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CHAPTER II 

In Matthew the stories of Jesus• baptism and first temp­

t ation are a unity. This is indicated not only b y t heir 

contiguity, but also by certain besic t homes t hat move from 

t he one into t he other. In both accounts t he setting is t he 

wilderness. In both the Spirit of God is associated wi th 

Jesus. Both give prominent place to t he name "Son of God" 

as aoplied to Jesus, and both are concer ned with obedience or 

1•in:hteousness. •ro some extent t he- some 1.mi ty is evident in 

Mork 1:9-12. Nark , however, does not r ecord t he substance of 

J'esus' temptation. Hence his r ecord (~ives no di rect indica­

tio11 that the focus of t he t emptation is t he name 11Son of God." 

Luke interposes t he genealOGY of Jesus between the stories of 

His baptism and t em".)tati on, thus break i ng t he continuity ~e­

t woen the two (Luke 3:21-4 :12). An investi 6etion into t he 

concept "Son of God" and centeri~g i n t he baptism and tel"lp ta­

tion narrative·s will., therefore., focus inevita'::lly on the Gospol 

occording to St. Matthew. It is, of course, t his very feature 

in ~1atthew which has sug3ested the present study. 

once we are alerted to t he continuity in Matthew's ac­

count between the baptism of Jesus and His first temptation., 

another possibility sugp,ests itself. The whole situation 

seems, then., to cor~espond in some ways to the exodus history 
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of Israel. It is ou.r purpose in thi s chflpter to eurvoy such 

correspondences, for from these the questions arise to 1~hich 

we then a ddress ourselves. 

AS a first correspondence between t his h istory ?f J esus 

and that of I srael i11 the exodus, ·10 may note t h.at each mo rks 

t he beginning of a divine activity. The baptism of Jesus is 

the inaugural event for IIis apoearance and mini stry. In ef­

fect, the con text sugq,ests, the work of John t hs Ba ptist is 

hereby climaxed and in a se nse compl e ted . ·:;hereas in Matt. 

3 :2 it i s John who cries, "Hepent;, for t he kingdo~n of heaven 

:ls at hand," Matt. 4: 17 puts these wo1•ds into t he mouth of 

Jesus.l The scene ol baptism i mplio:J inauguration, ond it 

looks toward the wor~ and destiny now to unf old .2 

Parallel to t h is, t he exodus inaugurates t he history of 

Is·rael and looks at the same time to:Jard th0 destiny God has 

in store f or this people. Israel's lata r theology 0 of hsr 

covenant relation to G·od, her calling, and her destiny, is 

consistently r.oo·~ed in the events of the deliverance from 

Egypt and the wilderness era.3 Since the Exodus is rogsrded 

lscripture quotations are in the Revised Standard Ver­
sion unless otherwise indicated. 

2:rhe inaugural character of the baptism of Jesus i s in­
dicated by Hark, whose opening words are 11 The befinnin~ of the 
Gosuel of J'esus Christ, the Son of God" (Hark 1: ). 'l'he read­
ing- "the Son of God" in this verse is disputed, however, the 
chief witness for its exclusion being ·t hG codex Sinai ticus. 

3ulrich t·J. Mauser, Christ in the \'1ilderness (London: 
student Christian Movement Press, 1963 ), PP• 16-17, c01m11ents 
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as the moment of Israel •s '1creatic1~11 us t ho people or "son" 

of God (Deut. 32 :6; : lol. 2 :6), there may b0 so{l10 justification 

in apply:lng to that even t the analogy of a 11bl!'thday. ! t J,ioses 

at the b order of Canaan ca:n suz,voy th.0 events a m .. define t heir 

i m9l i cation in the words, 1:?~ee9 silence anu hear, I) I srae l: 

t;h:J.::; day you have become the p0oplc of the Lord your God" 

(neu t. 27: 9 ). :.:e do not thereby deny or mi nimtze t he patri­

ai-•cha l history and prom:lses, to which even Ex. 2 :2L~ refeps. 

~hose promis00 wo mi ght l i ken to t he inception ~f pre ~nan~y, 

ond the ye a r s 01' bondage to t ho darkness of tbe wo~ub . l~ I n 

any case, ln the later history t he exodus i s re garded as the 

be ~i nn ing of t ho h ist0ry of t he ch~sen raca, and point in~ to 

a f uture destiny of oe1-i-vice &nd blessing . 

Secondly, the b a ptisn-( of Jesus and t he exodus of I srael 

c or .i~0s po11d in that; t he event in euch i nstunco i ncludes a divine 

pr onouncement, a word of grace, consisting basicully i n the 

coDferring of a name. In the caso of Jesus t ha t word is the 

bap tismal sentence., "Th is i s 1~1y beloved Son, wi tb wh o1 I a::1 

Hell 9leased'' (Hatt. 3:17 ), 'b:J ;.,ihich declaration God relate3 

on tho fact that while sorn.e Old Testament passa g;es point to 
the deliverance from :r,,gyptian bondage as the central point of 
Israelite faith (Hos. 12:9; 13:4), others see the wilderness 
period as decisive (Hos. 9:10). 0 It is 9robably safer to as­
sume that at loast since the eighth century the themes of the 
exodus and the ~.,ildernoss were so thoroughly amal3amated thst 
whenever eithor of the·m was mentioned the associa tion of t he 
other was covertly i m~liad. " 

4·In Abraha:n's 7ision (Gen. 15:12ff.), "a dread and great 
darkness" is associated with the period of enslavement of his 
descendants. 
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Jes~s to Bimself. The oxodus history of Israel r osts upon a 

similar divine pronounce:nent. T:·10 bas i c names are S~)oken 

U::>On I srael in th.a i; context, both of t he m fundamental t o her 

future his tory . 'I'he one name is 11my 9eople." A c lass i c 

statement of i ts im::,licationo is Ex. 6-:7-8: 

I will take you f or ~l'.I[. people, and I will oe you r God; 
and you s hall knmv tnat I am the Lord your God, who 
has brou ~ht you out f rom undor t he burdens of t he 
Egypt i ans. And I will bring you into t he l and which I 
s wore to 3ivo to Abraham, t0 Isaac, and to Jacob; I 
wlll give i t to you for a p ossess ion . I am t he Lord. 

The concepts of destiny , relationship, and :;,romise conveyed 

i n t hese words have their parallel in the Fatherly 1.'1ord to 

Josus at His baptism. i<lore i mportant for our 9ur poses , how­

ever , is t he other bcsic name which the exodus history at­

tnc!1os to Isree 1, t he· name, "my s on ." The key passas e is 

Ex . 4 :22, where the Lord cormnands 1:!oses i;o say to Pharaoh : 

Thus says the Lord, Israel is my first-born son , and I 
say to you, " Let i7J.Y $OU go thathe .nay server.ie" ; if 
you refuse to let hi~1 go, behold, I wi 11 slay your 
f irs t -born son. 

The name "my son" here confe rrad by t he Lord on I s~ae 1 is 

more than just a name. The context suggests two ini.""le d iate 

implica·tions. One is t ha t God w:t.11 de liver His son f r oiil .t:.tiyp t. 

1r he son will have freedon and security in the l•'ather, and the 

proud might of Egypt will not be able to touch h i m. The other 

is that the son is to serve the Father, to participate in the 

work of the Lord. 

In the later history this name, "my son," is not forgot­

ten, though most of the passages in which it recurs reflect 
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a k J.nd or divino disappointment and f'ru3trati-on. 'i'ho son 

proves to be an unrighteous child who will not como through 

in fai tht'ulness to s&rve t ho 1''ather1 share Hi3 mi nd
1 

a11cl do 

Fis ;~ill. Ye'i; G-od nevor• ceasas to yearn th<..1t Israel be iTi s 

son :i.n spirit and in truth. See, for example, t '!'l.e following : 

They have dealt .::01 .. ru>Jtly- wi t l1 i:'1ir111 they arc no longsr 
h is children because of their blemish; they aro a per­
:.~epse 'anacrooked generation. Do you thi.l3. rGqui te . tho 
Lord, you foolish and senseless peoole? Is not he ydur 
father, who created you, wh,;, made you and establishe 
you? (Deut. 32:5-6) 

.~he n Israel was a child, I loved him, and ou t of Egyp t 
I cal!ed my son. The more I called them, tho more they 
went rrom me •••• Yet it was I who taught Ephraim to 
walk, I toolc them up in r.ry arms; but t hey did n~t know 
t hst I healed t hem. (Hos. 11:1-3) 

Sons have I 
agafnst me. 
t e rrs crib; 
understand. 

reared and brought U?, b ut t hey h ave rebelled 
The ox knows its 0wner, and the ass its mas­

bu·t Isrn~l does not know, ray peopl e does not 
(rs:-1.:2-3) -

For he said, Surely they are ~oople. ~ who will not 
d0al falsely; ••• For thou art ~ f!_~~~ ••• thou, 
O Lord ; art our 'father, our Redeemer from or old is thy 
name. (rs. 63:8,It>)5 

.-Je s hall see that t he pronouncement of the name "my Son " on 

Jesus at His bai)tism must be understood not only in relation 

to the naming of Israel in the exodus, but also in relation 

to the long h is:Cory.·of' . the failure of this son to live out the 

i Mplications of his name.6 

5oscar Cullmann, 'l:he Cli..rta·tology of the New Testament~ 
t:ranslated from the Geman by Shirley c. Guthrie and Charles 
A. M. Hall (Philadelphia: '!'he \~estmiriater Press, 1957), P• 27i, 
g ives additional references. See also Mauser, oo. cit., P• 2o; 
ond C'.eorge Hickelsberg, "Sons of God," The Seminarian {Concor­
dia Seminary, s t. Lou:ls), LII, No. 1 (December 1960), 27-34• 

6The exodus history is also the moment in which God 
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There is a third oor1•0 s 9ondence be tween the bap ·~ln:n­

temptati.)n story of Jesus a n<i t he exodus history of I sra~l . 

In 00th i ns tance s ·t ho name "my son'' i 3 spoko~1, not r:1erely )Y 

words , but by an event. Israel could neve r oeparate lts 

ident ity as son f rmn t he event s of t he exod us whic h conflr~ed 

thl s lnitlel promise of God and t u~ned t he word i n to ~oal"ty. 

God not; only n!:lm9d IsPae l TUG s on: ~nd 9eople; ie a lsc sm:ic.!o:::ied 

t hen1 to leave, performed t he p l ~.'~ues on t he E""yptians, 0pc ned 

t ho Red ,1ea for t hem and closed 1.· ·t on. t he i·..,. i ... purs"..l ng ene,Lty, 

sustalned Hls people through t he ·~ilde r ness, a nd finally 

b1"oup:h t them aci•oss t he Joi1 dan and i nto t he land. Th>3 taptisr.i 

of Jesus appears to bo a s nall, even insignificant even t, when 

set alongsida so dramatic a his tory. Yet; ~ve s hall oxplore the 

likelihood that J ohn ' s bap tiSM i n a way recalled, epitomized, 

a nd re-lived that va~y history of Israel's delivera nce, as 

fvcused on t he cross i '1!:; -:>f t he Red Sos o '!lt of slava1":r, und of 

reveals His own naflle .'llMH to I:ils people. Zauser cllscusaes 
this, op. cit., PP• 23-25. In terms of the source hypothesis, 
he associates the ,~ivtng of t'h.e name at t he but"nl .. 13 bush 
(Ex. 3:l3i' .) tiith E, but sees an essential st&tement of the 
sel.f' -r.evo la.tton of 1100 in J at Ex. 33:19 and 34:61'. I:1 sur.1-
merizing the signific:.mce, 1"-!auser says, "The nome of a god 
011 person is no;,; a1~ ace 1dental mea11s 01' ide:ntif :i.ca ·::;ion; i"a thor 
it denotos the essence of a being •••• Only by dis closing 
t he knowled ~e of his name does Yahweh enable his p~ople to have 
communication with him." iJe can only add that God's naming of 
His people must also be understood as denoting "the essence 
of their being." It is no light matte:r, therefore, when God's 
creative word is thwarted by Israel's reluctance to be the 
ttson of G::>d11 in s ~iri t and in action-
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tho Jordan into t he 11 e,alization of t ho prm;!ise. 7 

F inally, i n th:ls recount in_; of co1"r·&Si)Ontl1Sr..cc s, we r:.us t 

1ae ntion t he to ;.-;~p tation of J·osu::, : tself, ona i ~s so ·tl:ag i i1 

·t he t·Ji l derness. '11h 0 psralle la wit h t ho h i ztory : of l srae l ore 

·to,J aoundan·i, to bo accidental . Israel is led in-t,o t l:e wilder­

ness by ·t;he p illar of cloud a~1d of f lro; Jesus by tb..c ~Pi!'.'i t 

of God. 8 Israel wanders :..::.1 the -r.11. ldcrness forty :,;enr>s , &nd 

at one po i nt succu.mbs to t he t0r:io1~ of Moses' absence for 

forty dars, during ~-,hlch time t he people lack any sign of the 

presence ot God (~x. 32). Jesus is in t ho ~ilderne ss forty 

day s. Israel 1'acas t he cr i ses oi' survival--la ck of wutel' o.nd 

or f ood; Jesus i s hungry. Israel is sustained by divino in­

tervei1tlon; angels come and r.tinister to Jesus. 

7 i"iaUStH", op. c i t., cit es s stud~f by J • .Je!'emias in Der Ur­
sprung dor Johannestaufe, wh ich on tlle basis o f rRbhinical 
evtaence-r'ncric3~0s°""'rt!:iat tbG reascn ?iven fo~ proselyte baptism 
was found in the. necessity to make the convert undorgo the same 
experieno~ which Israel as a paoplG had once under~one--tha 
pa s s i ng t h rough t he ~ed Sea. Israel's passage t h rough t he Red 
.::>ea and under the cloud is assumed to ba he:.1 bap ·tisr, ~-Jhi.::h is 
re-enacted at the baptism of the proselyte. It is established 
by I 01 ... 10:2 that 'li'!:la paj_"allel 'betvHHrn baptiS;il and th~ cross­
ing of the Red Sea uas not unknoun to Christi an i n ter!)rotation. 11 

~-iithoat judg in8 the validity of J·ere:a.i~s' deduction , iiclus0r 
does consider it established thot "the ldea of bantism as a 
re-enactment of ,Ghe avent which stood at t h3 be'"" ir~;iin ,.,. oi.' Is­
!'flel r .:i exodus i.nto t he wtldernass was poesible at the time of 
the Baptist" {p. 88). W0 shall have occasion to r9turn to 
t his later•. in connect::.on with an evaluation of the sign if i­
cance of the Jordan as t he location of John's baptising. 

8.Ex. 13:21-22; J.4:19-20; 16:10. The cloud is breath 
(spirit) made visible. A direct association of this cloud and 
fire with tho Spirit of God is indicated in Isaiah 63: 10-l.4. 
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True enough, the1"1al is in the history 0f ISI'ae l ir. the 

wilderness no such obviotUJ tomptor a3 t h i3 r o ::..~ in the a c count 

of ,)'esus I t.emp"t;at ion. 7he bas l e thrust 0f t!1~ first 't0:::1pt3 -

tion i s the1'e , howeve:c., and i n auch a way that t ho cor::-·et:pond­

ing hlstori0 s :lllum:tna'Go ee.c h other. If' ·t bo nome anC: ide~-i-

ti tv or • Son of.' God" i s unde r a ·tt·1 ck !.::S J r..e,c r.: 1· C'\ t r.. ..... t c1 t h ,J '-' - V ....,_ - v f!l~J ·c • J e 

same mcy be said of Is rael. They have t he r~:;;r e , n~t (>nl y in 

·words but seH led in t he ac tion of God ., a s 1:the horse ~nc his 

ridor arE, ca s t into the sea" {.Gx. 15:1) . Eardly ho.s the sonc; 

of v i ctory died away,· h owev0:i." , when t hey take no te of ·l;hoi:> 

:rnrn situation . rl'ho prospec ts ai.. .. e not at all r,loriou3. S;hey 

ru•o stro11dod without food an~ wa·ter i n the middle of nowhere. 

11!1c bu1~de n o f t he i unnodia ·te ci,isls CtUickiy and repeatedly ob­

scul:'es the evonts uy- which the Lord has made ili ~r.ne 11' know!l t J 

t hem. ~-!hat. good i s l t ·l;o be call ed God ' s p<H>:)lo, ::,r God 1 i.1 

son, if t hey t'.>·3 rish w:l ti. hungor i 11-i;:,: l.iead 0 t.' t:...,·u.s ·\i:lnr; t L:-..:..~ God 

u ho called and saved t hem., they devise t heiP own :Jalvations. 

'.L1hey cor11plain and accuse , (Ex. 1:)-17 ) , vlley 1:iake ~hs c alf 

(Ex. 32 ), they co:-:ipu·i.0 ·the slze of the g iants .:)f Canaan and 

the strangth o f the . ·lallAd cl·~ies and are ready to re t ·lll"~"".i to 

return ·t o Egypt (Nu.1U. 12-14 ). They want now l ~ade rs Orum. 16). 

r11hey become sick and ·tired of ma nnaand long to return to .!.i:gypt 

where they at least had fish and meat , ontons ana garlic 



19 

( Nt1m. 11 : c;r . ) • rt ls ~1etter to bo slaves in ;;gyt')t than t he 

i, nonn of' God. 9 

'Then l'-1osas later reviews the history, he expl i c i tly 

calls th J. s the h'ls tory of I srael 's Htesting., 11 and speaks to 

it by 1t1ay of applica·i;ion ·t he very wor ds whic h Jesus q:.1oto s 

in response to t he dev i l l n Matt . 4:4: 
An<l you s hall reraemb0l" all 'the way -:1h i ch the Lord y our 
Goa has led you these f orty yoars in t he wilderness , 
t hat he rnit;ht h1.w2ble you , t estins you to know what was 
in your hoar.-t, whether you would keep hi s c ommandments 
o~ no t. And he h~mbl ed 'ou and let. ou hunRe r and £ad 
you with manna, w ich you did not knm-1, nor did y our 
fathers k nm,i; t hat; he m:l:3ht r,ial{,a you k n0-.·1 that man doeo 
not live b bread alone but t ha'i; man lives by evorythln~ 
~ at crocea s out a· t ho mouth oft ~ Lord •••• 

Know t hen in your heart tha ·t, as a 1'1a11 disc ipl inGs lli 
S9!!, the Lord you r God disciplines you. • • • Ta:ce heed 
Ies·G you f orget t he Lord you1• ~oa , b1 not keep i n~ his 
com.i.nandmonts end his ordinances and his statutes, which 
I comn .. and you ·t hls <.l a y : leD\ wrien you have ea i;an and 
are full ••• t hen your hoa~t be lifted up, and y ou 
for~e t t he Lorr1 J OU!' (}od who brought you ou t of t he 
land of Egypt, out of t he h ouse of bondage , who led you 
throu3h t he gr eat and torrible wildernes s ••• that he 
might humble and test you to do you ~ood i n t he end. 
(Deut. 8 :2-16) 

If Jesu1::1 answered t he devil ou t of t;his Yery Scripture, we 

cannot escape t he conclusion thot Ue was fully conscious of 

the whole h i story of Israel •s to~nptation and fall, in rala­

tion to n is own wilderness situation. F'ollowin6 Moses; Fie 

9r,1auser, op. oit., P• 29, sur:m,arizes t he r ebe l lion of 
rsraol in ·t;he 1'ace of' these stresses. f!e speaks or "tb.e, 
threat of deathn which " aocor:ipanios them continually in vari­
ous cUs~ises, 11 and makes the valid comment that "the fact 
that the people lose courage on the way is not interpreted as 
the breakdown of a noble docls i on, but as a rebellion against 
God. " 
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put Eis finger· on the exoct point of rsrae l • s !'€ilure. 

The f a ilure of early Christian fathers to see e.nd de­

velop tihis correspondence between Jesus and Israel in the 

baptism and t ~rupti:i t ion a ccount, i nposed upon Christend or! n 

t heolog ica l handi(~t:1p t ha t l asted t hrou2h many centuries . 

Thou~·~ t h0 churc h f ousht :.'.'or and 1-'.:e p t the Old Test8ment, .: t 

h~d nevertheless to t-1 cons i derable degree lost it. The se nse 

of theological bi!:1tory ir:iplid.t in t he se Scri"9tu1,es was ut­

t erl y fQrc i:;n to thE:t Gent:lle church end, wit h t he loo s o i 

Jews, beyond r ec overy. Klaus-Pete ~ Koe ppe n, in his de tailed 

ntudy of t he hi.story of t he l nterpre ta tton of the t emptation 

sto1•y , noint s out ·i; 1.2t • atr :1.st :T.c e~pha si"' con centrnted almost 

cxcluslve l :7 on th<.:: pa'l'.'a lle l hetwecn Jesus and Adam .lo Per­

h~ps the dia logue wit} t he te~?ter ln ~att. 4 :1,ll cou~led 

10-r:lsus-Peter> ;Ioeppen, Die Auslcs5ung de r IJ'cr-suchur.~sp,o­
schichte unter bosonder-or 3eruecksichtigun _, ·aer Alten Kirche 
1 Tueb:tngen : J. C. !3 . Hohr, 1 ;)61). Koeppen 9oi:1ts out, fQr 
examplo, how Irenaeus handled this r'laterial ( in Adversus 
r-;aereses, v.21). Irenaeus begins with the mention of the 
bir·th of Jesus from a virgin, from which he recalls Gan. 3: 15. 
Th i s introduces the COr!f lict with Satan, which is the:refo!'3 
a recapitulation. "Ghristus nennt sich deshalb Menschensohn, 
weil er Adam in sich r0oapitulierte, denn durch einen ~,!len­
sbhen s ind wir zugrunde gerichtet worden, und durch oinen 
;1enschen sollon wir wieder auf garichtet warden." Ibid., p. 80. 

llThough both Jewish and Christian exeJ esis of Genesis 
3 has long identified the serpent with t he devil, t his asso­
ciation cannot bs tak9n for granted, and is not e xplicit in 
the text. Though there are llm:Lted evidences of a demonol­
o cs.y i n the Old •restament, the clear consciousnoss of o sL i;r le 
tempter whose express purpose is to incite men to sin, does 
not emerge until the apocalyptic literature of the post-cxilic 
era. This history is surveyed and instances cited by Trevor 
Ling, The Si~nificance of Satan (London: Society for the 
Promotion of Christian Knowledge, 1961) 7 first chapter. See 
especially p. 8. 
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Hith t he 'Paul-tne t heme of Je s ·is as the l a.s t .~da .... 11 {Rom . 5:12-18; 

1 Gor. 15:20-22, /~5), proved an insurmoun table dtstraction • 

.A!.')art f rom certa :l-n. t rod itiona 1 proof ?as s a i3es, tha Old Testa-

1en-l.. l ay dor-~1::m t ond essentiDlly unznow~ for lonr, a zes . 

W0 turn nm·1 to a closer cx /lmination of tho na!'\1.e "Son of 

God " as it occurs in the divine declaration at Jesuo• bap­

tis m., "This is my beloved so:1. 11 



C:.IAPTER III 

THE BAPTISMAL HORD 

I z1 ~1atthew 's prcsant o.ti0 the declar:;iti·'.m of t he voice 

f r om :1ea· .. rnn, 11 r ~~i s is ~117 ba lo~rea S~n, 11 ts i :-n:11odiate l y ans i-1ered 

by t ~1e c h3 llange of t :.1.0 devil, .,If you are the S011 of '}od • • • n 

("'n·,.t· l <.4 l , • I3y t he se words t !'le tempter t:-ies to c a ~t 

doubt on t he word spokan oy the l:i"ather, a:ia to exi;>loit 

~-ainst t h~ testimony or God t he evidences of hunge :r a nd 

l oneli :r!e ss whi ch se::>m to contr3dict it. Thu s , as ·,tatthew 

seo~& to i ndic~ta, t h~ t3~ptation itself presupnoses the ~ ord 

Hh:i ch antecedes it, a nd ha s mean ing onl y in the l~ght cf that 

\·lord . Tho unity between t hese two stories i~1 terms of t b.e 

nane " Son of God" is, as we have indicated, a feature pecu­

liar ·l; o t he first 'jospel , a n d t h9 sta rti n,."!. point of OU:? 

i nvest i f a tion.l 

.A second peculiarl ty in ?t?atthew i s the gramma tical form 

~r the Father's dee lsrn tion fro:11 he oven. In '!!ark 1: 11 t h~ 

sen tence is, ''Thou art my be lo'1ed Son; witb thee I ani well 

p l e ased. 11 Luke's rendarint~ is identical to ~Ta:t•k 's, although 

in the so-ca llsd "Hentern texts" the sentence is reploced by 

lsu.pra, p. 11 • The Satanic "if" r3curs in r!a tthsw ' s 
account of the mockery at t he cross "If you are the ::3on of 
God, come down from the cross. • • • He trusts in God; let 
God deliver hi:n. now, if ho desires him; for he said, 'I am 
t he Son of God.'" (Hatt. 27:40,l~3 ). neither Hark nor Luke 
has such a sayinB• 
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a a lrect quota·tion from tile Septua g;:L:1 t res ding oS: Pa .2 :7, 

"Thou ert my 3o~: , thi s day have I begotten thee." t:lhereas 

both Yia1~k and Luke 1.'lave t he Word as an ada1"ess ·l;o JGs:.is 

s poken in the a0cond par~ on, Ne ·tthew hs s the third p erson: 

1' 'l'hls ls my beloved Son, with who.n I am well ploasca. 11 2 !-low 

s noll we account for such a va:-ia tion? l t is truo that ::iark 

9:7, l n tha context of· t he transflgura ticn, has t ha voica 

s peak in ·the third person, exactly as ln Natt. 3:17.3 The 

change of person is appropriate at thi.s point, hc,;.-10ver, for 

now ti1.are i s an audienc0 of witn<3ssas for whom t he declara­

tion is intended. At t he baptism, when th~re is no such 

a udlenc0, lark ; rasents the "Jvord as having be0n s p o:.{an in t::-le 

s e cond person, addressed to .Jesus Himself. /.,.ssmui r13 thet the 

Gospel of Mark was a basic resource ~hen o~r first Gospel was 

written, wa might exnlail'! Lstthew's ·1.raristion by arGuing that 

the first evang0 list inatlv0rtently employed :-!ark's transf i (;ura­

tion wo1•ding in his ow11 account of the baptism of .Jesus. A 

:lilore reasonable explanation for l-1&ttbew 's choice of' the third 

person, we suggest, is that he recogn i zes and Wa6ts to reflect 

the essential correspondence between this word s~oken concern­

ing Jesus, and the ancient Old Testament word spoken of Israel 

2'.i1he variant "You ar<:/1 (second percon} is f'ounc i n a few 
manuscripts, notably D (Codex Bezoo), -probably tt.rough the 
i nfluence of its parallels in 'lihe other Gospels. 

3Matthewrs wording of tho declaration at the transfig­
uration (Matt. 17:5) is exactly that of Hatt. 3:17 and Mark 9:7• 
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:tn E:11: . 4:22. There God had neda the declaratory s'tf.\ternent, 

11 _Ts, .... ael J.'s ,1·1tr.,, _f'_·~,.._st-,..)or•,. son.': H t C: d .11 , ,J L ~ .l e!.'e I we s ugges , ;o i ulfills 

Ji;ha·t p ronounc0roe nt i n another declsratory statet1,e n ~, " 'Ibis is 

r y beloved son . 11 (r:att. 3:17) 

Con 'lib.is p1~oposal be establisb0d '? It mu.st be fft'6 i.:.tecl, 

cf ccurse, that i n spite of similarit i es, t he t',ro statement s 

(~x. 4 :22 and :-rat-::.. 3:17 ) a rc not really identical. F o::1 ox­

ampla, in t he or:c wo have the word Ii Israel," i n t he other 

me roly the pror:.ou.n ''thin. ir Th is v e ria tion is l::ardly cri i..ical, 

however. If a~ essential i dentity can be de~onstruted between 

t he r e st of t 'he t1espe c'l:;ive se1Tlien ces 1 t:~e inovi tac l e conclu.-

3ior, will be that i 'iatthe:..r i1~tends to equa te '1t tis 11 with 

: 11::ir.aael, :: end t huu to poin t to Jesus a ~1 ·t;b.e recliZ(t'l;:!.on of 

God's cove nant HOi"O co:-.icornin·.,. F is peop le i n Egypt . 

A further difficu lty i s ttat t he Se ptueg i ~t tra~slation 

of t h0 H.obrew a t Bx . 4 :22 offera no encouragement to o t.:r 

proposal. The Hebrow reads \Ji t~1 almos t 

ur. a boo lute li teralncss the Sapt-:.:.ag i n t reproduces t he Hebre1·1 

But 

this very lite~aln0ss neutralizes any contribution the Septua­

g int translation niight otherwise ma lrn 1 positively or nega­

tively, to our present discussion. Matthew, as we shall 

illust~ato in other contexts, is not bound to t he familiar 

Greek ve~sions.4 !lore often than no t he does his own 

4Infra., pp. 36f. 
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trons l ut ins, and he seams to abhor the rigid 1:to~alisro which 

of t en charo ctorize s t hG se,t ua 3int . The thouGh t is wha t ~at­

tors, net tho wo~ds . Therefore lt !a nots~ all diffi cul t to 

i m le ino that I~a t the\'1 thinks or E;{ . q. :22 as s ay i ng , '!tre_i1,AA 
> <. c. / C I 
!cr'tl~ o vlot ,v.ov o it'ewi-o,ol<.oS 1 i n cor:aciou s and even do -

l:J)J(}1,at0 p:u•allolls·n or s tr•;;.c turo to t he baptisma l woPd, 
,.. I> C 'f < > / 

o&-ros 1rnv o V\oS µov o ""c)'•Tt-)To~ (: Iatt. 3 :17 ). 

Grantinc nll this , wo a r e l of t s t i l l ~ith one decisive 

probl em, u1~d t hat is t he voria t :lon in ad j ect; ives . l!.:~ . 4 : 22 

f' :~rst i nstunc{) the irnn i;3 called ?' i'lt•st b•)rn," in the second 

11,:wlo~rna . " Yet 0v un thiG d::.f f::l r ence is not os :poa·(; os :1ay 

a·i; f:i.rs i:; glanc e appeor . C. 11 . 7W."ne:., in u. si~'!.1:i.ficant arti­

cle he n de~onotrat~d t ha t t he wor d ~,~rr~~6s, ~hun ass ociated 

with the n asculino or f ~minlnc 3ingule~ in the Septuagint, 

~·,1ust t;1eon ·1 oul y . !1 t5 In c l .ass ioa l Gree!c usaco , as ~1.e uh~ws , 

~a~,,.~~Js r3gularl y meaDt on onl y chil d . Lidde ll and Scott , 

in fa ct , offer a s th~ ~r:.::1ary doi'ini tion of t h0 t erm, "that 

-::·1he r ew:i.th one mus t be c ontent, :ienc e of onl y children . " .rha t 

t he word t akes on t he rneanln,,. "be lovod" i n the Soptus gi nt in 

associ ation with plurals or wi t h t he neutar ge nder, Tur ne r 

acknowledge s . But he i nsist s , 
, ' ·rhe ns s ertion may be safel y hazarde d that wt..J n d-tc,."lr'1l'OS 

is u sed i n connection with v\os, 8vt'-'"'Je.., ~1s , or 

5c. H, Turner, "o y1oc.. MOY o ~r~n wro C , " The J our nal of 
The olog ical S t ud i es, XXVII {January 1926 ), 11) -29 • 
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similar i-10rds, no G·reek of pre-Christian t L1t1t'!S Hould 
have hesitated in understanding it of an "only child," 
Ol" i10uld for a mgment have thought of any other mean­
ing as possible. 

) ' 
In the Septuagint "'t~rr'1nS' is used in a nur:1bcr of' pas-

sages to render the Hebrew ,"i:,-~ , meaning "only c h ild. rr7 

The illustration which is of particular significance for our 

study., since it contains almost the ox.act phraseology of' the 

bap tismal word, is Gen. 22:2. Here the Se ptuagint reads 

;y·our son., your .2.,111:;y: son Isaac., whom you love " • • • i;Jas 

r:iotthew conscious of a relationship betueen the account of 

/\braham 's call to sacrifice his ,..r:r: , and the event he un­

folds i n h i s Gospe l , concerning that Father who Hi msel1' actually 

carr•ios through t;l:10 act w.1ich He diu not finally demand of 

/tbraham., namely, the oi'ferinO' of His Son, His ," 7:f~ or ;~rr.,ns ? 

Turner would reply t-Jith a n unqualified "Yes, 11 not only because 

t he "thrice repeated" phrase in Gen. 22:2,12,16 is so exact a 

6,!bid., P• 117. 

7cren. 22:2,12,16; Amos 8:10; Jer. 6:26; Zech. 12:10. 
Elsewhere ""T" ry-~ is translated l"'ovot1.v~s as i n Ps. 22:21; 
25:16; 35:17. In Judges 11:34 Septuagint (A) amplifies ~he 
t.Jord in describing Jephthah's daughter by both 'lior".ns., f<,::il." , 

c., ... , .... , I d Bh h 11 1' d-V"T'1 ""'ovott.v-i.is •v~ °"t"'W'1T"J. Co ex ere .,as s · rn y µoYvr v1, • 
Commontators generally a gree that the variation in the Septu­
agint rsnderin7S is due to different translators, and that 
J;bnts 5 ~ovo.-1v~, v\t) in 1:18 and 3:16 .,18 is equivalent ,to 
t he "'beloved" or "only Son" of the Synoptics. On µti vo¢'tV''7J as 
meaning "only" in John., see Dale Noody, "God's only Son: The 
Translation of John 3:16 in. the R.s.v.," Journal of Biblical 
Literature, LXXII (1953 )1 213. For ~ovot~.:.,J as expressing 
~~rr~, see also Luke 7:12; 8:42; 9:38. -~ 
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cou::iterport of tho word of the Pether a t t he bt:t:,1t iam and 

t r a nsfigur at ion of Jesus, but olso because st. ?ault s refer­

ence t o the Father who "did no t s pare His o•·.·m :son" { oJK. 

• , 8 ... ., , , / ..., 
!<ft\trd-To, Rom. :32) s o oov 1.ously .Leans on t;he ov~ zty ttc:rw 'lbu 

'" """> A 6 u1ou a-c:,v Ttiv o<d4Trl't Tl>v of Gen. 22: 1 , and t hus re flee t s t ~:a 

em ... l y consciousne ss i n t he Church of t h i s assoc ia t i:)!1 . auo 

s't;ory i n the Old Te stament i s more susce ptible of a ChrJ.s tian 

appl i c a tion, :i is his judgme nt" 8 F or our purposes i t i s e n ot1g h 

to be a ware that, whatever emotiona l i m_ l i cations the ~er~ may 
, / 

csrry , t h e fundamental meani n 3 of d..~'1'°'JfPS i s 11 onl y , " t:1.e only 

S orl the Pa t her bas. 

This does not yet establish an essential i dentity between 

t ;1e "f irst-bo1 .. n" son of & ~. 4:22 and t he "be love d 11 So n of 

r-~att . 3:17. ~'Ven grantin:; that "beloved 11 means "on l y , n ·the 

Hebrew behi nu i t is -rry~, while t h e Hebrew or E.x; ··4 :22 is 
., / 

The former i s re ndo~ed in t ho Se ptuaiint by d~,n~ns 
/ 

0 1" s ometimes by pc:>Vo<J,iV?S· For the latter t he Se ptuasint 
I 

r e gula rly hos ~w,-oro~os. Yet ws do detect hero a movement 

:111 t he dire ction of convergence, fo r ,"',:t~ and ,'::>1" are c on­

ceptuoll:er quite clo30ly r e lated. In one pas s a ge , t he para l ­

l el i sm s ugr; ests t ha t ho1~e a t lea st t hey a r e to be 1"'ega11 ded 

as SJ nonymous: 

And I will '90Uil out on t he house of' Dav id ~ nd t he 
inhabitant s of Jerusalem a s pirit of compassion a nd 

A •t 'JTu r11e r, op • c 1 • , p • 123. 


