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608 FORERUNNER FORESIGHT

would be the last person to answer the question in

the atiirniativy.

Once more, the niiirhty works ascribed to Christ

in the Gospels are not the most wonderful of His

achievements. It is often [)ointed out in defence

of these mighty works, and rii^htly, that they were

wrought to serve beneficent ends, that they were

manifestations of power and love ministering in

various ways to human well-being ; and that as so

viewed, they were originally and homogeneously

related to all the other bcnehcent activities of our

Lord's ministry. It is also argued in favour of tlie

liossibility and the historical truth of the miracles

in question, that His perfect personal sinlessness

and iioliness was a moral miracle as great as, if not

greater tiian, any of the mighty works reported by

the Kvangelists as performed by Him. There is

justice in tliis argument. It was by the power of

God immanent and operative in Him, and by His
own free co operation therewith, that He achieved

His perfect moral self-realization in which He was
morally as perfect as (Jod. Tiiat was a miracle

intleed ; and, to say the least, there is no mightier

work on record in tlia (iosp'^ls and represented there

as wrought by Him in the exercise of the Divine
power of whicii He was a personal organ. See,

further, Miracle.
But tliat was only the beginning of the mightiest

work of all witii which the power of (iod in Christ

is associated, and which is only coming slowly to

manifestation in the moral progress of humanity.
Christ in the power of His Spirit is in the moral
life of mankind. He is morally re-creating the
life of the human race. The moral order of the
world is being evolved by means of His moral
power as the Mediator between (iod and men. By
means of His moral power in man's life and his-

tor}', He is conducting humanity onwards in the
path that will bring it to a ])erfect moral destiny
m tlie kingdom of God. This is the greatest,
mightiest of all His miracles ; and wiiosoever
understands the momentousness of the moral task
it implies will not stumble at any of the mighty
works on record in the Gospels.

LiTEUATrnE.—On iiovtria and hdafi./; see the Lexicons of
Crenier .-ind Grinmi-Thayer, s.vv. On Christ's miraculous power
see art. ' Miracles ' in Hastings' DB ; Mozlev, Damptoii Lectures,
esp. Lect. vi.

"VV." D. THOMSON.

FORERUNNER.—See John the Baptist.

FORESIGHT.—The interest of the student of
the Gospels, and of the life of Jesus which forms
their substance, in the topic of this article, is two-
fold. Jesus is represented in the Gospels as at
once the object and the subject of the most de-
tailed foresight. The work which He came to do
was a work ordained in the counsels of eternity,
and in all its items prepared for beforehand with
the most perfect prevision. In addressing Himself
to the accomplishment of this work Jesus pro-
ceeded from the beginning in the fullest know-
'.eilge of the end, and with the most absolute
a.ljustment of every step to its attainment. It is
from this dou])le view - point that each of the
Evangelists depicts the course of our Lord's life
on earth. They consentiently represent Him as
having come to perform a specific task, all the
elements of which were not only determined be-
forehand in the i)lan of God, but adumbrated, if
Honiewhat sporadically, yet with sufficient ful-

rr^'o-r'" K
!'"'^ "^ ^'^'^'*^'' '" t''^ prophecies of

the Ul. And tliey represent Him as coming to
lierforni this task with a clear consciousness of
Its nature and a competent control of all themeans for its .lischarge, so that His whole lifewas a conscientious fulfilment of a programme
a7-,il moved straight to its mark. The conception

of foresight thus dominates the whole Evangelical
narrative.

It is not necessary to dwell at length upon
the Evangelists' conception of our Lord's life and
work as the fuljilment of a plan Divinely pre-
determined for Him. It lies on the face of their
narratives that the authors of the Gospels had no
reservation with respect to the all-embracing pre-

destination of God (cf. Hastings' DB iv. 54-5(>)

;

and least of all could they exclude from it this

life and work which was to them the hinge u^wn
which all history turns. To them accordingly our
Lord is by way of eminence ' the man of destiny,'

and His whole life (Lk 2^** 4^") was governed hy
' the 5ft of the Divine counsel.' P^very step of His
pathway was a ' necessity " to Him, in the fulfil-

ment of the mission for which He had ' come
forth ' (Mk P^ cf. Swete), or as St. Luke (4^^) in

quite Johannine wise (5-^- ^'- *• 3«- ss q.^. -m. -m. 4u
,.f

passim) expresses it, 'was sent' (cf. Mt lO'*", INIk
9^", Lk 9^^ lU"' ; Mt IS-'' 21^^ Mk 12«, Lk 20i3,

cf.

Swete on Mk 9'"). Especially was all that con-
cerned His departure, the accomplishment of which
(Lk 9^^ cf. V."') was His particular task, under the
government of this ' Divine necessity ' (Mt 16-' 26"'*,

Mk 8-', Lk 9-^ 17'-^« 22^-- « 24^- *\ Jn S'-* 20^ cf. Ac
223 318 428^ and Westcott on Jn 20^). His final

journey to Jerusalem (Mt 16-'), His rejection by
the rulers (Mk 8-", Lk i,-- 17-'), His betrayal (Lk
24"), arrest (Mt 26'-'), sufferings (Mt 2&'\ Mk
83', Lk 9-- 17-=), and death (Mt 16-', Mk 8=*', Lk
9'--) by crucifixion (Lk 24', Jn 3"), His rising again
(Jn 203) on the third day.(]*Jt l&-\ Mk 8"', Lk 9--

24'- '^*)—each item alike is declared to have been
' a matter of necessity in pursuance of the Divine
purpose ' (Mej^er, Mt 24"), ' a necessary part of the
destiny assigned our Lord ' (Meyer, ISIt 26=^). ' The
death of our Lord ' thus appears ' not as the acci-

dental work of hostile caprice, but (cf. Ac 2-^ 3'^)

the necessary result of the Divine predestination
(Lk 22~), to which Divine del (Lk 24-6) the per-

sonal free action of man had to serve as an instru-

ment' (Meyer, Ac 4-'*).

How far the several events which entered into
this life had been prophetically .announced is obvi-

ously, in this view of it, a mere matter of detail.

All of them lay open before the eyes of God ; and
the only limit to pre-announcement was the extent
to which God had chosen to reveal what was to

come to pass, through His servants the prophets.
In .some instances, however, the prophetic an-

nouncement is particularly adduced as the ground
on which recognition of the necessity of occurrence
rests. The fulfilment of Scripture thus becomes
regulative for the life of Jesus. Whatever stood
written of Him in the Law or the Prophets or the
Psalms (Lk 24^'') must needs (5e?) be accomplislied
(Mt 265^ Lk 22^7 24-«, Jn 20"). Or, in aiiotlier

form of .statement, particul.arly frequent in Mt.
(1- 213- 23 4" 8'7 12" 13-'5 21-» 26=«) and Jn. (12^8 13'«

j5-'5 1^12 1924.36)^ ij^t found also in the other Evan-
gelists (Mk M*'-*, Lk 4^'), the several occurrences of

His life fell out as they did, ' in order that what
was spoken by the Lord ' through the prophets or

in Scripture," 'might be fulfilled' (cf. Mt 2'^ 26"
27", Lk 24«

; in Jn 18»- »-, Lk '24^-* declarations of

Jesus are treated precisely similarly). That is to

say, ' what was done stood ... in the connexion
of the Divine necessity, as an actual fact, by which
Srophecy was destined to be fulfilled. The Divine
ecree expressed in the latter must be accom-

plished, and to that end this . . . came to pass,
and that, acrordinrf to the whole of its contents'
(Meyer, Mt 1"-'-). The meaning is, not that there
lies in the OT Scriptures a complete predictive
account of all the details of the life of Jesus, which
those skilled in the interpretation of Scripture
might read off from its pages at will. Tiiis pro-
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•,^rainme in its detailed completeness lies only in

the Divine purpose ; and in Scripture only so far

forth as God has chosen to place it there for tiie

guidance or the assurance of His people. The
meaning is rather that all that stands written of

Jesus in the OT Scriptures has its certain fultil-

ment in Him ; and that enough stands written of

Him there to assure His followers that in the course
of His life, and in its, to them, strange and unex-
pected ending, He was not the prey of chance or

the victim of the hatred of men, to the marring of

His work or perhaps even the defeat of His mis-

sion, but was following step by step, straight to its

goal, the predestined pathway marked out for Him
in the counsels of eternity, and sutiiciently revealed
from of old in the Scriptures to enable all who
were not ' foolish and slow of heart to believe in all

that the prophets have spoken,' to perceive that

the Christ must needs have lived just this life and
fulfilled just this destiny.

That the whole course of the life of Jesus, and
especially its culmination in the death which He
died, was foreseen and afore-prepared by God,
enters, thus, into the very substance of the Evan-
gelical narrative. It enters equally into its very
substance that this life tuas from the beginning

lived out by Jesus Himself infall view of its drift

and its issue. The Evangelists are as far from
representing Jesus as driven blindly onwards by a
Divine destiny unknown to Himself, along courses

not of His own choosing, to an unanticipated end,

as they are from representing Him as thwarted in

His purposes, or limited in His achievement, or

determined or modified in His aims or methods, by
the conditions which from time to time emerged
in His way. The very essence of their representa-

tion is that Jesus came into the world with a

definite mission to execute, of the nature of which
He was perfectly aware, and according to which
He ordered the whole course of His life as it

advanced under His competent control unswerv-

ingly to its preconceived mark. In their view His

life was lived out, not in ignorance of its issues,

or in the form of a series of trials and corrections,

least of all in a more or less unavailing efibrt to

wring success out of failure ; but in complete know-

ledge of the counsels of God for Him, in perfect

acquiescence in them, and in careful and volun-

tary fulfilment of them. The 'Divine 5eV which

governed His life is represented as fully recog-

nized by Himself (Mt 16-', Mk 8»i, Lk 4« 9" 17- 24^

Jn 3'* 12*"), and the fulfilment of the intimations

of prophecy in His life as accepted by Him as a

rule for His voluntary action (Mt 2a'^ Lk 21^''

24--'8- •", Jn 209, Mk 14«, Lk 4-\ Jn 13'8 lo-^ 17''
;

cf.

Mt 13" 15^ 24"^ 265^ Mk 7"^). Determining all

things, determined by none, the life He actually

lived, leading up to the death He actually died, is

in their vieW precisely the life which from the

beginning He intended to live, ending in precisely

the death in which, from the beginning, He in-

tended this life to issue, undeflected by so much
as a hair's-breadth from the straight path He had

from the start marked out for Himself in the

fullest prevision and provision of all the so-called

cliances and changes which might befall Him.

Not only were there no surprises in life for Jesus

(cf. art. Amazement, p. 48), and no compulsions ;

there were not even ' infl!uenoes,' as we speak of

' influences' in a merely human career. The mark

of this life, as the Evangelists depict it, is its calm

and quiet superiority to all circumstance and con-

dition, and to all the varied forces which sway

other lives ; its prime characteristics are volun-

tariness and independence. Neither His mother,

nor His brethren, nor His disciples, nor the people

He came to serve, nor His enemies bent upon His

destruction, nor Satan himself with his tempta-

VOL. I.—39

tions, could move Him one step from His chosen
path. When men seemed to prevail over Him
they were but w'orking His will ; the great ' N(j

one has taken my life away from me ; I have
power to lay it down, and I have power to take it

again ' (Jn 10'^), is but the enunciation for the
supreme act, of the principle that governs all His
movements. His own chosen pathway ever lay
fully displayed before His feet ; on it His feet fell

quietly, but they found the way always unblocked.
What He did. He came to do ; and He carried

out His programme with unwavering purpose and
indefectible certitude. So at least the Evangelists
represent Him. (Cf. the first half of a striking

article on ' Die Selbstandigkeit Jesu,' by Trott, in

Luthardt's ZK \VL, 1883, iv. 233-241 ; in its latter

half the art. falls away from its idea, and ends by-

making Jesus absolutely dependent on Scripture
for His knowledge of God and Divine things

:

' We have no right whatever to maintain that
Jesus received revelations from the Father other-

wise than through the medium of the sacred Scrip-

tures ; that is a jmrt of His complete humanity

'

(p. 238)).

The signature of this supernatural life which
the Evangelists depict Jesus as living, lies thus
in the perfection of the foresight by which it was
governed. Of the reality of this foresight they
leave their readers in no doubt, nor yet of its com-
pleteness. They suggest it by the general picture

they draw of the self-directed life which Jesus
lived in view of His mission. They record repeated
instances in which He mentions beforehand events

yet to occur, or foreshadows the end from the
beginning. They connect these manifestations of

foresight with the possession by Him of knowledge
in general, in comprehension and penetration alike

far beyond what is native to man. It may per-

haps be natural to surmise in the first instance

that they intend to convey merely the conviction

that in Jesus was manifested a prophet of supreme
greatness, in whom, as the culminating example of

prophecy (cf. Ac 3--- -^), resided beyond precedent

the gifts proper to prophets. There can be no
question that to the writers of the Gospels Jesus

A\ as ' the incarnate ideal of the prophet, who, as

such, forms a class by Himself, and is more than a

prophet' (this is what Schwartzkopff thinks Him,
The Prophecies of Jesus Christ, p. 7). They record

with evident sympathy the impression made by
Him at the outset of His ministry, that God had at

last in Him visited His people (Mk 6'^, Lk 7'^ Jn
4'" 9''') ; they trace the ripening of this impression

into a well-settled belief in His prophetic char-

acter (Mt 2V\ Lk 24", Mt 2P«, Lk 7'\ Jn 7*)

:

and they remark upon the widespread suspicion

which accompanied this belief, that He was some-

thing more than a prophet— possibly one of the

old prophets returned, certainly a very special

prophet ciiarged with a very special mission for

the introduction of the Messianic times (Mt lO"*,

Mk 6-5 8-8, Lk gs-'". Jn e'-* 7^"). They repre-

sent Jesus as not only calling out and accepting

this estimate of Him, but frankly assuming a

prophet's place and title (Mt IS'^", Mk Q\ Lk A-\

Jn 4"", Lk 13*0> exercising a prophet's functions,

and delivering prophetic discourses, in which He
unveils the future (Mt 24-^i, Mk 13^^ Jn 14'-^9

; cf.

Mt 28", I..k 24", and such passages as Mt 26^-- ^'',

Mk 16^). Nevertheless it is very clear that in

their allusions to the supernatural knowledge of

Jesus, the Evangelists suppose themselves to be

illustrating something very much greater than

merely prophetic inspiration. The specific difier-

ence betw^een Jesus and a prophet, in their view,

was that while a prophet's human knoAvledge is

increased by many things revealed to him by God
(Am 3"), Jesus participated in all the fulness of
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the Divine knowled-e (Mt 11^, Lk 10--, Jn 16'^ 18^

IG-^ -il'"), so that ail that is knowable lay open

l,efore Him (Jn 17'"). The Evangelists, in a word,

obviously intend to attiibutt; Divme omniscience

to Jesus, and in their adduction of instances of

His supernatural knowied-e, whether with respect

to hidden tilings or to those yet buried in the

future, are illustrating His possession of this

Divine omniscience (cf. Muirhead, The Eschatology

of JcsHS, p. 119, where, in partial correction of the

more inadequate statement of p. 48, there is recog-

ni7i-il in the Evangelists at least a 'tendency' to

attribute to our Lord ' Divine dignity ' and ' literal

oiiniiscience').

That this is the case with St. Johns Gospel is

very commonly recognized (for a plain stateinent

of the evidence .see Karl Miiller, Gottlkhcs Wisien

and ffoitliche MacM cks johann. Chridm, 1882, §4,

pp. 29-47 :
' Zeugnisse des vierten Evangeliums f lir

Jesu gottliches Wissen'). It is not too much to

say, indeed, that one of the chief objects which

the author of that Gospel set before himself Avas to

make clear to its readers the superhuman know-
ledge of Jesus, with especial reference, of course,

to liis own career. It therefore records direct

ascriptions of omniscience to Jesus, and represents

tliem as favourably received by Him (Jn 16^" 21"
;

cf. kiddon, Bamptun Lectures, ed. 4, 1869, p. 466).

It makes it almost the busine.ss of its opening

(•hai)ters to exhibit this omniscience at work in

the especially Divine form (Lk 16l^ Ac l~\ He 4^-,

I's 138 (139)-, Jer 17"' 20»- ; cf. Swete on Mk 2*) of

immediate, universal, and complete knowledge of

tlie thoughts and intents of the human heart (cf.

Westcott on Jn 2-^^), laying down the general

thesis in 2'*- -^ (cf. 6«'*- '" 21"*'), and illustrating it in

detail in the cases of all with whom Jesus came
into contact in the opening days of His ministry
(cf. Westcott on Jn f-*'), Peter (1*-), Philip (V'^),

Nathanael (1'*''), Mary (2^), Nicodemus (3), the

woman of Samaria (4). In the especially striking

case of the choice of Judas Iscariot as one of the
Apostles, it expressly explains that this was due to

no ignorance of Judas' character or of his future
action (6***- ^ 13"), but was done as part of our
Lord's voluntary execution of His own well-laid

plans. It pictures Jesus with great explicitness as

l)rosecuting His whole work in full knowledge of

all the things that were coming upon Him (Jn 18^,

cf. Westcott), and with a view to subjecting them
.all to His governing hand, so that His life from the
beginning should run steadily onward on the lines

of a thoroughly wrought-out plan (.In 1^" 2'^- -^ 3"
(J.-,l.li4. 70 'ja y:8 J(jl5. IS '"JO^- ^ 131. U. JI. as 2429 2Q5. 32

18^- «).

It is difficult to see, however, why St. John's
(;()spel should be separated from its companions in
this matter (Schenkel says frankly that it is only
because there is no such j)assage in St. John's Gos-
pel as Mk 13*^ on Mhich see below. Whatever
else must be said of W. Wrede's Das Messiasge-
h-ininis, etc., 1901, it must be admitted that it has
Iwoken down this artificial distinction between the
(Jospel of John and the Synoptics). If they do
not, like St. John (16^»21'7), record direct ascrip-
tions of i)recise omniscience to Jesus by His
followers, they do, like St. John, represent Him
ius Himself claiming to be the depository and dis-
tributer of the Father's knowledge (Mt 'll-'-»«, Lk
in^---^). Nor do they lag behind St. John in
attributing to Jesus the Divine prerogative of
n-a<luig tlic heart (Mt 9\ Meyer ; Mk 2^- ^ 8^^ 12i5- «
Swete, p. Ixxxviii ; Lk 5-'-7--') or the manifestation'
in other forms, of God-like omniscience (Mt 17-^
21-. Mk 11- ]4'^ Lk 5^ 19^- 22">

; cf. O. Holtzmann,
li'trJrs,i., Etsfafih-r? p. 14 and p. 15, note). Least
of all do they fall behind St. John in insisting
"I»on the perfection of the foresight of Jesus in all

matters connected with His own life and death

(Mt 913 12^" 16-' 20'*- 2-- -" 262- 21- ^'i- 5", Mk 2'" 8^' 9^'

l',j33.
33. 45 112 I48. 13. 18. 30^ L^ 8^^ 9--- **' ^^ 12''" 13^^ 17^

Igsi 1930 22'o. 21.34. 37 24-"). Nothing could exceed

the detailed precision of these announcements,—

a

characteristic which has been turned, of course, to

their discredit as genuine utterances of Jesus by
writers who find ditticulty with detailed prediction.
' The form and contents of these texts,' remarks

Wrede [MessiasgehrAmnls, etc. p. 88), 'speak a

language which cannot be misunderstood. They
are notliing but a short summary of the Passion

history— "cast, of course, in the future tense."'

'"The Passion-history,'" he proceeds, quoting

Eichhorn, '"could certainly not be more exactly

related in few words." ' In very fact, it is perfectly

clear—whether they did it by placing upon His

lips predictions He never uttered and never could

have uttered, is another question—that tlie Evan-

gelists designed to represent Jesus as endowed
with the absolute and unlimited foresight conso-

nant with His Divine nature (see Liddon, Bcunptvn

Lectures, ed. 4, p. 464 tl'. ; and cf. A. J. ^Slason,

The Conditions of our Lord's Life on Earth, pp.

155-194).

The force of this representation cannot be broken,

of course, by raising the question afresh whether
the supernatural knowledge attributed by the Evan-

gelists to our Lord may not, in many of its items at

least, if not in its whole extent, find its analogues,

after all, in human powers, or be explained as not

different in kind from that of the prophets (cf. e.g.

Westcott, 'Additional Note on Jn 2-^; A. J. JNIason,

Conditions, etc. pp. 162-163). The question more
immediately before us does not concern our own
view of the nature and origin of this knowledge,

but that of the Evangelists. If we will keep
these two questions separate wc shall scarcely be

able to doubt that the Evangelists mean to i)resent

this knowledge as one of the marks of our Lord's

Divine dignity. In interpreting them Ave are not

entitled to parcel out the mass of the illustra-

tions of His supernormal knowledge Avhich they

record to differing sources, as may fall in with our

own conceptions of the inherent possibilities of

each case ; finding indications in some instances

merely of His line human instinct, in others of His
l^rophetic inspiration, while reserving others—if

such others are left to us in our analysis— as

products of His Divine intuition. The Evangelists

suggest no such lines of cleavage in the mass ; and
they must be interpreted from their own stand-

point. This finds its centre in their expressed

conviction that in Jesus Christ dwelt the fulness

of the knowledge of God (Mt \V'\ Lk 10--, Jn 8«
1(315 1710) To them His knowledge of God and of

Divine things, of Himself in His Person and
mission, of the course of His life and the events

Avhich Avould befall Him in the prosecution of the

work wliereunto He had been sent, of the men
around Him,—His followers and friends, the people

and their rulers,—down to the most hidden depths

of their natures and the most intimate processes of

their secret thoughts, and of all the things forming

the environment in Avhicli the drama He was
enacting Avas cast, hoAVCA'er Avideh' that environ-

ment be conceived, or hoAvever minutely it be

contemplated,—Avas but the manifestation, in the

ever-Avidening circles of our human modes of con-

ception, of the perfect apprehension and under-

standing that dwelt changelessly in His Divine
intelligence. He Avho kncAv God perfectly,—it Avere

little that He should know man and the Avorld

perfectly too ; all that affected His oavu Avork and
career, of course, and Avith it, equally of course,

all that lay outside of this (cf. Mason, Conditions,

etc. p. 168) ; in a Avord, unlimitedly, all things.

Even if nothing l)ut the LaAv of Parsimony stood
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in the way, it might well be understood that the
Evangelists would be deterred from seeking, in the
case of such a Being, other sources of information
besides His Divine intelligence to account for all

His far-reaching and varied knowledge. At all

events, it is clearly their conviction that all He
knew—the scope of which was unbounded and its

depth unfathomed, though their record suggests
rather than fully illustrates it—found its explana-
tion in the dignity of His j^erson as God manifest
in the flesh.

Nor can the effect of their representation of

Jesus as the subject of this all-embracing Divdne
knowledge be destroyed by the discovery in their
narratives of another line of representation in
which our Lord is set forth as living His life out
under the conditions which belong naturally to

the humanity He had assumed. These representa-
tions are certainly to be neglected as little as those
others in which His Divine omniscience is sug-
gested. They bring to our observation another
side of the complex personality that is depicted,
which, if it cannot be said to be as emphatically
insisted upon by the Evangelists, is nevertheless,

perhaps, equally pervasively illustrated. This is

the true humanity of our Lord, within the scope of

which He willed to live out His life upon earth, that
He might accomjjlish the mission for which He
had been sent. The suggestion that He might
break over the bounds of His mission, in order that
He might escape from the ruggedness of His chosen
path, by the exercise whether of His almighty
power (^It 4^^', Lk 4^^-) or of His tinerring foresight

(Mt 16--
1

), He treated flrst and last as a tempta-
tion of the Evil One—for ' how then should the
Scriptures be fulfilled that thus it must be' (Mt
26''^

ID? It is very easy, to be sure, to exaggerate
the indications in the Evangelists of the confine-

ment of our Lord's activities within the limits of

human powers. It is an exaggeration, for example,
to speak as if the Evangelists represent Him as

frequently surprised by the events which befell

Him : they never predicate surprise of Him, and it

is only by a very precarious inference from the

events recorded that they can ever be supposed
even to suggest or allow place for such an emotion
in our Lord (cf. art. Amazkment, p. 48). It is an
exaggeration again to adduce our Lord's questions

as attempts to elicit information for His own guid-

ance : His questions are often plainly dialectical

or rhetorical, or, like some of His actions, solely

for the benefit of those ' that stood around.' It is

once more an exaggeration to adduce the employ-

ment in many cases of the term yii'doaKw, when the

Evangelists speak of our Lord's knowledge, as if it

were thereby implied that this knowledge was
freshly born in His mind : the assumed distinction,

but faintly marked in Greek literature, cannot be

traced in the usage of the terms yvuivai and elSe^'at.

in their application to our Lord's knowledge ; these

terms even replace one another in parallel accounts

of the same instance (Mt 'J2'8 !l
Mk 12i5

; [Mt 9^] ;!
I\Ik

2^ Lk r>2-; cf. Mt 12-5, Li- 08 947 1117^ jn qsi^ . ^„it,a:

is used of the undoubted Divine knowledge of our

Lord ([Mt lI-'] Lk 10-, Jn lU^^ 1725^ jyjt 7^-; cf. Jn
2i4. 2.5 5-i-.> lo'^- -")

; and indeed of the knowledge of

God Himself (Lk 10" 16'3, Jn lO'^ [Mt 11^]): and,

in any event, there is a distinction which in such

nice inquiries should not be neglected, between

saying that the occurrence of an event, being per-

ceived, was the occasion of an action, and saying

that knowledge of the event, perceived as occur-

ring, waited on its occurrence. Gravely vitiated by

.such exaggerations as most discussions of the sub-

ject are, enough re.nc.-ns, however, after all ex-

aggeration is pruned away, to assure us, not indeed

that our Lord's life on earth was, in the view of

tiie Evangelists, an exclusively human one ; or that.

apart from the constant exercise of His will to
make it such, it Avas controlled by the limitations of

humanity ; but certainly that it was, in their view,
lived out, so far as was consistent with the fulfil-

ment of the mission for which He came—and as an
indispensable condition of the fulfilment of that
mission—under the limitations belonging to a
purely human life. The classical passages in this

reference are those striking statements in the
second chapter of Luke (2^"- ^-) in which is summed
up our Lord's growth from infancy to manhood,
including, of course, His intellectual development
(cf. art. Children, p. 302), and His own remark-
able declaration recorded in Mt 24^*^, Mk 13^-, in

which He affirms His ignorance of the day and
hour of His return to earth. Supplemented by
their general dramatization of His life within the
range of the purely human, these passages are
enough to assure us that in the view of the Evan-
gelists there was in our Lord a purely human soul,

which bore its own proper part in His life, and
which, as human souls do, grew in knowledge as it

grew in wisdom and grace, and remained to the

end, as human souls must, ignorant of many
things,— nay, which, because human souls are

finite, must ever be ignorant of much embraced in

the universal vision of the Divine Spirit. We may
wonder why the ' day and hour ' of His own return
should remain among the things of which our
Lord's human soul continued ignorant throughout
His earthly life. But this is a matter about
which surely we need not much concern ourselves.

We can never do more than vaguely guess at the
law which governs the inclusions and exclusions

which characterize the knowledge-contents of any
human mind, limited as human minds are not only
qualitatively but quantitatively ; and least of all

could we hope to penetrate the principle of selec-

tion in the case of the perfect human intelligence

of our Lord ; nor have the Evangelists hinted their

view of the matter. We must just be content to

recognize that we are face to face here with the

mystery of the Two Natures, which, although
they do not, of course, formally enunciate the

doctrine in so many words, the Evangelists yet

effectively teach, since by it alone can consistency

be induced between the two classes of facts which
they present unhesitatingly in their narratives.

Only, if we would do justice to their presentation,

we must take clear note of two of its character-

istics. They do not simply, in separated portions

of their narratives, adduce the facts which mani-

fest our Lord's Divine powers and His human
characteristics, but interlace them inextricably

in the same sections of the narratives. And
they do not subject the Divine that is in Christ

to the limitations of the human, but quite deci-

sively present the Divine as dominating all, and
as giving play to the human only by a constant,

voluntary withholding of its full manifestation in

the interests of the task undertaken. Observe the

story, for example, in Jn 11, which Dr. Mason
[Conditions, etc. p. 143) justly speaks of as 'indeed

a mar\'ellous weaving together of that which is

natural and that which is above nature.' 'Jesus

learns from others that Lazarus is sick, but knows
without any further message that Lazarus is dead

;

He weeps and groans at the sight of the sorrow

which surrounds Him, yet calmly gives thanks for

the accomplishment of the miracle before it has

been accomplished.' This conjunction of the two
elements is typical of the whole Evangelical narra-

tive. As portrayed in it our Lord's life is distinctly

duplex ; and can be consistently construed only by
the help of the conception of the Two Natures.
And just as distinctly is this life portrayed in

these narratives as receiving its determination not
from the human, but from the Divine side. If what
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Jolin undertakes to depict is what was said and

done by tlie incarnated Word, no less what the

Synoptics essay is to present the (iospel (as Mark
puts it) of Jesus Christ the Son of God. It is

distinctly a supernatural life that He is repre-

sented by them all as living;- ; and the human aspect

of it is treated by each alike as an incident in

something more exalted, by which it is perinitted,

ratlier than on which it imposes itself. Though
]iass('d as far as Avas befitting within the limits of

laimanity, this life remains at all times the life of

(iod juaiiifest in the ilesh, and, as depicted by the

Evangelists, never escapes beyond the boundaries

set l)y what was suitable to it as such.

Tlie actual instances of our Lord's foresight

whicli are recorded by the Evangelists are not very

nuuierous outside of those which concern the cstab-

lislimentof the Kingdom of God, with which alone,

of course, their nan-atives are particularly en-

gaged. Even the few instances of specific exhibi-

tions of foreknowledge of what we may call trivial

events owe their record to some connexion with
this great work. Examples are afforded by the

foresight that the casting of the nets at the exact
time and place indicated by our Lord would secure

a draught of fishes (Lk 5\ cf. Jn 21") ; that the

first fish that Peter would take when he tlirew his

hook into the sea would be one which had swallowed
a stater (Mt 17^) ; that on entering a given village

the disciples should find an ass tied, and a colt w'ith

it, whose owners would be obedient to our Lord's

request (Mt 21-
||) ; and tliat on entering Jeru-

salem to make ready for the final passovcr- feast

they should meet a man bearing a pitcher, pre-

pared to serve the Master's needs (Mk 14^'). In in-

stances like these the interlacing of prevision and
provision is very intimate, and doubt arises whether
they illustrate most distinctly our Lord's Divine foi'e-

sight or His control of events. In other instances
the element of foresight comes, perhaps, more
purely forward : such are possibly the predictions
of tlie ollence of the disciples (Mt 28^M!), the denial
of Peter (20^^11), and the treachery of Judas (26-i

|!).

There may be added the whole series of utterances
in which our Lord shows a comprehensive foresight
of the career of those whom He called to His ser-

vice (Mt 41'-' IQi^- -1 20-2- 24»f-, Jn 16"-) ; and also that
other series in which He exhibits a like full fore-
knowledge of the entire history of the Kingdom of
(iod in the world (cf. esp. the parables of the
Kingdom, and such passages as Mt 16^^ 24^--'* 21^'*

24>^ 26'», Lk 19", Jn 14'8- 1«). It is, however, par-
ticularly with reference to His own work in estab-
lishing the Kingdom, and in regai'd to the nature
of that v.'ork, that stress is particularly laid upon
the completeness of His foreknowledge. His entire
career, as we have seen, is represented by all the
Evangelists as lying plainly before Him from the
beginning, with every detail clearly marked and
l)rovided for. It is especially, however, with refer-
ence to the three great events in which His work
in estal)lishing His Kingdom is summed np—His
death, His resurrection. His return—that the pre-
dictions become numerous, if wo may not even say
constant. Each of the Evangelists represents Hini,
for example, as foreseeing His death from tlie start
(Jn2''-' :V\ Mt 12« 9i\ Mk 2''', Lk 12^^'5=«

; cf. Meyer
on Mt 9" 16-'

; Weiss on Mk S'*' ; Denney, Death of
Chrt.'it, p. 18 ; Wrede, Measiasgcheimnis, p. 19, etc.),
and as so ordering His life as'to march steadfastly
forward to it as its chosen climax (cf. e.g. W>ede,
p. 84 :

' It is accordingly the meaning of Mark that
Jesus journeys to Jerusalem because it is His will to
die there '). He is rejiresented, therefore, as avoid-
ing all that could lead up to it for a time, and then,
when He was ready for it, as setting Himself stead-
fastlv to bring it about as He would ; as speakino- of
It only guardedly at (irst, and afterwards, when the

time was ripe for it, as setting about assiduously to

prepare His disciples for it. Similarly with respect
to His resurrection, He is reported as having it in

mind, indeed, from the earliest days of His ministry
(Jn 2'^ Mt 12« 16-^1, Mk S^', Lk 9-^), but adverting
to it with pajdagogical care, so as to prejjare rather
than confuse the minds of His disciples. The
same in substance may be said with reference to

His return (Mt 10-^ 16-', ]\Ik 8^^ 9', Lk 9-^«- -7).

A survey in chronological order of the jmssages
in which He is reported as speaking of these three
great events of the future, cannot fail to leave a
distinct impression on the mind not only of the
large space they occupy in the Evangelical narra-
tive, but of the great place they take as foreseen,

according to that narrative, in the life anil work of

our Lord. In the following list the passages in

which He adverts to His death stand in the order
given them in Robinson's Harmony of tlie Gospels :

Jn 213 3», Mt 12« (cf. 164, Lk 1132), Lk r2-l9- 50, Mt 915 (jik 219,

Lk 5--1), Jn OSl 7B-S, Mt lO'-l (Mk 831, Lk 92:2), Lk 9^1, Mt 1717 (Mk
912), Mt 1722.23 (Mk 931, Lk 9«), Lk 951, jn -J-H 821- 2S 95 iqu. i-.,

Lk 1332 1725, Mt 201S- 19 (Mk 1033, Lk 1831), jn 1228, Mt 202 i (Mk
10:w), Mt 202<t (Mk 10^5), Mt 2139 (Mk 12^, Lk 20"), Jn 1223, Mt
262, Jn 131 isai, Mt 26-« (Mk 1424, Lk 2220), Mt 20^51 (Mk 1427, Jn
142^), Jn 1513 165 i(jl6 1811, Mt 26*4 (Jn I8II), Lk 2426- 46.

The following allusions to His resurrection are

in the same order :

Jn 219, Mt 1240 (Lk 1130), Mt 16^1 (Mk 831, Lk 922), Mk 179 (Mk
99), Mt 172J (Mk 931), Jn luis [1618], Mt 2017 (Mk 1034, Lk 183^),

Mt 2632 (Mk 142S) [Mt 286
|| Lk 24«], Lk 2440.

The following are, in like order, the allusions to

His return :

Mt 1023 1027 (Mk 838 91, Lk 926.27), Lk 1040 1722, Mt 1923 23:a'

243 (Mk 134, Lk 21«), 2434-37 (Mk 1330, Lk 21=2), Mt 2444 2531 -26W

(Mk 14«2, Lk 2269).

The most cursory examination of these series of

passages in their setting, and especially in their

distribution through the Evangelical narrative, will

evince the cardinal place which the eschatological
element takes in the life of the Lord as depicted
in the Gospels. In particular, it will be impossible
to escape the conviction that it is distinctly the
teaching of the Evangelists that Jesus came into

the world specifically to die, and ordered His whole
life wittingly to tliat end. As Dr. Denney puts it

(expounding Jn 10''', on which see also Westcott's
note), ' Christ's death is not an incident of His
life, it is the aim of it. The laying down of His
life is not an accident in His career, it is His voca-
tion ; it is that in which the Divine purpose of

His life is revealed.' ' If there was a period in

His life during which He had other thoughts, it is

antecedent to that at which we have any knov,--

ledge of Him' (Diyith of Christ, pp. 2.59'and 18).

Nothing could therefore be more at odds with
the consentient and constant representations of the
Evangelists than to speak of the ' shadow of the
cross' as only somewhat late in His history begin-

ning to fall athwart our Lord's pathwaj' ; of the
idea that His earthly career should close in gloom
as ' distinctly emerging in the teaching of Jesus
only at a comparatively late period,' and as there-

fore presumably not earlier ' clear in His mind "

:

unless, indeed, it be the accompanying more general
judgment that ' there was nothing extraordinary
or supernatural in Jesus' foreknowledge of His
death,' and that 'His projdiecy was l)ut the expres-

sion of a mind which knew that it could not cease to

be obedient while His enemies would not cease t(»

be hostile' (A. M. Fairbairn, The Expositor, 1897, i.:

V. iv. [1896] 283, 285). It is not less unwarranted
to speak of Him as bowing to His fate only ' as the
will of God, to which He yielded Himself up to

the very end only with difficulty, and at best against
His will' (Wernle, Synopt. Fraqc, 200).

Such expressions as these, however, advise us
that a very different concei)tion from that presented
by the Evangelists has found widespread accept-
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anc@ among a class of modern scholars, -whose

efforts have been devoted to giving to our Lord's
life on earth a character more normally human
than it seems to possess as it lies on tlie pages of

the Evangelists. The negative principle of the
new constructions ottered of the course and
springs of our Lord's career being rejection of the
account given by the Evangelists, these scholars

are thrown back for guidance very much upon
their own subjective estimate of probabilities. The
Gospels are, however, the sole sources of information
for the events of our Lord's life, and it is impossible

to decline their aid altogether. Few, accordingly,

liave been able to discard entirely the general
framework of the life of Christ they present (for

those who are inclined to represent Jesus as making
no claim even to be the Messiah, see H. Holtzmann,
NT Theol. i. 280, note ; Meinhold as there referred

to ; and Wrede, Das Messinsf/eheimvis, especially

Appendix vii. ). Most have derived enough from
the Gospels to assume that a crisis of some sort

occurred at Cresarea Philippi, where the Evangelists

represent our Lord as beginning formally and
frankly to prepare His disciples for His death (Mt
16-'

!l).

Great differences arise at once, however, over what this crisis

was. Schenkel supposes that it was only at this point in His
ministry that Jesus began to think Himself the Messiah ; Strauss

is willing to believe He suspected Himself to be the Messiah
earlier, and supposes that He now first began to proclaim Him-
self such ; P. W. Schmidt and Lobstein imagine that on this

day He both put the Messianic crown upon His head and face<l

death looming in His path ; Weizsacker and Keim allow that

He thought and proclaimed Himself the Messiah from the be-

ginning, and suppose that what is new here is that only now
did He come to see with clearness that His ministry would end
in His death,—and as death for the Messiah means return, they

add that here He begins His proclamation of His return in glory.

To this Schenkel and Hase find difficulty in assenting, feeling

it impossible that the Founder of a spiritual kingdom should

look forward to its consummation in a physical one, and in-

sisting, therefore, that though Jesus may well have predicted

the destruction of His enemies, He can scarcely have foretold

His own coming in glory. On the other hand, Strauss and Baur
judge that a prediction of the destruction of Jerusalem too

closely resembles what actually occurred not to be poi<t eventmn,

but see no reason why Jesus should not have dreamed of coming

back on the clouds of heaven. As to His death, Strauss thinks

He began to anticipate it only shortly before His last journey to

Jerusalem ; while Holsten cannot believe that He realized what
was before Him until He actually arrived at Jerusalem, and

even then did not acquiesce in it (so Spitta). That He went to

Jerusalem for the purpose of dying, neither Weizsacker, nor

Brandt, nor H. Holtzmann, nor Schultzen will admit, though

the two last named allow that He foresaw that the journey

would end in His death ; or at least that it possibly would, adds

Piinjer, since, of course, a possibility of success lay open to

Him (cf. H. Holtzmann, NT Theol. i. 285-286, note). As many
men, so many opinions. As the positive principle of construc-

tion in all these schemes of life for Jesus is desupernaturaliza-

tion, they differ, so far as the prophetic element in His teaching

as reported bv the Evangelists is concerned, chiefly in the

measure in which they explain it as due more or less entirely

to the Evangelists carrying their own ideas, or the ideas of the

community in which they lived, back into Jesus' mouth ; or

allow it more or less fully to Jesus, indeed, but only in a form

which can be thought of as not rising above the natural prog-

nostications of a man in His position. A few deny to Jesus the

entire series of predictions reported in the Gospels, and assign

them in mass to the thought of the later conununity (cr).

Eichhorn, Wrede). A few, on the other hand, allow the whole,

or nearly the whole, series to Jesus, and explain them all

naturalistically. Most take an intermediate position, deter-

mined by the principle that all which seems to each critic

incapable of naturalistic explanation as utterances of Jesus

shall be assigned to later origin. Accordingly, the concrete

details in the alleged predictions are quite generally denied to

Jesus, and represented as easily explicable modifications, in

accordance with the actual course of events, of what Jesus really

said The prediction of resurrection on the third day, for ex-

ample is held bv many (e.g. SchwartzkopfE) to be too precise a

determination, and is therefore excluded from the prophecy,

or explained as onlv a periphrasis for an indefinite short time,

after the analogy of Hos 62 (so even B. Weiss). To others a

prediction of a" resurrection at all seems incredible (Strauss,

Schenkel, Weizsacker, Keim, Brandt), and it is transmuted into,

at most, a premonition of future victory. By yet others (as

Holsten) even the anticipation of death is doubted, and nothing

of forecast is left to Jesus except, possibly, a vague anticipation

of difficulty and suffering; while with others even this gives

wav and Jesus is represented as passing either the greater

part of His life (Fairbairn), or the whole of it, in jovful expecta-

tion of more or less unbroken succe.-s, or at least, however

thickly the clouds gathered over His head, iu inextinguishable
hope in God and His interposition in His behalf (cf. the brief

general sketch of opinions in Wrede, Messlasjeheitnnis, p. 85).

Thus, over-against the ' dogmatic ' view of the
life of Christ, set forth in the Evangelists, accord-
ing to which Jesus came into the world to die, and
which is dominated, therefore, by foresight, is set,

in polar opposition to it, a new view, calling itself
' historical,' the principle of which is the denial to

Jesus of any foresight whatever beyond the most
limited human forecast. No pretence is ordinarily
made that this new view is given support by
the Evangelical records ; it is put forward on a
priori or general grounds— as, for e.xample, the
only psychologically possible view (e.g. Schwartz-
koptt'. Prophecies of Christ, p. 28 ; cf. Denney,
Death of Christ, p. 11, and especially the just

.strictures of Wrede, Messiasgeheimnis, pp. 2, 3).

It professes to find it incredible that Jesus entered
upon His ministry with any other expectation than
success. Contact with men, however, it allows,

brought gradually the discovery of the hopeless-

ness of drawing tliem to His spiritual ideals ; the
growing enmity of the rulers opened before Him
tho prospect of disaster ; and thus there came to

Him the slow recognition, first of the possibility,

and then of the certainty, of failure ; or, at least,

since failure was impossible for the nnssion He
had come to perform, of the necessity of passing
through suff"ering to the ultimate success. So
slowly was the readjustment to this new point of

view made, that even at the end—as the prayer at

Gethsemane shows — there remained a lingering

hope that the extremity of death might be avoided.

So far as a general sketch can be made of a view
presented by its several adherents with great variety

of detail, this is the essential fabric of the new
view (cf. the general statements of Kahler, Zur
Lehre von der Versohnung, 159 ; Denney, Death <f
Christ, 11 ; Wrede, Messiasgeheimnis, 86). Only
such parts of the predictive element of the teach-

ing attributed to Jesus in the (Tosjiels as are

thought capable of naturalistic interpretation are

incorporated into this new construction. By these

who wish to bring in as much as possible, it is said,

for example, that our Lord was too firmly per-

suaded of His Messianic appointment and function,

and was too clear that this function centred in the

establishment of the Kingdom, to accejit death itself

as failure. When He perceived death impending,

that meant to Him, therefore, return ; and return

to bring in the Messianic glory meant resurrection.

When He thought and spoke of death, therefore,

He necessarily thought and spoke also of resurrec-

tion and return ; the three went inevitably to-

gether ; and if He anticipated the one. He must
have anticipated the others also. Under this general

scheme all sorts of opinions are held as to when,
how, and under what impulses Jesus formed and
taught this eschatological programme. As notable

a construction as any holds that He fir.st became
certain of His Messiahship in an ecstatic vision

which accompanied His baptism ; that the Messiah

must sui'er was already borne in upon His convic-

tion in the course of His temptation ; but it was
not until the scene at Ca^sarea Philippi that He
attained the happy assurance that the Messianic

glory lay behind the dreadful death impending over

Him. This great conviction, attained in principle

in the ecstasy of that moment, was, nevertheless,

only gradually assimilated. When Jesus was
labouring with His disciples. He was labouring

also with Himself. In this particular construction

(it is O. Holtzmann's) an element of 'ecstasy' is

introduced ; more commonly the advances Jesus is

supposed to make in His anticipations are thought
to rest on processes of formal reasoning. In either

case. He is pictured as only slowly, under the stress
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of compelling circumstances, reaching convictions

of what awaited Him in the future ; and thus He
is conceived distinctly as the victim rather than as

the Lord of His destiny. So far from entering

tlie world to die, and by His death to save the

world, and in His own good time and way accom-

iilishing this great mission, He enters life set upon

living, and oidy yields step hy step reluctantly to

the hard fate wliich inexorably closes upon Him.
That He clings through all to His conviction of

His Messiahship, and adjusts His hope of accom-

plishing His Messianic mission to the overmastering

pressure of circumstances,—is that not a pathetic

trait of human nature? Do not all enthusiasts

the like? Is it not precisely the mark of their

fanaticism ? The plain fact is, if we may express

it in the brutal frankness of common speech, in

this view of Jesus' career He miscalculated and
failed ; and then naturally sought (or His followers

sought for Him) to save the failure (or the appear-

ance of failure) by inventing a new denomimnt for

the career He had hoped for in vain, a new de-

nouement which—has it failed too? Most of our
modern thcorizers are impelled to recognize that it

too has failed. When Jesus so painfully adjusted
Himself to the hard destiny which more and more
obtruded itself upon His recognition, He taught
tliat death was but an incident in His career, and
after deatli would come the victory. Can we be-

lieve tliat He foresaw that thousands of years
would intervene between what He represented as

but an apparent catastrophe and the glorious
reversal to which He directed His own and His
followers' eyes ? On the contrary. He expected and
He taught that He would come back soon—^cer-

tainly before the generation which had witnessed
His ai)])arcnt defeat had passed away ; and that
He would then establish that Messianic Kingdom
which from the beginning of His ministry He had
unvaryingly taught was at hand. He did not
do so. Is there any reason to believe that He
ever will return? Can the 'foresight' which has
repeatetlly failed so miserably be trusted still,^
for what we choose to separate out from the
mass of His expectations as the core of the
matter? On what grounds shall we adjust
the discredited 'foresight' to the course of events,
obviously unforeseen by Him, since His death?
Where is the end of these ' adjustments ' ? Have
we not already with 'adjustment" after 'adjust-
ment' transformed beyond recognition the expecta-
tions of Jesus, even the latest and fullest to which
He attained, and transmuted them into something
fundamentally dillerent,—passed, in a word, so far
beyond Him, that we retain only an artificial
connexion with Him and His real teaching, a con-
nexion mediated by little more than a woi'd ?

Tiiat in this modern construction we have the
jirecise contradictory of the conception of Jesus
and ()f the course of His life on earth given us by
the Kvangelists, it needs no argument to establish.
In tlie (Jospel presentation, foresight is made the
I)riiunple of our Lord's career. In the modern
view He is credited with no foresight whatever.

i\- ^w*^'
^^*^ ^^ '"^"^ possessed by a fixed conviction of

11 IS .Messianic mission, whether gained in ecstatic
visK.ii (us, e.ff., O. Holtzmann) or acquired in deep
relig'ious experiences (as, e.g., Schwartzkopfi-) ; and
Me tcit an assurance, based on this ineradicable
convutiou that in His oAvn good time and way
(.(Ml would work that mission out for Him ; and in
this .•issunuice He went faithfully onward fulfilling
Mi-| dailv task, bungling meanwhile etrregiouslvm ll.srea.hugof the scroll of destiny which was
nnn.llmg for I ini. It is an intensely, even an
exagger.ntedly, human Christ which is here offered
us: -ui.l H,, stands, therefore, in the strongest
contrast with the frankly Divine Christ which the

Gospels present to us. On what grounds can we
be expected to substitute this for that ? Certainly
not on grounds of historical record. We have no
hi.storical record of the .self-consciousness of Jesus
except that embodied in the Gosj^el dramatization
of His life and the Gosijel report of His teaching

;

and that record expressly contradicts at every step
this modern reconstruction of its contents and
development. The very principle of the modern
construction is reversal of the Gospel delineation.

Its peculiarity is that, though it calls itself the
' historical ' view, it has behind it no single scrap
of historical testimony ; the entirety of historical

evidence contradicts it flatly. Are we to accept it,

then, on the general grounds of inherent pro-

bability and rational construction ? It is historic-

ally impossible that the great religious movement
which we call Christianity could have taken its

origin and derived its inspiration—an inspiration

far from spent after two thousand years—from
such a figure as this Jesus. The plain fact is that
in these modern reconstructions we have nothing
but a sustained attempt to construct a naturalistic

Jesus ; and their chief interest is that they bring-

before us with unwonted clearness the kind of

being the man must have been who at that time
and in those circumstances could have come for-

ward making the claims which Jesus made without
supernatural nature, endowment, or aid to sustain

Him. The value of the speculation is that it

makes superabundantly clear that no such being
could have occupied the place which the historical

Jesus occupied ; could have made the impression
on His followers which the historical Jesus made ;

could have become the source of the stream of re-

ligious influence which we call Christianity, as the
historical Jesus became. The clear formulation
of the naturalistic hypothesis, in the construction
of a naturalistic Jesus, in other words, throws us
violently back upon the Divine Jesus of the Evan-
gelists as the only Jesus that is historically jjos-

sible. From this point of view, the labours of the
scholars who have Avith infinite pains built up this

construction of Jesus" life and development have
not been in vain.
What, then, is to be said of the predictions of

Jesus, and especially of the three great series of
prophecies of His death, resurrection, and return,
with respect to their contents and fulfilment?
This is not the place to discuss the eschatology of
Jesus. But a few general remarks seem not un-
called for. The topic has received of late much
renewed attention with very varied results, the
number and variety of constructions proposed
having been greatly increased above what the in-

herent difficulty of the subject will account for, by
the freedom with which the Scripture data have
been modified or set aside on so-called critical

grounds by the several investigators. Nevertheless,
most of the new interpretations also may be classi-

fied under the old categories of futuristic, preter-
istic, and spiritualistic.

The spiritualistic interpretation—whose method of dealini;
with our Lord's predictions readily falls in with a widespread
theory that it is ' contrary to the spirit and manner of srenuine
prophecy to predict actual circumstances like a soothsayer

'

(Muirhead, Eschatnlnciy of Jesns, p. 10 ; Schwartzkopflf, Pro-
phecies of .Jesus Christ, 78, 250, 2.58, 275, 312, etc.)—has received
a new impulse throujfh its attractive presentation by Erich
Haupt (E.'ichatolofi. Atinsarien Jesn, etc., 1895). Christ's eschat-
ology, says Haupt, is infinitely simple, and all that He predicts
is to be accomplished in a heavenly way which passes our com-
prehension ; there is no soothsaying in His utterances— ' no-
where any predictions of external occurrences, everywhere only
g-reat moral religious laws \\hich must operate everywhere and
always, while nothing is said of the form in which they must
act ' (p. 157). A considerable stir has been created also by the
revival (Schleiermacher, Weisse) by Weiffenbach (Der Wieder-
kunftsqedanke Jeav, 187.S, Die Frage der Wiederkunft Jr.fv,
1901) of the identification of the return of Christ with Kis
resurrection, although this view has retained few adherents
since its refutation by Schwartzkopff (The Prophecies ofJems
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Christ, 1895), whose own view is its exact contradictor}-, viz.

that by His resurrection Jesus meant just His return. The
jjeneral conception, however, that ' for Jesus the liope of resur-

rection and the thought of return fell together,' so that ' when
Jesus spoke of His resurrection He was thinking of His return,

and vice versa' (O. Holtzmann, War Jesus Ekstatiker ? G7, note),

is very widely held. The subsidiary hypothesis (first suggested

by Colani) of the inclusion in the great esciiatological discourse

attributed by the Evangelists to our Lord of a " little Apoca-
lypse ' of Jewish or Jewish Christian origin, by which Weiffen-

bach eased his task, has in more or less modified form received

the widest acceptance (cf. H. Holtzmann, Nl' Theol. i. 327,

note), but rests on no solid grounds (cf. Weiss, Beyschlag,

Haupt, Clemen). Most adherents of the modern school are

clear that Jesus expected and asserted that He would return in

Messianic glory for the consummation of the Kingdom ; and
most of them are equally clear that in this expectation and
assertion, Jesus was mistaken (cf. H. Holtzmann, NT Theol.

i. 312 f.). ' In the expectation that the kingdom was soon to

come,' says Oscar Holtzmann in a passage typical enough of

this whole scliool of exposition {War Jesus Ekstatiker f p. 133),
' Jesus erred in a liunian way ' ; and in such passages as Mk 9i

IS-io, Mt lO'-^'i he considers that the error is obvious. He adds,

'That such an error on the part of Jesus concerning not a side-

issue but a fundamental point of His faith,—His first proclama-

tion began, according to Mk Il5, with the -mXifiu'Ta.i i xecipo; xic'i

riyyiy.iv >, jiainkiix, rou tiiov,—does not facilitate faith in Jesus is

self-evident ; but this error of Jesus is for His Church a highly

instructive and therefore highly valuable warning to distin-

guish between the temporary and the permanent in the work
of Jesus.' Not every one even of this school can go, however,

quite this length. Even Schwartzkopff, while allowing that

Jesus eired in this matter, wishes on that very account to think

of the mere definition of times and seasons as belonging to the

form rather than to the essence of His teaching (The Prophecies

of Jesxis Christ, 1S95, Eng. tr. 1897, p. 319 ; Konnte Jesus

i'rren i 1896, p. 3) ; and in that Baldensperger is in substantial

agreement with him {Selbstbeicusstsein Jesu i, p. 148, 2 p. 205).

From the other side, E. Haupt ( Eschatuloij. A ussa(jcn Jesu, 1895,

p. 138 f.) urges that Jesus must be supposed to have been able

to avoid all errors, at least in the rehgious sphere, even if they

concern nothing but the form ; while Weiffenbach (Die Frage,

etc. p. 9) thinks we should hesitate to suppose Jesus could

have erred in too close a definition of the time of His advent,

when He expressly confesses that He was ignorant of its time

(cf. Muirhead, Eschat. of Jesus, 48-50, and esp. 117). Probably

Fritz Barth (Die Uauptproblenw. des Lebens Jesu, 1890, pp. 167-

170) stands alone in cutting the knot by appealing to the con-

ditionality of all prophecy. According to him, Jesus did, indeed,

predict His return as coincident with the destruction of Jeru-

salem ; but all genuine prophecy is conditioned upon the con-

duct of the human agents involved—' between prediction and

fulfilment the conduct of man intrudes as a codetermining

factor on which the fulfilment depends.' Thus this prediction

has not failed, but its fulfilment has only been postponed—in

ac(!ord.(nce, it must be confessed, not with the will of God, but

with that of man. It is difficult to see how Jesus is thus

shielded from the imputation of defective foresight ; but at

least Barth is able on this view still to look for a return of the

Ix)rd.

The difficulty which the passages in our Saviour's

teaching under discussion present to the reverent

expositor is, of course, not to be denied or mini-

mized. But surely this difficulty would need to be

much more hopeless than it is before it could compel

or justify the assumption of error ' in One who has

never been convicted of error in anything else'

(Sandav in Hastings' DB ii. 635—the whole passage

should'be read). The problem that faces us in this

matter, it is apparent, in the meantime, is not one

wliich can find its solution as a corollary to a specu-

lative general view of our Lord's self-consciousness,

its contents, and development. It is distinctly a

problem of exegesis. We should be very sure that

we know fully and precisely all that our Lord has

declared about His return— its what and how and

when—before we venture to suggest, even to our

most intimate thought, that He has committed so

gross an error as to its what and how and when as

fs so often assumed ; especially as He has in the

most solemn manner declared concerning precisely

the words under consideration that heaven and

earth shall pass away, but not His words. It would

be sad if the passage of time has shown this de-

claration also to be mistaken. Meanwhile, the

perfect foresight of our Lord, asserted and illus-

trated by all the Evangelists, certainly cannot be

set aside by the facile assumption of an error on

His ])art in" a matter in which it is so difficult to

demonstrate an error, and in which assumptions of

all sorts are so little justified. For the detailed

discussion of our Lord's eschatology, including the

determination of His meaning in tliese utterances,

reference must, however, be made to works treat-

ing expressly of this subject.

Benjamin B. Warfield.
FORGIVENESS.—
Three words are used in the Gospels which are rendered in

English by the word ' forgive '
:

—

ktoAu/v, to set free, once only,

in LkC-*''; x'^P'Zio-il'i', to show oneself gracious, or foraive frankly,
in Lk 7'*2- -is

; and atpiivai, to remit, or let off, 37 times in the
Synoptic Gospels. The noun a.(fitri;, ' remission ' or ' forgiveness,'

is found 8 times in the Synoptics, the words ' of sins ' or ' of

trespasses ' being either added or closely implied.

In the treatment of the subject in this article

three things must be borne in mind. First, that
the words employed by Christ and the ideas they
represent are not entirely new as they come from
His lips. Our Lord presupposes and then puts

His own characteristic impress upon a doctrine

of forgiveness with which His hearers were for

the most part familiar, and which for us is em-
bodied in the OT. Secondly, that no complete

study of Christ's teaching concerning forgiveness

can be made, unless other words, such as ' save,'

'justify,' and 'cleanse,' are taken into account,

and the whole subject of release from the guilt

and bondage of sin, as promised by Him, is kept

in view. And, thirdly, that to stop short with the

recorded words of Clirist Himself on the matter

is—speakingly reverently—not to know His whole

mind upon it. It was impossible for Him in the

course of His earthly ministry to set forth the full

significance of His work for men, before it was
accomplished. Hence for a complete account of

the significance of His death we turn to the teach-

ing of the Apostles, enlightened as they were by
the Holy Spirit whom He had promised. In due
course were revealed those ' many things ' concern-

ing His cross and passion which His disciples

could not ' bear ' during His lifetime. Down even

to the very close of His short ministry on eartii

the rudimentary spiritual intelligence of the

Apostles was unequal to carrying the full burden

of the gospel as they afterwards understood it.

The way in which that gospel was to be emphatic-

ally one of forgiveness, that ' through this num
is proclaimed remission of sins, and by him every

one that believeth is justified from all things from

which ye could not be justified by the law of

Moses,' was only made clear afterwards. It being

therefore carefully borne in mind that the OT
prepared the way for Christ's teaching on forgive-

ness, and that the Ei)istles developed and com-

pleted it, this article will deal only with that stage

in the biblical doctrine of the subject which is

represented by Christ and the Gospels. The con-

sideration of it will be divided into four sections

:

(1) the Divine forgiveness of man, (2) Christ's own

power to forgive sins, (3) the duty of men to forgive

one another, (4) the extent to which authority to

foro-ive is vested in the Christian community.

L God the Father as forgiving the sins of men.—
The first reference chronologically to this subject

in the Gospels is found in the Benedictus, or Psalm

of Zacharias (Lk V'). The prophecy concerning

John the Baptist announces that he is to give

'knowledge of salvation unto his people, in the

remission of their sins, according to the tender

mercy of our God,' etc. The whole tenor of the

canticle goes to show that God's ancient promises

were about to be fulfilled in the coming of a Saviour

through whom the great boon of remission of sins

was to be secured in a fuller sense than had hitherto

obtained. When the time came, John the Baptist

is declared to have preached the baptism of re-

pentance 'unto remission of sins' (Mk 1'*, Lk 3^).

In the same connexion may be taken the interjire-

tation of the name Jesus in Mt pi ' he shall save

ids jieople from their sins,' and the ' Saviour, Christ




