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PREFACE

IN issuing the second volume of the DicTioNary oF CHRIST AND THE GOSPELS, the
Editor desires, fivst of all, to thank his colleagues and contributors for the interest
that they have taken in the work. e desires, further, to express his gratitude for
the reception which the first volune has met with. All concerned in it are ready to
confess that the task of producing a Dictionary which could be spoken of as really
worthy of its subject has been beyond them.  And they have felt this only the more
as the work has proceeded.  But reviewers have gencrously recognized the fact that
no trouble has been spared to make the Dictionary as worthy as possible; and the
public everywhere, but especially preachers of the Gospel, have responded. It is
hoped that the second volume will be found to be not inferior to the first.

The Appendix belongs to the original idea. It was felt from the Leginning
that the articles which it contains should be placed in a group, apart from the
general alphabetical order.
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LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

—————

I. GeNERAL

Alex. = Alexandrian,

Apoc. = Apocalypse, Apocalyptic.
Apocer. = \pocryplit, Apocryphal.
Aq. = Aquila.

Arab. = Arabic.

Aram. = Aramaic,

Ansyr. = Assyrian,

Bab. = Babylonian.

¢ o= egree, ahoud.

Can, == Canaanite.

¢f. =z compare.

¢t = contrast.

) = Deateronomist.

E = Klohist.

odd. == editions or edibors.

EBayp. = Reyptian.

Eng, = Knglish.

Bth. . Ethiopie.

f. ==and following verde or page : as Ac 1045,

(I =and following verses or pages: as Mt 11285,

Gor. = (ereek.

I = Law of Holiness.
Hob. = Hcbrew.

Tiel. - Tlellenislice.
Hex. - Hexateueh.
Isr. == Taraelite.

J Jahwist.

J7 Jehovah.

Jerus. = Joerusalem.
Jos. = Josephus.

LXX = Septuagint.

MSS = Manuscripts.

MT = Massoretic Text.

n. =note.

NT =New Testament,.

Onk. = Onkelos.

OT =0ld Testamment.

P = Pricstly Narrative.

Pal. =Palestine, Palestinian.
Pent. = Pentateuch.

Pers. = Persian.

Phil. = Philistine.

Phoen. = Phoenician.

Pr. Bk. =TPrayer Book.

R =Redactor.

Rom. =Roman.

San. = Samaritan.

Seni. = Semitie.

Sept. = Sepunagint.

Sin. =Sinaitie.

Symmn. =Symmachus.

Syr. =Syriac.

Talm. =Talmud.

Targ. =Targum.

Theod. =Theodotion.

11I{= Textus ]:1'1'-'||i U~

tr. =translate «a tian-<lation.
VSS=Versions.

Vulg. = Vulgate.
WH=Waestcott and Hort’s text.

1I. Books
Old Testament.
(i == (enosis. (Ca=Canticles.
Fx =Exodus. Ts=Isaiah.
Lv =1Leviticus. Jer=Jereminl.
Nu=Numhers. La =Lamentations,
Dt =Deuteronomy. Hzk = Ezekiel.
Jow=Joshua. In=Daniel.
Juo Judgres, Hos =Hosea.
Ru Ruth. Jl=Joel.
18, 28:=1and?2 Samuel. Am=Amos.
1 K, 2 K=1and2 Kings. Ob=0Obadial.
1 Ch, 2 Ch=1 and 2 Jon=Jonah.
Chronicles. Mic=Micah.
Bz = Ezra. Nal=Nahum.

Hab=Habakkuk.
Zeph=Zephanial.

Neh=Nehemiah.

st == Esther.

«Job, Hag = Haggai.
Ps=Psalms. Ziec=Zechariah.
Pr=Proverbs. Mal = Malachi.
Ec=FEcclesiastes.
Apocrypha.
1 Es, 2 BEs=1 and 2 To=Tobit.
Esdras. Jth=Judith.

or THE BIBLE

ix

Ad. Est = Additions to Sus=Susanna.

Esther. Bel = Bel and the
‘Wis = Wisdomn. Dragon.
Sir = Sirach. or Ecclesi- Pr. Man = Prayer of
asticus. Manasses.
Bar=Baruch. 1 Mac, 2 Mac=1 and 2
Three = Song of the Maccabees.

Three Children.

New Testeement.

Mt =Matthew. 1 Th, 2 Th=1 and 2

Mk = Mark. Thessalonians.

Lk =Luke. 1 Ti, 2 Ti=1 and 2

Jn=John. Timothy.

Ac=Acts. Tit=Titus.

Ro=Romans. Philem =Philemon.

1 Co, 2 Co=1 and 2 He=Hebrews.
Corinthians. Ja=James.

Gal=Galatians. 1P, 2P=1 and 2 Peter.

Eph =Ephesians.
Ph=Philippians.
Col = Colossians.

1Jn, 2 Jdn, 3 Jn=1, 2,
and 3 John.

Jude.

Rev=Revelation.



LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

III. ExcLIsH VERSIONS

Wye. =Wyelif’s Bible (NT ¢ 1380, OT ¢. 1382,
Purvey’s Revision ¢, 1388).

Tind. =Tindale’s NT 1526 and 1534, Pent. 1530.

Cov.=Coverdale’s Bible 1535.

Matt. or Rog.=Matthew’s (i.e. prob. Rogers’)
Bibie 1537.

Cran. or Great=Cranmer’s < Great’ Bible 1539.

Tav.=Taverner’s Bible 1539.

Gen.=Geneva NT 1557, Bible 1560.

Bish. =Bishops’ Bible 1568.

Tom. =Tomson’s NT 1576.

Rhem. =Rhemish NT 1582.

Dou.= T v OT 1609.

AV=\. "/« Version 1611.
AVm=Authorized Version margin.

RV =Revised Version NT 1881, OT 1885.
RVm=Revised Version margin.

EV =Auth. and Rev. Versions.

IV. For THE LITERATURE

AHT=Ancient Hebrew Tradition.

AJSL=American Journal of Sem. Lang. and
Literature.

AJTh=American Journal of Theology.

AT=Altes Testament.

BL=Bampton Lecture.

BM =DBritish Museum.

BRP=Biblical Researches in Palestine.

CIG = Corpus Inscriptionum Greecarum.

CIL=Corpus Inscriptionum Latinarum.

CI8=Corpus Inscriptionum Semiticarum.

COT = Cuneiform Inscriptions and the OT.

DB=Dictionary of the Bible.

DCA =Dictionary of Christian Antiquities.

EBi=Encyclopedia Biblica.

E Br=Encyclopedia Britannica.

EGT=Expositor’s Greek Testament.

EHH=Early History of the Hebrews.

ERE =Encyclopaedia of Religion and Ethies.

EapT=Expository Times.

GAP Gwv 7" les alten Paldstina.
GGA4 1ot . . Gelehrte Anzeipen.
GGN Noo ot der konigl. Gesell-chart der

‘Wissenschaften za Gottingen.
GQJV =Geschichte des Jiidischen Volkes.
GV I=(Geschichte des Volkes Israel.
HBA =Handworterbuch des biblischen Alter-

tums.
HCM =Higher Criticism and the Monuments.
HE=Historia Ecclesiastica.
HGHL =Historical Geog. of Holy Land.
HI=History of Israel.
HJP=History of the Jewish I .. "o,
HPM=TTistory, Prophecy, am. - Moo, o
HPN=Ilebrew Proper Names,
HWB=Handwirterbuch.
IC0C=1International Critical Commentary.
IJG =Israelitische und Jiidische Geschichte.
JBL=Journal of Biblical Literature.
JDTh=Jahrbiicher fiir deutsche Theologie.
JE =Jewish Encyclopedia.
JQR=Jewish Quarterly Review.
JEAS=Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society.
JSL =Journal of Sacred Literature.
JThSt=Journal of Theological Studies
K A4 T=Die Keilinschriften und das Alte Test.
KGF=Xeilinschriften u. Geschichtsforschung.
KIB=XKeilinschriftliche Bibliothek.
LB=The Land and the Book.
LCBI=Literarisches Centralblatt.

LOT=Introd. to the Literature of the Old Test.

LT=1Life and Times of Jesus the Messiah
[Edersheim].

MNDPV=Mistheilungen .
deutschen Pal.-Vereins.

NHW B=Neuhebriisches Worterbuel.

NKZ=Neue kirchliche Zeitschyift.

NTZG =Neutestamentliche Zeitgesehichte.

ON = Otium Norvicense.

0P =Origin of the Psalter.

O0TJC="The Old Test. in the Jewish Church.

PB=Polyhrome Bible.

PEF=Palestine Exploraiion Fund.

PLFST - Quarterly Statement of the sawe.

DSELT :Proceedings of Soc. of Bibl. Archaology.

PLE=Real-Encyklopiidie fiir protest. T\heologxe
und Kirche.

QPR Qe P ntory’ Bible.

RBE  Revae Bivigae,

RE=1lealencey klopadie,

REJ=1Rmue de~ Linde~ Juives,

RP=TRecords of the Past.

RS=Religion of the Semites.

LR WB=Realwtrterbuch.

SBE =Sacred Books of the East.

SBOL =Sacred Books of Old Test.

SK or TSK =Theol. Studien und Kritiken.

SP=Sinai and Palestine.

SHED S ALenirs of the Survey of W. Palestine.

il o "]z  Theol. Literaturzeitung.

ThT=Theol. Tijdschrift.

I'S=Texts and Studies.

T'SB A =Transactions of Soc. of Bibl. Archwology.

TU=Texte und Untersuchungen.

Nachriehien d.

WAI=Western Asiuiic Tn~rijption-,

WZEM=Wiener Zeit~cirti* 1.+ Kunde des
Morgenlandes.

Z.A  Zwit~cnifi fiir Assyriologie.

Z AW or Z1TIV =2Zeitschrift fiir die Alttest.
Wissenschaft.

ZDMG=Zeitschrift der Deutschen Morgen-
lindischen Gesellschaft.

ZDPV =Zeitschrift des Deutschen Palistina-
Vereins,

ZEKSF=Zeitschrift fiir Keilschriftforsehung.

ZEKW or ZKWL = Zeitachrift fiir kirchliche
‘Wissenschaft und kirchl. Leben.

ZNTI/I}:-—E tZeit;:schrif’o fir die Neutest. Wissen-
schaft.

ZThK =Zeitschrift f. Theologie u. Kirche.

A small superior number designates the particular edition of the work referred to : as K414, LOTS.
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LABOUR.—The verb xomdr in NT Greek signi-
fies not only the weariness produced by constant
toil (see Jn 48 kexomaxds), which is the idea attach-
ing to the word in classical writing~ (¢f. Liddell and
Scott’s Lex. s.0.) ; it also has reference to the toil
itself (ef. Mt 628 1128, Lk 5% 12%7, Jn 4%), and some-
times to its result in the field of operations (8 ovx
Duels kexomidkare=1dr kbmov in Jn 4%), This ex-
tension in the use of the word is not confined,
however, to the NT, and it is probable that it is
borrowed from the LXX. We find it employed,
for instance, in Joshua (2413). Nor is it unlikely
that Jesus had in His mind this passage and was
oven conscious of a parallel between Himself and
the warlike leader of Israel’s armic-. who Twonght
the nation into a land on the developnent  of
which they spent no wearisome voil (e #Hv ovk
ékomdoare, .=\, heo peerfe (iem of  Christ’s
human nature- i- eapihasized hw the use of this
word in the Juiiatne narrative of the woman of
Samaria (Jn 4%), and it is worthy of note that the
record of this incident is peculiar to that writing
(see Westcott’s Gospel of St. John, ad loc.).

Closely allied to this word is épydfesfac and its
cognates, épydrns which occurs frequently in the
Gospels, and &yacla almost peculinr to the Lukan
writings. The last mentioned word not only im-
})lics the business or trade ~, " "~ " their
ivelihood (Aec 19%), but - : - . -aning
the resultant gain o+ raw v (3ee Ac 1618 19),
and sometimes the :* «i .- v~ 1.¢ ‘nvolved in the
pursuit of an object (Lk 12%). An ethical content
1~ imported into the word by St. Paul (Eph 4%9),
ju=t 2~ isdone in St. Luke’s Gospel where a Latin-
1sm (3ds épyaciorv) is employed to emphasize the
warning of Jesus with respect to the conciliation
of an adversary. ‘In medical language it was used
for the making of some mixture, the mixture itself
—the work of digestion and that of the lungs,’ ete.
(Hobart, The Medical Language of St. Luke, p.
243). At the same time it must not be forgotten
that this word is found in the LXX (cf. e.g. Wis
13*), where St. Luke may have become familiar
with its uses. A similar spiritual significance fre-
quently attaches to the words rxomdv, xémos, and
épydrys in the Gospel narratives (cf. Jn 458, Mt 9%
=Lk 102, Mt 10%°=1Lk 107 13%).

Considerations like these show us clearly in
what spirit Jesus claimed the active support of
His followers. Theirs was to be no half-hearted
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allegiance. They were expected to work in His
cause ceaselessly and in spite of weariness, for the
field of -+ " was large and the toilers few
(ol épydrac oAiyor, o Bepiopds mwolds, Mt !.)37=Lk ;lO‘“’).
The conditions as to remuneration which obtained
in the case of the ordinary field-labourer held good
in the case of those who preached the Gospel (d&eos
yap 6 épydrns ThHs Tpogfs alrol, Mt 10Y, cf. Lk 107).
His disciples were reminded that they were the
successors of a long line of toilers who sowed the
seed, of which they were about to reap the fruit
(&XNot Kekomidraowy, Kal Duels eis Tov Kbmwov adrdy eloey-
Nofare, Jn 438),

This is a thought which has a large place in the Pauline
conception of Christian work, and the & '~ o o S P00
enhances the dignity of, as it supplies tt - .« ooy v

uides and ¥iec™ -thone, the toiler (7. owaii ¥ T em L By Kuplo,

0 16125 see u~» " (. o+, Gal 41, Py Py (1 1 Th 512),
With this conception of laborious effort as the norm of Chris-
tian life we may compare what is told of Rabbi Judah in the
Midrash on Genesis, who sat labouring ‘in the law’ before the
Babylonish synu.%'ogue in Zippor (Bereshith Rabba, § 83). We
arereminded of " " a .7 o . T hose ¢who labour
(oi zowsdivreg) in th [ Ti 517). It may
not be out of pla ' » those incidental
slatements which - oo ' ) the Gentiles and
his companio~ : * ~1%inx Asy by day to supply their physical
necessities (11 » , cf. 96, 1 Th 29, 2 Th 38).

Not only does the life of Jesus exhibit the great
example of self-sacrificing labour for the sake of
the souls of men ; it furnishes, moxeover, the prin-
ciple that human life in all its phases is, at its
best, a life of service. In its earliest stages obedi-
ence to parental authoriiy (kal fv Vmworacobuevos
abrots, Lk 281) lead~ the way to willing obedience
to a primal and fundamental law which conditions
man’s living to the full his present life (see Gn 3%
€v 0pdTL TOU mposhTou Tou 4)&‘717 Tov &prov aov, k.7

The question of His G: ™" <1 who
were familiar with the «':.1:+ - e i .lesus’
early life, ¢‘Is not this the worker in wood ?’
(6 rérrwy, Mk 6%), shows clearly how fully He
adopted this prineciple as regulating the prepara-
tory discipline of His young manhood. Nor must
we forget that it was amongst that class which is
dependent for its livelihood upon its capacity for
physical labour and endurance that Jesus gained

is most thoughtful, whole-hearted adherents (cf.
Mk 116-20=M¢t 418-22 Lk 5%), while many of His
most beautiful and effective similes are taken from
the surroundings of the busy life (cf. Jn 4352 Lk
102, Mt 937t 20115 ete.). On t}}e other hand, He
reserved His profoundest commiseration for those

-t Taa
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upon whom superfluous wealth had imposed a
A o Y 19
selfish idleness (see Mt 192~ =Mk 10-'*.“", Lk lb“.ﬁ'),
and pel‘h:t{)s the most caustic remark in connexion
with the life led Ly the unjust steward was that
in which he confessed his inability for honest
physical work (crdmrew otk ioxdw, Lk 16%).
The remarkable apocryphal addition to Lk 64 found in Codex
Beze (D), while primarily having reference to the Sabbath
i . + Ot be without its bearing on this question.
' - - that Jesus ¢ seeing a certam man working
on the dabvavl asy said to him, 0O, man, if thou indeed
knowest what thou art doing, thou art blessed; but if thou
knowest not, thou art cursed, and art a transgressor of the
Jaw.”’ Westcolt believes that this saying ‘rests on some real
incident’ (see s Iatroduction to the Study of the Gospels,
App. C); and, indeed, the spirit underlying these words is not
out of harmony with the general tenor of Christ’s known atti-
tude towards the active life of busy service. Whether any man’s
labour is a blessing or not to himself depends, of course, on
whether he knows what he does and recognizes its bearing
upon his whole life and character (cf. & ¢ldas in the passage just
quoted, where there is evidently a reference to the relation
between the work done and the doer of that work [see Cremer’s
Biblico-Theol. Lexicon of NT Greek, p. 229]).

A charge, which has been brought again and
again against the Christian religion, is that it is
too exclusive in its other - worldliness to be of
practical value in the midst of life’s stern realities.
Enough has been already said to show that such
an accusation misinterprets completely the moving
spirit of Christianity. At the same time, we must
not forget that at a very early period of the
Church’s history there was a grave danger of pro-
fessing Christians degenerating into idle dreamers
and useless busybodies (weptepyor, 1 Ti 58, cf. 2 Th
31). Against this abuse St. Paul felt compelled

<1wi 'vui. to contend (c¢f. Eph 4%, 1 Th 41), while
t .- example in his own life of unflagging
industry (see Ac'18% etc.). There can be no doubt
that in his restatement of the law of social econ-
omies (°if any will not work, neither let him eat,’
2 Th 31 St. Paul was profoundly influenced by
the life as well as by the teaching of Jesus.

No thoughtful student of modern problems can
fail to note how completely the future of the
Christian Church is bound wup with her attitude
towards the labour question. Year by year that
question assumes graver proportions as the danger
of a complete breach between employer and em-
Bloyed becomes more formidable. Nor can there

e any serious doubt in the mind of a loyal subject
of ‘the Kingdom of the Incarnation,’ that in the
true interet~ of Christian development and pro-
gress a real active harmony of aims and aspirations
Detween capital and labour must be established.
T e of both must be taught that the
iy o Cuviee of problems which seem to baffle
them lies in the recognition of the truth that at
bottom all human life is true and sacred according
as it may be measured in terms of service. Jesus,
who employed labourers in fields of activity selected
by Himself (ef. Mt 10%), points out distinctly the
complete identification of employer and employed
as being the root idea underlying all vital progress
(8s dv Génn é&v Duiv elvar mpdros Eorar Hudy dodhos, Mt
20%, cf. Mk 10%). Nor is the Incarnation above
the sphere of this universal law. The Son of Man
Himself (&omrep) came not to be served but to serve
(diakorfioar), yielding up even His life for the sake
of His fellow-men (Nrpor drrl woM@v, Mk 10%=
Mt 20% ; cf. Lk 22%),

‘The labourer is worthy of his hire’ (Lk 107) is
a basal principle both broad and deep. It does
not mean either that the employer's i ]?Jility to his
servant is discharged when he has paid him his
stipulated wage, or that the latter’s duty to his
master ends with the outward fulfilment of a set
task. Personal relationship involving mutual re-
sponsibility forms an essential part in the Chris-
tian solution of this economic problem. For the
labourer is no longer in the position of a bond-

servant but of a friend, and is to be recognized as
such (oUkére Néyw Upds Sothovs . . . dwds & cpmaa
pirovs, Jn 1515).

LITERATURE. —$S¢e T serviee
by Westcott in his ¢ . I . that on
‘The Christian Law,’ in which he quotes from Dishop Tueker of
Uganda the salutation ordinarily addressed in that country toa
man engaged in manual labour, ‘Many thanks; well done”
Consult also Westeott, Social Adspects of Christiendty ; W. H.
M. H. Aitken, Zemnptation and Toil, p. 2005 B. Griflith-Jones,
FEceonomees of Jesus (1006)5 and The Citizen of To-marrow (ed.
8. E. Keeble), esp. ch. vi. with the bibliography on p. L2

Jo RO WiLLis,

LAKE OF GENNESARET.—-Sc¢e SEA OF (FALILEL.

T R AT

LAMB.—See ANIMALS (vol. i. p. 64%), NAMES
AND TITLES OF CHRIST, and SHEEP.

LAME.—This word, perhaps originally meaning
brauised, signifies a crippled or disabled condition
caused by injury to or defect of a limb or limbs;

T v e v difficulty, ineflicient from
gy ordorocr, reonne, or impadred in strength.,
It is applied metaphorieally to all kinds of in-
efficiency, such as inadequate excuses, or verses
which oflend against the laws of versification.
The term embraces all varieties of defect in walk-
ing arising from various causes, and includes Zeelt-
ing and maimed (see artt.), which are separate and
distinet species of lameness.

Jor b}V

The Greck word i ywies, from obsolete gew O yaraw (to
loosen, slacken), whichis tr. “lame” in MG 118 [530. 81 2104 L) 7o
1413 5 but in other passages for no apparent reason the same
word is translated *halt.” In Jn 6% pwrdy is rondered *hualt”
without any indication that a :-pk'n'i:ﬁ species of Tameness s
intended, where the deseription 1= quite senerad as in the above
passages, In Mk 0845 i 8 o0 o - Towith xuades,
where &vérypos might have bec: oxso o MHOH, Neeine
that the injury referred to is e « *of the had
or foot. zwvAAds ig, however, most commonly associnted with
the hand, while ;zar.és more specifically has to do with lamenesy

in the foot or tect. In Mt 188 we have pwroy % xwAldov-- trans.

posed in the authorities followed by RV, making the corre-
spondence hetween xeip and xvader, and wous and xwiav.
Healing of the lame was a characteristic work
of Christ. Among the multitudes that gathered
round Him ~ceking re~torniion for various ailments
were probably suflerers from many different kinds
of lameness (as Mt 15%, Lk 7*). Jn 5 gives a
comprehensive list of such sick persons, including
the fecble, the blind, the lame, and the witlered
(mAfjfos TV dobevolwTwy, TuPpNDY, X WDy, Enpdr). Proh-
ably these miscellaneous cases would include those
suflering from chronic rheumatism and from in-
firmities having a nervous origin, many of which
resulted in a withering of the limbs and of the
bodily frame. It is -ienifivar: that Jesus is
never said to have 1cstornd the dvdmypor, the
badly mutilated — deprived of their limbs (sce
MAIMED). T. M. Woxdnr,

LAMECH.—Father of Neah, mentioned in our
Lord’s genealogy, Lk 3%.

LAMENTATION (6pfvos, Opyreiv).——An expression
of ~crrow acconganmed by wailing and other demon-
stration~ of gricl. is associated in Jn 164 with
weeping, and also in Lk 239, in the case of the
women accompanying the Saviour to the Crueis
fixion. It i~ applied equally to sorrow for the
dead and to gricl ror .-Lpproaching disaster (Mt 218,
Jn 16%, Lk 23~) and it 1s referred to by the Lord
as one of the common games of children.

‘When a death occurred, it was intimated at once
by aloud wail which is described (Mk 5%) as accom-
panied by a ‘tumult,’ and this lamentation was
renewed at the grave of the deceased. Oriental
demonstrations of grief are very vivid. Mourners
hang over the lifeless form and beg for a response
from its lips. When a young person dies un-
married, part of the ceremony of mouwrning is a
form of marriage (see art. MOURNING). Lamenta-
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tion for the dead was also acentipani d by beating
the breast and tearing the hair, as well as by rend-
ing the garments (see RENDING OF GARMENTS)
and fasting. ‘W. H. RANKINE.

LAMP.—There are two words in the Gospels
translated <lamyp,’ Nxvos and Aaumrds. The former
(RV flamp,” AV ¢ candle’) is used Mt 59, Mk 4°,
Lk 816 of the usual means of lighting a house. In
Mt 6% the eye, as the source of light, the organ
by which light is apprecinteld, is called the lamp
(RV; AV <light’) of the body. In Jn5% the same
o is applicd to John the Baptist, who is not the
cternad Bight {(O@s, Jn 18), but the burning and shin-
ing lamp kindled by it and bearing witness to it.

The word haumds occurs in Jn 183, where it is
rendered ‘torch.’ It is also used in the parable of
the Ten Virgins, Mt 25, where it would be better
translated ‘torch.” In Eastern countries the torch,
like the lamp, is fed with oil, which is carried in
small vessels constructed for the purpose (dyyelor,
Mt 25%). See CANDLE, LicHT, TORCH.

LrreraTury.—Trench, Synonyms, xlvi.; Hastings’ DB, artt.
‘Lamp’ and ‘ Lantern’; ™" ° °  Life and T%mes, ii. 455 fF. ;
H. J. van Teeap, DA Customs, p. 182; W. M.

Thowson, L i [ -
. C. H. PRICHARD.
LANE.—See STREET.

LANGUAGE OF CHRIST.— Recent historical
and critical research has marrowed the ground
which it is necessary to cover in the discussion
of the question as to the language spoken by
Christ. It has ruled Hebrew out of court. The
ractically unanimous verdict of recent scholars
18 that, considerably before the time of Christ,
ihough when is uncertain, Hebrew had ceased to
he spoken in Palestine, and its place as the ver-
nacular had been taken by Aramaic, the language
represented in OT by Eazr 4816 71226 Jep 101 and
Dn 2478 and mistakenly named ¢ Chaldee.’

The transition from Hebrew to Aramaic in-
volved no great linguistic revolution, as it was
simply a transition from one Sewitic language to
another, and that a closely cognate one. It was,
however, only very gradually effected, and was
chiefly due to the prodimeinance foowhich Aramaie
attained In W -t A fugurd i 'ersian period,
coming, ag ii aie, toiwe, with dinde tice] differences,
the lingua communis from the Euphrates to the
Mediterranean. ‘While, however, Aramaic thus
rretually -uperseded Hebrew as the living tongue
of Pulestine, and by the time of Alexander the
Great had probably reached a position of ascend-
ency, if it had not gained entire po~se~~ion of the
ﬁelg, yet Hebrew remained, though with ~ome loss
of its ancient purity, the language of sacred litera-
ture, the language in which Prophet and Psalmist
wrote, and as the language of the books ultimatel
embraced in the OT Canon, continued to be read,
with an accompanying translation into Aramaic,
in the synagogues, and to be diligently studied b;
the professional interpreters of the Scriptures. 1t
is, therefore, quite gossible that Christ possessed
a knowledge of Hebrew, and had thus access to
the Scriptures in the original.

With Alexander the Great, however, there came
a fresh disturbance of the linguistic situation.
Thenceforward Greek entered into competition
with Aramaic. And though, as a non-Semitic
language, the adoption of Greek could not come so
readily to the Jews as Aramaic, yet the circum-
stances were such as to tend i no small degree to
counterbalance the disadvantage under which
Greek thus lay. Yor not only was it the official
language alike of the Lagid, Seleucid, and, after
the Maccabzan interregnum, of the Idumeean-
Roman rulers to whom the Jews were successively

A '

fut its cause was furthered by the
v . policy which these rulers generally
ronowed, and by the existence, more or less, all
through of a party among the Jews themselves
favourable to” that policy. The result on the
linguistic situation of the political conditions thus
obtaining cannot be certainly determined from the
historical data bearing directly thereon. It is,
however, clear that whatever headway Greek may
have made before the Maccabwean revolt,—which
was a revolt against the T%: Yer “/in, |« licy referred
to, as pushed to extreme- "3 \r. b+ Epiphanes,
—it sulfered a decided set-back, and was practi-
cally expelled the country during the Maccabzan
régime. And though i{ had again made consider-
able progress by the time of Christ, and especially
through the influence of Herod the Great, who
per Lol affected Greek culture, there is nothing
.o ~luwe v the political conditions were such as
to secure for it the ii~cendency claimed by some
scholars, and notably by Dr. Roberts in his book,
Greek the Language of Christ and His Apostles.

At the time of Christ, then, Palestine was bi-
lingual, Greek as well as Aramaic being, to scme
extent at least, spoken. The question, therefore,
to be answered is, Which of these languages did
Christ speak, or, if He knew and spoke both, which
of them did He mainly, if not «»." " .7 . 7
as the vehicle of His teachi: [ ta+. 1 .-
need be given to the question only in its latter
form. TFor, as undoubtedly spoken by some of
the Palestinian Jews, as the language of perhaps
the great majority of His countrymen scattered
throughout the Roman world, as the predominant
language of the representatives of the Gentile
world in Palestine and of that Gentile world itself,
T "+ wide, was not yet wider than He

S scope of His mission to be, and as,
besides, the language of the Septuagint Version
of the OT, which had no doult acquired consider-
able popularity, it may reasonably be assumed
that Christ would acquire some knowiedge of
Greek, and be able, in some measure at least, to
speak it. Was it, then, Aramaic or Greek that

hri~{ halitually emiployed in His public ministry ?
The uestion 1e~aly e~ itself into that of the rela-
tive prevalence of the two languages in the
country at the time, so far as that can be deter-
mined by such evidence, direct and indirect, as is
available. And this evidence, though somewhat
meagre, is decisive for Aramaic. That furnished
by the reported words of Christ Himself does not
go very far, but yet goes some length towards that
conclusion. All that it certainly establishes is
that Christ knew Aramaic, and, apart from His
employment of Aramaic terms and proper names,
on which (ferha.ps little stress is to be laid, as these

terms and proper names may have formed part of
the ordinary vocabulary of Greek-speaking Jews,
expressed Himself in Aramaic on three diflerent
occasions. The /My wue wiens are: (1) Taheda
xobu, the Gr. tran~literitioe of the Aram. spbs or

op 8ovow Mk 54 ; (2) épgabd, euphonic for the Aram.
npony Mk 734 and (3) fhel #hel Naua caBuxfarel
(Mt 274), or according to Mk 15% é\wl, éAwi, Neud
ca3ayOavei, the Aram. npay spb by 'n2n or by b
How the-¢ three Aramaic expressions alone came
to be preserved is matter of conjecture. An
obvious explanation is that they alone were
reserved because they were exceptional, Greek
eing the language for the most part used by
Christ. That, however, is not the only possible
explanation. More probable is it_that they alune
were preserved because associated with moments
of exceptional emotion on Christ’s part, and there-
fore felt to be exceptionally precious. The cry
upon the cross was peculiarly a_cry de profundis.
In the case of the deaf and dumb man, Christ, for
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some reason or other, was unwontedly moved, for
it is said that ‘he looked up to heaven and sighed.’
And, though it is not stated, the spectacle of
Jairus’ child-daughter lying cold yet beautiful in
death, was calculated to touch profoundly the
heart of the great Child-Lover.

The two main sources of direct evidence con-
clusively proving the predominance of Aramaic as
the popular language, are the Book of Acts and the
TWorks of Josephus.

1. In Ac 1¥ it is said with reference to the
suicide of Judas in the field which he had pur-
chased ‘with the reward of iniquity,” ¢ And it was
known unto all the dwellers at Jerusalem ; inso-
much as that field is called in their own tongue
(77 BtaNékre adriv) Akeldama.” Now Akeldama is
the Aram. 37 5n, and points not only to the fact
that Aramaic had superseded Hebrew as the ver-
nacular, but that at the time of Churist it was the
popular language, even of the inhabitants of Je-
rusalem. LEqually conclusive on the latter point
are two other passages in the Acts. In describing
his conversion to Agrippa, St. Paul said, ‘And
when we were all fallen to the earth, I heard a
voice .\ ins unie me, and saying, in the Hebrew
tongu - 'Ly 1. dwahéer), Ac 26%. By ‘He-
brew’ St. Paul undoubtedly meant Aramaic. The
termns ‘Efpais: and ‘BBpaior!, as is generally ad-
mitted, are used both in the NT and by Josephus
when not Hebrew but Aramaie is meant. Thusin
Jn 19 it is said that ‘Pilate sat down in the
judgment-seat in a place that is called the Pave-
ment, but in the Hebrew Gabbatha’ (‘Efpaisri dé
TapBabdd); and I'aBBadd is not Hebrew, but Ara-
maic. That the ascended Christ should have
spoken to Saul in Aramaic is ' 777 .. except
on the supposition that that had been the language
which H-- "++"  ..% - when on earth, and that it
was the =-al- | - cuage of Palestine.

Quite as signiicant is the circumstance men-
tioned in Ac 22? that Paul addressed the infuriated
Jerusalemites in Aramaic, and that when they
ascertained from his opening words that he was to
speak to them in that language, ‘they kept the
more silence’ (ud\hov wapéoyov fovyiav), the refer-
ence being to the fact that Paul had not attempted
to speak until by a gesture indicative of his desire
to be heard he had stilled the uproar, and, as it is
said, ‘there wasmade a great si}ence.’ It does not
necessarily follow, as has been maintained, that
the people expected Paul to address thew in Greek,
and that the fact that they were [irepm‘ed to give
him a hearing when they expected him to speak in
that language, proves that they were familiar with
it. Thesimple fact that, as his gesture indicated,
Paul was going to address them was in itself
sufficient to secure their quiet attention. And in
ang case, even though they had expected to be
addressed in Greek, the deeper silence into which
they settled when they found that they were to he
addressed in Aramaic, proves that they were more
familiar with the latter language than the former,
and that the latter was the Tanguage generally
spoken by them.

2. The evidence of Josephus is as direct and con-
clusive as that furnished by the Acts of the pre-
dominance of Aramaic. In BJ v. vi. 3, Josephus
records how during the siege of Jerusalem the
Jewish watchmen warned their compatriots of the
discharge of the Roman missiles by crying out in
their native tonguc (v marply YAdoaoy), 6 1ds Epxerac.
In the same work, VI. ii. 1, he tells how in his
capacity of intermediary during the same siege he
communicated the proposals of Titus to the be-
sieged in their natwe tongue (r9 marply yAdooy).
In the preface to BJ he records how that work
was at first written in Aramaic and afterwards
translated into Greek.

Tion
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That a Palestinian Jew such as Josephus, who
was of a distinguished priestly family, who re-
ceived a careful rabbinic education and studied in
the various schools of the Pharisces, Sadducees,
and Essenes, should not only characterize Aramaic
as ‘the language of our own country,’ but should
write his first Dook in that language, is in itself
conclusive proof that Aramaic had not then been
materially El-iven from its position as the vernacu-
lar of Palestine. Suggestive also in this connexion,
and giving added weight to the case for Aramaic,
is Josephuy’ own confession of the diﬁiculty he ex-
perienced in acquiring such mastery of Greek as
that which he ultimately attained. In the preface
to his dntiquitics he tells how he found the writ-
ing of that work a hard and wearisome taslk, ¢it
being,” as he says, ‘a large subject, and a diffieult
thing to translate our history into a foreign and
to us unaccustomed language’ (els dA\\odamiy Huly
kal Eévmy SuaNékrou cuvfhfear), and how he was able
to continue and accomplish the task only by the
creotopeorne et and help of o friend, Epaphroditus.
To the same difliculty he refers in tflc closing
paragraphs of the Andiguitios :

‘I am so bold as to say, now that Thave completed the task
set before me, that no other porson, either Jew or Greek, with
whatever good intentions, would have been able to set forth
this history to the Greecks as accurately as I have done; for I
am acknowledged by my countrymen to excel them far in our
national learning. T also did my hest to obtain o knowledge of
e VT 0 T e Lt thie grammay, though native habit
HIECEEITE R + saccuracy in its use.’

Josephus’ difficulty with Greck is very signi-
ficant.  For if that difficulty obtained with lim,
what of his countrymen penerally? Stress las
been laid, as, ¢.g., by Dr. Roberts, upon the attain-
ments in Greek of such men as Peter and James
and John, as shown in the speeches or writings
attributed to them, and it has been argued there-
from that a knowledge of Greek must have been
common among the rank and file. DBut even
though Peter and James and Johm were the
authors of the speeches and writings referved to,
and did speak or write such Greok as is found
therein, W)hieh is open to question, they cannot
fairly be regarded as representative of the people
generally in this respect. 'I'he very fact ofl their
not only being of the number of the Twelve, but
forming the inner group of that favoured circle,
differentiates them from the c¢rowd. ¢Unlearned
and ignorant men.’ the Council at Jerusalem dubbed
them (Ac 4'%) ; but the contemptuous epithots were
but the expression of a twofold prejudice, the
prejudice of antagonism and the prejudice of tho
Schools. In virtue of their di~ciplesliip, Peter and
James and John have to be placed in o diflerent
category from the mass of the people of their social
rank, who, as compared with them, must have
been ‘unlearned and ignorant’ in the broader
sense of the terms.

3. The case for Aramaic as the prevailing lan-
guage of Palestine in the time of Clrist, and the
language, thérefore, which Chirist must necessarily
have employed generally in His teaching, is thus
incontestably established by the direct evidence of
the Acts and of Josephus.  And though less direct
and certain, there is other evidence to the same
effect to which: reference may be made, and speci-
ally that furnished by the Tergims and what is
known as The Aramoe Gospel.

() The Targums are Aramaic translations or
paraphrases of the OT books, and cover the whole
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of those books with the exception of Daniel, Ezra,
and Nehemiah. The two principal Targums are
(1) that on the Pentateuch, known as the Targum
of Onkelos, which is characterized by its almost
slavish literalism ; and (2) that of Jonathan ben-
Uzziel on the Prophets, i.e. the Historical books
and the PrO{)hets progerly so called, which is
largely paraphrastic. The dates of these Targums
are uncertain, and by scholars they have been
made to range from the end of the lst to that of
the 4th cent. A.D. The important point, however,
is that they undoubtedly embody material from a
much earlier time, and were the outcome of the

ractice, n:i"natlry iv e gradual disuse of

ebrew o~ “he vienaca'.or, of translating the
synagogue v+ i~ of the OT into Aramaic for
the benefit or il |- vt pencvally.  Written Tar-
gums were ab first forbidden. The translation was
required to be oral, the translator (papp) giving
his translation after each verse of the Pentateuch
and every three verses of the Prophets. Whether
the rule which forbade written Targums had fallen
into desuetude by the time of Christ cannot be de-
finitely determined. Probably it had. But even
though it had not, and there were no written
Targnn- 1177 o Jater date, yet the existence of
wattien ipoea. at that later date points con-
chisively 1o e prevalence of the practice of the
oral translation of the synagogue lessons into
Aramaie, and therefore to the prevalence of that
langunage as the vernacular.

As against this, the supporters of Greek hold
that the Septuagint version was in such general
use that it may be described as the ‘People’s Bible.’
The special arguments in favour of this theory are :
(1) that copies of the Septuagint could be had at a
much smaller cost than Ilebrew or Aramaic MSS,
that indecd the price of the latter was prohibitive
so far as the peop” + "y were concerned ; and
(2) that the OT :- . I+ . in the NT point to a
very general familiarity with the Septuagint, in-
asmuch as the majority of them are verbatim or
practically verbatim, or show unmistakable traces
of the Secptuagint, and }):Lrticuhu'ly as in some
sases the Septuagint is followed when it differs
from the Hebrew. The price argument scarcely
deserves notice, and very little weight is to be
attached to the quotition argnment.  For while it
must be admitted that those who were responsible
for the <})uotutions were familiar with the Septua-
gint, it by no means follows that such familiarity
obtained with the people venerally.  And while it
wag to e expected tﬁmt the writers of the NT
books would not only be familiar with the Septua-
gint, but in quoting from the OT would take ad-
vantage of a translation ready to hand, it is yet a
significant fact that that translation was not always
taken advantage of, not a few of the quotations
showing an entire independence of the Septuasini.

() The question of an Aramaic Go~pel (Lr-
Eengelinm), while important chiefly in connexion
with the Synoptic problem, hears closely upon that
of the language spoken by Christ. [ Christ spoke
Aramaic, such a Gospel was to be expected, and at
the same time its existence wouldl furnish weighty
proof at once of the prevalence or Aramaic and of
the use of that language by onr Lord. And the
labours of recent critical scholars, if they have
not conclusively established the existence of an
Aramaic Ur-Evangelium, have at least made it
much less open to question. Of special interest in
this connexion is &w series of articles in the Ezx-
positor (Ser. 1v.), by Professor Marshall, on ‘ The
Aramaic Gospel.” The theory which Professor
Maxshall in these articles works out with great
ability and skill is that the variant Greek words
in parallel passages of the Synoptic Gospels can be
traced to one original Aramaic word; and the

result of the application of his theory is that the
Aramaic Gospef)containel‘n. ~peaking cenerally, the
ministry of Christ in Galitec.  vnav Professor
Marshall’s theory will ever find .nyiiing like
general acceptance is perhaps wuriilely,  Dut
whether or not it may be possible by his or any
other method to recover with certainty and to any
extent the precise Aramaic words used by our
Lord, there can be no doubt that Aramaic had the
supreme honour of being the language in which He
gave expression to His imperishable thoughts.

LITERATURE. — Pfannkuche, Language of Palestine, Clark’s
Cabinet Library, vol. ii.; Itoberts, Greek the Languaye of
Christ and Iis Apostles, 1588 ; W, H. Simcox, Language of
the NT, 1880; T. K. Abbott, Bssays chiefly on the Original
Texts of OT and NT, 1891, p. 120; A. Meyer, Jesu Mutter-
sprache, 1896 ; Dalman, The Words of Jesus, Eng. tr. 1902;
ceT ' I T tees oy J e, 18993 Marshall,
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. . - B8 JAMES YOUNG.

LANTERN (¢avés) oceurs in Jn 18%, where the
band of soldiers accompanying Judas is described
as provided with lanterns and torches (see LAMP).

LAST DAY.—See DAY OF JUDGMENT.

LAST SUPPER.—Althouch the relation of the
Last Supper to the Jewish Passover is treated
with more or less fulness elsewhere (see DATES,
vol. i. p. 413 fI*, and LorD’s SUPPER (I.)), it appears
advisable to handle the whole subject in a special
article.

The Pa-chai controsvea -y, which agitated the first
ages of (i~ iaui.y = CALENDAR), has only a
general connexion with the inquiry on which we
are entering. We note ¥ that the trend of opinion
at first was towards the view that Christ was cruci-
fied on the 14th day of the Jewish month Nisan,
and therefore on the day om which the Paschal
lamb was killed ; from whieh it follows that the
Last Supper (whatever was its nature) preceded the
Jewish Passover by several hours. In the 3rd cent.
the view that our Lord kept the Passover with the
Jews on the 14th, and was crucified on the 15th,
began to come into favour. When we appronch
the sacred records, we find that the first three
Evangelists so express- themselves, that, in the
opinion of some, they repre-ent onr Lord as eating
the Paschal Supper wi.h Hi~ di~ciples on the night
of His bebra.yai. It is certain that St. John (18%)
represents some of the Jews as not having eaten
the Passover several hours later. On these prem-
ises, there appears to be a discrepancy between
the accounts in the sacred narratives. When an
hones: aii-m: i~ made to arrive at a conclusion, a
great 41t ority o the history of Christ’s ministry
is compelled to confess his inability to solve the
enigma.t By some it has been thought thal Cuist
auticipated the day of the Ta~chal Supper, in order
to eat it with His disciples:. by other-, that the
heads of the Jewish people deferved their Passover
in order to have time to apprehend and condemn
Jesus.§ The object of this article is to show that
the first three Gospels preclude the notion that the

*8ee art. ¢ Chronology ’ (Turner) in Tlastings’ DB, 4111,

I See Sanday, art. ¢ Jesus Christ’ in D3 1. 6340,

+ This seemis to be the view which Dr. Saaday, on the whele,
favours ; see art. quoted in nreceding note.  Forthe view that
the Last Supper was an aniicipated Paccover meal, recembling
the ordinary Passover in form and order, and held hefore the
statutory date, see artt, ‘.Tesns Christus’ (Zorkler) in PRES,
ix. p. 82 ¢ Eucharist’ (J. Armitace Robinson)in F B, col. 1419,
A good summary of arguments and opinions is given by Ellicott
in %eatums on the Life of our Lord. pv. 322, 323, nn.

§ The Pagsover might be deferred for a month for those who
were legmlly debarred from observing it on the proper day
(Nu 9913), but there is no provision in the Law for postponing
it for one day: this explanation of the aclion of the rulers is
jmprobable in itself, and contrarv to their expressed intention
(MI:) 265) ; further notice of it is suveriluous.
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Last Supper was a Passover, and therefore, as St.
John certainly seems to represent the Passover as
still to come while the Supper was proceeding,*
that there is no discrepancy in the accounts.t

1. In cxamining the evidence afforded Ly the four
accounts, we find, with satisfaction, that they have
been handed down to us intact, and that no attempt
was made to harmonize the records, as by the omis-
sion of the words 76 wdoya from Lk 2215, which seem
ab variance with the statements in St. John. There
is one critical problem in St. Luke——the vetention,
or omission, of the mention of a second cup, and
the order of the Bread and the Cup in the Institu-
tion ;f but the solution of this problem will not
affect the chief thesis in our position. Hevein iy
another proof, if proof be needed, of the honesty
and faithfulness of the ancient scribes, who, in the
midst of one of the greatest controversies of the
early Church, resisted the temptation to accom-
modate the records to particular views of the event.

2. The five following indications of time may be
collected from the several accounts:

(1) When Jesus had finished His great eschato-
logical discourse, and the rulers w - [ i a
plan for His apprehension and «onlemen ., it
wanted two days to the commencement of the
Paschal Feast — uerd 8vo Huépas 70 wdoxa yiverar
(Mt 262, Mk 14, Lk 221). < After two days’ must
be terpreied according to the reckoning which
makes ‘arter three days® cquivalent to ‘on the
third day.” This Jewish usage is well known, and
is found, e.g., in Mt 20 parallel with Mk 103 and
Lk 18%, where r§ rpiry Huépg in the TFirst and Third
corresponds to uerd Tpeis huépas in the Sccond Evan-
gelist.§ Now the Passover was slain late in the
afternoon of the 14th Nisan, and some hours earlier
leaven was put out of the houses, in preparation for
the ‘days of unleavened bread,” which, strictly
speaking, began with the eating of the lamb in
the early hours of 15th Nisan.| The ferminus ad
quem of the “two days’ must Le the last hours of
1ith Nisan. The terminus o quo may be any hour
after 126h Nisan had been succeeded by theé 13th.

(2) In arranging for the . oo« 'nminy of Jesus,
the rulers decided that it -1 .. “vu [w attempted
on the Feast Day (Mt 265, Mk 14?). If they carried
out their intention, it follows that the night of the
apprehension and trial was before the slaying of
the Passover; and that the Last Su per, whatever
it was, did not coincide with the Paschal Feast.

*JIn 13%,
PeeyEly TS ThaKHk O
~ o The oy

Edersheim (ZLife and Time s, ii. 566 18.) evplains the
Jn 182 ag referring to sactifices of the Paschal
. on of such a writer demizrrels 1o<poctiu® e
Vo uda st uhe oxolvid o -l Glie nea Frots
Ch 35 we learn 11t o w '~ vy 7§ Lore Snerelag the Pasenal
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no mally o w Cambridge graduate, and an Anglican
Wit o o1 e e and profound learning, Peiritz had, to
?111] A . ent, the ability to form a correet opinion on

e »ous.

toon I Tes® of Tic 921020 5 0ud i Ceodd. Graee. et
verss. fere omn.’ (Vo /20 Lo d Svod Gppend! p, 121)—1.e.
it hag the som L'y it olin® wintis areeaiog oo vy 1y ing the old
uncials.  Toers oo 1o el m s on @ priorigrounds. The case

illustrates the Aifference betw een Lwo ~chools of critician —those
who follow the testimony of anciont MSS, and those who are
influenced by subjsetive cousiderations, D, Sanday (e, 637)
5ays: ‘We cannor doubt that both !} o« 1% e of toxt existed
early in the 2nd vent  Lither may Tt el A thes s juse
one of those cases where internal et .1 1 - j~ sty i avo
of the text which we call Western. The tenptation to expand
was much stronger than to contract ; and the double mention
of the Cup raises real difficulties of the Ikind which suggest in-
terpolation. Soralzo . 12" Clseiacion of the Lukan account of
the Insbltutmn. woNMEe Bl o JTASE, July 1903, p. 548f.
Dr. Lambert (i, Jan. 1903) well sums up the arguments and
authorities for adhering to the Received Text.

§ As the're is a v.l. harmonizing the text of M. with that of
Mt A1 T L any comnape MY Y5 whore e text is certain,

i ;,;‘ Mom “dli;h "”r' Pasvipadl Cheisti und der Tag
snes Todes, quoted by \Mr. Bo: . 5 *
1. 30 below. Cr. Turner, Le. * and Dr Lambert?, see note !

! may be deseribed as night,’ o Ro 1317; ar s (e

The hurried proceedings of the night suggest an
attempt to secure a condemmation within o limited
time. This is iniellizihlhe if the Feast had not
begun ; otherwise it 1~ hurd Lo see why men who
were, in that case, willing to try a prisoner on the
first day should have serupled about extending the
proceedings to any neeessary length,

(3) The third indication of time presents some
difficnlty.  On a day called “the first day of
Azwne’ preparations were madde for the IFeast,
dceonding to Mt (2067) and Mk, (14%), at the sug-
sestion of the Twelve ; according to all three (Mt
Ty M 1488160 Tk 2279 D with the consend and at
the command of the Master.  Strictly speaking, the
mpary Tév dfuer would indieate the 15th Nisan,
for the period during which l[eaven was prohilitel
commenced with the Paschal meal, following the
st o the Paschal Tamb in the elosing hours of
i N So late a date for the mpdry is pre-
cluded by the cireumstances of the narrative; but
it is incredible ithat Mi. could make an erroncous
statement in & matter connected with the greatest
solemnity of the whole of the Jewish sacred yoar,
The reasonable conclusion is, that, in a lpnpulm'
way of speaking, a day before the logal day had
acquired the name of “ First day of oAz, and
not unfitly, if on that day carly arrannemen:-
were commenced for the complete « xclusion ot
leaven from the houses.®* Mk., hearing in mind,
as often, the needs of non-Jewish readers, adds,
dre 6 wdoya €0vor.  The point of tiine need notl ha
pressed too strictly ; the gloss is no more than an
explanation that the season of Azwme was the tine
of the offering of the Passover. The oxpression
in Lk. is more dillicult. TIn 227 we read, HA0cy 8¢

N huépa, Oy Aftuwy, évt B e Dbeabar 70 whoxa. Dut
there was more than one day of Azwner. In v.' he

had written #yyfer 8¢ 9 éopry 7. i Tt looks as if
nuépe below was equivalent (o éopri above -not
24 hours, but a period ;3 or else there is some little
inexactitude in'a mere reference to an observanee
which it was unnecessary for the purpose of the
narrative to deseribe precisely.

(4) The fourth note of time is given by the dylas
yevouérns of Mt 262 and MKk 147§ These verses
immediately follow the statenent that the diseiples
‘made ready the Pussover.”  The natural inter-
pretation is to take them as indicative of thae
evening of the day when the Upper Room wus en-
gaged. We have thereforo another date, from
which we may argne backwards to the limitations
of the mpdry 7. ¢ It ended with sunset on the
night of the Betrayal. It began with the proced-
ing sunset. At any time during those 24 hours

.. * Wieseler, quoting from the Talmudical tract Pesaehim, thad
s ereh Bvienven in houses must ho made in the night e
s 11 Neewidnoorder that ib might De put away by wid-

Qoo ol e e Jeavened caten afterwards, argues that the

day before the Passover was made readdy was roekonod o hes

longing to the Feast of Unleavencd Broad,  Soo (Yhronologice!

Synopsis of the Four Gnﬂzln)cls, tr. Venables, pp, 814, 885, and aet,

PAssoveER in Hastings' DB (W. J. Moulton), vol. jil. b, 600,

Peiritz (op. cit. pp. 28, 20, 38, 81) deseribes (he arrangements

made by Jews on the day before the legal Proparation oy, and

adds: “There is a very intelligible reason why that TIntrsday
should, in o «uwaediie < pee, loosely, wo may allow, - ho
ca,]]?d the wret Sate ar g min IR LR

tév is onety ! Wb sy e e e ostation i gne

8 LT e b o Etione Camden,

it behovcd. ort .. e Win ', e o0 §axxd, ) a.
1M§my examples ocenr of the use of fw'rz forn 1oerio of Tone

duration ; but 1t is then regarded mcontea t tecunds ans wlieh

Lt when
certain conditions are realized,—e.g. 2 (o 6%, to which lattler
sense belongs the oft-recurring exprossion ‘day of the Toxd,”
or ‘my day’(Jn 856); but there seen - ne. vy il o 1ig
use we have supposed of #w’pe as cen'y alont o o, Yoo,
if we limit the term to the ‘first, day.” i revreiinbier ot the ene
tence is inexact, the lamb heine slain heforo the Tegal “ first day’
began. It seems impossible to treat the Kentenee sy righlly and

&sbosrmuuy accurate, in the terms in which the text hay eome

us,
§ Of the “two evenings,” it is hetler to take this ay the sncond,
rather than the first, which would be our *late afternoon.' !
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it is permissible to place the commencement b,
the diseiples of preparations for a Passover whicﬁ
would be kept in cirenmstances they never antici-
pated.  According to our present argument, the
Master had passed inio Paradise before the Passover
was eaten.  Lhat would not prevent the disciples
complying with the requirements of the Law,
except in so far as some might have contracted
ceremonial defilement during the events of Good
Priday.  DBut this would not apply to all; and
here may be found the explanation of the prepara-
tions, The Master permitled the diseiples to make
ready for what was je. ™ T but He made
this the oceasion of - tree Loon for the new
Passover which e designed to provide, but of
which they, as yet, knew nothing.

Parallel with the éyia of the fivst two Tyv:
v an infevesting expression in Lk 228 .o, ,
dpa.  While in juwselr ah-oluielv vasne, in connexion
with the preceding woras, *they made ready the
Passover,” it would naturally indicate the com-
mencement of 15th Nisan, when the lamb was
saten ; but in view of considerations alveady stated,
we must reject such interpretation, and read the
term in connexion with what follows, and i peculiar
to Lk., “wilh desire T have desired to eat this
Passover with you before [ suller.” The dpa was
the Master's time for one of the great acts of His
incarnate life, not a particular division of a par-
ticular day in the Jewish ealendar. So it is used
in v.® below-—aliry dudv éorw 4 dpa, your time,’
‘opportunity.’ *

() The oy e Volion W oraskewd aflords yet another
mark of time. There were paraskeuwas before
various days. Tn connexion with our present in-
quiry we note the Trere iier of 7o Rulibath
(MK 15%, Lk 235), S Prsesntion of the
Passover (Jn 104), IR meecenf o our
Lord  stood before © ad owas condemmed
(Ju. Ze). Therefore " o I’ <onvor had not yet been
caten 3 mueh less could the day before have been
the Day of the Passover. But the day of the
condemnation and erucilixion was also the pro-
scbbaton (Lk 23598 ¢f. Mk 15%). In that year the
two paraskewns coineided, and the first day of
wnleavened hread was also the SabDath; hence
St John ealls that Sabbath €an high day® (19%).
The o .7 7 was our Friday,l Nisan 14, and
the oo v o e erneifixion.

8. (1.) M. John was one of the two disciples
who were specially charged with the Paschal pre-
parations. Tt is recognized that the evidence
afiorded by his narrative is alsolutely plain and
consistent, Tt has been said (hat he silently cor-
reets the others.d  From our point of view, as we
hold that they preclude the notion that the Last
Supper was a Passover, 8t. John adds the emphatic
fe inmouy of an eye witness to our conclusion.
Ve Supper was before the feast of the Passover
(13Y) 5 it was supposed that 16 might be necessary
to buy what there was need of against the foast
(13) ; several hours later some of the rulers had
not yot eaten the Passover (18%);§ the following

ciis -

o

* (!, the saae use of dpe by Christ at Cana (Jn 24), and a
similar sense in 1 Jn 218, .

t Paraskeud is vendered in the Pesh. by "arubhte, which iy
from a root meaning fo st (of the sim). T beesme the name of
Fyodeny in the uee o1 the Syrians, *because on that day the ~un
s b and darkness reigned?” (see Pavne-Suuth, Thes, Syr.eol, 2084),
IIerein is preserved a tradition or the day of the Cruedixion,
aceepted with sueh confidence {hat fram it the sxth day de-
rived its name, as the fivst day has Loon Leoown from cal’ost
times as the Lord’s day, because ib was Ui dav o the Resurre -
tion,  C'f. Mr. Turner’s remarks, 2., p. 4111

1 8o Mr. Turner in art. quoted above.

§ The Passover, which was slain ‘between the evenings’ of
Nigan 14, was usually caten in the early hours of the might
tollowing, for time must he allowed for taking the lamb to the
honse and roasting it. This would be the commencemeut of
Nisan 15 (see Ex 129).  Bub Ex 1210, N1t 912, and Dt 164 suggest
the possibihity of extending the time of eating, provided all was

day, when Jesus was crucified, was the preparation
of the Passover (19%*). Language could hardly be
more distinct; and some evidence, which scems
to support a diflerent view, can be explained.
Taking St. John’s words in their natural sense, and
reading them without i j.«i%v. 10 one would
gather from them that ': ~.pjar deseribed by
him was the Passover. It seems reasonable to
demand that the less distinet and somewhat in-
exact langingse of the other three should be inter-
preted rn the Fuhi of the last account.

(ii.) I't has been claimed by some that the account
of the meal in the three LEvangelists agrees with
the ritual of a Passover; by others, that no trace
of a Passover can be found in it. To us, we
confess, it seems that the details of a Paschal
celebration have been discovered after the impor-
tation of ideas which are not on the surface of the
narrative. The initial statement that Jesus sat
down with the Twelve (arékeiro, Mt 26% ; avémreoer,
Lk 22%) is against the usual interpretation of the
directions given in Ex 12: it is supposed that a
change of posture had been admitted in later times.
The two cups of wine are regarded as two of the
four or five which were handced round at the feast ;
but in view of the serious differcnce of opinion
amongst critics as to the genuineness of the reading
in Lk., which gives the mnotice of a second cup, it
scems unfair to press this identification. The dish
in which the sop was dipped is identilied with the
dish of lp(m*osc:th, a kind of sauce,* which was an
adjunct of the Paschal meal; but this is an
assumption, rather than a deduction from evidence.
The Lhymn sung on leaving the upper chamber is
identified with the Hallel (Pss. 115-118) sung at
the conclusion of the Passover ritual; but duwely
(Mt 26%, Mk 14%) does not nccessarily denote the
use of a partien’. . [t and in Eph 519,
Col 36, fluvo are Cow et Yaduol.

(iil.) Those wh races of a Pass-
over meal in the accounts of the Last Supper, who
point to the absence of allusion to a lamb, and gener-
ally to the weakness of the evidence adduced, may
reasonably claim an argument ¢ silentio for what
that is worth. It may be added that the supposi-
tion of the disciples, that the preparations for the
feast were not complete (Jn 13%), scems strange
indeed if they were already keeping the feast.
Preparation for the Passover was so i port.nt in
the cyes of the Jews, that the day |~ e¢oalny had
derived its appellation of paraskewé from their
scrupulons care ; see Mt 276

4. We can now tabulate the order of the sacred
days in accordance with the conclusions at which
we have arrived. It will be convenient to use the
modern names for the days. In the early morning
of Sunday our Lord rose. This tradition is uni-
versally accepted, and further discussion would be
stipet Tuons. The Savinday was the “first day of un-
i cred hrend? (for the eating of unleavened bread
began legally with the Paschal meal),? and was
Nisan 15. 1*‘1'ida,y, Nisan 14, was the official Pre-
paration Day. Belween it and the commencement,
of Nisan 15 the lamb was slain and eaten. Thurs-
day evening wag the beginning of the purcialnud,
and some hours before that the exclnsion of leaven
commenced, from which cu~tom. as we have sug-
coested, the day had acquired the popular appella-
tion of ‘fitst day of dzuma.’ This was the 13th

e, oyt

consunied hefore morning liuht. But it was already mornin,
(M1 271 ) when the Jews objerted to enter the Judgment Ha
(n 1928) Test they should be debarred from eating the Passover.
Therdfore they could not have contemplated eating of a lamb
slain the afternoon before.  They must have anticipated a Pass-
over in the hours to follow.  Lvery scrap of evidence tends to
contirm the view for which we contend.

¥ TLg nature is deseribed 1w Buxtorf, Lex. Talmud. col. 83L.

+ Ex 121 ; hut in later practice, for greater strictness, leaven
wag exelnded earlicr.  See note *, p. 69 above.
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of Nisan, and began with sunset on Wednesday
evening. M " ‘Y& 24 lhours which followed
Wednesday : <, the %7 T 0 tomake
ready for the Passover. i 1 . . = evening
(Mt 26%, Mk 14'7) Jesus sat down with them for
the Last Supper; and this, according to St. John
(18Y), was before the Passover. .

8. But our Lord called that Thursday evening
meal a ©passover’—vobro 75 wdoxa, Lk 2215  As
we have shown that the meal preceded the legal
Passover by some 24 hours, tlhere are but two
explanations of the words recorded by St. Luke—
(i.) an anticipatory celebration was held, or {ii.)
mdoxa is used in a mystical sense.

(i.) An anticipation of the Passover might have
been either (@) from a desire to keep with the
disciples a rite which, on the legal and customary
day, would be precluded by the crucifixion ; or (9)
with the intention of reverting to a more exact
date, and correcting an error in time which had
crept into the Jewish ecalculations.* The im-
possibility of procuring the sacrifice of a lamb
except on the day commonly observed, would have
been fatal to any such plan. (1) Our Lord was
not a householder, but a guest. It would be usual,
perhaps, in sueh a case, to share in the lamb
offered by the householder. This would require
the assent of the householder to an abnormal, and
ot e, llegal, arrangement. Or if (2) we
R the thirteen were to constitute a
R 1ave their lamb to themselves, there
would still be, as there would be in the former case
also, the insuperable difficulty of getting the lamb
killed by the priests before the legal day. (3) It
has been ~uppo~ei thai there was a diflerence of
opinion between Jewish schools as to the date of
the Passover; bui {his arcument, if it has, which
‘is doubtful, any fourndation, i~ o no value in the
present inquiry. One party only was paramount
at a time: there i- that there was a
choice of dates for iont If, however,
by an ‘anli-p: . Passover’ is meant an imi-
tative oo, v i ebs and unleavened bread and
wine, but without a lamb,t this is not forbidden
by the second explanation of our Lord’s words;
yet we doubt whether such an imitation of the
reality would have been contemplated. It seems
so utterly alien to Jewish sentiment,§ as to be
inconceivable for the deliberate act of One who
held the Law in honour. Moreover, the act could
hardly have been kept secret, even if the ‘good-
man of the house’ ha!l vesped i ul'y submitted to
what would have grer-iy -hochod his religious
sentiments. Some r 1oy mist have reached the
ears of those who were willing to bear witness

" }n-m--"

* The Rev. Matthew Power, 8.7, in Lis Iearacd and cliborate
essay, Anglo-J 70 ST ey aes s e E g Gosey Is, 82YS,
Our Lord, keeping 10 the lunar-legal computation, partook
of His la~{ <npper on Thursday evening, ngso.n 14. . . . The
Jews, in ob. l:v w10 ~hie popular reckoning, had their Paschal
Supper on Friday evening.”. . . The Svnoptisls adopt, like our
Lord, the stric lunar-legal mode ot reckoning; the Fourth
Gospel elects to follow the popular style’ Even if the rule of
Badha was already in foree, ag T 4% + 7 "4,
remains the difficulsy, which wr * 1« . .
the sacrifice of the lumb before the hour appointed by the
pricsts.  Stapfer iy one of the i1 who reenxnize the diffivulr ;
bt he overcomes it by reject ner the Johannine sceoimt and
aceepbing the others. " See Pu/-<tins i the tanw of Chrost
p. 323%  CE JEix. 553. ’ ’

M 262 and parallels compared with Jn 1812 do not suggest
any difference of practice as to the date of observing the
anngersnr,y.(ch p 2

t Caspari ron. Geogr. Einlewt.), referring to Pesachim
supposes the Supper to have been a Mazzoth ﬁnca], of which t)tc\'é
essential clement was unleavened cakes (naz:oth), with or with-
out a lamb, eaten everywhere, and by all—for ail were required
&?e :.em% ;glei:&:?in%g breémc’lt{, thfowirh lonlv the ceremonially clean

1 artake of the lamb—su ing sti
ob;e‘r‘yred in the pre?lednt age. ch meals beling stil
Jews . . . would consider it a shocking piece of profanation

to enact anything resembling the great Pa»sgl}ul meal t?he evenigg
before its lame.’ ~ Peiritz (himself a J ew), op. ¢it. p. 30.
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against Jesus.  On such evidence a most damaging
charge could have been founded; yet not a wor
of such charge is found in the records of the trial.®

(ii.) Seeing then that a literal interpretation of
wdoya in our Lord’s words to the Twelve is }u-o-
cluded by the conditions of the occasion, we a ()}:t
the alternative, and understand ¢passover’ to he
here used in a mystical sense. In suel sense
undoubtedly He spoke when Ile called the bread
His body, and the wine Iis blood. Whatever
opinion may be held of the nature of the presence
in the Eucharist, the bread and the wine were
then Defore His sacrifice, as they are now after
His resurrection, is body and Iis blood in a
mystical and spiritual sense. IHis promise to drink
wine with them in the Kingdom of God (Mt 206,
Mk 14%, Lk 2218) was conveyed in the same terms
of mystery; for in the kingdom of redewmption
there is no place for the Jewish Passover,  that has
waxed old and vanished,—and still less can a, Jiteral
fulfilment be conceived as having hereafter a place
in the kingdom of glory. Yet in that kingdom
there will De a feast, the niystical and spiritual
supper of the Lamb, where the host will be the
veal Passover, of which the annual vietims weve
the figures ; He who is therefore called by St. Paul,
¢ Christ our passover.’

6. It has been thought that the Last Supper,
while not an imitation, was celebrated with some
outward features which connccted it with the
annual Passover, although the chief characteristic,
the lamb, was absent.§ It may have been so.
Perhaps there was unleavened bread, and the disl
of bitter herbs; but the narratives conlain not a
word to favour such a supposition. They seem to
describe an ordinary Eastern meal, || with the one
dish in the centre, into which all the guests put
their hands. The usual custom of giving the com-
plimentary sop was observed, and wine was passed
round. We believe that the Last Supper was in
form only an ordinary rcpast, but that it was
attended by the exceptinnal eireumstances of the
wa-hing of the feet by the host, the mystic acts
with bread and wine, and the strange, prophetic,
and spiritual utterances of a long discoursc. As
we attempt to portray the scene, the outlines

4

* The Rev., G. IT. Bax Yo o~=dopded with muceh ability In an
article in JTRSt, 1=+ "+ .. .t not the DPassover, bul, the
weekly Kiddush, © 1 1> i the meal on the eve of the
Sabbath, is the anvecedent ot the Iucharist. Tn this case onr
Lord must have celebrated it 24 hours earlier; bhut Mr, Dox
supposes <1t TTe often celebrated Kiddwsh ; thore was IKidd sk
of Passover and of Pentecost, and other occasions, hesides the
weekly Swncificaiion.  In the January number of JTUSE the
Rev. Dr. Ivubert, roplying to Mr. Box’s arguwment, that the
evidencee o1 the I'ewt three Kvangelists is self-contradietory,
follows Chw olson by supposing an error in the text, We mala
no supposition, but offer an explanation of the traditional
evidence.

Dr. J. Armitage Robinson expresses himself in harmony with
our view : ‘ The Toel aeist had. it cUinre an element in
. EECI T e N ed) wlheh was sanetified by
+ sLand over the oup, . ., Our

P : st not be dominated hy
the considera