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Interprotation of the Flrst Petition

These two concepts, the Semitlc concept of the name and
the Jewish concept of the hallowing of the neme, are jolned
in the first petition, A J.ma--.vfu';s,a Za 530,44' ceve This poe
tition is formed in the normal menner. The verb is in the
aorist imperative, which 1s the true tense for instant prayer.
It is an urgent tense showing the conecern of the one praying.46
The passlve voice la the result of the pious desire o aveid
the mention of the divine name.%’ This indicates that Jesus
is instructing his disciples about the affairs of God. All
of the petitions carry the nabture of plous prayer. The
romarks made here apply also o the second and third petie
tions.

The concept of the hallowing of the neme in Jewish
thought was rich. 8imilarly many interpretations of the
petition are rich and varled, talkling their key from the doue
ble meaning of the hallowing of the name in the Biblee The
first, if it is based on any one passage in scripture, may
lay claim to & basis of scripture in Isalah 29:23, "But when

45
James Hope loulton, A Grammar of Hew Testament Crgsk

(Third editiony Edinburght T, and T. Clark, c.1908), i, 175
This view 1ls shared by Ae. T. Robertson, A Gramaar of the
Greek New Testament in the ILizht of Historical Research
'(T:'-'ouszl'; gditg.ong l;:hgilg, i‘I'gngg:sea: Bmmtik ﬁe;s.tn.d-).
PRe we 88 also aar.ic 88, Graung 88 Neutesw
%mnt;_ﬂ,ghen Griechisch, ravised by Albert Debrunner

Elghth editiony CGoettingzen: Vandenhoeck und Ruprecht,

1042), ppes 149503 appendix pe. 56, pars 337,4¢

47ggrack and Billerbeck, ope Glte, pe 408
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he geeth 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 Cod of Israels"4® On the
basls of this passage Holtzmann Interprets it to mean that
God's neme 18 to be everywhere acknowledged and pralsed A9
Augustine has an 1nter1;r'atation thet is mmch the sameg

cun ergo dicims: sanctificetur nomen tuum, now admuo-

nemus desiderars, ut nomen ejus quod semper sanctum

ast, etiam aggd homines sanctum habeatur, hoc est non

contemmatur. _

This i1s done, according to Augusiine, by & holy teaching
and a pure life. Iuther'ssl interpretation follows mmch the
game lines: "God's name is indeed holy in itself; but we
pray in this petition tha'i:- i1t may becoms holy among us also."
This same type of interpretation is adopted by the English

scholar Plunmmr,se by the lexicographer !:Baue:t-.ss and by

48y, J. Holtsmann, "Die Synoptiker," Hand-Commentar
gZun Neuen Testament, edlted by He Jo Holtzmann, Re A« Lipsius,
Pe W, Schmiedel, and H. von Soden (Third revised editiong
Tuebingens Je Oe Be Holr (Paul Silebeck), ¢.1901), pe 217.

49144,
50Lohmeyer, ope gite, pe 5B

Slconcordig Trizlotta, edited by F. Bente (Ste Louls
Mos¢ Concordia Publishing House, 0,1921), pe. 547. !

52P1ummer, Ops citey, Do 98,

S3Epwin Preuschen Griechisch-Deutsches Woerterbuch
%ern §cgfi;tm desa Ng;gag' gstagments y% dexr yebril [+ 'Es't-
chen Literatur, revised by Walter Bauer (gecond edition;
Gfeszen, Cermany ; Alfred Toepolmann, ce1928), pe 1.
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T, Ho Robinson.*

These interpretations are all derived fr:;m Cod'a Vorde
They are plous and pure. Bubt the question mmst be asked,
do they intorpret the words of the first petition? In &
¢lose examination they seem to fall for two ressons. First,
the petition says nothing about men and thelir hallowing of
God's neme. This is a prayer addressed %o God and not to
mene 0God himself is asked to hallow his name complstely, in
apite of &ll powers and sins on arth.ss E‘meomi, the inter-
pretation of Augustine end Iuther speaks of o graduasl hale
lowing of God's name. But doss the first petition speak of
& gradual hallowing of the name? Ve have described the
aorist imperative as the true tense for instant prayer (yide
gupra, pe 3l), a tense that gives urgency to the petition in
which it is useds Thils rests on the fact that the basic
mesaning of the aorist is punctiliar, expressing point-action.se
The basic sense of the present imperative is durative or
iteratives & sharp dlvislon between the two tenses is, at
times, artificial and impossible (e.g., Acts 13:15ff.;

S4mheodore He Robinson, "The Gospel of Matthew,"

iloffatt New Testament Commentary, edlted by Jamss Moffatt
{(Yow gork: per and brothers, neds), pPe 50.

99Bietenhard, ops clbe, De 275+ Compare to this:
Lohmeyer,; Ops glt., pe 53

56rndwiz Redermacher, "Neutestamentliche Grammatilk,"
Handbuch gZum Neuen Testament, edited by Hans Iietzmann
Second revised edition; Tuebingen: Ja Be C,. lohr (Paul
Sieheggé, c21925), I, 154, and Blass, ops gite, De 149,
Para [ ] :




. 34
I Pebs 2:17)« However, in connecilon with some New Taste~
ment concepts. the baslc distinetion may legltimately be
presseds. The force of the tenses may not always be viewed
indifferantly.‘s'? If the aorist verb is used in o'r:nnact:lon
with an eschatological concept, 1ts basic sense of point=
sction may be pressed. The hallowing of the name 1s an

eschatological concept, perfectly reallzed only in the com«

pletion of the-age' (vide sumra, pe« 30)e The aorist under-
lines the eachatolugfloal mﬁuro of the subject in red ink.
¥here the concept discussed is not in itself eschatologleal,
the force of the aorist can not be atresaed. The fc;'.xrth
petition may be clted a= an exemple. Here, however, we
nay lay emphasis on the aorist in ita punctliliar force.
i3 mey interpret the aorist as calling for a complete, once=-
end=for-gll hallowing of the name, ruling out a gradual
halliowing and Augustine's Mterpretation.sa
A second type of interpretatlion speaks of a double hals
lowingz of CGod's name. This is regarded as a combination

of the two 01d Testoment idess. He De A. Hajor®® takes this

3 91, He lHoulton, A Crammar of New Testament Greelk,
I’ 74.

S8yn1s same foroe of the aorist in an eschatological
context will be used in later discussions. This will be
noted simply as the “effect of the aorist"™ or the "demand of
the aorist®, all the while keeping in mind the arpgumentation
on whicen 1t is basedd

MS@H;. D.g‘gug._ i‘tajor, T:EW-; Hnna?gvx. e.gd Ce Jo Wright,
The Miss %g hlgagage of Jesus (New York: E. Pe. Dubtton and
Coes, 1938), Ppe 460-1.
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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 men should acknowledge him as Gode" A
different type of double interpretation is shown by ¥We Cs
A21en®° ana A. H, ¥'Neile %! Thie thinks of a first, imper-
fect: hallowing in the precent and a perfect hallowing in
. the eschatological future. Any sort of a double interpre=~
tation, however, does not meet the regquiremsnt of the aorist
Imperative. The iInterpretation can be neither gradual, double,

nor man centered. Thus every interpretation akin to Terw

tullian?sS® comment ("Cum dicimus Senctificetur nomen tuum,

18 petimus, ut sanctificetur in nobis®) fails. This asks
for nothing man-centered.

The criticisms of the &bove mentloned interpretations
and clarificatlions lead us into the interpretation fih-&t seens
to meet the words themselvess This interpretation must ful-
£111 certain requirsements laid down by the words themselves.
The aorist usage of the petition leads us to atate first that
the petition points to one desd, one sreat hallowing of the

60w1313oughby Ce Allen, "A Critical and Exegetical Com=
mentary on the Gospel According %o S. Hatthew,™ The Inter-
national Critical Comment . edlted by Samuel Rolles Driver,
Alfred Plummer, and Charled Augustus Briggs (Third edition;
Edinburgh: T. and T. Clark, c.1912), p.58.

6lp1an Bugh u'Neile, The Gospsel According to St. Matthew
(Londons Macmillan and Cos, Limited, 1916), ps 78s

62pertullian, De Orate, iiil., Quoted in H'Weile, Ope
c;t oy p. 78‘
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name of CGod. This was the criticism of the firast smet of
interpretations, that they thoughi of a gradual hallowing.
Pat this petition secks & complete hallowing, done but once
in history. This meaninz of the aorist is suppoerted by the
gimilar use of the aorist imperative &i¥xzw in the second
petition where it is linked to the idea of the /Jaiex
thet is gonerally regarded as an eschatological consept.e5
'
This idea of the eschatological meaning of «jpear¥#Zx has
heen swmerized neetly by Theodor Zahng
Dazu lomnt, dasz auch hier der Aorist égc«wdhﬂﬂu den
Eintritt eines bestlnuten Zleles ins Auge fassen helszt,
mit desazen Erreichuans das gevmienschte qyuiﬁﬁfdét abgetan
ist, und zwar, de dies an der Splize eines Gebetes
ateht, den Eintritt eines endgultlgen Zustandes, welchen
Gobt horbeifuehren musz. Jegenueber der vielfaeltigen
liisgachtung seiner Heiliakeit und Entwelhungz seines
Hamens durch susndlizes Verhalten der kKenachen musz
Gott selbst dureli Taten des CGerichts fuer die Aufrecht-
haltung seiner Heilizkelt sorgen (lev 10,3; Num 20,13).54
The words of Theodor Zahn lead us directly into the
next requirenent of'ehe interpretation of the first petition,
The petition for such a happening could only be done as a
result of CGod's owm action. It 1s a petition that asks God
to keep his promises to hallow hils name in Israal,65 that he

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

ssLohneyer, Oope clbe, Do &3fs

847heodor Zahn, "Das Evangelium des Matthaeus,” Xom-
mentar zwa Heuen Testament, edited by Theodor Zahn (Fourth
editiong ipzige: A. Deichert'sche Verlagsvuchhandlung,
Dr. VWerner Scholl, 1928), I, 274=5.

65gohniewind, ope gite, pe 826
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enemi_es and 1nners,66 that God, who alone is the proper sub=-
ject of the wverb. a?c;(a'c%’m ,67 should show forth hls honor and
glory by & divine action thab ﬁaa 1ts source and power in
the divine Godhead alone.°° This meaning is further assured
when we consider that the agfma-d;’w'.ﬁ'm of the first petition
mst be a rendering of the Eebrew u"_-j’?__!_;. so that "Gott
selbst es 1st, dor seinen Namen als hellig erweist."?

This eschatological nature of the petition i1s borne out
by two other considerations. It certalnly must be as impor=-
tant as the petition that 1t precedes, the sscond, which
helps to determine the contan.t of Jesua'! mes=ace. If the
ngssagze of the ,:.,‘:Tj’,,;;.—-,'-,.’g-,-"; is eschatological, then the meaning
of the 6’&9,-.'. d ought also to have eachatologicai significance.
Ernst Lohne;yer'm cites a whole group of passages which show
the eschatologloal flavor of ovsua. Jesus is the og}zg-
DY Yo T (ke 1:243 ef, John 6:63). These confessions are
the result of Jesus cesting out a devil (4 u'v-g,zfq- is always
connected with the &xixZ»») 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 lIord (d"ﬁ

66p1etenhard, op. cite, pPe 275
6'ﬁ’rorzl::a:ﬁu..51}2_._ 8it., pPe 113,
_eanalman, Jesug=Jdeshua, ppe 213«4,
sgl’rockach, Ops gite; Pe 91,

T00p. olties DDe 56-70




