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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This course is BS213: The Synoptic Gospels. It is a two hour credit
course offered in the second year, first semester, to the undergraduate
students, of Christian Theology. This course has fifteen student units.
You are not required to take other courses before you study for this
course. The course has been developed with appropriate examples
suitable for the Nigerian audience.

The course guide is for distance learners enrolled in the Undergraduate
Programme of Christian Theology of the National Open University of
Nigeria. This guide is one of the several resource tools available to you
to help you successfully complete this course and ultimately your
programme.

This study guide provides you with very useful information about the
entire course, such as the aims and objectives, course material and
structure, available services to support your learning, information on
assignment and examination. You will also be guided on how to plan
your time for study; the amount of time you should spend on each study
unit and your tutor-marked assignments.



Go through this course study guide carefully. Befgou begin the study
of this course, complete the feedback form at tiek & ou must return
the feedback to your tutorial facilitator along hvigour first assignment.
It is my hope that this study guide will answer moflsyour questions. |
advise you to contact your study centre if you havther questions.

| wish you all the best in your learning experieremed successful
completion of this course.

2.0 COURSE AIMS

This course aims at helping you gain more knowledgeut the first
three gospels of the New Testament. You will havellagrasp of why
the first three gospels are being referred to assymoptic gospels, as
well as what constitute the synoptic problems dmalrtsolution. The
course will guide you on the authorship, date, sesy purposes and
special features of these gospels among others.

The approach adopted in this course acknowledgesriport of biblical
context and contents to our understanding of tlepejis. It is hoped that
this approach will properly situate you in the vdordf the gospel
writers; help you avoid over spiritualization oktlgospel messages and
treating the gospel out of context.

The above aims of the course shall be achieved by:

- Introducing you to the concept of the Gospel, tlyadptic
Gospels and the Synoptic problems and proposeticaudu

- Exposing you to the worlds of the gospel writerseirt
personalities, date, purpose and special featufegach
gospel.

- Leading you to analyse the different approachesnaethods
of studying the Synoptic Gospels through the effoof
various scholars.

- Identifying the unity and interconnection of the nSptic
gospels and the purpose of atoning death of JesustC

- Explain the universalism of the gospel messagerasepted
by the Synoptic writers.

COURSE OBJECTIVES

To achieve the aims enumerated above, this cowasethe following

overall objectives. This course is designed in suahay that each unit
has specific objectives which you will find at theginning of each unit.
Before you start each unit read them carefully studly the unit with

these objectives in mind. After you have completadh unit go back to
the objectives again to make sure you have achidweabjectives of
that unit.



Below are the over all objectives of the courseydu meet these
objectives then you have achieved the overall ahtbis course.

When you have successfully completed this coursesymuld be able
to:

- Define and explain the subject matter of Gospel #mel
Synoptic Gospels.

- Analyze the different approaches and methods tetindy of
the Synoptic Gospels.

- Trace the history and development of the sourceghef
Synoptic Gospels.

- Identify the influence of Jewish as well as Graddoman
practices on the Synoptic Gospels.

- Explain why differences occur in the narration o Synoptic
writers.

- Give account of the extent of universalism in tlyaaptic
gospels.

- Compare different accounts of various schools afjié on
the synoptic problems and solutions.

WORKING THROUGH THE COURSE

To successfully complete this course, you must ahthe study units
and the other materials provided by the Nationak®©Opniversity of
Nigeria. There are self-assessment exercise fdr saction of the unit
and tutor-marked assignments at the end of ea¢chMake sure you do
all your home work and submit them when requiredese are very
important for your course assessment. There isgdgtg to be a final
examination at the end of the course.

COURSE MATERIALS
The major components of the course are:

Course Guide
Study Units
Textbooks
Assignment File
Presentation

arwbdPE

Study Units

This course has three modules and fourteen stuidy as can be seen
below:



MODULE 1. General Introduction and the Gospel of Mark

UNIT 1 Preliminaries

UNIT 2 The Synoptic Problem

UNIT 3 The Composition of St. Mark

UNIT 4 The Purpose of the Gospel of St. Mark
UNIT 5 Special Features of Mark.

MODULE 2: The Gospel of St. Matthew

UNIT 1 Preliminaries

UNIT 2 The Sources of Matthew

UNIT 3 The Purposes of Matthew

UNIT 4 Special Features of Matthew’s Writing
MODULE 3: The Gospel of St. Luke

UNIT 1 Preliminaries

UNIT 2 The Sources of Luke’s Gospel

UNIT 3 The Purposes

UNIT 4 Major Themes in St. Luke

UNIT 5 The Universalism of Luke’s Gospel
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ASSIGNMENT FILE

One of the components of this course is the Assagrirkile which will
be mailed to you later from the office of the naabOpen University of
Nigeria. The file contains assignment that you nsuimit to your tutor
for making. These assignments will be marked androeed. The marks
you obtain from these assignments will count towardur final grade.
The entire course has more than thirty assignmdihgsse assignments
cover every unit.

ASSESSMENT

This course has two aspects of assessment. Theofiesis the Tutor-
Marked Assignment, while the second is a writteamsixation. These
assessments are based on the information, knowleahgkexperience
you gathered during the course which you shouldyaphen attempting
these assessments. All of these must be submibtegbur tutor in
accordance with the deadline stated in your Asseninkile. All of
these will be 30% of your total course marks. A¢ #nd of the course
there will be a two hour final examination.

TUTOR — MARKED ASSIGNMENT (TMAS)

There are fifteen tutor-marked assignments for¢bigrse. You must do
all and submit them to your tutor. At the end of ttourse the best [i.e.
the highest three] will be counted. Each assignnemtorth 10 marks

when the three assignments are put together thentutor-marked

assignment will be 30% of your total course marks.

SUMMARY OF THE UNITS

As could be seen from above, this course has fenmaits.
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Module 1 introduces you to the Synoptic Gospelga@meral and the
gospel of Mark as the acclaimed first gospel towsiten. Module 2
deals with Matthew as the second gospel to thaemriit analyzes the
sources, purpose as well as special features ofjdspel. Module 3
looks at Luke’s gospel, his sources, purposes, mifiemes and its
universal concept.

Each study unit consists of one week’s work andightake you about
three hours to complete. It included specific otiyes, guidance for
study, reading materials, self-assessment exerceaes tutor-marked
assignments. All these are to assist you achiegesthted learning
objectives of the individual study units of the csmi

COURSE OVERVIEW

This course is designed to cover 15 weeks. You exeected to
complete the assignment for the unit at the encevadry week and
submit to your tutorial facilitator. See the tabldow for the study plan.

UNIT TITLE OF THE STUDY WEEKS ASSIGNMENT
UNIT ACTIVITY
COURSE GUIDE 1 Course Guide
Form
Module 1 | General Introduction and the
Gospel of Mark
1 Preliminaries 2 Assignment
2 The Synoptic Problem 3 Assignment
3 The Composition of St. Mark 4 Assignment
4 The Purpose of the Gospel of 5 Assignment
St. Mark
5 Special Features of Mark. 6 TMA to be
submitted
Module 2 | The Gospel of Matthew
1 Preliminaries 7 Assignment
2 The Sources of Matthew 8 Assignment]
3 The Purposes of Matthew 9 Assignment
4 Special Features of Matthew's 10 TMAt o be
Writing submitted
Module 3 | The Gospel of Luke
1 Preliminaries 11 Assignment
2 The Sources of Luke’s Gospel 12 Assignment
3 The Purposes 13 Assignment
4 The Universalism of Luke’s 14 Assignment
Gospel




5 The Universalism of Luke’s 15 TMA to be
Gospel submitted
Revision 16
Examination 17
Total 17

How to Get the Best from this Course

In distance learning the study units replace theeusity Lecturer. This
is one of the great advantages of the distanceiteasystem. You can
read and work through specially designed study nadgeat your own
pace.

Each of the study units follows a common formate Tinst item is an

introduction to the subject matter of the unit dwaav a particular unit is
integrated with the other units and the course abae. Following this

Is a set of learning objectives. These objectiveabé you know what
you should be able to do by the time you have cetaglthe unit. The
objectives should guide your study. After studythg units must cross
check whether you have achieved the objectivegufadhere strictly to
this art of checking whether the objective is actde or not, you will

definitely improve your chances of passing the seur

The main body of the unit guides you through theuned reading from
other sources. This will usually be either from ysat books or from a
“Reading” section. Whenever you need help, don&itaée to call and
ask your tutor to provide it.

1. Read through this Course Guide thoroughly.

2. Plan your study schedule. You should refer te tbourse
overview’ for more details. Find out the time yae &xpected to
spend on each unit and when and how to turn in your
assignments.

3. Stick to your study schedule. Don’t allow angthito get you
distracted from your study schedule.

4. Turn to Unit 1 and read the introduction andecbyes for the
unit.
5. Gather the study material you need. All you need unit is

given in the ‘Overview’ at the beginning of eachtuiihe study
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unit you are working on and one of your set bodksutd be on
your desk at the same time.

6. Work through the unit. The content of the uras libeen arranged
in a sequential order. Instructions would be giwenwhere to
read from your set books or other articles. Useuthi¢ to guide
your reading.

7. Review the objectives for each study unit toficonyou have
achieved them.

8. Don’'t proceed to the next unit, until you areesyou have
achieved the objectives of the unit you are worlang

9. Don’'t wait until your assignment is returned dref working on
the next unit. Keep to your schedule.

10.  When you complete the last unit, you can bpamag for exams.
Be sure that you have achieved the unit objectfiisted at the
beginning of each unit) and the course objectiisged in this
Course Guide).

Tutors and Tutorials

There are 8 hours of tutorials provided in supmdrthis course. The
dates, times and location of these tutorials, togrewith the name and
phone number of your tutor will be communicated/éa. This will be
done as you are allocated to a tutorial group.

Your tutor will mark and comment on your assignmsekieep a close
watch on your progress and on any difficulties ywaght encounter and
provide assistance to you during the course. Yostmail your tutor

marked assignments to your tutor well before the date (at least two
working days are required). They will be marked your tutor and

returned to you as soon as possible. Do not hedibatontact our tutor
by telephone, e-mail or discussion board if youdneelp. The following

might be the circumstances in which you will fin@lgh necessary.
Contact your tutor if:

. You do not understand any part of the study unithe assigned
readings.
. You have difficulty with the self-tests or exer@sand
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. You have a question or problem with an assignmaith your
tutor’'s comment on an assignment or with the gmadih an
assignment.

You should try your best to attend the tutorialkisTis the only chance
to interact with your tutor by asking questions ethiare answered
instantly. You can raise any problem encounterethéncourse of your
study. To maximize the benefits of the course tateyit is advisable
that you prepare a question list before attendimgmt When you
participate in the discussions your intellectudife will be deeply

enriched.

Summary of the Course

This course is designed to help you understangadbpel in general and
the synoptic gospels in particular, under seletapdts. In the course of
your study, you will be exposed to the origin of tospels, the synoptic
gospels as well as the emergence of Christian NMgsti

Your will also see the literary relationship betwddatthew, Mark and
Luke. The Materials of this course cover the peaibas and
authorship of the Synoptists, the date, the purpdseriting as well as
the special features of each synoptic writer, thigarsal aspect together
with the effects of Graeco-Romans and Jewish Gaston the Synoptic
gospels shall equally be examined. The courseatt#impt to motivate
you by relating thehere and theto thehere and now.

On successful completion of this course, you wél &ble to answer
guestions such as:

What bring about the synoptic problem?

What are the original sources for the gospels?

Which of the gospels is the first to be written?

What are the sources available to Matthew and Luke?
What is the full rendering of the source called Q?

What aspects of the Synoptic Gospels would Q explai
What is the type of history reflected in the synogbspels?
Who is usually adopted as the author of the Gosipelike?

ONoGk~whE

The questions you will able to answer should nolitnéed to the ones
above. The Synoptic Gospels is a course you willl fievealing and
invigorating.
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MODULE 1 General Introduction and the Gospel of Mark

UNIT 1 Preliminaries

UNIT 2 The Synoptic Problem

Unit 3 The Composition of St. Mark
Unit 4 The Purpose of the Gospel of St Mark
Unit 5 Special Features of Mark.

UNIT 1 PRELIMINARIES
CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Objectives
3.0 Main content
3.1 The Meaning of the Gospel
3.2  Origin of the Gospels
3.3  The Synoptic Gospels
3.4  The Emergence of Christian Writings.
4.0 Conclusion
50 Summary
6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments
7.0 References/Further Readings

1.0 Introduction

The course, Synoptic Gospels introduces the stadenthe first three
gospels of the New Testament of the Bible. The wtmyhoptic" is
derived from two Greek wordsandoptonomiawhich means "with the
same eye" or "seeing together." Matthew, Mark, Bokle present the
basic story of Jesus in similar ways, including ¢inéer of the material,
the stories told, the sayings of Jesus, even usagy of the same words
in parallel accounts. For this reason they areedallhe Synoptic
Gospels. The course equally examines the Synoptiblém which is
not really a "problem" in the normal sense of &t It is simply a way
to refer to questions and possible explanationsutalibe literary
relationships between the first three New TestarGarspels.

In this unit, we shall examine what the gospellisabout, the primary
sense of the gospel and its use in early Chrisyiaki/e will equally
explore the origin of the Gospels as preservedrah wadition and as
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used by the gospellers. The concept of our cousgaoptic gospels” is
also analysed in order to know the appropriate wiethe title from the
outset. Finally in this unit, we look at what bréwigbout the emergence
of Christian writings during the"2half of the £' century A.D.

2.0 Objectives
By the end of this unit you should be able to:

» Define the word ‘gospel’

» Discuss the origin of the gospels

» Explain what the synoptic gospels is all about,

« Examine what brought about the emergence of Canisti
writings.

3.0 Main Content
3.1 The Meaning of the Gospel

We have used the term "gospel” mainly to refer ttyme of written
document, such as the first four books of the Nestdment. But this is
really an extended meaning of the term. That usarbe prevalent in
the church only during the latter part of the secoantury. The primary
sense of "gospel” was "to proclaim good news." Tdren conveyed
sacred meanings in first century Greek vocabul@gabse it was used
in the Imperial cult, (a Greco-Roman pagan religiamch worshiped
Caesar) to refer to the birth of an emperor god.

It means ™to bring good news" and was used inJ#waish scriptures to
refer to the naming of a king (1 Kings 1:42), thettbof a son (Jer.
20:15), and victory in battle (1 Sam. 31:8-10). T8e¥vant songs of
Isaiah celebrated the anticipation of the comindhef Servant of God
who would “"proclaim the good news" of deliveranced aof the
introduction of the new age, the restoration of kivgly rule of God
(Isa. 40: 1-5; 52:7-10).

With this background the implications were very fptommd and far-
reaching when early Christians used the term "db$pesummarize the
preaching of Jesus.

Now after John was arrested, Jesus came
into Galilee, preaching thgospel of God,
and saying. "The time is fulfilled, and the
kingdom of God is at hand; repent, and
believe in the gospel "(Mark 1:14-16 ;)

In other words, the concept appears to have hadriggn in the
public ministry of Jesus. But the early Christiaegpanded,
interpreted reapplied, and adapted the JesusitmaslitThey did not
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intend to confuse or deceive anyone. Although thkesnged the
stories, they were faithful to what they regardedtlaeir Spirit-

endowed perception of how those traditions inte@olith their

specific needs and problems. -Even when they edgagée Spirit-

inspired formulation of new words of the Lord it svaot intended as
a subterfuge. It was a legitimate expression oirtleentinuing

response to the living Lord of the church.

In the process of the transmission and developnoénthe oral

tradition it was neither practically possible, regpropriate for the
first Christians to maintain careful distinctionetlween Spirit-
inspired community constructions and authentic odnical

reminiscence. It is unfair and insensitive for ws eéxpect early
Christians to have valued and passed on exactlgethiaditions
which are of special interest to our contemporanyiosity. It is

equally unfair for us to expect them to have preseérclassifications
of Jesus traditions governed by criteria which hat been defined
until the post-Enlightenment development of modaigtoriography.
Yet that is exactly what we demand when we wankriow of a

particular tradition: "Did Jesus really say this?"

SELF ASSESSMENT EXERCISE 1

Explain the term Gospel and when its use becamealeat in the
Church.

3.2 Origin of the Gospels

The authors of the Gospels in our New Testameni dreavily on

the fund of anecdotes about Jesus which had bessemed in oral
traditions. They used these stories as buildingksoto construct
written narratives spanning the entire career etigeThe oral tradi-
tions they used still retained some of their feeduas oral forms.
They also frequently display evidence of some & thanges and
adaptations that took place in the process oftoaiasmission.

The stories about' Jesus were adapted yet once dsihe Gospel
writers included the traditions in their narrativbsy also introduced
changes. Some of the changes were literary changesy were
necessary to incorporate the story smoothly in® flow of the
extended narrative. The evangelists introducedrathanges" so that
the traditions in their Gospel narratives would lexy support
theological ideas they thought were important. Taksp made some
alterations so that the stories of Jesus clearlgkespto the
troublesome issues with which the evangelists’ @emmunities
were struggling.

18



Once these oral traditions were committed to wgitthey became
relatively stabilized. They were "fixed" in writtédfarm, which is not
nearly so susceptible to changes as verbal maeyiat, we need to
note two qualifications registered against thateobastion. First, the
oral stories continued to be used after the Gospets written. They
continued to be adapted to other new life situatiand to develop
concurrently with the use of the written Gospelec@d, the
stabilization of the oral traditions in written forwas not so rigid or
immediately so sacrosanct that Matthew and Lukeitdted to

change Mark. To that extent we must still reckonhwgontinued

change in the stories the church told about Je$bhst change
stopped only when the four Gospels in our New Trastat came to
be regarded by they church as authoritative anohative.

A major task which confronted Mark as the first egealist was the
construction of a continuous story out of the mamgle stories and
brief blocks of Jesus traditions which were in giation. Here it is
clear that "gospel" does not mean a book nor eoexs @ mean the life,
death, and resurrection of Jesus. It means theuacement of the in
breaking of the new age of God's rule. '

The early Christian community did not materiallyaolge the content of
that announcement when, on the conviction of ist&s&aith, Christians
proclaimedJesusas the mediator sent by God to establish that rgav a
But they broadened the term significantly. It rederspecifically now to
the death and resurrection of Jesus. The messageso$ raised from
the dead was "gospel." Words about Jesus as li@agior were
"gospel". To preach the gospel meant to testifyt thesus was the
Messiah whom God had vindicated by raising him friia dead and
through whom he was continuing to work salvifically was "good
news" that in Jesus' death and resurrection theahking of the new age
of God's rule had begun.

The gospel of the early church focused primarilyttos proclamation of
the death and resurrection of Jesus. It urged #ageh to believe the
claim of God. If the listener received it faithfpliand trustingly, it
accomplished salvation. This is the dominant semsehich Paul used
the term "gospel" It occurs some sixty times in titerature of the
Pauline corpus (see especially Rom. 1:1-5, 16; 1 €d 7-24;15: 1-5).
But later Christian writers also frequently usethithis sense (see Mark
13:10; 14:9).

Mark, however, also used the term, "gospel" in la@otway. He
introduced his composition with the words, "the inegqng of thegospel
of Jesus Christ, the Son of God" (Mark 1:1, italms$ded). In that
instance he used the term to refer not just to sledeath and
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resurrection, but to the entire public ministryJesus which culminated
in the Passion narrative.

Mark shared Paul's conviction that the cross ewast the central focus
of the Easter faith. His use of the term "gospeltédfer to the whole of
his narrative implied that in his view the earthiynistry traditions were
to be understood in a subordinate position to tesion narrative. What
does that mean? Mark felt that the stories outhefrhinistry of Jesus
were not comprehensible unless they were heardh@miesupposition
of the crucifixion, and resurrection of Jesus. "Hagthly work of Jesus
Is narrated as illustration of the message of Chilismay be identified

with the term "gospel” in so far as it iluminesdaciarifies that central
"gospel” content.

Mark was not disassociating the term "gospel” ftbi core content of
the Easter proclamation. By redefining the bouregadf what the term
encompassed he was refocusing the term and invifungher
development. Others were quick to take advantadgleabtf So Matthew's
phrase "the gospel of the kingdom" refers primatdythe collected
teachings of Jesus (Matt23; 24: 14)In Luke it is not Jesus' death but
his life and ministry which provide the pattern fohristian discipleship.
In his second volume, Acts, pivotal componentshef ministry of Jesus
were duplicated in the missionary careers of PatdrPaul.

It was not until the second century gave way totlivel that we find the
use of "gospel" as a designation for a book (CldnzénAlexandria,
Stromatal:136:1).Other evidence of the technical use of the terma as
designation for a type of literature is found i thumerous apocryphal
(literally "hidden," but then the word came to méaomn-canonical”)
gospels produced by second, third, and fourth @gn@hristianity.
These include such works as the Gospel of Thorhaszbspel of Peter,
the Gospel of Philip, the Gospel of the Egyptiaing Gospel of the
Twelve, to name only a few.

We should note that when each of the canonical &sspere written
the author meant for his document to be used bsifitend not
supplemented by other gospels. "The formation h&f tour-gospel
Canon is an historical and theological developmehtthe second
century which was neither intended nor foreseeraiy of the Evan-
gelists".

SELF ASSESSMENT EXERCISE 2

Trace the history behind the origin of the Gospel.
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3.3 The Synoptic Gospels

The synoptic Gospels are the first three GospetherNew Testament:
The Gospel of Matthew, the Gospel of Mark and thespggl of Luke.
They display a high degree of similarity in contentarrative
arrangement, language, and structure both in semtemd passage.
These gospels are also considered by Biblical achdd share the same
point of view. The fourth canonical Gospel, the asf John, differs
greatly from these three, as do the Apocryphal gisspThere is
interrelatedness between the first three Gospatsitthn does not share.
That interrelatedness is due partly to similar tbgcal views and
beliefs. The similarity between the three is Gospsa pronounced that
scholars have grouped Matthew, Mark and Luke tageths the
"Synoptic" Gospels. They may be set side by sidk"arewed together"
(that's what "synoptic" means) in a comparative wakiese three
Gospels are the primary concern of this study.

SELF ASSESSMENT EXERCISE 3

Explain the concept of the synoptic gospels

3.4 The Emergence of Christian Writings

Christianity began in a culture which was predomthaoral. People
ordinarily communicated with one another verballiis being the case,
Christians were more inclined to pass the stofesibJesus on by word
of mouth rather than to record them in writing. @tliactors helped to
retard the production of documents about Jesusddaitten books
composed on hand-made paper were very expensiygottuce. So
were duplicate volumes of the same work. Scribekotesly copied
them by hand. Apart from this during the early geairthe church most
Christians were convinced that Jesus was goingtton from heaven in
a very short while. They thought they were livimgthe last days of the
present order. The world as they know it would #fzarome to an end.
They had more pressing work to do in the brief spiaiime left; such as
preaching, rather than writingooks that soon no one would need

anyway.

We should not imagine, however, that no writing vilesng done by
Christians. Paul, of course, wrote frequent letteéos Christian
communities with whom he had worked as a Christrassionary. At
least thirteen of his letters have been presemmdtiea New Testament.
But Paul did not intend to write "Scripture" thahristians would read
for centuries when he wrote those letters. He mdantthem to
substitute for his own presence as he gave adeicprbblems in those
communities. He would have preferred to be withnthieimself. But
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since he could not be there, writing a letter Wwesrtext best thing. Even
then, since it was an oral culture, Paul anticigpdbet his letters would
be read aloud so that the whole community could theam. Other early
Christian missionaries such as Philip or Barnabay tmave written

similar documents.

Some pressing short term needs prompted the cotigrosif brief
collections of the stories of Jesus. Christianste them to use in
worship, or teaching, or missionary preaching, amen. But, so far as
we' know, no one before Mark tried to compose dinanus account of
the entire career of Jesus. Circumstances weregoigann early
Christianity which caused Christians to begin wgtidown the Jesus
traditions in these brief collections. Those salm@nging circumstances
eventually worked to encourage Mark and the otheangelists to
compose their Gospels.

The group of apostles and eyewitnesses who hadrgaooed Jesus
during his ministry was diminishing. They were firemary suppliers of
the stories about Jesus. They were also the omgrikable authorities
to correct distortions. If there was uncertaintyatba story or even a
detail of a story people could ask them. “Whatlyelhppened?” But in
just a few years some were already dead and otvexes getting old. If
scholars are correct in dating the compositiorhef Gospel of Mark in
the late sixties then at least two and possiblyenaodr'the Twelve" were
dead by then (Peter, James, tioa of Zebedee, maybe his brother) as
well as the Apostle Paul.

At first most Christians expected Jesus to retwickdy. As time went

on and he did not, their anticipation of the Pai@(isis second coming)
lost its preoccupying vividness. Accordingly theriStian Community

became much more interested in preserving the'sJeaditions. By

recording them they were more readily availabl@ assource to assist
the church. It used them to re-examine its own ilifehe light of the

postponement of Jesus' return. Collections of Jesuses also were
consolidated and preserved for use in instructiag IChristians. As

Christian missionaries succeeded in persuading adherents to the
Christian faith, the converts required trainingtébeliefs and practices.
Collections of Jesus traditions served as resouethat educational

task. The church also had to begin to reckon wtk nheed to

indoctrinate the next generations of Christians.

The worship requirements of early Christian comrtiesi had
stimulated the' writing of some traditions for fiical use. Early
Christians read and reread the same stories dusiagship, and
particularly at major cult rituals and festivalshridtians do something
very similar today when they, for example, read esréad the nativity
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stories during the Christmas season. Or, theymedgain and again to
Paul's account of the institution of the Lord's [gamp(1 Cor. 11:23-26)
when they observe that worship ritual. The growatid expansion of
Christianity produced differing versions of Chrsti belief and
behavior. Such diversities of religious opinion Icblead to serious
disagreement and even open conflictfifst the apostles and the elders
of the Jerusalem Christian church served as atig®itd whom appeal
for resolution of arguments could be made. As @langy spread into
new areas the Jerusalem authorities were lesssiloieedaNhen the size
of that ground dwindled Christians began to fea tteed for some
alternate standard for determining acceptable @dmisfaith and
practice.

Some stories of Jesus proved particularly suppmeivd encouraging to
Christians who were being persecuted. As the imtgdef persecution
increased in number and in severity Christiansutted tracts relating
stories to sustain those who were suffering. Antesdan which Jesus
was remembered to have target about steadfastnesiseiface of

persecution served this purpose So did the recdmiec of Jesus'
submissive obedience to the will of God as he seffehis own

martyrdom.

Early Christians were concerned with resolving greblem of their
relationship to Judaism. Christianity began asca w&hin Judaism. At
that stage, its appeal to Jewish religious tradigjots use of the Jewish
Scriptures, and its adoption of certain Jewishigi@ls customs and
practices were understandable. As the distanceeeethristianity and
Judaism widened and the rift between them becamee rabvious,
Christians were challenged by their use of elementhe Jewish
religion. As the church worked out its self-ideptitvritten collections
of relevant Jesus traditions were helpful In sooeies Jesus scolded
Jewish religious leaders for being hypocritical. dthers he urged a
deeper and fuller grasp of the real significanceJoflaism than his
religious Jewish contemporaries had attained. Stmtes helped early
Christians both to understand and to explain terstithe relationship
between Christianity and Judaism.

There is yet another reason why the writing dowrhef stories about
Jesus became imperative in early Christianity. Ascimas early

Christians loved those stories which they had headl told so often,
that very love began to corrupt the Jesus traditiior all of the stories
that were handed down about Jesus there weregsfilé in his life

which those stories did not cover. Further, som#efstories -were too
short to fully satisfy the eager curiosity of eablglievers. These led to
the additions to the traditions.
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As fascinating as those additions to the more ahai®ries about Jesus
were, early Christians soon became concernedhbstrtot be accorded
the same authority as the older apostolic stoAsdong as the stories of
Jesus were deposited only in the oral traditionsvais difficult to
distinguish between early recollections and recaotounts. By
recording the earliest stories about Jesus in mgitthe- early church
was then able to set them in a class apart fronotier popular pious
stories. It thereby provided the means for probectthem from
distortion and addition.

Being influenced by the general changes occurrmngairly Christianity
each evangelist had his own special reasons faingra Gospel. Each
author had his own particular theological interemtsl insights. Each
was influenced by the specific needs and troublesproblems which
were disturbing his own community. Each was conegrto advance
the spiritual well-being of his community by helgito speak to those
needs and those problems. It was these burningesssmd these
theological insights which make each Gospel distinc

SELF ASSESSMENT EXERCISE 4

What necessitated the writing of the gospels?

4.0 Conclusion

The factors we have just considered above stindi@dely Christians to
gather some Jesus traditions into brief collectidifse authors of the
Synoptic Gospels undoubtedly were affected by maniy these
considerations. They drew on those abbreviatececidins as sources
for their longer documents. They also included otlesus stories which
they obtained from the oral tradition.

In order to appropriate what synoptic gospels isabbut, there is the
need to fully understand the terms: gospels, it@mgrsynoptic gospels
and what brought about the written gospels. Thiddee in this unit
with the intention that such understanding will the student in critical
appreciation of the course.

5.0 Summary
The following are the major lessons learnt in ting:

* "Gospel" has been used mainly to refer to “good snaout
Jesus Christ” as contained in the first four bookshe New
Testament.

» The gospels originated from oral tradition.
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* The synoptic gospel is about the interrelationdbgween the
first three gospels.

* Writing down the gospels provided the means fotgumting them
from distortion and addition.

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments
1. Why do we call the first three gospels synoptic?

2. Evaluate the reasons for the emergence of theewgospels.

7.0 References/Further Readings
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UNIT 2 THE SYNOPTIC PROBLEM
CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction

2.0 Objectives

3.0 Main Content
3.1 The Literary Relationship of Matthew, Markda_uke
3.2  The Problem
3.3 Proposed Solution
3.4  The Early Church Approach
3.5 The Priority of Mark

4.0 Conclusion

5.0 Summary

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments

7.0 References/Further Readings

1.0 Introduction

In the last unit, we were introduced to the titfeoar course. We equally
looked at the emergence of Christian writings. TUm# is now taking us

to the heart of our course title-the synoptic gtspélaving been

familiar with what the synoptic gospels are in wne, we shall now see
what really constituted the so called synoptic pob which is not

really a problem that could not be solved. In tms, we shall examine
the relationship between the first three gospeis if) what made them
synoptic, look at the problems as well as the gmuto the synoptic

gospels.

2.0 Objectives
By the end of this unit you should be able to:

* Relate the interrelationship between the firstehgespels.
» Critically evaluate the synoptic problem,

* ldentify the proposed solutions to the synopticopem.

» Examine early Church’s solution to the problem.

3.0 Main Content
3.1The Literary Relationship of Matthew, Mark, and Luk e

The Synoptic Problem is not really a "problem" i@ thormal sense of
the term. It is simply a way to refer to questioasd possible
explanations about the literary relationships betwthe first three New
Testament Gospels. The word "synoptic" means "thiehsame eye" or
"seeing together.” Matthew, Mark, and Luke pregsletbasic story of
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Jesus in similar ways, including the order of thatenal, the stories
told, the sayings of Jesus, even using many o$ainge words in parallel
accounts. For this reason they are called the SynQwspels. On the
other hand, while the Gospel of John sometimesmbks the other
three Gospels, it tells the story of Jesus in &icamtly different ways,
including a different order of events, differentgggectives and points of
emphasis, and with its own unique vocabulary anglestThose
differences can be understood in no terms othem thterary
relationships between the Gospels, this accourthiBdomission of John
which is the reason John is not included in theapyioc Problem.

To someone who has never studied the Gospels gloselwho has
assumed certain logically constructed theories taliba nature of
Scripture apart from looking at the actual biblitakt questions about
the literary relationship between the Gospels mayibnerving at first.
It is easy simply to reject them as scholarly sp@mns and academic
conjecture. Yet, these questions arise from thdichib text itself
guestions obvious to anyone who takes the timeamene the biblical
text closely. If we are honestly to hear and urtdexs Scripture on its
own terms, we will have to come to terms with ik®ue in ways that go
beyond simply denying that there is any issue bexanaf a certain
theology or ideology about Scripture.

On the other hand, we need to concede at the bagitimat there is no
final answer to this "problem." There are variousrgpectives,
hypotheses, and theories based on the evidendblmiabtexts as well
as what we know about the process of writing. Bwre is none
"correct” answer. That simply suggests that whike veed to take this
issue seriously as part of what we see in thedabtext as we have it, it
is not a matter of faith one way and academic enctier. Rather, it is
simply being honest with the biblical text and tying to make it say
what it did not say or be what it is not. It isaBscknowledging that we
do not have the answers to our logical questiorisréave can accept
the Bible as Scripture for the Church. The issueas a matter of
believing or not believing the Bible; it is a mattd believing, and then
seeking to understand as best as we can that wiecbelieve. It is
(“faith seeking understanding.

So, you may ask why you should bother with theasguall if there is
no “"correct” solution to a "problem” that is not assential matter of
Christian Faith. Here we return to a simple priteifhat grew out of the
Protestant reformation, the principle safla scriptura "only Scripture.”

This principle, as one of the cornerstones of teéRnation, held that
Scripture should be the first and final authoriy the faith and practice
of the Church, and that it should be allowed tod@ta judgement over
all human creeds, doctrines, and traditions.
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As that principle worked out in the history of ttleurch in the centuries
following the Reformation, it meant a rigorous hstye with how
Scripture was studied. The goal was to hear théeBib Scripture for
the church, neither in isolation from the tradisoonf the faith nor
captive to them. This allowed the development gicad methodologies
for the investigation of Scripture that includeccareful and detailed
reading of the biblical texts for what they actyadhaid apart from the
doctrines that told people what they should mednns @id not deny the
authority of the Bible as the inspired word of Goufact, it affirmed it
even more strongly. But it did allow the biblicaxt to be seen as
something more than a repository of timeless anchanging truths
written by the finger of God.

While not always as successful in objectivity asigioned, these
critical methods allowed the tremendous diversityhe biblical text to

emerge, a diversity that had been masked for mamtudes by

dogmatic and doctrinal approaches that sought tondwize any

differences in the biblical text. The rich textwkethe biblical traditions

emerged as the witness of various communities h faver many

centuries to God's self-revelation in their histogme to light. Like an
elegant tapestry, the Bible could be viewed on eattrscale as a
marvelous record of God's dealing with humanitg #tory of God in

striking panorama. Yet, on closer inspection, teenendous complexity
of the fabric and the threads that created theetgogcture could now be
seen. Biblical study then turned to the carefulnexation of these
strands as a way to help understand the largeaurpict

SELF ASSESMENT EXERCISE 1

Explain in details the reasons for calling thetfilsee gospels synoptic
3.2 The Problem

The Synoptic Gospels share a great deal of mam@lifeatures. There
are differences between them in many areas, some pronounced
than others. Yet, all the questions about the diffees arise precisely
because of the otherwise close parallels betweerSimoptics. While
we might be able to answer some of these questioost differences as
a matter of context, culture, personality, or psgahe parallels are not
as easily explained. The questions that arise alibat literary
relationships between the Synoptic Gospels conloetim the differences
as well as the similarities, although the similagtreally focus the
guestions. So, the Synoptic Problem is the way shabus students of
the Gospels attempt to understand the origins atatrelationships of
the first three Gospels that will explain both thienilarities and the
differences between them.
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So, an understanding of the "synoptic problem" &wial first step in
any detailed study of the Gospels and their testyrio Jesus the Christ,
simply because it allows us to begin with the wsief the biblical text
itself. That will not assure a student of the NewstBment that
everything s/he concludes will be unbiased and ave. But it will
encourage us to listen to the text, to take itosesty even in all its
diversity, and will constantly warn us against a ®asy and perhaps
unconscious manipulation of Scripture for any palar theological
agenda.

SELF ASSESMENT EXERCISE 2
What constituted the problem of the synoptic gaspel

3.3 Proposed Solutions

There are many suggestions and still more variatitbrat attempt to
explain the relationship between the Gospels. Bvigim these, ranging
from simple to complex, they can basically be seeterms of four
basic approaches. These are not specific propds#lsategories under
which the various proposals can be grouped for ennce. (Since the
issues are complex, specific textual evidencewatlbe given for any of
the proposals; consult a good book on New Testarimrduction,
such as Raymond BrowrAn Introduction to the New Testament
Doubleday, 1997).

3.3.1 Oral Tradition

This approach suggests that all of the differemcdse Gospel tradition
can be explained in terms of a pre-existing Aranoa& tradition. The
early preaching of the gospel was quickly reducea selected set of
core traditions that soon evolved into a ratheedixorm in the church
because it was repeated so often. The differenose &ecause the core
tradition was preached in different circumstancdsmt t required
adaptation of the tradition.

While this reflects the second stage of the foramatof the Gospel
tradition outlined above, it does not take seriguestough the specific
similarities and parallels of the written Gospet@mts in Greek. A
preexisting oral Aramaic tradition simply does eaplain how the Irst
documentary hypothesis is a proposed solutions &edewrite briefly
on them indicate that they would be discussed fuigler the sub-
sectors in which they later appear.Gospels coulgdeimilar in the
Greek text, This weakness probably explains why p@eple hold this
position today.
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3.3.2 Interdependent

This approach suggests that in some way the Gspels are more or
less dependent on one or more of the previous Gospeat is, there is
some sort of sharing of material between the Gsspwhile there are

many variations of the specifics of this approasually it assumes that
Mark was the first Gospel written, and that Matthewd Luke used the
written form of Mark. This also generally assumkattMatthew and

Luke wrote independently of each other for theingwrposes.

3.3.3 Proto-Gospel

This approach generally assumes that the Gospks @omposed from
a hypothetical written source that no longer exiggain, there are
variations of this approach, but they generallyote® around two basic
suggestions, either that all of the Gospels wepedeéant on a posited
original Aramaic Gospel, perhaps an Aramaic versbrMatthew, or
that they used a proposed collection of sayihagd) of Jesus.

3.3.4 Fragmentary

This approach suggests that the Gospels usedusgahgpothetical

sources that were available to them in the earlyrath These would
have been various collections or summaries or smounts of Jesus'
actions and teachings that were preserved in vaflauns and places in
the church. For example, there may have been actiolh of miracle

stories, or parables, or accounts of the crucifixior even a collection
of the sayings of Jesus. The various Gospel writen® could have had
access to different documents or different versiohshe collections,

then used these to compile their accounts

SELF ASSESSMENT EXERCISE 3

Examine various attempts to explain the relatignshetween the
Gospels.

3.4 The Early Church Approach
3.4.1 The Priority of Matthew

The specific formulation and study of these issass"the Synoptic
Problem" is a relatively recent endeavor, datinghe 18th century and
the rise of the analytical study of Scripture asresult of the
Enlightenment. Yet, there had been previous obsens about the
relationship of the Gospels and "traditional" casebns had been
reached about them.
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One of the earliest traditions comes from Papiasurad AD 125,
preserved in the writing of Eusebius. Papias catexluthat the Gospel
of Mark was an interpretation (or perhaps transigtiof the preaching
of Peter. He also observed that Mark was not avi@l of Jesus but of
Peter, and that he wrote accurately but not inror@ely slightly later,
Justin in the mid second century referred to MarkReter's memoirs."

Papias also observed that Matthew was written ikledorew style
(dialektd. Some have taken that comment to mean that Matthas

originally written in Hebrew or Aramaic and onlyceadarily translated
into Greek, a theory that persists to date.

From the order in which Papias treated the Gospeds;ould infer that
he thought Mark was written before Matthew. Clemeh#lexandria
writing around AD 200, also preserved in the wgtinf Eusebius,
commented that the Gospels with genealogies, prasiynvatthew and
Luke, were written first. By the fifth century, theaditional order of
Matthew, Mark, and Luke had been established. Atggiswriting
around AD 400 asserted that each Gospel was depemde those
previous, with Mark simply an abbreviation of Mat, Luke drawing
on both Matthew and Mark, and John using all three.

There have been some modifications to this bastevvisuch as J.
Griesbach's suggestion that the order should bé&h®at Luke, and then
Mark (called the Griesbach Hypothesis, 1783). Mras an attempt to
explain some of the unique features of Luke as aglto explain why
Luke should be written at all if after Mark's alg@ment of the tradition.
He also concluded that Mark was not just an abrdge of Matthew,

but actually a conflation of both Matthew and Luks¢rauss and Baur (c.
1835) continued to support a variation of the Guéeh Hypothesis,
only proposing a late date for the writing of dketGospels (early to
mid-second century) and assuming that they werehmsiorical.

This basic view of the priority of Matthew as thiest Gospel written has
remained the popular traditional view well into t&@th century. It still
has defenders among scholars who have positedyacosplex matrix
of sources to explain the relationships betweerGbgpels based on the
assumption of Matthew's priority. Still, the maimgament for the
priority of Matthew is the almost unanimous voidetlee early church
tradition that places Matthew first.

3.4.2 The Rise of Analytical Study: A Proto-Gospel
However, with the rise of more analytical investiga of Scripture in

the 18th century, the problems with the traditiomaer of the Gospels
as well as their relationship became more appaWithout as many
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constraints of dogma and tradition concerning awthip and the order
of the Gospels, historians and biblical scholartheflate 18th and early
19th century began to look more closely at the @lssphemselves.
They began to discover the features that pointed toore complex
relationship between the Gospels.

The first attempt to address this issue was tot @ogrimitive version of
the gospel traditions. There are two basic dirastion which this
proposal developed: early proposals that saw amgel extant Aramaic
original, and much more recent variations that psapvarious non-
canonical (apocryphal) gospels that have been i#sed as the original
source.

3.4.3 An Aramaic Original

In some ways, Augustine's idea of the priority o&tMew used as a
source by the Gospels written later was the fostilation of the idea
of an original Gospel. But the first real analytigaroposal that
attempted to trace sources beyond the canonicgéBowas toward the
end of the 18th century. G. Lessing (1784) proposed all of the
Gospels were dependant on an original proto-go@getvangelium
original or primitive gospel). He thought that tipee-canonical gospel
was likely written in Aramaic and was used by tha&ptic writers. J.
Eichorn (1794) refined Lessing's proposal and ssigge that the
original Aramaic Gospel was a full account of tlfe lof Jesus, and
existed in four slightly different versions, whiakiould explain the
differences between the Synoptics.

There is still discussion today of the possibilityat the Gospel of
Matthew might have been originally written in AramaHowever, the
idea that the entire gospel tradition originatezhfra "master" Aramaic
original has few supporters.

3.4.4 Apocryphal Gospel

With the explosion of interest in the Ancient Nd&ast in the 19th
century, there were many new archaeological digeesehat included
hoards of ancient manuscripts. Some of these prtuveé various early
Christian writings that included epistles and Gdspithat were not
accepted into the canon of the New Testament.rét thhese apocryphal
or pseudigraphical Gospels (pseudipigraph = a deoaiwritten under
the name of a well-known person, suchrae Gospel of Thompgsvere
viewed as interesting historical documents, butewabviously different
from the canonical Gospels.
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However, in recent years, there has been renewttest in the
apocryphal gospels as a source of information atbheutormation of the
gospel tradition. M. Smith (1973) and H. Koeste983) have proposed
that Secret Mark a second century writing preserved in only small
fragments, was actually the original written forfrtlee gospel tradition.

J. D. Crossan (1985) has suggested that Setlret Markand an early
version of theGospel of Petemwere the original sources of all four
canonical Gospels. These are all variations ofdba of a proto-gospel,
although none of these proposals has gained acmepta

A much more popular suggestion revolves arounddéa of "Q" (from
the German worduellg "source," J. Weiss, 1890). This is a designation
given to a hypothetical document thought to be lection of various
sayings of Jesus from which the Gospel writers atedpat least parts
of their Gospels. There are various proposals @th Ithe content of Q
and how it fits into the formation of the Gospelshwsome suggesting a
larger role than others. Some scholars have ategimptreconstruction
of what Q might have contained, although thereisagteement on the
details

The discovery of the CoptiGospel of Thomam 1945 lent support to
the idea of a Q documenthomasis a collection of various sayings of
Jesus without any connecting narrative. About calé-bf the 114
verses ofThomashave no parallel in the canonical Gospels, andhamo
one-third only appear in rough correspondence. tfiet number of
similarities betweermrhomasand the Synoptics gives some support to
the idea of an independent collection of sayingdesius that could have
been a source document for the Gospels. Of cothregjate of writing
of Thomasds an important consideration. Some suggestfthamaswas
written much later than any of the Gospels, whiduld suggest that it
used the Gospels as sources rather than beingreestmr any of the
Gospels.

3.5 The Priority of Mark
3.5.1 The Two Document Hypothesis

As scholars worked more with the Gospels, the cerigyl of the

Gospel traditions became more apparent. Many schotancluded that
the questions raised about the relationship foiSyreoptics could not be
adequately explained by assuming that Matthew \wasfitst Gospel
written.

As a result, a new proposal for Gospel formatioregyead based on the

view that Mark, or some early form of Markrmarkug, was the first
Gospel written. Weiss, in a series of proposalsvinich he gradually
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refined his view (1838-1856), concluded that bothttilew and Luke
were written independently from each other using tvasic sources.
The early form of Mark that contained material sabiby all three
Synoptics was supplemented by a separate colleofidhe sayings of
Jesus lpgia) that contained material shared by Matthew andelLbigt

not by Mark (the Double Tradition). This became wmoas the Two
Source Hypothesis.

This understanding of Gospel formation continuedb&orefined and
challenged throughout the 19th and early 20th cgntihe major
debates about this theory revolved around how ntbhehposited early
form of Mark Urmarkug differed from the canonical Mark. Hawkins
(1899) and Burkitt (1906) concluded that they weiréually identical,
while Abbott (1901) argued for a later edited vensof the canonical
Mark (recension) that was used by the other Syonoptiters. Others
modified other aspects of the hypotheses, for el@RpGundry (1979;
earlier proposed by Holtzmann, 1880) who suggetitati Luke also
used some material from Matthew, which would fundlly yield a
three-source hypothesis.

These ongoing debates reveal that not all thelddtad been addressed,
and that the Two-Source Hypothesis could not erdlithe features of
the Gospels. Still, it remains today the simplesti @ane of the most
widely accepted ways to understand the literarati@hship of the
Synoptics.

3.5.2 The Four Source Hypothesis

Scholars kept trying to refine the theories to akplmore of both the
similarities and differences in the Synoptics. Téedrch led B. Streeter
(1924) to modify the Two Source Hypothesis by exjiag the number
of posited sources. He rejected the idea of ary darin of Mark, and
saw Matthew and Luke using the canonical Mark aswce. Yet, for
the material unique to each of those two Gospetsalso posited a
separate source that he labeled M for Matthew afm Luke. In other
words, Matthew had access not only to Mark but atsdis own M
source, while Luke also had access to Mark but &dsdis own L
source. Both Matthew and Luke depended on Mark,were written
independently of each other. He agreed with thkeearwo Document
theory that both Matthew and Luke had access taymgs collection
(logia or Q) unavailable to Mark, but also posited tha t and Q
sources were combined first into an early versibhuke that was later
combined with the material from Mark to produce t@onical Luke.

This became known as the Four Source Hypothesis.faitr original
sources were Mark, L, M, and Q, with Matthew usMark, M, and Q
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while Luke used Mark, L, and Q. Through the remamdf the 20th
century there were various challenges and refingésneh Streeter's
hypothesis, such as Parker (1953) who posited aly ®arsion of
Matthew (proto-Matthew) as the primary source othbMatthew and
Mark, and a Q source used by Matthew and Luke, Witrk also
providing material for Luke.

4.0 Conclusion

What is clear from this brief survey of the Synogtadition is that there
is no certain picture of how the Gospels were fanme terms of

sources. There is no single theory of documentssaurces that
definitively demonstrate how all the similaritiesdadifferences in the
Synoptic tradition can be explained. Today, mosipte accept either
the Two Document or Four Source Hypotheses as beanugt

reasonable, probably with the majority leaning b@ tFour Source
Hypotheses. Today most allow a role for some fofra @ document,
although there remains little agreement on theildeshow it was used
or what it contained.

But this should not be taken as saying that theneoi value in any of
this research. What Synoptic studies have shows tisat the Gospel
traditions were truly living traditions passed oyn & living community
of Faith and used in that community. This has treshoels implications
not only for how we study the Gospels, but also hesvformulate our
view of the nature of Scripture. In addition, thespels writers did not
change the basic truth of the tradition in itsitesty to Jesus as the
Christ and God's self-revelation of Himself in JesBut they did treat
its message as a living tradition that could beliagpand reapplied in
the life of the community of Faith to call peoptefaithful response to
that revelation, and to God. That may be the gstatesight we can
learn from the study of the Synoptic Problem, bsedfinally, for most
of us, that is still our task today and is the fwse for which we study
Scripture

5.0 Summary
The following are the lessons you have learnt i timit:

* That there is close affinity between the gospels’

* That the problem of the synoptic gospels is onrttedationship

* That there is no permanent acceptable solutiorhéosiynoptic
problem; inspite of various suggestions and apres.c

 That the research is valuable in showing us that @ospel
traditions were truly living traditions.

* Two document hypothesis and four document hypothes the
most acceptable today.
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6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments

1. Explain four various solutions proposed to sol® synoptic
problem.

2. Account for the priority of Mark.
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UNIT 3 THE COMPOSITION OF MARK
CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Objectives
3.0 Main Content
3.1 Authorship of St. Mark
3.2 Mark’s Literary Characteristics
3.3  Mark’s Literary Accomplishment.
3.4  The Literary Unity of Mark
3.5 Persecution and the Eoiche World
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
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1.0 Introduction

In the last unit, we examined the interrelationdigween the synoptic
gospels, evaluated the synoptic problems with ttopgsed solutions.
Now that you have a full grasp of what synopticpgiss all about you
will now be introduced to what the book of Mark starting with the
authorship, John Mark (the acclaimed interpreterSof Peter). His
literary characteristics, accomplishment and umsitall be examined.
We shall discover as well that Mark combined mawyias about Jesus
into a connected narrative to produce a composies] He composed
his gospel of Jesus with a narrative- simplicityrkea by a vivid and
refreshing sense of realism. Mark's major literacievement was that
of taking the various types of Jesus traditions aettliing them to the
church's, preaching. No doubt, having gone thrabghunit you will be
able to situate Mark appropriately.

2.0 Obijectives
By the end of this unit you should be able to:

* Relate the argument surrounding the authorship arkv

» List Mark’s Literary Characteristics

» Evaluate Mark’s Literary Accomplishment

» Discuss the literary unity of Mark and

» Explain Mark’s theological understanding of the eafl the
world.
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3.0 Main Content
3.1 Authorship of Mark

The gospel itself is anonymous, but as early asaBap the early 2nd
century, a text was attributed to Mark, a cousiBafnabas., who was
said to have recorded the Apostle's discoursesa®aguthority in this
was John the Presbyter. While the text of Papiasitonger extant, it
was quoted by Eusebius of Caesarea: “This, toopthsbyter used to
say. ‘Mark, who had been Peter's interpreter, wdaten carefully, but
not in order, all that he remembered of the LosHyings and doings.
For he had not heard the Lord or been one of tigwers.” Peter used
to adapt his teachings to the occasion, withoutingpla systematic
arrangement of the Lord’s sayings, so that Mark guaise justified in
writing down some of the things as he rememberednthFor he had
one purpose only — to leave out nothing that hehestd, and to make
no mis-statement about it.

Irenaeus concurred with this tradition, as did @migof Alexandria,
Tertullian and others. Clement of Alexandria, wgtiat the end of the
2nd century, reported an ancient tradition thatkMaas urged by those
who had heard Peter's speeches in Rome to writé twbaapostle had
said. Following this tradition, scholars have geafigrthought that this
gospel was written at Rome. Among recent alterisaiggestions are
Syria, Alexandria, or more broadly any area witthie Roman Empire.
In any case, many scholars do not accept the Peipgdi®n as a reliable
representation of the Gospel's history, pointing that there is no
distinctive Petrine tradition in Mark. It has beasmgued that there is an
impending sense of persecution in the Gospel, &ad this could
indicate it being written to sustain the faith af@nmunity under such a
threat. As the main Christian persecution at tinaé tvas in Rome under
Nero, this has been used to place the writing ef @ospel in Rome.
Furthermore, it has been argued that the Latimzedbulary employed
in Mark (and in neither Matthew nor Luke) showstttitee Gospel was
written in Rome. Also cited in support is a passegEirst Peter: "The
chosen one at Babylon sends you greeting, as dae&, Mhy son”
(1Pet.5:13). In citing this quotation, Babylon istarpreted as a
derogatory or code name for Rome, as the famougerancity of
Babylon ceased to exist in 275 BC.

Self-Assessment Exercise 1

Who wrote the book of Mark?

3.2 Mark's Literary Characteristics

Mark wrote with a simple, popular literary style.eWdo not have list of
his sources. (They ordinarily did not add bibliqgrees to the end of
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literary works in those days.) We assume that ltede@ess some brief
collections of Jesus traditions. Perhaps he drem fthose already in
use in his community. Presumably he supplementesketistories with

others still being told as independent, self-corgdianecdotes.

Mark bound the stories of Jesus which he colledtedh a variety

sources into one continuous, extended narrative.established the
sequence of the stories, often, by the very singsgice of using

indefinite connectives such as "and, "again." "th&mmediately,” "in

those days," "then going out" and so on (see Ma&#k13; 3:1, 13, 19,
31, etc.). Since the connectives which Mark useduently are vague
and nonspecific, his narrative sometimes seemddugether.

Mark supplied additional "narrative glue" (what dhehis account

together) by using narrative anticipation. When @annew develop-

ment or event was impending Mark provided advaneparation for

hearers. For instance, in Mark 3:9 the disciplesiastructed to a boat
in anticipation of Mark 4: 1 when Jesus instrucéethrge crowd from

the boat. Or again, in Mark 11: 11 Jesus briefited the temple in
Jerusalem in advance of the "cleansing of the Te'h(Mark 11:15-19).

A third example: Mark described Peter's attitudé¢him courtyard of the
high priest (Mark 14:54) in anticipation of the rile-fold denial”

anecdote (Mark 14:66-72).

When Mark combined many stories about Jesus intocornected
narrative he produced a composite of Jesus. Markposed his gospel
of Jesus with a narrative- simplicity marked byiadsand refreshing
sense of realism.

Though acknowledging Jesus as Son of God, Markite gandid about
his human nature. The moods and emotions whicrsbebad to Jesus
are richer and more varied than in any of the otta@ronical Gospels.
Jesus becomes angry, tires, hungers, groans,, pteslers and so on.

Another feature which is characteristic of Mark'sospel is his

preference for the miracle stories. Compared whidn ¢ontent of the
Gospels of Matthew and Luke, Mark recorded a smalfeount of the
teaching tradition®f Jesus. Hestressed thoséraditions which described

Jesus' extraordinary deeds. We will return to ¢iservation when we
consider the purposes for which Mark wrote. Thenpnznce of the
miraculous in the Gospel of Mark has prompted smokolars to

suggest that there may have been an earlier verdiddark. That

version, which has not survived supposedly, coethimostly miracle
stories. This suggestion of a more primitive versiehind the Gospel
of Mark in the New Testament has not won wide atzoege.
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We can find abundant evidence in the Gospel of Miaak indicates he
wrote his Gospel for the benefit of a Gentile Cimis community.
When he included Aramaic words or alluded to Jewdsstoms he
thoughtfully provided explanations for these foreiglements (Mark
5:41; 7:3-4, 11, 34; 15:22). On the other hand ihely transliterated
Latin words into Greek without any clarification @vk 4:21; 5:9, 15;
12:15; 15:16, 39). Nor did he explain referenceRdoman coins (Mark
6:37; 12:42; 14:5) or facets of Roman law, even whecontradicted
accepted Jewish custom (Mark 10:12). ApparentlykMauld count on
his community's prior acquaintance with those thing

But even if they were Gentile, how do we know tN&rk's intended

hearers were Christian? The cumulative effect oks®@ observations
seems to leave their Christian identity beyond doMlark used the term
"gospel” as a technical term which he assurhes] audience knew
(Mark 1:1, 14-15, 10:29; 13:10, 14:9%e introduced unidentified
characters into his narrative (John the BaptisMark 1:4; Simon and

Andrew in 1:16, and frequently elsewhere), expectms readers to
recognize them on their own. In addition, he assutmeoughout his

entire work that his readers already knew the etoand teachings of
Jesus.

Self-Assessment Exercise 2

Account for the literary style of St. Mark.
3.3 Mark's Literary Accomplishment

During the early stages of form criticism some gat® badly

undervalued Mark's literary achievement. They sistiphlly described
him as being little more than a collector of thalaraditions about
Jesus. His contribution as editor was thought ofnasnly that of

stringing the beads of the oral tradition into aratve necklace.
Scholars now generally recognize that view to be serious

underestimation of the literary ingenuity and tlogiotal investment
which Mark brought to his task. As is true with lkeame of the Gospels
the Gospel of Mark must be granted its own autonamg theologically
informed and motivated religious work. Our acknaygement and
appreciation of the integrity of the compositiorr fits own sake is
essential for our interpretive understanding. Weuse the Gospels if
we regard them simply as colorless source docunfenits which we

may draw information to construct a composite rdpotion of the

"real" Jesus. Each Gospel is a distinct, theoldigidarmed portrait of

the same' Lord of the church.

Mark's recording of the earlier oral tradition nr&ewas not motivated
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solely by antiquarian interest. He did not recdrel $tories of Jesus in an
extended narrative form just to preserve old felles. When he wrote
those traditions down he wanted to update, adaptapply them to the
needs of his community. This observation has betfative and positive
implications. Negatively, Mark did not write "hisoS§pel to "do history."
That does not mean he was not interested in Jesasigtorical person.
It does suggest that he wrote the Gospel for paegposher than simply
passing on informational data.

On the basis of the nature of the pre-Markan fowhsthe Jesus
traditions, it follows that the order of eventsthe Markan narrative is
not a very reliable guide for the chronologicalaestruction of Jesus'
public ministry except in the broadest, most gentrans. Though a
few segments of the sequence may have been .sb&in some of the
brief pre-Markan collections the order of the naveais mainly the

product of Mark's own redaction.

With this recognition we discover important clues Mark's special
theological interests. It is in the ordering of thrats of the tradition and
in the editorial connectives which Mark provided jon them into
narrative sequence that we discern most clearlysiésial theological
emphases. For example, geographical reference$haegsianic secret”
motifs, occur mainly in the connective links. Theaunulative
interpretive effect which the ordering of accouttigether can have may
be observed in Mark 2:1-3:6. Mark accumulated imlial conflict
traditions into an extended series of controversie®e following the
other. This produced the effect of intensifying tieestility which Jesus'
enemies directed toward him. Mark explicitly confed his purpose in
this section with the concluding verse: Jesus' ézemlot to destroy
him (Mark 3:6).

Positively, Mark's major literary achievement wasitt of taking the
various types of Jesus traditions and welding thenthe church's."
preaching of the crucified and risen Christ. Her¢bg established
controls and set limits for the interpretation bé ttraditions. He also
firmly anchored the church's cross-event proclapmaiin the history of
the earthly Jesus. He was employing the Jesuditmaglito provide a
broad narrational history which embodied a savingné of eternal
dimensions. He described that saving event in liheag to his work the
Passion narrative.

We are thereby forced to regard all of the episaddise public ministry
of Jesus as anticipatory prefigurements of the ipasdhat is, each
incident is obscure (and even misleading and degpuntil it is
interpreted from the controlling perspective of theucifixion and
resurrection. We cannot fully understand what Jesals of the first
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disciples meant (Mark 1:16-20), or his feeding bé tfive thousand
(Mark 6:3-44), or his being anointed with expensive oil (Mark 18)3
until we hear these stories in the light of Goowll&y and Easter. This is
why Mark's as passion narrative is described agassion with an
extended introduction”.

Self-Assessment Exercise 3

Why was Mark’s literary achievement grossly undargd in the early
days of form criticism?

3.4 The Literary Unity of Mark

Mark composed his Gospel as a single literary wdrkwas not a
collection of stories about Jesus. It was the stfryesus, the Son of
God. Mark intended that it be read in its entir&hen we fail to do so
we miss perceiving important features of his stohjch he developed
over extended sections of the narrative. Yet reguia contemporary
worship services Christians read and hear expouddyd individual
sections from Mark's Gospel. When that occurs #reyreally being
confronted by forms of Jesus stories from the pesldn tradition
(though they have perhaps been modified by Markit tBey are not
hearing the Gospel of Mark.

For example, only when we read the Gospel of Markight through,
as a single story, do we notice the developmenbh@imajor groups of
characters, the "actors," in the Markan narratirg. Unless we read
the Gospel in its entirety we miss the movemenbtds Mark assigned
to the religious leaders, the crowds, most impardéiall, the disciples.
The Jewish religious leaders (Pharisees, scribesstp, etc.) are the
enemies of Jesus throughout. Mark took care tapcthem as those
whose hostility intensifies from hypercritical resment (Mark 2:7) to
murderous antipathy (Mark 11:18; 14:1-2) and whmalfy, are
responsible for his unjust execution.

The crowds of people provide sharp contrast toahenosity of the
religious leaders (Mark juxtaposes both reactianserous times: Mark
2:12; 3:1-12; 3:20-22; etc.). They embody populanretiective
enthusiasm, and flock to Jesus, eager for his teg@nd captivated by
his miracles. The few instances when they respaghtively (5:17,;
6:2) anticipate the time when their fickle allegiarshifts to the enemies
of Jesus, the religious leaders (14:43; 15:8, Thé. disciples, especially
the Twelve, are that part of the crowd who enteo im closer
relationship with Jesus. Their initial impercephess aboutvho he
really is, and ‘what his work is really about detetes into purposeful,
intentional misunderstanding that culminates innalomment of the
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Gospel at a time. But there is no doubt that Mankstmhave had

compelling reasons which moved him to compose lospél. He did

not write it simply as a hobby to entertain himselhis idle moments.

Neither was he solely interested in gathering togreas many facts as
possible about the earthly career of Jesus soothkeo read his work
would know more about him. Mark wrote to be of s@wvto his own

community.

Self-Assessment Exercise 4
Evaluate Mark’s literary unity.

4.0 Conclusion

From this unit we have been able to establish thtbasship of Mark
through the support of both internal and externaences. The style of
his writing through the sequence of the storieemgfby the very simple
device of using indefinite connectives were highteyl. We were able
to see as well that Mark composed his Gospel asglediterary work.
It was not a collection of stories about Jesusvds the story of Jesus,
the Son of God which he intended that it be readsrentirety. The
belief in the nearness of the end of the world mled him with the
perspective to help his community cope with thefesuigs which
threatened them.

5.0 Summary
The following are the lessons you have learnt i timit:

That the author of St. Mark was John Mark

That the literary characters of Mark was simpldesty
That Mark did not write his gospel to do history.
That there is unity in Mark’s gospel

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments

1. Why was Mark misunderstood in the early daySaim Criticism?
2. Evaluate Mark’s literary style.
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1.0 Introduction

In the previous last unit we examined the auth@rstii Mark, his
literary characteristics as well as Mark’s literagcomplishment. In this
unit the purpose of Mark’s gospel is treated inmdeMark came out to
strengthen his community's faith in Jesus as thesClthe resurrected
Son of God. Earlier, salvation was being presersasd something
.belonging to the past. Mark's major editoriaktass to counteract that
effect He did so by presenting Jesus in the tiaeras the Saviour. In
this unit as well we shall look at Mark’s beliewethe nearness of the
end of the world which provided him the opportynif helping his
community cope with the sufferings which threatettesim.

2.0 Objectives

By the end of this unit you should be able to:
* Relate in clear terms the purpose of writing StriMa
» Critically examine the doctrine of Christ as con& in Mark
» Evaluate Mark’s concept of Jesus as the Agent af. Go
* Explain Mark’s view of persecution and the endre World

3.0 Main content
3.1 Increase Faith

Mark's primary purpose in writing his Gospel wasstoengthen his
community's faith in Jesus as the Christ, the rested Son of God. He
composed his connected story of Jesus out of wellvk independent
stories about Jesus &oke a more intense commitment. We should
therefore think of the Gospel of Mark in its entiyras one proclamation.
It is not a collection of anecdotes about Jesus.dtunified presentation
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of Mark's own faith, whose reading, Mark ferveniigped would call
forth strong belief from the reader. As Willi Maets has described it,
“The evangelist proclaims the One who once appeasetthe One who
Is to come, and who ... is present now and on wtiemproclamation is
made”.

It is interesting to note that Mark's very act afting the story of Jesus
tended to work against this primary goal when e&lyistians told

stories of Jesus to illustrate their gospel preaghMark collected the
stories and used them as part of his written s&drgut Jesus. In so
doing he removed from them that atmosphere of ungehie his-

toricized those stories. That is, potentially, s#ibn was being
presented as something .belonging to the past. @ddridark's major

editorial tasks was to counteract that effect He s by presenting
Jesus in the narrative as the Saviour who preseatBs claim to the
reader (or hearer) in the act of reading the wisdf.

Self-Assessment Exercise 1

Why did Mark need to increase the Faith of the peopf his
community.

3.2 The Doctrine of Christ

Mark's understanding of who Jesus was is refleicidide titles which he

used to refer to Jesus in his Gospel. The titlesclwlappear most
frequently are "Rabbi,"” "Christ," "Son of man," 'fsof God." In spite

of the fact that the title "Rabbi" or "Teacher" ocg often, these titles
did not carry great theological meaning for MarkeTtitles were terms
of respect used to address learned persons (icage of "Rabbi," great
teachers of the Jewish law). They did not necdgsardicate any

unique, messianic concept. The terms probably apge@equently as
forms of respectful address in the oral storiesuallesus’ teachings.
Although Mark had great respect for the teachiagditrons he preferred
to emphasize those stories which described Jeswatuious deeds.
We'll see why later.

The title, "Christ," is, of course; derived frometireek translation of
the Hebrew "Messiah." A curious thing occurs in Karth regard to
this title. Mark included three traditions in whidasus was described as
speaking the title (Mark 9:41; 12:35; 13:21). Batnone of them does
he explicitly apply it to himself. Twice when otiseapplied the title to
him in his hearing (Mark 8:29; 14:61) Jesus respdndith a saying
referring to the "Son of man" which appears to fiered as a corrective
to the use of the title "Christ." Mark considerée title to be perfectly
appropriate when applied to Jesus (M&arK. Mark even seemed to be
used to others calling him and his fellow Chrissidny that name (Mark
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9:41). This strongly suggests that though Markdweld that Jesus was
the Messiah promised in the Jewish Scriptures: dezl uhe messianic
title "Christ" guardedly as against how it was lgemisunderstood by
some in his community.
The title "Son of man™ plays a prominent role lre tGospel of Mark.
The title had its roots in the Jewish religiouditians, though scholars
are uncertain about the precise stages in its presttan development.
Its Jewish heritage made it readily expressive oha@e than human
figure who will come in power and glory at the esfdcthe world. Mark

was familiar with that significance (Mar&38;' 13:26;14:62). But he

balanced that meaning of "Son of man" with anotwdrich was very

important for him. He used it prominently in theddlie section of his
Gospel.

Three times Jesus used Son of man sayings notti@pend-time glory
but to predict his fate (Mark 8:31; 9:31; 10:33-38he Son omanmust
be rejected, delivered up, must suffer, be killadd rise again. In
Mark's use of "Son of man" the themes of glory aanthority converge
with the necessity for suffering. Mark wanted idenstood that no view
of Christ is complete unless both dimensions agsqnt.

Another title far Jesus which Mark emphasized waaen'of God." That
it was particularly meaningful for Mark is indicdtéy his use of it both
at the beginning (Mark 1:1) and at the end (15d%)is Gospel. Again
we find the roots for the title firmly embedded Jewish religious
traditions as reflected in the Jewish Scripturesr Mark the title
expressed Jesus' unique relationship to God. Téritg of Jesus as Son
of God was incontestable. The demons whom Jest®oasecognized
him (Mark 3:11). God himself acclaimed Jesus asSlis at his baptism
(Mark 1: 11) and again at the transfiguration (Mark 9:7). Evenoa-
believer who was present at the crucifixion peredivdesus' true identity
(15:39). The purpose of Mart's Gospel is to argow much more those
confronted with the good news of the resurrectipe.,(Mark's own
community) ought taaknowledge Jesus as Son of God-just as Mark
does himself (Marld:1)

Self-Assessment Exercise 2
Explain different titles being used for Jesus ast@imed in Mark.
3.3 Jesus, the Agent of God

As we saw earlier Mark placed great emphasis omin&cle stories. He
stressed the miracle traditions to present Jesubeaspecial agent of
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God. Behind this aspect of Mark's "Jesus portrarls the belief

common to early Christians (and others) that Gatl$etan were locked
in a massive cosmic struggle. Satan had usurpeds@igéit to rule in

his creation. God willed to win it back.

Mark portrayed Jesus as the special agent of Gedvd$ endowed with
supernatural power and authority. His mission veasmaugurate God’s
reclamation of his creation. Through Jesus Godrest®ring his right to
rule over the whole of his created order. When slestmed the storm
(Mark 6:47-52), he was- replacing the chaos chariatit of Satan's role
with that order which God had once established dkier chaotically
stormy waters at creation. When Jesus healed twreelsto 'life (Mark
5:21-43) he was restoring life-force where theresweath or its
potential, on behalf of God who created life. Wh#gsus cast out
demons (Mark 1:23-28) he was routing agents ofrSatarder that God
might once again rule in human hearts. Though Sdtdnhis worst
through those over whom he ruled by causing therkilkdesus. God
vindicated him as his agent by raising him fromdead. In Jesus' deeds
and in his ultimate fate God showed himself tohl®elife-giver. He won
the cosmic struggle with Satan and his forces aflde

Self-Assessment Exercise3

Highlight Mark’s portrayal of Jesus as the speagént of God.
3.4 Persecution and the Endf the World

Mark's community was living in turbulent times alléirk wanted them
to understand the turmoil theologically. The poéti unrest stirred by
the insurrection of Jewish nationalists against Ramas increasing in
intensity. Recently a savage persecution of Chnstin Rome had been
ordered by the Emperor Nero (Tacitdsnals XV:44). News of the
martyrdoms of both Peter and Paul was probablyhfregheir minds.
Now Mark's own community was facing the prospectpefsecution.
They may have already suffered its initial onslaagh

Apparently the community was encountering oppasitioom two
fronts. People were not responding with faith teitlpreaching. Mark
pointed out repeatedly that unbelief and hardnés®art in response to
their preaching. To him this was extremely seriansl would be re-
compensed. It was especially true of the leadees hfdaism which had
rejected the gospel and had become more intengs @anmity toward
Christianity. Mark's community was also facing (gperhaps already
experiencing) persecution from pagan authorities| slark was eager
to strengthen them in their resolve to stand fgatrest such suffering.
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Mark related the realities of his community's st to their belief that
Jesuswould returnsoon and the world would end. Unrest and wars and
persecutions were sigrs the impending end (Mark 13:7-9). Mark's
community was living in a time impregnated with theality of end-
time urgency (Mark 4:29; 9:1; 12:1-11). But Markldiot want them to
go overboard with end-of-the-world fanaticism. Tgbuthe time was
near, the end had not actually already begun (M&rk-7, 10, 21-23).
No one should allow extreme expectations to dsitln and disappoint
them when Jesus' second coming was delayed y#teawhile. There
was still an interim time before Jesus' return wi@hmristians must
remain faithful and alert.

This belief in the nearness of the end of the wandwvided Mark with
the perspective to help his community cope with sh&erings which
threatened them. Persecution was one sign of theoagh of Jesus'
second coming. Christians were to undergo suffeaind distress as a
prelude to his return. As Jesus had fulfilled hisssion through
suffering so were they to be supported and stremgith by his example.
The first disciples had faced the same perils atted which Jesus had
known. So must the Christians of Mark's communitgnduct
themselves (Mark 13:9-13). Suffering Son of mantket model for
suffering discipleship (Mark 8:31, 34-38; 10:33-3K-40). Perhaps
Mark emphasized the denial of Peter (Mark 14:29-83;72) to
encourage some in his own community who had alreeiyed their
faith during persecution.

In all of this Mark was not simply hoping that Hellow-Christians
would become more accurately informed about wheuisldid before he
was killed," or where he did it, or to whom. "Mankas concerned to
teach that the theological meaning of the crosshest be understood
by one who has humbly prepared himself for a remtion of self, for a
life of service and, if need be, of suffering andrtyrdom.

Self-Assessment Exercise 4

How did Mark illustrate the imminent end of the \ebin his theology?
4.0 Conclusion

Mark as could be seen from this unit did not justenfor writing sake,
he wrote because he had a message. The gospeesdha life of Jesus
of Nazareth from his baptism by John the Baptighresurrection (or
to the empty tomb in the shorter recension), butcohcentrates
particularly on the last week of his life (chapte&r$-16, the trip to
Jerusalem), to show him as the special agent of Godwift narrative
portrays Jesus as a heroic man of action, an etprai healer and
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miracle worker. It calls him the Son of Man, thenSaf God, and the
Christ (the Greek translation of Messiah).

5.0 Summary
The following are the lessons you have learnt i timit:

» Mark used various titles such as “Son of man”express his
concept of Jesus.

* Mark wrote to increase the faith of the people isfdommunity.
» Mark showed Jesus as special agent of God.

* Mark’s understanding of the end of the world gaveamng to
the turmoil in his community.

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments
1. Write notes on the following titles of Jesus:

(a) Son of Man.
(b) Son of God.
(c) The Messiah.
2. Highlight and discuss Mark’s understanding & éimd of the world.
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UNIT 5 SPECIAL FATURES OF MARK
Contents

1.0 Introduction

2.0 Objectives

3.0 Main content
3.1 The messianic Secrecy.
3.2. The Audience of Mark.
3.3. Characteristic Features of Mark.
3.4. The Ending of Mark

4.0 Conclusion

5.0 Summary

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments

7.0 References/Further Readings

1.0 Introduction

Having looked at the purpose of Mark’s gospel i st unit as well as
his concept of Christ, the theology of Mark’'s gdspeexamined in this
unit The Gospel of Mark is the second of the foamanical gospels in
the New Testament but is believed by most modeholacs to be the
first gospel written, on which the other two synomospels, Matthew
and Luke, were partially based. This is what atyuatade for the

uniqueness which we shall see in this unit. To Hime, personality of
Jesus should not be disclosed until he has accsheglihis mission. He
made his gospel simple for his non-Jewish audieAceontroversial

aspect of the gospel shall be studied in this unit.

2.0 Objectives

By the end of this unit you should be able to:

* Unravel the mysteries behind the issue of Messi&d@cret in
Mark.

* Relate the distinctive features of Mark

» Explain the reason for the simplicity of Mark.

» Discuss the problems relating to the ending of Mark

3.0 Main Content

3.1 Messianic Secret

A famous feature of Markan narrative which is oallyded to until now
Is the “messianic Secret” motif. This motif runsabgh most of Mark's
Gospel Scholars have pointed out a number of tmaithe Gospel of
Mark through which the recognition or the messiddantity of Jesus as
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the Christ, the Son of God actually seems to bepragsed. For
Instance, Jesus repeatedly imposed commands tweidemons and
unclean spirits which he exorcised (Mark 1:23-258; 3:11-12). Mark
described Jesus as forbidding people whom he halédhdérom telling
others about their good fortune (Mark 1:43-443; 7:36).He even
prohibited his disciples from telling others abdirh (Mark 8:30; 9:9).
He tried to conceal his presence from others (Magd; 9:30). Some
scholars also point to the private teaching whiebud limited to his
disciples (Mark 4:33-34; 7:17-23; 13:3-37).

These features almost always occur in the redadtiomaterial, the
narrative connectors with which Mark bound his gttwmgether. That
would suggest .that most of them were not incluidethe independent
stories of the oral tradition. Mark himself was tlome largely
responsible for the prominence which the "messiarmret" motif had
in his Gospel. Further, the secrecy theme abrugigappeared when
Jesus stood as the accused on trial before thephiggt (14:61-62).

The "messianic secret" feature helped Mark deathéur with the
problem which members of his community were havirlgn they tried
to use the stones on Jesus. It was an additionigloé to the potential
danger that Gentiles might misunderstand thosdestas picturing
Jesus as a Hellenistic "divine man."

Through the secrecy motif Mark insisted that thenittty of Jesus was
not resolved with just one story. A healing did define the richness of
his messiahship. Neither did an exorcism. Not evéeavenly epiphany
(The manifestation of the presence of God) sucthadransfiguration

(Mark 9:2-10) was enough. Only when the portrait J#sus was

completed by including his suffering and crucifixiozvas he seen to be
both Christ of glory and power and suffering Somain.

The stories about Jesus are partial by themsel¥ely. when they are
heard and interpreted in terms of the cross everihey correctly show
his messiahship. Mark was restoring the functiamsdbility of those
stories to clarify the gospel preaching.

Self-Assessment Exercise 1

What was Mark indicating with his emphasis on segrabout Jesus'
identity as Messiah (Christ) before the passion?

3.2 The Audience of Mark

The general theory is that Mark is a Hellenistisggl, written primarily
for an audience of Greek-speaking residents of Rleenan Empire.
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Jewish traditions are explained, clearly for thendf# of non-Jews.
Aramaic words and phrases are also expanded upahebguthor, for
example,talitha kum Mark 5:41; Corban Mark 7:11; abba Mark
14:36.

Alongside these Hellenistic influences, Mark makese of the Old
Testament in the form in which it had been traeslanto Greek, the
Septuagint.

Those who seek to show the non-Hellenistic sidglafk note passages
such as "Son of the Most High God"; Mark 7:27; andrk 8:27-30.
They also indicate that the audience of Mark has &eleast some of its
Jewish heritage, and also that the gospel mighbaats Hellenistic as it
first seems.

The gospel of Mark contains many literary genremulB letters were
already surfacing around 40-60 and the Gospel akMame at a time
when Christian faith was rising. This is why Denifits MacDonald
writes:

...the author of the Gospel of Mark recast
traditional materials into a dramatic narrative,
climaxing in Jesus' death. It is not clear
precisely what kind of book the author set out
to compose, insofar as no document written
prior to Mark exactly conforms to its literary
properties. Its themes of travel, conflict with
supernatural foes, suffering, and secrecy
resonate with Homer's Odyssey and Greek
romantic novels. Its focus on the character,
identity, and death of a single individual
reminds one of ancient biographies. Its
dialogues, tragic outcome, and peculiar
ending call to mind Greek drama. Some have
suggested that the author created a new,
mixed genre for narrating the life and death
of Jesus.

Self-Assessment Exercise 2
Who were the audience of Mark’s gospel?
3.3 Characteristic Features of Mark.

The Gospel of Mark differs from the other gospelsontent, language,
and detail.

The narrative can be divided into three sectione:Galilean ministry
including the surrounding regions of Phoenicia, &patis, and Caesarea
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Philippi (1-9); the Journey to Jerusalen(10); and theEvents in
Jerusalenm(11-16).

e Unlike both Matthew and Luke, Mark does not offenya
information about the life of Jesus before his Isaptand
ministry, that is why he did not include the nafviand
genealogy.

» Jesus' baptism is understated, with John not ikyergi Jesus as
the Son of God, nor initially declining to baptizien, nor sharing
Jesus' vision of the dove and the Father's voice.

» Son of Man is the major title used of Jesus in Matkny people
who have seen that this title is a very importane avithin
Mark’s Gospel, and it has important implicationg fdark’s
Christology. Jesus raises a question that demadestréhe
association in Mark between "Son of Man" (cf. Dab3#14) and
the suffering servant in Isaiah 52:13-53:12."Howertlis it written
about the Son of Man, that he is to go through nmesufferings
and be treated with contempt?” (9:12b NRSV). Yeis th
comparison is not explicit; Mark's Gospel creatéss tlink
between Daniel and lIsaiah, and applies it to Chrstis
postulated that this is because of the persecutioGhristians;
thus, Mark's Gospel encourages believers to stand (Mark
13:13) in the face of troubles.

Jesus "explained everything in private to his giles" while only
speaking in parables to the crowds. His use ofhpesaobscures his
message and fulfils prophecy (Mark 4:10-12).

The Messianic Secret, Jesus' command to uncleaitssand to his
disciples that they not reveal his identity, ioatyer in Mark.

Mark is the only gospel that has Jesus explicitlyna that he does not
know when the end of the world will be (Mark 13:3Zhe equivalent
verse in the Byzantine manuscripts of Matthew does contain the

words "nor the Son" (Matthew 24:36) (but it is mes in most

Alexandrian and Western text-type).

In addition, the language of Mark is equally chésdstic of him. For

instance, the phrase "and immediately” occurs wefarty times in

Mark; while in Luke, which is much longer, it isagsonly seven times,
and in John only four times. The word Greefuo¢ law is never used,
while it appears 8 times in Matthew, 9 times in euk5 times in John,
19 times in Acts, many times in Romans.

Latin loan words are often used: speculator, seacenturion, legion,
guadrans, praetorium, caesar, census, flagellojumodenarius. Mark
has only a few direct Old Testament quotations:.rkvlaakes frequent
use of the narrative present; Luke changes abdutot3hese verbs to
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past tense. Mark frequently links sentences witlee®r ka1 (and);
Matthew and Luke replace most of these with sulnatei clauses.

Further more, the Gospel of Mark makes extensive of literary
allusion to theTanakh or commentary on the Old Testament. In some
cases these allusions exist in the other synopspejs as well, but this

is generally due to the synoptic gospels sharisgaificant amount of
text. According to the two-source hypothesis, Mads used as a source
for the gospels of Matthew and Luke. Under this digpsis, some
literary allusions in the Gospel of Mark were lagten the scenes were
copied by the other gospel writers. One case efdiy allusion in the
Gospel of Mark comes from the crucifixion scenejolitis crafted from
literary allusions to Psalm 22 and Amos 8.

Some Christians consider these to be cases of @cgpfulfillment.
Scholars, however, consider these to be caseteddrly allusion, where
the author used existing passages from the Jewrghtiges to craft the
details of the scene and provide sub-textual mgaturthe events. The
passage from Amos 8 would be relevant after theruEsn of
Jerusalem in 70 and implies that the meaning of ¢hecifixion
according to the author is a justification for thesstruction of the Jewish
people by the Romans during the Jewish war of 6T<’2 large extent,
the narrative of the Gospel of Mark is a runningiese of literary
allusions to the Jewish scriptures.

Self-Assessment Exercise 3

Account for the main characteristics of Mark’s gelsp
3.3 The Ending of Mark

Starting from the 19th century, textual critics @aommonly asserted
that Mark 16:9-20, describing some disciples' entens with the

resurrected Jesus, was a later addition to theefjosfark 16:8 stops at
the empty tomb without further explanation. The kagelve verses are
missing from the oldest manuscripts of Mark's Gbspée style of

these verses differs from the rest of Mark, sugggdhey were a later
addition. In a handful of manuscripts, a "shortiegtis included after

16:8, but before the "long ending”, and exists tsglf in one of the

earliest Old Latin codices, Codex Bobiensis. By 3k century, at least
four different endings have been attested.

Most likely, the Long Ending (16:9-20) started assammary of
evidence for Jesus' resurrection and the aposiilge mission, based
on other gospels. It was likely composed earhfhengecond century and
incorporated into the gospel around the middlehaf second century.
Mark might have originally ended abruptly at ve8séhe gospel might
be unfinished, or (most likely) the original endimgight be lost.
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Presumably, the ending would have featured Jegp&asance to his
disciples in Galilee.

Irenaeus, c. 180, quoted from the long ending, ipalty as part of

Mark's gospel. The 3rd-century theologian Origelgxandria quoted
the resurrection stories in Matthew, Luke, and Johnfailed to quote
anything after Mark 16:8, suggesting that his capyMark stopped

there. Eusebius and Jerome both mention the mapfritexts available
to them omitted the longer ending. Critics are di?d over whether the
original ending at 16:8 was intentional, whether résulted from

accidental loss, or even the author's death. Thdsebelieve that 16:8
was not the intended ending argue that it wouldrdrg unusual syntax
for the text to end with the conjunctigar (ydp), as does Mark 16:8,
and that thematically it would be strange for akbobgood news to end
with a note of "for they were afraid". Some of taagho believe that the
16:8 ending was intentional suggest a connectiothéotheme of the
"Messianic Secret". This abrupt ending is also usedsupport the
identification of this book as an example of clogsgtma, which

characteristically ended without resolution andeonfwith a tragic or
shocking event that prevents closure.

Self-Assessment Exercise 4

What made the ending of Mark controversial?
4.0 Conclusion

Important themes of Mark were examined in this unig. the Messianic
secret and the obtuseness of the disciples. In Madsus often
commands secrecy regarding aspects of his idesmitlycertain actions.
Jesus uses parables to explain his message anitl gudphecy. At
times, the disciples have trouble understandingptr@bles, but Jesus
explains what they mean, in secret. They also ttailnderstand the
implication of the miracles that he performs beftlmem. It could be
seen here too that Mark is believed to be a Heltengospel written for
the Greeks. This explains why most of the foreigordsg were
simplified. The question of later interpolationtbé ending of Mark was
treated in details.

5.0 Summary

The following are the lessons you have learnt i timit:

* Mark maintained the secrecy of the messiah urgilgssion.

* Mark is a Hellenistic gospel written for the Greeks

* Mark explained all the foreign words used for h@nJewish
readers.
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* The ending of Mark is believed to be a later additi

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments

1. Account for why Mark is being referred to as leristic Gospel

2. Enumerate the main characteristics of Mark’gpgbs
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MODULE 2 THE GOSPEL OF MATTHEW
INTRODUCTION

In this second module you shall be introduced itite first New

Testament book. The gospel of Matthew is goingetdubly treated here
bearing in mind the author of the book, date oftimgi You shall also
be taught the special features of the gospel thathat distinguishes
Mathew from other synoptic writers.

This module will inform you of how Mathew made uskhis Jewish
background to better his theology. Consult the b@wid journals
recommended at the end of each unit for furthedinga You can as
well make use of bible dictionaries, encyclopaedad internet
materials.

Unit 1 Preliminaries

Unit 2 The Sources of Matthew

Unit 3 The Purposes of Matthew

Unit 4 Special Features of Matthew’s Writings.
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UNIT 1 PRELIMINARIES
CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction

2.0 Objectives

3.0 Main content
3.1  The Author of Matthew
3.2  The Origin of the Gospel
3.3  The Date of Writing

4.0 Conclusion

5.0 Summary

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments

7.0 References/Further Readings

1.0 Introduction

This module is on the book of Matthew the first koo the New

Testament. This unit introduces you to the booku ¥ball find out here
that the authorship of Matthew is controversialiew of evidences in
support and against Matthew. The traditional viesv now being

criticised. As regards the place of origin, Sysastill the most likely
possibility. On the one hand, an association wisthegtinian Judaism
and its interpretation of the Law is clearly diswdle. One of the
concerns within the Matthew text is a conservatmproach to the
Torah which again accords well with Antioch as wasl Palestine The
composition of Matthew's Gospel must be dated af@eICE. since it

presumes, the Jewish defeat by Rome (Matt. 21:412257; 24:15;

27:25).

2.0 Obijectives
By the end of this unit you should be able to:

» Explainwho the author of Matthew is.
» |dentify the place of origin of the book
» Argue convincingly on the possible date of composit

3.0 Main Content
3.1 The Author of Matthew

The author of the: first Gospel was an anonymouwsisheChristian
whose community was engaged in the Hellenistic SlewChristian
mission. He was well educated and literarily capaltle possessed
considerable knowledge of rabbinic traditions arethrads.
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The identification of the author with Matthew, oné the Twelve is
problematic. Only in the first Gospel is the tadlector whom Jesus
called to be a disciple named 'Matthew" (Matt. 93): Both Mark and
Luke call him Levi" (Mark 2:13--17; Luke 5:27-32Nevertheless all
three evangelists include a Matthew" in their listshe Twelve (Matt.
10:3; Mark 3:18; Luke 6:15; cf. Acts 1:13). Anothliatthew'- joined
the Twelve after the resurrection according to Likets 1:15-26).

There are evidences both in support and againgh®atauthorship of
the gospel by various scholars according to HermanRidderbos,
(1963).
We can no longer accept the traditional view otthaw's
authorship. At least two things forbid us to do Bost,
the tradition maintains that Matthew authored aamaic
writing, while the standpoint | have adopted doed n
allow us to regard our Greek text as a translatiban
Aramaic original. Second, it is extremely doubthht an
eyewitness like the apostle Matthew would have made
such extensive use of material as a comparisoheofwo
Gospels indicates. Mark, after all, did not evelobg to
the circle of the apostles. Indeed Matthew's Gospel
surpasses those of the other synoptic writers ewii
vividness of presentation nor in detail, as we \woul
expect in an eyewitness report, yet neither MankLuke
had been among those who had followed Jesus frem th
beginning of His public ministry.

To J. C. Fenton, it is usually thought that Mar®espel was written
about A.D. 65 and that the author of it was neittvee of the apostles
nor an eyewitness of the majority of the event®med in his Gospel.
Matthew was therefore dependent on the writinguahsa man for the
production of his book. What Matthew has done aict fis to produce a
second and enlarged edition of Mark. Moreover,ahanges which he
makes in Mark's way of telling the story are naisth corrections which
an eyewitness might make in the account of one wias not an

eyewitness. Thus, whereas in Mark's Gospel we nmayofly one

remove from eyewitnesses, in Matthew's Gospel \eeahrone remove
further still.

Francis Beare notes also that the dependence ofbtiuk upon
documentary sources is so great as to forbid um fomking upon it as
the work of any immediate disciple of Jesus. Apan that, there are
clear indications that it is a product of the setam third Christian
generation. The traditional name of Matthew is iretd in modern
discussion only for convenience.
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The author is an anonymous Jewish-Christian. EdSaldveizer writes
about him,

The Jewish background is plain. Jewish
customs are familiar to everyone. The debate
about the law is a central question and the
Sabbath is still observed. The dispute with the
Pharisees serves primarily as a warning to the
community (cf. chapters 24-25); but a
reference to leading representatives of the
Synagogue is not far below the surface.
Above all, the method of learned
interpretation of the Law, which "looses" and
"binds,"” was still central for Matthew and his
community. Preservation of sayings, such as
23:2-3, which support the continued authority
of Pharisaic teaching, and above all the
special emphasis placed on the requirement
not to offend those who still think in legalistic
terms (see the discussion of 17:24-27), shows
that dialogue with the Jewish Synagogue had
not broken off. On the other hand, a saying
like 27:25 shows that the Christian
community had conclusively split with the
Synagogues, even though hope for the
conversion of Jews was not yet totally dead.

Self-Assessment Exercise 1

Who wrote the book of Matthew?
3.2 Place of Origin

Schweizer joins most scholars in favour of a Sypaomvenance for the
Gospel of Matthew As to the place of origin; Syiaatill the most likely
possibility. On the one hand, an association wisthegtinian Judaism
and its interpretation of the Law is clearly diswrle; on the other
hand, a full recognition of the gentile world aheé tadmission of pagans
into the post-Easter community are accepted fadis. destruction of
Jerusalem plays some role; but it was not expeseficsthand, and the
exodus of Christians from Jerusalem is perceptbly in the tradition
borrowed from Mark, not in Matthew himself. . . Boyria is suggested
by the major role assigned to Peter, especially dughoritative
interpretation of Jesus' commands as referring e@w situations (cf.
16:9); for according to Acts 12:17 Peter had leftudalem. He was
certainly in Syrian Antioch, as we know from Gadaus 2:1 ff.
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Larry Swain has summarized the evidence by whichowate Matthew
in Antioch:

Patristic testimony reads Jerusalem, to doubtstaaegative value of
demonstrating that Matthew came from no where &sept the East. It
is doubtful that it would have been accepted sdyemmd so widely

unless one of the larger, more important churclpesmisored it. Since
Rome, Ephesus, Alexandria, and Jerusalem all havg wnportant

reasons against them that leave Antioch. Peteatuisstin Matthew
accords with his standing in Antioch, as the fiosghop there. Not a
strong argument on its own, but it fits the pattekntioch had both a
large Jewish population as well as being the ditth® earliest Gentile
mission; Matthew more than the other gospels refldas duality.

The two texts which seem to refer to Matthean tradli(in the one case
to the text of Matthew in the other case possiblyhe text, but more
likely to M material) are the letters of Ignatiusshop of Antioch and
the Didache whose provenance is also Syria or eortRalestine thus
placing Matthew fairly firmly in those areas at tked of the first
century.

We know that in the third century there was a stihodéntioch which
claimed to go back to ancient times which had sdv@T textual
traditions available, if the tradition is true, th#his accords with both
the Matthean citations of the OT as well as the ttM=an School”
tradition; particularly since members of this Amrtioschool are said to
have known Hebrew and Greek, which again pointsaaitong parallel
with the author of Matthew. There are some stranularities between
the Lucianic text of the Hebrew Bible and Matthewiwtions of OT
texts in some instances. Lucian lived and workedAitioch and is
believed to have worked with an Ur-Lucianic texg.i one of the above
mentioned OT traditions to which author Matthew lzdess. One of
the concerns within the Matthean text is a congemapproach to the
Torah which again accords well with Antioch as vesIPalestine

The text also seems to be concerned to react agsimse of the
material coming out of Yamnah, which again pla¢es an area which
Yamnah had some influence, thus northern Palestime Syria, and
Antioch. The community described in Matthew has allyu been
understood as a wealthy one, which rules out Radéesfter the war of
70. To set thegerminus ad quemignatius of Antioch and other early
writers show dependence on the Gospel of Matthegpeddence on
Mark sets @erminus a qudor the dating of Matthew, which should be
assumed to have been written at least a decadetladtegospel upon
which it relies. Several indications in the tex@atonfirm that Matthew
was written c. 80 CE or later.
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Self-Assessment Exercise 2

Trace the place of origin of St. Matthew.
3.3 The Date of Matthew

The earliest evidence which connects the name ofthle\a with- a
written gospel is the quotation in Eusebius (a ttowentury Christian
historian) from Papias, who was bishop of Hierapah Asia (today's
Turkey) around 150 C.E. Papias was quoted as writiMatthew
collected the logia [words of Jesus] in the Hebrlamguage and
everybody interpreted them as he could" (H. E29116). It is unlikely
that Papias was referring to the First Gospel sihogas written in
Greek by someone who was not an eyewitness of thistny of Jesus
but had to depend on Greek documents as sourceshéorJesus
traditions he used. The composition of Matthew'ssfi2l must be
dated after 70 €. since it presumes the Jewish defeat by Rome (Matt.
21:41-45; 24:15; 27:25). If the Gospel of Mark wastten around 65
c.f. time must be allowed for it to have been disiied and to be in
popular use. Ignatius of Antioch, who wrote a seoéletters in 110 C.
E. used the earliest existing quotations from tlesgel of Matthew. It
must have been written enough earlier to allow ting¢ only for
acceptance in Antioch but probably also for it &awé become known by
those to whom Ignatius wrote. As close an approtioneof the dating
of Matthew as we can now establish is 85-90 C.E.

J. C. Fenton summarizes the evidence for the daifnlylatthew as
follows. The earliest surviving writings which geothis Gospel are
probably the letters of Ignatius, the Bishop of idah, who, while being
taken as prisoner from the East to Rome about AIN, wrote to
various churches in Asia in Asia Minor and to tHeurch at Rome.
Ignatius refers to the star which appeared at ithe ©f the birth of
Jesus, the answer of Jesus to John the Baptist) ivbevas baptized,
and several sayings of Jesus which are recorded innthis Gospel
(12:33, 15:13, 19:12). It seems almost certain lipadtius, and possibly
the recipients of his letters also, knew this Gosped thus that it was
written before A.D. 110.

Here we cannot be so certain. But it is possiblat twe can find
evidence that Matthew was writing after the wamiasin the Romans
and the Jews which ended in the destruction otdhwle at Jerusalem
in A.D. 70. See, for example, 22:¥he king was angry, and he sent his
troops and destroyed those murderers and burnedr ttigy; and
compare also 21:41, 27:25. Similarly, Matthew's f&bscontains a
strongly anti-Jewish note running through it, frdme teaching not to do
as the hypocrites din Chapter 6, to the Woes on tlseribes and
Phariseesin Chapter 23; and this may point to a date afteA.D. 85
when the Christians were excluded from the Jewistagogues. It is
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worth noting here that Matthew often speakshafir synagogue$4:23,
9:35, 10:17, 12:9, 13:54), as if to distinguish i€tmn meetings and
meeting places from those of the Jews, from whieh €hristians had
now been turned out.

Beare offers the following to date the Gospel ottliew:

It is generally agreed that it was written
after the fall of Jerusalem to the armies of
Titus (AD 70), and the widespread
acquaintance with it which is exhibited in
all the Christian literature of the second
century makes it difficult to place its
composition any later than the opening
decade of that century. If the Sermon on
the Mount can be regarded in any sense as
'the Christian answer to Jamnia, a kind of
Christian mishnaic counterpart to the
formulation taking place there, this would
indicate a date a few years before or after
the turn of the century.

Thus, Kummel argues to date the Gospel of Matthewhe last two

decades of the first century "Even if, indeed, Makd Matthew

originated in different regions, precisely in hiseworking of Mark

Matthew shows so clear a development of commueeigtionships and
theological reflection that a date of writing siyefter Mark seems less
likely than a time between 80 and 100. A date adinrafter 100 is

excluded by Matthew having been used by Ignatius."

Self-Assessment Exercise 3

How do we arrive at a date between 80 and 100 foDMatthew?
4.0 Conclusion

We could see from this unit that the consensugipason authorship is
that the evangelist was not the apostle Matthewh&un idea is based
on the second century statements of Papias andelusn As quoted by
Eusebius inHist. Eccl. 3.39, Papias states: "Matthew put together the
oracles [of the Lord] in the Hebrew language, aadheone interpreted
them as best he could.” kdv. Haer.3.1.1, Irenaeus says: "Matthew
also issued a written Gospel among the Hebrewéeir bwn dialect
while Peter and Paul were preaching at Rome andgakie foundations
of the church.” We know that Irenaeus had readd3ag@ind it is most
likely that Irenaeus was guided by the statemenfoied there. That
statement in Papias itself is considered to be unded because the
Gospel of Matthew was written in Greek and reliadyély upon Mark,
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not the author's first-hand experience, Syria B 8te most likely
possibility on place of origin and likely date ofiting is between 80
and 100 A.D.

5.0 Summary
The following are the lessons you have learnt i timit:

 The traditional position of Matthew authorship magt be
tenable.

» Syria is mostly favoured place of wring; and

* The likely date of writing is between 80 and 10@A.

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments
1. Argue in support of the traditional view of Magtv authorship.

2. How was the issue of the place of origin of Mat resolved?
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1.0 Introduction

In the last unit you were introduced to the gogspe¥athew. The author
of the gospel, its origin and the date of writingres examined. It is the
near-universal position of scholarship that the gebf Matthew is
dependent upon the Gospel of Mark. This positioacsepted whether
one subscribes to the dominant Two-Source Hypahesiinstead
prefers the Farrer-Goulder hypothesis. It is equatl accepted rule that
there are some other materials made use of by Battlke: “Q” and
“M” the material peculiar to both Matthew and Maand the material
peculiar to Matthew only. Even though it is not @ibte to establish that
Matthew drew his special material from a singleudoent none of these
traditions fully represent the gospel of Matthew.

2.0 Obijectives
By the end of this unit you should be able to:

* Identify the various sources of St. Matthew.

» Explain how Matthew made use of the Markan source.
» Explain what “Q” source is all about

» State the content of “M” source.

3.0 Main Content
3.1 Matthew's Use of Mark

An assumption of the two-source hypothesis is hathew had a copy
of Mark before him which he used to compose his g@bsAs an
extension of that assumption, most scholars simppgume that Mark's
Gospel was also known by the Christian communitwlbach Matthew
belonged. It had used the Gospel of Mark in itsshigr, its- catechetical
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teaching (its oral religious instruction) and itgssmonary preaching. It
had used Mark's Gospel for a long enough perioiihwd to know well

the value of that document. But Matthew had alsmgeized some of
its inadequacies in helping his community to resptmthe challenges,
opportunities, and attacks with which it was trytegcope. The burning
issues with which Matthew and his community wemaiggling were

simply not identical with those which had concernddrk and his

church.

When Matthew .is compared with Mark, many of tharapes which
Matthew made in Mark's narrative are obvious. Thds@nges provide
important clues to help identify the differencesthe historical life
settings of the Markan and Matthean communitieeyTalso disclose
some of the unique qualities which Matthew posskasean author.The
artistry with which Matthew combined and organizéhg traditions
which he gathered from a number of different sosirceas
extraordinary. In the process he also molded taaittonal material so
that it strengthened the faith of the Christian gamity to which he
belonged, supporting it as it struggled with speddsues related to its
life and work. The Gospel of Mark provided the lasiarrative
framework for Matthew. But he expanded it and rekedrit. Matthew's
revisions of Mark included alterations in detadendensations and new
formulations. The result was both abbreviation anpgrovement of the
literary quality of Mark's narrative. What was swaoted in narrative
content was more than replaced by the extensivii@usl of traditions
about Jesus which Matthew included beyond what Markused.

Matthew corrected Mark's Greek considerably. Maksvaddicted to
the use of the present tense. (He wrote the sfadgsus as a child talks:
"He comes to the house and gets us and we go tmlshhMatthew
usually altered such "historical present tense30 @f 151 times). In the
account of the healing of the paralytic, Mattheplaeed Mark's rather
crude Greek word for "pallet" (Mark 2:4) with theore polished word
for "bed" (Matt. 9:2). Mark's imprecise referenae "King Herod",
(Mark 6:14) was corrected by Matthew to "Herod, tegarch” (Matt.
14:1).

Where Mark was unnecessarily repetitious in theysbd healing many
people, Matthew was more concise and vivid. Compiue two
passages below:

That evening, at sundown they brought to
him all who were sick ' or possessed with
demons .... And he healed many who were
sick with various diseases, and cast out
many demons. (Mark 1:37-34a)
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That evening they brought to him many who
were possessed with demons; and he cast out
the spirits with a word, and healed all who
were sick. (Matt. 8:16).

By altering the connective links between scenethestory of Jesus,
Matthew considerably improved the narrative flomgreasing the sense
of chronological sequence and spatial relation tivat's "While he was

still speaking to the people” (Matt. 12:46) is mudlore effective than

Mark's "And ... "(Mark 3:31). So is "That same d#gsus went out of
the house and sat beside the sea ..." (Matt. 18t Alace of "Again he

began to teach beside the sea" (Mark 4:1).

Self-Assessment Exercise 1

Why did Matthew make use of Markan source in hispgd?

3.2 Matthew's Use of “Q”

The Gospel of Mark was not the only source whichitMav used in
writing his Gospel. He also drew upon those tradgi about Jesus
which had been collected in the source or souroesnly designated
"Q" which is the abbreviation of the Greek wo€luelle meaning
‘sayings’. It is so designated because it is fultlee sayings of Jesus
Christ. As we noted earlier it is impossible toamstruct the contents of
that source in precise detail) Nevertheless we asayme that Matthew
reworked, revised, corrected, and adapted the rabter selected from
Qin a manner similar to the way he made use of Markditions. It is
interesting to note that the author of Matthew wasthe only one who
valued the material in Q. Luke also saw its impocea and made
extensive use of it when he revised Mark's Godpel, It is strange that
a document such as Q which was so highly esteemedny Christians
did not survive except for its traces discernibldfatthew and in Luke.

Self-Assessment Exercise 2

How do you understand the "Q” source?

3.3 Matthew's Use of “M”

When the material from Mark and the Q traditione aombined they
still don't produce the Gospel of Matthew in itstiety. There are
around 400 verses or verse fragments in Matthewatfganot present in
either Mark or Q. They are exclusive to Matthew ard not found
anywhere else in the New Testament. Where did ¢beye from?
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Although some scholars have wanted to propose @& thiritten
document they have not been able to agree on witabfoMatthew's
special material should be included in it. The ewice and, the controls
which govern any theory of literary dependency s$ymaren't present.
With the possible exceptions of the genealogy (Mhi2-17) and the
“testimony traditions,™ it is more probable thatatthew's special
material was drawn from the oral traditions stifcalating among early
Christians. The possibility that Matthew occasibnamay have
composed an entire periscope can be either excludestablished.

Besides the genealogy Matthew's special matercilidies the birth and
infancy stories (Matt. 1-2). Unlike Luke's nativityarratives which
stress the dimension of the miraculous in the cotme and birth of
Jesus, Matthew's infancy narratives emphasize dbatity of Jesus.
That is particularly evident with the descriptiohtbe name given to
him by God (Matt. 1:21-25). It also is implied inet journey narrative
from Bethlehem to Nazareth by way of Egypt (Mattl-23; this
passage includes the tradition of the "Wise Menfasailiar to us during
the Christmas and Epiphany seasons).

Other special Matthean material includes the agpeas of Jesus after
the resurrection (Mate 28), a notable number oftafians from the
Jewish Scriptures which he understood as refetangcidents in Jesus
life, and a large amount of the sayings and tegshiof Jesus, most
which are included the five great discourses. Afgsone narrative
accounts such as the coin in the fish’s mouth (Maft24-27), the
suicide of Judas (Matt. 27:3-10), the dream of tP¥awife (Matt.
27:19), the guard at the tomb (Matt. 27:62-66, 23:4

Even though it is not possible to establish thattMav drew his special
material from a single document these traditiomsismually represented
by the letter "M." In ".this way we can refer teeth as a group and more
easily distinguish them from the traditions Matthadapted from Mark
and Q. The diagram showing the literary relatiopshof the Synoptic
Gospelsand the sources they used,, may be completed fathéda as
follows:

M Mark Q
Matthew

It is worth repeating again that neither M nor @essarily represents a
single document.
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Self-Assessment Exercise 3

How do you trace "M” materials in Matthew?

4.0 Conclusion

From this unit we have discovered that, when Maithis compared
with Mark, many of the changes which Matthew madeMark's
narrative are obvious. Those changes provide irapbrtiues to help
identify the differences in the historical life segs of the Markan and
Matthean communities. They also disclose some euthique qualities
which Matthew possessed as an author. The artgiity which he
combined and organized the traditions which he agath from a
number of different sources was extraordinary.He process he also
moulded that traditional material so that it strtweged the faith of the
Christian community to which he belonged, suppgritras it struggled
with specific issues related to its life and work.

5.0 Summary
The following are the lessons you have learnt i timit:

* That the gospel of Matthew comprises of many saurce

* That Markan material is the “back bone” of St. tttew.

e That "Q” is the material common to Luke and Madth and
» That the original material of Matthew is called "M

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments
1. Justify the assertion that without Mark theré e no Matthew.
2. Highlight and discuss the content of “M” in Nthew.
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1.0 Introduction

You were taught in the last unit the various sosir@eMathew and his
stylistic use of Markan materials and other souro@shis write ups.
This unit will describe some characteristic feasud the Gospel of
Matthew; search out the purposes which evidentlyivated Matthew's
writing. The main ideas concern the interpretatmnthe law, his
Christology, the church and the community, as veslithe universal
scope of the gospel. No doubt, Mathew was senditiibe problem of
the application of the law to everyday life. The/laas been recorded a
long time ago and since then many changes had tpkee because
people were uncertain about how the will of Godt agas made known
through the Torah should be applied to their livése need for
authoritative interpretation had long been recogghizn Judaism.
Mathew agreed. But he was convinced that Judaishmbaprovided it.
The Jewish leaders simply were not capable to preérthe law, only
Jesus was (Matt. 7:28-29) according to Matthew'ss@dliogy.

2.0 Objectives
By the end of this unit you should be able to:

* Evaluate Matthew’s purpose of writing.

» State Matthew’s understanding of the law.

* Discuss Matthew’s Christology.

» State the relationship between the church andllarek
» Discuss Matthew’s universal scope of the gospel.
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3.0 Main content

3.1 The Purposes of the Gospel

Matthew intended for his version of the story ofuke to serve two
functions. The first was apologetic. By apologetie don't mean he was
trying to apologize in the sense of expressing eegr remorse for
Christianity. Rather "apologetic" being used inspecial sense to
indicate a defense of the Christian faith from thego are indifferent
or hostile to its claims. Matthew designed his Gbsps an apology
against a hostile militant Judaism. He wanted tp hés community to
explain and to defend its conviction that Jesuthes Messiah in and
through whom the fulfillment of God's purposes v@masomplished. His
Gospel was intended to be an aid in his communiglsate with non
Christian Judaism. The second purpose of Matthe®dspel was
directed more to the internal’ life of his commynitde wanted to teach
his fellow Christians. His Gospel helped Christiamsderstand the
Jewish origins of their faith and advised them @nmg the shape of
that disciplined community life which was in harnyowith their faith.
So it instructed about the ethical implication<diristianity.

3.1.1 The Law

The Mosaic Law had long played a central role m fiith of Judaism.

After the destruction of the Temple in Jerusalerd #me end of the

cultic sacrifice, the law assumed an even moreduorehtal importance.
It was reverenced as the inspired revelation ofwiieof God the heart

of Judaism. Matthew agreed with that view of the.ldesus' teachings
were neither corrective nor substitute for the 3éwaw. That law had
an unconditional validity which was enduring (Mdt17-20). The fault

of the Jewish leaders was not in their promotioa defense of the law
but, paradoxically, in their refusal to live by(Matt. 23:1-3).

Mathew was sensitive to the problem of the appbcabf the law to
everyday life. The law has been recorded a longe tmgo. Many
changes had taken place since people were uncatiairt how the will
of God as it was made known through the Torah shbel applied to
their lives. The need for authoritative interprigtat had long been
recognized in Judaism. Mathew agreed. But he veawicced that
Judaism had not provided it. The Jewish leadersplgimvere not
capable to interpret the law, only Jesus was (Ma28-29).

The Sermon on the Mount (Matt. 5) did mot replawe law but rather
radically restated its demands in the light of elsthment of God's
kingly rule (“the kingdom of heaven”). Matthew b®led that Jesus
understood the real nature of the Law of Mosesebétian the rabbis.
He had exposed the heart of the law when he tatlgtt its most
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perfects expression was unconditioned love (M&13@-40 of 5:43-48).
Actually the rabbis understood the essence of T@mHove, too as
Matthew probably knew. The basic difference betw@esus and the
rabbis, as Matthew understood them, was that Jesl®died as heart
of the law by the way he lived and they did not.

Just as Jesus teachings did not replace the lawvénit beyond it and
completed it, so Matthew did not consider Jesusarasopponent to
Moses. He had not come to replace Moses but to ledengvhat God

began with Moses. His authority surpassed that o$ég; naturally, his
teachings were a superior interpretation of the lawMoses to the
teachings of the rabbis. Professor Norman Perrsnwell expressed the
contrast between Jesus and the rabbis as Matthewt.s&rhe rabbis

saw the Torah further developed by the teachinghef Mishnah and
brought to completion by the Talmud. They saw tleah fulfilled and

redefined in the teaching of Jesus (Matt. 5:17&t) completed in the
teaching function of the church (Matt. 28:16-20pexsally verse 20).”

The disciplines are charged to continue to provalghoritative

interpretation (Matt. 38:20). They, and those imtowity with them

(including Matthew and his colleagues) are truebgsr trained for the
Kingdom of heaven (Matt. 13:52). As counterpointhie high view of

the law, Matthew developed a sharp polemic agaadsbinic Judaism.
Wherever he refers to “scribes and Pharisees” re tha rabbinic

Judaism of his own day in mind.

Judaism was forced to recover and restore its&df &6 defeat by Titus
at the hand of the Roman legions and the catastropthe destruction
of the Temple in Jerusalem (70, C.E). With Jerusale ruins the new
core around which Judaism was reorganized was &ederation of

rabbinical scholars centered in Jamnia, a smalhtaxgst of Jerusalem
near the Mediterranean coast. The fever of natst@alfervor had

burned fiercely for many Jew during the war withniko Naturally they
were severely disappointed at the complete defelaith the Romans
had inflicted on there. The strain of survival ahe stress of radical
readjustments in the period, which followed, progtba new air of
caution and awareness within Judaism. This affedegish attitudes
toward Christianity.

Previously, Jewish indifference toward and everertwice of the

Christian movement had fostered confusion in tha&dsiof many

outsiders. Christianity appeared to be anotherafriee numerous sects
within Judaism and redefinition provoked a more rglyadefensive

intolerance in some segments of Judaism. Matthedvh@é community

were struggling to cope with that kind of hostiérontation.
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Matthew addressed the problem of Jewish enmityisnGospel. He
portrayed Jesus as being very sympathetic towaed Rharisees.
Because the Pharisees were so devoted to the stullg law they had
the potential for great faith (Matt. 23:1-3; of %3). All they had to do
was understand what the law really was saying aBama and how he
chose to relate to his human creation. If the Bbas could be brought
to acknowledge God'’s saving presence in Jesusitheas likely that
the rest of Israel would also respond in faith.

Jesus’ public ministry was limited by and largddmel (Matt. 15:24; of
105-7, 23). The Pharisees were that segment ofllsnast concerned,
with understanding and correctly interpreting tle@alrmeaning of the
law. They were the experts in Torah. But Jesustvaseal meaning of
the law. The law was exactly what Jesus bad coméulfdl The
Pharisees should therefore be those most operdyptige of him. They
should be his greatest supporters. Instead thayaiyg resent him and
are suspicious of him (Matt. 9:34; 12:24), accusm (Matt. 9:11; 12;
2; 15:1-2), try to trap him (Matt 19:3; 22:15), aptbt against him
(Matt. 12:14; 21:45-46; 27:62-63). Accordingly Jeswarns his
disciples to beware of them (Matt. 16:6, 11-12)e Thsciples should
heed their teachings but not follow their exampait. 23:1-3). Even
with their teachings caution must be exercised {(MH5:3-9, 12-14).
True disciples are to be more righteous than tingtt( 5:20). Their
hypocrisy is obvious (Matt. 3:7-10). Terrible judgmt shall be their
final lot (Matt. 23).

Although' the Pharisees seemed for a time' to suc@datt. 27: 1-2, 20,
41~3), God accomplished his purposes ultimatelyouph the
resurrection of Jesus in spite of their oppositidine submissive
humility of Jesus in contrast to the vengeful aamge of the Pharisees
provided a model to guide Matthew's church inttaggles with hostile
rabbinic Judaismlit should be noted that Matthew's portrayal of the
Pharisees was colored by several factors. He nav& been influenced
by the stereotyped role of opposition which theidbweligious leaders
played in the Gospel of Mark, one of his sourceadaubtedly his
description reflects a Christian prejudice nurturédy repeated
experiences of hostility and rejection by Jews. if&m recent
experiences resulting from his own community's aotst with rabbinic
Judaism reinforced that bias. From a literary spamtt the unrelieved
opposition of the Pharisees served as a foil towthn sharp contrast the
acceptance of Jesus by his disciples.

Self-Assessment Exercise 1

How did Matthew address the problem of Jewish enmihis Gospel?
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3.1.2 Matthew’s Christology

Who do men say that the Son of man is?" (Matt. 36:1
"You are the Christ, the Spmwnf the living God. (Matt.
16:16)

In his account of Peter's confession of faith at<adaea Philippi and the
event following it (Matt. 16: 13-28) Matthew gavéet climactic
expression, to his, own conviction of the personJesus. He is the
Messiah,("the Christ") in whom the Jewish figuretted Son of God (cf.
Matt. 3:13-17; 4:1-11; 17:1-5; etc.) and the Daidl3-14 prophecy of
the end-time Son of man (Matt. 9:6; 10:23; 16;27-&8.) are fulfilled.
As was frequently the case in early Christianityttilew expressed his
understanding of Christ in terms of functions. Whesus did revealed,
who he was. His marvelous deeds, but above allakithoritative
teaching and his suffering martyrdom disclosed messiahship. God
confirmed his identity repeatedly, finally by raigi him from the dead.
Precisely this Jesus, divinely confirmed and exaltsontinues to be
present and. to function authoritatively throughs lshurch. "All
authority in heaven and on earth has been givenetavith you always,
to the close of the age” (Matt 28:18-20).

Self-Assessment Exercise 2

Examine Matthew’s concept of Christ.
3.2 The Church and Israel

The question of continuity between the Christinrch and the people
of God described in the Jewish Scriptures gravelycerned Matthew
and his community. Why did the historical Isragéot Jesus? Why is it
so hostile to the church? Why was Christianity beiog an
increasingly Gentile movement?

Matthew sought to respond to these issues by madgfl'israel." Since

historical Israel willfully misunderstood its fumoh as God's chosen
people it had lost the priority which had been iglin its election. Its

aggressive resistance to the unfolding of God'shggwurposes resulted
in its condemnation. God' has transferred tenaricth® vineyard to

others-the Gentiles (Matt. 21:3-3). The historisabel is no longer the
religious Israel.

The church is the true Israel. It does not replaistorical Israel but
neither are they identical Since Jesus is Messlah, fulfillment and
completion of God's revelation in the Jewish Scrigs, those who
believe him to be Messiah are true Israelites. Tdaat include Jews
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(e.g., Peter, etc.) but docs not necessarily ddesus defines true Israel.
Belonging to Israel is not an accident of birth b consequence of
faith in Jesus the Messiah. Those who accept hitheaSon of God are
the holy people of God.

Matthew did not make the mistake that he felt mistd Israel had
made. He did not automatically identify “Israel’tivithe people of the
kingdom. The church is never equated with the kinglle of God,
which is to come. It also will face end-time judgmhéMatt.16: 25-27;
19:23-30; 20:16, 24-25). The church is Israel sagl@as it responds
obediently to the abiding presence of its rise exalted Lord, Jesus the
Messiah (Matt, 18:20; 28:30).

Self-Assessment Exercise 3

Why did historical Israel reject Jesus and becamehastile to the
church?

3.3 Universal Scope of the Gospel

Since historical Israel is not identical with theogple of God, the
inclusion of believing persons other than Jews bexo possible even
necessary. The Great Commission (Matt28: 18-20)emged so clearly
the universal validity of the work of Jesus andréfiere of the gospel
preached by the church. It confirms a motif ocagrifrequently in

Matthew’s Gospel.

The strong faith of the Canaanite woman gains lueoss to Jesus
healing power (Matt 15:24-26). Gentiles are capablgreater faith than
the Jews (Matt 8:10). When they demonstrate supéaith they are

representative of the vast geographical area fromshwwill come all of

those patriarchs (Matt 8:11). Their admittance his treligious table
fellowship will frequently be in place of Jews wkbould have priority
but would not believe (Matt, 8:12). Jesus fulfillékde prophecy of
Isaiah, which had anticipated the salvation of @etiles (Matt, 12:18,
21; of also Matt, 13:38; 22:9; 24:14; 25; 32; 26:13

If the gospel was not restricted to the Jews, tiekclude them either?
The ‘all nations” of the Great Commission included Jews, too (Matt
28:39 of 25:32). Matthew portrayed Jesus as aimtiicig that some of
Israel would confess him as Messiah at the secoming (Matt 23:39).
The in breaking of the kingdom of heaven in thesperof Jesus has
dissolved the religious distinction between Jew Gedtile. They are on
humanity. The significant distinction is no longahnic, but is defined
in terms of discipleship, which faithfully observié®e teaching of Jesus
(Matt 28: 19-20;0f Matt 13:52; 19: 16-22).
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The Jesus traditions, which Matthew included in Gisspel, reflected
the widespread Christian expectation of Christtang end of the world
in its present form (Matt 4:17; 10:23; 16:28; 2438. Matthew was
sympathetic to that belief, since he believed that promises in the
Jewish Scriptures concerning the end-time weradyrdeing fulfilled.

He held this belief in version with the view thaetexact time when the
second coming will be delayed for a considerabieriral (Matt 24:3-8,
26-27,36-44;25:1-12). There is still missionary wdor the church to
do (matt 12:36-43; 24; 14 28:16-20). Expectancy matybe abandoned
or dolled (Matt: 24:27,42-44; 25:13). But in thégnm, advice and rules
for regulating the life of the community and thendact of individual
Christians are needed (Matt. 18 of the teachingledus generally,
throughout the Gospel). While not contesting a diivend- time
expectation Matthew does redirect concern away feskiety about
when Jesus will return and toward interest in thality of the Christian
life in the interim.

Self-Assessment Exercise

How universal is the gospel of Matthew?
4.0 Conclusion

Matthew believed that Jesus understood the rearenatf the Law of
Moses better than the rabbis and he tried to shmsvdearly in his
Christology. He had exposed the heart of the lawmime taught that its
most perfects expression was unconditioned lovett(Me2:36-40 of
5:43-48). Actually the rabbis understood the essesfcTorah as love,
too as Matthew probably knew. The basic differebpegveen Jesus and
the rabbis, as Matthew understood them, was thatsJembodied as
heart of the law by the way he lived and they ditd Matthew sought to
respond to this issue by redefining "Israel." Sirfustorical Israel
willfully misunderstood its function as God's chogseople it had lost
the priority which had been implied in its electidtowever, Matthew
showed that inspite of their failure, they are twdélly caught off in his
universalism of the gospel.

5.0 Summary
The following are the lessons you have learnt i timit:

* Matthew wanted to help his community explain anfede its
conviction that Jesus is the Messiah and through ke
fulfilment of God's purposes was accomplished.

* Matthew re interpreted the law contrary to tragitib Jewish
believe.
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» That historical Israel wilfully misunderstood itsriction as God's
chosen people and lost the priority which had bewilied in its
election and

» That the gospel does not exclude anyone.

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments
1. Evaluate Matthew’s purpose of writing his gospel

2. How do you understand of Matthew’s Christology?
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4.0 Conclusion

5.0 Summary

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments

7.0 References/Further Readings

1.0 Introduction

We saw in the last unit Mathew’s purpose of writimg understanding
of the law and his Christology which is very uniguethis unit you are
you are about to studyhat distinguishes Matthew from other synoptic
gospels. In this unit, we shall see how Matthew enagtensive use of
citations and allusions to the traditions recorded the Jewish
Scriptures. He assumed that his audience was &amifith the Jewish
Scriptures. He also assumed familiarity with Jewmlstoms and
expressions. This called for his free use of th&be. way he modified
the miracle stories he collected should be notesl.hdmane treatments
of concepts and ideas are equally exemplified. stigistic use of
number and his concept of the church should be reifld special
interest.

2.0 Objectives
By the end of this unit you should be able to:

» Describe what made Matthew different from other agptic
gospels.

* Analyse Matthew’s system of relating the miraclerists.

» Account for Matthew’s humane treatment of issues.

* Explain the use of numbers in Matthew and

* Examine Matthew’s concept of the church.
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3.0 Main Content
3.1 The Use of Citations

A conspicuous feature of Matthew's Gospel is hiteresive use of
citations and allusions to the traditions recorded the Jewish
Scriptures. That is not to imply that Mark was w@lependent on Old
Testament traditions, too. He was. However, evepraportion to the
greater length of his Gospel, Matthew employed thewnch more
frequently. He creatively combined two major redigs traditions which
were valued by early Christians: the Jewish Screptand the stories
about Jesus.

It is likely that Matthew wrote his Gospel in GredWatthew's use of
Mark and the written portions of Q, both of whiclen in the Greek
Language, indicate this. Although he frequentheditexts from the
Greek translation of the Jewish Scriptures (thetui&epnt), he knew
them in the original Hebrew, and on occasion pretérhis own
translation. The fact that Matthew knew Greek doesimply that he
was not a Jewish Christian. Remember that PaulemrotGreek and
guoted from the Septuagint yet he was certainigva J

Matthew assumed that his audience was familiar wiite Jewish
Scriptures. (He also assumed familiarity with Jéwisustoms and
expressions, Jewish oral tradition, and rabbinio&trpretation.) His
argument sometimes depended on the ability of &é&drs to consider
the broader Old Testament context in which thestéxt cited originally
appeared. The methods Matthew applied to accommadaidents in
the Jesus story to Old Testament texts sometinmgdepeand even trou-
ble us. His search for an appropriate passagewibald conform to an
event in the Jesus tradition sometimes led him dotey a passage
without regard for its context. "Out of Egypt havealled my son,”
which Matthew (2:15) applied to the flight of Madgseph, and Jesus to
Egypt described originally, in Hosea the Exodusveehnce of Israel
from Egyptian slavery (Hosea 11:1).

Jeremiah's lament for Israel which headed to ekier. 31:15) is
converted into anticipation of the grief causedH®rod's murder of the
male children of Bethlehem (Matt. 2: 16-18). Ocoasily Matthew

appeals to a Jewish tradition text in such a vagae that the Scripture
he had in mind is uncertain, at least to us. "Aedatent and dwelt in a
city called Nazareth, that what was spoken by treplpets might be
fulfilled, 'He shall be called a Nazarene' (Matt2)2 The text that
Matthew was citing in that instance shows thatritended a word-play
on the Hebrew word in Isaiah 11: 1. It could alseam that he was
alluding to: "the boy shall be a Nazarene of Judges.
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There are instances where Matthew modified aqadaii Jesus tradition
so that it conformed to a text from the Hebrew [@ares. He added
additional travel itinerary to Mark's version osds' arrival in Galilee in
order to make the trip correspond to a prophecyfieaiah (Matt. 4:12-
16; compare Mark 1:14). Similarly the general teh@ money" which
Judas received from the Temple officials for batrgyJesus becomes
exactly "thirty pieces of silver® only in MatthewMétt. 26:14-15;
compare Mark 14:10-11; Luke 22:3-5) so that thefaonity of the
amount of money to Zechariah 11:12-13 is precisat{\27:9).

In contrast to the freedom with which Matthew afteombined the

narrative of Jesus and the Jewish traditions hassarally went to the

opposite extreme. A bent toward literalism produbaithew's strange

alteration of Mark's description of Jesus' entrtp iderusalem. Matthew
described Jesus as riding on taimals (Matt. 21: 7; compare Mark
11:7) because of the double expression in the @&lament text:

Lo, your king comes to you;
humble and riding on an ass,
on a coltthe foal of an ass. (Zech. 9:9, italics added)

Such a flagrant disregard of typical Hebrew palialte (the same thing
being said with two different expressions) has eduskepticism about
Matthew's Jewish background. Yet rabbinical literatamply testifies
that not only extreme literalism but also all oktbther interpretive
methods Matthew employed with Jewish Scripture wecgnmon

rabbinic exegetical devices. Such methods were sddvito restore
interpretive flexibility to ancient texts which hdzeen relevant when
they were first written but whose significance f@dome remote.

Self-Assessment Exercise 1
Why did Matthew make extensive use of Jewish ti@diih his gospel?
3.2 The Use of Miracle Stories

Matthew gathered together the miracle stories heddn Mark and his
other sources and concentrated many of them in saeéion of his
Gospel (Matt. 8 — 9). In the process he usuallgratt the Markan
versions by making them shorter and more compaatoparison of
the two versions of the exorcising of the demorspf{latt. 8:28-34 and
Mark 5:1-17) or of the healing of the paralytic (#1:1-8 and Mark
2:1-12) vividly demonstrates Matthew’'s fondness feliminating

unnecessary words. His version usually sounds oh@matic and lively
as a consequence.
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The different ways that Matthew and Mark includeranie stories of
Jesus in their narratives are interesting. Markssed miracle stories
because they proclaimed the present establishnigaod’s kingly rule
in the person of Jesus. He began his account aofsJesnistry with
several miracle stories (Mark 1:21 — 2:12). Matthéwwever, was
more interested in the portrait of Jesus as thieoaitsitive interpreter of
the will of God. He gathered together ten mirattgiss into one section
(Matt. 8 — 9). But he placed an extended sectioteathing by Jesus
before the collection of miracle stories — the Sarron the Mount, the
first major discourse (Matt. 5 — 7). By this medms subordinated the
miracles to the teaching traditions. They were @igractualizations of
those mighty supernatural deeds anticipated aetigeof the world by
the Jewish Scriptures (cf. Matt. 8:17). As Jesugachings
authoritatively interpret the will of God so his etls miraculously
confirm his teachings.

The miracle collections in Matthew conform to th@aoulous mighty

acts which were expected at the end of time, tliecérthe world in its

present form: “the blind receive their sight (M&i27-30) and the deaf
hear [this one is lacking], and the dead are raigefcf. Matt. 9:18-19,

23-25), and the poor have good news preached to fbg Jesus, Matt.
5 —7; by the disciples, Matt. 10]” (Matt. 11:5; t$a. 29:18-19; 35:5-9).
Miracles play the role for Matthew of supportingdasubstantiating

doctrine.

Self-Assessment Exercise 2

Explain how Matthew made use of the miracle star@kected.

3.3 Distinctive Jewish Features

Matthew was confident that his community was wetbrmed about
distinctively Jewish features in the Jesus tradgioThis observation
implies that a large part of the community eitherevJewish Christians
or had been exposed to Jewish culture and tradition an extended
period. Whereas Mark gave lengthy explanation abfmeitJewish cultic
requirements for ritual washings (mark 7:3-4), Maw eliminated the
explanation (Matt. 15:1-2). Apparently he felt moshis hearers would
understand that. References to cultic cleansingt(N28.25-26), to the
Temple tax (Matt. 17:24-27), to phylacteries (lemthubes containing
scripture, worn during prayer) and to fringes oayer shawis (Matt.
23:5) appear without further clarification. Matthewaok it for granted

that his hearers were familiar with excessive RBa&ri scrupulosity in
observing the commandment to tithe (Matt. 23:23)d awith the

caricatures of ostentatious, arrogant, Jewish pistgtt. 6:1-8; 23:6).

The sharp sarcasm of Matthew 23:24 is clear onlthtse who know
that both insects and camels were ritually unclesmd therefore
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forbidden as food (cf. Lev. 14:4, 42-43). He asstiitiat a reference to
the exaggerated eagerness of rabbinical Jews tgemitile converts was
clear (Matt. 23.15).

The way Mark described Jesus’ teaching about dev@ktark 10:1-12)

was modified by Matthew to reflect the Jewish opimthat in the case
of adultery only was divorce justified (Matt. 193- His version also
conformed to the Jewish view that only the maldrgarcould divorce.
(Mark 10:12, reflecting the more liberal divorcestams of Greco-
Roman society, was suppressed). Furthermore, a higty valuation

was placed by Matthew on the enduring validity bé tTorah, the
Jewish religious law (Matt. 5:17:19; 23:2-3).

Matthew’s language also reflects a sympathetic emess of Jewish
practice. His modifications of the Lord’s Prayeadition (Matt. 6:9-15,

cf. Luke 11:2-4) include typical Jewish liturgidaatures. Of the many
times that the phrase “the kingdom of God” appearetiis sources
Matthew changed all but four (Matt. 12:28; 24: 21,43) to the phrase
“the kingdom of heaven.” Barclay (1990) called tiphrase “a

reverential periphrasis” which conforms to Jewisluctance to use the
actual name of God.

Self-Assessment Exercise 3

Enumerate the Jewish features in Matthew.
3.4 Matthew's Ildealized Portraits

Matthew's reverent opinion of the person of Jesus the role of the
first disciples induced him to retouch some of t@e human details in
Mark's portrait of those persons. He intentionalitered Mark's
description of Jesus. He suppressed details tiggested that Jesus was
subject to human emotions. He also eliminated thpads of the
traditions which expressed opinions about Jesusctwhvlatthew
considered insulting.

For example, in the account of the healing of &ilgMatthew omitted
the note that Jesus was moved by pity (Matt. 8:2f3Mark 1:41). In

the story in which the disciples prevented the drkih from being

brought to Jesus. Matthew followed Mark's versiordescribing how
Jesus blessed the children but avoided mentionivag fesus was
indignant at his disciples (Matt. 19:14; cf. Mar@:14). Mark's report
that some of Jesus' friends thought that he wasydidark 3:21) was
dropped by Matthew.

Similarly, some details of Mark's Gospel which sleovihe disciples in
an unfavorable light were altered by Matthew to egia more
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complimentary impression. He softened Mark's sutjgeshat Jesus
thought the disciples were dense (Matt. 13:16-1.8Vark 4:13;1 Matt.
14:33; cf. Mark 6:51-52). Matthew preferred to #@ser unseemly
ambition to the mother of James and John rather thaheldisciples
themselves (Matt. 20:20; cf. Mark 10:35). These ifcations are
examples of Matthew's interest in idealizing thetqayals of his Gospel
characters. Careful comparison of the two narrativél uncover other
similar instances of Matthew's "corrective" reviso

Self-Assessment Exercise 4

Describe Matthew's interest in idealizing the poy#is of his Gospel
characters.

3.4 Use of Numbers

An intriguing feature of the Gospel of Matthesvits use of nhumbers.
Matthew often arranged things numerically in twtggees, fives and
sevens. There are two demoniacs (Matt. 8:28), tiied bmen (Matt.

9:27; 20:30), two false withesses (Matt. 26:60)reEfiold groupings
include the temptations (Matt. 4:111), examplesigtiteousness (Matt.
6:1-18), prohibitions (Matt. 6:19-7:6), commands a 7:7-20),

miraculous healings (Matt. 8:1-15), miracles of poMatt. 8:23-9:8),

parables on sowing (Matt. 13:1-32), and frequeetbewhere. Besides
the five major discourses, there are five illustrad of law fulfillment

(Matt. 5:21-48). There are seven demons (Matt. 9)2:4even loaves
and seven baskets (Matt. 15:34, 37), the sevep@midon (Matt. 18:21-
22), seven brethren (Matt. 22:25), and seven "w@Bkitt. 23:13-30).

The genealogy of Jesus divides into three groupBwiteen, or two

times seven names each (Matt. 1:2-17, see espex¢idll’). Such use of
numbers corresponds to the use of numerical devineslewish

Scriptures and rabbinical traditions. It servedialghurpose: mnemonic-
arranging of items in conveniently memorized grquasd aesthetic-
incorporating pleasing symmetrical patterns inenhrrative.

3.5 Use of "Church"

The Gospel of Matthew is the only Gospel in thel®ifo make explicit
use of the term "church" (Matt. 16:18; 18:17). THebrew equivalent
for the term in the Jewish Scriptures referred daél who was the
people of God. By his use of the term in his Godpalthew testified to
his conviction that those whom Jesus saved (M&if.)lnow composed
true Israel. It was distinct from Judaism thoughmecessarily exclusive
of it.

Matthew clearly had a great amount of admirationvibat Mark had
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accomplished in writing his Gospel or he would have used it as the
basis for his own. He also shared that same stoomyiction in the

Easter faith which led Mark to compose his Gospktthew had much
in common with Mark.

Matthew would not have changed Mark's version ofpaticular

tradition unless he thought that the changes ingadhe tradition and
made it more effective. Neither would he have addede traditions to
Mark unless he felt they enhanced and made morlube Gospel
narrative. It is to the changes and additions whdithew made to
Mark's Gospel that we look first in trying to dises what was of
particular concern to him. There we discover intices of major

interests and concerns Matthew had which he fekded to be
addressed more directly than the Gospel of Mark d@ae. We, also
discover that some Concerns which seemed vitalackMid not appear
to be so critical for Matthew.

Self-Assessment Exercise 5

How is “the church” conceived in Matthew?
4.0 Conclusion

Matthew has his own peculiar way of writing. Thigshbeen identified
in this unit. He cited extensively from the Jewssdriptures to buttress
his points. The miracles collection in Matthew amis to the
miraculous mighty acts which were expected at theé ef time. He
suppressed details that suggested that Jesus wagectsto human
emotions. He also eliminated those parts of thealittoms which
expressed opinions about Jesus which Matthew ceregidinsulting.
His language also reflects a sympathetic awareokedswish practice.
His use of numbers corresponds to the use of noaledevices in
Jewish Scriptures and rabbinical traditions. Matthe the only Gospel
in the 'Bible to make explicit use of the term "othl' and he would not
change Mark's version of any particular traditioless he thought that
the changes improved the tradition and made it ratieetive.

5.0 Summary
The following are the lessons you have learnt i timit:

* Matthew cited extensively from the Jewish scripsute buttress
his points.

* He adopted the miracle stories to conform withdvis format of
writing.

» He suppressed details that suggested that Jesusulgsct to
human emotions.

86



* His use of numbers corresponds to the use of noalatevices
in Jewish Scriptures and rabbinical traditions.
* Itis only in Matthew that the word church is exjly explained.

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments
1. Justify Matthew’s extensive use of the Jewisipaares.

2. What made the difference between Matthew’s aaicofithe miracle
stories and that of Mark?
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MODULE 3 THE GOSPEL OF ST. LUKE
INTRODUCTION

This module is on the third and longest of the gyitogospels. It will
introduce you to the gospel of Luke who was acotgima gentile. You
shall be taught of the authorship, sources and afatgiting the gospel.
No doubt, Luke had a purpose for writing; you slhalacquainted with
this. Major theological themes of the gospel shallexamined so as to
know the extent of universalism of the gospel.

The writer of this gospel, Luke is said to be adrian because of the
beautiful presentation of the narrative historyuYaannot but enjoy the
whole module. The book and journals recommenddteatnd of each
unit should be consulted for further reading.

Unit 1 Preliminaries

Unit 2 The Sources of Luke’s Gospel
Unit 3 Luke’s Purposes

Unit 4 Major Themes in Luke

Unit 5 The Universalism of Luke
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UNIT 1 PRELIMINARIES
Contents

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Objectives
3.0 Main content
3.1  Authorship of St. Luke.
3.2 The Date of Luke.
3.3  The Audience of Luke.
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0  Tutor-Marked Assignments
7.0 References/Further Readings

1.0 Introduction

This module introduces students to the gospel dfelLThe Gospel of
Luke is one of the Synoptic Gospels, and is thedthnd longest of the
four canonical Gospels of the New Testament. TRerarrates the life
of Jesus of Nazareth. The author, traditionallgnitfied as Luke the
Evangelist, is characteristically concerned witlsiabethics, the poor,
women, and other oppressed groups. Certain pogtidaies on these
themes, such as the prodigal son and the good $amare found only
in this gospel. This gospel also has a special asiplon prayer, the
activity of the Holy Spirit, and joyfulness. DonaBlthrie claimed, “it is

full of superb stories and leaves the reader widleep impression of the
personality and teachings of Jesus." The autha@nded to write a
historical account bringing out the theological réiigance of the

history. The author's purpose was to portray Ghngy as divine,

respectable, law-abiding, and international.

This unit looks at the preliminaries of the gospéh special emphasis
on the author, the date as well as the audiencéh Wese, students
would be familiar from the outset, with a generaewiew of the

gospel.

2.0 Obijectives

By the end of this unit you should be able to:

Identify the person of Luke.

Explain who the author of Luke was.

Relate the date of St. Luke.

Identify the differences between the audience dfeLand Mark.
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3.0 Main Content
3.1 Authorship of Luke

The author of the Gospel of Luke has been identifraditionally as a
missionary colleague of the Apostle Paul. The autbio Luke was
probably a Gentile Christian. Tradition identifilkee author as Luke, the
companion of Paul, but current opinion is ‘abouery divided'. Early
tradition, witnessed by the Muratorian Canon, lemsa €. 170),
Clement of Alexandria, Origen, and Tertullian, héhat the Gospel of
Luke and the Acts of the Apostles were both writteyn Luke, a
companion of Paul. The oldest manuscript of theogb&a. 200) carries
the attribution “the Gospel according to Luke” BarChristian
testimony concerning the gospel's authorship isfulh agreement,
although "some scholars attach little importancet'toThe Gospel of
Luke and the Acts of the Apostles were written g $ame author. The
most direct evidence comes from the prefaces oh damok. Both
prefaces are addressed to Theophilus, possiblgugthnot certainly the
author's patron, and the preface of Acts expligigfigrences "my former
book" about the life of Jesus. Furthermore, tham languistic and
theological similarities between the two works, gegfing that they
have a common author. Both books also contain cammterests.
Linguistic and theological agreements and crossreefces between the
books indicate that they are from the same autfbiose biblical
scholars who consider the two books a single, talome work often
refer to both together as Luke-Acts. It should béed that Acts of the
Apostles (1:1-2) says:

In my former book, Theophilus, | wrote about alath
Jesus began to do and teach until the day He Wan t#
to heaven, after giving instructions through thdyHgpirit
to the apostles He had chosen.

The text is internally anonymous and equally combeis. The
contention about the text can be attributed to dttestation of two
manuscripts of the book. One of the two oldest isurg manuscripts
P’ (circa 200), has the attribution according to Lukgle P* which 'is
probably to be dated earlier thBi@5has no such (surviving) attribution.
Tradition holds that the text was written by Luke tompanion of Paul
but scholars are divided on this issue as saidearl

Given this, the internal evidence of the Acts & fipostles concerning
its author pertains to the authorship of the Gaospélis evidence,
especially passages in the narrative where thep@rson plural is used,
points to the author being a companion of PaulDA&uthrie put it, of
the known companions of Paul, Luke is “as goodmas.a[and] since
this is the traditional ascription there seemse®ason to conjecture any
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other.” There is further evidence from the PauliBpistles. Paul
described Luke as “the beloved physician”, and seamlars have seen
evidence of medical terminology used in both thesggb and Acts. The
traditional view of Lukan authorship is “widely loe&s the view which
most satisfactorily explains all the data.” Thet lisf scholars
maintaining authorship by Luke the physician isglény, and represents
scholars from a wide range of theological opini®ut there is no
consensus, and the current opinion concerning Ludahorship has
been described as ‘about evenly divided'. on wieoahthor was.

Nevertheless whoever wrote the Third Gospel made ldrgest
Contribution to the composition of the New Testatmehany of its
authors. When this Gospel is joined by its compamnolume, the Acts
of the Apostles, they together make up about tweatyen percent or a
little better than one-fourth of the New Testamdittat is more than the
entire Pauline corpus.

Self-Assessment Exercisel
Who wrote St. Luke?

3.2 Date of Luke

Some scholars place the date as about 80-90teFmenus ad qua, or
latest possible date, for Luke is bound by theiestirpbapyri manuscripts
that contains portions of Luke (late 2nd/early 8emtury) and the mid
to late 2nd century writings that quote or referLidke. The work is
reflected in the Didache, the Gnostic writings ofisbBides and
Valentinus, the apologetics of the Church FathstidWMartyr, and was
used by Marcion. Donald Guthrie(1992) claims tHa tGospel was
likely widely known before the end of the first ¢ery, and was fully
recognized by the early part of the second, whié¢niit Koester states
that aside from Marcion, "there is no certain emwke for its usage,”
prior to ca. 150.

3.2.1 A Date After 70 A.D.

Many contemporary scholars regard Mark as a sawsed by Luke. If it
is true that Mark was written around the destructd the Temple of
Jerusalem, around 70AD, they theorize that Lukelevoot have been
written before 70. This view also believes that &skprediction of the
destruction of the temple could not be a resulefus miraculously
predicting the future but must have been writtethwknowledge of
these events after the fact. They believe thatdiseussion in Luke
21:5-30 is specific enough (more specific than NMadk Matthew's) that
a date after 70 seems necessary, if disputed. Thelselars have
suggested dates for Luke from 75 to 100. Suppora flater date comes
from a number of reasons. The universalizatiorhefrnessage of Luke
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is believed to reflect a theology that took timed&velop. Differences of
chronology, "style", and theology suggest that anéhor of Luke-Acts
was not familiar with Paul's distinctive theologytlnstead was writing
a decade or more after his death, which point tgnicant
harmonization between different traditions withimrly Christianity,
had occurred. Furthermore, Luke-Acts has views dmistlogy,
eschatology, and soteriology that are similar twséhfound in Pastoral
epistles, which are often seen as pseudonymousfaadater date than
the undisputed Pauline Epistles. The birth narestiof Luke and
Matthew are a late development in gospel writingudabJesus. Luke
might have originally started at 3:1, with John Begtist. Marcion circa
144, appears to have used this gospel, but hedaallee Gospel of the
Lord.

3.2.2 A Date between AD 37 and AD 70

Some scholars have posited earlier dates for Lukelmposition.
Arguments for a date between AD 37 and AD 61 f& @ospel note
that Luke is addressed to "Most Excellent Theohillyossibly a
reference to the Roman-imposed High Priest of Idsaeveen AD 37
and AD 41, Theophilus ben Ananus. This referenceldvalate the
original copy of Luke to within 4 to 8 years afte death of Jesus.

Some think that Luke collected much of his uniquatenial during the
imprisonment of Paul in Caesarea, when Luke ateridehim. Paul
mentions Luke, in passing, several times as tragelwith Paul.

However Guthrie notes that much of the evidencedfding the Gospel
at any point is based upon conjecture.

Carson, Moo and Morris opt for a date prior to AD Based upon 6
factors. Most prominent in their view is that nceatvbeyond AD 62 is
mentioned in the book including the death of chuledders such as
Paul or James. They note that there is no mentfothe Neronian

persecution in the early 60's or of the destruatibderusalem in AD 70.

Self Assessment Exercise 2

Argue in support of different dates for the writiofySt. Luke.
3.3  The Audience of Luke

Like Mark (but unlike Matthew), the intended audiens Gentile, and it
assures readers that Christianity is an internalioerligion, not an
exclusively Jewish sect. Luke portrays his subjact positive light
regarding Roman authorities. For example, the Jaressaid to be
responsible for Jesus' crucifixion, with Pontiutat finding no wrong
in him. The consensus is that Luke was written &r@ek or Syrian for
gentile or non-Jewish Christians. The Gospel igeskkd to the author's
patron, Theophilus, which in Greek simply medriend of God or
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(be)loved by Goar loving God and may not be a name but a generic
term for any Christian. The Gospel is clearly dieglcat Christians, or at
those who already knew about Early Christianityhea than a general
audience, since the ascription goes on to state thlea Gospel was
written "so that you may know the certainty of thaags you have been
taught" (Luke 1:3-4).

Self-Assessment Exercise 3
To whom were the gospel of Luke addressed?

4.0 Conclusion

We could see from this unit that the author of Lwkas probably a
Gentile Christian. Tradition identifies the auttasrLuke, the companion
of Paul, but current opinion is ‘about evenly dealLike the rest of the
New Testament, the gospel was written in Greeke INMark (but unlike
Matthew), the intended audience is Gentile, anaksgiures readers that
Christianity is an international religion, not axckisively Jewish sect.
On the date, scholars have suggested dates for frake 75 to 100.
Support for a later date comes from a number ofaes For the
audience, the intended audience is generally diéy be Gentiles. The
universalization of the message of Luke is equalyd to reflect a
theology that took time to develop.

5.0 Summary
The following are the lessons you have learnt i timit:

e That Luke was a missionary colleague of the AgoRtdul

* That traditional believe was that Luke wrote Stkéubut now
there are diverse opinions on it.

* That between 80 and 100 A.D. has been set as poskite of
writing St. Luke.

* That like Mark (but unlike Matthew), the intendeddsence is
Gentile.

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments
1. Why the controversy on the authorship of St.auk

2. What makes the difference between the audieh&t. d.uke and S.
Mark?
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UNIT 2 THE SOURCES OF LUKE'S GOSPEL
Contents

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Objectives
3.0 Main Content
3.1 Mark as a Source
3.2 The Use of "Q”
3.3 The Use of "L"
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0 Tutor-Mark Assignments
7.0 References/Further Readings

1.0 Introduction

We examined in the last unit the authorship of L dearing in mind the

date of writing and the audience of the gospethls unit we shall see
how Luke wrote fine Greek of all of the authorstioé New Testament
literature. Only the author of the epistle to thebkews was in his class
as a literary artist and crafts man. The prefadeuk’s Gospel contains
the best Greek in the entire New Testament. Thabido suggest that
Luke revived the polished style of composition etéeristic of the

authors of the Greek classical period such as HooneSophocles.

Rather Luke wrote in the popular, non-literary Gae@e common use in

the first century, C.E But he had flair for styladaa well developed

sense of rhetorical sentence proficient in the@a@Greek composition. A

fascinating aspect of Luke’s style was his abiityadopt a Septuagintal
(scriptural) tone when it suited his purpose. lieefhe was consciously
casting his composition into “Bible language”. Mllese were reflected
in his use of the various sources available to asrpresented in this
unit.

2.0 Objectives
By the end of this unit you should be able to:

e Account for the sources of Luke.

» Explain how Luke made use of Mark.
» Relate what source “Q” is all about.
» Discuss Lukan use of “L” materials.
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3.0 Main Content

3.1 Mark as a Source

According to the two-source hypothesis we consillealier, Luke had
a copy of the Gospel of Mark before him. He useakita major source
of material when he composed his own Gospel. linseeasonable to
assume as we assumed with Matthew, that Luke's conmyrnwas also
familiar with Mark's Gospel. If that is correct stuggests that they
probably would have made frequent and repeated afisMark in
preaching the gospel to non-Christians, in teachamgl in the worship
of their community. They would likely be aware thre of many of
the changes Luke made to Mark's narrative. Theyldvalso be alert for
any new ideas which Luke invested in his revisibMark.

Luke incorporated most of Mark-almost seventy petceto his
Gospel. That is less, however, than Matthew whal iws®und ninety
percent of Mark. In these Markan sections Luke gme=d Mark's
narrative sequence with exceptional exactness. Mewde did insert
some non-Markan traditions. Omitted from Luke's @dswas the
material in Mark 6:458:27 Some scholars think that Luke's copy of
Mark lacked that section. Others believe Luke psebp left it out
because it contradicted his understanding of thegigghy of Jesus'
ministry. No satisfactory explanation for this o has been given.

Although Luke adopted Mark's outline as the basamnework for his
own Gospel he expanded Mark considerably. He a@déghsive birth
and infancy stories to the beginning, and postsrestion appearance
account to the end. In addition to the brief insed he made into the
blocks of Markan material he included two extensseetions of non-
Markan traditions. Luke 6:20-8:3 and 9:51-18:14e3é are sometimes
called the small interpolation and the great intéapon. You will note
that the great interpolation accounts for most afkd's expanded
material (Luke 9:51-19:40) and it is usually calkb@ travel narrative.
This block surprisingly is the point where Luke @iged from Mark's is
on the Passion narrative.

Luke may have had another version of the Passay &tom one of his
other sources that he preferred to Mark's verdigpually possible is the
suggestion that he used Mark's Passion narrativie tioroughly
reworked it by changing the sequence of some evants adding
additional features from other sources. No doubykelL wrote
exceptionally fine Greek. Since Mark's Greek wakean primitive we
are not surprised to discover that Luke frequemproved Mark's
style. He simplified constructions removed unneagssepetitions,
corrected grammar, and replaced colloquialisms.
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Self-Assessment Exercise 1

How did Luke make use of Mark’s materials?
3.2 The Use of “Q”

The Gospel of Mark was not the only source, whiahkd. had in
common with Matthew. Both Matthew and Luke alsowdren Q for
additional Jesus traditions to those they foundViark. Since Luke
incorporated material from the Gospel of Mark irg&ablocks we would
expect him to do something similar with “Q”. Mostf the material
Luke took from Q is concentrated in two large sawti Luke 6:20-8:3
and 9:51-18:14. The latter section is, of courbse, bulk of Luke's
expanded version of the journey of Jesus from &alib Jerusalem.

When scholars compare the Q traditions in Matthewd Auke they
usually assume that the order of the material ikeLaonforms more
nearly to that of Q than does Matthew's order. &ingke preserved the
order of Mark's Gospel more carefully than Matthdtvis a likely
presumption that he did the same wighWe have no way to test the
extent to which Luke reworked the language anckestyltheQ material
he borrowed Grammatical corrections, linguistic imement, and
stylistic improvement may only be suspected. On d@halogy of the
manner in which he revised Mark, however, we maypsse that he
dealt similarly with the traditions he took from Q.

Self-Assessment Exercise 2
Explain your understanding of “Q" tradition.
3.3 The Use of "L"

The Gospel of Luke is much longer than the sumhef ¢combined
materials which Luke adopted from Mark and fromQ@er one-third of
the third Gospel relates traditions which are irké.ualone. Neither
Matthew nor Mark tell of the "shepherds out in fledd, keeping watch
over their flock by night" (Luke 2:8-20), a sceng evocative of the
Christmas celebration. Nor do the first two Gospelsw of the Parable
of the Prodigal Son (Luke 15: 11-32). Nor do thehte the story of the
resurrected Christ walking with two discouragedciiles along the
road to Emmaus, who did not recognize their tragetompanion until
the moment when he broke bread with them (Luke)3-35

The infancy traditions with which Luke began hisspel (Luke 1 and
2) are peculiar to him. So also is his genealoguké. 3:23-38).
(Matthew also recorded a genealogy but it diffecsrf Luke's cf.Matt.
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1:1-11). The special material found in the main body of &skGospel
greatly enriches our knowledge of ancient Jesudstivas treasured by
the early church.

Scholars frequently refer to all of the speciatlitians which are found
only in the Gospel of Luke with the symbol "L." A#as the case with
"M" (Matthew's special traditions) and with "Q" gtfitions common to
both Matthew and Luke) we cannot be certain thdtwas only one
document. Probably it was not. It is very doubthdt Luke derived all
of his special traditions from just one additiomaitten source. Rather
he may have gathered some of the "L" material freeweral other
documents. Very likely much of it was borrowed bynhfrom the

common fund of oral traditions. The designation I£'5imply a symbol
of convenience to indicate traditions unique toThed Gospel.

The chart for the interrelationship of the Synogiaspels for Luke can
be completed as follows:

Mark Q L

N

Self-Assessment Exercise 3

1. Analyse the content of ‘L’ material.

4.0 Conclusion

Luke employed a large variety or literary devicesjdin together the
materials he had gathered from his sources. Preds;t which
anticipated, summaries, reviewed, and cross redesewhich connected
several traditions together all contributed to gnéte the separate parts
into a whole. Luke was much more thorough in shagpiils sources into
a literary unity than Mark did.

5.0 Summary
The following are the lessons you have learnt i timit:

* That Luke used about70% of St Mark in his gospel

* That the literary style of Luke is unique.

» That Luke used another source called “Q”-a matgx@uliar to
him and Matthew.

» That Luke has his own special source called “L”ahhine used to
expand his gospel.
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6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments
1. Account for the various source which made up.Gie.

2. Assess the place of “L” in Luke’s gospel.
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UNIT 3 LUKE'S PURPOSES
Contents

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Objectives
3.0 Main content
3.1 Accuracy
3.2  Persuasiveness
3.3  Apologetic
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments
7.0 References/Further Readings

1.0 Introduction

You were taught in unit 2 about the sources of LiKe related his use
of Markan materials, “Q” and “L”. Having knownhis sources, we
shall now move to why he wrote his gospel Cleaklyke had some
specific reasons for going to the trouble of wagtihis two-volume

work. As with the Gospel of Matthew, the changesciwh.uke made as
he revised Mark’'s Gospel provide helpful clues & as we try to
discern what his reasons were. Unlike either Mattloe Mark, Luke

announced right at the beginning of his Gospel ileatvas intending to
do. “Many have undertaken to compile a narrativeéhef things which

have been accomplished among us... it seems gooe to ta write an

orderly account... that you may know the truth” (Lukel-4). Luke

knew of other accounts already written but, mucth@sadmired them
and had learned from them, he considered them todokequate. That is
implied by his resolve “to write an orderly accdueven though many
had already “undertaken to compile a narrative."Wéated to do better
than they had.

Luke was determined to write better Gospel than hayknew. He
intended for his literary composition to replace@dt other accounts
rather than to be used along with them. It is aerasting irony that
later the church clustered Luke's Gospel togeth#r several others as
complements to each other. At least one in thatgmf Gospels was
one that Luke had intended to supersede-the Gadpdiark. In what
ways did he try to improve on what had been done?

2.0 Objectives
By the end of this unit you should be able to:

» Assess the extent of accuracy in St. Luke.
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» Explain how Luke achieved his purpose of persuasss.
» Examine the currency of Luke for his community.

* Relate the historicity of Luke’s records.

* Analyse how Luke moulded his gospel as an apologia

3.0 Main Content

3.1 Accuracy

Luke sought to make his Gospel more accurate. Hsidered himself
to be competent to compose "a narrative of thegthimhich have been
accomplished. Having followed all things closely smme time past, he
wrote an orderly account” (Luke 1:1, 3). Luke wadirat century
Christian historian. He wanted to write a histofyttee life of Jesus, the
Savior. In his second volume, Acts, he wrote atohysof how the
salvation God realized in Jesus was preached by chigch in
expanding' waves after the resurrection.

Luke did the best he could to write accurate hystdiet by the criteria
of modern historical study he fell short of hiseint. Before we judge his
achievement too harshly, however, there are a eoaplmoderating
observations which are very important for us tosider.

Luke assumed his sources were historical recordehwhontained
accurate information. They were at least only ciage removed from
the dependable testimony of those who had beermiresnd observed
the events which the traditions described. They Ieeh "delivered to
us by those who from the beginning were eyewitreeasel ministers of
the word" (Luke 1:2).

Unfortunately the confidence Luke invested in hisurses was
excessive. Since Luke used large portions of Mar# adopted the
narrative sequence of that Gospel as the framevarkis own he
apparently regarded Mark as an accurate historexard. The major
way he sought to improve Mark was not to correch Hwith the

possible exception of the Passion narrative). éel to complete Mark's
account by enriching it with important Jesus triads which Mark

lacked. We now are quite certain, however that Masks not an
eyewitness, himself nor was he trying to write stdny of Jesus. Many
of his geographical designations and much of theoradlogical

sequence of events in his narrative were governethéological and
literary interests are similar historical inaccuescwere likely present in
the other sources upon which Luke depended.

The second excusing observation is the differene®vden what is
meant by "history" today and what it meant in tivetfcentury. Since
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the Enlightenment (a philosophical movement of skegenteenth and
eighteenth centuries which stressed the power ahamu reason),

historical inquiry has developed a stringent mettogly which controls

certainty about factual accuracy. It is wrong tokhhistorians of the

first century were not concerned for accurate m@tion. They were.

But that was not the chief goal of history. Histomas a branch of
rhetoric whose usefulness lay in its interpretabbpast occurrences for
the illumination they could provide to enrich theaning of the present
and the future. Facts about the past, in and ahskeé/es were not
important. What those facts signified were. If theaning discerned in
events could be made more vivid by adding detailthé accounts the
historian had at his disposal then it was not @udgeptable, it was his
duty as a historian to provide them.

That was the kind of historian Luke was. He wrdte history of Jesus
and of the early church not just to report what becurred. The history
of Jesus and the church was significant becausasta continuation of
the biblical history recorded in the Jewish Scrips) and extended into
the present of Luke anidls community. Luke, the historian, was also
Luke, the Christian. His account was at the sergidas faith.

Self Assessment Exercisé

How historical were the records of St. Luke?

3.2 Persuasiveness

Luke hoped his Gospel would be more persuasive tihan other

narratives which had been composed before his.dpedto call forth
from his hearer confident conviction in the contesft Christian

preaching by accumulating and attractively presgné narrative of the
Jesus traditions.

He wishes to recover and reformulate the
roots of Christian faith So that the certainty
and continuity of Christian faith from the
beginning up to the present can be
established: from Israel through Jesus to the
church.

Luke also sought to make his Gospel more currenhi® hearers. He
wanted to provide his Christian community with neses and counsel
which addressed the critical issues with which tiweye struggling. It
wasn't that Mark was wrong. It was just that he Watten his Gospel to
meet the needs of his community. Those concerngtendoncerns of
Luke's community did not exactly correspond. Lukads the Jesus
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traditions more relevant to the situation of hisnoas@mmunity.

It is true that in the preface Luke addressed tosp@l to Theaphilus
(Luke 1:3), an unknown Roman official who had athgaeen instructed
in the Christian faith. But Theophilus was not 8wde intended reader.
Luke was addressing himself primarily to his Chaistcommunity. He

intended that they not just have more accurate letdye about

Christianity: Even more, he was eager for them Ktmw the truth

concerning the things of which [they] have beeminfed" (Luke | :4).

As the result of their hearing the contents ofthis-volume work they

"should be strengthened in their faith, praise Gwdhe salvation sent
to them and take courage, so that the number atuses might

continue to increase.

Self-Assessment Exercise 2

Examine the level of persuasiveness in St. Luke.
3.3 Apologetic

Luke moulded his literature to serve as an apolagialefense of
Christianity, trained in two directions. In the avehat portions of his
audience were indifferent to the full claims of Ghanity he hoped to
commend it to their acceptance. He explained tisesha the Christian
faith and promoted the truth of its claims.

That does not mean that Luke anticipated that pagesuld read his
writing simply out of curiosity. Rather he was laog beyond the
internal concerns of his community to its involvernen Christian
missionary preaching and teaching. He wanted hikwobe a helpful
resource to the other Christians as they preachedt@nity.

The name of Luke's patron, Theophilus (literallyot=over"), and it
calls to mind a special segment of people in tsitury Greek society.
They were Gentiles who were attracted to the Jewadigion. They
associated themselves with the synagogue paricpan its worship
and festivals, and adopted many Jewish customs paactices. But
without becoming full converts to Judaism. The Jewedled them
"devout ones," "God-fearers," "God-lovers." Lukeymaave had that
group in mind also. They were a group likely to feeeptive to the
gospel since they were acquainted already with slewaditions about
the Messiah.

The second direction in which Luke pointed his agetic was toward
Imperial Rome. The term with which he addressedophéaus, "most
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excellent,” was a term commonly used to address lggvernment

officials (cf. Acts 23:26; 24:2; 26:25). Possiblyyke was concerned to
correct any misunderstandings Theophilus had ableitnature and
intent of the Christian movement. Further, Luke whs only New

Testament author to name Roman emperors in hisngsit(Luke 2:1;

3:1; cf. also Acts 11:28; 18:2). He seems to haaenbsensitive to that
segment of the society in which his community lived

Luke made a considerable effort to exonerate thed@&oEmpire from
any direct guilt for the execution of Jesus (Lulde42 7, 13-16, 22, 47)
and for the persecution of the Christian churchréguent motif in
Acts), He was concerned to portray Christianity as apolitical
movement. It was not a subversive sect of revahaties intent on
overthrowing Imperial Rome. Luke even hinted thats God was at
work in the Christian church, governmental autlyostas incapable
ultimately of suppressing the Christian faith.

Self-Assessment exercise 3

Examine the efforts of St. Luke in exonerating Bmman Empire from
any direct guilt for the execution of Jesus.

4.0 Conclusion

From the above, we could see that the author of.@te intended to
write a historical account bringing out the theadadj significance of the
history. The author's purpose was to portray Ghngy as divine,
respectable, law-abiding, and international. Saisbig is in wide
agreement that the author of Luke also wrote this Atthe Apostles. In
fact, "the Gospel of Luke and the Acts of the Apesstoriginally
constituted a two-volume work." In some editionstloé Bible, Luke-
Acts has been presented as a single book. Both lamkke Acts are
addressed to Theophilus, and there are severaliesezmncerning why
as reflected above.

5.0 Summary

The following are the lessons you have learnt i timit:
» That Luke tried as much as possible to write amii@te report.
» That persuasiveness is a major concern of St. lukeiting his

gospel.
» That Luke was apologetic in his approach.
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6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments

1. With the contemporary understanding of histbuiguv historical is St.
Luke?

2. Discuss how Luke achieved his purpose of penseiasss.

7.0 References/Further Readings

Bauckham, R. (2006Jesus and the Eyewitnessemdon: Eerdmans.

Carson, D.A., Morris, Leon and Moo, Douglas J. @99An
Introduction to the New Testamefdrand Rapids: Zondervan.

David Aune (1987).The New Testament in Its Literary Environment
Philadelphia: Westminster.

Donald Guthrie, (1990).New Testament IntroductionLeicester:
Apollos.

Dunn G., James, (1977WUnity and Diversity in the New Testament
Philadelphia: Westminster.

Funk, Robert Wand Roy W. Hoover. (1993The Five GospelsSan
Francisco: Harper.

Harris, Stephen L. (198%)nderstanding the Bibldalo Alto: Mayfield.
Keith F. Nickle (1980). The Synoptic Gospels. AtlnJohn Knox.

Nils A. (1976).The Purpose of Luke Acts: Jesus in the Memoryeof th
Early Church Minneapolis: Augsburg Press.

The Books of the Bibl€2007). Colorado Springs: International Bible
Society.

The Original New Testamer{iL985). San Francisco: Harper & Row.

William David.(1969). Invitation to the New Testameniew York:
Doubleday.

Wood, D. R. W. (1996)New Bible DictionarylLeicester: Inter Varsity
Press.

105



UNIT 4 MAJOR THEMES IN LUKE
Contents

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Objectives
3.0 Main content
3.1 Doctrine of Christ
3.2  The Holy Spirit in Luke
3.3 Delay of Jesus' Return
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments
7.0 References/Further Readings

1.0 Introduction

You saw in the last unit the accuracy of Luke’sting and how he was
able to achieve his purpose of persuasiveness. ddallg show his

currency on the contemporary issues of his day ewehtually, he
moulded his gospel as an apologia This unit deanlyn with the

theology of Luke. He starts from Luke’s conceptioihChrist as the
expected Messiah. This concept was moulded in isviedge of the
Jewish scriptures. He equally emphasized the woflkbe Holy Spirit.

He envisioned Jesus as been anointed by the Hatyt. Sp fact the

Holy Spirit is an important personality in Luke’sogpel. In his

understanding of Jesus return he modified the nouri@hristian

expectation and relaxed the note of urgent immegdiac

2.0 Objectives
By the end of this unit you should be able to:

» Discuss the theology of St. Luke’s gospel.

» Evaluate Luke’s conception of Christ as the expkotessiah.
» Assess the place of the Holy Spirit in Luke’s gdspe

* Analyse Luke’s modification of the return of Christ

3.0 Main Content
3.1 Doctrine of Christ

Luke's understanding of the person and work ofsJ@ésmas moulded by
his knowledge of the Jewish Scripture tradition®udbthe expected
Messiah. Jesus is the anointed one sent by GodthAde Synoptic
authors recorded the tradition of Jesus' teachinghe synagogue at
Nazareth (Matt. 13:54-58; Mark 6:1-; Luke 4:16-38ut only Luke
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included the text from Jewish Scriptures which 3ewsad. It was from
the prophet Isaiah:

The Spirit of the Lord is upon me, because he hameed
me to preach good news to the poor. He has sertbme
proclaim release to the captives and recoveringjgiit to
the blind; to set at liberty those who are opprésse
proclaim the adaptable year of the Lord (Luke 4198-
from Isaiah 61:1-2; 58:6)

Then, in Luke's version, Jesus explicitly applibd tection to himself.
"Today this scripture has been fulfilled in youraheg" (Luke 4:21).
The importance of this passage for Luke's view lofiT is indicated by
the prominence he gives it in his narrative. Theaphing in Nazareth is
the first public act of ministry which Jesus didteaf he had been
anointed with the Spirit of God at his baptismfdiows immediately
after the account of his temptation in the wildesierhis is one of the
few places where Luke diverged from the order @ngés Mark followed
in his Gospel. Mark's version of the tradition esus' preaching in the
synagogue is briefer, less specific, and appedysafter Jesus has been
engaged in ministry for some time (Mark 6: 1-6).

If Jesus was the Messiah toward which the JewisiptSces pointed
why wasn't he recognized as such during his life@tTwas a problem
‘With which the early church continually struggldd. Luke's Gospel,
even the disciples were able to recognize thatsJess the promised
Messiah of the Jewish Scriptures only after theirestion when the
risen Christ opened their minds to finally comprethevho he was
(Luke 24:26-27, 28). Professor Dahl rightly observeélLuke has
retained and even sharpened the idea of the 'méssacret’ which is
otherwise much more prominent in Mark.

In one particular instance, Luke takes a markedfgr@nt position from

the other Gospel writers. The crucifixion of Jeigot a saving act. It
iIs not a ransom for human sm. It is a murder peaped by the Jews.
The saving event was the life and work of Jesus,Messiah of God.
God confirmed Jesus' messianic identity and vindatahim over his

enemies with the resurrection. Jesus, 'the buildinge rejected by the
Jewish leaders, was used by God. (The image is Reaim 118:22, a
favorite text of Luke's.) The person of Jesus igjue. His life and work,

however, is a model by which the church is to belgal In Jesus the
church sees how it must live now that it also liedi with the Spirit of

God.
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Self-Assessment Exercise

How did Luke conceive Christ in his gospel?
3.2 The Holy Spirit in Luke

Luke emphasized the work of the Holy Spirit in Giespel. The nativity
and infancy stories which precede Jesus' publicistnn contain
numerous references to the Holy Spirit (Luke 13%,41, 67, 80; 2:25-
27). Just after the baptism of Jesus the Holy Sggscended upon him
(Luke 3:21-22) and filled him (Luke 4:1). This sa@pirit led him into
the wilderness to undergo the ordeal of the tenguigt.uke 4; 1-13). It
caused him to return to Galilee to begin his puiinistry (Luke 4: 14-
15). As we have seen, the inaugural event of thiaistry was his
appearance in the synagogue at Nazareth. Thedehgfied himself as
the One anointed with the Spirit of the Lord whdme prophet, Isaiah,
had described (Luke 4:16-21).

Luke seems to have envisioned Jesus as anointedheitHoly Spirit in

a special way. During the narration of his publimistry he is the only
one Luke described as filled with the Holy Spidfter his baptism

Jesus is the sole bearer of the Spirit. John thei®aanticipated that
Jesus would communicate the Holy Spirit to hisdwkrs (Luke 3: 16),
an anticipation that Jesus himself confirmed (AttS, 8), and that
happened at Pentecost (Acts 2. 1-4). The rest efbtiok of Acts is
filled with references to the activity of the HoBpirit among the first
Christians. But there is an important distinctiogtvizeen the way the
Holy Spirit filled Jesus and the way the disciplesre filled. Although

Jesus was led by the Spirit he had control oveiSghet. The disciples
and other early Christians were controlled by th&iS

The Holy Spirit was an important factor providingntinuity within
Luke's understanding of holy history (that is. dwgtby means of which
God accomplishes his saving purposes). The leaddrsisrael
particularly the prophets and the other authordewfish Scripture were
inspired by the Holy Spirit to testify to the comirof the Savior
Messiah. It was by means of the Holy Spirit thagdude that expected
Messiah, was incarnate, taught and did miraculaugsv

The early disciples and later Christians were alglé¢he empowering of

the Holy Spirit to testify persuasively and do mirbbus deeds. The
Holy Spirit guided the church in its missionary arpion.
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Self-Assessment Exercise 2
How important is the person of the Holy Spirit in Suke’s gospel?
3.3 Delay of Jesus' Return

During the first stages of the formation of the iStian community the
expectation that Jesus would return right away waag common. But
as months became years and even decades the anticifhat he would
return soon was shaken. After all, it is very duilt breathlessly to await
an event for an extended period of time.

Luke modified the current Christian expectatiortloé return of Christ.

He relaxed the note of urgent immediadyhendesus will come again is
less important than the conviction thatibeomingagain. The moment
of his return bas receded into the indefinite featuBreathless

expectation has been muffled.

Luke's modifications of the emphasis on an earyrreof Jesus served
two purposes. First it helped him to cope with ttisis which
disappointed expectations fostered. Since the éapec of an imme-
diate return of Jesus was so prominent in earlys@anity the truth of
the whole gospel message was jeopardized wherdinaoi occur. If
Christ's return had not occurred, perhaps theaktite Christian faith
was also wrong. By muting the emphasis on the esarof the second
coming of Jesus Luke helped avert that challengthéotruth of the
gospel. Second, the extension of the interim pebeidveen the earthly
ministry of Jesus and his second coming invitedltbggcal reflection. If
the return of Jesus was not to be looked for ragimy, the time prior to
his return possibly was more significant than jastull in salvation
history. Luke described it as the time of the chigevork and witness in
the world. It was an interval in which the spirmhpowered agents of
God, the church was accomplishing a task which avamtegral part of
God's saving purpose. Luke was the first of the pBbswriters to
develop an extensive theology of the church.

Self-Assessment Exercise 3
How did Luke explain the delay in Jesus return?

4.0 Conclusion

From the above we could see Luke’s theological emp&tce in his
treatment of main ideas in his gospel. His conosptif Christ was born
out of his Jewish scriptures makes it unique. Hardbuld anything be
achieved without the assistance of the Holy Spiliich was present in
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virtually all activities in the gospel. He deviatdcbm the popular
acclamation for the urgency of Christ return andlenthe people more
responsive. This made his gospel different fromerthn both literary
and the theological approaches.

5.0 Summary
The following are the lessons you have learnt i timit:

* That Luke’s theology is distinct from that of Maakd Matthew.

* That his presentation of Christ as messiah is todyzt of his
knowledge of Jewish scriptures.

» That Holy Spirit occupies central position in Stikie.

* And his understanding of Jesus return lacks thenay attached
to it in other gospels.

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments

1. Account for the uniqueness of the theology ol 8ke.

2. Why did Luke modify the contemporary expectatioh Christ's
return?
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1.0 Introduction

You can easily notice how this module progresses fauthorship to
sources and to purposes. In the last unit you etlidiajor themes in
Luke. These were the distinguishing features ofgbspel. In this last
unit we shall look at the extent of universalismtive gospel of Luke.
Luke was a Christian historian. In the first cegtuC.E., history was
considered important for the meaning it was abldisgover in human
events. The meaning that interested Luke most what vhistory
disclosed about God's plan to save and restorerbation. That was a
theological perspective of history which Luke fouradfirmed in
Judaism's understanding of its history as holyohyst The Jewish
Scriptures amply testified to that view. Human oigt rightly
understood, reveals God at work to save 'his anealihis is so because
God has chosen to make himself known through humants and
historical persons. Salvation history is not ideaitiwith secular history.
It is possible to know the data of history-peopiaces, dates, events-
and still be ignorant (or even hostile to) God'sigie of redemption. But
secular history provides the context into which Giaskrts his saving
presence. Luke wanted to integrate the story afs)éige and the history
of the church into comprehensive understanding ofl’ & redemptive
history, unfold in secular history. The gospel ake is in the forefront
among the synoptic gospels on the universal prcatim of the gospel
as shown in this unit.

2.0 Obijectives

By the end of this unit you should be able to:

» Evaluate the extent of universalism in the gospéluke.
* Understand how Luke used his knowledge of Historwtite
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an orderly account of Jesus tradition.

» Show how Luke’s writing reflects salvation thatrestricted
to the Jews.

» Discuss Luke’s concern especially for the poor, dlcast
and women.

3.0 Main Content

3.1 Salvation History

Luke conceived of salvation history as divided itibhoee major parts:
the period of Israel, the period of Jesus and #reog of the church. Of
course, Luke's community was living in the thirdipd, the period of
the church. The period of Israel was in the renpatst. It stretched all
the way to creation (note. that Luke's genealogyesfus goes back to
Adam whereas the earliest figure in Matthew’s gégais Abraham
Luke 3:23-38 compare Matt. 1:2-16). It was the toh¢he revelation of
God's purposes that John the Baptist appeared. diteaded to this
period (Luke 16: 16). His function was that the gvet who prepared
the way for the Messiah (Luke 1:76-77). In thatssgrhe was "filled
with the Holy Spirit” (Luke 56-17). But when the ped of Jesus was
ready to begin John the Baptist receded into tlekdraund (Luke 3:19-
20). The period of Jesus also belonged to a time badkarpast. His
history was not the end of history in the senseasdsation of God’s
revelation. But it was the end of history in thense that it was the
unique, decisive period for the realization of Gatving purpose.

The second period extended from the descent oHthilg Spirit upon
Jesus at his baptism (Luke 3:22) until the returthe Spirit to God at
Jesus' crucifixion (Luke 23:46). During this peridesus was the only
one Luke described as filled with the Holy Spi#t.its beginning Satan
was repulsed (Luke 4: 1-13) and retired from thensg inactive (Luke
4: 13b). Only near the end of the period of Jeshenmhe hostility of
the Jewish leaders had intensified into a conspitaamurder him did
Satan find "the opportune time" in the person afadulscariot to renew
his assault on the Spirit-empowered Messiah (Luk8-B).

This second period was the time of the fulfillmesft the promises
anticipated in the first period (Luke 4:21; 24:4dnd frequently in
between). It was the time for preaching the kinglie of God not as
expectation but a least as reality (Luke 16:16jds the middle point of
human time, "the hinge of history in which both theaning of the past
and the course of the future are revealed.

The third period is the epoch of the church. Tih& tand second periods
the times of Israel and of Jesus were in the digtast. The period of
the church embraces the recent past the presenharfdture. It began
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with the outpouring of the Holy Spirit on believeas Pentecost (Acts
2:1-4; cf. Luke 3:16; 24:49; Acts 1:5. 8) and exterto the second
coming of Jesus and the end of the world. It istiime for mission for

proclaiming the good news of what God had reveakedis intent in the
first period and has realized in the second perlods the time to

witness to people everywhere in God's creation eomicg salvation

accomplished (Luke 24:47-48; Acts 1:8). The chusclsommissioned
and empowered to issue the call to repentance usicedhe forgiveness
of sins, and affirm the promised gift of the Holpi& to those who

believe (Acts 2:38-39).

It is interesting that Luke described a forty-dagyripd of preparation at
the outset of both the second and third periodsabfation history. The
period of Jesus began with the forty-day temptagmperience in the
wilderness (Luke 4: 1-13). The prelude- to the gqebof the church was
a forty-day association of the disciples with JeJimss interval includes

the resurrection and the post-resurrection appeasana time of

instruction, and the ascension of Jesus into hefwake 24; Acts 1:1-

11). Is it merely coincidence that the figure "forbccurs so often in the
inaugural traditions of the first period, the péeriof Israel, as recorded
in the Jewish Scriptures (the flood of Noah ladiedy days-Genesis
7:4; Israel wandered in the wilderness forty ydaxedus 16:35; Moses
waited on Mount Sinai forty days-Exoddd: 18)?In Jewish religious

symbolism "forty" was a sacred number frequentlgduso indicate a
period of preparation and testing prior to theadtrction of a significant
new event or stage in salvation history.

Self-Assessment Exercise 1

How do you understand Luke’s division of: the pdriof Israel, the
period of Jesus and the period of the church?

3.2 Gospel to the Gentiles

As far as we can tell, Luke was a Gentile Christremose Christian
community was composed predominantly of Gentileistilans. It is not
surprising, therefore, to discover a strong intereshe universal scope
of the gospel pervading his writings. God intendedsave all of his
creation including Gentiles. Redemption was notitéoh just to the
Jews. That had an immediate interest for Luke asdcbmmunity as
well as affecting the enthusiasm with which they dnissionary
preaching.

We encounter specific reference to the Gentilesy aarthe Gospel.
Simeon recognized the infant Jesus as the embotiofie¢hat salvation
of God which was both "a glory to thy people Istamhd "a light for
revelation to the Gentiles" (Luke 2:32). Luke's galogy of Jesus did
not stop with Abraham, the Father of Israel, bueeaed on to include
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Adam, the Father of all humanity (Luke 3:23-38)ll6wing the first

incident Luke described in Jesus' public ministilye preaching at
Nazareth (Luke 4:16-22), Jesus drew an analogheosignificance of
his own ministry by referring the prophets ElijaidaElisha whom God
sent to minister to non-Jews (Luke 4:24-27).

Jesus' home-town folk, angered by his analogy, lsotagkill him (Luke
4:28-29). That anticipated the rejection by theslewich culminated in
his execution: It was precisely their rejection ethgave Gentiles access
to gospel salvation. The pattern was repeatidn in the second
volume. That shift in direction was not simply arad" hoc"
accommodation. The Holy Spirit compelled the ursedistic
perspective. The church had superseded the Jewetgliepas true Israel.
It was through the disciples and the Jerusalemcaththrat continuity
with the salvation history of Israel was maintaingdbroken.

Self-Assessment Exercise 2

Why do we refer to the gospel of Luke as the gogp#ie Gentiles?
3.3 Lesser Interests

Several other concepts, while not being as imporanthe ones listed
above, figure prominently in Luke's writings.

* Prayer - Luke was fond of describing Jesus andmitation of
him, also the disciples, in the posture of prayde. included
many more prayer traditions than did the other geasts.

* Sympathy for the Poor - one of the nativity hymris tlae
beginning of Luke's Gospel anticipated Jesus' aonéer the
dispossessed (Luke 1:52-53). Twice Jesus appeaedhd
preaching of good news to the poor as evidencasomlessianic
identity (Luke 4:18; 7:22). The parables of thehriool (Luke
12:16-21), of the dishonest steward (Luke 16: 1e@)the rich
man and Lazarus (Luke 16: 19-31), and the storyaxfcheus
(Luke 19:2-10), all express sympathy for the plighthe poor.

 Women-Luke included several traditions about wontaat
appear in neither Matthew nor Mark. Besides théiwviaus
importance in the birth and infancy stories (Luk)lwomen
are main actors in several stories from Jesusiguihistry (cf.
Luke 7:11-17, 36-50; 8:2, 42-48; 10:38-42; 21:1-3:27-31;
23:55-24:11). The result is that women playa nfn@minent
role in Luke's version of the life of Jesus thaeytkdo in the other
Gospels.

» Qutcast and Sinners - Luke emphasized the compas&sus
exhibited toward those whom. Tax collectors, baingcrupulous
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exploiters of the people of God were popularly Heds enemies
of God. But Jesus not only chose Levi, a tax ctadledo be his
close associate (Luke 5:27-32), he stayed as gué&icchaeus'
house in religious Judaism regarded as impiousuaadceptable
to God Jericho (Luke 19:2-10) and told the story eoftax
collector who was more acceptable to God than &gloes”
Pharisee (Luke 18:9-14). Similarly Jesus told s®rin which
hated Samaritans played exemplary roles which fidithews
should emulate (Luke 10:29-37; 17:11-19).

The force of Luke's emphasis on Jesus' ministiyhéodespised was to
further show the extraordinary mercy of God.

Self-Assessment Exercise 3

Account for Luke’s concern for lesser interest i dpospel.

4.0 Conclusion

Luke was determined to write better Gospel than heyknew. He

intended his literary composition to replace thofeer accounts rather
than to be used along with them. It is an intengsitony that later the
church clustered Luke's Gospel together with sévethers as

complements to each other.

Luke's style is the most literary of these booksaal of Saint Paul's
epistles. Compared to the other canonical gospelke devotes
significantly more attention to women. The GosptlLake features
more female characters, features a female profwen those whom
religious Judaism regarded as impious and unaduepta God had
placement in St. Luke. As could been seen from a@pthe church had
superseded the Jewish people as true Israel. Itlwaisgh the disciples
and the Jerusalem church that continuity with thlation history of
Israel was maintained unbroken.

5.0 Summary

The following are the lessons you have learnt i timit:

 That Luke was an historian who used his knowledge tie
propagation of the gospel

» That universalism of the gospel is a major concdrét. Luke.

* That Luke divided the salvation history into three: the period
of Israel, the period of Jesus and the period efctiurch.

» That lesser interest groups had placement in &e.Lu

116



6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments

1. How universal is the gospel of .Luke?

2. Write note on the following concept in St. Luke:
-the poor
-the outcast

-women
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