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SHORT TITLE

MATTHEW 23: JESUS' POLEMIC
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Iis role in God's plan, of the relation of man to God, of the
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role of God's children among wmen, of the function of the law,

of the nature of discipleship, and many wore specifiic areas.
There is furthermore & significent amount of material which

illustrates how Jesus attacks erroneous positions, defends
lic own teaching, and discredits those who would oppose ilim.
it is such an extended statement of the Teacher, a statement
of attack and criticism recorded by Hatthew, that is the

subject wmatter of this paper.
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c0 establish the thesis that the
twenty-third chapter of atthew's Gospel is in the structure
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o 0is Gospei and in the public ministry of Jesus a compre-

. v Yo Yo At d wnon | o T e o B e e st s e e %
hensive polemic of our Lordi, bringing together into an ex-
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tended discourse all of the basic errors of the religious
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system ofricially tavght anong the Jews of ilis time,

The history of the scribal-Pharisaic movement will be
e to the time that it stood unrivaled,
emple, The nature of the comt-
gal prescriptions, which are the chief concern and the
major product of the movement, will be obsexved. The protests
by the group as it wet with Jesus in the synagogues and in
the countryside of Palestine will be noted. The issues that
cowe £rom these clashes will be traced to their climax in €
emple polemic, the form and text of which arc discussed in
sone detail, The conclugion of it all is that Jesus and the
Pharisces stood in essential conflict, for the teachers of the
Jews had reduced the practice of religion to a scries of hypo-
critical observances which blindly failed to see the will of
cod and the person of the Messiah. Because the scribes and
Pharisees had removed themselves and their disciples from the
kingdow, they ave sumnarily rejected and given over to the
Judgment of Cehenna,

Although the opinions of some who disagree are stated
and evaluated, the integrity of the evangelist in accurately

vecording a discourse in its correct setting is assumed in
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this study, and suggestions that the evangelist has collected
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Sayings, umisplaced tiem, mnd even added to them content which
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L8 not representative of Jesus are rejected. In Lkeeping with
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his sumption, the writer has found LT unnecessary to engage
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il a Searcily Loy the one Iron wiom the invectives first cane.

ecause or tne same assumptlon, no attempt is made to vali-
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date the attitudes and activitles which Jesus ascribes to the

scribes and Pharisces; they have not been

¥ have not been misrepresented.

In B4 11 £ veahbhinds writdin TR i i €

4l A8 uSe or ravdinic writings, thls writer hag attempted
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to work witn the caution sugdgested by Loewe that the reader
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ve g iided not oLy by the £act that the writiten materiagl is

squdem 1 Al & o SR SR t B "l . il © [P B SAC I - Al il s g

quice Late 10 origin Dut alggo Ly the fact that these writings

have a period of oral transmission beh
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comparatively late origin in the form knowvn to us nor on the |
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Likelihood that they ave eutirely representative of a much

uch
eariier age. These writings are an essentially reliable wit-
ness to the thought of the era with which this paper is con-
cerned to the extent that they apparently transmit subject
matter with cave.l

Because the study depends on Hatthew's stai:emeut 0£f the

polewnic, the writer has limited his study of the conflict

which precedes the climax to the incidents which Hatthew

1o, 3. Montefiore and Herbert Loewe, A Rabbinic Antho-
ogy (lew York: Meridian Dooks, n.,d.), Pp. 7UU=L3.
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records., It is, after all, oan the content and structure
of HMatthew's CGospel that the thesis; to a large degree,
depends.
In the historical study of the scribes and Pharisces in
times preceding the wministry of our Loxd, the writer has at-
tempted to use sources that aveid prejudice against the move-
ment. A a matter of fact, it is evident in many of the
sources used that their authors intend to defend the Pharisees
in their teaching and goals, All historians of this period

are dependent to a najor degree on Josephus, wio at times is

apparently less objective and accurate than would be desirable.
Nonetheless, it is on Josephus and those who represent him
that the writer's historical sketches stand.

"Comprehensive polewmic' intends to say that Jesus attack

the teaching and life of the scribes and Pharisees at its ve

basis. The polemic is also "comprehensive" in that it in-
cludes not a sect of Judaism but the theological position of ,
the bulk of the Jews, who looked to the scribes and Pharisees b, '
for their examples and ideals, TFurthermore, the pm is e
"comprehensive” in the structure of im:m's mm;_ becaus
it mmagma q;gf:;x iseue ,eh%t; |
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CHAPTER IX :

TIIE HATURE AHD HISTOXY OF THE
SORIBAL-PHARISALC MOVEMENT

The discourse of Matthew 23 attacks the seribes and
Pharisees, both in critical statements about them and in
denunciations directed to them. Thus it becomes a concern
of the interpreter to determine the emact nature of these
groups, including their history and characteristic theologi-

cal positions, the similarities or dissimilarities that may

be noted as they are compared with other Jewish groups, and
£inally, the percentage of the Jewish populace which is be-

ing addressed, either explicitly or implicitly, under these

fluence of the seribes and Pharisees over the people in

general.

........
.......
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ig known of the Pharisees from hicstorical sources."l The
difficulty is twofold: (1) one cannot state conclusively in

v s rade PRGN % FRCR g & i " R e, e o) - 3y
wiat Sense the el is applicanie o the group, (J} o can

ke Y e ie on FouE o B e B <b= F | - A 3 : 1 T

it be established whether the Pharisees chose this name for
St N LT A o Bk B s 4 2 2 A2

themselves or wihether others bestowed 1t on them. Eely

. S .1 P . . 5 -
it 18 3 Haotinl o “hat 4t mavw WA T TYYTIO 731 Feln e ey eyesavra -
1€ 18 POSSilie Cdl 1C lay ve a nante walch Thaey agsumned; on

TOEe OoTery nanc,

on them in a derogatory sense by those who resgented thes
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pretensions to superior purity or were otherwise prejudiced
acainad hem T Annarontly ner £dvad onnelisiana oan 1
AZAINST Thell, Apparently, any Iided CONCLUSLONG on Ttiae
bagis of the S e Bhanntasn Tnsaetisl RTINS, Ty %L L

IS NEREAS) % the name arlag thereiore 104 }\J...U.L.J.‘_.G; Jeu many caeories

& o

seem applicable and one of thewm probably represents a correct
conclLusion,
The Greelk term QGPW'“TOS is derived f£rom the licbrew
k] 1? £ron the verb W) ?.3 A lebrew leumicon states the root
&

meaning of this verb as '"to wake distinct."™ One may safely

conclude on thdis Dasis that tue Corill describes a pPervson who

1 By \ - - A - 3 2 -4 y ) o -4 & % ’ L4
LZeorge Foot lMoore, Judaism in the Firet Centuriesg of
the Christilian Era (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, oon),

21pid., I, 61.

3n. Travers Herford, "Pharisees,™ The Universal Jewish
's.'-:ac?'clogech.a, edited by isaac Laudman (Tovised edition; niew
Tore: Universal Jewish Encyclopedia Coupany, ¢.1948), VIII,
L7

bppancis Brown, 8. R, Oviver, and Charles A. Briggs,
elditors, A lebrew and Buglish Lewicon of the OLd festament
(Corrected edition; Oxfords: the Glareudon Press, oo7),
p. 831l. lercafter this work will be referred to as BDD.
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is someliow sepnarated. But in what particulars? And f£frouv
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whom?

-

It might be suggcsted that the name simply descri

g%

the separvation of this group from the heathen who had invaded
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their land and surrounded them. vowaever, wlCon colclLules

Flyat delye o o ol Momsme i e s . ~d P Fharm 4+
cart the Tena connoted ""sSolechning lorle SpecCliiCc raan Tthe

e e 2 s et Y A v s velid nla > s 2o ol £
gseparation £rom the Gentiles, which, since the time of Ezra
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and UNebemiah, was characteristic of all who would be genuine
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Jews.'"” Actually God willed such separation for IHis people

- o = -
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long before the time of Egra and Nehemiah (Lev. 20:26

el L
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It has also been suggested that the name refers to the

~ 4 . e It marlearl &2 o) oy I . 2} .
geparavion wiaich mariKel oI Che 2harisees Irol the saitducees.
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Heriord reports this suggestlion but quickly adds iis opinion

feln nds v} S o e oty s aivl o Yevs 5 wndd 3 L2 Folny on e 5

that the term "was probably known and used before that separa-
2l o - w R | Thy g e - e DR T | . Ty vy e e e}

tion took pLacc.'G But since Herford does not gpeciiy the

date of origin of the term nor the date of the separation to

which he refers, evaluation both of the sugiestion and of
Herford's negative reaction is impossible.

paton and Herford come to a common conclusion on the
nature of the separation. Eaton says, "it referred to their

separotion from the great wass of even their orthodox country-

5Javid Baton, "Pharisees,'" Dictionary of the Bible,
edited by James Hastings (Hew York: Charles Jcribner's Sons,
Cnggs)’ 111’ 826¢

6iersord, op. cit., VIII, 474.
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men,"? lerford concurs when he says that they "'separated
Lo
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themselves Irom the less observant portion of the population.™e

Y 1 sln e 4o} 3 T . P ~T A g T S -4 vo
agrees that the above exuplanation of geparation is "com~
inferred® and has probable validity.” Prince states

E . duln st s ATE T e sl ds Wawen Tn Memedlan®dl o i 1
cliiac CRls Reaning o0r The Term is L)(_,:_,“A.(.;-JL.-;.J Cj.nid.‘.‘.”:-'a
e ] N o e Ty oy ol ~ - " ~ “ = o | P g | & 3 1 .
It wouid secm that a congsensus of opinion has been
. o' ) Yty P e e v g G Angrl A BT R e
reached. However, Graetz states very explicitly that the
U T O B B o
the fact of theix L=
i}

manner, and of deriving
wll lMoore also allows
only ! arate,' but

~ 1< o
oL Xpresg ¢Ls

R e ., A —ge. | - -  p—— 2 2
stinctly,' and so, 'interpret.' wil

special connotation of the term "Phariseces" then might be

possibility the lewicon afj;;"ecs.l-fJ

7gaton, op. cit., I1I, 826.

o

SHerford, op. cit., VIII, 474,
- 2 - e o
Moore, op. cit., I, 60,

105, D, Princ a:, o - ch.m.d and Phavisees," Lucyclopedia

Biblica, edited by T. K. Cheyne aund J., Sutherland Siack
u-—-.-ng--— - ™ -~
(London: Adam a.m_ Charles Black, 1903), 1V, &322,

11y, Graetz, History of the Jews (P hiladelphia: The

Jewish Publication society, C.Lo93), ii, L17-18.

12!'100]:‘2 y S._R- Cit -z I s 62 -

135pn, p. 831, The lexicon lists "declare" and “explain®

as pogsible meanings.
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However, the objection is made that the form of the name
Pharigsee "ic not what this theory would requive.'l

The two poscible root meanings of the lebrew term, and
the several semi-valid theories that are based on cach, make
a conclusive solution to the first problem impossible. The
choice of theory would bLe better guided if one knew whether
the Pharisees chose the name for themselves or whether their
encniies applied it to them in some derogatory cense; but
there is no conclusive evidence hare either. It is a matter
of record that the Pharisees somectimes called themselves the
'D"j :I.?_'!, brethren, a name which would imply that they were
the genuine Israelites, meuwbers of the twrue congregation of
Isracl.l> The name 'D"UT?D could be equally complimentary,
and thus chosen by the Pharisees, or it could be quite de-
rogatory, and thus chosen by the 3adducees or other fival& '

o iy

of the Pharisees.

Ny

In the absenca of conclusive inﬁorm-’itiou, orne must

hesitatingly be content with !ierford ts conclusion: “The nm,

whatever it really mama, is pmb@ly nothirm more than a
party epithet havi.ug no closa connection wi.th tha

of those to wm it was applieda"lg .
I o P R L.J.-J? T o g
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A Driexl Higtory of the Pharigees
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the secoud century B,G., it
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be traced much farther back

: L
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L Jewish his .,ox:y.l] It is most unlikely that a group wit

.

. nd  almeanagbh Sh S el e e
tTiae orgal wigation and agrengtn and popular appeal of the

My vy o g

haricees at the time of lyrcanus should have suddenly sprung

movements or a rather long period of

T TR | Sads =% e X s
UDR wichiout ancecede
development.

-
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Certain Jewish writcrs contend that the tiovement of

harisaic ideals began at the time of Dzra and lNehemish and
that the cpecific Pharisaic movenent was natural outgrowth

of the exclusiveness which these men enforced. 18 put to
:c lehemiah a Phavisee and Bliashab a sadducee (see Nehemiah
13) is far from legitimate. Events of their time indicate

that already then there was a division of tendencies, one to

17gaton, op. cit., III, 821.

lsl'ioore, QEQ ci L I’ 57.
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But the victory of NHehemiah "was the victory of Judaism gen-
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glow by the rumblings for Jewish independence

Baton, ops cit., I1I, 82%L,
2011 Maccabees L3l&E,
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Baton, op. cit,, III, 822.
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respects would e as old as Judaism itself, but the conditions

e ~ > = - ] - - 1l = 3 | a > wnf :
0k the tile sSeelm to have Cerystallized the leanings ofX certain
. ol B P £ i B - R B e e o e e s i
nen i SOUZAT Thell Togetiier Anto a Gistince colipany, e-

-
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solved to stand by the threatened law.~ They found two ob-
jects of thelr criticism: the hated Seleucids, who threatened

= swrid 33 S0 asvedl Bha  ceneel Y sy it e AR e by e
LTTOM WiLEilo g it CLiie ..‘J:.\..LLL.‘./ and Lo -....lC Cen .{o an -1'; tilely

countrymen, even gmong the priests. Certainly they suffered
= ] w s .y G» WM EF BTN ¥ s L £ ) . 3

from ne lacik of popularity among the masses of their country-
men, They ralsed the laccabees to power; they were devoted

i : 1o hichani Sam g v £ o ] .
udaism in its highest form. Surely all of those who were
interested in the liberation of their faith and their country

- - - - - f' 2 " - - L' L d
rallied around such leadership.20 After the Chasidim involved

2Ba vieber, Ancient Judaism, translated and edited by

Hans H, Gerth aml von Martindale (Glencoe, Ill,: The Free

Press, 1952), ps 385. This fighting on the Sabbath was
-\mm.nu the tiwme of Judas laccabeus (I lacc. 2:29-44),

252-:ai:on, op, cit,, III, 822.

2053 #ved Bderszheim, The Life and Times of Jesus the
gviessiah (Hew American edz.t;i.on' Grand Rapids, Mich,: wm. B.
Terdamans Publishing Company, 1196) 3 I, 96.
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themselves with the Maccabean struggle, doubtlessly their
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following becamne even stronger and more devoted, for conquest

7 anss 3 s .

and religious vevival, both popular among the Jews, seem to

¥ 2+ vye ] o T A el 3 o 3y - s o Baam . g |
aave gone hand in hand. YQoYre C racterizes the period as

Cilaal

£irast for religious

;:';:.;';.;..,Ll and

wle land of Israel,
it which was '*(."loc.teg_

was under no ten aptation

igions of the .m;n:.zc..
-he victory. Some enthu-
'i:i..'.(, the 'fJ“-«:r." deliver-
hecies and the dawning of
t'_;‘,'u was to Zollow. The Jews
this ex: .‘S,L...._. of spirit. As
unis o.-. the vere a revival
» ot Leagt, of o thusiasm for
.t’:‘) _".L-“

o o dn ) TR . 4 ey o3
successore of this group. Jith this opinion tais writer has

0 guarrel, except that it is apparently a mistake U0 assume

' T v - oy 3 Aty . de oS, RS
that the Chasidim siuply changed their nuame to the Perushim
o R e
Ayl %0} T b A o] @ T, 2 %7 o =y ey lam d ] 2
and thus the Pharisees were on the scene the dominant

-

party. Dright end Bdersheim report that the later bearing
¢ the Maccabees alienated the nationalists, the Chasidim,
and subsequently the party sinks out of view.?® Then when

fresh national calamities arcse, a new nationalistic party

27yioore, on. cit., I, 56.

28 5o Bright, A Histoxr of. 1srael (ﬂh:.ladelxmi.a- The
Jestuminster Press, 19559, p. 3o 3%5 clby 1,
$6. - Por both authors the end of the Chasidim Soparently
deduced from the abseunce of later relerences Brences to thenm.

i ioms 125, Rilk
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was awakened and fell into iumediate conflict with the
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viaccapealn Sylipatilzero; thus the Pharisees and the Sadducees
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an accurate report of his cory, one muac conclude that the
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vieve mirals hn Brarans ders e #ha  Dhartocooea $n Ahanohi Syl

ere Surely Tad PIroOLenitorls OYX Tae Maarisees 20 CniOugnt ana
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'istory records none of the sctivities of the Pharisees
until the time of Hyrcanus, shortly before the begimning of
the £irct century B. C. Josephus reports that lHyrcanus wes

a discinle of the Phariseces and that they loved him gr«:ai:ly.g'o
Surely this would indicate that the party has some previous
history of indefinite duration of which little is known.
Aonavently, both the Pharisees and Sadducees existed as groups
at the time of iyrcanus, for Graetz reports that Hyrcanus was

able to use both parties according to their special skills

29dersheinm, op. cit., I, 96.

30j0sephus, ant. XIlI, x, 5, cited according to the
edition of Denedictus lilese, editor, Flavii Yosephi Opera
(second edition; Berlin: Weidmannsche Verimasﬁeﬁﬁn%- -
1955), III, 204. Hereafter volume and page references to
this edition will be given in par., e.g. (Wiese, III, 204).
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anc Interests, the Sadducees as soldiers and diplomats, the
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Parigsees as teachers of thie law and J‘&:L;jes.s" In turn, both

parties honored him, the one "as the head of the state, the

other as the pious high priest.">2 llowever, after llyrcanus

had becowe old, he apparently broke his ties with the Phari-
sees in a fit of anger which, according to Josephus! somewhat
Fanciful story of intrigue, was occasioned by the slandering

LY

el at

of hies good name by a Pharisee.v” Josephus rep

2
b

st
e
o
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Ilyrcanus went so far as to abolish the decrees which the

e

o o e Ml e e S B 41 i Sl e - . el 1}
JLfees Qac LEposed upon Tiwe people and to punish those
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that obsexved thewn.™ Other historians doubt the accuracy
of all of the detaills of the story, but agree that in the
time of lyrcanus the Phariseces had reached full party status
and that they broke decisively with the liaccabees .92
Under Alexander Jannaeus, the son of Ilyrcanus, the
struggle betueen the Pharisees and the Hasmoneans was at its
peal. Apnporently, the masses of the people sympathized with
the Pharisees, or at least shared the conceras of the Phari-

sees. At any rate, once at a Feast of Tabernacles where

Slgraetz, op. cit., II, 3L

521bid.
33Jogephus, Ant. XILI, %, 5-6 (lidlese, LIL, 204~06).

SHypid. Josephus also credits this incident with being
responsible for all of the subseguent hatred of the people
for the Hasmoneans.

35g,.g., Baton, op. cit., III, 828,

e
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Alexander wag officiating as nigh priest, the crowd became

convinced that he was being negligent in the ritual and be-
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gan to throw things and slander him, leading to six thousand
#1% o Fobn oo 3 folus, T s s Ja — = o, | ~ T - S} whrh o

leaths at the handa of his mercenaries. Later there was a

general rebellioh against him, very bloody and long Finally

halLe
W | L, o Hant alhvwmeadbranad It e Jmarpor s Tucy  dal e 2 EQeos =0
Lexander Y'celebrated his triumph by the crucifixion of 800

prigoners at Jerusalem," leading to the £flight of eight thou-
sand wore who feared a similar fate.<® loore expresses some
doubt that the Pharisees were involved in any of this since

them as agitators or belligerents

inmnly that the old Pharisaic complaiant that the Maccabees

ve descendants of a captive continues through this period.98
lertainly the igsues inhwvolved in the struggle would be a

e 3 T el =5 wndn 2% W N o e
concern to the Pharisees, and, furthermore, LEaton reports

that "Jannaeus was a maun of guch an utterly worthless charac-

ter that he very soon alienated the people from him and made

=

el e & 1 e Y 3 . A ] TN, 2 =R
them sympathize with the Phax isees."Y This writer would

]

conclude that the Pharisees certainly were involved in these

strugeles and had the majority opinion on their gide, although

36p00re, op. cit., I, 63-65.
57 1pid.
38‘Joseph.us ; Ant, XIII, xiii, 5 (lese, III, 220),

3%zaton, op. cit., IiI, 82&.
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sanction. It secms that Alexand acted on

bed advice of her
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mything that they pleased," v \.:Ji-iu)ﬂ. L zes the situ-

ation as it developed under Aleuxawdra when he says, "She

L
L e . lhe 3 el gl 1] PGP e, . P 3 - 145
coverned other people, and the Pharisees governed her.'Hl
i il i e e o s £ v e ~ly  2ela T
:eening with the royal favor which the Pharisees now en

Joyed, the teachings which had been peculiarly theirs now

Y e e £ FR S 92 2 et T ds ran a
became a part of the national legislation, ~ Alexandra

"restored all the ordinances that the Pharisees had intro-

duced in accordance with ancient tradition and her father-in-
Law liyrcanus had snnulled.”"?= The exact natwe of the detail
of their regulations and ordinances at this time is not re-

- -

corded, but if it is true that the books of Judith and Tobit

LOuoore, gp. cit., I, 65.

I“]-..?1’053capaus, B3I, v, 2 (le.ese, Vi, 26), Translation is
from Willian Whiston, translator, The Life Lue g_;_;l‘ Horiks of
Flew.e.us Joseghus (fhiladelphia: The John G. Winstou Company,

s Po

49’:4001"6, 22. Citq’ I, 65-
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ie when he veports that

7as done anxi had determined

had the opportunity. b4 Hothing contra-

he remained fivie in his resolve until

he was able to enact it., There is indeed some evidence that

he cxpelled Pharisces from the pesitions they held.X

This historical sketeh has now arrived at the time when

«

Roman influence becomes very divect in Palestine. Certainly

the Pharisees would have little respect for wmen who accepted

Y3tbid., T, 71.
m“"loseph.us, Ant., XIII, nvi, 2 (Wiese, III, 2238).

42 jeber, op. git., p. 391.
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Roman setilements for their affairs., Thus the Pharigees
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had experienced the disfavor of the Hasmonean rulers, one
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the Pharisees toward their rulers and countm yiien at the cilie,

-1 % > q=T e o e oo 1. IS Ter ne 5/ 3 v
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non=-nious group which was apparently wnade up of the entire
nation except for the "wrighteous" Pharisces, had experienced
a kind of prosperity which led to insolence and £false
security.%® These and other charges are apparcatly directed

at least in part to the monarchy, which is said to be non-

1 . 0 5 e . > o -
Davidic and therefore not legit: imete.? Certainly the king

‘!-G;-?'.. i, Charles, editor, The Avocrypha and Pseudepi-
grapha of the OLd Testament (Oxford: Tue Clarendon Press,
1913), Ii 628-30. This conclusion is reached on both
linguistic and historical grounds,

b7ipiq,
U8pcalm of Solomon 1, ibid., II, 63L.

‘ o
4Spgalm of Solowmon 17, ibid., II, G47-51.
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in-laws were deceptively ensnared by this

R'J

axts s and that

oy

they sometimes paid the fines that were imposed upon the
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JOS,Q‘,., Psaln of Solowmon L7:21-22: "From the chief of

them to the least {of them) all were sinful; the king was a
transgressor, and the judge disobedient, '“d the Deaple
ginful." Translation by G. Buchanan 'Eray, ibid., II, 649.

N SlJosephus, Ant. XVII, ii, & (Wiese, IV, 77).




a Thir MK rlwyes e
2C8 DY e XiNng.~ "

.~
=
et

Mo e P e o oy o ] 4a = 3 . o p &n f K P o e
Pharigsalsm galned in proming amony the Jews after
T, et e 'L | 117
NLe Time uncih L.L‘,.."..‘..-.y
Par LJ - NEDAY glLaces
n P o F, e o
¥ Le with the £all of
31 . Aadarm Mann oy 4 =
n,.L.,.» -li..v. JUAALsH becane ....u--.._x,,’ the
s T M U o o dala = 3=
2 heter O3 "CC.L.. Vel Oerorae L..Z....) clle

Y YT v Doy .
Lidblons L.\.-L oL -'s.L-_'f’ na.

\...'.. -~ “Xakgal

s Ll
cisive for their rmule. had
CO Give way before the the ;_-“h-_;,,ugf.;__)v

Sp——. . $e 3y 7 vyl wme oaoe
Ore CIedils ChAe riniail vVict

Or 4 YTabil

collea,

P - -
ed suprene

PP 1En ¢ 1 anil ten 41 that
emusagLer Ly ALl .1 O Lg :.\-QL‘ 111 Tia

direction for cone decades before.

. i s . T It arde ey > o e -
ternal development, This history is much more
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sarently not, however, for law study and application was
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the pricsts until the time of fzra and after.””

the work of

x|

Jeber sugiests, furtherwore, that the Jewish rabbi sought
bis Living from other sources in times even more nedern than

these. b0

i gﬁhail Schtrer, 4 History of the Jez::i.slgé Peonle in the
pime of Jesus Christ, transliated by Sophia laylor and reter
Thetetie (Second edition; New York: Charles Scribner's Sons,

60;;eber, op. git., p. 460.
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As Pharisaisn rests upon the foundation of the law
as developed by the scribes, so did it also .L‘l its
turn govern the farther dcvelopzxent of Jewish law.
Jhen the Pharisaic party had once been formed as such,
all the more famous scribes, at least all those who
Lnflueneed the Later developuent, proceeded from its
midst, There were indeed Sadducean scribes. But
their work has Left no trace behind it in history.
All the influential scyibes belonged to the Pharasalc
party. This may be assumed (ld self-evldent, and is
confirmed by the fact, that the few cases in which

L
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¢

6lprince, op. cit., IV, 4327.

620f, Schilrer, op. cit., II, i, 313, for an overview.




i
A

|71V

=T 1 Pt ¥
the scribes i

=
.;_.LJ
ariseags, 03

maced as

" O = 1 . 4. 5 1 " .
NGO Tt e ey Toarnsel (L O3 eneTvsen g : e fe . gl
LGLE WDLTOTY nas rouil No QlLeq art ,—.'(..'\"J..-' 18 lL. WLTIL Ll o ud

nent that

e Uu'_’.'...J(llJ ancedace cae ..h‘t.‘.n'-.-u-.:{ & ang aace u(.‘:‘\','a.’.ﬁ. t'-.” «-)J.ﬂ‘.

i) . 1 R b g T $eToe i Pemv oy 1 Al Travrer v3ly T T G
i@ g Loes were cuen uvie SEOUD OL JewsS W0 welZe DI0-
¥ ) o~ S Y T ow & <3 ) 1 B = X B progs. oy ¥ PP | o] o o < = bo e oy
feosionally devoted to the study and e yosiltion of the law,
y £ T oy T3 1 . - . ¢ Sy Qe deot 2 S ~i =t Fveme T
,n'.Z'.‘L‘.'_]._" tiien, thiere was alvays a cLo8¢ Tie¢ Detwveen tie scrives
3 o3 23 e ame E g o el e Tl \'1tv - -
F1814 8 NEL LSCE g b WS il i WL 1ari8alc par J”’ -—LB
~3
-

1 Mt Tarat " " -
Leaduers IMust have beenl or

_
- ,J.\,-.\.‘(,,.\.
& e ™5 &AGad .-nubs.l.‘.a

2

1 " o~ 1 e By P - - e
the Pharisees, he characterazes the pax as being related

-he Greel 8toics.Y One who realizes the characteristics
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he Jewich party and of the Greel: philosophy would conclude
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that they were very remote cousing, if at all related, Per-

haps Josephus is siaply trying to represeunt his party favor-

ably to the Romans, It is the opinion of this writer that

631nid., YT, 44, 1l.
Shppince, op. cit,, IV, B322,

55305.3911\1& , Vita 2 (Wiese, IV, 323).
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gimply following his exanple. Such an c¢leva-
tion of the Torah theowetically did not divide between levels
of scrivtures, for although the five books of loses certainly
the foremost section of the written text, the prophetic
writings £ell into the sume category, broadly conceived, for
the prophets siuply attempted to apply the Poralr to the peo~

ple of their day. In this sense, the Pharisees fclt themselves

6631erford, op. cit., VIIL, 474,

67 pbia.
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of the people. Josephus says that they “are estectel most
skilful in the exact explication of theiwr laws, 70 and that

-hey "emxcel all others in the accurate knowledge of the laws
pvidently it was enthusiasm for safeguarding the iaw
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gnecial directives and limitations which were meant to guard

681pid,, VILII, 474-75.
691bid., VIII, 474.

70Jouephus, B3 1I, viii, 1% (Wiese, VI, 185). Trans-
Lation f£rom whiston, op. cit., p. 676.

7l 30sephus, Vita 38 (iilese, IV, 353). Tranclation
from Whiston, op. eit., p. 13.
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against any possible infringement of the divine Law.”’2 In
this developnent they begin to separate themselves from
other Jews., Moore illustrates how this worked:

Thus--to take an example froum the £irst page of the

ishnah--things which by the letter of the Law must

be completed before wmovrning, by rabbinical »ule muast

be doue befove nidnight, *“to keep a man far removed

from transgression. w73

All of the faithful Jews had a great reverence for the
authority of the sScriptures, but if the doctrines of Phari-
saism were to gain the same reverence, the next logical step

for them would be to make this "barrier arvound the law™ as

binding as the law itzelf. Two possibilities for accomplish-

ing thies were open to the Phariseces: they could cite the
Scriptures as the actual authority for all their teachings
through a special method of exegesis, or they could establish
a second authority. The positions of the rival schools of
Hillel and Shamnai, already stated, indicate that the Phari-
sees attempted both.

With regard to the use of Scriptures as support for
precepts, the Pharisecs refused to admit a break from or
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a second authority. The pricsta had always held that only
the written text of the Torab was binding and that where
further directives were needed the pricets would make such
dirvectives on their own authority. The Pharisees held
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"from liogses to Joshua, to
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saic cages."?5
In this zeal for the unwritten law, the Pharisees dis-

tinguished themselves £rom other Jewish religious parties,

751bid., VIII, L7,
763pia,
77?rince, op. cit., IV, 4323,

758&m1.el Saminel A Jewish Understandi of the Hew
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notably the sadducees. "Seripture is the only authowity,
sald the Sadducees; Scripture and Tradition, said the Phari-
sees."7Y  Josephms concurs exactly:

The Pharisces have delivered to the people a great many
observances by succession from thelr fathers, which

ave not written in the laws of ioses; and for this
reason it is that the Sadducees veject them, and say
that we are to csteen those obsexvances to be obliga-
tory which are in the written wond, but are not to
obgerve what_are derived from the twadition of our
forefathers.”

Decause of the controversy that arose, the Pharisces
were obliged to male a gtrong case for their point of view.

Apparently they were satisfied that they had done this, for

at several places the Mishnah blames all national calamities
on thosge who interpret Scripture differeantly from the Phari-
saic rule, sud condemns such persons to cternal perdition.dt _f=“'
In practice, theun, the orsel law was actually placed above -
the written law. This position of the oral law is demonstrs
ted by the Pharisces' prohibition of the reading of the
lagiographa on the Sabbath, lest attention be diverted W
the things that the rabbls had to say.8? Rdershein says of
thelr ialakhoth that they

?§§b¢?¢;1§§m eit., I, ©8.
)Josephug, Ant. XIII, x, 6
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they could be talken away their Gentile
conguerors.8d  Such reasoning <id not satisfy the Sadducees,

»at the Pharisces the logic strongly,
iently such logic seemed reasonable to a large percent-

age of the Jewish population.
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ded £or every posgible and impossible case,
into every detail of private, family, and

public life; and with iron logic, unbendiug rigour,

and most minute analysis pursued and dominated wan,

E
turn whdither he might, laying on hin a yoke wirich was
o 3 & Rt s

truly unbearable.%”

.

In content, this tradition spoke to all points of the written

831bid., I, 98.
8hynia,, 1, 99.

82 pid, » I, 98. 1In this quotation from Edersheim, as
in those avove, the evaluative comment represeuts an expected
bias which one would not f£ind in Jewish apologists. Dut
Bdersheim's systematic report ol the scope and nature of the
maltiple ordinances of the rabbis is objective and excellent.
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86Eaton, QE" Cit-l III, 825-
878dersheim, op, cit., I, 98.
88prince, op. cit., IV, 4323.

89ierford, op. cit., VIII, 475,
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Certain specific doctrinal formulations of this sect
must also be stated, especially teachings that met with
direct opposition amony the sSadducees. One such doctrine
concerncd the place of "fate! in hummn affairve, The Phari-
sees held that God was absolutely ommipotent and that His
providence never f£ailed; therefore, God's cooperation must
be assumed in all human actions, be they good or bad,90
Perbaps in order to vindicate hie thesis that the Pharisees
were much like the 3toics, Josephus vepeatedly mentions the
role of "fate" in the views of the Pharisees.?l Their opinion

about the role of fate in human affairs separated the Phari-

sees both from the Sadducees and the Busenes, who stood respec=
tively on the extremes of making it of no consequence and

absolute. Edertheim illustrates how the Pharisaic position

worked itself out for the individual:

All that concerned his mental and physical capacity,
or that would betide him, was prearranged. His

naae, place, pouition, circumstances, the very name
of her whom he was to wed, were proclaimed in heaven,
just as the hour of his death was Eforeorvdered. There
night be seven years of pestilence in the land, and yet
no one died before his time. Even if a man inflicted
a cut on his finger, he mght be sure that th;m &T.Mt .
had been preovdered.d2 i gl =P

Fave did not play such a role, however, that a i
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to coutrol.
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The Sadducees objected to this view, arguing that man

could hardly be held responsible for his own actions if Zate

controlled his destiny to such g degree; divine justice would

9341 of these characterizatiouns of the evil yetzer and
nore may be found in ¢, 3. Hontefiore and Hewbert Loewe, 4
Rabbinic Anthology (lew Yoris Meridian Books, 1560j), pp.
PISRS wae are twenty pages of selected quotations
from the rabbinic writings on the subject, in the editors'
words, "only a few passages' (p. 295) of the many extant
statenents on the subject.
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become empty; the righteous man might suffer while the sinner
enjoyed progpevity, The Phariseces comtered with another
doctrine with which the Sadiucees disagreed. They held
that divine justice would manifeat itself after death in the
rowrnrda to thoe midhdvremia and 3 il BT B LT e 21 G
rewards to the vighteous and the punishment of the wicked.?

Again the Psalus of Solomon axe instructive for the views

o o - - L'l-' ) [ s - o - o T )
of the Pharisees.”” loore has stated the view of the Phari-
seces about the judgnent and the Life to come succinctly when

he says of them that they believed “in the survival of the

soul, the vrevival of the body, the great judgment, and the

Pime conclusions of Psalms of Solouon L4 and 15 ave
significant and are here quoted in the translation by
G. Duchanon Gray as found in Charles, op. cit., II, GhS-H46.
Goneclusion of Psalm 14z
For the ways of men are known before Him at all times,
And lle knoweth the secrets of the heart before they
come to pass.
Therefore their inheritance is Sheol and darkuess and
destruction,
And they shall not be found in the day when the
righteous obtain mercy; .
Sut the plous of the Lord shall inherit Life in gladness.
Conclusion of Psalm 153
And the inheritance of sinners is destruction and
darkness,
And their iniquities shall pursue them unto Sheol
beneath.
Their inheritance shall not be found of their children,
For sins shall lay waste the houses of simners.
And simners shall perish for ever in the day of the
mrd's ‘ A I\t. :
When God visiteth the earth with His judgment.
Tut they that 2ar the Lord shall £ind mercy therein,
And shall live by the compassion of their God;

But sinners shall perish Zov ever.

B
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Life of the world to come."0 The Sedducees rejected such
a formmlation on the basis of their belief that no such =
thing is explicitly stated in the OLd Testament. Thus the
dispute really centered agein in the Pharisaic understanding
and development of the 0lLd Testawent text in their traditions.
A similar and related argument raged over the existence of
angels and spizits.?’

Finally, the Pharisees were very eager cultivators of

[
.
"
i
I

Miessianic ideas, longiang specifically for a temporal Messiah,98

pvidently the Pharisaic teachings of the wresurrection were
as significant to them as they were because Messianic hopes
vere attached to these teachings. They looked forward to a
tine when the reign of God would break in on the kingdoms of
the world and a Messianic kingdom be established in which
the saints of God would be given the power of which :
now deprived.9? The Messiah was to be the Son of Dawid,
sinlese but not divine, waised up by God to deliver the i -
people of God from oppression. IHe would furthermore drive
out simmers £rom their wmidst so that all the W pants i
the kingdon would be holy, a kingd |

Lre SRS 4
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So that the saints who had died could participate
i this kingdom, there had to be a resurrection from the
dead. Furthermore, there was to be a final end of all thir g8,

-

a general resurrection, and a world to co:zc.lﬁl
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It has been indicated £rom time to L hat the Phari

!:_'-

sees were quite popular among the Jewish people it hq

beeun noted that a number of theories suggest that their name
might posoibly have been given them because of thedir exclu-~
siveness, Exclusivencss and popularity are indeed a strange

o 3=

combination, but they seem to have been foundi together in

this grouwp. Their exclusiveness was both by necessity and

by choice. The Lorm of holiness which they practiced and the

education which seemed necesgsary f£or their adherents
wrade it almost impossible for comaon peasants to be received

inte their mumber.l02 The Phavisees insisted that only those
who were wiliing to shoulder the "yoke" through strict train-
ing end holiness of life, could become one of their nunber 93

But their exclusciveness was also by design. A sharp

line was drawn bctween the inner circle of Pharisees and the

L00znia.

10lyontefiore and Loewe, op. cit., pp. SBLEL,
102eber, on, ¢it., p. 390.

1031bid,

|
|
|
5
|
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wasses of the people, for a2 man became a Perusha only when
he segregated himself entirely from impure persons and
hose to renain separate even from

the great mass of their “"orthodox' countrymen, who were un-

to obsexve all the rules of Levitical purity. Association

e v 2ul i - . Qoo S Mk i a3l 3 a3 1S e i T -
with the ceremonialliy dexiled would mean defilenent for the

nan who was otherwlise

pure; therefore they zremained entirely

aloo£.lU2  So there was a voluntary segregation and exclu-

siveness, not only from the despised Hellenists, but also
£ron nou~observant Jews.

So sharp was this divigion that the Pharisecs referred
to all non-Pharisees with the inclusive term am ha-arets
In a situation bordering n pituelistic cacte segregation,
there was a £ixed contrast between the Pharisaic “saints™
and the am ha-aretz, the ignorant men of the country who
neither knew nor observed the law.:00 e tern for the none-
Pharisees was taken from the books of Ezra and Hehemiah where
it refers to the heathen and half-heathen inhabitants of
Palectine. 107 The Pharisees used the same term for those Jews

2

who were not veal Israelites, that is, not Pharisees.

1044pid., p. 366.
105gaton, op, cit,, IIL, 826.
106 eber, op. cit., po. 306-87.

107:ava 9:LE.; lehemiah 10:20-3L.
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fnowledge or piety among non-Fharisees changed the situation

not at all; unless a man washed properly before meals, care~
fully observed the .sabbath, and obeyed the many prescriptions
of the oral law, he could nothing wore than am ha-aretz, 108
To add to the distiunction between themselves and the
vulgar hewrd, the Pharisees also chose for themselves a name
which indicated both thelr close fellowship with one another
and their distance £rom others. They called themselves the
Haberinm, the brothers. Again the corruption of an 0ld |
Testanent term is involved. In 0ld Testament times every
Israelite was the haber of the other; the Pharisee acknow-

. e P R el e S Ak e 2 Gy ¥
ledized as hig haber only a man who scrupulously observed
CHE T ]

The only middle position for which the Pharisces allowed
was that of the peeman, The association which the Phariseces

formed had two ideals: to observe meticulously all the laws

of Levitical purity and to contribute punctiliously all
religious dues.llC The neeman involved himself only with
the second. He agreed to tithe what he ate, what he sold,

and what he bought, and he agreed never to be a guest with

108nobert H, Pfeiffer, History of liew Testament Tiwes
with an Introduction to t"v.e Apocryphe (llew fome: Larper and
Trothers, LUWU), DDe J0=D0.

109%:qt0n, op. cit., III, 926.

110naershein, op. cit., I, 3LL.
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an am ha-aretz. The full -m 1oer undertoolk both Pharisaic

it

ideals and remained even f£arther apart £rom the masses; he
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colnmerce with them, nor could he
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L were possibly igpure.+++ CJertainly then
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the imer civcle of the Pharisees was exclusive by des
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while such a visitor was clothed
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Such exclusiveness led to hatred in certain ~uguonces, |
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the people loocked up to the Phari-
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Sees wicl TegpecCy,. wiy LIl actuallily, the Haberin ;s WitO
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never nuabered more than a few thousand at one time, held
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cules were .Tn.uu. L2, SRANce says,

their first dJdevelopment repre-
s¢ thodox Judaism who distinguished them-
selves from the mass of their orthodox co-religionists
'_c.i;".h,:;‘ by the strictness of thelr obserypnces than Dy
any distine fon frem acc entaed doctrine. LS

They did not separate themselves from the Jewish community.

-

hey worshipped in the Temple and synagogues with their

countrynen, and their views on the law and resurrection were

11lypia,, 1, 312.
W2yereord, op, cit., VIII, 474,

lls?m.nce op. cit., IV, &322, This would, of course,
not include God's falthful, who were the real orthodosx
Jews.
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not at all peculiar to themselves. k1%  After Phardisaism had
rveached a peal:, the mass of the nation was inclined to it;

Pk -y ¥ LT Ty sv vl gy s 1 ey i e A exTios 4%
yet, not all Jews were Pharisces because only among the

aemal W ananid Sav mwadl Yias — - - Ba il ok ,
tabbies and leaders were purity and law observance high eno
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syapathy with Pharisaic doctrine that broadly

speaking most

of the nation wmay be called Pharisees.llo
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only group concerned about developing the religious and moral
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Life of thie peop! .16 7o this end they used the synag sogues

and schools in every Jewish community. It follows that
every Jewish family was in this way influenced by their

o of a g Tmds » b | L J=h ¢ ] LR - 1 A 3 .
teaching, Not all of the Pharisees were scholara, but the

most of the rabbis and scribes in whole-hearted sympathy

c.n’r imd the rabbis and the scribes were

uence in the synagegue. Through thie chain

the Pharisees were able to use synagogues both in Palestine

1l4%gaten, op. cite, II1, 827,

Y 1lbqandmcl, ops cits, p. 161, CE. also Moore, op. cit.,

1161-1erford, op. cit., VIII, 474, Aagain excluding God's
faithiul.

117‘1003:‘3, opy sit,, I, 66.




and in the Diacpora for the propagation of their ilnterpretas-

tions of mphases, Wor
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transfer of the center of religious life from the Temple to

acconiplished, eventually pre-
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the synagogue, which was goo
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ron the begiming, Pharisaism had a natural appeal
amons Lans 7 e (Y AT .; 4 Iynd alrvraus oot an P o e
amony mny Jews because it had always Deen an opposition

party to the Sadducean high-priestly rulers, who caused much

gJ
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atisfaction among the Jews . 120  The opponents of P

1

saisn continued to be t

whomt they influernc ced, 12l 1t seems that the point at issue

betwreen the two parties was never Temple worship in competi-

tion with synago

-
¥}
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gue worship, but rather a conflict of how

exclusive Judaism needed to be and how the law was to be
interpreted. A number of Pharisees were pricsts and the
Pharisees had certainly included in their legislation a
great many ordinances that had to do specifically with Temple

functions. 22 As a matter of fact, the Pharisees gained so

Ll53bid., I, 33=-34.

WY%erford, op. cit., viu, b7k,
1201pia,, p. &75.

121ieber, on. cit., p. 387.
1223ershein, op. cit., I, 322,
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ich influence in Temple affaivs that they could demand that
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Pharisees was supreme in the synagogues, Temple, and among

thie people.

. 3 - - o - N SN - . T . < »4
md the Pharisees wielded some influence during all of

their history among the royalty of Palestine. Iilow they

fared with certain of the Hasmonean princes has already been
stated., They were not entirely in sympathy with these rulers,
who served also as high priecsts, for these wmonarchs were

neither of the family of David nor of the legitimate high

ld

23yeber, op. cit., p. 387.
L2l jo0ephus, snt. XIII, %, 6 (Niese, III, 206).
lz’bioore, ops cit., I, 70,

126590 rshein, op. cit., I, 320; Josephus, Ant. XVIII,
i, b (Wiese, IV, L4Z-h3Y, o
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different degerintive of a religious
viewpoint (in wodern idiom, e.g., "Methodist” or 'neo-

orthodox); "scribe" is deseriptive of a profession (e.g.,

133eber, op. cit., p. 386,
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yet the term "scribe' suggests "Pharisece. hen an ancient
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Jew was called a scribe, it was altogether likely that he
arssn ] -y pra— -1 AP Py ) e e i sy aned ¢ . el
would be a Phariseec. GScribe suggests Pharisee in much the
; r Fhad mer Lo crvaaira DAm +holid
sainte way that wmonlk Ttoday suggests Roman datnolic,
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Tie

on people generally, almost all the Jewish popu-
lace was drawn under the sway of their teaching and became
a following for their point of view. Many of the people
ore, of course, non-Pharigees and non-scribes; but very few
of the people were anti-Pharisees and anti-scribes. 8o it

is clear that when Christ addressed the scriives and Pharisees,
e iz not addvessing a segment of the Jewish people to the
exclusion of the masses. Ue is instead addressing leaders
and a poi of view which the masses had adopted as their

own. In a sense then, He ig attacking the religion of the
Jews. The writer tends to agree with Sandmel's oversimplifi-

arm used,

@

L3

3hgandnel, op. cit., p. 161.

Joews are meant

Matthew 23: "Although
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It is obvious from a reading of latthew 23 that
the rift between Jesus and the Pharisees, as it is there
described, was deep. The language is strong, almost violent,
and iz cvidence of move than a surface difference of opinion.

iC L8 al&0o OLVIOUS TOHat The area oL
to one o oo subdsctse the vointgs of Sy 3
to one or two subjecty; the polints of conte: tion are max Vs

One may conclude that there had developed between Jesus and
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Cue also £inds that Matthew reports this prior history
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of auarrel in:
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or extensive detail., The study of the
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subject matter of these e res malkes apparvrent a history

of growing conflict between Jesus and the Pharisees, which
helps the reader understand why there should have been ani-
the proportion represented in the Temple discourse.

Since it ie the function of this section of the paper siuply

Lovom the £act that Matthew devotes so large a propor-
tion ox his writing teo this conflict one may safely conclude
that the ilssues of Lhe Joewish-Christian conflict were a
major concarn of the people to and for whom he wrolte. His

selection of so many of these incidents is surely the result
of the need for clarification of the real issues,
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to survey and list the issues of confliict during the ministry
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of Jesus, the comment on individual incidents is neither
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intensive nor extensive. Bach incident ic simply reduced to
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ts more apparent igsue or issues.
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Johni the Baptist, the man who prepared the way fop
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Jesus'!' ministry with his preaching, had already singled out

By 2 -~y . i | J T 3+3 - ¥ 3=} 3 3
the Pharisees, along with the Sadducees, for the harshest

ind of Law preaching (Matt. 3:7-10). ile accuses them
specifically of false security, warning that judgment is
upon them as an axe which is already striking the root of
the tree. lio demands that they repent, that they prove their
repentance by bearing appropriate £ruit and that they stop

supposing that they will escape the Jjudgment of God because

Bala s e el Y nion D an st NESREL . . e o4 B e P gads o i 2= e %
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destroys the falee security of supposing that they are God's

favorites and reduces them to the level of cvery cther crea-
ture, a level from wiaich God's favor camnot be demanded, a
level which can expect only God's destructive wrath., HMatthew
does not state the reaction of the Pharisees, but they cer-
tainly did not leave John with the satisfaction of their
having been complimented by hinm,

Shortly thereafter, Jesus Himgelf levels the supreme
insult at the Pharisces and doctors of the law by declaring
worthless that in which they supposed they excelled, the
observance of the Law (Matt. 5317-20). It had been prophesied

that a new covenant would be established, different from the




old, but one in which the Law would continue to play a

prominent role (Jer. 31:31~34), In iis Sermon on the Mount
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Jesus wisiwes to estavlish that His L:‘:_'.G{Jiu'.l i8 not toc annul
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e Law, LDUL CO make LT binding. So emphatic ie lle in this
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point that lle says no detail of the law, no letter, not even
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as everything will have been accomplished or fulfilled.
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the man who sets aslide even tiny parts of the law's demands

can look for only the lowest place in the kingdon of heaven.
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this lowest place in the kingdon, performance
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in keeping the law must be better by far than that of the
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Pharicsees. The implication is very pointed. The degree of

law observance practiced by the Pharisecs did not even qualify
them for the lowest seat in the kingdom of heaven.?
in neither of the above instances is there any record

£ euevil rew PEPEL_IF TN IR - el R . o 2 - mt L
of prior agitation by the Pharisees. Perhaps Johnt and Jesus

<gimilar statements by Paul in Romans may be noted to
clarify these statements of Jesus -in a way which does not
allow for the charge th:t He outdoes the Pharisees in their
ovn way of thinking. That Jesus' high concern for the law
ig not out of character with His mission as Redeemer Paul
clarifies in Rom, 3:31l: "Uo we then overthrow the law by
this faith? By no wmeans! On the contrary, we uphold the
law." That the intended distinction in law observance is
in the kind of righteousness, Paul clarifies in lom, 10:2-L:
"Por I Testify that they have a zeal for God but it is umin-
formed. For in their ignorance of the righteousness which
coties from Jod and in their attewpt to establish their ownm,
they have vefused to submit to the righteocusness which cones
from dod. For Christ is the end of the law for the attain-
ment of righteousness for everyone wio believes," {(The first
quotation is £rom the RSV; the second is the writer's own

translation. )
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were both speaking on the basis of the vecord and reputation

th

th

)

e Pharisees, although there may have Leen previous
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skirmiches between thom of which there is no record. A8 the
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number of instances in which there is actually & 1 dialogue

between Jesus and the Pharisees, or in other instancees at
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least a snecific ecvent to which a statement of protest is
I T v aiinh acoaston wan Fhat on whiol locne Eival
aceaciied, Cne such occasion was that on which Jesus first
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forgave and then healed the paralytic (Matt, 9:1-8; Matthew

does not specify that the objectors were Pharisees, but luke
in his parallel account makes this identification, Luke >:21).
The announcement of the forgiveness of sins led to an imme-
diate protest from the scribes and Pharisees in attendance.
Jesus had, in tueivr estimate, usurped God's prerogative and

this act constituted blasphemy. Jesua' response did

..J

not

deny that forgiving sins is God's exclusive rijht, but it

did insist that He, the Son of Man, had been given the authority
m earth to forgive sins. This response, and the healing mir-
acle as the proof of its validity, led the crowd to glorify

, “who had given such authority to meun" (Matt. 9:8). o
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response by the Pharisces ie stated, but they either failed

to understand or vefused to accept Jesus' claim to an eutbority
given Him by His Father, fox their labter protests indicate
that they continued to guestion His authority.

Another skirmish took place when Jesus attended the

banquet which Matthew prepared in Jesus' honor and to which
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he invited ta-collectors and other such disrenutable charac-
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ers (Matt. 9:10-13), The Pharisees were disturbed at Jesus?
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statement for rightly evaluatiang a man's observeance of the
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law. The force of the statement is that God establishes the
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how" of law obgervance. It is a quotation of Hosea 6:6,
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not quieted although careful sacrifice be offered for every

sin. God wants His covenant to be kept, not sacrifices to
= - ok e A Eat T a9 ' o s orfade o o sy e s
be made to cover failures. The thought is also found in

I Sam, 15:22 where Saul is discredited for wishing to make

r - -

nunerous sacvrifices when, in £act, he had disobeyed God's

-

specific comnand. Micah 6:8 also echoes the wording in sug-

1mt God demands that His will be done, mot that nu-~
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gesting t

merous sacrifices be offered. In the context of eating with

sinners, Jesus used the passage to tell the Pharisees that He
was fulfilling God's will of love when He dealt compassionately
with sinmers, The Pharisees were evaluating Hin with a faulty

standard. Again, Matthew does not vecord any reaction on the

part of the Pharisces.

Some time later Jesus aund iis disciples were walking
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through some £ields of grain on the Sabbath (Matt. 12:1-8).

BDecause lis disciples were bhungry, they began to pluck some
& i o o My D) g . PO o '

of the grain and eat it, The Pharisees noticed what was
going on and were quick to challenge Jesus by asking why

T e vl S T L TR, e, . [ o . P W S =
¢ what is forbidden on the Sabbath.
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The problem is not wallking on the Sabbath, nor trespassing
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on someone's property, nor even stealing grain. Jewish law
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and social custol 4dilc Not condemm these things
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a certain prescribed limit. But picking food in gquantity

in order to eat it was a violation of a work limit set by
accepted Sabbath regulation. Jesus reminds the Pharisces

of a precedent established by David (I Sam. 21:1-6) in eating
and permitting his men to eat the consecrated bread (Lev.
2:5-9) din the Temple, although this too was forbidden.

Then too, he reminds them that the priests in the Temple
broke the sabbath vegulations in performing their duties,

but this did not discredit them. Jesus is again reproving
the vharisces for their concern for the detail of certain
regulations without concern for the key to law observance,

"} require mercy, not sacrifice." There was an order of pre-
cedence which the Phariseces failed to take into accouwnt, The
Sabbath with its regulations does not legislate the activity
of the Son of Man; the Sou of Man controls the Sabbath. The
form or mode through which Cod is served is never greater
than the Cod who is being served, The Pherisees had confused
the comparative significance of the object and the mode of

O
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This time Matthew does record a reaction of the Phari-

gees, Jesus entered a synagogue vwhere there was a4 maen with

51

diseased avm (Qlatt, 12:9-14). Evaluating
very quickiy, they €£rame a question which was intended to

frustrate any thought that Jesus might have had of healing

i {
=y ey Mlmsy aolr 0T e 0 dedemne] G- 3 | 2 Qmlnl 211 I
the man. They ask, "Is it permitted to heal on the Sabbath? i
|
Doth the affixmative and the negative answer would be detri- ’:
wental to Jesus' purpose., But Jesus reminds them that the
day of the weel would have little bearing on a decision they
might make as to whether they should rescue a sheep which is

about to perish. The argunent is that concern for the welfare
of a man is certainly of more note than concern for the wel-
fare of a sheen. And then the answer: Doing good is permitted
on the sSabbath. There are many parallels in the Gospels in
which Jesus defends ilis good deeds on the Sabbath., The inci-
dent is climawxed in the healing of the amm. Again the Phari-

sees veact; they begin to lLay a plot among themselves to do

away with Him. They plan a murder on the Sabbath because He 4

had healed a man on the Sabbath. Jesus withdraws to avoid

having anything come of the plot.

The next incident in which Jesus and the Pharisees clash
is occasioned by the favorable reaction of a crowd to a
niracle of restoring sight and speech to a man possessed by
a demon, a miracle performed by Jesus in the pres;anca qf a

group which included some Pharigees (Matt, 12:22L, ). The
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crowd reacts with what borders on being a confession of the
real identity of Christ: Could this be the Svn of David?

The Pharisees are guick to assure the people that Jesus is

in league with the prince of the devils and thus has sone

ity over them. Jesus points to the obvious folly of
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the devilst wolving themselves in such an arrangement.
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power used by their owhh people in casting out devile, 4if it
1s possible that guch a thing is done throuzh the power of
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Deelzebub, Jesus leaves them with the other much more likely

option. If lie it

e

casting out devils by the power of the
Spirit of God (as their own people claim to be doing), then
this wirecle becomes sure evidence that the kingdom of God
has brokeun in on thewr in the presence of Christ,

There £follows immediately a stern call to repeutance
(tatit. L2:30-37), if aot addvessed exclusively to the antago-
nicts above, nevertheless certainly ivcluding then in its de-
nends, As John the Baptist associated the coming of the
kingdowm with the call to repentance, so Jesus appends the de-
mand that the approach of the kingdowm be met with repentance
to His announceent that the kingdom of God is present in Him.
Included is the invective that the fruit of this "vipers'
brood" is consistent with their evil hearte. and it is on the
basis of the evil words which come from their wouths that
they will De condemmed. ' S L

The vharisees react to this strong laugusge by ©
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for a sign (Matt. 12:38-82)., Jesus responds by 8
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only sign they will have is the sign of Jonah. it applies
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The Phavisees challeng
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them asking Jesus why His disciples brealk the long-established

washing hands before eating (Qdatt. 10:1-8).
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Jesus does not comment on whether or not they do. Instead,

lie accuses the Pharisees of bypassin
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ligation, It may be that His disciples brealt a tradition,
but the Pharisees break God's law by insisting on following
their traditior The gpecific instance has to do with the
fourth comnandment. Pharisaic tradition said that a thing
hich might have benefited a father or mother may be Ziven
over to Sod. They argued that it was a higher dedication of

a thing to dedicate it to God than to dedicate it to a father

or wother. (The wording allows for the undewstanding that
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even a fictitious dedication of a thing to Cod absolves one
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Jegus uses the occasion to c,o..‘.ne 1t to the crowd about
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cilg Paarisaic concern Tor eatiy 18 W1Tn unwashed hands. e
L e ] R CR B S ) W TR It e s

savs: A man is not rendered unclean LY waac goes 1Nto ulis

mouth, but by what comes out of it" (Matt. 15:10), The

Pharisees by this time are seething. The disciples report
thie fact to Jesus. IHe ewplains that they should disregard

-

the Pharvisees because they would be vooted up; ilis heaveunly

------ ther had not planted them and they could unot survive.

esides, the Pharisees are blind people attempting to lead ?

ol

other blind people. They would 211 £all into the ditech.

Thus Jesus summarily rejects the worth of the Pharisees as

men qualified to lead the people (Matt., 15:11-14).

Much to Jesus' disappointment, the dlsciples did not
understand what ie meant by His statement of thinge going
into and coming out of the mouth., Feter asks for a clari-

fication and Jesus ewplains {Matt. 15:15-20). What goes
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into the mouth simply passes throuch

gone, Dut what comes out of the mouth
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i8 a vocalization of the evil of the heart., This
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Sadducees cane back on the scene once more. They were still
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concerned about Jesus'! claims and demanded of Him a sign
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from heaven, apperently pretending that such a sign would

5t. Paul says that 1t 1s characteristic of Jews to Look for
signs (I Cowr, 1:22), Matthew says specifically that the
request was meant as a test, and not as an honest request
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for help. Jesus telle ilis petitioners that their reguest

LS

gu betrays their wickedness, £or it is a wicked
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generation that asks for a sign. Consistent with this evalu-

tion, le zefuses to give them any sign except for one they

already had: the sign of Jonah., With this refusal He leaves.

A

AS Jesus and His disciples are maliing their way across
the sea, He still has these Pharisees and Sadducees on His

mind, Ue telle His disciples to be on their guaxd against

the Leaven of the Sadducees and Pharisees (Matt, 16:5-12),

Leaven reninded the disciples of their lack of bread and

they stoposed that Jesus was making some couwaent about this
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John the Baptist. Elijah hac

sut the Jews were still looking for both of them. As a

astter of fact, these same people who had been telling of

-

aix had contributed to his death. Similarly,

L R

the coming

@

were going to lay violent hands on

-

the Son of Man Himself., They failed to recognise precisely
hat they were looking for.
The Pharisees were again on hand some tine Later to

-

interrupt Jesus! work with the crowds, thies time with another
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ion. They now wonder what Jesus might say

the legality of divorce (Matt. 19:3-9 Joegus
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Scriptural answer: God created male and female, sons and
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daughters were to ileave thel¥® parents in orvder to marry,
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by God, and it is inseparable by man (Gen, 1:27; 2:24).
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to that effect (Deut. 2%:1-4). Jesus re-
plics that Moses made such a concession because the Jews

Jere hard-hearted; strictly speaking, God did not intend

that marriage should be dissolved. Then Jesus takes it upon
PR P e e da PR P o o Son ol e =
flimself to state God'e position on the dissolution of

and a subsequent remarriage: it is not to be done,
and when it is done, it is done under pain of committing
adultery unless the divorced party was guilty of unchastity,
This is a strict ruling, as is evident £rom the reaction of
the disciples (Matt. 19:10). Jesus dared to evaluate criti-
cally what Moses had said and ventured a principle which was
to supevrsede that of loses.

o specific reaction of the Pharisees is stated at this
point, but this usurping of the absolute authority of thelr
champion suvely coatribt;ted to the growing determination to
put Jesus to death, a situation which Jesus recognises when

e tells Uis disciples as they make their way to Jerusalem




that the chief priests and doctors of the law will condemm
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Him to death and

guners to be cruells
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treated and crucified (Matt, 20:18-19). The conflict and
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Upon Ille arrival at Jerusalemn, Jesus appeared d:
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drive out the salestien and banker and heal the blind and
crippled, One morning when Jesus appeared in the Temple,
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the chicf priests and elders were there to meet lim and to

ask by what authority lle did such things (Matt, 21:23-27).
fhis question Jesus mewered with another question, for
which each of the alternative answers would ecmbarrass the

chief priests and eclders in their position. That is to say,
Jesus uced the question as a device to demonstrate the folly
of rejecting the validity of John's baptism and of doing

this in secret for fear of the people. Was John's beptism

From God or from nen? Weither answer was safe. I£ the

baptism was from God, then why did they not accept it? If
they said it was from men, how would they appease the many
neople who approved of Joim and called him a prophet? They
refused to mnswer., Neither did Jesus answer their question.

Jesus makes use of this impasse as an occasion to teach,

e tells a pavable which asks whether it is better to say

“yes” to a request but then not to do it, or to say "no" to
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the request but then to do it anyway (liatt. 21:28-32). 1Is
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a man's wembership in the kingdom judged by what he says
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correct answer: the second option is better. Dut then Jesus
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paying attention to Jolm, On the other hand, the pious among
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the Jews who had always been saying Ywes™ to Cod's will had

afterward not done the will of God--they refused to pay at-

tention to Johm. Jesus had led these Jewish authorities to
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the prostitutes and tax-collectors had done the better thing.

And then another parable. A landowner planted a vine-

yard and equipned it well; then he gave it over to caretakers

and went eway (Matt, 21:33-43)., when it becatte time to reap
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gome of the reward that was rightfully his, he sent
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servants

to collect. ODut the people who were supervising the vine-
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yard beat the servants and killed them. The owaer sent more
servants; their reception was the same. Finally, the land-
owmer detersmined to send his own son, assuming that they
would surely respect him, But no; they tirew the son out of
the vineyard and killed him too. And then Jesus posed a
question: What should the landowner do to those cavectakers?
The listeners answewred correctly that he should do away with

thew anl sive the vineyard over to others. Jesus concludes
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the parable by stating the truth which it presents. The
Serintures say that the stone which the builders rejected
has become the chief cornerstone (Ps. 118:22-23). God's
builders had rejected a special stone; He was now to be the
chief cornerstone of another building. This is the giving
over of the vineyard to others, just as the chief priests
and elders said should be done. Cod was doing this because
they, Jewish officialdom, were the caretakers who abused and
illed God's servants and were now seeking the death of God's
Son. The kingdon of God will be taken away from the Jews
and given to a people who will give to Cod the yield that
tie wants,

Matthew states that the chief priests and Pharisees
wore the chief ligteners to these parables and recognized
that they had been directed at them (Matit. 21:45-46). The

axe of which John had spoken cariier was swinging away at

=

their roots. Jesus had told these chief priests and Phari-
sees in no uncertain terms that they were opposing God.
Repentance might have been the reaction, but iﬁetead they
wished to arrest Him and be done with Him, Their wishes
could not materialize ot this point because of Jesus' popu-
larity with the people. The people recognized Him as a
prophet and the Pharisces did not wish to give the impression
that they would do violence to a prophet. They hoped to
avoid the appearance of doing exactly what Jesus said they

were doing,
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A very short time later, Matthew tells of the Phari-

@ i 1

sees agreeing on a plan to trap Hinm in His own words (Matt.

L L P ) e A Lie . .l Y & - i P ) - de,
22:10-22). They were still being cautious so that they
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thae anger of the people by simply laying hands on Jesus.

L fiim, rather, to say something of which the crowds
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able., With the question prepared, some of the Phariseces

toolk with them some Herodians (strange company for a group
= (5 - i =

that degpised the Herod family) and went to Jesus. After

atteupting to set a favorable situation by telling Jesus how
y had noticed Hin to be, they asked
whether or not it is permissable for Jews to pay taxes to
sacsar. Jesus immediately nased their compliment and ques-

4

tion hypocrisy and told them that e was aware of the kind

e}

of trickery to which they were resorting. And then to the
noint of the question, He led them to say that the image
and inscription on the woney they were using were Caesar's.
They were uging Caesar's money. lHe therefore directed them
to pay Ceesar what was due Cacsar and to pay God what was
due God. This is not what the guestioners expected; they

re unprepared to continue. Therefore they went away and
left Him alone for a little while.

Later the ssme day the Pharisees heard that Jesus had

silenced the sadducees on a guestion involving the resur-

rection of the dead. Dncouraged, they caue to Jesus again
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with ancther question intended to discredit Hin
(Matt, 22:34-40). 4 Phavisce asked Jesus which was the

omuandment in the law, Jesus answered with what

(&
]
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any Jew would have rec __,R....". . 48 a sumnary statement of the

tloral Law, stating that love to God and love to neighbor,

!—Tn

n that order, constitute the precepts on which everything
in the law and prophets hang (Deut. 6:5; Lewv. 19:18). wWith
that there was no argument.

Turning to the Pharisees assembled, Jesus asked them
the wost significant question lle ever addressed to them:
"What is your opinion of the Messiah? Whose son is He?®
They answered that the Messiah is the Son of David, an answer

which is both correct and Scriptural. Dut then, Jesus wanted

to lmow, why did David speaking by inspiration call Him
Lord? The Pharicees had no answer, The answey stood before

them in the Christ, born of the house of David but conceived
by the Holy Ghost, but the Pharisees were by this time too
blind to see the answer. They had again been £rustrated
in an attempt to trap Jesus, and at this point they give up
on any further plans to go about getting Jesus into trouble
in this way.

Then Ffollows ilumediately the chapter which is the
special. concern of this study. It is indeed true that there
is a history of quarreling end skirmish which would lead

Jesus to use His most violent language on record. The zift

between Jesus and the Pharisces was deep; it had grown
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deeper and deecper in their contacts during the days of His

ministey.
g
4: The Issues of tie Conflict
u While it is true that the other evangeliste state other
§

§ incidents of conflict, it is also true that Matthew gives a
u‘,.. picture of the nature and details of this conflict which is
1

quite extensive and detailed. It is an essential conflict

as he describes it, for it bringe into sharp contrast the

person and work of Christ and everything for which the Phari-

sees stood, The conflict is both tragic and irondic. It is

tragic because it mokes altogether clear that the very

people whom Cod had been preparing f£or rany centuries for
welcoming the Messiah had in €aet defected and perverted
God's plan., It is ironic because the very "godliness" of

those who prided themselves in being true Isvaclites is the

cauge of the conflict.
The writer herewith attempts a systematic grouping of
the issues of the conflict, as it worked itself out during : _'

the ministry of Jesus. The writer reduces the issues to

simple statemente for the sake of an overview and for the
f, sake of easy comparison with the content of the polemic
iatthew 23, The issues are stated as directed agal
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b. They plot to kill Him,
2. The Pharisees are actually ocutside the Lkingdom.

a. They are hypocrites.
b. They are falsely secure.

3. The Phariseces do not keep the law.
a. They £ail to observe its real demands.
b. They ewphasize rite over right.

;. The Pharisces are poor leaders.

a. They seek their own honor.

b, They wislead the people.

Bach of the statements as listed above is an indication of
Pharisaic hypoecrisy, for the Pharisees claimed for themﬁumhjz‘
the exact opposite of.each charge. The emphasis of ag@éi il
part in the conflict, theun, is exposure of the iuéi _.
of Pharisaism, an eValuation'which‘cérriea with‘iﬁil;
demation of Pharisaism. : ot
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Tt 5% therefore, inconclusive,

3¢ that a to representative points
of view and go that the peporting of various conclusions may
be less wore systematic, the writer places his

gources into three groups according to the conclusions they

oviginating in the need for polemical materials in the anti-

Jewish struggles of the late first century; (2) Those who

hold the discourse to be a collection and arvangement of sub-

stantially authentic materiais; (3) Those who hold the discourse
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of Jesus. .ctually many avthors do not

Leatures of two of these theories the categories are not mu-
tually exclusive.l

an apologist for the Pharisces like Sandmel quite logi-
cally belongs to the first group. He says,
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i needed corrective

chief service to the historian

of the hostility between the

ig one of the unfortunate, but
charac 1:::::‘:-‘.'"'.;" ¢ notes of the environment.>

Althouzh Bacon does list a series of written sources from

which Matthew's material comes, including Mark, Q, and others,

- b >

11:.{;. , many authors credit both t Ix: arrangement and
expansion of materials to tm::, writer of the Tirst Gospel.

"-"uamzcl Sandmel, 4 Jewish Underatanding of the llew
Tostament (Cincinnati: lebrew Union Uollege Preas, 19o8),

. .

S

3nenjamin Y. BDacon, studies in Matthew (lew Yorks:
Henry Holt and Company, C.lY s DPe 280-57.
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that it appears to have arisen in a rather low level of anti-
Jewish controversy.”
Such a view is extreme. lNox do the bulk of lew Testa-
ment scholars agree that so much of the discourse may simply
e dismissed as non-authentic. The majority of scholars of
recent times take a position approximating the second stated
above. Filgon says that the chopter "is an editorial col-

- »

lection, shaped somevhat by Jewish-Christien conflicts with

bipia,

5 3.L.L..t.‘ed L. Knox, The Sources of the Syno t:.c Cospels
Cabridge: The University prass, 1953), I, -
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7. C. Allen's conclusions are similar, but not identi-
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is improbable that the materials of Matthew and Luke are taken

6"1oyd V. Filson, A Commentary on the Gospel According
o 8t. datthew, in Black's New Testamcnr commentaries,
euited Dy lenvy Chadwice (London: Ada U Charlies BLack,
c.l960), p. 243,
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Durnett dillwmen Streeter, The Four Gospels: A Study
of Origins (Hew York: The Macnillan Company, %555)s

DPe -5k, 275.
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collected Jesus' sayings on this subject and put them to-
sether as though they had been an extended discourse by Jesus,
when in fact they were not.t<

Adolf ilarnack and Vincent Taylor agree with much of the
above, except that they f£ind that Matthew relies heavily
on i}, the oviginal owder of which Luke preserves better than
iatthew. Hatthew's order is different because of his inter-
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~=~Ibid., pp. 2453-46; a very similar argument is found
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n [lermann Frhyr, von Soden, Urchristliche Literaturdeschichte
Berlin: Verlag von Alexander Duncker, L905), DDe ol 7L, 92,
where he specifically names the woes against the Pharisees
“zusammengestellten Weherufe™ (p. 92).
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L29heodor Zahn, Das Bvangeliun des Matthius, in Hommen-
tar zum lleuen Testament, edited by Theodor Zamm (Fourt
edit}bon;, Leipzig: A. Leichertsche Verlagsbuchhandlung, 1922),
1, 6 g-bov

135d0lf Harnack, The Sayings of Jesus, in lew Testament
Studies, trauslated by J. &. Wilkiuson (London: wililiams &
Horgate, 1908), pp. 9%-105, 177-79; Vincent Taylor, The
Gospels: 4 Short Introduction (3eventh editionj London: The
Epworthn Press, L9oZ), pps 2L-24.
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One could contiinue to st

who have adopted a kind of collection theoxy for this chap-

e

ter. But the conclusions are quite similar, with original
contributions limited to details. It is enough to say that
a large group of exegetes suppose that this chapter of

Matthew is a collection of sayings of Jesus from different

contexts placed into one, Most agree that Mark and @ are

Vhsoy e naily Rd A3 {sHer (Vi .
Wolfgang Beilner, Christus und die PharisHer (Viemna:
Verlag Herder, c,1959), pp. 200-13; Cf, the argumentation of
Adolf Schlatter, Der vengelist Matthilus: Seine cprache
sein Ziel, seiue mstﬁgeg & (SELuLT art: ocalier, 1O48),
ph. 692-93, that the woes O e and Matthew are oriented
differently and, therefore, have only content in common.
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relatad to this dating is the conclusion that the writing
oy HMatthew the Apostle. Such a Ju_jzt st be

based on internal evidence, for it is certainly not on the
basgis of the witness of the early Church that such a con-

ciusion is roached, But the apparent dependency on lMark,

the appavent allusions to a Church which needs to carry on
after the destruction of Jerusalem, and the apparent Sits

im Leben of anti-Jewish controversy--the chief arguments

for late dating--are judgments based on less than compelling

internal evidence. UHor do any of these judgments, even if

they are valid, foree the writing of the first Gospel out

of the period of the Lifetime of the Apostles, The internal
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mst be true.” Literayy analysis of verbal similarities
and didaad it it ian the CGosnels is also used ¢ arary
aAfld CLEGLALLAYLEIEeS & il GOSHEeLS 18 al80 ubield %) -.:\-.'—I'/"
sapsands Pl o G SRE Neade 1 csq wveaw PR, O, P el (e . =y 2 e Mg s T
POTC TOLg theory. il USIOn verbal similarities to establis
dencongence hgs vap ri LT dedreesg of val 4 e A comparison
SOROIGCNCE A0 Vadyiay degi'ee & AL LLLUY . S COEparlison

.. S, T PREEPR, (ST~ T R e T mava sl Taele o dnl e e - o o g & 2 -
of the wording of HMatthew and Luke with the wording of Mark,

£l

a

o extant document, is wvalid investigation, although establish-

-

to go throush the same process with: non-extant ) substituted

= o o v i Yl o = al = A AT Y b P ”
oY extant Hard MMST gLwaye Yeumaill a specuiative process.

T N =7 e e T eywreny G £ S Samale
is apparently assumed thot similarity of wordiang indicates

Savcr Aminimntrd AtV tr % 08 39 3 0 . s T B - e Yoy o -
g depencelcy 18 AN LNCUCTiVe Ledp evell Al Cals Cades But

The writer has a second objection to this process, It

a singular literary statement in the oral or written tradision

l"):;ﬁ,, c.i., The statement about the authors of the
Gospels by Hajor in H. D. A. Major, T. W. Manson and
C. J., Wright, The Mission and Hethod of Jesus (New York:

B. P. Dutton and (0., 1C., C.1038), p. xviis "It is doubt-

ful whether any of them were eye-witnesses to what they

degscribe and velate, They had therefore to depend upon in-
formation derived from others, some if not all of whom were
eye-witnesses." lansou in the same work reproduces wuch of

the opinion of the source critics alrcady noted; see, ¢.@.,
D+ 388,

Y L. - ._.___-'4_:-\'.1_'.925?

:
d
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ment of Jesus than any possible, or even Llikely, explanations
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at the bvangelist's disposal and that the tradition, in

turn, represents a single oral statement by Jecus. The

assumption that sinilar statements in different parts of

two respective Gospels are the record of a single atatement
of Jesus because of the similarity of wording is too venture-

sowie to be convincing. The assumption that each Zvangelist

T —

nas preserved an accurate context, especially wihen he carve-
fully places a statement of Jesus into a specific context,

-

is wuch less apeculative. The conclusion, which must follow,

DR PR SR T | L —

that Jesus made similar statements with sinilar words on |
several occasions is also quite palatable. This writer
Judges that the context given by the Evangelist gives more

specifiic information about the tiwe and place of the state-~

based on the consideration of subjective conclusiouns about

SOULTCEE ..

e writer has a third objection to the theory that

tithew has collected savings of Jesus in this discourse.

ile is negatively impressed with the circular character of
the argument that the longer discourses of Matthew m
collections. Lvidence is gatheved to supmt a cone}.unim
then the conclusion is used to B“Eﬁurt what: had - 4
evidence. Tm i.n ﬁﬁq Bﬂﬁ& ﬁ%‘
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expanded these written sources. But then the conclusion

s s 2t dd g - 3 T O T O == . - a - S B
that ilatthew is a rearrangenent and expansion of written
» g oy nn - 63 g g g R « ST DI P | T YT men en fw s et wln cadv  lls a1
sources Le used To support the sugseation that Hatthew

Tt o i TR0 s o - P PO orl - b, [y o (SRCIRRRT. S i i e A g B
Iwenty-Three 1s a conflation of materiale which actually

Il s b it BN s R gt LT By W A o e ’ AN s .
:.t"_\l()lf.‘_; L0 otiley alistorical conttevis WLt gonie addicions O_{:
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~
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his own.+® This may be careful literary analysisg, but it

& | VRN T, (TR ey o | by o o
15 hardly careful logic.

3 T Ly 7 b NP (T e . . B Y . P ol i e ik
Those who hold the discourse to be a single, continuous
mdnordernten nwnde W PTarers  TEesY . iy J=1 st 2% oF wo don e i ey ww ~ wn 4
Scatenmellt oL JesSus ¥ ;:.'.‘C:l;,/‘ argue tihie poinc Q.;:u-’_‘_.-:...‘.«elj. ey
T e ey e o ol Searnh o dw i et ton £ 2
appavently siuaply deduce this fZrom their conviction that
e - ~{ Y1} 1 - F g 1w macnandio 2 319 1y s 3=
Hattinew nas faictarully and elladly Tecorded ai gucaencic
i ok —_— oy o~ - 1 1 ot - - 19 ~ .
GLOCOUNEe opokeil Ry JeSus. 17 fhe writer, who Delieves that
x - duoy wne e S S = . = T -
vie LECOUTSEe L8 Lndeed a Conrinuous ucderaince Or Jesus,
Ex e e B e A 2 %l I it Yo 3 i aren et 40 & 33
will support his conclusion with hlis own ovservacions,  His

conclusion ig based both on the limitations of the ''collec~

tion of sayings'" explanation of the origin of the discourse,

as outlined above, and on cextain positive evidence to the

coutrary. TFirst, while it is certainly true that Mark has

Loguis is the wethod of argumentation, stated or im-
plied, of most of the sources quoted earlier.

17his is the method of R, C. H. Lenski, The Interpre-
pretation of St. Mattheuw's Gospel (Columbus, Ohio: Tne
Tarchurg Press, C.LUG3), P. ovs; denry Darclay Swete, Ihe
Gospel According to St. Mark (Grand Rapids, Hich.:
Wm. B. berdmens publishing Gowpany, 1952), p. 290. 5. C. But-
ler, The Orizinality of gt. Matthew: A Critigue of the Two-
SocuRent LyDoLhesis (Laubridge: she Universily Press, 1951),
PD. 75-10£, has a rather extensive discussion arguing for the
originality of St. Matthew's discourses.
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stated the parallel material in extremely abbreviated form,
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pRlecy oL Cie destruction of the aie LNCICEeNTE e-
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corded 1N Cae MOYe ITQole CONTEXC, DOCL drecellinZ anc follow-
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ing, also agree. That Mattbew's long discourse and Mark's
=" & - p— SR A il v it Selaa e - o
10C . Scacteienlt are represencations o THc &ame Sv’,."_'-‘.C‘Ch of
= S 2 s de P L PR .
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ted it, or has Matthew expanded it? The
the discourse was actually comparatively

TR (T T apde vt it 3 T T omy oo % o AP wm s dnaned T EEamiemw B o
brief and extended by Matthew with Materlials taxen Lyom

i

elsewhere has already been stated., The lack of evidence

for this conclusion has also already been noted. One mmust
be careful that no assault be made upon the integrity of the
evangelist through asserting that he constructed a discourse
or fabricated a context under the pretense of ascribing the
words to Jesus in a specific place and time. Apart from
this consideration, Matthew's possible use of sources may
not sumamarily be rejected on any 2 priovi basis. But such
speculation about the use 6f sources must not be permitted

to overrule what evidence there is., Luke reports that Jesus
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pronounced a series of woes upon lewyers and Pharisces at
able of a Pharisce in his home in Perea; Matthew. reports
that Jesus stated a series of warnings and pronounced geven
woas on the gcribes and Pharisees in the Temple in Jerusalem.
Speculation about sources and compilation and the like can
hardly change this evidence.

Jesides, it is altogether likely that Matthew records
a complete punitive discourse spoken by Jesus on this occa-
sion, while Mark and Luke abbreviate it. There are many
instances in Scripture of abbreviation of longer speeches.
Mony of the speeches rocorded in the book of Acts are doubt-
lessly sumary statements of speeches that actually went on
for an hour or more. (See Luke's comment, Acts 2:40, on

Peter's Pentecost sermon.) On the basis of gimilar vl"ccedure

elsevhere, then, one wight judge that Mark and Luke have

chosen to abbreviate a statement that Matthew chose to give

in fuller form, Dut it is not only the generalization on

the basis of other Scriptural evidence that supports such a

conclusion here. Mark writes inte his text of this passage

a clue that he was abbreviating the statement. To introduce

the statement, he says, "In His teaching e said" (dk. 12:38).
Apparently; Hark is giving an indication with this intreduc-
tory vemark that he is stating an extract of the things that
Jesus said. Thus thore is some likelihood that Mgttbﬂw is
giving a complete punitive discourse while dark mﬁ ke giw v
only a succinct sumnary of it, This wore eomp!.et:e
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of the subject by Matthew ie in accord with his practice

of reporting in detail the couflict between Jesus and Jewish
officialdon throughout his Gospel, apparently because of the
baclground and need of his addressees,

Finally, there is no apparent lack of unity or cocherence
in the discourse as it is reported by Matthew. On the con-
trary, similarity of thought and wording as well as smooth
progreassion of subject matter indicate a distinet unity.
Unless Matthew is to be credited with artfully coutriving

a speech from selected sources, it is likely that this

chapter reports a well-organized and carefully wonded speech
of Jesus. These observations are those which lead the writer
to credit Jesue with both the form and matter of the speech, ;
rather than giving Matthew the credit for either.

There are two problems associsted with the writer's
conclusion: (L) Is the fact that there are geven woes ﬁe
dental or by design? (2) If Mark and Luke are stating a .
summary of the discourse, how does it happen that the woe
they choose to state is not even a part of the
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earlier, 3Sut it may be that Matthew reduced the number of
woes which Jesus spolke to ceven because of some ascociation

>

which that nunber may have.l¥ 1If it is true that Matthew
reduced the number of "woe statements™ to seven, then per-
haps he cmitted the one that deals with devouring widows!
houses. Any reason for its omission by Matthew is difficult
to find, unless Matthew intends that there be gpecifically
seven woes reported. Why Hark and Luke should have chosen

L8 al % 1% 2oty P s o - P - 3 o 4
it above all the others may find an answer in the f£act that

they zo on immediantely to tell of the offering of the widow
in the Teuple. ut this is not conclusive. It is enough

3o o " 4 T Falo o de  ola mwman 4 andl ~ws ey Lokt R Y
L "5 vf)s.ly' gt Ltiare are }_}C'.’ .LDJ._E Q_u;. \.J.i.".;.‘.'LloR.:.) WIS are coil-

y of the evangelists.

g 1

sistent with presexving the integri
Unigue Character of the Discourse

The discourse of this chapter has as its subject matter
basic faults which Jesus found with the teaching and prac-
tice of the scribes and Pharisees. With what Fahling calls
vghunderbolts of denunciation™20 Jesus systematically ese-
poses and condemms the errors to which Pharisaism had fallen

prey. The condemnation is unique in its thunder, but it is

19john 20:31£, and John 21:25 establish that the Evan-
gelists used a sclection process; of course, it may also be
thot it was Jesus , and not Mat:thew, who chose to at:ata
seveil woes., od

20adan rahl ife
St. Louis: GO“xcoiuia %’.ﬁ .8

TRl S .h.‘o,u-r L
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occasioned by a series of background incidents and state-

T 2 0y e g ethy S o] Iy S delymds eivemln . B 1 -~ cidmms % soers oy o 3
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a ACCeT O adt, Ticly oL The subject mactter of this Tinal

The Hounc, il the statel|nt 0L Jesus at t€he nome or the
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AT iLised M AN L0 e roug ".f.u. INESE LACWeLD Jesus and gnar: d B
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though tnls extensive invective grows soumewiat ll.:‘n.\_l;....:-lly
OdL 00X a 1gcory Ok LLn.;.:_l_‘.bL., it is nevertheless unigue.
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1T L8 unidgue L0 LS Xana QALLEY., 41 Thie sTyrUacture a

Matthew's Gosnel it 18 tie transition bDetween controvers les
and apocalyptic discourse.<*+ JSpecifically, it is the intro-
duction for the disciples to the "eschatological sermon"

3e &'on § [, ey > w7 ] on v} o, R R i Y el

which Jesus delivered on the Mount of Clives later the same

1 a9 5 1 el e SR " -~ sadnY T e | e £ % A
day.<«< a5 suCld, LT 18 Lae £inal public cgacniug or Jesus

before His death. Furthermore, it is a part of that teaching
which deals with the final days of the Temple and of Jerusa-

lem, with the inevitable end of all those who do not wait

2lgherman B. Jolwson gnd George A. Buttrmc.yim:'fhe Gospel
Accm:alng to St, Matthew, in The Inte reter's 3Jible,
edited beorge X, Duttrick (lew York: ADL ngdon-Lokesbury
Press, 1951), VII, 528.

2250h, Vivisaker, The Gospels (Minneapolis: Augsburg
publishing House, 1932)7 p. p."ﬂ"“" . also Hartin Frangmenn, |

Follow Me: Discinleship iccording to Saint latthew (su. S i by
Louig Concordia ra .'gh o Iouse,"’fgﬁﬂa Pe L77. Y




for the coming of the Lord, and with the end of the world.
The discource is therefore final., It “appropriastely con-
stitutes Christ's Farewell to the Temple, to its authorities,
and to Iscacl,"2d

The discourse is unique in its broad scope of absolute
and uncompronising denunciation of the wen to whom the Jews
Looked as teachers and of the teachings to which the Jews
looked for their ideals. The discourse follows immediately
upon the *David's Son: David's Loxd" incident. Jesus!
question had confounded the religious leaders of the people
and lLed over very naturally to a solemn warning to the people‘
that they should not be unisgulded by such leaders as the 2
seribes and Phavisees.2 "Dy their inebility to answer the
question about David's Son and David's Lord the pharisaie

Isracl's teachers."?  Jesus now characterises this incom-

’ doctors had clearly demonstrated their incompetence as e
i petence by condemming their teachings, their actions, and

their hypocrisy.
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criticized as being inaccurate and unfair?® and as being \

Taomen en 17w S P L S I g ey Ty - s ey ‘)
too broadly addressed to seribes and Pharisecs as a group.<7

anotner author questions Jesus' competence in evaluating

- s

fel A e £ 3 e [ A T ekt s
che LCE;.}.C:)..L..:‘.‘U Ox €l gcribes and Pnarisees wiaen ille OiL

of e Gal- id not Inmow Thoir tonsl ;
of iHis Galilean oXigin, Gid not know their *._\-:au-.z:t'.n&s

rl‘

aceoun
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Others suggest that the denunciation is not actually

-
as broad in scope as is Comuonly supposed. sandael says,
21 vaen fat-Flhorr S8 osateddmed Sadsdel % el 1 e i § L :

since datithew Le setting forth a legalistic Caristianity,

Pe ooannad 19 ssmended s et 3} ~ ot o 1 Ay . o= &

e cannot drrectliy repudlate the legal process of the Phari-
- 4 ey . o, S "l P S N o £ t } . T S
ees, but oniy the Pharisees themselves.'"<” A statement of

LT 7 o B de 2 v B $a —_ . e el A w T4 o | - b e
sraetz attempts the sane lLimitation: "Jesue wmade no attack

O e T R I P 30 ke o o e = PSR S R
upon Judaism itself,"YVY These men are suggesting that Jesus?

to their person,
i e T o e Y S SR e e S S . R (R P bl
and 18 not an atitack on thelir teacning. It is interesting

as? -

that A. B. Bruoce concludes almost the exact opposite: While

pronouncing ungualified condemmation on the system, ile was

26~ : SR o o
“CIsrael Abrahams, Studies in Pharisaicm and the Gos-
pels (Second series; Cambridge: The ﬁn@vers;ty Press, 1924),

2720bert 1. Pfeiffer, History of llew Testament Times
with an Introduction to the Apocrypha (flew York: llarper and
Brothers PubLIshers, C.1Y89), p. 29.

2811, Graetz, History of the Jews (Philadelphia: The
Jewigh Publication Society of America, c.l893), II, 149,

293andmel, op. cit., p. 160.

30graetz, op. cit., II, 155.
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cribe anger to Jesus,~ < one can
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dnessa, error, arrogance, and

hypocrisy which le saw as the marks of the Pharisees.

Rdershein has ig tone

3lilexander B. Druce, The !

1.

in his words

dingdow of God: Chrigt's

Olark.

Edinburgh: T. &

325.2., Mark 3:5,

Teaching Acco I‘dl;t%g to the Sg}opta.cal woszel..- (bmth edz.t:f.on,
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These are the forthpouring of Uis holy wrath, the
nd fullest tes t.u«ouy against those whose guilt

'..l
o
i3
r:'

would involve Jerugalem in common sin and comaon
judpgnent Step by step, with logical sequence and

14 -
intenaified pathos of energy, is each c:lza:';gc advanced,
4 with it the Woe of Divine wrath announced.33

) s B I " = 7% 5 oy e A wy SR e gnUte. Ciso e w-, A o Tivw 4
The final plaintive statement addressed to Jerusalem is

evidence, however, that Christ's guger was teapered by

E

Climax of long and bitter conflict. Jocz and Schlatt

v

The Synoptic tradition does not “lC"'f‘l_/ present Jesus
as a moral teacher castigeting the sins and short-
comings of religious devotees; he stands out, rather
as a royal figure waking supreme claims. It ig Jdiffi-
cult to escape the iaaprewu.on that the clash between
Jesus and the Pharisees is of a fundamental nature.

The issues involved are greater than mere petty failings,

The actual cause of the :I*"iction cuts right across the
very essence of religious life. The clash between
Jesus and the i’haz‘lsees is ulti:;xately the clash of twmo
vital principles in constant opposition to cach other:
the cateuov':i.c-.zl lmpn.r.l‘::.‘.ve of e is‘grm.i.y, and the ever
compromising priuciple of time.

Schlatter notes thut at the very time in which the falsehood

33£:derslwim, op. git., 1i, hll.

SApranzmann, op. cit,, ppe 1.68 171; sorrov is linked
to auger also in Mark 3:5.

35 Jakob Jocz, The Jewis
(London: Society for Bie
1949), p. 2L.
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and unrighteousness of Pharisaic "rightcousness" is reaching
its consummation in the croes which the leaders of Jerusalem
are preparing for Jesus, He lays bare the cause in Pharisaism
out of which the struggle arose. Pharisaic godliness carries
a flaw in itself which destroys. In the Pharisce's pious
effort to overcome ungodliness he demonstrates his incompe-

, tence; this incompetence is his f£law. Thus Jesus unveils %

the objectionable character of the Pharisces in His last

words, words which lead over without interruption to His

| .

| erucifixion.30

|

study of the Text

The discourse opens with an introductory statement
which nanes the speaker and the one spoken to. In the first
section of the discourse, Jesus talks about the scribes M : , |
Pharisces, but is directing His remarks specifically to His ¥

own disciples as well as to the crowds. It is likely, how=

them while fle continues His discou
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sequence ?ulationship.°7 It is reading too much into the

word to suggest that it necessarily means "immediately,"

H 9= i - 1457 s % ae faralves el 17 # o e, = coary it T e - ' -
but Plummer is doubtlesaly correct when he suggests that it
1 - oant o 88 Oy rm valyod = g l T T mdaem e oy .5 7-‘
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cated im the nrevious chapter, ihe Clime designation is

not as explicit as .o l(ﬂVp N "l/“}ﬂc of 22:23, but by
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1, LoTwara Lol the phal entry into Jerusalem and
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baciward fron Jesus' amnouncement in 26:1 that the Passover
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15 two days away, 1t is likely that the denunciatory d iscourse
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21:20, and what follows, continuing to 26:2, nanely Tuesday
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but 1t introduces a number of problems. The f

2 a . - Y i e o iRzl o i R 4 ':
that the scribes and Pharisees have taken their i

.

seribes and Pharisees is less of a problem. The historical

sketches above have already attempted to identify them
exwactly, including a discussion of these names by which they
ave called. Jesus is attacking the adherents to a religious

point of view aund {he professional teachers of the people,

375.g., Moatt. 26:36,38,45,50,52,56.

38pLummer, op. cit., p. 313.
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groups which overlap almost entirely, and which because of

N TR sreminasn amarier Ehotes Toal X seean o o 9 >
their influence number among their followers almost all of
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problen of identifying loses' seat is met. To begin with,
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it should be noted that l(“"“‘ﬁﬁ is the sane term used to
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107:32, where it translates UTD The phrase is ‘'chairs

of the elders,' but there is no apparent intent of loading
che © co suggest an official or avthoritative position
of ¢ elders, It apparently should simply be understood
to say "assembly' of the elders.%?Y Daube notes that the ex-

- e e dud » - v > - . - '.m - 7 >
precsion "sitting on loses' seat™ occurs also in rabbinie
literature and contends,

We read in the Bible that Moses "eaned™ his hands on
Joshua, in order i beatow on him part of his glory.
The Midrash explains that Joshua was thereby permitted
to mmuulu_ ‘t{:..lcl 1‘1&:, deliver judgments and sit on a
special chair like ! -—-ouvd.o slj the privileges
resulting :E..-:‘om. ordz.am.u:.cn in New Testament tinmes.

39prancis Brown, S. R, driver, and Char lgiz \% Bii:"ig,gs‘,:
editors, A Hebrew and Baglish Lexicon of the Old Testamen
(Corrected edition; Oxford: ihe uLarendon Uvress, L4o/),
p. 44, Hereafter this work will be referved to as B,

40 savig daube, fhe lew Testament and {abb:.n:.c Judaism,

second in the series of Jordan TTectuses in O arative
leiigion (Londoun: The Athlone Fress, 19.6), p. 208.
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you to observe the Law'; he considers

'quee Q.U. ] l‘;att. 23:6-

sad, "The Scribes and Pharisees sat in Noses' seat, when

s judgment

1;51.' TO
in the L ight o‘z Historical
Broadiian Press, CelJdW), DD. BREERY,

. 0606,

461enski, op. cit., pp. 895-Ok.

Robertson, A Cronmar of the Cureck Hew Testanent
Tosearch (Lashvillie, Teni.:

AT TSI v Ny

L AR T REaR T stiiir

TR VIt




93

t 1 CYL1TYy TS -.-'-‘d Iy hias undoraiandd mer {* « ey fafyam l"?
o be supported by his understanding of verse three,™
Allen guesses that "the editor writes f£rom his owm standpoint
and looks back upon the period when the scribes and Pharisees
2y v 3 i oM ”L’."’ ™" ey P - o NPT ORGSR, RN 3 ] S 8 3=ls v e P P

were in power,'™e Black is convinced that "the tense defies

-
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analysis on Greelk Lines™; it is rather to be understood in
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sent the present conuotation of the Hebrew perfect, thus
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stressing 'preaent states or general truths."™? His mos 5-

convineing exanple is the parallel of
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vEaTChew says wita a nregsent. Blass Jucges LT TO De § milar

to a perfect tense used to denote a continuing effect on
the subject or object; in the cagse of a number of

perfects and aoriets, including this one, he contends that
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mplied., e suggests
that the specific effect which is here to be supplied is

'ehoy avre still sitting there.'?0 Broadus says, “Literally

L7plummer, op. cit., p. 314,

b48a11en, on. cit., p. 264,

b9uatthew Black, An Avamaic Approach to the Cospels and
“’ Ay - - AR e — e ——
Acts (Second edition; Oxford: Lhe Clarendon Press, T%SES 2
3

50F, Blass and A. Debrunner, A Creek gramartrot tt% i
Testament an\i Other Early Christian Litera ure, alts Lace! |
and reviced Ly Robert W. Funk (Chicago: The University of |
Chicago Press, ¢.1961), p. 176.




the verb is sat, 'have sat,' have taken a seat there--

It zhould be noted that both Broadus and Blass cite lHebrews |
8:1 as a parallel for what they are suggesting. This pas~

e s edvses Bhade laeed adr Tlaade . he s-?r-."'--t yaridd £ ¥l :.
SafeC Srates Tagk LArisc Sat ol €he Tign aNd OE e l

ooy 11 svemdne Fhe o ey o F ol ; vl - Mo 9-1 |
theone," using the same acrist of the same verb as Matthew |
.% P 1 - tTeme vy Se1 vy Y $3  duln .~ - - < o -~ el -
uges aere, Surely the stress of the verb igs on the past

$e s Pon el ls K e e - il el - Tnyzd= IR E

tine in which Chrisct assumed thies seat, but, equally as |
: Teyde q s g oeyde -

surely, no hint is intended

continuou The writer concludes that, vhether the use is

e —

Semitic or not, the aorist does not imply that the activity

o

{=

s entirely in the past; he agrees with Blass that the effect

It is suggested by some that the phrase "'took their sgeat

»

on loses! chair! implies that the scribes and Pharisees
usurped a position that was not rightfully theirs. Thus
Lenski says,

With ex«xﬂcw Jegus states me: ‘ely the hact., which

does not in any way adnit the right of these men to .
loses! scat. They were hot Lalle,r.. to their seat as i
Moses had been. He assumed the seat reluctantly,

but these false followers of hies assumed his seat of

their own accord and were determined to have and hold

it., They were self-gppointed usurpers and acted as

though their dicta yere as binding as the revelations

God made to Moses.”

5Lljoha A. Broadus , Commentary on the Cospel of Hatthew,
in An American Commentary on the New 7 Testament, edited By
Alvanh lovey ol ,pnma—ﬁﬁ “The american B_'E'apt € mmmtion
Society, 1886), I, &

521enski, op. cit., pp. 593-94.
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This is almost identical with the position of Zain:

The rence to sitting on :zescs' seat is nothing
less than an Lw?:a‘t_m ledgment of the right growing from
the C the scribes and Pharisees to be teachers

wie set the standards for the people. However, it is

an usurpation to seat unc._.\._-f on a throne or a chair
i wction, even it it ie eupty. Hoses was the
£

wder of E.;‘.s peor 1c, reluctant to accept the
He was also the lLawgiver in a cestricted

i t '.:;;: the ag ent of God's giving of

at (.L».ny be interpreters of the

achers of the Law, also in the king-

those to whom this discourse is ad-

Laced themselves in this pos"' tion
1 God but also t:lo_ it of themselves
)-.. a.vL O-JGU -)d

There can be no doubt that Jesus did not approve of the

whole teaching of the scribes and Pharisees This discourse

and Matthew 15 are evidence enot igh to malke this assertion
entirely sure. but the suggestion of Lenski and Zahn that

Jesus in this siuply declaratory statement is criticizing

the office of teacher which they hold seems to this writer

before Jesus began it (c£.

,._-J
.
o
g-“
o

v
0
Q

to be beginr

This writer does not agree, however, with the judgment

of Otreeter that the statement with the suisequent demand

of verge three is an all-inclusive statement of approval, and

thus in confiict with other gtatements of Jesus. To this
point Streeter says,

iere we have ettributed to ocur Lord an euphatic com-
mandment to obey, not only the Law, but the scribal

interpretation of it. That is to say, He is represented

L3
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as inculcating scrupulous obedience to that very
Toaditlon of the elderst which he specifically de-
nounces in Mk, vii. 13.°%

Strecter criticizes the redactor, not Jesus, for this con-
tradiction,?d

It is quite correct that one cannot reach a decision
on the exact laport of verse two without, at the same time,
reaching a decision on the nature of the command of verse
three. The fact that they ave tied together with the con-

3

nective OVWVY pales then wore directly related than Zahn ad-

-

aits when he suggeets that the connective relates the

#

wmaterial to all of what follows, including the criticism

£ the Pharisees! Life and teaching.”® Ior is Lenski correct

o
3

in simply fabricating a meaning for the counective which
would allow for his theory of usurpation.57 Surely the ap-
proach of Broadus, A. B. Bruce, and Plummey is much more
forthright and realistic; they hold that Jesus is not chal-
lenging the right of the scribes and Phoricecs to teach.58
Fahling seems to have ellowed the force of the statement to

stand when he suggests as ite meaning:

Sbstreeter, op. cit., p. 7.

AT,

par, 7L
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They continued in the office of this great man of

God, and as far as they were actually engaged as in-
preters of the Mosaic Law, they were right in de-
manding obedience.”t

¥
-

i 79 ' It Y araene s = e ) st 2 ond v ot 4
iae "as for as" clause, something of a limitation, is

£

A a7 ssmacl A e P o B A3y maney s st wadfe . 52
cevice used also by other auvthors as they comment on the

wpparently the intent of these men to
qualify the statement of Jesus so that it may not be con-
strued as an absolute; yet they do not doubt that Jesus
ized the authority of these teachers and demanded
obedience to them,

-

It is interesting to note in passing that apologists

Zor Judalsi £ind no need to qualify the statement in any

ray. Thue HMoore says,
[t is to be observed, however, that notwithotanding

o
the faulte he finds with the 3cribes and Phayisees,
: zes them as the legitimate interpreters

bide his disciples obey their injunc-
Hoore finds such a statement of the approval of this au~
thority quite natural, for he feels that the mediating of
the law to the people was the entirely valid role of the

Pharisees.®2 Jocz is also careful to point out that it was

59Fahling, op. cit., p. 549.
CUyivisaker, op, cit., p. 583; Allen, op. cit., p. 24,

61 ; A e
George Foot loove, Judaism in the First Senturies of
the Christian Era (Cambridge: Harvard University oress,
1958y, 1, 262,

621bid., 1, 66-67.
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the deeds of the Pharisees that Jesus attacked, while at
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chat Jesus recognizes & vaiid position of teaching the law

o5 . on B = neansssm il sy vl e - o g g . PRapn . - o
ne gstates correctiy that in Jewish society the scribes and

position is valid and
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inie simply cannot be a blanket approval of the teachings of
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CLIG S8CYiDes ana Faarisees. The entirve series of clashes
adrrnsnm Taocsio and SYhnocs manmsios mala PhYae T oot Bl o a4 .
METWELENL Jeaus anc Tlicse pPegpie maxe Ttnis 1mpossiblie. ey

the qualification, except for the specific mention
of lMoses' seat, Lenski's attempt to limit the statement by
foxcing a difference between Pharisaic sayings and teachings
is without .;'-_’.79330?'2:.'555' or is thewre any support for
Bdersheim's gualification of the statement, namely that
obedience is demanded only in the area of cutward observances. 65
mlm ow does not allow for compromise. lior do the iapera-

es mm'o-m and THPEETE sliow for anything chozt of

acting in accor! with what they say. Where, then, is the

633ocz, op. cit., p. 328; ci, alsoc p. 27,
GMLenaI:i, op. cit., pp. 894=95,

5"Ldermm.m, ops eity,; X1, 806-07.




room for aualification? It isg in the fact that obedience

18 i - T4 oF

18 demanded because the scrib and Pharisees sit in loses!
webibti,

seat, Just as their authority is not absolute, but depen-

dent on iloses, go the demand for obedience camnot be absolute,

but dependent on their actually carrying on in the tradition
of loses,

uch demand for obedience with gqualifications is not
ithout parallel. Jesus did not allow the scribes and Phari-

3 s o | iy aetirind i e Eaiieads] T svde 99 423 21 o - > =
seeg to overyule the fourth comandment with their principle
Al $ha g Flhhaws S B e ] B i o 3 eelade Iy ans 5 PR w4 A e

OX The higher cdedication of wiat might have Deen used Ior
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ciié pareginca SUPPOTC (Atc. .I.).J“‘.»), but ile Himself sai
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that vhen the love of parente conflicts with following Him,
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the one who continues to £ollow becomes unworthy of

Him (datt, 10:34-33).  Obedience to parents, therefore, has
at lLeast one gualification: the higher demand of obedience
to Bod., St. Paul states the command that everyone be sub-
ject to higher powers (Romgns 13:1) and 5t, Peter saya
simply, "Honor the king" (I Pet. 2:17), and yet God was
pleased that the men in the fiery furnace defiéd the king
(Daniel 3)., Obedience to rulers is not without gqualifica-
tiocn. Perhaps more to the point is obedience to pastors.
Within several verses of each other are the commands, ‘'Obey
them that have the rule over you" (lebrews 13:17) and "Don't
be carried about with strange doctrines"” (lebrews 13:9).
Gbediences to spiritual overseers is not without qualification. ,

So in Matthew 23:2-3, doing what the Pharisaic teachers j
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say is demanded, DBut just as rulers, perents, and pastors
derive their authority from God, so the scribes and Phari-
gces derive their authority from Moses and thus from God.
Obedience to the scyibes and Pharisees is therefore not
without qualification. Peter is altsgether right when he
says to the members of the Sanhedrin, some of whom were
surely a part of Jesus' andience on this day, "Je must obey é
God rather than wen® (Acts 5:27). Those who sit in Moses!
seat are to e obeyed to the extent that they represent
Hoses, the representative of God.

Joing what the Pharisalc teachers say is specifically
comnanded, but doing what the rharisaic teachers do is
specifically forbidden. The £act that the imperative
Mo €¢Te iz present tense rather than aorist might suggest

Ryt

that the people had used the apparent observance of the

low by the scribes and Pharvisces as a pattern that they
strove to follow in their own lives; with the present impera-
tive in the prohibition Jesus may well mean specific
that the people are to stop acting in accord with

of
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The Pharisaic wight to demand obedience when they speak
the law is coufirmed; their right to continue to demand that
the people copy their observances is denied. The short
statement at the end of the verse explainsg the distinction:
Cor they say and do not do." In this context, the state-

meint is probably not altogether broad so as to suggest

L S J

Blands +lus Dk an L 5 e A 2 AddAwnte A IR ARG IR, S e T
that the Pharisces simply didu't do what they said. The
context has been speaking of law gtatement and law observance;

o Y eyl 3] P TR % AT Ok St e =3 > -
chug although "they speak' has no explicit oo jeCt, tThe in-

tended object is surely "the law," both Biblical and tradi-
tional. The statement in its full import secms to be,

"They state the law, the standard for Jjudging obsecrvance,
and £ail to meet this standard in their own practice." Thus

o ol s e R R it i - ey mdes BB i s B IS < 3
the statement becomes an explanation, the reason why the
people should obey when the scribes and Pharisees speak but

why they should not follow when the scribes and Pharisees
act. They are right in stating the demands of the law, but
they are wrong in supposing that their observances meet those
demands ., 08

Verse four states that the scribes and Pharisees place
n the shoulders of men the heavy burdens which they have

put together and wefuse to alleviate the crush of this burden

even slightly. Lenski believes that Jesus has gone on to a

68mis is the approximate position of allen, op. git.,
p. 284, and willias Druce, comuentary on the Gospel according
to St. Matthew (London: James opeirs, 1910), p. 495,
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new subject.®” GHut conelstent with the implications of the
preceding verse stated above, this writer tends to agree

ith Allen, who says, "The verse gives an example of the

‘.

ot F vsun & A SR« S i (R 3. . “w 7 P . - 1
rallure to 'do!' referred to in v. u.”i{} The scribes and

o) T D ar bl ol Il & Lo ot e o . pe— 2 g
Paarisees are right in that they state the demands of the

Law, but they are wrong in that they suppose that their ob-

- A TAE N €Y % sands . duYas o ch 3 o v en ¥ o3 s bk B 3 —_ . R
servances meet those demands., "lhe law wae given not as a
Ts el oo i Dsnnids i < . W as dus, o A s o8 o B o
ourdent, LUT as 4 pra iy (:' [&. But the Pharisaic interpretation
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Luardens Lumpoged DY The larisees Goes nocT DRUNEG SucCcesSs in
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migeing the real nature of law observance, the burden actually
constitutes not keeping the law. The verse is a comzentary
on “eaying and not doing.™ It objects to Pharisaic doing
as a failuvre to recognise the real thrust of the law.
is an objection that Jesus had expressed earlier when He ac-
cuged the Pharisces of not understanding "I require mervcy,
not sacrifice (e¢.g., Matt., 12:1-8). Dibelius says,

The Law with its precepts could have become for wen the

pcecasion for recognizing the absolute will of God., But
aen have def =“az.dc:d tze:.*.selves. of this opportunity by

°9Lensl:.i, op. cit., p. 895.

e

70511en, op. cit., p. 244,

7lynia,
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thelr expansion of the precepts into a legal system.’+
But apart from the place of the verse in its context,

were remaeins the problem of what it is that the verse

OO Tttt Yy ciaryes U Al o 9 s vt ~ o g et 4l T
SPCCLLICALLY Gayo. rne POLLED 18 wihetiliey O IIOT the verse

-~ -

CoONnTrasts what Cae scrives and Pharisees force men to do

1 . Py | .y
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with what they themselves do. Perhaps the verse says that

i

ciey rowce men to endless heavy observances while they them-

verv ] vres e 3 yradie J o o4 - 4347 P “ T 2= 3 L o -7
gelves do not lift a £in ey To owserve these galie €
£~ N L LT T T .S — oo Ty om e £.7 PR SR e | G vy 4 deln
VI Deriaps tue verse gays tihat caey lO..;u wen down with ob-=

sexrvances and refuse to lighten the load even a little bit.

sees of failing to do what they demanded of others. MNost
exeretes attempt to avoid such a conclusion. Some accomplish
at the heavy burdens refer to something
other than the numerous Pharisaic regulations; others sug-

~ - 03

he Pharisees here named is that they

et

e e e e

refuse to rewove these burdens, not that they refuse to as-
sume them. It would indeed be surprising that Jesus here
should accuse the Pharisees 0f refusing to shoulder the bur-
thers. While the Gospels cften state
that the Pharisecs failed to keep the real heart of the law,
the suggestion is never made that they in fact did not observe

the Sabbath, fast, tithe, stay away £rom uncleanuess, attend

72arpin sibelius, Jesus, translated by Charles B.
Hedrick anl Frederick C. Grant (Philadelphia: The Vestwminster
Press, c.1949), p. 126,

- Pl Aol g e IR S
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to prayer, and the like. Perhaps the Pharisees cannot be
absclutely equated with the "righteous" often mentioned in

Toy . R i piind Giae vt mel A y FHINEY s TR TR i F A e B R A
Jesus' teachlng, but when the Jewish nation is divided into

MY s - = 1l - 1 S = T e .
the "lLost sheep"” and the "righteous' it is quite apparent
hande dala B o o s - Fom o' wial R R Bedds on'e s s .
that the Pharisces are included in the latter group. The

LA e “ . - . - o

Gospels adumit freely that the Pharisees were gquite adept at
cbservances and vites and were constantly striving to achieve
YT atoonoanana N NG roaAsIGT tr "'.0 bt ti 'L' i1 Pl e

B e PLEE LR R32 § ET & TS iidere 18 No reason O LOupPt Tax Tlie Fharli-
Sces as a group burdened themselves withh the burdens they
mwlana? an Arhawss That 445 ol ~ 1 T ;] b el T -
placed on others. That it should be so was declared by the
PHRINE o N, o = AR T A THRENhe £ it
Tanors ., oewe states, after noting a number of rabbinic
danvons e Phita atffamis Ve Dharia o] L -L 3a .
=CCXees TO Tl \,;.chw, L0 Faarlisees scrove o J-Q C‘rery*
one gscrupulous: they put no burdens on others which they

themselves vrefused to shoulder. "73  The revered Shammai said,

I Tyt ranatss dalnea T =v . o e < b o A e
‘Do not make the Law light for thyself and heavy for

oThersS. . b
This writer &nds, therefore, to reject the opinion of

A. B, Bruce when he is not surprised "to find our Lord
hinting that the Rabbinical law-makers were the greatest

ke

Law-breakers."’? le assumes that the scribes were recorting

7 sflev-o w't LOEWL *The Ideas of Pharisais 3, ™ in The
Contact of Pharisaism with Other Cultures, edi ted by lierbert
Loewe, iit Jud.aa.cd rmu. uxwz.stlanitx (Lot‘zdon. The Sheldon

Press, L937), IiI, &7.

78, Juoted in G, ¢, lontefiore and Herbert Loewe, A Rabbinic

anthology (ilew Yorik: Meridian Dooks Inc., 1960), p. 4057

75Av B. Blme, .QR_. Cit.'u, po 196-

L it S .LJ:_I-J.L.‘j
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to Yevasive inventions for releasing themselves and others
I vy 243 o o e of N, Fp - 76 =‘ T e onT -

from the obligations they had created."’® That the Phari-
sees did employ Legall £fiction "in order to safeguard prin-

Clples while relaxing harxd conditions" is supported by

Loewe.’7 But that they used this device to excuse them-

information suggests the contrary.
Lenski also holds that Jesus is accusing the scribes

T My A9 d oo £ LotV twmrr s 1 o = Saln » . ] -
anc Pharisees of failing to do what they roquire others to

3 Seqde Iy ey e es v defymdes d=ls e ndIver £ Mantrzr i - -

do. Dut he maintains that the binding of heavy burdens upon
1RAM 16 aceooml fohod whoer oy srosach g 1 0T o kg | e A oy lt
WSO Ao 5-‘«-.-\)..._3.'... A 1L WLICLL LLdly alilieil airLl 1Law ana no UO\J}_}G 2

1

hen they themselves £all short of honest obedience of that
Low.’®  The writer is not favorably inclined toward this
exegesis because .u. reads more than is warranted into the
text. Lenski is doubtlessly right in suggesting that the
) 1

sceribes and Pharisees did not teach law and Gospel properiy;

but the text of this verse does not make that accusation.

The legal prescriptions of the scribes and Pharisees
are accurately described as '"heavy burdens." Weber points
to the difficulty that any average Jew would face in all the
denands for strict training, for observance of countless

laws, for separation from all but the piocus. The form of

761bid.

——————

7TLoewe, op. cit., p. 52.
73Leu sl:i, op. cit., pp. 895-96.

selves firon legal observances is not supported; all available

et e
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holiness which the seribes and Pharvisees practiced and

lemianded was so far beyond the potential of the peasant
that such a person seldom WaAs 4 Dard P S S e R

nat sucn a person seldom was a part oi the wovenent.

Lt T ra R TE 0 R a3 Ay e s gy e o e s ot 1 - ey i) o1 1 1
L@ riaarisalic incerpretation ol the law nade the _l_:_aw’ wuich
DaC been givenil as a privilege, a burden upoun life.® the

1 anean it ™ - o e o g 7 Tariamel me . I o~ e - ) P
Pharisaic demands were heavy burdens in sheer bulk,

4 Y Trams 9 s % e g sl o =5
A, L, OHTUCE CepCiLoes cheln as

an enormous muliiplication of rules to make the written
Law cover tae whole ground of huuon conduct,--a huge
developuent of may be called a scribe-umade law;

! 5 J

& puraen even

hetsr tIal masra o seaadsd 31
Q0w fMtich moD¢ To practicel

e drdnon F on i PR MR prepiey 1 A T s 73 -~ « g I P -
Ny Chelrd very nature tiiey are heavy bdburdens, Tor they ary

o et s 3 ] o e TV a4 i - I e & "
strict and detalled.®< They are also heavy burdens in the

estimate of those on whom they are imposed. Schiiver charac-

Hothing was left to free personality, everything was

piaced under the bondage of the letter. The lsraelite,

zealous for the law, was obliged at cvery impulse and
Al

wovenent to ask hiunself, what is comaanded? At every

step, at the woric of his calling, at prayer, at meals,
at home and abroad, from early wmorning till late in the
evening, from youth to old age, the dead, the deadening
Fformula followed him. A healthy moral life could not
flourish under such a burden, action was noviere the

79Max Jeber, Ancient Judaism, transluted and edited by
Hans i, Gerth and Jon Martindale (Gleuncoe, Ill.: The Free
.?1‘{‘_6:;, 1992), De 390.

80.-&1.1.9.:1, op, cit., p. 264,
81,4, B, Bruce, op. eit., p. 193,

823, p. Gesser, Das Svangeliws St. Matthii (Zelmter
Band; Halle a, 3.: Richard ﬂi mamn's Verlagshanalung, 1892),
e 6’48.. CE. also Pllm&r, 00. critfg, P 314,

PSS e
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result of inward motive, all was, on the contrary,
i 1 ' ] vas 6 continual torment
L at every moment that he
gy f:a.i.'cx; the law; and vhere so
o t‘ur‘ extarnal ._m* 0, He was o:i_:_n ieft
whether he had really f£ulfilled its

cn ueneiy

.
N TN g,
i GLHOCRTEL

¢ A~ Aderdtma 3 R de ot aifleins] 3= &
oo arisaic teaching of divine retribution added to the
w darlads Al Y Tnnsansl Ay LY, . s T pape, | , M. ey do -
welsht of the burden. lle who did much had to expect from
(i) st ma EBhe et At 8wl maial o a3l . v
God's Justice the bestowal of much reward; wiile on the

other hand every transgression entailed its corresponding
3_11111:&;;1};1;;;1‘2.:.“'V';:‘ Such extensive, detailed, difficult, de-
manding, and formal regulations, which constituted the Phari-
saic body of Law, are accurately described as heavy burdens.
it seous evident that these are the very burdens which

mind in the use of the term "heavy burdens.®
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It should be noted that the rabbis admit freely that
their legiclation tended to be heavy. idersheim lists a
series of rabbinic statements which justify his conclusion
that the rabbis admitted that their ordinances always made
the burden heavier, never 13’.;-;11‘&:&1‘.35 Strack-Billerbeci: also

lists a whole series of statements in which the descriptive

adjective “heavy' is used freely of the scribal precepts,

G3paiy ¢ Schifrer, A History of the Jewish Peocple in the
Tive of Jesus Curist, “translated by Sopnia Teylor and Peter
Christie (oecond edition; New Yoriz:s Charles Scpibner's Sons,
1891), X%, 41, 129,

Bh1pid., 11, ii, 91.

35E&ersl1eim, ap, ecit., 11, 407-08.
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and the entire body of legislation is described as an attempt
to make the written law more stringent and binding.86 when
Jesus stated that the scribes and Phavisees placed heavy
burdens upon the shoulders of men, they may well have agreed,

Matthew uses similar terminslogy in a statement of
Jesus that contrasts notably. Jesus spealks of His own
Qopriov, Lut says of it that it is light. He invites

those who arve burdened (not necessarily to be identified

rith burdens imposed by the Pharisees) to talke His yoke
because liis burden is Llight (Matt, 11:28-30). The reader -{”‘

is instructed in the nature of the Pharisaic burdens by this =

contrast. The weseage of the Pharisees is as different from
the comfort which Christ offers as heavy burdens ave £rom a
light burden. They pretended to represent God in imposing
their laws upon lis people, but instead they had completely

misrepresented ilim, Thus the conclusion that Christ and the
Pharisees could have very little in common is supported.
The incoupetence of the scribes and Pharisees which Christ

tion is altogether evident. i |
But the conelusion thet this Wﬁw accuses the
Anes, sl Jemcnine heavy burdens v
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clause, There is no evidence in lellenistic Greel: that

O

0 A : .
MAVvEW s used to sujgest sowme idea of *doiung" or "per-

=}
forming." Therefore it is wmlikely that the clause means
that the scribes and Pharisees £all to follow their own
legislation. The Sreel term weans “'rewmove! or “move, 97
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Mark 15:29). 1ie IOoTHieyT IMeanling OvvVIOousLy 18 intended in
-2-1-1,., warnine to the church at Er ’alcn-:-.“ 9 vrhiceh Tthadtr Panor
LR WOLLLLILY LD Ll CLRALCLL OC :,.;;_)s. 888 4l WILCIl Chiely TeDell-
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cance 15 cenmanded o that Chirist does not '"remove'' their

S £ s o Anah wn'l e [ D) me? ¥ % g T4 o P . - dnl P
lamp £rom its place (Rev., 2:5). One must suppose the same

literal transitive sense of the word in the passage under

Segn -y ol e B en g ey oy I s - R 0 P - Y. -
Stuly. di0ere L8 no evidence Ior assuiing another l@eaning,

e | AR . [ Blhea e 1 AT S el £ g il dn 47 a9
@xld , LeGLles, vha OWROL. neallling £its well into the Senge Of

wd
A ST M nE & G > TAS o8 o e s = o, e el e 3=} e e e £ 31
the verse. e verse doeg 1ot contrast the efilorts of the
o widh the o F ] ""t" £ #lo aoet oo el D] cans e =
peopie withh the erfiorts oy The sSCrives and Paarleees. Laere

ig indeed a strong contrast expressed in the use of the terms
"shoulder" and "finger' as descriptive of the amownt of
exertion. lut the intended contrast is between the terrible
ef£fort witich the scribes and Pharisees force the people to

make and their own unwillingness to stir a finger to remove

87ijalter Dauer, A Qreek-English Lexicon of the New
Testament and Other Barly wuristian Literature, translated
and adapted by williaa F. arndt and F. Wilbur Gingrich
{Chicago: The uUniversit; of Chicago Press, c.l97), p. 433,
GE. also ilenwy George Liddell and Robert Scott, A Greek-
Snrlish Lexicon, edited by Henvy Stuart Jones and Others
é’%ntﬁ edition: Oxford: The Clarendon Press, 1953), p. 952.
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ite verse 1s then an example of Pharisaic saying and |
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OT doing. But the "aot dolng” is not found in refusal of
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the Yharisees to shoulder their own burdens; it is found
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instead in the mabking of burdens.
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Qeavy burdens ou people and are not cven permiti
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craci, as L
Aud now in turn it was dis
hedge. And the cecond i

the third a fourth, and so on ad
there was nothing but a vast cxpanse
d the true thing for which all the hedging
ace, the true worship and service of God,
had sc¢ sappeared, The immense development of
concentric hedge-work found its historic wmonument in
the Talmud, that vast pyramid in which Judaism lies
entonved. It was that pyramid the scribes, without
knowing it, were busy building, stone upon stone,
during the night of legalism.®®

s -

had talken p

Jesus warne the people that the Pharisees with all of
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8841 axcander B. Bruce, ologetics; or, Christianit
Defensively Stated, in The International LneOlosicar Lxgr
edited by Charles A. Briggs and otewart o, r. Saltond Zﬂﬁggg

edition; Bdinburgh: T. & T. Clark, ¢.1892), p. 283,
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of the law are actually failing to do the
very thing which they say wust be done, to serve God and

do His will., Their works do not accowplish that which they

- . o pryer e " T3t T e en e g 134 o s ¢ e e e oy 1
claim for them. How Jesus turns lis e phiasis to the sham
character of the works o the scribes and Pharisees. e

ceunnen tham nd Eiver & ohatr vl oty oo o sl e o F
accueses thoem oi malking a show of piety » S@CY eXTerintarlsi,
. | £ Aanar &% L 4 s L . T T L e
and or using their acisnowl {.\... red ").L‘..LJ ag an occasion ror
.'} FY et T 3l 2% wa  Inawn e cre nu P et 4 S sl » =
gLorying in their nouor, crass vanity, Hoore objects to
o PR (T S [y i Sl R ol - . e
tnls cyriticism of the scribes and Pharisees as a gFroup:

than they
age, and the
'"0"‘:. they
ored Dy
standard
ned the reputation
.‘;('J“‘c; ..L.L”_: ious LtLJ.L. their Sadducean opponents
or the prant and zeul_dent mass of tlie people. That
many dLu U&Jﬂu more for the reputation thaun for the
‘“u“iLj, is only what nmagn nature would lead us to
expect; and that wmany sincere Pharisees thought better
m;mmxuw(uLwcwm¢'mmxﬁulcum:ﬂm1mmaitiu
good £or any man to think, and that their superior airs
vare often very disagreeable, may be taken for granted.
Dut that the Pharisees as a whole were consccious and
"~Luuhug,ug hypocrites whose DStCHtQEIQUu pPL et;'nau a

cloal: Zor deliberate secret v:i.}.‘_a.my ies unimnaginable
in view of the subsequent history of Judaism.%”

One may criticize Hoore for assuming that deliberate villainy
is the charge; Jesus seems more intent on pointing out ig-
norance and blindness (Matt, 23:16; Johm 3:10), along with
general incompetence and the basic faults of the aystem.

3ut apart from this, Moore's objection serves chiefly to

support the statement of Plummer: "The Pharisees fell victims

89uoore, op. cit., II, 193.
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to the peril which is inseparable from all externals in

.

*en ] 4 el e AT 3 $TamiB i a ey Lo S Ao 1. ks e Ml 1€
religion: 'All theilr works they do to be scen of men. 1190
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8Crives and rCharisees for a danger they realized and strove
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the fact that there was widespread externalism and sel
seeking,.%2 In any case, the extent to which the Pharisees
were givenr to ostentation wmay be a concern of the historian,
but such a study has little value in establiching the meaning
of this text, Jesus very obviously says, "They do all their
worlks with the goal of being seen by men.

Specific exauples of such a show of religion are the

P | e e PRRERFRE . Ly, e e g AL PR, N ) P . pespa . = Iy
widening of phylacteries and the mn__.;u:m« of fringes. The
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wearing of phylacteries was apparently a pract
because of an external iunterpretation of Exodus 13:9,16 and
dJeuteronomy 6:8 and 11:18, as Edersheim says.93 They were
Little boxes which contained portions of Exodus and Deuteronouy,

attached to the forehead and left arm with leather straps.

90pLunmmer, op. cit., p. 313.
91?—Eontefiore and Loewe, ©p. Cit., Pp. &70-89.
92pdorshein, op. cit., II, B08-09.

931bid,
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<0ey were worn at the time of prayer as a sign of allegiance
and of great respect for the law.?™ How many Jews wore them
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48 a natter of regular pracceLee 1Ls difficult to determine.
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that the great masses of the people paid no attention to
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:hieg Yenactment of the scribes,."’? Hdershein concludes on
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ciie Dasls of falmudic evidence that priesta, Levites, and
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other Temple officials did not wear them during their actual
i ) o

N 3 WP o . %152 TP v ' O ' 17, - = s NS b¢ Sale rade d=lom W p .
gervice in the Teumple.’ He even suggests that the wearing
=% N, N I [ TR, . 1Mt Wnder r.d ™y indery T g
O phylacteries may have been "the badge of a pm:tj,' and
Not o wmivernantle astriecsl adoaad Bldcratian at al l ‘)7 mn
ot & univey SALLY acCkiwowiledgel OULLIgarion act all. That

s RS R - S ey A S e -
che Pharisces were given to this practice at cer

1 their history is evident from the many references to it

they attached value to it is
evident fron the claim that beautiful tephillin tend to make

2 PR L - T, ~ s . L
a man beautiful before God.”

9k adeline 5. Miller and J. Lane Miller, Havper's Bible
dictionary (llew York: Uarper and Brothers Publishers, c.,192),
Py 257,

o L ennedy, "“Phylacteries,” Dictionary of the
Bible, edited by James iHastings (New ¥Yoric: Charles Scribner's
Sons, ¢,1898), IIi, 873.

9641 fred Edershein, The Temple, Its iinistry and Sexr-
vices (levised edition; liew fork: James PFott & cvompany, n.d.),
P. 74,

971bid.

9Contefiore and Loewe, 9. cit., pp. 279, 191.
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But regardless of how common the practice of wearing
phylacteries may have been, it is the size of these items
to which Jesus is calling attention. ile is not criticizing
the understanding of the 0Ld Testament passages which led
to this practice; lie is rather naming the width of the
phylocteries of the scribes and Pharisees as evidence of
their doing their works with the goal of being seen by men.
Perhaps a wodern analogy might be found in the criticizing
of wearing lapel crosses o large that they cover the entire
laﬁel.

There ig even less information available on the practice
of wearing £ringes or tasscls on garments. It is a directive =
of Mumbers 15:38-39 thet the Jews put tassels on the corners
of thelir garments as a reminder of the necessity of follow-

ing the Lowrd's comaandments, rather than following their

owvit hearts and eyes, The Septuagint in this psassage uses

the same word for those tassels as Matthew uses for the tas-~
sels he is deascribing, rpofwcd'ds; There can be little doubt ]
that the tassels to which Jesus here refers are those fringed
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obvious as possible. iam Bruce calls

t',v,' = 4=} 2y o] -, | 11T myesrr o T - B “-v w-, ATy ey e -

s e wideniuy and enLargling ol gie Outwax LO0TMS oL
* 3

= U PO

religion, v’

™m " p g anlT mes a0 vob wr g3t OO . o % %4 LR 9
e content of verses six and seven 18 not dirficult to

. & s - . E .. »
St nint o ) T o : s Rt o e raonihtan Ehad -1
SELavLLsit, ale Vergses S\.-_"_f w0 Ve ,’.'5,‘ e b .‘." 2.8 Las0L0on viiatc the
r_-c-_‘ﬁ-»-‘v‘.». ¢ 2y i mane 1% 2ha ml acs 9o 0ovysro t:—. o ‘(w-'-
SCTLpes and Marlgees LiKe Tae plLace reserve d Lor £u LUeS
of honor ai n o v Bodn . oo o ne seatdan T e AU oA e o

i L1000 8T a sieal. . LALCS YL omnel: .t.. Seacs il tae u\-,!a‘.;..t_;“.} )\..(_:c. 3
ol oo . " s - L. 3 S e A M T -

fo o : da rey m T r e =T ey o ¥ Eh T Ve oy . s N £ o 3
LAl - eGTL Mo L LLLCOLRE L0 COCHl i1l Tile mnari -QL-‘_).L QACeca g e 141

» - . -

tie vecoguition of their position implied in tihwe address
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character. These are sinply prouninent
places at a table or in the synagogue. The rabbis certainly
are careful to direct countrymen to regard the scribes
as honoreecs amnd to reserve for them places of honor., With
what ldershein directions, 00 their places

. 0 h o An - . -

Like.lOl {h.t the Phacisees should have lLoved to be Tecog-
nized and greeted im public places is entirely consistent
with their way of dressing (verse 5) and with their general

estimate of their place in Jewish society. With these

99iltian Sruce, op. cit., p. 497,

100sgershein, The Life and Times of Jesus the lMessiah,

L0lgeprack and Billerbeck, op. cit., I, 914-16.
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statements of Jesus there is no problem.

- v - - - - - /
scribes and Pharisees being called /oarﬂ(ﬂ(. Jeber notes

that Jewish sources attest that this wae not a fixed tit
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g the of Jerusalem in A, D, 70.*-Y
ut Schlirer has found the obvious flaw 1n such argumentation.
tle pointe out that the term way well not have been used as
- Seed = T B PR Jo of 1o = - T YRR [ fagsds dalumds 7 £
a title until after the tine of Chrigt, but that bDefore
Fhat 4 Bk e o g e SR M S ¥ F mclda " £
that time it was a perfectly normal form of address for one

whom a man acknowledged to be his master. 0% e states
probable evolution of the term:
From '::21.'5. & wespectiivl addeess Lhe titie Rabbi was

m .w -
grady m ly forwed, the su:cvu. losing its pronominal
signification with the frequent use of the address,

and ":;L:) bem;; also used as ,a title (Rlabbi Joshua,

Rabbi £liezer, Rabbi Akiba).l

1022;’{:}361‘, op. cit., pp. 391, 460,

103 frederick U, Grant, &n Inkroduction to lew Testament

the

Thought (Vew Yowri: Abingdon Press, L950), P. 200.
LO0hgchiiver, ope eit., Aly %, 315,

105 144,




117
~
The writer judges the opinion of Schilrer to be perfectly |
likely. The term is eimply the couwbination of the normal

| o - P | - . & A oaw s:1 s T Fr ) 4 y . g A
aebrew and Aramalic word Eor Y"great one' or "master® with |

the normal personal pronoun suffix "ay.” Just as a man
] . | Yo g 192.5¢ armrs!l amd & AR et 4 11 Lt
ould call his son uy sou and a child would call his
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Lather "My Zather," so a student might call his teacher
O Theo aame zaulidlvess may sell hove Deon inod
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fully to one well trained in the law. It is somewhat analo-~
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gous to an evolutionary wocess in the use of a term in

Britich history. In tines past a peasant wight have addressed ‘
a wealthy landowmer as 'y lord" because he was Just that.

The fact that there is today a Houge of Lords and a man
who 1 properly called Lord Doothby shows that the form of

address becane a title. But to argue that “"Lord" was not
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a normal title in centuries past does little to establish
that a peasant would not have addressed his master as "y

- ’ = - T -
loxd." The term ,;oﬂsc is not used in the Bible except in

Matthew, Mark, and John. Most often it is

28

a form of address
used when speaking to Jesus, DBut it is never used as a
title in the sense that Schirer speaks of above., It is
never '"Rabbl Jesus™ as a modern might say "'Pastor Jones"
when addressing his minister. Apparently people siuply ad-
dressed Jesus by calling Him "My Master." Of course, if
the term is purely and simply an Aramaic comuon noumn, it ie

strange that Matthew does not translate it into Greek,
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: 18 8aifiest to assume that the term

becone or was in the process of becoming a fiwed title
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during Jesus' winistry, or at least before the Evangelists
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Although aduittedly the dirvectives come from a later
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iae, the rabbis did demand £or themselves such titles of

Qanaci, Yderghein oites a few instances and states that
- ”
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tlore are others '"too paintul to repeat. w100 stracke
Rillavrihaanls 140+ a o o gy 2 £ 43 foyuemmn o
Sillerbecl Ligts certain uses of the term in rabbinic

uses
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weings, and notes that sowme of them were quite early, al-
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ain, the whole discussion must be reduced to

e

ls: Jesus says that the scribes and Pharisecs like to be

led “"Raboli' opr "4y master® Ly men.

Jesus interrupts His characterization of the scribes
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and Pharisees at this point in order to direct a word of
rarning to [lis disciples and the crowds about tlie proper

uee

or

of titles awong them. It is first to be noticed that
not tell then to refuse to be called rabbi, father,

master, as though all threeimperatives sald almost the

same thing. They are not to be called rabbi or master, but

thiey themselves are not to call anyone on the earth father.

1,

£105'"'dersham, The Life and Tiiec of Jesus the Messiah,
109,

0756000k and Billerbeck, op. git., I, 916-17.
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Zalm, Allen, and Plummer agree that “father' was a name of
respect and awe for a teacher of an earlier gc:nc:;.'a'i:io“..l

Plummer is most explicit:

fhere was no uneed to «,m...",e the a’;:-'_.:sc... ples
the title of "Patl L0t # for no one was

authority of "¢l
evil in perpetua

ting misleading

arding titles, Jesus for-

L T Lian 9c) I et e B o8 T A o e
L0188 1Nl The selond prolliblirion ega
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DLGS Thav s disciples Cfﬁil.‘..b anyone with tTthe title

N adbass 11 sehdila i stotsa’l sl i R dat SETE T,
rFacher, ' with the usugl connotations of the term. The
reason for the prohibition is that, strictly epealking, only

the heavenly Fatheyr is rightly called by that name. Schlatter
xpresses this when he says, "Gott ist es, durch den die
Jinger leben, also gseine Sthue., Darum
ihm allein,nllO

The disciples ave forbidden to accept the ti
a tera with connotations that have already been stated., The
reason for the prohibition is double: they have only one
Teacher and they are all brothers. Thus to arrogate to
themselves o position above their brothers is a viclation of
the nature of their brotherhood and a usurpation of the

position of their real Teacher. ILenski finds the force of

1087amn, op. eit., I, 651-52; Allem, op. git., p. 245;
Plummer, op. Cit., P 316.

1°9Pl.tmmer, op. cit,, p. 316.

L05cntatter, op. git., p. 670,
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in the Bib that 1t is provably the Jewish
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revered teachers.tdis Strack-Dillerbeck licts a wihiole series
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of poegible equivalents. 113 ‘Mhe exact mature of the term
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ig difficult to determine. Arndt-Gingrich suggests that it
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simply means "teacher."ll¥ As such it would siwmply be

o3
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synonyi for & ercrn'ﬂ'\ﬂs of verse eight, an identity which

probably helps to explain the textual confusion at this poiat.

lllLem‘sl—:i, op. eit., p. 899.

ll?-:aalm, op. git., I, 65 2.
L135¢rack and Billerbeck, op. cit., I, 919-20.

11%s.uer, op. cit., p. 389.




At any rate, the term is surely a recognition of position
ag ave "Rabbi'' and "Father" and is, in the words of Jesus,
ot nroperly jiven to the disciples, for it properly de-
scribes only Him,

Mdershein rew ls readers that one is not to under-
Stand the forbidding of the use of these titles "with Phari-
saic painful Literalism."ll> fThe commentary is given in

gy rorona wvhieceh £ollioass +h AS et nlan ara 6 Soolr Sron .
ciae verses whilch follow: the disciples are to seek greatness
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in gervice and to await honor from God s WO will exalt their
Brsen e 3D dier e i . T2 JERE e il s R VR R i = T L
UL LICY . LOMIeNTary 18 also given in tiie vVerses thac pre-
- - - - 7 ‘ 'l’
Cede, for the mlt of the scribeg and the Pharisees is that
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they love a;?lf\ouvw) to De called by such titles. Thus
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42un 18 correct when he says thoat Jesus "Lg not here con-

deming the use of the title but the faulty value placed

on . . . titles of houor,"110 And william Bruce is correct
in his judgment: "Uur Lord could not mean to prohibit the
use of the language that expressed the ordinary and nccessary
relations between teachers and their scholars . . . "117
Jesus goes on to state the better way. Instead of
seeking honor in titles, the disciples are to gaian honor

in service. In God's reversal of what seems normal, it is

115pdershein, The Life and Tives of Jesus the lessiah,
II, %10,

1]'6Zahtl\, 9_2‘ cit,, I', 651.

170511 an JOruce, ®. cit., p. 497; ef. also Ylvisaker,
ap, clt.y p« 585,




humility that constitutes greatness, while self-sought

honor is reduced to nothing. Richardson has made use of

this reversal when he defines humility as '"the quality of
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mind and heart which makes a man content with the privilege
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of sexrwvi 2R ) L eher; it is the antithesis of pride anl sel&s
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exalLtation, '+ It i1s not suggested that the disciples
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st avoid positions of honor and leadership. But they arve
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not consist in occupying a lowly place, but

a Llowly state: and a lowly state is one in which there is

even more pointed, direct, and vehement. For now Jesus

directly at the scribes and Pharisees,
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no longer aoply warning His disciples and the crowds about
them. Turning to face those He is tacking and using a

very nointed second person foram of address, le heaps up a

withering woes. There is at this point a change
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in the procedure of the preaching, but it continues to have
the same purpose. The discourse is a warning to the people
and to the disciples of the perverse teachings and empty acts

of the scribes and Pharisees. The woes ave proclaimed in the

113Aslan Richardson. An Introduction to the Theol of
the New Testament (lew Vork: Horper and Hrothers, e.Iﬁ),
D. 306

1191 1ian Bruce, on. cit., p. 499.
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Rearing of this same audience; they were surely meant to

w3
have their effcct on their specific addvessecs, but they
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were nonetheless intended for the instruction of the C:JS-JC!..l“O
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Thuaes there 18 no brealk in the discourse at this place; it
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{here have been many attempts to group the woes according

€0 Their content ox intensity or the like. Thus Plummer
Sty ‘.C“t'\ s PR wveds el TyAad  rwands B e I s and el
SCETE, 4@ XAIYESTC three woesE Treat O tile FaadisgarcCc
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teaching, the last three of the Phavisalc character; the
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> any such grouping is that it tends to over-
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8implify; in adopting such an outline one is inclined to

“

overlook the broad impact of each of the woes. They are not

mutually exclusive in subject matter and therefore not sub-

“ s )

Ject to outlining in the strictest sense. They do not strike

1t seven faults of the Pharisees and, &8 a result, collec-

tively characterize the overall hypocrisy of the Pharisees.

They are instead seven illustrations of the sane malignancy,

which renders the whole of Pharisaism corrupt. They are

seven blows all striking the same blind hypocrisy with God's

120 udoiph Ewald Stiev, The Words of the Lord Jesus
The Risen Saviour and the Angels, traaslated by william P,

Pope, wevised by James Strong and Henry BD. Suith (Fourth
Aperican edition; dew York: 1. Tibbals, 1864), I, 437.

1 “lzlEdersheim, The Life and Times of Jesus the Messiah,
1, 410. | | i

12201 wamer, op. eit., p. 317.
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Roly wrath, The writer does not wish to suggest that
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there 1 no progression in the statement of the woes. On
Qe contrary, there is evidence of caveful thought in
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climax., oSurely murdering the prophets
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8 a move intense accusation than making foolish distinc-
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L1010 Lows fall harder and havder; Jesus tells what lie sees

as ie loois deeper and deeper inte the corruption that

churacterized the modern counterpart of God's chosen people.

series of woe statements oceurs also in Isaigh 5.
Thus the literary form of this section o.~ Jesus! Templ
Sermon is not without Scriptural parallel, One remenbers
also the series of exclamatory blessings, the Dea
which Jesus spoke in His Sermon on the Mount. Although they
are the exact opposite in intent and content, the literary
form of the *hlesged" statements and of the "woe" statements
is closely parallel.

One is impressed with the identical form of each of the
seven woes. The opening worde in each case are Odo ﬁ/a?v.
In every instance this is followed by a vocative of direct
address: “scribes and Pharisees, hypoerites.™ In the case
of the third woe there is an exception; there the vocative

is "blind guides." Then in each of the woes, again excepting
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Jesus gays, "Woe to you, Chorazin! Woe

o

If one asks what ie might have meant by

tolerable for Tyre and Sidon on the day

you' (Matt, 11:22). when talking about

in giving the term

to you, Bethsaidal™

this

ioe, " he £inds

suggests the answer. "It will be more

of judgnent than fow

offending little

ones and about offense in general, Jesus says 'Woe to that

man by whom the offense comes" (Matt. 18:7).

Again when one

concerns himself about the thrust of that "Woe," he £inds

Cit., p. 595.

1235auer, op.




R e han et ostd 1"
that Jesus has just said, "
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theips, 12/ appeared to be pious, but they were not
really pious. They apneared to be God's chosen leaders, but
they were weally blind guides. The appeared to be concerned
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for the law, but they had not even understood the lLaw. And

the actorls wask

and Pharisces and say, "That is the way you look, ut this

12303, p. 338.

1263auer, 0pe Sit., PO 852-53; Liddell and Scott,
22‘ CLL., Pp- 10 b“\jg

127 panting, op. cit., p. 550,




L e PR Y P I P . - ¥ ol s oy = - 47, 9 . 2
Broadus characterizes the firet woe as Ffollows:
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here uncovered by Jesus. Anparently
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chey were leading the people in the way of truth and life

but actually they were blocking that way. Apparently they
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were opening Jdoors for theuselves and others, but actually

they were closging them.
The metaphor of locking the door with a key is inter-
esting. Jesus had given His disciples keys to this same
door which leads to the kingdom of heaven, but ie had in-
structed them iu their use so that the keys would serve both
to lock and wnlock (Matt, 16:19), In their interpretations
of the Torah, the rabbis were sald to possess the keys of

the doors of heaven; but Jesus accuses them of poor steward-
ship of those keys, for they had uged them as keys which leck

and do not unlocik.l29 Actualliy, they had not gotten the right

128proadus, op. cit., I, 469.

1294 charason, op. cit., pe 317.
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key, for only Chrict opens in such a way that the gate remains
open and shute in guch a way that the gate zemains shut
(Rev, 3:7).

This locking is apparentl

y going on in the face of the
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crue that the scribes and Pharisees held pogitions of such
that they could have accomplished tiris. For the

closed door in front of the people who were on their way in,
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scnlatter places the blane on the office of the rabbi itself;

e

dort w-'mos.‘b en wird, den *’tii.t.f._',c‘xe"s Willen

t und den Menschen in seinen stindlichen

v stickt, deann schlie szt def Verwalter des
Schliissels die Pforte zum Reiche zu, und der schuld-
*vullo widersim dieses Verhaltens gipfelt daerin, dasz
der Rabbi nicht nur f£iir sich selbst seiune selbstisch
"JGl‘C.O?.‘«J(%s‘Le, von Gott abgewandte v Bmm. «eit festhillt,
sondert auch denen, die eich zu Jott neben wollen, den
; :t;; su Llen unndglich macht. Das .,awu:.*.nai: stellt
sich zwischen dag r".ﬁnl' Liche Wirken Gottes und die
Genmeinde und bewirkt, dasz diese Gottes Werk micht
sieht.l31

3t. Poul escaped those who blocked the door, but his wmique

rescue stands in contrast te the many for whom the door

130piumaen, op, cit., ps 37,

L3lgcnlateer, op. eit., pp. 672-73.
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Just as the scribes anud Phariseces were playing a role
wihichh portrayed then falsely by pretending to be leaders of
Pals e T e adan A vlhe 3 e £ deth 54 . g wwial PRSI,
Cite procession to the doors of the kingdom, wirile actually
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COey were locking the door, 80 they were hypoerites in that
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dey did not euter thenselves., Jesus had already character-
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ized them as the son who spoke the answer which the £ather
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iaey achieved the locking of the kKingdom through their
doctrine and iife. Their muititude of human orlinances which
cdemanded outward observance hindered the law fxrom performing

its real function; thelr lives, which sought the mere appear-

ance of godliness, were evil examples which led to godless

.
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hypoerisy.t33 gpirituality which seeks its own ccclainm is a

denial of God's vule and necessarily conflicts with His
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purpose and work, L34 Thoy worked with the Scriptures,; to be
sure, but theilr interpretations served to hide and obscure
the very truths which would have kept the door to the king-

dom open wide.%3” The "godly" were accomplishing Satan's

1324, 5. Bruce, Tue Xingdom of God, p. 205.

133yivigaker, 0s. Cits, p. 586.
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13“Schlatter, op. cit., p. S74.

135£*lmmer, op. cit., p. 317; Allen, op. cit., p. 245,
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should follow imuediately upon verse

the overwhelming majority of textusl

witnesses. oy ds the support for placing the woe regarding

the devouring of widows! houses first in the series of woeas
of much note. The major ancient manuseripts, prominent
minuscules, and a significant number of ancient versions all
Lavor omission of this woe entirely. The fact that Mark and

e wecord the omitied statement may suggest that it was

.

really spolken on this occasion; but m:t.u:z evidence forcas
one to conclude that it is not authentic in Hatthew's Gospel.
The second of Matthew's woes deals with the making of
proselytes. It seems as though the scribes and Fharisees
might have had on their lips the prote that they were not
blocizing the lkingdom of heaven, for, in fact, they were

ring on a mission progran with mighty effort, and that
Israel was growing in numbers and in a;'ea, so that there
were adbherents to the Jewish faith the world over. Jesus

sould hardly be right in His accusation that they were locking

137 sdevshein, The Life and Times of Jesus the Messioh,
II, 411
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'1:‘;1:3 bitter complaint of classical writers, the
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arove their zeal for naking proselytes.

Weber agrees that "a zealous propaganda endeavor' was exerted
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139z, B. Iruce, Apologeties, pp. 4-5.
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Thus the zeal for proselytes on the part of the scribes and

1‘*1;-}ebar, op. cit., pp. 417-13,

h2yi11ian pruce, op. cite, Ps 501; cf. also Plumser,
op. cit,, p. 318,

l“'-’Lensici Op. Cik., pp. 90405 cf, Schilrer, gm, cit.,

1%'-..79.'033:, op. cit., p. %20.
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Because the convert meets the standards of the Pharisees,
be is equally as hateful in the view of Jesus, Decause he
has the new enthusissm of a convert and is such a fertile
field for the scribes to plant and nourish their godless

legelism, he becomes twice as hatefiul as Lis teachers. Jesus'
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Henscien hervorgeht, w77
Jesus f£inally ridicules the volues of the scribes and
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Pharisees in the proverbial statement about filtering out the

v "

gnat but gulping down the camel. It is no

of
i

likely that Jesus

is here discrediting the Phavisess for their attempts to keep

Y78%;ii14an Bruce, op. cit., pp. 203-0h.

175 Cf. the many instances in which Jesus and the “ortho-
dox' Jispute the proper observance of the Sabbath, the
legitinacy of associating with "sinnewrs," and the like.

lys{iioore, op. eit., II, 9-10.

17750s0er, op. cit., p. 660.




- B Ty ) -

i~ ) = - . &
out of their mouths.l/® He is rather using

L4 FH ; = A il e A PR [ S 1789 .. ] e
gnat” as a picture for a tiny i.,u.,.lg,lb and "camel" as a

‘1‘, -.- e & Le Y R Py ’
e point of the statement

ted folly with their reversed

319 A 1

J---..-.---\.J -

12 Erang: natural it constituted
B ad=mwnd pdt v AT Thamstanto 1wt ot "131 T
S 3@ L& ...~.¥ e O SHIEC Auadil 1)—.‘,\-" - .Ln
p 3 R Fae A e e F25 S
(ALELS J 2581 g LOLL Ll(’) )Q._ -l il -.5_')(3\.. Xl

ty was the special vow

T . g o Tr ot waad = P i
Thus there is a kind of soion in the
s, % = RPN, Y U I, SR, P ) - u "
wWoes. Lie woe regardling Titiing uncovers a
Rouns] 4= = om R i v e D e Y Jr._ 5 g 0 % Y Ty ':.‘ - ‘.A, -
Zanlt in anyone associated with Pharisaism, for ti 1’ wasg

demanded of all nembers, even those who were not a part of

- - -y \-l -~y .
avoidance of uncleanness was ape

. Lo, B I . T T e - o
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considered to be a higher kind of piety. BDBut Jesus fincs

ter, op. cit., p. 680.
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Strack and Billerbeck, op. eit., I, 933.
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180p: vnere, ep. git., p. 319,

L0luaerehein, The Life and Tines of Jesus ithe Hessiah,
11, #13, BapesR
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Nypocrisy in it too,
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the Jdishes they used absolutely clean. Only in Tthis way

1

tbe cup or dish be agscured that he would
remain clean,

Jesus attacks the concern for exterior cieanliness because
it ig associated with an absolute lack of concern for the
source of the contents of the cup or dish. He accuges the
Phavisees of £illing their dishes with what had been gained

ES

/) X )
Lensiki points out that the cowmbination of xl.'/a'ﬂ’ with t’f

133.—&3.1&11, gp. CLl., De 247, supplies the reference to
sScltiver.

h extortion and greed. About this they were not concerned.
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and the genitive '"points, not to what £ille

frow what they are £illed: ‘with results of robbery and in-
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continence,'"+9%  Jesus is surely not suggesting that there
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Stead suggesti that that which £ills the cup has come £rom
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robbery. Arndi-Gingrich liste "what has been stolen" as a

3 Py - 7 - o % 3
Secoil meanin ] Lor GOTTRyY 182 A second source for the con-
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dish is gaid ©o be oKPOQeat. hore are
variant readings but this 1s the most widely supported.
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WG C-CLNETICH SUgEests ©iiat This8s 18 The berrer Tecadcing
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Decause "Lack of self-control" belongs quite naturally to

the =._-.:5‘3.‘~u5 On the basis of the textual evidence, this writer

agrees with this conclusion, but not with the suggestion that
the Pharisces are charged with overindulgence in the cup.

1ms mitengs ol P N I Py, | » & sy e - -
Jecause the robbery and L.c:. £ self-control are siuply

linked together with '(df it seems more likely that they

have the same relationship to the contents of the cup. The

i
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contents of the cup and dish are geaine

e

through robbery; they

ained through lack of self-control. Thus Plummer has

to
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. , (4 .
come closer to correct understanding; axoddla cofer

=3
l"u';f.-.ns i, op, cit., p. 9L0; cf, Blass and Debrunner,

Bauver, op, cit., pe. 108,

1865pid., pa 32.
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"insatiable Lust for gain 87 mhie s a second source £from
which the contents of the cup and dish come.

hgain the Pharisees are guilty of reversed values.
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Lileiy actions & uggested ciaat LT ade little difference from
) L. ppelBr. Y S . Sy vl ende - o ™ o gl S Tyl oy e

where and how one took what he ate and draniz, as long as he

ate and drank out of clean dishes. Jesus comnands opposite
volues, Firvst correct the taint on the contents of the cup

P 14 ks v P, s i e e ey i Sy 3 . F vri 17 depyln ) 2 o de
and dish and the exterior cleanliness will tale care of it-
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celf, The tVd clause is surely consecutive. Thus the
Ayt avy e e rrom ondugy  dulninde o caeny o - w12l o= T - ~t B
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lon states the whole of it very succinctly when

he saysc, "Use the vessels only for food honestly procured,
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ard Lt will be unnecessary to ask L£ the outside is ceremoni-
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Ly clean,"* The Pharisees were hypocrites in that while
ST esTay I = L L T mnevevin P 1t y d=lvmyas & 1 . p-,‘nk
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clean by cevemonial washings, they were unconcerned about the

ty of their wmethods in obtaining the food and drinlk; their
dishes were clean but the contents were not.
It i in the sixth woe that the concern of Graetz that

the honor of the Pherisees be preserved becomes gomewhat hope-

Dut this devotion to outward forms and cerex_nonies by no
means excluded the religion of the heart. The Pharisees

187 ppummer, op. cit., pe. 319.
188plass and Debrunmner, op. cit., p. 198.

18%11en, on. cit., pp. 247-43. ‘
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Abrahans has missed the point of the metaphor. The comparison

£ there is no evidence on the exterior

e I e i AR et
cenceyrs in tae act tnat thex

the neat and well kept tomb of the decay and f£ilth within,
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Jesus seens to be taking advantage of a picture which

Cennat .3

Fl

them

s w] o1 2s 1 -y S o) £ 119 1 o en, e 6 7 o
WOULd De L£¥esiy 1l the RINGES O HisS hNearers. any oo

were surely pilgrime who had come from elsewhere o celebrate
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in Jerusalem. In the landscapes of greens and

browvms, the white patches of the freshly painted tombs must

The toubs were freshly nainted at this time,

have stood out,

5]

for that painting normally took place on the fifteenth of the

month of Adar, about one mouth before the Passover. 192 zombs

190Graetz, ou. cit., II, 20.

19sbrahaws, op. eit., p. 29.
192011en, op. cit., p. 208; Filson, op. cit., p. 267.
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which othevrwise wight have been unnoticed were thus made to
stand out by their contrasting color.

It was a concern of the Pharisees that the tombs should
be marked in this way, although that concern is not the
grave coli-
ern for the Pharisees that a man should not become unclean
oy contact with death. Such contact would, of course, never
be voluntary; but it could happen that a man unintentionally
ctep on a grave which he did not Imow was there, and thereby
become unclean, After all, graves were located almost any-
Mwre ad a moan would not know how to avoid them uniess he
mew where they were, Thus it was a concern of the Pharisees
that they be carefully marked so that they and others could
avoid the risk of ceremonial defilement.l93 sSuch de £ileunent,
could render a man unfit to observe the Pass-

0T examplLe,

The comparison would be even more caustic if one supposes
that Jesus is suggesting that a man actually becomes unclean
by coming too near a Pharisee. But that is not the real com-
parison., Jesus says that the scribes and Pharisees are like
those whitened tombs in this that they too are white on their

exterior, righteous, but inside they are £ull of decaying

bones and every imaginable impurity, hypocrisy and lawlessness.

1935chiatter, op. cit., p. 652,

190piison, op. cit., p. 247.
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Here ig Jesus' own definition of their hypocrisy, the term

e used to -describe the scribes and Pharisecs in ecach of the

woes. and such hypoerisy is built into the Pharisaic con-

Little comnandments of the scribes made men forp-
wolt Com ..L;.M,a,ﬁ.t... of God, 50 the external

es of the scribes mad io them over lco;u an world with-
i t and ite di "wou.,i...m... point of fact,
shteousness of the scribes very o"'i_r:..z coexisted

"y ey I ¥ I - . . | e
2 .'_..-..’..," a8 ax Z.Q':L.A. DIIS . Loz

He also says,
A man could couply with all Rabbinic reguiren ents,
and even gain | ;olden opinions by his public profession
oL piety, and yet be an utter migscreant. The worse the
man, the more religious he was likely to be, because he
found it move profitable. The ::':;rntoas,..,.;e"s in vozue
put a u;‘;;.:;r.;; o u,"oou-:zs_,, and by that fact it was
hopeleasly condemned., The hypocrite, consummate at
once in "'-*E.f;.zucmx mess™ and in iniquity, was the reductio

ad absurdun of Rabbinism, as he was its ripe fruit,

Ao e b o v

The scribes and Pharisees ave hypocrites not only in the
various ways stated in the earlier verses; they are hypo-
crites by their very nature.

Fae wocs climax in the seventh.l9? The scribes and
Pharisecs are accused of honoring the prophets with decorated
tombs while at the same time they oppose the teachings of the
prophets and share in their murder. In their usual spirit of

self-sufficiency and impenitence, which they shared with their

1954, 5. Bruce, The Kingdom of God, p. 199.

196ypia,, p. 203.

197gch1atter, op, cit., p. 684,
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fathers, they made a show of piety in order to shelter
thewselves from any share in the guilt of their fathers.
But Jesus points out that they bore the identical guilt of
their fathers, unless theirs should be even greater--they
were scheming to kill the Proohet who still lived.l98

The Pharisees apparently realized that their fathers
had not acted wisely in persecuting and killing the prophets.
They attemnted to demonstrate how different from their

fathers they were by speaking of the prophets as martyrs

nd by celebrating the prophets' memory with beautiful

)

wonuaments. 199  ut Jesus contends that they are the children
of their futhers both physically and morally, their building
of touls notwithstending, The wurders of which thelr fathers
were juilty were as yet unavenged. God would still work His it

vengeance on the children who shared in their £athers' guilt.
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cal parallel. The Pharisees bus.im& that they ‘mﬂldxi“- it
the merit gained by their fathers; .
is indeed an Mitm, mw jaﬁ %&--ﬁf guite, 20
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share in that guilt, Jesus tells them to £ill up the
ers The nicture i aonmarently of
LeTrS . 2iig pLCTUre 16 apparen Yy 0 a

container inte which the black guilt of national sin had

R L Y. R e~ T rra e lan . mi er 2
peen pouring Lor centuries, When the present generation
haa o Tatad ke winw 4 £ g ety ] 4 e onniate
a8 completced The pouring in Or 1t8 owh L',L"..L}.u, the container
2
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will be mnd judgment will £all.“ it 12 not as though
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e JUilit oX Tthe Dathers Lad NoL Deell quica enougil to da-
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ngsuffering. This patience could not continue with the
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adce 1it of thne present ;',:','1".13;":-.}:'5;.‘-.();1.“0" ine progression
- e o 2o ] o B Bsln = e ~ el i . o vt
1g oexactly that of the parable of the landowner wihose ser-

vants were killed., When his son was killed, the landowmer

Svisal) o e e e o Shio el PR f T SRR O
acted, Yo it ig with Israel, Surely they will respect

y - o # N o s T . AP - L = . |
Zodt's Son (ef. Matt. 21:37). But God's Eon is rejected and
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killed by these wicked tenants and God's wrath can be con-

SR S B e L
tained no i_aﬁ.;_-,,c:.-"j

Homing the scribes and Pharisees "snakes and vipers"
and the choice of the words "flee from the judguent™ echo

~3

very strongly the words of John the Baptist in his prea ching
by the Jordan (Matt, 3:7). One cannot tell whether Jesus

is intentionally repeating John's evaluation or not; it is

2001encki, op. cit., p. 91&.

2023, Marcellus Kik, Matthew _'mem);g-Four,‘ An Exposition
(Swengel, Pa.: 3ible iruth Jepot, s Do s
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certain, however, that He counfirms it. The statement is
also evidence that John was right in atating that judgment

was about to strilke the roots of the teachers of Israel.

f Jesus is here acting as that Judge. He is surely the Bearer

tidings, but He came also to judge.204 Jesus sees

(..4

of goot
no hope that the scribes and Pharisees will change. They
re already hearing their £inal condemnation.
The statement of the thirty-fourth verse has a loose
verbal porallel in Luke 11:49. There Luke scems te suggest
that it is a quotation from some source; "the wisdom of God
said" are his words, Matihew does not hint that the words
are a quotation. Searching for some source is fruitless ‘ a
because coaanentators cannot identify anything that might be
lnown as "the wisdom of God." Marsh suggests as an iﬂtﬁiii&v
gent conclusion that it be understood as a periphrasis for
| "God," and that therefore it simply refers to the fact thnﬁ_
| God had foretold His sending of prophets and the fate éﬁﬁﬁ”?
[ would meet.205  hether the words are a quotation or m. i
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of anyone other than ilimself ags the Sender. Plumuer sees
in the opening words of the statement.a revealing parallel
CO Maxvciy j..‘.:':-‘-i'-:)c ne SJ’.}"“’

-

"Sehold 1 send' must be cal‘pm‘"z}. with the identi-

hrase 16; the one looks back to the other.

ls His Apostles that He sends them as

-..ol ves; here He tells the wolves
cance of their maltrcatment of

witnout its problens even when
¢ < S, suds 1IG el
18 is sending out His representa-
._ - 2t P !J\ ~
nee 1o this a wesult (Jded FovToO)
9 nd Tirmon dawael - AR = ol e r i
the scribes and Pharicees to escape the
Mddamant ~f Cahas P oo Yo Jad e Sl & 3.
Judgment of Gehenna? Leneskl has suggested a likely soclution

thic account" means: because the Jjudgment of Ge-
is alyr c::\-y yours without hope of escape, there=-
fore Jesus, 10:;: Judge, .c-"c and now dictates how

it shall descend upon the:

Plunzer says,
The divine will is that 21l should listen and be saved.
But with this desire is combined the Jjust decree that
thooe who vefuse to listen shall be condeuned; and
thervefore the condemnation of the rebeliious may be
&.1_._ to be, not only the result, but the purpose, of
the sending of the messengers. o

Secondly, who are the "prophets, wise men, and scribes"?

It has already been suggested that they are those who will

207, Plummer, Op. cit., p. 32L. Cf. also Zahm, op. cit.,
3, 657,
2087 ensnd, ops clta; D 217,

————

zogiﬂlumner, op. cit., p. 322.
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they are the disciples and their coworker .210 But why
are they called by these names? Schlatter attempts to

- 1 o A e B o e il Bl £ v 17 B o e o o
icentify each title with a specific role. He states that

¥ PrSpupTy TP A L h = o 4513 £y o - - 4= 3 ¢ ey T
che 'propliet' is the writer of Scripture, the ‘'wise wman" is

o dadum T et Aoy a1irt ha a ’.-.ﬁ';"' ol o ¢hn ; T o ey - - 1
ne theologian, and the 'scribe' is the administrator and

Il temandeme Al e - =h B -
LDSCYVBCTCOoY oL tne cong 1-_..0 1ls 211 There 1is of course no
evidence thot the latter two titles wers ever adopted by

the carly Chyxistians, but that is not Schlatter's point. IHe

and goes on to state a reason for what Christ did. He says,

lie legsiah is to have, not only His Prophets, but
ilis wise men and Scribes (xiii. 52 ), to match thos
of old ‘Ll ae; and they will have no better fate than
the 3 A Old Covenant. DBy using Jewish
the Christian nmissionaries, Christ
te the solidarity of lils Pharisaic
» murderous Lorefathers. In both
itter persecution of “c}_iuiaus

» unwelcome teaching.Zl3

CaBes ¥Nere was o
.
5
i 3

L\-u.\- 1erg Lor the

Some of Christ's emissaries the scribes and Pharisees
will kill and crucify. The latter term suggests that the
Aomans would participate in some of these deaths, but, just

as in the crucifisvion of Jesus, the real blame lies with the

2L0zchlatter, op. cit., p. 686.
Ellibid_, pp. 686-87.
2127pia.

213p1ummer, op. cit., pps 321-22.
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21 L P %
W Gthers will be scourged in synagogues and hounded

Jews, «-

The wmesult of it all is that the wrath of God for all
unjust murders by the Jews will be brought together
on the scribes and Pharisees. The begimning and end points
0f this period are stated. The begi
iable. The end is
the mairder of ah. who is specifically said to 1
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Siderable difificulty. The son of Barachiah is the authopr
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0x The OLd Testament book that bears his name; but there is

A

ne evidence that he died this way. A Zachariah did die in

this way, but he was the son of Jehoiada. The theories for
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thie solution of the problem are many. HMajority opinion

supports identifying this Zachariah with the priest who was
4 3 L] -y . -} - 1 { L § “J .

killed, the son of Jehoiada (II Chron. 243:20-22).212 71t is

aleo suggested, however, that he is to be identified with a

Zachariabh known £rom Josephus, killed in 67 or 68 A. 5,216

Other suggestions are also given. If one omits the

Lhgenlatier, op. clt., p. 687.

2oy Beffe, Plumer, Allen, Droadus, aud tdershein, whose
views ave stated in the following sentences.

2165andmel, op. cit., p. 162. Broadus, op, eit., I,
476 states that Augustine held this opinion; Sders
The Life and Tines of Jesus the Messiah, II, 4l3-14, dis-

Credits thio ldentiflication of Zachariak vehemntIY-

dirt
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designation "son of Barvachiah' for the moment, the theory
that this victin was the Zachariah of II Chronicles has

then be referring to the

&

mich to recomzend it. Jesus woul
Yirvgt and last murder of the 0id Testamesnt canon as it was
arvanged by the Jews.2l? Such scope is apparently intended
by Jesus' statement. Besides, the place of the death of

- ~ .
o~ xS
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s Zachariah corvesnponds to the detail of Jesus' statenent.
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A8 LIl The case of Abel's deatin, g deacis igs accompax wied

By #ha Shnanh Phat ST ool R Iy o T A
by the threat that it will be avenged (Gen. %#:10; II Chron.

other Zachariah. Surely it was he of whom Jesus was speaking,
ut why is he called the "son of Darachiah™? One sug-

gestion is that Jesus did not actually say this, but that

the Bvanzelist or an carly copyist made a "mechanicgl alip”

such a familipr ex-
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Decause "Zachariah,

prescion.<tC  Allen admits the possibility of the above but

spoke of this Zachariah
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tion of His age identified or
" L e : 21¢
confugsed the priest and the prophet.”"l) Broadus suggests
two possibilities: Jehoiada may have had the surname Barachiah,

or Barachiah may have been the father of Zacharish and

217pluminer, op. cit., p. 322; Allen, op. cit., p. 250;
droadus, op. cii’:., I, 76; Schlatter, on. Eji'f:., P. 0GB,

21851 wmner, op. cit., p. 322,

219A11en, op. cit., p. 250.
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Jehoiada his grandfather. 220 sgapke s ygeats that the man
had two nomes.22l (One surely does beat to leave the problem
unsettled iun the absence of conclusive information. This
vice of Broadus, who adds the hopeful statement,
7% vl -

11Zfscunlt as this

o ? e N . Py = -
ot a few cases that long appeared as

hovem - 5 Y A awvinsd 39 =) -y P % . et 4 g
nave been cleared up by the nrogress of knowledge within

Jesus concludes the woe by stating the time in which

this holy wrath is to be poured out: "on this generation.™

Apparently the destruction of Jerusalem and the slaughtering
and acattering of the Jews were to be identifiied with the

peginning of the "judgment of Gehenna' from which there was
der of the Messiah and lHis Apostles, the

clinnx of prophet killing, would bring on the present genera-

tion the full fury of CGod's wrath for the blood of all of
ey . 2 o - - x
His prophets.223 Perhaps the hypoecriscy of decorating the

tonbs of the prophets had deceived the people, but the mur-
derous designs of the scribes and Pharisees did not escape

the eye of Jesus., They had precipitated judgment on their

220proadus, on. cit., I, 476-77.

f—-—luh*:.stomata“ke, Das Evangeliwn St. iatthidi, in
Synopsis dbliothecae Ixejeticae in vetus s et lovum festa-
mentun (Zwelter Abdrucik; Berlin: Tarlag von Eduard Deck,
1870), p. 356.

2223roadus, op. cit., I, 477.

223pjumner, op. cit., p. 320-2L.
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generation because they were uurderers like their fathers.

The transition to all of the residents of Jerusalem

and indecd to all of Israel is quite matural. The Jews had

el v31 eler ! =} . s T oy ReETe Fl -y . - e i} 7 4 Twnne
acktnowicuged tie scribes and rharisecs as Chel? teachers,

i
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LOWUS 30ared 1 Cuaelir error, aypo
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16 the entire generation would share in the judgment,
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o the entire generation shared in that which led to judg-
ment, hat they shared in the murder of the prophets is
made altogether explicit. HNeither could they escape the
ju., ment of Gehenna.

The validity of the placing of this lament over Jerusalem

at this place is questioned because of its different placing :
Ly ILake., Allen is convinced that it belonge to an cecarlier
time and that it was placed here by the editor because Jesus' J

atenent about the murdering of the prophets reminded him

"~

f‘\
%

of it.<~* Dut this argument seems to suggest that the con-

ontexi too exactly to be legitimately placed
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here. This writer sees no validity in such argument. Butler
suggects that Luke misunderstood the content of the lament
and thus misplaced it.22 put this suggestion is equally

ocbjectionable, for Butler discredits iuke's account in a way

225a11en, op. elts, pe 251.

2253\11:191", on. cit., pp. 56-37; he argues that the
've ghall not sece we . . ." sctatement makes no sense before _,
Jesus arrives at Jerusalen. )




which he argues, Plumner argues well that the context of

each Lvongelist is altogether natural, although he too as-
sumes that It was uttered only once, probably at the time
suggested by tatthew.220 That Jesus' thoughts in Hig
course should have led to lament is ¢

uite natural. These

were the people for wihwse benefit Jesus had come. How

{ - T T PR fpe, B3 T, | 1 =2 B 'l R s ] 3 £ i v =
differe things wight have been had 1€ not Leen Lor the
¥ veLeav e iat ad & ppuupel | nad Dk g £ B - .
Leacdershilp of the scribes and Pharisees! £ only Jerusalen
* -

R aTe TPy TEpRp——— o I S & Talizv A - P, o i o 2 ¢ o
nad Listened to the preaching of Johm and Jesus, instead of

bLindly Zollowing their blind guides! For the creators of

3

the errors which lead to judgment, Jesus has woes; for the
residents of God's city, who had shared in the errors of

their teachers, Jesus has tears. And yet, even for them,

The lament openc with the double naming of the city.
Such a form of double address is found often in the Scrip-
cures, 227 and, if it means anything special, it is Likely
an indication of greater emotion or concern.228 Schlatter

finds in the spelling of the name (Matthew uses a different

o ey P L L -
Zom elsevhere) a special intended effect.?29 It is

2.?.59]_%_;(31:, on, cit., PP 325-24,

227 3esus uses the Form of double address on other occa-

sions: "“MHartha, Martha," Lk. 10:41; "Simon, Simon,"™ Luke 22:31;

"My God, My God,™ ME. 57:46. Such an address is also put
into the wmouths of others: "Lord, Lord," Mt. 7:21,22,

2281 uner, opa.cit., p. 324,
2295chlatter, op. elt., P. 689.
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apparently intended to be the name by which Jerusalen was

~ T 7
customarily callec

by the 0ld Testament Scriptures, and

ft

wished to remind the hearers that Jerusalem is historically
Godla work and noscetilar ety s st e € C ot
OGS WOoKE and nosSsesglon.™ 4T mM1g ht have had the effect
+hmds T B P e, R I e S S vl A T Baste
nat calling someone by an intimate name would have. But
n= @y T T | Y A e SRR - - P - 7 T =
this Biblical Jerusalem is more than the exact count of its
nopulation to the exclusion of the remainder of

Aetila Loa 1 b - QTR S R o it BaVs Sl
the place of God's Temple and the center of all that was

he home of all of Israel

e
3
o

Loportant to CGod's people, it is

Jerusalem is at times a figurative expression for the children

3 e
-

of God in their former status as opposed to Godts children
in glory (cf. e.g., Gal, 8:25-26), The lament iteelf has
this double view of the now as opposged to the then. DBesides,
it was not only the inhabitants of Jerusalem in a Weasurable,
local sense that murdered prophets and stoned those who were
sent. The writer does not deny that Jesus places the in-

Tiaa

habitants of Jerusalem central in this lament. But He does

-

not speal: to them in any exclusive sense. 3imilarly, the
Judgnent which ie announced centered in the city, but had
the effect of the destruction of the mation. This writer is
convinced that Jerusalem must be understood in its broader
senge. It is the dwelling place of the nation. In addressing
the city and its children, Jesus is addressing the entire

bellious family of God.

230ibid,., p. 690.
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The above conclusion removes the difficulty of trying
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to identify the many times (wWo€wwis) that Jesus attempted

to gatier to Himself the people of Jerusalem. The Synoptice

Y2 £ e . Sion b el v sl deak e T pan o p Y L : £ i o
record 1o actual visits in Jesus' adult life before this
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tended visits to Jerusalem which never materialis
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visits to the Holy City, and these could well be the attempts

i ren$oTn e doTnrm v - W O RSN G TR ., T i1 5
to gather the city to Himself to which Jesus refers. But

one need not look for a number of times in which Jesus |
actually entered the gates of the city. His whole ministry

was & series of invitations to the Y"children of Jerusalem’

taat they come to Him,

M i BB Y - 1 o S e [ 3 ool
The picture of a hen gathering its chicks under its

T T PV - OV el . S % o . 2 3% & T $omes £ 7
Gl 438 !-__‘ML)":IJl.__I_l_R_j L""E Ve O e ...CQL:‘..}..'—__')S 0L Jesus

about the rejection of the people whom He came to call teo

the kingdomn. It was a reversal which was altogether un-
natural that God's people should not respond to the call of

God's Son, “as unnatural as that a chick should not respond ‘

to the clucking of the hen."?32 And the picture was also {

- ¥
meaningful to the hearers. They had comforted thewmselves, !
as hod their fathers before them, in the assurance that they
were under the shadow of the Shechimgh., And the protective

23lpilson, on. cit., p. 249. :
&

232rranzmann, op. cit., p. 17L. B
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Picture of wings over the peopl
elation to His people (Ueut. 3
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recognize H (John 1L:10). But
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e had been apnlied to Godls
2:1l; Psalm 36:8). A
d that he too was under the

the people who conforted

the safety of the position

exactly opposed to the will

¢, but the world did not

ow people and they would not receive Him (Johm 1:11).
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The chiildren of Jerusalen would not heed the call of
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The wveeping prophet Jeremiah had to report

b -

(21

eir house would be vacated.

4

to his people

-

o v il il (e A B P - T 9.0 .
118 threat of God during his ministry (Jer, 22:>; Jer, 12:7).

tlow that the measure of the fathers has become full, this

death sentence on those who had

forsaken the will of God

needed to be repeated., There is a problem in the exact

identification of the "house."

235juiivs schniewind, Jas
in Jas lieue Testament Deutsch,
Althaus (GOttingen: vandernoeck

Many coumentators judge that

svangeliua nach Matthilug,

Torausgegeben VOl PauL

& Ruprecht, 19-6), II, 237,

23“}?1mnmer, on. cit,, p. 324,
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f the Temple is meant.235 The statement is meaningful with
| .

such an understanding., The house that is properly Cod's :
house now must be called "your house." God has forsaken it.
But Schlatter cuggests that it is not specifically "God"
that is to be understood as the agent of the passive verb;
it i Jesus.230 The context which follows seems to demand
this. The fact that the people will nét see Jesus anymore
is tied to the forsaking of the house with xu’p. This would
suggest that Jesus® leaving effects thé vacating of the
Temple., The whole function of the Temple, with its sacri-
filclal wituol, had Leen to point forward to the coming of
the Messiah, God's own Sascyifice. But the Messiah had zm«t
no veception in the Temple; He is leaving and the Tmla‘ﬁs
Left enpty.“37

f of "house’ in this sense is imprem;:m..
says that "house" means the W&# mly m Wm! -

23572, op. cit.,
p. 690; and uaﬁ‘? ° '

Bt
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latter conclusion has little beariﬁg on the use of the term
at thic place, because it is precisely in the nature of the
Judgment that the teunle cannot be called God's house any
more. The suggestion of Plummer becomes somewhat wealk too

-

in view of thas fact that Jesus leaves the Temple for the
Lot time immediately following this statement and that the
attention of the disciples was apparently called to the
Temple by this statement (Matt, 24:1). The writer concludes
that Jesus is ennouncing the vacating of the Temple, for He

- T DT ~
18 going away,

The chapter of denunciation and judgment ends with a

h

ray of hope. It had been characteristic of God's judgment *
of Ilis people that He should preserve a rveunant. Jesus says : :
that the people would see Him no wmore wmtil they confess
Hin as the One who was to come, Jesus ig suggesting that
believing remmant will greet Him at some later time with
the Hessianic greeting of the great Hallel. The passage is
from Psalm 118. The content of this Psalm is very much a
part of these last days of Christ on earth. Its mm
been sung to ilim by the crowds as le entered J '

,.v._"p.., - i

had used the picture lef the m o

And i& was suml?

cornerstone (Hatte. 23:-#‘.1'2}-'-4

ugz'ma;étédi
(Hew Yorlks
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the Messiah, Chrigt., Until Israel confesses Ein

lessiah, however, Jesus would not be seen by them,

Judgment in the statement, but there is also hope.

Judgment, but it is not so all-embracing that it ‘ b
is only as eneuniles that all of Isvael will csnfess that ‘
Ohrist iz Lord on the last day.28l There is hope, but it
is not so broadly applied that all Jews may look forward to
one day being a part of the chosen people again, 252 topael
is judged, but among them Christ will have His confessors,
Waen the Christ comes agein in glory, and the song
witLch cmly some sang at Jesus ! entry into Jerusalem
cud only the children sang to Him in the temple shall =

oo ‘i.ae song of all natlouns, there shall ba men of i
Israel, too, who shall raise that sr.m@g.tz“'3

Grouping of the Lenunciations

The digcourse £alls quite naturally into three &
Jarnings (vv, 1-12), voes (vv, 13-36), and Lament
{vv, 37-39). Zach of these sections again is subject ﬁ&

divis

-

sion according to the aewral amb;;eet Mtﬁam
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The scribes and Pharisees seek greatness in
10‘1:;.11(‘.3‘. The ul.,cmlcs are waried 1ot to for-

sod's reversed standard of greatness in

il section hag the seven woes. 1in cach of them the

hypocrisy and the verdi

ct is woe:

The scribes and Pharisees are a,,vo\,x:u:e onc'wuse
. it to be -LC‘«--»--—!{:; the u-.j in service in
out they are actually 10._‘.1. i the

00T © e 1% il e
w0 CQO Cile Kingt
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they pretend to be active in spreading the king-

¥
7 are actually AL..H.(.-.«..)"-..]J.-‘-; their own

L0 GCRLOCE and Fagrifees gre NypocTices becauce
QO L, but I_l,-'..‘ Yy 8T€C actua

,-’J'WJ.\“‘.A Siless.

; and Phavrisees ave h yposr ites Dbecause

1d to be co*.zce;".*.cu _0-‘ giving God His

{ b.ey are actually 'c“rw:z_. 1y seeds while
or

» to give God the justice, mercy, and
niirves.

scribes and Pharisees are hypocrites because
~

es
pretend to be concerned for purity, but they
actually baptizing their own impure character

the washing of externals.

he scribes and Fharisees are hypocrites because
hey pretend to Be righteous, but they are actually

using the wmake-up of outward appearance to hide
their unrighteousness.

The scribes and Pharisees are hypocrites because
they pretend to be different from their fathers

by celebrating the wemory of the prophets, but

they are actually partners in the murders of

their fathers and ave £abricating some of their own.

The final lament over Jerusalen broadens the scope of the

discourse to include more directly than before also those who

are led by the scribes and Pharisees. There is a progression

of thought in this lament:
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The children of Jerusalem share in the me
God's representatives among them.

The children of Jerusalem have £failed to hﬁﬁ the
czll of God's Messiah.

The children of Jerusalem are judged in that the
liessiah is leaving their ‘I'omple vacaant.

But soue of the children of Jerusalem will join S.n
the Zinal confesgsion of this Messiah.

The subject watter of the conflict that built up to

the climax of this discourse centered in the Phavisees! |
failure to understand and keep the law, failure to enter the

kingdon, failuve to qualify as legitimate leaders of the 7
people, and failure to recognize the Messiah., It is
evident that all of these failures are specific acou
of the Temple liscourse. iHow Jesus is acting as J
each accusation brings with it the judgmwent that t
hypocrisy has demanded.
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il LU HENSIVE HATURE OF THE POLEMIC

femple Discourse is in the structure of
orytes Madwmnd amid 3 FRa Sl e el leaey el e
w's Cogpel and in the public ministry of Jesus a

N OO TPOBRAT on tra el At o - et nnlot’ Ad S L) :
conpreneinsive polemic, an extended discourse which brings

toratrher =11 £ Pha hagde o rrrts Faitdbh affind
LOLeLLeT all o The Dasic eryors of the Laith o*-_,.:z.c_*.ally
- T4 - T -
Lauaile Quiony cae Jews,
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4T s a polemic in an even higher sense than the term
- - & - - 2 » - -
e ANl S e T e e ! & e Ao o mte Y " o) el e
i85 ordinarily applied to an attack unon a rel Lzaious point

- Tnnn TH s Branien Senmm 43 4 v By o 4 - 3 -
w. Tor Jesus speaks from the vantage point of the

perfect knowledge of G

the holy will of God as lie accuses the

scribes and Pharisees of having undermined that will of God
amony God's wneople., Thus it is a polemic that does not de-
pend on the strength of its argumentation. Nor does it

he scribes and Pharisees;
lzes them., The discourse is not simply a series of
denunciations; it is at the same time an announcement and

an enactment of the wrath of God. Hypocrisy, blindness,
self-geeking, and murder of the prophets are its charges;
woe which loads to the judgment of Geheuna is its verdict,

Tie discourse B also comprehensive. It is comprehensive

in That it attacks not an isolated sect of Judaism, but the

theolojical position of the bulk of the Jews, who looked to

the scribes and Phavisees for their examples and ideals. To

be sure, most Jews were not scribes. lor did the Pharisaic

B 1100 (T L1 L getimaennd
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brotherhood include many of the common Jews. But the pre-

cepis and example of the scribes and Pharisees were every-

Ty L g - o, i e M Tuved i mmmaad o =il v 3y 1
wiere Iollowed. The Jewish people of Jesus' time had

PanmnTl to e e S el w sl Bl ased 4 g1
Lrecly granted the scribes and Pharigees the vight to teach
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attended his synagogue he was concerned that he listen

carefully to the interpretation of the law given there. As
the sun rose and set he was careful that he did not neglect
his prayera. ALl of his values were Pharisaic values; all
of hig pructice of godliness was guided by scribal precepts.
fe could not hope to achieve the real goals that were set
before hiwm; he had too lLittle learning and too much inter-

ference from the daily demands of 1Life. But his own lack of

accomplichment onky led him to honor the scribes and Phari-
sees wore foxr their success in righteousness. There were,
£ course, God's faithful among the Jews; they tried to
separate the good from the evil. and there were the Saddu-
cees who did not approve of the teachings and influence of
the Phariseces for other reasohs. But the bulk of the Jews

either chose to be infiuenced or could not help being in-

fluenced by the doctrine and life of these teachers. When
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Jesus attacks the teachings of the scribes and Pharisees,

-

He is attaciking what the people assumed to be valid teachings,
What Jesus calls hypocrisy the people called godliness. The
polewic is comprehensive in that it is addressed not to the

~ew ouf to the many.

n that it names all
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fhe polemic is also comprehens
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Jegsus attempted to establish God's rule and truth among the

eonle, Thoere were indeed a series of conflicts between the
son of Uavid and the sons of Abraham. Bach of the battles

that Matthew records grew out of a fundamental difference

Dot 7o o1 s mde To ey comiar e s T el il e e L P,
between vhat Jesus was teaching and what the scribes and

Bl saanit o WA o e B & el e e P I T s 2k >
sharisees held to be true, There were many such incidents
of conflict as Jesus went about preaching and healing; there

were many issues which led to conflict. Each of these igsues

in the f£inal public sermon of Chyist. There is

e o i ie?

n the

e

the difference of how one qualifies for membership

Bingdon., There is the difference of the direction in which

it

the people are to be led, There is the differcence in the
evaluation of the Messiah. There is the difference of how
the law is to be understood and observed. These differences
had wade themselves evident not only in formal statement and
preaching, but also in the divergent practices of the Teacher
and the teachers. These differences were fundamental and
basic. That they be carefully analyzed and ewplained was
important to !Qhrist's achicvement of Iiis goal in teaching.




In the discourse of Matthew 23 lie names them all. He states

thoege things about the way of the Pharisees which could not
stand if the way of God waes to be sought and followed. The

T3y ey x T YT w2 &l Fie | R - »
hypocritical doings of the Pharisees prevented the doing of
i ts wild A1 1 Ad ki T i ol 2 " 5 o
oG s will. ALL of this Jesus malkes a part of His polemic,
& / 1 TN ' ...‘a 3 - . - - - o > -4 <

e hag a final statecuent for every issue that had arisen

e e L

vrlhvl T ¢ 11 eres ] eandl  msmasser a3 £ ol iTee, o
Wwalle lle walked among the people of the land, The polemic

wilech had occurred.

Tinolliy. The nolemic is comrebeonsive in that it is

A ebanddo e cie JJ Ll i 3 L;bL;;‘_);’.‘.,.‘.}.g,...u...'wE in chwce C 38
. o S 1 e o o - fe - 2=
couapletely uncompromising in the judgment that it announces.

|

;o R G e R F £y el e i, I N B i
1at¢ Ls to say, it is a complete and f£inal polemic., From i

()

i
th of God that is here eupressed there is 3

no turning aside. The sons of Gehenna reap their only

pousible reward: the judgment of Gehenna, The scribes and

Pharisees had succeeded in leading the people to reject

Christ. ot theilr success brought with it Christ's rejection
of them, For Christ left them; they were left to pray that
the wountains may f£all on them.

In the person of Jesus, God was at work anong the Jews.
They should have known of God's working among them; He had
done this throughout their history. DBut Judaism had developed
in such a way that the Jews did not attach themselves to the

iving, acting God. They chose rather to remember what He

ot

had done and to attach themselves to the record of llis demands.

They denied themselves the possibility of using the law to
see God's will and work. In their self-satisfaction in having

b

|
£
E
b




achieved the highest level of rwigh é 85, ,L-'_"A,
recognize or approve of the One who let Hiﬂ ilight_" 5
Him vejection and cyucifixion. RN

Joe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! b,

order to slovify God and benefit men while it b
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