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THE LATER JUDEAN AND LATER PEREAN NINISTRY
OF CHRIST IN THE LIGHT OF RECENT RESEARCH
(outline)

Controlling Purpose: To ahow that the later Judean and
Iater Perean ministry of Christ as recorded in Luke 9:51-
18: 14 is historically and chronologically correct.e

I. The relatlon of the Goapels.
Ae The Gospels differ.
1. They are not merely hilstorical or blogravhical,
2. They are a history of our salvation and there-
fore not measurable by human yardstick.
3« They are wrltten for different purposes.from
certaln bDointa of view.

II. Background of St. Inke's Gospel and 1ts scources.
Ae Inke 1ls the author. A T, : .
Be It 1o wriltten at an early date.
Ce Inke was a thorsugh historisn. .
De ‘There are many theorles as to Iuke's sources.

III. The historicity of the later Judemn end later Ferean
ministry of Christ. .
Ae '"hree objectlons that this 1s not a Perean sectlon.
1, The name Perean is due to a mistranslatlon.
2. It 1s the.result of harmonists trying to har-
monize the Gospels as inspired.
3« It records a Samarlitan journey.
Bs Our view: This sectlon records three journeys to
Jerusalem identlcal with those mentloned by John.
1, Some object that ILuke and John do not agree
in any of thelr parts.
2. Some believe thoy dlsagree only in regard to
the Perean minlistry of Chrilst.
3« Objections are raised to the three- Journey
hypotheslas.
Ce ObJect":{gns to the historilcilty of this gection be=
cause of the lack of georraphlcal detalls.
l. It is merely development of tradltion.
2. Inke rits in events here that dld not fit in

algevhere.
3« Our view:

ment is probably du

with the area and h

histor
De Some say iﬁyia merely repetition of events that

appened earller
l?egggy of the.incidsnts suggest the Galllean

getting.

lack of geographicel develop-
ooy e toaluke's unfenllliarity
1 thorough way of wrlting
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2¢ Qur view: In the 1life of Jesus there vere
many similar Ilncidents.

IVe Chronolopgy of thls section.
Ae Koy dates that help us determine the time of Jesusg'
ministrye.
Be The length of Jesus'! minlatry.
Ce Varlous vievs on the chronology of this sectlon.
1. It 1s a loglcal snd moral sequence rather than
chronologlcale.:-
2¢ It is chronologlcal for the most parte.
Je- It 1o not at all chronologilcal.
4o It 1z completely chronologlcal.
De Inke's preface given us clues on the matter.
Be Our concluolon: Inke wrote in a chronoloilcal
order as far as ho could determine the order of
eventa.




INTRODUCT ION

Slnce the time of the first harmony of the Gospels,
there has ever been dlsagreement over the section in the
Gospel of St. Inke 9:51-18:14 which is the sectlon pecul-
lar to Inke. This sectlion has been dlscussed and redis-
cugssed; 1t has even been kicked around at times. Some
have held that this 1s a section of Inke's owvn manufac-
ture in whlch he places material that does not £it in
anyvhere else in the structure of St. Mark vhich he is
sald to be using; some say it 1s a great confusion on his
part in that he wishes to represent Jesus as going to
Jerusalem, having left Galllee for the last time but that
he forgets himself and before long plctures Jesus as in
Galilee again. MNany ralse the objection that he 1s vague
in regard to names of citles and all geographical references
and that therefore this sectlon 1s unconnected and unchrono-
loglcal in character and a compilation and repitition of
events that have happened before. But despite all this argu-
mentation on thisc sectlon, to our utter anazement and dis-
avvointnent ve have found only one article that deals
exclusively with 1t. It seems as 1f thls section la a
virtual "hot potato" which many grasp courageously enough,
but moon drop agaln reverting to some other ‘subject on which
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there 1ls more material and not as much conjecture. For the
most »art, the tyvical treatment of this sectlon simply is
to state that this sectlon of Inke is commonly called the
"Perean section" but that this 1s, indeed, a misnomer, for it
is nelther Psresn nor even a travel document. Thay say:the
only safe thing to call it 1s "the Central Sectlon of Inke."
This "hot potato" we have set out to dlscuas to the sat-
lafactlion of ourself end of some readers. Ve wlill attempt to
gshov the relation of the (Gosvels to one another:: that théy
are not historical biographies but are written each for a
speclal nurpose and from a cortain view polnt. Therefore,
there will be varlous accounts; one will dwell particularly
on one phase of Chrilst's life end another on some other phase.
But each is true in every detall. Ve shall show that there
is no aisagreement between the Synoptic Gospels nor even
between the Synoptics and the Fourth Gosvel. The Gospels
complement and corroborate cach other in such a way that a
more comnlete and more certain picture of the life of our
Savior may be had. In the second part ve shall try to deter-
mine the sources of Iuke and see whether thereby vwe may get
any clues as to the existence of .this sectlon peculiar to
Ivke. We shall show in the third part, that the later Judean
and later Poresan ministry of Christ 1s a hlstorical fact, and
in the fourth part, we shall dlscuss the chronology of this
section. To this end may the Lord grant us Hls gracce




THE IATER JUDEAN AND LATER PEREAN HINISTRY
OF CHRIST M THE LIGHT OF RECENT RESEARCH

I. The Relation of the Gospels

The section in Iluke which is pscullar %o him and which
ve shall use as the basls of our dlscussion of the later
Judean and later Perean minlstry of Christ ls often conaldered
a great distortion. Scholars with a critiecal bent contend that :
because thic section differs from that of any other account
in the Goopels 1t ie historically Incorrect. This objectlon
ve should like to anavwer by showing the unique relation of the
Goaspels, that they are written to complement each other, 1.e.,
each (ospel is written from a certain point of view and to
certain specific readers, who must be approached differently.
In the first nlace, we should point out that when we look
at this section we must keep in mind that the Gospels are not
merely historical or blographical accounts but are a history
of our salvation; therefore, they are not measurable by a
human yardstick. These men believe this sectlon to be historl-
cally unsound because the Gospels are very much in harmony
untll wve come to thils section in Iuke; which alone records
these incldents. Our contentlon is that silence on the part
of an evangelist does not imply lack of information. Zahn, I
think gives us the right approach to this problem when he says,

1k




"As 1s often the case In the popular treatment of complex
hiatorical develomment, intermediate stepns are onittad.“l

In other words, departures were made in accordance with their
speclal roint of view. Thls does not mean or imply that the
evangellata' knowledge, in yhls case Matthew and Mark, was
limited to their particular outline in regard to this sectilon.
Weatcott urholds thie view when he points out that objectlons
ere always based on the assumptlon that the Gospels are com—
plete blogramhies. "Omissions of one or other or seriles of
eventa or dlscourses ls not eaulvalent to an exclusion of
them, unlesa 1t can be shown that the two supplementary
recorde sre inconslsotent."?

Thereforc, 1t is important that we understand the polint
of view and nurpose of the sacred writers vwhen vwe try to
harmonize this sectlon of Iuke with the rest of the evange-
lists® accounts. It 1s true we shall not be able to answer
all questions of chronology nor cven of harmony but with a
little better insight as to their purpose this sectlon of
Luke, too, will f£it into the plature.

What were the purposes of the evangellsts as they wrote

their Gospels? =Rdersheim sums up the different purnoses of

the Gospels somewhat like this: Hatthew presented the

1. Theodor Zahn, Introduction to the New Testament, rII
PDe 166 f. Ty

"2, Brooke Foss Westcot$, Introduction to the Study ofguus
Gospels, azixth ed., D. 285




dlscourses and teachlngs of Jesus; hls CGospel was wrltten to
the Jews and brought out the fact, time end time again; that:

Jesus 1lg the llesslah. Ifark presented a rapid survey of the

history of Christ and-dezlt mainly with the Galllean ministry.
Johm, Jesus' intimate, emphaslzed the Zternal Son as the Word

dealt almost exclusively with the Jerusalem ministry. Aand
Iuke complenents the narratives in the other two Synoptilc
Gospels (Matthew and Mark) and supplements them by tracing -
the ministry in Peres which the others do not do« In thle
reapect it also forme a tranaltlion to the Fourth Gospel of
the Judean iinistry. Then he goes on to say, "If we may ven-
ture a step further: The Goapel by St. Mark gives the general
view of the Christ; that by Ste. Hatthew the Jewish, that by
St. Iuke the Gentlile, and by Ste John the Church's view."3
when we look at the Goopel of Ste uatthew we find that
1t must have been written to the Jews--the vhole approach
indicates it. Ilatthew wanted to show the Jews that Jesus was
the Hessiah even thou'gh He did not come in might and splendor
ag they had expected. He was born a lowly Mazarene, and He
mede Capernaum of the Galileans the center of His activity.
Matthew shows that He must proceed from Galllee and Ilis mailn
activity must be in that country to fulfill prophecy. He also
shows that Jeoua' Galllean ministry should not cause offense,

4 o
for they, the Jewe, had forced Him out of Judea. ' Therefore,

3¢ Alfred Rdersheim, 'i'ﬁe 1ife and Times of Joous the iiessiah,
II, op. 127-128. e
4. Joh. Ylvisaker, The Gospels, P. .




we find that Zgtthew hardly toucheg the Judean and rerean
ninlstry of Chrlst. .

The Gospel of Mark on the other hand was wiritten to the
mighty and proud Romsms who had jJust heard the Gospel preached
to them by Peter. Ilow could this Gospel be made appealing to
them? Vere not the Jews lsughed off as o sorry people? Could
a man from thils "despleable slave-folk" be the Savlor? The
Romang ridiculsd thls Savilor and the Christizna vho accepted
Him. 1fow could thla Josus have been true Cod when Hs could
not aven aave Ilmself? Upon such a scene comes lMarke what
would be most appealing about Jesus to this people? OF course
it would bhe Mis many wonderful miracles. Therefore, he con-
centrates on them showing a Savior who never ceased doing
miracles. And thon he ghowed that thls wondrous Person, wilth
all His power, gave up Hls life without o struggle. Fven a
hardened Romen could worshlp such a Saviors®

The Goavel of Sts Iuke was uncuestlonably written to
the Gentilen. He wanted to stress that the Gospel is for all
men~--for tho world.  With this purpoze in mind, he traces the
gonealogy of Christ back to Adam while NMatthew traces it only
as far os Abprohem. And so we ocan resdily seo why thls sec-
tion peculisr to Iuke vas includod. Here lLuke could show
that the Gospel was meant for them too, and he did. 1In Luke
10:1 the Seventy are told to go to every city and bring the
Gospel to all the people in the villages and cities while In

5‘ Ibid.. __'Dp. 16"20'




the other Gospels the disciples were told to avold the
Samaritanas. 1In the story of 9:51-56 Jesus reprimanded James
and John for wanting to call down God's wrath upon the un-
friendly Semaritenss In 17:11-19 we have the story of the
ten lepers who were healed: only the Semaritan thanked

Jesug for Mis graclous acte And we have the stories in this
gsectlon of the Good Sumaritan, the Pharisee and the Publican,
the lost Sheep, the Lost Permy and the Prodigal Son.6 when
ve examine the purpose of Iluke we can understand why he would
include thia section of the later judean and later Perean
ministry of Christ. It fits ;n g0 verfectly that immediately
a new lizght 1a thrown on thils section. Iuke wanted to show
all men, no matter whether they were Gentilss or Jews, that
Jesus came to minister unto them too, and how better could
he do this than by dwelling on the perilod of Josua'.minlstry
in Judea and Ferea which the other cvangellsts had all but
left untouched.

This, then, 1s the point we wish to make: the pocullar

section of luke's Gospel which we are going to dlacuss does

not mean disagreement with the other Gospelas; 1t does not
mean that the other evengelists' knowledge did not extend to
these evants but thet it ie in keeping with the purpose of
Iuke to show that the Gospel is for the Gentlles as well as
for the Jews. There ls verfect harmony between all four Cos=-

Pels, Tf this harmony seems lost for a moment, we shall,

6+ Ibide, PDPe 20=23.




after some sesrching, find that there are no contradictions;
one statement does not rule out another by a different evenge-
list. The pecullar section of iInke is historically sound; it
is not an Inscrtlon; 1t 1s not o renitition but iz iIn harunony
with the other Convels and cen readlly be brougit Into the
gtructure of iliark and ifatthew who nleture Jesus as golng to
Jerusalem Tor IIis crucilfixlion almost immedilately af'ter he
scts Tool In Trans-Jordsn PYerea. But the uistorleity of

thig sectlon we zhall dlacuse 1in grecter deteil in one of

the following varto of our thesls.

Heving enoken of ths harmony of the Gospels and having
shovin the dlfferent npecific purnoses-of the evangellsts
which account Tor their difforence in naterial presented, let
ue look a blt more closely at tho Gospel of S5t. Iuke, which
demands our verticular attention. Let ua briefly ckeich the
background of Glils Gospel und dstermine the sources for 1t,

which will, irdeed, throw more light on the matter in thls

sectlon peculiar to luke.




II. Background of St Inke's Gospel and Its Sources

To get a better psrapective of the section which is
Pertinent to our dlscussion, it is only proper that we have
a bit of an understanding of the background of the Goapel in
which 1t is founde It 18 quite cortain that tho author is
Inkes 1fost scholers, nearly all of them, are agrsed that
Iuke wrote this Gospel and also the Acts of the Apostles.
Robartaon says, "The external avidence 1s unanimously in fa=
vor of Iuke as the author of the Gospel and the Acis « «
The Inken authorship of both Cospel and icte has been uni-
versally rccognized since 140 A.De BSince it 1s ell one way,
it ie neesdless to cite ite 3peciflc statoments of the Iukan
suthorship occur in Irenaeus, Tertulllan, Clement of Alexan-

drla and the Muratorilan canon.“l

Of jule himself, we knouw little, except that Paul indi-
cates he 1o e Gentile end thet he mey have been a brother of

Titus,. 4
When was the Gospel written? There is every indication

that 1t wes written earlye The eschatelogical passages in
it do not indlcate z date later than TO A.De as Some argue,

nor 1s there any other strong srgument for a late date.

1. A. T. Robertson, Iuke the Historian in the Light of

Research, pp. 5 f.
T PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY
CONCORDIA SEMINARY
SI. LOUIS, MO,




Harnack emphaslzes, " « « « 1t seems now to be established
beyond question that both books of this great historical work
were written while St. Paul was atill alive."2 Good authori-
tlea have set the dato at about 57 or 58 A«De

Thils early cdate for the Goapel gives a strong vresump-
tion in favor of the historical value of ths book, because
there vas less time for legands to grow and the author was
nearcy to his sourcee of informatlon. Remsay states, "You
nay prcﬁs the words of luke in a degree far beyond any cther
hlstorian's, snd they stand the kecnest scrutlny and the
hardest treatment, provided always that the critic knowg the
subject and doecs not go beyond the limits of defence and
Juntice."3

Lhat kind of a historlen was Iuke? e got a good
glimpse of Inke's method of research from his preface. Indl=-
catlons cre that iuke was s thorough scholar. This gives us
all the more confidence in this section of Iuke (9:51-18:14).
It could not have beon sendwiched-in haphazerdly. Iuke says
he was golng to write in an orderly vay using whet others
had written before and also using reports of eye-witnesses
end conversations with people who were bemeflted from Jesus’

ministry. Rcbertson pictures Iuke's study thie woy, "It 1s

- 1R Adolph Harnmack, E_a_‘_bg _o_f' Acts El__d. E‘,Fgﬂ MEI De
4y quoted in Robertgon, oDe GlGes De JTe 89, quoted in
3. Ramsay, Bearing of Recent Discovery, Pe SJs
—-rr‘ﬂ or&Le

RObertson, oPe Clles De 4le




not hard to ses the plle of notes of conversation or of in-
vestigation lying near at hand. Here are rapyri rolls of
previous monographs on varilous phases of the 1llfe of Christ.
Inke himself alts by his own roll gpread out before him. He
writes after he nas gotten ready to write and with all avell-
able data at hand.""

ilhan we cowe to the ‘problem of iuke's sources the theo=-
ries arc as varisd and as many as there are scholars. There
are thrso prevalent theorles: 1. inke used ilark's Gospsl
and the Logia or Quelle; 2. Some hold hse used only the oral
traditions; 3. sStreeter's Proto-Iuke hypotheals.

our opinion ils that Iuke's sources for the Persan sec=
tlon vere the reports he recelved from eye-wlinesses, tis
converaations with peopls who had benefited from Jesus' min-
iotry, und other investigations. 7This also would sxplain
the lack of geographical and chronologloal data which nay
have bacoms vague In the minds of those telling hilm vhat they
knew of Jesus in the territory that Jesﬁs ninisterad. 4lso,
there may have been confllcting storles as to where and vhen
thess lnecldents ocourred. Iuke, baing tho hlatorion that he
vag, DProbably thought 1t Lesi ﬁo leave out namos of Places

where there was uncertaintys The posslbillty of a separate

gource containing the narrative of the Perean journey ve also
do not rule out. Such may have been the case, but would 1t

account satisfactorily for the lack of notos of time and

4. Robertson, oPs Gltes; De 43¢

TSNS




place? :

The prevalent view seems to be that Iuke used Hark and
the Ingla, whlch vierec gayings of Jeaus collected into what
modern scholars also call "Quelles" In favor of thisz view
vie have ucholars like Robertson; Gogusl, Ropes, Goodsdsed,
fucne and many otharse On the other hand, we have men like
westecobt and Fahling defendlng ths oral traditlon theory.
To uphold thslr view they cite the great gap in Iuke which
perlod of jtatthew 14:22-15:13 and %'ar!' §:45-8: 27,

Fahling says that proponsnts of the "daependencs theory" are

govers the

qulte szllent 2t this polnte Hs. says it 1s an Indication that
the svangelisis wrote Indspendently of each others” ¥estcott
thinks t‘lat the paculiarlities snd sinmilariiies which ocour

in Imre when compared wlth the other Goavels sre comblstely
without patbtern and therefors, the hypothesis of some common
wrltten gource for the doapals falls flat.s Hlovever, thers
ls too much evidence, 1t s:eern. in the Gospals themcolves
pointing to the priority of iark. FPractically all of ark

1s reproduced in Natthow or Iunke, or both; and slightly more
than half of Hark's sctusl words resppsare. "The view that
ifarkk iz the earller, and formed the foundatlon of zatthew
and Iuke, 1s not now serlously challengede™T .

However, Luks must have had other gourcegse This vic see

from this section in Inke, and 1t is certainly indicated in

Se Adam rahling, A Harm onz of the Gospels; Pe 93e

5. DS t 01 ) p.
Te Ir.sxfogéefpfihe Goépel _ggg___p_a to Ste Iuke, Pe Xl

R R R R R EER————.

B T Tr——————



his prefoce. Some belisve that he had 2 spsclal source con=-
telnling a Journey for thls section vhiech they call "P" or
Persane This source must have been rich in parshollc and
narrative dlscaursss.a It ls evident that Iuke Lad heard
many oral accountze He may have spoken to Ifary, the mother
of Jesus, who pondared ?111, these sayings and Incldents in
her h=2art, and psrhapi, also to John's dlacliplea. e nay
algo have oranined legal docunonta and any aumbor of other
a0UrCag.

Inke =aa not Indiscrimlnate in the use of his material.
If he had Tollowad every story ho would hava had o composite
of fables and lsgends hord to dupllesnte anyvhere for oxoggers
atlon and for general Inaccuracy. As Robertson solnts out,
“gkat Tuka Ald not follow old wives' fables and foollsh leg-
ende is vroven by o comparlson of his booke with the apocry-
' phal lives of J=oude"?

All thege facts give us a great deal of confidence in
this cectinon of Inke. Iuke know vhereof he woa urlting. He
was careful, he siftsd, ho cxamined, he studied, and he de-

liberated to got the story dovm carrectly. snd in ihls seo=

tion, vhich is not found in the othar Gospels, we dare believe

he was cven more careful to put thinge dovm as they really
havpencd. Having detarmired thls, we &re now ready tc make

& study of the historicity of this sectlom.

= dbook to the
8« He Ae We Meysr, Critical and Ixo etical Han 1o the
Gospels of Haz.'k and 1ke, T, Do 313¢

J. Robertson, oPe Cliass Pe 49




I1X. The Hlstoricity of the I.ntei' Judean and Later
Perean Minlstry of Christ

The unidue section of Inke (9:51=18:14) has been vari-
ously deacribeds Some of the earlier students of this sec=-
tion in Iuke have called it a"'gnomology." a collsction of
Proverblal sayings in a travel narrative. Advoéates of this
theory are men lilke iiarsh, £lchhorn, Xulncel and so essen=-
tlally also ‘iestcotts Over a century sgo already, a plous
Catholic by the name of Hug, ralsed the objection that this
was not a conhected history, but detached fragments which
night well be called a "collectaneas"” This "collectanea'
recorded the bezinnings of at least two Journeys from Go 1i-
lee to Jerusalem, but did not finish theme Hug sald, "vhen
ve are thinking to see Jesus soon in Jerusalem, we unexpect-
edly £1nd him elsevhere, and in fact farther away from Jeru-
salem than at the commencement of his journav'-“l

Schlelermacher sald it was not a "gnomology" but called
it & "travel section" or "travel narrative,"” but he agreed
with Hug that it conteined much other materlals rart of the
work he referred to a Perean journeys This gave currency to

the two most popular designatlons of this sectilon in Iuke:

i. Hu troduction to the HeTe, De 453, quoted in Ce Ce
lcCovn, ﬁ'i'h'é'n‘c?eog_'f-'iﬁfi"orlﬁﬁ'a Gentral Sectlon,” in Journal

Of Biblical Literature, LVII, Part I, (11arch 1938), De Bl
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the "travel narratlivo" and "Perean section." Some have
called it the "Samarltan minlatry.” with those who held
the t.heo-ry of Marcan mrlority the fashlonable tltle among
the oritlcal studentis become "interpolatlons" Thls 1s the
tern Holtzmnnn ond Carl Welzdcker used in thelr epoch-naking
studles of 1863 and 1864. we £ind that also in recent com=
nentaries and Introductions there ls a great dcgree of -vari.-g
ation in the designatlons of this section and in thas suthors!
agtlmates of its historical ond geographleal accuracy. "vhat
1z 1lts real churacter," asks HeCovn? "Tho problem concarns
the nursose ond value of the third Gospel, =nd 1lts solutlon
1ls fundomental to an aceount of Jeozus' minlstry and an estil- .
mate of hls aine and his character,"2

As vwe study thls section we find that thero sre count-
loss attacks umon 1ts hilstorleity. Objectlons are proifuse
and veried. Thers sre somo who go so far os to say that
Jesus never sveon entered Pores when we read in Matt. 19:1
and Mark 10:1 that Jocus "came Into the bordera of Judea and
beyond Jorden." In fect, Olmatead's contentlon 1gs that the
term "Persen" 13 due to a mictrenslation. That Merk actually
says 1z thot Jocus comes "into the frontler of Judea and
Trang-Jorden." thile, he inslsts, Matthew ls aven more ex-
plicit when hs =ays, "he ceme into the frontler of Judaea-
Trang-Jordan." This vi.aw;*" 1s gt11l more substantlated, he

believes, when we compare iuke 17:1l--"passing between Samaria

2. MeCown, ope clte, DPs 5l-52.




and Galllee." e says there cannot be the slightest doubt
as to the meaning; Jesua dld not enter Ferea, the exact
equivslent of Tranc-Jordan--ile merely followed along the
bordsr of “erea, thot ls, down the Jorden valley, but on
the weat oide of the rivar to avold the tarritory of Antlnas.
The fact that moat of the written meterlal aasigned by the:
harmonilasts to this Peresn minlstry conalsts of the huge
block which Iuke conied from hils ovn maln gource slso helys °
to mrove the gbzurdity of a Perecn m1.'::1-.:,1'.::-:[.3 '

Then we have thoszs who place the resvonzibllity faor
the lden of o Yeraosn minlatry on the Goonel harmonlote.
¥eCovn bellevee the only resson why a Perean ministry la
advoented iz to "harmonize" the Gospel accounts "as if each
were a verbslly inspired hlstoriesl record." Among his
argumcnts are thase: 1t 1s hard to base such an opinion on
ark's notlee thet Josus crosssd the Jordan on His last
Journey %o Jerusalsm (10:1), and Matthew mlstakes Judea to
be beyond Jordan (19:1). Those harm-nists merely vented to
£ind a2 »lace 4n Mark's outline for Iuke's long "travel
narrative." put, he inslsts, the sccount does mot £it into
the outline of Mark at alls Furthsrmore, Af iuke would have
wanted to glve the lmprssslon of 2 Persan miniatry he cer-
tainly would have used Hark 10:1 with 1ts "2eran tou

4
Jordanoy ."

r "
3¢ A«Te Olmstesd, "The Chronology of .{ei:gzgg) :‘153.'211522.

Mﬁllcan "heoloploal Review, Vol. XTIV,
« 1icCovm, oDs Cite, DDs 01-64s
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Then thare are a good number of scholars who believe
that Inke Intended to oresent a "Samaritan ministry." Bult-
man'a vliew l1ls that luke doesa not wigh to lesve the journey
to Jerusalem so undescribed as lark has 1t, therefore, he
ingerts reoferences lo Samaria. But, ha says; hls preassnta-
tion is unekillful, for thouzh In Samsriz, He. 1 surrounded
with the same neonle snd cuestioned by the same ophonents as
in calilee. e 1ls lnvited to dinmner by Tharlsees; goes into
a synagogue; intlons trles to arrest Him; and flnally, as Iin
ark, He comes to Jericho. 7Uhere Iuke got the ldea is diffl-
cult to ascertain, they assert. Perhaps, he hit upon the
notion of hils own nccord, and gave the Samarltan locale to
the story of 9:52-56 himself, or, perhaps, he declded to lst
the jourmey pass through fomerla because 1t was suggented to
him by the story of 9:52-55.' Iolsy believes the "Samarltan
Journey" to be the idea of a redsctor as a breflguration of
the converslon of tnﬂ Gentiles, but this is based on the 1
false idea of the redactor that Iuke 9:52 indicated a long
interval, while Inke meant to indicate a rapld journey to
the capita1.6 ;

HeCown suggests that Inko had material that took Jesus
to Samaria and he had other material that he did not want to

di.scard or place into the Galllean ministry. "Because of an

establlshed tradition as to Jesua' lagt journey, he had to

3 455,
Se Co G iore, The bx%optio gospels, De
6. %ﬂiﬁy.k%lgff ;. 28%, quo 7 ffonteriore, oDs clbe.,

De 455.




toke Jesus from Galilee to Jerusalem by way of Jericho, when
he combined hils material vilth Mark . « « He concelved the
.. 1dea. that there was & minlstry in Ssmarila and found hié na=
teriala made it posaible to conatruct a marvailoualy synmet-
rical and progrescive plan in the life and miniatry of Jesus.
In the zuther's intontlon, then, this is a 'Semaritan minle-
try.‘“7

Strocter® and reCowm are agresd that tho only safe name
by which this scetlon can bo called is "Central saection."
Thelr contention ig this, that 1t is neither a travel narra=
tive nor = Semsrlten Journey nor a Peresn sectlion. ¥cCovm
esserts quite vigorously, "ILuke's central sectlon is mot a
true travel narretive, though it is constructed as suche
For the modern student it 1s a collectanca around a travel
motlf. It was naever intonded to be regarded as a ! Perean
gectlon,' the fictitlouas jJourney was uever gunposed to run
through Peres, snd the sectlon was never intendeé to record
a 'Percan Ilnlstry.'"? e belleves lts contenta rather be-
long in elther Jsrusalsm or Galllec.

These threo conteontions egalnst the historleliy of a
Perern minlgtry, viz., l. That the term iz due to a mls-

tranalation of pepan tou Tordsnou; 2e That 1t 1o ke result
ing»ired;

of harmoniats trying to hormonlze the accounis as

and 3, That 1t wasg a Samariten journey shall claln our first

‘Ts MoCovm, ope Cite, Ds 6k
g. Be He §tr55ter..iyg'ﬂour goopels, Pe 203

9« McCo™m, OpPe Clte, De Oe .
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conaideration.

As to the fliret argument, it is our contention that it
is qulte arblirary and, perhaps, even a bil naive, To deny
that there was ne later Perean minlstry at all, sven with
the evidence of latte 19:1 and Hark 10:1, goes far beyond
the bounds that mopt scholars, and evon criltics have setb.

In the first pluce, the trenslatlon clted previously has
little or no basin for justiflcation. Other facts are also
against it. Surocly, Jesus 41d ageln go to Perea after His
Galilean ainistry, for John 10:40 specks plainly enough,
(bezide the reforences in Xatthew and iark), "And (fe) went
avey sgaln beyond Jordan.into the place vhere John at first
baptl,od and there abode." Josus must have gone Lo Pereas
iny contentlons to the contrary seem futile and arblirary.

¢n tho busls of John 10:40-42 Fanling says, that Jesus vas
charged with blzsphomy amnd they tried to gtone Him, but Jesus
escaped, left the Temple and the cliy and deperted beyond the
Jordan, to the place where Jolm had bogun his carly minlstry
of bentleme Jesus remained here for the next few monthse

In fact, Fahling points out, after Christ's rejections in
Gallles, Samariz, and Judea, reiea was tho only place left

In the lend of Isresl which was still open to Him hefore His
final presentation to the mation at the Paszovere. That jesus
8Pent soms time there and that His stay vas not exzctly ori-

vate we also learn from the Fourth Gospel, for 1t tells us

that many resorted to Him thores They mgde comparisons be-

tvween Jesus and mis forerunner, when they gald (Joim 10:41),




"John dld no miracle, but all things that John spake of this
man were trues" "And vhereas ln Jerusalem nelther Jesus nor
John was generally accaepted, the result of the ministry of
Jesus in Perea was that many belleved on Him theree" 0

But 1t 13 not enough to show that there actually was a
later Perean ministry; our task 1s to prove the historicity
of the unique section in Iuke, and that it is; for the most
part, a record of Christ's minlstry in Perea. Fahling says
we know nothing of this Perean period unless we presume that
these chapters in Iuke speak of thls period.ll Yie belleve
we need not presume, but that we can £ind our solutlion to
this problem in the narrative of St. Jolm, vhich fits remark-
ably into that of Ste Iuke. Ste John mentions three appear-

ances of Christ in Jerusalem during that perlod: at the Feast

of Tabernacles (John 7:10), at the Feast of Dedicatlon (10:
22-42), and His final entry, which 1s referred to by all the
evangellsts. Although Ste John confines himself excluasively

to the happenings in and about Jerusalem, yet, Edershein

pPoints out, Ste John on two out of the three occaslons either

montions, or gives sufficlent indication, that Jjesus left

Jerusalem for the country east of the Jordan. They are indl-

cated by the word "again" in John 10: 19 and in the words of

verse 39, "They sought agaln to teke Him," which point to a

Previous similar attempt and flight east of the Jordane

10, Adam Fahling, The Life of Christ, PP 457-458.

11l. 1bide.




Rdersheim cvidently feels the "again" indicates siniler
action before lils »rovious f£light to Perea, to distinguish
it from the early Psrean minlstry of Jesuse St. John aleo
records a journey to Bethany, (though not to Jerusalem), for
the raising of Iszarus. After this a councll asrose against
Jesue In Jerusalen vhich caused Him to withdraw fron Judean
territory into a district "near the wilderness," wnlch 1s
Probably the one up north vhere John had been baptizing and
Christ had been tempted, and to vwhich He afterwards wlth-
drew. 12 ile regards this "wildernecss" as on.the western bank
of the Jorden, énd extending northward towards the eastern
shore of the Lske of Galllees >
Ve quote @dersheim: "If Ste John relates three appear-
ances of jesus at this time in Jerusalem, Ste Iuke records
three Journeys to Jerusalem, 14 the last of which agrses 1n
regard to its starting point, with the notices of the other
1Wangelists,15 always supposing that ve have correctly indi-
cated the locallty of !the wilderness' whlther, according to
Ste John 11:54, Christ retired previous to hls last journsy
to Jerugalom."16 Although we carmot localize Ephraim, fders-
heim believes that the statement "near the wilderness" affords

us enough general notlce of the gituatlon of zphraim, for we

12, ¢fe. Inke %4:1,16; T:24.

130 Cfe Iuke 8:290

Y. Tuke 9:51; 13:22; 18:31.

15« itatte 10:1; Mark 10:le

16, Alfred mdersheim, The Life an
Messiah, II, pp. 126-127.

d Times of Jesus the
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are told of only two wildermesses in the Wow Testament, that
of Judea in the far South, and that in the far torth of Perea,
or perhaps In the Decapolls, to which Iuke refers as the

gcene of the Baptlst's labora, where Jesus was tempted, ,and

17

to which He aftervarde withdrow. He continues:

e can therefore, have little doubt that St. John
refera (11:54) to this district.s And this entirely
accords with the notlices by the other =vangelistis
of Christ's last journey to Jerusalem, as through
the borders of Callilce gnd Samarla, and then ecross
the Jordan, and by Bethany to Jerusalem.

It Tollows « o o tfxat. Ste Inke's account of the

three journsys to Jerusalem f£its into the narrative

of Christ's three appearances in Jerusalem as de-

geribed by sSte Johne 4nd the unique sectlon in Ste

Iuke supnlids the record of what took place before,

durlng, and after those.Jclgrneys, of which the up-

shot 1s told by St. Johne
Thus ve see that In the view of Rdersheim, this section in
Inke deals with the Perean minlstry of Jesus.

A8 to the Samaritan joﬁrney hypothesls, there 1s little
evidence that inke ever had the intention of making thile a
"Samaritan journey." In fact, scholers are more and more
discrediting the ldea that Jesus spent much time in Samaria
at all. If we use the three-journey plan, we are able to

glve the two references to Inke in this sectlon interoreta=-
Fabec-

17:11

tlons that are more in keeping with the Greek texte.
1ally 1s this true in regard to the reference in Inke

¥ost acholars are now taking: the dia meson %o be translated

176 Ibidh. Pe 127.
B, 1big.
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"betvween." r1iost good grammarilans take this reading as "be-
tween" for this 1ls the general translation of dia with the
accugatlve. UHowever, to be falr, we must poilnt out that a

good authority such as Thayer, 1n hils Greek-mEnglish Lexicon,

takes dla meson to masn "through." He does this on the basis
of 1lits usage in classleal Greek noetry.

But how do the two tramslations fit into the story?
1cCovm points out that if taken as "through the mldet of,"
Jesus 1s going backvard now, golng to Jerusalem by Ddroceeding
in the opposite directlon. "Since this 1s absurd 1t 1s taken
generally as 'between' and the mention of Samarila before Gal-
l1lee 1s explained as due to the emphasis vhich the atory puts
Upon the one samaritan’ or 1t 1s sald that Jesus wes golng
east toward Perea snd the country on the right was first
named."2% powever, Robertson argues to the contrary, that
Ephralm was probebly in the northern vart of Judea and so 1%
18 reasonable to suppose that Jesus went "northvard through
Samarla into the southern or southeastern pvart of Galllee,

80 as to fall in with the pllgrims going from gallilee through
PYerea to Jerusalem" for the Paggovers21 Thig, he says, ex=
plains the use of Samaria first, which seems atrange other-
wige In a journey to Jerusalems

OBhera 1ike He Ae We lieyer and Basll latthews belleve

that Jesus changed 1ig course after the repulse of the

19, So B. Valsg, Me Jeo Holtzmann, and Ioloye

20 it 60,
21, ﬁ?cg?n%ogg;t:on:’np. onx of the Gospels, De 120
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samarltans recorded in [iuke 9:51-56,22 7To these explanations
of the two Samaritan references we subscribe. Iuke @id not
have the slightest intentlon of picturing a Samaritan journey
When Jesus was refused by the.Samaritans we are told, "they.
went to another villsge" (2:56)s. And in iunke 17:1l Jesus
and His group of dlsciples Jourmeyed iIn tne narrou strip of
land between Galllse and Samaria on the way to Jerusalem.2
To those who deny that this 1s a travel account we
vould but urge that they look at thls secotlon a blt more
closely. "Travel" seems to be the keynote of this sectlon,
for in the first verse we find Jesus turning His face stead-
fastly rom Galllee toward jorusalem (9:51,53)e The first
night e gets to Samarilas, vwhere He 1s rebuffed and goes io
aome small village (9:52,56). There are repeated notices
throughout thls ssction intended to maintaln a senae of mo-
tion. Jesus 18 on the road when gome momentarily ardent
disciple comes seeking to follow Him (9:57), an expressilon
which sugzests, as Zehn says, days, if not wesks, of travel.
Later, as they journey, they come to the village of Mary and
Martha (10:%3). Again He is "In a certain place," Draying

(11:1), surely this 1s another place. luke's picturesuue

22, ngail Matthews, 4 Life of Jesus, P 312,

23« Hotthews, oDs :u.'ﬁ.. PDe 312-315 54y, “%Th:{la\;amed
dovn along the borderland vhere the Samaritan rlgd 1
marched with that of the Jewlsh Deoples Jeﬂ“"d o raliey "
through a porge that runs east towards the a‘og : s L
On this road running along the winding side g” O tTie
Ine thet divided the land of the gamaritans Irom

Jews they met the ten leperse
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language helightens the sense of movement by lettlng the
resdor see Jequs enter the house to dlne with the Pharisee
and leter coma ocut agaln to the thronging multlitudes (11l:37,
63; 12:1).> m

We have referred %o the fact that there sesma to be a
remarkabls connecilon and corressondencs between Iuke and
John, in regard to the Perean sactlon. Thls convlietlon be-
comes all the more ceortain with further study of the mattere
on this baslio, too, we can assert that Gospel harmonists had
a right to teke Iunke's unique sectlon as a Perean Journey,
for 1t f1lis into the outline of the othor Gospels remarkably
violl, ‘aking the three Jou::mays to Jerusalem mentloned by
John in 7:2ffe; 1ll:17f. and the flnal Passover as corres-
ponding to the mention of Jesus going to Jerusalem by Inke
in 9:51; 13%:22; and 17:11 presents by far the least number
of dlfficultles. It answers a great number of objectlons
ralseds However, there are still a large number of scholars
who believe iuke and John do not agreec; in fact, they say
they sesm to contradlct one anothers Of thls we shall now
sPonk and attemot to show that these charges are faloee

In the first place, tuere are those who contend that

John does not agrec with Inke even outslde this sectlon;
ry to the

that

moreover, John s sald to be entirely contradlcto
other Gospels and therefore, the concluslion 1s drawm,

elther John is correct and the Synoptlc Gospels wrong or

24 15cCOWN, ODe Clley Pe 53e




vice versa. Olmastead assumes that John 1s the only correct
Gospoels lie comes to this concluslon by means of the Baby-

lonian Chronology by which he end hls co-worlers claim they

have determined the oxact date of the crucifixion. They
have alao determined that the Passover in 30 A.Ds, the year
of Chrigt's crucifixion, fell on the Sabbath. Therefore,
John is the only correct Gospel for he speaks of Frlday as
the preparation of the Passover inst.aad of the preparation
of the Sabbat.h.eg’

Po this charge we anawer that calendar study has never
yet given any decislve answers to problems of this nature.
Ve cannot throw out the harmony batweenl inke and John in this
section on such argumentatlon.

There are other objections--some regard John as in error,
for thay feel that the locality and mode of the iord's teach-
ings differ from that 1n the Synoi)tics. westcott calls this
"ag much zn undesigned colncldence as a difficulty." They
£1t the writer's viewpoint, and there is mo discrepancy be=-
tween the same people and what they sald in the various ac-

counts. "o musi remember that the Gospels are coiplementary,

not contraﬁlctory.% gome point out that the length of tlime

indlcated in John ls three years, while the others only indi-

cate one yeare /e quote i’estoott agains "It is enough that

' Tife"s; In
25, A. Te Olmstesd, "The Chromology of Jodus
the Anglican 'Theolo i.t.sal"}'t'évr""’f_:xem T T1953), De 6 Ts
28, "eatoott, OPe Clles Do 288,
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the Synoptlats at least allow that the ministry of our Lord
may have been as long and as d;veralfied ags St. John relates."
0ld writers found that John supnlied details of chronology
which the Synovtlsts lucked or left unnoticed. In fzct, the
time In the Synoptics, which 1s suggested only, is too short,
for there are too many svents mentloned to be compressed into
a alngle yesr, nor is thers enough time for prover develop-
ment of the dlzciplea' falth; nor is there enough time for
the Journeys on both sldes of the Jordan, to Tyre and Sidon
and tho mlasionz of the Apostles and the Zeventy; for the
tranzition of the people's hope to hatred.27 7e cannot throw
out John's Cospel on thls objectlon.

Bu% thsre are charges, (and thesze are at vresent of
prime intersst to us), that Iuke and John do not agree in
respect to the Perean sectlon in Iuke under discusslon. 1In
the first nlace, they say, it 1s impossible to reconclls Luke
17:11 with the explanatlon we have offered of Jasua' three
Journeys to Jerusalem according to references in Jolm T:2;
10:22 and 12:1 and 10:40 where ve f£ind Jesus beyond Jordan
after the Feast of Dedlcatlon; end 11:17 where we find Jesus

&oing to Bethany and then His withdraval to Ephraim untll He

Goea to the Passover in 1l:54. They say Jolm would have men-

tloned 1t if Jesus had gone back to Gallloe. But ve agree

with Robertson that this 1s not necessarily the case unless

it fell in with his plan to do so. Hence, NO conflict need

S—

{0 Ib’.d-. DD. 288-289.
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exist. John permits this by his break in 11l:54. Jesus
probably went back to Gallloe from Ephraim, whither he had
withdravn. There He Jolned the pilgrims going through
Perea to avold golng through Samarla on thelir way to the
Passover. "This subrcosition 1s not ilmprobable, as Robinson
eand ¥cClellan urge, but very natural; 1t mekes Iuke end
John both agree, and allows Iuke 9:51 to mean that Jesus then
left Galllee as a fleld of operat.i.ona."28

) However, this theory makes the journey in Iuke 9:51
identical with the one in John T7:2-10, viz., to Tabernacles.
To this Andrevws ranises three objections: 1. The Iord refused
to go with His brethren in John 7:6 which, he soys, oproses
the 1dea of imke 9:51l. But he overlooks the fact that Jesuas
d1d not wish to go with His brothers who were unfavorable %o
Him but thot He was intent on going all the time.29 2. The
manner of fis golng in John 1s secret and in Luke publice.

But the secrecy merely mezna avoiding the main caravan routes

=

vhich Iuke suggests in His starting through Samarila. The

messengers that He sent out were not heralds but preparerss
This

I aael a2l

3. In John Jesus seems to go rapldly and in Iuke slowly.
1s not necessarily true. "Nor 1s 1t necessary to connect the
sending of the seventy (ILuke 10:1ff.) with thils Journey, "
Robertson malntalns. Furthermore, "1t ls not necessary to

T1ll out every detall in thls programme and show where Jesus

28. Robertson, Herme. of the Gos., D 278.
29. luke 9:%1--Tho steadfastly set his face to go to

Jerucalem."




27

vas between Tabernacles and Dedlcatlon. The maln outlines
remain clear and hsrmonious and are falrly satlafactory.
This comblinatlon of Luke and John preserves the integrity of
both narratives and £ills up a large blank that would other-
wise oxlat in these closlng months of the Saviour's 1ife."30
Thls combinatlion of ILuke and John also answers another
objectlon that 1s ralsed sgainst the hilstorlclty of this
gection, viz., how can one account for the difference of Luke
from Hatthew .and ifork, who plcture Jesus golng to Perea lmmed-
lately after leaving Galilee with nothing intervening, and
a little later bring us to the triumphal entry into Jerusalem
and the final Passover; whlle Iuke, on the other hand, after
completing his account vparallel with Matthew and liark of the
Galilean ministry, describes Jesus going from Galllee, not
into Perea lmmedlately, but to Jerusalem via an intended
trip through semarla? John 7:2-10 helps us solve the problem
agreeing with Iuke. Jesus goé¢s in seoret from Galllee to
Jerusalem for the Feast of Tnbernacles, six months before
the final Passover. Then Iuke-goes on with sayings and
actlons by Jesus and finally begomes parallel with latthew and
Merk again. Ve know that Luke greatly condensed the narrative
of the post-Galilean ministry, (the withdrawals of Jesus),
Eiving to it only 9:10-50 whille Hatthsw glves 14:13-18:35 to
it and park 6:30-9:50. It 1is aulte evident that Iuke con=-

densed thlis in order to make room for the mass of matter which,

e

30. Robertson, Harm. of the Gog., pe 279«




for the most part, 1s pecullar to hime -

Thig, then, la the upshot of our showing the combina-
tlon of luke and John--1it shovs by their sgreement in regard
to the Perean minlstry that 1t is a hilstorilcal facte. All
questions, or nearly all, can be anawered by thils arrangement.
Thls gectlon of Inke desoribes three journeys of Jesus which
luke depicts as one, vwhole, unified jJourney to Jeruaalem.
Vhen the sectlon 1s tasken as depleting ome journey only
there are definitely problems: the questions arlse vhether
this section 1s hilatorically correct and in chronological
order. Then 1t does take on the appearance of a complle-
tion, or an incoherent account written by some novice hls-
torian who throws ahout nemes and places and evenis in a
haphazard manner. Ve feel that the three-journey hypothesls
leaves little doubt as to the historicity of thls section.
There 1s no svidence at all that Iuke was not aware of ths
fact that he was recording incidents occurring in three sepa-
rate journeys of Chrlst, nor 1s there snything that viould
militate against such a suppositlon on our parte

Before moing on vie should llke to dlscuss one other
objection to the nlan which we have adopted, i.e., the

three- Journey hypothesis. Ve have referred to scholars who

accent, and insist upon, the one-journoy arrangement. They

regard this whole narrative in Luke as nertaining to the last

Journey to Jerusalem for the last Passover such scholars are

1 of Hatthew"
31. John 4. Broadus, "Commentary on the GooRa- o 39‘3_394. 2

in An Anerilcan Commentary on the New regtoment, DDe




Andrews, Greswell, lewin, cClellsn and Farrare Others take
it as the Journey to the Feast of Tabernacles or Dedication.
They adduce the following arguments:

1. They say the words of Inke 9:51, "When the days were
being completed that he should be received up," imply that
the end was drawling near and He was going to Jerusalem to
meet ite Thila we grant 1s.true, but Robertson points out
they are drawing the vwrong inference. The Vague expression
"the days were being completed" does not necessarily involve
& perilod of merely a feow weeks, but 1t could well include as
much as six monthse Jesus had spoken much of this to His
discliples and 1t was uppermost in His minde. Thls Journey
could easily be as sarly as Tgbernacless>> As to the meaning
of the expression, "that he should be received up," 1t is
quite genarally sgroed the vords refer to His Ascension.  The
only notable exception here 1s Wleseler who takes 1t to mean
vwhen the doys drev to en end in which He found a taking up,
or reception, in Galilee.’>

2. They insist that the departure in ILuke 9:51 1s the
final one from Galilee. Robinson urges that 1t has to mean
a final departure from Galilee, but Robertson argues that 1t
may simply mesn that He left Galllee as a vgphere of activity."
It does not mean that He never entered Galilee agaln, for

Robertson ssserts that I[uke 17:11 expressly says that Jesus

32. Robert jare of the GoSes Do 27Te xPAE
350 Rony vaons e B fiologische Synopse der vier Ivan

W' Pe 297




went "through the midst of Samaria and Gali.lee.“3l' Although
vie diaag;ree vil th thls reading of dla meson, the case 1s not
veakenede =ven if we take dia meson to mean "between" Sam-
aria and Galilee, (as we do), 1t cannot be denied that Jesus
get foot once more on the soll of Galllee from which He had
taken leave. But Robertson's explanation, vhich implies that
Jesus on thls last journey did not enter Galllee as a srhere
of aectivity, fully tokes carc of the objection. But the one=
Journey proponents have a problem of thelr own on thelr hands.
They will have to resort to some device to explain Jesus'
presence on the border of Samaria and Galllees IfcClsllan
strives to Justify his view that this is one jJourney by re-
ferring pert of John 10:40 to the departure from Galllee,
and the other psrt to the Peresn ministry after a dlversion
of considerable length into 3amaria and back into Galilee.’>
This argument seems quite futile. There are far fewer orob-
lems if we adhere to the three-journey theorys

However, in regard to the nistoricity of thls sectlon,
there 1s yet snother argument, briefly alluded to before,
that 1s very frequently and consistently set forth. Critlca

ask, 1f this section 1s really historic, why there is such a

lack of geographical development; such a paucity of local

color; vhy there 1s such a lack of transitional phrases; and

why does Iuke use the vague expresslon "certaln place® so

fua

34« Robertson, Hnrme of the GoSss DPe 27Te
35. Ib'ldo. Pe 278:—
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often Inatead of Dbeing apecific as he is on other occasiona?
To anowey this they say it must have been a conpilation of
loone material by Inke, olnce it is omitted by the other
three Goabala. This queation we shall attempt to answer,
although, at the outset we must caution the exnectant reader
that here there 1s a problem: which we cannot anawer with
hard, fant statements; we can only mresent an explanation
vhich sgtisfactorily anawera the vroblem for ourselves.
Goguel objects that in this section "Jesus seems to be
continually moving con towarda Jerusalem but there is no wall-
mark ed geograthloal davelopment, and the section as a vhole
13 not homogeneouss It bears all the marks of a compllatilon."
Three times Jesue 1o sald to set His face toward Jerusalem
(9:51; 13:22; 17:11) ma each time it is stated as though 1%t
had not yet besn mentiloned, -elthough in 9:52 He 18 gsald to
have resched a Samaritan village lndicating that He left Gal-
1lees Tncldenta not indlcating a change of place imply en-

tirely aifferent situations and there are never any trans-
g that thls asc=

f the

itional phraces; thereforse, his conclusion 1

tion of Iuke must be studled according to each one o

36
lsolated elemaents of which it is composede

loreover, in regerd to the Peresn ministry, he asserts

the Synoptists do not give a clear account of the condltions

under which Jesus left Galllee for Judea. ILuke mentions

this departure several times but seems to get it all confused

36. Haurice Goguel, The Life of Jesus, Trans. byiolive

Viyon, p. 149.
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and scattered "under the influence of the idea that Josus
went up T.o Jerusalem 1n order to accomplish the divine plan
of hils death." C(oguel says Iuke 1s not able to weid into a
coherent unity the records of Jesus departing for Judes.
Inke 13:31,%2 1ls on incldent that has already been mentloned,
namely, that the Phariloees counsel Jeaus to depart, fo;:
Herod seckso to k1ll Him. vhen He recsivezs thle nenaa(;é e
is working in Gzlilee--inke forgets that he had already men-
tioned !Ila depariure for Jerusalem. Goguel doss not snore
Iuke but accuses him of belng a dullard, not grasping the
meaning of thle incldent, for he depicte Jesus as peacefully
pursuing Hls nministry In Galilee untll Luke 17:11-19 vhers
e seeng to be on the road to Jerusalem again as He heols
the ten lopers. @ut sven hors, he says, He lo not definitely
out of Galiles bub scens on the edge of (tallles since nine
of the lepers were Jows and only one a samarlian. And lnme-
dlately after (17:20ff.) Jesus la in conversatlon with the
Phorigses. Thiz would be impossible during the journey
through Semarls; so it must have happenad In Judea or Galllee.
He insists Iuke has icken no trouble to connect Lils incl-
dentae !

In Tack, Coguel sces in the analysls of the Goapel
nerratives, on the deperture from Galllee, develomient of
tradition in this order: l. First people thought Josus left
Gelllee because of the hogtility of Herods 2e BUtAthARearty

37' Ibido. ppo 392"394'
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Church felt uncssy about the 1dea of Jemis yielding to tha
threats of lerod, so thoy came to the conclusion that Jesus
went to Jerugslem to preach in a more important sphere.
Therefore, John devises the triumphal entry into the cltye:
Je¢ In the third etage, Jesua 1s plcturaed as knowing vwhat
vould heppen, o e goes up to Judea to fulfill the dlvine
purpogses The triumphal march was then transformed Into a
mareh to oxecubion bub not completely lacking are detalls
represanting im as oreaching and fleeing from Her-oa.3B The
contention, then, is that thls sectlon 1s not hilatorlcal but
reflacting & tradlilon.

™ reply, we must point out that Goguel's difficulty
lles In *trying to moke of thls gectlon one jourmey. Vhat he
calls a junblzd mess on the part of Iuko can be saticfactor-
1ly explained, ag we have done, by taking thls sectlon as
embodying and indicating three journeys o Jorusalem with
which Ste John iz entirsly in sccords This wlll remove meny
of the dilfficuliless Among other things 1t also explains
why Jesus encountered the ten lepers, nine of whom were Jews,
and one a Samaritone’

A8 to the development of tradition on thls point-=-such

a mupposlition is altogether unfoundeds 7his was the natural

ssquence in Jesug'! life--from loud acclalu, to luko-WarTmess,

38« Ibide, De 399

39« At this point our interpre
"between" the borders of Samaria
stead; otherwise it would be 4if
Cumstance of thers being Jows and a Samarl

tation of dia meson, as
and Galilee comes in good
£icult to oxplain the clr-
tan togethere




to open rejection. Any, and all, of the plcturss of Jesus
in the Gospels are true, but the presentation depends upon
the specific a2im of the writer. For example, the triumphant
entry of Jesue vap indeed a Joyous occasion which we stil;
observe with joy on Palm Sunday, but in the eyes of another
writer 1t could slso he filled with deep pathos, merked by
the tearc of Jeasus over the ohstinate clty, vwhich we also
never loce sight of in our presentation of the story. A few
days later we find Jesus éuapendad on the eroass, dylngs He
vas crucified gimply bhecsuse He did not act 1llke the hero
thay had pletured iim to bee He had dlsappointed the npeopls
vhen ile told them !is kingdom wag not of this world. There
vas no dovalopment of traditlion hers<-this is the history of
Jesus' 1life. aven 1n our times we have seen the rise and
fall of political leaders=-why then should it have been im=-
Posaible with Jesug, oven though Ne was the Son of God incar-
nate? rhe historiclity of this section cammot be attacked
for z momznt on the theary that thig 1o s development of
tradition.

Thers are some critlcs, such as McCovm, who hes vritten
an article specifically on the toplc of Iuke's geography 1in
this sectlon, who accuse Iuke not only of omlpelon of geo=

graphical detalls but elso of "inexactltude, ineptitude, and

40 ’
POsitive orrors of « o « geogravhy." Yot they adnit;

(which melkes 4t all the more difficult for us to explein the

404" licCovm, oDe Cltes Peo 550
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alnost coumplete lack of local color in this section), that
Iuke "conftalns far more ébouruphical allusions than any
other of the Gospels « o « He (luke) mentions Syrlia, Iturea,
Trachonitis, and Abllene. He namwes every clty mentioned in
liark excepl Caesarea FPhilippi and adds Sarepta, Nain, Siloam,
Arimathea, and :mmause. He mentions Jerusalem thirty times."
He uses the word Dolis forty times and koomee (village),
twelve times, fer more oftm..proport!.onate]y. than liark and
latthew. iuke loved geograpnical notes.l’l

Bul how can we explain the inconsistency of Iuke? 1Is
thls section perhaps a compilation of material for which
Luke had no other place, therefore the lack of names? e
have varlious suggestlons, some of them coming from licCovm
hinself, who criticizes iuke severely. He says that for Iuke
Beograpiny end tovography serve merely as literary devices.
He 1s not intercsted in itineraries as were travellers, botn
Christlan and non-Christian, at a slightly timee To this we
shake our head negatively--outside of this sectlon there 1s
every every indication that Luke took his geograpny very ser=
lously and painstakingly tried to determine 1t. This cannot
be the answer. ie must look elsewheres To us the ansver
seems to lie in the fact that Luke undoubtedly, was altogether

unfamiliar with the.reglion in whlch Jesus ministered accord=-

ing this particulsr sectlon. This view 1s also suggested by

licCown, liarnack and other gcholarsde

41ls Ibid., Dps 55-56.

pcCown belleves luke
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had definlte geographical knowledge only of the country be-
tween Caesarea Stratonls and Jerusalems He had not aeven
seen G-al!l.l«at‘a«'!"'2
However, need this lack of geograpalecal data roally
serlously contradict the hlstoricity of this section? our
conclusion after careful study, is that this is not the case.
In fact, thls lack of geographical data is to us all the more
proof that iuke was the best of hlstorlians. ile wrotc only
of things of which he was certaln; where tnere was the least
bit of doubt he would not guess or teke a wild gamble, hop=
Ing to b2 rignte e had conclugive evidence that the incl-
dents occurred, but of the location there may have been doubt
or contradlctions among his various sources walch were prob-
ably oral roports from eye-witnesses. ue feel that Iuke made
a speclal effort to £ind material on this period of Jesus'
ministry which the other evangelisis had neglected. Since
there was no writien source for this material, he gathered
hls information very carefully and then recorded it. Thils
18 also indicated in hig prefaces This lack of names, which
oocurs only in this section of ILuke's Gospel, is to us the
Proof of the historlcity of thls sectlons A medloore his-
torian, or a fake, would have scattered geographlcal detalls
In a hit-oremige fashion to give nis account the appearance

of genuilneness. Iuke ls different. Wlth him there is mo

speculation tut only facts.

!"2! Ibidl, p. 56.
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But there remains yet another serious ohjection to the
historiclty of thig sectlon and that ia that thls is nerely
a repetition of events that occurred earlier in the Galllean
ministry but are placed here by Iuke. Ropss pays, "In it
are contained varled paragrabhs, parables, and lncldenta,
many of them, 1t would appear,.irom the Gitl:llean periode
They are set with an occaslonal hint of the jourmesy, but in
reality arranged so as to bresent, as in the earlier portion
of the Goapel, ths great and wide growth of Jesus' fame and
the publlc apprsclation of him, together wita the helghtened
contrast of opposition to him and of aggressive attltude and
Procedurs on his parte Thege combined make the traglc out-
come in Jerusalem natural and inevitables"43

The claim is that meny partlcular incidents suggest the
Galilean setbting and therefore do not belong here. licCovm
lists these points: l. The woes pronounced on Chorazin and
Bethsaida (10:13) should be pronounced gomevherc in thelr
nelgnborhcod as He does in Watthew 11:2le 2. The saying re=
garding the slaughtor of Galileans by Herod and the falling
of the Tower of 5iloum would be more spgropriate in dallles
or Jerusalem. 3. "Toaching in the synagogus, inviiations
from Fharigess to Gine, allusions to possible followers, the
Preaence of lawyers, scribes, and rharisees, a threat from
Herod Antivas, allusions to tax gatherers and sinners, the

gending out of the Seventy and the paravlo of the good

4%. James Hardy Ropes, The Synoptlc CJopels, De 86




Samariten, are impossible in Samaria"*!

The first argument mentioned by McCown does appear to
bear a blt of loglc. Vhy Jesus should pronounce His woes on
three small villages glong the shore of the Sea of Galllee
at this time 1s difficult to mscertain. At this point we,
can only speculates DNuring His Gallilean minilstry, Jesus.dld
encounter severe oppositlon at these places and thus-He Dpro=
nounces these woes on them before He sends out the Seventy,
as a demonstration of the fate that will befall citles of
llke demeanor. Ye may assume that at best, some of the Sev=-
enty were from Gallilee and knew the cities mentlioned. The
Point Jesue wishes to make is: There is utter deatructlon
and severest punishment in store for those vwho have had the
the Gospel preached to them but have consistently spurned 1t.

The second argument barely deserves any attentlon.
Jesus certainly could have referred to these incidents far

removed from the place of thelr occurrences How often do
we not refer to incidents that have happened far from us,
even on the other side of the globe, in our teaching?

The a1fficulty of the thind argument is removed by tak=
ing this sectlon as the narrative of three journeys to Jeru-

salem. The incidents did not have to occur in Samaria. - This

solves the problems °
Also called repetitions o
Placed in the Galilean setting are:

£ incidents vhich ifark has
1. The sending of the

44+ McCovn, ops Cltes De 5T
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geventy paralleled by that of the T.welve.“5 2¢ "He that is
not with me is against me«"5 3, The meslzebul controversy47
and 4. Parsble of the mustard seed.®

To show that these are not the same incidents that have
been placed earlier by other evangelists, let us look at
some of them and see whether the objeotions are justifiable.
In regard to the accusation of being in league with Beelze-
bul#9 1t should be pointed out that 1t is perfectly natural
that thls blasphemous accusation be made in Galllee, perhaps,
even more than once, and then should be repeated a year or
8o aftervard in Judea or Perea agalne It 1s also natural
that Jesus should make substantially the same reply. These
things can be expected to happen to a traveling religlous
teacher. In gddition to this the ocourrences after these in-
cidar;ts are quite different in this sectlon from the earlier
ones in Galiloee. Thus we must suppose quite a break in Mark
and Natthew from the Feast of Tabernacles on.so lost schol=-
ars agree that Jesus often did similar miracles on similar
or different occaslons; so it isn't at all pogsible to say
that these are the same incldents which happened in an earl-
ler pericd but are repeated by Luke. Fahling comuents, "As
1t happens to others in mublic life, o also in the extended

e O2O=11" e O:1=5;3 Hte 10: 1.
137 Hs Se6-11s ke O 73 0r50 wnich equals Mk 9:40.
47¢ 13:18%.; k. 4:30£fe; Hte 13:3fTe

"'8. i L] 1t. ® 57. [ -
49, ogooums 0D O ltli=36; Matte 9:34 & 12:22=3T; Mke 3:

50« Broadus, A Harmo:r_l,! of the Gospels, ReVe by Ay LaiRab=
ertson, 8th ede, PDs 11D fe
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minigtry of our Savlor there was a recurrence of circum-
stances which gave occasion to a similarity of actions or
replies."5l

In regard to thls accusation Robertson says that this
portion of Iuke 1s hls distinctive contribution to the minis-
try of Christ in addition to hig account of the mativity.
Inke had condemsed the account of the withdrawals from Gall-
lee, apparently to make room for a more detailed description
of another phase of Christ's minlstry. "lHatthew and Mark
almost confine themselves to the ministry in Galilee, whils
Iuke thus devotes tho bulk of his narrative to vhat seems to
be a later ministry, after Jesus has left Galllee. It 18
hardly likely that this account should be a mere Jumble of
soattered detalls." >

Furthermore, Broadus Doints out that Wicseler,33 Tisch-
endorf, =lllcott, Ge Ve Clark and others speak of three jour-
neys to Jerusalem. They say this vhole section of ILuke be-
longe to the last slx months of our Iord's minlstry, and 1s
located in Judea and Pereas So it must be dlstinct from
that in Galllee narrated by the three Synoptists and the sium-
ilar events and dlscourses should not be taken as identical
but repetitions, for Jesus unquestionably often repeated the

same thingg.Sll-

51¢ Fahling, Tho Life of Christ, P 427,
52« Robertoon, A fars OF the G0Ses Pe 27Te
33, Wlonoler wad o fIrst to dlscover tim slnilarity ond
ldentity of the three journeys to Jerusalem in OV oo
S4e Broadus, "Comms on the Gosps of Hatte An 2995

-‘-“-.OE.L‘ on the NeTey Iy Pe 394.
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It 1s our bellef that all efforts to undermine the his-
toricity of this sectlon in Inke _have folled and this section
geems all the more to record the later Judean and later
Perean ministry Juast ss 1t occurred. ie believe that all
objections have been falrly met end refuted and that the

i:lan we have chosen sctlsfactorilly answers the difficulties.

R
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IV. The Chronology of This Section

Heving dlscussed tha historlcity of this ssctlon in
Iuke In qulte some detall, let us turn our attention to the
chronology of this sectlon. Then we come to the point of
Inke's chronology, we encounter a barrsge of criticism. The
prevalling cry is that this 1s an altogether unchronologlcal
and unconnceted series of events. e find a few, very few
scholarn, vho believe this section to be completely snd abso=
lutely chronological in orrangement; a few more venture to
say thot Inke 1o chronologleal ag far ag 1s expvedlent bul does
not slavishly follow a chronological outline. But the former
Vliew has by frr the greater number of adherents.

In order to establish the exact time of the perlod of
Jeaus' ministry under discussion Wwe should like to give a
backgroind of key dates in the life of Jesus from which we
compute the time of His ministry, especially the period which
claims our particular attention.

Wearly all systems of computing the time of Jesus' life
are based upon the date of Jesus' birth, although come have
done 1t by means of figuring from the day end year of IHis
orucifixion. %o shall follow the former mothode

hen was Jesus born? From Matthew end Iuke we know that

He vas born before the death of Herod the Great. From Josge=-

Phus we learn that Herod dled in the 37th year after his
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appointment to rule by Rome. His coronation took place in
714 A.U«C. ‘The 37th year would bring us to the year 750/1 as
tha year of hls death. 750 A«UsCe 13 four years bprevious to
the present era of the agystem Introduced by Dlonyslus Ixlguus,
or 4 B.Ce Josug must have boen born a reasonzbls intervel
before ths death of Herod when vwe look at the events that hap~
pened between His birth and the f£llght to ugypt to ecvade the
wrath of Herod in the slaughter of the innocents.

%e recelve further aid in computing the date of Jesus'
birth from the statement in John 2:19,2C that when Jesus vas
in Jerusalem at the Passover and sald to the Jews, "Desiroy
this temple and in three days I will raise 1t up." The Jews

replied that 1t took forty-six yeurs to bulld the temple and
now he wanted to raise it up in three days? Tols glvea us an
important clue, for Josephus tells us that reconstruction of
the temple begen in the 18th year of Herod's rule. Thus the
reconstruction be'gan about T34 AeU«Ce BSince the temble was
already forty-slx yesrs in building at thc time of this inci-
dent, the date wag 780. This happened tuo or three months
after 11ls baptism snd Luke informs us that Jesus was abou t
thirty years old at His baptism and started Hie public minig-
try soon after, so the year of Iiis birth would be 75C or T49

AeUsCep, which would be about 4 or 5 Bels in our system of fig-

uring. This date seems qulte rellable, for both clued lead

to the senme conclusion.l

le Ylvisaker, cDe clte, PPe 295350
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From thls vwe compute further dates. When Jesus appears

at the Passover at the age of twelve it is 8 A.De At the
Pagsover in 27 A.D., Jesus makes His firat oublic appearance ‘
in the cleanslng of the temples In John chapvter four, we find
Jesus goling through Samarla and Galilee and verse 35 tells us

it was four months before the harvests The harvest generally

ocourred in the middle of April in Palestine,® so the time
would be about 27 Ae.De in Decenber., Thls leads us to the con-
clusion that Jesus spent eight months in Judea between the
cleansing of the temple and the journey through Samarla. 3e-
ginning in Decerber, 27 A.De, Jasus Journeyed through Csmaria
to Galilee and tiion journeyed to Jerusalem for the unnamed
feast of john Se MHere Jesus hears of John's inprilsonment and
Preaches as the "Prophet of (alilee, mighty in word and deed"
from the summer or fall of 28 A.De to late in 29 n.D.3

le i3 in Jerusalem for tie Feast of Tabernacles In the
Fall of 29 AeDe and at the Feast of Dedicatlon in December of
the ssme ycar. From here He goes to Perea and spends atou &
three and one-half:wonths there until His retiremsnt %o
Ephraime From there ie mskes His last Journey to Jerusalenm
for tho Final Passover in April of 30 AeDe

Thus we conclude that the rFerean minlstry of Jesus oc-

curred during a perlod of about six months betweon the east

of Tabernacles in 29 A.D. and tne 2assover of 30 AeDe 1Thls

2. Kell, aprchaclogy, pare 18, quoted in Ylvilsaker, ODe

clt., ». 33.
3. Yivisaker, ope. Oltes DPs 33-34s
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is the vilew of most congervatlve scholars who take the Per-
ean sectlon ap historically and chronologlcelly correcte The
view that the statement in I.uite 9:51, "when the time was come
that he should be received up" indicates only a few weeks
until Jesus' death we have already discussed. This astatement
does not necessarlly mean a few weekss e have pointed out
that it could well include as much as 9ix monthse

mother consideration under chronology is the length of
Jesun' entire minilatrye The Synoptists all suggest, uvon
casual investigation; o ministry of about a years However,
they in no way demand such an interpretation. There 1s ample
room in erch %o sunport a minlstry that extends over a greater
period of times In contrast to the Synodtile Gospels the
Fourth Gosnel clearly furnishes information of a ministry that
lasted well over two years at the minimume Some oritics of
seripture, therefore, draw elther of these conclualons: elther
the Fourth Gospel has erred or the Synoptics supply misleading
information. Another method is to czll certain chronological
statemente of this Gospel interpolations or take them as Dro=
verblal. Two examples are John 6:4 and 4:35. Therefores we
shall briefly discuss the lengbh of Jesus' ministry PRASHANL S
throw more 1isht, nerhaps, on Inke's chronology infthefXorcan
gectilon.

There are thoge vwho belleve Jasus' ministry extended

over a verliod of only one year. To arrive at this conclusion,

and to keep the harmony of the Gospels, they exclude the
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reference to the Pasgover in John 6:4 as "the crassest of
interrolatilone." Olmstead contends that with this interpo-
latlion out of the way, John vregents the same ninlstry of ap-
proximstely ono year as do the other Gospels, and we can accept
an inportant chronological statement of Inke." On the basis

of the Bebylonisn Chronology he has calculated Jesus' minis-

try to have hod the exact length of 475 days.>

e ghall not davote more time and space to other views
on a gshorter nminlstry of Jesus but present the views on the
longer vhich we feel are cnnului;ivh.

Jeoua ministry muat have been longer than one year for
In it occurred ot least three Pamsovers, according to John 2:
13; 6:4 and 12:1ff. Any attempts to reduce the minlatry of
Jesus to a year hy taking the three references to the Passover
as referring to the same one fell flat, for they are separ-
ated by the uniknowvn feast (5:1); Tabernacles (7:2), and the
Dedieatlion (10:22). Irenaeus observes, "that three occaslons
of the Passover are not included within one yecar every berson
must acknm:;led{z_e-“s

Zahn noints out that a ministry lasting only one year
could not be upheld aven if the Fourth Gospel did not exist.
These are some of his arpumonts to uphold this statement:

1. Wo Synoptist glves a chronological statement of Jesus'

4. Olmstead, "The Chron. of Jesus Life," in Ang. Theol.

.!19_!5. XXIV, (1842), pe 6800 . e
* Olmstead, Jesus in the Llght o ___Eﬁ' ot 2
6. George m';g, The Chronology of the Publlic Ministry of

_J_B_SEE, D. 29,
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firat apnearance which can possibly justify this limitation
of Mls ministry. 2. iuke 3:25 indlcates more than one year.
1o intelligent writer would sey of a man vwho ceased to work.
at the end of the seme year in vhich his work began, 'he was
vhen he began about thirty years old.'" 3. According to latt.
12:1; Mark 2:23 and inke 6:1 Jesus witnessed the beginning of
a harvesat In the midst of Hls Galilean ministry long before
His crucifixion. This could not have been in autumn or win-
tor Tor the besimning of harvest was conterminous with the
Paagover so ot least onae year must have elapseds 4. Iuke 13:
34 aluo patt. 23:37 indica%e repeated attempts to save the
Danple of Jorusalem from thelr doom.7
To redjuce 1t to one year by taking John 4:35 proverbl-
ally alas fnils, booause If 1t 1g taken proverblally 1t can

only refer to the nerilod between seed time and harvest in

Palestine but this lg ruled out, for the two are separated by

at leanst five to six month.8

our conclusion then 1s that Jesus' public minisiry
lasted over two ycsrs. This also upholds our arguments on
the historlcity of the Perean section which we took to be the
history of three journeys to Jerusalem over a perlod of six

montha. TIf Jesua' ministry would be teken as laating only

one year, this view would be untenable.

But now we come to the heart of tho matter of chronol-

08Y< Is this section a progression of events in the order in

[ —

168=169

T« Zehn, Intr. to the New Tedls, PDe
8. 1bid., p. 30¢
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which they occurred, or 1is 1t 2 jumble of details? Does 1t
give a2 pgeopravhical, es well se a temporal m'oéression? Tals
queation 1g indeed difficult to anower definitely. A ocimple
"vyeg" or "no' doesg not seem to be the solution. There are
thoss who hold that this is entirely chronological as far as °
time snd geography are concernede There are those vho say 1t
is altopether unchronologilenl and some say it 1s, generally
enesking, chronologleal, although there are deviations here
and there. There are almnst as many opinlons on this questlon
as there ars suthorae.

™rat of n11, let us look at some of the objections to
this soctlon as being chronologlcals Weatcott makes this
section of iuks tho oriterion in deciding that all of the
Gospels ore, in peneral, not chronologloals Ste Luke, he be=
lisves, is the leant connected Gonpel of them all, as 18 Indi-
cated by the great asries of events in the last journey to
Jerusalem (chap., 11-17). This, therefore, is to him, one of
the strongest arguments against the obaervance of time by the
evangellats and a atriking exampls of their mode of commect-

ing eventn. Ke fecls thaﬁ Iuke brings in many incidents in
rlier and in 4lff-

" . o o the

thie sectlon that other evangelists place ea

ereant connections.g uig conclusion is thils,

whole sectlon oroves, by the absence of historical data and

ten-
the unity of 1ts general lmvord, that a moral and not a

ible
poral sequence is the law of the Gospelss For it 1s poss

9e Vestcott, ope Clte; De 352e -
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to trace throughout this part of tho narrative a contrast
between tle true and tho false pesple of God, between the
apiritual and the literal Israel.“m .

fecovn limlts his corment on chronology to Iuke, unlike
Weatcott, who uses thls gectlon 2g.a bacis for decldling Gog=-
pel chronology in gencral, but his conclusions are nuch the
genc as “estcott's vhen he says, "Iuke wes far nmore interested
in the logical than in the chronological or geographlcal so-
quence of the materisls." He believes the "journey" is morely
@ device, "an indigpengabla link in the chain of evento which
taken Christianity from Nezereth to Romae." The " Journey"
takea the reader along with Jesus "to 1ts foreshadovied climax

of tragedy nrd triumph." In other words, it 1s an extended

exampls of Tuke's use of suapense."u

Farrsr thinks this saction mainly refers to a single
Journey but for unity of subject or other csuses, the sacred

writer may have woven in some eventa or utterances belonglng

to aome earlier or lator veriods He belleves, however, thab

for the most part 1t 1z chronologleal, for occasional rapetl-
tions of dlacourse are a natural supposition in the 1ife of
our Iord. vet, hs. bellgves, the facts narratoed aven by Ste
Luke, are not, snd do not clalm to be, :atirlctly chroriologlcal.
For proof of Lhis assertion he points to the visilt of Jesus
to 353.!'! and iysrtha (10:38-42); thoe warnings egalnst Antipas

by the Pharlsees (13:31-35); and the trip to Jorusalen

.ml Ibidc pp. 376‘3770
11, tcCown, op. Gites De 65e
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"through the mldst of Samarils and ¢alilee" (17:11~19)s Fur=
thermore, "the notes of Lime and place throughout are of the
vaguest pPossible character, ovldeontly becsuse the form sf the
narrative is here deteormined by other conslderations (see 10:
1; 11:1,14; 12:1,22)", eice He belleven inke followed histor-
joal sequence as far as gassﬂ?la but he “"ofton groups events
and discourses by spiritual and .subjectlive consi&erations."?'a

Basll Hatthews tekes this sectlon ag chronological for -
the most wvart, but when we get to the "story" section, where
Jesus meant to teach His dlsclbles by neans of stories, ve
have no way of knowing whether these were chronological or
note Iiis contention is that "most of these storles are re-
ported by Imke only f{rom an unknowm gource. ILuke did not
know, nor can anyone now tell exactly at what place or when
or in what precise order Jesus told the storiles. Thene things
matter little. "he storles and their meaning sre the great
thing." 13

Sanday takes thls section to be unchronological for the
most part, referring especlially to the seven or eight weeks
vhich remain to be accounted for between October and pedica=

tion. Another stumbling stone ls the gtatezent that Jesus .

returned to Gaslilse, for Iuke 0:51 geened to indlecate a f£inal
wlthdraval from 11';-11’

There are those who belleve Iuke 1g not at =all chronclogicale

12. F. %, Farrar, Life of Christ, D. 424

13. Matthews, ODe Cltes De I30e o
U, 17, Snnda;', outline; 2£ th 1ife _0_?_ chrigt, De °




Hodgeon malintalns that we do not know how many days or vesks
or months separated the evenis nor do wa know the sequence.
Inuke seems to have followed one of his sources until g con-
venient break occcurred and then followed another pource.lS
Kraeling suus up hls obinion of Iuke thus, " « « « Iuke is
trying hard to play the historilean, and if he never quite
gucceeds 1ln the role, we shall nnt think less of him for
having trled." 10

Hovever, 1o get a balanced dlcture of thism subject we
must algo note iLaal there ars scholars who take thls section
as chronological. 1ueyer, in refuting ne Yette, who takes
this asction as an unchronologleal and unhistorical collsc-
tlon of evangelical materlal which Iuke did not know how to
Insert anyvhere slaec and therefore threw together in this
Place, defends Iuke Iln & unique memner. He ogys that 1if this
vwere the case 1t would be quite contrary to the assurance
that Iuke gives us ln 1:3 thet he 1o going to write in orders
To Meyer iuks's variatlon in nequence of events from that of
Hatthew and Hark »roves further he ls wrlting EhronologiOallvo
"He (Iuke) must mctually have found the chronologlcal arrange-
ment of what is rocorded in this large sectlon as belonging
to the end of the sojourn In Gallles, and thils must have de-
termined his special treatment, in respect of which he Inter-
8Perses at 13:22 and 17:11 hints for enabling the reader‘to

15. Leonard Hodgson, And Was Lale lian, PDe 143=- ik

16. carl y. Kraaliné."‘?ilmsteaﬂ's Chrono logy 02'#];2:) Life
of Jesus," in Anglican Theological Review, XKIV, ’
Pe 335, — ——
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make out his vhereabouts in the higtory.” 17

Goodspeed iikewlse comee to the fore i'or Iunke in showing
that he is not altogether the fallure sz a historian that
gome would meke him out to bes [o wolnis out that what once
was thought an eccentricity on the part of Iuke when he sald,
"in the 15th year of the emperor 7Tlberiua," has been found
to be just the way the papyrl vwere dated In the firast cen=-
turye 1In fact, he says, we owe our only definlte information
about dates in the Gospel gtory to Luke. iumke 1ls a cultive=
ted man, acausinted with literary hablts of hls day, glving
in his preface purpose, dedication, and source, and he 1s
concerned about dates and reie;ns.m

Te should point out that the historicliy and chronology
of this section fit together lilke hand in gloves If we deny
the chronologlcal sccuracy of this ssctlon altogethar, un=
doubtedly, end necessarily, the historleliy of this sectlon
will £all with ite If we deny thoe historiclty of this Ferean
sectlon, the concluslon must inevitably follow that thils also
18 a chronological mistake. Slnce this is the case, 1t 1s

Proper to repeat Robertson's statements which concern both

the historiclty and chronoloﬁl{ of this sectlione Robertoon

sectlon is a summing up of events which hapoened before,

1 : ! _ N
7: ii"ggs;g,.r?péogézp;eg: ,?.Zjinbroduction to the New Tesata
ment. pp. ]83. 185. T
« Such incidents as the heallng of a
14=36) and the blasphemy followinge

demoniac (Iuke 11:




by polnting out that 1t 1s not at all clear that these are

the same events thaet are recorded earlier in atthew and
Farke Jesus often dild sin;llar miracles and repeated similar
saying. This ls Iuke's distinctive contribution to the min-
istry of Chrilot, for he condensed the account of the CGali=
lean account to narrate more fully these incidents in Jesus'

life. He points out that the charge is untenable in view of

e e ———

Iuke's express statement that he was going to write an orderly
narratives "In no real sense could this be true, if this
large sectlon iz dislocated in time and order of events."2C
4th this unchronological plan mentioned above, the cri—_
tice often combined the idea that thls entire sectlon refers
to one journey to Jerusalem elther to the last Paasover or
for Tabernacles or Dedlcation. The triple reference to a
Journey by Iuke therefore argues for triplicatlons in Iuke,
they say. Robertson then advences the theory of the three .
corresponding journeys to Jerusalem by Iuke and John to DProve
the oritica' assumption to be faulty, and thereby demands
that this section be taken as a chronologlcal series of
events.2l prosdus also refuses to yleld to Robinson's theory
that this section is a loosely arranged mass of materiale.
His mrgument against 1t 1s also based on Iuke's prefaces=2

Therefore, hefore we draw our concluslons on the mattery 1t

would seem well to explore luke's preface a blt more closely,

20. Robertson, A Harme of the GoSDes De 276, 277«

21, Ibid., Dp. 277=270e ; Ame

20—“2‘ 2’_ ti_s_ NeTop Iy Do 394!




for hints as to vwhat Luke really had in mind when he sald,
"to write unto thee in order."

. Did Inke mean chronologlcal order or did he mean an
orderly account conslating of proper grouping of pertinent
material? This is a problem of exegesis and interpretation.
If we could once and for all answer this questlon, there
viould be little need of dlscussing the chronology of this
Pereon sectlon any further.

In the original the words read: pareekoloutheekotl anoo-

then pansln akriboos kathexees sol grapsal. Bruce takes 1t to

explain how Iuke desired to carry out his plan: "He wishes
to be exact, and to write in an orderly mamner." Godet,
Heyer, Wolss, Hahn and others take it to mean chronologloal
order vhether it is carrled out successfully or note. Schanz
holds that the chronologlcal alm applied only "to the great
turning voints of the history, and not to all detaila,"2J
Bruce continues, "Observe the historical epirit implied
in all Tk. tells about his literary plan and methods: inqulry,
acouracy, order, almed at at least; vouchers desired for all
atatementg, Ik. 1g no religious romancer, who will invent at

24
will, and say anything that suits his purposes®

However, liruce seems to take a gomevhat different view
in hias Introduction to the three Gospels in the samo vioxk,

vVhen he aays:

s Groek Testament,

23+ Alexander B. Bruce, The zxpositor'
ed. by /s Robertson Nicoll, I, Pe *
2h. Ibid.
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It may be affirmed, indeed, that throughout this
Gospel the interest in historic sequence or in the
causal connection of events 1s weak. Sometimes, as
in the incident of Christ's appearance in the syna-
gogue of Nazareth, the author, consciously and ap-
parently with deliberate intention, departs from
the chronologlcal order. Whatever, therefore, he
meant by kathexees in hls preface, he cannot have
intended To say that he had made it a leading aim
to arrange hils materi‘g% as far as possible In the
true order of events. =

Robertson contends that the preface :l.ndiea:tes clearly
that Iuke wished to write a chronological narrative. When
Inke says "many have taken in hand to draw up a narrative,"
Plummer thinks dieegeesin, (narrative) implies more than
mere notes or anecdotes but it is carrying through a cormect-
ed story to the end (cf. Sirach 6:35; II MaceCe 2:32)-25 In
fact, we get a complete picture of Iuke as a historian from
his preface, according to Robertson. He 8ees it this way:
Iuke has all the documents lying around him, but he 1s not
yot ready to write. He began writing only after he traced
the course of all things accurately from the first (pareekol-
outheekotl snoothen pasin skriboos kathexees). Some take the
verb as indicating that he was a constant follower of the
Twelve but this is ruled oute Blass says,2! "Polybius and
other Hellenistlc authors employ the verb in the sens@ of
studying, and there can be no doubt that Iuke's use 1s the
same." Iuke meant that he had instituted a process of re-

t
search in his inquiries concerning the 1ife of Christ tha

25. Iblde,; Do 45.
- E‘Go Plui:mer, Comme DPe J»
8Te po 9.
37« Blasa, Philology of the Gospels, Pe s
Robertson, ILuke the Histes De Dle

quoted in Robertson, Iuke the
quoted in

fre
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covered "all things."28

But Luke adds one other word, akribooss This word 18
quite pertinent; it means he had done it accurately. "There
1s no idle boast in these three qualifications for his taske.
In a stralghtforward way iunke reveals his literary methode
He has aimed at full research and accurate use of his mater-
ial. He has not dumped it all out in anecdotal form with no
appraisement of its values He has velghed the worth of the
Information before he told it. He has tried to tell as 1t
happened."29

Furthermore, says Robertson, Iuke declared 1t his bur-
pose to write "in order." What kind of order 1s 1t? He ad-
mits that Iuke does nmot say it is chronologlcal order, but
that 1s what one naturally thinks it to be. Blass0 takes
it to be a full recital without important omlsslons, a com-
Plete series rather than chronological sequences Remsay >
belisves it to mean "a rational order, meking things compre=
hensiblse, omitting nothing that 1s essentlal for full and
Proper understanding." Such an order would be chronological

‘A0 1ts main features, Robertson polnts oute Plummer thinks

that Iuke generally aims at chronologlcal order but does not

follow it slavishly. Robertson adds,

of Iuke's Gospel 1s 1ts completenesse It charms one with 1ts

28, Robertson, Iuke the Iiste, DPe 5le
29. Ibid.

nrhe outstanding feature

30« Blags, ops Clte, DPDe
in the Light of Resey De 53Je in pethlehen?, De 14, in Rob-

ertaon,qjgf_a{l’l “{%%S%l%.l%g 23'-’2

18 f£., Ain Robertson, Iuke the Histe.
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gheer beauty and 1'»::\'1'91-."32 His concluslon, with special re-
gar‘d to the Perean sectlion, might be summed up in these words
of his: "It is hardly likely that this account should be a
mere jumble of scattered detalls. Eapeclally 1s thls unlikely
in view of Iuke's express statement (1:3) that he was golng
to write an orderly narrative. In no real sense could this.
be irue. if this large section 1s dlslocated in time and order
of events."2J

But before we draw our conclusions on this matter we
should like to dresent our ovn comments on the preface of
Inke as regards chronology in Iuke, especlally in this gection.
Inke followed all his reports back to as near the source as
possible, thls seems to be indicated in parakoloutheco which
Thayer defines: "To follow up a thing in mind so as %o attain
to the knowledge of it, 1.@., to understand." ILuke had gtud-
led the documents and source materials before him and under-
stood vhereof he wrote.

Tuke wrote mccurately (akriboos)e. The word may have a

Parallel usage in Natte. 2:8 where Herod commands the wilse

men to search out the place where Jesus is so that he too
may go and "worship" Him (poreuthentes exetasate akriboos) «

LA was
eXetazoo has the meaning of "examining strictlye hat

the purpose of the akriboos? Undoubtedly to mark out exactly

the place where Jesus was. Ve suggest that this meaning may

have been in Iuke's mind when he used its This, howevers 1s

32« Robertson, Iuke the Histe, De She ¥
33+ Robertson, A Harm, of the GoS.» PPe 276-21T+

P S — A —



difficult to understand, vhen we find such'a lack of geo=
graphlcal and chronological data in this sections No doubt,
Iuke wanted to write In as good a chronological order as
possible and give locatlons of irncidents vhorever he could=-
this he dld throughout hls Gospel until he came to this sec=

tion vhere the information was lacking as to exact places

and time. 1Hils lack of familiarity of the area Jesus traversed
in Hls Perean minlstry plus Iunke's reluctance to make any
statements of vhich there was the alightest doubt account for
this fact. kathexees 1s generally translated "in order"™ or
"orderly." '@ prefor the former. 'Iuke wished to tell the
story as it hoppened. Such is the use of the word when Peter
gald he would tell the disciples his vision in the order in
vhich it occurred (Acts 11:4)s Zven if Poter meant he vould
tell it "gtep by step" as most scholars take it, the idea of |
Progression from beginning to end still remainae

Therefore, in view of the arguments pro and con orevi-
ously oxamined, and using the information found in I[uke's

Preface, it is our bellef thst Iuke wanted this Gosvel to be
Therefore, g

we admlt

written in the best chronological order possible.
for the most part, it is chronologlcally correcte
hovever, that there asre considerations which present diffi-

oultles to this view. One of the difficultles to us 1s the
It seems highly lmprob-

use so many of Hls

grouping of the parables and storiese

able that Jesus would in Hls teaching,

Parables in g span of a few days, vwhich He seems to do in

chapters 15 end 16, /e do not, however, deny that the
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particular need may have demanded thls procedure.

As to the DProgression of His Journey and the incidents,
we feel they are in the chronological order. Certainly we
cannot subscrlbe to the assertlon that this section is a
jumble of detalls thrown in ait this place since they fitted-
no vhere else in the accounts 1In view of Inke's fondness
for historlcael data and hecause of the words of hls preface,
we camnot belleve that suddenly in this section he should
have had such a change of heart to msuke this a compilation
of odd events. Thls section s a history of our Iord's life
during the later Judean and later Perean minlstry and is

chronological for ths moat part.
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