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& 2 1. Istroduction.

The ways and means of seeking to know about Jesus and his reletion to the

Christian church have been many end varied, Even when scholars have attempted to

© make use of historical method, they have not been entirely fres from bias, The vari-
ety which exists in the theories of competent scholars illustrates the difficulty
and relativity of study in this partioular fields. For one who .claims neither special
kmowledge nor proper preparation, the only justification for this effort is that we
all must seek to know about the origins of the great tradition which we have in=-
herited,

The method must be what is vaguely defined as the historical method. By this,
I meen that all sources are to be sifted and evaluated in as unprejudiced a manner
as possibloe The sources are admittedly diffioult to handle, and the variety of
views at the very beginning of the search is such as to cast aspersions on any con~
clusions which may be reached,

These sources cannot be handled entirely without bias, The method of the
modern historical school is a naturalistic one. Every attempt must be made to exe
plain the facts according to norms which can be understood by the natural reason,
While the supernatural cannot be thrown out, it camnot be postulated as the effie-
cient cause of particular events,

Whatever persuasion the conclusions of this paper may have mist rest on the
value of the authorities quoted, and not on any personal expertness,

IT, 8ources,

The non=Christian sources have little value, The more radicel seholars elimi=-
nete them entirely. At their best, all they do is corroborate the fact of the his~
toricity of Jesus, without providing any details,

Most scholars also feel that outside the synoptic gospols there is little that
does more than establish the existence of Jesus. A careful and critiocal use of the
synoptic gospols, espocially the essence of Mark and "Q", provides the primary data,
The rest of the New Tostament, espocially Acts, is instructive as it indicates how
the ohurch evolved from the eschatologionl views and messianioc hopos of the dis-

oiplos,

While the source materiel 1is very slight, the real difficulty lies in the prow
ooncoived ideas, theologiocal biases, and modorn way of thinking of contemporary
scholarship,

However, not only are there tho prejudices of our own minds, Cadbury reminds
us that tho process of "modernizing" Jesus bogan when the first words wore written
about him,! We must remember that even tho synoptics were written from the point of
view of the primitive church, They arc not primarily history, they are interpre-
tations aimed to convert menkind to tho "good news" of Christianity. They see Jesus

l, Peril of Modernizing Jesus, pe 17,




through the eyes of the church, in the 1iih€ of theological dovelopinent , and through
the dynamic resurrection experienccs of the early apostles. While they have the out~
look of the first contury Jewish mind, thoy express a »oint of view quite removed
from that of Josus of Nazarcth, (1) It is a messianic intorpretation, but does not
quite eliminate a moro primitive viow, (2) There is a foreotolling of Josus' death
and rosurrections (3) The church is taken for granted, (L) Therc is a confusion
of tho eschatology of Jesus and that of the primitive church, Thesc considorations
make accurate usc of the gources diffioult,

I1I. Life of Jesus,

Ae Backgrounds,

Wo do kmow a little of Jesus'! religious enviromment, Ho inherited the great
tradition of the Jowish religion, This meant knowledge of the greatness, glory, and
goodness of Yohwoh, of whom the Jews werc the chosen poople, Tied in with this was
the oxpectation of tho end of the asjecs This hope turned in two directions:

(1) the arrivel of a political messiah, wherc Yahweh would aid in overooming the
enemys and (2) tho intervention of Yahweh himself through means of a supcrnatural
messiah, These two schools of thought ranged side by side, Tho latter is further
developed by the influcnce of Persian dualism, Anothor variant dopends on whether
the kingdom will comc on earth, or in heaven,

Furthormore, Josus inheritod the practices of tho synagogue, the duties of the
law, and the cthical demands of prophetic rcligion. A4dd to this groat horitage the
ability of a sensitivo spirit to delve more decply into_roality than other men, and
we have tho background of Jesus'! teaching, and missiona

B, Ministry.

It is genorally agreed that wo know nothing of Josus until his appoarance at
the timc of his baoptism, Ho was probebly born in Nazareth, L-6 B.C., of simplo
Galilean parents,

From tho timo of its ineeption, Jesus' ministry and followinz mist have moved
at a rapid paco. Few scholars today accept thoe Johamine chronology, and somo do
not accept Mark., But the ovonts rocordod in Mark could have occurred in from six
wooks to a yoar, We may ostimato that Josus began his ministry in 28 A,D., and was
crucifiod in the spring of 29, During this time, ho gathered about him a small band
of followers and wandorcd all ovor Galiloe, tonching and preaching, and porhaps pore
forming somo miraolos, It is hard to doterminc how successful he was, Tho hope of
tho pooplec for some typo of messiah might have drawn many to him, but it is equally
probable that the number of his listenors has boon magnifiod by the growth of
tradition. Evon if the Palm Sunday story is taken as authentic, the fact that pcople
hailod him would not indicatc that thoy wore his followors,

ow e han |

2, Be We Parsons, Roligion of the Now Testament (Harper), pp. 8-13,
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If Jesus! ocareer moved with the swiftness indicated by the brevity of his
teaching ministry, he must have been motivated by a main purpose, The central )
theme is the announcement of the imminent coming of the Kingdom of Gode It is en=
tirely possible that when Jesus took his disciples to Jerusalem, he expected the
coming to be consumated at that partioular passover, He did not go thore because
ho expected to be put to death, but because his burning hope was to be realized. The
text of Luke supporta this thesis:

And when the hour was come, he sat down with the epostles,
And he said unto them, Greatly have I desired to eat this
passover with you (before I suffer(?))s for I say unto
you, I shall not eat it, until it find fulfillment in the
kingdom of God, And receiving a oup, he gave thanks, and
ho said, Take this, and divide it among yourselves: for
I say unto you, I shall not drink egain of the fruit of
the vine, until the kingdom of God shall come. (22:14=18).

Parsons writes, "Josus was not contemplating any long abstinonce from food or drink,
but see his soul was swept with conviction of the utter imminence of the kingdom,"?

There is more and more doubt among scholars as to whether Jesus ever conceived
of himself as messiah, As wo know, "mesaiah" applied to two viewpoints, political
and eschatological, Josus explicitly rejocted the former, and his references to the
lattor (in spite of caroful editing) still appear as referring to another, As Enslin
writes, "It is ono thing for a first-century Jow to have expected a figure soon to

appear; a totally difforont thing for him to bolieve that he himsolf would be
miraculously transformed from & flesheand=blood man into this figure., With all
allowances made, it is hard to coﬁoeivo how such a view could have boen held except
at the oxponse of montal sanity,"”

If Jesus novoer claimod to be a political or eschatological messiah, there are
still two alternativos: (1) he may havo established himself as a suffering servant,
or (2) he may have been simply a prophet, It sooms more likely, however, that the
conoept of Jesus as a suffering sorvant arose to oxplain the crucifixion, which Jesus
did not anticipate at least until tho very last momente Quotes from Isaiah do not
invalidate this.

The problem cannot be easily solved; but the solution that offers tho loast
diffioulties is that Josus believed he was called by God to a special mission: +the
pronouncement of the imminenoe of the kingdom, and the means for entering therein.
The ocenter of Jesus! religion was never himself; it was the kingdom, and his call
was for ropentance before it wos too late,

D, Teaochings,

The teachings of Jesue can best bo undorstood in light of his Jewish heritage.
It would be a mistake.to say that Josus made no contributions to this tradition, but

Fe %. cits ps 15,
L. ristian Boginnings, ps 163; Cf. Guignobert, Josus, pp. 285-286,
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it is unwise to olaim originality unless it can be substantiated,

(1) Wo cannot oscape tho oschatologionl framework of his toachings, He roally
believod that the kingdom was soon to appcar., 8o ono must repont and be ready for the
act of God which was to ocome. This was Josus' carliest message and his constant one,
Exoopt by reading tho synoptics through the oyes of the Fourth Gospel, wo connot es-

teblish any "spiritual" kingdom.

(2) Josus! onll to repentonce is based upon his conviction concorning tho king-

—'dom. The procondition to cntrance into the kingdom is repontancej for God is not oniy

tho sovoroign mastor and judge, ho is alsc the Father who has o sonse of love and ton=
dornoss., Jeosus is typically prophotic in making the preroquisite to mombership in the
kingdom a moral rathor thon a national one, Ho talked about tho lost shoop of Isracl,
but thoro is nothing in his message that oxplicitly rejects the Gontiles, and the
words are asoribed to him that we must bo suporior to tho Soribes and Pharisoos,

While Josus romanined within his tradition even in his othiocal emphasis, it is
this whioch romains distinoctive., The implications of his othic could not be held
within national bounds, and they have tekon on a univorsal form of appeal which has
beon self=-validating through tho ages,

Furthormorc, tho othical quality of ropentance purifics thoe concept of God,
The moral and spiritunl rolationship, which, Josus taught, oan oxist betwoon the in-
dividual and God takos procodonco over tho oconventional and covenantal rclationships

of the immediato onvironmont,.

(3) In Josus' othics, it is his viow of man which stands out. (i) He seoms
to havo a higher rogard for porsons and thoir potentialities than many of his lator
followors, Ho was awaro of tho sinful aspoots of man's naturo; but he nevor taught
that men wore inherontly sinful., Heo ;.v tho samo potontialiticvs for bocoming sons
of God in tho Phariscos and tho publicanse Tho tragody of sin is that it dams up
potontinlitios., Without dimming his oyos to sin, ho yot hold out the hopo of sal=-
vation to all men,

(ii) Tho oonstant factor in Josus' othios lies in ono's intontion or attitude,
Onco man's intontions wore right, ho could be counted on to make extormal conditions
oorrects Thore is a rolativity about the valucs to be sought, and the onds attained
may not be of oqual worth, but men are judgod by their attitudes,

(131) Salvation, thon, does not dopend on any transactional schome of rodomp-
tion, but on what ono does about his own sins, The idea of a sacrifiecial rodemption
developod lator as an oxplanation of tho ovents of tho orucifizion, Josus! idea of
salvation is probably bost exprossod in tho story of tho Prodigal Son. Aftor his
thoughts and emotions of regret, ho says, "I will riso up, and go to my father,"
And whon he turns toward the fathor, tho father gocs running to meot him. It is a
reoiproocal rolationship, not a transactional one,

(iv) Jesus sooms to have solecoted tho highost and bost from his ethical hori-
tage and onvirommont, Whilo no such digcourso as the Sormon on the Mount was ever
delivored, it is probablc that oxcept for the litorary form and cortain ombellish-
ments it is represontativo of the roligious othics of Josus, What wo find horo are
moral attitudes, rathor than principlos or norms, And those attitudes arc sound no
mattor how in error Jesus may havo beon about the kingdom,
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(v) The motives behind Jesus! teachings are not simply thosse of altruism,
Jesus appealed to the motives of fear and reward. In the Beatitudes, the poor, meek,
peace-makers, and others are happy because of what is going to happen to them, They
are not happy nowe McCown tells us that whet Jesus meant is "that whon the will of
the loving heavenly Father was dome on earth as it is in heaven, thero would be
neither wealth nor poverty, neither gluttonmy nor hunger, neither selfish mirth nor
snoonsolable sorrow."”? It is only when enough men have ropented and acocepted the
attitudes toward God and mon which are the will of God, that the ldngdom will be

established,

(vi) When the attempt is made to apply the attitudos stressed by Josus to &
speoific situation, it mst be remembered that Jesus Pacod a world very different
from ours, and his attitudos may involve differemt conclusions for us than those
asoribed to Jesus, A good example of this is tho problem of wars

It is intoresting to note that Jesus nover said, "blessed aro the pacifists A
but "blessed are tho peace-makers ' Horo Jesus is stressing an attitude rather than
a policy. Pacifism is morely one means of peace=-making, and it must be examined on
jts own merits to dotermine if it is tho bost onc,

Wo somotimos forget that Jesus 1ived in a world which was econstantly at war,
The people wore looking for o mossiah to freo them from Rome by military might,
While the Saduccoes were in favor of appeasoment, the Zoalots wanted a fight; and the
Pharisoes hold out tho hope of supernatural aide Palestine was a contor of scething
emotions. dJesus had to meet this situotion, and he taught that wo connot use the
wiles of the Devil to beat the Dovil, Peaco-making and forgivonoss arc part of the

samoe attitudoe,

Thore arc two factors in Josus! situation which are differont from ours.
(1) As a membor of a minority group, there was 1ittle chance of military sucdaessSe
(2) There was the hopo that God would intorvenc, Today, powerful domocracies aro
strong ocnough to save tho world. Thoy have already donc it once, without unqualifiod
success. Wo aro sure thore will be no supernatural intorvontione

While these factors throw open tho quostion to now interpretation, it sooms to
me that tho attitudo of Josus, as & poscc=makor, dictatos an answer to our present
problem othet than that of war. Wo lknow that wers broed more worse If wo are to be
peace~makors, wo aro decciving ourselves when we put our trust in a method which

alweys has failode

Poace upon earth was said; we sing 1%,
And pay o million priocsts to bring it.
Aftor two thousand years of mass,
Welve got as far as polson gosSe

E, Death and Resurroction.

Thore is probably an historical core in the story of Holy Week, but the ob-
vious coloring of the sourcos by the point of view of the early church makes any
dofinite statemont doubtful. Guignebort doubts practically all the evonts, excopt
that "Josus was arrcstod by the Romag polico, judged and condomned by the Roman
procurator, Pilate or someono e1s0,"0 It was necossary to get rid of this messionio

roacher in order to keep the peaco, end so Josus wns not defended againsb what was
probably trumped-up ovidonoo,

Aftor the orucifixion, the storics pre sonted in the gospels are inconsistont.

5, Christendom, 137993 Cf. Maointosh, Social Rcligion, PpPe 39ff
6. §Eo OiEO‘ Pe Lléeo
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The burial, resurroction, and asocension must bo considered togother, Thoso legends
were inevitable, Major tolls us, "Tho bolief in tho Resurrection of Josus was orcatecd
not by an objectivo experience of His disciples aftor His crucifixion, but by a sub=-
jective exporience created by the impact of His porsonality upon their personalitics
in the procoding period."7 This oxporience of Jesus rovitalizod the broken littlo
group, and they roturncd to Jorusalem in joy and oonfidence that ho would roturn

agoin as a supornatural messinh.
IV, THE CHURCH.

A, Jesus and the Church,

I believe it is amply vorified thot Josus did not intend to found & church,
Ho neither foresaw nor desirod the institution which bears his name.’ It was the
resurrection exporience, probably of Potor, which grew 1like wildfire, which storted
the Jowish sect which later booamo tho church. As Loisy has said, "What Jesus
ammounoced was the Kingdom of Godj what came was the Catholic Church."” But that
process did not taeke place jmmediately. Tho little band of Jewish-Christians in
Jorusalem continued to worship with thoir fellow Jows, and tho only differoncc, howe
boit an important one, was their attitudo townrd Josus, the risen Christ, whom thoy
now believed to be the mossiah,

The contral point in the founding of the ohurch is not Josus, His life and
teachings in thomselves might nover havo’ resulted in a church, oxcopt for the resure
rection. Tho littlo, onthusiastic group, basing its teachings probably on tho sermon
of Poter (Acts 10:34=43), soon had o largo following. Not only Grookespoaking Jows
but Groek pangans soon joinod this group, which had bocome bilingunle It inhoritod
the Septuagint.d

From the vory begimning Christianity was a mystory-cult in its own right,10
for in the words of Poter, "through his name evoryone who belioves on him shall
receive remission of sins." (Acts 10:li3)e This group became the "new Israol", and
not until Paul's Gentile group bocame poworful was thorc any conflict as to whethor
they bolonged to Judaisme, Through Paul's vigorous influence, Christianity bceamo
a church which oould not stay within Judaism, and it becamo a rcal rival for the
flourishing mystory-cults of tho Mediterrancan world,.

Be Paul and the Church,

There are many agrooments betweon the teachings of Paul and Josus, Both be=
jioved in the imminent ocoming of the kingdom and interproted it mossianically., Both
stressed the innor motive of moral ropemtanco as a pro-condition to entoring the
kingdom. Both had faith in the same kind of a God,

But thero are important differences, so much so that it has becn sald thot
"$he convorsion of Saul of Tarsus meant the birth of a now roligion."12 (1) Paul
talks about e trensactional scheme of rodemption which is ontircly foreign %o the
thought of Jesus. In spite of Paul's teaching about freedom from tho law, his pomnl,
_sacrificial dootrine of redomption is logalistic =~ so much so that followors of
Paul have becn ablo to transform his ethics so completely that Christian thought
bocomos dissociated from the ethiel splvation of Josus,

(2) Jesus held a much highor view of man than Poul, especially as the latter!s

e

g, Mission and Mossage of Josus, pe 217, '
» Quoted q Grant, % Iicen Thoologionl Roview, 213191,
9, Cf, Riddle, Journal of ReI:.'Ei on, 19:538; Filson, Anglican ThoologeReview,21:181.
10 Cf. Graﬂt’ OPe 01Te, H °

11, MeGiffert, CE!‘:'L_s‘Ei"o.ni’cy as History and Faith, ppe 17ff,

12, Loc, olte
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thought is reflected in the early chapters of Romonse Paults man is almost hopeless,
prodestined to his end, and saved only by God!s merciful transaction, It hns boen
seid that Paults dootrine of grace is moro inclusive, I beliove it is because of tho
differonco in tho dootrines of man. For Josus, man oan ariso of his own sccord
bofore God's grace becomos nctivo. God has ondowed mon with sufficiont spiritual
motive power to make his own dooisions, but he still needs God, For Paul, mon needs
God's grace in order to turn to God at all, becnuse God has not proviously given the
powor to man to moke choicos in moral and spiritual mattors,

(3) Poul's thought is mystical, while that of Jesus is prophetio, Paul feals
the spirit of Christ working through him, and he is submissive, Josus seems to move
under his own motive powor, although he is conscious of a olose relationship with
God,

(L) There is n sncromental strain in Paul, which ho izherited from both his
Jewish=Christian end Hollenistic envirommonts, It was Paul who interproted Christ=
lanity in such a way that it won out over the othor mystery cults,

(5) Both Paul and Jesus were rigidly monotheistio, but for.Paul the humn
Jesus is unimportent, and Christ, the son of God booomos central.l

Concerning these points, Parsons writes: "It is Interesting to note that the
motters in Pauline thought and religion upon which Christianity in gemeral, and
Protestantism in partiocular, have laid chiof emphasis are those in whioh ho differs
from JesusesseIt is not fortunate that frionds of Paul hove laid so much emphasis
upon’ foatures of his roligion thot are essentinlly tronsient. Some of his christow-
logy, his limitation of salvation to thosc in the commmity, his somewhet rigid
dootrine of election, his thought of marriage, those are so closely allied to his
inhoritance and immodiate situation that they could not have porsistent applicationfl,

Paul, in a vory real senso, was tho first churchman.!® Not only have his
teachings influonced the church more than that of any other person, except possibly
Josus, but it was Paul's powor of organization which ostablished the ohurch and hold
it togethor as a more than Jowish roligious body, It wos Paul who determined the
origins of Christian orthodoxy, not Josus, Even if this be true, howover, wo must
not underostimate the importance of othcr primitive Christians, known and unknowm,
who made roal contributions. Paul was morely the hoadliner, who soon overshndowed
Poter, Jamos, and othors, His influence has boen moro permonent, perhaps too much
80, becauso of his writings; but in the oarliost days mon like Stephen made just as
groat contributions to the growing enthusiasm for their small seot,

Ce Tho Church and Judaisn,

While it can bo said with some assurancoe that Jesus did not intond to found
a church, and whilo Paul and some of the earlier disoiples hnd much moro to do with
its dovelopmont, it is equally true that without Jesus there would bo no church,.
Implicit in the life and work of Jesus {unloss it hid boen lost to the world on~
tirely) was the nocessity for breoking ewny from Judaism, and for the doveloping of
a now tradition,

While Jesus was a typical Jew, there was much of prophetic radicalism in his
teachings and living which could not be palatable to the orthodox Jows (or the

13, Cf, Parsons, op. cit., ppe 112-116,
lh. Ope cit,, PPe 116-118, i
15, 55. Bernardin, Angliocan Thoological Review, p. 159,
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orthodox anywhere). We might montion o few items: he rojected fastingj he broke

~¥nL.o laws of the Sabbath at a time when there was genoral rigid obsorvanco; he ignored
tho food lews, thus striking at tho vory heart of the Mosnic distinction between
clean and uncloan foodsg he always placed human need above formplism, even when thore
wee no partioular roason for it; he carricd the concept of a loving God to the point
whore God seoks his erring sons, whethor they pay attention to ceremonial law or not;
ho insisted that thore would be an uncomfortably recent fulfillment of the messianic
hopess Thore seems to be an authority in Josus! teachings and healing which im=
poriled the sanctions of the organized gx'oups.16

So while Josus never consciously broke with Judaism, and usually observed its
forms, his radicalism not only brought ebout ermity but made it noéessary that soonor
or later any movement bearing his name ghould be @oclared anathomn, With this as a
ba.okground, and with the universal appeal that was impliecit.in his message, it was
not long before the little Jowish Christion group found itsolf outside the pales

D, Tho .Ghurch to the Toar 100 AeDe

Jowish opposition to the Christians grew rapidly, and this is alroady roflected
in the gospels themsclvos, By the time of the Fourth Gospel, Christianity was o
small group struggling for existencc, This unknown writer sees the church as &
spiritual fellowship, withdrawn from the world, working under the guidance of the
supcrnotural and mystical Logos~Christ, Even tho love exprcssed in the gospel is
1imited to the fellowship.l7

The devolopmont of the early church was full of weriety, espocially at the
beginning, and it would be impossible to trace tho many tronds even as far as they
have been reconstructod by modern scholarship. But thero is o unity about tho early
church which is surprising. Thore was yroom for differcnce of opinion on all sub-
jeots, provided that one believed Josus was the Christe

There are certdin dovelopments which moy be mentioned: tho ministry, the
saoraments, early worship, and commnuni sme

(1) Concorning the ministry, we lmow that the earliest leaders were called
"gpostles," but the term probably has no distinctive meaning, unless thoy wero wit-
nesses to the resurrection, as Paul wans, From these mon grew a diversity of over-
lapping offices: #gpostlos, prophots, teachors evangolists, workors of miracles,
healers, shopherds, rulers, bishops, dea.cons.“]-é Gradunlly, out of the confusion
came somo somblance of order, About the beginning of the socond century this move=
ment got undor way, eventuating in "one main type which centered in the Preosbyter=
Bishop, or in tho Bishop with his council of olders."19 "But there woro still
churches in the soccond century which were governed by Elders, and perhaps oven some
headed by prophets (if we take the Didacho into account) ¢"20

(2) There wore two sacramonts from the carliest time.’ It is hard to know
when baptism became an accepted rite. Jesus did not baptisze, and Paul looked
askanoo at ite But it probably went back to "the baptism which John preached"
(Aots 10337) and the tradition that Jesus wos baptized by John, but that is all wo
¥now of its origin,

While the earliest traditions of tho Last Supper scem 4+6 indiocate messianic
expectation, and tho oarliest practices woro fellowship moals, it developed under

16 UT, ¥ilson, Angiloan Theological Roviow, SL:liL=311e
%.g. Cfs iarsqns ,:OBE..""'E'—"_-WCJ. .§6 PO =05,

Grant, op. ©C ]
19. Locs g *

20, IEIEO, Pe 197.
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Paul's instruction into a memorial of Christ's doath, By the time Mark was writton,
the Paulino influenco of I Core 11:17=3L moy have bcen the dominant ono. It is
likely that the Lulmn form (22:1}4=18) is the more primitive, and this view is
gupported in Acts (2:42, Li6; 2087,113 27135) partially in Mark (1L4:25) and Matthow
(26:29), and in the Hactioe of the Corinthian church before Paul was forced to
change the emphasis. The meal was ropeated regularly, and soon included tho sonse
of Pellowship with thoe risen Christ. Sometime efter Paul, the agape and commmnjon

were separated.

(3) Tho earliest worship of the Jerusalem church wns a continuation of its
regular Jewish practices in temple and synagogue, supplemented by private meetings
for tho Supper, praycr, and reading of Soripturos Tho Gontile church was cut off
from its Jewish relations from tho begimning, and met only in privato houscs or
gecluded placos, There were hymns, and the teaching of Josus'! words, parables, and

$neidenta of his ministry.2

(4) Grant states simply that the "oommnism" of the primitive ohurch is a
"risnomer." Whatever it was, it was not a theory for solving social problems; it
was not compulsory; and anyhow 1t did not work. Thore was charity amogﬁ tho byothren, .
but the social outlook of tho early Christians remnined othor~worldly.

V., AN EVOLVING CHURCH.

The ohurch of the Now Tostament is an ovolving church, devoloping on a hit or
ss basis and moeeting its noeds as they appcared. It owos a groat deal to its
sh horitage. Josus did not fouhd tho church, and yot in a vory real sonso is its
foundor. The oarliost leadors, Apostlcs or Elders, did not ostablish a throo-fold
ministry, or any othor, But the throo~fold ministry did arise after New Testamont
timos. No mabtor what Josus may have said about Poter's boing a roock, tho foct
romoins that the ohurch was not founded on him. 4s Grant writes, the churoh "is
the evolution of a faith, a cult, o body of bolief and practice under the guidanco of
the divine Spirit, but conditioped ecvery stop of the way by the human situations
which it met -- and mastored,"2? .

The Kingdom of God preachod by Josus of Nazareth still romains the heart of
Christianity. Tho meens for entering that kingdom arc still tho ethiocal oncs of ro-
pentahice == and doing something about it, Tho chonncl of God's grace is still pri=~
marily (not exolusively) the Christien ochurch, snd that ¢hurch must continue to ovolvee

VThile the New Testament is the product of the church, it is also the rocord of
the church, end is thorefore more fundamental in providing diroction than tho church
jts0lf, It is tho New Testamont which provides the porspective, which establishos
the dircuction, and indicatos tho diversity in unity which is ossential to a truly
Christlike church, £nd the Now Tostamont oan only bo undorstood in the 1light of its
Jowish horitago,

But: any study of the synoptic gospols calls us back to something which is fun-
demental to our whole religious life, The vital, Joyous, and tragic roligion of Josus
himself, smothored, ignored, ond almost lost in the bonds of tradition, cemes to lifo
again as tho energizing power which con raise the ohurch to its former stature, so
that it oan face the future with a olear vision, a high purpose, and a ¢ devotion
to tho G.od revealed by Jesus Christ,

21, Pax‘sons, op. oit., pps 28-30s
x Grfmt 0 cit, 1
23: Ib'ido: Po.Iwo » Be 15T
, Teid., pe 201,
25. E'. oit.p P. m2.




