Paper 7

Bucharistic Sacrifice in the 1,T.
by the Revd.Pr. E.J.Yarnold

It does not seem necessary to argue that the :1,T, applies
sucrificisl terminolory to Jesus' dcath and to the Lord's Supper ('bloed
of the covenant', 'poured out'). ut thourh it is not as immedistely
evident that the 1T thinks of the Christian eucharist as a sacrifice,
there ore several passages in which the sacrificial interpretation is
possible and even probable; taken together, they present an argument
from convergence «f considersble weight,

l, Christ instructed the Church to repeat the sacrificial symbolism of
the Last Supper  i.e is received in sacrificial symbols,

1,034 e..blood! 'Dach of thz two nouns presup oses a slaying that
has seporsted flesh and blood., In cther words: Jesus speaks of himself
a s a sacr ifice' (Jeremias &. /.J. p. 222)., If so, the Duchurist is
also szerificial, in the saense thwst we receive Jesus in the form of one
sacrificed.

The breskines of the bread, vhich Jeremias sees as a 'simile of the
fate o £ his body' (ibid, P 22&), can furnish a similar argument,

Jdesus guve his disciples to eat and drink so as to nive them a
shure in the atonineg poer of his death, (Jeremias p. 233)

2., The words ‘'do thie in remcmbhr.nce of me' according to the same
exezetes, have sacrificial associstions, The word 'remembrance' occurs
in connection with offeriirs in Leve 24.7. and ‘um,10,10, where i

m esns a'frescntation before God intended to induce God to act' (Jerem~
ias p. 2438-=9). Jeremios sces the some idea in Paul's words: 'y ou
procloim the Lord's death until he comes' (I Cor 11,26). le paraphrases
Paul's thourmht thus: 'y comins tosether daily for table fellowship in
the short pericd of time before the psrousia and by confessing in this
woy dJests os their Lord, the discinles represent the initiated salvation
work belore God and they pray for its consummation'. (ibid. pp. 253 - 5)

3. In I Cor 10, 16-22, St Paul urges his readers to evoid idolatry on
thz grounds thst it mekes the worshippers 'partners with demons', le
arpucs from the analongous cose of Jewish and Christisn worship; the
Isrselites who 'eat the sacrifices' became 'partuners in the altar';
throurh the Tuchorist, the Christion enjoys a participation in the body
and blood of Ch-ist, It seems, th:refors, for two reasons thut Paul
is thinkins of the Iluchorist in sacrificicl terms:~
& l’e compures it with the ritusl eathinm that ttkes pluce at

praun end Jewish sucrificesg

%b) In the context to participote in tihe body and blood of Christ

m ust mean to receive Christ as suerificed

e althoursh it is incounceivbble that the aurhor of 1ebrews would regard
the Ducharist a s ¢ sacrifice which udds to Christ's definitive sacrifice
there is a paossane in wlich the seerificicl longuupe could herdlyE fail
to be interpreted by the oriringl readers as a refererence to the

Zucharist: '.e have an altar from which those tho serve the tent have

no right to e at' (Ceb. 13,10)

The concept of the meal-sucrifice occurs in the 07. (e.~. Lev.2),
thouegh the circumstinces ore very different from those of the Last
Supper or the Ducharist., In the OT, flour, mixed with o0il is burned
(not at a mec:.1l) and only the priests eat. The word 'remembrance' is
used of this offerinsg in Lev., and elsevhere (Thurian, The Ducharistic
Lemorial)(Paft I pp W6FF). It is therefore possible t at the Twelve at
the Supper sow  themselves as priests, consumine a meal-offeringz, but
this interpretotion does not impose itself,

To sum up, there are several passages where the : T writers use
languare of the Iucharist which is capatle of « sucrificial interpret-
a tion, This is cle.rly not to sov that they rezurd the Ducharist as
a sacrifice additional to that o Calvary; rather we receive 'the lanb
who w as slain' a nd 'set forth ....before the Father the Sacrificc of
the Cross' (iieply of the inglicsan .ishop s to Leo XIII), .Jould it help
to cl arify this point if we spoke of the Zucharist mot as a_sacrifice
but as the s acrifice o. Christ). —_—

de .iG




