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prochets £ 230 (cont.) 393.
If we think thzt of the last two lines of the three, what zhout the first one--is thkat not
Israel also? We have the descrippion of the wonderful work thst the Bervaent is going to
o, whe like Israel i:- going to be humilabed~-it is uct entered into as to the sin. ZBut
if the suffering would Ye sigilar, it would be a striking thingto refer to the sin-question.
Let us look &t the Hebrew--Isa. 52:14. There is a big difference between the word
amazed end zstounded. I would be surpised if Washington should come in the door--the
two words are entidely different. The word amazed usually expresses ,joy rathér than sorrow.
Appalled ard astoundea -re very very different. "Astounded" is the word which we use,

# 231 - Eis use of the word seems to be right directly in comparison and the Eaglish

have taken the word go which begins the second phrase and the Hebrew puts it right at the

“beginning ¢f the second phrase. The participle would not necessarily come st the beginning

oi the phrase. If it just happens to be there then that is the order and Jjust as many were
astounded and eppaled then it is a comparison and then when you look at the English and you
sees thzt many were astounded and the iaea womld be much better brought out =and il Las teen
dealing with Israel's problem and we don't see how Israel c:sn do the wrok of the servant of
theLord and that is why Israel is concerned that the work of the servant may Ve done and then
we say cf the® servant, "Israel, you have been humiliated and the servatn is going to be
humiliated likewise." A great contrast is cmpared between the terms of the conditions and
when you teke it as the Englih translation has it, then it i: z peculiar wgy to telk about

the servant. 411 the rest cf the chap. to dgall it He. It is certainly reasonsvle fo think
of thee as s different meaning and when it has been used many other times and in the seme

ch. it seems easy to take it that way and then add to it and it is directly presenting a com-
parison. GQues. There is a comparigen in the idea of amen being lead to ‘the scourging, wearin,
a crown of thorns, etec. It is certainly not what man shoula receive normzlly and zalso not
what the servant! o¢f the Lord shoudd receive, Israel is still man and it ap.ears to nét be =
nation and that is the case unless it aisintegrales like all the others. It ap.ears that
Israel was done fcr but Israel is not dcne for and Israel is going to go back from that condit-
jon and as Israel is marred and humiliated, likewise He is to be marred and humiliated. There
is a very reasonable comparigBn and itsays the work of the servant of the Lord also includes

suffering and it is fully comparsble to thc suffering of Israel and not a suffering for any
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