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The present volume owes 1lte origin to the want the author has experi-

enced in finding a sultable text for his classes, The texts based on hare

"nniaa of the four gospels seem tc him to be out of the quaation?beca.uae
they igmmore the standpoint of modern scholarship, whi Lstudiaﬂ the ijnup-
tic and the Johannine records sepabately. If thtpﬂmathod is good for the
scholars,it ought to he good for the people; and if this method is to be
porularized, a text-book with that purpose in view, for the use of college
and other classes,seems necessary. This necessity became evident to the
author and to other collepse teachers of the Blble, very soon after the
publication of his English arrangement of Huck's Synopeis.

In additicn to this need the author has felt another. The world is
full of good books for the study of one phase or another of Jesus' life,
work, and influence. There are introductions to the gospels, histories of
Jesus' timee, blographies, treatises oh hies teachings, and books on the
nodern social application of the gospel message. E£ome very excellent works
deal with two or more of these phases. But the author knows of nc cne
book that deals with all of them. It seems to him that none of these sube
lects can be 1lgnored in a proper study of Jesus. To bring them all to=-
gether, therefore, into a brief, elementary form, suitable for the use of
college classes, 1s what the suthor hae sought to do in these five chape

/"\{,rm
‘ \ To meet these twe needes the present volume ls offered to the public.
Tt ect matter,substantially ae presented here, has been used by the

his own classes for several yoears.
Ross L. Finney,
318 \
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_Biblinawanhy,

I. The Sonreas,

in tihis chapter I em derendcnt upon some type written liotes on the

Synoptic Gospels which Dr. Buell used in hie classes. I have also read

what Hasting's Dictionary.of the Bible has to say on the variocus goesrels,

ilf have done a very great deal of originel meditetlon on the subject in cone

nection with my preparation of FHuckt's Synepeie of the Iirst Three (Gospcle,
gubjecting every verse to minuse scrutiny. Iy own conelusions I have
checked up finally with Sharmen's chepter on "The Sources and their Higtory"

in his The Teaching of Jesus sbout the Future. Trecatisee attempting to

harmonize the four gospels have, of course, been ignored.
II. igg_ziggg.
1. Hastinge: Dictionary of the Eible.
2., MNathews: History of the New Testament Tiree in Palestine.
5+ lathewe: The Yesslanic Hope in the New Testament.
4, Hhees: The Life of Jesus of Hazareth.
F. Riggs: A History of the Jewish Fecple, 'Uaccabeau and Roman Periods.
6. Purves: The Apostélic Age.
7. Schurer: A History of the Jewlah People in the Times of Christ.
5. Josephus: Complete Works,
0. The Apochrypha (and Bible, of course.)
10. The Kent feries, Wllletts, Cornill, iitchell, etc., eotc., on the
Prophets.
ITi. The Career.
l.ridershédms: The Life of Christ.
-% Ze Cary: The Synoplc Gospels.
Se Schmidt: The Prophﬁﬁ of leazareth.
4. See above: II. 2. Se 4. 7.
. Various works on Psychotherapy and the problem of the Supernatural.

e Ue In thie chapter I have worked indopendently to a considerable de=

groe, building a blography.on Huclk's outline, as it seemed to me.



IV, The Yessaze,

1. Fruce: The {ingdom of God,
2. Stevens: The Teachlings of Jesus.
2. Cary: Toe Synoptlc Cosrels.
4, Echmidt: The Prophet ¢f lNazareth.

- f. Zing: The Ethics of Jesus.
f. Xauschenbusch: Christianity and the Soolal Crisls.
7. Sabatler: Cutlines cf a Fhllosophy of Religicn.
fs YMathews: The Yessiamic Hope in the liew Testament.
9. Sharman: The Teaching of Jesus abcut the Future.
1€, Dewey and Tuft: Ethice.

V. The Tresent Worth.

1. Rauschenhunch:_Ghristianitr and the Soclal Crisis.,
©« Lly: Soclal Aspects of Christianlty.
Z. Vathews: The Zoecial Teachinge of Jesus.
4, pr The Church and the Changing Crder.
5. T'eabcdy: Jesue Christ and the Social Problems.
€. Eenderscn: Soclal Lutles.
7. Wileox: The Americam City. (and ntherabﬂuzibfﬂﬁﬂfﬁuifééJ
2. Warner: American Charities. (and other worke on charities).
S. Wines: Punishment and Leformation.
10. Parmales: Anthropology end 77 Criminal TFrocedure.
11. leade, EL¥, Clarke, Jenks, otc., Ztc., on the Monoply Problem.
i7. fummer and Adame: The Labor Problem(and other worke).
,,1'5, 17. Butterfield: Chapters in Lural Progress.
14, Hoso: Social Contrel and his Sin and Socleby.
15, Danlels: Public Financs.
16. Johnscn, B. lleyer, H. K. Heyer, Hadley, Daggetty; etc., on the
Fallroad Problem.

7. ¥ly, Seager, Yalker, Saligman, Hadley, etc., on Econonmics.
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ciddinges Elements of Sociology.

« Cleddensy Applied Chriastianity, and his Christianity and Zocialism.

Various works tofrnumerous tc mention on Ethies, Philesophy, General

History, Political Sclence, Sociclism, Heligion, Theology, Cure

rent lventa, etC., olLc.

. Tt is impossible to make a complete list of bocokgthat have ine-

fluenced me in writing this manuscript, as the work represents my conclu-

pioma after Pifteen vears of readlng and meditation. I mention the workd 1

have made actual use of in the preparatiocn of the chapters.
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THS SCURCES

The professional historian is constantly talking about
his sources’. By sources of history he means traditions, folk-lore,
official records, original documents, contemporaneous literature,
and archaeological relics, from whicn he gathere the facts con-
cerning the age and events of which he wishes to construct a his-
tory. <Yhese the historian collects and siftls, and the wheat of
them he grinds into his grist.

But there is another class of sources, o ncerning which
it might be debated whether they are history or sources of history
That is, narrations or accounts written some little time after
the occurrence of the events which they describe. These also
the historian examines carefully, indeed critically.

From this kind of sources he gathers information about
two distinet periods: the period they desoribe, and the later
period in which they were written. The latter he reads between
the lines, and it is often the more wvaluable of the two. Take,
for instance, the liebelungen lied and the Homeric poetry. Their
descriptionse of the prehistoric events they describe are not
wholly trustworthy . But tiie historian finds between the lines
a good deal of information about the somewhat later times in
which they were written. The author, so to speak, betrays that
incidentally. This is neatly illustrated in Gen. 12: 7 where it
says: " And the Canaanite was then in the land." Thus the writer

tells without intending to, that there were no Canaanites left in




the land at the time he was writing? In like manner the Canter-
bury Tales furnish material for description of lnglish social life
in the fourteenth century; the prophecy of Tzekiel, for an account
of the social life of the exiled Jews in Babylon; and the Book of
paniel for an essay on the religious horror of the Jews at the =a-
bominable persecutions by Antiochus IZpiphanes, in 168 =, C.

But some sources of the sbove mentioned class, may al-
moest be called history instead of sources., Take Caesar's Gallic
wars. Of course the historian must make some rllowance for
Caesar's clever, modest way ol Vragging; but that does not serious-
ly discount the narrative. Other illustrations of this class of
sources are the writings of Tacitus, Herodotus and Josephus .

Yow the Christian is confronted by skeptics who are
anxious to impeach the historical value of the Bible. They chal-
lenge us tauntingly to subject the sacred page to critical ex-
amination. 7Then there are scientific historians, who, though they
have no skeptical intent, insist upon sifting what they call our
" gources ", To evade the challenge of the one would subject us
to the charge of cowardice; to ignore the contention of the other,
would subject us to the ridicule of scholarship and the charge of
bigotry.

But Christianity stands neither upon cownrdice nor bigot-
ry. Accordingly the Christian army has its division of engineers;
reverent, scientific historians who devote their lives to this very
work. They have made thie most searching investigations possible.
And it will be noi merely interesting but indeed inspiring to the

student to learn something of how they have investigated the gos-

pel records, and what impregnavle defenses they have constructed.




Sometimes the defenders of a city have been misunder-
stood nnd abused by the very non-combatents whom they have Ybeen
defending. Unfortunately this has not been untrue of these de-
fenders of the faith, Wwitness, for example, the oppobrium some-
times attached to the word " higher criticism "; which is the
technical term they themselves hrve applied to the work they are
doing for the Church,

Yor the sake of the interest and the sense of security
to be derived, let us proceed to the examination of what the
secientific historian is pleased to call " the sources " of the
history of Jesus' words and works. And as we proceed let us be
grateful that we are in possession of sources so exceedingly valu-
able as our four gosnels, Matthew, Mark, luke and John. ¥or, if
they are not so¢ encyclopedic with respect to details of that re-
vered life as we might sometimes wish, it should be reverently
remembered that they are, with respect to essentials, adequate to
all our needs

The first three of these ygospels are technically known
ns the synoptic gospels. They have a striking similarity to one
another; but between them and the book of John there are equally
striking differences. Ye may note three chief differences: the
synoptics differ from John in material, in purpose, and in point
of view.

The difference in materianl, or subject matter, is clear-
ly presented to the eye by Appendix 2 in Huck's Synopeis. The
materinl of only about sixty-five verses of the first thirteen

chapters of liark is duplicated in John. The first fifteen chep-
ters ol jatther, and the first twenty-one chapters of Tuke, wvir-

tunlly correcspond to the firsti thirteen chapters of Vark; and this




material { excepting about sixty-five verses ) is absent from
john. ©¢nly when it comes to the history of the martyrdom do
John and the synoptics record the same events.

This difference is nowhere more strikingly presented
than in the so-called harmonies of the four gospels. On page
after page of them one sees ithe three columns: Katthew, Mark and
Luke, but no John; Hatthew, lark and Luke, but no John, Then
as one turns the pages he finda John, John, John, page after page,
but no ¥atthew, ¥ark and Luke. Until one comes to the Passion
week; only then the four columns appear side by side. 7The out-
standing impression from these harmonies is that John and the
synoptics are not parallel sco far as contents are concerned. Their
materisl is mutuaily supplemental, rather than perallel.

This difference of material msy perhops be accounted for
by o more fundamental difference; that of purpose, John states
axplicitl;-G—Jaha—ﬂﬁrﬁl—%-Lhat its purpose is to plead o couse,
to prove a point; that Jesus is the Son of God. Only a casual
reading of the Johannine gospel makes this purpose evident. In
fact this purpose is almost nnnounced as » thesis in the firot
fey veraeafﬂ‘-&hn—l—:&—}&}x

The purpose of tlie synoptists is not stated in kMark
or Katthew; but it is stated, or at least implied, in luke,
-{—Eﬂkﬂ_ifi-4~$1H In the nrologzue to thet goanel the author states
that he, like others, is iaking in hand to draw up o narrstive.

To draw up o narrative seems to have been the simple purpose. And
if park and Matthew are rmong the many "others" to whom Luke
refers, and that will seem more probable as we proceed, we may

take it for zranted tuat the purpose of =z2ll ihe synoptists was

) }hﬂ.ﬂﬂ:ﬁ#, (%) }kﬂ.f: g 7 3/ Z%ﬁf;r—4ffﬁj.




simply to draw up & narrative., %Ye may add incidentally that
hey doubtless had in mind, as did John, the consegquences of
drawing up so Important w narrative; and we shall also see that
the synoptiste had also secondary purposes in addition to the
primsry purpose just p@inted out.

As to point of view, with respect to which John and
the synoptics differ, that is purtly covered by the difference
of uvurpose., By the sxpression 'point of view ', it is intended
to imply that there nre rezsons for the difference of purpose.
without going into evidences the slatement may be made that John
was writtien somevh:ut lnter than the synopties. This is universally
held, though there is some dispute as to how much later . lNow it
would be strange if this lapse of time had not wrought its changes.
There may have been o =omevh=t different ztmosphere in the church
when John was written than when the synoptics were. John doubtless
feands » mensce, or roflects n sentiment, which did not exist nt
the mnrlierldate. The gZoswel lenses, through which we see the
same Jesus, have absorbed =z little ecclesiasticsal color from the
decade in wihich they were sround. Their points of view are differ-
ent. Jcecordingly, in ihe Johannine gospel we see the theologian's
Jesus, the jon of God; while in the synoptic gospels we see the
coumon man's Jesus, tie Son of Fan,

Decaune oif these well recognized differences, it is now
guite generally agreed that the synoptics and the fourth zospel
sho uld be studied as distinct work, in order to an adequate com=
prehension of either ., Suech is rapidly becoming the method of all
New Testament scholars, /s a consequence the ethicel principles

and socizl ideals of Jesus are being precipitated out of their

theological solution, and the world is appreciating them as



never before, Another century will doubtless see them practiced
as never before.

The first nuestion to which Lthe aforesaid defenders
must give a well substantiated answer iz the question of origin
and suthenticity. That is, in plain Znglish: Yhen and by whom
were the synoptic gjospels writien®

The spontaneous answer would be that they were written by
the men vhose names they Leor., And this indeed is the answer of
n very old tradition; though these nawes nre nowhere mentioned
in the texts themselves of the gospels, nor is there internal
evidance of any kind to confirm the tradition. And it might seem
as natural that the "Gospel according to " might have been added
by some early copyiot, as lhal the coincidence should have ocourred
0of each author prefixing to his manuserist 2 title so zimilar
to each of the other titles, 3But even so, thnt hardly throws
doubt unon the authorship.

This ancient tradition that !intthew, Nark and Tuke
wrote the gospels beusring their names, is partially corroborated
in an almost romnntic manner by an independent testimony of record.
Harking back across tie centuries we hear the call of cne Iluseb-
ius, = historian vho wrote aboul 335 L. I', He calls to us of a
mnn who lived two hundred years bhafore him: Papias by nams, an
early churcn father, 0ur testimony is now back witiin a century
of Jesus, And Musebius! ¢all is = fragmentary quoiation in his
writing from the writing of Papiap. He says that Papias said some-
one deaignated ns "the alder” usaed to tell aim ( i. e. Zapias )
that i'ark wrote down in order what he had been noccustomed to hear

reter tesch about Jesus.



WhntTia like our hoyhood play of skipping stones
across theﬂ;;;er; it is a far shore: but each skin of the
stone makes is a shorter cne, 2nd at last it land»s safely
on the other eside.

Yes, and ‘apins also testifies, according to Ffusebius,
of another document: the sayings of Jesus, written in the Hebrew
tongue by !atthew.

vidently, then, there were two documents in existence
at a very early date: one oy tark: an anccount of tnings either
spoken or done by /esus; another by latthew: sayings of Jesus,
in Hebrew. The question is, are these documents identiecal with
our lark and Matthew gospels.

Wirst as to the l'ark documant referred to by lapias,

It may as well be said »t the outset that acholars do think that
that ancient lark document was substantially the same as our pres-
ent goszel according te ‘ark, There were some minor differences,
but these we may pass by for tne presenl. But in setting forth
tlie reasons for that scholarly belief we come upon several very
interesting considerations. Yor instance we bring to light some
interesting factas and orobabilities as to how Mark came to write
down his narrative,

It seems thie Mark hnd been-- so the Papias ' fragment
says=-= the interpreter of rater. (reek scholars differ as to
what the word translated interpreter means; whether lark had been
a kind of private secretary ito Feter, or whether he hod translated
FYeter's addresses as he discoursed in Aramaic to ureek audences.
without even cutting the Gordian knot by guessing "both", let us

loock between the lines and get a picture of leter's later ministry.

The lines ( of the rapias' fragment ) declare that iLark wrote down
wial ne



what he remembered reter to have said in his addresses about
Jesus, Between the lines, then, we see Jeter preaching the
flaming evangel of Jesus Christ, doubtless in many places and
parhayuKiiEE;a audiences of Greek henrers; illustrating and
enforcing his preacning by incidents and narratives from the
life of the Haster, perhaps almost the entire discourses being
composed of such material.

And much, if not all of the time, he was accompanied
by Mark, who interpreted when the hearers were Greeks. TFor
reter, it would seem, spoke Arameic only, which was the language
of the Jews in Jesus' times. Vho this liark was, and whsat part
he played in apoetolic history, anyone interested may readily
learn by looking up the references to him in the liew Testament.

From what has already been said it may safely be in-
ferred that s$ke testimony concerning Jesus was passed along by
word of mouth until [larx cnmmffted 'eter's oral tradition to
writing. Reading iPark then, we are, zs it were, virtuanlly
listening by proxy to leter, Lne eyewiiness. And to this we have
the chain of testimony: Busebius, Fapias, the presbyter, lark,
leter, Jesus. 1t would certainly ve an unappreciative siudent
who could be introduced to thiis chain of independent testimony
without a thrill of delight'

When Mark wrote this document is s further gquestion
of much interest, inasmuch as we sre curious to know how long a
period was bridged by oral tradition. Another form of the same
question would be:; Vhen would lark first come into possession
of & motive for committing the oral report to au wiitten record?

And to this question almost uny school boy would propose the



ansawer: AS soon s 'eter wns desd, And ithis is ilie answer that
seens most ressonsble Am Lo Lne dite of Teter's deatnh: very little
if anytiing is xnown, bvul the Lraditions seldom or never place
it later lhan 65 A, L., Aand it may hie Leen much earlier, lLater
orn we sliall find rexsons for thinking thet the complated synoptics
must nove been in exislence nl a Lime not wuch if any later than
the destruction of Jerusalem, 70 A, I}, ¥Nore definitely than this
e date cannctl ove ussigned Lo the jark document.

Such thnen is thne nistoric evidence for tne ordgin and
validiily of our gospel according to lark,

I{ there »ne any oliler or exrlier vritten racord than
Para's we xXnev notiiing of il. And as for our jr esent gospel accord=-
ing to uark, the great oulk of it looks on the surface like pre-
cisely the xind of waterinl we =hould exect Yeter to have trans-
mitied, 3y saying "the gre .t bDulk" the intention is to indicate
whal the student will not be surprised to learn that there are word s,
and oc¢caslionzlly a vwhole paragrapn that appear to have ndhered
to the originsl _arx document [rom some later source, For instance,
dn the Westecotl and iiart Creex Teatament you will find the last
aldven verses of Mark enclosed in brackets, indicating that they
are not found in the most anciant GreeX manuseripts, but begin
to nypear in lzter ormu{ +—See Huokl Gynopais, —vsce 15603 3Sut
if o house has n new coat of phnint, new shingles, and even a new
porech, baywindow or smnlil lewn-to, peonle nevertheless =nezk of
it as tue same house. fThe original iark document, therefore, is
preserved to us in our present llark gospel,

ine who has naver done so before will find szresat plena-
ure in reading the gospol through at 2 single sitting. He will

1) Jte .,?r.-"-o*—ffé&: f':;:;.a,q»-.,_u?‘;_-;m J,}i( 5,



find it a vivid, repid narrailve, anéd full of anction. It is
without rhetorienl andorrmment owher Lhan simpliciiy; ifis most
gheracteristic lniroductory =dverdb is "struighiway®; and its
manifast purpose is Just to tell the story of the mster's minist-
ry and death, It is, n3 we shall see, the earliest and theoldest
of the gospel records. TL takes us back Lo Christ nearer in zoint
of time than any other tesiinony we pessess, Unless, indeed, it

be that lattuew docwsent of which Pspias apeaks, =0 let us in-

quire wvhat that wue,

Papiazs says that olther early document consisted of
sayings of Jesus, wrilten in Armmnic by liatthew. liow the gues-
tion is: Viaw that document lne sawe ns our present ospel by
the wame name? And here ugnin il muy as well be snavered at the
outset that it was not. “o we may spenk of it as the Matthew
document to distingulish il froa the YMatthew _o=2pel: or to be more
technical; the uatthew loygia document, logia being the Greek
word for sayingse.

It will now be interesting to lezprn tie ressons for
the above asssrtion about tiie login document., They ure very
simple and convineing. I'irat, ‘anians sayethnt docuzent consist-
ad of sayings. 7ut our Tatthew _ospel contains n very great deal
beside mere sayings. To be sure it contnins whole chupters of
Jesus' sayinga such =2s chapters five, aix, seven and others; but
rll these put together sre but a smaull fraction of the whole gos-
pel. 4o we may say that the gospel containg sayings, plus. But
plus wint? %When this question is nswered re siall hove n second

of the raagons sought a moment ago.

Mow take your Huck's Synopsis and turn to the Analytic-



al vutline on page seven. iolice that Mark 1:1-6 is puralleled
by latihew 3:1-6. Going uurougn the whole of Mark in the same
woy, you will observe that nearly all of MHark is paralleled in
vatthew, In fact if you will take the trouble to go through the
outline =nd count alil tue jarx verses omitted from jliatthew, you
will find only forty-four. And that is so small a percent of all
the lark verses ( less than seven percent by actual count ] that one
is justified in saying tnat Lark is found bedily in the latthew
gosnel |

And did the reader notice as we weare passing that those
three sayings chapters, {ive, six nnd seven, known as the Sermon
on the ount, are peculiar io iLalthew? But already the truth
has flashed upon the reader: our Latthew gospel consists of the
latthew logia document plus itne tark document. 5o one has in the
same hond the reasons why e .atlhew document could hat have
bean the same as the Latlunew gospel, and an explanation alsoc of
how the "atlhew goupel wos pieced together. Yes, and we see why
the zospel gsot its nwae, Laitthew; Irom the latthew logis doou-
ment thst wns incorporaved iunto it,.

JSnother guestion tue reader's curiosity will now pmopose

ie whether the logis document was exactly the same as the part

"ne reader will involuntarily mention the wish that it
wast and scholarsiip on the wnole humors the wish,
Thiere is consideraole other discourse material in latth-

ew [ and let us unticipute by saying, in Luke also ) besides the

L
Sermon on Lhe lount. The student will note " The rarables Address”,
e
(- Huekts—Synopsisy—pageB&— "The Bynoptic Apocalypse ! (—ditter

puge. 118—r and others, Now it is just theese discourse materials
Q;u&b.#hﬁﬁé Sﬂmﬂ&QJTf‘&%;ﬂa
(%) H<d, £ /19, (=) el ;5*5 £



that the most siriking verbatim parallelisms of the synoptics

are found, The Apocalyptic Address ias found in &1l three of ihe
synopitice with surprising wverbal parallelisms. And an inquisit=-
ive study of the rarables iddreaa’%~ﬂurk—é—+ leads to n emé simil-
ar ovservation, Also one's curiosity is piqued to discover absol-
ute verbal parallelisme in other unexpected places, namely certain
discourses peculiar ito Lattihew and luke. Jxamples of such pussages

are the ones beginning "Ye offapring of vipers, vho warnediyuu.
2

ete ." {—Huccte—Synepeie—pee—50—~; "What went you out into the

i
wilderness to behold " {—ditte—pageb5—5 ™Woe unto thee, Choraz=

el .
in, etc,, {(—ditto; P75 " I thank thee oh ¥ather, lord of leay-

en and earth,ete." {-ditte;—p—*b—)7 and others that might be men-

tioned.

As for Matthew-logia : did it include the Sermon on the
Jount, and »lso those oither discourse materialsY Let us snswer
by limiting it to the Sermon on the lount. In the first place,
the Sermor on the liount seems Lo be a literary unit, s finished
whole., And this with the further fact ithat Hatthew puts it all in
a block, leads one to presume thaot that was all the block there
wags to put in. Then it is nearly all of that epigrammatic style,
full of terse, pithy sentences, many of them containing enigmat-
ic propositions. Jesus used these terse epigrams so {requently
and g0 pertinently thai he seems to have impressed them more deep-
ly on the minds of his hearers and the imagination of their im=-
mediate posterity thah we suapect bydsuperficial rending .. There
are in the synoptics some two dozen of them Lhat are duplicated in
two or mors places in the scheme of parallels - —see—iuckle —Synop—
_sis;—Aspendisx—3-—), That is decidedly significant: it meansuthat

such sayings fell frequently from his lips, that he was known

Sco Theks Sqmapeie, .67 O A posT 63 Ud. gy
ij Qhid . Bad. } () 36u{jifhm (o) Yd . 5. 057,



and remenmberaed by Lhem. And certain papyrus scraps of Jesua!
sayingas found in Zgypt in 1697 nre precively of this character;
succinet seus of gertinent puilosophy. These new N¥gypticn say-
ings contain material not found in the gospels ot all, they nre
not scrana of the gospels or of rny other known writings, yet
among them we find these Lrunilisr epigrome, "Many that are first
shall ve last, «nd the last shw1ll be first®, "Por there is nothing
hidden ti:t zhell nob be reade menifest", "\ prophet is not accept-
able in his own counbtry"™; and others, TFor such sayings Jesus
must hove been famous in his own time 'md for centuries after-
vards . And that is the kind ol s=ayvings the ‘atthew-logis must
lnve consisted of; at lesst such we find in Lhe Jermon on the
yount. But the other discourse mwsterials nre of wholly different
cheracier, as a ¢sasunl obeerver will notice, Their eligibility
to & pl=ce in tie origlinnl lo _is document seems therefore ques-
tiocn=ble. Yoreover there ius nother difference; Iuke repro-
duces the Zermon cn the Yount very differently than !'stthew does.
Luke omits mucu of it, varles tie wording, =nd even the sense. Sut
the 'ntthew-luke narallel discouraes conisin word for word identi-
ties throuzh long poaragrepiha, If the “ermon and the Latthew-luke
parallel discourses are from the sase document, rhy should the
two parts be treated so dilfferently in Lhe =ynoptics® The in-
evitnble conclusion is Lhat Lhey cannot be from the same document.
It seems probable, then, that Lhe logia  docwnent must be limit-
ed to the JSermon on the Ypunt,

But other auaentions press for coneideration. Cne is:
Yhen nnd by whom was the “ptthew gospel deced togsiher? Nanifeste
ly it wus =fter the compozition of Nark; and Lhere are the same

rensons for thinking it was finished during or soon afier the



Titus conquest zs there sre for thinxing Verk was, /8 to who
the compilar was we do aot know =Xcapt the evidences Lhat he
was 2 ‘lebrew. He must lisve been able to rend the logia in
Aracanic, snd his sudlence, #8 we shall see later, waa Jewish.
Then vns the logi: document comresed? Xo one knows,
but doubtless a#s aarly a5, or arriier than the Varx document,
nid the conpller of thie Yattlhew zeospel have n cony of the Mok
document before him ne he wrote? If the student will glance but
hagtily domn the srk and Retthiew columnes of Huck's Analytical
natline Lie will see Lhat Intthew does not follow the liark sorder,
The lNatihew mnterial has to be recrraped to adapt it to the
ark order. If ihe compiler had he i'ark document before him,
why did lie rearrance Llhe materialy Again, & eareful perusal of
the taxts of the parallel colwuns will show the student that
the latilew gospel surprisingly seldom dupliecaten the Vark narrat-
often
ive word for word., And yat ihe duplication is/tantalizingly
near Lhe wverbatim, I the comnller of ¥atthe~ had lark before
him, ean we doubt that hn would hnve coplied it%¥ His purpose was
to rezort the m=ierinl: why —ould he have svoided the wording?
But if we suppose Lhe Tiark document to have been frequently read
in the asgemblies, and pasczed about by word of mouth, and that
tite gompllor of i'atthew had i1ts fumilisr contents stored away in
his memory, and hat he wrote from the Tulness of such recollec-
tion; then we mighl naturally exvect just such results as we
actuslly have: the subatance of 'ark reproduced, the order some-
times anltered ond somatimea followad, the langusge often npproache-
ed with tantaliging nearness, bul seldon, very seldom dunlicated

exnctly through ssesages of any length.,



jut there remains u furiher question about additional
moterial in latihew explained neithier by the logia nor by the
uark document. ¥or example, the "Introduction® and the "Jesus
Riaegr sections {—seeHuck ;manifestly belong to neither of
these documents, Also, the student may amuse himself by tabulat-
ing a list of all the verses in latthew that are not in lark, A-
mong this non-lnrk material of Latthew will be found much of the
discourse material referred to nboe.

with sll this material before him the student faces one
of the hardest knols in"the synoptic problem", Vhere did tiie com-
piler get this materialt? Beside the liark and the logis documents
did he have access to oither documents and traditions which scholar-
ship can perchance restore?

do far as this treatise is concerned, which is intended
toc be elementary, we may #«8 well cut the knot by saying that the
question is, for us at least, of no special consequence. The
gompiler must nave had access Lo traditions, and perhans anlso to
documentis ol minor importance of which no historic testimony has
been preserved. Bul wiat Uiey were we c¢an hardly be sure. Some
scholars have made gquitie plausiole guesses, and we s:all refer to
one of tnem later on. But at best they can only hypothetically
epecifiy what the residuary sources were. Zven then the question
involves bul & relatively small fraction of the gospel of Vatthew;
wiiile the great bulk of it we have already traced to the eyewit-
nesses, iatthew and ( by proxy ) Feter, On the firm foundation of
thiese sources we take our stand; with no vital concern as to the
residue,

Tne gospel of jatthew was addressed to the Jews and

was intended to convince them that Jes@is was, according to the

1)Sen Jheles Syntpeia, puil. ey . po w5




old szecriptures, the fulfilment of their messianic hope. fside
from Llhe primnry purposze of tellin, the story tuils wrns Lhke come
nilerts secondsry purpose, Thies is evident from his ©1d Tes-
tanent suoblntions, of which he inseried many rore then did either

[
of the other synoptics

which he usurlly prefaced with Lhe exnlanstion; " that it mizht
be fulfilled which wes wroken throush the wwvophet, anyinge-".
Jesus' drastic arrpignment of the fHeribes =and Fharisees (Matthew
23) ip more complete in 'atthey, snd thie ies snother indication
of tiie liebrew character of the sospel. Otler Indientions night
be meationed, but it is unnecensory.

S0 much Tor *atthew, Yow the same question= srise, of
course, with regnrd to Luke, Jnt it will not be necessary for
us to o so minutely into them., In the first place, we have
sean how the eritics work out iLhedr defensive concluaions; and
that wne hnlf the battla: to oet inte the =tmosnhere of their
work=sious, And in the second nlsce, we ashould rench quite
similnr conclusions nbout Luke that we have sbout Meatihew, But
viiereas we apesk of atthew'as heving oeen nieced together by a
gompiler, we could more sn-mronristely sneak of Juke's heving
been comnosad by an author, Thia is yartly bhecnanae, sccording
to n very old tradition which is =nd =lwayne hams been nccepnted,
it was put into nenrly, if not anite its prasent form by luke,
It is further becaune, wilntevor documents =nd iraditions l.uke
uged, le =eems to hWnve nade a nore free-honded, inﬂnjnnﬁnﬁt uase
of them than did the compiler of atihew,

This is illustrzted in nis uvae of the ''nrk docunent.

This document is incorpornsted into his gzoapel ns it is into ntthe

Gy Sex MW‘:WL F
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ew, 25 will be seen by »n paraaal of Huck's Synopsis. Hui its
malberial is broken upy odad westiered more thean it is in “atthew.
Ap for iz use of Lie lm docuient, « merae lance nt the

1
nsermon on tae Wount® part nf Iuck's Analytical Mutline revesnls

te free-hinnded use he made of tmt, And a study of the parallel
deeyens the imprezsion, The fart that ha reports "Blessed are

2
ye poor" instend of "Rlsassed sre Lhe poor in s»nirit", is only

one of = score of likes fecte that might be mentioned. Indeed,
some thini that !uke did not hove access to the login document,
but merely remembered arts of it; or else had unknown documents
coninining referencea to it., fhis may cccount for the fact that
he uses only part of the logis material and scatters that through
the ;ospel instesé of nolding it in one block as in latthew. Or,
it mmy be anccounted for by Tuke's litersry method: verhsps his
iden wng that esch enigrwun or naragraph was uttered =t ite own
time =nd planece in Jesus' life; and he was assicning it to ite
ureper rlnce in the nermative,

But what sinll we sar of the vroblem of Luke's addition-
nl zourcest The student vill do well to tabulste the luke materi-
nl found neither in ¥=rk nor in the logian , lle will seenthat
it ia emaiderable, 2nd here it may be well to introduce the
student to ona of those fheories shout hynotheticnl "restored"
documents, Not ilat the rmtier is of vital concern, but merely
because the student will wnnt to know sonetihing about such Zuesses.

Let the atudent tnhze » testoment snd, elinping nur the
Lext, paste it Lozether into one long strip. Jet him begin with
luxe 9:511ﬂnd tice avervining to Luke 18:14, To this add luke

19:1-23, Heving this =11 to;ether in one strip, lhe student may
w pT- @) Hd. p T2 Cfpopr 1),
(%) SewFerts Syuapels, b tn



imagine he has "restored" before him a lost document used by

luke ia compiling his gospel. Such is Frofessor Burton's theory;
and he calls it the Perean document. The Mark parallels to it

are virtunlily negligible. The logis material in it is quite al-
tered from the form we find it in the Matthew gospel. It reads
consecutively, and seeme to constitute a unitary whole. loreover,
those striking verbal parallelisms which were referred to a few
puges baock, are ijatthew-Luke parallels, 1. e., they are nbsent .
from lark altogetiier; showing that liatthew or Luke or both actually
copied something;, either one copied the other, or botl copidd some
lost document., And most of them are within the confines of this
supposed Fsrean document. All of these things, it must be ad=-
mitted, ,pontribute to the plausibility of the theory, ii they do
not prove it. Zven so, it is exactly whet we should imsagine: that
otlier deocunenis existed beside ihe twe mentioned by Papias; written
by thie mony others whom Luke mentionsd{sssse~t4+t). But instead of
regretiing that we have no historienl corroboration of them, we
should be graleful for the corroboration we do have of those two
prineipal ones,

The distinguishing ciiiracteristics of Luke are briefly
sunmarized, He does not seem Lo e »Hroving a point ss did lntthew;
he is telling a narrative, enriched by much materiﬁl not found
elsewhere, Some of our most prizaed parables, such as The Prodigal
gon and The Good Samaritan, are found only in Tuke. This gospel
not being addressed especially to the Jews, it may have had the
Gentile world for its intended reanders; which falls in with the
beliefthat Luke was Faul's companion on one of his journeys. It
brings out the soclal teachninge of Jesus, and portrayes him as

mingling with the people, as does no other gosvel.

() Lk i (7).



Jefore closing this chapter it 1s necessary to pay
a Tinal werd about one wmtier Lo vhilch tantulive reference has
severnl times been made; thei is, "he Synoptic iyncﬂlyuﬂn‘£—la¢.
Huelets Uwngpude, =ase 110 lare we Tind ourselves breathing
the atmosshere of . time somewhst later, but not too muen later,
thon the memerable nd entnelysnic conguest of Jerusalewm in 70 4.8,
of whic.: » hrief uncecount will be given in ihe next chapter. jlav-
in; acqguainied himwelD with the main faots of this bloody era, the
student will de well teo recd rngnin the nloresnid snocnlvosa, Let
him imagine himself s Jewislh Chriastian who i3 in the midst of,
or hns just paased through, those evenis. He can hardly fail to
apprecinte the appliesability of the words to those circumstances;
his imagination will indeed be sluggish if he does not eantch the
ineniration of confidence nnd hona they were manifestl> intended
to produce.

How thia sapoeslyniic nddrasgs is found in all threas of
the synoptics. fThe contrast in litersry style and subject matter
betweaen this address on tiie one hand, and on the othier hand, the
terse epigramas of the logla and the duﬂlicﬂtﬁﬂ%;—ﬂ*ﬂ—ﬁﬁekiﬂ—ﬂynﬂp-
sis,—Apoendix—3 ), may auggeat the problem of synoptic atrata to
inquisitive renderas; mut however that may he, thia snoenlypse
and therefore the threa aynontiea intoe wileh it inm incornorated,
must nnve peen finisned doring, or not lonz after, thet memorable
conquest whiech it reflecte: thot 1m, sometime batween 70 und 80
A, i, This is evidently the lnteat d-te 2gai nable to the com-
position of the firat three gospels.

And now we come to the conclusion. ¥e hinve sepan what

the sources are, and how thedir critical eximination is conducted.
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And we have seen how unimpeachable istheir wvalidity even from

the standpoint of secular historical science. And we have also
seen llow the early apostles and evangelisis were laborers together
with God in the composiiion of the inspired pages; just as men

in all ages have been laborers together with Him in the svangeliza-
tion of the world.

And through the transparent lenses of these ancient
documents, mounted in our lew Testament gospels, whose unuistak-
able form do we clearly seet Ve see Jesus, n prophet indeed, do-
I wonders and works of good will, speaking keen-ed éd -incisive
epigrams, snd hopeful parables of tie kingdom, with authority
@ never man spake, Jesus, who announced himself as the Son of
Man and tne Son of God, and who is not only the Saviour of men
but the Saviour of the world as well. And he, if hebe lifted up,

will draw 2ll men unto him,
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If Vespasian or Titus has possessed the léterary genius of Caesar, it is
conceivable that High School students mizght today be introduced to classic
Latin with the words : Paléstinia est omnis divisa in partes tres. Of these
three divisions, the one lying fabhhest to the north was Galilee. Galilee
extended almost to the foot of snow capped Hermon on the north, and includ-
ed the fertile middle "plain" of Esdraelon, drz=ined by the Xishon on the
south. This was a distance of about sixty miles. In width it averaged
less than half as much. From the hills of Galilee the blue waters of the
Mediterranean could be seen to the west across the narrow strip of populous
Phoenicia. Among the high, almost mountainous hills of southern Galilee
lay WNazapeth, and Cana four miles to the northwest. Five miles to the east
across a little section of the plain of Esdraelon, towered Tabor, nearly
two thousand feet high. Down to the eastward from this pleasant highlang,
with its forest covered mountain slopes, its vine clad hillsides, and grain
bearing vallaégs lay the hot, fertile plains of Tiberias and Genessaret,s=2
with their busy prosperous cities, Capernaum, bethsaida, and Tiberias.
These narrow little plains, famous for their semi-tropical abundance were
bounded on the east by the placid Jordan, seven hundred feet below the le-

vel of the sea, and by the high steep shores of Genessaret, flaminz with

oleadder.
Samaria lay to the south of Galilee, so that Jesus in zoinz to

Judea woild travel among its hills and across its fertile valleys; unless
he went by the Jordan route, which many pilgrims preferred, In Jesus' time
Samaria was inhabited by a mixed and alien race, desecendants of colonists
transported seven certuries before from various parts of the east to take
the place of the ten tribes exiled by Assyrian tyrants. Ever since the
return of the Jews from the bBabylonian exile the Jews and the Samaribans
had been at odds for racial, politiecal, and religious reasons.

Judea is a hill country, for here the Palestinian range is mecst rugged.
On one of the most impregndble spurs stands Jerusalem sur-

rounded on the east, south
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and west sides by deep, narrow gorges. To the east, across the Xedron gorge
is the Mount of Qlives. The valleys of Judea are not without agricultuml

resources, howover; and in Jesus' time Judea supported a mumercus population.

it
There were many villages, among others Bethlshem, %hrewe—es-fows miles south
Mr”%w Aty ?MMEE{W,WALLMMF

of Ferusalem; two mles to the soudncast, em-idie—eiepes—of—i, Olive[ and on
the road that led down, down to Jericho, near the north end of the Dead Jba,
twolve undred fwet below the Mediterrmnsan level. Beyond Jericho were the
Jordan.and the desert where John Baptist preached; while at the southerm end
of the Dead Sea were the northern frontlers of the Arablan Desert, a wild dis-
trict known as Idumea.

If we include in Palestine the country known as Perea, which lay on the
east side of the Jonrdan, oprosite Samaria, and the tetrarchy of Herod Philip.
lying at the east of lake Gefnesaret and the upper Jordan, then the division
of Palestine into three parts is hardly applicable, for it 1= only Palestins
wost of the Jordan that is so divided.

Jesus' career and message cannot be adequately understood except in connec-
tion with the spirit of his times; and the spirit of the tlimes cannot be
appreciated without tracing at least briefly the historical #evelopment of
cortain sects and ideals which dominated the atmosphere in his day. Now dates
constitute a skeleton of history, and for an intelligent understandingz of this
developmental epoch the following dates may very advantageously be memorised:

168 B. C. Beginning of the Maccabean revolt.
63 B. 0. TRomans under Rompey subjugate Jerusalem. P
37-4 B. . Reign of Herod I. gy

4 Bl-40 A. D. Paleatine in three politlcal diviesions.
40-44 A. D. Herod Agrippa I.

44-100 A. D. Hervd Agrippa II"'nn& various procurators.
T0 A. D. Titus! Conguest of Jerusalem.
At the deww division of the Macedonian Empire at the death of Alexander,
323 B, C., Syrim and Phoenicia-tut not Egypt-fell into the hands of the Seleuc-
ddas. Time out of mind Judea had been at the point of friction between the
Egyptian and Esstern empires. Antiochus Epiphanes was the last of the Seleucidae

to control Judea. Returning im 168 B, €. from his Egyptian campaigns, and
/3
Ffe. 25 6.
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suspecting the Jews of disloyalty, he determined to perfect the Hollenisaticn
of the people, that he might have a perflectly loynl buffer province between
himself and Egypt. Aceordingly he hegan & war for the exterminationof a
religion; one of the mont faseinating, though cruel and mevelting, in h.'lntufy.
It has beon likenod to Fhilipt's attempt to subjugate the Netherlands, ut
Anticcue, who even sacrificed a ewine to Zeus on the seered altar in the tnplo.’
had miscaloulated thefanntieal, religious patriotism of the Jews; and their
revoll, under the successive leaders of the Maconboay orAsmonean, house, re-
pulted in complote liberty. This political religious upheaval gave rise to
some of the most fervid and influential of the later Hebrew litemture. The
Book of Damiel pladnly reflocts tho ovents of this period; and the Pirst Book
of Maccaboes, the earlisr chapters of Enoch, and the 8ibylline Oracles coulid
not have bean written much later.

Hebrow history from begin ing to ond was an intomal struggle betweon two
tendoncies, one of whiech sought politieal and commreial intersourse with
surrounding nations, the other of which=dvocated a narrow, bhgoted separatist
poliey, in the interests of Ismel's peculiar religlon, It was only through
the successes of this latter tendency that lamel accomplished its unique con-
tribution to the development of eivilization. This intermal conflict of parties
was nct absent during the Maccabean period and it is in this conflict that we
trace the rise of those conspicuous sects of Josws{ time, the Pharimees and
Badducees. But intemal conflict gonomates civil chaos, and civil chaos invites
eonquoot. Thus Magoabean independence lasted only a single sentury, and Pompey
nado Falestine a Roman province in 63 B, C. The details we must paas over-they
are very oonfusing-as we must also puss over the detalls of the early Herodian
dynasty, oxcept to say that XKing Herod If though unserupulous and murdercus,
was A& strong muler, a succesaful maintainer of pence and a grent duilder. Among

his architectural enterprises is to be counted the rebullding of the temple.
{,r) Moee . f1534 | Hroee 154, }n. Lk PET I,
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Herod the Grent was king of all Talestine and considerable territory
besides, but upon his death in 4 B. O, his kingdom was divided into three
varts. Ono division was given to each of three sons of E%:L-tht-ﬂmt‘
Horod Antipas, the Herod of Jesus' life time, had Galilee and Perea; lorod
Philip had the tetrarchy mentioned lhﬂﬂl: of whioh Caesarea Philippl, near
the foot of VNount Hermon was the capital, This was a city of hi» own build-
ing, named after himsel! and Cassar to distinguish it from the more important
Capsaroa on the Samarian coast, Archelaus inhorited Judea, Samamai and Idumea;
tut he was deposed for bad administration in 6 A, D., and during the life of
Jesus Judea was under Roman governors of whom Plilate was omlf- All Paleatine
was never agein united exeept for & short time under Hercd Agrippa I? if the
student will distinguish amcng these various rulers in Palestine, he will
avold much confusion in reading Wew Testament history.

1t will detadn us too mmch with details to define mimutely the prercgatives
and powers of these little sub-kings called tetrnrchs and these little mub-
governors ¢anlled procurntors. Suffice it to eay they were loeal representatives
of imperinl muthority; and that 41t was the imperial pelicy not to interfere more
than necessary with local customs., Thus the Jews enjoyed a large moasure of
religious liborty; their Sabbath was recormized, and thelir sacred objects re-
apected. Their ﬁ;:l;luul gouris or ummuiluf.mn, consisting of seven judges
in the swall towns, and of twenty-three in the larger ones, wore permitted,
under limitnticns, to adminieter the Jewish laws.iceaily. The chief of these
courts was the Sanhedrin., This wnas n suprere court comrosed of sovent y-two
monbers {rom beth the Pharisees and Ea‘-dunﬂl;;-und had jurisdiction under the
Jewish law cvor all kinds of eases, religious, civil and criminal, exoept that
it could not execute n eapital eymalty without the sanction of the Roman
mmmtnrfp 1t met rogularly twice a week, and was presided over by the High
?riut‘;:\\uuhrluur the court or ita prototype dates back toc the Oreek ituri.ml
and its :ullﬂln;mt coincides partially with the development of the two sects

% - - .rf 1 )
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of whigh 4% was composed,

But notwithstanding the measure of religlous and politiecal mutonomy on-
joyed by the Jews, thoy were harassed by the ermatic whims of ambiticua ad-
niniﬂntnn‘,hr the maintenance of an obsequicus peace, under the heel of
an oppressive lﬂ“ill?trlnﬁ by the tymnnical collection of burdensormo and
eften dishonest tm.'? Being a people whose patriotism at times amvunted to
a roligious [rensy, thoy were increasingly discontented, therefore, under
the Roman regime; 4;?1#11-1:' discontent finally reached the point of revoit,
and their revolt fesulted in the complote and final annihilation of their
nationnl existence, in 70 A, D.

Host renders of the Now Teatomond are more familiar than they realisze with
the scelal conditions in the midet of which Jesus lived. It is only necessary,
therefore, to render this famlliarity explicit by bringing the facts as reveal-
od in the gospels into the foous of conscicusness. Tlere was a comparatively
dense oriental perulation, mostly native thrnn:'t but with a considernble sprink-
ling o Oreek and Rommn nfficm-rmd cormorcial adventurers. All three of
these lanpuages were in use therefors, especiallyin .Tnmlalm.é The population
was housed upon a territery hardly largor than two avernge American countleas
Primitive agriculturs was doubtlenn the prineipal cecupation; and grainfields,
vineyards, orchards and pastures are accordingly in ovidenoe everywhore in Jeasus!
travele and parablos. The ri-ﬁdu of Mborias must have furnished empleymont
for many; and _:,uu-' disciples wore moatly fxmm men of this occupation . Jesus
himself was reared a carponter; and all the other necessary trades must have
had their proportionate represontatives amons the people. We have ut few
referonces in tho Synoptic Coapels to tmific and m:nrce:r but we do have many
referonces to the pu‘l:-;l.imf whd were the collscters of the customs. The exist-

ence of lﬁn‘h of ficials is conclusive evidence thint there was a comerce to levy
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toll upon, and the fact that they were rich and gemerally hated = for their corrupt
practices is ovidence that the commerece was large. The distribution of wealth, how-
ever, was a deplorable instance of soclal injustice. Apparontly the land was all
in the hands of comparatively few lnndlordsl, who, like the commercial and nfﬂuinlL
aristporate, lived in good hmnfund fared sumptuously every dny:F e Sadducees ﬁq?_.
represented the political and religlous spirit of this socilal class? They were o
the logical descendants of the peremnial party favoring com-ercial intercourse
with other peoples; their interests were secular; they ignored Jesus until he
interfered with the prerogzatives of the Banhedrin by clearing the temple of the
money-ghangers; they denied the physical resurrection and repudinted the lNessianic
expectation.; and were the conservators of the poliecy of pqua!tu.l uubl_n:_’m;dnn jhg,f””ﬁ,&tfoﬁ;af.;_
the Romans-=thoy could fish best in still watersl Bu_t_Eh _t_nalth was in the hands
of the f ew, the populace consisted of ll“ﬂl;m?;ﬂ.ﬂd laborers whe lived in 1it'le
mmd huh&lmd at povert y=atricken wapges sorved private employers or publie mt"pﬂ"'.f
The most familiar incidents of Josus' life give us a pleture, alse, of beogars of
all sorts, and of mmberloss dofectives of mind and body--not to mention the ubigquite-
ous Qriental dué-nnndnz the streots. It was bofore Christian civilization had
institutionalized the eare of such olasees. And as might be expected, such a
society was net without its criminal 1:11“‘3 who subsisted by preying upon wealth
and cormerce. Theso sociml conditions help to explain the attitude of Jem:au.nd of
his rnpnrtirl”tmrd the owenrship of wealth. It also explains the multitudes of
misernble Iulkwwhc followed Jesus eaper for hisﬂnﬂnistmﬂunn?und the insurrections
that wore imminent or actual during his lifetime, and for a gemeration followi:g
hie doath.

But notwithstanding the presence of these miserable and violent elenents
in the commmunity there was undoubtedly a considerable element of plous, industricus
law-abiding poor; and 1t was from thies clage that Jesus spmng, These homes probably
exemplified as high a stage of ethical deﬁlupmntfin any of the homes of antiquity;
for it was from the Hebrews that Christendom has inherited its best oethical principles.

; o
Each village had its synagogue where the scripture was read and expounded every

Saturday at least and though 1t must not be supposed that all or even a majority
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of the people wore regular attendants, still here was the center of the community's
religious 1life. Here also was conducted the wvillage elementary school and ocomsionally
a political meeting.

The customs levied upon traffigs have been mentloned--the direct taxes levied
by the Roman prosurstor might also have been apoken of in the same connection--
but besides these fiscal burdens there was laid upon the people an additional load
of religlous taxation in the fom of tithee. for the support of the numercus clergy
known as the priocsts and levites. Teenty-four distinet oclasses of these mitred and
phylacteried functionaries swarmed about the tomple at Jerusalem; and to each,
according to hisgrade, was asaigned in mtntinn" some more or less honorable task
in connection with the complex liturgy of the temple. 1In additlon, ximm to the
temple clergy, there mmx were also mumercus priests connected with each of the
village councils, their funbtion being that of religious assistant to the judges ,
Evidently the common folka were priest-ridden, both materially and spirditually;
for these men were dominated by the spirit and ideals of Phnria‘:-im, though many

F
of the more humble of them were doubtless men of sincore godliness.

Phariseeism, indeed, dowdnated the religious atmsshphere of the times,
and without an understanding of it the message of Jesus cannot be properly
approciatdd; {for that is the background against which his teachings stand
in bold relief. But Phariseolsm was the culminaticn of & long hietoric develop-
ment, and its spirit carnot be comprehended apart from a brief survey of its
history.

Paradoxical as it mey seom, the Pharlssos of Jesus' time were the degenerate
heirs of the ancient prophata: thoy were the official rapresentativas of prophet-
ism now institutionalized, codified and domadent. The prophets had demanded a
pure and righteous service of Jehovah, unadultersted by any tolerance of foreign
religions. 1t was the separatlet policy of Ezeklel and of the deuterc-Isaiah

that wolded the Babylonian exiles togother preparatory to thedr return. COther-

wiso Jehovah worship might have syncrotized with the Babylonian religlon, and
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potished like a river in the desert sand. Vhen Mzxra and Nehemiah returned to
Jerusalem about 432 B. €., they {ound the¥pecple of the land® practieing commerc-
ial relations and matrimonial intercourse with foreigners. To combat this tendency
they led the Jowish people to adopt a mew law in which the ancient separatist
policy was e¢ocdified more stringently than ever before. This law was the Priestly
Code of the Pentateuch. It was adopted under the most urgent need and with the
most admirable sincerity,and it doubtless proved of groat value in precerving the
purity of the unique Hebrew faith and worship. To thls low and its interpretation
the Pharisees of Wow Testament times were assidueusly devoted; but their inter-
pretations had become irrelevant and evasive,and their devotion stale.

liention has already been made of Antlochus Epiphanes, and the Maccabesan
revolt which his porsecdtions provoked. The saviours of Ismel in those dreadful
straits were the liacoabess, Matthathlas and his aan:; but the leadership of this
fardly of herves would have been in vain had they not been joined by a party
known as ®The ‘Piuus*gf These religious enthusiasts reared before the eyes of their
faith at this dark orisis the vision of the Messimnkc hope, as set forth in
nnniu:.f some of the later Bu.h:uf perhpps,and the Book of Enoch. But their chief
characteristic was their fanatical devotion to the 1ml.3 8o extreme was their de=
votion indeed that on one occasion they allowed themselves to be slain ¥ with
their wives and their chlildren and thelr cattle, to the number of a thousand
people®, rebBer than join hattle with their persecutors on the Sathath day.lf_mt
however decadent the party may have become two centuries later, their brave and
desperate stand with Mathathias and his sons against Antlochus, in the name of
righteousness, religion and liberty classes them with the Hugnenots, the Hollanders
and the Puritans among the heroio saints of history. It is only by admiring the
purity of such a movement at its source that one learns the lesson of history,
namely, that reforms degenerate into soulless instifutions, and revivals become

inerg and visionless hierarchies,
When religlous freedom was secured in 163 B, €, the Plous withdrew from the
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war. But the war did not gease; it contimed under the Maccabees until
political liberty wns secured and the Maccabesan dynasty set up. This secular
state natusslly had its worldly ambitions and Gentile alliances, but with these
liberal intercets *The Pious® had no sympathy. It thms came about that in the
reign of Hyrcams ( 185-105 B, C.) there were two parties, the Pharisees, re-
presenting the ancient separatist policy, and the Sadduoess whose real god was
mammon, The Pharisees had therefore ¥ecome the onemies of the Maccabeean House
whom their fathers, "The Picus¥, had helped set upen thelr throne. But the
change was in the Maccabees mather than ln the Pharisees, for their stirict de-
votion to the letter of Jewish legalism had remained conslttent.

Cooparation was undreamed of in those days. There was the strenght of
union only under the power of a great tyrant, What if the OGreek citles, or the
litt‘h kingdoms at the east end of the wediterranean could kmws ever have foder-
ated? What if the Pharisees and Sadducoes could have estimated majoritioes with
ballets rather than with swords! But they ocould not; and the loot was Pompey's
( 63 B, ¢.) . But after the dust and blood of a half-conturyls internal strife
had been obliterated and after still anocther half-century's abject submission to
Rome had elapsed, the Pharisees and Sadducees still remained upon the scene,
puardians of their anclient differences.

Only Phariseelsm hed sadly degenerated.. Whether it was the lethargy of an
enforced and intolerant peace, or the zeal of the Lord's house which flerod had
built or the mere lapee of time it would be hard to say; but certain it is that
they had,at the beginning of the ghristian N, substituted in large measure at
least, the letter for the spirit of their anclient ;n:-!.:m::i.:::i.c:l.‘I The inevitallo
tmgedy of & sincore legalism iz that it multiplies specifications and inter-
pretations in its anxiety to provide for all possible situations. TWhoever would
please God by keeping & law must have a law that will descend to all tho minute
detalls of life. Espeoially will this be true when the logalist worships so in-
exorable a deity as the God of the Pharisecos. It was this very demand for specifi-
cations and mimtiae that gave rise to the Scribes. They catored to thia need,

() Sew HhaTL . 2.3 chaplir (116 ),
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amplifying, applylng ani interpreting the ancient code. The absurdity to which
they carried their work is seen in the tithing &f garden herbs and vegetables, )
It is said that their laws about the Sabbath, which necessitated their knowing
precisely when the Sabbath began, led te somothing of this kind: *If only one
star was visible, it was still day, for the toxt in Nehemiaki says 'stars', and
if only two stars were vieible, it was doubtful, for the first star did not count,
but when three stars were seen, night had certainlyarrived¥ and the Sabbath had
begun. After the appearance, therefcre of three stars, a tallor would be breaking
the Sabbath if he walked out in tho street under the burden of a meedls stuck in
his garment. Nany other ilnsiances of these absurd and irrelavent mimutise mdght
be uitudf but it is unnecessary; the spirit and temper are evident.

But as Paul points out. a detailed legalism 13 too muech for erring human
l:ll:liul"x!l';E so that the ory inevitably arlses: *(, wretoched man that I am, who shall
deliver me from this body of death." This is the gmthos and tragedy of the sin-
gere legalism, coupled with the worship of so asustereo a God ms that of Smul the
(Pharisee. The Sdribes escaped by hiding their heads in the band of ovasice chican-
ery. They built up laws which evaded the law, Thus a man might bepudiate his
cath sworn by the tomple on the technical ground that the ocath to be btinding must
be sworn by the gold on the ‘tlm,plﬂir Or, if he had indigent and dependent parents,
he eould technically dediocate his property to Ged, and call 1t Qorban, whereupon
Phariseelsm justified hdm in turning hla dependent parents out into the stmt.ﬁ

It would appear from such facts zs these, gathered not enly from the gospels
but from the Talmud, thet Pharigeeism had bocome an empty and fax externsl formalimm.
It would seem that the most irrelavant substitute for an ethical code,a system
wholly foreign and uﬁﬁmt:mﬁbﬂo\mity and religion,was tuttressed
by the m-;lt sacred ancient am.rthn::::-.I.t:ar.ir Students o Talmud declare that the
superiority of the tradition to the law was openly deeclgred; and the New Testament
would indieate that the most corrupt practices were o-m};, and apparently justified

by the evasive casuistry of the times.
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This shirking of moral obligation was not, however, the worst phase of their
deterioration. They were hypocrites with respect to their motives and sentiments,
as well as sirmors with respect to their deeds. They counted themselves to have
appreherided. And yet they were so vain that they habditually eirculated their
deprecieted moral currency in the market place * 4o be seen of m"; ,and even pre-
sented it at the throne of grau.y And being so well pleased with their own self-
righteousness they plously despised the uun'mnrpanplo to a degreo which puts our
modorn race prejudice te -huu.3 They called the masses who were not strict cbserw
ers of the law and their traditions "the people of the land"; and believed thom
to be m:runod.# Their ceremoninl mhings-‘;ﬂﬂ largely for the purpose of romove
ing possible defilement derived from contact with thom in the streets. But
strange as it may seem,Phariseeism, being the dominant religion of the day,
the common people looked up to these men who looked down upon them, and aspired te
imitate those by whom they were despised. Thms Phariseeism has become & synonym
for sensorious, exclusive, self-rightecusness, the most contenptible of sriritual
vices. T¥To wonder Jesus pronounced against it one of the most drastic phillippics
in all utarxtuuf The only use the world has for such & system is to make it a
background against which a better way may be clearly seen, like apples of gold in
beskets of nilﬂr-? How Jesus put 1t to this use and with what cost to himself will
be pointed ovt in later chapters. One cannot but wish, however, that modemm
Pharisoeisnm might oftener be put t- such uses; for the vice is perennial wherever
reform and revivals have gone to seed.

TWeither Phariseeism ﬁ the religious atmosphore of the time nor the ministry
of Jesus can be understood apart {rom the Messianle Hope., which in one form or
anocther wam common % © 211 elements of Jewish society in the New Testament periocd.
This hope seems t¢ have been peculiar to the Hebrews, for Ih-nlll the golden age
of the slassic world was a lost age of the past, the golden age of Israel was an
inspired dream of the future. From the earliest epochs of her history, Israel had
been conecious that she was & ohosen people with espocial mission to tho future.
The prophets wore the chief exponents of the national hope. Amos fores aw
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through and beyond the impending dlsastors with which the chosen people were to
expinte tholr apostacy that Johowah would bring sgaln the captivity of his
pocplo Israsl and plant them wpon thelr land nevsr to be plusked upy again, J
Isalah after rebuking Ahab for his disobedience of Johovah predicted the birth
ef a child, who in the near futun‘anhmtld btring national gd deliverance, mqim
hlnundnanfh Apparontly the prephot foresaw the cutlims of the Measiande order,
bt with @ faith impatient of delay. Joremdah was the martyr prophet who wept
evor Webuchadreszarts smoking ruina of Jerusalem and the tmpll.é and on whoso
foatures Sargoant depicts the most abjoct gl and disanpeintrent; bt yoi oven
he saw the vielon of justice and judgment to b reestsblished under the reipm of
a Bmc;:éof tho House of Dawl, who should gather together again the ascattered
romnant of Jehovah's meople.

1t was in the timos of national ealwmity, however, that the Mesaianic Hope
ilowed up most confidently to lighten the dark pathway of events. Esekiel, thero-
fore, the Shophord of the Exilwf held his discuraged flock together by mwoenting
tc their Yessilanic faith the promise of a restored, purified and protocted naﬂun?
$o Do blessed with fruitfulnees and p‘anwﬂtyh:md an ideal sanetusmry with
grand E?pﬂiﬂtmt!:f But the dw‘tum—h&hh:zth! unknovn prophet of the Mater
oxilo, horalds the evangel more clearly than any of his predecessors. To him
tho deliverance of the exiles is at m'ﬂ Gy'nu;ﬁl tc livernte thom, and a high-
war i %0 Be duet up aeiees Ui dasast Tor Waly st 0 MINAIng. e Txlte
ful remmant of the people, through and for whom this dolivery is to be accomplished,
the provhet personifies as the suffering Servant of .Ilhﬁlh:{'thnu vicarious
Hesalanie work ho then deserihes in language strangely nppliuﬁlo to Jilﬁﬂ:?ﬂiﬂ
tho national oxpectation of a restorsd Davidie dymasty is given almost & transe
figured weaning, and ﬂgﬁrtmumufh sot forth as its um\ud ond as never
before, and as nover again till the Messianie mes sagoe should fall from tho lipe
of the Ammointed himself. '

Fational affliotion nevor etirmlated Messianlc visiona more arf\i“umur

then in the dark days of Antloshus Epiphanos, The events in which he participeted
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wore followed by an outburst of Mesrlanic litermature of the most fervid sert.
The First Book of Maccabees, the record of these events, expects the true
pmphﬂ.' Danlel, in comnection with his metapherical dtsariptian”znf Antiochus
and his deeds introduces the Messianie uxpautntionsin the most vidld terms to
comfort his readers and inspire their faith. Like Isaimh he delieved the
expectod Kingdom would gome immediately with makifestations of supernatural
povr-r.z Cther litesature of this peried that sets forth the Messianic expectation
has already been mtimﬁéln connection with the legal fmxm reforms of "The Picus".
It wag the literature of this peridl, especially Dunial'?m Enogh, that first
used the term"Bon of Man® to denignate the Messlah,; and as these writings were in
very common use in Jesus' day, we may readily see how the people would understand
Him when he called himself the Son of Man,

Pompey!s conquest of ;:r-ruulm, like earlier national disasters gave rise to
a now literature of Messianic reassurance, the Psalms of Solomon. The Messiah of
thoze Psalms is desoribed as a desgendant of David who should come in Godds good
time, and expel beth Romans and Sadducees from Jerusalem, and set up & kingdom of
holinese, justice and pemgce. These psalms for the Birst time, it 1z maintained by
some, congelived e¢f the Messiah as a person, and they thorefore mark a distimnt
stage in the development of the Messiankc idea.

gc much for the history of that unique Hebrew expectation, #the Eingdom
of Goed. Put perhaps there mover was a time in all the Jewish centurles when that
hope was keyed to so high a pitoh as during the first century &. D. For two
centuries mreceding, this upcntuﬂon had been rapidly incfeasing in definiteness
and enthusissm until it had resched a culmdnation in Jesus! day. Not all concelved
it 4n the same terms, however, There were two concerptions, that of the Pharisees
end that of the Zealots., The Messianiem of the Pharisees had become almost entirely
r.‘pnc-llrpti#f‘ They believed that Jehovah would in hde own good time send the David-
i¢ lMessish amidst some display of supornatural power, who would gloriously reestab-
1lish the Jewish netion, judge the world and terribly punish the enemies of the
plous Jews and of their .‘.ra'}u:nurlh..ll'f‘r This day of the Lord was not to be forced or

hastened by any human appeal to arms; but when it should arrive, then Israel
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would triumph beth ilnrlmﬂlr'md mi raculously. Immortality, moreover, should
erowvn the heirs of the k:ingdum;'g for there waz to be not only an esarthly, but
a hoavenly Jerusalem as well. This Messlaniec era was to be ushered in by E:I..‘lj:sh"T
as forerunner; after whieh the Son of Davidifl'ul to relgng and his ldyllic kingdom
was to be ﬂﬂml{in the earth. This wupermnatural era the Pharisees awnited with
a strange mixture of abject pessimism toward the present ovil world and the commen
poople and sublime optimisgh with reference to the future and their own share in
its blessings. Ao for the common people, many of them, especlally many hunmbls
souls conceived the kingdem as the Pharisees taught 4t and awalted iis coming with
pious pntimtbur eager 1.|;~nar,:|.ng:.'f

To one familiar with the Wew mpestament, the mere study of this Messlanism of
the Pharise es is sufflolent to show how widely ourrent it was smong the people in
Jesus! time and also % in what large measure its ppirit was ilmported into the
oarly Christlan thought and literature., The expectation of the second coming of
ﬂhri:tgm made its converdent wehicle. Its atmosphers permentce the Book of
Revelation; and the sareful student is especially ilmpressed when he thinks what
comfort the Christians of Judea must have derived, after Jomisalem's dest ruction
frem thies post nmg revision of therMesslanic hope of the Pharisees, us 1t is
found in the Synoptic Apocalypse.

There 1s vifFtually but one reference in the New Tostament o the Zealota; '°
but they were z sect of great importance especially in vlew of their influence
on the trond of events. They operated on the prineiple that the loxrd invests
assistants in those whose evident capacity for sdlf-help promisox tc justify the
investment. They too enbertained the Messianic hope, with a violent enthusiamwsm
indeed; and they proposed to realise it . Thelr MNesclaniem was revolutionary;
their program an appeal to arms. Their firet leader, Judas of (amala, headed an
insurrection against the census of Quiriniug in 6 4. D.j though it must bo suppos-
ed that the movement had been browing for a gememtion. Probably the banislment
of Arzkxisizxgxirchelaus, which apparently tormlnated the Herodian {yrsany in
Judea, seemed an orportunity to inaugurate their kingdom of Cod. Thelr propagands
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vas wholly Messianiec., We have cne or two references to this movement during
Jesus! Hfiﬁﬂ{; but by ferkysfixmxt 45 A, D, it had developed to such an
extent that one Theudas oould lead a grest following to the Jordan,which he
prondsed to divide before them as Noses had divided the Red 8ea. The procurntor
quickly suppressed his enterprise and executed him. Felix also had ccnstant trouble
with the Zeslots and their marauding bands of MHesslanlic outlaws. Josephus refors
to ak band of depperadoes known as Skskwmwit 3icaril, of dagger-men, who, most
viclent of all, resorted to as=assinntlcn as a means of hastening the kingdon's
soming. Truly Falestine was in o stale of forment; pretenders to Nessiahship were
'p*iLc:-t:ar,3 &nd the people wers over ready to respond to their l?pﬂllle It did seem
as if the Kingdom of God wes at hand, By selxing upon this phrase, Jesus quickly
caught the public ear, especially when they dédscovered that he could perform wone
derful works, 6uch as they expected of the Messiah. The Messianic hope was pro-
dostinedio that end.

If knowliedge of the feplot movement throws light upon the Messianic prervgative
of Jesus; 1t also illuminates the causes leading teo tho wars of Vespasian and Titup;
for the Zealot party with its followers among the poower classes {inally brought
Judea to ocomplete destruction., The timas were pre-revoluticnary in their chactie
character. Just cause of revolution, and a great ideal ahoad are never guarantoes
against unrestrained violence. Dreams of soclal as well as political Utopias,
led to the burning and pillaging of rich estates INTYMNUMMENVELXOUEEI and the
marder of their ommers in the name of God. Jorusalem was full of idle workmen
thoroughly meloontent. The Roman proourstors proveked violence by theix unbridled
tyronny and barbarous cruelty with which they sought tc suppross it. The Pharisees,
oppesed for religious reasons to revolution, found upon occasion that they as well
g2 the Badducees preferred to fish in still waters; and their opposition te the
¥ esalot movement resulted in oivil war. At last the Roman garrison was captured
and slaughtered by the revolutionlata, whom the conservatives could notrestrain;
and thus the gaunmtlet was throwm down to the Rowan Empire. The Zealots were the
moving spirits in all these revelutionary events; and thelr motives were almost
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wholly Messianis. They drew the sword to inaugurate the Eingdom of God; but
they and Jerusalem with them were destined to perish mdserably by the aword.
The slauchier of the gurrison not only challenged Rome, it threw all
Palestine into vioclence. The first attempt of the Romans to restore order
by force was unsaccessful. It began to look as if the Zealots were about to
repeat the history of the Maccabees. The conservatives now hogan to come over
tc the Messianio cause. The war ( 66=70 A, D.) was now on in eamest, Ves-
pasian's first campaign reduced Galillece to submission, drove the Zealote inte
Jerusdlem and isolated that city, But just them Nero died ( 63 A, D.); and
Vespasian suspended military operations in Palestine to pursue an imperial
crown at Rome. The Zealots and the conservatives improved the interim by mutuasl
dest ruction in eivil war. It was a Reiyrn of Terror. In the name of the Kingdom
oi God extreme violence prevmiled. The details are confusing; but whenever
events teock a2 new turn, blind eivil strife rore destructive and terrible than
before, resulted. And thipsstate of affairs did not abate till Titus was sctually
bofore the walles of Jerusalem with his army. He lald siefe to the city for five
months, during which time fighting was perpetual, and the mdseries and horrowscof
the beleagnered citisens were utterly :l.ndnﬂriha.hlef ¥ Bxcept the Lord had
shortenod the days, no flesh would hove been saved."Ttus captvred the eity
pisoemenl, #ach success being followed by a fearful massacre, tll. ot lagt in
Begtember, 4. D. 70, the entire city =-& c¢ity of amoking ruine and prefaned
memories~-was in his hands, What was left of the people were dragred eway to
Home as slaves and gladiatorial vietins. And from that day $c this the exiled
Jow has awaited the tme Messiah who should restore the EKingdom unto Isrmel.
Meant ime the Kingdom of God whioh Jesus established is slowly filling the whole

enrth,

() See Syoplie: Lppocaly fue, Huckts fpaphi oy~ 11

() phk. 13: 20 (120).
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The aynoptic parallels begin with John the Baptist y

:¥t212971 whom lMark introduces with the worde:"The beginning of

the rospel of Jesus Christ the Son of Gud':b This, the last of the

l.l Hebrew prophets, has never been adequately a ised, so immediate-

ly and completely vas he eclipsed. Hiuﬁ%ﬁg‘;}al influence
thet had its following in Alexandria a quarter of a2 century later”
“ov—LB8i24)~ Indeed, the movement itself was no minor affair; on
the other hand, it must have been the tople of the time; for, not-
withstanding he held forth in the wild region near the north end

of the Dead Sea, the crowds flocked to him from everywhere in
Judea., Doubtless many, half vagabond at the best, were impelled

ty mere inquisitiveness to see and hear this eccentric enthusiast;
nevertheless, drawn, ewen though they may have been by idle cur-
iosity, hundredsy it is safe to say, perhaps thousands, were con-
verted; and permitted him to bathe them in the river, signifying the
glean life of rirhteousness which they were espousing. It was a
faor resching revival to which the Jewish soul, always half fanatical,
responded with a fervor scarcely credible to the stald westerner of
today. But no wondar)for John preached & measage that never fails
to find a response in men's hearts; it was & plain spoken, drastic
arraignment of wrong doing*{'l'&:-ﬁ&'}, and & summons to repentance and
reformmtion. But the force of the lLaptizer's preaching lay in his

Ad e Yoty brecue

‘ appeal to the Messianic hope of the Jews. Athe readeriinvagine

o

+he—rrtrietierof—emrArmaitaroitirer—is 1 36—or— I —welded—into
—ene with—te—Shristiantsretipteurhopoof—immortelity s Te—will

Lhe
neyve—but—a—feirtapprecistitoroeft the eagerness with which & Hebrew ?M

ddH awaited the dawn of the Nessianic era. This era, John declared,
wia nt hand and woe betide the man whom it should find unrighteous

and so unpreparedl!



Far into Galilee went the fame of this national re-
vival where it came to the ears of & young carpenter. Who does
nogt know the susceptibility of a youthful soul with whorm the
immanent Father hath communed. Iut this soull Consequently,"it
came to pass in those daye that Jesus came from lazareth and was
beptized of Inhn",r‘(‘mr} One readily rh&ds between the lines
that this wes a manentous crisis in the inner experience of Jesus )
and marked the beginning of his careery And in response to that
inner crisis an unspeakable vinion was vouchesafed to his ~=:,re:3_

o3t "The words of John,{fhe—guotstion—is—LromTFolntey)
who said that people must change their lives before the kingdom
oi Cod should come, and that only by the spirit of CGod could men
becorme clean, sank deep into the heart of Jesus. And to think
out 2all that he had heard from John, Jesus, instead of returning
home, remained in the wilderness. There he lived many days think-
ing over what he had heard fram Jnhn."$

The results of Jesus' inspirational experience with
Jonn at the Jordan and of his solitary meditations in the wilder-
ness, were two-fold. The first was & clear perception of the
message or doctrine he was to preach. He saw that his country-
men were looking in vain for o restoration of the Davidie dynasty;
to make them peaceful, powerful, prosperous and lappy. He saw that
thene blessings could only coibe through men being righteous and
loving one another, trusting God humbly and doing what they could
to make their fellows blensed. Thie way of living and the peace
«nd happiness that would result, he afterwards called the Kingdom

A £
of God. That is the name his countryman -gglw-s.qu the Kingdum they
noped for so eagerly. In & word, he saw that the i&ngdum of CGod
rmust core but oot in the way his countrymen expected but that to

make it come, men must firset of all change their lives.
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ﬁe Fen_:::-ml result was aﬁconﬁacmt}.an of himself to the
work of pnm;ng that doetrine and founding that Kingdum. It
we.s not enough that he should accept the f[’lngdom as a mere theory;
he adopted it as & dominant purpose and & l1life commission. The
records (%32} convince us that this was not without o terrific
mental struggle.and moral tri:l;::hﬁ. At what ever sacrifice of
rarhitinn:'t?-:f.—fr:‘a:m‘)—he would conform his actual practice to the
spiritual philosophy of 1ife he was to prezmhtflft‘:ﬂtrzﬂ; and devote
#ll his capaciti Easf-llf-ﬁ'a—'ﬂ't'ﬁ‘ﬂ'ﬁ and the influence thereof to his
prest miasion, Having thus made his self-commitment, he returned
to falilee in the pmcu4W— of a profound faith, the sssur-
~nee of a divine cullé_*(-tkr‘i-:-l-l-]- and the atre:w:tha-(—.'f:kr—dd—]:ﬁ- of &
sublime purrose.

This purpose is evident from the fact that it so soon began
to te -:ctﬂatizad?‘{—lﬁ':ﬂﬂ'}" .Perhaops Jesus isaa.:,r have felt and assumed

the responsibility of carrying on the work John had just laid down F
£ ITIZIN\. However this mey be, the first glimpese the synoptists
m&m AL Srmc b '

give us indicate that the movement hadfﬁalread:,r agq :r.'ed-}*u'er.? congid-

erable mormentum; for Luke's first verses descriptive of Jesus! minis-
tr;.ﬁ{-}&e.-—ﬂﬁ-lﬂ indicate that he already had a large fame and fole
lowing. For some time Jesus hadh‘bean traveling through his native
province, preanhing{fﬁkﬁﬂ:ﬁ‘ to the humble peasantry of Galilee.
" “here ever he could get a hearing, whether from a solitary wayfarer,
from 2 erowd by theh-a-‘:; ahoram{—iﬂc.—tﬁt*}* or in the eynagogues”
4115 on the Sabbath day, he mever lost an opportunity to
expound his message,

And whant shzall we pay 28 to the content of the message he
preazched during thie early periocd of his minietry? Vhat was the

drift and burden of it? In answer, it may be said that he, like

Ji
John, herrlded the eoming of the Kirlg-dum of God.{¥c—315})
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Yet it was not precisely the kind of a Kingdom John had foreseen;
for John warned his henrers of impending wrnth:{16+aﬂ4 while Jesus
proclnimed the coming of the Kingdom as good newdmlnkTwifiﬁT. The
goo! thingas whiech plous Jews almost fanatically anticipated as the
fruitage of their vainly hoped Davidie restoration, Jesus assured
them were attainable. But only cautiously and by degrees did he
venture to declare & way of securing those blessings different

from their plan and hope of national restoration. Instead, he
aeised upon the termmology of their dearest national hope, the
kingdom of God, as they called it, and used it as & vehicle for

his doctrine of good works and good will. And this doetrine he

3
preached with an epigrammatic incisiveness -(Appendix—33I; Huckte—

i
~Syropoie) and with a wealth of illustration {99,58—££} that must
o
have »igued the curiosity of a2ll his ?earera {15367 and so
(A

attracted the throngs to him {8c—4:+1).7But the most megnetic
feature of his personality and preaching was his assumption of
autharityifﬂﬁfﬁﬁf. This was particularly startling because of ite
contrast with the methods of the religious leaders of the day, who
gmothered their effete homilies under a musty blanket of tradition-
~lism. Let the student call to life in imagination the scenes of
thi=s ecareer. From what has just been said, let him fancy the
personality and the ocem’sions. Then, glancing through the Bermon
on the Knuntffﬁﬁfﬁﬁff?. the Parables Addreﬂu#%49¢ﬁﬁ—ff&-?and the
Farallels and DuplinutGJprfhiﬁﬁffT'let him gather up a handful

of seetione from here and there at his will and imagine their
words falling from the lips of the Galilean preacher. For whether
this discourse material represents addrensee delivered by Jesus on
specific ceccasicns, or compiled blocks of discourse material utterdd
at various times, certain it is that we have here the kind of

discoursen Jesus was accustomed to utter,
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Such & conception, therefore, can not lead us far astray as to

the addresses of the early part of the Galilean ministry. It will
thus be scen that in the face of fanatical bigotry and prejudice

he wngjﬁﬂﬁgpen the blind pyes of his countrymen to his own epiritu-
al view of life; trying to make them see the blessed sociazl fruits

of humility and righteousneas. How dismally, yet sublimely, he
foiled with his own generation we shall see as the dramatic ﬁlnt of
his career unfolds. And we shall also see what far-sighted use he radg
of the little band of adherents he had selected, some of them as
early in his career as thiBtfiﬁTﬁﬁﬁ;thm, aa time advanced, he sought
gradually to instruct as to the real eignificance of his words and
work,

Preaching was doubtleas the earliest but it did not long
remain the only work and attractive agency of this unique light in
the dark@ees, One of the most characterietic features of his person-
ality was ﬁin aynpﬂth&vzgrthe ills of human life, both spiritual and
physieal. And certainly there were enough ille with which to sympa=-
thirzre, Imagine out modern physicians' patients wholly neglected, ocur
nosyitals, asylums for insane, feeble minded, epileptic, blind, dumb
an! otherwise unfortunmate, disgorged of their inmmates upon the publie
streets and one has a faint notion of the afflicted classes of Gal-
ilean society =-- not to mention the gratuitous beggars. And these
Jesus not only pitied but henled by the word of hie command.

We have aliphted, it muat be confessed, upon an apge of doubt.

it ol
Yany openly deny the superresburel. HKven some Christians admit that
it is a burden rather than a help to their faith. It may be well,
therefore to pause just here and insist that modern psychological
science makes it easier today than ever before to believe in Jesus!
mirnclen ol healing. We understand, as we never have understood be=-

fore, wnnt the force of mindis in the treatwent of disease.
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The work of Dr., Paul Dubuis’nnd othiers marksan era. lodern
scientific peychotherapy comes to the believer's support and

to the diescorfiture of whoever denies the healing potency of

g0 authoritative & voice &an Jesus'. There need be no reamsonable
doubt therefore, of his wonder{ul workd.

But even so, "it is", as A. II. Bruce says, "the divinity of
his love,not the aupernuturﬁlnaaa of his power, that commends him
to us aa a man and as the Chrisat®,

And so he pitied 21l whom he saw suffering] and healed
all whom nis great heart pitied. iAnd as a consequence, they
thronged him all the more. They met him in public® {2%+38) and in

3 ' i
private?%ﬁtfﬁﬂf in their hgmes and on tﬁf highwaya;{ﬁﬁf%&r}they
beset him in crowdes on S>kbath LTeniHﬁBZfﬂﬂTﬁﬁT_hnd followed him
in inecredible multitudes to the ﬂeﬂ~nhcr:$5414ii. This puart of
nis ministry - they could understand and utilize; therefore, his
fame prew apace; so much oo, indeéd, that he habitually tried
to supprens the reports of his heﬂlingifﬁkT*ifﬁﬁTéifﬂE%}ET—e%av}—
lest he should be mo occupied with this incidental ministration tht
he would have no time, strength, or opportunity to do the work he

nad undertaken; namely, expound and establish the kingdun of his

Father. Under the stress of th is pressure and the strain of this fea%

ne sometimes sought the solitudes,elther alnngif251ﬁ§} that he
right recuperate his strenrth and renmew his purpose, or with hie
discirples anlf1{34,41:35,42} that he might teach them. But mean=
time, he continued to tour Galilee, preuching and healing, even
though the momentum of the movement was beginning to be a burden
to it.

His popularity was now 2t ite helght; the publlic excite-
ment was ipmense. But at this very time there arose & cloud in

the west og large e a man'a hand.
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There was the beginning of opposition that portended inevitable
reaction,
The aterile relipgiousity and traditionalized self-suffi-
cieney of the religious leaders of the day, has already been
pomi ted out. ,\ﬁere wes & sweeping, popular, religious movement
wholly outside the sphere of their program or indorsement. It
rivaled their influence without soliciting their sanction. It is
eany to understand how it would pique their curiouit;r,ﬁytheir
criticisms and aroude their envy. It was but human nature, there-
fore that they should seek to undermine his influence. Accordingly
they impeached his assumption of divine authority as blﬂsphumuu;3
{=%53%f and declared that his very power over demcne belied itf
{52553~ His sympathy with the depraved,their contemptible, self-
rishnteous aloofness could not appreciate; and they meanly insinuat-
ed that his companionship repudiated his praauhing%fﬂﬂ;ﬂa}, To
their atrophied soula, the slpha and omepma of religion consisted in
irrelevant fnmﬂl‘f*{-zﬂq-ﬁ&f&%hﬂﬂ-... Jesus ignored these and so they
probed him with nriticiumf' But their hobby was the keeping of
Saturdays. B0 vhen Jesus and hie diseiples shelled cut & few heads
ol whest on Saturday, they held up their hands in holy huffé??ggfﬁﬁi?::*'
and o deed of merey and help which he did on the Sabbath and defend-
ed, Tanned their anger to & murderous flamgTEETEﬂfi
Mhe rmal animas of the Pharisees' opposition to Jesus was, of
course, the charactar of their lessianic oxpoatations:. Theze have been
sufficiently explained to nate it clemr that Jesus advoeated a vholly
diff'crent program. [u them he was a heretic. Relizious bigotry nlone
wai Tifficient mative for their seeifing his destruction; esnecially as
he attackzad thea oponly. ut more than that they feared the conse-
quenzes of his securing a popular Tollowing: 1t mizht disturb the

politicalstyatus guo; it which case they had nothing to gain and every-

thin:z to lase; and in any case his success meant the undernininz of



wneir religlious and social iut”rﬂsts;t}:nth“r with the emoluments

f?) thereof. They had vestod Interasts; and the perennial inertia of the

orthodox heirarehy. -

In reaponae to thena-hitanxa, Jesus by no means adopted

a poliey ef eonecilistions Their impeachment of his authority he

repudiated firmly and deniaivaly,Tﬁ?:ﬁ?+-#315ﬁffr He tried in

vain to open their blind eyes to the pathetic naud%{aaTﬁBT’of the

einners with whom he mingled. He condemned their irrelevant formal-

ities 28 worn out and dianarﬂedgLaﬁﬁﬁﬁf: he made no attempt to ex-

plain to them%fHkr—#+i¥TIET‘hﬁr—lE¢14+—nhat he knew they were too

foseil hearted to understand; marely tlet only a good 1ife is pleas-

ing to Ood {75356 but instead he denounced them to their very
facen ns hypaarita&if#ﬁTiﬁT'nnd that in the hame of their own
yrophet. As for their accusation that he disregarded their Sat-

urdays, he quoted their own seripture against ﬁhum‘?ﬁﬂ.aﬂ): he

accused thew of breaking it themselfes for motives of sordidness
rather than merayifﬁ&14ﬂfq he told them that his message was of

more importance than their laws or even than their tempi:;;lx';2+&}-}
he declared his intention to use even their Saturdays in the interest
of his propugandékﬂ&;—l&r&};he utterly f;Pudiated their criticism;
and defiabtly challenged their authority (8e—3:436). Thereupon,

antagonism ripened into conspiracy and from that ime on they
[}
plotted his destructionficz:6) .

But while Jesus vas so heroleally withstanding the wicked
antagonism of the Pharisees, an opposition of 2 wholly different
character was developing in another quarter, the stupidity and
ntolidneas of which appeals to us as infinitely pathetic. Thie
opposition began at HazarnthfrfiﬁTﬁ#+u\ The friends of his boy-
hood eould not comprehend his role end reputation. How could
they know that he had seen the dove and heard the voice 2t the
Jordan, met the devil in the wilderness, and foreseen the shadow
of the cross. "Yhat", said they,"this is our carpenter; we know

his {olkse®. They were scandalized st nis self appropriation of
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lt -ﬂuf;n;fgf__ﬂnd TOWET . apaover, theys too mist hava 2aen A5~
apgolnted slth his lesainnic progreaT; "o 0 1 apitho= % )
apocalyptic nders whieh the CPherisces hed taught then to axm ::‘:}
=i 20 (52} ), nor the drawn spord of revolution, fomantad by
the Zzalot propaganda, with one- or both of which the eonnan nraple 5
A syapathized. _w do Jesus went sorrowfully away, having

been able to heal but lew Df-thﬂir sick; and his remrk upon the
incident haes become & ppoverb. "Aoprophet ie not without honor
save in hiis own country"?’{—l.‘:k—.—ﬂ'mj‘ Gradually, but surely, the
infeetion apread through Galilee, so that everywhere he or his
disciples went there was & division cmeerning hii}Thﬁr&ﬂ+llTl5-ﬁ

he realized with hittcrnensﬁfﬁﬂf¥e}*th3t the aced he had sown
-as taking but meagre root 1ndeed;tﬂ2¢6~—a~j‘ and that all the

provle desired or apprecicted wns the material benefits he could

() #h. 12:28(5). (?M, e 20 -24 (),
G) mk Gt (65) (5) k. #: 13-20 (Co).

&) Mk to: 11,5 (e).
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bestow ‘l-l-l—lT'J-&’:/whil& they were nathetically Hfmnra-

gponsive to his message of a higher gnud‘?’-(-l-lefm'f
The immediate result of thils opposition was that he turned his

attontion more particularly to his 1ittle circle of intimate adherents

and followers. As if he would train them by practice, he sent them out

in pairs to preach and heal throughoub Galilaa#f?ﬁﬁsj—}e&,—?s‘r/ﬁ.na,
as if he feared they too might be swept away in the current of opposition ,
—

he forewarned them of the danger involved in discipleship (99 7i)7 end

exhorted them to the requisite heroism of faithfnlnasaé{-lea-;#&:—lga,—?-ﬁ:’"
Meantime he continued his preaching tnura?ﬁerET'rsT'anﬂ benevolent minis-
trat:lnnaﬁ‘ﬁt-&ﬁ:—l&!:;—'?&f’in talilee.

But not for long! The c¢loud in the weat hed covered the sky: the
inevitoble issue with his enemies Jand his own consequent fate, challenged
his oarly uonaanratioﬁf anﬁ, ag if he would teke time to count the cost

and prepare the sacrifice, he mithﬂreﬁ from Galilua and became, in the

brave language of Huok's captiun +esge T, BO), & fngitive and a traveller.
It 1 imposaible to reconatruct the events of this period with hiatorie
exnatness. "Te hear of our fugitive, now in the vieinity of Tyre and
::iﬂun?*l’-]ﬂ.—&,—ﬁﬂ"}' and again in DaaapcliﬂfgfﬁGT&ii”un his way to the Ses of
Galilee. Later he is naar Caesarea Thilippi;{2237837 end agein, having
passed through calilee {—1:36—-92-1-' we se¢ him in Sameria gon hia way to-
ward JudQFﬁES—B-E-Iw
But the inner history is easier to reconstruet, for the meditations,
he atruggles, and the triumphs of the Creat Teacher's spirit are evident.
Por instance, note the maaiﬁnia ﬂonfesﬂiunji_ﬂi—,—aﬁ-}‘;’ early in this per-
lod. “ome 1itt1a time hafure there had been a2 characteristiec encounter
with his unemias -f-ﬂ-B—Bl')xﬂ.t the close of which he had turned his baak
upon them ami started with his disciples for the nnrth {m—-&v'r!-—zv]
feoe deasn i

Enroute J ﬂﬂuﬂ' mind must have dwelt sadly and even bitterly on the in-
cldent and the trend of events. Such at least is indicated by the words

vith which he warned his followers againct the hypoeriticel spirit of
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the Phariauua‘{iiﬂTEﬁTf) And it 1s also indiocated by the faet that,

at last alone with his ﬂiﬂuiplasqi}E&Taﬁffha putes to them & question of
prime significance: " Who do men say that I am? " This is the first re-
cord of outspoken acknowledgement by Jesus' followers of his Messiahship.
Hitherto he evidently had not ventured to claim messianic dignity, be-
pause his idea of messishship was so different from that of his country-
men: he had only preached the kingdom. 3But now Peter speaks the word,
and the word is endorsed by Jesus; but he immediately adds the virtual
declaration that he is not such a2 Messiah as the people expeot, bhut
rother the suffering servant of Jehovah, destined to be rejected by the
nation, ond to suffer a violent death. Hence he checked their anthuﬂiaamf
—8=,—8:30) lest it hasten the catastrophe which he saw imponding. But
his disciples failed to realize what he 8o clearly foresaw, that 1f he we
would be the reformer of religion and the founder of the Wingdom, he

muot be prepared to be'n martyr. B

This clear insightd{}aﬁra¥¥f'this resolute eunﬂﬂnratiaﬁdfiﬂaTﬁ4}f’
this almost rash ﬂut&rminationhfl4ﬂrigff governed all the remaining events
of his career, which ran on headlong toward the final tragedy, like o
river toward the cataract.

» It 48 at this orisis in his 1ife that Jesua' premeditated hercism
is most awe inspiring and sublime. Me might have crept back into the
obacurity of private life, but that would have been to abandon his miss-
iom. Fe might have taken advantage of the povfilar fansticiam to leed
o military movement: but then even if he could have succeeded, which was
imrrobable, he would have degenerated into a mere ahomed. e might
have compromised with the Pharisees and evaded the issue with them: but
that wonld have emssculated his message and sterilized its vitalizing
influence over the future, for the sake of mere temporary vopularity.

He did neither. Instead, he improved the solitude, which he had doubt-
lesns sought for that very purpose, to discourse intimately with his
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diseinles about the real meaning of the kingdom. {SeortT—Tevo 9

This he did that the truth, well planted in the hearts of a select

few, might propagete itself afterwards and so grow to cover the whole
eorth, MHe dered face not merely martyrdom, but failure, provided it wos
the richt kind of failure. To have himself and his message renudianted he-
cause it had been clearly and ummistakably understood: that wnz the right
ind of foilure. Ome clear voice, once clearly heard- the truth would

do the rest. The living leaven once surely in the meal- the whole wounld
ultimntely be leavened. The right kind of failure meant ultimnte and
perpetual success. Thus was his faith sublimer then his heroism. 2nd
having henled a few more 111uﬁ;&ea7ﬂE¢~%ﬂﬁjﬂﬂ7*1ﬁ17iﬂa+7 ansvwered o few
more qusation33fi43TB1+l2ﬂ+ﬁﬂL-l43794¢—}447951—1567%99%: and uttered

a Pew more parables (131,80; 135,91: 145,96; 148,98), he set his face
recolutely toward Uerusalem,

“hen once in Jerusalem, he acted sms if he conld not benr the
agony of suspense, and desired to drink the inevitable cup as soon as
nossible, lest the iron of his will should break with waiting. Or else,
az if there were no clearer background for hle message than the anti-
theticnl hypoerisy, bigotry, rrejudice, and hate of his enemies; and he
purposed therefore to stir it up to one last, wild never-to-be-forgotten
frensy. At any rate, he lost no time to fling challenge after challenge
in their very teeth, 2 polioy that precinitated the final {tragedy in
senrcely more than o week.

The fame of the wonderful Galilean had preceded him. The crowds,
always full of fanatical, messianic enticipation, were ezager with hove.
Jeaus plenned his entry into the city in such & way aa to proclaim his
measishship, and at the same time symbolisze the kingshilp of meeknesns,

pe
humility and service that characterized his Wingdom and message (¥53:392)+
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If the crowds had understood the symbolism they doubtless wonld have
not have hailed the King, but they did not. They escorted him into

the city, with the fervid rapture of religious fannticism and the vol-
canic zeal of a long thwarted patriotism. But the Pharisees feared lest
thias patriotiec uprising might be interpreted hy the Romens as ineipient
rebellion, and rigorously suppressed. Accordingly they besought Jesus
to disperse the orowdslfiﬁttiﬂﬁf?dhut he bluntly rebuffed them: saying,
" If these shall hold their peace the stones will ery out. ™ This re-
buff he followed by prophesying the destruction of JerusalemillﬁﬁTlﬂﬁl1
and by & condemnation of its inhebitants f156-304), and a call to re-

pentancésfiﬁ?jtﬂtff

Aa if this were not enough, he proceeded the next day to the tem-
ple, where, according to a time-worn custom, marketers were selling ani-
mals for the sacrifices, Taking a whip he drove them all out, declaring
that they were profaning a sacred plane#?1597leﬁff' ind, strange to say,
they mede no resistance, however much his assumption of &uthﬂritrﬁfﬂkf—1}+
£8), end his implied rebuke may have added fto the heat of their anger.
That 1t did cnger the religious authorities we are not left to aonjuature%
%1667%65%{

But words ere often more stinging than deeds; and Jesus d41id not
omit the sting of words. In fact almost all his recorded utterances of
this period were stinging rebukes of the Fharisees. They had wickedly
repudinted the message of Jnhn?%1ﬁ27i96+f they were disobedlient sons of
| their heavenly Fathar§+i541—lﬂ4#i they were like the envious elder
brother of the repentant prodigaquiﬁﬁTtﬂTTE they were self-righteous
and unrepentant, and therefore displezsing to Go&ﬂfiﬁﬁriﬂﬁfi they were

unworthy and rejected husbandmen of the ancient vineyard of Jenovan ”/

-

iz
(57,1097 they were high-minded, and given to ﬂulf-exaltatinn{?BETL}ET,
13 :
and had thereby forfeited their place at the wedding feast {365333):they

1
had buried the essential commandments 1783313y under their worthless
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tr&ﬂitians' and they had utterly rejected the services of merecy and
help, which are easantial 173334,
“hen the 3adducees tried to lead him into contradictions ahout
the resurrection, he easily discomfited thum?1}#§7&&2¥f and when the
Pharlisees sought to entangle him in the guestion of tribute, he insin-
nated that they rendered no tribute to Godj;i¥ﬂ—iiﬂ+' Than he uttered
agninst them one of the most drastic philippies imaginabln, and con-
oluded with a Jeremishie leament over their apnatacy f¥att——=23,ehap<y.
The rest is soon told; but even sc, the world had heard the voice.
7is enemies were determined to kill him 3994130}, and they lay their
plots to eapture him Bearetly? They were aided in this by Judas, one
of the ¥Yaster's intimates, whose motive for treachery was monayyfﬂﬂiTisiﬂﬁ
Meantime, the last sad gatherings with his diseciple=s. At one of
these suppers, & women, who pos2sibly had been reclaimed from the de-
gpair of an outeast 1ife, poured out upon his feet a eruse of costly
perfume. " She hath annointed my body beforehand for the burying ", he
sata) 12003301~ A anvbher supper LEMOBASEN" thin tine alons with his
disciples, he likened the bread a2nd the wine to his body and his hlood.
vhich, he declared, were about to be sacrificed for the sake of human-

ity. " This do," said he as they ate and drank, " in remembrance of

me "+

After the supper he went out of the gity, with three of his most
intimate diseciples, to & solitary place. Here he prayed: for he was in
sreat agony of mind on account of the sacrifice he was about to offer,
Je was volunteering to die; nevertheless he involuntarily recoiled at
. the suffering of brutal torture and execution. Therefore he sought
atrength in praya;%ﬁﬂﬂ?ilﬁdi.

But even as he prayed, the traitor from the oirele of his own
friends was uron him with an armed and savage mubﬁfﬁﬂﬁri55+f and identi-
fiad him with the most intimate greeting of sacred friendship.
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Jesus made no resistance, for he knew his houwr was come; hut rermitted
himself to be led away. Some members of the Jewish sanhedrin had bheen
ealled together in the night {209-136)7 for even murder must have the
sanction of religious law! OFf course it was the merest mockery of a
trial; end it was with $he great difficunlty that two witnesses, the re-
quisite number, could be got to swear to the same charge. 3Bul finally
two agreed that theprisoner had softually said something blasphemous
about the temple. That was enough: they condemned him to death: and
heaped upon him insult and 1n3urr.'

Meantime the last of his followers had forsaken hi;?ﬁtﬁriﬁTTT

But his tormentors must needs have the sanction of the Loman
anthorities; so they haled him before Pilate, the Imperisl govarncr?
+835,139)7\ TMere they cleverly brended the prisoner ss & royal pretend-
er, whod the imperial government wae bound to put away in self-defence.
ilate understcood their motives, and ¥mew the charges were false: bhut
he curried popularity. Ue examined the prisoner for a ground of protest,
but as a2 sheep before her shearers is dumb, sc he opened not his mouth.
Then Filate tried to avoid reesponsibility by sending him to Ferod: but
merod laughed and sent him bac£¥f£1¢7159?f He sought to appease their
Prenzy by liverating to them a fellow-citizen; but to no avail: the
frenzy of the pious mob only increased, =nd they yelled for his blcnd{h
{210,140\ And so, when Pilate saw that he would win their emmity by
roefusing, he complied with theilr savege demand: and turned the prison-
er over to them to be crucified. Vhereupon they both ridiculed and tor-
tured hié%ﬂiﬁ:iti%& and then led him away to execution f217—342). Tt
was o brutal form of anclent ﬂavagarr7f21371tﬁ¥i but at last it was over.
and he hung dead upon the aruBBgFﬂiﬂfitS¥E with a ceriminsl on either side.
‘nd over the head of him who had preached the"Eingdom of Cod" was in-
socribed the bitter irony of false accusation: "Xing of the Jewa“j?
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“hen evening came his friends took him down and buried him.

But the story is not finished! For the Faster morning sun-
14zht fell on the blank face of an empty tumhz%ﬁiﬂTitﬁfTEanﬁ for
twenty centuries the ¥ingdom he founded has been growing in the earth,
thus fulfilling the words that he himself uttareﬁ5¢ﬂ576}f—BETﬁE+f and
justifying the faith in the strength of which he dared to fail and

die.
" Men to bay and laurel bow,
As 1s meet.
But the whole world lovingly kneels
£t the feet
" 0Of the splendid failure hung
On the Tree.
It seoma yet I hear him say,
Yho will be
" To the God within him true?
Who will die
Por his vision? Crucified
A8 was IT? "
e, N
() Tk, 15 42— 47 (14%).

I".ﬂj 'éc.e_, Tecetey %h—rf»ﬁu’v} ?fa T4~ M?'f

(4) k. Kiho3ut (61,63
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THE MESSAGE
The one thing we exrect tc find in the New Testament, and irn notother

book, is the way of everlasting life. And if this 1e the psculiasr function
ufethe Rew Testament as a whole, 1t 1s certalnly the function of the synop=-
Fic gospels; Tor In them we hear the words of eternal 1life from the line of
Jesus himself; and he is the ‘supreme authority.

Getfoiny e Rtepitiln

the urpracticed resder would doubtless begin with the first chapter cf
Matthew, and read the goepels through consecutively, one after ancther. But
this method of the unpractlced Eible reader is not ofteh the hezt method:
many a2 youth has tried t¢ read *he whole Bible through, and has becornz dise
couraged before hs had gotten well started in Ganﬁais. A better way, for the
present purpcse, would be to take the "Synopsis of the First Threse Gospels"
and, turning from page to page, watch for the worde of the CGreat Teacher,
pausing only tc examine them and thelr answer to the guestion, "!‘aster,what
ghall I do to inherit etermal 1ifef" '

To devote several hours te this task 1s very interestling work, but esome-
what confusing, it must be confessed, so far as securing a direct ard defin-
ite answer to the guestion ir hand. Tor there are very fow pazsages in the
synoptic gospels where Jesus handles the questlon explicitly; and some of
these, one feels, are qulite intanglble in meaning, when taken by themselves,
apart fi;aar their context and the background of the Teacher's thougnt in sefie
eral. ;Fbr example, in one placqf:fp“ﬁﬁilhit 1s intimated that ons can es=-
cape hell-fire by having hls hand or his foct cut off, or hils sve plucked

~ out. Bﬁ?thia ie manifestly o metaphor; and ite meaning must evidently be

‘uugh_t in the general drift of Jesus' utterances. Again,; in Jesus' conver=
nattuﬂ with the Rich Young Rulef?{ﬁﬁﬁ-thﬁ question 1s explicitly put; but
here ‘again one feels baffled; for, after implying that cne must keep the
commandments, Jesus proposes, as a flnal test, that the young man sell hisa
ponnaﬁaiona and give the proceeds to the poor, and follow him as & disciple.

ne qannnt baliave that literally to glve amay one's pcesessicns and forsale

-'n fnmllj {8¢) is the woy of everlasting life. Jesus was a dealer in
;4

|
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parables and metaphore: and here one feels that some inner disposition,

which this young man's riches interfered with, must be what Jesus really had
in mind.
In his answer to this direct question as put to him by the scribes and
"Phnriaaea"{-l-tﬁ*]".lanua was more explicit: Thou shalfy love Ged supremely,and
thy neighbor as thyeself. There 1s no recorded utterance of the Master in
which a more definite answer to thie question 1s given: in fact a more defin-
ite answer would hardly be possible. And the parable of the $ood Samnritmnfﬁ
which followe, 1= evidently a commentary on this fundamentzl prinuiplaﬁ;a
declaration that the love enjoined is to manifest itself in deeds of kinde
ness and praﬁtiaul service. Thies is plalnly the drift, also, of that other
parable of Jesus in which the way of life and death are set forth: the para-
ble of the sheep and the guntsg{p—lssﬁf
This hasty survey of Jesus' teachinge makes clear the necessity of study-
igng them more thoroughly. This necesalty appears from the metaphorical char-
acter of the paseagee alreddy noted; and from thelr dependence for meaning on
the whole body of hils thought. It would appear also froﬁ a similar study of
other selections which have an implied bearing on the vital question, such ase
the parable of the Pharisee and the sinner praying in the tamplafL We should
have to tutn to the general logic of Jesus' message to decide why the sinner
went down tc his house Jjustified rather than the other. But the necessity
for a more comprehenslve study 1s made most clear from the fact that Jesus
sald so very much that seems t¢ have no direct bearing on the gquestion of
%teml life. To pick out the sentences dealing explicitly or even incident-
ally with that subjeet 1s manifestly inadequate, because it ignores the vast
bulk of what he did say. If the way of eternal life ies the central theme cof
his message, then the bearing on thils subject of his other utterances muet be
discovered. If, on the other hand, the way of eternal llfe is not the only
subject his wcrde throw light upon, or not even the prinecipal one; certainly

that needs to be made clear, and hies pronouncements on other themes should be



understood.
It is naturally expected that & treatise like thiis will set forth Jesus'
teachings in an orderly, esystematic fashion. Logical syetem ie the mental
"nathaﬂ of modern thought. We want to know what was the "system of thought"
of Plato, Rosseau, Confuciue, St. Paul, or whoever it may be that we are study-
ing. Accordingly, it 1s the purpose of this chapter to reduce Jesus' teache
ings to a system, and to draw thet system out to a few fundamental principles.
But if Jesus' teachings are to be set forth in a complete logical system, they
muet, indeed, be %ducad to Bﬁﬂ%l system; for Jesus himself was anything but
& logician, He expressed himaﬁlf in paradoxical eplgrame, and in parables,
the metaphore of which will not always bear logical straining. Some of his
nost fundamental ideas are implied or assumed, rather than expounded; eso that
it is often necessary to read between the lines. The whole vein of a funda-
mental principle sometimes has to be surveyed from a few outcropping ledges.
doreover, the loglc of his words, or sometimes the loglc of hie motives, has
to be carried farther than it ever occurred to his mind tec carry it, if one is
to build hie words and deeds into a system of thought such as the modern mind
craves. In & very explicit sense his teachinge have tc be reduced tc a system.
For the Nazarene was a prophet, not a philosopher. Nevertheless, sinee our
nminds crave a system, there is probably no more effective way of exalting
the Prophet of Nazareth, 'nd bringing him to an adequate appreciation by the
student, than to project the lines of hile scattered utterances, till the ut=-
*nmmaﬂ and the logic eof them complete a parallelogram. Such a method willl
dc no viclence to Jesus, provided that we remember that his method h=as been
translated, as 1t were.
Ae one reads and rereads the synoptic gospels, searching for what Jesus
has to say about the way of etermnal life, one gradually comee to realize that
there are several other main themee under which Jesus' worde end the mﬂtivé?

of his deeds, may be arranged. Thaeaﬁ&hemua would doubtless be tabulated
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dirferently by different students; but for purpcses of this study, let us

note five of them as follows: first, bhe religious character of Jesus' thought,

and his habit of referring to God as his Heavenly Father; second, his thought

about human life an& the relation of men to man; third, his frequent refer-
‘imne tc the Kingdom of God; #f#,fourth, his ethical teachings, and, fifth,

his ezplanation of the way of everlasting life. These themes overlap one

another,as wlll appear later; neverthelees it will be well to take tlHem up

and discuss them one at a time. \

Jesus takes for granted the monotheistie conception of the world. It
would have been absclutely foreign to his thought tc question such a world
view. Anything else is so utterly unthinkable that the mere mention of the
matter seems hardly permiseible, Nevertheless that conception of the wordd-
was unique with him and the Hebrews to whom it had originally been revealed.
But the chief significance is not in the mere fact that he spoke of God, nor
yet the further fact that he spoke very frequebtly o God, showing that his
thoughte about life and the world were intensely religious thoughts. The
chief significance 1s in the way he thought about God. He thought of God ae
a loving Heavenly Father., God was not only his own Fnthor: but he taught
hie disoiples to think of God ae their Father also. But more than this,
Jesus' parables plainly imply, if they do not explixitly etate = and the
great Prophet taught habitually by parables that implied rather than by dise
sertatione that asserted - that the Heavenly Father is father not only to
the favored few, but also to those who least deserve his fatherly love.

"I.This is set forth in the parables of the lost eoin‘f and the lost Bhﬂ@-¢
These parables mean that just ac the shepherd is solicitous for the lost
sheep, Just as the woman is anxious to find the lost coin, so the heavenly
Father is solicitous in behalf of the sinner. But the parable of the Iérnd-
igal aoﬁrsata forth this truth most explixitly; and ie one 6f the most touche
ing and blessed passages in the Bible. In this parable the wayward. son,who

has wasted his substalme in riotous living, is welcomed home by his father
with a love and forglveness he had not ventured to expect; thus Jesus taught
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that the repentant sinner will receive a welcome from the Heavenly Father,

end that the loving Heavenly Father will fobgive his wayward sons when they

dare not forglve themselves. Vhoever cries out: Lord, be merciful to me,

& sinner, goes down to hie house :,lu:la1:1!.1'1153“!1[..'IIr
el Furtlﬂermore} Jesue taught the doctrine of divine fatherhood by carrying
it out to ite logical application in his treatment of publicans and ainnernf‘
and the humble people of the 1nnd€ If Géd wae his own Father, and also the
father of these claseses of people, they were of course his brothers. And this
is what he calls them: "the least of these my hrethramf; And he treated them
a8 brothers, God béing the mutual Father of him and them.

This conception of the divine fatherhbod is of the highest importance,
for it means that God loves his children; that he cares tenderly and solic-
itously for thumfﬂthat he pities thelr 1lls as Jesus pitied those to whom he
ministered. that in obeying hie commands we are discovering our own best in-
tarelts? that there is always hope for the sinful and degraded, since the
loving Father will gladly give such another nhancét In short it warrants
the acme of religious faith in the liéébility of 1ife and in the ultimate
Goodnesz at the heart of things.

Thie patermnal conception of God, this filial relation of the Christian
toward God, ies the unique and characteristic fesature of the Christian re-
ligicn. Judaism had taught that God was father of a chosen natinng;r of a
fow ravgrag@eraon;ianly. Buddiem's fundamental presupposition is a pessimis-

] tic attitude toward life; no other religion, not even those which conceive
.%hﬂ Vorld-force in personal terms, teaches that Love is the fundamental
characterisgic of deith. God ies love: this is the unique and sublime dec=
laration of the Christlan faith ae taught by its Founder. This is the or-
thodox core of Ghriatianitydﬂ
The paragraphs just preceeding could barely stop short of the logical
corollaries of Jesuc' dootrine of divine fatherhood, If God is the Father
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of men, men are the scns of God. However frequebtly God may be referred to

as FPather, men, it must be admittéd. are seldom referred to exnlicitly as his

children. But it is not necessary. Jesus was seldom explicit. But the drif

of hie utterances is nofless certain for that. For observe: if men are sone
‘or God, that implies two consideraticns of primary importance; first, the hig

dignity of human l1life; and, secomd, the brotherhood of man. Both of these we

find Jesus teaching by epigram, parable, implication, and exzample.

The firet. It is often sald that deeds speak louder than words; and
certainly Jesus' estimate &f man 1s expressed without ambipguity in his deecds.
He was the friendfof ninner;l he sought the lost espaciallﬁ? Thiz cammot be
explained unless we believe that he saw latent possibilities even in the de=-
praved and degraded. If the sick could be made #ellifﬁt—ﬂ%lﬂit the health
to which they would be reptored would be invaluable. The very term lost
implies a restorable worth; and the possibilities going to waste infthe
masses he saw as a harvaat.fMt“9%5¥4\‘ Not the external accessories of power,
poscessione or reputation; but the intrinsic ##¥ff humanness of a man, was
what he valued. He cared nothing for the gold that glitters; humanity was
the gold he prized: therefore his regard for the poor. He loved the common
folks, he pltlied their neeﬂfﬁihair migsery, and their sin. But remember, this
was not a calculating love, matheratically deduced from his estimate of ths
worth and dignity if human life; it was a spontaneous love from which we

may deduce an estimate of the high dignity of humen 1life. EHaving deduced the

ad
_J‘inavit.a.hle estimate, we must caﬁlzeda that Jesus taughtdby hle deeds of epon=-
taneocue love and solicitude for misery, suffering and ein of mankind. His

A
@
condemnation of the Pharisees for their unsympathetic and heartlessly indifa

ferent attitude toward the maeses, only emphasizes his owm regard for them
and the loglc of that regard,

It wae not by his deeds alone that Jesus taught the dignity and spirit=-
ual worth of human life. He taught the docirine also in some of hie most
pithy epigrams. Let them be stated as bris#fly as possible, for commeht only
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dulle their incisiveness: "Ye are of more value than many sparrows;" "How
much then ls a men better than a Bhﬂﬂp?i "what shall it profit a man if he
gain the whole world and lose his own aoulﬁg or Mahat shall a man give in
exchange for his aouf%'

L Jesus' doctrine of the dignity of human lifec completes itself in his t
teaching with regard to immortality. It is as if he recognized man's nature
to be such that it projects itself into eternity. It 1s not necessary here
to quote the references which Jesus made to the life heruartar? they are a
matter of common knowledge. As has already been intimated, the disposition
to apply Jesus' teachings to this world has sometimes been carried too far;
sc far,indeed, a8 to make them relate to this world only. This 1s absurd;
just as absurd as the mediaeval error of giving them an exclusive other world-
liness. Jesus certainly taught that life rightly lived, completee itself in
everlasting life.

The second logical corollary tc be deduced from the doctrine of divine

Fatherhood is the brotherhood of man. It follows as a matter of course.

But here-Jesus uses the very terms of brotherhocd. Brother is the typical

word with which he expresses thé relation of man to man; and he used the

word very frequently in that sense: "the mote in thy brother's eyaf: 'ﬁhe

least of these my brethraﬂ%' "be reconciled to thy brutherf; and so onf

Moreover the fraternal relatiocnship among men which brotherhood implies ies

explicitly enjoined by Jesus in those commands with which he summarizes
¢+ whuman duty; especially in the Golden Ruleqand in the law of love: thou shalt
love thy neighbor ae thyaalgf Thie point will be enlarged upon when it comes
t0 a discussion of Jesus' ethical teachings respecting our duty toward our
felluwmanf Here it need only be said in conclusion that we cannot stop short
of the universal brotherhood of all men when we recall Jesus' words bearing
on prejudicéf'the implications of his monothelem, whose one God is the God

¢f all the world, not to mention the command to preach the goepel to all the

I
vorld with which the Book of Hatthew ends.
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Jesuse'! doctrine 6f the brotherhood of man is perhaps the most signié=-
icant and important religious ideal that has ever been held up before man=
kind. The influence it 1s capable of exerting over huran life and society
will be made more evident in the following chapter.

". Anyone who hae read the gospele, especlally thoee who have read them
&8s often as the foregcing discussion presupposes must have observed the fre=-
quency with which Jesus used the term: "the Kingdom of God;" iatthew para=-
phrases it "The KXingdom of Heaven," but that is prohably due to the fact
that both the author and hies audience were Jews, and s¢ under the influence
of the apocalyptic lMessianism described in an earlier chapter. Jesus be-
gan his ministry by announcing that the Xlngdom of God was at hundj During
his ministry he frequently referred toc the coming Xingdom. The term is used
gbout a hundred times in the synoptie goepels. -

Some have declared that i1t was the central theme of his message. This
is perhaps an exaggeration. It would probably be nearer the truth to say
that he selged upon this term as one of the most importent vehicles of hie
BOSSAL6. That the phrase, The Kingdom of God, is only a vehicle for Jek
sus' message 1s evident from the fact that certain disagreements among the
doctore — wholly gratultous disagreements, it seems to the present writef%i
a8 to how Jesue expected the Kingdom tc ceme, do not involve the essential
meaning of the great Teacher's message. Hls ethical teachings,and their
bearing upon socliety and the everlasting life, could doubtleess be gathered
wholly apart from what he sald about the Kingdom. Nevertheless the term

'.raa an important ¢fi¥ means of expressing his thought; and we must seei to

understand it.
In geeking for the meaning of ;hiﬁ term as employed by Jesus - for he
never defined it-= one's mind immediately reverts to the Messianic expecta=

tione current in Jesus' time. It was the terminology of this expectation

that he selzed upon.
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His idee of the Xingdcm of God was in part like that of his contem-
porarieé, and in part different; and the difference was what he ta lked
ebout, because he was trying to show the people of his age their mistake.

He eald very little about thet half of his i1dea which agreed with theirs,
?lanuue it wae unnecessary to dc¢ sc. All undersetood when he mentioned the
Kingdom of God that he referred tc an idyllic future crder. As an end, the
Kingdom meant & social state in which mankind ehculd be properous, happy and
even blessed., Everybedy understocd that. In that respect his idea wae like
that of both the Zealote and the Fharisees.

Put here the likeness ends, for the Kingdom was to the Jew not only
an ideal end, but aleo a means whereby that end was tc be attained. it
was not merely a what, but a how. How the Z£ealots, and how the Pharisees
expected the ideal behefits of the Xingdom to be realized an earlier chape-
ter has already related. With all this Jesue disagreed. As for the Zealot
progrom, he declared that those who take up the aw&rdfahall rerish by it;
and the various Zealot !lessichs he denounced as pratandersf* The Pharisaice
program he regarded as equally miatakan.s '

On the other hand he distinctly, though cautiously, taught that the
Kingdom of God is already prresent among men:;f He meant by thie that those
in whose lives love of God and man is the actuating motive of righteousness,
are already in the Hingdom, and the Kingdom is manifest in themj; for child=-
1itananafﬁhumilitgf love to God and manf the charitable service of humanityf?

ﬁ'fnd the doing of God'e will?;re the characteristics he spealks of in connec=-
tion with the presence of the Kingdom amcng men.

Ve must cenclude, therefore, that Jesue meant tc teach that all the
1deal soclal conditions of which the Jewe vainly dreasmed, would come, if
;ﬂoplahchangeﬂ their liveé? and be loving and humble, unselflish and kind;
and that the Kingdom is already in the world tc the extent to which meh
do live that way. Thaet these qualities of character are the characteris-
tice of the ¥Yingdom is evident, also, from the ethical principles and idezls
wnich Jesus taught in pascsages where he made no reference at all to the
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Kingdom, In other vworde, a complete study of"“ Jesue' teachings cannot be
logically =subevnmed under = Etvdy of the Kingdom; but ﬁpiattninal teach=
ings ma; legitimately be imuorted intc a charecterization of the Kingdem.

It is falr, therefcre, to anticlpate bj sayins thet the study off Jesue!
1!thicul teschinge, wnich 13 tg follow presently,will confirm the comelusion
Ut iy Focogdom oo d s Ebe juatined, ’
already reasbad,nacc rding to Jesus, by the righteous, reverent way of lirfe,
and ty the lmw of love.

And now we come to a moet interesting and, indeed, inesriring rart of
his teachings reiative to the Ningdom of Geod which is 2lready among men;
that is, that it is going te grow. In severnsl passages he likens ite zrowth
to the growth of 2 plant from a B“Ld: and to *Eimzradnal whorking cf the
yaaat. These parables betray a rsmarkabl 4growthJﬂccord1n; t¢ vhilch ideals,
refcerms and progress bring forth their frultare. He alse taught his die=
eiples to vre- for the comlng of the Eingdmm? The lanpusse of this rrayer,
morecver, together with such exprescicns as "the light of the worldf; "the
salt of the eartﬁf; and especlally "till the whole wasn lgavenaé?; net to
mention tho cormand with which llatthew closes,tc evarngelize the whole world,
all indicate that he looked forward with prophetic vision to the tinme when
the HKingdcem of Ged should be unlversal in tiwe earth. In other turﬂs)Jeaus
had such falth in the force of love and good=will that he confldently an-
nounced thelr ultimete triveph in the world, and tne transfoermaticn and
trancfiguration of the world through thoir triumﬁh. In confident fidellity

5ifa his Messianic call to preach such e gcepel, he died,

Cur study of Jesus' doctrine of Cod, with lieg corollery doctrine cf
human relations, and his doctrine of thic Fingdem, have beth brought us out
at the samo place, namely; the law cf lcve and the duty of unselfich good=-
will and service. BSoth these doctrines neeé to be completed in a consld-
eration of his ethical teachings.h‘ hat, thcrefores, were Jesus' idess

es to duty? Upon this subject he said many things not direcily commected

with the other two doctrines aforesaid,
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In the inatrictions of a moral teacher one paturally expecte to find
specific advice as to what one chould do and what one should not do. OCuite
an extensive list of such explicit instructions might be tabulated from
the goepels. Thus, in the Sermon on the lYount we find Jesus forbidding anger'

Wna reaantmontf’ His prohibition of divnrcfia one cf the mest explicit of
his commenda; and the "except 1t be for fnrninntin;i is supposed by scholars
+to have been thrown in by Jesus' revorter because he felt the VMaster's ab-
solute preohibition to be too rigidfr Jesue also objects to the formal cnthf
The sections of the discourse that follow that concerning cathe rather baf-
fle explicit codification, however, because they seem to refer not sc much
to specific acts as tc the spirit end motive of action.

Indeed, here we are at the heart of the matter; for any attempt to re=-
duce Jeeus' moral teachinge to a code of epecifications is inevitably a
failupe; because almost his entire emphasis was on motives. "lfake the tree
good and the fruite will be gondg" thie is the gist of hie teaching. His
specificatione were almost invariably illustratione of the importance of
right motives; and to wrench them from that eetting, and hold them forth
in their intrinsic nakedness, subjects them to the shame of absurdity.

As a matter of fact, it is the chlef grandeur of Jesus' ethical teaching
that 1t seeke to purify the fountain of the heart. His fundamentsl law is
the law of love; Thal ghalt love thy neighbor as thyaelf{ If a peéerson be
actuated by tho motive of love, he needs no other instruction; he will spon-

9

> taneously practice the Golden Rule, Therefore, this command seeks out the
‘r’emntaﬂt depths of the heart; anything less does not obey the command. Love
is of such a character that to counterfelt it 1s tc repudiate it. If one

is to erek the Fingdom of Jod at all, he must seel it firat?ﬂ Te cannot
‘serve Cod and Hammnng for where one's treasure ie there will his heart be
nlunji-If one'es eye he not single, therefore, to the law of love; hie whole

hody is full of da.rknaas.f3
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It 1s hardly necessary tc pause for the purpose of poinging out this

insistence upon motive is the significance of what Jesus said about alma:
prayerfﬂfastingf treasures#upon earth, scordid anxiety;-ﬂnﬂ many other themes
fgpncarning which he discoursed. But 1t is necessary to polnt out that this
'JB the animus of hie condemmation of the Pharisees. As has been explained,
their morality had degenerated into a mere formal, external legaliem. It
‘WaE & van??r under which was a corrupt sz:t. They %;afsz;éﬁggig%png and
unctuously, to be seen of men; but they did not do énd'a wi 1bibut they de=
voured widow's hnusaéi and deepised the common peepla? They worshipped the
Sabbath auparatitiausl;g but they utterly overlooked and denied ites real
value for humanity? They trumped up various irrelevant religious fnnma;L
but they neglected the weightier matters of jJjustice, Jjudgement, mercy and
t.rut.hf3 Thelr hearte were utterly empty of human sympathy and love; but yet
they exalted themeelves with censorious Belf-complauan¢3:¢ And because their
morality and their religion were so exactly the oprosite of what Jesus saw
to be the true orthodoxy of the heart, he arraigned them with superlative
hittarnasé?‘und he sealed his condemnation of their eseential sinfulness
of soul by a martyr's death at the hands of thelr pious resentment.

Absolute, transparent sincerity of devotion to the Kingdom, is, there-
fore, the core cf tﬁa laster's requirement. Until a man prizes the life of
reverence and faith, of love and good willy-the Eingdom of God, in short -
ae the cholcest trenﬂuréf the one pearl of greatest pricai?that man has not

) been won by the Yaster. This,indeed, is a stralt gaté?'for the spirit of

."’iﬁharineeiﬂm recurs from age to age, and reappears in a2ll our hearte. Whos=
ever looke into the mitror of Jesus' teaching, finds his soul searched to the
very depths; but this is the mirror that one finde on almost every page of

the Synoptic Gospels, and especially in the Sermon on the lMount.
The motive of conduct is & sheer abstraction, however, apart from cone

duct itself. It is only because motives are the predeterminants of actions

and the consequences of actions that there is any practical gain in purify-
ing the springe of life. The grandeur of Jesus' insistence upon right mo=-



1Z.

tives is precisely in thie, namely, that in an intelligent perscnality and
developing character, the sure way, and the only way,to get right resulte
is to purify the motive. lievertheless the right result, the righteous cone
#*ﬁut, the good behaviour, is what society demandes, what religion seeks to
inspire, and what the good man must display. "By their fruits ve shall
now them:" Our task is not finished, therefore, till we have gearched the
laster's words for more explicit statements regarding specific concrete du-
ties. Ve are especially obligated to draw out the logic of hie principles
till we make them yield a cogent yes or no as to the duties and moral prob=
lems of every day life.

This last zentence needs to be emphasized. The obligation referred to
ie imperative if one is serlously to take the teachings of Jesus aes a guide
for hie moral 1ife. No man can render anything to Gtaaarf'for Caesar is
dead. But the principle Jesus uttered is not dead; it lmperatively commande
the Christian to dbscover and fulfil his whole responsibility to the democ=-
racy in which he lives. It 1s likewise imperative that the Christian set
himeelf seriously to the task of discovering and doing the concrete deeds
called for by the motivaaﬂinculcatad. If Jesus did not himself complete a
pystem of moral instructione, still a complete system ought to be deducible
from the lo~ie of the principles and motivee he inculcated; and as a matter
of fact one has by no means finished hle study of Jesus until he has worked
out such a system. And sc far from doing vioclence to Jesus' teachings by

*reduuing his scattered utterances to a logically deducible system of duties,
one does ¥iolence to Jesus' emphasis on motives 1if he doee not seriously
ask what concrete dutlies such motives require him to perform. It is by
asking what Jesus would have him do that one bullds his house upon a rcck;;
and when one aska that question his answer ile te be found seldem in what
Jesue said, but usually in the logic of what he sald and did.
That, then, according to Jesus, are our duties toward God, toward our

fellow men, and toward ourselves?
() 7k, 7:16(52), (x) 7k 22424 (112): (B) %l 7:244(52).
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cince Ged is a loving Heavenly Mather, we ought to entertain a lovirng,
£111al attitude toward him. Indeed, we ought to love him with all our na=
ture., 0f course we cammot love God ae we love a Tellow creature. Instead
we repose grateful, reverent faith in 'his Prdévlidence, and especlally in the

%onﬂti‘tuticn cf his Vorld. The disclple of Jesus knows that"God's in hie
heaven, &ll's right with the warld," and that Love is creation's final law.
He ig an optimist from the depthe of his heart. And haing thus imbued with
g confident truet in the beneficence of God, he ﬂbayaiﬂia laws willingly,
btelieving thet those laws are not merely good but kind. Vith svch a
heavenly Father, the mystic soul, disabused of anxiatysbaﬂauae of £ilial
maekneazﬁand trustfd;cmmunsa, after the example of the Yaster, who often
gought the solace of solicitude and prayer.

There is no other subject wlth respect to which Jesus is so explicit
az he is with respect to our duty toward our fellow men. This is signif-
icant when we consider that morality 1s in the last analyeie an approved
method of living together. Human relationship 1s preﬁmiuently the problem
of Jesus attention; and sympathy, fraternal regard, and unselficsh service
are his goluticn of the problem. His message may be spitomized ss the gos=-
pel of love. Thie ies implied in his doctrine of human brotherhocd. It
is sugrested by his example cf ministration to the needy and afflicted.

It io poeitively taught in many utterances and especlally in the Golden
Eule:? The measureless supericrity of the Golden Rule to the sc called
Filver Rule of Confucius is that the Golden Rule is positive: it calle

upon usg to do., Confuclus cormands one to refraln from doing harm; Jesus
£111gs the world with loving service. And this duty cof love amd good of=-
fices .to othera, Jesus does hot permit to be interferedd with by primitive
instincte or artificial conceita. Previous injurles are tc be forgiven from
the neartf and even our enemies (mirabile dictu!) are to be included in

the scope of our love and service. Prejudice alsc must yield before the

Geolden Rule, and whoever needs our sympathy and help is not to be denled
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it beczupe he 1k a Csru'.".:;trita.n.»‘r The gospel of love expands sympathy, juestice
and "the consclousness of kind™ t111 they burst the narrow bends of sectore
ian bigotry and provinclaliesm, and human brotherhood becomes universal.

- fe for one's duty toward himeself there is ne subject on which Jesus
-actuelly saild so little, bdbut concerning which the loglc of hie teachinge ise
rore insistent. Hie doctrine of the dignity of human 1life has besn expound=
ed: to fall to realize thet dignity 1s to repudiate the teaching. It ieg the
positive duty of every man to make the most of himself; and for & wan to de=-
bauch himself end prostitute his faculties is wirtually contempt of the
Croator; for all men are endowed by their Creator with the image of divine
scnehipe.

One arrives at the same deduction from Jesus' teachinge relative to c=o=-
c¢ial relations: for 1t le evident that no man can fulfll his duty toward
hies fellow man if his own powere are below par. Soclial solidarity makes it
imressible for = man to @ebauch himself without bringing suffering upon his
fellows; and the evidences of this law are everywhere about us. Soclal ef=-
ficiency and self realization stand in causal relations to one another.
The Golden Rule depends for ite force upon how 2 man estimates and appralses
the values of his own 1life.

But also in behalf of himaself as well ac in behalf of socliety is a man
oblirated to the duties Jesus inculcstes., Jesuse explicitly teaches that a
man owes 1t to himself to fulfil hie duties to hie fellow men. It ies the

—

~gay to life that is through the stmeit Eatﬂ?#‘Tha kighest good of life 1s

bfound in the 2ltrulstlec service of others: celfishness 1s the worst of ca-
tastrophies. "For whoscever would save hls life chall lose 1t; and whoeo-
ever shall lose hie 1life for my sake and the gospel's shall save itfi A
man's 1ife consisteth not in the £¥fHE ehumdance of the things that heo
pessessath;#but in the abundance of hie minlietratione to hie fellow me:fr_

(A
I one reads the beatitudee negatively he sees that in them Jemuvae declares
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that the secrets of harpineas, character, and infl:anccfaru in the humbls,
altruistic virtues they onjoln. The reascnz why we are Lo seelr firsﬁighe
vingdom of God are not only in order that the Kingdom of CGCod may coma in the
earth; but ales because tho Kingdom of Cod 1z the greatest treasure & man
!rm #ind, the cne rearl of greatest priﬁe.ﬂ Thia[parhapﬂ!in & hard saying;
tut there can he ro doubt about Jesus! meening: he ineists over and over
argain that the life of righteocusnecs,love, and unselflsh service 1s the bect,
hapnisst and most lié&bla 1llfe for the individual. The restralnts thet 80w
clety imposee upon the individual work out not only the good of socclety but
of +the individual. Duty 1o utlility and the seoret of happlness. He that
obeorveth the wordes of Jesue to dc them, bullds hie house upon a rncl:f& The
egaential and caving faith in Jesus 1s the falth that belleves this doctrine
of the higheet good; and Pelleves 1t so vitally as to baild life's program
upon 1t. It involves cn the part of rany men a radical changs of mind with
regpect to the meaning and values of lifoe; but the fundemental meaning of
renentance ie a2 change of mind, and Jesus came into CGalllee declarims:
"The Kingdom of God 1s at hand, repont and helieve the good nawr;.'r
Ve have noe reviewed the various thenmes shat inviie attentlion in cone-
nection with Jesus' message. Ve may now recall that the conslderation of
overy one of these themesc hasz dbrough' us out at the same place. Consider=-
inz the way of eoverlasting life we came to the law of love, righteousncss
and service; there we loft nff,pﬂnding a study of the otheor thamas. Ve
'.ﬁmunﬁ,alac-, that Jesus' doctrine of the brotherhood of man led us ocut to
t' e same practical terminus. So did Jesus' conception of the Uingdom of
sod. Then we studled hle dlstinctly ethical teachings; only to find that
they but reltcorated and emphaslized the principles already familiar. We
nay therefore return to the question with which the chapter began, with the
confldeht assertion that in Jesue' thought the way of life ls also the way
ot everlasting life. Tc be loet and to be saved may,therefore,be defined

in terms of what kind cf a person one is or is becoming, as well acs in terma
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of whera one is going o be put,., Jesus' angwer to the lawyor'as question
abtcut etornal life,f led te the parable of the good Samaritan; j:mc‘l Jesusa!
laot recorded words to the lawyer were: "Co, thou, and do likevise." In
B E‘:*.,-r rerable ¢f the sheep and tho gmatsathoaa 7ho are callad into life ctor=
I‘.r:zl are those tc whom it may be sadd: "Inusmuoch a8 ye have done 1t unto one
o> %the least of theese iy brethren, re have done it unto me."

T+ may be well, in concluslon, to reduce Jesue' teachings to thelr
lowest torms and sumarize them in five fundamental prineciples, as follows:

I. The Fatherhood of God,

IT. The Dirnity of Human Life;

IIT. The Brotherhoed of Man:

IV. The Conmlng Kinpgdom, 1. €., the gradual approxzimation of an ideal

soclzl order; and,
V. The Law of Tove, as the individuel's highest good, and soclety's
fundamental need.

() Lo to: 26 (103): (3] pnd, 26 21-16025),

*y Lk.lo 24370
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Just s one turns to the gospels with theo iastinctive expectation
of findinz there set forth the my »f rverlasting life, so the first
subject cnc expects to find discussed in = chapter on The Ppesfieat
~orth of the 3ynoptic Jdospel is its ndequney for perscnal religious
cuperience and salvation. it g waild scen supcrfluous to raise such
a question in view of the fact that the j0ospel of Jesus Christ has
vaen the power of wod unto szlvation t2 nillions of sould during twenty
cunturicse out the relevancy arisesfrom the fact that in the Synoptie
s08pel we have dug aside the les~l formulas of medimeval thﬂnlogy,and
disgcoversd the sinplo zospel of Jesus. vill the sinple zoanel of
ousus sulffice as well to save 7ea's sould,as the eredal gospel of the
patristics aad the scholactizs? Is it ia fact the samne old jospel,
cxzept that the husg of doimatis® has veen rencved?

in tie Tirat place docs it offepr sufficicat 7 tive to induco a man

to £lee fro1 the wreath to come? The saasver is in the affirmative.
dhere L 3 been sone dispos’tioa in rose it yerrs to alnify the nope of
honven as a nmotive ia Jesus' teselinga. itis ia anwarrantled. He
cartainly did hold out the rewrds Of‘trr ctarnal life; and 1t is
equally certalin that he beleived ia hell. Few "odera Christiansz be-
laive that e meant hils word: to siznify the nhysicnl tortures that
madias 21 Chriatizns belelived in. oJuch m hell nay7 have had its ad-
vaatascs in freihteainsg a violent, superastitiouns ages bit even then
its retwtencaswas its weminsss, and it hid te be suppl@rented by Ly¢
innediatoe tﬂrrara?such a3 peanaces mad thio vhole mseam of priest
craftery. Let us nct imagiase therefore that we are losers because “'e
undorstaad that sias are punished Ly tiv holl of thelr own consequences,”
Dot o tle siwver and his aszoclates. It vi.n these conseousnces that
vEs3us peraﬁindiauﬁ&pitina(Lhc rmiltitade bevnasn: of thems Sin and its

eonsequences weroe the glokness of whiclh he v the great physician:
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and say obserye pr of Hitm) antar Wi anciety 1s execedin:ly blind
wno dooy not zee the "iseries, comparable imdend to the ﬂlaﬁrieq of
a literal hell=fire, that exi~t everyvhere atout hiim an the natural
goasaquencas of selfishaess, materiallsh znéd viee. Trese will bs
ealarsed upon la lagter pales; here it will merely be said tnat the
anarech is uissiag tne opport ity of tha ase oy her failare to thundap
the terrors of this bell.

+hie ginnple zogsocl of Joasas hasg th. prfore = roicnerating pover
for the individual life greater thra the tere [adividualistie, cred-l
congeption of the jso0spel formarly sntertziacd; for it offers not
only eseaps from a fuaturs hell, bat w11 tra ddltional inceatives
for transfoerned 1ifag rirat, & nors ndeaw te conprehension of und

"

hiorror for the hellishi consenusacas ol

3in hers and now; and, 32c0 .,
BLI :-.11;r',liat.:ynct1w for lifa. a3 Tor the firsty econsider too e act
of explainiag to a man the hell on earth that he dringts on hins=21f,
but espeeially upon others, by the three sreat viccs?ar By the socinl
sins of the modern industrial aane pgnlitical “criniqﬁlnid"f in do
this i3 aa opportinit, that has usawlly bean overlocked by the
evanielish and the zospel srencher. L ve are in rpely sclely an the
ejoiastic motive of fenr, the sinple goapsl of Jesus, therefore,
app.als o fear s intelligzentily sad eftactually as the zoanel aver
aid @i it wore the husia of dojvatisne wsul the ponsibilitics of
nltraisna wero mlooat wholly anaznlored by the old relizion. sand
Jesuaa wag the prophet off altruianm sl Its ospvne™ to transfTinmes = 1ife;
for hie wnew that altrulsn is an ultinete iastinet of haman nature,
wholly undependent upon o joistic coasideration of aay sort) and %
often dnvﬂichqainnulculaula redemaptive nover i1 a life. in other
vordss.slve the depraved B vision of something worth doing for othnrﬂ?

w

==a for the world,sad, the JAngdon of J{Jﬂfﬁll:.‘l you vut him apon his

() Sew 1344,‘5;.,.,.1..;& Sn.J?", ,ME.
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feet in the rond thatl lends Lo he vene F ocy aac pe quire = gr-at iife
puppase to put wenlag 1ato his 1life, groat ennagh to be warthy all
the bast endeavor of & man, 2a0lin: and Se~atiful enouzh €~ bura all
the drass of selflshaess out of his 1life nnd ennt the gold aof shapaeter
iato forms of ctermal ucﬁinﬂ:'s_:gﬁ an idenl rational enouzh asc that in
sae (ing to rialize it one ronlizea hla own largeat, completest seclf-
ood? Jnen lct him seet firat the (1azdo of wode Does ane require
B ;:L-c-';r-.--:. 8 notive, a relliion that will degscend into the trivinl

4t 1ls of life and laspire hia to be A Dottrr brother and zon, o
patter hasband and father, a bottor neighbor, friend m d citizen?

shen lot hin find it in the law of love nad the nractier of the @ lden
Rale; for the soapel of the alngdom glorfies the homely duties, nnd
randers eénch ~an's home & petiy principolity of the (iagdon of Jod.
m:t% temptotions ﬂlﬂ the pr csare of prinitive instinots b=ve €1-
ticed soma into a eountry forei:n to the rm-t'.l‘.-;"-. 17 theres sterved 1t

oa the hucks of sensuality £4it only Foar thc aviney so thnt they are
anened to look thoiselwes in the I'.':cn?:‘:tr_’: dare not hone to be of
service ¢ the "'::rld? P:&r- 30ulg thus siot it Jés eir, there i3 no
wdicin: like the vords of Josus as reacarded jn the parnbles of the
lost aoin, the loast sheap, =nd the lost (9N

capaavery Lhe roll jlon of' Jesus, haviag rescued a man from the pit.

aad faraished hia actives adequate for the rlhteous 1ife. provides
nlge o his g2af'ort in 4 houar of sorpows. Lhen life's burdens heve
Seown too henyy, whan the rosag of hono hayve tarncd to the mshes of
dissapolintient, and the :lory of the sky fadad lnto grmys: let the
sufforer rew bor that wod 13 the lovina; hoowvenly sather and that the
hales of tsse—gufferp's hasr upe all ar e dy that ao sparrow falleth
ta the groand withoit the snther's notlee, All the nltars of trast

that tihe himan henrt hayg ever bilt are noted oy the hatvenly “~ther:
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and all the f‘f.t_: LoiNis  of purionsl faith that tie 301l of =an haa ayep

sang fiad thelr echo In hiz loving heapt. Jesas hins~lf, in his h~urs
A deepesat need, retired apart 1o prey to tho .*'*thﬂr, who tnoweth =11
hl. cuildren's needa pefore they assc hin -

Aand 1f one 13 E; instiaet a 7ystic,”ne aay replenish the fouatain
of his socidl From hﬁ'?ﬂnlj aprings by oo umanlon with the eompanionable
s0d hiis hervenly # ther, wnola .ingdon he serves, Jush gomminlon
will pregore hinm for mops efficient scrviecey nnd asueh zervice will
entitle hinm to Mr:ﬂﬂ inion.

~3 a mattcr of fact the cmohazla, 3¢c l~g and sadly neglected,
on the soeial aspeosts of Ghriutianitf?shwald wnse it not less but
ore o porscnal pell lon. Jesus hinself was a =ystie,though not =
recluses versonal religlon is smost rrtlnanl, healthy and eo-plete
whea 1t tiges [ts natursal place in the circle of soclinl rolati~ s,
4Jeayen lies ot the vmd of a long randiarnudrd with our fellow “En,
;uch 14 thoue to who= uedus cnie %0 ainisters «nd he who ministers,
23 Jue3as dld,and ﬁ'ha’":: JESAS tﬂu;ht-?f‘.f:ﬂ {8 t0o order his 1life Dy the
law of love,in this conpetdtive, Taterinlistee social ordeor, will
fi1d plaaty of occasiocn for herocia and self-iunerifiee; =nd he »ill
discover the secret of raprincas, penge, lallucnse, and persanal

elvetion. sueh Is the present wort: of the Grnontie Josnel to the
individual socual.

~very Christing whe has seon the vision of Lirfiatinnity'’s zneial
application must hare noticed and felt tho derth: of hymns on that
3abjecte .ur hymanslogy has veen alacst cxelasive personal, 91bjective
and urédnl. otiliing wmaifests better the attitade of epclezimaticnl
rellsions &ut we are at the culmination of the five-hundred ye-rs?
drift from the legal, erednl roligion of the Idcdle ajes, townrd the

social rell ;lon of tonerrow. ae s3tand at the down of a grynt aew

ers: the ar hen tle aostal 1 onliéstisns of vesua' teachings are
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aaly 60 .o apuited t. thim g Elal aede T 4aler e Iratesahia of

snapghysa Lo ol ded ny o 3tiam. 6 e nlgniflaonace of this

ren Lor e dageh ol the wapld £ jrevter than the aignifi-ance

rep cnneratlion have the

ihe magntive wor< ke . boey Qe by the wier eritics. Thay huve
e¢learnd Lthe degs o vwdbiom 4ler it ~1algttiovns ar-dnllist hes

shiftrd, 1ta arallex 1§ dviaclad and ¢ heve frodunlly nlaed a

101

Jaat perspoetive. Fhe peatateueh oo troversy Lon boon wagzed to

the polat wiere the v ry prenindy £04% wde the dioate 3c bt ars

-t i L

voing vacated, iy fuver of e aogial bearias; of the Jossels '‘orc-

Ve D)

1t 4 Lhe voaprt of LhC oritios that Mg anlit esart the stri'a

of qow Joatanct litembare, nad moovered She jocinl charmoter of

the historic veaus sl his mC....2 0. LL 19 Unig

aff th

i the 1l vt atmtum

o uynoptie uopsls Lot wo got U Lhet to JosaaM.  The soeial

sariag of the gospiyl ens pever adoguntely nderstood watil the

g

3 had bee. oritically stadied.

aftor the wory of the erltics hed Loea vell dong thoarr bezan tn

anp

thic

~ s,
o ik e

a . -
ar tho & boota "ttt et fort thoe, s2olol tanshiingg sf Jenus and

spllencility thereof 1 the arc ot 30cinl oriails. anrscly nay

au Dookay 97 mgarly duvoirmd now Ly Lhe yrminger slovgys ore

twonty Tive yesra old. gzt of tho s hovwva nnoancad +ithia e 2osnde
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Little uree wud sdead s the Clre hog sea ht)y ad Lhoon vhe

D the lenders anlf o gunsoatioa hwnce hove aoeq the wvialon

if the grantcst odnortanity cver grocsentod %o the Christisn Gharehi

t> orngh e séoinl jounel to auaeh an e of socinl erlzis and M-

sonasrustion ng thisl

he present e o As fadead vn Lje of arinig. Me 1aduantrial yovo-
e B papid sdvmciee of Rodepl anleace, the ¥ol jtating of

0w antaml  PoRo e ad tha ris ~f WeMRey are eniiars thet
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feawe 24 a@ple o Lo wtler 0 o proeduse Lo ntliblisal, ladastrial, eacrnnomia
rellisizags, aad iate il el he weng end enrth, “ttxw~111,thurcrnrv,wn
re coafraated oy goselal orotloas of the fiest monituies Lhile we
arc (alte confident that thos will e solved with a desgree of success
sufficlent to assurec the projgry 3 of pivilisation, atill ve rrneanll the
dars ajesjnud shadder when wo thinx what 21kt be the conseruences of
a gunoral fallure to salve the prodlems of the pregent nges [herefore
tlv-3e problenms gommankl our naxioua :tnqtiﬁﬂj 1 are of abiorbing ine
tar ats
(i alisn §s the leceawan of niclrty;?nr ‘ithoat 1t problens are

:JsulYﬁdrﬁuﬂ the moople pariuh-’ Iopliclt in cvary social nroblem.is
i {derls 40 sulve the oproule is to nctunlize the iderl. The
precent wortn of the synoptic «oapel i oat glaarly seen in 1ts ree-
latlon %o the probleta of the present nse, for thn [doala thet in-

dlcate the 1liae of progress are seen to Le none other tran the i{denla ,

Wi T EEE | Y 18 the prodle—s wheoese nolutions arc nrerequisite to

eivill - atloas progress are to og solved et all,it i3 bee “ing mope

axl nope clespr that thoy maat be aclyed Lty n pr ctical application {
off Ve prinalsles of sesuse #or the social provleng of today may i?j
" curved

cig: wa graphically reproseatated by A S¥ERE Line}), Aeross each’ curve |
1y uva deacribed a chard?which gsynbolires the ideal impliecit !n the
sraolemi. ho 1f on emeh of tiu:e chords be orsoted n pernendicular, Fg
the perpondiculars will be fauand to neet at m goantere That senter j
i3 uﬁ&JE! uis ldeals must be the gaidin; star of soeial proble=sl.
Shis is the present worth of tho Synoptie souapel. To point out thisg
fact,nnd the potengy of this idealiam ls the theais of the present
gchapters 4hls ghapter is enzhntlieally = trentlse on idemlismaﬂuddﬂh

the relntionl of Jesus' ideals to the propleis of the present

aje i1s llilustrated za0st ¢learly in connectiony with the problems of
r(;) r;';l’ft'ﬁ.‘;i-'!' i
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gemocracy. uoengeracy is founded apea the oriaciples Joosus enunciated.
sristotle appraised the common man a2t a low value, 2ninmel in charactere
istics, fit only for toil and slevery, nad incapable of intellégence
and solfl direction. osutl f$ was Rousseau whoe pleyed the praophet's
part in the rise of nmodern demceracy; and that weos becruse he tauzht
80 eff'ectively that happiness and well being are universal human
rishts, and that these rights are capable of reelization under = just
pegime. It hardly needs to be stated that the ideals of Rousses=u and
of our own ueclaration of independnacc are but other words ;}PJesus'
prineiples of the dignity of human lif'e and the brotherhocod of man.

Lvut it mast be confessed that denmocracy has not passed the stage
of experiment ia this country, where it is being tested whether gove
srament of', fnrjaud uy the people cpa Do psrmaneantly meinteained unon
the earthﬁﬁnd to those who have eyes to sie it i3 Deecming more apparent
avery ye:zr that the only hope of deoer-cyfs ultimate suceess 12 in
the actualization of Jesus' ideals. It is only =s a sufficlently
larse nutber of the members and benéficinries of z demcersey will
voluntarily assume the responsibilitie: and duties requisite to
fraternal relatinns?that civil liberty cnn be meaintained. For demoe-
racy 13 not something that can be let down out of the skies; it must
be built upon the earth. Cltizens of =2 demoeracy may think and act
for thenselvea) but they mast et the same time think and amet for one
anathurinthcrwlsc they cannot aad will not lonz rermit one another to
thiank and act for theisclves. The i@ivﬂiuﬂlistin, gonpetitive, self-
fish spirit is destructive of democracy; whether it be found in the
4reedy corporation maznate who corrupts the lezislature, or in the
self-¢ ntered citizen toc busy to participate in puplic affairs.

but we are sadly poor in these virtues. vur ﬂ?ividualistic

political theories and popular aoctions have trained us otherwise.



Mospsonnl liberty" and " 2 free couatry” ~re popular phrases that
wan lisense to debaueh self, huwe?aﬁd the state. Uur eonpetdtive
industrial reiiie has herdeacd as to the minimam of sympathy and
wmataal helpy aad 1ert_uu pitiabply iaexpcrieaccd in co=cpiraticn.
Jnprecedented resources have peured wealth into our 1ﬂpsiand led us
to worship the goldsa calf,and deify success. The abundance of the
things that we possess ;;F our eritorion of life and its values§ even
tuough our possessions have been securcd vy aegleoting, mulcting,
or debmuching the machiaery of goveranent. <Civie spirit has had
slisht skEimulus and small ogportunity ' ta srow. Uur youth have not
Jee i tauzht that voluntary responsibility is the requisite and sole
suarantee of' 1iberty. The consequences we ars learaing to our sorrow.
+she slanj expragsioas of the street to the eflect of dog-ents dog,
and big fish swallow little oncs,are certel i1y not deserintive of
successful demopracyj;but rather of olijnrehy, of aristocracy, of
plltunracy?aad ultinmately of chaos that ends in blood.

wenoeracy denmnnds co-operation, civiec spirit, some service for
the geaneral wellfare, subordination of selfish,commercial ends to the
publiec joo0d, a2nd a seaae of risponsibility to fellow man 'nd especially
t: the fuature. sut thesze are virtiaes closely allled to the Jdolden
dale. Clviec co=-operstion is n modera sn3lish shrase; the brotherhood
of man is ancient salilen; the menaing is the samee The common law
of the iinzdom must become the wor<inj; constitation of the republic.
fhe Jhristian must serve the iingdom by rclijzicasly serving the comon-
waealth; and the sincere servant of the corwonsweslth may well nerceive
that he serves the {in:don unawared. |

and it is not enough that 3ucﬂ recstraints be foreed by legal re-

quirements upon the ozcasional corruptionist and the great captmins of

industry who are in the public eye. Jugh is the popular prozramn; but



it caannct pertancatly 5uc¢ﬁed}bcc"u1$ it seq proeduss no voluntary
loaderahip gg Zealusss, and becouse it ceanot provide the state ~ith
g body of loyzl eitizens. The wvirtucs requi=ite to the success of
denoceraey nuat bo indigenouns. Some 3ixty niilions of us at larst mast,
in private life,put ourselves in tralainj for the dovelopment of these
e

virtues; lest ve be found wantian:;ﬂair nrivite charaeters are put te
the civic test. vl this score the tr=itor oan be édistuinmiished from
the pstrlot; for suech is tha caly %ind of retriotinm dem=aded Ly the
prasent crisis in demogracy. w~ut that zind of =atriotisn is sor: ly
nasded lndeed.

in this age,ecivilizotion in seneral ,nnd democracy in particular,
are 3till meaaced by the three ancicont vices of lust, druncenness and
zaiuliage .odera cconomic conditions, morcover, seem tc heve aggrdavated
th: se social ulcers. as for janbling, ths currcnt corporation tuuble
oaged on hypothetieal scvnonics of Qﬂﬂbinntlun,ﬂ;“;rmnchiSQ& orivileges,
has incrzasod the onportunitics; whils the rvc"qtlj Inereaged hcaor off
opualence, no questioas 13¢cdﬁma to hor zzined, hns asuravated the mo-
tive. wew forms of this old vice have =pne-rrd,thercfore; and the
old formns scem to have Zroins lJranke ;ngss, especlally in the eongested
genters, has apparsntly been incrcasced in rocont years by the pr-sgure
of acdern la&ustry,fthﬂ leck of opportanity of tihe legitimute oleasure
¢f nome sad fellowship, by the iaflux of countinental Luropean lideals,
nad &y the decline of orthodox of relizious terrors. =nd drmigenaess
lends itself like =n wcld to dislntegrate the Tibre of popul=r govern-
snt and public opinlone <8 for the social vice, the t.aansference,
throyzh the intraoductlion of machinery, of voien worders froa tiie homely
solauin, wheel to the ro-ring factory, to,sther with the exploktation
of watc corner: of bolii sexes, havia; ?th-ﬁaté the averaze date of

sarriaje, have coasoribed and asse glad o nmaaarous mrmy of niserable,
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saarant woemahood$ whose camps are the clomplag honszes of desense
that =ae ectta at the vitals of ocur hones and jeopardizdas the lives
af inncceat childrsne. The aversge an seriously underestinmates the
sceial nad civie nensece of these vices., umriLling tends to the i adug=
trizl debnuchcry of a nation just as of a youaj mans The peetetings
¢f thouc who ganble in unsaraed ineroents and in the advantegss of
moncpely. ars slowly but surcly ceusing tho disappearence of our middle
slass ' property Gwners: ihe seocisl vice 1is prognant with the evident
gonuequences of its logieal univerazlity. sAnd drun<enness, with the
vested laterests that eater to it, stecad: lite an unchained lion
across the path that lends to every civic, socononie, and social rr-
fura un the docket; besides itself being the nost gigmntic maw of
derth in odera eivilization. These vigea sin nsainat Jesus' ddctrines
of the dignity of Individu=l life and = the ~mtusl reaponsibilities
hinan brotherncod; =~né the selfish devotee of these false 3zods
tranples underfoot the logic of every word that Jesus uttered and of
very dced that he did. because of social solidaritythey cannot
cscape the chnrge that they are undesirable citizens. iAnd he who rofuses
cr neslects to lend the ubmest weight of his influence for the sup~
pression of theso wices,is, uader the logie of the yolden iile, a
2ianer only in a lags degroe.

Jexts are sometimes quarried cut of the Seripture to buttress the
lLigquor vicej just as the slave interests quarried out of the osible the

o L=arupinss of thnf%rﬂ-bhristian systen,to use ng moral foundation

— .

stunese 4Lhe wicke@ irrationality of sach arijuient in behalf of wssek
intoxicants is evident to those who understsnd vhet Jesus' meszeze

wes and the logic of it.

If' the development of modern soclety has spparently intrenched

the aqcient vices, it certainly has given rise to meny nev forss of sin.

) &LMMW Vil fhete Popae i
Gusrpbodsg Jor Jront, (707 j Qenfoctos, Pollin o Sudipnded #tl 17
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fhese ne. foras of sin for ths most oort arise cat of new opportunities
which the esplex and chaagiaz iadustrizl azehluery affords for satis-
fyias haran avarice and anblticn. Jur iacreszsed interdapendence
lays trust on nen, aid of'fers then lursge temptations to abuse that
trust. Coapetition often favors the f”tth-hrfntdr}ﬁﬂﬁ vuniches the
nonest aang while the remoteness of coascruences, and the corporate
itnriag of responsibility,cover the porfidy of the siancp. The re-
vate, the "rake-off", the undarwriters’ and proacters' profits,are the
surreat forns of robbery; edulterated f'rod, a fire trap tenansnt or
thecter inspected Dy o Dribe=tater, the preventablo industrisl
accident that is cheapsr thaa praveantion, are current forns of narder:
the vote=buyer and the " jack-potter”, are thie nudera traitora. And
the love of moaey is the root of all thuse evils. lLeeleaijasticisn
may sometimes wink at these woalthy sianers vho stoal 2 goose and
sive the ;iblets 1n alms; but they stand nsged before the ideals of
wB3US. :arnmvcr‘the clear aosprsheasion ~ad popular promulzetion of
vesus' social ideals must be a powerful focter indeed for crrating
2 public opinion alert to the soecial coassguences of the afeoreseid
decds; end enlightened,aroumed publiz opinton, facused on these
twentieth ceatury sinners, ls the only court whcse sentance they can
ve nade to fear. 1t 1s not claimed that Jesus saild enything that
mniutsﬁghc terribls econsaequences of such deeds; but it is inzisted
that to throw the light of Josus! idesls and their logie upon the
social field, .will attrect to that field populer attentiong and with
enlijhtencd popular atteation on the social field,the nodera soecial
sianer cannot long resain undgscovercd. uith these "eriminalolds”
ok Lange their
=bPaad, aad with $35 apirit porcolating iato 21l our hearts, a
religion of mera nystieism is out of date. Lut Jesus, wos nnt:":ﬁr'e

aystigs it wos a sccial ideal of whiecu iz “=s the pronhety and his



jdesls iadieste the rishteousaess by whler ouar antion is to be exalted.

1t is sapprisiang how muay of our present day problanms ara traced
;a0 to the industrial rovolation =% for their source. There iz a
very; intinate causal connection bDetween the inveation of the steanm
enzine and tle sociszl evil, betweea the harnessiag of elcetricity
and tha "jzew potter®. ladustrial changes give rise to nterinliﬁtic
idoalsy and materialistic gelfishaess neasces @ﬂﬂnuracy. noTAOVer,
the aiaiteanted vices and the syndiecated sinaner are the by-products of
iiriagtrial prozress. oo are the andern social nroblams relative to
rat: npezjadice , labor, taxation, monanoly, poverty, crime, =nd
mindieipal goveranent. and on all theose protlema the idenlz of Jesus
dn~m ¢ with ao aacertain voleei he furaishesz the idenlism in all
atianpts to solve them.

fhose problens ars s=2rious ones. onopoly reaches into the

poctets of all the people, filching its anrarranted toll for freight,
11 ;ht, t-ble necessitizs, the public service utilities, =nnd sonetines,
thoush repnly,even,ratexr. onopoly has been authordtatively churied
witi: fifteen per coant of the recent iacrermse in the coat of 1iv1n5.'
Jar pratent tax system lays the finaacial burdens of joveranent on
t o pﬁar?in the form of prices sdquate to caver tor#ff, license, =nd
reveaus fees; rother than on the rich, who own the personzal opronerty
3° 2:a9ily swora off the lists, who nossess the lead with its falualous
maaraed iners@ient.on which the crowded teneneat=@weller pays reat,

who hag bDaen glvon-=— sonetimes for o bribgefr-nchiazes,on the watared

1
eapitnlization of which the strap=hanser says dividends. If we =ax
Jesas pereliesely how to solve these prﬂblnms?he iz for the most part
sllent; out if we ~akx hinm why they must be solved,his asnwer is
gupreie: the brotherhood of man! These industrial and politieal

devizis sin sreviously asainst the eccononistls mnd the athecistds

() @%m@m JWJ,M /DI
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ide=21 of the equlitalle diatribation of wiilth =nd cpocrtmity. out
thiz ide=1 is espeatially christizal 4 srest, §i:t couse will nat
d=n o caapsign nor fisht o battls: bat 1t will inspire the souls

5

of ;.nzrale and menj and for it some will sven dors to dle., The

eaonomist, the politlesl scientist, and the ctatzrn:1}wkr ayre saeving
to 'icd aud apply the solutlons ta thege perlrﬂa?arn nlisted dnder
tle banner of the Alngdom of scé. Jesus, though they know it not,
is their mnucen sater; Por it is his 1desls they sest to realize.

Jreaby Cive years mgo Urs yladden wrote a book whic!: he crlled
“ . .pplied Jhivistianity". 1t dealt mostly with the conflict bLetween
capital 2ud labore Whea that probles is viewed in the lﬁrﬁiﬁwe
Lre.: of events threonghout history is taken into cansidarﬂtiﬁnaﬂthe
anthority of Jesus' idenlsfesy) clesrly(Ps)appe: led to in justification
o' labor's strujsle for its rightss Labor has slveys toiled in boadage
aud ander cppreasion.  Slavery wes for centaries universel. 1t
degapearcd bacauss it proved as wasteful a3 It was fanorzsl. 5o diad
serfdone  Lhese systens could not live in the se e houme with Jesus:
for gesusg' idemls In the long run tar: out to e parellel with the
priacipios of industrial welfare. Jhe soelsl houase is not divided
oo, ciast itself,; right ultimately naites micht ,emen in the industrial
STUEY .

out tie logzig of Jesus! teachings ,in their application to the
i auvenent durlag the last one-handred yesrs,is as elenr =us its
application to slavery, It is uanecessary here to 30 into the his-
tor, of the labor legislation that grew up, and the systen of cellective
varzaining that wos ﬂuvelaned,during the nineteenth century. IThese
tiilags behold are they not writtea in the boozs of the chronicles of
the Llabor navuwcnt? +he point is thlss »ith these two weapons,

labor losislation and collective bargsniniag, the laboring ~man, bur-



dened nys . Sioazh ne fa with the hendiisan of hig owa paverty and
1snoraige, aad 2lth tha flxed chapgiea of his dail%y hunger, hns bean
1oley ot o ly to hold niis owa 1a the menual £i:nt atalnst gaprital
; ik the fratory systeng but hag agtazlly D ttered his condition to a
roar nbdle deirres The sizniflicnnce of thls triunch caq only be
vispr 2t ted when we gonslder what would have becn the wage e rAATS

ol itlon tocay had the lagsgex fajre of the old politleal individusla

ian srcyriled, togathepr.«ith the every-rellov-far-hit=self noliay of
tie 218 seresnal individunlisn. fthoat 1ejisiative nproteation,what
gauald hzve oprveated auch ccnditioas of waovin nad ehild 1abor fran

-3 % 1:1vhr;11;n: thos nbtaining in the nillsh 2incs nnd factories
& eratary ego, =nd In the cotton =ills ~ad sl=us factoriea of our om

L

mtry =t the present Limnes

«at zoasider the waze aarners fixed oharseas, “ixed charieSe
tre lnteeat on bonda=— drove the pallronds durlag the saventies,
;s 7 me iney could not withdraw from business, into sotinetition
dastractiy: both to the roads themsclves snd €0 the tepritory they
aepved. Conbinntion was thelr only escape. .he laboring maa's daily
hanzer is hia fixed char;ej Lt drives him into destractive comneti-
tiag with his Fellow labarers <he nriwiple is 1l1lustrated in the
sreatad trades. Loborers, Bidding agaianst one another under the dese
e rate: acecasity of meeting their fired chariras, are deiven into
“acraptey sad starvation by sanltal,drivia: hard indévidual bargains.

.2 leLor thus tends to be reduced to abjret naverty, not to any
sery, nad A gondition of virtual slovery »ith rngpect to industrinl
aopportiality and outlook, the form of Mpeedo Lo the contrary notwith-
stoaiings  Jhat we have not csezped the 1agie of this industrial drift,
even 17 we hnve aseaped its axtrenities,is evident to those who <aow

hos -;L a p reentnge of our e:nia live on an incoma at or below
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® ton povorty 1ine™ , and how many tihousmads of ehildren 30 huagry to
iehicel ia ouar copious aad bountiful repubilice 1% probably is not
trae that ths poor are bagoning poorer in «erica. wut let us not
deccive sursolves; the drift Is annistaxcable, the veloecity is alrcady
nceclerating perceptdbly. For it is undemiebly true that the waje
araer is falling dehind the ciuntry as a whole in the growth of
wealtl wad prosperity, that the niddle cless of conforteble well-to-@l0
is In & doellalng rnti;'fpgnd that poverty and nisery have actually
inorcusod. 1 the average man, toilliag often in deanger of life snd
hcsith?fgr # w4t 30 munger that it condemns his fanily to hopaless
end perpetusl ﬁ?trt;, forcdooms his ehildren to miss all opportunities
for culturc, leisure, aad laudabdle anbiticn, harrassed by the iancessant
feor of lesing hisz job at eay tise 2nd the certrinity of losing it in
¢ld 2ze; I the aversge laboring man, with his swoky coal smeared
face, hias rsgsed coat and his dinner pail, iz a5 restive and mmhappy
dor the.o eclrcaistauces as you woald be,reader, the sunm total of
discontent in the hoarts of nen about you mast be very great.

+Cas sala nore in condemnation of inequitable wealth?:nd in pity
of nmiserabla pﬂ?ﬂftfzthﬂﬂ nhe =zaid on almost eany other specifle subject.
abe L Le wers to come to anerice today, and were to walx frompifth
Svoie to Lhe »est-end, it iz evident that his messaze would not
change ian tone #ith respect to that subjeect. sad if he pitics and
desaads the aelioration of the conditicns to which peverty lésically
deccnds ander tue waje system, what can we deducc but the aporoval oft
his iJ=2als and thelr logic when applied to Lthe only devieces by which
such degredatioa has been in part pravented during the mast centurysg

the ‘ovices,aansly, off legislation and collective bar;airllﬂgf Ir

!
1esT tond to berate e Wa glave, surcly they mrre asz Christian in
ti P t¢ liberate th Ze slav 17 they shristi i

princisla as the sword of ocur Tathers vhieh libernted the blaeit bond
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gluve & jogerabics nad 8 half ajo. . hoe —::f}‘!:-:: road the afore nld
ghirsddelecys coveriag o hadrad poarg nows that thoeue suQgesars are the
immnsvorablo ar;uﬁﬂnta ia favaopy of labur lesislation snd cspeeinlly af
gzllestiive wrgalning thraazh anicalsm e vho goatribate8 his influe
=126 siageraly mad honeatly te the saser s of this emuse,labars for the
eunrin; «ingdom} and Christ i3 the uord of niz 1deal.

Far gone of the detnlls of thls prelles soreaver, the idr~la orf :
«wE343 have »n very nertinent word., It will oo ndnitted, for inats ,.-;:-)
that the publiec may with UJhristliag reascon refuase to be lavilvad 1 the
cunuenuence:s of industrlsl wap; that the sae reason dernndy the
sympathetic co~opuration of pablis sentineat {n labor's eanpeigas hen-
ever the,; nre justi that anionisn should discountance violenne withk
shriatiang shave) and thet the Jheistian eaployer owes to I'ls o 1plo rreg
slizntiong Aot dreaned of in the philosophy of baalness, 2nli~4inas

afLen
‘hich, alas, ne,cannot falrill aader the prooeat conpetitive rfjor 'tha
gut bangirupteys whoyfor cxwiple,cean sacorasfally go=nete with ihn
aweat shop or with too departreat atora timi emeploys ae i-seostitite
laor! wut “ore of this cn n Inter prje.
ine * gasred rizht® ta dreedom of .natract 15 & ready lneant S'5a

an the Lips of those who wlah to opposo g0 Tarmg of Iabsr leoilsl-~tion
and sone of the wenpons of the 1labor 1aicn.  fhe nlags=d shon,for
exanple,is srid to b2 condenned by this “saorcd right". <uat tho =2t
#aared ri it ageording to .ua3assls for r mhin to sabordinote Ri-a 10,
v sach saoordinntion #s m:m:.-mnr;,r/t': the szoneral good. Gueh
snerifice is lasded in rellgioa and ware .hnt thea If eesnomiats nad
uainpoachavle labor lenders unit  1n declurlng thet history shors the
peinsiplzs of tre glogsd shop Lo be piogoluately necosscry to the altimnte
sugacsa of colluative Gargatnalng? e it ppperrs thet "srered rizhta®

sometines need Lo oe revised to £it & lopjer conoention of the seanteat
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o the mabkeat Wb ps  IT the ggononlts uad anioniats srove to
ve it then the "srmered right" of the Preedon of Contract may aeced
t. Ce r:‘.\’l.'iﬁﬂﬁ leat it Degowe & weapon af nporession,li%e the divine
ri:;ht - <ingse. worotherhood is the standpuint fr = whigh advancing
civilization must sametimes rﬂinterpr&t her traditionaliz-cd "ri thts¥;
for whe «osus has surveyed & territory, thc hisheways nuast ulitzmntely
coalart to his wmryings.

% P BT R ) ﬂﬂ
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Jhe wiice gquestion is o of tha =eatl agsravating problens of the
times in .meriea. it i3 a2 littl: Alfflicilt 7or us te andepstand thet
the dasty forelsner from castern urove is sip brether] and harder
stili %9 beleive it of the black man vho wea 2ar slave but yestepday.
+t erinps our nnglo-.axon pride. 4at e shoald remenmbar that it is an
asrror of westora ert to deplet vosas with =eslenn. :«nt#IﬂJ Lnd thepa
are thosv 7ho orleive thas if we aro $o nosiiilate Ly £ ,1 ner we

15 sec Lh 1an poasiocilities ia hin "'it.r{:'*f1-.--'-'!twt the sa~e =pirit
ve3as axerclzed toward fol¢s of siailer vizaje nad coplexfon. ~nd as
for tivr ne ro, shell we brataeli:ze hl:*t;um. suffer his 21ennce In cur
nidst § or shnll be humanize hi""l)".'l a matticr af uclf orotection? ~nd if
the Intt.r, have we not admitted hin iato the fraternity of socinl
gclidopity? shall we deny hila the benefita of even 1aduntrinl edacns

=y
tis. 23 oome evtremists advoente, or shall o helw hin 1ia his strag;le

ap the laddey of civilirzation? Shall we 1i-tir4a tn our priitive rmicinl
instincts,or to the idenl doetrine of the iaivrrssl brotherhaod of
an?

Jho modern oducational moveient in the dircetion of manual and

techaical treining in the trades is £ neve ent whish, for many ronsong,

JSronises r¢ for the lauoring cleases than slnost any other -ove-ent of

B e e St o Sy
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th Linrse Lt toc sny vsry worthily recoznize itself ag an ndvaace
ov .ent of the .ingdom. .~a appropriate mottck—IAL only it were

not in dangor of beiaj; nisunderstood - to Oe errved over the do

off = trndes iizh lechool would be " Ihy linddom Come". vor whoever
labors efficiently at 2 necessary trade is a social servent; and his
plage 20 work aa altar,wher: he offers to hataaity and sod a fitting
sagrificc. Jo traii the youth of o whole el=mss of the population to
real industrizl effieclency iz therefore the blessed task_ﬁnﬂ nrivilege
of tiwe oducavor of the generation just sheads iie too is fellow l=barer
#ith .ode Jhils tendeancy of nedern education is & atar in the enst,
lending the wise men to sethlehem.

«he institutionel care of poverty and crime is pvaying wonderful
tribate to ceosus duaring the last forty years. Jesus ninistercd
lay;ely to the poor and defective, but sr:ater worxs than he did f-r
then have becn done by the institutions of nodern Christendom. ‘ethods
are bei.s devised which are calecalated to conscrve tho hunan diznity
of both poor aad criminal. ihas modern scsicntific charity aand
crinin@logy arc bothi coalng to the iingzdom. Thay are both apnro=ehing
thelp work froz aa entlirely asw polat of view, = point of viov die-
tated by the Jhristian idezl conception of hunen 1ife and its worth.
alzs mey be slven in such a way es to degrade or In sach a w=y a3 to
uplifit. lhe letter result Is seriously scugzht by nodera seientific
charity. Jhe histody of crininal treathent, however, i: one of the
sost 1lluslaating chapters in civilizatiods progress. Ihe horrible
tortures inflicted on eriuinals in the past make blood curdling tules'
necvertheless such aethods of treating criminals only inereased crise
1t wrs done under the doetrines or.retributive justice inherited fronm
primitive scelety, and laocorporated into the sround work of mediacwal

theoloiys ~ut Jesus teazht the regnerate scteagy of forgivin: love.
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1ri the parable of the prodigal son he taizht that soch is the rezonepa-
tive power Pelied upon oy the hesvenly P-ther; and clac—wtere he teught
men to Torglive cne enother. Lesitatingly modern civilization is be-
51nn1n5t26venxure of sceking the srain of zold in the lost ecin of &
crizinal 1ife, the svar« of divinity latent in the soul of the erininal
man. 4he experiment is being tried leamst hesitatingly wpon ths boys.
1t is the insight of love! .ho cmaa juesas what the future may have in
store alonj this linefere the ainzdom be fully come? Hemctionsrias
raise the plea that sich threatnent of criminels is absurd and ine
possible; but Jesus has stretehed the line, nltimately we must hae to
it and the histery of ecrininal trentiont during the last centuary and
a2 half indicates thet we are jgraduslly nrevariig ocurselves for the
veature,

ihe most significant tendency of icientific eharity ~ad ﬁri1iﬂﬂlng$,
however, is trheir searah for the omuses of noverty and erie. [h-t
gearen has gone far enouzh to plage a large caunsal responaibility unon
the soeinl order. L1t seams ve can have all the poverty snd cri=e wa
ama<e social provision for caltivating. ihe exploitation of lator under
the prosent industrial resime, and the srowded tonements so adeqantely
provided for by oar tax laws and atront car rrnnchises}ﬁrv anon: tha
most coaspiéions causes. uver ajzinst those soeciasl conditions sad
these social coasenuencas socizl science raises the iderl of ™ ineiesl

-

Jastire®. cthers is a larze sénse in which noverty, acnldental =eEnjliag

and deformity, acrvous collapse and inbécillty, tlindness nnd dése=se,

=
grenture old sie =2nd youitful vazabondr e, yes, even drunkennaess,

the diserses of vice, a2nd peraonml incnipetence rre all zenerated by
e

the conditicns of our industrial progress =nd aceial development
many of these evils oldme is the by-product. Lnt this industrial

prosress paysd Society isrows rieh and eulturad: bat the benefite of
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our [adstrial and _:In-:inl Prosrass are enjoyed only by a freetion of
Lhie population,whiag! nows nothin] i often ¢ares nothing of how the
other half lives. Jhe prosperity soa enjoy, render, is grouand out Dpr
you Ly the zlgmntie lndustrial and politieal “wehilnery of our zoeial
order., out mangled uader the sheels zad betvren the cogs,throvn off
by the centrifugal force of gte [ly whecls, soietlimes even consumed
1icw fuel, is & vagl =rmy of alsersuley prostitutes, degenerates, d=-
feeglives, druntwnrds, invallids, eripples, azed, convicted, 2nd dependante.
‘any =f the -?it. is trae,are rspensible for thelr own ~_1=rcrt. ine, aAs
oar theology deelares; but, sz socinl philosophy 1s coning Lo prrczive,
it 1z nt leanst egqually as true that they are the anfortunnte vietins of
projre s. Jhey have viearously drun: for us the oltter leecs {ron which we
have prussed the wlipne >f life; they are the ncdern glndﬂlnriul viating
Of our srael last for gold with which to papchwase proaperity 2aad plons-
are; the; are worthy the pen of ‘baﬁ-é istor aajc.

1t 13 the oanteation of so2ial 2zlence that this is not soeial
jistice. Joelal jJustlico demands tint port of the gommunity snall not
Do wddenoly sacrificed whether divcstiy or Indireotly to builc nizh
the foundetions of aaterial srospuritye. it dewmads not “nly that
the viztina of progress shall be tendurly cared for, but that tlie aute
Ler of victims be pecduced to a mininui. It 15 nat snowgh that we dip
froqa ths reservolr of nlsery with cuar little cups of charity == and .
eriziaal troatl enty A st find scme way to atop the flow mt its
social gourae of sapply. <ivilization maut estimate its veiues in
rerns of huwwmn 1ife snd the fullness thersef, rather then la terns of
wmbtapial saln. -thoerwlias men doieay, =nd! wenlth accusulates in an
invertasd pyramid over the 111 fated cﬂfnnm.i‘t.y-

How soelal Jastlies 1s only asother asne for Lhe Drotherhood of man

rise: abov: the trecs of Individuel detnlly, nnd tazing a bird’s..c_fe view
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of thne soelsl Liuxdseape. 4l 1S nﬁu'all whristinnity coming to adequnte
salf aonsclousness, and gatohing = linpaec of the divine purnouae of
Lhie &:5G8.

L2t if nalf the world io to alimb down off the nt.h;".r half's bnex,
tian 11 asut staad on the acll tojether nnd labor hand 14 h=ad. s
a3t dizecwer 42 larzer nad aope adequate newsag of go=2perntinn 1 we
ars all to be Lrothesrse Le ahsll have 0 ceane erowdin; and oitin: one
anothcy alter tho maaser of the pacity in *hioh the slirongest “1lor Jire
vived, aad adopl the acthod of helsiaz onn mpatizer 1ilee 3 Teaily, 49
witl«i, &h ke Lt are enrrlvd by the [roudn. e in Ehe hplating
Prazes sy dlase o0l is our He venly Fither =“nd mll men Ape Brothea, d
1o sagl is tie peoont tread of both peonanils - prlisizsnl phiddaebhy.

ladividiu lisn and the liisgez fripe of thr o rly nineteonth conbary

are cul of dates s hwire already renped the sousequenges off the 1o loser
faiws.  .Del e puruit oen to divide ap ke rorld®s goody nsvesding to

the respcdtive steength of each, we Lingd that a qinority nona ooia £n
1aitinl ndviatage,nad the mjority scoq saffer ua fAitiel disadyratnje.

22 lntter ure than handicnpeds so tiat tc hin thet Reth 1o _;E*n:.b ad

rom Biw that beba ot la Lased aung even tkat vaieh ke bBachs -roonagtly
thoze De tay in the individarlistie seramble are helolesag il the cthers
bontelde thelr littls vorld of epportuanity Iive r Gols mas. .'.*1{"1*.'?_.*1'1".11&:!\}
ve ot dejlacing L0 sce st be e porcd Dy v lanierily -'::-.n';.r-f?' PeI04N-
siBility in beRalf of nll; sad that virfae Leing e oo ention in

Nima aature, w9 abaadon the ialagsrz felps |, 317 impose 18its by

o

aonlal Toréa upoy extrens Individaaliiade he ne=lisation of 5433 <=1 =
ci rle 88 1..bor legisletion has rlpeady veen dineusced. tE. o then
that ' nre lealag our bliad,a ipapstidic s © ith in eommmtitiry =0 -5
auat-~v tle 1 vinatrial raulator. it hag alawty dewand a1 g 490 = 1e

Daatars .ong are atuml monanollies, and are the v Pase aal prigantills Lo
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eonpetitive rogalation. w8 hove vegul sericuaaly to tate 19 head tle
regulation of priecea in the railrosd aad public service cornorall nag,

snd the ead 1s not yet, for wu shall presently open our cyes to the

fast that otrer businessecs are antursl zonopulies as well,snd need to

e o alited by aad for Yhe peoples emToningie vell en nelitioc]

tha ';r*_',r}.t.; rifting amy fros individaallsse 22711 otlivian in L™ rdap

e
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it 12 doubtful whother it e=m be ﬂp&rﬂttdlﬂVﬂr the entirs area of the
industrial fleld. HWeverthelesa racont developments in trust and rail-
road experience, and the risc of collectivéstic theory, indicate a
dispoaition to abandon competition at certain points for the saxe of
wre effective production{ and alsc to substitute overnaent inter-
ference for competition as a distributive rejulator. Truere Are ns
yet but experimeating, cruising alonjg the shore, never out of sizht of
land. wout is it probable that tha majority of anerican voters are at
this monent ready t¢ try -unieipal ownership of hublic service utllitiaﬁ’
and perhaps jovernment ownershlp of railroads. And some dny we may out
boldly out to sea. Ihis is not an arg ment for the socialistie pro-
;ramy however. it is only a deglaration that inddstrial intercst
must ulimately coincide with ethienl. indaatrial history has denone
strated that principdd frequently in the pﬂﬂF} the sizna of the timos
indiorte that Dy a drift towvard combinatlion =ad coeoperation —na dprift
alrecady begun bit as yet unsoclalized - like consuation will agein
evolve.

sut if not aslong lines already appurent}thnn along other lines to
ve discovered by human geniusj for the ethioal demand is imperdtive.
s0 see the meed of reform, ant to preseribe a correct method for re=

form. are twe distinet problems. 4ut it iz something to have seen the

)
aced; cven that ls evidence of ethieal advance.@nd we are doling more
in this generation than merely pcrcelive the nced; wve are actually
working out the social reconstruction. le ara devoting the best
thousht of the age to the tas: of meliorating the conditions of most
pressing nnadb]ana of solving one at At tine the socinl problems next
at hand. And this is better than any quentity of esnereds Jtopien
schemes; for 4 an ideal crder is ever t» Lo attained it will be

atvtained a step at a time. The world eveolves. e {ingdom does not
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gome in a single day. eradual progress is the surest foreeast of
ultimete reconstruction. 4And thiszs 1s whet wo are astually accomplish-
ing in this jeaneration as never before.

ihe infant selects an accidentally suchessful act from a vast
fund of :2233::; movetents yaad habituates 1t tc hls uses. Lut 2 men
puts away sach wasteful methods. ie reasons, plans, conceives before
hand an effective line of aotion; and puts it into actunliration. Thus
his adjustment is erricientJand progress is rapids. Soelety in former
senturies usually bDlundered upon its improvedeants after the matber of
the e¢hild learning to use his masciés. 4Lut in the present century
society scens to be arrivin; at manhood. Joclal evolution iz becone
ing ecnscious, artificial, and rapid instend of blind, slow, nnd mibe=
fal,like the natural evolution of the prute iiever has thar: been en
a e comparable to this with respect to social plaining. Soelety is
coming to self consciousness; beconing deliberative and purposeful.
lans for soclel bﬂttnrncnt1-rb1ue prints for society's zelf-buildinge-
ere being worked out and depged.

and as a rosult the world is full of err-fully planned onter-
prise: for the furtherance of the iingdoms These enterprises are new.
‘he canpaijsn aminst tubereulosia,for example,is scarcely a decade oldj
and the man is still living who first undertoox to traansform an iAzeriecan
prison into a reformetory. aAnd these new enterprises for social better-
ment are very nunerous. 4 half dozen or more will oceour it once to the
mind of the reader: tenement reforms, industrial education, jrowing
religious tolerance, anti-war proﬂ%gﬂnda and wopld organization for
international pesnce, temperance agltation, sclientifio charity "0thods -
but why enunerate? whoevor will devots an hoar to meditation along this
line wlll be able to write out a 1list of fifty or a hundred new “ove=

ments, enterprises, orjanization, tendencies, sentiments, indieating
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that the age is seriously taxing in hand the problen of realizing the
Aingdom of Jod upon the earth. Without being definately aware of any
relizious avakening,the afe is cominz to Christ; the Zecitgeist is
Christian} the ultimate social reconstruction is in progress; the {ing-
dom of Jod is at hand.

To the college student Josus' social vision of the Tingdom of Jod
that is to come may well be a source of zreat inspration. There is
scarcely a subject of his study which is aot illuminated under the
light of this great ideesl. If he understands what Jesus meant by the
Aingdom of Jod, and feels the thrill of anticipation in his soul, he
will better understand some of the great utterances of classic essayists
and poets. he will rccognise the phlilodsophy of the Jalilean Prophet
in “atthew Arnold's declaration that " there is a power not oursclves
that -akes for ri:hteousness®; in burns' vision of the time when " man
to man shall brothers be, the world o'er for a' that"; in Tennyson's

faith that "

-iiﬁfoujh the ﬂ%éigng increasing purpdEE_Fﬁﬁi;

widtsed,

And the thoughts of men are broader with the process of the sunss®

noblest
and in a thousand others of the sud3t=est passszes of literature.

In the rirst pages of his history of lingland,!lacaulay'says;

"{hose who comparc the age on which their lot has fallen with the zo é
¥en aje that exists only in their imagination, may talk of degeneraey
and decay; but no man who is correctly informed as to the past will be
disposed to take £} a morose or desponding view of th: present.™ The
student should approach the study of history,therefore,with the reverent
feeling that he is reading a commentary on the divine plan. When one
comparcdg the liberty, oppnrtunitiesf&nd fullness of life in modern
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ohftatian civilination with the anckent conditions when Xhufu drove
nis slave subjeets to build the sreat pyraniéd as a monument to his
anbition, or when liero made :[iome horrid with his gruesome tyrannies,
one mllzﬁ; that the world is indeed growing better. Slow mnd devious
and at times doubtful ma progress may bDe, thero is nevertheless progress;
and history demnonstrates that the Jdingdom of Jod 13 not an idle drean,
for it showa that throuzh the lapse of ajzes it has been slowly though
surcly eoning. une may approaech the study of literature,and especially
of history, therefore, with a reversence and relligious fervor searcely
less thon that with which he would approach the study of the sible
itself.

out these are not the only studies in which Jesus' idenls are
nousehold divinitics. Psysehology i7parts ainificance t Jesus'
suceint epijrams about the dignity of hudan life,and to his mnanlogous
behaviop toward the oommon man. what a mervelous meghanism is the
hunan brain as reverled by the physiological mapects of thils sciencel
And how essentially brothers in this respeet does it deeclare us to be.
fhis seience permits no one tc doubt the possibilities latent in a
acraal mind, however hampered by circumstances Jily put an individual
through the appropriate set of experiences and as great and jood things
ma,; oe apperceived by him as by ~ny of his fellowss 0te the instincts
and habits, the judgements and the delicnte ndjuzﬂnsntiﬁ%a. complex
environment. voserve the enotions, aontineats .:;(a.mﬂ_#ca— for idealism,
aad—the susmeptibitity—toentoy—thesta tenas of whinh—the—rorti—T
4ivim—mst—be—ultinstely—defineds Psychology joins with sociology
in showing how largely the self 1s doteriined by the clements of its
social environment. 1lt, noreover, lends one to understand that the
perfect szelf is gompleted only in the field of its own social interests;

that is, ina man's inter~st in his fellor wmne Thus wve sce scientifiec
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reasons for Jesus' quaint assertion that life is found by losing it in
the zood of others, and that the greatest of all is he who serves.

Fsyehology, applying itsa2f in educational theory, very lozically
defines the end and function of education as the :;Ei:éﬂg of soecially
efficient persons. Which again is a statenent in the English laniuage
of Jesus' conception of life and its meaning that he expressed in the
salilean dialect.

kEthies also sedsed upon this perfect and harmonious development
of all ones interests, private and social, denominates i1tg¢X7/¥¢ self-
realization, and declares self-realization to be the highest good of
life. out nothing in all the range of wmodern theory pays tacitly a
hisher tribute t¢ Jesus than does one of the recent text boolks in ethies
in its distinction between customgry and conscious mcralitr.f* Jesus'
emphasis upon the motive broke the ethical l1life away from custom and
tradition, and turned it over to the muiggz‘br the individusle The
Christian, if he is imbued with the spirit of the Master, does nothing
because it is the approved method; but he acts because he loves his
fellow m&q?and intelligently seeks thelr jood. OUne of the sublimest
egpects of Jesus' teaching is this faith he displeys in the innate
capacity of human nature to diseover and desire and do the zood.
Thereby he lifts morality above all bondaje to custom, convention., and
tradational authority, and pleces it explicitly cn the sofcalled
cocnscious level. %hen ethics has pointed out the hizhest ~spect of
morality we find that scienee doinz nc mecre than to place its endorse-
ment upon what Jesus said in the Sermon cn the lount.

Ah, young rcader of academic affiliations, if you will but read
your books with eyes that see and ears that hear and heart that under-

stands you may learn from them that the hunble rophet of Nazareth

spoXke a message the present worth of which the hizhest wdadom of today

by sy omd Ffls, Gller, Couplen. ¥ % WL
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can do no more than to appreciate and te apﬁly.
rven philosophy is in this age beering its implied and unconscious
tribute to Jesus as never before. Prazgmatism scems to be the current
philosophical fad; and what is nragsatism but an agnostic attitude
towards speculative prcblems, and a transference of attention to the
practical problems of the day. The following sentences are quoted
from the pen of a pragmatic philosopher: "but it is one thing to point
out the need and meaning of a2 moral society, it is another thingz to
brinjs such a society intc being. It has become evident duringz the
past century that this is the central oproblem for human reason to
solve.," r'fha philoscopher might as vell have said : praimatic philosophy
see<s first the Kingdom of God.
philosophy

but current FEPFEuldyrign has its positive as vell =3 its aznostic
wing, and with those who have not abandoned the specul=ztive »roblem
altogether nob@hilosophical system seems to be more acceptable than the
one which conceives tha*iﬁr1d4§ruund theistically. This conception
sees wod immanent ia the gosnmic processes, working out the culmination
of his purposes in soecial eveoluticn, the goal of which is the {inzdom
of 4ode This phisokophy makes the promoter of that soclial order a
¢co-woriker with the Deity. VWhichever wing of present day philospphy
cne finds himself aligned with, therefore, he marches under the banner
of Jesus' social ideal, and devotes his practical serviece to the coming
aingdom.

it has just been implied that the z0ml of social evolution is the
Kingdom of wod; and this is so. This lesds us to say that evolution,
the most universal gencralization of secience, is but another name for
the divine purpose running through the =zes. I1ff inorganic mature
developes from the homogeneous to the heterogeneous, if orzenic nature
builds the higher upon the lower, then what words more aptly deserlbe

that evolutionary process as seen in human society and history than the

(1) M?\ﬂ-'—-rf MZ;J M@rﬁ.;gy,
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words of Jesus when he predicted that the whole 20eial lump should be
sradually levened by ih& spirit of brotherly love and the eoming {ingdon?
Tne conflict betwsen science and relljion anpears, ther-fore, ns a
superstition of the former days of men's blindness; for now we soe
that the funddmental terms of both are synoaymouss Farther let it be
considered whether any movenent in histery has contributed as much to
the betterment of life and elvilization as the modern extension of
seientific researeh, ané the reésultant application of the discscveries
thereof to industry and to the conforts and health of life. To
college students it may sometimes seem a very unpractical busine:s,
wholly lacking in religious idealism, to be dabbling with =elds,
putterin; with carcages,und ruésing with trat tubes, lot qul Jo into
your laboratorles with uacovered heads, for there you are learning of
#%ERg8 those who have reduced Jesus' feith in the progress cof 1ife and
the development of society to the wvalidity of univerezl law, and who
are mixing the physical cloments for haztenin; its demonatration in
reality.

it is probably in the departments of the politieal mnd aocecial
sclences, however, that the ideals of Jesis mre nost frequently pre=-
gented to the studeat's attention, however stolidly unarvare of the fact
he may often be. Social philosophy at the outset makes {ts tacit
recognltion of the Master's authority. It shows justice and sympathy
at the foundation of the aocial order; and the decrease of frictions
and artificial restraints dependent upon their growth. Thus it jasti-
fies tho law of love. It shows the deteraination of the individual
self by the szocelal énvironnent; and mn<es it clear that a man finds
himaelf by finding his place in the social fabric. Jesus s=iéd the
sane thing in a faniliar epigram. Its doctrina of social solidarity,

moreover, sives sciontific authority aid i nerativeness to the Christian
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ideal of human Urotherhood. Soeial philosophy shows that the lew af the
survival of the fittest necessitates the rejection of unantisfretory
methods of living together,and the invention and adoption ofbettsr.
Thus it verifies, apart from history, the certainty of the (ingdon's
eoming. These better methods it naxces evident, moreover, ars to be
found in larger applications of sympathy and juatlcn; that is, ina
larger measure of love. Love appear: demonstrated, therefore, nas
ereation's final law. Hothing comes acorer golving the riddle of evil
in the worldj aothing comes nearer devonstrating what Jesus hald un

to fajth: that Jod is a loving #athor. JSo2clology bezins with the facots
Bf human 1ife and socliety as data, and vorkas them ocut to generaliz~tions
that reflzot the revelations of Jesus =2a a mirrop reflects n face.

And if socisl philcsophy pays tribute to Jesus, a lixe tribute 1is
even nore apparent in the practlieal branches of sosinl acience. fWhat
indeed do these text-bDooks discuss but the facts of sonlaty and how
they can ve inmproved? As for Jesus, Lt was the ideal that he set forth}
the poteney of love that he announced. ow to harness love to the
sozial world,how to mate it realize the sceinl aﬁﬁgia. that he left
for the inspired genius and intellizence of nmankind to discover. He is
the scurege of the world's idealism; %o “ctualize his tdeal in the cone
crete soeial order is the business of himan trousht and activity., It
18 to this task that the soeial seicnces nartisulerly devote themsclves.
ihe class in soeiclogy and eoonomics 1z)ﬁccord!n;13. a sort of sub-
committee on ways and meena for malizing the Yingdom of Jod umncn the
earth. Whether the course Ge upcn geverarental theorles, tnxation,
monopoly, labor problems, poverty, crime, immigration, urban problems
and rural conditions, thecries of ecoqomie profuetion =nd distribution,
or what not, the inplicit ideals are alweys thoze of Jesusi and the
practical enéd iS always to maxec two blades of human welfare zrov where
but one had been baefore. lNaturally, therefors, hundreds of altruistie
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young men and women are preparing themanlves in these departnents for
conerete social service; thousands are being tralned for the enlizhtened,
fraternal sort of citizeaship so much aeaded; nnd these diseinlines are
even diaplaging liebrew from the -urriocule of theologieal senmin ries.

#en who teach in these dapartments snould understand that thelr desus
are cltars; students should nersieve that it is holy ground on =hieh
thay tread. and they should look forward to the day when they shall go
out intc the world to contribute to right public sentiment and share in
the solntion of the problemsof the age,as Zacharias locked forward to
the day when he should,according to his 1ct}hurn incense Defora the

Lord 1n his holy temple.

The eollege student's religisus anticipation of the »art he is to
tate In the solution of current prablems {3 an altogether warrantad
enthusiasm; for it iz evident that in 2 soaicty lixe ours publie
opinion iz the ultimate determinant of progress. It i3 not relevant to
the precent purpose to prove this statetent here; Hut only to emnhasise
it. 1t caanot be too stronily emphasized, howavers And it i3 in the
eolleges and universities of the country that the young men end women
are baing trained who will lergely determine the pudlic opinion of the
next fifty years. They are enlightened with respect to the elements of
those problems and thoin meaning: their imfluence is stragezice And
their influence will save the age if thelr fidelity t¢ idenlism doess not
yield before the temptations of per:onal azbitiong, of naterialism,and
of the vosted interests which sone of thes will inherit. Idealism is
the greatest need of the age; and if tho colle ;e-bred men and women of
today will keep the face of Jesus In thelr vislon, the age is s=fe,

fhis discussion cannot well be closed without a few words on the
funetion of the church in this eritical aje. Indeed the guestion of

the churchés funetion mnd the further question of whether ghe will ful-
£ill her function,is itsclf ocne of the most precsing problems of the
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1t may be laid down as axiomatle that the church's primary and

funddmental business is to preach the gospel. I[his needs to be em-
phaslzed. 1f, as with the mediaeval church,it be a gospel that merely
offers to save individusls from a future hell-fire,her primary business
was to preach that gospel. out if, as with the church of today, it is
a Zogpel that promises in addition to that to transform and transfigure
this present world, her first and chicf concern is to preach that zos-
sal.

The funetion of the preacher is very different from that of the
sogielogist or sceial worker; for the chur~h is not primsrily a school
of soc#al science nor an institutionalized agent of philenthropy. it
is primarily the herald of an ideal. To hold up an ideal is one thingj
to device mays and means of applying and realizing the ideal is another.
the former is the essential business of the church; the latter is the
task of social science, philanthropy, politius)ﬂnd hunan endeavor in
general. [he poteney of an ideal to stimulate and guide the intelligent
agbivity of mankind is s¢ incalculably sreat , that the function of
holdingz up the ldeal before th- eyes of men ia =2 task incomparably
sublime. Therefore an inatitution like the church may well devote
herself primarily tc such a task. 3he will do well indeed if she keans
the ideal al ays untarnished by the rust of heirarchy and the mold af
custom; she will do well if she devises means of reaching the ear of
all the people of any given generation: her task will be as great as
it is sublime if she preaches the gospel. Jesus himself, with sublime
faith, wes satisfied to put the leaven in three measures of meal.

Against this definition of the primary and essential funetion of
the chureh it will be cbjected that even Jesus did not ccnfine himself
to preaching, but instead devoted his time and his esnergy to conbrate
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deeds of merey 2ad help to individual folirs. frﬂﬂmfﬁ’?ﬁrthﬂ1E35 his
deeds were incidental, secondary, contributary tc his messaze. They
were ultimately but means whereby he got his message understood and
appreciated. 4And, of course, this is the sense in which the word
preach is used. To prcagh is not merely to pronounce, it is to reach
the ear of the people, yes,it is to press through tﬁe portal of the
ear with a message into the sanctuary of the heart. 1t was to this
end that Jesus was & doer of deeds as well as a speaker of words.

And this is why the chureh must be a doer of deeds as well as a
pronouncer of words. If he had merely veciced his theories about love
and the goming dingdom Jesus would have cautht the eapr of only a few
curious and speculative; but when the world saw him ministering to the
needy, and dying for his message,they stood still with bated breath
and uncovered head; they loved him and beleived him: his theorys
geased tc be a théﬂtr and begame A vital force. His deeds constituted
a spontaneous, unaptificial demonstration and advertisment of his prin-
ciples; but the principle was end, the demonstration and advertisment
were only means. riowever,the means he used were necessary to the end.
And if Jesus used deeds to demonstrate his sineerity and his faith in
his prineiples, the church must also make use of deeds of merey and help,
she must at times even drive the mbney chanzers out of the temple, to
demonstrate her sincerity and faith in the ideals she expoundss Other-
wise who will beleive that she herself beleives her message? And in
that cuse the world will grow poor indeed beinz impoverished of idealism,
If it is our first proposition that the church's essential business is
to pre=ech the social gospel in an age of soclial corisis; our seeond
proposition is that conerete social serviece is requisite to suecess in
that business.

but the chureh approaches her task under some serious handiesps.

1t was stated in axm earlier chapter that_the spirit of Phariseeisn,
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which Jesus arrahgcd 80 draatiually?is perennial. The chureh of today
will be very wise to take a hint from Jesus,and look sharply indeed
into the mirror of his arraignment of ancient Phariseeism for traces
of modern rfhardéseeism,with which her own featurecs may be blemished.
sueh Llemishes constitute the most seriocus obstacle to her suce=sss

in the performance of her function.

Jnder this head,what is to be said of dedominationalismf Does
it not emphasize the disagreements and advertise the ecentrifusal
forces in ecclesiasticiam? Does it not generate petty bickerinzs,
and waste untold men and wealth ( some secured under false preteneces)
upon competitive reduplication in small villages; while at the zame
time the folk-swamps of the cities are notoriously unchurched? Ihis
situation way not wholly unparalled in Jesus' time. The temple
=tsorss occupled the energy of an army of priests, and absorbed larze
suams of oney; while the Pharisees ignored and despised the "people
of the land".

Lﬂ}rurther. what would Jesus say concerning the faet that the
eeclestdassical baton is often weilded by the condeeending representa-
tives of social superiority and exclusiveness, or by the vested inter-
ests of waje oppression, monopoly, municipal corruption,or the ligquor
traff'ics 7That these conditions exist in thousands of American
churches is undeniable. 4An assumption of conscientlous rssnonsibility
on the part of the gemeral body of laymen is the only cure for this

evil.

AzZain in what more 1dai;trﬂua form could the zolden calf of
naterialism be wopshiped than in the unctiously masked scranble TE=thR®
indulged in by some clergymen for the sake of professional preferment
and fame =-- the only prizes of materialism accessible to their trade.

And can the world be expected to hear the 3zospel of the {ingdom from



the lips of men who so absolutzsly contradiet its spirit Dy their dom-
inant motives. Verily they have their reward; but meantime the cen-
tary is in danger of pessing the Christ indifferently by.

ngeingit was tradition which the Pharisees had exalted above the
law and the spirit of rightecusness; and the modern church should look
well to her worship of tradition. Intelligent traditionalism is the
conservator of civiliziticn's gains; but blind traditicnalism fore-
stalls prozress and prevents tﬁe chureh Trom perlforming her function.
Horecver, the teachliags of Jesus naic :éégﬂtraditicnalism 2 positive
sin. I(hia i3 severer than our accustémed judsuent of the matter: but
it is nsvartheless true. Whare thare is no intelligence the neconle
nast be guided into moral paths by rules and codes which they obey
without understanding. Jesus' emphasis on notives implies the in-
teliigence cf those who receive his teachingse A man must think if he
would p.t himself in his brothers plaee so that he can treat his
brother as he would like to be treated under like circumstaices. If
a man does aot think he will treat his orother in the customary way;
and thus the slave-holder will parrot the Jolden Pule, and the wine-
Libber will quote the wible. out if one thinks he will understand,
and the wolden fule is the only rule he will need. Traditionalized
fcilies and wrongs and outworn customs cannot eadure in the facae of
such iantelligent Christlanity. olind traditionalian is ther=fore a sin
of which tha chureh in every aze mist Devars .

uwowever, we have the spectacle that the church_whose busineas it
is tc preach the Jdolden Ruale,is £H¢ proverbinlly the most conzervative
ingtitution of sccletys Iraditional heirsrenies ond segfegtasst==%
institutional maghinery Dlindly push the escclesiasticzal ear along the
accustomed hizhway, somplacently unaware or clse eynicaily critical of

the Faet thal the traffic of populer neecd§ 2nd lay rcsponsibility has
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shifted to entirely new thorouzhfares. Traditionalized methods of
cumngelization are still FHF=vegue—wr¥E invoked, with vain repetitions,
but with confessedly declining suceess; while we slothfully refuse to
discovey a remddy or a substitute. Iraditionalized eriteria of
ecelesiastical succesa, such as the size of the shurch rclf. the maz-
nitude of the collections, or the number of organized subesocieties,
need reviding in ths interests of the new age to which the ideals of
the zospel mash now be proached. .
ilast we concede that the church lags the intelligence nscesasary
to davise successful ways and nsans of presaching the zospel to such an
aje az this? Il so she repudiates the logic of her founder's temching.
Ur is she plind to the magnitude of the opnortinity and responsibility
which ths age preseats to her == the grratest that have been presented
to her by any age cﬁ’ﬂhristian history? If she misses these opportunities
and responsibilities it will be because blind traditionnlism prevents
her from s:eing the vision; and blind traditionalism is = handiecap
of Pharisceism utterliy imcompatible with Jesus' emphasis on motives.
These handicaps removed =-- snd with the inersasing emphasis of
the times on the pure teachings of Jesusy they must inevitably decreagse-—-
what are the concrete decds of nmercy and help that the chureh should do
Jf the example of Jesus 1ls to be transmted into a preseant wortht This
question can be raised here; but it cannot be answered except in out-
line. The dﬂé&il&d answer -- ways and means -- nust be devised by
chureh leaders,individual pastors, laymen and laymei's associations
(especially of the interdedominstional zcrtl, and by young geniusecs
whom vod shall call thersunto =-- all under the Zuidance and ¢ouncii
of expert social scientisfs. “hat the chureh will not deyns a rule,
is to build up a vast machinery, either general or loeal, ror social

service of various sorts. The state and private philanthropy have
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erienized institutions for such work as educetion, charity, temperance
reform and =22 forth. but the church can inspire, stinmulete a2nd pioneer.
For example, the church nothersd the three kinds eof wor%t just mentioned.
zhe srems also tc have pioneered,to some extant, in the field of
psychotkerapy; but her clergy will not semerally become healers;
specialsits will apprar in that line of work and a new profeszion will
ariss. There are cther lines alonzg which the church has picneered:
freadmen's aiaﬁoggmarcus therz might be mentioned; the future will
develope opportunitles for many more. There will alvays be demand for
the church, inssirad by a love 2f humnnity, to discover new fields of
social service, occupy them for the Xingdom, demonstrate the praecti-
eability of thelir cultivetion, and turan them over to secular 2jenciss --
if any azensy c2n be callad sscular which does the llaster's work.

Aad the local chursh will alwvays find crvortunities for practiecal
sarvice sulted to thz needs of the loecal community. In cne locality
it may be a2 boys’club or a mother's’meeting, in another & wood-yard
or an employnent azeney, in another a gynnasium or =2 library, in
another a dey nursery cor a manual training school, in another a
nelishborhvod meeting or an anti-saloon campaign, in another a conbina=-
tion of verious enterprises of this sort. In many eommunities, however,
perheps in the large majority,it will be none of these; but merely the
sincere prectice of cormon neighborliness on the part of the people.
This is the scelal szexise service most painfully needed in every
community; and it is most emphatiecally demanded ©y the Christian
spirit. 1t is caly Qw'the practice of o©ld fashioned neighborlincss

that Christians can cppcase ths growing t:mduncybi toward artifieial

social stratification and“thefrr-ution of eclite and execlusive cliques.
IThis tendency is one of the menaces of democracy's suecess; and this

spirit, when found in a church, as it so often is found, is the swine
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sacrificed to Zeus on the altar of the holy of holies. No church ean
reader a greater social service to the community than to combat it by
the sincere practice of its memberzhip; =2nd such practice is impossible
except by those whq have caught the true spirit of the uaster.

Thus there are always ways of exvressing real love for the people
and gemuine concern for their needs: means of rendering the heart of
the world receptive by sineere service. 4And if the chureh, unham-
persd by the handicaps aforesaid, or by any of the old fashicned vices,
practices such service sincerely, or if its individusl members do, the
world will have falth in the church and beleive the message of the
sospel she preaches.

~et such a Christlike chureh preach the jsospel. Let her preach
the good news of the cominz Wingdom. Let her preaeh the individual
uhristian's responsibility to demoerzey in its present erisis, and to
the specifie causes of reform and particular programs of soeial
meiieratinn mentioned or suggested in the early pages of this chapter,
Let her help baild a public cpinion that can be trusted both to safe-
zZuard the future of cur best institutions, and alsc to punish the
modern sinners agzainst sceial justice. Let her enlighted society as
to who its worst enemies are; and point out tﬁg:gégigl duties and
civic respensibilities of Christizn natriots. Let her eatend the
scope of the sacred sc that it will include nll seecular pursuits or
endaavors that eonserve the general jnuﬁ: and mate every man who
serves the Kingdom blessedly conseicusly of the divine companionship.
In other words, let the churoh hold up the idesl cf the {ingdom of Jod;
for by so doing the ccming of the {(inzdon will be hastened immﬂnsurahly.
Suen is the subline siznificance of the preosent drift toward social re-
ligion; that is to say: "bac« to Jjesus"!

Let the chureh,therefore,preachi the gospel of love, altruisnm,
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unselfish zervice and responsibility, sacrifiese and selfcontrel in
behalfl cof others. Let her preach that these bring not only reward
hereafter, vut reward here aad aow in the salvation of 3elf and cthers
from the hell on earth that results from vice and the other selfish
sins of old and new sorts. And if the church will institutionalize
tne opportunity for young preachers, burning with the zeal of this
social zospel, to go into the slums of our clties ené presnch their
nessaze there, as their grandfathers of the saddle-bezs, vith the same
z@al, traversed the rural ﬁlums of the frontiers three geanerations ageo
preaching the old-fashioned gospel of percnal zclvation fremn hell
f'ire hereafter, there will De scen a revival of B magnitude and sig-
nifinancu f'or the future of civilization the like of wihich has not
been racorded since the time when Wesley and nis preachers saved
Lagland, agcording to the historien ureen, from the terrors of a
Jrenen Aevelution. For the opportunity opea te the chureh of the
twentieth century to oreach the gospel of social as well as porsoaal
salvation to this aje of problems, orisis, and impending destiny is
an opportunity sueh as no century has oftf'ered since the zospel of

Jesus wes firat preached in usalilee and Jerusalem.
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