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Vhen Satan, by weans of a subtle challenging of the veracity of God's
Word, brought about the Fall of our first paronts in the Garden of Eden,
he planted the germ of our present day "iodernism". For from that day on
the Devil has ever had dicciples in the field ready to question the inspired
Vord and to substitute for It their own subjective ideas. To-day they are
more numercus than ever, and are growing bolder as their number increases.
Taey deal with the Bible in much the sasc manner as did Jeholakim, king of
Judah, some 2500 years ago. Lecause the prophocy of Yeremiash ennoyed him
and was at variance with his dresms of the future Judsh, this king made
n';lorl'. work of the offensive scroll of the prophet. For wa.are told, _'11'.
cmae to pass, tnat whon Jehudl hed read three or four leaves, he(the king)
cut it with the penknife, and cust it into the fire that wa..- on the hearth,
until all the roll was consumed in the fire that was on the hearth", OFf
coursc "lodernists" no longer resort to such orude methods of doing away
with Scriptures. HNevertheless, figuratively speaking, they too are "knif-
ing" tae Word of God, cutting away a passuge here and a passage there which
does not oult their "eriticel" ﬁi.nds, and nutilating the Bible to such an
extent, tney thoy might just as well be consistent, and like Jeholakim,
exterminate tho Book in its entirety. Doctrines, they say, are vestiges
of an ignorant, superstitious sge., The "modernmind", "modern Christianity",

‘must free itself from the shacklen of ancient and medieval dogma. Thus one

Carlstisn belief after another has been subjected to the knife of "science"
and of "modern oriticlsu". As Beckwith puts it, "Of the historic dootrines
of the Church n:::but. has undergone redefinition".(1), Hence it is only to
be expectod that a doctrine like that of the miraculous birth of Christ
should be one of the first to require "restatement" in order to become
acceptable to "the sclontific temper" and-the "intelligence™ of to-day =

(1) "Idea Of God" p, 5.
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waloh 1o a euphonlstic way of saylng, the Virgin Birth must be discarded
altogether. But thlis need not surprise us in the loast, for to unbelief

in ali its forms the supernatural birth of Onrist has ever been a "rock

of offeunce”, The oanly new and strange thing about it is, while the attacks
formerly came from non-Christiens and anti-Christians, to-dey mea within
the Ohurcii, wio stlll profess to be faithful to the standards of churches
vhich have as thelr basis a very pou:l.t:l.vs-and. Biblical confession of falth,
are "ooylng of the Virgin Birth practically what Ingersoll, Hasckel, Faine,
Voltairs, Celsus, and Cerinthus said”.{1) The result of this more or less
oceptical bLehavior on tho part of many so-called Ohristians towurd a funda-
mental fuct is positively eppalling. "For some, it means utter disrogard of
tho whole Ohristlaun system of doctrine and its moral ideals; for others, it
meons a wost palnful state of unrest and perplexity; for others, it means

the eguivocal situation of those who use ovangelioczl vocabulary with unevan-

gelical thoughts. For alli, it means dreadful loss, spiritual decadence, the
going down toward darkneesn,"(2)

In view of such horrifying conditions within the Christian Church, especial-
ly with respect to the blasphomous attitude of some of its "ministers" and
"geholars", it would geea t.::bot.h important and timely to reaffirm the much
malizned doctrine of the Birth of our Lord and to review the lmpregaable
grounds upon whlch this fundasental article is based.

It shall bo our object to trace the history of the controversy over this
doctrine from its very beginnings to the present time; to state briefly and
to refute the arguments of the opposition; and finally to search out the
the trus Bibloal version of the Lord's birth, of which we are confident
tnat 1t will also be the view upheld by the Luthersn Churoh from ita very
inception. :

1) liacartney, "Twelve Oreat Questions About Christ", p.11-12.
2) Guiton W.H. "Princeton Theo. Review", Vol.XXV. July, 1927. Paga 390C.
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THE HISTORY OF THE CONTROVERSY

is a bubject of coniroversy the Virgin Birth has few peers in the history
of the Christlan Church. As early as tho second century we find the opponents
centurlag thelr attacks upon it. Briggs states, "It was indeed the burning
question from the close of the first to the middle of the third century".(1)

The earlieat known impugner of the Virgin Birth was Oerinthus,"whom a
credible tradition makes a contemporary of St,John",(2) He taught that Jesus
was tho off'spring of llary and Joseph, tainted with sin like his fellowmen,
though moro righteous than others. This ocarthly Jesus was Jolned by the
heaveanly Christ at his baptism when the "spiritual aeon" descended upon him
in the form of a dove and zave him powers to work miracles and to reveal
tho unknown Father aaong men, These two continmued together in the human
body of Jesus until just before the Fagsion, at which time the "spiritual"
Ohrist left him agaein, and remained a true spirit, so that only the
Jepus suffored and died.(3) Tradition has it thet John felt a een aversion
for this heretlic and on one occaslon even left the bath at Ephesus when he
noticed Oerinthus entering it.(4) This may be nothing more than a legend,
but we have Folycarp's testiumony for it (John's owmn disciple), that the
bitterest personal an.ta.gon:l.m. existed between the two.(3)

The Ebionites, a narrow, legal, anti-Pauline section of the Jewish Church,
Pollowed soon after with a puroly human origin of Ohrist. They insisted on
the observance of the Law, branded Paul en apostate, and declared Jesus to
bo the son of Joseph and dary, o mere man, whom God elected to the liessiah-
ship because of his extraordinary plety. This sect fabricated a Gospel of

1) Briggs 0.A.,"Amer., Journal Of Theo." Vol.12. 1908. Page 197.
Gore, "Dissertations® - "Dict. of Ohr. Biog., art. Oerinthus. (F,49)
Klotsche, "An Outline Of The Hist. OFf Dooct.", p. IS-I1.

% Iren.iii,4, Gore, Dispertations, pp. 49-31,
4) Drr, "The V.B. Of Carist", p.110.
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ito owmn, a mutilated form of the Gospel of liatthew, from which the chapters
teaching the Virgin Birth were omitted, It was known as the"Gospel Of The
Ebionites" and is describod to us as not "entire and perfectly complete,

but falsifled and mutilated",(1) At the beginning of the second century

wo find a sect arlsing within this sect, marked by rigorous Essenic asceticism
and Unogtic speculation, and known as the "Elkesaltes", becauso they acoepted
as a revelation "the Book of Elkesui", To thon Charist was aa angol born of
hunan purento.(2)

Another fora of opposition to early Christiesnity in general and to the
Virgin Birth ln particular was Gnostlcism. "This was an eszentially heathen-
ish wovement wita a liellenistic phiiosophical tendency within the pale of
Caristianity." (5) Vhile somo of the Onostico acospted the Virgin Birth

efter o fashion, otherg could find no rooa for this doctrine in thelr mon-

strous spoculationa, They either doenled the true humanity of Christ and

Pletured him we e heavenly aeon who assumed a body formed of psychioczl sub-
stance,and wus therofore a human apsearcnce only (Docetas), or they follow-
ad Corinthus' lead believing Jesus to be a mere man, withwhom, for a time,
the aeon Ohrist united hingelf.(4) Among these Gnostlc rejectors Orr also
lists the followlngs "tiie Carpucrations, a most licentious sect, end some
of the Ophites, who revelled in a orude mytholozy." (5)

At this point we must also make mention of liarcion, wio had very much
in comuwon with the Gnostics. Due to his peculiur belief that Jepus was the
son of the "good" How Testument God, who appeared upon earth in a purely
vislonary body, and descended directly from heaven to Ospernsum, this
horetic of the second century could not, in consistency with his teachings,
allow Jesus to be born et all, He was conssquently forced to reject the
idea of a miraculous birth from the very start,end in the interest of his
thoory dropped the :E':I.rnt two chapters of the Gospel of Bt,.Luke. Almost

Orr, "The V.B. Of Ohrist", pp. #4-45.
2 2 Klot-che, "in Out, Of The Hist. Of Doct.", ».16.

non n n | n n s DS

g LR | T ®, ® ® = s P.20
5) Orr, "].'he V.B. Of Christ", p. 140.
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every Apologist from Justin onward takes notios of this heretioc.(1)
Even smong the early translators of Holy Soriptures.we find a few who

rejectod the idea of a miraculous birth of Jesus Christ. A gquotation from
Eusebius will puffice to acquaint us with them: "Hoar also what he(Irenasus)
hog writton respecting the translation of the Holy Soriptures 'Iv' thoe seven-
ty. 'God became man, and the Lord himself saved us, glving us the sign of
the Virgin, But not as some say that now presumec to interpret the Soripture:
'Behold, a young women shall conceive and bear a son', as Theodotion of
Ephesus and Aquila of Fontus Im.va- traislated botih of theu Jewish proselytes.
Yhom tho Eblonites following, assert thet Jesus wns begotten of Joseph',"(2)
The ancient historisn also classes the translator and commentator Symmachus
és a scholar infected with Ebionite dootrine,

About the middle of the socond century a new element was introduced into
tho controversy. Whlle the Eblonites and Gnostlcs at no time expressly pur-
posed to degrade or dishonor Christ, but were merely intent upon making . .
roon for the Hoad of the new Christian faith in tholr own religion or philo-
sophy, tic newcomer in the field tried to do away with Carist altogether.
Ye have in mind Oelous, the heathez.: philosopher, the Epiocureun and bitter
encuy of everything Ohrictian, "He opens his polemic azainst the Christlans
by referring to the taunts which the early Jews flung at then, and the first
reproach of which he makes capital is that Jesus whom they worship wes not
born of a Virgia but wos the son of a nameless father".(3) IHere we have the
Voltairo of a later age - a coerse, blasphemous fellow, representing Ohrist
as an offepring of an 1llicit union between lary and a soldier nzued Fan-
thera, in short oulling our lLord & basterd.(4) ot satlsfied with malking
mirth of the Virzin Birth, Oelous also atteapted to explain its origin by
coumparing it with the Groek fables "about Danse, and lelanippe, and iuge,

and Antiope”.(5) In his attacks he drew freely from the Gospels and

1) Klotsohe, "in Outline Of The Hist. Of Doct.", pp.23-24.
2) Eusebius, "Hist. Eccl,”, m:.s, oh.s, P.178.
55) Crain O.E‘. "Oredibility Of The V.B.,", p.3.

3 Oriain, "Ag. Oelsus” 1,32 = Orr, p.146,
. n :l’. »37 - Orr p. 168,
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4¢ried to discount the Nativity narratives by urgzing the genealogles contra-
diot one auother.(1) Origin vehomently opposed this arch-enemy of early
Caristionity refuting his arguments in his well-lknown volume "Ageinst
Celsus", in which he goes oo fur as to call Celpus a "buffoon",(2)

However, these slanders, coming from Jew and pagan, together with the
speculations of the Cnostic and Ebionitic sects, only served to whetten
the tongues and pens of the early dofondera of the miraculous birth. In
thelir disputes with these herotlics wo soo how tennclously the Fathers held
to tais doctrine. Ho sooner did a contemmer of our lLord's birth arise to
disseainate his heresoy, than one or mors defenders took up the battle of
the pen ia its suzpori. .

One of the earliast Christian writers to stress end defexd the Virszin
Blrth of Chrlat was Ignatius, Bishop of An.t.i.o.eh. a fer years after the writing
of the fourth Gospel., About 11CA,D., while passing through Asia on the way
to nle mertyrdom,; he tears witness of the Christion belief of his time and
calls "the virginlty of ilary one of the "thrase mysteries of loud proclamation
waich wore wrought in. the silence of God".'{ﬁ) He 1s very pronounced in his
waraings againat "Docetiscn" and opposes all Judnizing heresies.

Aftor Ignatius wo come to tho Apologist Aristides (c.125), a Greek
Caristian, a Syrisc translation of whooe Apology was recently discovered
by Dr.Rendel Harris in a cloistor on lt.Sinal, In this valuable find we
are apsured that the early Christlans confessed Carist to be the Son of
God, come down frou heaven for the salvation of man, and that "from a
Hebrsw Virgin he took and clad Himself with flesh",.(4)

A more importent wituess of the first Christian ceaturles was Justin
Hartyr. In his MApologiea" (c.150), and "Dialogues With Trypho" he sum~-
marizes the Church's b;nor of his age and gives the Virgin Birth a very
conspicucus place in his discussions.(3) About 135 A.D. he travelled from
1) Orr, "The V.B. Of Christ", p.74 - "Against Oslsus", 11.32,

2; Orr, "The V.B. Of Christ", p.170 -& t Celsus", 1 ,57.
ii; Gore,"The V.B. Of Our Lord", p.45 -."Ign. Epa. 19.

Lehre Und Vehre, Vol.&8, ;p.15?.
5) Orr, "Ihe V.B. Of Ohrist", p.145 - I Apol., 21,31,33,45,54,63, ete.
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Palestine to Ephesus and thence to Rome, came in contact with Christians
everywaere, and in his suanary of thelr boliefs declared that the Virgin
Birth was the universal belief to be accepted by everyone calling hinself
a Christlan., e defends this doctrine against the pagln calumnies, and
from the objectiona of the Jews.{1)

Towards the ond of this century the voice of Irenasus rings out loud
ai<l clear for this doctrine of the birth of the Lord from a Virgin., (e.190).
He ptands in history as the connoctiag link bLetween the sub-Apostolic age
and the succeeding ora of the Caristian Caurch, for his tradition comes
to us on the muthority of Folycarp, John's disciple, as pointed out above.
lils testluony has therefore value both for the range walch it covers amd
for tae source out of whicn it springs. In his great work _"Aguinst Here-
gics", he especially refuten the false "Gnosis", attecks the Ebiénl't;es,
and gives the redemption through the incarnate Ohrist the central .pla.ce in
his oystem. Hear his testimonys " The Church, though soattered over the
winole world to the ends of t.he'eurth, yet having received from the Apostles
and thelr digeciples t.iu; faith in ,.... the one Jesus Christ, the 3on of God,
wao wec lncarnate for our salvation ,,,., and the birth of 'I'.h.e Virgin lary.®
Tneroupon he proceeds to specify as agreeing in this falth the churches of
Gemany, Spain, Gaul, the East, Egypt, Libya, and Italy,(2)

A little later glves the Virgin Birth the same prouinent
place in his creed, We quote from his "'fei.l:ln.g, Of Virgine" written about
210 A.D.: " The Hule of Faith is altogether ono, sole, imaovable, ard ir-
reformable - numely, to believe in One God Almighty, the iiaker'of the
world, and His Son, Jesus Ohrist, born of tho Virgin lary,"etc.(3) "Christ
caue®, as Tertullion says, "to consecrate & new order of birth",(4) Thus
Pertullien also brings the Virgin Birth to the foreground and defends this

T 5—-#4.-"«.1!“..110.1@2.

Ou', "The V.B. Of Ghr:l.-t'. - p.14;.

{ ; Gore, "Dissertations”, ,p. 45. "Dial,", 85.
n (T | s De147-148, = "Flesh Of Ohrist",S.
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doctrine aguinst the heresies preovalent at his time.

Yo could mention more Caristian writers of the :l‘:l.ralz centuries who not
only taugnt tie Virgin Birth but protected it against the onslaughts of
its eneules. There is Olement of Alexandria who writes, "that the Son of

GOG ose.se GO0k flosh and was concolved in the womb of a Virgin".(1); there
is Hippolytus who describes Christ as "the first-boran of God who came down
froa heaven to the blesped liary and woo wade a first-born son in her womb,"
(2); and thon we have Origin who lived about the middle of the third'century
aud ie bost known for the alremdy quoted writing, "Against Heresies", "Who
hae not heard of Jesun' Virgin Birth", he ories out while argulng with the
heathen Celsus,(3)

Thie then, in short, ic the history of tho controversy during the first
ﬁ‘lrua centuries, Yith the exception of the afore nmontloned Ebionites end
Gaostics, wno, as Orr polnts out were themselves split on the question, so
that ouly e small group of the former, and only a fow uninfluential sects
of the latter, really denled the Virgin Birth - the Christians the world
over held fast to tho miraculous conception of their Lord. By the middle
of the third contury the belief waas truly universal, But at this time the
uore subtle Christologicel controvorsies enguged the attentlon of the
fathore end the Virgin Birth wes pushod to the background.

Faturally the aitock f£roa the querter of the Jews and paguns continued
as before, It was probably in the algvanth century when a Jewlsh work
eppeured, entitled "Tol'doth Jeschu""which wae nothing more than a matured
discussion of the contentions and calumnies of Celsus.(4Yowever it scarce-
ly occueioned & ripple in the Church, and we mey sufely say that from the
third century onward up to Luther's time the falth in the Virzin 3irth re-
walnei secure and esteblished. The bellievers simply accepted the doctrine
as leid down in the Gospels and the writings of the Fathers,

(1)Gore, "Dissertations", p.47. - Olemont, "Strom",VI. 13. 127,

(2)Briggs O.A., "Amer, Jour, Of '.'I.'heo."i Vol.12, 1508. Page 203,
{5)0xrr, "Mhe V.B. OF Carist®, p.145 - fAg, Oelsus®, 1,7.

(4) » " n @n m u , D146,
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'It. io to be expectoed that the great Reformer Luther, with his determined
insistenco upon tho Yord of God as the only norm of faith, should also run.
omuck of opposition on thio point. The Anabaptists were ever a thorn in his
flesh, Iis writings are full of refutations of their doctrines, and among
other things ho attacks thelr views on the Incarnation and the Virgin Bittl.h'
(1) To teke a sinzle instanco out of many let us quote from his exposition
of Luke 1,311 "Hoch sind etliche gewest (wle.auch zu unserer Zeit die luenster-
ische Viedortaeuferrotte) die da sagen; es sel nicht geschrieben, dass Christus
soel ein natuerlicher Sohn der Jungfrau eus ihrem Blut und Fleisch",(2) How
eloo could they teach, when,like i-la;oiun,moy cherished the peculiar view that
Josus brought a body slong with him from heaven., Some, as for example, Hans
Denk, Ludwlgz llnerzer, Jakob Koutz, and ilichael Servetus, held Antitrinitarian
views.(3)

Another "Schwaermer" of Luther's age was Kaspar Schwenkfeld, whose philo-
gopuical tendoncles led hia ianto all sorts of strange speculations, He set
out frou the hypothesis that Christ was a mere man, tut explained hls pre-
e::xine;ncu by assorting a certain progrosgion of the huaanity of Christ through
ito union with tho divine nature, so that it gradually became deified (Ver-
gottung) witilout losing its ideatity.(%4) In order to remain logiocal he was
Porced to grant Jesus a purely hwsan birth, He once sent Luther a booklet
contuining his doctrines accoupanying it with a lettor in vhich he requested
the Roforaer to read his book end let him know what he thought of it. Doctor
lartin did so in his usual gruff manner: "Darrach gedenkt er (Schwenkfeld),
Christus ist eine Creatur, derihmlben so soll ich Christua als einen ilenschen
nicht enbeten.” = "So will nir der Narr zwoen Caristus machen; e) pen der am
freuz haengt, und einen anderen, der gen Himmel gefahren ist, und sur rechten
Hand Gottes, seines himmelischen Vaters, sitztl(5)

A contemporary of Schwenkfeld was Faustus Socinus, the founder of the
liberal soo!.n:l.ms and father of our present day Unitariens. Since this

1) Luther's Works (St Louls Edition) II,1417; VII,.9835: eto.

2) Luther's Works (St louis Edition) VIII, 366.

2 International Enoy. (sub Anabaptists).
International Ency. (sub Schwenkfeld).

Luthor's Yorks (8t Louis Edition) g 1662 —063
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body dieregarded everything that was contrary to reason or "moral progress",
they aloo inslsted on a modification of the orthodox doctrine concerning the
Porson of Ohrist, To them Christ was a truly mortal being, but a man of
unusual ondowments, lmbued with immeasureble wisdom, and exalted by God,
All uwen ore sonso of God, however Christ was the favorite and most beloved
son, Zoeckler tells us that they profesced Ohrist "conceived of a Virgin,
porfectly holy, and with power to reign over all things".(1) They represent-
ed hin as having been conceived in ilary by a superaatural interposition of
the Holy Ghost, in consequence of which heo was a man free from orig:l.ml'a:ln
and its evil inclinations, but nevertheless a man. Reason told them there
could be no union betwoen the divine and the human,and Jesus must therefore
not be regarded as the God-man, but as a ocreature of God. And since they
denied the Deity of Christ their theory of a Virgin Birth was a corruption
of the true BEiblical version, for according to Sorizture a sinless g. is
unthinkeble, This sect was opposed by Frotestantisa and persecuted by
Romenien, s

There followed a lull in the storm, However at the close of the elighteenth
century Delsa and Rationalism once more 'mal!.si-.ed on a natural explanation of
Jegus' birth. In his oriticism of all religion; in so far as 1t claims a
supernatural origin, the French philosopher, Voltalre, also directs his :
vitriolic pen against the Virgin Birth of Christ.(2) Paulus, another re-
prosentative of extrome rationalism, 'gﬁve a 'natural' explenation of the
event, suppoping liary to be the victim of a deception practiced upon her
by her kinswoman Elizabeth.(3) The frecethinker Thomas l‘liiln, a bitter
eneny of Christianity made an assault upon this dootrine in his "Age Of
Reagon"., De Tette followed with a system of theology which declared all
dootrines to be poetic symbols of religious ideas, and included the stories
of the Virgin Bir.th. (4) To Renan Jo;u- vas o gontle Galilean, a vain

(1) Schaff-Herzog Enoycl. (-u'b Socinians).

i Orr, "The V.B. Of Ohr:l.at. > P.5. — "Exemen do ldlord Bolingbroke, oh.X.

3) Orr, p.5 - Strausa's "Life Of Christ", I,p.18 (E.T.)
i Schaft-Herzog Encycl, (sub Wette de),
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end gensucl darlling of women, an ambitious dresmer, yet filled with ambition
end undisgulsed decelt., !He opeas his 'bool:: on the "Life Of Ohrist" with the
bold agsertion: "Jopous was born at Hezareth, afmall town of 08l1lce ..cee.e
His father and Hig wothier , Jopeph and llary, wera people in humble circua-
stances.(1)." 4 little earlier Strauss's volume "Leben Jesu" had created
quite a sensatlon. In this work he advanced the so-called "mythical theory"
of the Gogpel narratlves of the life of Christ and left little unsald in his
attack on the Tirgin Birth atories{?)

In enumorating the rationalistic writers and lupugners of the dootrine
undor digoussion we have paszed over a retlonalist within the Christian
Church, nasely Pricdrich Schlelermacher., e sotirred up the troubled waters
to a still grenter pltech with hiz phllosophic interpretation of evarything
!:i.bl‘l.e.ul. Joegus wac the son of Joseph, but distingulshed himself among men
Lecauso in Hiu "was the highoct consclousaess of God". Thile he granted &
uiracle ln the constitution of the Ferson of Jesus, yet he mainteined the
airacle wag not physical but poychical., "The sole factor in the redduptive
work of Christ was hls Person, aui thorefore tho supernatural birth, resur-
rection, eto., wero of little mouent,(3)

In 1392 Fagtor Scareapf of Tuoritemberg brougnt on &« furor of discussion
on this cuostion whea he refuced to asoont to the Apostles Oreocd , and especial-
ly objocted to the article "bora of the Virgin lary"., Scholars from all over
the world were involved in the controversy that followed. Profeasor Harnack
lmnediately spreng to the defense of the young man and "gave rise to an
enormous controverglal literature",(4)

Since then hardly a year has passed during which no attack has been
lounched upon this important doctrine, In the wake of newer tondenc;.u has
come the so-called "historical-critical®.school which makes of the Bible &
mere plece of human literaturo to be read as Shakespeare is read and open~
ly repudiates everything that is supernatural in the history of Jesus.

1) Schaff~Herzog Enoycl,, (sub Renan),
. 2§ Orr, "The V.B. Of Ohrist", p.J.

Schaff-Herzog Enoycl. (sub Schleleraacher).
2 Orr, "Tae V.B. Of Oarist", p.é.

BN
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Exponents of this school are loud in their declarations against the miracu-
lous Birth. Orr lists the fullowing as representatives of this class: "Lob-
stein, Pfelderer, Scimledel, Hernack, Soltan, Usener, O,Holtzmann, Bousset,
Foroy Gardner, F.C.Conybeare, Frof. Foster of Ohlcngo, H.Scamidt of Cornell,
and others of like standpoint."(1) These men regard it as a mark of their
intellectusl maturlity that thoy reject the Virgin Birth. [Foster, of Chiocago,
for example, goes so0 far as to say that any intelligent man who believes the
Biblicol narratives concerning miraculous events to be facts - "can hardly
kaow what intellectual honesty meens?{2) Soltan, in his "Geburtszeschichte
Jeou", maintains that the bolief in the Virgin Birta is a sin against the
Holy Ghost.{3) R.J.Campbell holds the paue view as Soltan and calls this
doctrine a barrier betweon Josus and the human race.(4) Ve could cite
many uwore of these modera critics of the Eible and everything miraculous,
but we shall meet thea again when we take up the arguments of the opponents
of the Virgin Birth. B8uffice it to say, they have a large following among
the clergy of the Protentant churches to-day., The liberal Unitarians with
their Antitriniturien teachings naturally fall in line, Anmong the Baptists,
the lethodlsts, the Fresbyterians, the Episcopalians, and among other ;.pro-
ninant denomlnations there are representatives of this damnable heresy. They
repeat over and over ngein tinat the Virgin Birth is "unacceptable to theolo=
gy, to scicnce, to history, and to sound human reason".(3) In books, in
panphlets, in newspaopers, over the radio, from platform and from pulplt
the Satanic doctrines of "modern tho;alogy' are being broadcast throughout
the world. The result is that meny Christisns are led to believe that the
coge for the Virgin Birth must indeed be a weak one, and since it is mmin-
tained that this doctrine is unessential to Christian falth, not a few
assuue an attitude of indifference to it. Fosdick says: "Side by side P
2) Orr, "Tae V.B. Of Ohrist",p.13 - "The Finality Of The Christ. Rel.p.132
1) Orr, "The V.B. Of Onrist", p.19.
_ (3) Orr, "The V.B. Of Ohriet", p.13.

* (4) Tne dew Theology, pp.S7-58,
(5, Schulze G.A, !ﬂl”. Lbnth.',Vol.VII, 1927' P.19‘|'c
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with the orthodox Christians in the ev;ngeli.onl' churches 1s a group of
cgually loyal and roverent people wio ‘would say that the Virgin Birth is

not to be accepted as an historical fact. Theoy would say those early dis-
ciples phrased it in teorms of biologlcal uiracle that our minde oanmot use",
(1) However we believe that Dr,Fosdick is spesking for a very suall minority
of Christiens and that by far the vest majority of Protestant laymen ere .
still hold enough to confecs,"I believe in Jesus Christ, born of the Virgin
Mary". And lest we be lef't under the false impression that the weignt of
evidenco and of soholarship 1s prsponderatingly on the side of the impugners,
let us list a few of the outstending men wt;o stand on positive ground, Orr
woations: "Bishop Lightfoot and the late Blshop Westoott, Sir Ta.Rumsoy,
Dr.Sondany of Oxford, Dr.Swete of Osmbridge, Principle Fairbelrn of ilansfield,
Oxford, Bishop Core, Cecnon Cttley, Dr.Kiowling, Canon llensen, Adeney, Garvie,
Rortlet, Denny, Theo Zahn, E.Yelsu, Seeberg, Oremer, Scha.fi', Brigge, and
muny wore",(2)

Thaip in chort is the history of the controversy from the firat to the
twentieth ceantury. The dont.r:l.;l.e itself has outlived all wrengling. "The
Yord of God abldoth forover". Aps stated above, aside from a few Eblonites
end Gnostics, the article of the Virgin Birth formed an essential part of
the genersl faith of the sarly Church. Vs Therever the unadulterated Gospels
of Latthew and Luke were accopted the nativity chapters were also accepted.
It wae contalned in the first PRules of Faith", the baptismal oreceds which
are traced back to Apostolic times. Studeats have shown beyond the shadow
of a doubt that the carliest form of the Apostles Oreed, the Romen Creed,
is not only based on these baptiemal oreeds, but is a development of them.
(3) In this Rouman oreesd”tie doctrine of the Virgin Birth received its
Pirst authoritively formulated statement, not later than 100 - 150 A.D."(4)
We have sifted the testimony of the early Church Fathers and found &

1) Wa,Jennings Brysn, "Sunday School Times" - "The V.B." Jan, 1924.
2) Orr, "The V.B. Of Christ" - p.afraa

3) Orr, "The V,B. Of Christ", p.141-142,
() sohaff-Herzog Enoyol. {sub The Virgin Birta).

I e e e e e e —
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rouarkable consensus Of opinion on this point. Tho East and the West declared
for the Virgin Birth. It was included in the official statement of the Synod
of Antloch, 280 A.D.{1) "When tho Oreod of Ilicea wus enlarged and presented
to the Council of Chalcedon (451 A.D.) &s tho fauith of the Fathers of the
provious council of Constantinople, the Virgin Birth oppears cs an essential
part of the historic Hicene faith in that form of the Oreced which for nearly
fifteen centurles has buen the Creed of the entiro G;Irlau.an Church.* ‘llp one
thought of questioning it during thesec centurles, whether at the division of
the East and the West, or of Protestantisn from Rome, except a few Anabaptists
aad Sociniens, until recent times."(2) Evon to-day the Virgin Birth of Christ
is an esteemed erticle of faith of tho orthodox church bodles throughout the
world, and wo may repeat whut J,;stin guid hundreds of years ago,"it is the
univors:l belief to be accepted by overyone calling himself a CHRISTIAN",

(1) C.A.Briggs, "Aner,Journ.Of Theo." - Vol.12, 1903.- P.197.
(2) n n non ] n on n - F.198.
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II

A BSUNMARY OF THE HMAIN FPOINTS BROUGHT UP BY
THE OPPOSITION - REFUTATION

Rebuttal of arguments advanced against the fundamental teachings of
Soripture is of little importance to the Christien in so far as he is a
Christiane For him the Bible is the inspired and infallible Word of God,
If the Sacred Page clearly states a fact which transcends his reason, as
for instance, that Christ was "conceived by the Holy Ghost and born of the

- Virgin lary", tho Christian will accept the statement, subjecting his rea-
son to the Word.. ‘And.yet, apologetiocs, in s0 far as it removes objections
of the enemy, has 1ts value even for the Christian. In meeting the oppo-
nent on his own ground, combating reason with reason, apologetics may at
times render valuable service. In the following lines we shall theffore
present the objections most frequently raised against the Virgin Birth of
Christ and endeavor to refute them, not bescause we feel we can in any way
strengthen or fortify the Biblical accounts, but rather in order to reveal
how feeble and subjective are the "systems" of men. It would be impossible
to cover all of them in a short thesis, however it shall be our aim to at
least touch upon the mors important, discussing them under various more
general heads, ' <

= The present struggle over the Virgin Birth is but one phase of the age=
old battle of reason versus the Word of God. It will therfore not be
necessary to delve into ancient history in order to gain a composite plot-
ure of what the opposition has to offer . In the main the chief difference
between the arguments advanced to-day and those adduced by the contemmers
of centuries past is to be found in the language and terminology used rath-
er than in the coatent. For this reason we feel we are Justified to more
or less limit ourselves to the cbjsctions raised in the present time.
e e b e e e e
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At bottom of 1t all ip a marked tendency to rationalism which is sweeping
through the Ohristian Ohurch to-cday, and which either ignores or tries to
explain away the miraculous elemsnts of Soripture.

The iliracle - Impossible.

In t.hf £first place there is a radical group which maintains that this
gupernatural element in the Virgin Birth i1s proof of its impossibility.

The doctrine presupposes a miracle and for that very reuson it must be re-
jected. Thus latthew Arnold comep forward with the bold statement: "I do
not believe in the Virgin Birth because 1t involves a miracle, and miracles
do not happen. I have no place for them in my intellectual scheme®. {1) ¥e
will remember that Foster, of Ohiocago University, doubts the ':I.ntellectu-al
honesty" of any intelligent mzn who still affirms his falth in the miraculous
narratives as found in the Bible.{2) The Deists, the pantheists, the evolu-
tionists, in fact all oxtreme rationalists, must be classed under this head,
for they cannot logically find room for the Virgin Birth in thelr systems 6f
religion,

Such dogmatic reasoning hardly cdeserves a reply. It is unscientific to
say the least. Ve have very definite proof for the Virgin Birth, as we shall
show, and it is and remains an historical fact until disproven by other and
more conclusive facts. llere philosophy, bald statements, speculative assert-
ions, prove nothing. The question is not, Are miracles possible? The quest-
ion 1s, Did they ccour? We do not ask whether the Virgin Birth could take
place) we ask, DID it take place? Of a man like Armold, Orr says: "I do not
profess to argue with that man. When he descends from his 'a priori' altitude
to discuss the evidenco, I will hear him, but not before. It is uv:l:dont this
canon already rules aut a great deal of objection of a sort to the marratives
of the Virgin Birth",(3) :

(1) orr, "The V.B. Of Ohrist", p.12 - Matt, Arnold, "lit. a. Dog."Frefaes,

(2) See above, page 12.
(,J Orl', "The V.B. Of Uhl'ilt', P.15.
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The Miracle - No iiracls.

There is a much more acoeptable and more "solentific" method of ridding
onegelf of this ob;]ecuoz'mblo dootrine. There ;re those who maintain the
Virgin Birth can be accepted without believing that it was a miracle. "The
Author of a recent little book on 'Science An Ald To Faith' concludes a
scholarly and scientific discussion by saying: 'liodern science affirms
nothing that discredits the doctrine of the Virgin Birth. To nn;'t that .
there is anything in blology or in any other modern science that discredits
the Virgin Birth, considered a physiological event, is to display lack of.
knowledge of the latest advances in scionce,!'™(1) In this same volume
attontion is drawmn to the factthat parthenogenisis, gensration from a virgin
is a common phenomenon. Are not beos cccasionally known to propagate with-
out sexual union, and eggs "caused to develop artificially by certain
physical and chemical means"? The famous sclentist, Romanes is called in
to declare that even wirlle he was an agnostic and before he came to the
Christiuan feith, "There was no physiological law which would prevent be-
lief in the Virgin Birth".(2) Thus one soientist after another is brought
before the bar as a witness for the plausibllity of the Virgin Birth,

But we ask, what has this to do with Christ? The Gospel narratives are
olear and distinot in ascribing the miracle of the Birth from a Virgin to
the Holy Ghost, not to phenomana brought to.light by sclence. A natural
explanation will not suffice, and is as antagonistic to the trues doctrine
as absolute rejection.

The Miracle - Adulterated.
A third group of scholars takes a sort of a neutral position, standing
between the traditional Ohristian and the modern view. This body grants
that there was sometining miraculous connected with the Birth - it does not

(1) Straton R. "The V.B., Fact Or Fiction". A debate. p.12,
(2) Seme as (1), p.12-14,




however, concede a physical mirscle, but only a miracle of a spiritusl,
psychic nature., One wili immediately recognise this as the "theory" of
Schleiermacher whose teachings were touched upon above,(1) He hu.hul
nunerous imitators; smong others, Keim, Beyschlag, and the Ritschlisns,
Kaftan, Loofs, Haering, etc.(2)

Ve need not go to any lengthy rebuttal of anything so impossible as
Schleiermacher's "psychical miracle®. It is not only contrary to Seripture
but also to mson. The Bible oalls Ohrist "that Holy thing", terms Him
"tne Son of God", and tells us that "in Him dwelleth ali the fulness of
tne Godhoad bodily".(3) In other words, the Bible ascribes perfect holi-
ness to our Lord, while Schleiermacher would only accord Him acquired
sanctification. The Bible calls Him God, tais theologien makes Him out
%0 bo a mere sanctified and perfect man., And considering it from the
standpoint of pure reason, we are constrained to ask with Orr: " Can we,
in the establishing of such a new oreative beginning, - in the origination
of One who, while holding of humenity, is yet outside the chain of its
heredities and liabilitles, = think of a spiritual miracle which has not
alsu its physical side? I contend that we camnot........ The best proof
of ali. for the inadequacy of this half-way position is that, historically,
it has never been able to maintain itself,."(4) Schleiermacher's "ideal
man", tne product of a "psychical miracle“, certainly is anti-Soriptural,
unreasonable, and inadequate, for by granting tne sinlesaness or Christ,
the author himgelf digs a grave for his own "theory".

The liiracle = Unhistorical.
Ve now come t0 a whole array of objections which have been popularized
by the lo-cu.le.d "higher oritical®™ school. Higher critics have found a
very simple way of ridding themselves of this inconvenient doctrine of the

Virgin.Birth, While 'I'.hay are not as dogmatic as their extreme naturalistio

(1) upl_ 'h". pl11.
Orr "J.ho V.B. Of Christ", p.197.

gz 1,33 Gol. 2,9.
) Ol'.r, n. V.B. Of Ohrist”, P.206.




brethren, they are nevertheless infected with the leaven of naturalism and
cannot find room for for a supernatural origin of Christ in their "intellect-
ual scheme", Putting it bluntly, the higher oritics also taks offense at
the miraculous elements of Scoripture. WVhen these particular features cannot
be evaded, it is the policy of this group to explain away the historicity

of all supornatural assertions, either by invalidating the text, or by
attacking the "internal character®™ of the narratives concerned. Exponents
of 'th.ta school attack. the problem of the Virgin Birth from every concelivable
angle, and while thelr witness may at times disagree and even contradioct,
all reach the basic conclusion - THE VIRGIN BIRTH IS NOT AN HISTORICAL FACT.

An inquiry into the historical reality of the Virgin Birth naturally be-
gino with the documents that contain the birth narratives. Here the oritic-
al school feels it is on firm ground. "The Gospels, we are told, are late;
we do not know for certain who are their authors; they are at least far re-
woved from the events which they relate., What credit, tnerefore, can be
attached to them?"(1) Of what historical value are they to a man of the
twentlieth century?

In tne first place there has been a not.i.en.bla{ trend among the scholars
and critics in recent years to return to the traditional eary dates of all
of the books of the New Testament. Harnack, for example, places Matthew
as early as 70-75 A.D., and Luke about 78-95 A.D. (2) B.Weiss thinks they
were written even earlier.(3) Allen, in his Gospel of Matthew accepts 65—
75 A.D. as the probably date of the first Gospel,(4) Even s0 oritical a
writer as Holsmenn holds 68 A.D., to be about the correct date for Matthew.(5)
Theo. Zahn, one of the greatest authorities on the New Testament of the
present age, believes in an original Aramaic Matthew, and accepts 61-66 A.D.
as its likely date of origin.(6) In the face of such evidence we are led

(1) Orr, "The V.B, Of Christ", p.J7.

; Ei; Intern. Orif. Comm. Bt ey
(3) Meyer's Oommentary - Mt., p.16., Lk., p.24k4. Volumes I and Ia.

Seventh and sixth Edition respectively.
(5) Orr, "Te V.B, of Ohrist", p.61. (6) Same as (3).
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to the logical oconclusion = the Gospels containing the Birth narratives are
to be placed within the limits of the Apostolic age. '

A few words concerning the editors should suffice. The Luksn authorship
has never been seriously doubted. It has on the contrary beemn defended by
such writers as Keim, Beyschlag, Usyer, Godet, and most English soholars.(1)
Haraack and Ramsay have also thrown thelr powerful advocaoy into the scale,
and the authorship of Luke is thereby more firmly established to-day than
ever bofore.(2)

Vith Natthew the case is a little more diffioult. kany scholers belisve
that the Yreek latthew was based on an older Arsmalc docuzent, “because all
anclent writers tel.i us that .I.h.f.r.hew was composed in the iebrew, i.e., the
Armaic".(ﬁ)- The conclusion drawn by the higher oritios -l.l that the Yreek
ilatthew 1is not the original, but a later work based on the Hebrew Matthew
and the earlier iark, neither of which have the birth narratives. Ergo,
the introductory oh-pt;ra of our present Gospdl are a product or an addition
of the Ureock Evangelist, the whole Gogpol}lnced under suspicion, and the
Lool: loses its historical worth.

It is not our intention to delve deep into the problem of the "Logia"
and of the "Aromaic latthew" at this point, for such a discussion 'ould-
lead us far aflield, Ye can only show that there ars very able scholars
who put stock in the .".I:Io-Bourco' theory of katthew, and others who
are of the opinion thut the Apostles"oconnection with the First Gospel
was very much more direct than the prevailing theory assumes”.(4) Zshn
holds the latter view, and Westoott says: " All early writers ng::oe that
Matthew wroto in Hebrew ...... At the same time ell equally sgree in ac-
eep'_u.ng the (_ioap_a:!. of Matthew without noticing the existence of a doubt
g.t.o its ;utnenucit;r'.(jj Ve add a statement from . Orr-: " However,

1) O "The V.B, Of Christ" P 0.
( ; . n. n n -' : P-gg and 60,
Cz; -.- u l a5 P39
s s P61,
°(5) “ltoott, 'Introd.uot:l.on '!c Gospels”,pp. 225-4-
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the testimony of the early Church is umanimous as.to the identity of our
existing Greeck Gospel with the Gospel that latthew wrote, The early Fathers
knew no other Gospel of llatthew, and they attributed it unhesitatingly to
the Apostle:(1) If en Aramaic original ever existed, it must, as Meyer
says, 'qpart.-fron the language, have been in content and form, in whole and
in part, substantially the sesme as our OGresk liatthew".(2) In the light of
all the evidence for latthean autnorship we cannot permit the objections of
the eritics to stend as valid,

In summing up, we might say, the early date of the two Gospels under
consideration has been definitely establighed, and the authorship of Luke
and Hatthew must be conceeded.

But it is further objected that the writers themselves are not trust-
worthy; that they were naturally blased, incredibly stipid, and products
of a superstitious, ignorant age. Intent on glorifying and deifying their
ilaster, theze men spun yarns about the miraculous origin of Ohrist. Reville,
as Oodet puts 1t, thinks thatPiatthew is more foolish than falsej luke more
false than foolish",(3)  Fosdick believes in a sort of ewvolution or "develop-
ment of the miracle-stories”, and intimates that liatthew and Luke merely
heightonod and exaggerated the earlier traditions.(4)

This 1s another example of the arbitrary manner -!.n which men, who believe
the Virgin Birth ought not to have happened and therefore did not happen,
do away with this inconvenlient dootrine. Leaving aside all ideas of in-
spiration, we have no reason for not accepting these writers (lk, and Mt.)
as honest, sincere, serious-minded men, The one was a business msn, the
other an historian of no mean abllity, yes, : one of the most reliable
historiens of all times.(3) He bezins his Gospel by stating that he has
carefully sifted alli the evidence of "eyewitnesses, and ministers of the
Word". (Lk.1,1-4), and ighow able o relate these things with certainty.

(1) Orr, "The V.B, Of Oarist®, p.62 :

(2) ieyer, "Ooma. On Mt.", I,p.11 and 44,

Orr, The V.B. Of Ohrist”, p.66.

E‘,l Fosdick, "The Lodern Use Of ‘he Bible", p.144-8.
(3) Orr, “The V.B, Of Christ", pp- 58 and 69 - Harnack and Ramsay.
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Ve may say with Orrs "I postulate the honesty of the writers”.(1) Godet
confessen, "If I em asked, with what scientific or religious assumptions
I have approached this study of the third Gospel, I reply, with these two
only:s that the authors of the Gospels were men of good senge and good
falth", MNacartney comments: "How much these contemmners of the Virgin
Birth must have wished that for their purposes of denial or discounting
it had been the great historien Luke who was silent on the aub-Jeot, in~-
oteud of the fragmentary liark or the philosophical John?,{2) To Macari-
aoy's way of thinkiug Luke was undoubtadly one of the most scientific
and“dependn'bla witnesses of his age.

Unable to hold thelr own in the attack upon the authentlolty of the
Gosples and upon the charascter of the writera, the higher coritics foous
thelr zung upon those sections of the Gogples that contaln the Hativity
narratives. They polnt out that there are but two witnesses to the origin
of our Lord - Hatthew and Luke - and even these confine thelr testimony to
a few introductory chaptors that are not above suspialon. We are asked to
belleve that these chapters were not part of the original Gospels in which
they are found, but are fansciful preludes invented and attached by later
writers. Thompson, who is continually being quoted by modern students,
thinks it remarkable,"That there is nothing in Luke;, apart from chapters
1=-2, which could by any possibility luggo'st the idea of a Virgin Birth.
If,by accident, theso two chapters had beea lost, it would never have
ocoured to any one that they were missing", He maintains the same thing-
of the first chepters of Matthew and further on shows why these chapters
should be dropped.(3) Wellhausen, in his "The Gospel of latthew, Trans-
lated and Explained”, and in "The Gospel of Luke, Translated and Explained",
does not even think it necessary to add a word of _expl.mt!.m when he
sluply drops these chapters from his commentary.(4) According to B.Welss,

1) Orr, "The V.B. Of Christ", p.65.
23 lUacartney, "Twelve Great Questions About Ohrist", p.17.

5; Thompson, "liracles In The New Testament”, pp. 142 and 150.
(4) Orr, "The Virgin Birth Of Ohrist", p.48.
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the genuiness of these chapters was also attacked or doubted by earlier
scholars - Williams, Stroth, Hess, Ammon, and J.Jones.(1) If the theory
of these men can be established the doctrine of the supematural concep-
tion is branded as an historical fraud, and the testimony of the Birth
narratives impeached.

But what are the facts? Surely, Wellhausen's system of simply omitting
these chaptors without even eem.mnt:lng upon his strange action, cannot be
congidered sclientific., He would not dare to treat a work of Shakespeare
or any other piece of literature in like menner. %Yho then gives him the
right to arbitrarily cut out certain portions of Scripture which do not
sult his funcy. We maintain the Hativity chapters are genuine parts of
the primary Gospels, and to ignore them is to ignore the whole New '.Eo'-t.a.-
uent, for they are as firmly established as any chapters in the Bible,
Vhen we appeal to the manuscripts or to the Versions, what do we find?
"Tnere is not a single umautilated !M8S, of the New Testament which does
not contain the Birth narratives. The same is true of the ancient Versions
of the ¥ow Testament, or the translation.from the Greek into the popular
tongues of the different countries. Every NSS. and every Vesion bears
witness that the Birth narratives are genuine sections of the t.lo Gospéla
in which they are found,"(2) Alfred Plummer lists the primary uncials
in which they are present, and calls attention ta the unanimous testimony
.o:l' the Vexsions -~ the Latin, Egyptian, Syriac, Armenian, Ethioplc, and
.Gothic.(3) Weiss says,"There never were forms of lMatthew or Luke with-
out the Infanoy narratives”.(4) Even the liberal Thompson admits,” We
have no external evidence for followingthe hint of 1ii,1, and regarding
all that precedes as a prologue, added at a later date, or by a differ-
ent author, and not a constituent part of the Goapol!.(s) This he
states concerning the Gospel of luke, and his remarks on Natthew are

(2) ilacartney, "Iwelve Yreat Questions", p.18,

(3) Plumer, "Intern. Orit. Comm." - Luke, p. LXXII.

4) Orr, "The V.B. OF Ohrist", p.52.
5) Thompson, "Miracles in the N.T." ,p.143.

: (1§ leyer's Comm,, = latthew, p.44. B,Teiss,
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even more positive. Vhy he does not accept the clear case his own confess-
lons make for the Virgin Birth is more than we can mnderstand. For us the

" evidence of the LSS, and Versions establishes the genulneness of these
chapters boyond the shadow of a doubt.

Confronted by the ovorwhelming evidence of the li8S, and Versions, the
opponents next try to discredit the Nativity by attacking the intezrity of
the text and eliminating certain yerses which assert the Virgin Birth. They
say, drop a few verses from the introductory chapters and the whole doctrine
of the Virgin Birth of Josus disappears. Matthew is usually left untouched,
"for there can be na doubt about the meaning of chapter 1-2, which teaches
the Virgin Birth quite explioitly throughout".(1) Some have, however,.
attempted to minimize the importance of his testimony, as for instance
Pottor - "Je come next to iatthew and there we have one verse, chapter 4,18,
which states the Virgin Birth., It is the only verse which states it in
lintthew, ond I mi.gl;t. as well say here that it is the one verse in the whole
Bible which states it directly and clearly”.(2) Luke, on the other hand,
has suffered mutilation at the hands of quite a number of recent scholars.
"Beyschlag, Harack, end others, say that by omitting Luke 1,34-5, the
claim to the Virgin Birth of Jesus will vanish from Luke?!(3) Hear what
Thompson has to suggests "It may be confideatly sald thet, 1f two verses,
54 and 35 (Of Luke), were removed from the text, there would be no sug-
gestion left of anything but a humen birth."(4) In the following para-
grepias he proves that even verse 35 is"not incompatible with humsn birth",
and that only verse 3k remains as a "orux".,,liors than that, we need hut
drop four words, nhoran Hvd pd ob a-nrv:fbl(w " . and prestp, there is
no suggestion of the Virgin Birth in the Gospel. Thompson's solution is,
"these words are interpolations of a later writer who wished to make the
miracle Cle&r ...... fOr we have no reason, unfortunately, to suppose

1) Tonpson, "Hiracles in the N.T.", p.1%k,
22 Potter O.F., "The V.B, Fact Or Fiotion?®, p.59.

(3) Orain O,E., "The Oredibility of tha V.B.", p.42.
(4) Thompson, "Hiracles ia the N.T.", p-147.
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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.

(,) n n n n n - = n B P- )
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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.).
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also makes Bethlehem the home of Joseph and lary on basls of the account
in Hatthew - "Hatthew then, is quite at varionce with Luke as to the home
of Joseph and Mary, and as to the circumstances under which the birth took
place. The flight into Egypt 1s guite incompatible with St.luke's chron-
010gY¥yppses On & number of points we have to choose between them (it.and
Lk,), or to reject them both."(1) Enough of this - these men are simply
following tho favorite method of the oritics, dealing with the narratives
in such a way ms to d!.scredif. tho:i.r trustworthiness hy pitting one against
the other, and declaring them to be divergent and contradictory. Let us
briefly survey the facts in the case, WYe cannot here go into the problem
of the Synoptics, but any unbiased reader of the Birth stories must reach
the rigat conclusion, that Matthew and Luke make up one complete narrative,
independent of each ot.hgr, it 1s true, yet converging in the one all impor-
tant fact - a Virg:l.;r;nﬁ“‘b:nn a son as a result of a miraculous working
of the Holy Ghost. Orr lists twelve major points in which the acoounts pers-
fectly hammonize,(2) Ho adds, "Oareful inspection shows that, even in the
respocts in which they are divergent, so far from belng discrepant, they
are resclly, in a singular way, COMPLEAENTARYj; that where a careless glance
suggests contrariety, there is really deep and beautiful harmony".(3) The
key to the accounts lies in the fact that latthew tells the story from the
standpoint of Joseph, while Luke delicately g:l.ve-n us Uary's side of the
unprecedented event. For this reason Banday terms Luke's book, "the wo-
man's Gospel”.(4) Ve appeal to one of the latest of oritical writers,
Opcar Holzmann,"who, in his recently published “Life Of Jesiis:', tells
ust "A contrudiction between these narratives of liatthew and Luke does
n:ot exist; even in regard to the places of residence there is no need
for assuming one'% (%) The sane oonclusion is - The two independent

(1) Thompson, "iiracles in the N.T.", pp.152 and 1%9.

(2) Orr, "The V.B. Of Ghrist", pp.36pr37.

(3) Same as (2).

{;l- 'o::r, f'.ll:e V:B. ?I.' Oh:ht', Dy 75.

s P*34. = "Leben Jesu", p.65.
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narratives, one from Mantthew, the other from Luke, so far from being con-
tradictory, in reality corroborate snd supplement each oth;r.

Summing up what we have learned so far, we find that we have two early
and genuine Gospels, whose integrity 1s sbove reproach, written by intel-
ligent men whose honesty must bo postulated, end whose mocounts beautiful-
ly harmonize and supplement each other, Those Gospels, in their introduct-
ory chapters, teach that Jesus of Hazareth was born at Bethlehem of the
Virgin Zary, and conceived by the Holy Ghost.

Over and against these unimpeachable narratives the enemles of the Virgin
Birth now attempt to bring in the reminder of the New Tegtament as witness
for the nogative. The argument from the gllence of the whole New Tegtament
is probably the most popular of all tho objections ralsed against the .
supernatural origin of our Lord, It ip maintained, that outside of the
introductory chaptors of Katthew and Luke, the New Tostament does not once
even allude to the Virgin Birth, lark, John, Paul, The Acts, the mn-P;uline
Epistles, Revelation, all are brought in one after the other to prove that
thip doctrine was not a part of the Apostolic preaching. Foedick says:
"The two men who contributed most to the Church's thought of the d.i.vl.m
meaning of Christ were Faul and John, who never even distantly allude to
tho Virgin Birth",(1) Osmpbell maintains, the Virgin Birth of Jesus was
unknown to the primitive church since Paul gives us no hint of it, lark
is silent on the whole eh.l.ldhood of Jesus, and John slmply ignores the
Birth.{(2) This is such o comnon argument of the opposition that 1t will
hardly e necessary to adduce further negntive witnesses, The enomies
of tho Virgin Birth are pretty well agreed, if one ignores the first two
chapters of latthew and Luke, the New Tegtament contains no hint of eny-
thing supernatural attending the mode of Ohrist's entry into the world.
Therefore, it is held, the authority of these isolated narratives 1s

(1) Theol, MNonth,, VoliVII., June,1927. P.161.- "The Few Know. a, t. Ohr.

Faith" - a sermon,
(2) Orr, "The V.B. Of Ohrist", p.3. - "The New Theology", Pr.97-3.
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broken down, for !.1:. is inconcelvable that these other writsrc should have
romainod silent 1f they knew of it. The Virgin Birth nerratives are un-
hipgtorical.

On tho surface of 1t thlis indictaent of the Virgin Birth appears very
formidable, however, on closer inspection the argument ig 'not nearly so
convinecing, The argument from silence is ever a dangerous ons, "E silent-
io non valet conseguentia", If manipulated in the right way a person should
be able to provo mont anything he is in favor of, and disprove anything his
omn subjective i'onson:l.ns duos not accapt. Robert Dick Wilson zives us an
oxanple of what such arbitrary criticism would lesd to if applied to mod-
ern literature. If we subjected Soribner's history of the United Statea
to thlis system, we might be lad to balieve- that the Presbyteriesn Ghurch
did not exist in the twentieth century, eto.{1) Let us apply it to a few
outstanding truthe which are accepted &s historically sound by every sane
Bible student. lark and John, for instance, tell us nothing of the youth
of Jesus, Are wo thorefore obliged to follow liarcion and believe Jesus
dropped from heaven, that he had no youth?! Again, John does not glve us
an account of the Lord's Supper. lust we infer that John dld not believe
Jogus instituted this Sacrament? We admit from the very start that .'bhere
is no direot statement of the Virgin Birth outside of iatthew and Luke in
the entire Hew Testament, but does mere silence on the part of one :I.nvnl!.--
date the clear testimony of the other? We think not. Ve would much rather
believe that the Holy Spirit, in his unfathomable wisdom, zave us but two
narratives as sufficlent for our faith., Various Soriptures have been writ-
ten to serve various purposes- (II Tim, 3,16), end what might not appear in
one writing would in no way cast reflection upon the truth or worth of
what is found in enothor., "With this method of "rigzor and vigor" it is
poesible to subvert all Scripture to any and all personal prejudice” and

(1) "Is Higher Oriticism Scholarly?", pp,;?-js.
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dogmatisn. (1)

But let us exsmine tho allegod silence of the Gospel and Epistle writers,
taking Hark and John as representative of the fifst group, and Faul as typical
of the second, : -

luch 1s made of the silence of lark,because 1t is supposed to be the oldest
Gospol we have, and as 1s maintained, shows obvious ignorance of the Virgin
Birth, The enswer seems slumple to us. "It is purile to demand of a record
which professes to begin with the ministry of the Baptist, that it shall
uention an event which preceded the Baptist's birth,"(2) The origin of
Jesus 1s pla:l.nl,v' b'eyond the scope of a narrative which sets out to tell
"the events of Christ's ministry within the limits of the comaon Apostolic
testimony, which, as we know, began with the baptism of John, in Ohrist's
thirtieth year, and ended with the ascension",(3) It may be noted in pass-
ing that ‘"it was the singular contention oftthe older Tuebingen oritics -
of Baur, Hilgenfeld, and others of the school, but also of a scholar like
Bleck - lark DID know of the Virgin Birth",(4)

Lot liark speak for himself. The prelude to his Gospel reads, " The be-
ginning of the gospel of Yesus Ohrist, the Son of God", Why "Son of God",
if lark believed Jesus to .be the son of Joseph? loreover it might be said, -
liark wes even more consistent in his statements concerning Jeous than the
author of our first Gogpel, In Matthew the people of Hazareth are represent-
ed as saying, "Is not this the carpenter's son?"(35), while kark is very care-
ful to omit the allusion ta Joseph, and ;ritei, "Is not this the carpenter,
the son of liary?"(6) Yhy does he not say the son of Joseph, which certainly .
would have been the more natural way of expressing himself. Whether this
incident may be allowed to ifake:Mark favor the Virgin origin of Jesus or )
not, the foct remains he gives us good reasons for believeinz he does.

3 gi‘:f“im:.’%.gf’giuoiﬂ’.’ﬁf ;l::o¥.f.1:;t£.z.nr.m1:e, "Apostles' Oreed”.

(3) 8ee above (2). / P.48,

L) Orr, "The V.B. Of Ohrist", p.106.
5) Matthew 13,58, ?6) lark 6,4,
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Ve next turn to John. Here the same remark has to be made to begin with,
that John's "silence” is due more to lack of occasion for the mention of the
fact than his ignorance of it, for Joha like iliark begins his Gospel with the
uinistry of Jesus. The lact of the Evangelists surely lkmew of the Virzin
Birth as described by his predecessors. At the same time we must remember
that the mother of Jesus had been placed under John's guardianship by the
Lord himgelf, and that she must have lived with him until her death.(1) If
the narratives of liatthew and luke were false, why did John not rise up in
righteous indignation, defend his "mother" from such "slander”, and renounce,
.repudiate, and correct these blasphemous mytha? As a matter of fact he does
no such thing. vhat remains but to believe that he accepted and endorsed
thegse narratives? Zaha puts it thus: "Johannes hat nicht nur indirekt seine
Bekanatochalft mit der jungfraeulichen Goburt Jesu on dea Tag gelegt und jeden
Widerspruch dagegen unterlasson, sondorn er hat slch mit volltoenendem Zeug-
nip dazu belkannt. Ist der viorte Evangelist dor' Juenger, welcher m.ch'den
Testeuncnt des oterbenden Jesus llaris in gein Haus eufgenommen hat, so ist
ein sctacrkeros Zeugnis als das seinize nicht zu denken; denn was lenschen
von der Geburt Jepu wissen koennen, dass hat dle Mutter gewusut, dle den
Herrn geboren hat,"(2)

o hove already indicated the bitter personal emmity that exlsted between
Cerinthus, the First impugner of the Virgin Birth, and John who would not
oven remuin in the ssme bath with this horetic, iiay we then suppose that
John and Cerinthus were at one on the very point in which the latter came
into the sharpest confliot with the belief of his day?! Zahn concludesi
" Hat Kerinth sie(the V.B,) bestritten, so hat Johennes sie gekannt, und
man duerfte vermuthen, das er sich zu derselben bekannt habe",(3) If
anything, John's silence would mean that he was heartily in favor of this

(1) Jobn 15, 26-27.

(2) "Altes und Neuss®, - Art. ueber "Ein VWeihnachtsbekenntnis", P.63.
(’, n | n n n | | M 9 P00
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doctrine concerning his lord!s origin. But is he silent? Ye say, nol

Look at the first chapter or- his Gospel, and read therein, "ths pre-existent
"Logos was made flesh", who is "the only begotten of the Father", "the Lamb
of God, which toketh away tho oin of the wobld". This is what the oritiocs
call "the silence of St. John", In discussing various versesof this first
chapter uvf John, Robertson finds "his lnnéunge in perfect harmony with the
Virgin Birth.r One will have difficulty in giving full force of the language
of verese 4 without the idea of the Virgin Birth....... The idea of the
peculiar origin of Yesus pervades the Gospel of John from bsgimning to end,
It makes .t practically certain that, when he wrote the words, "the Logos
besame floch", he wus referring to the Virgin Birth of Jesus, who then, as
the Son of God, cmme into our human nature as the Son of man",(1)

Ve will remember. that one of the objections to the Virgin Birth 1s this,
that in tho after history, lary shows.no consciousness of tho divine greatnem
of her son, However, at the marriage in Uana,John pictures lary regarding
her con as endowed with supernutural powers, expects a miracle of him, Orr
has sized up the situation in one sentence: "It is the irony of this mode
of oriticism that the only Gogpel which shows clearly this consciousness on
the part of lary should be one challenged for iznorence of the Virgin Birth."
(2)

From the gilepce of Faul nothing detrimental can be drawn, since the one

. central theme of this Apostle's preaching and teaching was the death and

resurrection of Jesus. "He v:ry seldoxnly alluded to or recalled the inci-
dents of Ohrist’'s 11fe - inoidents which must have been perfectly faailiar
to him."(3) Pﬁl;l Journeyed from one Christiar community to another, travel-
ed with Luke for years, and was a fearless defender of the truth. If the
Virgin Birth was a heresy, creeping into the Ohurch during-the miniatry of

(1) Theo. lonth., p.573., - Biblical Rev., October, 1925, pp. 575-8.
(2) Orr, "The V.B. Of Christ", p.l112.

(5) u " [ - ’ po“i‘h

-
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Poul, then ne nmust have knowm of it, and we should expesct to find him
vohouently withstanding and denouncing the "myth". Yet this staunch defend-
ex of tho Ohristion falth, neither directly rofers to nor condemns this
dootrine. Ve cannot help but infer, the Virgin Birth was perfectly in
sgreement with Paul's Chriotology. His whole life's history - the bitter
enony of Christianlty converted into the greatest ;.‘l.ssi.omry for Ohrist

of all times, willing to go into death for his llastor - is to our mind,
inexplicable unlesc Faul regurded Jesus as true God. Now over and againat
his regard for. J-‘esu, think of his abhorrence for sin, his vivid discussions
on the lust of the flesh oxnd the utter depravity of man. How theon shall we
understand him buffeted about, parsecuted, and sy:!'fering death with a joy-
ous pride, ever and anon proclaiming that one megsage, " This Jesus is the
Christ", if he belieoved Josus to have been conceived :l.n-d.n like as other
uwen? The human parentage of Ohrist militates against, the Virgin Birth
harmonizes perfectly with Paul’'s Ohristology.

Yo can read his epistles w;thout being impressed by the plea for falth
in the God-usn, Jesus Ohrist, of "the seed of David", yet "Son of God"?(1)
To him Christ was at all times one of us, yet not OF us, flesh of our flesh,
and nevorthelens God.(2) He speaks of Hin as “emptying Himself, taking on
the forn of a servant, being made in the likeness of m',.md. yot "being
in the form of God".(3) Ohrioct was "the second man from heaven"(4), who
voluntarily took upon Himgelf our nature(5), coming to us as the "Son of God",
"Lorn of a womsn, bora under the law".(6) Here Zahn inquires: " Warum sprioht
Paulus von den Yelbe sls die lutter, d:l.e- ihn goboren hat, anstatt von dea
Menne, der dooh viel strenger schon durch das Gebot der Begchneidung an das
Gegetz gebunden 1st?! Dio Antwort kann nur lauten: 'Well Paulus ebensowsnig

1) Rom. 1,3-4s g Rom. 8,3

, Fhil, 2 6‘7- 4 I Oor, - 15 47.
(g) II Uor-'B,QI Phil, 2.5—5. §) Gal. 4'4.'
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wie irgond oln Christ unter den Volks- und Zeitzonossen Jesu von elnen lanne
welse, dor Jesum gezeugh habe",(1)

We hope to have shown that Paul 1s not a witness who can be relied upon
to disprovo ‘the Virzin Birth, and i'.h.ut.. hls cllence is silence only in tne
blased ninds of those scholars who will not believe the mirascle. In this
manner we could go on to explain oway the clilence of every book of the
New restunont. IHowever, the above illustrations will suffice to show that
the arguaent from sllence,when cpplied to the =ritings of the New Testauent
with respect to the Virgin Birth, ls untenable, leads to all soits of umon-
strous speculation, and above nll, IS COXTRARY TO TACT.

In our rather dectulled dlscussion of the argument from silence wa have
elready aet another objoctlon of the oritics, nsmely, that the whole How
Testemoat {outside of iit. and Lk, 8h. 1-2) goniradiacts the Virgin Birth,
Ye velieve to have proved, tho How Testament implies, teaches, and per-
fectly haruwonizes with superaatural origln. And when the opponentionce
wore bring up the argument from "Davidic sonship®, end point to the ex-
pressions which are suppoged to malte Jegus the uon of Josoph, we merely
refor thom to Matthew and Luke who do the same thing without any tih_ought
of contradition,(2)

The Virgin Birth stands as an HISTORICAL FAOT, plainly taught in two
Biblical writinge, accopted by the earliest Christians, defended thiough-
out the ages, and treasured by all true believers to-day, inspite of all
objections and c-nlwmien continually being heaped upon 1t.

THE MIRACLE - UNESSENTIAL,
Thus far we have dealt with objections that openly repudiated a Virgin
Birth, and ettempted to refute the same by direct criticism. WYe now come

(1) Altes und Neues - 1923, p.68.
(2) Compare above, pp.28-29.
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t0 a more subtle, more insidious line of arguaent, and for that reason more
dangerous and threatoning. There 1s u group of scholars within the Church

R T

who accept most of the evangelical dnotr:!.ne of the Ohristian falth, but who
are not ready to belleve in tho Virgin Birth. Uany of these men manifest
a deep interest in the Christian falth, and zealously assert their loyalty
to the "practical" demands of the Christian religion. They often hold high
positions in varlous church todies and wiold a powerful influence in the
roliglous lives of thousands of people. %e hear them spealing of Ohrist
in glowing terms, holding Hia up as the "Ideal ilan" whose exanple ought to
e followed by all men, ond using "evangeliocal terms with unevangolical
thoughts", finally uake Him out to be a man, Yo can therefore readily
understand why these same man contend that, whether the claim to a miracle
in the Birth of 'toaun is real or fancied, it makes no essential difference
in the Person of Christ, and is entirely imaaterial to the belisver. It
edds nothing of doctrinal worth to the creed of the Church, and i1t were
well to purgze our beliefs of such incoredible articles in ordor that they
mizht better apponl to tho "modern mind". Faith is in no way dependent
upon, or conditioned by belief in the Virgin Birth, no not evea Christ's
sinleacness depends upon it. The Yirg;':::hnv therfore be safely dropped
from our creeds without fear of loeing anything of importance or disturb-
ing our faith in Christ. Thoupson, in one of his concluding sentences

of his chapter dealing with this doctrine, says: " The view - that He
cane into life miraculously - adds nothing to the wonder of his coming,
or to the value of Hig' life among men".(1) Here are a few words from

kr. R.-T.O_anpboll'- newly published book on The New Theology. "The ored-
ibility and significance of Christienity are in no way affected by the

dootrine of the Virgin Birth.......like many others, I used to take the

(1) liirscles in the H.T., P160.
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the position that acceptance or non-acceptance of this doctrine was imaater-
lal because Ohristlanity was quite independent of itj; but later reflection
has convinged me that in point of fact 1t operates as a hindrance to spirit-
ual religion and a real living faith in Jesus".{1) Oampbell certainly goes
farther then Fosdick who only claims that he ig "far from thinking that he
has given up snything vital in the New Testament's attitude toward Jesus®.(2)
Kaftan staapo the Virgin Birth as a dootrine "having no religious value”.(3)

Even with regard to essentlality we cannot allow the opponents objection
to stand, Difforcnce of opinion on the Virgin Birth in IlOT immaterial, it
IS VITAL. It goes to the very root of the question of deity, and that is
the very eesence of Ohrist's powor. Ve may drop mll further refutation at
thio stage, for the question of the importance of this doctrine will be
taken up once more in the last part of our thesis. FHevertheless, we cannot
rocist the tocuptation to put one pointed question to the critics before
pascing on to the next thought: If the Virgin Birth is ulessential, immater-
ial, and of such little importance, how are we to explain the ernormous
azount of controversial literature on just this subject which is flooding
the narket to-day? "For people do not usually waste their energies in -
efforts to overthrow'a faoct whioch they deem of little :I.I-nport.lno'(‘l)

The liiracle - A ilyth,
The great problem for those who deny the historioity of the Birth stories
conld have avisan
is to show how the idea of the Virgin Birtn, in such a way and at such a time
as to £ ind lodgement in the Nativity narratives. The Infancy accounts ars
established as integral parts of two early and genuine Gospels.(5) They are
Aot interpolations, neither do they contradict themselves, nor do they mill-
tate against the temchings of the rest of the New Testament.(6) Tae mther
: 1) Orr, "The V.B. Of Christ", pP.3. - The New Theology P10k,
(2) '.Ehec’». lhnf.h: s Yol.VII, 1957. P.195, —= The New Knowl. a. t. Ohr. Faith,
Pieper, Dogm., III, 366. : / P10

3
4) o "The V.B, Of Christ", p.183,
25) ::'abov:, pp.19—2‘|-.’ Sy :("6) See above pp.24-38.
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difficult problem of the critics ls to show how the Virgin Birth, unleas
it were a fuot, over could hove found place in these Gospels. They must
not only snow how the idea of the Virgin Birth might have deoveloped during
the firot century, but must further show how this idse was ever taken up
by Just those narratives in which we find it. :.

Basic for all theories, and thelr name is lezlon, is the idea that Jesus
ucde a profound lmpreseion upon hies disciples and the people of his day by
tho "uniqueness" of hle personality, and that these disciples then tried to
explain his preoeaminence by ascribing to Him a supernatural orizin. Ve state
the most popular thoories, roughly clessifying thea undor the genoral heads,
the "Jewleh Influonce Theories" and the "Heathen Influence Theories".

The Jowish Influence Theory. B:I.nn; the narratives of tne Virgin Birth
are Jewish in character, it iz most natural to suppoze that the basis of
the ideoa 1z to be found on Jowish-Christian soil, Within the limits of
Judoien itoelf, two starting points have been sugzested for the develop-
uent of tho idoa of tho Virgin Birthe In the first place, men like Har-
nock believe they have found a complete explanatlon-in Isaioh 7,14. The
0ld Testament heroes, as for inaotance Jacob and Isasc, were regarded as
begotten of the Spirit (Gal.%4,29), and en analogy 1s to be found in the
How Testement John,(1) And since Jesus was considered greater than any
of theoe "spiritual children", it was only a step farther to exclude the
huasn factor on‘!'.l.rely, by making the Holy Ghost not sn important , but the
gole Pactor in Christ's conception. The propnecy of Isaish would sult such
a bellef very nicely, hence 1t was brought in to give lmpetus to the whole
iden. Harnock not only makes this pmosage "a necessary element in the de-
velol.:ment. , but apparently the only determining cause for the psculiar
form which tho "myth" assumed.(2) Lobstein is able to trace a very definite

(1)itiachen, "Princeton Theo. Rev.", Vol.IV. January, 1906. P.66.

(2)- « " . u - n n n P.67.
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course of dovelopment. The charactor of Yesus, his mighty works, and pro-
found saylngs made such an imprension on his followers, that unintelligent
es theoy were, they imagined Him to be the promiped ilessish. Later they be-
gan to reflect upon His uniquoness and decided it must be due to a mirscul-
ous origin., "Thus arose the Pauline doctrine of the preexistence, and final-
1¥5¢.ss. the more highly developed Logos Ohristology of the fourth Gospel.
To the theocoratis sonship waa added the metaphysioal sonship.®(1) At the
soue time a more popular development had been golng on, assisted by the
"spiritual childern" stories end the prophecy of Isaiah 7y14, which found
tho solution of the unique personality of Christ in the fact that He was
not begotten like othor mon, but directly by God., Thus the idea developed,
froa tho theocratic, to tho metaphysiocal, to the physlcal sonchip,

Pfolderer introduced a now thought when he maintained, "the ideas which
lie oy the basis of the birth narratives come specifically from the theology
of Faul, and only the details from the 0ld Testament.(2) As Orr puts it,
"He actunlly thought he saw in these words of Paul about Jesus 'being born
of the soed of David according to the flesh', and ®declared to be the Son
of God with power, according to the Spirit of holiness, by the resurrection
of the dead', the origin of Luke's narrative of the Virgin Birth,"(3)

Loeaving the purely Jewigh and Ohristien basis, soms seek to derive the
idea of the Virgin Birth "from that mixture of Greek philosophy and Old
Testament religion which wo find best exemplified in the writings of PailoX(4)
Conybeare and Voelter, exponents of this theory, spesk of "redactors” who

' " were influenced by Hellenism, and by the heathen notlons of "ochildren of
God". Of them Or;- saysj "It is unnecepsary to delay on thoor!.el-o_f a nmixed
kinde...... Ho,will be a skilful person who can discern any trace of Philon~
ic'influence in the narratives of either Hatthew or Luke",(5)

(1) lacheny "Princeton Theo. Rev.", Vol.IV.,1906, (Jen.) p.g.
I 2 ] = (] p. [ ]
1 3 "1'!.1. V.B. Of.Ohr!.st=,p.11;. - 'lh':ohrhunt.\m, PP.420-1.
| (%) Machen, "Princeton Theo, Rev.", Vol.IV. Jan. 1906, p.70.

(5) "The V.B. Of Ohrist", p.163.
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The insufficiency of thesc Jewish nnd "mixed" tho.oriu is strikingly
attested by the fact that so many recent critics feel obliged to seek the
idea of the Virgin Birth outside of Judaism = in the heathen world.

The Heathen Influence Theories., Let us briofly outline a few of the main

theorios to which critics heve taken reocourse irprder to prove the Virgin

Birth is a heathen idea, Usener claims that Hatther and Luke wers not
satiofied with the narrative of the great event at the beptism, for it
pootponed Christ's cunsecration or "adoption" too long, and that rather He
"mugt huve been God's chosen instrument from His birth".(1) Hence the
story of the Ha.t.:l.vii;y, and "here we unguestionably enter the sircle of pa-
gon ideas", "for the idea is quite foreiga to Judaism",(2) The "star", the
Mlagl", etc., are from the :"warp and woof" of heathenism.

Soltau finds throo main featuros of heathenism in the MNativity records,
They are: The generatlon of Jesus through the Holy Spirit; the angels song
of praige; und the journey of the Lagi.(3) "The angels song of praise is
an adeptation of rejolcings at the birth of Augustus, wlio was halled as the
sovior of the whole human race, He too, poings to the star and the Liagl as
based on heathon iythology."(4) Ia fact all three of the above ‘aentioned
heathen notions "referred to what had been handed down end proclaiued in
honor of the Foman Euperor, especiclly of Augustus, to the true Saviour
of the world,"(5) -

Holtsuena proccuds more cautiously. He allows the germ of the whole
idec of a Virgin Birth to orlzinate in Judalsa, but continues, the idea
could never have ripened into its:present form on Jewish ground. "In the
heathen world it found en atmosphere friendly to the hizhest degree, for
there we Ffind many "children of God" - Hermes, Asscufepius, Dionysius,
Horcules, otc., as well as Pythagoras, Flato, Alexander, Augustus., These

1 hhehax:, "princeton .'.'I.‘h.eo. llRe\r- " Vol,IV,, Jen. 1906, .P.'l?. £
2) Orr, "The V.B. Of Ohrist", p.165. = Enoycl, Blb,, sub "Nativity".

3) and (%) kachen, "Friuceton Theo, Rev,", Vol.IV, Jan.,1906, p.76
(5) Ulachen, same article as (3) and (&), page T7.




heathen representations 'of the coming of the zreat :l'r;m above needed only
to strip off thelr coargoly sensgous forns in order to be transferred to
the world-conguering Son of God from the East."(1)

Thore 1o one more group of scholars whope thoory must he mede mention
of bofore we take up tho refutation of tho "myth storles"., It is the
view held by Oheyne, Gunkel, Farnell, end others.{2) Oheyno sees "a busis
for the idea of the Virgin Birth in the mythology of other Eastern peoples,
and lmows that the Old Testament has, as a matter of fact, been in various
vays influencod by thoge mythologles".{3) By msans of Babylonian, Egyptian,
and Fersian parallels, he can chow that"the prelude to the first Gospel is
a Christlon transformation of a primitive story, derived ultimately, ih all
probabllity, from Babylonian mythology".(4)

Yo have briefly stated the case of scme of the outstanding exponents or_
the Jewlsh, tho Pagan, and the Babylonian "Influence Theories", without
any attempt at refutation., To have gone into detall even in combating
only the main "Influence Theories" would have called forth a rather tedious
end lengthy dlscuscion; we might say an unnecessary d.ineusn:l.onl., for these
pscholars have carried on an internecine:warfare, which hcs so0 vitiated all
attempts at explaiping the mythical origin of the Virgin Birth, that little
reacins for us to rofute., We adduce a fow example of thls war of oxtermin-
ation among the critics themselves.

Haornacl scys: "The belief that Jesus was born of a Virgin sprang from
Is,7,14s It ia in point of mevhod, not pormissible to stray so far (as in
the Yentile theories) when we have near at hand such a complete explanation
as In.7,14,"(%) : !

Now hear the other side. Soltaus "This at any rate is clear: the bellef
in the Virgin Birth of Jesus could not have originated in Falestine) any-

(1) Uachen, "Princeton Theo. Rev.", Vol.IV. Jan., 1906, p.73.

2) Orr, "The Vir. B. of Ohrist", p.176.

linchen, "Princeton Theo. Rev.", Vol.IV. Jans,1906, P.-TS.

3
J Same
;) Orr, Eﬁﬁ’%.n. Of Christ", ps153. - "Hist. Of Dog.", p.100.
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how, it could never have taken its rise in Jewish circles.... The Virgin
Birth,in partiocular, wus certainly not first inferred from the words of
the prophot Isalsh in 7,14."(1) OCheyne corroborates Soltau's assertion
when he says: " It has been overlcolked that the migtranslation of 'ha-
alnah' in the LXX is so far from accounting for the bellief in the Virgin
Birth of Ohrist that it requires to be explained itsolf,"(2) In the same
strain writes Gunkel: "It has long been seen that the representation (in
Luke) is quite foreign to pursJudaisms the Judaisn which comes from the
0ld Testement ... lmows of no miraculous begetting through a divine fact-
r".{ 3)

"But now the advocates of the Uentile origin jave the heavy guns of Har-
nack and his friends turned upon thems 'The conjecture of Usener, that the
idea of' the birth from a Virgin is a heathen myth which was received by the
Christiens, contradicts the entire earliest dovelopuent of Christian trad-
ition, which is froe from heathen myths,"(4) Harnack reminds us "of the
fact that the oldest Ohristianity strictly refrained from everything poly-
theistic and heathen", and on that account declares that "The unreasonable
metihod of collecting from the mythology of all peoples parallels for origin-
al Church traditions, whether historical reports or legends, is valueless,"
In enother connection Harnack is even more explicit: "The Greek or Oriental
mythology I should leave enti rely out of count; for there is no ooud.m.: to
suppose that the Gentilo congregations in the time up to the middle of the
second century adopted, in despite of their fixed principle, populer mythi-
cal representations."(5)

There you have the witness of the oritlics, representatives of the two
general mythical theories. We are reminded of the witness before Oalaphas
at the trial of Jnusl "NHeither did "their witness agree together", Be-

} Orr, "The V.f. Of Ohr::nt : ;:‘:g; : :g::!{:t;sr:;lcl::h:wp.‘ ,:25-25- .
gz " a n a ,p.16% - "0p. olt., p.66.

n ’ 154 lﬁ.lt. of Do;., I,P.‘ml
(5) Machen, "Princston Theo. Rev.", VolsIV. Jan.,1906. F.The
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oldes, we have the newent of these theories of the mythical origin of the
idea of the Virgin Birth, which, &s Orr husorously puts it, "1like its
predecessors, lacks but one thing - BOTTOM, It gives the death-stroke to
oll theories that have gono before."(1). The Reverend Schulze has sunmed

up the entire situation in ono Stsiement: "The rival theorles are hopelessly
at variance with each other, Tho Jewlgh theory cuts the throat of the Gentile
theory; the Heathen theory disposes of the Yowlsh theoryj the Babylonien
theory glves the death-blow to the Yewish and the Pagan theories and goes
down to destruction with them".(2) .

In thelr strife with ecach other the oritics have pructicully sounded
the death-knell of their own theories. It is our intention to pronounce
final judgement upon them by pointing out soae flagrent discrepancies
viilch lic on the very surfuce.

The Jewlash Influcnce Theory zoos down on two counts:

1) The Time Eleaent.

a) I? early, the miin difficulty is the impossibllity of expleaining
tho ripe of such a myth within the space of 25-30 years. The
Apoptles, ilary herself, her friends and relatives were then still
alive, If a ayth, it is also a stain upoa I s and Jesus' ho-
nor, Whore do wo find opposition to the "ayth™ on the part of
those men-who would rather dle than deny or malign their Lord?
Another thinz: It is a leading point with the oritics that Paul
and the other Apostles new nothing of it. Impossiblel

b) If between tho primitdive outlook and the fully geveloped thought
) of John ( Lobotein (3)), or between Paul and John, "we are back
to a date of origin for this story earlier than the Epistles of
Paul, i.s., within 20 years from the Orucifixion".(4) Once more
we must say, how explain the alleged ignorence of the Apostles?

c) If gongurreatly with Paul, and lLobstein says it is posasible(3),
the difficulties thicken. Yo thought Psul contredioted the Vir=-
gln Birth, or knew nothing of it. Keim and Lobsteln assume that
the idea of the supernatural birth, and Paul's pre-existence
déctrine, are oonceptions which exclude each other.(6) Even then
we are still barely 30 years from the origin of the Church. How
could a myth so fully formed and complex be recelved in that brief
space of time?

2) Schulze, Theo. konth., Vol.VII., 1927. P.204.
) Orr, “The V.B. Of Ohrist", p.150.
Same as (3) . ; =l
{(5) Orr, "The V.B. Of Christ", pP.1%59.
zé) n n n n " s P_16ﬂ,

§1) Or.'l', *the V.B. Of chrlﬂt., P|176|
(
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d) If late, what shall we do with the Gospel accounts that have been
established as early?

The Jewish Element.

a) Yo have no reason to believe that Is.7,14 was ever applied to the
ilegslah by the Jews, Edershein gives a list of all the passages,
some 456, but Is.7,14 is not among them,

T T B
b) The Hebrow word "Almah" in its striot sense denotes a young né:':logo-
able woman., And while we believe it does signify "virgin" in the
Isalah passaze and in other 0.T. writings, the Jews at least had
no reason to belleve their Messiah would be Virgin born.

c) The Virgin Birth is foreign to the Jewish idea of marriage, Par-
hood was honored and children considered a heritage from the Lord.
The Yows expected a royal Messiah, not the son of a lowly Virgin.

d) The monothelistic idea of God which separated the Jewish God from
the world as heathen conceptions of God did not, certainly camnot

be brought into harmony with the origin of a the idsa of Virgin
Birth on Jewish ground.

e) Luke shows no trace of connection with Liessianic prophecy

£) It may be montioned as remarksble - if the origin of the myth was
Jewish - that it was just from Jewish-Ohristians {the Eblonites)
that the conspiouous denlal of the Virgin Birth in the early
Church proceeded.

g) If a myth - then a slander, Mary and Jesus - objects of ridicule.
From latthew and Luke? Impossiblel

The difficulties of the Jewish mythical theories are so apparent , the

theories so insuffioclent, that most modern oritios have already oast them

overboard. However the Heathen Influence Theories are no better. They too

sucéumb in the face of insurmountable difficulties.

1)

2)

There is not a single true parallel between the Gospel stories and
heathen myths.(1) In the heathen world we find narratives of gods,
who are no more tham great men, visiting women in carnal intercourse,
but not a single Virgin Birth., In every myth we can trace the male
factor, a god assuning the form of a serpent, a satyr, an elephant,
or even entering the body of the husband of the woman who 1s sald

to have begotten "a child of God". The theories are too confused,
and too numerous, to refute. Orr spends about eight pages to prove
there is no analogy between the Bible stories and heathen myths.(2)

There 1s no proof for the influehce of heathenism upon Ohristianijy
at the time when the Virgin Birth is supposed to have originated,
The faot is, the Yews, especially the Ohristians were filled witha
feeling of intense repugnance for anything heathen.(3) We know from
history that they would rather die than join in heathen idolatry.

1; Orr, "The V.B. Of Christ", p.167.
2 |

m = = &, pp, 165173,
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3) Vhen the time element is intréduced,"the whole theory falls likes
a house of earda".h)
The latest theory is also baseless. Orr virtually tears 1t to pleces
when he says: "Who ever heard of, or saw, Or came on any trmce of this

siateh
purely imaginary 'pra-ohrinu.un'k based on Babylonian or other myths,

which in first thought u'.'plm:l.ble', then 1s converted into a certainty, ﬁ
and reasoned from a factl Jewish or“Ohriat:l.nn literature furnishes not a |
scrap of evidonce for its existence, It 1s, what these writers would have
the ¥irgin Birth to be, purely a fiction - a creation ol." the brain, The |
upshot, thereforo, i.e., that this new theory, having destroyed all the
rest, ltself shares in their downfall, and leaves the field clear for the
only remaining hypothesis, which is the simolest and most satisfactory of
any - THAT THE THING ACTUALLY HAPPENED."(2) For the heathen myths, far
froa involving a suspicion of the Virgin Birth, even illu-trl.l'.e a truth
which argues for the miracle, In the heathen idea that a divine man pre-
supposes a miraculous origin is reflected the universal and natural belief
of men, we might say, the instinct, which connects super-human greatness
with divine origin. All of which "leads us to suspeot that, if there is
a real incarnation, it will be accompanied by a miraculous sign".(3)
It is time to sum up our result. Ve set out from the premissthat miracles
are possible, hence the Virgin Birth cannot be simply brushed aside by pure
dogmatic assertions, hrthemgeni-:l. explains nothing and is antizBiblical,
The "ideal”Christ of Schleiermacher is insufficient, an impossible creature,
Ve next examined the New Testament narratives of the Birth of Jesus and
ghowed that they have very early attestation, and themselves give olear
evidence that they are not pure inventions. We proved the Gospels genuine,
found the narratives integrally sound, the wr:l.te:;-s hone'-t beyond reproach,
and showed that the supposed contradicjions with the rest’'of the New Testa-

ment, and within the limits of the narratives themselves, have not been
(1) Orr, "The Virgin Birth Of Ohrist", p:175.
(2, n u u u n n F) 9-179-
(3) = now P on 5 P.166.
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firmly established. The alleged silence of the New Testament proved a
boomerang. Ve then examined the alternative hypothesis that the narratives
ere to be explained irfother ways than as based on facts, reviewed the var-
ious theories, ran amuck of contradictions, wars within the camp of 'u;e
enemy, and showed that all theories, the Jewish, the Heathen, the Babylon-
ion, run up against insurmountable difficulties,

S0 we have found that there are grave objections both to the”historical®
and to the mythical explanations of our narratives., Vhat decision ought
wo make? To this question we believe there is but one answer - the answer

we chall give in last part of our thesis,

< T S —— S — T g
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III
THE LUTHERAH POSITIOH

We have aired the intricate arguments of the opposition, have found them

oxtromely rational, subjective, and dogmatio; sometimes straining the imagin-
ation, at other times contradlotory, but always revealing the futility of
the attempts of finite minds to gage and to limit the Infinite. We have
dealt with gross speculations, with human vagaries, with biased assertions,
and with subtle, insidious advances. All in all, our impression has been,
they "became vain in their imagzinations, and their foolish heart was darken-
ed, FROFESSING THEMSELVES TO BE WISE, THEY BECAME FOOLSI®
By way of contrast, let us now turn to the plain and simple Word of God.
A real thrill is in store for us. To delve into an enormous array of contro-
versial literature, to spend hours trying to .foil.lnr the involved theories
and profound argunents spun out for and. againgt the Virgin Birth of Ohrist -~
taen to turn to the short, concise, and lucid accounts of the Inspired Word,
is to come out of the realm of darlkness into the bright and glorious sun-
light. Relegating all polemics to the background, let us then make an hon-
eot endoavor to approach the Sacred Page with open mind, snd in humble sub-
migsion, allowing God Himself to talk to us through His Vord.
But,somcone may object, we are getting away :E'r_om the subjects we have set
out to present the Lutheran view, and a-.re now giving the Soriptural sids of
1 it. Rightly so, for we believe the two to be identical, The Lutheran Church
has often bsen called the Bible Church and is very proud of this mame, She
has built up her dootrine upon the firm foundation of the Word of God. She
accepts the testimony of the Prophetd as well as that of the Evangelists,
and does not trace her origin, as is often thought, back to the sixteenth,
but to the first century, to the Apostolic Ohurch. It is therefore only
natural, that in attempting to state the Lutheran position with regard to
the Virgin Birth, we should begin with the question, "WHAT DOES THE BIBLE

e e —— e T ———— T YT —
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SAY ABOUT IT?".

"Vetus Testamentum in Hovo patet, Hovum Testamentum in Vetere lutet",
Taat io an old axiom which has its application also to the Virgin Birth
even in tho prosent age. "The Old Testament] someone has said, "is Jesus
foretold". e may then rightly o'xpect to find some light shed unon the
Birth of our lord also in the Old Testameat, e are not to be disappoint-
ed. The very first liesoianig prophecy, the "Protevangel", Gemesis 3,15,
sheds a faint ray of light upon the origin of our Saviour. This passage
presents a contrast, a struggleo, between "the seed of the woman" and the
"gseed of the serpent"., The whole context compells us to look upon thess
termo s individuslizing, for we are told, "it (the need of the woman) shall
bruise {crush) thy{the sersent's) hoad; and thou shalt bruise his heel®,
Two persones are denoted, chr.‘l.s.t: end the Devil, Hence Eve correctly inter-
preted the promise, although her calculations as to time were :I.noorregt..(ﬂ
Tie paccago is obviously liessianic, WYhat could be more natural than to
conncct tho "seed of the woman" with the "son of the Virgin®"?! There is to
be perpetusl ommity between the two "seeds", a continuous struggle, from
which the "seed of the woman" is to emerge victorious. From these details
we must at least concludo the promised "victor will have an origin unlike
that of other men. All men are sinners, ﬂesh“of sinful flesh, but here
the order is to be broken,{2) This "seed of the womsn", shall orush the
head of the serpent, yea, overcome Satan, To do this he must Himself be
sinless, he must be God, for otherwise he himself would be in the power of
Satan., And-if he is without sin, he cannot be born according to the ordina~-
. ry course of nature - he can be conceived of the Holy Ghost and born of the
woman, the Virgin, Not a word of a father - a strange thing when we con-
sider the ordinary manner of stating descent, prevalent even in our day,

(1)0“. 4.1.
(2)Gen. 5,31 Ps.51: eto.
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and especially so among the ancient Yews, who always derived the birthright
through the malo parent.{1) The idea of maternity is emphasized in our
Passage, end since we are here dealing with the very beginning of Messianio
prophecy, which runs through tlie whole Old Testament and culminates in the
New Testament Ohrist, we cannot hell; but infer with Luther and most of the
positive Bible students - Genesls 3,1% suggests the Virgin Birth.(2)

If the above passago stood out from the rest of the prophecles and pro-
olaimed the Birth from a Virgin in its low, muffled tone, we should have
reason to questlon the corroctness of our interpretation of the same., How-
ever, the prophets have left us other and clearer witnesses, and the most
explicit of theoe is the prophecy of Isalah 7,14,

Every liegsianic prophecy is in a certain aen.aa the product of the age
in which it was proclaimed. The prophets were gonerally men of power and
influence in the Israelitic kingdoms, counselors of the kings and their
people, spokesmen of God. Vhen the "chosen race" amccepted their word, God
looked down upon his pecple with favor, granted psace and prosperity, and
victory over outnumbering hordes; when, on the other hand, Israel rejected
His mepsengers, God let the hand of His wrath descend upon thlis people,
and its fortunes took a turn for the worse., But even when Israel senk to
the depths of migery and everything looked dark, the Lord was ever mind-
ful of & foithful "remmant"”, hol'd:lng out to them a ray of hope for a better
age through promises of a coming "Deliversr". These promises were the
liessienic prophecies, end thus history and propheoy wore often indissolubly
bound up in each other, and progress in'one involved progress in the other,

Isaish 7;14 offers a striking example of the close connection between

historic event and prophetic word. In order to gain a clear idea of its

(1) Hastings "Diot. Of The Bible", sub "Genealogies" - A,J.Macloan.
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import, and to correctly interpret this passago, it 1s necessary first to
eotablioch the historical setting. Let us recall the circumstances under
which the propheocy was g.tw'm. Yo go back in opirit to about the ysar

740 B.0O., Ahaz, a most dogm;erat.e, ':L.olmd, and idolatrous king, sat upon
the throne of Judah, He was being threatened by a coalition of the kKings
of Ephrolm end 8yria, which had for its object to depose Ahaz, and to set
up a mon of thelr own choosing in his stead, So far the inwvasion had been
crownod with success, and only J’o:r;.:aal remained to be teken., The foe
already stood a:b the door, while Aha:.-nd. his people trambled with fear,
In’l-.hi desporato position, what oould be more natural than that the king
should look to outside help for succor, to Asoyria for example?! But he

was ctill debating the mattor in his mind; when Isalah was sent-to h:llll

by God to apsure him, the conspiracy would not succeed, Ahaz makes no
reply) the messoge seems to .ﬂnpreQ- him but little., Then a sizn is offer-
cd him, either "in the depth., or in tho height above", as a confirmation
of tho Lord's word. But the king's heart is hardened, and in mock humility
he declines tho sign, The ind.:l@:t:lon of the prophet is aroused: "Hear ye
now, o house of David; .1-. it a small thing for you to weary men, but will
ye woary my God also?" Before he had said "thy God", now it is "my God".
Ahez and hic people had rejactﬁ. the proffered aild, and ignored the offer
of a sign; "Therefore, the Lord Himself shall g':l.w you a pignl®. Fron what
had transpired, we are justified in expooting that the sign the Lord would
give would be no ordinary one, 'ﬂh.l.t was the gign? Ye quote the Authorized
Version:"BEHOLD,A VIRGIN SHALL CONOEIVE, AND BEAR A SON, AMD SHALL OALL HIS
HAME IGIAWUEL",

Let us examine the text in the original end try to establish the“intend-
ed sense of oach individual term, presenting the positive view without
going to any great length in refuting the negative oritics, The intro-

- ductory words are very significant. " ', nz " is a causal adverb, used
here in an sdversative sense, "yot therefore, nevertheless".(1) The

(1) Gesenius, Heb. and Eng. p.474b.
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Prophot would say, although you implously refuses the offered sign, yet
thorefore (nevertholess) the Lord !unso:l..; will give you a sign. " ].T-I" " _
tho proesent is used, "because both the prngn;lnoy of the mother, and the
birth of the son are prosent to the Prophet".(1) "The Lord Himself® - He
will give it of His om acoord, without any cooperation, in spite of the
king's refusal, The position of the pronoun is significant and gives express
emphasin to the subjeot,(2) Yhen "™N1TI" is placed after the predicate and
subject it has the force of "he himself".(3) We will do well to bear this
in mind, for it will bo of beneflt later on to rightly understend the pro-
pheoy proper. " T Q2" refers to Judsh, the house of David(v.13), the
king and his oubjects. "JIThl" is a sign of something future, a portent,
an omen, "So of prophetic oign or token of the truth of a propheoy, vis.,
when God or a Prophet as His interpreter foretells somes minor event, the
fulfillment of which serves as a sign or proof of the furure fulfilment of
tho whole propheoy,®"(4) But Hengstenberg maintains, that this has its -
reason not in the.-idea of " TI TN ¥, but solely in the circumstance that,
ordinarily, the future carinot serve as a sign of assurance. In Nessianic
prophocy it would almoot seem imperative to look to the future also for
the sign, and not to the present. Furthermore, Bihlical usage allows us .
to understend "JI7 W® as referring to a future event, as in Ex.3,12.(5)
Hore, wo hope to make it clear, "1 TN" can only refer to a great sign
which is still in the distant future. The whole intridduction prepares
for something extraordinary. The stress laid on the fact that God Him-
s0lf would give a sign, = portent, the strength of the " 7,'32' , the
word " Ji'7 ) " itself, all prosage a great remarkable event.

This idea 1d hoi.ghi:.enod by the opening word of the prophecy proper.

(1) Hengstenberg, "Christology" , p.43. Vol.II.

(2)Gesenius Grammar, paragraph 135a, Note.

gj) Gesenius Grammar, s = 133c.

4} Gesenius Heb, Eng, I-'oxi.ucm.i sub * .
5) Hengstegberg, "Ohristology", Vol. II. E.45,
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"137" - "Bohold", open your oyes, give heed, something of great import
is about to-happen. This torm "indicates the enerzy with which the Prophet
anticipates the future; in his opirit it becomes the immediate present.”(1)
Keil says, "immer ist "3 71 " mit folgendem Partizip (hier Part. adj.)
vergegonwaertigend, die Uegenwart ist aber entweder eine wirkliche, wie
Gen.16,11, oder eine ideale, wie hier anzunehmen ist, denn abgesshen von
47,7 fuehrt " 1.7 71" bei Jesalas immer Zukuenftiges ein".(2) Wo are there-
fore the moro firaly convinced that tho sign is not a present omen of some
groat ovent in the far future, but that the "JITN" itself will 'f,m place
in the future. How we come to the siga itsels, 'ﬂg}!ﬂ' shall conceive®,
In its striot etymologiocal sense, this word simply signifies a "young women
of marringeable age", Its true meaning in this particular pe.l'mge we shall
dotermine below. The verb," 71 77", means to "conceive, become pregnant”,
nud must be taken as referring to tho future, because of its comnection
wvith the domonstrative "1 j1".(Op. above). The came holds trus for the
succsoding verbs, " 7 é_':, " and " N'_"l T:’_'. The former term is the common
word for "bearing, bringing forth", end the latter exprecses the notion of
"callinz, neming". Whether "N ﬂl:T:“‘ is third feminine, or second feminine
is debuateable, but the fundamental passage in Genesis 16,11, 1a, according
to Hengetonberg, decipsive for considering it as cecond person.{3) lothers
often gave names to the children(4), and thu;i this mother calls her sam,
"Imsanuel®, that it, "God with us"., The name is a designation of his
character and nature. He is God Himself, prosent here on earth, with man —
the God-man, (3)
To summarize, the Frophet promises a g:-e'n.t, wonderful sizn. "Hehold",
S‘l) Hengstenberg, 'Ghrhﬁology', Vol,II, .p.llll-.
{2) Keil end Delitzsch, "Commn. On Isaish", p.142,
22 Hengatenberg, "Oaristology”, Vol.- II. p.4%.
() Isaten 9,51 10,210 e A
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he ories out, "here is a young maiden, pregnant, and about to give birth
to a son, whom she shall give the significant name, 'God with us'". The
vision of the Prophet carries him far beyond present events, the futuro
and present appear to him as one, the element of time is absent, and he
beholds as present something thut in reality would not occur for centuries
to como. Vhat then is the true import of his prophecy? It is evident, by
thies time, that the meaning of the whole pussage rests upon our interpre-
tation of tho subject of the sentence, the word "TI D2 YT S, Here we are
forced to look for the remarkablo sign, since it were nonsense to ses,in
the fact that the prophet designates a son and not s daughter, the key to
the passage. Ve would not be doing justice to the .whole passage, Luther,
in his trenchant way remarks: "das ist aber schimpflich und kindish™,(1}
Some Hebrew authorities tell us, "almah" does not strictly mean a vir-
gin, ap the A.V. translates it, but simply a young woman of marriageable

ego; and that there is another torm - bethulah - which expresses absolute
virginity. It is worth noticing, however, that in Joel 1,8 the bride la-
menting over her husband is called a "bethulsh"., Drechsler says: " Die
zwel Ausdruecke sind Synonymen, sie bezelchnen ein und dasselbe Ding, nur
eben unter verscholdenmn Gesichtspunkten, Das Wort 'bethulah' bezeignet
die Jungfrau als virgo illibate, das Wort 'almah' degegen als virgo nubil-
is. Damit stimat der Sprachgebrauch, deamit die alte Iradition auf das
Genauste usberein”,(2) Gesenius practically says the same thing: "'Almah'
' neque enim illibatae virginitatis notio, quam Hebraei propria voce 'bethu-
lah! exprimunt, in hoo vocabulo in est, meque conditionis-innuptas, sed
pubertatis et astatis nubilis, id quod tum etymo et linguame Hebrasaes usu
ovincitur, tum linguarum cognaterum veterumjue interpretum auctoritate".(3)

Ve may agree with Gesenius as to the etymology of the word expressing

(1) St. Louls Ed., Vol.XX, 1801.
(2) Drechsler . Isaiah Comm., p2836,
(3) Gesenius, "Thesaurus Linguae Heb. et Ohald. Veteris Test.", p.1037.
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"pubertatioc et aetatis nub:!.l:l.a'., but we cannot accept his statement, that
it naver exprespes an..mmarried state,.:.We.maintain that, even if the torm
doos not necessarily bear this meaning of "virgin", it may, and indeed,
usually does bear it. "TINB3Y® 15 tho feminine fomof "HAY ", a
young man, a youth of marriageable age. It 1s derived from the root W3Y 1,
which includes the idea of "fatness, fulness". Oray says it has the con~
notation of i'being lustful®. (1) Hengstenbery, derives it from this same

root, but says it signifies, "to grow up, to become marriageable".(2): A
any rate, otymologically opeaking, "almah" implios youthful vigor and f
sexual ripenosc, without indicating whether the person so called is still |
virgin or m:l-.."E But now let us examine the word in its usage, for usege !
suroly ought to prevall over the etymology of a word in order to determins

itp mecning, "Almah" is used seven times in the Old Testament, not count-

ing "alamoth " in tho superscription of Psalm 4§ and in I.Ohron.1%,20.(3)

Orr sayst "In all the six places in v.sil.nl;, bepides thic passage, the word
occurs in the Old Testoment, it may be contended that this {virgin) is its
moening®,(4) Luther once sent forth the challenge:"If Jew or Ohristian
can prove to me that in sny passage of Soripture 'almah' means 'a married
woman', I will give him 100 florins, although God alone knows where I may
find thea",(5) And Stoeckhardt dryly addsj "If Luther were living to-
doy, he could .mf retain his 100 florins".(6) "Even the opponents have
given up all but one passage, namely Proverbs 30,19."(7) The writer is
speakingz of four things that are :l.nnnn.prehensiblito him {v.18)) "the way
of an eazle in the air, the way of a serpent upon the rock, the way of a

e T T T T

ship in the midst oftthe sea, and the way of a man with a virgin (almeh)".

i

The way of a man with his wife should occasion no wonderment, but that a

Int. Oﬂt- oom. - Iﬂﬂiﬂh p.126.

Za 'Ghr:l.ntology Vol.II, p. b4,
q Th‘ V.B. 9-30-

Sll-) O:rr,( '.;.'h. V.B, Of Ohr!.lt', p133.

5; ggm Uebor Den Frop. Isala: - p.34,

{7) Hengstenberg, "Onristology", p-45.
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virgin should stoop to carnal inZercourse, while she is still unwed, that
secms incomprehonsible to the writer. In verse 20 an adultorous woman (wife)
is described and contrasted with the virgzin of the precedinz verse, (1)

Thus the whole 014 Testament stands as & witness, that "elmah" means a vir-
gin and nothilng olge. : :

Thon wa go to the vorsions we find the same unanimous ev'i.denca for this
meaning of the term. e are familiar with Luther's translation, the render-
ing of the A.V., and that of the R,V. The Vulgnte uses the Latin word beat
suited to expresc virginity, "virgo". The LXX renders it with "neamis" in
four of the seven passages, and in two, Iincluding our passage, it also
translates "virgin" (parthonos). Robert Dick Wilson made & very thorough
and scholurly otudy of this samo word a few years pact. He tells us that
all thc Greck versione have 'pn.rt.het.mn", and that the Coptic, Armenien,
Ethiopic, Harklesian, Syriac, and drablc render Is.T,14 and Mt.1,25 by
"the best word for virgin which they ponsess”. He contiaues to point out
thot in sll kindred lenguages there 1o not a trace of evidence to show
tant 'ulmoh' ever meant 'young married woman'. Ve quote from his con-
clusion: "'Almah', so far as knovn, never meant iyoung married woman'j)
gnd pocondly since the presumption in common law and usage was and is,
that every 'alman' is virgin and virtuous, until she is proven not to bes,
wo have & right to assume that ebecca and the 'almah' of Is. 7,14 and all
other 'almahs* were virzin, until and unleas it -hnzl.l be proven that they
woro not",{2) It is apparent, related languages and the Vorsions demand
the trenslation "virgin".

The Now Testument le;va no room for doubt, latthew explicitly states
the Birth of our Lord from the Virgin Mary, and then adds, that "all this
was done, that it might be fulfilled which wns spoken of the Lord by the
prophot, saylng," and then follows our passage.(3)

(2) Princeton Theo. Review, April, 192k.

(1; Stoeckhardt, "Jesain", p.84.
‘5 Hatthew 1,22-5-
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In view of this strong chain of evidence we are compelled to believe that
when Igalsh wrote the word "almah" he had in mind a virgin and not a young
married womans The context demands something great, some miraculous event;
tho text itself presents the supernatural; the languages and versions con-
firm the miraclej and the New Testament establishes it as an historical fact,
Here then 1ls a sign which agrees with the scope of the whole prophecy - -
a virgin, without the interposition of a male, conceives and bears a son.
We might have said "the Virgin", for in the Hebrew and Greek the article is
used. Ye realize the Hebrew article often has no more force than our English
indefinite article, Nevertheless, the ilessianic ehan.mter of our prophecy
excludes the indefinite or genoric use of- the article, and demands a specific
"alueh". Drechsler remarks: " Der Artikel steht hier in seiner allernaechsten
und gowoehnlichsten Bedeutung, naemlich als den allgemeinen Begriff auf ein
bestimutes und bewustes Individuum restringirend.”(1) It is a maiden whom God
Himgelf elocted from eternity, and for that reason the Frophet may calmly
soy "The Virgin". This is further attested to by the context, for ti:e In-
nanuel pasnoge does not end with this verse, Its refrain is hon.rd. through
the following chapter in commection with the Assyrian invasion (8,8.10), and
finally culminatos in the magnificent predictions of chapters 9 and 1ft.
In our pszscaze tho virgin concelves, in chapter nine the son is already born,
ani chapter 11 pictures hin as ruling. Th#other 1s of the house of David,
and we believe she is the same person referred to in Genesis 3,15, and again
in liicah 5,2, where only the bearing one is spoken of.
To maintain that the Prophet hers refers to a married maiden of his owmn
time whom he designates when he speaks these words, to look upon “haalmah"
as a general term including all the women who were pregnant when the pro-
phecy was given and would soon conceive, or to contend that the Prophet had
(1) Drechsler - Comu, Jesala - p.286.
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in nmind his own wife, or the wife of the king, is to do violence to the en-
tire pasoage.

The lmport of the prophecy can now readily be grasped. Tine perpetulty
of the house and throne of David were at stake. Ahaz-had refused a sign,
and now God tekes the matter in His own hands. Through his mnengo.r he
threatens Ahaz and all the unbelievers in Judanh, and at the same time com-
forts the "remmant". To tho believers God gives the guarantee for the per—
potuity of the hou;e of David in this chlild, Immanuel. The vision of the
Frophet oweeps far beyond prosent events, and beholds in this son of the
Virgin, the liessiah, the security of the promise to David, and the hope
for the futuro of the world. The other elemeats of the prophecy fall nat-
urally into thelr place on this interpretation - even the time element of
which critico make so much, because to the Prophet's mind the child is
already conceived, and about to’ be born. Some May find in chapter eight a
nearer or lower fulfilment, as the birth of the son of the Prophet , who
bears o significant nome , and 1s likewise accompenied with promises, How-
ever thaut does not f£ill 'l_ihe meaning of this prophecy of Immanuel, nor did
the latter ever recoive its fulfilment till, as atthew narrates, Jesus
vas born in Bethlehem of Judea. :

The idea of & peculiar birth for tho Messiah was also hinted at by one
Iseieh's contemporaries, Micah, in the prophecy about the ruler from Beth-

lehem - "until the time come when she that travaileth hath brought forth".(1)

There can be no miptake about i, the Hessiah is meant, and here too, we
f'.ind no mention of a father, Jeremish also seeas to touch upon the sub-
Jjeot, when he says, "The Lord hath created a new thing in the earth. A
womsn shall compass a men". Once more, not a word of a male parent.(2)
VWere we to consider all the lessianic prophecies of the 016_. Testament,

(1) lidoah 5,3
(2) Jeremish 31,22,
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with their descriptions of the eternal, divine, universal King, the Lord
of Righteousness, eic., we should no doubt easily be wnv:lncod. that the
Subject of those passages could be no human being, born of flesh, but the
God Incarnate. Some prophecies hint at it, Isalsh plainly forstells the
Virgin Birth, and in so doing describes her with the best Hebrew word at

his command, end harmonizes perfectly with the New Testauent accounts of
the Birth at Bethlehem, :

The Now Testament. y

If the Virgin Birth motunlly took place, there were in the nature of the
case two primary witnesses to the faot = liary and Joseph., lary's version
of tho events that led up to the miraculous conception and birth are to be
found in Luke, the "woman's Gospel®. He begins his Evangel with the remark-
abe story of the conception of -'l'ohn', the forerunmner of Jesus, and suddenly
goop over into the wonderful narrative of the Annﬂunoiat.:l.t;n-

_ Luke 1,26-27, °

A half year had passed since the conception of John, when God sent down
the angel Gabriel to Kazareth of Galilee, to a VIRGIN, The Greek word is
L Tl'denh’vna 5, "a virgin, i.e., either a marrisgeable maiden, or a young
(uarried) woman, but the ocommon term for virgin,(1) That Luke actually has
in mind en unmarried maiden becomes evident from his next statement, “es-
poused t0 a men whose name was Joseph". The word '}Wﬂi"{’“ " means to
woo, to ask in marrisge, to be promised in marrisge, to be bethrothed".(2)
Here then is a virgin, betrothed to, promised in marriage to Joseph, "of
the house of David"; a maiden who has not as yet lived with a man in holy
wedlook. The author of our Gospel cuntinues by introducing her to us, and
assures us once more that she is a VIRGIN: "And the Virgin's nlm was lary,"

() By i it e e i, BT

Mt.25,1.7.115 Lk.1,271 Aots 21,91 I Oor,.7,25.28,33) also of a man

who haa retained his chastity, Rev. 14,4,
(2) Op. Thayer, sub '/.w-r] erchw 1,
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Verse 28

Entering Mary's homs, the Angel begins to address her with highly
significant terms; "Hail, thou art compessed with grace, the Lord
is with thee, " fd@1T0Ww " - is o make graceful, to pursus with
grece, compass with favor, honor with blessing; to be taken db;iaotl:n-
ly and never subjectively., The Angel means to say that liary has received
blessing and grace from God, and adds the parallel statement, "the Lord
is with thee," to substaniiate the first. If the Lord is with anyonse,
the:*urely the grace and blessing of God rests upon that individual,
Out of all the virgins of the world and of all times God selects ons,
liary, to bestow upon her His grace in a special measure. Tle ars being
prepered for whatiis to follow. '

: Verse 20

The otxange sslutation of the Angel greatly sgitated and perplexsd
Yary (didtd & bbw ), She revolved the ssying in her mind, debated
with hersolf, and filled with fear, sho wondered what it all could mean,
" Tordfoa = denotes wondement, " €11 " 1,e. the optative signi-
fies the subjeot's interest in the personal meaning of the question, She
is concerned with the meaning of the greeting for herself,

Vorses 30=33

Bub the Angel quiets her: "Fear not,lMary, for you have fownd grace

by God," This assurance oarries the same weight as the ebove "The Lord

is with thee", Now liary is prepared to a certain extent for the as-
tounding message, "And behold, thou shalt conceive ("buhl d}u’!iﬂv'-
seise,take, conceive of a woman) in thy wamb, and (" "'*Ig n (K )
1,0, bring forth a son, and thou shalt oall His name Jesus." We oen
imagine the astonishment of Mary at these words from the Angel, She

was not even married and should soon beaome a mother? And what of the
significant nsme, the name Jesus, Help is Jehdvah, or "Gotthilf"? How




ez :
her emasement must have inoreased when the Angel continusd: "And
ho shall be great, and shall be called the son of the kiost High,
and the Lord God shall give to Him the throme of David, His fathers
and He shall ruler over the house of Jaccb eternally, and of His
kingdom there shall be no end." The An;e:l-. asserts with powerful
words that liary's son, Jesus, should be God and man, The MMost Eigh"
is an 0ld Testamont term for God. (1) It is God who gives Him "the
throne of David, the house of Jacob", over which he rules "eternally”.
Tho oould be s0 blinded with unbelief that he should not see in these
words’ the promise of the kessish, the fulfillment of Messianie prophecy?

A virgin shall conceive, and in her physical body bear a son, who shall

V.34,

be tho son of David, and at the same time Son of God - a God-man, (2)

0f what earthly king could it be said that he should rule eternmally,

and His kingdom be *Writhout end"? Vho shall deny that the Angel does

not here foretell the incarnation of God through the wvirgin liary? Is=

rael had beon looking forward to this caming of its Deliverer; the

Lessish, for centuries and now the time for His appearance was ripe,

Tho mother of Jesus is filled with wonderment; she is unable to grasp

or comprehend the wonderful things that were tdld her by Gsbriel, Be=-

wildered she asks herself: how shall this happen to me, an insignificant,

humble, obscure virgin, Her thoughts are then converted into spesch.
"But Mary ssid unto the Angel: how shall this be, since I know no

nan?" Nary was ready to see and believe the message from God, but she

feels sonstrained to ask a natursl questions I em but a virgin, and

have not as yot ooms to Jmow & mane " pivee KW " _ negns "o leamn

to know, to come to lmow: By a Hebraistio Suphemism, it is used of the

i:l.; T8.14,14;Dan.4,17;24,25,34; Hos.7,16 eto,
2 a.sn.?.ls.
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ocarnal comnection of male and female." (1) This is lary's omn clear

confession that she was still a pure virgin, This same phrase is used
of Rebeoos, (on.24,16, of Jephthahts dsughber, Judg.11,39, and of the
virgins of Jabesh Gilead, Judg.21,12, The virgin is perplexed,because
she feols the proximity of the fulfillment of the Angel!s words, and

cannot comprehend them, since she was as yet ummarried and pure,

Verse 35
The Angol permits the question and gives immediate reply: "The Holy

Spirit shall come upon thee, and the power of the Highest shall over= :
chadow theej wherefore (' mark the illative particle "did ") also the |
Holy One born, shall bo ocalled Son of God." Hary is assured that God
would make a wonderful exception in her omsej contrary to the ordinary
mode of conoeption she should be with child through a mirsoulous ores=
tive not of God. The article is missing, because the Holy Ghost is thought
of as the impersonal oreative power of God.(2) This power shall be ac- -
tive upon Mary, end she shall be overshadowed by it, " emoeKidw o
means to overshadow, "Tropically, of the Holy Ghost exerting creative
onergy upon the womb of lary and impregnating it ( a use of the word
vhich seems to have boen draom from the femilier Old Testament ides of &
cloud symbolising the immediate presence and power of God). (3)
"oy %100 n_35 glgo without artiole, msserting that the miracle

will be effected through the power of God. As & result of God's part in

the birth, the new-born babe shall be called "Holy", sinless, undefiled,

free fram original sin, and finally, "be called God". There would be no

interposition of & Iman father - that would only result in snother

sinful being = noy the virgin shall by a supernatural act, oconceive,

and bear the Holy One, the Son of God, God Himself,

Rl s e b

! n g-ulub Kw o
i ?; lleyar'l cmhry,m.tb (1878) P=262,
' s OPs Ex0d.40,455Nu.9,16, the Hossianic prophecy Dan.7,14 eto.

|
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Verses 36«38

The Angol, as if to strengthen lary's faith in such o remarksble
event, and to reassure her in her diffioult position, tells her of
the mirecle wrought upon her kinsman, the agod Elissbeth, who, though
she was long past the normal age of child-bearing, nevertheless was now
in the sixth month of her pregnancy. And by way of ridding the humble
Virgin of ell doubts or misgivings, the Angel concludes with the pomfer=
ful statemont: "For with God nothing is imposasible”. But Mary needs no
more porsuasion. Quietly, with a nmility and a falth that is inoredible,
she resigns herself to the protection of the Lord. She says in substance,
if not in word; "Herc I em send me, send mel” As stated in her own words,
"Behold, tho handmaid of the Lord; be it unto me ascording to Thy wordi"
lary vas willing to bolieve that she, a virgin, should becone the mother
of God, through the power of the Holy Spirit, without ﬂu_ presence of
o. neman father, This God Himself tells us through His Evengsiist Luke,

Verses 39=80
¥ith a light and Joyful heart the young malden hurries to her kins-
woman Elizabeth, These two women would have much in common, and many things
to discuss, The Benediotus thot follows, the lisgnificat, the prophetioc:
seying of Zacharias, all are in porfect harmony with the mirsoulous birth
of the Messiah, It is remarkeble that during these dissourses no mention

is nade of Josoph,
: Luke II,1-7

Then ocame the deoree that stmrtled the world and stirred up the ne~
tionse A census was to be taken and emch oitizen was to register in the
oity of his birth., Joseph also found himself obliged to travel to Beth-
lehem of Judsea, and made the trip with lary, "the one betrothed to him ,

/
being great with child," The same verb is used as sbove, namely "/w-vlbnvu -5

-
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Hary is still the betrothed of Joseph, promised to him in marrisge;
but it is evident, the consumation of the marrisge, the becaming of
one flesh, has not taken place, In the seme plain wnaffected way, Luke
dosorihes the birth of Jesus. (V.6-7)

The meanage of the Angel of the Lord, the hymn of the hosts, the be- .
hn.'r.l;r of the shepherds, Mary's sctions, the prophecy and the blessing
of Simeon, the effeot upon Hammah, the peculiar ccnstruation of the
first verse of the flensaology, and svery subsequent detail of the Goaspel
of Luke, fit:nloely into the wvirgin-birth narrative, Luke certainly

teaches the birth of Jesus of Nazareth from the Wirgin liary, oconceived
by the Holy Ghost, This is the story of a guileless, simple,humhle, and
utterly sincere maiden = a story that has no element that might cause in
us & suspicion of its sincerety = & modest,straight-forward, sincere,

oonsistent, and reasonable narrative,
e

Vie have heard the testimony of Mary, now let us consider Joseph's
corroboration of the seme, who next to hls betrothed, would be the
most intimately ocomcerned sbout the birth,

Mabbthew I , 1-23
Eatthew sets out to give the :-!;angn.tlon" of Jesus Christ, the son of
Devid, Tracing his lineage down to "Joseph, the husbend of Mary", he
deftly avoids calling Jesus the son of Joseph, as we have seen above,

Verse 18

"But the birth of Jesus Christ was thus (in this mawner)." Matthew is
not intent on desoribing the process of generation,biriichwteting the man-
ner of Christ's origin, He knew as well as we do of the preexistence of
the Messiah according to His divine naturej now he will desoribe His en~
trance into our flesh. "When his mother Mary was betrothed to Joseph,
before they came together; she was found with child in her womb of the
Holy Spirit.” When her prefant condition became evident, Mary was still °




7= |

living with her parents, sinoe the public confirmation of their betrothsl
had not as yet taken places "7p/v "-"wie seit Luther die meisten Ausleger
anerkennen,..dass sis noch nicht das hasusliche Beissmmenleben begonnen hat-
tel Es soll angedoutst werden, dass die Ehe noch nicht geschlossen war,

als die Sclwangerschaft der Narle offenkundig ward.” (1) "6uvef Jeuwdr =a
o ooms together, used of oonjugsl cohabitation, The " £ A " often ex-
presses origin, source,csuse,after verbs of begetting (2) . To be found
with child before the conswmation of marrisge, placed Hary in a distres-
sing end huniliating position, But the E wangelist immedistely explains this
condition with the words: "by the Holy Spirit." HNatthew thus introduses

a virgin, betrothed to a man, and preguant dus to the woridng of the divine
power of the Holy Ghost,

Verse 19

Joscph!s naturnl oconclusion was: liary had boen false to her muptiasl
vow and had sinned sgainst the sixth cammandment, And "being a just man,
and not willing to make an exsmple of her, he deoided to put her mmay
seorotly."” The betrothal was binding according to Jewish law, and could on=
1y be broken by legal anmulment or divorce. (3) Joseph was a righteous
men, that is, god-fearing, a keeper of the law, & Christien in the trus
sense of the word, Mary's condition secemed to make the fulfillment of
their contract of marriage impossible for a religious man, On the other :
hand he did not wish to expose her to shame and to public reproach.
(deippariiw ) "Io appeal to the court of divorce would bring publis
ignoniny and make her Bisble to severe penslties.” (4) The sansst and
most hmens procedurs seemed to be the refusal of oarrying out the marriage
contract, juieily lexving her to suffer disgrace in her parenta! home,
His devdtion and love for Mary softensd and tempered his naburel in=-
olination to let the lew teks its oo urlo and punish hnfr ;.Inﬂ.d.oll'l'-y-

1) Mieyers Commentery, Ia (1868) p.38.

2) Theyer sub " 'K " II,

&) Imbternntional Gr!.'l:.ccln. Hatthew-1V.C.Allen,po. .
&) See Ho.l,p.30,
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Verse 20

Joseph was still pondeiing-the solution of the problem when an .
Angel appeared to him in a dremme "EVAlum op di "~to bring to mind;
to ponder, to deliberate. "Behold, the Angel of the Lord sppearsd unto
Hin, saying: Joseph, son of David, fear not to take unto thee liary, thy
wife; for that vwhich is begotten in her is of the Holy Spirit," "Behold"-
a starbling introduction to a message from God, for it is the Angel of
tho Lord who spenks, The salutation "son of David" is significant, It
should remind Joseph that the Messish must come out of the linsage of Da-
vid in order that prophecy might be fulfilleds;and Joseph is, therefore,
to take liary to himself without fear and to aclmowledge and to adopt her
child, (1) "pvu s'v{ " = is simply a woman, married, single, or a widow.
Hore is 1%t used of a betrothed person. According to Jewish law, marriage
began with the botrothal, and was completed in the !taking! of the bride

to tho house of her husband. (2) Thus Liatthew once more declares that
lary was with child before she hed 1ived under the ssme roof with her :
husbond., For the second time he also'maintains that the Holy Ghost m
the direct ceuse (” L K ') of the origin of this Jesus, "Durch die ge=
sperrte Stellung wird der ganze Ton auf " 4 Tr"‘,"o‘”““" gelegh, so-
forn nicht atis suendhaftem Geschloohtsverkehr, sondern, wie Vers 18 be=
reits angedeutet, aus Geisteswirlung dies Erszeugnis herruehrt.”" (8).
Verse 21 '

The Angel's message renches its olimax in this verse. "But she shall
bring forth a son, and thou shalt His nsme Jesus, for He shall save His
people fram their sims," The lessenger takes for granted, yes, commands
Joseph to receive liary as his wife, for he h'.l.nlelr shall aclknowledge
the ohild by oalling him Jesus. The future serves as imperative. This
construotion is frequent in the Lxx and the New Testament to designate

lloyer's Commentary, Ia (1898) p.40. -
Intern, Crit, Comm, Matthew, W.C.Allen, p«9
Cpe Noels

'I
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divine commends and carries with it the ebsolute surety of their being
oarried outs (1) Jesus, is no ordinary nsmes it has the l.i.gﬂ.ﬂ.elma that
Jehovah Himself appears in this ohild (Jehovah helps), and is explained
in the succeoding sentence, "for he shall save His people from their
sins." In this child Joseph should recognize the long-expected lessiah,
who would free His people from spiritual bondage, for He and no other
should deliver themps According to the promises, He was to coms to "His
poople”, that is, Israel, and from thence bring camfort to the whole
world, Accordingly the Angel declares Christ, to be born of a virgin,

conceived by the Holy Ghost, a deliverer of His people = The lieasiah,
3 Verses 22-23

Thether these words were spoken by the Angel (2), or are added by

the Evangelist for further enlighterment, is immaterial., If uttered by

the angelic messenger, then he already sees ms fulfilled vhat really was
to be consummated at Bothlehem, The statement indicates that the Virgin- °
birth should show, the eternal dscree of God must be fulfilled, "Now all
this happened, ( ivd ) in order that the Word of the Lord shall have been
fulfilled, which was spoken by the prophet. " It was no aceident that
evorything should have come to pass in just this memner, but in accord-

ance with God's will, "dtd " with the genitive has the force of "through”;

gshowing the means or instrument through which anything is effected = here
with the added mention of the first cause {3). " {ﬂnﬂ'ﬁ'v " = is really
more than "word", it means "foretcld"(4) . Sayings of the 01d Testament
quoted in the New are often introdused in this fashion (4). What is the

0ld Testament word? It is the prophecy we have already.considered in Is.7,l4.

Matthew believes that Issish prophesied directly concerning the birth of
the Messish from a virgin, and he looks upon this message as a "fore-

1) Meyer's Commentary, (1898) p.4l
2) So B.Weiss, Meyer's Comm, (1898) p.42.
3) Thayer sub " d:«d ",

(4) Greek and English Lexicon of the NI E.Robinson,
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telling"” of God, the prime source of all prophscy, "Behold, the Virgin
shall be with child (have in her womb), and shall bear a som, and tley
shall cell His neme DInmgnusl,” The "parthenos" is apparently Mary, the
betrothed of Josephy And hence the prophecy we comsidered above iz re~
Perred directly to the mother of Jesus, and foretells the Virgin-birth,
Yerses 24-25
That effeot did the sngelis vision have upon Joseph? "Then Joseph arose
from his sloep and did as tho Angel of the Lord had comanded him, and took

unto himself his wife." As soon as Joseph awoks fram his sleep, he oar-

ried out the command of the Angel and received liary,his wife, His faith

had been put to the test, but with Isasc-like firmness,never wavered.

Eo believed, thorefore he tock iary unto himself, "And he lnew her not

(the semo " §1v e K "we mot in Luke - oarnal knowledge), wmtil she
bore n son, and oalled his neme Jesus," Joseph did not take Mary into his
house to consummate their marriage carnally, but in order to fulfill the
divine. deoree, sccording to which the Messish should be a legitimate (though
legal) son of Josaph, and thus be born of the house of David. The mfws[A] =
tell us nothing ooncerning the futurej it merely signifies that before the
birth of Jesus there had been no intercourse between Joseph and liary,

"And he oslled His name Jesus", Joseph obeyed the command of God through
His Angel to the very letter, acoumed legal paternity of tim child, and
gave evidence of his falth by celling Him Jests.

That is the story of Jesus' birth from the stand-point of His legal fa~
ther. Like liary's scoount, as given in Luke, the story is plain, unadornsd,
and straight-forward. The behavior of Joseph isaso natural, we could be-
hold him as & modern msn soting in the ssme maxmer under similar ocroum=

stanges, Mary is a virgin, pure and simple, yet great with whild Uof the

Holy Ghost."
Both narratives agree perfectly, both center in the ome faclt, Jesus is
the Christ-child, conceived by the Holy Ghost, born of the Virgin lisry,
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without sin, the Bavior of His people. The one tells the story from the
motherts side, the other presents the legal father's impressionj both
supplement ench other, and fom one complete ,harmoniocus narrative.

On basis of these accounts, and the Old Testsment:prophecies,the
Lutheran Church has ever confessed to belief in that fundsmental artiocle
of faith "oonceived by the Holy Ghost, born of the Virgin Mery." Her
confessions, her leaders, a:l.wm have and still dn make much of this
article., Following references may serve to lllustrate.

Concordia Triglotta, Augsburg Confession,Art.III,p.46:

"Also they tesch that the Word, that is, the Sen of Ood,
did assume the human nature in the womb of the blessed
Virgin liary, so that there are two natures, the divine
and the hunan, inseparably conjoined in one person, one
Christ, 'bm God and true man, who was born of the Vir-
gin nlf,'---

Concordia Triglotta, Smanlkeld Articles, Part I, IV.p.461;

"Thet the Son beosme men in this manner, that He was con-

ceived, without the ocooperation of man, by 'Iahs Holy Ghost,
and was born of the pure, holy, Virgin Mary,"

Concordia Triglotte, pp.313;461; 545,577!,8831‘-4-53 481-821.1231017.6-
102%,.24.

1 Dootrinal Theology, A.L.Grebner,p.100:
"Jesus Christ is the Son of God,very God, begotten of the
Father from eternity, and also true man, concelved by the
Hnlydhost and born of the Virgin Mary in the fulness of
tmo
Christliche Dogmatilk,Vol.iL,p.76 (Dr.F.FPieper)
"Hiernach wirkte der Heilige Gelst auf wunderbare Weise
so auf die Jungfrau liaria ein, dass sie, die Jungfrau,
die llu'lrher des Schnes Gottes nach der menschlichen Natur
m.
Accordingly the Lutheran Church has ever confessed with Luther in his
explanation of the II.Article of the Apostolic Orsed: "I believe that
Jesus Christ, trus God, begotten of the Father from eternity, and also
" true man, born of the Virgin Kary is my Lords.."
l The perfect agreement of this standpoint with the Biblical accounts

of Isaish, atthew, and Luh_,'.l.n partioular, and with Holy FWrit in general
! is very evident,
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Jnportence

But why does the Luthersn Church insist so wvehemently upon the
fact of the Virgin-birth? If this article of faith is of no dootrinsl
valuo to the believer, if it even forms a barrier, as we have heard,
botween Christ and maskind, and if it unosospbable to the modern mind,
why do we so stubbornly adhere to such an "open question"? Because
the Lutheran Church believes that the dootrine of the Virgin Birth is
fundemental to Christian falth, and that nothing is more umwise, more
dangerous, more an-l;i-lelontifio and anti-Biblicel in the true sense of
the word, than to regard this matter as of no importence, It is not
sufficient to say tho faot of the Virgin Birth is esbsclutely true; we
nust say it is an important and necessary part of our faith. Let us
gsoe what would happen, were we to discard this doctrine,

In the first place, no ono can reject the Virgin Birth without denying
the worth of every bit of historical evidence that has come dowm to us
through the ages. Ve saw, in dealing with the witness of the oarly Church,
how tennciously the Fathers of that age held to this faot in their contro- .
versies with pagons and @nostics - held fast to it, not simply as a plece
of tradition, not simply as a miracle, not merely as a fulfillment of
prophecy, but as f;;:v;. , dootringl moment, To brush aside this universal

) evidence of the early Christian Church is to inwvalidate all anclent his-
tory.

Secondly, the rejection of this dootrine leads logically to the rejec-

} tion of all authority of Soripture, Old end New Testement. If we can erbi-
| bitrarily drop from the Holy Writings a faot so olesrly and explioitly
taught, as the Virgin Birth is taught, then it is possible to reject any
and every tsaching of the Bible, 'The purity and power of the Christians
Church stands or falls with the position it tekes over against that Book,
which has for its centre = Jesus Christ, By impugning the trustworthinsss
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of one Boriptural item, we open the gates for a questioning of all
validity of the claim of Soripture, and cur faith degenerates into

a mere olective poliocy. And by annulling one portion relative to our
creed, a similar attitude may be taken towards such portions as are
authoritative for conduct eto, Ko, we dare not allow the devil one iota,
for he shall soon wrest from us our entire Bible,

Thirdly, no one oan rejeot the Virgin Birth without denying the whole
supernaturel oontent of Christianity. "The supernatural element cammot
be oliminated fram tho ascount of the birth of Jesus except by applica=
tion of rules that will strip the BWible of cverything supernatural, The
niraculous runs all the way through the Bible fream beginning to end."(1)
If this one miracle, foretold in the Old Testament, snd standing at the
vory threshhold of the Iew 1s rejected, how oan the other mirscles of ths
Bible be acoopted? linchen seys: "The decision (with regard to the Virgin
Birth) dopends upon our point of view with regard to the miraculous in
genorel."(2) Robort Dick Wilson:has it: "The great and only difficulty
(in bolieving the Virgin Birth) lies in disbelief in predictive prophecy
ond in the elmighty power of God.J) The Virgin Birth is attacked with
special vehemence, because it is supposed that the evidence for this
miracle is more easily gotten rid of than the evidence for public facts
such as the resurrection eto, However, once we ignore this miracle,
we have & fine base from which to attack and batter dorm every other
mirecle recorded in Holy Writ.

Fourthly, we come to a point that is very: closely connected with
the foregoing, sijice it deals with the liiracle lian, Jesus Christ, who
in His birth, life and death revealed B:lnnlt. as suwh,fhen the Virgin
Birth is rejected, the testimony the Lord renders to Himself, to His
infinite power, to His infinite wisdam, to His preexistence, to His eter-.
nity becomes inexplicabls. The Virgin Birth involves the deity of Christ.

1) Sunday School Times, Vin.Jemmigs Bryan, Jan,1924
(2; Pringeton n:aologio:l Review, VYol. IV. J’nn.lm:p.slc

(3) n ] s April ._19“,9.318. \ T




=Tl

Ho is the true Son of God, not as belisvers are sons of God, but as

e being in a olass by Himself, man insofar as He is born of a womang

God, indofar as He is begotten of God. How else oould we explain this
God-men, except by the historicsl faot of the Virgin Birth? We cmmob
say how the Incarnation must be effected, by what method it muat come,

ond thorefore camnot infer the Virgin Birth fram the inscarmation, But

that is not saying that we could retain our belief in the incarnation
without belief in any mothod &f 1t. 17e might even admit that a Christian
moy have faith in Christ and be saved, without accepting the Virgin Birthg
but it simply does not work out that way in history. The two are so close-
ly bound togethor that one falls with the other., Corinthus, liarcion, the
Docetne, Gnostics, and Ebioniteaj the Ansbaptists, Sohwenkfeldians, Sooln-
ians, togother with Schleliermacher, and most of the impugners of this doo=--
trine in our owr day, would not and will not acoept the incarmation of

Christ, and hence their rejection of the miraculoids birth naturally fol-
lows, “Hi.l'l'-_o:".l.oa.'l.ly and logically the divinity of Christ and the inocar-

- notion are bound up with the Virgin Birth, and no one can successfully
maintair enyons of them without maintaining ell." (1) Christ is God,be-
ocause God oconceived Him, To maintain the paternity of Joseph, as most
contemners of the Virgin Birth do, is to identify Christ with man to the
exclusion of divinity; and such an identifioatién-"is an ummrranted de-
gradation of the Laster or an inexcusable exaltation of sinful man."(2)

Fifthly. Thet brings us to another question -~ the .l!.nlnmu of Christ,
Vhile those who deny the Virgin Birth may still spesk of the holiness of
Jesus, they speak of a holiness far fram perfeotj it is not perfect be-
ocause it is not inherent - it is acquired holinoss, Either Jesus was also
blesed to sin,or wo have the seme moral capacities. And these two alter=

; §1) American Journsl of Theol, Vol XII,1808,p.204. Briggs.
2) Sunday School Times, Jan.1924, Vin.Jennigs Bryan,
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natives. are ‘really ons - for to make of Christ a perfect Inman being,

in to postulate that all men have equal power and chance to olimb ‘to
heights 6f holiness as Jesus did, Sin, then, is not so bad at all, only
& blunder or mistake dus to imperfect insight into lnman psychology,
Originel sin falls, universal sin goes dovm with 1%, hell is a myth, and
guilt a delusion, Coertainly the fact of the Virgin Birﬂ:,\'bot‘h prepares
us for and is perfectly oonsistent with tho dootrine of the sinlessness
of Christ, But if the former is donled, the latter will most certainly

olso be denied., If there vms nothing supernatural about the birth of
Josus, the law of horedity must of course be allowed to cperate., And
ohoe that is granted, the vhole Bibliocal dootrine of sin goes overboardj
for the Bible tolls us of and teaches the total deparvity of nln::‘l‘:h:h
omong all sinful orestures thore was but one who "Imew no sin,” Deny the
Virgin Birth and either Christ's sinleasness or man's sinfulness must go,
or both must be discarded, ; | -7
Rojeotion of the Virgin Birth elso strikes hame at the very heart of

Christianity by annulling the redemptive work of Christ. God is rightecus
and sin puts him under obligation to punish it. Expliation and purification
are both necessary to save mankind from sin. This has been effected by the
shodding of the blood of Jesus Christ. To effect redemption Christ had
to be God end man, the Son of God born of a Virgin., Fow if Christ was the
son of Josoph, it follows He was no more ﬂu:;“-.'bnormlly plous man, yes,
the perfeoct idoal. Then His desth was no propitiation for our sins, but
merely‘a powerful appeal to men, revealing God-'l love, nnd persuading
men to reom:l..:l.ht:lon with Gods .The Bible gives all oredit to Christ
and nons to man end teaches that alone the God of the incarnation and
oruoifixion can give us 'rodmptl.on. Lake Christ a mere man, and the whole
dootrine of redemption must be given up.

In short, every Christological tsaching of the Bible is direotly and
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indissolubly bound up in- the miraculous origin of Christ.The denial
of a supernatural entrance into the world leads logioally to 'u rejeotion
of the miraculous exit frgn the world. H.R.Kackintosh in his article on
the porson of Christ:"the present writer can only say that to him super—
natural conception appears a really befitting and oredible preface to
e life vhich was orowned by resurrection from the dead,” (1) And "if
Christ be not raised your faith im in vein; ye are yet in your sins."(2)
Then,too, 3a need not lock forward to a resurrection, Accept the Virgin
Birth, -and our Savior, the God-man, his life, death, and resurrection fol=-
low; reject 1t and Christ's sinleasness, deity,  His entive work of re-
dmpt-i.on, our salvation, our hope, the Book of books, yes, Ghri.ltimi._ty
nust necessarily be given up, It takes the Christ out of Christianity,
"Y{ mon (but/wild take Christ out of tho lian class, and place Him in the
God class, they will have no difficulty in understanding Him and in ac=
cepting oll that the Bible says of Him", also His birth from a Virgin.(3)

“‘Yith eo muoh at-stake, 1s it any wonder that the ILutheran Church oan~

not acquiesce in the opinion that the article of the Virgin Birth is doo=
trinally indifferent, and that it can legitimately be dropped fran the pub-
1lio oreed of the Church? Ik it any wonder that Lutherans cling so tenaciomly
to this fundamental doctrine of the Christian falith, bellsving it to be
essentinl to the full appreciation of the supermatural and divins character .
of Christ, and very olosely comnected with His entire work of -ﬁnt:lm
here on earth? The rejection of this article would be a mutilation of
Soripture, airejection of everything miraculous, a contrediction of the
continuous testimony of the Church fram Apostolic times, a weakining of
the dootrine of the incarnation, yes, of every teaching concerning the
person of our Saviory and a practical surrender of the Christian position
into the hands of the enemy, the advicates of a non-mireculous, purely
h;nnn:l.'l:arh.n Christe And gll this on insuffioclent growids, beocause his-

(%) Hasting's Diotionary of the Bible,p,706a.

2 1.00’.15.17
3) Sunday School Times, January, 1924.
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tory and the Bible sbaolutely end definitely prove that Jesus Christ
was "CONCEIVED BY HOLY GHOST,BORN OF THE VIRGIN MARYL"

May the Luthoran Church ever stand fast upon the firmm foundation
of the Tord of God, and accepting It as final authority, ever confess:
"I BELIEVE IN JESUS CEHRIST,HIS ONLY SON,OUR LORD,WHD WAS CONCEIVED BY
HOLY GHOST,AND BORN OF VIRGIN MARY, " !

oo M ok %
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