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C}1'\.P'l'EJI. ONE 

THE PROBLEH 

Introduction ._-
The p:cesent study conc-erns itself Hi th the red[~ction of 

Eark's Gospel. The precise question T!rhich it seeks to anSHer is: 

1t.Jhat set of pu:cposes governed l:l;ark' s theniB.tie present.&.tion of t.he 

incomprehension. of the disciples? 

Th;'J question itself callS for explanation. Is it 8. v7Ort11-

1--1hile question? Is it c:.<:'ucial to the understanding of the Harc~n 

redaction? Or is it of seco:::'dary and peripher&.l interest? 

The jnstifje:ation of the quest.ion as critical to tGe undGr-

st.anding of J1ark I s Gospel emerges "lith clarity from the history of 

Harcan scholarsh:·cp. '1" • 
.lDlS c:i.r'cni taus history, for until 

trIe rdel-nineteenth cent'Jry Hark vJas the most. Eq;lected of the 

Fl'OY.i the mid .. ·n-i.Iy,teenth century until the publj ca tion 

Jesus research. Although l;Jrede's vJOrk is a turning pojnt, concen-

tra.ted attention of the E2.}"can reda.ction as such had to ,-mit for th') 

period from the roLir}dle 1950 f s to the present. 

Our first step vrill be t.o Sl'1.'vcy this hL,tory of scholftrsLir, 

primn.rt1y \·d t.h a vicv} to defi.ni ng tl'8 conte~~t v:i thin Hhi eh our 

qU8stion--the incomprahen~;icn of thE) disciples in lIiarkno-is a 
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significant one. HO,.Tsver, the survey Hill 8,150 serve other 

purpose's: t.o outline tlje problems irThich cOnfrOYlt the redactioD 

cl-d,t'j c, and to l119,ke 8xpli cit 'the Pl"esu.pposi tions and is cope of toe 

For Hark I s Gospel the era of critical scLol;;rship tegan in 

the 183n ' s, In previo:'ls notsd, -';'rCi,S rat1:cr 

neglected. It seenled to have ol::vious oisa,dvantaG8s. It contained 

its roughress of 

(Co. • 

citation of a Jost doc·ument 

]
'.1, 
,L., 

il1tGT·},.1"'eteI' J vTrote accur2..tel~_;-, tl1ol1.grt :no.1(.. :!.11 oTc.8r J 

a 1J trIa t lJ.8 ~ce:ilSlr11'='c~r8d of thj-n6~~~ se.~_d 02'1 C:.O~H?; l)y' t,bs 
lo::::'cl. 

Fapias, 

of }lis fo]_lot\Grs i-,u.t [i.ft8r-l.Jarc1[~, as I "he.lls sa~l_c~ J he 
b,9.(~ fo} Jq-'ilt.~(l Pc!J:.t;:I· J ;:'~r~o 1..1~:S(~ -to cO:-flIi0s~' 11i s \:.~~ 5 COiJ.-r:'38S 

WJt~-l a VJC:I:- -to l~be 1-18-3Cr:..~ (01""'1-.. 4..5 l-:ea:t'ST's), Cd_rt 1~ot as 
if he Fel"e 

\"!l·it~y.(; SO'({10 t}ljrl~s jl.1.,st as ]:-;(0 r81;'!ij;nt:e~c(;c1 t11dl11j for 
hs: :~;~s c~al~(~fu.J o~ t)·(~S OLa th5_Dt;J to cw.-1,t rlon~ of t.11;':~ 

---~-~'---- -----.. -------------,.----~--------------.---------
1 'J __ C 

7tr!~D.reL1S Z;l]..r~l Slll,~1~::8ct·';)~S tarH:~r,.::.;:J,fn f'y·cc?i~_:Gq1.1Uf ~:.t. 1.'-~rsv~l2.to,"" 

ell~S vjd(~-tus,'l f;.1:tgu_i:.~t.-il-.t;3J (~~:: ConsenDll I~.,l2i~~~~(3~ist .. ~.:1.-·-~:~~ J'1 2(}~·), 



In short, Nark is not a disciple, he follov!S no special order, 

and he is recording reminisc~:mc8s just as he heard them. 

The first indication that Hatthel'T may have used Hark 'Has 

given in 1826 in 8.n article by Gottlieb 1:Jilke2 but the importance 
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of such a notion did not become 8.pparent until after 1835 v.lith t.he 

.publication of Friedrich Strauss' Leben JesH, Strauss sought to 

demonstrate that the mythical element of the Gospels is so great 

tha.t "liTe cannot possibly speak of the IIJesus of history", 

3 4 
The implications of the HorK of ~iilke and Lac"hmann nOH 

became apparent. The "b·lO tasks of proving HarCB.n priority and }~arcan 

objectivEl history became one, If it could be show·.r1 from Nark 

that Jesus I'las an "historically probe.ble l
! pElrson, and l'iarcan priority 

Has also esta.blishecl, such critics as Strauss ~Tere ansT/mrocl, 

Generally, at the end of the nineteenth century, the notion Has 

still current that Yark 'Hl'ote "objective h;i.storyll: he se""J hist.ory 

as a serieD of objective events related by 0-etuse and effect. The fei'T 

theological influences (due to Paul) were easily identified and 

,---,----~------"------------

2 
1:'Ober die Para bel ven den Arbe'}.tern in 1,feinberge 1-12, tth. 20, 

1_16': in 1·~T~ Z~T-GC:~rif·t furHissenshaftJ..ich'rheoloEi.~, -l~--~ 
73-·88. Cf, J, N. Robinson, The Problem of _"~listoJ::Y2n Hark, (London: 
S.C,M., 1957), p. 7. 

3 
Further den,on;:o;tl'atiC:D of 

'\rJiIke I per -gl"~.:::.?:!2&~} .. i..::;t, 1838, 

4 

t.he priority of I19.rk v.!as given by 
Cf. R()bi;~~.f p. 7. 

order 
1835) , 
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discounted,5 
6 

Thus the dominant scholars of this age thought that 

by demonstrating the priority of Ha.rk they had gcdned direct access 

to the historical Jesus, 

FroIl) 1;Jrede to the Present 

The publication of "\rJrede I s Das r·1essiasgeheimrlis in den 

.Ev.angelien inaugurated a 1-Thole nevI approach to the pro'81em of history 

in the Gospels. The nineteenth century's imposition of its under-

standing of history upon }1ark "ras shOlm to be naive, \vrede demon-

strated that lfiark ioTas not "simple objective history, II not a trans-

l-l8.rent Taedium t.hl'ough 1rThich the history of Jesus .re.s easily discern-
_ 7 

ible by all. 

Ther8 Here various reactions to 1,rJrede I s hypothesis. 

to cling to the nineteenth-· century viei,'ipoint and dismiss ~'Jrede I s 

yJOrk as invalid; 8. second 1"T8.S to attribute the departur.e from normal 

history to the evangelist; a third Has to attribute it to Jesus himself. 

8 
The lat.ter tack 1rras taken by SchvIeitzer Fho said tha.t a simpJe 

life of Jesus 1iJas not disc8rnible in the Gospels bec.ause <Tesus did not 

----~--.. ---.------
5 
Robinson -p·. 8, -----, 

6 
Of pa.rticula.r interest is H, tT. Holtz;nann, Die _~ptisc:hen_ 

~~~li£.'2, 1863. Cf. ~?1::in~J p. 8. 

7 
p. 7 ./:',C' 

J . .l , 

8 
A. Sc.hl.-mitzer, 

Hontgonl,?ry (No1', Y orl<: : 
QU0~;t of tho HistcriCd.l Jesus --.----------).---.----1 ,,1.., (,v1' 11" v' lOhl l..JO,. .':'~L __ _ ('; .• 11, ,/0 , 

H. 
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lead a simple life: He W8.S a very Ul1Usual, unpredictab1e and 

psychologically "odd" person. Therefore no normal historical pa.ttern 

could possibly be reconstructed from the Gospels. The implice.tion of 

such a line of argument 'VJ8.S that there T/TaS no time in the history of 

early Christianity "Then Jesus 1'las still looked upon from an objective" 

" " t ".... f' 9 lnlIrlln8n pOlnv 0":' Vle1.v. 

vlellhausen represents TtJhat liJe have called the second reaction 

to Hrecle. 1-18.rk desires to present Jesus as the Christ, and therefore 

the "characteristics of real historiography (!iistm:'ie) are lacking. 11
10 

There followed from this .!t series of unlikely hYl:otheses, 

"liThose prim.a.ry strengt.h IB.y in the fad that t.hey did not historicize 

11 I'.!lal"!;l{ & ff H. Erbt Das Harkllsevangeliul'l , ____ ._. ____ ~~-.... __ J (1911), presented an inter:~ 

pret.:3.tton of riI3.rk in terms of astral mythology. In 1921 Arthur Drevis 

r en'<>';led 11l" s attack upon the t 1-.,.R"l· s of' t'n,p .. ' . ·1· " "J ..., . ~ ... _~o ...... _~ nls ... ~o:P~t.CI(.J' of J ssus Hith a monogra pll 

Das r:13.rkuseV8.i'gE;Ji 1.m: als Z8i..l!':nis f~er:el1 die Geschichtlichkei t Jesu i'" _____ • ___ >c ____ = ___ ~_~ _____ ...... __ ....... .._ ... _________ ._ ....... ___ ~.- I 1: 

T:Jhich he c1i:'m-r atte:ntion to the mythological point of visv.r from ,'Jhich 

"Old Baby10nian tra.eli tions, t()gether "crith astrologica.l 

speculations) h8.d been t2.koY1 over by JmJish gnost1.cs to construct. a 

concopt of a cl;ying and l'j,sing l1essir.<.h
f 

,,12 

9 
Rqbi!lsr)!~, p. 9. 

10 

11 
Robll~n., p. 10. 

12 
IbjA., p. 10. 
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. In 1923 l.fu.rtin Herner demonstrated in Del' Einfluss Eaulinischel'.}heologio 

iff! Harkus eva nge liulll , by spe·cificD.lly refuting Volkmar,13 the in-

adequacies of such sYfllbolic and allegoriC8.l interpretations. Never-

theless, simib.}' types of interpl'et!:d:.ion have been adopted by such as 

JJ-~ 
Austin Farrel'. 

The gl'sat mel'it of all these appro8.cbes Has that 1:1a1'k vTas not 

an objective historian. Unfortu:"'lately they tended to over-ree.ct to 

the historicism of the nineteenth century. Robinson comments that 

the contemporary trend is to re8.d Hark as fttheologic9.11y understood 

histOl'Y. If The form crities J by concentr8.t~.ng on individual un-i.ts in 

the Gospels, took the emphasis' avray from tl:e viel-Tpoints of the Gospel 

8:uthol'S. liOn. the other l1fll1d, form criti cisrfl eliminated pre-Narc,B.n 

J.i tel'ar:y. SOllY-CoS ctn.cl Gaspe J.S . This accentuated I"Icl.rk's role 1:.S 

'historicizer' of rn;:J.terial Hhich had.previously circule.ted in the 

corrtex-t of the Chrtrch's life,' but nov appeal-eel in the context of a 

l5 
pressnt!). tion of ,Tesus. u-

in his 

14· 

15 
RobiE2n.. p. 15. 

T. E. n. F. II 1930, 129-·89, 

n., C'"""'" Pl"PS c 1 9 !,? '; . ____ I:""" ..... 1.......... ....... '-~, __ ./~ J 
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.. , .... } . fJ f K ~ 1 .," 17 d unClex' t.,16 In _uence 0 '- •• JC.1nUQC, cemonstratec1 that the early 

-Church Has ~onscious .of living in a.time of salvation; yet it viOuld 

not be such i.f the Christ had not been in history. The early Church 

lr.Jas 1iving in a time of salvation because tbat time had been i.na.uguTatec; 

by the Christ-event. The ChUl~ch IS uIlcicl'standing &.nd transmission 

of such an event embraces both the hi.story of Jesus and the history 

of the Church. The Gospels 8.re thus presentations of the Church's 

ovm 6z}k'l'ience, but this J.B do!!e through the recording of the history 

of Jesus a.S the Chrj.st. Nark if) therefore kerygrrEl.tic history and 

not objecti.ve history. 

Conclusion 

The above very brief outlino demonstrates the problem one 

fa ces vrhGn dealing Hi th the JV1arec'ln reda. ction. Tbe problem of the 

incomprehension of the disciples is .part of the large:c problem of 

thE: tota.l interpretation of l!:a:c};:: Hha.t is the rodaction attempting 

to say to the TC2.der? Obviol:.e:;ly, the 11'21-1" tack given to the under·· 

standing of 1'01rk by l--!Y-ede VIas vi ta·l; V.re shall f!0':..J examine his specific 

contribution, and th9 resultant debate, in more detail. 

t ]8 -' 1 Hl'ede s book· ''las Y'a.dical ana polemic[c , 

17 
r.~ _,1. 

18a 

a biting attack on 
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the y.jho1e notion that 11ark gives a convincing account of tbe life of 

. Jesus I especi2.11y 't,D.th regard to the purported gradual revelation of 

Hessiahsnip and the acconlp2.nying evol1.rtion of the disciples t menh.lity 

and understanding of it, His criticism of such notions is based on 

specific f1a1'can texts. 

iJJrede assembled his data. methodically: in 1"12.1'k Jesus silences 

the demons ~\Tho vJOuld make him knOi,rn Q: 25, 3L~ , 3: 11 f.). He comma nds 

silence after the more not2.ble miracles (l:Ll-l~J 5:4-3, 7:36, 8:26), 

He also comn:ands silence after Peter's confession (8:30) and on the 

descent from the mount of transfiguration (9:9). He goes on secret 

journeys aHay fJ"om the crol-lds(7:2h, 9:30) and gives esoteric te'::tch­

ing to the disciples (Ll- :10' ff). Hark does not tell us i'Thy Jesus con­

tiEually forbids ::;11Ch references to bis Nessie.hship. It is left to 

the conjecture of the rcader I,iby the 1>JOros must not 1::8 told after the 

confession of Peter- at Ca6sa.l'ea Phi]jppi. v·!rede aJso sees a lack of 

COIlt:"t nuity in Mark~~aftGr the feeding of the four thousand the dis ci pIes 

are 8.S fa.r from understa.nd:i.ng Jes~s 8.S ever, Yet the blind IT'.6.11 of 

Jerieho some·rlOt.-T CtPP1'r.::hends that Jesus is Da.vid! s son and the mu.lt:i_tuoe 

greo·c Jesus on entry into tJ(,)~1J.s9.1em as l~essial-,. Added to these facts 

is the incongruity in Jesus' cornrrlanding the sick t.o be :=;ilent and yet. 

perfo!'il!ing mi-c3.cle5 in full pub1icity, Before Caesarea Philippi he 

h8.s design2_ted Eimself 2.S the Son of' l'~an having lordsrdp over the 

sabbd.th (2 :28). 

1drede examines the data he has t-JSs811!bled find dra.VTs his ovm 

irrevocable concluslons, C.ta:cge·s of SeC:eecy imposed UpOB demons 
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(1 :25, 3 :12) and various individuals after miracles (1 :43-45) j on 

the disciples (8:30, 9:9) and the blind m2S1 of Jericho (10~l}7); a.nd 

the apparent intention of Jesus to l'ema.in hidden (7 :21~, 9:30), 8.11 

have the same thematic urity of guarding the f1r'~essianic Secret. II H"hy? 

Hrede rejects t.he idea that Jesus 1vanted to pl'0vent Himself from being 

associ8.ted 'liJith revolutionary IvIessi;.mic aspirations. _ He could have 

dispersed such by simply announcing He .JaS not a political l1essiah (!). 

Other attempts at ensuring secrecy: the story of Jairus' 

daughter (5:21·)+3) j teaching his disciples Itprivc-.telyf' and impressing 

upon them the need for secrecy (Gethsemane and the Apocalyptic Dis .. 

course) j are all seen by 1tTrtJde as a definite indica.tion of the a.ttempt 

of Jesus to conceal his Hessiahship. Only the disciples knO'iiT the 

"secret of the Kingdom of God ll 
- to the mu]:t.itudes ever;:rthing is in 

parables (IHIO ff). 

1vrede concl1.J.des that, cTesus never claimed to be 1:1essiah, but 

the Res1JTl'ection conv:inced the di~cj.p18s h8"'1'15. 1, ccor-dingJy I all the 

claims of Jesus to be I\}essiah imre read back int-o the life of Jesus. 

The problem f01' Urede is hOT!I, if Jesus did claim to be lJIessi9.h, did 

thE, discip:tes not 1'ec0gnize him as such? And, (Horse), hO"H did -the 

Je"Js como to crucify him? To "surmotmt this problem pre·-l1arc8.n Chri sti.an 

tradib. 011 , ftn'ther de-.roloped by 11Brk, i~as responsible for inventing 

the l1essianic SecTet. Jesus had indeed beon tho Hessia.h, but he had 

deliberate]y concealed this fact . The 11ess:i..anic Secret is a dev:i co 

..... Thieh seeks to :tosolve tloe tension b(.:.;b,re81'1 the l'jemory of the ministry, 

and its lack o:f Hessianic c12.ims, and t.he develop;n'2nt of Christological 

thought, in ,-:hich JOS-ctS is soen as Messiah, 
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The implications of such conclusions are fa:!'-reaching - l1a.rk 

is not simp1y pl'esenting histoY'yj on the contrary, he is motiV8.ted. by' 

dogmatic intentions. The meTit of ~'Jrede's ~iOrk Has the.t it signa1J.ed 

the end of the simple "lives of tTef>us '! based on the Gospel, and cTitieal 

analysis of the l'fu.rca.n redaction has built on 1-!rede. 

His influence on Bultmann and Bornkarn.m is Ttrorth .noting, for 

both accept rLi.s basic insight 1,1i thout question. 18b . Bultmann clalms tha.t 

tTesus regarded hirnself as forerunner of the Messiah. All the passages 

about the fuhlTe Son of Han are thiy·d person and refer to someone 

otheT than tTesus. The dee.th and resnrrsl:tion sayings D.Te vaticinia 

ex evontu, It \ow.s the Resurrection t.hat convinced the disci.ples he was 

Hessiah (Eorr",,'1.ns 1 :4, Acts 2 :36), The accounts of the synoptics aTe 

r-iddlE-Kl vTi th post-::~aster fai.t};" e. g. ,caes9.rea Philippi. B1l.ltmann,. hOlT-

ever, does differ fronr Hrede in that be attrihuted t.he formulab.oll of 

the seeret t.o the redactor. Hrec1e saw it 2.S paTt of the pre-l::~rcan 

traclitiol1e 

Some of the dnfects of \h'ede' s ivOTk ought to be noted her.3, 

for la.ter they H·D.l be E;een 8.5 significant in our understanding of 

the incomprehel1sj on of the disciples. I'err.G.ps the most serio1J.5 defect. 

i\TaS t,o have lurnped all the related date. tog0ther 'tTithoDt distinction. 

But H;.:n"k 4· :10 ff, C2.":1 hardly be considered as simply on a par vdt.h the 

comr:i8.nds to observ8 the see:r'8t, The signi ficance of this p8.ssage in 

Yw..rk -vmuld seem to be given in Lj. :J!.,.. - Rot,,' 

- "privately to his m·rn disciples he 

eX101ain3d. eV8Tyth5.ng, II The implication is su:ce1y tlw.t. 8.ft.er this 

..... ---.--------... ------_. ___ ..-__ -'-' ___ ..--. _____ ..... ___ ...,.. ____ -4"~ ______ ~. __ .,. ........... __ _ 
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expla.n.<:l.tion they understood. No secret here! Age.in, the charges 

of sec:cecy in 1 :[;,4 and 7 :2!j· liTOuld appear from tl-ie conte:~t, to secu.re respite 

froN·the crm-rds rather tha.n 9. command not to divulge the messianic 

nature of Jesus. In his zealous sGB.reh for data to support his claim 

~frede has failed to distinguish important differences in his me. teri8.1. 

To be consistent., 1tJrecle has to maintain that the confession 

of Peter, the entry into Jerl1SCl.lem, Cl.nd the inscriptton of the cross are 

all unhistorical. The price he he.s to pay for his theory seems rather 

high. l·.frede also fails to exphin HhYI if the early Church used the 

title Son of Nan for Jesus, it only OCC1.1.r~; once outside the Gpspels. 

A fOl"nlidahle objection to vIrede f s theory lies in the fact that 

Jesus f crueifixion by the Rom.ans is inexplicable if he had lil8de no 

claims to He;:;siahship in his life. The first pre'1chers proclaimed a 

crucified Hessiah, but 't'Tould hardly h.A.ve done so if it had not been 

knOYtTfl that Jesus vIaS condenJIi1sd and cl'l..1.cified as such. Paul speaks of 

the crucifixion as Hfolly to thE) Jel,'rs 8.nn. a E;turab1in3:-bloG% to the 

Gentiles Ii (1 Cor, 

cTucJfieo. Hessian presented to the early Church. That 8. belief in 

Jesus as Eessiah rebJTl1.cd after the Resu:.cr'3cU .. on is but 

that it ortgi!.?~.t.8d vlith the ResiJ.:cr:3ctionis ·rh\.l.ch 1ess so, 

of the Messiani c Secret is pJ.ainly present in E[;.:rk. (As, indeed in 

tl:'!8 other' S:rnoptics and even in the Fourth Gospel HEm·] long \d.ll you. 

kcep us in suspense f If you are t.he Christ, tell us plainly, If ·tJn,lO: 

24J). The pl'ol)lem rerflains, ~'J}lY docs Jesvs spe;?.1~ 'with the greatest. 
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reser:ve about his r-lessi8.hship, and 1-ihy does he silence the demons? 

,The incompr~hension of the 'disciples is part of the larger problem 

of the mystery surrounding the :Hessia,hship of Jesus. The immedia:t.e 

response is to say the,t Jesus maintained resej~ve about his i~iessiah-. 

ship beca.use his conception of it was so different to that of the 

people: he did not 'Vlcl.l1t to become embroiled in the political conno-

tations of r.'fessiahship. Bu:!:' there is doubtless more to the problem 

the.n this. The theme of the incoriJprehension of the disciples: in 

particular requires a fuller explanation, Jesus" Messiahship par-

adoxically in."lTolves suffering, dea,th B.nd resu:crection, But Hrecle has 

failed to define in a credible irJa,y the eX8.ct na.ture of the problem 

Hhich this posed for i'12.rkf s readership, 

Post Vrede 

VIe shall now exannne the history of f;arcan scholarship in more 

recent years, This vTlll help to elucida.te the problems the redaction 

critic faces I and Hill also enabl:.=: us to identify more pl'ecisely the 

context ,.Jithin lillie}} the incomprehension of the d:l.sciples is to be 

under'st.ood, Finally, the specific contribution of three cl'itj_cs of 

re cent years ~ G. H. Boobyer, A. T, Burld 11 and J, B. Tyson - "riJ 1 

be examined, A study of thei~' vmrx Hill help to explicate some of 

the pre-suppositions of the present i,rork e.nd the relevance of their 

obser;r<,:"tions I>.D 11 be seen as significant in our conclusion, 

It. is Hl'ede f s fin':J.l interprutatioD, not the initial lines of 

his anD.lysis, Hhich has been extensiv8ly criticiz8cl. Indeed, irTe 

have seen hm'T his Hork ,,'laS influential on such form critics as 
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Bu1tm.'3.nn. Form criticism VIas the most important movement to succeed 

,ltJrede. In the work of the' form cl'itics the emphasis vTaS on the in-

dividua1 peri cope and consequont1y itwrk on the Gospel as a literary 

uni t vms neglected. The form critics ha.rdly explored the question 

of ho"\>[ the redactions Here guided by a pa.rticular vieitJ, 

The still more r(Cleent trend since the middle 1950 f s is 

to see the Evangelists as representatives of theological positions, 

This is the aim of Redakti9~~~~1ichte - concentration on the gospel 

framework and on the modific.'3.tj.on and articulation of traditions. 

Each J:'E:~daction has its Oi,m point to mal:~e, "\·rhich can indeed stand in 

a certain tei:lsion vii th the original tradition, 

The Gospel of J:03.rk pl'ese.nts unique problems for the red.action 

cri tic. If the p:cioJ;'ity of fl\a:ck be accept.ed I iW have in Hatt.hew and 

Luke a common source Ifhich they reitlOr-ked, The changes and additions 

they made 03.11. be isolated, Hm·rever, no one has satisfactorily is-

olated the sources of Hark, and the ch&.nges he lnay- have made can 

only be conjectured 1.rith the help ,of liter3.ry and form critical 

analysis. (Her'€; Bnltmarm has rendered a service by attompting to 

relate the complex of lUaterial eX2.1TJ.~_ned by VIreea to the redaction 

of l'f:ark). 

H. J, Ebeling!s bool?9 an ~.mr.>o:ctallt landmark in the post.-

Urede investigation of Hf;.:d(: 

--.------~-~---~~------- -------.-.~--------'--~.-.------~--------------



·Thirty eight years after tho appearance of the first 
ecli tion of It-Trade f s book Ebeling could take his point 
of departure from the' for-m cl'itic2.J insight.s ,Thich in 
the mearrtime haC! prevailed in German research. The 
oral tradition discloses a "cha.J'isrr~1.tic uneoncern 
about all recollection of Jesus f life. II (99). There 
Has absolutely no need for the oldest congrogation or 
the Evangelist to harmonize a fact of 'Jesus' life with 
the post"';Easter faith in Christ. \tIrede I Hho had 
struggled so successfully against the' histo:l'icizing 
viel>! of Nark's Gospel had hi.mself given a historicizing' 
interpretation of what he had discovered. 20 . 

Ebeling then goes to exp1ieate: the command to silence, the 

incomprebension of the disciples and the para.bol~c pronouncerrlent 

in L!. :10 f., aTe not mean to conce!':.1, but to reveal.
21

. The Hh01e 

secrecy motif is a device to convey to the' re~cder that '-That Jesus 

forh-::tde to be told to others is reve8.led to them, thus demonstratiiig 

the greatness and pl'ofoundity of the revelation, ftThe same holds 

may QY}derstcn,,j >-That eyen the discip1(~s o:f ~Tesus did not understand,l,22 

The merit of Ebeling is that he 'tries to forrrml8.te 8. kerygruC1.tic 

underst8.nding of l-h:i:'k. 

The ha.rvest of IS'3.rcan 1'(:3Se8.rch froll! 1901-1939 can be con-

. , 23 veniently SUInmarlZect under four headings: 

----,------. ----_. 
20 

Heinz-Dieter Kn:igge ," The Feani:ng of Hark! The Exegesis 
of t.he Second G(lspel, II lntel'r)retatioll , 1967, p. 58 f. 

21 
.Ibid., p,' 59. 

22 
Ibid., p. 59. 

23 
Thj:i. J p. 60, 
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(1) The demonstration by 1;Jrede and the form critics that Hark does 

not merely preseht us T,.jith TIthe historical life of Jesus. 11 

(2) The grouping of the complex m9.terial - incomprehension of the 

disciples, commands to silence, and. the l-larabolic pronouncE.1~ 

ment-lmdel~ the concept cif f'lessianic Secret. 

(3) The demonstration by Bultmann that these motifs belong 

specifically to the Har-ca"n redaction. 

(4) E1)eling t s insistence on the kerygmatic interpretation of these 

motifs. 

H. -D. Knigge distinguishes thl'ee basi c types of undarst.anding 

24-
of Hark: 

~T. Sch-r'eibel' a.ttempted to oerrJ.onstrate tbe v8.1io.i ty of' 

Bultmann f s flotion that }::a~ck TfJas' a uni on of the Hellenistic kerygma 

25 
of Christ ay,d the tradition of the history of Jesus. I'18.rk is 

interpl~et.ed in terms of Philippians 2 :6 .. 11 in Hhich one observes 

the Hellenistic concept of pre-exist.ence, hUI,rUiation and 0xalt.!?tion. 

Unfortunately, the:re is nothing in Nark liThich conc1usively demoYl-

strate;:: that r-1ark is aT/lare of the pre-.existence concept in Hellenism, 

much less that he ,·Jished to themB.t.ize it! Schreiber seemS to see 

2L~ 

=L£~~9.. J P, 60 ff. 

25 
J, Schr(coibe:c,IIDie Chrj.stoJ.c,~ie des Narkusev2nxeliuYil, J! 

Z'I'h. K. (58.\1961, pp. 151·-183. 
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the l'iess:Lanic Secret motif as befng explicable in terms of the idea 

that Jesus Has the "hiddenlf redeemer. He comrre.ncis silence so as 

not to be recognized by the demons. Yet, as Knige;e points out, in 

26 r·12 . .rk it is precisely the der.lOns vrho j'ecognize Jesus. 

It is J. H. Robinson ,.,ho gives the most convincing e.rgument 
27 

for setting the 1L1'lderstanding of l'·1ark in its mythical <?ontext. 

E.eginning "ri th a thorough and incisive analysis of the introduction 

of }·fu.rk (1:1-1)), be demonstrates that the theme of 

runs throughout the introduction. The baptism B.nd temptation are 

described in cosrr!..l G terms ~. a struggle betymen tho n~l.\\\\.,(j or 

God and Satan. l~.rk's introduction is des:igned to set the rest of 

the Gospel in context: the life of Jesus is to be interpreted in 

terms of a cosmic rx_t.tle betv,een God and Satan. This motif runs 

througbout the exorcisms, miracle stories and j:nstruction to the 

disciples. }~rk is t.herefore rocording the cosmi.coo:ttle i-Thich took 

place in the life of Jesus, Robinson thus strasses the eschat.ologic"J.l 

dimension of LTesus' historical 2.ppe2.l'ance. 

In this initial encounter (i,e. t.he baptism and 
tempt.ation of <Tesus) bet"'TE,en tho eschatological 
Sp.1.rit and the L'uJ.er of the present evil aeon, t.he 
Ktl1gd.OIll of God. d.raws r182.1-' ~ 'Th.(; 8V81Yt, rnal~l(s tl18 
'beginning' of the last hour, and t.hus of the 
Christ.ian history (1 :1). The 1::&.sis has been 
prov-id.ed for the ministry of Jesu.s, 'iihich. consists 

26 

27 
The Prob19Jn of EistOj~v in 1"'3.1'k, 
----.~--.. -.-.. .. ---~--.~~---- (l ~n'~Gl~' • 'v~, ....... t .1.l ... 



in proclaiming the l"evE:lJ.tory situ8.t::lon (1 :15) and 
in carrying through th,x struggle aga.inst Sa tan in the 
p01,ver of the Spir'i t. 20 

Hark [eS histol'ian 

The implicatio:n of Hobinson's 1tTOrk is that Hark d'oes have 

a perspective of history: the prophets, then Jesus, and t.hen the 

time of the Church. Tbere is historical thinking in that there is 

a consciousness of past and present. Knigge cites G. Strecker as 

17 

a representative of the thought that I''lark is concel'ned 'Hi th history: 

In the parable theory and in the Passion prophecies as 
'Hell as in the geographical and temporal 8.nnotations 
of IJ!arkts redaction Strecker finds 8,1'1 "historic8.1 in­
tention" l'1hich does not necessarily stand in contra­
diction to the Imrygma tic purpose of the Gospel since 
Hark means to present revelation lIas alL event "Thich is 
past f:rom the vie'lvpoint of the author. II 100 f / lO'·~. 29 

Here Knigge singles out the Hark of 1,). "-'arzseY130 2.nO E;. 

He cit.es l-~.s.r:ZS3112..S contending that 

the gospel is det.e:Cillined by opposing movements I flths broadening of 

28 
I b}.2., p. 32. 



the kerygma Hhich moves from the Passion story be.cbrards, and the 

movement of histo:r-y which runs from JOhrl the Baptist fOrirTard,II32 

Hark is preaching in the sense that he formulates the tradition 

about Jesus I i·,hich he redacts to give meaning to the l<Tord flgospel ll 

(1:1), 

Sch-w-eitzer emphe.sized. the kel'ygmatic na.ture of j\fa.rk: 

The 'life of Jesus' is to fiIark fl. foil by Hhich 
he presents the 'difficulties, • ,which the revelation 
encounters 1fith men' (Anmerk. 103), These difficulties 

. I 

are sh01<ln by the mislJ':'l1derstanding of the disciples and 
the parable theo:-cy. Even Peter VIi th his orthodox 
confession 03 :29.) does not 'reach 'the confessional 
level occupied by the demons f (Lej~~l. I 34 :9). The Passion 
narra ti VEl I vIhi ch is so u?lambiguous in cOl:lparis on to the 
parable sayings, is frush-a ted by the misunciE,rsta.nding 
of the disciples, and yet the revelation, liThich is so 
incomprehensible to mon, breu.ks through to the pagan! 
That is 8hm,;n by the story of the Syrophoeni..cie.n ',JOl'lan 
(7 :22 ff.) and above all by the confession of the 
cenhu~ion beneath the cross (15 :39). The po-int Mark 
ma.kes by his characteristic connection of passion, 
prophecy and discipleship is thereby confil'r:ledj the 
revelation of God may be comprohended only in connection 
Hith the passion and death of Jesus. It w:ill be ineyit­
ably mis'LLYlde2'stood '1iTbere the disciples do not 188.1'n 

to unde.r:~talld the real mystsry of the suffel-ing of 
the Son of Ean by fo1lo,·Jing in the ;,ray of suffering f 
(Eessi2~~!~)' 3~2o. 

The Gospel of Hark still P050S a fundamenta.J problem: its 

18 

nature and Plcaning has not roatly been resolved, Reda.etion Cl-iticism 

is still in its infaney, but ,·y112.t has been established is tbat Ma:r:'k 

32 
Kl'l2Z.?~G, p. 66. 

32a 

Theological mot.ifs 
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may therefore give us the key to the understanding of the redaction, 

This is 1-There 8. study of tbe incomprehension of the disciples may 

be especially significant, for it is part of the larger complex of 

material Fhich Hrede designated the :i"1essianic Secret, 

Recent Studies in the Incomprehension of the Disciples in the 
El2.rcan Hedaction 

G, R, ~er: The Secreey !:,!otif in St, l';-arkls Gospel 33 

Although not specially a study of the incomprehension of 

the disciples in the Harcan redaction, Boobyer's ·treatment of the 
"-_'-:1f 

larger motif of the Hessianic Secret is significant for our present 

study. He begins by suwmarizing recent thought on the topic since 

t{r'ecie and distingllishes five general positions: 

1, The contention that the Hessianic ':~ecl'et peJ.'V2.cios r,w.l'k more 

extensively than VTTede rm:d.ntain6c1 

'Taylor, :S, Percy and E, SjOb3,:g, 

e ,g, J. S'chnieTiTincl, V, , 

2. The idea t.hat Hark presents Jesus 8.S hiding his Hessiahship 

to account for his rejection e.g.,: J. Heiss, 1"~. Dibelius, R. 

H, Lightfoot. 

3. The notion of Ebeling that the secrecy motif is IT!0ant to reveal 

ratheL' than conceal. 

4. The l'1a1'can secrecy motif is a.llied i.dth the general concept 

(especially in Hebr81'Ts and. Paul) t.ha.t the East.::lr revelation 

33 
G. H. Boobye1' ,liThe ;::eC1'8cy It;ottf· ill st, i;~cl.l'k' s Gosp,:;l, II 

.f~ ~,,--1-... ~~St'11d:-L 1960, p~p. 225 .... 235. 
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of tho exalted Lo:cd Has precoded by a terrostial life in "Thich 

Jesus laid aside all his pm'Yors (!llcenot.ic Christologyll). '1'he 

obscurity, humiliation and guise of Jesus as a servant is 

explicabJe in the context of the Eastorfait.h. 

5. 
11 34 

An elaboration of this lat.ter point by E. Sjoberg. The 

l-iessianic Secret h8.s its origins in Jevrish ApocaJyptic and is 

only explicable Hithin the terms of this background. Jesus 

saH himse] f a.s the Hidden Son of l',an of Enoch and IV Ezra. 

Boobyer takes issue ,·rilh those com~lientutors Hho have fe.iled 

to comprehend the compJexi ty of the SecreJ
.:,: .r-:ark does relate events 

\'Ther<~ the neFS a.bout J 8Sli.':=:, hi s "\qork' :).nd. his masse.go J are openly 

pu.blicized (1 :28). The secrecy motif is Hoven of three strands 

but in t,be GonC'].rl"once and interplay thl'ouglcout the Gospel of throe 

closel:i' associa-t,ed motifs J '\~hid! rr:ay' be descrihxlas those of 

S8CTSCj~ , 
. '15 

ptTbli city, and rovelat.ion. IJ~ Boobyer di:C0cts his enquiry 

along the lines of 2.s1dng to khor'l and in ':That "rays the 1'~.Brc2.n Jesus 

users of the Gospel ~i.1'8 prive1eged ber~eficia.ries of l'0velatioD., as 

Cf t Bo£!2;i§2:, 1), 226 ff~ fo:c ctj .. scl~csioD 
Tie :~~[ e::l:~2~·?2:£.:~~: ~'=or0 e::1.:?~~.912l~ifj.~ (lo~!_ ~\TaI:2:~~.Il·~ s 
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references beil1g Hasic1es" addressed to Christian readers). 9: 9 

is the key verse I for it impl~es that after the Resur:cection comes 

tree revelation to 8.11 - so that the Christian rea.ders are YlOi-J living 

in· the f'appointed d:J.y of revelation. 11 

The disciples, hOliT8vOY', were initiated into the secret of 

the revelation befoI'B Easter. 

li·Tere the OJ LlL.3 , the disciples liJere privileged in thB.t they Here 

Jes'us and of the of 1:118 Yet clisciples ~. , L 
O.la no\ .. 

understand; :tn other Hords Nark is inconsistent in that the revelat.ion 

is 1'2vealed to the dis ciples; but tho cia.y of fl.l.ll llisioYl d:!.d not corle 

until the 'Saste:c evsnt. 

Boobyer thcn states ";';01-1here befoY'8 h:is 2.rrest cloes the Jesus 

of St. I·jnk IS Gosp2:1 apply l·lessianic: titles t.o himself in pl.~blj c, OJ" 

~./ 

penni t others t.o do fl..:JD 
S0, Ee finds no difficu.lty in reconciling this 

Both 2 :10 B.nd 2 :28 are "a.sides lf to the :ceoders of t.1J:e Gosr-e1. In 

l"egcJ.rc. t.o the story of the Ge1'2.s8n8 De!'io:niae Eoabyer S8.ys tha.t 

therefo:ce an imposit.ion. of sileEce Yjr.:::.C'""sc:!:)-r""r m1hen ' ~ S J..!.\,.., G __ c,;~_ J • .l.!. ,c ...... if 

Fas a corr~bi.nd to silence; ( ! ), Boo"bys:-c tb.e:n 

36 
L'eid , I p. 229. 

I 
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blandly dismisses the term I!Son of Ha.n" in 8:38 as referring to 

SOlT!.eone other than Jesus, As for 10:1+7 f., Boobyer notes that 

Eartimaeus became a disciple Clhe folloved him in the wayfl). The 

phra,;;e Iffb.ny reb~J.ked hill! tl18.t he 1wl!ld hold his peace fl (10 :Li·8) implies 

a clear distinction beb-le'3n the cravies a.ncl. the beJievers. Jesus had 

no need to impose 8. restriction on Efll'timaeus b8cause the CrO;;'10. had 

ah~eady done SO. 

"NoHhel'f) do publicly perfol~m8d miracles or the pu.blicity ,Ihieh 

37 
Jesus himself received amount to public disclosures of Messiabship." 

In support .of this staterr:.ent Boobyer points out that nOl-1h81'e do Jesus' 

l ), 

miraclas lead the 0\ 't-Sl,) to conclude th8.t JeslJs ,/Jas Messiah. On the 

contrary, such te~\.ts as 6 :1-,6 indic2.te tha.t Jesus 'Has still no more 

than 8. caryJente:l:' to thora - ,Jesus "rrarvels 8.t theJr l1nbeli ef, II !fThere 

vlas public ma.nj.fostatj on of <Tesus' divine pOvTer, but. it. never led to 

public Hessiani.c revelat.ion. Yes Janel rno:ce ~ it 1~:as ne,rer inte:nded. 

that :j t. shouJ..o. Such, indeed, 1,JaS E::-1.rk's belief. Tr:Cl.t Jesus did not 

8,pply 1'1essianic titles to himsslf in p1.1}~JliG, or p(:;~('rri.:.'\. t others to do 

·38 much. I, As l~. :10 ff. indic.ates J the secret of the 

Kingdom of God to tho disciples but remained 2-11. enigma 

2.nO a riddle 
.L , , 
l,O LnG 

------_ .. - ---

p. 231. 

33 
I£~.9 .. , p. 232. 
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It is Boobyer's distinction bet-HElen the disciples and the 

Nark is demonstrating tha.t there 

liJaS much before the Easter event i'ihich even the TT;;elve did not 

Ul~clerstand • Yet, going beyond this. i'f8.1'k distinguishes the disciples 

'1 c ) t from '(, .le 0\ l. \, l-:l • \',lhy? Bec.3.use Eark liD-shed to shOvT that God had 

re je ct.ecl t,he J 6i;TS t Isaiah 6: 9 f., "\oJhich lmderlies the. thought of 

f!Iark 4 :10 fa I concerns not the rejection of Isaiah, but the rejection 

of t119 J01-JS. Particularly do He see th:i.s motif e.pp:.n·ent in the 

F.c.rable of the 'tTicked. Husbandmen, the cursing of the fig tree and the 

Y'ending of the veil in hw. Tho Jevrs 8.1.~e deprived of their inheri-

tEl.nee. Indeed; Jesus explicitly hides the significanco of the rev~ 

ele.tion fro111 thow. (8:1?, 11:33, 4:11 f.). 

In SUnnY2.ry, :3oobye1' sees the secrecy motif as t,he expression 

of lJ:arkl s conviction th9.t t.he Je"Hs have been r'3j8ctecl by God. He 

sees tho incoDlprshensiol1 of tho! di.s ci.ples a.s h:i_ghly signifi cant -

they only unc1.el"st()oa. in pcl.1't. bocause they c::.nnot fuJ1y understand 

Thsi:c inconprehension is not of the S8.ilJe kiYld 

as that v7hich drove t118 Jevs to crucify lJesus, for the 1.?-,tter ha.d 

In other 

vrords I tbe incomprehension of the disciples -; c· _v not properly pB,rt 

of the secrecy motif for the J8.tter is only 8.ppl:icable to the 



A, T. Burk~ll: 
39 

The Bidden Son of Man in St. Eay·kfs Gospel 

B1.u'kill, beginning vnth the p'Y'emisG that Hark! s thought 

is informed and sl..lStcd.ned by a theology of salva.tion, 11 attempts to 

justify the notion that r·fa:r'k is an exposition of hro cenh'al themes _. 

lithe secret fact of the Hessj anic status of Jesus and the myst.erious 

. ~ " t Po • Il~o m8anlng 01 'enD. - iCl.CT ... The first theme domixiates the earlier part 

of the Gospel .'lnd the second the later part, Burkill 8.dmi ts to in·· 

consistency in Ha:r-kls applicat:'LoYl to his t2.sk, ,9,Dd says th2.t this is 

bec~3.use conflicting motives compete to dominate his schemata. The 

problem of l'2.r~( is tha.t he is proclaiming 2. Nessiah VIho i'JaS not 

recognized as such by his contempore.ries. 1·1ark therefore seeks to 

-'-, . 
l..l1lS reference to the Scriptures (Earl~ lLH2.7 , 15 :3L~, 14 :2.1), 

sho'iTing that Jesus! suffering and Passion \,;ere in accord Hith the 

I-Till of God, I:;Iark 2.lso stresses the foreknoH1edge of Jesus C1I{· :8, 

1/.1. :18, lI{· :27-·31). In short! the hidden SO)l of Yan motif is a form 

of divine predestin?tion: it vIas not intended that Jesus should be 

received as t';r:)ssiah. The significance of the Ca.esare3. Philippi 

They fail to l.mc1ers1:,2.nd the na.ture of ~Tesus I i·~essio.hship 

39 
A I T. Bu:ddll,' !The Hiclclol1 Son. E2.rl·~1 s 

g.?Ef::~l, 11 Zeit ,_ N, ~ ,. '!'!iss. 5? lO?l ;--", - / ...... _- , 

l.!-o 
I bi __ ~~., p. 190. 



'. 

25 

because that only becomes fully revealed after the Easter event,· This 

event is important in Ha.rk 1 s s cherrta tt:;:. be ca use it .prepares the reB.der 

for a right understanding of the Passion narrative, Nark does dis-

tinguish bebJeen the f8.iluY·(3 of the people to recognize the Hessia.h-

ship of Jesus and the incomprehension of the disciples concerning 

its nature, I:furk agrees "rith Pat!.l (ROl'rl2,nS 9-11.) that the rejection 

of Jesus ,'las a result of the predetermined plan of God. The disciples, 

ho~reveT, although they do not comprehend b9fore the Ee.ster event, do 

so aftel''liarclS tb.ey correspond to Fa u1 T S "remnant, 
Ln 

elected by' grace,l! 

In regard t.o the incor:!prehsnsion of the disciples l~rk is not 

quite (;onsjst.ent in that in the tr8.1isfigUl'ation scene he a1101;'Js them 

app8.rent1y Ea.rk llis not completely 

satisfied vdth the doctrine that the hWniliatjon of the Hessi8.h is 

futuI'e 111. l:larl{ 11:1 ff. and. 

11.l-:3 ff. the SOCTO-t is subjed to great strain as Jesus I Eessia.hship 
/.1') 

is pressing fOT oveTt lhe cosnition . . .J In short, I'~.e.rk does at times 

Son of Ean -; r· 

-'" Dot hidden. 

a.bilit.y of' t.he Je-eiS obvious to alL 

-~-------"-------------------

4·1 
Th~~~., p. 19I} , 

4? 
l:b~l" p, 196, 

4-3 
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Burldll's liwrk is notable for its attempt to isolate tho 

secrecy motifs in the pre~.Harca,n tradition. By co,nparing these to 

.the redaction of Yi2.rk he contends that the standpoint of Mark be-

cOHles clearer.. The editorial passages of 1: 34 and 3: 11 f. - in-

junctions of secrecy upon the demons ... demonstrat.e that Nark 

wishes to drav.T a conty'ast behreen the supernatural insight of the 

demons and the ignorance of the people. Hovrt3ver, in 1:23 f. the 

injtU1ction to silence is part of the tradition that :Hark revim,yed 

and is explicable in its m·m context being 

commonly employed in incantations as a means of gaining pOT;T8r over 
lj,lJ. 

the clemons. It h.9.S nothing clirect1y to do i-Tith the idea of 

concealing a mystsl'''Y. 

In the first main section of Vark thcn'o are four stories 

8:26) 

posed afto?' mh'ac]es. 

tbe conu;ands to silenco j.mposeo upon th<:J demons.) The in"· 

junctions of 5 :Ll.J and 8 :26 CNlld haTdly l:ave been Obs0:cved, for it 

Hould be obvious to all li7hat Jesus had done for the little giTl 

tbe tru:t.h of Jesus 1 person as djspla~lod in His action, although 

givcm to the reader, i,a.s not knc,'irl to Jesus' cont8~llporarios. Yet 

His a CtiO;lS v.Jere still pov.rerful enough to caUBe cOYlsid8I'8ble 

eXel tement amo:lg the people. . . 
"(.].I:le, 

Burkill," Hidden Son of Han in st. IV!Cl.rk's Go~,pel,ll p. 199. 
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there appears to be a pre-l'furcan motif that of shoHing tha.t Jesus 

Has not like the ordinary "thaumaturge fl , with his p:-cedilection. 

for self-advertisement, for he chose to try to check the axei te-

ment \-Illic}! his a etions aroused among the people. 

. " 
Accordingly, Burkill agrees vnth D. J. Sjoberg t s con-

elusion tha.t St. Hark's doctrine of the secret is not imposed 

upon an alien tradition - Itideas correspondine; to it pre-existed 

in the r.la terials ,·)j.th i-Jhi eh the evangeJ ist deals .• f,45 Burkill ' s 

/I 

subs8quent examination of Sjo2Brg' s \,TQrk Yleed not conC81'n us here. 

being intimately bound up ~Tith Je"\frish ApocE,lyptic literature, where 

1-1-6 
eli vine myster:3.8s were announc;3d. His main cont'3ntioll is that 

l·:arkl S secr-ecy motif is not a litercn'Y cO~'cv8ntion of the 8v2.ngelist, 

but a motif rooted in the teaehing of Jesus himself under t.he in-> 

flUE:,nce of Je~·rish Apocalyptic. 

Burki11 conc1udes that f:::;t. I~ark' s doctl'ine of the Nessianic 

11ystEH'Y is not imposed "",b extra UpO~l an utt8rl;y ~J.i.en tradition. 

V2.:cious secrecy motifs 1'7ere a1X'Gady present in the material he 

uses, and the noU.on of hiddeness, 8.ssociat.ed "I--!it.h a form of divine 

pre··c1Gstinat.ion, may i'Tel1. have been exemplified after t.he manner 

-------------.--~ 

Lj·5 
Ibii., p. 206. 

~·6 
Vide infr8., chapt. 2, for elaborat.ion of esote:cic motifs 

in flark.-'-----
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outJj.i1ed, in the teaching of Jesus himself, Ii Yet it is not quite 

'correct to say that Jesus thought of Himself as the hidden Son of 

Han, rather should the encphas"is be put on the strong pr0cestination. 

conviction involved in the teaching of Jesus. - "no less than in 

the case of his great prophetic predecessors. ff47 

'1'h8 significance of Burkill f s Hork is that he does see a 

distinction behreen the secret fact· of the l"lessianic sta,tus of 

Jesus and the mysterious meaning of the fact. If 'He dra':J Ol1J. the 

implications of this line of thou.ght I,rEi note 8. difference bet',.reen 

complex. of n12:1:,erial 1-Thich keeps the fact of Jesus I Eessiahship 

n&.t1J.:t'8 of tho Hessialiship. It is this latter point vrhieh the 

disciples do not uCde1'stB.nd, for they rQcognize Jesus as Hessiah 

8.t Caesarea Philippi, but nO·;.jhe~('e in trE) l'edaction do they fathom 

the Eystery. 

Burkill also gives duo Hej.ght to the sigl~ifical1ce of the 

Caesarea Philippi incident as preparing the 1.'88.:301.' fOl~ a right 

understanding of the Passio:1 narra ti V8. Tbe incomprehension of 

tb.8 cliscipJ.es is related to t118 YI\Ystery of .!che r.c~essial·lsllil-l l'l~tt.hcr 
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Tyson f s short article. is of special signifi cance in our 

task, for he deals specifically \~~ith t,he incomprehension of the 

disciples, and impJJes that it is the key to l.:mderstanding the 

He begins by clain!ing that the misundorstanding qf the 

discip1es is not properly a part of the f'Iessianic Secret motif 

For it is not as if the disciples 

discern the nature of Jesus and 8,1'e consequently· precluded from 

proclaiming it, rather they have' a i·rrong concept50:'1 about his 

Cented.ng On the three Predi ctions of the Passion, 8 :31-

33, 9:30~·3?, lO:3L',·34, he points OBt that. the latter hTO pel'icopes 

their oun position. In t.hH for[;lsl' (9:33··37) the disciples d.Te dis-

latt""r (10:35 ff.) itTS 

have the :ceq1.1'3E;t of Jamos anll John for pl[!,ces of authority in 

f.Ia:C'k f then, J_S " '" l11COlnpx'en811Sl0Yl 

'"' SCC0YlC.l-Jf 1 

-~-~-'---'---~-~-----"---'------'-----. -------

1).8 

JC;U'i.l, 

J. 0 3 T:ISOYl.," rrl--L) 
of P:U.) , 11.J

..:., 801 

PJ_i~}d.-(-'80S of t,r_8 I:isci1)JSB 
198, pp. 26J .. 263, 

in 
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Tyson infers from this th.!J.t the only reason }'1ark 1i-Jould make a 

motif U('.t of this is because he l,as a"rare of a signific<J.nt diffey'enee 
L~9 

beh'Jesn his om:1 position and that of the disci:ples, 

For Tyson, the tlu'oe peric0pes giving Jesus' Hords on the 

necessity of his suffering to "'·l-l-l~-..... ·tl' c 'n,' S·L O"'· ,,50 a. l G.!.J.t:;;l.l. _. 1...1 1 ~/ .. 

They are editOl'ial devices of Nal'k. To the obvious objectIons: 

could the disciples preach the Hessiahship of JeSll.S '\dthout ma.king 

some sonse out of His dc.:cth? Does not the fact that they prf:ached 

Tyson 

rel')lies that the disciples did not pro.?ch sir:lp1y e. death, but a 

e::D)la:Ln the necessity of Jesus I death, it bC'i ves the EeSUrY'8ction 8.S 
~ _____ -..,."'"-.J.~ 

rr11s disciples see JeS1.iS as }flessial1 iTI 

that he is i21t,roduc::.ng sor::ething lleH into thE: ChTisti~m trn.eli tioE 

that Has not F1.1't of the Pl'8[~ching of the disciples. 1151 

The pSI'icopos fol1oHing the second 8.no third rrodictio(l of 

the Passion! sho1;D.ng the cIj.sci'ples I 0H11 ItH:k of l.mckrstandilig CCl1CS:Cl:-

B.llipli.fy 9:9 - the 

-...... ---........ ~-------,..,.... ..... ~-. --_. ----.---.-~-.-------~-----------.---
49 

T'bid. 

50 

p. 263. 

I1;2t. 1 l'. 263. 

51 
I bid. p. 201· • ... _-- , 
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disciples IIdid not unoerst':(1ld," Questions of rank a.nel importance 

can only have arisen if the disciples concoived of Jesus as a royal 

l~iessiah. 1at9r, in the Jerusalem Church, there ,'Jas an 8.ttempt to 

try to set up 9. family dynasty, first headed by Jesus' brothel' 

James, and then by otre:c members of the family. 52 Fa.ul' s con-

trov8Tf;ies uith the Jerns3.1em Church indic.od:.e that it thought of 

Christianity as still 1:::eing "lithin ,judaism. The Jerusalem Church 

is reluctant to initiate a mission to the Gsntiles, impl.Ting that 

it th.ought Jesus f Eessiahship only rr:e2.ningflLL to the JsvJs. Also, 

Paul's authority is seen as second~.rYI because he is not a cJisc'lple. 

The facts seem to indicate th2.t the Chu:rch of <Jerusalem I,Tas narrO~'T, 

l)J.si c;:tlly', J:·1a.:ck vTas ai-Tare of tHO things: first.ly J that ~Ghe~ 

oe.3.th of Jesus is I'lOrO than an historical ff~ct: 

s:igd fic2.Ylce (10 :4-5) • Secol'dly, Jesus I Hessial-cship is Eot the 1'OY<3.1 

I·;essi9.hsl1ip conceived of by nat:'ron8.lj stic JG"\.TS. (Ha.rk IEakes little 

of the "Son of Davidl
! theology.) E.'lrk IS repref:ent.<3.tion of the 

disciples as 1.lnCol'(iIJrehenc:.ing is, in fact, polerdcal - he-is dem·· 

of Jesus' 

If it is correct, then, to s&.y that ~.Jark' s ,r5.8F of the 

52 
Tyson :ceferc:; to Eusebius I Eccl. H2-st., 3 ;JJ ,. I, vhich 

O"\o' ... 1c- ~f-·l.!.'J-r~·" ·(.·r ...... .,"F:) ....... · o..c .. +'1r'01 ·r ...... ··~l-J~;--O]" J~--;:lJc -TLr h,-ld J'b'-' rec .L"l\..:~) __ ,-l.l.0!"J!L ... h .... l.J.iLJ.:.-.l. oJ .2. Lt .. !;":· _.oLlL. -:l . ........J.'-' ·;~1l.1.' * CJ...... t ... lL 

pos:it.ion of hishop of Jel'us8.:!.e:n, 
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he derive his vim-i? Paul is the most obvious source, especially in 

v'ie'H of the tradi tionftl link behreen. 1.]"ark a.nd Paul. Al terna ti vely 

:Hark could be a representative of Galilean rather th8.n Jerusalem 

Chr~stianity.53 

Tyson concludes th3.t the presence of this motif indicates 

lla.rk's appreciation of a Gentile mission. Nark is in a sense 

challenging the Church of Jerusa.lem r S authority. It is significant 

tha.t H.ome (probably Hhere Hark Has 1iTriting), rose to the leading 

position !'i.mang the Christian churches. The endirig of Yarh: is nOTlY 

also explicable: even H:e R eSll:crection is not understood. by Jesus' 

• .L aSSOCl9. l.es .. 

Although only the three Homen are mentioned as 
see:hlg the S;J.pty tomb, SlI:r,:;1y the oisciples are 
in Hark's min3, as 16:7 indicates. f!;:oreover, :it 
rr;))l 1:11::: E.:igil"ificarlt tJl~\t IS'J.ylc clOGS not. d.8scribe t1n 

appearance of the. risen lTeS1JS to the disciples. 
Here is the climax of the Gospel, 8.nd although 
1.fark lOOKS forH2.rd to some kind of f;xiJeri811Ce on 
the part of the I!disciples of Peter", these 8.re 
not the first to b88.1' t.he ne'TS of Jesus' resurrection. 
What a strange ending for 01..11' earl:i.8st gospel, and 
yet Hhat an d.PP:copl'iate and significant 011e if one 
of H9.rk l s chief pUY'poscJS 1:.1..3.S to call attent::'Lon to 
the I,m.ys in \Jhich the disciples fell short in their 
unde:cstanp_ing and proc1am8.tion of the Christian 
Gospel. 9~' 

--------.-------
53 1\ 

Tyson quotes Eri'1st Lohmeyer, Gali]aa U:1d ,TeI'lls2.leJ:n, 
pp. 26-35, Hha 2.l'g11.83 that the basic cI;;~l:stology ol the G;-1i1oan 
Church ',ie.S the "Son of T~anfl Chcisto1ogYl &.nd t.ha.t of Je1'i..1.salma 
IISon of David" Christology. 

:J~. 

1'Y~2.£ll, p. 268. 

(16 :8). 
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Llip d p~~i ? 

It is 8.pparent that. if T,Ilson t s theory is cor:cect then our 
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total unc1erst8.nding of the Gospel of Hark Deeds to be reappraised. 

It is this kind of implica.tion l\Thich makes 8. study of the motif 

of the incomprehension of the disciplGS so significant. Our 

survey of the history of the u .. ndersta.nding of Hark has' shm,r'fl that 

redact.ion criticism has a vital role to play in telling us more 

about the question: ~';hat is Nark 8.1] .. about? The work of Hrede was 

vita. 1 in pointing out ·that the motives and jrjtentio~1s of the 

evc.Ylgelist colour the total Harcan Go~;p8l, r~/ul-;: is not simple 

d_act.or, t.his eay"! sel"r"v(~~ a st.ra.tegic fU.flct50n il1 t:.he opening u~p of 

The purposE of this Cb8.ptm.' has been hvo··foJ.d: to eluc-jdate 

~~rx: and ,S8COl:.dly, to see if it is valid to iso13.te the incornpre-

rtension of the dj sci~plcs franl the Secret., 

the imposition of silence on demons and ~' . .ftel' 



S[1.1·' as part of the [;ec:cet tl1.8 imposition of secrocy on the disciples 

(8:30 and 9:9), the esoter:le teaching given to them (h:l0 f.), e.nd 

th3:ir incompreb::;Hsion. 

But, G.S Tyson h2.s pointed out, it is r.ot me:cely that the 

disciples Uli c1erstand 3es'us to be Nessiah arid are told not to pro-

The 

si1ene8 imposed upon the disciples is not on par Hith that imposod 

on the people. The imposition of secrecy on the derlOns .9.nd after 

sorne rnir2 .. cles seeras to be a theoJ.ogica.l rnoti£, to ezpJ_ai!1 110vJ the 

people did not recognize JeSUS 8.5 Hes5i2.h (so TtTrede) 01' to shoH 

hm)" Israel \'13.S pre-deterd.ned not to receive the re\Tslat:1.on (so 

Burkill) • T118 ilTJJ>osit.iol'l of sec:coc~l 011 t,}:e disciples, b.o1;J~yver, 

it is not permanent (cf. 9: 9) . It e11.-

The Secret Hill be 

omplished; th?-.t js, after the Res',;rr8Gtion (9:9). Indeed, • n 
II 

Boobyer is right in [-;tating that T 

dOSllS never clain~e(l to be J:.iGssia.l1 

vIreoe 5881;15 to S1J .. ggCSt that t.l18 Sec:cet. -is ffa.J._l~prevadingfi .. ~ 

Yet 

The secoild_ h9.1f of the 



35 

Gospel thematizes the nat~ of Jesus' filessiahship. Nark seems .. 
conc9rned to point out that the fact of Jesus! Nessiahship is not 

r8 coglli zed by the pe ople , (those i>Jho do, e. g. ,the clemons, are 

silenced), but it is eventually recognized by the disciples, and 

they 8.re told to reveal it after the Resurrection. Mark, in fact, 

is distinguishing the li.."lde:rstanding of the disciples fr.om that of 

the people. Here is \-Jhere Ebeling fails to go far enough. 

merely l'eV0j'Ses Hrede, and sees the Sec:cet as revealing and not 

concealing. fA vi t_3.l distinctio:1 is still obs cured: revelat.ion is 

give!1 
L 

not to the J e~ys, the 0 \ )t\ w , but to the disciples. 

Ebeling, hOH8\ier, had the l(:81'it of shm·D.ng that the irrtentio;l of 

l':S.Y'k is to :t'e,,Teal the nature of J6S1J.5 I Eessi2.hship to the reader 

of t.he Gospel by ther:l2.tiz,ing the incomprehension of the disciples i 

Tlris is a line of thought He sh.9.11 Tetul'l1 to later. 

OUX' policy \,1:1.11 be, ItdistirJguish and Hoi te. fl Once the 

beon r(!i'!.de, (fo1:[o1"ing Poobyer, }3u.rkil1 2.rd Tyson.) , ou.X' offort ;,.rill 

be to relate them, and reb.te them in terms of 'iJh2.t :r-::'.rk wishes to 

Is the roade:':'ship H182.nt to identify 

,-lith the disciples (so Burkill) 01' ~gainst them (so Tyson)? This 

Cl1jl'::lstiorl, like so re::tny ot}'el's bea1.'ing on th-B incomprehension lilotif, 

cannot be satis:fa ci::o'l'ily ans];-!'el'ed as an isol9.ted question. 'r Il:e sha]] 

have to underta.l<8 an exalGina tiO::1 of the Li:i:'C2.n r8c1a ction as a \,.hole I 

Ed. ving fastened on B. 

singlG aspe:::t G.S especially significant to the l'E-dactj.on as a 'liTholE), 



our purpose in the folloHing chapter i>rill· be to confront the 

familiar IIciy-cle of interpretation'l . according to ·T;Thich the Hhole 

is intelligible in terms of the parts and the pal-ts in -t.erms of 

the uhole. Our next chapter thel~efore 1/Ti11 be eoncerned i-Ti th the 

sY-iubolism and structu:ce of the Earcan redaction. 

36 



CHAPTER TIm 

THE S111BOLISH AND STRDCTIJ"RE OF THe.; HARCt'\.N RElJACTION 

By examining th9 sJrmbolism a.nel structure of tile redaction 'lJre 

hope to find insights into K~.l.rk t s exact purposes. This 1dll necessitate 

some eclncated conjocture on hOT/i he stands in relationship to his 

readers; that is, 101h8.t kinds of response he T"rishes to elicit fraY,! 

them. The relationships "l-fithin the story·~line - for example, between 

JeS1.1S and the crovrds J Jesus aDd the disciples - should be distinguished 

from tho relationship of v!l'iter to reader. Bu:t. the t.~·iO sets of re ..... 

lations are thernselvos related; fe:!"' the questiml Po_Tises as t.o hm-r the 

vri tel' 1·.rishes the reader to' relate to charA. cte:cs and groups 1·)ithiiT the 

story. 

In chapter one He not0d, in accord ,nth scholarship genera.lly 

since H:cads, t.hat ~·2.l'kIS st.oY'y~line is not. shnpJy controlled by the 

historical rem:hlisc(mce of <Tesus. :";h'3. t I thon I aTe the ot.her con-· 

trolling fa ctOY-s? This much ~.t an;;.: rate i~" cleal 

stoYJ-1 ir,e is function:.?} to religious F'11rposos f 
. , 

'V!lSn8S 

tCI inculate in 2.nd to elicit. from Ids YE:3J1oTship. 

It thoY€lfore belongs to the task of the redaction critic not 

only to locC'! t.e c:cit.ic~tl th-::1G.8S and moti fs but to pen3tl'3.te their 

- 37 -
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solution, it of to i.he 

0f the "incomprehension cf 'Lhe disciples. II Hark, a.ccording to Tyson, 

Hishes his readership to identify 110t "Tith t.he disciples but ~iin:,:,!. 

He has cJ.carly shifted the emphasis from the l'ela.tionships 

"Tithin the story··lim' t.o thel .. rr·iter-reader relation; for this, be 

sees, is cletol'ITlin2.-t.iv6 of f'la.rk1s narrative pict.u:c'e. One shortcoming 

in T:/son t s t.reat:ment, h OHevo l' , is evtcent. Ee has Horked too much in 

On.8 111isses tl'l8 clialecttc8.1 

process of testing Y118 interprd.8.tio~l of the F9.!'t. (the bli:ndness of 

the disciples) by independentlY conf:cOIlting the l'edaction in term~; 

of its total ologalliz~.t5.oJ:l (litr:;re.ry sb'1..1cture and al1ied questions), 

Certainly the syr<iboJ.isrr:. in flr'?rk has often ho;on overlooked. Thel'G is, 

But often 

functiDl1a11y lS a 

relat.ion, 

Thus I i'Tithin the sto'.'y~.l lne tho iC~Gnti ty of Josus i:l.nd h~.s rwster:'LoCis 



39 

desti11Y are esote:r'ic motifs, But their final sense depends on the 

:tole Hark assigns them in ins:tructing his reader-ship and calling for 

particular responses from it, 

The present ch3.pter inll attempt to justif:,T the proposition that 

esotericism belongs part and parcel to the 8a.rly Christian outlook, 

v-Te hope to uncove:c its symbolj c aspect, ,~·it.h a vie"J to ·clal~ifying the 

ch2.racter of the l;.rriter-reacle,r relationship implicit in H8.rk f s Gospel. 

SCiGYlttfic rGetb.od; DB.S lost his 50118=3 of SV-:'TIbolisIU. 
• ';J 

poignant~y 

der<:anstrated by the inaoj.lity of the 2.'lel',?E:;e r:an to capture the ethos 

oJ+'. ;'0,'_°.+ c; J.1" ],-0., 'J'!;l' -l+·c'~I' ".""c". .T01 .. ·.l },., rio~'·l!Q ... , ., Y1·,-1 h·i,., .L-+'Y·~o"eY>t J.., clr o·t~ ~vnJn'" +};y .!:-'. v_ .. _.. .' ~.' .. "'. ~ ~ ~ ,.,._ 0.,., _, .. ~ _v -,-" J.1' .. 0 .. '- .. '-',) ! ', .. v. 

f'o~'" cuc'n -"'l'l-m .... i·C~l·L .... ,.r.j'lS >")C' r...vt"\..j.:.. .. ·.r'Q' :J-n.-1 't.I.·',Q.sc.,}.,'.nl', .. 1" ., .•• .l •. '.oi ]:'_ )u. t,~"~... 0.0 ~ . .-. ~. ~ _.' _ Peter Gay h8.S s3.id 

The tn.odel'n 3.T!9.1ysis of h.ngl.12.ge h<:u:3. to 2.1iT8.it the 
l~:OY''k of HU,Y=1t,c)] dj~ f C1J.t. t~1e pl:i]_oS()l~b.e.s in t,hB} r o~·rn 

G01('JrlOll[~;81'1s:lCftJ '.T8.~.:-, 11ad_ 1)i81·cEd t,J:le r:~:ystery of 
sy---mbo1s: in their scientific emph·icl.sm thought 
~!.S it \-Tere look-xl itself fu11 :i.u the faGa J and 
stripped Hords and ililC".gCS of their s11:':"stantial 
F0-;-JE:Y·. It ,.las cliffsnmt in the Chr~.sti3.J1 
rnillen:'L);'"'ll, f.. J.IE.!g vt'y , net.B.'pho:c, fi.gured'.tv,,; 'L---!­
t,el~~p:~~tjt{~ t,j. OIlS J.~3t,8.i~OGd t.hei r J.)O~·TG1") IJ:t"'e ciseJ.;{ 
t\(:JC~t.lt8E: t}18JT Tr:-er':J ~8vey~ 1-'eGl1Cecl t.o :mere l=l.nguJ stic 
d(::V~_C8S GT~ lit,e]~.9,r·31· fx~ills, 'llh~tf; 1r.JP..S on1y 
1'lea,SOY13.bJ_8 j Sil}'CS God h~tS sC8.tt.ercd. i::rac8s of his 
intent thY'oughol1.t eY'8[~ticm, the man sehooled in 
t.he 1:-72.yS of the divine le.nzua.ge mi:::;ht r82d sacrod 

- , J. rnea !llY!G S e";l01:1Y-r.-) rJ8l"e S' 

York: Vo], 1, 
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Yet if modern fI1c..n has lost his sense of sYlubolism, it Has not 

so at the time of the Gospel Ttl1'itings, 'Ilhe esoteric 8.nd symbolic 

nature of roligion::: alfJal'eness' in the Hellenistic vwrld and in 

Palestine at the time of Jesus ·bE.s been adequately demonstrated by 

scho12.I'S ~ :particu.1arly <Toachim Joremias, In The Eucharistic ~'!ol~ds 

2.f.....<Les.1!§ Jeremj.as poses the quest.ion: ~\}hy dOGS the Fourth EvangeJ ist 

omit any account of t.he institution of t.he EU.cb2.rist.? After examining 

some of the an-SHers prev-j.o1J.s1y postu12.ted, he contends that the 

the Lord! s Supper be ca use he did' not 'Fant to Y'eveHl the S2. cr:::-;d formul8. 

to the general public, ,,2 

Jeremias proceeds to sho~·.r hOH the TtTh010 e'w:i romw:mt of primiti1le 

E:,lement of t118 esoteric. Instances i:n t lv:. _ LX .. 

Hel1enist:i.e 'Horld \·;oro ~.Yl the t02.chings of GnosticislE, the esoteric 

teaching of the philosophic ~ch()ols and the "':'01'10 of magic, "AIUwugh 

it has beon gene:cally recogn~_zec1 that tl1is is true of the Hel1E:nistic 

But the nev.rly dis-
") 

covorod Essene texts h'.1.vedisposed 0-:' the Jest. doubt concerning tllis. II,) 

Jererni2"S cOi1clu.des t.ha-L 1:.Litl1in . , T,118 Apocalyptic tra.dit:i.oYl, (e,g" Dani.el 

-----~--.-~~ --.--~ -~ -~ -.-.---------.-------~ .. ---.-------.--.---------
2 

J. 
( T J"'l·r(l r-'~ 1 • 

.I.JV..:..l- '."')1_' 

") 

...l 

Lt?2-:..s, , p. 125 f. 

trans, H, PerJ~'in, 



1·\·1 

12:LI· s I\! Ezra J4·:Lt!.t.J I·6), and outside of it in late Judaism, there 

is ctn esoteric element. In another 1,,:'ork, Jerusalem at the Time of 

Jesus, J er81nias argues tha tthe in.f1ur:mce of the Scribes Has due to 

the fact tha.t they ",;e1'8 bearers of a socret knov!leclge - the decisive 

reason for the dom:lnance of the Scribes ovor the rest of the people 

vJaS that they flvJer'3 £uardians of a secret knoHledge, an esot.eric 

tradition. ,,4 

He concludes: 

that 1iT3S set upon it. not L~olat'C)d theolor::ical 

r; 
'rrb.o[;e co~nt/8!"jt 1:·;:3..3 a·t.t,x·ibuted t.o :Li-vine trlsrJi~c&.tioll, ffJ 

____ ._.....:.....t... ......... ,_ 

The impli(";.;>.tions of such a contention for OUT present proj8ct 

of the thcolog:'Lc~1 philosophicaJ Jesus 1 t.hen 

it rn2.y be tbat these ele.r;lents 2.1'e to be fnm(~ in -,(,1:'8 Gosre1 tracH.t.ion. 

tS2.ch:l.l:·S of Je~3Ll.s f 

------_.,_ •. _---

J, 
C. H. 

Aft·c.}:- C38sD.:ces. Philippi 

r. 
~ . 
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kno~rn to the disc::Lples but they are expressly told to diV'J.lge it to 

'10 C¥le (Ml_ 8 ·':10 1 ~J~ .: • .:,! .... :..... .~: J Indeod, most of Hn,rk after 8 :27 seems to be 

esoteric teaching given to Uie disc:iples, The eschB.t.ologica.l dis·· 

course in 1<8.rk 13 is given to fou:c disciples only. He are ~xplicitly 

) -
told in V8.rk: 4: 3'+ t;fit. },0ui 

IIprivately he explai~led everything to his OFl1 disciples." 

Paul also refers to esoteric: v-risoo:n reserved for "the mature, H 

( , 

\880 especially 1 Cor . ?] 2'1': • _. 'J .U, 2:13, 3:2) j 8.nd he aJludes to himself 

and his cOYllpanions as "stmtards of the mysteries' of God ll
, (1 Cor. 4 :1). 

hie can distinguish thr28 b9.sic c,;;,tegol'ies of esoteric teet ching 

l'·· e~.rlv Ch-"i s·t,~ .., .. -' .1.,.6. - 11 ~ ....... __ U '_1J. -- J c..llJ_ loCo" • 

(1) eschatolog:i:cal teach-i.ng e, g'I Hev. 13 :18, Ek. 13 :11,; 

SeC1'Eits of' Ch:-d.stology e.g., Hebs. 5:11-6:8 and pe:r:·haps 

(3) secl'E:d~s of Divine. nature f), g., II Cor. 12 :1;., 

S1.1ch evidence authori~~8s ~.he expect-a:boD of esote:>:"ic eJements 

l'_L~'rp-"eLn+J'O~~ 7 st.a.ntia.t.ed 11""'> •. _ loCo ~, ')'_" This cOLTm'f3rKhble cfLution merely accent,s 

6 

7 
An 8xe.lllple of this kind of appl'o2.ch caY} 'be seen in tbC1 Sl1.ggest.:ion 

tl12.:t, t110 1-;-01\:1 &~rVH)V j_Yl t112 RSV8J atio~n' if; a cr:)Trd:'OG~."B.nJ~ It has lOl!g: 
berz:ll o1)sE:'!:"'v-ec1 t,}~~at t.~]G vJord ussd fOl-' JE.n'l~·) :L11 n8~.i(~1.at,ion 5.5 t.l:9 rflOl"e 

1':d1COIi!l~i011 &"rV\oJ arid liot, ~V\'IO\[' \-Jorking on t.n!:: .s~SSl1.!1lr}tio~n tb·9.t t,llS 
.., • ra , • .L' 2.trtllor dslitjSl~at.el~;- cl-lose t.o 11_~;8 (j..~v\O\1 lor so~ne escn:·o:c:te. pllJ.lr~ose, ll~!O 

S1.1gg:estio.D i:~ th.9t, ~Lt. is a. cr3i"'f'to6!."2-:.n for tlJesu_s of ~\~a~~ay~c;tbl IIo sh=tll 
COl'l.ql1(jY~ 1:·:--Jt.h 8. i:'od,1I j~.G, "':_\~\"\l oc:Q~.\.;> '_'\'1-.. "\vf\ ~_("\\;V\.\( ... ~ __ ):)--{{J('- ·4-,r;(. c ~,,-,'~.! \./\ " \ ""v"''-' 'I ..... ~ ~ _ .... ~ __ .... ' ··\ .. ···.)l 



the need to bf3 criti(~.1. 

The Old rrestamsnt. pJ"'ovides one impo:cb.nt. key to sJinbolism in 

The prophets sought to convey te8.chings or He.rd.ngs 

by Ifsignsl! or s:rmbolice.ctions (e.g, 1s.9., 20:21, Jeremiah 27:2 fL, 

Ezekiel 37: 15 if.). Jesus hblself u~;ed symbolic actions to illustrate 

his teachinG (e,g, r·fu:, 9:36, 11:1 if. and sec the 5 .. nstructions to the 

dis drIes in (-): 11) • 

of 
, . 

8S0TA3rJ:C 

COll.siclGratio11 of t110 tl-ternatir; and t.heological 

1J.r~ity and signific?i1 c9 of the ni raclcs "rill 'DO a. good test for 01.11' 

hypothesis in vim·r of" the sUGgestions of t.l:le form cr'itics, For 8. 

101'1; time it "'8.8 thOllg1;.t. th2.t. the nriracJ.es v;("n:e merely inserted into 

l? ; 27 and Luk£~ 1J: 19 S:tOH U:3.t in tl-'8 :~GH Testarcert tj nes not. ;;.J 1 

BlJ.J.t.rn.3.11Yl, 

Th,;;lr object. i.s 



simply t.o present <Jesus as a rrLi.ght.y Honder-'iTorkerfl 8 

At R.i.charcbon att"ot(;ks' 1)oth Bultrnarll 8.nd Dibelins on the 

grounds th2.t. they have difficult;>! in mainta.ining a sharp distinct.ion 

beb-men paradigms CDibel:ius f usue.ge; Bultm2.nn: Apopht.hegms) and 

rniracles because both 2.re concerne;c1 l·rjth preaching and instruction. 

He concludes: fils anything proved by the discovery that the Gospel 

miracle stories bear the saXiS form as Je'llish and pagan miracle stories 

In shortJ in the miracles as in the \<Thole of the Gospel 

tj~aditjon - "[.ore must seek fOlo !').nd recogniZE: the ·theological and symbolic 

retenU O!l by the Evangelist. 

The miracJ 0 stories arc an essential p-B.rt of the Gospel trac1jt.ion; 

• .L 1 
l~1 ~Yle 88.rly Chu:cc1-1 

they fulf:Uled an instl'HcU. ve function: 

missj o'.n2.:cy· peG8.c·orrv 10 
c.'J '-;.l ..... 

'tbe lTlir<?t ch,s a.re I of COUy',e.:e J inGxtl'ic8 b1y bound up "l-J:i..th t';e 

notion of the ~\J~o,V'\c" of Goel J and it is pert.inent to note that the 

ITl8aning of b\J'-!c":'V'\\ in the Ne~~ Teste.ment C8.11 ol"11y be understood vrtth-

8 

9 
P:l crt2.rd~2211 po 28 3 

10 
I l:r;,d. t f:" 1. 6 



in the general concept of the veilh1,,' of God f s 'OCHer. ____ "'- r This concept, J 

derived from ApoC9.1yptic, is an important one in the j\~ew Testarnent 

TheoloiSY, I!There is a certain hidde~ a.bou-L the activity of God 

irThich is as yet kno"m onl;yr by f£"i th, althoug}1 it is truly present and 

effectual in its working •.• It is only to the disciples that it is 

given to kno(,r the mystery of the. ~OlCi\)lI~ of God (r-:!ark L~ :.11) • fill 

st. John never refers to the mir2.c3.es as b~~o:.\-\'J.r), l'mighty Horks,!1 

but, 2.S {J,\V'l-Hj,; Le., it is as signs tbat they arc to be received. The 

!niracles are not included in the tradition to shm·J Jesus as a 1!vwnc1el'-

vmrh;:r, II nor because of interest by the EvangeJist in the motivGs of 

(e. g. his IIcompassion;!' 
J 

in 6 :34, 8:2 and 3. :La, the latt.er being a d01.1btflJ,l reading12 ). 

Tbe mil'a cles o.3.nnot. 

be detacherl from t7ieir th30lo~ic".1 1:'·a.c'·~grou.nd. Any such attempt nr:~sses 

the fundame!/c9.1 Pl'8.3UPPO[;J,tiol1s of t.he Gosp31 vI,d tel's t.he pov.!er 0 f 

God. Ills j t not fOl~ this ccll.lSG t.h;:t ye err, that, ye knovI not t.he 

(
Vl_ r.:..n... They ara not mere 

b1J.t~ :rat.her an il1t(~rgral pa:ct 01 t118 :p:C8s81'f~,atio~-.l of t,he rev'elatioll of 

God r s POl-J>3l' in bistory. 

11 
!l:id,. I p. :n, 

mo::'?; 

) 

SOrilG irnportalr'L' alJ~tl~t(J:riti8s l~cc,d ()~'\\(J~u..\ l,Y(.L-lch, 

diffic·c':Lt. 1')8~~_·3j_1:1gJ is 1~I'ol;Q1IJ_y t.o -bs J;.tT·8fe:r~y·ed. 

the 
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·It. is significant th<l.t r.1ira des Q.l~ef>.n integral and not an 

q.ccidental part. of thr: Gosp81 tradition. In Hark some 209 out of 

666 verses(to 16:8) dec:1 directly or indirectly Hith miracles (i,e. 

ovei.' 31%) ,13 If He ask ourselves 'tIhy this is, liTe must look to the 

Old TestB.m(mt f01' an anSitTer, The Old Testament Has seen 8.S beaTing 

testimony to Jesus' Hessiahship; it is only against the b8.ckground of 

the Old 'l'estB.ment that the miracles of Nark become meaningful. Note, 

for example J the follm-ring: Isaia tl 29:18; IIIn that day the deaf shall 

boa.1' the Hords of &. book, and 011t of their gloo'm and dal'kness the Byes 

of the blind shall see. II Isaiah 32:3 f..: 

see J·dll not be. closed, and tbe e2.J'S of those 1'1ho heal' Hill hearken, 

. , 
HallO of t.ne 

the fU.git-iv8, a1',(1 you she},l speed·;: and be no longer dU:E'J, So you 'HiD. 

(E,S,V. 

tralJ.slat-lorlS) I 

If the :!-~8').1:i.,ngs of thG C1E;2.f m'.lte (7 =:31···3'7), the blind man of 

Bethsaid2. C
n '2? 2t:..) ""(~ 1.,1~1 '1d p,,·,t',yr,<lC"J<'· (I _.~""'_.'J c'JI_J L . ...:.. __ ! I. :1. . .-.=,.1 _ ·i'-" ....... l.~J (10 :L;.6-·52) art; seGn aGainst 

----.--~-----.--.,~------------------------~.--.-.---~~--,,-.-

13 
~~:3!:~2.::!:, p. 36, 
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may indicate the l'edG.ctoT T S Ol.'!Tl }J1Jl'poses j n re-.shaping the legacy of 

tradition. 

Let us set a fe\-! miracle,,: in context and see if they do 

ehwidat.e nark's intentions. The cure of the de8.f mute comes after 

the feeding of the five thousand and the disciples t incomprehension 

of that 1l1ire.cle, and immediately before the feeding of the four 

thous2.nd. Tilhether the hro feeding stories constit'ute a doublet is 

debat.ed but t.he question is il'relevant to the redaction as ·such. 

,The feeding nar:cativ8s sYin!)oli ze the. offering of sfOtlve.tion tlto 

the JC1iT first, but also to the Gree}:!! ( RO>'1." nc 1-16) ~- 11. •• _" .... u • ~ f The idea th6.'C, 

tt~e feeclirlg of the five t..llousa~ncl re~presents C1:11"ist t s • J..' 
COIf.Jrrtl.nl ca v1.01l 

to tl:.e Gontiles lS it elat.es of A u~us tine. 

A e2.reiu1 Gzam:i..n2.tio:1 of bot.h sto:C'ies adds conside:cable Koight 

to the thso!:',/. The scene of t.he feecH.l;g of the five t.housand is 

placed in th2 framf/vTOrk of the Gal~l18D.i1 mini stry ~ the feedir;g of 

four tbou.sarod in the fram.01;w:c}: of travel ~TeE:us 

cpo the seven cl'3acons J.l1 A C1:.S .6:3) . In tho formeY' st.ory t>:)slve 

h.J.sb.:.ts of SC}:'3.pS H1'(, coll.ectecl (12 tribes of Is1'2.81) alil. iD t~1e 

latte:c sevon (e,gairJ, Also signif:i.C2.nt, pe:d~9.ps I f'.1"'8 the Hor0s foY' 

In tbe s celle 

it 3) , size 

the four thous[!.ncl 

t,}l()lJS~l~f1d 

·1' S "P.,,\,,\, "11'0""" '''X''!;; ')) L. 1.~, 

llSBd. ({/ark 

that of 

r/.. t .' . 



48 

In Hark 8:]Jr·-21 '\I;S have Hha.t appoa.rs, to be a cryptic story 

about the disciplos and, cTesus in a discussion fol1o'\lring the discovery 

th2t they oniy had one loaf in their bOD.t. Jesus qUE,st.ions them con-

cerning their understanding of the feeding miracles and the section 

ends vrith the pointed question: flDo you not yet 

underst.9.Dd? II ( ¥-:; ",,1r Q,' 2 '1..L,) 
J.~.!. n. C & ... • It 'Hould seem areas onOl.ble conje cture, 

given the context in Hhieh the story if; set, th<i.t T!iDa,t the disciples 

do not 1..1t1,derst8,nd is tbat. Jesus is the Bread of Life for JOvlS and 

Gentiles alih>.. He is the one loaf for all men, . Immediately follO"t;ing 

this is the cure of the blind, Uld.n of Eethsaida. (8:22~26) and this 

s-t,Ol'Y precedes the cOl1fe:.~sion of Peter d.t CaesD,rec'- Pbilippi (8 :27·~J2.9.). 

The story of blind lli.rtilllD.eus (10 :LI·6b··52) comes after ths 

~,,~('i-,J'_Ol--j C1r.;:>,J_J',.)1 .. ,~~f T,r'L+\" J-e~'l- I 'r""n'; 'c,!,'; 0)'1'" O'!' b-i S ('T.-~ -p" c' <:"1 (~--J ",-.1 ]' 111'{'I'c.,H-,~' .... 1-7 
~-";T""'-~ ~::1 ....... "J ..... /;l-_ ~·_0 ll.t.v-·L L.,...L ..... 0 ...L ~_. 1·:'I!1 J.C' •• :J~ __ ._II CI.~J·_· __ ll\...~-,~o.l.l",,'_j 

1 ~'1' -r' 0.0 i''-~ f";c" .!..,,"'''' .LL.",.·l'" 'l',c_, t'"."lo ... In.,~:t 11,,·',-x'.!OC-.l.r·. ~.,"'C,O-r··o'ed,. lOY'< l'!.·, •. ,!.,y,l,c'S C"L.L~LLt6 J . .... 110 .J-G~t .... .lC.·l:-·l ].; ....... ___ '--'_ ---' '-" .... 1,,-", _ u __ \. 

These ndrC'.cles have Ct s;ymlio]j.c, 8,S "rell B.S struct1J,&1 arid lit''}Y.'2.rJ. 

t.l~9 del,B.ils of ~Jesu.s 

11,', 
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or Pout of tho village" Just 8.S he lORds the disciplos [t"T2.y from tho 

crm"cis and into t.he d.esert. 

The healing of the blind mB.n of Bethsaida is 8.1so sjlnbolic to 

RichB.r .... lson • The dist.inctive feature about this r:lira-cle is tha.t it is 

2. hGaling vrhich takes place inhro stages: there is a Ilp1'ogressivo 

The story fol1.oHs 8:21 
) 

00\1w rr\.J·~\l:t'"t; arIel a ccol~d~iDg 

-co St. ~ JOh.rl Peter f s 110IrlC itI&.S Botllsaicla. Tho' remarkable structural 

similarjt.y lx::d:.H8on t.his stOl';T and Pet.er's confession (8:27·~30) 

1 1 , L.L d 1 L"; '-'.-,J • .0, ('0'''' 15 h2.S bee~n 2.~) ___ y O.8i)10[lSYfr~.l ... 8!. ~Jy .1..b':~L.-_ I u, The blind mB.n of Bethsaic1;:-. 

is a sy,'1bolic figure, a tYre o.f the disciple of Christ (coEcrctoly, 

- .. --.-.------~--.,----------,----------.---------------, 

15 

f.._YK1. 1:c3 t.oo~:: !-iold of ~~,b.G blind 
i':CCl b~l ti-!9 ~"lai~(~ edict txr·c';:J.~h·l~ l'~=1_r~~ 
olrt· of t:10 illlJ_fl gO.j f~.:n..J 1·!1~.·2rJ l~e 
r-!Cl..C~ SF:~\.t O;-l. };.is 8Y85, r~~ Ie.icl ~-!~~5 
bi:ln.G~ H.peIl }:~Ltn, hE' ~s\~cd :'n:tI{), 5cGst. 
t!101) 2.!-~=};t.h.il:.g? 

T}'!.Gil ho lc~~.c1. }"'li~; Y;E-:.::lds ''..11=-,0);. h~_s 

Gj?"C3; :l~1·:.1 l".!.:;) J.(;G~:.:3'i -s·l·.U;l::tr~ ... ..) J..:.J.~' 
c.~· .. d ~;:a3 1~2st:,)r"G(~'J at.o se"-~: E11 
th.iLgs (:1 c~·-:.x·}.~r4 

J:J.r~d. 'b::? SOl-::.t. nJ.1E ;;~::·:a":I tc) l·:~t[~ ~}.c:n~! 

S.9.~·-~.LllS;, 'Te11. it. to y}.~ C!·:~~; ·L.'l tL.G 
v:~.JJ .. aG(; • 

l~ 

r~J·2t2.~:~~:? c ~~ 1 I'd R( 0 

c1~.~;(:~·LI__le;:: 1 5.rd~o ~t}iG "\jl1J.::~.~GS of 
C.~l(;SB :::'C;::"-1. F!bi }j.I}l)"l., . 2.l"~d 5 .. }1 t.b.e 
1·::l;{ lie D.fJ{CC: l-.:is eli:; t:"5 [.J.G£; I Fl,'..? y ...... 
iYlg to t hc·~!~} l:!!:-~o do r;l:'~~! SB-:)~' 

-t~.a t I flrl? 

t.b8 ?R.r::·is~·~ j ~.lr:·l ()t,[lE:<~~~[:; EJij2~j 

b:~t, Ot/11Cl>[~ J O!--.::3 02- t,·,,:c: r'-::-·Oljl-"le .. t~s t 

.Al1d. l~c:-: ~tsl:e:c1. -l,1181:j ~ut. ~ . .J}l() S~l..J' y:'8 

·t,lla:t. I ali·~? F0;t.8~r e.~'"1s-:·!:)r0.-L.~I::' a:n.c1 
s&j3:b l).~ . .l""~O ~~i~:lJ ~~b/;ll a}:·t t~'le 

Christ. 

l;.~(~d r:8 C!:1~~,~.'gE";,c1 tl l !cf:;: t~l~} t t:'::'~j· 
SbOlll ~1 te J 1 no !I:~!.ri 0 f 1-(1IU. 
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flFrom tho stsEdpoint of' Christian fidth the interpl'etatj.oD of this 

miracle is obviol: .. S: men sit helpless :tn blindn8;js and p01T8rty until 

dra:Hs nO!3.1' and they learn to call upon Hi 1·1 '1 • 
17 

ThoUEh Rif!nD.rclson has grasped the symbolic nature of th::,sE'; 

miracles, h:LS ir:ts:cpr;::tation does not go far enough. The touch-lng of 

tho tongue of the deaf lllute rec<tlls Isaia.h 6 :6-9, i-There Isai.?h is 

It is not merely that t.he story 

. , 
52-TO., is somohc,·: univcTsal: His role in God1s 

Jl.ld~iSl1!. is rilore thRn signific-3.nt that this 

, . 18 
of ,-:ar)tJ~Sl11i 

-u,_ ...... _.,..~ ______ ~ ________ -...-._-. __ . _____ • ____________ ~. ___ ~_~._-_____ ..... _~ ___ . __ ..... -'"_~ 

J.7 

18 

McMASTER IJNIVE.R~ITY L.lijRALU 
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Hlrtir:1CtBUS • It is not just that ll'.sn 2,1'e blind a.nd helpless until 

he (:.".lls them. Pa1'timaeus n~3Jws Jesus' Nossis.hship pt1.blic and re .. 

fuses to be silenc:ed by the rabble. Jesus' response is to call him. 

The'man flings off his coat 3.nd runs to Jesus. 

whole", (~\\\(J"\'\t., vo'0 CUSWy,l'/). He then follo\>JS Jesus ~ the ""my 

ctJ 1'') ~b,,? ). 

Uhat is strH:ingly evtd6nt is the sharp distinction between 

I'artimaeus I 1-Iho hails Jesus as Nessiah, refuses to be silenced and 

runs to Je31.IS, and the' e):"O\"o, Partircaeus is symboli c of the be1iever. 

Jesus is a:)out to enter <..Terusalcl1. to force the inevitable and ·c.ltSrn,,:lte 

conflict .. The die is cast; JeS1.l.s is rejected by his' CHl1. It 

no";r left to the believers such as Bartimaeus J vIho follmr Jesus f!:in 

ship of Je:::us. 

Th:i.s p:c,,;sses tb'1 stY'ucttlre of r·~2.rk into mouJds v'hich aTe quito p.linoY 

19 
Ch2.1m;:~T l~. I'C',-,!, liThe Outlin9 of !.f~n-k j f! ;:I cr;.IO'L<.~DJ-J;~ti. 195'7, 

pp. 19·~23. 
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~n ~'n~ r.ospcl 20 -'- L, t= .... r , .... 6 • In fact, the outline of 1'1a1'k Ilshould be one, Hhich 

as llea.rly as can be dete:cmined, the ·e.uthor himself, cO.'1sciously or 

unconsciously, r..as follor,red in the 1t1Titing of his book!'. 21 

This Hon1d indeed seem to be the most sensible premise on 

\-rh:icb. to proceed, The purpose of eX8.l'lining the symbolic orienb.ti O~!l 

of vTrit.el's in Ner,·J 'l'est£trfient times has been to try to qa pt ure some 

of the presupposit.ions t·:Tal'k Ttfould bring to st.ructuring his Gospel. 

fInenced by symbolic esotE;ric mot:ifs SG811U; I on thE: basis of the dis-

Perhaps beGalJse PapiaE' discerned no order in E?<.rk, many 

scholars have taken the vieH t.bat. 1'~ark is only loosely structured.' 

Did he mean the 

c-~t.ec':Jetical o:cc1e:c observe.ble in HE.tthev?22 P8.pias I viev! in a.ny 

case does not sottle: the IT'.:-ctter. i'~ar+c If!8.Y "yell have been follmJ::Lng 

---------.-----
20 

'1\]0+ A}1 S Ti'J-'sl-i Y' Chp-i C"h an Peui YFli ',~a'S ("'81.[ Yor'k"~ Land on' .. \J~ t ,.L.J 1,- ........ .oj _-;~~ ___ ~~:.:...~ ... :':' ... J _4. ~ \... .., 

Harper 8; Bros. t 1938), p. 371~ J poj nts out thB.t Hark bogins ',lith the 
bQptism of ~Tesus and ey:,d::: 1fith his doath, fwd there is 8. shift i:~ 
1.ocale f·l·0l!l Ga.liJ.8e t·o Jc:rl1s.:~_~tcrrl, But tbJ.s j"s a1~)o"!.rt as far a.s 1/~8 CS.l~ 

1;1'688 trIG chr·oi1.o10~3J or geogl"a})hy of 1'~:;~:::fl~s 

21 
l'~;.\.~, }), 19. 

22. 
cf. 

noH· f, co., 
( TI0 •. r .... ro~l-· J 

._~ t"; :": ...L .!. .......... 
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. 23 
The structural analyses presented by such as Gre.nt and 

21~. 
Taylor loosely divide l'1ark int.o "i'linistry in GOJ,li1ee ' ! and tlEinistry 

in Jel'usalemlf 
t and ignore tho' cohesivn motifs of 6 :31~·-8 :26 and 8 :22-. 

10 :52. They seen to regard i:Iark as a very loosely grouped sories of 

stol'ies. 

The te.c1c ta!<:en by Fa,VT fixes on four characterist.ics for 

deter!!d.ning the outline a f Hark: 

1. The nar:catiV8s and sayings m.-8.teria1 collE:cted. together express 

a pa:cticular empbasis 0::' mood. 

2. Tho section 2.$ such :i:;; 1101<;1. toget1.1er by repeated structure.1 f01'Trls. 

1..;" ,V.:. the bsgirlHing of each sE'ction there is a sudden or undxp12.iried 
r;t:; 

sbj.ft. itt J_o~:8J_C;Ii'-'/' 

1. Jeslls 'beg:L::is a suecessfu_l ar~d I)op1jla~c nlirlist:~CJr (C}-lP, 1) I 

2tt OpPQDj.tio~~l al"~ .. s·::-;s C1J_17~lirl<-;til1g ill tllS fo:cesh~:do~·;in.g of l1is 
~r.L~ (",' ~)'{) 

3. 
h .. 

U .. dd.. L·J.1.O t:.., • _'-- _ • \...-: , 

Ii;3 ap=JGic~ts t118 clisc1.:ple l~~ay~cIJ 

Ee te~cheS i~l P;:J:'E'.bIGS bot!'l to 

24· 

25 
K~~, 11 • 2.0. 

The 
?-.? 
'--'~, 

:Sa:cJ.-ie3t~ 
7LI; j E)~·. 

Ii. bingcloll"'''' 



5. Eo engages in vir.tOi'OUs Honder-Hoz'king, evoking 3.n amazed response 
(4:35-7:37) (8:1:2~). 

6.. Ee announces the ,day of the cross and resurrection for both 
Haster and disciples (8 :27-10 :45). 

7. In Jeru5&.lem he is again met \-lith popularity and opposition and 
teaches "11th a lx).rable (lO:I~6-,14:14.1.~). 

8, Ho teaches alertness to the si;:;ns of the end (Chp. 13), 
9. He is then a.rrested, tried and killed (1

'
-1-:1-15: /1.1). 2(., 

10. He is carefully buried but startingJy ris'es again (15:42-16:8.). .'> 

Such e.n outline, h01.i<3V81', aJthough it breaks 8.vw.y from the 

traditioYl2.1 oriente.tion to geograp~y or chronology, faiis to take into 

account important :Ha.rcan motifs. Fa'!!' s ::i.nitial insight is good, but 

not thoroughgoing in appliea.tioE. He fails I for. exa!nple t to B.cknm.Tledge 

the 

rIe SGes th(-;: end of one sect1011 at 

Cl-l2.pt,el-' 8 "bsE:;tns "'!8l"'Y larilely aIld is quit.e all.ti..., 
clil1!6.tic, containing ·the dOelblct On the feeding 
of -tLe ~:!u~lti':=,1~d'3 and. su_bscq_lj.c~[lt. r~o· .. (·ali~i116 on 
1118 12:8.\791"1 of' t,}~() Pr~r1s8es and r:el-'OQ, [t;'lO th.o 
8CrC2.J.1:7 t.c:'ii1.;~: h.C·L.~i.-f!b of tJl;3 b~Lind D:D.n of Eel.11saicI2. 
b~l deg:ce.sD f O~l(j o~c t.Ile fEnA: l-farc8.tl ma.t.f..!:rials i;1"11icll 
}2.tel-'< GOS1)~;J_ l ... tJ:J_-cor;s did [lo-L CllOOSG t.o D.se -:i.I1 t'.ny 
fO"'I'l 2'7 

- ..!. '- C 

26 

2'7 

r,') 
L..J. 
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. 28. } 
to tbe HlJole of the Gospel. 1:1-1· is an. op0:ninr; 2D.:1l::7J<1.ry sta.te:nsn-c. 

He begins in G2,lilE:~8 J astorlisL.8S the 

multitl.xle vrith hj.5 pr·acc,ching, aDd. enc01.mter-s opposition frOlf: the Scri.b:s, 

cuh:in2.ting in a p1(/: against his life C3:E). 

At 3 :13 ·,;S of &. 

III sh.ort., 

, . . l (4'. -:;.~I ) I OlSClp_.CS _ ·2..r:d the; 

------~---.------------------.---------. 
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choice 'of t1::.e h~81ve and th:cough them. 

destiny fl.nd its fOT0shE.'.co;rrng is again pTominent in the story of 

John t1:le Pe.ptist's d02.tL, 6:1L!·_.29. 

It S8ems evjdont that this section (1:l4·-t:J!-l·) is a prelude 

to the mai~·. body of the Gospel. In it "K8 see bo,-y Jesu.s .t~egins his 

l>linistI'Y in Galilee, 911C01JYltors opposition ant: begins to I·D.den his 

Gi:cbatologic61 Fn SSlon. 

L' sec',,] on tbe:n' fg]J.s into 88.si]~~ d8finable limits. It 

of the five ( I' ,,")/, ff ) ,", 1 C • .,J-/ ." _ • f.~~11Ct 

? 

-t,~l8 ~~tt,elt~r=d.~A=~c1 e:x.pl:? ·-~D.tio:r: of thE; feec1j;:ng 2<:n.u t,}18 Cll)_esti()~l OU-r\W uv,\ht;(l..tj 

(2:?1). 

(; :35-41~.) the crossinc 

typE, co:ntrove:cs;)' but COD· .. 

sciou.sly C~nlj"'cb) • -; c' __ •• "l ckveloped by 

JeSllS 
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above d;Li::cussion for its signific::l.l1ce); the. feeding of the four 

thOU:::ClI!c1 (8;1-9 - Jesus the Dread of Life for the Gcnti18s) i then 

the crossing of the lake 2YJd· the controvers}' l-rith the Fb.arisees about 

sjgns (8:9-J2 - Israel looks for signs and fails to perceive the re-

ve12.tion) • There fol101;r8 the discussion l;f.ith the disciples about only 

"one 108.fll :In the boat j Jesus te11s theH to beHare of the 1efl.ven of 

the Fh-'?.risess 8.nd Herodians (pro'c:}bly lO£jfE)Y'rin~~, or. the :ceda ctior:&l 

level, to TsliK;.oUS and Yl2.tional:ist Gxclus~.visli'-). The discipJ.cs do 

, . 
seC"I.:.'_orl. 

Often it 

10: 52. 

9:30 .c-'-' 
J_1! , 10 :32 fi'.). 
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bavG the recurring t.heme of the incoinprohension of the c.isciples 

(8:32 f, 9:9 I, 9:33 f, 10:3.5 ff) and, 2.S Tyson has noted, after the 

seco:<ld and third predictions -;,;e hp..ve stol'ies illust:cating t~e disciples' 

total incomprehension about the nature of discipleship (9:33 ff, 8.n<3 

10 :35 ff). The ·section ends i·lith the symbolic narrative of blind 

Chs.pteT's 11-16:2 form a. lJ71ity in that they are COnCE)rneo. v7ith 

the !\~inist:cy in Jerusalem. 

vTOuld soem, hOHc'\TeY', to form a distinct section "Jitldn this. 

So then, 01..~1' analysis of st, ~·1ark 's Gospel 'Jol.'lld proceed alor;.g 

the fo11ouiEg lines: 

Int:codncticn 1 :1 .. ·13 

(fIle D.'llt1.--"ority of JS[;:l1.s d.ernol1st.ratec1. -- j_ll teacl-ciD.g aDd 
action, 

S'llmma1:'Y of 92.rly rrd n~i stry 

in contro\rers;;:-­
'Hi. tri SCI'ibes 

1:]-j (3J:~rrl r:t: of nlt:!1~_st/l~~/ r;.:ld. I"dject:i.oTt of JOesuo::o forG­
shadG~'Jcd t 

1 :JL:·~·3 :12 

1 :lL~ f 

1 :16 .. 20 

2 :1·-3:5 

3:6 

3: 13--8 :2(. 



Fui-ther 2.Ete.gonism to Jesus: th~ foa:cs of the 
fa.mily of Jesus. 

stroDe; .maE aDO blasphemy 

59 

3:19'0-21 

3:22'0-26 

3:27-30 

the true kindy-ed of .Jesus 3 :31-35 

PB.:rabolic teaching of Jes·o.8 on tho grovrth ano 
e-rfic.::tcy of the I(iTlgdoyn: 

p2.ra'ole of the SOvrer 

ir1terprct.at.io:n of tbe S01·.Ter 

8. ) 

lj- :10-12 

I~: 30-32. 

h:33 f' 

5:l-20 

5:25-34 

6 :1-.6a 

(; :th-13 

. t :]h .. 29 



CrossirlC of t·bo la.ke .... storrn-discj_Il1os (10 n.ot, t1rlcler~ 

staT!cI cLbol.lt loa~,res. l.3.r~diIlgf 

Journey into Tyre and SYl'ophoenician 170m,::cn 

CUY'e of def~f r.mte 

Feeding of the four thousand 

P.ecylossi~(1g of i:)1~: la.}::r:: J disc~llJ18::; do 110·,t. Ul1c10rstand 
a1.:::oD.t, t O~19 J.oo.::f a11cl lect~.r8n of F1h.2..ris88S I 

60 

7:31-37 

7 :31 .. ·37 

8:1--9 

8:9 f 

8 :11··12 

II. 1'h~,Jjl".t8X.i2;),s_"f~~rsO}l,~2.~_0esu3 rc,v'3,!;lc:Lt2. tl',2 [:i-SG\r1Gs 8:22-,:!f:8 
j.Yl =sot(:<:':'Le rI\32.~:!>.1D?: 8.:(=.c1 i~cti0l} 

* 

* 

______ ........ .:c_. _____ ~ __ 

~·:iSlt lcl6J:'s-t.arlcJ::_nt:: of t1:e dIs c\~pl~>s 
gl~eat,.:1ess • 

dispute about 

IX1C01'Gr:1"'ob.8Y1Sio':1 of dissir11es as t~o 'rtJr-1Y thG~! could 
r~ot cast out. c.8!'!Y)YlS 

~eco:'lc1 -o:c',.3dj ct.iOTl of Fass~i_o:~l -.. ~-- .... ..,.,.~-~.--.-~--- ... -....... --.~----..... - ........ 

I n ..... ,-. ·{.-:r-·i.l .• '~~.':.;,. (-1':-, •. "'.- '~l !".' c-1.!,!-~ (;-~ ... :,~,1." .r .. '. ,'.~ 1'., .. ',.], " rJY ..... 1-·L C' .t'_"1 ..... ~ ... ' .... .!;. -. ..!..,-- ...... ~..... ...... -~. 1-,_ - __ '-" _ .... _ _ "L _ .... ___ I L.!! \.' l_' '.Ji.j.t,I,.:., _")~.: 1_1-!~.; LJ':18 

8 :22 .• 26 

9:2-8 

9: 9--13 

9:28-29 

n,')? 
7'j-



Synibol-i c a ct.s 

FJe. S~;iGrl 2.:(jd. ~!_8Sllx'Y'e cti 011-
----~.---.-.-~ .. -,,---~--..--....-,~----..-. ... --

Passior). 

oYl 2.du1tery 

on chi1dr8l1 

on J"iches 

requE;st of LT2 .. 111-SS 
and Jolm 

61 

10 :1-·12. 

10 :13·~16 

10 :17--27 

10 :28-31 

10 :32-34-

10 :35-~·1 

10 :4·.5-- 52 

11:1-16:2 

11::-?7-12:37 

~3:1-3? 

JJr :1 .. 16:8 

]1·:·:J·J;·2 

16 :1-·8 

1 :J)..:·_.8 :21, 
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it u.ntil i-e i-las C011Sl.Ulrf:~a. tecl, Ln eX2.DliD2.ticin of the above outline 

l't<:veaJs that the y·ocurring th8ln() of the incomp:·eh::)1!sion of the disciples 

It spans both soctions and thol'e are 1--Thole 

suffel'ing l!iessiahship. 

of s:"Tlul1olic cud E;sotsric r:ot,ifs in the redaction of H8.rk. Tho. t thel'() 

appears to be 2. cory·elation b3hroen certain symbolic miracles, (e,g" 



CHAPTE~ TlIR2:S 

The prima.ry purpose of the presGnt chapter is to determine 

the role of theineornprehension of the dis ciples in the Hri t8r·H r89.der 

:celationsb.ip a.nd thence hi the story.·.Jj n8 of the Earcan reda ction. The 

most c:citical observations v.rhich h<?'1e eTl1<3rged so far frO!ll our considel'-

ation of t.he !.:eda.c:tiol1 as 2. Hbole al'e hro: that triC:!:'€: is 8. distindi 011 

bet-uee.!! the disdpJes and the o~ ~l\0 fI nd that although the d:i s ciples 

pierce the secret of Jesus f identity, they fD.:il to gra.sp His destiny. 

as SllCh ( 

!llSf3..n 

... 63 -

in 

\\ ~ ) , 
iJ lJ}\.. 
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is tl1f3 thrust of the expla;natlon of the p~tr2.ble of the SOHer (4 :14· ff.) '!' 

(1 Cor. 1 :26) to demote trlat \'Jhich 

h~\cl bC8n kept secret 2nd is novr revealed to the elect and procla.imsd to 

has close affinities \·rith the. idea of esoteric kno1·:'1~2ge bot.h in 

The 

d:i.scipJ.es I they ltTere 

privel:3ged bsnefid8:des of revelat:ion. 

t.bs 

C2.se, :is to 

I' .. ?':1 
'_l .... : J FOT 



l)}"·esc:n.t! "'---_.-

J sJ:'2.-el. The evidence ill. Sl)ppc':ct of this a.nSFC:C j s manifold, a nel 1,re \·;41] 

It 

11 \ ... - ) 

JS 

first, tho motive; clause exrl.;;.ining ~·ihy the cl'o~"ds arc taught 

] irf;:: ted. 

C) \)'-1 \ '.-) (T\,I ") 

) 

O:·,J··.·n<.:, . 

Yet, it. Iv;..s 

hs is 

of G (;2. 

of 

to 
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f2.ult? \,n''<3.t is tha rationale of God f sHill? 

The neaTly totc-:.lsilence of the redactox' on 

the r'2.:asons for ttlG secrecy the.t is so proTainent a featu.re of his 

h.as bee11 o. 

He seer;~s to think that the 

The vieF that the croHds 2.re IT'2,de to be rep:cesentativ8 of lsY'ael 

bolst,8~·8d. bjt~ iflClirE:: ct. 8\rj denC8 : 

~ehis is 8'.rident 

8);:~pla=:~.;.2. tiOl! f ~t.s81f :l.S home 

'T'."'"_,.::=: u";'JO"I',.4ff (~r ]J,\ e ~ ~ • -, "f ,',' / 'b' I the p:co£-. dd "ng 0 f the Chu:~ c11, 

Cbrj .st 1 s 

CY'llCi:fiJ~iO}l t.o v;t-"tc1.l :U:, 

1 
( T ~)l" -~ 0'-' • .:_ \ ..co _ .... ~ 1 131 .C> 

.1 t 



chstinction bet1;T20:rl tho disciples ancl"th8 outsiders" ar.lOllDts, accord.-

:l.ngly, to an oxplar;ation of -FLy the J8'irrsh race o.s a vr'hole did not 

t . 4 Cl-'.L ' u' 1 1 • , 1-.' 2 
011 er lrl':'O 11l'lS L,l9.n LG1_sgesCnJ~~, 

2 
It may be that i-Cark idshes to distinguish Christ:i.2.ns from cT81vS 

for political as viall as theological reasons, S, G, Y. :9randon,ll'The 
rate of the Harcan Gos'pel:' (t'. 'f. Stud" J 961) pp. 126-ll~1, vorkir;g 
on th8 premise:; th?t Eark I·ra.s \>Tritten in Fenno I and was "Tritton bob-JooY! 
65--75 A,D, )p.p, i26G,127); Ylotos thd"in Rom(:') in 71 A,D, Vesl)asiD.n &.nd 
tn- I I ., "1· ::t .L j • ,..,. T"'~~'~~~("'< ·1 .......... · T r .... , ... ~., -, +-.... ;-.,J ~.t. ,-
J J. L,US COlnn18l!lOT"8. ""CSO T:,.G8lr 0 .. 88 L.Y'tlC (·l.OJ1 Ol l t:::L u ... :J2..J....t-;[;... {j O.::~c-; l_DLtS lot: .ct Gb 

that a 111J.:i1bcY' (Jf movins' st&'68S ()T(\'\V-cL-""" ) 1rJ6re C~l·.".1,m V1rough the city, 
on v-Iti eli I!J6~CB pres2.Ylt;8d. S C8118S froui tIle J8't··risl-1 T .... J~~l-:' i t,ba preserrte.ttoTl 
1:~as SO re~"41 t,b.at i.Jc S801Jtf:::d to the by-st!? .. r1ders t!B.S ·thougll t'he irleident.;:; 

'.r",·,'··-' ha'u·,n'''''l''''u h"l-fO'''6' t.r',p-i·r' ","costl (Joe: ~'}'lr'2 VTT lLL.?) 'l'n',0 ""'o-ilc: 'i .... _G .i..l '.1.i .... C ].l :'J o ~ ..... ~ - -'-' ___ ... ,J ..... } ,l '-'I .(;.._0.-1 :_·-t . .j-." - ~v ~~IJ ,,,--,-. 

of the J.srllsalEH11 'T8I;lpJ.e -- t:r~e gol(1.e~1 t[l.t·:te ··of' Sb.Gl/:,·b1'8aC, the SEntel1 .... ~ 
br9.::1c:bed laDlps-c.;;)"D.(l. tr:e t~cu.nlI)f3ts t ano a eopy' of TJhe L1eHisl-l laitJ .'" 
l/iC:~('e ::'#lJ. p2.!.lac1sc1 tbroug~l ?Cf(:8 I This j.I!lI)ross~·\le d8!':l0l1stl--a.tion of tljE-
OV01">tl,}1"()~r of t118 ~Js~·j 8h 11::_tion nlD_st b.2.\1G caused a S8ilsat1 OIl 8:fi'~ongst 

-'eli-::; Crlr~st,:l.alis of !'.v:!k; (fl, ]28). T}18 ferocious rla-tll1"0 of thG ":';:·3.r, 
t~kj_l!g; 1J12. ee at a c:cj. ti ca 1 titGS in t,118 fortu:Cl8s of triG r~orr~ri Ernpire J 

vTUuJd invoke enOTl1:OU~; hat.red of· the JG";)S a~lCl n:ake the positiol~ of the 
C{(~yytile C}1TistiarlS i:n ~;.ori1~; ver~1 er~lt,aT"tS,ss=·LllbJ tl-16re bb1_DZ ] ittlG dis-­
t:1_IH.::t,j.Oll fOl"> tt18 PO;(;.2.11S bet~-JSen. J81'TS and C~nTj.stiarls (c~f. Tac~t,l.lS; 

~)I') t ,So t.ll(-:1"'2 Cf.l"'OSf2 a ilG8d fer Christ.ian::; to 8J.~t,1"2-cc:~te t~,::. :_~!.i,~,",.""}'_J'; ••. J::-'/'~~ ;,.T , \~_~:...: __ '-=-.l :::_-- ;rOlil ailS" lir:.l: t.·.Tith. J·G\·ristl !la-~-,io:oalisril. ~;8nc8 103.rl( T'ecorc~s 

t.he rer:,c1jng of the 'veil in tvro (15 :32:) j Jesus dOGS not say he \·6TL be:: 
-t.~16 aL:J~nt.. fOI"> t.ll~ c.estj_·u_ct~;orl of t~~~! 'j\:;nlpJE! (11~·:::? .. ,,·58) D.rlcll-~0 i~~ 5110~'[:1 
ill COllfljc't .. 1;.:j.tb JG"':Jish l'eltZ-:lottS leaclsrs (2:1 .. ,,3:\6)4 r)Elrticu]al')l~r d.Of,?S 
D~eD.!'J.(lo!1 S88 t11-3 :nis:.:..ndGy·stal!dil'.!6 of tJ~e dis ci rJle;~ as :'L111PO:r.-t&.l-lt trl Cltl .. • 

FJhasiz,"i11::": tJlis t~i0trL:;:: tiTh.J.~OlJ .. .;l~(·')_t. tllG GCS~p8} -t .. be d1.scll)] E:S 8.re S110~ .. :r":1 
as &. I:It:;al(, v~(;i1J_2.:t~T~f; l~,:::,:nd ::;::0 rail to l-:'!1(le:r·st.:;'110 tb.~~T' I·Tast.er 1:~·1Xt 

1!8re (at., Ca.eS;J.!"8~':~ r[~iJ_ipp-~.) t}12ir dosLi_bD~ .. tioLl P_ct-tl3.J.)_:y"- r2C1che;s tlH~ 
f·oj_nt ()f C';';DO!hinatiYlg I'ctel', thstr sr:oks 8 . .1i.:?,n., IlS S.;:.tan, Tl1-ts eI)~:sodE.?, 
l!lO:'eO'"81~J rlGlds o. c:r'·-tlGJ . .? .. J. pJ_'::~.C8 in "t.lts J.ogic of t~l~e t.l~erllsl Tts !t,.rtrlor 
suceosG.s t1181"f:L .. y ill srlo~T5-!'lS that :not oi!l~T did 11~iE; os··;·n e01..Uftl':"Pl=:'n 1."8.-1.1 
to D.ndsl~st al1.c. Jc~ 11:3 J 2.y-.:::-1 I.'!U:LS COI1E;:;:,q1:_·.= :ntlj' }·lostiJ.s to ly5,!p) t1u_t !lj S .... T8I·Y 

(r!G'trS S!l; d1:3c~Lf·lc~s !~D.~.\Y lY}rll or11~r 0.5 t . .1-tG a(.1j··:--j.sh ~··~ass~_n.l! 2,1:::1 vJe:~E: sG1.n·:j-?1--­

~1 zod 1fyllG1'1 1-... 0 ~'Ta3 r)::~e.s~3Jlt(;(1 to t~lG";! \~~11osf; 1"'01=.; it }](}.S t.o SltffOl' arK!, c1ic I 

111 other ~·:C)]~ ds, th.8 a utlr)(l~~_') of I-~D.rl( ill 1-.:"1 S })D.I" T8. ti ,,1'8 port:C2.:/S J 6<.31,..13 !'is 

cssf:.;lrt.i2.11y d_~t2~cl·~ecl fy'o~~ b.J_s r.~G:t.iC:(l9.J_ l::J.e1(~}:o1Jnd'i jI (1' , J.39) , T}-;.8 
tl"'ue 1-1:7_tU.1."c.1 of Cl~l'i3t~_a:!-1_t.y ~_::::: reore r,:j.3.dily 2;PF'r'eh€:11cle<.1 t~JT C~ey~tiJ.8S 

(~), J39), Bra .. ndorl 2.1so r!ot,ss t.r!?t ~·2 .. r1\. C~0E3 '(~ot. e.)~F,l[ti!l'~he strD.);~8 
apT.:::;JJ_;:ct.·}_o-n of Si::!lOr; (~v ... o .. Jd.-!,J.\0(, ) as :1 s rl=·I..S Ct.1.:~t(;rn, l-=~sca1..lS(=- t~-_at 
1!fou·lr1 }1a ~re n~e.?:n~: rr? .. ..,~t~a.Jj.21g t}-:8. t:, orlt:: 0: LI esus 1 :: ~i~s ci FJ c: s TtHJ.~:' a zeB.] at, 
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The Hatershecl of Ha.rk's n2.r1'atiV8 is the confession of Peter 

at Caes8.rsa Philippi. ou:; .. ~ pU.rpose \-rill be to Sl1O'H that this and the 

follo l;ring periccpe provide both the distinct jon 8.l!O the connection b8-

CC(''''·o·t, (tho "-.J _' '-J.L V_-<oo..J of Jesus) and ths Eessianic 

If this can be shoHn 

by detaj led exan;ir12.ti on, He may \',811 be in possession of a datulu cerrera1 

to the l .. m:Je1'stan(Jing of the Hhole redaction. 

l:f:arl-c 8 :c~7~·33 He take to be one na:cra:Uve complex, Fhilst 

ackllo:Jledsing that it includesb .. ro pe:dcopes (8 :27-30 and 8 :31-33). 

30 

yl-t. \",\O\lt5\V! 01 d,,,\1?\.Y\\Q\ E.\'b\ 

seco:nd questioE (\(\\5~\l) ~l \\'-i(., 

of 3ec:~"'ecy~ by 

"c- • • 
l'.:.<3S5l2.11lC 8.i1d th3 

JG~:;u.s! question 

hm" ex? .. e:t.J.y 3.1'12 the 



fJeslls h01·/iiis destiny includes rejec"!:-ion by the lee.del's of the h.s.tioD, 

This is foJJ.oFeo by 

the protest. of P.::.t.er 8.g.::dnst suc\ a destirw of Tej3ctioD a.nd suffering, 

and the insi:::tence of tTssus th .. n.t this 'is :'_11 God t s p1an. 

SOlle scholars accordingly see the hIG pericop9s as forming 2. 

theI!19.tic synthesise 

30 is in vv. 31~33. 

\I 

J'J}~~}21 
I~. 

'{ 

li.. ~'~e~.!er-/ seBS ""{Ttl. 3J-..... 33 as Sl101-Ti11g ..tc,he.t, Jesus does 

l.J. 
Cu1Jm~.Dn· also thinlcs that the }.,oint of 'lV, 2?~~ 

Be J' kllJ~~-:e'Ier, t2J-:es a cornprornise vle~'T and sees Jeslls 

,. , 
O-=LC';. so, Vv,31--33 
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pericop2 must not be :l50lat.ed 

, , 
T .. n8 

, ,. 
:ceca C"[·]_Ol'1.« It. exr:resses the self-sd-Ins f' • cerLl eS3~I on 

(8 0' 1vn~_. - . "'. .-. 
T. 
-L • 

- 31 cf t.]~~· it;1I:Os,5 tiOi1 0
_<· 

."-'. 

t.e.: ~ -..AA 
{_.J. .• :. 
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S8eliJS 1rt1--

p8ri(;o~p2-S ? Fot as a 

. . he aYl GSOl.sr~_c 

lTO~'il YCll-';o~~' (~~'"_:~~~:~_~':~'~~.~~:j ~h~\1:~~';~:;i;- ;-~·i9i~T;·:~~:'~~'~~:-~-i~c~~~~:lH~in~~·aJ'S' 
th2"t. ~·~E. tt}lE:~": t S 'le~{'si(1~'\ ~ S c}.osr.;;:!.; t .. o J~.~.""e t;r·~.:.:1itj_o_n J ~·!t8.:('1~, b_~;.vi:nz 

c1-j~;r'3}'Y:'e-:-l ~·j~Lt.~·~ t,b.G o}:·IG-l~(;;;·l r:;ry~-~-i.n.~.1 (to L;2: ~01X(rJ. iYI i38·~~t,. J.f. :J7"'"1J9) 1 
112~S 5_r-:c~:,rc·::-11.1_CeC :!. I-"~;] e':~r; c ~:.S:}~j ";lSt. nt.1~;~~ J;--r:~j_~)1~l Cl~l"l-i_st.~;_~(_T~ l~O~-l~;t. of 
\Tic:1-.'" J~·2'1--:1~e;::cl1t.cd l{-r P0,~.0r fro-!! t1~!(:: ~;r)1-~.!:;rs 0 r t}l:'~ ~~c }_l&~n.is t=L (': 
C}lI'ist .. ~lc.rj_ty· =('~_;.0~ces8.nt(;cl b:.r t.1.:C' p.:'.u]j n.s C:~_~--'CJ.0 (8:3') f,)n, (p, 253). 
I~1]lttl1~<:-~n ;-.jO'2S l"lot ·r.l-::i_l-:t~ ~LI·:.~~t ~·:?· .. r-'!.( r !3J.~J; 1·;::;.::~ ol ... ·~.[.:;:t~n[-!.11y- ~-=,a~("t 

cO:·lf(:1ss:'_O'(1 l)eJ';,~;",co~_';f) & 

~·!s 1.* !~:!10}~1 T1;'} ~()l":j:-(:.~~ o-~ t:-:-3 ~'7:r()~(J+~_c ~o:::(·:;l:; ('Tol t ]~) 
163, t.!!~i~r1].:B trn·~.t, ~Ln ;:~Rr1~ts ~c;;-;~c:.3--51.~.2 -ff~folj~o~~Jr3ci2.:?~)~···30 so tlJ2,t. p. 



1'8v012.tion lib:i.ch fringes on the (ollfessioll. 
6 

cont:co11ing p.1.:rposes ,d th referencG' to each motif respect:i_ve1y. The 

secrecy motif relu.tos to tho GCOnOlYlY of revelation (cf. )\jTar~( 4 :10.-12) J 

'1Jhereas ChuJ:~ch to under-

st.2.nd I Onc,:; gTVOl1 the key event of Peter's confession,.the motifs relB.te 

to tuo differcmt groups: the 1J,'l1'can ree.d.srship identifies I,D th the 

to Isr2.el of 

Just the opposite. 

erter·. 

Cf G 1If T£~.~~-J<)'rl jfIr·l})Ortn.l)~:' 2.11(1 Tr..fllJ.or~t~ial ~·or·I.~;·].gl1 not,l~s: _.~;.L.._ 

~~f~E3;.t: T~;. ~~~n~(l;¥g~~ -~~;:~~.~~\~~~~;;:~~-~~~:~~!;i:~~~;~·~\~::~~·i~1'K~!:'.~::~~~}';~~~n 
t.b.c .s~~~l~;··:'; t,~~~~ -to l +. J.!:) 2. r-'cf'.li.ty· -~·irrl cl.~ .1,;-) .i'l'=J·:.", E;i.v::..n. 1J_~t~i_l t},:teY' th·:.;-

J.S C".'- clest .. iTl}'""t 
blJ..t . c:,f fl. c-t.5 all ~ 

ill -'-L,!:~e S8r-;'[)S tl::::.t ~l_t. -: ... 7£".5 ~not. f~Ly;e .. JJy j>'lG~v'C3,J 8cl 1J.!1t,lJ E;.f·cCI' -t.~le 

'Res:.lr·~cc:ct.~~c'n ...... c.ft.c~J.':l tJ~G ~·~c!s~~i&}rie (1E~[;t5.11~r }l[-l.<:l 'Lson fl11 f.i..JJcc1, 
The j"::r)ss:i8J1s11l p of' J::-;,'3i.1S j E.~. D.l1ticl }'0,torj-:- lJ..l1t.iJ_ af-t8I' -the 

?UG11rT·e(!-t:.j,o~(1: so jl1 ~_ so:-n.se J:35115 i;:~ 1"(1 ttis E-~:aJ'th}y' .J_i~fo r·.ros sj.2.11 
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It sets into sharper focus '[That has to bo gra.sped 8.bout 

t.he i~ystel-Y of Christ" Let 1.1S nou examir,8 reJated texts to see if 

this o1)Ser'l8:tiol1. call 1):3 fU.rther "valicia ted. 

The sisnificance of thrOl miracles has already been indic8.ted in 

our previous chaptel'. In pD.rtic1.l1a:c "r8 indicated that the cure of the 

red.£!. ctio:~ t 

of ovil and 

erSt 

2 1 lI~ ... ] 5; 18: 16 ) . 

te.c1 
... ~./' .. .../' / , 

t.To1:r JJ.!Ie ... ·19j 

10 :L~ 5-52) 8.1"'8 

c119.os 

I' 
.L • 93:.3 

1n tho 

~ 

.L • 10(:8 L 

~---------- .. -~---...... -~.~--..., .. _~ _______ • __ ~_._~. ____ ... _________ •• ____ .. r. ______ ' • __ .-.-...-.._~ ...... ___ _ 

7 
1i.'{ 
~- ,\. II 
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So that v-Then Jesus rebukes and stills the storm, the disciples are 

filled i·Tit.h a.He bees.use in doing t~1~S He h.::d (lj.sposed of r:ivins pm'Ter, 

Thoir da~i'1.ing l'eali>?,atibn is 8xpressed in the fOl'm 
of a CfL1Gst,ion 9.Ild th8 e.:?.1~1~{ C11l"°istictD eOl1grega ti.ons 
i-TOulc1 have ll[:.cL 8. ready 3.Ds",sr. They ,·Till ba.ve Been 
i:n t.119 stor~;' ev1cle~nco t.lb::::t~ J8~311S 1.yas J if 2'10t actu.aJ_ly· 
God., undoubtedly the eschato1ogic&.J. agent of Gu:1, 
en-trllst,od. -=:~T.i·t!l t,h.e plsl'1i tllc~8 of dj_vine IJ01-J.9r for -tha 
pr·ot,Gc·cio.n G.l'~cl. s6:~ling pf }-,j.s Cll1J.rcb ~ .A.nc·t thers ~J2.S the 
fu.rt,h~r l)oirrt ttlS:t just. RS ill 01el TestarreY-.d:. t.irnes. G-od. 
SE::-2111i:;c}. i:n.d:ti'feJ:--81yt to tl~le siJ.fferi11g of 11is 1"'ig1~!teOl.IS ser-­
",rant, so at tini8S j.t n)ig~"lt B.lruost. seen1 as j f Chl~ist 

'tTere a,s1eep ~~TIY1_1e t.ll€: ;~rlc of Ilis Ch111')ch '-JEtS l)c:i:ng 
l)-J.f,fet.ccl tj~r 1'lclves cf 1~8}~S8 81JtifJr! arr~J. su:ffering; bU.t 
fl':Oiil t.l"lj.s st,O~'~r t,b.e:y COtlld ]J38.T11 t~lat, he 1!;2;S b:YT no 
:IT!.oarlS ·t}1diffel--'61'1t, r' in I'6Spor!se to t.beir IYr~e.y8:(' J e\lerl 
if it, I!Tas rIot .. ?ccoIcl)D.nied .r):;.: 1)8rfect... ff,.i tl1, he "t~.!ol;Jd 

:.:tri.se 2,11c1 r1.6aJ. 11.J~j 'c'b tJ"l8 forces B.~cra:>'ed e.gainst thera, 
no !nat,te:z~ bO~T po\·yeJ.~f\ll thE-58 forces seer~ed t~o b-e; fOl'" 'i-Jas 
hl::;-: 11.0t, al~~{;'::~c. b~:l tb.e pO'Jlsr of G-oc~. liil"ilSeJ.f? 8 

() 

t.::.-~·:y f12.-t.O e'.'nd 1l2.CI:.. SO:;lS 18ft!f ';} 

( cf. e:l1; 

e 
.Ibid. 

9 
.;~?.:~:, p. J'72, 

,...1.:'1. .... ·1-
;;::;.~'0 \.. \...., 

r, 
\ - [:2 :Jh) I 
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I-Tere vie see -'181':7l c]early 

The disGip1es do !10t understand the feeding miracles (6:52), 

but t.h8 early Churc.h v.fi th the Easter mrent beh-tnd '.L lL, 'and its ex.~ 

~ ) ) ) 

s·Layld 01\ U'J Cl- \;-, 0(0 ~A 
\ 

) ., 
,,\c,~ T\ (j.~-\-l.s, lS·, --c ()\j l'lCt-:, 

Jc~[.1JS • 

( 9.0.>7) ,) • _.I { , 

10 

11 

) 

c.:( 0\\)\) \ . 

ff t 

) l 

'0GV\.'L..J 0\ 

\. \. lo'(, \CL\')), 

Si.lff8:e:'Ln~s dest.irl~! of 

Yet 

1-i fe a 

1/:fI.T'CLlS J"YircJiris :tS s2.:Lcl Jeo }~t;?\f8 t .. ~~101J2)lt of Clll"·~~_st:ie.:tl i11E·.:r·tYl·c·\::~:~ 
8.[j f't.}-<::f~-::'l'~_C;{:.l.,!j 
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The tr2,nsfigul'Cl.t.io~1 scene 2.l"lO seeluel (9 :2-13) illl.l.st:r[l.te the 

a:ce arGl~~0cl and bmdlder-3d because they declared. Jesus to be the 1'1655i8.h 

and in ret1.~rn received teaching about the suffering vf the SOD of i1r;m. 

In this pericopo, to three chosen disciples, the trut.h of the 

form y,.Jhich can only be i'-1"ess:i.anic ('11.3), a.nd the.t ho must suffer is ShOFIl 

to be in 8.c.::ord ,·fcth tn,,,, "'in 11 of God by the voice £'rom the cloud (v. 7) 

of 

r~ wants to prolong 

----_. __ .. _._-----
12. 

rlj.scij;)les \T·~.S :3. sl~;_r:!l~ss 0£~ (]C::iJS il1 tl12.t. ?ir~?"J. sta-c,e of I.orc1s}rip 8.:::::'C~ 
gJ.(JJ ... ~r -to ~~-}li cb }!;.~ ~~'o~lJ~d C'\T21Yt.U~tlJ_j- 'be c;::~:;~ J.t.::d , ::r!c:: TE. f~;~crlc;2 t.o ~~ti jf~ (1 

EtYl(_~. ~'lOS(:S (-il t4) }·(ij.:rrts ~l:n tb.i8.t d~_:c8ctionJ fa:::- :1.t TJ3.S :'·.TirleJ.2T 1-~~815.8\lcd "!:-1~y 

Te:-.;t,~~-·~;3n.t.r }-~j_sto:rS' lj.!O~lJ_o 

tr: to~!s \1'2{.:0(.::; J.:Je diY1Z 1J-lJ 

~~~r1j71}2- ~. J r 1 2311. 

to Cf. 

roL~O~·E~Ll1elYt. IJ.gU:C·~~s of O~Ld+ 

cf t)-!c:~ 1 TOY'1x! a.lld r)12.~r &~ 
R~lJ_ ~.llcl I}:,~3~2e ffn. 

:part. 



l~eCltl'lS f 

The injuncti.oYl of silence JYl 9: 9 he.s a tim(3--1imit: 

This almost C2.Sl1a.l reference 1::0 Jesus I resurl'eetion, 
Hit!J its iIf!plica.tio:1 to ,his prior cleath, caUS8S be .. 
iJrilderrn8Tit to t.Ile thre3 cll.scipJ_8s 1i~hoJ c1esr\it~:l -the 
tea.ching of 8:31 ff., still ccmnot conCeiVE) of Hh2.t 
COI1118 ct.j 011 tb.8:r~e can b9 bei.~T:Tsel,} the g1 art ous fign.re 
t11ey 11D.\i8 ju_s~~. SeGII a~Clcl deat}1 an(l resu.rl·ectio11~ 
(This must be the Clrift. of v. 10'0, for belief in 
reSllYl~ect .. :\orl 17P.S so ~Ticlespre~-;_cl amon[; the JO:;TS at 
-1.1 6_.L ...!....; .... -_ t"~ t _I_t.. -. ,-1~ c.~ ,.v~ - ] - '" C" ·o..L ,- C. ,....1 .. - ,..-. ,-1 J .. 
L.rl.;-~_·l .... L.Llilt: J::c. L.I.)t:;; ..... ] . ..!O~I_P_t.jO c.:£ln G d .... , ~"'Jo._tppo.:;.e.l LO 

have b;::,Em ignorant of the mean:ing of the exp:cession 
its,,"lf j it H8.8 its ct}')2Iication to the Son of :r-ran 
1.,Tl1icl!_ I)llzzled th.Gnl, IJ 

14 

! ~ 
B8.}:-t;ir;};1C'.lJ.S 0.Yl epilo~ut~~. -~J 

p.53 

15 
y1.rl ::~SlJ.P~::l, (:1~~~'·rd~~;:_ .. t.T-TO, p! 57 6 
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Tho 
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of 

It 
t,e:'~-t.s--'-·- has ShO:Tfl hO~-J tl-=..e iYICOn1pl·2.hsr;3io~n lr:.o·~~~~f SI)Gc~_fi 85 "t'Jl~iat trl:9 Cl1l1:rch 

, . 
n::.s 

16 
Pi- stUJ=1y- of tL.s l"lJCcalYI)-tic I·isc(H.n.~JG b.as clelicY3:r-'D,ts:!..y· 1-e8r1 

or:lit.t8C~ a Its ;::-~g}l:::~'i C2 .. {1(;·2 for tL.8 ~':ri tCl·-roac1e.r 1"}2.J.a ti o:ns ':lip 1 .... .8.5 

t2S~j i.{:l~Jlie:d [\Y" "'v!".3.~_"ic,"'_·:_;:; 1,rl'">it-::-;1'E-:, c'_:t -r.1-'/,:, s~·C!t.ii)ri rJ oes 110t. (rU~_te f-lt 
4ri::o t~-=-s S~~~(;I~0 of O! ... :':C i.::::·~~ss:nt. ·tc~j c. '!':is I)ic.cOlIY"S£:J an 8:~;oter:ic rrot.i'fJ 
(lJ:3 f!.~;;~:ccl !~·1.rfl ~p:C~·I-;l~l-t·=~l~yf!) J ·?_~·lS")S C\lt .. of D. qu_sst .. ior~ c:' t:'~e dis:::2.[:1C'? 
D0C1XL t,:lE: f::-5-2;Y::'s :~.,:.;::cn-~j.·,,~!'{;':'7j.~-!~; -!:.b_8 d8S-tT'l1.;:~:~.o~(~ ()~ ~,~::: ~t;:~-.l:~JSI (Cf~ ~'~8.tt·t 
2!!-:) i.<-r-v3r«: j_t t:CCO~·~1.~8 !.l q1.-;.e~-;ticl; 6.1~:0uJ~ t.lJe esctD:!~()~-.:.) ~ Tl"",=-8 rl;i.s1.1-:-~d8r ..... 
::~t.~~· 'r:~:.u 0.;'0- -t.L~: c]isc:-.r·}H.3 ~~s ::r:ct, tllo~t:;:~"iz:;d, 

T=32~2!.ry~1_Gl-~J "~l-~c~ .f.s.te; o+' .tl!e ~.':f!rCan. GOS-fJsJ i': (.S8-.:-:: foot}lcte 2), r:ot::-:s 
t(10'~=" ~: [1 13 :1··):, ,TG::-;_·t~ !. E l":;r·-;-'eE"~~-J.te-=! I·.S fC'ret'slJ ~-:!!.C; tl::c cJ8Str-~_~~·:t,~ O~-i 
0: '~}!'::' ~8rnr~e~ E'j_~2.~"'~Cl()·(~ se~::;s t'~·l8 Y'C;:~b-:.-·C;.C:':~ j~l };:II~ 3'S clo'"::-ul'Jy- re",,· 

~e~·'!~:':. :-,:..:; to Ti-::.1)'3 iTt 70 A. r:. _. "hf:,nc·:., -t ~.-'G .a~.-~?I;.:c~ co~.:.;.:~.~ .. ':.(_~ .. _,':.:.:.~.:_' i',J:' ~ r.~_,·, ,~_!,.\t\··-:'·~·IC,.~.·, .1~1,_"J-,;:, ',,' 
~~~~~\~~~(i":J;;~~::~~r~:_~~,~: ;·~~_~h~~.U'~~11:~~~?;·'):~r~~'G:' t.b~:- d'::2'~'~;"\J_~:tl o~ ;~t~t~l~ -C .,--, 

TG:~~J;:·J.::; ~·;,::..s ny:..:~::~~-; H 1 jr~.c\:~s(l, fo~(' 1=.1-"'8 C1·lris-~.~_£;.}lS ~_!l :::~(1~~~:..:.- J &.E -:-I;;:; bEt';8 
$:~';~~I~i -:.~.;.:: r~:,=;~:t -_~ 'Glr·}' J~:;:~i'~~:G e-!: f!rlS1.'~stl /[ :I_--n t.}lE: c.:·irc1~·.;~St.B.~~lC;3D, fo:-: !3l.1.ch 
a 1:t~.r,j .. {-._·~:}-' 7 i t. ,~·:rCl1]:-J clc--:?,~.~J_y· 110 -...rG 1>2~:1: Oi=£'-1. C;iJ}_t" to 1-'.:; lj_8'\IS tJ~o. t. t.b~~_s 

Therefore, SJnce 
G2cll; tOJ_06~ C8.J }10r<')~ }-lad l)!..!~:-:rl i l1=]·~;~rLc:c1 l--:~/ -; 'to D,!'!d. }-;,;:-;_,:~ to 'be; doe.lt :·J~i_t~-; 

i:c! }"j s -;-.. !C.l~'--= J r:;; DC~'i~ rli C·?] 9. r~t,icj.l)n_ t.ir.yc! 07: tJ.!f3 :C~j~ 11 0= tl:.e 'I'enl.~lr:.:~ :/?C:t .. ~J_d 
c.1E-·a::.. .. J.y ly::':~t. ~L11.t.llr.H:11J.c::) t.118 ~J·uJJj;r:;t.. H (fit 135) t p~i .. ·~lrr~1(H1 -!:l!·~Lnl~s t.l.1::Jt 
~-·rr{rv.~ is a tt.::~lf~r:t.i;·;g to clafiLl)e!~ t1-~e es CllD~ ~.olog·~_ cc:~J £:. ·e:-1_o11Y' HrOU_sc~(l i ~n ~4,~1·2 

Cl-~!:··:'[:~i(tIl {:c~:ccJ.{rits· 1:1J' tl-:t3 d(~strLj_ctj CI~-; (:~ t:·.:.(:~. ~:jn'.r:~-~; .... 1'~(;':~(":C: t.te 
~P()-lgP!?-~!t. l·.r0~(·dE; of 13:3(: ~ flof t1-]at (:::J..J O:!.' tl-':i_-l~ b01':.-;-"l i'!O O~-~::; l~flC~·T~;f' 

(-n 1 r~( . .r--r) So t.h:-; t)l.l.lf:~~·J:i.().:! of t·}~_G c~j .. sc~.r·l.(~[; j_s .:. re:J~:.ct1 o;-!.~tJ_ "1- t • __ " .l .- ~ .J.-
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tho ChY'istian catschumens _. are, like the disciplos, struggling to 

E~l 5 te. r te Y'~nS • 

-Lo eJj cit 

d~l s cj_~ples ff c It sp:CJ ngs 

aTS not. o:n t.he but of 

s~.n!~plt:'; exp12na.tioTl. n, thorO-liVh.~voi n:' .. - 0-- c.---· b 

fithe sic13 of G cd tt t 

to j ntroch.lce his 
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'1'118 dimensions of l'hrkl s pedagogical task, 

then, aT8 considerable. His St.:r'2,tegy is to thef.latize incomprehension 

net only as ignorance .s,i~d superfi~iaJity, bl'tt, above all, as t.l1at blind .. 

Dess t.h.9.t comes from the contradict.ioD of hUlD'l,l! appst.t tes and ambi ti ons. 

'1'1:"3 dis dples 2.re lim::U:,ed by the insttnctive w5111ngness to identify 

lithe good ll as "tllo good for me". 

The Gcnt~~ Ie Cl;Yistians ~~re to succeed jn grasping "That the 

Thr.; reda eto!' 1 s J ast Tf.TOj'd On the gospel 

E;tOl'Y is given in the. RorEan centuriOY1' S T8cogni ti on of the crucified 



COl'! CI.TJSI ON 

The conclusio~1s dr8.v:rl by the presGnt study aro limited ·1 n 

various vIays. 

First, they are limitsc1 in accord vJith the Jhdts of redaction 

critiep.l inquiry itself. Thus, they do not. boar on the historiC2.1 

Jes'us as stIch nor on the historiC9.1 ojsciples. 

SecoildJy, eVen -vrithin the l:imits of redaction criticis!n, ou:!.' 

conc1usions are lirr,iteo. HopefullY, they thro~!r a certain beam of 

light or:. the redacU on as 2-. Triholo. 1'hey de not I bmrover, preter~,::J to 

S COp3 of 0111:' eon:;1 \lsi Ol}S (fo::- e:::;:,.nple J ~.t does rwt al10F us to 

of I··:~.rk 
. .. . 

~rlS'" aF-","t!~l s 

consc:i GUS p.').y in t.he 1iteriC.trn'8 prior to the rocent pr.~.st .. l.Jredo FD.S 



2.,Fare of the:: COlilH.'-3,ncling role of the :cedactor' S OHn p1JTpOSeS (the 

lnJ.~l·~lr~-re.~de~ ~Ql~t·l·onrl1~-I~) .. , v_ c .... J. __ _ V ~C'".. ._~;> ___ _ in oeterrri.l1ing the shape of the nal'ra1dve 

itself; but he l1'.:d:thGY' -Chern&. ti zed this \,;-:Hh cd_tical clarity nor did 

he mat? arl aJ:togethel' plausible case fo:c his defin::t.:i_on of r~a:ccan 

purposes ,I? 

relationship has become much more conscious, 

1 0 
h.ure 9.Y·O poles £"tI;ftl"l-to-,_l,i 

SPDC'j ficA.l1y 2.ccents ".c> 
\..','. 
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1? 

1-~~~1~1~ -;,!~S sol\.r~.ll.S for ·:~.11G C1JL-~i"ch_ of l~is ·t~_rile <o;"!IftS iJ.:J2 1_ac~'~ of :·lcss·)arli,.~ 
elaj_~ns ~i.i! t'}-12 -t-l~~:"tdi tio!-:s a l-}01Jt" JCS11S, }-_G 1;-TOU}rl l-:av'o Ii-d.d to u-fr-Jert8J'::f':; e, 

c~et.3.iloc~ tY~~iit:i_~~5...&:sG1-j_ct:1)_i~~;3" £::.Y;:ll:;'sis of r'rCt~~~~r:.l··car: tradl.tj.o:n-. .. 
rJ.3.1-.dIy- ~. PQ~si1:~~li tJ. =1.11 1.901, 

13 
:\"11J.(~r~ sC' cor~d2..}_'l~y J 5 t0Y'a t1.ll'{3 I (t.11-2. I~e CE.:Ylt 1:;OOK of l'~j Y10t,t.e (3·3 

T'iJ.I·::;.ss~; In(.~y' S0'!-;~!~; GtE; 21"1 e:::3.~·':r)]~:) 1 has teilGs;r:! -to Sl'"';.JT a:.·y.':!"~/ fTO!.;' tr-18 
1-:r~o184,,"'h(-;.~~.)"'-:-~~3~.:l a c~~~lcy~:rlcC!~;E:D:3~(::t. of ,tt:::! ilT!port.~':'11C.:~ of tl~lU. 1';T-~.t.SJ~~ 

T82.c1e~:·~ r("]1;.~t,iolJ:::hti: ~:.T~d to ol'iijY1"t J"t.sc.J.f, }·~t .. l-,t;ri tr) T·(.:L~lt5rl~ t1"'~~J 
Gos~cl !.4S0::.C~j,o~J::::; t·o l"Jy-·'::v'io'iJ.r; 1.:!.~.:::ditj_0:nS 3D,] .1(.0 t,112 qll':J2t. of iJ"'r:"] 
l.'~~ st,ori'.'2.1 tTGS~tl~~,;! 

Boob:/8IJ. a TJel Pl-!.~c~-(ilJ_ are no-~. \,ruJ liSr;).!)] 0 to t.1.H? sa '.·il(: o1.)jc;ct.~_ ell'] f 

~3lJ.t tl1r:/LIl (}1)SGr\i"~--;.t"icTl~i ~~!::;gD,:CC~~ 1"-:g t~18 -::·!j.c>it9r~1"~.a.dc:}:-, 1"'l<1£;.t·:tr;l1.sh~~ f- b::t-It:-: 
l.!.ot l):..:.s[~ ~~':'·~)j,,·l(cd O~.~,.I::., as t1·;("/(·O~...:~;.11~/ n}'"Jr1 C011[:..:1.;::t9;rt.J:;,;- as tJ.-10S('~ of T::lSf)~'!, 
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they ar8 finally 

Fere) no 

from 1-ri thin i,t. 

If vfe are gsnsI'8.11y correct in our conclusl ons, the signa-lure 

0118 ~iho cOI1cei ves of the entry :i nt-o 



Bulttr.ann, 

Bt1.rkill, 

Cullr::.B. !'i!1 f 

n 
.:.. .. 

A. T, 

-r·T 

o. 

T 
t} • 

;'.,. 

n'r.· 
,!..t If JJ. 

Ta~rJ 01"1, 1J, 

i;Iyst.erious TIf;velo.tto:n~ !~n ExcU11irl2.tion of the Fll~11osor}1:\J -'-'--. __________________ ... ________ • ______ ~ - - .A--..V.",. 

of Saint l-fu.l'kls GospeJ O~8l'T York: Cornell UniV81'sit;y 
Pre s s, 1963). 

trans, S, 
Eeccles: 

c. 
S. c. I'!, 

(London: 

S,C.l-L 

'l'he I):r~()1)}_;:;;r:l of ~~~~st.Ci~-"-\r j_n ~I~a.}"~~ (I:olidon: 
------------~-~--....--~----~--........... 
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ras 1~8Ssia,sc~er-lei:nrni3 j n deY: 
E8j_t~ .. ·D.;: 'Z~1[:1 Vers~tD..Ylc1Dis cle~3 

'i9OD-:--

A ch-t.crwier I p. Ilpo:t'SO:l and Deed: Jesus and tl~e Storm-tossec"! Sea, II 
Int8r}Yr·(;:"t~j·o~ (16) I 1962, 169-,176. 

300b~lG:rf G f }!1! 

B~caDdorly S.G.l:' 

in C'..L 
1 .. .1 v I Eark's Gosp.::;}, II 

f!Tr18 Da-t.e of t,he 2f:aTl<:8.11 Crosp'Bl " it 
126-1'1,1. 

Tl16 I~}~eg8sis of t.ne Secoy.l(j Gosp:al, fI 

Ir/':-/err:·rGt.L~,t·_!:"Ol} 196'7 I 51 .. ~70. ---............ ----_.-


