy commandments...
All the laws and regulations of Leviticus ...aim at the restoration d an inward fellowship onthe part of the
nation as awhile and the individual members with Jehovah their God throughthe expiation a forgivenessof
sin and the removal of all natural uncleanness and at the strengthening and degpening o this fellowship by
the sanctification d every relation o life” (Keil & Delitzsch).

DATE:

L eviti cus was written after the Exodus and the giving d the law, ¢. 1439BC. Higher critics assert that it was post-
exilic, but thisis absurd primarily because it would be totally hypocriticd to tead such standards of haliness
while passng df aforgery! Thereisalso the historicd absurdity of getting so late a @ncoction o laws acceted
at al, or what is even more incredible, approved as diredly mediated by God to Moses. In addition, there isthe
legal inanity that is manifested in foisting the wdein its Mosaic dressand wil dernessframework ona post-exili
eonamy (K&D).



OUTLINE
Keil & Delitzsch seetwo basic partsto the book

I. Ch. 1-16 oulinesthe saaifices and puification leading upto the day of atonement, and
II. Ch. 17-27 relating to the sanctification d life, culminating in the sabbaticd and jubil eeyeas.

| think these ae valid, but would bre& it up further:

1. The saaificial system (Ch. 1-7)
2. Consecration and adination d the priests (Ch. 8-10)
3. How the priests shoud judge the Israditesin pradicd maters (Ch. 11-27)
a food
b. hedth
c. business
d. socid justice
e. hdlidays.
4. Litany of blesgngs for obedience and curses for disobedience (Ch. 26).

TYPESAND SYMBOLS OF THE GOSFEL

In pages 143-182 d hisbook Bibilical Theology, Vos elaborates on the Ritual aspeds of the Mosaic Law. | so
much appredate Vos' writing, that | want to provide a ©ndensation d his chapter below: “it is precisely in the
ritual institutions that the greaer part of the gospel of Mosesis enshrined... In determining the function d the
caemonial law we must take into considerationits two large aspeds, the symbadlicd andtypicd... A symbd isin
itsreligious sgnificance something that profoundy portraysa cetain fad of principle or relationship of a spiri-
tual naturein avisible form. The thingsit pictures are... in force d the time in which the symbad operates. With
the same thing, regarded as atype, it is different. A typicd thingis prospedive; it relates to what will become red
or applicable in the future.” There ae threemajor caegories of types and symbdsin theritual law:

1. The TABERNACLE “embodesthe... ideaof the dwelling d God with His people... God s desireto have
amutual identification d lot between Himself and them.” This was a placewhere God spoke with man,
where God s law was kept, and where the people worshipped and rayed to God. It was His house, and the
people “were recaved into [it] as His guests.”

“[W]here do these religious principle and rediti es, which the tabernade served to tead and communicéte,
regopea in the subsequent history of redemption, lifted to their consummate stage? ...the indwelling o God
in Christ serves the same ends which the Mosaic tabernacle provisionaly served. He & the antitypicd taber-
nacle is revelatory and sacamental in the highest degree” (John 114 “The Word becane flesh and dwelt
among 8’ John 219ff “‘Destroy thistemple, andin threedays | will raiseit up ... But he spake of the temple
of hisbody.” Col 2:9 “in Him the full nessof the Godhead dwellsbodly”.)

“But what is true of the Christ is likewise true of the Church. Of that, the tabernade was al'so atype. This
could na be otherwise, becaise the Church is the body of the risen Christ. For thisreason, the Churchis
cdled the ‘house of God' [Eph.2.21, | Tim. 3.15, Heb. 3.6; 10.21, | Pet. 2.5]"

2.“The SACRIFICIAL RITUAL formsthe center of the rites of the tabernade... The ideaof saaificehas an
intimate wnredionwith the fad of sin... Thetwo main ends [served by saaifice] are expiation and conseaa
tion... The exclusive use of animal saaificefor expiationis due to the presence of bloodin it. Without blood
thereisno sacaificial expiation undbr the law... Vegetable, bloodess aaifices [are dedicated] to the purpose
of conseaationaone... What distingu shes the saaificefrom all the other [offerings], however saaed these
may be, isthat part or the whale of its substance @mes uponthe dtar. Withou the dtar there would be no
saaifice... In anthropamorphic language, the law expresses the principle of assmilation d the saaificeby
Jehovah when it speéks of it as ‘foodfor Jehovah' or ‘a[pleasant aroma] for Jehovah' [nat in the sense that
God reads foodlike men dq but] that there might be anever ceaing supdy of praise and conseaation for
Him.”

The saaifice[which always consisted of plants and animals used for food must be taken from what con-
stitutes the sustenance of the life of the off erer and from what forms the product of hislife... they charaderize
saaifice athe gift of lifeto God... Godis nat satisfied. .. with anything short of the mnseaation o lifeit-



saf.”

The animal was suppased to be freeof al defeds - “ subgtitut[ing] for the imperfea off erer the perfea
animal-substitute” and the offerer was to lay his hands onthe saaificial animal, symbadlizing a “transfer from
one personto ancther... the transferred thing was nothing else but the sin, i.e., the liability to deah-
purishment on the part of the offerer... Intheritual of the Day of Atonement, which we may consider the
culminating accasion d the whale ritual system, Aaronistold to lay his hands onthe heal o the second gat,
and confessover him all the iniquiti es of the people. This sond gat was... sent away in to the wil derness
for the purpose of symbadlicdly removingthe sin. Yet it formed with the other goat in redity one saaificial
objeq; the distribution d suffering deah and dsmissal into aremote placesimply serving the purpose of
cleaer expresson, in visible form, of the removal of sin after expiation hed been made...” Then the animal is
dain by the hands of the offerer. Thisisto “signify that deah isthe penalty of sin, vicarioudly inflicted in sac-
rifice... (Lev. 17.11 For thelife of the fleshisin the blood; and | have given it to you uponthe dtar to make
covering for your souls; for it isthe bloodthat makes covering by reason o thelife.’) ...the saaificia animal
in its deah takes the placeof the deah due the offerer. It isforfeit for forfeit. Christ, nat merely in His posi-
tive service but throughHis suffering and deah made upfor... our sin. He satisfied the justice of God...
God, the offended Person, procures the avering [obliterating ou sing|, andit is applied to the sinner... ‘the
priest shal cover upon hm onacourt of his $n’ [Lev. 4.35]"

"The trespassofferingis... the only one to which asum of money must be alded... it formsthe complement
of the sin-offeringin gving to God the pasitive thing withheld from Him throughsin. Every sin dffersto God
what ought not to be offered, an dffence and at the same time it withhdds from God what ough to have been
given to Him, obedience If the sin-off ering redifies the former, the trespassoff ering would then make resti-
tution for the latter. The trespassoffering... isthe only classof saaificewith which the saaificial deah of
Chrigt isdiredly conneded in the Old Testament. In Isa. 53.10, the self-surrender of the Servant of Jehovah is
designated an ‘asham, atrespassoffering... that the Servant not merely atones for the sins of the people, but
givesto God what by their disobediencethey have withheld.”

“The next step in the ritual after the averingisthe burning d certain parts uponthe dtar... asyieldinga
swed odou of delight to Jehovah... that which is represented asyielding dalight to Jehovah is the surrender
of man’slifein conseaation d obedience... ‘Christ also loved us, and gave Himself up for us, an dfering
and asaaificeto God for an odou of aswed smell’ [Eph. 5.2]" K&D reference Kahnisin sedngasymbadlic
meaning in the fire athe Holy Spirit and the work of sanctification: “the burning d the flesh of the sacifice
uponthe dtar ‘represented the purification d the man, who had been reconcil ed to God, throughthe fire of
the Holy Spirit, which consumes what is flesh, to pervade what is sirit with light and life, and thusto trans-
mute it into the blesseednessof fellowship with God. It foll ows from this, that the relation which the sprinkling
of the bloodand buning of the flesh of the saaificeuponthe dtar bore to ore another was that of justifica-
tion and sanctification... But asthe sinner could neither justify himself before God na sanctify himself by his
own power, the sprinkling o bloodand the burning d the partions of the saaificeuponthe dtar wereto be
effeded, not by the offerer himself, but only by the priest...”

“Thefinal stagein theritual of saaifice @nsisted in the saaificial med. Thiswas peculiar to the peace
offerings.... The peaceoffering acordingly symbadlizes the state of pasitive favour and dessednessenjoyed
inthereligion d Jehovah, which at all ti mes includes more than the saaificial relief obtained from sin... Paul
in1 Cor. 10, by implication cdl s the med the table of Jehovah, for he mmparesthe Lord’s supper, where
Christ isthe host, and the pagan saaificial meds, where the ‘demons’ give the feast at their table, with the
pradiceof the ancient Isradites, who have ‘communion with the dtar’.”

3. UNCLEANLINESS& PURIFICATION. It isnot primarily adistinction d hygiene or sanitation; “‘ Cleay’
means qualified for the worship of Jehovah in the tabernade, ‘unclean’ the oppasite... There ae processes
and ads absolutely unavoidable, which neverthelessrender unclean. The law rather seemsto have multiplied
the occasions for contrading urcleanness that thusit might increease the material onwhich to operate the dis-
tinction andtead itsleson... It creaes abisedion d the entire mwngegationto apply to it thisritual test. The
people & eatr moment divide themselvesinto two halves, one composed o the dean, the other of the un-
clean...

“Theinterdict on urclean animalsis, in Lev. 20.22ff, significantly brought into conredionwith the diff er-
ence between the I sradit es and the Canaanites. Thisindicates that the latter did nd tred the animals tabooed
in Israd as unclean. On the contrary, these very animals must have played arather prominent role in their re-



ligion. It further suggests that onthat very acourt they were debarred from the ritual of the true religion.

“The uncleannessof leprosy occupies a placeby itself. This canna be explained from sanitary motives,
[for] other equally serious, and obvously contagious diseases did nd render a person unclean, notably the
pestil ence It has been suggested that leprosy was ascribed to a spedal stroke from Jehovah... the two names
for leprosy, bath come from roats meaning ‘to strike' ... Possbly leprosy may have been associated with un-
cleanness because of its being, asit were, aliving deah. In that case the uncleannessof the leprosy would
have to be dassified with that of deah... [Num. 12.12]...

“But why does deah with al that acoompaniesit render unclean? On the principle that both birth and
deah cause uncleanness it has been plausibly suggested that throughthe uncleannessof these two termini of
life, the entire natural life @& such isdedared urclean... The law givesthiswhole distinction areligious as-
ped... the matter is brought into relation with the halinessof God [Lev.11.44,45; Deut 14.21]. Hence dso the
processof cleansingis cdled a‘sanctifying . The unclean are debarred from the sanctuary and from the
feasts... The removal of uncleannessisin part accomplished by ritual ‘covering' [Lev. 12.7,8; 14; 16.29,30;
15.14,15]... The uncleanness thus related to the service of Jehovah is associated with ethicd sin. Thisisdore
in two ways, On the one hand, the ritual uncleannessistreaed as $n. On the other hand the ehicd abnamal-
ity is made to barow its vocébulary from the ritual law... God teades people to fed abou sin asthey are a-
customed to fed abou an ignaminious and urcomfortable exclusion from the ritual service...”

Introduction to this Commentary

| believe that it isimportant to seethe source of the text of our Bible, so | have diosen to base this commentary on
the Hebrew text of Leviticus rather than upona trandlation. For those not famili ar with Hebrew, it isafairly sim-
ple language. Let me begin with asimplified pronunciation gude:

Hebrew Consonants:

X a Y viw J2/7 k yu Vv sh

2 blv 12 91 n/9 pif vs

ig 11 ch n/am X/7 ts nt

2d vt J/T n P q NOTE: adat ina
consonant means

7 h vy DS ar it is doubled

Hebrew Vowels are placal under the consonants they foll ow:

_/_—ah =8 " orl —oh _ - abbreviates

LTy —1 _ory —u vowel sound

So, for example, 72771 ﬂ'(??)"??} X771 would be pronourced (remember, Hebrew reads backwards from
English - Right-to-L eft)“vay-yig-ra é-mo-sheh va-y-dab-bayr.”

| have put a number in superscript next to every verb or participle in the Hebrew text, also marking my translation
of that verbal in my English trandation with the correspondng number. Inthe "VERBALS" sedion, | give the
morphdogy of the verbal, using the same numbering. So as not to be aumbered with threedigit numbers, | start
over at one (1) with ead new chapter. In the morphdogy, | give the verb stem, its asped, its formatives, and then
the roat word. Thisisfollowed by the root meaning and then the syntax label of how the verbal is used in the sen-
tence Following are some abbreviations and nanenclature | used. The BHS which starts eat sedionisthe
Masoretic-traditi on text printed in the Biblia Hebraica Stuttgartensia.

VERB STEMS:
Qal = Simple verb where the subjed isading
Niphal = Simple verb where the subjed is aded upon



Piel = Intensive adionwhere the subjed is ading (May nat always be intense ad¢ion, though

Pual = Intensive adionwhere the subjed isbeing aded upon

Hitpad = Reflexive adion, where the subjed isading onitself

Hiphil = Causal verb where the subjed is causing an adionto happen (May not always be by indired action)
Hophil = Causal verb where athird party has caused an adionto happen to the subjed

VERB ASFECTS:

Perf. = Perfed (completed adion wsually in past time)

Impf. = Imperfeda (Incomplete adion wually in future time unlessprefixed by avav, in which caseit isanarra
tive/conseautive past-tense.)

Inf. = Infinitive (nounform of an adion)

Ptc. = Participle (adjective form of an adion, often tranglated as an English Gerund- “ing’)

Imptv. = Imperative (Command)

VERB FORMATIVES

Thiswould include prefixes (such as prepositions) and suffixes (such as indicaors of the subjed or objed of the

verb).

3mg/fs, etc. = If thereis anumber in the combination, it is pe&ing o first, second or third person. The m/f indi-
caesmale or female. Andthe s/pl indicates snguar or plural.

Const. = Construct form (the word is linked to a prepasition - “to” - or to the next word as a genitive - “of”)

Abs. = Absolute (the word stands by itself withou a onstruct link)

v.c. or consec = Vav Conseadtive (When a series of Imperfed verbs are prefixed with aVav, | takeit asa
conseautive sequence of eventsin the past. When a Perfed is prefixed by aVav, it is considered in the future.)

WEAKNESSES

This hasto dowith the spelling d the Hebrew word. Hebrew verbs generally have threeroct letters, but certain
letters of the Hebrew alphabet are “wedk” and either change or disappea. Thefirst word in parenthesis gives the
placeof the weakness “Pe” designates the first letter of the Hebrew root word, “Ayin” designates the second |l et-
ter of the word, and“Lamed,” the third letter of the word. The seaondword in parenthesisindicaes the adual let-
ter of the dphabet in that place- the letters correspondngto ou English “A,” “H,” “ch,” and*“™” are lumped to-
gether as Gutturals.

SYNTAX

The use of the verbal in the mntext of the sentence

M.V.=Man Verb

Adj. = Adjedival use of averb

Cause. = Causal (A circumstance which caused the adion)

Compl.= Complimentary verb (dependent on anather - usually volitional - verb)
Cond = Condtional

D.O. = Dired Objed

Dir. Disc. = Dired Discourse or Quote

Explan. = Explanatory

Hort./Cohart. = Hortatory/Cohartative “let us’

Id. Act. = Identicd Action as previous verb

Juss= Jussve “let them”

Pred. Nom. = Predicate Nominative (Usually with averb of being)

Purp. = Purpose (The end which the subjed had in mind when he did the action)
Rel. Cl. = Relative Clause (beginning with “who,” “ which,” etc.)

Res. = Result (The result of an adion)

Temp. = Temporal (time of adion)

TRANSLATIONS

NAW = My trandation (Nathan A. Wil son)

KJV = King James Version

NASV (NAS) = New American Standard Version
ASV = American Standard Version o 1901




NIV = New International Version

From my study, the NASV isthe best popuarly-avail able trandation, but every one of the English trandations has
strengths, so | believe that thereisred value in considering them all so asto seethe range of meaning d the He-
brew text and understand it more fully.

COMMENTARIES

| used avariety of study aids, including lexicons, atlases, dictionaries, classcd exegeticd commentaries, a Jewish
commentary, and regular modern commentaries. Next to any though that wasn't my own, | reference the source
by an abbreviation d the aithor’s name. This may nat be the though’ s original source, but it iswhere | first came
aaossit. When | came up with an ideaon my own that | wasn't sure éou and later saw it confirmed in another
commentary, | give the aossreference in the other commentary with a “cf...”. Almost al of my verbal parsing
comes from Davidson's Analyticd Lexicon, and the rest of the entomologicd work in the verb lists comes from
lexicons by Brown-Driver-Briggs and Holladay. Harris, Archer, and Waltke's Theologicd Wordbook (which |
reference & “HAW") was also helpful in word meanings. The dassc Keil and Delitzsch commentary (which |
reference & “K&D") was helpful in exegesis and badkground and Cohen’s Soncino Chumash (which | reference
as“Soncing’) was particularly helpful in understanding the Jewish perspedive ontrandation.




