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The World of the New Testament
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What do you know about the new testament? Quiz ans

1. 27
2. Greek
3. 4th century
4. Mark, Luke, John, Matthew
5. Thomas, Mary, Judas 
6. Good news 
7. John the baptist
8. Cyrene
9. 28 CE
10. LUKE AND ACTS
11. Mathew : tax collector    Luke : physician
12. John the Baptist, Jesus, Simon Peter, Paul the Apostle 


Lecture

What we've managed to assemble is reflected of a 4th century text. As the text is recopied, differences between the manuscripts occurs. Textual criticism: what could possible be the archaic for of this? Will never have the original

- other gospels that didn't make it in New testament 
- texts reflective of various ways of understanding the person Jesus, and what he did, the meaning of what he did for early Christians 
- Christianity was diverse, seen even today. Various denominations, various ways of understanding of what constitutes the Canon of the scripture
- early groups engaged in conflict sometimes. Some were labeled as heretics. Actual word means a way of thinking, school of thought. Designated various ways of thinking were understood as heresy. Eventually term became negative, contrary to the Idea of orthodox 
-orthopraxy: correct way of practicing faith
-orthodox: fight way of thinking

- people didn't even agree on who Jesus was: extent of conflict
- took many centuries for Christians to start agreeing on who Jesus was, took 300-400 years. Christology:doctrine of christ, understanding of who Jesus is


Nicene creed (325 CE) 
- Lay's down certain principles of belief. Every one that deviates from that is wrong and should be condemned. 

- if anyone else tells you anything different from this Creed, we curse them 
- if they feel that they need to write this, the feel that not everyone feels that way. Let's put it in writing to expound on our beliefs 

1. Jewish chisristians 
- different from modern day understanding of who Jesus was. Jesus could be born through normal sexual union of a man and woman. That he was flesh and blood. Jesus became a son of God at the time of his baptizism. God adopted Jesus as his son
- ebion: means poor. Name of founder of the ebionites 

- ebionites : author plays on meaning of word. Those people are poor, Have poor ideas about who Jesus was
-because of Jewish heritage they were attached to Jewish laws. Did not believe that Jesus was God. Was conceived of the natural sexual union of man and woman. 
- earliest types of Christians that existed. First converts to the Christian message were Jewish people
- difficult to conceive the idea that God would have a son in the sense of a divine entity similar to him

2. Marcionites
- important figure: Marcion. Successful preacher, especially in East. Had a particular understanding of what consistitued salvation and who God was. We're two gods. God of the Hebrew Bible that was vengeful and righteous: God of Hebrew. And a loving, peaceful, God. Impression that there ae two gods. God of the Hebrew Bible was evil and rejected and the old testament wasn't to be considered. Favors only one gospel, gospel of Luke. Has problem with other gospel. And he keeps certain apostles of being genuine and others not. Very selective. If gospels quoted Hebrew bible: would take it out because didn't believe in Hebrew Bible. 
- decided what constituted his own Canon. Was one of first to define a new testament group oof books that were the authority of faith for him, that triggered others to delineate to other groups. 367 CE .before that people were reading a sorts of other things 

- athanasius:  explains which books are authority, which books should be read, which should be rejected in a letter
- marcian: rejected all Jewish scriptures of Hebrew Bible. Converted people to the faith of Jesus christ

- gnostic. Do not call themselves this. Labeled such by their enemies. Some were Christian some were not. In traditional Christianity one is saved because Jesus died on the cross: satisfied gods requirement for the payment of sin. Sin is a disobedience of God's will. That will is revealed in the Bible. When people deviate from God's purpose, they sin. Sin separates you from God. Because God is holy and cannot tolerate sin. In a letter, Paul explains that the wages of sin, or the paymemt for sin, is death. Because sin entered into the world, death entered into the world also. The only way, according to Christian message, to reconcile with God, is if death occurs. The sacrifice that needs to be paid for sin needs to be perfect. The power of the sacrificial death of Jesus  as payment for  sin satisfied God's requirement

- gnostic believed materialistic word we live in is evil. Jewish God is responsible for creation. If he was evil and created the material word with human beings that means everything in the world is evil. Believe you are not saved through Jesuss death, but through insight/knowledge. Spiritual insight into one's true origins. That human beings, even if they are encapsulated in bodies of flesh, have an inner spark in them. And once you are awakened, return to divine realm and are saved through knowledge/spiritual insight. Believed there was a higher entity above Jewish God and that we had to return to higher entity. Purpose of Jesuss message: reveal unknowable God that is over and beyond all things. Came to show us how to reach unknowable God. Spiritual entity called christ Jesus and man that had worn that entity for his life started at moment of baptism. Spiritual entity entered Jesus and then when he died it returned to God because it had accomplished the mission of God

4.proto-orthodox
-no such thing as orthodoxy in the beginning. Everyone's debating on what constitutes the right belief. These individuals are those that came before orthodox. In their beliefs they were the authority on what consistitued normative Christianity. But there's no such thing Christianity is so diverse. What is criteria for normitivity ? 
- often those we find in New testament. in the end they are the ones that were scholars and became more influential, essentially set the standard of what constitutes normalcy. And that's why we have new testament. 

- is Jesus God or man? Nicene Creed says he's both. God and man. Soultionized the problem. Some people think he's just man, and others emphathisize the divine aspects. Is Jesus two persons? He's not he's one. Insisted on principle that God could not be divided. If Jesus is God, and the father is God, and then  you add the holy spirt, there's still just one God. 
Nicene Creed is product of all these battles. Who is Jesus? What is his message? Nicene Creed envelops everything. There are not many gods despite fact that Jesus is God, Father is God, holy spirit God. In the end this is what it became after 4 centuries of reflection 

- Jesus is a created individual, he's begotten, or created out of God. 

- new testament is not harmonious collections of text, there's tension. There's ways gospel of Paul understands Jesus that differs from Mark

- in Hebrew Bible, holy spirit: is understood as idea of spiritual force that is divine, that leads Christians to the correct way of thinking and right way of behaving. But understood as a third manifestation of God 


Exam questions examples: 4 different classifications of Christian groups 
Paragraph quest :who were they, what did they believe, what were their isues
10 keywords 
Essay : prof will hint "this might be important 


Christ
- christ applied to Jesus, it's not his last name. Essentially Jesus is Jesus of Nazareth, son of Joseph. Often identified to place where one was born. What does christ mean and why is it applied to Jesus? Term christ itself comes from her we word messiah. Christ is English transliteration of Christos. What does the word messiah mean? The one who is anointed. In ancient Isreal, before advent of new testament, the say political leader were selected..theocracy, God I in charge and God select political leader that will rule the isrealites. This as done through intermediary of a prophet. God had servants that represented him. They were the mouthpiece of God, they transmitted the will of God. Political. Leader chosen through a symbolic action: pouring oil over head of chosen individual, to resent God as the leader of his people. Was a ritual. Being the messiah meant that you were chosen by God. Messiah is person chosen by him to resent him inphysical relm. Kings,  priest, were anointed. People chosen to resent him in certain  functions. Christos is Greek transaction of anointed one. Instead of saying Jesus christ, we can say Jesus the anointed one. The name christ is actually not a name: the word is a function. Designates the role of being God's representative, the only evidence that God has chosen. Terms Messiah and Christos are synonymous. The relief that people have when they speak about Jesus as God, they're going to say he's God because he is the son of God. Which is a legitimate title, but does the title mean that Jesus by the title is the proof we have to give for speaking as Jesus as God? Since he's his son he must Have the same Nature? Idea of son of God j  line with christ and messiah, in line with the Hebrew tradition. Son of God is also applied to different indivudlas in Hebrew Bible. Amongst them is a famous king known in Hebrew Bible. King David: in the he represents Bible, you Have  psalm (psalm 2:7), it is a messianic psalm. Addressed to David :his dedication and cosnecreation as king. The moment that he becomes the anointed one. God is going to call David his son. And he's going to say I have begotten you. But in this context David is not God, but he has a title that is given as a function to represent God. God's ambassador. That psalm is quoted at Jesus baptizism. "Today you are my son, I have begotten you." AND ITS GOD speaking to Jesus. When Jesus is called son of God, he is begotten, or adopted by God, that means that God Has now selected Jesus as his representative. The son  of God, messiah, Christ, are terms that are interchangeable. 


**be aware of perspectives these texts are speaking from***

- political context to new testament 
-Egyptian, media, Babylonia said, Palestine, northern Africa, that were involved 

-Alexander the great, non-Jewish leader. Died at you guys age, empire split in 4. Were  lot of issues and people were battling for land and control in that area. Tried to subjugate the Jewish people. Tried to hellinate that area. 
-writings of new testament deal with that political situation. A lot of what we read is Christians having to deal with whether or not they'll submit to the laws of the Roman empire, or whether they'll follow Jesus. 

-book of revelations is about Rome's dominance and oppression on christians
- with people that were slaves at the time, patriarchy. New testament written with Roman political system in mind. More about what they were living as people. To be able to correctly get something out of it today, you need to understand what it possibly meant to them in that context 

ROMAN EMPIRES RELATED TO NEW TESTAMENT 
Augustus : had been a doped by Julius caeser. Jesus was born under augustus
Tibrius: Jesus died under

Claudius: mentioned in book of acts (understood as being second book of Luke's) 
- acts 11: issue pertaining to expulsion of certain Christians from rome
- Claudius tried to corroborate to some extent, some things written in book of acts, in book of acts we have this idea of  Christians expelled from the city. In chapter 11 famine mentioned. We don't have historical confirmation outside of this text of this event. 
- Claudius had orders a Jewish to leave rome

-in suetonius: Jewish were expelled were causing disturbances because of chrestus : some scholars believe it's a mistranslation for "christ". One that was labeled as christ was not there. Is he referring to Christians that were actually Jewish and that caused problems because of christ? Or is he referring to Jewish that had a leader that was called chrestus? We don't know 

Nero: book of revelations 13:3; 17:8 if you calculate the name of Nero comes to 666. You have other manuscripts that refer to number of beast as 616 too

- didn't like Christians. Probably responsible for great fire on Rome, blamed Christians. 

According to Tacitus: people finding out Nero was responsible for burning Rome. To stop rumours: Nero had self admitted Christians arrested, and large numbers of Christians were condemned. Illuminated his gardens by torching Christians. Localized persecutions. It marked Christians so much that never became symbol of antichrist. When you hit in book of revelations that beast is hit but omens back k to life, that is imagery of Nero being attacked but recovering ND coming after Christians. 


Vespa Sian and titus: responsible for destruction of Jerusalem. 
First Jewish revolt, wanted to overturn the oppressors, but were crushed by Roman's. Temples were completely demolished. Ark of titus: physical historical archeological represenTions of a kind of Rembrannce of that event :which is of four separate confirmed in writing. Titus was general responsible for the falk and vespa Sian was empire at that time

-domitian alive at time of book of revelations being written. Persecuted Christians also


The religions of the greco- roman###read

The use of magic and magic spells in that first century

- Christians carried little scrolls /amulets as protection against evil forces. Protective charms
- magical Greek papyri: things that help you deal with all sorts of situations. 

To engage in this you have to believe in a world view that doesn't see the world in only a physical realm but that the atmosphere is populated by all sorts of spiritual entities that wages war against you. Early christians used power of prayer against this. You have to adopt a particular world view that is far removed from u here in west today. 

The place of Judea 

- map of what constitutes Palestine. Named syria-palestinea at begin g of 2nd century. Before that was refried to as Judea. Capital is jeresulem: important city. Where temple is, important political players are there, Jesus death place 

Bethlehem : Jesus birthplace 
Nazareth: at north.

Christian movement started there, most of Jesus disciples came from there. A lot of people from there felt disenfranchised, poor, revolted. Galilee

Samaria : populated by Samaritans that were not on good terms with Jews.so often to avoid entering Samaria they would walk around. Didn't want anything to do with Samaritans. Samaritans were mixture of Mesopotamia and Jews.so, and other countries that were deported. Believed that God did not have to be worshipped in jeresuelum . Constructed their own temple
 Read ehrmans###pharisees and Samiritans main religious groups 

- herod the great : established by Roman's to be king of jews
Ppontius pilate : under him that Jesus was sentenced to death

Temple of jeresuelum : overview plan of temple 
- was the main religious building at time. Synagogues were there but people went to temple on specific hidays, feats, to bring about certain sacrifices for their sins. Were responsible to go once a year on day of atonement:where God would collective forgive the Israelitez. Temple was a business, a lot of commercial dealings: ingredients, animals out bought there for your sacrifices. Priests hired full. Time to engage with people there and take care of various religious ceremony is. Temple was central religious institution at the time. Where religious elites are and where things happen. Especially the remission of sins. Forgiveness of sins could be given there. Temecula a being this powerhouse that holds the religious and political powers together, any challenge to that was seen as  menace. There will be issues with temple and temple authorities and Jesus. But started before him. Quarrel producing rift between the dead sea sect and temple authorities who end up moving to desert. Only place that sanctioned sacrifices, where you could get remission of sin. So you have this section that does its own thing in the desert who believe the dealings of the temple are corrupt. Other people have problems with teme also, people like John the Baptist. 

-John the Baptist was one that had issues with that. Johns message was the kingdom of heaven is near, repent, and be baptized for the remission of your sins. So he's this end of times preacher. For him God judgements was coming. He's telling Israel, the Jews.so, repent for the kingdom of God is coming. Escape God's wrath by getting baptized, but baptized for the remission of your sins. This was challenging for the temple. Must come to temple, must pay for things you need, etc. 
 John saying no ask for forgiveness, change your way of life, and I will baptize you for the remission of your sins . Therefore challenged authority of temple
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Review
Scriptio continuum: continuous script, when we find the manuscripts there were no word divisions : which would account for variance. We find differences in different manuscripts we find
Autograph: the original text, zero original texts of new testament 
Christianity is not a monolithic religion: early Christians were diverse
Marcion: believed in two gods

Canon : athanasius 367 created Christian canon
Gospel: Gospel of good news that Jesus brought
Heresy : going against worldview or beliefs of prominent group
Orthodox: true belief
Orthopraxy: right practice
Protoorthodox :
Law or Torah: first five books of the Hebrew Bible 
Christology: the study of who Jesus is, the nature of jesus
Gentile: non-jew
Greco-Roman : Greek Roman world from 300bc Alexandra the great to 500 constantine
Hellenization: Greek thought and Greek culture 
Monotheism : belief that there is only one God but I don't acknowledge any other gods but my own

Apostle: someone is sent, messenger of god
Son of God: Greco-Roman :  physical thing        Christians : king David, symbolic anointing with oil. It's a function. Stands as a mediator 
Temple: Jewish temple, only one. Destroyed by Roman's, know when. They did sacrifices and remission of sins. Political implications. Holy of holies: 

Messiah, Christos: Christo is christ in Greek messiah is.. A
Gnostics: salvation is gained from secret knowledge, different groups of gnostics
Begotten : comes from beget, it denotes paternity. To be the father of or cause to bring about 

Adoptionism: Jesus was adopted when he was baptized, God said to him you are now my son. 



Lecture

- only Gospel of Mathew talks about Jesus early years 
-* the gospel speak from a faith perspective, were written to convince the reader that Jesus is the son of God and that if you believe in him you may receive salvation. Written in certain way to align the reader with their way of thinking 
- second generation testimonies that were encapsulated into writing. With historical tools we have we have to make sense of these documents or what is said, events reported, in the text

Literary interrelationship between the synoptic gospels 
Synoptic: seeing the whole together
-Mathew, mark, Luke are synoptic. They essentially, for the most part, have the same narrative framework. Story unfolds the same way
- a lot of similarities
- gospel of John is completely different 
- posed questions to scholars about why we have three gospels that are so similar to each other. Contain the same stories. Why? 
- order stories even are the same. Can look at structure and how events unfold, events follow same type of pattern and order
- same editorial comments I gospel of Mark chapter 13: Jesus giving sermon about event linked  to destruction of jeresuleum. And out of nowhere you have this phrase: let the reader understand. Actually the writer that's putting in editorial comment because Jesus was not speaking to readers. Same comment at same place same moment in  gospel of Mathew. Two different texts. What happened? 
- you have the exact words: only logical explanation is that someone knew or had in their possession a text and copied or wrote his own from that text. This interrelationship between Mathew, Mark, Luke is what we call the synoptic problem. Problem because of those repetitions. How do we explain them? How do we explain those interrelationships? Some want to believe has faith supernatural origin but hard to prove that
- later Christians put it in one version to harmonize the differences in the text


The gospels: 
- synoptic gospels can be classified in two ways. 
- the triple tradition: all the material that is common to mark, Mathew, Luke 

- story or mother and Jesus and his brothers 
- in Luke story seems a little different, in Mark told Ina different way

- you can take the three gospels and you can have all the stories in each put in parallel to see simalarities 

- someone had base text, that was recopied.
- most scholars think gospel of Mark was written first: 65-70 CE
- issue of destruction of jeresuleum is indicator it had to be written at that time. Too many precise details, had to be someone that had witnessed that
Prophecy after the fact: literary method that gave the impression that prophetic words were telling of what's to come but they were a fully written after the fact

- Mark is considered to be earliest one because it was shortest. Tendency of scribes word be to addaterial and amplify to explain in more detail what certain events, what teachings of Jesus occured

- triple tradition has Mark as a source. One source with three texts in the tradition

-all the information common to Mathew and Luke but that are absent from Mark. This phenomena is called the double tradition

- so question scars have when they see these interrelationships is what is the source. Did Mathew copy Luke or Luke copy Mathew? Various ways to explain interrelationship. Was Hard to determine which possible text old be source so scholars postulated that both of these texts had another source they didn't havre. They termed that source "Q". It is first letter for the word quelle which means source. We don't have this source, but scholars still managed to reconstruct the source. How? Took all common material between Mathew and Luke and made a source out of it, and produced the critical edition of it even
- so scholars reconstructed that source based on commonalities between Mathew and luke

-source that we postulate from two texts of double tradition,. Q would be prior to Mark but also independent from Mark 
- pro ably produced around year 50, before Mark. A lot of contents refers to sayings: things that Jesus said

- two source hypothesis: illustrates the triple and double tradition. Shows triple tradition by placing Mathew and Luke at bottom, and mark as top for everything  that's common between three gospels. And q for everything that is common between Mathew and Luke in absence of mark
- four source hypothesis : Mathew also has things not found in Mark or Luke. Has its own particular material. Same goes for Luke, has his own particular material not found in mathew
Gives account to special material only unique to Mathew, and special material only unique to Luke. Special M, special L

- source of  commonalities between Mathew and Luke in absence of Mark is Q
- scholars trying to explain the intricacies between these texts
- the impression you have is that they copy from each other because texts are now harmonized
- we don't know what autographs look like, but maybe they were different from each other. Is the impression we have of these texts copying from each other from the original autograph or something that happened during process of recopying 
Was process of harmonization there at beginning of autographs, or did they come from time of recopying? 

- modern scholarly hypotheses, q is modern 

-this hypothesis is simple, why scholars like it. Economical, mark is shorter... *rest of what's written

- one of the most common ones use do counter q source is : farrer-goulder hypothesis. Mark is shorter so makes sense to consider it as first as source of math an Luke. Luke would have had two sources mark an Mathew. Keeps pritioty of park and completely dispenses of Q because you don't need an imaginary document. 

- Mathew first gospel used by Luke, would explain their commonalities. Mark summarized Mathew and Luke. Mathew would have used both of them and taken away infancy narratives and other things. Griesbach

-Augustine: Mathew was first, mark summarized Mathew and. When you read ancient material from Christians writing other texts to other Christians (letters), most quoted gospel was gospel of Mathew. So Augustin assumed Mathew was most primitive text

- in scholarly cores the consensus is that Mark written first, be a use of its length

- explain what q is and why people think that way ***



Mark: Jesus the apocalyptic preacher convincing*

- you find word good news in the text. First three verses 
- interesting introduction. Clearly delineated as a gospel, we can translate  it to the begin of the gospel. Beginning of the good news of Jesus christ
- did Mark invent  a literary genre? He denotes his texts as being a text that is itself good news 
- you wonder if what he he producing is unique in of itself. Someone designating style of writing that is called the gospel. Only on of gospels that falls itself a gospel. Only one that uses this expression to speak  about type of writing he is producing "good news" "
- it opens up with story of someone preaching in wilderness. To support entrance of this character in verse 4: something is used: a scripture quote. Writer looks back at Jewish scriptures in Hebrew Bible. Going to support activity of  character by a scripture quote,
- fusion of quote from prophet Malachai and Isaiah
- new testament author reworks Hebrew Bible quote. Essentially combination of malachi and isaiah

- what happens after verse three is introduction of character John the baptizer. 
-first passage talks about messenger coming, who is john
- his purpose is to preach a baptism for the remission of sin
- he is eessntially preaches that end of times is near, end time preacher
- repent for the kingdom of God is at hand. Fo jews that meant God is coming and he's bringing judgment, so I have to repent 
- John is preaching alarmist message, a doom day preacher 

- people were attracted by message of this man, really apocalyptic fervor of this time. The jews hoped for deliverance and a scaiour, and they wanted to be ready and prepared for it so they turned to john

- temple: must go through rituals, must provide sacrifices for remission of sin. 
For a lot of people they thought what John was preaching made sense, were attracted to his message because a lot of them felt left out 
- what relationship does baptizer usually have to baptizee? It's always noted that baptizer is superior to baptized
- in this context, John would have been authority 
- baptisim was ritual where you noted into particular group or followed particular leader. 
-in historical. Terms, Jesus was attracted to the baptists preaching. Jesus followed the Baptist. Jesus was  disciple of John, baptists was his master, is what it means from a historic context. So they had to find a way to minimize baptisim of Jesus because it's an emergency arrsement from. Christo logical stand point
- writer of Mark uses Hebrew Bible to talk about baptism: to explain or give an interpretation of why Jesus had to go through that. It a theogic explanation not a historical one, there's a djffrence
-Christian interpolation. Christian writers, to legitamize Jesus baptism, they have to explain why John is doing what he's doing 
-Jesus then later dissociated from baptists to have his own group 

- Jesus was indeed baptized by someone he followed: historical elemnt
But also theological elements integrated into narrative to explain what is important to them
- clear, according to Mark, that John's baptisim of Jesus is for the remission of sins

- theologically speaking, the quote, John's explanation, might be sufficient. But from a historical perspective, that's where there is a problem
- for those Christians that's the moment where God adopted Jesus as his son

- have to contend with this story

- imagine the scene as its described 
- from a pure historical respect give the voice from heaven Isa theological quote to interpret theological the event of the baptism
- wouldn't people have converted if the scene happened? We know they didn't 

- the Jewish scriptures, when the prophets wrote certain things, they were concerned with issues at the time they wrote them
- when new testament writers are using hebrew Bible, their going back to here Bible and reinterprsting the events around the life of Jesus and finding ways to reinterpret and bring it back to their text. But original hebrew text is not concerned with Jesus. It's concerned about political, social issues  of the times. Retrospective reading. New testament writer applies writings from Hebrew Bible to Jesus in New testament 

- persistent tradition that is anchored persistently in the text: that keeps us was baptized 
- his baptisim  becomes symbolic for his followers, becomes theologically significant after the fact. Theology is something you believe about Jesus, history is based on what we know and how we can reconstruct facts from. Things we know 

- the only thing they have to legitimize their interpretation is their tradition. And their tradition is the Hebrew Bible. Tried to makes sense of historical events by taking presence or existence of God into account 
- gospels are more theological than historical : have to sift throughout documents to recapture what the historical kernel is behind these texts because the message is inherently theological

- starting to see problem in Luke. Difference in baptism story I mark and what you have in luke
- mark: Jesus is baptized 
Luke: Jesus is baptized after John is put in prison, meaning John isn't present. Why? Because it's a problem for  the writers. Won't say it's not true but just that he isn't there he's in prison. Progressively in the narrative make the  baptism disappear. Why would they do that? Because theologically a problem that Jesus would have gone to John and asked to be baptized by John for the remission of sins. 

- the baptism of Jesus was probably an actual event, but it was a problem. And to explain it we have to give it theological significance and de-emphasize it's presence in the narrative

- voice from heaven quotes the Hebrew Bible : in most of your bibles you will have it in Isaiah. Fusion between Genesis 22 and Isaiah 

- the most ancient version of Luke's voice is not Isaiah 42:1.its psalm 2:7. Been confirmed by ancient authors that speak on  Luke's version of the event but quote psalm. Psalm reflects an ancient tradition, adoptionistic tradition. You're saying Jesus was adopted by God. If you quote Isaiah you are not saying anything. Why did it dissappear? Christogically speaking that quote makes the father adopt Jesus, aligning the text to Jewish christology. So when scribes was recopying text, the problematic thing is psalm 2:7 let's put in Isaiah. Example of voluntary theological change to easier digestible explanation or narrative


Review
- what is the purpose of the gospel? : to convince the reader that jesus is the son of God 

- who or what is son of man? : cosmic judge that  judges the people
- synoptic : thee of the gospels are similar, mathew, mark, luke. Synoptic means that they can be seen together
Synoptic problem: have similarities but they are different 
Solution: q source, triple tradition, four source solution
- source of triple solution is mark. Has 3 gospels. All three have something in common
- double tradition: source is q. Quelle, german for source 
- four source hypothesis:  material common to mark which is mark mathew and luke,etc
Apocalyptic: jesus refered to as apocalyptic preacher: there is evil #read notes
Who is a redactor: redactor is someone who rewrites something 
Author's have their own vested interests 
Redaction criticism : 
- difference between historical vs theological explanation: looking at what happened vs trying to explain events from religious perspective 
Christology: study of the nature of christ
- what is meant by tradition? Something that is handed down, such as ideas
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- we aren't sure who wrote book of Acts or Luke 

Gospel of Mark
- shortest gospel
- at the end, there is an indication of a shorter ending or longer ending. We don't really know how it ended(mark 16)
- oldest tradition we have of mark ends at verse 8. After jesus death, women go to tomb of jesus to anoint his body
- gospel in its primitive form ends before an apparition of jesus. We ould not know anything else, doesnt report appearances of jesus after this
- the way it ends is abrupt.
- later manuscripts have added scripture, but they are not original to most primitive form of the gospel of mark

- longer ending is added later, probably to harmonize with other texts that are felt elsewhere in New testament 
- historical elements of mew testament in time is interesting, but how do they interpret these texts today for themselves? 

- snake handlers: test the veracity of their faith through snake handling
- believe they have obligation to do this and god will protect them. Whether or not they die is up to God
- the basis of this practice comes from quote in mark chapter 16: the portion that was added later on, which is not really part of primitive form. 
- if people were informed that they were basing their beliefs on a potentially dubious portion of text, it might make a difference
-see it as a way to prove that their faith is genuine, that they are not false believers. Counter: - story in scripture : jesus  tempted by devil three types, doesn't fall for the trap" you shall not tempt the lord": cant tempt god into seeing you as believer

Literary interrelationship between mathew, mark, luke= synoptic


Mathew
Tradition says its mathew, tax  collector. 
Nothing in gospel indicates author is mathew
Readership is very familiar with jewish tradition: clear for readers that it echoes from the hebrew bible tradition. A lot of glances back, similarities. Need to be aware of tradition to fully appreciate mathew
- jesus brought something that surplants the jewish tradition 
- gospel comprised of five parts : this structure marked by particular formula in Greek text. Translates to :"when jesus had said these things". Why five sections of mathew? Five books of moses 

- five books, the law of Torah

- others will say divided in two places. Separating time of his ministry and the beginning of his passion( journey towards his death) 

- no consensus on structure 


- there are important theological elements: four

- theology of accomplishment
- jesus presented as new moses
- jesus succeeds where Israel failed
- kingdom of heaven

- mathew presents a lot of what jesus has done(accomplished) , a consequence of what had been predicted in hebrew bible. 

-scholars did retrospective reading of hebrew bible. Writers craft argument as a way to makee you believe that what jesus is doing comes out of predictions from Hebrew​ bible. " as it is written" is formula always used. They read the Hebrew Bible in light of life of jesus and then use that as prediction for gospels

Chapter 1: on the descendants of jesus

Verse 18: narrative of birth of jesus. Mathew and luke only two narratives about birth of jesus
- joseph, son of King David.. 

- the name jesus means the lord saves: Joshua 
- "all this takes place to fulfill what had been spoken by the lord to the prophet" 
- here what you have is an exame of how the writer of the gospel of mathew uses Hebrew bible to legitimaze or explain what happens during days of jesus birth. The prophet isaiah : quote as it is quoted in mathew

Isaiah chap 7: what is seen as the prophecy by writer of mathew 
Verse 14: " look the young woman is with child and shall.."

Translation taken from Hebrew text: the young woman
In mathews text : the young virgin (quotes the greek version of the hebrew tradition) 

Secular powerful kings that had stories of supernatural births ascribed to them  as well
- text wants to disavow that jospeh is natural father, when jospeh takes jesus in he will be legitimate heir to davids throne

-Does text in Isaiah predict the coming of jesus? 
- "verses 22_23: hats hapoening to jesus is to fulfill what the prophet said

- ehen you go back to Isaiah : did isaih 700 years back acfually predict this? Consider the political context of isaih quote. Under the reign of Ahaz(evil king). Isaiah liveed in time of ahas. Two kings going up to attack jereselum. Isaih comes on scene and says, even if youre evil king god will protect city out of faithfulness to his first king david. 
Isaih says ask god to give you sign that he will acfually protect city
Verse 3: the lord sends isaih to meet ahaz
Verse 10: lord spoke through isaih to ahaz

- ahaz is scared of those two kings, god is saying there's a woman, shes bearing a son, he will be named Emmanuel (means god is with us). Before that child knows between good and evil, the two kings land will be deserted. 
-quote has nothing to do initially with jesus. Writer of gospel of mathew quotes Isaiah verse 14 completely taking it out of its context and applies it to life of jesus. Prophet Isaiah never predicted the coming of jesus. Child in question is actually child of the king himself, who will succeed him on the throne and he will be the king
- writes go back, find traditions that resonate with their understanding of who jesus is, and put it into gospel, and give it a new interpretation 
- go back to original passage in hebrew Bible, look at what's it meant in hebrew bible, and see how it corresponds in new testament


Jesus the new moses
- wise men were sent by, follow the star that meant a king was born. They first go visit king Herrod
- herrod secretly calls wise men to find jesus so he could go and honour jesus himself(had a plan to actually get rid of jesus) 

- asks scholars where will he be born, they say Bethlehem. Sends troops to kill firstborn boys under 2. Jesus is protected in egypt 

- chap 22 : echoes another story. Story of moses and the exodus


-infancy narrative of jesus is written with template of moses story. Writer  wrote parallels to story of jesus. Jesus is new model that will surplant the old model. Jesus giving sermon (chap 5-7) on mountain, parallels moses receiving new law of god
By having jesus going through same things as moses went through, author is seeing jesus is new moses

- through him (Jesus) is also manifestation of Israel's people

- the reason why Joseph, mary, and jesus had to go to egypt was also to fulfill something. 
Verse 14-15:" this was to fulfill.. Out of egypt i have called my son.." 
Understand infancy narratives as wanting to make a point. See jesus in situations that are comparable to moses. And as new israel


Check hosea chap 11 verse 1 : Israel is the son

In context of mathew the son is jesus: jesus replaces or is the new israel. Historical context of original quote in hosea is the exodus (story of moses coming out of egypt). Using quote to construct theological narrative about jesus. For the author or mathew, jesus is the new israel and actually reincarnates israel

Mathew chap 4: 1 
Jesus was himself tempted in the desert for 40 days, but succeeded. Jesus incarnates what Israel was, but actually succeeds where israel fails 

Compare passages. Original source and its interpretation is different

Kingdom of Heaven/God
- kingdom is actually the reign of God, Gods ruling can be manifested in many ways. Spatial dimension where kingdom of heaven is something to come, up there because of cosmological understanding at the time
- today because of what we know about universe, up represents the divine world
-but spatial element of the kingdom, being with god and living with god

Temporal dimension: kingdom of god can manifest itself in the world, believers should aim at establishing gods rule in the world

Escatalogical: the discourse on the end of the world
- jesus was an escatalogical preacher, that end of world is imminent 
- when it erupts in the world, God will judge righteous from sinners

Escatalogical dimension: Ethical requirements: if one adheres to rule of kingdom of god, one will live according to gods ethical requirements. Ots about submitting your life to rule of God


Two things unique to mathew and luke is idea of infancy narrative


Lukes narrative
- not a lot of similarities besides Joseph and mary being his parents 

- no guiding star of wiseman, no herod, no herod trying to kill babies in luke

- we see conflation of all of this in film depictions. Try to conflate both stories together because that's all we have 


- the Manger story, that's luke. But there's no wiseman. Interesting what we make out of tradition

Luke
####Get sense of what writing is all about

- introduction of gospel of luke : prologue telling you how he went about writing his text of the story of jesus. Its connected to acts because of this. Mention of Theophilus for example

Acts: 

Scholars are saying prologues might give us a clue that we might be dealing with same author. But someone could be imitating a prologue to give their book authenticity. We don't know fo sure but there might be a possibility 

Luke verse 1: luke is recognizing that several people have been doing some writing, to set down an orderly account

- other writings of things that happened, and luke is not unique. To write about things that happened : to set down orderly account. We write it down and set it in a way wauy that we deem acceptable, organize in way we say it happened. Creating coherent narrative of things author has witnessed, process of recalling event and writing it down in sequential manner, linking events together, is reinterpretation. This process happens after reflection, after a certain amount of time, thinking. All the oral traditions of jesus, all of this cloud of events, how do we make sense of it? We sit down and create a narrative of events. Did this by what was handed down. Tradition is anything passed to you, that's what they received this tradition. 
Often that tradition came from people that were preachers who transmitted oral traditions to them. 

- i too decided after carefully investigating..but why? If many had written accounts handed down to them.. 
- luke would argue that previous accounts are not true, or may not have been as factually accurate as he would have liked it to be. Me too im gonna write an account! Because i want to make sure that what youve received Theophilus is a correct account
So that you can discern what you have already received. Maybe luke was not really satisfied with some accounts


####nag hammadi gospels


- competing narratives very early on. Final canon of new testament written in 3.67 BCE, nearly fourth century
- methodic on part of luke: structured text in particular way so that Theophilus (the reader/audience) will come to understand a particular narrative

Prologue comparable to one in acts basically!! 



- themes that will show us that there is continuum from what  writer said in gospel of luke , into what writer said about the early church/christians in book of Acts. How the church picks up where jesus left off
Follow Jesus career in luke, you an follow ministry of church in Acts


Messiahship of Jesus: speaks of jesus representation as god

- jesus is not messiah in gospel of luke, but becomes messiabh in acts: some scholars believe this

- through his flesh he was messaih but is declared son of god by the ressurection. In luke, there are stages in understanding the Messiahship of jesus

- luke chap 1 verse 30-33: clearly mesianic, refrences to so of most high, to throne of ancestor king of david (messaih king). There is mention of jesus as messiah

- messiah could bea king (anointed and declared as messianic role 
- preist (
- prophet (anointed, representative of god, mouth piece of god


Luke chap 3: 21-23 = wht the voice says in most ancient versions of luke
Comes from psalm 2:7 : reference to david
- Declared messiah , linked to the king david
- was jesus ever a king? Because a messiah has to rule
- he ressurects but where is his reign? 
- how does jesus exorcise his Messiahship : look at luke chap 4
Luke chapt 4:16-30*: tells you jesus mission and purpose 

- the quote comes from a prophetic book, it speaks about isaiaih saying the spirit of the lord is on me and i have a job to me. Ut when jesu reads the scdoll he sees his anointing, believes it is applicable to him. Jesus messianic role when reading scroll is prophet : sees his work as prophetic mission
Messianic aspect of rule he doesn't talk about 

At end of luke : messiah needs to suffer. He's a messiah but he's not a ruling messiah. His messianic role is a prophetic one, and a prophet that will be rejected to the point of death. Luke jesus is a prophet 

- but when will he rule? 
- even disciples were impatient with jesus at some point : acts 1:6-7
- they are expecting jesus to rule

- in luke, jesus is prophet. Then comes act
- in acts, disciples are expecting establishment of kingdom of heaven


- acts 2:22-36 : peter is going to say "therefore let the entire house of israel know that... 

- peter is saying that because god raised jesus up, god has made jesus lordd and Messiah, and proof that Jesus was accepted by god, is that now we his disciples are filled with spirit. If we did not receive spirit, that would have meant that god did not approve. 
- Jesus gives the spirit. When the believers receive gods holy spirit, they become witnesses of jesus messages that will spread throughout the world. For luke, the spirit that comes into believers and enables them to preach throughout the world, is Jesus way of ruling through the spirit. Jesus is a pneumatic messiah. Jesus rule is pneumatic: his rule is a spiritual rule, rule through the spirit. He is king, but through the spirit. This is how luke envisions the rule of Jesus 


October 4, 2017

Midterm########
- Review keywords
- what does testament mean?old-  Covenant between God and the jews and new- covenant between God and Christian union

- 50 to 120CE
- first written gospel Mark
- first author was Paul
- no original copy
- collection of authorized books, Athanasius, 367 , proto orthodox
-- gospel, epistles, apocalypse, historical- literary genres
- autograph: original text which we don't have
- scriptyocontnium: 
- manuscript: handwritten copy
- spread of Greek culture from Alexander the great to Constantine 
- heresy\heretic: beliefs deemed by those in power to be deviant
- adoptionism: 
- diversity in early Christianity: was diverse. Marcionites, ebionites, proto orthodox dox, gnostics
- ebionites: maintained jewish practice and ways of worship
- gnostics: salvation meant spirtiual awakening
- pagan: not a Jew or christian 
- septuogen: lxx(70): hebrew Bible in Greek 
- temple: there's only one temple in jereselum. Many synagogues .can perform sacrifices in temple
- authority of temple was challenged by John the Baptist who was baptizing outside he temple
- what was decided about nicea: the Creed: Jesus is God and Jesus is man
- Messiah: the anointed one . Priestly,prophetic, or kingly
Synoptic problem: gospel are seen together, there are similarities and differences. A solution would be four source and two source hypothesis
Two source: 
Four source : 
- Mark in priority : term for Mark being first
- tendency for those who redact to add material. Redacter is someone who edits a text. Redaction criticism : scholars use it to determine an editors vested interest
- historiography: the writing of history, study and analysis of historical record
- ancient historians aren't looking at objectivity, but something that seems true
- apologetic literature: defence of Christian faith in face of accusations
- esthetology: dealing with end of times literature 
- martyr: somebody who witnesses, dies for 

Know what they mean****2140 bishop street

- can we speak of early Christianities? Know groups
- what is the synoptic problem and it's solutions? Four and two source hypothesis

- baptism of Jesus? John the Baptist, the temple, adoptionism
- theology of accomplishment : studying Mathew
- retrospective reading: what did early writers look back to? Hebrew Bible 
- Jesus Messiahship in Luke acts
- know terms christology, son of God, son of man, Christ and Messiah, how these terms relate to one another
- John's double christology
#####################

Lecture - snoptic vs john

Messiahship
- when you deal with Messiah ship, two fold messiah.jesus is Messiah in Luke in particular way.his messaihship is of a special way. He functions as a prophetic Messiah. Luke acts was most likely by same person or someone from same school of thought because of prologue. Jesus dies, ressurects, appears to his disciples and they wonder when he will establish his kingdom.he tells them it's not your business go to jereselum and wait for holy Spirit there, and I will send the holy Spirit to you and you will be my witnesses. This power from above will give you necessary strength to go through entire world and preach the gospel word of God .book of acts is Continuation of Jesus ministry through his church. In Luke proclamation is transferred to disciples !how Jesus Messiahship unfolds in book of acts is that Jesus becomes king. But role of Jesus in book of acts as understood by writers was that Jesus was not ruling physically on Earth, he rules but in a different way than what was expected.this rule is rule through the spirit: a pneumatic rule. Cording to the theology of the book of acts. Jesus rules through the spirit .his reign extends throughout the world through the spirit, by the spirit convincing people to adhere to the good news of God. This is how Messiahship is understood in Luke acts. 

Prophetic(Luke) vs king but not physical king( Luke acts): rules as spirit that manifests itself through the lives of believers *

- no phsyical manifestation of God's kingdom, so their (disciples) understanding of the kingdom of God theologically changes. They are realizing he isn't there, so how are we going to continue preaching and be believable? Theologically reflect and come up with that Jesus does reign, but in spirit. A way to reinterpret the return of Jesus ressurecting. Messiahship in acts is understood in spiritual terms because they contend with the fact that Jesus hasn't returned .so he doesn't have to reign phsyical, he reign through the spirit. They have to be creative because there are problem and things are not showing up as they expected 


Gospel of John * 

- Jesus the extraterrestrial
- in the gospel of John, Jesus comes from nother domain. He comes essentially from another world.  What's interesting is there differences between what we read in Mathew,Mark,Luke, and what we find in synoptic

- John spends much more time talking about Jesus . Very theologically charged language .
- jesus purification of temple: before reading gospel of John you know it happens in life of Jesus but near his death. Jesus enters into temple and purifies it one week before his death. In John this event comes in chapter 2, right at the beginning. Action is more symbolic of Jesus own death and ressurecting in John : metaphorically refers to his own body as a temple
- feeding of the 5000: in chapter 6: Jesus compares himself to bread of heaven that israelites receive in desert. Not the bread of Moses( which was just phsyical sustinance). Spiritualized teaching coming from story of hebrew Bible 
- talking about people ingesting his words and his teachings 
- john : refers to who Jesus is, what his teachings entails, and those. That ingesting his teachings and words will have life in themselves
- Peter's confession of Jesus as messiah: in the gospel of June, that discussion that Jesus has with the disciples isnframed differently.in a way that Jesus is actually going to tell Peter, some of you udnerstand what is happening, but even amongst you one if you will betray me.discussion about Jesus interaction with Peter isnframed in different context. When you read Mathew Mark,Luke, the one that Jesus calls out to be Satan is Peter himself. In John it's judas
- Mary's anointing of Jesus Bethlehem, different. 
- Jesus entry to jeresulum is different
- not sharing the wine and being symbolic of his body with the bread and wine in last supper
- when you read John it's framed s philosophical discussion been Jesus and monty pilon. Theologically conversation that writers of John, or traditions that he inherited inserts into the text 

Mark: no apparition of Jesus
Mathew: apparition of Jesus, outside tomb to Mary Magdalene and then in mountain 
Luke: Jesus appears in Luke mostly in jeresulum or neighborhood around jereselum. And when he leaves he in Bethlehem. Apparition in one day


- narratives of ressurecting and apparition are different 

Jesus the extraterrestrial
- Mathew,Mark,Luke : many miracles
- less miracles in John: mircakes are sometimes different than what you have in synaptic tradition

- miracles are often understood in terms of signs 
- Jesus did this sign, and he did this sign for a specific reason, so that you believe in n him


- signs that point the reader into the direction of Jesus identity : in John
- purpose of text given to you in beginning, in John you have prologue but it doesn't really give you a full sense of why redactor is writing this. 
- first ending of the gospel of John: when you come to end of chapter 29 you have impression it's finished. Scholars believe additional ending provided with 21 gives purpose of text. 
-john chapter 20: verse 30-31. What author was saying was--> Jesus did a lot of other things, but we didn't put everything in the book, signs that are in it have a purpose. Editorial choice on part of writer to  illustrate best how to convince individuals to become believers or addressed to individuals​ that are already believers but in danger of leaving the faith (depending on manuscripts )

- play on words and subtleties give evidence for text written for people in the know,believers already : John 3 . No one can see kingdom of God without being born again

- nicodemus understands it as born again, literally
- Jesus is telling nicodemus, you don't it. I didn't say you need to be born again, I'm saying to be born from above: to be renewed by spirit of God, to be given life of the spirit 

-john not concerned with being born again but being born from the spirit*. Translators from Bible made choice to translate to show misunderstanding of nicodemus to tell reader don't fall into same trap as nicodemus. Almost need Greek to see subtleties

How doesn't gospel unfold?
- when you read the synoptic gospels, if you try to make chronology of events starting from life of Jesus up to his death, the impression you have is Jesus ministry lasted one year . One mention of Passover of Easter , and it's that time when Jesus dies
- three mentions of Easter at different places at different times throughout the narrative in John, when you look at lifespan of Jesus ministries it is three years in john. Mention of the passover is much more than time reference.has theological significance, when Jesus mentioned in context where passover is noted, kind of an echo to his death and ressurection. Passover always resonates with death of Jesus. Reader should be attentive to what follows word "passover", because it's a shadow of what will come. Event of Lazarus ressurecting is sign that points into direction of what will happen to Jesus: Jesus will also die but he will be ressurecting . Word "passover" theological marker that points you into the direction of what the death of Jesus means 


- in the synoptic tradition , only one trip to jeresulum. In John, there at least five mentions of jeresulum. 
- john 2:13-21 context is purification of the temple : explanation not given by Jesus, given by writer. Context of Passover , talking about destroying his temple (Jesus body). Mention of Passover is to say wake up, pay attention to what is to come : Jesus' death and ressurection 

- in John , Jesus appears in jereselum five times, passover mentioned three times( instead of one as in synoptic texts) . And the mention of passover everytime  is linked to Jesus' death and ressurection

 

-what is improtant in gospel of John: John develops christologies. At least two ways to conceive what is considered to be his understanding of who Jesus is
- there is preliminary title that is ascribed to Jesus in John: son of God
- preliminary designations of Jesus are given by potential disciples 
, People that will potentially themselves become followers of Jesus
- verse 29: the lamb of God : John makes a profound theological statement. Idea of lamb of God resonates with idea of sacrifices in Hebrew Bible . Lamb signifies ideal sacrifice for the forgiveness of sins, blood needed to be she'd. So people could have their sins forgiven. Sins of people were transferred to animal and that animal was killed, and this way God was satisfied with death of this substitute to forgive their sins. Jesus becomes indivudals that I'll replace that sacrifice. Collective atonememt or forgiveness of sins always needed to be repeated. But Jesus sacrifice will be unique and only once, seven on the cross he will be portrayed as a lamb (bones not broken)


- in verse 33: for the first time John is going testify to the fact that Jesus is the son of God 

- future disciples of Jesus will come into narrative later on 
- several designations: John  calls Jesus lamb of God then son of God.
- then one of them goes to his brother to say we have found the Messiah
- verse 43: conflation: you are so of God, you are king. Jewish designations in jewish traditions : function of Jesus is king of israel.  


- jesus is going to say in verse 51 Luke : talking about son of man, celestial being that reunites heaven and Earth
- son of od christologies important: across gospel of John this term applied to Jesus in various contexts and will be used to describe his role as a Messiah. Son of God essentially is repsenttative of God in jewish traditions this representation is a plenipotentiary: one that acts on behalf of someone else. The son of God is the plenipotentiary, son of God is the agent or ambassador of the father. Has a responsibility of representing the father in certain capacity. In jewish traditions those that wee plenipotentiary represented their mastersz, could be emmisaries, could be son negotiation on behalf of his father's. 


Son of God christology

- cto be correct representation of those who sent them: were on a mission, were equal to those who sent them, had to obey one who sent them, and when job was done they had responsibility to come bAck and give account of what they did
- Jesus actually fulfills all of these judiciary clauses as son of god in john .in jewish traditions this was legally binding : legally bound to fulfill their task

- son of God has mission, framed as being equal to father, must obey, must return for reckoning

- Mission: verse 16: Jesus has mission to save the world and God has sent him, for God sent his son with this mission. Judiciary christology

- equal power or authority: chap 5: verse 22-23: the father is not there but has delegated something to his son. If you honor God you honor me, if you honor me, you honor God. There is an equality. Judicial understanding of Jesus role as representing God . Jesus subordinate to father but they are one in purpose

- obedience: chap 10 :38: 
Verse 40: his job is to obey, I have a job to do and it's to do the will of the father

- reckoning:when his mission is completed, plenipotentiary needs to return and give an account of what he did. Chap 13:3: he knew he came from God, he accomplished his mission,but was now going back to God to give his account of the accomplishment of his mission



You have agent and sender, agent has mandate given from sender.  Earthly christology: rooted in jewish traditions of king of israel. Has mission, etc. One aspect of how Jesus is undesrtood in john

 Son of man christology

- christology rooted in jewish traditions of heavenly son. Expression son of man in some jewish texts also refers to heavenly being sent by God to bring judgment to the world 
- Daniel 7: 13: Aramaic translation one like son of man
- verse 14: the son of man is not normal human being but a celestial being ,that in the vision, comes from the heavens,. And God will give him all the power and glory and his rule will be everlasting 
Daniel who is prophet has a vision, and at one point in vision he sees this.
- when you go back to gospel of John, you understand son of man as being presented as heavenly figure that comes down with God that comes down to exercise will of God. 
- is a heavenly extraterrestrial figure 
- son of man comes from heaven : father sent the son, son of man descends from heaven.incarnated into fleshly body, Jesus is that heavenly son of man, he lives in Earth, but he dies. So there is moment where there is crucifixion, but with crucifixion, how can jesus give an account to god? 
- Jesus dies on cross, he's cursed . People with son of man christology saw this As problem.only way Jesus could return to God and give an account and be accepted by God ,is to have the cross become Jesus' elevation
- verse 23: parable about grain that needs to die . Speaking on his own death
Verse 31: the judgement of this world is coming, judgement day is here. The prince of this world will be cast out from his domain(devil). When I will be lifted up from this Earth, I will attract to myself all people. He said this to indicate the kind of death he was to die. Verse 34: the cross is the point of elevation of the son of man. Not anymore object of shame but the point of Ascension. The cross becomes the point of Jesus return to where he came from .
- if you make the cross to be point of Ascension of son of man
John chp 6: verse 66-62: cross is the scandal, cross seen as curse, negative thing.
-  But for the writer of John it is a blessed thing because it's an only way Jesus can return to God and give an account. Cross becomes focul point of Jesus return. No Ascension narrative in John, it's the cross that's the Ascension point!
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Lecture 

- collection of 114 sayings that the text says are attributed to jeusus
- text discovered in 1945 in Nag Hammadi- Bedouin discovered text in a series of jars, eventually saw it could be of certain value and tried to sell it for goods and money
- 52 texts comprised of thirteen books
- book 2 of that codex is called the gospel of Thomas
- written in Egyptian language called Coptic 
- "these are the secret sayings, secret words, that Jesus the living one spoke..which judas didumus Thomas wrote down.."
- collection of secret sayings
- 19 pages of Coptic texts
- probably written somewhere in the middle of 4th century, middle of fourth century common era year 350
- Coptic text most likely copied from another text, not original text
- oxyrhynchus: near city of Cairo: a lot of fragments found and reconstructed . Three independent fragments found 

- on these fragments you have independent sayings of Jesus that sound very much like what we have in gospel of Thomas: but only contain approximately 20 sayings , not exactly the same on all points but closely similar . These three fragments in Greek do not belong to same book, completely independent from each other. They were written earlier than the Coptic text , these were written between years 200-250 c.e (about 150 years prior). These are incomplete texts!

- the gospel of Thomas as the compete text is dated to year 350
- people were intreguied to try to understand where did this text come from, very close to content we have in synoptic gospel. Does it mean the writer of gospel of Thomas knew the synoptic gospel, does he depend on synoptic gospel to write the gospel of Thomas?

- American shcool: emphasizes that gospel of Thomas would even roedate the synoptic gospel. Gospel of Thomas written in first century according to this school of thought . It's a continuum inumeratiom of sayings which are introduced with Jesus said..some of it's scholars that Thomas predates the new testamentary scholars, and some of the new testamnet gospel could have been inspired by gospel of Thomas



- see the gospel of Thomas as secondary. The writer of Thomas used new testament material to create his own literray work


- middle ground: had access to other material, that could have predated the wiritjng of the gospel. But also took from sunoptic gospels
- weigh the sayings being independent or dependent 


Jesus and the interpretation of the hidden sayings 
- focus on what is the gospel of Thomas about? What did the compiler of this text ant to communicate?

- jeusus in an improtant player because he is the one speaking.
- but authorship can be contributed to meaning of text

- how the text starts out: "these are the hidden saying which live…"


- the idea of gnosis: secret knowledge, spiritual insight into the Divine mysteries and us erstanding God's plan. Insight into us erstanding your place in God's plan. There is some kind of gnosis attached to gospel of Thomas because you need to know certain things to not die. Salvation in gospel of Thomas not tied to sacrifice of Jesus and believing in that scarifice as payment for sin, for Thomas he stays if you want to live forever you need to find the interpretation of the hidden sayings of jeuss. Those who get that will live forever: text intices the reader from the beginning. Author of this text seems to promise everlasting life or salvation, which is tied to secret sayings of Jesus and not totally he death of Jesus . Singificance of Jesus life and death is different for these Christian's, their udnerstanding of who Jesus is different from groups who focus on the death of jesus
- gnostic is someone who knows 

-essentially the gospel of Thomas cause the reader to enagge in interpretation and to create a network of meaning between the sayings of Jesus. Make sens of the sayings of Jesus by figuring out what they mean 

- list of sayings that have no connection on surface. Others say goal is to uncover what text means. Attentive to what you're reading you start noticing connections between sayings. One way they're connected is through us of catch words: common way of constructing literray words at the time in order to facilatte memory. Easier to remember content in front of you. You'll have the word kingdom, then another saying child, then another knowledge. Gospel unfolds itself, and you go to the core of what constitutes the message. You engage in the message just by reading. Call to interpretation

- message of gospel of Thomas : guguin was obsessed with existential question travleld to pakces to uncover the mean in ng of life, painting represented the return to origins : what's !y history, where am I going, where is this life leading? Where do we come from?

Where do we come from??**

-jesus will talk about this in several places: saying 50:" is it you?.."
- talking about the primordial origins of those that are disciples of Jesus 
- it's for those that are already initiated into this mindset, and text is written to strength this elitist mindset, that they have the truth
- true origins is the light: seems that the light is this realm that we understand as heaven: the place above all things. They come from the place above all things. We are it's children, we are children of light and the father has elected us to be his
- what is light?another saying in 77 that sheds light on nature of light : " Jesus said it is I who am.."

- what this tells us is that in saying 77 Jesus equates himself to the light , but he doesn't just say he's the light, he says all things come from him, emenate from him. He is the origin, this light, is the origin of all things that exist in the world, and of those that came from the light. Equation from light from which all things emerge, and the light from which all children emrged
Jesus equals light
- but can he also be equated with living father 
- father is originator of something
Livinging father=Jesus= light as source of everything that exists= kigndom
- it's as if the light, is also the people 
-wnd the election they come from that ehavenly kigndom into the world, and salvation is to realize where they co!e from so they can return. Ultimate salvation is to return to ones point of origin which is to jesus. Jesus and the kingdom is the origin of all things. That's the writer of Thomas way of us u understanding the world


-saying 49: you have the idea of the elect, !mentioned once in saying 49 (blessed are the solitary-elect). Because you are elct, children of the light, you will find the kigndom, for you are from it and to it you will return
- 



Second question--- where are we??**

- emphasizes the material world  : verse 27: in this saying you have the point of view of Jesus, author or compiler of gospel through Jesus
- his point of view of material world: the wrold is bad, because he's asking to fast (to abstain yourself from something , of food or ordly pleasures, etc) . If one wants to find the kingdom, one needs to abstain or fast from world, regard the world as something that is not necessary for ones existence. If you do not sabbathize the sbbath you will not see the father. 
-Is the Sabbath a good thing or bad thing?you have the impression that Sabbath is a bad thing , if you do not observe the Sabbath(enter into moment of rest) if you're not restful of the rest, you cannot see the father . He says you don't have to observe the Sabbath(rest from the Sabbath), because if you do you will not see the father . It is not about respecting Jewish traditions, it is about udnerstanding the secret sayings of Jesus. It's not about specific rituals or taditions, it is about udnerstanding sayings of Jesus that will lead you to the kingdom 


- believers are those that come from the light, they have to have negative view of world and everything related to it, and just focus on seeking interpretation of Jesus sayings

Where are we going ??**

- saying 49: the ultimate joruney should end in the kigndom, even Jesus disciples were preoccupied with this question: disciples said tell us how our end will be.
- 19-these stones will serve you aka minister you..
- if you know where you come from you will return 


- elitist text , who ever finds the interpration of the secret sayings of Jesus, that prove themselves to be the election, willreturn. Writer wants you to know you have a Divine origin, that you come from that origin, and salvation involves engaging on that path to origin. Realise that you once we're in the kigndom and that's were you will return. One existed in ritual state in kingdom and then came to earth, but ultimate goal is to regain ones place of origin 
- all about discerning what this spritual truth is all about, not about rituals, praying. All about knowing Jesus through his words 


How does one return to the kingdom?? That is million dollar question**

- what is hidden in gospel of Thomas? These are the hidden sayings. If you drink from Jesus mouth you will be revealed hidden things. The content of Jesus mouth will give you revelation into hidden things mentioned at beginning of book 
- 106: when the to become one : fusion of identity, the Masters identity merges the followers identity, they become one . Also behinging of 108,
- gthom 13: you have two disciples that seem to answer Jesus inadequately. Mathew, peter respond in type of way. And ejsus recognizes the wisodm in homes answer: for Thomas Jesus is incomparable to anything, he comes from the light. And Jesus says you're wise, and you know why? Because you've drank from that bubbling spring . It is the sayings of ejsus that come out of his mouth, these sayings give life. Drive king from Jesus mouth is nourishing ones world with the sayings of Jesus

- Thomas didymus : means twin, twin of who? jesus

- Thomas is only one who knows who Jesus is, he drank from his mouth and became like his master
- gospel of Thomas wants it's readers to become like Thomas, to be United in their identity, like Thomas is , with Jesus 

- writer of books of acts physically describe Thomas as Jesus, reiterates tradition that associates Thomas closely to Jesus . Jesus leaves, Thomas is there, and the text states I thought you left..

-  we return to kingdom by nourishing ones soul through Jesus words, and that's how the identity of elect emerges with identity of the master 



##########***If we all about Jesus, what are we talking about ? Was Jesus actually historical character?

- when we talk about studying new testament, there are various approaches
- diachronic appraoch: through time
- what is the historical context behind the text? What social,religious,political,that infroms writing of text and our udnerstanding of text

- synchronic approach: with time. 

These are literary approaches, more concerned with text as final product, less conecrend with questions of contextualization
- concerned with elements of the text, and elements that are affecting me as modern day reader . How do I react as reader that is in front of text? Questions of emaning, what it means now, reception of ideas about the meaning of text now..all these are synchronic 

- history is infinitely tied to histiography, the writing of history. We can't know much about history u til we uncover a text . Always. Dealing with how people write history, and how people udnerstiod history . Is Bible historical book or literary book?


- when we come to texts it's sometimes difficult to look at other documents that will confirm some of the things writtten in text



- tools used to uncover history
- textual criticism: istudy of manuscripts, the variances, which eeks to uncover most archaic versions of a particular biblical text 
- we only have copies of what could have been original text but we don't know what that original text could have been

- examples we encounter when we do textual criticism on slide 
- you encounter variations between versions of the same text and you have to deal with that and figure out what it means

-'in letter of Paul: 1 Corinthians : through the example of Paul's life eaching brothers to not do things that are above he Hebrew text

- what does it mean to not go beyond what is written? 
- what scholars realised : page written in Greek no seprartion of words . Job of scribe is to recopy the page. But on his page, you had all sorts of notes written on his page he was copying from. What probably happened with ackward phrse, is that Greek text instruction ( don't put stuff above the. Txt). But copier integrated what he thought should be part of verse but it was instruction of verse , so it doesn't have anything to do with Hebrew Bible . Paul never said go above what is written. It's a scribal error that was integrated in the text 

- another example : the Lord is compared to spiritual milk in context of this text. But instead of good , some texts have Christos (Christ). Why did Christos enter instead of Chrestos (good)? Some scribes heard good instead of christ , scribes had to make a certain call, perhaps mistransliteration

- Another example: Corinthians 13:3: so if I had over my body, so that I my burn. Idea of sacrifice ? Is he handing over body so that I may boast that I'm handing body over to scarifice? Or that I may burn? They are in a quandry, scholars have to decide so that it makes sense in the context


- John 1:18: some version will have the unique son , if you say "unique God" you're emphasizing his divinity, that Jesus is God. Probably most archaic version has unique son. When they were recopiing text they were modifipying things to reempahsize the divinity of Jesus 


- Luke 23:32: Jesus is crucified with two other criminals, but you have some versions that have this: the second one gives you impression Jesus is the criminal . So they have to choose they have to decide, is Jesus also criminal? People crucified were seen as criminals 


- mark 1: 41: in this context, there's a man that has leprosy that comes to Jesus and asks to be purified. Leper says, purify me if you can. Manuscripts that have feeling compassioned and being angered . In this sentence Jesus  says, if I want? Of course  I can (capable)! Hes angry , but Jesus can't be angry . So possible that Jesus was impatient with individuals that did not believe in him, and it was 


- when you do history, you have to start with text, first thing is tetual crticism.  Ancient text dated to fourth century with variance, have to figure out distinctions between all of these variances . More variances than words in me testament 

- next thing is to figure out what sources, material, did the writers use to compose their narratives (source criticism). Also used by people that work in other fields , especially when they have multiple evrsiins of the text

- other thing that tries to figure out genre of the text, genre crticism : we realise that writers used particular forms and genres to express their ideas. 
- ex: four stories of episodes that reflect call of disciples ( how Masters called their disciples to them). You have typical story of prohpet calling the diciple to become his servant. When you read the gospel you also have stories of the call of the disciple (mark 1:16-18)+ mark 1:19:20 and mark 2:13:14

- in every single storyyou have a form : a template. This is the mstruxture of each of the stories. The master on his way, sees the disciple, dsiciple busy, master calls on him, and the disciple follows his call 

- not realistic. Not every single call could have happened exactly the same way, this tells you when someone wants to emphasize what is needed to be a disciple, there is template that is used that produced the genre the call of the disciple. It's a style of writing, strong indicator that when you reading this story this is not haitorical, because always using the same template to produce effect on reader, so dreader will dunderstand this is call of disciple.
They used genres because they wanted to express something in their own context, because they are people that need to udnerstand how you must recat when you are called . Sitz im leben: the life setting of the genre of the call of the disciple is teaching the attitude disciples needed when they were called by God or called by Jesus. Not a historical reference. It's about communicating an idea that is improtant for the writer , because that writer needs to communicate the urgency of what it means to be a disciple 

-tools thatbhsotorians use that help us decipher if what were reading is about history, or literature


- when we deal with personanage of Jesus, we are essentially dealing with one of three things


Three Jesus

- earthly Jesus: is the Jesus that many people believe lived 2000 years ago( that man). We do not have access to that person 

- chriat of Faith: we do dhve access to this Jesus: Jesus that you read in pages of new testament . What you read about Jesus in new testament is all about the faith that the writterrs had concerning that individuals. So when they write, they write from faith perspective.  In their mind, Jesus, when they write about him, they're already convinced that ejsus is son of Christ. Written by people of faith, faith documents. That automatically !eans that eprspective presented in new testamentary tis a faith eprspective: that's what we have access to, text of faith

- Jesus of history: shcolars reconstruct using information they have about world at that time, and give plasusible image of what jeuss could have been at that time. Scholalry reconstruction of Jesus, using all aviakbe material, archeological findings, everything we know, we use that and reconstruct a plasusible image of who ejsus of Nazareth could have been

- how do we know if Jesus was historical personanage or a literary personanage? We don't know
- but one of ways historians have to assess this is go beyond faith documents that were left to us. The new testamnet is a book written from faith perspective, so scholars will take it but will say it's not enough because it's o my one source 

- so we go to prophane sources : testimony of flavius about existence of Christ: talks about James, so called brother of Jesus. Then talks about the fact that there was a wise man at a certain time and if it's lawful to call him man. " Now was about this time Jesus, a wise man, …". This testimony often taken as proof as Jesus of Nazareth actually existed 
- scholars are very meticulous, look at style of writing, how writterrs write. Majority of shcoalrs will tell you the Jewish antiquities were often recopied by monks. Scholars pretty unanimous that what you find in bold was most likely not hand of Josephus,. But was later added by scribes that were written into text (interpolations). Talking about Jewish man that would probably not share perspective that Jesus was christ, was working for Romans. If you remove bold text, can read it every plainly. Bold elements in text are Christian interpolation to boost that Jesus was more than Christ, more than the man, etc. Jesus doesn't write like bold elements, dubious that bold elements would reflect josephus way of thinking 

- piny the younger: writes a bit later: more focused on Christian's, say that Christian's worship Christ as good and condemns them. Says they should serve no one but emperor. But not necessarily reference to fact that Jesus existed. Just reference to Christian's that believe in Christ than the actual figure of Jesus


- tacitus: more about Christiana sthan Christ. Tacitus focused more on Christians. These certain idnivudlas worshipped someone called Christ that was executed by pontius. Crtical scholars will look at this and nsay is tacitus just reporting what Christian's are saying about the Christ? At time he is writing gospels are already circulating . So ifnromation about pontius pilkate crucifying Jesus already circulating. Is he speaking about this as independent government source or Christian confirmations s what is going on

- when you look outside new testament to confirm Jesus, don't have a lot to go from. Gospels are faith documents. Where do you get the external documents out of faith documents? Beause theyre interpretations of historical information from faith perspective 
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Review

- a historian wants to figure out what happened in Jesus life: non canonical sources , scholars don't trust sources so must come up with criterion. Methodological principles that scholars used: similarities, 

- criteria: criteria of independent attestation: have to look at independent
- criteria of dissimilarity: claims that pass the criteria
- criteria of contextual credibility: context has to be credible, context of New testament gospel is first century READ EHRMAN
- Jesus would not have spoken Greek, and therefore the wordplay? Would not have existed 

-Diatonic: historical through time
- Synchronic approach: within time , looks at text as final product. Literary 
- goal of textual criticism: apply this because they want to recover most archaic version . Voluntary insertions where scribes make mistakes. Similar sounds, theological considerations ( you need God vs you need son)
- what is source criticism: tries to establish what was composed by single authors, preexisting sources 
- form and genre criticism: form is a template or blueprint, text could not have happened that way, 
- three Jesus: earthly Jesus, Christ of faith, Jesus of history

- earthly Jesus: the one that lived two thousand years ago , went to jereseulum and was crucified, don't have access to him
Christ: one in the New testament, theological concept of who he was
Jesus of history: the one scholars are trying to reconstruct by applying the criterion

- know all the criticisms for midterm



Lecture 

- what constitutes history, tools that exist in historical studies: hx of textual criticism
- source criticism: find what sources author used in his text, not everything that gospel writer wrote is original, so they had sources previous to the writings and integrated those sources 


- form and genre: template that is used to establish specific genre
- stories written with same blueprint, that is constantly used by different authors to express an idea: idea was what it means to be called as a disciple, obligations of a disciple. What this tells us is this is a genre. People won't respond as constituted throughout the form, there is various ways that people would have responded, so this is a form of writting. Tells us many of these writings in New testament not reflective of history in the way we understand history, more theological in nature. Helps us constitute who Jesus is a s a person 
- for historians, conader the gospels themselves or New testament writings are written from eprspective of faith, doesn't mean they don't refer to Historical personanages and events, but goal is not to give you historical data, but theological data about who jeuss is, what constitutes the church, what their debates of the time was 
- historians try to confirm if New testament is essentially only detailed information about Jesus of Nazareth, try to see if there are outside sources that confirm these things. We know there are outside sources but it is very limited 
- the copy of the test!onium that we have today is a ten century document, earliest copy we have. Ten centuries away from original text we don't have
- text was preserved mainly by monks, recopied
- scholars have issues with some aspects of testimoniums, especially ideas around who Jesus is. Aspects that Emphasize the divinity. For some scholars it's a problem that jospehus would have written about Jesus as a divinity( would someone writing for Roman government embrace this prspective? Or would he adopt concept that Jesus was actually more thanks man as a Jew?)
- concerned with how Christian's practice their faith, indirectly speaks about Christ, but will speak about him related to what Christian's said about Christ
- essentially the material we have as outside sources 
-

- there are outside non canonical texts also: gospel of Thomas also written from perspective of believer 
-schoakrs of early Christian literature and history have decided criteria to sift out of New testament what could be historical, kind of attention by doing this. Scholars recognized that these texts are not historical but theological
- imprortant to understand perspective of writers: idea that Jesus is good, everything then is interpreted in that light, theological
- most scholars in agreement that Jesus as a man existed. Some that do question his existence , but it's a position of a minority of scholars?are, majority believe that a man named Jesus of Nazareth existed. But only access we have to this person is New testament, but how do you make history out of faith documents? Scholars had to use criteria to make sense of this


- these criteria are not found in historical studies. This is peculiar to New testament and history, criteria that is essentially invented by scholars of news testament 

- 4 criteria you see the most in scholarly literature on historical jesus

- ####criteria of emebarrasment: any saying or action of Jesus that would create emebarrasment for early church is most likely historical , left it in text because it was too anchored in history: baptism of Jesus : subordinates Jesus to John the Baptist, also gives the impression that Jesus is conscious of being a human individual with sin( baptism is for the remission of sin): " I should be baptised by you..".
Another example: parousia: second coming of Christ: Jesus says I don't know, not even the son of Jesus knows when God returns, but if he's good he should know. It's a problem, so must be authentic
Another example: Jesus is crucified on cross and says my God my God why have you forsaken me , in desperation says this, meaning that I don't understand, where is your kingdom, I'm not supposed to be here on the cross, so for some it's indication that it's authentic. He should know everything

- ###criteria of multiple attestation: any saying or deed of Jesus attested in more than one literary source, mark, commonalities of Mathew and Luke but distinct from mark (q), John. And in more than one literary genre( parable,gospel,) is most likely true . If something that Jesus says or does comes across in various  independent sources,  (Paul independent, mark autonomous, etc)
- story of last supper : found in gospel but also found somewhere not in gospel, first Corinthians chapter 11: it's Paul that brings the memory of that event to the disciples 
- according to scholars: Paul's tradition is older than what you have in gospel, Paul wrote before writings of gospels. Paul's letters is different genre from gospels


- scholars agree that main focus of Jesus teaching was about kingdom of heaven


- ###third criteria is criteria of rejection or excution: any saying or deed that led Jesus to be executed is most likely true. Ex: when Jesus spoke words against the temple( "you've made that place a den of thieves") would have brought the religious authorities to turn against Jesus because he is challenging the religious establishment . Issue of Jesus being declared king of Jews is reasoning for his execution 
-ex 2:  triumphal entry into jereseulum: messiniac declaration" Jesus is the Messiah that will deliver us from all our enemies" hosana hosana blessed is the king of the lord . He is accused of wanting to overturn Rome , so if there is something historical it's this criminal accusation 


-### criteria of discontinuity : any saying or deed of Jesus which made him stand out from religious context of his day. Anything that Jesus would have said or done that makes him stand out from Judaism of his day. Jesus of Nazareth was not a Christian. He was a Jew : that tried to follow judaic principle, was attached to his tradition, doesn't mean tht there wasn't debate for him. But at the same time there are things that are not as Jewish , Jesus always goes against the grain . You are tached to outwardly traditions it's what in the heart that counts. These types of attitudes will be indication that this is so peculiar that he stands out and that probably generate conflict with aubtoritiy of the time, which would lead him to path of death


-criterion used to face challenge they have, how do I get anything historical out of this text 
- challenge of histrorians that they work with text that theological in nature, challenge is to pull out that history from the text 


…))) Jesus was exclusive
- but gospel writers have responsibility of reaching out to generalize, yes Jesus was exclusivistic, but we are preaching to gentiles 


Paul
- very improtant character responsible for lot of writings of New testament 
- gospels were written after what a lot for what Paul had written already
- pg 336: EHRMAN lists Pauline corpus: some letters are undisputed letters of Paul , others are secondary Pauline letters. Possibly pseudonymous. And then there are three letters most likely not written by hand of Paul
- reasoning tied to stylistic components type of Greek used, style of writting that is very different from undisputed letters 
- in disputed letters, there are issues in the church that most likely appear later than in the life of Paul , impossible to be hundred percent sure 
- we speak about Pau as writer, and dsiciples that write in his name as a way to give weight to what they were saying, 
- paulines school of thought: emergence of group that share Paul's perspective that could have also wrote letters, were not hundred percent sure of all this but we know many letters have name of Paul

- half of book of acts is dedicated to work of Paul

- you have what Paul says about himself in letters, and you have what wrtters say about Paul in book of acts
- is it cautious to use what writer said about himself ?
- book of acts: talks about Paul, who he is, gives a sense of where he comes from 

- Paul's home town: acts chapter 9: verse 30: lord speaking to Ananius
- Paul is first called Saul in book of acts , then his name changes to paul
-what we have from book of acts is that Paul was born in city called Tarsus: north of Palestine
- he is nonetheless a Jew 
- he was born in gentile country, this is what book of acts tells us about his origins
- also gives us information about his education: tells us that he is a Jew and is educated in Jewish law, knows the Jewish tradition. Paul constantly used the Hebrew Bible tradition to make his points in his letters 

- pauls family :mention of Paul's sister, so Paul is not a unique child, he has a sister 
-little insight into who he is, ask yourself how can someone know these details? Did he know Paul? Is there historical value to this information? How else would you have that information if it isn't hsitorically accurate ?

- book of acts emphasizes idea that he was Roman citizen : chapter 16: 37: Paul in certain situations, preaching the gospel, some people were annoyed with his massage, asked magistrate to put them in prison, beat them up. And at some point they say they'll let them go secretly , but Paul doesn't like this. Paul is a Jew but also is Roman citizen and that gives him certain privileges 

- Paul has major role in death of what can be considered first Christian martyr: Stephen . Acts chapter 7. Stephan is very bold, goes into temple and starts preaching about Jesus of Nazareth, people of temple become enraged. Saul is Paul, but when this is happening he is at stage where he's actually persecuting Christian's, for him Christian's were a section or heresy and his job was to persecute them. He is responsible , supporting, the killing of Stephen 

- after the killing of Stephen, Saul will go through some kind of change , because he had a responsibility of persecuting Christian's, forcing them to blaspheme, root them out. 
- something occurs while he's on road to Damascus to root out Christina's: acts chapter 9, 22, and 26: event referred to as the conversion of Paul to Christianity 
- scholalrs asking themselves is it conversion or realisation of Paul that Jesus is Messiah , in which he embraces a better understanding of Judaism .
- Paul never says he isn't a Jew anymore, doesn't renounce his Judaism fully. He reinterprets his Judaism, in light of life,death, and ressurection of Jesus. We don't have any evidence that Paul ever met earthly jesus

- Jesus had short ministry, 1-2 years 

- text explains: chapter 9: narrative of how Paul's conversion happens, what he has to do, responsibilities that high priest gave him to snatch up Christian's in Damascus to be judged. But he goes through this type of experience where he falls down and is surrounded by bright light and there is a voice that speaks to him. Voice answers I am Jesus who you are persecuting . And Paul comes out of the experience but is blind, have to be led by people that were travelling with him. Men travelling with him heard a voice but didn't see anything 
- ananius is informed by God to go pray for Paul and he will regain his sight, and that god chooses him as his apostle, to spread the good news of Christ. (It's the story in this chapter). There is a  complete change 
-chp 22 the character Paul talking about experience refred to in chapter 9, his conversion. Same elemnets in chapter 9, only difference is men with him saw something but did not hear. Paul talking about story, but still writer that has Paul speaking
- chap 26: paul explains his conversion experience,narrative provided by writter. Paul speaking but still writter who puts words in paul


-book of acts:  narrative frame to religious experience, so intense that he's going to change his way of life 

Acts chapter 18: 1-3: Paul's profession, Paul works for money , has a job. And for him having a job is so improtant . If he ever asks money for anything, he's going to ask money for other people that are poor 

Paul's letters
-what does he say about himself in relation to book of acts? 
- ethnic origins: these individuals coming in were devaluing Paul, demeaning Paul. And they were lifting themselves up in comparison to Paul. And Paul has to say I have these credentials . : 2 Corinthians 11:22 

- these individuals that flaunt their jewishness because they think the covenenat they have with Jesus is better, I can speak off the same because I was circumsied…he enumerates everything they say, and that he can even brag even more . I consider all of this oath, as glorious as it seems, as shit. Because this prevented me from seeing the glory of Christ 

-pauls religion

- Paul talks about that he persecuted the Jesus movement : gal 1:13: Paul admits to that as we have seen in narrative of book of acts. Prior to conversion, his attitude is the same in book of acts 

- how does Paul speak of religious encounter in his letters?
- talks about something important, rare autobiographical sketch that you have of individual speaking about what happened when he turned to Jesus. Gal 1:11
- pul says gospel you have heard is not if human irigin, it's other wordly. I did not receive this gospel because someone talked to me about it, I received it through revelation of Jesus Christ. Paul is a misfit : what constitutes the Christian religion is based on a supernatural revelation 
- founder of Christianity is Paul ***
- the one that proclaimed the gospel message outside of Palestine 
- Jesus did not come to establish the Christian religion, jeus wanted to reform his own jduaism. There's something that happens in his life that causes Paul to turn his attention towards gentiles because Jews did not want to listen

- this came to Paul through a mystical tradition, went back to Jewish tradition to make sense of that experience. I was walking on street, saw a light, fell to ground
- that experience will produced in him change, because Paul doesn't understand his change as a conversion. He understands it as a call: when Paul says verse 15: called me. If you look at way it's phrased, this resonates with Hebrew Bible prophet( Jeremiah uses same words/ Paul takes that for himself, sees that for himself). Conversion in his own tradition, to reinterpret his Jewish tradition 
- "I exposed to them my interpretation of the gospel"
- 1Corinthians 9:1: Paul never met fleshly Jesus . He sees Jesus mystically
- for Paul the religious experience he had is seeing Jesus 
- experience Paul has is only with ressurected Christ 
- had mystical experience where he encountered Christ, that defies concrete rational thought 


- goes beyond our rational way of understanding and assessing reality today in 21st century 

- Paul is going to relate his experiences in very interesting way: will talk about his experiences in way he cannot talk about . 1 Corinthians 12: 1. He's defending himself, in third person. " I know someone, and that someone saw and heard things..". Cannot grasp experience he went through, and result was him being an apostle, and proof of his apostleship was him preaching about miracles, to authenticate veracity of his experience 

- it's not the same as what we've read in acts 9,22,26. But those passages also referenced mystical experience. Paul gives more details in his letters, tells us this was supernatural experience for him
- Paul can't talk about celestial things, very cautias about talking about it
- paul had a religious experience,and Christianityit is based on that religious experince
- like most religions : through religious experience that founder talked about it, wrote it down, that spurned a group of believes to incorporate in their lives: revelatory religions 


- we don't have sufficient evidence to say Jesus was married or that he wasn't . No evidence of being married to mary magdelene. Would have been normal for man of his to!e to be married 
- Mary: had other children, written in the gospels 

- paul says because we are in the last days, it is better you remain celebate: 1 Corinthians 7:7

-pauls trials 
- Paul is persecuted by the Jews, stoned, flogged, put into prison. He says I've been persecuted, constantly persecuted, resonates with book of acts

His work
- Paul says he works, doesn't specify his job, works with his own hands and encourage s people to take that into consideration . I'd rather do my work and preach the gospel also, than have you accuse me of doing something else ( burden believers by asking them to support him)

- when you take book of acts and genuine letters of Paul, lots of similarities in way writer of acts portrays Paul, provides some details not provided in letters. But letters of Paul gives some insight into his own understanding in his own spiritual life, in the call he experiences. How he considered himself a music: Christian message stems from that 
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Pseud : epigrapha, anonymity
- First fruits of resserection: agricultural phrase, Jesus is the first one, later ones would be everyone else 
 - resserection: apocalyptic Judaism *
- Contextual method: to determine social and historical context to explain meaning of text
- how do you do history with 
-dichronic and synchronic approach: historical and literary 
- textual criticism: most archaic version of text
- genre form criticism: tries to determine blueprint
- earthly Christ, Christ of faith, Jesus of history
- criterion 

Essay topics####midterm 2
- tools for doing history, textual, source, form and genre criticism, 1 or 2 examples for each
-the three Jesus, what are they, who are they, what is emphasis of each, what does it mean for scholarship today to differentiate between three
- criterion, examples, how it's applied 
- what we mean by Paul's religious experience, the way it's presented in book of acts vs the way Paul talks about himself in his letters, his religious experience, understand differences and similarities 
- Paul and crisis in church 


- criteria of embarrassment : as we are reconstructing historical Jesus, anything that could have caused embarrassment to church was likely true. Ex: Jesus becoming subordinate to John of baptism, baptism itself : baptist baptizes for remission of sin so implication is how does Jesus perceive himself in relation to that act, is he a sinner? Causes theological problems . 

- do scholars recognize , psalm 22: attributed to King David, David cries out. Do scholars recognize retrospective reading of the cry brought back to be historical? 
- with the cross, you have death by crucifixion which is most likely a historical thing. Was understood to be menace to Rome because people thought he was Messiah, could incite people to rebel so that could cause problems, plausible explanation for crucifixion. 
- no problem with issue of Jesus despair, it's normal he would be in state of despair from historical perspective. Quote comes from Jewish tradition. Historians can believe in Jesus state of despair without attributing historical value to fact that Jesus said this on cross 
- quite extoles idea that someone who is righteous sometimes will be unfairly treated by his enemies 

- when Christian's wrote about death of Jesus, they thought that Jesus was righteous and that he suffered unrighteously, that he was unfairly treated for the fact that he was righteous. Psalm Used as theological template as righteous who suffered unfairly. Narrative of passion construed with theological idea that Jesus, like David, was righteous, but he was unfairly treated for his righteousness. Put in Jesus mouth the words of David that expresses this theological righteousness and unfair suffering 
- by using David's psalm of distress, writers illustrating same parallel situation with Jesus, Jesus being righteous also in state of distress 

- psalm 22 served as template to construct passion narrative 


Paul
- situations he experiences in churches : problems he had in many of these churches that he himself had established. Paul would go to syagogue when he arrived in place and talk about his understanding of Jesus of Nazareth. Sometimes he was able to convince, other times not, so was forced out of synagogue when he couldn't manage to convince people. Started talking to gentiles about Jesus and about how they could also find salvation. A lot of non Jewish people joined Jesus movement
- letters that Paul writes to these groups that he converted to Jesus movement
- one unique letter he wrote is full of problems: 1 Corinthians
- occasional letters: address specific issues at that time
- Paul is witting to specific group of people that had specific problems at that time, not writing to you or me, writing to these people. Doesn't mean modern Christian's cannot get anything from letters in their own faith. But must be careful, there is a gap between time Paul wrote and us today. Can't live, experience, and adopt everything said in context of first century 


- some issues found in the churches 
- divisions, questionable ethics, directions about marriage, should meat be eaten after animal is sacrificed , issues around the Lord's supper ( how should we behave during that solemn ceremony), spiritual gifts: idea of speaking in tongues, what does it mean and what are instructions given , and resserection: what was their belief about it, some thought it already happened and we're scared, Paul had to reassure them no no it's coming

- Paul's letters is reply to their questions 

- @@divisions in the church: Paul has to address issues because there is competition in church, group of Jesus followers getting together and competing for leadership. Paul talks to them about this : Paul receives news from Corinthians believers , and Chloe a believer sent along believers and letter with questions. Paul ntoices this is new church and there are divisions, people that prefer Paul, others prefer Apollos ( collaborator of Paul), cephas( leader of Christian Church or the apostle Peter, not sure) , others say we don't belong to any of these people we belong to Christ 
- very early on , there is this competition going on and probably due to message emphasized by each leader. Idea that everyone agrees , everyone preaches same things is an illusion in early church. Proof of that is that we have many many more gospels than four gospels. Ex gospel of Thomas was in circulation in early times because people liked the gospel of Thomas, so you have different leaders with different points of view and it causes friction, early church not exempt from that
- when Paul opens letters, he calls the Corinthians believers the saints : to the saints in Corinth. But they are fighting. For Paul Christian's, people that adhere to Jesus movement were saints. The word saint is someone who is set apart, set apart for God. Paul is going to say you've become saints because of Jesus death on cross, when you believe in efficiency of Jesus death for sins, then you become saints. Status not gained by good work but through grave and faith. Christian's called to actions of purity, but it's more than that. Sainthood was status gained through faith. 
- Paul is exorting divisions, Christ is not divided
- questionable ethics: first Corinthians chapter 5:1-5 and Corinthians chapter 6:1 : what is undesrtood as immorality is present in that congregation
- immorality in Paul's judgment is worse than what you can find amognst gentiles, that should not be the case for people called saints according to his estimation. Mysticla Paul emrges: I'm far away but when you are together, there's this mystical union between you and me and I'm able to pronounce judgment against such a person( son living with father's wife). The way you deal with this is hand over person to devil( spiritual entity that is ultimate enemy of God ) . Says you have to take this man and deliver him to satan: to excommunicate individual , to put him outside the community of church. 
- when Christian's are together, part of community, they are under God's protection, when they are cast out, they are thrown into realm that is under power of Satan, no guarantee of God's protection. Delivering man to the powers of evil, cutting ties with individual, handing individual to Satan's realm so Satan will bring about judgement on him

- destruction of flesh so that he may be saved in day of the Lord: what Paul believed was that if you excommunicate someone for sinful behaviours, dangers are so great that there is good chance he will die: so that his spirit will be saved . He believes that despite man was sinful, thrown, excommunciated, judgement comes upon him to point of death, he will be saved. Because he is a saint, he initially believed in efficiency of Jesus death for sins. What saved this man is his faith in Christ. Man was saint, but because she brought about shame, he needed to be punished ( through excomuncation) to point of death. At same time, this does not mean excommuncation will not have beneficial effects on believer, ostracizing him can bring shame upon him to point of repentance to point of reenstatement or death, but goal is to reenstatement. If God has to punish, he will do so for his honour
- Paul gives instructions on how to do it, scholars in agreement that this worked for that man: man seemed to have repentance 

-@@questionable ethics:  Corinthians chapter 6:1 : Paul is saying if you have a grievance against someone in your community, don't go to legal courts, what you should do is deal with issue amongst yourself. Don't go to unrighteous to settle your accounts, talk to each other 

- marriage issues: chapter 7 : 1: should Christian sperate from non believer, is he allowed to remarry, in his estimation he thinks men would not marry, not saying it's command, but he is giving advice on it. Over aching argument as to why he would say that because of times we lived in because of urgency of days, Paul emphasizes we are in last days, the eschatalogical moment is at hand, not worth it to get married, don't get married 
- steeped in his belief that it was the last days 
-erhman : if you can't control your passion, better to get married than to burn. 

- first Corinthians 11:18-34: Paul had possible in context of Lord's supper: people sued to meet and share food, talk. But problems​ is the way some of them behaved as disrespectful to Christian ritual . Paul talks about consequences of misbehaving throughout this ritual
- some of them were drunk, not being aware that this was solemn moment, he says because some of you have not recognized seriousness of moment and what it represents( jesus broken body, his death as means of salvation), there are going to be consequences. He attributed all hardships that congregation was experiencing to unworthiness they express when they meet together for Lord's supper. Illnesses, weakness, death, he says this is the way Lord is punishing you. He wants to punish you now so you realize seriousness of your actions and repent. Similar to man delivered to satan for destruction of flesh so that he may repent. Paul interprets all problems they are experiencing as community as Lord's punishment
- gives them instructions on how to go about celebrating Lord's supper
- even in practical matters such as social gathering s, they needed structure

- ritual is in rembrance of Jesus, but also in provision of his return


- Corinthians 14: thought they were very spiritual, that they weremost spiritual Christian's there could be. Paul takes significant portion of his letter to talk about spiritual abilities that God gives to individuals so they will administer the church in adequate way
- dedicates one chapter to two specific gifts,emphasizes one over the other. Talks about speaking in tongues and prophecy
- Corinthians likely speaking in tongues, common practice in Pentecostal churches 
- charisma: gifts 
- speaking in tongues: celestial language that is unlearned by people but that people use to communicate with God, some will say to be filled with holy spirit will give individual ability to speak in tongue, some will say distinctive sign of being filled with spirit( overflowing with it, you can have the spirit but not necessarily filled). 

- Paul said if people not belonging to church an heard you speaking in tongues, they will not understand. Make sure someone in congrrgation has ability to interpret what is being said. I would rather you prophecize, that makes more sense . Gives them instructions on how this is supposed to operate, because they were going on speaking in tongues and no one was interpreting what was being said 

- speaking in tongues : first time we encounter speaking in tongues is at pentecost: the book of acts in chapter 2:Jesus is gone, they are all together praying, holy spirit falls upon them, and they start speaking in tongues
- people a re speaking a language that people hear in their own native tongue, first manifestation of speaking in tongues as started by book of acts, were languages that were comprehensible : doesn't correspond to modern phenomena we see today
- what you have in acts is people understanding the tongue, what is text about in acts two? Did this really happen the way it's described? Galileans with little education were able to speak all these languages throughout Greco Roman world? Is story about something else?
- book of acts was written by author, we assume it's same author as writer of Luke(same prologue), if you believe it's same guy, what is improtant is moment he is writing book of acts, he's writing at time where gospel, or Christian message, has traveled 
- group of galileans ( poor, uneducated individuals), from them emerged a movement that spread across Greco Roman world
- they went with little they had, energized to go preach their message
- the writer needs to explain how this happened, how it originated. The book of acts chapter 2 ,srves as way to explain of origins of that gospel throughout Roman Greco world
- text is called an etiological text: text that explains the origins of something, gives an explanation
- writer is writing a narrative which puts the discples at center of that narrative, and has them in that story receive the holy spirit, being energized by the spirit. And that dynaminism they receive gave them audacity, strength, to go and preach gospel to all people represented by audience in Greco Roman world. Acts two is a narrative that explains why the gospel now is preached in all of these languages, don't read as literal text. Etiological text: story that explains origins of phenomena: spread of gospel throughout the world
- the only way this was possible was if
- narrative created to give you answer to that phenomena, worldwide spread of gospel
- disciples energized by spirit in beginning( they were unorganized, non powerful, how can they accomplish such a feat if it wasn't spirit? ) . Book of Acts tries to say that spirit empowers them to spread the gospel 

- when modern day people refer to acts two as founding experience as their own experience, you have to ask does this correspond to that experience? If you interpret it literally, it has to be known languages
- but Paul talks about supernatural language that needs interpretation

- this is where people say there are two languages, etiological one and spiritual one which Paul says you shouldn't speak unless you have 
- 



- modern Christian's reinterpret their own spiritual experiences in light of these texts



- abc report: modern phenomena of speaking in tongues, incomprehensible language, never learned it itself, God knows what is being said
- 

- the issue with some of these churches with respect to how this should be practiced, some say you shouldn't speak if there is no interpretation no one understands what you're saying 
- Paul recommends that if there's no one with gift of interpretation, there should not be speaking in tongues
- debates that this should not happen collectively like that, should be speaking with tongues with interpretations
- others will say people should go and freeingly pray in tongues 
- if you're trying to understand modern phenomena in light of what you have in New testament, is it the same thing?


- practical instructions on how to operate speaking in tongues, compared to !!!modern phenomena




Resserection: Corinthians 15:1:1-8
- issues : some thought it had passed, that there was no body, only a spiritual entity, etc. Paul refers to creedo: he starts his discussion with this argument: that Christ Rose from dead: if dead do not rise, we are all dead in our sins. Out of Christ's resserection, all those that believe in him will rise. If Christ does not rise, we are sueless and dead in our sins. Paul is convinced Christ rose from death because he received apparition of Christ, but also supports his idea with little Creed: in accordance with scripture.. centrality of Creed is he died for our sins, he was buried, he rose . 
-corinthians 15: 3 in accordance to scripture: Paul is going to make theological statement, says Christ died for our sins. How do you determine that? Why should this statement be true? You can question that, Jesus died because he was a criminal he was crucified. What makes it that he died for sins? Scripture says it, but which scripture? Hebrew scripture. Proposition, idea that Christ died for our sins comes from retrospective reading of Hebrew scripture. Comes from interpretation that Christian's have of Hebrew scripture. Christians came to that conclusion through interpretation of Hebrew scriptures: it is a subjective statement, made out of interpretation. 
- Paul understanding of Hebrew scripture tells me to interpret Christ death as salvation for sins. Even idea of rasing on third day, Paul doesn't have the gospels they are not wirttrn,but he's referring to specific tradition somewhere in Hebrew Bible that is interpreted , validating that Christ resserects on third day 

- reinterpreting Hebrew Bible stories and applying them to life of Jesus 

- already know these stories but using Hebrew traditions and applying it to Jesus 

- spiritual mystical encounter , formed basis of who Jesus is for Paul, who he also is as believer 
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Review
Keys

- apocalypticism: if a key term mentions Paul, have to include it
- appolonius of tyania
- apostle: sent emissary, representative of Christ
- asclepius
- atonement: salvation of sins, Christ's death
- baptism: mention Paul , saw it as mystical act of dying for sins*
- Canon: collection of authorized books
- Clement of Rome: church elder 
- contextual method: 
- covenant: agreement between God and the Israelites
- criterion of contextual credibility: context is first century Palestine 
- criterion of dissimilarity: anything that doesn't serve the Christian agenda
- independent attestation: more than one source
- deutero Pauline Epistles: 
- diaspora: spread of jews
- diatribe: Paul argued..
- essens: 
- first fruits of resserection: 
- hanina bendosa: rabbi that did miracles 
- insula: Paul set up shop there
- judicial method
-** justification by faith:  Paul talks about..
- Nero : Roman emperor that persecuted Christians
- participationist model: 
- pastural Epistles : Epistles by Paul that are written to pastors?
- Pharisees
- pre script : introduction of Paul's letters 

Themes####
- the tools for doing history, what is textual,form,genre criticism
- study the three Jesus, who are they, what are they, what scholars : Jesus of history, Christ of faith, earthly jesus
- four criteria, understand them, examples for how it is applied 
- what do we mean by Paul's religious experience? Look at acts and Paul's authentic letters, encapsulates who Paul is, understand differences and similarities 
- Paul's idea of salvation
- crisis in the churches: seven points/problems 

Lecture

- three passages in book of acts that gives description of what happened in the experience: description given by writer writing about someone else; talks about Paul going on road of Damascus to bring christian back to be persecuted, then he has this encounter, description of story in book of acts, what the book of acts says about Paul's experience
- Paul's letters: Paul doesn't give any details about falling off horse, he gives details about mystical experience he has: talks about his experience in terms of a revelation, understood who Jesus was, what the gospel taught him, through this experience , what Paul himself says about his experience, similarities and differences between this and book of acts


What constitutes the New testament, the issue of salvation 

- letter of Paul in Corinthians: speaks about how Corinthians themselves understood salvation, who Jesus was 
- first Corinthians chapter 12: first chapter that deals with spiritual gifts, gnostic tendencies , Christians in Corinthians were enamoured with idea that knowledge was path to salvation and was something to be gained
- Paul tries to counter what could be seen as gnostic tendencies, danger was not one that came from outside, but inside of congregation. People had ideas that Paul didn't share, that did not reflect, in his estimations, the teachings of jesus

- 1 Corinthians 12:1-3: when you were pagans, you were idol worshippers, tells Christians nobody can say Christ is cursed and be filled with spirit. Is Paul saying there are people in the church that are saying this? This brings us to interesting concept
- anathema : was jesus cursed? 
- first John: letters written near end of first century, John or writer or this letter have to deal with people's issue with speration, idea that there is different between Jesus and Christ
- ebionites: Jesus was adopted at baptism, before baptism Jesus ordinary chap, 
- early Christians interpreted this episode in various ways, Divine entity that possesed the man jesus of Nazareth, difference between the man Jesus and spiritual entity of  christ

- when Jesus Christ came, he came with water and blood: reference to his baptism and his death, when error talk about jesus Christ we talk about one individual not two
- writer for John is saying no, Jesus is Christ with water and blood, that he is one at time of baptism and at death
- these debates are going g on even in first century 
- irenaeus of Leon: talks about cerinthus: helps is frame debate about who Jesus was, summarizes this idea : Christ having returned to heavenly realm, was not affected in any way of the death fo the man Jesus on the cross

- gnistic myth : belief that there was a supreme unknoweable good, at one point from emanated all sorts of enitties that were reflected of his character, there were many. As much as thirty different enitties that emenate from this entity . In the story of the creation of world, this unknoweable god was even unknoweable to entities that emenated from him. But there was one that was every curious, wanted to know the father of all things, so she tried to gaze at him. By doing that she fell from divine realm. Where these enitties are and come from is divine realm, by falling out of divine realm, she in sense through frustration she wanted to imitate what this supreme being did. She created out of her an enitty called a demiurge(maker). Demiurge is equivalent of Hebrew Bible God
- demiurge will be imitation also create, will create lesser beings below him( corresponds as angels in our udnerstandings), and with these lesser god they create human beings, goal is have control over human beings, only can do things by casting them into matter. The demiurge thinks he's alone, doesn't know there is a supernatural God over him. Depicted as ignorant or arrogant and evil

- human beings are stuck in matter , Jesus is part of human kind
- Christ is enitity also that will be sent by supreme god down to earth to save human kind from evil demiurge that wants to keep humans in material world
- salvation is about returning to divine realm, goal is for divine spark to return to divine realm, knowledge or gnosis, being awakened, is to realize that you have divine spark in you and you have to engage in process of returning to divine realm.
- Christ, who is sent by supreme god, descends into world and posses Jesus of Nazareth at moment of his baptism, and will preach way of salvation through Jesus through knowledge necessary to return to divine realm
- you have gnosis when you gain that insight, and that's what saves you 

- Paul is combatting them , tied to idea of why they say Jesus is cursed 
- the man Jesus, is useless , what counts is the heavenly part: why they say he's cursed
- Paul is going to talk about Christ according to flesh and Christ according to the spirit 
- Paul has no qualms with fact that Christ was material being 
- whereas when you read later authors in second and third century, they have to deal with people that go around and say Jesus is cursed: Christians that have adopted gnosis conception of who Jesus is, and that salvation is gnosis 


- ophites: the serpent people , consider themselves normal beleievrs, had to recognize Christ was superior to Jesus 
- serpent positive figure used by Sophia to awaken Adam and Eve from their state of ignorance about their true origins 

- they are doing a revrsed interpretation of interpretation always given for first gensis story, why would god not want you to have knowledge they said: caused problems for a lot of these Christians 


- irenaeus:takes a position against them, says they are not true Christians, labels them as heretics because he doesn't agree with them

- Paul had to contend with people that are saying this: Jesus be cursed, they say Jesus is useless, what counts is divine Christ that came to psoses Jesus for time did this because he wanted to reveal knowdlege of spiritual insight : which is knowledge about salvation : thought salvation was not based on elitist understanding of world and gods will
- so what is salvation about for Paul? It is not about knowedlge, which corinthians are embracing 
- salvation is gained differently 


- Paul's letter: opening followed by pre script of prayer, Thanksgiving, then develops main theological ideas
- two verses that encapsulates what Paul wants to say

- church was not founded by Paul 


-essence of Paul's letter moreso in verse 1:16
- Paul after introducing himself he says : I'm not ashamed of the gospel, because in it there is a powerful message to enlighten people to salvation, salvation is brought to everyone who has faith , dedication, trustfulness, confidence , he says to the Jew first then to the pagan. Faith to Jew first because the covenant was switch Jew first in Paul's mind , in the gospel righteousness of God is revealed , if you have faith you will be righteous, gods own rightiousness that someone can have if that person has faith . Put emphasis that righteousness of God is available for everyone through faithfulness 
- not about spiritual insight or knowledge that only a few gain 

3:20: even scholars today are banging their heads trying to understand what is faith. But he says fulfilling the law, will not justify you in face of God, you will not be righteous before gods eye by doing the deeds of the law 
- you're not going to be justified before god, the deeds of the law are not sufficient to make you righteous before God

- what's improtant is that he seems to make distinction between law: because of law one gains knowledge of sin. I've realized Im disobedient because the law sheds light on my sins or inadequacies 
- he seems to contrast: what gives you righteousness is not law but faith 
- contrasts deed of law with faith, faith that has ability to make you righteous
- faith in Christ Jesus or faith of Christ
- faith of Jesus Christ vs faith in Jesus christ


- in: Jesus died for my sins, by believing im saved,scholars saying not sure it's that

- of: the faithfulness, essentially it would be righteousness is given to all through faithfulness of Jesus Christ, not my faith, or person's faith that procures salvation, but jesus faith to god that gives people salvation : because Jesus was faithful he believed god, obeyed till end: faithfulness of Jesus is available to you


- faith comes through grace, if you have faith and think you have will to exercise that grace, it's of your own doing, your ability, that's a deed
- paul says no it's not anything we do
- law is different for Paul: principle in faith that pushes you
- pentateuch: law is first five books of Hebrew Bible 
- the law is a lot of things in different contexts


- purpose of law: god gave a law to be obeyed , but Paul says not deeds of law that can save you, 

Why was law given, according to scholars?
- revelation of God and his will
- given for health and preservation
- given to bring sin to light and to lead sinners cast themselves: so people would realize they are incapable of relying on God's law so they would be forced to rely on God's grace or mercy
- ethical code for Christians 


- Paul says ethical responsibility of believers to follow the law, but not concentrate on ceremonial law: laws of ritual , circumcision, respecting certain day, not eating certain foods
- law was given initially to Moses, jews
- law is also a sign of covenant between God and Jew: singles them out for being the chosen people, but Paul says nah

- all that delimits you, that identifies you as righteous people of God, is shit, it is faith of Christ that leads you to Christ, not about laws that lead you to distinguishing you from other people, not about your ethnicity . Paul says you have to do the commandments , but it is not the deeds of law that isolate you into specific ethnicities that will lead to salvation

Models ++++++

- Judicial model: in judicial term can understand salvation as God is lawmaker, human kind breaks God's law, penalty for sin is death, Jesus came to pay that. So instead of human beings dying eternally, Jesus died for their sins, and god accepts Jesus payment for death of sins, by raising him from dead. If god wasn't satisfied, he would not have risen Jesus from death, those who trust in act of Jesus death are made right with god, are made righteous

- particpationist model : there's idea of identification with Christ especially trough ritual of baptism, sin characterized as force or enitity, coamic force, it forces human kind to live in separation from god, human beings incapable of being truly free under this power, at same time with sin is tied to pwoer of death, because sin entred into world, death spread throughout humankind 
- purpose of christ death is to defeat the stronghold that sin had on indivusal, and by his death he defeats death, believes need to appropriate the reality of Christ's death for themselves, how do they partcipate with Christ? Participate with him? Through baptism , baptism means immersion, ritual of baptism represents (symbolizes) the death and resserection of Jesus : before you are immersed, former life, death is immersion, reserecion or out of water is you coming out as new person

- need to believe​ the spiritual reality behind the rituals 
- salvation is based on idea of faith , faith can be trustworthiness

- is it my faith(my belief in something?) Or Jesus faithfulness ) faithulnes obediance to god that gives me righteousness?) This is where the debate lies today, in or of

- debates during reformation epriod, 16thnxentury , even within reformers there were debates on how one is saved 


- Armenian controversy: 

- followers of Calvin that came up with series of principles to debunk armenianism
- tulip acronym 


- they say all of these elements are found in Bible and Paul's understanding on salvation, debunk that faith and work are necessary. For them, if god elected you to be save you can't be unelected 


Modern reception of Paul's idea of salvation 

-Total depravity: indivusal s are completely depraved , no good will in them 
Romans 3:20-12, they say that Paul thought human beings had no capacity and no desire for good at all. They are sinners, dead spiritually speaking, no capacity to be ignited because of their sin

- you're dead im your sins,but you need to be reignited by God to love god, has to be good that implants in us a desire to love him 


- unconditional election: god elects people to be saved, he decides who to save : Romans 9: 11-22: God chooses positive ly to save people but also negatively not to save people
- tht shows gods mercy : if everyone's depraved, and god decides to save some people it shows his grace 

- limited atonement::Christ died, but didn't die for everyone. Just for those he elected 

- if he died for everyone, and he died for those that didn't believe in Jesus, he shed his blood for nothing , parts of his death that will be inefficient 
Mark 14: 24 for many but not for all

-god has given speaking elected individuals to Christ, and christ can not lose them : john 6: 49


- Irresistable grace: when god extends grace to an individual, that person cannot resist that grace, when god calls you, this cannot be changed : Romans 11:29

- to exercise faith, you need to be regenerated , given life 
- passage from death to regeneration , is only given to certain aprticular number of individuals that are elected, in essence that is grace. Everyone is dead, why does he decide to resserct certain individuals? God gives them grace, it's only after you're regenerated that you can excercise faith , that faith is possible , so grace preceeds faith
- faith is the result of regeneration , not the other way around 
- were all dead, we need to be regenerated by God and that's only possible through god, and when we are regenerated, then we will excercise faith
- you can only believe if you are regenerated , you will excercise faith , if they don't exercise faith you were never regenerated 

- perseverance of the saints : if god granted you grace, god elected you, granted you grace, gave you life, you aced positively on your faith you will perservere, if you don't perservere, you were never regenerated or elected by God. If you were really elected, will never lose it. As soon as you enter into realm of merit, you're not in the realm of grace anymore 


- Does faith rely on Jesus faithfulness or my own trust in Jesus Christ?
- the idea of faith that I exercise faith vs jesus’ faithfulness




 lecture


-critique of the moment we are living 
- language from Hebrew bible: sources before our time that make message more important
- person that receives the message  enters the door : celestial world 
- structure of revelatinon: seals get broken : real life problems 

- life is hard, and you need hope
- if we stay in the narrative of nothing matters, there is no progress
- celestial woman: woman is symbol of Israel , connected to twelve stars , important figure in john because it establishes a connection be4ween the historical narratives from before , that tries to connect to today's time, and predict the future
- serpent: another  feature, aereemt of old: used in previous cultures of Mesopotamia
- Jewish narratives come from even older traditiozns: in Mesopotamia
- language we use fluctuate in time, but we always come back to same ideas or concept
- when these people use a certain language in their environment, they understand their visions , much clearer meaning than for us: for us it's just a snake
- all these visions we think we're not trying to anticipate future times so much, they tried to talk about horrible reality and rome: working against Jewish p3ople, because we are opress3d , but no matter how horrible you're suffering, don't worry god is with you, it will be Ok
- number 666: devil's number in popular culture 
- very letter has numerical value and so you can play with this to understand hidden mesage: try to understand hidden meaning of his through numbers 

- texts not there to convey meaning in 2017, they are there to convey real problems at real specific times 
- 


-int3tpretation of critical thinker has to include himself
- we learn from to her tines, we learn how other people struggles with their own ideas and implement them for the betterment of ourselves
- we are stuck in narrative of understanding , which leads to passivity 








