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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
» Pe 518,
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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




