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A GENERAL INTRODUCTION.
I. A selective survey of the history of the deveslopment of Biblical Theology.

II.

III.

V.

A, Prior to the Protestant Reformation.
Be Sixteenth and Seventeenth centuries
C. Eighteenth and Ninetesenth centuries
Some suggested definitions or descriptions of this technical field.
A. Francis I. Anderson :
B. ISBE
Ce MG
De. Taylor
The placement of Biblical Theology in the field of learning.
A. Eiblical Theology and Exegesis
B. Biblical Theology and Systematic Theology
Some helps in evaluating some of the contemporary writing called "Biblical
Theology."
A suggested pattern of New Testament Eiblical Theology.
Taken directly from Charles C. Ryrie, BIBLICAL THEOLOGY OF THE N.T.,36L4-67.
A. Synoptié Gospals

B. Pauline Theology MAJOR "OVER~-ARCHING UNITS"
C. Johannine Theology
1. Theology of ACTS a bridge or link between Synoptic Gospels
_ and Paulire thought
2. Theology of JAMES a subsidiary link or bridge between

Gospels and Pauline thought
3. Theology of HEEREWS bridge betweenPAULINE and JOHANNINE thought
4. Theology of PETER a subsidiary link or bridge between
AND JUDE PAULINE thought and JOHANNINE thought

DIVISION ONE. MATTHEW: SETHRCTED BIBLICAL THEOLOGY THEMES.
Unit One. Background and Introductory matiers.
1. Authorship .

II.

III.

A. Historical evidence

B. Logical inference

C. Possible explanation of the quotation from Papias

D, Matthew the tax official: His calling in the light of Biblical-theological
themes

Place of Writing and Possible Date

A. Place: Antioch

Be Date

The Purpose for Matthew, Major idea: PROMISE AND FULFILMENT

A. Matthew 1:1 Son of Abraham LINK WITH TRUE JEWISH HERITAGE Son of Dawid:

B. Matthew 28:18-20 DAVIDIC LINE

C. Matthew 22:42

D, Matthew's evidence with reference to the DAVIDIC Iink.,

Unit Two. Studies in the STRUCTURE of the Book of Matthew. Crucial for Biblical

I.

IT.

III.

Iv.

Theology.
Structurs along the lines of tiography. BIOGRAPHICAL
A. The structure stated: Matthew L:17; 16:21
B. The structure analyzed
Structure along the lines of themes. THEMATIC,
A. The structure stated: 7:23; 11:1; 13:53; 19:1; 26:1
B. The structure analyzed.
A theratic outline which actually observes this structure for its basic
arproach to the lLook.
The structural usage that Matthew makes of the 0.T.
A, Introduction to the evidence
B. Initial survey of the evidence. (1. Stated). (2. Analyzed % evaluated),
C. Selected studies in the structure of these quotations by Matthew.
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Ve
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1.

IIT.

Unit

IT.

Ce Selected studizs in the structure of these quotations: continued,
1l. Possidble insight into Matthew'!s teaching about Christ's FERSCON,
2. Possidls insight into Matthew'!s teaching about Christ's MISSION
3. Possible usage made of Matthew's Gospel, with this orderly listing
of 0.T. passages,
The feature of Matthew'!s wori in organizing data in a systematic order,
de A consideration of the evidence, Groups of threes,
3. An evaluation of this evidence,
le A possible aid to learning,
2. A varification of the orderliness of the teaching of Jesus Christ,
Ze An additional consideration: othar NUMEIRICAL PATTERNS, Groups of fivas
and s2ven,
Threa., Matthew's Christology: A Davidic framework.
The phrase "Son of David" with specific reference to Jesus Christ,
A, 0ld Testament rackzround: a gensral link between the Davidic line
and the Messianic hopz.
B, 01d Testament background: the over-all Messianic pattern of revelation
in tha OOT‘
Ce 4 summary of 0ld Testament Massianic revelation in the Psalms
D. Jewish understanding of the term and its usage,
E. A concise review of Matthew's usage of tha phrase "Son of David,”
F. Matthew’s major usage of "Son of David" Masthew 22:41-46,
Four, Matthew's Christolagy: The genealogy of Christ,
The organization and structure of the CGenealogy.
A. The 3 sets of 1ll.
Be The omissions in Matthew'!s lisi,
Som2 features of Matthew's listing,.
A. The names of David and Abraham, :
Bs The names of fowr women: Tamar, Rahab, Ruth, and the wifs of Uriah.
Propos»d Answers to the guestion of dif;e*encps in Luke and Matthew in
ganealogical listing
A. Matthew gives the real descant of Joseph: Luke %tha real descent of Mary,
B, Lukan genealogy is considersd the family tree of Joseph also, just as
Mattheuw's is,
The theological implications of the genealogy.
A, The implications of the genealogy with refersnce %Yo the parson of God.
1. Imnanencs
2, Grace
3e¢ Sovereigniy transcendenca.
Be The implications of the genealogy with refersnce to the plan of God
parhaps these are mors implicit
1, Universality of the plan of Goeds Inclusion of realms teyond Judaism,
2. Soteriological nmature of the plan of God,
3+ Eschatological element
Y4 Impartiality in God's dealings with the race,
5. Possible polemicaleapologetic slement,
Five, Matthew's Christology: The Birth of Messiah,
The place of Joseph in Matthew'!s theclogy.
Le His legal position as a Davide heir.
B. The betrothal,
C+ The action of Joseph descrilbed.
De The revelation given to Jecseph,
Z. The responsibility given to Joseph.
The Eirth of Massiah,
4. A tabulaticn of Yattbew’* statements,
Ee The Name of the Coming Ones
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Unit Six. Matthew's Christology: THE BIRTH OF MESSIAH--THE OLD TESTAMENT

I.
II.
III.
Iv.

Ve

AS PLACED IN THE THEOLCGY OF MATTHEW (Isaiah 7:1 and Matthew 1:23).
Introduction.
The position of double fulfillment.
Some selected elements of the unitary, strictly future fulfillment view.
The typical fulfillment position.
A. Definition of a type.
B. The data for specific study in Matthew
C. The possible direction of this data
D. Some of the details in broad perspective.
Evaluations and comparisons: major positions in summary statement
with clarifications.
A. The Compenetration of doutle fulfillment position
l. Some sources for study
2. Major groups of interpretations on "Immanuel" in the 8th century B.C.
3. There must have been an actual birth at that time which was a tona fide
fulfillment of this prophecy.
L. Major argument here: the broader scope of the word ALMAH,
B. The TYPICAL VIEW,
1. Some sources
2. Major difference with this view and with the compenetration view
3. A concise summary
Ce The quotation in the light of recent studies in interpretation.
D. An example of typical fulfilment.

Unit Seven. Matthew's Christology: The ENTIHE TYPOLOGICAL framework of the

I.

Ve

VIiI.

use of the 0ld Testament in Matthew's THEOLOGY (This unit DEVELOPS
FROM AND EXPANDS UNIT SIX).
A general description of typological interpretation.
A. CORRESPCNDENCE principle.
B. Contrast of TYPOLOGY with ALLEGCRY.
1l. Allegorization and history.
2. Allegorization and methodology.
A case study: the contrast of allegorization and typological interpretation,
Matthew 2:17.
The meaning of TUPOS in the Greek New Testament.
A. Basic meanings: See Arndt-Gingrich, 837=38.
1, Pattern.
2. That which is produced from the pattern, that is, a product.
Some basic characteristics of typology: as a rackground for the theological
use that Matthew makes of this method.
A. A specific point of contact or resemblance must exist between the type
and the antitype (TYPE= what HAPPENED EARLIER in history
ANTITYPE= what happened later).
l. The type itself is not necessarily outstanding in the 0.T.
THE POINT OF COMPARISON STANDS OUT.
2. The type itself might not have been understood by contemporaries of the
event, person or thing.
3. The type itself is seen by later generations.
Suggested comparison/contrast between TYPOLOGY AND PROPHECY,
A, Matthew 1:22 B. Matthew 2:15 C. Matt., 2:23
Suggested distinctions between allegory, symbol and type
A. An Allegory: a FICTION that teaches a MORAL TRUTH.
B, A symbol: A FACT that teaches a MORAL truth, usually TIMELESS truth.
Ce A TYPE: fact that teaches a MORAL truth and PREDICTS some actual realization
of that truth.
Suggested evaluation of the typical view of Isaiah 7:1/Matthew 1:22ff:
from one who HOLDS THE DOUBLE FULFILMENT VIEW,
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VIII. Some independent evaluaticn of the use Matthew makes of the 0.T.
in the unique bleck of Matthew'!s data.

A+ Matthew 1:23 F. Matthew 8:17
Be Matthew 2:15 Ge 12:18-21
Ce " 2:18 He " 13:35
Ds " 2:23 T n 21:4 ff
B. " L:15-16 Js " 27:9=10

IX. Some final observations on the Matthew 1:22ff quotation of Isaiah 7:1L.
NOTE: IT APPEARS that there is no reason why Matthew could not have had both
typological and prorhetic-fulfilment methods in view.

Unit Eight. Matthew's teaching concerning Christ's authority. A major background issue
in Matthew's theology.
I. The basis of this teaching in Matthew.
II. The foundation of Christ's authority.
A. The term used as descriptive of authority. exousia,
Be. The pattern of usage.
III. The significance of Christ's authority.
A. The significance expressed in the concept involved in exousia.
B. Significance exemplified in the Messianic ministry and mission of Jesus Christ,
Savior and Lord, as recorded in Matthew's theology.
1, Matthew 7:29. Absolute authority in proclamation.
2. Matthew 8:9 Recognition of Christ's authority.
3. Matthew $:6 Authority ON EARTH to forgive sins
bs ™ 9:8 Reaction to this authoritative action.
S« " 17:1 authority over unclean spirits.
S ™ 21:23,24,27,

Unit Nine., Selected aspects: the KINGDOM in Matthew.
1. Some elememts in the definition of the kingdom,
A. The kingly rule of God.
Be. Dual aspect of rulership and realm or dorminion.
II. The relationship of Jesus (both proclamation and person) to the kingdom.
A, The nearmess of the kingdom.
B. The claseness of the person of Jesus and the Kingdom,
1l. Some gospel parallels,
2. Some aspects of the kirgdem in the proclamation of Jesus,.
III. Some major passages in Matthew's theology of the kingdom,
Ae Matthew 11:11-13,
le Ao Vo Translation: The "zealot" or "revolutionary" interpretation.
2. The "violent treatment" interpretation.
3. The "middle voice™" interpretation,
B. Matthew 11:16ff, Here is where a VIAELE CONTINGENCY can be seen in this whole
area of the nearness of the kingdom,
l. The comparison of children in the marketplaces., 16ff.
2. The application of the comparison.
3, Observations.

DIVISION TWO. MARK: SELECTED BIBELICAL THEOLOGY THEMES.

Unit One, Eackground and Introductory matters,
: Authorship.
A. Historical evidence.
B. Biblical review of Mark's background.
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Unit Two. The Markan Frame of reference: The Roman World.
T. Vark's opening sentence,
A. Background
l. An evangel

2. An evangel linked to the prophetic line in the 0.T.

B. Some possible indications of Mark's frame of reference,

IT., Observations on Mark's style.

A. A gospel of action., Possible analysis of the historical present in Mark,
B. A gospel of analysis: analyzing reactions of people, responses.

C. A gospel of appropriateness for believers in crisis times. Be careful

here !|! POSSIELE areas of APPLICATION,

Unit Three, The term SON OF GOD as it is used in Markan theology.

II.

III.
Iv.

1. A selected analysis of possible uses of the term " Son of God. "

A, SN OF GOD BY CREATION.
B. Son of God by special care and concerne

Ce
D.

Son of God:
Son of God:

Messiah=--King figure. Messianic usage.
Trinitarian/Theological usage. The ONTOLOGICAL TRINITARIAN
truthe

A basic passage for background. We need to correlate Matthew 11:27 here,

A. The setting of the passage: Messianic mission revealed and stated on the earth.
B. The relationship of the Father to the Son. Matthew 11:27

C. The revelation involved in this relationship.

The Mark 1:1 passage considered.

Selected study of Markan passages on "Son of God" or "Sonship".

A.
B.
C.
D.
E.

Mark 1:11.
Mark 3:1l.
Mark 13:32.
Mark 12:1-12
Mark 1lL:61,
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COURSE OBJECTIVES:

l. To guide the student in an investigation of selected themes in the
theology of Matthew and Mark,
2+ To assist the student in evaluating some of the literature dealing
with aspects of the Biblical Theology of the Synoptics (in this case,
naturally, limited to Matthew and !Mark).

TEXTBOOKS 2

1. REQUIRED. == Martin, Ralph P. MARK: EVANGELIST AND THEOLOGIAN.
2. SUGGESTED.=-~ Ladd, George Eldon. A THEOLOGY OF THE NEW TESTAMENT. Grand
Rapids: Eerdmans, 1974. Second printing, 1975.
-~ Ryrie, Charles C. BIBLICAL THEOLOGY OF THE NEW TESTAMENT.
Chicago: Moody Press, 1959. Sixth printing.

EASIC CCURSE RIQUIREMENTS.

ls Completion of a careful reading of the Biblical text of Matthew and Mark for
this particular course, with a view to thinking about
Biblical Theology emphases.
2+ Completion of a careful reading of the required textbook, on a reading
schedule to be provided.
3+ Participation in selected areas of class discussion and class research,
based primarily on the required textbook and/or selected
passages in Matthew and !lark,
Lo Completion of one (1) shorter research project in Matthew or Mark, due
approximately at the mid-term.
S. Completion of one (1) major research project or paper in Matthew or Mark,
due at the end of the course,
Specific guidelines are to be supplied for these projects.

COURSE SYLLAEUS:

The course syllabus has been developed as the major framework of the course.
In addition, there is an ABBREVIATED COURSE OUTLINE supplied which shows how
the entire course structure fits together. The syllabus will serve as the
basis for classroom concentration, development and analysis.

METHODOLOGY FOR THIS COURSE:

Lecture and discussion.

BIELIOGRAPHY:

Bibliographical suggestions will te made throughout the course, A concise
general bibliography will ke provided as an introduction to some of the sources,
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SUGGESTED AREAS FOR THE MAJCR RESEARCH ~"ROJECT.

These are only a few general ideas. Great flexibility is the rule here. The
RESUITS of your study and research are to be prasented in a readable form, with
a stress on QUALITY of workmansnip.

1. Research in and development of a theological topic or area in the Gospel of
Matthew or the Gospel of Mark. For our purposes, let us isolate these as
independent sources, and selsct one or the cther for an area of study.

After perhaps noting some of :the data of biblical theolcgical topics in

a standard wors like that of Ryrie or Ladd, you might find one particular
topic that interests you. Your study then feasibly could irwolve an inductive
summary of -the data, and a drawing together of conclusions about the
particular theological truth or concept revealed through katthew or Mark.

In our class lectures also, perhaps we will touch on scme of the themes that
will strike an interest in your work. You may chcose any of these topics to
develop, perhaps looking 2t the data in a di:zferent manner, aeveloping the
work in your own way.

2. Study anc critical analysis in the field of contemporary Biblical Theology.
It you have an interest in the realm of critical anaiysis of writers who
work in the rield of Biblical Theology. Perhaus you would be interesced
in analyzing soux2 of the work done in tris rield. Select an author who
works in this realm (example would be Rydolf Bultmann, THEOLCGY OF THE NEW
TESTAMENT), and deal critically with his treatment of synoptic theology, or
even selected aspects of his treztment, if this would grove to go beyond
the 1i:its of qur designated two hour elective.

3. Study and ana.ysis of the writings of the more classical or traditional
Biblical Theologians. This would include a study of the section on
Matthew and Mark (most often included in Syncptic Gospels or Synoptic
Theclogy) in ANY TWO of these standard Biblical Theologians. There is a
list of these in the work by Ryrie cited on page one of this intreducticn
(Ryrie, pages 368-69.). Here, your project wculd ccnsist of a thorcugh
analysis and evaluation of the treatment given oy each of the two that you
cheoose.

L. Preparation of an annctated biblicgraphy of books in the field of Synoptic
Theolecgy. Limit yourself here to major works cealing with Biblical Theology,
and devoting ample space to Synoptic Theclegy. Read surficiently in the
source toc make an intelligent appraiszl of the bzsic theological perspective
of the author. The 2im here is to write a very mncise description of the approach
and content studied by the authcr. A workable goal should be a concise paragrapn
containing your specific evaluation of the content and approach followec.
Your purpose here is frankly oriented to helping you prepare ycur own
btibliograpny for further usage and ccrmurication, building your cwn study
sources for teaching. With this in mind, your search and annotation will
hopefully serve you by helping you build a tabulation of sources for your
further usage and study.
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SCHEDULE OF ASSIGNMENTS AND REQUIREMENTS FOR THE COURSE.

1, Completion of the SHORTER research project in Matthew or Mark
DUE: by Friday March 9, 1978 (the end of the 7th
. class week).
2., Completion of the MAJOR RESEARCH PROJZCT in Matthew or Mark
DUE: ty Friday !May 11, 1978. The end of the
semester, We MUST stay with these
as FINALIZED DEADLINES, ANNCUNED LONG IN ADVANCE.
3, Completion of the SPECIALIZED AND CAREFUL READING OF THE TEXT OF
MATTHEW AND MiRK: A verification FORM to be submitted on this
by Friday MAY 11, 1978.
We ask that in your actual reading of Matthew and Mark for this course,
possibly with a GQOD HARMONY or in an accurate translation, such as
NASB, ASV, NIV, you THINK APOUT BIELICAL THEOLOGY THEMES, OR THE STRUCTURAL
OUTLINE THEMES SUCGESTED,

SUGGESTED AREAS FOR THE SHORTER RESEARCH PROJECT.

FLEXIZILITY is the goal, here is the opportunity you perhaps have wanted
to developr in a non-thesis form a study, paper, outline, or series of
observations on any feasible topic, subject or area of inductive study
within Matthew or Mark., Let us zet a suggested MAXIMUM of 10 pages for
the SHORTER RESEARCH PROJECT,

A, RESEARCH, ANALYSIS ON ANY OF THE MATTERS OF INTRODUCTION that interest you.
For exaple, you chould choose, within Matthew's theology, the question of
that intriguing quotation fram Papias. Read more into the problem tabulate
the various ideas, outline the problem, choose and defend what seems to you a

. reasonable summary of the facts and conclusion,
B. RESEARCH, ANALYSIS on any biblical-inductive study in MATTHEW or MARK.
Hore is an opportunity to take the principles you are working with in inductive
Bidle study, and to apply those principles %o a workatle passage, subject or
concept in Matthew OR in Mark, Limit yourself just to ONE sourceseither Matthew
or Mark, You may consult sources or "framework" studiss, like
Jensen's works on these tooks, DBy actually DOING an inductive
study, for example, on selected accounts of miracles, or parables, you are doing
the kind of ground work in exegesis~exposition upon which the biblical
theology of the work is built,
Ce RESEARCH, ANALYSIS ON MAJOR INTERPRETIVE PASSAGES THAT HAVE BEEN OF INTEREST
AND CHALLENGE TO YOU. If you choose this: you might want to analyze ONE PARTICULAR
PROBLEM PASSAGZ IN EITHER MATTHEW OR MARK: see how it relates to the argunent
of the book, use commentaries and analytical helps, offer your conclusions.

D. RESEA#CH AND ANALYSIS OF ONE MAJOR COMMENTARY (EXEGETICAL) ON MATTHEW OR MARK.
Give a concise report on the source you choose: give his approach to introductory
matters, tabulate and surmarize the position the author takes on authorship,
background, approach to themes of the book, outline, sources (position on synoptic
problem), maybe a random sampling of selected interpretive slants on passages,

MAJOR RESEARCH PROJECT. SUGGESTED MAXIMUM LENGTH: 20 pages.
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A CONCISE GENERAL BIBLIOGRAPHY FOR RIBLICAL THEOLOGY WORK.

TWO MAJCR BIBLIOGRAPHIC SOURCES:

Ladd, George Eldon. A THEOLOGY OF THE NEW TESTAMENT. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1974,
Use this source carefully, finding areas of strength in the vast amount of
bibliographical material, source material, on the Gospels, from pages
3L4=210, Learn how to USE this source: at the BEGINNING of each chapter,

Ladd surveys MUCH of the literature in JOURNALS as well as books on the
topic studied. This is a wveritable GOLD MINE of primary source material,

Ryrie, Charles C. BIBLICAL THEOLOGY OF THE NEW TESTAMENT. Chicago: Moody Press, 1959.
Read and re-read the material on pages 11-24. This is THE BEST GENERAL
TREATMENT OF BIBLICAL THEOLOGY AVAILAELE. Also, read and study pages
36li~69, The SOURCES for study are given, as well as a major listing of
Fiblical Theology treatments of the New Testament.

SEIECTED SOURCES THAT ARE HELPFUL IN BIBLICAL THEOLOGY WORK:

Brown, Colin, General Editor, THE NEW INTERNATICNAL DICTIONARY OF NEW TESTAMENT
THEOLOGY. Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1975. This work is a'"kind of" condensed
variation on Kittel's TWNT., It is useful for the student of biblical theology
and can be used with care to help isolate major lexical data,.

Cremer, Hermann, BIBPLICO~-THEOLOGICAL LEXICON OF NEW TESTAMENT GREEK, Translated
by William Urwick. Edinburgh: T, 4 T. Clark, 1895. Fourth Edition, Reprinted,
1954, An OLDER and USEFUL source for MAJOR WORDS IN THE NEW TESTAMENT THEOLOGY
SENSE, It would be well to consult Cremer along with Prown and XKittel,
Generally, Cremer can provide a framework and foundation upon which to build,

McClain, Alva J, THE GREATNESS OF THE XINGDOM. Chicago: Moody Press, 1959.
Moody Press Edition, 1968, A MAJOR study on the theology of the Kingdom,

Stonehouse, Ned B, THE WITNESS OF MATTHEW AND MARK TO CHRIST.

A comparable work on Luke from Stonehouse, as well as this work, give the
student invaluable help in isolating major theoleogical themes in these works,
Stonehouse epitomized orthodox scholarship at its best, within an
amillennial framework,

Tenney, Merrill C, General Editor, THE ZONDERVAN PICTORIAL ENCYCLOPEDIA OF
THE BIBLE. 5 volumes. Zondervan. GENERALLY, this work provides MAJOR HELP
for students of biblical theology. KEY WORDS ARE STUDIED. THE STRENGTH OF
THIS WORK IS FOUND IN THE ARTICLES DEALING WITH THE BOOKS STUDIED IN BIBLICAL
THEOLOGY, By recading the articles on the books, authors etc., a student will
usually be given a selective treatment of THEMES OR TOPICS PERTINENT TO
THE THEOLOGY OF THE AUTHOR IN QUESTI"N, By all means, read and study the articles
on BIELICAL THEOLOGY in volume one,

Thoms, Robexrt L., and Stanley N. Gundry. Editors. A HARMONY OF THE GOSPELS,
with explanations and essays. Chicago: Moody Press, 1978. Here is an
EXCELLENT SOURCE FOR ANY STUDENT OF BIBL.ICAL THEOLCGY OF THE GOSPELS., By
using this new harmony, you get selected study articles in the back dealing
with some major problems and background issues, and you can actually see
HOW THE AUTHORS DEAL WITH THE LIFE AND TEACHING OF CHRIST FRCM THEIR THEOLOGICAL
PERSPECTIVE. A BALANCED -USE OF THE HARMONTY OF THE GOSPELS IS PERHAPS THE FIMEST
TOOL AVAILABIE TO A STUDENT OF BIRLICAL THEOLOGY.

Vos, Geerhardus. THE SELF DISCLOSURE OF JESUS. 1926, AN OLDER YET VALUABLE STULY
of some of the major theological issues involved in the Messianic mission and
work of Jesus. There is much help here in r=sponse to a persistent criticism
that has set itself over against "The Lord's CHRIST."
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GENERAL INTRODUCTION: SOME SELECTED REVIEW AND ANALYSIS IN THE HISTORY AND
2 canm DEFINITION OF BIBLICAL THEOLOGY AS A DISTINCTIVE
FIELD OF STUDY.

Some sources for further study in this vital realm of DEFINITION and DELINEATION
of the TASK of Biblical Theology:

I. ™"Biblical Theology," Encyclopedia of Christianity,II,63=70.
gmg;: ?eoa:fﬁ‘i:y We "Biblical Theolog;r, " Baker's Dictionary of Theology, 95=97.
Hammond, T. C. In Understanding Be Men, Sixth edition, 1968, Reprinted 197k.

Downers Grove, Llle.: ilntervarsity Press, Pages 13 » 19,20,
Fillen, R. Allan., "Theology," Wycliffe Bible Encyclopedia, Volume 2, 1590-%6,
Ladd, George Eldon, A Theology 3_'1‘ __Ehe New Testament., Pages 25-33.
Lindsay, James. MBiblical Theology," ISEE, 1, LOJ=L72.
Ryrie, Charles C, Biblical Theology of the New Testament. pages 11l=2L,

Shedd, W. G. T. Dogmatic Theology, I, ll=15
Ta;lo;, W "Bib].'ﬁ?%‘fﬁe‘ofogy," %:mdervan Pictorial Encyclopedia of the Bible,
I, 593=600.

I. A SELECTIVE SURVEY OF THE HISTORY OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF BIBLICAL THEOLOGY.
A. Prior to the Protestant Reformation.
Thomas Aquinas (122L-127Lh) Surma Theologiae (1265-73)
. 1.AQUINAS: Scripture PLUS Church tradition
2. REFORMATION: a. Scripture alone "SOLA SCRIPTURAM

be rejectim of allegorical interpretation. c. lack of total consistency,
Be Sixteenth and Seventeenth centuries (1500's and 1600's). namely, some

1. Sebastian Schmidt. COLLEGIUM BIELICUM, 1671. failure to
WEIPIical collections" Scripture TEXTS to back up interpret

2. Pletism. P. J. Spenmer PIA DESIDERIA 1675 doctrine. in light of
Personal edification value of Scripture progressive
studies about the kingdo~ of God: "‘heocratology™ revelation

and INDIRECT LLK with later developments
C. Eighteenth and Nineteenth centuries (1700's and 1800's).
l. C. Haymann BIBLISCHE THEOLOGIE 1708,
NOTE THE TITLE: Biblical Theology
2. A. F. Busching EPITOME OF THEOLOGY CCMPILED FHOM THE SACRED WRITINGS
ALNE, 1756.
THOUGHTS UPON THE NATURE OF BIBLICAL=-DOGMATIC THEOLCGY AND ITS
SUFERIORITY TO THE SCHOLASTIC, 17583.
3. Johann Albrecht Bengel  (1687-1752), GNOMON NOVI TESTAMENTT (1742).
Bengel "insisted on an ORGANIC and HISTORICAL conception of Biblic,l
revelation with strict regard to the difference of its stages."

L. G. T. Zacharia INVESTICATION OF THE BIELICAL FOUNDATION OF THE MOST

EMINENT THEOLOGICAL DOCTRINES (1771-75).
This was a systematic statement of Bibliocal octrine designed
to be critical of dogmtic theology

5. Johann Philip Gakler A DISCOURSE ON THE PROPER DISTINCTION BETWEEN
BIBLICAL AND DOGMATIC THEOLOGY AND THE BOUNDARIES TO BE DRAWN
i ngﬁfnlle}gt}}'referencg Qoﬁgiblic‘al Theoloy as an histoarical science,
6 L“c’)%lé%lezr Eg.%ﬁ'ss?g'o%e o%a%%%f nYaE o"%%%o%f arx'xedveollagr%htal Languazas
at Altorf 1796-18303, A further "parting of the ways" with
dogmatics. Bauer separated 0.T. and N.T. theology.
7. Martin LeberechtDa Wette 1813 BIELICAL DOGMATICS OF THE OLD AND NEW
TESTAVENT.
The "™end of the line, as it were" Seripture, interpreted
eritically, removing ANYTHING which contradicted reason and experience.
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This material is designed as a further study guide to the task of delineating
Biblical Theology as a unique discipline,
I. A SELECTIVE SURVEY OF THE HISTORY CF THE DEVELOPMENT OF BIB. THEOL. CONTINUED.
D, A BASIC SUMMARY OF THE HISTORICAL DATA COULD EE GIVEN AS FOLLCWS:

"Biblical theology as a distinctive discipline is a product of the
impact of the Enlightenment upon biblical studies,"™ Ladd, G. E.
A THEOLOGY OF THE NEW TESTAMENT, page lh.

We noted that while this movement BEGAN essentially as an attempt to
deal CRITICALLY and HISTORICALLY with the Bible, some ORTHODOX SCHOLARS,
like Hengstenberg and Van Oosterzee and Oehler BEGAN TO USE THIS APPROACH
TO STUDY THE VARIOUS SEGMENTS OF BIBLICAL REVELATION,

WORKING AHEAD NOW, PLEASE USE THIS MATERIAL FOR CCRRELATION WITH PAGE 2, ’

III, PLACEMENTs THE QUESTION OF WHERE TO PLACE THIS STUDY IN A FIELD OF LEARNING.
SEE PAGE TWO.
Ao Biblical Theology and Exegesis.

See the material on PAGE 2 G, study CLOSELY the concept there on
WORDS CF SCRIPTURE.

Succinctly, The PARTICULARS of exegesis are EASIC to Biblical
Theclogy. IDEALLY, exegetical work in
a SPECIFIC BIBLICAL WORK, LIXKE MATTHEW, JAMES,
1 PETER, 2 PETER, will deal with ALL THE TEXT, HOWEVER,

EMERGING FRCM THIS DETAILED STUDY WILL COME CENTRAL WORDS.

THUS, WE MIGHT LIKEN THIS PROCESS TO A FUNCTION: E XEGESIS
1. EXFGESIS DETAILED TEXTUAL STUDIES .
2. RESULTING IN EMERGING PATTERNS OF KEY WORDS \WORD
3. THESE KEY WORDS MUST EE STUDIED. ANDERSON BELIEVES SYOOIES
THAT THIS MINDUCTIVE-HISTORICAL WORD STUDY" CONSTITUTES
THE CORE OF BIELICAL THEOLOGY
L. FROM THESE STUDIES, CVER-ARCHING CONCEPTS, IDEAS
WILL EMERGE. CONCEPTS
B, Bib, Theol. and Systematic Theology. Blaci AL
TOPICS TOPICS ommxzzzngscmmIc.ggx'gl THIS ORGANIZATION T H EOLOsY
ORGANTZED AIMOST GOVERNED BY RISTORY - 1.6 THE
| THEMATICALLY : | HISTORY OF

H1S ORGANIZATION CHR)ISTI AN DOCTRINE
IDEALLY GOVERNED
BY THE :
BIBLICAL
DOCUMENTS ALONE

"Bitlical theolngy is historical in
character and sets forth what the sacred
writers thought akout divine matters; dogmatic
theology, on the contrary, is didactic in
character, and teaches what a particular
theologian philosophically and rationally
decides akout divine matters, in accordance
with his character, time, age, place, sect or
school, and other similar influences,"

W. Taylor, "Birlical Theology," ZONDERVAN
PICTORIAL ENCYCLOPEDIA, I, 59k
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8. Ernst Wilhelm Hengstenberz (1802-1869) CHRISTOLOGY OF THE 0.T. (1829-35)
- (1354=57 English translation).
a. strength: VITAL ORTHODOXY seeing thes .rich values in this method of
study. b. weakness: possibly some lack of perspective in 0.T.

9« Ochler, 1845. THEOLOGY OF THE 0.T. 1883 American edition, G. Day,trans.
Torthodoxy here: using the MET 0D of biblical theology.

10, J. J. Van Oosterzee THE THEOLOGY OF THE N.T. Eng. ed. 1870.
T THT PIRST PIPTITAL THEDIOGYT OF THR N,T. IN THE SRNSE OF ATTH(E 3

II. SOME SUGGESTED DEFLNITIONS OR DESCRIPTIONS OF THIS TECHNICAL FIELD, AND TOPICS.

A. "a term used to. . .represent that theological discipline which attempts
to study God and His scriptural revelation with a special emphasis on the historical
context of individual writing. Systematic theology builds toward a system; dogmatic
theology enunciates and defends dogmas; philosophic and spsculative theologies
rationally philosophize and speculate; however, Biblical theology seeks to sxegete
and present that which each inspired Bible writer is himself in situ presenting."

Francis I. Anderson, article cited, page 1, his work is page 63 of the sourcs.

B. "Bib., theology seems best defined as the doctrine of Bib. religion. As
such it works up the material contained in the OT and the NT as the product of
exegetical study. This is the modern technical sense of the term, whereby it
signifies a systematic representation of Bib., religion in its primitive form."

James Lindsay, article cited akove, from ISBE, I, page L69.

Ce "Biblical Theology is that branch of theological science which deals
systematically with the historically conditioned progress of the self-revelation of
God as deposited in the Bible." Ryrie, source cited., page 12. '

D. "Biblical theology is that exercise in which an attempt is made to state
systematically the faith af "irmations of the Bi:le." Taylor, source cited, page 593.

III. THE PIACEMENT OF BIBLICAL THEOLOGY IN THE "THEOLOGICAL ENCYCLOPEDIA."

A. Biblical Theology and Exegesis.

B. Biblical Theology and Systematic Theology.

IV, SOME HELPS IN EVALUATING SOME OF THE CONTEMPORARY WRITING CALLED
"BIBLICAL THEOLOGY."

"The current revival of Biblical Theology among Neo-Orthodox theologians is
indicative of the fact that they have found the older rationalism of Harnack and
his school to te a dead-end street, and that they are seeking to retrace their steps.
« « «They realize that God must take the initiative in speaking to man, and that
there must be some 'word of God'which will embody saving truth. Although they are
not willing to return to the traditional orthodox position that puts implicit faith
in the verbal accuracy of the canonical scriptures, they do concede that the bibli-
cal literature contains a revelation which is God's historic approach to man."
Merrill C. Tenney, "Book Review of Ethelbert Stauffer, New Testament
Theology," Westminster Theological Journal, XIX, 91-32,



12 THEOLOGICAL INTRODUCTION.

theology. The systematic theology of Calvin’s Institutes
is exclusively biblical in its constitnent elements and sub-
stance. Calvin borrows hardly anything from human phi-
losophy, science, or literature.  Ilis appeal is made continu-
ally to the Scriptures alone. No theologian was ever less
influenced by a school of philosophy, or by human science

and literature, than the Genevan reformer. Dogmatic the-

ology, as he constructed it, is as scriptural a theology as can

be found in the ancient or modern church.  “The first dog-
matic works of the Reformers, Melanchthon’s Loei, Zwin-
\gli’s Iidei Ratio, Calvin’s Institutes, are in the proper sense
 biblical theology. They issued from the fresh, vital under-
standing of the Scriptures themselves.” Schenkel: On
Biblical Theology, Studien und Kritiken, 1852. On the
other hand the Institutes of Wegscheider is rationalistic and
unbiblical.  This system, while appealing to the Seriptures,
more or less, yet relies mainly upon the data of reason, and
the principles of ethies and natural religion.

Aund the same remark is true of the so-called biblical »
th% This method, like the systematie, may con-
struct a biblical or an unbiblical book ; an evangelical or a
rationalistic trealise; wthicistic or a pantheistic scheme. As
matter of Tact, all varicties of orthodoxy and of heterodoxy
arc to be found in this department. In Germany, in par-
ticular, where this method has been in vogue for the last
half century, both the theist and the pantheist, the evangel-
ical and the rationalist, have been fertile in the use of it.
Under the pretence of producing an cminently seriptural
}theology, a class of theologians and eritics like Baur and
Strauss have subjected the Scriptures to a more capricious
and tortaring exegesis than they ever received before. They
contend that the idea of Christ and of Christianity, as it is
enunciated in dogmatic theology and the creeds, is errone-
ous; that the Gospels must be re-examined under higher
critical principles, and the true conception of Christ and his
religion be derived from the very text itself; that is, what

PLAN, DIVISIONS, SUBDIVISIONS. 13

of the text is left after they have decided what is spurious
and what is genuine.  Baur was active and prolific in the
department of “biblical ” theology, as distinct from syste-
matic. Ile composed a Theology of the New Testament
(Vorlesungen iiber neutestamentliche Theologie), but it is
biblical neither in substance nor spirit.  Strauss’s Leben
Jesu professes to present the theology of the Gospels—the
true biography, opinions, and veligion of Jesus Christ ac-
Jut it is an intensely anti-
The disciples of Baur, the so-called Tii-
bingen school, have produced a body of ¢ biblical theology ”
that is marked by great caprice in textual eriticism, and

cording to a scientific exegesis.
biblical treatise.

ingenunity in interpretation, but is utterly antagonistic to
what the Christian mind of all ages has found in the Dible,
The school of Kuenen and Wellhausen have employed this
method in the same general manner in interpreting the Old
Testament.

But another class of German theologians and critics, like
Neander, Tholuck, Ebrard, Weiss, and others, handle the
“ biblical” method very differently.  The results to which
they come in their Lives of Christ, and their study of John,
Paul, Peter, and James, are drawn from an unmutilated
text, and agree substantially with the historical faith of the
church, and with systematic theology as contained in the
creeds.  As, therefore, we have to ask respeeting svstematic
theology, whose_svstem it is ; so, also. i regard 1o * bib-
lical™ theology, we must ask whose * biblical” theoloey it is.
“Systematic theology should balance and correet “ biblical
theology, rather than vice versa, for the following reasons:
1. Decause * biblical theology ” is a deduction from only a
part of Scripture.  Its wethod is fractional.
portions of the Bible. It presents the theology of the Old
Testament, apart from the New: e.g, Ochler’s Diblieal
Theology of the Old Testament; of the New Testament
apart from the Old: e.g., Sehmid’s Biblical Theology of the
New Testament ; of the Gospels apart from the Epistles;

It examines
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14 THEOLOGICAL INTRODCUCTION.

of the Synoptists apart from John’s gospel; the Petrine
theology in distinction from that of the Pauline; the
Pauline in distinction from that of James, ete. Now this
method, while excellent as a careful analysis of materials,
is not so favorable to a comprehensive and scientific view
as the other. Science is a survey of the whole, not of a
part. True theological science is to be found in the long
scries of dogmatic systems extending from Augustine’s
City of God to the present day. To confine the theologian
to the fragmentary and incomplete view given in “Dbibli-
cal” theology, would be the destruction of theology as a sci-
ence. 2. A second reason why “biblical” theology requires
the balance and symmetry of systematic theology, is the
fact that it is more easy to introduce subjective individual
opinions into a part of the Bible, than into the whole of it.
It is casier (we do not say easy) for Baur to prove that
Christianity was originally Ebionitisin, if he takes into view
only the Gospels, and excludes the Epistles, than it is if he
takes the entire New Testament into the account. Tt is
\easicr to warp the four Gospels up to a preconceived idea of
Chirist and Christianity, than it is to warp the whole Bible.
This is the danger to which all interpretation of Scripture
is exposed, which does not use the light thrown by the inter-
connection and harmony of all the books of the Old and
New Testaments ; and perhaps this is the reason why the
pantheistic and rationalistic critic is more inclined to com-
pose a “biblical,” than a systematic theology. The attempt
to understand revelation piecemeal, is liable to fail.  In
every organic product—and the Bible is organized through-
ont—the whole explains the parts, because the parts exist
for the whole, and have no meaning or_usc scparate_from
it. ~ TTicinterpretation of Scripture should be ““ according to
the proportion of faith ” (katd Tip dvakoyiav Ti)s ToTEWS).
Rom. 12: 6.
When the work of deriving doctrines from Scripture has
been dong, the theologian must defend them against attacks,

e
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answering objections, and maintaining the reasonableness
of revealed truth. The elder Protestant divines devoted
great attention to this part of theological science, under the
title of Theologia Polemica. Here is where religion and
philosophy, faith and science meet. Iluman reason cannot
reveal anything, but it ean defend what has been revealed.

It is important to notice at this poiut, that in respect to
the doctrines of Christianity the office of reason is dis-
charged, if it be shown that they are sclf-consistent. A ra-
tional defence of the doctrine of the trinity, for example,
consists in demonstrating that there is no contradiction be-
tween the several propositions in which it is stated. To
require of the theologian a complete explanation of this
trath in proof of its rationality, is more than is demanded
of the chemist or the astronomer in physical science.

When the individual doctrines have been deduced, con-
structed, and defended by the exegetico-rational method,
they are then to be systematized. Systematic theology aims
to exhibit the logical order and connection of the truths of

tevelation. Schleierinacher mentions as a rule that is to

-guide in the construction of a system of Christian doctrine,

the exclusion of all Aeretical matter, and the retention of
only what is ecclesiastical.  Glanbenslehre, § 21.  Only the
historical and catholic faith belongs to the Christian sys-
tem, because it is more probable that the one catholic
Church has correctly understood and interpreted the Script-
ures, than that the multitude of herctical schools and par-
ties have. The substantial unity of the Church upon the
cardinal doctrines of the trinity, the apostasy, the incarna-
tion, and the redemption, can be expressed in one self-con-
sistent system. DBut the diversity and contrariety of the
numerous heretical sects cannot be.
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BIELICAL TES OL.G‘I

Ths cov-:olata artd

Encyclovedia of Christianity, II, 63-7C.

e e e et s o+~ ws

BIBLICAL l”l OLOCY, a term usced
(1) in approbation for a scripturaily
based and a scripturally sound theology,
and, (2) to represent that theological
discipline which altempts to study God
and His scriptural revelation with a spe-
cial enmphasis on the historical context of
individual writing.  Systematic theology
builds toward a system; dogmatic the-
ology cnunciates and defends _dogmas;
philosophic and spcculative theologics
rationally plulosopiize and  spcculate;
however, Biblical theology sccks to cxc-
gete and present that which cach in-
spircd Bible writer is himscll in situ

COURSE STLLABUS SUPPLIVENT
icle ty Francis I. Andersen on "Biblical Theology" from

cie sesw sisem @ B e aeemsmset  aii . me ceia s -

presenting.

A truly Biblical th
Biblical in the root as well as

cology must be
in the

branches. The Bibic imust control its
mcthod as weil as supply its
Definition

data. Biblical thcoiogy is
then more than thcological writing about
the Bible; it is more than the incorpora-
tion of sclected Biblicai categorics into
a system that is actually grounded clsc-
where than in the Bibie 1&.‘5!". As soon
as any cxtru-Biblical clements provide
hc_Tidden_cround ol _Ihcology, wien
they supply criteria bv which evaiuu-

tions of Biblical muaterial arc made,
when they furnish the framework on
which Biblical information is arranged,
the resull may be Biblical in appeur-
ance Dut unbiblical 1 ns inncr sub-

stance.

A strictly Biblical theology does more
than take up the great themes of the
Bible as central o theology: it insisis
that the entire procedure in theology be
reeulated by Biblical principles. It ae-
cepts  all the teachings of the Bibie
about God and man, sin and salvation,
as authoritative for gcmxinc!y Christian
thought.  But it goes even deeper than
that, It recognises more prefoundly that
this very wuse of lloly Scripture s
grounded in the Bible's teaching con-

Bibiical Theology

cerning its own nature as the Word of
Gaod.

A prelinunary investigation isto the
insprration and authority of the Bible
15 a prerequisite for all theology, since
all its conclusions will depend  upon
the answers given oc asswned from the
outsct on the matter of the right use
ol Scripture. It may be very deceptive
to sprinkic a work with quotations from
Holy Wri(, for if we are to have more
than a Biblical decoration of otherwise
fruman thought in what passes {or “Dib-
fical™ theelogy, the use of seriptural
concepts und  of scriptural  language
must arise from and be countrelicd by
the atiitudes and principics found within
the Scripture itsclf. -

Besides a passive normative function,
a positive regulative {unction for the
written Word of God is explicitly {oun-
dational for any geauincly Biblical the-
ology.

By contrust much current theological
writing about the .Bible fulls short of
the full reguirements of Bibiical theol-
cuy since it lacks a proper Biblical basis.
[ts detailed procedures and many of its
general conclusions  disclose  that  the
prefiminary question about the function
of the Bible as the instrumwenc of the
Holy Spirit’s government of the Church
has been avmdf‘d or cvaded. Failure to
recognisce those qualitics ¢f authenticity,
reliability, perspicuity  and  sulliciency
with which God has cndowed the Bibic
for this function leaves the student of
the Bibic with no guiding principles for
his endeavours, A display of academic
“objectivity™ cannot then concenl what
is really an attitude of mistrust, sinee an
inditlerent or  noncommittal  approach
to the Bible amounts to a virtual denial
that hiere we have the oracles of the Liv-
ing God. Anather way of puiting s
is to say that Biblicai theology cun
(eVeT remain m\ly fescriptive for it will
be caugit up in the prophctic spirit of

63
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the Bible itself. The Biblical thealogian
will always be something of a preacher.
Ie will not only try to discover and
to present what the Scriptures actually
tcach, he will also do it in such a way
as to show that this is what he accepts
as the truth, and what he expects otiers
to believe,

The data presented by the Bible may
be used to yield results which are not
dircctly theological, but which, in their

turn, contribute to theology.
Coutrasted  Sych  ancillary  disciplines
with Other . ol . . -
Staedies include all arcas ol criti-

cisms (textual, litcrary, his-
torical, ctc.), and all procasses of
cxposition, ranging {rom cxcgesis (which
aims dircctiy at a discovery of the cxact
meaning of the text) passing through/|
cxplication (which probces aiso the hm-;‘
den  presuppositions  and  impli mons,’
th L.‘('I,j
interpretations  and  applications, and
finally to an articulation and harmoniza-
tion of the passage with cther scriptures.
All these activitics, cach in its own way,
depend “on principles for the handling
of Scripturc which arc supplicd by
grammar, logic, and hermencutics in
general.

These studics may be pursued strictly
within the confines of the Bibic |t>clr
yet nonc of them rises to the full scope
of Biblical theology proper, which aims
at a comprehensive and integrated pre-
seatation of the teuching of the Bible
in its fuiness. Biblical theology attempts
to bring thc contents of the Bibie to a
of systemization than is
found immediatcly in the Bible itsell,
but it difTers from the more formalized

theolopteal  disciplines  whose  pniding
methaods are logical rather than Biblical,
Svstemeatic theology  orders  its data

uncer  topical headings,  Its simplest
exprossions are miet inoa Topiead Con-
cordanee”™ or in the subject entrics
in Bible dictionaries. It may orgunize

(4

its data by a strctly inductive method,
murshalling all the appropriate  Bib-
lical statements on a given theme and
sumnung them up by mwans of gen-
cralizations.  Torrey's What e Bible
Teuchey is an unsophisticated  example
i which a catechetical method is used.
Zven when it remains in ciose adbierenee
to the Biblical text, such  systematic
theology mioves 1o somie extent from
the concrete lustorical particubarism of
the Scriptures to the abstract realms of
theological ideas. Furthermore the sys-
tematic  theologian is not content to
clussify the contents of the Bible under
misccllancous headings; he trics also to
bring all the truths of Scriptuce into
relationsh 1ps with cach other in order to
exhibit the wholeness and harmony of
revealed truth. In spite of its artificial
form, however, systemuatic theology may
be sirictly Bibiical in content.

At the other extremic speculative or
philosophical theology moves from the
realm of idecas to the specitics of Scrip-
tures. Exalting rational consisteacy as
ts chief tcol, it procceds by logical de-
uction [rom lirst principies to the [ull
laborution of a bedy of divinity. The
cripturcs come in after, cither as illus-
trations, or as preof-texts to put the
cap on the logicul demanstration.  With
such a pl’OCu.LLH'\. much doubt remains
as to whether the real authority lics
with reason (i.c., the rational system of
the local advocate) or with the Bible.

The method of doegmatic theology lics
between systematic and speculative the-
clogy, but may lecan more to onc or
the other, depending on the uim of the
writer or on the form he adopts, Some-
times doematies attempts o bring the
isolated  generalizations ol systematic
theotogy to Tull ovdering 1 a0 coberent
system. Many ol the great works called
Usystematic theology™ should really be
placed i this categorey, espectally wien
they coatain much philosophical maticr,

o.
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or even a philosophical method forcign
to the Bible itsclf.

Morc often dogmatics is the orderly
exposition of a sct of dogmas, e, be-
licfs which have guined some Kind of
oflicial recognition by a church, typically
in the form of the historic crecds and
conlessions.  The respect paid o Bib-
lical theology in the dogmatics of any
group will then depend on the basic
convictions of that group as well as on
the method chosen to develop the sub-
ject. It may then be thoroughly Biblical
if the authority of the Bible is fully rcc-

-ognized and thoroughly appiicd, but be-

causc of its dogmatic form it will not be
Biblical theology in the sirict sonse.

Sincc dogmas arc often called forth
in combating heresy, they arc usually
limited, cven fragmentary in scope, as
well as being pelemiical in lavour. They
arc protective rather than positive, oc-
casional rather thar exhaustive. [t was
probabiy for such a rcason that Henry
Wace went so {ar as to say that “if there
is onc thing to be guarded against in
dealing with Dogmatic Theology it is
system™ (Introduction to E. A. Litton,
Introcdiuction o Dogmuatic  Theology
| London, 1912}, xvi). While it is truc
that over-intetlectualizing may rob a
confession of its power as witness, it is
a fact that the greatest achicvements in
technical dogmatics have been con-
structed as vast and comprehensive
systems. And to the extent that such
dnwnucs draws its criteria ol coher-
ence {rom rationul principle it is akin
also to philosephical theology.

As a human cnterprise, theology in
all its aspects has its own history, the
study ol which constituted Justorical the-
ofoev. “This is a deseriptive and inger-
pretative scicnee aimed at discovering
and cxplaining what the grent theolo-
gians of the past have thought, by piac-
ing their reachings in thetr historneal

setting and tracing the historieal duvc‘l-L

opment of the great theological themes.
When these themes are traced back to
their Biblical origing, and no essential
dilference i kind is admitted between
the teaching authority of Biblical weiters
and that of lLiter Chrstian doctors, the
reselting so-called “Biblical™  theology
amaounts (0 no more ihan the carly chap-
ters of historieal theology in zeneral
This is the case with a great deal of
current treatment of Biblical subjects,
which accordingly falls short of the full
stature of Biblical theology.

When the historical development of
Bibiical theology as a distinct discipline
is scparately studicd, we have a branch
of historical theolegy (see ISBE, rev
ed., I, 470-+72).

All kinds of theolegical study arc
legitimate for thc Christian thinker
within the bounds of the apostiolic prin-
ciple “not above what is written™ (I
Cor. 4:6), and many have their prece-
dents in the Bible itsclf, especially in the
NT, whers the sclective and orcderly in-
terpretation of OT passages is nl'c:xdy
found. Su.ph\.n 3 ﬂ,,cn..n in Acis 7, for
instance, is a systematic study of tiw
place of buildings in the worship of
Cod, traced through the OT. in the
NT the usc of logical principles for the
sysicmatic and cvea argumenatative de-
velgpment of Christian  themes is well
advanced, cspecially in the episties of
Paul and Hebrews, the latter cven to
the point where its hermencutics  is
grounded in a manner akin o platonic
metaphysics. The Bibic itsell thus emi-
phasises the possibility of clearly and
fully stated doctrines, and also the vital
importance of sound teaching for the
well-being of the Church.

Purcty Biblical theology is the most
exceticnt of all studics, supremye over
Al other mcthods of seiting Torth the
truth because it deliberately
amms at remainig as <l
as pussible to the method God Bimsel!
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has uscd in giving us his revelation, It
should not be degraded to the role of
heing mierely “a uscful handmaid to the
discipline of Systematic Theology™ (Rd-
ward J. Young, The Study of Old Testa-
ment Theology Today [London, 1958],
110). Biblical theology then  difTers
from all other modes of theologicul
writing by remaining more closely in
touch with the Bible itscif. Its mcthod
is accordingly more personal, historical,
dynamic, and particular than a lu.oluny
that finally yiclds static, timcless, im-
personal and abstract truths. While it
accepts every part of the Bible as fully
inspircd and equally authoritative, it
does not permit diversity of the Scrip-
turcs (diversity in both {orm and pur-
posc, as wcll as in original hlsi"‘!‘IC
circumstances) to be overriden by 2
inductive or proof-text methed that

tends to place all parts of Scripture on-

the same level of meaning or applica-
bility. Biblical theology d'w justice 1o
the requircments of cxegesis in context
and also to the inncr complexity of the
Scriptures in their progressive historical
conncctron with the uafolding redemp-
tive plan of God.

Biblical theology never loses sight of
the historical vehicle of ch!aticn nor
of the revelatory. function of Biblical
history. Revelation came in and through
thesc particular events of history be-
causc they were accompanicd by a
prophetic Word which afso procceded
from Cod and which gave these special
cvents their status as acts through which
God's character is disclosed. Revela-
tion continues to be apprehended as the
specch of God encountercd in [lis wril-
ten word sets a2 man in relation to the
saving acts reported in the Bible. Bib-
lical theology thus preserves a close
conncction between the devds and words
of Gaod recorded in the Bible, so that o
operates fully and simuitancousiy with
the eategorivs of history, literature, and

66

revelation, [t is accordingly more than
a recital of Biblicul history, and morc
than a study of the development of
religious thought in ancient Isracl. The
studics ol Gerhardus Vos  (Biblical
Theology: Old und New Testaments,
Grand Rapids, 1954) represents an al-

- most unique realization of this aim pre-

iscly beeause as well  as having clear
definition by the cxpress acceptance of
the historical truth of all Biblical state-
ments, it is undergirded with a firm
grasp of the unity of the revealing ac-
tivity of God in history.

[n contrast with this a great deal of
current writing that is called “Biblical”
thcology, even when it takes the re-
demptive significance of Biblical history
very .gru,usiy trwmng it as a special
Heilsgeschichite, sits lightly to the history
itsclf, often to the point of extreme
scepticism, as with Alt, Noth, and Von
Rad, at icast for thc carly stages of
Israel’s history. [t is hard to sec what
re dhm stive significance there could be
in a history that did not actually hap-
pea as recerded in the Bible, a history
in which purcly natural events are in-
terpreted as acts of Ged. The American
exponcnts of this approach, notably
Geerge Ernest Wright, John Bright,
and Bernhard W. Aunderson, take a
much more positive view of the general
historicity of the OT, cspecially the
traditions of the patriarchs and of the
Exodus, though with critical rescrva-
tions. But they do not fully penctrate
behind the historical contingencics to
the operation of the sovercign will of the
Lord of history, nor bchind the per-
sonal diversity ol the human authors
of Scripturc to the mind of the one in-
spiring Spirit of God. They alfege the
revelatory function of the cevents, and
s eoseape from o purely  sociological
treatiuent of the religious pheroniena
ol ancicnt isracl, bdut they do not recop-
nize oracies given by God himsell as
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the instruments of that revelation.. This -

part of the Bibic's own representation of
the process of revelation as the coming
of the Word of the LORD to samconc,
they reject. Instead the revelatory sig-
nificance of the cvents is regarded as
imposed upon them by the believing
response  of the participants, i.c., the
fallible insight of men is the orgun of
“revelation.” Edward J. Youny justly
characterizes this view as mwerely *The-
ology by Inference™ (op. cit, p. 20), a
purely human achicvement.

Biblical thcology rises to its [full
strength by rankly accepting the Bible
as God's sclf-cxplanation. It falls shert
of its proper dignity when the Scripturcs
arc treated as no morce thaa the literary
prec px'a(c from the devout reflection of
ancicnt Israclites upon ticir
history. kacwxic it is no Biblical
ogy that sces the Scripturcs as a mere
vchicle serving for liturgical recital or
ritual re-cnactment of cvents supposcd
to be acts of Ged. Insuch a c
prophecy of the Scripture would sl
a privaic interpretation (11 Pet. 1:20).

[t is truc that individual points of
view may bc distinguished within the
Bible. This is part of the diversity of
manner (Fcb. 1:1) which the Biblical
theologian must take into account. In
the OT the theology of the Psaller, of
individual propitcts and historians and
others, can be delincated; in the NT the
theology of the synopticists, of the Paul-
inc, the Johannine, the Petrinc wrilings,
can be distinguished and cven in
measure contrasted. But neither (1) the
application of a formal principle of
rational consistency sor (2) the invoca-
tion of an irrntional cutegory of “parn-
dox™ doces justice to the organic relation
of these particuliars to the one unveiling
of the God of grace which is the swmn
total of Dibkhicat theology. The foemer
is the mistake of the classical systema-
tictans: the latter is the error of con-

A major actmty 0

temporary cxistential theologians; the
remedy has yet to be found, and its lack
is thc main causc of the general absence
of Biblical theology at its best from our
biblicgraphical rusources.

But the time is ripe for an advance
to authentic Biblical theology.  Madern
critical study, by attending to the de-
tailed phenomena of Serip-
ture, and with a more ucute
historical scnse, was able o break away
from the onc-level use of Scripture of
the older scholastics, whether Catholic
or Rcformed, and was morc alert to
the diversity of Scripture and to its
dynamic spiritual movement. But too
much attention was paid to the human
and circumstantial, so that nothing
could bec donc to save clements which
stcod in formal dmx..uh.xty (e.8., the
connotations of “fuith” for Puul and for
James) from being sct in hostile con-
tradiction. This may have becn more
honest than the artificial hamionizatioas
of some of the carlier “reconciliations™
which struggled to reduce such terms to
absolute identity. Yect the achicvement
of integrity in Biblical theolo lics
beyond both of these treatments set-
ting such contrasts into a harmoaious
pattcrn of organic historical cevelop-
ment in which the full operation of the
onc mind of the inspiring Spirit and the
many minds of the inspired authors arc
two factors both given full recegnuion.

r such Biblical
study is lexicography. It can no longer
be assumed that the vecabulary of the
Bibic is simple and uniform in its use.
The great concepts which pather around
key words may  be grasped oaly by
studying all the connotations which such
words  uive and  also the  distinetions
which they bear and develop iy the use
of individual authors and i the lustori-
cal  completion  of  revelation.  Such
inductive-historical word studics consti-
tute the core of Biblical theology, reuach-

Its Fuature
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ing downwards into thc particulars of |
cxcgesis, and upwards into the articuia-

tion of Biblical concepts together into

the full scope of reveaicd truth, Kittel's

TIWNT provides such groundwork, as

do also the works of Norman S, Saaith

(The Distinctive Hdeas of the Old Testa-

ment, London, 1944) and of ¢ Ryder

Smith (e Bibie Doctrine of Man, 1Lon-

don, 1951 The BLible Doctrine of Sin,

1953; The Bible Doctrine of Salvation,

1946, ctc.), which arc lurgely word

studics narrower in scopc but aiming at

systematic treatment of all thc terminol-

ogy rcicvant to chosen themes. [From

these it should be pomb'u to ndecn{
to a synthesis which is net the extrac L/n;!
from this cvidence of vague commony
meanings, but the sctling of its diversce
clements in proper relation to ¢ ,‘.Jx otherl
in the licht of the whole.

The disintegraticn of the Bible in
the hands of liveral theaiogians is now
being rectificd by new cmiphascs on the
unifying features of Biblical thought
which lic bechind formal external cen-
trasts. C. H. Dodd’s recovery of the
pattern of the apostoiic Acrugena in-
augurated a new p’m of appreciation
of the unity of the NT, and this trend is
weil summariscd by Archibald M. Hun-
ter in The Unity of the New Tesiament
(London, 1943) and other writings
(cf. H. H. Rowiey, The Unity of the
Bible, London, 1933).- The scveryd
works of Vinceat Taylor on the teach-
ing of the NT about the atencment simi-
larly pointed behind the diversity of the
scveral strands  to common vital cle-
ments; the Latter have been devetoped
into more explicit inter-relation by 11l
Morris (The Apostolic Preac //mq of the
Crosy, London, 1955). The publication
of new studies in the theology of the O7
by Jacob and by Vrieven, and of the N°T
hy Stauiler and by Richardson, as weil
as moanographs devoted to specinl sub-

1

jectsy notably in the series Stwdies in

68

Biblical Theology  (London), indicate
the renewal of interest in this field. The
more critical works of Von Rad in the
OT und Bultmann in the NT and the
fack of a similur contemporary (reat-
ment of the theology of the whole Bible
are significant symptoms of the indecis-
ive spirit that eripples Bibhical theology
when it s in the hands of those witlh
this spicit of scepticism.

When the task of composing an ade-
quate theologica! study of the eatire Bi-
ble is comprchcndcd, it is to be noted
that there exist profound disagreements
as 1o scope and presuppositions among
the various schools of thought. EJward
J. Young insists that in Biblical theol-
ogy “God is the Object that we study”
("“What is Old Testament Biblical The-
oiogy?” FQ, XXX! No. 3, July-Sept
1959, 139). Hc thus stands in "cad
long collision with nco-orthodox theo-
logians and others who insist  with
Brhnncr that “God is not un object of
knowledge™ (Qur Fuith, London, 1949,
14) and “God is not nn ‘object’ whic ‘1
man can manipulaic by means of “his
own rcasoning” (The Christiun Doctrine
of Gad. Dowm tics !, London, 1949,
117). Paul Tillich admits that “the the-
ologian cannot cscape muking God an
object in the fogical sensc of the word,”
but adds the severe warnming, “Theology
must always romember that in \pz...k ng
of Ged it makes an oc;cct of that which
precedes the subject-object aad  that,
therefore, it must include i its speaking
of God the acknowicdgment that it
cannot make God an object™ {System-
atie: Theoloey, Voiame |, ondon, 1953,
191). This means that every predica-
tion nrude about God s questionable,
inchuding Il statements in the bBible

Current perplexity  about the  wery
possibilitics of theology itseil woes deep
(o the uitimate entotogical and episte-
'mmwu.l quesiions about the nuture

Gad and ol vur Kknowicdge of Him

PAGE 2 H
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around which the theology of the mid-
twenticth contury is in turbulent debate.,
The philosophical issues are stated by
Tillich in  Biblical - Reficion and  the
Search [or Ultimate Reality  (London,
1955) as weil as in other writings,
The interpretative “demythologizing™ of
Bultmann represents another man's -
tionalistic grappling with such herme-
neutical issucs.

These matters arc not the immediate
concern of Biblical theology, which, by
contrast, finds in the Bible a God who
has made Flimself an object of human
observation, performing acts visible 10
their cyes in their history, speaking
words in the normal chanacls of human
communication, and finally Himsell -
coming flesh and dwelling amoeng us s0
that He could be heard, scon, scruti-
nized, and handled (1 John 1:1). Th

7

message proclaimed to us was heard
from IHim (1:5). This is thc basis of
our feilowship (1:3), our knowlcdge

(5:13), our confidence (5:14), an
when it is written down our joy is com-
plete (1:4). .

On this secure foundation the writer
of authcatic Bibiical theoiogy may un-
hesitatingly attemipt his noble task. For
his cndcavours the Bible itscli wili sup-
ply not only the muateral but also the
mcthod. 1t will provide aiso the Dalance
and the perspective. The aim of it all
will be the glory of Ged revealed as the
Savercign Lord in creation, redemption
andd final judgment. The purposc of
Ged will be described in terms of His
gracious covenants with their promisc
of rightcousness through faith.  The
proper halance will be struck between
law and gospel, cach sct in relation to
the other as cxpressions of the hofiness
and lave of God. All this, in pramise,
futfiiment  and  subscquent application,
will be centercd on the Lord  Jesus
Clirist, through Whom and for Whom
all things were muade, in Whom all thinps

L. Beehhol, Principics of Riblical Interpreza-
tivn (Geand Rapids, 1950).

L. Bright, The Kincdom of God: the Bibilica!
Concept and iy Meantnge for the
(New York - Nasbividle, 1953,

M. Bucrows, An Outline of Bibiical Thevlogy
(Philadeiphia, 1946) '

rch
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consist, the Way, the Truth, and the
Life, in Whom alone salvation is to be
found. Christ will be exalted in Biblical
theotogy, because the Bible in ol ts
parts testifies of Him (John 5:39). IFull
honeur will be done to the Lordship of
the Spirit of Gad. lope will be aroused
in cxpectation of the personal return
of the Lord in glory in full agreement
with the emphuasis ol the NT. The whole
will be sustained by a confidence that
“all seripture is given by inspiration of
God, and is profitabie . . . able to make
thee wise unto salvation through Taith
which is in Christ Jesus” (11 T
3:16,15).

BintioGrary:

i. OT.

Q. J. Braab, The Theology of the Old Testa-
ment (New York, 1949).

W, Eichrodt, Thealogre des oAlten Testaments
(Stustgart, 1957), I

H. W. Robinson, /nspiration and Revelation
it the Old Testamenr (Oxiocd, (948).

H. H. Rowley, The Re-discovery of the Old
Testamen: (Philadelphia. 1949).

H. H. Rowley, The Bibiical Doctrine of
Elcction (London, 1950).

H. H. Rowiey, The Faith of Israci (Loadon,
1856).

G. Von Rad, Theolagic des  stliere Testa-
menta, Bd. [ Die Theologie des geselieli-
ichen Uberlicferungen  lsracls  {Minchen,
1957). .

T. C. Vriezea, u Outline of Old Testament,
Theolary (Oxiord, 1953).

G. E. Wright, The Challenge of
Fuirle (Chicugo, 1944),

Iyraet’s

G. E. Wright, Gad Whao cis — Bibiical
theology  as recical: Siadies i Bidéical

Theoloey, 8 (l.ondon, 1952).

E. J. Young, The Study of Old Testeanent
Theology Taduy (londen, 1958).
if. NT.

R. Bullmann, Tleology of the Mew Tesia-
ment, FEaciish Translation by Grobel (New
York, 1951, 1955), 2 vaols,

A. M. Hunter, 7The Messuge of the New
Testament  (Philadelpiue, 194<).

AL ML Hanter, Tutrodien:e Newe Testantent
Theology (Mibwdeiphia, 1958).

A. Richardson, An Introduction to the The-
ologey  of the NMew Testament (Loadon,
[VSX).

1 N Rididerbvos, When thae Tinee had Fally
Corne: Stwddies in Nose Testanrent Theol-
oey (Ceamd Rapuds, 19S7),

i, ‘The b,

A. Richardson, A Theolovicul Word Dook
of the Bibie (New York, 1951).

8. 8. Wartield, 8iblical Doctrines
York, 1929),

B. B. Waurticld, Biblical and Theological Stud-
ies (Philadelphin, 1952).

B. B. Wusiield, Bisiicel Foundations (Loa-.
don, 1934).
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THEOLOGY U435 COURSE OUTLINE PAGE 3
GENERAL INTRODUCTION, continued.

. V. A SUGGESTED PATTERN OF NEW TESTAMENT BIBLICAL THEOLOGY. Taken directly
from Charles C. Ryrie, BIBLICAL THEOLOGY OF THE NEW TESTAMENT, pages 36L4=67.

This section of his work is VITAL for your consideration and evaluation in
your own studies in Biblical Theology.

THE MAJCR,"OVER-ARCHING" UNITS OF NEW TESTAMENT BIELICAL THEOLOGY:

A.  STNOPTIC COSPELS, THE THEOLOLY REVEALED THROUGH THESE WRITERS.
THE KING AND HIS KINGDOM
Be  PAULLNG THEOLOGZ, THE LUKD JESUS CHRIST AND HIS CHURCH, WHOSE

ME! ARE SEEN IN THE NEW SPHERE OF RESURRECTION
LIFE IN CHRIST.
Co JOHANNINE THEOLOGY, THE SOVEREIGN SAVIOR AND JUDGE, REVEALED
LORD OF THE UNIVERSE. (Gospel and Revelation).
THE IMPORTANT "LINKING" UNITS OF NEW TESTAMENT EIBLICAL THEOLOGY,
T. TRECLOCY OF ACTS (as a vital segment of LUKE AND LUKAN THOUGHT):
T X BRIDGE OR LINK BETWEEN
GOSPELS AND PAULINE THOUGHT
CONTINUED RECORD OF WORK OF CHRIST
IN HIS RESURRECTED STATE
INTRODUCES THE NEW ENTITY: THE CHURCH,.
(THIS ENTITY WILL EE EXPIAINED, AND IT3
INNER DYNAMIC UNFCLDED IN PAULINE THOUGHT).
" 2. THEOLOGY OF JAMES: possibly seen also as part of this BRIDGE.
RELATIONSHIFP OF DOCTRINE AND LIFE IN
. : THE FELLOWSHIP OF THE NEW PEOPLE OF
GOD: THE ERKLESIA
VITAL UNDERGIRDING AREVELATION: THE WORD OF GOD,
AGENT OF TEE LORD IN THE IMPARTATION OF NEWN LIFE,
AND IN THE GUIDELINES FURNISHED FCR
THE NEW LIFE
3.THEOLOGY OF HEEREWS (as a vital segment)
A ERIDGE OR LINK BETWEEN
PAULINE AND JOHANNINE THEQLOGY
A MAJOR CHRISTOLOGICAL THEOLOGY:
CHRIST AS ASCENDED LORD, MEDIATOR, HIGH PRIEST,
"A CURE FOR DIFFICULTIES AND AEERRATIONS IN THE LIFE
OF THE CHURCE"
)4 JHEOLOGY OF PETER AND JUDE
possibly seen also as part of this BRIDGE OR LINK EETWEEN
PAULINE ANDJOHANNINE THOUGHT.
DEFINITELY CHRISTOLOGICAL IN EMPHASIS
CHRIST AS OUR SOVEREIGN LORD, YET SUFFERING SAVICOR,
AN EXAMPLE ANDHELP FOR CHRISTIANS IN TRIAL
AND COMBATTING ERROR.
It is interesting to note, as Ryrie points,out,
THIS LINKING SUEDIVISICN ALSO ESTAELISHES THE NEED
FOR THE FINAL WORD CONCERNING CONSUMMATION IN
JOHANNINE THOUGHT (REVELATION).




SYNOPTICS N PAULINE THEOLOGY . JOHANNINE THEOLOGY
/ /
MEDIATORIAL KING \ THE LORD JESUS CHRIST  / THE SON OF GOD AND
AND KINGDOM; / AND HIS CHURCH; \|  SOVEREIGN SAVIOR
MESSIANIC / \ LIFE IN THE RESURRECTED / AND JUDGE;LORD OF
MISSION \ CHRIST \ THE UNIVERSE
Mt, Mk |Luke ,/ \ / \
L S B Sy
MESSIANIC MISSION CHRIST AS
CONTINUED; THE MEDIATOR; HIGH
CHURCH, BEGUN AND PRIEST: KEY TO
EXPANDING; . _ GROWTH IN
THE WORK OF STABILITY
CHRIST THROUGH
HIS PEOPLE
JAMES PETER & JUDE
DOCTRINE AND LIFE CHRIST AS CHIEF
IN THE CHURCH CORNERSTONE AND
(FAITH,IN OUR STRENGTH, BOTH
GLORIOUS LORD IN SUFFERING AND
JESUS CHRIST, TIVES OF
DEMONSTRATED CONFRONTING
ERROR

". . Jthe development of the self-revelation of God in the New Testament is progressive both in its
stages and emphases.

Progressive development and diversified emphasis does not mean doctrinal disharmony. . . . .This
higher unity perceived by the method of Biblical Theology proves the validity of the doctrines of System-
atic Theology, for if the teachings of the various writers of the New Testament on.y contained a con-
glomeration of human opinions which were found often to be contradictory, there would be no true dog-
matics. The cardinal doctrines of God, Christ, sin, salvation, the Church, and the future are consis-
tently and harmoniously presented by the writers. . . .we see the diversities coalescing into a unified

doctrinal scheme."” C. C. Ryrie, BIBLICAL THEOLOGY OF THE NEW TESTAMENT, 365-66.
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THEOLOGY L35 COURSE OUTLINE PACE 5

Division One, MATTHEW: SELECTED BIBLICAL THEOLOGY THEMES.
Unit One. Background and Introductory Matters.
I. Authorship.
A. Historical evidence, Also: sece Matt, 9:9-13; 10:3; compare Mt. 9:10; Mark
MATTHEW and IEVI are equated 2:15 and see Luke 5:29
Famous quotations:
1. Eusebius (ce. AJDe 325) quotes Papias (c. A.D. 100
(Eusebius HISTORIA ECCLESIAR III, xodx, 16.)
UYMATTHEW COMPOSED THE LOGIA IN THE HEBREW TONGUE:
AND EACH ONE INTERPRETED THEM AS HE WAS ABLE."
2. Irenaeus (century and a half earlier than Eusebius)(ce 175-195)
(Irenaeus AGAINST HERESIES, III, i, 1l.)
"MATTHEW ALSO ISSUED A WRITTEN GOSPEL AMONG THE HEBREWS IN THEIR
OWN DIALECT. . "

B, Logical inference: MATT. 9:9-13; 10:3; Study Mt. 9:10; Mk. 2:15 See Luke
5:29 MATTHEW AND LEVI ARE SEEN TO BE THE SAME,

1, The WORK of Matthew a tax collector would be admirable fitted for task of
accurate recording of data. He was doubtless bilingual.

2. The ARGUMENT FROM INFERENCE: any forger seeking fame for his work

would have chosen, perhaps, to publish it under the name of a more
renowned Apostle.

C. Pogsible explanation of the quotation from Papias.
Our Gospel of Matthew could be an edition, not a translation, of Matthew's

Logia. There is a parallel in history in Josephus! work WARS OF THE JEWS,
It was first written in Aramaic, then in Greek, a Greek edition.

II. Place of Writing and Possille Date,

A. Place: ANTIOCH.
l. Quotations of the Gospels in the early patristic writings, like those of
Papias and of Ignatius, agree most closely with the text of Matthew.
2+ Most logical choice: the church at Antioch was the first to have a markedly
Gentile constituency which would also allow' foi* intermingling af Hebrew/Greek
B, Date: Between A.D. 50 and A.D. 70, culture.
The time span here: during the missionary outreach period.
As a base for mission-minded Christians, Antioch was, again, a good choice
for the origin and sarly circulation of Matthew's work,
III. The PURPOSE for Matthew. MAJOR IDEA: PRCMISE AND FULFILLMENT
A, Matthew 1:1
1, The promise to Abraham. Gen, 12:2=3

The core truth for world-wide implications"natioms of the earth”

2. The promise to David,. 2 Sam. 7:12=16 (Ps. 89:3ff; 19=37; 132:11f; Isa.
55:3; Jer. 33:17
Christological implications: an individual 'son of David,'

3. The proclamation of the early church.
See Acts 2:25-36; 3:13,253; Acts 13:17,22ff. 26, 32ff, 36,
The theme is early Christian preaching centered on the PROMISE in the 0.T.

and the fulfillment seen in the N.T. in the Christological
theme,



THEOLOGY L35 COURSE QUTLINE SUPPLEMENT PAGE 5A

Unit Cne. Background.
I. AUTHORSHIP,
A, HISTORICAL EVIDENCE: Points to MATTHEW=-LEVI,

ADDED STUDY HELPS AND OBSERVATIONS:

. The EEST introduction for the BIBLICAL THEOLOGY student, in my opinion, is
written in ZONDERVAN PICTORIAL ENCYCLOFEDIA. This is well worth owning, copying
for yourself the material on Matthew from the library, if you don't own the set.

B. LOGICAL INFERENCE: MATTHEW AND LEVI SEEN TO BE THE SAME.
(Compare other double names: Lebbaeus surnamed Thaddaeus, thus Letbaeus-Thaddaeus;
Thomag-Didymus; Joses=-Parnabas; JohneMark; Simon-Niger; Judas-Parsabas).

Now: let us ADD one new area here from page 5:

Do MATTHEW THE TAX OFFICIAL: HIS CALLING IN THE LIGHT OF PIELICAL-
THEOLOGICAL THEMES:
ONLY MATTHEW records the words of Matthew 9:12,13
1, This was A GREAT EVENT: the greatest in HIS LIFE and HIGHLY
SIGNIFICANT FOR THE BELIEVERS IN CHRIST, 4
"That he should be called to be a memer of the twelve disciples was an outstanding
symbol of the Christian Church in which all people werscalled to the kingdom by
repentance and faith," ZONDERVAN PICTORIAL, page L0, Vol. IV,
See Matthew 21:28-32 Matthew's SPRCIAL POINT,

2. The event of Matthew's DINNER: recorded by all three synoptics.
This was a HIGH POINT IN THE MESSIANIC MISSION,

"Levi knew what it meant to be an outcast from his people, and even though he had
attempted to turn tack, the way would be blocked., He knew the rittermess of separa=
tion from his people and the sordid life of the 'underworld! in which he lived and
operated, Thus, while all three synoptics record the words after Jesus! putlican
dinner, 'Those who are well have no need of a physician, but those who are sick,"
only Matthew adds these significant words of Jesus to the Pharisees: 'Go and learn
what this means,'I desire mercy, and not sacrifice,! For I came not to call the
righteous, but simers! (Matt 9:12,13), In this connection, it is also interesting
that Luke alone records that it was Matthew's house and not Jesus' house in which
the dinner was held (Luke 5:29=-32), This has led Bible students to conclude that
Matthew, deep down, was a conscientious man with deep spiritual troubles and a spiritual
concern for his sinful colleagues. He wanted to share the Gospel of the kingdom and
his wonderful experience with his fellowmen. The fact that he dropped everything
readily and followed Jesus seems to indicate that he may have heard Jesus preach and
possibly had witnessed some of His miracles.," ZONDERVAN PICTORIAL, IV, 1LO.

Help in the peremnial problem: SYNOPTIC PROBLEM: highly significant words: "It must
be admitted that NCNE OF THE THEORIES REALLY EXPLAIN ALL OF THE SYNOPTIC PROELEM,
Helpful foir the explanation of the relationship between Matthew and Mark, however, is
THE THEOLOGICAL PURPOSE OF THESE TWO EVANGELISTS. Although they use the same gospel
material, they put it to different uses, organize it into different frameworks, and
UNDER THE DIRECTION OF THE HOLY SPIRIT, write a gospel FOR A SPECIFIC THEOLOGICAL AND
HISTORICAL PURPOSE. Mark's gospel of action and movement certainly had a different
aim than the didactic gospel of fulfillment of Matthew. The intended readers or
audience of each gospel also determined the nature of the gospel. THIS IS WHY FOUR
VSS OF THE ONE GOSPEL IS A GIFT OF GOD TO A DIVERSE PEOPLE OF GOD TODAY JUST AS IN
ANCIENT TIMES. EACH GOSPEL SHOULD BE ACCEPTED AS IT IS AND STUDIED AS THE WORD OF
GOD IN ITS OWN RIGHT, RELEVANT 'NOW' AS 'THEN.!' "™ ZONDERVAN PICTORIAL, IV, 135,
NOTE WELL: MATTHEW IS THE ONLY APOSTLE CALIED OUT I'DIVIDUALLY FROM HIS MAJOR

LIFE COMMITMENT EY QUR LORD. MATTHEW 9:9,
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This material for classroom distribution only, not for resale: presented with a view to
recommending the book INTRCDUCTICN TO THE NEW TESTAMENT, by Henry C. Thiessen,
pages 133=-34. CORRELATE THIS: WITH PACE 5: I, C,

2. Dependence and Language. Is our present Greek Gospel
the original Gospel of Matthew? We have noted repeatedly
Paptas’ statement that Matthew composed the Logia in Hebrew
(Aramaic). Some maintain that ‘‘Logia” here mwust be inter-
preted strictly as “Sayings.” They hold that Papias refers to a
work of Matthew that contained only the Discourses of Jesus.
But in all the four places in which the term “logia” occurs in
the New Testament (Acts 7:38; Rom. 3:2; Heb. 5:12; I Pet.
4:11) it alwayvs means “oracles” rather than “sayings.” That
is, it refers to God's message to man, whether in the form of
narratives, discourses, or other inspired utterances. There is
nothing to indicate that Papias used the word in any other
than the New Testament sense.

But how shall we interpret Papias’ statement? [Four views
have been entertained : (1) Papias referred to a work of Mat-
thew that contained the Discourses of Christ, and someone
later used these “‘Logia” and Mark and some other sources,
and composed our Greek Matthew. This is the Two-Document
Theory, which we have already evaluated. (2) Papias taught
that our Matthew was originally written in Aramaic, and some-
one else later translated it into Greek. This is Zahn's view.
But the quality of the Greek in this Gospel makes it doubtful
whether it is a translation. (3) Papias was right only in the
sense that Matthew wrote the “Logia,” meaning our first Gos-
pel; he was wrong as to the language in which he wrote it, for
he really wrote it in Greek. This is Salmon's view, and was
that of most of the conservatives until the time of Schleier-
macher. But we do not have sufficient ground to question the
knowledge and accuracy of Papias as to the language used, es-

15. [Introduction to the Newe Testament, II, 584 f.
134 Introduction to the New Testament

pecially since there are other ancient witnesses to the Aramaic
Logia. Take the statement of Fuschius as an example.’® (4)
Papias was right as to an Aramaic original, but Matthew also
wrote our Greek Matthew. This hypothesis, though compara-
tively recent in origin, is very plausible, for it reconciles the
declarations of the Fathers concerning an original Hebrew
(Aramaic) Matthew with the evidence that our present Mat-
thew was written in Greek. Gloag mentions Bengel, Olshausen,
Thiersch, Schaff, Townson, Horne, Lee, and Ellicott as hold-
ing this view.'” It is evident that when the Greek Matthew had
once become current in the Church, the Aramaic edition of it
dropped out. Josephus wrote his [I7ars of the Jews in Aramaic
and secured the help of Greek writers in freely reproducing and
improving it in the Greck language. The Greek edition alone
has come down to us. We believe that in the same manner,
though perhaps without the assistance of Greek writers, Mat-
thew reproduced his Gospel in Greek.

16, H. B. H1. xxiv. .
17. Introduction to the Symoptic Gospels, p. 118.
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A. Matthew 1l:1, continued,
L. The Genealogy of Matthew in this light
a. structure: l.' 1 generations: Abr. to David: ATTAINMENT OF blessing
and nationhood

2.' Ui generations: David to Captivity: LOSS OF blessing
3.' 1L generations: Captivity to the Messiah:

VERIFICATION of promises; VIMNDICATION of God's purp

- b. pogsible statement of the genealogy: A COMPARISON WITH GENESIS:

Gen, 5:1: This is the book of the Matt, 1:1 The book of the genealogy

generations of Adam: or THESE ARE of Jesus Christ

the generations of "Toledoth"

(refers to what FOLLOWS after, not GENEALOGY possible TITIE
what precedes)  "TOLEDOTH" for the whole narration of Jesus
Be Matthew 28:18-20. Christ

l. Relationship to the promise to Abraham, Galatians 3:29 For Matthew, this is
the point at which the promise to Abraham begins to find its fulfillment.
Now through ibraham'!'s seed the nationsof the earth will be indeed blessed.
POSSIPLE PARALLEL GENESIS 28:15 I AM WITH YOU Mt. 28:20 I AM WITH YU
2. Direct outworking of the Great Commission.
"THINGS COMMANDED" things pertaining to the disciples recorded in the
Gospel; Christianity accepted with utmost seriocusness its task of evangelizing
TURN TO the NATIONS: in line with ancient promise to Abraham. The THINGS COMIANDED
PAGE 6 A could be seen as THE THINGS RECORDED in Matthew's own gospel.

Unit Two. Studies in the STRUCTURE of the Book of Matthew.
THIS IS CRUCIAL FOR BIBLICAL THEOLOGY.

I. Structure along the lines of biography.
A. The structure stated,
1. Matthew 4:17 FROM THAT TIME Galilean Kingdom Preaching: the Preaching
career of Jesus Messiah

2. Matthew 16:21 FROM THAT TIME Culmination of Career in Preaching---leading
to the Cross

B. The structure analyzed,

l. Beginning of the Galilean Kingdom preaching: Jesus'preaching career:
PUBLIC PRCMINENCE. Notice: the gospel is no mere aggregation of frag-

rentary sayings and random stories, tut it is definitely organized to show

how the Messiah discharged the calling for which He came into the world,

2. Begimming of the Culmination of the Career of Messiah
PUBLIC REJECTION, NOWs THIS COULD P :SSIELY REFLECT THE RESPONSE EARLY
CHRISTIANITY RECEIVED. LIKE MASTER, LIKE SERVANT., This certainly would
be bound to have a STRENGTHENING effect on early Christian readers of
Matthew's Gospel '

II. Structure along the lines of THEMES. THEMATIC LINES,

A+ The structure stated.
A CONCISE SUMMARY FORMULA, GIVEN s TIMES, SLIGHT VARIATION IN WORDING:

73283 1l:1; 13:533 19:1; 26:1.
THE STATEMENT OCCURS AT THE END OF A MAJOR DISCOURSE OF JESUS,

THE STATEMENT: "AND IT CAME TO PASS WHEN JESUS HAD FINISHED ALL THESE
SAYINGS. « « ."
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An additional section is need here for supplement to page 6.
The outline began on page S,
III. The PURPOSE for Matthew.
A. Matthew 1:1 Son of Abraham- - - intent: ¢true JEWISH heritage
B, Matthew 28:18-20. Universal IMPICATIONS of promise TO ABRAHAM
> # Co Matthew 22:42., * new section here. Son of David: picks up the Mb., 1l:1 strand
A SUMMARY OF THIS LINE OF EVIDENCE. THIS IS ALSO CRUCIAL FOR BIBLICAL
THEOLOGY. IF WE CAN RECONSTRUCT, ON THE LINES OF SOLID EVIDENCE, THE
FRAMEWORK, ATTITUDE, APPROACH AND METHOD OF MATTHEW, WE ARE ACTUALLY
IAYING THE GROUNDWORK FOR TRUE BIBLICAL THEOLOGY.

"The purpose is indicated by the genealogy itself; Matithew begins the line
- with Abraham to show that Jesus is a true Jew while Luke traces him back to
Adam as the true son of man (Luke 3:38). If Jesus' lineagas can be traced
back to Abraham through David then He is the Messiah, the divine Son of God
(Matt 22:42)., If not, theologically speaking, Jesus could not be the One
who died and rose again and be the 'Sent One.,' " ZONDERVAN PICTCRIAL
ENCYCLOPEDIA, IV, 128.
D. MATTHEW'S EVIDENCE WITA REFERENCE TO THE DAVIDIC LINK.

1. The EVIDENCE itself.
THERE IS A CLEAR PATTERN HERE OF EMPHASIS. This can be STUDIED

by comparison with the other Gospels.
ONLY UNIQUE OCCURRENCES OR UNIQUE EMPHASES NOTED HERE:

2. Mb, 1:1
b. 1:20 Joseph, SON OF DAVID
Ce 9227 Have mercy on us, SON OF DAVID! The account of the healing of
2 blind men, in the Great Galilean Ministry.
d. }2. 12: 23 THIS MAN CANNOT BE THE SON OF DAVID, CAN HE??
OLUTELY TO Matthew (See A. 1. Robertson's A HARMONY
OF THE GOSPELS, page 61).

es Mt. 15:22 ABSOLUTELY UNIQUE, AGAIN, TO MATTHEW. The comparison
with Mark 7:2l4-26 reveals this UNIQUE TITLE "O LORD, SN OF DAVID."

fo Mo 21:9,15: Mt, 21:9 parallels Mark 11:10: RECORDS THE
SPONTANEOUS RESPONSE OF THE PEOPLE IN THE INITIAL TRIUMPHAL
ENTRY,.
Mt,.21:15ff ABSOLUTELY UNIQUE TO ATTHEW:
HOSANNA TO THE SON OF DAVID
Matthew's recording of the WORDS OF JESUS IS INSTRUCTIVE ALSO
AS TO THE ENTIRE PATTERN OF MATTHEW'S USAGE OF THE OLD
TESTAMENT .

g+ MATTHEW 22:41-U46: NOT UNIQUE TO MATTHEW: Notice the WORDING of
Matthew 22:45 LF DAVID THEN CALLS HIM 'LORD!', HOW IS HE HIS SON?

1l.' THE IMPORTANCE OF THE QUESTION: compare previous context.
2.' THE INTENT OF THE QUESTION:

MESSIAH CHRISTOS

DAVIDIC &—— —; DIVINE
DESCENT ORIGIN
DAVID'S SON == IS == DAVID'S GOD (See Luks 20:13)
3.! THE IMPLICATION OF THE STATEMENT: SUPERNATURAL ORIGIN
OF THE HUMAN BEING WHO BEARS THE TITLE CHRISTOS
Messiah is MUCH MORE AND GREATER THAN a son of David.
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B. The structure analyzed,

1. The Demands of the King 5:1=7:27 7:28

2. The Mission of the King 10:1-i42 11:1

3+ The Parables of the King 13:1-52 13:53

L, The Teaching of the King 18:1-35 19:1
on Entrance into Kingdom

5. The Coming of the King 23:1-25:46 26:1

in Power

IIT, A THEMATIC OUTLINE WHICH ACTUALLY OBSERVES THIS STRUCTURE FOR ITS
BASIC APPROACH TO THE ROOK,.

MATTHEW: THE GOSPEL OF THE MESSIAH

The points will NOT ccnform to our outline, but will ke given exactly
as they appear in Merrill C. Tenney, NEW TESTAMENT SURVEY, page 1i5.

Outline

MattHew: THE GoserL oF THE MESsiaH

. The Prophecies of the Messiah Realized
The Advent 1:1-4:11
II. The Principles of the Messiah Announced
The Inaugural Address +$:12-7:29
Challenge to Enter (7:13, 14)
III. The Power of the Messiah Revealed
The Miracles 8:1-11:1
Challenge to Follow (10:34-39)
IV. The Program of the Messiah Explained
The Parables 11:2-13:53
Challenge to Acceprance (11:28)
Challenge to Understanding (13:51)
V. The Purposc of the Messiah Declared
The Crisis of the Cross 13:54-19:2
Challenge to Testify (16:13-13)
VI. The Problems of the Messiah Presented
The Conflicts with Opponents 19:3-26:2
Challenge to Repentance (23:37-39)
VI1I. The Passion of the Messiah Accomplished
The Death and Resurrection 26:3-28:10
VIIL Fpilogue
Rumor and Reality I8:11-20
Challenge to Action (28:16-20)

145
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STUDIES in the structure of the Book of Matthew.

Suggested source for further study: Richard Longenecker. BIBLICAL EXEGESIS IN

THE APOSTOLIC PERIODs Grand Rapids:

Eerdmans, 1975.

IV. THE STRUCTURAL USAGE THAT MATTHEW MAKES OF THE OLD TESTAMENT.

A. Introduction to the evidence.

"To illustrate his theme, Matthew literally

crowds his gospel with the entire Christological and Messianic aspects of the OT
until he has quoted almost every book in the OT, over fifty quotations in all

not counting the many echoes and allusions to the OT,

His OT polemic is not limited

to a few scattered references but is by far the most complete collection of passages
bearing on the theme !Christ in the Old Testament' than any other writer, including

Paul, in the NT.

He quotes chiefly Isaiah, the Messianic and evangelical prophet,

and the Psalms, but his quotes are representative of the entire OT in the law, the

prophets, and the Psalms.
no other OT book influenced Matthew as Isaiah did."

Iv, 128.
Be

1, EVIDENCE

of the evidencs,

One-fifth of his quotations are from Isaiah. Perhaps
ZONDERVAN PICTORIAL ENCTOTOPEDIA,

NOTE CAREFULLY: MATTHEW HAS A

FORMULA WHICH IS VERY PARTICULARLY HIS IN INTRODUCING SOME OF
THE OT EVIDENCE:" IN ORDER THAT WHAT WAS SPOKEN BY THE PROPHET

MIGHT BE FULFILLED. "

THE NATICN

an entity of PRCMISE Gen 12
deliverance,

NATIONAL AND MIRACULOUS
coming out of Egypt
WATERS PARTED:Red

Sea deliverance
entrance to Wildermess

designating FPROMISED
PEOPLE INTO PROMISED
GROUPS: 12
GIVING OF LAW: PROPOSITIONS
UNFOLDING WAY OF LIFE:M%t.
Sinai
MIRACULOUS ATTESTATION
10 miracles
CCNQUEST: of the land:
CCOMMISSICNED
LEADERSHIP: JOSHUA
Feeding of multitudes
manna

POSSIBLE PARALLELS, REFLECTIONS OF
STATED, ISRAEL'S EXPERIENCE AND MESSIAH'S LIFE

THE INDIVIDUAL MESSIAR
a child of promise Mt 1:18ff

delivered from Herod's slaughter

2:1ff
coming out of Egypt 2:15,15ff
passing thrcough the waters
321300
entering wilderness for testing
L:182f
calling out the twelve
L4:18ff (Mt. 10:2£f)

Giving of "Law" from
the Mount Mt, S5=7

Performing ten miracles
Mt. 8=92
SENDING OUT TWELVE
COMMISSIONED ONES
IN CO'IQUEST 10:1ff
feeding of multitudes
manna from heaven: 1l4:15ff;
15:321¢
transfigured 17:1
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IV, STRUCTURAL USAGE that Matthew makes of the 0.T. continued.
B. Initial survey.
2. THIS EVIDENCE PATTERN ANALYZED AND EVALUATED, _
"Not all these features, of course, are equaliy evidence. Nor are they equally
signi ficant. But the general parallelism cannot be easily set aside.

It may e questioned whether these parasllels, together with such other inferences
as may be drawn from the Gospel, can be subsumed under a cular ‘'Pentateuchal!
or!New Mosec=New Exodus! interpretation of the First Gospel.1 The parallels are
not so clearly explicated as to warrant a confident assertion that these particular
themes dominated the Evangelist's presentation. As W. D. Davies concludes, 'while
these motifs have influenced Matthew's Gospel, it is not clear that they have
ertirely fashioned or moulded it.'}? But what can be claimed with confidence,
without seeking to procrusteanize the Gospel, is (1) that behind the Evangelist's
presentation stand the Jewish concepts of corporate solidarity and typological
corresvondences in history, (2) that the phenomenon of historical parallelism seen
in the First Gospel isa reflection of such conceptualization, and (3) that this back-
ground is important in understanding Matthew's treatment of specific 0ld Testament
statements and events. By the employment of such concepts, Jesus is portrayed in
Matthew'!s Gospel as the embodiment of ancient Israel and the antitype of earlier
divine redemption." Source: Richard Longenecker, BIBLICAL EXEGESIS IN THE
APOSTOLIC PERIOD, 142. footnotes: 18. For a survey and evaluation of various
"Pentateuchal" and "New Moses-Mew Exodus" hypotheses, see W. D, Davies, SETTING OF
THE SERMON ON THE MOUNT, pp. 1Lh=93. 19. Ibid., pe 93.

C. SELIECTED STUDIES IN THE STRUCTURE OF THESE QUCTATIONS by Matthew.

== (AN INTRODUCTORY GLANCE AT ALL OF MATTHEW'S UNIQUE FORMULA QUOTATIONS:
TEN OF THEM: PLACED CAREFULLY THROUGHOUT,
INDICATING A POSSIBLE UNIQUE PATTERN

1:1-4:16 ¢ 1, 1:23 "a virgin shall conceive® (Isa. 7:1)
2. 2:15 "out of Egypt have I called my son" (Hos.ll:1)
Preparation 3. 2:18 "a voice was heard in Ramah" (Jer. 31:15)

Lo 2:23 "He shall te called a Nazarene"(possibly
Isa. 11:1 or Judg. 13:5)
Se 4:15-16 "The land of Zebulun . . .great light"®
(Isa 9:1-2)
L:17=26:20 -
Proclamaticn 6. 8:17 "He took our infirmities" (Isa 533L)
7. 12:18-21 "behold, my servant whom I have
chosen® (Isa. L2:1-4)
8. 13:35 "I will open my mouth in parables" (Ps, 78:2)

16:21-28:20
Progression 9. 21:5 "Tell the daughter of Zion" (Zech. 9:9 and Isa.
of events: 62:11)
death & 10. 27:9-10 "the thirty pieces of silver" (words found
resurrection in Zech. 11:12=13, with allusions to Jer. 18:1-k;

1911<3) (also Jer. 32;6=9). # )
#The intreductory formula ascriles the quotation to Jeremiah, though it is actually
derived from Zech, 11:12f, Such a phenomenon, as with the ascription of toth Mal.
3:1 and Isa. 4O:3 to Isaiah abne in Mark 1:2, probably is best explained on the
hypothesis of a testimonia collection being employed wherein composite citaticns or
multiple listings were assigned to the more prominent prophet." Longenecker, source
cited above, page 150.

##% LOOK AT THE PATTERN HERE: THINK AFOUT IT, REFLECT CAREFULLY
ON THE AUTHOR'S ORGANIZATION 1:23 GOD WITH US 28:20 I AM WITH YOU
421516 GALILEE OF THE NATIONS (ETHNON) 28:19 (ALL THE
~ WATIONS) (ETHNE)
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172 THY WORD IS TRUTH

deny c'rcnlinu in any genuine sense. If creation must be recounted
to us in the language of myth we are then perfectly justified in
asking whether there actually has been a creation.  Creation can
fand has been related in the language of science, language whi‘ch
1s not symbolical or mythical but a straightforward account of
what actually took place. God did as a matter of fact by His
own fiat, bring this world into existence. “For [le spake and
it was done; he commanded, and it stood fast” (Ps.’xim 33 t9)
We may then read the first chapter of Genesis with the ZIS;llr:
ance that we are reading a scientifically accurate account of that
which actually transpired.

MAaTTiEw 279

It is now nccessary to turn our attention bricfly to a different
type of alleged crror.  In Matthew 27 -9 we read, “Then was
fulfilled that which was spoken by Jeremiah the pr«;phct su)'in‘g
And they took the thirty picces of silver, the price of I'n'm tlnl'
was valued, whom they of the children of Isracl did vuluc"'
As it stands in Matthew this quotation is attributed to the pro h;*t
Jeremiah, whereas, as a matter of fact, the v
l){t}ic been taken from Zechariah 11:13.
ditficult problem ; here, some would even say, is a positive example
of error. It will be well to place side by side a translation of the
P_chrcw text of Zechariah and of the Septuagint and then to
give agam Matthew’s words.

quotation scems to
Here, indeed, is a

HEBREY SEPTUAGINT
C':‘\ml. the Lord said unto me,  And the Lord smd unto me
r.nst it -l.mlo the _potter, a cast them unto the furnace :nni
goodly price at which I was 1 shall see whether thcy' are
valued frmn.thcm. So I took worthy, in the manner that tl‘“lc
the (h}rlx (picces) of silver and have been esteemed by lhcmy
cast 1t in the house of the And they took the thirty
Lord unto the potter. (picces) of silver and they cas{
them in the house of the Lord
unto the furnace.

Martruew
——— et g

"/~\n’('lllhvly took the thirty picces of silver, the price of him that
was valued, whom they of the children of Tsrael did value ; and
Yave . L4 ~ '

gave them for the potter’s ficld, as the Lord appointed me.”

With these three passages before us we may note that all that

ARE THERE ERRORS IN THE BIBLE? 173

Matthew has actually taken from Zechariah is to be found in
the following:

a. and they took the thirty pieces of silever — this is from
the Septuagint. It should be noted, however, that in the Septua-
gint the phrase thirty pieces of silver is masculine whereas in
Matthew it is neuter.

b. the price of him that was wvalued (these words are clearly
based upon the Hebrew of Zechariah, a goodly price at which
[ was valued from them).

c. and yave thewm for the potter’s freld (this is a very free
rendering of the Hebrew, and [ cast it unto the potter).

At least the burden of the quotation is from_Zechariah.  Why,
then, does Matthew attribute _the passage to Jcrcmiuh? To
this question several plausible and possible _answers have been
made. In the Babvloman Talmud (the section is in Baba Bathra
14) Jeremiah s placed at the head of the prophets. It is possible
that this tradition of the prority of Jeremjah was far older than
the Talmud. Thus, when the disciples reported to the Lord
what mien said concerning Him, they mentioned “Jeremig
one of the prophets” (Matthew 16:14). It may be that the
name Jeremiah was in this mstance singled out inasmuch as his
work was commonly regarded as standing at the head of the
prophetical books. In mentioning Jeremiah, therefore, Matthew
may have in mind the entire prophetical section of the Old Testa-
ment. A similar parallel is found in Luke 24:44 where Christ
designates the third part of the Old Testament canon by the
term Psalms.  As a matter of fact, the book of Psalms was only
the first book of this division, but evidently the Lord thought it
sufficient to name only the first book as a suitable identification
of the entire third section. Possibly this is the procedure which
Matthew also is following. If so, he is simply doing what the
Lord Himself, on another occasion, saw fit to do.

A second sugeested solution is to the effect that Matthew has
primary reference to the events mentioned in Jeremigh I8 and
19. The eighteenth chapter of Jeremiah relates the visit of
the prophet to the potter’s house. The prophet compares
the power of the potter over the clay to God’s absolute power
and Sovercignty over the nations. In the following chapter the
Lord commands Jeremiah to take the potter’s earthenware bottle
and to break it, using the action as a symbol of the manner in
which the Lord would break the sinful nation of Judah. It
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should be apparent that apart from these two chapters the lan-
guage of Matthew’s quotation “and gave them for the potter’s
field, as the Lord appointed me” does not seem to reflect Old
Testament language. The words “as the Lord appointed me”
probably have reference to the action of Jeremiah in obedience
to. God.  Those who adopt this explanation think that the
evangelist was calling attention to the heart of the message as
presented by ]cmrﬂﬁt he also used the specific_word-
ing_of Zechariah in part. This is a_possible solution and is
o Tightly to be rejectel

Another explanation is that Jeremiah 32:6-8 offers the clue to
the difficulty. Upon this view Matthew takes the form of his
expression from Jeremiah who speaks of the purchase of a field.
Matthew wishes to stress not the thirty picces of silver, but
simply the fact that a price was paid for the field. Hence, it
is argued, he finds Jeremiah suitable for his purpose.  Still
another possible answer to the difficulty is that the word
Zechariah stood originally in place of Jeremiah. This is a con-
ceivable solution, because the Syriac translation does not have
the word Jeremiah. Lastly, it may be noted that the Jews
believed that the spirit of Jeremiah had passed over to Zechariah.
This thought was based upon the fact that a passage such as
Zechariah 1:14 clearly reflected upon Jeremiah 18:11 and 35:15
and Zechariah 3:8 reflected upon Jeremiah 23:5.

The basic_question which is involved is that of the inteution
of Matthicw, and the answer to this question is not as simple
as at first sight it might seem to be. Did Matthew intend to
quote from Zechariah? If he did, why did he include in the
quotation the words, “and gave them for the potter’s field, as
the Lord appointed me”; words which are not found in
Zechariah, and which for their proper understanding presuppose
acquaintance with Jeremiah 18 and 19? Considerations such
as these make it perfectly legitimate o ask the question, Did
Matthew then actually intend to quote from Zechariah? On
the other hand, if the evangelist’s intention was to refer to the
book of Jeremiah, it is perfectly in order to ask why the frame
of the quotation is based upon a passage found in Zechariah,
The question is indeed a difficult one, and it may not be possible
with our present knowledge to present an auswer that is entirely
satisfactory.  T'he present writer inclines to the view that origin-
ally the word Zcechariah stood in the text, and that sometime,

ARE THERE ERRORS IN THE BIBLE? 175

very carly indeed, the word Jeremiah, by a.cop_yist’s error, was
substituted for it. Toy, for example, thinks lhat”a co;.)y.13t
may have mistaken one abbreviation for another, writing -iriou
instead of -zriou, a solution which is perfectly poss‘ll{le.3 It may
also be, however, that the evangelist himself ongnmll,y wrote
the word “Jercmiah.” Matthew adds the \vord“"ﬁcld' which
is of great mmportance for his own message. This vu"or(l a‘nd
the thought involved in it come, of course, from ]crcnlmh: The
evangelist apparently finds that a reference to two Old Testa-
ment passages is necessary for his purpose. Hence, on this
view, he mentions Jeremiah as being the older and grcatcr.of
the two prophets and the one who furnished the word which
gave the basic point of his quotation. .
The more one ponders the procedure of the first cvang.ehst,
the more he realizes how difficult is the question under consider-
ation.  One thing, however, is clear. There is no warrant fo
the asserlion 1At Mailhcw has made a mistili_c, that _he has
simply attributed to_Jeremah_what as_a mattcr of f;u‘:t _was
actoally from_Zechgriah.  How glib_such an objection _is! It
sounds convincing only to those who have not taken the trouble
to study carctully the_fpcts. \Whether Matthew Timsell originally
wrote Zechariah or Jeremiah, we may not today be able to
state with positiveness.  However, we may state_with assurgnce

mmT:l he_wrote, he wrote the truth. There is
a certatii sense in which it may be said that the quotation is
from Jercmiah; likewise there is_a sense in_which it_may be
said To have come from Zechariah. There is no error here.

THE SPEECH OF STEPHEN

a. The call of Abraham

Very different is the case, we are told, with the speech Qf
Stephen. It is in the highest terms that Luke speaks of tlu's.
first Christian martyr.  Stephen was “full of grace and power
(Acts 0:8) and his opponents “were not able to resist the
wisdom and the spirit by which he spake” (Acts 6:1().); {)ut,
be that as it may, he is said to have made some serious historical
errors in his speech. It is important, 11.0\\'cvcr', to note that
Stephen himself believed that he was rc.cmng historical events
correctly. His entire speech, recorded in the seventh chapter

3. Crawford H. Toy, Quotations in the New Testament, 1834, p. 71
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THREE SOURCE WORKS FOR THE STUDENT IN THE REALM OF STUDY AND INTERACTION WITH
BIBLICAL DIFFICULTIES.

Arndt, W. BIBLE DIFFICULTIES., Ste. Louis: Concordia Publishing House, 1951.

Ardnt, W. DOES THE BIBLE CONTRADICT ITSELF? St. Louis, Concordia. 1951,

Yaley, JOHN W. AN EXAMINATION OF THE ALLEGED DISCREPANCIES OF THE BIBLE,.
reprint edition. Gospel Advocate Publisher, 1967. From the first edition,
187h.

These three sources, especially the latter one, will give you A START AT
LOOKING AT HOW ORTHODOX SCHOLARS HAVE WORKED WITH THE TEXT IN ANALYZING
THE TENSIONS PLACED BEFORE THE READER IN HARMONIZING APPARENT CONTRADICTIMNS.

Haley has a DETAILED INDEX, COVERING PERHAPS ALMOST EVERY CONCEIVABLE PROBLEM,
OLD AND NEW TESTAMENT. CHIEF VALUE: AT LEAST YOU HAVE A START AT SEEING
HOW SCHOLARS IN THE PAST HAVE LOOKED AT THIS WITHIN A FRAMEWORK OF FAITHFUL
USE OF REASON IN THE FAMILY OF ADHERENTS TO TOTAL INERRANCY. TYOU WILL FIND
MUCH HELP IN THIS VOLUME, AND IT IS WORTH OWNING.

SOME GUIDELINES IN YOUR OWN WORKING HERE: YOU ARE GUIDING OTHE:S, AND HELPING
YOUR OWN EVALUATIONS AS WELL, AS YOU FOLLOW THESE. SUGGESTED APPROACHES.

I. The existence of these TENSIONS, AND CONTRADICTIONS AS THEY APPEAR, is
NOT SCMETHING NEW.

II. The existence of these TENSIONS is an INDICATICN OF TRANSPARENT OPENNESS IN
THE TEXT, AND FRANKLY IS A THING THAT INVITES STUDY AND POSITIVE
EVALUATION,

II. The existence of these CONTRADICTIONS MUST EE HANDLED WITH AFSOLUTE FAIRNESS.

The BASIC FRAMEWORK OF APPROACH IS THIS: GIVE THE SCRIPTURES THE SAME TREATMENT
EXTENDED BY THE SCHOLARLY COMMUNITY WORKING WITH ANCIENT DOCUMENTS
WHICH IS GIVEN TO OTHER ANCIENT WORKS. SPECIFICALLY:
THE UNDERLYING FRAMEWORK IS THIS:

START WITH THE VIEW THAT THE AUTHOR HAS NOT CONTRADZCTED

HIMSELF. Editors have been at great pains to bring agreement
between seemingly conflicting statements in the writings of Plato.
Would anyone suggest that the WORD OF GOD is entitled to less courtesy
and open consideration than the works of Plato?7?7??

III, THE N.T. USAGE OF THE OLD TESTAMENT:
A. The issue of UTILITY., Often the N.T. writers UTILIZED the LIX.
As authoritative DOCUMENT, THE N.T. REFLECTS THE INTENT OF THE AUTHOR OF THE 0.T.
B. The issue of AUTHORITY., The N.T. IS THE PROCESSING OF THE SHADOWS (0.T.)
INTO THE SUBSTANCE. THEIR USAGE OF THE 0.T. IS FLEXIBLE WITHIN THE
LIMITS OF THE PROCESS OF INSFIRATION.
C. The issue of SPECIFIC DEFINITION OF ERROR. THE LAW OF CONTRADICTION.
"That the same thing should at the same time both be and not be
for the same person and in the same respect is impossible."
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A case of this kind can, we think, furnish difliculty to the
advocates of verbul inspiration only.

Oriyinal passage. Ineract version.

Sacrifice and oflering thou didst not Wherefore, when he cometh into the
desire; mine cars hast thou opened:  world, he saith, Sacrifice snd offering
burnt-offering and sin-offering hast thou  thou wouldest nat, but a body hast thou
not required. s, x1. 6. pre 1 we: In' burut-oflerings and

sacryices for sin thou hast hud no pleas-
ure. leb. x. 6, 6

The difliculty, in this case, is, that the nlmstlc follows the
Scptuagint, “ A body hast thou prepared me,” instead of the
Hebrew, “ Mine cars hast thou opened.”

We may first ask: Why did the Scptuagint translators
commit such an error in rendering the Iebrew into Greek ?
Usher, Semler, Ernestiy, Michaclis, Bleek, and Litnemann offer
the very plausible suggestion that the translators misread the
Hebrew, and show how this might readily take place in this
particular instance  Cappell, Carpzov, Wolf, Ebrard, ‘Tholuck,
and Delitzsch think that the transhators deliberately chose this
phrascology by which to render the llcbrew, as being more
tutelligible to the reader.

The sccond question is: Why did the apostle employ this
loose rendering, instead of a literal one?  In reply, it may be
shown-that the fundamental idea is retained, even in the inexact
phrascology.  The expression, “ Mine cars hast thou opened,”
is, according to Hengstenberg,? another w: ay of saying, “'T'hou
hast made me hearing, obedient”; while the corresponding
words, * A body hast thou prepared me,” are equivalent to,
“Thou hast fitted me for willing service in the execution of
thy designs.”  We thus see that in both cases the fundamental
idea, the obedience of the Messiah, is preserved.  Therefore, in
this deeper view, there is no dissonance between these passages.
Sucl Wwing the ease, Paul was at liberty to employ the para-
phrastic rendering ; especially sinee this secmed more appro-
priate to his purpose,” as setting forth more fitly than did the

! See Alford, on 1leb. x. 5. 1 Com. on Ps. xl. 6.
* Warington on Inspiration, p. 95.
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original uttcrance the incarnation of the Lord Jesus.and his
obedience unto deatht

Original. Wrongly referred. <

And 1 said unto them, If ye thiok Then was fultilled that which was
good, give e my price: and if not, spoken by Jeremy the prophet, suying,
furbear.  So they weighed for my price And they took the thirty pieces of sil-
thirty picees of silver.  Aud the Lorn  ver, the price of him (hat was valued,
raid unto moe, Cast it uanto the potter:  whom they of the children of I~nhl
# poodly price that T was prized atof did value; und gave them for the pot-
them. And 1 took the thirty piaeces of  ter's tield, as the Lord appointed me.
eilver, und cast them to the potter in Matt. xxvii. 9, 10.
the bouse of the Lorp, Zech, xi. 12,13,

Here is obviously a mistake, cither made by Matthew or
by subsequent transeribers. The prophecy was uttered by
Zechariah, not Jeremiah.

Alford thinks that Matthew quoted from memory and un-
precisely.  DBuarnes suggests two explanations.  According to

e fg By
the Jewish winters, Jereminh was reckoned the first of the
prophets, and was placed first in the book of the prophets;
thus, Jeremiah, Ezekiel, Isaiah, ete. Matthew, in quoting this
book, may have quoted it under the name which stood first in
it; that is, instead of saying, “ by the Prophets,” he may have
said, “ by Jeremy the prophet,” sinee Ze headed the list.

Or, the difliculty may have arisen from abridgment of the
names.  In the Greek, Jeremialy, instead of being written in
full, might stand thus, * Iriou”; Zechariah thas, © Zriow.” By
the mere change of Z into I, the mistake would be made.  The
Syriae Peshito and several mss. have simply, “ by the prophet.”
In Henderson’s* opinion, the Greok text of the above passuge

has been corrupted.

Forms of report. Diffcrent.
This is my beloved Son. in whom | Thou art my beloved Son, in whom 1
wm well pleased. Mate. il 15, am well pleased. Mark i 11,

Thou art my beloved Son; in thee I
am well pleased. Luke iii. 22,
W hy are ye fi |rfu| O ye of little Where is your fuith?  Luke viii. 25,
faith? Matt. v
Why are ye so h arful?  How i it
that ye huve no faithY  Mark v, 40.

Son be of good eheer; thy sins be for- Son, thy sing be forgiven thee.  Mark
given thee.  Matt. ix. 2. ii. 5.
Man, thy sins are forgiven thee
Luke v. 20.

1 See Bib. Sacra, Vol. xxx. p. 809. * Minor Prophets, pp. 418, 419.
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C. SELECTED STUDIES IN THE STRUCTURE OF THESE QUOTATIQNS of the 0.T. by
Matthew: continued.
l. Possible insight into Matthew's teaching about Christt's PERSON,

a. The IMMANUEL promise: FIRST QUOTATION IN A BLOCK OF QUOTES 3+
an implicit promise: with an explicit link to Mt, 28:20
1:23: GOD WITH US-=28:20 I AM WITH YQU: THE PRESTNCE OF GOD WITH HIS
PEOPLE: a real BEGINNING at incarnation; a vital ctinuance after resurrecticn

be The GALILEE OF THE NATIONS statement: LAST QUOTATION IN A BLOCK OF

QUOCTES

L:15-=28:19 similar pattern: an IMPLICIT statement Galilee of the NATIONS
an EXPLICIT link to Mte. 28:19 ALL THE NATINS: Possibly: Galilee is seen
as a foreview of inter-national proclamation LATER

2. Pogsible insight into Matthew's teaching about Christ's MISSIONs
in the light of 0.T. revelation.
GENERAL ASPECTS OF THE MISSION OF THE MESSIAH: 3 of these
a. B:1/=this 15 a sumary of ministry of Healing: follows discourse on
ethics of the kingdom: found in a narrative section,

be 12:18-21: follows discourse on MISSIN (Mt. 10); found in a narrative
section: this is a summary of the careful RESERVE, even MYSTERY that
characterized Jesus! ministry.

c. 13:3% summary: ministry of TEACHING in PARABLES: the stress here is on
the newness of the truth that Jesus brings.

SPECIFIC INCIDENTS IN THE MISSION OF THE MESSIAH: 2 of these
de 21:5 Jesus as the Davidic King

8+ 27:9-10 Passion narrative follows the last discourse
Jesus' betrayal: this CCULD serve to underscore God's program
worked out in history, speaking of His CONTROL of ALL
events

3. Possible USAGE made of Matthew's Gospel, with this ORIERLY
LISTING OF 0.T. PASSAGES
CERTAINLY USAGE COULD BE M DE OF THIS BY CHRISTIANS AS A VERITARIE
MANGAL OF FULFILIMENT OF O.T. GUIDELINES TO MESSIAH. We can be sure
that it is in order to sesk THACHING EMPHASES here, yet we must guard
against attempting to READ INTO MATTHEW all kinds of implications that
are not here,

e 1:23: 28120 L:15 28:19 %
£ ’ s Ovwv §BvnM
6 Qcos Eiph\ ovy

—

SIGNIFICANCE FOR BIEBLICAL THEOLOGY: THESE ARE OBSERVATIONS MADE ON
THE TEYT OF A LITERARY DOCUMENT. THERE IS NO PROCF THAT THESE ACTUALLY
UNFOLD THE DEEP-SEATED PURPOSES OF MATTHEW IN WRITING. THEY CAN EE
SEEN AS INTERPRETIVE HELPS, BUT WE CANNOT, IN ALL HONESTY, READ TOO
MUCH INTO THEM,
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Unit Two., STUDIES IN THE STRUCTURE of the Book of Matthew. continued.
IV. The structural usage that Matthew makes of the 0.T.
Ve The FEATURE OF MATTHEW'S WORK IN ORGANIZING DATA IN A SYSTEMATIC ORDER,
This has often been noted, and it is MORE THAN AN ARTIFICIAL DEVICE, Consider this
type of evidence: L. A CONSIDERATION OF THIS EVIDENCE.
"The opeming genealogy is artificially compressed into three divisions, each having
two sevens in it.  There are three events of the Childhood,
the vi?it of thg Magi, the flight into Egypt, and the return
ii. 1‘23 ;
thres temptations (iv. 1=11); three examples of righteousness,
alms, prayer, and fasting (vi., 1-18);
tures prohibitions, Hoard notv, Judge not, Give not what is holy
to the dogs (vi. 19=-vii. 6);
under'Hoard not' there are three aims, the heavenly treasure,
the single eye,
"and the banishment of anxiety (vi, 19=3L);
thresfold 'Be_not anxious' (vi. 25; 31; 3L);
three commands, Ask, Enter by the narrow gate, Bewares of false proihets (vii,
7-20) 3
three pairs of contrasts, the kroad and narrow way, the good and bad trees,
and the wise and foolish builders (wvii. 133 17; 2L-27)3
threefold 'in Thy Name' (vii, 22); three miracles of healing,
leprosy, palsy, fever (viii, 1-15);
three miracles of power, storm, demoniacs, sin (viii, 23-1x, 8);
three miracles of restorstion, health, 1life, sight (ix. 8=3L);
threefold 'Fear not' (x. 263 28; 31);
threefold 'is not worthy of Me' (x. 37,38);
three cavils of the Pharisees (xii, 23 1l; 24); three signs to the
Pharisees, Jonah, Ninevitas, and Queen of the South (xii. 38-42);
'ampty, swept, and garnished! (xii. LhL); thpee parables from vegetation,
Sower, Tares, and
Mustard-seed (xiii, 1=32);
three paratles of warning (x¢l. 28-xxii, 1l); three questioners,
Pharisess, Sadducees, and lawyer (xdi, 15; 23; 35);
three powers with which God is to te loved, heart, soul, and mind (xdii. 37).
In ch, xxiil, we hava numerous triplets:
>'Scribes, Pharisees, hypocrites (passim);
"> feasts, synagogues, and market-places (6);
> teacher, father, and master (8-10); Temple and gold, altar and
gift, heaven and throne (16=22);
tithing of mint, dill, and cummin contrasted with
judgment, mercy, and faith (23); tithing of trifles, straining out gnats,
claansingof cup and platter (23-26); prophets, wise men,
and scribes (3k),
In the remaining chapters we have other examples; three parables against negligence,
the Faithful and the Unfaithful Slaves, the Ten Virgins, and the Talents (xxiv. LS
xxv. 30)3 three ,ddresses to the Three in Gethsemane (xxvi. 38; LO,kl; LS5,U6);
three prayers in Gethsemane (xxvi. 39; L42;L4L); three utterances at the Arrest, to
Judas, Peter, and the multitudes (xxvie 50; 52=5L); three shedders of innocent blood,
Judas, Pilzte, and the recple (xxvii, Lj; 2L; 25); three signs to attest the Messiah=
ship of the Crucified, the rending of the well, the earthquiake, the resurrecticn
of saints (xxvii, 51=-52); three groups of witnesses to the Resurrection, the women,
the soldiers, and the disciples (oxviii, 1-10; 11-15; 16-20)3 the last words to the
Church, a claim, a charge, and a promise (xocviii, 18-20); of which three the second
was threefold, to make disciples, to baptize, and to teach (15,20); of which three the
second again has az triple character: 'into the Name of the Father and of the Son and
of the Holy Ghost' (15). Alfred Plurmer, COMVENTARY CN MATTHEW, xix-xx.




THECLOGY 435 COURSE CUTLINE SUFPLEMENT PAGE 10B

V. THE FEATURE OF MATTEEW'S WORK IN ORGANIZING DATA IN A SYSTEMATIC ORLER,
Ao A consideration of this evidence, Page 1CA.
Be 4n evaluation of this evidence,

l. A POSSIEBLE AID TO LEARNING, THINK OF MATTHEW AS A HANDBOCCK FOR EARLY
CHRISTIANS, AND REFLECTICN UPCN THE ENTIRE LIFE CF CHRIST.

"Many of these trirty-eight instances have no parallel passage in Mk, or
Ik. In many of the cthers it will be found that the parallel passage omits cne or
more memter of the triplet or adds cne to it; e.2. Lke (vie U3-L9) has the good
and bad trees, and the wise and foolish tuilders, but not the troad and narrow way.,
Elsewhers (xdii, 2L) he has the narrow dcor, but ro broad or wide door, For !judgment,
mercy, and faith! Ok. (xi. 42) hag 'judgment and the love of God.,' He has (xi. 39,
L2} the cleansing of cup and dish, and the tithing of small herbs,but he cmits the
steaining out of the gnat. For the threefold 'Be not anxicus,' he has (xii. 22,29,
32) 'Be not anxious,' 'Seek nct,! 'Fear not.,!' On the other hand, for heart, soul,
and nind he has (x. 27) heart, soul, strength, and rnind,

There can te no doubt that some cf thess triplets were in the sources which
btoth Mt. and Lk, used, for both Gospels have them, In a feu cases it is just possible
that Lk, derived them from Mt.3; but it is much more reascnatle to agsign their origin
to the sources; eg. 'ask,' 'seek,' 'knock! (vii, 7; Lk. xi. 9); reed, man in scft
clothing, prophet (xi. 7=2: Lk, vii., 24-26); Chorazin, Bethsaida, Capernaum (xi, 20w
23; Lke Xe 13=15). DBut, when all deductions are made, there remains a considerable
number of triplets which 1Mt., has constructed either by grouping or y modifications
in wording," Plummer, COMMENTARY ON MATTHEW, xx-rxxi,

2. A VERIFICATICN OF THE ORDERLINESS COF THE TEACHING OF JESUS CHRIST.

"There is nothing fanciful or mystical in these numerical rarengements (sic).
Groups of three and of seven are frequent in the 0,T., and were in use before its
earliest books were written, Three is the smallest runlter which has teginning,
middle, and end, and it is composed of the first odd numbter added to the first even
nunkter, The days of the weelr, corrssponding to phases of the moon, made seven to be
typical of plurality and completeness, Although seven is a sacred number octen in
the 0.T. and scometimes in the N.T., @2, in the Apocalypse, yet there is no clear
instance of this use in the Gospels, ALl that the Evangelist need be supposed to
imply by these num'erical grcupinrgs is ORLERLY ARRANGEMENT. Everything in the
Gospel history tock place and was spoken & VEXNMivws La | ka To 74XV
(I Cors xive 40); and everything must te narrated 'decently and in order,' "Plummer,
same source, xxii,

C. An additional consideraticn: other NUMERICAL PATTERNS, "Groups of five are
less common, Mi. has marked of f for us five great discourses, eachof phigh is closed
by him with the same formula, 'It came to pass when Jesus finished! (EFYEVETFO OTE
'€ riZzeev &' Tnaevs), viie 28; xi. 1; xdii. 53; xix, 1, xxvi. 1, These five
discourses are: the Sermon on the Mount; the address to the Apostles; the collection
of parsbles; the discourse on the little child with the sayings which fellow it;
and the great apocalyptic discourse. The Sermon on the Mcount contains five corrections
of inadequate concepticns abcut the Law, each of them introduced by the words, 'But
I say unto you' (v. 22,28,34,29,L4L); and in the apocalyptic discourse there are two
parables in which the number five is prominent, the five wise and the five foolish
virgins, and the five talents which gained other five. In chapters xxi. and xxii.
there are five questionsy about authority, trilute, resurrection, great commandments,
and the Son of Davide, Of the fivs great discowursesg, the address to the Twelve (x.
5=15; 16=23; 2L=23; 34«29; L0-L2) and the great eschatological discourse (xdv. 5=1i;
15-51; xxve 1=13; 14=20; 31-L€) can be divided into five paragraphs; but the latter
can also be conveniently divided into seven (xodv. 5-1llL; 15283 29-31; 32-51; xxv. 1=13;

14-30; 31-k6)." Plummer, same scurce, Xd. '
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DIVISION ONE. continued, MATTHEW: SELECTED THEOLOGICAL THEMES.
Unit Three, MATTHEW'S CHRISTOLOGY: A DAVIDIC FRAMEWORK.

", o +this book is more than a recital of events, more even than a teaching
manual; it is a genuinely theological work. Matthew's Gospel beébngs with the
writings of Paul, John, and Luke as one of the cornerstones on which any total
New Testament theology rmst be built." THE NEW TESTAMENT SPEAKS, 273, Barker,
Lane, and Michaels.

I. THE PHRASE "SON OF DAVID" WITH SPECIFIC REFERENCE TO JESUS CHRIST.

A, 01d Testament background: a GENERAL link between the DAVIDIC LINE
AND THE MESSIANIC HOPE.

1, General Davidic LINK: 2 Sam, 7:11-18; Isa, 9:2=7; 1l:1=9; Jor 30:9;
Ezek. 34:23f3 37:2h3 Hos. 3:5; Amos 9:11.
See Acts 13:22,23, compared with Matthew 1:20-23

2+ Specific Davidic LINE:

a. Jeremiah 23:5: "Behold the days come, saith Jehovah, that I will
raise unto David a righteous Pranch, and he 3hall reign as king
and deal wisely, and shall execute justice and righteousness in
the land."

be Jers 33:15, 17,22 ", , .Branch of righteousness. . . unto David:
e o oDavid shall never want a man to sit upon the throne of the
house of Israel; . . .I will multiply the seed of David my servant,”

B, 014 Testament tackground: THE OVER-ALL MESSIANIC PATTERN OF REVELATION
IN THE O.T.

#The messianic idea in the CT associates itself not especially with the contemporarily
reigning king, though the word is often used this way, rut with an eschatological
king and a kingdem of utopian character. The ideas of the Messiah and his messiamic
roles are much wider than the use of these terms, though the ideas certainly center
arcund the thought of the Davidic kingship as the ideal for a greater and more
perfect king and kingdom of the future. The source, or sowrces, of the messiamic
concepts lie behind David, but in his kingship the expectations of God's special
provident blessings for His people find a center arourd which they can cormeretely
be expressed. The prophecy of Nathan (II Sam 7:L-17) formed a solid basis for
the expresaion of the eschatological promises and expectations in the Davidic line.

The idea of the Messiah cannot be confined strictly to that teaching which relates
to the eschatologically oriented anointed king. The term Messiah has been descriptive
of all the streams of provhecy in the OT which speak of one who was to come frem
God to fulfill the promises of deliverance and the promises of a new state of
divine blessing. The nmature of this deliverance, the nature of the state of divine
blessing, and the nature of the Messiah vary greatly in the several streams of
expectant hope which appear in the OT. So greatly, in fact, do the prophecies
vary that Messiahs of several sorts with a variety of descriptive names zere expected
by those who adhered to these diffaring conceptions in both intertestamental and
NT times, as well as in the whole Christian era, The term Messiah enveloped othar
prophetic figures in the OT, such as Moses! Prophet 'like unto ms,! Isaiah's suffering
Servant, Jeremiah's Eranch, Daniel's Son of Man, and other figures, including the
coming of the Lord Himself as the deliverer of His people." "Messiah,” by Ezrl

Se Kalland, WICLIFFE BIBLE ENCICLCPEDIA, II, 1109,
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Ce A summary of OLD TESTAMENT MESSIANIC REVELATION IN THE PSALMS.

Source: ™essiah," New Bible Dictionary, 81L.
1. Establishment of Meggianic rule: circumstances and initial
features,
a. the KING meets world opposition Psalm 2:1-3; 110:1
be the KING is VICTOR : Psalm 45:3-5; 89:22,23
ce The KING, energized by the activity of THE LORD, sets up world ruls:
Psalm 2:6,8; 18:46-50; 21:1-13; 110
(world role— 2: 8-12; 18:43-45; L5: 17 72 8-11; 89:25; 110:5-8.)
de 2ION is the base for this world ruls: Psalm 2:6

2. Description of this world ruls, in the language of the Psalms.
2. MORALITY: IT IS A SPIRITUAL RULE AT THE VERY CORE. SPIRITUAL
PRINCIPLES permeate it.
Psalm hs:h,6,7; T222,3,73 101:1-8.
be ETERNALITY: His rule is everlasting: 21l:l; LS:6; 72:5
Ce & ™le of PEACE: Psalm 72:7.
d. rule of PROSPERITY: 72:16.
a rule of REVERENCE FCR THE LORD: Psalm 72:5,
3. T:'a:l.ts of the HULER,
a. His PRE-EMINENCE among men Psalm 45:2,7
be His relationships to men: friend of the poor, enemy of the
oppressor Psalm 72:2-4; 12-1L,
¢. His response %o the rightaocus: the righteocus flourish under
Fis ruls: (Psalm 72:7)
d. His permanence: He is remembered for ever LS:17
He possesses an evsrlasting name 72:17
Object of unending thanks 72:15
Lo Relationmships to TEE LORD (YHWH)
a. Receives everlasting blassing of the Lord: Psalm L5:2
be Heir of Davidic covenant Psalm 89:28-37; 132:11,2
c. Heir of Mslchizedek's priesthoed  110:k
de Belongs to YHWH Psalm 89:19
e. He is DEVOTED TO THWH  21:1,7; 63: 1-8,11,
£. HE IS HIS SON 2:7; 89:27
g. HE IS SEATED AT HIS RIGHT JAND 110:1
h. HE IS HIMSEIF DIVINE PSAIM }5:6,

"It is inconceivable that such notions were entertained in any directly personal
way concerning the line of monarchs who followed David in Judah, We have here,
therefore, either the most blatant flattery the world has ever heard, or else the
expression of a great ideal, Soms comment is necessary on the ascription of
divinity in Ps, xlv. 6. Unquestionably there are ways in which the address to the
king as 'God! may legitimately te avoided (see Johnmson) # but such
interpretations are not necessary in the light of the fact so clearly taught
elsewhere in the 01d Testament that a divine Messiah was expected. It is no
argument against this that verse 7 of the psalm, still addressing the king, speaks
of 'Ged, thy God'., Certainly we are intended to gather that there is scme distinetion
between God-and the king, even if the king can be spoken of as 'God', but this need
occasion no surprise, because exactly the same thing occurs throughout messianic
expectation, as we shall see, and also in the case, for example, of the Angel of the
Lord, who is both Himself divine and also distinet frem God.® F. F. BEruce,
"Messiah,” NEW BIELE DICTIONARY, page 814,

#the source he refers to as Johnson is:
A. R. Johnson, SACRAL KINGSHIP IN ANCIENT ISRAEL, 1955;
id. 'The Psalms', in THE OLD TESTAMENT AND ‘4ODER’1 STUDY (ed.
E. H. Rowley), 1951.
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D-» JEWISH UNDERSTANDING OF THE TERM AND ITS USAGE. Note: the literature
cited here is at least something of a roflection of Jewish understanding.
l. Psalms of Solomon 17:23., Written by an unknown author, associated
with the Pharisees, fairly near the time that Pompey subjugated
Palestine under Roman rule in 63B.C,
THE PROMISED XING WILL BE THE SON OF DAVID.

2. Qumran Literature.

a. WQFlorilegium 1:11-13, This is something like a TESTIMONIA
or COLLECTION of MESSIANIC texts WITH COMMENTARIES,
"Tn 4QFlorilegium i.11-13 the promise to David (II Sam, 7:1llc,
12bc, 13, lha) is interpreted by refsrence to a messianic inter-
pretation of Amos 9:11. This latter passage is similarly
interpreted in CDvii.l15"Wm. L. Lane THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO MARK,L3S.

b. Damascus Document (Zadokite Document): CD: "Damascus" may be the
prophetic name of Qumran itself. This can go tack as far as 75
S0 B.C.
CD viie 16= = =linked with a DAVIDIC Messianic interpretation.

Cce Messianic figures in QUMRAN., "Many scholars see in the chrass 'an-
ointed ones of Aaron and Israel' a refarence to two Messiahs, a
priestly Messiah and 3 kingly Meassiah, with the former having a
role superior to the latter. This would correspond to the ex=
pectations reflacted in the Testaments of the Twelve Patriarchs,
Other scholars prefer to speak of one Messiah and a priestly
companion, It is gquite certain that the Teacher of Righteousness
was not himself considered the Messiah. He may have fulfilled the
roles of the anticipated Prophet (Deut, 18:183)."

"DEAD SEA SCROLLS," by Edwin M, Yamauchi, WYCLIFFE BIBLE ENCYCLOPEDIA,
I, vage MJO.

®, A CONCISE REVIEW OF MATTHEW'S USAGE OF THE PHRASE "SON OF DAVID."
(the overview of this was found on pagebd).
1, Matthew 9:27, "SHOW US MERCY, SON OF DAVID,." A possible REFLECTION
ON THE JZWISH IDEAS ATTACHED TO THIS PHRASE.
Jasus here POSSIELY 1s seeking to clarify His mission, and to AVOID
misunderstanding, so: AVOIDANCE COF MISUNDERSTANDING as a key.

2. Matthew 12:23 "CAN THIS BE THE SON OF DAVID?" “AND AMAZED WERE ALL THE
MULTITUDES AND KEPT SAYING, CAN THIS BE THE SON OF DAVID. The aorist recites only
the fact of the amazement, while the imperfect pictures how this question circulated
and contimied to be raised. The interrogative meti has a negative implication:

'We can hardly think so,! AT THE SAME TIME IT TONVZYS THE IDEA THAT THIS NEGATION

IS QUITE DOUBTFUL: 'IT SEEMS AS THOUGH HE IS AFTER ALL.'#* Re 917. THEIR UNEELIEF

IS BREAKING BEFORE THE ASTOURDING MIRACLE. "™ R. Ce H. Lenski, INTERPRETATION OF

MATTHEW, 475, Re Robertson, A GRAMMAR OF THE GREEK NEW TESTAMENT IN THE LIGHT OF

HISTORICAL RESEARCH, fourth editition.” #captal letters mine., AWAKENING FAITH Rr..SP(l\S 2
REFLECTION ON JEWESH PERPLEXITY in the CONFRUMNTATION WITH JESUS.

3. Matthew 15:22 SHCW ME MERCY, LORD, SON OF DAVID " NOTICE WHERE SHE CAME:
TO THE END OF HER OWN TERRITORIAL LIMITS, UP TO THE VERY BORDER OF GALILEE OF THE
NATIONS. REFLECTION ON KNOWLEDGE THAT WAS AVAILABLE AT THAT TIME EEYOND JUDAISM,
She plainly reveals that she has knowledge of thne Messianic hopes of lsrael and
had heard that they were being comnected with Jesus as the promised great descendant
of King David. I% is not necssasary to regard her as a Jewish proselyte, and it
is quite enough to believes that knowledge had come to her from the reports that
had been carried into her heathen land." Lenski, source cited above, page 5%L.
ACKNCWLEDGEMENT OF MESSIANIC PURPOSE. NOTICE AI.SO THAT JESUS IS
NOT "PLAYING A GAME" BY ATTEMPTING TO MAKE HER FAITH EXTEND ITSELF BEYOND PROPRIETY,
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P. MATTHEW'S MAJOR USAGE CF "SON OF DAVID"™ MATTHEW 22:L1-l6.
MESSIAH: BOTH DAVIDIC DESCENT AND TRANSCENDENT MAJESTY.

Specific helps in your studying and working on this passage:

1. Lane, William L. COMMENTARY ON THE GOSPEL OF MATTHEW. NICNT. L35«35.
2. ladd, George Eldon, A THEOLOGY OF THE NEW TESTAMENT. 1L3-Lk.
3. Lenski, R. C. H. INTERPRETATIONOF MATTHEW. 88L-892.

WE MUST EXPLAIN, EXFAND AND DELINEATE OUR EARLIER WORK (page 6 A)

1, THE IMPORTANCE OF THE QUESTIONING PRCCESS THAT JESUS FOLLOWED:

"Jesus challenge was not designed to deny the word and prophecy of
Scripture but tc raise the crucial issue of its proper meaning. « « «
These questions are calculated to provoke thoughtful reflection
upon the character of the Messiah in the perspective of the OT
witneas to his lordship., What is in view is THE RELATIONSHIF of

the Davidic scnship to the Megsiah's transcendent
mjesty." Lane’ h35-36'

2. THE INTENT OF THE QUESTICNING PROCESS: "Among the scribes this would be
recegnized as a Haggada-gquestion, a question of exegesis concerned with the recgn-
ciliation of two seemingly contradictory points of view expressed in Scripture. -

The unity of different riblical rassages was stressed by demonsirating their
harmony, which depends upcn brirging them into a correct relationship to each
other, In a Haggada-questicn it is shown that two zaffirmaticns are true, but
each 18 concerned with a different situation or a different epoch. Jesus, than,
posed the question how the Davidic descent of the Messiah (which is attested
by the Scriptures) is to le harmonized with the squally supported affirmation
that the Messiah is David's Lord.62" Lane, L36. footnotes: 6l. See D. Dabue,
THE NEW TESTAMENT AND RABBINIC JUDAISM (London, 1956), pp. 158-163, and the
articles cited in n. 19 above; E. Lohse, op, cit., p. 488, 62, E. Lovestam,
"Die Davidssohnfrage," SV EX ARS 27 (19627, ppe 74=8C. It is the failure
to recognize that Jesus was posing a Hagpada=-questicn which has led a number of
commentators to affirm that Jesus denied the Davidic descent of the Messiah,
.2+ Re Bultmann, THE HISTORY OF THE SYNOPTIC TRADITION (New York, 1963),pp.136f.
NOTE: SIMILAR TO OUR "ANTINOMY" TWO TRUTHS EQUALLY HELD. DAVID'S SON= HUMAHN DESCENT
3. THE IMPLICATION OF THE QUESTIONING PROCCESS:TRANSCENDENT LORD=SOVEREIGN DESICN
on verse 45: CAREFULLY CCMPARE RQMANS 1:1-L _
"The condition is one of reality: all must admit that in the psalm David calls
the Messiah 'his Lord.! The ccndition of reality challenges any denial of David's
own word recorded in Holy Writ. The remarkable fact is that Jesus does not turm
the question around and ask: 'Since he is David's son, as we all know, how can hea t
the same time be David's Lord?' But no, Jesus puts it the other way: 'How is he
his son?' . . Javid, Israel's mightiest king, who lived and died having no man
above hime--and yet this great Cavid makes HIS OWN SON his Lord. The questicn of
Jesug, put in the form he used, throws the Pharisees against this stone wall:
the Mesgiah IS David's son! The territle error of the Pharisees is here axposed,
Their conception of the Messiah was that he was David's son and only David's son,
a mere human Messiah, however great and mighty he might re in his human glory and
power. His deity was a clecsed book to their blind reading of Scripture, They
dared not say that he was NOT %o be David's son; they knew that he would te. They
dared not deny David's inspired word that the Messiah would at the same time be
David's Lord and thus very God., YET THE PHARISEES WOULD NOT ADMIT THE MESSIAH'S DEITY."
Lenski, source cited above, page 891.
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P. MATTHEW'S MAJOR USAGE OF "SON OF DAVID": Mt. 22:LL-L6. CONTINUED.
supplemental material designed here to review CHRISTCLOGY.

i, THE FINAL INTERPRETATION OF THE MESSIANIC SIGNIFICANCE OF
"SON OF DAVID." WE NEED FOR THIS PURPOSE TO
BRING PAULINE THCUGHT INTC FOCUS:

Romans 1:3,4 IN THE LIGHT OF INTERPRETATION OF SON CF DAVID: SON OF GOD.

a. The STRUCTURE of this CENTRAL PASSAGE,

700 Yevoprévou | sk axsppartos Aavi$ KT T2 KA
7o O@/VGEV 705 ’£§ ava CTA FEws KaTa
u703 9{:::/ 2‘\/ vs ce&}v ]TV{S/&(
s wa.'/.tu étyiwaJvn;

"The preposition £r marks in both cases, vers. 3,4, the source FROM or OQUT of which
the relation springs. The seed of David is the source of the human nature of Christ;
the resurrecticn is the starting-point of His divine nature, NOT IN ITS PREEXISTENT
STATE, OF COURSE, but in its objective historical manifestation and public recognition
among men."” Lange series, ROMANS, 56, caps not in original.
the
fa(vafo'mo'/: Ve‘ze:vv-» resurrection OF the dead,

NOT IDENTICAL with'&vioracis €k vscoiv ,

sl resurrection FROM THE DEAD,

THIS IS. . ."A STRONGER SUMMARY EXPRESSION WHICH COMPREEENDS THE RESURRECTION OF CHRIST

AND THE BELIEVERS AS ONE CONMECTED WHOLE OR SINGLE FACT, INASMUCH AS THE RESURRECTION

OF CHRIST, WHO IS 'THE RESURRECTICN AND THE LIFE' ITSELF, IMPLIES AND GUARANTEES CcAPS

THE RESURRECTION OF ALL THE MEMBERS OF HIS MYSTICAL BODY. . ." Lange, ROMANS 56. wor
THE GIST OF THIS VIEW: CHRIST'S RISURRECTION SEEN IN A NEW LIGHT. /'~ |

"Thug, likewise, the resurrection is not merely the fact of the resurrection of OR!rAc

Christ, but with the fact of the resurrection there are brought to light the

strength and root of the resurrection of the dead in the world, (Eph. i. 19ff.).

It is in accordance with this that Christ can say: !'I AM the resurrection and the

life.! Deep in the heart of the first world--for wnich Christ is the first-born

of every creature. . .there is at work the power, proceeding from the Logos, of a-

new world (Rom, viii. 23), for which Christ is the firstborn from the dead. . . .

COMPARING THIS STRUCTURE WITH MATTHEW:

DAVID!'S SON DAVID'S LORD
HIS SON (5515'55
BORN OF THE SEED OF DAVID DECLARED WITH POWER SON OF GOD

ACCORDING TO THE FLESH BY RESURRECTION
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F. MATTHEW'S MAJOR USAGE OF "SON OF DAVID": Mt. 22:LL-L6. CONTINUED.

L. THE FINAL INTERPRETATICN OF . . . "SON OF DAVID"
Romans 1l:3-4

be. The basic meaning of this passage REFLECTS THE TRUTH OF PSALM 2:7.

DECLARED, SON OF GOD WITH POWER, USAGE OF THIS WORD
ELSEWHERE IN THE N.T. Luke 22:22; Acts 2:23; 10:L42; 11:29;
17:26,31; Heb, L:7.

"There is neither need nor warrant to resort to any other rendering than that
provided by the other New Testament instances, namely, that Jesus was Mappointed”
or "constituted" Son of God with power and points therefore to an investiture
which had an historical begiming parallel to the historical begimming mentioned
in verse 3. It might appear that this encounters an insuperable objection; Jesus
was not APPOINTED Son of God; as we found, he is conceived to be the ETERNAL Son,
and this sonship had no historical beginning. But this objection has validity
only as we overlook the force of the expression "with power". The apostle does
not say that Jesus was appointed "Son of God" but "Son of God in power”. This
addition makes all the difference. Furthermore, we may not forget that already in
verse 3 the Son of God is now viewed not simply as the eternal Son btut as the
eternal Son incarmate, the eternal Son subject to the historical conditions
introduced by his being borm of the seed of David. Hence the action with which
verse 4 is concerned is ome that has respect to the Son of God incarnate, and it
is not only proper but altogether reasonable to regard it as another phase of the
historical process which provides the subject mattsr of the gospel. The apostlas
is dealing with some particular event in the history of the Son of God incarnate
by which he was INSTATED in a position of sovereignty and invested with power,
an event which in respect of investiture with paver surpassed everything that
could previously be ascribed to him in his ipcarnate stat@e « o« ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ o @
Thus, when we come back to the expression "according to the Spirit of holiness©,
our inference is that it refers to that stage of preumatic endowment upon which
Jesus entered through his resurrection. The text, furthermore, expressly relates
"Son of God with power according to the Spirit of holiness" with "the resurrection
from the dead" and the appointment can be none other than that which came to be
by the reswrrection. The thought of verse L would then be that the lordship in
which he was instated by the reswrrection is one allepervasively conditionz=d by
pneumatic powers., The relative weakness of his pre-resurrection state, reflacted
on in verse 3, is contrasted with the triumphant power exhibited in his poste
resurrection lordship. What is contrasted is not a phase in which Jesus is not
the Son of God and another in which he is. He is the incarnate Son of God in
both states, humiliation and exaltation, and to regard him as the Son of God
in both states belongs to the essence of Paul's gospel as the gospel of God.
But the pre-resurrection and post-resurrection states are compared and contrasted,
and the contrast hinges on the investiture with power ty which the latter is
characterized,"

John Murray, THE EPISTLE TO THE ROMANS,
I, 9=-12,
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Fie MATTHEW'S MAJCR USAGE OF "SON OF DAVID": Mt. 22:LL~-L6., CONTINUED.
L. THE FINAL INTERPRETATION OF . . ."SON OF DAVID."

8. ANALYTICAL CHART SHCWINC THE ANSWER IO THE HAGGADA TY:E
QUESTION THAT JESUS RAISED

ROMANS 1:3,L4
THE MANIFESTATION AND REVELATION OF THE SON IS IN
TWO PHASES
PHASE QNE PHASE TWO
INCARNAT LON ASCENS LON==RESURRECTICN
THE ETERNAL SON. THE SAME ETERNAL SON
TRINITARIAN THEANTHROPIC FPERSON
PERSON
SUBJECT TO HISTORICAL SOVEREIGN OVER ANY "CONLITICNS®
CONDITIONS IN HISTORY
BORN OF THE SEED CF (nscmmsmoyconmmp@
DAVID
REIATIVE "WEAKNESS™ TOTAL "STRENGTH"™
OF THE PRE-RESURRECTION OF THE POST-RESURRECTION
STATE STATE
THE DEVELOPMENT HERE
IS AN:
APPOINTMENT

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT >

VINDICATION "declared” . #

DESIGNATION Soporg OsvTos
HE DCES NOT EECOME SON OF GOD

BY THIS ACTION OF INVESTITURE (His being SEATED
at the RIGHT HAND OF THE MAJESTY CN HIGH):

BUT HIS POSITION IS
ESTABLISHED IN FULL DIMENSION €
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Unit Four: MATTHEW'S CHRISTOLOGY: THE GENEALOGY OF CHRIST.
Sources for rackground and study:

1. Robertson, A. T. A HARMONY OF THE GOSPELS FOR STUDENTS OF THE LIFE OF CHRIST.
New York: Harper & Brothers. First edition, 1922. 259-252,

2. Pimock, C. H. M"Gsnealogy of (Jesus) Christ." ZONDERVAN PICTORIAL ENCYCLOPEDIA
OF THE BIBLE, II, 475-77.

I. The Organization and structure of the Genealogy.

A, The 3 sets of i, 'Thers are only forty-one names, and this would leave
ons set with only thirteen. But does Matthew say he has mentioned forty-
two names? He does say (1l:17) that there are three sets of fourteen and
divides them for us himself: 'So all the generations from Abraham unto
David are fourteen generations; and from David unto the carrying away to
Babylon fourteen generations; and for the carrying away to Babylon unto
the Christ fourteen generations," The points of division are

David and the captivity;;
in the one case
a man, in the other an svent, He counts David in each
of the first two sets, although Jechoniah is counted only once. David was the
connecting link between the patriarchal line and the royal line, But he does
not say !from David to Jechoniah,' but 'from Dawvid to the carrying away unto
Babylon,! and Josiah is the last name he counts lefore that event, And so the
first name after this same event is Jschoniah, Thus Matthew deliberately counts
David in two places to gzive symmetry to the division, which made an easy hslp
to the memory." Robertson, source citad above, 259.
Be The omissions in Matthew's lis%t, After Joram, Ahaziah, Joash, Amaziah,
and Josiah, Jenoiakim and Eliakim (2 Kings 8:24; 1 Chron. 3:11;
2 Chron. 22:1,11; 24:27; 2 Kings 23:3L4; 2L4:6). "But such omissions were
very comion in the 0ld Testament genealogies. See 2 Chron. 22:9, Here
'son of Jshoshaphat! means 'grandson of Jeheshaphat,' So in Matt. 1l:1
Jesus is callad the son of David, the zon of Abraham. A direct line of
descent is all that it is designed to expreas. This is all that the term
'begat! necessarily means here. It is 3 real descent. Whatever omissiocns
were made for various reasons, would no%t invalidate the line."ATRocbertson,
source cited above, 259-50.
II. Some FEATURES of Matthew's listing.

A. The names of DAVID and ABRAHAM, Two recipients of UNIQUE REVEIA TION in
God's purposes,

B. The pnames of four womsn: Tamar, Rahab, Ruth, and the wife of Uriah.

Notice that '"neither one is counted in the lists of fourteen, and each

one has something remarkable in her case. . . .Three were guilty of gross

sin, and one, Ruth, was of Gentile origin and deserved mention for that

rsason. This circumstance would seem to indicate that Matthew did not

simply copy the genealogical history of Joseph. He did this, omitting

what suited his purposs and adding likewise remarks of his own. His

record is thus reliable and yet made a part of his own story." Robertson,

source cited above, 260,

"Quite apart from the character and nationality of these women, the very occurrence
of their names in an official Jewish genealogy is a distinct feature., Undoubtedly,
Jesus was known by His enemies as the son of an illegitimate unicn. He was known
as the Son of Mary, no%t Joseph (Mark 6:3), which in a male society was a dis-
honorable title. Later Jewish tradition developed the malicious rumor. Therefore
Matthew, desiring to offset the gossip, inserted with some relish the names of some
0.T+ characters whose reputations were not beyond reproach, but who were instrue
mental in the Messianic line. In Jesus' case, however, the rumors arose to counter=-
act the miraculous character of His birth ty a virgin. Jesus is presented in

HMatthew's genealogy as a legal male descendant of David through adoptiom bty Joseph,
and heir to the Davidic throne," Pinnock, source cited above, 676.
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IIT. TWO PROPOSED ANSWERS TO THE QUESTION OF DIFFERENCES IN LUKE AND MATTHEW
IN GENEALOGICAL LISTING.

A. MATTAEW GIVES THE REAL DESCENT OF JOSEPH: LUKE THE RFAL DESCENT OF MARY.
"Annius of Viterbo (c. 1490} proposad a theory that whereas Matthew gives tne
1e al descent through Joseph, Luks presents the physical descent through Mary;

method that can B% traced back to the 5th cent. A.D. Certainly, Mary is the
chief figures in the birth narrative of the third gospel, and relongs herself
very prob. to the house of David (1:27; 2:4). The article that is universally
used in the list for each entry is noticeably absent from the name of Joseph (3:23),
which leads to the interprastation that the list proper btegins with Heli, not
Joserh., Joseph's name is introduced into the list only to fill in the gap
between Jesus and His grandfather Heli., The text would read then: 'Jesus, being
the son (as it was supposed, of Josepn) of Heli, etc.' Luke's list would be the
register of Mary's family, reginning with Heli her father," Pinnock, ZPD, 676.

1, PROBLEM: MARY'S NAME DOES NOT APPEAR ON THE LIST, Answer: THIS IS
PLAUSIBLE, STILL, IN KEEPING WITH THE USUAL CONSTRUCTION OF GENEALOGIES.

LUKE'S LISTING IS INTENTIONALLY STRUCTURED TO ALLOW JOSEPH TO STAND IN HER
PLACE IN THE LIST.

2. PROBLEM: MARY'S RELATIONSHIP TO ELIZABETH. "The fact that Mary was
related to Elizabeth, a daugh®ar of Aaron, is not an insuperable difficulty
if we suppose= this relationship came through the m*‘her rather than the father,"
Pimoeck, ZPD, 676.

3. PROBLEM: WHY DIDN'T LUKE MAKE THIS CLEAR? "The main weakness is in
the failure of Luke to make this point explicit if that was his intention. Tha
theory could be strengthened by supposing that Mary had no brothers, and that
gbgfph became the son and heir of Heli by virtue of his marriage to Mary." Pinnock,

T0=TT4

B. gggén GENEALOGY IS CONSIDERED THE FAMILY TREE OF JOSEPH ALSO, JUST AS
MATTHEW! "Both gospels stress thab Joseph was of the house of David (Matt
1710; Luke 1:27; 2:4). It is natural to suppose tha% both writers intended to
provide Joserh's ancestry. Matthew'!s purpose was to trace the line of official
succession to the Drwidic throne, whereas Luke'!sinformal aim was to enumerate the
actual physical ancestors of Joseph hack toDavide This solution was originally
proposed by Julius Africanmus (c. A.D. 220) in a letter to Aristides, as reported
by Eusebius (Euseb, Hist, 1:7). Julius believed that the law of levirite marriage
could be invoked to remove the tension between the two listseethat Joseph was
really the son of Heli, with Heli and Jacob as uterine brothers, borm of the same
mother but of different fathers." Pinnock, ZPD, 677.

& PROBLEMS HERE: THE APPARENT NEED TO MAXE SEVERAL RATHER STRONG SUPPOSITIONS.
Speaking of Heli and Jacob: "If either one had married the widow of the other,
Joseph could be reckoned in that sense a son of either. A neat twist can be put
on the theory ty identifying the two grandfathers of Joseph (Matthan in Matthew,
and Matthat in Luke). In that case, Heli might have married the widow of a
childless Jacob, and begotten Joseph, in which case Joseph would ke the actual
son of Heli, but the legal heir to Jacob. In both lists then, the ancestry of
Jesus is traced through Joseph, his legal father, Because Matthew wished to present
the successive heirs to David's throne, he began with David's ancestry and worked
forward to Jesus, Because Luka wished to record the actual line of physical
descent, he regan with Joserh and worked rackward through his actual ancestors.
THE CHIEF WEAKNESS OF THE SECOND EXPLANATICN IS THE SERIES OF HAPPY COINCITENCES
REQUIRED TOMAKE IT FUNCTION." (capital letters mine). Pinnock, XPD, 67C.

IV. THE THEOLOGICAL IMPLICATIONS CF THE GENEALOGY.

A z-:ommmow. KINGSHIP; GENTILE
SALVATION; THE GRACE OF GOD; DIVINE IMMANENCE: OUR LORD'S NEARNESS TO HUMAN LIFE;

DIVINE TRANSCENDENCE: THE CHDICE OF GOD OFTEN APART FROM THE FRINCIPLE OF PRINOGENITURE-
THE REAL POWER AND CHOICE OF GOD IS TEMONSTRATED.
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PAGE 16 A

A SUGGESTED HARMONIZATICN OF THRSE GENEALOGIES FROM MATTHEWN, A SELF

BY IMING L. JENSEN

LUKE'S LIST REAL DESCENT OF JESUS

Luke's List

STUDY GUIDE,

HELI
NATHAN

N\

--father of
ADAM
——>» DAVID rothers
ABRAHAM
Jacob
SCLOSCN

-=-fatiaer of

b Mat thew'!s List

MATTHEW'S LIST LEGAL DESCENT COF JzSUS

This is a charting of the FIRST PROPCSAL ON PAGE 16.

Notice that Luke's list gives descent THROUGH lary

Matthew's list gives descent THROUGH THE MALE,

JOSEPH
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IV. THE THEOLOGICAL IMPLICATIONS OF THE GENEALOGY. continued.

Examples of the kind of work we seek to do in BIBLICAL THEOLOGY came from
U consideration of THEMES pertaining to the STRUCTURE OF MATTHEW'S GENEALOGY.

Selacted sources:
1. Ryrie, Charles C. BIBLICAL THEOLOGY OF THE NEW TESTAMENT. ULl.
2. Thomas, W. H, Griffith, OUTLINE STUDIES IN THE GOSPEL OF MATTHEW. 22.

A. THE IMPLICATIONS OF THE GENEALOGY WITH REFERENCE TO THE PERSON OF GOD.
(matters pertaining to GOD HIMSELF) ‘
1l. The immanence of God: His nearness, and identification with mumanity
in the person oI Jesus Christ: The Genealogy leads up to the
climactic expression GOD WITH US in 1:23. . .link CLOSELY verse 16
with 21 and 23 MARY (the further description of her in verse 18)
she shall bring forth a son. . .his name JESUS,
o The Grace of God, Both Ryrie and Thomas stress this, ". ., .their inclusion
in the genealogy of the Messiah is a display of the triumph of the
grace of God." Ry’l’ie, BTNT, hlo
3. The Sovereignty of God. Specifically: God's OVERRULING CNTROL OF
HISTORY IN THE LONG ACCOUNT PRIOR TO THE BIRTH OF JESUS.
This facet SETS ASIDE all human merit or claims for
CONTRAST : greatness. Speaking of this, W. C. Allen noted: "These names
The tran;cen- are probably introduced as those of women, in whose case circumstances
dane o on” were overrulad bty the divine providence which, as it might have seemed,
—_——— should have excluded them from a place in the ancestral line of the
Messiah. They were in a sense forerunners of the Viprgin Mary."
ICC COMMENTARY ON MATTHEW, page 2. ;

. B, THE IMPIDATIONS OF THE GENEALOGY WITH REFFKRENCE TO THE PLAN OF GOD.
(matters pertaining to GOD'S RELATIONSHIPS WITH HIS CREATION)

This is quite implicit, not so explicit, perhaps, but again reveals how
BIBLICAL TH=0LOGY METHODOLOGY approaches data.

1, The UNIVERSALITY of the PLAN OF GCD, Extending from His Grace, as seen above,
the implicit theological direction of Matthew's structured genealogy

is to show the UNIVERSAL implications. THAT IS: BEYOND JUDAISM.
a. Because of the PROMISE TO ABRAHAM, AND THE CONNECTION BETWEEN JESUS
b, Because of the NAMING OF GENTILE WOMEN IN THZ LISTING.

2. The SOTERIOLOGICAL nature of the PLAN OF GOD, "It is more likely that
this parade of names that might be supposed to be unfit for insertion
in the pedigree of the Messiah is intended to teach that He who 'came
not to call the righteous, but sinners ' (ix, 13), and who so commended
the faith of those who were not of Israel (viii, 10, xv, 28; comp. Lk.
xvii, 18, xix., 5), was Himself descended from flagrant sinners and from
a stranger." Alfred Plummer, GOSPEL ACCORDING TO MATTHEW, 3.

3. The ESCHATOLOGICAL slesment in the PLAN of God, The connection with
DAVID and ths DAVIDIC PROMISE. "As mentioned before, the highlighting
of David the king and the legality substantiated by the genealogies
smphasize the kingly aspeet of the geneaclogy." Ryrie, BTNT, L1,

4. The IMPARTIALITY in God's dealings with the race., This is perhaps
implicit in the EXCEPTIONS TO THE NORMAL indicated in the entire
genealogy: WOMEN featured, circumstances overruled (i.e. the incident

. of Uriah), etc,

S5« The possible POLEMICAL-APOLOGETIC ELEMENT: (EGENNESEN = PRIVARILY LEGAL

DESCENT THROUGHOUT ACCOUNT: Jesus, though born of a virgin, was in the

'II:IRIINE LINEAGE OF DAVID: JOSEPH WAS IN FACT THE LEGAL CONMECTICN WITH THE
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IV. THEOLOGICAL IMPLICATIONS OF THE GENEALOGY. continued.
B, Implieations with reference to the PLAN OF GOD,
S. POSSIBLE APOLOCETIC ELEMENT.

"There is, further, no ground for the widespread belief that the genealogy
is in itself a proof of a telief that Christ was the natural son of Joseph and Mary.
This particular genealogy contains the condemnation of such a belief, The man who
could compile it and place immediately after it I 18'25, clearly did not relieve
that Christ was the son of Joseph, . He inserted in the genealogy the references
to the women and thg 5glative clause 'to whom was betrothed Mary a virgin,' in order
to anticipate vv. 18=25. In other words, throughout the genealogy
denotes legal, not physical descent, He had before him two traditional factge=
(a) that Christ was born of a Virgin in a supernatural manner,
(E) that He was the Messiah, i.e. the Son of David.
How could a Jewish Christian, indeed how cculd anyone, reconcile these facts otherwise
than by supposing that Mary's husband was the legal father of
Christ? So ncn-natural a sense of fatherhocd may seem strange
to us, but the fact of the supernatural birth which gave rise
to it is stranger.
Whatever we may think of it, this was the relief of the editor of the Gospel; so
that there is no ground for the widespread opinion that the existence of a genealogy
of Christ is prcof of an underlying ktelief that He was the natural son of Joseph
and Mary, If the editor simply tried to give expression to

the two facts which had come down to him by traditionee
the fact of Christ's supernatural rirth,
and the fact that He was the Davidic Messiah,

and did not attempt a lcgical synthesis of them, who shall
blame him? " ICC CCMMENTARY SERIES ON MI., 6.

FOR FURTHER STUDY ON THIS POSSIELE DEFENSE OR APOLOCGETIC ELEMENT:
LOOK AT BOTTOM OF PAGE 15.

"It may be, as McNeile has stated, that the evangelist wished to
disarm Jewish criticism about the birth of Jesus by showing
that irregular unicns were divinely counteranced in the Messiah's
legal ancestry. Ruth was a Mcalbitess, Rahab a harlot, and Tamar
an adulteress., The evangelist's argument is that Jesus,
though born of a virgin mother, was none the less in the true
lineage of David because Joseph was in fact legally married
to His mother Mary. As he clearly asserts in verse 16 JACOB EEGAT
JOSEPH THE HUSPAND OF MARY, OF WHOM WAS BCRN JESUS, WHO IS CALLED
CHRIST (i.e. the Messiah). BEEGAT (EGENNESEN) throughcut this passage
indicates primarily LEGAL descent. Accordingly, the variant reading in
the Sinaitic Syriac MS, which created such a stir when it was discovered
in 1892, 'Joseph, to whom was hetrothed Mary the virgin, was the father of Jesus
called the Messiah! is no evidence that Jesus was born by the natural precess of
generation, but is an indication that the Syriac translator misuncersiocd the sig-
nificance of sgennesan, The other interest variant in this passage, found in an
important group of Greoex MSS and reflected in some MS3 of tne Old Latin versions, 'Ja=-
cob tegat Joseph to whom Mary the wirgin having been retrothed gave birth to Jesus
who is called Chrish! represents an attempt to bring ont still mors clz2arly than
the ordinary text the virginity of Mary at the tire Jesus was rorn.," Tasker,
THE GOSPEL ACCORDIMG TO MATTHHW, Tyndale series, pages 32-33.
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Unit Five, Matthew's Christology: The Birth of Messiah
« The place of Joseph in Matthew'!s theology.

A.

B.

C.

His legal osition as a Davidic heir, 1:20: Joseph SON OF DAVID.

"This f s here made the bhasis of an appeal to him on this most
importan occasion to prove himself a true son of David, a man who has
the Messianic faith of David, since the promise to David was now in
course of fulfillment., !Son of David! regards Joseph as a prince, and
princely things were expected of him, to be a protector of the very Princs
of heaven itself, Men love great names but so often fail to live up to
them," R, C. H. Lenski, THE INTERPRETATION OF MATTHEW, 46,

"®Joseph, though not physically the child's father, would nevertheless by
virtus of his marriage to Mary give Him His true legal status., It is
significant that the angel addresses him as JOSEPH, THOU SCN OF DAVID, for
it was providentially ordered that the child should be of the lineags of
David.," Re V. G. Tasker, TdS GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW, 33,

The detrothal.

A review of the significance., "In the Near East betrothal (Talmudic
erusin and iddusin) is almost as binding as marriage itself. In the
TFle the betrothed woman was sometimes called 'wife! and was under ths
sama obligation of faithfulness (Gn. xmcix. 21; Dt. xdi. 23,24; Mt, i. 18,
20), and the betrothed man was called 'hu.:band' (Joel i, 8; Mt. i. 19)."
NEW BIBLE DICTIONARY, 788,

The action of Joseph described,

1l.The XEY to this is seen in 1:19 T+0 PRESENT PARTICIPLES :

D.

2. NOT WILLING TO MAXE HER A
“PUBLIC EXAMPLE

ZEP CONCERN, LOVING CONCERN
FCR MARY HIS BETROTHED

> N\
5 0 w avinv,
"Ln s;,y,za.naw.l

1, EEING RIGATEOUS,,
Si1kares

DESCRIPTIVZ WITHIN CONTEXT

AND TIME: Zacharias, Elizalketh

Simeon

RIGHTEOUS BEFORE GOD, WALKING IN
ALL THE COMYANDMENTS AND
ORDINANCES OF THE LCRD BLAMELESS

2. The POSSIBILITIES opesn to Joseph:

a, a MORE RIGID AVENUZ: the legal ground for divorce could have besn
declared, "The betrothed couple could not be legally separated
except by divorce, and the death of one of them rendered the other

. a widow or a widower." Tasker, GOSPEL ACCORDING TO MATTHEW, 35.

b. a LESS RIGID AVENUE: "the other course, far more gentle, was to make
use of the lax divorce laws of the Jews and without charging her
with any crime give Mary a letter of divorcemenit, stating the cause
in a veiled way or stating none at all," Lenski, same source, L3,

The revelation given to Josepn, 1:20. ’
1. The source of this truth, An angsl of the Lord appeared Epa.vn.

. « .Wien Cod sends an angel messenger to a sleeper he never has the

least difficulty in demonstrating that the appearance in the dream is

actual and not like the mere images that at other times coms to our
consciousness during slesp. Joseph knew that this angel had besn at
his bedside that night." Lenski, same source, U5,
2. The substance of ths truth revealed. "That which has been conceived in
her is of the Holy Spirit. "

2. The statement itself NO ARTICLE IS NEEDED TO VERIFY REFSRENCE TC
THE HOLY SPIRIT. Classified by A.T.R. A GRAMMAR OF THE GREEX N.T.,
794-95, under illustrations of the ABSENCE OF ARTI LE as "ONLY
OBJECT OF KIND. "So also thpd. and nveu}a; y,gy may occur
with and without the article." ATR 795.

be The order of the words. NOT "SPIRIT OF GOD," BUTQyvas 2UT AFTER

THE VERB, GIVING EVEN GREATER ST-
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D. The revelation given to Joseph, continued,
2. The substance Qf the truth revealed.
"In the angel's statement A 0U1is placed after the Greek copula, lending an
. emphasis which the English ca'mot reproduca. If the angel had said 'Spirit of
God,' the critics could more easily have found room for their view; tut 'Holy
Spirit'! blocks every critical effort, From this word of the angel Matthew borrowed
the phrase he used in v. 18. The Third Person of the Godhead was so fully known
to all Jews that no word of explanation is added, either here in the case of
Joseph or in the case of Mary (Luke 1:35), or in the case of the crowds who
listened to the Baptist (John 1:32-3L)." Lenski, same source, 47,
E. The responsibility given to Jossph, YOU SHALL CALL HIS NAME JESUS.
See Dana and Mantey, A MANUAL GRAMMAR OF THE GREEK N.T., page 192,
this is AN IMPERATIVE FUTURE. PERHAPS THERE IS A STRONGER SIGNIFICANCE
HERE, A VIRTUAL ENACTMENT, OR EVEN INSTATEMENT OF JOSEPH AS THE
LiCAL FATHER of the coming One,
A. A TABULATION AND LISTING OF MATTHEW'S STATEMENTSs BOTH EXPLICIT AND
IMPLICIT,
l, Matt, 1:16, AMPIE TESTIMONY to the Virgin Birth, Careful use of feminine
'~ singular "relative pronoun in 1:16, Had he used a plural it would have
indicated that both Joseph and Mary were the parents of Jesus, but the
strict use of the feminine singular attests to the fact that Mary alone
was the human parent of Jesus." Ryrie, C. C, BIBLICAL THEOLOGY OF THE N.T.,
2. Matt, 1:18: comment on the mystery of the miraculous conception, b2,
B. THE NAME COF THE COMIIG ONE: JESUS. "THWH is helper'or"YHWH saves."
1:21- - -linked with the MESSIANIC MISSICN HE ALO‘@ SHAL.. RESCUE
HIS PEOPLE, au‘ros

Untt Six, Matthew's Christology: THI OLD TESTAMENT FULFILLMENT AS PLACED IN
. THAE THEOLOGY OF MATTH=W, The issu2 here is the citation from
the LXX of Isaiah 7:14 by Matthew in 1:23,

Some sources for further study of this vital area of theology and interpretation:

Girdles*one, Re B« THE GRAM'AR OF PROPHECY. 190l. pages 22-23.

Leupold, H, C, EZPOSITION OF ISAIAH., 2 volumes, 1968. I, 155-160,

Northrup, Bernard. "The Use of ALMAH in Isaiah 7:1L." 1955. Th.M.

Thesis, DIS. This is a carei‘uhy researched statement of
THE DOUBLE FULFILLMENT POSITION: EAR fulfilment in an astnal birth
IN HISTCRY NEAR IOATAH'S TIME, and a mR ml:'im\ert in the BIRTE CF MESSIAH,
McIntoshy, P, Douglas, ™"The I'manue.u Prophecy of Isaiah." 1571. Th,M, Theais,
D.TeSes THE MESSIANIC TYPICAL PCSITICN: Isaiak T:1k was fulfilled TYPICALLY
ONLY in the Hrth of Irmanuel, Christ our Savicr. The ¢hild borm in the
time of Isaiah was a TYFE of Christ,

Payne, J. Barton. THE THECLOGY OF THE OLDER TESTAMENT, 1962. A thorough
study and concise presentaticn of the UNT'I‘A. 'Y, FUTUZE FUIFILIMENT POSITICN:
Isaiah 7:1l has ONLY OME FUILFILMENT, THAT OF THE BINTE OF JESUS THE “.EuS.LAH.

Vine, Wo E. ISAIAH. 1947. A british disnensatlcnaliet presents the

UNITARY FULFILLMENT PCSITICN,
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Unit Six, ISAIAH 7:1L AS THE BACKGROUND TO MATTHEW 1:23, CONTTNUED,

I. INTRODUCTION, THE INTERPRETIVE PROELEM HAS MANY FACETS, AND FCRMS A GOOD
. CHALLENGE FCR YOUR DEEPER PERSONAL STUDY.

"No explanation of v, 14 will ever be entirely satisfactory. The best a
comrentator can hope to achiesve at this point is to relieve some of the diffi-
culties that the reader encounters, But that the child plays an important
role in the thinking of the prophet nevertheless is apparent from the fact
that the child Immanuel appears again, twice, in the next chapter (8:8,10--
though in v, 10 the name is translated--'God is with us'). Again a
mysterious and important child has to be reckoned with in 9:6 as well as 1l:1l.
In the latter two instances by almost common consent, the implication is
indubitably Messianic, Ey inference the same must te the case here in the
first mention of the child., Therefore the child repeatedly referred to is
always this same child, which is here called Immanuel, It is for this reason
that the title 'Immanuel Book' is apt for Chaps. 7-12." Leupold, source cited,
I, 158-59.

II. THE POSITIN OF DOUELE FULFILLMENT. For your further evaluaticn: a section
frem Girdlestors, THE CRAMMAR OF PROPHECY, is given, pages 22-23.

"Put the two classes of prophecy thus referred to (signs preceding and signs
following) were freguently combined in one; they were, in fact, so intertwined
that it was almost impossible for the student to disengage them. They read as
a whale, the parts teing related as the foreground and the rackground of a landscave.
or as two pictures in a dissolving view. « « ¢« 1t cannot ke doubted that the
intertwining of the near and the distant is a ccmmon characreristic of prochecy,
and that it largely contributed to the confirmation of men's faith in the prophetiz
word, In Isaianh and his contemporaries the notable deliverance of Hezekizh and
. his people from the hand of Sennacherib is asscciated with a greater deliverance
which was not accormplished until seven centuries later; and the retuvrn from Bakvlonian
captivity is interwoven with brilliant pictures of an Israelite Restitution which
has not yet teen accomplished. « « « Our Lord's prophetic utterances (Matt. 2L and
25) begin in the time then present, but merge into scenes still future, and cormen-
tators are not always of one mind as to where the cverlapping took place, The
prophecies of Daniel concerning "the abominaticn of desol ation" seemed to be ful-
filled in the time of Antiochus Epiphanes. This we see from 1 Macc. 1:51, where we
read that 'in the fifteenth day of the month Chisleu, in the one hundred and forty-
fifth year. . o.they set up the abomination of desolation upon the altare « « o
But our Lord, speaking 200 years later, tells his disciples that some of them would
see it in their own days and gives them instructicns as to what they were.-to do
when they saw it: 'When ye shall see the atominaticn of desclation spoken of by
Daniel the prophet stand in the holy place, then let them which be in Judea flce
into the mountains. « «'(Matt, 2L:15)."

(NCTE: UMGER'S BIBIZ HAMDECCK, PAGE 313, PRESENTS SCME POSSIELE
CIARIFICATICN. UNGER APPEARS TO HOLD THE UNITARY FULFILIMENT VIEW. THE STRENGTH
CF THE DOUVBLE FULFILIMENT VIEW IS ITS ATTIMPT TC HCNOR THE COMNTEXT OF ISAIAH 7,

Unger's clarification here: 7:1% is "in Appended Non=Messianic Signe. o « This is

the sign of Isaiah'y small crIld Shearejashub, BZFORE this child Shear=jashub

(7:3) is three or four years older, 'the land before whcse two kings thou art in

deadly fear, shall re rid of her twe kings,' This was fulfilled in Tiglathepileser's
. 4aking Damascus in 732 2.C. and slaying Rezin (2 Kigs 16:9). Pekah, too, was

glain about two years after this remarkable prophecy." Ungeris Bible Handbook:213-ll.,
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II. SOME SELECTED ELEMENTS OF THE UNITARY, STRICTLY FUTURE FULFILLMENT VIEW.
TAIS POSITICN STATED THAT THE FULFILLMENT IS FUTURE FRCM THE TIME OF THE
IMEDIATE CONTEXT OF ISAIAH 7, AND FULFILLED ADEQUATELY ONLY IN THE VIRGIN
BIRTH OF CHRIST. IT THUS REMAINED AN ENIGMA, AND THERE WAS NO

PRIOR FULFILLMENT IN ANY BIFTH CF ANY CHIID AT ALL FRIOR TC THIS MIPACIE
RECORD=ZD IN MATTHEEW.

#7:13. « «The response of Ahaz in verse 12 was "selfwill under the guise of piety,
and received the Lord's rebuke through Isaiah, "And he said (addressing Ahaz), Hear
e now, O house of David (the royal line of privilege and honour, now represented

y this degencrate king); is it a small thing for you to weary men (i.eey Isaiah,
himself, and others with him, who mourned over tne rebellious attitude of the king),
but will ye weary riy God also? (verse 13). Would he make it impossirle for God
to grant the mercy of repentance and restoration?

As Ahaz refused to ask for a sign, the Lord would give one of His own choosing,
and a sign the range of which would extend to circumstances far reyond those
of the time of Ahaz, and would bring to a culmination the prophecies and promises
relating to "the house of David", Ahaz and men of that sort would have no share
in the blessings and glories of the fulfilment of the sing: "behold a (Hel, the)
virgin shall conceive, and bear a son (the present tenses in the debrew vividly
convey the futwe evenu in its certainty, as if it were already accomplished),
and shall call His Nexa Immanuel“(verse 1L).

tEehold", in Isaiah, ailways introduces scmething relating to future circumstances.
The choice of the word almah is significant, as distinct from bethulah (a maiden
living with her parents and whose marriage was not impending); it denotes one who
is mature and ready for marriage. The varicus conditions relating to the prochecy
are such that the only possible fulfilment is that recorded in Matt., 1:22,23 and
Luke 1:31-35., An outstanding feature of 0.T. prochecies is that they connect
events chronologically separated. Conditions more inmediately relating to Assyria
were developed under subsequent powers successively, culminating in the Roman, under
wvhich Immanuel was born. The circumstances depicted by Isaizh as prevailing in the
land continued up vo and in Irmanuel's daye o« o o o o o o

47:15, « .This is indication of impoverishment. Thickened milk and honey were the
food of desert wanderers. They were, of course, not the only articles of focd; bub
instead of abturdance of provisions there would be comparative scarcity. Such was
the condition at the birth and in the childhoed of Christ. There was no luxury in
the home in Nazareth., 'He became poor.' The R.V. correctly gives the time irdication,
ti.at, namely, of the days of his childhood.

This rendering is cenfirmed by the context in verce 16, Before the period of the
early lifetime of Immanueal, He the only One who alone perfectly knew to refuse evil
and choose good, the land, instead of being full of olive-yards, cornfields and
vineyards, would ke reduced to comparative poverty.

The desolation Legan in the time of Ahaz. The two kings of Syria and Israel,
of whom Ahaz was afraid, were overpowered by the Assyrlans. Their attack unon Judah
followed (verse 17), and though recovery was granted in Hezekiah's reign, it was
only temprary." ALL THE PRECZDING DATA FKOM Vine, source cited, pages 3L=36.

"Not only does Isaiah address his predicticn to the entire Davidic dymasty, rut he
places the accomplishment of this event indefinitely into the future. Pefore the child
comes to the age of understanding, the crucial problem which threatened Ahaz would
Le a problem no more." Buswell, A SYSTEMATIC THIOLCGY OF THE CHRICTIAN RELIGION,II,LL.
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IV. THE TYPICAL FULFILLMENT POSITION, The work by MCINTOSH cited in the sources
is a good example of this positicn.
. McIntosh cites a key source: Robert H, Gundry, THE USE OF THE OLD TESTAMENT
IN ST. MATTHEW'S GOSPEL, Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1967, pages 205-15,

Ae DEFINITION of a tvpe. "In the science of theology it properly signifies
the preordained representative relation which certain persons, events and
ingtitutiong of the 0ld Testament bear to corresponding persons, events
and institutions in the New." Milton Terry, EISLICAL HERMENSUTICS, page LOS,

Be The DATA for specific study in Matthew: 11 cases of Old Testament
quotations introduced by a specific formula, with slizht variations:
NOW ALL THIS IS COME TO PASS, THAT IT MIGHT BZ FULFILLED WHICH WAS
SPOXEN BY THE LORD THROUGH THE PROPHET, SAYING,
HERE ARE THE PASSAGES FOR STUDY: Matthew 1:22; 2:15,17,23; 3:3; L:1h; 8:17;
12:17; 13:14,35; 27:8.

THE KEY TO THIS ARGUMENT:

THIS FORMULA OFTEN WORKS IN THE REALM OF THE TYPICAL INTERPRETIVE
KEY OR MOTIF, RATHER THAN THE HISTORICAL.

EXAMPLE: Matthew 2:15, a quotation from Hosea 11l:1
ISRAEL'S £=XPERIZNCE IN THE EXODUS
SEEN AS A TYPE OF THE REMOVAL OF THE ILNTANT JESUS
AFTER THE DEATH OF HEROD

Matthew 13:35, quoting Psalm 78:2,
. THE PSAIMIST IS VIZWED AS A TYPE OF JZSUS,
by teaching in parables,

C.THE POSSIELE DIRECTION OF THIS DATA:

"A)l the observations made about Matthew's hermeneutics, of course, cannot
prove that the evangelist used Isaiah 7:1y typically. He could have used the
pronv~z in the simple and direct manner, and the sirict messianists claim he
ald just that. However, more than most New Testament authors, Matthew likes
typological interpretation. .+ « . Couple this with the Isaianic contextual diffi-
cultics encountered by the strictly messianic view, and the case for typically
messianic view shifts from possible to probakle." McIntosh, page S,

D, SOME OF THE DETAILS IN Pi0AD PERSPECTIVE: M"Ahaz refused a sign (v. 12. Such
is "the flesh." I{ refuses a sign when offered one, and demands a sign when refused
one (Mark viii. 12). . . .Poverty should tecach the child the "good" of obedience to
the Word of God and the "evil" of idol worship. Abundance flous from the one;
hunger from the other (v. 15). . . .This child was a type of the Divine Child
that was to te torn of the Virgin Mary. But His mother was not only to re a tyoung
woman'! but she was also to be 'a Virgin,' for such is the technical tera used by
the Holy Spirit in speaking of her in Matt. 1.23; and such is the term employed by
the LXX in their translation of Isa. vii. .

Local and temporary fecatures appear in every tvpe, otherwise it would re no typoe

. but the thing itsolf. . « « « .But while the child would le yet an in“ant the two
kings abthorred by Ahaz would have ccased to iive (ve 16 RoV.).

"The Lind' (v. 16), i.0., Northern Palestine and Syria reparded as one because

their kingrs were confodaratesg Willdamg, G , 'HE STUDENT ! Tl
THE HOLY SCRLPTURES, pase L2, » Goorge, THE STUDENT'S COMENTAKRY ON
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Unit Six. ISAIAH 7:1L AS THE BACKGROUND TC MATTHEW 1:23. continued.
— e T

V. EVALUATICNS AND COMPARISON

WITH CLARIFICATICNS . THE MAJOR POINT HERE FOR BIBLICAL THECLCGY:
> THIS IS FRANKLY CRUCIAL FOR BIBLICALTHECLOGY: IT INVOLVES THE
USE OF THE OID TESTAMENT MADE BY A NEW TESTAMENT WRITER. This reveals
a SPECIFIC METHOD: AND IN TURN SHOWS HOW HE AP°ROACHED THE OLD TZSTAMENT. This
gets us DIRuCTLY INTO A THEOLOGICAL REFERENCE POINT.

MAJOR POSITICONS IN SUMMARY STATEMENT <

A. THE COMPENETRATION OR "DCUBLE FULFILLMENT" POSITICN.
l. SO R FOR STUDY: works presenting THIS view.
a. W. Fitch, "Isaiah," NEW BIBLE COMMENTARY, ed. by F. Davidson, 569.
b. B, Northrup: source cited previously.
c. Page H, Kelley, JUDGKENT AND REDEMPTICN IN ISAIAH, 39.
2. MAJOR GROUPS OF INTERPRETATIONS ON "IMMANUEL" IN THE 8th century.
a. The "Immanuel" then was HEZEKIAH, the son of King Ahaz.
(the t raditional Jewish interpretatiocn.)
b. The "near fulfilment" was MAHER=-SHALAL-HASH-BAZ, Isaiah's son
(Isaiah 8:1-)4.)
c. The near fulfiiment was UNKNOWN:
l.' MAYBE an ummentioned third son of theprophet
2.' MAYBE a child of the royal court
3.' MAYBE the DEFINITE ARTICLE in 7:1h THE ALMNAH --
indicates a woman knowvn BOTH to Ahaz and to Isaiah
tut NOT to us
L.' MAYBE the DEFINITE ARTICLE is GENERIC, SO THE
PROPHECY COULD FIND FULFILLMENT 1N ANY OF A GRCUP CF
YOUNG WCMEN OF MARRIAGIBLE AGE IN THE LAND CF JUDAH.
3. THERE MUST HAVE BEEN AN ACTUAL BIRTH AT THAT TIME WHICH WAS A
BONA FIDE FULFILLMENT OF THIS 2ROPHECY.
L. MAJOR ARGUMENT HERE: THE BROADER SCOPE OF THE WORD ALMAH
"The implication then of the use of TUQ?L’ in this verse is that an ambiguous word
was chosen to refer to the mother, in obder that the prophecy might have its
local and immediate sense ana yet have a future sense which refers to the birth
of Mgssiah. Had a more spezific word been used, the local incident would have been
meaningless, yet it is the btasis for the Messianic portion of the prophecy."
Northrup, source cited, page 63.
B. THE TYPICAL VIEW.
1. SOME SOURCES:
a. Jo A. Bengel, GNCMCN OF THE N.T., I, 116.
b. McIntosh, "THE ILMANUEL PROSHECY OF ISAIAH," source cited,.
2+ MAJCR DIFFLRENCE WITH THIS VIEW AND WITH THE COMPENETRATION VIEW:

COMPENETRATION VIEW TYPICAL FULFILLLENT VIEW
ALHAH INCLUDED BOTH: ALMAH WAS:
T A YOUNG WQUAN OF ONLY A YOUNG WOMAN OF
ISATAH'S DAY, TSAT4E'S DaY.
and LATER, THE HOLY
THE VIRGIN MARY SPIRIT SATD THAT THE BIRTH

e T .,

OF A CHILD TO THAT YCUNG

WCMAN TY?IFIED THE BIRTH

OF JESUS THRCUGH THE VIRGIN
MARY
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B. THE TYPICAL VIEW. continued. 3. A CONCISE SUMMARY:
"Phus the typically messianic view states that a child was born in the eighth
century B.C. of a 'young woman! anN?Y , in accord with Isaiah's language.
That birth, when it was accomplished,’ fulfilling the demnds of the context of
Isaiah 7:L-3:23, became typical of the birth of the Messiah. The Holy Spirit
through Matthew recast Isaiah's words, changing the worcﬂg??!, to a more
restrictive mp9fva; because of the miraculous nature of Aéssiah's birth and
incarnation.”
McInTosh, same source cited Sreviously,16-17.
C. THE QUCTATION IN THE LIGHT CF¥ RECENT STUDIES IN INTERPRETATION.

"atte L:23, qucting Isa. 7:1hL ("Virgin-Imranuel" passage), parallels
and perhaps is fourded upcn the textual traditicn found in the larger Isaiah scroll
at Qumran. As J, de Waard has shown, Matthew's impersonal use of the third
person plurzl, ‘'they shall call (ka.) §0ovo/\, ) his name Iuanuel,' and nis
understanding of 'Ipmanuel' as a title are not to be considered necessarily ad hoc
creations, but find support in 1QIs®.¢4 Yet Matthew's text also evidences inIiuence
from the LXX in its remdering of 1M ?M by map Bfves . The application
of Isa. T:1L to Jesus was probably considerec by Matthew to be (employing our more
refined distinctions) a case of a literal fulrilment of an explicit messianic
prophecy. The Greek#®pPP§yoswas commorly equated with the HebrewT1 M9 Y in the
synagogues of Judaism through the influence of the LXX. 25 And whether it be
judged legitimate or not, the association of the tw wrds for two centuries or so
must certainly have counted for something theologically. Fyrtherrore, Isa. 7:1L
may well have been one of those passages identified by Jasus as teing significant
for his own person and ministry,<° thereby clarifying the enigmatic in an
Immanuel passage and exp.icating the intended sensus plenior for nis followers.
On the other hand, it may be that Matthew considered Isa. 7:1L more a typological
statement finding its antitype in the Messiah Jgsus than a direct messianic
prophecy, as we would understand direct messianic proohecy. Distinctions of this
sort, however, WERE °ROBABLY NOT CONSCIQUSLY PRESENT IN THE EVANGELIST'S MIND. HIS
PURPOSE WAS TO STRESS FULFILMENT OF GCOD'S REDE#PTIVE ACTIVITY IN THE SERSON OF
JESUS CHRIST, WHETHER THAT FULFILMENT BE LATER ANALYZED 4S 'DIRECT' OR 'TYPOLOGICAL ,!
AND IN SO DCING HE EMPLOYED A PESHER TREATMENT CF THE PASSAGE IN BOTH ITS TEAT-
FCRM AND ITS APPLICATION." R. N. Longenecker, BIBLICAL EXECESIS IN THE APOSTOLIC
PERIOD, 143-Lh. Footnotes: 24, Cf. J. de Waard, COMPARATIVE STUDY COF THE OLD
TESTAMENT TEXT, pp. 9£, 82 (correcting Stendahl). 25. Aquila's verson reads

vfav:is (young wman) rather than map©¢£vps, but this is later
than Matthew's Gospel and may be in reaction to Christian usage. Likewise, also
Symmachus' translaticn. %, Cf, supra, pp. 72, 91f. CAPITAL LETTERS IN LAST

LINE OF QUCTATICN WERE NOT SO CAPITALIZED IN THE SCURCE.

De AN EXAMPLE OF TYPICAL FULFILMENT. '"Matt. 2:13, quoting Jer. 31:15 (Rachel
weeping for ner children), is an abbreviated translaticn of the MT, and evidently
rests only upcn the Hebrew text. The passage in Jeremiah is a poetic allusion to
a calamitcus event in Israel's history, with nocbvious messianic significance.

For Matthew, however, who thought as a Jew in terms of corporate solidarity and
typological correspondences in history--and was convinced as a Christian concerning
eschatological fulrilment and messianic oresence in the person and work of Jesus
Christ—-—the lament of God for his pecple of old finis its fullest expression and ca n
be legitimately applied to Herod's murder of the inrant boys in Bethkhem at the
time of Jesus’ birth. And by means of a pesher treament of the passage he can say,
'then was fulfilled the word by Jeremiah the prophet.' " Longenecker, same source, 145,
INTERPRETATION, See Longemecker, 38ff, FESHER from Qumran caterials,

Aramaic word MEANING SOLUTICON OR INTERPRETATION. THE PECPLE AT QUMRAN LOOKED AT
CERTAIN O.T. PASS GES AS BEING EXCLUSIVZLY CCNCERNED WITH THE CONTEMPORARY (TREIR OWN
TIME).  THEY DID NOT BELIEVE THAT THE PARTICULAR ~RC.HECIES HAD ANY BEARING UPCN
THE TIME IN WHICH THEY HAD ORIGINALLY BEEN WRIITEN.

"NYO - }y )W THis REFERS TD, THIS MEANS,
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Unit Seven, Matthew's Christolcgy: THE ENTIKE TYPCLOGICAL framewcrk of the

Ae

USE OF THE CLD TESTAMENT in Matthew's TEEOLOGY., (This unit DEVELOPS
from and EXPANDS Unit Six,

I. A general description of typological interpretation, As. CORRESPONDENCE princicle,

"In typology the interpreter fimds a cerrespondence in one or more respects
between a persor, event, or thirg in the Old Testament and a person,

event, or thing closer to or contemporaneous with a New Testament writer.

It is this CORRESPONDENCE that determines the meaning in the Old Testament
narrative that is stressed by a later speaker or writer, The correspondence
is present BECAUSE GCD CONTROLS HISTCRY, AND THIS CONTROL OF GOD CVER
HISTORY IS AXIOMATIC WITH THE NEW TESTAMENT WRITERS. IT IS GCD WHO CAUSES
EARLIER INDIVIDUALS, GROUPS, EXPERIENCES, INSTITUTIONS, ETC., TO EMBODY
CHARACTERISTICS WHICH LATER HE WILL CAUSE TO REAPPEAR." (capital letters
mine), A. Berkeley Mickelsen, INTERPRETI!G THE BIELE, 237.

CONTRAST of TYPOLOCY with ALLEGORY, WE NEED TC SHIFT MENTAL GEZARS NCW FROM
L NOmRSTANDING Cr TIPES AND ANTI-TYPES.
THIS IS A EROADENING OF THE MEANING OF TYPOLCGY.
4 KEY BIBLICGRAPHICAL SOURCE WILL EE:

Lampe, Gs W. He, and Wooclcomrbe, JoJ. ESSAYS ON TYPOLOGI, Studies in
Biblical Theology series. London: SCM Press, 1557.

THE SHIFT IN GEARS HERE WILL MEAN THAT WE EEGIN TC THINK OF

TYFOLCGY AS A METHCD OF EXEGESIS.
IT IS. « «
"The description of an event, person, or thing in the New Testament in
terms borrowed from the descripiticn of its pretotyral counterpart in
the 01d Testament." Lampe and Woolcombe, source cited, pages 39=LO.
(This happens to be from the essay by J. Je ’n’oolcombe.s

It is. « «'"the search fer lirkages betwesn events, persons or things WITHIN
THE HISTCRICAL FRAMEWCRK OF REVEIATION, whereas allegorism is the

search for secondary and hidden meaning underlying the primary and chvicus
meanings of a narrative.," Woolccmbe, sams scurce, page 4O,

1. ALLEGORIZATICON and HISTCRY. Allegorization iz VIRTUALLY A DCWNGRADING
OF THE ACTUAL HISTORY OF EVENTS IN SCRIPTURE. BY CONTRAST: TYPOLCGY
IS ROOTED IN HISTCRY, BECAUSE IT ACCEPTS THE GCD OF HISTCRY AS THE
ULTIMATE XKEY TO THE MEANING OF THE EVENT.

2o ALIEGORIZATICN and METHODOICGY, "The allegorist takes any narrative (even
thiough the original auther gives no irdicaticn of having his asserticns
stand for something else) and after ignoring the primary or obvious
meaning, he arbitrarily attaches to the narrative the meaning he wants it
to canvey., In practice he treats the narrative in such a way as almcst
to deny its historicity. . . " Mickelsen, source cited above, page 238,
TEE PASIS OF ALLEGORIZATION: THE PRESUPPCSITION THAT A SPIRITUAL REALITY

WHICH IS ACTUALLY AN INTEGRATED CORPUS OR ECDY OF KNOWLEDGE

ACTUALLY EXISTS, AND THE ALLEGORIST, BY SUEJECTIVE ILLUMINATION, WILL
EE ABLE TO DISCERN PORTICNS OF THIS UNIFIED SUBRSTRUCTURE IN

HIS UNCERSTANDING CF EVENTS IN SCRIPTURAL DATA.
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II. A CASE STUDY: THE CCNTRAST OF ALLEGORIZATICN AND TYPOLCGICAL INTERPRETATICN.

MATTHEW 2:17ff: Herod's slaughter of the infants of Bethlehem

ALLEGORIZATICN

NC CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE
CID TESTAMENT.

MEANING SOUGHT WITHIN THE
UMDERLYING SPIRITUAL
REALM.

EXAMFLE: "The story of Hercd's
slaughter of the infants of
Bethlehem is allegcrized in a
sermon included among the
spuria of Chryscstom."
Mickelsen, source cited,
228,

THE CHILDREN CF TW0 YEARS OLD
AND UNDER WERE KILL=ED:

HE CHILDREN OF THREE YEARS OF
ACE FRESTMAELY
ESCAPED:

MEANING ALIEGORICALLY:
Those who hold THE TRINITARIAN
FAITH WILL CE SAVED,
whereas BINITARIANS AND
UNITARIANS will PERISH,

Primary source material
here:
article by Lampe in
the rook cited
previouslys
pages 31=32,

TYPOLOGICAL INTERPRETATION

SPECIFIC CCRRFESPOIDENCE WITH THE
OLD TZSTAMENT.

MEANING SCOUGHT WITHIN THE
CORRESPOINDENCE OF
THE PAGT EVENT AND THE
EVENT IN THE LIFE=
TIME OF JESUS

EXAMPLE: THE CORRESPONDENCE

IN REAL HISTCRY IS JEREMIAH 31:15

RACHEL WEEPING FCR HER CHILDREN,
REFUSING COMFORT BECAUSE HER
CHILDREN ARE NOT:

IS APPLIED TO THE WOMEN COF
PETHIEHEY, AND SURROUNDING
AREAS,

EXACT PCINT HERE:

"In such an application of the text
from Jeremiah, lMattihew employs

typolegy. The point of corzmsponderce

is the grief displayed in the face
of tragedy, In Jeremiah'!s day,
the grief was for
NATIONAL TRACEDY.
During Jesus! infancy
the grief was for
LOCAL TRAGEDY==the
rrutal and perverse slaying of
helpless infants,
The expression of grief was
fulfilled in the sense
that it received a new applicaticn
of the rearing. UMNLIKE ALLEGORIZING,
TYPCICOY MAKES NO NEW ADDITICN
OF MEANING.," Mickelsen, same
source, capital letters
mine, pages 251-52,
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III. The MEANDNG of TUPOS in the Creek New Testament,
A, BASIC MEANTYGS: See Armdt-Gingrich 837-38.
Certainly, you can check out the outline hers: the several different
meanings break cdown to two basic concepts:

1. PATTERN

2. THAT WHICH IS PRODUCEC FROM THE PATTERN, THAT IS, A PRCDUCT.

"Tupog is used of the MARK (or pattern) of the nails (John 20:25),

It *is also used of that which is formed, an DMAGE or STATUE (Acts 7:L3).
Tke word TUPOS descrites a PATTERN of teaching (Rom.6:17). It also
stands for the CCNTENT of TEXT of a letter (Acts 23:25). It is used
tecknically of an ARCHEITFE, MODEL, or PATTERN both Ly Stephen and Ly
the writer of Hekrews ( cts 7:LlL; Heb, 8:5). It is most frequentl

used of an EXAMPIE or ? PR ATTERN in the moral life (Phil, 3:17; I Thess, 1:7;
II Thees. 3 9s I Tim, 4:12; Tit, 2:73 I Pete 5:3)s Finally, it is used
of TYPES given by God as an indication of the future, in the form of
persons or things (Reme 5:14; I Cor. 10:6). Adam was the type ¢f thz one
whc was about 40 ke, namsly Jesus {iwrisit, the hsad of the nes huaalty (Rom,
5312} Cerbtain evil actions of the childrasn of Israsl and uwhat resulbed
are typlsal wamings c¢f what will befall Christians if they follow a
similae course (I Cor, 10:5,11). The spisodes happened and are

recorded in the 0ld Testamasnt so thazt Christians will not desire what s
forpidden, or u,f-omo idolaters, or pracibize immorality, or tenpt the
Lord, or muruur (I Cor. 10:8=1l)s The Gresk adjective ANTITUZ0S (antie
type, has the meaning 'SORRESPCONDING T2 33.”1&"1‘.:‘! that has gon2 Lefore,
The ANTI-TUPOS is usually regard=d as "Mf)'maz-y bo the TUPOS \c-.

Exodus 25:40), but since TUPCS can nean both lorigianl! azd 'copy!

(see Hupcs 2 and Z) antitupng is also ambizuous,' " Mickelszn, source

clted, page 237, .ackeisen is quobting Zauer!s articls in Arndte
Gingricii on both words: ANTIIUPOS and IUPOS,

IV, SCME BASIC CHARACTERISTICS OF TYPCLCGY: «S A -Avi{uhurm FOR THET THEULOGICAL
a

e Mg MMTEN T AT AN WIT
USE 1HAT FAITHEJ MAYES OF i

A, A SPECIFIC POINT OF CONTACT OR XTSEMELANCZ MUST EXIST ESTWEEN THE TYFE
AND THE ANTITTE (here:  bypes WEAT P’ PPENED ZARLIER IN HISTORY
anbitype= WHAT HATPENED LATER
"The bthings compared are always placed by the I j."‘L"a writers 41‘;‘1”1 the

sphere of history. To call this !'rademptive nistory' 1s somewhat mislead=
ing. History dozs not redesm. It is Ged who redecms. « « Bub it is dangerous
o make 'redemptive nhistory?! some category separate from the ongoing stream

¢ btotal history. God does select a peoprle, a place, a tima for his actions
and for the actions and activities which he assigns %o his psoplis, Eut

o o ode worls WITHIN history through his peovle and through anything else

he choosesz t2 use." Ifickalsen, INT SRPRETING THE BIPIE, 245,

l, THE TYPE ITSELF IS NOT NECESSARILY OUTSTANDING IN THE 0.7, THE
PCITNT OF COCM xn.a.SCf! STANDS 7UT,.
2. THE TIPE ITSELF MIGHT NCT -IAV" EEN UNDERSTCOD 3Y CONTEMPCHARIES
OF THE ‘—‘-’E T, PERSON O TH'.ZI‘G.
3. THZ TYPE IISELF IS SEEN EY L.AT:.{ CENERATIONS: ‘"because Shey can
see "ha God's earlisr action became 3zignificant in his
laSer action." Mickelssu, 246,
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V. SUGGESTED COMPARISON/CONTRAST BETWEEN TYSOLOGY AND PRCPHECY.
From Unpublished Class Notes, Spring Semester, 1976, Dr. S. L. Johnsen,

. Jr.,"THE OLD TESTAKENT IN THE N.T."
"Typclogy is a form of prophecy conveyed through history.
A type prefigures A propnecy is predictive
by events and nersons. foretelling by werds

Both are PROPHETIC. When something is fulfilled in the N,T.,

it does nct necessarily nzed to have words alone. The formla
is used for BOTH typical and DIRKECT Messianic prophecy.
Examples of this interpretive protlem in Matthew
are as follows:

A, Matthew 1:22: THIS COULD BE EITHER A TYZE OR A DIRECT PROSHETIC

FULFILMENT. (See Longenecker's cuctation on your
page 25 here).
B. Matthew 2:15: THIS IS DEFINITELY TYPOLOGICAL
C. Matthew 2:23 A SYMBOLIC STATELENT IN JZRZ:TAH IS TAKEN SYMBCLICALLY
IN MATTHEW.

VI. SUGGESTED DISTINCTIONS BETWEEN ALLEGCRY, SYMBOL AND TYPE.
A. An Allegory is a FICTICN that teaches a MORAL TRUTH.
THERE IS NC BIBLICAL DEFINITION OF ALLEGORY.
B. A symbol is a fact that teaches a MORAL truth. Usually a
TILELESS TRUTH.
C. A type is a fact that teaches a moral trutn and predicts sone
actual realizatiocn of that truth."

VII. A SUGGESTED EVALUATICN OF THE TYPICAL VIEW CF ISAIAH T:1lL/Matthew 1:22ff:
FROK ONE WHO HCLDS THE DOUBLE FULFIMENT VIEW.

NOTE CAREFULLY: THE CONTRAST HERE:

DOUBLE FULFIL.ENT TY 20LOGICAL
ALMAH is HISTORICALLY ALUAH IS TYPICAL of MARY
Sy Ta b LMMANUEL IS TYPICAL of JESUS
PROPHETICALLY TEERE IS A REAL BIRTH
PREDICTIVE OF N HISTORY IN
THE VIRGIN MARY. ISAIAH'S TIAE
. 9 THE ONE BORN TYPIFIES
A CHILD IS BORN ALSO ‘
HISTORICALLY IN THIS IMVANUEL
VIEW

"It would not be heretical in the least to accept this view that the

spoken of by Isaiah is cnly to be understood as tyv.ical of the virgin mother
of the Lord Jesus. It does, however, in the light of Matthew's application
of the prochecy to the birth of Christ, seem rather a weak position to
accept. His statement 'Now all this was done, that it might be fulfillied
which was spoken of the Lord by the prophet, saying. . .' (Matth. 1:22), is
indicating a stronger than typical significance. Compare Paul's explanation
of typical experlences of the Israe¢1tes.' He says,of the mlderness
experiences, " 72o74 g&. TV mos n,u.wv eye v @rra L

£ir 7o K Elva; "/“5 57/90/07 ras kakpy ' (1 Cor. 10:6).



THEQLCGY L35 COURSE CUTLINE PAGE X0
VII. A SUGGESTED EVAIUATICN CF THE TYPICAL VIEW. continued.

There is considerable difference tetween the typical experiences of the
Israelites and this prophecy by Isaiah. Indeed it is not the custom at all
to consicer 2 type as a propnecy of a coming event, as #at thew's quotation
would be interpreted according to this view (Matt. l1:23). A type is
really a foreshadowing and should not be considered in the same light

as a prophecy. On the contrary, however, Matthew shows clearly that

Isaiah 7:1L is truly a preophecy of the birth of Christ. It will be well
then to seek a yet more substantial interpretaticn of Isaia.h'sﬁ:?: -4
prophecy." Bernard E. Northrup, "The use of N ‘_(y in Isaiah T7:1L,"
Unpublished Th.M. Thesis, May, 1955, Dallas Seminary, pages 15-16.

VIII. SOME INDEPENDENT EVALUATION OF THE USE MATTHEW LAKES OF THE (LD TESTAKENT
IN THE UNIQUE BLCCK CF MATTHEW'S DATA.

We shall attempt our own reaction and evaluation here, as a TEAM of workers .

METHOD OF THE STUDY: LET US GO BACK TO page 9 and 9A, consider the CONTEAT

AND ATTE..PT TC DESCRIBE EACH ONE CF MATTHEW'S QUCT .TIONS IN THESE TERAS:
EITHER TYPOLOGICAL OR PREDICTIVE SROPHETICAL EXEGESIS

namely: wnen FIRST namely: when FLRST
written, then written, the EM’HASIS was
INTERPRETED BY MATTHEW, on RZVELATION,
THERE %AS A CORRESPONDENCE, REVEALED rREDICTICN
AN ACTUAL EVENT OR r£ERSCN NOT NECE3SARILY AN EVENT
IN HISTORY ANSWERING TO OR PERSON AT THAT TIME IN
THE ANTI-TYZE HISTCRY.

A. Matthew 1:23
B. Matthew 2:15
C. Matthew 2:18
D_. Matthew 2:23
E. Matthew y4:15-16
F. Matthew 8:17
Ge Matthew 12:18-21

H, Matthew 13:35
I. Matthew 21:Lff

Je Matthew 27:9-10
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IX. SOME FINAL OBSERVATIONS ON THE MATTHEW 1:22ff quotation of Isaiah 7:1k.
IT APPEARS THAT THERE IS NO REASON WHY MATTHEW COULD
NOT HAVE HAD BOTH TYPOLOGICAL AND PROPHETIC-FULFILMENT
METHODS IN VIEW. THE COMMENTS FROM Gleason Archer in
WYCLIFFE BIBLE COMMENTARY, AND the comments from Jamieson,
Fausset and Erown, larger commentary, ON ISAIAH, are worth

BoTH

E LEMENTS
OBSERVED

ngPHeo/
TYPowOCY. m%&%&%ﬂ%,

collating here and correlating.

THE JFB volume SPECIFICALLY

NOTES HCOW BOTH PREDICTIVE PROPHECY AND TYPOLOGY MERGE HERE.

The birth of ISAIAH VIL Immanuel foretold. "
14 Therefore the Lorp himself shall give you a sign; B.C. 12 £y
4Behold, a virgin shall conceive, and bear ‘a son, dMatra.
And shall call his name / Imumanuel. . LB Y
15 Butter and honey shall he ecat, 100r, thon. -
That he may know to refuse the evil, and choose the good. O virgin, 2 i
16 For before the child shall know to refuse the evil, and choose the good, |, ::": ':f"' R
The land that thou abhorrest shall be forsaken of “both her kings. v1KL0, ;l

O house of David; (Is 1t) a small thing for you
to weary mon, but will ye weary my God also ?
Is it oot enough for you? (Num. xvi 9.) The
allusion to ' David” 18 in order to coatrast Ais
trust in God with his degenerate descendant
Ahaz' distrust. Wweary—try the patience of. men
—the prophets. Jsaiah as yet had given no out-
ward proof that he was from God; but now God
has offered a sign, which Ahaz publicly rejects.
The sin is therefore now unot merely against
*“men,” but openly against ‘“God.” Isaiah's
manoer therefore changes from mildness to bold
reproof. 14 Therefore the Lord himself shall
give you a sign—since thou wilt not ask a sign,
nay, rejectest the offer of one. you—for the sake
of the house of believing *‘ David ” (God remem-
bering His everlasting covenant with David), not
for unbelieving Ahaz' sake. God had guaranteed
the perpetuity of David's throne in the person
of Messiah, David's seed (2 Sam. vii. 16: cf.
Ethan's psalm, Ps. Ixxxix. 35-37; cxxxii. 11).
Ahaz should have believed in God's prooise,
which made it impossible that the scheme of the
two invading kings to set aside David’s line of
succession should succeed. Behold — arresting
attention to the extraordinary propbecy. a virgin
—f{rom a root, to lie hid, virgins being closely
kept from uen's gaze in their parents’ custody in

the East. The Hebrew [1%u7] and the LXX.

here, and Greek (# wapBévos), Matt. i. 23, have the
article, the virgin, some definite one known to the
speaker and his hearers ; primarily, the woman,
then a virgio, about immediately to becume the
prophet's second wife, and to bear a child, whose
attainment of the age of discrimination (about
three years) should be preceded by the deliver-
ance of Judab from its two invaders.
ha'inah denotes a girl of marriageable age, but not
warried, and thercfore a wvirgin by implication.
Bethulah is the term more directly expreasing vir-
gmity of a bride or betrothed wife (Joel i. 8). Its
ullest signiticancy is realized in ‘‘the woman”
(Gen. iii. 15) whose ‘seed should bruise the ser-
pent’s head,’ and deliver captive man (Jer. xxxi.
21, 22, ** O virgin of lsrael, turn again . . . for the
Lord hath created a new thing in the earth, A
womaan shall compass & man ;” Mic. v. 3, * There-
fore will he give them up, until the time that she
which travaileth hath brought forth"). Language
> is selected such as, whilst partially applicable to
the immediate event, receives its fullest and most
appropriate and exhaustive accomplishment in
Messianic events, The New Testament applica-
tion of such prophecies is not a strained ‘accom-
wodation ;' rather the t rary fulfilment is an
adaptation of the far-rencEmg'?ro e the
TT0reshadows cally
ec esus Chnst
(Rev, xix. % vident] e wording is such _as

toam mors fully to Jesus Chriat than _to the
—) Drophets son. T Virgin” applies, in its simplest
#  scose, to the Virgin Mary, rather than to the
prophetess, who ceased to be a wirgin when she

Yconceived,” **Immanuel,” God with us (John i.
14; Rev. xxi. 3), canuot in a strict sense apply to

lsaiah's son, but only &Him who is preseatly , i. 39; Jou. iv, 11). 16. For before the child shall '

called expressly (ch. ix, 6), *the Child, the Son, . |
Wonderful (ef. ch. viii. 18), the mighty God :

The inspired authority of Matt. i. 23 decides the - ",
Measianic reference; for it canoot be a mere ...
‘accommodation’ of Scripture, since the Evan. - e

spoken of the Lord by the propbet, saying, Behold,
a virgin,” &c. Local and temporary features (as
vu. 15, 16) are added in every type: otherwise it .. -
would be no type, but the thing itself. There -
are resemblances to the great antit sufficient _g» -
to be recognized by those who scek them —dissimi- é
larities enough to confound those who do not
desire to discover them, shall conceive, and bear . -
(Hebrew, is with child, and beareth) a som, and .
shall call his name Immanuel,—i, e., she shall. = =~ -«
So the Chaldaic, mary., and LXX., thow, O Viryin, .
shalt call. (But then the Scheva would be
written uonder the n The Hebrew verb is .
feminine in termivation.] Mothers often named *
their children (Gen. iv. 1, 25; xix. 37: xxix.'.
32). In Matt. i 23 the expression is strikingly.
chaoged into “they shall call.” When the pro.::
phecy received its fu/l accomglgshment. no longer:
18 the name Immanuel restricted to the pro... . =
phetess’ view of His character in ita partial
fulfilmeut in her son: all shall then call or regard -
Him as peculiarly and most fitly characterized '’
by the descriptive name ** Immanuel” (1 Tim, iii,:
16, ““ God was manifest in the flesh ;” Col ii 9).
his name—not mere appellation, w?aich neither:
Tsaiah's son nor Jesus Christ bore literally; but
what describes His manifested attributes; His: -
character (so ch. ix. 6). The name, in its proper
destination, was not arbitrary, but characteristic:
of the individual. Sin destroyed the faculty of =
perceiving the internal being; hence the severance.-
now between the name and the character: in the .
case of Jesus Christ, and many in Scripture, the . -
Holy Ghlost has supplied this want (Olshausen).

15. Butter (Hebrew, /{emeah)—rather, Curdled -
milk, the acid of which is grateful in the heat of the -
East (Job xx. 17). and honey shall he eat—i.e, - .. "
he shall be fed with the usual food of children in/ .
the East. The invasion by these two kings, though

it cause distress, shall not.rmveut his having the
ordinary nourishmeat of children up to the timeof -
the invasion ccasing. Hovey is abundaot in Pales-: "~ . -
tine (Judg. xiv. 8; 1 Sam. xiv. 25; Matt. iii. 4..
Physiciana directed that the first food given to a ;
child should be honey, the next milk (Barnabas, - -
Lpistle). Horsley takes this as implying the real <

gelist “ifu;h ““ that it might be fulfilled which was . - E L

P

* )
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humanityof the Immanuel, Jesus Christ, about tobe.
fed as otherinfants (Lukeii. 52). t pv, f B
to the typical the pro 5 i
ahows - es the hitness ol mulk aod honey ~ ' .
for children, a state of (istress of the inhabitants:
is_also implied, when, by reason of the invaders, - ¢
milk and honey, things produced % :
shall be the only abundant _articles 24
he may know--rather (Hebrew, ledahto), with i
Chaldaic, until He shall know. So the Hebrew [5)
particle is used in 2 Sam. xiii. 2. to refuse the evil,

and choose the good. At about three yearsof ago ¥
moral consciousness begins (cf. ch, viii. 4; Deut.
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know to refuse the evil (Hebrew, in respect to
the eril), and choose the good (Hebrew, in respect
to the good). The alarm as to the foe, and the
distress as to food (vv. 14, 15), shall last ounly till
the child grows to know good and evil: for, &c.
the land that thou ahhorrest shall be forsaken
of both her kings—rather, desolate shall be the
land, before the face y whose two kings thou art
alarmed (De Dieu and Gesenius). the land—viz.,
8yria and Samaria regarded as one, just (wo years
after this prophecy, lost both the kings, as it fore-
tells. Hoshea, the son of Elah, conspired against
Pekah, and slew him. Tiglath-pileser, king of
Assyria, slew Rezin (2 KL xv. 30: xvi. 9).
Horsley takes it, ‘the land (Judah and Samaria)
of (the former of) which thou art the plague (lit.
thorn; Hebrew, quatz or quotz) shall be forsaken,
&c.: o prediction thns that Judah and lsrael
(approprmt.eli.rc arded as one ‘‘land”) should
cease to be kingdoms (Luke ii. 1; Gen. xlix. 10)
before Immanuel came. But the term
years, dctined by the interval from the
child's birth to lus copsci ;

ATALLY: [ be completely
elly by the death 10 two mvndiﬁgﬁpﬁﬂ!m
The Hebrew, too, TT:] bardly BTETS the

thorn [r\pl.

17-25.—FaTAL CONSEQUENCES OF AHAZ As-
syr1AN Poricy. Though temporar{l deliverance
(chs. viL 16; viii. 4) was to be giveu then, and final
deliverance through Messiah, sore punishment
shall follow the former.  After subduing Syria and
Israel, the Assyrians shall enconnter Egypt (2 Ki.
xxiil. 20), and Judah shall be the battle-field of
both (». 18). and be made tributary to that very
Assyra (2 Ki, xvi. 7, 8), now about to be called in
by Ahaz the king of Judah as an ally. Cf. 2 Chr.
xxviil. 20, *Tiglath-pileser king of Assyria came
unto him, and distressed him, but streogtheued
himn not.” Egvpt, too, should prove a fatal ally,
(chs. xxxvi. b; xxxi. 1, &c.) 18. the Lord shall
hiss—whistle to briog bees to settle (note, ch. v.
26). for the fly—found in numbers about the
arms of the Nile, and the canals from it (chs. xix.
57; xxiil. 3), here called “rivers.” Heoce arose
the plague of (lies (Exod. viiL 21). Figurative for
numnerous sod troublmatsgl foes from the remotest

three
Fpica

D. God’s Deliverance Reaffirmed and
His Deliverer Promised. 7:13-25.

14. A virgin shall conceive. The word
for virgin here is carefully chosen. Ety-
mologically ‘almd ~does_not_necessarily
signity a wvirgo intacta (an untouche
maiden). In actual usage in the Hebrew
Scriptures, however, it refers only to a
maiden chaste and Jdnmarrie sO_far
as the context shows) ~This we e
préspective mother alluded to in this sit-
uation. Judging from 8:1-4, the gnical
mother was the prophetess who became
[ Tipe afte
Therefor

this prophecy was spoken.

she was ?"a Virgin at the time this prom-
ismwm%mwcﬁ‘ﬂl" f
tm. who remained_a_virgin
even after her miraculous coﬁéEEEEE iSy
th& Toly Spirit; The son of this pro h-
efess, correspondingly, ?Wﬁe
Messianic Immanuel, as will shortly be

explamcé. 15. Butter and honey was the
standard dicmlxved in a
devastated land that had reverted to
pasturage. Such a diet the son of the
prophetess was to eat as the result_of
the” coming Assyrian dcpredations, as
well as those of the neighboring nations
(cf. II Chr 28). Read with the ASV,
when he knoweth, rather than with the
AV, that he may know (the IHebrew co~
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arts of Egypt—e. g., Pharaoh-necho, who slew

ing Josiah at Megiddo, when the latter went
against him, because the Egyptian king waa going
up against the Kiog of Assyria (2 Ki xxiii. 29, 30).
and for the bee (Dcut. i. 44; Ps. cxviil ]2)—as
pumerous in Assyria as the sy in marshy Egypt.
Sennacherib, Lsarhaddon, and Nebuchadoezzar
fulfilled this prediction. 19. they...shall rest—
image of fies and bees kept up. all of them in the
desolate valleys—the enemy shall overspread the
land everywhere, even in ‘‘desolate valleys.” and
upon all thorms, and upon all bushes — wilr/,
contrasted with '* hushes” which were valued and
ohjects of care (seec marg., nahalolim, ‘ commeond-
nb{e trees:’ from /alal, to praise). So Chaldaic,
*houses of praige.” There shall be no place of
escape ; for the enemy shall come down upoo the
hiouses of the poor, as well as the palaces of the
great. 20. In the same day shall the Lord shave
with a razor. The Assyvians are to be God's
instrument of devastating Judea, just as a razor
sweeps away all hair before it (ch. x. 5,'2)). hired
—alluding to Ahaz' Liring %2 Ki. xvi. 7, 8) Tiglath,
Eileser against Syria and Israel. Cf. Ezek. v. 1.
¢ ; xxix. 19, 20. (namely), by them beyond the
river—viz., the Kuphrates, the eastern bLoundary
of Jewish geographical knowledge (Ps. lxxii. 8);
the river which Abram crossed. Gesenius trans-
lates, ‘ with a razor kired in the parts beyond the
river.! the head ., .. feet—the whole body, inciud.
iog the most honoured parts. 1t shall also con-
sume the beard. To cut the “beard” is the
greatest indignity to an Eastern (ch. L 6; 2 Sam.
x. 4,5; Ezek. v. 1

21.25,—THE coMING DESOLATE STATE OF THE
LAND OWING TO THE ASSYRIANS AND EGYPTIANS.
21. in that day ... a man shall nourish—i. e, own.
a young cow—a heMer giving milk. and two sheep
—a few sheep, or she-goats yielding milk. A gri-
culture shall cease, and the land become oue great
pasturaye. 22. for the abundance of milk (that)
they shall give—hy reason of the wide range of
Jand lying desolate over which the cows and sheep
(includiog goats) may range. that he shall eat
butter—thick milk, or cream. honey—(note, v. 15.)
Food of spontansous growth will be the resource
of the few inhabitauts left. Hooey shall bLe
abundaot, as the Lees will find the wild flowers

signify ecither). That is, when he attains
the age of legal accountability (doubt-
less twelve years of age). This would
come out to 721, after the destructive
campaigns 0 almaneser V and Sar-
gon. Certainly by_721 Damascus was
forsaken (having been captured by As-
svria in 732) and likewisc Samaria (which
fell in 722). 17. Jehovah will bring upon
(ASV) Ahaz and his pcople, because they
refused to trust him, the king of Assyria;
i.c., the unparalleled oppression and tyr-
anny of the Assyrian Empire.

This coming pynishment of Judabais
more_fully dgsg:ig%:un_the_&nmmndﬂ' i
ot the chapter. 18. The fly . . . of Egypt,
and ... EEe bee . . . of Assyria. A fore-

warning of the clash of armies (notably
at Eltekeh in 701) betwcen the rival
powers of Egypt and Assyria. Their
troops undoubtedly stripped the whole
countryside of Judah for provisions and
supplies. 20. The razor that is hired was
the future king Sennacherib, who lev-
eled most of Judah to the ground in
701, destroying forty-six cities (accord-
ing to his own account) and leading
captive some 200,000 people. The As-
syrians were hired in the sense that thev
were first bribed by Ahaz to intervene
in the West (IT Chr 28:21). 21,22. Here

again we find butter and honey as the
food of sparsc™survivors in a land of
ruined fields and orchards and desolated
cities. 23. Naturally in such areas the
value of real estate would drop to noth-
ing, and fields would revert to young
forest in which wild animals might be
hunted (v. 24) or cattle might range
(v. 25). St

PAGE 32
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Unit Eight., MATTHEW'S TEACHING COVCERNINMG CHRIST'S AUTHORITY. A MAJOR background

issue in MATTHEW'S THEOLOGY.

I. The BASIS of this teaching in Matthew.

"The first gospel also teaches much about THE PCWER OF THE GOSPEL. The

Messiah's call to the Christian is earmest, drastic, and by grace. ALL

OF THE BASIC THEOLOGY TAUGHT IN THE FIRST GOSPEL CERTAINLY HAD ITS PERSONAL

REFERENCE TO MATTHEW HIMSELF. The manner in which he records his call (Matt,

9:9«13) shows how he appreciated the Savior's love for all men. He certainly

must have tought of himself when he wrote down the parable of the laborers in

the vineyard (Matt 20:1-16). By his countrymen he was considered a renegade

Jew who had turned his back upon Israel to make profit from the shady tax-

collecting system of the Romans and the provincial government, No doubt he was

a self-seeking materialist. For him the Lord's call meant a sharp break with

the past. The experience of being totally hated by his people, and then

fully and completely accepted by grace left an indelible mark on Matthew the
tax collector. On the one hand, he knew how sin could separate a man from

God and his fellowman, and on the other, he realized how gracious was the call

to repentance and service. Although he was a most unlikely candidate to be

the author of a gospel, he was uniquely prepared to appeal to both Jew and

Gentile for faith and commitment to the Messiah of the OT Seriptures,”

ZONDERVAN PICTORIAL ENCYCLOPEDIA, I, 129-30. capital letters supplied, not

in original source,

The FOUNDATIOil of CHRIST'S AUTHORITY., (WE UNDERSTAND THAT WE ARE LOOKING AT

THIS ISSUE NOW STRICTLY THROUGH MATTEW. WE ARE STUDYING
MATTHEW'S THEOLOGY).

A, The TERM used as descriptive of AUTHORITY, EXOUSIA.
Selected tabulations for the basis of our consideration from
Arndt-Gingrich, PAGES 277-78.  CLASSIFICATIONS FROM Ardnt-Gingrich.

1, FREEDOM OF CHOICE, RIGHT to act, decide or dispose of one's property
as one wishes.
2. ABILITY to do something, CAPABILITY, MIGHT, POWER.
Matthew 9:8. tthew 7:29.
3. AUTHORITY, ABSOLUTE POWER, WARRANT. Matthew 21:23,2L4,27.
Jesus! ABSOLUTE AUTHORITY, Matthew 28:18
Jesus! ABSOLUTE AUTHORITY OVER UNCLEAN SPIRITS: Mt. 10:1;
Mt, 9:6 is listed here: SON OF MAN HAS AUTHORITY ON EARTH
TO FORGIVE SINS
o POWER EXERCISED BY RULERS OR uT”“RS in high position BY VIRTUE COF
THEIR OFFICE,
a. RULING POWER, OFFICIAL POWER Matthew 8:9
b, the DQMAIN in which the power is exercised
ce THE BEARERS of the authority
-={UMAN AUTHCRITIZES, OFFICIALS, GOVERNMENT
--RULERS AND FUNCTIONARIES OF THE SPIRIT WORLD
Se 1 Cor 11:10 A MEANS OF EXERCISING POWER (PERHAPS SYMBOLIC OF TRAITS
CHARACTERISTIC OF A POSITION).
B. The PATTERN of usage.
1. POWER (AV) or RIGHT (NEB) Mt., 9:6
2. AUTHORITY Mt. 7:29; 8:9; 21:23
"These references make clear that EXOUSIA gignifies power rightfully held:
the emphasis falling sometimes on the 'authority! which the possession of
the power rightfully gives,
and sometimes on the reality of the 'power! which conditions the right
use of authority (e¢f., John 1:12),."
Zondervan Pictorial Encyclopedia, I, L420.
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II. The SIGNIFICANCE OF CHRIST'S AUTHORITY.
A. Significance ELPRESSED in the CONCEPT INVCLVED IN EXOUSIA.

"Might, Authority,Throne
The word dynamis suggests the inherent capacity of someone or something to
carry something out, whether it be physical, spiritual, military or political.
It also denctes the largely spontaneous expression of such dynamis. exousia,
on the other hand, is used only with reference to pecple. It indicates the
the power tc act which given (sic) as of right to anyone by virtue of the
positicn he holds. Sych authority exists, quite independently of whether it
can be exercised in given circumstances. throncs, throne, is also relevant
in this context. Originaliy it meant the seat of government, and then,
equally, someone who was in such a position of authority or strength."
O. Betz, "Might, Authority, Throne," THE NEW INTERNATICNAL DICTIONARY OF
BIBLICAL TH<OLOGY, II, 601.

THUS:

1. DUNAMIS: PO..ER, MIGHT, STRENGTH, FORCE, ABILITY, CAPABILITY, DEED
CF PQOViER, RESCOURCES.

2. EXOUSIA: " . . .(exousia), freedom of choice, right, power, authority,

ruling oower, a bearer of authority. . . .CL exousia (derived from exesti,

it is possible, permitted, allowed) denotes unrestricted possibility

or freedom of action; and then pcwer, authority, right of aciion. From

the noun comes exousiazo, to exercise cne's rights, have full power of

authority; and katexousiazc, a word scarcely attested in secular Gk., nmeaning

exercise, or misuse, oI the authority of one's cffice.

1. By contrast with --dynamis, wrers any potential strength is based cn
inherent physical, spiritual or natural powers, and is exhibited in spontaneous
actions, powerful deeds and natural ghenomena, exousia denotes the power
which may be displayed in the areas of legal, oclitical, social or moral
affairs (Pjatc, Definitiones L15b)., For instance, it is always linked with
a particular position or mandate; s> that it refers to the right of a king,

a father or a tenant to dis.ose as he wishes (P. Cxy. II, 237); or the
authorization of cfficials or ni2ss-ngers (Dicd. Sic. 13,36,2; 1L, 81, 6);
but also the moral freedom of people to allew or to do something (Plato,
Definitiones L1l2d). The word is thus used on.y of peoole: it cannot be
applied to natural forces.

2. exousia is often (a) official power (cf. Lat. potestas) which does not
necessarily require enforcement; it can simply rest, or just stand in contra-
diction to the existing power-structures, exousia can be delegated. Hence,
where it is illegally seized or unsurped (Sic), iv can mean (b) despotic

rule. Tnese legal applicatiocns of the word excusia explain the further
derived meanings, (c) the office appropriate for the authority; and in the

plur. (d) office-holcers and 'the authorities'. " 0. Betz, same source,II,606-07.
3« TURN TO PAGE 34 A for this item, o
B. Significance LIFIZD in the MESSIANIC MINISTRY AND MISSION OF JESUS CHRIST,

SAVICR AND LORD, as RECCRDED IN MATTHEW'S THoCLOGY.
l. Matthew 7:29. ABSCLUTE AUTHORITY IN PRCCLAMATICN.

a. The DESCRIPTION of this. 7:29 HE WAS TEACHING THEM AS ONE HaVING
AUTHORITY. Periphrastic imperfect this was the way he kept
teaching right along.

b. The DISTINCTIVENESS of this. 7:29 NCT 4S THEIR SCRIBES.

c. The REACTICN to this. 7:28 THE ..ULTITUDES WERE AMAZED AT HIS TEACHING

RCTICE CAREFULLY THE LANGUAGE: THZRE WAS A JRCWING ASTCNISLENT,
THEZ WECRE CRE AND MORE AMAZED, IT WAS TEE DCCTRINE OF THIS
TEACHER WHICH BRZUGHT THE AMAZEMENT.
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III. The Significance of Christ's AUTHORITY. scme supplement help, additional

clarifications and evaluations on EAQUSIA. ,
a

3. A CONTINUED STUDY CF THE COMPARISON CF DUNALIS AND E.XOUSIA.pgf,TgE,_E Ri16HT:
Co MMov CROVAO <LAYJ

", , .EXOUSIA is also the pcssibility granted by a higher norm or court, o
and therefore 'the right to do samething or the right cver something,' ' DowW
with the inf. and gen., also abs., the right bteing, acc. to context, A E_R__EE
tauthcrity,' 'permission,' 'freedom' (--EXESTIN b.). It is used < BASIS
esp. a. of the possibility of acticn given authoritatively by the \5-0—0.?—
king, government or laws of a state and conferring authority, permission
or freedom on corpocrations or in many instances, esp. in legal A(.TIW,’
matters, on individuals. Translations express different sides = o
of the <’>ne term which in itself denotes only the possibility THEN, C,’,"_‘:ﬁﬂ{“
of action. It is then used b. of any right (permission, freedom etc.) in BA.HSJ
the various relationships similar to and guaranteed by national institutichs, A

. A. Significance ZXFRESSED in the CONCE?T involved in EXOUSIA.
1. DUNAMIS
2. ELUSIA from page 3L.

e.g., the rights of parents in relation to children, of masters, in 1170
relation to slaves, of omners in relation to 2roperty, and of individuals
in respect of personal liberty. “PoweRk

3. The authority menticned under 2. is illusory unless backed by realSTKV‘T.
power. Behind legal authority stands the power of the state to zive it €
validity, and the rights mentioned under 2.b. are supported by the law
and by the .Jower oi the state. Thus it is not always pcssible to separate
tetween authority and power, tetween EXCUSIA and DUNAMIS. OQccasicnally

. EXCUSIA as authecrity is set in antithesis tc real pcwer, or force.

Perhaps the basic sense of 'possibility of action' is too strongly present
here, though cf. P. Oxy., VIII,1120,17f.: ME ECHON XAT AUTEIS EXCUSIAN
. (3rd cent., A.D.). The EXOUSIA of the king, government or deity
¢ v NaVeXTHRLESS, THE DISTINCTION REMAINS.
DUNALIS, KRATCS, etc. cenote mAlmrNAL Jower
—erese LXOUSIA is Tho sower JISoisye in the FACT THAT A
SN IS OBZEYED, i.e., THE ~OWER TC
PRONCUNCE IT.
o o o oONLY OCCASIONALLY DOES EXCUSIA AP”R.XIMATE MORE CLOSELY TO DUNAMIS
AND DENQTE, e.g., THE POWER OF A 24SSICNe ¢ o o o o o o o
The specific role played by EXOUSIA in the NT world of thought rests on ). DECIS\ow
three foundations. First. . .unlike expressions for indwelling, objective,
physical or spiritual power. . .DUNAMIS. . .it denotes the power which
decides, sc that it is particularly well adapted to express the invisibl A
power of God whose Word is creative power. The EXOUSIA of Jesus and the%sm‘g
apostles 1s of the same character. Secondly, this power of deeision is .2 DES“”,
active in a legally ordered whole, especially in the state and in all th .
authoritarian relationships suppoerted by it. All these relationships ars RWK
the reflection of the lordshio of God in a fallen world where ncthiné takesToRE)
place apart from His EXOUSIA or autherity. . . . .Especially in the i
community the word is indispensable to express the fact that we cannot 3.DELE"
take anything, but that it has to be given to us. Thus EXOUSIA describes § ATION
the positicn of Jesus as the Head of the Church to whem all sower is give SN
and who gives it to His discioles This EXOUSIA which is operative in w,

. crdered relationships, this aut..arity to aCt, cannct be se%mzm its

continuous exercise, and therefore thirdly EXOUSIA can denote the freedom

which is giyen to the community. " ALL CITATI-NS FRCM 7"oerste“, Kitte

y - - 7, - - '’ "
N ) ju8) N;!III 550-;25. IN MY CIT4TICNS, CAPITA sTTE ARE <

> SUP2LIZD CN OCCASICON “TR EMP : <

HASIS, 4ND GREEK IS TR

lod

v

A

COMLZAND
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B. Significance EXEMPLIFIED in the Messianic Ministry. continued.
2. Matthew 8:9, "FCR I, TCO, AM A MAN UNDER AUTHORITY, WITH SCLDIERS UND:R ME ;
. AND I SAY TC THIS ONE, 'GO §' and he goes. « « "

"In the king's service he is under the king's authority, probably as the
ranking officer in Capernaum, and as a matter of ccurse has soldiers under
him to whom he needs to say but a word in order to secure instant execution
~f his crder, the same thing applying to his slave. The thought is:
'If I, a subaltern, am able to have my will done by a mere word spoken by
me, how much more tou, Jesus, whc art the ruler himself.' The kai should
not be stressed to mean that Jesus, tco, is'a man under authority.' It
brings out the argument from the less to the greater. If even a man under
authority, in service to the king, and thus with soldiers under him is able
tc have his mere command executed at will, how mucn more Jesus in whom all
authority resices, who has all powers and agencies at his command ! "

3. Matthew 9:6 AUTHCRITY ON EARTH TO FORGIVE SINS

VISIBLE ACTION INVISIBLE ACTION
Messianic miracle Messianic miracle of
of healing forgiveness

BOTE ACTICNS ARE ACCOLILISHED BY JESUS
WITHIN THE REALM OF AUTHCRITY
IN HIS COWN PERSON
L. Matthew 9:8 RE.CTION TO THIS AUTHCRITATIVE ACTIQ)

AWE, FEAR GLCRIFYING GOD
THEY TAKE THE :nME TERM THAT IS RECCRDED AS USED BY JESUS, AND
RESPOND TO THE AP2ARENT SCURCE OF THIS AUTHCRITAT IVE WORK.
. NOTICE: IT IS IN THIS IMMEDIATE CONTEAT CF LIATTHEW 9 THAT THE APCSTLE MATTHEW IS CALLED !
AUTHCRITY GIVEN TO MEN (olural).
5. Matthew 10:1: AUTH(RITY OVER UNCLEAN S-IRITS. SzZE CLOSELY LUKE
9:1 as the parallel passage:

DUNALIS AND EX0USIA
INHERENT POWER OF A

CAPACITY PERSON ACTING IN VIRTUE
SEEN IN OF POSITION
SPONTANECUS IN A RIGHTFUL MANMER.
ACTIONS e

LUKE USES BOTH TERMS. "It is characteristic for the NT that exousia

and dynamis are bcth related to the work of Cphrist, the conseguent new

ordering of ccsmic power=structures and the empowering of believers.

Both words are brought together in Lk. $9:1, excusia is not attributed to

the gift of the Spirit; whereas Jesus' gfgaml has its foundation in his

being anointed, his excusia is found:d on his being sent," 3etz, same
source, 1I, 609.

. A QUESTION TC ASK:  WHAT XIND CF BEING CAN DELEGATE THIS £IND OF
POWER?

"Jesus grants the Twelve the very same power which he posseses, to free

men from demoniacal pcssession and to heal themn from all kxinds of

ailments. The beztowal of this 'authority' upon the Twelve and then

upon the Seventy (Luke 10:17-27) reveals his deity." R. C. H, Lenski,
. THE INTERPPE TxI‘I N OF MATTHEW. 388.
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B. Significance EXEMPLIFIZD in the Messianic Ministry. continued.
(basic purpose here: survey the passages where EXQUSIA occurs in
Matthew.)

6. Matthew 21:23,2L,27. THIS IS THE MAJOR CONFRONTATICN BETWEEN JESUS
AND THE CHILEF PRIESTS AND ELDERS CF THE PrOPLE, THE °HARISEES ARE IN
VIEW HERE.

THE NEED HERE IS FCR ADEQUATE SOURCES FCR YOU TO DIG INTC THIS QUESTICN OF THE
RrAL NATURE CF THE CLASH BETWEEN JESUS AND PHARISEES. THERE IS MUCH NEW
INFCRMATICON AVAILABLE.

( solr=Es Fer STUDY:

1, Davies, W. D. INTROLUCTION TO °HARISAISM. ~Philadelphia: Fatress Press,
1967. '
> 2. Hagner, D. A. "Pharisees." ZCNDERVAN °ICTCRIAL ENCYCLOPEDIA OF THE BIBLE,
IV, 7L5-52.
3. Lightley, J. W. JEWISH SZCTS AND PARTIES IN THE TIME OF JESUS.
London: The Epworth Press, 1925.
> L. Neusner, Jacob. THE RABBINIC TRADITIONS ABOUT THE 2HARISEBS BEFORE
70. In THREE PARTS. Part I, THE MaSTERS.
Part II, THE HOUSES. 2Part III. CONCLUSIONS.
Leiden, E. J. Brill, 1971. THIS THREL VOLUME SET LOCKS ELCELIENT.
You are given DETAILED STUDIES IN RABBINIC LITEHATURE, PRIMARY SCURCE
DOCUKENTS. THIS LOCKS ELCEZLIENT, AND SHCJLD SERVE YOU AS A BASIC
STUDY.
>5. Odeberg, Hugo. PHARISAISM AND CARISTIANITY, Translated by J, M. Mce.
Saint Louis, Missouri: Concordia fyblishing House, 196L. ‘

THIS IS EACELLENT. IT SETS THE FRAMEWORK FCR OUR SIUDY IN
MZTTHEW'S THEOLOGICAL PERSPECTIVE ON THIS REALLY
VITAL QUESTICN CF AUTHCRITY STRUCTURE. )

6. Matthew 21:23,2L,27.

a. The QUESTICNS: "The two questions are real_y only one aqestion, for
"what " authority is made clain when the giver of this authority
isnamed. . . .The challengers had always kncwn that Jesus
claimed authority from God, his Father. These men expect Jesus cnce
more to assert that authority and zre set on demanding the fullest
procf from him that such, indeed, wis his authority and zre rezdy o2
their part tc deny the validity of any proof Jesus might venture tc
offer.™ R. C. H, Lenski, INTERFRET.TION OF MAITHEW, 827.

b. The IMSLICATIONS: "His counterquestion is not an evasicn. Jesus merely
returns the questicn of the Sanhedrists to them by substituting John
for himself. ‘'uhence' znd tha two ek denote origin, but crigin is
here authority: if 'frem heaven,' then John hac divine authority; if
'from men,' then his authority amounted to nothing. The atbority
of John and that of Jesus are iaentical. Sc Jesussays, 'If you will
answer me, I will answer you.' The right answer tc the question about
John was the right answer tc the question aboutJesus." Lenski, 827.
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B. Significance EXEMPLIFIED in the Messianic Ministry. continued.
6. Matthew 21:23,24,27.
c. The QUESTIONERS.

In this CIASH OF AUTHORITY STRUCTURES: the QUESTIONERS represent
these levels:

CHIEF PRIESTS SCRIEES ELDERS OF THE PEOPLE
SPIRITUAL EXPONENTS OF REPRESENTATTVES
1 v }
HIERARCHY WRITTEN LAW OF THE CONGREGATIQN
S AND ORAL
TRADITION

(For this structure or pattern, see Tasker, COMIENTARY ON MATTHEW
Tyndale Series, page 202-03.)

de. The BASIS OR GROUND OF THE CHALLENGE BY THESE LEADERS., "The purifi-
catIBW or the temple by Jesus was indeed a drastic interference
in the religious life of the Jewish people. Only a person who was
invested WITH THE VERY HIGHEST AUTHORITY in the religious sphere
among the Jews would have been atle to venture on bringing alout even
a slight measure of reform in matiers concerning the temple. So
it was natural for the Jewish authorities (although they could not
venture to arrest the Saviour at that moment because of His great
influence over the masses, xix. 48) to ask Him ON WHOSE AUTHORITY
He had acted. They, no doubt, hoped that He would give a reply to
their question in a manner that would kring Him into disfavour with
the multitude. Ther had, however, grossly misclculated." Norval
Geldenhuys, COMMENTARY ON THE GOSPEL OF LUKE, 493,
capital letters on the term AUTHORITY supplied, not in the original.

ee The possible MESSIANIC IMPLICATIONS of this COMFRONTATION,
"They were very much upseE on account of Jesus! actions, especially
His purification of the temple, and now wanted to know from Him
by whose authority He had dared to act thus. They, the leaders
of the Jewish people, holding the monopoly of regulating the religious
ffairs of the nation, had not given Him the right to act in that
manner in the temple. The ONLY PERSON WHO WOULD FE AT LIFERTY TO
INTERFERE IN THE TEMPLE RUSINESS WITHOUT THEIR PERMISSION WAS THE
MESSIAH. AND BFCAUSE THEY REFUSED TO ACCEPT JESUS! MESSIANIC CILAIMS
AS GENUINE, they thought that by asking this question they would drive
I into such a corner that He would bte exposed as an unlawful
intruder into the life of the temple tefore the rmltitudes that at
this time were still to a great extent His enthusiastic admirers,”

Geldenhuys, same source, 49L,

f. The DIRECTION OF JESUS*' COUNTERQUEST IONS. "This counter-challenge
consisTed of a pertinent question about the source of John's authority,
to which they found it impossible to give an answer, followed by
three parables, in which a sustained attack is made upon their
worthiness to be members of the kingdom of God.

The authority of Jesus was closely connected with the authority of
John His forerunner, whose baptism of repentance unto the remission
of sins had found a ready response among the ordinary people and the
tax-collectors, but had been rejected for themost part Lty the
Pharisees and the lawyers (see Lk. vii. 29,30)," Tasker, same source,

202-03.
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B, Significance EXEMPLIFIED, continued.

g2+ The AUTHOQ! of John. "Verse 32 connects the parakle closely with
the eariier question about the nature of John's authority. In it the
religious leaders of Israel are castigated first for having seen that
John came to them IN THE WAY OF RIGHTEQUSH s 1.2 showing men how
they ought to behave (see Lk. iii. 10=1L), and yet not believing him,
and secondly for not having changed their attitude when they saw

the response that was being given to John's message ty many who heard
it."* Tasker, same source, 203,

h. The IMPLICATIONS FOR THE RELIGIOUS LEADERS in this clash. "So
effectively were they cornered by Jesus'! question that the Jewish
leaders, who had always pretended to be almost omnisicient in
religious matters, and despised ordinary people as ignorant, were
compelled to admit toHim whom they hated so much, and that in front
of the great multitude, that (even on such a weighty matter)
they did not possess enough knowledge to answer His question.

8. From the whole attitude of the Jewish authorities towards Jesus, to
whom John had so clearly referred as the Messiah (John i. 29), it was
clear that they critically and haughtily denied the divine autharity
with which John had acted. . . . «So their attempt to lead Him into
a trap failed and led to the exposure of their insincerity and also
their incompetence to act any longer as spiritual leaders. Because on
such a most important matter, in comection with which all the people
gently needed guidance, they stated: 'We do not know', they showed
THAT THEY HAD FORFE ‘ITED THEIR RIGHT TO BE REGAFDED AS TTACHERS CF
OF THE PEOPLE, AND CONSEQUENTLY THEY NO LONGER HAD THE RIGHT TO QUESTION
JESUS ALOUT HIS OWN ACTIONS. (caps suppliad). Accordingly He definitely
refused to answer their question. If you do not recognise autha ity
when you see it, He said in effect, no amount of arguing will convince
you of it. In this manner it was they and not Jesus who stood exposed
as unlawful intruders in the regulation of the religious life of the
people." Celdenhuys, same source, L9S.

i. The IMPLICATIONS OF THIS CONFRONTATION FCR JESUS, "Jesus, in a manner
equalf2d by no person tefore or after Him, had practised perfect and
genuine love towards God and ~an. At the same time, in an equally
unparalleled mamner, He acted with absolute authority. And, when it
was required for the sake of truth and righteousness, He never hesitated
to assert this unwavering authority even against the highest earthly
authorities--although it cost Him His life in the end. With Him there
was no question of compromise, and n-=ver did He seek the favour
of earthly potentates: without any hesitation He followed the straight

th to the bitter end in obedience to His divine vocation." Geldenhuys,L95.
WWWTRUGTURE OF THE POWER GROUPS IN THAT DAY: "The 'elders'
formed a separate group in the Jewish Sanhedrin alongside the chief priests and
scribes. 'Although the whole Sanhedrin is called to presbuterion (Luke xxii, 663
Acts xxii, 5), and the members as a body are presbuteroi (senators), this title comes
to be given especially to those who, without belonging to the priestly aristocracy
or to the rabbinical profession, yet had a seat and a voice in the Sanhedrin; they
were the 'chief of the people!, disﬁnguished and rich persons like Joseph of
Arimathaea (Matt, xxvii, 57. Luke xxiv. 50), representatives, so to speak, of
the 'secular! aristocracy. Josephus often calls them hoi dunatoi and hoi

gnorimoi, 'the notables' ' (Zahn, in loc.). T Geldenhuys, L95.
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Unit Nine. GSELECTED ASPECTS: THE KINGDOM IN MATTHEW. (NOTE, WE WILL NEED
TO THINK OF A SHIFT HERE, AND GRADUALLY INTRODUCE SOME ELEMENTS OF MARKAN
THEOLOGY AS WELL. OUR MAJOR CONCERN NOW IS TO NOTE THE WITNESS OF
. MATTHEW AND MARK TO CHRIST, Allowance for doing this seemed to be set
for us by the book entitled THE WITNESS OF MATTHEW AND MARK TO CHRIST, by
Ned E. Stonehouse).

I. SOME ELEMENTS IN THE DEFINITION OF THE KINGDOM.

A. The KINGLY RULE OF GOD. "The 'Kingdom! is the real hrasic theme of the
Birle., It is the surrounding historical frame in which the whole course
of revelation is being consummated. All ages and periods of the Divinely
revealed ways; all groups and persons addressed, whether Israel, the
nations, or the church; all temples, sanctuaries, and redeeming actsj;
all heavenly and demonic activities, whether in the foreground or rack-
ground, stand in some way, either positively or negatively, in comnexion
with the history of the kingdom of God. The kingdom itself is the royal
saving work of God to the carrying through of His ccunsels in creation
and redemption.," Erich Sauer, FROM ETERNITY TO ETERNITY, 89,

B. THE DUAL ASPECT OF RULERSHIP AND REALM OR DOMINION,. ‘

"For the earthly, human king there 1s a corresponding earthly, human kingdom.
In this sense basileia means, according to context, the office of king
(®ege Lke 19:127,15; Rev, 17:12) and also the area govermed, domain
(e.gs Matt, L:8 par. Ik. L:5; Mk. 6:23; Rev. 16:10). In almost all these
passages the earthly kingdoms stand in contrast--though this is often
unexpressed--to the basileia tou theou, kingdom of God, since they are
subject to 'the god of this world', the diabolos, devil,=-Satan (Matt.
L:8). In Matt. 12:26 there is even explicit mention of the basileia

. of the devil," —

THE NEW INTERNATIONAL DICTIONARY OF NEW TESTAMENT THEOLCGY, II, 381.

II, THE RELATICNSHIP OF JESUS (ECTH PROCLAMATION AND PERSON) TO THE KINGDOM,

A. THE NEARNESS OF THE KINGDOM, "For Jesus the advent of the kingdom was
g0 imminent that he vowed not to 'drink of the fruit of the vine until
the kingdom of God comes ' (Lk. 22:18; cf. Mk, 1L:25)."NIDNTT, 382,

"The kingdom program has been manifest in several forms as it moves
toward the ultimate establishment of the kingdom of Christ upon earth.
Founded upon the covenant promises with Abraham, it was begun in an
initiatory form in the kingdom of Israel. Not only did God rule over
Israel with the manifestation of His Shekinah glory in the talernacle

and the temple, but through this nation the way of salvation was prepared
for all nations Jn L4:22; Ro 11:12-15). The next appeararce of the
kingdom came with Christ. It was present in His person (Lk 17:21) and also
in the power of the Spirit demonstrated in His mighty works (Lk 11:20).
Again the glory of God was present, this time veiled in human flesh (Jn
1:14; cf. Tk 9:29-32), The kingdom is now present, working in the church
according to the mysteries described by Christ in His parabolic teaching
(Mt, 13:11ff.; cf, 20:1 ff.; 22:2 ff,) until the end of the age (Mt
13:39,49)." Robert L. Saucy, THE CHURCH IN GODS PROGRAM, 8l.
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A SUGGESTED TIME LINE ON THE MEDIATORIAL ASPECT OF THE KINGDOM.

ORIGCINAL CREATICN man to have "THE MOST VITAL ISSUE: TH= WSDIATORIAL

O DCMINTON. IN A MEDIATCAZAL SZNSE RINGDOM IS_SPIRITUAL Bumm Jer. 31:3L;

Gen. 1:26-28. Jer, 23:5-6; Ezek 36 2L-26; Zzek. 36:

> 26w28; IT INVOLVES ITHICAL CONDUCT; VITAL

THE MEDIATORIAL LINE SET FORTH TN SOCIAL REIATIONS, YET REALISTICALLY

COD'S CHOICE (F ABRAHAM (Gen. 12:1-3) PHISICAL, INVOLVING TEE RIGHTECUS RULZ
airiarehs, in this sense, were OF THE KDG. THERE IS NO DISHARMONY
n.nE volvea with the mediatcrial IV THE PHISICAL
RUIE (Gen, lh:lh; 21:9-21; 22:12f). “D SPIRITUAL  ASPECTS OF
TEERE WAS A EQNA FIIE LINE OF ___ THE MEDIRTO ECL‘IGDO“II
MEDIATORIAL DESCENT: T —

ISAAC, JACCB, JOSEFH, MOSES,

DEUT. TE-TS:AC. :
JOSEUA, JUCGES SAMUEL, UP TO .22)

DURING TEE ENTIRE FERICD

TIE EKINGS (Ex. b:16; Num. 16:1-32;

Joghua 1:5; Judges 2:16; I FROM MOSES TO
Same 3:19-41:1), '
TYE MEDTATCRTAL KINGDCM ) SOLCMON: "THE SHERINA
' ITS GLORY TN GLORY MARKED GCD1S APPROVAL ON
HISTORY DURING PERIOD OF SAUL , TEE MEDIATORTAL RULE (Bxscus LO:3l;
DAVID AND SOLCMQN. II Chron. 7:;.).'! Boyt, THE DD TIMES,
175.
D> FALLURE OF TFS MEDIATORTAL WILDEENESS Neh. $:19
TINGDGM LN HISTORL: EASICALLT . TAEERNACIE Exodus LO:3kL
U A IACK OF © TEMPIE 2 Chrem, 7:l
SPIRITUAL INVOLVEMENT AND :
AFPROPRIATICN ON TEE FART DEPARTURE OF THE GICRY:
OF TEE PECPIZ. EZTX 81l 9:%; 10:4,18; 11:23;
1 7=17.

ESCHATOTOCTCAT FORM OF MEDIATURIAL
KINGDOM WAS PROPHESIZED IN THE

OLD TESTAMENT., THIS PROPEECY EZCAN

IORING THE HISTORICAL MEDIATORIAL

KINGDCM, AND CQNTINUED ON.
Isa, 33:17; Isa. 52:10; Dan, 2:31-L35;
Isa, 9:73 Dan. 7:1L; Ps. 2:6 etc. INTERESTING PCSSIEIE COMPARISCN:
R T - GO M THE SON COF COD. IN THE HYPOSTATIC
DREW ¥EAR IN THE TIME F CERIST UNIQH, VELLED HIS INTRINSIC GLORY
THE VEETY EFFULGENCE OF THE GLORZ

OF THE GODHEAD. THIS GLCRY WS
PRESENT ACATN, THEAEFORE, 1N THE |
FERSON OF CRRIST, AND SEEY ON

A FEW OCCASTONS,

HURCH AGE=PREPARATION FCR THZ THE "SONS OF THE ZDIGDOMM WILL =%

COMING MEDIATORIAL KLNGDCM IN THE PRESENT; COMPOSED OF DISTINCT GRCUPS:
. FORMATION OF A SPIRITUAL NUCIZEUS 1, CHURCH AGE SAINTS
FOR THE KINCDOM Math, 13:38 2. TRIBUIATICN SAINTS
ASY. 3. EVEN LIVING JEZWS AXD GENTILES
AT TIME OF SECOND COMIN
FLL EALIZATION OF MEDIATORIAL KIMEDOM THE SO¥ OF GOD AMD KIG COF GLORY

DURLNG T=s MILIEMNNIAL RULE RULING AS MEDIATOR
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IT. The relationship of Jesus to the Kingdom.

. B. The CLOSENESS OF THE PERSON OF JESUS AND THE KINGDOM. 1, Some gospel parallels,
"In the gospels, the kingdom of God is so closely associated with Christ
that in some passages to speak of the kingdom is to speak of Christ
Himself. In Markll:10 the people cried, 'Blessed be the kingdom of our
father David, that cometh in the name of the Lord,' but in Matthew
22:9 and Luke 19:38 the same language is used with reference to Christ.
A similar close relationship is seen in the phrases !'for my sake, and
the gospel's' (Mk 10:29), 'for my name's sake' (Mt 19:29), and
for the kingdom of God's sake'! (Lk 18:29). The coming of the kingdom
of God (Mk 9:1; Lk 9:29) is the coming of the Son of man with His
kingdom (Mt 16:28). Christ even pointed to His mighy work while on
earth as the arrival of the kingdom of God (mt 12:28)., From these passages
it isevident that kingdom is, in reality, nothing less than the salvation
of God in Christ,
What was announced as imminent in the proclamation of the gospels was
begun through the passion and exaltation of Christ. The decisive
saving events had taken place, the promised eschatological salvation
was present spiritually in the rule of Christ as Lord over the hearts
and lives of His people. Temporally they live in this present age,
but 'spiritually they belong to the heavenly kingdom and enjoy the
life of the age to come,' " Saucy, source cited, 86,

2, Some aspects of THE KINGDOM IN THE PROCLAMATICN OF JESUS. a. a dual aspect.
"Jesus, therefore, preached the kingdom of God neither solely as a
present reality nor exclusively as a future event. Rather, he was aware
that the future rule of God was present in his actions and in his person.
. He spoke, therefore, of the future kingdom which would suddenly dawn,
as already realizing itself in the present. Thus the nature of Jesus!
eschatology is protably best descrilted by the expression 'an eschatology
in the process of realization! (E. Haenchen quoted by J. Jeremias, op.
cit., 230)0" NIDNTT’ II, 38&"850

.b. a miraculous aspect. "It is thus absclutely miraculous. . . .Man
can, therefore, neither hasten the coming of the kingdam of God by
doing battle with God's enemies (as the Zealots hoped), nor force
it to appear by scrupulous observation of the law (as the Pharisees
hoped)}," NIDNTT, II, 385.

c. the aspect that it is seen as a gift. "The facts that the kingdom is
the gift of God (Tk. 12:32) and that it is appointed to men (dia=-
tithemi by--covenant (Ik. 22:29) have their counterparts in the
Teaching that a person can only receive it like a child {Mk., 10:15
par. Lk. 18:17; cf. Matt. 18:3; Jn. 3:3) and that it is something for
which one must wait (Mk. 15:43 par, Lk, 23:51). Particularly
frequent is the metaphor of entering (eiserchesthai) the kingdom of
God (Matt, 5:21; 7:21; 18:3; 19:23f.; 23:13; Jn. 3:5). Entry into
the kingdom in the fullest sense lies in the future (Matt. 25:3L;

Mk, 9:43 ff.). But the presence of the kingdom of God in the person
of Jesus faces the individual with a clear-cut decision.,® NIDNTT,II,385.,
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Nine., Selected aspects: THE -INGDCL IN MATTZ®¥. continued.

Some UAJOR PASSAGES in Matthew's THECLOGY OF THE KINGDOY.

tthew 11:11-13. (For this study, it will be necessary to place into
focus one segment from Lukan thcught also: Luke 16:16).

-

> v A v ivvoy Tou Pamrirmy
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AV _TRANSLATION: "And from the days of John the Baptist until now the

kingdenm of heaven suffereth violence, and the violent take it by force
THE "ZEALOT" OR"REVOLUTICNARY"INTERPRETAT ION.

a. Biazetai is taken as PASSIVE voice. SUBJECT RECZIVES THE ACTION.

b, IMPLICATIONS THEOLOGICALLY OF THIS PASSIVE VOICE:

"A rendering approximately in the form of the Authorized Version,
which construec the verb »f the first clause as in the passive
voice, and appears to interpret it and the cognate subject of the
second clause in 2 derogatory sense, is adcpted by those who seek
to fit this saying into an exclusively eschatological view of the
kingdem. Johannes Weiss, for example, understands 'she violent,'
who are referred ic, as the Zealots cf Jesus'! day, who through
revolutionary efforts sought to introduce the kingdom by force

cn t“he theory that, if they did their part, Ged would establish
it miraculously; and Jesus is said to imply that, as opposed to
such enthusiastic and vioclent efforts, he was_content to

wait for God himself to manifest the kingdom.l2 Ned 3. Sgonehouse
THE WITNZSS OF GATTHEN AND LARK TO CHRIST, 2L6. The footnote
number 12 refers to J, Weiss, Die Schriften des Neuen Testaments,
at Mt, 11:12. It also refers to Robinson, The Moffatt New
Testament Commentary, Klostermann, Hanabuch zum Neuen Testament,
and Creec at Luke 16:16.

c. QZRCRIEMS WITH TEIS VIEWPQINT. "To find such a polemic against the
Zealots as J. Weiss does, is to read a gond deal in%c this
utterance of Jesus. The zealots might indeed be characterized as
Siastai (violent men), but neither affirmation of this
passage agrees with their activity. It can hardly be said that the
kingdom of heaven, which Jesus proclaimed, actually su.fered vio-
lence through their revolutionary activity, and much less that the ¥
seized or pressed into the kingdom of heaven., . . .The least
impressive feature of this interpretation, however, is that which
implies, in spite of the context and spe~ific references to the
present time of Jesus' activity, that Jesus was talking about 2
fiture appearance of the kingdom. According to Jesus, as we have
seen, John signified the end ¢f an epoch which 'prophesied’'; !'from
the daysof Jchn until now' there has been fulfillment in the kingdon
of heaven. The present tense of the two verbs emloyed proves
conclusively that the kingdom is regarded as a present reality since
the days of Jochn, the days of his orochetic ministry."
Stonehouse, same source, pages 2L3-L7.
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III. Major Passages in Matthew's Theology of the Kingdom. continued.
A. Matthew 11l:11-13. '

2. THE "VIOLENT TREATLENT" INTZRPRETATICN. The verb biazetai still

taken as PASSIVE,

a, The STATEMENT of this interpretation.
"Other views of the meaning of the passage, lixkewise assuming
the passive sense of the verb and unfavorzble connotation of the
cognate terms, are those of Allen (ICC), who understands it as
referring to the violent treatment which the kingdom suffered in
the person of its messengers and heralds, J.hn the Baptist and
later Christian preachers, and of Dibelius (noted by Klostermann
and Creed), who interprets it as describing the violsnt oppecsition
of evil spirits." Sgonehouse, same source cited, L7.

b. The PROBLEMS facing this interpretation.

These two views, so far as their exegesis of the first clause is
concerned, possess a degree of plausibility that the view of J.
Vielss does not have, but they break down completely in the treat-
ment of the second clause, for it is impossible to suppose that
Jesus could have neant to say that sither the civil powers or

that Satan actually 'seized' or 'captured' the kingdom of

heaven. But even if these views were commended intrinsically,

they wuld offer no supcort for the view that, in Jesus' teaching
the kingdom of he.ven is always a3 future reality." Stonehouse,2L7.

3. THE"MIDDLE VCICE" INTERPRETATION. "From the days of John until now,
the kingdom of heaven =AzRC.oes ITS FORCE, and THOSE WHO EX:ZRCISE
FO:CE capture it." Rudolph Otto THE KINCDOM OF COD AND THE SON
OF MAN, page 108.

a. The STATEMENT of this view. 'The use of the verb Biazetai as
a middle form is illustrated in Lk. 16:16 and, furthermore, was
widely current in Hellenistic Greek. - Moreover, the explicit
connection of this verse with verse 13, through the conjuncticon
'for,' shows that a ccmparison is being nade between the epoch
Jjust breught to a close, and the new epoch that has arrived:
until John the characteristic activity was prophecy;
from the days of John until now the kingdom of Ged
reveals its presence, and this activity is described strik-
ingly as a display of power. The kingdom made known its
presence through the conspicuous and abrupt manifestations
of the divine action. ~Perhaps the miraculous activity of Jecus,
after the analogy of lit. 12:28, is in view. That Jesus goes on
to speak of a ferceful apprehensicn of the kingdem is not to
contradict this view cf the first clause: that would follow only
if the second clauses were tautological. . . .it expresses the
further truth that, correspcnding with the forceful nature of the
revelation of the kingdom, those who laid hold on it were
characterized by energy and enthusiasm." Stonehouse, 2L7-L3.
NOTE: IT WCULD A-PEAR THAT THE PASZIVE VCICE COULD EVEN BE UNDERSTOOD TO SOME
DEGREE WITH THIS VIEW: "The Kingdom, since the days when the Baptist heralded
its approach, is violently stormed by enthusiastic pecple; e.g. toll-gatherers
and harlots, whcn the orthodox considered exsluded from it (ef. xd. AL,y Lk
vile 29 2.), w » & 2, H. McNeile, THE CGOSPEL ACCCADING TC ST. MATTHEW, 1S55.

-\
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3. THE "MIDDLE VAICE" INTERPRETATION. continued.
b. SOME SUGGESTED IMPLICATICNS of this interpretation. (NOTE THAT
THE NIV, EVEN THOUGH TT IRANSLATES THE Ve=RB UNIQUELY, IMPLIES THIS UNDERSTANDING:

"From the days of John the Baptist until ncw, the kingdcm of heaven nas been

forcefully

advancing, and forceful men lay hold of it.").

", . .the realization of the messianic kingdom through the acticn
of Christ in the realm of history. If only cne reccgnizes that the
whole of Christ's incarnate life, including his activity before the
resurrection as well as his acticn at the right hand of God, is
pervasively .essianic, the evidence o. the anticipaticn of the
messianic kingdom within his lifetime will not appear incongrucus.
In spite of his passivity and submission to the will of Cod,

ne was necessarily actively revezaling his messianic power and auth-
ority. And wherever his messianic authority and power were
exercised, and whersver men submitted to them and trusted in them,
there the rule of God came to realizaticn. Even before the resurrec-
tion, therefore, there was a breaking through, not a mere prophecy
but an actual historical realizaticn, of the messianic kingdom.

The transition from the cld crder to the new may not too rigidly.
be fixed at the cross and resurrection. Jyst as the old

order was judged and found its end in the cross, and yet lived on
for a time, so the new order inaugurated by the authority of the
risen Lord manifested its life beforehand. Christ even in his
humiliation was acknowledged a2s Lor2, and even in his exaltation
was anathematized by 'the scns of the «ingdom." iWhile the life of
Christ w.s lived under the old order, that life, because of its
intrinsic meaningas the fulfillment cf the messianic hope, signified
the dam of the messianic age." Stonehouse, same source, 2L9.

B. Matthew 11;16ff, HERE IS WHERS A |VI4BLE CONTINUZNCY|CAN BE SEEN IN

1.

HIS WHOLE AREA OF THE NEARNESS OF THE KINGDCL.

The OOMP ARISON of children in the marketplaces. 16ff.

"There were, nowever, vary many others wnc were blind to the significance
of both John and Jesus, and who refused to accept either of them as a
messenger cf God. It was with these unbelievers in mind that Jasus

spoke at this juncture the parable of the children's gane. The wording
of the parable does not enable us tc racoastruct in every detail the game
vhich the children are playing From Matthew's account, in which the
children are said to be CALLING UNTO THEIR FELLCWS, it might seem zas if
one group of children is blaming anocther grcup for refusing to join in
EITHER of the games which the FIRST group nas sug.ested, whether it be

a game cf weddings in which some played festive tunes on pipes while

the othe:rs danced, or a2 game of funerals in which some imitated the
wailings of the hired professional mcurners, while the others smote
their breasts in mock sympathy or shed tears of affected grief.

On the orther hand, from Luke's account, in which the children are said
to be 'calling tc one another', it might be reasonable to suppose that
there are TWO groups of crildren, NEITHER of which will join in the game
proposed by the other. TWhen cne com:lains WE HAVZ PIPED UNTC YOU, AMD
YE HLVE NOT DANCED, the other replies 'Yes, and WE HAVE MOURNED UNTC YCU,
AND YE HAVE NCT LAMENTED,' The urderstanding of the parable does not
depend, however, on the exa:t details of the game. It is the general
characteristic of children at play to which Jesus directs attention.
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THEY WANT, WHEN IN FACT THEY DC uoT. <€
THEY TTRE SO ZASILY AND SO 2UISALY o7 TS ik THEY ARE PLAYING, AND
ARE CONSTANTLY WANTING TC START SOMETHING FRESK. THEY ARE BY NATURE
RESTLESS AND PERPETUALLY STRIVING 70 OB”AIN SCLE FURTIER AND [ORE
SATISFYING PLEASURE. AND CHLY TCO CFTEN BECAUSE CF THEIR EAVISFIESS,
THEIR WAYWARDNESS AND THETR DISCONTENT, THE GALE ENDS IN & QUARRCL
(KD IT MAKES NO DI FERENCE THEN mr,mﬁ THE GAVE HAS ZEEN CNE OF

WeDDINGS CR FUNDZALS | (capts. not in original)." Tasker, MATTHEW, 115-13.

2. The APPLICATION of the comparison. "In Joiin the men of Jesus'
generation were confronted with cne who was qclemn in demeancur and ascetic
ir his manner of life; and they heard from his ligs a severe, thcugh
hopeful, message. But he proved unacceptable to them; and when they

had ceased tc te awed by him, they rejected him as a madman who had

a devil, Tris hermit, living apart frcm the haunts of men, with

little experience of the world as it is, with his unconventional

dress, his extremes of self-denial, and his unsociatle habits ==

who was he to point the way tc o+"ers those duties made it imperativs for
tvher to mingle with the world? In Jesus, on the other hand, the men

of His generation were face to face with Cne who, although He was the
divire Son of man, was outwardly like any other son c<f man; but they wer
no more satisfied with Him than they were with John., Who was He, they
were no doubt saying, to call cthers tc deny themselves and take up

the cross, when He was seen feasting with fraudulent tax-cocllectors and
outcasts; or to claim to be different from others wnen He beshaved like
every one else; or to say He was fulfilling the law wnen He was associ=-
ating with those who were deliberately breaking it So, they dismissed
Eim with the insinuation that He was little better than the company

rie kept, 'a glutton and a arunkard, a friend of tax collectors and
sinners' (RSV). And yet, as Jesus implies in the concluding verse of
this secticn, both Jchn and Himself, however different they might be

in personality and in the kind of werk they were called to perrorm,

were children of the divine wisdom, with sscential parts to play

ir the working out of God's plan of redemption. Mgreover, God's actions
are vindicated in no uncertain manner by the changed lives of all who
have responded to their influence; who have learned the truth that John
so clearly proclaimed, that w-t lout repentance there can bte no salvaticn,
no coming of the reign of God tc the humarn heart, no avoidance of the divire
wrath; and whe have come to see that it was precisely because Jesus
came to seek and save that which was lcst, that He nust move in circles
where the lost were especially to be fcund. Men mayrsject Jonn -€ a
rad fanatic, and they may dismiss Jesus as a pretentious upstart or a
disappoirted idealist, but as long as th= miracle of the new birth

is taking place WISDOM IS JUSTIFIED OF HER CrI_DREN.' Tasker, 117.

3. QBSERVATIONSS IT A-PEARS THAT THE REALM ELEMENT OF

CCNTINGENCY IS SEEN IN JESUS JUDGAENT UPON THE CITIES.

THIS "CONTINGENCY" CR“POTENTIALITY"CAN- FUNCTION

SIJE BY SIDE WITH THE ACTUAL PRESENCE OF THE 20WERS OF

THE MEDIATORIAL XINGCOM IN THE PERSCN CF THE KING. SEE
THE QUOTATICN FRCM SAUCY cited on page LO of our notes,

beginning on the 16th line doewn on that Dage. . «'What

was announced as immirent . . ,was begun. ot
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DIVISICN TWO.  MARK: SELECTED BIBLICAL THECLCGY THEMES.
Unit Cne. Background and Introductory matters,
I. Authorship.
A. Histcrical evidence.
Famcus quctations:
1. Papias (c¢. A. D. 115): as qucted by Eusebius (A.D. 375)
source: Histcria Ecclesiae IIT,39:
"And Joian the Presbyter also said this -- Mark being the interpreter cf
Peter, whatsocever he recorded he wrote with great accuracy, but nct,
however, in the order in which it was spoken or done by our Lord, for he
neither heard nor followed our Lprd, but as before said, he was in
cempany with Peter, whc give him such instruction as was necessary, but
not to give a history of our Lord's disccurses: wherefore lMark has
not erred in anything, oy writing scme things as he has recordecd them;
for he was carefully attentive tc one thing, not to pass bty anything
he heard, or to state anything falsely in these accounts.”

2. Clerent of Alexandria (c. A. D, 130) is alsc quoted by Eusebius
Historia hcclesiae, II, 15: the summary of this quote:
Peter's hearers urged lark tc leave a record of
the doctrine which Peter had communicated orally,
and that Peter authorized the Gospel tc be read in
churches.

3. Crigen (c. A.D. 225): an alleged statement- - -
cited by Eusebius, H.E., sace source, VI, 25.
Mark wrote his Gospel as Zeter gave him firsthand data,

L. Irenaeus Ageinst Heresies ITI, i, 1. - - - {about A.D. 180)

"After the death of Peter and Paul, Mark delivered to
us in writing things preached by reter.”

SUMMARY: POINTS CF AGREEMENT- = - -
Markan authorship for the second gospel
A connecticn with the PREACHING of Peter
POINTS OF DISAGREEMENT IN THE TRADITICN=- - -
the relaticnship of the Gospel to the
LIFETILUE of Peter

Irenaeus Clement and Origen
Gospel written AFTER Gospel written DURING
death of ‘eter, life of Peter, authorized by
A.D. 65-68 him

B. BIBLICAL REVIEW OF MARK'S BACKGROUND.
Acts 12:12; 12:25; 13:5; 13:13; 15:37-39; Col. L4:10; rshilem. 2L; 2 Tim. L:11;
1 Peter 5:13 POSSIBLE CONSIDERATICN SHCULD BE GIVEN TO RSFERLNCES IN
MARK TEAT ARE UNIQUE TC HIS A CCUNT: Mark 1L:51,52; 15:21
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Jnit Two. The Markan FRAME CF RZIFERENCE: The RCMAN WORLD.

I. MARK'S OPENING SENTENCE: THE “EGINNING CF THZ GCSSEL ABCUT JESUS CHRISTY,
THE SON OF GOD.

A. BACKGROUMND: THE WORD  "GOSPEL- - -EUANGGELION"  MARK 1:1

WHAT THIS WCORD ACTUALLY CONVEYZD TC HEARERS STEESED IN
ROMAN CULTURE AND TRADITION !
Source: THE NEW TESTAMENT SPEAKS, by Barker, Lane, and lMichaels. p. 2L8.
1. AN EVANGEL (A"EUANGELICN") AN ANNCUNCZENT OF JOYFUL TIDINGS
ASS.CIATZD WITH THE ELPERCR CULT
A FESTIVAL DAY ACTUALLY HERALDED AS AN "EVANGEL" WAS
MADE CUT OF a. the BIRTHDATE of the emveror
b. the ATTAINLENT OF THE emperor to majority power
c. The ACCESSICN OF THE EirEROR TC POWER
THESE FESTIVAL DAYS WERE "EVANGELS" AND WERE HERALDED
WORLD WIDE.

Calendar inscription 9 B.C, found in PRIENE, Asia ldrnor
tells about the birthday of Octavian (Augustus):

"THE BIRTHDAY CF THE GCD WAS FOR THE WORLD
THE BEGINNING OF JOYFUL TIDINGS

W= ICE HAVE BEEN PROCLAINED ON HIS ACCOUNT
(Inscr. Priene, 105, LO)

HISTCRICAL EVENT WHICH !ARKS A NEW SITUATION
FCR THE WCRLD

2. AN EVANGEL LIMNKED 70 THE RC/HETIC LINE IN THE CLD TESTAMENT.
[ARK 1:2

B. SOME POSSIBLE I!DICATI._:S OF MARK'S FRAME OF REFERENCE.
1. Mark 6:L8 lark deals with Roman reckoning on the watches of the night
2. Mark 13:35 Terminology for four watches cculd have had an
immediate reference pcint to rezcers in the Gentile-Roman
world.
POSSIBLY THIS IS REFLaCTLD IN LARKAN PASSI.N NARRATIVE:
BVENING 1L:17  2asscver
LIDNIGHT 1llL:Ll Betrayal in Carden of Cethsemane
EARLY HCURS  1L:72 Dgnial of Peter in connecticn with cockecrow
MCRNING 15:1 Jesus before rPilate
. Maric L:21 modius for BUSHEL a1 Latinism, perhaps
Mark 12:1L4 ~ census for TRIBUIE
Xark 6:27, A.V. SPECULATCR for EXECUTICWEZ
Mark 15:39,ul, L5 CENTURIO for "centurion

VW
°

. .

THE POINT HERE: FOR !CST OF THESE ViCRDS THERE WERE
GREEK EQUIVALENTS, BUT PERHAPS !'ARK USELD THE LATIN TERKMS BECAUSIL
[HEY WERE YORE CCMMON CR MCORE WELL KNOWN.

T. 7:3 EXPLANATICNS ADDED FROM JEWISA CUSTOMS CEREIZCNIAL WASHINGS
8. 14:12 FURTHER EX°LANATICNS: DAY CF THE SLAUGHTERING CF PASSOVER
VICTIMS.

9. 15:42 EXPLANATICNS: DAY CF PREPARATICN.
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Unit Two. THE MARKAN FRAME OF REFERENCE. continued.

-

II. OBSERVATICNS ON MARK'S STVIE: WE REFL=CT USCN THE FACT THAT SCME COF
. THESE ARE IMPOKTANT FOR TRLING TO A3SSESS THE BIBLICAL THrCLCG)
OF MARK. WHAT IS HIS APPROACH? WHAT aARE RIS
EMPH4SES?

"From these considerations it may be concluded that tnis Gospel is the product

of cne of the junicr preachers of the apcstolic age, who was thorcughly
acquainted with the uessage concerning Jesus and who recorded it as he heard
it, without elaboration or embelliishments of any xind. He mace no attempt
at a biographical interpretation; he merely allowz=d the facts themselves tc
spezk for him. If it were written tcoward the end of his career, nis own
experience would have deepensd and enriched his presentation of the

ressage concerning Christ," Merrill C. Terney, NEW TISTAMENT SURVEY, o. 157.

A GOSPEL OF ACTICSN. POSSIBLE ANALYSIS CF THE HISTORICAL PRESENT IN
MARK. The fact is: MOFE THAN 150 times ne uses the
historical precsent whare cthar writers would have
chosen the simple dast tense.

THINK ASOUT IMPACT ON RE:DERS: JESUS CHRIST HAD ACTED,

HE ALSO NCW CONTINUES TC ACT
THIS CAN EASILY SPEAK TO THE CRIDI: TI;ZS CF FIRST

CENTURY RE.JERS, AS WELL 4S8 ANY CENTURY.
“khat was needed was not xerelv a past word--wha* Jesus had done and
said--but a oresent word through which the 1living Cnhrist might be
conceived, knovn, and heard. . . . Mdark's sentences are very simply

cons*ructea, strung together geners”v by the conjuncticn 'and.'
. By frequent use cf -:he word 'irmediztely,' 2 sense of vividness and
excitement accompanies the action. zth‘. a narrative, direct speech
is preferred. . . . Lhe Jdarcar at"’e nas frequently been lzbeled

'barbarous! or 'urrefired.

IT IS BETTER TC S=E IT »S HAVING 4 CONSCICUS LITERARY CR
TEEOLCGICAL 2UT(IL, MAXING JESUS THE CONTE HZRARV OF TH

THE ACCOUNT. IN MALRK, JESUS CONTIHUES TO ACT AND SPZAK W

e
B BT ORASTE i

AUTHCRITY IN THE MIDST CF HIS PECILE.
saps not in the source cited, only lcwer czs
fmmsmkmyHaeamxmaae;,ﬁﬁ.uJHSHu¢;;;J
ES‘U-:'SO
A GCSrEL CT AMALYSIS: ANALYZING REACSTIONS CF 7lPLE, RESIINSES.
1. 1:27 AMAZED; 2. 237 CRITICAL; 3. L:ld, AFRAID.
L. 6:1L, PUZZLID S. 7:37, ASTCNISHED 6. 1lL:1 HOSTILE
TWENTY - THREE SUCH REFER-NCES.
C. A GOSZEL COF APPRCPRIATENESS FOR BELIEVERS IN CRISIS TIMES. Be careful
here !}
:9-13 PCSSIBLY: would readers in CRISIS draw strength from «nowing
Christ was driven into wilderness, with WILD BEASTS?7222227222
7 reference to perseuction tribulation
30 UMzrk addes WITH ~ERSECUTIONS
8
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Unit 3. THE TERM SON OF GOD AS IT IS USED IN MARKAN THEOLOGY,
(1:1133:11; 8:38; 9:7; 12:6; 13:32; 1h:36,61; 15:39.)
I. A selected analysis of POSSIELE USES OF THE TERM " SON OF GOD. "

(Sources: 1. Ladd, George E. A THEOLOGY OF THE NEW TESTAMERT.
2. Vos, G. THE SELF DISCLOSUKE OF JESUS.,)

A. SON OF GOD by CREATION, Ladd calls this the "nativistic!" sense,
1. Statement of the view. A creation of God, even more than one
entity, sustains a relationship of "sonship" by direct
creation. Fxample: Luke 3:38 Seth. . .son of Adam
Adam. . .son of God.

2. Illustrations of the title used in this manners: notice that
the EXACT TITLE is not used, but the IMPLICATION OF THE TERM
"SON OF GOD" APPARENTLY STANDS when terms such as
"Son," "My Son," etc., are used.
Acts 17:28 "we are indeed his offspring."

SONSHIP BY BEING  ACTUALLY ENERGIZED AND BROUGHT INTO
EXISTENCE EY GOD.

B. SON OF GOD: by SPECIAL CARE and concern.
1. Statement of this usage. human reings can sustain to God
a unique relationship, in SPECIAL CASES,

2. Illustraticns of this SPECIAL CASE usage.
a, Exodus Li:22. Israel seen as an entity in this relationship
of SONSHIP. SPHECIAL RECIPIENTS OF THE CARE OF GOD
AND HIS LOVE.
b, John 3:33 1:12; Romans 8:1L,19; Gal. 3:26; L:5
BELIEVERS AS SONS OF GOD BY BIRTH AND ADOPTION.

Ce SON OF GOD: MESSIAH=~KING FIGURE. MESSIANIC USAGE. 2 Sam T:ll.
1. Statement., PRIMARILY, THIS MEANING OF USAGE DESIGNATES
THE SON OR SON OF GOD AS R-LATED TO AN OFFICIAL
POSITION OF MESSIAHSHIP.
2., Illustrations and/or usage pattern,
Qe 2 Sam. 7:1)4
b. Psalm 89:27,29.
ce PRIMARY DIRKCTION OF PSAIM 2: THE LORD===THE KING==~GOD'S SON
are linked. The MESSIANIC overtones of Psalm 2 set the framework
of interpretation here as MESSIAH KING.

D. SON OF GOD: TRINITARIAN/THEQLOGICAL USAGE.
1. Statement. The ONTOLOGICAL TRINITARIAN teaching
of the DYNAMIC and EZTERNAL relaticnship of the Second Eternal
Person of the Godhead, THE SON, to the First Eternal Person
of the Godhead, THE FATHER.
SON OF GOD BY DESIGNATION AND RELATIONSHIP.
2. Illustrations of this usage., Mark 1:11; 9:7; Mark 5:7; Mark 1,:61.
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THE IMPRESSICN ON "SCN OF G{D" GAINED HERE IS THAT IT IS 4 UNIQE
TeRX, AND THAT ULTTUATELY ITS LEANING
IS INWLVED WITH THZ SYSTEMATIC THZOLCG
CATLGORY CF ETERINAL GENERATICN.
WE REVIEWED THIS IN SENIOR THEQLOGY. HERE IS A

SUGGESTION FRCM THAT BCDY OF MATERIAL IN WHICH TO
SEE THE MARKAN USA®E.
THE POINT CF THIS ATTEMPT TC GET AT THE

HEART OF TEE DOCTRINE OF ETEARNAL GENERATICN

b V- -l .-
IS THAT IT IS A SIGNIFYING OF AN ETERNAL RELATIONSHIP
A"CAPTURING" FRCM A VIEWPCINT CF LAN WHAT IS

A SPTRITUAL RELATICNSHIE EZN IN HEBREWS 1:1-

,mwm de._.z.’on the die)
THE KEY TO ALL THIS:
(THE GLORY IS REALLY IN
THE ‘RIWIANCE;
THE SUBSTANCE IS REALLY IN
THE _IMPRESSION
The "transfer" FROM the engraving TCOL
to the thing marked, the actual STA"PT\G <

wn

A KL G i

we conceive of as an action IN TIVE.
The doctrine of ETZRNAL GINERATIGH
SimplytLIFTS" THIS ACTION OUT OF TIME
puts it into the dimension of spirit, renders it

| dvnamic, not static, and permanent in relationship.
* HEEREWS 1l:1-3
l GCD THE FATHER _
SPOKE TO US (ONCE FOR ALL elalesen)
IN "SON=WISE" - ¢ o~
| OR > gv Viwo XN
' "SCN=-REVELATION™® - )V %
\l, THE SON JIS{CONTINUALLY, WITHOUT CESSATION)
?—7 -
THE EFFULGENCE; THE EXACT
RADIANCE REPRESENTATION
OFJ HIS GLOI;I OF HIS SUBSTANCE ’
RTAVYRTPLO- XapakTmnpP
His unbroken His perfect
gonnection with representation,
the Father of the essence of the Father
\n
The GLORY of God The ESSENCE of God
W
co=-equal 4 only begotten
J
excluding excluding
Arianism rellianism q

*G:,SV'- s?,u.: NoT Yivogpa
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Unit Tpree. THE TERM "SON OF GCD" AS IT IS USED IN MARKAN THEQLOCGY.

II.

A

8 O
Matthew to Mark, we yet LUST also ses the BASIC ?
THE CHRISTOLOGY OF THE SYNC2TIC GOSFELS.

Matthew 11:25-27.

A, The SETTING of the cassage: MESSIANIC MISSICN REVEALED AND STAT D

ASIC PASSAGE FOR BACKXGRCUND. (Realizing that we have snifted from
AS

SAGE FCR UNDERSTANDING

ON THE ZTARTH. (See your notes, paze LlL, especially the last
lines of paragrach number 2).

« The RELATIONSHIP cf the FATHER to the SCN. VERSE 27.

1, DIRECT DISCERNMENT: EPIGINOSKC means TO OESERVE, PERCEIVE, DISCERN
RECOGNIZE.
11:279: "NCR DCES- AJYCNE XNOW THE FATHER E«C.PT THE SCN"NASB.
2. RECIPROCAL DISCERNMENT: 11l:27B "AND NO CNE KNOWS THE SCI,
EXCEPT THE FATHER."

"There exists between the Father ama the Scn an exclusive and
mutual kncwledge. God vossesses a dirsct and immeidate kn-wledge of
the Son because he is the Father, It is very clear that this kncwledge
possessed by the Father is not aacquirec knowledge bised on
experience, but a direct, intuitive amd immediate knoviledge.
It is grounded in the ract that God is the Father of Jgsus.
In the sare sense Jessus knows the Father., His knowledgeof the Father
is thus direct, intuitive and immediate, ana is grounded ugon the
fact that he is the Son. T.us bcth theFather-Scn relaticnship and
the mutual knowleage between the Father and Son are truly unigue and
stand apart from 2al. human relationships and human gnowledge.'
Ladd, A THECLOGY OF THE NE& T=SI.MENT, 166.
The REVELATION involved in this relationship.
"Because Jesus is the Son and jossesses this unigue knowledge, God has
granted tc him the messianic mission of imparting to men a zediated
knowledge of God. Man wnay enter into a <nowledge of God unly through
revelaticn by the Scn. Ag the Tz her exercises an absclute sovereignty
in revealing the Son, so the Son exercisss an equally absolute
sovereignty in reveiling the Father; he reve:ls nim to vhom he chocses.
This derived knowledge of Ged, which may be imparted tc men by revelation,
is similar but not icentical with the kncwledge that Jesus has of the
Father. The Son's knowledge of the Father is ths same direct, intuitive
knowledge thit the Father possesses cf the Scn. It is therefore on the
level of divine kn-wl edge. The knowls=dge tha men may g-in of the Father
is a mediated knowledze imparted hy revelation throuzh the Sen. The
knowedge of the Father that Jesus possesses iz thus quite unigue;
and his scnship, standing on the sare level, is ecually unique.
It is a derived knowledge of God that isimparted to men, even as the
sonship that men experience through Jesus the Scn is a relationship
mediated through the Son.

IT IS CLEAR FRIM THIS PASSAGE THAT SCNSHIP  AND

s

MESSIAHSHIP
ARE NOT THE SAME: SCNSHIP PRECEDES  MESSIAHSHIP

AND IS IN FaCT THE GROUND FOR THE MESSIANIC MISSION.
FIRTHERMCPE, SONSHI? INVOLVZS SU.ETHING MCRE THAN A FILIAL
CCHSCILUENESS; IT INVOLVES A4 UNIQUE AND EXCLUSIVE RE_ATICNSHI? BETWEEN

@D 4AND JESUS, " Ladd, A THECLOGY OF THE N.T., 166-67.

capital letiers sup.lied, mot in original.
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III. TES MARK 1:1 P4SSACE CONSIDERED. "thile the words 'the Son of God' are included
by most modern translaticns (ASV,RSV,NEB, Jerus. ible) they are reduced to
the apparatus of the critical editions of the Greek text. . . .N. B.
Stnehouse well remarks: 'if these words are a gloss, they represent the
action of a scribe whc enjcyed a messure of real insizht into the distinctive-
ness of Mark's portr.yl of Christ'. . . .In six other instances in iark
Jesus is designated Son c¢f God. There is good presumptive reason for
judzing that 'Son cf Ged! in Zh. l:1 is an integral part of the text since
Mark's superscription affords an indication of the general plen of his work:
Peter'. acknowledgment of the messiahshin of Jesus in Ch. 8:29 has its
Gentile counterpart in Ch. 15:3%9, where the centurion confesses that

Jesus is the Son of God. Moreover, since the text of Codex Siraiticus may
be -basea uoon that of papyri which Jpigen took with Hlm fx*"*1 A.oxandrxa

to Palestine, the two chief w*trsesee fer the omission \,. Yand Crigen) are,
nerhaps, reduced % o one. IT IS BETTER, ACCCRDINGLY TO SUPPCSE THAT

STN CF GCD? WAS IJIT. UNINTENTICFALLY in mauscript
transri ssion."
lane, THS GCSPEL ACCORDING TC LARK, NIC series, page Ll. caps not in
original.

AGES ON "SCN OF CD" CR "80Ob SHIR."

PASS
NoT CRnwAI TE B QUIVALLENT OF MESSIAH).

IV. SELECTED STUDY OF MARKAN
(NOTE: SCH CF GOD IS

.:Lo ma:‘k l.n-
"The Greek vicrd translat._d

:
rendered, 'Cn vahom my goocd
chcice. . s Furthermore, th

in Mzrk l:11, 'I am el¢ pleased,! might be
asure has settled,' involving the idea of
Greex word azaJPtos, translated 'veloved,
ce

3

is sometimes a synonym for m:inogenes: 'enly.'<d  lhe heavenly vecice w2y
therefore be rendered, 'This 15 I 7 e
SCNSHIP AND :ESSIANIC ST.TUS A T 31?2 IS THE
PRIOR GRCUND AND THE BASIS CF ;;SUJ' BELZCTICN TC FULFILL IS LESSIANIC
OFFICE. The reference to Isaiszh L2:1 alsc incudes a nint of the rfac
that the messianic office is to be carried cut in terms of the servant of
the Lord. The vcice from heaven confirms th

STING FILTAL CONACICUS o8

\ ~ 7N

L

emptation experisnce (it. 1.:3,8)
lationship cenrirms Jzsus! dedication

rms of the servant.

= sl
ALFEADY EX]
-
2

that was at the heart of

'This is my only S~n' describes the permanent status o
fe dces not become the So h !

SONSHIP IS nN":C;J'n‘ TC MESSIAHSHIP, AND
SYNONTMCUS WITH IT. . . ' Ladd, same scurce, 16L.
his footnote 2L, in th above oaravravh says "In Gen. 22:2; 12:16;
Amos 8:10; Jer. 6:26, an=;ptos anoeare in the Septuvagint for
the Hebrew yachid, 'only.' "

B. Mark 3:11. YOU ARE THE 3CN CF GOD. attestation by confrontation
with the world of CEMCNS. The key to this usage is QPPCSITICN,
“

and yet clear SPIRITUAL Z].CE-TION im:lies this direct anCW¢edge
of Jesus as Son. ilso 5:7.
C. Mark 13:32. MAJOR PCINT: JESUS IS CF SUCH A xIND OF BEING AS ONE WEC
SHOULD FUNCTICN IN A LEVEL OF {NCWIEDGE HIGHER THAN THE =4RTHLY
UR 1 X OF THE BaDun® axn m: Ni RT
J.A_A Lilag adiad ULl l0O0 Dalllll And Lol adN I‘.JD.
Ds dark 12:1-12 SaME CRINCIZLE HERE: SONSHI.- PRECEDES MEZSTAHSHIZ.
E. Mark 1}::61 3CN OF TH- BLEZSED IS NCT 4 FAMI_IAR TITLE FCR WESSIAH,
TUERE PFERWLS22 TQ M0OR: ™D T /& SC TN 1asDs OF JrEUS 3
THERE PRRH-ZS IS JORL TC IT., KEY 20INT: Dylman, THE WORDS OF JESUS, 313,
notes that a mere asserticn of messianic rank by a person CJJ;G not
D 2 a | - >
of itself have led tc the passing of the death sentence }! ;fls claim
veuld NCT have, in itself, prozpted charges of blasphery (said Jlzan).
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IV. Selected study of Markan passages on SONSHIP.
(NOTE: A CONSENSUS SEEMS TO BE THAT EVEN THOUGH THE ACTUAL
PHRASE "SON OF GOD® DOES NOT APPEAR, YET
SONSHIP IS IMPLIED IN SIMILAR PHRASES, SUCH
AS "SQOn," "MY BELOVED SON," etc.

E. Mark 14:61f THIS IS A MAJOR ISSUE IN THE CHRISTOLOGCY OF MARK.
1. THE BACKGROUND TO THIS STATEIENT
"Although disqualified as admissible evidence, the utterance about
destroying the Temple and rebuilding another in its place was messianic
in tone, because Judaism anticipated a renewal of the glory of the
Temple when the Maessiah should come.l3l Perhaps for that reason
Caiaphas asked Jesus pointedly if he claimed to ke the Messiah. In
the formulation 'the Messiah, the son of the Plessed One,' 132
the second clause stands in apposition to the first and has essentially
the same meaning. In Jewish sources contemporary with the NT, 'son
of God! is understood solely in a messianic sense.l33 Jewish hores
weres situated in a messianic figure who was a nan. L3 The question
of the high priest cannot have referred to Jesus' deity, but was
limited to a single issue:

do you claim to be the Messiah?®

Source: William Lane, THE GOSPEL ACCORDIG TO MARK, NIC seriss, 535.
fooctnotes: 132, THE EXPRESSION "BLESSED ONE" IS A PERIPHRASIS FOR
GOD as in M. Berachoth VII. 3; TB Berachoth 50a;
TJ Berachoth VII. 1llc L4, 21,
and app=ars to involve a contraction for the common
expression "the Holy One, blessesd be he."
132, Ps. 2 and II Sam, 7:14 are interpreted messianically in
1QSa ii. 1ff. and LQFlorilegium,
In 4QFlorilegium i. 10f. the scroll reads "I will te to him
as a father and he will ke to me as a son. He is the shoot
of David. « .," providing evidence of a sonship being
predicated of the Davidic Messiah. Cf. Ps. Sol. 17:27
with Ps. 2:8; Ps. Sol, 17:36; 18:6,8 with Ps. 2:2,
2. THE IMPLICATIONS OF THIS STAT:MENT.
". o othe council was prepared to regard the open and unequivocal claim
of Jesus to be the Messiah a capital crime. Judaism expected the
Messiah to provide proof of his identity. A Messiah imprisoned,
abandoned by his followers, and delivered helpless into the hands
of his foes reprosented an imiossible conception. Anyone who, in
such circumstances, proclaimed himself to be the Messiah could not
fail to ke a Flasphemer who dared to make a mockery of the promises
given by God to his people., Moreoever, there is some rabbinic
evidence that God alone had the right to announce and enthrone the
Messiah, so that one wno claimed the nessianic dignity tefore God
had crowned him could be regarded as having infringed the majesty
of God., " Lane, same source, 536.
3. THE TEACHING OF JESUS AT THIS JUNCTURE,
"The utterance of verse 62B brings togther Ps. 110:1 and Dan. 7:13
(efe Isa. 52:8), in a formulation describing the entlionement and
parousia of the Son of Man, while the context leaves no doubt that
Son of Man is a self-designation,




THEOLOGY 435 COURSE QUTLINE PAGE 52

3. THE TEACHIIG OF JESUS AT THIS JUNCTURE. continued.

"fPower! was a recognized circumlocution for God, while 'to sit
at the right hand of'! someone was a familiar ldiom meaning to
occupy the place of highest honor. . . .

Jesus thus spoke without reserve of his
exaltation and coming as the eschatological
Judge. . . « This prophecy counters the objection

which the affirmation that he is the Messiah immediately provokad,
that his claim lacks all proof. The day will come, he affirms,
when those who now judge him will see him with unmistakable clarity
enthroned at God's side, invested with power and majesty, and assigned
the task of the eschatological Judge. He will then be unveiled in
a convincing man..er as the Anointed of Ged. The high priest
and the Sanhedrin, as representatives of the people, had the responsibility
to recognize the Messiah. Accordingly, they who have rejected
him must see their decision overturned when the truth concerning
Jesus! person and work is clearly revealed at the parousia,
and he is disclosed in the position of supreme authority. There
is evidence that contemporary Judaism also conceived of the Messiah
as sitting at God's right hand and coming in the clouds of
heaven,ltl The Sanhedrin would understand Jesus' words as an
unqualified claim to messianic dignity. The prophecy and the
clear resvonse 'I am! are mutually supportive."

Lane, same source. 537.

footnote 141 "The midrashic combination of Dan. 7:13 with
Ps. 110:1 occurs in the Midrash on Psalms on Ps. 2:7 (i. LO, #9)
and on Ps. 18 (i. 261, #29'. In the first passage Ps. 2:7 is
linked with texts from the Torah, the Writings and the Prophets:
"And in one place in the Writings it says, 'The Eternal One said
to my Lord, 'Sit at my right hand' (Ps. 110:1), and it says: 'The
Eternal One said to me, 'You are my Son' (Ps. 2:7).
And in another place it says, !'See, one came with the clouds ofheaven,
as a Son of Man' (Dan. 7:13)." Lane, same source, 537.

JUDGTNG FROM THIS PASSAGE'S IMPORTANCE, WE COULD FEASIBLY
CONSTRUCT A BIELICAL THEOLOGY MODEL OF MARK AS FOLLOWS:
LINK THE MAJOR PASSAGES TOGETHER AS A CHAIN OF LOGIC
1:1- - - JESUS MESSIAH  SON OF GOD
8:27-31~- = = HAVING BEEN ATTESTED BY REVELATION AS MESSIAH,
* JuSUS TEACHES THAT THE SON OF MAN MUST SUFFER
10:45~ = =THE SUFFERING AND DEATH OF JESUS AS SON OF MAN IS
CLEARLY SEEN IN A REDEMPTIVE SENSE IN ARK "RANSOM"
1y:61ff ALL THS STRANDS ARE DRAWN TOGETHER HERE, AS NOTED IN THE
CENTRAL WORK OF LANE ON THIS THE ESCHATOLOGICAL WORK
OF MESSIAH AND THE ULTIYATE RiVERSAL AND CCRAECTION OF
THE JEWISH REJECTION OF MESSIAH
15:39 THE FINAL ATTESTATION OF JiSUS A4S THE SON OF GOD.





