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FREFACE

In undebtaking a study of this nature there are two
boanlble avenues of opproach. The one 18 the raticnalistic
aéprroach, ond the other we might call, for want of o better
name, the reverent epproach. Poth of these methods of
approach have tholr advocotes and adherents among students
of St. Foul's life., And it is right at this point where the
mejorlity of divorgences have their origine The one
epproaches the subject from a rationalistic, the other from
& reverent standpoint; and congsequently both arrive at
wldely divergent conclusiona., Therefore it is of primary
significance that, before entering upon our study, we
determine vhich of these two approaches we shall choose.

At firat thought tho rationalistic approach has much in
1ts favor. At ony rate it i proposed and employed Ly Some
of the ocutotonding scholars of Feuline 1life and teaching. Then,
too, it mekes possible tho oxercise of mental ingenuity and the
application of hioctoricel and archeocloglcal reseerch where
otherwise human reascn would have to keep silontes One of the
weakmenses of this method of gpproach, however, ie that it
ell-too-canily runs amuck in personal bias or preconcelved
ideas. But the most telling argument sgainst the rational-
i1stic epproach in a subject of this nature is thot ouch a
study invariobly leaves the Avostle Faul meaningless, lost
in the dobris of environmental influences, a mere automaton,:
28 1% were = no longer St. Faul nor the Apostle of Christ.

A case in point would be Renan in his work ontitled The




Anostles. This renovmed scholar of the 19th contury French
rationalistic school opens his treatise by deploring the
fect that he has been unjustly accused, as he believes, of
deatroying {aith. He oxplaing that he assumed the rational-
istic approach only because true scholarship aomands 1te
Since no humen being ean plumb the deep secrots of the Doltye
he argues, wo hove to exclude ‘all supernatural influences and
study the lives of the Apostles on the basis of history,
reoearch, and paycholozy. On that foundation he undertalkes to
reconstruot also the Apootle Faul. Katurally, his approach
likovine precludes the inepiration of Acts and Ste Paul's
Eplatlea, ocur only primary eource materiele Since these
accounts were vwiritten, one by tl;e zealot .-himself, and the
other by a hero-worshiping satellite, they muaot be viewed with
an eye on tho look-out for nersonal and overenthusiaetic bias.
And the chargoter who emerges is o devitelized Saul, a Saul
" conotructed out of a Greek, Jowish and Romen onvironment, &
Soaul vhone theology rcprecents a r.maninéloaa fucion of the
roliglous teneto of 2ll three nationalities.

fiuch is the conclusion of all those who attempt to study
Ste Faul cr the beois of rati-onalism. For any Christien vho
holds tc the inspiration of tho Scriptures, however, that
breceedure ie go ipgo eliminated; end there remqins then only
‘the réversnt eonroache And 1t would almost appoar that Ste
Faul rimeelf is urging thet epproach in Gol. 1, 1=-16a. This
reverent arbProsch we would define as the cne which mokes God
responsiblo, from first to last, for the Apostle Faule Wlth
that approach we would picture Seul a8 & lump of clay in the

o




hands of the divino Fotter, vhom the Great Architect thon
carofully molds into Hte. Paul the Apostle. In this sense all
the extornal influonces upon Zaul would be merely the instrue
ments vhich the Lord ocmployed to chope St, Pauls '

“ith that epprocch we shall proceed to fit Ste Foaul, as
well 23 we can, into hic time. This undertaking, too, will
encounter difficultios. Unfortunately we can leoarn little of
the physical, cocial, und educotionsl development of Saul from
fets or Ht. Ioul's kpistles. And vhen ve aitempt to follow the
general rule of those times we meet with more difficulties.

“e £ind thot our besh oource materlols - with the except,ion.
of the Bible - are permeated with onthusiestic hyperbolios and
characteristically Jewisoh overstatements and hosts of conira=
dictiona.

Thevofore we shall proceed with great cautione In tho
rere inotences vhere we hove direot information from the
Seriptures vo can speak suthoritatively. Flsevhere, however,
@ must needn be very objective, carcfully weighing the :
evidence pro and con. And conseguontly the conslusione which.
we shall be able to meke will have to rest on what we know
8o far. Zome questlions will have to remein open in lieu of
further reaeai'ch,

With thot approach our study of the pro-conversion
training cnd education of Ste Paul will be truly profitable end

will leag to a now and grector appreciation of the great

Apostle to the Gentiles.




OHAETER I
IHNTRODUCTION

Bofore proceeding to reconstruot the oducational
development of Saul of Tarsus s Lt might be well firat to
define the term "education" as it 1s to bo employed in this
discumsion. Out of bare necessity the concept "education”
mutt be understood here in its broadest goope, a8 exprenscive
of all the verious influences vhich were oxorted upon Szul
during the varicus stogos of his 1ife up until his conversion,
and the port they played in sheping hils personallity and
choaraecter, In cttompiing to groun these influences we might
Gether them under tireec heads: Faovental, scholastic, and

xbermeal influcncos.

The porental influences would include 211 the various
treite for which he was indebtod to his parents, oither by
heredity or envirommont. These would include Sgul's natiwe
emiowments, those characteristic traits which ho inherited
from his Jewich anceotors as well as the socleal, political,
econonic and religlous heritages which his parents passed on
to him. Agein it is necessary to toke account of the home
environment in vhich the boy Saul found himself. Thet in=
cludes the occupation of his faother, the relationship between
barents ond children, ond the language they employed in their
daily conversations. And, finally, most irportant of all is
Seul's childhood training. 7e shell draw attention there to
his secular training for a craft but especially the charactere
istic Pharineic troining of children both in religion and morals.

-l=
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Ath rocpect to his scholastic training wo shell try to
determine what influences his education hed upon him. AS
for as poseible vo ohall try to drew & feirly complete ploture
of the school vhich St. Faul mey have attended at Tersus, ecnd
then agein, doneribe as fully as our informetion warrents the
type of school which he ottendod in Joruscleme In both in-
otances, of coursg, - epeclial emphasis will be lald on the
subject-matter, philosophy of education, cnd methods of in-
struction, because cur aim 18 to lay the groundwork for the
Btudy of vhot reflections of his ascholastic training we cen
find in St. Poul's own pedagogy later one

liowvever, to complete the picture it will bo necessary also
to paint the proper beckground, to tako cognlzance of the ex=
ternal influences under which Saul lived. In this connection
e shall try to relate as puch as we now today obout the city
of Tercus in vhich Seul lived, both as o child and as a young
man, and !1-:11.'“' thase obeervations and experiences-helped to mold
the Apoatle. lior dore we lose sight of 1life and events in
Jerusalen at the time when Saul was attending school there,
and how he reacted to them.

All these influonces deserve carsful cobservation in the
study of St. foul's dovelopment. All of these rust be ine-

cluded when we speek of the oducaticn of Sauls



CIAPTER IX
A IEBRET FAUTLY IN A PAGAN CITY

That S5t. Faul was o native of Tarous is oxproasly
mentioned three times in Luke's nerrative (Acts 9,113 21,393
22,3)s In tvo other instances the name 18 cornected with
Foul (Acts 9,30; 11.25)¢ The olty of Tarsus wes situated in
the I.Jrovinee of Cllioia, which 11e£: in Aola liinor at the -
northoactern corner of tho llediterrancan Sea. Cilicia vas at
the time a Roman province, and its cepitel, Tarsus, hod been
made o freo city by lierk Anthomy. Since that time ito inheblte-
ante, though not Homan citizons, were govemrmed by their owm
lava and apporontly cnjoyed elso the protection of its owm
Soldiers, thoush, as in every domen province, there was une
doubtedly a Romon goerrigon stationed there clsoe The d ty of
8ome holf million inhebitants was situated at the-foobt of the
Tourus mountains snd on the river Cydnus spproximatoly 10 or
12 miles inlend from the Sea.d At the time of 5t. Faul Tarsus
vias g i‘a.med_ cormerclial cs well as intellectual center. From
the standpoint of commerce it occouplod o stratoeglc position
inosmuch as it formed the commecting link botween Zastern and
vestern tn e At the ocame time Tarsuu- wa8 renotmed as an
intellectual conter. It was the seat of a groat university,

fomed for its non of grest learning ond for its Stoic and Cynioc

1D=w1:1 Smith, The Life and Lotters of St Faul, pPe 17¢

18, etates, hovever, I Imow not on what authority, that
Targus was situated only three=fourths of a m:l.le'in:l.and fron
the Sea, adding also that its port, ot the River's mouth,
Wan Rhegmae

-3-
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Phllosophers. £mall wonder that Ste Feul later on points
with pride to his home totm ond calls i1t "no meen city."
(Acta 21, 359)

Haturelly most of tho inhebltants of Tarcus weore of
Greok extractlion. At the oome time » hovever, il was a coEmo=
boliten elty ond could boast of reoresentatives of almost
overy then-known nationality ocmong ite residents. Among its
forelign inkebitents undoubbedly the lorgest number were Jous,
Jeva of the Dispergsion. And agong theoe lived the paronts of
Saul, vho though they were for removed from thelr fatherland,
wore neverthelons "liebrows of the Hebrows," (Acts 23,6), that
18, of pure, unhedultorated Jewish stock, and members of the
tribe of Bonjamin (FRil. 3,5).

“hat hod occasioned their coming to Tarocus or when they
Geme ie Aifficult to determino., St. Jerome has preserved an
old, though precarious, tradition to this effect: "De tribu
Eonjamin ot oppido Judcose Gischalis fult, quo & Romanis capto
oun percntibus suls Tarous Ciliciee comnigravit?™l This
Eradition ie fraught with grave difficulties. If Saul was
born in Gischala, as Jercme affirms, his parcnts miet have
moved to Tarsus very poon thereaficr; elase this view contra-
dicte St. Faul's omn affirmation that he was a native of y |
Tarsus, loreover, making the exodus of the Fauline family
contermmorancous with tho f£all of Glachala would nake 1t take
place in 70 A.D. = after St. Faul's death! It is quite iikely
that hore again, o8 at othor tines, Jerome 1s guilty of an
inaccuracy. Xore likely it is that Saul's parents beforo his

“Zuoted in Smith, op. cite, Pe 19




=He
birth already, or oven hio onrlior ancestors had moved to
Tersuse Bub oven then we have this difficulty: Ilow did the
Fauline family become citizons of Torsus? The zrivilege of
cltizenship was not bestowed upon nersons aimply by virtue
of tholr or thelr ancestore coming there. In thot caso they
vwould Liave heon mere “residents" (incolae), not citizena.
One explonnotion  that hoo been suggested, though a rathier un-
lilfely one, 1s this: Perhops theo Feuline fanily obtained its
citizenship in Toreus by virtue of some distinguished service
vhich Feul's Cather or oldor sncestors nad rendered the Statas
Yuch more plaunible would seem the conjecture of Ramsayl to
the offect that the narents of Faul might have come to Tarsus
a8 nembers of o colony planted there by Seloucid kings. At
lenst Lt has in ite favor the observaetions that this very
thing did heppen in Torsus ond that Seleueld Idngs ;z:-;mar to
have hed 2 prefercnce for Jowish coleonists. .

At the somo time Foul was nleo a Homom citizen (cf. Acta
22,25 - 29; 23,273 ctc.), and vhen ho felt the need for it he
was not afrald to inclst upon hio righte as such (icts 25,11).
From Acts 22,28 it seoms quite evident that he had inherited
thild priviloge from his father., How his fatber or easrlier
ancestors abtaeined it we do not inow. Ue do kuow, though, that
-8ome of the wealthier Jews secured this frenchise for a
designated sum of monoy. Then again, it may be that one of
Faul's ancentors obtained his Roman citizenship through some
distinguished service to the imperiel government. Eoth cone

Jectures scem rather forced, but mora we do not know.

1;‘58'1-:. Ramcay, ft. F'aul the ¥raveler and the Roman Citizon,

Pp. 31,32,
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W lot us atiempt to learn what would be’the atatus of
fuch a Jowlnoh=Greek-roman fomily in Tarsuse “hat would be
iis soclial position§ By the very forse of circumstences it is
true vhen iiddle states that "the home into which Faul wes born
and in vhich he lived was ono of a scolal, cultural, and

nd Howover, by reason of the very

religious ninority group.
8oclal nature of man, it 1s overctating the cose to hold, as
8ome do, %hiet a Jowich femily in Tersus would live in @ little
world by itnelf, procticelly altogether cut off from inter-
course with Greelk scclaty. Homsay throws additlional light on
the subjoct wlen ho says: "In T;u-maus, so fer as the scanty
evidence justiiies an opinion, the Jews scem to have been re-
garded in o lesp degree than eloevhore oo an allen element"=
And in tho case of the Feuline foannlly we must take into cone
sideration clso thelr Roman cltizenshlipe That distinetion
iteelf would tend to place them on a hi{-,'her. soclal level .than
‘the common run of Jewish inhabitants3 for the privilege of
Romon clitizenship was in the first contury a prized and an
envisble distinction, from vhich the great masses of peovle
wiere excluded.

Very closely allied with, -and at the oane tine having
considorable effect onm, their social standing 1s the financial
and econoric status of the Fauline family. Research has
revealed that the predominant trade among the reaidents of
Tarpus vaes tont-nekings Moreover, St. Faul himeelf relates how
later on in the course of hino misnionar;y travels he was eble to

Support himself vhon occasion demanded by the trade of tent-

125.;1. Ric¢dle, ol lian of L.oni‘;j,og, Pe2Te

Velle Rmsa.y ho Cities of 'S s Pe 139«
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meking (1 Thenoe 2, Ge93 2 Thees. 3,8; 1 Cor. 9,12.15)« From

thone two footes we can draw the conclusion that Faul must
hove lenrned the trade in Torsus and, at least the inference,
that hia fother, ton, was very likely engesed in the cemo
trade. MNow then, vhot wes tho economie, and consequently,
foclal ctatus of the tent-naker of Tersus. Very much as
Englond in sur omm day, ©o Graefo=-Romen fdoclety in Ste fFaul'o
day diotinguiched between the wealthy claes and the common
Basgon, between proprietors end hirelings. If then we may
efisune that the father of Paul was a tent-reker by trade, we
Will howve to asoicn $he Leuline family to the second and lovier
claen; {or meubers of thet guild belonged to the leboring cleass.
Therefore the 61:::c1‘v:.'.t..’:.-:m that "the tont-raker from Tarsud,
though to un he ray be Foul the Great Apcstle, was to the upper
stratun of Corinthian (ond, for thot matter, Tarsien) soclety
but e laboring non"d ip cogsentielly correct. At the some time
we ought to bear in mind thot in this lower class we have to
distinguleh ot lenst two, Af not sovernl levels. It is true,
the tentenakera ao o class were customarily looked dovn upon and
rather poorly peid. However, calling to our support the citizen-
Bhip of the rouline family and the fact that Saul's father was
able to give hin som such o fine education, we are inclined to
Place the I'auline family at least into the ugper bracket of the
loboring cloon s Lo grouping them with the artisans.

Finelly, thel vhat was the religious stotus of the lauline
fomlly in “aresms? Thic question is important because of ito
beamné on the religious develorment of Paul, and at -

1.k, Dann, The New Teptoment Torld, De 223.
PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY
CONCORDIA SEMINARY
ST, LOUIS, MO,
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attituden of the rFemline foemlly and consequently eventusally
detormines the extent of Nollenistic influence upon Fauls The
best and surcet oluc to the religious standing of the Fauline
Tamlly i3 given by Poul himself in Aots 23, 63 26, 53 and Phil.
35 5. From thoco passoges it is monifestly clear that his
parents wore rharicees, vhat'c more, Phariseec of the strict-
et ind, ond thet he was brought up under that rharisaic
influence. ©Since the imperizl Homan govermment [granted to its
¢inquereod natlong relizious tolerance, though no.‘b religious
literty, we noy sesume thet the Fauline family wes permittod
to worahip olmost or altogether ao 1t chose. =ven of the
Dispersion Jows in general it ’:‘.:: true that they rcemained
8ignally foithful to their ancient religion and traditions.

As proof for thnt statement wo offer the general existence of
dynogogues among oll the Jews of the Dispersions And in the
cagse of “aul's navents we pust bear In nind thot they were not
mercly Judoictic but very sirict lharlcees. Iience they were
even mere metliculous than the ordinary Jow “n their adherence
to thelr rellgion. ‘fThercfore there ia no jugtificble rezson

to aseune that any pomon influence entered into the eiiildhcod

home of Zoul, =n@ enyone who is fomiliar with Lharissic tenden-
cies will hove to arrive at the conclusion that "birth in

Tarsus .... did not mean for Foul eny adherence to a liberal
Judaism, oo dictingulched from the strict Judeiom of Foleatino."t
'-l‘h!.ti. conclusion is very importonte It vill be cpsplied again and
again. lany inferences will be drasm from it.

13 Greshom Nachan, The Origin of Foul's Holipion, be 176e




CHAZTER IXIX
TEE FiE=5CH00L LIFE OF SAUL

Thus for we have sketched the ourroundings end
clreumotances into which the child Scul was born. with that
Plcture in mind we chall, in the gucccedling parapraphs, undore
take to demeribe, oo wvell ab our informetion warranto, the
1ife of Zaul from hip birth up until the commenae'gent of his
formal schooling. It is, of course, oclf-cvident that our
description will not be restricted merely to those years, but
will include also his home 1ife and the influences which his
paronts oxerted upon hin during tue yeors of his elementry
gchooling,

If only vwe wero sble to detcrmine the exact date of Haul's
birth wo =4ght be able to say more later on ebout the possi-
bilitles of his having soen Christ or come in contact with
Christlanity during his otudies in Jeruselem, However, duc to
an almost complete lack of information, the date is variously
computed to be between ilo birth of Jeous and 12 A.D. Those
vho lean toward the later dete bage their arguments on Fhileron,
verase 9, where S5te Paul calls himself "Paul the aged," and
AIG'I'-B Ty 58, vhere it io stated that at the time of Stephen's
8toning “oul was'a young man." But obviously it is l'ard to
determine jJust what sges the depignations "Paoul the gged" end
"a young man" indicate. Another sé'oup, with perheps a bit more
Plausibility, computes the date from the work i’alacly ascribed
to 5t. Okpysostom, Qratio Fncominotieg in Erincipes Agostolorum
Fetrum ot Foulum, in vhich the stotement 10 made: "Thirty-five

«Qw
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yoara he (5t., foul) sorved the Lord with all ocgerness; and
having finished his course in the csuse of religion he went
to his rect sbout sixty-eight yoors of age."l The faot that
this ancient writer records these figures vith such a degree
of presicion and confidence ougzeots that théy vere the
generally accepted cneg. On the baois of that testimony, then,
Ste Faul would have baen born betweon one and five years aftor
Christ, depending upon whether we accept the carly dste, G&,
or tie latter, G7 or 68, as the year of his martyrdoms Though
it gpperently carries more woight tham the former, this argu=
ment, t00, 18 by no mecns conclusive.

Tht‘we canl be no Juctified recson to doubt that tho Fharie
8oic perents of Foul circumclsed and naned the child on the
elghth doy in accord with Jowish ecclesiactical law. By tho
rite of circumcision the child Seul would be pubt under the bond-
age of the Law, ag it were, cnd madg partaker both of the duties
and orivileges which it implied. At the beginning of the cerc=
rony o benediction would be pronounced upon him, ond et its close
& proyer vwould be offcred for his growth end preservation in the
Low of Gode at the name time also the name Saul, "asked" of God,
would be given him. 48 %o his other nane, Faul, the. theory that
this is only the Latin form of the namo Saul is no doubt incorre-
ect; for philology knows nothing of the "o" changing into "p" in
transliteration from Hebrew to Letin. ¥e lnow that the Dispersion
Jows froquently had, besides thoir Hebrew name, algo anothor
nane, vhhereby they wore lnowm anong the Gentiles. That may well
be the origin of the name Faule

louoted and tronsloted in David Smith, obe Gite, De 645.
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How mony members thore wore in the Fauline fanlly we
bave no ' woy of sscertoining. It doos seom rather evident,
though, that roul must have hod at least a sister; for in
Actn 23, 10 we heor of "Feul's sister's son” seving hio life
at Jerusalem. The allusion is, however, too brief to be of
any value to our present study.

“ith respeot to the relationships existing within the
Fouline family we ogain cannot moke any definite statoments.
All we con do i8 try to outline fvom vhat we Lnow of ancient
Jevich family 1life, vhat the normel Jewish perente-child
relationchiy sconms o h:n.vé beone. The charactecristic Jewlsh
fomlily is, I bellove, very optly end corroctly pictured 1n tho
following ctotomont: "Jewioh family life, indoed, far sure
Dotged that of the Gentiles in the purlty of its relations,
in the position it socured to women, ond in the care which it
bestoved on children, vho vere regarded as & blessing vouch-
safed by God ond deatined for Ilc service by fidelity t.6 tho
Divine Low."d

In 21l we read of Jowish history we meke the repeated
observatisn that the Jewlioh estimate of caildren was indeed
very high. Contrary to pagan practices of cbortion, exposure,
and neglect, every Jewlsh child wes cherished and rc;arad as a
trust f{rom God. Yhese facts are not even vitiated by suoh
atatemonta which at fivst appear to exprecs o rather low
estinate of female children as we rcad for inatanco in the
Tl:umud: "The birth of a nale child causes universal joy -

but the birth of o femalo child causes universal aormﬂ."a

s

gI%tllolic Enoyolonedia, Vols V, Art., “"Sducation,” p. 229.
Y ]. 1 ]
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Such ntatenents oceasion no aifficulty when ve recall how
eagor the Jevioh fomily was to perpetuste its name, to be
able to trace its genealogy all the way bock to Abrehom. ﬁﬁd
the great differonce between tho Jewish and pagen catimate of
children has only ons o:q:lanaﬁon: The Lew of God, aupéei‘a:l.ly'
the Book of Froverba.

Before rrocceding to a discussion of the characteristic
traininz ina Jewlsh home ¢ 1t might be well tno outline briefly
the duties of children over agalnet thelir ;gm'ents.- Atove all
elno 1% was dthe du{'.y ol every Jevich father and nothier core-
fully to teach their children the Law of God amd to train
them in the oxercise of the moral, civil, and ceremonial
regulati-ns which it leid dovme In this sghore the Jewlish
berent had the right to exercise full cuthority ond demand
8trict obedience. 4And meanwhile tho children were impressced
with their duty tc obey thelr parents as God's represcntatives.
Already very early in 1ife they became fanilier with those
8trict admonitions of the Torsgh which warned them, on pain of
death, ofoinnt dicobeying their parents.

In attempting now to deseribe the childhcod training of
Saul we ore oain drowing our inferonces from the genersl rule.
In the Tirct pluce, we ruct constantly bear in mind that Saul's
parents were otrict Fharisceo and thet therefore their child
would be reared in accord with the most rigid Jewlsh practices.
At the some time his perents, though Hellenists, were by no
eans Hellenizers in theology. Such statements as Aots 23,63

2 Core 11,225 and Fhil, 3,5 rule out any tendsncy on thelr

R ——
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part © be influenced by Greek fc:lﬂ.gion ond norslse  For the
purpoes of our study of faul's childhood training it will be
nufricient tc give only o brief summery of tho characteristics
of Phamrmﬂ. e The very name "Fhoriseo" signified "Separatist.'
Their chief chovacterintic waes their cnphenis on tithing and
Ceremonial purity. 7Thoiy other outstonding cheracterictics
nay be enumeratod thus: 1) Legelismy 2) Fmphasis on divine
Providence; 3) elief in the existence of angels; 4) Simple
Llving; 5) “mphosio on sntiguity ond tradition; 6) Group
loyelty ond followshipj 7) Lighle intorest in politics.l In
@ degree at least, these chovacteristics may be seid to under-
lie-2ldo “iaul's treininge

The  duity of child training was conoidered a very lmportant
one amon; the Jows. "ie take the most pains of 2ll with the
lnctruction of children," according to Joaeplma.a And that
rospensibllity lasted until the children reached adulthood.

“ith cuch cmzhasis on child training, it does not strike
us as venmarkaoble that the Jews begen to train end educate
their childéren from the firot awekening of conaclousness. #And
right here, at the very outset of the child's tralning, sone
of the mont modern cducctionzl methods were employed. &2 a
cage in point, we have their uge of symbols and symbolic rites
in order to stimulato the c¢hild's interost and curiositye.
"Throughout :is 1ife, from birth to death, the Jew vas
surrounded by en endleas succension of sign and symbol ceane=

lesnly exhorting him 'to remembers'™  For instance, at the

Iana, op. oit., p. 118
3M10n 12,
Iaa.t.han lorris, The Jevuish nuhOOl. Pe 117e
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door-post of the Jewich home, espocially among the Fhar-
1155: was the "Lesusch,” "a small longitudinally-folded
- Parchment square, on which, on twenty-tvwo lines, these two
basnoges wore written: Deute 6, 4=9, and 11, 13-22,"%
Though its use was in no uny pz‘escl‘i’bﬁm in the Torah, it was
believed that, vhon & person touched 1t with his fingers on
entering or leaving the house, 1t would convaey the bene=
diction of ¥oalm 121, 8: "The Lord shall preserve thy golng
out and thy coming in from this time forth, and even for
evermoro, " '

Again the Jewish weekly and yesrly festivals would be
obaerved in the Faouline liome as rigidly as thoir locatlon
and cuviromment would ellow. To vhat oxtent the great yearly
fectivels wero colebratod end vhat modifications mey have be-
come mnececaory in the Dispersion, we can no longer accurstely
deternine, MNovertheleos, the weckly Sabbath, as well as the
¥asgovor, feast of Dedlcation, of Eather, of th;a Tabernacles,
and others, would be celebrated if not in strict aceord with
P_a.lost.im.e.n practico, then at least in minlature. All these,
as they were celebrated time and again, would impress them=
Sselves, together with their i'ites, deeply upon the young mind
of Saul. However, not only the rituals of these various
fecnts, but also their significance was to become familiar to
the Jewish child. For instonce, with regard to the teaching
Purpose oif the Faschel Supper, Edersheim gives ud this infor-
mation: "Indesd, at 2 certain part of the servico it was X«
Preasly ordeined, that the youngest at the Faschal table

-Ilnt‘red Ederahein, Sketches of Jewish Hoe Life e

Days of Chrigt, pe. 107,
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thould rige and formolly ook vhat was the meaning of 21l this

service, ond how thet night was ds.':stj.m;uinhod from the othersj
to vhich the father was to reply, by relating, in langusge
oulted to the child's copacity, the whole national history of
Israel from the calling of Abrohom dovn to the delivercmaoe
from Fgypt and the glving of the Lows ‘and tho more fully,' it
vas added, 'he exclains it all, the better, ! "L

Horeovor, oo coon o8 the child was z.:.b:l.e ;t.o speak, it was
taught to nmomorize prayers, chanta, and selecti-mns from the -
Torah. Ioturelly the first oclections to be learned in all three
Capea weculd be these in comion usage at tho family altar and in
the Synagogue liturgy. It would begin by memorizing the
“hema," made up of the following passagos: Deute 6,4=9; 11,
17=21; lumb. 15, 37=-41. Then there would follow the memori-’
zZation of certain Foolms, especinlly the child's "birthday
Fealm." And sraduclly now sselé:ctiuns would be learned until
oven the humblest Joew could boasst of having memorized large
parts of the Toraoh ond of being rather familiar with all of it.

Another teoching ogency among the Jews, vhich we may be
sure the raulinme femily onjoyed to the full, was the local
fiynugésuo. They would toke thelr oon along with thenm, at
& very tender nge, to the fynsgogue on the Sabbaths and Teast
days., There he would be fascinated by the colorful vestments,
ceromonies and litursices, a8 well as deeply impressed and ine
Bpired by the solemnity, the awiul presence of Jchovgh. and the
brecious heritage of hino Face,

Did the Fauline family possess a copy of the Scriptures

“Pdersheim, Jowieh Social Life, pe 110
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fron vhich the child Soul Might read end study? This point
hes been gravely doubted because of the prohibitive cost of
transoribing the ontire Bool. However, these points descerve
note: To the pious, and exzpeclally the Fharisaic Jew his
religion was the center of his 1ife. lie 1lived in the  Torahe.
Therefore, if he possibly could afiord it; he would have in
big possension a treasured copy of the La':'._‘ lioreover, there
were lorge hoots of feribes throughout Jewery whose duty it
w8 to transcribe the Serirtures; and conseguently the perche
ments moy not have been ng dxpensive as wo may think. At the
very least, simost without e::cel.ﬁion, the Jewlish family had in
_ 1ts porsension the parchment roles contalning the “"Shema," the
. "Hallel" (Fs. 113-118), Fhe portion relating the history from
the Crestion to the Flood, and the first oight ghapters of the
noo;: of Leviticus.l Therefore, in view of the provelence of
the Soripntures omong the Jews, the Pharisaic standing of the
Fauline family, and their at least fair financlal status, we are
certein thot they possesoed at least fzortlonn of the.
Seriptures end very much inclined to believo that they were in
botgsescion of a complete o1a Testonent ;Bi.b:i.e.

It nmight also be added that among the Jews proviolons
_were made for adult itralning, in order that they might be so
much more copable of teaching their ciildren. Besides the
Synagogue czervice itself, which was largely & toaching service,
there wero held, in commeotion with the various synagosuos,
informal public i‘omi:n; wherein the Sciibes taught ong dis-
cussed vith the people the Torah. Saul's parenty would be

“Edersheim, Jevish Soclal Life, pe 117.
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Among those present at the Tarous Cynagogue on Sabbath and
feapt-dny afternoons.

A moot significant question must be touched upon heree
“hat was, oo far as ve can tell, the languege in use in the
Feuline home? In the first placo, we pust remebor that the
Seristures wore written in iobrew. At the same time, the
Hebrew languege had lorgely pacced out of conmon usege end the
Aramalc hod becone the cvery=day language of Jewish conver-
sation. £And finelly, we have to consider the extent of Hellen-
istic influence uvon the Fauline family. Our chief problem is
to attempt to discover how much the Fhariselcel Fouline family
¥an influenced by the vernaculer Greck of the city im which
they lived,

A8 our fiprst consideration we might take cognizance of the
fact that at ¥hilo's time a knoviledge of Greck -\':e.s rather
comion among the uyper classes in Jerusaleme. loreover, from
the aceount of the trenmslation of the Fentateuch contained in
the Letier of Aristeas we learm that, "Not only the authentic
copy of the Law but the qualified tronslators are brought
from Jerusslem."t It may be inferred, and with a degree of
plemsibility, that the Jews of the Dispersion were influenced
by the Greek lungusge to an cven greator oxtent. But how
about the Iiarisaic Fauline family? ‘e are acsured that among
the higher clzsses Hellenistic culture preveiled. Did tle
Feullne fanily beiona; to the higher claos? Undoubtedly not
Af Saul's father was a tentenelker, iooro assures us that the
llellenietic Jews provided themecelves with Greeck tranalations

1%uote& in G.F. Hoore, Judnism 1n the First Conturies of
the Chrictian fra, Vel. I, De 322
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Of the Seriptures, and thot therefore 1t wamm't necosoary
for them to wead the original Heb;:'ew.- Only the learned among
the Jews, he claims, busied themselves wlth the atudy of the
originel. 1In the case of the Fouline femily thet rathor
Bveeping stotement may requive some restrictions. That might
well be true of “aul's parents if their groat-grendparents
elready moved to Tarsus, mnore itnlikely if his grandparents
had come thers, and, we might say, quite unlikely if Lis
borents themgelves had moved from Falestine (where they.
certainly would have cpolren Arameic and studicd the Hebrew
Seriptures) to Tarsus. Here we must rocall the Fharigalc in-
8l stence‘ on tradition ond theoir consoguent preference for the
troaditionnl ebrew Soriptures and Avemaic dialect. At the
geme timo !'core's statement of their relation to the Hebrew
Serintures at that timo does not well agree with the Jewss
relation to their own Yiddish Zeriptures and tongue in our ovin
day ofter an ndded 1900 yearse of the Digpersion; for it is
often to be noticed thet, not, indeed, anong the «ducated and
liberal, but wather among the lower clasis of Jews the ¥iddish
Seriptures end even the Yiddish langusge are in freguent uce.
Hoore's wholo argoment, of course, presuppoces the ugse of the
Greek vernacular in their daily conversation. In defence of
thino point we might offor the asvidence of recent phllolozical
investigation to the effect that Foul's use of the Greek
langunge in his Epiotles 18 of such quality that he must have
become familiar with 1t already in chlldhood. On the pthez-
hand, we ~ight sugmest that thot fomiliarity may be due largely
to his contasd with the Greek longage among the inhebitants of
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Tarsus. Ve would offor here the familiar example of childron
of German-snocking families in English=opeaking neighborhoods
acquiring o fluent usage of the Fnglish olready before school
B0,

Eachen, who holde the view that the daily conversation
of the Fauline family was in the Arameic languoge, offers an
intriguing argument to prove his point, which I should like to
Quote in full. He aays:

In 2 Cor. 11,22, ¥Faul is declarsd to be a "Hobrew,"
and in rhil. 3,5 he appoars as a "lebrev of Hebrews." The
vword "Hebrew" in these passages cammot indicate zerely:
igrpelitich doscont or gemersl adherence to the Jewd
religion. If 4t dlid so 1t would be a meaninglona repo=
tition of the other terms used in the smne passoges.
Obviously 1t iz used in che marrower sense. The zey to
i1ts memning io found in Acts 6,1, vhoreo, within J‘uda.isn.
the "liollenista" are distinguished from the "Hebrews,
the Hellonigts being the Jews of the Dispersion vho
Brole Groek, ond the Hebrews the Jews of palestine who
Bpoke Arameice In fhile 3,5, therefore, Faul declarcs
fhat he was an Aronaicespeaking Jew and descended from -
Aramelic-speoking Jews; Aronaic was uged in his boihood
home, and the Falestinian tradition was preserved.

It is ovident that his whole argument rcsts on the interpre-
tation oi’ the word "Hebrew" in those passages.
WYe shall not pursue the crgument eny fabther at this

polnt becouse it will be taken up from here end continued at
various other points throughout our study. Suffice it to say,
nen, thot on the basls of the information we now have and the
inferences weo con make, we will have to favor slightly the

view that the Aremaic languege was the languege of daily conver-.
sation in the home in vhich Foul grew upe :hether they used

the Hobrew Scriptures alco is more dlfficult to determine

because the ovidence 18 even more necgere If, however, thelr

1?2&011311, DOile 9_1_-_&-, Pe 100,
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use of the Aramoic languege could be proven, it would be
practically sclf-evident that they used the Hebrew Torah also.

“1th reference to tho language in use in the Tarsus
Synagogue the problem is simplified because of lack of infor-
nation. For the uee of the Septuagint Soriptures and the
Greek vernacular in the exposition we have only the evidence
that it was done eszecielly in later conturies. For the uge
of the lebrew Torah and the Aranmalc in the oxosition we hove
only the charncteriobic Jewish exv.;.luuivenenn and their
oxtremo "natlonaliem,” which would incline them to the
deriptures ond languege of ‘their fatherlands vould it be too
ridieulous to sugpent that, with Jewich emphasis on universal
“Church attendance" and education, both Greek and Arameio
Services maoy hovo been held in the Tercus Synsgozue? That
“anl hed ciortunlty to hear the Groeck language in the
Synagogue of Tnwsus geems quite likely then; vhether or not
the Hebrew and dramelc were used, we cenmot shows

Dismissing for & while the vexing languege problem, we
Bay continue with Sowl's home training. Heving sketched the
religiouc training of the characteriatic Jewlsch child of that
doy, we mey turn now to its application, the tralning in
morals., The underlying principle of all moral training wes, -
- of courae, Jehovah and the obedience to his laws, Thus Philo
foys thet his people “were from their sweddling clothes, even
before being tought either the sacred lauws or the unwiritten
cusioms, trained by their parents, teachors, and instructérs to
recognize God as Father end as Iaker of the world."t In thie

louoted in Dana, obe 8lt., Pe 153,
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tralning the parents were to be very striot. If the child
disobeyed, it wns the father's duty to chastise it. Brutality,
however, was forbldden; and chastisement of a grown-up Son was :
forbidden on pain of excommunicotion. Earnest admonition was
pPreferred to the asvrlication of the "rod.. The dominating
Prineiple pervading 211 of Jewish moral training wes the inte-
gration of religion ond 1ife. ;

The scharp dlstinetion between the religlous and

the secular, vhich often renders futile the best efforts

of the modern teacher of religion, was not known thens

feligion was not confined’to cortain hours and to

certoin placen; ond nothing would have been stranger

to the nminds of those pe-rle then special lessona

devoted to it. It wae co-exiensive with life and con=

trolled every action of mans
Such training zlone desewdﬂ credit for the high state of
norallty smong the ancient Jews, so that "no other Oriental
peolle of their day has romeined, but the Jew with his moral
diseipline is with us yet."e Such was the childhood moral
training of Soul of Tarsus. ‘

At the oome tipe the duty would devolve upon Saul's father
to teach hic son & trade. There is no zbsolute proof for the
fact that Caul'c father was a tenteneker, but the indications
that we hove point, as we have showm, in that direction. 4nd,
according to custom, Saul would inherit his father's trade.
Tis father would bogin tedching him the trade of tent-making
in his childhood alresdy. "Learning of any kind unaccompanied

by & trade ends in nothing, and leads to sin," said Ganaliel.’
Another Rebbs had sald, "thoever does not teach his gon a trode

18 a3 if he brought him up to be & robber."t ie shall have

]a'rgogre, ODe g_i_'g.,t'-.rgl.t:!:, ?. %23. o ; e 27
oF'e Graves, A Student's Hlstory of Educa 19%, . *
. Paul, Vole I, De 23¢

W

Foil. Forrar, The Life _aund “ork _g_:g".'._'fg..
Zdersheim, Jowish Social Life, pe 190
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more to soy on this point in commection with Saul's taking

up the Rabbinate,

And finclly weo learn from Jewish tradition that the
faether vwas expected slso to ioke ot least an occasionol pert
in the child's amusements. There was windom oven in t.his?

280 we can readily reslize when we compare the Greek custom of
8iving the cnild's reorcation to the "Fedogogue” who all

too often tought the child immorality and homosexuality
rather than gomes and eports. %The Jews deem, however, to
have had iittle interost in gymestic exercisos, and wreste
ling with sconty nttire was especlally loathesome. “hether
Seul's father took time on Sabbath and fostival days to teach
him nev ganes wo do not knows lHe did, hovever, undoubtedly
teach hisc son to swins for that duty vas required of every
Jevioh father. And these £irst lecsons in the Cydnus or the
ledlterronean apparently stood him in good stead later on

(rots 27, 43.44; sspecially 2 Core 11,25).



CHAFTER IV
SAUL'S FIRST FORMAL SCHOOLING

In all falrneos 1t must bo sdmitted here again that we
have in all of our primery noources not one direct statoment to
the effect that St. Faul attended the elementary achool in
Targus =8 a child. Hevertheless, such statements as we find
in Acts 22,5 and Phil. 3,5 imply very strongly that he aid
attend an elementary ochool there. Then too, his later studlies
for the rabbinate in Jeruselem almost necesoarily postihlate
on elementary education in Tarsus. But we find still other
reasons in Jewigh history. '

Our {irst renson arisces from the widespread character of
Jewich education. Nathan ilorris teolls us that, "the compul-
Bory end universal system of education is, of éuursa, entirely
& product of the modern national state."l That otatement 1s
true if correctly understood to mean that national laus en=
foreing universal education are a modern imnovations However,
among the Jews there was an unvritten law that every city with
ten Jewish families (according to Laimonides, 120 families or
25 boys of suitable ege) should ostablish a school. In fact,the
duty of education wac clcerly implied in the Torah itself. And
80, in falestine at least, it =ust be admi:ttad that cchools were
quite general. fradition has it that Joshua, the son of Gam-
ale, introduced cimp,leory education in every town for all
children above the age of ;51::. Highly fabulous 1s the tra-
dition thot at one time there were 480 achools in Jerusalen
——Ii.iorris, ope cit., Do 46,
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alone. Somevhat closer to the truth may be the assertion
that it was considered unles wful, ainful to live in a city
vhere there was mo schoole Hovever, vhen referring to the
Dlaspora we must qua 11£y our otatements. The asgertion that
"there would, at this ti me, be an elementary school wherever
there was a synegog aue"l mic,nt. not hold true in every casce
- because of cirzumstances t‘s:emsclvea. one writor? hau correct=
1y observed that ve wust not, from the gemeral references in
Jogephus ond the Talmud to the duty of child education
end the emphosis plac'ed upon it, conclude that z universal
education by any mcens existed in tne Dispersion, in fact
even in ralestine ond Babylonla. lievertheless, it gust be
Bald that the clearly implied duty to educate children was
there., It may well be that -at firot, in the Dicpersion, the
parents attempted to ecarry out that duty t.henaelvea, or, vith
the aid of a tutor if they could afford onee But cuch
instruction nust necensarily be insufficient. Therefore, as
gsoon ap there were mnough Jews cettled in one locality to
enable them to escteblish a Synagogue, they would attach to it
@ schocl soon after. In oo far it wes a perental duty.

And once such & school was ectablished, then it became
a stringent duty of 2ll parcnts to send their children, How=
ever, the method followed was oncouragement rathisr than com=
pulsion. Hillel caid: "The more teaching of the Law, the
more 1life; the more schools, the more wisdom," and "The igno-
remus camot be truly plous.">  In fact, the study of the Law

vas wntecmed ghove all other deeds and virtues. ioreover, it

1

Je Hootings, Dictionarv of the Bible, Vole I, De 650.
§r.15rr15 S T ;

rT Goldbgrg anr:l Benaerley, Qutline of Jowish Knouledge, Vole
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“as algo the duty of the conmunity to provide education for
the poor. Little receptacles were provided in tho Syna-
Bogue, into vhich free-will contributions were to be thromm
for the education of the poor and orphans,

llowever, all thins refers only to education for the boys.

Girls, with but fow excextlions, received no rﬁora education
than thot which thelr Laronts could give then ?.t homes That

#ould consist, of course, :lso in an clementary study of the

+3

orah, but primarily in the cultivation of the domestic arts to
prepare then for mardtel duties and rotherhoods Above all,
they would learn ruch of the Lew in their attendance at the
Synagogue worchip. " omen," it was sald, "are of a light mind;™L
ond thercfore 4t a8 wnwise to give them too good an cducation.
Hoturally the mein rengon waos, that Wonan's ploge wog in the
homeo,

Though ve can-ob concluaively nrove that a Synagogue
8chool existed in Torsus ot Saul's tice, we have, o8 ve ‘have
Shorm, very good gvidence for its existence. St. Faul's ovm
otetements in Aots 22,3 ond Fhil. 3,5, the fact that the Jewa
alveys eatablished o Synagogue School a8 soon a8 the Jewisch
Population and their mesns warrented it, and that there wes
at Soul's time, as hiotory shows, a rathor large population
of Jews in Taraus, - these facts make it alrost necesssry
for us to assume thot there was an elementary echool in Tarsus.
And oo, vhile Soul's sicter would receive her trmining at
home, the young boy would be diligently oent to the Synagogue
8chool by hia Fharisalc porents. There could be little doubt
J'Ederahelm. devlsh Sociel Life, pe 133.
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but that, since no doubt such a school did exict t.hei-e, Saul
Would a tend that school in preference to a Greeck gchool,
From whot we lmow of the prgonism end consequent immorality
perveding.the Greel schools (enpecially in Torsus) at the
tino, we could hardly coneeive of a Fharisalc Camily aendina.
theiiw 8on %t~ such a schoole. That arpument would require serious
connlderation even if it could be proven that no Synagogue
Behool existed In Tarsus at that time.

Before rroceeding to desoribe the choracteristic Synagogue
Bchool of the time, 1t rizht be well to sketch briefly the Jew-
ish school syctem with its various lei.rels. The Jewish sale's_
1ife wos outlined in the following manner: "At five years of
ege, reading of the Eilble; at ten years, learning the Hishnaj
at thirtcen yeara, bound to .t.i-:a cormandments; at flfbeen years,
the study of the Talmud; at cightoen je:srs, r;ars-iege'; at tventy, .
the puroult of trede or business (active 1ifek"l IHost of these
statenents sught to be rezarded ag the ideal rather than the
general rulee

In ite golden nge Jowish education distinguished four
kindas of ochonlz. The first, similar to our Lresent-day Kinder-
garten was an infant school vhich the ciild attended arnrox-
imotely from the 4th to the 6th year. Next came the elementary
school including the years between 6 =nd 9. Then there followed
the advanced clensntary school, or high school, comprising tie
years from 10 to 14, 4And finally, there came the Academy, or
ceolloge, wiose classes the boy. would attend until his 18th or
20th :,ree.r.a

AFdershein, Jouwioh Social LAfo, De 105 87=0%e
Pe¥e Kretzmam, Education Among the Jews) pp.-




arranged school nystem undorwent great modifications. In
LOSt cases only two lkinds of Schools, into which the others
were incorporated, were reimteined, the Beth/Ha-sefer, or
elementary school, and the Acadenmy, °r college.: In ocome
instances the intermedisto school, or high school, called
the Beth Ha-middrash, wes slso meinteined. Thusc, normally,
the Jewish boy would attend the dementary school from his
6th to his 13th year, ond from his 13th to approxinately his
20th year, thot iz, if he studied for tho rebbinate, he

would attond the Acadenuf.

%e ought {irst to reflect briefly wpon the Jewish philosophy
of education, the conmection betveen & Synagogue school of
the Dimporaion and tho Tomple at Jerusalem, and the extent of
Greek influenco in o Synngogue school of the Disperoion.

The following is, I belleve, a very fino suunary of the
vhole theory underlying all of Jewioh education:

Ilebrew education 1o unlike any cther whatsoever in
that it nmade God the begimning. It began, therefore,
by teaching the ‘ehild the mogt general and universal,
end not the porticular. It began with the coclal and
not the iddividual; with the personal and ethical, and
not with thingse. It bogen vith the cbhetract and
unseon, and not with the seen and the concrete; with
obedience tc law and reverence for God, and not in the
acqulsition of the arts of reading and writinge. Truth was
deduced from this divine, original principle, and
not learnmed by induction. dJewish education was
opiritual, mmd therefore it ctood in direct contra=
diction to the ompirical and naturalistic systems of
other peoplos. The fact that it l:as outlasted every
other system whatsoover maltes it the nost succesaful
educational emeriment cver steged in the nistory of
eivilizationet

1‘1’.3‘ . I.im':l.que, History of Christisn Educatb s VOokeI, De 1570
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Indeed, thet was the end and aim of all Jewich education, to
establish the proner pernonal relaticnchip betvween the
individual and his Gode To zain and reintain that relation=-
hip the child hed to become, as ocon as possible, familiar
Vith God's will, /nd that will vas 1aid down in the Torah.
Thercfore, Joserhus informs us: " "Bur principal care of all
18 this, to educcte our children well,"t and "Ye take mozt
pains of all with the instruction of Ghildren and esteem the
observation of the laws and the plety corresponding with them
the moot important affoir of our vhole 1ife," From that
thorough education, 1t wno héped, s7ouid flow clso a moral,
upright 1life, That duty, too, was impressed upon the child, ;
Hot only for its own soke, but for the sake of 1ts community;
for the Jows fclt that the vhole welfcre and destiny of the
devlsh notion deponded upon the upright life of the individual
himoelf. fThus Re Flepzer b. Shamua' saids "Peaching st not
be Interrunted oven for the reestoblishment of the sanctuary
in Jerusalem."” Tho last, though quite secondary, reason for
2 thorough education vas to onable the individuael to take an
activo and intelligent part in the vorship and rites of the
Synagogue. |

: The connection existing between the ee_r.ltral Eynagogue,
the Sanhedrin at Jorusalem =nd the Synagogues throughout the
Dispersion seeus to have been a very elose one. The Romen
government, we learn, rocognized the Sanhedrin's authority

in spiritual metters throughout Judaism. And the Synagogues,

atutia,, p- 765,
ey Jewish Enoyclopodia, VoloV, De 43
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the schools connected with them, in fact, all tho Jews, of

the Dispersion looked to Jerusalem for government and
Girection,

Huch as we would 1ike to know whot was the language of
the Synegosue school in farsus when Soul attended 1t, we have
no vway of detsrmining. “hen we learn that the Greek influcnce
wes felt even in I alestine to the extent that, among the
upper clacses at least, there was a broadening and tecularize
ing of the othorwise somevhat narrow Jewish horizon, that
rhycical exercises, a bent toward the artistic, skepticism
and pegan religions filtered in, and that the Greek language
end literature wes wather frequently employed and atudied.l
Yo night argue by comparison thot the Greek influence rmet
have been much more keenly folt omong the Jows in the Disper=
Sion, And various of the foremoat critics o%i’ ft. Faul are
strongly inclined, from thelr study of tis Creek style, to
belleve that his ciiléhood education was elther all or pre-
dominontly in the Greek lenguoge. Equally a2s nany others,
hovever, incline tovwerd the orposite view. The argument for
the Greelz langusge thus rosts on the style of his Greek and
not on history. The argument for the use of the Hebrew and
Aramelc language, on the other hend, rests on the Jewish
chargoterietic of holding to tradition and of intenad
"natlonalism." Though 1% 24ds no weight to the latter argue
ment, the following saying of the Fharisces 16 interesting:
"Cursed be he who feeds swine: &and cursed be he who teachos his

8on Greelr litec r:*.tura."a The evidence on either side is too

1
Harique, one cit., PP. 154,155
2quoted in Smith, op. Slb., Pe 23
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Bcarce to ".»mr'rant. & conclusion. Fore will be said of this
in connecti~-n with Tenl's return to Tu.z-nua as & young man
and ecvecially, when we toke up the uuestion whother he
attended o school of rhetorie thorcs 3

The age =t which Ssul would entor upon his studles at the
Synazozue school derends largely upon what his paysical
condltion wias. 7The Jews were careful not to ovevrviork thelr
children at thio tender oge s because they realized the cterious
izpairment to heclth that might be involved. lormelly, in
ite Gth year - in exceptional cages at tio age of five = the
dewlsh Loy wmould enter the Zoth Ha-pefer.

Before entering upon the details, however, we must des-
eribe the general tet-up of one of these schools.. The question
wvhether the epchool would be held in the Syneagogue itself,
merely &n comnection with it, or ot a private home has been
debated loud =nd long. In exdeg:tisnnl casen the ochool viod
held in private homesj hub normal practice scems to have
been to meintein the school in connection with the synagosue,
if not within the Synagogue itself.

The hilstory of the teaching professcion among the Jeus 18
a study in itself, and at the éar.-:e tine on;a on vwhich we have
quite a wealth of informetion. The Jows were not willing to
&lve such en importent duty as the educetion of their child-
ren over to a 8lave, a pedsgogue, as the Grecks usually did.
But avay beck in 01d T&stament t.mea already those vho
taught vere celled goferim, that.is, "scribes" or, "biblical
8cholars." Of the teacher's moral prerequisites lorris does

not overstate the metter in the lemst when he saya: “An
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unimpeachseble moral and religlous character was an essential
aualification for s teacher." That was necaecsary because of the
great resvoncibility which the office involved, "He who in-
8tructs a2 child 1s 28 if he had oreated 1t,” sald the Talmud.2
lie vias required to be o nmerried man, so that he might the better
understand and oymoatkize with children and take a loving inter-
@8t in thom. In order that he night devote all his time and
énerglies to his profession, the scribe was not permitted to en=-
&2ge in ony otier o::ﬁ:tﬁ:»?.'t.i.:zrza3 ile enjoyed a high social gradee.
“ith 211 respect tho yeople addrecsed him as "Rebbi" (%% "y
mestor;™ literally, "my great one")e He had to have a fluent
8peech. Iotlence was o roquirement. ith raspec;. to the
Bubjeot natter we are told: "The first qualification was an
ecquaintance with the whole store sf 1e.¢.~.r'nlns.“4 In fact, we
are told that, if ke wne found to be deficient in this point,
he could be discharged. A favorite moxim was: "A teacher who
knows 2ilittle thoroughly is to be preferred %o one who knows
much cuperficislly.”™ ind he was to have a thorough understand-
ing of the subject matter. Said B'on-siraz " son, if thou sceat
& man of understanding, get thee betimes unto him, and let thy-
fect uear out the steps to Lis home."0 Because of the huge
amount of matcrial that had to be covered, the teacher was :to be
brief and .1'.0 the point in his explanationse There 18 much argu-
ment on the guestion, whether the teachers were paid or not.

Apparently those of the clementary school were neid for their

Akorris, ov. git., p.65.
3i{retzmann, one cit., P. 76, i
G.¥, lioore, Judsaism Vol. I Pe ]
g:t Cyclovedis of rducstion, Vole IIT, Pe 5%t
Jl.Haatings, X Relicion and Tthics, Vol.V,
p' 1850
~ “Je Haotings, Dictionory of the Hible, Vols I, p. 649.




=32

teaching servicen, while those of the Acedemy taught without
charge, If theclementary ochool teacher was not directly pald
for his instructions (for it was evidently f£rovmed upon to re-
Golve nay for teaching the Torah, since it ought to be looked
uron 20 a privilege), then at lesst he rocolved pay evowedly for
keeping the children in his coro. Sometimes the Pay wes sgreed
ubon betveen the teacher ond the 'children's fathers. Lore
@enerally the comrunity would levy a tex, the amount in each caso
dspending upon the finoneisl ability of the femily, to pay the
teacher's solary. The well<to-do were required to pay enough to
finance the oducation also of the poor and the orphanse

The relotion between the teacher and the pupil was alveys
to be one of mutual love snd respect. The children were
to honor their teoncher because he was inatructing thenm in
the Law of God. Ilow the teacher wags to rogard his puplls may
be inferred from such high entimates of school children as
ere volced in the Telmud: "Every day an. angel goes out from
the presence of the Holy Gne, blessed be lie, to destroy the
world and turn it into nothinge Yhen He bethinks Himself of
the school-children and irmediately Nis anger is turned into
“‘em.‘h"l and "By the breeth from the routh of school children
the world is sustained." _

In the fourth century the recttiction was ade that no
teacher dared inctruct more than 25 puzils in one class withe
out the ald of on cosistant.” lovever, at Gsul's time this

practice was cboorved only vhere the facilitios permitted it.

;EQI'I".H. Che 9_1.&-. e 167«
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A0 to the Looks and instruments that wore used, we ore
told: "The vhole equipnment consisted of wax tablets and |
bPolnters, end of serollo, vhich were scarce and very exuens
sive,"l Indeed, we chall scon see how that was all that was
negesecry. The teacher would sit on an clcvated é=is or
8tond, vhile the pupils set around him, either on amall
stools or om she : loor, 8o that they were said to be "edu-
cated at 118 foot" and to "powder themzelves in the dust of
the foot of the wise."® In order that the child might not
be overvorked, the number of homrs was adjusted to the
Ghild's strength ond endurance. It scems thot classes began
Very carly, ot sunfine or ooon after, and, ecpecially for the
older pupils, insted all day. The lower classes, however,
vware generally excused from sbout 10 to 3. Hetween the 17th
of Thamuz and the 9th of ib (sobout July snd Auguot] only four
h-ours of instruction wer daoy vere parmittod. Apparently
there were no oxtended vacations, the only free days belng the
Sabbaths and the great feast dayse

llow we are prepazred to enter upon a dincuas}lon of the
Bubjects young Saul very likely studied in the Tarsus
Synagegue. In a generel way we may oey that in the dcmen-
tary school he would become familier with i'.he three R's.
Roading, we mey say, was the predominant subject. It was,
hovever, not taught s on inderendent subject, but primarily in
connection with the Torash. riting, too, became less and less

of a gpecial study and vas studied aldo largely togather

%I-Eorria, Ope oite, Do 168,
Smith, ope. glte, P« 26,
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vith the Torch. Arithmetic was taught with the primary
nurpose that the boy mlzhi leamn to cormpute the tine, the
dates of the fonats, and the tithes. However, that does not
Bean that the tralining in these subjects was celf-evidently '
Buperficial. On the contrary, the training was an intensive
one, tut clvays it contered scbout the Jorehe. & little musie
ves taught in connection ;vlth the ctudy cf the liturgy.
Gtherwise science, arb, and gymnastiocs had no place in the
curriculume The literature thet vwas studied wes almost
exclusively religlous. In all of this we are cpeaking from
the stondroinh of tho lebrew-iromalc sckoole Essentislly
there would be but few modifications if the Greck langusge
Viere uged. The only differcnce that would enter in would be
in the fipld of roading ond writing. Since the method of
teaching the Greclk alphebet ond languasge io ecsentially the

ame 28 that vhich vwe ﬁse in the inglich, its description is
being eliminctod Liere in favor of tne unique and more
difficult teb.uhing of the Hebrew and Arameic,

After this brief over-view we nust atudy in greater
det=11 the methiod of teaching, especially with reference to
reading end writinge. It is uo doubt proper to say that in
the elementary school the Jews had but one textbooks That
textbook the child used from the day he entered school to
the day he gradusted. It was his groat duty to gain as good
a8 knonledge of 1t and to memorize as much of it a8 he
ponsibly could. That, book was the "Book of Books," bis .
Bible. $aid R. Hleazer b. Shamua': "The study of the Forah

outweighe all other religéous comzsandﬂ."l Kdershein rays a

e T

’gge Jewish m«nzélgaeaig. Vol. V, e 43,
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Juotified tribute to his Jowish ancestors when he says: "In
the doys of Christ the plous Jew hed no other knowlodge, ‘
neither nousht nor cored for any other = in fact, denounced
1t - then thot of the Law of God. To the pious JoW eeee the
knoviledge of Cod woa everythings and to prepere for or impart
that !mowvledge wan the sunm total, the sole object of his
education."t

Neturally, ths £irot stop in tho child's treining would
be to lecrn tho alphobet, its forms, sounds, and .erhaps
numerical walue, and the nomes of the letters. Sometimes, we
are told, the alphobot wes used as material for moral and
religlous instruction in this monmer: A little verse would
be attoched to each letter or group of letters, and the
child would thus nmomori.o the n.?:].phabeb as woll o the veme.2

The resding courpe wes for the Jowish pupil an exbremely
aifficult one. The difficulty lay in the cboence of the
~ Vowel pointings. Therefore the fabbi, in toaching the alphebet,
could proceed neither from the individual letter to the vord
nor vice versg. "The common practice seems to have been for
the children first to rcad in their books, and then to
memorize ot least one verse a da,v."3 Individual vords could
not be tought because the same radicsls with different vowel
bolntings would be pronounced ,c!:.fferentl;y. " For oxample, the

three radiecls 72 7 may be pronounced in 8 or 9 difforent ways,
s

ewich Soc 3 8y Do 124,
2% %n%aranﬁng oxamplo of this method is to be found in
Lorris, The Jowish School, ppe 147 £fe To hin I am indebted
for the entire subject of teaching reading and writing.
I.'.OI'PiB. 92. &t’.. p. 153'
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depending in ench case on the vowel point.ingt-:. Thus we cennot
Speek of the teaching of reading in the strict gense until
aftor the vowel cyntom was introduced.

Once the child had mastered the alphabet, it entered ot
once upon 'tize study of the Torah, The teacher togother with -
the nupils would rond the verse as a vhole, rereed it many
tinen, wntil the tuplls had pemorized tl:ie promunciation of the
verse as a vwhole.

Later on the child would be taught both to read and
translate portions from the Toreh into the Aramalc. “hen they
cane to pasaages that were no longer well understood, since
the Hevbrew had long since become o dead lenguoge and been
Su.planted by the Arameic in daily conversation, the rabbi
would recad the verse end then parsphrase ite In many cases
that paraphrase, vhich was originally only intedded to be an
explanation, become an nccepted translation and was rogularly
used. The prectice was apparently adopted from the custom of
“targuming” used in the synogogue. The procedure of studying
the text in the clementary school, thenm, may be dezoribed thuss
"First a reading of the verse in the originalj then a trans=
latlion, or explanation in the vermacular; and finally, another
recding in Hehrew alone."t

As the deseription so far clearly indicates, learning vas

elmost entirely orzl. In fact, as far as we can determine

. today, oilent reading for sense and thought was all but un-

Imown in the Jewish school. And the procedure employed for
learning the lesson wos memorizatlon by means of endleas

repetition. The teacher's great idecl was to impress the Law

11-:!01'1'15, ops _Cite, De 167,
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without variation or error indelibly upon the mind of the
child. And, by the very noture of the cagse, it io not true
that "Quantity wan sll-inzortemt, sonotimes oven at tho
eXrenso of accumcy."" The converse is more arcurate. Hot'v-
over, 1t is no doubt true thet, with such emphasis on
merorization, the content was often not understood; for, after
all, the maln object in teaching was to impress tie subjoct
matters Therefore the child would memorize the :taterial
firat, ond leter on, with the ald of the teacher, learn to
understand it. The memorization wae accompliched in this
Vay: The tecciier w uld rcad aloud, from the Scriptures, one
gentence; then the rupldls would recit.elit. in chorus after
hin. Again ona again the pupils would repeat the centence,
the tencher in each coge pointing out any errors in pronun-
clation that mizht have occurred. “ith vhat core and dili-
genee this vas carried on may be scen from 2 comoﬂﬂ aying
of the day, "To review 101 times is better then to review 1oo
times,"?

To a casual observer it might sppear that such ez?_dleas
meticulous repctition rust have been clmost umendurable to
the averaée pupdl, But that d'mger had been obviated by the
wide and genmersl use of various rmemonic devices. For inotance,
Sentences were grouped in alphebetical order and then
memorized, backwards as well ao forwards, by tvwo's, and so on
until the entire material had been mastored. Iumerical
Synbols, too, were frequently used. #nd this em:loyment of

Inemonics, ecpecially in later Talmudic timeo, pervaded the

llhorria OBe Clt.y De 127,

Quoted’in The Jowish Fneyolopedia, Vole V, Ps 43e
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vhole educational samut from the ctudy of the alphabet to
the mogstery of the %ishnne

Indeed, toking into consideration the type of material
that bad to be learned and the gre=t precision with which it
had to be memorized, the Jewish syctem of teaching noeds mo
epology. Josephus volcen just vride in the Jewich mode of
Anotruction when he says: “From the dam of understanding we
learn the lows by hoort ond Love them, o8 it were, engmaved
‘on our gould,"l

%0 have evidence, too, that allusions and illustrations
were uged in the clementary school, especially in the exzlana-

2 %0 also hear of vhat

tions and ap:licotiona. lays iorrig
vere appevently Aesoplen fobles used to illustrate biblical
verses. Out of three hundred only three have survived, and
thene clearly beor the character of elementary school
:sm_t.ar'ia:l.."

Hor wnn the practice of having tutors unknovm in that
daye On the contrary, it wes general practice for the teacher
to appoint older otudents to assist the younger, and more back-
.‘::e.rd onea. And, fromfhiat evidence we heve, it a iesrs that
homevork wns also cssigned by the Synagogue school teacher of
the Telmudic period. :

From the general pilcture of the teacher of this period
we gather that 1t vwas expected that the teacher be rather
storn with his pupils. Lovity st least ceems to have been
very definihely excluded. Only one oase of severe brutality

18 recorded: A teacher was disnmissed because ha had beaten

oct-'Pt L
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fome of his rupils po severely that they dledj and, strangely
enough, he was later restored to his position. Othervise
diseipline in Seul's dey ncems to heve beon less severe than
in earlier centuries. In general, the teacher was in all
caea to temper hio discipline in such & wey that he might
alwoys retoin the rosvect of his pupils. Kindly exbortation
ond admonition was advized in¢ preference to corporal punish-
ment.

' As to vays ond neons of raintaining discipline end evoking
interest, we find that both negative ond positive nethods were
used. thile the lagy or nisbehaving puplil was punished with
the strap or, in the case of the older onea; soverely reprimand-
ed, ancouragements such as emulatlon and rewards were used to
encoursge obedience and diligences e ere told: "There is
sufficient evidence to chow that teachers generally recognized
the desirabllity of arousing the pupil's interest in hic work."r
Thet was most necessary, copecially in tho elementary school,
because of the very nature of the studies themselves. e do
not, however, read anything of the teacher's trying to stimu-
late intercst in the subject matter itself. Interest is
usually s ught for by extex:ml methods, for instance, by
attaching omall bells to. the scrolls from vhich the child
Btudied, Later on, hovever, when the child began to atudy tho
thought, the teacter would strive to arouse his irterest in the
material itscelf, '

One more, undouttedly the most disbinctive, character-

istic of ancient Jouish education was its integration of

rris, on. cit., p. 144,
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religion ond 11fe. Though the stidy and Inopiledge of the
Torsh wes admitted to be absolutely necessary; yet the Jew=
ish educator resliged that such inowvledge. alone would not :
mold & moral chavecter. The chiild must be taught to live its
religion, Therefore, benides learning the Law, he must be
taught, 2lvo how to observe a,nd practice it. ‘ith éreat. care
and dlligence the teacher must initiate him into the religious
obsorvances and divinely-proscribed socinl cuntoms of his
People. hen this other half of his lesson had been well
learned, when the ohild could be clearly seem to live his
religion; then first wse the elementory education considsred
eomplete. Iany centuries later Herder condtructed his system
of educational poychology laréely sn the groundvork of thnis
Jewien synthesis of religion and life.

“ith thot we have com:leted our study of the charactor-
lstic eclementary school of Saul's duy. @ have outlined the
pPrinciples that suided hip clementary training; we have
Snuncrated the subjects; we hove described the methods of
instruction - fll theso c mbined cheracterize the elememtary
8chool trelning vhich young Saul of Tprsus may very likely
have received.

If ;:oz'; vie may again apsly the gonerzl rule to the boy
Saul, we may say that in 211 14l¢1ihood he graduated from the
synagogue school when he vag absut 13 years of age. However,
a8 tc the oxact extent of the avercge Jewish boy's education
at the time of his graduation from the Beth ;_Ig-gg&, we lock
gpeclific information. e have this general statement

characteristic of Jooephus: "Our people, if anybody do but
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a8k them about our laws, ho will more roadily toll them all
than he will tell his ovm name."d However, from the courses
and method of temching them vhich we have outlined, we may
Oay that, in tho schere of tho Torsh at least, Saul would
have committed lorge parts of it to nerory end be able to . «ad
eny of it very fluently; for so guch wo do inow: By the
time tho Jewish boy graduated from the elemontary school he
wag expected to be able to take part in the readirng of the
lessons from the Fentateuch and Irophets in the Synagogue.
In fact, at tines he was even expected to be alile to serve
a3 translstor if called upon, though he oould be coached if
nececaary.,

#lth his clomentary training completed, whab cianced daia
the average Jewioh boy have of going on to the Academy? :
Haturelly only a very few were able to continue their educations
Azong tho Jews the 1llustration vwas frequently applicds
usuelly a thouscnd entey the study of the Bible; of these one
nundred proceed to the iohngh; of these, egain, ten go for-
vard to the study of the Talmud; and only one of the wholé
nunber attoing to the position of a recognised scholare"® In
general there were two preroquisites to con.t:.nuins in the
Academy. First, the student must have manifested special
talent and aptitude during his previous schooling. And,
Becondly, his parents must be at least more wall-to-:?.o ti:an
the aversge; for in mest cnses the son was expected to become

an arprentice under :is father and to earn money to help

=
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8upport, the fomily, Coul, however, possessad both of these
requinites. In fact, he was no doubt destined for the rabbe
inate already from early childhood.

‘hen next we take up Soul's scholastlic career it will
be in Jerusalom at the feot of Gamaliely Defore proceeding
to that point, tho.gh, it will be mecessary for us, in order
to complote the picture of ks ahlldhood education, to study
vhat roung Saul lemined from and obscrved among the pagan

people of Tarous,.



CHAYTER V
CHILDHOOD INFLUSECE OF TARSUS

Though the rarents of Saul must be grouped with the
artlsans or shopkeepers rather then with the aristooracy, as
Ve have showm, nevertheless we must place them among the
higher olase of laboring folk, into the well-situated middle
Class, rs it were. =Saul himnelf being a Jow, neturally it
15 only fnir to assume thet his princizal childhood associ=
atos vore Jews. However, it is not necessary, as some holc‘!.,
to conclude tiat, since Saul was a Jew end a sonsof iharisees,
he would malntoin o rother strict seclusion from Gentile ass-
oclationa. Thet conclusion would seem to be unnatural as
w0ll a8 to overemphasize the fact that he belonged to a femily
witlh rhariosie tendencles. On the contrary, oince there seem
to have been o rather 1- yz-;;c nurber of Jews in Tarsus and
8ince it avvears they enjoyed rather cordiel relations with
the native inkobitonts, we may well ¢ mnelude thot youns Saul
associnted o great denl with ¢ ge other extraeJowish children
of Taroug,

And in these assoociations  *he fact that intercats un_
most is that he would there); come into contact with the
Greek language. Besides the fact that Greek culture and
philosophy flourished in Tarsue at the time we Imow, too, that
the Greek languege was the languoge of dally conversation
enong 1ts irvhobitents. However, we muct not confuse tho
Greek of the streets with the classical Greeks Tho Greok
gpoken among the conwon folk was the Koine, or vernacular,

=43= |
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the more free and idiomatic popular languages and there is
mo Justlfioble reason to doubt that young Saul became © rather
familiar with the Greek vernacular during thieno firot ‘thir-
teen years of his 1:fe whon he was in dally contact with it.
It 18 quite likely that, besides boing able to understand 1%,
he wan able to oneak 1t rather freely ond fluently elsoe.

Thie early contoet waich Seul hed with the Greek vernacular
constitutes one of the imortont points in tho ctudy of it.
Faul's Greek siyle leoter on.

Besides the effect of the Groek lenguage, Tar:us must
have served to broaden the young boy's outlook considerably
e2lso. The very noture and loeation of Térauu would tend to
“cosropolitonize” Soul. Tarsus vwas, after all, & harbor
City. Lying close to the séa, it ongeged in intcrnational
trode and commerce. At tho coast, near tho vharves there
vere large wareh-cuses where the merchandise was stored after
tho shipo had brought it into zort, or avalting 2 vessel to
carry it to some ﬂlatwnﬁ port. From the foresta of the
Tarsus rountaing logs were floated dowm the River to Tarsus,
vhere they werc hewm ond finished off, used for building shipa
or londed into boats to be hauled to some far-off port on the
Dediterrancen. Archeologiste have recovered coins from
Tarsus which reprencent huge balés of merchondise, thus testi-
fying to the mercantile prominence of the citye. Lorge sea-
faring vessels became a familiar nght to y ung Saul. Little
did he dream that loter on he would do much of his travelling
on just such chips, nor that he would be more than once ship=

virecked on such as these.
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Due to the strateglc position of Tarsus it would have
tmong ito inkabitants znd froquent vistbrs also peoples of
Dany metion-lities, people from nearly every country of the.
then-lmovm w-rld. There would be eopeclially sailors and
merchontmen renresenting many lands and races. Anong thenoe
Saul would hear etrange langunges spoken, langouges which he
did rnot understond, but lonsuages of vhich he may have re-
tained a few common words or expressions. There Zaul would
learn to recognize the many diversities of human charactere.

fic would notice the strenge habits and customs of these
foreigners., The following report io significant in this
cannection:

The Tigurines of the gods of many nations, the
oriental “andon, the Greek Horokles, the Egyptian
Leropls, which were ylelded by the Roman otrata (in
oxeavations on the site of Tarsus), are witnesses to
the mixture of nationalities and cultures inlt.he midat
of vhieh Zaul of Tarsus was Lorn and reared.
flovever, ovan move importent for Saul's later carcer

Would be his childhood observations of the relizgious =nd
Goclal life of the city of Tarpuc. There is a wealth of
information to be found on this subject. For our present
burpose, however, it will suffice to give only a brief out=-
line of %Tapnian idolatry. 7The predominent religion of
Tg;.rnua vas the »cligion of the Grecks and Athienians. The
Greeks were polytheistic. Their gods were deifiocd ideals

" of human beings, vhose lives wers blighted with the same
foibles, pleasures and vices as the Groeks themeelves.
Groek polythelsm never did sponsor a personal or mystical

J'G'reroga A. Barton, Archeology and the Bible, DPe. 2T4.
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relation Letweoon the individuel ond the gods. Uith the
_ entrance of the mystery cults this feature wes added. At
the some time the rhilocophers had' destroyed faith in the
gods, ond cousequently the religlon of the Groeks had de-
Eenerated to little more than o succession of public feasta
end cercnonies with few of the veople taking any of the gods
Beriously. Thore were to be found religions, deities and the
"’°Pﬂhip of northern Syria, of Babylon, Ezypt, Rome and numer-
ous other lands. #And go in Tersus, we might say, Saul saw
represented noarly overy religion and cult of any consequence
at his time. All those idol tomlesn, pricsts, images, rites
and ceremonies served to glve the boy Saul en insight into
heathen roligion ond vorship. It gave him an opportunity to
observe the features cormon to all of them and the base
morallty to vhich they all inevitebly led.

The one outstonding eonsequence of Tarsian rolythelistic
idolatry, oo writers and pocts, hiotory and archeology testify
vith one accord, was grose immorality. F.@%. Farrar saya:

fhe secat of a cclcbrated ochool of letters, it

(Tarsus) was at the came time the retropolis of a pro-

vince oo low in universal estimation that it was counted

anong the eeseethiree moct villainous K's of antiguity =

Kappadokia, ¥ilikia, and Krete.

The irmmorality naturally had its origin in the cervice of the
1dols themsoelves. Some of the features of this idol worship
vere scneuwal and coarse beyond descriptione Here St. Faul
recelved hio £irst glimpse of and insight into tho sensual
coz‘nlz;tion, lust, ond vice which he so vigorously denounced

lator on,

“The Iife ond “ork of St. © s Vol. D, pe 28,
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There in Tarsus young Sgul had an excellent dpportunity
to obzerve lLow dogradod pogan immorallty affected t.hé saored
inastitution of narrisge, the verious foamily relationships,
end the status of women snd childron.l Zarrigge and its
responolbilitlos were regarded.with little less than oubright
8corn in 211 too many inotences. Tagagomont did not opring
from spontoneous love on the part of the two parties. Instead
the morrisge wes comtradted by the pavents. "The dominati:g
conaiderations in betrothal end narrisge vere woealth, lineage,

& The average age at which a girl wos

ond sociel otonding.”
narried off by her perents was 16, and froguently as y-ung as
13,

“lth thot kind of marrioges, espocially ameng heathen,
nerital love and faithfulness could not be oxpected to follow.
And 0o the chief purpose of marciage came to bo oirply to
bring forth lezitinate offapring vwho would care for the
parents in their old oge ond give tiem a respectable buriale
The average family was omalle It froguently heppened that a
father or mother, after hoving brought several children into
the vorld, would forsalke his spofise and children to enjoy a
1life of lurury ond profligacy in a large oity. voman in
general occupied a rather low position. “he was rezerded as
the hushband's personal property ond was expected to yiold to
bis every will end vhim, It was her duty to remain at home
and bear and rcar his 1ildren, while her hucband enjoyed the

 Ln tho following presentation I am indebted largely to
l';.l.-..abana, The lew Tostam orld, ppe 206 = 212,
Dana, obe Cillte, De 207e
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comany of the intelloctual and aristocratic society with a
mistress. Divorces occurrod vith eiartlins £requency.

The pocition of a child was 1iftle botter. The child was
the property cof nis father, If the father was displecsed with
1t for any roason ot all, he might punish it brutslly or kill
it. If he was in debt or craved more money for indulgence,
he might sel1 it into slavery.

Haturally this description paints the darker side of the
Plcture. Nonetheless the protralt is very truthfuly fowever,
there were aloo cases of fine, decent, upright, moral living.
But, especielly among the upper classes, these vore fortunate
Inconnistencics pather than the rule.

@ need :'-ot.h-::ell a2t length uzon the decp impression that
this poganiom and congequent low standard of morals creasted
upon the youns mind of Saul the son of a FPherisaic farlly,
the Loy vho wap re ding an;l hearing every doy of the canctity
of marriasge and children, how God condermed the idolater and
Promised his curse and condommation to 2ll those vho lived a
life of viee and excesses and r:iel:adneea.' From that stand=- o
point these pogan inotitutions ond ypracticeo must have offend-
ed hin decply. o doubt they filled him with disgust. ihat
RiB childish roaction must have beon we can almost feel when
Wwe read thcse descriptione and denunclations of jagan
ldolatry and immorality as we i:ind. for instance, in Homand
1, 24 - 32,




CHAYTER VI
SAUL GOES 70 THE ACADEY

In the preceding chopters we have traced, as far as
exioting informatisn rermito, the boyhood development of
S8yl of Tarsus. If only more direot information on these
most imprecsionable ye 'rs of hic 1ife could be found, it would
no doubt throw much 1lizht on the Avostle Faule Hevertheless,
even the facts that we do have will prove very nelpful. And
a8 we continue now to study the further develovment and edp-'
cation of fZaul in o new énvironment, many more character-
ictics of St. Foul will find, if not a convineing, then at
least a plounible exulanation.

At the very outset of our study of Saul's careor ot
Jerusalem we are confronted with another difficutly: How
old vas Le wlen he begen his rebbinicel studies in the Academy?
Three views are held. One group of ocholers holds that Saul
“as o man of about 30 when he went theres OUnly suggested by
James Querach,! this view 15 definitely expreosed by Ualter
Elokmann,? who holds that, "not until Saul vas o man past
‘thirty" @id he journey down to Jerusalem to study for the
flabbinate. ¢m the other hand, come hold to the orrosite ex-
treme, thot Scul wes only a cmall child when he came to
Jerusalem. They base their views on Acts 32,3 cnd 26,4 The
mogt generally accepted view, hovwever, is that Saul was ebout

13 years old at the time.

h?tl £ His Life and % . p.l".
I—EUI Dede
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iIn exanining thece three thesries it nust be zdmitted

that his age ot the timo con be by no means sbsolutely do-

terzined, The theoyy that he was 30 years old vhen he begen
hio studien at Jervoaleom hesa, it would .seen. the moest dAiffi=-
culties to surmount. In the firat ploce, in view of the Jow=-
ish custom of entering upon the rabbinical studies ot about |
13, it woula feon strange thot Soul should firet begin at
about 30. sgein, this theory would have to prove that our
rredent chronology of ::E'::ul'u life, for instance, the dsto of
Stephen's ctoning, Soul's conversion mmd oll succeeding
evenis of bis life, ic erromeous. And finally, cuch nossages
28 Acts 26,4 and 22,3 render thot oge designation very doubt-
ful. The other extreme, hovever, wiich nokes Saul & young,
or even vory young child and bases its view on Acts 26,4 and
22,3 hos less (1fficulties to moet. (ne rathen formidable
objoction, though, 40 thot this theory makes it very dlfficult
to exclain Ste roul's Tree and exprecaive use of the Greek
Vernaculer later on in big Lobtors. Again, the Ly oz eol -
At /o5 o Acts 22,3 in ita connectlon auparently
means nothing more than "brought up"” « "with the predominant
idea of forming the rind."l In fact, the zZezw § oo
arperently is e parellel and stands in oppositionfto this
vord., ‘Ath respect to the word YroTres in Acts 26,4, its
uesgo in 1 Tim. 4,12 shows clearly that the word need not
refer to corly childhcod. The generally accerted view, finally,
is s8tl1l1l the one moot easily reconeiled with vhat we inow of

Jewish custom ond of St. Foul. lNor does it involve any
: T
R — Greok-inclish Lexigon, (4VeZzdZu/ ), pe 43¢ Of.
also The Ivositor's Greek sestoament ad hog.
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ferious Ailfficulties v
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It has been conjectured that Saul's parents moved dovm
to Jerusslem ot this time; again, that Zaul made the trip in
conjuncticn with a journey to one of the festivals, There is
no viorthvhile evidence to punnort these statenments. lore
likely is the view that he ccme by ship from Iarsus to the
harbor of the new city of Caebarea vhich Herod had rebuilt,
and jsurncyed on,foot from thore to Jerusalom.

Before following &5,ul to the, Academy we ought to enumerate
the f=ots which we have sbout his sﬁuﬁie thero. First of 2ll,
we muet disegree with Riddle® and hold that Saul certainly
did ottend the Academy et Jerusalem ond that Gomaliel was his
teacher, The very fact that St. . Faul when vin:l:'t.:lns the Syna=-
fozue in Antioch of fisldia was called vpon to speak (. Acts 13,
15) proves that, even if Faul did not funotion 28 a rabbi,
ho ot least hnd rsbbinicel training. And vhere he got that
training we now from his own statement in Acts 22,3, vhere he
tells us that be vwan o student of Gemeliel, who, &8 we imow,
wat one of "the {amous rabbis of the rabbinical Academy at
derusplem. 4nd, in the cecond place, we now from hicom
Stetement in Gole 1, 14 that he studied diligently and mado

excollont progress. Though we have no zore direct information,

1"Mho tradiditon thet Faul studled for the rebbinsto in
Jerusalenm 45 28 old as Luke-icts. 5ince the "life of Feul" is
uoually o t.eaving together of the data of luke=-icts, infor-
mation from the letters and othop traditions, several exauples
of rabbinicel exegesis ond theology are conveniently found to
prove that laul wae o tratned rebbi; hovever, serious doubt
18 throwm uvon the escertion vhon the prinary scurces are
oritically otudied. In this matter, as in others, a negative
attitude should be talen to a tradition vhich owen its eurrency
to tendenti-us elements in Luke-Acts," = D.%n. Hgdle, Xarly
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these facts enable us to paint o rather clear picture of the

fichool he attended and the subject which he studied thore.

pond to ur present-day collcgoe It was called also en
"hoademy," o term wkich "seems to have boen confined to the
oc¢hools of the great/oducational conters «see in Babylonia, and
Jerunalem s.e..,"oto.l And finally, 1te most gemersl neme was
"Beth le-midrosh,” or "house of study." Concerning the besinnings
of there feodemies we are told:
: Such Academlos had grovm up as free aasccilations
of schiolors around scme central figure. A soribe
anounsced that he wos willing to teach, and young men
gg.o;:?ggi::fétmd him to obtain a training and ordination
The statenent of loore ,3 that theoe schoola had thelr be-
Ginnings in gobherings of the soferim, for the purpose of
Butuel ctudy ond edifiestion, counds move plausibley It scems
that this Reth Ho-=rideash, groving out of these gatherings
of the soforim, weo dlotinet from the Temple, though closely
comected with 1t. iIncidentally, the Academy was held to be
on & bigher ronk thon the Synegogue to which 1t was attacheds
This school would have for ite teachers, of cairse, the
uwost learned of the scribes, and especially those of the
Fherisplcal ceot. About 50 years before Soul's arrival at
Jerucolen tvo rencrmed rabbls had tz.'.ught. there, Hillel and
Shempel, Both became founders of theilr own schools, the one
of the Both-Iillel I'House of Hillel"), the other of the Beth

Shammal ("House of Sharmal"). The following characterization

5 8
Kretzizovn, ope cit., Ze 92. 93,
SF.P. Grovés, op, Sil., pe 35¢
Cpe Gite, VOl. I, De 311,
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of the twn schools w111 Lear out the difference between thom:
They differed but slightly in thelr teachings, yet
midely in temperament, Hillel being a lenient and reason-

%E%grg%?g_zb-:}ist » “homnal o hard susterely orthodox
Y0 the wvoverh originated, "Bo gentle as Hillel, not harsh
as Shormad , "¢ .

The ctruzzle between these two schools continued until
long after their founders had died. In the end, however, the
Spirit of Millel triumphed. And it 18 his gentle and lenient
80lrit thot hop cxpressed itself in nearly ell expositions of-
the Law sinee that tine.

Of hio instructors at the Academy St. Feul exvrossly
mentiona Comeliel. ResearcHimows of three osutstanding
Unwaliels vho lived durirg and after the time of ft, Faul.

Gf these the ynungest was the teocher of vhom Ste Feul makes
his bongt in Acts 22,3 as for o8 reaearch can determine
today. ‘hether thot is true or not, really mckes little
differenco; for all three were rharisees and belénged to the
Samo 8clicol. All three of these Cameliels were fo eminent
in their dey tihnt thoy were among 7 Robbis of antiquity to
whom the Jews sove the title "Rabban." Noreover, all three
of them, each in turn, received the high disbinctlon of
"Fazi," or "Fresidenmt of the School." The Gamaliel under
Vhom Saul studicd seems to hav-e boen the grondson of the
Great Hillel. Some believe he was the son of the Simeon of

luke 2, 25, That is very doubtfuls If we have identified

L, Sickmemm, P11z 1m Fouly peTe
alb o i AWM AlLL,
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this Gamaliel correctly, he died 18 years before the de-
nt-ruct-:lon of Jerucolom - about the time of St. Faul's chip-
vreck et ‘nlta. lie wes burioed with highest honors, we are
told. Contrary to much wishful thinking, he lived and died a
Yharisoce,

The Jevish estimate of Gamallel is brought out in the
Saying thet "from the doy when Rpbban Gamoliel the Elder died,
the Law censed, nnad rurity and ebstinence died. nl They 0_5'-119‘1
bin the "boauty of the low,"? [e 15 euprosed to have made the
atatement: “Aproint for youraelf a teacher; thus you will
avold vhat is doubtful.”” His oudstanding and ost beloved
chiaractoristic ceems to have Deen tolerdnce and brosdminded-
ness. Every stotement of his which we have from extra-Biblical
furces agrees fully with what he caid in Acts 5, 35-39. He
vas not given to the nabbow bigotry of his sect. Lis broad-
pindedness io a most interesting cheracteristic for our present
otudy, bLecouse we leorn that thet trait quelled in him the
Fherisale antipathy toverd Oreock. Research reveals that he
&b loast permitted the use of pagen Greek literature in his
Academy. hether he himself taught it is most doubtfule at
any rate, here again faul would have oprortunity to contact
the Groek lengusge; Af not in the classroom, then at least
in books by Greek euthors. In this connection it 1e worthy of
note that "Tradition had it that a knowledie of Groek was an

engentinl qualificetion for membership of the Sanhedrin."l’

1ouoted in David Smith, obe cib., De 20,
%Quéftod. in The Foobot: 'a'f:'i‘ Tﬁ': (no author), p. 26¢

awoted In C.F. Kent, Zhe -ork and Pepchings of the
Apostles, e T3
J‘Tias.'-'%ings, Dicticnery of the Bible, Vole I, De 6516
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On that foundstion we shall now build our outline of the
fubjects tought and the methods employed in the Jerusalem
Academy. f%he training hore naturally was of a profeosional,
rether then a gonorgl noturc. ‘Thercfore the chief subject
Vo8 again the Law, The student hore continued and broadened
his kmovledge of the (ld Taestament Soriptures by taling up,
not mercly the Lew proper, but also the Prophets and the
Heglagrapha. And othor subjects that were studiecd were taken
up only to the cxtent in which they would assist the student
in his later Rabbinleal career. Thus ve lecrn. thot

the religeous study of the Law was the center from vhich

all cubjeots radiated. iature was obeerved in order to

lead man to admire the greatness of God and to recognige
tholr own insirnificence. Lathematical and astronomical

Inowledge were of irportance in making the caloulations

necounnry to deternmine the Jewish calendars An acquainte

ance with the plont and enipal world was s-ought to throw
light upon the meoning of various =aored troatisces, and
with human ond enimsl snatomy to understaond certain pre=-
certs and pllusions. Languagen yere studied to explain
~ obscure terms in the Heriptures.
But the Lew was always the central, dominating theme of =all
studies.

For that reason the student would receive instructicn in
the Interpretotion of the Law by opplying the oral tradition.
He had to becone fazdlier with all the various intersretotions
nasoages by' nic predececcors, then
velgh and sift the cvidence corefully, and finally arrive at

his ovn interprotation. This method would of course develop

that had been given to the

in the student the capacity for judgnent, while at the same
time glving him an intensive, end quentitetive as well as a .
qualitative Imocwledge of the Scriptures. lierely to engage in

11-‘-?. Gravos, one clte., PPs 25.26.



the study of the Law alone, it wae osald, "is a way, but not
the real way,"1

The name for thie tradition was "Lichngh." Tho method was
Imowm a8 “:advash,” or the careful exegosis of the Law for the
Pursone of deriving from and confirming by it the unwritten
lav. It included two bronches, the “Hagzedah" ("story,
tredition”) and the “Halachah”" ("rule, custom")s As to the
distinetion between the tvo, David Smith has this to says

Helachoh was the systematisation of the precepts of
the Law, the definition, application, ond reconcliliation
of the ie:'*_-:l code; and it igscued in a vast complexity of
casulctical distinetions and vexatious restrictions.
dlagradal, on the other hand, dealt with the historical
end dldactic portions of the Geriptures, elsborating and
clucidating then by the =2id of parsble and legend. It
burcued the method of allegorical exegesls, recognioing
in Serinture a fourfold mesning, denoted by the consonants
of the vord "raradise": peshat, the simple or literal
fenaz, the cugrested meaning; derush, the meanénzs evolved
by investigetion; and god, the mystic meaning.

In all itn basic features thers is 1little differcnce
& T .-
beteen the nethod of teaching in the elementary school and
thot emiloyed in the fcadenmye. The same emz.hadl.s on learning
by repetition and memorization persisted also in the Acedemye
In this connection the Talmud distinguished four clasgses of
students:
There ere four corts in those who oit before the -
Beges: Those vho nct os a2 sponge, a funrel, a strainer,
and o aleve; a8 a sponge vwhich sucks up all, 28 a funnel
vhlch receives at one end ond lets out at t'r'm other, =s
& Strelner which lets the wine vass through, but retalns )
the lees, and =8 a cieve v:.-hgch lets the bran pass through
but retaine the fine flour.
In order to facllitate rmemorization the practice of chanting

vian intmiduoed. liot nmerely in the Torah, but also in the

%@uoted in G.F. lioore, ops Git., Vol« I, Pe 319.
ﬁ. citlo. De 27.
il Ot-l'l. 9. 138-

i e
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Hishnoh the students would chent the lepsons. Besides the
help this practice offerod to memorization, it was employed
also to bring out the meening of the toxt. Incidontally the
chants varied in mood and color in accordance with the mood of
the portion chanted.

Ono essential dlffercnca there veg, hovever, between the
nethod of teaching in the Acadeny and that employed in the
elenentary school. The class was conducted after the fashion
'of & debating socloty. It wes a controlled discussion groups
It is oold, we Imow not on vhat authority, that this method
of disputetion employed in the Academy owes ita origin lorge-
1y to ilellenintic influence, That 19 very ﬁouﬁtml and azpears
to be a case of yredicating indebtedness becousdof mere
dimllarity. it any rate; the professor acted as chalrmaen and
referees (ne otudent would open vith an exposition of a
faesgage from Seripture or a discussion of some previously
as2lgned topic. The thesis would be opposed by some and de-
fonded by othérs. The moat contradictory opinions were allow-
ed free and open expression. "Vmuouﬁ interpretations were
glven: aphorisms vere propounded: allegories ou gested: and
the opinions of snclent doctors quotod and discussode"r
After all the discuseion had been concluded, the teacher
vould present o summorization ond draw the conclusion. Ratural-
1x this system benefitted thé. student in that it made him
familiar with the 01d Testanent Seriptures in the original,

. trained hin in the art of dizclectlies, tought hinm to be able
to anticipate objoctions quickly and to make an acute reply,

enebled khinm to apeak fluently and accuratoly on a given point at

1Gonrybem?e and Howson, The Life ond Feistles of tte :aul,

PPe 55=59.
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& moment's notice, snd 'n genersl developed clear, loglcal )
and quick ‘thinling bosides a highly retentive memory. Through-
Out all the rect of his 1ife St. Foul was much indobted to the
Rebbinieal school for the type of training he received there,
and he gives evidence of that indobtedness on every pege of
bis Letters,

That is a brief summary of the training Soul evidently
roceived during i:is studies at the Academye Though his whole
training so far dentered in one course, the Torah, we must
Ténomber that meny subjects whieh we today otudy as scparate
camrses also envered into and formed & part of this major
Btudy. In general we mey apply the summary of Dre Krotzmann®
to Sonl and enumevate tho subjects vhich he had otudied or
touched uion thua:

A Systematic, thorough instruction in Religion, Reading,
oriting, Upainar, Rhetorls, Logic; o less systematic,
purhons gomevhat insufficient instruetion in rhilosophy,
Geogrephy, lilstory, Geometry, ihyoiology and Hygiene,
“stronony, Zoology, Hotany, iusic, ledicine.

1@. Site, PDe 96.97.




CHAFTER VIX
EXTRA=ACADFHIC EXEFRIENCES

“het contacts “aul may have made, vhat experiences he
fiey have hod, .hat extra-sciolastic activities he engaged in
vhile ot Jerusclem im from first to last e matter of con-
Jecture, There ave, however, certain questions in this
¢omneetion vhich descrve at least a brief consideration im -
our study.

fur firat probleom is: Did Sewl while at Jerusalem have
any contact i th Jesus ond if 1o, did he see Hin or meet
HMm? Thet the two must have come very close to each other
becomen nuite evident vhen we feflect upen Jesus' activities
in Jerusalem ond revember thot, as far as, we can determine,
Poth of them wust have been at least in the name city at one
02 vauthier time. [uch of the Savior's activity in Jerusalem
Genters in the Torple. If Saul studied for the Rablbinate
his echool would be very closely connected with the Temple at
least. 4nd yet, sppavently Saul never met Jeous, never knew
Him perconally before hie conversion. A careful study of
2 Cors 5,16 #111 show that it can Lardly be made to say that
Ste Foul met Iim in Lis youth. ¢n the other hand, if he had
met the Nomarene, we might well expect that the Apostle would
have made much of it in his sermons and Letters later one
But he nentione no cuch meeting.

To vhat extent, then, did young £aul come into contact
with Christienity, with the disciples, the followers of Christ,

=50
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VWhile he a8 ot Jerusnlem? (lere again ve have mo direct
Btatement. Our viow, both with respect to the possibility
of his nmeeting Christ and the 1ikelihood of his contacts with
Uht'i-':-tianj.ty, wWlll have to rest largely sn our chronology of
Sewl's life, If he wap born a rroximotely 5 to 7 years later
than Jesus, if he a-:::s.c:luéed nis studies at Jerucalem at about
the ‘age of tventy, =nd if, ot the close of his Rabbinical
dtudies, he roturned ot once to Tarsus, there would arise
Grave doubts as to vhether he made a:rw eon;bacta with Christ
Or his followecrs at all; for ihe Inzarene would still be
relatively unimovn te the general public, except perhaps for
a few fantastic rerorts of riracles lo had performed or claims
le had mode. In thot caco, of cour'ae, there vwould still have
been no disei;les of Jesus, nor would Saul have any Imovledge
of Christ and nis teachlings at all before he left Jerusalom
ainy, If,- hovever, it c¢-uld be proven either that Saul

firat came to Jerusclem et o later date, or, thuat he remaindd
there for, soy 10 years, after he hnd completod his ctudies;
then there right be good reoscons to belleve thot ke would have
met some of Jesus' followers, if rot heard quite o bit of the
Zesslgh Hiwselfs In the final onalyois, it doesn't make any
great ri.’-.é‘i‘eremée what Soulfs contacto with Christianity may
have been at thin times for we knov from Luko's record and St.
Faul's ovm laments that he did have considerable ccntac§ uith
the sect at least belore the time of his conyersion, so that
he knew to viom he spoke vhen he oried out, "tho art thou,
Lord?" (Cf. icts 9, 5.6)

The normal attitude of faul as a Pharisee throws light
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On this subjcot to0. hat is reaction to Chii et and the
Christian cect vould have been o can gather from the Fharli=
8een who constantly op:noed the Savior and at whom most of
His bitterest demuncictions were hurleds To the true Fhari-
fee Christ was an 1m;ﬁ§nter. They sought a kingly, not a
suffering ::es;::-:l.a.h. Consequently they despised Him. In fact,
one obsorves thot their regard for iiim was so low that in mony
cases they vreferred to send thelr agents to deal with
Hin rather thon undergo the degrading influence of disputing
vith Him thomsci®es. e must romembor that, even at the time
vhen CGemaliel ougcected that solicy of non=cozmittal walting
(Acts 5, 33-40), the Auostles had not yot begun to preach the
abrogation of the Law nor advocated putting the Gentiles on
8N cqual basis with the Jews. However, after these seeming
ebominations were | roposed by the Christian.sect, no doubt
Gamaliel, nnd surely his youthful, impetuous pupil Saul were
Tilled with 1oni;!1%n:; ageinst the Christians. That wiuld ex=
vlain the nttitude Soul would have assumed had he heard of the
Christicng, -nd 1t exnleine also hie aot},nna vhen he did hear
of then, . :

It has been suggested that Ssul also become a member of
the fanhedrin at Jerusalem. According to our chronology of
his life, nowever, that oifice, if he ever hed it, would have.
Co:e to him first after his boturn to Jerusalem come years
later. In this connection it mey be well to remember that
Saul vns a man of rare tolent and ability. It is altogether
poseible that these qualities yut him into prominence and may
have von for him the distinguirhed position of Rabbi. Another
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and somevhat stronger indication 18 that in Acts 26, 10-12.1
Saul's activity, es 4t is desoribed thero; is a rather strong
indicetion thet he moy tave been an gctive Rabble Uince then, -
we have no evidence vhatever to o;‘-;zo"ég thie -view, we nay say
thet, on the bacin of “hot evidence we have it 18 ot least
possible that taul was o merber of bie Sanhedrin.

A8 to huw long teul ctayed ot Jerusalem, we have, as
already indicated, no relisble uvidence. liowover, nince, as
ve observed, Le tvparcntly did return to Tarmis, zince no
“emtion is made of sny activities vhich might have kept him
there longer, we ascume that he returned at the conclusion of
ble Ralbiniesl studics. The whole course secns to have lasted
normally sbout 7 or 8 yoars. Thus he would have returned to

hioc home o Proximately in his 20th or 218t year.

Lop16n thing I rlso did in Jeruselem: and many.of the
Salnte did I shut up in prison, having recleved authority from
the chlef rriesta; nud vhen they were put to death, I gave my
volce azoinst them. And I punirthed them oft in every oyna-
goue, ond compelled tiem to Llaspheme; 2nd being exceedingly
Dad aga not them, I percecuted them even -unto strange cities.
-hereuron ans I went to Domascus with authority ‘and cormmisgsion
from the chief prientf, eees”




CHAFTER VIII-
BAUL AT HOR AGAIN IN PARSUS

48 kos olready beon indicated, se ore pernaps rost
correet in looking for Soul in Torsus after his 20th or 21st
Jear. Certoin other indications point in that direction.
FLrot of all, 1t vos the duty of overy Hebbi to learn o trade,
and Saul toking up thé trade of tenh-making noy be assumed to
Lhave studied the trode in his home~tovn where it was commonly
rragtised. igain, how could wo exilain the sbsenvo of any
mention of faul's contaet vith Christ or the Christians during
this time 1f Lie was right in tho midst of the scene of their
activities 2ll the vhile? Ilevertheloss, it must be admitted
that we camnot eboolutely prove that he did return to Tarsus,.
But if, on the basis of the hefore-nentioned facts, we may
abdunme that he did return home, we may acsume that he stayed
there B r about 8 or 10 years until he returned again to
Jeruselem to take up the gruesome work of a sersecutor.

if Saul did return to Taraus, vhat did he do while he
wa8 thore? In the first ilace, did he marry? Quite a few
Schiolars hold that he did. The arguments advanced in favor
of this view are theso: Among the Jews it was a duty,
Practically a law, to marry; and therofore a strict Fharisee
like Zeul would of ohirk this responsibllity. Agein, since
faul was a Senhedrist snd it was a prerequisite of every
member of the fanhedrin to bo married end be a father, Saul
Wwould be married. But thece are only orguments from inferences.

On the other hand, we must also consider these facte: iany
=63=



of the laws and customs observed among the Jeulsh Am Ha-arotz

("the poople of the 12md"), tho common peorlo, did not necessarily

SPPly to the Habbl. f%hen, too, it c¢ammot bo proven conclusively
thet Paul wes a Sonmbedrist - though, it 1o ‘true, Acts 26, 10
mey suggest that. ioreover, we have no mention anyvhere of
hip wife and children. ILikewisge 1 Cor. 7,8 scoma to be at least
& rather ctrong indication thet he wno not marrieds However,
¢n the bagsls of that nome paosage, gome hold that he was
married but that »is wife had died by this time. That view,
too, i open to most of the-previous objections. Hovertholess,
tho question comvot bo categoricelly anaucred either in the
positive or negotivo.

inother one of those attrective but unfcunded conjoctures
ie thet “aul, u-on hin vobtrn to Tarsus, exercised his cinis-
try in the loecal Synogogue. Hovever, there is not one good
reason which would prompt us eithor to accept or reject this
Sugzeation.

Somevhat more :lausible, though, is the ctatement to
the effect th=t saul likely took up during these Years the
trade of tent-making. Besides the reacons for Lhis doing So,
virlch we mentioned elready in connection with his childhood in
Tarsus, we unight 2dd a few. ore at this point. Among the
Jews it wes considered a uart of a man's education that he
learn a trade; ond St. Faul evidontly wac a tent-maker by
trade, as wo see from the fact that he labored at it in Eplzesuu.
and Corinth.

Here it ought to be observed that guch apparently dis-

paraging estimates of physical exertlons as we sometimes find
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in Jowish literature aro by- no means characteristic of the
Jews at the time. The statement of [Eeclociastiocus 38, 25,
"How rhall he i:o.c me wise that holdeth the plough, that dri-
vVeth oxen and is occupiod in their labors, and vhose discourse
15 of the stodk of Bullo?" is not to be understood as des-
rielng labor, but morecly as Aistinguishing botween the come=
parative value of occupationc. The only restriction in the
case of the Habbi was that he '.'ehou'_l.ci practice on easy trade
vhich would ensble him to exercise his highest povers in his
theological labora. |

In fact there was a varning against the neglect of teache
ing a con a trade. An old proverb sald: "hoever does not
teach hie son o trade 1o as if he brought him up to be a
robber."l Byt even the Rabbl w28 bidden to learn o trade.
Thus it vas naid:

Falr 1o the study of the law, if accompanied by worlde

ly occupation: to engnge in thom both is to keep away

8in; vhile atudy which is not Gombined -.'ﬂ.t.h_‘work mugt in

the end be interrupted, ond only brings sin with 1it.
Fo doubt then slso faul the strict Fherisee took up a trade
in Torsue. /nd thot tredo was tent-making. It nay be that
th's trade vhich he lesrned during these years was of benefit
to him 1zter on =21sec in another respect. e know that at hio
time already those vho vorked et a common trade fiequently
organized tlxemsaives into trade [:;u:l.ldn.- Cne of the itdvantases
Which membership in a guild gave to the craftsman was that he
could enjoy the hoopltality of any other member of his guild
vhile travcling and 2lso obtain employment in a new place

I
Quoted in Edersheim, Jewish Social Life, pe 192.
21bid., p. 190, :
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through hinm. The various ways in vhich tho Apostle Faul
would berefit from his nembership In o guild are ovident.

AS alrendy indicated, the trado in wilch a man engaged
himself largely determined his social otanding. From that we
fan learn reasons vhy Faul ofton did not obtain corverts among
the honored and notle, but more generally among the low and
hunble. Nevortheless, it must be remembered that, since tent-
Beklng wao in tho case of o teacher only an euxiliary trade,
St. Faul would be viewed more from the standroint of his
ministry then from thot of the tent-maker. Tiherefore 1t 1s
not ‘entirely correct b regord St. Foul as being on & low
Goclal pleome in the estimete of those to whom he preached,
8imply beceuse he vas a part-time tont-malkor.

But now we find curselves face-to-face with perhaps the
mo#t interesting and at the same ti:e the most difficult
question in connection with Uaul's 1ife in Tarsus. And the
auentlon in this: Did St. Foul ever attend the University at
arsus? one thing we ought to say at the very outset: 7e are
going to attempt to outline the arguments both for end against
28 briefly es .pousible, and not to rapt":’a_a any more than nec-
esr;ary tioge which we have already rointed out earlier in
Comnectlion with iaul's eontacts with Hellenism in Tarsus.

Strebol tells us that Tarsus was at the time groatly
renowmed for ite culture and learning, that, in fact, in the
fisld of philosophy and genersl education it curpassed even
Athens and Alexandrin. It was fomed, not only for the number,
tut 2lso for the high scholastic level of its ochoolse The

“Goography, AIV, 5, 13.
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nunber of famous lecrned men vho were educated in these
nchools is nc;ti.::mp; short of extraordinary. "The moost dele-
brated schoole of Tarsus vere those of rhetoric, where the
Greok classcics received the first o.ttcntion."l

Juct how much evidence is there for our assuming that
Saul ettended one of these famous schools of rhetoric and
Philocophy in Tarcus? In order to get a good, objective nro=
file of the evidence, we shall consider first, the arguncnts
thot would favor hin hr ving attended and, second, the argu=-
mente that 2ro ndvenced sgainst this view.

Gur first general argument in favor of Soul's having
attended o university in Tarcus is the faet thot we imow that,
already before the f2ll of Jerusalen, the upner claasodof
the Dlspersion Jews especially, rather frequently teught their
children the Greek longuoge, osome Greek literature, even somec
cther non=reliszious cubjocts. And Haul's pavents must be
coensidored to Lave been ob ]..c-ast in the ugper stratum of the
laboring clans. iwreover, the case and facility with vhich &t.
Foul hondles the Greek vernacular would strongly suggeat at
least sonevhint of o classicel training. Another argument that
lo fronuently uced is that St. Foul's Letters are st-ongly
Tlavored with philosophicel, especially Stolc words and
temi-t'xnlo&:y. Here attention is dra'm aolso th the three
classical cuotations of St. Faul: L 591;0 15, 33; Titus 1, 12;
Acts 17,28, In fact, Romsay, couples with that at once the
claim thut St. Faul is indebted to the Gresk university for
bin philosorhy itself, when he oays: "Such a philosorhic

1zarnost Renan, The Anostles, De 149.
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View could not have been thought out in the form which Faul
8ave 1t without o training in Greek philouogxhy.“l That argument,
of course, goes too far, Hovever, ve might draw attention to at
leant two inctonces vhere St. Faul ocems o have on:loyed the
Greck syllo;iom; nanely, llome 3 end I Core 15,2 Then,too, 1t
Vould be difficult to explain in eny other woy ocme of those
beautiful sansnges in Ste Faul which rise to classical heights.
Soys A.T. Hobertson: "If 1 Core 13 and 15, Home 8 and Eph. 3 do
not rise %o literary flavour and nobility ' of thought and em=
preosion, I confesce ny iznorance of what Iiterature 18."350me
. Of these arguments corry much weight and deserve careful studye

12t evidence hove ve, on the other hand, that would
lead us to believe thet Sml did attend e university in Tarsusg
Firat would be the natural antipsthy of the average Jew to-
vard Gentile Qloaming. The Pharisees had & seying:"Cursed be
he vhio feeda pwine: ond cursed be he who teaches his son Greek
literature,"" tays C.F. Kent: "fhe attitude of the youns Jew
of Toersus towvard Greek learning was,on the vhole, one of dio=-
trust, if not cﬂnt.on;t."B It nght be gaid, hovever, that
the objectlion of the Jous and especlally the iharisees was
directed, not so much againat Greek culture itself, but rathexr
against the dograding Anfluence that an idolatrous teacher
and the pogen irmorality mizht have on tho studente Another
argument that hes freguently been urged ia that his dislectics
are Talmudic rather then after the mermer of the Greek philo-
sophers Thue Renen s.eaks very definitely: "He certainly Inew

I.,.:;. Remgay, The Gities of St. l*e.;%; Pe 13.

g‘l‘hin arzunent was suggested to me Dr. ¥aul Bretscheor.
A Grammor of the Greek liew Teut,gggc'q!l}_._p. ag8.
Quoted in D. opith, ope cit., De 236

18 ‘iord and Teachings of the Acostleg, De Tae-

——————— s
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nothing of the poripatetic logice Iilo syllosionm ia not at all
that Qf Aristotles but on ‘the contrary his dialectics greatly
re.':enbl_e those of the ';:'r.e.lmud.“l A third argument that has been
advancéd. is this: 5t. raul's oratory cnd rhetoric need no'qbe
creﬂitad to a cource in o Tarsian university, but may well have
been learned ot the Acadeny in Jerusalem. ‘e Imow that these
arts were taught there; i..z.':-'.':evar, it is hard to determine to
vhat extent they were tought, A& fourth orgument, advocated also
by Renan; namely, thet his Greek abounds in lebraisms and
Syriaci ums,2 hes long since been discredited. However, at the
fame time, 1t is to be remembored tho.i'. uis Greek 18 not the
classlonl Greck of the Greek universi ty but rether the ver-
nNacular Greek in use gnong the common pooplos

hat. then opall we ancwer? James Quorach drew tuls con-
clusion: "There is notevidence, indeed, thet he was a student
of the ochools of Toveus, or that he had made a cystematic
gtudy of the masteorpleces of Greek literature. I’ie}ther thez;e
is evidence to the contrary."” Ramcay, on the other hand,
takon the politive ylew: "Ihe education and method of Greeoce
~ had deeply offceted ioul's :~.-1nd."4 e cannot Geny that there
i8 evidence on both sides. Nevertheless, we might say two
th ngo: In the first place, ve will heve to admit that it is
not absclutoly nocessary to mointain that Seanl in his youth
attonded the university at Tarsus, In the second rlace,
hovever, o have good arguments for posthilating his attendance
tha.re, ond surely it 1s rather difficult to explain St. Faul

T‘l‘he Apostles, pe 150.

32He has, indeod, a feu; but their number is negligible.
!}St. Poul, His 1ife and Times, Pe 2.

The Cilties of ft. faul, De 79
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vithout postulating hilo attendance st a Greek university.
And then ve might moke the concluding remark that, though 19th
century scholarshin culte #trenuously donied that he hied cngl
clacsical Greek training, it ccems thot the highly cholarly
®budles of 20th century ctudents like Delssmann, Hamsay, and
Robertson give indlcations thot leon somevhst more toward the
View thot 4. Faul did hove a clascieal training in a Greek
“chool, « thourh iinchen again tenaci-usly holds the oprosite
View. There are good indications that further investigation
nay throw connidercbly more 1light on the entire sybjecte

Lat other contacts with Hellenism may we predicate to
“aul during his niny in Tarcus =0 e young man? then studying
this question wo must almays bear in mind that Ste Faul was
beyond question & highly sifted man, very intolligent, ex-
trercely wide avake, and ve do not hesitate to call him an
intelloctual genius. Thon it 48 quite natural to ascume that
& Dan of such caliber would, while in Tarcus, nmke every
effort to acquaint himeelf as well as he could with the people,
the views, the beliefs, and the language about hime “hatever
518 connectlons with the local Synagogue may heve been, he
vould be making o careful ntudy of the Greek languzge. He
would at least be studying, if not actually preaching from,
the Greek Sentuaszint. He wovld seek wide associations. In
& less objectionable. way he would engege passers-by, es:eclal-
1y the learned, in conversaticns, as Soorates wes accustomed
to do, ieanvhlle he would acquire & richer vocabulery. He
Would learm new ways of expressing thoughts in the Greek

languoge, new technlcel words end phraseology as ke conversed
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with nen of various occupations. lo doubt in these conver=

Satlons he became femilior with quite a few naximo, proverbs,

@nd plthy soyings vhich were in common use. A8 o student he i
would corefully remenver them and commit them to memory. Thenm, '
too, he wouvla acqguiro at least a smattering of lkmowledge con-
eerning some of thonme things which he could not heve lenarned :
in childhcod: for inctance, the popular views and beliefs, :
berhiopo even uome of tho philosophical theories of his tiie.
He would gain s decper insight into more and other of the
Auncrous religious cults to be found in Tareus at the timee
lle would learn to find more mnd more readily the connecting
1ihk between pagen idolatry and pagon immorality. These and
many other thinge Soul would be carefully observing, studying
and velphing in his anelyticel mind, with the view of broaden=
ing hic understonding end meking himoclf move capable of per=
forming the great work which he had chosen 28 his 1ifo's
calling, = unwittingly, however, preparing himself undoer the
directing humd of Cod for tae great work of preaching Christ
Cuucified to the benighted hoathen worlds
And finelly, we night rellect briefly on the contacts
which foul would have with Soman civilization during this time.
Only a few facts are known. For cnme thing, he would see, yes,
_Very likely hove in hio poszsension and use Homan coina, lie’
would :'-tuéy their inscriptions and learn in that way vaiious
Latin words and terms. Homan coldiers were o common 8ight in
Tarsus. fe would hear some of thelr conversation ond oo pere
haeps learn 2 bt rore of the Latin tongue. Just how much Latin
he may haeve imown ca'mot be learmed. Likely it would be very
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nearly correct to nay that, at this time at least, ho was mot
vell acauninted with the Latin languege, having i his .
Vocabulary porhaps little more than a fow nanes, Stook words,
Btereotyned rhrases and some legal terminologye The Latin
language was’ too unpopular for him to learn much more of 1t
in hio youth. rowever, a study of his Letters glves good
indicetions that he did escquire at least a passing knowledge
of poruler law, thot femous and efficient system of Romen
laws which was in force throughout the fomsn empire. He could
hardly have hed any other worthwhile contacts with the Roman

clvilization Ly this time.



Thuo we conclude our ntudy of the educational develop=
nent of fit. Foule For our purnoses it is unncoecsary to trace
hig 11fe any farther. The great story of his persecution of
the chrj..'.:;t.i-:ma, hls conversion, and the chenges it brought
obout in iidm ig o ctudy by itoelf and does not directly con-
ctern our subject. ;

Pevartheless, from the survey vhich we have mede we are
thoroughly convinced that the pre=conversion Soul had indeed
@ fineeoducation, an excellent tralning, and a wide ex-
periences In the £ield of educatlon he had run the vhole
gergt of the Jewioh achool cystom from a small boy to a fulle
gromm youth, fom the Shoma® to the oral interpretation, from
the humble clementory school of Tarsus to the great Rabbindbal
8chool of Jorusalems In terms of the Jewish educational
gyotom he had reached the top: He was & well educated nan,
prerared now for the Ra binate. In fact, due to his ougstand-
ing merito, his mental acurien, =nd eincore zoal, he stood
ahong tiie highent in hic c2’ling; he wao a fharisee of the
fherdsces,

desldes that he had had also a rich and varied experience,
Hle early life was not one of mtrict seclusion from all Gentile
influencen, Ie was at heart, indeed, a Jew, But hio early
1life, his travels, and his youth had brought him into contact
wlth peoples, cucions, langauges, and religione of almost

-73-
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SVery country of the lediterranean world. These associ-
ations hed served to decpen hic understanding of the Gentile,
to realize the complete venity of all idolatry, and verhaps
even to pity the poor vorldly-vise, yet spiritually ignorant,
heathen who » 08 he well Inecw, were Gectined one and all to
God's eternal nunishment.

And yet, in spito of his wido exporiences, Saul was
b1l at heart a thorough-going fharisalcel Jew. To him
God't law was a1l in all, To him 1t was dlscouraging encugh
thet there should be heathen who know not God but worshiped
dead idols of wood and stone. But beware, vhosocver sh-uld
rise ur to o.pose his rharisalcel religions Such & one was
Mot %o bo toleratod. That makes 1t easy to understand how he
csuld later on porrecute with such relentless futy. These
people were of s ovm otock, people who lmow better, They
had rojoctod the Lav of Cod end followed aftcr tils "Imposters”
For such the Jew could have no pitye For such Gaul the per=
Becutor could hove only the greatest loathing and disgust.
Thus is bocomes clear how ridiculous 1s the theary advocated
by meny nresent-dsy ratinnalists, that the change from Soul
to St. Foul come sbout quite naturally by a process of gradual
inner developnment in the mind of t. Faul hincclf. No indeed,
but for the mighty hend of God Saul the Fharises could never
have become St. Taul the Azootle.

Fr:m the vievwpoint of liim, however, vho iad chosen him for,
ils slave, Saul was now fully prepared for the final master
8troke. Iils educational and experiential background was now

comblete. The votentlal cnergy was there in abundance. It
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Temained only for the Lord to utilize it, to divert the mis-
direoted energies and mistalien zeal of Saul of Tgrsus into
the proper chanels. So far ho was onily a Dootor of the Law;
but by dod's Provicence he wos to become the Apostle of the
Gospel,

This theais waos originally intended to consist of two
parts, the first piloturing the educational backgi-ound of Saul
of Térﬂuﬁ, the study we have just comileted, and the second
Showing how fHte Youl refleots his training and education in
his omn life ana pedogogy« Ilowever, t\?o‘ considerations have
necenrslitated o change in this plan end the terminetion of the
thesis at thio point: Mirct, the study here completed has
become far mowe lengthy than was at firet anticipated; and,
Second, it :ao become ayparent in the neantime that to trace
the reflections of it. rzul's educetion and training in his
1ife and podogogy would constitute a mejor study in itself.
HNeverthelesa, it is hoped that the praesent study may form a
background which may oome day be of assistance in showing

how the Avostle Faul refleots hio educatione
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