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Interprotation of the First Petition 

These two concepts, the Semitic concept of the name and 

the Jewish concept of the hallowing of the name, are joined 

in the first petition, Aycacduce 22 dveud ove This pom 
tition is formed in the normal meannero The verb is in the 

aorist imperative, which 1s the true tense for instant prayere 

it is an urgent tense showing the concern of the one prayinge“© 

fhe passive voice 1s the result of the pious desire to avoid 

the mention of the divine nemae*’ This indicates that Jesus 

is instructing his disciples about the affairs of God. All 

of the petitions carry the nature of pious prayere The 

remarks made here apply also to the second and third peti« 

tions 

The concept of the hallowins of the name in Jewish 

thought was riche Sinilerly many interpretations of the 

petition are rich and varied, taling their key from the doue 

ble meaning of the hallowing of the name in the Bibles The 

first, if 1t is based on any one passage in scripture, may 

lay claim to a basis of scripture in Isaiah 29:25, "But when 

  

4Syemes Hope Moulton, A Grammar of New Testament Creek 
(Third editions Edinburgh: Te. and Te Clark, cel908), i, 17Se 
This view is shared by Ae Te Robertson, A Grammar of the 
Greek New Testament in the Light of Historical Research 
(Fourth edition; Nashville, Tennessee: Broadmwan Press, nee), 
ppe 947-8. See also Friedrich Blass, Granmatik des Neutese 
parent ehen Griechisch, revised by Albert Debrunner 
Elghth editions; Goettingen: Vandenhoeck und Ruprecht, 

1949), pps 149=503 appendix pe 56, pare 337,46 

4" strack and Billerbeck, ope Site, pe 4086  
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he seoth his children, the work of mine hands, in the midst 

of them, they shall sanctify my name, and sanctify the Holy 

One of Jacob, and shall fear the God of Israels"*" on the 

basis of this passage Holtzmann interprets it to mean that 

God's name is to be everywhere acknowledged and praised 49 

Augustine has an interpretation thet is mech the sauce 

cum ergo dicimis: sanctificetur nonen tuum, now adzo-~ 
nemus desiderare, ut nomen ejus quod semper sanctun 
est, etian apud homines sanctum habeatur, hoc est non 
contemnatur e 

This is done, according to Augustine, by & holy teaching 

ani a pure life. tather t+ interpretation follows much the 

same lines: "God's nane is indeed holy in itself; but we 

pray in this petition that 4% may become holy emong us alsoe™ 

This same type of Interpretation is adopted by the English 

scholar Plumer,” by the lexicographer Bauer,” and by 

  

487, J. Holtemann, "Die Synoptiker," Hand=Commentar 
gum Neuen Testament, edited by He Js Holtzmann, Re As Lipsius, 
P. We Schmiedel, and He von Soden (Third revised editions | 
Tuebingen: Je Ce Bs Mohr (Paul Siebeck), o21901), pe 2176 

49746 

5Orenmeyer, ope cite, pe Ske 

Slconcordia Trisiotta edited by Fe Bente (St. Louis 
Moet Concordia Pub ishing House, Co1921), pe SA7e a 

S2piummer, Ope Cite, pe 98o 

SSamwin Preuschen Griechisch-Deutsches Woerterbuch 
gen. son ien, dea Neuen estaments aod der uebri C. iat 

chen Iiteratur, revised by Walter Bauer (Becond editions 
Gieszen, Germany ; Alfred Toepolmann, 601928), pe l4e 
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T. He Robinsons>* 

These interpretations are all derived from God's Words 

They are pious and puree But the question zmst be asked, 

do they intorpret the words of the first petition? Ina 

close examination they seem to fail for two reasons. First, 

the petition says nothing about men and their hallowing of 

God's nemée This is a prayer addressed to God and not to 

mene God himself is asked to haliow his name completely, in 

spite of all powers and sins on earths?” Second, the inter= 

pretation of Augustine end Luther speaks of a gradual hale 

lowing of God's name. But does the first petition speak of 

& gradual hallowing of the name? iie have described the 

aorist imperative as the true tense for instant prayer (vide 

supra, pe Sl), a tense that gives urgency to the petition in 

which it is usede This rests on the fact that the basic 

meaning of the aorist is punctiliar, expressing pointeactione 

The basie sense of the present imperative is durative or 

iterative. A sharp division between the two tenses is, at 

times, artificial and impossible (eese, Acta 15:15ff03 

  

54theodore He Robinson, "The Gospel of Matthew,” 
Moffats New Testament Commentary, edited by James Moffatt 
Ciew a per and Brothers, neds), De 50. 

55ptetenhard, ope cite, pe 275e Compare to this: 
Lohneyer, Ope Gites, De Soa 

58tnawig Radermacher, "Neutestamentliche Granmatik,"” 
Handb Zum Neuen Testament, edited by Hans Lietzmann 
(Second revised editions Tuebingen: Je Be Ce Hohr (Paul 
BASD SSE Ge1925), I, 154, ani Blass, ope cite, pe 149, 
para s 5 
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I Pets 2:17). However, in connection with some New Teste~ 

ment concepts. the basic distinction may legitimately be 

pressed. The force of the tenses may not always be viewed 

indifferently." es the sorist verb is used in connection 

with an eschatological concept, its basic sense of pointe 

action may be pressede The hallowing of the name is an 

eschatological concept, perfectly realized only in the com« 

  

pletion of the-age (vide supra, pe 50)s The aorist under= 

lines the eschatological nature of the subject in red ink. 

Where the concept discussed is not in itself eschatological, 

the force of the aorist can not be stressed. The fourth 

petition may be cited ac an example. Here, however, we 

may ley emphagsia on the aorist in its punctiliar force. 

Wa mey interpret the aorist as calling for a complete, once~ 

and=foreall hallowing of the name, ruling out a gradual 

hallowing and Augustine's interpretetion.” 

4 second type of interpretation speaks of a double hal« 

lowing of God's name. This is regarded as a combination 

of the two 01d Testament idease He De Ae Hajor’’ takes this 

  

S7y, He Houlton, A Grammar of New Testament Greek, 
£5 L746 

58045 saue force of the aorist in an eschatological 
context will be used in later discussions, This will be 
noted simply as the “effect of the aorist" ar the "demand of 
the aorist”, all the while keeping in mind the argumentation 
on which it is baseda 

sie 59x, pike Kejor, TFs menace and Ce J. Wright, 
Missi HNessace o esus (New York: E. Pe Dutton and 
“iS88)" Sen de0st a Coe, 
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view and concluded “this petition means TWO his italics 

things, both that God should hallow his name by his mighty 

acts and that man should. acknowledge him as God.” A 

different type of double interpretation is shown by Wo Gs 

Allen®° and A. He H'Neile.°+ tie thinks of a first, inper= 

fect hallowing in the present and a perfect hallowing in 

. the eschatological futuree Any sort of a double interpre+ 

tation, however, does not meet the requirement of the aorist 

inperative. The interpretation can be neither gradual, double, 

nor man centered. Thus every interpretation alin to Ter~ 

gullian's®? comment ("Cum dicimus Sanctificetur nomen tuum, 

id petimus, ut sanctificotur in nobis") feilse This asks 

for nothing manecenterede 

The criticisms of the above mentioned interpretationa 

and clarifications lead us into the interpretation that seems 

to meet the words themselvese This interpretation must ful- 

f111 certain requirements laid down by the words themselvese 

fhe aorist usage of the petition leads us to state first that 

the petition points to one deed, one sreat hallowing of the 

  

6OWi1oughby Ce Allen, "A Critical and Exegetical Com= 
mentery on the Gospel According to S. Hatthew," The Inter~ 
national Critical Comment . edited by Samuel Rolles Driver, 
Alfred Plumer, and Charlies Augustus Briggs (Third edition; 
Edinburgh: Te. and Te Clark, 21912), pe5S. 

Slaian Hugh M'Neile, The Gospel According to St+ Hatthew 
(Zondon: Macmillan and Gos, Limited, 1916), ps 78. 

S2pertullian, De Orate, 1446 Quoted in H'eile, ope 
Gib, De 78s 
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name of God. This was the criticism of the first set of 

interpretations, that they thought of a gradual hallowing. 

Dut this petition seeka a complete hallowing, done but once 

in history. This meaning of the aorist is supported by the 

similar use of the aorist imperative é2Vaze in the second 

petition where it 1s linked to the idea of the MacvAecw 

thet is generally regarded as an eschatolozical concent.” 

This idea of the eschatological meaning of Spear Dates has 

been summarized neatly by Theodor Zahn: 

Dazu kownt, dasz auch hier dey Aorist Apeard seco den 
Eintritt eines beatimnten Zleles ins Auge ,fassen heiszt, 
mit dessen Erreichunz des cermenschte aged G érbere absetan 
ist, und zwar, de dies an der Spitze eines Gebetes 
steht, den Eintritt eines endgultigen Zustandes, welchen 
Gott horbeifuehren musge ‘Gegenueber der vielfacltigen 
liiszachtung seiner Heiligkeit und Eatwelhuns seines 
Nenens durch suendices Verhalten der Menschen musz 
Gott selvst cdurch Taten des Gerichts fuer die Aufrecht- 
haltung seiner Heiligkeit sorgen (Lev 10,3; Hum 20,13) .54 

The words of Theodor Zahn lead us directly into the 

next requirement of the interpretation of the first petition. 

The petition for such a happening could only be done as a 

result of God’s owm actione It is a petition shat asks God 

to keep his promises to hallow his name in Israel, that he 

would finish the nallowing of his name, in spite of all 

  

SStonmeyer, Ops Clie, De SSfo 

Sétneodor Zahn, "Das Evangeliun des Matthacua," Kome 
nentar a Neuen Testament, edited by Theodor Zahn (Fourth 
editions ipgigs Ae. Deichert'sche Verlagsbuchhandlung, 
Dr. Werner Scholl, 1922), I, 274<5. 

SSsonniewind, ope cite, pe S2e
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enenles and sinners, °° that God, who alone is the proper sube 

ject of the verb. aid. ,%" should show forth his honor and 
glory by a divine action thai has its source and power in 

the divine Godhead alonee®= This meaning is further assured 

when we consider that the dpa Sirieo of the first petition 

must be a rendering of the Hebrew WTP Se so that "Gott 

selbst. es ist, der seinen Namen als heilig erweist 58 

This eschatological nature of the petition is borne out 

by two other considerations. It certainly must be as impor= 

tant as the petition that 1t precedes, the second, which 

helps to determine the SonrSEe of Jesus’ messacee If the 

messace of the xcilei¢ 4a eschatological, then the meaning 

of the Ova jt a ought also to have eschatological Significance. 

Ernst Lohmeyer 9 cites a whole sroup of passages which show 

the eschatological flavor of 4vsc~e Jeaus is the gseas 

DY YeoF (ike 12243 ef. John 6269). These confessions are 

the result of Jesus casting out a devil (duya«es is always 

connected with the é{«2v) and of Peter's hearing the word 

of the Bread of Life. At the entry into Jerusalem the crowd 

salutes Jesus as him who comes in the name of the lord (ev 

  

63retenhard, ope cite, pe 2754 

6’ Procksch,. ode Gites pe 115s 

S8pa1man, Jesus-Jeshua, ppe 215«45 

S9precksch, Ops Gite, De Il. 

Wop. cite, pps 56-76 

 


