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THTRODUCTION

The purpose of the Gospels in our Hew Testament is,
in each case, to present a picture of the significance of
Jesus Christ. We have four different Gospels and as a re-
sult we have four somewhat different pictures. There are
also similarities between them. The first three Gospels
have been considered to be so similar that they are called
the Synoptic Gospels. DBoth the differences and the simi-
larities blend to make the Gospel record as a whole one
which is wholesome, inspirational, and informative.

Phe reason there are differences between the Gospels
may lie in part in the fact that each author had a different
environment in which he wrote. It is practically impossible
ever to be completely objective when one is writing with
reference to the past. The interpretation and coloring by
the author will almost always be certain to influence the
finished product. Therefore, even though there is much
similarity and duplication of material in our four Gospels,
each has a different approach to the ministry of Jesus.

Many implications can be seen in these individual

approaches. The challenge of this thought is what ha:s brought

me to explore the subject of this thesis. There seems to be,

among other things, a vivid reflection of church life in the



-
Gospel According to Matthew. Lt is my purpose to poiant out
the outstanding characteristics of the Gospel of lMatthew and
in so doing present what appears to me to be a definite por-
trait of an early church. As the environment seems to become
clear in what we read, the church takes form and we can see
many interesting aspects of it. ©Sherman Johnson has appraised
Matthew in a similar way by saying of the author: "lNo matter
how honest he was, no matter how good his sources—-and he was
an honest man who had some good sources~-he was an evangelist,
not a historian, and he was influenced by his theology and the
needs of his church."l

My procedure in seeking early church reflections will
be first to take a broad look at the Gospel of lMatthew from
an historical point of view. With this background the two
conflicting elements of particular and universal tendencies
in the Gospel will be explored. All this will become the
background out of which a picture of an early church will
be pointed out.

The term "Matthew" often will be used interchangeably
in reference to the author of the Gospel According to llatthew
and to the actual document itself. The context in each case
will show to which the term is referring. The word "Gospel"
alone will always represent the document kunown as the Gospel
According bvo Matthew. The word "gospel" will have reference

to the message of Jesus.

lSherman E. Johnson, "The Gospel According to St.
Matthew," The Interpreter's Bible, Vol. VII (WNew York--
Nashville: Abingdon Press, 1951.

T
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CHAPTER I

AN HISTORICAL LOOK AT MATTHEW

The four accounts in our New Testament which con-
tain a portion of the life and teaching of Jesus are to be
ranked in a class of the most outstanding literature of the
early Christian tradition. We have in these accounts infor-
mation and impressions which have wolded Christian thought.
Bach Gospel has its own individual importance as well as
its own characteristics which make it valuable in its own
right,

As early as 160-170 A.D. Tatian produced a work
entitled the "Diatessaron" which was a mosaic of the four
Cannonical Gospels ingeniously dovetailed together. However,
there is evidence that this was not the first attempt to do
such a thing.l But this did not seem to be satisfactory
in the total light of Christian literature. Throughout
Christian history there have been various voices proclaiming

the importance of the individual Gospels.

lNOTE: Certain secondary products of the oriental
method of book-making by amalgamation had preceeded this.
These composites blended together two or more of our Synoptic
Gospels in various heretical interests. See Benjamin W.
Bacon, Studies In Matthew (New York: Henry Holt and Company,

1950)a p. 43,

-3
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The Gospel of lMatthew is certainly not the least of
these four important documents. Matthew has been placed first
in order of the four Gospels by the tradition of the church
throughout the years. While there has been some variation in
the order of the Gospels at some points in history, it has
been the predominant case in fact that the vast majority
shows the Gospel of Matthew in the first position of the four.
The Gospel of Matthew has a great deal to offer the
student who will engage in its study. For in it we find not
only an account of the sayings and activities of Jesus, but
we also find some very important clues into the nature of the

early church and early Christian thinking within the church.

AUTHORSHIP

Let us first consider the author himself. There has
been and probably always shall be speculation as to who the
author of the Gospel According to Matthew really is. IMay it
first be affirmed that the title "According to Matthew" is
not a part of the original document itself. This was a
title given to the Gospel in its early history in order to
designate it along-side the other Gospels in circulation.
However, there surely was some kind of reasoning for giving
that name to this particular Gospel.

The traditional view is that the Gospel is of
apostolic authorship. This is to say that the Gospel Ac-

cording to Matthew was written by the Apostle llatthew who
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was within the intimate circle which surrounded Jesus during
his ministry. This would give authorship credit to the dis-
ciple sometimes called Levi. He was originally a tax collector,
according to tradition, who gave up his occupation at the sum-
moning of Jesus to follow him. The disciple Matthew seems to
be a most unlikely possibility as a Gospel writer in somne
respects. He was originally from a tribe which was identi-
fied with formal Judaism and he was engaged in a profession
which was hated by everyone. If the apostle Matthew did not
actually write the Gospel, it seems that he might be the last
person to give credit for it.

Much of the evidence for apostolic authorship rests
on a statement made by Papias, a resident of Hierapolis in
Phrygia, who made it his business to interview anyone who
passed that way from palestine and inguire of them for any
memories of sayings of Jesus they might have heard back in
Syria. He recorded these about the year 140 A.D. He has

also recorded a statement about the apostle Matthew which
says: "Matthew composed the Sayings (Logia) in the Aramaic

(Literally, Hebrew) language, and each one translated them

as he was able.“2 Scholars have never known of such a work

by the apostle Matthew specifically called: "The Sayings."

Therefore, traditional conclusions rest on the affirmation

that Matthew the apostle took down Jesus' utterances at the

2p10yd V. Filson, Qrigins Of The Sospels (New York-—
Cincinnati-Chicago: The Abingdon Press, 1958), P 58.
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time they occurred. This, the conclusions continue, becomes
the meat of a Gospel later written by the same disciple.

One of the wost prominent advocates of apostolic
authorship in our contemporary circle of scholars is Goodspeed.
He has taken this position in recent years.5

First consider the genealogy. In the three fourteens
of the genealogy of the Gospel, it is the man of figures--the
tax collector!--who speaks. It seems that the important fact
in the genealogy was not so much the identities of Jesus' an-
cestors as was the fact that the line, exalted as it was,
reached its climax in him, as the one who began the seventh
seven. JThis is hardly less than the sign manual of the tax-
collector apostle.4

There is also another factor to be considered. It
seemns improbable to some that the Gospel of Matthew could
come out of the Greek world of books and writers of its time
with the actual authorship having been forgotten. The Greeks
exalted authorship; they almost worshiped it. They were
averse to anonymity. One poem could embalm the name and
memory of an author. If he wrote Greek, and wrote well, it
was enough.5 It does seem strange that such people could be

so neglectful of the author of a book like the Gospel of Matthew.

3pttention must be called to the fact that Goodspeed
opposed apostolic authorship in his earlier years. Such op-
position can be noted in his work on Introduction.

4Edgar J. Goodspeed, Matthew Apostle And Evangelist

(Philadelphia--Toronto: The John C. Winston Company, 1959),
p. 14,

2Ibid., p. 38.
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Goodspeed projects that llatthew was called by
Jesus for the express purpose of being a recorder. lMatthew
was called as soon as hostility began to show itself. l1saish's
disciples had recorded at a time such as that also. Let us
remember the emphasis the Gospel of llatthew places on Isaiah.
There was also quite a Jewish habit of not taking notes (for
fear of seeming to rival "Scripture").6 The tax collector,
the inveterate note-taker of Jesus' world, might well have
been called for this purpose. Thus, Papias wrote that llatthew
"took down" Jesus' sayings. This may tell us why Matthew was
so silent throughout the Gospel narratives. His purpose was
to record..7
Others have favored the view which says the apostle
possibly wrote that to which Papias had reference. Bacon
points out, "All scholars now adnit the impossibility of
Papias' having reference to, or direct knowledge of, any

8

other Matthew than our own." But this would not necessarily

mean that our present Matthew is the result of that same
author. This is the point where many scholars turn to find
other authorship. But Goodspeed persists in his thesis:

That Matthew's name, as we are asked to believe, was

given this Gospel because he wrote, not it, but a sup-
pésed Aramaic source of it, I find doubly improbable,

for the Greeks, as we have seen, while they did call

books by the names of men who wrote them in Greek, did

not name them after the writers of their barbarian sources,
as the Greeks considered then.

®Ipid., p. 43. 71pid.

8Bacon, op. cit., p. xii.

9Goodspeed, op. cit., p. 88.
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But there is, on the other hand, much which has been
written emphasizing the fact that there is not an apostolic
suthorship connected with the Gospel. The front of this at—
tack is to be seen by an attitude which does not keep Papias
in such high regard as an authority. 1f Papias was referring
to our first Gospel (and there is some speculation on this),
it has been advocated that he was guilty of two major errors:
(1) that lMatthew wrote the Gospel to which his name is now
attached, (2) that it was originally written in Aramaic.lo
Papias, if we take him to be referring to our Gospel as we
now have it, is saying that the first Gospel was written in
Hebrew by the disciple tax collector. Thus the Greek Gos-—
pel which has come down to us must be a translation from a
"Hebrew original." C. C. Torrey has made an extensive study
of the four Gospels and 1S convinced that they were originally
written in Aramaic. Commenting on the Gospel of Matthew he

says: "It must have been a particularly fine specimen of

literary Aramaic."ll Yet the problem in this theory is that

the first Gospel is not a translation, according to scholarly
examination. WhoeveT wrote the Gospel used the second Gospel,
Mark, it seems, and took the Greek phraseology of it. I1f the
author had translated the Greek of lMark into Hebrew, and then
someone translated Matthew's Hebrew back into Greek, the re-

translation would have resulted in very different Greek than

105 p, . Stather Hunt, Primitive Gospel Sources
(New York: Philosophical Library, 1951), p. 191.

1laparles Cutler Torrey, The Four Gospels (New York
and London: Harper and Brothers, 1953), Pe 202.
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we now have.12 The writer does seem to have been a Jew. This
seems evident by much of the content.l5
If the apostle Matthew were to write a Gospel it would
seem that he would have plenty of personal resource material.
One who could write with the aubthority of an eyewitness would
not have been content to base his work on that of a secondary
authority (Mark). The Gospel of llatthew clearly exhibits re-
flexion, not recollection; it is a portrait of a Person rather
than a chronicle of events.14
The summation of the large group of scholars today
will say that the first Gospel as it stands does not come di-
rectly from the hand of Matthew. There is, however, some think-
ing which will give the apostle llatthew some credit for some of
the material found in our present Gospel. lany will say if
there is any truth at all in the tradition of Matthew's author-
ship, it must be simply that the disciple had drawn up some
brief document which served as a nucleus of the later work.
1t has often been suggested that the Q document, or the earliest

Aramaic nucleus of it, was the work of the apostle Matthew.l5

laAlfred Plummer, An BExegetical Commentary On The

Gospel According To St. lMatthew (New York: Charles Scribner's
Sons, 1910), p. viii.

13nnis will be considered more fully in the follow-
ing chapter.

1441 an Hugh McNeile, The Gospel According To St.
Matthew (London: Macmillan and Co., 1915), P. xxvii.

15Sherman E. Johnson, "The Gospel According To St.

Matthew—-Exegesis" The Interpreter's Bible, Vol. VII (New
York+Nashville: Abingdon Press, 1951), p. 242.
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From the beginning of the second century the Jewish Christian
Nagzarenes had a Gospel which they ascribed to the disciple
Matthew, and which was written in the Aramaic language. This,

too, may have come from source material which was the work of

an apostolic collection.

So may we conclude that there may have been some good
teason which related the apostle natthew to the Gospel which
now bears his name. If there was not a source written by
the apostle then the vast majority of scholars agree that
there is a great difficulty in the name "Gospel According to
Matthew.'" Some have conjectured that those who distributed
this Gospel must have been ignorant of the book's true author-
Ship.l6 The name Matthew therefore being selected only be-
cause Matthew's call was recorded in the work. If, however,
the Gospel incorporated a document which was popularly as-
cribed to the disciple Matthew, the book as & whole could
have soon come to be regarded as his in the church for which
it was first written.

We can say with certainty that whoever did write this

Gospel must have been a very orderly sort of person--just

like a good keeper of sccounts who has everything well or-

ganized and grouped together.l7 We can only be sure that

16J. Spencer Kennard, dre, "The Place of Origin of
Matthew's Gospel," Anglican Pheological Review, XXI October,

1949),

17Dean G. McKee, "The Gospel According to Matthew,"
Interpretation, III, 2 (april, 1949), p. 195
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he was a Christian of insight and devotion, who preferred

to remain unknown, and cared only to exalt the figure of

Jesus, the Son of llan and the Son of God.

Phe date the Gospel of Matthew was originally writ-
ten is another part of the historical perspective. There
are many speculations concerninz the exact date. However,
it is interesting to note the date which seems consistent
with most of the facts. This gives us insight concerning
both authorship and environment. Some attempt to place
Matthew in an early period which would reflect a very young
church. It is interesting that the Gospel seems to have no
consciousgness of the special problems and needs of the Gen-
tile mission. It is true that the author/is aware that The
Christian messaze, rejected by the Jews, is to be carried
to "all nations."l8 Yet there are not many indications of
the situation which developed when the Gentile mission first
began. One might even receive the impression that the con-
troversy between Gentile and Jew had not yeb broken out in
the Church when this Gospel was composed. It has been

ted that the Jewish~Palestinian coloring found in

19

specula

the Gospel of Matthew may be a sign of early date. This

is not a popular view bub it is worth momentary consideration.

18yatt. 28:19

19, . Butler, The Originality of St. Matthew
(Cambridge: The University Press, 1051), p- 16D
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Allen feels that it does not seem possible to suppose that a
Gospel in which Christ's sayings are SO arranged as to give
o definite impression that He had foretold His coming as
Son of Man, and the near end of the age, in close connection
with the events of the yeaT 70 A.D. could have been written
more than a very few years after that date.2o
However, most scholars will be prone to give a some-
what later date TO this Gospel. It has been illustrated by
some that an addition to the parable of the Marriage of the
King's Son21 is an indication thal it was written after 70
A.,D, There 1s nothing at all about either the persecution
of the messengers, OT the King's vengeance in the parallel
parable in Luke. The words, "Their city," do not seel to
fit into the rest of the story as the ipvited guests would
either be citizens of one or more of the King's own cities
or at least inhabit more than one city.22 The destruction
of Jerusalem in the year 70 A.D. seems tO be clearly alluded

to. Many scholars think that the references to the Gospel

by later writers and the probable use by the Gospel of John

20,711 oughby C. Allen, A Critical And Exemetical Come
mentary On The Gospel According to St. Matthew (New York:
Charles Scribmer's Sons, 1907), pe LXXXV.

2lnpna the rest 1aid hold on his servants and en-
treated them shamefully, and killed them. But the King was
wroth; and he sent his armies, and destroyed those murderers,

and burned their city." MMb. 22:6-7

22pyrnett Hillman Streeter, The Four Gospels (London:
Maemillan and Company, 1951), p. 216.
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make a date not laber than 100 A.D. necessary. The author
was able to look forward to a period during which the evan-
zelization of ng1l nations™ would be carried on. Keeping in
1ine with much of the thinking of that trend, C. H. Dodd has

given 75 and 95 A.D. as the limits for tThe dating of the

N

Gospel of lMatthew. 5
Tet us consider the picture of the church which is
reflected in the Gospel and observe what stage this might
reflect. On two occasions the author refers to something
which has continued 'unto this day,“24 which would seem o0
indicate a considerable time has elapsed since the event he
is describing actually took place. There seems to be an echo
of disappointment at the long delay of Ghe promised return
of Christ.25 The church began to feel this way btoward

the end of the first century. There also seems to be some

reference Lo persecutions suffered for the neame of uhflot.a

Persecution was not a gerious problem in the life of the

church until near the end of the first century. There also
seems Lo be & development of heresy, dissension, theology,

and organization within the church reflected in the Gospel.

[he question is, could 211 this develop in just 50 or 40

years following the crucifixion? The church of the next

two zenerations seems bto have developed much less than the

)

25x,H. Dodd, About The Gospels (Cambridge: The
University Fress, 19207, . 2b.

H3

e

5.1
Migtt. 27:8. “OMatt. 24:483 25:5.

26yatp. 5:1l; 10:18; 25:56,39.
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church reflected in the Gospel of Matthew. Even the church
of Ignatius' time exhibits very little development beyond what
We see reflected in the Gospel of Matthew.27 It seems evident

that we see the early church at the turn of the century re-

flected in this Gospel.

WHERE WRITTEN?

There were probably several different churches in
different locations by the turn of the century. The ques-
tion here is, just what early church do we see reflected in
this Gospel? Or, where was the Gospel According to Matthew
written? To begin with, let it be affirmed that there is no
Wway of knowing for certain just exactly where the document

Was written. Some of the passages in lMatthew do have a

Strong Jewish character and therefore it has often been as-

Signed to Palestine. But the author works with sources, and

the Jewish coloring seems to belong to the sources rather

Than to the original part of the work itself.28 There is

also much in it that suggests the atmosphere of a Gentile

church. A meeting ground of both Jewish and Gentile influ-

€nces in the early church was the church at Antioch. This
Particular church was also one of the earliest and greatest

churches. Because of this, many have traditionally placed

————

27Johnson, Interpreter's Bible, op. cit., p. 241.

®grnest Findlay Scott, The Literature of The New

Testament (New York: Columbia University Press, 1936 ),
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the origin of Matthew ot Antioch. Goodspeed emphasizes this
view as he points oub:

And it was at Antioch that the Gospel of latthew was
written——in this center of the Jewish controversy,
which was also the source of the Greek mission; in
Harnack's phrase, the fipst fulcrum of the Christian
movement. Antioch was its stage; and it was heg§
that the Gospel of Matthew made 1ts apg@arance.‘

But we can run into Gifficulties when attempting to
precisely place the Gospel's origin in intioch. for omne
thing there is the difficulty that Ignatius, the bishop of

Antioch, while he seems to know the Gospel, has a very dif-

ferent theological outlook.jo More than this is the fact

that according to otherT early church records, raul was the

a2

angel of the echurch of Antioch. Matthew, on the other hand,

. -

is completely Petrine. The Gospel attacks some doctrines
which Paul had defended and makes Peter the scribe of the

new dispensation. Phere seems Lo be a different approach all

together from that of paul in Matt. 5:17-20, where the model

Christian is one whose righteousness according bto the Law

—_ 531 ; g :
exceeds that of the Scribes.” Matthew just doesn't easily

fit into our traditional picture of the 1ife and thought

of +the Antioch church.

L great deal can be sald for the possibility of

Lh

this Gospel coming from somewhere in Syria. There is a cer-—

tain apocalyptic expectation in lMatthew similar to that which

29500dspeed, Ops Cit., Do 122

f -
5“)John:aon, op. ¢it., P 241 .

5lKennard, op. Cile, P 244
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was found in northern Paelstine. Syria is near enough to
Palestine that Jews and Christians counld be in daily contact.

In many places throughout Syria the stater equalled two

didrachmas which is consistent with the reference to the
Y - B )
temple tax in latt. 17824-27.75 In such a city as Apamea,

25

or Lidessa, gtar-worship was the principal heathen cult.
A strong Jewish population 1ived Ghroughout this region.
These factors could have produced an environment which
would account for some peculiarities of the Gospel of Mat-
thew. It might therfore be a valid conclusion to speculate

that the Gospel of lMatthew was originally written in what
" . ALk
Kennard calls the North Syrian hinterland.

This conclusion would not completely take Antioch

out of the total picture. Tt could well be that the An-

tioch church was later responsible for the digtribution of

the Gospel. 1t sould require a strong church to provide

wide distribution and Antioch mizh® be a logical conclusion.

SOURCLES

There have been throughout the nistory of Christian

literature some few who hold the view of the complete in-

dependence of each writer. This view would hold that the

apostle Matthew wrote latthew, John the son of Zebedee wrote

John, lark remembered peter's preaching and embodied it in

92Johnson, ooy Clbss D» 241
9BBacon, op._cite, Do 56

30 L
%y ennard, op. cit., D- 245
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Mark, Iuke knew Paul's preaching and also made personal in-
quiry while in Palestine and was thus able to write Luke,
But, on the other hand, as far back as the btime of Augustine
it was seen that the characteristics of the Synoptic Gos-
pels demand some theory of interdependence. They have
too much material in common, and there is too much agree-
ment in wording and word order in the Greek to permit any
view that at least the first three Gospels were written
independently.35

What were the sources used in the writing of

Matthew? For most scholars it is a common assumption that
the first and earliest Gospel which we now have is lMark.
These same scholars are also convinced that Matthew uses
lMark in the writing of his Gospel. B. C. Butler, how-
ever, does take issue with this by advocating the early
thought of Augustine. He is convinced that Mark is se-
condary. While lMatthew "shows no sign of héving edited a
source such as Mark, Mark on the other hand is dependent
on a source or sources indistinguishable from Matthew."36
Butler presents evidence suggesting that Matthew has, in
the passages which are found also in Mark, Aramaisms not

taken over from Marke. The number and quality of these

Aramaisms, he claims, make it difficult to suppose that

the author was a writer of Greek composing a Gospel by com-

bining the Greek lMark with other sources and materials.”’

———

55Filson, op. cit., p. 118.
36putler, op. cit., p. 85.
371bid., p. 155.
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The very fact that there is some disagreement aboutb
which was dependent on which is a good indication of a very
important point. That point is that some Gospel writers
did use sources outside their own private storehouse of
information. ©So far as the question about the dependence
of Matthew on liark or visa~-versa, let us consider some
conflating. The Gospel of Matthew appears to omit three
miracles recorded by the Gospel of lMark; but if we examine
Matthew carefully, we will find that the details from the
omitted sections appear elsewhere in the Gospel as modifi-
38

cations of similar gstories taken from Marke Matthew was

not omitting but rather conflating and therefore depending

on Mark. Matthew has apparently taken Mark and used it as

the base for a more complete account. LIf one will take a

close look at the two Gospels he will notice that hardly a

single incident recorded in lMark fails to reappear 1in

Matthew. EBEven though Matthew is souwe forty per cent

longer than Mark, it is conservative to say that fifteen-

sixteenths of what Mark contains is to be found in Matthew.>o
It is a safe conclusion %o assert that the author of

our Gogpel used Mark. When we compare the two texts it is

even possible TO learn what method was followed in incor-

porating sources into the Gospel. As we make such textual

comparisons, i® ;g apparent that not only Mark but a variety

38Streeter, op. cit., P- 152

59Goodspeed, Opy Cite, Pe 40.
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of materials were before the author as he wrote. He also
seems to have had a collection of Jesus' sayings which Mark
did not have or did not see fit to use. We will recall that
earlier a reference of Papias was mentioned. This was in
Tregard to a statement he wrote vérifying that there was a
group of the sayings of Jesus written by the apostle Matthew,
It could be that this group (or Logia) should not be inter-
preted as meaning the whole of the first Gospel, but only
one of its elements. The expression,Tﬁ. kd&%aw could
describe a document largely made up of discourses and par-
ables. This is a part of what Matthew's Gospel contains
making it unique from Mark. It may be regarded as certain
that such a document is one main element in Matthew and it
may have been written originally in Hebrew by the apostle
Matthew.4o Ropes says that the early church had two basic
documents. They were Mark and the Sayings.41 These Say-
ings have come to be referred to as the Document Q. We
do not have this document in any form today except through

the evidence in passages of Matthew and Luke which seem to

reflect a common source apart from Mark. Apparently this

collection of Sayings was originally written in Aramaic.
They are adapted to the needs of the early Palestinian

Church. 1t has been calculated that Q was written before,

40p) ummer, op. citi, p. viii.

41James Hardy Ropes, The Apostolic Age (New York:
Charles Scribner's Sons, 1906), p. 227.




—20-—
but probably not long before, Mark. "2 1t seems most likely
that the Logia, mentioned by Papias, as well as the Sayings
and @ were one and the same. We cannot know for certain
who was the author of this document. However, siﬁce it
seems improbable that the apostle Matthew wrote our Present
Gospel, and since the tradition of Papias mentions the
apostle being responsible for some document, there is a
strong balance of probability that Q is a work of the
apostle M’at‘chew.43 This would also give some clue as to
why the Gospel carries the name it now possesses: it is
strongly inclusive of the § document. This Gospel might
have been based primarily on the writings and influence
of the apostle Matthew.

Yet there is much material in Matthew which is to
be found neither in Mark nor Luke. Scholars have affirmed
that Luke was also dependent on the source Qe We might
POssibly assume that lMatthew retains a number of Q sayings

which Luke omits or that Matthew's copy of Q may have been

more extensive than Luke's. lMatthew seems to breathe,

when considered as a whole, a Palestinian atmosphere, and
the traditions to be found in it, apart from both Mark and

Qs seem to be Palestinian. Yet there is no independent

42George Dewitt Castor, Matthew'g Sayings of Jesus
(Chicago, Illinois: The Universi®y of Chicago Press, 19187,

P. 208.

45Adolf Harnack, The Sayings of Jesus (New York:
G. P. Putnam's Sons, 1908), p. 249.

HhieNeile, op. cit., p. xxvii.
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use of the Hebrew 0ld Testament. Rather than Just conclude
that éur author wrote as a good Christian Jew, we might con-
sider that he had another source before him. Kilpatrick is
definite in his opinion on this subject. He claims that the
author used three and only three written sources. They were
Mark, Q, and M.45 This latter source is some of the mater-
ial which is characteristic to Matthew only. M seems to

have been a rudimentary document, more primitive in type
if not in date than Mark or even Q.7° It is quite dif-
ficult to tell just what the character of the M source was
as there are no certain means of distinguishing in detail
between the remains of 1M and the handiwork of the editor.
The material which is peculiar to Matthew seems to be char-
acterised by a very obvious Jewish atmosphere. This is
where Matthew and Luke differ so greatly. Matthew's mater-
ial, even though it is rich in anti-Pharisaic polemic, as-
serts the obligation of obeying not only the Law but also
the tradition of the scribes. This seems to reflect the
spirit represented in the early church by James. The
source M might well be connected with Jerusalem, the head-
qQuarters of the James Party.47 The Jewish character of the
Gospel might possibly Jjust be a part of the several sources

the author was anxious to incorporate. There also has been

45G. D. Kilpatrick, The Origins of The Gospel
According to St. Matthew (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1946), p. 57,

#01pid., p. %6.

P

47Streeter, op. cit., p. 232,



R

the speculation that Matthew's Gospel represents a com-

bination of the primitive "Gospels" of Jerusalem, Antioch,

48

and Rome. If this is so, we can zet a picture of the

total emphasis of the early church more completely than we

could if everything came from one source Or even from one

peographic location. The author might have been attempting

to brings a unity into the Christian Church of his day as he
& y

wrote this Gospel and included several emphases.

he possibility of some influence upomn the writer

T

which was beyond any written sources also bears mentioning.

It is commonly accepted that for several years in the earliest

part of Church nistory the oral rpadition substituted for any

written literature. IG is likely that latthew wes indebted

to no written source for some of the material used. 1n the

first place let us consider the author intelligent and en-
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