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nature, contrasted with the dying body ; Acts vii. 39.' — Ver. 46. eic yeipéc
oov x.7.1.] from Ps. xxxi. 6, which words Jesus makes His own, committing
His spirit wholly to the disposul of God; and this perfect surrender to God,
whose control extends even to Hades (xvi. 22 ; Wisd. iii. 1 ; Actsii. 27),
is not out of kecping with ver. 43. — This prayer is to be placed ayter the
reréreorac of John xix. 80, and corresponds to the mapéduxev 6 myeipa of
John. Probably, however, the idea mapédwkey 6 mveiua was only by the
more accurately explaining tradition moulded into the definite words, as
Luke has them. [See Note CLXXIIIL, p. 570.]

Vv. 47-49. See on Matt. xxvii. 54-56 ; Mark. xv. 39-41. 15 yevéuevov]
that which had happened, namely, how Jesus had uttered the last loud cry,
and had expired. Comp. Mark xv. 39, whom Luke follows. To refer it
still further back (cven to include also what is narrated in ver. 44 f.) is for-
bidden by the éoyicdy x.r.2., to which idiv cannot also refer. The plural
expression, however, ra yevéueva, ver. 48, has a wider reference, since, in ac-
cordance with cuumapay. émi r. Sewpiav rabr., it must include the entire proc-
ess of the crucifixion down to ver. 46. — édéface 1. Oedv] i.e., practically, by
His confession, which redounded to the honor of God. Comp. John ix.
24. In this confession, however, dikacog (instead of the Son of God in Mark
and Matthew) is a product of later reflection. [See Note CLXXIV., p. 570.]
— émi mv Jewpiav ratr.] objectively : ad hoc spectaculum, as dewpia (occurring
only here in the New Tcstament) is often applied by Greck writers to plays,
public festivals, etc. — rimrovrec ra oridy] grief (viil. 52. xviii. 13). Accord-
ing to Luke, the people did not, indced, join in the mockery (ver. 35),
though they probably chimed in with the accusation and the demand for
His death (vv. 4, 5, 13, 18, 21, 23), and hence they prove themselves the
mobile vulgus. The special circumstances had made them change their tune.
— Ver. 49. mévreg ol yvworot avrip] those, to wit, who were present in Jerusa-
lem. Luke alone has this statement, which, however, is so summary that
cven by the expression aré paspédev it does not contradict the narrative of
John xix. 25. — yvvairec] viii. 2 f. — ¢pdsar r.] belonging to elorfxeioar.

Vv. 50-56. Sce on Matt. xxvii. 57-61 ; Mark xv. 42-47. Luke follows
Mark with abbreviations, although with some peculiarities. —i=dpy.] be-
longing to fovi. — dixatoc] justus, in the narrower meaning ; sce the follow-
ing parenthesis. It is a special side of ayaddc (ercellent). — Ver. 51. oix 7w
ovyk.] was not in agreement with their decision. Comp. on ver. 19.? —«. i
mpase} and to the practice, the evil act.? —airov] rov BovAevrdv, as is implied
in Bovievric, ver. 50, Winer, p. 132 [E. T. 146). — Ver. 52. oiroc] recapitu-
lating, Kiihner, II. p. 330. — Ver. 53. Zafevrp] hewn in stone (Deut. iv. 49),
therefore neither dug nor built. — o obk #v x.7.2.] Comp. xix. 30 ; a more
definite mode of expressing the xawe in Matthew. Comp. John xix. 41.4—
Ver. 54. And it was the preparation day (the day of preparation for the Sab-
bath, mpéoaBBaror). Even here (comp. on Mark xv. 42) no trace of a festival

! Comp. in general, Hahn, Theol.d. N. T. 3 See on Rom. viii. 13; Col. lii. 9. Comp.
1. p. 410. Xen. Anabd. vii. 6. 17.

3 As to ovyxarariBenns, assentior, see Locel- 4 In respect of the emphatically cumula-
la, ad Xen. Eph. p. 209. tive negatives, see Winer, p. 443 [E. T. 499].
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day is to be found in the day of Jesus’ death. Comp. vv. 26, 56, — érépu-
oxe] elsewherc of the breaking of the natural day (of the day light; see
Matt. xxviii. 1); but here of the legal daybreak, which began with sunset.
Not an inaccuracy of expression, in which only prevailed the idea of the be-
ginning of the day, but according to the Jewish mode of expression, which
still, morcover, gave to the legal beginning of the day, at the closing in of
right, the name of V'R, on account of the lighting of the lamps, which the
natural evening made neccessary.! That this mode of designation specially
applied to the beginning of the Sabbath, on account of the Sabbath lights
(see Lightfoot, Zeger, Clarius, Wetstein, Kuinoel, Bleek, and others), cannot
be proved. The imperfect means : it would begin, was on the point of begin-
ning. Sece Bernhardy, p. 873. — Ver. 55. saraxodovd.] following after, going
after from the place of the cross, ver. 49, to the place of the grave, ver. §3.
In the New Testament the word is found again only in Acts xvi. 17 ; comp.
Jer. xvii. 16 ; Polyb. vi. 42. 2 ; Long. iii. 15. The meaning : ‘‘as far as
down there into the grave,” is an addition of Lange’s ; in xaré is found the
idea of géing after. — Ver. 56. uév] to which corresponds the J¢, xxiv. 1;
hience at the end of the chapter only a comma is to be placed. — According
to Mark, they did not buy the spices till later. See on Mark xvi. 1. [See
Note CLXXYV., p. 570.] In Luke there is no offence against the Jewish ob-
servance (Schenkel), which assuredly was well enough known to him, but
there is a trace of the working day in the tradition which he follows.?
Ebrard on Olshausen, p. 53 {., gives explanations which are only evasions,
but which are of the less importance, as in this place Luke, with his incon-
sequent notice, stands alone.

Nores BY AMERICAN EbpITOR.

CLXVIII. Ver. 2. Xpiwotdv Baoiiéa.

Weiss. ed. Mey. prefers the rendering ¢* Messiah, a king ;” comp. R. V. text.
The margin of the R. V., ‘ an anointed king,’’ gives a very improbable inter-
pretation.

CLXIX. Ver. 5. ra¥ oAng 7. 'Tovdaiag.

In chap. iv. 44 the reading of the more ancient manuscripts indicates a min-
istry extending throughout all Judaea. Otherwise Luke does not refer to any
labors in Judaea proper. The statement here is an incidental confirmation of
John’s narrative. It moreover suggests the wisdom of not assuming, as some
modern critics do, that the Evangelists narrated all they knew of Christ's
labors. Comp. Meyer's remark, p. 563.

CLXX, Ver. 11. Ierod's Disposal of the Accusation.

Weiss ed. Mey. infers from ver. 15 that Herod ‘“had at least declared to
Pilate that he had found no fault in Jesus, and thus appears to revenge him-
self for his disappointed hopes (ver. 8), or for the contempt he encountered in
the obstinate silence of Jesus (Godet).” But see next Note.

1 See the passages from the Rabbinical 2 Comp. on ver. 26; John xviil. 28, xiil.
writers in Lightfoot, p. 822 f. Comp. Ev. 20 ; Bleek, Beitr. p. 137,
Nicod. 12,
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CLXXI. Ver. 15.

The reading of Tisch. (see critical note) is rendered in the R. V. ““for he
sent Him back to us.'” Pilate thus infers from the sending back that Herod
deemed Jesus innocent. For this reason the reading is the less difficult one,
since nothing is said of Herod's examining the case. If it is accepted, it dis-
poses of the suggestion of Weiss (see Note CLXX.).

CLXXIL Ver. 19. iv . . . fBiydeic év 1. ¢vA.

Maeyer rejects the above well-supported reading as ungrammatical. But, as
Meyer indicates in the case of the other reading, the participle and the verb need
not be taken together periphrastically. The participle simply tells that he was
cast into prison to account for his being there (7v). So Weiss ed. Mey. Butt-
mann's objection (see critical note) fails to recognize this view of the construc-
tion, which is strictly grammatical. The preposition év has then-a pregnant
force, since it suggests where he was as well as where he had been cast.

CLXXIII. Ver. 46. cic yeipdg oov x.7.2.

Weiss ed. Mey. takes n somewhat different view of the origin of this saying.
Its accuracy need nct be doubted. It 18 as likely that John simply narrated as
fact what really was put into words by our Lord, as that Luke followed a
¢ more accurately explaining tradition.”

CLXXIYV. Ver. 47. dixatog 7v.

The accounts of Matthew and Mark are probably more accurate, but dikacoc
is scarcely ¢‘a product of later reflection” (Meyer), or a toning down becaunse
the term’ ““Son of God’' seemed inappropriate in the mouth of a heathen
(Weiss ed. Mey.). In view of all that the centurion must have known of the
nccusation against Jesus, the term used ‘‘implies something more ” (Gudet).

CLXXV. Ver. 56. kai 70 utv 0d33aroy k.7.2.

The R. V. properly joins this clause with chap. xxiv. 1. Luke has, in the
previous clause, mentioned the buying of the spices ; but he often carries
out one source of thought and then begins anew with something which pre-
ceded. His account does not necessarily imply that the spices were bought
before the Sabbath,
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CHAPTER XXIV.

VER. 1. The reading Babéw¢ (Lachm. Tisch.), instead of the Recepla Babfog, is
80 decisively attested by A BC D R, ete., that the adjective form Sabfoc must
appear as the alteration of ignorant transcribers. — xai rweg oiv atraig] is want-
ing in B C* L R, 33, Copt. Aeth. Vulg. It. (not Brix.) Dionys. Alex. Eus. Aug.
Suspected by Griesb., deleted by Lachm. and Tisch. A supplementary addi-
tion, in accordance with ver. 10, for which occasion seemed the rather to be
given that Luke neither mentions Salome (Mark xvi. 1) in this place nor at ver.
10. D has further expanded the addition. — Ver. 3. Instead of xai ¢ciceAfoioac
is to be read, with Lachm. and Tisch., on preponderating evidence, ciceAbovoar
dé. The former is from Mark. — [W. and Hort bracket roi xvp. 'I50., omitted in
D, Latt.; so. R. V. marg.] — Ver. 4. éafijoearv dorp.] Lachm. Tisch. [recent edi-
tors, R. V.] have {afljrt aorparroioy, in accordunce with B D R, Syr. al. Vulg.
It. Eus. Bat the accustomed singular expression easily forced itself in. — Ver. 5.
70 wpéowrov] Ta Tpbowra is attested by a preponderance of authorities. 8o Tisch.
It is the more to be preferred in proportion as the singular suggested itself
the more readily to the transcribers. —[Ver. 6. W. and Hort bracket oix éorww
. .. fyépfn, omitted in D, Latt., R. V. marg. — Ver. 7. Tisch., Treg.,W. and Hort,
R. V., with ®* B C* L, place o7 dei after avfpdmov. — Ver. 9. D, Latt. omit axo
7. pvju. (so R. V. marg.), bracketed by W. and Hort.] — Ver. 10. Elz. Lachm.
Tisch. have 5oav dé ; Griesb.: 7v J¢, on too feeble evidence. The words are
wanting altogether in A D T and a few vss. The connection has not been ap-
prehended, and for the restoration thereof, sometimes 7oav d¢ has been omitted
(in order to connect it closely with what has preceded), sometimes ai has been
intercalated afterwards (before éieyov), sometimes both have been done. This
ai is, with Lachm. Tisch., on decisive evidence, to be deleted. — After the
second Mapia is to be inserted 7, with Lachm. and Tisch., on preponderating
evidence, — [Ver. 11. Tisch., Treg.,, W. and Hort, R. V., with 8 B D L, Vulg.
Copt., have r. pfuara raira.] — Ver. 12 is wanting in D, Syr.Jer Cant. Ver. Vere.
Rd. Rejected by Schulzand Rinck. [Tisch. VIIL.] Bracketed by Lachm. [Treg.,
W.and Hort ; doubted by Weiss, omitted in R. V. marg.] Buteven if the great
attestation is not in itself sufficient to justify a decision in favor of its genuine-
ness (comp. on vv. 36, 39, 51 £.), still an interpolator from John xx. 5 ff. would
have mentioned not only Peter, but also the é220¢ pafirréc (comp. ver. 24) ; and
the words oféwia, mapaxizrew, and arxjile mpds éavr. (John, loc. cil.) might, in-
deed, have been suggested to Luke from a source emanating from a Johannine
tradition ; on the other hand, it is just the incompleteness of the notice, as
well as the want of agreement in the contents with ver. 24, that would furnish
a very obvious occasion for objection and for deletion. [It may be added that
in this chapter D has a number of omissions, see notes throughout, which in-
dicate that the scribe had a defective copy.] Keiueva is suspicious, as it is
wanting in B X, min. Copt. Sahid. Syr.c® Eus.; in other authorities it is placed
after uéva. — [Ver. 17. Tisch., recent editors, R. V., with R A* B L, Copt., read
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xal éorélnoav oxvfpwmoi.] — Ver. 18. [Recent editors, R. V., with ® B L, read
ovépare, instead of ¢ dvopa.] Elz. Lachm. have év 'Ispovs. But decisive authori-
ties are in favor of 'Iepove. simply (Griesb. Matth. Scholz, Tisch.); év is an exe-
getic insertion. The exceedingly weakly attested ¢ic, which nevertheless Griesb.
has commended, proceeds from the last syllable of wapoweic. — Ver. 21. After
a74 ye read, with Lachm. and Tisch., xai (B D L R),which disappeared because it
could be dispensed with. — [Tisch., W. and Hort, Weiss, R. V., with R BL, Copt.,
omit ojuepov. — Ver. 2. Tisch., recent editors, R. V., with RAB DL, read op-
Upwvai. — Ver. 24. Treg.,W.and Hort, R. V., with B D,Vulg., omit xai, after xatiic.
— Ver. 27. Tisch., recent editors, R.V., with Re B L, read duepuipevoer.] — Ver. 28.
mpogemoeito) A BD L R, min, have mpocemojoaro. Commended by Griesb., adopt-
ed by Lachm. Tisch. [recent editors, R. V.]. A correction, in accordance with
the preceding and following aorists. — Ver. 29. After xéxdwev is to be adopted
%dy. It is found in B L R, min. Arr. Copt. Syr. Slav. ms. Vaulg. It., was easily
passed over by occasion of the following H Huepa, and perhaps if it had been
added, would rather have been annexed to the foregoing ére mpdc éom. éori. —
Ver. 32. xai o¢] Lachm. and Tisch. have merely ¢, in accordance with BD L
R 33,eals0 codd. of It. Ambr. Aug. Or. (which, however, omit d¢ éA. 71.). Right-
ly ; xai was inserted for the connection, and in several versions even supplanted
the we. —[Ver. 33. Tisch., recent editors, R. V., with ® B D, 33, have the simple
form 7fpoouivore. — Ver. 36. Tisch., recent editors, R. V., with ® B D L, omit
6 "Inoot¢.] — After eipijvy {uiv Lachm. has in brackets )& eiue, pj) ¢o3ciote, fol-
lowing G P, min. vss. Ambr. Aug. An addition from John vi. 20. But, more-
over, the preceding x. A{y. abroic: €ip. Tuiv, although it is wanting only in D and
codd. of It. (deleted by Tisch.), is extremely open to the suspicion of being
added from John xx. 19. [Retained by Treg., bracketed by W. and Hort.]
See also Lachm. in the Stud. u. Krit. 1830, p. 843. A reason for its omission,
if it had been original, would be hard to perceive. — Ver. 38. Instead of év raic
xapd. B D, codd. of It. al. Lachm. and Tisch. have the sirngular ; the plural isan
amendment. — Ver. 39. airic £yd eiue] Several different arrangements of the
words occur in the mss. and vss. Lachm, and Tisch. have 4 iy airég, in
accordance with B L R 33. — Ver. 40 1s wanting only in D, codd. of It. Syr.ce
but is deleted by Tisch. [bracketed by recent editors], and comes under the
same suspicion of being added from John (xx. 20) as the words . 2£y. air. cip.
Tp., ver. 36. —Ver. 42. kai awo pelwo. knp  suspected by Griesb., deleted by
Lachm. Tisch., in accordance with A BD L IT R, Cant, Clem. Or. Eus. Epiph.
Ath. Cyr. An ancient omission on the part of a transcriber, probably only
occasioned by kai . . . xai. The peculiarity of the food betrays no interpola-
tion ; kai dprov or kai prov (comp. John xxi. 9) would rather have been added.
[Treg. brackets the phrase ; W. and Hort, Weiss, R. V. text, omit. — Ver. 44.
Tisch., recent editors, read mpi¢ avroic, with R B L, 33, Vulg., and add uov after
76yoe, with A BD L, 33.] — Ver. 46. xai oirwc &édec] is wantingin BC* DL R,
Copt. Aeth. Arr. codd. of It. Fathers. Suspected by Griesbach and Rinck,
bracketed by Lachm., deleted by Tisch. An addition in the way of gloss. —
Ver. 47. [Tisch., W. and Hort, Weiss, R. V. marg., with R B, Copt., read eic,
instead of xai, before ageorv.] — épsduevov] The reading dpfducvor in BC* LN
X ® 33, Copt. Aeth. Tisch. is to help out the construction, in connection with
the omission of d¢, ver. 48 (which Tisch., following B C* L R, has deleted).
[Recent editors have apfduevo, W. and Hort marg., R. V. marg., joining with
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ver. 48 ; they aleo omit d¢, and Tisch., W. and Hort, with B D, Aug., omit éore
in ver. 48 ; Treg. brackets, Weiss suspects it. — Ver. 49. Tisch., with X D L,
Vulg., reads xayd, instead of xai idod éyw; with recent editors, X C B L, 33, substi-
tutes éfamooréilw for the simple verb ; and with recent editors, RBC DL,
Copt. and Vulg., omits ‘Itpoveairju. — Ver. 50. Tisch.,recent editors, with X B
C L, 33, omit é{w and substitute =péc for eic.] —Ver. 51 f. The omission of «ai
avegépero tic T, obpavéy, and at the same time of mposkvvisavres airéy in the same
set of authorities (D, Cant. Ver. Verc. Corb. Rd. Aug.), throws on both (the
former is wanting also in ¥*) the grave suspicion (comp. on vv. 36, 39) of
being added for the sake of completeness. [W. and Hort bracket both clauses,
R. V. marg. omits.]— Ver. 63. In a few authorities aivoivrec kai is wanting
(which Griesb., in accordance with B C* L R, Ar. p., regards as suspicious)
[W. and Hprt, Weiss, R. V., omit aivotvres kai.]; in others kai ehdoyoivrec (which
Tisch., in accordance with D, codd. of It. Copt. Aug., has kept out). The
Recepta is to be maintained, since aiveiv 7. ey is especinlly frequent in Luke,
but neither aivotvres nor evdoyoivres offered occasion for an addition by way of
gloss. But k. £02. might easily drop out in consequence of the homoeoteleuton
in aivovvrecand ebdoyovvreg,

Vv. 1-12. Comp. on Matt. xxviii. 1-8 ; Mark xvi. 1-8. — The question of
the special sources from which Luke has taken the considerable portion that is
peculiar to him in the account of the resurrection (Griesbach : from the mouth
of the Joanna named by him alone, ver. 10), as well asin all that still follows
that account, cannot be decided ; but assuredly he did not as yet know the
conclusion of Mark as it now stands. — Badéws (see the critical remarks) :
the adverb® of degree is immediately annexed to a substantive. Secc on
2 Cor. xi. 23. Hence : deep in themorning, i.e., in the first morning twilight.*
— Ver. 2. elpov 82 «.7.2.] agrees as littleas Mark xvi. 4 with the narrative of
the rolling away of the stone in Matt. xxviii. 2. —Ver. 4. év 7o diarop. air.
wepl robrov] while they were in great perplexity concerning this.® In the New
Testament only in Luke. Still Lachmann and Tischendorf [recent editors,
R. V.] have the simple form aropcicdar (B C D L &), but this easily crept
in through neglect of the compound form. Also ix. 7, Acts ii. 12, the
reading fropeito occurs. — éxéor.] asii. 9. — dvdpeg] The angels (ver. 23) are
designated according to the form of the appearance which they had in the
view of the women.* Comp. Actsi. 10 ; Mark xvi. 5. And their clothes
had a flashing brightuess (aorpanr.). — Ver. 5. i {preire x.7.2.] indicating the
groundlessness of their search. — rév {ovra] denotes Jesus not as Him 1who i
ITimself the life (Olshausen, Baumgarten-Crusius, following John i. 4), nor
vet the conquering life (de Wette), but, according to the context, quite

! Babdéws might, it is true, be also the geni-
tire of the adjective (see generally,.Lobeck,
ad Phryn. p. 246 £.). Thus Bleek, Buttmann,
and Schegg. Only no certain instance of
such a genitlve form occurs in thc New
Testament.

2 Comp. Plat. Crif. p. 43 A, Prol. p. 310 A.
The opposite i8: & éoxaros 5pdpos, Theocr.
xxiv. 63.

? Comp. Plat. Phaedr. p. 237 A, Soph. p. 217

A, Tim. p. 49 B.

¢ Schleicrmacher makes out of this, per-
#0ons commissioned by Joseph of Arimathaea.
By means of such, Joseph had had tho body
of Jesus brought away from the grave, in
which it had been provisionally laid. Seo
L. .J. p. 471. At an carlicr period Schleler-
macher made another <hift, but not a bet-
ter. See Strauss In lligenfeld's Zeitschr.
1863, p. 386 fI.
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simply Him 1who is alire, and no vexpéc. Comp. ver. 23. — perd rav vepor)
the grave is in general conceived of as the place where the dead are, where,
therefore, he who issought, is sought among thedead. Ver. 6 f. &¢ é242.] ix.
22, xviii. 32 f. The reference to Galilee (Matthew and Mark) Luke could
not adopt ; sece vv. 49, 50. — ~ov vidv Tob a19p.] The designation of Himself
previously used by Jesus.  After the resurrection He no longer calls Him-
sclf by this name. Comp. ver. 26. aidpdr. duapr.] heathens. Comp. xviii.
32 ; Gal.ii. 15. Otherwise Matt. xxvi. 45. — Ver. 8. It is psychologically
improbable that the remembrance occurred to them now for the first time
and at the prompting of the angel, if Jesus actually foretold His resurrection
in terms so definite. But see on Matt. xvi. 21.— Ver. 9. «. maot roig 20cmoic)
who adhered to the company of the disciples as followers of Jesus. — Ver.
10 f.  According to the corrected reading (sec the critical remarks), jeav dé
. . . 'laké30v is & supplementary enumeration of the most eminent of the
women who brought the tidings ; after which by means of xai ai 2uzai
«x.7.2. the same bringing of the tidings is related also of their female com-
panions, and then by xai égdvpoav x.7.2. the narration is further continued.
There were, howerer (these women who returned and announced, etc.), Mary
Magdalene and Joanna and Mary the mother of James, moreorer (xai), the rest
of the women with them told this to the apostles, and their words appeared to
them as a fable, and they believed them not. [Sce Note CLXXVI., p. 590.]
Asto Mary Magdalene and Mary the mother of James, see on Matt. xxvii. 55 1. ;
as to Joanna, on Luke viii. 3. — é¢évyoav] the plural of the verb with the
neuter plural (sce, in general, Winer, p. 456 [E. T. 514]) denotes here the
dcclarations of the several indicidual persons.’ — Jipoc] a foolish rumor, trick.?
— Ver. 12. The disciples did not believe the women, but Peter, hasty and im-
petuous as he was, desired to inform himself by his own sight about thisen-
igmatical state of affairs. To take dpauev 83 a pluperfect (Paulus) is on ac-
count of 374w impossible ; a perverted system uf harmonizing, in which even
Calvin led the way. Of the 4220¢ padyric of John xx. 3, Luke says nothing,
but, according to ver. 24, does not exclude him. The account is vague in
the connection of its several pagts,® as even ver. 34 presupposes something
that is not related. — wapaxivp.] stooping down into the grave, John xx. 5, 11.
— péva] so that thus the corpse was gone.*—=pi¢ éavr.] not : with Himsef

1 See Kiihner, ad Xen. Mem. iv. 3. 12. Peter.

2 Plat. Protag. p. 347 D, Hipp. mgqj. p. 304
B : Afpovs ka: dAvapias; Xen. Hisl. iv. 8. 15
Arist. Plut. 23, and clsewhere; Soph.
Trach. 435 : Anseiv avdpds ovxi gddppovos.

3 Since vv. 21 and 84 presuppose what
nevertheless i3 not previously narrated, it
18 certainly to be assumed that vv. 1-12 and
ver. 18 ff. have bcen taken from two dis-
tinct sources, which Luke in his working
up has not sufficiently compared together.
There has not been wanting here, more-
over, the snpposition of a tendency Accord-
ing to Baur (7/-ol. Jahrd. 1858, p. 61), the
scene at Emmaus is to put in the background
the manifestation which was made only to

¢ That the grave was empty is so decid-
edly and clearly in the whole of the New
Testament (in opposition to Weizsacker,
p- 572) the correlative of the resurrection
of Jesus (see also Rom. vi. 4; Col. {i. 12),
that it is not at all to the purpose when
Kelm (Geschichtl. Chr. p. 184) adds to the
expression of his belief in an appearance of
Jesus in glorified corporeality, * if makes no
matter whether the grave was emply or not.”
Keim, moreover, contends with force
against the visionary view of the resurrec-
tlon. See agalnst this kind of view, also
Gebhardt, 7). Aufersteh. Christ. 1864, p. 18 ff.3
Disterdieck, Apol. Beitr. 1. p. 8 ff.; Weiss
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(as Mark xiv. 4 ; Luke xviii. 11), so that it would belong to favudlwv (Lu-
ther, Castalio, Grotius, Wolf, Schegg, and others, following the Vulgate), in
which case, however, it would be superfluous, and its position before Savud-
{wv would have no motive ; but it belongs to axjife : to his home, i.e., mpc
i avrob duaywysy, Euthymius Zigabenus. Comp. John xx. 10. Examples
in Kypke, 1. p. 837. — Oavudl. 0 yeyovéc] ovris yap, ome ob pereréfly” 4 yap av
pera Tov dboviey pereréfy, Euthymius Zigabenus.! Comp. John xx. 7 f.

Vv. 13, 14. The journey to Emmaus, peculiar to Luke. Mark xvi. 12is a
meagre intimation of the same history from another source. — sioav 7op.] were
on the way. —é£ airav] in general : of the followers of Jesus, éx rav 6wy
pabyrov, Euthymius Zigabenus. They did not belong to the twelve (see ver.
83) ; whether they were of the serenty (Jerome, Euthymius Zigabenus, and
others) cannot be determined. In other respects they are perfectly un-
known. Luke, ver. 18, names only the one (K2eémag is the same as K2eérarpoc,
distinct from the Hcebrew name Klwrag, John xix. 25, or Alphaeus), and
that, indeed, accidentally, because he introduces him actually speaking.
In this way it is left in doubt whether he knew the name of the other or
not (Ambrose calls him Ammaon). From the fact of his not being named.
there is neither to be concluded a greater (Bornemann) nor a less (Kuinocl)
degree of knowledge regarding him ; and who he may have been is not at
all to be conjectured, although Nathanael (so Epiphanius), Bartholomemw,
Peter, or another Simon (Origen, Cyril), nay, in spite of i. 2, Luke himself
(in Theophylact, so also Lange, I. p. 252), and even, conjecturally (Holtz-
mann), the younger James, as having made the journey with his father Al-
phaeus (but in 1 Cor. xv. 7 the Lord’s brother is meant)—have been guess-
ed. — 'Eppaoic] in Josephus, Bell. vii. 6. 6. ’Appaoig, a village, also accord-
ing to Josephus 60 stadia (74 geographical miles) in a north-western direc-
tion from Jerusalem—not to be confounded, as has often been done since
Euscbius and Jerome (Robinson, Pal. III. p. 281{.), with the town of
Emmaus, 1 Macc. iii. 40, ix. 50, in the plain of Judaea, which since the
third century after Christ has been named Nicopolis, and is 176 stadia from
Jerusalem.?  Zschokke, D. neutest. E‘mmalg, 1865, following tradition, is

e

again in favor of the present village of K

in the S7ud. w. Krit. 1866, p. 178 {.; Uhlhorn,
D. modernen Daratell. d. Led. Jesu, 1860,
p. 1151, :

! Even this simple observation of Euthy-
mius Zigabenus is sufficient to show that
every other cause by which the corpse may
have disappeared from the grave, apart
from His resurrection, is Inconceivable.
Schenkel, indeed (in his Zeitschr. 1865, b),
when he defines the resurrection as ** the
real mysterious self-revelation of the personal-
ity of Christ emerging living and imperisha-
dle from death,” uses for this purpose no
grave, since he makes the personality of
Christ emerge only from death, not from
the grave. But the certainty that Christ
came forth from the grave is at the founda-

h, and that on the ground of

tion of erery mention of the resurrection
throughout the whole New Testament, in
which reference, especlally also the moral
idea of ouvvddmrecdar and ovveyeipeadar
Xptore (Rom. vi. 4; Col. i1, 12, 1ii. 1; Eph. ii.
6) is of importance.

2 Hence we find, in svme uss. (including
®) and vss., the readlng éxaror éfixovra,
which Tisch.syvops. [not Tisch. VIIL.] on
insufficlent evidence prefers. Even Arnold
expresses himself as not averse to identify-
fng it with Nicopolis. See, in general,
Ritter's Palestine, XVI. pp. 512, 545; Arnold
in Herzog's Encykl. 111, p. 78 {.; Thrupp in
The Journul of Classical and Sacred Philology,
1860, p. 262 fI.
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the more recent measurement of the distance from Jerusalem. Others :
Culonieh ; others : Kurjat et Enab.—Ver. 14. «. atroi] and they, on their
part, said, in view of the appearance of Jesus to them, ver. 15 f.—mepi wér-
rwv 7oV ovufBe3nk. roitwy] vv. 1-12. In their subsequent discourse with the
unknown one at ver. 18 ff. they are more prolix.’

Vv. 15, 16. kai atvéc] kai is the usual form after éyérero (comp. ver. 4; see
on v. 12), and airés, He ITimself, of whom they were speaking. — ¢yyicac)
probably overtaking them from behind. — éxparoivro x.7.1.] they were held so
s0 that they knew Him not. Examples of xpareiofiar of organs of the body :
impediri, quominus vim et actionem 8ibi propriam exserant, ‘‘to be hindered
from showing the power and action proper to them,” see in Kypke. The
expression itself, which indicates a peculiar external influence, not to speak
of its telic connection, .as well as the correlative dupoiyfipoay «.7.2. in ver.
31, should have prevented their failure to recognize Him from being attrib-
uted to an unfamiliar dress of Jesus, and to an alteration of His counte-
ance by the tortures of crucifixion ; or, on the other hand, to the disciples’
own dejection (Paulus, Kuinoel, Lange. and others). The text represents
only a wonderful divineeffect. The matter is otherwise represented in Mark
xvi. 12, where Jesus appears év éépg popei.

YVv. 17, 18. What are these discourses that ye in turn throw out to one another as
ye walk, and are of gloomy countenance? Instead of xai dvrec oxvfpwrol, the ad-
dress passes over into the finite verb, bringing out this characteristic
more emphatically, Matthiae, § 632; Kiihner, § 675. 4. After xai we are not to
supply 7i (Beza). The relative clause oi¢ avri3d724. mp. ¢2A. corresponds to the
idca of evlpreiv (disputare). [See Note CLXXVIL, p. 590.] — ob péroc mapo:r-
kric k.7.2.] Dost thou alone diwell as a stranger in Jerusalem, and hast not
learned, ctc.? In respect of this question of surprise, it is to be considered
—(1) that the destiny of Jesus is so entirely the only thought in the soul of
the two disciples, and appears to them now so absolutely as the only possible
subject of their conversation and their sadness, that from their standpoint
they instantly conclude from the question of the unknown one that he
cannot at all Znow what has come to pass, since otherwise he would not
begin by asking of what they speik and why they look sad ; (2) that pévec
belongs to mapoxeic and kai otk #yvuc ; so that thus rapowsic ‘Iep. kai oix #yvec
(there is no comma to be placed before xai), taken together, constitute the
ground of their question, whether it is he alone in whose experience thisis the
case. Hence it is wrong to take xai in the place of a relative. Comp. John
vii. 4. [See Note CLXXVIIL, p. 590.] — wapoxeiv ‘Tepovs. may either mean :
direll as a stranger in Jerusalem (thus often in the LXX.; usually with #,
but also with the accusative, Gen. xvii. 8 ; Ex. vi. 4), or : dicell near, at
Jerusalem ;? thus ‘Iepovs. would be in the datite. The former view is the
usual and the correct one (comp. Heb. xi. 9; Acts vii. 6, xiii. 17; 1Pet. i. 17,
ii. 11), since the disciples might recognize the unknown, perchance, as a
Soreign pilgrim to the feast (even from his dialect), but not as a dweller in

b On  duikeiv = Siaréyedbar, comp. Xen. tion, Bleek : comp. Xen. De redit.i. 5; Isocr.
Anab. iv. 3. 2. DPanegyr. 162; Thuc. {il. 93; Luciau, D. A
3 Grotiug, Rosenmdller, and, with hesita-  fi. 1.-
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the vicinity of Jerusalem. Ungrammatically,’ Theophylact, also Zeger and
others, have taken mapoweiv as simply to dwell ; and Castalio, Vatablus,
Clarius, and Kuinoel have taken it in the figurative sense of £évov elvar, and
hospitem esse : *‘ de iis, qui quid agatur ignorant, art thou then alone so strange
to Jerusalem ?

Vv. 19-21. Tloia] scil. oix &yvwv yevéuevax.t.A. The qualitative word of in-
terrogation presupposes things of a special kind which must have happened;
mpoomocirar dyvorav, Euthymius Zigabenus. — oi d2 eimov] Probably here also
Cleopas was the speaker, and the other added his own assent to what was
said. — 8¢ éyévero] not : who was (thus usually), but : who decame, whereby
the idea se praestitit, se pracbuit (see Kiihner, ad Xen. Anab. i. 7. 4), is ex-
pressed. — dvjp mpog.] an honorable expression, Bernhardy, p. 48. — dwaric
év dpyp k. 26yp) ? év marks the sphere wherein, etc. Comp. Acts xviii. 24, vii.
22 ; Judith xi. 8 ; Ecclus. xxi. 8. In the classical writers the mere dative
of the instrument is the usual form.* 1In this place épyp is put first as con-
taining the first ground of acknowledgment of the Messianic dignity. Comp.
Actsi. 1; John x. 38 ; Acts x. 38. — évavriov x.7.1.] i.e., s0 that He repre-
sented Himself as such to God and the whole people. — Ver. 20. érwg e] et
quomodo, ‘‘and in what way,” still depending on the oix éyvwc of ver. 18,
which is mentally supplied as governing ra mepi 'Inoov x.7.2.  On ei¢ xpiua
6avirov, to the condemnation of death, comp. xxiii. 24. — kai {orafpuwoar] for it
was their work that Ile was crucified by the governor. Comp. Acts. ii. 23.
— Ver. 21. sjueic 8 fAmilouev] but we, on our part, were entertaining the hope
(observe the imperfect), etc. This hope, demolished by the crucifixion, how .
soon was it again inflamed! Acts i. 6. — airdc] He, and no other—2vrpoiofa]
according to the politico-theocratic idca of the national Messiah. Comp.
Acts i. 6, and sce Theophylact. — a224 ye] dut indeed, although we cherished
this hope.! — xai] (sec the critical remarks) : besides. — oiv waot robrorc] oiw
denotes the accompanying circumstance: with all this, i.e., with the having
undergone all this fate, namely, of being delivered up and crucified (ver.
20).* — rpirqv rabryy fuépav aye cjuepov] The subject is Jesus, who immedi-
ately before was the subject emphatically made prominent.® rpirgy rafrpy
nuépav is equivalent to rabryv rpityv obeav fjuépav, or raityy, i Tpity iotiv Juipa.’
Ience : But indeced, besides all this, Ile passes this present day as the third
since, ctc. In this case, it is true, ojuepov is superfluous, but it corresponds

1 Not to bo supported by passages such
as Gen. xxiv. 37; Num. xx. 15; Ps. xv. 1,
cxx. 6, where the LXX. have translated
Y and B4 by lermas more specific than the
original.

? Comp. Thue. i. 139. 4, where Pericles i3
called Aéyev re kai wpdogewr Svvardraros. *

2 S8ee Bornemann, Sckol. p. 159. Sec ex-
amples of both arrangements: épyp x. A.
and Adyy «. ¢, In Lobeck, Paralip. p. 64 f.;
Bornemann, ad Xen. Mem. 1. 8. 6; Pflugk,
ad Eur. Hec. 878.

4 8ee Hermann, ad Eur. Ion. 1345, Praef.
p.xx. ; Kithner, ad Xen. Mem. 1. 2. 122 On
the immediate juztaposition of the two par-

37

ticles, a usage foreign to the older Greek
writers, see Bornemann, Sciol. p. 160 ; Klotz,
ad Devar. pp. 15 f., 25; Stallbaum, ad Plat.
Rep. 1. p. 831 B.

8 Comp. Neh. v. 18; 8 Macec. 1. 22; and
see, generally, Ellendt, Lex. Soph. 11, p. 763.

¢ Comp. Beza, Kypke. dyew, of time: to
spend ; as e.g. Séxarov éros dyav, {0 be in the
tenth year, and the like, does not belong
merely to the later Greek. Sophocles, El.
258, has : éweira woias nuépas Soxeis pu' dyeww:
What kind of days thinkest thou 1 am spend-
ing ? Compare the passages in Kypke.

7 See Kfihner, ad Xen. Anad. iv. 7. 5.
Comp. {iL 5. 9.
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to the painful excitement of the words. [See critical note ; the word is to
be omitted.] Comp. Mark xiv. 29. é&yec has been ungrammatically taken
as impersonal: agitur (Grotius, Bengel, Rosenmiiller, Kuinoel, de Wette,
Baumgarten-Crusius, Ewald, Buttmann, Bleek, and others); while others
grasp at arbitrary modes of supplying the subject, a8 & ypéro¢ (Camera-
rius), Oeéc (Heinsius), 6 j2i0¢ (Er. Schmid, Heumann). Bornemann regards
‘Iopaqz as the subject : ** Is dies, quem Israel hodie celebrat, tertius est, ex
quo,” *“ This day, which Israel to-day celébrates, is the third, from which,” ete.
But the context leads us neither to Isracl nor to the mention of the cele-
bration of the festival.

Vv. 22, 23. Nevertheless on this frustration of our hopes the following
also has occurred, which has again aroused them, and still (ver. 24) has left
them till now unfulfilled. —é§ judv] from our company, &¢ sjueic wiworai,
Euthymius Zigabenus. — épfpac] an Attic form, instead of which, however,
the later optpvai ' is preponderatingly attested, and is, with Lachmann and
Tischendorf, to be preferred. [See critical note.] — xai p#} eip.] kai . . . 5260,
instead of carrying on the participial expressionin conformity with yevéueva,
continues with greater emphasis in an independent sentence. — xai émrasiav
x.7.4.] kai : and moreorer, besides the fact that they found not the body. —
of Afyovewv] indicative, the direct vision mingling in a lively manner with the
oratio obliqua.?

Ver. 24. Tuwéc] therefore not merely Peter, ver. 12. But did Luke con-
ceive these several persons as having gone together ?  Probably, according to
the analogy of ver. 22. Moreover, comp. on ver. 12. —oirw xadac k.7.1.]
namecly, that the corpse was not in the grave. — airov 8¢ oix eidov] but Him,
Him who yet, according to that angelic assurance narrated by the women,
was to live, Him they saw not; a tragical conclusion !

Vv. 25, 26. Airéc] He on His part, after the disciples had thus helplessly
expressed themselves. —dvéyror (Rom. i. 14 ; Gal. iii. 2 f.), without intelli-

- gence, refers to the understanding, and Bpadeic i) xapdig to the whole internal
living acticity, in respect of which (dative) its dulness, i.e., its deficiency in
the proper susceptibility and fixedness of purpose, is reproved. oxinpoxapdia,
Mark xvi. 14, is stronger.’ —— roi moreicwv] a genitive of nearer definition de-
pendent on Bpadeic (see Winer, p. 290 [E. T. 324)) ; slow to beliering confi-
dence in.d — waow] not merely referring to a single thing. There was want-
ing to them the faith ewrithout exception, otherwise they would have recognized
even the suffering and death of the Messiah as prophesied, and have rightly
discerned them ; lori yap mioreiew Kai pepikis xai kadérov, *‘ for these a be-
lieving both partial and entire,” Theophylact. — Ver. 26. Must not the
Messiah, etc., namely, according to the prophetically announced divine de-
cree. Comp. ver. 44 ff. —raira] with emphasis : this, which He, to wit,

1 See Sturz, Dial. Mac. p. 186; Lobeck, ad  posite: ayxivows, Plat. Phaed=. p. 239 A

Phryn. p. 51. Diog. Laert. vil. 93 ; also é¢vs, Plat. Rep. vil.
2 Bernhardy, p. 299; Relsig, Conject. p.226f.  p. 5% B.
3 On Bpalvs as lardus, ‘* slow,” in the spirit- ¢ On morevar éxi with a dative, comp.

wal sense, comp. 1. x. 226; Plat. Defin. p. 415  Matt. xxvil. 42; Rom. ix. 33, x. 11; 1 Tim. L.
E: Svonabia Bpadurys év pabioce. Theophr. 16; 1 Pet. ii. 6.
Mor. not. 14 ; v Bpadvrys 7is yuxas. The op-
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had in fact suffered, and which causes you to be so cast down. — kai eigedd.
eic 7. déEav abrov] not as though He had already by the resurrection in itself,
and before the ascension, attained to His dé¢a (for His heavenly condition is
not until Iis glory after death, sce ix. 26, xxi. 27 ; Phil. ii. 9 f.; 1 Pet. i.
21 ; 1 Tim. iii. 16 ; Jobn xx. 17, xvii. 5, and elsewhere), but out of the
foregoing &de:, dei is here to be supplied : and must Henot attain unto His
glory? Wherefore, on the one hand, those sufferings needed first to pre-
cede ; and, on the other, He must be again alive. The definite eice23. eig 7.
d6¢. is not to be evaporated into the genecral ¢‘attain His destination”
(Schleiermacher).!

Ver. 27. Kai amd mdvrwy . wpog.] épfduevoc is to be conceived of sueces-
sively : He began from Moses, and when He had finished with him, from all
the prophets, taking them one by one in succession, consequently making of
each one of them a new commencement of His diepufivevorc. Thus the
reproach of a careless (Winer), inezact (Buttmann, Bleek), or defective (de
Wette) mode of expression (Acts iii. 24) becomes, to say the least, unneces-
sary. What special passages Jesus referred to, Luke unfortunately does not
tell us. Theophylact adduces many, and specially Jacob Capellus, from
Gen. iii. 15 down to 2 Chron. Comp. dlso Erasmus, Paraphr.® — dwepuf-
vevev] He interpreted,® to wit, by explanation according to their destination
referred to Him, ¢.c., having their fulfilment in Him. [The imperfect was
substituted as more suitable, see critical note.] — ra wepi avrov] scil. yeypau-
péva, implied in ypagaic ; otherwise, xxii. 37.

Vv. 28, 2. ’Eoynuarifero moppurépw mopebeodac d¢ dmdag ovvadorwépog, ¢ He
was assuming to go further as simply a fcllow-traveller,” Euthymius Ziga-
benus. He desired to prompt the invitation, which was a matter of decorum,
but knew that it would follow. Comp. Mark vi. 48. The ¢mperfect mpoce-
woeitro (He feigned, gave Himself the air) and then the aorist wapefiboavro :
a lively representation. — mopebeadar] not : that He s constrained or wishes to
go farther, but we must conceive that for appearance’ sake He actually
began to move forward. — Ver. 29. On mapefido., they constrained, to wit,
by means of urgent entreaty.* They felt their holiest interests engaged to
this stranger (ver. 32). That thesé two disciples dwelt in Emmaus is pos-
sible, but follows just as little from peivov pe® fudv (comp. rov peivac odw
airoic) as from eiojAde. For to the latter expression is not to be supplied
eic Ty oixiav avrav, but from ver. 28 : ei¢c ™y «xbupy ; that invitation, how-
ever, does not of necessity mean : stay in our lodging, but may just as well
signify : stay in our company, pass the night with us in the houss of our host.
Comp. John i. 39 f.

Ver. 30. Jesus proceeds not as a guest, but as the master of the house, ac-
cording to Ilis accustomed manner in the circle of His disciples ; thus, it is

! As to supplying the verb in another general, Hengstenberg, Christol. IIL 2,
tense, see Bornemann on xxiv. 27, ad Xen. p. 8 ff.
Apdl. § 26; and, generally, Kriger, § 62. 4. 3 Acts ix. 86; 1 Cor. x!i. 30; 2 Macoc. 1. 36 ;
1; also Niigelsbach, Anm. s. lias, ed. 3, Polyb. iii. 22. 3.
p. 70. 4 Comp. Acts xvi. 15; Gen. xix. 8; also
?In respect of the prophecies bearing  avayxadev, xiv, 23; Matt. xiv. 22,
upon the sufferings of the Messiah, see, fn



580 THE GOSPEL OF LUKE.

true, that does not appear by which they recognize Him, but probably it is
the external situation, corresponding to the opening of their eyes that now
follows, which enhances the certainty and the impression of the recognition.
Comp. ver. 85. — edadynoe] *‘ Tres, qui simul comedunt, tenentur ad gratias
indicendum,” ‘‘ Three who eat together are bound to give thanks,” Berac.
f. 45, 1. It is the master of the house giving thanks before the meal. It
is quite arbitrary for most of the church Fathers (Augustine, Chrysostom,
Theophylact, and many others) and Catholics (so also Sepp, not Schegg,
but Bisping) to decide that Jesus celebrated the Lord’s Supper,' from which
cven the év 7o karax2d. ought to have guarded them, since thisin fact points
to the time before the proper beginning of the meal (as they reclined). Comp.
on jii. 21.

Ver. 31, Airiw 62 dupvoiySnoav ol 6¢9aruoi] is the opposite of oi d¢Fadpol
avrav éxparobvro, ver. 16,  As the latter, so also the former, according to
Luke, is to be referred to extraordinary divine causation. [See Note
CLXXIX., p. 590.] This is opposed to the view (Paulus, Kuinoel, and
others) that the disciples, only by means of the accustomed breaking of
bread and giving of thanks by Jesus, wherein they had more attentively
considered Him and had seen His pierced hands, arrived at the recognition
of Him who until then had been unknown to them. Comp. on ver. 30. —
abrov] with lively emphasis placed first. What Jesus did is previously de-
scribed. — aroiyew] (more strongly diavoiyen) tode opSaiuoig, which is often
used of the healing of blind people,? describes in a picturesque manner the
endowing with a capacity, bodily or spiritual, of recognizing what before was
unknown.® — agavrog éyévero ax' avrav)] e passed away from them invisibly.*
Luke intends manifestly to narrate a sudden invisible withdrawal effected
through divine agency ; hence those do wrong to his intention and to the ex-
pression who, like Kuinoel, make out of it only a subito ab iis discessit, so
that this departure would not have been observed till it occurred (Schleier-
macher, L. J. p. 474). Beza well says that Luke has not said aiveic, but
ar’ abrov 5 ‘“ ne quis existimet praesentem quidem Christum cum ipsis man-
sisse, sed corpore, quod cerni non posset,” ‘‘lest some should suppose that
Christ indeed had remained with them, but in a body which could not be
perceived.” The Ubiquists supported the doctrine of the invisible presence
of Christ’s body by the passage before us.  Comp. Calovius. — On the word
agavroc—which is very frequent in the poets, but only rarely used in prose,
and that of a late period, and, morcover, is not found in the LXX. and the
Apocrypha—instead of the classical prose word égavic, sce Wesseling,
ad Diod. iv. 65.

1 The Catholics make use of vv. 30 and 85
as a defence of their Eucharistia sub una
specie, ** under one element.”” See the Confut.
Confess. Aug. 11. 1. Even Melanchthon does
not refuse to explain the passage before us
of the Lord's Supper, disapproving, never-
theless, of the conclusion drawn from it:
unam parlem {tanlum datam esse; ‘‘ quia
partis appellatione rellquum significatur
communi consuetudine sermonis,” *‘ that

one part only is given ; * since by the naming
of a part therest is signified by the common
custom of speech,’” Apdl. x. 7, p. 234.

3 Matt. ix. 80, xx. 33; John ix. 10, 14,17,
x. 21, xi. 87.

3 Gen. lii. 5, 7, xxi. 19; 2 Kings vi. 17,20
comp. Acts xxvi. 8

¢ Comp. on yiveadas awd rivos, to withdraw
from any one, Xcn. Mem. i. 2.25; Bar. lil.
21,
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© Vv. 82, 83. Otyi 7 xapdia sjudv xawouévy fv év juiv;] Was not our heart on
Jire within us? The extraordinarily lively emotions are, as in all languages,
represented under the image of burning, of heat, of being inflamed. and the
like.! Hence the meaning : Was not our heart in an ertraordinarily fervent
commotion? Comp. Ps. xxxix. 4; Jer. xx. 9. Quite naturally the two
disciples abstain from ecxplaining more fully the excitement of feeling that
they had experienced, because such an excitement, comprehending several
affections, rises into consciousness, as divided into its special clements, the
less in proportion as its experiences are deep, urgent, and marvellous. The
connection of the question with what precedes is : ‘‘Vere Christus cst, nam
non alia potuit esse causa, cur in via eo loquento tantopere animus noster
inflammaretur,” Maldonatus. — &¢ defvoryev x.7.1.] without xai (see the crit-
ical remarks) adds the special to the general asyndetically, in which form
that which is urgent and impressive of the recollection expresses itself. —
Ver. 33. airj i) Opg) Certainly after such an experience the meal of which
they had intended to partake was immediately given up. They had now
no more irresistible necessity than that of communicating with their fellow-
disciples in Jerusalem, and ‘‘jam non timent iter nocturnum, quod antea
dissuaserant ignoto comiti, ver. 29,” ‘“ now they do not dread the night jour-
ney, from which they had previously dissuaded their unknown companion,
ver. 29,” Bengel.

Vv. 34, 35. Aéyovrac] belongs to roic évdexa xal roi¢ oiv avroic, who in a
body met them as they arrived with the cry : 7yépdy é «ipiog x.7.2. On the
discrepancy with Mark xvi. 13, seec on the passage.— jyépdy and Opdy are
placed first with triumphant emphasis, as contrasted with what is narrated
at vv. 11, 12: The appearance to Peter, which Luke has not related further
(but see 1 Cor. xv. 5), took place in the interval, after what is contained in
ver. 12. ‘‘Apparitiones utrimque factae, quibus se invicem confirmabant
illi, quibus obtigerant,” ¢ The appearances took place to both partics, and
those to whom they had happened mutually confirmed cach other with
them,” Bengel. — Ziuwri] at that time the name which was still the general
favoritc in the circle of the disciples. According to Lange's fancy, the
apostle after his fall laid aside his name of Peter, as a priest his consccrated
robe, and an officer his sword. Jesus Himself named him, indeed, before.
and after his fall, almost exclusively Simon.? In Luke xxii. 34, Nérpe hasa
special significance. — Moreover, ver. 34 ought to have forbidden the as-
sumption that Luke distinguishes the two disciples who went to Emmaus
above the apostles (Hilgenfeld).— Ver. 35. xai airoi] and they on their part,
as contrasted with those who were assembled.— év 7j x2doee] not : in the
breaking, but at the time of the breaking. Sce on ver. 31. [But see Note
CLXXIX,, p. 590.]

Vv. 86, 37. Airdg 2oty év péoy aivdv] He Himself stood in the midst of them.
These words point to the fact that Luke, who already at ver. 31 has related
also a sudden disappearance and vanishing of Jesus, conceived of a marvel-
lous, instantaneous appearance of the Risen One in the circle of Ilis disciples,

1 Wetsteln and Kypke {n loc.; Musgrave, 3 Matt. xvii. 25; Mark xiv. 87; Luke xxiL
ad Soph. Aj. 473, 3} ; John xxL 15.;
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and this is confirmed by the narrative in John xx. 19 of the appearance of
Jesus within closed doors. The subsequently (ver. 87) related impression
upon those who were assembled is, moreover, easily explained from this
fact, although they had just before spoken as specified at ver. 34. — év péop)
“id significantius quam in medium,” Bengel. — eipfvy tpiv] Peace to you !
The usual Jewish greeting 039 DV, x. 5. — Ver. 87. mveipa] a departed
spirit, which, having come from Hades, appeared as an umbra in an appar-
ent body ; the same that Matthew, xiv. 26, calls ¢érracua.

Ver. 38. Wherefore arise thoughts in your heart? i.e., wherefore have ye
not immediately and without any consideration (see on Phil. ii. 14) recognized
me as the person I am ?

Ver. 39. In the first half of the verse Jesus desires to remove from His
disciples their consternation, and that by means of their being required to
convince themselves that it is Ie Himself (no other) ; in the second half He
desires to oppose the notion of @ mveiua, and that in such a way that they
should be persuaded that it is Ile dodily. The two parts of ver. 39 corre-
spond, that is to say, to the two parts of ver. 88. — rdc yeipds wov k. t. wédac
p.] These, pointed to as a proof that it is He Himself, must afford this proof
by the traces of the crucifixion, namely, by the wounds of the nails in the
hands and fect (as to the nailing of the feet, sec on Matt. xxvii. 35). Comp.
John xx. 20. According to Paulus and de Wette, Jesus pointed to His
hands and feet as the uncorered parts, in order to oppose the notion of a
spirit. In this way airic éy4 would have to be understood of the reality,
not of the identity of His appearance. But the hands and the feet were seen
even without special pointing to them ; the latter presupposes a character-
istic to be recognized by closer inspection. Even this characteristic, how-
ever, could not prove the reality (since it might appear as well in a ¢dvracua
or ¢idwlov), but probably the identity though apart from the reality, for
which latter the conviction was to be added by means of touch. — b7:] is in
both cases : that. [Sce Note CLXXX., p. 591.]°

Vv. 41-43. *Erc] in the sense of still; see Schneider, ad Plat. Rep.
p. 449 C. — amd mic yapac) on account of the (presently experienced by them,
comp. xxii. 45 ; Acts xii. 14 ; Matt. xiii. 44) joy. That a great and happy
surprise keeps back and delays the full conviction of the truth of the happy
event itself, is a matter of psychological experience.® — eizev avroic’ &yere
k1.A.] mpds wheiova miorww kai BeBaiorépav dmédecEv Tob uf) doxeiv ¢éop., ‘‘ For
greater faith and firmer demonstration of not being an apparition,” Euthy-
mius Zigabenus. — kai dwd uehioo. kppiov] and (some) of a bee's honeycomb
(favus). pelwooiov is added as a distinction from any other kind of honey.
The word, however, does not elsewhere occur, but peAiosaios (Nicander, Th.

1 Without reason Schleiermacher says of
these wounds : ' they may have been (wo or
Jour" (p.447). He has indeed taken up a
position of great indifference about the
question whether Jesus was actually or
only apparently dead (in respect of which
he sophistically misuses Acts if. 27) ; but still
a merely apparent death does not come to

the same thing, and it is only opposed to
the (true) view of the resurrection that the
disciples took internal for external phenom-
ena. See¢ especially p. 471.

2 On gdpka . bg7éa ovx éxer, comp. Hom.
Od. xi. 219.

3 Liv. xxxix. 49: Vix sidimel ipsi prae nec
opinato gaudio credentes.
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811); 1 Sam. xiv. 27 : xkppiov Tob pfAroc. On diddvac émé, comp. xx. 10. —
Ver. 43. gayev] in respect of which what had already gone before (vv. 89,
40) must keep at a distance the idea of a mercly apparent eating, such as is
attributed to angels, Tob. xii. 19 (comp. Gen. xviii. 8, xix. 3). Comp.
Acts x. 41.

Ver. 44. Elrev d¢ abroic] after the eating ; a continuation of the same
scene. According to the simple narrative, it is altogether unwarrantable to
place an interval between these two passages.! [See Note CLXXXI.,
p--591.1 No impartial reader could do this, and how easy would it have
been for Luke to give a hint to that effect ! — oiroc oi Adyor x.7.2.] these
(namely, that I—as ye have now convinced yourselves—after my sufferings
and death have actually arisen) are the words (in their realization, namely)
which I spoke to you while I was yet with you, to wit, that all things must be
Julfilled, etc. (the substance of the Aéyo:). [See Note CLXXXIIL, p. 591.]
Jesus assuredly often actually said this to them, according to the substance
gencrally.? — &r &y oiv ip.] for by death Ile was separated from them, and
the earlier association with them was not, morcover, now again after the
resurrection restored.® — év 7§ véup M. x. mpod. K. yaduoic] certainly contains
in itsclf that which is essential of the Jewish tripartite division of the
Canon into law (MN), prophets (O'R'3)), and Hagiographa (2°3W13). TUnder
the law was reckoned merely the Pentateuch ; under the prophets, Joshua,
Judges, 1st and 2d Samuel, 1st and 2d Kings (D'WRY D'R2)), and the
prophets properly 8o called, except Daniel (D')7R D'R'1)); under the
Hagiographa, all the rest of the canonical Scriptures, including Daniel,
Esther, Ezra and Nehemiah (the two reckoned together as one book), and
Chronicles.* Yet, according to the use of mpogyr. and yadu. elsewhere

! But to say, with Ebrard, p. 596, that the
passage vv. 44-49 depicts in general the
whole of the teaching communicated to the disci-
" ples by Christ after His resurrection, is just
as marvellous a despalring clutch of har-
monistics. So also older harmonists, and
even Grotius. Wieseler, in the Chrondl.
Synopse, p. 423 ., like Bengel and others,
places between ver. 43 and ver. 44 the forty
days, after the lapso of which ver. 44 fI. is
spoken on the day of the ascension. But
his proof depends on the presupposition that
in the Gospel and in Acts i. Luke must
nceds follow the same tradition In respect
of the time of the ascension. The separa-
tion of ver. 44 from what precedes ought
not only to have been prevented by the use
of the 8¢ (comp. on ver. 50), but also by the
use of the obro:, referring as it does to what
goes before. Lange, L. J. IL. 8, p. 1679,
represents ver. 45, beginning with rére 8ur-
voiger x.1.A., as denoting the forty days'
ministry of Jesus begun on that evening;
for he maintains that the unfolding of the
knowledge did nof occur in @ moment. But
why not? At least there needed no longer

time for that purpose than for the instruc-
tions of ver.27. Rightly, Hofmann, Schrift-
bew. 11. 2, p. 5, declares himself opposed to
separations of that kind ; nevertheless, he
afterwards comes back to a similar arbi-
trary interpolation of the forty days in vv.
45-49. If the place for the forty days has
first been fourd here, there {8 indeed suffi-
cient room to place the direction of ver.
49, xadicare év T worer x.7.A,, first qfler the
return of the disciples from Galilee, as
Lange does ; but Luke does not, since he
here absolutely excludes a withdrawal on
their part to Galilee. Ewald rightly recog-
nizes (Gesch. des Apost. Zeitalt. p. 93) that
Luke limits all appearances of the Risen Ono
to the resurrection Sunday. So also, im-
partlally, Bleck, Holtzmann.

2 Comp. xviii. 81 f., xxii. 37; Matt. xxvi.
56, and elsewhere.

3 Grotius well says: ‘‘ nam tunc tantum
xar' oixovouiar illis aderat,” *for now He
was only present with them car’ oikovouiar. ™

¢ See Bava Bathraf. xiv. 2; Lightfoot,
p. 900.
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(comp. xx. 42) from the mouth of Jesus, it is not to be assumed that He by
these two designations intended to express that definite literary historical
extent of the D'R'3), and the whole of the Hagiographa. He means the
prophets proper who have prophesied of Him (ver. 25), from whom He cer-
tainly; moreover, did not think Daniel excluded (Matt. xxiv. 15); and by
ya’u., the actual Psalms in the accustomed sense as that portion of the Seript-
ure in which, besides the law and the prophets, the Messianic prophecy is
chicfly deposited. Moreover, observe the non-repetition of the article before
mpos. and yazu., whereby the three portions appear in their connection as
constituting one whole of prophecy.

Vv. 46, 47. Kai oiroc édec being deleted (see the critical remarks), the
passage reads : for thus it is written that the Messiak should suffer and rise
again, etc., and that there should be announced, etc. By means of & Jesus
adds the circumstance in the way of motire, on account of which He opened
their rvoirr, ete. [see Note CLXXXII,, p. 591] ; oirw, however, has its refer-
cncein these instructions just given : in the manner, in such a way as I have
just introduced you into the understanding of the Scripture. What follows,
being conceived under the form of doctrinal positions (‘* the Messiah suffers,”
ctc.) as for as the end of ver. 47, is then the Messianic summary of Old
Testament prophecy. — éxi 1o éréu. airot] on the foundation of His name—on
the confession of this name, to wit, by which the whole evangelic agency is
supported—depends the announcement of repentance and forgiveness, as far
as concerns their specific purpose and their characteristic nature. Comp.
Acts. iii. 16, iv. 17 f.; v. 28, 40. — apéduevor] for which Erasmus and Mark-
land conjectured apfapévev,' is the impersonal accusative neuter : incipiendo,
“beginning” (Herodotus, iii. 91, and thereon Schweighduser), i.e., so that it
(the office of the xpprydivar) begins, i. e., from Jerusalem (Ast, Ler. Plat. 1.
P. 288).7 — 7o 'Tepove.] as the metropolis of the whole theocracy. Comp.
Isa. ii. 3, x. 9, and elsewhere ; Actsi. 8 ; Rom. xv. 19. —¢i¢ mdvrara ¢91y)
among all nations, Matt. xxviii. 19.

Ver. 48. "Eare] indicative. — roirwy] is arbitrarily referred only to the suf-
ferings and the resurrection (so also Kuinoel and de Wette). It must be-
long to all the three points previously mentioned. Hence : ‘ But it is your
business to testify that according to the prophecies of Scripture the Messiah
actually suffered, and is risen again, and repentance and forgiveness are an-
nounced on the ground of His name,” etc. Of the former two points the
apostles were eye-witpesses ; of the last, they were themselves the first exec-
utors, and could therefore in their office testify of their experience that ac-
cording to the prophecies of Scripture is announced, etc.

Ver. 49. Encouragement to this calling of bearing witness by assurance
of the sending of the Spirit, and they were not to leave Jerusalem until after
they had received this mission. Comp. Actsi. 4. They were therefore soon
to receive it, and not before their reception of it to enter upon their calling.

! As D actually reads. Other attemptsat  p. 591.]
improvement : aptauévny, dpfduervos. In re- 2 See Winer, p. 550 [E. T. 624]; Borne-
gpect of apfduevor, followed by Ewald, see  mann, Schdl. in loc. Comp. Buttmann,
the critical remarks. [See Note CLXXXIIL., Neutest. Gr. p. 821 [E. T. 874 1.].
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— ¢yb] it i3 T who send. The present of the near and certain future. More-
over, this assurance has as its presupposition the approaching ascension.
Comp. John vii. 89, xvi. 7, 13-15 ; Acts ii. 33. — kaVisare x.7.1.] In respect
of the difference of the evangelical traditions about the place of sojourn of
tHe risen Lord and Iis disciples, see on Matt. xxviii. 10. On xa®{lew, to
remain, to abide in peace, comp. Acts xviii. 11. — Jesus characterizes the gifts
of the Holy Ghost by the expression rjv émayyediav Tob marpés pov (Acts i. 4),
sofar as God promised the bestowal thereof by prophetic prediction." The pour-
ing out of the Spirit is the realization of the promise of the Father. — iw¢ od
évbionade Sivauy & vyovg] till ye have been endued with (definitely ; hence
without &v) power from on high (tim coelitus suppeditatam, ‘‘ power sup-
plied from heaven”), to wit (comp. Acts i. 8), by the Holy Spirit. The power
is distinct from the Spirit Himself, i. 35. The metaphoric use of fvdieadac
and other verbs of clothing, to denote spiritual relations into which man is
translated or translates himself,? is not a Hebraism, but is also frequently
found in the classical writers.? — ¢ inpovc] comp. Eph. iv. 8.

Ver. 50. 'E&jyaye x.t.2.] namely, from Jerusalem (vv. 33, 49), and that
after the scene just related (vv. 86—49). Observe in respect of this—(1) that
this ¢{&7y. «.7.2. does not agree with Acts x. 40, 41, becausc Jesus had openly
showed Himself. (2) The immediate linking on by ¢4, and therein the absence
of any other specification of time, cxcludes (compare also the similar circum-
stance in Mark xvi. 19, 20) decisively the forty days, and makes the ascen-
sion appear as if it had occurred on the day of the resurrection.¢ The usual
naive assumption is nothing else than an arbitrary attempt at harmonizing:
ob tére ai)’ v T TedgapaxooT fuépg perd Ty Gvdaracw’ t@ ydp év T uloyp mapi-
dpauev 6 evayyeharhe, *‘ not then but on the forticth day after the resurrection ;
for the cvangelists passed over what intervened,” Euthymius Zigabenus.®
Luke himself could neither w«ish to leave the reader to guess this, nor could
the reader guess it. [Sce Note CLXXXIV., p. 591 seq.] That Luke also in
other places goes on with 8¢ without any definite connection (in discourses :
xvi. 1, xvii. 1, xviii. 1, xx. 41; in events: xx. 27, 41, 45, xxi. 1; de Wette,
comp. Ebrard) in such an extension as this (according tode Wette, he forgot
in ver. 50 to specify the late date), is an entirely erroneous supposition. There
remains nothing clse than the exegetic result—that a twofold tradition had
grown up—to wit—(1) that Jesus, even on the day of the resurrection, ascended
into heaven (Mark xvi., Luke in the Gospel) ; and (2) that after His resur-

! The discrepancy, apparent indeed, 2 Comp. also Rom. xiil. 14; Gal. iii. 27;

though too much insisted on by Strauss, II.
p. 645 ff., between the passage before us
and John xx. 22 f. is perfectly explained
when it is observed that in this passage the
communication of the Spirit xar’ étoxiv,
which was the substance of tho prophetic
promise, is meant, and that this which was
to follow at Ientecost does not exclude an
earlicr and preliminary communication.
Joel fil. 1,2 Isa. xliv.1 ff. ; Ezek. xxxvl.
27, xxxix. 29. Comp. Actsil. 16 f£.;; and on
Eph. 1. 13; Gal. iif. 14.

Eph. iv. 24; Col. {il. 12.

3 See Kypke, 1. p. 845. Comp. 1 Mace. I.
23; Ecolus. xxvil. 8 ; Test. XII. Patr. p. bS7.
So the Latin induere, Liv. iil. 83; Quint. i.
1,and clsewhere ; and the Hebrew /2 %
Judg. vi. 84; 1 Chron. xil. 18.

4 Comp. Zeller, Apostelgesch. p. 77 f.;
Schletermacher, L. J. p. 463.

% Comp. Theophylact, Kulnoel, Ebrard,
and many others, including Gebhardt,
Auferst. Chr.p. 518,
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rection He abode still for a series of days (according to the Acts of the
Apostles, forty days) upon the earth (Matthew, John). Luke in the Gospel
followed the former tradition, but in the Acts the latter. Hence we may in-
fer in regard to the latter account, either that he did not learn it until after
the compiling of his Gospel, or, which is more probable, that he adopted it
as the correct account. As to the variation in the traditions regarding the
locality of the appearances of the risen Lord, sce on Matt. xxviii. 10. — #£u]
with verbs compounded with éx.! — ¢wg eic Bpd.] as far as to Bethany, not
necessarily into the village itself, but (comp. Matt. xxi. 1) as far as to
the part of the Mount of Olives where it enters into Bethany. [See critical
note, and Note CLXXXYV., p. 592.] Comp. Acts i. 12. — éwdpac 7. xeipac] the
gesture of blessing, Lev. ix. 22.

Yer. 51. "Ev 7 ediroy.] therefore still during the blessing.—not immedi-
ately after, but actually engaged in the discourse and attitude of blessing on
parting from them. According to the usual reading : dutery an’ abraw k.
avegép. i 1. obpav., He separated Himself from them, and (more specific
statement of this separation) was taken up into hearen. The passive voice
does not require us to assume that there were any agents to carry Him up (ac-
cording to de Wette, probably angels or a cloud). The imperfectis pictorial.
Luke thinks of the ascension as a risible incident, which he has more fully
represented at Actsi. According to Paulus, indeed, «. avegép. cic 7. oip. is
held to be only an inference! Moreover, if the words x. dvegép. eic 7. olp. are
not genuine (sce the critical remarks), then the ascension is certainly meant
even by the mere diéory a=’ airv ; but here it is not yet definitely indicated,
which indication, together with the detailed description, Luke reserves for
the beginning of his second book,—till then, that diéory ' avrév was suf-
ficient,—the matter of fact of which was already incidentally mentioned at
ix. 51, and was elsewhere familiar.?

Remark. [See Note CLXXXVI., p. 592 seq.] — On the subject of the ascension®
the following considerations are to be noted :—(1) Considered in general, it is
incontestably established as an actual fact by means of the testimony of the New
Testament.* For, besides that in the passage before us it is historically
narrated (comp. with Acts i. and Mark xvi.), it is also expressly predicted by

1 8¢e Lobeck, ad Aj. p. 33, ad Phryn.
p. 10 ; Bornemann, Schol. p. 166.

3 On &uéom, secessit, comp. Hom. 11, xii. 86,
xvi. 470 ; Valckenaer, Schol. in loc.

3 Hearen i3 not herein to be taken in the
scnse of the omnipresence of the courts of
God, as the old Lutheran orthodoxy, in the
interest of the doctrine of Christ’s ubiquity,
would have it (thus also Thomasius, Christi
Ders. u. Werk, I1. p. 282 ff.), or of the unex-
tended ground of life which bears the entire
expanse of space (Schoeberlen, Grund!. d.
Ieils, p. 67), but locally, of the dwelling-place
of the glory of God ; see on Matt. vi. 9; Mark
xvi. 18; Acts iii. 21. Erroneously, likewise
in the sense of ubliquity, says Gess, Pers.
Chr. p. 265: * Where Jesus, according to

His divinity, chooses to be essentially pres-
ent, there He will also be according to His
human corporeality.” No; according to the
New Testament view, it must mean: Ife
there effectuates this His presence by the Holy
Spirit in whom He communicates Himaself.
See, especlally, John xiv.-xvi.; Rom. viii.
9, 10. A becoming bodily present is a mar-
vellous exception, as in the case of Paul's
conversion, see on Acts ix. 3. Calvin, Jnst.
II. 16, rightly designates the being of Christ
in hearen as a corporalis absentia, ** bodily
absence,” from the earth.

4 Against the denial of the capability of
historical testimony to prove the actuality
of miracles in general, see, especially,
Rothe, zur Dogmat. p. 84 ff.
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Jesus Himself, John xx. 17 (comp. as early as the suggestion in vi. 62); it is
expressly mentioned by the apostles as having happened!; and it forms—and
that, too, as a bodily exaitation into heaven to the throne of the glory of God—
the necessary historical presupposition of the whole preaching of the Parousia
(which is a real and bodily return) as of the resuscitation of the dead and trans-
formation of the living (which changes have their necessary condition in the
glorified body of Him who is to accomplish them, viz. Christ, 1 Cor. xv. 5 ff.,
8, 16, 22, 23 ; Phil. iii. 20, 21, and elsewhere). (2) But the idea of a visibly, yea,
sensibly glorious event must the rather be considered as an addition of subse-
quent tradition which grew up as a reflection of the idea of the Parousia, Acts
i. 11, since only Luke, and that- certainly merely in the Acts (Mark not at all,
xvi. 18), expressly relates an event of that kind; but the first and fourth evan-
gelists, although John had been an eye-witness, are wholly silent on the sub-
ject (including John vi. 62), which they hardly either morally could have been
or historically would have ventured to be, since such a highest and final exter-
nal glorification would have incontrovertibly made good, even from a literary
point of view, the forcible impression which that event would have necessarily
produced upon the faithful, and would have just as naturally and incontrovert-
ibly put forward this most splendid Messianic onusiov as the worthiest and most
glorious copestone—the return to heaven corresponding to the heavenly origin.
The reasons by which it has been sought to explain and justify their silence?
are nothing more than forced, feeble, and even psychologically untenable eva-
sions. [See Note CLXXXVIL, p. 593.] Comp. Strauss, II. p. 657 f. (3) The
body of the risen Lord was not yet in the state of glorification (it has flesh and
bones, still bears the scars of the wounds, is touched, breathes, eats, speaks,
walks, ete., in opposition to Theophylact, Augustine,? Krabbe, Ewald, Thom-
asius, Keim, and the old dogmatic writers) ; but, moreover, no longer of the
same constitution as before the resurrection (Schleiermacher), but, as Origen
already perceived, in a condition standing midway between ¢+ mundane cor-
poreality and supramundane glorification—and immortal (Rom. vi. 9, 10).
Although, on account of the want of any analogy within our experience, such
a condition of necessity does not admit of a more exact representation, yet still
it explains in general the sort of estrangement between the risen Lord and His
disciples,—the partial doubt of the latter as to His identity, His not being
hindered by the crucifixion wounds, His marvellous appearance and disappear-
ance, and the like ; moreover, by the consideration that Jesus rose again in a
changed bodily constitution, the physiological scruples which have been raised
against Hig rising from not merely apparent death are removed. The actual
glorification whereby His body became the ocdua wvevuarwéy (1 Cor. xv. 45-47),

1 Acts ii. 32, 83, 1il. 21; 1 Pet. jil. 22: Col.
fii. 1 ff.; Eph. il. 6,1v. 10. Comp. Acts vii.
56; 1 Tim. ill. 16; Heb. ix. 24.

3 Seee.g., In Flatt's Magaz. VIIL. p. 67; Ols-
hausen ; Krabbe, p. 532 f.; Hug, Gutacht.
II. p. 254 ff.; Ebrard, p. 602; Lange, II.
p. 1762 f1.

3 “Claritas in Christl corpore, cum resur-
rexit, ab oculis discipulorum potius abscon-
dita fulsse, quam defuisse credenda est,”
“Itisto be believed that the splendorof the
body of Christ, after He bhad riscn, was con-

cealed from the eyes of the disciples rather
than that it was lacking,” Augustine,De civ.
Drei, xxii. 9.

¢ Comp. Martensen's Dogmat. § 172;
Schmid, Bidl. Theol. 1. p. 118 ; Hasse, Leden
d. verklart. Erlds. p. 113, who, however,
mingling truth and error, rcpresents the
resurrection body of Christ already as coua
wvevuarixév (**a confluence of spirit and
body,” p. 123). More accurately, Taute,
Religionsphilosopliie, 1552, 11. 1, p. 810 ff.
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the oaua rijc d6En¢ airov (Phil. iii. 21), first began in the moment of the ascen-
sion, when His body was transformed into the spiritual body, as they who are
still living at the time of the Parousia shall be transformed (1 Cor. xv. 51, 52),
still with this difference, that the body of the latter up to that moment is still
mortal (1 Cor. xv. 53), whereas the body of Christ, even from the time of the
resurrection, was immortal ; hence also an appeal to the marvellous healing
power of Jesus, which was powerfully exercised on Himself (Hase, L. J. § 118),
is here insufficient and inapplicable. The perfecting of thisglorification of the
body of Christ is not to be regarded as a matter to be perceived by the senses,
since in general a glorified bodily organ does not fall into the category of things
perceptible by human sense. The same is the case with the taking up of the
glorified Christ into heaven, which, according to the analogy of Luke xxiv. 31,
is perhaps conceivable in the form of a vanishing. (4) Of the two traditions
which had grown up in regard to the time of the ascension (see on ver. 50), in
any case the one bearing that after His resurrection Jesus still abode on earth
for a series of days, is decidedly to be preferred to the other, that even as early
as the day of resurrection He also ascended. And this preference is to be given
on the preponderating authority of John, with which is associated also Paul, by
his account of the appearances of the risen Lord, 1 Cor. xv. 5-7,! and the notices
of Acts x. 41, xiii. 31.2 Still there must remain a doubt therein whether the
definite specification of forly days does not owe its origin to tradition, which
fixed the approzimate time (comp. Acts xiii. 31) at this sacred number. The
remarkable testimony of Barnabas, Ep. 15 (&youev miv fuépav miw bydén eic ebgpo-
oiviy, &v 3 kai & 'Tyo0ic Gvéoty éx vexpiw kai pavepwleic avéBy ei¢ Toic ovpavoic),d in
no way agrees with the forty days.* (5) If the appearances of the risen Lord
are transferred as products of the imaginative faculty into the subjective region
(Strauss, Holsten, and others), or if, in spite of the unanimous attestation of
the third day as being that on which they first began, they are viewed as spirit-
ual visions of the glorified One in the deepest exciteinent of aspiration and
prayer (Ewald, Gesch. d. Apost. Zeilall. p. 68 ff.) ; then, on the one hand, instead
of the resurrection, in the sense of the New Testament, as an historical start-
ing-point, there remains only the personal continuance of the exalted One

1 Although at 1 Cor. xv. it is not possible
definitely to recognize whether all the ap-
pearances, which are specified before ver.
8, occurred before or after the ascension.
Very little to the point, moreover. does
Strauss (Christus des Glaubens, p. 172) lay
stress on the fact that Paul knows nothing
of “louching and eating proofs.” These,
indeed, did not at all belong to the purpose
and connection of his representation, as
little as in the Acts at the narrative of the
conversion of Paul * droiled fish and honey-
comb” could find a place.

2 But to seek to make out an agreement
between the narrative of Luke about the
appearances of the risen Lord with that
of Paul (sce ¢.g. Holtzmann) can in no way
be successful.

8 [** We celebrate with joy the eighth day,
on which Jesus both rose from the dead
and having manifested Himself ascended

into the heavens.™]

4 It may be supposed, with Weisse, that
the ascension was here placed on the resur-
rection Sunday, or, with Ebrard, Lange, and
many others, that it was generally placed
on a Sunday. In respect of the latter sup-
position, indeed, the number forty has
been given up, and it has been taken as a
round number and increased to forty-two.
But if, with Dressel, Patr. Ap. p. 36. a point
be put after rvexpav, and what follows be
taken as an independent clause, this is a
very unfortunate evasion, by means of
which xat ¢avepwbeis x.7.A. is withdrawn
from all connection, and is placed in the
air. Not better i3 Gebhardt’s notion,
Auferst. Chr. p. 52, that Barnabas, in men-
tioning also the ascension, did not intend
to make apecification of date at all for it.
[See Note CLXXXVIIL, p. 593.]
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(Schenkel) ; and, on the other hand, the ascension does not appear as an ob-
jective fact, but just as nothing more than the end of that powerful excite-
ment, and this must carry with it the conclusion that from him to whom He
in such wise appeared, the glorified One vanished again tranquilly into His
everlasting glorification with God (Ewald, lLc. p. 95 ff.). Every spiritualizing
of those appearances into internal experiences, ¢ into glorifications of the image
of His character in the hearts of His faithful people '’ (Schenkel), and the like,
must convert a strange, widespread fanaticism into the fruitful mother of the
mighty apostolic work, and into the foundation of the ecclesiastical edifice,
but must regarfl the Gospel narratives on the matter as products and repre-
sentations of self-deceptions, or as a kind of ghost stories,—a view which the
narratives of the Apostle John in reference thereto most decisively forbid.
Comp. on Matt., Remark after xxviii. 10. This, withal, is opposed to the gen-
eralization of the concrete appearances into continued influences of the Lord,
who still lived, and of His Spirit (Weizsicker), in which for the ascension, as
such, there is left nothing historical. Weisse's view, moreover, is absolutely
irreconcilable with the New Testament narratives, identifying as il does the as-
cension with the resurrection, so that, according to apostolic view, the fact was
no going forth of the body from the grave, but the taking up of the soul (with
a spiritual corporeality) out of Hades into heaven, whence the exalted One
announced Himself in visions.! To make out of the ascension absolutely the
actual death which Jesus, being awakened from apparent death, soon after
died (Paunlus), could only be attained at the height of naturalistic outrage on
the New Testament, but is not avoided also by Schleiermacher in his wavering
expressions. The mythical construction out of Old Testament recollections
(Strauss), and the directly hostile crumbling and destruction of the Gospel
narratives (Bruno Bauer), amount to subjective assumptions contradictory of
history ; whilst, on the other hand, the revival of the Socinian opinion of a
repeated ascension ? depended on erroneous interpretations of single passages
(especially John xx. 17). Finally, the abandoning of all attempts historically
to ascertain the fact (le Wette on ver. 53) does justice neither to the accounts
and intimations of the New Testament itself, nor to the demands which
science must make on the ground of those intimations.

Ver. 52. Kal abroi] and they on their pert, after the Lord was separated
from them (and was taken up into heaven). To the avepépero cic 7. oip. cor-
responds in this place the cqually suspicious wpookwv. abrév (see the critical
rémarks on ver. 51 f.), which is referred to Him who was exalted to heav-
enly dominion. — peré yapac peyda.] at this final blessed perfecting of their
Lord Himself (John xiv, 28), and at the blessing which they had just re-

1 See also Welsse, Ervangelienfrage, p. 272
ff. ; Gebhardt, Auferst Chr.p. T2.

2 Kinkel in the Stud. u. Kril. 1841, p. 597
ff. Comp. moreover, Taute, Religionsphil-
ovwphie, 11. 1, p. 380 fI., according to whom
the resurrection of Christis said to have
been His first descent out of the intelligible
region of the existence of all things, but
the ascension Ilis last resurrection appear-
ance, 8o that resurrection and ascension

are 80 related to onc another as special
epoch-making appearances of the Lord
before the brethren after His death. With
such extravagant imsginations of histori-
cal detalls of faith is the pkilosophy of Her
dart, even against its will, driven forth far
beyond the characteristic limits which by
ITerdart himself are clearly and definitely
lald down,
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ceived from Him. ¢‘Pracludia Pentecostes,” ¢ The prelude of Pentecost,”
Bengel. ‘¢ Corpus suum intulit coelo, majestatem suam non abstulit mundo,”
¢ He carried His body into heaven, He did not carry away His majesty from
earth,” Augustine.

Ver. 53. Kai foav éid mavrdc év 70 lep(p] raté todg katpols Spdovére Taw ovvdfewr,
bre elvar ¢v avrg éSfv, *‘ namely, at the seasons of assembly, when it was allow-
able to be in it,” Euthymius Zigabenus. The popular expression did wavrée
is not to be pressed (comp. ii. 37), hence it does not exclude the coming
together in another locality (Acts i. 13, ii. 44) (in opposition to Strauss).’
Morcover, after the pouring forth of the S8pirit, they continued as pious
Israelites daily in the temple, Acts ii. 46, iii. 1. [On the correct form of
the verse, see critical note.)

Notes BY AMERICAN EDITOR.

CLXXVI. Ver. 10. foav 82 . . . xal al dormal k.72

The correct reading, as Meyer indicates, divides the women into two parties.
This serves to confirm the theory that they were in two parties when they
came to the sepulchre, and that the Evangelists speak of two visits, besides
the separate appearance to Mary Magdalene ; see Inter. Rev. Com. Luke,
p. 352.

CLXXVII Ver. 17. kai éorddnoav oxvdpuwrmol.

The above reading, which Meyer does not notice, is abundantly attested (see
critical note), and, as the more difficult one, is to be accepted. The question
breaks off at wepiraroivreg, and the abrupt statement: ‘“ And they stood still,
looking sad " (R. V.), corresponds with the sudden halt as they walked.

CLXXVIIL Ver. 18. ob pbvog mapowsic k.72

The view of Meyer would be best expressed thus in English ; ¢ Art thou the
only one sojourning in Jerusalem and not knowing,’” etc. The R. V. text is
indefinite, and the margin is not so good an interpretation as that of Meyer.
The A, V. is obviously inexact.

CLXXIX. Vv. 31-35. The Recognilion’at Emmaus.

Weiss ed. Mey. properly lays more stress than Meyer upon the external aids
to recognition on the part of the disciples, without denying the *‘divine causa-
tion.” The invitation to remain was not, he thinks, merely a matter of deco-
rum, but was called forth by our Lord, that it might be a token of their desire
for further intercourse. There must have been many things to aid the recog-
nition when once their eyes were opened. Weiss admits a sudden remarkable
disappearance, but finds no evidence of a ¢ withdrawal effected through divine
agency.”” Yet it must have been supernatural, probably through Christ’s own
agency. Weiss, with good reason, renders : & 7 xidoer, ¢“in the breaking,’
since the recognition took place during this act and was in some proper sense
causally connected with it.

! Comp. Lechler, Apost. u. Nachapost. Zeitall. p. 281.



\

. NOTES. 501

CLXXZX. Ver. 39. &r¢ mvebua x.7.A,

Weiss ed. Mey. renders dr: in this clause *‘because” (so R. V. ¢for’’).
Meyer's view is forced.

CLXXXI. Vv. 44-49. Time of these Sayings.

That Luke in his Gospel follows a tradition which placed the Ascension on
the day of the Resurrection (Meyer) seems altogether improbable (see Note
CLXXXIV., below). But there is an obvious difficulty in determining where the
interval of forty days (Actsi. 3) should be inserted. Ver. 44 seemsto be directly
connected with ver. 43 (on the day of the Resurrection), and ver. 49 is not only
directly connected with the Ascension, but forbids a departure from Jerusalem.
Nor is there in vv. 45-48 any indication of a change of scene, though ére in
ver. 45 may refer to a period of instruction following the discourse on the even-
ing of the Resurrection day. Certainly Acts i. 3 asserts a course of instruction.
We may regard vv. 4549 as a summary of this teaching, or insert the forty days
between vv. 44, 45. Either seems to involve less exegetical difficulty than the
separation of vv. 43, 44 or vv. 49, 50. Any view, even that which, according
to Meyer, is **a despairing clutch of harmonistics,” seems more credible than
one which implies that Luke attempted to write the history of our Lord with-
out knowing that He did no! ascend to heaven on the day of the Lesurrection.

CLXXXII. Ver. 44. ovro: ol Abyot x.7.A.

Weiss ed. Mey. suggests that this phrase ¢ can point forward to the follow-
ing expositions of Scripture (ver. 45) : When I said to you that the Scripture
must be fulfilled, I meant as follows.”" In ver. 46 he properly takes bt asreci-
tative (so R. V.), not as introducing a motive (Meyer).

CLXXXIIL Vv. 47, 48. épfdpuevor amd 'Tepovoadip. tucic éore K.T.A

The correct text is difficult to determine ; the better attested readings are
given above,though éo7¢ is wanting in Band D. The harsh anacolathon in apSdpue-
vor leads some to join that clause with ver. 48 (so R. V. marg.), but if fore is
wanting this is impossible. If apfduevoris joined with what precedes, the nom.
inative refers to the persons who should preach (namely, ipueic), indicated in the
next clause.

CLXXXIV. Ver. 50. The Time of the Ascension.

Weiss ed. Mey. fails tosee why ver. 50 **does not agree with Acts x. 40,
41,” and omits Meyer's statement under (I). Meyer's assumption, that Luko
here follows a tradition which placed tho Ascension on the day of the Resurree-
tion, he regards as less credible than the usual view indicated by Euthymius
Zigabenus. Luke, reserving the particulars of the Ascension for his second
treatise, connects a hint of it with what precedes, without any definite specifi-
cation of time (as he frequently does).

But Meyer's view is altogether improbable. 1. Luke was with Paul shortly
after the latter wrote First Corinthians (Acts xx. 6). 2. In that Epistle the
Apostle shows his knowledge of an interval between the Resurrection and the
Ascension (1 Cor. xv. 5-7). 3. It is psychologically impossible that Paul did
not inform Luke on this point (comp. Acts xiii. 31). 4. If Luke investigated

[
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his subject he must have discovered the facts before he wrote the Gospel and
not afterwards. 5. Luke frequently passes on with one topic, irrespective of
direct chronological sequence, and then resumes; comp. i. 80 ; iii. 18-20,
which speaks of John's imprisonment, while ver. 21 reverts to the baptism of
Jesus ; iv. 44, which is a very marked instance, if the reading ’Iovda‘ac be ac-
cepted ; xxii. 18, 19, where the expression of desire suggests the account of the
institution, other topics being reserved for subsequent narration (vv. 21-30) ; see
the list of passages where d¢ is used without definite connection (p. 585). Even
in the fuller account of the Ascension (Acts i. 4-11) Luke writes asif it occurred
in Jerusalem itself ; only in ver. 12 does he locate it on ‘‘the Mount called
Olivet.” .

It may be added that the late date assigned to the Gospel by Meyer makes
his theory even more improbable. See also Meyer, Acls, p. 37, American
edition.

CLXXXYV. Ver. 50. éwg wpoc Brdaviav.

The correct reading (see critical note) is properly paraphrased in the R. V.,
‘suntil they were over against Bethany.” The apparent divergence from Acts
i. 12 is thus removed. But Meyer is less strict than usual when he allows tLe
same sense to the Rec. reading (cic).

CLXXXVL Ver. 51. The Ascension.

Weiss ed. Mey. has discarded nearly one half of Meyer's extended ‘‘ Remark”
on the Ascension. He retains the parts numbered (1) and (5) respectively (the
former asserting the fact of the Ascension, the latter objecting to the ¢ subjec-
tive’’ theories of the occurrence); but for the intervening matter (in which
Meyer hints that tke account in Acts i. 11 is an addition of Jater tradition, that
the body of the Lord was not yet glorified, that the period of ¢ forty days” is
also due to tradition), Weiss substitutes his own remarks (here given entire) :

¢ The representation which is made of this fact [namely, the Ascension] will
indeed vary according to the conception one has of the resurrection of Jesus
and of the appearances of the Risen One. According to the biblical view the
Resurrection is a proceeding from the grave in a glorified body, such as isalone
qualified for the heavenly life. From this it follows that Jesus from His res-
urrection onward has entered into the glory of the heavenly life (Luke xxiv.
26, 44), and that too in a glorified body. His appearances to the disciples, so far
as they bore a character appealing to the senses, were onueia (John xx. 30) rexus-
pia (Acts i, 3), through which Jesus must assure them, who had known Him in
carthly life, of the identity of His person and the corporeality (i.e., the reality)
of His resurrection ; in fact, He appears to be no longer bound by the conditions
of this earthly life (Luke xxiv. 31, 36, 51) and cannot be seen in His glorified
body as such, These appearances, which still belong essentially to the close of
" His earthly labors, may be reckoned as still a part of the earthly life of Jesus,
as He Himself (John xx. 17) represents Himself as still in the act of returning
home ; as n matter of fact they are appearances of the Christ who has already
entered upon the full divine glory and authority (comp. Matt. xxviii. 18), on
which account they are also in no way distinguished by Paul from that which
occurred to him (1 Cor. xv. 5-8), although the Iatter, as affecting one who had
not known Jesus in the flesh, conld assume another form. Certainly those ap-
pearances must have had a definite close, at which Jesus said to His disciples

>
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that He would no longer appear to them, that His earthly labors had en end ;
since otherwise the discontinuance of further appearances must have remained
unintelligible to them and have shaken their faith in His resurrection and ex-
altation. Whether at that last separation He, through a sensible sign, as nar-
rated in Actsi. 9, gave His disciples the assurance that He would henceforth be
permanently removed into the heavenly life, and whether the time of these
appearances continued precisely forty days (Aocts i. 3), depends on the question
of the historical character of that marrative, which has nothing to do with the
question of the reality of the Ascension, i.e., of the exaltation into heaven of
Him who had risen in a glorified body."’

Meyer's view, according to Weiss, seeks to unite antitheses which exclude
each other, and *‘is opposed to the biblical representation of the Resurrection,
namely, the transformation (1 Cor. xv. 52 ff.), with which this glorification is
already of itself included.”” Comp., against Meyer, the very candid article of
Dr. T. D. Woolsey, Bibliotheca Sacra, Oct. 1882 (*‘The End of Luke’s Gospel
and the Beginning of the Aots”).

CLXXXVIL. The Silence of Matthew and John.

On the assumed difference between the Gospels in regard to the Ascension,
growing out of the silence of Matthew and John, comp. Godet, Luke, pp.
514-517, Am. ed.

CLXXXVII. The Testimony of the Epislle to Barnabas.

The passage Meyer cites may either mean that the Ascension took place on
the first day of the week, or more probably it joins the Resurrection and As-
cension as one fact, the glorification beginning with the rising from the dead.
This accords with the view of Weiss (see Note CLXXXVI, p. 592), who
however, omits as irrelevant the citation and Meyer's argument connected with
it. It is worth noticing here that Barnabas was with Paul at Antioch in Pi-
sidia, when the latter, according to Acts xiii, 31, asserted publicly that Jesus
*“was seen for many days of them that came up with Him from Galilee to Je-
rusalem, who are now His witnesses unto the people.’” It is therefore improb-
able that Barnabas (if, as is by no means likely, he wrote the Epistle bearing
his name) could have placed the actual Ascension on the day of the Resurrec-
tion. Moreover, the statement of Paul on that occasion seems to oppose di-
rectly Meyer’s theory respecting a twofold tradition.
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TOPICAL

A,

Abraham's bosom, 477 seq.

Adam, 301 seq., 304.

Advent of Christ, The, 419 seq., 423
seq. ; to judgment, 501 seq., 532

seq.

Angelic chorus, The, 274 seq., 288
seq., 276 seq.

Anna, the prophetess, 281.

Annas, the high priest, 294, 302 seq.

Anointing of Christ, 348 seq.

Apostles, The twelve, 332 seq. ; re-
ceive Christ’s final instructions, 585

seq.
Ascension of Christ, The, 5868 seq.,
592 seq.

B

Barabbas released, 564.

Barnabas, Epistle of, 588 seq., 593.

Beatitudes of Christ, The, 334 seq.,
341 seq.

Benedictus, The, 252 seq., 260.

Benevolence, Christian, 391 seq. ; true,
527.

Bethany, 586, 592,

Bethsaida, 366 seq., 377 seq.

Blasphemy against the Holy Ghost,
415 seq.

C

Caiaphas, the high priest, 294.

Census of Caesar Augustus, 264 seq.,
287 seq., 269 seq.

Centurion of Capernaum, The, 344
seq., 352 seq. .

Christ, Jesus, is born, 272 seq. ; His
day of birth, 273, 288 ; visited by
the shepherds, 275 seq. ; is circum-
cised, 277 ; presented in the temple,
279, 283; living in Nazareth, 282
seq., 289 seq. ; among the Rabbis
in the temple, 284 geq. ; avowing
His Bonship, 285 seq., 289; His
growth, 286 seq. ; baptized of John,
297 seq.; begins His ministry, 298,
303; His genealogy, 298 seq., 301 seq.,
303 seq. ; tempted of the devil, 306

INDEX,

Req.; begins His Galilean ministry,
308 seq. ; expels an unclean spirit,
313; cures Peter's wife’s mother, 314;
and the miraculous draught of fishes,
318 seq., 323 seq. ; cleansing of the
leper, 320, 324; healeth one sick
with the palsy, 321 ; teaches in par-
ables ; 322 seq., 367 seq. ; healeth
on the Sabbath, 331 ; chooses the
twelve Apostles, 332 seq.; retires
for prayer, 332 ; delivers the sermon
on the mount, 333 seq., 340 seq. ;
heals the centurion's servant, 344
seq., 352 seq.; raises the young
man at Nain ; testifieth of the Bap-
tist, 347 ; is anointed, 348 seq. ; re-
bukes the wind and tho sea, 360 ;
expels the devils of Gadara, 360
8eq. ; healeth a woman with a bloody
issue, 361 ; raises Jairus’ daughter
from the dead, 361 ; sends out His
Apostles, 365 ; feeds the 5000, 366
seq. ; foretelling His passion, 368 ;
is transfigured, 369 seq. ; expels an
unclean spirit, 370 seq.; teaches
humility, 371 seq.; journeys to
Jerusalem, 372 seq., 378 seq.; sends
out the Seventy, 382 seq., 395 ; His
joy, 388 seq. ; teacheth the lawyer,
389 seq.; at Bethany, 393 seq., 396 ;
teaches how to pray, 399 seq. ; cast-
ing out a dumb devil, 401 seq., 410
seq. ; discourses against the Phari-
sees, 404 seq., 411 seq., 413 seq. ;
denounces hypocrisy, 414 seq. ;
teaches God's Providence, 418 ;
foretells His passion, 423 seq. ;
healeth an infirm woman, 430 seq. ;
continuance of His journey, 431
seq., 438 ; reproves Herod, 434 seq.;
bewails Jerusalem, 436 seq.; healsa
man with dropsy, 441; heals the
ten lepers, 488 .; journeys tow-
ards Jerusalem, seq. ; foretells
the advent of the kingdom, 490 seq.,
631 seq.; also His own,493 seq.; en-
joins prayer, 499 ; and the children,
504 ; and the young ruler, 504 seq.;
heals the blind man at Jericho, 505,
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507 ; in the house of Zacchaeus,
509 seq. ; His triumphal entry into
Jerusalem, 516 seq. ; lamentation
over Jerusalem, 516 seq., 518 ; His
authority, 520; His eschatological
disconrse, 528 seq., 534 seq. ; eating
the Passover meal, 5639 seq. ; insti-
tutes the Lord’s Supper, 540 seq.,
656 ; predicts Peter's denial, 515
seq., 556 ; discourses as to the
sword, 547 seq. ; prays in Gethsem-
ane, 549 seq.; is betrayed by Judas,
6552 ; heals the servant's ear, 552
seq.; is led before the high priest,
553 seq. ; is denied by Peter, 564 ;
brought before the Sanhedrim, 5§54
seq., 558 ; is mocked, 554, 557 seq.;
brought before Pilate, 562, 569; sent
to Herod, 562 seq., 569 ; condemned
to be crucified, 564 ; addresses the
women, 564 seq. ; is crucified, 565
seq. ; mocked on the cross, 566; His
deuath, 568 ; and burial, 568 seq. ;
His resurrection, 573 seq. ; appears
unto the eleven, 581 seq. ; imparts
His final instructions, 585 seq. ; His
ascension, 586 seq., 592 seq.
Christian prudence, 466 seq.
Circumcision, ceremonies of, 250.
Compassion to man, 338 seq.
Confessing Christ, 368.
Covetousness denounced, 415 seq.
Crucifixion of Christ, The, 565.
Cyrenius, governor of Syria, 265 seq.,
287 seq.

E.

Elizabeth, 240 ; visited by Mary, 245
seq. ; filled with the Holy Ghost,
246 ; blesses Mary, 246.

Emmaus, The disciples at, 575 seq.,
590

Eschl{tological discourse of Christ,
The, 528 seq., 534.
Excuses, vain, 444 seq.

F.

Faith and salvation, 352 ; and forgive-
ness, 486 seq.; its power, 487.

Fellowship with Christ, 446,

Fidelity rewarded, 471 seq.

Foot-washing, 351, 544,

Forbearance of God, The, 429 seq.

Forgiveness and love, 351 seq., 486
seq.

Friends, how secured, 468 seq.

G.

Gabriel, 238 : sent to Mary, 240 seq.
Gethsemane’s prayer, 549 seq.; and
agony, 551.

TOPICAL INDEX.

Golgotha, 565.

Gospel, The, its proclamation, 385 ;
its effects, 423 seq.; its preserving
power, 447, 448.

Gospels, early writings of, 230 seq.

H.

Hades, 478 seq.

Heaven, 470 seq., 477 seq.

Herod Antipas, 292; reproved by
Jesus, 434 seq.

Hindrances to spiritunal life, 358.

Holy Spirit, The, blasphemy against,
415 seq.; to be given to the disci-
ples, 584 seq.

Humility taught, 371 seq., 442, 487,
503 seq., 544.

Hypocrisy denounced, 414 seq.

I
Infant faith, 246.

J.

Jerusalem, Christ's last journey to,
372 seq., 378 seq.: bewailed, 436
seq.; destruction of the city and
temple of, 528 seq.

Jews, their restoration, 437, 439.

John the Baptist, 236 seq.; his mirac-
ulous birth, 244, 258 seq., 250 ; his
circumcision and naming, 250 seq.;
his growth, 255 seq.; his preaching
and baptism, 294 seq., 347 ; im;t)ris-
oned by Herod, 297; baptizes
Christ, 297 seq.; sends messengers
to Christ, 347 seq., 353.

Jonah as a sign, 403.

Joseph, the husband of Mary, at
Bethlehem, 271.

Joy in God's kingdom, 388.

Judas Iscariot, 538 seq.; judged by
Christ, 543 ; betrays Christ, 552.

L

Lawyer, The, and Christ, 389 seq.

Law, The, its continual obligation,
473 seq., 483.

Lazarus and Dives, 476.

Life, The true theory of, 416 seq.

Lord’s Prayer, The, 399 seq., 410.

Lord’'s Supper, The, instituted, 540
seq., 556 ; its doctrine, 541 seq., 580.

Love and forgiveness, 351 seq., 486

seq.

Lou;l to mankind, 336 seq., 391 seq.,
396.

Luke, his birth and life, 217 seq.; his
death, 218 ; his relation to Paul,
220, 226 ; as a historian, 257 ; his
accuracy of statement, 287 seq.

Luke, The Gospel of, its origin, 218
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seq., 225 seq., 256 ; its relation to
Mark, 220 ; its occasion and object,
221 seq.; its time of composition,
223, 226 seq., 256 seq.; its piace of
composition, 224 ; its genuineness
and integrity, 224 seq.

Lysanias, 292 seq.

M.

Magnificat, The, 247, 260.

Mammon, its meaning, 460 seq., 468
seq., 481.

Muarriage in Heaven, 522 seq.

Martha and Mary, 393 seq., 396 seq.

Mary, the Virgin, 240 ; her annuncia-
tion, 240 seq., 243 seq. ; her virgin-
ity, 241 ; visits Elizabeth, 245 seq.,
249 seq., 259 ; prophecies, 247 seq. ;
goes to Bethlehem, 271 seq.; is pu-
rified, 277 seq.; resides at Nazareth,
282 seq., 289 seq.; visits Jerusalem,
283 seq.

Maaster and servant, 487 seq.

Messengers from the Baptist, 347 seq.,
353.

Messianic Kingdom, The, 241 ; its
advent, 295, 309 seq., 423 seq., 490
8eq., 515 ; devotion to, 377 ; exclu-
sion from, 432 seq.

Millennial Kingdom, The, 443 ; its fut-
ure advent, 490 seq., 496 seq.

Mina, The, value of, 513.

Miracles of Christ, The : Expelling an
unclean Spirit, 313 ; Curing Peter's
wife’s mother, 314 ; the Miraculous
Draught of Fishes, 318 seq., 323
seq. ; Cleansing of the Leper, 320,
324 ; Healing one sick with the Pal-
8y, 321 ; Curing the man with the
withered Hand, 331 : Healing the
Centurion’s Servant, 344 seq. ; Rais.
ing the Young Man at Nain, 345
seq. ; Rebukes the Wind and the
Sea, 360 ; Expels the Devils of Ga-
dara, 360 seq.; Healing a Woman
with a bloody Issue, 361 ; Raising
Jairus’ daughter from the Dead,
361 ; Feeding of the 5000, 366 seq.;
Expelling an unclean Spirit, 370
seq. ; Casting out a Dumb Devil,
401 seq., 410 seq.: Healing the In-
firm Woman, 430 seq.; of the
Man with Dropsy, 441 ; Healing of
the Ten Lepers, 488 seq., 495 seq. ;
Healing the Blind Man at Jericho,
505, 507 ; Healing the Servant's
Ear, 552 seq.

Mount of Olives, 515,

Nain, 345.
Nazareth, 282, 289.
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0.

Offences, and how avoided, 485 seq.,
495.
P.

Parables of Christ, The : the Bride-
groom and his Friends, 322; the
New Patch on the Old Garment,
322, 324 ; the New Wine into old
Bottles, 322, 325 ; the Blind lead-
ing the Blind, 339 ; the House built
upon a Rock, 339 seq. ; the Chil-
dren in the Market-Place, 348 ; the
Two Debtors, 350, 354 ; the Sower,
357 seq.; the Candle, 359 ; the good
Samaritan, 391 seq., 396 ; the Im-
portunate Petitioner, 399 seq. ; the
Candle under a Bushel, 403 seq. ;
the Light of the Eye, 403 seq. ;e&e
Rich Fool, 416 seq.; the Absent
Lord,419 seq. ; the Fruitless Fig-tree,
429 seq. ; the Mustard Seed, 431, 438 ;
the Leaven, 431, 438 ; the Great Sup-
per, 444 seq.,448 ; the Lost Sheep,
450 seq. ; thePiece of Silver, 451 ; the
Prodigal Son, 451 seq., 456 ; the Un-
just Steward, 459 seq., 481; the Rich
Man and Lazarus, 475 seq., 483 ;
the Importunate Widow, 499 seq.,
506 ; the Pharisee and the Publican,
503 seq.; the Pounds, 512 seq. ;
g;z Wicked Husbandman, 520 seq.,

Paradise, 477 seq., 523.

Parousia, The, 419, 470 seq., 490 seq.,
ggg seq., 512 seq., 531 seq., 535, 566,

Penitent Thief, The, on the cross, 566

seq.

Pete?, his denial predicted, 545 seq.,
556 ; denies Christ, 554, 557; at
the Sepulchre, 574 seq.

Pharisees, The, denounced by Christ,
404 seq., 411 seq., 473.

Pilate, 292 ; and the Galileans, 428
scq.; and Christ, 562 seq., 569.

Poor, The, provided for, 443, 445.

Prayer, answered, 236 req., 399 ; in
retiracy, 332 ; taught by Christ, 499
seq. ; perseverance in, 400, 499 ; for
faith, 486 seq. ; sincere and hypo-
critical, 503 seq.

Priesthond, The, classes of, 231 seq.,
258 ; their stay in the sanctuary,
238 seq.

Prophecy, fulfilled, 295, 309 seq., 583
seq., H91.

Providence of God, The, 418.

Prudence, worldly, 460 seq., 481.

Punishment for unfaithfulness, 421
seq., 471 seq., 479 seq.; method of
the divine, 428, 500 seq.
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Purification, outward and inward, 405
seq. ; future, 515.

Q

Quirenius, governor of Syria, 265 seq.,
287 seq.

R.

Raising from the dead, 346 seq.

Rank and authority, 544 seq.

Recompense for fidelity, 419 seq.,
471 seq., 479.

Repentance, 451 seq., 480.

Restitution, 510.

Resurrection, The double, 443; of
Christ, 573 seq.

Riches and their use, 460 seq., 481

8eq.
Righteousness, legal, 451 seq.

S.

Sabbath-day, The, teaching on, 308,
313, 331 ; healing on, 313, 331, 430
seq. 441; Christ’s doctrine of, 330
seq.; its observance, 569.

Salt as a symbol, 447 seq.

Salvation, its seriousness, 432.

Sarepta, The widow of, 312,

Satan and his power, 387 ; and Judas
Iscariot, 538 seq. .

Scriptures, The, manner of reading,
308.

Self-denial practised, 446.

Self-righteousness condemned, 503

seq.

Serfnqon on the Mount, The, 333 seq.,
340 seq.

Seventy, The Mission of the, 382 seq.,
395 ; their return, 386 seq.

Sex and immortality, 522 seq.

Shepherds, The, at Bethlehem, 273 ;

TOPICAL INDEX.

their visit to the Christ-child, 275

seq.

Simeon, 278 seq.; his Messianic deliv-
erance, 279.

Sin and misery, 452 seq.

Soldiers coming to the Baptist, 296.

Stewardship on earth, 460 seq., 481
seq.

T.

Talent, value of a, 513.

Temptation of Christ, The, 306 seq.
Theophilus, 221 seq.

Tiberius Ceesar, 292,

Transfiguration of Christ, The, 369

seq.
Tribute paying, 521.

W

Watchfulness commended, 419 seq.;
enjoined, 533.

Widow’s mite, The, 527.

Wisdom of God, The, 408 seq.

Woes of Christ, The, 335 seq., 342 ; on
the Galilean cities, 385 seq.; upon
Pharisees and lawyers, 406 seq.

Women at the Sepulchre, The, 573
seq.

Y.
Year, The, 299 seq., 303 seq.

Z.

Zocharias, 234 seq., 258 ; his prayer
heard, 236 seq.; asking for and re-
ceivihg a sign, 238, 258 seq.; at the
circumcision of John, 251 seq.;
prophecies concerning John, 254.

Zacchaeus, 509 seq., 517.

Zesl, intemperate, 375 seq.; lawful
and unlawful, 445,
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