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that even the best textgwhich we possess are free from interpolations".(1)
Ve have quoted from Thompson at length because he is considered quite an
authority smongmodern oritlcs, and zlvee us & shining oxemple of how these
men deal with the Hew Testement text.

However, tho evidence for these verses 1s oastrong as the evidence for
the gonulneacss of the whole chapters. In a recent article’, Gresham
tiechen, hcs poworfully and scholerly demonstrated the integrity of the
Lukan narrative. He concludes his tather lengthy discourse, " Our con-
clusion then is that the entire narrative in Luke 1-2 finds both its
clinax end ite centre in the Virgin Birth of Christ. A superficlal read-
ing may lead 'to a contrary concluslon; but when one enters sympathetically
into the inner eplrit of theo narrative onc poesc that the Virgin Birth is
everywhere presupposed. The account of the lesser wonder in the case of
the forerunner, the delicate and significant way in which lary is put for-
word instead of Joseph, the lofty key in which the whole narrative is
pitched = all this 1s incomprehensible without the supreme mirancle of the
of the supernatural conception in the Virgin's womb, THE INTERFOLATIOX
HYFOTHESIS, therefore, not merely FAILS OF PROOF, but {so fully as can
reaponably be expected in literary oritlciem) IS POSITIVELY DISPROVEKR".(2)
"Gunkel dismisses all these interpolation theories as baseless. Dr.Chase
says of them in a recent paper: ' I cannot think there is a shadow of
Justification for regarding lLki 1,34-5 ... as an addition to the original
doocument, insorted either by 8t.Luke himself, or by soms unimown interpo-
lutor, and for thus eliminating the idea of the Virgin Birth from the
genuine Gospel ... The arguments brought forward sgainst then are wholly
subjective; and I hope that it is not arrogent to sey that these arguments
appear to me both far-retched and mechanical',"(3) This is the opinion
of able scholars on the integrity of the Lukan narratives, without even

(1) Thompson, "Miracles in the N.T.", p.149,
2) Machen J.G., "Princton Theo. Rev.", Vol XXV, Oct., 4927. P.586.
i’g OI‘I', .m V.B. 6f Ohl'ilf.., Ptj6-
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making mention of the impregnable acoount of Hatthew, "which camnnot be
opersted on in this fashion".(1) Vhat need have we for further witnesst?

That the critics are aware of the many loop-holes in their "interpolation
theory" is evident from the fact that they try to bolster it up with a whole
catalogue of aaditional arguments and objections. Since they are unable to
satisfactorly rid themselves of the supernatural Birth records by means of
textual oriticism, they turn to certain "internal marks" which are supposed
to prove that these narratives are later additions. Thompson says that
"doubt is thrown upon the narrative of Matthew, bzcause of its use of pro-
phecy, and its lateness and artificiality of tone".(2). ‘Keim argues the con-
nection between the first two chapters and the third is very loose.(3) In
Luke, chapter 1,5 - 2,52 is said to be foreign to the text and to Luke's
style in general.(4) Hilgendorf asserts that in the Acts of the Apostles,
chapter 1,1, "the Gospel of Luke is described as a treatise concerning all
that Jesus bogan to do and to teach until He was taken up. In this 'Toifiv
7 Kil did&eKeiv ', tne narrstive of Luke 1,5-2,52 cannot be included)
therefore those first two chapters were no part of the 'former treatise'."(5)

Once more we must say, tunere is nothing to favor these objections, save
the disinclination of the opponents to believe the Virgin Birth. The stylis-
ic evidence in both Gospels is so strong that only a biassed mind will not see
it. iiatthew is mainly concerned to bring his messaoge to his kinsmen and
naturally draws upon Jewish sources to drive home his arguments. He does
80 throughout the Gospel, and this very fact forces us to believe that he
is not only the author of chapters 1-2, but also of chapters 3-28, This
Apostle has a fondness for introducing his prophecies with the phrase,

"that it might be fulfilled", and he uses this uniformly throughout his

(1) Orr, "The V.B: Of Christ", p.57.

(a§ Thompson, "liracles In The N.T.", p.159.

(3) Orr, "The V.B. Of Christ", p.50.
(4) Machen, "The Princeton Theo. Rev.", Vol.2Y.,1906. Jenuary. P.44.
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Gospel, employing it five times in the introductory chapters. "The peculiar-
Gréek words and phrasos s0 comaon to0 the Hatlvity chapters, are also common
o the remaindor of the Gospel."{1) The game holds true of luke, Plummer
assorts,"The peculiarities and charmcteristiocs of Luke's style and dlction
run through our Gospel from ebhd to end, In the first chapters they are
perhaps more frequent than elsewnere".{2) Harnack, who himself does not
accept the Virglh Birth, is honest enough to admit, "the Infancy chapters
show unmigtakeable signs of Lukan authorship®.(3) VWe adduce one more wit-
ness = & vord from Kachen: "Indeed, the homuhtl.n evidence advanced for

the linguistio affinity of the birth narrative with the other Lukan writlogs
muf.‘, I think, be pronounced very convincing - far too convincing to allow
us to stop short with the hygotheslis of a common redactor merely".(4) These
internal ovidences plainly deny that there was a double authorship in either
of the Gogopels. Koeping this fact before our mind we shall have little dif-
ficulty with the remaining arguments that are brought forward on the ground
of "internal eviuence'.

It 1s next urged that oth Matthew and luke contradict thelr own story
of the Virgin Birth, not only in the Nativity chapteis,.but also in the
remainder of their Gospels. How then can we close our eyes to these glar-
ing inconsistencles and accept the narratives as historically sound? The
two verses of luke, for examzle, that have given the oritiocs so much troub-
le, namely Luke 1,34=35, are said to be without corroboration from the rest
of ‘the Infancy narrative, and even contradictsd by it, since the whole of the
first two chapters except these t.wo verses proceed from the supposition that
Jesus was the son of Joseph snd traces his Davidic descent through him,

They point to such phrases as "house of David"; the repeated ocourance of

- such words as " rov:‘ia ", applied to Jo-o'ph and Mary, and ")ﬁﬂfe.' applied
(1)cn::n, "The Ored., of the V.B.", p.4,

(2) Intern. Orit. Oomm. "The Gospel of Luke", p. IXIX,

(z orr' .m v.n. of Ohl'il'l'-'. p.?. - .Lm. n.r-.lrtl', pn-’;l
( ; Maochen, "Princeton Theo. Rev.", Vol.IV. January, 1906, p.h8.
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to Joseph; the significance of the "in the days of THEIR purifisation"; the
fallure of lary to understand, or her astonishment at the sayings of her
son and thoge of Simeon and Amna.(1) latthew is attacked in the same mann-
er, and 1s accused of ascribing natural paternity to Jesus in his genealogy
as well ap in the rest of his floupe‘.l.. Thua both evangelists speak of Jesus
in: te.rns. that are absolutely inconsistent with the specific verses that
carry the Birth story. In dealing with the chapters from Luke, Thompaon
lists moot of the objections we have mentioned above and finally draws the
conclusion; "The surer:we are that thege chapters are meant to be a narra-
tive of a mirsculous birth, the stranger it becomes that they should have
been written in such a way as to throw doubt upon thelr own essential
meaning", Of Liatthew he maintains,"He has no objection to speaking of Him
as the son of a hunan father,....,. and dsliberately inserts the idea of
Jogeph's paternity”.(2)

As .ntnt.od. above, theso objectlons arise from a desire to strengthen
the interpolation theory, but they 'Penr little weight in view of the fact

- that the authorship of the Gosples is so well establighed. If latthew and

Luke wrote the first and the third Gospel respectively, if l'vn:ry chapter

end every verse can be ostablished as genuine parts of these writings(3),

then surely also the objections to the "internal" inconsistencies must

fall, The very men who placed the "genorations" in their Gospels, spoke

of Jesus father and of his parents, desoribed llary's reactions under var-

ious oircumstances, etc., are the men who tell us of the miraculous Birth

of Christ, and yet are consolous of no contradiction between those narra-

tives, which say Jesus was born of the Virgin Mary, and others which trace

his descent through Jossph. ¥hat else can we conglude, but that there is

no contradiotion? liore than that, both Evangelists are very careful in

(1)Davidic descent - Both geneslogies - with lt.1,20 and Lk.1,27.32.69,etc.

"Parents! Lk,2,27.33.41.43,08to. "Father",lk,2,48,etc. "Purifiocation',
1k,2,22, "Astonishment of Mary", Lk.2,35.48,

s;; ?omp;::; ;":';;:;;l inN,T.", Lk.,p.150 - Mt.,p.150. (Mt13,55)
Pe & ) ®
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_t.hei.r genealogles not to say that Jesus was the son of Joseph. lintthew
beging, "Abraham bogat Isaac", end goes on repeating the formula dowmn to
"Jacob.begat Joseph"; then instend of proceeding in the natural manner,

he makes use of a remarkable periphrasis, saying, "and Jacob begat Joseph
the husband of lary,”of whom was born Jesus, who is called iChrist”. !h:l.s'
agreos perfectly with the Virgin Birth. Luke, on the other hund begins
with Jegus and traces his lineange Lack to God through Adem, His atate-
ment concerning the descent of Jesus 1s very eignificant - not for matur-
al patornity, but for the Virgin Birth:; "And Jesus himself began to be
wbout thirty years of age, being AB WAS SUPFOBED the son of Joseph." We
find nothing but substantiation of the miraculous Birth in the "tables"
of the Evengelists. Iost positive scholars maintain that these lists
oxpress the legel and not the physical descent of Jesus, and this seems
vory plausible.(1) When the writors therefore refer to Jesus as the son
of Joseph and Mary, or to Joseph as His "fathor", they have & perfect right
to do so. The terms used "do not necessarily imply anything more than
that there was really an adoptive relation between Joseph and Jesus, and
that Yesus before the world waec regarded as énc actual son",(2) Llatthew
and Luke were merely reflecting the popular opinion of the day. "The
omphasis on J?loph's Davidic descent rather than that of lary (Lk.2,4),

proves nothing, for it was the man only who would be considered as deter-

mining the place of enrollment,” As to Eary's peculiar actions, they do
not surprige us in the least. Ye have an analogy in the behavior of the
digciples, who never did understand their Lord until efter his Resurrect-
ion although he had taught them with great patience throughout his min-
istry, and revealed lHimself to them on many occaslone,
The opponentp of the Virgin Birth bring up many more argunents similasr
(1) Moolean &.J. "Hastings,"Dict. of the Bible", sub "Genealogies" -
He 1I.:l.l;i-.ai Tootcott, Barnerd, Allen, and Burkitt.

(2) lachen, "Princeton Tneo. Rev.", Vol.IV, January, 19C5. P.32.
(3) Same as (2)
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to tho onoc we have Juct treated, but we belisve we have answered some of
moot popular of tham, and are convinced that our main argument, namely,
that two intelligent and sincore writers have given us the narratives under
considoration without being aware of any contradiction whatsoever, covers
prectically every objectlon with regerd to the inoconsistancy of the individ
el writer. :

There 1o still another main objection which we must meet at this point.
The charge 1s preferred that the Gospels of Latthew and luke mutally dis-
8grae yith ocach other. Ye adnmit it is difficult to harmonize the Synoptics
on any ovent in the life of Jopus. In the Hativity chapters we have an ox-
azple of where two witnosses record one and the same évent in thelr om
original way, and no one would expect them to agree perfectly in every de-
tail. If they did, the critlics who make most of their inconsistencles
would probably be the first to accuse them of mutunl_oonap:l.racy in record-
ing the pupernatural conception,

The"epparent discrepancies” between the two "tables" do not concern us
at present. That would be matter for a separate discussion. Ye are satis-
fied to have snown the genealogles.in no way deny or invalidate the Birth
narratives. However,the historical events incidentally mentioned by both
Evangelists are sald to be contradioctory. Some f£ind a contradiction with
respoct to the place of rn:l.danoe‘ of lary and Joseph., Soltau permits him-
gself to say: "We learn from Matthew that Bethlehem was the rsal native
place of Joseph and lary",(1) But Soltau has no foundation for his assert-.
ion, for latthew says nothing in his first chepter as to where the events he
narrates took place. In the second chapter he mentions Bethlehem for the
first u'.n;, merely as the birth-place of Jesus. Vhen he tells of the re-
turn fron Egypt eand the settling down at Nazareth, he naturally refers to
this place for the first time, Where 1s the contradiction? Thompson

(1) Orr, "The V.B., Of Ohrist", p.34, - "Op. oit., p.30 (E.T.).




