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Did atthew Know He Wäds$S Wrıting Scripture?
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Roland De1nes

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG lenistisch römischen eıt 336 erste Makkabäerbuch
un das Matthäusevangelium werden als Beispiele alur

DISI Beitrag versucht ZCISECTN dass Matthäus S@eI1] herangezogen WIeEe die ahrung VOIT (‚ottes aktiver
Evangelium VOT Anfang als (Heilige Schrift geschrie- eılnabDe gegenwartıgen Lreignissen dazu
hben hat Der Teil diskutierte als Grundlegung emIn dieses Geschehen der Form (Heiligen)
Verständnis VonNn Heiliger Schrift als Kondensat Vo wider- chrift vergegenwartıgen Dadurch WAar 65 möglich
fahrener Offenbarung | J)er vorliegende Teil wendet dieses eue Offenbarungshandeln sowoh| mIL der DIS-
dieses Verständnis exemplarisch auf WE verschiedene herigen Heilsgeschichte verknüpfen als auch für die
Texttraditionen innerhalb der jüdischen L ıteratur der hel- zukünftige Beziehung (iott fruchtbar machen

e  al e  e

SUMMARY
of Jewish literature from the second cCentury {[O the

The article seeks demonstrate the Dnossibility that the second CenturYy IrS Maccabees and the Gospe!l of
Gospel of Matthew WAds$s from the OUutfset wrıtten ith the Matthew SETVE Case studies of hOow the CXDETIENCE
intention that IT would function Oly Scripture Part of God revelatory aCLIVILY resulted Scriptures IC|
discussed the understanding of Scripture within the Bib- WerTrTe intende: rat these AaC  F 1g of
1cal ([EXTS themselves A deposit f the revelatory AC  f of the nhistory of salvation far and facilitate meaningful
God Part applies his understanding VarıOoOus strands EeNCOUNTErS ith them for the iIime COMIE

KESUME
rants de Ia Iıtterature ! dans 19 eriode allant du HS

“auteur Veut ICI demontrer JUE Evangile de Matthieu siecle avan MS siecle a{ effectue ensuınrte
DU eire redige des OMNSINEC dans Intention YUu fonc- UuNne eEtude de ( d SUT E DTEMIMIET ivre des Maccabees el

LOoNNe Fcriture saınte L:A 1 de ’Evangile de Matthieu DOUT OoOntrer COomMMenNtT ’expe-
article Outenu Ia these selon laquelle, dans les textes TIeNCe de l/actıvite divine de revelation DVOUT resul-

bibliques CUXSTNEMES, l/ Fcriture etaıt consideree tat 1a redaction de textes scrıpturalres DOUT but de
e depöt des Dar lesquels 1eu est revel ette COMmMeMOTEeTr 6S B umiere de histoire du salut
seconde I applique Celte Conception divers COU- et de V  V CEUX (1 DOUT les m

cally style, an law codes d authorisedScripture wrıting the Hellenistic- by Moses Enoch an other ‘biblical? characters
Roman per10d Ihe Enoch library another example of

Whereas Josephus al Philo wanted lımıt COTrDUS of that clearly claıms authoritative
the number of authoritative Scriptures there 15 scrıptural” TAaLtLus the Dbasıs of the fact that the
plenty of evidence that during thıs period other CONTENT of the books 15 the result Oof varıous revela-
Jews instead continued COMDOSC Scripture 1ıke LOFrY CXPCI1ICNCCS For historical understanding

Ihe Qumran library 15 full of examples of of what 1L OLr intend
this V1  > wıth INAanıYy parabiblical psalms biblı- Scripture the LarTrOW iıdea of INSpıration oun
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Phılo an Josephus O€es NOT sufhce. If the Hebrew ple of Al author who Sa the prophetic promı1ses
Scriptures themselves provide the MO for what about Israel’s restoratiıon and peaceful exIistence

wıthın SC borders ASs tulfilled iın the time of theScripture 1S, then their character AS testimonıl1e€es of
experienced vrevelatıon SCCHS II} be Hasmonean ruler Simon. result he
helpful than theıir inspıred STALUS, which book that 15 bıblıcal ın style än which received AT
"OCUSESs predominantly the divine guldance ıIn least kınd of sem1-canonical STAaTus through the
wrıiting those Wırth such CONCECDL IT 15 DOS- Septuagıint. Ihe Samnıc Can be saıd about the COMNN-

sible explaiın plausibly why authors during the munıIty ıIn Qumran, which 15 based ON the Exper1-
Second Temple Period wanted LO wrıte Scripture of living iın the last days an being elected an
and why SOIILC of these wrıitings actually gained an gulded Dy God through specılal revelatıons which
authoritatıve, Scripture-like STATUus Aat least wiıthin WCIC given for their OW: time * IThere would be

New Testament if the tollowers of Jesus In the IStparticular SrOUDS
l} Ihe MOST important FCasO1l why certaın wrIt- CCNLUrY had subscribed the Oopınıon of Philo and
i continued produce “Scrnpture’ 15 sSımply that Josephus, ut WC ave evidence throughout that
they Iıved In relig10us environment 1n which they WCIC urged wriıte L1IC O0 for the 11CW

Scripture W dASs regarded 45 the appropriate 111Calls of INCSSaHC because God Was experienced AS havıng
wıtnessing and preserving revelatiıon. 'T hıs spoken them AL1CW ın previously unheard an
pomnt 1s often overlooked: In relig10us &68}  ÜU- WAdY. Yet the nNeCESSILY of 1CW Scripture
NILy wıthın cultural climate that has tradıtion of dıd NOT I11CalN the end of the eXISUNG 1ı their
veneratiıng wrıitten documents 4S authoritative and completion, because the revelatıon brought about
AS (secondary) medium ofGod’s cCOomMMUNICATION by Jesus WAas despite hıs disturbingly "strange’
wıth hıs people, 1C °“author’ wh: wanted tulfilment of the Mess1aNıc eXpectations AS

PresSCNL INCSSaAHC 4S divinely authorised had legiıtimate and NCCESSALVY CONtıNuaAtTION of 0d’s
decide f he wanted cOomMMmMUNICATE 31S G0Od- ACTS ın Israel.

g1ven insights 4S potential Scripture (JT not .“ hıs 5} It C be demonstrated, t  ın that the wrIit-
O€s NOT infer, however, that the intended audı- Ing of Scripture (or wriıte Scripture)
IC € would iımmediately an automatically ecelive 15 connected those peri0ds ıIn Israel’s histOry
It AS word. And CVEIL if they did, IT OC€Ss NOT when God WAasSs experienced AS eing LNOITIC directly
tollow that ItSs STAaTLus 4S A INCSSaRC from God would actıve than 1ın others. IThe famous dictum of the
endure Dast Its immediate CONTITEXTE OoOme nineteenth-century historian Leopold VOINN Ranke,
dAIC time-bound an DaSs AWdY wıthın theır HMe: according which all epochs AIC equalliy close
only small proportion outlive theır primary USCc God, might eed be reconsidered 1ın thıs light.”

become Dart of COoMMUNItY’S spirıtual heritage In Israel the time of the early monarchy, the last
and be valued AS enablıng the recognıtion of per10: of the Kingdom of Judah, the exıle and the

wiıll and other WdYS of COMMUNICAtION wıth immediate post-exilic period WCCIC obviously COIMN-
God beyond the actual °S1t7 1mM en sıdered AS times when God W ds experienced LMOTC

2) second Cason 1S that the already accepted diırectly than 1ın other per10ds These had een the
Scriptures provide hope tor future intervention Mes when historical developments ( AL fru-
of God ın the fate of hıs people AT thıs WOTF. that t10N al conclusions could be drawn wıth the ben-
would CVENn SULDASS the experlences of the Past. ehit of hindsight ARE; the of 0d’s

NCW„ 11C Davıd, 11CW creation, actıvıtles. TIThe WaYV COM  Orat: these EVENTS
11IC SONS SINg, 110 WdY experience and make them spirıtually profitable for the
eing wıth hıs people all these eschatological future Wäds the production of Ia(® and/or redac-
promıises ATIC Dart of the already eXISUNG Scriptures t10Nn of already eXIStINg Scriptures. The Jewısh
and they teach the hearer watch OUuUTt for writings after ra leave 110O doubt that thıs Dat-
future actions.® And ıf Scripture 15 the deposit of ern continued Into at least the beginning of the
God’s revelatıons, cshould CXPDPCCL that when- second CCNTUFY
6MI somebody believes ıIn the realısatıon the KeC EVENTS regarded although ıIn dıiffer-
fulfilment of these Dromı1ses they ıll be compelled CN WaVYS by dıifferent STOUDS, which cConsequently

testify It One WdY do thıs 1$ wrıiting resulted 1ın split wıthın Israel’s scriptural legaCcy)
CW Schpture; AS the i A of the book of ZYra- 4S revelatory an therefore worthy be-
Nehemiah has cshown (see art L: 104-5 As bered scripturally: Fiırst, the Hellenistic CY1SIS and

wıll SCC, Maccabees 15 further 700d CX alll- the nıght of the Maccabees for the treedom of
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Israel; which looked for MOMENT ıke the fulfil- Iwo CaScC studies
Ment of prophetic promı1ses and the beginning ofa demonstrate nnally how authors could
L1CW Davidic-like kingdom. In addıtion, the help of mark their writings AS FGXTIS intended-to-become
God in the nght agalnst the much Seleucıd Scripture 4S offered their rel1g10us CO
forces and the miraculous Victorlies Israel achieved munıitlies wiıth the 4a1 of them being received in
1ın theır nght agalnst them SCCHN AVUE supported the SamMıc WaY 4ASs those already considered be
the idea that bıblical AYC had FELUTLHGd. Darts of biblical books
the Qumran library AaN! the historical books deal-

5.1 First Maccabees AS5 intended Scriptureing wıth the Hasmonean period al be AS Its
scriptural ‘deposıits’. econdly, the Comıng of Jesus In hıs 2StOVYy of New Testament Times wıth
WaS eXperMeNCced bDy SOMIC of hıs Ccontemporarıes Introduct:on the Abpocrypha P a 1949 X Pfeiffer

(  ) already observed that the author ofAS revelatory EVENI that surpassed everything Maccabees planned hıs book 4S sequel thebefore It and which could be SCCI1 4S the culmı-
natıon of everything a1d OoOWwn ın the Torah and 1070) of Chronicles, 7ra an Nehemiah iın order

complete the histOry of hıs people OWN hısthe Prophets. er Jews WCIC NOT willing SCC
OW time IThe Book of Chronicles STAarts wıth theJesus 1ın such A lıght, NOT because they thought the

time of the prophets OTr of revelatory act1ons genealogy of the people of Israel and Narratfes the

had CeasEd, ut because they unable SCC UpD the yrus edict whiıich 1S nıtting en
history of people startıng wiıth the SOIM1S of

Jesus 4S the fulfilment of the promıises contaiıned Jacob/Israel (1 Chr 1:34; 21). It 15 the en! fan
ıIn the Law and the rophets. Only few decades
later, an thıs 15 the Ir example, SOMNC Jewiısh epOC an the beginning of d IL1ICW ON  e The focus

according the edict 15 the °“House of God’ be
authors recognised instead the destruction of the built ın Jerusalem Z Chr 56:22-25)Temple and of Jerusalem in the VCaL A hıs focus the Temple ın Jerusalem might be
that had be ealt wıth ON 1DI1Ca scale. hıs 15 (MAC of the why the author of Maccabees
evidenced by the CWIS pseudepigraphic wrıtıngs took the task of wrıting Scripture LMNOIC
In the of Jeremiah, Baruch an Kzra; which The Temple had een plundered A desecrated
WEIC tryıng COPDC wıth the EVENTS of the VCal agaln, but actıve intervention for hıs people
an make them intelligible wıithin GoOod’s history an 71Ss election of CW leadershıp rescued the
wıth hıs people. Temple and the people HCcE more.® Yet ın doimng

1Io conclude thıs pomt: rıtıng Scripture 15 thıs the author of Maccabees did NOT feel the
the result of the experience of an in which eed the whole of the intervening per10d
God SET OL changed the direction of history for ın the SAaMıc WdYy Ihe per10d from Alexander the
hıs people. T'hereiore, the decisive per10ds wiıithin Great an Darıus 111 of Persia tiıochus
salvatıon histOry AIC also the decisive periods tor Epiphanes 1s covered Dy the FSft nıne VEISCS5

only, after 16 the focus 1$ the CIrCcCumstanceswrıiting Scripture. The inıtıal question of thıs C  ®
whether IT 1S possible ASSUT1I1C that Matthew that led the rse of the Hasmonean dynasty.
intended wrıte ÖCHPEULE, Call therefore be Alexander 15 described AS comıng “rom the land of

KIftim - biblical TGEIN for ON of the descendantsanswered ın the following WaY Fırst, he W asSs lıving of Javan (Gien 10:4; Chr an used maıinlyIn relig10us eNviIronment that W3asS sed test1i-
fyıng extraordinary revelatory deeds Dy describe the Greek people ın the West (Num

24:24 Isa Q] Jer ZEEO: Ez 276 whereas iınof wrıting Scripture. Secondly, he g- Danıiel 1 1:30 IT 15 used tor the Romans. Common
nısed Jesus AS the fulfiılment of Israel’s hope A a1ıd both, Greeks and Romans, 15 that they Camnlc
OWN In °the prophets an the Law Matt 1LL43: ships Alexander 15 NOLT mentioned Dy AdNnıc in
5:1%); and, finally, he experienced the revelatıon the ebrew but clearly alluded ın Danıiel’s
of Jesus Matt 16:17 NOT only 4S the climax of VISION of the gOoaL cComıng from the WEST A
Dast Oopes but also 4S the beginning of 1C Gra destroying the Lalllı from the CAaSL, IC pOo1mnts
wiıthıin salvatıon history which 11 last untiıl °the Darıus HN (Dan 8:3-7; P188) In the later O00 of
end’ (TO TEAOC, Matt 24:14). Accordingly, the only the Hebrew Darıus 1S ften used A4S the almlıc
feasıble WdY WItNESS It W as cCOoMMUNICAteE for the Persian king, an the phrase "Kıng of the
IT AS Scripture. Persians An the es 1S also bıblical It
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Can be demonstrated further that the characterisa- internal slaughter an rıvalry and the ending of
t1on of Alexander ın Maccabees 19 15 based Maccabees 15 equally gl100mYy: the Hasmonean
OI Danıiel 8:5- Sımon an of hıs WEIC kılled by Simon’s

Thıs 15 Just OMNC example of the bıiblical style of son-in-law an another SOM only Just escaped (
Maccabees; other elements AIC the inclusion of Macc 1L6:11-22): Ihe storylıne ends wıth short

poetic, psalm-lıke and PTIayCIS; the quotation John Hyrcanus, the only SUFVIVINSof ofhcial documents AS iın the book of EZra: the SO of Sımon, but wıthout revealing anythinganachronistic USC of “Israel’ for the Judean people, about 1S long KATIGer A high priest 135—-104 BC))
i 3 15 widely suggested that the orıgıinal language from the short SUMMAATY:of the book Was Hebrew an IT 1S be assumed The FGSi of the ACTS of John an hıs WAars and thethat the style W as kınd of Biblical Hebrew; this
15 supported by the Greek translation, which 1S NOTLT

brave deeds that he did, an the building of the
In the style of the G  ek Hellenistic WOTF. °but 1n

walls that he completed, and hıs achıevements,
ATC wrıitten ın the annals of hıs hıgh priesthood,the style of the Greek scrıptures, the Septuagint’ from the time that he became high priest after

AS  S Bartlett DO1INtS ur He SUSSCSTS the possibility hıs father 16:23-24).that thıs W ds done iın Al attempt *M0 aSSOC1ate the
book wıth other wrıtings accepted Dy the CWIS. hıs SUMIMMAL Y 15 clearly remiiniıscent of the CO

cluding remarks in the Book of Kıngs ( IngsCommunıity’.” 11:41; 2239 Kıngs 0.25:; 10:354 L2.19: 20:20TIThe other bıblical book wıth profound influ-
CI Maccabees 1S Judges: there the SINS Ere.).
of the trıbes of Israel allowed foreign natiıons it 15 Oobvious, and the DOINtTS mentioned above

could easıly be multiplied, that the author ofplunder them In the time of the biblical Judges Maccabees 1S adopting bıblical style Accordingthe Israelites had hide their harvest before the
foreigners, while 1n Maccabees the Israelıtes IV proposa he OCcSs thiıs because he exper1-
eed hıde the crolls of the Law which the enced ECVENTS 1n the relationship between Israel an

seeks destroy that they might aNnı- her God1he considered AS being of biblical
hılate Israel AS natıon. TIhe sıtuation in the time scale. It 15 the scale that requıres the style an the
of Gideon 1S especlally telling, wıth Israel hıdıng style follows the scale. hıs thesis 15 supported by
ın before the Miıdıianıiıtes ike the alithful ıIn the following further observations:
the time of Antiochus Judg 6  > cf Macc Maccabees Z When Mattathias, the
8-50) hen God chose Gideon CSCHE hıs father of the Hasmonean brothers, W as asked
people; although he belonged Al unımportant sacrıfıce according the foreign king’s
clan wıthin the trıbe of Manasseh Judg 6:15) order he confessed hıs Oyalty the *CON-
he received the promıise that God would be wıth ENanNnz of ur ancestors’ (2:20:21) an refused

do When instead another INan from his1MmM In the WdY the Hasmoneans
WCEIC members of Al unımportant priestly clan (1 stepped orward an made the sacrfice,
Macc Z} but they chosen LTESCUC Israel AdS “Mattathıas became zealous an hıs kiıdneysGod had OLICCEC chosen Gideon. They WEAG those WEeEIC stirred. He Dbuilt passıon for Judgement,‘through whom deliverance W as given Israel” (1 an runnıng he him the altar’ (2:24)Macc 5:62) As Gideon destroyed the altar of Baal TIhe author of Maccabees this
an the ıimage of Asherah In hıs father’s house Judg outburst OT: wiıth the help of biblical
5-28) an instead built Aall altar for analogy °He became zealous for the law, Justdıd the Hasmonean brothers: they destroyed the a4aSs Phineas did agalnst Zambri S of Salom’,foreign altar which W as erected In their hometown placıng Mattathıias alongside the bıblical ero
Modein ( Macc 4-25) an cleansed Jerusalem Phinehas, who received al eternal AS
from dol worship and the ‘desolating sacrılege reward for hıs loyalty towards Israel’s God
the altar’ 1ın the Temple (4:45, ct. 1:54; 6:/) before Maccabees TIThe last words of
erecting A] altar according the Law of God Mattathıas addressed his SOMNS AIC SULI1T1-
4:47-54). As In Judges, the RM of the 1S NOT INaL of Israel’s trials throughout her historyhappy O1l  @ Gideon returned A form of ıdolatry from Abraham OWN Danıel these INECN
and hıs SON Abimelech, who usurped hıs posıtion remaıned faiıthful God and receıved their
of leadership, Wds driven Dy worldly ambitions and heavenly reward In reTLIrN Ihe disticho: AIC

longer by the spırıt of God Judges rCDPOFTS carefully crafted iıllustrate the obedience-
VE D
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reward STrLICEUTFE IThe rst st1chos te about enemYy’s arnı y but G 4S 1ın the days of Isajah
the act1ons of the MG 1ın the actıve VOILCE; the an Hezekıah
second st1cho1 Arc al tormulated AS divine DaSs Maccabees admittedly 15 rather miıinımalistic In
S1VES. Ihe author’s intention 15 Obvıous: Now It Its description of revelatory actıvıtles CSDC-
15 the SOMNS of Mattathıias be tested and clally ın COMparıson wıth Maccabees!* and theyif they persIist, they ll be rewarded ıke their 1sappear altogether ın the later Darts of the book
predecessors. Just AS Jacob blessed hıs SOMNS an Instead, the worldly ambitions of the Hasmoneans
Moses the trıbes E: the er of theır Iıves (Gen become LNOTIC visıble an the last event properly1-28; Deut 33 dıd Mattathias before ‘he reported 15 the kıllıng of Sıiımon an hıs SONMNS But
Was gathered hıs ancestors’, which 15 another such distanced perspective which CVCN admits
biblical phrase Judg 2:10) faıled opes 15 NOT inconcelvable for ‘biblical?

Maccabees 6:7 Before the Fr at historiographical wrıiting because IT 15 ıIn line wiıth
between Judas an the Seleucids, Judas’ ICN the 00 of Kıngs CI Nehemiah, U: Psalm 45
aArCc afrald, being vastly outnumbered and WOIl-

dering how they might attack superl10r force. another example, all ofwhich Ainısh wıthout clear
perspective for the time COMNNC

Judas reminds them that ‘before Heaven there One argument agalnst the proposa that the
15 110 difference S”AaVC by INanıYy DYy few line author of Maccabees SA N1Ss wrıting AS 5 d Bthat 15 remiıinıscent of the 300 who fought wiıth
Gideon.!© Judas ends his short speech wiıth the t1al biblical book needs be addressed, namely
CONVICtTION: °“He himself ıll crush them before whart he ın 9:2  N “ there W as dis-

in Stacl. such 4S had NOLTL een SINCE the MC
uSs (S2Z)8 that 15 SaV, actıve involve- that prophets ceased ADDCAaL them.13
MeEeNT ın the battle for the sake of hıs people 15
taken tor granted, ıf It 1S described only hıs 15 central the assumption of the °Ces-

Sat1on of prophecy an It 15 wıdely used AS thecautiously. MOST iımportant early proof-text for IT (see artMaccabees Judas Maccabeus an
r Israelites face Lysı1as wiıth - 105-6 Can the author of Maccabees claım
Seleucıd LrOOPS. When Judas before the ‘biblical? authorıty wiıithout assumıng prophetical

self-understanding? ANe SCCHIL, the COM}  “at he hıs sıtuatıon wıth that of
t10N between iNnsplration, prophecy an canoniıcalDavıd and Jonathan agalnst the Philistines
STAaTuUus 15 rst made by osephus. It should NOT beIn those mes the °Savıour of Israel” (Ö OWTT]

10pan)A) mashed the forces Dy the hand presupposed for the tiım: of Maccabees and, 4S

of Davıd aM! Jonathan, and Judas the INALFfer of fact: NOT biblical AL actually DIO-
phetical wrıtıngs supposed be WıthoutSdI11Cc for hıs arı y hat God might do SCI)111E-
such understanding, A4SE'| OI Jlater „ thething agalnst the Dy the hand of the

few around Judas (  1-353; ın three COMMENT Cal CVECM the Oopposıte:
imperatıves Ar addressed directly towards God Because the distress W as extraordinary ın9

L1C  S Scripture W as NCCCSSdL Y SINCE this W d> ONCrequesting hıs actıon during the attle)
Maccabees 5:6  D divine passıve veiıled of the established WdYS for Israel DC wıth dis-

reference the revelatory actıon of God 15 aster.!* he scale of the Oppression W d such that
used describe the election of Judas and hıs Israel could NOT sufhciently deal wıth IT the

Dbasıs of the Scriptures that WeEeIC already avaılable.brothers d the One famıly through whom
deliverance W as g1ven Israel?. 4 1S NOT Just the threat that Was extraordi-

Maccabees B 1S another PLayCL offered Nal y but also the blessings which mark the peak of
Dy Judas before atı He recalls how the ange the book an of Simon’s hıgh-priesthood, which
of the Lord kılled the 85,000 Assyrlans before 15 painted wıth the colours of eschatological IAl
the walls of Jerusalem ın the time of Hezekıiah MENNT @l Macc 8-15) It 1$ 4S ıf the unknown
(2 Kıngs 19:32=35) and asks God do the author anTts describe how God rewarded the
SaJmıec ecre God 1S urge iInto actıon with the zeal of the Maccabean brothers an how through
imperatıve actıve GÜVTPLWLOV “smash!’ (verse 42) them God brought time of blessing that already
an the following 43 reads and the aV had the of the eschatological kingdom
of 1canor SOoLt smashed’ (oüwveTtpLßn), takıng up of God However, AS ın the times of the judges
the Samıec erb but thıs time ın the passıve VOlce. and the kıngs of Judah, the blessing dıd NOT last
It W as NOLT Judas anı hıs HC  — who efeate the because of the SINS of the XI generation. The
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book SCIVCS therefore As  do powerful remiıinder of ordinated alleged partısan dispute between
OW God acted ON behalf of hıs people, an thıs rıval Jewish STIOUDS In the last third of the Ist
commemoOratıon provides the foundatıon for an century. What the Gospel relates about Jesus
expectations of further aCt10ONSs by the SAdI1llc God 15 shaped according the needs of this conflict
tor hıs people In the future, OM condıtion that they wıthout AaIlV intention be for al] time d af
would cshow the commıtment hıs ll AS5 all places for those who WAanTt tollow Jesus.
did Mattathıas and hıs SONMNS hıs SCCIH1S5 be the Against thıs prevaılıng VIEW would iıke
maın role of Seripture: TIo nable looking ea o1VE IMNOTC weıight the thought that Matthew
ON the basıs Of Dast experienCces of actıve has ndeed wriıtten A Gospel for all Christians and
role In the COMHISC of the history of hıs people that do thıs he IT AS Scripture because

In S whart W ds experienced N extraordinary he wanted testify NOLT Just ut the
exceptional (as could be SCCH from Macc D: Z) Ing revelatory CVENLr ın .0d’s history wıth an for

and different from the everyday CXperienNte ofGod hıs people. hıs ‘biblical? intention clearly be
15 what caused SOMNCOMNC Capture those EVENTS AL the beginning lınking back the already
N Scripture. hıs result be sed AS bridge EXISUNG history of people ıIn the style of

the Gospels, which 2A1 C in simıiılar WdYV histori- Chronicles an Maccabees) anl the C look-
cal narratıves inspıred Dy the fact that they relate Ing orward and makıng commands tor the future
something before In ark’s Gospel of G0od’s people) of thıs Gospel. hıs intention
thıs 18 clearly expressed by the crowd after Jesus 15 further supported DYy the ‘bıiblical style’ and
forgave an healed the paralytic In Capernaum the caretul intersect an contextual-
(Z 12 e AVC NEVeET anythıng ıke thıs 1SEC the He Scripture wiıth the already established
QUT@WC OUSÖETOTE ELÖOMEV; Dar. Luke 5:2  O “We aV Scriptures, but also Dy the IMpressive and amazıng

unexpected things today ELÖOMEV TAPAÖOEN fforts NOt allow CONLTCEMPOFAarY (and therefore
ONMEPOV). Matthew places thıs COMMENT AT the en passıng and margınal) ECVENTS surface strongly. */of the miracle chapters 8S- AYAT 1VES It al CVCNMN hıs conclusion, based cComposiıtional observa-
greater weıight: what Jesus has taught (note the t10NS, 15 strengthened by the historical
astonıshment of the crowds In Matrt 8-29) T developed above that AT the time of Matthew there
the mıiıracles he dıd beyond anythıng SCCIH In WasSs 110 ‘dogma’ that Scripture-writing had
Israel far (9%353) the crowds WEIC 1N- end; quıte the Opposıte, the relative OPCHN-15 and sald: Never before has something ıke of the ebrew Z anon makes It rather plausiblethıs appeare In Israel’ (KaL EOXDWAOXV OL OXAOL  A that Matthew and the other authors of the GospelsÄAEYOVTEC' QUÖETOTE EOAUN OUTWC EVU TW T1opanı). The SAaAW themselves 4S other Jews dıd 4S SUCCECS
passıve VOlCE of the maın verb °to appear’ (OALVW) of the previous ‘bıiblical? authors.
Cal be taken AS A allusion revelatory CVENLT IThe weıight, however, ZOCS the
caused by God > hıs brings us back the inıtıal that the impact of Jesus: lıfe eIft Al
question: Is It reasonable A4SSUMMIC that Matthew, resurrection (which W as undoubtedly taken AS
when he started COMDOSC hıs Gospel, had clear historical by Matthew) ON hıs followers
VISION of wriıting d [CXI which could, CVCN should, W as experienced N revelatory ACT of God that
be treated AS Scripture ıin the long run? could only be eait wıth In the form of wrıting

ScHnpture: * Ihe experience of an reflection ONThe Gospel of Matthew AS5 intended thıs Ta C revelatıon ofGod wıthın the history 1S
Scripture people called for IICW Scripture-like preservatıon,There HE ndeed g00d C4SONS A4SSUMIEC that memoOTrIsatıon A application by INCAans of preach-Matthew W ds$ motivated (inspired) wrıte wıth Ing and spreading the word. What Can be learned

the of writing Scripture. Such dASSUMPD - from Jewish Iıterature of the time 1S that CONTLTEM-
tıon ZOCS agalnst the fOocus f CHFFENT Matthean DOLaLY EVENTS could be SCCH an understood In the
scholarship which 15 dominated Dy the (rather SCC- 1ght of Scripture 1n dıfferent WdYS either Scriptureondary) question of what the Gospel reveals about WasSs applied enlighten the PFrESCNLT ıIn the form
the conflict between the Jewısh Christianu- of commentarıes (the pesharım from Qumran); Or
NIty Matthew belongs an their surroundıng Scripture W ds rewrıtten make It IMOTrC applica-maJority CWIS culture. Matthew 15 ere predom- ble PresCNt sıtuation which Was consiıdered
ınantly document of the "parting of the Ways’ be ın eed of Incorporation Into the salvatıon h1is-
but 10O longer book for °all Christians’, and sub- LOFrYV between God an hıs people (e.g Josephus’
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Antiquities); OLr CONLEMPOFALCY EVENTS COIM- from Scripture started ın the gatherings of Jesus’
followers after the TSt Kaster. It 15 MOST lıkely thatmented (Or ‘sanctified’”) by wrıiting IN books

ın the style of the established Holy Scriptures (e.2 these regular meetings WEeEIC NOT Just socılal COMN-

Maccabees, 1 QHodayot) Wıth regard the ing-togethers ut included ACTS of worshıp S1M1-
good CWS  i the Gospels wanted communıcate, lar those ın SYNAYSOYUC where the readiıng of
IT that the scale of the WaS regarded AS Scripture plays promiıinent Dart. - It 15 therefore

dıifferent from what had happened before that legitimate question whether the early Christian
It Was NOL enough adapt the eXISt- wrıitings WCIC composed wiıth the intention/hope
Ing biblical style ther: thıs overwhelmingly 11C  S be read alongsıde established Scriptures, which
experience of intervention called tor N1CW also explains the INa y allusions an references
z  9 namely whart L1O0W ave ın the Gospels. them within the New lestament wrıitings. 1111C

ere ÜTFE Gospels before Jesus and NONC after that the Gospels (or anı y other wrıiting wıthın the
hım Ome attempted wriıte further Gospels but New Testament) WCIC be read ın
tajled CONVINCE arge enough readershıp of isolatıon but always 4S Dart of lıterary web wıth
theır worth for them become Scripture, which other Scriptures (and perhaps wiıithın setting of
alone 15 Aall astonishing thıng trom historical standardised liturgical elements). Therefore, SCI1P-
pDomnt of 1CeW. tural canonıcal embeddedness already needs

Matthew ıIn particular, but the other New be taken Into ACCOUNLT AS part of the production
Testament authors SOILLC eXTIeNT AS well, PIC- PFOCCSS. ILhe Gospel of Matthew 15 intended be
SCNT themselves ın theır writngs 4S eing iımbued read an understood wiıth the help of Isa1ah an
wıth the 1T of looking realıty through the ther prophets, and wiıth the books of Moses

an the Psalms hıs “canonıical’ embeddednessthe lenses of Scripture. hıs that these
authors WT accustomed seek understandıng NOT only justifies ut indeed requires readıng ın

“context)’ wiıth those O0of extraordinary EVENTS ın relatıon Scriptures,
and naturally thıs Was CVEN IMNOTC wıth reSPECL But f the Gospel 15 ECACL heard and preached

theır experlenCces wiıth Jesus and through alongside and AS °CO-text’ existing Scriptures,
Jesus’ MINISTTY, death an resurrection wiıth Oc€s thıs NOT also affect the WdYy ıIn which IT 15
God himself. Nevertheless, the Gospels ATLC WwrIit- perceived? In ther words, PFrOCCSS W as SECET In
Ten anonymously; thıs the authors SteD back motion that nnally turned A not-yet-but-intended-
completely behind theır work agaln followıng to-be-scripture Into PFrODCI Scripture rough
the biblical example, where almost 110 book Call the commıtment of believing audience these

NEW about the L1C revelatıon of Godbe properly abelled 4S author-literature. Should
thıs HOT be understood 4S inter in light of the ere 15 rCason ASSUNIC that the evangelist
possibility that the New lLestament authors used W dS completely of thıs dynamıc, CVCIN ıf
the CeXISUNG Scriptures AS model for theır WIN It might TOO far ASSUMC that from the egin-
wrıting that their work aımed transcend the nıng Matthew W aAS wrıtten fulfil the need for
Iimits of the authors that IT could be AS Chrıistian lect1OnarYy, 45 Kilpatrick and

Michael Goulder assumed.*9 ut al author ıketestiımonYy the revelatory work of God?
We aVe that the later Old Lestament wrIt- Matthew knew what happened wıth Scriptures.

Ings refer back earlier Scripture 4S authoritatıve. He knew that Scriptures AIC expounded, preached
Not-yet-Scripture quoting Scripture 1S all estab- and connected wıth other Scriptures. C -

Iıshed form of makıng connection the already quently, for Aall author ike Matthew, the idea of
sanctihed tradıtion. hıs INCAans that ıf author textual understanding that ZOCH beyond the W“
QUOTCS Scripture 1ın TEXT that 1S NOT yeLt Scripture Ity of Its orıginator 15 NOT impossible ut instead
but 15 composed ın Scripture-like format aMn GVen lıkely. Scriptural intertextuality 15 inherent
COmMprIisıng Scripture-like (namely quality of all New TLestament wrıtings.
revelatory EXPEMNENCE), he 15 borrowing authorıity Does thıs then OPCH the possibility that the
from what 15 already authoritatıve an places hıs evangelists’ word about revelatory act1ons
OW scrıpture alongside the existung ON By doing WasSs intended 4S the revelatory word of God well»
this, the author 15 able influence the reception hıs 15 where the top1c of Insplratiıon ın
of hıis wrıting; he might also be able the agalın but heed the WISeE counsel of oward
WdY hıs wrıting 15 performed ın public. Although Marshall: “Che doctrine of Inspiration 15 declara-

do NOLT NOW when exactly regular readıngs t10N that the Scriptures aVEC theır OrNg1ın in God;
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IT 1S NOT and INOT be explanation ofhow God the form of 1C Scriptures. In Lurn these became,
brought them IntOo being. Nevertheless AL ıIn PFOÖCCSS siımılar Jewısh Scriptures though
least offer observatıons the dea of INSplra- ıIn much shorter period of time), NECW entity
tıon which arc worthy be studied 1n detaiıl which could be referred AN) the New Testament,
at another tiıme but NOLT ın the of replacing what thus became

Matthew has In hıs repertoire the idea of the Old Jestament:; ut forming ogether wıth it
words gıven belıevers Dy spırıt 16 Holy Scripture ın the singular.““ ogether they
ATrC NOT theır O W AS Call be SCCI1 from Matthew form the test1imonYy od’s revelatory AGTES from
10:19-20 Clearly, the CONTLEXT 15 standıng trial and creation the incarnatıon of mediator
AT wrıiting Scripture NC should NOT thıs of creation. Ihe redemption he brought about
argument [O  C far. Additional SUppOTT, however, 15 opened the WaY the ultımate ends of od’s his

LCOFrY wiıth hıs creation. And because this ultımateprovided Dy Matthew 16°:17/ where Peter’s conftes-
S10N of Jesus 4S Son of the lıving God W das qualified revelatıon of God 1n Jesus took place In the last
Dy Jesus 4S divine revelatıon. days In unsurpassable WdY, IT subsequently made

2) It 15 interesting that the description of the SCI1ISC discontinue the wrıiting of DICW Scriptures,
PUrpDOSC ofınspired writing according Tımothy and be for the present time an the
3: 16 Hts the Gospel of Matthew extremely well time OI wıth applyıng exIisting Scripture
IT 1S indeed book full of teaching (SLÖXOKAALO ), the ife of people
reproach/correction (EAXEYMOC) an setting things
straıght (XTXVOpOWOLG) for the sake of an educatıon Dr Roland Deıines 1S professor of New Testament
In righteousness (TpOC TOLÖELOV EV ÖLKOXLOOUVPT)), at the University ofottingham
that the Mal of God INaYy be COMPECLCNL ftor
x0o0d deed (mpoc TOAV EPYOV  L xyYaOOV). Endnotes

See iıchae Knıibb, “Reflections ()I1 the Status
Conclusion of the KEarly Enoch Wrıitings’, 1ın Authoritative

TIo TAaW conclusion: amnı quite convınced that Scriptures, 143-154; George Nıckelsburg,
It would be possible demonstrate for nearly all “Scripture In Enoch and Enoch Scripture’,

In Tord ornberg and Davıd Oolm eds),wriıtings ın the New Testament that they WEIC Texts and Contexts: 10L11C0. Texts In Their Textualintended be Scripture-like that they WEIC
wriıtten wIıtnNess whart the authors aVeC CADC-

an Sıtuational (‚ONteEexXts (FS Hartmann; slo
Scandınavıan Universıity Press. 333—354;rienced AS revelatıon 1n theır COW! time but ıdem, “The Books of Enoch Aat Qumran: What We

clearly NOLT only for that time. Ihe New TLestament KNOw and Whart We eed Think about’, ın
wriıters tOo0k thıs revelatıon 4S A continuatiıon of ollmann, eINnNDO and Steudel (eds),
what had happened In earlıer times an thıs 15 why Antıkes Judentum und Frühes Chrıistentum (FS
they sed scriptural quotations frequently Stegemann; ZNW- D: Berlin: de Gruyter,

99- ] L5 Ldem, Enoch Commentary the Bookdemonstrate the fundamental rooting of the NCW
word’ of God in that which already existed. TIo of Enoch, Aptbers 1306 1-10, (Hermenela;
SUuppOrt thıs connection CNn further they adopted Mınneapolıs: Fortress, the COFDUS

claıms be authoritative Scripture that 15 A4SEalbeıt quıte freely biblical OLr scriptural style NOT OIM other inspired but ON direct revelatıonsfor theır WI1 wrıitings. It INCONCEIV- received by Ifs primordial author). For the discus-
able that ın domg they WOU AUE een - S1I0N of Enoch ın early Christianity SCC Deines, “CThe

of the implications thıs would ave for their erm and Concept of Scripture’, 262-263
WIN wrıitings if they WEeEIC placed alongside EX1ISt- Deines, “Che rm and Concept ofScripture 2/O;
Ing Scriptures. Ihe notion and AWaTrTC11CS5$5 of Jesus SCC Iso Bockmuchl,; Revelatıon and ystery, 1

1.26being the ultımate revelatıon of God for the last
times ( Adll be taken ASs the default setting of the For Gerhard ON Rad the not-yet-fulfilled Nature of

the Hebrew Scriptures, ın hıs OW words bookNew Testament authors ECVECN ıf NOT al of them
CADICSS It AS  S cClearly AS the unknown author of the of ST increasıng antıcıpation’, 4>

cal heology, Old Testament Theology, vol IT TheLetter the Hebrews (Heb 1:2 X It 1S, after all, Theology of Israel Prophetic Traditions (Edinburghthe cultural GCONTEXT of first-century Judaism that an London: Oliver an Boyd, 1965) S19 SCC Iso
urged the tollowers of Jesus Prescnt their CADC- Gese, “Ihe 1DI1C2. Viıew of Scripture’, the UunIıtyrience wıth hım AS revelatory of God In of both teSsStTa: WItNESS ONC unbroken
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“Revelatıon History’ Judges P SCC a1sO Samuel 14  O
1Q5S 9: O: L: 1 the chapter the 11 In Maccabees 3:25 It 15 saı1d that *tear’ has allen
spiırıts (1Q5 H11} 1 26) 15 document of the upON the natıons that as and hıs brothers +  v

feared Thıis 15 another 1DI1CAa. phrase 1E pomntsL1LCW revelatıon for the eschatological COMMUNITY;
the prologue of the ])amascus Scroll (I Lal 1) 15 God A: the ONC who ear the nNations, S
another Scripture-like document that introduces Josh 2 DPs 105 (L 104) the iıdıom 15 also
LICW epOC ın salvatıon history 1C 15 marked by used ın Jdt 2:28 for Holofernes and hıs IT who

made the natıons remblethe Teacher of Righteousness who W ds raised upD
by God for this task (I LE) For fuller treatment Maccabees; wriıtten In lıterary hoıine TE and
»  O rawTIor Rewrıiting Scripture and Bockmukchl;, NOL ın the ‘bıblical” style of the Septuagınt, 15 ARRI

Revelatıon AN: Mystery, 47 -56 t1 helpful 15 also example of d book that WasSs 31018 intended Dy Its
(Jtto Detz: Offenbarung un Schriftforschung In der author be Scripture but rather edifyıng and
Oumransekte (W UNI O; übingen: Mohbhr j1ebeck, entertainıng reading A4SE ON the detailed historical
1960 ACCOUNT made Dy Jason of Gyrene (2 Macc 3-31,

SG Iso the epllogue of the epıtomator 15:37-39).Epoche 1St unmittelbar Gott, und ihr Wert
beruht SAl nıcht auf dem Was A4AUS ıhr hervorgeht, Despite the authorial intent It received sem1-canon-
sondern in ihrer Exıiıstenz selbst, ın ihrem Eıgenen cal Status, and the [CasSsO for thıs 1S that the book
selbst.”? Leopold VON Ranke, her dıe Epochen der much MIOTC than Maccabees describes

Geschichte (  istorisch-kritische Ausgabe, actıve involvement In the IrSCc of events and high-
hg Theodor eCNnieder und Helmut Berding; Aus liıghts relig10us elements vVCLYy strongly.
Werk und Nachla{fß Z München: Oldenbourg OTE 13 See also Macc 4:45b-46; 14:41 For A siımılar scal-
60); —  e also VO  — Rad, Old Testament Theology, Ing of distress CC Mark 13:19
319-320 (t. Deines, °‘How Long? Revealed

Schedule for Salvatıon an the Outbreak of the BarMentioned ın John Bartlett, Maccabees Guldes
CO pocrypha nd Pseudepigrapha; hefheld Kokhba Revolrt’, ın ange, Omhe
eAcademıiıc Press, 1996) 16-19 Ihe and Weigold (eds); Judaısm AaAn ( V1LS1S! (_VISLS
pomint 15 made by o0dy mL “When Dıiıid the Catalyst In Jewish ULEUTVA History (Schrıiften des
Gospels Become SCHPTE? , Institutum Judaicum Delitzschiaanum D Göttingen:

Chronicles E: from Adam the descendants of Vandenhoeck und uprecht, 201 201-234 (2
ESall, 15 prelude the genealogy DITODCL. TIhe 218 233-234; SRC also the “Introduction’ thıs

volume, VE  D 8-18); Davıd Sıim and Paulıinecompiuler of the genealogy works ın reversed order
1in the first part: the €eSss important gures ArC [1- en (eds), Ancıent Jewi1sh and Christian Texts
tioned fırst, the SCYUCIICC 15 NOT Shem, Han, CrIis1s Management Literature: eMAatıc tTudies
Japhet but Japhet, F1la Shem, and in the ASC VYOM the Centre for ANVLY Chrıstian tudies LENIS
of Abraham Ishmael’s descendants fırst, fol- 445; London: 1E ar International, 2012).
owed by the born DYy his concubine Keturah, 15 Ihe SAadLllec erb 15 used in Matt 1:20: 213 for the
and only then ISaaC S; where Esau’s descendants AIC ADDCATIALNCC of the ange of the Oord’ in Joseph’s
isted before Jacob’s Wırth chapter the pattern dreams which gulded hım (XyVEAOC  DE KUPLOU KOT
changes: fter SIVINS the 1St of the twelve SOMS of OVApP EDAUN XUTO) Joseph; 2:13 XYYEAOC KUPLOU
aCcCo in Dn  NI ın theır tradıtional, age-base order, OALVETAL CT 28  OVAp TW 'Iwond; 2:19 XYYEAOC

STAarts wıth the SOIM1S ofa. who 15 only KUPLOU OALVETAL KT 2  OVAp TW '1wond); the verb
the fourth-born but nevertheless the bearer of the 15 further used ıIn wıth regard the ST that
NgIy promıise and iıne appeare ın the and for the ast time ın 24 :3)

Chronicles 24-35 15 dedicated the rediscovery for the future revelatıon of the Son of Man TOM
of the book wriıitten Dy Moses nd the celebration heaven (TOTE OwVNOETAL TO ONMELOV TOU ULOU TOU
of the Passover festival according what W aSs Oun: XVONWTOUL EV 0UPAVO).
wrıtten ıIn thıs book In simılar WdY Maccabees See Bauckham, “ Whom Were Gospels
(and VE IMOTC Maccabees) 15 promoting the Wrıtten?”, 1ın ıdem Fed:), The Gospels fOor AIl
feast of Chanukkah remembrance day of LICW Christians: Rethinking the Gospel AÄAudıences (Grand
intervention of God for the sake of the Temple Rapıds: Eerdmans, 19986 9-48; in the Sa collec-
Macc _5’ ct. Macc L:1S®; 10:1-8 Note that t10Nn the chapter Dy Richard Burridge, ‘“About
the decision celebrate the dedicatıon of the altar People, by People, for People: Gospel Genre nd
annually W asSs made Dy as and hıs brothers and all Audiences’, bid. 113-145, 15 pertinent the QUCS-

t10N Aat hand: SE also °From the Centrethe assembly of Israel. It 15 NOTLT command-
ATIC the feasts In the Pentateuch. ere 15 the Margıns: German-speaking Scholarshıp ON

also 110 miıiraculous connected the rededi- Matthew’s Gospel Aase tudy for Martthean
catıon It 1 ın Maccabees. Scholarshıp hole’ (  L-Matthew
Bartlett, Maccabees, 2009), avaılable from http://eprints.nottingham.
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ac.uk/1697/ hıs obedience the Father 26:59) Ifıl the
For the first Argumcent SCC the ast liıterature OIl the Scriptures 26:54 56)

of the Old Jestament In Matthew’s Gospel, for M1 When Dıd the Gospels Become Schpture?),
the second +  O Deıines, “Jesus and the Jewısh
Iradıtions of Hıs 11me, arly Christianity For references SCC mıt “When Dıiıid the Gospels
(2010) 344-371 (358-359, 368-370), where I dis- Become ÖCMpture? z

71cussed the meanıng of the Gospels reductioniısm Howard Marshall, 10L1CA. Inspiration on
wıth regard the historical contingencies of the Hodder and Stoughton, 1982
ıfe of Jesus essenti1al for their presentation 1m For thıs development SCC Ulrike Mıttmann an

Ouven Genz, “Ihe Term and Concept of NewLord Thıs artıcle (and also the ONMNC quoted ıIn
14) 15 N1OW avaılable In Roland Deines, Acts of God Jestament’ ıIn What 15 the Bıble?, 305-337; Tobıias
ın Hi1story: tTudies Towards Recovering Theological Nıcklas, “Che Development of the Christian Bıble’,
Hıstorvography (ed ristop. chs and Peter ıbıd., 393-426 1I1wo ımportant O00 appeare

after completion of thıs 1C aIc pertinentWatts; VUNT 51/® übingen: ohr SIEDECK. the questions addressed Michael uger, The
( Crucıal In Matthew’s ACCOUNT aAarc the confirmation Onestion of Canon: Challengıing the Status Qn0 In

the New Tesstament Debate (Nottingham: pollosof Jesus’ MI1Iss1ıON Dy God In the VOlCEe from heaven Inter- Varsıty Press:. Tomas Bokedal; Thein the baptısm C (D and during the NSs-
figuration 1729) i Arc mırrored by Jesus’

Formatıon an Sıgnificance Christian 20L1C0.
Canon: UAN In Lext, Rıtual an Interpretationacknowledgement of hıs sonshiıp 11:25:27%); an (London: Bloomsbury 1021 ar 2014).
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