


Theological Refractions 
THI: THIIOLOGICAI, SIGSIFICI~NCE OF ?'HE 

PASSJNG 'I'I1I:OC(;-H THT!, SEA A T  THE EXODUS 
FOII: 0T.D 'TF Srl'A34EUT TI-1F.OLOGY. 

The  lnainstrcain of conteinl~orsry biblical s ludy h a s  give11 llluch 
deserved attention to t h e  covenant concept, ai'ound which the tlieology of 
thc  Old Testatncnt has  been rcconstructed. A greater  depth of understand- 
ing has  resulted f ror~i  t he  careful analysis of the Old Testament covenant 
s t ruc ture  and its theological function in comparison wi th  tliat of t h e  
covenant forn?ulnrit?s of the Ancient IVcal Eas t .  Not only has this  s tudy  
benefited serious s tndents  of the Old Testanlent,  h u t  i t  has  also given 
New Tcstnlilent s tudents  insights into the  furiction of t he  Xew Covenant 
mi~de  by Cod with ITis Xew Isrncl. 

Conc:e~.ning thr! analysis  of tlie con~l)ar i so~i  of co.irennnt forlnularies of 
Lhe Old Testament wi th  thosc of the Ancient Kear Eas t ,  it has  been found  
that  generrtlly all a r c  closely related i11 structure,l  bu t  t h a t  t he  content  
of thc  Old Testsl~iient forlnularies is quite distinct from the  content of 
Ancient Kcar East  formularies. Klaus Ualtzer, Professor a t  the IJniversity 
of Mnnic11 and essayist a t  the 1971  conventioli of t.11~: 8oc.ict?~ of Biblical 
L,i.Le?.ctLzcre. incisively discerns this  basic difference a s  kc disc~rsses t h e  
historical content of t he  Old Testa~rient  forlnularies: 

Tlie histol'y thnt they l'ecorcl, however, is incomparable and  uniclue. 
'I'hc 'antecedent history '  of thc  covenant forlnulary tells of God's a c t s  
Lilliong his pc.:)ple Lronl generation to ~eneration-~lti111t~tely, in f ac t ,  
f r o n l  eterriil y. These acts a r e  saving acts,  'dernonstrat iol~s of Yal~meh's  
righteousness.' Isra.elQs loyalty to i ts  Lord, its keeping o f  the coninland- 
lllc-!nts, is a res~)onse  to God's acts of grace in history.? 

i'iccording to I?altzer, then,  t!1(-: tiistinction lies in the  Vo~~(jclesc1~ic:l~le o r  
historic:al l)rologuc. SVhetlier this distinction is tenable or  not, a n  uncier- 
s tanding  o f  thc theological function of t hc  Vo?~ye.scl~icIr.te, bolh a s  a p a r t  
of the formulary schcmn and a s  an  event in  and  of itself, is crucial for  a 
correct covena.iit t:heology. I t  \vo111d, therefore, be especially helpfnl t o  
give attelllion t o  the theological function of t.hat event ul)on wliicll t h e  
covenant rolationshil, of Israel with Yahweh was based. I t  can be seen  
tha t  t h i s  (.!vent.. 'riamely the deliverance fro111 E g y l ~ t ,  made a profound 
impression on the puol)le of Israel a.nd served a, varied nunibel. of theo- 
logical funct:ions. I?crhaps lnost interestingly, i t  will. be seen that  t h e  
theological I~~nctioxis  of t he  Sea deliverance closely paralIel those of t h e  
resurrection of Christ in the  Ncw Testament. 

T h e  first o f  the theological functiolls of the Sen deliverance was t o  
establish the  grourid for Israel's fnitll in Yahweh. As  i s  well known, 
al though the Israelites were Lhc ~ e o ~ l e  of God by vir tue of the  Abrahaillic 
covenalit (13s. 2:24 ,  $:I), their faith as s people was not  grounded in 
Yahweh dur ing  the  tirile of tlicil- s tay in Egypt. I n  fact,  although Yahweh 
had responded to the i r  cries fo r  hell) (Ex. 3:7,  8 ) ,  t hey  even rebelled 
against Him. Ex. 1 4 : 1 2  indicates, "Is not this wha t  we  said to you in 
Egypt ,  'Let  us alone a n d  let  us serve the Egyl~tians. '?" Upon reaching t h e  
Sea they  again rebelled, and  Yahweh graciously provided a path of delives- 



ante. I t  was  not until  they  liad passed through the Sea  a n d  had  seen the  
a n n i h i l i a t i ~ n  of their  eilemies tha t  t he  Isratelites "believed H i s  words;  
they salig H i s  praise." (Ps .  106:7-12) They recognized t h a t  their  deliver- 
allce frorxi Egypt  was conlpletely worked by Yahweh and was  contingent 
upon the Sea deliverance. Fu r the r ,  this  deliveraiice was not  one nlerely of 
a physical xlaturc: i t  carr ied vast  spir i tual  significance,:; for  i t  was on the  
basis of th is  sljecific event t ha t  the Israelites t ruly accepted Yahweh as 
their God and  Moses a s  the i r  leader. (Ex. 14:30) I t  wa,s i n  th is  specific 
e~rent ,  namely the Sea deliverance, tha t  Yahweh was creat ing a n d  segarizt- 
111% out a people for Himself, as H e  had  p ron~ i sed  to Abraham:' (32s. 15: 1-19, 
19: 4; Is. 43: 1, 2, 15, 1G; Ps.  114:l-3; Deut. 7: G-9, 26, 27; 1422; I Kings 8:53; 
Anlos 3 :  1, 2 ;  Jer.  7:22-26) This  deliverance was so impressive to then1 tha t  
they freely agreed to enter  into covenant relationship wi th  Yahweh, even 
\\rithout knowing the part icular  stipulations, a s  is indicated by the t run-  
cated covenant in Ex. 1 9 :  4-8.2 I t  is now apparent  that  th(? theological func- 
tion of t he  S e a  crossing wws t o  serve a s  t.he basis for the solidification of 
the faith of Israel  a s  a peol~le. This  is i ts  most  ilnportant functionQnd puts 
the covenant concept illto Dropel' perspective. F:vidently, as important  as 
i t  is, the covenant concept can 110 longer be seen a s  the key foundation of 
the Old Testanlent faith, s ince the  covenant itself was groullded on this  
sa.lvatory event, rlainely the  Sea  crossing, a s  indicated by the  historical 
yrologuc in the  covcnant on which all others  nltimateiy were based.; (Ex.  
1 9 : 4 )  Fur thermore ,  the prologue to the Ijecalogue, ''ti comprehensive 
cpito~iic secking to set. for th  the: inner meaning and guryosc o f  all :ictual 
l;~ws,"s was to indicate t ha t  the  covenailt was soliclly grounded solely 
11pori the 11.escti: (grace)  of Yahweh, a s  espressed by the  deliverance from 
Egypt;. This  great  ac t  of deliverance was to provide the ~ r i i n n r y  nlotiva- 
tion for Israel  to kcel) t he  stil)ulations of the  (:ovenant, as is part ly indi- 
cntcd by i ts  l>osilio11 in the  coverlalit schenls. Furthernlore, i t  is evident 
that  the clause "I a m  the Lord  who brought  you out ol: the  land  of Egypt" 
is the basis o f  all cultic gr:~ctices and social conduct, silicc all laws ;Lrc; 
ultimately grounded on the  covonant which markod the hcginninx of 
Yahweh's covenant r e l a t ions t l i~  with Israel.  (Rut  this  can be even 
specifically seen by its use i n  concluding sectioiis of Levitical laws ; ~ n d  of 
(.lie I-lolincss Codc: Lev. 21: 45, :19: 35, 20: 26: 2 2 :  31.-33.) 

This  sccond rnajor function is important,  for i t  is froill this  persl~cctive 
t,Ilat the  proyhets preached against  einpty ritualism, lega l i sn~,  a n d  idolatry. 
They clearly saw that  grea t  salvatory event as the basic tenet  for  the 
fa i th  of Israel  and the  grounds for obedience. (Micah G :  3, 1; Hosea 13: 4; 
Jer. 2:G, 9R, 32:21, 36) T h e  prophets, as  Eichl-odt expresses i t ,  

make no reference to  the  Sinai covenant, but instead call to  mind 
the deliverance from Egypt .  In  no other  way could they  have illum- 
inated more  clearly the  gracious favour of Yahweh, or  guarded against  
the false perversion of his  activity into a n  obligatory performance by 
the coveriant deity.!, 

And i t  was when the people of Israel forgot Yahweh and  how He had 
delivered them tha t  they fell into legalism and  apostasy. (Hosea 13:4-6; 
Jer. 1:21-23; Ps, 106-13, 14, 21, 22;  Deut. 6:12) Therefore, this event, the 
deliverance, can be seen as the  basis of punishment i n  the  case of a lack 
of obedience to the  covenant. (Jer .  2:6, 9, 7:22-23, 32, 11:4, 8, 32:21-23; 



Nos. 13:  4 )  A prime exsnipio of this ~ r i n c i p l e  was seen i n  t h e  destruct ion 
of t h e  temple and the  exile of Israel. (I  Kings 9:?-Y. ". . . and they wi l l  
say, 'IVhy has  the Lord done thus to this  1n.nd and t.o ihir; Ilouse?' T h e n  
they will say, 'l3eca11se they forsook t h e  Lord their God who hrought t h e i r  
filt,hers out 01: the la.nd of E s y l ~ i  . . .' " axtd 11: Kings 1'i:T-1.8, "And t h i s  
.was so, because the l)eoyle of Israc.1 had sinned a.gainst t ho  Lord t h e i r  
God, who had brought I;he~n up out of t h e  land o f  Egypt  . . . and r e n l o ~ e d  
then1 ont  o f  his  sight . . .") 

S o t  0111y was the Sea (Ielivcran(t~ v ic?w~d  a s  t h e  1)rincfpal basis for  
l)unishnielit and  exile, hut conversciy, i t  was also seen a s  the grounds f o r  
exyectatioii of future deliverances. Th i s  function is first evident jn i t s  usc: 
as moti.iation for faith in a. successful accluisition 2nd occupi:~tjon of t h e  
terl-if-ory of Yalcstine. (Ex. 1.5 :17; Deut.. 7:7-10, 11-1 9.  20: 1, "Mihe!l you go 
for th  t;o .rv:~r against your enemics, . . . yo11 shall. not be afraid of t hem;  f o r  
the Lord  your God. i s  wit11 yon, who brought yox out  ol' the land of 
ICgypt..") This first ares t  ac t  of dt:liyerance nJ2s :~lso the grounds for  
exgectat,ion ot  Cuture deli\-cranccs in  aencral.Jb (.[ Kings S:53---Solomon's 
grayer;  Dan .  !j : 1.5-Daniel's prayer;  Is.  63 ::LO-1.6, 51.: 9, 3.0; Ps. 7 4 :  2, 1 3 )  
Indeed, at. tilxes these expected deliverances were described in the  snnle 
t(?~.nis ;IS tti;lt first sr21vatory everit, (Is. 10:2(i) usually ~vit.11 s l~ecial  re fer -  
ence to t!le Sea dcliverance. A third theological function of 1.11is 1:ype w a s  
to describe t h c ~  (ireat Dcli\reranre in  t h ~  hlessianic: Age.11 Isainil 11 a n d  
51:9-11 a.nd Miciih 7:15 used the Sea deliverance motif as a point of corn. 
j):irisor! ~vif.h t:he Great Deliverance. J ~ i s t  as Yahweh had rescued His 
~ e o p l e  in such a s]?ectacular Iilanner, so nlso wo11ld He again s h o ~  H i s  
n ~ i g h t ,  hut on a ~ n u c h  grander scale. Nof. only -bvou!d EIe make  n pa th  
t,hr.o~lgl~ t.ht! Sen; He would conlglctel y :innihilatc it: ( Is .  11. : 16), and t.hc 
Nile would be co~npletc?ly dried up so tha t  l)ilol)le from all over could 
])ass through to salvation. (Zech. 1 0 :  9-11) 

li: is at l.he tiine of this Great Deliverarlce tha t  Yahweh ivould ini t iate  
n "new f.hins" a.nd a gr,oa.ter a.ct .  ( I s .  42: 15-21)  This  r-~cf: \voulil then bc thc 
grounds for  1)rnise of G.od by the  Netv Israei.l""yol. will sa.y in tha t  da.y 
'I will give thanks to thec, 0 Lord . . . Behold, Got1 is my  Salvation . . ."' 

(Is. il: 15-12:  4) I t  is a t  the t ime of t he  hIcssia.nic reign tha t  people would 
no lorwer rec.itc!. "As the  Lord lives who hrought 11s out  of Egyp t , "  (which 
is t.hc c:i)zitc?llt of the prologue of t h e  old coveniint), but  instead ~voul i :  
confess, "As tlie i ~ o r d  lives who 1)rought u p  and led the  descendants of thc 
house of I:s~-acil out oii the north country and out  of all the  cou~lti*ies wherc 
he had  drivc!n them." ( Jer .  23:5-7) Although the covcnant made a t  thc 
time of the-: deliverance fro111 Egygc would no longer l.)c in effect, thc 
.grace of Yahweh would continue. T h e  stipulations of the New Covenani 
\vould bc wri t ten on the hearts  of t he  llieinbers 01 the New Israel,  ant 
sill would be con~pletely wiped out. ( J e r .  31:31-34) T h e  event which woulc 
effectxatc: this  Keur Covc!n::nt was t h e  death and resurrection of Christ .  Hi: 
death and resurrection would, in effect, serve as t h e  historical prologuf 
to t h e  New Covenant.. ( A  careful s tudy of Heb. 8, 9,  1 0  would be valuabl( 
at; t h i s  l)oirl,t.) 

Hut  for the  New Testamerlt Israel,  Christ's dea th  and resurrectior 
not only aerves its the prologue; it also serves as the grouud of faith 
J u s t  a s  the mighty ac t  of God a t  t he  Sea was the basis for faith, so alsc 
i t  i s  becituse of God's mighty act  in raising Christ f rom the dead (Eph 
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1:19) that Christians have faith and hope in God. (I Peter 1:21) 
'!'he resurrection also serves as the basis and motivation for the 

obedience of the New Israel to the precepts of the New Covenant.13 Indeed, 
through baptism, which is a baptism into the Salvatory Event, the New 
Israel gains the power to live the holy life which God desires. (Rom. G: 1-12) 
This theological function closely parallels that of the Sea deliverance. St. 
Paul had keen insight into this concept in viewing the Sea crossing as a 
baptism, for it was in this event that the Israelites were baptized into 
God's grace and became His people. (I Cor. 10:1, 2) Ilaptism for the New 
Testament Israel has the same theological function of initiating people 
into God's grace and into the New People of God. 

Ily the resurrection of Christ, the New Israel is assured of deliverance 
in the future. .Just as the Sea deliverance was the basis for Israel's 
espectation of a future Great Deliverance, so also the resurrection ascer 
tains for the New Israel the Final Deliverance and resurrection. '!'his is 
indeed reason for great rejoicing, hope, and comfort, even as the Sea 
deliverance was for Israel. (Ps, 66:6, 136:11-15, 74:2, 13) In addition to the 
praises which the New Israel renders to God, the New Testament Israel 
also remembers the Mighty Act of God with an act of worship, similar in 
function to the three cultic acts which Israel celebrated annually. These 
acts were tho Passover, the Feast of Unleavened Dread, and the Offering 
of the F'irst-Ilorn. The latter two were to be observed for the expressed 
purpose of rem em boring and proclaiming the deliverance from Egypt. 
(Ex. 13:1-lG) Tho celebration of the Passover is especially linJ,ed theo 
logically with the celebration of the Eucharist in many ways. For example, 
just as the Passover through the years looked back to the deliverance 
from death and from the Egyptians, so also the celebration of the Eucharist 
looks hack on the Great Deliverance from Death and is likewise a constant 
proclamation of God's grace as shown by Christ's death and resurrection 
until tho Final Del iveruncc.t' 

In addition to its central function in the Eucharist, the death and 
resurrection of Christ have the foremost place in the apostolic kerygma 
(Acts 2:2-1-3')· 3·15· 4·1 2· 93·6 s· ?,!·4 5) and in tho New 'l'cstament 
creedal state;1~en~. /I c·01'.. 15/ ,~s \n;p;rta~t as the New Covenant concept 
is, the Event upon which it is based is of the utmost importance; therefore, 
it is because of this that the Event rather than tho Covenant is the content 
of the New 'l'estament preaching. '!'he prophets of the Old 'l'estament, as 
seen previously, likewise preached God's grace (as especially evidenced 
by the deliverance from Egypt) rather than emphasizing the covenant. 
The great act of the Old 'l'estament likewise had a foremost position in 
the ancient creedal statement of the Old Testament, "A wandering Aramean 
was my father ... " (Dent. 26:5-10) 

The two salvatory events, the deliverance from Egypt and the Great 
Deliverance, can now be seen to be closely related as to their theological 
functions. As is indicated above, their primary functions were to manifest 
God's saving grace and to establish faith in God so that Israel, both the 
Old and the New, might have Deliverance through Christ's death and 
resurrection and might also keep God's precepts. In addition, the Sea 
deliverance seems to have much the same theological function as the resur 
rection. Both are of such central importance that an attack on the resurrec 
tion would be just as destructive and offensive to one of the New Israel as 
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an  at tack (or  any  mitigation of) thc Sea deliverance ~ v o u l d  be to  a nlenlber 
of the Old Israel. In  both cases one can see tha t  covenant terlllinology, 
apart  fro111 the facticity of the ~ r i m a r y  salvat,ory avcrit---either thc  Sea  
deliverance in t he  Old Testament, or  t h e  death and resurrection in t h e  
New Testament-becomes a hollow shell with no valid basis. The  salvatory 
event itself and i ts  facticity a r e  crucial. From a theological ~ e r s p e c t i v e ,  
any  challenge would be devastating.15 

The  concept that  the  Old Covenant and  the N e w  Co'venant a re  grounded 
on the two salvatory acts of God--acts wrought by God alone--lends a grea t  
deal t o  the uiiderstanding of tht: Old and N c ~ v  Testnmcnts as  a, un i t :  t h e  
thread of grace earl be traced distinctly throughout. Perhaps the  sig- 
nificance of this rnost inlportant concept has been sonicwllat overlooked as 
a. resulL of escitement over recent studies of Ancient Near East  covenant 
matcr,ial; however, Klaus  Baltzer is taking a positive stkp in discerning 
the basic distinction between the  coveriants. 3;;luch more  attention mus t  be 
give11 to this distinction. Much more attentior1 a nu st be given to  the event 
and its tl~eological function as the ground of Israel's fa i th ,  the ground of 
all laws, o f  proclamation, of praise, and of expectatioil of fu ture  deliyeranee, 
esl)ecially that of the Great I:)eliverancc! of Christ,  which in turn  is the  
ground of faith, of laws, of preaching, of praise, and of tho f u t u r e  Final  
Deliverance of the New Testalllent Israel.  

1. Thcrc are six principal parts to ;I typical covenant: 1) Prc;~nlble-svhich identifies 
thc author oF thc covcnant ~v i th  emphasis on the po\zfcr and majesty of the king, 
2) Ifistoricnl prologue, antcccdent history, or Vorgcschichtc-lvllich rclntes a cnrcful 
tlescriptioli o f  nctt~al events and bencvolc~lt deeds done by the  kinn, 3 )  Stipulations, 
4) l?rovisio~~ I'o: dcposit in n sacred sanctuary and pcrlodic reading, 5 )  In\~ocation of 
t l ~ c  gotls 3s IV~~IICSSCS, ant1 7) Curses and l~lcssings. For a summary of thc covenant 
concept scc Virgil Ii. Todd, I'rophet Witltozrt Portfolio, (Nortll Qt~incy, Mass.: The 
Christopher I'ul)ljslling IIotisc, 1972), pp. 75-78, or Dclpert l?. Hillers, Covel?n~zt: 
Tlzc History of cr lliblical lrlea (Baltimore: Thc John EIopkln's Press, 1969). 

2 .  I<lnas Ilaltzcr. Thc Co~.cttcint Eorm~~lnrv,  Cl~avid Crecn ( t rans.)  (L'1iil:tdel~hia: For- ., - - .  
tress I'rcss, l'j'il)? p;,91. 

3 .  Isracl Abraharns, I r l  hfIoscs," Encyclol~nadin lirtl(zicn, XII, (N.Y. : ' rhc ~Macrnillall Co., 
1971) pul~lished and printed in  Jerusalem, 1). 376, states, "Tllc covcnant with 
Yallmeh was the real purpose of the Exodus. Frcctlam ~ v n s  not just tllc vegativc of 
se rv i t~~dc :  it  ~ l lus t  h a w  positivc spiritual contcnt." 

4. Cf. ;~lso Tocld, Proplzet Withozrt Portfolio, p. 80;  John Bright, Tlzc Kingdom of G o ~ l  
(New Torlc: Abingilon Press, 1951),  p. 27;  and WaIthcr Eichrodt, Tlzeology of tlte 
Old ' I ' es tnn~cnt ,  I, (Philadelphia: The Westrn~nster Press, 1961), p. 369. 

5 .  Rriel~t.  n. 195. 
6. It  ;vas';o inlportcillt that Jcroboaill ~ ~ s c c l  i t  as the grounds for  thc faith of the pcople 

in thc gods which he  placed at  Dan ancl Bethel. (I Icings 12:28)  So, Israclitc faith, 
c l rc~l  inilny years after the  event itself, was dependent upon i t .  

7. I t  lliust be understood that the deliverance from Egypt was ultimately cirectuatcd b y  
and dcpcndent on thc deliverance through the Sea. Thrrs, thc Sea tlclivcrance lies 
bchind thc thcmc. "Hcrausfuhrung aus Agyptcn," as Noth discusses it in Uberliefer- 
ungsgcschichte dcs Pentateuch (W. I<ohlhammer Verlag Stuttgaxt, 1948), pp. 50-54. 

8. D.M.G. Stalker, "Exodus," Pealzc's <:omnzcntary on the 13ible, cds. Matthew Blacli 
and R. 11. flowley (Great Britain: Nelson, 1962), p. 226. 

9. Eichrodt, Theology of the Old Testament, p. 52. 
10. As HanocJl Hev~v expresses it  in "History," Encyclopaedia ludaica, VIII, p. 576, 

"Thc Exodus from Egypt left its imprint on the memory of thc nation and becamc 
tllc symbol of the hope of liberation for all generations." 

11. I t   nay be of interest to note that on the  Mount of Tra~lsfigoration Jesus ctiscussec! 
his cxod~cs wit11 Moses and Elijah, Lukc 9 :  30,31. 

12. Cf, also thc Benedictus, Luke 1:68-73. Perhaps this reflects the connection betweer 
thc two salvatory events. 

13 .  I t  is il~tcrcsting to note that P;tul's exhortations in Rom. 6:12f closely resemblc 
those of Moses i n  Ueut. 7:7-11 and arc used in n similar context ;IS bcing based or 
God's gracious act. 

14. Therc are f~uthcr  similarities betwccn the  Passover ant1 the  Eucharist with regard t~ 
thcir relationships to thc cvents on which they were based and to their theologica 
function i n  conncction with thesc events, which may be valuabIe for further study. 

15. I t  is for this reason that the views of Noth, Alt, van Rad, ctc., conccrning the origil 
of Isracl and, interpretation of Ex. 1..15 can hc sccn somcwhat iIS a n~isundcrstandin 
of tile objectlvc cvldencc. 

This cssny i s  sztbmitted by Prof. Denla Wenthe i n  conjzinction 7vitlt ~vork done 27 
Schriebcr, n stztdcnt nt the scminnry. 



hlXSS. By I,eonard Bernstein. 
Leonard Bernstein's set t ing of the mass t reats  the  various rubr ic  

comyorlents in n free ~ l lode rn  style, sorilctiines a t ta in ing  a n  at t i tude of 
wor.shilj, not  unacceptable in the modern church. Much religions feeling 
is evident, though, like marly masses, a concert performance is envisioned 
l)y the  sct t ing.  The  -31~~~8 written for the  dedication of the Kennedy 
>Iemorial, indicating the  first audience, to which the composer addresses 
:lilllself. B u t  Bernstcin is olfering nlore than  a ~ n a s s .  K c  has  observed t h e  
lllodcrn sccne, t he  troubled priesthood in conteinporal~y society, the defec- 
tion of thousands of priests.  and  thc hunger of inany \vorshil)ers for more 
nlodel-11 fornis, and the c o n l ~ o s e r  creates n drarnatic conflict by bringing 
the sounds of the  raucous inquirer and the offending world into the church. 
( n u t ,  perhays surprisingly, Bernstein is not bringing tlic songs of the 
, 'underground n'iass" into the church.) The collflict deve1ol)s until the  
call of t he  world and the  c ry  of the s treets  "gel to" the priest a t  the lriost 
sacred moment of the elevation of the  chalice. The chalice falls, the priest 
declares i t  a n  ucc-ident---hut i t  is apgarcnt tha t  the "accident" does not 
es l~ la in  the: sccnc. The  people amazingly ~ ~ n d c r s t n n d  and forgive and stand 
beside the i r  troubled priest.  

11 is not hard  to 11ndel-stand tha t  the-: Catholic Churcll might react 
unfavorably to s11c11 a public driiniatization of its pligllt. The 3Ias.c; h a s  a 
chance of becoming very popular, perhaps iiext t o  Jes.r.ts (:7r,].int Rnl ie~ ' s t ( i i . ;  

i t  seeks tlie same audience. The  record sales indicate tha t  n Broadway 
production of thct Jfc~ss nlay be a possibility. 

The  J l lu s s  nioiles rapidly through lllany nunibcrs, beginning with a 
s l~r ight ly  call to worship. Alter the  Kyrie E l e i s o ~ ~  follows :L sweet a n d  
lovely Sinlple Song, what  thc  ancients might. call ;111 "idiotic 11sal1.1l." A 
l-lu1lc:l~ti.n sparkles with t inkl ing sounds, followcd by ;L SLt.cei. Cliorl ls ,  l ike 
:t XC\V Orleans funeral grocessioii. Thc  D o ~ i ~ i n . ~ { . s  receivcs n fugato t reat-  
ment. A chorale anthem is followed by sn oboe, which sounds like Boito's 
:l.Teph.i.~tofcTcs. Sonietimes Bcrnstein is antiphonally chalSlning, sonletillies 
inockirig. T h e  Old Testament portions recejve better treatinent than  the  
New Testament ~ ~ o r t i o n s .  Thc: 0 - c r l o  i s  overly rhythlliic, inlitating public 
rec:itatioli. ' rherc is also n "non-credo." The  flpistlc is sc1.ious; tlic C:osgel 
sounds l ike "Green Pastures."  Thc .l(j7~-trs Uc.C i s  strangely energetic. The 
,Ifise,re?-e js moving, in  elevated modern style, followed by the  wild cry of 
the world. After  Lhe dramat ic  scene of the broken chnlicc and  thtt ~vrcckcd 
al tar  thcrc i s  s I'a-z and a wistful closing choral. 

Thorouglioul the work there is no doubt of l:ier~istein's mastery of t h e  
~ned ium and  his  most  jiltimatc characterization of t he  feelings of the  
1)eople involved. H c  understands the tragedy which has  befallen tile church 
and r c s ~ o n d s  to i t  in a manner  which reveals his own bias. Perhaps one  
can understand some discoinliture on the pa r t  of the  "angel" who com- 
missioned the  work, the former  Mrs. John Kennedy. If i t  is ungracious on 
her pa r t  not  t o  have acknowledged the work, i t  may equally uligracious 
of the  composer to have revealed this fact so early. Neither of these 
animadversions would "cut :LILY ice." More l~e r t inen t  ~vou ld  be the question 
whether 13ernstein's Nasa is a conceptiori for  s great  national occasion, 
the dedication of a lnemorial to a popular president;. Must the fact of his 
church lnelnbership be brought  into the scene? One mus t  allow the ar t i s t  
his freedom. 13ut frequently talented people have also needed guidance 
as to the  highest  ideals. 'Viewed from this  vantage point,  the  Mass is no t  a 
Ilational memorial.  O t t o  E'. StahZke 


