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	here is no book, it seems to me, of all the books of the Bible that is debated so much and neglected by the modern scholars and Christians alike than the book of Ecclesiastes. Yet, there is at the same time, no book of all the books in the Bible with obvious and practical answers to our daily questions, divine comfort to our troubled souls and a guide for our little minds to understanding and right decision making to living in a confused world like our generation than this book – Ecclesiastes.


	The reason for this acrimonious unjust treatment of the book is that, for most scholars, Ecclesiastes is not worth the canon criteria and so they cannot see why it should be part of the Christian Bible. The argument, as Lain Proven ironically puts it: When considered in the larger context of the Old Testament, Ecclesiastes stands out as an unusual book whose connection with the main stream of biblical tradition seems tenuous. There is nothing here of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob; of the Exodus; of God’s special dealings with Israel in the Promised Land; or of prophetic hope in a great future. Instead we find ourselves apparently reading about the meaningless of life and the certainty of death, in a universe in which God is certainly present but is distant and somewhat uninvolved. When considered in the context of the New Testament, the dissonance between Ecclesiastes and its scriptural context seems even greater, for if there is one thing that we do not find in this book, it is the joy of resurrection.


	Such is the Canon-argument. But you can see that the whole perspective of the argument is from the New Testament only, which is great bias to the Old Testament because you cannot stand your world in the New Testament to independently judge things against the Old Testament. And the idea that  Ecclesiastes has nothing of the covenant fathers does not only reveal how shallow our understanding of Ecclesiastes is in relation to the Torah as we shall see later, but also our complete ignorance of the primary concern of the book (Ecclesiastes).


	I do not doubt that in addition to the canon-argument, other arguments such as the authorship, the nature of the book – whether pessimistic, optimistic or evangelistic, the unity, order and style of writing of the book are all owing to a little knowledge of the author in terms of his beliefs as shall be discussed soon. However, I am not concerned here with the basic argument on the authorship, for I am convinced that Solomon wrote Ecclesiastes. But if there arose a certain man who edited the book at a particular time to fit his context and speak to his generation, I cannot deny. Proverbs 25:1 seems to justify this fact, although obscure.






	The Author and His Beliefs


	The author believes in a God who is the creator of everything that is (Eccl. 12:1) and as such, he (God) owns and controls all that is (Lordship) in perfect wisdom and love. He gives peace and health, wealth, honor, power to his children (Eccl. 2:24 & 6:2) (Generosity). God, the author believes, is all- knowing – he knows the past, present and future (Eccl. 8) and therefore has wisely predestined every event (Divine Decree) under the sun in accordance to his perfect and good will. This means that God permits and controls every action – good or bad to the working of his purpose for his glory and for our blessings. Accordingly, in the light of Divine Decree, the author believes that God is just and does not show partiality (Eccl. 9:1-2). All belongs to God and he, (God) treats all the same. 


	More importantly is the author’s belief in God as a Moral Being. God is perfectly good and delights in doing good. The ultimate purpose of existence is that men and women should fear him and do good all through (Eccl. 3:12). It is in this light that the author obstinately holds and emphasizes that God is a Judge and is going to judge every single thought and action performed by everybody under the sun (Eccl. 3:17, 11:9). For the author, this is the absolute ground for and justification of moral goodness or action on earth that God is a moral being.


	Concerning man, the author believes that man is a creature (Eccl. 12:1) perfectly created but through disobedience, has sought many inventions (Eccl. 7:29) and therefore become perverted and sinful (Eccl. 7:20).


	Man as a created being is limited in power, knowledge and indeed, everything and so he is to absolutely depend on his creator, God, for everything. To put it in a religious term, man is to fear God and keep his commandments. This is his only duty on earth (Eccl. 12:13). Man cannot contend with his maker (Eccl. 6:10).


	Among other things, the author believes in the reality of death and suffering (2:15-17, 4:1-3, 7:7), contentment (Eccl. 2:24, 3:13, 8:15) of which many mistake for indulgence. He believes in goodness and moral holiness. Man, he asserts, should be compassionate to his fellow man and always live together (communalism) (Eccl. 4). That he wishes dead were the living and better more the dead, in this chapter, is clearly understood – it is just his way of expressing his concern, compassion and sympathy for and at the suffering people he saw. He believes in purity (Eccl. 9:8), happy marriage and unity (Eccl. 9:9), and hard work (Eccl. 9:10). Above all, he believes in wisdom!


	Having seen the beliefs of the author, we now turn again in passing respect to observe the nature, order and style of the book-arguments and the big claim in verse 2 of chapter one. 


	The question is: Should the author really believe in all the above mentioned, but could teach and encourage indulgence, a form of Epicurean and Hedonistic philosophy? Should he believe that all things are created by God including our lives and that all good things came from him for his glory and for our blessings, but could still claim that everything is vanity? When have the things God created become vanity? Is not this an insult at God, an abuse of his entire creation? Who declares something vanity, God or man? Should we assume the pronouncement of vanity in general sense and context? If so, why then does the author seem to encourage loyalty between husband and wife, purity of life and in life, hard work and sincerity (Eccl. 9:7-10), sharing (Eccl. 11:1-5) and above all, faithfulness in God (Eccl. 12:1, 13) while on earth, under the sun? Why did he not encourage suicide that we may all die and go to heaven to do all these things, since life is not worth living under the sun? 


	More seriously is when we hurry to consider all the arguments against this book in the light of Eccl. 12:9-11. They will all turn into insignificant folklore, a God-dishonoring arguments and useless formulations.


	The editor of this book, Ecclesiastes, testifies here that the writer (the author) is a wise person which means he has prudence, good value or character, for being wise in ancient Israel is being good in character. Added on this, is the fact that the writer is a learned man, too. You can see that the editor is not repeating himself nor is he complicating issues here. What he wants to put across is that the writer or teacher of Ecclesiastes is not wise because he is a learned person. Not at all! But that the teacher is both good and learned in terms of intellect. 


	If we accept this testimony to be true, then I cannot imagine any good and learned person with the above said beliefs that could teach pessimism, contradiction and confusion to his disciples. If we cannot understand Ecclesiastes because of its perplexity in order and style of writing and/or because it contains a lot of contradictions, then, surely, the above testimony is untrue. Of course, as Albert Einstein would say, any great intellectual that cannot make himself clear and understandable to his audience knows nothing. Why call him a learned person when he cannot be understood? What is intelligence to contradiction and confusion?


	Well, we may argue that it is possible for a good and leaned man to contradict and confuse himself as well as his listeners, but we cannot go further with this claim if we read and understand the final part of the testimony in vs 10 of chapter 12. The editor’s testimony is not only that the teacher was wise and learned but also that what the teacher taught was absolutely upright and true. His teaching contains no flaws and heresies. If this is true, why then should it not be part of the canon? Can something be contradictory in nature and still be described as upright and true? What is truth? Is truth a proposition or a person or both? If truth is primarily a person and secondarily a proposition at which time both are truth, why then have we   neglected this book so much? Can something be true and have “nothing of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob; of Exodus, of God’s special dealings with his children”? Who is the truth but not God? Let’s think again.


	The teaching in Ecclesiastes is described upright because it has high moral values that aim at godliness and it is true because it is a revelation. Believe it or not, that is the truth.
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