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The Theology of 3t. Luke by Hene Conzelmenn. Trensleted by
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This present work ef Hens Conzelmangﬁﬁuilés gﬁ the shoulders .
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of Form Criticism. It is well knewn thast Form Cri%??fﬁgw;;;se in
pert from the destruction of the fremework of the life of Jesus

end from the cul de sac situation that hed resulted from source
criticism. One of its mein insights hes been to peint out the fact
thset the Gospels in nature and purpese asre not historicsl records
or biogrephies in the ususl ééig%éiiof the word but the proclema-
tion of saving events--but, to be sure, such &s in the suthor's
view have teken plece in history. In the precess of analysing this
early Christien preclamation, Form Oriticism &lsc has brought inte
relief the part that the needs of the Christian community hsd in the
shaping of the tradition about Jesus. These insights have bececme
commonplace in New Testament studies.

Conzelmenn's book is sddressed not to the single components of
the kerygmetic proclamation but rather to the Gospel of Luke &8s @
whole, including the Acta of the Apostles as the continustion of
e nerrstive of events which started with Jesus. It is the author's
contention thet Luke has taken ever his sources, especially Merk,
end hes medified and cgst them inte a framework which is his own
and which reveals the Evengelist's theological peint of view.

The work is therefore not concerned with source analysis, a&s such,

but with the editoriel work of Luke. The Evengelist, however, is

not conceived a8 & mere editorialist but as a creative writer whe
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has teken over the traditionel kerygmatic msterials aveilable to
him end has impressed upon them & theology that meets the needs
of the church of his time.

According to Conzelmenn, it is not until the time of Luke that
the demercation between the periocd of Jesus &nd the period of the
church, the then and now, the problems of yesterdsy end those of
today becomes fully censcious. Up until then the church had been
prejecting its own problems intoc what she considered the revelstory
events without meking any clear distinction between the pest and
present, expecting that the end was net too far away. The deleay
of the parousia, however, demanded an adjustment to the new situsation
of the church in the world. It is to fill this need for & theologi-
cal reformuletion ef the traditionsl kerygma thet Luke wrote.

Luke is, therefore, locking at the events of the past from a
distance and endesvoring to understand the present condition of the
church in:terms eof what hss taken place in the life of Christ end
in the life of the church. In his picture of histery the period of
qugs end the pericd of the chzph, although systematicaelly inter-
related, are nevertheless two distinct epochs. Furthermore, the
period of the life of Christ is seen as normetive for the history
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of gf}vation- "The church," says Conzelmann, "understands her pres-
ent existence by recognizing that period es the suthentic manifeste-
ticn of selvstion, end thereby is ensbled to understend not only her
present, but her futurs." (14)

Luke sees also & distinction between the present in which he

Vi I
lives end the yPy» , or the foundation pericd of the apostles

and eyewitnesses. He recognizes the picture of the eerly church,



but this picture is not meent to hermonize with the present but te
stend in contrest to it. The summery statements of the life of
the early community in Acts do not mirrer present conditionms, ")
neither do they represent an ideal for the present. Furthermore,
Luke does not wish to reform the preéent church by the psttern of
pest times. TYet in spite of this contrast he mainteins a
positive relationship betweeﬁ the church of the past and of the
present. Hew this relstionship is esteblished is one of the majer
concerns of Conzelmann's work.

Corresponding to the two sections of the ministry of Jesus--
the ministry on earth and the ministry of the exalted Lord--there
are two carefully described situaticns in which the believers find

themselves. When Jesus was alive, it was the time of salvstion.
—

Seten was far gway; it was a time without temptation for Jedus and
one in which the disciples were well protected (cf. Luke 4:13 with
22:3; 22:35). However, since the psssion, Satan is present ageain

end the disciples of Jesus are subject to temptation (22:36). The
plan thet Luke superimpocses on his two-volume work hass the purpose

of demonstrating, on the one hand, the distinction between the period
of Jesus and the period of the church, and on the other, the ccntin-
uity between them. The story of selvation that emerges from Luke's
schematization falls into three stages: (1) the period of Isreel: SD
"The lew and the prophets were until John; since then the good news
of the kingdom of God is preached and every one enters it viclently";

(2) the periocd of Jesus' ministry (Luke 4:16 ff. and Acts 10:38); fﬂ>

e

(3) the period since the ascensien, which corresponds on esrth to =



the period of the ecclesia presss. During this lsst period the

Christians are subject to persecution and the virtue of patience is
required. This morel fortitude is pcssible by looking back to the
period of Jesus and lecking forward tc the parcusia. The parocusia
does not represent a stege within the course of saving history,

but the end of it, and cerresponds to crestion. The two books,
therefore, belong tc each other end are sepsrate, es & result on
the one hand of the continuity of redemptive history and, on the
other of its divisions. Luxe then, accerding tc Csnzelwmann, hes

creeted the vettern of Heilsgeschichte, viewing salvaticn in his-

torical perspective--the period of Isrsel, the period of Jesus, and:

the period of the church--beund on either side by creatiocn and the
perousia. The latter is nct conceived &s en imminent event but rs-
ther as a future happening which is not the present concern of the

church. The book derives its neme frowm the Heilsgeschichte pattern

thet is present in Luke. The middle of the time is the time when
Jesus lived.

The figure of Jesus is thus set into & large framework and
interpreted as & historical phenomenon. Alsc the basis is set for
& greater elaborstion of the description of the winistry itself.

In Luke, the ministry of Jesus appeers in three stages: (1) the
periocd of the gathering of 'witnesses' in Gelilee, opening with the
proclemation of Jesus as the Son of God; (2) the journey of the Ga-
lilians to the temple, opening with the narrstives conteining the
disclesure thet Jesus must suffer; (3) the period of teaching in

the temple and of the pession in Jerusslem, opening with the reve-

letion of his royalty at the entry. This period cleoses with the dewn



of the new epech ef salvatien with the resurrectien and ascension.

Concerning these three stages, Conzelmann says: "The coustitu-
tion ef the three stsges represents the transformation of the ori-
ginal eschatological scheme of the two aeons cerried over inte
histery, one of the characteristic motife in Luke's thought. Just
e8 in the conception ef redemptive history the twe-feld structure
of eschsestolegy 1s replaced by the threefold atructﬁre of historical
perspective, so also in the acceunt of Jesus' ministry. Wherees in
Merk the eschatologicsl conception ie menifested in the shsrp con-
trast between the twe epochs (Galilee and Jerusslem), in Luke
these sre the successive phases of the ministry." (nete 2, p. 17).

The above statements present in = summery feshion Conzelmenn's
thesis. The five parts ef the beok are sttempts to validate it,
mainly through the exegetical trestment ef those areas in Luke-
Acts that Conzelmann censiders te have been shaped by Luke either
by medification of his sources or by outright crestion.

Pert One is entitled: Geographical Elements in the Composeitien

of Luke's Gespel. A careful snalysis eof the reletionship ef John

the Baptist to Jesus is made here. John ie not conceived as within
the éqxv: ,» as in Merk, but rether ss the last of the prophets and
therefore as belenging te the peried of Israel. Alse there is a
clesr demercstion ef the spheres of activity ef Jehn and Jesus.

The Jerden is the region ef John the Baptist and belengs to the eld
era. The desert is not a geographical, but a symbelicel element
represent ing the prophet. MAfter his baptism Jesus never comes

inte: contact with the Jerdan end ite surreundings. In Luke Jehn
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igs asseciated neither with Judes ner with Galilee. This is the erea
of the activity ef Jesus.

According to tradition, John the Baptist stands en the divid-
ing line between the eld and the new. He anneunces the imminent

coming ef the kingdem end is also & sign of its errival. In Luke,

Nawassmeseuinidh

John belengs enﬁ}gg}xmsgwt@gﬂg}ﬁwg}s?gpaat%9?M2€M£g£gel end beth
hi;m;;::;;;v”;nd person lese their eschatolegical significence.
Saye Cenzelmenn: "It is John's rele te prepare the wey for this
[Ehe preaching of the Kingdog7 by preeching end beptism, and his
greet merit is thet he refused to cleim fer himself the Messienic
rele. At the seme time, however, this mekes plain John's limite-
tions: it is only through the preclamaticn ef the Kingdem thet
Jehn's preaching, and enly threugh the Spirit that John's baptiem,

are raised to the level apprepriate to the new epech." (p. 23). |
j,m“j‘b‘%fi

It is Conzelmsnn's argument that Luke uses geogrephical fac- <

o
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ters feor theolegical purposes. The physical sepsration of John's
ministry from that of Jesus is for the purpese ef setting Jehn and his
message within the framewerk ef the peried ef Israel. This geegra-
phical and theelegical separastien Luke accomplishee by conscieus
editoriel medificatien ef his seurces.

The course of Jesus' ministry is alse conceived by Luke in terms

-4k ,i‘uu,ﬁ.
of geogreaphicel areas which have theolegicsl significance. The 7{fﬂw~”“
first phese (4:14-9:50) tekes. place in Gelilee which seems te be
cenceived as Jewish territery contigueus te Judea. The temptetion o
— A

scceunt is significant for in it the &vangelist intreoduces the S
theme that the ministry of Jesues from that time on will be free

frem temptatien until the time of the passien (cf. 22:3). This



is the impert of the statement: = ¢ Vs cas 7ayFa TElPtCsway
& A Bdo ;‘/‘72 ;/4 ;/7.) aotec P K afe o
A special epoch in the center of the whele course eof Heilsge-
schichte is abeout te begin which is not the last time, but a peried
between the "peried of the Law, er of Iersel, and the peried of the
Spirit, er of the church." (p. 28).

When Jesus in the synagegue et Nazareth preclaims his famous
"teday," the statement hee ne eschatelegical significance. This | Tﬂﬁiﬁ?
"Tedey" is seen by Luke as something in the past, but net merely
as & past event, for the pericd of the ministry ef Jesus is the
imege of the future aalvation; of heaven where temptation has ne
reign. )

The rejectien by his ewn tewnfolk is symbelic of his rejectien Sl
by the Jews at Jerusalem and later during the Gentile missien. It
elso anticipat?s the Gentile mission in the reference to the widew
of Zarephath and Msaman the Syriesn. Jesus new moves te Capernaum
te gether his own spiritual femily. This is the time of the gather-
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ing ef the witnesses freely en Jeaue' own choice- The Galileans

R
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that ere freely chesen by Jesus sre set ever sgeinst his own rela-

tives. The peint is that ne ene can be e diaciple of Jesus ~except

et e e vmimn o 4 At

by election. Fleah and blood relationships do not seunt. The metif

of the Galileans has an apelegetic nete, directed egainst the
immediate claims ef the family ef Jesus et later times.

From Luke one gets the impreesion thet Capernaum is in the
middle of Gelilee and not by the lake. The lake is only a beundary
and is treated as such. The call ef Levi is put in the ceuntry end

net by the lake. Luke alse shows a special interest in Judea



(434b3 T:17; 23:5). Fer him, in contrast te Merk, Jesus' ministry -

e

embraces the whele of the Jewish territery. Jesus, hewever,

never moves eut of Judea. He never ventures inte Perea, Decapelis,
or the regien of Tyre asnd Siden. Galilee is of interest te Luke::>
because of the "Galileans" and it is kept #» a separate regioen

but within Jewish territery. All this geegraphical juggling tekes
place becsuse only Judea is the land where the events ef the: middle
of redemptive histery take place. It seems thast Luke is viewing
Judea frem afar, witheut any exsct idea as te geogrsphical realities.

MA,?,WA'*

The 1333 and the moufzgin are geegraphicel places treated
theologically. The meuntain is the plece ef prayer and secret
revelation. The peeple cannet ge up there and, therefere, Luke
sets on the plain the discourse that cerrespends te Metthew's Ser-
men on the Meunt. The leke is the place ef meanifestetiem. mﬁ/“ﬁﬁ

The secend phase of Jesus' ministry (9:51-19:27) is cenceived %%4'"“”’
geegraphically in terms ef a jeumney. The jeurney is just an editerial
device to intreduce a new motif inte the picture, nemely, the neces-
sity eof suffering in Jerusslem. From new on & new attitude enters
inte Jesus' coneciousenss: he must suffer and it hss te be in Jeru-
salem (13:31-<35). Conversely with Jesus' understanding ef his ewn
appf%ching departure, Luke presents the failure ef the diseciples
te understand thet Jesus must suffer. P
ot
The final phsee ef the ministry is set within the lecality ef / .-
Jerusalem. Several Lukan metifs sppear at this stage. The entry
has ne eschatelegical significance; its enly purpese is te gain
peesessien ef the temple. It is net cennected with the pareusia

—

ner with the city at all. Accerding te Luke, Jesus only enters



the city at the Last Supper. The Pharisees new disappear frem
the acene. The scribes and the chief-priests are the eppenents.
The Meunt ef Olives is not used as the place for the eschate-
legical discourse; the meuntain is net the plece for teaching but
for prayer. On the discourse about the last thinge, the eschaten
and Jeruseslem are set apart. This gE:!:MEhst Lukgmggggﬁiﬁgmggp-
tructien of Jerusalem es en event in the pest. The lerd's Supper
ie cenceived as a stremthening for the ﬁ@vﬁwt;(»; s now that
the peried ef temptation is ever. Temptatien is cennected here
with martyrdem.
The apologetic metif in respect to the Jews and the Remans

appears conspicuously in this laet phase o% the ministry ef Jesuse.

Luke puts the blame for the deatp of Jesus aquarely en the sheul-

P v e T e AN

ders of the Jews. The Romans, en the ether hand, are whitewashed.

sy Y N S -

This theme is carried inte the beock ef Acts even in contexts where

Luke hes traditienal kerygmatic meterial which makes guilty beth

Jew and Gentile. wivﬁi

The resurrectien appearancee are transferred te Jerusalem.
The resurrection is cenceived ar & surprise, semething which csan-
net be deduced from Messishship.

J°ru'flfff then, is the place p@ﬁ@gg{émgnd resurrection; it v
is alse the pl;;;m§;1reje;;1on end therefore ita~;;etru;t;on is V;
justified. Purthermere, it is.the place where the new mission -
starte. Frem there the pregress ef the mission meves in concen-

tric circles until it reaches the heart of the empire.

All these themes Cenzelmann sees as being peculiar te Luke.

it A
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We shall new consider the remeining feur parts rether briefly,

since the basic structure ef the boek hes already been presented.

Part Twe: Luke's Eschatelegy
In this chepter Cenzelmann endeavers te shew how Luke has medi-
fied his sources and has impesed his ewn in erder te cepe with the
preblem ef the delay of the parsusia. It is ectuslly this preblem

that cempels Luke te pestulate his threefeld Heilsgeschichte scheme.

Basic te the eschetelogical thinking ef Mark is the concept that the
Kingdem hes drewn near. Luke, hewever, is net concerned with the
ceming of the Kingdem but with'ita_ggﬁgge. ‘The nature of the Kingc
dem cen be seen now in Jesus end his ministry snd the presence of
the Spirit, in the reality of the church snd ef the sacraments. When
the final censumetion will teke plece, nebedy knews. In the mean-
time it 1s the responsibility ef the Christiens te gird themselves
fer persecution and te endure. Cenzelmann puts greet emphasis upen
the fact thst Luke is the first ene to make a deliberate sppeal te
the phenemenen of the Spirit as e sélutien to the preblem of the pe-

reusia. The Spirit is the substitute for the presence of Christ.

Part Three: God and‘Redemptive Histery
In this sectioen, Gonzelmapn ettempts te present, in the firet
place; the manner in which Luke solved the preblems of the church's
reletionship te the Roman state and to the Jews. He censiders s
very eriginal achlievement of Luke the fact thet he fixed the posi-
tion of the church in the scheme ef rgdemptive histery and then
deduced from this the rule for its attitude towards the werld. The

apelegetic aim in respect to Rome, as said abeve, is clesrly seen
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in the psssion nerretive, es well as in certsin sections of the
missicnary jeurneys. In the Gespel as s whole there are, hewever,

some traces. John the Beptist enherts socldiers and publicens to be

leyal to the stete. The messienic pregrem of Jesus is non-pelitical.~

(4:18 ££). Hered declares Jesus innecent.. The death of Jesus is .~

cenceived as by divine decree. The entry is not a pelitical event; v~

its only aim is the pessession of the temple.

cials is clearly shown. Gallie represents the ideal cenduct of
the stete. He finds that the contreversy between Jews and Christiens

dees not affect the Roman law and therefore dismisses the case.

A

Ao

In the Beok of Acts the exemplary cenduct of meny Roman offi- (- / e

o

33, e r’

Paul's appeal before the Reman authorities is in terms ef his

civil rights and never in terms of the pretection sfferded to Jews
under Reman law. Threughout the consideration of the case ef Paul,
Luke meneges to shape the narrstive in such a wey thet extreme cen-
fldence is shown in the justice of the Emperer. The Jews, en the
ether hend, are presented in an entirely different light. Luke
deliberately makes them te present their accusations embigueusly
befere Gallie. It is the Jews who cause the civil disturbences.

Hewever, the bssic question of the relstion ef the Christian

to the Jew is not taken up by luke in pelitical dimensiens but e

rather in terme of redemptive history. There is a collective

pelemic cerried on against the Jews coeupled at the seme time with

a call te repentance. The starting peint eof the mission is alweys v’
in the synegegue, which precedure is conceived as required by re-
demptive hiatéry (cf. Acts 13:46). The Church cen never ferget

that the Jews forw part of redemptive history. The transitien froem

s g%: e

4
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the old Israel to the new one (the Church) is & subtle one. The
first Christisns keep the law end sre faithful teo the temple,
but the Gentiles are not required to do se. Conditions prevalent
at the first do net necessarily continue. The Christians accerd-
ing to Luke have taken over the privileges of the Jews as one
epech is succeeded by another. The Church is new Israel.

Anether peint that is teken up in thie chapter is the place

of God in redemptive histery. The Heilsgeschichte pattern thet

: Tr
emerges in Luke-Acts is definitely, sccerding to Luke, Ged's plan. f A

God's 5¢;vA'r is emphasized; alse his predetermination and the

hiddenness of his decree. The ceoncept of necessity (Jz?") appesrs
especially in the passion. God's plan, hewever, concerns the sav-

ing events and met the individuals.

Part Feur: The Center of History

In this chepter Cenzelmann censiders in detsil Christ's rele-
tienship to God, and the implications of his life end ministry fer
the church and the werld. Since this hes been considered previous-
ly in eur presentation, we shall enly peint eut one of the new
motifs that Cenzelmsnn finds in Luke. L

Luke seems to take for grented thet Ged the Father is superior o
to Jesus. The idea of a pre-existent Christ is lacking in him end
thg?efore greation is enly the work of the Father. The angels sre
subje;ted fo Ged and ne£ to Jesus. The plan of salvation is ex-
clusively Ged's own, Jesus being enly the instrument. The saving
events are God's deeds. In other words, there is a definite con-

cept of suberdination in Luke.
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Pert Pive: Man end Salvetien: The Church

The Ghurch plays a mejor rele in Luke's theelegy. Ssys Oen-
zelmenn: "Luke dees net directly define the position ef the indivi- C(iw-:’
duel in the course ef redemptive histery. Instead, his pesitiocn is
defined es a medisted one, for he stands within the Church, end
thereby in a definite phase ef the story. The Church tranemite the § it 7
message ef salvetien, in the first place the histerical facts te |
which the eye-witnesses testify, and which are then handed dewn
by the Ohurch after the eye-witnesses sre gone. This tranemissien
by the Church mekes it poesible for the individual's remeotenese in
time from the saving events ef past and future, frem the time eof
Jesus end from the Perousia, te be no hindrance to him. Instesad
of the nesrness ef these events there is the Church with its perme- s b =

I =
nent functien. 1In the Church we stand in & mediated relationship S

te the saving events--mediested by the whele couree of redemptive

histery--and at the seme time in an immediste relatienship te them, th””‘
crested by the Spirit, in whem we can inveke Ged and the name ef
[ ng»j
Christ; in ether werds, the Spirit dwells in the Church, and is ..
e e e e s i 55 B 521 8 i R 5 5 g omphg.

imparted tgtquhliﬁs mqan§prUggg9qupd ite effice-bearere... Fer

4
L {"«'\.QM

Luke the believer must be indisselubly beund te the Church, if he Yra choarcbe
ie net to sink either inte speculatien er inte eschatelegiocel re-
signatien" (p. 208).

There is ne idea in Luke thet the Church hae declined frem .y
i Lok i Sty
P B

its eriginal ides; neither is the primitive community held as a

R A
e -
!

moedel. The Church is the provisien between times thst makes it

pessible te endure the time of waiting.
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The initial peried ef the Church is set apert eas the unique
peried eof the witnesses; it is a period ef persecutien like the
present, but alse s time of peace, different frem the present. §km»Mﬁ'*'n
The primitive community continues te keep the lew and partske in ey

the wership ef the temple but these practices ere net nermative

fer the present. The Church is seen in terms ef develepment.

p& 25 ety
The develepment frem Jerusalem is a matter of necessity. The B "
. ; -
) B 2 Ay s vﬁ
missionsry expansien is according te Ged's plan.
g ¢ w:v'v*“’é"w{‘#-

There is ne idee of apestelic succession in Luke. The eri-

Sy Gl Ch BB

ginel peried of the witnese is thus unrepeatable. "In actual fact,"”

UAJM;‘[{{;XI -
says Cenzelmsnn, "the unity ef the Church ef the psst and present .7%ﬁwa?fl
censists in the»ident;?y of herMmessaggmgggwgggwggﬁxgmanta; bep~- PYSRPTI,

tism cenfers fergiveness and the Spirit, end the Lerd's Supper cen-
tinually keeps the fellewship in being. The sacraments are the
abiding facter, that which spans the gulf sepsreting the present
from the beginning" (p. 218).

The existence ef Jesus hss a fundemental significance fer the
Church~~especially his ministry. The Christisn life coneists in
looking back tewards Jesus--the ene whe csme and lifed--and in look-
ing forward teward Jesus--who is coming.

In cenclusien, sccerding to Luke Ged's plan is continueus:
the Scripture, Isrsel, the Church, the Empire and =2ll the werld
find their meaning in reletionship te the center ef histoery--which

is Jesus.
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REVIEWS OF CONZELMANN'S BOOK
A. Cathelic Reviews

1. Léen-Dufeur, Xavier, S.J. "Bulletin D'exégése du Neuveau
Testement," Recherches de Science Relgieuse, LVI, 1958, pp. 242-250. 1

This is the mest coemplete critique that we have been able te
find, end we present it in first plaece in erder te aveid repeti-
tion in ether reviews ef the peints teken up by this critic.

Says Léen-Dufeur: "The different perts ef the werk are un-
equally treated. The concisenees of the last parts is eften an
ebstacle in the understending ef the suther, altheugh constantly
detailed snalyses succeed in supperting the general statements...”
(243).

"The rejection pure and simple ef the Proé%?uke theery is
far frem being justified by the hendful ef notés thet appesr here
end there throughout the book. The reality is greatly simplified
when Luke is coensidered simply &s an editer ef Merk... One
searches in vain fer a velid cenfrentetion ef Luke with the Gespel
of Matthew. The critical degmss eof Bultmann are taken fer grented
witheut much discernment" (244-245).

"On the ether hand, we must be grateful te Cenzelmann fer
trying te evaluste the werk ef Luke. Hewever, this should net be
dene to the peint ef not paying sttentien te the continuity ef the
evengelical traditien. The Ferm Critics have reduced Luke to the
status ef an impersenal cempilater. On his psrt, Cenzelmamm has
exalted his personality te the degree thet he makes him a theele-
gisn, but in the pejerative eense that that werd may have in the

41l translatiens frem the French snd the German are my ewn.
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meuth ef & critic. If by chance Cenzelmenn recegnizes that Mark al-
ready carries semething thet resembles a Luken éffirnation, he ad-
mite it grudgingly (p. 52, n. 1 /Germen editien/); if Luke seems at
times te be mere eriginal than Merk, he is quick te add that it is
naturally the artificiel constructien ef Luke (p. 64, n. 6); if the
imminence ef the pareusia hes already been pushed back in Mark, the
consequences have net been drawn (p. 187, n. 4). Finally, if it ise
true te say that Luke was conscieus ef the time facter in revela-
tien, why make him the auther of the Hhistery ef salvation and say

that emchatelegy becomes Heilsgeschichte, es if there were ne enti-

cipatiens in the former evangelicel traditien?" (245).

"Imperfectly set in regard te Merk, the werk ef Luke is me
lenger en the line that leads te Jehn. Hew many times one weuld
like te suggest such a comparisen. Dees net Luke anneunce the
fourth Gespel when he ehews thet Jesus does not perform miracles
en request (Luke 8:19; 9:9; 13:3) er that the disciples are net
able to understend befere the light of Esster dawns en them (p. 52)7"
(285)

"This lack ef & comprehensive view of the tradition explains
without justifying it, thet which vitistes Cenzelmenn's interpre-
tation. It is pessible that eriginally the first Christians may
have lived intensely the expectation of en imminent pareusia; but
it ies certain thst, eccerding to the judgment of many ;xegetes,
even non-Cathelics, that illusery expectation hed alresdy béen
tempered in Mark--even in the first interpretatien of the message
of Jesus. If the first interpreters aveided the illusion, why

make Jesus the enly victim ef it? ... Furthermere, why the desire
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te explain the theolegy ef history sccerding to Luke by the expe-
rience ef the delay ef the pareusia? This ie to connect the knewn
with the unknewn, the certain with the hypethetical. Why consider
the theelegy of Luke as a step-gep solutien and net as the deepen-
ing of a situatien which was given? Why net aedmit that Luke hsas
dejudaized rather then de-eechatelegized the primitive message?
Cenzelmenn dees not fear te see in Luke a man whe would have de-
formed the evangelical message by his psycholegyzing and by his
tendency to he{lenize end spiritualizeeverything (p. 198, n. 1).
He sheuld free himself more of his critical manner by net cen-
fusing en authentic eschatelegy with the expectation ef an immi-
nent pareusis.” (245-24§).

"Theelegically, Cenzelmann seems te align himself on the side
of Bultmann. This megnificent effert to characterize the werk ef
Luke results in the eyes of Cenzelmann, net eurs, in the destruc-~
tien of its impertance. By exalting Luke and his persenality, he
seems te have upreeted him irem the flew ef authentic evengelical
traditien. Oensequently he in turn estigmstizes him es Friihkathe-
lizismus." (246)

2. Henkey, Charles H. The Cathelic Biblicel Quarterly, XVII,
1955, pp. 525-527.

Henley is surprised by Cenzelmann's Cathelic conclusiens en
the cencept of the church. He is alse impressed by Conzelmann's
statement thet Luke did net interpret the eerly church es valid
ferever. This implies thet historical develepment dees not in-

volve defection frem eriginal ideals.
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Hewever, altheugh recegnizing Conzelmenn's unbiesed schelsrly
attitude, Henley disagrees with him concerning Ceathelic degma,
designating him as in this respect an unasuthentic interpreter ef
Luke. These sre the weak peints thet he sees in Conzelmann:

"He Zacnzelmang7 believes that Lk. clesrly prefesses a suberdina-
tien (pp. 147, 149, 159-60, 179, etc. /German editien/), altheugh
he confesses thst there are ne explicit statements en the exact
relatienship between the Father and the Sen (p. 149). Ohrist’s
passien end death have ne impertence for salvatien (pp. 175, 200,
n. 21). Jesus hed enly e passive part in the Resurrectien (p. 179).
The spestelate was net a permsnent effice, enly the historical fact
of being a witness (p. 189); censequently C. rejects the idea ef
hiersrchical succesesion. He finds in Actes no trace ef eriginal
8in, but enly actual sin, se that lLk. has enly an ethical and net

8 theelegical concept ef sin (pp. 199-200, n. 3); neither is there
eny trace ef second penance after beptism (p. 201, n. 3)* (p. 528).
Obvieusly Henley criticij,es frem the degmatic, rather than frem
the histerical peint ef view.

Concerning Cenzelmann's style Henley says: "C. is certeinly
net easily readable. His style is filled with the complicated and
abstract expressiens charapteristic ef German scientific writing.
His sentences sometimes cohere énly leesely and give rather the
impression es a glessary te a werk on Lk." (p. 525). With this

judgment we sgree heartily.
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3. M. E. B. Revue Biblique, LXII, 1955, pp. 138-139.

Mr. B. accepte Cenzelmann's mein cententien thet Luke hes medi-
fied his Marken source in erder te adept it te the perspective of
a different eschstelogy. But he adds: "In esccepting this pesitien
ene ceuld, nevertheless, ask himself the questien whether er net
Luke (end beforgnghe Ohristisn cemmunity) did net falsify the
Christisn messsge. In ether werds, the preblem cen be pesed in
twe eppesite menners: (1) Ohrist hed anneunced en imminent parou-
sia and the appreaching ceming ef the eschstelegical end celestial
kingdem; the Markean tredition would give an eche ef thet prec¢lsmsatien,
and Luke weuld heve transfermed it, sdepting it te the cenception ef
s different eschatelegy, which was impesed on the Christian cemmunity,
especielly after the Fall of Jerusalem. (2) But it seems difficult
te deny that certain ef the werds ef Jesus allew room te suppese a
deley between the resurrectien end the perousias, snd effer precise

rules te guide the life ef the community here en earth. Therefere,

would it net be mere apprepriste te say: in the very first times of
Christienity, under the influence ef Jewish eschatelegicael idess,
the meening ef the werds eof Jesus was falsified when it was rein-
terpreted in an immiﬁent eschetelegicel sense esnd the Christien
cenmunity wes enly finding sgein the spirit eof Christ when it
extricated itself little by little eof 2 whele cemple# of ideas in~-
herited frem Judaiem?" (pp. 138-139). This is 2 very sstute wey
of setting the alternstives. Mr. B. alse points eut Cenzelmenn's

failure to centrsst the Luken and the Jehsnnine trsditions.
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4, Visrd, A. O. P. "Bulléiin de Théelegie Biblique," Revue
des Sciences Philesephiques et Théelegjques; XXXIX, 1955, pp. 278-
279.

After giving & shert summery eof Conzelmenn's beok, Viard com-
ments: "But is there such a prefeund difference between Mark and
Luke? And weuld the latter have been satisfied te express such a
revolutienary peint ef view enly by using slight changes in the seur-
ces that he had at his dispesal? Alresdy in Mark there sre traces

thet underline the fact thet the parousia is net imminent." (p. 279).

B. Pretestant Reviews

1. Reicke, Bo. Theelegische Zeitschrift, XI, 1955, pp. 130-132.

"Heilsgeschichte is fer Cenzelmenn," ssys Reicke, "semething

secondary which Luke firet created. Originally there was seme-
thing which steed in eppesitien te it, which he designates as
eschatelegy witheut cleser definitien. Altheugh the auther dees net
say it explicitly, he has pleced himself en the side ef his teacher,
Bultmann, in the current debate sbeut O. Oullmenn's beek, Christ
and Time. The auther cannet deny the fact that there is a Heils-
geschichte concept in the New Testement, which has been emphasized
ebeve 8ll by Cullmenn. But accerding to Cenzelmann, this cencept
eriginated later as a result eof & disesppeinted expectation. It is
2 theery develeped by Luke, esteblished certeinly en scceunt ef the
circumstances, wvalueble, edifying, end spiritual but still enly a

theolegumenon, & secendsry recenstructien. The persenal invelve-

ment ef Luke is heavily emphesized as Cenzelmann dees net want te
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recken with varieus traditiens which precede Luke" (130-131).
" .. Te be sure, Cenzelmenn has given a very instructive picture

of the Luken Heilsgeschichte. Hewaver, he starts frem & very eseote~

ric ceneept of eschatelegy, since he presents this Heilsgeschichte

as 2 basic refermulatien of the early Christien eschatelegy. The
non-initisted persen must ask in vain in which sense the expreseien
is used here. The enly thing thet is clear is that an undetermined
imminent expectatien is presuppesed. Furthermere, it is te be neted
thet a primitive Christianity free from heilsgeschichtlichen ideas,
which Luke weuld shape in his ewn way, is net te be presuppesed
witheut further ade" (p. 131).

Reicke alse peints eut the failure ef Ceonzelmann te mske any

cemparisens with the Jehsnnine traditien.

2. Turlingten, H. E. Journel ef Biblical Litersture, LXXVI,

1957, pp. 319-322.

Turlingten praises highly the fresh and sharp etudies ef
the text of Luke-Acts and the fine theelegicel recenstructien ef
Lukan theelegy which Cenzelmenn accemplishes, but he adds: "Never-
theless Cenzelmenn semetimes has impesed verious elements ef his
hypethesis upen pessages which ere at veriance with it. Te
cite but ene example, in Acts 2, the prephecy eof Jeoel is said te
have been interpreted es eschetelegicel in Luke's ssurce, but the
gift eof the Spirit is new censidered te be the epening ef a lenger
epech. Hewever, if Luke deliberately eltered his seurces to fit
his scheme, it is singularly strange thet he sheuld retein a

phrese such as: 'This is thst which has been speken' as intreduc-
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tery to the prephecy, and even repeat 'in the last days' within
the quetatien. The lstter phrase in net even feund in the eriginal
passage in Jeel. Can it really be said that Luke has reinterpreted
every previous eschatelegical cencept as if nething eschatelegical
hes heppened?® (321)

"Cenzelmann,” Turlingten centinues, "is convincing in much

thet he affirms about the Lukan cencept ef Heilsgeschichte, but

noet in his thesis thet the concept is entirely new and unique with
luke... The writer is said te haeve created it es a substitute fer
en earlier eschatelegy, (defined enly as & neer-expectatioen ef the
parousie)end te have imposed it en his scurces. The difficulty is
thet these seurces are newhere adequately defined with the single
exception ef Msrk, and even in Merk Cenzelmann finde disarrange-
ment ef the church's eschatelegicel ideas (p. 187, n. & Zaerman edi-
tio§7)- Hew deee he cenclude se easily, thet Luke hss in his
jeurney-repert impeosed en his special seource the ideas ef the neces-
sity of the Meesish's suffering? What are his criteria for deter-
mining the ideas which he ies se sure Luke completely trensfermed?

The cencepts of fulfilment snd centinuity under a divine plan sre

by ne mesns his crestion. The mest ebvious answer is reference teo Peaul

(e.g. Rem. 9-11) but Heilsgeachichte in seme ferm is present in

other New Testament writings. It is surely net, as Cenzelmann weuld
heve us believe, a secondary cencept created by the auther ef Luke-

Acts" (pp. 321-322).
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3. Rebinsen, Jr., William C. Interpretatien, XVI (dpril),
1962, pp. 191-196.

"While accepting the main elements of Cenzelmann's enalysis,”
effirme Rebinsen, "I find seme aspects of his argument uncenvincing.
It ies net clear to me that Luke seught te erganize Jesus' ministry
inte three sub-epechs and specially thet he intended thereby te
indicate & psychelegical develepment eof Jesus' self-censciocusness.
Ner do I find the ettempt te esteblish & 'berder' character fer the
Jerdan snd the laske persuasive. Cenzelmann makes use ef the berder
ides in his interpretetien ef Luke's treatment ef the Baptist, which,
alse has its difficulties” (195).

"Cenzelmenn," he centinues, "epparently thinks thet Luke in-
serted the werd 'prophet! in the ( statement at Luke 7:28a in erder
te greup Jehn the Beptist with the prephets ef the first epech ef
redemptive histery and so aveid eschatelegiceal implicetiens. Thus
he mainteins thet Luke made 7:28 egree with 16:16 (the law and the
prephete were until Jehn; frem then the geed news ef the kingdem
is preached...'), where he takes 'frem then' te mean 'frem--
excluding' rather then 'frem--and including.' But the text-criti-
cal besis fer ascribing te Luke the insertien ef 'prephet' inte 7:28
is wesk, and the mesning ef 'frem then' is 16:16 ie debatable.

On page 21 Cenzelmenn says that 16:16 is the key to Luke's under-
stending ef the Baptist; en page 26 it is 3:19 f. which prevides
the key. In beth ceses Uenzelmenn is arguing thet Luke teok psins

to seperaste Jesus end John. As hes just been neted, 16:16 is
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ambigueus. Luke 5:19 dees mentien Jehn's imprisenment befere tel-
ling ef Jesus' ministry, but so dees Merk 1:14, se thet it ie
difficult te maintain that Luke was here msking a radical depert-

ure frem Merk." (p. 195)

4. Cedbury, Henry J. Jeurnal ef Biblical Litersture, LXXX,
1961 F) pp. 504"5%0
Cadbury's review is very brief. He mainteins that Cenzel-

menn's Heilsgeschichte metif is & simplificatien. He says: "Te

parasphrase the phrsse ‘censistent eschatelegy,' we have here

'censistent Heilsgosohichte,' net, ef ceurse, fer Jesus, but fer

the auther ef Luke-Acts. Whether the latter simplificetien will
preve any mere successful the fermer remsins te be tested. The
case rests en subtle, partial, er selective censideratiens. The
auther cencentrates en the dditerial peint ef view. He is net
concerned with the questien ef seurces er with the facts ef his-
tery. The delay ef the secend ceming ferced the editer te a re-
vised framewerk ef divine intentiens. He fremed his perspective
of histery te suit theelegy rether then basing theelegy en the

events relsted in the traditien" (p. 305).

5. Winter, Paul. Theelegische Literaturzeitung, LXXXI,
1956, pp. 36-39.

Winter grants thet Oenzelmann's Heilsgeschichte pattern is

an ascceptable structure te handle Luke's theelegical eutleek, but
1s net cenvinced that the detailed exegetical interpretatiens fit

the genersl echeme and disputes the claim thet Luke hes treated
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arbitrerily the traditien befere him fer the sake ef his scheme (37).
He alse criticizes Oenzelmenn's undue emphasis on the symbelical and
typelegical interpretatien ef geegraphicel data, peinting sut that
the auther presses his peint where there is ne evidence fer it,

and furthermere, that such symbelical and typelegical interpre-
tatiens are typical eof Gnesticism.

Winter's main criticism ef Oenzelmann is the latter's feilure
te deal adequately with the preblem ef the seurces. He maintains
that Cenzelmann dismisses tee easily the Prete-Luke hypethesis.

The questien ef the seurces is impertant, accerding te Winter,
because it decides te seme extent whether ene is dealing with

material thst Luke received er that he created.

CONCLUDING REMARKS

There is ne questien in eur minds that Conzelmann's werk is
a majer centributien te New Testament studies. This is receg-
nized by all the critics that heve been mentiened sbeve. Especially
stimulating is his besic cententien that Luke-icts cennet be under-
steed preperly except frem the vantege peint ef redemptive histery.
Fresh and suggestive are alse his exegetical studiees cencerning
the theelegiceal significance ef lecelity in Luke and the ever-all
treeatment of the apelegetic metifs thst Luke has interweven in his
narrative.

Hewever, there are seme basic criticisms ef Conzelmann's
werk that cennet be aveided.

l. Oenzelmann is cempletely dependent en Rudelf Bultmenn's

menumenteal werk, Die Geschichte der Syneptischen Treditien. He
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never departs frem this cenen. It is B. Reicke whe peinte eut
that Cenzelmann weuld have dene well in teking inte acceunt the
werk eof ether schelars.

2. Oenzelmann is net precise in the definitien ef his terms.
This is especially the case in relatien te eschatelegy and the
issue ef Luke's sources. Newhere in his beek dees Cenzelmann
grapple with the preblem ef what eschatelegy meant te the early
church. He takes fer granted thst it wes merely a nesar-expectetien
of the parcuesia. This ebvieusly is an eversimplificatien. In res-
pect te the seurces, Cenzelmann enly censiders Mark. He dees net
recken with Luke®s specisl scurce, ner dees He venture te establish
cemparisenswith the Jehannine traditien. The preblem ef the seur-
ces is mere impertant, it seems te ue, than Cenzelwann is willing
te grant.

3. Perheps Cenzelmemn's basic flaw is his all-impertant

affirmatien thet Luke created the Heilsgeschichte pattern. A

schelar can ceme te this cenclusien after a thereugh cemparisen

of 8ll that the New Testament, and fer thet matter the 0ld Testa-
ment a&lse, has te say about redemptive higtery. But this is exactly
what Oenzelmann dees net de. He simply presuppeses that there is

ne centrary evidence.

4. At times Oenzelmenn seems te ride his theery to death by
clever fits of exegetical analysis. Beth Rebinsen and Turlingten
peint this eut.

The theelegical thrust ef this werk is net stated in black
end white but it is net herd te determine. On the ene hsnd, by

pestulating the thesis that Heilsgeschichte is Luke's ewn creatioen,
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Oenzelmann seems teo erede the besis on which Cullmann's theelegi-
cal structure rests. On the ether, Cenzelmann alse affects these
en the Oathelic side whe leok te Luke ss & part ef the Cathelic de-
velepment. He says te them that there is ne basis in the claim
that the develepment can be traced back te Jesus.

One final ebservatien might be in erder. The reader eof this
beek seen realizes hew pewerful has been Luke's schematizatien
in shaping eur view ef early Christian histery. BEven if we de

net grant that Heilsgeschichte is eriginal with Luke, we have te

cencede that his picture ef an erderly, necessary develepment in
the ministry ef Jesus and in the missien ef the church ceptures
eur imeginstiocns. One feels cempelled te see the whele develep-

ment of Ohristianity es e predetermined histerical scheme. Q




