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CHAPTER I
MESSAGES OF GRACE IN THE NAMES OF JESUS

Not & single word of the Bible is superfluocus. Each
word must be translated with the greatest of care in or-
der to convey to the translation the specific sense which
the presence of the word 1in the original text gives to
the passage in which 1t occurs. At times, it 1is trus,
this is almost impossible, for some OGreek and Hebrew words
contain such a depth of meening that a commentary is to be
preferred to a mere transiation, if the sense of the pas-
sage is to be fully expressed. Yet the fact that we are
dealing with God's Word warrants the application of much
time and effort to e search far the best possible rendi-
tion of each word or phrase. The fact that God is spesk-
ing to us meakes us anxious to catch every word which He
utters.

This is especiaslly true of tiose portions of Holy Writ
which tell us of Jesus, the Savior. Since ﬁe have not
gseen Him face to face and have not walked with Him on
earth, since we have witnessed none of the things which

He aid for the salvation of this sin-cursed world, we




must depend wholly on the Scriptures for a revelation of

Him. We know that they do not fully reveal Him. Nothing
can. In heaven we shall see how incomplete the Bible pic-
ture is which we have of Him. But they reveal Him clear-

ly enough that all men may come to faith in Him. The aﬁE*

gumentation of Seripturc 1s complete onough to meet any
and every objection to His person ..nd work. The revelsa-
tion is clear enough to ward off any misconceptions of

Him. The description 1s intimate euough to give Him a

place in our 1nmoét hearts. #%e would not willingly sac-
rifice a single word of this Blble plcture. We cherish
all that God has given us to reveal unto us His beloved

Sone

How_importent in this respect are the nemes of Christ !
What truths they telll Each has a meaning. Each has a

lesson to teach. Each reveals our blessed Savior in one

of many espects. Each preaches a sermon, be it of His
e e = ot
love, His devotion, His preeminence, His might and power,
or His humllity and meelmess. In the 0ld Testament al-
ready we find the names Women's Seed, Shiloh, Star, Ten-
der Plant, Corner-Stone, Servant of the Lord, Branch,
Dgsire of gll nations, and Sun of Righteousness. To
these the Savior adds lis own, among them the name Shep-
herd, King, Judge, the Light of the world, the Bread of
life, and the Redeemer. John calls Him the VWord of Life,
the Lamb of God, the Advocate of the Father, the Alphs

and Omega. Peter refers-:to lim es the Socn of the Living



Lord, the Saviar. Paul speaks of Him as the First-Born
before all creation and as the Head of the Church.

He was called Jesus before His birth, to call atten-
tion to the fact that.He would save His people from their
sins. He was called Christ or the Kessiah, because Ile |
was "anointed with the oll of gladness above His fellows,"”
having received the Holy Ghost wiikhout measure. And He
was called Lord, because dominion and principalities and
powers were given unto Him. Yes, Christ's names are ser-
mons in themselves !

.BUt one name has caused difficulties. It has a hidden
meaning which a mere translation does not reveal. Ve re-
fer to the name by which Jesus spoke of Himself and which
others either dared not or would not repeat after Him,
Others called Him Rebbi, Lord, and Haster. He called
Himself THE SOH OF kAN. But what is the meaning of this
name? Why did Christ so consilstently use 1t? 1illigan
tells us that "probably no other single phrase of the
Gospels has called forth a greater variety of interpreta-
tions; nor can we be sald even yet to have reached defi-
nite conclusions on many of the questions 1t raiseg.“l)

A study of the question reveals the truth of these
words. It has been answered in hundreds of different
ways by men of every faith. The modernist, the ration-

alist, the Pelagian theologian seem to speak as author-

1) ¥illigan: THE SON OF MAN, Expositor, New York, p.74




itatively, though by no means as correctly, on the sub-
ject as does the fundamentallst. IHow far, then, can we
g0 in searching‘out the truc meaning of Christ's self-
appcllation? How close can we come to a definite solu-
tion of the problem?

The subject is an interesting one. 1In the words of
Robert Dick Wilson "no title of the Lord illustrates bet-
ter the independence of the New Testament than the phrase
'THE SON OF ¥AN.! PFrom the slender hints of the word in
the 01d Testament (Daniel vii, 13; Psalm viil, 5) the
Lord appropriates for Himself e designation which 1s used
in the Gospels eighty-four times and always of Himself and
by Himself. Others called Him the Son of God; e called
Himself THE SON OF xaN." )

The Expositor says of the title: "It must have heen
deliberately adopted by Jesus to express some truth He was
particularly enxious to convey. When, however, we procéed
to ask what that truth was, we are immediately surrounded
by diffliculties. Probably no other single phrase of the
Gospels hes called forth a greater varlety of interpre-

et lonnin )

1) Robert Dick Wilson: Articles Showing Differences Be-
tween the New Testament, Koran, etc. Volume xix, Prince-
ton Theological Review, page 427. 2) G. Milligan's ar-
ticle THE SON OF kAN, Expositor Vol. v. New York, 1902.



This fact, together with others alrecady mentioned, such
as the importaence of the names of Christ in revealing Him
to us, glves us every reason to devote some time to a dis-

cusslion of the toplc.




CHAPTER II
THE SAVIOR FORMULATES A NEW NAME
Strange as it may seem, many critics, among them espe-

cially Lietzmann and Wellhausen, have argued that Christ

did not call Himself THE SON OF MAN. They base their ar-

guments on the supposltion that the Aramaic language in
use in Palestine at Christ's time did not permit a con-
struction which would have to be regarded as a title.

They hold Christian, Greek-speaking circles responsible
for the expression, claiming it was not used by Christ.

The Christian, naturally, has no difficulty in satisfy-

ing his own mind on this subject. The verbal inspiration

of the (greek New Testament assures him of the faet that

Christ most certainly did use the title. The presence of

the title in the Greek is a clear indication for him that
Christ also used the expression as a title in the language
which He spoke.

However, those who deny the possibility of formulating
any such title iIn the Aramaic are scholars of great re-

putation, including among others such men as Lietzmann,

Wellhausen, Schweltzer, VWeiss, Holtzman, and the writers

_‘_“_,
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for several encyclopedias.

Ae E. Rewllnson quotes Lietzmann as saying that in the
language used by our Lord BAR-NASHA, the Aramaic form for
THE SON OF MAN, was a mere periprasis for "man" and,
therefore, could not have been used as a title. There
would have been no possibility of distinguishing in the
Aramalc spoken in Palestine between the expression SO OF

' 1)

AN and "man.' This view was firat held by Wellhausen B isin

and Holtzman, the latter attaching to his reasoning the
merit of a discovery.

Discussing the term in the Jewish Encyclopedls, Hirsch
says it "oould have been understood only as substitute
for a personal pronoun or as emphasizing the human qual-
ities of those to whom it is applied."a) The Encyclo-
pedia Biblica is also negative. It takes the stand that
there is no evidence whatever that BAR-NASHA was ever
used as a Messlanic title.

Weiss and Schwelitzer, on the other hand, suggest that
Jesus employed the title only in a futuristic sense, as
applying to THE SON OF MAN coming with the clouds of
heaven, a view which can be accepted as llttle as the

others.

1) Rewlinson: "The New Testament Dootrine of the Christ,"
Appended Note III: On the Meaning and Use of the Title

"SON OF MAN" 4in the Gospels, Page 245.
: : L Ne
2) E. Hirsch, The .Jewish Emcyclopedia, sub: SON OF MA
: PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL® LIBRARY
CONCORDIA SEMINARY
ST. LOUIS, MO.




Naturally, the word of these men carries weight. They
have gained followers by the hundreds. The believing child
of God is, of course, satisfied with the thought that the
Bible 1s the inspired Word of God and that the term occuring

gso often in the Gospels could not possibly have been cor-

_ rupted in the many and anclent manuscripts which we have at

our disposal. Yet, in order to meet the opponents on their
own ground, we must take our problem to eminent philologists,
to men who are asuthorities in Greek and Aramalc, and permit
them to decide the point.

Professor Gustav Dalman, one of the most emlnent Ara-
maic scholars of modern times, has entered his protest against
the reasoning of these negative critics. He polnta out that
though BAR-ENESH in the Aramaic may deslignate "man," the
terms BAR-ENASHA and BAR-NASHA cannot thus be translated.
The term which 1s usually employed to designate man 1s ENASHA.
Nothing remains, according to Dalman, but that Jesus employed
the Aramaic BAR-ANASHA, an expression “"which was not adapt-
able to common usage-of the Paleatinian Jews as a term for
man."l) He is quote@;by Milligan as saying that the phrase
SON OF EAN, determined as it is by two articles, is the pro-
duct of great perplexity on the part of the Evangelists to re-
produce the lmpression which THE SON OF Al with the articles
made in Aramaiec, which was certainly equivalent to more than

1) Cf. Cremer's Biblisch-Theologisches Woerterbuch der HN.T.
Graecitaet, 1902, sub: HYIOS, page 1027.
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"the man" as man. 11lligan then continues: "Even if this

were not the case, and SON OF MAN in Arameilc was equivalent
tc no more than "man" may we not agein ask what resson there
is that Jesus should not have imparted to the old phrase a
new and original sense? On the whole we venture to think
that no valid objection has been eatablished against its
Messiunic reference, and how well this oificial sense suits
the passages in which it occurs a hurried glance at them is
sufficient to prove."l) :

The work which Dalmen began was continued by Flebig.
Dalman had answered in parﬁ, stating that snother word was
used for man in iramalcs But he dild not concern himself
sbout the question as to whether this term BAR-NASHA was
not also used of man in general. Filebig took over thils
work, according to Luthardt. He searched all writings
which might shed 1light on the subject: Biblical Aramale,
Onkelos, Samaritan, rrophet Targum, Aramalic insoriptions,
Zaubertext, the Sword of Moses, the Jerusalem and Babylon-
jan targums, writings on Midrash, and others., He treats
the terms ANASHA, ANASH, B'NE ANASH, BAR-ANASHA, and
BARwANASH, giving examples of thelr use. The result is
this: Dalman is right when he sees in the passages in
question a nuance between "man" and SON OF MAN, but it
ig also true that BAR-ANASHA is used in the Talmud, the

Midrash, etc. to denote "the man” or "a man"

1) 1uilligen, Op. oit. page 77. PR




&nd BAR-ANASH even means "some one." Even in the story

of the creation the word BAR is used, showing that there

1s no thought of descent connected with it, but that the
word is used merely as decoration as often in Hebrew and
Aramaic. Yet Fisblg sces no reason for the assumption

that the term was ﬁot used by Jesus or was used by Him at
least in some instances as referring to mankind. He seeks
to find out if the Greek expression is dvue to a mistrans-
lation and proves conclusively that Matthew x1i, 32; viii,
20; x1, 19; eand Mark 11, 10. 27. 28 according to contents
and context can refer only to Jjesus the kHesslah and not

to a "man" or "the man" even though the term should allow
of other 1nterpretat16ns. In no instance can it be proven
that the Gospels have "translated" incorrectly.l)

The fact that Cremer, who is himself no meaﬁ authority,
agrees with the findings of Dalman, gives us ample proof
for the fact that the negative critics are wrong in their
claims that Christ could not have used an Aramaic expres-
slon which the Gospels would have baeen farced to render
as they dld. And if He could use the name, there is no
reason for doubting that He did use it.

Some few, among them especially Lietzmann and Well-

hausen, believe the title originated among Greek-speaking

Christians after Christ's death., But their following

——————t

As quoted by Lutnardt in the T
. blatt, 1901 ana by

1)
heologisches Literatur-

Welnel in the Theologische Rundschau, 1902.




among men who know the Greek and Hebrew language 1is very
small. And even these do not unhesitatingly accept their
claims. Kaehler, for instance, in his Realencyklopaedie
expresses the posslbllity that the passages may have been
interpolated after Christ's death. He, however, feels
compelled to add that should they be accepted as original,
then it 1s clear "that with this expression Jesus disso-
ciates Himself from sinful mankind."l)

Generally speaking, the arguments of this group of erit-
les are weak and decidedly un-Seriptural. Nebe, in calling
attention to their claims, asks how it is that the Chris-
tians themselves nevor used the title in speaking of Christ.g)
If Christ Himself had not used 1t, its presence in the
Seriptures could not easily be accounted for. This must
become clear from a study of the Book of Acts and of the
letters of the various Apostles, If they had regularly
referred to Christ as THE SON OF KalN and had thus been
responsible for the inclusion of the title in the Gospels
we would have the right to expect a use of the title in
their letters. The fact that Stephen is the only one whose
reference to Christ as THE SON OF MAN is recorded, forces
the cqnciusion also upon such as do not believe in verbal

inspiration, that Christ called Himself THE SON OF HAN.

As Rawlinson points out: "It 1is believed now by most

%) Christologie; Volume iv Realencyklopaedie fuer protes-
tantische Theologie und Kirche. 2) Nebe, Denkschrift, 1860.

bl
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scholars that our Lord did use the expression."
fact that practically all of the works consulted on the
subject take for granted that Christ used the expression,

proves that Rawlinson is not misstating facts.

1) Opus cit. pago 247,



CHAPTER III
JESUS' SELF-APPELLATION AND DANIEL'S PKOPHECY

The Savior made it one of His purposes in life to prove
that the 0l1d Testament had testified of Him. "Search the
Scriptures," said He to the Jews, "for in them ye think ye
have eternal 1ife, and they eare they which testify of Ne,"
John v, 39. Time and again He referred His disciples to
the prophecies of Scripture, not only to prove that He had
fulfilled them, but especially, to point out that Moses
and the prophets had written of Him. He showed Hls hearers
that His work as a Prophet, Priest, and King, as well as His
suffering, death, and burial, and lis resurrection, had all
been propheaied hundreds of years before He came to earth.
The Jews should, therefore, have known Him when He appeared
among them, They should have recognized His works as those
of the Kessiah, They should most certalnly have received
Him as their King.

¥e know that they refused to do so. But was there any
reason for this? Was Christ Himself in any way resnonsible
for their lack of faith in Him? Some writers actually say
that He was. They elaim that the name which Jesus gave Him-



ge call®y ﬂ,,mself THE

obscured His true jdentity.
t:u.dmﬂ\a velieve was

self
EAN, & name which many Bible 8

SON OF
inasmuch as it was not coveeled In

unknown to the Jews,

the 014 Testament.

It 4s true, this name does not occur in o 0ld Testa-

ment in the form in which Jesus used it. Wg gearch in
vain for ;the title in any of the vessianilc m.opheciea.
We pust also admit that it was not a common gitle for the
Kessiah at fhe time of Hls appearance., FOT the Gospels
jndicate that Jesus was the only person to make use of it.
His disciples nover referred to Him as THE SoN OF MAR.

That, at first, seems strange to us, Why should Jesus
have chosen & name which had not been used by those who
foretold His coming? VWhy should He, who s© often referred
to the 0l1d Testament in proving His claims, have ignored
the many names which Moses and the prophets used in refer-
ring to Him? These questlions deserve an answer. However,
the problem 1is not as great as the questions might seem to
indicate.

The truth of the matter is that Jesus ' self-appellation
is found in the 0ld Testament, if not in the form in which

Jesus used it, then at least in a form which would make 1t

possible for Him to assume this title and by it to reveal

Himself as the promised Messiah. In other words, when
Jesus called Himself THE SON OF LAN, the Jewg ghould have
recognized the name as Messienic in character, That 1s

the burden of our proof.

la
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Expresslions similer to the title which Jesus applied to
Iimself are found in two Messianic prophecies, namely, in
Psalm viil, 5 (verse four in the English translations) and
in Daniel vii, 13. Even a hasty examination of these two
passages seems to point to the latter as the more logicel
source of the title. We, therefore, shall consider the
passage In the Book of Daniel before we take up the Psalm.
In Danlel vii, 13.14 we read:

"I saw in the night visions, and, behold, one like THE
SON OF MAN came with the clouds of heaven, and came to the
Ancient of days, and they brought Him near before Him,

And there was given Him dominion, and glory, and a kingdom,
that 211 people, nations, and languages should serve Him:
His dominion is an everlasting daminion, which shall not
pass away, and His kingdom that which shall not be de-
stroyed."

This passage i1s an interesting one. The language and
contents indicate thaet it is of great lmportance. ¥e can
well imagine that it was carefully studied by the Jews,
and that 1t was well known to them. If, then, we had the
right without further argument to take for granted that
the passage 1is Hessianic in character, we would conclude
that Jesus could have derived His name from this passage,
without leaving the Jews in doubt concerning Himself.

The eritics, however, argue that the passage in question
is not Messianic in character. They tell us that the night

visions which Daniel saw were but a manifestation of the



Jewish race. That 1s the explanation of lMeinhold in the
Strack-Zoeckler Commentary. Hirsch, writing for the Jewlsh
Encyclopedia, tells us this "one 1like THE SON OF MAN" 1s "an
angel with a human appearance." Schmidt speeks of Ilim as
114chael, "the Guardian angel of Israel."l) Rawlinson says
the expression refers to the "Jewish community, the pecople
of the saints of the Most High."?) Even Luthardt®) and
Delitzsch4). find here no more than a symbol of the kingdom
of the salnts. They admit, however, that Christ 1is the
Nead of the kingdom mentioned.

We shall see what 1t is that causes crities to take
this view when we study the remarks of Kontgomery in the
International Critical Cormentary. In commenting on the
verses in Daniel, he says: "However much a student; far
one reason or another, may be ineclined to find here a les-

sianic prophecy of a heaven-born Savior coming to the

rescue and rule of his people, nevertheless the strict

exegesis of the chapter does not bear this out. The accur-
ate interpretation given later on (note thisi) tells us in
80 many words what 1s symbolized by the vision. According
to verse 18 1t is the saints of the Most High, who shall
receive the kingdom; and in verse 27 sovereignty and do-
minion...are given to the people of the saints of the Most
High; 1.e., both statements are intentional replicas of

1) Encyclopedia Biblica, 1907, Column 4710. 2) Op. cit.
page 21, 3) Kompendium der Dogmatik. 4) Messianische Welss.



verse 14.," 1)

If thls were true, that Daniel saw only a symbol of
the Jewish race in this "one 1like THE SON OF HAN," Christ
could not have taken His name from this passage. The title
would then have been a misrepresentation. Yet nothing in
the text or context forces us to accept this interpretation.
In fact, a study of the passage together with its context
and in the light of other prophecies of Scripture, not only
permits but compells us to see the liessiah symbolized by this
"one 1ike THE SON OF MAN,"

Lot us first direct our attention to the context, espe-
cially verses 18. 22, and 27 of the seventh chapter of Dan-
jel. For these verses seem to have influenced the critics
in discarding the Kessianic interpretation of the passage.
These verses tell us that the saints of the Most High shall
take the kingdom and possess the kingdom forever; that
judgment was given to them; yes, that the greatness of the
kingdom under the whole heaven shall be given to them. The
critics argue that these saints must, therefore, be denoted
by the CE-BAR-ENOSH, the "one like THE SON OF MAW."

However, the verses in question do not say that all
people, nations end languages will serve the saints. Neither
do they say that the saints will come 1n the clouds of heaven.

On the contrary, verse 27 states that even when the saints

receive the kingdom, all dominions will still serve the liost

1) Critical -and-Exegetical .Commentary on the Book of Daniel,.
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representative of a race of supernatural beings, viz.,

of the saintly Israel transformed. Suech an interpretation,
when put beforevua, 1s s0 distressingly disappointing, since
the surroundings so evidehtly call for some greest one. Fur-
ther we are conscious of a want of harmony in the interpre-
tation of the next verse: 'All the peoples, nations, and
languages! are to 'serve him.' Now to take the singular
"him' in a figurative collective sense when put in such
close contrast with nouns of multitude, such as 'peoples!
'nations' and 'languages! 1s, to say the least, bad taste
and doubtful criticism. And no less strange is it to as-
sign a figurative meaning to 'him' and a literal meaning

to 'the peoples, nations, and 1anguagas.'“1)

Briggs adds the thought that "in this passage THE SON OF
MAN is brought into contrast not so much with the wild beasts
as with the little horn and if that be an individual, this
must also be an individual and, therefare, the Messlah
Himaelf.“z)

Let it be further noted that the expression "coming in
the clouds of heaven" indicates that this SON OF MAN comes
down from heaven. This cannot be said of Israel, not even
of the spiritual Israel, the Church of God. Though she
owes her existence to God, she herself has not come from

heaven. This can be said only of the Son of God or of

1) C. Boutflower: In and Around the Book of Daniel, p.58.

2) Briggs: Messianic Prophecies,--p. 420. B
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one of the angels, though the latter view must here be
ruled out, as we shall see,

A study of the 0ld Testament prophecies clearly in-
dlcates that the thoughts contained in Daniel vii, 13.14
agree with the teachings of many other passages which
must be referred to God's Son. In Psalm ox, for instance,
the lfessiah is pictured as a mighty King, who shall rule
over His enemies. The same thought is exmressed in the
Second Psalm. There the heathen are warned: "Kiss the
Son, lest He be angry, and ye perlsh from the way, when
His wrath i1s kindled but a 1littls," 1i, 12, Isalah,
likewise, describes the Messlah as a powerful King, who
has "broken the rod of His oppressor,” ix, 5; who will
"come with & strong hand, and His arm shall rule for Him,"
x1l, 10. The prophecy concerning Christ's birth in Beth-
lehem can also be adduced here. In it Micah refers to
Christ as the "ruler in Israel, whose goings forth have
been from of old, from everlasting," v, 2. Finally, Zech-
ariah, who describes the meekness of Christ, also tells us
that "His dominion shall be from sea even to sea, and from
the river even to the ends of the earth,” ix, 10. All of

these thoughts agree with the passage in the Book of Dan-

lel which was cited above. Therefore, the "one 1ike THE

SON OF MAN" who was given "dominion, end glory, and a king-

dom, that all people, nations,

and langauges, should serve
Him," j

whose dominion 1g ap "everlasting dominion, which
shall nt pass away," 1g Jesus, the promiged Messiah !

f—
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This 1s proven conclusively by the manner in which Christ
Himself explained this passage. Having spoken of the signs
whiech would preceed His second coming into the world, He
added: "And then shall appear the sign of THE SON OF MAN
iIn heaven: and then shall all the tribes of the earth mourn,
and they shall see THE SON OF HEAN coming in the clouds of
heaven with power and great glory," Matthew xxiv, 30, He
agein referred to the passage in Daniel while testifying
before the Sanhedrin concerning His heavenly origin, say-
ing: "Hereafter shall ye see THE SON OF MAN sitting on
the right hand of power and coming in the clouds of hea-
ven," Matthew xxvi, 64. The Sanhedrin at the time knew
that He was speaking of Himself as THE SON OF MAN and for
this reason accused Him of blasphemy. What more forceful
argument than this could be adduced for the Messlanic
character of the passage in Daniel?

In this comnection the words of Boutflower are highly
significant. He says: "If the question be asked, How
comes it that our modern critics cannot see what was so
clearly seen by the ancient Jewlsh expositors? the answer
18 that their inability to recognize the Messiah in the
vision of Daniel vii erises out of the estimate which they
have already formed of Daniel'é Book, To them it appears
as a liteéary work of great power written more than 350
years after the times 1t de;cribea. They therefore argue
tha£ if by "one like unto THE SON OF MAN" the writer had

meant the Messiliah-he wou1d~havanbeen_sureJto make the
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angel say so when interpreting the vision of Daniel. ToO
those of us, however, who sec in the Book of Daniel, not
8 mere Jewlsh apocalypse, but genuine history, and who
hold the bellef that Daniel really saw the visions which
Hle describes, this line of argument does not appeal."l)

"Appeal" is hardly the word which we would use in this
connéction. If anything, Boutflower has been too lenient
with the critics. For any one who belileves the Seriptures
to have been given by inspiration of God, and who sees in
the New Testament a fulfillment of the 01ld, must accept
the passage in Daniel as agreeing in content and meaning
with the statements mede by Christ concerning His return
to glorye.

Iet the doubter and the eritic consider the masterful
ar gument of Martin Luther. Thils great scholar definitely
rules out any one but Christ in the passage in Danilel by
calling attention to the fact that eternal power was given
unto this "one like THE SON OF MAN." And he argues from
this that the passage must, of necessity, refer to the-
Son of God. For such power, says Luther, eould not have
been given unto an angel or any man. If God had given
it to one of His creatures, what would He have for Him-

self? Luther says He would have nothing at all, having

conferred all power upon another.g)

1) Op. cit. Page 61,

2) Ausl
egung des Alten Testaments, Vol.1i4,Column 1907.
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In view of these facts the passage in Daniel must be
conslidered a liesslanic prophecy. And as such it is also
received by many Bible scholars. It should be interesting
to read the comments of at least a few of them. Hengsten-
berg states: "Danilel also recognizes the union of a human
and superhuman nature in the Messiah (vii, 13.14). The
Messlah appears with the clouds of heaven, as Lord of nature
and omnipotent Judge. The fact that He is compared to the
SON OF MAN, Indicates that along with His humanity there 1is
another side which reaches far beyond His merely human
nature."l) 1In Pusey?!s book, "Daniel, the Prophet," we read:
"Ye see.,..one like THE SON OF MAN in heaven; 1like man, but
not a mere man; man, but more than man,..acccmpanlied by
angels to the throne of God, 1n that ma jesty which had,
before Daniel in this place, been spoken of God only, coming
with the clouds of heaven...Even before the Lord came, the
description was recognized as relating to the Messiah, The
passage was cited in the book of Enoch when affirming the
pre-existence of the Messiah 'before the creation of the
waorld and for évor,' that He was the Revealer to man, the
Object of prayer, and would be to &ll nations the Stay, the
Light of nations, the Hope of the troubled, the Righteous
Judge, with Whom the saints should dwell for ever." 1In the
words of Orelli "the personal portraiture, vii, 15, is op-
posed to every collective interpretation. Also the antithe-

1) " Christology -of the 0ld Testament, Edinburgh, 1864. -
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sis to the earthly powers requires that this divine kingdom
now entering into visibility, should have its visible Head.
znd this can he no other than the long-expected Messiah
appearing at the right time." L) Keil, who likewise accepts
the Messienic interpretation of the passage in question, says:
"The comperison (like a man) points especially to the fact
that He is a heavenly or divine being in human furm.“z) Our
own Professor Stoeckhardt and with him most other Lutheran
commentators consider the Messianic interpretation of baniel
vii the only correct one. Professor Stoeckhardt states: "He
who appears in the clouds of heaven, is brought to God, the
Ancient of Days, whose kingdom has no end, is without doubt
the Xing, Messiah. The transitory kingdoms of the world
and the eternal kingdom of Christ are contrasted with each
other in this seventh chapter of Daniel. And Daniel sees
Christ as 'one like THE SON OF MAN.'“s)
Now inasmuch as Danlel vil, 13.14 1s a Messianic pas-
sage 1t may also be considered at least one source for
the name which Christ gave to Himself. And a wonderful
source, indeed! Think again of the inspiring picture in
Daniel's v?aionl The Ancient of Days is seated on & throne,
His garments white as snow, the hair of His head 1ike pure
wool, His throns like the flery flame. A flery stream, the
symbol of God's holiness, issues and comes forth from before

Him, Thousand thousands minister unto Him and ten thousand

1) The 0ld Testament Prophecy. .2) Biblischer Kommentar
ueber den Propheten Daniel. 3) Lehre und Vehre 36, 28Z.



times ten thousand stand before Him. And suddenly one 1like
THE 50K OF MAN 1s brought before Him. He comes in the clouds
of heaven, undoubtedly with s splendor like that of the An-
clent of Days. And in the presence of the legions of angels
and saints surrounding the throne of.the Most High, He is
crowned Kiﬁg of heaven and earth for ever and ever. If men
had opened their spirlitual eyes and had seen this picture
of THE SON OF MAN as He walked on earth, would they have
ignored and re jected Him as they did? Surely, the vision of
Danlel deserves to be consldered as a source of the title
wvhich Jesus, the Son of God, applied to Himself! As THE SON
OF MAN of Daniel's vision He rises so high above the men who
were at His side during His public ministry that they dare
not call Him anything but the Son of the 1living God, the
Holy One of Isreel.

llowever, Daniel vii, 13.14 is not the only Messlanic pas-
sage to be considered es & possible séuroe of the self-appel-
lation of our Lord. The expression THE SON OF HAN, referred
to the Nessiah, oceurs also in Psalm v1ii, 4 (verse 5 of the
original Hebrew text). And some commentators consider the
Psalm versé an important source of the title. Dr. Walter 4.
Maier gives as one of the proofs of the Messiaenic character
of Psalm viii the fact that the title THE SON OF AN 1s used
in verse four. He says in his mimeographed notes of 1926:
"The subject of the psalm is given & name which in other
passages of Scripture is reserved for Christ: BEN-ADAM
'"DHE SON OF MAN,! '(HO) HYIOS TOU ANTHROPOU.'" Unfortunate-
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1y Dr. Kaier does not enlarge upon the statement. He does
not state whether the neme THE SON OF MAN is reserved for
Christ in all passages of Scripture or merely in the New
Testament. As a8 matter of fect, 1t 1s reserved for Him only
in the New Testament. In the 0ld Testament, where BEN-ADAL
is used eas referring to Him in only two or three instances,
it is used repeatedly to designate man, as in the Book of
Egekiel, where the term is applied to the prophet again and
agein,. it is used also in Psalm 1lxxx, 17 (verse 18 of the
Hebrew text), where, as Dr. Xretzmann points out, the
reference is "either to the Church as personified in each
believer, or to the great SON OF kAN, the Messiah,'Himself;
for the prophetic character of the pselm is very marked."l)
However, because there is no definite proof of the correct
interpretation of Psalm Ixxx, it will boc omitted from further
consideration, for no argument as to the. meaning of the title
of Jesus could be derived from this. psalme The Engllish text
might give thc lmpresslon that the name THE SON OF UAN 1s
found also in Psalm cxllv, 3 (verse four of the Hebrew text).
Here we have a statement very simlilar to Psalm viil, 4. Ve
reéd: "Lord, what is man, that Thou takest knowledge of him!
or the son of man, that Thou makest account of him!" Compsre
these words with the reading of Psalm viii, 4: "What is man
that Thou art mindful of Him, and THE SON OF MAN that Thou
visitest Him," Yet in the 144th Psalm the term is e trans-

1) Popular Commentary, 0ld Testament, Vol.ii, page 144.



lation of the Hebrew BEN-ENOSH, . while in Psalm viii and in
Psalm 1xxx it 1s a translation of BEN-ADAM. Furthermore,
Psalm exliv is non-Mesalanic~throughout and must, thereforse,
be dlsmissed from further consideration. However, what of
Psalm v1li? Dr. G. Stoeckhardt, a Lutheran theologian and
exegete of the first rank, says in his book on "Ausgewaehlte
Psalmen": "The self-designation of Jesus as THE SON OF

LN is derived from Psalm viil as also from Dgniel vii, 13.14."
He gives his reason for consldering the psalm pessage as a
source of tho title when he says: "The name THE SON OFF MAN
occurs most frequently, as Cremer correctly emphasizes, v
in those passages of the Gospels where the majesty of Christ
is opposed to His lowliness,"

Now there is no denyilng the fact that THE SON OF MAN of
Psalm viii must be identifled with THE SON OF MAN of the New
Testament passages. It is'none other than Jesus, the pro-
mised Messleh, as will be shown later. ILet us, however, get
the general thought of Psalm viii, to see whether we must
£ind in it a direct source of Christ's self-appellation. THE
SON OF MANIs first of all pictured in His greatest humilia-
tion. He is forsaken by God, made to be without God for a
time, or, as fhe Septuagint has it, made a 1little lower than
the angels. Them, suddenly, the thought changes. THE SON
OF MAN 1s highly exalted, made the ruler of heaven and earth,

and erowned with glory and honor. The last thought corres-

ponds with the vislon of Daniel. Christ 1s the ruler of na-
tions, having domindon over the whole world.: The first Thought,



however, is not developed in the passage in Daniel. The
prophet's vision does not espegially focus our attention

upon THE SON OF IMAN as a men. MNuch less does it seek to
impress us with the thought that THE SON OF MAN is a lowly
man, forsaken by God. And for this very reason the passage
in Daniel is to be preferred to the Psalm as a source of

the title as it was used by Jesus. & study of the New Tes~-
tament seems to indicate that when Jesus used the title, His
purpose was not so much to call attentlon to His humiliation -
a thought which 1s stressed in that partion of the psalm in
which the expression THE SON OF MAN occurs - as to point to
His hidden glory and thus to cause men to forget Ils humilia-
tion. The people were too much inclined to stress the fact
that Christ was & man. In fact, most of them thought of 1llim
as being no more than a man., There was, then, no need for
Jesus to point to His lowliness. Dr. Stosckhardt also grants
that He did not do so when calling Himself THE SON OF NAN,
Jesus'! intentlons were rather to draw the attention of men
away from the lowliness which they saw in Him to the glory
which they could sce only with spiritual eyes, This, howeveor,
was not the intention of the psalmist. He portrays Christ

in His deepest humiliation as well as in His exaltation.

Yet to speak of Christ's purpose in ueing the title before
the passages of the New Testament are studied in which the
title occurs, would be out of place. This rather premature
statemsnt, that Christ used the title to remind men of His

hidden glory, must wait for substantiation in a later chapter,
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For the present we must content ourselves with a comparison
of Psalm viil ard Daniel vii, to determine which is the more
likely source of Christ's name. The writer holds to the view
that the paasage in Daniel i1s the real source. And the best
argumonts which can be adduced here in favar of this view are
the following:

1. There is nothing striking in the Hebrew expression BEN-
ADAY as 1t 1s used in the Eighth Psalm. The English transla-
tion renders it: "what is man, that Thou art mindful of Him;
and THE SON OF WAN that Thou visitest Him?" Man end THE SON
OF AN are ugsed to denote one and the seme person, and, as far
as the Psalm is concerned, have about the same meaning. It 1s
a case of parallelism so common in Hebrew poetry. How differ-
ent it is with CE-BAR-ENOSH in Daniel vii, 13. The Engliah
renders it "one 1ike TIE SON OF MAN." Being compared with men
Nle is at once found to be different than His fellow-men. The
Hebrew expression in Psalm viii is a perfectly natural and
cormon construction, found elsowhere in the 0l1d Testament to
denote mere man, as has already been shown. Not so the Ara-
maic expression in Daniel vii, 13. And if the Greek title 1is
taken into consideration, it, too, is striking and unnatural.
HYIOS TOU ANTHROPOU could be considered a natural clrcum-
scription for the word "man"; not so the title as 1t occurs

1
in tho Gospels, where it is always written with the article. )

1) In John v, 27 Jesus does not use the title and, therefore,

the article is miassing.



There is, then, a closer relationship betwsen the Greck title
and the expression as it is found in Danilel, than there is
between the title and the expression recorded in Psalm viii.

2, Christ did not speak Hebrew., He spoke Aramaic. It
wuld seem, then, that the portion in Daniel, which was
written in Aramaic, would be a closer source of the title,
if the context permitted this, than would a passage written
in the Hebrew language. It could be argued, of course, that
targums or ﬁranslations of the Hebrew were used by the Jews
long before Christ came to earth, and that an Aramalc trans-
lation of Psalm viii might have been in existence in His day.
That, however, would be mere supposition. For the targums
which we know today were of much later origin. The Jews in
the days of Christ at least heard the Hebrew text read in
the synagogs end in the temple. And they recognized the
superiority of the Hebrew text over the running commentary
of the Aramaic translations.

3. Possibly the best reason for preferring Daniel vii, 13
as the real source of Christ's self-appellation is the fact
that the Savior definitely referred to the passage in Danlel
in many of the SON OF MAN passages, namely, in those in

which He speaks of His second caming. 4 1list of these will

be included in another chapter of this work and, therefore,

is not given here. 4 few references, howeyer, should be

given. 1In Matthew xxiv, 30 we read: "They ghall see THE SON

g
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x1il and Luke xxi, 1s worthy of consideration. 'Especialiy
impartant 1s Matthew xxvi, 64: "Hereafter shall ye see THE
SON OF AN sitting on the right hand of power, and coming in

' the clouds of heaven." These passages are so definitely. in
‘accord with the prophecy of Daniel that the close relation

of the title to this prophecy cannot be doubted.,

The Savior, of course, also quoted from the Eighth Psalm.
Ahd His quotations prove that the Psalm 1s liessianic in
character, that 1t speaks of Him from beginning to end. In
Matthew xx1, 15.16 the Savior quotes the second verse of the
Psglﬁ, saying: "Have ye nmever read, Out of the mouth of babes
and sucklings Thou hast perfected praise?" and with this quo-
tation proves His right to accept the pralse of the little
children. In I Corinthians xv, 24ff He directs the Apostlé
Paul to refer the sixth verse of the Psalm to Himself, show-
ing that all things are put under His feet. And 1n Hebrews
11, 6ff we have a clear exegesis of the teaching of the last
portion of the Psalm, declaring it to be a reference to Christ.
But nowhere is this Psalm directly quoted in connection with

- the title THE SON OF LAN. Therefore, while the lMesslanic

character of the Psalm dare not be overlooked, it seems best
to regard Daniel vii as the real source of Christ's title.
The writer belisves that, at best, the Psalm may be consider-
ed an indirect source of Christ's name, possibly causing 1ts
use in the passage in Daniel. It should not be linked dir-
ectly with the New Testament use of the title. The real
source of that title is Danilel vii, 13.



That 1s not only the firm conviction of the writer. It is
the opinion of practically all of the commentators whose works
have been consulted by him, if they at all speak of the source
of the title. It may interest the reader to note a few of the
statements made by them. Orelli, whose work has already beoen
quoted, states with reference to Daniel vii: "That this chap-
ter is the proper source of a certain New Testament phrase,
i.e., of the name which Jesus was fond of applying to Himself
according to the fouwr Gospels, scarcely needs remerk. That
He shose the appellation SON OF MAN in allusion to Danlel
vii, 13 follows from the sayings of Jesus in which He ex-
pressly refers to this mssage, like Matthew xxiv, 30."1)
Dr. Kretzmann states in his Popular Commentary: "It 1s on
the basis of this pessage (Daniel yii, 13) which describes
the formai Anauguration of the lessiah as King of His eternal
kingdom, that Jesus applied the name SON OF MAN to Himself
80 frequently in the Gospels."?) FKeil agrees, stating that
Jesus calls Himself THE SON OF MAN to designate Himself as
the lMessiah and refers back to Daniel vii, 13.3) Rawlinson
quotes Dalman as saying that "in viéw of the obvious refer-
ence by Jesus to Deniel vii, 13 in His apocalyptic discourse,
Matthew xxiv, 30 and in His testimony before the Sanhedrin,

1) The 01d Testament Prophecy. 2) Popular Commentary of the

Bible, 014 Testament, Vol. i1, 3)
den Propheten Da.n:l.el;

Biblischer Copmentar ueber
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latthew xxvl, 64 1t oen scarcely be doubted that Daniel vii,
13 was the source from which He took the self-designation."l)
Bockwith 1s in doubt as to the origin of the title, stating
that obscurity veils the origin of the term. But he, too,
does not even take the Psalm Into consideration. He wavers
betwoen Enoch and Daniel.?) Schmidt, one of the higher cri-
tics whose concluslons cannot always be trusted, correctly
states that_"Daniel vii, 13 1s the éar}iest passage in Ara- .
maic literature where the term SON OF MAN occurs.”d) Even
Robinson in his Greek and English Iexicon, in defining the
torm HO HYIOS TOU ANTHROPOU, states thet THE SON OF MAN 1s a
proper noun for the Messiah, "used by Jesus of Himself in
allusion to Daniel wvii, 13." Killigen, therefare, seems to
be correct in stating thet "on one point there 1s a steadily
growing consensus of opinion, namely, that the origin of the
phrase i1s to be sought in the apocalyptic vislon of Daniel
vi1."®)  ang Meyer boldly asserts with reference to the title
in his comments on Matthew xiii, 20: "It is not founded on
Psalm viii, 5, &till less on Ezekiel, which has nothing to
do with the Messianic idea, But it is to be traced solely
to the impressive account of that prophetic vision, Daniel
vii, 13, so familiar to the Jews.” He goes on to say that

as often as Jesus, in spealing of Himself, uses the words THE
SON OF MAN, He means nothing else then THE SON OF MAN 1in the

1) New Testament Doctrine of the Christ. 2) Schaff Herzog
Encyclopedia, Vol.xil. 3) Encyclopedia Biblica. 4) Expositor.



prophecy of Daniel.l) The same view has been held by men
as early as the fourth and fifth century, among them Epi-
phanius and Theodoretus, and by men in our own church and
others to the present day.

Together with the New Testament passages in which the
title occurs this passage in Daniel will, therefore, help
us to arrive at the true meaning of the appellation as it
was used by the Savior. It will help us to find the hidden
glory of the title and will at the same time indicate to us

why the Lord so often used it in speaking of Himself.

1) Critical and Exegetical Commentary on the Hew Testament.
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CHAPTER IV
JESUS' USE OF THE TITLE, THE SON OF HAN

The goal before us will become more clearly visible as
we proceed. Finding the source of Christ's strange name
in the prophecy of Danlel already gives us & hint as to
its meaning, But we cannot reach a definite conclusion
as to the hidden meaning of the name as 1t was used by
Christ until we have carefully examined the New Testament
passages in which the name appears.

If in our study of these New Testament passages we
were to find that Jesus used the name only when stressing
His humanity, we would, no doubt, conclude that the title
with which we are dealing contained no hidden meaning at
all, but was a name which any other person at that time
might have used. If, on the other hand, 1t could bs

proven that Jesus used the title merely to call attention

to the great difference between Himself as & tan and other

men, we would, no doubt, understand the title to mean "the
man ebove allother men," or "the ideal man," or "the re-
presentative of the human race." These views have been

held and are still held by a number of crities today.
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s even go so far 88 to say that the title wes merely
3 ome

a substitute for the personal pronoun. Others, in devel-

oping their theories concerning the meaning of the name,
simply eliminate all passages Which do not harmonize with
their particular view, the one group discrediting all es-
chatological pessages, the other considering these the on-
1y genuine passages of Scripture.

But all such views are unworthy of one who believes,

as does the writer, that the Scriptures are the verbally

 inspired Word of God. Every one who considers tho Scrip-

tures authoritative, must permit them to speak for them-
selves. And every word of testimony must be heard before
any conclusions are reached. It will not do to grasp at
some plausible explanation which might, indeed, harmonize
with a few of the eighty-four passages in which the +itle
SON OF AN occurs.l) V¥ie must rather.examine them 8ll and
on the basis of our findings seek to reach a conclusion as
to the meaning of this name of Christ which will be in har-
mony with the Savior's own use of it 1in the many statements

which have been preserved for us in Holy ¥%rit.

1) In the best Greek texts the title HO HYIOS TOU ANTIROPOU
occurs 81 times, other manuscripts having this reading also
in latthew xviii, 1l(which the Expositor's Greek Testament
calls an interpolation from Luke xix, 10); Matthew xxv, 13
(where it is hardly genulne); and Luke ix, 58. Included in
this 1list of 81 passages is John ix, 35, where the English



¢ are, of coursc, concerncd especinlly with the Seviorts
ovn use of tiie title. Yot that eliminates only four 5assages
from our consideration, for 1n all but Tour instances the ex-
mresslon was uscd by Christ, tho only oxceptions being John
x1ii, @4a.b, wherc tho people renested tic title whilceh Jesus
huad just used, and Luke xxlv, 7, wherc the angel reminded
the disciples of the prounisc which Jesus had given them and
guoted lils own vords.l) 1In addition, iicts vil, 56 shonld be
listed as a&an excepbtion, Viiere Stephen :makes use of {7e title.
I"or hore we are interestcd in Jesus' own testiriony.

~hen considering lils testimony weo note, firs' o all, that

translations read Son of God. This is due to the fact that
some Grocl: texts have this wording, others, however, reading
the title 10 UYIO3 10U 4iT:KOPOU. Tho latter reading 1s .
also noted by the iritish and Americun revised versions in
their marginel references. In John v, &7 the translations
indicate a use of tho title. In the Greelk text, however,
the articlo is not used as it is in 81l pertinent nassages.
ind the ¥xpositor!s Greek pestarent rightly condexns &ll
interpretations of this passage witich scelz to find in it a
use of the familiar self-appellation of Jesus. iaturally,
this passage is not included in the 8¢ fospel texts. in-
othier passage not included is Lark x11i,m 34, whereithicnex =
pression has been supplied Dy the translators. -Iiu addltion
to the 84 Gospel toxts we ray also list Acts vii, S&C.

1) 8ee sppendix I. . . e s Tk g : {



e already made use of the title at the very beginning of
I"is ministry. Shortly aftor He had brouyght Nathanael to
falth in Timself as the lessiah, He said: "Verily, verily,
I say unto you, Hereaftcr ye shall soce the heaven open, and
the angels of God ascendling and descending upon THE SO OF
%AN," John 1, 51. Jesus also continued calling Aimself by
this name to the very end of His life. Our last record of
its use is in latthew xxvil, 64 (compare Mark xiv, 62; and
Luke.xxii, 69), where in His trial before Cailaphas and the
Sanhedrin He said: "Hereafter shall-ye sce THE SON OF MAN
sitting on the right hand of power, and coming in the clouds
of heaven." liore than that, Jesus indicated that the name
would be applicable to Him even aftor He had entered into
glory. For, when speaking to liis disciples 1n the spfing

of the year thirty, He said: "Nevertheless when TIIL 30N OF
¥AN cometh, shall He find faith on the earth?" ILuke xviii,8.
From this it should be clear that the title was definitely
related to His Kessianic office. He used 1t as soon as lie

e e

had entered His pnblic miniatry and He referred to Himself
S M A DR

o R
e e e ™

as THE_,QK_QF_hanﬂin~eennection with His wery. last act as
the Savior. It 1is also evlident that Jesus had a very def—

inite purpose in mind in making use of the title or He would

not have used it with such frequency from the beginning to
——————————

the end of His ministry. Its use must have been included

in God's predetermined plan for His Savior Son's activity

here on earth.

It is also-significant to nete-that Jesus used the
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title in the presonce of both friend and foe,

This proves,

on the one hand that His _burpose was not to obscur Hi
fithe or 6 His

truo 1dent1tr, as some 1mag1ne,l) for He uaed ey
e = me

often 1" tho presence of His diaciplea

L"IOI‘Q

than anYWhere else.
He usod 1t already when cnlling Nathanaol to diacipleship in

the spring of the year 27. On‘gggg_pccaaion He was hith none

e

1) G. Ki1lligan, for instance, states in the Expositor, Vol.
V, page 78: "The netural conclusion seems to be that the title
while corresponding to Jesus' own inner sense of Iis Messlen~-
ic dignity, was Intended to conceal that dignity from the
people until such time as thoy were prepared to receive 1it.

It served, in fact, the purpose of an incognito, and was,

as Beyschlag calls it, 'a title which was no title,' allow-
ing the Person of Josus to rocede as far as possible, in the
first instance at any rate, bohind the Divine Kingdom He had
come to establish." Kaehler, in his Realencyklopaedie, Vol.
IV, doubts whether Jesus at any time clearly revealed Himself.
He says the Savior's prime purpose was to teach and instruct

men and that He was not concerned about His own glory. In

an article entitled "ltenschensohn"” in the Kirchliches Iland-

lexikon, Vol. IV, a similar statement 1is made., Ve translate:
"That the expression (TIIE SON OF MAN) could not have been a
common designation for the idessiah, can be deduced with cer-
tainty from Katthew xvi, 13.16 and John xii, 34, ns well as
from £he fact that Jesus made every effort to avoid any pub-

lic declaration concerning His HMesslahship,”
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but those who would bo Iiis most intimate companions. A4nd

i e e

these companions had already come to faith in Him as the
promised Kessiah. There was, then, no need for the use of
some secret name which would hide Jesus'! true identity from
them. He had nothing to hide, They already knew who Xe

..... gy

was. He wished rather to inerease their knowledge of Tim

o e Wt s

and to permit them to sce more clearly into the myatery of
Als per;;;:“_ﬁ;;wgggggiame, told them that in the future
/"’—‘ .

they would see greater things than they had already witness-
ed. And to give them a foretaste of what they would see e
told them at once that He was THE SON OF MAN.

From that time forth He often used the same expression when
alone with them. He did so when explaining to them the par-
able of the wheat and the tares (iatthew xii1l, 37.41); when
instructing and sending forth the twelve on their mission
tour of Galilee (liatthew x, 23); when inquiring of them how
the multitude had recelived Him and what they thought of Ilis
person (liatthew xvi, 13); then again, on the way down from
the lount of Transfiguration (katthew xvii, 9.12); and es-
peclally when lie foretold His suffering and deasth. He even
uged this name at the supper table on the night of Tiis be-
treyal and later in the Garden of Gethsemane (liatthew xxvi,

24.45; John xili, 31). Surely those who elaim that Be
e e S e S

‘EESE_EEgﬂgnme_te~hid6‘Hia‘truewtdentity“cnnngﬁ_npholdmthgir

claims in the light of these facts. If that had been Uis
-________,_._—’—'—‘_' e P S -
purpose, He would not 80 often have 5_called. Himselr ”W? SON

e
e

h'-""-———-—
‘OF AN in the presenoe of Hia d%ﬁg}ples.

e
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On the other hand, Jesus could not have intended by means‘w
of the title to gilve Il1s disciples some secret revelation of

llimself. For if this had boen the case, He would not have

used 1t so repeatedly in the presence of the Scribes and the
Pharisees, and especially not before the 3anhedrin at a time \ '
when only one disciple , John the Beloved, was present (iast- —
thew xxvi, 64).

An examination of all passages in question reveals the h*uw
fact that He uscd the title THE SON OI' AN on at least eleven }
different occasions when addressing the multitudes and on no
less thun five different oocasions when speaking to individ-
uals, most of whom wére'not disciples at the time Christ spoke
to thom. No leas than 35 of the 84 Gospel texts in which the
title occurs belong to this group. Thus, when healing the par- J
alytic, Jesus addressed the Pharisees and said: "That ye may
know that THE SON OF AN hath power on earth to forgive sins..”
etc. Matthew ix, 6. Again, when the Pharisees upbraided Jesus
for permitting His disciples to pluck corn on the sabbath day
He countered: "THE SON OF HAN is Lord even of the sabbath
day," Matthew xii, 8. Especially notable was the occasion
on which the Pharisees tried to stone Jesus after His dispute
with thﬁm, recorded in John viii, 28, as well as Chrlst's use
of the title before the Sanhedrin on the night of Hils trial
before the highpriests Caiamphas and Annas. Individuals were
mentioned above. They were Nicodemus, who came to Jesus by
night, John iii, 13.14; = certain scribe who wished to become
a disciple, Matthew viii, 20; the man born blind whom Jesus



2

'healed 4n Jerusalem, John ix, 35; the publican, Zacchaeus,

after his conversion, Luke xix, 10; end Judas, the betrayer,

whom Jesus vainly sought to bring to repentance with the words:

" yudas, betrayest thou TIE SON OF MiN with a kiss?" Luke xx11i,

48. Surcly such & use of the title clearly proves that Jesus

—— e — et e
-

aid not merely have His disciples 1n mind when using 1it. If

SRSt

He used it to teach a truth, that truth was fﬁught to His ‘foes

----—..._._‘_._______._.,,-,,._ i 4 San g

as well ns to His friends.
. -/__/———“—'-"""“ I
A_Egigg_ggggluaion“whiah;iawfprgedwnponmusmaa_ﬂg_§§g§1ne

the passages in which Chrilst nade ‘use of the title, is that it

AR e P o P

cannot be limited either to the days of His humiliation or of
Hiiﬂgggliahion. For He used the name not only when foretelling
\M

——

His return to earth in all Hls glory to judge the quick and tre

——

dead, but also when-speaking of His suffering and death. ¥il-

IiE;;“;;i;“expresses this thought 1n the Expositor, saying:
"The title touches both poles, the glory and the humiliation,
or perhaps we should rather say, it unites thém, for it was,
as we have already seen, through humiliation that the true
Hessianic glory was reached. And Christ's favorite designa-~-
tion becomes thus a brief compendium of the central truth of
His whole Gospel, glory through shame, life through déath.“l)
Both humiliation and glory are in harmony with the name.

For the sake of completeness a few references are again
in order. The lowliness of THE SON OF MAN is evident from
the fact that He "hath not where to lay His head," Hatthew

1) Op. cit. page 9.

42
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viii, 20 (Luke ix, 58); that He shall be "three days and
three nights in the heart of the earth," Matthew xii, 40:
.t.h-'z-,t He will be "betrayed to be crucified," Matthew xxvi, 2;
end "must be delivered into the hands of sinful men," Luke
xxiv, 7; for He "came not to be ministered unto but to min-
ister," Matthew xx, 28 (Mark x, 45).

The glorification of THE SON OF MAN is just as clearly
evident {rom passeges in which He tells us that He "shall
come in the glory of His Father with His angels,"Matthew
xvi, 27; that He "shall sit in the throne of His glory,"
Matthew xix, 28; and shall come "in the clouds of heaven
with power &nd great glory," Matthew xxiv, 30. These pas-
sages, of course, refer to a glory which would be Christ's
in the future. It is well, therefare, to note especially
John 111, 13, where we read of the glory which was His as
THE SON OF MAN even while He was on earth, For He said to
Nicodemus : "No men hath ascended up to heaven, but He that

came down from heaven, even THE SON OF HAN which 1s

in heaven.u

The meaning of the title THE SON OF MAN must, therafore,‘y

be one which will apply equally well to Christ's state of

-4
1t cannot simply refer to His ,

humiliation and exaltation.
can it entirely and in every respect ’_X

whole human ract.

human nature, nor

N & imself as THE SON

Jegua apolﬂa of H

practioally every
N OF HAN whether carrying on the
0

_— i e phase of His re-
OF MAN in connection with

; S
demptive work. He Was THE

e



work of & prophet, & priest, or a king. ~—;1

It was as a prophet, for instance, that He spoke of Himself
in the parable of the sower, saying: "He that scweth the good
seed is THE SON OF MAN," Matthew x1ii, 37.

It was as a priest that He came "to seek and to save that
which was lost," Luke xix, 10 (Cp. Xatthew xviii, 11; ILuke
ix, S56). As a priest ﬁe offered Himself as the supreme sac-
rifice. And all of the passages which speak of Tlim suffering
and dying as THE SON OF AN might here be adduced. Three of
these passages should suffice, latthew xii, 40: "So shall THE
SON OF KAN be threce days and three nights in the heart of the
earth"; John 411, 14: "So rust THE SOi OF LAN be 1ifted up";
and Mark viii, 31: "T!E SON OF WAN must suffer many things."

THE SO OF LAN also intercedes for us as  ur great High
Priest end confesses us "before the angels of God," Luke xii,
8. 4s such He is "Lord even of the sabbath day,” Katthew
xii, 8; and as such He has "power on earth to forgive sins,"
KHatthew ix, 6.

But THE SOH OF ANl 1s especially a mighty king, who is now
"gitting on the right hand of power," lNatthew xxvi, 64; who
"shall send forth His angels and they shall gather out of FKis
kingdom all things that offend," Matthew x1ii, 41; who on the
last day shall come "in the clouds of heaven with power and
great glory,” Hatthew xxiv, 30; and shall at His coming be
ashamed of those who in thils life are ashamed of Him, Nark
viii, 38. It seems, then, that we can say anything of Jesus

as THE SON OF MAN which applies to Him as the Christe.



Here, then, we have a title which was used by the Savior as
Savior from the beginning to the end of His ministry and may
be applied to Him even as judge of the earth. It is a title
wvhich applied to ﬁim equally well when He dealt with H4is dis-
ciples and with those who opposed Him. It is a title which wes
not out of place while the Savior was still in the state of
humiliation, nor will it be out of place when He comes 1ﬁ the
glory of His Father. It is finally a title which refers to Him
as our Prophet, Priest, and King.

But what was Christ's purpose in using the name? What
meaning may we attach to it? Vhat, if anything, .did the
title reveal to those who heard it? These are the questions

wvhich wo must seek to answer.




CHAPTER V
DIVERGENT VIEWS REGARDING THE MEANING OF THE TITLE

Ve are, of course, too far removed from the days of Christ
and His Apostles to ask any Iimportant question dealing with
theology which has not been asked and answered countless
times in the space of the last nineteen hundred years. In
all ages of these New Testament times men have busied them-
selves with the Holy Soriptures and have asked and sought
to answer questions dealing with every kind of theological
problem.

Accordingly, questions dealing with Christ's self-
appellation have also been asked and answered hundreds of
times. The name was too striking and far too singular
to have eécaped the close serutiny which the early Church
gave‘to the Scriptures. Ever and agein a hidden meaning
was sought in the name THE SON OF MAN. And mahy a plau-
sible explanation was given by Bible scholars. But each
age also had its crities who made light of the whole mat-

ter by stating that there was nothing in the name but the
thought which it seems at first to express, namely, that

Jesus was the son of g man, & member of the humen race.




It should not be diffiocult for us to decide against this
latter view. Our discussion thus far has surely convinced
us that sush a hesty brushing aside of all difficulties,
such a degradation of the title THE SON OF KAN to a mere
substitution or periphrasis for the personal pronoun, is
both unscientific and un-Scriptural.

The Soriptures and the writings of learned schola.rs'
must convince the reader that the name which Jesus used
in referring to Himself had a deeper, hidden meaning.
Christ would not have used it so consistently and vfpuld
not have placed the emphasis upon it whieh He d4id, if He
had not wilshed the Christian Church to take special note
of it. Again, the Christian Church and her theol'ogiins
would not have teken spscial note of it, had it appeared
unworthy of such attention. The voice of the Bible scho-
lars, students, and oritics with regard to the title THE
SON OF MAN should, therefore, be heard.

But so divergent are the views of those who have wen-
tured en explanation of the title, that it is difficult to
believe that all of them have been based on a careful study
of the Scriptures. In fact, some of the statements are so
contrary to the clear teachings of God's Word that they are
best refuﬁad by merely quoting them.

One such stetement has already been referred to. It is
the elaim of Colani and others that Jesus used the expres-

sion es & substitue for the personal pronoun "I." Such

opinions do npt‘c_lo-aex'-ﬂii‘t'o'be considered as honest efforts

47
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on the part of these men to understand Jesus' use of the
expression THE SON OF KAN. But the opinions expressed by
a number of other writers are almost as absurd. Bousset,
for instance, says that Jesus "never overstepped the limits

of the purely human."l)

Beckwith explains the title as
meaning "one who i1s exempted from no position or lot which
belongs essentially to his fellow-men."?) The term "could
have been understood only as a substitute for a personal
pronoun or as emphasizing the Buman qualities of those to
whom it is applied,” najs Hirsch.®) And Schmidt conecludes
thaet Jesus showed men what man's powers truly are.‘“

To what‘ folly aﬁch commentetors are driven when they
seek to explain the passages in which the title occurs, will
be seen from the following. Sbhmidt, whose article in the e
Encyclopedia Biblica was referred to ebove, says with ref=- .
erence to Matthew ix, 6 ("THE SON OF KAN hath power on earth -
to forgive sins") that Jesus merely extended forgiyeness of
sins, which any man dan do. He explains Matthew viil, 20
("The ‘foxes have holes and the birds of the air have nests,
but THE SON OF MAN hath not where to lay His head") by say-
ing that ‘hatupe:oares for the beasts but man is driven from
hearth qnd home for his convictions, .And -worst of ell, he
believes that Jenus salled Himself Lord of the sabbath day

1) Op. Berkhof's ariicle, h"'lnooton Theological Review, Vol.
xxv, page 85. £2) The New Sehaff Herzog, Volume xi.
3) Ope cit. 4) Encyeclopedia Biblica.
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because He did not think much of the law and made no scruples
over 1it, seeing that the prophets eriticized it so often.
Another view, ﬁot as extreme as those cited above, 1s that
Jesus used the expression THE SON OF MAN to point to Himself
as "the ideal man," "the man kat exochen." Huetius was the
first to suggest this explanation., He iz followed by Hofman,
who sees in THE SON OF KAN the goal of the history of men be-

1) Neander believed that Jesus realized that: He

t gun in Adem.
belonged to mankind and in His humen nature had done so much
for man, and that He used th_e title for this reason.?)

It must, however, be admitted by every student of God's
Yord that views lilee these .oblcure the teachings of Seripture
that THE SON OF MAN was and 1s and ever will be trus God, J
one in essence with the Fatlar.'uﬂ the Holy Spirit. To doubt , r :
this truth is to doubt the infellibility of God's Werd. To
argue that Jeaua thought of Himself as a mere m and for
this reason used the title THE SON OF MAN s poasible .only
for the higher critics, who approach even the elearest pas-
sage of Scripture with suspicion end often with unbeslief,

In fact, it is difficult to believe that even urbelieving
Bible scholars could be guilty of making such statements.
Seripture, however, reminds us that this is mot only possible
but 4s to be expected because the warld by wisdom does got
¥now God and the natural man does not peceive the things of
the Spirit of God. It follows that the person who approaches

1) Kirchliches Handlexikon; Vol+IV.- 2)Nebe: Denkschrift,p.23.




the Seripture truths with an unbelisving heart will always
be deluded. Faith must accept what reason cannét_; solve, :

Those who wish to be assured that Jesus did not think of ]
Himself as a mere man need but turn to Matthew xvi, 13-17,

where, as Dr, Fleper polints out, Jesus conducts a catechesis

with His disciples on the term THE SON OF AN and, discarding
all false views of the poople, establishes the only 6orroet
view, namely, that THE SON OF MAN is the ‘Beon of the Living *
@od.l) Those who do not mccept Him as such are unbelievers
in the worst sense of the term, who, according to Christ's
own word, "shall not see 1ife, but the wrath of God abldeth
on" them, John 311, 36. -
We must, of oow se, guard sgeinst calling every one an
unbeliever and a heretic who sees in Jesus! self-appellation
no more than & revelation of His trus humenity. The higher
critice mentioned above, who look upon the title as a proof
of the fact that Christ wes a trus man, show their true
nature when they refuse to admit that He was more than a
man, Not all, however, who understand the title as they do,
are satisfied with the conclusions which they .reach, that
Jesus thought of Himself as & man and no aoi-a', Cremer,
for mfanoe, shows ¢clearly in his Reallexikon that Christ
is the only Son of God. He admits that He was the Messiah
who had been promised in the 0ld Testament., Loeber, the
author' of & Lutheran dogmatical wark, naturally does the

1) Pleper: OChristliche Dogmetik, Volums II, page 75.
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same. Yet nelther considers the title HO HYIOS TOU AN-
THROPOU as Messianic in character. Cremer oclaims there is
no passage which makes us believe that Jesus, by using the
term, wished to show a difference between Himself and other
men.

But their views cannot stand when we recall how careful
the Evangelists were to make Jesus' self-appellation appear
as a title in the Greek, though this meant a forcing of the
Greek language, and how careful they were to record the
title again and again. Later it will also be shown that
the Jews who heard Christ speak of Himself as THE SON OF MAN
far the most part atteched more to m. words than the thought
that He was a member of the humen race.

It is heertening to note in this connection, that most of
the Bible scholars whose writings have been eomultqﬁ ‘800
far more than the merely human both in Christ and in His
name THE SON OF MAN, even though they do not all agree and
the conclusions which some of them reach seem to be some-
what beside the mark.

Of these Vincent seems most hesitent to state definitely
that the title reveals Jesus to be the Messiah. He says:
"SON OF MAN 4s an expression of Christ's self-conscilousness
as being i—'g,igted to humanity &s & whole: denoting His real
particlpati&‘in human nature and designating Himself as

‘the representative man..:While the human element was thus

emphasized 4in the phrase, the comsciousness of Jesus, as
thus expressed, did ‘not:exclude His divine nature and claims,



but rather regarded thesec through the medium of His humenity."
He adds, however, that "Christ's humanity can be explained
only by His divinity. A humanity so unique demands a solution.
Divested of all that is popularly called miraculous, viewed
simply as a man, under the historical conditlons of His life,
He is a greater miracle than all His miracles combined."1)
Bernard is more definite in ruling out the thought that there
is even & hint of a Messilanic claim in Jesus' use of the title.
Yet he is bold to say: "Ewven in Mark 11, 28 ("THE SON OF MAN
is Lord also of the sabbath day") the title THE SON OF MAN
implies samething more than man in general or Son of lan of
the Psalter. Undoubtedly the emphasis is on the word men,
but it rests also on the uniqueness of Him who was in such
special relation to humanity that He could and did ocall Him-
self THE SON OF EAN...Jesus used it (the title) of Himself
with the implication that in Him was the fulfilment of the
vidion of Daniel vii, 13. He was consclous of an infinite
su;ﬁeriority to tf:e sons of men among whom His kingdom was to
be established. He d4id not call Himself the Christ, although
He did not deny when pressed thgt He was the Christ, John iv,
26:‘ v, 393 wviil, 28; x, 25. He preferred to use a great-
er and more far=-reaching designation of Himself. He weas

not only the Deliverer of the Jewish psople. He was the De-
liverer of humenity at large, being THE SON OF MAN who had

come darm from heaven, He took over the phrase from Jewish

1) Vincent, Word Studies, Walume I
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Apocalyptic but He on@rgod its manins.'. It 1s a title which
properly understood, includes all that Christ connoted; but
unlike the title lessiah it doesn't suggest Jewish pafticu-' )
larisni...It represented Him as the future Judge of wmen, and

as thelr present Deliverer, whose Kingdom must be established

——

through suffering, and whose gift of 1ife was only to becoms
available through His death."l)
1¥i1lligan, on the other hand, states tirxat the title, "while
corresponding to Jesus¥ own inner sense of His Messianiec
dignity, was intended to conceal that dignity from the people
until such & time as they were prepaa-ad to receive 1t."Z)
The writer was at first impressed with this view, For Je- -
sus did at times conoeal truths from the Jews., Ve recall that
He forbade Peter, James, and John to speak of His &an‘s’ﬁg-
uration until after His resurrestion, that He taught the
people in parables that the unbelievers among them mi.ght
hear and yet not understand, that He told the duc‘ipies'
that many truths would not be revealed unto them imtn
after His escensilaon.
Yet it was not Jesus! purpose to conceal His Messianic
d1gnity by means of the title THE SON OF MAN, For many of
the pessages in which the Savior uses the self-appellation
point to ﬁt;ne' glory which is His as the Son of God, The
truths oj&ﬁegaued 4n such passages would.then reveal what
1) International Critical Cammentary, Volume xxix, pages
exxiii, ff. 2) Op. eit. page-78s-- Fdas

R

BRI . 1



b4

the name was used to conceal.

Furthermore, when it is borne in mind that Jesus used
the title also when alone with His disciples, as has al-
ready been shown, it willl becoms ¢lser that He did not wish
to conoceal His identity by meens of this name. For the dis-
ciples realized from the'beginning that He was "the Messias,
which is, being interpreted, the Christ," John i, 41, Find-
ing Jesus they had found Him "of whom Moses in the law and
the prophets did write," John i1, 45. Nathanael voiced the
thought of all when he seid: "Rabbi, Thou art the Son of
God; Thou art the King of Iarael,“‘John i, 49,

In this connection the words of Meyer are worthy of note. ™
Commenting on Matthew viii, 20 he says: "Vie must avoid as-
scribing to thls self-designatlon any purpose of concealment,
ell the more that Jesus so styles Himself in the hearing of
His disciplea."l) _

Orelli comes very close to the truth. For though he, too,
states that "this simple appellation wes pre-eminently adapted,
in accordance with the intenticn of Jesus to oconceal His
eminence,” he adds that it was adopted "to reveal to in-
structed eyes the divine greatness of His peréon. To the
receptive disciples it implled that He was the Messiah,
while claiming to be more than the national Messiah whom
the Jews expected in those days."?)

1) Heyer: Critiecal aqd Exegetical Commentery on the New
Testament, 1877. 2) The 0ld Testament Prophecy, 1885.
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However, also this view is not quite correct. For Jesus'
hearers were mostly Jews. They knew the 0ld Testament Serip-
tures or at least could refer to them. And in these Serip-
tures they could find a fairly complete revelation of Him
who so often referred to Himself es THE SON OF MAN. In faect,
this very title was to encourage them to search the Serip-
tures, that in them they might find the person and work of
THE SON OF KAN revealed.

The comment on this subject in the commentary of ke. 7
Clintock and Strong is warthy of note., There we read: "It
is romarkadble how, when acquiescing in His right to be ac~-
knowledged by others in the most peculiar sense the Son of
God He sometimes immediately after substitutes for this the -
wanted designation THE SON OF MAN as if to show that what
belonged to the Son of God might equally be affirmed of
THE SON OF MAN," That is true. TIE SON OF MAN was none
other than the Son of God. Yet Jesus made much of the-facf

v

that He was also & man, If He had remained the Son-of God /
and had not become THE SON OF MAN, the world would still be
without a Savior. It is as the God-lan that we have learned
to know and worship and love Him,

Rawlinson, whose work has already been referred to, re-
veals his own and to some extent the writer's thoughts in
the matter when he says: "F. Tillmann, who appears to

have written the least unsatisfactory monograph on the sub-

ject, sums up his conclusions as follows: 'The name SON OF

MAN is a title of the Mesaish, just as much 30 as the names




namé Whish Jesus used in desoribing Himself to His hearers.

"Son of David," "the Anointed," etc. Jesus decided in favour
of this name because it best expressed what He was and what He
meant, and because it gave least support to the political and
national hopes which His people attached to the person of the

_ Messish., If we ask further as to the specific content of this

name as applied to the Messish, the reference, implied in it,
fo the prophecy in Daniel gives the key: THE SON OF MAN is
the divine-human Bringer of Messianic salvation of the pro-
phet's vision, He with whose coning begins the Kingdon of God :

upon esarth. nl)

The important thought in this quotation is that Jesus wish
ed men to think of Him as THE SON OF HAN of Danilel's vision,
Thet seems to be the only correct solution of the whole prob-
lem. The passage in Danlel dare not be ignored if the true
meaning of the title is to be arrived at. And it is encour-
aging to note that the passage in Daniel has not heen ignored

by those who have made a study of the subject, including

Boutflower, Keil, Meyer, Nebe, Bernard, Delitzsch, and Kretz-
mann, whose views have already been set forth.,

What hes been said ought, therefore, convince the reader
that & thorough study of the title THE SON OF MAN substan-
tiates the fact that there 1s a connection between the oft-
md nmo of Jesus and Daniel vii, We are, therefore, ready

to dviv the proper conclusions regarding the meaning of the

A

l) Op. eit. page 249, i : =



CHAPTER VI

THE SON OF MAN, THE ALL=-GLORIOUS SAVIOR OF MANKIND

The heading of this chapter reveals the writer's own view
with regard to the meaning of Christ's self-appellation.

THE SON OF MAN, it seems, 1s none other than the all-glorious
Savior of mankind, That means more than that THE SON OF ¥AN
and the Savior are one and the same person, It means that
the t!.tl.le THE SON OF MAN expresses the truth that Jesus is
the all-glorious Savior of mankind. ' |

The word Savior in itself is already quite a comprehen-
gsive term. It covers the entire work of Christ as Prophet,
Priest, and King, the work which He performed while He was
here on earth and is stlill performing for the salvation of
mankind., Saving the world was really His one and only purpos
in comlng to earth, AND THE TITLE THE SON OF KAN DIRECTS OUR
ATTERTION TO THIS ¥ORK.

In order ‘to be a Savior He had to be & man, For man had
sinned, 3Man had oome ah&t of the glory of God. Man had
failed to render the implicit obedience demanded in God's
holy Law. ¥an had become a debtor unto the Law. MNan hed
become gullty in God's sight and deserved to be punished.

\



Man, therefore, needed a substitute. How loglcal, then,
that THE SON OF MAN should be his substitute. How clearly
the Savior indicated by His use of this title, which so
'doflnitely speaks of His true humsn nature, that He was
qualifisd to take man's place! It was perfectly naturel

for Him as THE SON OF HAN to come "eating and drinking,"
Matthew xi, 19, to "suffer many things," Mark ix, 12, and
to be laid to rest "in the heart of the earth," Matthew xii,
40. Because He was & man, the chief priests, scoribes, and
elders thought they had a perfect right to reject Him and
later to crucify Him even as they would have re jected and
crucified any other man who would have dared to rise up
against them and call them sinners, And all this had to come |
to pass that the world might be saved,

\.
But the Savior hed to be more than man. He had to have
power over deafh an& the devill, power to open the gates of
heaven to His followers, power to wrest them out of the
hands of Satan, power to judge them worthy of everlasting
life for His name's sake. And this fact 1s also expressed
in the title THE SON OF HAN and in many of the passages in
which it is used. As THE SON OF MAN He had "power on earth
to forgive am.“ Matthew ix, 6. As such He was "Lord

even of the ssbbath day," Matthew xii, 8, and as such He

will come "in the clouds of heaven with power and great
glory," Matthew xxiv, 30. This SON OF MAN is the same whom
Daniel saw in hiis vision: The Lord God, to whom are given
"dominion, and glory, and e kingdom, that all people,
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Daniel vii, 14.

In these words of Danie) the resson 1a
a
calling THE SON OF MAN the ALL~GLORIOUS say
phet saw the Savior in His most glorious

1o given for
IOR. The pro-
of fice as Judge
and King, enjoying the glory whign He earned by His every
saving act. In this sense the title THE SON oOF HAY ex

presses more than the 0ld Testament title MESSIAF, Tha
Messieh was the promised One, who would be anolinted to t:
Prophet, Priest, and King. THE SOK OF MAN, howsver, is
this Prophet, Priest, and King came at last to the glory
which was His. lfho‘ "r'itor' sees in the title a constant
pointing forward and upward to glary. While Jesus walked 1
on earth He 80 often appeared to be mo more than s man.

But especially at such times He reminded His disciples and
the Jews in general of Daniel's vision. Baohy tho EH; md
the title He was as much a&s saying: You see we now nman
an;ong men. But the day will come when you will cée me en-
thronad' in highest heaven. :

Kell states with reference to Christ's use of the title:
"Accerdingly, when Jesus speaks of Himself as THE SON OF MAN,
He not only wishes to say that He is the Ioiahh, but wishes
to designate Himself as the Messiah desoribed .1n the passege
in Daniel."!) Pausset adds the thought_that "this title is

1) Biblischer Kommentar ueber den Propheten Danisl, 1869.



always associated with His coming again, because the king-

dom that then awaits Him is that which belongs to Him as the
saviour of man, the Restorer of the lost inheritance.”" Brief-
ly stated, the title THE SON OF KAN signifies the all-glorious
Sevior of mankind., With this view all passages in which the
term occurs as a title also seem to agree.

One of the largest groups of these passages 1s that in
which Christ speeks of His second coming to earth. Ve need
quote but a few of them, for the same thought is expressed
agein and again,

The first recorded reference of Christ to the second com-
ing of THE SON CF MAN is Luke xii, 40: ‘“Bo ye, thérefore,
ready also; rér‘THE 30N OF MAN cometh at an hour when ye
think not.” He spoke these words while preaching to the
disciples and the multitude in Galilee in the autumn of the
year 28. The second reference, in which the judgment is at
least implied, is Matthew xiii, 41: "THE SON OF MAN shall
send forth His angels and they shall gather out of His king-
dan @11 things that offend, and them which do iniquity."
Théae words were spoken to the disciples alone in the autumn
of the same year. In the summer of 29 He spoke more clearly
of His coming, saying to His disciples: "THE SON OF MAN
shall come in the glory of His Father with His angels; and
then He shall reward every men according to his works," kat-
thew xvi, 27. It is worthy of note that this plain reference
to glory was made by the Suvior immediately aftor He had pre-
dicted His suffering and death. It bears out the statement



made above, that Jesus used the title especially when men
saw Him in lowliness, appearing to be no more than a man.
As His references to sufforing became more clear and mxmef-
ous, His predictions of a glorious return to earth also in-
creased, untll in the last week of His 1life we can count
no less than ten recorded instances in which Jesus spoke of
Himself as THE SON OF MAN.®) The entire group of passeges
in which the second coming is referred to comprises more
than one fourth of the 84 passages 1nAwh1ch the title oc-
curs in the foux_- Gmpels.z)

In all of these passages we have the direct fulfillment
of Danlel's prophecy. THE éon OF MAN roooivoa divine power
and glory, "that ell people, maticms, and languages, should
serve Him," vii, 14. The passages in the New hataﬁnt. it
is true, refer especlally to the fact that Jesus '11;1"?.'1:@0
to judge. But to judge men is an act of a ruler. I_t.'f!.a a
right which is enjoyed only by those in authority. . The en-_
tire scene described in the prophecy of Daniel 1s ‘thus re-
ferred to by Christ when speeking of His return to earth on
the last day. On thet day we shall see the all=glorious
savior reigning over th'o whole earth even as He foretold 1t

when calling Himself THE SON OF MAN.

| 1) They are the following: Matthew xxiv, 27, 30a, 30b (Cf.

ark xiii, £6; Luke xxi, 27), 37, 39, 44; xxv, 13, 31;
Luke xxi, 36; and Matthew xxvi, 64 (Cf. Mark xiv, 62; Luke
xx11, 69). 2) “SeerAppendix II for all references.

o



In apother large group of passages in which Christ calls
Himself THE SON OF EAN, He speaks of His suffering and
death. In this, as in the first group mentioned, we find
a constant repetition of thought, so that s few passages
will clearly reveal the thought of them all. In Katthew
xii, 40 we read: "As Jonas was three days and three nights
in the whale's belly, so shall THE SON OF MAN be three
days and three nights in the heart of tﬁe earth." The pre-
diction was made in Galilee in the autumn of the year 28
in the presence of the multitude. In the summer of the
following year, while journeying through the region of
Caesarea Philippi, Jesus told His disciples that He would
be put to death, saying: "THE SON OF MAN must suffer many
things, and be rejected of the elders, and of the chief
priests, and scribes, and be killed," Mark vi1i, S1. This

first definite prediction was followed by others mntil the
time came that Jesus should suffer, as is indicated in
the words: "Ye know that after two deys is the feast of
the Passover, eand THE SON OF MAN is betrayed to be cruci-
fied," Matthew xxvi, 2.

Into this group we must also place such passages as
Luke xxii, 48: "Judas, betrayest thou THE SON OF MAN
with a kiss?"; John viii, 28: "When ye have 1ifted up
THE SON OF AN, then shall ye know that I am He"; and
Luke vi, 22: "Blessed are ye when men shall hate you and
when they shall separate you fram their company, and shall

reproach you, and cast out your name as evil, for THE SON
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OF HAN's sake."

It might be argued that this group of passages rules out
the thought that the SON OF MAN is the all-glorious Savior
of mankind. Yet what was Chrjist's purpose in suffering? Was

He the victim of circumstance? a martyr whose cause was lost
when He died? A thousand times, Nol! The nnftori.ng Savior

was in full command of the situation. No man took His life

from Him. He laid it down of Himself. He went into death

e 8 P i

that by it He might daatroy him that had the power ot death,

t’ﬁ t 718, the devily.-. Aa a truo slvi.or ‘He was _pnv!.ng the way

for His followsrs, defending them ‘against thelr u'ch-qnomy,

establishing His klnsdan, 80 that the gates of hcu could
A‘_\—"—w
not prevail against it.

A Christian has no time for the clckly--ont!.mnta.i..-‘_thbughta
so often expressed with reference to Christ's suffering and
death. He sees no defeat in the cross, no weakness in the
agonizing ery of the Savior, no shame in the mve. : l‘o_:!u.m
Christ crucified 1s "the power of God and the wisdom of God."
By His victorious struggle on the cross THE SON OF EAN showed
His true nature as the all-glorious Savior of mankind, before

whom even the devils in hell must tremble.

A third groﬁp of passages to be considered are those ' =
in which Jesus refers to some power Or right which He en-
joyed .as THE SON ‘OF MAN while living on earth. For in- -
stance: "THE SON OF MAN has power om earth to forgive
sinl," Matthew ix, 6 (Gf. Idar_li_g,__l.g_._ Luke v, 24). And

again, "QHE SON OF MAN is Lord .even aof the sabbath day,"




Matthew x1i, 8 (Cf. Mark 1i, 28; Luke vi, 5). Note also

—

the passage: "Labour not for the meat which perisheth,
but for that meat which endureth unto everlasting 1life,
which THE SON OF MAN shall give unto you," John vi, 27;
and John vi, 53: "Except ye eat the flesh of THE SON OF
MAN and drink His blood, ye have no life in you." These
passages, especially, point to the correctness of the view
that with His title THE SON OF MAN Jesus wished to call at-
tention to Himself ag{the.all-glorlous Savior of mankind.
As a Savior He had tﬁg right to forgive sins, to make and
unmake laws when they had served th91r~purpoae in His plen
of salvation, and to grant & place in His kingdom to those
who believed in Him. 7
Finally, this meaning i1s not out of harmony with Mat-
thew viii, 20 (0f. Luke ix, 58), where we read: "The foxes
have holes and the birds of the air have nests, but THE SON
'OF‘MAﬂ hath not where to lay His head." Meyer points out in
the comments on this passage that also in these words Jesus
describes Himself as the all-glorious Savior of mankind when
referring to Himself as THE SON OF MAN. He is not especilally
describing Himself as the 1§w1y, salf4humb11ng servant of
humanity. The mein point is the contrast a8l meen from the
fact that He who i1s THE SON OF MAN of the prophet's vision
has not where to lay His head, | '
ir Ghrlﬁt-h;d shown Himself as an earthly King end not
as the Savior, such a situation would have been degrading,
to say the least. But it corresponds fully with His spir-



itual kingdom, in which exaltation follows upon humiliation
and glory comes through shame,

If Jesus' kingdom had been of this world, His servants
would have provided Him with a palace and & throne. They
would have fought His cause and put His enemies to flight.
His heavenly Father would have sent Him legions of angels
to be with Him always and to carry out His every wish and
command. But the all-glorlous Savior needed no earthly pomp
end show. Hise kingdom was invisible and spiritual and, there-
fore, was far superior to anything which this world could
attain to or offer. In His kingdom the angels of God ascend-
ed and descended upon THE SON OF MAN as Jesus said they would.
Meyer correctly states with reference to this passage (John
i, 51) that the ingela agscended and descended upon THE SON
OF MAN as sooﬁ as He began His ¥Wessianic work. He then eon-
tinues: "In this weiéhty word He furnishes His disciples
with the key for the only carrect understanding of.that
work, angels ascending and descending, Cf. ﬁon'e'sia"'x'xviii.
12, a symbolical representation of the uninterrupted and
living intercourse subsisting between the Messiah and God,
an intercammunion which the disciples would clearly and
vividly recognize, or, .according to the symbolical form of
thought, would see as & matter of experience throughout the
minintrylof Jesus which was to follow."l) Matthew viii, 20
must, thoroforo, be compared with John i_, 61 that the true

1) Critical and Exegetical fommentary, Gospel of John, 1877.




glory of the Savior may appear even while He walks on earth
with no place to lay His head. Because Hls kingdom was spiri-
tual, He could be a friend of publicans and sinners. Because
He wes the all=-gjorious Savior He did not need the pralise of
men and the good will of the Sanhedrin. His glory was so
great, so perfect, that no sinner could mar 1t and no doctor
of theology could add to it. It was not & glory which could
be seen. Luther, whose eye caught much of the glory of Jesus
which others did not see, says of John 1, 51: "We see the
heavens standing open only with our spiritusl eyes."l) Zech~
~ ariah, therefore, correctly desecribes Zion's King as meek and
lowly. But He was, nevertheless, the King of kings, and Lord
of lords, the all-glorious Savior of mankind.

Ee, therefore, spoke of Himself as THE SON OF MAN., He )
-wanted His hearers to think of Him as Daniel had despfibad
Him, coming in the clouds of heaven. The name which seemed

to call attention to His lowliness, was, because of its re-

ference to Daniel vii, 13, to remind them ever and again of
His hidden glory, & glory which was His as their Savior, a
glory which will be seen by all the earth when He comes
agein to judge tha-ﬁnick and the dead end to take His fol-
lowers unto Himself in heaven.

1) Luther's Warks, St. Louls edition, Volume VII, Column 1763
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CHAPTER VII

THE WORLD REGARDS HER ALL-GLORIOUS SAVIOR: THE SON OF MAN

What the people of Christ's day thought of the title which
He used so frequently is a question which is possibly u;ore in-
teresting than important, Yet it deserves an answer.

We know, of course, without seeking it, what the answer 1is
likely to be. We know that the Jews, as & nation, never
thought of Jesus as anything but a man. Ve are, therefore,
not surprised at the answer which the disciples gave to Jesus!
question: "Whom do men say that I THE SON OF MAN am?" Mat-
thew xvi, 13. The answer is plain enough: "Some say Thou
art John the Baptist, same Elias, and others, Jeremies, or one
of the prophets." Each of these opinions indicates that the
people recognized Jesus to be a man "sent from God," as Ni-
codemus expressed it, but each very definitely placed Jesus
wholly into the pale of humanity.

It seems, however, that Jesus' constant use of the title
THE SON OF MAN ought to have made some impression upon the
multitudes yhicﬁ:a study of the passages in question in their
contoxf ulg-ilt'ﬂnnl. The question seems interesting enough

to rari'ant a search for an answer.



%e begin with Jesus'! first recorded use of the title in
the presence of the multitudes, It was at the healing of
the man sick of the paléy, which took place in Capernaum
in the spPing of the year twenty-eight. At that time Jesus
had seid: "That ye may know that THE SON OF MAN hath power
on earth to forgive sins, (then saith He to the sick of the
palsy,) Arise, take up thy bed, and go unto thine house."
The miracle, together with Christ's words, is recorded by
all three Synoptists (Matthew ix, 6; Mark §i, 10; Luke
‘v, 24)e But none of the three indicate that Jesus' title
made any i.mpreislm whatever upon the people. Their sole
comment was: "We never saw it on this fashion," Mark 14,
12, and "We have seen strenge things today," Luke v, 26.
What they saw - the. miracle - w{ia far more important to
them than what they heard - that THE SON OF MAN could for-
give sins. '

A month or two later Jesus was returning from Jerusalem
to Galilee. On the way His disciples began to pluck corn
that grew beside the beaten path and to eat it. The result
was thgt the Pharisees objected inasmuch as ﬂ: was the sab-
bath daye. They claimed that the disciples were doing un-
necessary work. It was then that Jesus used the title e
second time in public, saying: "THE SON OF mﬁ 4s Lord even
of the sabbath day." Agein the statement 4s recorded by the
three Synoptists (Matthew xi1i, 8; Mark i1, 28; Lukxe vi, 5),

but each Evangelist breaks off the thought with Jesus' words,.

No indication is given as to the Pharisees! reaction to the
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use of the title. It seems right to infer that no important
comment was made on this occasion,

The third instance in which Jesus called Himself THE SON
OF MAN, counting only those in which the title was used in
public, was in the sermon on the mount, Luke Vi, 22. But
here, again, we have no response whatever from the :gbple.w
The same is true of fhe fourth case in question (Matthew
x1, 19; Luke vii, 34) and of the fifth and sixth (Matthew
xii, 32. 40; Luke xi, 30) yes, also of the seventh, eighth,
and ninth (Luke xii, 8. 10. 40). In each of these instances
the title was used in a longer discourse of Jesus and no
mention is made of how the people resnonded to its use,

Ve find the tenth recordsd use of the title in pudblie in
Christt's dissertation on the Bread of Iife, John vi, 26ff,
(Cf. especially verses 27, 53). Here, finally, we note a
definite reaction. After the people had heard this sermon
in which Jesus called Himself the Bread of Lifs and definite-
1y referred to Himself as THE SON OF MAN, the,y-ni‘d: "Is not
this Jesus, the son of Joseph, whose father and mother we
xnow?" verse 42. Clearly, they had not been led by Jesus'
words to accept Him as the Messiah. On the eontrary, after
this sermon of Jesus “many of His diseiples went back and

walked no more with Him," verse 66.
Omitting a few pauagosl) we turn to John xii, 20ff.(Cf.

1) The passages amitted shed no light on the subject, since
no response is recorded. -For a full 1ist see Appendix III.




especlally verses 23. 34) where Jesus! di;_pmzfaa held on Tues-
day of Holy ﬁeek is recorded. Here we rind the most definite
reaction of the psople to Christ's use or’ the title. They
said: "Ve have heard out of the law that Christ abideth for
ever; and how sayest Thou, THE SON OF MAN must be lifted up?
¥ho is this SON OF MAN?" Their words seem to indicate that
they imagined Christ and the SON OF MAN to be oﬁe and the

same person, but that His statement: THE SON OF EAN must be
1ifted up, had confused them on this point. Theyargued that
if THE SON OF AN must be 1lifted up He esould not be the Christ.
It goes to show what & hary k:nqitledge they had of the most im~-
portant revelations of their 0ld Testament Scriptures and how
little they had searched the Scriptures which so clearly tes-
tified of Christ! So meagre was their knowledge that on Sun-
d#y of Holy Week they erded: "Hosanna to the Son of David,"
and on Friday of ‘the same week: "Crucify Him]" And this be-
cause they had not perm% ted the truths of Scripture to take
hold of tbem. They were content to follow their leasders and,
following them, to perish.

It 1s trus, -they 'eig;;g_bre impreased by Jesus than were
their leaders. They were surious -to see His miracles and
marvelled at many of them. But most of them did not come
to faith in the Hiraple-worker. They flocked to hear His
sermons and marvelled at His courage and boldness, for He
_spoke to them as one having authority. But most of them
did not belisve the Word which He preached.

Naturally, then, His self-designation as THE SON OF MAN,

.
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if it made any impression upon them, did not cause them to
think of Him as the all-glorious Savior of mankind whom God
had promised. All the glory hidden in and suggested by this
name was lost to them. THE SON OF AN had come unto His own.
But His own received Him not, The fault was entirely their
own, not Christ's. Berkhof is right when he says: "The
people may not have understood, and most 1ikely did not un-
derstand, the trus significance of the tltlo,’l‘:ut they sould
hardly fail to notice that it was a self-designation on the
part of Jesus. Could they misunderstand Him, when He ‘said
_in curing the paralytic: 'But that ye may know that THE SON
OF MAN hath pa'ef on earth to forgive sins...l say unto thee
Arise,' etc. And surely His word to the scribe: 'The foxes
heve holes, and the birds of the air have nests, but THE SON
OF MAN haLth not where to lay His head,!' would hardly apply
to TIE SON OF MAN appearing in Glory. umove_;- Jesus' as~
sertion of His present Messiahship in Mark xiv'. 61, 62 is

1
about as definite as anyone could wish." )

Indeed, the people should have understood the words of Je-
sus. They should have belleved in Him. They had seen and
heard Him whom all the prophets had desired to see, But they
turned away from Him and waited for the earthly Messiah whom
their leaders had promised them, the Messiah who never came
and never will come. It is doudtful that the Jews still
look for His coming today. But thoy do have the secret hope

i

1) Christ in the Light of Eschatology, Princeton Review,Vol.xxw.




that the day of their reestablishment as a great and glorious
nation will come. And we know their hopes are vein.

But what shall we say of the leaders of the Jews, the
chief priests, the scribes, and elders, the theologians of
Christ's day? Iet no one say they did not know the Serip-
tures! They knew every Messianic passage and had very def-
inite views regarding the Messiash who was to come. But their
carnal hopes and hates caused them s0 to eonstrué all the pro-
mises of God that they looked far a Messiah who would help
them to realize their hopes for & world kingdom and would sat-
isfy their hatred toward their oppressors.

Even the prophecy in Daniel vii, 13. 14 was reduced to a
mere earthly promise that the Messlah would reign on earth
end that His people would reign with Him. Strangely enough,
they held to the belief that the Measish would be God's Son.
This much of the prophecies of God they accepted. They fully
believed that God would send His own Son, "one like unto THE
SON OF MAN," to rule over all ‘the earth and especially over
His people., But they refused to believe that the prophecy of
Daniel was fulfilled in Jesus of Nagareth.

This is clear from the account of Christ's last trial be-
fore the Sanhedrin, as it is recorded by the Evangelist Saint
Luke. We read: "And as soon as it was day, the elders of
the people and the c¢hisf priests and the scribes came to-
gether, and led Him into their council, saying, Art Thou
the Christ? tell us. And He said unto them, If I tell
you, ye will not believe: And if I also ask you, ye will

=
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not answer me, nor let me go. Hereafter shall THE SON OF
MAN sit on the right hand of the power of God. Then said
they all, Art Thou then the Son of Gad? And He said unto
them, Ye say that I am. And they said, What need we any
further witness? for we ourselves have heard of I—Iia.mm
mouth,” Luke xxii, 61-71 (Cf. Matthew xxvi, 63ff; Mark
xiv, 61ff.).

Iet it be noted that on the strength of this testimony of
Jesus the Sanhedrin condemned Him a¢ a blasphemer. It should,
therefore, be eclear that they understood the reference to
Daniel's prophecy in Jesus' predictioun concerning His session
at God's right hand. It should also be clear that they be-
lieved Daniel's SON OF MAN to be .the Son of God. Their fatal
error lay in this that they rejected Him who was in truthTHE
SON OF AN, and, therefore, God's own Son., By considering
Him a blasphemer, instead of halling Him as the all-glorious
Savior of mankind, they closed the door of heaven to them-
selvee and to the millions of their children who today yet
walk in the error of their fathers. The tragedy of it is
that THE SON OF MAN must be ashamed of them lndkor all who
follow them in unbelief when He comes again to judge the
living and the dead.

Thank God, this need not be said of 811 Jews living at
Christts time. ILevi, the .publican, Peter.. James, and John,
fishermen of Gallilee, Nathansel, en Israelite in whom there
was no guile, and many others followed Him wherever He went .
Let us also hear their '_tea_timony. _Fhat have they to say of
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' Him who called Himself THE SON OF MAN? A

It we were to confine our answer to this question to the

statements made by the disciples in connection with Christ's
use of the title THE SON OF MAN, we could do 80 in a few words
For though there are no less than thirty-four recorded state-
ments of Jesus (forty-eight passages, 1f all parallel accounts
are included), in which He called Himself THE SON OF MAN in
the presence of His disciples, the records of the Evangelists
tell us of the reamction of the diseiples to only five of
these statements_:. % A : :uﬁ-l"-{'
On three occasions Jesus told His disciples that THE SON |
OF MAN would 'suffer and dle and would rise egain on the third
day. After the first amnoumcement (Merk viii, 31; Luke ix,
22), Peter rebuked Him, saying: "Be it far from Thee, Lord:
this shell not be unto Thee," Matthew xvi, 22, After the
second prediction (Matthew xvii, £2; Mark ix, 31; Luke ix,
44), the Evangelist tells us "they (namely, the ‘ﬁiae'iples)
understood not that saying, and were afraid tos sk Him,"
lark ix, 32, And after the third (Matthew xx, 18; Mark
X, 35; Luke xviil, 31), the reaction was about the same:
"They understood none of these things; and.this soying was
hid from them, neither knew they the things which were spoken,"
Luke Xxviii, 34.

Ve note & simllar reaction to Christ's words spoken to

, g Peter, James, and John as they descended from the mount Jnn
' which Jesus had been transfigured, When He said: "Tell the
vision to no man, until THE SON OF MAN be risen again from



the dead,” Matthew xvii, 9, the three disciples questioned
"one with another what the rising from the dead should mean,"
rark ix, 10,

Here, then, are four instences in which Jesus ealled Him-
gelf THE SON OF MANe. In each instance the disciples were
puzzled. They did not understend the meaning of Jesus' words
and were afraid to ask Him for en explanation. But what was
it phat perplexed them? the fact that He ealled Himself THE
SON OF MANY By no meanslt/Thay understood the title perfect-
ly. They had often heard 1t and had never before been per-
plexed. VWhat they could not understand was that THE SON OF
KAN had to suffer end die., For they believed THE SO OF MAN
to be none other than the Son of God, We turn for proof to
that important passage, Mﬁtthﬁw xvi, 13ff, in which Jesus
conducts a catechesis on the meaning of His title. He asks
the question: "Whom do men say that I, TEE SON OF MAN, am?"
The answer is: "Some say that Thou art John the Baptist;
some, Elias; and others, Jeremias, or one of the prophets,"
His next question is: "But whom say ye that I am?” It is
Peter, of course, who answers far them all: "Thou art the
Christ, the Son of the living God." And Jesus, reading
Peter's inmost thoughts, knew that he spoke the conviction
of his heart: that THE SON OF HAN was true God, ome with the '
Father and the Holf Ghost. He, therefore, said to him:
"Blessed art thou, Simon Barjona: for flesh and blood hath
not revealed it unto thee, but ky Father which is in heaven,"

Need we prove that the other disciples shared Peter's falth?

11l
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Did not Nagthansel call Him the Son of God, the King of Is-
rael, (John 1, 49)? Did not Philip say: "We have found
Him of wham Moses in the law and the prophets, 4id write,"
(John 1, 45)% Andray'a first conversation with Jesus had
convineed him that he had found "the Messias," (John i, 41).
Even doubting Thomas was bold to 6all Him "my Lord and my
God," (John xx, £8). Clearest of all is the oconfession of
John, the beloved, who by inspiration of the Holy Ghost re-
corded these confessions of the other diseiples., He proves
his own faith in the prolog of his Gospel, saying: "In the
beginning was the Word, and the Vord was wilth God, and the
Word was 00d...Ald the Word was made flesh, aml dwelt among
us, (and we beheld His glory, the glory as of the only begot-
ten of the Pather,) full of grace and truth," (John 1, 1.14).
: The same disciple addresses all of his readers at the close
of his Gospel, saying: "Many other signs truly did Jesus in
the presence of His disciples which are not written in this
book: But these are written, that ye might believe thet Je-
sus is the Christ, the Son of God: and that belleving ye
might have 1ife through His name,” (John xx, 50.31). And he
btrings his book of Revelation to @ close with the words: "He
_ which estifieth these things saith, Surely I come quickly.
Amen. Ewen 80, come, Lord Jesus," (Revelation xxii, 20).
That brings us back again to Christ's tilkle THE SON OF MAN,
which 4s &0 often connected with His second coming. What has|\
already been said proves that the disciples fdentified THE SO
OF MAN with the Son of God. But nothing has as yet been said



.a'bout how the disciples understood the title. Did they
catch its hidden meaning? DAd they note its reference to l 7
Daniel vii, 13, 14? It seems correot- to belleve that they

dld. For they constantly looked for Christ to establish

His kingdom. They expected Him to rule, as Danilel had said /

He would. They, therefare, wanted Him to bring down fire |

/
on His right hend and one on His left, in His kingdom., Up |

to the last day of His earthly sojourn each of them strove
to be the greatest in His kingdom. And Judas, the traitor,

from heaven to consume the Semaritens who would not gilve

Him room in their city. James and Joahm wanted e place, one

seems to have gotten the place of honor next to Jesus ‘at-the
leat supper. Because the disciples expected Ohrist immediste- |
ly to establish His kingdom, they sould not u'nda'r"s'tand why He [i
promised to reveal Himself unto them and not unto ‘the wm-ld. }
They d4id not see how He could remain. hidden whon x-uling over
all the earth.

Naturally, their ideas were not entirely earrest. Their \/
views were still hazy, earthly. Their knowledge was not com-
plete. For one thing, they could not harmonize (m.i'idt'n pre-
dietion of suffering and death with His appearance as THE SON
OF MAN. They needed the gift of the Spirit to g'uide them into
all t:'uth. He, later, would show them the place which suffer- v
ing had in Christ's plan of salvatiom.

When the Holy Spirit did enlighten them on Pentecost, all
their questl.cns were answered. Their false hopes of an earth- Y
~ly kingdom iere torgotten. They  directed thelr- attention in=-



stead to THE SON OF MAN who would come again in the clouds of
heaven as they had seen Him ascend into heaven. Their goal in
1ife was now to gatherunto Him a large number of bellevers,
who with them would re jolce at the day of His coming. They
firmly believed that efter IHis ascension He had sat down at
the right hand of God that He might fill all things. They
believed that He would be with them always, that He would

Wy g

glve them the words which they should say in defense of His
Gospel, and that His signs would follow them. They, there-
fore, preached the word of God with boldness.

Then oeme the day that Stephen, one of their number, was w
put on trisl because of His preaching. In the midst of that
trial the Lord gave him and all of the disoiples an added
assurance of the correctness of their teashing by permitting
the martyr a glimpse into heaven, "Behold," said he, "I see /
the heavens opened, and THE SON OF MAN standing on the right :(i
‘hand of God," Acts vii, 56. Here was their proof that ‘the '
Lord hed kept also this saying of His: "Hereafter shall ye
see THE SON OF MAN sitting on the right hand of power," Mat-
thew xxvi, 64. Paul also saw Jesus in heaven when, as Saul
the persecutor, he made his way toward Damascus té take the .
Christians captive. And years later, when the Church hsd |
suffered violence and persecution, when Peter and Paul and
other Apostles had joined the large throng of martyrs of the
cause of Ghrist; the Apostle John, himself an exile for the
Gospel's sake, was teken in the spirit into heaven and "looked,
and behold, a white cloud, and upon the c¢loud one sat like

)

!
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unto THE SON OF MAN, having on His head a golden erown,"
Reveld$ion xiv, 14. THE SON OF MAN was Lord of lords and
King of kings., Vho will say, then, that the Apostles and
Evangelists did not know THE SON OF MAN and the glory of
His name? Their words cammot be misunderstood. They eon-
fessed THE SON OF MAN openly and boldly as. the all-glorious
Savior of mankind, ;

A 4ifficulty seems to arise at this point. If the dis-
ciples fully understood Christ's use of the name after the
Holy Ghost had come upon them, if they saw in it a revels- o
tion of His glory, why did they and the Ohristian Church of
the first ecentury make no use of the title? The question
deserves en answer and, in the opinion of the writer, can be
answered in a satisfactory mammer.

First of all, it must be remembered that an argument from
silence is no proof. The mere fact that the disciples are
not quoted as saying anything about Jesus as THE SON OF MAN
does not yet rule out the possibility that they made use of
the name or at least referred to it at times. Undoubtedly
the Apostles who labored in Palestine were called upon by
Jewish converts to explain why Jesus had thug spoken of Him-
self. 4And, having been given a full understanding of His
words through the outpouring of the Holy. Ghost, they were
also able to do so. That Jewish converts would be induced
to ask about the name is the more likely since the Holy
' Ghost sew to its inclusion in eighty some passages of Holy
Writ. Since it fitted in with a complete revelation of Jesus




as the Savior, it was not to be ignored or forgotten.

e

In the second place, it should be remembered thet Jesus
used the name to direct the attention of His hearers away

from what they thought Him to be. He appeared to be no more
than & man. The name TIE SON OF MAR was, therefore, to ramind{‘/
them of the fact that e was more than a man, that He was THE |
SON OF MKAN of Daniel's vision, the ruler of heaven and earth.
Had it not been for His earthly appsarance the Jews might not
have placed Him on a level with themselves. But since they
did, it was necessary for Christ to sorreet them at every

turn, And this He d4id by His emstant use of the title. %

Today nc one sees Him as a man, Neither 4id the Jews in
the days o the Apostles. There was, therefore, no danger
that any one who heard the Apostles spesk of Jesus would be
s0 impressed wﬁh His humenity that he could not see the de-
ity in Him. And so it was perfectly natural for the disciples
to continue callingz Him Jesus Christ as they had always done, |
instead of adopting the name which He alone had used in the
deys of His flesh. On the last day, when men see Him again,

He will again be THE SON OF MAN, as He was to Stephen,

Sewe may think 1t strange that the Apostle Paul never used
the M@:lo. But it is not strange at all, It must be remem-
bered ‘that Peul was for the most part the Apostle to the
Gontiles, the Greek-speaking people of the world. In then_’
ma" 82 has already been noted, the title THE SON OF
AN (HO EYIOS TOU ANTHROPOU) was clearly g ¢ransliteration ;

: g
of the Aremaic tltl.e used by Jesus. It wom unusual in its
| pe | /

| | | P e
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construction. And the Aramaic ariginel was not known to the -
people to whom Paul preached. There was, therefors, no need
for Paul to introduce the title into his epistles. So ;rmch
for the use of the title by the followers of Christ, They
knew that Jesus had used it in referring to Hireélf. They
knew 1its hidden meaning, its reference to Danisl vii, 13.

But they had no sause to make usc of it themselves. To them
THE SON OF MAN was the all-glorious Savior of mankind, And

as such they preached Him to a perishing warld,.

THE SON OF ¥AN is still the alleglorious Savior of mankind,
And though the majority of men of our day are as little in-
clined to believe in Him as were the Jews who saw Him in the
days of His flesh, though the rationalists of Germany deny His
pre-existence and the modernists of our own country, with Fos-
dick at their head, speak: of Him as "the humane New Testament
prophet Christ,” His followers still mumber many milliems.

As sinners they take samfort in the fact that He was a true
men in every respect, who, therefare, could be their substi-
tute. But they rejoice especially in the fact that as THE
SON OF MAN He is their all-glorious Savior. As such they be-
lieve in Him and swait His second coming in 31}0!7».

That Advent day will be a day of vietory for the Christian
Church on earth, for on that day the whole world will realire
at last that THE SON OF MAN is God’s own Son, before whom
"every knee must bow, of things in heaven, and things in :
earth, snd things under the earth,” Phillppians 11, 10. Then 5

\

' however, it will be too late to coms to-falth-in Him. Then




the King will come to judge and not to save. But those who
believe in Him now will on that day escape the just judgment
of the world and will inherit the kingdom prepared for them
from the foundation of the world. For that day of victory
the Christian Church has prayed since the days of St. John

. the Divine, saying with him: "Even so, same, Lord Jesus,"
Yes, come Thou SON OF MAN. Come, show unto us all, be-
11.e§era, and unbelisvers, the glory of Thy name, who livest
with the Father and the Holy Spirit ever ome God, world
without end. Amen.



APPENDIX I,
A COMPLETE CHRONOLOGICAL LIST OF THE OCCASIONS
ON WEICH CHRIST MADE USE OF THE TITIE.

A 1list of this kind is intorolting bo_v,‘_!’im-e it shows at a
glance when and where Christ spoke of Himself as THE SON OF
AN o It proves the ltltome!it made in Chapter IV, that Jesus
used the title fram the beginning to the end of His public
ministry. It will be noted .th'nt the first date given is Feb-
ruary A.D. 27 and the last is April 9, A.D. 30. The list also
shows that the Lord used the title in every part of the Holy
Land, in the eities of Jerusalem, Jericho, Gapernaum, and

A%

Caesarea Philippi, in the provinces of Galilee, Peraea, and
Judaea, on the Mount of Transfiguration and on the Kount of
Olives, in the temple and on the beaten path through fields
of corn. Finally, the list shows that the title THE SON OF
MAN was recorded by each of the Evangelists, It ocours 32
times in the Gospel of St. Matthew, 14 times in the:Ggspel

of Ste Mark, 26 times in the Gospel of St. Luke, and 12 times
in the Gospel of St. John, 84 times in the four Gospols. It
occurs only once more in the New Testament, namoly, in Acts ’

vii, 56, In Revelation xiv, 14 the full title is not used.




1.
2.
Se
4,
Se
6.
| Te
8e
9
10,
11.
1z,
13,
14,
15,
16,
17,
18.

TIME

February A.D.27;

April
Jan,-April
April - May
Summer

Summer

-Autumn

Autumn
Autumn
Autumn
Winter
Spring:
Spring
Summer
Summer
Summer

Summer

- Autumm

2%
283
28;

283 (

28;
283
283
28;
283
293

PLACE
The Jordan
Jerusalem
Capernaum

On way to (alil.

Oon a mount near
Capernaum

Perasa, Galilee
Galilee
Galilee
Near Capernaum
Lake of Galilee
calilee

20; (Jué 2ymagos

293
293

-29;

29;

29; (

29;

Capernaum
Capsrnaum

Caesarea Philip.
n L

” "

lite of Transfig.
Caesares Philip.

Galilee

MATTHEW
9,6

11,19
12,32,40

13,3741

8,20
10,23

16,13

16,27.28

17,9,12
17,22

MARK

2,10
2,28

8,51

8,38

9,9.12

9,31

LUKE

5,24
6,5

6,22

7,34

11,30
12,8.10,40

9,58

. 9,22

9,26

9,44

JOHN
1,51
3,13.14

6,62



19,
20,
21,
28,
£3,
24,

25,

264

27,

284

., 29,

30,
31.
32,
88,

34,
36,

TIME

Autwmm A.D.29;
matwm  29;
60tcber 293
ﬁovember 293
ﬁeb.-Maréh 303
Feb.-March 30;
Mareh 303
Mereh 303
ﬁarch 303
April 4, 30;
April 4, 30;
.Ahrtl 4, 303
April 6, 303
_April 6, 303
April 6, 30
Apr4l 7, 303
‘April 9, 303

PLACE

MATTHEW

A home in
(caparnaum 18,11
Samaria
(Tha temple in

Jerusalem

Jerusalem

Peraeoa

Peraesa 19,28
Peraea 20,18
Peraea 20,28
Jericho
(The temple in

et o 24,27,308,b.
Mount of Olives  (37.39.44;
£5,13,51

Hount of Olives 26,2

he Upper_ Room

(320 ;SpRez, R 26,2480
gethsemans 26,45
Gethisemans

High Pr ts pal-
(aogh %ggga’ g;l SOk
(Jenus' grave '

at Jerusalem

KARK

10,33

10,45

13,26

14,21a.b
14,41

14,62

%# The Oreek text has the title HO HYIO3 TOU ANTHROPOU.

LUKE JORN
9,56

8,28

, 9,35

(17,22.24.26.
30; 18,8
18,31
19,10

12,23.34a.b
21,27 .36
22,22 13,31
22,48
22,69
24,7



APPENDIX II.
PASSAGES GROUPED ACCORDING TO CONTENT AND CONTEXT

The passages in which the title THE SON OF MAN occurs are,
for the most pert, quite easily grouped as follows: l. Pas-
sages dealing with Christts second coming to earth and His
£inal judgment; 2. Passages in which He speaks of His suffer-
ing, death, and burial; qnd 3. Passages in which Jesus refers
to some power or right which He enjoyed as THE SON OF MAN while
living on earth. Such a grouping is here made with remarks of
commentators when the passage in question calls for remarks.

1.
Passages Dealing with Christt!s Second comhig to Ear_th and His
Final Judgment.

Eatthew x, 25: "But when they persecute you in this ecity, flee
y° into another; for werily I say unto you, Ye shall not
have gone over the cities of Israel, till THE SON OF MAN
come,” {ueyer: "Your sphere is large enough to admit of
your retronti.ng before persecution in order to save others.
You !'111 nﬁtﬁ hna accomplished in all of the towns your mis-
alqz'uaocuto"ﬁ:,ﬁl';it will be with such flights from town to
town until THE SON OF ¥AN comes, - Jesus means neither more



nor less than His second coming." Imther: "Do not warry;
I will be there with Ky Advent, befare it cames to pass that
the Word no longer can find a plac;a.“)

Matthew x111, 41: "THE SON OF HAN shall send farth His angels
and they shall gather out of His kingdom all things that
offend, and them which do iniquity." '

Matthew xvi, 27: “For THE SON OF MAN shall come in the glory
of His Father with His angels; and then He shall reward
every man according to his works,"

Matthew xvi, 28: "Verily, I say unto you, There be some stand-
ing here, which shall not taste of death, till they see THE
SON OF MAN ooming in His kingdom." (Expositor: Crux inter-
pretum. Meyer incorrectly: “In His kingdom, i.e., as a
King in all His regal authority. He shows nearness of His
coming." Luther correctly: “Through Me death is swallowed
up in vietory, so that ellso some who are -tanding here will
die, or rather, fall asleep, without death, inasmuch as
they will not feel the power of death," Christ is speak-
ing of His second coming. The difficulty merely attaches
to His statement that some of the disciples would not taste
of death till He came.) '

Matthew xix, 28: "And Jesus said unto them, Verily I say unto
you, Mt ye which have followed Me, in the regeneration when
THE Sw aF nm shall sit in the throne of His glory, ye also
shall ait upon twelve thrones, judging the twelve tribes of

Israel.” :
Matthew xxiv, 27: "As the lightning cometh out of the east,



and sm.mth even unto the west; so shall also the coming of
THE SON OF MAN be."

llatthew xxiv, 30a: "And then shall appear the sign of THE SON
" OF ¥AN 4n heaven.,"

Matthew xxiv, 37: "But as the days of Noe were, so shall also
the caming of THE SON OF MAN be." _

Matthew xxiv, 39: "And knew not until the flood came and took
them all away; 80 shall also the coming of THE SON OF MAN
be." _

Matthew xxiv, 44: "Therefore be ye also ready; for in such en
hour &s ye think mot THE SON OF MAN cometh."

Yatthew xxv, 13: “Fatch therefore for ye know neither the day
nor the hour when THE SON OF MAN cometh."

Matthew xxv, 31: "“When THE SON OF MAN shall come in His glory,

and all the holy angels with Him, then shall He sit upon
the throne of His glory." ‘

Luke xii, 8: “thoscever shall confess Me before men, him shall

TEE SON OF MAY also confess before the angels of God."

Luke x11, 40: "Be ye therefore ready also; for THE SON OF MAN
cometh at an hour when ye think not,"

Luke xvii, 22: "And He said unto His disciples, The days will
gm.,_fﬁan ye shall desire to see one of the days of THE
SON OF MAN, lndxe shall not see it." (Expoaitor: "Not
pest days :ln,the'th'nle of discipleship but days to come,"
Uoyer: "The time of the Parousia is not yet at hand.")

Luke Xvii, 2¢: “For ms the lightning, that lightemeth out of

the one part under l_‘““no shineth unto the other part,

<

vE



under heaven: 80 shall also THE SON OF MAN be in His day,"

Luke xvil, 26: "And as it was in the days of Noe so shall it be
also in the days of THE SON OF MAN,"

Luke xvii, 30: "Even thus shall it be in the day:when THE SON
OF MAN 1s revesaled,"

Luke xviii, 8: "Névertheleaa when THE SON bF AN gumeth shall
He find faith on earthp" . ._ |

Luke xxi, 36: "Watoh ye therefore and pray aviya' that ye mey
be accounted worthy to escaps all these things that shall 7
come to pass and to stand before THE SON OF MAN," :

uwss (Lulke ix, £6): "§hososver therefare shall be gt
ashamed of le and of Ky wards in this adulterous and sinful
generation: of him also ahﬂl THE BON OF MAN be ashamed
when He cometh in the glory of His Father with the holy
angels," '

Matthew xxiv, $Ob (Hnil_c_ii_ii, 26; Luke xxi, 27): "And they
shall see THE SON OF MAN coming in the elouds of heaven with
power and great glory."

Matthew xxvi, 64 (Mark xiv, 62; Luke xxii, 69): "fTe-us saith i

unto him, Thou hast said, Nevertheless I say unto you, Here-

after shall yo see THE SON OF MAN sitting on the right hand
of power and gcoming in the clouds of heaven,"

b las

l‘wnntyweight passages are included in thi.l first group, fif-
teon of thom rran Metthew's Gospel, eleven from Luke's, three
from I!ark's, those being resorded aJ.lo by Hatthew or Luke, and
_———*“'-'
nme t‘rm the ﬁoapel of Jabn
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2.
Passages in which Jesus Speaks of His Suffering, Death,
and Burial.

Matthew xii, 40: "For as Jonas was three days and three nights
in the whale's belly, so shall THE SON OF MAN be three days
and three nights in the heart of the earth,"

Matthew xxvi, 2: "Ye know that after two days is the feast of
the passover, and THE SON OF MAN is betrayed to be crueified."”

Luke vi, 22: "Blessed are ye when men shall hate you and when
they shall erarlte you from their company, and shall reproach
you, and sast out your name as evil, for THE SON OF MAN's seke .’
This passage is included here because the suffering of the
Haster is reflected in thb suffering of Hls servants.

Luke xi, 30: "For as Jonas was & sign unto the Ninevites, so
shall also THE SON OF MAN be to this generation," Jesus!
burlial is here referred to. |

Luke xxii, 48: "Judas, betrayest thou THE SON OF MAN with a
¥4sst" ' |

John 114, 14: "As Moses lifted up the serpent in the wilderness,
even 80 must THE SON OF MAN be 1ifted up." |

John viii, 28: "Then said Jesus unto them, Whaﬁ yo have lifted
up THE SON OF MAN, then shall ye know that I em He."

Matthew xvii, 9 (Mark ix, 9): "Tell the vision to no man, until

THE SON OF MAN be risen again from the dead."
Matthew xvii, 12 (Mark ix, 12): "But I sey unto you, That Elias
M .

is came already and they knew him not, but have done unto
him whatsoever they:Msted, Likewise shall also THE SON OF



MAN suffer of them."

uatthew xx, 28 (Mark x, 46): "THE SON OF MAN game not to be
ministered unto but to minister and to give Hig 1ife 8
rensom for many."

Matthew xxvi, 24b (Mark xiv,—21b): "Woe wnto that man by vhom
THE SON OF MAN is betrayed}"

Hatthew xxvi, 45 (uw 41): "Behold, the hour is at hand
and THE SON OF MAN is betrayed into the hands of sinners."

Matthew viii, 20 (Luke ix, 58): "The faxes have holes and the
birds of the air have nests, but THE SON OF LA hath not
where to lay His head," This, too, was & part of His suf=-
fering, that He was despised and rejected of men, - |

Matthew xi, 19 (Luke vii, 34): "THE SON OF MAN came eating
and drinking, end they say, Behold a men gluttonous and &
winebibber, a friend of publicans and sinners.” Wockery
was also & part of His lot.

atthew xi1, 32 (Luke xii, 10): "Whososver spesketh & word
ageinst THE SON OF MAN, it shall be forgiven him." The

savior thus humbled Himself.
23nd He began to teach them that

¢hings and be rejected of
sts lnd goribes and be

Nerk viii, 51 (Zuke ix, 22):
THE SON OF MAN must suffer many
the elders and of the ohisf prie

in."
Kkilled and after three days Tife ‘:: £
« Luke ak, 2
Matthew xvii, 22 (Mark ix, 51
the
MAN shall pe betrayed into

Matthew xx, 18 (uailggt_:_l"” g unte the

amto th.f

nqgE SON OF

hall bdipstrayed



end they shall condemn Him to death.”
Natthew xxvi, 24a (Mark xiv, 2la; Luke xx11, 22): "THE SON OF

MAN goeth as it is written of Him.,"

Three other references might be added to this group accord-
ing to content. But in these the title was not used by the |
Savior. They are John xii, 34a.b, wherc the title ‘18 repeated
by the people, and Luke xxiv, 7, where God's angel reminds the
women of Jesus" promise. If these three passages are not con-
sidered, we find that thirty-four passages nre‘ included in this
second group, thirteen taken from Matthew, ten from Luke, nine
from‘ Mark, these bsing recorded also by u-atthew or Luke ,anr
two from John.

Se
Paas'nges in which Jesus Refers to Some i’ower or Right which
He Enjoyed as THE SON OF MAN while Living on Earth.
Metthew x11i, 37: "He answered and said unto them, He that
soweth the good seed is THE SON OF MAN."
Matthew xvi, 13: "When‘ Jesus o#me into the coasts of Caesarea

Philippi He asked His disciples saying, Whom do men say that

I THE SON OF MAN am?"” The question dndicates Jesud right to

expect and demlmd faith in Himself.' He had the right to be

called the Snn of the Living Geod, as Peter correctly stated.
Hatthew‘xviii. 11: "For THL SON OF MAN is come to seve that

whicn ‘was lost." This pa.nage was previoualy rei‘erred to as

en mterpolation from Luke xix, 10, since many eopyists and

manusoripts omit it. If it should be genuine, 1t belongs in
this third group. | |



;uke ix, 56: "For THL SON OF KAN 1s not come to destroy men's
lives but to save them."

Luke x1x, 10: "For THE SON OF MAN 1s come to seek and to save
that which was lost." '

John 1, 61: "Verily, verily, I sey unto yoﬁ, Hereafter ye shall
see the heaven open, and the angels of God ascending and de-
scending upon THE SON OF KAN." Luther: "When Christ became
men and began His public ministry, the heaven was opened and
from that time forth has never been shut," MKeyer: "A sym-
bolical repre'nantation of the uninterrupted and living inter-
course subsisting between the Messiah and God."

John 111, 13: "And no man hath ascended up to heaven, but He
that came down from heaven, even THE SON OF KAN which is in
heaven."

John vi, 27: "Labour not for the meat which perisheth, but
for that meat which endureth unto everlasting life, which
THE SON OF MAN shall give unto you; for Him hath God the
Father sealed."

John vi, 53: "Verily, verily I say unto you, Except ye eat
the flesh of THE SON OF MAN end drink His blood, ye have

no 1life in you."
John vi, 62: "Whet and if ye shall see THE SON OF MAN ascend

up where He was beforet"

John ix, 35: "Jesus heard that they hed cast him out; end

when He hed found him, He said unto him, Dost thou believe

on the Som of God (Greek text: THE SON OF MAN)?" Jesus!

question indicates His right to demand faith in Himself.




x1

John xii, 23: "The hour is come, that THE SON OF MAN should
be glorified.”

John xi1ii, 31: "Now is THE SON OF MAN glorified, and God 1s
gIOrified in Him."

Matthew ix, 6 (Mark 11, 10; ILuke v, 24): "But that ye may
lmow that THE SON OF MAN heth power on earth to forgive sins,”

Matthew xii, 8 (Mark 11, 28; Luke vi, §): "THE SON OF MAN is
Lord even of the sabbath day."

-Nineteen passages are included in this third group, five of
them taken from Matthew, four from Luke, two-from Mark, these
being recorded also by Matthew or Luke, and eight from John.

It 4s interesting to note from this grouping of texts that
Mark records the title more often in comnection with Christ's
suffering, while John records it mpstly in passages dealing
with His i'ightﬁ aﬂd powers. In the case of latthew and Luke
the difference is so slight that no inference can be made.



APPENDIX III.
PASSAGES GROUPED AGCORDING TO THEIR USE IN THE PRESENCE OF
THE DISCIPIES; THE MULTITUDE; AND INDIVIDUALS.

Reference has nlready' been made to the faot that Jesus used
Eis title THE SON OF MAN in the presence of rriend:md foe: In
the company of His disciples; 4n the presence of the maltitude;
and also when deeling with individuals. In the following list
the references are given together with the occasions on which

Jesus used the title in the presence of each group.

?
Jesus Calls Himself THE SON OF MAN in the Presence of
the Disciples.
l. At the call of Nathanael to dliscipleship, John 1, 51.
2. Wnen explaining the parable of the wheat and the tares,
Hatthew x111, 37. 41.

3. When instructing and sending forth the Twelve. Matthew x, 23.
4. After the discourse on the Bread of Life, John vi, 62.
5. In His catechesis on the title THE SON OF MAN, Matthew xvi, 13.
6. In His first prediotion of His suffering and death, H\ar__k

vild, 31; Iuke ix, 2.




7.

8.

SKgt

10.

1l.

12.
13.

14.

15.

16.
17.

18,
19,

On the descent from the Mount of Transfiguration,
Metthew xvii, 9. 12; Mark ix, 9. 12.

In His second prediction of His suffering and death,
Matthew xvii, 22; Mark ax, 51; Luke ix, 44.

In a discourse in & house at Capernaum, Matthew xviii, 1l.
This is considered an mterpolation from Luke xix, 10.

While passing through Samerisa, after James and John had
asked Him to call down fire from heaven, Luke ix, 56.

While teaching the diaciples in Peraea, Luke xvii, 22.
24, 6. 30; xviii, 8,

In another instruction period in Peraea, Matthew xix, 28.

In His third prediction of His suffering and death, Mat-
thew xx, 18; Mark x, $3; Iuke xviii, 31.

After James and Johm had esked for the places of honor in
His kingdom, Matthew xx, 283 H%JS.

In His discourse on the Mount of Olives on Tuesdey of Holy
Week, Matthew xxiv, 27. 308. b. 37. 39. 44; xxv, 13. 31;
Mark xiii, 26; Luke xxi, 27. 36.

After the discourse on the Mount of Olives, Matthew xxvi, 2.
At the last passover meal, Matthew xxvi, 24a, b; Merk xiv,

2}:_:___1_); Luke xx11, 22; end after Judas had left, John
x111, 31.

In the Garden of Getheemane, Matthew xxvi, 45; Mark xiv, 41.
— e ———

At the grave, Here the &ngel repeated Christ's words,

Luke xxiv, 7,

I - ‘
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Jesus Calls Himself THE SON OF MAN in the Proaenﬁe of
the Multitude. '

l. At thc_a healing of the paralytiec, Matthew ix, 6; KHark
.‘E._,__l_o; Luke v, 24,

2. After the disciples had pluq_kod ears of corn on the seb-
bath, Matthew xii, 8; Ha;k 31, 28; Luke vi, 5.

3. In the sermon on the mount, Luke vi, £2.

4, In His discourse subsequent t'o the coming of messengers
from John the Baptist, ¥atthew xi, 19; Luke vii, 34.

5. After the healhig of the demoniac, Matthew xii, 32, 40;
Luke xi, 30. '

6. In e discourse in Galilee, Luke xii, 8, 10. 40.

7. In a dlscourse on tha Bread of I..ife, John vi, 27, 53.

8. In a public prediection of His death and resurrection,
Mark yiii, 38; Luke ix, 26; Matthew xvi, 27. 28.

9. In a public dispute with the Pharisees, John viii, 28.

10. V%hile teaching in the temple on Tuesday of Holy Week,
John xi1, 23. The people repeat the title, John xii,
348. b, .

11. In His trial before Caiaphas and the Sanhedrin, Matthew
xxvi, 64; Mark xiv, 62; Luke xxii, 69..

@
Josus Calls Himself THE SON OF MAN in the Presence of
Individuals.

1. In His talk with Nicodemus, John 111, 13. 1450
2. In answering a oertain scribe who wished to become His



__

disciple, Matthew viii, 20; Luke ix, 658,

3. When revealing Himself to the man barn blind whom He had
given sight, John ix, 35 (See Greek text).

4, In the home of Zaccheus after his conversion, Luke xix, 10.

5. In the Garden of Gethsemane when Judas betrayed Him, Luke
xxii, 48.

A study of this kind should convinece anyone that Jesus
did not use His title for the &mfit of eny one group, in-
tending, for instanve, to conoceal His identity from His hear-
ers, or to give His disciples some secret revelation of -Him-
self. The argumentation based on this study is fully set
forth in Chapter iv and meed not be repesated here.

We note in closing that Jesus used the expression one or
more times on ninete-en difforént occasions in the presence of
His disciples, on .eleven different onoaai.qni in the presence
of the multitudes, and on five different oocna.dns in the pres-
ence of individuals, on thirty-five occasions i.n all, as 1s
indicated in Appendix I. It will be seen from this that every
effort has been made to keep the entire work in full agreement
also in mechanical detalls, As & eareful workman, the writer
has earnestly tried to build upon the feundation of the Holy
Seriptures, avolding the wood, hay, and stubble of man's kmowl-
edge and learning, choosing only the gold, silver, and precious
stones of god's Holy Word, that all glory -mﬁy be the Lord's,
Whose Word shall endure farever. An important portion of that
Yiord 13 the name of the all-glarious Savio"r:'

THE SON OF MAN
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