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the best. Now that the second ci7KfaaUY/1Sis admitted to be an

interpolation, it is clearly impossible. Some interptet

"Law of righteousness" as ecuivalent to "righteousness which

is of the law", an exegesis which Charles Hodge describes as

"rather forced". fleyer's interpretation seems to me quite satis

factory. He saysr'The justifying la' is in both instances to

be left without any more precise cortcrete definition, and to be

regarded as the ideal the reality of which the Israelites strove

by their legal conduct to experience inthemselves (to possess),

but did not obtain. The justifyin.aw this is the idea, which

they pursued, but to the reality they remained strangers."

v.32.Paul answers the objection. Instead of indignantly repelling

it, as in v.14, he accepts its statement as true, but asks U'TL

Wherefore did the mass of Israel fail to attain to justification?

Because they were seeking it in the wrong way. In self-will they

were trying to pile up merit before God, instead of
humbly

submitting in fâ.th to the method of justification which He
C ) )

provided. £t15 Winer (Grammar ,p.617) says,"In Roin.9:32 C7? OVA' CA-

.............7T1'7TIWJ the expression £K 77(O7()5denotes the objective

standard; d1S
41V,the purely imaginary." In a footnote to

Lange's commentary, Philip Schaff states, The words' transfers

Th ñátter to the sphere of subjective fancy, and expresses this:

that the Jews imagined they were doing the works of the law, but

did not really do them, according to the deeper sense-and spirit

in which the law should be apprehended. Comp. Isa.58:2; Phil.3:9".
e /-1 /'

r00-eit-0~'OW TW Al , x:-r.A. This describes the result of their
/0

wrong method of 3tL6LV. The figure of the race course is still in

mind. There are instances in Greek literature of chariot drivers,
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