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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
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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,
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UEDFLren 1eITLOhlAchen Li LOrabuTy bR TEVio
University of Unicano rress, c.EST) » De 277a

35

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
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Deutscics Woorterbuch zu dn;z Sm.?'.r.v.f'ten Gos Neuen Testamonts u

S ung ger
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334 W umn.um, The Intontion of Jesus (Fhiladelpnia: Vestminster
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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
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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,
-9)-18)3 De Slie
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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
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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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