
VI PRKKAOK

for n wrioH of iiui«'|N>ndt<i)t Stn<ii<>H. Mor««ov«>r, muni' of iho

('hAptont ill thi> |)ri>N4>nl KmiW, though |)OMiihly lhi>y iiiiKht |numi on

i'x«');ttin»l ooiniiu'iito. an' i|iiif«' iniMj<><nmt« an ••haavh. It miwt ht>

n'moiiilM'niJ that it waa i«ir|»»t«Hl to mi|>|>li>iiH'iit wvitaI of th*-**'

NoU'!* by fiirthor NotoN on oth«T Ai«|>tTtA of lh«' witm' |»n)hlt'iiiM aa

thoy |irt'm<nU'«i tht'inm-lvoH in ihf i-oiirm' of thf Synoptir nurrAtivoA.

Tho author w not without hop- that hi- may U- Ahlo iK'loro long

to iiw»n« A m»o«>ntl m'rioA of Stniiit'N in which m»ino of iho oiniHAionH

Axv nvtilij^i In jtoint of fAt't «'v«'rAl Stuilit'H on othor iiiAtton*

An* pnu'tically writton, An«l othors ilofiiiitoly plannoti. Among the

mibjivtA to Ih> (liMMisAtHl in t\w mrontl SorioH wonl»l Iw :
n-rtAin

RsiVH't!* of '• Lifo uhiKt th«' \ji\vi," th»' " Yoko of the CoininAiid-

nuMit^t." "Kitiial Purity," th«' "TrutlitionH of tho KIiKth." tho "Limt

SupjMT.'" Itihhinic (\>nc«'plioim of SAcrificf iiiul Pmyer," th«'

"TriAl of Jo9U8, " the " Am IlA-an •?." tho " Two W'lxyt-, ' the " P8y-

cholog)- And Liturgj' of Confi'swion." and abovo all t'lo " Kingtioni

of C«h1, '• Pharisaic EoohAtologj',' and the " Jewish ApooalypHes."

This bt'inj: the ca«i\ I have deferred for a later occasion any

gtneral appreciation of the Cu>8p*>l teachingn. Nor do I think it

necossarj- to justify at any length the intrusion of a Jewish student

into the discussion i>f the Synoptic problem. Mr Montefiore, as is

admittrti on all hands, rendered a conspicuous service both to

Jewish and Christian scholars by his frank and masterly exami-

nation of the Gospels from a professedly Jewish stanc'-point.

Undoubt^Klly a (though not the) real Synoptic problem is: how to

hold the balance truly between the teaching of Jesus on the one

hand and of Pharisaic Judaism on the other. Obviously, then,

Jewish students have both the right and the duty to attempt a

contribution to this balance<i judgment. Apart from the fact that

their studies in Pharisaic literature are inevitably mo/e intimate,

there is another very important consideration. Pharisaism was

not a mere historical phai^e : it has remained a vital force, it has

gune on without a moment's break from the centuries before the

Christian era to the twentieth century of that era. It has been


