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CHAPTER I
TITRODUCTION

Christology is an imporiant area of theological discussion todays
Hany prominent scholars of the present century have set themselves to
the tesl: of studying the person and work of Jesus Chviste As is often
the case, this great discussion has gone through a nuwiber of phosese
Inportant schools of thought have arisen and with each school a new
view of the figure we call Jesus Christ. The diversity of these views
Presents a veyy important problaa for ihe present time. ot every :
oplnion or theory can be correcty bubt a correct picture is never&m’lass
desired, A brief survey of the naturs of these movemenbs will further
indicate the tendencies in this situation.

One such movement can be largely attributed to the soecalled
"liberal® schoole This group in its search for the "historical Jesus,®
enphasized above all his essemtial humanness.: Actually these scholars
gave us little more than a religious genius who was practically a nere
lay figme. His greatness lay primarily in his ability to teach and
lead man ir wonderful wayse Despite its excesses, however, this "Jesus
of history" movement has helped eliminate the old docetic tendencles
vhich prevailed so long in the Churche We are no longer satisfied with
an account uhich does nob reckon with the fact that Jesus was bone of
ouwr bone and flesh of our fleshe Bub something was lacking here toce

15, M, Hunter, Interpreting the M Testament 19001950 (Philedel~
phias rfes'h'nimt;r m p.—£33£ S

"wmi N WEE RIS F TH I}



2

Hillan Teaple points this out rather well, "ihy any man should have
troubled to crucify the liberal Christ of Protostantisnm has alirays been a
rystenret’? Joguz is oo much %o be explained in terms of man oloues

The weaction %o this movement constitutes the other pole in presente
day Uhristolosy, lany theologlans have come o doubt that any wortinmile
reconstruction of the historical Jesus can be mades To themy the only
really simmificant worl: nust be accomplished by apoproaching his through
the dopaas we have, The new school of "Fornm Criticisa™ i3 in a sense
responsible for this change in approach, Sinece the methods of this school
mile oub many sections af the Cospel narrativey or at least relegate them
to othor purposes, the possibility of real historical discussion is
seriously questioneds D le Baillie criticiuzes this branch of Christolo=
gleal studies for even inplying ab times that the Jesus of history never
existods” The Jesus of fadth is set over against the Jesus of historye

These are dho two main approachesy many aspects of the problen tale

othor dircetions, howevere As an indication of the whole comples: of
studies, Archibold Hunter lists the £ollowing as the ten most important
contributions 4o the atory of Jesus in the twentioth ean(mryoh

Willien Sanday, Ontlines of tho Iife of Christe This book presents

no radical theorye he 1ife of Christ is given along the traditional

lines adhering very closcly to the woxds of the Dible,

2Thidey PDe 133Te

Dq lis Balllie, Cod Was in Cheist (Nowr Yorke Charles Seribnerts
Sons, cel9L8), rpe 267

bp, 3e Tunbery obe Clte, ppe L9=57s
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James Dennoy, Jesus and the Gogpele Accordihg to Hunber, Denney
considers Jesus a person not only equal to the place which Christian
faith has assipned hin, bub one who asswmes that place nmaturally and
spontaneously as his ouns

Abert Scweitzer, The Quest for the Historical Jesuse To
Schweltzer, Jesus is a strange imporions figure obsessed by an apocalyp-
tic dream in which the birth pangs of the Hew Age, Parousia, and Last
Judgment followed one another in quick successions He tried to foree
God to bring the Kingdom by his death and died forsaken, The story is
conplotely eschatolopicals

Te Re Glovery Jegus of Historye Hunter characterizes this account
as stating that Jesus was a man only,; a teacher of genius who discovered
Cod the Fathery rested waolly in him, and died to revesl hime Eschaw
tology is completely ebsents

Joseph Klausnery Jesus of Hazarethe Jesus was an unorthodox
Galilean "Rab" who mistakenly believed Ilimself to be the Hessiah, went
10 Jerusalem o triwgph, bub was seized by the Sadducean priests end
crucified by the Homanse IHis greatness lies only in his ethic,s

Rudolf Bultmann, Jesuse Bultmamn considers Jesus a prophet who
bears the decisive Word of God to men which sets them in the eschatologicel
HOW¥ and challenges them for or against Gods

Middleton Furray, Iife of Jesuse ~Jesus was a teacher who, Imowing
Cod as his Pather would have all men share his secrete Bub halfway
through his life he was disappointed that the Son of lan failed to
appear, and assumed the role of apocalyptic Messiah dying to bring in
the Kingdemes In this he failed,




L |

Te We Hansony The Teaching of Josuse Manson makes Jesus.a leader
of & growp of dlzciples who thus constituted the Hew Israel and were
the fulfilimont collectively of Danjol's "Son of Man." Bubt his followers
did not rise %o his height and he stood slone at the cross as the true
incarnation of the Son. of Mane The death of Jesus, however, became the
birth pangs of the Son of ¥an and afber his resurrection found embodie
ment in the Church, his body, of which he is the heads

Haurioce Gogucl, The Life of Jesus. Jesus 1s. an eschatological
prophet procleiming the imninent Kingdom of Gode After initial popularity
he is put to flight by Herody; and forsaken by the people for refusing to
play the role of lMessianic Kinge After Peter's confession; he became
one wiho must suffer and then inavgurate the supernatural Kingdom of God
as the Son of IMan, The enemies killed him and he died believing that
God had deserted hims

Rudol? Otto, The Kingdom of God snd the Son of Mame Jesus is the
eschatological redeemer with the Kinzdem of the future but begun now.
He dicd as redeemer and included his disciples through the Lord's Suppers

Other accounts could easily be added to this list, but most of the
trends are identifiable in the ten just presenteds One point is clear,
all of these views cannot be completely rights . Thay are too divergent
to be quieckly harmonizede On the other hend, the problem carmot be
bypasseds It is imperative that the. Christian Church know the Jesus
uaom she is proclaiming and preachinge

The purpose of this paper will be to attenpt an analysis of the
Caristology presented in the Gospel according to Ste Marke This Gospel
has been widely used for Christological studles for good reasons. The
fact that this Gospel is penerally considered to be the earliest of the
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four would make its testimeny of prime importance in investizating the
actual historical evidence about Jogus of Wasaveth, The very nature of
the Compel according to Ste Hark 43 another factor in using it as a
basic records Luke may be considered to excel in the beauty of narrative,
John in his insight and eaposition of the meaning of the Word made flesh,
and Hatthew in his systematic presentation of Ohrist's teachinge The
outstanding characteristic of FMark is the simplicity end vividness with
which he pressnts the "strong Son of Gods"5 Hark more than anyone else
is content 0 give the evidence and let the case rest wita that, His
Christology is more by implication and choice of material than by actual
assertions® This by no means negates the witness of ihe other evange=
listse Their work is equally essentials For this study, however, the
Gospel of Movk scems bests

The study will be divided inbo six basic areas. A significant
featuxe in Hark's prosentation is the various terms which are used in
referring to Jesvse The irportant "Son of Man® as well as the other
hanes used o designate him wlll therefore be investigated and their
Christological implications swrveyede A strong emphasis is also placed
by iark on the public activiiy of Josus and the significance of that
activity, This wlll constitute a second source of informadtion about hifis
In close connection with this is his teaching, Although much less
actual instruction is recorded by Mark than by the other evangelists, a
sufficient witness is given to show some very important aspects of what

5Ae M, Hunter, The Gospel 4 to St Hark, in Torch Bible
Commentaries {Iondgnm%s, %ogg;’ p'."ﬂ'.&

@1, Co Allon, The Gospel A 40 Sts Hark, in The Oxford
Sugreh Biblical Coomentary ons Tivingtons, 1915)s e Jle
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Jesus hinself considered his person and work to Lee In the opposition
which Jesus encountercd is another valusble source of studys The maln
pwrpose forr studying this section of Mark®s account is to see just why
desus was resisteds The enemies give a valunble testimony because they
Presant the other cide of the picture, and it will be seen that this
does not confuse but rather substantiates ﬂm rest of liaxk's record.
The soecalled Miessianic Secret® has presented a considerable problem
in most Christologies. Although no greatly detailed presentation will
be made, thia problem too will be analyzed to show that Mark's Christelory
is both euthentic and in hamony with that presented by Christ himselfs
A £inn) investigation will bo mode into the structure of the Gospel 1
since this will indicate much of the writer's pwrpose and gosle With |
this basic structure, the writer hopes to construct the basie Chrisioclogy
as presonted by the Cospel accovrding to Ste lMarke




CHAPTER II
THE NAMES USED FOR JESUS

As Jesus walked and talked with men, he naturally created an
impression among theme In fact, not only &id he come into contact with
theny he actually taught and instructed concerning himselfs This means
that many people hed an opinion of himg even though they may have
@isagreed violently, these persons probably gave some thought to just
vhat sort of personm he might bes Therefore one good indication of how |
his conterporaries thought of Jesus should be the tems which they used |
for hin, Many groups ¢21led him many things and in so doing revealed I
at least scmewhat of an idea of what they considered him %o bes !
Accordingly, in consitructing a Christology: from this book, a study of :
these groups and the names they used for Jesus is nNocessaTYe

lames Used by the Croud

In the words of the crowdy the gensral impression created Ly Jesus
should most easily be seens Occasional contacts, hearsays reputation
all make up the opinion of the cverage mans <he most frequent name
used by the crowd was apparently the title, "Rabbi.*” This was a tem
of respect for Jewish teachers of the law and is seen in Mark four
tinem. Mark also used the Crecks &1S<wA4A7 , evidently as an
equivalent to the Hebrew form "Rebbi® for the benefit of Gentile
resderse’ Thus it would seem that the first impression created by

yincent Taylor, The Cospel According $o Ste Mark (Iondon:
aomillan, 1952)5 pe 110e 2 R
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Jesus an friend and foo alike was that he was a-master of Scripture,®
This is the one tem which all groups use for hime The idea of master
or teacher is also the main content of fﬂl’Ple s used only a few
times in Mavic, Tt definitely lacks the reverenbial meaning of Luke or
Jahn's usage, and probably comes much closer to owr Englichy Mgirs”® Ho
attenpt is node 4o impose the favorite word of the early chuwrch into
the narrative and this faetor. might be mantioned as an indicabtion that
Mark is besing his woric on actual reminiscences rather than his owm
ereative fancy.s

Bvidently some of the people also saw in Jesus a prophote The
diseusgion in Mavic Gsili=16 would deﬂm:be!y indicate such an ideas The
answer of the disciples (8:28) also bears this oute The Jews of eourse
were still looking for the promised prophet who was to be a climactic
spokeznan in God's eschatology (Dte 18:15) and no dowbt some of them
saw the gpirit of bygons prophets in Jesuse The comnection with Elijash
puts oven more into the apectation since this definitely tied him up
with the coming age (M2la 415)e Howevery even though Jesus celled
hinsclf a prorhet in a sense (6th), he very clearly gzve the role of
Flijah to John the Baptist (9113)e From all this,; however, one fack
does etand out, the people recogmized a specisl comnection with God when
they considered him a prophete To them, Pmrophet® generally iwmplied a
God=given message, a teaching ministiy, and a group of special foliowerse
He was move than an ordinary rabbi oy teacher to -t.hem.-h

2pthelbert Stauffer, New Testement Theology, translated from the
Gernan by John Hareh (Hew York B'PE " ompanys 1955)s pe 112,

3'mvlar, OPs cibe; Pe 118,

L, V. Filson Je Christ the Risen DLord (MNew Yorks Abingdon
Pressy ce19506): P-’ g
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This speelal digtinetion was carried a litile further yet in the
ery, "Son of Davids? This deffinitely hed its Messianic implicabions
and as such will be discussed nore thoroughly in chapter five. Dub hare
i% shovld be noted thab in calling Jesus the "Son of DavidV Bartimacus
(10:1:7¢,) was probably making an appeal to hin as Hessish even though
nothing can be definitely siated as to just uhat that neante.® Butb it
also seems that this was by ho means a genoral cry of the crowde In
fach Mark's insertion of the story seems to indicate rather that this
was an individual casa.6

Perhaps the best conclusion which can be dermm from the language
of tho goneral crowd is that ey were definitely impressed by Jesuse
some were willing to see Godls hend in his activiiys Others were
vondering about his connection with the coming lMessianie fge while a
fow even colied hin names with Messianic overtonsse dJdesus was a figwe

above the ordinawys Just who he might bo was a matter of varied opinions,
llameg Used by the Enemies

The Pharisees ond scribes generally referred to Jesus as Fieachers"
The best swmary of their attitude is probsbly that even thouh they
refused to give any high rlace to Jesus, they eouldn!d ignore his
abilities compleotely. They therefore addressed hin with a respectful

but nonecommittal, "seachors"?

SGustas Delmon, The Words of Jasu.., translated by De He Koy (Edine
bm‘ T. & 5.‘. Glaﬁ:;ﬁ@,, u.

03, We Dowman, The Intention of Jesus (Philadelphia: testminster
Pl.'ess, 3019113)’ Pa 13?-

Tbide, pe 138
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Jesus! other seb of enemiesy howover, add much more to the cases
The demonsewesupernstural beings and therefore possossors No doublt of
swpernatural mowledse-ebocane very exclted when Jesus emme irbto their
idst, Their cries vovezl a fear of the "Son of Cods" As far as
previous usage of the title goes, it can be found in the 01d Testament
for anpels (Job 1:6), Isracl (Fxe 4222), bub especially for the king
(Pse 287)e" However, the kingship has a very definite connecticn with
tho Messiaoh in these instancess ifone of these usages seenm to really
fi% this situnbion, howsvers Rather the emphasis is on his very naburce
Jesus io not here enlled the son of God because he recognizes God as
his fathers How iz 1% only that the evil spirits recognise something
supernaburals Their porsonsl addressy "Son of Gody," seems to show that
they soc through the £lash and blood ©o Jesus as the Son of Gode Haricy
by including their testimony, sbove that of the croud, is bringing in
an irportant elemen® which he then supplements with the accounts of the
Transfiguration and Boptisa (1313,917)e These are mt adoptionistic
references bub scam to show that Jesus by his very nature is the son
of Code Mark has no theory of the Incernation, bub assumes that Jesus
is Deus sbscondibus, visible to those uho have the e:,res.m In the sarly
period, only the supernctural devils have the grese They sce Jesus for
uhat ho reaily is, an enemy because he is the very Son of Cods I is
the power which he possesses and the fact that he can conguer which

scarcs thame In thelr frizht they call hin "Son of CGods" They knmr

6’1‘2;7“103‘, Dpe Eé-i.’ Pe 120G,

9F.duy.u Hoglgms and lioel Davey, Zie Riddle of the Her Testament
(Iondons FPaber and Faber, 19L9), pe T12,

1“1‘:::;10:.', ODe Citey De 121,
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that they have rsason %o bo afraids This climinates any adopbionistic
possibllitics, The relation is closer than can be claimed by any nang 't
" This does not imply any sort of docobisng howavere Mark is £ull of
references which speak in favor of Jecus! manhoods Though Son of Cod,
he is still a men,

Wanes Used by the Bisciplces

The nost significant factor in the pames used by the disciriesy is
the confession on the road to Cacserea rhilippi (8:127-30)e T:zo Hiole
structure of Maxk seans o conber the understending of the disciples
arowd this pointe The gquestion of Jesus becomes the maln issuo, Wiho
do you say that I am? Uark scoms to bo trying to indicate t:is as the
break in the Giseiples' thinking from Rabbi to Hessishel® Before this
tine the diseiples seen o have had mmch in common with the crowd as
far ag their opinion of Jesus was concerned, They surely were not on
that very same level, considering their urique call and relation to
Jegus, but their tewmn of cddress is ugually Robbi o Teachores On the
road o Cacserea Fhilippi, however, the disciples break fron the crowd
uhich considers Jesus os a prophet or Flijah, and through Peter atfimm
that they Lelicve Jesus o be the "Christ.® This was obviously more
than the popular concepte The revelation according to Hatbhew had nob
come from £lesh and blood,

The basic meaning of the word, Xf' o‘TOtj s is minor compored %o
the gencral conception of the individusl concerned bub several points

1135 omund Howinclol, He That Cometh, transloted by Ge We Anderson
(Mew Torks Abingdon Press, Nele)s IDe !F%.

mBommn, ops Clbey Pe 139
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my be notede The word is the Creek counterpart of the Hebres
signifying the "anoinbed one.? Actuslly the characher became move
dmportant than the actual set of anointing and especially significd
that the persoh was under Ood's peculiar protections To do violence
to hin was an outrage of Cod himselfel3 s such the bitle referred to
the rejgning king of israel whose essentinl characterisite was his
anointing, “his chowed his closey specisl, sacral relation to Ymrch,
This was the 014 Tesbtanent usage fron waich tho $itle must have comse
The eschotiological ie not prominent in this conception at 21le MNost
0ld Tesbament passares rather show a political significance which also
accounts for the expectation with which Jesus hed to contend as showm
by 21l the evangelistse From its vory begimning the texm had politieal
cvertonose™~

Befarcon Jesus and the 014 Test=ment stood intertestamental Judaism,
The writings of this time had developed far Deyond the original conceptse
These naturelly form a background for Jesust words; he had to relate
himgel? 4o these concepts in part by confirming them and in part by
denying theme I# was in this later Judaism thet the Messish becane
especlally on erchobologleal Zigureet® Thus in Enoch 48310 and froe
quently thereaftor the texm is used of the national defander from
David's 1ince The New Testement generally gives evidence that such an

ougtar Dalnan, Ope _C_:;_ﬁog Pe 295
Upigrinelcel, ope Cites 1De L=To

lg:ﬂ)i&._g e 3=le
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expectation was comion at Jegus' time 16 Tor Peber 0 call Jesus the
Christ msant r.ha'o he saw in Jegsus the onz cxpected by Israels Just how
mch better his view was than the rest of Isracl is hard to debormino.
There still was confusion after the confession (9:32) and the aspirations
of Janes and John scem to indicabe oone connection with the political
(10135724)s One thing is certein, the confession was cnough for Jesus
10 accept and use as basis for further insturctions He gpparently
recelved the answer he wanbted and in the way he wanbed ite

The confusion of the disciples is not 1o be disregavded in liark,
The confossion was 1ot a quick; final decision achieved early in their
feliowshlp with Josuse Even though they had been called specially; and
Were witnesses of his nany works, they were still uncertain about his
trve position for a long timee This mokes the confession even more
clinnctic in Maric®s sccount and further indicates that the idea of
Hessishship had 4o come from Jesus himselfy Althouch the confession
had to come fvom them, 1% did not originate with them,

The disciples add to owr stuwdy the corwviction that Josus was the

Promiesd one to Isrocle.

llame Used by Jesus

desus! oum designation of himgelf is the most important part of
this studye Ilone shounld lmowr better than he hinself just who he 1se
Here the study becomnes very interesting because Jesus really used only
one title for himsclf, “"e Son of Mans® This is the case not only in
Havk?s worls; but in the entiro New Testomente In John 12:3k, the people

16z, p, Qoald, The Cospel Accordinc to Ste Hawk (few Yorks Seribe
neris, cell96)y e 3o
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are actually repoating the worde of Jeous. Stepuen (Acis 7:56) uses the

term ab his dezth, bub again this scems ¥o reflect Jesus® mm usages.
‘Pavl does not use 1% at alle It is olso gignificant that the Church
hever really made it the standard designation for the lMessish, The
usage is apparently Jesus' idea aml his on].y.17

Ho atbowtd will be made t0 study the concopt of "Son of Man® in its
entirety in this paper. This is a subject in itself, However it is
hgcescary to txy o find the best and basic ideas associated with the
phrase if a Christology is to be developed from this booke

Linguistiecally, the words seem %o bé the rendering of the Aramaic
bax masha.1® But this in twm seans %o £o back to Biblical Hobrew uhich
is 7) -_;_T 9:’_4 ;—1 s N ‘5. ¥ is usually a collective noun, bub did become
the designation for "mankind,® The singular form found here is very
L DR -1 is found only in the poetxy of the 0ld Testament.
“hen used in ir;’.m .'Lz.::ocrm‘ua it is still a reflection of this 014 Testa-
nment usages From this, it can be said thet the Hebraw D"]_; )_:_2 ] 1
denotes a mamber of the gonus man, nob the son of a certein man (emphaw-
sizing onc son of one man)e For a single human, the word was LIJ"'?'2
The Biblical Aramaic follows the Hebrew. U)J ?'( not ll)3 N 12 wes
the word for the owdinary man. Ll’3x1ike D 7'7"2 was 5150 used for
nmankinde Thus J.szw. 81} _1 =3 (Dan, 7:13) means, "like one of the human
species," Decouse of this gamric nature albuays atbached %o the phrase,
it never o'cc.lrs in the definite forme The definite particle is attachned

only to the word \u_, >< go that ¥ FR )L (definite) must not be
Tt e

17331?:1&.!1, SDe Cibey Pe 250,
10%7ay1or; ope cites Do 1194




s
moraly a fnmon beling, bub the YGon of Man® enphasising the Glstinet fom
atbached Lo the phrasce This wnld Jefindlicly contradich Wellisusen
o gald there uar no other tom fop Just plain maz than ?ZU_IJ_ é?i %) E_’_—_

- . - ww A - - - ]

and tme fapliod thot no speolal gigmificance should be atbached to ite i

Pron Whose cheervabions 1% can be concluded thab Jewich Paleshinian ‘

Arenadc possessed W S for a hunan beingy YR J3IR V3L fora .
3 T T R

subor of thess e ningulure 2% T2l wap not in ooawon uses Whae
found it is an imitation of the lcbrar pooblenl use. In Dantel 7213 e
@pression is unconuon o proso welling along with sovaml otler worts
thercs It woo in a special z:sam.l‘}’

To ohow the gpecial forec of She Aranado phwase in Crook wag Aiffie
Cuilte Tow o plusal ©fF o) TV Xv.QpoOmwv  imy gafficients
it indlected wen dn gonmnle Hub 4n e singuler too nuch alvress would
be lxld on both nouns Af avticles were used with bothe On the cther

(4 (4

bandy, © wio5; =V "';("SJTTDU would only Lo Y¢ho con of a nan,”

L4

2/
(e Lostng e iden of maskind in S lattor soun)e O Av.dpwmes

would Le the omiinary expression for 2 man and would nlzy e poind

entirely, Tho besh mmmr Gherefore wms to wge O w05 TOJ iv‘ﬁpabm.:
Wiieh gave ab least sone indication of the Armmic Scfinites”o IS

therefore commo irpossible to deny aither that the phrose cowld huwe a

definite llcssianic desigantiony or that Jesus could use it of himoelf,

vhen he collod himsclf "gho Man,® he is eithor giving 1% or thexe 1s

alveady in i% a spocific moaning opars fron the usval "nangt2l

Wnoduary, ope clies Dpe 2342304
20fhide, pe 2h06
gt nolod, O3e Gltey De 3hTe
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This plves us the »ight 4o proceed to further dnvestigation as to
the specific meaning of the tomie e vicion in Danicl 7 is reslly the
only place in the 014 Testament where any ideac can be deduced for the
"Son of Man," TIn this vision fowr beasts reprosent fouwr k:l.ngdm, each
replacing the fomer, snd the last (Antiochus '.W, Syria) is the worste
Dut at Cod's time, the world cmpive will end and Isracl will be given
dominion, The people are given this position as "Saints of the Host
High" Thus "Son of Man® is cxpressly connccied with Isracl in this
contexbe Bubt Daniecl did mwi invent all these symbolse It scams nuch ]
more probable that he used figures which were alveady knmms So the seag
four winds, and other signs are employed as though the people know what
is mcante The Son of lMan also was probsbly already knowne From the
discussion in Daniel 7 there must have been a conception of (1) 4
heavenly being in human form (not only a lileness, but completely in
this form); (2) At Surn of the age, in the eschatological era, he would
appeary (3) He would receive from Cod power over all kingdoms and peopless
(L) Would also play a part in the world's 3ud:_:-:r-!ent.22 v

The figure of the Son of Man appears in other pre~Christisng Jewish
sources with interpretations not possible from Danicl 7 alonse The
concept rust have existed independently and in addition o this passage.
In this intertestancntal literature, the Son of Man does appears

In the Fthiopic Dook of Enoch the theme is the fate of the righteous
and the ungodly along with the eschatological role of the Son of lMan as
Judge of the world and ruler of the righteouss This is a Jawish boolk,
provably from the Roman periods

22]1)‘1(1., Phe 31&8"3520
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In the Fzra Apocalypee (2 Bodres) which is a reviasion of the old
Shealticl Apocalypse writion Lefore the destruction of J erusaieng the
figwre is noetly a national Messiah with features from the Son of illans
This holds true for the Apocalypse of Naruch alsoe

In the Targuws the "Son of Man" in Psaln 835, 1hlis3, and £0:18 is
interpreted as the "dessiahe" The Rabbis alsc ofien interpret "one like
@ man" as the lessish, DBut they are in reality Just transferring the
features of a son of man to tie Hesglahe®s

The Iranian "Urmensch® which is quite important in many scholarly
investizations may well have influenced the concepts of the Jowse This
however will not be analysmed, since we are dealing only in a survey
style with the concepts and not primarily the entire origins and possi-
bilities, |

The primary place for understanding is still Daniel therefore.
llowhere else is the agency of Cod alone so unraaemcﬂy asseried for
the change of earthly conditions, The stone is untouched by humen hands,
Tie Son of lian is from heaven, 4ihe violent ones only serve to establish
the vision, they are in reality destined to ruin. Jesus in Palestine
fits this port of the idea wells In contrast to the Hessiah which
emphasizes the rmier only after his enthroncment, the fon of Han was one
10 was still to receive the glory and sovereigntye This makes ib
altogether possible for him to suffer and die as part of his cotreel

25T0ides DD 353=350
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The prime Teature of the other writings is that the Son of Man is
an eschatolozical figure. In Inoch, the theme is transformatione This
eschatological activiiy is the Bask of the Son of ilan, Before creabion
the Toxd of Spirits creatad, chose and prsserved hin o bring all
ereatures to His zlory (1 Zn. LB:5) by saving the rirhieous and destroy-
ing the wickede This also fits with Daniel, His coming means the end
of the heathen mile and the dam of the sovercignty of 00&.25 This one
was also different from all other heavenly beings if theie is to be any
neaning to his nmme, Iven though heavenly end diwvine he is called the
Wiian, 20

Thus at the time of Jesus there were two lines in the Jewish
expectation, ithe Hessich and the Son of ifane These, however, wers not
complebely seporabe, Alvesdy in Enoch (1 Ene 148:10, 5231h) the twio were
Joineds In 2 Esdras 13:3 the man who delivers at the end of time ¥shall
spring Zrom the ssed of Davide" An initerweaving was definitely ;presan't'..27
But 1% also seens guite cerbain that of the two terms, Fessiah was by
far the mosht prominente Son of Han was there bub not really & common
Messianic title,

Actually the question as bo whether the Son of lian was interpreted
Hessianieally in the preeChristion era and whother it was linlked with
the Hesoiah is not the crmux of the nmatter, bacause Jegus hinssif is the

orizinator of the doctrine as gpplied to hime2C Althowh it is nosb

2icringlzcl, Ope Clbes Pe 350
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likely that the torm had already been connected with the Hessish, it is |
also true thet Jesus did not simply take it over in the same sensc, The
tern contained what he wanted to say in iis essential clements but he
then adapted 1% %o his casee®® e muoh therefore look at his oun usage
of the toim,

0f the fourteen times that Jesus uses this phrase in tho Gospel of
Hark, throc are definitely 1like Daniel 7 and the intertostamental writings |
(sé2, 8130, 13:26)4°° e dominant idea in these texts is thet of
sovereignty, espocially in the eschatological senses Ag in Daniel T,
the Son of llan receives the kingdom from God, sv Jesus looke forward to
his oun ultimate triwmhe r In Tnoch 6212 we £ind, "And the Lord of
Spirits seated him on the throne of His glorys" in Mawi: 14:62, "Ie shall
See the Son of lMan sitting on the right hand of the pmrw.“32 Jdesus
tool: over the sovercignty and glory of the Son of Man and applied it to
hinselfs Mo regorded hinsel? es the one dostined to receive the glory
and rule fron Cod and whose tasl: was the bearing of Cod's rule %o men

by creating the people of Goded2
lore significant, howvever, is the fact that Jesus added a commletely
new idea to this terme. In facty it becomes evident thal this was his

real reason Zor sdophing the designation; he wanbed to introduce an idea

29!':0-'-!1!10!:015 BDe 21_1'!_., 21 3Lh€e
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uhich was eomletely lacking in the popular Messlanic conceptoe The new
feature was ihe concept of the Suifering Sexvenbe In the cld tradition
the Son of Man was a ruler; but in Mark he came, "not ¢o be ministered
unto but to minister’(10:h5)e7% In the enbive Gospel, Jesus uses this
idea nine times (8231, 929y 0312, 10333, 10sL5, 14221, 1s21, Ihzll) in
relation {5 the Suffering Servant of Imrd1.35 e background of this
concept is Ipaiah 53 which speals of the Suflering Servent of Yauche
Heo is there described as being despised and rejected by men, a man of
sorrows and acguainted with grief, e words of Jesus taoke on the fom
of a prophetic prediction and connect the suffering and death with the
role of Ghe Son of Man, Ho prophesied rejection, death and resurrection
as well as fubure glory.% The proclamation had to come L rom Jesus
himselfe It was hardiy possible for the disciples to have made the
death 2 basic fentuwe of thoir faith purely on their oume Even though
Isaiah 53 gives the concept of the Suffering Servant, it is not clear
that the diseiples with their nationalistic political ideas covld have
atbained this insizht uwnaided. The Targmms cven relegate the suffering
to Isracl or the heathen nationn, Some scholars maintain that the _
disciples read the suffering and death into the Son of llan ideas Iark,
however, males quite a point of the fact thet the disciples did Just
the oppositey Jesus alone proclaims. thc ideas Mark openly declares
that the idea of the Som of Han suffering and dying wvas wimowm o the
diseiplos (9212,32)37

Shstansrer, ope cibes De 109
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The bost conclusion therefore scens to be that Jesus took a knom

but not popular term co that he might express his position as it really
existed apart from auy popular colorinze The term "Christ® was overe
loaded with bub one aspoct, the politicale Jesus ook the old apoealyptic
"Son of Man' desirmation and gave it a deep poradorical meaning related
only %5 hingel?, The two basle mobtifs were his suffering and his glory.
By doing this; he did obscure his Hessishship from his hearers in a
Sensey bub this was only pard of the case as we shall see in chavier six _
of this papers The cssential fact was that this temm expressed the
mysterious nabure of his personality, his humen situabion and his future
glorye>° Tor is this "Son of Han® Christology %o be considored as Harkls
imvention, the material in Matthow and Luke hoe the same idea. The
enbire traditlon emchasises the two aspecits; humiliation aml zlorve
They ave hold together by the title "Son of Han.t3?

The fact that the term does not become popular in later history
secns 0 rule oub any conjecture that it was read into the tradition ab
a laber datos The very fact that Hark included the term in spite of its
lack of use in the later church abbests to the authenticity amd historic-
ity of the accomate The verm ovidently originated with Jesus and was

confined to his sayings.

The conbribubtion of Jesus to the Christology of lark is therefore
the Irmmortant once He assigns to himsel? a special place, not nmerely
paralicl 4o the 01d Testament ilessish as understood in his dey, nor yeob

to the Son of an in spocalyptic literatures He rathior choomes a distinct

3811len, Ope Ciliey De 3le
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title, "Son of Man," and thus presents his own unique character which
Wwas prinarily that of the Suffering Servant who was also destined for a
future reign in glory.

Hames Used by the Avthor

lark vses the name "Jesus" either alone or in combination a Gobal
of eighty-one tines, Nothing in the Gospel sugrosts that this is any
sort of a cult name. He more frecuently uses the personal pronouns
Yaking for granted the person meant 'ﬁmreby.ho Several times, notably
ab the very beginming of the book, Mark ealls hin the Christ; bubt there
is obv:'w:m:!.;«;- no inbention to make great issus of any nomo of the uriter's
oun nmakinge He is mb trying to force his view on the reader, bui intends

by the presentation of the historieal events to make his pointe
Gonclusion

The crowds recognized Jesus as prophety teacher, and healers The
encuies had o admit his pogitions The demons add much more Ho e
accoun’t because of their supornstural knouledge and insighte They saw
that Jesus was in fact the Son of Gods Herk seans to include their
withess o bring oubt this very vital aspect of hise nature, showing that
ae had pouver andlrimt which could be no mere adoptionism or clsctions
o was the Son of Code The disciples, teught by Jesusy finally came to
the confessicn theb he was the promised Hessiahe On the basis of this
bellef, Jesus could build a fwiher understanding which showed then
especially the wole and work of the Hessizhe dJesus himsel? clainmed %o

L07az1or, ope cites Pe 117
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be the Mesgiah. He did this, however, not in terms of the political
defender of Jewich axpecbation, but by ubtilizing another less knom
concept, the "Son of Yians® The chief reason for this was his noed to
make the Suffering Servant an integral part of his mission and %o combine
with 1% his fuobure gloxye Throughout all these designations,; however,
one consisbont picture is presentede That the crowd shonld see Jesus!
speclal zbility, the demons his true nabure, the disciples his Mossishe
ship, and Jesus himsolf the real wderlyihg case, is not conbtradiction
bub rather ths result of Mark®s consisbont mortrayal of one person from
nany angless




GIAPIER T1IL
THE ACTIVITE OF JESUS

The purpose of this chepter is to investigste the Christological
aspeets of the public ministry of Jesuss It is sipgnificant that in the
earliest Christian preaching, the Messishship of Jesus was supported oy
an appeal 0 the works which he accomplisheds Two early exarples of -
Caristian proclamation, Acts 2:22 and 10838, show the importance atiached
to Jesus! works. He is credited nobt only by his doctrine, or his persond
greatness, bub Ly his nctivitye This was in hamony with the Hebrear-
Jewish concept of historye Cod made himself lmown by his mighty acts
and Lis vubsbretched srme The Christian proclamation took cognizance
of this fachk and gave a promineitd place to the works of Josuset

The Cospel of Havk gives such a position to the works of Jesus alsoe
The very heart of the messape is that the time is now £ulfilled because
the one who is attended by the power of God has comej his acts manifest
the day of salvation, The "good news" of Mark is witnessing to this
consumations® In the Gogpel of Mark, some 209 vorses oub of 666 deal
directly or indirectly with miraclos (31 per cent)s In the first ten
chapters {i.ce; excluding the Passion narrative), 200 out of 425 verses

or aboub L7 per cont of the narrabtive is devoted to tho miraculonses

L1331 5am Hanson, Jegus the Messish (London: Hodder and Stouchbon,
1952)’ Dpe 33T
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The pask then is to detemine why the miracles of Jesus are so |
Prominent and In anmrering this question much will be learned about his |
real position and nature, lany anowers to the question have been givens
ot all are egually goode

For a long time it was believed that mivacle stories in the Hew
Testanent were to be wnderstosd only as evidence of the supornabural
power of desuse The fach thab Jeous could heal meant simply that Jegus ’
uas divines Iut in reality such a concepb i a modern idone In the first
century such wonder worizing was not actually rogarded as a proof of
divinity. The cons of the Fharisees were considered able to cast oub
demons and mot by the power of Beelzebube Further, Jesus rojected the
idea of signs in such a scnse.h There nust be moro meaning o the nire
ocles, than nera evidence for the divine,

Others say that the nmiracle storles were told %o show the conpassion
of Jeshs. Dut this would seb them off in purpose from the rest of the

Rarrative and only in a few instances do the writers give the notive of

Jesus behind a miraclee Thus in Mark, o—nh«J V!I-;;:;u\l is usced only
three tines of Jesus and one of these (1:ll) has some doubte The other
two (633), £:2) would hardly be enough o emhasize compassion.s

Another spproach %o the miracles is that of the Form Criticse They
say that our doy is different from the sarly timese The poople of that
day saw God in the inmexplicable; we see hin in the logicel and naturale
This made it inevitchle that stories would arise to support his divine
natures dJesvs did porfomm extraovdinary deeds, but not o the extent of

l-‘«Ibid., De 36.
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the Oospel storiese Two iypes of narrative are employeds The "paradigns”
are simple and prinitives The healing activity is at the center amd
connected with the proclanations, Bul the emphasis iz not on the niracue
lous as much: as on the nearness of the Kingdom, The Piales® are historical
also, but there is perhaps a Yhedghtening® of the miraculouss The writers
nede "epirhanies® out of the basic material, Thus, Jesus did do preat
tTaings; but the historiclity of most of these is hard to estimates Much
is made of the parallecls Letwesn the Cospel accounts and the technigues
of the wonder workers in the noneChristian socletiese The methods
employed by Jegus in these acts indicate %o the Form Critics that ithese
wers separvabe Ystories” buillt w by other men than the prezchersy later
they boeaso part oo the troditions® This explanation has its aifficulties
alsos Thers are a good number of miracles uirich record no action by
Jesuse Ho simply heals with a word (21325, 4139, 10252, eice)e Further,
the Bible is 711 of gymbolie acts in both the 01¢ and liew Testamenise
Of%en “these achions give the "sone" of ihe story, inaudible in any other
ways Tt secmsm only naturel to find then in tho mirvaclesel If the
nlracles are inverdions then meny of the sayings must be o0 The W
are offten oo interwoven o Le ssparateds The saying sbout thoses in
need of a physician, the discussion of Deelsebub’s part in the miracles
and several otlier accounbs are really lost :‘u.i‘ the miracles comnected are

destroyeds.C Huch more could be said en this problem, bub for the purposes

Giartin Pibelius, Jesus, translated by Chorles B, Hedrick and ¥ G
Grant (Fhiladelpniss Westinster Pross, cel9l9)s; ppe 50=02
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of this paper it is sufricient to state that it appears an oversimplilie
cetlon o maintain that the miracles arc %o be vicwed as a later inventions
They are too well intoprated in Jesus? ninlatzy,

One factor in understanding the nature of the miracles is to sce
then in relation to the concept of the pouer of Gode To the iebreow mindg
this had one absoluie sourcoy Cod himselfe ALl other manifostations were
derivative fron ite The lew Tosboament emphesizes this concept by a
congtant eaphzsis on the b’v’V-l/u 15 e The Hebrew mind did not dwell on
Being, bub on Activiiy. GCod is he of whom it can be said, 77'.-;11'-1 SVVaT
(10:27)s ‘hus a","".,-‘"' s can actually be a synonym for Cod (1L262)s
Tis SUvupls ig a charactorlotic of the Kingdom of Gode Itdsan
irresisteble pouer silently ab wori in tho worlde With such a background,
Hark ean well be trying to indleate that the power of Christ is the power
of God in action. The miracles then would not just be the casuel acts
of a wonder workery but a revelation of the pover and saving purpose of
God in a higher s-.-':nse.g

This power is not Lo bo taken as a mere sipn, howavere he works of
Jesus were nob signs of whab he was in the simple sensce In response to
a request from the Pharisces (8:12) for a sign, Jesus emphatically refuseds
One reason for this probably loy in the significance of the signe In the
01d Testament the prophets often used signs as a sort of endopsement from
heavens dJesus evidently does nob want to be on that level, He wanted
his oun person to bo the only sign and for it to bo cnough in itselle
The prophels reeded signs %o show their divine authority in spite of their
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obvious imperfectlonse Jesus apparently did not fecl that he needed
thise The Weizn® would prove he was a lMessiah of somo sorb perhapay bub
of the wrong sorbetV j

Jesus?! worke were signs in a far deeper sensgs The understanding
of hils tonching and a recognition of such signs go hand ia hand, Uhen
the disciples began o worry over their lack of bread (8:1Lff,), Jesus
chided them for their lack of understending one of the sizns, the Sfeeding
of the trowdse e ecxpected them to sec something decper in what he had
dones His work was essenbtially connected with his words Zoih wend
together to make up his creabive mivistyry and both were intended %o serwve
the same function, The teaching with aunthoriiy was a direct challenge
%o the mind, The worits did the same thing, in actione The parcble was
& spoken nmiracley the mivacle a spoken pamble.n As such there is deep
significance to the "sceing® which Jesus expecteds To the oubsider the
worik mignt e one morc wondery, Yo the believer :meh more must be the

resulbell

larls rocords the impression creoted by the acts of Jesus in many
places, In fact, Marle secome to be aware that even a falso prophet can
heal, bub adds the effect of the miracles on the crowd to show thal more
than a wonder workcer is herae Ihe most significant incident is in Te36.
In this passage, the people use words which parallel very closely the

words of Isalah 352G.0e. According to this passage, the eyes of the
s

103, i, Bowman, The Intention of Jegus (Fhiledelphias Westminster
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blind are opened, the ears of the deaf unsiopped in the Hew Agee To
HMark, the bringer of the New Ago, the Messish, hes comes™ The cleansed
Leper (L:h]) is sont for a "estimony to the pricots® The umolc g0t of
miracles in liark, especially the healing of the withered hand (3:1=6),
and the sick of the palay (2:3«12) seem to rest on this 01d Testament

backgrounds In foct the word Vstammerer® is used only herc in the enbtire
Hew Testanent and cnly in this TIsaiah paseage in the Sepbuagintell
This comsction of his works with the coming kingdom is emphasiszed
by desus himsel®s The Deglzchbub controveray (3:22-30) makes i a mabior
of kingdoms in collisions The miracles of Jesus are miracles of the
| l:!.n@:lon.ls hic also fite in perfecily with the emphasis on demons in
Haricle gospele The demons represent the kinglom of Satan, the power in
comiand beflore the inbreaking of the kingdon of Gode This makes for
battle and the Cospel account is a colorful presentation of the war
between Jecus and the danonse Jesus sees his mission in Galilce as a
stronger man who despoils tho strong man of his p -16

ilot only did Josus present his work es the work of the kingdemy he

Seens Go have regarded the umrillingness to perceive the true significance
of his miracles as equivalent o a rejection of his Cospele Those uho
do not recopnize who he is ave not given the privilege of teholding the

works of the liessishe This seems to be the implication of Hark 6:5 where

135, Lonse, Mark!s Hitness %o Jesus Chvist (Tondon: Lubierworth
Prossy 1955), ps 178
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Jesus did uo sreat wrik in his omum countbrye It is hordly correch to

think that the power of Jesus was limited to the attituds of the onlookerse
It is more reascnable to belleve that Jesus refused to show the signs of
e kingdan 4o those who refused him personclly. Tho miracles were nob
done for thelr owm sake, They were a part of his proclomation about hime
se]:f and this had already been cub of £ by their rejection of hinmet?

ALl this assimes thalt the Seriptures sre 21l importent in understande
ing the Cospel sceountse The followers of Jesus were Jews who know
Seripbture well, They should have been very capsble of understanding the
significance of what thqy sawe The Oid Testament iz presented as fillTilled
in Christ, not east asidoety

The stozy of the leper (Ll:lk0=hS) is fvll of the 01ld Testzment overe
tones, sinee leprosy was espocially connected with sine The leper was
chunned because he was religicusly uncleans Jesus by healing and coning
to Lim; i definitely revealing himself a5 ono who comes foé the problenm
of sin,t?

The shory of the parmalytic (2:1=12) actually causes a conbroversy
over the obility of Jeous to forgive sine To the Jews the power to heal
moant the breaking of the power of sina It was a function of the priest
and not the medical practitioner, For this reason the question, "By
vhat authority do you do these things™ reaches an acute form when Jesus
deliberabaly +ells the man his sing are forgiven, dJesus with an act
Inplics that his healing work is in line with his offoring of the forgivoncss

1735.2'!!32'&59!33 el “ci-ii, e hB-Mu
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of sings lic accepts the paradox thab only Cod can forgive sins and leaves
then with the problem of wio ho i5¢20
Tails samo wolation of healing and szlvation is evident in the other
| healing miracles alove The healings are symbols of Cod's forgivensss in

I actions The assuaption that sickuess is the consequence of sin is bommo
ot by the use 0':?/_;{,:[0‘7}5 for diseases It actually lmplies thet disoase
is a "scourges' The word for healing rwSav implies both salvation
in a technical sense aund a healing or rescue from da.nger.al

dub not enly need the healing mivacles be MNessianie, such an incident
as the S5tilling of the Storm (Le35«41l) has the came overitones, Tie
diseiples asky "iho is this, that even the winds and the sea obey nim??
In Poain 65:7, such power is ascribed o Cod alonce2e In the 0ld Testaw
ment the sea wag the symbol of the terrible and sinful worlde Josus by
nanifesting his power over the stom dencnstrates not only that he shares

the power of God ever the mysterles of creation but aleo over the evil

forces of this worlde™ His power is the power of the lessishe

Montefiore thinks the story of the £ig tree (11:1227,) is a bad
example of what faith can doe JActually this miracle night betier be
called an “enacbed porablol.” fs such it is a very good exanple of the
Hessianic chavacter of the miraclese To label this miracle 2s mere
evidence of divinity, or example of compassiony or "tale" of a wondere
worker will not suffice. The explanabion mist lde elsewores®d Te
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story 1s closcly welatod to the cleansing of the Temple where Jesus
definitely eshibited his authority 4o reprimand the people to whon he
hed come and hic position over sgainst the Tomple itselfe Quite a stir
evidently was mede over this and the related incidents, since these events
precede the achual arrest and coucifixion, The Messianic overbones were
auite evidente The £ig free mivacle could well be the act of a Hessich
showing his power 4o reject the people who bore no £ruite This rejection
wos actuelly a Messianic claime2S

Conclusion

e story of Jesus is a stoxy of actions Closely allied with the
mescage and proclamation which Jesus brought to the people were the works
uhich he perfomed among thems These works werc not the answer %0 a
desire for signs of his comecbion with Gods Jesus felt thot his owm
person vas testimony in itselfs no more was necessarye The primary
significance of the niracles was the Messianic declaration that the salva=
tlon of God was row present in Jesus of Nazarethe The works were the
works of the lar Ages they resulbed from the power of the Kingdem which
was noi uor‘_:i.ngﬁé Thus, to the evidence which Maric gives by recording
the chief names given %o Jesus can be added the testinmony of his uorks,

The approach uscd by Jesus was mb 2 natter of oratory and publicity y
centored on his being ihe Megsinhe Rathery he adopted a title, Son of Hany
which fitted his pwpose bub was dovoid of great popularitys This made
possible s truc prescntation of his worke 4sheny as he lived and worked

2Dicekyns and Daveyy CPe Clbey e 12ke
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anong the peorle, the sizng ond powers of the lesslanic ace were definitely
preseats I was possible o see thet this was the Messiah unloss cie
rejected him personally from the sborbe Mavk; in giving a prominent place
to the publie ninistry is demonstrating even more clearly what is implied
In the temme which reer to Josusy he is the Hessiah of Code The dam

of the Var Age came when Jdesus of lazareth came.




CHAPTER TV

TN TRACHOR: OF JESUS
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o in constructing & Chrlstology is the teaching
of Jesus himsgl?, The pwrpose of this chapéer will be to investicate

specifically those aspecte of Jesus' teaching which have to bear oa his

worlt,
e flatwre of the Teaching of Jesus

A renmarlable distinetion botireen Jesus and the other teachers of his

that the peorile wore astonished ihen thoy heard Jegus teach, According
to lark the fundamental veason for their reaction was that he teught
with ZSodrim 1 ny this ho does not mean simly thet Jesus displayed
an air of gonfidences The word is used not only of the richt to do come-
thing and of the avthority given somcong, bubt 2lso can imply an ability.
In this sensa 1t is used especially of CGod’s powere Such power can
involve swornatural koowledze and both knowledge and power nsy be expressad
by this one worde So the audience concludes from his teaching that he

2 ~” ’ > y
must have € 550014 Tho phrese A&7 igodn-w, in =zccordance with

L3304 Menson, Jesus the Messish (Tondons Hodder and Stoughion,
1952)3 Da 35
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kmoledre and power (3:27), Lelongs to thls classificationes® In Talmadic
literature 1o a phrase approximabing thisy "from the mouth of poijers”
Tals comnotes e posscssion of divine inspiration sinee e word hew
used for pover is 2 weoll lmoun surrogate for Ymrah.s

"iisdon” as applied to the teaching of Jesus (6122) had & backgromnd
in Jewigh thinking indicabing a species of insighs inbo reality alin 4o
tat of Cod, il not actually induccd by his Spivite The teaching amd
miracles of Jesus evidently sugsectod the presence of a powor ab work

2 high kind emanating from Fod.h This does 2ot mean Thed
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te gayings of Josus arc $o be cQuated with the so-calied Muisdem llter
ature,” lanson disagress with Bolimann®s idea that many saylags aro
sections of wisdom literature ascribed Dy the later commmity to Jesuse
e feels thob they ave much more vnderstandable when refarred %o Josus?
oun situation and scon in thelir Messlanic simifcances The teachings
are revelatoxry in character, and evon though in form they may be similar
to some wisdum liSerabure they ave nevertheless best undersiocd in theiw
liessianic eituation, acecording to his -u-ieu.b

Fron the impression erested by Jesus on the crowd, thereforey we

note that he was no mere teachore The people noticod a differences It

21 , Armmy, = o . e [Tew=
Fo frodt and Fe We Cingrich, A Gregkefnglish Loxicon of ihe liow
Togbamert, & Lranslotion asd a .;.d:pmmim of walsor %uer‘s Briccaiscoe
Deutscics Woorterbuch zu dn;z Sm.?'.r.v.f'ten Gos Neuen Testamonts u

S ung ger
58c edition, 1952 (Laicano:

334 W umn.um, The Intontion of Jesus (Fhiladelpnia: Vestminster
P.'I.‘EBB, c.lﬂm)n I}. .
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1s significant that this difference is often connected with his healing
abillty and nimocle workinge It holred the people cee the differenceo,
The rabbis touhi and nothing happenade Jdesus taught amd all Iinds of
things hanponed.® e lond of God was evident nod only in the actions

of Jesus, bub 2lso in his very teaching,
The Significonce of the Parsbles

Jasus often made use of parcblese. Often tho parables are interpreted
simply as moberhors or sinlles %o make clesr a difficult teaching, Cloce
stuly of tho pavables doos nob completely agree with this, They are more
than comentarmye Thus, to annlyse the parable of the light and the
bughel (Marl: },221f,) as mere simile for the Cospel is rather unsatiafying,
If the historical situation of Jesus is taken into consideration, then
the intexpretation could be that he iz 2 hearer of the kingdom and that
this fact is in process of being rovealed, though now he is in humiline
tion,’ Rudolph OLto maintains thabt the reason Lfor liarkis inclusion of
the parablies was o characterise the redenpibive person of Jesus just as
he had done with tho section of his loborse® Tis view could cefinie
tively rciate the parchbles to ihe person and work of Jesuse

The 014 Testament background is ismorbtant in trying to find the

Puwrposs of the parables. The selection of themss, even though from

61-;!1.!‘.501“., DRe Cite; Ps 35

iy loskyms end Noel Davey, Tae Riddle of the New Tostament
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Palestine’s everyday life, is in the main an 0ld Testanent sclechions
Bven more sigmificont is the Lact that theso themes have a ecmvon frounds
thoy lookcd forward to a divine evenbe . Sowing, ceed, lighb,; harvest,
all wexe comucn in the 014 Testemonb as prophetic idoes for the fubure
intervention of Cod. The parables of Jesus scem ©o proswne this signifie
tance, With hing howevor, the themes are no longer prophetiecy bub ;
Hesslanice The parobles declave that the divino event is now alking
placa,’?

Such a Christological ponotration of the parables would malz then
not 85 mueh the 1llustrations of moxal truths, bLud rather en integral
clament in {he rovelation of Gode Bacause of this historieal siduation,
te Grogls wordy 7Tapa ,.3,,,)7' » escapes Srom the Creck idea and takes on
rather the weaning which ? (4') i_l’_) translated by mWap« Se )‘7; had in cergain
01lé Testor-nt pase- jese In such passages as Jder, 239 and Dite 28:37; the
vord H‘-? 014_”?_3. waes used to denote Israsl as a surorise or byword, a
Scandal or endigna 4o the nationse Jesus used parables to pu'esa!rb e
wysterious Lruth absub himself, in a way which wes scmouiat of an onigna,
lie expected the disciples wo wndersiond his wordsy the crowds who refused
o accept him could also refuse to see the true meaning of dhe parables.iV

Ca Hls Dodd fedls that the teaching of Jesus is ralated o 2 brief
and fremendsvs erisis in which he is the principle figure and which his
appearance has brought sboute The parsbles are o £it this historic
situntion xather than gencralise i:mrt-.:.iin zorelSett This view would als

Hosizms and Davay, Ops Gites DPe 13207,
lofbit!., Dhe 1331'1..

Lg, i, Dodd, The Perables of the Kingdon (London: liishet and Co.p
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noke the pershles imporbant bocause of what they say about Jesus. Although
it would ho wvrmwise o male overy pareble conform 9 sudh an idea, the
histerde situniion camot be overlockeds

Thus the best answer Yo the parables seems %o be a Messianic oncs
s in the mircelesy Christology is cendral. There is the same emphaois
on something hidden now, o be rovealed in the future, There iz alsc the
necessilty of recognising what is now h:!.dden if one is %o charo in the
fubure glorye The same confidence that this hiddenness is not = covering
up of the btruth, but its nocessary manifestation in humiliation ic also
Presonts There dis olso the same concentration on the historical person,
Jeaus of lesarcthe s The porables ave related in the firet instance o

crected by the r‘inist:w £ Jeguse Ag such they
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Bhow the seeret of what his ca-ﬁ_a.; meant 4o both his conbteporariss and

A% one polnt espeeinlly there ie 2 closo comnection between the
riracie and the parchle of Jesus. The-binding of the strong man (3:27)
and the healing incident comnected with it both amphasice ‘b.‘c contesth
betwesn Jesus and covilg both declare Jesus the master and identify his
actions with the advent of the Kingdom of Cody both rest on Tsaizh's
prophecics {Iss 3%, ebes) for understanding, This incident may well
serve az an cxample of the rclstion beiwreen parsble and riracles The
Caristolopy implied in this . situation seems %o pervade mosi of the sayings
and actions of Jesusel Jesus tostified to hinsel? in both woxd and deods

12i10aigms ond Davey, ope cites De 13Le

By, M, Hunber, The Cospel According o Ste liozk (Tondon: SGI Press,
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L% then soons reasonsble to conclude that Jesus used the parables
%o prosent the hidden troth abont himselfe 'S-i:e stories were nob gencralie
sabiong bub rovelatlon. They @&ld no% put an alveady cleay truth in =
Gifforent way, but Lrought to Light what wos nitherto not in evidence,
A8 such the parshles were definitely concerned with Jesus hinself. He
Wns presenting his Meosiohship, bLecause he was pregonting the mysterious

pozition vhich he ccoupied and the New Age whlch atiended hinm,
%o Relation of Jesus o the Kingdom of Cod

Tie Is not tho place for a deeply detailed analysis of the Kingdom
of Cod concept in {the Bibvileald revelation, For such the veader is reforred
to ax excellen® treatmont by Rudolf Otho, already quoted in this chapter
(cfs footnoto 8)e Rather the emphasis will bo on whed Jesuvs had %o sy
aboub the Winzdom and his relatlion %0 ite The basic idea of the Kincdonm
of Cod came {rom the realizabion in the 01d Testament times thet Yaweh
was indeed kinge ile had dominicn not only over Isrscl, bub the whole
worlds The kingship, glowy, and honor belonged o him alone, This was
his "maltouth.” An eschatologicol dimension was added to this idea in
the proshebic exmoctancies of the end (cfe Ise 2h223)e A ghorp division
botwreen the prosent and the future really occwrred first in the book of
Daniel which delineated the Kingdom of Cod nore closely. In the sense
of "heaven® the Wisdom of Solomon 10210 had & transcendent meaning
attached to the phrages In leber gpocalypitic literature the Fotherness®
of the Hingdem Lecane even more prominente The old idea of the mallimth
remained; however; and from it came the expression "take the yoke of the
malkubh,® uhilch was to bow in obedience te Cod's sovereligaiby by cbeoying

his laws, Thus there were actually o sphoross One was the “wholly

e




Wo
other? expectabion of Cod's future weigns the other was the present rule
which God exercised in his £aithful penplo-ls
As Maxk swno up the preaching of Jesus, he cane amouncing that the
Fingdom of Ced has "arriveds! Dy thie he did not mean that the usual
observancs of the Torsh was now prominent, but something had happened
uhich had nob happened Leforee In the SeptuaginG, the word
transiates the Hebwew naga and the framaic ntia for "reach or "arrive,"
e enphasis 15 on a historical facte The accounts in Matthew and Luke
gcen %o place John ab the dividing line. This is aliopether in hamony
vith the first chapter of Mark,' Afber Johny the Kingdon of Cod has
arrived in -J:::.':s..:"5 Te parables of the Kengdom scem to swport this
cphasis on the present situations The sower, the sced; and tho mustard
seed (Mavk Iy) all stress scmefiing happening nowe! Otto takes the
sover and the ceed parables as one and givos the meaning as one: the
Kingdna of Cod grows without man's ability, quictly, scoretly, auntomabie
1ye The nrocess is working mysteriously right nows in heaven this will

Dodd seces no point in making the o parables ons,

O
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not ba the caos

bub amhasizes the harvest in both casese In the case of the sower, the

Tarmer will nod be dissunded by the bare spotss as for the seced growing
secretly, the point is that Jesus is ready to narvestet? The vicw that

the prrebles of Miark hove a comon object, to confim the glad tidings of

159tt0, one Cites Do 199
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the Kincdan oo o power already ah work in Jeous seeas ¥ bo a good one,20
The parablos of the hidden treasure anl the costly pearl in lark L present
thie Kingdon os a goody attraclive, wincome thing, #As @ blessing; it
does not demond, bub arcusse search axd exertion by its atiractiveness
and valuo, It bocones a goal when the valuo is raa.lized.zl The eloment
of sacrifice should not be overlooked in those %o porablese In fact,
the stress nay not be so much on the valuo of the Kinglom as on the idea
That it is worth the coste Implicit in this is thot the Kingdom is
Joined with the cause of Jesuse In offect he is tolling his follciers,
Wlon agree thot the Kingdom is goode Here it is if you drop your caubions
Followr mee"®® Jaopus saw the Kingdom as abtendant wwonhis comings

Pub Maxk also indicates that Jesus preached the Fingdom as still in
the fubure, -ho roiorence inlark 9227 to Yentering? the Kingdom is
contrasted o J‘e {rva  vmich uowid indieate an eschatological nabures
The gtatenont by Jesus that he would drink new wine in tho Kinxdenm of
God (1he25) weuld also be a reference to #o future.®’ The "Little
Apocalypse® of laxl: 13 croatés a problem at this points Dibelius saye
this chaptor comg into being beeauss the early Christicns wanted a
Uealendar® for the Bingdome As such it contained familiasr words of Jesus
but was mwh veally his work, e points out that Jesus hed nothing to

do with veckoninge If thoy weally were of Cody, the people would know

200tto, Ope Cilies De The
2iThides pre 1208
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te tinos. He wantied o recognition of the tines, not a z'ad{oninguah of
coursa theve lc a good deal of truth in this view, The words eould still
have cone fran Jesus, hovevers dJesus hinsel? could have rewczied thosa
apocalyptic naterlels 4o cnphasize the "not yoi! rather than the calendsy,
Taking the erlsls of the Yemplo's destruction ond the atiendant warsg
Jesus uses thase cvents, not %o date e end of the age but to warn the
People that the Lines were not seb by men bub by Goc’..as In either event,
thera is anpie cwidence fron Mark thet Jesus smr not only the present
aspecis of the Kingdom, bub slsc its fubturs £ulfiliment. !
is double view of the Kinzdom lay 2 claim %o Messianship, Jesus
spoke of the fingdom as o ner, wniquae, desisive actlon of Cod, bubt this
action was identified with the ba:lnning of his public ministrye, He aloo
Spoke of 1t as xenching 1ts full formn in the i‘:::!'.uregz6 The Irinadom is
thus intimatcly connecbed with the life and work of Jesuse This is the
position of the Messiah who 1s 1o be the instrument of the Divine Drealing

Ine?l Hew this achbually worked out Docomes-apparent in o discussion of

The Teaching of Jesus about Hlo York

Jogus definitely taughd his disciples thet he must suffer and &o.
According o lavk and 9231, Jesus Vbegan to teach then that the Son

2ltaryin Dibeliy U5y Jesus urmwlm’,e&. 17 Ce D¢ Hedrick and Fe Ce
Crant (Philadelghiat Yoot » Press, celShP)s Pe T0s

25 oman, OPe Ciles Die 55wl

26y, v, 7 Filson, Jdesus Chreist the Risen Lord (fow York: Abingdon
Prasaa Gn1996)g Pe 1 102,
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of Nan must sullers” Such a doctvine represented a new teachinge Hot

only was b new, it was absolubely blasshenous to tho Jews Tnere had
elways baen the idea thab gsuifering now is revarded lutery bub this .
suffering iu deliniiely ascribed o the Son of Man, Josus does nob say
"IY must suffer, as though the expericnce is only a personal nisforbunes
he teaches that the Son of Man smst suffer thich gives the fact a
Hesslanic significances Thus Josus inbroduced another new idea in the
Messianic r:-llc.aa Although the people expechted a populary poweriul
conqueror, Jdesus beran to teach that ho must suffer and dies

Jesus hinmscl? realised that his whole 1ife was %o culminato purposew
folly in his death. To himy however, the suffering was not a meaninzlass
catastrophey he uns doing it for menee’ From the three grest passion

( 9331, 10333) as well as £rom 10skS and 1he2h, it is

evident thai Jesus foced suffering and death with a clear wnderstanding
of the purpose which the Frihor wanted him to flfille Y

ne disciples were not ge enlightensde They recognized him as
Nessioh by the timc of Peter's confession {8:27£7.) bub Jesus had to
show then hie deathe lence the three provhecies in rigthmic patiern afer
Cacserca Mrilippie s Thie background for those words is the Suffering
Servant of Isajah 53 and by using this idea Jesus adds this importent
tasic to hic roles The disci;:ias Imenr the Ssrvant must suffers dJeosus

by identifying himsel? with that figure shois thalt he muet do the sane.

)
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The "must? G5 not a blind febtallity, it is the innor necessity from his
callinzs U5 save is his purpose in coming, and to save is the purpose
£ his suPforing.os
Wo metoptors are important in the teaching of Jesus aboub his works
both are sacrificiales In 10:h5; ihe price paid for deliverance from sin
and judgeent is stressed,; a "ransom for many.” In 122}, the Wblood of

the covenant” is continle this ratifiecs the covenant between God and

@en causing a relationship of fellowship and obedience baged on rodenpe
tlon and weconciliation, These two passages especially debermine the

enses They ghow thot Jesue thought of his surrendercd life as a selfe
offering to Cod in the nane of men zud for their cakee -

The Last Supper is an even cleorer prediction of the death of Jasus
and its meaninge On this occasion he refers to the coming death in the
gyisolic ach and inberprebs it with his wordse He shows that it will not
be a defonts He promises that the result will rsther be for the benefip
of his people ard $hob he will be with them againgh

Tous the work of Jesus centers in the cross.. As llessiab, ke was no
mere politicyl defendor, nor even only a transcendent Judge, but was in
truth the liessiah, because he wes to suffer and die for men, According
Yo Marl, the very heart of the nystery is that the glorification of the
Son of Han, the suprame spocalyptic eventy could only come throvgh the

sulferings of the Scrvent of Isaish 53.57
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Thus Jesus pointed his 1ife to the crosse The only good reason for
The consistent prominonce which the carly Church accorded he cross is
that Josue himsclf mode it 20430
Jesus, we may conclude taught concerning his work, that it was %o

consist in o sacrifice for men and thod this was his role as Son of Han,

Hessiah,
Gonelusion

The teaching of Jesus hag a definitely Messianic character. The
very authorily with which he spoke gave evidence of his superdor ability.
The parables can be understood most profitsbly in relabtion to Jesus
hinself as he presented men with the mystery of the Kinglom of God which
had arrlved with hinm and would reach 1ts fulfillment in hime Thus the
teaching of Jesus iz’ mub G0 be saer only as the utbersnces of a famcus
nang nor was Jesus content to give reneral miles for holy livings Hes
was concentvabting on the rcpentance of those whon ho was addressing
because that was imporbant. Iis listoners wers to understand the dsmand
23 a eign of the coming kingdon of Cody, and indeed already presezﬁ;.37
lost imporbant, Jesus taughd that the p:'.ﬂ_mary nature of his work was in
the auffering and death which he must undergo for his followers, Iis

Hesslaheliip consisted in his ransoning nes by the blocd of the covenante

35;":!.1505, e Cites Pe 1iis
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JESUS Al THE OPPOSITION

The ministry of Josus produced quite a reaction among the people,
bub not 21l of that reaschion was goode In the preceding wio chaplersy
Wwe have dealt nriuneily uith fevorcble witnoss 4o the 1ife of Jesuse
The witness of those who d4d nol follow Jesus iz also importante Maxk
preseats this side of the sbtory aleoe The witness of these conflicks
between desus and his cpponents is also worthy of investigetion, DZach
significant ineident recorded by Maric will be studied individually and
the avparent conclusions drawn, Several of the "conflicts® have been

deal’ with in other chapborse These will not be .analyszed here,

The firat notable conflict ceours already in the sccond chapher of

Hark, wherc he voconds

]

1S

tory of the paralybic (211=12)s The.controe
Versy ariscs because Jesus deres %o say, "Son, your sins are forgiven
you? (2:8), This con be understood either as the exercise of az diving
prerogative or merely as the assuranse that Cod offers forgivenesse Ib
is quite clear thot the sceribes realized that Jesus was mt merdly
offering asaux ;-.'.me.l ™is was a situstion of healing and to the Jarish
mind forgivensss and rocovery wore comnocteds They had z saying, "thers
is no sick men healed of his siclmess watil all his sins have been

forgiven hiinm,"e Por this there was no real anaiopy in historye lathan's

%1a By Swebe, Toe Gogpel According o Sbe ilazik (Orand Rapides
Ferdnans, 1956), e S0e
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words (2 Same 12:13) chow a sinilarity, bub are not a parallele Uathan
Dames e nanc of Ood with the assurance osi‘ ;t.z'ubh, bhut Jesus scems o be
doing this with eonly his owm perscn as authenbication. This dispels the
ﬁea that Jesus was eimply stabting an assuring thoughte further, not
only & koowledse of the case is displayed; action is irplieds Forgivew
hess is %isd in wilth cuving and Jeses fecls hinself able to mediabe that
forgivencsse The significant foabuve is thab Jesus uses the term "Son
of Han® awd dows it Yon earth.” This is not a function any mm might
fulfill, What is mwro, the action is prophetic and not morely declaras
Borye The speaier is One from God and endowed with divine éu’u,ms. a
claim then is a lieseianic one and the incarnation mystery is pert of ite

The ons speaking is in trath the Son of Cody bubt ke took the Zorm of a

. Bervant, Leing found in the likeness of mn.3 The dispute is a liessianic

one and Jesus is definitely wmdergbosd by the opposiiion %o lay claim
to that voles

The disturbance gaused in tho housc of Levi (2:15-17) because Jesus
ate wlth "pubiicans and sinners,” again shows the departuve of Jesus
from apcepbed siandawrdse A creabive purpnse relative to the Kingiom of
God can ba seen in this incidents Jesns had in mind not merely to aceopt
what he found but o make a changes e describes the change as making
the sidc wholes This was in divect contrast to the Faarisces' "Eirds of
a feather flodk together® idsae. He cano not o fall in with the rigite
eous; but Lo change the sinnerse, He dmue #ot %0 be minigtored unitc, but
to ministers In other wordg, he came to seck and o save thab which was

loste lle cnme to sinners with a view to making thoem into the people of

3Taylor, ope cibes De 201,
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. Gods™ This was corbainly nob the Pharisaic idea of the Mesgish, Wilh '
their rationalistie, royal expectations it is quitc natural that they b
siould exnoch to find the lMaessioh associabing with then and in the posis
tion of honor, The whole enigua of Jesusy his hwblc birth, his refusal |
to have any sort of bendewagon campeirn, was made aven worse Ly the

people with whoa he wa

Q

associating, The Pharisees see no possibility ‘
of any greabuess in t1is mane Marlk; by including their nogative reaction,
is heavily underscoring the true natuve of the Hessishship of Jesus,
ubich 15 according to Cod's purposs rather than man's pabierns He came
with a tagk, and that task was Messianlc in its truo sense, not just in
& politlical comobabions

The next question recovrded by liark is concernsd with fastings The
diselples of Jesus did not fast aas did those of tho Fharisees and Johne .
Jesus anmwers this question with a veference to the w’:ﬂ- ?‘ 5 o AcCoRie
ing %o Toylor, genoral conslderations favor interpieting V'{:# <f i gas a
Hesslanic expressions dJesus by using this Sem, was making a silent
assupilon rather than a public clains The. assumption is thwab he is the
fesgish and the Kingdom is present in him, It is therefore incumpatible
with a sitvation so joyous that hio grommsuen mowrn,” In effech he says
that in hic peorson as well es his teaching and mighty deeds, the Kingdom
of Cod has come among mens The peculiarly close relationship of his

diseiples %o hinm dobermines the ripghtness and wrongress of what they dos

S0, in reality he claims %o be the insugurator of the Kingdca of God and

L3, 1, Bowman, The Intention of Jasus (Failadelphia: Vestminstor
Pressy cal9l3)y phe 201=205e TR

Stayior, o0 Siles De 210
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the relabion of men o him determines thelr melation to thab I‘i:?.ngdon-s
The pamiviss Lmmedlabely folloving serve %o substantiate hio woxde,
Raklng clear thol hewre 1o now maberisle Azein, the Fharigees have given
valuable testimony in the racord of Harke They have shown that 1wt agy=
one could do as he pleased in the matier of true roligion, When an
imovaior came along ho was quostioned and opposeds Pub Jesus mests
such oprosition with the auithority of his own persons e could change
beecause he was the ong throush xrﬂ:o'.a:.God was Intervening and malinz the

chance, -lo was the

ua

ridegroon, e one thal really counited.

W Dirsh lance, the problen reised by the dlsciples in eating and
plucleing grain from the cornfield (2:23«28) ic a winor one of brealking
& law vhich was being used too strlctly anyuaye This 15 possibic.
However, there is ansthor aspect whidh shonld be considerede In the
lair of ancient days already, and cerpainly in Jewlsh thinking, the
Sabbath wos a sorb of riitucl forstasto of the true Sabbath or iessianic
Ages This wowld be the true and ehornal Reste Thisz would give the
Fharisees real cause for angers The actions end atiitude of Jesus were
such that he appeared %o be the lord of the Sobbathe To tho Fharisees,
this was the vourping of a right that belonged only %o the lossialie
Jesus want right along with such an idea bub also naintained that the
Hesslamic Age had arrived in hin, The reference 4o David®s deed when
he was in Hob (1L Sane 212le5H) would thes be very appropriaies lic apnealed
%o David not only because he was such an illustrious ancestor, but rather

because tho Hesslah is a son of David snd David is a type of the Messishe!

GBotit‘aan, Ope Cibey Phe 190,

Ta, M, Hunter, Iig Sogpel According to Ste Hark (London: SR Pross,
19"48}3 Pita Lh2g,
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The healing of the man with the withered hand would be part of this
same discussions It is interesting that the Gospels conbtain seven heale
ing miracles done on the Ssbbathe Apparently Jesus had healed so often
on the Ssbbath that the enemies came, not to worshipy bub to watche Thus
his question, “Is it lauful 4o do good on the Sshbath or to do eviimd
The Ssbbath must have been 2 real issue in the ministry of Jesus there=
fore, On one side was Jesus emphatically and frequently asserting his
authiorliy over this day, and on the other were the Pharisces and religious
leaders opposing overy such assertions The conflict strengthens what
Hark has been saying in other ways. Jesus is definitely meking Messianic
clains and the opposition of the Pharisees shows just how well they
realized that factse Thelr witness 15 negetive; bub it is still witnesse

The idea of Iingdoms in conflict (3:23=30) has been dealt with in
relabion to the teaching end activity of Jesuse However, one other point
is vory significante Jesus gives a very strong warning o his accusers
about blaspheming against the Holy Chost, which Hark says was in relation
to their saying that he had an unclean spirit (3:30)s The charge Gcc 52551

Zye1  wes diroctod in fact against the mveirs 47757 not Just

the spirit of a man, but the mvss«+ J5»3 which pervaded and cone
trolled hime® Here it is the very nature of Jesus that is in cuestions
The Fherisces, in trying to accomt for the supernatiral power of Jesus,
tried to ascribe that power to SrsSeds SA  rather than the only
other possibility, Cod himaclfe Jesus not only denied their statement
but asserted his divine nature, By including this story, Iark leaves

aIb:ld., De LiGe
Jsuete, ope Cltes Pe 636
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very 1little doubb aboub the true nnture of Jesuse The Pharisees were
in conflict with the very .

The whole secbion of Mark 7tl-23 shous a distinet contrast botieen
the Fharisees ond Jeous on the use of lmie ‘The strict piety of the Jews
rested voon thelr interpretation of the "Bible.! Josus used the Bible in
refuting them, bub he did not derive his wessaze from ite e 1wz cowld
have shoun men the will of God if they hed used it proverlyy but they made
a logal systen of ite Therefore Jesus must now announce whab obtains in
the Kingdem of Uody namely the pure will of CGode He did this as onc wuho
hinself jmew the will of Ged withoub any supporting ergusents To the
Fharisees, this wos heresyell Josus acted with the authority of ono who
Was in the closest relebion to Gode That this was the casey and not just
the activily of ancther teacher, the Pharisees demonstreted by their
opposition,

The conflicts in HMark 12 ave of this sawe natures 'hen Jesus asked
absut the relation of David 4o the Messier {12:35=37) he brought moro
lighd into the true nature of the Keoselshe Fvery Israclite held thab the
promise of ebernal sovercignby was given to Davide This backeground of
¥essianle prophecy appears in Isaiohg Hieah, Jeremish, Beelicl, and
Zecharishe In the “sain of Solomon 17123 u-'-‘; AdnidS sseurs for the
first time as a $itle of the Hessishe It is rather fretuontly used thorve=
affere™l lany of %he contermoravies of Jesus sew Hie losdership of the

great son of David to be both spiritunl and political (2 Same 7212, . .

L0artin Dibelius, Jogus, translated by Ce De Hedrick and ¥, C. frant
(Priladelphiat WestminsGar Froos; cel9hf)s pe 126.

Vepstar Da]mans The Words of Jesus, translated by D. ¥e Kay (Rainburghs

Te & To Clark, 1902), Phe Si0Ta




52

Ioe N:2l, Jore 25:5)s Josus accepted the view in a spiritusl sensey bub
had {0 be wary of lobiing the politicel and military connotations be
prominente ‘he title could give a partly false impressionet? Thus his
Question here uas to awalen reflection in.regard to his true position,
A5 a Hessiah who had been cslied "Loxd® by King David, with 2 throne at
the right hand of God, he ecould be no successor of David in the literal
and political sense onlye. He placed the Hessiahship on a much higher
!‘:ey.u Poalm 110:1 45 quoted which shows the honor of the Messiche 2o
think of the leszish as only a son of David is not cnoughy in fact it is
Wronge Iils descent Lo more than thabte 1% 1s right to ecall him this
only in the sense that Paul uses it in Hom. 123, a descendant according
% the fleshe lils dignity didn't come from thet origin, however, it
cane from his true standing which was ab the right hand of Godolh

0L ecourse the greatest conflich was the one that finally cost Jesus
his 1ife, Dihslius rives a pretiy good swmary of this event emphasizing
three foaturczdd® He says that first of s11 the journey up to Jerusalea
uag noi thet of a pilgrime He was carvying the eall of the Hingdom of
Cod from the province %o the capitale This is perhaps not =8 much a
fovenent from the country to the toum as Dibelius makes ity bul the essenw

tlal idea secms righte Seccondlyy the ejoction of the traders is considered

12r, ¥, "ilgon, Jegus Christ the Risen Iord (Hew York: Abingdon Press,
Cel956) 5 e 1hle :

Lhe Te J» Nawlinson, Mo New Testanent Doctrine of ihe Chrish
(Londons Tongmans, Greon and Ude Lides 1920)p Da 32e

U, Iohse, Hawk's Nitness to Jesun Christ, (Londons Lusterworth
Press, 1955), pe Lle

Y5Dibeline, obe Cltes DPe 9286
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as definitely liessianic by Dibeliuvse A prophet could do this bub there
is ro indicabion that Jesus mede his stand es a prophete e did it as
hinself’; ihe lessiahe Mnally the crucifixion had to be a matter of
Nessiahship, The poople, the religious leaders, and the Romams killed

Jesus because he 1aid claim to the throne, He claimed %o be the MHossianie
m.

Conclusion

The 1ife of Jesus was theroughly permeated with conflict, This very
conflich was usually centered on the claime which he mades These qlaims
were objectionable becouse they were clains which the Messish alone could
nalkes Jegus was therefore either the Hessish; or an imposter, becauss

he delinitely node thab claime In any ovenS, Mark's cnphasis on the

opposition sw:rests that large prevogatives were claimed by Jesuss




CHAPTER VI
THE MESSIANIC SECRET

Albert Schwoitser asks the following cuestions amonz others in a
discussion of the Hesslaliship of deoues

Wihy docs Jesus fivst reveal His Messiahship to the discinles at

Cacgarea Philinpd, not at the moment vhen He sends them forth to

presch? How does eber know without having been tcld by Jesus
wiat the Hessiahship belonge 4o his laster? Vihy mmst it remain o

seeret watil the "reswrrection®? Why does Jesus indicate His

sesglshaliip only by the title Son of HMan? And uhy is it that thls

title is so fay fyom prominent in primitive Christian theologye
These questions cun up rother woll the difficulties which have riven risco
%o the problen of the ilessianic Secrebe This concept was originslly
advanced by Willizm Wrede in his book, Das Hessissgeheinnis in den
Svengelien (Uoettingen,; 1901l)e IDriefly stoted, the problem ralsed by the
Gospel of Havi is thot there is apparently a definite concealing by Jesus
of his llessishshipe According to lirede, Jesus did not reveal himself as
liessiah on earth, bub the Church resd this into the account at a later
date, based on its idea of the reswrwections® Wrade's reason for invente
ing the Messianic soerab was that he was puszled by the subilety of the
Lord's clainse !lo feld that the early Church must have believed that Jesus
vas the Hessish bub could £ind no such claims in his authentie ubteronces,
Therefore the Church said that ke told the disciples not to prociain the

fact until after his remn‘recﬁitm.s

IAbert Sehweitzer, The Uuest of the Mistorical Jesus, translated
s =) ) £ ilistorsi, esugy tranglated by
We Hontgomery (London: Adam and Charles Blacky 191l)s Pe 532e

£ 2yincent Taylor, The CGogpel According to Ste Paxk (London: Macmillsn,
1992)’ Pe 1224

3¢ e Dowmn, fhe Intention of Jesus (Philadelphiat Weshuinster Fress
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TIb is not at ail Lipossivle that the emrly Christians knew fron the
very fivst that Jesus uns the Nessiahe The very placard on the cross
ghowed that the clain of Jesus wes recognized by the Jewish leaders ond
by the Remans who were eyewitnesses of the orenbsel Indeed the cruci=
fixion is unintelligible unloss Jegus was condenned as a Mescianic
Pretenders Furthemore, the entry into.the city of Jerusalem and the
trial befove the Sarnodrin, all indicate the existence of a decidedly
Yesslanic tensione”

e misunderstanding of the diseiples, upon which lirede based much
of his thosis, must be seen properly in its contexbs Their ayes and
ears wore Llessed above otherse Theiws was not so much a lack of wnder=
Standing s an actual recictances The resistance was to the fach thaot
the Son of Han mmst sufers Such an idea wes counter to all expectation,
He was the miler of heavan, the judges not the suifering onee A close
study of thae enbire !aresn account leads one %o believe that Jesus indecd
Yaught aboub his Mossishohip bub that the disciples resisted that Leaching
becavse it was so foreign to thems Using the distinet titles Son of Hang
he presented a role of sufferings the disciples had to learn this from
him alone, and they came o the reelization very slowlye Thus Jesus
alone would be responsible for the promuigsbion of the doci;rﬁ.ue-ﬁ

A bobter answer %o the problem lies in the view which Jesus had of
his Messishshipe To hi_.vx; it was very fmportant that he be knowm oz the

bg, Vo 7ilson, Josus Chrieh the Hison Jowd (New York: Abingdon Press,
001956), Ds T5e

STQ:?"lﬂI‘, _QE. _qi_"t.'n_.’ BPe 122f.
6rugors 0tto, The Kin-dom of Cod and the Son of Man, translated by
-] e

Floyd Filson and loriran Leswiolf {Lomion: LutLemwo ess, 1951),
PPa 253=255,
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right kind of Hessiche On the Mount of Tranafiguration, Jesus told the
disciples to wait with the revelation-of what they now knew until after
bis resurrections Thic was the keye Only those who belioved in hin as
the erucified and risen Christ could make = true confession of him as
lessiahe Iwen the mirvacles covld mt and dared !.:ni: be understood apari
from his death and resurrection; Jesus therefore enjoined silencs after
nany of thame I he only wanbed %o keep the acts secrct, he certainly
faileds 5ub Mavic's record aboub the silence eajoined seens o remind
bis readers that the Jesus who worked in Judea and Galilee was the ons
o also died and vose again.7

In addditlon to thisy Messiahship was to Jesus not only a stabus bub
an activitys Ifc was Messiah in the healings, the exorclems, the suffer
ing, dving and rebwm in florys lMessiahship was that which he did, that
uhich the “ather was pleased to accomplish in hime Though Messiah
already, he saw thal the essential feature of thab Hessishship lay in
fulfilling his destings” liis sufferibg and desth werc basics

A final reason for the silence enjeined by Jesus was that by its
very nature the knowledge of his lHessiahship was incormunicablee He
asiked others 4o confese his Hessichship as a product of -their spiritual
insizht, rathor than after his oun blunt claim which would more.than
likely bring only scorne’ Tey were te believe, not mevely assent %o

scmething they had heards

e Lohoey lark's E‘Sitnes;.r %o Jesus Christ (London: Luttemsorth Press,
1955), De 57.
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ALl this really reints to the fach thab mere signs, works, or enthue
slastic feclings wore b a oufficient brsls to Jeous for an understanding
of his Mepglahohine T4 rather depended on {he insicht given by Cod and
comocted with his central purpose, ransoaing the manye

Tmo the ineidont on the rosd %o Onosores Philippl bLecomes a Local
point, Uo matter how insuflicient the chronology in tho Cospel accowmits
my be, one thing is cleor from laxiz 812707, and its porallels: ¢he old
tradition once distinguished in strictnoss bebuween a time when Christ
did not dlsccuss his Hesslanic vole with the disciples and a time when he
dide The o bimos are separated by the confession of Patore This shows
that the hasis had 4o be a gift from Gode dJesus eould accept Peter's
corfession becouse it came from Gods He not only could accept the cone
Teszion, it was the basis on which he could procecds <he fact that the
Transtiuration folleve fmmediately afber Cseserea Fhilinpi shous the
importance of that confessione What Poter hed confessed was there
cmfinmd.m

Such 2 view iu in accordance with the way Jesus used the Son of I
titles OF the “ourtcon times the tomy Son of Man, is used, twelve ave
aber Coesercn Fhilippi, Secme scholars hold thob Jesus uvsed the desipna=-
tion only after this evend and thab the other wio times simply mean "mongh
iis is not necessarve Josus indcod avoided the title "Hessiah" but only
because ke wantod true insisht into his rdle rather than a trave of
excibenerd resulting fren politicel oxpectationss [His choice of the tem,
Son of ilan, avoided such a danzers Since the itle was such a Wwvelld

Jesus eould well heve used it before Cooserea Miilippi withoubt naldng asy

100'%1."0, _p_:!_. _c.g_-';Z.’ Pre 119423.
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specifically Messianic vretentions to his disd.ples.n After suca a
confession as that of Peter, Jesus could then go on to further instmction
and exnlanation 25 o the exach purpose of the Son of Hane

After Caeseren Fhilippi, the Nessishship was no longer veileds It
is aqulie conceivable fhat the entry and praice given %o Jegus (11:9) were
Hessianice “he greching, "Dlessed is he that cometh in the nome of the
Tord," was wsed to grect the pllgeinms coming o the feast and quite
general, Ag such it woo not necessarily Hessianice Also the phrase
"Blessed is the Winydem thot cometh, fhe kingdom of owr father David,®
could uoll be the ery of the exvltant people grecting the prophet who
proclaimed the Xingdome lovertheloss, Messianic overtones camot be
completoly ruled oube Thad it was probably a tumilious entry, is seen
algo in the cleansing of the temples Jadus could thorefore hove been
seized spocifically as a Mcesionic insurgente Pilate did not know the
docirine of the Lon of lian, He asked, "ire you the king of the Jeus."
Jesus replied to him with an affirmotives Defore the Sanhedrin, houover,
desus definitcly associated Messiahship with the Son of Man and laid
clain to ite22 Josus scams to have reclized his Messiahsnip and laid
clain %o ite That Jesus did not work for a miblic reputation as Messiah

in his early nministry is not necessarily proof that he made mo such claim,
Conclugsion

The Meseianic confossion was a basic part of the very first tradition

of the Church, Iin gap existed between the death of Jesus and the first

i, e Kurber, Tie Gospel According to Ste Mark (Tondon: SQM Pross,
1948)5 pre Llt, :

120'“‘:0, Dhe _G_‘i_._ﬁo’ e 223-225,
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proclamation of his Messiabshipe This knouledge, hosevey, had %o come

froa Jesus himsclfe T+ was hardly possible for the disciples to have

used e death as a basic festurce simply on their ome “ome say the
disciples wead the suffering ondurad by Yesus into the Son of ian idea,
Bub Mavk implics thet the disciples &id exactly the opposite and thet
Jesus alone proclaimed 1'5.13 Thus i% i3 nob necossary to say that Jesus
himeel? hed no intendion of proclaiming his Hesgishship simply because

of the ¥llossianie Secrote” The opposite is rather proved, that even this
Was pert of the deliberate teaching and proclamation of desuvs so that

Hessidiship on iis true plane mighit be esteblisheds

5, 135433500 ilanson, Jecus the Hessiah (Zondons Hodder and Stoughton,
1922), FDe 2=104e




- GIAPTIR VIX
WiE STRUCTURL OF NARK

A final area of imvestigation will be the structure which Mark gives
Yo his storye The attempt will be to show that Hark had a wnified and
consistant goal which he was pursuing,

A% firat glance, the story seems meacre and theologically leans Come
pared with Hatthew there is very 1ittle ethical teaching and very 1little
of ihe Kinpdom as a growing societys The Sexmon on Zhe lounty the parebles
of the tares, the neb, the laborers in the vingyard, all avc missinge In
contrast to Luke there is little on prayer; the stories of the seventys
the gentiles, end other accounts uhich feature the poor and outeasts are
alco ao..eaw.l

This apparent lack of of material, howover, only emphasizes the reason
for looking at the structure, HMark does not set brevity as his only goale
Often the story is quite pictorial and full. Several times he gives the
scene of a narrative (eegey Ltl)s He rentions on another occasion that
e grass was green (6339)e Again, he records the fear of the disciples
(6350)s These details would hardly be included if Mark only wanted %o be
brief,?

% boging by quoting o welleknown Messianic passages (lials 311,
Ise U023)e These are presented as £ulfilled in the mission of Johne

1A, We Fo Dlunt, Tae Gospel According o Ste Hark (O:xfords Clarendon
Pross, 191L), pe 520 ~

2Re Py Could, The Go ccording to St Hark, in T™e Internaticnal
Crition Somentiy loe Forit Soiag v 22 e
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The comnection with Jesus is quite difinites he is the fulfillment of
Prophecys

the very next ovent vecorded bir HMark is a great testimeny to the
divine nature of this Messiah as he was ealled in the first verses [e
is called the Beloved Son by God's woice at his baptism,| Some look ab
this bapbisn in an edopticnistic 1ight, mintaining that £V 86 K%r-
impiiss a present clection, and thus ruling out a pre-existent conditione3
Such a view is difficult to maintain. The voice £rom heaven quotes two
Separate passages from the 01d Testamenbte <he first part is a coronation
formila for the lesaglanic king (Ps. 2¢7); the second is the ordination
formila for the Suffering Servant (Iss 1211)e] This combination could st
once annoint the lMessianic king and ordain the Suffering Servante Jhus,
Hexk indieates mlveady at this early point that the very nature of the
Hessiahship of Jesus igsued in the cross; a theme certainly censistent
with the whole booke AL no point is 4% necessary to think of this as a
now revelation to Jesuse The King's son does not need o be t0ld who he
1s ulien he asconds the thrones Furthermore; the Servant is confimmed
herey not instituteds Tae official confimmation is hereby placed on the
Hessianic rcle of Jecus as both riler and sorvanty this theme is developed
later in the boold

He story of the temptation which immediztely follous the baptisn,
bears out this Hescianle significances Confimmed as Hessich, Jesus is
now templod to take some other way to fulfillment of his role rather than

SHlunty ope cites Ps T7a

L3, V. Bouman, The Intention of Jesus (Fhiladelphias Westminster
Press, ce1543), pre S0=l0s
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the way of suifering vhich has just been prosented to lﬂn.s The account
in Hark siuply vecords the cvent and B'i.gnzlfieanﬂ;'y shows that 1% is a
battle \'.-rl".:.'u Saton ubich the Messlah must faces This opposition is very
prominent in the rest of Hark as he showe the conflict bebween Jegsus end
the demona, i

Wlth such an aszertion of Divine Sonship and Hessianic roley Mark
then presents the historic menifestation of this Christe He comes with
te message that the k'ln.,g,m‘-,om of Cod hes exrrived and asis for repsntance
and belief in the Cospel (1515)e - This is carried oub es Jesus colls the
first participents in the Ner Age, he four diseiplese From this point
ony ihe nirhty worlsing of the Kingdom of Cod is evidente Hark »ecomis
0% only simificant werks bub also pives the reaction of the people in
Rany instoncese Thedr impression underscores the accounts By his constant
emphasis on the opposition of the demons Mark cvidently trics f.:o show thab
this is a war bebtween two !:in.{«;iaas; the Fincdom of Cod and the kingdom of
Satan (3:2007,)¢ Mot only the opposition of Ssian, the emmity of the
Faarisees and scribes is also intwoduced ab an early stagee As scen in
chapter Tive, this opposition arises primarily becavse the sctions and
clains of Jesus were specificelly Hessianice Thus the early period shows
Jesus as ai one time popular and hateds Both reactions were due %o his
usual mles

In the Tifth chapber of Mark, the withdrayel of Jesus from his own
country stresses agsin the war between hin and the ldingdom of Satang bub
also shows ihe importance of faith in him ag indieated by the stories of
Jairus,and the diseased woman, %his is almost anticipatory to the rejection

srnid., Phe 33-3405
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by his oun combey as vividly portrayed in chapter sixze 4 definile glimpse
of wvhat all 4his will load to is ghven in the sending of the Guelve
(6:7220)3 4o pericope about Hevod and Jshn is entively in line with the
tenor of 1{:,;3:-:::-3:-:?_')11.6

The real elimam: in the Cospel is the confession of Peter on the way
%o Cassavca Pnilinpd (022702.)s ALl 3he cvents really leed wp o thi
Point and culminate in the cuesbion addreassed 4o the éisclplose Irom this
point on, Jegvs pelnbs Lis way bowerd the crogs and gpenly teaches aboub
his sutfering erd deathe !izacles and worke become secondary as Jecus
Prepares for the final taske The Transfigvration (911if,) confims Pobtorts
coalession and emhasizes asain the divine aature of this perscne

then abt lash tha Lopd approaches Jerusalen to offor his secrifico,
the reserve ahous his Messishehip is throm msaye The cry of the begar
2t derieho (1031:7) hes llessiandc 4 .mpiicat_om ab -the vory leaste In the
parable of Hhe vine r:u sus openly ro*:reaarr'c... himgelf aa the beloved
Son and $he helr in the midet of rejechion (12 1537)-

Tiis vejection culminabes in the Llast woelk itoclfs Merd: dovotes a
mjor section of his work to the record of those final days. ithen Caiphas
asks,y "irt Thou tho Chwrist?® Josus replies that he is and wdds a pruphecy
uhich eoncorns Nimsclf as the Son of lane It is further as Hessizh &b
he is condemned %o the crossy the title "FKing of the Jews® is bub Wihe

Christ" exmweecoed in borns intelligible %o a Roman judgoeed

”
oce ® ,.-ucue, _;.o 0-'5.’ 0 19ff.
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Tals is the £inal and culminabing zcenes The abrupt end of Hazk
Elves the fach hat Josus vosce The fach of his resurrection £its the
rest of the story perfectly. Jesis the Son of lMan was subjoeted o dacth
83 a rangom for tho many, bul then rose araine He is at one tinme servand

and mdor of all,

Conclusion

g, |

Hork has evidently abterpled to give a definite presentation of Jesus
8 the Messiahe IMirsy Jesus announces his Hessianic Kingdom (afier Maxl:
Bas ghom Bis divine, specisl position), then displays tiet Messianic
Power ab work and relates it specilically to himgelf, Af%er his-discivics
affira hig Veseinhohip he leads them into the understanding of it; his
suffering and denthe In his last days, theny he-assumes publicly the

liessianic role, roes o Jorusales with it and dies for thot MNessianic

01-'.153"20




CHAPTER VIII
COLHCLUBION

The Cospel acesrding to She Mezk is concornad with presentins the
histerical Jesus of Vasaroth as the divine=lmmen fHessiahe He further
mintains that the natuve of that leasishehip ic the combination of a
Sulferin: Servant who dies for the people amd a royal miler who is over
alle Tere are a mzber of means ly which Marl: presents this basic
Curistolorye

1t is signiticant that liark maltes a careful use of the various names
by vhich Jesus was knowne These are not haphazord references bub give a
By sided picbure of this one persons The picbure is mverﬂ:eieas conm
sistente The cvoud recognizes his suporior noture, the cnemiecs camno’
dony hig ability, ithe demons with their swernatwrsal insight realize that
his veuy noture fe divines ‘hat tie disciples should actually come to
the miareness hob Josus is the Messiah 4s quite logicel; since th © were
his close assoclotos and followerse The basic witness given by lawis,
howover, is thot of Jeovs himselfe e adopts a title uncommon in popular
liegsianic ermectations and uses it to present his cun distinet characters
By using the title, "Son of Han," Jeous not only avoids the danger of
political and popular misconcaptions, bub is sble to introduce his true
role as 2 Suffering Servanbe Thusy in his very usc of nonmes, Mark indie
cates how Jegus was regarded in his day and how he regarded himsel?, The
latter was definitely as llessiahy but in torms of the Son of Hane

Another cmphasis in lHark is on the public ninistry of Jesuse %o
agpects of thic minisiny are important; his activiiy and his teaching,
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With regard to the activity of Jesus, the best conclusion seens to be thad
it is the activiiy of the Messianic Apee Hot only do the crowds recognize
that the mighty acts being dona arve comparable to those predicted by the

Prorhetis, the enbive activity of Jdesus rives cvidence of the power of tho
Kingdon at worlte The tenching of Jesus is related to his activiiye Jecus,
in his teaching, molated hingelf to the Kingdom of Cod es its bearer and
agente IHis couse was the cavse of the Kinzdome Thus, the parsbles have

2 revelatowy significance by which Josus presented the t.mﬁ: of the Kingdom
and hie melation o ite Throushout the nublic ministry, Jesus woriced and
Yaught as the Messilah who brought the Kingdom of Gede An important aspoct
of this beaching was the instruetion which Jesus gave about his suffering
and deathe ’lore the Son of lan concent cmie to the foreground, as Jesus
Gaught that his rols was to suffor and dice This is nob the donial of

‘--535.?.'.‘.""1: v but 2ts true naturcs

-
ark

includes the £reauent oncounters of Jesus with tho opposition

primarily o document and underseore from the other side what he has been
presenting throuchoute The encmies opposed Jesus because of his Messlanie
claing and the way he exercized prerogatives allowed only o the Mesgishe
To say that Jesus made no such claims would hordly do Justice to the
witness o the opnositione

Vith repand to the so=galled Megsianic Secrety, it cerbainly dees not
Seen necessary to belicve that Jesus had no nretensicns to Fessiahshina
%he better explanation of #iis problem seens o be ot Jesus had to veil
his Messishchin wntil a bobler understanding of it based on his death and
rosurraction wns reschode The use of the title "Son of Han® served this
purpose wolle After the disciples come to the conviction thet he was the

liessiah, Jesus instructed them further about this suffering and denthe
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Before Cacuarea Fhilippl Jesus allowed his works and persoen to be the
Teobimony of his Hessiahshipe Af%cr the eonfession of the disciples, he
openly proclained his Messianic rolce

“hege are the main clements which make wp tho Christological emphasis
of llaxky as scen Ly this writere The sugzested conclusion is that the
Cospsl according to Ste Mavk presenis one consistont picture of a truly
historical Jegus of azareth who was the divine-hunan Hessiah of Cod
laying claia to thab Hessishship in his public ministry and fulfilling

16 thyowh his denthe Ap such he rightly foms the basis of our feithe
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