ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY

INTRODUCTION

Among standard scholarly introductions to the NT,
that of T. Zahn, Introduction to the New Testament,
3 vols. (New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1909
[1905]) is still unmatched for the depth and vigor
of its textual analysis. The most useful one-vol-
ume compendium is W. G. Kiimmel, /ntroduction
to the New Testament, trans. H. C. Kee (Nashville:
Abingdon, 1975). Although uneven in quality, H.
Koester’s Introduction to the New Testament, 2 vols.
(Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1982), contains much
useful information, particularly in its first volume,
History, Culture, and Religion of the Hellenistic Age,
2nd ed. (Berlin: Walter de Gruyter, 1995). Also quite
helpful is the survey of modern NT research in E. J.
Epp and G. W. MacRae, eds., The New Testament
and Its Modern Interpreters (Philadelphia: Fortress
Press, 1989). Among textbook introductions, R.
E. Brown, An Introduction to the New Testament
(New York: Doubleday, 1997), and B. D. Ehrman,
The New Testament: A Historical Introduction to
the Early Christian Writings (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1996), are worth consulting. For
treatments of the development of the NT, see Hans
von Campenhausen, The Formation of the Christian
Bible, trans. J. A. Baker (Philadelphia: Fortress
Press, 1972); A. von Harnack, The Origin of the
New Testament, trans. J. R. Wilkinson (New York:

Macmillan, 1925); and C. E D. Moule, The Birth
of the New Testament, 3rd ed. (San Francisco: Harper
& Row, 1982).

The basic pattern of conspiracy explanations of
carly Christianity has remained rather constant. One
can compare H. S. Reimarus, The Goal of Jesus and
His Disciples, trans. G. W. Buchanan (Leiden: E. J.
Brill, 1970 [written before 1768]) and H. Schonfield,
The Passover Plot (New York: Bantam Books, 1966).
The options are laid out with customary verve by
D. Strauss, The Life of Jesus Critically Examined,
ed. R. Hodgson (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1973
[1835]), 735—44. Strauss himself developed a myth-
ological approach to the NT that is very close to the
one I use, but with significant differences. Strauss
was hampered by rigid presuppositions and rela-
tively undeveloped critical tools, but his insight was
nevertheless acute.

For examples of psychological reductionism, see
E. Fromm, The Dogma of Christ (New York: Holk,
Rinehart & Winston, 1955), and R. L. Rubenstein,
Paul My Brother (New York: Harper & Row, 1972).
For a reading of earliest Christian history from the
perspective of a Marxist reduction, see K. Kautsky,
Foundations of Christianity, trans. H. E. Mins (New
York: S. A. Russell, 1953).

On the development and history of the his-
torical-critical model, see W. Baird, History of New

Testament Research, vol. 1, From Deism to Tiibingen
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(Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1992); R. A. Harrisville
and W. Sundberg, The Bible in Modern Culture:
Theology and Historical-Critical Method from Spinoza
to Késemann (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1995); W.
G. Kimmel, The New Testament: The History of the
Investigation of Its Problems, trans. S. MacL. Gilmour
and H. C. Kee (Nashville: Abingdon, 1972); S.
Neill and N. T Wright, The Interpretation of the New
Testament 1861—1986 (New York: Oxford University
Press, 1988); and J. K. Riches, A Century of New
Testament Study (Valley Forge, Pa.: Trinity, 1993).
Criticism of the method by scholars taking it very
seriously is exemplified by J. A. T. Robinson, Redating
the New Testament (Philadelphia: Westminster,
1976), and N. T. Wright, The New Testament and the
People of God (Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1992),
3-120.

The classic expressions of the History of Religions
School approach to the NT are W. Bousset, Kyrios
Christos: A History of the Belief in Christ from the
Beginnings of Christianity to Irenaeus, trans. J. Steely
(Nashville: Abingdon, 1970), and R. Bultmann,
Theology of the New Iestament, 2 vols., trans. K.
Grobel (New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1951—
55). On this approach, see L. W. Hurtado, “New
Testament Christology: A Critique of Boussets
Influence,” 75 40 (1979): 306-17.

The movement to treat the history of earli-
est Christianity without regard to considerations
of canon was given great impetus by W. Bauer’s
Orthodoxy and Heresy in Earliest Christianity, ed. R.
A. Kraft and G. Krodel, trans. P. J. Achtemeier et
al. (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1971), and given
programmatic expression by J. M. Robinson and
H. Koester in Trajectories Through Early Christianity
(Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1971). See also B. L.
Mack, Who Wrote the New Iestament? The Making
of the Christian Myth (San Francisco: HarperCollins,

1995). For a challenge to this view, see H. J. Hultgren,
The Rise of Normative Christianity (Minneapolis:
Fortress Press, 1994).

The so-called sociological approach to early
Christianity is not entirely novel (cf. S. J. Case, The
Social Origins of Christianity [Chicago: University of
Chicago Press, 1923]), but it has come into its own.
For a popular treatment, see H. C. Kee, Christian
Origins in Sociological Perspective (Philadelphia:
Westminster, 1980), and for a review of the options,
H. E. Remus, “Sociology of Knowledge and the
Study of Early Christianity,” Studies in Religion
11 (1982): 45-56. To date, the theoretically ori-
ented approaches of J. G. Gager, Kingdom and
Community: The Social World of Early Christianity
(Englewood Cliffs, N.].: Prentice-Hall, 1975); R. A.
Horsley, Sociology and the Jesus Movement, 2nd ed.
(New York: Continuum, 1994); and G. Theissen,
Sociology of Early Palestinian Christianity, trans. J.
Bowden (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1977) have
received more attention than the carefully crafted
studies of E. A. Judge, The Social Pattern of Christian
Groups in the First Century (London: Tyndale, 1960);
A. J. Malherbe, Social Aspects of Early Christianity,
2nd ed. (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1983); W. A.
Meeks, The First Urban Christians: The Social World
of the Apostle Paul (New Haven: Yale University
Press, 1982); and G. Theissen, The Social Setting of
Pauline Christianity: Essays on Corinth, trans. and ed.
J. Schiitz (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1981). For a
summary of the issues involved, see B. Holmberg,
Sociology and the New Iestament: An Appraisal
(Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1990).

As for the now burgeoning literary approach to
the NT, see appendix 1 for further bibliography.

For examples of Jewish response to the Holocaust
and reinterpretation of the traditional Jewish sym-

bols, see the very different approaches by R. L.
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Rubenstein, After Auschwitz: Radical Theology and
Contemporary Judaism (Indianapolis: Bobbs-Merrill
Co., 1966), and E. L. Fackenheim, The Jewish Bible
after the Holocaust: A Re-reading (Bloomington:
Indiana University Press, 1990).

CHAPTER |

Unless otherwise noted, all translations from Greek
and Latin authors are found in the Loeb Classical
Library (Cambridge: Harvard University Press;
London: William Heinemann). The sections of
Apuleius in this chapter come from The Golden
Ass, trans. R. Graves (New York: Farrar, Strauss &
Giroux, 1951), 187, 190, 262, 264-66. The quo-
tation of A. D. Nock is from Conversion (London:
Oxford University Press, 1933), 218.

For introductory surveys of the symbolic world of
the NT, see R. Bultmann, Primitive Christianity in Its
Contemporary Setting, trans. R. Fuller (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1956); E. Ferguson, Backgrounds of
Early Christianity, 2nd ed. (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans,
1993); H. Koester, History, Culture, and Religion of
the Hellenistic Age, 2nd ed. (New York: Walter de
Gruyter, 1995); B. Reicke, The New Testament Era,
trans. D. Green (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1980
[1956]); U. Schelle, The History and Theology of New
Testament Writings, trans. M. E. Boring (Minneapolis:
Fortress Press, 1998); and N. T. Wright, The New
Testament and the People of God (Minneapolis: Fortress
Press, 1992). One should also consult the invaluable
eight volume series edited by W. A Meeks, Library
of Early Christianity (Philadelphia: Westminster,
1986-87), which explores the Greco-Roman and
Jewish backgrounds of the NT. Engaging introduc-
tions to the symbols of the NT world are provided
by B. J. Malina, The New Testament World: Insights

Sfrom Cultural Anthropology, rev. ed. (Atlanta: John
Knox, 1993); and R. Rohrbaugh, ed., The Social
Sciences and New Testament Interpretation (Peabody,
Mass.: Hendrickson, 1996). Selections of primary
texts pertinent to the NT can be found in C. K.
Barrett, The New Iestament Background: Writings
from Ancient Greece and the Roman Empire That
Hlluminate Christian Origins, rev. ed. (New York:
Harper & Row, 1987), and E. M. Boring et al.,
eds., Hellenistic Commentary to the New Testament
(Nashville: Abingdon, 1995). Standard treatments
of Hellenistic history and culture include M. Hadas,
Hellenistic Culture (New York: W. W. Norton & Co.,
1959); W. W. Tarn, Hellenistic Civilization, 3rd rev.
ed., with G. T. Griffith (New York: World, 1952);
and P. Green, Alexander to Actium: The Historical
Evolution of the Hellenistic Age (Berkeley: University
of California Press, 1990). For the Roman period
more specifically, see P Petit, Pax Romana, trans.
J. Willis (Berkeley: University of California Press,
1976); and K. Galinsky, Augustan Culture: An
Interpretive  Introduction  (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 1996). An indispensable reference
work for the history and culture of the ancient world
is S. Hornblower and A. Spawforth, eds., The Oxford
Classical Dictionary, 3rd ed. (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1996).

Classic studies of the Roman context are J.
Carcopino, Daily Life in Ancient Rome, ed. H. T.
Rowell, trans. E. O. Lorimer (New York: Penguin
Books, 1985 [1940]), and S. Dill, Roman Society
from Nero to Marcus Aurelius (New York: World Pub.
Co., 1956 (1904]). For more recent treatments,
see M. Goodman (with J. Sherwood), The Roman
World: 44 BC-AD 180 (New York: Routledge,
1997); P. Garnsey and R. Saller, 7he Roman Empire:
Economy, Society and Culture (Berkeley: University
of California Press, 1987); R. MacMullen, Roman
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Social Relations: 50 B.C. to A.D. 284 (New Haven:
Yale University Press, 1974); and P. Veyne, ed., 4
History of Private Life, vol. 1, From Pagan Rome to
Byzantium, trans. A. Goldhammer (Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1987). A good sense of
the imperial atmosphere is given by R. Macmullen,
Enemies of the Roman Order: Treason, Unrest, and
Alienation in the Empire (New York: Routledge,
1992 [1966]). Connections to Christianity are
drawn in S. Benko and J. J. O’Rourke, eds., The
Catacombs and the Coliseum: The Roman Empire as
the Setting of Primitive Christianity (Valley Forge,
Pa.: Judson Press, 1971). A selection of primary
texts is found in N. Lewis and M. Reinhold, Roman
Civilization: Selected Readings, 2 vols., 3rd ed. (New
York: Columbia University Press, 1990).

Aspects of Hellenistic and Roman religion are
considered by G. Anderson, Sage, Saint and Sophist:
Holy Men and Their Associates in the Early Roman
Empire (New York: Routledge, 1994); W. Burkert,
Greek Religion, trans. J. Raffan (Cambridge: Harvard
University Press, 1985); D. Feeney, Literature and
Religion ar Rome: Cultures, Contexts, and Beliefs
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1998)—
by far the best book ever done on Roman religion;
R. MacMullen, Paganism in the Roman Empire
(New Haven: Yale University Press, 1981); L. H.
Martin, Hellenistic Religions: An Introduction (New
York: Oxford University Press, 1987); A. D. Nock,
Essays on Religion in the Ancient World, 2 vols., ed. Z.
Stewart (New York: Oxford University Press, 1972);
R. M. Ogilvie, The Romans and Their Gods in the Age
of Augustus (New York: W. W. Norton & Co., 1969);
R. Turcan, The Cults of the Roman Empire, trans. A.
Nevill (Cambridge, Mass.: Blackwell, 1996); and A.
Wardman, Religion and Statecraft Among the Romans
(London: Granada, 1982). Pertinent primary texts

are selected in F. C. Grant’s two collections: Ancient

Roman  Religion (Indianapolis: Bobbs-Merrill,
1957) and Hellenistic Religion: The Age of Syncretism
(Indianapolis: Bobbs-Merrill, 1953). Also see M.
Beard, et al., Religions of Rome, 2 vols. (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1998).

On specific facets of ancient religion, see the
following: for the mysteries, W. Burkert, Ancient
Mystery  Cults (Cambridge: Harvard University
Press, 1987), the source collection by M. W. Meyer,
ed., The Ancient Mysteries: A Sourcebook (San
Francisco: Harper & Row, 1987), the classic by R.
Reitzenstein, Hellenistic Mystery Religions: Their Basic
Ideas and Significance, trans. J. E. Steely (Pittsburgh:
Pickwick, 1978), and D. Ulansey, The Origins of
the Mithraic Mysteries: Cosmology & Salvation in the
Ancient World (New York: Oxford University Press,
1989); for magic, the collection of texts and intro-
ductions by G. Luck, Arcana Mundi: Magic and the
Occult in the Greek and Roman Worlds (Baltimore:
Johns Hopkins University Press, 1985), and C. A.
Faraone and D. Obbink, eds., Magika Hiera: Ancient
Christian Magic & Religion (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1991); for the pervasive traditions
concerning miracles, W. Cotter, Miracles in Greco-
Roman Antiquity (New York: Routledge, 1998),
H. C. Kee, Miracle in the Early Christian World: A
Study in Sociobistorical Method (New Haven: Yale
University Press, 1983), and H. E. Remus, “Miracle
(NT),” Anchor Bible Dictionary 4: 859-69; for con-
version, A. D. Nock, Conversion: The Old and New
in Religion from Alexander the Great to Augustine of
Hippo (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press,
1998 [1933]), N. Shumate, Crisis and Conversion
in Apuleins’ Metamorphoses (Ann Arbor: University
of Michigan Press, 1996), and T. M. Finn, From
Death to Rebirth: Ritual and Conversion in Antiquity
(New York: Paulist, 1997); for prayer, M. Kiley et
al., eds., Prayer from Alexander to Constantine (New
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York: Routledge, 1997), and S. Pulleyn, Prayer in
Greek Religion (New York: Oxford University Press,
1997); for prophecy, D. E. Aune, Prophecy in Early
Christianity and the Mediterranean World (Grand
Rapids: Eerdmans, 1983), and H. W. Parke, Sibyls
and Sibylline Prophecy in Classical Antiquity, ed. B.
C. McGing (New York: Routledge, 1988); for the
imperial cult, S. R. E Price, Rituals and Power: The
Roman Imperial Cult in Asia Minor (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1984); for the darker
side of Hellenistic religiosity, E. R. Dodds, 7he
Grecks and the Irrational (Berkeley: University of
California Press, 1966 [1951]), and H. Jonas, The
Ghnostic Religion: The Message of the Alien God and the
Beginnings of Christianity, 2nd ed. (Boston: Beacon,
1963); and for the often neglected facet of women’s
religious experience, the source collection by S.
Kraemer, Maenads, Martyrs, Matrons, Monastics: A
Sourcebook on Women’s Religions in the Greco-Roman
World (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1988), and her
important synthesis of the material, Her Share of the
Blessings: Women's Religions Among Pagans, Jews, and
Christians in the Greco-Roman World (New York:
Oxford University Press, 1992).

For a comprehensive survey of ancient philosophy
see G. Reale, A History of Ancient Philosophy, 4 vols.,
trans. J. R. Catan (Albany: State University of New
York Press, 1985-90). The emphases of philosophy
in the Hellenistic period are treated in J. Annas, 7he
Morality of Happiness (New York: Oxford University
Press, 1993); P. Bilde et al., eds., Conventional Values
of the Hellenistic Greeks (Stockholm: Almqvist &
Wiksell, 1997); R. B. Branham and M. O. Goulet-
Cazé, eds., The Cynics: The Cynic Movement in
Antiguity and Its Legacy (Berkeley: University of
California Press, 1996); A. A. Long, Hellenistic
Philosophy:  Stoics, Epicureans, Skeptics, 2nd ed.
(Betkeley: University of California Press, 1986); the

source collection, translation, and commentary of
A. A. Long and D. N. Sedley, eds., The Hellenistic
(Cambridge:
University Press, 1987); the source collection by
A. J. Malherbe, Moral Exhortation, A Greco-Roman
Sourcebook (Philadelphia: Westminster, 1986); M.
C. Nussbaum, The Therapy of Desire: Theory and
Practice in Hellenistic Ethics (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 1994); and R. W. Sharples, Stoics,
Epicureans and Skeptics: An Introduction to Hellenistic
Philosophy (New York: Routledge, 1996). On the
importance of imitating models in Hellenistic
culture, see W. Jaeger, Paideia: The ldeals of Greck
Culrure, 3 vols., trans. G. Highet (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1939-45); H. 1. Marrou, 7he
History of Education in Antiquity, trans. G. Lamb
(New York: Sheed & Ward, 1956); and G. Kennedy;,
The Art of Persuasion in Greece (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 1963).

Philosophers, 2 vols. Cambridge

CHAPTER 2

In this chapter, I have written out the titles of Jewish
primary sources whenever possible. For the Qumran
writings this is too complex, so I have used the abbre-
viations found in the Society of Biblical Literature’s
Members Handbook, 1994.

The translation of 4 Ezra is by G. H. Box in
Apocrypha and Pseudepigrapha of the Old Testament,
vol. 2, ed. R. H. Charles (Oxford: At the Clarendon,
1913), 579; that of the Mishnah is from 7he Mishnah,
trans. H. Danby (London: Oxford University Press,
1933), 1011, except for Pirke Aboth, which comes
from R. Travers Herford, The Ethics of the Talmud:
Sayings of the Fathers (New York: Schocken, 1962),
19, 66, 77. The Rabbi Eliezer citation comes from
The Fathers According to Rabbi Nathan, trans. J.
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Goldin (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1955),
82. Tractate Kutim is translated by Michael Higger,
as found in S. W. Baron and J. L. Blau, eds., Judaism:
Postbiblical and Talmudic Period (Indianapolis:
Bobbs-Merrill, 1954), 68—69. The translation of
Babylonian Talmud, Makkoth, is by H. M. Lazarus
in I. Epstein, ed., The Babylonian Talmud (London:
Soncino Press, 1935), 30:169—73. The blessings are
translated by D. Hedegard, Seder Rav Amran Gaon,
pt. 1 (Lund: C. W. K. Gleerup, 1951). The selec-
tions from the Passover Haggadah are translated by
J. Sloan, The Passover Haggadah, rev. ed. (New York:
Schocken, 1953), 49, 51. The selection from Zargum
Pseudo-Jonathan is translated by M. McNamara in
Targum and Testament (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans,
1972), 140. The Habaklkuk Pesher from Qumran is
translated by G. Vermes in The Dead Sea Scrolls in
English, 2nd ed. (New York: Penguin, 1975), 242,
239.

Standard historical surveys of Judaism in Palestine
are available in W. D. Davies and L. Finkelstein,
eds., Cambridge History of Judaism (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press), vol. 1, Introduction:
The Persian Period (1984), and vol. 2, W. D.
Davies, ed., The Hellenistic Age (1989); as well as
in L. L. Grabbe, judaism from Cyrus to Hadrian, 2
vols. (Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1992). Of par-
ticular value is E. M. Smallwood, The Jews Under
Roman Rule from Pompey to Diocletian (Leiden: E.
J. Brill, 1976). For a general survey of the region,
see E Miller, 7he Roman Near East: 31 BC—AD
337 (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1993);
J. H. Hayes & S. R. Mandell, The Jewish People in
Classical Antiquity: From Alexander to Bar Kochba
(Louisville: Westminster John Knox, 1998). A con-
densed survey of the historical period is found in E.
Bickerman, From Ezra to the Last of the Maccabees
(New York: Schocken, 1949). For a thorough treat-

ment of the history and the literature of the period,
see E. Schiirer, A History of the Jewish People in the
Time of Jesus, 4 vols., rev. ed., ed. G. Vermes et al.
(Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1973-87), and the
series CRINT (Assen: Van Gorcum; Philadelphia/
Minneapolis: Fortress Press): sect. 1, S. Safrai and
M. Stern, eds., The Jewish People in the First Century,
2 vols. (1974=76); Sect. 2.1, M. J. Mulder, ed.,
Mikra: Text, Translation, Reading and Interpretation
of the Hebrew Bible in Ancient Judaism and Early
Christianity (1988); Sect. 2.2, M. E. Stone, ed., Jewish
Writings of the Second Temple Period (1984); and
Sect. 3.1, S. Safrai, ed., Literature of the Sages (1987).
Also noteworthy is the survey of modern scholar-
ship in R. A. Kraft and G. W. E. Nickelsburg, eds.,
Early Judaism and Its Modern Interpreters (Atlanta:
Scholars, 1986). For a more general treatment of the
literature of the period, see G. W. E. Nickelsburg,
Jewish Literature Between the Bible and the Mishnah,
2nd ed. (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 2005). An
important handbook on the relationship of this-
literature to the NT is C. A. Evans, Noncanonical
Writings and New Iestament Interpretation (Peabody,
Mass.: Hendrickson, 1992).

Several specific studies on Palestine are worth
noting: D. Mendels, The Rise and Fall of Jewish
Nationalism: Jewish and Christian Ethnicity in
Ancient Palestine (New York: Doubleday, 1992);
D. M. Rhoads, Iwel in Revolution 6-74 C.E.
(Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1976); Z. Safrai, The
Economy of Roman Palestine (New York: Routledge,
1994); S. Freyne, Galilee: From Alexander the Great
to Hadrian 323 B.C.E. ro 135 C.E.: A Study of
Second Temple Judaism (Wilmington, Del.: Michael
Glazier; Notre Dame: University of Notre Dame
Press, 1980); R. A. Horsley, Archacology, History,
and Society in Galilee: The Social Context of Jesus and
the Rabbis (Valley Forge, Pa.: Trinity, 1996); L. L
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Levine, ed., The Galilee in Late Antiquity (New York:
Jewish Theological Seminary of America, 1992); I
Richardson and S. Westerholm, eds., Law in Religious
Communities in the Roman Period (Waterloo, Ont.:
Wilfrid Laurier University Press, 1991); and T. Ilan,
Jewish Women in Greco-Roman Palestine (Peabody,
Mass.: Hendrickson, 1996 [1995]). For general cul-
tural information, see J. J. Rousseau and R. Arav,
Jesus and His World: An Archaeological and Cultural
Dictionary (Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1995). Also,
see appendix 1 for a bibliography on culture in the
time of Jesus. On general aspects of Judaism of the
period, see S. J. D. Cohen, From the Maccabees to the
Mishnah (Philadelphia: Westminster, 1987).

Special attention is given to the relation of
Judaism to Hellenism in M. Hengel, judaism and
Hellenism, 2 vols., trans. ]J. Bowden (Philadelphia:
1974); J. Goldstein, “Jewish
Acceptance and Rejection of Hellenism,” in /CS-D,
2:64-87; and H. Fischel, ed., Essays in Greco-Roman
and Related Talmudic Literature (New York: Krtav
Pub. House, 1977). On the sects, see G. Stemberger,
Jewish Contemporaries of Jesus: Pharisees, Sadducees,

Fortress DPress,

Essenes, trans. A. W. Mahnke (Minneapolis: Fortress
Press, 1995); L. Finkelstein, The Pharisees: The
Sociological Background of Their Faith, 2 vols.,
3rd ed. (Philadelphia: Jewish Publication Soc. of
Am., 1966); ]J. Neusner, From Politics to Piety: The
Emergence of Pharisaic Judaism (Englewood Cliffs,
N.]J.: Prentice-Hall, 1973); A. J. Saldarini, Pharisees,
Scribes and  Sadducees in Palestinian Society: A
Sociological Approach (Wilmington, Del.: Michael
Glazier, 1988); R. J. Coggins, Samaritans and Jews:
The Origins of Samaritanism Reconsidered (Atlanta:
John Knox, 1975); R. A. Horsley (with J. S. Hanson),
Bandits, Prophets, and Messiahs: Popular Religious
Movements at the Time of Jesus (San Francisco:
Harper & Row, 1985); and M. Hengel, The Zealoss,

trans. D. Smith (Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1989).
An important work that surveys the practice and
beliefs of all the sects, including the am-ha-aretz, is
E. P. Sanders, Judaism: Practice & Belief 63 BCE-66
CE (London: SCM; Philadelphia: Trinity, 1992).
On apocalyptic, see ]. J. Collins, The Apocalyptic
Imagination: An Introduction to the Jewish Matrix
of Christianity (New York: Crossroad, 1984; 2d
ed. [Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1998]); A. Yarbro
Collins, ed., Early Christian Apocalypticism: Genre
and Social Setting; Semeia 36 (1986); B. McGinn,
et al., Encyclopedia of Apocalyticism, vol. 1, The
Origins of Apocalypticism in Judaism and Christianizy
(New York: Continuum, 1998); C. Rowland, The
Open Heaven: A Study of Apocalyptic in Judaism and
Early Christianity (London: SPCK Press, 1982);
D. S. Raussell, The Method and Message of Jewish
Apocalyptic (Philadelphia: Westminster, 1964); and
. Sacchi, Jewish Apocalyptic and Its History, trans. W.
J. Short (JSPSS, 20; Sheffield: Sheffield Academic,
1996 [1990]). See also the detailed studies in D.
Hellholm, ed., Apocalypticism in the Mediterranean
World and the Near East (Tiibingen: J. C. B. Mohr
[Paul Siebeck], 1983). On resurrection, see G.
W. E. Nickelsburg, Resurrection, Immortality, and
Eternal Life in  Intertestamental Judaism (HTS,
26; Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press,
1972). For messianism, see J. H. Charlesworth, ed.,
The Messiah: Developments in Earliest Judaism and
Christianity (Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1992); J. J.
Collins, The Scepter and the Star: The Messiahs of the
Dead Sea Scrolls and Other Ancient Literature (New
York: Doubleday, 1995); and G. S. Oegema, The
Anointed and His People: Messianic Expectations from
the Maccabees to Bar Kochba (JSPSS 27; Sheffield:
Sheffield Academic, 1998). On the Book of Daniel,
see ]. J. Collins, The Apocalyptic Vision of the Book of
Daniel (HSM, 16; Missoula, Mont.: Scholars, 1977).
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On the Jewish wisdom tradition in both Palestine
and the Diaspora (next chapter), see J. J. Collins,
Jewish Wisdom in the Hellenistic Age (Louisville:
Westminster John Knox, 1997).

On aspects of Jewish worship, see B. M. Bosker,
The Origins of the Seder: The Passover Rite and Early
Rabbinic Judaism (Berkeley: University of California
Press, 1984), and L. A. Hoffman, 7he Canonization
of the Synagogue Service (Notre Dame: University of
Notre Dame Press, 1979). On the temple, see C.
T. R. Hayward, The Jewish Temple: A Non-Biblical
Sourcebook (New York: Routledge, 1996). On
the synagogue, see S. Fine, ed., Sacred Realm: The
Emergence of the Synagogue in the Ancient World
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1996); and idem,
This Holy Place: On the Sanctity of the Synagogue
during the Greco—Roman Period (Notre Dame,
Ind.: University of Notre Dame Press, 1998); J.
Gutmann, ed., The Synagogue: Studies in Origins,
Archeology, and Architecture (New York: Ktav, 1975);
and L. I. Levine, ed., The Synagogue in Late Antiquity
(Philadelphia: The American Schools of Oriental
Research, 1987). On the Targums, see D. R. G.
Beattie and M. J. McNamara, eds., The Aramaic
Bible: Targums in their Historical Context (JSOTS
166; Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1994); E. G.
Clarke, “The Bible and Translation: The Targums,”
in B. H. McLean, ed., Origins and Method: Towards
a New Understanding of Judaism and Christianity
(JSNTSup 86; Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1993),
380-93; and A. D. York, “The Targum in the
Synagogue and in the School,” Journal for the Study
of Judaism in the Persian, Hellenistic, and Roman
Periods 10 (1979): 74-86.

For an introduction to the rabbinic tradition,
see G. E. Moore, Judaism in the First Centuries of
the Christian Era, 2 vols. (New York: Schocken,
1927); S. Schechter, Aspects of Rabbinic Theology

(New York: Schocken, 1961); H. L. Strack and G.
Stemberger, Introduction to the Talmud and Midrash,
2nd rev. ed., trans. M. Bockmuehl (Edinburgh: T. &
T. Clark, 1991); and E. E. Urbach, The Sages: Their
Concepts and Beliefs, 2 vols., trans. I. Abrahams
(Jerusalem: Magnes Press, 1975). For more recent
scholarship, see J. Neusner, “The Formation of
Rabbinic Judaism: Yavneh (Jamnia) from A.D.
70 to 100,” ANRW 11.19.2 (1979): 3—42. On the
development of midrash, see G. Vermes, Scripture
and Tradition in Judaism, 2nd rev. ed. (Leiden: E. J.
Brill, 1973); G. Porten, “Midrash: Palestinian Jews
and the Hebrew Bible in the Greco-Roman Period,”
ANRW11.19.2 (1979): 103-38; and A. G. Wright,
The Literary Genre Midrash (New York: Alba House,
1967). On the literature, see J. Neusner, /ntroduction
to Rabbinic Literature (New York: Doubleday, 1994).
For the history, see G. Alon, The Jews in Their Land
in the Talmudic Age 70-640 C.E., trans. G. Levi
(Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1989).
On the role of women, see . J. Haas, ed., Recovering
the Role of Women: Power and Authority in Rabbinic
Jewish Sociery (Atlanta: Scholars, 1992), and J. R.
Wegner, Chattel or Person? The Status of Women in
the Mishnah (New York: Oxford University Press,
1988).

On the Dead Sea Scrolls and the community
at Qumran, see G. Boccaccini, Beyond the Essene
Hypothesis (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1998); G. J.
Brooke, The Bible and Irs Interpretation (London:
Routledge, 1998); J. ]. Collins, Apocalypticism in the
Dead Sea Scrolls (New York: Routledge, 1997); E M.
Cross, The Ancient Library at Qumran and Modern
Biblical Studies, 3rd ed. (Minneapolis: Fortress
Press, 1995); P W. Flint and J. C. Vanderkam,
eds., The Dead Sea Scrolls afier Fifiy Years, 2 vols.
(Leiden: Brill, 1998); E Garcfa Martinez and ].
Trebolle Barrera, The People of the Dead Sea Scrolls:
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Their Writings, Beliefs, and Practices, trans. W. G. E.
Watson (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1995); D. Harrington,
Wisdom Texts from Qumran (New York: Routledge,
1996); S. E. Porter and C. A. Evans, eds., The
Serolls and the Scriptures: Qumran Fifty Years Afer
(JSPSS 26; Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1997);
L. H. Schiffman, Reclaiming the Dead Sea Scrolls
(Philadelphia: Jewish Publication Society, 1994); E.
Ulrich and J. Vanderkam, eds., The Community of
the Renewed Covenant (Notre Dame: University of
Notre Dame Press, 1994); and J. C. Vanderkam, 7he
Dead Sea Scrolls Today (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans,
1994). On women, see E. M. Schuller, “Women in
the Dead Sea Scrolls,” in M. O. Wise et al., eds.,
Methods of Investigation of the Dead Sea Scrolls and
the Khirbet Qumran Site (New York: The New York
Academy of Sciences, 1994), 115-31.

For a selection of primary texts, see C. Montefiore
and H. Loewe, A Rabbinic Anthology (New York:
Schocken, 1974), and G. W. E. Nickelsburg and
M. E. Stone, Early Judaism: Texts and Documents
on Faith and Piety, 2nd ed. (Minneapolis: Fortress
Press, 2009). For full editions of primary texts, see
the following: for the Jewish pseudepigraphic wric-
ings, J. H. Chatlesworth, ed., The Old Iestament
Pseudepigrapha, 2 vols. (New York: Doubleday,
1983, 1985); for the targums, the series The Aramaic
Bible (Collegeville, Minn.: Liturgical, 1987-);
for the mishnah, J. Neusner, The Mishnah: A New
Translation (New Haven: Yale University Press,
1988); for the Babylonian Talmud, both I. Epstein,
ed., The Babylonian Talmud (London: Soncino,
1935-52), and A. Steinsaltz, ed., Zalmud: The
Steinsaltz Edition (New York: Random House, 1989—
); for the Palestinian Talmud, 7almud of the Land of
Israel: A Preliminary Translation and Explanation, ed.
J. Neusner (Chicago: University of Chicago Press);
and for the Qumran texts, both F. Garcfa Martinez,

The Dead Sea Scrolls Translated: The Qumran lexts
in English, 2nd ed., trans. W. G. E. Watson (Leiden:
E. J. Brill; Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1996), and M.
Wise et al., The Dead Sea Scrolls: A New Translation
(San Francisco: HarperCollins, 1996).

CHAPTER 3

The translations from Greek sources in this chap-
ter are from the Loeb Classical Library, except for
the citation from Aristeas, by H. T. Andrews, in R.
H. Chatles, ed., Apocrypha and Pseudepigrapha of the
Old Testament (Oxford: Oxford University Press,
1913), 2:115.

For historical surveys of the Diaspora, see J. M.
G. Barclay, Jews in the Mediterranean Diaspora: From
Alexander to Trajan (323 BCE-117 CE) (Edinburgh:
T. & T. Clark, 1996); E. J. Bickerman, The Jews
in the Greek Age (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard
University Press, 1988); E. Schiirer, The History of
the Jewish People in the Age of Jesus Christ 111.1, rew.
ed., ed. G. Vermes et al. (Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark,
1986), 1-176; E. M. Smallwood, The Jews Under
Roman Rule from Pompey to Diocletian (Leiden: E.
J. Brill, 1976), 12143, 220-55; and, above all, V.
Tcherikover, Hellenistic Civilization and the Jews,
trans. S. Appelbaum (New York: Antheneum,
1970).

On the variety of literature produced by Jews
in the Diaspora, see the survey of modern scholar-
ship in R. A. Kraft and G. W. E. Nickelsburg, eds.,
Early Judaism and Its Modern Interpreters (Atlanta:
Scholars, 1986); the relevant studies in M. E. Stone,
ed., Jewish Writings of the Second Temple Period
(CRINT 2.2; Philadelphia: Fortress Press; Assen:
Van Gorcum, 1984); and sections in Schiirer, 7he
History of the Jewish People, 111.1/111.2 (1986, 1987).



ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY

For a general treatment of all the literature, see J. J.
Collins, Between Athens and Jerusalem: Jewish Identity
in the Hellenistic Diaspora (New York: Crossroad,
1983).

For discussion of the self-definition of Jews in
the Diaspora, see the collection of essays in S. J. D.
Cohenand E. S. Frerichs, eds., Diasporas in Antiquity
(BJS 288; Atlanta: Scholars, 1993); as well as C. R.
Holladay, “Jewish Responses to Hellenistic Culture,”
in P Bilde et al., eds., Ethnicity in Hellenistic Egypt
(Aarhus: Aarhus University Press, 1992), 139-63;
and J. Z. Smith, “Fences and Neighbors: Some
Contours of Early Judaism,” reprinted in /magining
Religion: From Babylon to Jonestown (Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1982), 1-18, 135-39.

On various aspects of Jewish life and thought in
the Diaspora, sce the essays in J. A. Overman and R.
S. MacLennan, Diaspora Jews and Judaism (SESH]
41; Atlanta: Scholars, 1992); as well as C. H. Dodd,
The Bible and the Greeks (London: Hodder &
Stoughton, 1935); J. N. Lightstone, The Commerce
of the Sacred: Mediation of the Divine among Jews in
the Greco-Roman Diaspora (B]JS 59; Chico, Calif.:
Scholars, 1984); and L. M. White, Building Gods
House in the Roman World: Architectural Adapration
among Pagans, Jews, and Christians (Baltimore: Johns
Hopkins University Press, 1990), 60-101, 174-87.
Although one should use it with a degree of caution,
the magnum opus by E. R. Goodenough, The Jewish
Symbols in the Greco-Roman Period, 13 vols. (New
York: Pantheon Books, 1953-68), should not be
neglected (for a general synthesis, see particularly vol.
12, Summary and Conclusions, and the abridged ver-
sion: E. R. Goodenough, Jewish Symbols in the Greco-
Roman Period, ed. J. Neusner [Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 1988]). On Diaspora religious
practice, see L. V. Rutgers, The Hidden Heritage of
Diaspora Judaism: Essays on Jewish Cultural Identity

in the Roman World (Leuven: Peeters, 1998); and E.
P. Sanders, “Purity, Food and Offerings in the Greek-
Speaking Diaspora,” in Jewish Law from Jesus to the
Mishnab: Five Studies (London: SCM; Philadelphia:
Trinity, 1990), 255-308, 359-68.

On the Septuagint (LXX), see S. Jellicoe, ed.,
Studies in the Septuagint: Origins, Recensions, and
Interpretations; Selected Essays (New York: Ktav,
1974); and M. K. H. Peters, “Septuagint,” Anchor
Bible Dictionary 5:1093-1104. On the debated issue
of Jewish proselytizing of Gentiles, see M. Goodman,
Mission and Conversion: Proselytizing in the Religious
History of the Roman Empire (Oxford: Clarendon,
1994); and S. McKnight, A Light among the Gentiles:
Jewish Missionary Activity in the Second Temple Period
(Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1991). On the general
relationships between Jews and Gentiles in antiquity,
see L. H. Feldman, Jew ¢ Gentile in the Ancient World:
Attitudes and Interactions from Alexander to Justinian
(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1993); J.
Gager, The Origins of Anti-Semitism: Attitudes Toward
Judaism in Pagan and Christian Antiquity (New
York: Oxford University Press, 1985); P. Schifer,
Judeophobia: Attitudes Toward the Jews in the Ancient
World (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press,
1997); and J. N. Sevenster, The Roots of Pagan Anti-
Semitism in the Ancient World (NovTSup 41; Leiden:
E.]. Brill, 1975).

On Josephus, see P Bilde, Flavius Josephus
between Jerusalem and Rome: His Life, His Works,
and their Importance (JSPSS 2; Sheffield: Sheffield
Academic, 1988); S. Cohen, Josephus in Galilee
and Rome: His Vita and Development as a Historian
(Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1979); L. H. Feldman, “Flavius
Josephus Revisited: the Man, His Writings, and His
Significance,” ANRW 11.21.2 (1984): 763-862;
idem, Josephus’ Interpretation of the Bible (Berkeley:
University of California Press, 1998); S. Mason,
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ed., Understanding Josephus (JSPSS 32; Sheffield:
Shefhield Academic, 1998); and T. Rajak, Josephus:
The Historian and Society (Philadelphia: Fortress
Press, 1984). Also useful are the two volumes of
essays edited by L. H. Feldman and G. Hata (Detroit:
Wayne State University Press): Jjosephus, Judaism,
and Christianity (1987) and Josephus, the Bible, and
History (1989). Invaluable is the survey of modern
scholarship on Josephus by L. H. Feldman, Josephus
and Modern Scholarship (1937-1980) (New York:
Walter de Gruyter, 1984). For Josephus' portrayal
of women, see C. A. Brown, No Longer Be Silent:
First Century Portraits of Jewish Women (Louisville:
Westminster John Knox, 1992).

For introductions to Philo, see E. J. Goodenough,
An Introduction to Philo Judaeus, 2nd rev. ed. (New
York: Barnes & Noble, 1963); S. Sandmel, Philo
of Alexandria: An Introduction (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1979); idem, “Philo Judaeus:
An Introduction to the Man, his Writings, and
his Significance,” ANRW 11.21.1 (1984): 3-46;
R. Williamson, Jews in the Hellenistic World: Philo
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1989);
and H. A. Wolfson, Philo: Foundations of Religious
Philosophy in_Judaism, Christianity, and Islam, 2 vols.
(Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1947).
Also on Philo, but involving as well an interpreta-
tion of much of Hellenistic Jewish literature, see E.
J. Goodenough, By Light, Light: The Mystic Gospel
of Hellenistic Judaism (New Haven: Yale University
Press, 1935). On Philo’s dual Greek and Jewish iden-
tities, see the two books by A. Mendelson: Secular
Education in Philo of Alexandria (Cincinnati: Hebrew
Union College Press, 1982), and Philo’s Jewish Identity
(BJS 161; Adanta: Scholars, 1988). On Philo’s por-
trayal of women, see J. R. Wegner, “Philo’s Portrayal
of Women—Hebraic or Hellenic?” in A.-]. Levine,
ed., “Women Like This”: New Perspectives on Jewish

Women in the Greco-Roman World (Atlanta: Scholars,
1991), 41-66; and D. Sly, Philos Perception of Women
(BJS 209; Atlanta: Scholars, 1990). On the ancient
city of Alexandria, an important center of Diaspora
Judaism, see C. Haas, Alexandria in Late Antiquity:
Topography and Social Conflict (Baltimore: Johns
Hopkins University Press, 1997), and D. Sly, Philok
Alexandria (New York: Routledge, 1996).

On Jewish apologetic literature and figures such
as Artapanus and Eupolemus, see B. Bar-Kochva,
Pseudo-Hecataeus “Onthe Jews™: Legitimizingthe Jewish
Diaspora (Berkeley: University of California Press,
1996); H. Conzelmann, Gentiles, Jews, Christians:
Polemics and Apologetics in the Greco-Roman Era,
trans. M. E. Boring (Minneapolis: Fortress Press,
1992); R. Doran, “The Jewish Hellenistic Historians
Before Josephus,” ANRW11.20.1 (1987): 246-97; E.
S. Gruen, Heritage and Hellenism: The Reinvention of
Jewish Tradition (Berkeley: University of California
Press, 1998); idem, “Fact and Fiction: Jewish
Legends in a Hellenistic Context,” in P. Cartledge,
ed., Hellenistic Constructs: Essays in Culture, History,
and Historiography (Berkeley: University of California
Press, 1997), 72-88; G. E. Stetling, Historiography
& Self-definition: Josephus, Luke-Acts & Apologetic
Historiography (NovISup, 64; Leiden: E. J. Brill,
1992); and B. Z. Wacholder, Eupolemus: A Study of
Judaeo-Greek Literature (Cincinnati: Hebrew Union
College Press, 1974). For the way in which the fig-
ure of Moses was interpreted in this tradition, see
D. Tiede, The Charismatic Figure as Miracle Worker
(SBLDS 1; Missoula, Mont.: Scholars, 1972); C. R.
Holladay, Theios An r in Hellenistic Judaism (SBLDS
40; Missoula, Mont.: Scholars, 1977); and W. A.
Meceks, The Prophet-King: Moses Traditions and the
Johannine Christology (NovTSup 14; Leiden: E. J.
Brill, 1967), 100-75. Also see the important collec-

tion of essays on Josephus™ apologetic work Against
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Apion: L. H. Feldman and J. R. Levison, eds.,
Josephus’ Contra Apionem (AGJU 34; Leiden: E. J.
Brill, 1996).

For a selection of primary sources related to the
life and thought of Jews in the Greco-Roman world,
see L. H. Feldman and M. Reinhold, eds., Jewish Life
and Thought among Greeks and Romans (Minneapolis:
Fortress Press, 1996), and M. Williams, 7he Jews
among the Greeks and Romans: A Diasporan Sourcebook
(Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1998).
For primary sources, see the following: for most of
the Hellenistic Jewish literature, . H. Charlesworth,
ed., The Old Testament Pseudepigrapha, 2 vols. (New
York: Doubleday, 1983, 1985); for both Josephus
and Philo, the Loeb Classical Library editions;
and for Greco-Roman texts on Jews and Judaism,
M. Stern, ed. and trans., Greek and Latin Authors
on Jews and Judaism, 3 vols. (Jerusalem: The Israel
Academy of Sciences and Humanities, 1974-1984).
For the diverse witness from Jewish inscriptions and
attestation of various Jewish communities and gen-
eral practice in the Diaspora, see the following: B. J.
Brooten, Women Leaders in the Ancient Synagogue:
Inscriptional Evidence and Background Issues (B]S 36;
Atlanta: Scholars, 1982); J. W. van Henten and P. W.
van der Horst, eds., Studies in Early Jewish Epigraphy
(AGJU 21; Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1994); . W. van
der Horst, Ancient Jewish Epitaphs: An Introductory
Survey of a Millennium of Jewish Funerary Epigraphy
(300 BCE-700 CE) (Kampen: Kok Pharos, 1991);
L. Kant, “Jewish Inscriptions in Greek and Latin,”
ANRWTL.20.2 (1987):671-713; H.]. Leon, The Jews
in Ancient Rome, rev. ed., with C. Osiek (Peabody,
Mass.: Hendrickson, 1995); and P Trebilco,
Jewish Communities in Asia Minor (SNTSMS 69;
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1991).
For excellent introductions and commentary on the

fragmentary Hellenistic Jewish authors and texts,

consult the series by C. R. Holladay, Fragments from
Hellenistic Jewish Authors (Atlanta: Scholars), vol.
1, Historians (1983); vol. 2, Poets (1989); vol. 3,
Aristobulus (1995); vol. 4, Orphica (1996); and vol.
5, Pseudo-Greek Poets (1998).

CHAPTER 4

Reviews of the evidence concerning Jesus and
Christians from Jewish and pagan sources are found
in . E Bruce, Jesus and Christian Origins Outside the
New Testament (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1974); C.
A. Evans, “Jesus in Non-Christian Sources,” in B.
Chilton and C. A. Evans, eds., Studying the Historical
Jesus: Evaluations of the State of Current Research
(NTTS 19; Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1994), 443-78; and
J. P. Meier, A Marginal Jew: Rethinking the Historical
Jesus (New York: Doubleday, 1991), 56-111. For
Jewish perceptions of Christianity, including discus-
sion of their mutual interaction, see R. T. Herford,
Christianity in Talmud and Midrash (New York:
Ktav, 1903); J. Lauterbach, “Jesus in the Talmud,” in
Rabbinic Essays (Cincinnati: Hebrew Union College
Press, 1951), 473-570; A. E Segal, Two Powers in
Heaven: Early Rabbinic Reports abour Christianity
and Ghnosticism (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1977); and M.
Simon, Verus Israel: A Study of the Relations between
Christians and Jews in the Roman Empire (AD 135—
425), wans. H. McKeating (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1986). For the Roman side, see
S. Benko, Pagan Rome and the Early Christians
(Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1984); M.
Whittaker, Jews ¢ Christians: Graeco-Roman Views
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1984);
and R. L. Wilken, 7he Christians as the Romans Saw
Them (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1984).

For shorter treatments, see L. Schiffmann, “At The
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Crossroads: Tannaitic Perspectives on the Jewish
Christian Schism,” in JCS-D 2:115-56; R. Wilken,
“The Christians as the Romans (and Greeks) Saw
Them,” in JCS-D 1:100-125; and H. W. Basser,
“Allusions to Christian and Gnostic Practices in the
Talmudic Tradition,” J§/ 12 (1981): 87-105. On
the religious claims and experiences reflected in the
NT texts, see L. T. Johnson, Religious Experience: A
Missing Dimension of NTS (Minneapolis: Fortress
Press, 1998).

CHAPTER 5

The citations on page 113 comes from E. Renan,
The Life of Jesus, trans. J. H. Holmes (New York:
Modern Library, 1927 [1863]), 357, and from A.
Loisy, The Birth of the Christian Religion and the
Origins of Christianity, trans. L. P. Jacks (New York:
University, 1962 [1933, 1936]), 97-98.

The bald statement that Christianity came to
birth with the resurrection experience represents a
strong, but also disputed, reading of the evidence,
particularly  within  contemporary  scholarship
devoted to Christian origins. When I speak of the
“birth of Christianity,” I do not, of course, suggest
that the scattered, fragmentary, and allusive expe-
riences and convictions reported in these pages as
yet constituted a uniform and distinctive “religion.”
But I do claim that what eventually developed into
thar religion found both its point of origin and its
self-definition precisely in these experiences and
convictions.

Among some of the older, classic discussions of
the resurrection faith, see D. Strauss, The Life of Jesus
Critically Examined, ed. P. Hodgson (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1973 [1835]), 735—44, for a full

range of naturalistic explanations. In contrast, E C.

Baur is terse and circumspect in The Church History
of the First Three Centuries, ed. A. Menzies (London:
Williams & Norgate, 1878 [1853]), 1:42: “The
view we take of the resurrection is of minor impor-
tance for the History.” The discussion by J. Weiss
in Earliest Christianity, ed. E C. Grant (New York:
Harper & Row, 1959 [1914]), 1:14-44, is full, criti-
cal, but ultimately psychologizing.

At least the older discussions took the issue seri-
ously. Many recent histories of Christianity reduce
treatment of the resurrection to a single line or less;
see, e.g., W. H. C. Frend, The Rise of Christianity
(Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1984), 86; P. Johnson,
A History of Christianity (New York: Atheneum,
1979), 32; H. Chadwick, The Early Church (New
York: Penguin, 1967); and H. Conzelmann, History
of Primitive Christianity, trans. J. Steely (Nashville:
Abingdon, 1973), 38—42. In contrast, see the serious
treatment by L. Goppelt, Apostolic and Post-Apostolic
Times, trans. R. A. Guelich (Grand Rapids: Baker,
1970), 8-24.

Some contemporary historical studies challenge
the importance of the resurrection from several
directions, all of which share a refusal to take reli-
gious experience seriously. The tradition of E. Renan
lives on in contemporary explanations of the resur-
rections as a psychological “event” that takes place
in the mind of Peter (at the popular level, see J.
Spong, Resurrection: Myth or Reality? [San Francisco:
HarperCollins, 1994]; and at the scholarly level
see both G. Luedemann, The Resurrection of Jesus:
History, Experience, Theology [Minneapolis: Fortress
Press, 1994], and W. Marxsen, The Resurrection
of Jesus of Nazareth, trans. M. Kohl [Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1970]). The tradition of Loisy lives
on in studies that attribute belief in the resurrec-
tion to the resolution of cognitive dissonance. These

place the dissonance in a different sequence than I
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do here. Rather than thinking that the dissonance is
caused by the disciples’ hopes being shattered by the
crucifixion, I locate it in the experience of the resur-
rection, which shatters their symbolic world. Similar
to Loisy are the positions taken by H. Jackson,
“The Resurrection Belief of the Earliest Church: A
Response to the Failure of Prophecy?” JR 55 (1975):
415-25; and U. Wernick, “Frustrated Beliefs and
Early Christianity,” Numen 22 (1975): 96-130.

Pushing the matter even further, the resurrection
of Jesus is considered a disease of language accord-
ing to P E. Devenish, “The So-Called Resurrection
of Jesus and Explicit Christian Faith: Wittgenstein’s
Philosophy and Marxsen’s Exegesis as Linguistic
Therapy,” JAAR 51 (1983): 171-90. In contrast, P.
Lapide, The Resurrection of Jesus: A Jewish Perspective
(Minneapolis: Augsburg Books, 1983), despite argu-
ing that since the world continued without change
Jesus could not be the Messiah, nevertheless affirms
the centrality of the resurrection experience for the
first Christians.

More recently, some scholars have insisted that
diversity in various “Jesus movements” was even
more profound than the NT suggests, to the extent
that some post-death followers of Jesus knew noth-
ing of the resurrection and based their lives only on
his words and deeds (see B. L. Mack, Who Wrote
the New Testament? The Making of the Christian
Myth [San Francisco: HarperCollins, 1995], and J.
Z. Smith, Drudgery Divine: On the Comparison of
Early Christianities and the Religions of Late Antiquity
[Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1990]). Such
radical disintegration of the Christian movement in
its earliest stages simply creates a historical problem
of a different order.

On the form and context of the resurrection
accounts, see J. E. Alsup, The Post-Resurrection
Appearance Stories of the Gospel Tradition: A History-

ofTradition Analysis (London: SPCK, 1975), and
C. H. Dodd, “The Appearance of the Risen Christ:
An Essay in Form-Ciriticism of the Gospels,” in D.
Nineham, ed., Studies in the Gospels (Oxford: Basil
Blackwell, 1955), 9-35. On issues of redaction by
the evangelists, see the conservative but still help-
ful treatment by G. R. Osborne, The Resurrection
Narratives: A Redactional Study (Grand Rapids:
Baker, 1984). On the NT traditions of the resur-
rection of Jesus, see H. von Campenhausen, “The
Events of Easter and the Empty Tomb,” in Tradition
and Life in the Church: Essays and Lectures in Church
History, trans. A. V. Littledale (Philadelphia: Fortress
Press, 1968), 42—89; C. F. Evans, Resurrection and the
New Testament (London: SCM, 1970); R. Fuller, The
Formation of the Resurrection Narratives (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1971); P. Perkins, Resurrection: New
Testament Witness and Contemporary Reflection (New
York: Doubleday, 1984); idem, “The Resurrection
of Jesus of Nazareth,” in B. Chilton and C. A. Evans,
eds., Studying the Historical Jesus: Evaluations of the
State of Current Research (NTTS 19; Leiden: E. J.
Brill, 1994), 423—42; and U. Wilckens, Resurrection,
trans. A. M. Stewart (Atlanta: John Knox, 1978).
A useful review of approaches is found in T.
Lorenzen, Resurrection and Discipleship: Interpretive
Modlels, Biblical Reflections, Theological Consequences
(Maryknoll: Orbis, 1995), 1-111.

For background to the remarks made in this chap-
ter on religious experience, see R. Otto, The Idea
of the Holy, trans. J. W. Harvey (London: Oxford
University Press, 1950); W. James, The Varieties of
Religious Experience (New York: Macmillan Co., 1961
[1902]); J. Wach, The Comparative Study of Religions,
ed. J. Kitagawa (New York: Columbia University
Press, 1958); M. Eliade, Myth and Reality, trans. W.
Trask (New York: Harper & Row, 1963); G. Van
der Leeuw, Religion in Essence and Manifestation, 2
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vols. (New York: Harper & Row, 1968); G. Marcel,
Mystery of Being, vol. 1, Reflection and Mystery, trans.
G. S. Fraser (Chicago: Henry Regnery Co., 1969);
and idem, Creative Fideliry, trans. R. Rosthal (New
York: Farrar, Straus & Giroux, 1964).

CHAPTER 6

This chapter’s title is borrowed from the book by
N. A. Dahl, Jesus in the Memory of the Early Church
(Minneapolis: Augsburg Books, 1976) wherein
one can find his seminal article on anamn sis. That
essay, together with another significant piece, “The
Crucified Messiah,” is of fundamental importance
for understanding the development of the gos-
pel tradition (see the latter study and other of his
essays in Jesus the Christ: The Historical Origins of
Christological Doctrine, D. H. Juel, ed. [Minneapolis:
Fortress Press, 1991]).

For a sense of the Christian movement into the
Greco-Roman world, see 2. Brown, Authority and the
Sacred: Aspects of the Christianization of the Roman
World (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1995); A. Harnack, The Mission and Expansion
of Christianity in the First Three Centuries, trans.
J. Moffatt (New York: Harper & Brothers, 1961
[1908]); E. G. Hinson, The Evangelization of the
Roman Empire: Identity and Adaptability(Macon, Ga.:
Mercer University Press, 1981); and R. MacMullen,
Christianizing the Roman Empire (A.D. 100-400)
(New Haven: Yale University Press, 1984).

Various aspects of the social dimension of the
earliest Christian movement are found in R. Banks,
Paul’s Idea of Community: The Early House Churches
in Their Historical Setting, rev. ed. (Grand Rapids:
Eerdmans, 1994); ]J. V. Hills, ed., Common Life in
the Early Church (Harrisburg, Penn.: Trinity, 1998);

E. A. Judge, The Social Pattern of Christian Groups in
the First Century (London: Tyndale Press, 1960); H.
C. Kee, Who Are the People of God? Early Christian
Models of Community (New Haven: Yale University
Press, 1995); G. Lohfink, Jesus and Community:
The Social Dimension of Christian Faith, trans. ].
P Galvin (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1984); A. J.
Malherbe, Social Aspects of Early Christianity, 2nd
ed. (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1983); C. Osiek
and D. L. Balch, Families in the New Testament
World: Households and House Churches (Louisville:
Westminster John Knox, 1997); and L. E. Vaage &
V. Wimbush, eds., Asceticism and the New Testament
(New York: Routledge, 1999). One of the best
attempts to place the development of traditions
within the social contexts of worship and controversy
is C. E D. Moule, The Birth of the New Testament,
3rd ed. (New York: Harper & Row, 1982).

On the speeches of Acts and their relation to
the gospel tradition, see C. H. Dodd, The Apostolic
Preaching and Its Development (New York: Harper
& Row, 1964 [1935]). Less confident of the tradi-
tional nature of these speeches is M. Dibelius, “The
Speeches of Acts and Ancient Historiography,”
in Studlies in the Acts of the Apostles, trans. M. Ling
(New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons; London: SCM,
1956), 138-85. On early Christian tradition, see ]J.
D. G. Dunn, “Jesus Tradition in Paul,” in B. Chilton
and C. A. Evans, eds., Studying the Historical Jesus:
Evaluations of the State of Current Research (NTTS
19; Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1994), 155-78; J. 1. H.
MacDonald, Kerygma and Didache: The Articulation
and  Structure of the Earliest Christian Message
(SNTSMS 37; Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1980); and G. N. Stanton, Jesus of Nazareth in
New Testament Preaching (SNTSMS 27; Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1974).

On the Christian practice of preaching, see H. O.
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Old, The Reading and Preaching of the Scriptures in the
Worship of the Christian Church, vol. 1, The Biblical
Period (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1998). For the
apologetic function of the preaching, see B. Lindars,
New Testament Apologetic: The Doctrinal Significance
of the Old Téstament Quotations (Philadelphia:
Westminster, 1961); and, with an emphasis on the
generative power of the Scripture, C. H. Dodd,
According ro the Scriptures: The Substructure of New
Testament Theology (London: Nisbet & Co., 1952).
The complicated question of getting from Christian
prophets to the traditions about Jesus is thoroughly
treated by M. E. Boring, The Continuing Voice of
Jesus: Christian Prophecy & the Gospel Tradition
(Louisville: Westminster John Knox, 1991). On
early Christian worship, see G. Delling, Worship
in the New Testament, trans. P. Scott (Philadelphia:
Westminster, 1962); E. Hahn, The Worship of the Early
Church, trans. D. E. Green (Philadelphia: Fortress
Press, 1973); J. Jeremias, The Prayers of Jesus, trans.
J. Reumann and J. Bowden (Philadelphia: Fortress
Press, 1967); idem, The Eucharistic Words of Jesus,
trans. N. Perrin (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1966);
R. P. Martin, Warship in the Early Church, rev. ed.
(Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1974); idem, “Patterns
of Worship in New Testament Churches,” JSNT
37 (1989): 59-85; and E. Nodet and J. Taylor, The
Origins of Christianity: An Exploration (Collegeville:
Liturgical, 1998), a thorough study of eucharist and
baptism in early Christianity.

On baptism, see L. Hartman, “Into the Name of
Jesus”: Baptism in the Early Church (Edinburgh: T. &
T. Clark, 1997). The issue of the exclusion of mes-
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“The Benediction of the Minim and Early Jewish-
Christian Controversy,” Journal of TS 33 (1982):
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Prayer in Late Antiquity,” in JCS-D 2:226—44; and
S. G. Wilson, Related Strangers: Jews and Christians
70-170 C.E. (Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1995),
169-94.

The middle section of this chapter represents
an attempt to convey the valuable contributions of
the discipline called form criticism, without getting
caught in its semantic or historical tangles. For intro-
ductory treatments, see E. McKnight, What Is Form
Criticism? (GBS; Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1969);
M. J. Buss, Biblical Form Criticism in Its Context
(JSOTSup 274; Sheffield: Sheffield Academic,
1998); and R. Bultmann and K. Kundsin, Form
Criticism, trans. E C. Grant (New York: Harper &
Brothers, 1934). For a survey of the literature, see
W. G. Doty, “The Discipline and Literature of New
Testament Form Criticism,” Astralasian Theological
Review 51(1969): 257-321. The classic early stud-
ies available in English are those of M. Dibelius,
From Tradition to Gospel, trans. B. Woolf (New York:
Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1934); and R. Bultmann,
The History of the Synoptic Tradition, trans. J. Marsh,
rev. ed. (New York: Harper & Row, 1968). The ten-
dency of early form criticism to postulate an exces-
sively creative community was countered from the
side of rabbinic practice by H. Riesenfeld, “The
Gospel Tradition and Its Beginnings” in 7he Gospel
Tradition (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1970), 1-29;
and B. Gerhardssohn, The Origins of the Gospel
Traditions (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1979); and
from the side of Greek biographical techniques by G.
Kennedy, “Classical and Christian Source Criticism,”
in W. O. Walker, Jr., ed., The Relationships among the
Gospels: An Interdisciplinary Dialogue (Dallas: Trinity
University Press, 1978), 125-55. A systematic attack
on the methodological soundness of traditional form
criticism was made by E. Guttgemanns, Candid

Questions Concerning Gospel Form Criticism, trans.
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W. G. Doty (Pittsburgh: Pickwick, 1979). For recent
discussion of the form-critical criteria, with sound
revisions, see J. . Meier, A Marginal Jew: Rethinking
the Historical Jesus, vol. 1, The Roots of the Problem
and the Person (New York: Doubleday, 1991), 167-
95; and N. T. Wright, The New Testament and the
People of God (Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1992),
418-43.

More recent developments in N'T scholarship have
challenged the older form-critical views by empha-
sizing the greater interplay between orality and lit-
eracy in the creation of early Christian discourse
(see W. Kelber, The Oral and the Written Gospel:
The Hermeneutics of Speaking and Writing in the
Synoptic Tradition, Mark, Paul, and Q [Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1983]), and the significant contribu-
tion of ancient rhetoric to the formation of early
Christian texts (see B. L. Mack and V. K. Robbins,
Patterns of Persuasion in the Gospels [Sonoma, Calif.:
Polebridge, 1989]). On the overall importance of
orality in early Christianity, see P J. Achtemeier,
“Omne Verbum Sonat: The New Testament and the
Oral Environment of Late Western Antiquity,” /BL
109 (1990): 3-27.

Helpful comments on the shaping of forms can
be found in V. Taylor, The Formation of the Gospel
Tradition (London: Macmillan & Co., 1957). A sur-
vey of NT forms is available in J. L. Bailey and J. D.
Vander Brocek, Literary Forms in the New Iestament:
A Handbook (Louisville: Westminster John Knox,
1992); D. Dormeyer, The New Testament Among
the Writings of Antiquity, trans. R. Kossov (BS
55; Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1998); and G.
Strecker, History of New lestament Literature, trans.
C. Katter (with H. ]. Mollenhauer) (Harrisburg,
Pa.: Trinity, 1997). For an example of cross-cultural
form-critical work, see the essays in R. Tannehill,
ed., Pronouncement Stories, Semeia 20 (1981).

On the formation of the narrative and tradition
of the death of Jesus in early Christianity, see W. H.
Bellinger, Jr. and W. R. Farmer, eds., Jesus and the
Suffering Servant: Isaiah 53 and Christian Origins
(Harrisburg, Pa.: Trinity, 1998); R. E. Brown,
The Death of the Messiah: From Gethsemane to the
Grave, 2 vols. (New York: Doubleday, 1994); J. T.
Carroll and J. B. Green et al., The Death of Jesus in
Early Christianity (Peabody, Mass.: Hendrickson,
1995); J. B. Green, The Death of Jesus: Tradition
and Interpretation in the Passion Narrative (WUNT
2/33; Tiibingen: J. C. B. Mohr [Paul Siebeck],
1988); E. Lohse, History of the Suffering and Death
of Jesus Christ, trans. M. O. Dietrich (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1967); D. Moo, The Old Testament
in the Gospel Passion Narratives (Sheffield: Almond,
1983); E. Trocmé, The Passion as Liturgy: A Study in
the Origin of the Passion Narratives in the Four Gospels
(London: SCM, 1983); and S. K. Williams, Jesus’
Death as Saving Event: The Background and Origin
of a Concept (HDR 2; Missoula, Mont.: Scholars,
1975).

The approach taken in this chapter should be
contrasted with those scholars who postulate a high
degree of creativity in the formation of the Passion
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in prior tradition: see J. D. Crossan, 7he Cross
Thar Spoke: The Origins of the Passion Narrative
(San Francisco: Harper & Row, 1988); idem, Who
Killed Jesus? Exposing the Roots of Anti-Semitism in
the Gospel Story of the Death of Jesus (San Francisco:
HarperCollins, 1995); and B. L. Mack, A Myth of
Innocence: Mark and Christian Origins (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1988).
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CHAPTER 8

Discussions of Matthean priority can be found in
the bibliographical note to chap. 7. The five-book
hypothesis for Matthew was developed most fully by
B. W. Bacon, Studies in Marthew (New York: Henry
Holt, 1930). For an analysis based on the temporal
transitions, see J. D. Kingsbury, Matthew: Structure,
Christology, Kingdom (Philadelphia: Fortress Press,
1975). Aspects of Matthew’s literary technique can
be found in D. R. Bauer, The Structure of Matthew’s
Gospel: A Study in Literary Design (JSNTSup 31;
Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1988); C. H. Lohr,
“Oral Techniques in the Gospel of Matthew,” CBQ
23 (1961): 403-35; and C. R. Smith, “Literary
Evidences of a Fivefold Structure in the Gospel of
Matthew,” N7§ 43 (1997): 540-51.

On Matthew’s subsequent influence, see U. Luz,
Matthew in History: Interpretation, Influence, and
Effects (Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1994); and E.
Massaux, The Influence of the Gospel of Saint Matthew
on Christian Literature before Saint Irenaeus, trans.
N. J. Belval and S. Hecht, 3 vols. (Macon: Mercer
University Press; Leuven: Peters Press, 1990-93).
On the Matthean community and setting, see S. H.
Brooks, Matthew’s Community: The Evidence of His
Special Sayings Material (JSNTSup 16; Shefheld:
Sheffield Academic, 1987); J. A. Overman, Matthew’
Gospel and Formative Judaism: The Social World of the
Matthean Community (Minneapolis: Fortress Press,
1990); and A. J. Saldarini, Matthew’s Christian-Jewish
Community (Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
1994). On discipleship, see S. C. Barton, Discipleship
and Family Ties in Mark and Matthew (SNTSMS
80; Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1994);
W. Carter, Households and Discipleship: A Study of
Matthew 19-20 (JSNTSup 103; Sheffield: Sheffield
Academic, 1994); and M. J. Wilkins, Discipleship in

the Ancient World and in Matthews Gospel, 2nd ed.
(Grand Rapids: Baker, 1995). On general issues and
themes, see R. T. France, Matthew: Evangelist and
Teacher (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1987), and J.
P Meier, The Vision of Matthew: Christ, Church, and
Morality in the First Gospel (New York: Crossroad,
1991 [1979]). For a survey of modern interpreta-
tion, see G. N. Stanton, “The Origin and Purpose
of Matthew’s Gospel: Matthean Scholarship from
1945-1980,” ANRW 11.25.3 (1980): 1889-1951.
Matthew’s systematic use of Scripture is examined
by R. H. Gundry, The Use of the Old Testament in St.
Matthews Gospel (NovTSup 18; Leiden: E. ]. Brill,
1967); and K. Stendahl, The School of St. Matthew
and Its Use of the Old Testament (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1968), who suggests a school context
for this exegetical enterprise. The way Matthew’s use
of Torah can shape and influence narration and the-
ology is shown by D. C. Allison, Jr., The New Moses:
A Matthean Typology (Minneapolis: Fortress Press,
1993); T. L. Donaldson, Jesus on the Mountain: A
Study in Matthean Theology (JSNTSup 8; Shefheld:
JSOT Press, 1985); M. Knowles, Jeremiah in
Matthew’s Gospel: The Rejected Propher Motif in
Matthean Redaction (JSNTSup 68; Sheffield:
Sheffield Academic, 1993); and ]. H. Neyrey, “The
Thematic Use of Isaiah 42:1-4 in Matthew 12,7
Biblica 63 (1982): 45773 (also see Gundry’s com-
mentary below). The liturgical context of Matthew
is stressed by G. D. Kilpatrick, The Origins of the
Gospel According to St. Matthew (Oxford: Clarendon,
1946); and M. D. Goulder, Midrash and Lection
in Marhew (London: SPCK, 1974). On teaching
in Matthew, see S. Byrskog, Jesus the Only Teacher:
Didactic Authority and Transmission in Ancient Israel,
Ancient Judaism, and the Matthean Community
(ConBNT 24; Stockholm: Almqvist & Wiksell,
1994). On the apocalyptic dimensions, see D. C.
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Sim, Apocalyptic Eschatology in the Gospel of Matthew
(SNTSMS 88; Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1996).

On Matthew’s first chapters, see R. E. Brown,
The Birth of the Messiah, enl. ed. (Garden City, N.Y.:
Doubleday & Co., 1993); R. Pesch, ““He Will Be
Called a ‘Nazorean’: Messianic Exegesis in Matthew
1-2,” in C. A. Evans and W. R. Stegner, eds., The
Gospels and the Scriptures of Israel (JSNTSup 104;
Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1994), 129-78; and
K. Stendahl, ““Quis et Unde? An Analysis of Mt
1-2,” in Meanings: The Bible as Document and as
Guide (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1984), 71-83.
On the passion narrative, see D. Senior, The Passion
of Jesus in the Gospel of Matthew (Wilmington:
Michael Glazier, 1985); and idem, The Passion
Narrative According to Matthew: A Redactional Study
(BETL 34; Leuven: Leuven University Press, 1975).
Matthew’s special use of the titles of Jesus is stud-
ied by J. D. Kingsbury, “The Title ‘Son of David’ in
Matthew’s Gospel,” /BL 95 (1976): 591-602; idem,
“The Title ‘Kyrios’ in Matthew’s Gospel,” /BL 94
(1975): 246-55; and B. J. Malina and J. H. Neyrey,
Calling Jesus Names: The Social Value of Labels in
Matthew (Sonoma, Calif.: Polebridge, 1988).

For the parables generally, see C. Blomberg,
Interpreting the Parables (Downers Grove, Ill.:
InterVarsity, 1990); M. Boucher, The Mysterious
Parable: A Literary Study (CBQMS 6; Washington,
D.C.: Catholic Biblical Assn., 1977); C. Carlston,
The Parables of the Triple Tradition (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1975); J. Jeremias, The Parables of
Jesus, trans. S. Hooke, rev. ed. (New York: Charles
Scribner’s Sons, 1963); B. B. Scott, Hear then the
Parable: A Commentary on the Parables of Jesus
(Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1989); and M. A.
Tolbert, Perspectives on the Parables: An Approach
to Multiple Interpretations (Philadelphia: Fortress

Press, 1979). For the Matthean use of parables, see
J. D. Kingsbury, The Parables of Jesus in Matthew 13
(Richmond: John Knox, 1969).

For attempts at deciphering the Matthean con-
text from the polemic in chapter 23, see D. R. A.
Hare, The Theme of Jewish Persecution of Christians
in the Gospel According to Matthew (SNTSMS 6;
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1967); S.
Van Tilburg, The Jewish Leaders in Matthew (Leiden:
E. J. Brill, 1972); O. L. Cope, A Scribe Trained for
the Kingdom of Heaven (CBQMS 5; Washington, D.
C.: Catholic Biblical Assn., 1976); D. E. Garland,
The Intention of Matthew 23 (NovTSup, 52; Leiden:
E.J. Brill, 1979); and K. G. C. Newport, The Sources
and Sitz im Leben of Matthew 23 (JSNTSup 117;
Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1995). The polemi-
cal intention of chapter 7 is examined by D. Hill,
“False Prophets and Charismatics: Structure and
Interpretation in Matthew 7:15-23,” Biblica 57
(1976): 327-48. On Matthean polemic in general,
see F. W. Danker, “Matthew: A Patriot’s Gospel,” in
The Gospels and the Scriptures of Israel, 94—115; and
S. McKnight, “A Loyal Critic: Matthew’s Polemic
with Judaism in Theological Perspective,” in C.
A. Evans and D. A. Hagner, eds., Anti-Semitism
and Early Christianity: Issues of Polemic and Faith
(Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1993), 55-79. On
polemic in early Christianity as a whole, see L. T.
Johnson, “The New Testament’s Anti-Jewish Slander
and the Conventions of Ancient Rhetoric,” /BL 108
(1989): 419-41.

No section of Matthew has received more atten-
tion than chapters 5-7. For various aspects, see H.
D. Betz, Essays on the Sermon on the Mount, trans.
L. L. Welborn (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1985);
idem, The Sermon on the Mount, ed. A. Yarbro
Collins (Hermeneia; Minneapolis: Fortress Press,
1995); W. D. Davies, The Setting of the Sermon on the
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Mount (BJS 186; Atlanta: Scholars, 1989 [1963]); R.
Guelich, The Sermon on the Mount (Dallas: Word,
1982);J. Meier, Law and History in Matthew’s Gospel:
A Redactional Study of 5:17-48 (Rome: Biblical Inst.
Press, 1976); and B. Przybylski, Righteousness in
Matthew and His World of Thoughr (SNTSMS 41;
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1980).

The literary relationship between Torah, Wisdom,
and Jesus in Matthew is explored by C. M. Deutsch,
Lady Wisdom, Jesus, and the Sages: Metaphor and
Social Context in Matthew’s Gospel (Valley Forge, Pa.:
Trinity, 1996); J. M. Gibbs, “The Son of God as
Torah Incarnate in Matthew,” SE 4/TU 102 (1968):
38-46; and M. J. Suggs, Wisdom, Christology, and
Law in Matthew’s Gospel (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard
University Press, 1970). The special role played by
Peter among the disciples is examined in R. Brown
et al., eds., Peter in the New Testament (Minneapolis:
Augsburg Pub. House, 1973).

Collections of essays touching on a number
of Matthean themes include D. L. Balch, ed.,
Social History of the Matthean Community: Cross-
Disciplinary Approaches (Minneapolis: Fortress Press,
1991); D. R. Bauer and M. A. Powell, eds., Treasures
New and Old: Contributions to Matthean Studies
(SBLSS 1; Atlanta: Scholars, 1996); G. Bornkamm
et al., Tradition and Interpretation in Matthew,
trans. P Scott (Philadelphia: Westminster, 1963);
G. N. Stanton, A Gospel for a New People: Studies
in Marhew (Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1992); and
idem, ed., The Interpretation of Matthew, 2nd ed.
(IRT 3; Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1995).

For narrative readings of Matthew, see R. A.
Edwards, Matthews Story of Jesus (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1985); idem, Matthews Narrative
Portrait of Disciples: How the Text-Connoted Reader
Is Informed (Harrisburg, Pa.: Trinity, 1997); ].
P Heil, “The Narrative Role of the Women in

Matthew’s Genealogy,” Biblica 72 (1991): 538-45;
J. D. Kingsbury, “The Developing Conflict Between
Jesus and the Jewish Leaders in Matthew’s Gospel: A
Literary Critical Approach,” CBQ 49 (1987): 57—
73; idem, Matthew as Story, 2nd ed. (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1988); and idem, “The Rhetoric of
Comprehension in the Gospel of Matthew,” NTS
41 (1995): 358-77.

For technical commentaries, see W. D. Davies
and D. C. Allison, Jr., A Critical and Exegetical
Commentary on the Gospel According to Saint Masthew,
3 vols. (ICC; Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1988-97);
R. H. Gundry, Matthew: A Commentary on His
Handbook for a Mixed Church Under Persecution,
2nd ed. (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1994); D.
Hagner, Matthew, 2 vols. (WBC; Dallas: Word,
1993, 1995); and U. Luz, Matthew 1-7, trans. W.
C. Linss (Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1989). For
more general guides, sce E W. Beare, The Gospel
According to Matthew (San Francisco: Harper & Row,
1981); D. J. Harrington, The Gospel of Masthew (SP;
Collegeville, Minn.: Liturgical, 1991); D. Hill, The
Gospel of Marthew (NCB; Grand Rapids: Eerdmans,
1972); J. A. Overman, Church and Community in
Crisis: The Gospel According to Marthew (Valley Forge,
Pa.: Trinity, 1996); and E. Schweizer, The Gospel of
According to Matthew (Atlanta: John Knox, 1975).

CHAPTER 9

Still a classic introduction to Luke-Acts as a literary
unity is H. J. Cadbury, The Making of Luke-Acts (New
York: Macmillan Co., 1927). For a whole battery of
critical issues, combined with commentary, see E J.
Foakes-Jackson and K. Lake, eds., The Beginnings of
Christianity: The Acts of the Apostles, 5 vols. (London:
Macmillan & Co., 1920-27). The pioneering redac-
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tional study of Luke that initiated serious discussion
of its theology was H. Conzelmann, The Theology
of St. Luke, trans. G. Buswell (Philadelphia: Fortress
Press, 1982 [1961]). The best collection of essays
devoted to the two volumes remains L. Keck and J.
L. Martyn, eds., Studies in Luke-Acts (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1980 [1966]), although one should
also consult R. J. Cassidy and P. J. Scharper, eds.,
Political Issues in Luke-Acts (Maryknoll: Orbis, 1983);
J. H. Neyrey, The Social-World of Luke-Acts: Models
for Interpretation (Peabody, Mass.: Hendrickson,
1991); E. Richard, ed., New Views on Luke-Acts
(Collegeville, Minn.: Liturgical, 1990); C. H. Talbert,
ed., Luke-Acts: New Perspectives from the Society of
Biblical Literature Seminar (New York: Crossroad,
1984); idem, ed., Perspectives on Luke-Acts (Danville,
Va.: Assn. of Baptist Professors of Religion, 1978);
C. M. Tuckett, ed., Lukes Literary Achievement:
Collected Essays (JSNTSup 116; Sheffield: Sheffield
Academic, 1995); and B. Witherington III, ed.,
History, Literature and Society in the Book of Acts
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996).
One should also consult B. W. Winter, ed., 7he Book
of Acts in Its First Century Setting, 6 vols. (Carlisle:
Paternoster; Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1993-97) for
numerous essays dealing with the historical, cultural,
literary, and theological contexts of Acts. On Luke-
Acts scholarship, see E Bovon, Luke the Theologian:
Thirty-Three Years of Research (1950-1983), trans.
K. McKinney (Allison Park, Pa.: Pickwick, 1987);
W. W. Gasque, A History of the Interpretation of the
Acts of the Apostles (Peabody, Mass.: Hendrickson,
1989 [1975]); and the brief survey by E. Richard,
“Luke—Wrriter, Theologian, Historian: Research
and Orientation of the 70%s,” Biblical Theology
Bulletin 13 (1983): 3—-15. For further bibliography
see J. B. Green and M. C. McKeever, Luke-Acts ¢
New Testament Historiography (Grand Rapids: Baker

Books, 1994).

Luke-Acts as a historical writing is discussed by D.
L. Balch, “Comments on the Genre and a Political
Theme of Luke-Acts: A Preliminary Comparison
of Two Hellenistic Historians,” SBLSP 28 (1989):
343-61; H. Cancik, “The History of Culture,
Religion, and Institutions in Ancient Historiography:
Philological ~Observations Concerning  Luke’s
History,” /JBL 116 (1997): 673-95; E E Bruce,
“The Acts of the Apostles: Historical Record or
Theological ~ Reconstruction,” ANRW 11.25.3
(1980): 2569-2603; C. Hemer, The Book of Acts
in the Setting of Hellenistic Historiography (WUNT
49; Tiibingen: J. C. B. Mohr [Siebeck], 1989); M.
Hengel, Acts and the History of Earliest Christianity
(Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1979); I. H. Marshall,
Luke: Historian and Theologian (Grand Rapids:
Zondervan Pub. House, 1970); and G. E. Sterling,
Historiography & Self-Definition: Josephos, Luke-Acts
& Ancient Apologetic Historiography (NovTSup 64;
Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1992).

For Luke-Acts as a form of biography, see C.
H. Talbert, Literary Patterns, Theological Themes,
and the Genre of Luke-Acts (SBLMS 20; Missoula,
Mont.: Scholars, 1974); as an ancient novel, and
the critical issues involved, see R. I. Pervo, Profiz
with Delight: The Literary Genre of the Acts of the
Apostles (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1987); and
M. C. Parsons and R. I. Pervo, Rethinking the
Unity of Luke and Acts (Minneapolis: Fortress Press,
1993); as a type of rewritten Scripture, see C. A.
Evans, “Luke and the Rewritten Bible: Aspects of
Lukan Hagiography,” in J. H. Charlesworth and
C. A. Evans, eds., The Pseudepigrapha and Early
Biblical Interpretation (JSPSS 14; Sheffield: Sheffield
Academic, 1993), 170-201. For an interesting study
relating Luke-Acts to the Jewish writer Josephus and
the Greek novelist Chariton, see D. R. Edwards,
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Religion & Power: Pagans, Jews, and Christians in
the Greek East (New York: Oxford University Press,
1996).

For the importance of the Gospel prologue for
understanding Luke-Acts as a whole, see R. J. Dillon,
“Previewing Luke’s Project from His Prologue,”
CBQ 43 (1981): 205-27; and E. O Fearghail, The
Introduction to Luke-Acts: A Study of the Role of Lk
1,1-4,44 in the Composition of Lukes Two Volume
Work (AnB 126; Rome: Biblical Inst. Press, 1991).
On the prefaces more generally, see L. Alexander,
The Preface to Luke’s Gospel: Literary Convention and
Social Context in Luke 1.1—4 and Acts 1.1 (SNTSMS
78; Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1993).
For the use of Scripture, see R. L. Brawley, Zext to
Text Pours Forth Speech: Voices of Scriprure in Luke-
Acts (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1995);
J. Drury, Tradition and Design in Lukes Gospel: A
Study in Early Christian Historiography (Atlanta:
John Knox, 1976); C. A. Evans and J. A. Sanders,
Luke and Scripture: The Function of Sacred Traditions
in Luke-Acts (Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1993); and
J. R. Wagner, “Psalm 118 in Luke-Acts: Tracing a
Narrative Thread,” in C. A. Evans and J. A. Sanders,
eds., Early Christian Interpretation of the Scriptures
of Israel: Investigations and Proposals JSNTSup 148;
Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1997), 154-78.

For various issues related to the writing of Acts,
see L. R. Donelson, “Cult Histories and the Sources
of Acts,” Biblica 69 (1987): 1-21; ]. Dupont, The
Sources of the Acts, trans. K. Pond (New York: Herder
& Herder, 1964); M. Dibelius, Studies in the Acts of
the Apostles, trans. H. Greeven (New York: Charles
Scribner’s Sons; London: SCM, 1956); W. S. Kurz,
“Intertextual Use of Sirach 48.1-16 in Plotting
Luke-Acts,” in C. A. Evans and W. R. Stegner, eds.,
The Gospels and the Scriptures of Israel (JSNTSup
104; Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1994), 308-22;

J. Reumann, “The ‘Itinerary’ as a Form in Classical
Literature and the Acts of the Apostles,” in M. .
Horgan and P. J. Kobelski, eds., 70 Touch the Text
(New York: Crossroad, 1989), 335-57; and M. L.
Soards, The Speeches in Acts: Their Content, Context,
and Concerns (Louisville: Westminster John Knox,
1994).

On the purposes for writing Luke-Acts, includ-
ing a treatment of apologetic, sece P E Esler,
Community and Gospel in Luke-Acts: The Social and
Political Motivations of Lucan Theology (SNTSMS
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Paul and Paulinism (London: SPCK, 1982), 184—
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Re-Reading of Romans: Justice, Jews, and Gentiles (New
Haven: Yale University Press, 1994); J. C. Walters,
Ethnic Issues in Paul’s Letter to the Romans: Changing
Self-Definitions in Earliest Roman Christianity (Valley
Forge, Pa.: Trinity, 1993); E Watson, Paul, Judaism,
and the Gentiles: A Sociological Approach (SNTSMS
56; Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1986);
and S. K. Williams, “The Righteousness of God in
Romans,” J/BL 99 (1980): 241-90. Also see the col-
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16: Toward the Construction of a Social Index,” in
L. M. White and O. L. Yarbrough, eds., The Social
World of the First Christians (Minneapolis: Fortress
Press, 1995), 234-61.
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of the letter, see L. G. Bloomquist, 7he Function of
Suffering in Philippians (JSNTSup 78; Shefheld:
Sheffield Academic, 1993); N. A. Dahl, “Euodia
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Community to the Paul and to Earliest Christianity,”
NTS 39 (1993): 438-57; and E W. Weidmann, “An
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its role in the Pauline corpus, see P N. Harrison,
“Onesimus and Philemon,” ATR 32 (1950): 268-
94. Above all, see J. Knox, “Philemon and the
Authenticity of Colossians,” /R 18 (1938): 144-60;
and idem, Philemon Among the Letters of Paul, rev. ed.
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Academic, 1992); W. G. Johnson, “The Pilgrimage
Motif in the Book of Hebrews,” JBL 97(1978): 239—
51; C. R. Koester, The Dwelling of God: Tabernacle in
the Old Testament, Intertestamental Jewish Literature,
and the New Testament (CBQMS 22; Washington,
D. C.: Catholic Biblical Assn., 1989), 152-83; S.
Lehne, The New Covenant in Hebrews (JSNTSup
44; Shefhield: Sheffield Academic, 1990); B. Lindars,
“Hebrews and the Second Temple,” in W. Horbury,
ed., Templum Amicitiae (JSNTSup 48; Shefheld:
Sheffield Academic, 1991), 410-33; G. W. MacRae,
“Heavenly Temple and Eschatology in the Letter
to the Hebrews,” Semeia 12 (1978): 179-99; D.
Peterson, Hebrews and Perfection: An Examination of
the Concept of Perfection in the “Epistle ro the Hebrews”
(SNTSMS 47; Cambridge: Cambridge University
1982); J. Schaefer, “The Relationship
between Priestly and Servant Messianism in the
Epistle to the Hebrews,” CBQ 30 (1968): 359-89;
K. Schenck, “Keeping His Appointment: Creation
and Enthronement in Hebrews,” /SNT 66 (1997):
91-117; J. M. Scholer, Proleptic Priests: Priesthood in
the Epistle to the Hebrews (JSNTSup 49: Sheffield:
Sheffield Academic, 1991); D. A. deSilva, Despising

Shame: Honor Discourse and Community Maintenance

Press,

in the Epistle to the Hebrews (SBLDS 152; Atlanta:
Scholars, 1995); and D. Worley, “God’s Faithfulness
to Promise: The Hortatory Use of Commissive
Language in Hebrews” (Diss., Yale University,
1981; Worley’s analysis of the possession language
in Hebrews particularly influenced my reading of
Hebrews).

For critical commentary and full bibliography,
see H. W. Actridge, The Epistle to the Hebrews, ed.
H. Koester (Hermeneia; Philadelphia: Fortress Press,
1989); G. W. Buchanan, 7o the Hebrews (AB; Garden
City, N.Y.: Doubleday, 1972); P Ellingworth,
Commentary on Hebrews (NIGTC; Grand Rapids:
Eerdmans, 1993); and W. L. Lane, Hebrews, 2 vols.
(WB; Waco: Word, 1991). For a more general and
readable treatment, see V. C. Phtzner, Hebrews

(Nashville: Abingdon, 1997).

CHAPTER 21

A survey of the data on Peter can be found in
R. E. Brown et al., Peter in the New lestament: A
Collaborative Assessment by Protestant and Roman
Catholic  Scholars (Minneapolis: Augsburg Pub.
House, 1973); and P. Perkins, Peter: Apostle for the
Whole Church (Columbia: University of South
Carolina Press, 1994). Also see J. K. Elliott, “Peter,
Silvanus and Mark in 1 Peter and Acts: Sociological-
Exegetical Perspectives on a Petrine Group in
Rome,” in W. Haubach and M. Bachmann, eds.,
Wort in der Zeit (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1980), 250-
67; and M. L. Soards, “1 Peter, 2 Peter, and Jude
as Fvidence for a Petrine School,” ANRW 11.25.5
(1988): 3828-49. On the purpose and nature of the
letter, see J. H. Elliott, A Home for the Homeless: A
Sociological Exegesis of 1 Peter (Philadelphia: Fortress
Press, 1981); and C. E D. Moule, “The Nature and
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Purpose of 1 Peter,” NTS 3 (1956-57): 1-11. For a
good cross-section of essays on the epistle, see C. H.
Talbert, ed., Perspectives on First Peter (Macon, Ga.:
Mercer University Press, 1986).

The possible liturgical background to the let-
ter is explored by E L. Cross, I Peter: A Paschal
Liturgy (London: A. R. Mowbray & Co., 1954);
A. R. C. Leaney, “I Peter and the Passover: An
Interpretation,” N78 10 (1963-64): 238-51; and T.
C. G. Thornton, “1 Peter, A Paschal Liturgy?” JTS
12 (1961): 14-26.
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explored by J. Coutts, “Ephesians 1:3-14 and I
Peter 1:3-12,” NTS 3 (1956-57): 115-27; and C.
L. Mitton, “The Relationship Between I Peter and
Ephesians,” /7§ 1 (1950): 67-73. An approach
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P Carrington, The Primitive Christian Catechism
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1940);
and A. C. Sundberg, “On Testimonies,” NovT
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Gospel Tradition,” N7S 16 (1970): 95-113; and
R. H. Gundry, “Verba Christi’ in I Peter: Their
Implications Concerning the Authorship of I Peter
and the Authenticity of the Gospel Tradition,” NTS
13 (1966-67): 336-50.
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are treated in P. J. Achtemeier, “Newborn Babes and
Living Stones: Literal and Figurative in 1 Peter,” in
M. P. Horgan and P J. Kobelski, eds., 7o Touch the
Text (New York: Crossroad, 1989), 207-36; E H.
Agnew, “I Peter 1:2: An Alternative Translation,”
CBQ 45 (1983): 68-73; J. K. Applegate, “The Co-
Elect Woman of 1 Peter,” N75 38 (1992): 587-604;
D. L. Balch, Let Wives Be Submissive: The Domestic
Code in I Peter (SBLMS, 26; Chico, Calif.: Scholars,
1981); E. Best, “I Peter I 4—10: A Reconsideration,”

NovT 11 (1969): 270-93; O. S. Brooks, “1 Peter
3:21: A Clue to the Literary Structure of the
Epistle,” NovT 16 (1974): 290-305; W. J. Dalton,
Christs Proclamation to the Spirits: A Study of 1 Peter
3:18—4:6, 2nd ed. (AnB 23; Rome: Biblical Inst.
Press, 1989); ]J. H. Elliott, “Backward and Forward
in His Steps” in F. Segovia, ed., Discipleship in the
New Testament (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1985),
184-209; idem, The Elect and the Holy (NovTSup,
12; Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1966); B. Girtner, The Temple
and the Community in Qumran and the New Testament
(SNTSMS 1; Cambridge; Cambridge University
Press, 1965), 72-88; D. Hill, “On Suffering and
Baptism in 1 Peter,” Nov1 18 (1976): 181-89; J.
Knox, “Pliny and I Peter: A Note on I Pet 4:4-16
and 3:15,” JBL 72 (1973): 187-89; T. W. Martin,
Metaphor and Composition in 1 Peter (SBLDS 131;
Atlanta: Scholars, 1992); T. P. Osborne, “Guide
Lines for Christian Suffering: A Source-Critical and
Theological Study of 1 Peter 2, 21-25,” Biblica 64
(1983): 381-403; B. Reicke, The Disobedient Spirits
and Christian Baptism (Copenhagen: Munksgaard,
1946); W. L. Schutter, Hermeneutic and Composition
in I Peter (WUNT 2.30; Tiibingen: J. C. B. Mohr
[Siebeck], 1989); E. G. Selwyn, “Eschatology in I
Peter,” in D. Daube and W. D. Davies, eds., The
Background of the New Testament and Its Eschatology
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1954),
394-401; L. Thurén, Argument and Theology in 1
Peter: The Origins of Christian Paraenesis (JSNTSup
114; Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1995); and W.
C. Van Unnik, “The Teaching of Good Works in I
Peter,” NTS 1 (1954): 92-110.

For critical commentary, see P. J. Achtemeier, 1
Peter: A Commentary on First Peter, ed. E. J. Epp
(Hermeneia; Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1996); E
W. Beare, The First Epistle of Peter, 3rd ed. (Oxford:
Basil Blackwell, 1970); P. H. Davids, The First Epistle
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of Peter (NICNT; Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1990);
L. Goppelt, A Commentary on I Peter, ed. F. Hahn,
trans. J. E. Alsup (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1993
[1978]); J. R. Michaels, I Peter (WBC; Waco: Word,
1988); and E. G. Selwyn, The First Epistle of Saint
Peter (London: Macmillan & Co., 1958). For a more
general treatment, see J. N. D. Kelly, A Commentary
on the Epistles of Peter and Jude (HNTC; New York:
Harper & Row, 1969).

CHAPTER 22

On the state of research, see the older treatment by
J. Rowston, “The Most Neglected Book in the New
Testament,” N75 21 (1974-75): 554—63 (for Jude),
as well as the more recent studies by R. J. Bauckham,
“2 Peter: An Account of Research,” ANRW 11.25.5
(1988): 3713-52; and idem, “The Letter of Jude:
An Account of Research,” ANRW I1.25.5 (1988):
3791-3826. Also see M. L. Soards, “1 Peter, 2 Peter,
and Jude as Evidence for a Petrine School,” ANRW
11.25.5 (1988): 3828-49.

For an attempt to place Jude at a specific time and
place in second-century Egypt, see J. ]J. Gunther,
“The Alexandrian Epistle of Jude,” N75 30 (1984):
549-62. For the placement of Jude in the mission
of the relatives of Jesus, see the intriguing study by
R. J. Bauckham, Jude and the Relatives of Jesus in the
Early Church (Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1990).
For Jude as an anti-heretical polemic, see E Wisse,
“The Epistle of Jude in the History of Heresiology,”
in M. Krause, ed., Essays in the Nag Hammadi Texts
(Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1972): 133—43.

On specific points, see J. D. Charles, “Literary
Artifice in the Episde of Jude,” ZNW 82 (1991):
106-24; idem, Literary Strategy in the Epistle of Jude
(Scranton: University of Scranton Press, 1993); E.

E. Ellis, “Prophecy and Hermeneutic in Jude,” in
his Prophecy and Hermeneutic in Early Christianity
(Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1978), 221-36; 1. H.
Eybers, “Aspects of the Background of the Letter of
Jude,” Neot 9 (1975): 113-23; J. Fossum, “Kyrios
Jesus as the Angel of the Lord in Jude 5-7,” NTS 33
(1987): 226-43; S. J. Joubert, “Language, Ideology
and the Social Context of the Letter of Jude,” Neot
24 (1990): 335—49; idem, “Persuasion in the Letter
of Jude,” JSNT 58 (1995): 75-87; L. Thurén, “Hey
Jude! Asking for the Original Situation and Message
of a Catholic Epistle,” NTS 43 (1997): 451-65; and
A. EJ. Klijn, “Jude 5 to 7,” in W. C. Weinrich, ed.,
The New Testament Age (Macon: Mercer University
Press, 1984), 237-44.

Jude’s use of 1 Enoch is examined by M. Black,
“The Maranatha Invocation and Jude 14, 15 (I
Enoch 1:9),” in B. Lindars and S. S. Smalley, eds.,
Christ and Spirit in the New Testament (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1973), 189-96; C.
D. Osburn, “The Christological Use of 1 Enoch
1:9 in Jude 14, 15,” NTS 23 (1976=77): 334—41;
and idem, “I Enoch 80:2-8 (67:5-7) and Jude
12-13,” CBQ 47 (1985): 296-303. Jude’s use of the
Assumption/Testament of Moses is thoroughly ana-
lyzed in R. J. Bauckham’s commentary, Jude, 2 Peter
(see below), 65-76. Also see J. D. Charles, “Jude’s
Use of Pseudepigraphical Source-Material as Part of
a Literary Strategy,” NTS 37 (1991): 130-45; and
idem, ““Those’ and ‘These’: The Use of the OId
Testament in the Epistle of Jude,” JSNT 38 (1990):
109-24.

For studies taking into account both Jude and
2 DPeter, see M. Desjardins, “The Portrayal of the
Dissidents in 2 Peter and Jude: Does It Tell Us
More About the ‘Godly’ than the ‘Ungodly’?” JSNT
30 (1987): 89-102; J. Knight, 2 Peter and Jude
(Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1995); and D. E
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Watson, Invention, Arrangement, and Style: Rhetorical
Criticism of Jude and 2 Peter (SBLDS 104; Atlanta:
Scholars, 1988). On the issue of polemic in both
letters, see A. du Toit, “Vilification as a Pragmatic
Device in Early Christian Epistolography,” Biblica
75 (1994): 403-12.

The connections of 2 Peter to 1 Peter are consid-
ered by G. H. Boobyer, “The Indebtedness of 2 Peter
to Peter,” in A. ]. B. Higgins, ed., New Iestament
Essays (Manchester: Manchester University Press,
1959), 34-53; and W. J. Dalton, “The Interpretation
of 1 Pet. 3:19 and 4:6: Light from 2 Peter,” Biblica
60 (1979): 547-55. On the connection of 2 Peter to
Jude, see J. Kahmann, “The Second Letter of Peter
and the Letter of Jude: Their Mutual Relationship,”
trans. P Judge, in J.-M. Sevrin, ed., The New
Testament in Early Christianity (BETL 86; Leuven:
Leuven University Press, 1989), 105-21; and ]J.
A. T. Robinson in his Redating the New Testament
(Philadelphia: Westminster, 1976), 140-99.

For a general treatment of the setting of 2 Peter,
see T. Fornberg, An Early Church in a Pluralistic
Society: A Study of 2 Peter (ConBNT 9; Lund:
CWK Gleerup, 1977). One of the more impor-
tant studies on 2 Peter is J. H. Neyrey, “The Form
and Background of the Polemic in 2 Peter,” /BL
99 (1980): 407-31, to which my treatment of 2
Peter is indebted. For individual points, see H.
C. C. Cavallin, “The False Teachers of 2 Peter as
Pseudo-Prophets,” NovT 21 (1979): 263-70; J.
D. Charles, Virtue Amidst Vice: The Function of the
Catalog of Virtues in 2 Peter 1.5-7 (JSNTSup 1505
Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1997); E W Danker,
“2 Peter 1: A Solemn Decree,” CBQ 40 (1978):
64-82; D. Farkasfalvy, “The Ecclesial Setting of
Pseudepigraphy in Second Peter and Its Role in the
Formation of the Canon,” SC 5 (1985): 3-29; A.

B. Kolenkow, “The Genre Testament and Forecasts

of the Future in the Hellenistic Jewish Milieu,” /S
6 (1975): 57-71; J. H. Neyrey, “The Apologetic
Use of the Transfiguration in 2 Pet. 1:16-21,” CBQ
42 (1980): 504-19; C. P. Thiede, “A Pagan Reader
of 2 Peter: Cosmic Conflagration in 2 Peter 3 and
the Octavius of Minucius Felix,” /SNT 26 (1986):
79-96; and G. Vermes, “The Story of Balaam in
the Scripture: Origin of Haggadah,” in his Scripture
and Tradition in Judaism (SPB 4; Leiden: E. J. Brill,
1961), 127-77. For 2 Peter as the quintessential
example of “early Catholicism,” see E. Kisemann,
“An Apologia for Primitive Christian Eschatology,”
in his Essays on New Testament Themes (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1982 [1964]), 169-95; and C. H.
Talbert, “II Peter and the Delay of the Parousia,” VC
20 (1966): 137-45.

For recent scholarly commentary with full bibli-
ography, see R. ]. Bauckham, Jude, 2 Peter (WBC;
Waco: Word, 1983); and J. H. Neyrey, 2 Peter, Jude
(AB; New York: Doubleday, 1993). Also helpful
for its critical notes is the older commentary by J.
B. Mayor, The Epistles of Jude and II Peter (Grand
Rapids: Baker, 1979 [1907]). For more general
treatment, see J. N. D. Kelly, The Epistles of Peter and
Jude (HNTC; New York: Harper & Row, 1969).

CHAPTER 23

For studies pertaining to James, the brother of Jesus
(the person most frequently associated with the
Epistle of James), see R. J. Bauckham, James (New
York: Routledge, 1999); ]J. Painter, Just jJames: The
Brother of Jesus in History and Tradition (Columbia:
University of South Carolina Press, 1997); and
R. B. Ward, “James of Jerusalem,” ANRW 11.26.1
(1992): 792-810. For the letter in recent research,
see . H. Davids, “The Epistle of James in Modern
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Discussion,” ANRW11.25.5 (1988): 3621-45.

For recent studies dealing with the general frame-
work of James, including specific issues of inter-
pretation, see J. B. Adamson, James: The Man and
His Message (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1989); T. B.
Cargal, Restoring the Diaspora: Discursive Structure and
Purpose in the Epistle of James (SBLDS 144; Atlanta:
Scholars, 1993); and T. C. Penner, The Epistle of James
and  Eschatology: Re-reading an Ancient Christian
Letter (JSNTSup 121; Sheffield: Sheffield Academic,
1996). For a discussion of context and related issues,
see L. T. Johnson, “The Social World of James:
Literary Analysis and Historical Reconstruction,” in
L. M. White and O. L. Yarbrough, eds., The Social
World of the First Christians (Minneapolis: Fortress
Press, 1995): 178-97.

The Pauline connection is variously pursued by V.
Limberis, “The Provenance of the Caliphate Church:
James 2.17-26 and Galatians 3 Reconsidered,” in
C. A. Evans and J. A. Sanders, eds., Early Christian
Interpretation of the Scriptures of Israel: Investigations
and Proposals (JSNTSup 148; Sheffield: Sheffield
Academic, 1997), 397-420; J. G. Lodge, “James
and Paul at Cross-Purposes? James 2:22,” Biblica 62
(1981): 195-213;and D. O. Via, “The Right Strawy
Epistle’ Reconsidered: A Study in Biblical Ethics and
Hermeneutics,” JR 49 (1969): 253-67. Aspects of
genre are treated by L. G. Perdue, “Paraenesis and
the Epistle of James,” ZNW 72 (1981): 241-56;
and E O. Francis, “The Form and Function of the
Opening and Closing Paragraphs of James and I
John,” ZNW 61 (1970): 110-26.

For the relation of James to various aspects of the
symbolic world, see W. R. Baker, Personal Speech-
Ethics in the Epistle of James (WUNT 2.68; Tiibingen:
J. C. B. Mohr [Siebeck], 1995); M. A. Jackson-
McCabe, “A Letter to the Twelve Tribes in the
Diaspora: Wisdom and ‘Apocalyptic’ Eschatology in

the Letter of James,” SBLSP 35 (1996): 504-17; L.
T. Johnson, “James 3:13—4:10 and the Topos PERI
PHTHONOU,” NovT 25 (1983): 327-47; idem,
“The Mirror of Remembrance (James 1:22-25),”
CBQ 50 (1988): 632—45; idem, “Taciturnity and
True Religion: James 1:26-27,” in D. L. Balch et al,,
eds., Grecks, Romans, and Christians (Minneapolis:
Fortress Press, 1990): 329-39; idem, “The Use of
Leviticus 19 in the Letter of James,” /BL 101(1982):
391-401; J. Marcus, “The Evil Inclination in the
Epistle of James,” CBQ 44 (1982): 606-21; P
Minear, ““Yes and No’: The Demand for Honesty
in the Early Church,” Nov7 13 (1971): 1-13; S. E.
Porter, “Is dipsychos (James 1,8; 4,8) a ‘Christian
Word’?” Biblica 71 (1990): 469-98; O. ]. E Seitz,
“The Relationship of the Shepherd of Hermas to the
Letter of James,” /BL 63 (1944): 131-40; and M.
H. Shepherd, “The Epistle of James and the Gospel
of Matthew,” /BL 75 (1956): 40-51.

For studies of particular themes and passages, see
L. Alonso Schékel, “James 5,2 [sic; = 5:6] and 4,6,”
Biblica 54 (1973): 73-76; W. R. Baker, “‘Above
All Else’: Contexts of the Call for Verbal Integrity
in James 5.12,” JSNT 54 (1994): 57-71; J. H.
Elliott, “The Epistle of James in Rhetorical and
Social Scientific Perspective: Holiness-Wholeness
and Patterns of Replication,” B7B 23 (1993):
71-81; L. E. Elliott-Binns, “James 1:18: Creation
or Redemption?” NTS 3 (1957): 148-61; P H.
Davids, “James and Jesus,” in D. Wenham, ed., Jesus
Tradition Outside the Gospels (Sheffield: JSOT Press,
1985), 63-84; P J. Hartin, James and the Q Sayings
of Jesus (JSNTSup 47; Sheffield: Sheffield Academic,
1991); L. T. Johnson, “Friendship with the World/
Friendship with God: A Study of Discipleship in
James,” in E Segovia, ed., Discipleship in the New
Testament (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1985),
166-83; J. A. Kirk, “The Meaning of Wisdom
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in James: Examination of a Hypothesis,” N7S 16
(1969): 24-38; S. Laws, “Does Scripture Speak in
Vain?: A Reconsideration of James 4:5,” NT§ 20
(1974): 210-15; S. R. Llewelyn, “The Prescript
of James,” NovT 39 (1997): 385-93; L. Thurén,
“Risky Rhetoric in James?” NovT 37 (1995): 262~
84; D. J. Verseput, “Reworking the Puzzle of Faith
and Deeds in James 2.14-26,” NTS 43 (1997):
97-115; R. B. Ward, “Partiality in the Assembly,”
HTR 62 (1969): 87-97; idem, “The Works of
Abraham: James 2:14-26,” HTR 61(1968): 283-90;
D. E Watson, “James 2 in Light of Greco-Roman
Schemes of Argumentation,” N7§ 39 (1993): 94—
121; and idem, “The Rhetoric of James 3.1-12 and
a Classical Pattern of Argumentation,” NovT 35
(1993): 48-64.

The classic commentary on James is M. Dibelius,
James: A Commentary on the Epistle of James, rev.
H. Greeven, trans. M. A. Williams (Hermeneia;
Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1976 [1964]). The older
commentary by J. B. Mayor, The Epistle of St. James,
3rd ed. (London: Macmillan & Co., 1913), also
contains much useful information. For more recent
critical commentary, see . H. Davids, Commentary
on James (NIGTC; Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1982);
L. T. Johnson, The Letter of James (AB; New York:
Doubleday, 1995); and R. 2. Martin, James (WBC;
Waco: Word, 1988). More straightforward guides
through the text are S. Laws, A Commentary on the
Epistle of James (HNTC; San Francisco: Harper
& Row, 1980), and R. W. Wall, Communizy of the
Wise: The Letter of James (Valley Forge, Pa.: Trinity,
1997).

CHAPTER 24

For a variety of topics related to the Johannine litera-
ture, see R. 2 Martin and 2. H. Davids, Dictionary
of the Later New Testament and lIts Developments
(Downers Grove: InterVarsity Press, 1997). A
helpful review of recent Johannine scholarship as
a whole is R. Kysar, The Fourth Evangelist and His
Gospel (Minneapolis: Augsburg Pub. House, 1975);
idem, “The Fourth Gospel: A Report on Recent
Research,” ANRW 11.25.3 (1980): 2389—-440; and
D. M. Smith, “The Contribution of J. Louis Martyn
to the Understanding of the Gospel of John,” in R.
T. Fortna and B. R. Gaventa, eds., The Conversation
Continues: Studies in Paul ¢ John (Nashville:
Abingdon, 1990), 275-97. For useful collections
of essays, see J. Ashton, ed., The Interpretation of
Jobn, rev. ed. (Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1997);
idem, Studying John: Approaches to the Fourth Gospel
(New York: Clarendon, 1994); C. K. Barrett, Essays
on John (Philadelphia: Westminster, 1982); R.
A. Culpepper and C. C. Black, eds., Exploring the
Gospel of John (Louisville: Westminster John Knox,
1996); M. de Jonge, Jesus: Stranger from Heaven and
Son of God, trans. and ed. J. E. Steely (SBLSBS 11;
Missoula, Mont.: Scholars, 1977); J. L. Martyn,
The Gospel of Jobn in Christian History (New York:
Paulist, 1978); S. Porter and C. A. Evans, eds.,
The Johannine Writings (BS 32; Sheffield: Sheffield
Academic, 1995); and D. M. Smith, Johannine
Christianity: Essays on Irs Setting, Sources, and
Theology (Columbia: University of South Carolina
Press, 1984). For treatments of the FG as a whole,
see J. Ashton, Understanding the Fourth Gospel (New
York: Clarendon, 1991); J. Painter, The Quest for
the Messiah: The History, Literature and Theology
of the Johannine Community, 2nd ed. (Nashville:
Abingdon, 1993); and S. S. Smalley, John: Evangelist
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and Interpreter (London: Paternoster Press, 1978).
For wvarious aspects of the Johannine com-
munity and literature, see O. Cullmann, 7he
Johannine Circle, trans. ]. Bowden (Philadelphia:
The Westminster, 1976 [1975]); R. A. Culpepper,
The Johannine School (SBLDS 26; Missoula, Mont.:
Scholars, 1975); M. Hengel, The Johannine Question,
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“The Johannine School: A Gnostic Tradition in
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and D. E. H. Whiteley, “Was John Written by a
Sadducee?” ANRW 11.25.3 (1980): 2481-2505.
On the Beloved Disciple, see R. J. Bauckham, “The
Beloved Disciple as Ideal Author,” JSNT 49 (1993):
21-44; J. H. Chatlesworth, The Beloved Disciple:
Whose Witness Validates the Gospel of John? (Valley
Forge, Pa.: Trinity, 1995); R. A. Culpepper, John
the Son of Zebedee: The Life and Legend (Columbia:
University of South Carolina Press, 1994), 56-88;
and M. de Jonge, “The Beloved Disciple and the
Date of the Gospel of John,” in E. Best and R. McL.
Wilson, eds., Text and Interpretation (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1979), 99-114.
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A Neglected Factor in Johannine Community
Research,” CBQ 43 (1981): 243-57; R. E. Brown,
The Community of the Beloved Disciple (New York:
Paulist, 1979); J. L. Martyn, History and Theology
in the Fourth Gospel, rev. ed. (Nashville: Abingdon,
1979); J. Painter, “The Farewell Discourses and the
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81): 525-43; J. D. Purvis, “The Fourth Gospel
and the Samaritans,” NovT 17 (1975): 161-98;
U. Schnelle, Antidocetic Christology in the Gospel
of John: An Investigation of the Place of the Fourth
Gospel in the Johannine School, trans. L. M. Maloney
(Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1992 [1987]); U. C.
von Wahlde, “Community in Conflict: The History
and Social Context of the Johannine Community,”
Int 49 (1995): 379-89; R. A. Whitacre, Johannine
Polemic: The Role of Tradition and Theology (SBLDS
67; Chico, Calif.: Scholars, 1982); and D. B. Woll,
Johannine Community in Conflict: Authority, Rank,
and Succession in the First Farewell Discourse (SBLDS
60; Chico, CA: Scholars, 1981).
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between John and the Synoptic Gospels is exam-
ined by P. Borgen (with response from E Neirynck),
“John and the Synoptics,” in D. L. Dungan, ed.,
The Interrelations of the Gospels (BETL 95; Macon,
Ga.: Mercer University Press, 1990), 408-58; T. L.
Brodie, The Quest for the Origins of John’s Gospel:
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