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Matthew’s portrait of Jesus
ABSTRACT

Studies in Matthean Christology often tend to focus merely on the titles given to
Jesus in this Gospel. These titles are considered as key words to convey the early
Christians’ confession of Jesus. Such an approach holds the risk of assuming that
Matthew had a worked out “Christology” and that these titles had universal and
fixed meanings. In this article | argue that such titles provide helpful pointers
to Matthew’s understanding of Jesus, but on condition that their meanings are
carefully interpreted within the context of the Matthean narrative. One also has to
read beyond the titles and recognize allusions and motifs which Matthew uses to
present his compelling narrative of Jesus.

1. INTRODUCTION

The main focus of Matthew’s Gospel falls on Jesus. Therefore it is essential for any person
who studies Matthew’s thoughts to consider his understanding of Jesus as he portrays Him to
his readers. In considering this topic, scholars often refer to “Matthean Christology”. Such a
reference holds the risk of assuming that Matthew had a worked out doctrine as is well known in
modern discussions on Christology. However, Matthew does not present a systematic doctrinal
Christology.

Until quite recently the Christology of a New Testament book has been considered
merely as the study of the honorific titles such as “Christ”, “Lord”, “Son of Man” and “Son of
God” (e.g. Cullmann 1957; Hahn 1963). Titles, however, are not the only or necessarily the
most useful indicators of the Christological understanding of the New Testament authors (Keck
1986:368-370; Senior 1997:53). It is disputable to assume that Matthew thought in terms of
established Christological titles, as modern scholars would do. The study of titles frequently
does not take into account the textual contexts of these titles. Luz (2005:83) indicates that
honorific titles should be considered within the Jesus narrative of each Gospel. Gospel writers
often transformed the traditional semantic field of such titles and defined them within their
new contexts. For this reason the “synchronic and diachronic aspects” (Luz 2005:85) must be
considered. Account must be taken of where Matthew meets his readers in their traditional
Christological thinking and how he shapes it in the development of the narrative. Many of the
titles Matthew used for Jesus were drawn from the Old Testament and Judaism. As he applied
them to Jesus, he added new layers of meaning.

Titles remain important indicators of what the author thought of Jesus. Yet they have
to be interpreted within their specific contexts. Titles form part of an overall narrative. They can
not be isolated from their context.

This article aims to indicate how Matthew portrays Jesus as the main Character in his compelling
story. His use of titles is explored and then put in context of main Christological themes in his
Gospel.
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2. TITLES USED FOR JESUS

2.1 Christ

Matthew’s Gospel opens with the titles “’Inco? XpiotoD vioD Aavid viod ABpady” (Mt 1:1).
The combination “Jesus Christ” functioning as double name is almost unknown in the gospels
(France 1989:280). It is likely that in Matthew 1:1 “Christ” is used as a title applied to Jesus
at the beginning of the gospel. Matthew’s genealogy triumphantly concludes with “’Incofg 0
Aeybpevog Xplotdg” (Mt 1:16). When the “story” begins, Matthew states at the outset “ToD &¢
"Incod Xptotod 1) yéveotg olitwe fiv” (Mt 1:18). From this it is clear that Matthew chose this title
to explain his understanding of Jesus. Matthew’s teaching of Jesus is rooted in Israel’s Messianic
expectations, history and Scriptures.

Once this significance of Jesus has been stated, Matthew uses this title surprisingly

rarely. It occurs in three episodes each in which the question who Jesus is explicitly comes to
the forefront.
The first occurrence is when John enquires “SV €1 6 €épxOpevoc 1 £tepov mpoodokdpev;” (Mt
11:2). Significantly the title Christ does not come from John directly, but Matthew’s editorial
introduction makes it clear that the deeds of Christ prompted the enquiry ““O &¢ ’Twdvvng
dkovoag év T Seopwtnpim t £pya tol Xplotold” (Mt 11:2). In Jewish Scripture the Messiah
was someone that was anointed by God for a special service (e.g. 1 Sam. 9:15-16; 10:1; 16:3.
12-13). This term is often used as a royal title (1 Sam. 24:6; 2 Sam. 1:14; Ps. 2:2). The idea of
a suffering and eventually crucified Messiah was foreign to and unexpected in the Judaism of
Jesus’ days. John therefore had doubts whether Jesus was the Messiah.

In the second occurrence the title is rightly used by Peter “SV €1 6 Xptotdg” (Mt 16:16)
as a result of divine revelation. Matthew confirms in his narrative that the title was rightly
applied (Mt 16:17-20), even though Peter still misunderstood the full implication of that term
(Mt 16:21-23).
Another cluster of references identifying Jesus as the Messiah occurs in Matthew’s narrative of
the Passion Week in Jerusalem. Jesus clashes with religious leaders in an episode that stresses
his Davidic and messianic connections: “Zuvnyuévwv 8¢ thv Qaploalwv ¢nnpwtnosv avtog O
"Incoflig Adéywv, Ti Vuiv Sokel mept tol Xprotol; tivog vidg éotv; Aéyouov attd, Tol Aauid.
Myet aUtolg, MM olv Aauld v mveVpatt Kahel avtdv kKUpLov Aéywv” (Mt 22:41-42). Jesus also
affirms that no one should be called teacher, except the Christ: “uné¢ kAn6fite kabnyntai, 1t
kaBnynTig VUAOV éotv 1¢ O Xptotdg.” (Mt 23:10). In his answer to the disciples on the signs at
his return, He warns them not to believe in counterfeit messiahs: “tdte £dv tg Uulv gim, "1500
®6e 6 XpLotde, 1, “Qbe, ) moteVionte: éyepbricovtat yip Peuddxplotot kal PevSompodfital”
(Mt 24:23-26). At Jesus’ hearing before the Jewish council Jesus’ affirmative answer to the
high priest’s question echoes the language of Dan. 7:13-14%: “’E€opki{w ot katd toD 80D tod
{dvtog tva fulv elnng £l ov €1 6 XpLotog 6 viog ToD Bg0D. Ayl adTd 6 "Incodg, TV elnag’ My
Ayw Vi, &t dptl ShecBe tOV uildv ToD dvBpidmou kaBrjuevov €k SeE 1V Thig Suvdpewg kal
gpxOpevov £ml TV vedehdv ol ovpavod” (Mt 26:63). After that the title is only used when
mocking or accusing Jesus (Mt 26:68). When Pilate offers to release Barabbas, he alludes to the
fact that some call Jesus the Messiah (Mt 27:17, 22).

Significantly in none of these cases Jesus himself uses this title. Jesus continues to

[

1 In my vision at night | looked, and there before me was one like a son of man, coming with the clouds of
heaven. He approached the Ancient of Days and was led into his presence. He was given authority, glory
and sovereign power; all peoples, nations and men of every language worshiped him. His dominion is an
everlasting dominion that will not pass away, and his kingdom is one that will never be destroyed.
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sacrifice himself in a way that by far exceeds John, Peter and the high priest’s understanding
of the title. Without now entering into the complex debate of the messianic secret, it seems
unlikely from the way Matthew (and even Mark) used this title, that they tried to cover up the
fact that Jesus did not regard Himself as the Messiah. The ambivalence can rather be found
in the historical context of Jesus’ ministry. During his ministry the popular understanding of
the Messiah’s task (which John, Peter and the high priest shared) was significantly different to
what subsequently became clear after the death and resurrection of Jesus. In the post-Easter
situation the new understanding of Messiahship became accepted. The way Matthew (and
Mark) used the term “Christ” signified something different from what it would have meant in the
pre-Easter situation. The difference between the understanding of “Christ” during the period of
Jesus’ ministry and when Matthew wrote his Gospel probably explains why Jesus did not publicly
claim the title for Himself. Seen from this perspective it is clear why Keck’s warning (1986:368-
370) must be taken seriously. One cannot study the title “Christ” outside its context. Such an
approach would cause a serious distortion of Matthew’s portrait of Jesus.

2.2 Son of David

The expectation of the Davidic Messianic king was widespread in Judaism and frequently used
in rabbinic texts. In parts of Judaism the first son of David, Solomon, was even known as exorcist
(the Testament of Solomon) (Luz, 2005:86). It was expected that the eschatological “Son of
David:” would appear in the messianic era as miracle healer.

Matthew tells the story of Jesus as the “Son of David”. The title “Son of David” occurs
more frequently in Matthew’s gospel than in the rest of the New Testament (France 1989:284;
Turner 2008:33). Matthew uses this common expectation about the “Son of David” as point of
departure to explain the meaning of Jesus’ miracles (Luz 2005:86; Senior 1997:57). Matthew
argues that Jesus is the expected “Son of David”, but that He does more than commonly was
expected. Israel’s Messiah was meant to be the Lord of the world.

Matthew introduces the concept “Son of David” in the title of his book and Jesus’
genealogy. “Son of David” stands alongside “Christ” in die first verse: “’IncoD Xpioto® vio®
Aauis vioD ABpadp” (Mt 1:1). Matthew emphasizes Jesus’ Davidic lineage. King David plays a
key role in his genealogy (Mt 1:16-17). This point is underlined when the angel addresses Joseph
as “son of David” (Mt 1:20). By divine intervention Jesus, the virgin’s Son, is the descendent
of David. Jesus as the Davidic Messiah inherits the promises God made to David and brings
God’s rule upon Israel. Matthew identifies Jesus with Israel’s traditional messianic hopes and
expectations, but Jesus does even more. Thus Matthew paves the way for the story of the ruling
and healing of the merciful Son of David in the main body of the Gospel (Turner 1008:33). This
emphasis seems to be rooted in Jewish Biblical texts such as 2 Sam. 7:14-16; Pss. 2; 89; Isa. 9:6-7;
11:1-5 and Jer. 23:5-6).

As with the title “Christ”, Jesus also does not use the title “Son of David” of Himself,
though it is freely used by others of Jesus. It is used by crowds who discuss his power (Mt
12:23) and especially by those who expect healing from Him (Mt 9:27; 15:22; 20:30, 31). Almost
every use of the title is in direct relation to his healing power and the appeal to “have mercy”
(Duling 1977/8:392-410). Healing and mercy were understood as the characteristic activities
of the Son of David (cf. Mt 11:2-6). Matthew presents Jesus in his healing ministry as Son of
David. Significantly the title “Son of David” in Matthew is mainly used by people of no social or
theological standing, the blind, dumb, lame and demon-possessed. It is these “no-accounts”
that correctly recognized who Jesus was, while Israel’s leaders attributed his power to Satan
(Kingsbury 1976:598-601). The grace of the healing Jesus helps the ordinary people of Israel to

270 Deel 50 Nommers 1 & 2 MAART en JUNIE 2009



identify Jesus as the Son of David, who fulfils their Messianic hopes. Matthew demonstrates how
Jesus’ Davidic lineage is related to his royal authority to help the needy.

With his triumphal entry the enthusiastic crowds shouted praise to God: “‘Qoavvd T@
LI Aauis EVAoynuévog O £pxOpevog év dvdpatt kuplou  Qoavvd év tolg Viotolg” (Mt 21:9)
echoing the language of Ps. 118:25-26.

Israel’s Jewish leaders, however, rejected his healings categorically (Mt 9:34; 12:24-32,
38-42; 16:1-4; 21:15). The title “Son of David” is often associated with the healing of the blind.
Metaphorically Jesus the Messiah heals Israel’s blindness. But the scribes and the Pharisees
remain blind (Mt 23:16-26).

During the Passion Week when the conflict between Jesus and the Jewish leaders
increased, Jesus’ final dispute is cast in terms of his identity as Messiah and “Son of David”. It
is this title that was central to his rejection (Mt 22:41-45). From this pericope it becomes clear
that Jesus is even more than the Son of David. He is David’s Lord “Aauié kaAel altOv kUplov”
(Mt 22:45). This pericope takes up what the sick had anticipated when they addressed the son
of David as “Lord” (Mt 9:28; 15:22, 25; cf. 21:9) and followed Him. It also points to the end of
Matthew’s narrative on Jesus (Mt 28:16-20). Yet this passage also narrates how the Pharisees
rejected Jesus. According to Matthew their rejection implies that they do not understand their
own Scriptures which points out that the son of David is called “Lord” (Ps. 110)>.

Matthew’s replaces the political Jewish hopes of the Son of David. The title “Son of
David” should not be interpreted at the level of national political restoration in the form of the
return of the kingdom of David as was commonly understood. The acclamation "Qoavva t@ ui@®
Aawid” (Mt 21:9, 15) carries this nationalistic connotation.

2.3 Son of Abraham

Jesus’ title as “Son of Abraham” occurs immediately after He has been identified as the “Christ”
and the “Son of David”: “BiBAog yevéoewg Tnool Xpiotol viol Aavis viol ABpadu” (Mt 1:1).
Matthew stresses his Abrahamic lineage in Mt 1:2 and 17 not only to show his Jewish roots,
but also as the one in whom God’s promises made to Abraham culminates (Turner 2008:33).
Matthew reminds his readers of God’s promise to Abraham that all nations would be blessed in
him (Gen. 12) and of Abraham’s near sacrifice of his only son (Gen. 22).

The warning of John to the Pharisees and Sadducees not to rely on the Abrahamic
origins (Mt 3:9) is significant. Repentance, not descendance from Abraham is required to avoid
the coming judgment (Mt 3:8-10). This theme is advanced by Jesus’ response to the faith of the
Roman officer (Mt 8:10-12). Gentiles (not Jews as the leaders who came to John) would share in
the great eschatological banquet with Abraham, Isaac and Jacob.

2.4 Immanuel
Matthew’s narrative tells of the community’s religious experiences with Jesus as “God with
us”, Immanuel (Kupp, 1996:243). He opens his narrative with “kaA€oouctv 0 Gvopa altol
Eppavoun), 6 oty ueBepunveuOuevov MeB’ Nuddv O 8e0¢” (Mt 1:23), a citation from Isa. 7:14.
Matthew does not only mention it, he even translates it to ensure that his reader does not
miss the point. Right at the beginning of his narrative Matthew opens the idea that the baby is
Himself God. .

Later in the narrative the “with us” motive reappears in his promise that “oU yap eiowv
800 A tpei ouvnyuévol eig 0 £uodv Ovopa, €kel eipt v u€ow alt@®@v” (Mt 18:20). Jesus refers to

2 Thus Mt 22:41-46 reflects the Matthean community’s separation from Israel in their claim of Israel’s Bibli-
cal heritage (Carter, 2000:5).
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situations beyond his physical presence. Through his physical birth He became “God with us” but
continues to fulfil that role even after his ascension.

Matthew concludes climactically with “kai i6oU &y® ped’ Upddv eip ndoag Tag Ruépag
£wg tfig ouvteAeiag tol ai@vog” (Mt 28:20). Matthew 28:20 thus forms a literary inclusio with
Matthew 1:23 by which God’s presence among his people is represented by Jesus (Luz 2005:85;
Senior 1997:174; Turner 2008:34). Where Paul and John would talk of the presence of the
Holy Spirit as the means of God’ continuing presence among his people, Matthew denotes this
position to Jesus. He is the new and definitive form in which God is present with his people.

2.5 King

The episode of the wise men who came to search for the newborn King of Israel initiates the
theme of the rival between the evil pretender Herod and God’s true ruler: “NMo0 €otwv 0 texBeig
Bao\eUg @V Toudaiwv; eidopev yap altol tov dotépa év tfj AvatoAf] kai ABopev mpookuvijoat
alt®. AkoUoag &€ O BaotheUs Hpwéng Erapaydn kai ndoa TepooOAupa pet” altold” (Mt 2:2)
(Turner 2008:34). Matthew describes the triumphal entry of Jesus into Jerusalem as the act of a
King (Mt 21:5) as he cites Isa. 62:113 to that effect. When Jesus predicts his future judgment He
portrays Himself as the enthroned Son of Man (Mt 25:31). As King He will separate the blessed
from the cursed (Mt 25:34, 40-41). At his hearing, Jesus accepts Pilate’s question as a true
statement of his kingship (Mt 27:11). He endures the soldiers’ mocking of the title (Mt 27:29)
and the sarcastic reference to it on the signboard above his head on the cross (Mt 27:42). Even
the religious leaders mock Jesus’ kingship (Mt 27:42). However, after his resurrection He is given
all authority and as exalted King sends his disciples into the world (Mt 28:18), a portrait that
echoes Dan. 7:13-14.

2.6 Lord

Matthew made abundant use of the word kUptog. He uses the word 80 times in comparison to
18 times in Mark and 103 times in Luke (Rigaux, 1968:196). Bornkamm et a/ (1963:41-43) has
indicated that Matthew consistently uses “Lord” as the term by which his disciples and people
asking favors address Jesus, while Mark and Luke use a wider variety or terms such as “teacher”
and “master”. Matthew never uses term “teacher” when Jesus’ disciples address Him. Matthew
chose the term “Lord” with its overtones of power and authority demanding submission and
obedience (Mohrlang 1984:74; Rigaux 1968:196). When Jesus’ opponents address Him, they
never use the term “Lord”, but rather “teacher” and then almost in a derogatory way.

This form of address does not necessarily denote the divine Name Yahweh, the sacred
Tetragrammaton, as it is translated in the LXX. Matthew uses the title against the background of
its use in Greco-Roman times, ranging from a polite greeting of a human superior to a term for
the Roman emperor who was considered to be divine (Turner 2008:35). The 25 cases where Lord
is applied to Jesus, are all in the vocative (kUpte) with the implication of a respectful address (Mt
13:27; 21:30; 25:20, 22, 24; 27:63). From the context it is nevertheless obvious that Matthew
used this term implying a degree of unique authority.

From the simple honorary title, it developed into the designation of the risen Jesus and
Judge. Matthew 3:3 cites Isa. 40:3 applying to Jesus a passage that originally referred to Yahweh.
In Matthew 7:21-22 Jesus is addressed as Lord in his capacity as eschatological judge. Frequently
those who desire to be healed address Jesus as Lord (Mt 8:2, 6, 8; 15:22, 25, 27; 17:15; 20:30-31,

3 “The Lord has made proclamation to the ends of the earth: Say to the Daughter of Zion, ‘See, your Savior
comes! See, his reward is with him, and his recompense accompanies him.”
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33) and so do his disciples (Mt 8:21, 25; 14:28, 30; 16:22; 17:4; 18:21; 26:22).

At times Jesus calls himself Lord, as when He warns his disciples that if people called
Him as their Lord the prince of demons, it will be worse for them as for his servants (Mt 10:24-
25). Jesus expresses his authority over Sabbath law by referring to Himself as the Lord of the
Sabbath (Mt 12:8). He identifies Himself as Lord when He sends his disciples to get a donkey and
its colt for his triumphal entry into Jerusalem (Mt 21:3). He describes his return as the coming
of the Lord (Mt 24:42).

2.7 Son of Man

The expression 0 viO¢ Tol GvBpwmou is used more then 100 times in the Jewish Bible and more
than 90 times in Ezekiel alone. It most often describes the frail and finite humanity in contrast to
the awesomeness of God (Turner, 2008:36). Matthew uses the expression some 30 times with
three distinctive nuances; his humanity, his glory as coming King and his present power and
authority as recognized by his disciples.

Most scholars agree that the background for this title 0 viOg ToU GvBpWrou is Jewish
and to be found in the vision of “one like the son of man” in Dan. 7:13-14 and in 4 Esdras 13:3.
Matthew repeats Mark’s use of it 13 times and is parallel to Luke 8 times. His other uses of the
term are unique to Matthew (Rigaux 1968:198). He fills the contents of this title with the history
of Jesus. The title is related to the earthly condition of Jesus, as the one that has to suffer and
die, but also to his future vindication and glory. This double reference is applicable when looking
at the references of this title in all the Gospels together. The “Son of Man” is the one who is
homeless, rejected, blasphemed, the one who is handed over and killed. Yet He is also the one
with power over sins, who is risen, who is exalted and who comes in judgment (Luz 205:110).

The “Son of Man” sayings are missing in the prologue and in the Sermon on the Mount.
In the main section of the Gospel narrative they start to appear occasionally from Matthew 8:20.
The expression is not introduced or explained as such. There is a high density of these sayings
in two sections, namely between Matthew 16:13 and 17:22 (6 times) and between Matthew
24:27 and 26:64 (12 times). 18 of the 30 occurrences appear in these passages. Matthew indeed
uses the term with reference to the humiliation of Jesus in Matt 13:37 (The one who sowed
the good seed is the Son of Man); 16:13 (Who do people say the Son of Man is?) and 26:2 (the
Son of Man will be handed over to be crucified). However, in most of its uses it refers to the
future vindication and glory of the Son of Man (France 1989:288). Many of these passages echo
Dan. 7:13-14, even with reference to clouds, heaven, coming, glory, kingdom and judgment (Mt
24:30; 25:31; 26:64). Matthew unfolds the meaning of this expression through the various stages
of his Jesus story; from his homelessness, persecution, passion and death to his resurrection,
exaltation and parousia as eschatological judge (Luz, 2005:88). Yet, the expression “Son of Man”
is not primarily and expression of Jewish hope. This expression had a relatively stable semantic
field in Christian tradition.

Though these elements are also present in Mark and Luke, they are more strongly
put in Matthew (Luz 2005:100). Matthew includes additional predictions of the coming of the
Son of Man before the mission to the towns of Israel is complete: “o0 pr| teA€onte tag MOAELG
10U Topan\ €wg Gv €ABN O vidg Tol Avepwmou” (Mt 10:23). He describes how it would be at
the end of the age. “Grootelel O vIOC ToU GvBpwou toUc Ayyéhoug altol, kai cUAEEoUGLY
£k tfiq Baotkeiag altol mavta ta okAvSala kai ToUg motolvrtag thy Avopiav” (Mt 13:41). He
depicts Jesus as looking forward to the renewal of all things “Otav kaBion 6 vidg Tol AvBpwnou
£ OpOvou 80Enc alitol” (Mt 19:28). Matthew includes a striking climax in the vision of the
final judgment: “Otav 5& €\ON O viOg Tol AvBpwmou év T §0¢N altol kai mAvteg oi Gyyehol
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pet altol, tOte kabioet £mti BpOvou 50Eng altol- kai suvayxBioovtatl EprnpocBev altol mavta
10 €6vn, kai Adopicel alitoUs ar’ GAANAwv, Womep O TolunVv Adopilel Ta mpoBata And v
£pipwy, kai otoel Td pév mpOPata €k Se€i@dv altol, Ta &€ €pidia €€ elwvUuwy.” (Mt 25:31-
33). The Son of Man is thus equated with “0 BactAeUc” who will judge between the sheep and
the goats (Mt 25:34).

It is also Matthew only who includes references to the parousia with the Son of Man:
Womep yAp I Aotpanh &€pxetal AnO AvatoAdv kai dpaivetal Ewg Suop@v, oltwg Eotal N
napoucia tol viol tol AvBpwmou ...” (Mt 24:27, 37, 39).

It therefore seems that Matthew related the term “Son of Man” specifically to the
ultimate goal of Jesus’ mission. After his suffering and humiliation Jesus will be exulted and
enthroned to judge the nations. Matthew use this term primarily as a title of majesty, not as
humiliation.

Matthew uses this expression to distinguish between the understanding disciples and
the ignorant and malicious opponents on whom the judgment of the Son of Man will come
(Luz 2005:90, 106). The majority of the public Son of Man sayings are polemical (Mt 9:6; 11:19;
12:8, 32, 40). In Matthew 11:19 and 12:32 “this generation” speaks against the Son of Man. In
response to his Son of Man sayings they decide to destroy Him (Mt 12:8). The Jewish leaders do
not understand who Jesus is. Unlike Jesus’ Jewish opponents, the disciples came to know the
true “Son of Man”. Almost all sayings about the coming and all sayings about the suffering and
rising Son of Man are private instruction to the disciples. The disciples learned that Jesus who has
no home (Mt 8:20), who is blasphemed (Mt 12:40), who is regarded as glutton and drunkard (Mt
11:9) and who is accused of false interpretation of the Sabbath (Mt 12:1-14) is none other than
the exulted and coming eschatological judge. Thus the stages of Matthew’s story are reflected
in the “Son of Man” expression. His humiliation and death is counter pointed by his resurrection
and enthronement; and his condemnation with his future judgment. Matthew’s expression of
the “Son of Man” reflects the bridge between the Jewish apocalyptic expectation of a heavenly
judge and the Christological understanding of the two natures of the Judge, his humanity and
exultation.

2.8 Son of God
Some scholars argue “0O viog Tol Beol” is the pre-eminent title of Jesus in Matthew (Kingsbury
1976:591; Senior, 1997:54). With biblical texts such as Pss. 2:7* and 89:27° as background,
Matthew presents Jesus as the virginally conceived Son who uniquely signifies the presence
of God with his people (Mt 1:23). With both the baptism of Jesus as his transfiguration God
declares from heaven that Jesus is his beloved Son: “OUtO¢ £otiv O VIOC pou O Ayamntdg” (Mt
3:17; 17:5). Jesus is also recognized as Son of God by the demons (Mt 8:29), and demonstrates
this in his authority over the weather (Mt 14:33). He is designated as such by the high priest
which is accepted by Jesus (Mt 26:63), and recognized by the centurion (Mt 27:54). Jesus also
indirectly presents Himself as Son of God in the parable of the tenants (Mt 21:37) and directly
to his disciples with regard to the coming of the Son of Man (Mt 24:36). The impact of these
references is increased in Matthew by the development of the narratives (France 1989:293).
The divine declaration of Matthew 3:17 is challenged by the devil when he also uses
“Son of God” in his temptation of Jesus in Matthew 4:3 and 6. In this temptation focus is placed
on Jesus’ relationship with his Father. Jesus does not succumb to the temptation to manifest
his unique sonship with spectacular acts. He rather shows his sonship by submission to the will

4 | will proclaim the decree of the Lord: He said to me, “You are my Son; today | have become your Father.
5 1 will also appoint him my firstborn, the most exalted of the kings of the earth.
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of the Father (Turner 2008:34). Jesus’ acceptance of the title “Son of God” in Matthew 26:63,
which ironically echoes the testimony of Peter in Matthew 16:16, is used as ridicule against Him.
Bystanders at the cross use the title sarcastically (Mt 27:40, 43). In contrast, the recognition by
the centurion is emphasized by supernatural events and confessions by the whole guard (Mt
27:40, 43, 54).

Other than Mark the title “Son of God” is used by the disciples on the lake (Mt 14:33)
and in Peter’s declaration (Mt 16:16). Peter’s significantly links the titles “Messiah” and “the
Son of the living God”. The application of Hos. 11:1 to the infant Jesus (Mt 2:15) depends
on recognition that He is the Son of God. In the hymn of jubilation Jesus declares his unique
relationship with the Father which gives Him unique authority: “NiGvta pot maped06n UnoO tol
natpdg pou, kai 0Udeig Emywwoket TOV vIOV &l i O matrp, 0USE TOV matEpa TIg EMyWHOOKEL
el pn O vidg kal @ €av BoUAntat O vidg drokaAUPa” (Mt 11:27). This major proclamation
regarding the intimate relationship between the Father and the Son “is a jewel of the Synoptic
tradition” (Rigaux, 1968:203).

In Matthew Jesus refers to God as “Father” some 44 times (e.g. Mt 11:27; 24:36;

28:19), compared to 4 in Mark and 17 in Luke. In its usage Jesus differentiates between “’My
Father” and “your Father” emphasizing the unique relationship and mutual knowledge between
Jesus and the Father (Luz 2005:94).
The most significant Matthean feature is that the Son of God proves Himself by living in obedience
to the Father (Luz 2005:94). He thus adds an ethical dimension to the expression (Mt 3:15; 4:1-
11). The Son reveals Himself as the meek and humble Son (Mt 11:29) who will act on behalf
of humankind accordingly (Mt 12:1-14). The Son of God goes the way of passion in obedience
to the Father (Mt 16:21). The antitypical reference to Matthew 4:8-10 in Matthew 28:16-18
suggests that the obedient Son of God will one day be the true ruler of the world.

In Jewish history it was not totally unknown for a human being to be called “Son of
God” (France 1989:295). In several occasions David or his successor was called son of God (2
Sam. 7:14; Ps. 2:7; 89:26-27). The frequent use of Ps. 2:7 in the New Testament indicates how the
hope of a Messiah from the line of David developed, which became an important development in
the identification of Jesus as the Son of God. In the intra-testamental books of Wisdom righteous
and holy men were hailed as “sons of God” (Ben Sira 4:10; Wisd. 2:16-18; Ps. Sol. 13:9). This
development is probable echoed in the crucifixion scene where Jesus is being mocked as the
righteous man who claims to be the “Son of God”.

Ironically the Jewish leaders do not recognize Jesus as the “Son of God”, but put Him
to death (Turner, 2008:35). Matthew portrays through parabolic imagery their rejection of
God’s unique Son (Mt 21:33-41; 22:2-14). At the end of their disputes Jesus alludes to Ps. 110:1
indicating that his sonship is both Davidic and divine (Mt 22:45).

2.9 Teacher

In Matthew the term “O 818AckaAoc” is almost always used by those who did not follow Jesus,
such as the teachers of the law, Pharisees, tax collectors, Sadducees and supporters of Herod,
to address Jesus (Mt 9:19; 9:11; 12:38; 17:24; 19:16; 22:16, 24). His disciples never call Him
teacher. However, in three instances Jesus calls Himself teacher (Mt 10:24-25; 23:8; 26:18). For
Matthew the title teacher does not mean something sinister as such, but for his followers He is
more than their teacher.

3. THE PORTRAIT OF JESUS BEYOND TITLES

The titles Matthew used to describe Jesus provide important pointers towards Matthew’s
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understanding of Jesus. Yet to get a fuller understanding of his portrait of Jesus, one has to read
them in context of the broad intention of Matthew’s narrative.

Matthew intends to persuade his readers that Jesus is the fulfilment of the hopes of
Israel. This becomes plain in Matthew’s use of fulfilment citations and the development of the
fulfilment motive (Menken 2004:9). Jesus is the one who is to come “0 £pxOpevog” (cf. Mt 11:2).
In Him all that was central to Israel’s life and calling has reached its perfect embodiment.

Isaiah’s vision of the Servant of Yahweh (Isa. 42:1-4; 52:13-53:12) features strongly in
Matthew’s portrayal of Jesus (France, 1989:299). The description of Jesus by the heavenly voice
at his baptism and transfiguration echoes Isa. 42:1. The series of announcements of the necessity
of Jesus to suffer and his words at the last supper about his blood shedding and ransom for
many echoes Isa. 53:10 and 12. Matthew’s statement that Jesus’ baptism was intended to fulfil
all righteousness (mAnp®oat ndoav SwatocUvnv) (Mt 3:15) probably alludes to “my righteous
servant will justify many “(Isa. 53:11). In Mat. 8:16-17 Jesus’ healing ministry is described in
terms of the fulfilment of “Surely he took up our infirmities and carried our sorrows” (Isa. 53:4).
The growing opposition against Jesus which leads up to the decision to destroy Jesus along with
his non-confrontational character remind one of the prophecy: “He will not shout or cry out, or
raise his voice in the streets. A bruised reed he will not break, and a smouldering wick he will not
snuff out. In faithfulness he will bring forth justice” (Isa. 42:2-3). Matthew portrays Jesus as this
gentle Servant who has the mission to bring justice for the whole world, a mission He would not
give up despite the fiercest opposition. Jesus is also the obedient Son of God and thus makes his
whole life an offering of obedience culminating in his self offering on the cross as a ransom for
many. For Matthew the role of the gentle servant of Yahweh models the mission of Jesus, who
came “aUtOg yap oWoel TOV Aadv altol anod t@v Auapti®dv alt®@v” (Mt 1:21).

Matthew applies language which is reminiscent of Jewish Wisdom to Jesus (France,
1989:305; Senior, 1997:59; Suggs, 1970:9). Jesus concludes on the lack of interest of “this
generation” on the ministry of John and Jesus with “kai £€8waiw8n N codia And v Epywv
aUtfic” (Mt 11:19). Matthew thus identifies Jesus with the personified Wisdom. Matthew 11:25-
30 (“Aelite mpO¢ pe mdAvteg o komivteg Kkai medoptiopevol, kayw Avanalow Updc. Gpate TOV
QuyOV pou £’ Updic kai udBete an’ €uol, 6t mpalic eipt kai TamewOg Tf] kapdiq, kai eUpfoete
avanauvot taic Puyaic Up@dv: O yap wydg pou xpnotog kai TO doptiov pou EAadpov Eotwv.”)
strongly alludes to Wisdom with words that echo Ben Sira 51:23-27¢. In Ben Sira the sage calls his
hearers to take on Wisdom’s yoke to find the rest which she has to offer, and which he himself
experienced. In Matthew Jesus offers his own yoke and will himself give rest to those who learn
from Him. In Matthew 23:34-39 Jesus repeatedly appeals to the people who continue to reject
Him. In contrast to the parallel passages in Luke (11:49-51 and 13:34-35) it is not Wisdom who
makes these appeals, but Jesus Himself. In poetic descriptions God’s Wisdom is described as
God’s messenger to humanity that experienced both rejection (Ben Sira 51:1-12)” and acceptance
(Prov. 9; Ben Sira 51:23-50). Matthew deliberately uses Wisdom language to signify that Jesus is
the one in whom the Wisdom of God speaks.

6 Draw near to me, you who are untaught, and lodge in my school. Why do you say you are lacking in these
things, and why are your souls very thirsty? | opened my mouth and said, Get these things for yourselves
without money. Put your neck under the yoke, and let your souls receive instruction; it is to be found close
by. See with your eyes that | have labored little and found myself much rest.

7 | give thanks to thy name, for thou hast been my protector and helper and hast delivered my body from
destruction and from the snare of a slanderous tongue, from lips that utter lies. Before those who stood by
thou wast my helper, and didst deliver me, in the greatness of thy mercy and of thy name, from the gnash-
ing of teeth about to devour me, from the hand of those who sought my life, from the many afflictions that
I endured ...
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In Matthew’s Gospel Jesus is presented as an object of worship. In a Jewish environment
this would be regarded none less than blasphemy, but Matthew presents the reasons why Jesus
should be honoured as such. Matthew argues that Jesus acted with unparalleled authority. The
crowds reacted with amazement on Jesus’ Sermon on the Mount: “Kai éyéveto te étéAeoev O
Tnoolig ToUg AMdyoug toUtoug, €€emAfooovto ol Oxhot €t ti] StSaxfi altol' Av yap S18Gokwv
aUtoU¢ wg &ouciav Exwv kai oUx W ol ypappateic alt@v.” (Mt 7:28-29). In Matthew 8-9 his
authority is prominently presented in his mighty works and repeatedly commented on, e.g.
“i160vteg 8€ ol Oxhol £doprBnoav kal €60Sacav TOv Bedv OV S0vta €fouaiav Tolaltnv Toig
avBpwrolc” (Mt 9:8). A three-part arrangement of the ten miracles in these chapters can be
detected (Senior 1997:60). Three miracles focus on Jesus’ power to heal (Mt 8:1-17) and can
be depicted as “therapeutic” stories. The miracles in Matthew 8:18-9:17 focus on the theme of
discipleship. Those in Matthew 9:18-34 focus on the faith of the community. All these miracles
are important for Matthew’s Christology to emphasize his authority. Along with his supernatural
power, goes his supernatural knowledge. He is aware of unspoken words (Mt 9:4; 12:25; 22:18).
He has the armies of heaven at his disposal (Mt 26:53-54). It is this authority of Jesus that
provides the basis of the concluding scene: “E508n ot ndoa €€ouacia €v oUpav® kai €mi tiig
viig” (Mt 28:18).

Matthew frequently speaks of Jesus as Jewish orthodoxy would speak of God. The
scribes objected to Jesus’ claim of forgiveness as being blasphemous (Mt 9:2). Jesus does not
apologize for his boldness, but confirms it by a physical healing. According to Matthew 11:28-30,
Jesus uses his own name in inviting people to enjoy rest under his yoke. This personification of
Wisdom was understood as God Himself in his wise dealing with creation. Jesus’ identification
with God also surfaces with his demand for the total loyalty of his followers (Mt 10:37-39) and
his claim that one’s final destiny rests on one’s relationship with Him (Mt 7:21-23). In Matthew
25:31-46 Jesus is described as the judge. People are judged according to the way they have
responded to Him. Jesus will sit on the throne of glory (“kaBicet €mi BpOvou 60Enc altol”) (Mt
25:31) and will act as King (Mt 25:34). As end time judge He will act according the pattern the
Old Testament describes as the role of Yahweh (Mt 25:31). Therefore Jesus could claim: “0 €ug
SexOuevoc S€xetal TOV Armooteilavtd pe” (Mt 10:41). Jesus declares the exclusive knowledge
between Him and the Father: “oUSgig £myw@okeL TOV VIOV €i ur) 6 matrip, 0USE OV natépa Tig
£ruywmokel gi ur 6 vidg kai @ €av BoUAntaw O vidg ArmokaAUal” (Mt 11:27). Matthew’s Jesus
frequently applies Old Testament language of theophany to Himself (Mt 13:41; 16:27; 24:31;
25:31). Most strikingly is when Jesus assumes sovereignty with reference to Dan. 7:9-14. He is
occupying the throne of God as judge (Mat. 25:31ff.).

Matthew also uses the device of typology in his portrait of Jesus. A number of passages
can be identified in which Jesus is pictured as the “new Moses” (Allison, 1993:25-26). The Moses
typology is present in the birth narrative where the wicked king slaughters the children of Israel
in an attempt to destroy the infant Messiah (Mt 1-2; cf. Ex. 1:1-2:10) (Stendahl 1995:70) As Moses
Jesus faced the desert test (Mt 4:1-11; cf. Ex. 16:1-17:7). Jesus is presented as the Lawgiver on
the mountain (Mt 5-7) (Loader 1997, 165). He has intimate knowledge of God (Mt 11:25-30).
With his transfiguration on the mountain the name of Moses is explicitly named (Mt 17:1-9).
The Moses typology emphasizes the authority of Jesus as well as his Jewish heritage (and of the
Christian community). Jesus is represented not as one that broke with the religious heritage of
Israel, but the one who came to fulfil it (Menken 2004:90).

Matthew’s teaching on Jesus finds its climax in Matthew 28:16-20. Though it contains
no Christological title as such, it echoes motifs from the earlier Christological texts. The command
to baptize “&ig 10 Gvoua tol matpOg kai tol uiol kai tol Ayiou mveUpatog” (Mt. 28:19) is a clear
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Trinitarian formula. The Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit are invoked on an equal footing. There
is no doubt about their divinity. Many scholars recognize in the pronouncement “All authority
in heaven and on earth has been given to me” (Mt 28:18) together with his authority over “all
nations” (Mt 28:19) and his promise of presence “to the very end of the age” (Mt 28:20) an
echo of Dan. 7:14. In these verses we find a Christological reshaping or the Daniel saying and the
“enthronement of the Son of Man” (Davies 1963:197).

This conclusion to the narrative demonstrates how Matthew’s Christology goes beyond
the Christological titles. Matthew’s Christology is more than a semantic field structured by titles
which define different components of the field. It is rather a story of a Person in whom God is
“with us”, Immanuel. Christology is in the whole narrative. Matthew gives us a proclamation
which is derived from the living faith of an evolved Christian community. The divinity of Jesus is
affirmed with certitude. Matthew’s subject is ultimately not a theology, but Jesus.

4. CONCLUSION

Matthew has used a range of means to express his understanding of Jesus. He applied to Jesus
an array of titles that had a tradition of meaning that developed from the Jewish Scriptures and
Judaism. He gave these titles a specific nuance within the context of his narrative. Using allusions
to biblical motives and characters such as the suffering servant, Wisdom, the authoritative
teacher and miracle worker and the new Moses he presented Jesus as the fulfilment of Old
Testament expectations of the “one that is to come”. The evangelist portrays Jesus in profound
and exalted terms. Through Him God became present in an unprecedented way. In Him God
inaugurated the new definite age of salvation.
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