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S.l.LCT ION l .. SOURCES. 
Xhe sources of our information concernin~ the 

life and character and philosophy or the apostle Paul ar~. 

chiefly his letters and tr1e Actd of tne Apostles. The lat­

ter work _s1ve.a. a fUll and detailed account of a few events in 

his life, and e:pit:omes of some. addresses and also several. 

detached statements or great interest and 1mportra.nce to the 

histnrian.. The e:pia:tJl.es throw much light upon his charac.te_r 

and. habits ot: ~hought and also c~onta1n many fragments of the 

his.tory not= only of his manhood but als~o of his Childhood and 

youth. Yet Seharf writesi St. Paul who uo.ecided the victory 

ot:_ Christianity as an universal religion"' and 11'labored more 

bot:n in word and deed than all his colleagues--- stands out 

in lonely grandeur, the most remarkable and influential 

character in history. His youth as w~ll as his closing years 

are involved in obscurity, save that he began a :pe.rsecutor and 

died a martyr, but the midday of his life_ is better known than 

that of any ot:ner apostle and is replete wit~~ burning thoughts 

and noble deeds which can never die_ and gat.n.:.:r strengt11 with 

the })roc;ress of the GospeJ. from ag~ to age_ and country to 
( l) 

country. 

( 1 ) • s chat f I 2.8 6 • 



SECTION 2_. DATE OF ST. PAUL'S BIRTH. 

The year of' his birth is not 61Ven, but from various 

s tatemt~:lts, narrow 11m1 ts can be ascertained wi thln wh1Cll it 

must 11ave occur red 

1. At the time of Stephen • s martyrdom, Saul is stated 
, 

to have been ,a young man, v E- lX. v' 0{ s , Acts. VII 58. This 
, 

word ¥ r-~ v 1 lXs is used to describe a max1 o([ any age between the 
( 1) 

twentieth and fortieth_ years, or between the twenty-f'irst 
( 2 ) 

and the twenty-eighth years. 

The date of atephen•s death is esti1nated to have oc-

curred between 30 A.D. and 38 A.D. Moule gives 36, Farrar 37, 

Therefore the year of .nis birt:n fell between 10 B.C .. 

and 18 A.D. 

2. In the Epi.s;tle to Philemon verse 9 he calls himself 

7Tfrrj3 J 'Vs , which according to sorne scholars means an am­

bassador. If this meaning be adopted, inferences cannot be 

drawn concerning his age. 
, 

The ·word tlf E-r (lu '?s however usu-

ally means •an old rnan. • According to Hip2ocrates a man was 
I -call.ed. tiflE:r-j3 u -r7.s between the forty-nintl1 ana tr1e tif'ty-sixth 

I ( 4- ) 
years. and after tllat age r ~I tu V = senex • 

1 . lvtoule , Romans P. 8 • Farrar I. 11~ 

2_. Farrar I. 14-. Schaff I. 2.87. 

3. Li~lltfoot on Philemon. 

~. Schaff I. 286. 

Farrar I. 13 •. 

Schaff I • 287. 



2., Ctd. DAT~ OF ST. PAUL' S BIRTH. 

The genuineness of this e_111stle is now amply r~cog­

niz~\.l. It is mentioned in lwiarcion • s canon and a4 in tn0 l•iuaa-

torian fragment. Its year of coru:position is calculatdd to nava 

been between 58 A.D. and 6) A.D. 

AccordintSlY the year of his birth could not l:lave 

be~:n much later than 3 or l.J. A.D. 

3· Addressing KLag Agrippa St. Paul said Acts XXVI. 10 

~ .... ' w-~o He r~fers to the period preced-
~vrwY I<«T,vfyk GC T "fr 0 Y• 

ing 1tis conversion,~ w:t1ich followed very soon after ste:phen•s 
Jf (\ .... 

dcat:n. In A9tS; XXII, ~0, ~"'"7v a-uvE-uDoxwvand in Acts VIII, 1, 

~ o( u A 0 s r: fv (TVV(-U!: ()/(~V occur in regard to stephen Is mar­

tyrdom. From t:t1e first of these tnree quotations the infer-
, ( 5) 

ence is justly drawn that Saul was a member or the Sanhedrim, 

ana in that capacity had condemned some Christians to punish­

ment,., perhaps even to death. This infer·ence, is strengt11ened 

by the second and third quotations. He was consenting to 

stephen•s execution, and yet was merely a paa-sive witness; of 

the ac:t. The word vuv~u~o,~/.w seems to imply something even 

more than mere mental assent or ap})roval. even more t:t1an the 

irresponsible expressiou of satisfaction or exultation. It 

seems to convey tne impression that Saul• s approval was to so1ne 

extent a dete.cmin1ng factor in tne execution. He was not one 

of those on whose testimony St. Stephen had been condemned.' 

5. I.J.OUle 9-10. 



#2., Ctd. DATE OF ST. PAUL'S BIRTH. 

If he had been a witness for the prosecution he '.tould have been 
( 6 ) 

required to have hurled at least one stone at the victim. More-

over we may conclude that a man of such an enthusiastic: tempera­

ment:_ would not have been satisfied wi t1J. tne nur11ng of one stone 

only,. but would have exerted h1Inself to the utt~rmost. If he had 

taken part in the actual stoning the account would have been dif­

ferently recorded. From these_ facts t:ne inference has been 
• drawn that Saul was one of' the judges, who, having listened to 

the prosecution and defence, had given the sentence of condemna­

tion. Rackman writes, "Probably as a member of the sanhe_drin, 

he had_ heard Stephen•s defence: and given his vote for his death. 
'I • 

And his own words. in Ac;tS; XXI I • 20, • I was s t @d i~ by or over • 

(-:fp_1 v l- f l- r, w s) with the subsequent conu11iss ion seeiu to imply 
'/ {7) 
that l:'J.e_ was in charge of the execution. 0 This then would adinir-

ably suit saul•a condition, since in spite of his enmity and ex~ 

ultation he abstaine_a. from the crue~ joy of taking_ part in the 

very ac_:t of execution and was merely a spectator. If the&£ infer­

ences~ are correct then Saul vvas a member of the Sanhedrin and was 

neceaaarily at least thirty years of' age. Therefore_ saul's birth 

year could not have been later than 8 A.D. and might easily nave 

be~n much earlier. 

lf-. The importal.LCe of the. miss ion which was entrusted by 

the High P1!1es t and by the ch1af 1-·ries ts to Salli concerning the 
{ 8 ) 

binding_ of Christians in Damascus, prevents us froru supposing 

saul to have been d.n 1rrespons 1 ble youth. 

Froru the above considerations we Inay conclude that ne 

was born between the years ,-.? 10 B.C. and 1+ A.D. 

6. Deut. XVII. 1· St. John VIII. 1· 

7. Acts of the Apostle.s 108. 8. Acts, IX. 1--2., llf-. 



OOTION 3· PLACE OF ST. PAUL 1 8 BIRTH. 
• 

Tradition 4s handed down to us by S. Jerome states 

that ne· was born in Gischala or Galilee which was the last town 

cap~ured in Galllee by the Ro111ans, th~ date of capture being 

67 A.D. Tradition also says t.nat Saul• s :pardnts at the time 

ot the capture fled witn th~ir son to Tarsus in Cilic.ia.. The 

force of the 1tradition is weakened by the anachronism of the 

date. 6£,A.D. It undoubtedly contains some error, yet perhaps 

ought not to be wholly ignored. Probably it is true to the 

extent that saal•s parents belonged to Gischala but that 

shortly be for~ his birth, for some reason or other· had -migrated 
( ~) 

to Tarsus. 

E:piphanius quotes a statement t11at Saul was ·not a 

Jew at· all, .. but a Greek. This however must be regarded as an 
(a:) . 

Ebionite_ slander. 
AlL the evidence, except that which is mentione4 

above, ·supports Tarsus of Cilicia as his birthplace. 

A.nanias of Damascus., 1n the vis ion vouchsafed to him, 
{.3) 

was comrr1anded to visit Saul of Tarsus. 
' ' •. 
\ 'i- • 

The brethren in Damascus are repo1't·e.d to have sent 
(4) 

saul to Tarsus. 

1. Farrar I. 15. 

2. .. ~o.nybeare Howson, I. 91-8~ 

3· Acts IX. 11. 

4-. Acts IX. 30. 



1/3, Ctd.. 

3ar·1J.abas is rd~ortt::d to I1.aV8 dcl;arted from .... 1.~.t1och 
( 5) 

on tL.e orontes for Tarsus to St;;8k Saul. 

st. Paul iLforrr,ed Claudius Lysias, tne Homan Chili­

ail!L, tt.Lat he was a Jev.: of Tarsus in Ci.Licia and a citizen of 
( 6 ) 

that c1 ty. 

St. Paul, in the exordium. or 1:11s u.erence. before the 

J~Y·/isl~ .. raob in Jerusalem, declared hiruself to be a Jew born in 
( 7 ) 

Tarsus of Cilicia. 

sucn statements made so ~ublicly would eas11.y have 

be.en contradicted 1f untrue. They are 6 iven so clearly and 

emphs.tically and vv·itllout apparently any ulterior purpose that 

they art;; worthy of credence:. 

5· Acts XI. .• 2.5. 

6_. Acts XXI •. 39,. 

-:(t. Acts X.XI.I. 3· 

HIS_. l'IAME SAUL. 

At the tirr .. e :prol>a.bly of b.is: circumcision he re-

ceive.d his name Saul. on the grounds tllat he was a Jew in re-

ligion and cf the tribe of .Benj arnin was this nan1e chosen and 

given.. In the sacred writings only four other men were know.n 

by this name. See Young's Bible concordanc~. 

/0 

1. Saul of Reheboth by the River reigned as ·the sixtl1 

king in the land of Edow Gen. XXXVI • .31-38. He is called Shau1 

in l Chron. I. 43-lf·9· His re16ll is 1.-·laced 111 t:ne tiwe of the 

tiiiioC of the judges of Isre.e~. 

2-. Shaul, tre name_ of a son of Si1neon and a Canaar1i ta 

woruan, is .iilcnt ioned Genes is XLVI. 10; Exodus VI. 15; 



¥~ Ctd. 

//, 

HIS l~.A.l,i~ SAU L • 

Numbers XXVI. 13; 1 Chronicles. IV. 2~. I ~l the .fJ as a age 1n 

NUiubers his descenda.uts, t.ne Shau.Li.tes, also are :i!elltioned. 

3. Shau1 a descendant of' Lev1 ap_pareut1y tl1rough 

Kohath. I Chronicles. VI. 24 • 

. 4. saul, the son of Kish, of the tribe or Benjam1n, tne 

first king over the choden peo1.-,le, the pride and 6lory of his 

subjects, raised fron low estate, through pride fell from his 
" 

royal ern1nencaand has become throug.n all ages .a lesson on the 

instability of fortune and tile fickleness of human Hature;. 

After the death of this illstarred monarch the 11arne 

seems_. to 11ave been neglected by the fathers in Israel. Yet we G 

can.rJ.ot conjecture; that it vvas regard0d gen~rally as a mark of 

misfortune/, or else it would not 11ave been given to. a rig:nteous 

fa.lllily and some jeering remarks would have been made about the 
the ' 

Edomite ruler and the apsstate king of Israel and unfaithful 
"' 

pharisee.. The nan1e 1 Saul' means 'Son long des ire.d_, • 1 firs tborn 1 

( 1) !J 

c::nild of Prayer •, 1 the prayed for. • 

An infer~nce, thouglt bas._-;d on slender prt::m1ses. has 

been drawn from the name tnat J:1:s parents_: had lived many years 

1n chila.less wedlocK and in r~membranca of tileir .:5rat1 tude, for 

o.ffspring named t11e firs tborn Saul. 

In the. New Testament the na.rne is decl_ined regularly 

2 oeut\o~ Lo<cf.Aov,.. 20(~"'1'' 2<XvAov , exce:pt the vocative WhiC.i'l 1s 

2.c<o~A. 

In the Greek language the nrune means 1 conceite_d • 1 affected .• 1 
.} 

(L iddell and_ se ot t.) 

1. Conybeare and Howson,I. 42. Weiss) Intro. I. 150. 



/J... 

I" Ctd. HIS NA1.~ SAUL. 
(2) 

Saul was his name in his hebrew home. 

2. conybeare and Howson,I. ~5. 

tmCTION 5· ANCEST~Y. 

~. The apostle Paul ernpllatically declared himself to be 

a Hebrew of the Hebrews (2. Cor. XI. 22; Pllilippians III • .5), t~~4L3 

asserting; his sewi tic ori61n and 11 his maintenance of H8bre~v cus-

toms and his use, wi t.t1in his own llousehold, of tlle Aramaic, 
( ~) 

language" and t!lus d1stinguishin6 himself in language and in-

clina"':.ion and trainin~ from the Hei.l<!nists. He called hi1nself 

a Hebrew of tna Heorevvs in t11e same sense as ~"1 .L!..nc;lishman to-

day may call himself a "Briton of the Bri tons: 11 meaning that he 

maintains all t11e customs and traditions and ideas conuectea. 

with the British people. 

2. He asserted Dims elf to have uescend·~d from the seed 

oat Abrallam (Rom. XI. l; 2 Cor. XI. 2~. In so describing his 

a.nc~stry ne was considarin5 himself as an inh~ritor of tne prom­

ises J;iven to t:ne Patriarcll ·vvho was called tlle"friend of God ... , 

3· lie claimed to be an Isrealit-3Qtom. XI. 1; 2 Cor. XI. 

22), probably thinking o~ t11e Tlleocracy and of his share therein. 

~. He maintained that he was a Jew before the Chiliarch 

in Jerusalem (Acts XXI. 3~, and -before the enraged multitude in 

tr.1.e Temple Court (Acts XXII. ~~ and to Peter before the Antioch­

i an 011urch (Gal • I I • 1 ~· 

1. Moule: 7 •. 



S: eta. 

/.]_ 

In the practice of ~his ral1g1on, ~~rl1C!l was Juuai.i .. a, .uc \~as ex­

ce!Jt1onally strict, 11e :nad ~urpassed most of nis cont..:;;mporari~s, 

ne was a zealot for t.n0 legal tra<li t ions of tH~ :rat""1~r3. (Gal. I, 

5. He stated himself to be of t~ne triba of Benja.m1n 

(Rorn. x.r. 1; Pll.III. 5), and t11us a desceHdant of t.nose who re­

mained faitllflll to .. the Lord Jehovah, a11d the temple service, and 

t11e 11ouse of Dav1d at the time of tflc 6rt;at division und8r 

Rellobaam and Jeroboam. 

6. In regard to the Law he proclaimed himself to be a 

Pharisee (Ph. III. 5),and 11 after the most strai test sect of his 

relit; ion to have 11 ved a Pllarisea, 11 (Act3 XXVI. 5). U·He wa~ 
7'"n.-~ 

taught accordin6 to the p0rfe~g"t_l\of the law of the fatners and 

~zealous toward God,u(acts XXII.~· He was the son of a 

Phar1see(Acts XXIII. 6, f"'f I cr-0( /0 V> r~J £ H L P,e~t.),or t!l8 

son of Pharisees( cf-<t 1 ""':"'w/-t.Ln.r...J 'f... A Be, ect.). The singular, 

which is the common reading means that Saul• s fat:ner wa:3 a 
.) 

pharisee. Tlle plural genet 1 ve, which sel,jms to have ~:r~a ter MSS. 

authority, means tr1at not only 111s fat:ner, but al.3o)at least, his 

grandfather waJ a pharise~. 

Frora Acts XXIII. 16 is learned. that he had at least 

one sister and that her son was 11vin5, at lea.st temporarily~ in 

Jerusalem during t:ne Gov~rnorsl'li.P of' Felix. 



3BOTION 6. 

SECTION 7. 

CIRCUMCISION. 

According to the Mosaic law and the COlllli1ru1d given to 

Abranam (Gen. XVII. 1~,he was c!rcumeised on the eighth day, 
(, . 

~hil. III. ~· Thus he distinguished himself from tr1ose, who as 

proselytes were circumcised in lat~r life, and he also shows 

that his rather, though livdng in a Greek city, was not ne6li­

gent of Jewish customs. 

TH.E DIASPORA .• 

1. Judaism was ubiquitous. Pompey(in 63 .B.c .• ) brought 

many Jewe as prisoners or war, who were sold as slaves but short­

lj arterwarQ.s freed, from· Jerusalem to Rome. JU11us Caesar was 

their' great protector. He granted liberty of worship and thus 

gave a legal status to them aB a religious society. Augustus 
( 1) 

confirmed their privileged. 

Generally speaking the Jews may be said to have been 

scattered more or less freely throughout the whole Roman .Empire 

and even outside of it. Spain, Ga.til, Germany, Macedonia,, Greece, 

North Africa, Cyrenaica, Egypt, Arabia, Syria, :Mesopotamia as 
( ~) 

well. as~As1a M&nor poese5sed Jewish colonie!. 

The Jew:J o:r tne dispersion .had, where tore they assem­

bled in suffieient numbers, a :synagogue. It differed very wide-. 

ly from the Temple, not only, in size and gr~1deur and shape, 

but also in its services. The Tem:ple·nad its courts of the 

Gentlles, of the women, of the Israelites, and of the Priests 

which contained the altar .or burnt of'fering and the. la.ver. 

1. Schaff I·. 85 -86. 

2. cf. FairweatherJ 365 - 367. 



,_, Ctd. 
' 

THE DIASPORA. 

It had the sanctuary divided into the holy place and the holie.st. 

The former had the Altar of Incense and tne table or shew bread, 

and the golden candlest1ck.J. The latter had the ark of the 

covenant. Apparently the whole worship consisted of sacrifices, 

prayers and Paalml .. 

The Syna6ogue had not ~1y altar and therefore not 

any sacrifices. It had a service of conression.of sin, of read-
; '3) 

1ng of s~:ripture, or prit'Ver, ot eXhortation, and instruction. 

The Synagogues in Africa, in Asia,M:inor, and in .EUrope pesse.!Ssed 

the Scriptures in the Greek version. Many ~f t11e Jew1 in these 

_parts spoke and read the Greek language and knew little or no­

thing ~bout Syrochaldaia. 

~. The di5persion affect~ the Gentiles. The Syna­

gogue with its 3erv1ce was open to all who chose to enter, and 

was, a mission station for the whole community. Its. monotheistic: 

teaching impressed many Gentiles and many became proselyte3. 

"'Tile proselytes were of two classes. some were c ircwnc1sed and 

observed the whole law. They were known as proselytes of the 

covenant or of righte.ousness and in the New Testament are called 
c ' 

01 -rrl'ov-"?l\u,ot • Others ws.re proselytes of the gate. These 

were not circumc_iaed but acknowledged the God of Israel and in 
C I '\ L'\ f 

the New Testament are called oL cr~(lo~f:,.,oL -rov ot=-o~ or some-
(lt.) 

. V "The ror1ner converts were more t1Ines 
< 

. DL 
, I 

t-u rrc- (3 €-I s 

fanatical that native Jews. The latter accepted rnonothe1$~,. 

J. cf. Fairw~ather ~ 26: 4/}t_rL Schurer II. 2~sec.t1on ~7. 

~. Lightfoot•s Galatians. 



~], Ctd. THE DIASl?ORA. 

the pr1nc1:pal moral laws, the .14ess1anic hopes and. became most 

' 5 ) euscept1ble to the Goppel." The heathen had lOI16·been grow1mg 

weary or·the1r gods. 0 The philosephe~s and the literary clas5 

looked upon all religion as equally false, while they wera quite 

ready to snow an outward conformity to the state or things in 

which they 11 ved and to treat thern with rt:! :3 pe c t they w i tn f'ew 
{ 6 ) 

exceptions, utterly disbelieved in their truth, 11 The mae:;is-
; 

trate al$0 .nad lost all faith in the various forms of rt;;ligion, 

except so far as he could us~ it to compel the massas to obeyJ 
{ 6 ) 

and for this purpose "he tnough t all r8l igions _equal.ly u=setul. u 

The mas:5e.s of' the people possessed a deep innate unreasoning 

belief in religion. They had but little power of discrimination 

and therefore they were wili1ng to regard all religions as pos­

se5s1ng a residuum of value and of truth, and yet seem to nave 

but little faith in any one form. In fact they "viev~ed all re-
( 6) 

ligion as equally true." Therefore the heathen were very sus-

ceptibeJ: to this influence of JUdaism which presented to them a. 

religion of a 3tandard higher than any which they otherwise Jnew. 

3,. The diaspora affecting the Jews. "The Jews, especial 

ly of the dis~ersion and un the higher classes, were softened in 

regard to fanatical bigotryby the language and philosophy and 
( 7 ) .. 

literature of Gr~t::ce and of Rome." "Tne dispersed Jews and 

Greeks of Asia Minor interrningled. Each made a deep 1n1pression 

on the character and belief og the other." 

5. Schaf~ I. 87. 

6. Gibbon,chaptarrr. and Row, C.A.,Manuel of Chr1sti.a.n 

Evidences, 11~- 117. 

~. Schaff, I. 87. 



'l'HE .DI.ASEORA. 
~j-

0The Je\J:3 did not nave a"'Iooal .alstory and wcrt:: not a cow.pact 

body like the e;hs tern JeHS. They were 8rattswen, traders, w-..;:r-

ch-.rLts. 1,r1e1r business.1 which was purely secular ?compell~u tneru 

to traV8l rrom city to city ana f'row country to country. Th~y 

could not exclude th~ Gr..;;ek influence. It was evarywh~re 11 .. the 

air. Gr~ek subtl0ty penetrated into t11eir 1ui11u. and tnoug;llts. 

Hellanism was refineu, el~gant, profoUli.u anu. extrc.Lu...;;ly at trac-

tive. The J~'n mi2:,11t resist, bu:t resistance required examina-

tion and comparison of Hell<ini3m and of Judaislli. Doubts ~uter­

ed his mind • He was COlupelled to meditate and to examine into 

his own Divine mysteries and to ascertain th.;;; foundations of 

his faith. Not only· the Grt,;ek language but al30 the Grel;k learn­

ln6 penetrated into Palastine ~ld even to the Ra1oois. Hel'.)re-vv 

was no longer the vulgar tongue. Written Targumim were prohib­

it...:d. Hebrew manuscripts, on account of their excessive cost, 

were ~~·;;ll niG11 unprocurable. While th;_; copies of the various 

Greek and Latin authors were va1:y cheap and easily obtainable. 

They were prepared usually by slave awanc il.enses. Tl1erefora tlle 
T 

Jews had stron6 inducaznents to use tlle Greek tanslation of the 
A 

scer11)ture.s. (SJ.) 

Moreover the Jews w.e;re greatly influenced by many 

Greek characteristics. The Greeks had cultivated and brougnt 

to a high L1egr~e of perfection tlleir intellect and imagination, 

ev~dences of which have descended to modern times in their ~x-

tant art, poetry,, histories and philosophy. T.ney wer~ filled 

with a restless activity botll of mind and. of body, which activ­

ity was exhi"bited in their athletics exerc:ises and games and in 

9. Eders~eim, I. 17 - 2)+. 
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their love of disputations. They posse5s0d a dee!J love and a 

keen appreciation of evt:rything beautifUl. ~.;y ·vvdr·~ close ob­

!lervers and alert :Jtudents of r.uman nature, and possessed. t11e 

:power of' quick precept ion and wer~ lndefat i 0 bl8 in f'olloHirlb 

th.ose lines of inquiry which aroused t11eir curio5i ty. The g0o-
(,i/Vl d.. 

grapllical situation/\contour or' t1J.8ir country and tlh~ir wa11Y is-

lar.~.ds HL"de them n~_,.turally sailor;:> and foreign traderd and in­

duced them to colonize adjacent isl;.:...nds. All these qualities 

attracted the admiration of t:ne Jews and thus their mind& be-

Calli(; more open to Hellfinist ic influences. 

CILICIA. 

The_ Roman province of Cilicia was 30 low in popular 
/ , , 

t;;3ti1nat ion that 1 t was counted among the 'flo<. If of. 77 7; 0( I< o( I< I q- 7 0(; 
( 1) 

Kappodocia, Kilicia, Krete. The licentiousness ot· ita feasts 

and idolGt.try is beyond the powers of decent description. our 

wor4._ v.solec i5m" denoting barbarous clumsy speech is derived frow 

L. 0 ';... ot
1 

in CiliciaJ whose Atnenian colonists us-.;d a corruption 

of the Attic dialect. Yet the Cil icia.n Jevvs were weal tlly, and 

zealous enougll for the Mosaic customs to have at least an inter-

est in cl synagogue in Jerusalem. Schurar says "At Je:rusaleiU in 

the time of the apostles was a synagogue of the Libertines, 

cyrtinians, Alexandria.ns, Cilicians, and Asiatics, (Acts VI. 9; c.r. 
IX .• 20 ,) but the -~~ord does not clearly show whether t11e five groups 

( 2 ) 
had only one syna6ogue or had one each. 

1. Farrar•s Lite and Letters, I • zg • 

2. scnurer II - I - 4-9 • 
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Tarsus was si "tl;t: t.ed in o. ft!J'' ~ile :pl~·~in rrotected from 

the cold north winds by the Taurus Uount:,.it. ~: . .:.1nge which lies 

east and west and rise s to a height of 8)000 to 1.3,000 f:·~~~t 

above sea-level. 111is ~lain was abundantly w~tered b.{ n~J.;:-te~·uus 

stxemns, which having t~1eir suurees :)J'nid the m~l ting sncn·:~::. uf 

tl;e mountains emptied in to the r!edi terrunean Sea. One of tl-:t·:se 

streams, the S'Nift, cool a limpid a Cydnus a flowed througr1 t:-H-

-ery heart of Tarsus and formed sume twelve miles belo~ the 

city a safe and comrnodio-us harbour lf!or sea-going vessels. 

Tarsus was the oentre of an irmnense commexce bet'<V(·en the /"lint-

erlund and Syria and Egypt. In the lifetime of Saula Tarsus 

was one of tbe most imp or tan t cities in Ana tolia. It- itus tht:.' 
~ 

centre of political as vi)-1 as of comme:"Gial po·;-,er. 

Its staple manufacture was weaving the Taurur:; gout-

hair fiTst into ropes, then into tentcovers, mats, shoes and 

garments .. Giliciurn was a cloth made of goat's hair and used 

for various :purposes_ such us coarse eloaks, curtains, covers 1 
(1) 

etc. This cloth '-''JUS ·!Jell known in Pulestilt.e. Cili.i.cian 

groats were also weel known as ~:·._r; t.~r tic le cf diet in the Holy 
- (2) 

" -

Land. Vast masses of timber from the forests of the Taurus 

rnoun tains were floa,ted dovvn the Cydnus. 

At the beginning of our era the three most r~:.:.o.ous 

University cities ir• tb~ world were Tarsusa Athens, and 

Alexandria. 

1. Schurer II - I. 44. 

2. Schurer II - I. 43. 
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Its acaderny was f.xnous and honored. Its scholars excelled in all 

tha art:s of poli ta learning .ne1 philoso.pny tho:se or :;_ll other 

place~. It sent out to t.n~ \•Orld Stoic P-t<>fes~ors and l,;ctur-
( 3) 

er5 in Roman law and ru.rn1she<1 tu tors to t.ne Imperial family. 

Of all tne philo5ophical echools the stoic was tne most numer­

ously and ably represented at this great centre. Its 6e06raph­

iV:al :poeition as a halfWay house had doubtlass some influence in 

recommending it to a Philosophy which had its birthplace in tne 

ea:st -.nd grew into maturity in tne w~st. It was th~ birthplace 

of the Stoic philosophers .Antipater and Atllenodorus, surnamed 

Kor.dylion. It was the home orother famous stoics teachers e.g. 

Arc_hedemus, Nestor, Athenodorus son of Sandon,. zeno, Herac~~'cie,s. 

Moreover Chry5ippus and Aratus belonged to the neighbouring Soli 
( 4-) 

and three others resided at Mallus, both being_ in Cilicia. 

"'Tarsus: is ten miles north of the Great sea. and thirty 

mile:s south of the Tauru.s range, some 70 or 80 f~et above sea 

level._ The country north of Tarsus. ro5e gently and undulatingly 

toward the rnoun tains and was mostly very fertile. Some_ 9 to 

12 miles north of Tarsus p"oper was a second Tarsus, built on 

tlle hills and strongly fortified,- and probably used _partly for 

a surillnar resort. It f'ormad a really imllortant factor in Tar3 ian 

history.. Tarsus proper was c~rtainly a very lar6e city in the 

Roinan times. ft'he information of intelligent and obse-rvant res1-

dents is that, wherever you dig, from the hills two .miles north 

of the present town to the lake and n1arsh rive or six nt1les sout11, 

3. Schaf_f-> 

lj.. Light foot 's PhiL ipp ianl!l, 31J31/· 
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you come upon r~mains of tnd ancient city. With tne resident! 

on th~ hills, tne ~o~ul~tion of th~ Tarsian stat~ is likely to 

have been not les3 t11an half' a million. Tl1U3 1 t W~3, a5 Ba::; il 

de5cribe-a 1 t, a laetro.fJol1s for tnr~e _i)rovince3, a ~entr~ of CO!il­

munic at ion for Ci.Lic ia, Cal.~lJOdoc.ia and As:3yria. The fortunes 

and nistory ot· Tarsus were determined by t{1~ geo6ra_phical con­

ditions;. (l) its relation to the rest of t.ne Ciliciau .iJ.Lain, 

(2) its connection through the riv~r Cydnus with tne sea, and 

(3) its position commanding the end of the .fJrincipal _pass across 

t:1a Taurus mountains to the c~e11tral plateau and tne western and 

northern. parts ot· Anatolia, one of tile :~;re.at rout~s which :aave 

det2rm1ned the history of t.ae Mediteranean world, the pass of 

the C111c1an. gates. 

About five or six miles below the town the ancient 

Cydnus flowed into a lake, w:t1ich was the harbour of Tar5us. 

There \vere docks and an arsenal. Here 1uost ships; discharged) 

though light galleys, like that which carried Cleopatra, could 

be navigaten up into the h~art of the city •. 

When onc;e, the Cydnus. had been regulated and naviga­

tion m,~~de possible, Tarsus was placed un a v~ry favourable posi­

tion. It was (as Thucydides says) necessary for the early trad-

1!16 ci t ie;s that they would lie at some distance rrorr1 the sea in 

order to be safe from pirates. Though not most favourCLoly sit­

ua .. ted by nature to be the distributing centr~ for Cilicia. and 

the road centre for contuunication witll tne other lands, it took 
(SJ 

full advantage of its position and entered into competition with 

CL 

5. Rams~y, Cities o:r St. Paul 97- 98; 109-112. 
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rivalfl., which were wore tavoured by nature and by great feats 

ot engineering placed itself in command of' thebest route rrom ,... 

2. 2. 

C111cia to the north and northweat across the Taurus Mountains. 

The citizens of Tarsus cut t~tle great pass, called the Cilician 

Gate.s, one of the most famous and the most important passe:;; in 

history. 

Tarsus was an inhe~itance of the fruit of courage 

and energy and was a just cause of pride. The Tarsians of tht: 

later Greek and Roman times were stimulated and str~ngtnened by.~ 

the consciousness of their descent· fro1n thernen of earlier times. 
1\ 

This i~ clearly implied by the larlbruage or strabo and Dion ., ; and 

it 15 expressed in the words of St. Paul, as may be gathered 

from st. Luke•s account of the stormiest scene in his che~uered 

and adventurous career, when ne replied to the Roman Tribune, 

"-I am a Jew, a Tarsian of Cilicia, a citizen of no mean city" 

~cts,xxr. 39f one would have expected him to claim the Roman 

rights, as indeed he did a few moments later, but the first 

words which rose to his lips came direct f:rorn his heart and ex­

pressed the patriot11rn and the pride in his fatherland, his 

patria~ th"t lay deep in his nature. The very ancient Ionian 

connection of Tarsus is set forth in that important old geo­

graphical document preserved to u:s" in Genes is x. 4-f. 11·The sons 

Javarn: Elishah and TarshceS.h, K1ttim and Dodani'7m0 or better 

Roda:nlllll. The ~11ost probable 1nterpretat1on of this list is still 

that of Josephus; Kit t im is Cyp~s, Tarshish is Tarsus., Rod­

aui'lllll me ani lthe set tl·erJ of Rhodes, Elishah is probably the land 

od Alasla or Alsa which lay somewhere 1:U the Syria - C111c1a -
(6) 

Cypr1an coast re(1on. The object ions made by rnodern scholars to 

6. · Ramsay, Cities 112, 115. 
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the identification of Tarsus and Tars1~h, and the rival theo-
"' 

r1es whiCh they propoBe, seem utterly devoid of str-.::n6th and 

probability. The earliest r~ference to Tarsus occurs on the 

black obelisk. or Shalmane_ser, King of Al,syria:: he captured thie 

with the other towns about the midule of the n11~th c~ntury B.C_ .. 

and at this ti~ m•y be dated (so far a~ evidance or probabil­

ity reaches.) the first entrance of a thorougilly A8iatic: race 

into thcl country west of Mount Amanus. The r~~1nvigoration of 

Or1entalism. or rather the weakening of the wes.tern spirit of 

freedom, and self assertion in Cilicia, is marked by tne growth 

of a native, Cilician dynasty of petty king~>, Who ruled. Cilic1a 
, »M (~ 

under the Persian kings as overlords.. When Xenophon,. •·who is 

the first to give any reliable 1nformat ion about Tar~us, •· cro33-

e~ Cilicia with the Ten Thousand Greeks of the army of the 

younger Cyrnsi, he found a king Sye7tnes1s ,. whose capital was 

apparently Tarsus, •which in his time_ WAS t!le capital of Ci.ii­

cia and was wealthy and populous and subject to Persi~ having, 
("f' 

been captured during the reign or Cyrus.~ bUt when Alexander_) 

the Great,entered Cilicia in 334- B. C., there seerns to have been 

no king in C111c1a, but only a Per51an officer directly govern­

ing the country. As to the character of the Cilician Kingdom) 

and the constitution of Tarsu5, as its capital, nothing is re-

corded. 

The religion. of Tarsus is an extremely co1np11cated 

subj·ect.. st. Paul recog_nise.d in the ·Pagan_ religion a certain 

element of truth and Divine insight. This he had learned. in 
(7) 

Tarsus .• 

].. Rarr!3ay Ci t ie3 117, 118, 12:2, 123, 124-, 137 • 

. t:·. ~-;L. ~~ ~/7 ~~2-
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In Tarsus the e .... ~rly Ionian e~!Jai~:r-.uts round an o1.u~r 

population and an older Tt:!ligion alr~ady in possdsJ1on. Cer­

tain elements in -=·he later TarBian relic;ion can be di3t1n.;;u1311-

ed as being in all probability pre-Ion1an, others as Ionian. 

The Assyrian domination doubtless &ttected. the r~ligion of the 

cour1try. 'rhe Persian period lett unmistakable traces which 

a:p::e0~r on the coins.. The new found at ion of the Hellenic Tarsus 

about 170 B.O. mu:st inevitably navd given a di:3tinctly more 

Hellanised aspect to the state cultus, tnough it had little, 

if any, e!"f8Ct on its real nature. Tha Gre-3k elemant in the 

new population readily adopted t11e national cult, ident1fyinb the 

Greelc deities wi tll the Tarsian, and merging t11e1r own rath~r 

formal religion in tlle more real worship of t11e Tarsian deities. 

Only the Jewish el~ment remained separate and din not affect 

the state religion, t.:: .. ougll it 1nust ~ certainJ7 have atf'ected 
itl 

st.:congly the character and views, of many indi~als and produced 

that circle of ·believing or devout persons of :pagan origin, who 

in every wa:y surrounded the synagogue. It was prec1s8ly be­

cause tne Je·wis·h religion was so i11tapable of amalgamation with 

ot:r1ers that the Hellenes of t.nose cities complained. The Jews 

usually stood outside of tn~ city union. In Tarsus so far as 

t11e scanty evidence justifies an opinion, the Jews see~., to have 

ba2n regarded in a less de6ree than elsewhere as ai1 alien elem.ent. 

In a sense tne revival of' Greek influence begins 
/' 

witn the entrance of Alexander the Great in Tarsus' in 331+ B.c. 

yet freedom and au to1iomy did not fall at that time to the lot 
(9) 

of Tarsus. During the t11ird century B.C. C111cia lay near the 

9·· Rarnsay, Ci tles 139, 157 .. 
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the centre of the Seleucid empir1;3 and was t.nc: h~lpless ::Jlave or 

the dynasty. BUt tile peace_ of 189 B.C. inaugurated new condi­

tions 1n As1aM1nor; C111c1a. became a frontier country. The in­

habitants saw that across the frontier on th~ northwest was a 

much freer country. The Tarsians. began to yearn for freedom and 

about 175- -170 B.O. Cil1c1a was recast and its cities were r~1n­

vigorated. Tarsus was treate~ ruo3t honourably. It stood forth 

as t11e principal city of the whole country with the fUllest 

rights of self-government and coinage permitted to arzy tovm in 

the Seleucid Empire. The Tarsus of St. Paul dates in a very raal 

senee __ from the reroundation by Antlochus E':piijhanus, when it be­

came autonomoua, choosing its own magistrate&: and making ita own 

laws, but subJect in all foreign relations to the king. The 

se1Suc1d kings were obliged in their colonial foundations to 

trust mainly to two peoples, the Greeks and the Jews, to rna.n­

age, to lead, to train the rude oriental peasantry in the arts 

on whicn city life must rest, to organise and utilize t:neir labor 

and create_ a corrunercial system. The Greeks in tnose Hellenic 

foundations of Asia Mimor were drawn from very diverse sources. 

In such a city, the Koine, the com1non Hellenistic dialect would 
'~4.;~ 

naturally be quickly established. 

The Acts o!' the Apostles clearly intimates that Tarsus had a 

consideralble body of Jews. Paul was at name their among friends 

of his own race. Were the Jews merely resident strangers or had 
• 

they the fUll rights of citizens? The difference in a Hellenic 

c 1 ty was profound. In the chief corrunerc ial c 1 ties of the 1vledi­

ter·ranean coasts were large bodies of resident strangers. Many 

of these beaa1ne permanent 1nhab1 tants of the city, and their 

families lived there generation after generation. But their (/oJ 

ltl. If~ / ~ r7 P. /~ /t-7 -- 173. 
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d.escenda.nts did not become ci t 1zens merclly by ri~~n t or the.lr 

old herauitary coru1ection. They all remained outside of the 

city (in tne Hellenic sense,). They had no share in its patri­

ot1slll and r~ligion.. They could freely rt.;tain and practise tneir 

own r~ligious rites. such resident strangers usually rorllled 

themselves into a religious association for tna propdr cel~­

bration ot· their ritual. Thus t.t1ey carriea thei:c own religion 

with them into the heart of Greece and were J:Jrotecved by Greek 

law in the perforrnance, of ritual which was forbidden to true 

citizens. The Jews in var~ous Hellenic cities dwelt in large 

bodies without citizenship, but in Tarsus they seem to have 

possessed civic, privileges t.l'lough not all Jews residentthere 

were nemessarily citizens. The right of citizenship could be 

obtained only by inheritance, apart· from exceptional cases) in 

wr1ich it was bestowed by a formal law on an individual as a 

reward for services rendered to the city. occasional.ly a crisis 

occurred in a Greek city state, when tlle number of citizens 

was enlarged by the incorporation of' considerable groups of new 

members:. such crises were rare, and were tne result of various 

causes, e.g. a great disaster or foreign intervention. New 

citizens were not usually incorporated in any of' the older tribes 

but in a new tribe or tribes instituted f'or t.ne purpose. There 

is no evidence, and no probability that tile body or the citizens 

ot Tar3us was ever enlarged in this way after its foundation as 

a Greek City State by Antiochus, E.Pi:Phanus in 171 B.C. About 

104 B.O. the western part of Cilicia was under a Roman province ~I/} 

11 . Hams aw , c it 1 e s · l 7 3 , l 7lf, l 7 5 , 191. 
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but between 104- and 4-9 B. c. tl1~ rloman po.L1cy was 'XtJ.certain in 

its aims and generally ineff~ctive. DUring t:.~.e :period about 8)_lJ.e.J 

Cilic ia was overwhelmed by an Asiatic reaction under 1111 thradates, 

King of Pontus, and some few years later tne armies of Tigranes, 

King of Armenia, swept over Cilicia and nortn~rn syria. The 

buropean hold on Cilicia was renewed by the issue of' tne l~Li tn­

radat ic wars. and t11e East was -reorganised in the Roman interests 

by Pompey tne Great (65 -6~ B. c), and the Province of' Cilicia be­

came much larger and d1st inctly mor~ iw_f;ortant .. than before,. 

Under Antonius in 42 B.C., Tarsus; was cornplimented on its loy-

' alty and was 6ranted the status of a 'free city• •ctvitas liber~. 

Augustus,when he became master of the Roman wc»rld 31 B.C.,renew­

ed or con:rirmed this freedor:l and rec:og .nized its importance and L 

treated it with favor. Augustus continue_d the traditional Roman 

policy and upon the death of A~yutus King of Galatia 25 B.c. 

formed the Roman province of Galatia, which so("· overshadowed 

the older Province Cilicia that 1 ts importance disappeared., and 

it was now made a mere adjunct of the great Province of Syria. 

During the early Roman Empire- tr1e :PO.fJUlation of Tar­

sus.: consisted of tnree main elements. The f'oundation stock was 

the older nation elem.ent, into which tlle original Ionian Gr8ek 

stock had melted and been lost. This was probably the largest 

nu1nerica11y, but less alert and active, not guiding but follow­

ing. The Greeks formed a second group and insisted on autono.my 

and laid stress on the 11oerty and rit);.t of s·elf goverr.uacnt in 

th~ city. The tllird group was composed of t:nc Jews and these 

seelll. to have been enthusiastic supporters of Ju1ius Caesar, 
(r>..} 

and t11e early Roruan Empire. 

12. Ramsay Cities 193, 195, 197, 198~ 199. 



~OTION 10. F.Al.f.OUS TARSIANS. 

1. Athenodorus a_citizen or Tarsus was born not in the 

city itself but in a c~rtain village. probably Kanana., rrom which 

he received the epithet Cananita. He was born <. .. bout 71+ B.C.. and 

died about 7 A.D. He was a stoic, and the t~cher of tt.~.e yout11-
u.. 

tul,A$Us~us; at Apollonia in .Epirus. Athenodorus: whose fataer•s 

name. was Sandon is mentioned 1n such close relation with Pos1-

don1us, the leader of the sto~c school of Philosophy at Rhodes, 
. ,.,. 

that he may confidently be called his pupil. Athenoctorua be­

longed to the stoic school and was lecturir~ at Apollonia in 

Epirus when the youthfUl Augustus c&ne there in the autumn of 

~5 B.O. to finish his education. In the six months which Augus­

tus s:pent there, the Tars1an Philosopher acquired a life long 

influence over his mlnd. It could not have .. been aJJY ordinary 

man who so deeply impressed a· subtle_ and self reliant character 
+ . 

like Augustus. In 4l+B.C. he went to Rome and remained there 

many years~. About 15 B. C. he returned. to Tarsus., where_ ·he !Wo­
bably remained the rest of his life. The work by which he im­

pressed the world was 1n the department of moral philosophy; and 

in his treatises he embodied a noble and dignified view o$ human 

life and duty. On that account he was commended by Cicero-·and . 

q\l,oted by seneca, from whom is 1earr1ed the little which we know 

of his teaching. To the influence exercised by this Athenodorus 

on both st. Paul and Seneca. is due, at leas.t in part, the remark­

able resen1blance, both verbal and- ill spirit, which has often been 

observed be~ween the sentiments expressed by the stoic., ph11loso-

pher whose birthplace. was corduba, Spain, and the words or the 
(I} 

Apostle to the Gentiles. Very striking_ indeed are some or the 
i ... 

parallels, and this is true of seneca to a greater extent than 

1. Ramsay, Cities 216 - 221; 222, 223. 
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of' any other non-Christirul writer. It 1~ .iJOSsible that the phil­

osophical school of' Tarsus had exerc.isect mor~ 1nf'lu~nc.; on St. 

Paul, than is corm.Honly allowed. L1gntfoot refers specially to the 

fact that both st. Paul and Se1leca 1 Compare life to a warfare and 
(1.) 

describe the struggle after good as a contc:st wi tll tr1e flesh. 1 

2. Another stoic ph1loso1.her by th~ nam.e A.tlhenodorus 

was distinguished by the surnarr1e Kordylion and was living in 
(3} 

extre1ne old. age as late as 1+7 B.O. This one was also a Tarsian 
{¥) 

but lived long in Rome and was the confidential adviaer of Cato. 

3· Nestor another Tarsian philosopher, not of the Stoic 

but of the Acaden1ic school, rose at Rome to a pos1 tion of in­

fluence and trus.,t in the Imperia.l family and beccune tutor to 

Augustus 1 s nephew and intended ·successor of Marcellus, about 26-

23. B.O. Nestor lived to the age of ninety-two and ~vas still liv-
about ~} 

ing_. when Strabo wrote "'him 19 A.D. 

1+. Other famous scholars of Tarsus were Antipater head 

ot: the Stoic school 1n Athens-. and the Cllief. op_ponent· or Carnea­

des>; and also Plou tiade-s_. and Diogenes. bot:r.L muc11 travelled J:Jhil­

osophers, the latter also a poet; Artemidorus and JJiodorus'. and 

also a tragic: poet D1onys1de.s~ one of' the seven writers Called 
(6} 

11 the Ple ia.d." 

2. Rams ay, St. 'aul 3?4• 

.3· Ramsay, Ci t 1e.s; if.#L1_ Lf- c.,;-.J. _.. ' } 
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To speak about tnt; university of Tarsus is to a. cer­

tain degree a misnomer, applying a ruodern name to an ancient in­

stitution. But there are really quite as graat differences. in 

charactex amor1g the various modern universities as there are. 

betwee!.L a typical. modernand a typical Greek Un1Vt:!rstty. strabo 

who. is practically our sole authority gives a very sympathetic 

and favourable picture of the ~'University of Tarsus. He praises; 

b.igl1ly the zeal for philosophy and the whoJ..e range. of education 

which characterise~ the peQpQe of Tarsus in his time • In this 

res:Pec:t:. they surpassed Athens and. Alexandria and every other seat 

or learning, ror they not only formed the entire audience in their 
~ 

own University, to which no student ever came/\outside, but=. also 

to complete. their education by resorting to foreign Universities, 

and those who educated themselves in that way were glad to remain 

abroad and few of them returned.. home. on.,i.the contrary, other ed­

ucational cities attracted many eager students from outsidawho 

remained there gladly, whereas few of the population in those 

cen~ras sought education either abroad. or at home. Onl~ Alexan­

dria. both attracted_ IDa,l'JY foreign students and sent forth a large 

number of ner own young citizens to study abroad. This account 

is far from suggesting that the Tarsian University was one of the 

great Universitie~ of the Hellenic world. on the contrary strabo 

evidently regarded it as a young seat of learnir~ rather ~rovin­

c1al and obscure, situated in a great con®erc1al centre, where 

there was an eager desire for knowledge, and-where the ~eople 

has the travelling instinct strongly developeci., so that ~hey 
_(I) 

tilled their own University and, after gaining from it all it 

1. Ramaau, ci t1as-; 231, 232. 
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c.ould give, went forth in lar~8 lllUinb.ars to stuay 1~1 t11e more 

faxn.ous Univers1t1as and often to settle there permarlt:ntly •. 

CITIZENSHIP • 

saul was a Roman citizen or in ot:ner ~;ords the civ­

itas Romana belonged to hin~c~Si XXII. 2-5,2.6,2__7,28,29·, XVI. 5P· 
7 / 

He was also a citizen of Targus (Acta XXI. 39; o~" 

77 ;A.EtJ.S -rrot\ ,'77 s). 

~cr//ov 

Saul possessed the Roman as well as tne Tarsiru1 citi-

zenship, and between these two stat8s careful distiriction LflUBt 

be .. drawn. The one citizenshl:P did not confer the ot11er. A man 

might pessess either one , or botr1Jor neither. 

1. M.unic ipal Citizenship. "Tarsus \:1 as not a Munic i.P ium 

or Colon1a, like PhiliiJ1Ji in Macedonia or Antioch in Pis1d1a. 

It_ was) uy;rbs, 11 b_exa, "'· like Syrian Ant 1oc11 and Selenc:i.a on tr1e. 

Sea.. It was governed by 1 ts own Magistrate_s and vvras free from 

a Roman garrison. Yet residence or even birth in this "frae. 
( 1 ) 

c1t~~· did not uonfer civic citizenship.~ 

The wuniciapal citizens of t11e fre~ Greljk cities were 

gro~ed 1n Unions, 
c 

The Phylae of ancient times were of two kinds •. <Xt 

were unions according to blood and des-

cent and co~respond to Clan ~.r Caste. suc11 were the twelve tribes 
{2) (3) 

of Israel and the rour old Attic tribes, and the old ROHian, 

( 14-) ' ero 
and the Persian, which however were called)'~"'~' by H~dotus •. 

C I 

The divisions w~re ~' '/foe Tf to<'. <' ' 0(/ 7071/koll 

1. Conybeare & Hows on, I_, 1+5 •. 

2~. Herodotus, V. 69. 1!,"-Uripedes, Ion : 15 75. Plu t·:. Solon, 19 • 
.3 •. Dionys1us, H.2~_-. l.f-. Xeuophon Cyr. 1,2,5& 12.. 
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wer:.;; unions according to lc·cal :nab1tat1cn.... SUch were t.::.~.t~ ten 
( 0 ) 

local tribas at Atll~HS formed o~r CleisthellclS and t.uose formed 
(7) <" n 

at Ror.ue by servius' The divisions \~0Td 0 I ~ iu 01
• 

I < / 
The mernbers of a y;uA~ were called 01 cfv~ (-,~, 

(For the above paragra~h see Liddell & Scott.) 
<(" , 

The te.rrn 11 fv ,\1 occurs frequently in the Sep-

eiia.g1nt and in the· Ne\v Testament to denote t.::ld Chi.Luren of Is­

rael. ( L. XXI I,. 30; Jas. I. l; Hev. XXI. 12; et frtq.) 

32 

The Unions 
<: , 

(a<, cfvt\oc') formed religious and social 

grou:Qs and exerted their influence upon tne government of' the 

city, not so much by the individual members;, as by the whole 

organised group. Every citizen of a city, Tarsus f'or exam_ple, 

was necessarily a member of a Union, and was required to con-

form to the habits and customs of his union. A Jew 1u such a 

coiiL:uuni ty, could be a c it izeu in no o tner way tllan as a member 

of a Phyle. I1' the Jews were numerous enough to form a Phyle 

of t..:-~dir own, their difficulties viere diminishe.d but not wholly 

removed.. BUt one Jew in a c.ity could not form a Phyle and the 

only way in whicll he could be regarded as a citizen and exer-

c ise an influence would be b.y joining~ a Phyle of tne heatllen and 

to do so he must join in t11eir idolatrous worship. 

Saul•s Tarsia.n citizenship is evidence tnat a Jew-

ish Phyle .. existed in his birthplace, but of its history and 

origin evidence is wanting_ •. 

6. Herodotus v. 66,69; VI. 131. 

1· Dion~ H. IV. l~; P l ut • Rom. 20 • 
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CITIZE:NSHIF. 

2. Roman Citizenship. The "c i v 1 tas HOLlaL.a" could be 

acqu ireu i11 various ways. 

(1). The most hoHourabll-:! way '•i:1.3 oy birth f'rol,, two .t{oman 

citizens, who wer8 livin~ in lawfUl wedlock, (Nuptial 1nst1aR.). 

The only Roman marriage (unless special.Ly per~ui t ted) was bet-

ween two Romans. ROH1ar1 ratllernood by a slav:e was unlawful, 

arJ.d by a latin woman or by a f/oreigner or by a concubtne was 

unroman. such. unions dia not convey to tn~ cnil,Jr·.:;I.:. trH~ :potes-

tas patria. The issue or such marriage passes sed tHe mot11er • s 

status and not the fat:n~r•s. As Saul possessed tne 1\0i!ian cit­

izenship by birth, (Acts XXII. 28 ,) his maternal grandfat.~er as 

wellas his fatner wust nave been. a Roman. citizen. 

(2). Claudius Lysias, the Chlliarch (Acts XXII. 28} had 

ac4uired tnis great privilege_ by purchase f'or a larc;;e su1u or 

money. 

(?). It could be received as a reward ror services ren­

dered to the Empire. Occasionally a soldier upon his discharge 

was made a citizen. 

(4}. ' Rarely it was a free gift as a mark of favour. 

(5). Rarely and un.der very de:fini te coudi t ions 1 t accom­

panied manum1~3sion. 

(6). Sometime_s a whole city or a whole district received 

the c 1 t izenship as a re-ward. 

Whether Saul's father had been born a Roman citizen 
. e 

is not known, and conjectures_ are in this-~ case valuless. 
" 

Saul as a Roman c1 t1aen was necessarily enrolled 

in one of the Homan tribes. These Roman Tribes, t11ough origin­

ally si1ailar in character to tlld GreeklnTribesc:, had long lost 
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their religious ana social character and were nothing more than 

political and legal fictions. They were mere names from which 

all reality had lorig passed away. Their ru~rubers were scattered 

all over the world. They never met and thereror~ haa no relig­

ious. bond ot union. Roman c1 t1zensh1p had no otr1er value than 

mere exercise or a vote, and c1 tizens who lived. ill the Provinces 

could never make any use of the~vote. Moreover after 14 A.D. th~ 

:popu·lar vote had no longer any existence. In Tr1·bes like these. 

there was nothing to forbid a Jew from having himself enrolled, 

alld all Jelva, who became Roman Citizens wera 4J!SO facto_ mada mem­

bers of a Tribe., but membershi.P was a mere matter of name and 
(~J 

law free from Religious duties •. 

Roman c1t1zenshf:p secured to its possessor certain 

rights and privileges). 

· (1). Exemption frorn Crucifixion. When a Roman was: c.:on­

denme.d to death, the execution was preformed by decapitation. 
t.QJtt_ • 

(2). Exem:p~ from every form. of degrad1nS punishment_, e .• g_ • 
. 

. ~ 

scourging_. 0'Porcia. lex· virgas_, ab, "¥Cnmi:m cilviu1n Rornanorum cor-
( 9) 

pore arnowet. ... This law was dated about 509 B.C. 

(~. Privilege of being sent to Rome. for trial before the 

Emperor if charged with a capital offence. 

(~. Right of appeal to the Emperor at any time during the 

trial or after sentene-e~ in all cases. 
(10) 

The 1 Ro1nansi were the aristoo-eacy of tha eas te.rri world. 11 

At Ph1lfpp1 ~Roman Colony, the cit1z~lsh1p of st.Paul and Silasj 

8. Rams~_, Cities. 209, 210. 

9· C1cero pro Rabirio Perduell1onisRev~~,l2; Livy x. 9· 

10. Ramsa~Y:, c1 ties_, 7. 
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humbled the crrrcx T "7 }"0: so that in rear they exhorted the Apos­
( ll) 

tles and requested them to leave the city, and at Jerusalem the 

same quality obtained :t'or st. Paul care~l and courteous treatment 
I '1~) 

from the Xt~ '«.fxos . Did the Romans eXhibit in their aemean-

our any lofty and po11s11ed attributes which would distin~.ruish them 

from members of other races an.d especially from t .. ose in slavery? 

The. Apostle. states. ( 2 cor. XI/ 24--2:5) 'Of the Jews- five times. re­

ceived· I forty stripes save o;ne. Thrice was. I beaten with rods; 

once was I stoned.• How did it happen that he,. a Roman citizen, 

was subjecte.d.:_ to such dishonourable punisrunent? Of the Jewish 

:punishments we may notice., that he would not be likely to appeal to 

his Roman citizenship .for protection against the Jews. To so ap­

peal would. rather tend to increase the fUry of his opponents .• 

Then again he could not well appeal to Rome to punish the Je-vvs for 

their behaviour to him. To do so 'wVOUld merely alienate. them from 

him still more~, if tnat wer~ :possible. Therefore .. we need not won-

der that his Roman citizenship did. not protect him from Jewish 
. -~-~ ~,j{_ .~ ~ftu_J ~d ~ ~c:::tL.d. 

castigation. _ In ·rega~d to the stoning,Ai~ not actually ~.pe~rormed 

by Jews-' (Acts XIV. 19),. th~ same explanation is sufficient. The 

three chastisements with rods must have been Roman, preformed by 

the 'lictors under the co1nraru1d of .n1agistrates. Only one such inci­

dent concern-ing the Apost~e i.s recorded (see Acts. X¥I. 22,23 ), and 

th.at ·occurred in Phil.1pp1 in Macedonia. Whether or not a protest 

vv.as then made: we are not informed. · Either. it was rnade, but in vairJ 
c 

owing to the excitement .of the nmltitude, or the Apostle tor some 

unknown reason did not assert Ais rights as a Roman. 

11. Acts XVI. 38-39, 

la.. Actsj XXII. 25.; 

Rams ay, Cities 7. 
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SECTION 13. 

CITIZ-ENSHIP. 

on ond occasion, hov~ever, !le did claim exempt lon and tnus es­

caped what would hav~ b~~n :nis 1'ourtil pun1~!lill~n t _-; i t::1 roJ.s, 

(Acts XXII !!5 ). Here may be noticed the sharp distinction bt3~-

alr6:1Jty (Acts, XXI. 39) asserted hiJJJ.Self' to bd a ci t lzeli of 

Tarsus, ·out this quality d.iL1 not save him from bl::irl-6 bound with 

a view of scourging. 

EDUC:ATION. 

Saul • s aducation was begun in his howe,, concBr.!.Lil)6 

his home life. very little ls known. our inforHlat1on rests upon 

not clear specific statements but upon infd:c~nces. 

Since Saul was born a Rorua.n cit.izen, his fat:ner and 

mother were Roman citizens. From thit1 fact the inft;rence. lS 

drawn tl1at the falnily occupied a higll position inu.t11e social 

life of Tarsus and that his peo~le min~led freely w1 t:n the best 

people,whether they were Jews or Romrulli'or Greeks. 

He had one sister, whose son informed him and at his 

req1-lest- t11e Chiliarcll, that the Jews had bound themselves by an 
( 1 ) 

oath to slay U1s uncle.. Ot!ler children .of 11is parents are 

not :mentioned. 

That 111s education was bot!l broad and deep is arnply proved gy ... 

llis letters and s,Peeches and also by his demeanour upon many 

occasions •. Schaff writes that 'he was the only scholar ~uong 
( 2) 

t11e A.fJOStol1c band.~ 

1. Acts XXIII. 16 - 22~ 

2. Schaff I. 288. 
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"His training wa~ tnorou6 .c .. ly Jewish, rooted and grounded 1n the 

scriptures ot' the Old covenant ana t.t1ose lea(t1rl6 traditions of 

tne elders which cu11n1nated. in th8 TalttelLCi. He •new tn~ Hebrew 

ana Greek Bibla almost by heart. In his ar6uwentat1ve d,l)i::>tles 

wh·~n addressing the Je·~;ish converts .. ha quote~ f rou1 the Pen ta-
( 3) 

teuch, the Prophets, t11e Psalms, now l1teTally 11ow freely."' 

sauk acq~ired tne tnden1ents of learning in his fa-

ther 1 s house •. Therein he received a grounding in the Law 

and the Prophets, and in reading and 'vriting and ar1trunet1c. His 

training :probably was re~u~ated. according to the precepts or the 

Mischna. whiCh said "~t five years of age let the children begin 

the Scripture.;· at ten the Mischna; at thirteerl let them be sub­

jects of the law .. " In t!1e home c ire;le; he acqu 1red fluency in 

the Sym:ochaldtic: of that age. His fa the!' 1 s pride in his Roman 

citizenship must have induced him to have his son thoroughly 

taught the Latin tongue. 

His home education was supplemented by the synagogue: 

scr.~.ool to which 11e: undoubtedly was at an early age sent, being 

conducte_d_ hither alld thither by his 7TOf I r o( ywy~~ (Gal. IIL 211}... 

1-JJ.oreover 11e could not fail to acquire; much knowledge and infor­

mation from the streets t11rougr1 which he .. constantly passes and 

in which he frequently indulged in grunes;. 

Facility in the Greek language~ he; obtained or ne­

cessity. The Jews of Tarsus and the remainder or C11ic;1a.vvere 

Hellenistic:. In the Syna.gogu~t the Sa:ptuaJ:;int was commonly, if 

not- invariably_, used.. His :playmates-; in t11e school probably em.-

3· Schaff I. 288 .. 
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ployed th~ Greek. la1~uage habitually. 

At au early J:H:~:~,iod in his you t1l, t!'.~oc cxa0 t at;c or 

~r~a.Y cannot ba ascertained, but probably not earlter t~nan :11s .. 

thirteenth year at which a6e he baca.ma a son or thd law anci not 

much later tnan his_ fifteenth year, when as a Ro:u211 c 1 t 1zen he. 

assumed the toga praetexta he was conducted probably by his fa-

ther from Tarsus to Jerusarern anu 111s name wa~ enrolled awong 

the pupils or Garualiel._ The evidence ror the preced.iiJ.G state-

ment is based on his words before King Agrippa; ~~~-~J.Y manner of 

lige from my youth(;x. vE-or"l-rns) which was from the begin-

among my own nation and at Jerusalem, know all 

the Jews, havin~ knowledge of me from the first(c!~tJ fJ-tv). '*(Ac:~S; 

XXV:I_ •. 4-). Again when he was addressing the Jewish !J1ob, from t11e 

castle steps he declared that 11e had been brought up( O:v~ Tf Br~-
1 ' 

_JA f: V 0 S) in JerusaleJn. 

Saul in llis childhood and. boyhood had frequently 

'seen and listened to 111s f'ellovv tribesmen as t:r1ey prdpared to 

go to Jerusalern and also when they returned from the various 

feasts.. He listened .~eagerly to their accounts- of J?alas tine) 

and especially of Jerusalem, of the rnagnificient and beautifUl 

temple, of the impressive worship, of the solemn sacr1fice_s, of 

the enthusiastic mul t1tudes: and or the gorgeous_ :pries-thood, and 

his imagination was fUll of Joyalty and zeal for this glorious 

iilheritance of religion. As he journeyed toward the Holy City 

for tlle purpose of becoming a student tllcrein, he; constantly 

rememberea that he was travelling to the nati"e la11d of his~. 

ancester~ , and his heart thrilled with joyfUl ant1c1.f?ations •. 

Assuming as seems probable that Saul • s frunily was 

properous and zealous for the Mosaic; law, and ritual, ne had_ 
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most l~kely s~veral tilllt:S vislteu thcl Holy City. After the 

comJdlet1on or his thirteenth year ht; was exJ:Ject~u to att~nd th~ 

c;reat an11Ual feasts. Wit~1out aoubt ne~ had often gaz~d ·,v1 th l\.()y-

1sh wonder and admiration upon the ~~alls and ·ouild.illQS oi' the 

capital of his nation and hact stood ir~ awe_ and astonishment- in 

the Temple_ courts; and had vvatched t1:1e smoke from the daily 

sacrifices gently wafted.up~ard toward heaven. 
w-a.4.. 

Saul according to his own statement·s .1\tauGl:lt at Gamal-
) 

1els_; feet, according to the ,Perfect manner of the law and was-

z,;alous toward God ... (Acts XXII. 3). Therefore in one of the most 

famous or all the Rabbinical schools: in the company of' a few 

other studants saul entered upon the deerer study of the Hebrew 

scriptu:.tre.s. By this time he was necessarily acquaiJi:tled with the 

outline of 111s natlon•s history and w1tl1 the letter of the most 

im}!ortant laws, and had memorized many of tne Psalms- and ofthe 

other passages most suitable. for recitation. BUt now he was 

about to aevote himself to a minute_ and exhaustive_ examination 

of the whole body of la'~'_, both v;vritten and oral)ar1d also to its 

allagorical interpretation. The custom in th..; Rabbinical· 

school51 had been ror the:; teachers to sit and for the pupils. to 

stand_, but about th_; beginning of our present era , the habit 

or all sitting was adopted, the teacller 1 s se~t being some,what 

elevated. The ·method of teaching was for the Rabbi tto read 

a short !)as sage aild when he had explained 1 t, any RUPil was per­

mitted to mal<:e inquiries and to raise o~ojections and even to 

try to convict the teacher of error. Thus every possible as­

pect of a passage had a chance of being -nrought into view. 

One Of the V·-:.ry fainous·. Rab-o i ~ · "'ras H 'll 1 t ;;# " 1 _e , he grand-
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fathe.l! of Saul 1 s instructor. He was one or the gentlest and 

most s1mple-:nearted or all men.. Born about 60 B.C. in Baby:­

lon1a or the house of Dav1d through tn~ r~male line, about ~o 

B.O. he ~.migrated to Palestine, and Boon art~rwards was ~lected 

president or the san.hedr1n. His death occurred about 10 A.D. 

G ama11el (my reward 1 s God ) s c1~:1:: times c c~.:.l ed the, el­

der, saul•s teacher, a.Pf·ears 1n th~ New Testament and also in 

the Talmud, as a teacher of the Law, a pharisee and a prominent 

member of the Sculhedr1n. Only a few details of his life have 

-b~en recorded. He interposed in the 0ouncil on ;as behalf of 

the Apostles, (Acts v • .3~ -39), and shewed a spirit of concili-

ation and perhaPs vacillation and a low form of worldly wisdom 

He was broadminded, p.e~ceable. and tolerant and sheww.d these. 

qualities, toward even the.;Gentiles and tne Christians. The 

tradition, which declares. his conversion to Christ ianni ty, is_; 

not worthy of serious consideration. Whe n he d.iecL about 53 A.D 

1 the glory of the law,• was said to have Ceparted. Gamaliel31s 

influence would tend to produce in his pupils, (1) candour and 

honesty of judgement, (2) a wilLingness to study and to make 
. "-. . 

use o~ Greek authors, { 3) a keen and watchful enthusiasm for 

the Jewish law. 
et. 

. How couJA. Saul tn·e zealous disciple of such gentle 
/><. 

and. sweettempered Rabbi develop suCh relentless rury and un­

restra1nable hatrad against any? watzsack.er writes, 'Whether he 

was a pupil of Garnal1el is uncertain. His persecu tin~ zeaL. does 

not agree with the attitude toward Cgristianity whic:tt t:tie narr~ 
( 4) 

t1ve (in the Acts V. 34 )-itself ascribes to that teacher. •. 

4. We1zs~cker I. 81. 
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The answer may he that t.ri~ ..;;reatcr :nis love ror t:1~ rtonor or 

God. and ror tn~ .. ~tosaic laws and custorne XLi for the Temp .Le, the 

C>reater vvould. be his ~vrat!l against tnose ~~:no tried to discrcui t 

and ovarthroYJ tllc i.UndarueEtals or n1a r~l i.;:blon. In saul• s veins 

coursed and throbbed the heroic 'olood ·.vniC!l .!..)rc;Ju,Pted hiHJ. to 

slay th~ body fo:r.· tne salvation of tnd soul, and 1~1 turn to suf­

f'er martyrdom for that which in h1J judgement was tne truth. 
I 

n·The Tub1ngen school and some other writers have d1~-;-

creu1 ~ed the statement that saul had been a .PUpil or GaJnaliel, 

whosa few sayings which 11ave been preserved ar~ 1J.ot un1nterest­

in6. He decided that soldiers and otr1ers in tiHt~ of' war m.ig:n t 

be ex~mpted frow the str1ct.3r ru..Les as to t11.:: Sabbath. In two 

:tes:pects he shov~~ed a symp;:: .. ti:ly for the Gentlles; in the direc­

tions that the poor 11eathen were to have the same t;ights as t11.0 

poor Je·ds .. to gather gleanings after tne harvest, and t11at Jews 

were to give the salutation, 'Peace be vv1 tn you •, to neat11en c:ven 

on geathen featt days. He made regulations Tdliev1ng divorced 

wives from abuses on the past or their former 11usbands, and 

protecting widows from unscrupulous c:nildren. He differed from 
( 5) 

most Rabbis in encouraging a stud.y of Greek 11 terature. • 

An objec-tion is so1uetimes urged against t!".Le statement5 

that he was brought up ru1d educated in Jerusalem. How did it 

11&f'.&'en that he d.id not 11ave some personal acquaintance with the 

Lord Jesus? This is a real difficulty, y~t the explanation by 

Vliander, Beysehlag, Weiseler seems to be satisfactory, viz. _that 

he was temporarily absent rrom Jerusalem. Or as others havra 

5. Tllacke!lly, X. 11. 
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suGGested _fJt;;rllaps n~ was livint:, connubially in f1i;:; own s.;;:t ln 

Tarsusat th~ tim8 or tlJ.c Lord's ministry. 

Probably .nis acquai11tance \·, i th tn.:: hi6Ii .iJric:J t was 

forw~d uuring his student days in Jerusalem. 

11 '£he He!lenestis cultura <hf' St • .Paul is a matt~r of 

dispute., denied by s orne , unduly exalted by o tll8 rs • He, no doubt~ 

acquired in the h.Dme of his boyhood and early manhood a knowlwdc;~ 
( 1) 

of the Greek language. 11 He handled the Greek language not indeed. 

with classical pu-rity and elegance_, but with an alrnost creative 

v1gor, transforming it into an obedient organ of a new idea and 

pressing into his service the oxymoron, the paronoraasia, t11e 
( 2 ) 

litotes and ot11er rhetorical figures." 11His greek was 1:Ull of 
'~ ( 3) I 

Cilici~." It was the Ko1v7 of th~ str~et, rather than the 

faul tlass diction of the academies. 'His colwnand of the Greek 
( 4-) 

syntax .is not masterly •/ His epistles ana speech~s in for1a and 

exp.:cessll.on had moJ;f! res8mblance to the StoicsJ and to the cynics 

than to the Rabbis. From his illustrations inferences are dravvn 

that he was farniliar \~it11 many and various aspects of Hellenistic 

life •. e.g. Tne races(l Cor. IX. 24)and the Athl._.e tic contests 

(1 Cor. IX 25);perhaps he was thinking of the Is them .. ian games. 

1. Sshaff I. 289· 

2. schaff I. 291. 

3. Farraro 

4. Ency. Br1 t .; c~. L: Me. Giffert 
7 114. 



''1:, Ctd. ST. PAUL'S GREEK. 

'Inasmuch as the Tarsian Jews were citizens of an Hellenic 
~- ) 

city, their language was necessarily Greek'· 

Three quotations from the Greek poetshave been recognis-.-

ed in his words. 

(1.1 In his address to the Athenians on Mars' hill during his 

I ,.... ' I ' second missionary journey he said_, 1 o u (d..f I 1< a(' 

/ I :;1 , 

r-~vo.s f:~e-...-. 

(Acts XVII. 2~. This half line of daotylic Hexameter is found 

in the Phenomena of Aratus v. 5. Aratus was a Cilician poet, 

probably a native of Tarsus and flourished about 270 E.C. He 
r 

wrote astronomical poems of which tworemain; cjlo{' v- o ~ ~~--c;( and 

ftoq- 7r~t'o< • The same idea, and expressed but slightly differ­

ently, is found also in Cltanthes, Hymn to Jove, 5. This Cltan­

thes was born at Assos in Troas about 300 E.C.j , I, , /~ / 
f-1( (To~ r o<.f r (- vos Ea-~(-- v. 

to show that the Apostle had both poets in mind. The '"' a-ov in , 

the latter and the ,o~ in the for.mer refer to Zeus. 

(2~ In writing to the Corinthians his first epistle(l Cor. 

XV. 23 )he wrote ; · 

e , :>//'1 so €- If 0 V er/ V 7 C7f ' /( 0( /<: o( /. 

(evil associations destroy excellent characters). The above read-
!J> 

ing is strongly supported. But another reading is sometimes 

In this for.m it is Iamvic trimeter and occurs in the Thias of 
( 6) 

Meander. Socrates quotes it as being of suff·~cient proof 

~-- ~~ecy.~ ~' ~'o. 
6. Hist. Eccles. Ill. 16. 
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that the Apostle was conversant with the tragedies of Euripedes 
(?) 

'Perhaps Me~der took it from Eurip!des." 

~3.) In writing to Ti tus I. 12 (if this epistle is genuine 

he 1'.•ro;e ); r7 -r f-S ~/r ~ 'f•;; 1rd.l> k« /{:..I ()7f'~ I ro~.rr-r:t (-S I .l.r r"': 
This line of dactylic hexameter is found in a poem on Oracles 

by Epimenides who was a native of Phaestus in Crete or of 
(8) 

Cnossus. He lived about 600 B.C., and had the reputation of 

being a prophet. 

The first three words were found also in the Hymn to 

Zeus, verse 8, by Callbnachus. 

~.) Perhaps, as has been suggested, in Acts XIV. 1? the 

Apostle cited some Lyric poet or choral song; 

This phrase occurs in an address given at Lystra, which was a 

very dry aistrict, and therefore the sentiment was very appro-

priate. 

However great stress must not be placed on these cita­

tions as these lines may have been commonly known and widely 

circulated in the forms of pro-1Jerbs, and therefore do not prove 
(9) 

the Apostle's acquaintance with the Greek poets. 

cf. "Cleanliness is next to Godliness." 

"They also serve who only stand and wait." 

"A~hing of beauty is a joy forever." 
r v i:J & , q-~ 0( u ,t "' ... 

?. Alford in loc. 

a. Alford in loc. 

9. cf. Mogiffert 114. 
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ST. PAUL'S G~X. 

These four proverbs a:te well known even among people who do not 

know their sources and who have never read perhaps even a line 
.I 

of the Talmud, or of 1~filton's sonnet on his blindness, or of 

Keats' s poetry and are unacquainted with the Greek aJlphabet • 

Therefore from the Apostle's quotations proof cannot be made of 

his knowledge of the Greek authors. 

TRADE. 

Every Jew was required to teach his sonatrade even 

though the family was so prosperous that the son seemed to be 

lifted above all possibility of vve.r being so situated that he 

would be compelled to earn a living by manual 2avor. 
~ 

The Jews had many proverbs urging that all boys be 

taught a trade. "What is commanded of a father toward his 

son? To circumcise him, to teach him the law, a.nd to teach 
(1) 

him a trade." Gameliel used to say "learning o~ any kind un­
(2) 

accompanied by a trade ends in nothing and leads to sin.;: 
{3) 

"He who teaches not his son a._ trade, teaches him to be a thief." 

St. Paul was called a "Tentmaker'',<Tl<'7~-"o-,ro,:.S_,Acts XVIII. 3_ 

This word occurs here only in the New Testament and is not found 

in the Septuagint. References to his habit of earning his own 

_living are found in Acts XX. 34; 1 Cor. IX 6~18; 1 Th. II. 9; 

2 Th. III. 8-10. 

1. Conybeare and Howson, I. 47. 

2. Schaff I. 293. 

3. Conybeare and Howson, I. 47. 
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Tents were.made,not only of leather, but mostly of the 
/ I 

coarse hair of the Cilician gaat. l<tt\' '< 1o5 'fl~ yo~> and were 

needed by shepherds, travellers, sailors and soldiers. The same 

material was also used for mantles, shoes and beds. 

His reasons for selecting such a trade are unknown. "His 

calling was closely connected with the chief manufacture of his 
(4) 

native place, and was perhaps determined by the location of the 

city or by the demand for tents of those visiting Tarsus or of 

the mountain tribes. The trade of tentmaking was humble and un-

remunerative and many conjectures concerning his choice have 

been made. Yet many learned Rabbis had trades apparehtly as hum 

ble, e.g. Simon the tanner. 

Perhaps tentmaking was easily learned and therefore, 

though it was poorly paid, yet as Saul was unlikely to need i~s 

wages, it was thought good enough to satisfy the custom and law. 

"Probably Saul's father was concerned with the tent fab-
(5) 

rio business," perhaps he was interested more for pleasure 

than for profit in the breeding of goats and the spinning of 

their hair, and the father's pleasant source of income became 

the son's painful mode of obtaining his livelihood. 

Perhaps tentmaking was the father's trade and it descended to the 

son. 
. .. ( 6) 

Wrezsacker points out that St. Paul's business relations 

4. Schurer 2. I. 44. 

5. Conybeare and Howson I. 47. 

6. Weizsacker I. 111. 
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with Aquila and Priecilla,whom he met in Corinth (Acts XVIII. 1-3~ 
(7) 

helped him to for.m other connections. In Thessalonioa he work-

ed at his trade that he might not burden anyone. He did not a­

dopt the attitude of an apostle of Christ, he appeared everywhere 
(8) 

without any assumption of authority. He and his assistants, who 

had come with him, wrought for their living. Thus they could 

live in private and wait for opportunities of imparting the truth 
(9) 

to individuals. 

7. 1 Th. II. 9; 2 Th. III. 8-10. 

a. Weizsaoker I • 112. 

9. Weizsacker I. 301. 

SECTION 16. HIS NAME PAUL. 

In addition to his hebrew n~eJSaul, which was probably 

given at his circumcisionn, he had the nameJPaul. Some have sug­

gested that he then received the double name Saul-Paul. Such 

double names were not uncommon in Aramaic (or Hebrew) and Latin 

(or Greek). For example ~ohn Mark (Acts XII. 12, XV. 3~; Simon 

Niger ~cts XIII. ~; Joseph called Barsabas surnamed Justus{Acta 

z. 2~; Judas surnamed Barsabas (Acts XV. 2~; Jesus Jus tus(Col. 

IV. 1~; S~rgius Paulus the proconsul(Acts XIII. ~~ Flavius Jose­

phus; Hillel Pollio. Perhaps as Simon received the n&me of Peter 

in memory of his introduction to tpe Lord Jesus. (st. John I.4~, 

so Saul received the name of Pail in memory of his conversion. 
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(1) 

Weizsacker says His 'two names are a memorial of the change, 

namely his conversion, which cut his life into two parts. His 

double name and its use in the Aots is evidence of a twofold 

tradi tio!j., Jewish-Christia.n and Pauline; most likely the new name 

was assumed to maJrk his apostleshi~ to the Gentiles.' 

Paulus was a common name at the commencement of our era 

in Syria and Eastern Asia Minor. Yet only one other Jew up to 
(2) 

the time of Trojan is known to have borne thi~ neme. 

Some( e.g. Origen, Jerome, Augustine)have conjectured 

that Saul adopted the name Paulus at Paphos in the island Cyprus 

in honour of Sergius Paulus the Proconsul, who was the first diH­

tinguished gentile convert. Though this~· conJ:ecture is not impos­

sible yet the narrative does not give any hint of such a source 
(3) 

for the name. 

Others, e.g. Augustine have surmised that Paulus, which 

means 'little' was adopted by the Apos·tle from a sense of humility 

(1 Cor. XV. ~~ to denote that he was in his own estimation the 

least among the Apostles. This also seems to be improbable. 

Renan suggested that the n~e Paulus was chosen on ac­

count of its close resemblance to 2 o< ~ A o ~ 

Lange conjectured that "Paulue" was c~osen as a contrast 

to the Arabic Elymas which in Greek means,~ r~ro~ .,and in English~ 

"wise man". 

While others have derived the name Paulus from the Hebrew 

'-?1 yp which means "wrought" (by God). 
T 

1. Weizsacker, I. eo. 
2. Deiss~mann Bible Studies 316. 

J J 

3. Weiss, Intro., I. 165. 
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Weizsacker says that the new name did not possess any 
(4) 

speciel. meaning. 

Paulus was his name among the Gentiles. It is not Greek 

but Roman and was quite common e.g. Lucius AEmilius Paulus a 

consul, who fell at Cannae, Quintus Paulus Fabius Maximus another 

consul, A.u.c. 743. Julius Paulus the Jurist, 222-235 A.D. 

Two of St. Pau1skinsmen had Roman hames, Junia(Rom. XVI. 

?h Lucius~om. XVI. 2~, while others had Greek mames Andronicus 

(Rom. XVI. 11), Jason, Sosipater ( F..om. XVI. 2~. 

Modern Jews often have double n~nes, one for use in their 
( 6 J 

own household, the other for use in the gentile world. For ex-

ample an._ english name among Anglosa.xons and a french name in 

France. 

Paul (Little) is merely the Hellenized or Latinized form 

for his Hebrew nemeSaul (desired) and w~s nothing whatever to do 

with his own conversion or with the conversion of .Sergius Paulus 
(7) 

of Cyprus. 

Saul as a Roman citizen and son of Roman citizens would 

propably receive not only a Hebrew name but also a Roman name at 

his circumcision. Not improbably he received a full Roman name, 

consisting of Praenomen, l'omen and Cognomen. Pai.tl' s praenomen 
(6) 

and nomen never appear. 
{8) 

Of double names John-Mark for.ms the best parallel. 

4. Weizsacker I. 81. 
) 

5. Conybeare and Howson. 

6. Moule; Weiss,Intro. XVI. 5-6. 

7. Schaff I. 286. B. Weizsacker I. 81. 
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Until Acts XIII. 9 the n~e Saul is a lways employed. 

In this passage the double name appea.rs. Thenceforward the name 

Paulus alone is found. Notice of the change o' usage is given 

' ()' < ' in the words, La{ ;;A os l> l..J o 1<-~, /t o< ;; .t\ os_, or in the Vulgate 

•saulus ante_!!!., qui et Paulus." The phrase "qui et" in 8_ similar 

sense is well known in Latin but seems to be modelled on the 

Greek. 
y 

The reading A)\"" ~~os. 
c \ 

() /(o{f is found in 

some MSS. in I Mace. VII. 5, 12,20f .. ; IX. 54ff.; II Mace. XIV. :3. 

c " Josephus gives several double nalles connected by o ko< I e. g. 

/eo<~ L>" ~L; nous~ etc. 

The phrase in Acts XIII. 9 cannot mean "Saul who was henceforth 

also called Paul" but must mean "Saul who was also called Paul'' 
(" , 

The o Aclt admits of no other supposition than that he was called 
(9 ~ 

Saulos Paulos before he came to Cyprus. 

All the Tarsian Jews who were citizens bore Greek names. 

Even in Greek times it is probable that mos; of the Jews 

of Anatolia had a Hebrew name which they used in their private 
• 

life at home and in the circle of the synagogu~. The Hebrew 

name was an alternative and not an additional or second name-

The bearer was called by one or by the other, according to the 
e • 

o~as1on, but not by both. Whether there was any principle guid-

ing the selection of the two names is uncertain. Sometimes the 

Greek translated the Hebrew. When a Jew who was a citizen of a 

Hellenic city was honoured with the Roman citizenship, the mat­

ter of nomenclature waw complicatedby the Roman triple name~~ 
/\ 

9. Deissmann B. s., V. 4. 

10. Ramsay, cities 210-212. 
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As a Greek and as a Jew such a citizen had a single name in each 

case, as a Roman he had three names; but the third of these was . 
usually identical with the Greek name. The Jews,who bwcame 

Roman citizens,might naturally be expected to have Greek names 

as their cognom;i.v:a. in ordinary familiar use, and especially the 

earliest of t~em must assuredly have had such Greek names. Latin 

cognomin~ however, came into. use occasionl~y. and are more likA­

ly to have been employed in families where the Roman citizenship 

had been an i~eritance for some generations. The one earlyin-

stance which is known with certainty is Paul, whose first and se-

cond names are unknown, his cognomen is Latin, not Greek. Yet 

being a citizen of a Hellentc city he was therefore legally a 

Hellene, except in so far as Hellenic citizenship gave way to 

Roman citizenship, but in Greek society he passed under his Latin 
(11} 

COgnomen. 

Pt:leidirer writes "The combination of a Greek with a Hebrew 

n~e was 'requent among the Hellenic Jews, and it is probable 

that in the case of Paul-Saul it does not date only from the in­

cident recorded in Acts XIII. 7f~; but from his home in Tarsus, 

the twofold designation corresponding to the dual character of 
(12) 

his interests and education." 

11. Ramsay, Cities 213- 214. 

12. Primitive Christian:.!ity I. 40. 
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Was Saul married? Great interest has been created by 
(1) 

this question. Some assert tha.t he lived and died a ba chelor, 

others that he was a widower at the time of his conversion. The 
1:4HC~ 

evidence is wholly i~adequate to enable any one~more than a plaus-

ible conjecture but seems to be slightly in favour of the view 

that at the time of his memorable trip to Damascus he was a 

childless widower. 

(1.) Evidence for his ba .. chelorhood. Neither wife nor child 

is mentioned. Therefore if he had been married his wife must 

have died before he became prominent, which althr.ugh quite pos-

sible is somewhat improbable. He recommends the state of cel­

ibacy£ 1 Cor. VII. 7, 27, 32, 40~ He writes, it is said, some­

what severay about women, 1 Tim. II. 9-14. Moreover as a christ-

ian missionary moving from pJlace to place and exposed to all 

sorts of hardships and persecutions he probably considered it to 

be his duty to abide a~one. 

Some assert that Saulwas throughout his whole life pecul-
" c. 

iarly sen~tive to womanly influences and that he was constantly 
(2) 

struggling to maintain his selfcontrol and independence. 

(2·) The custom among the Jews during the time._~_of the early 

Roman Emperors was to marry quite early. Brom the eighteenth to 

the twentieth year was considered to be the right age. A man~ 

not married before his twenty-first year,was regarded as acting 

improperly. As Saul was a strict observer of Jewish law and cus­

tom, he probably married early. The .rewish and Rabbinical custan,.. 

1. Weiss, Introduction I. 158. 

2. :Bruce.~ 262 -278. 
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the completeness of his moral character, his ideal conception of 

marriage as reflecting the mystical union of Christ~ith His 

Church, his exhortation to conjugal p~rental and filiel duties 

seem to point to experimental knowledge of domestic life. He 
(3) 

claimed the right to lead a married life like St. Peter and 

the other apostles and the brethren of the Lord. f 0me explain 

all omission of any reference to his wife by stating that most 

probably his wife died before Saul entered a position prominent 

enough to attract the attention of an historian. Erasmus and 

several. others supposed that Sypzyge (a-~ I l ur-~) Ph. IV. ~, was 

a woman and St. Paul's wife. 

Ewal.d regards him as a widower who lost his wife before 
(4) 

his conversion. 
(5) 

So also Farrar who infers from 1 Cor. VII. 8 that st~ 

Paul classed himself with widowers "I sa' therefore to the 
.) , 

CX rO(?-O IS and WidOWS it lS gOOd fOr them if they abide even as 

I." The word cxr~DS rea.lly:·_·meaning unmarried, is properly 
N n 

applied to the man, D( ..,. tJ( , /) f' o .s 

~ 

describe the woman, but ~re';« os 

being the usual word uses to 

is also regurlarly used to mean 

a widower, for which the Greek language seems not to have a 

specific word. If this word could be proved in this passage to 

have the special meaning then it would be strong evidence that 

the Apostle was at one time married. But this particular mean-

3. 1 Cor. IX. 5; written about 5? A.D. 

4. Ewald, VI. 341. 

5. Farrar, I. 80. 
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ing is doubtful. While the next preceding verse seems to point 

toward ba chelorship; 'But I wish all men to be even as I also 

am.' He wrote these words immediately after giving some advice 

concerning the married relationship. Farrar lays stress on the 

fact that the Jews in all ages attached great importance to 

marriage as a moral duty{ Gen. I. 2~, and preferred early marri­

age. He also maintains that Saul being a member of the Sanhe­

drin as he gave his vote for the condemnation of the Christians 

~ots XXVI. 1~, must have had,acoording to the Gemara~a family of 

his own. 

JERUSAlEM. 

Jerusalem the pride and the glory and the joy of the Jew-' . 

ish hearts/contained during the period in which Saul pursued his 

Rabbibical studies many whose minds were full of recollections 

of the fearful atrocities which had occurred under· Herod_,mis­

called the Great,(40 -4 B.C.) and under his son Archi'laus (4 B.C. 

6 A.D.). Upon the banishment of the latter king on the grounds 

of his t7ranny and cruelty and wantonness by Augustus, Judea 

became part of the Roman province of Syria under a procurator 

who had his usual residence at Caesarea on the sea. The Procur-

ator however had a palace in Jerusalem which he occupied in the 

seasons of pilgrimages and tumults. Roman soldiers were always 

quartered both in Caesarea and in Jerusalem. In this city Saul 

came into contact with more varieties of peoples than even in 

his native Tarsus, which was free from a Roman governor and gar­

rison. At Jerusalem,entertainments according to both the Greek 
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and the :Rome.n customs were given. Outside the city walls an 
I 

amphitheatre had been constructed. Workmen were still engaged 

rebuilding or repairing or adorning the Temple. Multitudes of 
' 

Jews from the diaspora impelled by religious veneration, multi­

tudes of Gentiles drawn by curiosity or lust of gain were cmn­

stantly visiting the city. The crowds ebbed and flowed unceas­

ingly. Roman money was the common mediun of exchange. Othe~ 

coins in circulation bore Greek or Jewish inscriptions and sym-

bole. While coins from every kno~~ country found their way to 

the tables of the Temple money changers. Into the common /tl.ebrew, 

words from the Latin and Greek languages were freely introduced, 

while Roman works were visible in all directions. Pharisees, 

Sadduces, Lawyers, Scribes were most conspiciousJovershadowing 

even the Levites and Priests. The Rabbis were rapidly suppass­

ing in importance the old order of affairs. 

mm~ITIC CHARACTERISTICS. 

The semitic races wer~wholly lacking in regard to a supply 

of mythological fables. They never indulged in philosophical 

speculations. They had a profound dependence upon God and "a 

simple and exaljred" concept_of Him. Therefore God is separate 

completely from the world and wholly independent of 1i. They be­

lieved His power to be unlimited, and they contrasted this might 

with the feebleness of men. Theocracy seemed to be a natural 

state among them, and when that broke down the result was des­

potism. They were weak in esthetic qualities. These character-
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istice produced a peculiar and "practical henotheisrn." Their 

emotional strength enabled them to establish their practical ideal 

and postulates in hard and definite forms and to execute them 
(1) 

with indomitable perseverance. 

"The original home and the significance of the Hebrew 

name for God, •Jehovah,' cannot be determined, nor 'whether it 
{2) 

is of purely Hebreworigin or of Kenite or of Assyrian. '" 

1. ~leiderer, Philosophy III. 117 -118. 

2. ~lei•erer, Philosophy Ill. 123. 

JUDliSM. 

Though the children of Israel had always indulged in 

idolatry till the time of the Babylonian captivityJabout 600B.C., 

and to some extent during the forty years of wandering in the 

wilderness, and even during the patriarchal period and though 
(1) 

only the supremacy of Jehovah was required, yet Judaism waa 

a wonderful religious system. it had but one Temple for the 

whole race. Though the members were scattered over the whole 

Roman world, yet their hearts' affection was set on Jerusalem 

and its ritualistic services. In lieu of numerous Temples each 

group of believers, where ver congregated~endeavored to have a 

synagogue. Their religion had but .one High Priest at a time, 

and he was invested with a peculiar sanctity, though their 

p .. riests were many and their Levi tes still mo:re numerous. 

1. Pleiderer, Philosophy III. 124. 
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The servtces and ministrations of these were confined to t~ 

Temple and its precints. The greatteachers were the Rabbis 
~ 

The common people received their instruction largely from 

the scribes and doctors of the law. 

The distinctive features of Judaism were not Monotheis-m 

which was commom to all enlightened Greeks; 

or Belief in Providence who punishes and awards. This idea 

was commom to all the better classes of heathenism. The 
(" (l , 

Greeks had a word ready formed and in good use, '1 ~· 101 )( 7 07 s .1 

household government~which was taken over by the Jews to d~ 
(2) 

note God's government of the world. 

T.he peculiar characteristics of Judaigm were; 

(1 ~ The historical character of the Jewish faith in God. 

They had records of some thousands ofyPars of God's dealin~ 

with their ancestors. Into these records were interwoven 

numerous details in the lives of Kings and princesr, of Priests 

and prophets, of warriors and herdsmen, of Legislators and 

statesmen·, of Judges and craftsmen, of Historians and poets·, 

of MUsicians and canning workmen. In these writings they 

studied human nature in great variet,y and learned the causes 

of ~eatness and of weakness, of success and of failure·, of 

honour and of -contempt. Open before their eyes lay the mo­

tives of countless characters. They could examine at their 

leisure the hidden impulses of the human heart. They learn­

ed that virtue brings an abundant reward and that wickednem 

brings .1 ts own punishment. 

(2) Wernle IJ 16, 17. 
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(3) 

(2 .) The teleological character of the Jewish faith. They 

believed that everything was designed for good purpose and had 

its own proper place in order of Creation. While the Stoics 

had their laws of cause and effect based on -nature, the Jews 

had their l.aws of cause and effect based on history. 

(3.) The Jewis~ religion wa~ largely founded upon the prom-
(4) 

ises of God, made first to primeval m:tn and woman·, then to Nocb, 

later to Abraham and afterwards generally to the people throu~ 
' 

a lon~line of prophets. The Greeks and the Romans and the 

heathen races generally looked backward with regret to the goli­

en age, and looked forward with pessimism to the e-rolu tion of 

wickedness. The Jews alone placed their golden age in the fu-

ture and believed that·, though their past h.a1i many glorious 

periods, yet their future would far outshine and eclipse all 

the glories of the past. They were looking forward to the c~ 

ing of the long expected 1!essiah, who had been through J7il.ny 

centuries announced in prose and in song. They believed that 

He would usher in a new kingdom of joy and peace and prosper~¥ 

and health ~nd that from His kingdom all evil and pain would 

be baiished. 
(5) 

(4.) The moral character of the Hebrew religion was unique. 

Its sacred writings breathed forth a high moral standatd and 

unhesitatingly condemned the loose modes of life which were 

3. Wernle 

4. Wentle 

5. Wernle 

I 17. 

I 17. 

I 20. 
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freely allowed by other religions. Nay,more,it emphatically 

condemned the sensual obscrane and drunken orgies,which other 

religions held in honour to their idols. Its long line of 

of prophets, through long dead,yet exerted a regenerating 

influence upon both the individual and the national life. T.re 

' 
laws of Moses,espeoially as epitondZed in the Decalogue,were 

all piety and morality. They inculated love both to God and 

also to their fellow creatures. They gave knowledge of guilt 

and of sin an~ taught the need of reconciliation for which 

purpose the Tabernacle and the Temple were construotedand the 
A ( 6) 

various sacrifices' daily or weekly or annual were offered. 

Their moral laws tended to teach them their own moral impoten­

cy and thus led the better class of them to desire and to ex-
, 

pect something better. They were thus a 7i 0( 'd o1. F w ro.s to 

lead the people to the Gospel. The moral tone of the Hebrew 

scripture• in most clearly seen when compared with the Homeric 

poemswhich may be regarded as the Greek Bible. Therein the 
I\ 

.. 
gods and goddesses are portrayed as subject to the human pas-

sions and weaknesses and vices. Their influence upon the com­

mon mind was not elevating but most degrading. 

@J Another unique property of some teachers of the Jewish 
(?) 

faith was its eschatology. The people believed not only in a 

future life and the unbroken identity and responsibility of 

each person but they believed in a resurrection o~ the body ani 

a judgement of rewards and punishments. They rejected on the 
./ 

I 

one hand,the shadowy existence of departed souls as taught by 

6. Schaff, IJ 67. 

? • Wernle_. I J 25. 
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the poets', and on the other hand the doctrine of the transmi­

gration of souls as taught by the Egyptians. For did they adm~ 

that humanity would be extinguished by its absorption into the 

divine nature. 

Jud&ism combined the three essential elements of i~ner 

religion; (l.)l3elief in Powers other and higher than themselves; , 

(2.)Belief that these higher and greater Powers are entitled to 

respect;@.) Belief that these Powers ought to be ·:.orshipped and 

that through this worship their favour is obtained and retaine~ 

Worthy of notice was the Jewish faith in miracles, which 

among them were a proof of doctrin~·; while among the Gentiles . 
(8) ) 

miracles were a proof of divinity. For example·, when St. Paul 

at Lystra had healed the man,lame from bi~th>the people wished 

to offer sacrifices to him and st ·.~ l3arnaba.s, (Acts XIV 8 - 18). 

~so when st. Paul had shaken the viper from his hand and had 

not shown any evil effects, the people concluded he was a god, 

(Acts XXV,III. 1 - 6~ In their accounts of miracles they found 

one of the essential requirements of religion. 

Another ms.rk of Judaism was the ~bbath', neglected and 

despi~d pr<i:~r to the Babylonian captivity, it has been ex­

cessively honoured and observed since the•• 

AJ.so their frequent festivals', some optional ·such as the 

Dedication and Purim', others obligatory as the Passover', the 

Feasts of Weeks and Tabernacles. 

Their endless sacrifi•es,morning and evening)and especi~­

ly on the day of atonement. 

8. We~le I 5. 
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Everything in their collective and private l'fe was con-

nected with revealed religion. Their wars, heroes, magistrates, 

Lawyers and Literature had a sacred character. Their national 

code was full of the deta~ls of public worship. Their ordinary 

0mployments were touched at every point by divinely appointed am 

significant ceremoni~s. Their religious teaching was neither a 

recondite philosophy nor a weak superstition. Conscience was 

more alive among the Jews than among any other people. In their 

hymns and prayers they appealed to the human sympathies and emo­

tions and to the highest aspirations of the heart and soul and 

intellect. 

PHARISEES AND sADDUCEES. 

The priests and scribes were.the two influential factors 

which determined the inner develop .ment of Israel after the caJr­

tivity.InEzra's time they were still virtually identical. From 

the commencement of the Greek period they were more and more se~ 

arated', and about the period of the :Maocabean conflict two par1ies, 

:sharply contrasted with ea.h other, were developed from them. 

The sadducean party proceeded from the ranks of the priests' tr-e 

party of the Pharisees from the Scribes. The Pharisees were by 

nature the rigidly lega .. l-1. the SS.dduoees in the first instance 

only the aristocrats) who certainly were driven by the histori~ 

develop.;ment into that opposition to Pharisaic legalijby, which 
:·J 

however for.med no fund$mental element of their nature. When the 

Pharasaic party had once been formed as such, all the more famom 

scribes, at least all those who influenced the future develop~ 
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ment', arose in their midst. There were indeed sadducean Scribes 

but their wotk has left no trace behind it in history. All the 
l ( 1) 

influential scribes belonged to the Phar~saic party. 

(lJ The pharisees for.med "the theocratic popular party, which 

even under the rule of the s,trians had been the soul of resis-

tanoe to the process of Hellenization."They were "The chief sup­

porters" of the hope of "a lCessiah of 1)3.vid' s race" according to 

the "earliest promises of the p~ophets." They believed that the 

lfessiah would "cast down all unjust rulers, raise up again the 

people of Israel and rule over them in righteousness, and hold 
(2) 

the gentile nations under his yoke." 

The Pharisees as a class possessed hope.', optimism,, enthusiasm', 

energy' confidence in themselves and the scripture promises and 

in God. As such they were a force for good and exerted a strong 

uplifting influence. They believed in the existence· 10f angels', 

and of spirits~ both good and e~il, and in the resurrection of 

the b~y and in the immortality of the soul and also in origi-

nal sin. They were zealous for the ceremonial and ritual wor-

ship of God. They were diligent in prayer and in the giving of 

alms. They were loyal to their laws and religion. 

But on the other hand they made an ostentatious show of 

their religion. They loved to be caught at th~hour of prayer on 
\ 

the street corners or in the marketplaces in order that standing 

and offering prayers they might be seen by multitudes. 

They enjoyed hairsplitting interpretations of the laws. 

In their legal and ceremonial observances they would, when they 

1. ·sohurer 2. II. 9 - 11. 

2. Pfleiderer Philosophy III. 162. 
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desired to escape from some irksome rule, indulge in the most 

puerile quibbling. They were most sk!llful in the art of in­

venting legal fictions. They were very particular about the 

minutiae of the law and of tradition, they revelled in techni- ~ 

oalities and legal casuistr,y. 

They were the missionaries of the people·, being eager to 

attract proselytes not only from other Jews but c\lso from the 

Gentiles. In their religious services they were severe upon 

themselves~nd on oth~rs. They were excessively vain and ostenta-

tious in their fastings and sabbath observance and in their di& 

tribution to the needs of the poor and in their worship. 

Pharisees have been grouped in to seven classes; (1 ~':Bleed­

ing~, 11 (2 .) "Mortar•; (3 .) "Shec~i tes·," (4 .) "Timid·," (1.) "TlA..mbling·," 

~.)"Painted'," (7.) "Tell me anything more to do and I shall do it". 
(3) 

Without doubt saul belonged to the latter class. 

The Pharisees were as the deriv~tion implies the "Sepa-

rate people." They were among the Jews', what the Stoics were 

among the Gentiles. They were the formalists. They correspond­

ed to the sunnites among the Moh~edans. They were the tradi­

tionalists. They were orthodox and selfrighteous, full of fan­

atical bigotry. They controlled thep~biie-worship. They over­

loaded the Holy Scripture with traditions. They were the hypo­

crites. They analysed the Mosaic law to death. 

The Rabbis s~bstituted a slavish formalism for spiritual 

piety·, a showy sanctimoniousness for holiness', scrupulous casuis­

try for genuine morali~ and they turned the Temple of God into 

3. Farra~ I. 155. 
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(4) 

a house of merchandise. 

Though the Pharisees were praiseworthy when compared nitlh 

~he "flat indifference and egoism of others" nevertheless their 
(5) 

f~:"naticism was ~a morbi& and sinful passion" which could not 

build', but could only destroy. It was "a fatal delusion which 

led astray the moral judgement making small things appear great 

and grea~ things appear small. Narrowing and hardening the 

hearts of the Jews, fillinl them with an opionative selfright­

eo~ness and an unlovely arrogabce toward the rest of ~nkind." 

They thus beoame"•lind leaders of the blind" and "in religion 

led their people astray and in morals tyrannized over them an~ 
{ 6, 

reduced them to servility and in politics hastened their ruin." 

The Pharisees taught "that every soul is imperishable, the rig~­

eous pass into another body, the wicked are punished with eter­

nal torment." Yet they are not to be supposed ta have believed 
~~-

in the transmigration~ They also taught that "The righteous will 

rise to life eternal in the glory of the Messianic Kingdom;, n 

and they embraced with equal resolution the apparently contra­

dictory ideas; the divine ommipotence and providence, and also 
(7) 

human freedom and responsibility. 

(2.) The sadducees were not so ~eh a sect as a political and 
(8) 

religious group inside the Jewish people. Though they for.med 

4. Schaff, I. 155. 

5. P!leiderer~ Philosophy, III. 163. 

s. Pfleiderer, Philosophy of Religion, III. 163. 

'· Schurur) 2. II. 13 - 17 • 
... 

s. Pfleiderer
1 

Philosophy) III. 164. 
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"the priestly aristrocracy" they were not any better than their 

opponents the Pharisees. Though they were "the ruling party" 

they lacked "a heart for the Jeople" and for those matters whlkch 

"stirred the people's soul; its beliefs and hopes" and aspirat 

tions. They were sympathetic-· to "the Gentile way of thinking" 

and in ma'J respects fell "into libertisism', and treated morals 

and good manners with a levity,which gave double offence when in 
t! 

the wearers of the saore~·office." They did not enjoy the res­

pect of the people or its love', and could exercise but little in-
(9) 

fluenoe over the masses. They were the Skeptics', the Epicureans 

of the Jews. They were ethical rather than spiritual. They w~ 

wealthy·, few in DUmbers·, and worldly minded. They aecepted the 

written scriptures·, especially the Peuteteuch', but reJected the 

oral traditions and denied the resurrection of the body and the 

innnortali ty of the soul and life in a future state·, the existence 

of angels and of spirits and the doctrine of an all ruling Pro­
(10) 

vidence. For some time they were established in the Priesthood 

and from their members the High Priests were chosen and weredom-
" 

I 

inan-t in the sanJtedrin. They were cold reserved, distant', h~W 

and their reasonings and arguments lacked energy', cogency and 
(11) 

enthu_siasm. 

Ace ording to Josephus 'the sana.ucees were the aristocra'te 

the wealthy, the persons of rank. They chiefly belonged to the 

priesthood and from the commencement of the Greek, nay from the 

PersianJperiod, the Priests governed the Jewish state and con-
{12) 

stituted the nobility.' 

~. PfleidereryPhilosophy
1
III. 163. 

11. Conybeare & Howson, I. 32. 

10. Schaff,I. 65. 

12: Schurer, 2_, II. 29. 

./ 
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SECTION ~2. SAUL THE PHARISEE. 

saul, who had lived in his youth a pure and guiluess lif~ 

and had felt that which is at once the charm and the force of 

such a life, the unconsciousness of' wrong·, became a ~arise e. 

From his father~and in the synagogue sohool,and under Gameliel, 

he learned the contents of the Old Testament, though the inter­

pretation would not be similar to the modern views but according 
I 

to the teaching of the Rabbis of those days; He acquired a kno.w­

legde of the letter of the law and prophets', but not its spirit. 

h0 learned the outward observances but not the lesson of which 
' 

the forms were merely symbols. "He b·ecame a vittuoso in Phar­

isaism. His great aim in life was to be legally righteous and 

his ambition was to excel in that line. This means either this 

man will never become a Christian but remain ·through l~e the 

deadly foe of the new faith, or it means that the very intensity 

of his pharasaism will cure him of pharisaism~~and make him a 

christian of Christians. He noticed that the tenth command for­

bade coveting·, that is that a state of heart, not visible to 

others was sinfUl. Hitherto only deeds could be sinful. He saw 

that within was a whole world oi·sin of which previously he had 

been ignorant. This preparation had long been in the making 
(1) 

forhis conversion." ,.. 

1. Bruoe 2?. 
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The greatest event ir. Saul 's lif·~ ··.a-.:; ·t-.is ·J·~:·:ve~ siun. 

ing Pharisee full of hatred and c:-:·uel t:,- :Jn~1 sel1·l~i~);:tec;usnest3 

to a hunible-rr.inded, dooile, self-sacrficir:~, tLll-Ja-.,.inL, ~•2.1-

.forgiving~ C~ristian. ':bough the conversdlon seems tc ~1:...:~·ve t-::-en 

and the conversion itself was merely the beginning of t1~~~ 

Apostle's labDrious and gradual acquisition of Christian i:.eas 

and of their ~ructical af1Jlication to his o-..vp life and c:1::1rac-

te:r and to the Jewish and Gentile c.ommuni ties. ~Che Arus:le .. 

st.ates that he had not know-fl sin, exce:pt the l~1vv had said 

t Thou shal:j ·not covet.' '!'hat is to sa.~r ~'1e v1as qui.te aware of 

the working of sin in the visib~e .,·"c:rld, bu ~ had not recoc;niz-

ed that sin may lurk hidden in the mind and will. He had been 

taught to think that sin was concerned wit1: the acts and deeds 

such a.s murder, _th-.~rt •. uncleanness, but he had not known that 

hatred, mali~e, coveteousness, anQ. unchaste d•sires were not 

only the sources of -~1~e~ sinful u.cts but also sinful in t~-.eir 

nature. 

_But _one say his eye alighted on the command 2 'Thou 

shalt not covet.' He wondered o.t the meaning. He quickly saw 

that this command concerned not the tangible part .of man, bu.t 

the secret process of the consciousness. Thus began a deerJ 

introsp~ctive st1:1dy of self, which quickly led him to perceive 
-

not on~y a world of. sin outside himself from which by gr~at-

and oonstant watchfulness and effort he could keep himself 

ceremonially un<lefiled., but also a whole wo:tld of sin \j~~i thin 

_himself from which he c-ould· not withdraw and thus escape, and· 
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which he possessed not the ,r;ower to overcome. Eo:~ ':.'·1ut.; ..::er­

ceived the vu.lue and the strenst~1 of the Divine LavV since it 

educated the 111eral sense u.nd ~n[t.bled it to .Jifferer~tiu.te bet-

ween the sinful, the neutral, the innocent ~:~nti lthe benefic~ ent, 

between wickedness and holines3. He perceiveu alsu. tr1e impo-

tenoe or the Divine La~ since. it failed to give hilii thE ~;0•\1 •:'::' 

to clinch with his sinful :proclivities and to oveJ•CODl·? thdin. 

The deeper he felt t.his VHtakness and the longer ~1·~ J'LlnJ·..:!::.>;,.;_ it 

the more· he preceived the imperfection of the ~-~.os~t.i'": I.a.w ~n:d 

of Judaism. Attempts l~u.ve been aade to give a rsycholce;ical 

explanation to the ~onversion of St. Paul:t that is to r-:·~~~·esent 

it not as an instantaneous revelation causing an entirE' revul-

sion fJ'Offt all the opinions :which he had hi tb.~!rto held, but as 

the climax of a state of doubts and reflections. 8ome few in·-

dioations of a gradual :preppation axe found in t:1e e:r;i$tles 

and in the Acts. The passage R.om. VII. 7 - 25 de:picts 1nan' s _ro.. 

lation to· the law and the happy life of innocence and ignor-

anoe before the claims of ~he law mude th~nselves felt. {Acts 

' ~ . \ 
XXVI. 14 j of. IX. ~~ the phrase ''/" .s A « /( -,- ,' ·t~-,.., 

ma~,. be explained of the _pricking of conscience which 'Ne:·e in-

stigating him to a belief in the Christ whose followers he was 

persec_u ting. . Gal. I. 16 2 the phrase 'When. it pleased God to 

reveal His Son ·in me ( /:v ''0a: )'is understood by some to show a 

trowing tim~ · o:f con"{ic tion. In Acts XIII. 15 - 47, the s1;oech 

in"Antioch of Pisidia is aaid by some to show traces of the in­

fluences which Stephen's speech has ex_,rcised -on the Apostle's 

mind. (Thacke!ay 6 - 9)·· 
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st Faul's view of sin may be divided into three parts; 

A, ·re believes th.a~ sin is universal, that all people, both 

Jews and Gentiles, are sinners. Of the Gentiles as sinners he 

treats in Romans I. 18 - 32• Galatians v. 19 - 21; 1 Cor. VI •. 

9 - 11. of·· the Jews as sinners he writes in Romans II. 1? - 29 .. 

The equality of their sinfulness he discusses in Romans II. 1-16 . 

.:8, He traces the origin and penalty of sin, which is death', to 

Adam. He seems to have a strong belief in the heredity of sin­

ful tendencies and of man's inability to resist the solicitation 

to sin. Romans v. 12 - 21. 

C, He traoeevthe origin and penalty of sin whioh'is death', 

also to the individual. 

A., He for.med his view of the uni~ersality of sin partly by 

observation of himself and of others.-, not only bp his interoourfB 

with his fellow-religionists, but also by mingling with the Gre~ 

and the Romans and non-Jewish orientals9 especially in the stre.ets 

and marketplace of Tarsus; partly by his study of the Old Testa­

ment and apparently of the Apocryphal and Pseudepigraphic. lit­

eratu.re of his age and of'· that which immediatley preceded • 

Perhaps he was thinking of the barter and exchange of his 

native town when he wrote 2 Cor. II. 17 •we are not as the 

many corrupting (1( o( 77 7 '\ Ec! o v 't-s) the word of God; ' and 2 Cor. 

IV. 2 'We have renounced- the hidden things of shame, not 

walking in craftiness·, nor handling (f o A. o ~ v' ,..~) the word of 

God deceitfully.' Perhaps these two clauses are the re-

sults of r~nistences·3 of the bus' shops and bazaars of Tar-

sus,, where he b~ came · aoquain ted with methods o f trade-, 

which by its trickery and dishonesty and deceit sickened 
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his very soul. ln support.of the universality of sin he 

quotes Psa1m V. 9; X. ?; XIV. 1 - 3; XXXVI. 1; LIII. 2 - 4; 

CXL. 3; Isai. LIX. ?-8; in Romans III. 10 -18. MDreover 

his ideas as expressed in Romans I show such o1o ·~~e accord 

with some passages in the 'Wisdom of Solomon·, 1 th~.t his ac­

quaintance with that book is rendered ver.y probable. E. G; 

Romans I. 20 'The invisisb1e things of him since the crea­

tion of the world ate clearly seen being perceived through 

the things that are made.• 

Wisdom XIII. 1. 'They were not able out of the good things 

which are seen to know Him who is·, nor by considering they. 

works did they recognise the artificer.• 

Wisdom XIII. 5. 1Ey the greatness and beauty of the things 

created proportiona~ly their m~ker is seen.' 

Romans I. 20; 1His everlasting power and divinit,y.• 

Wisdom II. 23; 'God created the man for incorruption and ~e 

Cod. 248 al.', 

Method. A than. Epiph.; i r, o',? 7VS X Al3', Clam. - AJ.ex. etc.) 

Wisdom XVIII. 9; 1 T.he righteous children of good persons --­

with one consent made the law of the divinity'_, {-r~v -riis 
ef.tt:/T7TZJS vo; ov--- s, I

1
(}rv-rCJ). 

Romans I. 20; 'That they may be without excuse.• 

Wisdom XIII. 8; 'But again they the~elves are not pardon-

<:r- V r r V c.J (TT() /). 

Rom:tns I. 21; 'They became vain in their reasonings', 

and their senseless heart was darkened.' 

Wisdom XIII. 1; 'All men by nature are vain·, to whom v.ras 

ignorance of God.' 

7/). 
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Ronans I. 22; 'Professing thenllelves to be wise they 

became fools.' 

Wisdom XII. 24; 'They went astray very far in the ways of 

error', receiving at gods those which even among the beasts 

of their enemies were without honour' being ~eeived after the 

manner of senseless children.• 

Romans I. 23; 'They changed the glory of the inoor­

~ptible God fora likeness of an image of corruptible man 

and of birds and of quadrupeds and of creeping things.' 

Wisdom XII. 1; 1 Th7 incorruptible spirit is in all.' 

Wisdom XIV. 8; 'The corruptible thing was named god.' 

Wisdom XIII. 10; 'Miserable are they and in dead things are 

their hopes', who called them gods which are the works· of 

men's hands.• 

Wisdom XIII. 13 - 14; 'He fashioned it to a-n image of a man 

or made it like some vile beast.' 

Romans·~ I. 25; 'They exchanged the truth of God in a 

lie and worshipped ana served the creature more than the 

creator.' 

Wisdom XIII. l?ff. 'He is not ashamed to speak to the life­

l.ess', and for health he calletir·upon that which ~s weak·, 

and for life prayeth to that which is dead.' 

Wisom XIV. 11; 'Therefore even upon the idols of the Gentiles 

shall there be a visit~tion, because in the ereature of God 

they became an abomination and stumblingblooks tothe souls 

of men and a snare to the feet of the unwise.' 

Wisdom XIV. 21; 'For men --- ascribed unto stones. and stocks 

the incommunicable name.' 
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Compare also Romans I. 24, 26 with Wisdom XIV. 12, li6, 

22; and Ronans I. 29', 30. 31 with Wisdom XIV. 25. 26', 27. 

sanday and Headlam from whose work on Romans this 

section is largely drawn write,, page 52; 'It will be seen that 

while on the dne hand there can be no question of direct 

quotation, on the other hand the resemblance is so strong 

both as to the main line of argument {1 1 natural religion 

disoaraed; 2' Idolatry; 3' catalogue of immorality)) and in 

the de&ails of thought and to some extent of expression as 

to make it clear that at some time in his life St~ Paul D'D.lft 

have bestowed upon the Hook of Wisdom a considerable amDunt 

of Study. 1 

SIN; {B) ITS ORIGIN AND PENALTY {DEATH) TRACED TO 
( 

ADAlr. 

{1) 'The :fall of Adam brought death not only to Adam 

h~self but also to his descendants.' Romans V. 12- 14. 

'So far as their opinions can be gathered· from their writ­

ings', the great doctrines of original sinr, and of the sin­

fulness of our whole nature} were not held by the ancient 

Rabbis. This is the view expressed by all Jewish dogmatic 

writers. Of course it is not meant that they denied the 

consequences of sin·, either as concerned Adam himself·, or 

his descendants·, but the final resuit is far from that 

seriousness which attaches to the fall in the New Testa-
~ 

ment, where it is presented as Jhe~of the need of a Re~ 

deemert, who as the second Adam·, restored what the first had 

lost' (Ederdhetm I. 165.) 'There were two divergent 
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opinions -- the one asoribibg death to personal, the other 
L(:_ 

traoingAto Adamfs guilt. In the Talmud each view is support-

ed in discussion, the one by a reference to Ezekiel XVIII. 20, 
(( 

(The soul whichpinneth, it shall die, the son shall not be~ 
, 

the iniquity of the :rather, eto). of. Ecclus. XV. 11 ---17; the 

other to Eooles. IX. 2 (all things come alike to all, there 

is one event to the righteous and to the wicked,etc.) 

of. Wisdom II. 23 - 24; III. 1; etc. The final conclusion 

howeverf, inclines. greatly to the connection between death 

and the fall. (Edersheim ~. 166-16?.) 

Ecclus. XXV. 24; 1Brom a woman was sin~s beginning 

and on her account we all die.• 

4. Esdras III. 7; 'To this man Thou commandest to 

love thy way (Diligere viam tuam), and he transgressed it, and 

~ediately Thou appointed death for him and for his genera­

tions (in nationibus ejus).' 

Apo. Baruch XVII.. 3; '!he mu~~tUude of time that Ad.am 

lived did not profit him:, but brought death and cut off the 

years of those who were born-. from him.• 

XVIII. 2. 'Those many·, whom he has lighted·, have taken 

from the darlaaess of Adam', and have not rejoiced in the light 

of the lamp. ' 

LIV. 15; 'ft~m first sinned and brought untimel~ death 

upon all.' 
' 

XXIII.4; 1Adam sinned and death was decreed against 

those who would be born.• 

XIX. 8; 'Though each one were ~ all that time -­

all the t~e from the day on·whioh death was decreed again& 

/J 
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SIN; (B) TRACED TO ADAll.. 

those who transgressed -- and in his end was destroyedJin vain 

would have been everything.' 

4. Esdras VII. 68; 'If He did not forgive~-- the ten 

thousandth part of men would not remain living.' 

Enoch LXIX. 11; 'l~n was created exactly like the 

angels to the intent that he would remain righteous and pure·, 

and ~eath, which destroys everything, could not have taken 

hold of h~) but through this their knowledge they are per-

ishing.' 

Wisdom I. 13; 'God made not death·, neither h.as He 

pleasure in the destruction o~ the living.' 

Apo. Baruoh LVI.~~; •owing to Adam's transgression. 

ult~ ely death came into being.' 

XLVIII. 42 - 43; 'O Adam,, what hast thou done to all 

those who are born ~rom thee? And what will be said to the 

first Eve who hearkened to the serpent? For all this mul­

titude are going to destruction,, nor is there any numbering 

of those whom the fire devours.• 

But on the other hand one or two hints are given 

that man was mortal originally. Yet these passages perhaps 

are reconcilable with those cited above. 

Wisdom xrv. 17; 1The covenant from the beginning is 

,Thou wilt die the death:' 

XVII. 1 - 2; 1The Lord created man of the earth and 

turned him into it again. He rctve them a few days and a 

short time? 

(2} The fall of Adam also brought sin and the tendency 

to sin. 
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Ecclus. XXV. 24; 'From a woman was sin's beginning 

and because of' her ( g, ~ o< (;, ~/ v ) we all die. • 

The writer deduces from Eve the death.of all aankind, and 

in like manner he seems to deduce from her ( o( 71 ~ r U Vo< I/(: S) 

the initium peccandi. More explicit are the three ~itations 

which follow. 

4. Esdras III. 21 - 22; 'For the first Adam bearing a 

wicked heart transgressed and was oYercome; (and not he on~y) 

but all they also that were born from htm; and the weakness 

was made pe~nent) and the law was in the heart of the people 

with the wickedness of the root; and the good departed away 

and that which was wicked (malignum) abo~e sti11. 

IV • 30; 'For a grain of evil seed was sown in the 

heart of Ada.m from the hginning', and how much wickedness hits 

it brought forth unto this time, and will bring forth until 

the ~eshing ttme (area) come.• 

VII. 48; '0 thou Adam what hast thou done? For though 

it was thou that sinned·, the evil is fallen not on thee alone 

but upon all of us who oome of. thee. 1 

With these citations compare St. Faul 1 s statements Romans v. 
n.... 

19; 1 Th~ugh the disobedience of the one man', t~e many were 

constituted s~ers. 1 

(3) 'Yet the individual does not lowe his responsibilit.Y.' 

Romans VI. 23; 'The wag~ of sin is death.' 

II. 8; 'Unto them that are factious, and obey not the 

truth', but obey righteousness sha11 be wrath and indignation. • 

4.Esdras III. 25 - 26; 1 They that inhabited the city 

did evil in all things doing even as Adam and all his genera-
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tione had done; for they also bore a wicked heart.• 
J,c.ift 

VIII. 59 - 61; 'The Most High willedAthat men should 

oome to nought·, but they which He created have themselves 

defiled the name df Htm who made them, and were untnankful 

unto Him who prefared life for them·, and therefore is my 

judgement now at hand.• 

IX.ll; 'Who scorned my law while thay bad yet liberty, 

and when as yet a place of repentance was open unto them·, 

understood not but despised it, these must know it after death 

by torment.• (in oruciamento). 

SIN; (C) ITS ORIGIN AND PENALTY (DEATH) TRACED 

TO THE INDIVIWAL. 

?t. 

The obigin and penalty of sin {death) traced to the 

individual. Romans ~II. 7 - 25. The idea running throughout 

this whole passage seems to be that sinful tendencies lie deep 

in human nature , interwoven in to the very texture , {i I,. o ' ~eo ;; rrll( 
, 
~V 

death to the individual, 

1/,) 

(~ 

·, and that ~is sin works 
c , 
0(1 a( t 7 , o{ 

0' , 'G 
d t- o( 77 ·~ o(Vf-V..J r_, /0~ ) • sanday and Headlam: paraphrase verse 

24 thus; 'Unhappy man that I am -- torn with a conflict from 

which there seems to be no issuet This body from which pro­

csed so many sinful impulses; this body which makes itself the 
1

instrument of so many acts of sin; this body which is thus 

dragging me down to death. How shall I ever get free from 

it? What Deliverer will come and rescue me from its oppres-

sion?' 
-tiJ. 

The Apostle seems to teach the reason why death ha~ 
/\ 
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SIN; (C) TRACED TO THE INDIVIDUAL. , 

been distributed to all men is because all men have sinned', 

( f:, '-// ) :;; 7T 11(, V 7 ~s -7'~ 0(. I rV v, Romans V. 12). 

This doctrine of individual responsibilityis found in some 
"' 

ante-ohristian writings. Apo. Baruch LIV. 15 - 19; 'Though Adam 
. 

first sinned and brought untimely death upon all, yet of those 

who were born from him each one o~ them has prepared for his 

own soul tor.ment to come, and again each one of them has 

chosenfor himself glories to' come. -- Adam is therefore. not tp 
/\ 

cause, save only of his own soul, but each one of us has been 

the Adam of his own soul. 1 

Ezekiel XVIII. 20; 1 The soul which sins will die~, the 

son will not bear the iniquity of the father-, nor shall the 

father bear the iniquity of the son.~ 

XVIII. 3; 1 The soul) which sins, will die.' 

Ecclus. XV. 15 - 1?; 1 If tho)t art willing', thou wilt 

keep the commandments.-- Before man is life and deatht, and 

whichever he liketh will be given to him.• 

PREDESTil\fATION. 

St. Paul taught predestination, Romans VIII. 29 - 3~; 

IX - XI; Eph. I. 5. However this predestination does not nec­

essarily mean that any one soul is unconditionally sentenced 
• to endless happiness or endless misery. It may easily mean 

that some people or nations are selected to enjoy certain priv­

iltges from which other nations are debarred. For example;, the 

Caucasian races are more advantageously situated than the cdl­

ored peoples. It may even mean that some individuals have been 

selected to receive advantages of birth and environenv3nt. 



PREDISTINATIOU. 

St. Faul perhaps was in this matter influenced by the 

Stoics·, with whose doctrines he was proba0ly familiar. Glover 

(page 60 ff.) gives many quotations from Stoic writers. One 

example perhaps will be sufficient • ~'tThe good man's part is 

then to commit himself to fate -- it is a great comfort to he 

carried along with the universe. Whatever it is that has bia­

den us thus to live and thus to die·, by the same neqessi ty ~-c. 

b'6nds the gods. Ax. un~nard course that .may not be stayed sweeps 

on human and divine alike. The very founder and ruler of a1L 

things has written tat~ , but he follows it: he ever obey~ , 

he once commanded. ~ (Seneoa, de providentia v. 8) qHe 

(Seneca) de providentia II. 6 - 9) goes on to show that what 

appear to be evils are not so·, that misfortunes are at once 

for the advantage of those whom they befall and·of men in 

general, or the universe.(universis)) for which the gods care 

more for than for individuals.~ This idea is not unlike St. 
(( 

Paul's statement momans VIII. 28 to them who love God all 

things work together for good.~ Aoeording to Josephus 

(Bellum Jud. II. 8) 14) the Pharisees qacribe all to fate (or 

providence) and to God, and yet allow', that to act what is 

right·, or the contrary·, is principally in the pov:er of men: 

although fate does co-operate in every action.'~ As St. Paul 

was a Pharisee before his conversion this ,-ias Elost probably 

his vier;. Of the sadduoees, Josephus in the same passage 

wrote; They qtake away fate entirely. and suppose that God is 

not conoerne~ in our doing or our not doing what is evi.l,·, and 

they say, that to aci what is good or what is evilis at men's 
"" 

own choice; and that the one or the other belongs so to every-
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one, that they may act as the:y· please. 1' Jo sephus (Ant .i~i• XIII. 

all are th0 ·,-;ork of f--te, and. som~; of them are in our ovvn po·v·.r3r, 

and thc.t they are liable to fate, but are not c·~:.u .sed b~i f=~-te. 

~1t the sect of the Essenes affirm, that fate governs all thinHs 

and that nothing befalls men but what is according to its d~­

ter.mination. And as for the sadduoees, they take away fate, 

and say there is no such thing.» 

Yet Josephus (~tiq. XVIII. 1 - 3) wrote somewhat di.t-

ferently; 'f __ "119:'" (PhaJ:---isees) d~term.ined that all things are 

done by fate, they do not take away the freedom from men of 

acting as they think fit; since their notion is that it has 

pleased God to make a temperamen~, whereby what He wilJ.sis done, 

but so that t:l·3 \::ill of man ;1~:.n $-et virMusly or v4ciously. ' 1 

Fron the writings of Josephus vve may infer that the whole 

subject of fate and predestination was frequently discussed 

among the Jews·, and. most likely St. Paul had frequently not 

only listened to de'bates but ha& also taken part therein. But 

the sources of the idea of fate can b - traced :f,_,_rther b=-~ck. 

~cclesiasticus ;{XIII. 20; 'All things were known to Him before 

they were created, so also after ·they \79re completed.' 

Ecclus. XXXVI. 12; 'Some of' ·clle:_l (r.1·:;~1) hJ .. th He blessed and ex-

alted --- but som9 of them b~Jt~1 He cursed and brought low. 

As the clay is in the potter's hand to fash~on it at his pleas-

ure, so man is, ~:: the hand of Hin1 who made him. Cf. also 

XXXIX. 20·, 21. 

sanda:y· and Heaala:m (page 268) compare the Pauline 

teaching rrith t~? book of Wisdom. 
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Rom. IX. 19 - 20; 'Th'8refore rrilt tilou s.:.<-y to me ·,-;:1:-
--- .... _ 

21· , '\Tho wil !_ resist the might of His -~l~liJ.? 1 

XII. 12;'For who '.~:ill say, m1·~·.t hast thou don0, or who 

·.-ril J. resist Th~:' ,juclge:·.,en t, or rihu will ac ·Jus r:; the 3 for th.-: 

nations that p!~l .. ish, rrl':on-: tl~o,__,_ hast made'' or ':.~ho shall coma 

to stand against !hee, to be revenge~ for unrig~~ea~s L2r?' 

Le~:-.. IX. 22 -23; '~.:·:::.:. t if ~·o ~ Yrillin~~ {~o show ~ri. s \ 

\Yrs. th and to malte His power known, en\lureJ_ ,-,~ t:C1 ._;ucil J o;~~-- , 

suffering vessels of wrath fit tecl for destru ~tion', a'-td. that.,.~~ 

might rr:\k~ ~nown the riches of His glory upon vessels of mer.J:-?' 

YTisdom XII. 10; 'Fxecuting judgements gradually, Thou gav13s-: 

them a pl~ce of repentance.' 

XII. 20; 'For if' T.~.J.vU didst :punish the 81V::1~1iss of tl·.:.w 

children and those cLue t0 death with so great heedfuln13ss ztn:l 

t11y sons?' 

Rom. IX. 21; 'Has\ no~: t~<.e pott~r authori t:r ov~r tJ1e 

clay from t~~ s:=;.m~ aump to u1c.:.};:e or:.·a p::.1·t 2 .. vessel unto hono\Zr 

and another ·unto dishonour?!~ 

Wisdom X'l. ? ; • Wo r a .,.. o 4- t r.l~ ... - _;_J v 1, kn~eding soft earth, la~orious-

ly molde th each several vessel for cu1~ service, nay·, out o:f the 

same clay c!.ces h8 :t'asilicr.~ both the vessels that minister to 

clean uses and these of a contrary sort·, all in a like manner~, 

but what shall be the use of each vessel of either sort~, the 
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potter himself is the judge.' 

To the above quoted passages may weel be added a few 

more. 

the 

LXIV. 8; • T.L1ou c~r -~ G-L-.1 Father and we are clay. 1 

Compare also JeremianXVIII. 3- 4; and Ecolus. XXXVII.· 29- 30. 

Upon these an~ many stmilar passages the Pauline doctrine of 

predestination may wetl have been founded. 

FREE ~WILL. 

Though st. Paul accepted and taught the doctrine of 

predestination yet he taught also human responsibility·, 

which requires freedom of will and is thus directly opposed 

to Fatalism. This opposition may or may not have been recog­

nized and weighed an~ ta~ea into account by the Apostle~ who 

was not a theologian or a philosopher', but a preacher of a 

practical view of life. As we have seen according to Josephus', 
0 

the Ess ··snes were thfough-going fatalistsr, and the sa.dducees 

were whole-hearted exponents of free-will' and the Pharisees 

held a position •omewhere about half-way between these two 

extrem··ists', leaning sometimes toward the one 1, sometimes to­

ward the othe:e, so st. Paulr, true to his Pharasaic education·, 

teaches both. This doe trine of free-will may be traced to old 
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Testament times. 

Eoclus. XV. 11- 20; 1 Say not thou', It is through the Lord that 

I fell away; for thou aughtest not to do the things which He 

hat· ~th. say not thou, He caused me to err, for He hath not 

need of a sinful man. He hath set fire and ~:.ater before tl-:ee 

stretch forth tey hand where thou wilt. Before r.~an is life 

gav~ he to them tounderstand.' 
~ 

Psalms of Solomo:m IX. 7; 1 0u.r works are by choice and -~,_uthori-

ty of our orvn soul to do righteousness and un.righteousness by 

the work of our hands.• 

Slav. Enoch XXX. 15; 1And I gave him his will·, and I showed 

him the two ways', the light and the darkness-- that I should 

knowwhether he has for me love or hate.' 
1\ 

Apo. Baruch XIV. 7; rif others did evil, it was due to Zion·, 

that on account of- th-:: wo:-c·1~s of tho s-9 -""~2.-:; wrought t;Go ~ works 

she shoul.i be forgiv:3n and s1"2.01)lcl ncit ~e over.7h~lm9d on a~count 

o ~ t :l?. r igh +P. o,._l s a "~",:'"Ec. :-: 1 ~ ... -~ t ·:--:~ 1 -~--·: ::• t~lve s o -,., 1 -.:_-r • + ·~ i-:.\;"' v- - _.!..._} V-- ___ .. _)_ .J...!.-.__;) V..:.....l.-..; 

also to the uhrighteou4 among whom they ~ell.' 

'There can be no question t~1s~t St. Ps .. ul full"(' -.. ,::~(".-, -._ -,; • ~vvo 

exhortation :912.:rs in his lett?.:--s is .:on·Jlusive proof of t.i.1is. 
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tlind it the D1T1De SoverelfJi Q". It is the p~ctice of St. P&ul 

to state al'btrnately the one and the other without attempting 

ti.n exa.ot delimi ta.tion between them. And what he has not done 

we are not like~ to succeea in doing. ------- We can but state 

the two sides; we cannot solve the problem. :But yet there ia 

one conception in which the solution lies. It is in a complete 

realization of what we mean by asserting that God is Almighty. 

The two ideas of free-will and Divine Soveretg1'1ty cannot be 

reconciled in oour own mind,, but that does not prevent them from 

being reconcilable in God 1 s mind. We are real~ measuring H~ 

by our own intellectual standard if we think otherwise. And 

so our solution of the problem of free-will and of the prob~m 

lf history and individual salvation must finally lie in the 

f'ull aXEeptanoe and realization of what .is implied by the ~n-

rinity and omniscience of God. 1 (sanday ®nd Headlam 216~ 350). 

TEE FA-:LL. 

'In two passages { 2 Cor. XI. 2 - 3 and 1 Tim. II. 

13~-15~) in St. Paul an allusion has been traced to· Jewish 

legends about the pa.rt played by Eve in the story of the Fall',-­

While_ according to one account the mo-tive of satan in tempting 

man was envy of his power (of. Wisdom II. 24-) a far commoner 
-· 

tradit-ion represented it as lust for Eve. The following are 
• I 

the· pri~oiple Rabbini,c passages. Sota 9b) 'The serpent. 

when he tempted Eve said', I will kill Adam and take Eve to wif~; t 

Ber. rabba 18', 'When the serpent saw how they (Ad.am and Eve)· 

lived as man and wife', then he lusted after Eve; • Ber._ rabba 24r, 



'T.he demons during the first 130 years after the creation 

used to have intercourse with Adam and F.ve and begat and gaye· 

~Lrth to ~emons b,y them' (the story of the Watchers in Gen. ~. 

is here trans.ferred to satan and his angels). According to 

Jalk. Soh~. Beresch. 42; Cain was begotten by satan of Eve. 

'None of th:ese works --- carry us back beyond the sixtn century. 1 

Yet of. 4 Mace. XVIII. 7 - 8;; 1 I took oare of the built-up rib 

cf. Gen. II 24) --- nor did 

the dest:ruotive',- deoei tful snake make. spoil of my chaste virgin­

ity~' The Apo oalyjJse of JJo sea represen:ts the serpent as b~?ing 

sent by the devil who speaks through its mou th·l and being ad-!' 

mit~ed through the wall of Faradise.by Eve while Adam is in 

another part of the Garden. After binding Eve by oath that she 

will give the fruit to her husband he climbs the tree and place~ 

on the fruit 'the~ison of his malice that-is of his lust• 

(:-7s i-ru IJ?'~s c(~ro.V for lust is the source of &11 s·in. And I 

(Eve) ·bow:_ed the branch to the earth and did eat. • A little 

further on God addresses Eve', and says·, 'Thou wilt make con­

fess fun and say', Lord', Lord·, save mer, and I will not return 

again to the 'sin of the flesh. 1 With Sota 9:h, as quo"ted above, 

compare ~:r.avon:ic Secrets of Enooh (Charlest, #3l. 6); •on this 

account h~ (~tan)- conoeiyed designs_ against .Ad.am', in such ·a 

:manner he enterea. {l.nto J?ar~ct.ise) and deceived Eve. But he 

did not-·toueh Adam.' _ Thackerpr quotes from Gfrore~ with ap­

prov~t', ·rrhe be~l.eu·,t.n~t sa~e~ and his hosts tempted our first 

parents~'"- to unohast :iity and. practised it with them is very old~. 

artq reaches right baok int_o. the t :iines of Cgrist. • With these 

p~ssages of.~ Cor. XI. 2 -3. 'I bet:.rothed you to one-·hus-
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Jand to present you a pure virgin to Christ·, but I fear lesC 

by any means,":the serpent beguiled(Ff?,..:r,v-otv, Gen. III. l.3.) 

Eve by his craftiness', your mind should be corrupted from the 

simplioity and purity which is due to Christ. 1 Compare also 

2 Cor. XI. 13 - 15 and Eph. v. 25 - 32. 

The second allusion to Jewish le~end is 1 Tim. II. 13 -
, 

15. 'T.he Apostle here gives two reasons for the dut,y of womans 

obedience to man, the first being the same that he brings for­

ward in 1 Cor. XI. 2 - 3, that Adam was the first to be createdj 

the second being the fact.that it was Eve and not Adam who was 

deceived. ---·In what sense could it be said that Ad.am was not 

deceived? The words have::-, generally been explained by the in-

"' c ' ""' ,, 
sertion of o (>t.J Tos 6-'2.. "-no -,ov o <f~~s in the first clause, 

but this explanation of an ellipse is not very satisfactory. 

And so it is ar~ed that _;.the word/ ~71"" '~" or.· ; ftX wot.. r;;( v 

must be used in a sense which is inapplicable to Adam; and the 

sense which naturally suggests itself is ~hat of 'To tempt to 

unchastity.• Instances of this special sense of the verb and 

the cognate noun _ooour', (For 

'er II. l3j for 1~ oe. 71 o<. -r~ v 

see Eph. IV. 22; 2 Pet-

Herodotus II. 114; ·nan. Susan-
V - ...._ 

, only o nee aga. in in '- x x namely Exo d. VJ+I • 29 ; 

tor 
, , 

o( 7Tof.. To( V EXod. XXII. 16; Judith XII. J.6. In two o -cner 

passages where St. Paul·~ uses the compound ;fo(, o<.., ~v he has 

the story of the Fall in mind. Ram. VIr:-. 11; and XVI. 18', 

taken in conjunction with verse 20) ·, and it is possible that the 

use of the word in the LXX _of Genesis originated or assisted the 

growth of the Rabbibical legend. It must·, however!, be admitted 

that it is not neoessar:r to resort to this secondary meaning to 
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explain the Apostle 1 s language in ti1e pres~nt passage. ""'en-

gal's note gives a rea~onable explanation,, 1 Serpens liD.llierem 

deoepit, mulier virum non deoepit sed persuasit {Gen. III. 17, 

audisti vocem mulieris tuae). Versu praeoedente dooetur cur 

mulier non debeat auotori.tate uti, nunc our ·non debeat do cere. 

Faoilius deoepta·, faoilius decipi t.' St. Faul may', in fact, 

be laying stress·, in the allegorical manner which he sometimes 

adopts; on a particu1ar word) which in the narrative of Genesis 

is only applied to tl1~ woman. Philo (Leg. Alleg. III. 20) in 

the same way ~ lays stress on the distinction between the 

words used. of the man~and of the woman. --- It is clear 

that the immunity o:f' Ad.am from temptation was a su"bjeot of ais­

oussion in Jewish oieoles ·in St. Faul 1 s time. . Taken by i tsel;' 

the_ passage· in 1 Timothy is per:f'eotly intelligible without 

having recourse to apocryphal stories; but taken in connect·ion 

with the passage in 2 Corinthians·, we may infer that the legend 

·was·known to the writer', and th::-tt J,fo<n~-r;.v had for him in 
.-;:,.; 

oonnexion with the Fall a special oonnmtation, which·, however·', 

is not here brought promimently forward.' 

T.haoker.y 50 -5? is the basis of-this whole section. 

mCTION 28~. ANGELOLOGY. 

A. General remark_s. · 

:s. Obedient.ang~ls. 

c. bisobedient angel~. 
' ~ 

D. T"< er' o ' At-, o<. 

1. St. Paul thought. that the universe had hosts of invis-
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ible persons, bot~ good s.r;.d evil, who were deepl~.r interested 

in human affairs and often exercised an influence therein. 

Rom. VIII. 38 - 39; 'I am persuaded that neither --­

angels nor principalities --- shall be able to separate us 

from the love of God. 1 

1 Cor. rv. 9; •we are made a spectacle--- unto angels.' 

1 Cor. XI. 10; 'The woman ought to have authority upon 

her head because of the angels (S' ~ TO ~s rlyr :A() v.S ) • ' Here 

the ang~ls seem to be invisible spectators in the christi~n 

assemblies. 

Gal. I. 8; 'If we or an angel from heaven preach to you.' 

OBEDIElTT AEGELS. SlJPERIORr TO :n:A:LT. 

Some angels are regarded by St. Paul as being of an 

order superior to man. 

1 Cor. XIII. l~ 1If I speak --- with tl~ tongues ---

of the angels.' 

2 Cor. XI. 14; 'Satan himself is transformed into an angel of 

light. I 

Gal. I. 8; •An angel from heaven.' 

IV. 14; 1 As an angel of Godr, me ye received. • 

1 Cor. XV. 40', 48; 1 There are bodies oeles ti:~.1 and be~-2. ~ s ter-

res trial·-, but the glory of the celestial bodie~ is 0.;18 ar:,.::l of 

~s~otes ~n ~ngelic order of psrsons. 

Col. II. lS - 23; 
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28~ • Ctd. AlTGELOLOGY; OBF.DIRUT AlTGELS; EHTITLED 'HOLY,,' 'ELECT. 1 

Worthy of comparison is also the title 'Elect.' 

1 Tim. V. 21; 'I bear witness before the elect angels.' 

Eno eh JQCtiX. 1 ' ~le~-~ :',::.d . ·_ ~- .. ·- ' 
J...lro. -'"-""' •, / .~. .... 

C01TVEYERS OF UI.W. 

st. Faul ~rrote , Gal. III. 19; 'The law ---- was or-

( 
' \>1 1 ::> ,\ ) 

dained through angels. I d I~ 7 o< rr IS 0 · u< Y )" f" W V • 

The angels are not mentioned at the time of th~ :~ving o' the 

law in Exodus, but the idea is based perhaps on various pas-

sages. 

Deut. XXXIII. 2; 'The Lord is come from Sina --- on His right 

hand were His angels with Him. 1 

Psalm LXVIII. 17; 'The chartc.ts of God are ten thousand fold·, 

thousands of rejoicing ones, the Lord is ~ong them in Sina in 

the holy place • • 

Josephus', 4ntiq. XV. 5-, 3; •we ~ve learned --- the most holy 

part of our' law by angels or ambassadors.' 

Acts VII. 38, 53; (Stephen 1 s defence) 'With the angel who 

spoke to him (Moses) in the Mount Sina --- who received living 

oracles to give unto us. Ye received the law unto ordin-

Il-.1FERIOR TO MAN. 

St. Faul spoke of (some) angels as inferior to man. 

1 Cor. VI. 3; 'Do ye not know that we shall judge angels?' 

The basis for this idea was perhaps in ~niel, Wisdom~, etc. 

Dan. VII. 22; 1He gave the judgment to the s-ints of the Highest.' 

Wisdom III. 1 - 8; 'The souls of the righteous --- will judge 
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nations and have dominion o~r the people.• 

Apo. Baruch LI. 12; 'There will then be an excellency in the 

righteous surpassing that in the angels.• 

Enoch XIII - XVI; In these chapters the angels for thet~ sins 

could neither address Go4 nor lift up their epee to heaven and 

therefore besought Enoch to become their intercessor, which he 

did. 

FAlA:IL IE S. 

'It is notewortny that (Eph. III. 15) mention is made 
, 

of 7T1X!(Y10(1 (tribes·, families) in heaven and earth. There 

can be no allusion·, naturally;, to bodily descent; in particular 

' the name /totTr>td/ is borrowed from the fatherhood of God.' 

(Weiss,Biblioal Theology# 104 A). 

ORDERS. 

Angelic orders were not unknown in pre-christian lit-

erature. 

Apo. Baruch XLVIII. 10; 1Ar.mies innumerable stand before Thee 

and minister in their order quietly at fhy nod.' 

Charles in his note on this passage writes; 'There were ten 

orders of angels according to the Jews; nine according to the 

Christians (see Slav. En. XX. 1, 3, note).• 

Apo. Bar. Lf'X. 11; 1 The orders of the chiefs of the angels. ' 

St. Paul gives five lists which contain five orders as b~::lcv~. 

()
- I 

_fo:vo' Col. I. 16. 
} · I , 

/<V f'IlJ T ., .f Col. I. 16. 
} I 

o<.t x~ / . -- Col. I. 16; II. 10; Rom.VIII. 38· Eph. I • 21· I:II .16. , , 
., I Col. L. 16• II. (:- fo u er-to( , 10• Eph. I. 21· , 

) III.lO. 
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Rom. VIII. 38. Ehp I. 21. 

f3 

Enooh LXI. 10; •The Cherubim·, Seraphim, and Orphanim, and all 

the angels ot power, and all the angels of prinoipali ties. 1 

LXXI. ?; 'Round about (The house) were Seraphim·, Cherubim, 

and Orphantm; these are they who sleep not and guard the throne 

of His glory. ' 

The substance of Charles' note on these passages ia; "The Sera-

phim and Cherubim appear in the Old Testament·, but are 03.re1hllly 

distinguished. In no instance are the Cherub~ to be regarded 

as angels, but as symbolic figures. They form God's chariot) 

and are t¥e means of revealing or concealing His presence. 

The Seraphtm are beings whose special duty was to serve in God's 

immediate presence. The· Orphanim are wheels. Their idea is 

derived from Eze~iel I. 5 - 25. In the Talmud as here they 

are classed with the Vherub~ and Seraph~. These •Angels of 

power and angels of principalities' are exactly ST. Paul's 

'principalities and powers•. Rom. VIII. 38; Eph. I. 21; 

Co 1. i. 16 .tt cf • also 2 The ss. I • 7 • 

(
> ' ' r/ The title of archangel f~r ftu"if o(/X.o<rrt-,\ov/ /J~ 11/:/o) 

~ 

pe maps"' derived by St. Paul from 
';, / < ' ..) / Enoch IX. l;~<o(t o<A()ucro<.vrrs ~, T€-ro-t-;r-s? f-yo<.Aat o<fXo<trt-,\o,. 

Miohae·l, and Uriel, and Raphael, and Gabriel looked down upon 

the earth from the holy places o~ heaven.' 

CONTRAsT. 

Contra8ts of Jewish and Christian ideas. '!he con-, •... 
tention of certain modern writers that the teaching about angels 

in the New Testament is derived from, and represents Jewish 
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notions, must be perceived to be absiblutely groundless and con­

trary to fact. In truth the teaching of. the i~ew Testament on 

the subject of angels represents, us compured witl1 that of the 

RabDis, not only a return to the purity of Old Testament teach--

ing, but, we might almost say, a new revelation. 1 

Edershtem II. 748 - 763. 

DISOBEDIENT ANGELS: 'THE GOD OF THIS AGE.' 

St. Paul mentions 'the god of this· age.' 

2 Cor. IV. 4; 'The god of this age blinded the minds of the un-

believing, that the l~ght of the Gospel --- should not cawn an 

them. • 
. 

Enooh LIV. 5 - 6; 'These are prepared for the hosts of Az!zel 

--- that the Lord of Spirits may take vengeance on them for 

their unrighteousness in becoming subject to Satan and leading 

astray those who dwell on the earth.' 

'The god of this age' is also 'the spirit of the 

world,' 

1 Cor. II. 12; 'But we have not received the spirit of the 

world.' 
r "Jr 

2 Cor. XI. 3; Here this 1 god 1 is called a o f/S and is said 

to have 'beguiled Eve by his craftiness' This idea is based 

perhaps on 

Enooh LXIX. 6; This chapter gives the names of many angels and 

their sph_eres of evil action.. G8.dreel is the name given to 

the one who 'led astray Eve.' 
-, 

St. Paul used the titles 'the devil 1 and 1 the evil 

one.• 
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E}lh:, IV. -.:.7; 'Do not gi v~ place P, .cfi o'A. 'r. 

VI. 11; 'That ye may be able to stand u.e:;::-inst t:ue · .. ilea 

.. f" a'\ ' 
/Ov b'"'c-""ou. 

VI. 16; 'Whereby ye will be able to quencl-:. all the fiery 
, 

darts 
., ..., 

Tou 770V' 7f'OU. 

THEIR KINGDOlJ. 

That the evil angels for.m a kingdom and rule over 

some men is taught both in the Pauline writings and in pre-

veous literature. 

1 Cor. VIII. 4 - 6; 'There a:re those which are called gods 

whether on heaven o± on earth, as there are gods many and 

lords many. ' 

x. 19 - 21; 'I do not wish you to become participators 

with demons. 1 

XII. 2; 1Ye Jtriow that when ye w.ere gentiles :,'e 

were led astray unto those dumb idols.' 

2 Cor. IV. 4; I The god of this age.' (TtJ-;; o(l4> lrCJS TO u' ro v). 

VI. 14 - 17; 'What concord has Christ with Beliar? 1 

Eph. II •. 2; _ 1Ye walked according to the age of this 

world, acco-rding to the prince of the authority of the air; 

of the spirit which now worketh. in the sons of disobedience.• 

Enoch LIII. 3; 'I have seen the angels of punishment ---

preparing all the instr~ts of Satan.• Charles writes, the 

Satans •see~ to belong t~ a coun~erckingdom of _evil, ruled by 

a chief called Satan. 
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Satan is regarded as an u.gent of bodil:,.- suf ~·ei inc.;. 

2 Cor. XII. 7; 'A stake in the flesh was giv~n ~o me, an 

angel of Satan to buffet me.' Yet here Satan was lirr.i ted b:J' 

the Lord. 1liy grace is sui!ficient for th•. e.' To some extent 

Satan is subject to the Apostle. 

1 Cor. V. 5; 1 I have already judged.--- that ye delive1· 

him unto Satan fo:r the destruction of the flesh that the Sfir-

it may be saved in the day of the Lord.' 

This idea may have been obtained frorr. the l~ook of 

Job 1 in whicl: book the whole plot turns on Satan's power 1 

limited by God's permission, to afflict, to torment and to 

injure Job. 

ORDERS. 

These evil s~irits also seem to have various orders • 

.1 Cor. XV .. 24; 'When He will have brought to nought ,// o< o-o< v 

' /( llf I If·;;_ rr-o< Y 

..,C r 
f- b OU (// O(V 

(' / , 
l) vv-ylv, 

Col. I. 13; 'Who delivered us 

II. 15; ' '> \ 'Having put off from Eimsel·f To<~ o</Xe;(.s 
\ , C I 

ToC...S Fs ovo-ld.S ::~ He made a show of them openly tri~~phing 

over them. 1 

' /~6( I 

Eph. VI. 12; •our wrestling is not against flesh and blood 

but ' :> \ \ \ 
77~o~ 7o<S o</X.IJ(S

1 
77~o.s ro<.S 

- ~ 
r I \ 

7ou fT7t o -ro v..s TO U 7o ~ 7Tf' t:> S 

.> I 

{--7j'OU.flc<'VI O'.S • 

' (11( 
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til Ee has placed all the enemies under His feet. ' 

Phil. III. 21; 'Whereby Ee is able even to subject ~~ll 

things to Himself.' 

Enooh XIX. l; 'Here will: stand the angels who have ---

defiled mankind till the day of the great judgemer.t ur. 

which they will be judged till the:/ are constl!!!I!tated.' 

IDOLS. 

St. Pa~ taught that idols are nothing, and :/et re}'-

resent demons, which, however, axe not divine. 

1 Cor. VIli. 4 - 6; 'We know that an idcl is nothing in the 

world. • 

X. 19 - 21; 'What then do I admit? That a thins 

saorifived to idols is anything or that an idol is anything? 

But (I say) that the things that they sacrifice , doe~ o ,,'u,s 
\ 

/( tJ( I oJ. ()t-lJ , {} cJ 0 V CTI V, 

This opinion may well spring from several passages in the 6ld 

Testament and extra-can~onical \1\'ri tings. 

Lev. XVII. 7; 1 They shall no longer offer their sacrifices 

to vain gods {,ol.s ~ o<-,-o(,' o,s) . 
...,& [! f \ 7 L\ '") 

D XXX "' r 1.( Ov CJ(-w eu t. I I • 17 ; t- v rr-o< v J( ';4 ~ v' o ' .... 1 ,, ~, , 

Psalm XCVI. 5; 1All the gods of the nations are demons(P~/P:v,~.' 

! · CVI. 37; 1 'l'hey sacrificed their sons and their daughters 

to demons ( To,~s f'o< '/f o ,/o,s), 

Brauch IV. ?; 'Ye provoked Him Who made you, sacrificing to 



Jub. XXII • 10; 'Their ofi'erinbs t!:ell kill 1o~ t!·:e de~tda and 

to the demons do +,._e·· r~I~._,., 1 
....... .) 1:' ... .J • 

IDOLATROUS SACRII'ICES. 

The Apostle's views concerning eatir;t£ 1 i(l iG.(.;latruus 

~emples or in private houses, meat which had beer1 sacrifiveJ 

before idols may have been derived from and must have reen in-

fluenced by the i·.:ystel.~y Religion~. The acquisition of gcod 

spirits was one of the objects of tile ~:I:,·steries. "~;u.s:. ~s eviJ 

spirits ebtered by means of food, so also diC. the good ones, 

The sacrificial meals of the I.1~,rstery Religions were 1 at least 

from one point of view, means of ga.ining obsession by a good 

spirit coiD.mected with or identified witl~ the god of the Mystery 

in question. l.iien and women ate with the god in order to be 

taken possession of; or they went to the temple and lived there 

for the same purpose. Nor was this all; not only could they 

eat with the god 1 but the~ could actually eat food in which 

the god was • and so to eat the god himself. Probabl~;- there is 

much vagueness of thought as to whether the sod was in the food 
• 

or was jG~ning ir. the eating of it; but there is &~ple evi-

dence for both points of view in the greek ~rld. --- To re-

construct the precise a·pinions of St. Paul is indeed more dif-

fic~lt tham to understand what he is discussing. The phrase 

'Things offered to idols • ( f:-;S wA: 8v r~ ·., this is apparently 

the Christian and possibly Jewish term. The usual expression 

might be taken in at'lenst 

two senses. From one point of view the greater part of the 
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meut sold iL the shops was ufferf!d to iC.cls, as the unim~l 

frorc which it was tu..ken i;u0 usu'-l.ily been consecru ted to some 

gud, l'Ven if it were onl.:;.: b~, the ceremoniLl burning of a few 

hairs. Thus, in this sense, to avoid eati~~ tti~~s offered to 

idols ·:;as difficult, if r.ot im_i..·ussible. It woulc., however, 

appear that it was not quite impossible, for St. Paul implies .. 
that by making inquiry the Corinthians might be able to avoid 

such meat. But besides this, it was possible to use f; f4J,.\ :()v7~ 

with a restricted reference to actual :participation in the 

sacrificial meals. As to these meals a misconcep~ion is eusy. 

We are inclined to look upon them ~s solemn reli6ious services> 

Some of them no doubt were, but others probably resembled a 

dinner party more closely than a church service. It was the 

custom to issue invitations to dinner in the temple, and the 

fiction was that the god himself was the host. Thus 'things 

offered to iaols 1 has a social as well as a religious im~er-

tance abd an attempt was made to combine physical satisfac~ 

tion wtith spiritual edification. To avoid them altogether 

was difficult, and certainl;y would hinder social i:ntercourse 

to an emormous extent. Apparently, there were two opinions 

on the matter in Corinth. (l)The strict school argued 

that to eat things offered to idols was a form o~ idolatry, 

and dangerous because of the daemons. {2) The enlightened 

school argued that idols had no real existence, that the food 

was not really affected by being consecrated tothe non-ex-

istent, and therefore that it really did not matter if Chris-

tians bought in the market, or took part in meals at ·.1hicli it 

was eaten. --- Do the Apostolic decrees also lie behind this 
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aifferer..ce of opiT71017 ir; Curlnth? Certu.inl~: the:;· ure nut ~iuot-

ed; r,ut I see no reason to state def:r..itel:,- that the:: cannut 

have been known i£. Corinth. On the ~untr;~r~-. I tr1ir.~ .i.t "tUite 

possible that they had been appealed to by the stricter part:. 1 

' and that St. PauJs answer is intended as givin_""' his vie'.'i uf the 

justcLfication and meaning uf the d::cree so far as things ufl'er-

ed to idols are concerned. Still this cannot be proved 1 und 

all that can be said of the existence or non-existence of tbe 

decrees in Corinth is that neither can be established." (Kir-

sopp Lake 1 pages 196 - 202) 

CONTRASTS. 

Charles (Enoch page 119) writes of evil angels. 

"Fanuel --- prevents the Satans from appearing before the Lord 

of Spirits to accuse men. --- They existed as evil agencies 

before the fall of the watchers; for the guilt of the ~tter 

consisted in becoming subject to Satan. This vie~.~ har-

monises exactly with that of Gen. III. l combined ·vvith VI. L 

4. These Satans had tbe ri_:ht of access into heaven --- {cf. 

Job. I. 6; Zech Ill} a privilege denied tothe watchers. ~-

Their functions were threefold; they tempted to evil; they ac­

cused the dwellers upon earth; they punished the condemned. 

In this _last character t:-:ay are technically called •angels of 

punishments. t --- The Talmud does not draw this clear line of 

demarcation between the Satans and the fallen angels.; but 

rather confuses their attributes." 

Edersheem (II. 748 - 763) writes; "The difference 



as c. Ctd. 

ltJ/. 

ANGELOLOGY: DISOBEDIENT ANGELS: CONTRAS!'S. 

between the Satanology of the Rabbis and of the .~ew Test::.unent 

is, if possible, even more marked than in their angelology. 

In general we note that, with the exception of the word Satan, 

none of the Dames given in the New Testament occur in the Rab­

binic writings. More important still the latter contain no 

mention of a kingdom of Satan. In other words, the power of 

evil ia not contrasted with that of good, nor Satam with God. 

The devil is presented rather as the enemy of man, than of 

God and of good. This make s a fundamental ~ifference. 

Since Rabbinism viewed the 'great enemy' only as the envious 

and malicious opponent of man, the spiritual element was en­

tirely eliminated. An analogous remark would apply to Jewish 

teaching about the 80od angels, who are rather Jewish elves, 

than the high spiritual beings of the Bible. Instead of the 

personified prinoiple of Evil 1 to which there is response in 

us, and of which al:h; ltave some experience we have only a clumsy 

and to speak plainly often a stupid hater. This .. 

holds.equally true in regard to the threefold aspect under 

which Rabbinism represents the devil; as Satan (also called 

Sammael~; as the Yetse,r haRa, or evil impulse personified i 

and as the angel of death - in other words, as the Accuser, 

Temp;er 1 and Punisher. --- And yet, in view, or probably 1 

rather, in ignorance, of such teaching, modern oritici~would 

derive the Satanology of the New Testament and the history of 

the Temptatjon from Jewish so~roes." Yet one ought to remem­

ber that the-Saddueees did not believe in either angel.or spir­

it. 
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The Pauline use of the ·:.·ores 1o1.. rr-' ot·x(-/D( hL-Ls 

cuusec.. fi~ucl1 discussi<.~n. 

Gal. IV. 
c 

V710 

' kD(I 

' ,- ()( 

IV. 9; 

1When we were chilctren we were held in bondu2,e 
..... , 

rou /~ocr_A-<av 

) \ 

'How turn y~ back again ~ n' 
.., 

<TTOI x~/o(. 

' To( 

ltJl 

Col. II. 8; • Take heed lest there be any one who maketl1 spoil 

of ~ou through his philoso:pn:y and vain deceit according to tl-:e 

tradition of men -.. , d 
TOC/ /corou an not ac-

carding to Christ.• 
") ' ...... , / 

II. 20; t If ye died with Christ o( 710 T(.JV rrot xri4)V -ro V /(tJ?cu, 

why as though living in the ::orld do -.:Ie subject yourselves tc 

ordinunces? 1 

These passages have been explained to mean; 

1. Physically, the worshii) of the elements of nature by 

the Gentiles (many :B"~uthers and some modern Germans) • 

2. The worship of the Je·.vish Hevvn1oons and Sabbaths. 

3. A religion of sense as opposed to that of the spirit. 

4. Letters or s~nbols of the alphabet, being a metaphor for 

all the enactments peculiar to the &aw. 

5. Elementary stages in religious training, both Christian 

and Jewish (Lightfoot,etc.). 

6. A worship of the a[_gels presiding ove1.· the physical ele­

ments. 

This latter view is supported by the vlell known idea 

that all things bot'n ir:: heaven and earth had. their angels. 

Psalm CIV. 4; 'W11o maketh his angels winds and his ministers 

a flwLing fire. • cf. Hebrews,l, 7. 
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John V. 4; ':'he anc1el in the _r.,uol of Bethesd~t. 

llatt. XVIII. 10; Evel'j' indi viu.ual hac1 an angel • 

Rev. VII. 2; The four angels of the f'our .vinds. 

XIV. 18; An angel of fire. 

XVI. 5; An angel of waters. 

XII. 7; llichael and his anbels defend the Church. 

II - III; Each of the seven churches had its ~ngel. 

Dan .. X. 13it" 20; An angel of Persia and of Greece. 

XII. 1; Michael on behalf of Israel. 

Enoch LXXXII. 10 - 14; Herein are angels over "sun, rmruo.n, 

stars, and all the powers of the heaven which revolve ir: 

their circular chariots --- and over the four pu~'ts of the 

year, --- and the twelve leaders of the orders who divide the 

months; and for the three hundred and sixty days there are the 

heads over the thousands who divide the days." eLc. 

LX. 11 - 22; Angels over thunder ~and lightning. 

and the spirit of the sea is masculine and strong, and 

the spirit of the hoar frost is his own angel, and the spirit 

of the hail is a good angel, --- snow --- frost --- mists ---

dew--- rain--- etc., each has its own angel • 
.. 

Wherefmre if the Apostlesaords have reference to 

Angels presiding over the elements of nature he had abundant 

material from which to draw, though perhaps the conservative 

view that he referred to elementary knowledge is the more pro­

bable·• which is the undoubted m:eaning in Heb. V. 12. See below. 

The words r~ cr-ro')(~f<. and 1 a-.,-.,XF:t.Jcr/s in sacred literature 

a~~found only in the Apocrypha and the New Testament. 
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AHGELOLOGY: TA2.TOIXEIA 
Wis. VII. 1?; 1For he hns t..:iven me cert~ir1 knu·;,ledge of the 

\ 
things which are 1 nwnel:x· to know how the ·.~orld was made /(-< I 

., 
I ;, 

/ 
f~fj')'f-lo(v o-r o 1 X r/ u v • 

f? 

L}, , ~ , 
' I ... 

~ f f)(/(/'~ tJ t-~ ~ Ve(. XIX. 1&; €-O(t.J Te....Jf/ r'Y Tt1( rr--ro1 X E- 1-< 

2 Pet. III. 16 - 12; 1For the day of the Lord will come ---

in which 

l 
/< oC V tr 6 V/' t-Vo( 

I 

~ 

/C«vcro~f-v,(. 

> 

'7 k r To(/. 

In these three passages the term.~ ro< rT:Tol x..r-; I(, meuns 

the physival elements of the universe. cf. Wisdom XIII. 2 - 3 

2 Mace. YII. 22; The mother 

"I did not form the members 
, , 

er r o 1 X ~ ./ u q-/ v t) ,_, /( 

of seven sons who were 
I 

of each of you." (r 7 v 
s, ~ f ~._/ ~ tcr-o( ). 

slain.,said 
C. I 

~ /Co( fr"TO t.J 

4 Mace. XII. 13; "Wert thou not ashamed, man as thou axt, yet 

most savage, to cut out tpe tongues 6r;:1fke origin (:k ,.::,.,. 
oe~-ruv o-ro'Xt-/wv), 

7".1 

In thses two passages the term refers to members of 

the human body. 

Heb. V. 12; "Ye have need that one teach you ,,vo< 
-'1 . 

:> .... 
T~s oe.rx..,,s -,;:; v ...\or ,'GJ v -,- o ~ Q ~o J. Here the term evidently 

means the rudiments of Christian knowledge. 

THE LAW. 

"ST. Paullview of the Law shows the most radiwal 

revolt fro~ the Jud~ism of his day. His doctrine on this sub­

ject must have appeared to his contemporaries the most galling 

and the most paradoxical of all his ideas. -And although he 

was undoubtedly right in maintaining that the reigh of the Law 

) 
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had come to an end '-'li t1-, the appearance of Chr is tiani t::y-. 

(Rom. X. 4; 'Christ is the end of the law unto righteousnesr; 

for every one who beli veth. 1 ). Yet the arguments h~· which he 

supported his thesis were by r.o means unaaailable St. Paul 

was --- engaged on the task of destroying (Gal II. 18; 'If I 

build again those things which I destroyed) the ideal of his 

Pharisaic days, namely 1 the possibility of attaining to righ~­

eousness by works of law 1 and it is only intiltrather far fetch­

ed and sophistical arguments by which he sought 6o fortif;y his 

position ~that we trace any effect of his earlier Rabbinical 

training, With St. Paul the temm - Law - ordinarily means; 

(a) The whole system of tpe Mosaic legislation 1 with the hedge 

of the minute-regulations which had by this time gathered about 

it • 

(b) The volume of the Pentateuch; and occasionally 

(c) The whole Old< Testament (Rom. Ill. 19; 1 Cor. XIV. 21). 

Since the return from the Exile the law had attained to an 

ever-inore~sing importance.--- The law, according to the Rab­

bis had an eternal existence,or according to one account it 

was created one:.;; thousand geberations before its promulgation. 

It was regarded as the daughter of God with which He was lo~th 

to part. God Himself, it was said, fulfils the law. --- It 

is the unique expression of God;t·s will containing everything 

necessary to salvation. --- The law ia ·the highest good, the 

source of life (4 Esdras XIV. 30; legem vitae) an illumination, 

it has a sanctjfying and consoling power, and preserves men 

from death. The study "or the law is the- highest employmr.::nt of 

man, even higher them the fulfilment of its precepts.--- Yet--
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TFE LAW. 

• the yoke of the lav1 1 was a p11rase invented by the Jews them-

selves." ( Thacker,;y 58 - 61}. 

Psalm of Solomom VII. 8; 
r ' u 770 ' , -To, oCttJv,(. 

XVII. ·32; 
I I 

Eoclus. LI. 26; '() v 'fo<X "'7" o v 

c ' c/., 0 

C' '{) 
Uqt) E-T~ 

• 
TOV 

Acts XV. 10; $Why tempt ye God to put a yoke upon the neck 

of the disciples?• 

Gal. V. 1; 'Be not ebtangled again in a yoke of bondage.• 

Apo. Baruch XLI. 3; 'Many of thy people have --- oast from 

them the yoke of Thy L[:tN. • Charles~oommenting on this, 

wrote •In later Judaism such expressions .. , as 'yoke of the law,· 

'yoke of the precepts,' 'yoke of the kingdom of heaven,' are 

frequent. " 

"Then again, so firm was the belief that the lu.w had 

existed from all time, that the s tud:t- ar:.J. the l:Jl' .:.c-::. is 6 of i ~ 

\•vas t.Y ail anachronism attributed to the ea1.·ly patr·iarcLs. , 

It is not ililpossible that St. Paul had in mind some such an-

achronisms as these, when he laid stress upon the l~~ ~c: <l:~tte ir~ 

Jewish history at which the !~osQ/f\G lu.w. was introduced, 430 

years afterthe promise to Abraham. The aifficulty of keep-

ing the law is emphasised in 4 Esdras 1 and in .,·ords resembling 

St. Paul the writer asks; 'Who is there amone t}·tem that be :.~-

live that hath not sinned, and who of the, sons of men that bath 

not transgressed thy covenant?• (VII. [4~). Still ne too can 

exp~a~: 'Yea rather let many that now be pwrish than that the 

law of God which is set before them be despised. 1 (VII. 20). 

It was, them, against this pest-exilac growth of tradition .: 

which had gathered about the law, against this confidenqe in 
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th= 1~ossession (Jf .A. supcriuc knu.·;leJ6e :.ln.:.. a cert·..tin ·1'!:.1.~· t·~) 

attain to salv~tion C~o;t. !I. 17- ~0) t1LJ.t St. P:l'-J.l'~-; .J.tt:..t~~}: was 

dire~:!ted. He was no~ lhlind to the privile~e of thd Ja~:, :ie 

recognisei his udaantage, that ~o him had b'39n com,ni t ::.s·i :.~:e 

oracles of :.lad., ~~ A.oy'IJ( 7o~ Ot-o.;J(Rom. III. 2; IX. -4); h:::: 

reulisei the mq;ral grandeur of the la:u, amd Gould spe~tk of i: 

~~ -
as holy andl ~. and of the oonnnand.ment us holy an.i ju;:;t anj 

good (Rom. VII. 1~ - 14). He too had passed t;·~ro'J.gh the s t.:-t~.; 

of putting absolute trust in the la.v (Gal. II. 19), His life 

fell into three divisions, 

(a) A state of unconsciousness of the claL~s of the law, 

(Ram. VII. 9}. 

(b) A life under she constraint of the law. 

(ol ~~d a life of freedmn from law when he can speak of hi~­

self as under law to :Christ, (1 Cor. IX. 21) • 

The two great theses which St. Paul set h~nself to 

prove in his conflict for Gentile liberty were: 

(A) Through- works of the la.-.~, shall no flesh ·be justified. 

(B) The law was a secondary institution which came in between 

a promise made to Abraha1n and the fulfilment of that promise» 

for the sake of sin, that ia to increase man's sense of sin 

and actually to create and multiply the sin of the world. 

(A) The impossi:·, .:.bili ty of attaining to righteousness by 

means of the law is again ana agaim emphatically stated by St. 

Paul, (Rom. III. 20; Gal. II~ 16; III. 11). ~vo reasons ap­
(a) 

pear to have led him to th.Lt ( view, one. Theoretical -- the 
(b) 

other pr~ctical!' 

(a) Theoretical. "If righteousness was attainable by 



law then Christ's death was 0ruti;itous, superfluous, unmean-

ing" (Gal. II. 21). His view "wa.s that the de:\. th of ;~:11r is t 

was in tenae d to take the place of the death w':-j.ich~ll m~kind 

had incurred 1)y their failure to fulfil the law. 'ihe 

perfect fulfilment of the lav; was necessary, according to St. 

Paul, to produce its abrogation; but once fulfil~ed it was 

/03 

superceded --by a ne.·.v mode of salvation, namely~ fait:l in the 

redenptive power o,_ Christ's death. This belief -- is wit:1-

out parellel or direct antecedent in Jewish theology.-- Of ;'.l/~ 

abrogation of the law, or of a Messiah dying to atone for tn~ 

sins of the world, Jewish thought knew nothing." (Thavker;,yGl-6~). 

(b) Practical. "The law wus cold, inert, passive. It 

pointed seve~ly to the path of right and duty, but it 

gave no help toward the pEwformance of that which it required. 

;ray by a certain strange perversity in human nature, it seemed 

actually to provoke to disobedience. The one sentence in 

which St. P~tul sums up his experience of Law is J'" tl v~C)u 
> , 

f- 7i 1)' vw rrt S 
c , 

~OC.~Tio<.S (Rom. III. 20). Its 

e~fect therefore was onlj; to increase the condemnation, it 

multiplied sin CRom. V .... 20) 1 'it worked wrath (Rom. IV. 15) , 

it brought mankind under a curse (Gal. III. 10). --- The 

truth must be aoknowld~ed; as a system, Law of whatever kind 

had failed. --- Clearly the fault was not with the ~aw. The 

fault lay in the miserable weakness of human nature (Ram. VIII. 

3). The ~w, as a code of commandments, did all that it was 

intended to do. But it needed to be supplemented." 

Christianity brought this supplement ana set the law in its 

true light 1 and in its right place in the evolution of the 
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Divine pl~. --- Lav1 Nas a dark s!1l.ll.iu.v 1 ever increasin~ in 

~loom~ ov~r those 4ho had been blithely ~~cunsciuus of right 

and wrong. Law 1 where kept 1 brought a ne .. -.· kind of h-.LlJ~;iness. 

But S~. Paul considered that the law was never kept. ''7here 

was a Rabbinical oommomplace 1 a. stern rule of self-jud:.Jaer.:., 

which was fatal to peace of mind •-.vhosoever shall keep the 

whole l•w and ::;'et stumble in one point, he is become .sui 1 t~, 

of all.' (Jas. II. 10; cf. Gal. III. lo~ Rom. X. 5). 

true happiness therefore, _any true relief 1 must be sought else~ 

where. And it was this happiness and relief which St. Paul 

sought and found in Christ." ( S d d ~r dl -, •:) r1 • 0 9) an ay an ... ea t.w p~l.ses J u .-,v 

And yet "the law itself was spi-ti,ua.l 1 but mo.n is 

carnal 1 and there is u continual struggle between his better 

and his worse self; the r~asoning here turns on St. Paul's op­

position between a-1; t and 71 vt-~/"~ 1 an Q.ppOSi tion 'Nhioh WaS 

. 
formerly attributed to an influence of Greek t'~-:o'.1t;:ht 1 but is 

now rightly referred .;solely to an Old Testament basis. 11 

(Thacker~y65 - 66). 

Sanday and Headlam quote lii~sius ·.'ti th approval; "The Pauline 

anthropology rests entirel:i· on an Old Testament base, the ele­

ments in it' which are supposed to be derived from Hellenistic 

dualism must simply be denied. 1 The "points peculiar to St. 

Paul 1 according to Lipsius 1 are the sharper contrast between 
, -

the Divine .., v~~.PI( and the human 'fuX7 1 and the reading of a , 
more ethica~ sense into tr-tf(.(>S which was originally physical, 

so that' in Gal." V. 19ff. 1 Ram. VIII. 4ff. the croej,~ becomes 

a principle directly at war withthe In the pres-

ent passage (Rom. VII. 14 - 25) the opposing principle is 
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' , , 
ol.fi«fTttA, and the o--?11. p S is only the materiul mediUJr4 of sensu-

al impulaes and desires. We may add that this is St. Paul's 

essential view of which all else is but the variar.t expresoion.• 

( S:mday and Head lam 1 181 ) • 

(B) St. Paul 1s second great thesis was "the law was u 

secondary institution which came in between a promise to Abra-

hmn and the fulfilment of th~t promise, for the sake of sin, 

that is to increase man's sense of sin and actually to create 

and multiply.the sin of the world." 

(a) St. Paul's main argument "for the subsiding position 

of the Law is the late date in Jewish his·tory at which it was 

introduced." He supported his statement. of the late date by 

mentioning "the historical fact that 430 years intervened bet-
'. 

ween the time of Abraham and the law giving {Gal. III. 1?)" 

He refers alsp to "an earlier and •eternal covenant' made bet-

ween God and Abrahwn (G·en. XVII. ?f.), and a promise several 

times repeated to Abraham and his seed." The promise was pri­

marily concerning the land of Canaan, but later, that in Abra­

ham all the families of the earth would be blessed. Thence an 

idea of redemption "to be wrought by the Messiah" took "a hold 

upon the Jewish mind shortly before the coming of Christ." 

· ( Thaolter~68 -69). 

Psa1m of Solomon XII. 8; 'Let the sinners perish once for all 

from the Lord's face and let t>1e Lord's saimts (o'v-,o, /(v1 :ou) 

inherit the promises! 

4 Esdras IV. 27; 1non capiet portare quae in tempori-

bus ittstis repromissa sunt. 

VII. 14; si ergo non ingredientes ingressi 
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fuerint qui vivunt ur:sv.sta. et van~: haec, ~on l·c·-:_el'ur:. t recipe~ e 

4 Esdras VII. 49(119); quid enim nobib prodest si prumiss~m 

est nobis immo=ttale tempus, nos vero mortalia opeTa egimus? 

Apo. Baruch XIV •• 13;. pr_ppter hoc etiam ipsi sineti,.:·~=e 1·e-

linquu:tJtr;ll..lndum istuml et fidentes in laetitia apprant se reC!"I]-

turos mundum quem promisisti eis. 

LI. 3; ~They may be able to ~.cquire and tv re-

ceive the world which does not die, which is then promised to 

them. • 

XLIV. 13,15; 'These are they who will inberit t!iut 

time which has been spoken of and theirs is tbe inheritance of 

the promised time. ':lt> ~.......Le ~~ d.. ~~ ~ 

4 Esdras IX. 13; 'Inquire how tt~e righteous will be s~tve.J 1 , 

they whose the world is, and for whom the world was created.' 

"The promises are wnongst t!le privileges of Is:rael 

enwnerated c~r St. Paul {Ram. IX. 4) n. ra turally St. Paul 

associated "the p:romises made unto Abraham with the coming of 

Christ." But for his argument, which is "extremely funciful 

and sophistical, he has :recourse to the dialectical metl:ods in 

vogue among his. opponents. 'To Abraham were the ~romises 

spoken and to his seed; he saith not, and to seeds, as of 

many, but as of one, and to his seed, which is Christ, • (Gal. 

III. 16). 
, 

o-.77 l! f /' c( {seed) is a collective word and its use 

of a single descendant, amd of odr several 

~ascendants, , though not Vii thout exam];)les, is quite tbe excep­

tion." (~h~oker~y 69- 70). 

(b) St. Paul's second argument, for the subsidiary ~osi-
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tion of the law 1 is·tha.t it was given r.ut "directly fror:~ God 

q.s was the promise to Abrahom, but t1--:ere we1·e in terme:J i:l-::t:· o.-

gents em~loyed, the angels and ~ 1 o see. n And aGain it was ir.­

terior because /lit was of the no.ture of a contract be:-u~:en t,!/O 

parties and therefore 1 ts er.1d could not be attained unlesl~:ott 

:parties fulfilled their purt of the contract. W:.1ereas t1-;e ~J~·om­

ise wo.s a free gift· without conditions on the part of the re-
11 

cipient. "St. Paul shares the contemporary belief that angels 
. 

assisted at and took an active :part in the giving of the law 

(Gal. III. 19). No mention of angels occurs in F,xodus AIX 1 • 

but their presence is pe:rhaps implied by a. verse in t.r1e Somg 

of Moses, Deut. XXXIII. 2;· 'He shined forth from Para.n and He 

oame from tl•t~ ten thousands of Hcljr ones.' 'lfJThe ,same idev is 

contained in Psalm LXVIII. 17; 'The chariots of God ure twent~r 

thousand even thousands of angels --- The Lord is among them 

even as at Sinai'. From being passive atten~ants growing trad-

ition represents them as active agents in the Lawgiving. The 

whole context -:- shows that they are here mentioned to iletra.ot 

:fronm the law. Moreover the law 'was ordained through angels 

by the hands of a media:tor.' (Gal. III. 19), Mediator was 

a common Jewish title for :~roses. ·The name does not occux in 

. the~ Olg Testament, although it is -implied by 

Deut. V. 5; ? ' /(_tl( yt.J 

Assum. Mos. I. 13; 'Accordingly He desisned and devised me 

and He prepared me before the foundation of the world that I 

should be the mediator of his covenant.' 

Philo. Vi t. 1los. III. 19; DJ c( /< f-rr/r-rs ,KtJ(~ r I~ >t ~: JIC T JS ,, 
The title is also·found in the Talmud. (Thackerily, 72-7~). 
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speaking of the Gospel ~.-.·i th the ob a cur it:, of tbe law (2 Cor. 

III 4 - 18), here described u.s • t~-:e :r~ir:istry of de~lt'-.' O!" 1 c.;i 

oondemmation•, and the veil which it throws o~el' tLe iJe~rts 

of ·:.:1~se who trust in it". St. Paul allegorizes F.xod.us XXXIV. 
/ 

and ••seems to mean that· Moses knew of tr:e transi toriness of 

the law 1 and w·ished to hide the fuc t from thP Israeli tt=:s. ---

The fanciful inference ·vhich St. Paul draws 
. 

ibstance bo'.·v in meetir.:.~ Jervish objectors he has recourse to 

their o·.r.n modes of thought and interiJreta tion." ( ThackerJ_Y ?6) 

' ) Plleiderer' s view of tr1e Contest about th~~ Lc:w seeniS 

to be that circumGision was the main point at issue u.n,_: t}::lt 

c 
at the Jerusalem council he gained t~e great object which lt~ 

nearest to his heart - the freedom of his Gentile ChJ. .. istinr:s 
, 

fron1 the 1\!osaic law. This freedom was gained because the 

Apostle had succeeded and this saccesa , the other members of 
' ( 

the council couldnot help regarding as a judgJnen t cf Gc<.l 1 and 
) 

therefore ·that it was well-pleasing to Him. But they neither 
t 

recognized his dogmat:.c principles nor:: shtJ.red his 0onvi~tions 
) 

of the abrogation of the law b~ the death of Chxist. If the·v 
"' 

had so acted the law would have been abrogated for all Christ-

iuns both Jews and Gentiles, and they would have been un-

uble to confine theiT Apos to lie work to the Jews. The results 

of the confererce were; 

{a) The freedom of the Gentile Chxistians from the I'Iosaic la~·i; 

(b) The ·8ontinua.nce ,pf the Jewish Christians under the la\v; 

(c) The marking out of the two spheres of labor 1 some a:ros-
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tles for work ar...-.or.~ t1t-= heathen :..1.nr, f , .,.. 
.; -

work arr.or;~ the Jews i. 

(d) And the assumption b~· 30~ =-~ Jewish ~)~~1· :c. ti ~-::-: s ~ · :t t th(~ Gen-

tile Christians were not full members of t1~e c:1~r-0li. 

This assumption wus the cause uf tre trouble tt:tween 
' " the ~ewish and the Gentile Christians ·at Antic·ch ( which Pflei-

derer places after the. Council at Jerusalem). As ir.1 Jerusa.lerr. 

was contested and established the freedom of the Gen~ile Chris-

ta.ins from the law, ,so in Antioch' was contested and .establish­

ed their full membership in the church and their equality wit!-. 
c 

the liffls. As the Jevvish-Christians had inferred fro:-:1 St. P;luls 

axiom faitl~ without the law that Christ iiCi.s :-1. promotel' 

of sin, so St. Paul i!f~erred from tl1e Jewish-Christian ._;xiom 
4 

~ ) ) 

faith with the law· that Christ had died in vain. Thus arose 

the two interpretations; (cJ the Pauline Gospel, and (b) 

r~o<rr/A,ov (Gal. I. 6). But the victory was not 

completed till after the fall of Jerusalem. (Paulinism, ~art 

II. chapter VIII). 

THE SABBATH. 

Saul the Pharisee was a. loyal observer of the 

Sabbath with all its rules and custorrs 1 not only those com­

manded in the can. ·onical bool<s 1 but also those elaborated and 

taught by the_Rabbis. The Pentateuch s~o~cely entered into 

details. "The Rabbis 'v'lere nut satisfied with thin si1n:ple con­

dition and end-eavoured accurately to define what work was for­

bidden and w:i th muelt. ingenuity made a list of thirty-nine pro­

hibited works. (1) sowing 1 (2) pioughing 1 (3) reaping, 
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(4) bindi!lg sheaves, (5) tbres!lin~, (6) nint".owir,.:_;, {'7) clean::­

in~ crops·, (8) grir~ling, (9) siftir .. J: 1 (10) knea.~;_inz, (11) b~~.l~­

ing, (12) shearing -.1ool 1 (1::) wuahin0 1 ~14) beu.tin~, (15) dJ~­

ing, (16) spin~ing, (17) wa.rpin; 1 (18) n1~tkin;i t··.vu cor·~~E. 

(19) weaving two threads, (20) separatin~ twu thr~ads, (~l-22) 

rr.:tking o:r untying a kno·t, {23) sewing two st~ches 1 (24) tear­

in~ to sew t·~~:o s t~ches 1 (25) -28) ea tchinG, killing, skinn in(£ 

or salting u deer 1 (29) :preparing the siin 1 (30) scrtq;ing off 

its hair, (31- cutting _it up, {32) writing two letters, 
> 

(33) blotting out for the purpose of writing two letters, 

(34t building, (35) pulling down, (36) putting out a fire, 

(37) lighting a fire, (38) beating smooth with a hammer, 

{39) carrying from one tenement to uno;her. 

Each of these chief enactments again re•-1uires fur-

tber discussions concerning their range ancl meaning. And here 
:11 q 

:properly· speaking begins the work of c~usstry. I'J!oreover the 

caution of these guardians of the law did not howeveT confine 

itself to _asserting what was forbidden on the Sabbatp itself. 

·They extended tbeir prohibition to every transavtion, which 

mig~t only possibly lead to a desecration of the Sabbath~~ 

Besides tbese thirty- nine chief ·..vorks, many other actions and 

employments, which cannot be smruned up under ru1y of them, are 

al.so forbidden. Uotwith standing the great strictness with 

which the commandn1ent to hallow the Sabbath w~s treated, cer-

tain cases, in which ~xceptions were tolerated, had of nee-

essity to be ackn~wledged. Some such exceptions were allowed 

for the sake of hUinanity and on account of a hi~).1er and ntore 

sacred conmland • ., (Sohurer II, II. 97 - 103. ) 



30. Ctd. 

1/t. 

.J-et he seems to hu.ve broken awuy completel:;· fro?T• sue-~- :i tic31 

customs or else he could sca.rcel:i have ~u.:JJJ!lt~ded t:-~~ Collvnie.ns 

{II. 16) 1 to let no m:m judge them in regard ~ .. o s·abbut:-:s as 

they were a shadow of things to come. In a similar m[L!lner 
-'fq 

though less emphatically he wrote~the Romans (XIV. 5 - 6), cF. 

also his words to the Galatiuns (IV. 10). Uoreover on t·v·tc 

occasions at le ·:st, he showed some- respect fGr t~je first du.:r 

of the week; (a) 1 Cor. XVI. 2; Appointing it as :.-.. sui table 

day for tb~ storing up of [~ collection for the IJOOr saints in 

Jerusalem, and also (b) at Trcas (Acts XX. ?) he attended un 

ass~bly oB Christians on the first day of the week, though so 

far as can be seen the previous day would have been in every 

way as convenient. But on the otheT hand true to his princi-

ple of becoming all things to all men (1 Cor. IX. 22) 1 he free-

ly took advc.mtage of the assemblies of the Je·ws on the Sabbath 

for the purpose of coming into contact with them {Acts ~TIII. 

4). 

THE LAS 'I .ADJJ:I.. 

St. Po.u1 wr·i tes about t The last Adam t (1 Cor. XV. 45-f 

'The seconil man' (1 Cor. XV. 4?) 1 and clearly means thereby 

the Christ. He ~ontrasts the first Adam and Christ (Rom. V. 

12- 21); 1 Cor. XV. 20- 22; _44- 49)~ and shows that what 

was lost through the for.mer was recovered wholly or in part 

thxough~the latter. The question arises, whence did the Apos­

tle obtain the idea of such contrast or comparison. Many, com­

mentators have assumed that he reveived the idea from the 
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Rabbis. But u.ctJoTdin~ to recent research this asau1r i· 'ic.;n 

rests on ver::;· slender foundation and is ~r·obubl-' e:·-r'•Jneous. 

The phrase 1 The first Adam' was ver~/ cunit"iOn ~r.(Ju: t11P. l-: ·2 0 ir;.-

• 
nins of our ~za, but it signified notllini£ lTc:;rt! tpun Au.~.J!t t~'.·-: 

first man in opposition to all later men. It does r~u:. i:- • .1:)1j ,, 
•' 

uny cLntrast to an ~tAdamus postremus'. 'l'he =.~..dj evtiv~ J(lel·el~ 

distinguishes tr-~e proper name ~Adam' fror.1 the common n(.hi.rt 

'Adam 1 a man. And the fact that the .. .:~..n:d was an ~·-I,lj~::l-

lative 1 us wellas a proper name uccou.Ylts for the ten<1t:11e:./ to 

insert 1 tl1e first • 

Tar g. in Ps!.t.lm LXIX; placebi t oratio mea magis qunm bo-=~ 

pi..nguis et elec tus quem offerebat Ada .. rn :pr lnnJ.s. 

~ <' 1 ~ > ' -'A o ' Josephus Anti_q. I. 3,3; xrovo~ <} ~· 0(1rO.S ~ 710 , ()o(r-OlJ 

I yt:- r 0 VO TO$ 

:> ' 
VIII. 3, 1; C( 71 0 

. , 
rt-"Vi B£~-i'os Ai'~ov, /LT." .. 

4 Esdxas LI,I, 21; cor enim malignum J,aiulans primus Adwn. 

tranagressus et victus est. 

But a corresponding :phrase 'the last Adam• is, a~cordin:_:: "::.o 

tl-1e Rabbinic scholars, absent from t}~l~~ rvhule r.Jnge of earl~i 

and medic.evu.l Eabbinio l·thterature. Ho1.vever it may be no :.ell 

that an early nt:t.rne for t'·1e Tlessi::.:..h was 1 the second delivereT • 

as o:pposed to .l·,~uses the fi1·st deliverer. This an tlthes1s .. of 
}I 

: .. :oses and C}'lrist :f·Xobably arose out of Deut. :X'\lii!. 15• 
0 

Som e conunentators are inclined to find the GenEtSu of fit. P.:·.ul • s 

two accounts of mants c:-eation in Gen. I. 26 - 2? :i.:OCi II ? ; 

and referred to tht:! distinction in t't{O passages; De I,eg. AI.le6 • 

I.· 12, 13 and De. ]!.und. Opif. 16; '·Vhere he d·istinguishes bet-
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,, 
reverse of t}n.~at ir. Philo; first t:·H~ etn·:!-:lJ t:.t:::~ t-Ile >l.-::tve:-_1~. 

whic11 as in Philo, the higher or t:-~e spiritual preceded tl'ic-: 
,, 

lower and earthl~ ... phrase. Again tr;::re is nut1'Jlr:~ tu shu·.•' 
, 

t.1Jat St. P: ul had in minu the t·.;o a.acounts u~ :" ... ·. cre:i.ticn. 
rr 
The passage (1 6or. XV. 44f.) is one i1! whic~-, t'he 

in obscurit:i• The follO\~..ring statements ma:;-, however, be 1E:..l(,e. 

The evidence for the use of t;1e term 1 t}1e sccc:--l.d...Ad~.wll' in P.u.b-

binic circles in St. Paul's day, or fGr an antithesis between 

Ad:Jnl and· the Messiah is lacking. howver, an antithesis 
. 

in Plhilo, between u heavenly and an earthly man in connectior• 

with the r:~1ssage (or 11assages) of Genesis to \Vhich St. Pn.ul 

alludes. This o:pposi tiorcc between a heavenly and an eu.r·~hl:l 

man certainly emanates from Alexandrci.a. There se·ems, in the 

opinion of the :present ·.vri ter 
1 

to be no im:probabili ty in .sup­

pas ing t~:.u.t the Alexundr i~1n do ~tr ine (whe tl-·er or iginalJ:y creat-

ed by Philo or worked uut by him as it may well have been, from 

earlier ideas of t~1~~ Alexandr ian school) had in so1nt=-> form or 

other, diTe&tly or indir~ctly 1 reached St. Paul: un·J is the 

base of the language which he here uses. 1"o attribute a fu:c-

ther influence than this of-Jewish thought u:pon t 1 
.. h=: Apostle 

would be hazardous . "The application of this Philonic la.n-
JJ 

guage to Christ would appear to be a ~ecuilarly Pauline idea , 

(even thout:)l Philo connected the heavenl:y- man wi tbthe 1\ C: )'os) 
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and Archetypal man, 'the heud of eve1·J m:..u~' (1 Cor. XI. 1~) 

. of Christ merely as thA pre-cxisten"'.:. heavt.·.:~lj' man uf Jewish 

t'1eolog:;r, that he is represented us u man :...1r.d no ::nu::e l_;;·iur tu 

his incarnation :.t view which finds no support in d'1~-- u:.:-,::r 

Pauline passage, and is di "ectly opposed to the Ci1:--istology 

of the later epistles is most certainly to be rejected. 

However "Schiele considers that " St. Paul for his language 

in 1 C~r. XV. 44f. is directly indebted to Greek thou~}!1..c 1 or 

if he owes u.n~c thing to GamelielS training, he was one of those 

500 scholars whom we are told that Gwnaliel iLstructed izh 

Greek wisdom." (This whole section is based om Thuvker~43-42) 

THE I.C:S:SSIAH. 

'God seemed utterly to have forsaken Hi:._; people. 

The true Israelite could not believe that He had forsaken them 
(1) 

forever. Thus was born in Israel tile .I,:essianic hope. • 

The Cross. the Resurrection, the Son of God, 

these are the three great-starting points in the Pauli~P. Chris­

tology. In the Cross he proclaims God's love, in the Resur-

rection the dawn of the \VOrld. that is to come, in the Ion of 

God the pattern for all Christians. Since St. ~aul wrote, 
(2) 

these are the thxee subjects of all Christology. 

1. McGiffert's Apostolic Age, chapter I. 

2, Wer~~, Beginnings of Christi~m! ity,V61. I. 239. 
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/"J.V, 

"~here is fiG mention of t e ~essii~ i~ the s~~Jnd ~en-

tury B.C. s:1ve in Enoch 1 LXXXIII. - XC; and t:d~ Si>.,.·llir...:..: 0~~~-

clea Ill. 652 - 654. But t~e:re He has no 11urt tu play in t>.e 
~ 

king ~am and His introduction seems-",1 erel~' to literuJ.·.; remini-

scence. ----- In the first century B.C. a vigorous an~ inde d 

a unique 'Joctrine of tr)e :Messiah is develu}::ed, that of t11e 

supernatural Son of Man in the Similitudes al-.~~I of the ;Tt.ili tant 

~~,essiah in the Psalms of Solomon." (Charles 1 1~scha to lot;./ 1~:9-

202). 

"One ~act required to be emphasised before we examine 

the apocalyptic teaching on the subject of· the Messiah. ---The 

1·.~essiah appears onlj'. incidentally 1 in connec tivn ·.vi t11 the ad• 

vent of the Kingdom. --- It is quite ~pparent that to the 

writers themselves the i~:'Iessianio iuea was of seccnd.~.1Tj7 in1por-

tanc e. From most of t}Je books it is absent altogether. 11 it is 
q 

only in a few books and in certain -well marked sections; 

Enooh XXXVI ~ LXXI; 4 Esdras VII, XIII; ,Apo. Baruch XXIX; 

XXXIXf.; LXXf.;· Sibyline Oracles II. 49; V. 108- 110; 414-. . 

429; Psal~of Solomon XVII, XVIII, and in the Testaments of 

the Twelve Patriarchs, (of Judah a.nd of Levi). And even in 

these t=~t! :refeTencef? are generally saanty 1 and have little more 

tham 0. su:perficial bearint;£ on the thought as a ~~vllole. I~~~cc.~J, 

it is only in two portions uf A~ocalyptic literature the 

Sillili tudes of lino eh and th,e cone luding Psalm uf Sul·Jnu!; 

that the I~ressiah ap~ears· as a really central fchgure. 11 (4/-lfl, 

Soott, The Kingdom and t~-.e :~~essiu.~l.) 

~ 
The first Book of ~taccabees has onl~'" two hints of :ressionic 

A . 

hope. 
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vent obtained t!~e covenant of :lr:. eve:..l~Gtinb l·~if'st~ood'. 

II. 5?; 

of ~~- kingdom forever( ~ls 
~..... ) ~> 

oil w vos • 

The second Book of the ~.:accabees e}:J,;resses merel~y a hope tr:nt 

the promise will be fulfilled. 

2 Mace. II. 1? 1 ·~a; •we hope also that God as Fe prur:-.ised 

in the law will sho:··tly have mercy on us { r«x:t.Js f~«s l-A. f i,-,..,) 

and will gather us together out of every land u£~der heaven in to 

the holy place.• 

Judith XVI. 1?; Emphasizes tte day of judgment. •wee to 

the nations that rise up against my kindred! Th~~ Lord Al­

mighty{kur,os u« v-rolr.f: Teuf) will take vengeance of t\1e~r. 1r: the 

day of Judgment, in 1--utting fire :-.md )/ul'ms ir:: t~1ei:1' flesh n.n~.l 

theJ shall feel them and ·;-weep forever. 1 

PRE-EXI STFJ.~CJ~. 

"It is very doubtful wh·?t1ler tl1e pre-existence of 

t!'Je Messiah was" during St. Paul's life "a Yvidcly prevc.i..lt=-nt 

doctrine among the Jews. The early Rabbinic doctrine seems 

merely to have tb.ugnt un · id.e:i.l 1 not a re::tl, pre-existence of 

' the !less.iah, that is to say, He pre-existe,t if~ the sense t;12t 

His corning had from eterni t:>- been divinely predestined ·and pre­

pared. The pseudt},j graphic wri tinge do not really rYidiier very 

considerably from this; t1;e book of Enoch stands alone in ap-

paren"tly· teaching a real :pre-existemce. • See especially XLVIII. 

1~.- 6 and LXII. 7. The use of the p:1rase 't>e Anointed ·:~.hom 

the Most High as reserved for the end,' 
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cf • .XIII. ~6) expresses onl~.- t~;e jivine 1-redestinuticr. t.d. 

llessia.h." Thacker~y,47- 48. 

Stantc.;n distinguishes between ttt··,,_· I ivine :?~· .. -(_;~i-j-

Christians" ar:d "a Pre-existence of the 1\fessia~~, rn_.rf-1 prc1~erl.;.: 

so culled." Of the former he considers that r~o trac~ ~;;:::, 1-:.~ 

found in the Jewish ~ritinss. Oli t~-:c-.' latter he so.y-s; + •., ,;, 
.... 11" 

idea ir-~ ~l.n:· ciefinj te form of t~"Je Pre-existence o.:· t-~-,o :..rc~.;;;iah, 

we shall find bu-: ve1·:_.· doubtf:_;_l traces ~Liii.ur ... g Jews u 1 ; to the 

close of the first century." Stantonhowever gives a l~~te date 

to that portion of the Book of Enooh ( 'l'he Bimili t~des, JC<XV'Il ~ 

LXXI) which is rEessianic. And understands the Sibylline or~"-

3u t "there was a gro·.ving sense of the mysterio~smess ,:Jhich 

•·r'"o--- 'h-:.'l..-'- ··,_:, lmo·p ~.~-11s 
• 4 oJ ;_; -:., v J • 'I .._ '' - • .._ 

man wh2nce it is; but when the Christ co.:ne;hJ no one knoweth 

whence ne is', say the Jews in the Gosp~l according to St. i'ohh 

VII. 27. The language of 4Edsras XIII. lf.~ 25, 26; cf. VII. 

28 1 an1 of the Apoc£.11::-~::se of raruch xxtx. 3, XXXIX. '7; ef. 4 

Fsd~tt.s XI_I. __ 21_,_ ;3_Q, 3,:2 ,_ Assumption of Moses I. 14 does not 

necessarily mean ·rnore than this --- .All that can trul~i be said 

in time leud to --- the-c.· conJeption thut the :essi::t1l vvc.ts exist-

( 8t'·1'·1-• • \...,.;.r~ 

ton 1:~9 - 133) 

4 · Fsdras XIII. describl:s the likeness of a ,::::.xt :~o~r.-

in_3; up from t~'1e n1i.Jstoof the sea., ---before whom all t,·;i!1;:;s 

trembled. :re slew wi t}1 his fla.'nin.~ bre:tth an immense m,,l.._ 1. t ., 
...... • .A 0 :J.~l e 
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' t... • ( - ) " • • ·~ ... rJ.lS .:..v l;;;, •• :.:: 

w i 1 l _t e 1 i v er h l s c re · 1 t ur e • -+ - - ( ..) :~ ) T':J en s ~-l 'J. _ 1 , r, J Sun b e :. .. ·.: \t · ~ 4. ~ -

shall rebuke the n:L tions. (54 )Like as one :Jun nei t':1er seck 

out nor kno·;., \'I~Lt.t is iL the deep of tr1e sea. even so c:t.n no man 

on eart:·1 see !ny Son or those that be \'li th him, but in the ~i.me 

of his day. • 

4 Esdras VII. 27 - 29; 1 Whosuever is delivereJ. f:eom ti1-:-.! fore-

said evils, the s;~u-ne 11i~l see m.~c ·Nonders, f·Jt' my sun .Jest..lS ·.-..rill 

be revealed o.vi t~-:those tl'Llt be ·.vi tp. him, :.1.n.: sl1::1ll r ::j o i~e :ham 

that relll:tin four hundreJ ~-e:lrs. After ::.·:-,se :rears, s11:.1.ll ,-,"';·,-
!11..,· 

Sun Ch.r is t die, a.n::i all that h 1.Ve th~ breath of lif.8. ' 

Apo. B:truch XXIX. .) ; 'It will come to pass, when all is aG-

complished ti-1·Lt was to come to pass in those parts, that th.j 

·\.Tessiah will then begin to be revealed.' Charles 1 in loc. 

wxites,'The phrase begin to be reveu.led seems corrupt. • He 

c u::111a res the verse with XXX. 1, 1 It will c orae to pass af te:r 

fulfilled~ an.J :r-:e -~-;ill returr.. in ~lor~-, then all '.v>o h.:_tve f.Ll-

len asleep in ho~~ of E irn s ~-~ :1 ll r 1' :.:." e ~ f ..... 1· ··1 ' • .&,. -._l t....l-~,-...:. .:. , 1 t~·:e 

C on1p:11- :~ 4 F!sdras VII. 28; XI I I. 32.; St. John VI I. ..2 7 .~ as . i u.o -~---

ed aboYe ~ •This our.ce~~.lnent of t~~e Messi:.l~1 is :ten~ic-·ne<l alsp 

~:,: :'a j' ;3;U.!i. Jon. on Zecl1:_1..l~ i~~~tJ. II I. p • v~ 12. In t11t.:: Ta"r'2,-~;_;i_ ·:...> , ..~... 
~.In 

= ~ i.cah I\T .. 8 it is s.aid to be due to the sins of the peo:ple. • 



32. Ctd. 

I~ 

~~~SSI.AH; PRE-:'.::I~'I'-· ~.7CE. 

Upon A!JO. :B:truch XXX. 1, 'Return in glory' • as quoted above., 

Chaales writes, 'These .:\.·.rds i~n.JlY that the :,ressia"l pre-exia:.-

ed in hea.ven before His advent. He re~urns .v:1it.i1er ~:e ~-:·~~1 :~omE'1 

This ia also the teaching of Eboch XJJVI. 1 - ~2. • :',_!is t~-..ole 

cha_vter j;reats of the •son of ilan --- ~hose countenance had 

the appearance of a man and his face was full of graciousness, 

like one of the holy angels who· huth righttousness --- and 

--- will arouse the kings and the raighty ones. • 

Enooh XLVIII. 'Before the ·su:'l und the signs ·/:ere 

crea.ted his name was·named before the Lord of Spirits.---

He has been chosen and hidden be.6~re the ·w·eation of the world 

and for evermore.' 

Enoch LXXI !;'The Son of Man was hidden before H~ 

and the r.::ost High preserved Him in- the ].)resenc.e of His might:~ 

and revealed Him to the elect. 1 

Eno.oh LXX. lj 1 His name was carried aloft --- to the 

Son of Man.• Charles sa.ys 'The actual pre~ex"istence of the 

Son of 1~{an fs here supposed, --- and is only in keeping with 

his other supernatura~_att~ibutes. --- That the earlier Rabbis 

taught only an ideal pre-existence -- does not in the least 

make against the id.ea of an actual pre-existence being found 

in the, Similitudes, as the whole oonceptti.on of the Son of 1!an 

there is unique in Jewish .literature. It is moreover found in 
, . 

4 Esdras XII. 32; <f!lThia is the anointed one 'l.lllhom the 

1iost High ~th kept ~nto the end." See also 4 Esdra.s XIII •. 26. 

4 Esdras XIV. 9; 'Thou shalt be taken away from men 

and from henceforth thou shall :remain with my Son -- until 

the times be ended. • 
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of ;r;•:rny in blesDint; 1 fc.r a da:,- of ~electicn (fis "it";fll(v t~<Aor;;sJ 
. ~ , "')' in hrinc;in...:, u_t; l--iS 8~1ri:Jt {fJV ~v;f't-1 x,ltT"TOcJ C(VTIIV 

Apo. Baruoh· XXXIX. 7; :i n -~ of 

his consummation that he should fall 'lu.s approached, ti1en ~:1r-3 

principate of :·,:y :::essiea.~· will be revei.lled, .r:1ic'~ i3 like the 

foun tu.in and the vine, and !l!.len it is revealed it will root 

out t:1e multitude of his host.' 

Edershet1n(I. 175}writes, 'Even in strictly R::~.b~~inic 'lvcu.:H8nts 

the premundane, if not the eternal existence of t.1-··:· .-::-.) ~L:.-;.. 

appears as a :.ric~.tter of .:!ommon belief. Such is t;tte vi~ew :·11-::i.~.i 

~.':essiah among the seven th:.r:.Gs oxe._tted before t~v~ wu~tld. 

Ia.1.·ael~ ti;e 'iem_ple, repentance..,and Gehenna. • 

St. Paul's view of t>e pre-existence of the ""·iessiah. 

seems to be q_ui te· clear . 

. Lightfoot ~l~, PJhil. li. 5 -3; fY /'Of>t/i! ef-o~ 

"{rote, 

in the o~u-1~ also, fur 

u.ceiuents bi.At ci1e essential attributes.' The pre-existen-t 

state of the J.,ord seerrLs t:J have been constantly before~.: the 

Apostle's mind,whenever he -~l'eated of His earthly lift! ~~1J 

ministry. 
~ 

Rom. VIII. 3; ~od sending His Smn. • The uot ·of 
" 

sending implies pre-~existenoe. cf. Gal. IV. 4. 

1 Cor. X. 4; 'They drank of the Bpiritual following 

rook, and tha~ rock was the Christ~' cf. Exodus XVII. 6; 
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:;uJ'labers XX. 11. Here ,pre-exis tenoe is implied in tht? identi-

fio:-ttion· of Christ with the Rock in the Wilderness. 

1 Cor. XV. 47; 'The second mun 's (the Lord)frum heaven. • 

2 Cor. VIII. 9; 1You know the J::Ca.ce of c·ur J.Jord Jesus Christ, 

that tho.ugh' He was r ioh :;;et for ~·our sake rre beca:;le poor. • 

Col. I. 15; 'tWho is an image of God ( ~:/C.~V -ro:J et-ou) 
I , 1 ). Who is unseen, firstborn of all creution(l1J'~r()-ro~os 71o<fNJs /(7/CT"I-tJS. 

According to Lightfoot this imi~·lies priorit)" to all creation, 

the absolute pre-existence of the 9on. 
( 

~ X!' I (TTIJ~.) 2 Cor. IV. 4• TO c.J , 
~, 

""' Rom. 1JIII. ·32• os r~ Tt?V· 
- , 

< '\ < "' 
u T1 E-r .,1 w .,.. 

c, , > ' os ~rTT/11' r'ltWV 

,r, /'.r ... > 
Ovlt I '0V• lOV 

> I 
«v-rov. 

" e~o~. TOtJ 

:> ,. 
~~~~ ~ tj} £:-I fro( Ttl 

VIII. 29; • That his Son may be r irstborn (11faJT0
1

-rOAoS}mn.ong 

many brethren. • 
' , 

Col. I.l8; 1W'no is the beginning, the firstborn {77(J~ -ro -roko.r) 

from the dead that among all He Himself may have the pre-em-

inence. 1 

Psalm. of .Solomon XVIII. 4; ·•:i.iay the servant over us as a son 

firstborn (iTpt.vrt -ro,<.o.r ),~ on~y begotten (f<o vo y.~~f} turn the 

eagerly listening soul from -laok of knowle~ge in ignorance.• 

~e siwilarity of this last extract with tha Pauline termin­

ology is worthy of notioe. 

LORD. 

St. Paul regards the Messiah as Lord. Dr. Briggs 

is used for God mn the Epistles of Paul 

only in Old Testament citations, unless 1 Cor. X. 9; l Thess. 
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LO~J.. 

, , c , 
l- 1 f 7v7s -=--=- ~ ':'he:1..J. ::re. 1·;; o A:..uf''os 

/ 

':l1 e 1c u f , os or 1 C ·.; r • ~·~. 9 ~ is 
, 

exchanged in some an~ient a.u:_1tJYities for Cgrist, Xf'ttrT~s. 

/' 
In ull the other passa~es· l<u~/'OS iG use(.l •"' .;r C~riat. r:he 

~auline usage in applyins Lord so exclusively to Chri~t and in 

carefully abstaining from using it for God the ~at'ner was .J. 

(1) 
ra.d ioal change of grea. t import :_!.nee. ' 

In addition to the general usuge as a.buve stc.te(i J. 

few specific attributes m;..t~f be noted. Christi:.rn~) hel6n 0 ed ~u 

HLn.· Ram. XIV. 8; ~ Cor. III. 23j 

ucQ'ept His oomrnunds as decisive, 1 Cor. VII. 10. 

are under His l;:r.vs, 1 Cor. IX. 21; Gal. VI. ..:.. 

He is co-oTdinate -.,.·i th God. 1 Paul :tn Apostle thr o u-:_;~1 :: es~_J_ s 

Christ and God tte :Father 1 • Gal. I. 1. 

'Gra~e and peace to you fro:rr God the 1'u.ther and the 

Lord Jesus Christ.' 2 Thess I. 2; Rom. I. 7; 1 ·eo~. I. 3 

':11e ~.:essiab Lordship may well be based or:. 

' '> ... ' ~ Psaln1s of Solomon A.'"VII. 36; (Jo<a-t}.._f-u.s «vTw" Xf''_a-,us levf'os. 

~ , XVIII. 8; ~ 7i;, f,Jf !;' o; -not. ,g f--f~.s 
X f 1 r T o u . .(' uf I o u. 

{1) Messianic Apostles 86,87. 

St. Paul conceives the Tressiah to be the Son of God.~.· 

Rom. I. 4; 7'/"~ 8t-eu 
'" e , ,... , (\ , ~~ ,.. , , , 

Rom. VIII. 31-32j o - E-o.s --- -rou 'i:J 10u I 'ov ov~c. t:-cjt-lfro<-,u. 

c ' ' . ' " k I. 'f. r-. 2 Cor. XI. 31; 0 e~os I'<Dtl .77t<-r7f 70v Uf10c.l ?rrov. 
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II. 7; •Th Lord S3.id. to me, ~1ou a.rt if1.f Son, .. Lh.L.t .. ·,,.~\~ I ~~--

cotten thee.• of. Acts XIII. j3; Heb. I. 5 1 Y. 5) ~ SUiTt. -.:~ll.l~. 

for ever in th~ pm.ths of U.fr i~":'l tneso in t~ -t~ r li v~s. • 

4 Esdrtts. VII. 28 - 29; •:~~~- Son Jesus will be r:~ven.!e·l ·vi:..· 

thuse who are with Him.--- =L:i Son Christ will die. • 

XIII. 32; 

hast seen, as a man ascending.' 

~{i Sof'-· ' 

XIII. 37; 

XIII. 52; 

XIV. 9; 

• This :Jy Son will rebuke -:1::e n:_.t tions. ' 

1 ~<o 1nan upon wu.r th c ~m see ~:,-~, 8on. ' 

'From hencefort~-j thou 'vil ~: re~n.:.·~.in Ni ':!1 

THE CHRIST~ 

The title Christ -:,hie}). appears some th:ree or fou:: 

hundred times in the Pauline writings is found ; . ..'I .. S u. t~_~chnical 

term., for the fisst tLi1e in literature, in. Et:~,f:v:pian Znoch. ( 8r:;e 

Charles Escl1atology 213 - 219). "'fhe termq·1essiah 1 or 'Anointed 

One 1 was applica"llle. to any one s:peci3.lly commis~ioned ·by G·o(i to 

a religious or Theocratic function; hence to David and his S1J.c-

eessors, and. even tu a Gent.il.e prince-- Cyrus (Isa 
\ 

to the Jewish High Priest - 'The anoin;ed priest,' I.~a-v-. I\~ •. 3, 

5 1 15; to the servant of Jehovah, I sa. DXI. 1. In t11e Psalms 

the title generu.l1y refers to the :reigning King ot- to the 

Davidic king as such; y et its ideal aspect is never lost sight 

of. Jlhen the bis torical kingship ctune to an end, t;~le idea 

still remained and was k!.:::pt prominent through the li turgtcal 
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use of the Psalms. Its imperfevt realization in the Kin~s of 

jhe past,made Israel look forward to the true ::easian ic kin~ in 

whom it should be perf'eotly embodied. J3u t th~~ term is never 

used teohn·ically in thfb sense in the OldtTest~"llent:. In t~-:ia 

teohn"ioal sense it is first found in tne Si1bili tudea." (Chu.rles, 

Enooh, page 136~ 

Enooh XLVIII. 10; 'They have denied the Lord of Spirits and 

His Anointed.' 

LII. 4; 

His Ano in t.ed. ' 

'All these things --- serve the dominion of 

, ~'' ' " ' Psalm of Solomon XVII.· 36; .7T« v-rF-S «r'o'~ /Cc<, (3o<o-t ~us 

c 
XVIII. 6; Oh God c1eanse Israel for a dnv of .. 

se·leotion 
, > , ~ , " ~ 

f- 1-' o( Yo(. f t-1 )( r trr--ro u . Dl V 7" 0 IJ 

. . . , 
c' c, n, - , 

XVIII. 8; V71 o f 0({1 ~ o v 77tJC 'd r' ~.s X~'tr7o u KtJf'' ".,, 

4 Esdras YII. 29; 'Mori~tur filius meus Christus.' 

XII.· 32; ·''This is the An.ointed One Whom the Most High 

has kept unto the end. 1 (Revised Version) also authorized). 

'Hie est ventus quem servavit Altissimus in fidem ad eos.' 

(Vulgate.) 

Apo. Baruoh XXIX •. 3; 1 The Messiah wlll then begin to be, reveal-, 

ed' or 'the·1Jrinoipate of the Messiah will be revealed.' or 

1M'essiah ,th&;prinee will be r~vealed.' 

.XXX. 1; 

~ab. is tulfil'led. '· 

'llhen ~the time of the _advent of the Mess-

XXXIX. 7 i 1 The prinoipate of My 1lessiah wi.ll be re-

Y"ealed. ·• 

XL. 1. 11vfy Messiah will. opnvict him of all' his 

impieties .. 1 
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34 7.,.... • 1 ~T · .I- ·' -, "~f ' 1 ] 
I ) t_J) ) J. 'I t '. lJ l (j n ;:J \.V ~ - • ornn~ -- to see his 

wi :.11 which Gcd gas glorified her (Jerusalem) .. ' 

O·nn e onl·"; 
~-- .,.1 

Col. I. lr3 J ··,i;l'1ere it refers to smile angeliG po-.'lers, but the 

;;vord 1 glory (J'ls~) , is often used wit:~ t~1e .:-,-orcl, Lord or Chri,~t 

l Cor. II. 8; 

2;lory.' 

''J.1~.1e~/ ,vould hot have cxucified the I..,~o_r(: of 

2 Cor. III. 18; 'We all reflecting as in o. ~Ji Trcr tiH~ ~lory of 

IV. ·4; of Christ. 1 

VIII. 23; 

Jesus Christ. 1 

7 \ / /1 

l Tim. III. 16; 1 ol v t- rl /;«" fu7 

T~.e idea of reiB;nin-1 is a.lso applied 

1 Cor. xv;: ~5; 

Eph. I. 20; > .., > " .:> , 
O(v-rou c-v -rots (-7/ou~«..rtots_ 

Col. III. 1; 
f' I 

o X f 1 rr-ros 
> 
~fTTIV ~v r~s~~ 7ov ()t;=-ou /co<flij-t£-ros. 

THE JUDGE. 

St. Paul regarded Christ as Judge. 

Ram. II. l.S; 'God judgeth -- according to my gospel through 

Jesus Christ. ' 

1 CoT. IV. 4; 1 He who judgeth me is the Lord.' 

2 Cor. V. 10; 
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eousn·ess ( ~ J', 1e: fill/} to lodge among them; and no more -~r.rill 

dwell among them any w~~.n who knoweth evil. • 

.) ' ' ") 1 (" / Psalms of Solomon XVI I. 41; clv -ros I< o<. (} rXjJ os o< // o D(~O( (-> -r' o( ~ 

Acts XXII. 14; _'God has appointed thee -- to see the Rigt"t:t-

eous One. t (;f) E-7v . ' 
T(JV L_\ 1

1 
A «1 QV) . 

Enoch XXXVIII. 2; 'When the Rig,h teous One 'f\•i11 appeni, b efc.re 

the eyes cf the elect righteous.' 

XXXIX. 6; t The Elect One of Righteousness and of fn.i th. • 

XLVI. 3; !The Son of Man who hath righteousness, with 

whom d~v-elleth righteousness.' 

LIII. 6; 'The Righteous and Elect One. • 

Psalm of Solomon XVII~ 31; 'He will judge peo:ples and nations 

by the wisdom of his righteousness.• 

XVII. 35; 'He~the righteous king, taught b~;r 

God is over them. 
. ~ 

c ~ 

This title the Rigr1teous One as applied to the 7!fess~ah, ap-

pears first in Ethippian Enoch. 

TEE ELECT QUE. 

'l'he Elect One. This title of the Messiah appears 

first in Enoch an·d passes over into the Hew 'l~estament. In the 

Old Testament the phrase 'Tdine Elect• occurs LSaiah XLII. lJ 

but not • the Elect One,' (see, Charles, Enoch, 5l}. 

XL. 5; • 'rhe second voice I heard lilessing tbe Ele~t 

One.' 

XXXIX. 6; 'T~Iine eyes saw the Elect One of r ighteo~.urness 
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:Fno:Jh XLV. :B~levt Cine .~.,.ill sit un the throne of 

Glv:i'J --- I '1iill cause ?.':ine -.-:lect One to d,~;t.·el1 w.non£;; the::t. 1 

XLIX .. S,·+; 1 ·~~·ne Elect·one standeth before the T.:crc~ uf 

Sfirits ---the EleJt One is before the Lord o~ f~irits.' 

:_J:II. l. 

Luke IX. 35; 
, , ) 

07- o{ Jro< -a I T 0~ A c 7J '"P_l( eft". 

XXIII. 35; 

Y!ISDOM. 

1 Go:r. I. 36; 'Christ iesus -- has become -·.v:Lsiom !'er us 

from God.' 

I. 24; 'We ;:reach Christ ---God's wisdo1n.' 

Col. II. 3a 'Christ in whom are all the treasures o.f ~',~is-

dorr. and knowledge t·. ~-' : ~ idden. 1 

Enoch XLIX. 3; • 'In him (l~essiah) dwells the spi:ri t, of wisdom 

and the spirit of Him who gives knowledge and the spirit of 

understanding.• 

LI. 3; 'The_ Elect ~ne -- all the secrets or wisdom 

will strerun forth froin the .Jormnands of His mouth. 1 

POWER. 

1 Cor. I. 'We preach Christ God' 3 -:)ewer. ' ... 

I. 18; 'The word which is of the cruss --- is Go(:. 1 s 

power. 1 



~. Ctd. POvlBR .. 

1 CoT. V. 4; 

shall Come to be gluTified in his Si_lints. t 

I. 7 .. 'The Lord Jesus 'Ni th :J.r:t;e ls of , . 
~=: ::.; \"·l ~;r. --- i.1~;----. 

' 
Enoch XLIX. 2, 3• 1 The Elect One -- [tn<5 his n~igh t unto ·-t.ll - , 
generations and in him dwells ·the spirit of mic;ht.' 

KI~TG. 

Uni-versal Dominion is ascribed to Hilli. 

1 Cor. 'A'll. 25 - :2.6; 1\Vhen Christ giveth U:Q the kingdo.m ·to 

God even the Father, when he ha.s put down all rule a..nd :1ll 

authorit~r and power. 1~o:t· he must reit:;n till he has ~Jut all 

enemies under his f\~et. ----He put all thinJ.s in subj ecti·on-

under his feet. ' 

1 IT e :purl~ os ed to sum up all things in 

6hrist, the things in the heavens and the things upon t-~~c 

earth.' 

Phil. II. 9 - 11; • ',:.Ibe:r ef or~ God highl:;/ exal teti hirn 'J.n:.. ..ift v-e 

unto him the name which is above everjr -name; t}·uJ..t in t11e name 

of Jesus every 1~1~ee should boiJI ti.f.· things in heaven and things 

on ea.rth·and things U;nder the earth and that every toneue 

should confess that Jesus Christ is Lord.' 

Col. I. 13 - 17; 'He -translated us into the king_doin o" t~v.:: 

Son of His love, --- and in Him all things consist.' 

Enoch LXII. 6; 'The kings and the mighty 3nd all who f:os-

sese the earth will glorify and bless and extol hiir_ (~un of 

I.:an1 who rules over ailil. • 
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J:. -- ' ~ -~ ~ 

dol.J ini or.., 

not b '2 des t.ro:)~ ed a 
1 

kina;, tre son of David, -- ~:tnd let hL~~L rei({n over Iu;·::v::.l t:llJ 

s ervcnJ.t, ' 

'V\T.J..- ~-. • ... ·'--1: f "'T • .f\ f' • t' t 1 A v ..... ·- _ r: t-: 1 s J: ... ur e r o.1n s 1n · :L: t'J •? ·n :1.y 

the strength of his wor1. 1 

God, is over t~em. 1 

XVII. '.( ·) • t 
•..J .:.,.. ' 

Ol)e:..'lly ov~-r. all the eart}:. 1 

Christ the Lord.' 

'/'·.11 :--\ .... _._··e ,n<),_~-~-~-- :-_!_; .... ,_ .. -~.·- -t,-1 .. ·7 ·r ,.--~ -~ ·· 1.' ·-· ~ ~' -- . • . r ~:: ..._ .::--. -~- ~ l. g ;;, 

JC/III. 8; 1 Un(:.e~' tr·1e rod of cbasti3em.-::nt of 

Christ tLe l:UT'l, i!R fe·.-r.r of his (!-od. • 

XVII. 47; • This is the suitability of t.l.Je 

:"::-ing of Israel which (suitability) God knows) to set him -clp 

ov~r th::· house of Israel to trai:.~ tJ.!.ei:l. t 

XVII. 51·; • The Lord himS·2lf is our kine:; unto 

the :.tge and be:· und. 1 

Enoc~'l XL~tr I I. 5; 

bo~ the knee be~ore him. • f,- • h) ,_,_·:essla 
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MESSIAHj REVEAJ.Jffi. 

Gal. I. 12.; 

us Christ. t 

'I received it --- thruuc)i'--.:-··· revelation of Jes-

Col. II. 3; 'Chriat~in wbom are all the t:reasures cf v."is-

dom and knowledge hidden. • 

Epbt III;;· ;1 - 5; 1By revelation was made knovvn unto me t:r·c 

mystery --- of the Christ which 

His holy apostles and prophets. 1 

has now been reveale~ to 

1 Cor. IV. 5; 'Until the Lord come, who both will bring to 

light the hidden things of darkness and will .1lUltke mp.nifest the 

counsels of the heart.' 

2 Tim. I. 8 - 10; 'God's pDll:pose and g~ace which was given to 

us in Christ Jesus before times eternal, but has now been ntan-

ifested througl,;:tbe appearing of our saviour Jesus Christ, ,.vl;o 

abolished death and brought life :md incorruption to light 

through the Gospel. ' 

Enooh XLVI. 3; 1The Ron of T-:tan --- who reve:.,ls all the tTeaB-

ures of that which is ~idden,• 

XLX.l'~ 2 - 4; 'He (lfessiab). ia mighty in, all the secrets 

of righteousness. --- He \vill j udgf~ the secret t11ings and no 

one will be able to utter a lying word before Him.• 

LXI. 8, 9; ' .,,, :ne Elect One 

to ju(igc .. their secret ways. t 

J.J~I. 5j 'These measures 

shall lift His countenunc~ 

will reveal everything that is 

hidden --- and those that have been destroyed --- that the~' 

may return and stay themselves on tl1e da7 of tr:e Elect One. • .. 
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Rom. V. io; 

V. 17; 

t We ~;~.·H..1 .. :. 1 be saved by his life. ' 

'.They will. reign in life throut_{li th.e one Jesus 

Christ. ' 

VIII. 2; 1 The Law of tl:e Spirit of life in Christ Jesus 

has fr.eed thee.' 

10; 'If Christ ia in you, the spirit is alive on 

account cf r igJ::teousness.' 

1 Cor. "Arv. 22; 'In Christ all shall be made alive. • 

45; 'The last Adan1 became a life g,iving spirit.' 

2 Cor. IV. 10 - 11; 1 Tha.t also t11e li!!e of Jesus in our body 

may be 1na.nifested --- that also tl1e life cf J:-:sus nlay be 1r~u.ni-

fested in our mortal flesh. f 

Col. III. 4; 'VJhen Christ is manifested who is our life 2 then 

also you with Him w~ll .be manifested in glory. 1 

l Thess., IV. 16; 'The dead in Cr1rist will arise fil~st.' 

2 Tim. 1. 16; 'Our Saviour Christ jesus --- brought to light 

life qnd incorruption.• 

1 Co:r. "A-v. 21 i 'By man came aleo the resurrection of the dead. • 

57; 'Thanks be to God who giveth us tpe victory 

through our Lord Jesus Christ. • 

Charles (Enoch XLVI. 3) writes, 'The I~~ressiah is conceived in 

the Sin1ili tudes as --- tbe reveal er of all things. His a,ppettr~ 

anoe will be the.signal for the revelation of Good u.nd the un-

masking of ~vil; will bring to light eveTything; that. is .hidden, 
,-

alike in the inv~sibl~ woJ:ld ?f righteousness and the hidden 

world of sin 1 (XLVI. 3; XLXX. 2, 4) ~and )Nil1; recu.ll to life 

those that have pnished on lahd ·anal sea and tllose that are 

in Sh,eol and Hell (m. I; LXI. 5). E'vi:l when once~ unmasked 

will vanish from His presence (XLIX. 2).' 



.J2 Contd. 

P.ets XX. 28 - 'Take heed to :· :J"~)_rsel ves 

flock --..:. to sllfjl)tt·l·d t..hr2 church of God --- ~rievous r~ ul v::lS 

will enter in i;Unong you net spu.r ing t~'1·: flook .. 1 

E:ph. IV. 11; 

Psalm of Solo1non XV.II. 44, 45; 'Strvn; in his vvorks u.rHJ 1rrigl:t.) 

in God's fear, 8lte:pherding the flqck of tnc Lord i·~-~ .: ... r .. i t}.J ;;md 

righteousness and He will not permit any to be weak among them· 

in their pa.sture.' 

liL~IA1~I 1~. 

St. Paul coms ide:red ___ that . tl1e Messiah's hu:··Jctni t~- 'NUS 

consubsta.ntially t11e S:.lrne O.B our.s. H~; :i;_,t-s clotl~ed in l·nr.;-~.:-~n 
"; 

' ' ~1 i'l<sh-( /(ot-rtt{ a-df/Cc(-' Ror:--1 .. I. 3; IX. 5;. He was in the fon:·~ of c~ .. 

slavej~ofl y.'~rSotAovPhil. II. 7}. He was suscepti'ble to d~::~tth, 

Rem. VI. 9; 2 Cor. XIII. 4. 

Enooh XC. 37; • A. i,\ .. hi te bull was boJ.~n, ·;;'i th large horns. 

Charles :i.n loo. writes 1l.1e have here the Ufessiah coming forth 

from the boson1 of tbe co.rrununi ty. He is a man only but yet a 

glorified man. • 

Gal. IV. 4; 'H' 0 , f ( ' ;> - /_) . ~S '-"lOU WaS rnaue 0 a WOman )-:1- ,_.. r t-,_.Or ~IC yv~uco.s/, 

born under law. ' 

St.' Paul has not mentioned the virgin-birth. "':tot 

from his silenoe cannot be inferred his denial of this doc·trin?. 
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I.:ES SI .Al-l ; 

St. ?~u.l J.'ego.reed t:-;e ;';Tessir~h as cf Duvid' s seed. 
7 , . /\ \(' ' / 

RoM. I • 4 ; t' /( rr n E-flr oc To s u "' er t-, IJ A « -r G( r-oe I' k r;(. 

' ' ~ .A /() . :>J " X F K t:r 71 ~pM~ 7 D s LJ o( y ~, J 2 'I' im. I I • 8 ; . '7 o-o v ..- f' er-r o "' - - 1 / · 

Psalm of Solomon XVII. 2-~5; 'Behold 0 lord and raise t1·1·:;D u.r:: 

their king 1 u ~ ~_., ~ o< Yt'f ·--- tbat he may reign. • 

Isa. XI. 1; 'A shoot will go fort~ out of the root of Jesse 

u.nd Q. sprout out of his . .root wil~ascend. 

SON OF MAN. 

There are sorr1e diificul ties connected 'i\ri th this ~x-

pression in Enoch~ as it has three differ2nt Ethiopic render-

ings; it es filius hon1inis, . (XLVI. 2, 3, .:1; XIJVIII. 2). 

filius pro lis matris viv-entit.un (LXII. '7, 9 a 14; 

LXIII. ll; LXIX. 26a 27; LXX. 1; LXXI. 17), u.:nd these are the 

greater as t~..,e Ethio~ic transl~:t.tor can only have had one and 

the same pgrase before him~ i.e. J C'\ ,... ':) I) , 
utos -rov ocv i e.u 71ou 

For t}·'e 8eptuagint invariably us~s 
t' ) L\ , 

V,O$ O(V C7f'lA17iOc.J 

as a rendering of n'T~-r:l. a.nd w1.lH-)~>and exact 

GreeK: equivalents of the Ethiopic expressions are hardly con-

ctevable --- there is no stri~t un,formity of rendering in the 

Ethiopic Bible. <: ' (Jf 0 s is rendered by Proles mat-

ris viventium in Mum.· XXIII. 19; Psa.~ms VIII. 4; CXLIV. 3; 

CXLVI. 3,; (in tl1e last two instances 1 t\vo distinct Hebrt:~·ll{ ex­

pressions are used)~ but by filius prolis matris viventiwL in 

~s.u.m LXXX. 17. This latter rendering is practically tllt' a.u-
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MESSIAH; SON OF :VLAH. 

thorized one in the Etbiopic as it is found througl1out Ezek-

]'ilius viri and filius hominis in t~1.c Ethiopic text 1~:::(/ be 

synonymous and the va.r iation may be due to the ourelossneas of 

the translator.' (Charles in note on Enoch XLVI. 2.) 

'In the Rabbinic _literature, from the second century 

onward, indic~tions of the Messianic inter:prr:~t;;;.tion of t::e vi­
{1) 

sion in Du:niel VII. are not wanting but theJ are not p:rominent.•·~; 

Various theories of this title hav~ been :pTopounded; 

(1) 'I tt has been t<:.llcen to mean the 1~!essiab with ~1)ecial refer-

ence tch its use in llaniel. --- The Danielic conception ha~:; un-

doubtedly_ influenced the meaning of this ti1l:e in the UeYl Tes-
. 

tament in c·:::rt:Jin instances; but in the majority of in-

stances it is wholly ina:pplicable 1 i.e. when it is used in ref­

erence to the homelessness of Christ (p .. Matt. VIII. 20), or 

his aversion to asceticism (XI. 18, 19), or his co:~ning not to 

be ministere.d unto but dlo minister(S .. l[ark X. 45); or hi-s des·-

tiny to be rejected of the chief priests and scribes and to be 

put to daath (VIII. 31). 

{2) It is taken to mean the ideal man, the typical, :representa-

tive 1 uni~ue man 1 ~his title in our Lord's use of it, 

implied a consciousness of .His complete ,Participtttion in hwn~~-n 

nature, us well ao u dis~inctive difference between Himself 

und mankind. This smpposition --- fails to show any fitness in 

th~~ n1aj cri ty of cases. It is moreover un anachronism in hist-

ory and thought. 

{3) That Jesus chose the expression to designate Hirns::'lf :v-:. -:a 

man, not as a man in the ideal sense, but as one who partio:i.iJa:-

{'J K~f, <;)~"J ;f~ Hi; .u;s; 



OF :u.&~. 

• ;j • • .j... th -· . 1 . t . ..,,, . ~ + • . t , 
t. ~-~u l n ~ l_, •• e j}an~e l.C concep ~on. --- "J. r} ~s U:-'·~I:JJ...:..~na V 1 'Jli ~~-A· .. r-: e 

standpoint of histGry o~ exesesis. 

(4) That this title means the ideal man --- ·J.:i tb z.:... fuller and 

more de·fini te content o:;r subswning un<leT it the concr::r:.tion cf 

the servant of Jehovah in Isa.iuh .. 

the difficulties of (2) and incurs~.; furth =:!:' d.isabili ties of 

its own. 

The above interpretations --- ~.1..re too Eubj eotive cr.l:l 

one-sided, and the.Y all·more or lass ignore the historicnl .. 

facts of t1;e- :t.ge. --- The expression ·is ::'our..d in tte Gospels, 

(30 ~ 14 +25 +12 times), ~din Acts VII. 56, Rev. I. l:.S; 

XIV. 14 • {1) The title Son of ~.:an in lmoch was un·: oubtedly 

.Jerive:.:l from :Daniel VII., but --- in D::tniel tl1~ :phrs.;:-:ie see:ns 

lr~erely symbolical. of Isra~l --- and i3 indefini~e. In Enocl1 

it denotes u supej·nu.tural i'eJ··son --- CtD\) 

and diatinctiYe. ---

(~) ~he Similitudes (Enoch XXA~II. LXXI) furnish t11·2 first. 

ature.---

(3) The Son cf 1·.f.afi ~-.as portrayed in these 8imili tudes is a sup-

ernatural being and not ~:. mere man. He is not even ·~'!onceive6 

a.s beinG; of human ies:.;ent, as th0 T!essiah in E.noch XC •. ~7. 

He siti> on God's throne LI. 3, -which is li}~e·-'vise his U'·;r: throne 

LXII. 3:.5; LXJ;X. 27, 29; 1:oseesses univeJ:sul dominion, LXII. 6, 

and all judgm.ent is conuni tted unto Him, XJ.JI. 9; LXIX. 27. 

(4) Though the phrase was a current one 1 our Lofd's use of it 
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must have been an enigma. not only to the people ~en.c?,rt-tlly, 

but ~lso to his imrne,:: i:::- t_e disc i:ples so 1Ttuch so thu. t t~1ey sl"'-l.'c.A.r..}; 

from uaing it; for, as we kno\V) it is used in the GoS:fiels only 

by our Lord in speaking of Himself.' ( Cha.rles 3 ·mnoch, P.,.pp. J:,). 

PP.ROUSIA. 

o.f his· moutb nnd bring to nought by tht:~ manifestation of l"Iis 

-coming.' 
.J 

Enoch L.r'X.II. ~2; ''I'he v1ord of Fis mouth slew :.::'.11 tlle sinner~:;.' 

Psalln of Solon-~on x·\'.II. :27 i 'T11.::1.t tbe Son of Da.vi:J. ma~r dnstro~y 

t~1e 
., , , ') ""' sinful G.-:ntiles l-t-- Aoyw d"-T(Jpto<.-ros otvrou 

. , ~ , at His r{_::blJ.ke 

the Gentiles shall flee 1':rom before His face. t 

2 ~hess I. 9a ~0; 1Who shall auffeJ.' punishment» even ete:cnal 

'In the coming of our Lord Jesus Ch~ist 

Stun ton (173 - 175) i':J. regard to the :.(essial1' s 

future ap}'earing su:;1.:; up t11e teaching o~ Enoch {XXXVII - J.JLXI .. 

eenerully; and in :particulat I.JI; XLV. 3; LV. 4; LXI.. 4·, n a g; 

LXII. 1 1 5 - 9, 14; LXIX. 26 - 29;) 

UlJO~~ ~)inners 1 and all the might:l of the world viiill p;:.;.y Eim 

momage. He will iudgP the dead as ~0ll " -
"._.. .~,.,,., ~ ll' Vl ..... 'J' !'"IV>,, _,.. 1 ... ·•:: ,.;[_,_ .1.1.::,;. '-"-'1-J ""-~-··-

len spirits uo ~ell as m0n. He will be the J' o.J· · of t 1·• ,-~ ....... ~ ·.;·1.-. + ,:-._ • J • ,.. .J.. .J.~.,;;~' ' ... '"" 

pus~ und it will be ±het~ blessed privilege to dwell in inti-

mat<·~ comrminion with Him. --- Lofty tl.S much of the lan~1.l~.lcr:· or 



·;:;ncch io J we Jet are im:presead, ur:.·_, it i~ felt stil.J. i"!~ur·e 

cl er.::~ 1~· ·an re-:"Ldine the Book of 'J.'J.'J:_·ee Parables LtG :t \i·fl:--t o 1 e , •tii th 

a (J is tanc e between the .r~~Tees iah and God, such ar::! ,,;) !J•f ~? cic x:u t f.~-· el 

Christology of this fragmr_;n t occupies CL s tran::..;,e middle ,posi= 

tion between thd :.:;enuine Je:-:;;ish and genuine Christian clocumen t. • 

JUSTIFICATION". 

1 8alv=:.tion hy the \ivorks of tbe J.Jaw,-• Fom .. III. ~8; Cfal. II. '1/··-

17. Yet tb.s t~~.ru theories hav:::- some 111.a tters. in common. 

(1) A desire for ric;::-~teousness ·,;ras comuun to butb. According 

to Moul ton and Geden 1 s cone ordanc e thougb S 1 

1

/<., 1 o .r is i1 ~:::a-.r· ly 

evenly distributed throuzl1ou·t tll(:: H·3'.V 'l'est.::t.n!:~n t (Pctulir...e 17 2 

U thers 57 timeS) yet i 't.:3 C ogn..:.~.tes r I Kd.. I o a-v
1
v7J {Pa .. uline 58 J 

ot_~1ers 34 times) J £, /( D( I o'w {'P~:)uline 27, 0 t}Jers l~~ ~~,in:cs ), 
I 

J' 1 I< ot 1 w~ o< (Pauline 5, o t~·1ers 5 times), J 1 1c.. 0(_ /
1 
w .s 

(Pnuline 3, o th: :rs 2 times.f, an(! S 1 K o( / w fr"'/ s {P:lul ine 'ti•ti·::?e 

only) occur frey_uently in the P~xuline writings and St)i,1f''N11.it 

gint t~.ccorflin6 to Bue;ster's concordanoe theee ·.rvords· are nuuer-

ous ( f,/.:.cuos Psalms 55, Isaiah 20, others 240; J'l4a<lorrt,7 
Psalms 84, Is&bh 54, others 131; d. 1 

1/CoC/OfAJ Ps~1.l:ns 5, 

Isaiah 8, others 1'7; r,,<-o<l~o( psalms 35, Ist.ti:.;..h o, 
others 94: £'I /( oC / t.V S Psalms 0, Isu.iah 0, o t:·,ers 5 times; 

$1 /( tJ. 1
1 

{JJ rr-1 s Lev • :O:IV. 22 only). This righteousness a Saul 
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c 

the Pl1arisee, like all other Pharisees, regarded as tp.e su1rurJ..ul~. 
, 

bonum u.nd he considered that it ol.lght most diligently to he 

sought. This rit:;l1teou:aneas was to be acqu.ired b:>r man through 

works. St. Paul after his convers-ion still sou~1Jt rig·;~~teous-

ness 1 but it was a rigt.teousness of God to be apprehended by 

man through f~-1.ith. "In considering the meaning and a.Pl'lic:J .... 

tion of these tern1s ( dl~ o( 1 os etc. ) , it is im:pc.Jr tan t to 

pl~oe ouzselves at the right point of view~ that is, of St. 

Paul h~self, a Jew of the Jews, and not either Greek or lled-

iaeval or "TT.odern. Two main facts have to be borne in mind in 

reS~d to the history of the "ords d/}(Df.' os and l',k,.,o,..!,( 

--- (1) There was a sense in whicl1 the Greek words covered the 

whole range of r .ight a.c tion {Eth. Hie. V. 1 J 15, S, IC« 1 o u-J "[ = 

' wit;h the single qualification that it was w~o.s 

Q ~ 
t-rt-fov,the duty to one's neighbou::;,. (.8) yet in :pl.'a.ctice it wa.s 

far more commonly used in the narroYit!n' sense ec11ne: of Justice, 

either distributive OT corrective. The Platonic designation 

of dtl<o<lvo-t~..-, as one of the four ct.lrdinal viJ·tues (Wisdom, 

Temperance, and Courage or Forjz:igude being the others) had :.1. 

decisive and lasting influence on the whole subsequent history 

of the word in the usage of Greek Philosop}Jy. --- 'rhe :::-eLl 
)} 

\ I 
standard of Greek mor;.tls was rather ro 1<~)\ o v --- than T~ J',';coclo~. 

The tendency to narrow the meaning of the word d1 K 0( 'oo-:,7 1vae 

still more intensified by the use of· the r~atin language, which, 

not having an equiv~len t for the wider 1neaning, employed i'u.sti-

tia. "The origin of the fundamental idea" W&:i perhapsL"bcin~ 

in the right as a :party" in a lu.wsuit 1 and f/k( 1neant l)L>t:rbaps 

first •usage', then 'right' ''because usage was the earliest 
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eov.aness' may have gr<J·Nn u:p out. of tJ.1:~ practiJ e cf rr ihli ti v~:~' 

justice.n .Ho~.rever, "in any case the Jev1 of St. Paul's ~l.::~,,/, 

-\;i/ha.tever his faults) assigned no inadequate plaael\to Hig:lteou~-­

ness. It was wit::' h_i.\ll really the highest moral ideal, the 

priricipal of all action 1 the goal of all effort." 
. (' , 

12) The forensic metming of o tk~' o c.J and it;:; cogn~·~.tes was 

1 tc pronqubce righteous. • In so far as. the r•..J::._ son '_pro-

of'umnestJ·' or'fo:r;iveness. • But it co.nnot mean tu 'nu .. t}\:.-· 

r ig11 teous.-' 

I. Words, such as 
, ~ ,.. 
~ ~ IOUV~ 

c. ""' ocr-touv, 

fro~r~ ':l1t;; n.:.~ture of things signify to deem .. to aocount, to 

II. fiu.nday and :-~ei. .. Ldl:~tlr: q,uote Godet to the effect "th~lt theTe 

is no example in the whole .of classj_co..l li teratuxe where the 

word equals 'to make righteous. ''' 

III. nThe word occurs some forty five times n in tl1e Old Tes-

tament and Apoory!)ha -·- "al\vays or almost always with· the 

forensic sense. 

IV. 'I'he word has a. like usf:t~e in the Pseude:pigra:phic Tio· . .JlcJ .. 

V. The New Test~nent usage is "no less predominant and unmis-
, 

t~\kable." of. especi_ally Rom. IV. 5. (Sanday and 1Teadltw 29-31) 

(3) "The idea of imputation also has its roots in Jewish theo­

logy .. and "maybe compaxed with the Jewish doctrine that the 

will to perform any commandment is t(quivalent to itsv·a.ctual 



33, Ct.d. JUSTIFIC.A.TIO~T. 

performance --- and with the J~.;.fvish concei_:Jtion t.hat ma.n' s o'sn 

righteousness might be sup:vlemented b:;·· the merits of the 

Fathers!i (Quoted by Thackeray pat~f~ 88_, frur:1 V.7,-:bcT). "But here, 

although the root idea of the imputation of another • ~; xic;,1t-

eousness is corrrinon iro St. Paul and tl"1e .Je·N, we cannot ma.kc t1,..te 

:pa.rallel so close as to say that Christ • s riglJteousn~~s·;J. ii.~ i·;t-

puted to us just ;_:.s the merits -of t~1e dead V~1:tr iarel:1s W2J.>:J im-

puted to their descendants. -0,or St. Paul never s=.~.eo.ks of 

Christ's :ci.ghteousness being imputed to ~..~s, but only of the 

righteousness of God being ma.de. ours through Ci1rist)" cf, ~2 ~" 

Cor. V. 21~ Phil. III. 9. The ultim~;_te source of St. PD .. ul's 

thought i~ per:ta:ps in t~_l.e Ps:~· .. lL1S and Isaiah. 1 He shall re-

ceive a blesRing from t:·-:t; I.ord and righteousness fror.1 the Gael 

of liis salvation',Psalm XXIV. 5. 'l:T:-/ salvation is near to 

come and My rigJ1t2ousness to be reve:JJledJ Isaiah r~vr. 1; cf. 

XLVI.. 13; I .. I. 5 ~ 0 ;- X!.JV. 25. ( Thacker~'Y 88 - 90). 

1\vo contrasts oet.".Jeen the Pauline t:U'l(;, the Jewish 

ideas are worthy of notice. 

(1) Uncertainty versus assurance of acceptance. "Accord-

ing to the Jew•s imagination God holds a continual court with 
( 1 
His frunily above, before which tJ1e deeds of men raas un.dc~:r: 

review. ---- The whole world undergoes judgement daily,. and, 

like the individual, is pronounced righteous or the reve:rne 

according as its meri-ts are or u.re not in'the majority at the 

moment. The r-esult .of this is that man is in a eon tinual 

state of uncertaint:r as to his acceptance ~efore God." (Tha.ok-

eray 81 - 83.) Very different is the PP-.uline conce-ption of 

assurance. 

t?~~ V./. 

'-Being justified by faith, we :nave t(:'aoe with ,.. J .. .._,ou; 
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ChriBt Jesus_,' ;·,cL1, VIII. 1; of. verses 31 - 39. 

value of wo:rks. St. ~Paul repudiat·es 12 any r:1c~i ts in iiJorks of 

la:H ttnd asserts ·that by w·orks of law shall no flesh 'Je justi­

fied;' (Rom. III. 20 i Ga.l .. II. 16; I~l. lJ); and that t~1cr·r.~ i3 

~::~nother righteousness attainable without ·;t~xks_, (S', KO(/ o rr-,: vi 

wa1.·d which 
J 

oj S J.'col'~>'\~;t,~o{l.1 10--' .,.,.:.-or•f:···'"":-f· --,,~r..l'"'-QT'J'-11'iY1;~C' Qf' t 111·:. 1:·:;.;; -1 :;,J ,.,-f' ..L. -..,., .., . .._.... J- .L. \- ·- . .) J:' .._. . .._ \... ._. V ,a:, V ... a.. ..... ~ ... • ._ .._, - J. • _. w ... - ~ ,;! .,.. ~. ...,/ ..Ar 

us in"E.om. IV. 4 -

not Te;:!koned as of gri.:!.Ce but of debt.. But to hiJn that ·,;'Jo.:r~,;~tl·: 

is :re:!kone.J for riJ;htt;oushess,' ( Thacker<.J,~' 84). 

vation is t~~e t7-ntirely novel element in t.he doctrine of St •. 

Paul. Faith 6ccupiecl no place or a ·very subsi,3 iaJty 
(1) . 

one in 

the ordina.r.t JE:.,: ish con.Jeption of righteousness. tt "St.:. Pa\J.l 

:1:..~~:; no ·.·lfheTe expresslj ... explair:.ec~- th::l notion of faith; and. v:i t1'1-

ou·t d-Jubt for this :rea.:::.on, that the original sense :..n JJhic1'1 he 

I ' uses the worda 7T trr -r ~u~tv, -n 'rr,.s, \-Jau ir_ no ,,,'C1Y peeu1iar, 
. » 

but t}1e sense in /-lhi_ob theJ wer-::· orJinarily UD'.iexstood. cf. 
q 

1 Cox. 7\I. 18 i Hom. YI. 8; X. 9; In ttc:JQ flL't.SBu.ges 
, 

/1 I trTf-U (:-f V 

(1) . Thacker:.t.:>T 85. 
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L_;rcunds ·wbich tJ.Xt~ n.ot of_~ lv~ically bir:: ... ~j_r .. ~ n.; tur~~. 
> , 

f- 7/, q-rc- u cr~v , 

Rom. IV. lS, P~xill 1 s faith --- is a being C{l}-;_vinced of sc;r,?-

,, ,., 
. of se~1.suous experience. Yet it h~l.S more _tba.n this .:::;:~:neral 

It has its t:cue object in God, or more parti:~-

ul.arly in His revelation of s:i.lvation. --- Justifying f.:.~~i th 

is ;,;l tl'USt in relation to God, •uho Taised Christ fro:11 the 

dead and who justifie.~ the ungodly, Ram. IV. 24-; V. It is the 

inward recognition of Christ as the Lord, and therefoT;;\ ;1 .::r:J1;-

jection of t1-:e will to the dominion of Christ. ·Consequently 

fai tb 1nay be de.scribed also _as an a.c t of obedience_, (?o;~l. X. 16); 

(. . I ..... ? \ ' .... """e! en·u;v···l·;;:.n.l.. to 7T I g--, L. V E-ll/ U //o( J'(OU~IY ·To/ (-UfX.rrt-1\''?i::l.w '1 .a. ,:..., t.:. t..; ,, r \ ----

Yet not in some such sense a .. s a 1norally e;ood disposition 1 

intention and cn.:l.eavuur to 1,erform tr1e will of c-:u\1? or the 

fulfilling of the 1~~~.~;~ in principle. This 'Noulcl ehtirely p2r-

V·>:J!'t the Pauline notion of justifying .fai t11. --- It is tl1e 

absolute surrende:r of the whole n1an to God. --- It is :.J; 

trustful acceptance· of the giflt of fnv-our off~red by God. 

It· is ttte setting of the human heart in the right relati·on to 

God. --- It is tl1e being incorporated \Vi th the object of sal-

vation itself in a mystical unity of love and of life. --- It 

is u. laying hold of and ap11ropriating the principle of Stl.l-

va:jion for our ·own princ iplt~ of lif•_; J..nd finall:-/ it ~-3 t:1i0 

princirle of ::.1-lJI>ropri.J .. tion devel·i..o:ped in th,~: whole :Jour~)~:, of' 

the life of snlvation. ~;_\fo a~pec ts of f. 1 i th rem~ in to .,J 1:.· no-
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17. lt ::.t,l,nits of d.?,srees. It is C'1.f',>.hlz~' :.;f ;Tuvt~-~ J.nd al-3o 
(2) 

of diminution. 

"Among all th:: va.rious usages, of t.~e \'CT;.-_i. 

Epistles,." 
r , 

I. -Fid•jli t:l of God_, Eo;;:. III. 3o 
t , 

.II. :Faith for t~--~c ~~xercise of spi~ituc:.l 2:i:'"'t~3, ~;(YirJ.. XII. 3,C,. 
~ , 

III.-s~~:ti th ~ike .AJ:·ra11:--:jn 13 in tlrt~ ~ulfil·:tt~nt o.f r::,>2-:!ises,..,. 

~ , 
IV. F.~1i t11 :rr::li'b~::;rate .J.-~:~ t~l;;j ke:/note of chu.ru.Gte::_, Rom. IV,. 

c. ~ 

V. Faith a ;:;eneT;tl acceptc~nce of Christiani tj', no·.r: .. I .. 5; 
filA 

X\TI. _., ..., 
-.::o. 

strdlng . .. ,.., .. ~_~,~.J.. £\""").,..--..-·t·-~··-c u n 1. 1 a ~::- n :.. .... · . .., , .. •:: ..._; . !,n c , ..: , 

XYV. 1 , 22 f., c f • I • l 7 • 
f , « 

VII.F~ith in Jesus Christ, not mer~ly ~Bs~n·t or adhesionJ 

bnd u1.ust effective motive pc·.~.-0:· Qf vthich humun ch:.: .. rn.cter is 
(3) 

cap ab 1 e. " 

I , 
erences to 77 I r:r T t:- U lAJ 51 1 to 33) to 

(2) Pf.l -, 1' _, er :... -~, r-_, U. 1_, .
1 I. 160 - 171. 

( 3 ) Sand ay and TT dad lrun 33 • 34. 
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' ~ to 7/tCT-rot..J l2.J to //ltrT&JS 1. 

, 
nt,. "?:_lul 5i., otl:Jers 189; TttrrTt.Kos 

XII. 
I 

77 I t::T"" 7 0 .S 

, 
tc 77 I rr TE-o tJ 

, I 

utherB. 33; 77 I trTIS S t • Paul 14 •.J , o t i'; er s 1 C 2. ; 77 1 ~, o o / « 1 

2 T~n. III. 14 only~ 

t.L'3 use of f.~:..ith Bhtn.\ld be nei tner so hig::1 nor so def'ini t·~. 

Ps. of Sulomon. --~~.:'II. :±5; 

, I 

l-v att:r-T!-1 ' /C. el., 

' #0 ~0( IVWV 

In the oth~~ houks ~t i~ ch2racte~istic of his stilijeat. Tr1u::-1 

VII. 4·4 (114); Ar; o v • B .·1.r • L I V. 5 , 2.1. ; J ... V I I • :2 ; 

opera et fides, still in ~;onnectcion · . .:itJ~, tbe la.st thinL,s, :::llt. 

> ·t ! ' ,,., i ~ )'' ~ -: .... 
:. ·~· ..L - \.1 J () L d J .l.. ;;;~ 



, • -· • .I. creU1 1Jlv, is et -.. r idel~, .it 

RT. .,....._ -
J, ~tU .i 

,. .... I .... ~ 1,) 
. ,- .: i .. ..L .l. ..!. • W-_; • 

4 Ezr:::. ~0.7 • 3 i ' 1 • n -·r- -1--u.T'bt::ll""J_ '-s:- l·:n~re•~l:t.l ~ .1-,,t,:.·~ (:. __ ; c,-_-~-I"~ .. t.l· •-• ~ ) ~--~ ~ \oJ - C.. • J, :...1 t,. .. V .L V .- •... ;. .... ..- .L. ·w~,:.l.> ._. .• ~ .... ~7:1 - .... - ~ 

{ 4.) 

,. 
rll8 .. , a "'(~,r 6 ) \ ten. ;-, ,. • .. 

ly about faith, ti'l\:.' l!.t'J~t .r8rfect. rJf v~~-:.tue-s (-r~y 

in God is ~iHl so-'-'~ .:or k u~" r i,e;l': t.; o tlcmeas ( f,.tcuou-:7s oC:;-r& /'": ~rov :fro,.) 
J' .> , r"o > \ / , (' , 

J.Je mi.z:cat. l .. ,:r. ,-9; avtc. ~tr -rwv 0(7Tor~,, f-7o<.-rCJv l-77,of-,,<,..?t-v7 
' ro 

I·.-

, ' u<y-ol {f 0 V 

, 
f:IC 

')l···(·,e"r~- -i·1cnn-· -i .::1+ -~--; ·.·r.1..! t>1 h1' :-: f"~l. _...,_1 {G•""£1 {; ... .._-'.L.../ .,._L .. ~ ~l V '-' ..._ ... ~ vr- .. ..1.1 V ~~ : .. ~ ~ IJ_ 1 ... ·• "") - I ·~; • //~7lo'/"=E 

' TtJV 

i:1f irmi ti ~a; 

i1: f r:~llil.b le [lOO:i 

, 
77oAoxrov,av .. Abr;_.}J,~,:i. ;··{.;:; liable tc J-~1xn-:.·;,n 

a:"Sr'lut~ 1 ·r ~--·F>r~f::·c 1- 1-u.J.-.. · _, ..... .L.,· .. e ··· ·.. · '-' ~ .. · L-

i rl·~ r ~~ ( 1 u l i t. ,_r .. 

·16 ) JT ·.t.i th in G.· .. <l tt _ n ; q 

·~· Vr J e on'! .. :t 3 u.r· :.: 1 r1 i ., 

'7 v p o( u-, /' ; r o( 
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De -r:obili ta.te" is ::;. a i ,J t -:..:. :-~::::V ( · be er~. 

. . , 
u.ctlve me.:1.n1n.s; 1 n ,rr,,s 

f .) ( } 

tht:! ~<'5:3iV~~ sense, Li·.:l(~lity, Gon3tan(!}, unle::J;:J Ulo:::' 

4) br-·· ) - - , 
~~.s:::.i::.i there is c.u ::l~:t.t·t:· 1nst~:..nc~~ of 77/ rr--ro.s 

(6) 
t:·1 :_; puss i v:::; sense • 

in~ its2lf into no~i~e. 

Fc~~lus .. xr .. ·v~I .. 15 i -c,~; Hi~ (s~_i/t1UC1' s) f~li t•:1f·~:llness ( f.v 71 ,'tr,~,) 

he ~.vas four.:c~ a true (i/1\.f/flo<.~&...,) prophejJ ~nd by 

his r~1i thfu.lness ( , ' 
rv 

in vision. 

XJ.-~IX. 10; He comfor teC .T:-.tcob ·tn··J d~~li vereO. them in 

f::.t.i ti1 uf hrJJ.i ;;:; ( Ev , 
77 ,~_,~, 

, .., 
O(urw , 

it nut imputed to him fer rJ.snter~:_~._ane-35 

£-: s S' I lt 11( 1 tJ. cr-C: v '7 v j) ? 

all ir. the T:ebr e:·.·,r scr i,P tu :res of tiv3 Old r1'·?.S t·Haen t. It is in-· 

( ~ 

o c·V -~n:_l.Yl ts) th~tt undt'T tr;.e l:.Lv the f e~lJ- of t1·1 ·~ Lord i.L) J ,.., s ver~--

( 5 ) 

92 - g~.,~. 

r·· '11"' t 1' <11~ S .,, ,. ': c l 5 ~ 
J.... ~ '-"' l J .;,;;''-'·L. -~~ ..... 0 fi' .. 
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much t11 ~:~ · same pluoe as fait ll in ::rud., f:J.i th in C~·:r :.at, un~~'- !~~:_ ... 

~ I :J 

sation,· tl."'ust in tl1~:. l::.1tter .. Thoug}I I-' -v (}•::' 

not found in the Old 

indeed a trust in the Infinite anct Unseen, subordinating there-

to n.ll interests vlhich are finite Hnd tranzi t:vry, i:3 tl1os \~:}::t~:-" 

essence of tbe higher spiritual life. In Abr~JJ1axn, the :f~tth.~·-:.:-

of the chosen race 1 tr)is attitude of trustfullness -.uaa most 

mar~ed there is , Lightfoot thinks, sufficient eviden~e 

in tJ:'le Je~vi;::;iJ schools, variously discussed and commentec..l. upor., 

for the .:'ull~~r and~·:nore .s_piritutll teaching of the Apo::3tl,:s~ 

of Christ.. --- In Philo' s j·~·ri tings t'l-:::: life and charactr:cr of 

Abrr:1h::urt are again and again commented upon. 1I'he passage of 

Genesis (XV. S) --- is ·."'uoted or referred to at least ten 

times --- sometimes indeed faith id deposed from its eover~i~n 

throne by being co-ordinated with pthety, or by being regardeJ 

as the reward rath::r than the souroe of :t Godl:• life. :Jut 

far more generally it reigns supreme in hie." theology. It i.::;; 

f , ( , (' 

the most :Perf:;?-ct of virtues, t~1e Q,ueen of vi±tuea a the only 

sure and inf:Jllible ~c(;d, th~ solace of life, the ful.C'ilrn·::nt 

of wortr1y ho,Pes 1 barren of ~tvil an:J. f-ertile i.n g:ood, the re­
~ 

..,. - (l I~' 

pudiation or· the powers of evil (l<oC 1<o aot '/"ovlo(.l «1lo_r,...tcJn-Y.,th(~ con-

fession of piety(t-~rrt:-(Jt-f~s ,.,.;:J(ns), the inheritance of h~t~.!J;li­

ness(E-~~«'fl"v/oe.s KA7fos~the entire am~::-lioration of th~~ soul-, 

which lenn~::; for supp-ort on Him, Who is thf~ cause of u.ll t1 1 J.·nc~·-~ 
(.:,•;) , 



JJ 

"" . (') "'t· '"V\"c····l' ,..,.L.. n_! __ ,,,_-1-,, 1._··r .. T,1,"_,f·.:l .. Q'1t.·,.',.li~I' 1L"t_.:'l'10:
1

.1. 8t~l'.'t_.')_lt'.· ·.' .. -.L! l_l.' '.)"~''1' z·.~_·i. ,J, .( L-~ .: J ~ • :~.1 \_-c .a. ;_-; J. ':".' J..t l•.. . v. - '1 .l ~ • - • · '- - .l.. • ,. 
t,_l· · his toJ. · · u.."' Aor·;.h:..;m. ri:'u hi·n it ·:.-..:t.-":i. nut ·'· ll is 1--:.n·y·, but ;::m 

~j,_} e.:_:o:~:·:;- i or if :1 :--is t.6 ~: ~- i.:3 .. ve J. 1) ~::; ·,;,r~:ts as s1.F~h ot i.nf i nit -
1\ 

~:f ·.,ve lo:Jk onl.~-· tu t~1~: i"L:·Iivid•} .. ·i.1 ~- .n) 

f:t.i tJ; ·:-.ri t~1 

1. 
-'-· ... - ., 

·.,. t'·· .!. , ...... , •• ,t'1 .~J:' th·· 1.·~·· ·-,--:,,u·-·· 1 ····•• ··r-'t'· t,_ .. -, __ ,....,, ·· --·-· ·' l f:. ~-'- u .,,, 1 ...; 1. .. ,_. 1.1. .• J ~ J _._ ~- •.'-.... :t •. J.n a '·• ~ .J 1 ,· -~ ~:~ f· .. v._. ,:) .l n-
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Resurrection. 

St. Paul regards the resurrection "as the inseparable 

reverse side to Christ's death" and treats it "from different 

points of view". 

First. The resurrection convinced him that the crucifixion 

was "a Messianic death of expiation" and it was "a divine 

announcement that· the crucified was the Messiah.---- it 

formed for him the logical ground of the possibility of 

believing in the orucified.----The death of Christ" is the 

"real cause" of salvation and "His resurrection the logical 

ground of th.e possibility of its subjective appropriation by 

faith". 

Again He " regards the resurrection --- as the exaltation 

of the Crtcified as the Lord of the Christian community" It 

is "the beginning of a continuous creati?e process in the 

community and of the working of that life-giving principle 

which the community has in common with Christ. the 

., , 
-rij S ()( Vol... fT T o( (T{- G.> S 

:> ,.,. 
o(v-rcJu (Phil. 3:10); -- o-u~r t:-y t:-t &7voe1 G,«. 'rs -n/rr7f-tJS 

(Col.2:12 );--the real a- u ("~~V d t; T;:_, ~ 4} I' T ~S -, /:) e (-i:J J- V 
I ) f f 

7? "" ( ) X f, er T!} 7 o-o u , Rom. 6:8 • 11 

Again, "As a matter of history external to us, the resurrec-

tion of Christ is the ground of faith-----in our own resur­

rection; through the communion of faith with Him who has 

risen. it is the real ground of our own resurrection----of 

our eternal life." ( ~·~, ~~ ~ /tr-17-."l.. .. ) 

(1) "The RE)surrection is the most conclusive proof of 

the Divinity of Christ. (Acts,l7:31; Rom. 1:4; 1Cor.15:14,15.)" 
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{2) Therefore it "is the most decisive proof of the atoning 

value of H-is death -- (1 Cor. 15:17)" 

(3) It placed upon "the Sacrifice of Calvary--the stamp of 

God's approval; it-showed that the sacrifice was accepted." 

(4) It "is the strongest guarantee for the resurrection of 

the Christian (1Cor.l5:20-23; 2Cor.4:14j Rom. 8:1l;Col.l:1B)" 

(5) "That resurre.ction---is not only physical, a future rising 

again to physical life, but it is also moral and spiritual, a 

present rising :from the death of sin to the life of rightepus­

ness." ( .4~eL':J 'k ~.._a-e~J NJ) 

The resurrection of the Messiah seems to have been 

a wholly ne\v idea since "Death or suffering, as Peter indicated 

by his remonstrance at Caesarea Philippi, could not be dreamed 

of for a moment in connection with the Messiah~ In certain 

passages of the Apocalyptic writings we indeed meet with an 

apparent exception." 

4. Esdras 7:29 'After these years shall my son Christ die, 

and all that have the breath of life.' 

Daniel 9:26 'After the threescore and two weeks shall the 

an~inted one be cut off, and shall have nothing.' 

"The eventual death of the Messiah is assumed; but it is to­

follow in natural course after He has finifhed His work and 

ruled prosperously for a long age over the restored Israel. A 

violent death, consequent on defeat, was utterly foreign to 

the Messiani~ the Apocalypses.- - Although the idea of a 

suffering Messiah had no place within the ei 'icle of ordinary 

Jewish speculation; there was yet one cardinal passage of 

Scripture to which it might attach itself. The great prophetic 

book of the Second Isaiah culminates in the vision of the 



f/=35 ctd. Resurrection 

Servant of Jahveh who is bruised and wounded for the sake 

of others, and dies that he may intercede,for their trans-

~ressions. The passage is not in itself Messianic and 

we have no evidence that it was ever so construed by Jewish 

theologians. Yet St. Paul seems to have so applied it, 

"Christ died for our sins according t.o the Scriptures," 
q 

1 Cor. 15:3. Compare also St• Luke 22:37; And with lawless 

/J~ 

( 

' , ~ / ;I , )" persons he was reckoned Ko( 1 r-<- ~ 't0< o< v yw v E 1\ or, u-1)7 . 

However some difficulty was caused by the obscure 

passage in Zechariah 12:10;"They shall look upon me whom 

they have pierced'', and the necessity was felt .L9f explaining 

away that "which might be construed as portending death to 

the future deliverer; and a secondary figure was invented -­

a less fortunate champion who would perish before the final 

victory. It was asswned to be impossible that the true 

Messiah could die." (Scott, The Kingdom of the Messiah, 

214 - 219. 

Therefore any prophecy concerning the resurrection of 

the Messiah is not likely to be found. But predictions 

concerning a resurrection of others, either general or local 

or paetial are not wanting. 

"The doctrine of the resurrection --- was developed 

toward the close of the fourth centuri'~· or at the latest 
p 

early in the third." The doctrine of the resurrection is 

clearly annunciated -·- as a 'Bpiritualif conception in 

Isaiah 26:1-19. and as a 'mechanical' conception in 

Daniel 12: 2-5." ( J~, L.-..d.z:.~ Y7: 1 :..t.). 

Isaiah 26:19 has 'Thy dead men (Israel) shall arise, and the 
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inhabitants of the dust shall awake and shout for joy; for 

a dew of lights is thy dew, and the earth shall produce the 

shades'. (Duhm and Cheyne). 

Charles gives a late date tb these verses (1-19) and 

remarks that the passage is "a true synthesis; for justice 

is done to the claims of the righteous nation and the righteous 

individual, and the b1essedness of the individual and that of 

the nation receive their perfect consummation together; a 

defective synthesis, for the righteous who die2- b'efore the 
,. 

advent of the messianic kingdom.are, till that kingdom appears, 

committed to the unblessed existence of Sheol, where the~ 

are shut out from the life of God". ( ~~ 12-t -,-,_ 7). 
~, 

In Hosea 6:2 (possibly of exilecor postexiltL ~~) 

a reli8ious transformation of character is described as a 

spiritual resurrection; 'After two days will he revive us, 

on the third day he will raise us up so that we shall live 

before him'. This is. done in a large scale in Ezekiel 37: 

The resurrection there d..L4--~d.. of the dry bo:r;es imports, 

no doubt, a political restoration of Israel, but it is a 
rr 

restoration ethically conditioned." The currency of the 

doctrine of the resurrection is attested in Psalm 88:10, 

where, indeed, the resurrection of the righteous is only 

mentioned in order to be rejected; 'Wilt thou show wonders 

to the dead? Shall the shades <.arise and praise thee?' That 

this Psalmist should reject the resurrection hope is not to 

be wondered at; for in the Psalter this Psalm stands solitary 

and ~lone as the expression of a pessimistic despair. A 

similar rejection of the resurrection doctrine may possibly 

be found in Ecclesiaste.s, 7:14." (·cL~ ~~~ ) 
. tf.J / ~9 - / J).. 
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"The next and final form in which "the resurrection 

idea appears is in Daniel 12:1,2. 'And many of them, who 

slept in the land of dust shall awake, some to everlasting life, 

and some to shame and everlasting contempt.'--- Heretofore 

the resurrection "was the sole prerogative of the righteous 

Israelite; now it is extended to the preeminent1y good and bad 

in Israel. It is noteworthy that this doctrine of the 

resurrection of the wicked is attested only three or, at 

most, four times in Jewish Literature prior to .the Christian 

era". See a fragmentary apocalypse (dated 334 B.C. by Cheyne 

and 128 B. C • by Du.hn)) XXlV, X:XV,- 6,-8 , .. XXVl 20-21 XXV11 1 12 13. 
' ' ' ' 9 

and Ethiopian _ F..noch L1 V, XC, 25. "In these two conflicting 

doctrines" (spiritual and mechanical) "of the resurrection 

we have the parents of all subsequent speculation on this 

subject in Judaism and Christianity." 

Some sbholars have tried to prove that the Jewish 

doctrines were derived from "the Mazdean religion and to 

treat it accordingly as borrowed froiJ the teaching of Zoroaster.n 

But the "spiritual form of the resurrection" which "is the 

prevailing one in Judaism down to the Christian era --­

cannot in any sense be derived from that of the Mazdean 

religion." But several points between the mechanical form 

and that in Mazdeism are common. (1) "both alike teach a 

resurrection of the righteous and the uickad; and (2) both 

alike combine it with t_he final judgement'! :several poinjs 

also are dissimilar, the Mazdean theory of the resurrection 

"has no relation to conduct at all,--- all men of all nation-

alities and of all times" will be raised--
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the resurrection will be at the "consummation" of the Messianic 

kingdom" in connection with the final judgement", and "the 

intermediate abode of the righteous and of the wicked are" 

not Sheol but "respectively heaven and hell" • 

... Only one part c -~· of man's composite nature 

survived death according to Homer.---- After entrance into 

Hades the soul loses consciousness and thought (Iliad 23:103-104), 

it knows naught of the upper world, it cannot return thither 

(Iliad 23: 75-76). Hence if immortality was to be vouchsafed to 

any individual man, it had of necessity to be given to him 

when living, through translation into ElyslQ.m (as in the case 

of Menelaus) or heaven (as in that of Ganymede) -- Souls 

aannot exist outside Erebus and possess consciousness, according 

to Homer; yet such is Hesiod's belief. Thus, according to his 

Work and Days, 109-201, the men of the golden age become after 

d th <' r " B / ea .J 0 oc. I /<- 0 ·v cE- s f7il X 0 V I Ol .J wat chars over mankind in a 
ll 

good sense, and endowed with large powers. Similarly, men 

of the silver age became ~ 0( ,;.u. () V f-S ~770 x&d VIOl (not in Hades) • 

Men of the bronze age ( namely Hesiod's own time) became 

phantoms ( f- ;I r w ,, o( J in Hades." 

"The first real contribution towards this doctrine comes 

from the Dionysiac cult in Thrace. --- The soul has an eternal 

existence, but not apart from the bodL• A full and divine life 

apart from the body for men is still inconceivable. Hence the 

doctrine of the transmigration of souls was of necessity a 

factor in this belief. 

With the Orphic teaching we enter on a new stage of 

development." The body is the prison house of the soul, whioh 

(d~, ~~' /.]{- "N_) 
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"does not attain to its highest till it is freed from this 

cycle"of transmigration "and lives eternally with God ---
,, 
When the soul has passed through its cycle of rebirths and is 

fully cleansed, it ascends---- to enjoy a never-ending 

existence with God. Th.e soul whether of the impure or 

of the purified is in itself--- not only immortal, it is 
1/ 

eternal, without beginning or end. 
,, 
In the pantheistic theories of th~ Eleatic philosophers, 

Xenophanes of Colophon, Parmenides and Ze110--. there is no 
/I 

room for the future individual existence of the soul. 
If 

According to Pythagoras, the soul of man is immortal,--

any soul may live in an~ body, after a series of tr~nsmigrations 

it is raised from the earthly life ano rBstored to a divine 
I/ 

existence. 
/ 

"Th ough the doctrine of an individual immortality 

emerged in Job and the Psalms, it failed to establish itself 

permanently in the religious expectations of Israel. Not to a 

future of individual bliss, even though in the divine presence, 

but to a resurrection,to·.a new life (Isaiah 26:19) as members 

of the holy peo~le and citizens of the messianic kingdom, did 

the righteous aspire. The individual thus looked forward to 

his highest consummation in the life of the righteous conmunity 

This resurrection, as the necessary spiritual sequel and the 

true organic development of the righteous life on earth, was 

of necessity limited to the righteous, but as we have seen, 

the author of Daniel 12:, writing at a tiL'~e when this spiritual 

significance of the resurrection was forgotten, e:xte·nded it 

to the unfaithful in Israel, and thus wholly secula.rir.ed it, 

(cL~, ~~, /<.<'1-.J NJ, 1~¥1 ''f) 
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and gave it a. meaning absolutely at variance 't"Jith its original 

one" (Charles, Eschatology 127-159). 



Apocatastasis 

The nidea of a renovation of nature", and of "the 

creation of new heavens and a new earth," was common in 

Jewish literature immediately preceding our era,"as part 

of the meSsianic expectation" and it "was fulfilled unawares 

to many of those by whom it was entertained. The days of 

the Messiah were to be 'seasons of refreshing', the 'times 

lh/: 

of restoration of all things', which were to come from the 

face of the Lord (Acts 3:19~21) The expectation had its roots 

in the Old Testament, especially in those chapt.ers of the 

Second Part of Isaiah in which the approaching Return from 

Captivity opens up to the prophet such splendid visions for 

the future." (Sanday and Headlam 210-211). This idea is based. 

directly upon Isaiah 65:17 'For the heaven will be fresh and 

the earth (r1) fresh, and they will not remember the former 

things.' 

It is clearly stated in Enoch/45:4-5 'On that day I shall cause 

Mine Elect One to dwell among them, ~d I shall transform the 

heaven and make it an eternal blessing and light, and I shall 

transform the earth and make it a blessing and cause Mine elect 

ones to dwell upon it; but the sinners and evil-doers will not 

set foot theremn.' 

"After the judgement the Messianic Kingdom is established 

and its scene will be a transformed heaven (Enoch 45:4, fl:4) 

and earth (41:2, 45:5), its members will be angels (39:4), and 

men; and the Elect One will abide amongst them. This idea of 

the transformation of the world was derived directly from 

Isaiah 65:17 and 66:2, and probably originayed from Zoroas-

trianism. --- It is found elsewhere in Enooh 72:1, 91:16. 

In Isaiah this idea is adopted only ~~c~ for it is 



~36 ctd. Apocatastasis 

incompatible with other facts in the context, i.e. 65:20, etc. 

but in Enoch it is accepted in its entire significance as 

logically involving the immortal blessedness of man." 

Apo. 13aA.«J; 32:6. 'When the Mighty One will renew His creation'. 

57:2 'Hope of the world, that was to be re~ewed, was then 

built • 1 

44:12. '!he hour comes which will abide forever, and the: 

new world------. 

"Renew His Creation This signifies an incorruptible world 

which was to take the place of the corruptible. 

----It was a current expectation from the times of the captivity." 

4 Esdras 7:75. "Until those times come, in which Thou wilt 

renew the creation." 

Enoch 72:1 "Till the new creation is accomplished which 

dureth till eternity." (see Charles' notes in Enoch and 

Apo. 13~cL) 

"There is also an exact application of Psalm 114:4, 

with an added feature which illustrates St. Paul's 
> , " ~- L"\ .... 

o(71DI<o<)\.u 'f!S rc.JV U'£cJV TOt.! C/~OV 

Enoch 51:4 'In those days will the mountains leap like rams 

and the hills will skip like lambs satisfied with milk, and 

they all will become angels in heaven. Their faces will be 

lighted up with joy because in those days the Elect One has 

appeared, and the earth will rejoice and the righteous will 

dwell upon it, and the wlect will go to and fro upon it.' 

t~£~dras 13: 26-29 'The same is he whom the Most High hath 

kept a great season, who by his ownself will deliver his creature 

and he himself will order jhose who are left behind;---behold 

( s ~ ~ ~ (fG .. ~ J ,_, /.) 
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the days come when the Most High will begin to deliver them 

who are upon the earth." 

"It is not surprising to find the poetry of the 

prophetic writin~s hardened into fact by Jewish literalism.--­

And yet on the whole --- some of its essential features were 

preserved. Corresponding to the new abode prepared for it 

there was to be a renewed humanity and that not only in a 

physical sense( .L.l ,... Isaiah 3~ sj>, but also in a moral 

sense; the root of evil was to be plucked out· of the hearts 

of m~n and a new heart was to be implanted in them. The 

Spirit of God was to rest upon them. There was to be no 

unrighteousness in their midst, for they were all to be holy." 

Psalm of Solomon 17: 28-36. 'That he may gather together a 

holy people, in whose righteousness he will exult ---- and He 

will not any more suffer unrighteousness to lodge among them, 

and no more shall dwell among them the man who knowest evil. 

-----And nnrighteousness is not in their days in their midst, 

because all are holy and their king is Christ the Lord.' 

"The Messiah was to rule over the nations but not merely by 

force; Isr~el w~s to be a true light to the Gentiles. 

If we compare these Jewish beliefs with what we find 

in the Epistle to the Romans there are two ways in which the 

superiority of the Apostle is most striking. 

(1) There runs through his words an intense sympathy 

with nature in and for itself. He is one of those (like 

St. Francis of Assisi} to whom it is given to read as it were 

the thoughts of plants and animals. He seems to 1~ his ear 

to the earth and the confused murmur which he hears has a 

(<! ......... ~ ~ ~ _,_//, .U>.}. 
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meaning for him; it is creation's yearning for that happier 

state intended for it and of which it has been defrauded. 

(2) The main idea is not, as it is so apt to be with 

Rabbinic.l writers, the mere ~lorification of Israel. :By them 

the Gentiles are differently treated. Sometimes it is their 

boast that the Holy Land will be reserved exclusively for 

Israel. 

Psalm of Solomon 17:31.' A sojourner and a stranger will not 

sojourn with them any more.' 

The only place for the Gentiles is 'to serve Him beneath the 

yoke; 

Psalm of Solomon 17:32 ~ fr, Ao<o~S : (}ywv crovA f-J f-/V 

, "" r ' > \ .> '"' 
O(VTtf U?TO ~uyov Ol.VTOV-

The vision of the Gentiles streaming to Jerusalem as a centre 

of religion is exceptional, as it must be confessed that it is 

also in Old Testament Prophecy. On the other hand, with 

St. Paul the movement is truly cosmic. The 'sons of God' are 

not selected for th~,;er own sakes alone, but their redemption 

means the redemption of a world of being beside their own." 

(sanday and Headlam 204-212} 



Conclusion. 

From the preceding notes we may draw many conclusions. 

St. ·Paul was born about the beginning of our present 

era, in Tarsus of Cilicia, and eight days later was circumcised 

and received the name, Saul, and not improbably also the name, 

Paul. He not unlikely received the full Roman name consisting 

of praenomen, nomen and cognomen. His fathe~ was of the tribe 

of Benjamin and a Roman citizen,as also was his maternal 

grandfather, Re studied in the synagogue school and later 

under Gamaliel in Jerusalem. Whether or not he studied in 

the Stoic schools of Tarsus is not stated, but seems to be 

probable. His wtitings and speeches show that he possessed 

an easy lmowledge of the colloquial Greek of his age, while 

the Acts of the Apostles shows that he was a fluent speaker in 

Aramaic and not unaqu•inted with Latin. He was by trade a 

tentmaker and by means thereof whenever the need arose, he 

earned his living.Whether or not he ever·married, the evidence 

is too meagre to allow any conclusion. His Pharisaic training 

is established by his own words and supported by his habitual 

leaning toward the doctrine and customs of that Sect. 

Sir William Ramsay, in his work, •st.Paul the Traveller 

and the Roman Citizen', has shown that the great apostle was 

not only an enthusiastic preacher and organizer, but also a 

gentleman in the best sense of that much abused word. We may 

say that this aspect of St. Paul's character seems to be the 

underlying thought o~ this whole book. He wa~ a gentleman, 

educated in all the polite learning of the day. His courtesy 

was the result not only of his. Bornan :desc.ent ·and, tx~inine;:1 -~~ ~ 
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but also of his Christian principles. He was well acquainted 

with people in the most varied walks of life (Phil. 4: 11-12~ 
and with their circumstances and customs. Therefore he was 

self~possessed and showed mental poise, dignity and confidence 

and was able to accommodate himself to the requirements of 

his everchanging environments, whether he was in the castle at 

Jerusalem addressing the Chiliarch, or in Caesarea before the 

Roman Governor and King Agrippa and his Queen Bcrnice, or in 

Paphos addressing the Proconsul, or in Athens delivering an 

exposition of his views to the 4-earnod men of that. city, or 

on shipboard conversing with the centurion or the sailing­

master or the· captain, or among the soldiers in the Caesarean 
-

or the Roman prison, or among the Jews of the dispersion, 

or in the presence of the High Priest. Sir William Ramsay 

... seems however to take a somewhat unnecessarily low view of 

his attitude toward the decrees of the Jerusalem council in 

his first e~istle to the Corinthians (.,;,~'~-f) "Now it seems 

impossible to suppose that Paul·could have accepted a Decree 

which declared mere points of ritual to be compulsory; and 

one of them he afterwards emphatically d.eclared to be not 

compulsory." (Rams ay, St. Paul, chap. 7) But such an 

interpretation of the Apostle's words does not seem necessary. 

Part of this epistle was an answer to a letter of enquiry 

from Corinth. 
, , 

f-rj>o< 'f o(-r(:-, (i.e. sexual relations) 
, J;; ""' 
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These six phrases seem to introduce specific replies to 

six s:pecif.ic questions which were asked by the Cor:,,:inthians. 

We need not assume that the Jerusalem decrees had not been 

published in Corinth, or that they had not been made binding 

upon the Churches of Macedonia, or that~though once :publ.ished_, 

: .. were no\V obsolete or even that the decrees were ignored by 

both the Cor~inthians and the Apostle alike. A much easier 

and more plausible explanation seems to be, that the 

Cor~·inthians were wmll acquainted with the decrees and 

disliked them and were trying to obtain exemption from them, 

on the g~ounds that while the decrees were suitable for those 

weak christians who, unable to distinguish between God and 

idols, could not partake of meats offered to idols without 

defiling their consciences, yet these restrictions were 

wholly unnccess~ry for those ohristians who had 'knowledge' 

and knew'that an idol 

is nothing in the world and that there is none other God 

but one.' Any mention of the Jerusalem decrees by the 

Apostles was wholly unnecessary if, as above supposed, the 

Cor:ttinthians , in opposition to those decrees, sought 
) / 

permission(~fav~'~ ) to visit the idol 1 s temple and to 

feast therein. Does the apostle make these decrees optional? 

Does he not rather eY~ibit great skill and tactfulness in 

basing the prohibition from feasting in idolatrous temples, 
") 

upon love'to the weak brethren and upon reason? 

His view of the universality of sin among the Gentiles 

was in harmony with the teaching of the most eminent Rabbis 

of his time, but he differed from them whon he included the 
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Israelites under the same condemnation. 

He seems also to have been in hearty agreement with 

the great teachers of his own people in fixing upon Adam the 

responsibility of bringing sin and its penalty, -death-, 

~pon himself and all his descendants, and in declaring that 

nevertheless the individual aoes not lose his responsibility 

and that the sin of each perso~ brings death to the sinner. 

He differed_, however_, vvidely from m_ost of the teachers of his 

people in attributing .Sti-n not only to the outward actions, 

but also to the unexpressed thoughts and desires. Yet some 

of the earlier teachers had grasped the same idea of sin, 

Psalm 51:10. 'Create in me a clean heart, 0 God and renew 

a right spirit within me.' 

The Jews were divided in ·their opinions concerning 

Predestinatior: and Freewill. The t"a.o~were thorough young 

fatalists, and the Saducces were their direct ~ in 

regard to this doctrine. The Apostle retained the views which~ 

he as a Pharisee, had learned in the Rabbinial schools. Some-
. V 

times he emphasized the one, sometimes the other doct~ine, 

and seems to have been unaware of their mutual exclusiveness· 

or else recognizing their incompatibility he was content to 

state each without endeavouring to accomplish the irnpos2ible 

task of reconciling them. 

St. Paul appears to nave been acquainted with some of 

the Jewish legends about the Fall and 1:11e parts pl~.yed therein 

by Adam and Eve and the Serpent, but to ~ that he 

accepted and follo~~~ the teachine of such legends would be 

' assuming too much. In stating his own idesshe may easily 
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have adopted language, which expressed his ideas, without 

stamping his approval upon all such folklo~e. 

t72 

In some details St. Paul's views about the spirit 

world agreed with previous Jewish tho~ght. They agreed that 

the invisible world contained persons, other than Divine, 

both obedient and disobedient, who were deeply interested 

in human affairs and exercised an influence thereir:. The 

wors11ip of angels, as distinct from idolatry, seems to have 

arisen among the Gnostics shortly before the Christian era 

and was ~nhcsitatinsly condemned by the Apostle. He agrees 

':7ith :~:rcvious teachers that the angels were limited in 

knowledge and_ powers and not et e:rnal; and yet the obedient 

angels were'holy' and'elect' and had been employed by God 

to convey ~is laws to man; and some were inferior to man; and 

were arranged in various orders of power and dignity such as 

'Thrones','Lordships', 'Principalities','Authorities' and 

1 Powers' - TwOiJOf these groups - 'Principalities' and 'Powers' 

were well known to earlier writers. The apostle does not 

mention the Seraphim or Choru.bim or Orphanim though the terms 

were well known. Yet he writes of an Archangel probably 

following the Book of Enoch and the Book of Daniel (x ti~ 1; 

) . But on the other 

hand the apostle's idea of angelic (Eph. 3:15) 

seems to be original, and his teach1ng in.general on this whole 

subject seems to be alrrost 'a new revelation.' 

-concerning the disobedient angels, some points of 

similarity may be discerned. The evil spirits observe and 

meddle iL the affairs of men, tempting always to evil. They 
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form a kingdom and have a chief oalled'the god of this age', 

'the prince of this age•, 'Beliar', 'the Serpent', 'Satan', 

17J 

the 'Devil', ana are agents with power, within limits, of 

inflicting bodily misery. They also, like the obedient angels, 

are separated 1-nto. various orders and will finally be subdued. 

They receive the worship of mankinP:_,hiding themselves, so to 

speak, under the form of idols. The idolatrous sacrifices ~ere 

offered really to the demons. Yet ( according to Edersheim) 

the Pauline teachtng cin disobedient angels di~tered from that 

of his predecessors even more widely than his teaching on the 

obedient spirits. However we may safely assert that the 

fundamentals of his teaching on angelology were based upon~ 

and.were developme~ts of/the ideas which he acquired from the 

' Pharisees, even his views of To{ o--r(]t xrh~.: do not seem to be 

radically different from earlier ideas upon the same subject. 

The most radical novelty in the opinions of St. Paul 

was perhaps concerning 'The Law'. As a Pharisee he had been 

most zealous for it and even for its frivolous minutiae. 

But as a Christian, though he recogni~ed its value in 

educating the moral sense and in developing the conscience, 

yet he perceived its weakness, since it could not enable 

any to grapple with sinful tendencies and to conquer them. He 

learned also that the legal exactments and prohibitions even 

provoked men to sin, and thus. not only the knowledge of sin~ 

but even sinful deeds were multiplied. He saw that the only 

position of safety and peace and moral progress was in 

'the liberty of the glory of the children of God] (Rom. 8:21). 
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Therefore he insisted that believers were and are under 'grace~ 

and not under law. Thus he was accused of antinomianism and 

from this charge he, with great difficulty~defended himself. 

In his view the law had been a 7T~'ro<F-wro~ of which the 

purpose was to bring its pupils to the Gmspel of Christ; the 

law was transitory,while the promises made by God to Abraham 

were eternal. Henceforth the believer was to rest~not in his 

exact and scrupulous observance of precepts, which left the 

person always in doubt, but in the Atonement of Calvary, 

apprehended by faith; and this faith was not another form or 

species of legal observances, but an abiding confidence in the 

mercy and love and justice of God. Yet this assurance must 

not be non-productive. Its fruitfulness is the one test and 

proof of its efficacy to enable the believer to stand un-

condemned in the presence of GoQ. 

The Sabbath also, which was almost worshipped by the Jews 

generally from the time of the return from the Babylonian 

captivity, was apparently in St. Paul's opinion a matter of 

indifference. His soul seems to have revolted from the 

mechanical observance and the inelastic requirements of the 

sabbatical law, and yet if he were among us to-day he wo~ld 

probably recognize as fully as any, the advantages of one 

day's rest in seven from manual and mental labor. Not so 
··w~ 

such the day itself and its observance did he opposeJas the 

self righteous, and unspiritual use which was made of .it. 

The Apostle's ideaRf the antithtam.between Christ as 
' 

'the last Adam' and the Adam of Genesis, as 'the first Adam' ~ 

may well have been suggested by previous writings and contempo-

rary thought, but any definite statement upon their connection 
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would be, in the present state o-f our knowledge, unwise. 

The Pauline conception of the Messiah, though differing 

widely from previous thought in some essential characteristics, 

yet agrees very closely in some of the details. The Jews were 

expecting a deliverer;and the civilized portion even of the 

heathen world had also some such expectation. The Messiah 

had been frequently and somewhat fully described in the Jewish 

writings, though the delineations were in some details 

contradictory. 
:. 

The Pre-existence of the Messiah was taught b~ some 

writers, but to others the idea seems to have been unknown. 

The titles of 'Lord', 'The Christ','The Beet One', 
r· .. 

'The Son of David' , and 'The Son,.of Man' were -r.7ell known. 

He was fegarded as 'The Son of God', 'Saviour', 'Judge', 

and 'King'. To Him were ascribed a 'Thwone of Glory', ' 

'Sinlessness', 'Wisdom', 'Power', and humanity. He was to 

be the great 'Revealer', 'Quickener', and 'Shepherd', But 

foreign to the ante-Christian writers, or at least to the 

bulk of them, was the idea of a suffering Messiah, One who 

would be meek and humble and poor and a wanderer; and the 

conception of a crucified Messiah seems to have never 

entered their minds. They were expecting a powerful mingJ 

who~- 1
- would rule by force, not perhaps human, but yet capable 

of opposing and conquering the armies and navies of all the 

Gentiles. They expected a kingdom, but it was to be worldly; 

and the spirit~al nature of the Messiah's kingdom as portrayed 

by St. P2ul was unacceptable to the masses. But though many of 

the Jewish conceptions were incongrous to the Pauline scheme, 

yet some of them were not so much wholly rejected as 
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postponed to a more distant future. St. Paul speaks of a 

Parousia ~in which the Messi~will be a judge and king, and 

in which the righteous will be happy, and the wicked will be 

punished, but this idea is deferred to the end of the world. 

When St. Paul preached that the Messiah had come, people were 

not astonished. They were expecting Him. But when he went 

farther and annouhced that the Messiah was Jesus, then they 

were truly perplexed. The apostle has summed up the 

situation tersely yet accurately; 'Jews are se~king signs and 

Greeks are seeking wisdom, but we ourselves are proclaiming 

Christ crucified, to Jews indeed a stumblingblock, and to 

Gentiles foolishness, but to those who are called, both to 

Jews and to Greeks, Christ God's powor and God's wisdom', 

(1 Cor. 1 :22-24). The Messiah's crucifixion contradicted the 

Jewish notion of the power and glory and duration of the 

Messianic age; while the Gentiles could not understand why 

sin needed such an expiation. 

St. Paul in his desil~e for righteousness was in hearty 

agreement T.Yith the best· teachers of his nation. It was to 
c > 

them the- summum bonum of life, and the f-orensic ~eaning of 

the word ftk~' fw was also comr.:on, as was also the idea of 

the imputation of righteousness. But the apostle was not 

satisfied with just conduct, he sought a righteousness of 

thought and desire, a state of mental and spiritual perfection 

from which all lust would be absent. Moreover he taught 

that man ~an and ought to live in such close cunrrnunion with 

God that he would have evidence of the divine power working 

graciously within himself, and therefore he would have 
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confidence of his own salvation; yet as the safety depended 

not on his own self or his ovvn attribute-s, but. on God's mercy 

apprehended through faith, he would have this confidence 

not as the ground of spiritual pride and haughtiness but of 

sincere humility. Moreover to the works of the law he did 

not attribute any merit, nor has he made mention of a treasury 

of human merits superabounding the needs of those who obtained 

them, and therefore available for those sinners whose lives 

have fallen short of the required standard. 

The .Apostle~.s teaching on Faith was an entirely new 

conception in the history of religious thought. Faith, in 

his view. was not merely trustworthiness. not only a historic~· 

not an unfounded, credu1ous acceptance of other people's 

statements, not an ideal, theoretical system of thoughts, 

but an awakening_, stimulating, energd.zing, increasing, 

incessant)didactic, directive, compulvive, productive, 

transforming conviction. "If any one is on Christ, he is a 

new creation; the old things have passed away; behold, they 

have become new." 

St. Paul's views of the resurrection were not essentially 

different from those of the Pharisees. They all believed in 

the unbroken continuity of conscious human life with its 

personality and responsibility and it_s susceptibility to 

pleasant or unpleasant stimuli. Such vieTis though rejected by 

the Saducees were in accord&nce with the opinions of people 

generally , but in regard to the details many varieties of 

ideas were in circulation. St. Paul differed from tho 

Pythago~~s, etc. since he clid not mention the transmigration 
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of souls. He agreed with the Mazdean theory in teaching that 

the resurrection would be universal; all people, both the 

good and also the evil will be raised; and the time was placed 

in conjunction vvi th the final judgment. He did not accept 

the view of the Dionysiac cult concerning the --soul's immortality 

since he clearly taught that all things were created. In this 

matt_er he clung to the Ph·arisaic instruction received by him 

in his youth. Tie was more in sympathy with the Orphic tenet 
a.. 

that the body was priso:q_ house and that finally it would be 
"' 

free and would ascend to enjoy a never-ending ~xistence with 

God. Phil. 1:23. Rom. 7:24. 

His doctrine of the Messiah's resurrection was necessarily 

new, since few of his predecessors had conceived even the 

possibility of the 1:1essiah-' s death. The crucifixion, which 

alone threatened the extinction of the new religion, but 

combined with the resurrection, formed the basis of the Pauline 

theology and when supplemented by the conviction of the Messiah's 

Godhead, furnished St. Paul and his fellow labourers the power 

to arouse many of their hearers to moral and spiritual li~e 

and activity. The M~essiah' s resurrection was to the Apostle 

conclusive proof of Christ's deity, and the atoning value 

of His death and of its acceptance; and t~at all believers 

were rising spiritually and would rise physically in the 

general resurrection. 

St. Paul's idea of the renovation of nature was not 

original with him. The belief that the heavens and the earth 

would be recreated was common in Jewish literature. They 

earnestly looked forward, while the heathen regretfully 

looked back, to the Golden Age. They expected that in that 
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age sin would be restrained a~d that the earth would be filled 

with righteousness and"with the kL''lowledge of the glory of the 

Lord as the waters cover the sea." (Hab. 2:14) The apostle 

did not limit participation in the blessings of this vision 

to the lineal descendants of Jacob, but extended it to all 

whether Jews or Gentiles who would believe. Yet we cannot 8ay 

that he taught the ultir:Jate redemption and happiness of all 

humanity. Finally, we may add that the Pauline system of 

religion and morals aimed at the moral and spiritual regenera-

tion of all, whatever their degree of unrighteousness 1night be. 
i:' 

Moreover he did not dJspise the body since he declared it to 
( 

be a sanctuary (V« os) of the Holy Spirit, (1. Cor. 6 :19). 

His faith aimed at the highest and perfect development of 

each individual, physically, mentally,socially, morally and 

spiritually. He preached to save mankind not only from future 

misery but also from present unhappiness. Though the Gospel, 

which he preached, has through·many centuries been perverted 

by the malicious, and misunderstood and inadequately 

expounded by the ignorant, yet it is still the vitalizing 

force of all which is best and noblest in the world to-day. 
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