
THE USE OF ZECHARIAH 11:12-13 IN 

MATTHEW 27:9-10: A STUDY IN 

BIBLICAL HERMENEUTICS 

by 

Raymond P. Laborde 

Submitted in partial fulfillment of requirements 
for the degree of Master of Theology in 

Grace Theological Seminary 
May 19133 



Title: 

Author: 
Degree: 
Date: 
Advisors: 

THE. USE OF ZECHARIAH 11:12-13 IN MATTHEW 27:9-10: 
A STUDY IN BIBLICAL HERMENEUTICS 
Raymond P. Laborde 
Master of Theology 
May 1983 
Wayne Knife and Richard Averbeck 

In the general field of the NT's use of the OT the 
manner in which Matthew 27:9-10 uses Ze.chari.ah 11:12-13 
stands out as being not only part~cularly interesting but 
quite challenging. Two problems confront the biblical 
scholar with regard to this use of the OT in the NT in par­
ticular. First, Matthew ascribes the quote to Jeremiah in 
his introductory formula. Second, a comparison of the texts 
(MT, LXX, NT) reveals a rather free quotation of zechar~ah 
in Matthew. Scholars have approached these problems differ­
ently. The conclusions of this paper are offered as a viable 
solution to both of them. 

The quotation in Matthew 27:9-10 belongs to a group 
of eleven quotations known as the formula quotations. The 
common denominator between these is not the text form itself 
but the introductory formula containing nA.T]p6w· The hypo­
thesis that the first Gospel emanates from 'a school' which 
practiced a pesher type exegesis employed at Qurriran is highly 
questionable. Pesher exegesis, . characteristic of the Qumran 
community as revealed in lQpHab, wh~ch does share with 
Matthew an eschatological outlook in its use of the OT, has 
some striking differences as well. Agreeably, .the Gospel of 
Matthew cannot be divorced from its cultural . setting. How­
ever, neither should Matthew be labeled as a sect of Qumran 
practicing a pesher type of exegesis. It is best to account 
for the mixed text form of Matthew's citation by postulating 
that Matthew was his own targumist and drew on his knowledge 
of Hebrew, Aramaic and Greek textual traditions of the OT 
as well as employing Jesus' own use of the OT as his source 
and model. 

The ascription of this quotation to. Jeremiah is not 
a 'mistake' on Matthew's part. It is his clear intent. 
Matthew has combined two OT passages from Zechariah and 
Jeremiah. Conflate or composite citations do play an impor­
tant role in the NT. Some very significant parallels be­
tween Matthew 27:3-10 and Jeremiah 19:1-13 suggest that 
Jeremiah 19 played an important part in Matthew's thinking. 
The ascription is to Jeremiah because of the manifestness of 
the quotation as coming from Zechariah and the lack of ver­
bal resemblance to Jeremiah would have caused the Jeremiah 
side to be lost. 
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

The problem of the use of the OT in the NT is a com-

plicated one for OT and NT scholar alike. The subject has 

received no little attention down through the history of the 

christian church. Volumes have been written by the greatest 

minds the church has produced. In spite of all the advances 

that have been made the knowledge and understanding we pos-

sess is still in need of refinement through further research. 

Until recent years, research on the subject of the 

use of the OT 1.n .the NT has been somewhat limited. The Jew-

ish roots of the OT have always made it a p riori likely that 

the NT's. use of the OT would resemble that of · contemporary 

1 Judaism to some extent. As G. Vermes affirms, 

In inter-testamental Judaism there existed a funda­
mental unity of exegetical tradition. This tradition, 
the basis of religious faith and life, was adopted a~d 
modified by its constituent groups, the Pharisees, the 
Qumran. sectaries and the Judeo-Christians. We have, 
as a result, three cognate schools of exegesis of the 
one messag~. recorded in the Bible, and it is the duty 
of the historian to emphasize that none of them can 
properly be understood independently of the others.2 

1 Joseph A. Fitzmyer, "The. Use of Explicit Old Testa-
ment Quotations in Qumran Literature and .the New Testament," 
NTS 7 (1961):297. 

2G . . Vermes, "The Qumran Interpre.tation of Scripture 
in its Historical Setting," ALUOS 6 (1966~6a) ~95. 

1 
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Similarities with rabbinic Judaism have long been estab-

lished. There are, however, several objections to taking 

the rabbinics of the Talmud and Midrash as representative of 

first century Judaism. First, the literature is late and 

includes basically only the views of the pharisaic element 

of Judaism which became dominant after A.D. 70. Second, the 

destruction of Jerusalem and the subsequent dispersion, as 

well as the rise of christianity, doubtless affected the 

literature considerably.
1 

In comparatively recent years the discovery of the 

Qumran Scrolls has given fresh impetus and new insights into 

the NT's use of the OT. This is due to the fact that in 

contrast to the Talmudic literature the writings of the Qum-

ran Scrolls antedate for the most part the composition of 

the NT books, or are in part at the latest contemporary with 

them. 2 In many of these scrolls the OTis used in a manner 

similar to the way it is used in the NT. 

It is at this point that the writer would like to 

issue a word of caution with regard to this subject in gen-

eral and this paper in particular. Two extremes need to be 

avoided with regard to discovering parallels between the exe-

gesis of the NT and that of Q'umran. The first extreme finds 

the NT writers to be. just another division of the Qumran 

1Earle E. Ellis, Paul's. Use of the Old Testament 
(Grand Rapids: William B. Eerdmans Publishing Company, 1957), 
p. 42. 

2Fitzmyer, "Explicit Old Testament Quotations," p. 
297. 
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community and . finds minute parallels everywhere between the 

exegetical practices of the two groups. The second approach 

sees no parallels at all saying the NT writers were totally 

divorced from their cultural background. The writer feels 

a middle road comes closer to the truth. There are parallels 

as well as differences between Qumran and the NT. The writer 

approached this paper with three presuppositions concerning 

the exegetical procedures of the NT writers and particularly 

Matthew. First, that the earliest christians employed many 

of the exegetical presuppositions and practices that were 

common within various branches of Judaism in their day and 

they did so quite unconsciously. Second, they looked to 

Jesus' own use of the OT as the source and model for their 

own employment of the Scripture. Third, they believed they 

were guided by the exalted Christ, through the immediate 

direction of the Holy Spirit in their continued understand­

ing and application of the OT. 1 

This paper is arranged into four chapters not includ-

ing the Introduction and Conclusion. Chapter two will have 

as its purpose to introduce the reader to the subject of the 

use of the OT in the NT in general. Textual variations in 

NT quotations, an introduction to the nature of pesher exe-

gesis characteristic of the Qumran Scrolls and a brief . sur-

vey of some of .the presuppositions that may have guided the 

1Richard Longnecker, Biblical Exegesis in the Apos­
tolic Period (Grand Rapids: William B. Eerdmans Publishing 
Company, 1975), p. 207. 
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NT writers ~n their use of the OT will be discussed. Chap-

ter three will look at the use of .the OT in Matthew in par-

ticular as a basis for the use of Zechariah 11:12-13 in Mat-

thew 27:9-10 which follows in chapter four. After a brief 

look at the phenomena of the quotations the meaning and sig-

nificance of rr\np6w will be discussed. A consideration of 

how Matthew uses .the OT and whether he violates the OT con-

texts of the passages he cites will close the chapter. Chap-

ter four will consist of an examination of how Matthew uses 

Zechariah 11:12-13 in Matthew 27:9-10. Contexts of relevant 

passages will be considered, texts compared and reasonable 

solutions will be proposed to the problems this particular 

use of the OT creates. Chapter five will attempt to demon-

strate the similarities and differences between Qumran exe-

gesis and !-1at.thew• s use of the OT. 

'l'he writer is not so naive to suppose that this paper 

is the final word on the subject. An attempt has been made 

to understand the issues involved in the field of the use of 

the OT in the NT and hopefully present some valuable sugges-

tions. The writer hopes .that bo.th he and the reader will 

keep the following warning in mind when dealing with this 

important subject. 

The historical study of biblical exegesis, both Jew­
ish and Christian, is a field in which gener~lization is 
perilous, and any patterns that .the investigator may dis­
cern he wil·l, if he is wise, postulate but tentatively.1 

1R. Loewe, ~'l'he 'Plain' Meaning of Scripture in Early 
Jewish Exegesi~,h PlJSL 1 (1964) :140. 



CHAPTER II 

OLD TESTAMENT QUOTATIONS IN THE NEW TESTAMENT 

The purpose of this chapter is to furnish the reader 

with a general understanding of how the NT uses the OT in 

order to lay a foundation for what is to follow in chapters 

three and four. Before one can look at the particular use 

of an OT passage in the NT an understanding of the broader 

picture is indispensable. 

To this end three areas will be considered: 1) Text­

ual variants in NT citations; 2) The nature of pesher exe­

gesis; 3) An investigation into some of the possible pre­

suppositions the NT writers may have had as they wrote their 

books. This chapter is not intended to be an exhaustive dis­

cussion of these points just outlined. My purpose is to set 

the stage for the reader in light of later discussions. 

Textual. Variants in New Testament Quotations 

To even the casual reader of .the NT it quickly be­

comes apparent that the NT is dep.endent upon the OT. The 

NT contains over sixteen hundred citations of the OT and 

many more allusions to it. Among the direct citations two 

hundred and thirty nine are introduced by. formulas whose 

5 
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purpose is to underline the authority of the NT authors. 1 

Beyond the direct citations there is a great amount 

of allusive material. Some of these allusions are deliber-

ate and some are unconscious though nonetheless real. This 

is due to the fact that the NT writers were immersed totally 

in the OT Scriptures. They lived and breathed the context 

of these writings. Particularly sacred was the recital of 

God's saving activity in behalf of Israel and the covenant 

promises concerning the future of God's people. When they 

were confronted with the ministry of Jesus they were pro-

grammed to understand it as the consummation of God's saving 

activity and the fulfillment of God's covenant promises. 2 

As Earle Ellis says, "The Old Testament phraseology of the 

New Testament occurs occasionally as the idiom of a writer 

whose own patterns of expression have been influenced by the 

Scriptures." 3 At times an allusion can be discerned only 

after the total context of a passage has been taken into ac-

4 count. 

1 Interpreter's Dictionary of the Bible, s.v. "Inter­
pretation, History of," by D. Hay, supplementary volume:443. 
For a rather complete list of the OT quotations cited di­
rectly in the NT see Kurt Aland et al., eds~, The Greek New 
Testament, 3rd ed. (New York: American Bible Society, 1975 ) , 
pp. 897-918. . 

2samuel Schultz and Morris Inch, Interpreting the 
Word of God (Chicago: Moody Press, 1976), p. 78. 

3Earle E. Ellis, Prophecy and Hermeneutics in Early 
Christianity (Grand Rapids: William B. Eerdmans Publishing 
Company, 1978), p. 147. 

4rbid. 
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This abundance of OT material in the NT posses a 

problem. Every biblical student has looked up quotations 

in the Bible and found to his surprise that the text of the 

quotation in the NT differs considerably from the OT source, 

or the NT quotation, the way its used, seemed to violate the 

historical, grarrunatical context of the OT, or which in some 

way or another seemed arbitrary or unjustified. 1 What ex-

planation is to be given for these differences? 

Quotations From Memory 

Historically, the facile solution which was often 

employed to explain the discrepancies between the quotations 

and the . known Greek or Hebrew texts of .the OT is that they . 

are quotations from memory. 2 Though in light of modern re-

search this solution may have been somewhat overworked, 

there is valid basis for it. Exact. verbatim quotation was 

generally foreign to .the spirit of .the Graeco-Roman world 

of the first century A.D. What was regarded as important 

was not the precise wording of a passage but rather the 

sense of a passage. which the writer desired to corrununicate. 

T. W. Manson affirms, 

79. 

We are too long accustomed to distinguish carefully 
between the text, which--in more senses than one--is 
sacred, and the· corrunentary upon it or the exposition of 
it. We tend to think of the text as objective fact and 
the interpretation as subjective opinion. It may be 
doubted whether early Jewish Christian translators and 

1 Schultz and Inch, Interp reting the Word of God, p. 

2Joseph A. Fitzinyer, " 1 4Q Testimonia 1 and the New 
Testament," TS 18 (1957) :514. 
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expositors of Scripture made such a sharp distinction. 
For them the meaning of the text was of primary impor­
tance . . . and accurate reproduction of the traditional 
wording of the divine oracles took second place to pub­
lication of what was held to be their essential meaning 
and immediate application.! 

Having said this, there is the possibility that some 

might question the doctrine of inspiration. After all, if 

the exact words of the quotation are not used then inspira-

tion is suspect. Technically speaking, however, inspiration 

applies to the autographs of both the OT and the NT in which 

the quotations are found. Denying the doctrine of inspira-

tion assumes the authors of the NT were haphazard and capri-

cious. To the contrary, they were guided by the Holy Spirit 

as well as the church's understanding of the events and sig­

nificance of the events as a fulfillment of the OT promises. 2 

To the extent that they were led by the Holy Spirit and ac-

curately represented the thought of the OT Scriptures, to 

that extent their quotations are inspired. The NT writers 

did not hesitate to quote freely from the OT Scriptures. 

Various Textual Traditions 

An examination of the OT quotations in the NT has 

led to a consensus among biblical scholars that the majority 

of the quotations come directly from the LXX. This was the 

version commonly used in the first century among christians 

as well as among Jews of the dispersion. Greek was the 

1 T. W. Manson, "The Argument From Prophecy," JTS 46 
(1945) :135-36. 

2schultz and Inch, Interpreting the Word of God, p. 
82. 
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lingua franca of the ancient world. 1 At other times the 

quotations are in harmony with the MT. :When the quotations 

in the NT agree with both the MT and the LXX it may be as-

sumed that the NT writer quotes directly from the LXX which 

in the particular instance under consid.eration agrees com-

pletely with the MT. There are other instances in the NT 

where the quotation will seem to agree with the MT over 

against that of .the LXX. Here the NT writer dep.ended on the 

equivalent of the MT directly. 2 

Not only was the OT available to .the NT writers in 

three different languages but often in variant forms of each 

language. There were varied and complex textual traditions 

3 available to them that are not now ext.ant. At times the 

textual. variants may be attributed to other Greek versions. 

Of the anonymous versions little remains but Aquila, 

Theodotian, and Symrnachus. In addition to .these there may 

have been a host of others which are no longer extant. 

These may have served as the basis for some of .the readings 

of OT quotations in the NT. 4 

1Ellis, Prop hecy and Hermeneutics, pp. 147-48; Fitz­
myer, "'4Q Testimonia'," p. 514; Schultz and Inch, Inter­
preting the Word of God, p. 84; Encyclop aedia Judaica, s.v. 
"pesher," by F. F. Bruce, 13:331-33. For a more detailed dis­
cussion of the use of the LXX in the NT see H. B. Swete, 
An Introduction to the Old Testament in Greek, rev. ed. {New 
York: KTAV Publishing House, 1968 ) , pp. 381-405. 

2schultz and Inch, Interpreting the Word of God, pp. 
88-89. 

3 Swete, The Old Testament in Greek, pp. 29-58. 

4 Ibid., p. 30. 
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While variations of .the OT quotations as they appear 

in the NT can be explained by postulating various versions 

of the Hebrew and Greek OT as the source, it must not be 

overlooked that the Targurns could very well have been be-

hind some of them. 

When Hebrew was becoming less and less familiar to 

the ordinary people as a spoken language, it was necessary 

that they be provided with an interpretation of the text of 

Scripture in a language which they did know, if they were 

to understand what was read. The paraphrase itself was 

called a Targ um. It was probably more than a strict trans-

1 lation, embodying a certain amount of interpretive comment. 

Martin McNamara has written a book showing the rela-

tionships between the Targums and the NT. In it he says, 

"That Christ should have made use of the religious tradi-

tions of his people when addressing his message to them is 

altogether natural. . . . Since the Bible used regularly in 

the synagogues of Christ's time were the Targurns it is not 

surprising that he would present the Gospel to them in a 

way which was already familiar to them." 2 

Numerous examples could be given to support this 

hypothesis that the NT did depend on the Targurns in its use 

1 . . 
F. F. Bruce, The Books and the Parchments, 3rd and 

rev. ed. (Westwood, · N.J.: Flemming H. Revell Company, 1963), 
p. 133; Richard L6ngnecker, Biblical Exegesis in th~ Aposto­
lic Period (Grand Rapids: . William B. Eerdmans Publishing Com­
pany, 1975), pp. 21-22. 

2Martin McNamara, Targurn and Testament (Shannon, Ire­
land: Irish University Press, 1972), p. 167. 
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of the OT. Two such examples will be given. First, when 

the quotation from Isaiah 6:9-10 as quoted in Mark 4:12 is 

studied closely, it becomes evident that the closing words 

of the quotation "and it shall be forgiven them" appear 

neither in the MT or in the LXX. They are, however, the 

exact words used in the Targum of Jonathan. Second, in Eph-

esians 4:8 Paul quotes Psalm 68:18 with the words "He . 

gave gifts unto men." The MT and the LXX have "Thou has 

received gifts among men." The change from received to gave 

is significant. It is interesting in support of the present 

argument to find that the Targum on the Psalms gives the 

passage in a form like Paul's. It reads, "Thou hast ascended 

to the firmament [prophet Moses], thou has led captivity cap­

tive, [thou hast taught the words of the Law,] thou hast 

given gifts to men." 1 

Interpretations of the New Testament Writers 

In addition to free memory quotation and various 

textual traditions as an explanation for textual variations 

in the NT quotations, the NT writer's interpretation often 

had a bearing on the form of the quotation. 

This interpretive rendering of .the Hebrew text was 

a practice not uncommon to various Jewish sects of the first 

century. That this process carried over into the early 

church to a certain degree quite easily is only natural. 

Among the NT authors, scholars have recognized that Matthew's 

1 Bruce, Books and Parchments, p. 138. 
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formula quotations are particularly characteristic of this 

interpretive rendering of an OT passage. 

The basis for this interpretive r~ndering of the 

OT was the coming of Christ~ The thinking of the authors 

of the NT was dominated by the idea of fulfillment. This 

is not to say that NT authors saw deeper meanings in the OT 

than were there. They saw relationships o£ a generic or 

organic kind. There was one meaning to an OT passage in its 

historical context. But often a single prediction embraced 

a whole series of fulfillments and all those fulfillments 

shared something that was part and parcel of all of them. 1 

The original meaning is not set aside but caught up in some-

thing far more comprehensive and far reaching than was fore-

seen before the OT author came. This eschatological attitude 

prevailed in the early church and became the most basic her­

meneutical principle of the NT writers. 2 

Qumran Pesher 

In comparatively recent years the Dead Sea Scroll 

discoveries have shed new light on the study of the NT's use 

of the OT. Among the hundreds of documents found in the 

caves of Qumran during the past thirty five years there is 

one distinctive group which comprises commentaries on a 

variety of biblical books. 

1walter Kaiser, "The Promise of the Arrival of Elijah 
in Malachi and the Go~pels," GTJ 3:2 (Fall 1982) :232-33. 

2 Hay, "History of Interpretation," p. 443. 
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Among these, the biblical commentary which has been 

considered to be the most significant with regard to the 

study of the OT in the NT is the commentary on the prophet 

Habakkuk (lQpHab). This scroll was discovered in cave one 

in 1947 and published in 1950 by the American Schools of 

Oriental Research.
1 

It contains the text of chapter•s one 

and two of Habakkuk with interpretations interspersed 

throughout. These interpretations are important because 

they show how the sect handled the OT Scriptures. 2 

The characteristic feature of this commentary, as 

well as the other biblical commentaries at Qumran, is that 

the gloss after the biblical verse quoted is preceded by 

the phrase '7Y ll~!l which means "its interpretation is." 

Because of this distinctive characteristic the commentaries 

th 1 h b k h . 3 erose ves ave come to e nown as pes ar1m. Pesher, 

then, has reference to that form of exegesis which was char-

acteristic of the Qumran sect. 

The term itself comes from .the Aramaic l~!l~ In 

1J. G. ·Harris, "Early Trends in Biblical Commentar­
ies as Reflected in Some Qumran Texts," EQ 36 ( 1964): 101. 

2william S. LaSor, The Dead Sea Scrolls and the New 
Testament (Grand Rapids: . William B. Eerdmans Publishing Com­
pany, 1972), p. 30. The Scroll was made of two strips of 
leather sewn end to end, probably about:. five feet long (some 
of the beginning is now missing) and seven and a half inches 
wide (from one to two inches irregularly is missing along 
the bottom edge}, and is ruled both horizontally (lines} and 
vertically (columns). The writing is very neat and legible, 
and the divine name, YHWH ("Jehovah"), is always written in 
the ancient "Phoenician" script. · 

3TWOT, s.v. " l~!l ," by. Victor P. Hamilton, 2:744-
45. See also Longnecker, Biblical Exegesis, p. 38; Richard 
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addition to the Qumran commentaries the word is used over 

thirty times in the Aramaic portion of Daniel. It also ap-

pears as an Aramaic loanword in Eccl 8:1 (1~~). The Hebrew 

equivalent is the word 11Hl which appears as a verb in Gen-

esis 40-41 nine times and as a noun (ll1n9) five times. The 

word means "interpretation" both in Daniel and Genesis. 1 

The kind of interpretation that this word suggests 

can be discovered from its use in Ecclesiastes, Genesis and 

Daniel. Ecclesiastes 8:1 reads, "Who is like a wise man? 

Who knows the exp lanation of things?" The context implies 

that to know this kind of interpretation calls for wisdom. 2 

This is amply confirmed when the thirty occurrences of the 

cognate 1~9 in the Aramaic portion of Daniel and the four-

teen occurrences of 1n9 are taken into account. In both 

places it is an interpretation which surpasses the attain-

ment of ordinary wisdom. The interpretation comes by divine 

illumination. Both Daniel and Joseph interpreted dreams 

but both emphasized that neither was able to solve the 

dream through his own wisdom. It was God who revealed the 

Longnecker, "Can We Reproduce the Exegesis of the New Testa­
ment?" TB 21 (1970) :8. 

1Gerhard Lisowsky, Konkordanz zum Hebraischen Alten 
Testament (Stuttgart: Wurttembergische Bibelanstalt, 1 958 ) , 
p. 1199. For an extensive study of the meaning of pesher, 
including its Akkadian cognate, see Maurya P. Horgan, Pesh­
arim: Qumran Inter retation of Biblical Books, The Catholic 
B~blical Quarterly Monograph Series, no. 8 Washington, D.C.: 
The Catholic Association of America, 1979~, pp. 230-37. 

. 
2
Enc¥clopaedia Judaica, s.v. "Pesher 1 " by F. F. 

Bruce, 13:33 . 
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interpretation to them (Gen 40:8; Dan 2:7). 1 

The nature of pesher in the Qumran Scrolls, though 

said to be unknown by some, is nevertheless understood 

fairly well by scholars who are familiar with the scrolls. 2 

There are basically four distinctives which characterize the 

pesher exegesis of the Qumran community as reflected in 

their biblical commentaries. 3 

Charismatic Exegesis 

By charismatic exegesis what is meant is that it is 

the work of inspired persons such as the teacher of right­

eousness and other wise teachers (Maskilim) . 4 This has al-

ready been touched on briefly above. Both Daniel and Joseph 

could only understand the dreams by God's enablement. Their 

wisdom and insight was not natural to themselves {Gen 40:8; 

Dan 2: 7) . 

1TWOT, s.v. " 1~9 , ," by. Victor P. Hamilton, 2:744-45. 

2George Brooke, "Qumran Pesher: Towards a Redefini­
tion of a Genre," RevO 40 (1981) :483~504. Brooke's purpose 
is to attack -the assumption that the meaning and method of 
pesher is understood and known. He warns that the term has 
become "the. valueless chattel of the non-specialist" {p. 
484). Brooke's, however, does admit to- some understanding 
of pesher. He consents that there is general agreement that 
the pesharim stand in the tradition of dream interpretation 
variously represented in Daniel and Genesis. 

3For a more detailed analysis of the exegetical pro­
cedures followed by the Qumran community see W. H. Brownlee, 
"Bibli·cal Interpretation Among the Sectaries of the Dead Sea 
Scrolls," BA 14 {1951) :60-62. He does a study of lQpHab and 
observes thirteen exegetical principles which they used in 
interpreting the OT. 

4Ellis, Prophecy and Hermeneutics, p. 160. 



In the biblical corrunentary on Habakkuk from Qumran 

this very point is substantiated. In .the comments which 

follow Habakkuk 2:1-2 the Qumranians write, 

God told Habakkuk to write down the things that 
were to come upon the latter age, but he did not 
inform him when that moment would come to fulfill..,.. 
ment. As to the phrase, that he who reads may run, 
the interpretation concerns the Teacher of Righteous­
ness to whom God made known all the mysteries of .the 
words of his servants the prophets.l 

16 

So then, it is God who enables the Teacher of Righteousness 

to understand the deeper implications of .the words of the 

prophets. 

It is necessary to note that the men of Qumran in 

their exegesis were not consciously following a rabbinic 

mode of exegesis as much as they .were trying to repeat the 

pattern of interpretation so characteristic of the exilic 

and post-exilic periods. The pesharim grew out of the proph­

etic and the apocalyptic thought of .the book of Daniel. 2 

In the book of Daniel there are a series of dreams 

followed by Daniel's. interpretations. In that book the raz, 

the mystery, is divinely communicated to one party and the 

pesher, the interpretation, to another. Not until the mys-

tery and interpretation are brought together can the divine 

1Theodore H. Gaster, The Dead Sea Scrip tures, an 
English translation with introduction and notes, revised and 
enlarged edition (Garden City, NJ: Doubleday.&Company, Inc., 
1964) I PP• 247-48. . . 

2william H. Brownlee, "The Midra.sh Pesher of Habak­
kuk," SBLMS, no. 24 (Ann Arbor, MI: Edwards Brothers, 1979), 
pp. 28-29. 
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communication be understood. 1 In Daniel chapter two Nebu-

chadnezzar has a dream of a great image made of gold, silver 

and bronze. In Dan 2:30 Daniel says, "As for me, this mys-

tery ( NT1 ) has been revealed to me, not because I have 

greater wisdom than other living men, but so that you, 0 

king, may know the interpretation ( N1~g ) and that you may 

understand what went through your mind" (see 4:9, 7:15-28). 

This principle, that the divine purpose cannot be 

properly understood until the pesher has been revealed as 

well as the raz underlies the biblical exegesis .in Qumran 

commentaries also. The chosen interpreter of .the divine 

mysteries was the Teacher of Righteousness, the founder of 

the community. To. him the pesher was given. 2 The comments 

on Habakkuk 2:1-2 are again enlightening: 

God told Habakkuk to write the things that were 
to come upon the last generation, but he did not 
inform him when .that period wouid . come to consumma­
tion. As for the phrase, that he who reads may ~uri, 
the interpretation (p esher) concerns the Teacher of 
Righteousness to whom God made known all the myster- 3 ies (razim) of the words of his servants the prophets. 

The exegesis, then, of the Dead Sea community was charis-

matic exegesis: it was the work of inspired persons to whom 

God revealed the mysteries of his servants .the prophets. 

1 F. F. Bruc~, Biblical Exegesis in the Qumran Texts, 
(Grand Rapids: William B. Eerdmans Publishing Company, 1959), 
p. 8 0 

2Ibid. 

3 Gaster, Dead Sea Scrip tures, pp. 247-48. 
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Eschatological Exegesis 

The second distinctive which is characteristic of 

the exegesis of the Qumran sect is that it is eschatological 

exegesis. The central feature here is the understanding of 

the inspired words of the past in the context of a present 

situation. 1 It is an inspired application of biblical pro­

phecies to the circumstances of the end days. 2 As Richard 

Longnecker observes: "The Dead Sea sectarians considered 

themselves to be the divinely elected community of the final 

generation of the present age, living in the days of 'mes-

sianic travail' before the eschatological consununation. 

Theirs was the task of preparing for the coming of the Mes-

sianic Age or the Age to Come. To them applied certain 

prophecies in the OT which were considered to speak to their 

situation and circumstances." 3 

Though some seem to equate midrash with pesher and 

thereby call it midrash-pesher, it is this eschatological 

exegesis which distinguishes the two. Pesher does not at-

tempt to elucidate the biblical text but to determine the 

application of these biblical prophecies in precise terms 

to contemporary events. Pesher is neither •commentary' nor 

'midrash' but the inspired application of the biblical 

1Asher Finkel, 11 The Pesher Dreams and Scripture," 
RevQ 4 (1963) :370. · 

2 Bruce, "Pesher, 11 p. 331. 

3 Longnecker, Biblical Exegesis, p. 38. 

4cecil Roth, 11 The Subject Matter of Qumran Exegesis," 
VT 10 (1960):51,.-52~ 



1 prophecies to the end of days .. 

This second characteristic of pesher exegesis is 

one that is. very closely paralleled in .the NT. Matthew's. 

formula quotations are in many respects quite similar, 
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though Matthew does avoid the excesses which .the Qumran sect 

did not seem to avoid. 

Atomizing Exegesis 

By atomizing1 exegesis what is meant is .that each 

phrase of the biblical text is made to fit a new historical 

situation regardless of its contextual meaning. In order to 

make the verse conform to the new historical situation it 

was often necessary for the interpreter to introduce some 

rather interesting textual variants. 2 The writer at times 

may have had differing textual traditions in which one read­

ing would suit his purpose better than another. In this 

case it was a matter of merely selecting .the reading which 

would best convey his message. Scholars suspect, however, 

although it's. hard to prove, that deliberate altering of 

the text was also a factor in Qumran exegesis. 3 Matthew 

Black sums up fairly well the exegesis apparent in the Dead 

1According to Webster's Third Unabridged New Inter­
national Dictionary atomize means "to reduce to minute part­
icles, to view or treat as made up of discrete or atomistic 
units rather than as an organismic whole, to individualize 
or cause to lose social cohesion." It is therefore exegesis 
which disregards historical conte~t. 

2Bruce, Biblical Exegesis in the Qumran Texts, pp. 
11-12. 

3 "b"'"d I ~- ~I p. 12. 



Sea Scrolls. 

Pesher, however, seems to have come to stay, 
to describe the free, creative, immaginative, and 
at times bold, even audacious, exegesis of the Qum­
ran writings~ to a very large extent inspired by 
their apocalyptic character. Its chief character­
istics are its assumptions: a) that Scripture has 
a veiled, eschatological meaning; b) that this 
cryptic . meaning may be ascertained, if necessary, 
by a forced and even abnormal construction of the 
Biblical text, e.g. by combining texts, by inter­
preting textual variants, even by rearranging let­
ters; and c) that the meaning so obtained can then 
be applied to present events or circumstances in 
which it is fulfilled. It is distinguished from 
rabbinic exegesis only by its greater freedom.1 
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One example will illustrate this characteristic bet-

ter than any attempted explanation. The pesher on Hab 1: 

12-13 is a good example. According to the historical con-

text of the book it is the Chaldeans who are ordained and 

established for chastisement of Israel by God. The phrase 

which follows, "Thou art of purer eyes than to behold evil," 

is addressed by the prophet to God as part of his protest 

of what seems contradictory in light of God's character. 

This passage and its interpretation in 1QpHab is as follows: 

"Thou has ordained him to execute judgment; 
and Thou, 0 Rock, hast established him to in­
flict chastisement, even him :who is of purer eyes 
than to behold evll and cannot look on wrong." 
The interpretation of this saying is that God 
will not destroy His people by the hand 6f the 
nations, but into the hand of His elect will 
God commit the judgment of all the nations, and 
by the chastisement which they inflict those who 
have kept His commandments in the time of distress 
will condemn all the wicked of His people. For 

1 Matthew Black, "The Christological Use of the OT 
in the New Testament,i• NTS 18 (1971) :1-2. 



this is what he means when he says: "of purer 
eyes than to behold evil." The interpretation 
of this that they did not commit unfaithfulness 
according to the lust of their eyes in the epoch 
of wickedness.! 

In lQpHab it is not God, but the righteous remnant that is 

"of purer eyes than to behold evil." It is the righteous 

remnant who have been ordained by God to punish the wicked 

not the Chaldeans. 2 

This is just one example of the following principle 

reflected in all the commentaries found at Qumran; namely, 

they did not think of prophetic statements as the message 

of God which was significant in an earlier time and now 

also relevant to them. They looked upon the OT as being 

exclusively concerned with them. 

If Isaiah foretold of an invading Assyrian 
(Isa 10:27), if Micah foretold the destruction of 
Samaria (Mic 1:6), if Nahum portrayed Nineveh as 
under the judgment of God (Nah 2:11), if Habakkuk 
warned concerning the Chaldeans (Hab 1:1-12), if 
Ezekiel predicted the downfall of Gog and Magog 
(Ezek 38:1); these persons and events were under-
stood to belong not to the time immediately fol­
lowing the prophetic pronouncements but to a time 
immediately following the rise of the Teacher of 
Righteousness. These were simply different desig­
nations for Gentile powers which would oppress 
the people of God at the end time and whose over­
throw would be followed by an age of peace and 
righteousness.3 

These, then, are the three general characteristics 

of Qumran exegesis as reflected particularly in the lQpHab 
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1Gaster, Dead Sea Scrip tures, p. 246. 

2 Bruce, Biblical Exegesis in the Qumran Texts, p. 11. 

3Ibid., pp. 9-10, 16. 
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conunentary. What remains now is to .show the relationship 

between this pesher exegesis and the NT. Two related ques-

tions need to be addressed. First, is pesher exegesis as 

reflected at Qumran evident in the NT? Second, if so, to 

what extent can it be said that the NT writers practiced it? 

These questions will not be addressed here but will be re-

served for the second chapter on Matthew's use of the OT. 

There is a reason for this. It is Matthew's Gospel, and 

particularly his formula quotations, of which Matt 27:9-10 

is just one example, which have been identified as pesher 

exegesis reflecting the influence of Qumran. Therefore it 

is best to reserve the benefits derived from the study of 

Qumran exegesis and the relationship it has to the NT until 

then. 

Exegetical Presuppositions of NT Writers 

When it comes to a study of the NT's use of the OT 

a consideration of the presuppositions which gave substance 

to the exegetical methodology of the NT writers ~s necessary. 

If one is to appreciate the NT writer's exegetical practices 

it becomes essential to have an awareness of their basic 

hermeneutical outlooks and attitudes. This is because 

"method is inherently a limited instrumentality and indeed 

a second stage in the art of interpretation. More basic 

are the perspectives and presuppositions with which the 

interpreter approaches the text." 1 Two presuppositions 

1Ellis, Prophecy and Hermeneutics, p. 163. 
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which are closely related will be discussed briefly. 

Historical Correspondence 

This principle is better known as typological inter-

pretation. That the NT writers saw correspondences between 

the OT and the events that transpired in the life of Christ 

is undeniable. John compares Moses' lifting of the serpent 

on a pole to Christ being lifted up on the cross. Matthew 

compares Jonah's three days and nights in the great fish 

to Christ's three days and three nights in the grave. 

Historically, typological interpretation was reg-

ularly practiced by most readers of the Bible. G. W. Lampe 

expresses it this way: 

Our imaginary reader fourid a coherent pattern 
running through every part of Scriptu~e. Each part 
of it spoke to him of Christ and of the Christian 
life. He still shared the preconceptions of the 
New Testament writers themselves, of .their patristic 
interpreters and of all the preachers and commentators 
down throughout the centu~ies who had sought to ex­
pound the inner meaning of the text and to exhibit . the 
correspondence of types and prophecies with their ful­
fillment. I 

It was the rise of critical scholarship in the nine-

teenth century which caused typological interpretation to be 

discredited. Critical scholarship laid a new emphasis on 

the diversity of .the biblical writings and on the outlook 

and the theology of their autho~s. Passages could no longer 

legitimately .be taken out of their setting in history and 

formed into a single pattern. 

1G. w. H. Lampe and K. J. Woollcombe, Essay s on Typ­
ology~ In Studies in Biblical Theology ~ rio. 22 (London: SCM 
Press, 1957), p. 11. 



24 

In recent years, however, with the renewed emphasis 

on the unity and continuity of Scripture, typology is once 

again being given serious attention. It is no longer being 

discredited, despite its many abuses, as a method of the 

early christians which has no relevance for our modern un-

derstanding of the Bible. If the Bible is a unity in any 

sense, then it is plain it must, in some sense, be a book 

about Christ. Typology is simply a method of discovering 

and interpreting the implications of that fact. 1 Helmer 

Ringgren expresses the historical development of typological 

interpretation quite clearly when he says, 

From the earliest days the Christian Church has 
seen in many Old Testament passages prophecies which 
have been fulfilled in Jesus Christ. Modern biblical 
research has not always been of the same opinion, and 
has often interpreted those messianic passages in 
quite a different way. Many good Christians have 
been offended by this, and the consequence has been 
the opening of a broad gulf between scholarly and 
practical interpretation of the Bible: between the 
historico-critical understanding of a biblical pas­
sage and its interpretation in Christian faith. 
Sometimes it has even been deemed necessary to speak 
of two quite different interpretations of one and the 
same passage: .the concrete and historical on one hand, 
and the theological on the other. Consequently it · 
must be hailed with satisfaction that there is a cer­
tain tendency in more recent research to defend the 
messianic import of those biblical passages in quite 
a new manner. Thus, the traditional Christian inter­
pretation of those passages seems to have received 
some support from historical exegesis.2 

This typological interpretation is based upon a 

1Lampe and Woollcombe, Essays on Typology, pp. 14-17. 

2Helmer Ringgren, The Messiah in the Old Testament, 
In Studies in Biblical ~heology, no. 18 (London: SCM Press, 
1956), p. 7. . 
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particular view of history. The Hebrews viewed history as 

the revelation of the divine purpose. The OT is distin-

guished by its concern with historical fact. Not only does 

a large part of it take the form of historical narrative but 

even in the poetic portions reference is constantly made to 

certain notable events of the nation's past. Distinctive 

evaluation of the past forms both a constant source of in­

spiration and an abiding source of faith for the OT saint. 1 

With such an understanding of history, early christians 

were prepared to trace correspondences between God's activity 

of the past and His action in the presen~, between events 

then and events now, between persons then and persons now. 

Such correspondences were not analogous in nature, or to be 

employed merely by way of illustration. For the early 

christians they were incorporated into history by divine 

intent and therefore to be taken typologically. 2 

A distinction, however, needs to be made between 

typological interpretation as practiced by the christian 

church up until the last century and the typology practiced 

now by biblical scholarship. Typological interpretation in 

the past was often bizarre because it could find Christ al-

most any:where in the OT. Types and shadows of Christ were 

found out of .total disregard for th~ historical context. 

1s. G. F. Brandon, History , Time and Deity : A His­
torical and Com arative Study of the Conce tion of Time in 
Religious Thought and Practice Manchester: Manchester. Unl­
versity Press, 1965), pp. 106-7. 

2Longnecker, Biblical Exegesis, pp. 94-95. 
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Many times the relationships between .the phenomena of the 

OT passage and Christ were forced to the extreme. 

The controls critical, biblical scholarship have 

brought to typological interpretation are welcome ones. The 

new typology sees generic, organic relationships between the 

OT phenomena and the NT interpretation in Christ. 1 There-

fore, redemption in Christ is rightly compared to the Israel-

ite's redemption out of Egypt. Christ's death on the cross 

is rightly compared to the serpent Moses hung on a pole which 

brought deliverance to the people bitten by snakes. 

The proper use of typological interpretation does 

not do away with the OT context. Jesus in fulfilling the 

OT Scriptures cited in the NT has given them a new meaning, 

in which their original meaning is not set aside but caught 

up in something far more comprehensive and far reaching than 

was forese.en before he came. 2 

Christological Interpretation 

Actually the basis or foundation for typological 

interpretation is seen in this second presupposition of NT 

writers. rhe two are closely related. The early christians 

believed that Christ was the culmination of history. This 

is not to say that they considered themselves to be living 

1walter Kaiser, "The Promise of God and the Outpour­
ing of .the Holy Spirit: Joel 2:28-32 and Acts 2:16-21," in 
The Living and Active Word of God, eds. Morris Inch and Ronald 
Youngblood (Winona Lake, IN: Eisenbrauns, 1983), p. 110. 

2Bruce, Biblical Exegesis in the Qumran Texts, p. 77. 



in the end of time. They were not thinking in terms of 

time as measured by a clock. The end, ~f\o~ lay in the 

quality of finality of the revelation in Christ. 1 The OT 
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ended somewhat quickly on a note of expectation (Mal 3:1-3, 

4:5-6). The NT begins without any hesitancy at all on the 

note of fulfillment. 

The basis of this Christological interpretation 

which saw correspondences with the OT Scriptures was the 

teaching of Jesus Christ himself. Christ was the one who 

opened up the OT Scriptures and showed the disciples how 

they spoke of him (Luke 24:25-27, 44-45; John 5:39). The 

disciples learned from Christ and most likely many of the 

OT passages used in the NT are the very ones he expounded 

to them. 

1rnterpreters Dictionary of the Bible, s.v. "His­
tory," by C. R. North, 2:610-11. 



CHAPTER III 

MATTHEW'S USE OF THE OLD TESTAMENT 

The purpose of this chapter is fourfold. First to 

examine the phenomena of the quotations. Second, to dis-

cuss briefly the text form of the formula quotations. Third, 

to examine the meaning and significance of nA.T)pow as found 

in the formula quotations. Fourth, to examine the charac-

teristics of Matthew's hermeneutics in quoting the OT. Does 

he violate the context of the OT? If not, is there a rea­

sonable explanation of how he does use the OT? 

The Phenomena of the Quotations in Matthew 

Of the books which comprise the NT, the employment 

of the OT in Matthew's Gospel is particularly prominent. 

All three of the major divisions of .the OT--the Law, the 

Prophets, and the Writings--are repres.ented. The bulk of 

the quotations come from .the Psalms, Deuteronomy, Isaiah and 

Jeremiah in that order. 1 Estimates as to the number of quo-

tations vary somewhat. In comparison with the other Gospels 

Westcott and Hart computed ninety four references to the OT 

in Matthew, forty nine in Mark, eighty in Luke and twenty 

1 Robert Coleman, "Matthew's. Use of the Old Testa-
ment," Southwestern Journal of Theology 5 (1962) :29. 

28 
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in John. 1 w. G. Scroggie is somewhat more g.enerous listing 

one hundred and thirty quotations and allusions to the OT in 

Matthew. 2 

The considerably large amount of OT material in 

Matthew's Gospel is not hard to understand at all. The au-

dience to whom he writes and the purpose for which he writes 

makes this feature readily .understandable. The author was 

doubtless a Jewish christian writing to other Jews for the 

purpose of proving that Jesus was the Messi~h~ His recip-

ients were, like Matthew, well indoctrinated in the Hebrew 

Scriptures. 3 The use of the OT in Matthew in particular and 

the NT in general is just further indication that both test-

aments are organically related to one another and that the 

OTis indispensable for an understanding of the NT. 4 

The Text Form of Mat.thew's Formula Quotations 

The text form of the formula quotations have histor-

ically been the subject of wide debate. This is because 

these particular citations are said to exhibit a text form 

which is quite unique when compared to Mat.thew' s other 

1 B. F. Westcott and F. J. Hort, The New Testament in 
the Original Greek (New York: Macmillan Compan¥, 1949 ) , pp. 
602-5. 

2w. G. Scroggi~, A Guide to the Gospels, rep. ed. 
(London: Pickering & Inglis, Ltd., 1952 ) , p. 267. 

3 Coleman, "Matthew's Use of the Old Testament," p. 
29. 

4 Homer Kent, "Matthew's Use of the Old Testament," 
BSac 121 (1964) ~34. 
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citations and the other synoptic Gospels. Though a number 

of explanations have been given to explain the text form of 

the formula quotations,
1 

two of the more important theories 

will be briefly considered. 

The School of Matthew Hypothesis 

First, in his book The School of Saint Matthew, 

Krister Stendahl advanced the hypothesis that the first Gos-

pel emanates from a 'school' which practiced a pesher type 

exegesis in choosing from among and adapting known variant 

readings of the OT text. To support his thesis Stendahl 

emphasized the mixed text displayed in the formula citations. 

He attempts to draw extensive parallels with the Habakkuk 

commentary which derives from the Qumran 'school' and dis­

plays a similar use of the OT. 2 In his own words he has set 

out "to prove .the close affinity between the type of Old 

Testament interpretation to be fourid in a certain group of 

Matthew's quotations and the way in which the sect of Qumran 

treats the book of Habakkuk." 3 

By way of critic ism it will be shown .that the very 

basis upon. which this hypothesis res .ts; namely'· the unique 

text form of the formula quotations, is highly questionable. 

1 See Robert Gundry, The Use of the Old Testament in 
Saint Matthew's . Gospel (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1967), pp. 151-
74. 

2
Ibid. I p. 155. 

3Krister Stendahl, The School of Matthew and Its Use 
of the Old Testament (Phi.ladelphia: Fortress Press, 1968), 
P· 31. 
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In his published rh.D. dissertation for the. University of 

Manchester Robert Gundry did a rather exhaustive study of 

the text form of Matthew's quotations and allusions as com-

pared to the other Gospels. His conclusions were as en-

lightening. First, the formal quotations which Matthew 

shares with Mark are almost purely from the LXX. Second, 

in other formal and allusive quotations in Matthew, Mark and 

Luke the text form is very mixed. Quotations in the synop-

tics show contact with the Hebrew, Targums, LXX, the Peshitta, 

Theodotian, Rabbinic tradition and apocryphal literature. 

This mixture stands in contrast to the purely septuagintal 

text form of quotations throughout the rest of the NT. 1 The 

LXX, Aramaic and Hebrew elements in the synoptic quotations 

harmonizes with the trilingual .character now known to have 

existed from archeological data in first century Palestine. 2 

The thing which binds the formula quotations to-

gether is the fulfillment formula with :which they are intro-

duced. In text form .the formula quotations are no more non-

septuagintal .than the rest of the quotations in the synop­

tics excluding Mark's . formal quotations. 3 Gundry's conclu-

sions do not deny that the . formula citations are similar in 

many respects to the exegesis at Qumran. What is denied is 

1 Gundry, The OT in Matthew's Gospel, p. xi. See pp. 
9-150 for a more detailed analysis. 

2 Robert Gundry, "The Language Milieu of. First Cen-
tury Palestine," JBL 83 (1964) :404-9. 

3Gundry, The OT in Matthew's, Gospel, p. 152. 
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that a particular school of exegetes. are. responsible for the 

formula citations as proved by their unique text form which 

is similar to .the text form of lQpHab. 

Testimonia Hypothesis 

This second hypothesis arises from .the fact that the 

NT not only has a distinctive treatment of the OT but also 

reflects a distinctive selection of biblical material. Test-

imonia is the current name for the systematic collections of 

OT passages, usually messianic in natuie, which are thought 

to have been used by early christians for an apologetic pur­

l pose. The testimonia hypothesis was developed to explain 

four problems concerning OT citations in the NT. They are: 

1) the attribution of citations to wrong ~uthors; 2) the 

formula quotations found in Matthew; · 3) .the divergence of 

. . f h LX 4) d ' · · 2 OT cJ.tat1.ons rom t e X; an compos1.te quotat1.ons. 

These collections were said to be brought together as an 

anti-Judaic polemic, antedating all of our NT writings and 

were the source upon which the NT writers drew for their 

. 3 quotat1.ons. 

That such collections were made among the Jews of 

the first century was confirmed in 1956 when more material 

was made available from QUiriran cave fout. A Hebrew text 

1 Joseph A. Fitzmyer, "4Q Testimonia," p. 513. 

2rbid., p. 515. 

3 Longnecker, Biblical Exegesis, p. 89. 
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was found there and given .the name 4Q Testimonia. J. M. 

Allegro who publiahed the text says of i~, "There can be 

little doubt that we have in this document a group of test-

imonia of the type long ago proposed . . . to. have existed 

1 in the early church." The text consists of a single page 

measuring about twenty three centimeters high and fourteen 

centimeters wide. Its text is a compilation of the follow-

ing biblical passages: Deuteronomy 5:28-29, 18:18-19, Nurn-

bers 24:15-17, Deuteronomy 33:8-11, and finally a section 

which is not entirely scriptural. 2 

In evaluating this hypothesis several factors need 

to be kept in mind. 3 First, no single theory is. adequate 

to comprehend all the phenomena of biblical citation in the 

NT. Second, like the school of Matthew hypothesis, the text 

form of the formula quotations is reallynot unique to 

Mat thew when compared with .the other Gospels. Third, pecu-

liarities of text form may be the result of the existence of 

families of texts differing from the MT which are no longer 

extant. Fourth, the phenomena of composite quotations which 

is probably the chief reason for postulating the existence 

of testimonia collections may be best explained by Jewish 

homiletical and targumic techniques and may be unrelated in 

1J. M. Allegro, "Further Messianic References in Qum­
ran Literature," JBL 75 (1956) :174. 

2Fitzmyer, "4Q Testimonia," p. 530 . 

. 3M. P. Miller, "Targum, Midrash and the Use of the 
Old Testament in the New Testamen'!:," JSJ 2 ( 1971) :55. 
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the NT to a testimonia source. '!'he composite quotations are 

possibly an example of the rule of Deuteronomy 19:15 where 

two or more witnesses are required to give validity to a 

1 matter. 

Matthew the Targurriist 

It is probably best to account for the mixed text 

form of Matthew's citations by holding the traditional view 

that Matthew was his own targumist and drew on a knowledge 

of the Hebrew, Aramaic and Greek textual traditions of the 

OT. The same applies for the other synoptic. writers. This 

seems to be .the most logical approach since the church 

emerged from the Jewi.sh synagogue where targumizing was 

practiced regularly.
2 

Prophetic consciousness also rein-

forced targumic adaptation. The source of Matthew's. pecul-

iar texts therefore may well be a consecrated. spiritual 

mind with .the NT gift of prophecy ra.ther .than a testimonia 

book or a school of Matthew. 3 

rr~ryp6w in the Formula Quotations 

The study of n~T]pow in Matthew's formula quotations 

becomes ra.ther important with regard to the. hermeneutics of 

Matthew. '!'he basic meaning of rr~T]pow is to "make full or to 

1Jindrich Manek, "Composite Quotations in the New 
Testament," . Communio Vl.atorum 13 (1970):186-87. See also 
Albert Sundberg, "On Testimonies," NovT 3 (1959.) :270. 

2Gtindry, '!'he OT in Matthew's Gospel, pp. 172-74. 

3
B. D. Hillyer, "Matthew's. Use of _the Old Testament," 

EQ 36 (1964) :25. . 
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fill. .. l This wo.rd is used quite frequently in the NT along 

with other words which are very. similar in meaning. The 

thing which distinguishes nA~pow from other words is not its 

frequency but rather the fact that it is a technical term 

used in connection with the fulfillment of Scripture and 

also a designation of the fulfillment of time in an escha­

tological sense. 2 It therefore has a theological signifi-

cance. Theologically the word often has the meaning "to com-

plete, finish, bring to an end, to achiev~, to reach the full 

measure, or to make up that which is lacking or deficient." 3 

Matthew no doubt employed the term because his intent was to 

show how the events in the career of Jesus fulfilled OT pre-

dictions. 

Debate has often occurred over the significance of 

the prepositions that are used in Matthew's formula quota-

tions. rva occurs five times (Matt 1:23, 2:15, 4:15, 12:18-

21, 21:5), 8nw~ three times (Matt 2:23, B:l7, 13~35) and 

'tO't£ twice (Matt 2:18, 27:9). Debate has centered around 

whether tva expresses purpose (in order that) or result (so 

that). That tva has a telic force is supported by the fact 

that the preposition 8nw~ is used in some of .the quotations. 

If tva were to express result one would not expect Matthew 

1 BAGD, p. 670. 

2Dictionar~ of New Testament Theology , s.v. "n:A~pow," 
by R. Schippers, 1:735. 

3Robert Ibach, "That It Might BeFulfilled (Matthew 
2:15) ," (Unpublished Bachelor of Divinity Monograph, Grace 
Theoiogical Seminary, 1966), p. 21. See also TDNT~ s.v. 
"nA~pow ," by G. Deliin<;r, 6:295. --
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to use Bnw~ but instead ~a~£ or rva. Most scholars would 

agree that Matthew intends to express purpose in the for­

mula quotations.
1 

This fulfillment means that in the today 

of the NT era God's saving purpose achieves its full measure 

in Christ.
2 

An Evaluation of Matthew's Hermeneutics 

It has been suggested by some that the apologetic 

interest of the NT writers and particularly Matthew has 

caused them to lift OT passages out of their original con­

text in order to give them a Christological interpretation.
3 

The formula quotations of Matthew are particularly .vulner-

able to this kind of accusation. The question that needs 

to be addressed is, "Is this accusation true?" The writer 

will only briefly answer it here and hopes to show by the 

example of .Matthew 27:9-lO in the next chapter that the ac-

cusation is untrue in the way it is stated. 

The key to this whole problem of OT context verses 

prophetic fulfillment in the NT is this: if these and other 

OT quotations are regarded as direct pr~dictions of events 

which did not happen uri til Jesus, then .the NT writers are 

1
A. T. Robertson, Word Pictures in .the New Testament, 

vol. 1: The Gospel According to Matthew (Nashville, TN: 
Broadman Press, 1930), p. 11. Bruce Metzger, "The Formulas 
Introducing Quotations of Scripture in the NT and the Mish­
nah," JBL 20 (1951) :297~307. Henry Alford, The Greek Testa­
ment, vol. 1: The Four Gospels (Chicago: Moody Bible Insti­
tute, 1958), pp. 8, 333. 

2TDNT, s.v. "n>..T)p6w," by G. Delling, 6:296. 

3s. v. McCasland, "Matthew Twists the Scriptures, .. 
JBL 80 (1961): 143-48. . 
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apologetic purpose~, displaying ignorance or indifference 

to the original meaning of the text. 1 However, the NT 
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treats the OT passages as anticipations and not direct pre­

dictions having no relevance to the people to whom the pro­

phecies were given. From the standpoint of the Jew living 

at the time of the original prophetic utterance, the utter-

ance was about something significant to the OT Israelite. 

It was something that happened or was happening in history. 

Matthew•s idea of fulfillment says, in effec~, that the event 

that the OT Jews thought to be significant turns out to be 

only an anticipation of an event of a similar kind but ul-

timately more significant in God•s purposes for salvation 

of mankind. It is in this sense that the latter fulfills 

the former. 2 

This solution to Matthew•s. hermeneutics agrees well 

with the definition of n~qp6w which occurs in the fulfill-

ment formula in Mat.thew. Because the OT writings are an 

organic part of the progressive revelation of .redemption, 

the purpose of Matthew was to exhibit Jesus as the Messiah 

of whom the OT prophets had spoken. .These prophecies, 

though not directly predictive of Christ and having rele-

vance for the people to whom they were spoken, can be re-

garded as fulfilled only when all the tru.th included in them 

1DNTT, s.v. "n~qp6w," by R. Schippers, 1:737 

2Ibid. 
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h . d 1" . 1" . 1 as at.talne lVlng rea 1.zat1.on. That .there was more truth 

from God's. standpoint .than the OT wri t .er understood is con-

firmed by the statement "this is fulfilled which was spoken 

by (uno) God through (&Ca) the prophet." God was the direct 

source of prophetic utterance and the prophet the interme-

diate agency. Therefore, it is possible to say that certain 

prophecies which were uttered with no direct reference to 

the Lord and whose primary and specific purpose had no re-

lation to him were used and filled with new meaning in him. 

The preceding statement needs qualification. This 

is not to say that this permits interpreters of Scripture 

today to find Christ anywhere in the OT. This has been and 

unfortunately still is the fault of many in interpreting the 

OT. There are temporal controls with regard to christologi-

cal interpretation of the OT. The writer believes such in-

terpretation was limited to the days of the NT. It was the 

apostles and those associated with them who had the special 

guidance and illumination of .the Holy Spirit with regard to 

these matters. This, however, does not hinder christologi-

cal interpretation. The NT contains a wealth of OT material, 

both quotations and allusions, which are applied to Christ. 

Following the interpretation of NT authors is valid christo-

logical interpretation. 

It remains now to study one of these formula quota-

tions and then to compare the relationship between Qumran 

1 Coleman, "Matthew's Use of .the Old Testament," p. 32. 
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materials and what has been observed wi.th regard to Matthew's 

exegesis. 



CHAPTER III 

MATTHEW'S USE OF ZECHARIAH 11:12-13 

It will be the purpose of this chapter to give a 

particular example of the things discussed so far in chap-

ters one and two. The writer has picked this formula quota-

tion from among the other ten in Matthew because it is one 

of the more controversial of Matthew's formula quotations. 

The passage under discussion reads as follows: 

Then what was spoken by Jeremiah the prophet was 
fulfilled: "They took the thirty silver coins, the 
price set on him by the children of Israel, and they 
used them to buy the potter's field, as the Lord com­
manded me." 

In studying this particular use of the OT by Matthew 

the method will be to first examine the contexts of the pas-

sages which are pertinent to this study. Second, to compare 

the text of Matthew 27:9-10 with Zechariah 11:12-13. Third, 

to answer two questions. First, why does Matthew ascribe the 

quotation to Jeremiah when it clearly comes from Zechariah? 

Second, how is Ze.chariah being used in Matthew? 

The Context of Pertinent Passages 

~here are three significant passages with regard to 

this particular use of the OT in the NT: Zechariah 11:4-17, 

Jeremiah 19:1-13 and Matthew 27~3-10. 

40 
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Zechariah 11:4-17 

The difficulty in the interpretation of the book of 

Zechariah has been felt from earliest times. The fact that 

this book plays such a significant role in the. NT. has only 

added to the frustration of . schola~s. This significance is 

due to the fact that Zechariah 9-14 is the most quoted sec-

tion of the prophets in the passion narratives of the Gospels 

and next to Ezekiel, Zechariah has influenced the writer of 

Revelation more than any other OT writer. 1 Nevertheless, 

the main divisions of the book seem clear enough. After a 

brief introduction (1:1,...6) there come three blocks of mater-

ial. First, the. visions (1:7,...6:15}. Second, the oracles 

concerning fasting (7:1-8:23). Third, the eschatological 

writings which are divided into two parts (9-11, 12-14) . 2 

The characteristics of the last six chapters are 

quite different from the first eight. Gone are the bold out-

lines that have gone before. Instead there are enigmatic 

references to enemies of former days, grim battles, bitter 

weeping, interspersed with assurances of peace, prosperity 

and ultimate. victory. 3 It is within these last chapters that 

Zechariah 11:12-13 are located. .The more immediate context 

of the two. verses is 11:4-17. 

1Joyce Baldwin, Haggai, Zechariah and Malachi, In 
The Tyndale Old Testament Commentaries (Downers Grove, IL: 
Inter,...varsity Press, 1972), p. 59. See F. F. Brude, *The 
Book of Zechariah ~nd the Passion Narratives," BJRt 43 
(1960...,61): 336,...53. . 

2 Ibid~ , p. 7 4 . 

3 Ibid~ I p . . 59. 
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This portion has been called .the most enigmatic. sec-

tion in the Bible. There is probably no o.ther which. has 

given rise to such a variety of interpretation. 1 The prob-

lem seems to come when one tries to identify specifically the 

historical situation of the passage. Two prominent positions 

have been advanced. First, some take Zechariah 11:4-17 as 

referring to historical details of the Maccabean Era or to 

the conquest of Alexander the Great and subsequent Ptolemaic 

rule. 2 Others understand the events recorded as pre-exilic 

occurring at the time of _the decline and fall of either the 

northern or southern kingdom. 3 

The writer feels it is best to look at Zechariah 11: 

4-17 in its historical and grammatical context as an outline 

of the personal history of .the prophet himself. It alludes 

to the historical events of _the immediate past easily recog-

nized by the prophets contemporaries but unknown to us. 

Therefore, .the three shepherds were contemporary with Zech-

ariah. They were leaders with whom Zechariah could not share 

his commission for. reasons not fully known to .the contempor-

ary reader. Therefore, speculation is fruitless. 

1Robert C. Dentan, The Book of Zechariah, vol. ~ in 
The Interpreter's. Bible (New -York: Abingdon Press, 1956) 1 p. 
1102. . 

2 Douglas R. Jones, "A Fresh Interpretation of Zech-
ariah IX-XI," . VT 12 (1962) :241-59; E. G. E. Kraeling, "The 
Historical Situation in Zechariah 9: 1-10," AJSL 41 (19 24-
25) :24.:....33; M. Treves, "Conjectures Concerning the Date and 
Authorship of Zechariah IX-XIV," VT 13 (1963) :196-207. 

3R. Winterbotham, "The Good Shepherd of Zechariah 
11," Expositor, Series ~ive, 6 (1897):127.:....39. 
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The. apparent inability of critical scholarship to 

identify the specific historical and geographical. references 

in Zechariah 11 would suggest that the role or purpose of 

the oracle lies in something else besides. historical refer-

ence. The canonical intention is to get across a theologi-

cal message; namely, judgment to enemies and blessing to 

Israel. The story's capacity to illuminate both past and 

future events of the divine dealing with Israel is additional 

warrant for seeing a peculiar canonical use of the historical 

1 material for a theological goal. 

With regard to Zechariah 11:12-13 there are two 

things of significance that need comment. The .thirty shekels 

of silver figure prominently in this passage as well as in 

Matthew 27:9-10. Debate overthe significance of the thirty 

pieces of silver still continues. Though some attempt to 

2 make .the thirty silver pieces a large sum of money the con-

text seems to demand that the payment by the flock was a sign 

of contempt for the shepherd. In a 1968 publication, Erica 

Reiner demonstrated from Sumerian literature that to treat 

anything 'like thirty .shekels • was a Sumerian cliche or ex­

pression for showing contempt. 3 The phrase is used one 

1Brevard Childs, Introduction to the Old Testament 
as Scripture (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1979), pp. 480-
81; R. K. Harrison, Introduction to the Old Testament (Grand 
Rapids: William B . . Eerdmans Publishing Company, 1969), p. 955. 

2s · 1 F · · amue e1g1n, 
JBL 44 (1925) :209. . 

"Some Notes on Zechariah 11:4-17," 

3Erica Reiner; "Thirty Pieces of Silver," in Essay s 
in Memory of E. A. Speiser, ed. by W. W. Halla (New Haven, 
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other place in the OT. In Exodus 21:32 thirty silver pieces 

were compensation for a slave gored to dea.th by an ox. To 

offer this amount was equivalent to saying that the shepherd 

was . valued by them as much as a common slave. 

The other significant feature of these verses is 

the textual variant which some feel figures prominently in 

Mat.thew 27:9-10 . The MT reads l:S:Pil-'11'< li1J7'JI'i1 and the text-

ual apparatus . suggests the reading l:S:lNil-'71'<. For support 

they give the Syriac. version as containing the variant read-

ing proposed. The Hebrew 1~1, means 'potter' and l!llN means 

'treasur:y, storehouse.' Therefore, when Judas .threw .the 

money into .the temple Matthew was reading .the variant read-

. .. . .d 1 1ng l::tlNil - ,N 1nstea . The evidence, however, for the read-

ing is poor. The Syriac Peshitta dates from .the fourth or 

early fifth century and could easilyhave been influenced by 

the Greek text of Matthew 27:3-10 rather than the other way 

around. The reading may also reflect an interpretive attempt 

on the part of the translators. The. writer prefers the MT 

and thinks it fits best in the context of Matthew 27 as well. 

Jeremi.ah 19:1-13 

In literary form this passage is a continuous prose 

narrative which extends to Jeremiah 20~6. The whole passage 

(19:1-20:6) fits into a larger literary unit which includes 

CT. American Oriental Society, 1968), pp. 186-90. 

1H. Q. W. Meyer, Meyer's Commentary on .the New Testa­
ment, vol. 1: Commentary on Matthew (New York: Furik and ~'Vag­
nalls, 1884), p. 493 . 
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chapters eighteen, nineteen and twenty. which are built around 

1 the potter-pot theme. The. narrative (19:1-20~6) recalls how 

Jeremiah was commanded by Yahweh to take an earthenware jar 

and proceed to a point outside the potsherd gate. There, be-

fore witnesses he had taken with him, he was to smash the 

vessel. As he did so he was to announce that Jerusalem was 

to be smashed beyond repair. 2 

Though some suggest that other passages in Jeremiah 

are also combined with Jeremiah 19 and used in Matthew 27, 

3 such as Jeremiah 18:1, 2 and 32:6-9, the evidence seems to 

point to the fact that only the material from Jeremiah 19 

was in Hatthew•s mind. The fact is that Zechariah•s proph-

ecy by itself does not fully satisfy the requirements of 

Matthew•s fulfillment passage. The question needs to be 

asked, "Where in the OT is there mention of a plot of ground 

used for burial purposes, which became known as the Field of 

Blood because innocent blood had been shed? The answer is 

Jeremiah 19:1-13. The resemblances are significant. First, 

Judah and Jerusalem have shed innocent blood (Jer 19:4, Matt 

27:4). Second, the chief priests and elders are prominent 

(Jer 19:1, Matt 27:3, 6, 7). Third, a potter is mentioned 

(Matt 27:7, 10; Jer 19:1, 10). Fourth, the Valley of Hinnom 

1J. A. Thompson, The Book of Jeremiah, NICOT (Grand 
Rapids: William B. Eerdmans Publishing Company, 1980), p. 445. 

2rbid. 

3 Stendahl, The School of Matthew, p. 122. 
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has its name changed to Valley of Slaught.er. which is about 

the same as Field of Blood (Jer 19:6, Matt 27:8 [cf. Acts 

1:19]). Fifth, the valley becomes a well known burial place 

1 (Matt 27:7, Jer 19:11). 

Matthew 27:3-10 

With regard to the context of these. verses several 

things are of particular importance. First, there are no 

significant textual variants in these verses that would 

change the meaning of the passage to any substantial degree. 

Variants that do occur have to do with things su.ch as spell-

ing, synonyms and alternate case endings. Such. variants can 

be significant but here they present no problem. 

Second, the account of Judas' .suicide. has be.en a sub-

ject of hot debate for a long time. The essence of the de-

bate is that Luke's account (Acts 1:18) . seems to contradict 

Matthew's. It is not the purpose of this paper to discuss 

this problem in detail because resolving it would not con-

tribute to .the study of this particular use of the. OT in the 

NT. The details of Judas' death are not all .that important. 

Therefore the author does not give all the data which would 

solve the apparent contradiction with Acts 1: 18. .That two 

different traditions are being. followed is a bit premature 

and not enough evidence is available to make such an asser-

tion. The important thing to remember is that the exact 

1william Hendriksen, Exposition of the Gospel Accord­
ing to Matthew, In New Testament Commentary {Grand Rapids: 
Baker Book Hbu~e, 1972), pp. 947-48. 
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details of his dea.th are not impor.tant to the narrative's. 

purpose. 

Third, Judas' remorse took place, so it seems, im-

mediately after Jesus was condemned. The word for remorse 

is an aorist passive of ~E~a~fXo~aL. This verb occurs five 

times in the NT and is a synonym of ~£~avo£w. It is espe-

cially the emotional element that is stressed in ~£~a~£Xo~aL 

1 over against ~E~avofw. These same words are used in Paul's 

argument in 2 Corinthians 7~8-11. Here the distinction be-

tween the two words is clearly brought out: "Godly sorrow 

brings repentance (~E~~voLav) that leads to salvation and 

leaves no regret (a~£'ta~£XTj~ov), but worldly sorrow brings 

death." The point of Matthew is .that Judas, though exper-

iencing remorse, had no basic change of heart. His remorse 

was similar to that of Cain (Gen 4: 14) . His was a feeling 

of guilt and fear of .what might be the result for himself. 

Fourth, the textual variant for 1~,,~-,N in Zecha-

riah 11:13, 14 is often supported by the fact that this is 

the way Matthew understands the OT passage. Since Matthew 

uses the phrase xop~avffv as well as KEpa~fw~ it has been 

suggested that he was aware of both readings. Whether 

Matthew knew of another reading or not he could not have in-

tended El~ ~av xop~avffv to have fulfilled a reading 1~1N-,N 

in Zechariah. His Gospel clearly states that the money did 

1Theological Dictionary of the New Testament, s.v. 
"~E~a~fXo~aL," by 0. Michel, 4:626-29. ·Dictionary of New 
Testament Theology, s.v. "~£~a~£Xo~aL," by F. Laubach, 1: 
356,-57. 
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not go to the Kop[3avav. It was. not p .ermissible to put .the 

money there since it was responsible for the death of a per-

son and Judas had merely thrown the money into e:C~ 

' ' - 1 which is not the same as e:t.~ ,;ov Kop[3avav. 

Comparison of Texts 

' .... ,;ov vaov 

It will be the purpose here to compare the texts of 

the Greek NT, the LXX and the MT for any important variants 

that might arise betwe.en them. Below these versions are ar-

ranged according to the section of .Matthew 27:3-10 to which 

they relate. 2 

Matt 2 7 : ? , 6 , 9 

Mal pC~a~ ,;a &pyupt.a 
e:C~ ,;ov vaov 
C&ve:xwp~cre:v ••• ) 
o~ bE: &pxt.e:pe:t~ 
Aa[36v,;e:~ ,;a &e:yupt.a 
e:lrrav 
oi'JK ~~£U'J;LV [3aK£LV 
a6,;a e:C~ ,;ov Kop[3avav 

,; 6,; e: t n A 11 e: w . .a 11 
,;o py.Se:v bt.a 'Ie:pe:~Cou 
,;ov npotpTj,;ou 
A£yov,;o~ 
Ha I, ~Aa[3ov 
~a ,;pt.aKov,;a &pyupt.a 

' ' 'l;T)V 'J;L~T)V 

'tOV 'J;£'tt.~T)·~EVOU 
ov t'tt.~Tjaav,;o 
&rro vt(;)v 'IcrpaTjA 
Mal £bwKav a61:a 
e:t~ ,;ov &ypov 
,;ov H£pa~£w~ 
Ka.Sa avvl,;a~£v 
~ot. KUpt.o~ 

Zechariah 11:13 LXX 

Mal. lv£[3aAov ai'J~ou~ 
e:t~ 't~V olKDV HvpCou 
e:t~ 'tO XWV£V't1jpt.OV 

Ka.Sq; afHOU~ 
£~~ 'to xwve:u,;Tjpt.ov 

HaL ~Aa[3ov 
,;o~~ 'tpt.aKov,;a &pyupov~ 
HaL aH£~at. 
e:t 06Kt.~OV ta,;t.v 
8v ,;p6nov tboKt.~acr.ST)v 
une:p a{rt(;)v 

HaL clne:v 
HUpt-o~ np6~ ~£ 

MT 

lm< 17'71!/Nl 
illiP TI'l 
l~Pil '7N 

li137'71!/i1 
l~l'il '7N 

il n i7 ~n 
t]OJil 071!1'71!1 

11N 
lj77il 

'Tilj7' li7N 
DiP'7Y1l 

1 Gundry, The. Use of the Old Testament in St. Matthew's 
Gospel, p. 123. 

2 b' .d I l. ., p. 122. 
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Matt 27:5, 6, 9 Zech 11:13 LXX MT 

Ka3a cruv£~as£v 1 
KUpLo~ ~~ Mwucre'L 

illY 11!/NJ 
ill!lll TIN illil, 

Based upon a comparative. study of these texts, it is 

not quite accurate to say that Matthew 27 quotes exclusively 

from Zechariah for in certain important respects it deviates 

from both the MT and the LXX form of that passage. 2 

The major changes that have taken place between the 

NT and the text form of the MT and LXX are changes from first 

person singular to third person plural. In the LXX and MT 

it was Zechariah as God's representative who took the thirty 

pieces of silver and cast them to the potter (LXX = ~~a~ov; 

MT = ilnj7N 1) • In Matthew 27:7 the chief pries.ts and elders 

of the people are the ones who did that and therefore when 

Matthew quotes the OT he changes to the third person plural. 

It is true that f~apov of verse nine can be first person 

singular but its parallel with ~6wKav 3 (aorist active indi­

cative third person plural) makes ~~apov third person plural 

also. The significant point here is .that Matthew felt no 

difficulty at all in the fact that Zechariah the prophet 

gives the money to the potter and in his narrative the chief 

priests give .the money for the essential point is that the 

money is paid to the potter. 

1These passages, though not in the LXX or MT or Zech­
ariah 11:12, 13 do resemble that which is in Matthew 27:10. 
(Cf. Exod 40:.25; Num 8:3, 22; 9:5; 27:11; 31:31.) 

2Gleason Archer, A Survey of OT Introduction (Chicago: 
Moody Press, · 1964~, p . . 411. 

3There is a textual note in the UBS textual apparatus 
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\ ' H. The phrase in the NT ~DV ~L~DV ~aD ~E~L~D~fvau uv 

t~~~~aav~a &nd uf~v 'Iapa~~, is a rather free rendering of 

the phrase nn,7yn 'n1V' 1~N 1V'~ 11N in the MT. The LXX 

translation is very different from both.
1 

There are several 

points of difference between the MT and the NT. First, 

l~~~~aav~a translates ,nlP' and changes the first singular 

to the .third person plural. Second, the phrase &no ,_ 
UL(J)V 

'Iapa~~ merely identifies the nn suffix of D~'7yn. Third, 

1j77n "the price" becomes .read as the adjective 1i77n "the 

honored one" and is translated by ~aD ,;E~L~T}~fvau in the NT 

which the evangelist refers to Jesus Christ. 2 Here again as 

above the differences arise out of the fact that the appli-

cation of the OT passage is causing Matthew to accommodate 

the text to the contemporary situation of which he writes. 

But the essential message of the passage conveyed in the ori-

ginal context is. not destroyed. 

The phrase uaL ~&(J)Kav a~~a E~~ ~av &pyov ~aD KEpa­

~t(J)~ is also a loose rendering of .the MT's n,::l lnN 1'7VN1 

1!!P~-'7N ~1~'. The most. si.gnificant change here is .the in­

sertion of ~av &ypavinto the fulfillment text since it is 

not in .the MT. 'I'he solution seems to be that Matthew is 

with regard to ~O(J)Kav. Some manuscripts read ~O(J)Ka among 
them Codex Sinaiticus. But as Stendahl observes [K. Sten­
dahl, The School of Matthew, p. 1251 .the context seems to de­
roan~ the use of .the third person plural and it is highly 
likely .that ~O(J)Ka was a later correction to make closer agree­
ment with the MT. 

1willoughby C. Allen, The Gospel According to Matthew, 
ICC (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1925), p. 288. 

2Meyer, Commentary on Ma t .thew, p. 4 9 4 . 
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allowing .the facts upon which he is. commenting to creep into 

his translation o£ Zechariah 11:12-~3. 1 It is true that 

11:13 does speak of the potter twice but he does not men-

tion the potter's field. Because the priests did purchase 

a field with the discarded money Matthew works this into his 

interpretive rendering of Zechariah 11:12-13. It is here 

that the passage in Jeremiah which speaks of the Valley of 

Slaughter and a potter comes into focus. 

The last phrase xaBa auvf~a~fv ~oL x6pLo~ translates 

the Hebrew phrase 7,N ~1~7 1nN,1. In this particular in-

stance the LXX is actually a more literal rendering of the 

Hebrew. The LXX reads ' Kat. It is gen-

erally agreed that the NT. rendering imitates the statement of 

Moses in Exodus 40:25 but maintains contact with Zechariah. 

It looks like the Zechariah passage put into the words of 

2 
Exodus 40:25 or 9:12. 

Matthew's. Use of Zechariah 11:12-13 

Having looked at the contexts of three pertinent OT 

and NT passages and compared the texts of . the LXX, MT and .the 

Greek of the NT, it remains to come to some conclusions with 

regard to two questions. First, why does Matthew attribute 

to Jeremiah what seems clearly to come from Zechariah? Se-

cond, in what way is Matthew using Zechariah 11:12-13? 

p. 127. 

1
Allen, The Gospel According to Matthew, p. 288. 

2Gurid~y, ~he Use of the OT in St. Matthew's Gospel, 
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The Name Jeremiah in .the Ful.fillment Formula 

of Matthew 27:9-10 

That the. name of Jeremiah has been attached to the 

OT citation of Mat.thew 27 has perplexed biblical scholars 

for some time. A rather large number of solutions have been 

offered in an attempt to explain this problem. It will not 

be the purpose of this section to discu~s in detail each pro-

posed solution but to state some of the major ones and then 

come to some type of conclusion . as to the best solution. The 

following are some of the more significant attempts to deal 

with this apparent problem. 1 

(1) Surprisingly'· a very common proposal is that 

Matthew made an error. The. writer, however, . feels that 

those who propose such a solution have surely failed to con-

sider the consequences involved in su.ch a proposal. It is 

better to admit an unsolved problem than to ascribe an error 

to a biblical writer. 

(2) Since the Syriac Version has omitted the name 

Jeremiah, some have proposed that the inclusion of it did 

not appear in the original autograph. · Not only does the 

Syriac omit .the name but in the marginal notations the name 

1The following sources discuss in more detail the 
solutions to this problem and .those who. have proposed them. 
Hugh Ross, "The Old Testament Quotation in Matthew XXVII.9-
10," Bibiical Wo~ld 1 (1883):345~54; Robert McCabe, "The 
Problem's Related to Zechariah's. Authorship of Chapters 9-
14," (Research paper, Temple Baptist Seminary'· 1979), pp. 
4~16; Robert Martin, "The Problem of .the Naine Jeremiah in 
Matthew 27:9," (Bachelor of Divinity Thesis, Grace Theologi-
cal Seminary, 1960), pp. 18,-56. · 
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Zechariah is found. 1 

(3) The inclusion of .Jeremiah has also been attri-

buted to a copyist's error. It has been suggested that 

ZaxapLou was written in an abbreviated form such as ZpLou and 

an early copyist took this for 'Ipt-ou, an abbreviated form of 

'IEpE~aLou. Such a solution is total conjecture not having 

any substantial evidence for support. 

(4) It has also been suggested that the name is ac-

curate and that the responsibility for Zechariah 9-11 goes 

to Jeremiah and not Zechariah. Thy hypothesis would be that 

Jeremiah wrote the material and Zechariah subsequently bor-

rowed it from Jeremiah. Under inspiration the Holy Spirit 

desired to reclaim these chapters for their real ~uthor. 

(5) Others. have proposed that Jeremiah is supposedly 

a general reference to the prophetic section of the OT. That 

there is evidence for the fact that Jeremiah stood at the 

head of the prophetic books is without dispute. The mention 

of Jeremiah .then would be tantamount to saying "in the pro-

phets." 

The solution which appears to be the most cogent ad-

vocates that Mat.thew. has combined two OT passages from Zech-

ariah and Jeremiah. That these conflate or composite cita-

tions played an important role in the NT might be due to the 

rule of Deuteronomy 19:15 wherein two or three witnesses are 

1see the textual apparatu~ 
Novum Testamentum Graece, 26th ed. 
belstiftung, 1979 ) , p. Bl. 

of Eberhard Nestle, ed., 
(Stuttga~t: Deuts~he Bi-
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required to give. validity. .This rule was held in high es-

teem in the Jewi.sh circles in whi.ch the books of the NT were 

. 1 
wr1tten. 

Why Matthew uses Jeremiah's. name instead of Zechariah 

still awaits a solution. It is true that either name would 

have been acceptable. However, is .there a reason for the 

name Jeremi.ah? It is probable that either the evangelist at-

tributes to .the greater and better known of the two prophets 

2 the words belonging to the other or he makes the ascription 

to Jeremiah because of the manifestness of the quotation as 

coming from Zechariah and the lack ofverbal resemblance to 

Jeremiah would cause the Jeremiah side to be lost. 3 

An example of the former solution might be Mark 1:1-2. 

Mark quotes from Malachi 3:1 and Isaiah 40:3 but attributes 

the quotation to Isaiah. This is possibly . bec~use he is the 

greater of the two. An example of .the latter solution is the 

quotation in 2 Chronicles 36:21. Here 2 Chronicles 36:21 

verbally draws from Leviticus 26:34 yet ascribes it to. Jere­

miah ( 25:12, 29:10) from which .the number seventy is drawn. 4 

1Manek, "Composite Quotations in the New Testament 
and their Pur~ose," p. 186. 

2H. G. Mitchell, A Critical and Exe etical Commen­
tary on Haggai and Zechariah, ICC New York: Charles Scrib­
ner's. Press, 1912 ) , p. 311. 

3 Gundry, .The. Use of the Old Testament in St. Matthew • s 
Gosp el, p. 125~ 

4 Robert McCabe, "The Problem's. Related to Zechariah's 
Authorship of Chapter~ 9-14," ~P· 15-16. 
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Matthew's. Use of the Old Testament Passages 

It was precisely because .the members of .the primi-

tive church were looking for the "consolation of Israel" 

that they found a ready messianic interpretation for OT pas-

h h d 'd . ' 1 sages sue as t e ones un er cons1. erat1.on. That the NT 

writers did not abuse the OT context has already been dis-

cussed in the section on Matthew's hermeneutics. With the 

advent of Christ the NT writers saw that all the truth con-

tained in the OT had not been fully exhausted. The people, 

events and institutions of the OT, under the guidance of a 

sovereign Lord were being directed toward a predetermined 

goal which was Jesus Christ. 2 

The events contemporary with Matthew and Zechariah 11 

do have significant resemblances . . First, the leadership of 

Jesus as well as .that of Zechariah was held in low esteem by 

many of those who were the objects of .such leadership. The 

very basis for the application o£ Zechariah 11:4-17 in Mat­

thew 27:9-10 must be found in .the fact that Zechariah oc-

cupied the place for the time being of Yahweh's representa-

tive. He was conunissioned to lead, was rejected and treated 

3 contemptuously. Second, as the thirty shekels of silver 

were given to Zechariah, so Jesus was be.trayed for the same 

311. 

p. 136. 

lH . 
arr~son, Old Testament Introduction, p. 956. 

2Mitchell, Conun.entary on Haggai and Zechariah, p. 

3winterbotham, "The Good Shephard of Zechariah 11," 
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contemptible sum of money. Third, as the. silver pieces at 

which the labor of Zechariah had been appraised was thrown 

to the potter, so the thirty pieces with which Jesus was 

betrayed landed in the hands of a potter upon the purchase 

of his field. Fourth, in both cases the throwing took place 

in the house of the Lord. 1 

Because of these parallels Matthew sees a corre-

spondence so singular that he takes the events of Zechariah 

11 as finding their ultimate significance in the divine pur-

pose in Jesus Christ. 

That Matthew also draws from Jeremiah 19 in connec-

tion with the betrayal of Judas and the Field of Blood is 

also quite demonstrable. There are several parallels al-

ready touched upon previously (pp. 45..:46) wi.th Jeremiah 19: 

1-13. Firs~, Matthew sees parallels between the guilt of 

Judah and Jerusalem in shedding innocent blood and that of 

Judas (Matt 27:4, Jer 19:4). Second, he sees parallels in 

the two occurrences of 1!!1, in Jeremiah 19:1, 11 and the fact 

that the chief priests bought a field of a potter (Matt 27: 

9, 10; Jer 19:1, 11). Third, the chief priests and elders 

figure prominently in both accourits (Matt 27:3, 6, 7; Jer 

19:1). Fourth, the Valley of Hinnom, the very valley where 

the potter's field has been located traditionally,
2 

has its 

1Hendriksen, Commentary on Matthew, pp. 946-47. 

2on the location of the. Field of Blood see Zondervan 
Pictorial Bible Dictionary , s. v . . ''Akeldama, 11

. by B . . · Van El­
deren, 1:94,....95; Interpreters Dictionary of _the Bible, s.v. 
11 Akeldama, " by K. W. Clark, 1: 7 3-74. 
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name <::hanged to the Valley of Slaughter whi.ch is similar to 

the Field of Blood (Jer 19:6, Matt 27:8). Fifth, the valley 

1 becomes a well. known burial place (Matt 2"7.:7 and Jer 19:11). 

Because of these parallels with Jeremiah 19, Matthew 

sees the bloodshed and murder of _innocent people in Jeremiah 

as reaching its fullest measure in Judas who betrayed and as 

a result was responsible for the murder of the Lord of Glory. 

The OT contexts of Jeremiah and Zechariah are not 

directly messianic of Christ. Th~y were real events and 

people of their own time. However, in the progress of reve-

lation and in the salvific purposes of history Matthew sees 

these passages as coming to their full potential or signifi-

cance in the divine person of Jesus Christ who is the 

of biblical history. 

1Gundry, The Use of the Old Testament in St. Mat­
thew's. Gospel, · p. 125. 



CHAPTER IV 

QUMRAN PESHER AND MATTHEW'S USE OF THE OLD TESTAMENT 

It remains now to compare the exegetical practices 

of the Qumran community with the use of the OT in Matthew's 

Gospel. As mentioned previously, caution should be exercised 

to avoid one of two extremes: placing the exegesis of Mat-

thew side by side with Qumran or seeing no relationship at 

all between the two. It is the purpose of this brief chap-

ter to examine some of the more observable similarities as 

well as the differences. 

That there are similarities between Qumran and NT 

exegetical methods cannot be denied. The Jewish roots of 

the NT have always made it a priori that the NT's use of the 

OT would resemble that of contemporary Judaism to some ex-

tent. Granted there are certain things that are more simi-

lar than others. 

There is one particular characteristic which has 

basically been the very foundation for all the writing on 

Qumran pesher and the NT. It is the eschatological element 

which brings the pesharim into the closest contact with the 

NT. 1 

1Merril Miller, "Targum, Midrash and the Use of the 
Old Testament in the New Testament," JSJ 2 (1971):51. 
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In both .the NT writings and the pesharim the exegesis 

is pneumatic and eschatological. By pneumatic it is meant 

that this eschatological understanding of the OT cannot be 

understood by human wisdom alorie. It was God who has opened 

up this understanding to a few select individuals. By es-

chatological it is meant that both the NT writers and Qumran 

believed they were either on the brink of the fulfillment 

of OT prophecy or actually experiencing that fulfillment. 

This similarity lended a fervency to the NT and Qumran which 

stands in contrast to the arid accademicism of the rabbis. 1 

Ano.ther major parallel between Qumran and the NT is 

that the me.chanics of treating the OT are targumically ori-

ented. In both sources words are often changed in the ci-

tation ofOT passages to allow for smoothness and suitable-

ness in the application of the message in a contemporary, 

historical situation. 2 This noticeable difference of cita-

tion can be attributed to creative renderings of the text in 

order to apply it to the current situation or at times the NT 

writers and Qumran commentators chose from among various forms 

of the biblical text that reading which lent itself best to 

their interpretation. Ari example of the first of these is 

seen in Matthew 27:9, 10. Matthew does some adaptation of 

the text of Zechariah 11:12-13 to suit his interpretive 

1 . F. M. Cross, The Ancient Library of Qumran and Mod-
ern Biblical Studies, rev. ~d. (Grand Rapid~: Baker Book 
House, 196 1) , p. 218. 

2 Gundry'· The Use of the Old Testament in St. Matthew's 
Gosp el, p. 205~ 
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purposes. 'I'his . adaptation of .the text is mostly seen in the 

change from first person singular to third person plural as 

well as in the insertion of ~~v &yp~v in 27:10. A field is 

not mentioned in Zechariah, only a pott~r. Since the priests 

took the money and bought the potter•s field, Matthew adapts 

the text to fit his application. The point is that the money 

did go to the potter. An example of the second is the LXX 

text of Psalm 40:6 "a body hast thou prepared for me." In 

its citation in Heb 10~5 this reading fits better than the 

MT 1 s "ears hast thou dug for me" although this reading would 

lend itself equally well with regard to the Lord 1 s obedience 

to the Father in the context of Hebrews. In the same way, 

the reading "Thou hast bestowed gif.ts on men" from Psalm 

68:18 in the Targum and Peshitta is preferred by Paul in Eph­

esians 4:8 because it is more in keeping with the thought of 

the triumphant Christ conferring gifts on His church. How­

ever, if Paul had known only the MT and LXX reading, "Thou 

hast received gifts among men," that could have been under­

stood in a similar way as Christ receiving from the Father 

that he might give to his people. 1 

.These then are the two major. similarities between the 

NT and Qumran. In the mechanics of. handling .the text both 

rest on the targumic method. Wi.th regard to pesher in the 

eschatological writings of Qumran, what is it but only the 

1Bruce, Biblical Exegesis in the Qumran Texts, p. 70. 
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targumic me.thod applied to prophecy believed to. be fulfilled 

or on the verge of fulfillment. 1 

To vi.ew Qumran exegesis as compared. with Matthew's 

Gospel from another angle, scholars are sometimes more im-

pressed by the contrast between them than by the similari-

ties. To begin with, Qumran stands in the midst of a ful-

fillment process, whereas the dominant NT perspective is 

that prophecies have already reached fulfillment in the per­

son of Christ. 2 This has been proposed as the reason for 

the lack of 'fulfillment formulae' in the Qumran literature. 

Qumran theology is dominated by a forward look and an expec-

tation of what is · to come about in the eschaton, whereas 

christian theology is more characterized by a backward glance 

seeing the culmination of all that preceded in the advent of 

Christ. It is because of this that the following distinction 

is made: .the NT's use of the OT is not merely eschatological 

but more importantly christological, centered in the person 

of Christ. 3 In the NT the person of Jesus Christ looms 

larger .than the Teacher of Righteousness at Qumran. Jesus' 

role is also preeminently redemptive in con.trast to the role 

of the Teacher of Righteousness. His role was to open up 

the OT Scriptures in light of contemporary events of the 

1 Gundry, The. Use of the Old Testament in St. Matthew's 
Gospel, p. 174~ 

2Ibid., p. 205. 

3Fitzmyer, "The. Use of Explicit Old Testament Quota­
tions in Qumran Literature ·· and the New Testament," pp. · 303-4. 
Miller, 11 Targum, Midrash and the. Use of .the OT in the NT, .. 
p. ·aL . . 
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last days. 1 

Without a doubt the greatest dissimilarity between 

the exegesis of Qumran and the NT is that both Qumran and 

rabbinic hermeneutics are oblivious to the OT context from 

which they draw their material. The writer has previously 

called this atomizing exegesis (p. 20). This atomizing 

method is clearly seen from the pesher on Habakkuk 1:12-13 

referred to earlier. If care is taken to understand the 

precise purpose and meaning of an OT citation it becomes evi-

dent that the NT writers did not pl~y fast and loose with the 

OT context. The grammar and historical meaning are assumed 

and NT exegesis often begins where grammatical-historical 

exegesis ends. The OT. has a wider meaning than its immedi-

ate historical application. Grammatical exegesis can only 

circumscribe what the text says; to determine .the meaning of 

the text one must not only select .the · proper grammatical 

possibilities but also fit it into a proper interpretation 

2 of OT history as a :whole. 

That Mat thew did not abuse the OT con text in Ma t .thew 

27:9-10 has been demonstrated in spite of the fact that this 

particular OT citation is often used as an example of disre-

gard for the OT conte~t. Zechariah 11~4-17 speaks of Zech-

ariah's commission as shepherd over the nation as God's 

representatiVe . His leadership was rejected and in gratitude 

1Gundry, The Use of the Old Testament in St. Matthew's 
Gospel, p. 205~ 

2Elli~, Paul's Use of the Old Testament, ]?p. 147-48. 
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for his effor.ts his. value was set at the contemptible sum 

of thirty silver piec~s. Becau~e the correspondence with 

Jesus Christ is so real Matthew takes Zechariah 11 as find-

ing its ultimate significance in the divine putpose in Jesus 

Christ. The grammatical:-historical context of Jeremiah 19: 

1-13 is that Jeremiah is to take a clay jar from a potter, 

go down to the Valley of Hinnom . and .their proclaim judgment 

on the leaders of Israel for their idolat~y .and shedding the 

blood of the innocent. As a result of their bloodshed God 

warns through Jeremiah that .the place will be called .the Val-

ley of Slaughter. Therefore what the people did in shedding 

the blood of .the innoc.ent finds its ultimate meaning in 

Judas' betrayal and crucifixion of Christ who was without 

spot or blemish and in the purchase of .Akeldani.a. 

Though there are many similar± ties. be.tween NT exe-

gesis and .that of .Qumran there are also many differences. 

The Jewish context in :which .the NT was born, significant 

though it was, is. not :what was distinctive and formative in 

the exegesis of the earliest believers. Early christian exe-

gesis. was a creative thing, based upon the exegetical pat-

terns learned from Christ himself and guided by the Holy 

S 
. . 1 

p~r~t. 

1c. F. D. Maule, .The Birth . of the .. New Testament, In 
Harper's New Tes .tament · Commentaries (New York: Harper and 
Row Publishers, 1962 ) , p. 58. 



CONCLUSION 

Throughout the process of research and writing this 

thesis the writer has confirmed three basic characteristics 

of the NT's use of the OT which he had in mind when he be­

gan to approach this study. 

First, the method of exegesis employed by the early 

church shows some significant similarities with the exege­

tical presuppositions and practices that were common within 

various branches of Judaism in their day~ The adaptation of 

OT citations to make them fit the contemporary situation 

without destroying the OT context from whi.ch they came seems 

quite common in the NT and particularly in Matthew 27:9, 10. 

This targumizing procedure as practised in the NT is prob­

ably the most frequent of the explanations given for the 

variant textual forms in the NT citations from the OT and 

rightly so. 

Second, important as the traditional Jewish method 

of handling the Scriptures was, it was Jesus Christ who 

first directed .the minds of the apostles to the OT as the 

source from whi.ch they might find illumination upon the 

meaning of his mission and destiny. If the apostles had 

been asked from where they learned their interpretation of 

the prophetic Scriptures, they .wo.uld have acknowledged they 

received it. from Jesus Christ. 
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Third, there burned within the hearts of the early 

christians the fresh realiz~tion that they were living in 

the d~ys of £ulfillment of God's promises in the OT. These 

promises were summed up in Jesus Christ. They also were 

conscibus of the fact that the Holy Spirit was guiding their 

minds to understand the Scriptu~es in a fresh way as Jesus 

had said the Spirit would. 
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