
Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis 

Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary 

Master of Sacred Theology Thesis Concordia Seminary Scholarship 

6-1-1960 

The Doctrine of Christian Cross-Bearing in the New Testament The Doctrine of Christian Cross-Bearing in the New Testament 

Carl Lutz 

Follow this and additional works at: https://scholar.csl.edu/stm 

 Part of the Biblical Studies Commons 

Recommended Citation Recommended Citation 
Lutz, Carl, "The Doctrine of Christian Cross-Bearing in the New Testament" (1960). Master of Sacred 
Theology Thesis. 252. 
https://scholar.csl.edu/stm/252 

This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by the Concordia Seminary Scholarship at Scholarly 
Resources from Concordia Seminary. It has been accepted for inclusion in Master of Sacred Theology Thesis by an 
authorized administrator of Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary. For more information, please contact 
seitzw@csl.edu. 











20 

/JG<}.Uer,~ means the instrument of de&.t h.20 Rc.:ever, most convincing 

to us is Schniewind • a obserw.tion t hat 10: 38 accent.;.w.t,es t he 3ha:ne~l and 

painful a.spect, while 10: 39 widens the co11cept to t he ul. t haa.te--L118.l"tyr­

dom. 2l. 

In connection with Matthew 10:37-39, Arvedson says we should al.so 

consider John l2z25f . 22 Al.though the trGaU(JO; term. is not present, 

the context i s very si milar with i t s accent on t he loss or lite to gain 

eterna.l life.23 We note that no major new element is iutroduced by John, 

and t herefore we proceed to examine Luke 14:27. 

Luke underscores the cost ele-ment in cross-bearing. After Jesus 

rebukes the. ·Pharisees for not accepting the invi t a.tion to enter the king­

dom ot Gorl, he teacheo the cr owd that there is a great cost involved in 

the entering or the kin(!dom. T'ne disciple must love the Lord .more than 

his mm father and mother, more the.n his possessions, and even more than 

hie life itself. Furthermore, Rengstorf reminds us t~at all afflictions 

and losses. e..."Y"e to be eudurt,d without the 811glltest murmur arising in our 

hearts or passing from our l!ps.24 

From the foregoing discussion we can see that Luke does not mean 

'2!JA. PlU'.!llller., Matthew, S?_• ~-, P• 156. 

21J. Schnievind, 22,• ill,•, P• 136. 

22· 
·Arvedeon, 21?.• 2!1 • , P • 75 • 

23c. R. Dodd, 1'tle Inte~"tation of the Fourth Ooapel (Cambridge: 
At 'l'he Uni ver.1 ty P-;s, i 9!r), pp. 146-lt-?The p...""esents ·t.h.e 1d&a ·tat 
Jonn writes thie with ref erence to the Jevish antitheais of tbe tvo ages. 

24xaz.1 ltenptort, £!!. !!!:9eliwn nach ~.. in nu leue feet.araent 
Deutsch, nerauagegeben von Paul Altne.ua--COoetti:lgen: Vawieiih'oeck It 
luprecnt, 1949), P• 177. 
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gooeral afflictions when he useo the term "crose" but rather something 

specific, as Oeldenhuys sayoz 

The general idea tho.t these words of Jesus about "bearing the. cross" 
refer to paasive submission to all kindG of afflictions, like dis­
appointments , pa.L .. , sickness and grief that come upon man in this 
life, is totally wrong. The people to wh.om Jesus spoke these words 
fully realized that he meant thereby that whosoever desires to fol­
lGW Him must be willing to he.te his ovn life (verse 26) and even 1;o 
be crucif ied by the Roman authorities for the sake of hi s fidelity 
to Ri1n. So in a wider sense t h is pronouucement of Jesus means that 
only tha·l; perGon who for the sake of His service aurrend.ers all 
self-seeking and abandons all striving after his own interests can 
be his disciple . 25 

Ref1ecting on t he five passages discusse.d in this chapter, we notice 

t hat there a.re three conditions which Jesus proposes; self'-denial is the 

f i rst, eross-bearing is -the second, and the third is loyal disciplesb.ip . 

The queet ion arisea in our :nind., "Are these th.ree. stages of one process?" 

er "Are these three different and unrelated req_u1rements for believors?r1 

To determine the answer to this question, we shall devote a little space 

to the definition of' "denial" and':rollowing." 

Cl~nuine denial is more than just the giving up of things,. such. as a 

f ine hou.s$, 1c1 large automobile, and a prosperous job. True d~nial must 

be the sincere "no" to one's self and one's individual interests whenever 

these would demand time which. belongs to God. i'he Augsburg Confession 

recognizes this to be true mortification of the flesh: 

Although our ·teachers are:, like Jovian, aocused of' torbi4d1ng marti­
!ication and discipline, their writings reveal sometni:ng quite dit~ 
f'erent. '.l'hey bave always taught concerning the holy croaa that 
Christiana are obliged to eut5er, and this is true and real rather 
than invented m.orti!1cat1on.2 

25Jorval Oeld.enhuys, Co.-.nta:ry ~ ~ Gospel .2!. ~, in ~ !!! 
international Critical. Commen;:g, edited by ·w. B. Stonehouse (Oran4 
lapidaz Wm. I. Gr&ina Publi g Company, 1954), P• 398• 

26,. 'l'appert, editor, lffftle Augsburg Coni"eHion," ~ !22!. 2!_ Concord 
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The d isciple of Scsua r.iust deny hi.r.-.aelf coiuple·t ely, that is to treat 

hir,isel:t' ~a i :i:' he were not i nterested in himself. 'l'nis is the way Sut­

cliffe presents his V'iev of personal denial, which he says is 1.n accord 

with the teachings of John Chrysontos ana. GregOI°'J the Great. 

Th.is phrase 'deny h i m3elf' ie sonet imes misunderstood as 5-f it 
meru:it •to a.eny (whatever 1t may be} to himseli. • 'l'nis sense of 
denying oneself pleasure and. gratifice.t;ion i s certainly lnclud.ed 
in the phrase or rather is to be deduced fro:n it. B-..i.t it i s not 
the primary C\e&ning for the reas on that t he prono~m is not in the 
da.t.ive but 1n the accusative. It is the direct ob,)ect of the verb. 
And t.he meaning of the phrase may be deduced trom the Passion nar­
rative where t b.e santo verb is again used with the pronoun in the 
a.ccu.oative. Ou:r Lorcl foretoitd Peter's denials: •An.en I say to 
thee that in this night betore the cock crow thou wilt deny rue 
thrice. ' Now Peter' s denial of ou.r Lord was o. d.isavcws.l of Kir:1, 
a repudiation, e. denial that h.e knew HLn. So too in our Lord 1s words 
'He that eha.11 deny me before men shall be denied before the cngels 
of God.' •••• So we are invited to treat ourselws ae if we did 
not know ourselv-es an.d ,.,ere not interested in otU'selves. 2'?' 

JesuE does not call ~e~ to beccrme escetics in t he sen£<:: t h~t they 

deny them:1elves everytbini:.:; and shut the111:3elve:;: off from e.11 other things 

in this life . He o.ocs c2..ll for the deninl of pr iority of individual in-

terests and de.sires, f'or t he daily cross-bearing, a.no. for continual fcl­

lo-;1ing in spite of the diffiaitlties involved. "Following" ?IJB.y also be 

described as "discipleship" as Schweizer d.oos in t h:ts summary: 

l. t.Tesus hat in dte Nachf'olge gerufeu; er s ieht aleo in dit:sem 
Anschlusa an seine Person ein entachoid.endes, ja das entscheidene 
'l'un. 

2. Sein Rut 1st der allee wendenckt Beginn eines Jeuen~ Er erf.olgt 
in herrenhaf'ter Freiheit und kann direl~t den Oh.arakter goett­
lichen Gnadenhandelns annerune~. 

3. Bachtoige bedeutet Zusammengehoerigkeit mit Jesus and Dienst 
fuer ihn. 

(Philadelphia a Muhlenberg Presa, 1959), Article XXVI, p. 68 • 

27Edmund Sutcliffe, PrQvidence and SuttW, in the ~ u4 ~ 
!!•tament,e (hv lorkt Tnomaalelaon and Sons ~ l:9531';" PP• i'l.5.,jK 

' 
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4. S1e schlieset 1n sich die Loesung von a.llen anderen Bindungen., 
von Schif't . ulld Z0ll't1sch, Yater mid Mutter, Ja zusammen.tassend: 
vom eigenen Leben, von sich selbst. 

5. Wie Jesu eigener Weg mit goettlicher fiotwend.1gkeit 1n Verwer­
f'ung, Leiden und Tod und s~erst zur Rerrl1chke1t fuehrt, so 
der Weg seiner Ne.chfolger. 

Very pointedly Bonhoeff'er states th.at "Discipleship means Jesus Christ, 

and Him alone, It cannot confl1st or anything more than that." A little 

later in his book he explains more fully r 

Just as Christ is Christ only in virtue of His sufferings and re­
jection, so the disciple is e. disciple only 1n so tar ae he shares 
His Lord's suffering and rejection and cru.cifixiOIJ. , Discipleship 
mea\18 adherence to the person of Jesus, and therefore submission 
tot.be Lew of Christ. ID. other worde it mee.ne the cross. 29 

Oll the basis of the material presented, w conoludll that the three 

phrases, self..denial, cross-bearing and following Jesus , are all part 

of continual discipleship. Thus each ot them accentuates a different 

phase of that disoipleship. 

We sh.all conclude our discussion of these !ive passages with a sum­

mary of the various elements which form. the "oross" of the Christian. 

l, The suffering col?Mls from the hostile l)Oople ot the world who 
are irritated at the contess1on ot Christ and call to repent­
ance. 

2. Thia· . suffering '19¥ take several forms s 

a. Verbal rebuke and disgrace. 

b. Physical torture and shame. 

c, Various tornis ot martyr death. 

28g. Sc:hveiser., ll'IJ.1edr1. 2 lrhQehung 'bei Jeau !!!. ••iau 
l!:9Molpm (Zuer1chl ZvlngU-erlag, l955J, P• n;: 

29J,1etrioh lonhoetter, the Coet ot Duo1fleah1~ tmalated tnn 
the German and. abridged by R:-f. -rui'l.er (iiv ork s Nacm1) Jan Company, 
l~9), PP• 51, 7l• 
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d. Mental disturbances over the cost of complete 
loyalty and tb.e prospect of painful treatment. 

3. All pains are endured in . '!:;he eschatol.ogical hope which shall 
be realized vb.en the Son returns and establishes his kingdom. 

We close this chapter with e. definition or the Christie.r.•s "croaa." 

Our investigation of' trZaveos demonstrates that the Christia.n's 

"cross" includes such afflictions and. sufferings as reproach., "1ei!7"8ce, 

rejection, persecution., torture; inner anxieties and struggles, and 

fin.a.l.ly martyrdom. Tile "cross" is the suffering which the world heaps 

upon the Christia.n who f.aithfully con.fesses Christ Jesus. 'l'he Christian 

bears all of these sufferings manfully and cheerfully for the sake ot 

Christ and the Gospel O 3o 'rais is the sense in which a-Yriue11s is used 

1n the New Testament. 

The concept of the Christian's "cross" has a wider definition in 

Lutheran clrcles and others.31 'l'he wider sense includes such sufferings 

as chastisements, tests, trials, sorrows, sickness, pains, and evils ot 

3011. Cremer, Biblio-'l'neological Lexicon of' 1.ew fastament Greek, 
translated from the second German edition by Wrii.1rrwick (Edinburgh: T. 
and T. Clark, 1887), po 875; Martin Luther, "Sermon van ICreuz and Leiden," 
Saemmtliche Schriften X, harausgegeben von J. G. Walch (st. tou182 
Lutherisch~r Qonaoraia-verlag, 1885), cols. 1774-75; H. Hopkins, 'l'b.e 
!'fYstey 2!, Suffer~ (Chicago: Inter·-Varsity Press, 1959), P• 55;T. 
Geldenhuya, 2• !._•, P• 276; D. Bonhoetfer, !!?: cit., P• 72. 

3lr. Lindemann, "Vom Kreuz dar Christen, 0 ~o4al.-Bericht des 
Illinois~istricts (st. Louis; Concordia Publis g House, 19001,p. 34; 
J. f. Mueller, dtiriatian Domtics (St. Louis: Conco~ Publishing 
House, 1955), P• 424; J. M* intoc:k end J. Strong, "Cross," !?Polopedf& 
of Biblical, Tbeolo • ., ~ Ecclttaiutical Literature (hworks 
&;ir & Brotbijra, lishers; m§Jn., ft, 5fd; o. Stoeckhardt·, J>ie 
Biblia~ Qeschichte des Beuen 'h•~te (st. Louis: Concordia "'lublish­
ing ious~, l9)2), p. 145 J X. I. Bruce~ & '!!!:!tf7' 2£. :!:!!, . irv.1 w , (tittn 
edition; ·J:dinburghs T. &Dd T. Cl.ark, 18siJT., P• • For dist1nct1cma 
between 14c~s" and other i.rme which are relate4 aee the appendix at the 
end of th.is study. 
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bod¥ or soul. Is it legitimate to expand the meaning of "c.r-oss""l Does 

the concept ot cross-bearing 1n the Kew Testament expand. the maan1ng of 

Before we can devote our attention to the concept of cross-bearing 

as presented in the New Testament, we must examine two unique interpre-
,, 

tations of lFZ'd.ueos • In the :following chapter we shall outl111a the 

expositions of J. D. Bryan and Erich Dinkler. 



UBI.QUE lDTERPRETATIOBS OF "CROSS" 

!!he theories which we shall present in this cnapter are scholarly 

attempts of individuals to perceive the dapth of the cross-bee.ring con­

cept. Bryan propose a that tr Tave"$ means 11tent-peg11l and Dinkler pro­

poses that Matthew 11:28 ... 30 is a basic part of a common tradition in 

which "yoke" and o-Tdve6S are genuine synonyms 02 

During our investigations we discovered only one man who mentions 

Bryan's theory, and he does so a.pprovingly,3 Bryan's argument centers 

around two tacts: (a) trTov-eos does not appear in the persecution sec .. 

tiOil 1n Matthew chapter ten, so it must !DIian something o"ther than suffer­

ing, and (b) trlc:lveo,,,s. appears in the context of Jesus I call to serve 

him 1n the kingdom of b.e$ven, so it must mean a complete break from t.he 

ties which. hold one to the world. Since no man can serve two masters, 

he must make a ch0ice., says Bryan: 

Tb.ere must be an unqualified abandonment of all old values, a 
complete breaking away from former surroundings and attachment.a. 
A man must tuJ J ~ the s~ wqieh pas him !.2, ~ ~ lite J and 
definitely urn 1us oack on tiie •wor . 4 •To gc over and~low 
after' a nn leader on~ ot~r et~. 

lJ. D. jryan, "'lo Take Up !the Crose, 11 !!!. Ex,Poa itory Timle, 
XXXVII (Septemb8r, 1926)., 551 ... 53. · 

21:rich Dinkltr, "J'e,u Wo~ vom Kreuztragen.," in .. ~stamentliobe 
Studien Fuer aw1olt Bultmann (larlin: A. '!ospelmaun, 19541,.W• no:.a9. __ ......... _.._ ...... ------

3J. A. J'iodlV, "Luke," !114' Abingdon Bible QQmmen;tan, edited by 
F. Biseln, E .• Lewis and D. Dcnmey (iew Yorks Abingdon Presa, 1929), P• l04l. 

~, !i,• ~., P• 551. 
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This choice involves a transfer of allegiance from the ties of the 

family to the bond of discipleship. 

It is in the midst of this ~onflict of the two loyalties, disciple­
ship and blood kinship, that the call comes to 'take up the 
tr?cweos, • and follow Him. Service is no longer left to the 
chance of birth; allegiance must go by the choice of will. It is 
an essential condition of' citizenship of the 'kingdom• that he who 
seeks it shall, rirst, break those bonds which, as with a stake, hold 
him to the world.J 

Bryan's constant emphasis in this entire article is that the call is to 

service and not to calvaries. To support his thesis he attempts to el1m­
/ 

1nate fr.om trTciue()s the denotation of martyrdom and suffering. Re con-

"' aiders the task accomplished in the interpretation of' a-ldueo s as "tent-

peg": 
,, 

'nle first meaning of trldueos is not •cross,• but •stake,' and 
the word is likely to have retained this significance in the current 
proverbial speech of the people. It gave the Latin, not the idea of 
a crux, but stauro, •a staff.' 

There is no aross in the Old Testament. 'l'b.e word used there for 
stake is,~';. (yathed) (ct. Arabic wattad), and this is indiffer­
ently rendered in the A.V. as pin, nail, tent-peg, and stake. In 
almost every case it stanr tor an implement attaching something to 
a particular spot •••• 

Bryan exerts much energy to demonstrate that the meaning ot 11tent-peg11 

is a part of the common idiom Of Jest.ls' day. He attempts to do that by 

showing that "tent-peg" is a proverbial term. among the Arabic peQple 

today, a.a otller terms are proverbial among other peoples of the world. 

We quotez 

A nomad aheikh., about to seek treab. paature tor b.ia f'looka, merely 
calls out ab.eel (•lift') to his barem., ancl his women.folk immediately 
start preparing for their departure by loosening cords and pulling 
up tent-pegs. An English otticer on trek,, would probably call out 
• load up. • • • • •To take up the "''"" e o s • belonp to this 

5Ib1d., P• 553 .. -6 
Ibid • ., P• 552 • -
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category •••• It is only 1n this way that the words can possibly 
be given the modern sense of 'bearing a burden'-taking on one•s 
shoulders a task, or accepting a duty which makes life, not the 
prospect of an ignominious death, an agony •••• ..,......-

We c&ll at.-teotion to the fact that Bryan has merel.y shown that this is 

the si't·uation today, but has not proved that this is the situation at 

the ·time Jesus spoke t,~'le word of cross-bearing. One mu.st challenge Br-tan 

on the point of burden bearing, a connotation which several mod.erns do ac­

cept. Because several men assign this meaning to "cross" does not mean 

"that it is a oorrect interpretation, nor has Bryan proved that the proper 

sense of "cross" in Matthew chapter ten is "burden." It appears to us 

that he is unconsciously employing the persecution contexts of the Gos­

pels to interpret "cross" as a burden of service, although he previously 

states that "cross" was not connected with the persecution contexts. 

Furthermore, one mv..et, challenge Bryan• s linguistic arguments. A fello-w 

coun:tryman of his does just. this • . Matheson argues tbat Matthew 10:38 

and Luke l4i27 are possibly scraps of the same tradition which Mark re­

cords in 8:34, !his tradition accentuates but one fact, namely, the 

readiness to die with complete confidence that God raises the dead (com­

pare 2 eorinthians 119).8 ln reply to this Bryan merely restates that to 

him "cross" means a complete break .from i.he world to give total service 

in the .kingdom ot Cllrist Jesus.9 Since Bryan neither clarU'ies 11or re­

tracts hie theory of "tent-peg" as the correct inwrpretation ot "aroes," 

Matheson replies againi 

1 ~., P• 553° 
8 D, Mat,heson., "Cross-Bearing," !!!!, Exjository Times, XXDlll 

(January, 1927), l.B8. 

9 Bryan, 3?.• ill.•, xxrnn (May., 1927), 379 • 
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His case see~ to rest on a sup,oaed parallel with the Babrev Yel 
(compare d Vol r £(V, 'to weigb. anchor•)• The substantive governed 
by yeJ is usually omitted., but in Is. 33:20 it is expres$ed, and 
what ie drawn is oot the tent-pole, at all, but the whole array of 
little tent-gegs, that could hardly be called collectively -r-ov 
(Tldl/,ea'v- .l 

In· agreement. wi~b. Matheson, we conclude that linguistically Br"Je.n has 

no prcot for the "tent.peg" theory. But ·t.his fervent emphasis on the 

either--or, God or mammon, discipleship or love of the world, has a good 

foundation in the contexts whiah surround the word ot "cross-bearing." 

We assert that o-Taueos includes all of the things Bryan has listed 

plus much more, namely; the suffering of shame and torment vith the possi­

bility of martyrdom. 

We now direct our attention to another unique uiterpretat1on, the 

"yoke" tb.eory p:ro-pi,aeo. by E:r.foh Di:o.k.l.er. Re includes Me.tthe·w ll:29 vith 

the group o:f:' five pe.eeeges which we treated in, 'detail in the previous 

chapter. To him Luke and Matthew show traees of a semitic background, 

and thus tl'ley draw :from Merk and Q. Mark and Q both rely on a common 

Ara.-na_ic tradition according to Dinkler.ll On critical grounds he flatly 

rejects the idea that Jesus spoke these words in view of his impending 

suffering and death on the Cross.12 Surprisingly, D1D.kler also :rejects 

the Midra.sh idea of Isaac bearing wood tor his own sacritice as the 

example of innocent suffering. Jlor does he follow Bul·tmann who suggests 

that this is but a picture tor auttering and sacrifice z -··Koennte nicht 

doch a-Taveos achon trueher ein traditionelles Bild fua~- Leid und Opfer 

10,..tneson;, , .. ~· !ll,•, UXYill (August, 1927), 525 • 

llDinkler, !i: ~·, ·pp. 111-12. 

l2xt,1.a.., i,. ll.2J ft. • • sehr unwahrscheinlich." - -



30 

geweaen se1nl"l3 Dinkler quotes the social pressure argument ot 

P'ridrichsen: 

Was diese Wanderung so bitter macht, das 1st in dieser Gedank.en­
verbindu.ng nicht in erster Linie das Bevusztsein dessen, was am 
Ende de.a Weges wartet • • • sondern des Gefuehl, a.us der Geme1n .. 
schaft ausgeschlossen zu sein und erleben zu muessen, dasz man 
Ztllll Gegef~tand des Ha.sees und der Veraohtung der Menge wird ••• 
(s. 30). 

But he rejects Fridrichsen•s stress on Lebenskampt, because he produces 

no parallels .fr0tu the Old Testament or rabbinic literature. In spite of 

this, one must give c~dit to Fridrichsen, for the strong social t1ea 

among Orientals are still one of the greatest hindrances taoing the 

Christian Gospel 1n our day. 

Already we have detected the tendency in Dinkler to lay heavy elll­

phasis upon parallels. He exerts himself to produce several parallels 

of "yoke11 from the Old Testament and Judaism. He discovers two 41stinct 

Old Testament uses of ''yoke": 

einerseita 1st vom Bilde des Jochea ala des Gellorsams und dee 
D1enates unter Jahwes Gebot di e Rede, andererseits ist spaeter das 
Jooh der Oottesherrschat't e1ne feststehende Bildt'orm.15 

In the Apocrypha Dinkler discovers that ttiere is a "yoke" ot wisdom.. In 

Sirach 5l:26f. the reader J.s told to put his neck under the yoke of 

Wi sd.om and his soul will receive instruction ( 77d I o e ; ·<A ) • In Sirach 

6:24t. the rea4er is urged to put his teet into her .fetters, and his neck 

into her collar ( )(~ o, o v). From. tile references 1n 81.rach ( 't:b.e two 

mentioned and 24;19t.), Din.kl.er f'inds a similarity with llattnew .U:26-3(). 

P•. U4, 

P• 115. 
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In fact, his interpretation of Matthev presupposes that Sirach is here 

the basis of Matthew. He correctly contrasts, however, Jesus• "yoke" 

with 'the yoke or tb.e Torah and not v.ith the yoke or Wisdor,t: 

Zugleich setzt sioh hiermit das Joeh der /3otr~ A B~A 77,'i} &soiJ 
als "mein Jooh11 absolut, und wird der esahatologiache Rorizont der 
Forderung deutlich. "Mein" Joch ist also das in der Einheit mit 
der Proklamation der Gottesherrschaft zu seh.ende, ja das mit dem 
l3eginn ihres Korumens zu bejahende neue und leicht,e Joell. Denn 
soba.ld die messianische Zeit hereinbricht, hoert das Joch des 
"Gesetzes" auf' zu existieren und :f.st deshalb da.s neue Joch, eben 
das esch.atologische, bestimmend.16 

Recalling that Dinkle.r states that all of the o-7due/s passages 

a.re part of one Aramaic traditlon, we aan understand how he proceeds 

from the comparison of Jesus• "yoke" oft.rue discipleship, as contrasted 

with the nyoke" of. obedience to the Lav, to the early Church•s wse of 

11yoke 11 in formulating its ·theology and liturgy. 

O:?fenbar aollte man in einer juedisch-hel1"5118tischen Oe!Dllinde den 
Quellort such.en, und vermuten, dasz dem. ~ u ;-o's Oo(J ;) £lots 
(Gal 5:1 l tim 6:1 Act 15:10 Barn 2:6) hier 1m Sinne von l Ql.em 
16,1.7 eiu 7VfOS T?js ;ro1ec?t,s gebenuebergestellt 1st, daaz 
also der lnechtechaftsgedanke mit all seinen Weiterungen hier 
hereinspielt.l i 

T'o Dinkler it also appee.rs that the early Church understood baptism as 

the acceptance of the yoke of grace. 1'h.e act of baptism (often called 

S;;zhragis in the early Church),18 unites into one r epentance, discipleship, 

JWd eechatol~gical refuge~ By t.he m.iddl.e or the second century, baptiam 

l6Ib1d., P• 116. -
l7Ib1d., P• 117• -
l8n,w.. , p. 117 J Din.kl.er 1nterpr9ts Sp~a as an allusion to 

baptiamiii'1tav. 7,2t.J 9:4; 14&1; Bebr. l:Ftt. 24z20; 2 Oor. lal.2t.; 
Qe.l. 6a7J Bph. l:l3J 4:30; PP• l24-25. Stated more accurately~ Rev. 14:l; 
Heb2•• 1,3; Matt. 24:20; Gal. 6:7; and Eph. 4:30 contribute to th• Sphragis­
Gedanke according to Dinkler. 
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is completed with the application of oil in the form of a cross: 

So eindeutig nun se1t d.er Mitte des II Jh. die ganze Entwicklung 
dee Sphragis-Taut'gedankens ist und so vahrscheinlich es auch 1st, 
daaz der Taut'akt mi t einer Oelung 1n Form e1nee Kreuzes unter 
Ha.'llens-anru:t'ung ver'bunden war, • • • .19 

Dinkler also datecto a theological relationship between the Kreuzzeichen 

and Kre11zaymbol1lt as employed in the early Ohurch. 

Wenn nun die literariochen und die monumentalen Quellen gemeinse.m 
d.as Weiterleben der Kreuzzeichen und auch Kreuzsymbolik von Gen 
4115 Jes 44:5 und besonders Hes 9:4ff. fuer die Zeit vor u.nd 
nach Ob.ristus in Judentum bezeugen, so scheint mir, dasz man dem 
Siguum. Crucis 1aehr iledeutung be:l.zU!lieasen hat, als eo bislanc: unter 
d.em Bind.ruck des trTavetfs "'(ue/oU dc'/IT'l(ff, getan wurde. Das 
Si gnwn Cruci .s v~rtritt dabei zunaeohs1~ die SphragiG, und daa heiszt 
den Eigenturns-V.arsiegelungs-Geclanken. Es schliezt Busze, Skle."1/elltum, 
eschat ologisohen Bchu'f;z ein, es hat of't apot!.'9Pe.eisclle Bedeutung und 
sohlieszt deshalb die Magie keinesfalls aus.20 

The combination o! these various strands of evidence lead Dinkler to 

propose this solution: 

Es will tuir scheine~, als wuerde ~er urspriiengliche Sinn der Jesus­
Worte am beaten wiedergegeben, wenn wir den Text vie t'olgt lesen: 
OS OU ;,~~dVS~ -Z-o o-~ue7ov c:lu'ToiJ #cl~ itel(sTac 
> "' , ,c,, ,, -r-. ~ :.,;-· n T ,, 
()i'T'/trW __,POU OIJ ouv;,,dt etvou _,,P4U ~dc;,;J? ?}S 0 Hierbei 
wuerde mit -ro ~~c;av an Stelle von & o-Taveos i n der Linie 
d.er LXX das hebraeische S-Z '7.« oder 7 Si wiedergegeben sein, 'Worte, 
m1·t df)n.en im. AT und Lu J"udentuiu die Porderung eines E1gentWJSiegels 
un,d eschatologischen Zeichens ad.aequat umschreiben wurd.8. Da 
a-;,zg~"'" sowohl a-4'eot-/s -wie a-Tdue«;, umfaszt, ist· fuer beide 
Ausdeutungen Spielraum gelaesen und vor allem die synoptisah.e 
interpretatio Ohristiana. aui' das Kl'l!u~ Jesu verstaendlich.21 

D1nkler concludes his profound analysis by saying that the cross-bearing 

word of Jesus is a part o! the kingiom preaching which calls for repent­

ance e.nd f'aithful service. When the message ,is accepted., the Good Shep­

herd. places his eschatological seal upon the disciple :;..Jld this seal ia 

19:Ibid., - P• 119. 

20lb14., - P• 123. 

21Ib1d., P• 127. -



33 

the encouragement and hope of the disciple during the sufferings in this 

life. 

Die Forderung Jesus, die von den Rachfolgern eine eschatologische 
Versiegelung und damit Selbstpreiegabe an Gott und an seine herein­
brechende Herrschatt verlangte, wurde jetzt als Leidensforderung 
und Leidensweissagung verstanden und interpretiert •••• 22 

ibis "yoke" theory of Dinkler•s is very attractive but also highly 

subjective. The entire theory stands or falls with the proposed Aramaic 

text which he devised. Until a document is discovered to substantiate 

him, all of his labors .remain but an attractive theory. 

In his presentation we detect an obvious limitation in his view of 

Jesus Christ. ~e does not think it possible for the Lord Jesus to speak 

the words of cross-bearing in view of hia imminent death on the Cross ot 

Calvary. T'ais same attitude seems reflected in Dinkl..er's effort. to trace 

the origin of Jesus• words in Matthew ll;28f. to the Wisdom ot Sirach. 

With respect to Dinkler•s position, we merely state that at no time did 

Jesus cease being Jesus Christ and thus he is not forced by natural limi­

tations to utilize only that whiah has already been said, but has an 

original creative potentiality such as no man ever has had or will have. 

Finally, it seems to us th.a.t Dinkler•s discovery of parallels to these 

sayings of' Jesus persuade him to accept and disseminate the "yoke• theory. 

T'nis attraction to parallels is eiaegesis, and this is th• method employed 

by Din.kl.er to interpret the text of Matthew. 

In our reading we discovered that Heshusius al.l"eady presented a "yoke" 

theory. 'l'tie "yoke" interpretation ot Heshusius, however, is different 

from Dinkler•s in that it involves the ini.rpretation of Matthew lli29-30 

22 
Ibid., P• 129, -



as l!leaning suffering in its broadest scope. Linderoan.o. q,uotes Heshusius 

in his essay: 

Das andere Kreuz ist, der glaeubigen Christen Leiden, e.1.les, 1,100 Gott 
seinen Glaeubigen auflegt, es sei Ar.nuth, Hunger, Durst, Elend, 
Krankheit, toedlicher Abga.J1g der Seinen, Get'aengnisz, Schuld.en, Ver­
ach·tu.oB, tlnglueck und Unfall, Schmach, Laesterung, Gefahr des Leben::., 
Verfolgung und wie ea mag einen Namen ha.ben, allea, dam1 t d.ie 
beladen trod beschwert werden, die von Herzeu Bu.sze thun, aii'Jesum 
Christum"""'gi"auben und aeinen Nwnen 'berennen. Dies ;_1ennt der Herr 
Christus ~ Joch. Denn ell} ist, eL"l e.nderes Leiden, denn der gott­
losen Welt Leiden. Da rum aber heiszt•a Christi Jech, ds.ez es im 
Glauben en Christum wird getrageup d.asz es Ulll JesuChrist1 -willen 
wird erduldet , dasz Jesuo C'ariistus selbst solches Krenz seiner 
Glaeubigen h:U.fet tra@:m, auf:' dasz die Gla.eubigen des Leibee Christi 
Glie&oaszen oind und Christ.us selbst in seinen Chriateu leidet.23 

These are words ba.sed on p;lrsonal experience. Heshusiu8 •o1as driven out 

of Rostoclt f or opposing worldlinese, deposed from several positions, and 

driven out of t~esel ·oecause of his work agains t t he Antichrist.24 

Although the material concern i ng these two unique theories has been 

preGented, we cannot close this chB,pter until we have answered a. ciuestion 

\Jhich arises on ·t;he basis ot' Dinkler•s statements regarding Kreuzzeiche.n 

and Kreuzsymbolik. and bapt ism completed with oil applied "in Form eioes 

Kreu:t.es. 11 

Did the early C'nristiana inherit the symbol of the cross~ It might 

seem that they did on the basis of the archaeological discovery of a 

1'a:nily g.r&ve at Tslpioth, n~ar Jerusalem. The stone on this grave ~as a 

sign of' the croea on the front, the importance of which Sukenik states 

in these words : 

Al.l our evideuce indicates that we have in this tomb the earliest. 

23Lindemaon, "Vo:n Kreuz der Christen," Synodal-Berieht 2!.!, Illinois­
Districts (st. Louie: Concordia Publishing House, l5X)O), PP• 30.31. 

24Lutheran Cyclorria, ed.1 ted by E. L. Lueker (St. Louis: Concordia 
. Publishing House, 195 , p. 464. It is possible that Paul. Gerhardt 
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records of Christianity in existence. It may also haTe a bearing 
on the historicity ot Jesus and the crucitixion.25 

Since this ~ai a grave of a Jewish family, Dinkler suggests that it may 

be possible to discover the origin of the sign of the cross in Judaism: 

Die Auffassung Sukeniks geht dahin, dasz die beiden Jesus­
I.nachriften Jesus-Akklamationen sind und dasz die Kreuze ale 
ohristliohe Zeichen verstanden werd.en mueseen; das juedische 
Familiengrab in Talpioth spiegele somit den Uebergang einer 
Familie zum Christentum. Im folgenden glaube 1ch nachweisen zu 
koennen, dasz diesee t'rueheste Denkmal der Chriatellheit ,.ein 
Juedisohes Denkmal, ja, dasz das Kreuzeszeichen iLl Judentum be­
helmatet 1st und mehrfach, bes. auf Ossne.ren und Grabinschriften, 
belegt warden ke.nn. 112'-1 1 

The entire thesis is based on the identification of the sign of the cross 

with the letter Taw of the Hebrew alphabet. In a study of the develop­

ment of the Hebrew language, Diringer shows that Taw 1n its various 

stages looks much like a cross, as did the marking inside the circle em­

ployed to lllake 'l'eth. 27 Discoveries of Taw formed as )( (Siloam), and 

as ~ , (Royal Jar Stamps), are dated between 6oo-8oo B.c.26 About 

600 B.C. the Lachisn Letters reveal that Tav was written )( )- t , and 

'l'eth S (!h • 29 From. this evidence D~er concludes, and we agree with 

him, th.at thore is no reaeon for us to interpret the sign which looks 

like a cross on this Jewish grave as more than a symbol or a.a the last 

(l6o7-76) borrows the. :term Kreuz•ajocb. troai lleahuaiua who died in 1588. 

25Erich Dinkler, "Zur Oeachichte dee Jtreuzaymbola," Z.1tachr1tt ~ 
'l!.tleolo§i• 2! Xirche, XXXXVIII (1951), l53; note the phot.ograph on P• 152. 

2t)Ib1de I pp• l5()•5l• -
·27Dav1d DiriDger, "Early Hebrew Writing," Bibliaal Ar~ol,ogiat, 

XIII (December, 1950), 78. 

28lb1d•, P• 83, -
29xo1d., P• 87 • -


