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Preface

Jesus Christ entered into the history of our world. Chris-
tianity, therefore, has historical basis. The backbone of
history i1s chronology. Whereas history is a systematic ac-
count of events in relation to a nation, institution, science
or art; chronology is a science of time. It seeks to establish
and arrange the dates of pasteventsin their proper sequence.
Thus chronology serves as necessary framework upon
which the events of history may be fitted.

This is not a book on the life of Christ but it attempts to
establish certain fixed dates of our Lord’s life. It is hoped
that this work will serve as aframework for the life of Christ .
Many times there is a vagueness of dates in the life of Christ.
The reason for this is twofold. First, there is not a series of
concrete dates given in the Gospels. More important to the
Gospel writers (as well as other writers of that day) was to
record the facts of the events and words of their master than
to record the time they happened. Second, since there are
great differences of opinton among scholars concerning each
of these events given in this book there is a tendency to
abandon the effort rather than attempt to see if one can make
sense with the date of cach event as well as seeing if they can
make a sensible chronological scheme from all the events.

However, if one is convinced of a grammatical-
historical interpretation of the New Testament, one should
attempt to deal with the chronological notes in the Gospelsin
order to give one a proper historical perspective to the life of
Christ.

This book was first presented as a series of articles in
Bibliotheca Sacra. A word of appreciation is due the editors
of Bibliotheca Sucra for granting me permission to repro-
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duce the articles and chartsina revised fonp. Algo, l want to
express my appreciation o Cambridge University Press for
granting me permission to reproduce portions ffom my book
Herod Antipas for a greater part of chapter l[ in l'hl.S book.

[ want to especially thank Mr. James C. Killion who
read every stage of this work several imes and who made
many valuable suggestions.
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Chapter 1
The Date of Christ’s Birth

In Luke 2:10-11 the angel of the Lord announced to the
shepherds in the fields, ““Do not be afraid for | bring you
good news of great joy which shall be for all people that
today a Savior, who is Christ the Lord, was born in the city
of David. And this will be a sign to you: you will find a baby
wrapped in cloths and lying in a manger.”” The announce-
ment is familiar to all Christians. The Bible portrays that the
eternal Christ became incarnate beginning with His birth in
Bethlehem of Judah. It is therefore fitting to begin this study
of the chronology of the life of Christ at His birth.

THE YEAR OF CHRIST’S BIRTH

The earliest Christians were not as much concerned
about the date as the fact of the birth of Christ. Chronological
notes, such as *‘In the fifteenth year of the reign of Tiberius”
(Luke 3:1) marking the commencement of John the Baptist’s
ministry, were sufficient.

In A.p. 525 Pope John I asked Dionysius, a Scythian
monk, to prepare a standard calendar for the Western
Church. Dionysius modified the Alexandrian system of dat-
ing, which used as its base the reign of Diocletian, for he did
not want the years of history to be reckoned from the life of a
persecutor of the church, but from the incarnation of Christ.
The commencement of the Christian era was January 1, 754
A.U.C. (anno urbis conditae = from the foundation of the
city [of Rome]) and Christ’s birth was thought to have been
on December 25th immediately preceding. So 754 A.U.C.
became a.D. | in the calendar of Dionysius.

The years before this date are denoted by B.C. (before
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Chronological Aspects of the Life of Christ

Christ) and after by A.D. (anno Domini = in the year of the
Lord) with no zero between | B.c. and A.D. 1. However,
later research indicated that the latest year for Herod’s
death was 750 A.U.C. and Christ’s birth, according to
Matthew, occurred before Herod’s death.! Hence, today it
is generally recognized that the birth of Christ did not occur
in A.D. | but some time before that.

As to how soon before A.D. 1 Christ was born, there is
great divergence of opinion. Olmstead? dates it 20 B.C. and
more recently Ogg dates it as early as 11 B.C.? On the other
hand Filmer would probably date it somewhere between 3
and | B.c.* Hence there is a span of up to nineteen years.

In the broadest terms Luke 2:1 states that Christ was
born in the reign of Caesar Augustus (who reigned from
March 15, 44 B.C. to August 19, A.p. 14%). Since this is so
broad, one needs to narrow the limits. In the attempt to
arrive at a more specific date, it is essential to establish two
concrete limits, the termini a guo (the earliest limiting point
in time) and ad quem (the final limiting point in time). With
respect to this, the terminus ad quem is the death of Herod
the Great, and the terminus a quo is the census of Quirinius
(Cyrenius).

TERMINUS AD QUEM! THE DEATH OF HEROD THE GREAT

According to Matthew 2:1 and Luke 1:5, Christ’s birth
came before Herod’s death. Herod was proclaimed king of

'For more discussion on this, see Jack Finegan, Handbook of Biblical
Chronology (Princeton, 1964), pp. 132-34; John Adam Robson, “*Chro-
nology: VIII Christan,” " Encyclopaedia Britannica, V (14thed., 1972),
728.

*A.T. Olmstead, “*The Chronology of Jesus® Life,” Anglican Theological
Review, XX1V (January, 1942), 23-26.

3G. Ogg. "Chronology of the New Testament,”” Peake's Commentary on
the Bible, ed. by Matthew Black (London, 1962), p. 728; G. Ogg, **Chro-
nology of the New Testament,” The New Bible Dictionary, ed. by J. D.
Douglas (1962), p. 223.

‘W, E. Filmer, “The Chronology of the Reign of Herod the Great,”
The Journal of Theological Studies, XVI1 (October, 1966), 283-98.
*Appian Bella Civilia ii. 149; Plutarch Caesar Ixii-Ixvii; Suetonius Caesar
Ixxxi. 2: Suctonius Augustus ¢. 1; Dio Cassius Ivi. 30; Josephus Antig-
uitates Judaicae xviii. 2.2 § 32, Bellum Judaicum ii. 9. 1 § 168 (hereafter
Jos. Anr. and BJ respectivelyl.
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the Jews by the Roman Senate in late 40 B.C. by nomination
of Antony and Octavian® and with the help of the Roman
army he gained the possession of his domain in 37 B.¢.7 He
_lr(glgned fo.r thirty-seven years from the time he was r'nade
tligg!aonrdt.t;lrty—four years from the time of his possession of

According to Josephus, an eclipse of the moon occurred
short}y before Herod’s death.® It is the only eclipse ever
mentioned by Josephus and this occurred on March 12/13, 4
B.C.'% After his death there was the celebration of tl,le
Pasgovcr,“ the first day of which would have occurred on
April 11, 4 g.c.12 Hence, his death occurred sometime be-
tween March 12th and April 11th. Since the thirty-fourth
year of his reign would have begunonNisan 1,4B.c. (March
29, 4 B.c."%), his death would have occurred some time
:)rt:tween MarchC§9 and April 11, 4 B.c.'* Therefore for

ese reasons, Christ could n ¢ !

March) A g s ot have been born later than

TERMINUS A QUO: THE CENSUS OF QUIRINIUS

.A’cco.rdmg to Luke 2:1-5 a census was taken just before
Christ’s birth. Thus, Christ could not have been born before
the census. The purpose of a census was to provide statisti-
cal data for the levy of taxes in the provinces. This census

$Jos. Ant. xiv. 14.4 §§ 381-85; BJ i. 14.4 §§ 282-85; i
Ant. » § 381-85; BJ i. 14, -85; cf. al
2. 46; Appian Bella Civilia v. 75, Tacitus Historiae v. 9. #s0 Strabo xvi

"Jos. Ant. xiv. 16. 2 §% 470-80: i 3 - Taci ; p
V.9 Do Conlf xlix.§22_ 0; BJ i. 18. 2 §8§ 349-52; Tacitus Historiae

*Jos. Ant. xvii. 8. 1§ 191: BJ i. 33. 8 § 665.
“Jos. Ant. xvii. 6. 4 § 167.

""Emil Schiirer, The History of the Jewish P ]

: er, | story o > Jewi cople in the Agp Jesu:
Christ, new English version rev. and ed. by Geza Vermes, Feli\”éu(s)fMiflil‘;;‘rY
z]ilnd Matthew Black (Edinburgh, 1973)_ 1, 326-28 n. 165. '

Jos. BJii. 1.3 § 10: Ant. xvii. 9.3§213.

"*Richard A. Parker and Waldo H. Dubberstein, Babyloni
?32;;) :BI( —A.D. 75 2nd ed.; Providcnce: l‘)Sé),ap.yfi{g'.”(m Chronology
- d.
"“Filmer, (The Journal of Theologic 1

, gical Studies, X VII, 283-98) attempted
‘m. argue for January 1 B.c for Herod’s death. But his theory will not s{:md
as dem(mslra(ed by Timothy D. Barnes, **The Date of Herod’s Death,”
The Journal of Theological Studies, X1X (April, 1968), 204-9. )
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Chronological Aspects of the Life of Christ

mentioned by Luke is one of the thorny problems of the New
Testament and the major portion of this chapter will be
concerned with it. Schurer states that Luke cannot be histor-
ically accurate because: (1) nothing is known in history of a
general census in the time of Augustus; (2) in a Roman
census Joseph would not have had to travel to Bethlehem,
but would have registered in the principal town of his res-
idence, and Mary would not have had to register at all; (3)
no Roman census would have been made in Palestine during
Herod’s reign; (4) Josephus records nothing of a Roman
census in Palestine in the time of Herod — rather the census
of A.D. 6-7 was something new among the Jews; and (5) a
census held under Quirinius could not have occurred during
Herod's reign for Quirinius was not governor until after
Herod’s death.!> As weighty as these objections may seem,
they can be answered.

(1) Census in Augustus’ reign. There is sufficient evi-
dence of a census being taken periodically under the Repub-
lic and by Augustus in 28 B.c. and on subsequent occasions.
In Gaul, where there was resistance, censuses were con-
ducted in 27 and 12 B.c. and in Cyrene in 7 B.C.'S In Egypt
there were censuses taken in fourteen-year intervals begin-

*5Schiirer, 1, 399-427. Cf. also Horst Braunert, **Der romische Provin-
zialzensus und der Schitungsbericht des Lukas-Evangeliums,” Historia,

VI (1957), 192-214; Hans Ulrich Instinsky, Das Jahr der Geburt Christi

(Minchen, 1957), pp. 11-73; J. Duncan M. Derrett, **Further Light on
the Narratives of the Nativity,” Novum Testamentum, XVII (April,
1975), 81-108. Recently Mochring has also argued that Luke is inaccurate
historically and that the census 1s an apologetic device used by Luke to
demonstrate that the Christian movement (along with Joseph’s family)
was obedient to the Roman government as opposed to the rebel movement
of the Zcalots, Horst R. Mochring, **The Census in Luke as an Apologetic
Device,” Studies in the New Testament and Early Christian Literature,
ed. by David Edward Aune, Supplements to Novum Testamentum,
XXXHI (Leiden, 1972), pp. 144-60. If it is an inaccurate historical ac-
count, how can it have any apologetic value? For a recent defense of
Luke’s accuracy cf. David J. Haxles, ““The Roman Census & Jesus’
Birth. Was Luke Correct?” Buried History, 1X (December, 1973), 113-32;
X (March, 1974), 17-31.

16G. H. Stevenson, “‘The Imperial Administration,” The Cambridge
Ancient History, ed. by S. A. Cook, F. E. Adcock, and M. P. Charles-
worth (Cambridge, 1934), X, 192-93.
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ning with 9 B.c.'” Luke’s statement: “‘In those days a decree
went f),ut from Caesar Augustus that all the world was to be
taxed” has beqn challenged by those who claim that there
never was a single census of the entire Roman Empire
Howeyer, 18 this what Luke meant? Probably not. What |s
meant s that censuses were taken at different times indiffer-
ent provinces — Augustus being the first one in history to
orde_r a census or tax assessment of the whole provincial
empire.'® This is further substantiated by the fact that Luke
uses the present tense indicating that Augustus ordered cen-
suses to be taken regularly rather than only one time.'® Thus
itisreasonable to believe that there was an order ofa gener;li
census in the time of Augustus.

(2) Travel to home for a census. According to Schiirer
Joseph as well as Mary would not have been compelled to g(;
to Bel_hlehem. Roman law states that the property owner had
to register for taxation in the district in which his land was
situated.?® But there is a papyrus of A.p. 104 where the
prefect of Egypt ordered Egyptians to return to their home
so that the census might be carried out.2! Since the Jews’
property was the property of the fathers’ estates the Romans
would‘comply to the custom of laying claim to one’s famil;/
estate in order to assess it for taxation. Every person needed
toappear to be questioned so as to make a proper assessment
of hllzs property. Because of this Mary would have needed to
£0.%* Since Mary’s pregnancy was near its end, Joseph and
Mary may have wanted to g0 to Bethlehem because they
knew that Messiah would be born in Bethlehem (Mic. 5: 1).

'"Cf. W. M. Ramsay, The Bearin : ] ]
‘ ‘ say, g of Recent Discoverie, the Trust-
""‘”A"hr'\?ﬂsxh“f rl;v \/)\\l,;u D;{urnenl (4th ed.; London, ‘19'2‘()() ();p héﬂztl';it
- N. Sherwin-White, e vin the Ne,
'l[(‘;smmum (Oxford, oc3) ;;fn]u&.&)c‘u ty and Roman Law in the New
"W. M. Ramsay, Was Christ Born at Bethlehem?
R em? (2nd ed.;
1898), pp. 123-24. (21 ed s London.
:‘:IAJLpi;}nDlgstiniani Digesta 1. 15. 4. 2.
0 issmann, Light from the Ancient E, tt ]
zSztruchen (4ll}ed.; New York, 1927), pp. 270-7Iu.s trans. by Lionel R. M.
(LElhdelhert Stauffer, Jesus and His Story, trans. by Dorothea M. Barton
orison. !960), p. 35; cf. also Ramsay, Bearing of Recent Discoveries
pp. 258-74; Ramsay, Born at Bethlehem, pp. 131-48. -
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Chronological Aspects of the Life of Christ

Additionally, Joseph may not have wanted to leave her
behind in Nazareth for fear that she would be treated with
insults when the child was born.?? Finally, one may conclude
that going to their home for a census points to a time before
Herod the Great’s death and the division of his kingdom. Itis
highly implausible that after the division of the kingdom, the
residents of Herod Antipas” territory (Nazareth) would go to
Archelaus’ territory (Bethlehem) for a census for purposes
of taxation.?*

(3) Roman census in Herod’s reign. Schurer did not
think that Augustus would have a census taken in Palestine
during Herod’s reign. Certainly Herod had enough au-
tonomy as indicated by his being allowed to mint coins.
However, the Romans did take a census in vassal kingdoms.
In fact, in Venice a gravestone of a Roman officer was found
which states that he was ordered by P. Sulpicius Quirinius to
conduct a census of Apamea, a city of 117,000 inhabitants,
located on the Orontes in Syria,?® which was an autonomous
city-state that minted its own copper coins.?® In A.D. 36
under Tiberius a census was imposed on the client kingdom
of Archelaus of Cappadocia.?” Again, the powerful Naba-
tean kings in Petra, who had the right to mint coins were, it
seems, obliged to have the Roman financial officers in their
domain.2® Another indication of Augustus’ role in the fi-
nances of client kingdoms occurs when Herod’s domain was
divided among his three sons. Augustus ordered that the
Samaritan’s taxes should be reduced by one-fourth (because
they had not revolted against Varus)?® and this was before

23Norval Geldenhuys, Commentary on the Gospel of Luke (London,
1950). pp. 100-101.

24Bo Reicke, The New Testament Era, trans. by David E. Green (Phil-
adelphia, 1968), p. 106.

25Cf. Stauffer, p. 32; Finegan, p. 237.

25A. R. Bellinger, The Coins, Final Report VI of The Excavations at
Dura-Europos, ed. by M. 1. Rostovtzeff, ¢t al. (New Haven, 1949), p. 86,
nos. 1832, 1833.

2TTacitus Annales vi. 41.

28Stauffer, pp. 31-32.

29J0s. Ant. xvii. 11. 4 § 319; BJ ii. 6. 3 § 96.
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Samaria became a part of a Roman province.?® Hence, it is
seen that the Roman emperor became involved in taking
censuses in the vassal kingdoms.

qumally, it seems that Herod collected his own taxes
and pfjld tribute to Rome.?' However, in 8/7 B.c. Herod
came into disfavor with Augustus and was treated as a sub-
Ject rather than a friend.®2 This would mean Herod’s au-
tonomy would be taken away. It is interesting to note that
the people of Herod’s domain took an oath of allegiance to
Augustus and Herod?®3 which points to a greater involvement
of Augustus in Herod’s realm. Herod was getting old and ill
and he had much trouble with his sons who were struggling
loacquire the throne. Hence, it would have been a good time
for Augustus to have an assessment of the domain before
Herod’s death so as to prepare for the future rule of his
realm. Therefore, since Augustus had taken censuses in
other vassal kingdoms and since Herod had come into the
emperor’s disfavor as well as having troubles in his realm, it
1s more than probable that Augustus had conducted a census
assessing Herod’s kingdom while Herod was still alive.

(4) No confusion of the censuses. Schurer states that
Josephus mentions nothing of a Roman census in Palestine in
the time of Herod and that the census taken after Archelaus’
deposition in A.D. 6 was something new and unheard of.
Howeyer, the first part of the above objection is an argument
from silence. There could have been a census with no disturb-
ance and hence nothing worthwhile or significant to be
mentioned by Josephus. No doubt the revolt with the census
IN A.D. 6 caused it to be recorded in Josephus3* and in Acts
5:37. Ogg argues that since there is no revolt mentioned in
Luke 2:2, this indicates that the first census by Quirinius was

2 Alfred Plummer, The Gospel accord “di

. spel according to S. Luke (4th ed.; Edin-
burgh, 1905), p. 49. ¢ ( "
NCE Harold W. Hoehner . Herod A tipas (Cz idg 2
230, Ant xel 3 NS00 crod Antipas (Cambridge, 1972), pp. 298-300.
BJos. Ant. xvii. 2. 4 § 42,
MJos. Ant. xviii. 11 8§ 1-10.
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in A.D. 6-7.%° But there are reasons for the revoltin A.D. 6-7.
There was a Jewish and Samaritan delegation which made a
formal complaint to the emperor asking that Archelaus be
deposed.?® They were sick of Herodian rule and probably
wanted direct Roman rule. Subsequently Quirinius came to
take a census which led to a revolt. This is understandabic.
First, the rebels may not have wanted direct Roman rule,
hence disagreeing with the delegation. Second, the revolt
was easier to start in A.D. 6 because Archelaus was sum-
moned to Rome, leaving a vacuum in leadership in Palestine.
A Roman census in Herod’s time would have been con-
ducted while he was in power. Third, there were Romans
who came in to take the census which gave evidence that
Rome was going 1o rule, whereas in Herod's time, he would
have conducted the census according to the Jewish custom.
Fourth, now that Herod’s kingdom was divided, the census
would be according to the normal Roman style spelled outin
their law that the property owner had to register in the
district in which his land was situated rather than going back
to his ancestral home. The rebels would consider this
another move on the part of the Romans to break down the
national fiber of the Jews. Judas, the rebel leader, did not
revolt because of taxes, but because there was no stable
leadership and because he opposed direct Roman rule which
would not be sensitive to the needs of the Jewish customs.
Therefore, it is easy to see why most likely there would have
been a peaceable census under Herod's rule.

(5) Quirinius’ governorship and the census. Schiirer
says that a census held under Quirinius could not have
occurred during Herod’s reign for Quirinius was not gover-
nor until after Herod’s death. This is the most formidable
objection. This raises questions about the historicity of
Luke. The critics say that Luke’s dating of the birth of Christ
with the census of Judea, which Josephus places after the
deposition of Archelausin A.D. 6, is a clear historical blun-

3George Ogg, ““The Quirinius Question To-day,” The Expository Times,
LXXIX (May, 1968), 235.
Jos. Ant. xvii. 13. 2 §§ 342-44; BJ ii. 7. 3 §§ 111-13.
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der.” But certainly Luke was conscious of chronology in his
works. Thls 1s seen, for example, in Luke 3:1 and 3:23 Luké
was notignorant of the census mentioned by Jose[;hus ;Nhich
was conducted by Quirinius in A.D. 6-7 since he mentions it
in Acts 5:}7. He knew that Jesus was not born that late f()r
he states in Luke 1:5 that the births of John the Baptist,and
Je_sus took place in the days of Herod. This certainly agrees
\ynh Matghew?s chronology (Matt. 2:1). Also, Luke is conl
sistent with himself in stating that Jesus was about thirty
years of age when He began His ministry (Luke 3:23) which
was shortly preceded by John the Baptist's that began in the
fifteenth year of Tiberius (Luke 3:1-2). Since the fiftcenth
year ()leb;rills can be dated around A.D. 27 to 29 3¢ it would
F:ean that if Christ were born in A.D. 6, He woulti only have
y;z;lst(\;vlzr.\ty-one (o twenty-three years old, not about thirty

S(l‘“. what does one do with Luke’s statement about the
c¢n§us{ Stauffer has argued strongly that there should be a
(,ilSImCllOI,l between the first stage of a census, namely
wroygawn (the registration of taxable persons anzl objectsi
(3!‘ w!uch Luke speaks; and the final stage of a CC“SL;S
arotiunote (the official assessment of the taxes) which 15
df:;;cnbed by Josephus as occurring after Archelaus’ depo-
stion In A.p. 6.%® But Stauffer’s distinctions collapse when
one looks at Josephus' account of the census in A.D. 67
where both terms are used in the same context*? .an.d in
Acts 5:37 where the account of the same event uses the
term amoygupy.

On.t_he. basis of inscriptional evidence, Ramsay argues
that Quirinius was governor of Syria twice, once from 11/10
to 8/7_B.C. and then a decade later (A.D. 6-7).%! This has been
questioned because this involves Quirinius as legate of Syria

;‘:Cf.' Reicke, pp. 106, 135-36.

;@7'5 question will be treated in chapter 11.

- ;:1;1,:: [}1‘ ;i plz :‘?;s}‘l ;"cf R ::[Isocl,;. .Dupmz. De I'association de Tibére au
1 sance di s . ja Fri ]

sﬁxbourg, 16y e |43-250, rist, Vol. XLII of Studia Friburgensia
noypagn) indos. Ant. xviii. 1. 1§ 3 and dnot( i 33

""Ramsay, Bearing of Recent Discoveries, pptg;lg-lfo‘(r)‘ L8824
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when he conquered the Homanadensians.*? Some scholars
argue that he was legate of Galatia when he was involved in
the Homanadensian war.4? Furthermore, the dating of this
war is difficult to determine. Ramsay felt that the enroll-
ment by Quirinius was made in 8-7 B.C., but argues that in
Palestine it was delayed until around 6 B.c.** One can see
that there are quite a few conditions which must be assumed
before this theory works. This considerably weakens the
case.

Sherwin-White argues for a double legateship of
Quirinius. Quirinius was well-known in the Syrian area dur-
ing the period around the time of Christ’s birth, but he
specifically thinks that Quirinius’ first term was after Varus
who was governor from 6 to 4 B.c.*® Since it is unknown who
was governor between Varus and Gaius Caesar (1 B.C. - A.D.
4), it is felt that Quirinius could have been governor at that
time. However, this is after Herod the Great’s death if one

dates it in the spring of 4 B.C.

Another consideration is the one that was first pro-
posed by Herwartus of the seventeeth century and revived
in 1911 by Lagrange*® and more recently by Heichelheim,4?
Turner,® and Bruce*® by translating Luke 2:2 as following:

*2Tacitus Annales iii. 48.

*3Cf. Lily Ross Taylor, **Quirinius and the Census of Judaea,” The
American Journal of Philology, LIV (April, May, June, 1933), 120-33;
Ronald Syme, **Galatia and Pamphylia under Augustus: the Governor-
ships of Piso, Quirinius, and Silvanus,’’ Klio, XXVII (1934), 131-38; A. G.
Roos, “*Die Quirinius-Inschrift,” Mnemosyne, 1V (1941), 306-18; Barbara
Levick, Roman Colonies in Southern Asia Minor (Oxford, 1967), pp.
203-14.

‘‘Ramsay, Born at Bethlehem, pp. 174-96.

45Sherwin-White, pp. 164-66.

48M.-J. Lagrange, “Ou en est la question du recensement de Quirinius?"’
Revue Biblique, VIII (Janvier, 1911), 60-84.

47F. M. Heichelheim, **Roman Syria,”” An Economic Survey of Ancient
Rome, ed. by Tenney Frank (Baltimore, 1938), IV, 160-62.

“®Nigel Turner, Grammatical Insights into the New Testament (Edin-
burgh, 1965), pp. 23-24.

19F. F. Bruce, New Testament History (London, 1969), p. 32 n. 1. This
is a change from his earlier view, see Frederick Fyvie Bruce, ““Census,”
Twentieth Century Encyclopedia of Religious Knowledge, ed. by Lefferts
A. Loetscher, I (1955), 222 and F. F Bruce, “*Quirinius,”” The New Bible
Dictionary, ed. by J. D. Douglas (1962), p. 1069.
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This census was before that [census] when Quirinius was
governor of Syria.” Strictly speaking momroc “first” is the
supcrlatrve, meaning number one among at least three, while
ToTEQLG “former™ is the comparative form which com-
pares only two. However, in later Greek the true compar-
atlv? “neoTepog has surrendered the meaning ‘the first of
WO to Te@1og and now means only ‘earlier’.’*50 Speaking
classncally this would have been the first census of a series
but he_llcmstically it could mean the first of two.5! The exarﬁ:
ples cited of mpmtog having a comparative force are John
115 and 30 (TE®TOG pov v = “*he was before me’’), and the
comparison is direct. In Luke 2:2 something has to be sup-
phed, nar_m_:l'y, “this census was earlier than [the census]
when Qu_lnmus was governor of Syria.”” Other examples
of a concise statement where something has to be supplied
are John 5:36 and | Corinthians 1:25. However, one notable
difference between Luke 2:2 and the other passages cited is
that Luke 2:2 has the participial phrase *‘when Quirinius was
g(e)vernor of Syrli_a," which is cumbersome, namely, “‘This
census was earlier than [th 5 irini
Governor of G, [the census] when Quirinius was

Mov_mg along the same line of argumentation, a better
solgtlon 1s the one suggested by Higgins. In John 15:18 the
npwtog used adverbially is equivalent to o, that is, ‘It
[the world] has hated me before it hated you.” *‘If tl;is is

*F. Blass and A. Debrunner, A Greek Grammar )
and ()Ihpr Early Christian Literature, trans. by Rob()efr(’ I\I{’ ll\:lﬁ:k?cY I’:llc,::;gt
l,%”’ § 62; cf. also James Hope Moulton, Prolegomena, Vol. 1 of A
(:ra.mmar of New Testament Greek (rd ed.; Edinburgh, 1908) 79
107; A. T. Roberjson, A Grammar of the Greek New Tt;slame;nlpg{ the
L:gh_l of Hl.\‘lur(ral Research (4th ed.; New York, 1923), p. 669
bMa}ur!nhan Zerwick, Biblical Greek, trans. adapted from the 4th'Lat.in ed.
s){ ose‘ph Smith (Rgme. 1963), p. 50; Henry (E)corge Liddell and Robert
i)wtt (Lom[‘)s.), A Greek-English Lexicon, new ed. rev. and augmented
Ay chryﬁtu.arl Jon_es (9th ed.; Oxford, 1940), p. 1535; Walter Bauer
Greek-English Lexicon of the New Testament and Other Earl y C hristian
(3\111';”'.”’”"" trans. and ‘adaptation of the 4th rev. and augmented ed. by
N l_]l;m E. Arndt and F. Wilbur Gingrich (Cambridge and Chicago, l9.57),

>!Nigel Turner, Synzax, Vol. 111 of
(Edinburgh. 1963 <52 of A Grammar of New Testament Greek
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conceded, there is no need to infer a compendious compar-
ison, and mpmty governs the participial phrase. The Greek
means, ‘This census took place before Quinirius was gov-
ernor of Syria’. Luke is not distinguishing an earlier census
from one during the governorship of Quirinius, but is merely
stating that the census at the time of the nativity took place
some time before Quirinius held office.””*2 This gives good
sense to the passage at hand. As stated above, Quirinius
was governor of Syria in A.D. 6-7 and possibly also, as
Sherwin-White has argued, in 3-2 B.C. If this has reference
to his governorship in A.D. 6-7 then this census i1s before the
governorship when he had conducted the well-known cen-
sus mentioned in Josephus and Luke. On the other hand,
this also fits nicely if he were governorin3-2B.c.; for Luke s
then stating that just before Quirinius was governor in Syrna
in 3-2 B.C. there was a census in Herod’s domains.

The exact date of the census cannot be determined with
precision. However, it is reasonable to think that the census
would have been after Herod came into disfavor with Augus-
tus in 8/7 B.c. More specifically it was probably after
Herod’s execution of his sons Alexander and Aristobulus in
7 B.C. when there was an intense struggle for the throne by
his other sons which resulted in Herod’s changing his will
three times before his death in the spring of 4 B.Cc.3* In 7 B.C.
Herod named Antipater as sole heir, and then in 5 B.C. a new
will was drawn up, making Antipas the heir. Finally, five days
before Herod’s death Antipater was executed and a final will
was drawn up, naming Archelaus as king of the whole realm.
Furthermore, not only were there the intrigues within
the household, but Herod’s illness became more intense. His
death was imminent. With such instability and such a bad
state of health, it would have been an opportune time for
Augustus to have had a census taken in order to assess the
situation before Herod’s death. It must also be noted that
Augustus was well aware of the situation in Palestine, be-

*2A. J. B. Higgins, “Sidelights on Christian Beginnings in the Graeco-
Roman World,” The Evangelical Quarterly, XL1(October, 1969), 200-201.
33Cf. Hoehner, pp. 269-76.
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S:lz:'nsteedeati)hgtciTe'(?e?Od changed his will and each time he

rid of one of his sons, he had t

o get rid s . 0 ask the

)e{fr:r;;:e(:;)rt s pc?n;;ssmn. Therefore, a census within the last
OF tWo ol Herod’s reign would have

and in fact, most probable. been reasonable,
The exact year of this ¢ ]

_Th ' this census, which would mark
t((rmmmxl a quo of Christ’s birth, is difficult to pinpoint butthi{;
t\;\;dstﬁrcip(lbly taken sometime between 6 and 4 B.c. prefera-
Mz"he dfte'r part ()fl,hlS spanof time. This fits well with both

ew’s and Luke’s chronologies, which seemto indicate

that the census v
Herod's death. and Christ’s birth were shortly before

OTHER CHRONOLOGICAL CONSIDERATIONS

and 4Hdvmg narrowed the (!ate of Christ’s birth between 6
a Hll\zl.c., other chronological notes are to be considered
Jesus L YLy years old.” Tn John 8:57 the Jews said to
jsus, ‘qu are not yet ﬁft)_/ years old.” Irenaeus held that
sulsdwas n H!s f(‘)‘rtles, for if Jesus were in His thirties they
twd(l:l(: tl}]};.ave said, Yqu are not yet forty years old._ 54 Ogg
doubsts (!lquhiﬁz(e)l(;g;}al note in John 8:57 seriously and
: F <3 can serve any chronologj -
thf)gin (l)%g then, datfs the birth of C¥1rist somg\%llfg:epl;l;—
Hreen 1 l::md.9 B_.C."" Bu§ Certainly the opposite is more
fike Y. Luke 3:23 is a precise statement whereas John 8:57
ndicates that phe Jews were emphasizing Jesus’ youth i
contrast to His clain.x that He existed before Abrahan;n
date of G, bi}flz,ls not heipful in trymng to narrow the
“Two years old and under.” In :
saw that he had been tricked by the Magiig‘twﬁz‘l’) tzﬁ::6 gggrn()dt
return to report the location of Jesus and consgquentloy

Mlrenacus Adversus Hacreses i

" S Adversu, reses . 226,

sﬁ'(r)}%%"’,)(‘”kl‘ s ommentary on the Bible, p. 728

] Ji?éd(x;rw(h;]chthe Magi tg)lloweq does not give any help in pinpointin
g rist’s birth. For a discussion of the star, see Kenneth [)g

Boa, ““The Star of Bethle " i
Theotogen Seminany t|9’1/l5)’,wm (unpublished Th.M. thesis, Dallas
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Herod slew all the male children two years old and under in
Bethlehem and its surrounding arca. The question arises
whether Matthew is speaking of the same time as Luke or a
later time. Madison attempts to demonstrate that the Magi
visited Christ when He was about two years of age by noting
that the Lukan narrative uses the term fpf@og (2: 12) which s
used to refer to an unborn, a newborn child, or an infant
whereas Matthew uses the words mawdiov (2:8. 9, 11, 13 bis,
14,20bis, 21)and ntaic (2:16) which are used of a child that is
at least one year old rather than an infant. The fact that the
wise men came to the house (in Matthew’s account) rather
than a manger (in Luke’s account) would also indicate that
Jesus was older when Herod slew the children.?” Thus Luke
is talking about the time of Christ’s birth whereas Matthew is
talking about two years after Christ’s birth.

However, the distinction is not so clear-cut as Madison
would have one to believe. The term mauwdiov is used of
infants (Luke 1:59, 66, 76;2:17,27; John 16:21; Heb. 11:23)
and Pofgog is used of a young child (2 Tim. 3:15). The word
naic is used in the New Testament of a child six out of
twenty-four times (the other eighteen occurrences speak of a
servant). In the Old Testament the meaning ‘‘servant’ is
almost unanimous. In Matthew 2:16 naig would fall into the
same age category as maidiov since the latter term is used
nine times in the same context. Furthermore, to say that
Jesus was no longer an infant because the Magi visited Him
in a house rather than a stable is quite weak. Certainly they
would have moved to a house as soon as it was possible.
Indeed the tone of Matthew 2:1is that the Magi visited Christ
soon after His birth. That Herod killed children up to two
years old was only to be sure he got Jesus. This is not out of
character with Herod. Therefore, the slaying of the children
soon after Christ’s birth is tenable.

“About thirty years of age.’” Luke 3:23 states that Jesus
began His ministry when He was about thirty years of age.

57L¢slie P Madison, “Problems of Chronology in the Life of Christ™
(unpublished Th.D. dissertation, Dallas Theological Seminary, 1963),
pp. 25-27.
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This was preceded by the commencement of John the Bap-
tist’s ministry which according to Luke 3:1 occurred in the
fifteenth year of Tiberius. These passages will be studied in
chapter Il in greater detail, but suffice it to state here, the
fifteenth year of Tiberius was around (depending on how one
reckons it) A.p. 27 to 29. How much latitude can one allow
for woel “*about’” thirty years of age? It seems that no more
than two or threc years on either side of thirty is feasible.
Hence, if Christ’s ministry began in A.p. 27 or 29, His birth
would have had to be no earlier than 5 B.c. and it seems that
late 5 B.C. or early 4 B.C. best satisfies all the evidence.

Conclusion. Having considered some of these
chronological notes, it seems the evidence would lead one to
conclude that Christ’s birth occurred sometime in late S ..
or early 4 B.cC.

THE DAY oF CHrisT’S BIRTH

‘There have been lengthy discussions on the day of
Christ’s birth.** Those who have studied the question, have
advocates for almost every month of the year. Since it is
beyond the scope of this chapter to do a detailed study of the
day of Christ’s birth, only the two traditional dates will be
mcntioned.

The traditional date for the birth of Christ from as early
as Hippolytus (ca. A.p. 165-235)% has been December 25th.
In the Eastern Church January 6th was the date for not only
Christ’s birth, but also the arrival of the Magi on Christ’s
second birthday, His baptism in His twenty-ninth year, and
the sign at Cana in His thirtieth year. However, Chrysostom
(A.D. 345-407) in 386 stated that December 25th is the correct
date and hence it became the official date for Christ’s birth in

3"};‘|negan (p. 248) comes to the same datc though he uses some different
ata,

**Ibid.. pp. 248-59; E C. Conybeare, “‘The History of Christmas.”
The Am("rl('{m Journal of Theology, 111 (January, 1899), 1-21; Kirsopp
Lake, “Christmas,” Encvclopedia of Religion and Ethics, ed. by James
Hzlslm_gs, 1H (1910), 601-8; J. Lamar Jackson, “Christmas,”” Review and
[‘.X])().\"llt)r. XLI (October, 1944), 388-96; E. O. James. Scasonal Feasts
and Festivals (New York, 1961), pp. 228-32.

SHippolytus Comentarii in Danielem iv. 23, 3.
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the Eastern Church (January 6th was still considered the day
for the manifestations of the coming of the Magi, the bap-
tism, and the sign at Cana).®?

Although the exact date may not be pinpointed it seems
that there is ‘‘a relatively old tradition of a midwinter birth,
therefore a date in December or January is not in itself
unlikely. 62

The one objection raised for the winter date is the fact of
the shepherds attending their flock in the night (Luke 2:8).
Usually, it is noted, the sheep were taken into enclosures
from November until March and were not in the fields at
night.%® However, this is not conclusive evidence against
December being the time of Christ’s birth for the following
reasons. First, it could have been a mild winter and hence the
shepherds would have been outside with their sheep. Sec-
ond, it is not at all certain that sheep were brought under
cover during the winter months.®* Third, itis true that during
the winter months the sheep were brought in from the wil-
derness. The Lukan narrative states that the shepherds were
around Bethlehem (rather than the wilderness), thus indicat-
ing that the nativity was in the winter months. Finally, the
Mishnah®® implies that the sheep around Bethlehem were
outside all year, and those that were worthy for the Passover
offerings were in the fields thirty days before the feast —
which would be as early as February — one of the coldest
and rainiest months of the year.%® Therefore, a December
date for the nativity is acceptable.®?

$1Finegan, p. 258. Cf. also Oscar Cullmann, The Early Church, ed. by
A.J. B. Higgins (Philadelphia, 1956), pp. 19-36.

S2Finegan, p. 259.

S3A. T. Robertson, A Harmony of the Gospels for Students of the Life
of Christ (New York, 1922), p. 267; Madison, pp. 53-54.

$4Plummer, p. 55; William F. Arndt, The Gospel according to St. Luke
(St. Louis, 1956), pp. 80-81.

$5Shekalim vii. 4.

Z"]C (56 Denis Baly, The Geography of the Bible (New York, 1957), pp.
$7Cf. also Alfred Edersheim, The Life and Times of Jesus the Messiah
(3rd ed.; London, 1886), I, 186-87; Samucl J. Andrews, The Life of Our
Lord upon the Earth (4th ed.; New York, 1891), pp. 12-21, 87-89.
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. In conclusion, the exact date of the birth of Christ is
difficult to know with finality. However, a midwinter date is
most likely.

CONCLUSION

Itis clear that Christ was born before Herod the Great’s
death and after the census. In looking at the birth narrative s
of Matthew and Luke one would need to conclude that
Christ was born of Mary within a year or two of Herod’s
dpath. In looking to some of the other chronological nota-
tions in the Gospels, the evidence led to the conclusion that
Christ was born in the winter of 5/4 B.c. Although the exact
date of Christ’s birth cannot be known, either December, 5
B.C., or January, 4 B.C., is most reasonable.

From Matthew and Luke it seems that Jesus and Mary
went from Nazareth to Bethlehem for the census (Luke
2:4-5). Jesus was born in Bethlehem (Matt. 2:1; Luke 2:6).
There was a visitation by the shepherds (L.uke 2:8-20) and the
Magi (Matt. 2:1-12). Jesus was circumcised, presented to
God in Jerusalem, and then returned to Nazareth (Luke
2:21-39). Because of a drcam in Bethlehem, they went to
Egypt until Herod’s death and then returned to Nazareth
(Matt. 2:13-23). At twelve years of age Jesus went to Jeru-
salem and then returned to Nazareth (Luke 2:40-52).
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Chapter I

The Commencement of Christ’s Ministry

Having concluded in the previous chapter that the birth
of Christ occurred either in December, § 8.C., or January, 4
B.C.. the next important chronological aspects of the life of
Christ are the commencement and duration of His public
ministry. This chapter will deal with the first area and the
next chapter with the duration of His ministry. Concerning
the yearin which our Lord began His ministry, there are four
passages of Scripture to be considered.

“IN THE FIFTEENTH YEAR OF THE REIGN OF TiBeRrIUS™

Luke 3:1-3 mentions that it was in the fifteenth year of
the reign of Tiberius that the Word of God came to John the
Baptist in the wilderness and that he went into all the region
around the Jordan preaching the baptism of repentance for
the forgiveness of sins. At the time John was baptizing the
people, he also baptized Jesus which marked the com-
mencement of His ministry. Thus, Jesus’ ministry com-
menced after the opening of John’s ministry. Since Luke
dates the beginning of John's activity with chronological
notes of secular history (which he does not do for the begin-
ning of Christ’s ministry), it is necessary to determine when
John embarked on his ministry." This will establish the rer-
minus a quo (the earliest limiting point in time) for Christ’s
ministry.

'Portions of this section are reproduced from Harold W. Hoehner, Herod
Antipas (Cambridge. 1972), Appendix VI, pp. 307-12. Permission was
granted by Cambridge University Press.
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In Luke 3:1-22 six chronological notations” arc listed.
Five of these give only the broadest limits: (1) Pilate was
prefect of Judea from A.p. 26 to late 36 or carly 37, (2) Herod
Antipas was deposed in A.p. 39:7 (3) Philip died in A.D. 34:°
(4) Lysanias, tetrarch of Abilene, cannot be dated;” and (5)
Caiaphas was high priest from A.p. 18 until not later than the
Passover of A.D. 37.% Hence, the broad limits for the begin-

2t is thought by Grant that the reason for this chronological notice was
to prevent the chronological confusion respecting the Lord's ministry
which was so evident in the following centuries. Grant thinks this con-
fusion had alrcady begun in the first century, as is seen in John 8:57
(Robert M. Grant, *"The Occasion of Luke H1:1-2,"" The Harvard Theo-
logical Review, XXXHI [April, 1940]. 151-54). However. it is doubtful
if John &:57 was intended to serve as a chronological landmark. Moreover,
the accuracy of Luke 3:1 cannot be challenged (A. N. Sherwin-White,
Roman Society and Roman Law in the New Testament |Oxtord, 1963 ],
pp. 166-67).

3Similarly Thucydides introduces his account of the Peloponnesian Wars
by a sextuple dating. Thucydides ii. 2. 1 (cf. also Polybiusi. 3. 1-5). Luke
may have taken over a form used by sccular historiographers, who used
to make prominent important events, especially those with which the
narrative begins, by means of circumstantial datings and synchronisms
(E. Schwartz. “*Noch einmal der Tod der Sohne Zebedaei,” Zeitschrift
fur die neutestamentliche Wissenschaft, X1 [Mai, 1910}, 102).

1Emil Schirer, The History of the Jewish People in the Age of Jesus
Christ, new English version rev. and ed. by Geza Vermes, Fergus Millar,
and Matthew Black (Edinburgh, 1973), 1, 388 n. 145. Numismatically it
could not have been before A.p. 26, ¢f. P. L.. Hedley, **Pilate’s Arnival
in Judaea.” The Journal of Theological Studies, XXXV (January, 1934),
56-58. Smallwood thinks that Josephus’ figure of ten years (Anr. xviii. 4.
2 §89) is a round number and thus dates his departure sometime between
mid-December 36 and the end of February 37, ¢f. E. Mary Smallwood.
“The Date of the Dismissal of Pontius Pilate from Judaca,” The Journal
of Jewish Studies, V, No. | (1954), 12-14, 19-21. See also Hochner,
Appendix VIII, pp. 313-16.

5Jos. Ante. xviii. 7. 1-2 §§ 240-56; Hoehner, pp. 260-63.

6Jos. Ant. xviii. 4. 6 § 106; Schiirer, I, 340 n. 10; Hoehner, p. 251 and n. L.
7The inscription which records a temple dedication by the freedman of
Lysanias the tetrarch (Corpus Inscriptionm Graecarum, 4521) is dated
between A.D. 14 and 29. For a discussion of the problem, see Schiirer,
Appendix 1, pp. 565-70; John Martin Creed, The Gospel according 1o
St. Luke (London, 1930), Additional Note, pp. 307-9; George Ogg, The
Chronology of the Public Ministry of Jesus (Cambridge, 1940). pp. 171 272,
8Jos. Ant. xviii. 2. 2§ 35; 4.3 § 95. Joachim Jeremtas, Jerusalem in the
Time of Jesus, trans. from the 3rd German ed. (1962) and rev. in 1967 by
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ning of John’s m!'nistry are A.D. 26 and the Passover of A.D.
37. The one precise date is the fifteenth year of Tiberius, and
this may be interpreted in five different ways.

RECKONING FROM TIBERIUS' CO-REGENCY

The first method of reckoning to be considered is that
[.uke was counting from the decree by which Tiberius be-
came co-regent with Augustus.® On the basis of Velleius
Paterculus i1. 121, Mommsen dates the decree at the end of
A.D. l ['* which would make A.p. 25/26 the fifteenth year of
Tiberius. Hence, one can see that this method of reckoning
al!oyvs for an early date for the commencement of John's
ministry. But this method is to be rejected because there is
no evidence, either from historical documents or coins, for
its employment!! whereas there is abundant evidence that

FE. H. and C. H. Cave (Philadelphia, 1969), p. 195 n. 153: -
pendix VIII, pp. 313-16. Lukg also mel)lti‘:)ns the hngl{ l[;lg::t?s)r(')dAgf
Annas. Although historically he was the high priest during A.p. 6-15 (Jos.
Ant. xviii. 2.1, 2 §§ 26, 34), he was not the high priest jointly with his
son-in-law Caiaphas. However, since he was the powerful figure behind
Annas, it may explain the reason for Luke's inclusion.

““For.a dISCl.lSSll()n on this argument, sce Karl Wieseler, Beitrige zur
richtigen Wiirdigung der Evangelien und der evangelischenGeschichte
(Gotha, 1869), pp. 195-96; W. M. Ramsay, Was Christ Born at Bethlehem?
(2nd ed.; London, 1898), pp. 199-202, 221; Theodore Zahn, Das Evan-
gelium des Lucas (Letpzig, 1913), pp. 183-88; Leslie P. Madison, ** Prob-
lems of Chro‘n()logy_m the Life of Christ” (unpublished Th.D. disserta-
t'l"()’]p Dallas Theological Seminary, 1963), pp. 64-70.

0 il;‘e(ﬁ;)(Senl.\/l:?.mmscn. Romisches Staatsrecht (3rd ed.; Leipzig, 1887),
”Frcdc'n'c W. Madden, Coins of the Jews (London, 1881), p. 177 n. 1;
Karl Wieseler, A Chronological Synopsis of the Four Gospels, trans. by
Edmund chables (2nd ed., London, 1877), p. 172. Note Wieseler
abandoned his position later in life, cf. Wieseler, Beirrige, pp. 177-96.
Fo_r a thorough discussion on this, see Hermann Dieckmann, *‘Die
effektive Mitregenschaft des Tiberius,”” Klio, XV, Heft 3/4 (1918),
339-75; ). K. Fotheringham, **The Evidence of Astronomy and Techni-
f.‘al Ch ronology for the Date of the Crucifixion,”* The Journal of Theolog-
ical Studies, XXXV (April, 1934), 151-52. Even for those who hold to
the co-regency theory there is no agreement as to the beginning of the
co-regency, cf. Ogg, pp. 174-83.
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Tiberius reckoned his first year after the death of
Augustus.'? Any theory that has to distort the normal sense
of the text is already suspect.

RECKONING FROM NISAN

The second method is that Luke reckoned from Nisan |,
This would make the first year of Tiberius last from August
19, A.p. 143 to Nisan I, A.D. 15, and his fifteenth year from
Nisan 1, 28 to Nisan 1, 29," or April 15, 28to April 4,29.15 [t
is felt by some of the adherents of this method that Luke was
drawing on a source from John the Baptist’s circle, which
would have used the Jewish method of reckoning. The regnal
years of their rulers commenced with Nisan 1.'® Without any
supporting evidence Ogg assumes this to be true. Although
the Mishnaic tractate Rosh ha-Shanah specifically states
that the regnal years were reckoned from Nisan 1,'7 a dis-
cussion on this in the Talmud shows that it was not uaniver-
sally accepted. After a considerable discussion it is decided
that the kings of Israel were reckoned from Nisan | and the
non-Israelite kings from Tishri 1, citing Nchemiah 1:1 and
2:1 as proof texts.!® Rabbi Joseph objects by showing that
this was not always the case. One cannot therefore count on

‘2E.g.. Juosephus states that Tiberius had reigned twenty-two years and
five or six months (Jos. Anr. xviii. 6. 10 § 224; BJ i1. 9. 6 § 180) when
reckoning buckwards from his death of March 16, a.p. 37 would come to
A.D. 14 for the first year of his reign. Also, according to Josephus, Philip
the Tetrarch died when he had reigned for thirty-seven ycars which was
the twentieth year of Tiberius’ reign (Jos. Ant. xviii. 4. 6 § 106). Since
Philip's death was in A.p. 34, Tiberius’ first ycar would be A.p. 14 and
not A.D. 11 or 12. Many more examples could be cited, see also nn. 11
and 13.

“The date marks the death of Augustus, Appian Bella Civilia ii. 149,
Plutarch Caesar Ixii-1xvii; Suetonius Caesar \xxxi. 2; Suetonius Augusties
c. 1; Dio Cassius lvi. 30; Jos. Ani. xviti. 2.2 § 32, BJ1i. 9. 1 § 168.
HOgg, pp. 200-201.

""Richard A. Parker and Waldo H. Dubberstein, Babylonian Chronology
626 B.C. —A.D.75 2nd ed.; Providence, 1956), p. 46.

"5Ogg. pp. 196-200.

""Rosh ha-Shanah i. 1.

" Babylonian Talmud: Rosh ha-Shanah 3a-b. B« for a discussion of this,
see Jack Finegan, Handbook of Biblical Chronology (Princeton, 1964),
pp. 88-91.
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szlr?\u?;c sources for a settled method of reckoning regnal
Neither I8 it any help to see how the reckoning was
cz;lcu!utcd during the Maccabean times., for both Nisan and
Tishri New Years were used., While 2 Maccabees always
uses the Secleucid era (which reckons from Oct‘ober) l
Muccabees seems to imply, although not at all clearly ti\at
;he author.used the years beginning with Nisan when fo]low—
ing Pa_lestlnqan sources, and years beginning with Tishri
when following a Syrian source 29 Frank thinks both bo;aks
reckon according to the Seleucid method, but that l
Maccabees started year | in autumn 313 B.c. whereas 2
Maccabees started year 1 in 312 B.c.2! In fact he believes in
the Talmudic teaching (mentioned in the previous para-
graph), thag non-Jewish kings were reckoned from Tishri
and that this has reference to the Seleucid era.2? The‘tW(;
books of Maccabees could be used as evidence for a Nisan |
reckoning only if one agrees with Bickermann’s or Dancy's
theory..23 Weightier is the evidence in favor of a Tishri |
reckoning, but it cannot be pressed too far. \

If one goes back to Old Testament times to determine
regnal years, as Ogg does, one cannot conclude as he does
that the Jews reckoned from Nisan 1. In fact, reckoning in
the Old Testament varied a great deal in respect to both
Hebrew and foreign kings. Thus it is difficult to determine
whether,the){ used the accession-year system (the first year
of a king's reign begins on the first day of the new year after
he became king) or the non-accession-year (the first year of

**Babylonian Talmud: Rosh ha-Shanah 3b: of. Julian Morgenstern, *The

New Year for Kings,” Occide ‘, .
(London, 1936), pp d30440. " " Orient. ed. by Bruno Schindler

**Bickerman, **Makkabierbiicher " i
n, aba er,” Realencyel, die der k
AIn-rrmnswz.v.w»nsrlzq/r. ed. by A. Pauly (an(d‘ (G(g:)(;g“W‘iI;SrO\II\v[g&?I‘\’/W':

(1928), 781-84: ,
1954)T op. ig‘?ﬁ IJ.' C. Dancy, A Comme ntary on I Maccabees (Oxford,

2'Edgar Fry : o -
op) 312)1gzl*jmnk, Talmuddic and Rabbinical C hronology (New York, 1956),

21bid., p. 35.
sz a ) - . .
lﬁl‘;\:s does Fotheringham, The Journal of Theological Studies, XXXV,
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the king is that portion of the year between his accession and
the first day of the new year), and whether the_y reckoned
from Nisan or Tishri.2* Schiirer feels that the Nisan system
was used by Josephus for calculating the rule of Herod the
Great.?® But would Luke, a Gentile, use that system whe_n
writing to a Roman official? An interpretation such as this
seems unlikely.

RECKONING FROM TISHRI

The third method is that used by Syria from the time of
Augustus to Nerva. According to this the regnal years of the
Roman emperors were reckoned from Tishri 1 as were thqsc
of the old Syro-Seleucids.?® Thus, the first year of Flcberlus
would have extended from August 19, A.D. 14 to Tishri 1, 14,
and his fifteenth year from Tishri 1, 27 to Tishri 1, 28;27 that
is, from September 21, 27 to October 8, 28.2% The gdherents
of this view believe that since Luke was from Antloch_,29 he
would have calculated the reigns of emperors according to

24For a discussion on these problems, see Edwin R. Thlele,_The Mys-
tei'ous Numbers of the Hebrew Kings (2nd ed.; Grand Rapids, 1965),
pp. 16-38, 161. 2% . 165

25Qchii n. 3

’ﬁﬁdcg;rli;é:{, 3l%ﬁ-u 8(2-4: Martin Dibelius, From Tradition to Gospel,
trans. by Bertram Lee Woolf (2nd ed.; London, 1934), pp. 293-94. For
a discussion of the Syrian calendars, sec Finegan, pp. 61-6§. o B
27Conrad Cichorius, **Chronologisches zum Leben Jesu, Zelt.gchnjr
fiir die neutestamentliche Wissenschaft, XXII (Juni, 1923), 17-19; Gustav
Hélscher, * Die Hohenpriesterliste bei Josephus und die evan elische
Chronologie,” Sitzungsberichte der Heidelberger Akademie der Wissen-
schaften — Philosophisch-historische Klasse, XXX (Heidelberg, ]94‘02;
27; Carl H. Kraeling, "‘Olmstead’s Chronology of the Life of Jesus,
Anglican Theological Review, XXIV (October, 1942), 346; Giinther
Bornkamm, Jesus of Nazareth, trans. by Irene and Fraser Mc qukex Awnh
James M. Robinson (London, 1960), p. 45; George B. Caird, The
Chronology of the NT,”” The Interpreter’'s Dictionary of the Bible, ed. by
George Arthur Bbutlrickt et al.‘iGI (1962), 601.

8parker and Dubberstein, p. 40. »
"S\?ililigm Mitchell Ramsay.ps t. Paul the Traveller and the Roman Citizen
(14th ed.; London, 1920), pp. 389-90; David Smith, The Life and Letters
of St. Paul (London, 1919), Appendix 1V, pp. 667-70; Hoehner, pp.
231-32 1. 9.
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the calendar with which he was familiar.?® Also, the official
Jewish New Year, except possibly during the exilic period,
commenced with the autumn equinox (especially after
Nehemiah’s reformation).?* Would it not be natural to reck-
on regnal years from the New Year? Moreover, this
method agrees well with other chronological factors in the
life of Jesus. If Jesus was born around the winter of 5/4
B.C.,3? then the beginning of His ministry could have been
soon after the beginning of John’s, possibly before the
Passover of A.p. 28 (John 2:13). At this time He would have
been only thirty or thirty-one, which fits well with the state-
ment that He was ‘‘about thirty years of age’’ at the com-
mencement of His ministry (Luke 3:23). Also, if Jesus in-
deed died on April 7, A.p. 30 it would allow at least three
Passovers (John 2:13; 6:4; 11:55) to be included.?? However,
this limits Jesus’ ministry to a little over two years. John’s
Gospel requires at least three years as will be seen in the

discussion of the duration of Christ’s ministry in the
next chapter.

RECKONING FROM THE JULIAN CALENDAR

The fourth opinion is that Luke used the Julian Calen-
dar. If one reckons according to the non-accession-year

3%William M. Ramsay, "‘Numbers, Hours, Years, and Dates,” A Dic-
tionary of the Bible, ed. by James Hastings, et al., Extra Volume (1904),
481; Cichorius, Zeitschrift fiir die neutestamentliche Wissenschaft,
XXI1, 18-19; Kraeling, Anglican Theological Review, XXIV, 344-46.

3J. F. McLaughlin, “"New Year,” The Jewish Encyclopedia, ed. by
1. Singer, et al., IX (1895), 254-56; Juhan Morgenstern, *‘New Year,"” The
Interpreter’'s Dictionary of the Bible, ed. by George Arthur Buttrick,
et al., 111 (1962), 544-46; Julian Morgenstern, “Year,”" The Interpreter’s
Dictionary of the Bible, ed. by George Arthur Buttrick, et af., 1V (1962),
923-24. Also, cf. Jos. Ant. i. 3.3 §§ 80-81; J. Wellhausen, Prolegomena
zur Geschichte Israels (6th ed.; Berlin, 1905), pp. 103-7; Israel Abrahams,

“Time,” A Dictionary of the Bible, ed. by James Hastings, et al., IV
(1902), 763-65.

32Gee Chapter 1.

33Kraeling, Anglican Theological Review, XXIV, 346. Jeremias uses this
method, cf. Joachim Jeremias, The Eucharistic Words of Jesus, trans. by
Norman Perrin (3rd ed.; London, 1966), p. 39 n. 1.
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34For a discussion of this, see Finegan, pp. 271
sfpid.. p. 273
36Thomas Lewin,
37Benedictus Niese, **Zur Chronologie des Josephus,
Heft 2 (1893), 210-11, Ogg, p. 187.
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The Commencement of Christ's Ministry
CONCLUSION

In conclusion, of the five methods, the first one is unac-
ceptable and the second one is unlikely. If one were to accept
A.D. 30 as the crucifixion date, then the third method would
be the most probable. This would mean that the commence-
ment of John the Baptist’s ministry would have been be-
tween September 21, 27, and October 8, 28. This allows for
Jesus’ ministry to be a little more than two years. However,
if one thinks that Jesus was crucified in A.D. 33, then either of
the last two methods would be most probable, and would
make the beginning of John’s ministry between August 19,
28, and December 31, 29. The present author thinks that
Christ’s ministry was at least three years in duration and that
Chnist’s crucifixion wasin A.D. 33.%% Therefore, either of the
last two methods satisfies the requirements of the biblical

narratives and both methods were used for reckoning in that
day. Hence, it means that John the Baptist’s ministry began
somctime in A.D. 29.

From the Gospels one receives the impression that it
was not long after John’s ministry commenced that Jesus
was baptized and began His mimistry. If we accept the con-
clusion that John’s ministry began sometime in A.D. 29, it is

reasonable to suppose that Jesus’ ministry also began in that
same ycar or shortly thereafter.

““ABOUT THIRTY YEARS OF AGE”’

In the same chapter Luke (3:23) mentions that at the
commencement of His ministry, Jesus was ‘“‘about thirty
years of age.”’ Since in the previous chapter it was concluded
that Jesus was born around December, 5 B.c./January,4 B.C.,
do the solutions mentioned in the above section agree with
Luke 3:1-2? If one accepts the third solution in the above
section and also has Jesus’ baptism shortly before the
Passover of A.p. 28 then He would have been only thirty or
thirty-one years of age when He began His ministry. With
both the fourth and the fifth solutions, it is possible for John
to have baptized Christ early in A.D. 29 (with the fifth view

3#Both of these assertions will be treated in chapters 1 and V respectively.
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Christ could have been baptized in the autumn of A.D. 28)
and to have Christ’s ministry begin shortly before the
Passoverof A.p. 29. This would mean that Christ would have
been around thirty-one or thirty-two years of age at the
beginning of His ministry. However, it seems more plausible
(using either the fourth or fifth solution) for John to have
baptized Jesus sometime in A.D. 29 and to have the com-
mencement of Christ’s ministry sometime before the
Passover of A.D. 30 which means that Christ would have
been around thirty-two or thirty-three. This view 1s more
acceptable for the following three reasons. First, it does not
require a quick succession of events in such a short span of
time in John’s ministry. Second, itallows for Christ’s minis-
try to be at least three years in duration. Third, the fact that
Luke used the term ‘‘about™ (doei) indicates that Jesus was
not exactly thirty years of age when He began His ministry.
Of course, how far one is allowed to stretch the limits of the
term ‘‘about’’ is not known. One would think no more than
two or three years from the time stated. To know exactly the
time of the year when either John or Jesus began their
respective ministries is not possible. However, itis conceiv-
able that John began his ministry in the early part of A.D. 29
and that Jesus was baptized sometime in the summer or
autumn of A.D. 29. If this is true then Jesus would have been
thirty-two years of age with His thirty-third birthday ap-
proaching in December of A.D. 29 or January of A.D. 30.

“ForTY-S1X YEARS TO BUILD Tuis TEMPLE”

The first recorded visit of Christ to Jerusalem after His
baptism is found in John 2:13 — 3:21. At this time Jesus
cleansed the temple and the Jews asked for a sign for His
authority to do such a thing. He answered, ‘‘Destroy this
temple, and in three days I will raise it up.” The Jews
replied, "It has taken forty-six years to build this temple,
and you will raise it in three days?” Two extreme views must
be avoided. On the one hand one cannot say that the Jews
were referring to the temple constructed by Solomon or
Zerubbabel for the demonstrative pronoun ovros ‘‘this”
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points to the actual temple that was existing there at that
time. On thelother hand the Jews were not saying that the
emlrc_Herodlan temple was completed in forty-six years for
that did not take place until Albinus’ procuratorship in A.p
62-64.%Y What, then, did the Jews mean in John 2207

CORBISHLEY'S THEORY

. Josephus states in one place that Herod began to re-
build the temple in his eighteenth year?® while in another
place he says it was in his fifteenth year.*' Corbishley says
that these two _ﬁgures can be reconciled by the fact that the
first reference is reckoning from the time when the Roman
Senate prqnounced Herod king in 40 B.C. while the second
.rcference is reckoned from the time he actually became king
in 37.B.C. This means the temple was begun in 23/22 B.C
Corblshley continues his argumentation by showing tl;ai
according to Josephus,*? it took eight years to build the first
phase of the temple and its courts, which would bringitdown
to 16/15 B.C., and to add forty-six years from that date would
mean that Jesus was speaking to the Jews at the Passover of
A.D. 30.%3

Th}s view is not acceptable for three reasons. First, the
r;:bl{lldlng of the temple, which according to Josephus"An-
tiquitates Judaicae (xv. 11. 1 § 380) began in the eighteenth
year ofHerod’s reign, coincides with the arrival of Augustus
in Syria,** which according to Dio Cassius occurred in thé

3%Jos. Ant. xx.9.7§219.
0Jos. Ant. xv. 11. 1§ 380.
1Jos. BJ 1. 21. 1§ 401.
:z#l;: A/ll.é(v. 11.5§ 420.

“Thomas orbishley. ““The Chronology of the Reign
slrc;at. The Journal of Theological Studies, XXXVF(J:r:‘uzl;lrt;m(li‘){E;:
22-27. Jeremias also states that Josephus reckons from the two slaru—ng
p(\l;‘l(S but he concludes that Herod began his construction ofthe~(emple
in 20/19 B.C. (Jeremias, Jerusalem, pp. 21-22). How Jeremias comes to
EEHS conclusion is not explained and is incomprehensible.

Josephus states (Anr. xv. 10. 3 § 354) that Augustus arrived in Syria

after Herod reigned seventeen years whic ake it his ei
el ko y hich would make it his eighteenth
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spring or summer of 20 B.C.*% This is corrqborated in
Josephus’ other account, where he states that ghts Augustan
visit to Syria was ten years after his first visit*® in 30 B.C.
Therefore, since the eighteenth year of Herod’s reign was
from Nisan 1, 20 B.C. to Nisan 1, 19 B.C.,"7 Josephus must
have reckoned from 37 B.c. and not 40 B.C. Segt)n(i, for
Corbishley to state that Josephus reckoned from two
different starting points, he theorizes that Josephus had in-
tended to compute from 37 B.C. but d‘id not becu}xse “he
mistakenly presumed that his sources did thc.samc’ 4 when
in fact they reckoned from 40 B.c. This can neither be proved
nor disproved. However, it seems better 10 say that
Josephus’ statement in Bellum Judaicum (1. 21. 1 %401) that
Herod restored the temple in his fifteenth year might be an
error on the part of either Josephus or a scribe?? or that it
might refer to the time of preparation before actua! construc-
tion.>® Third, Corbishley’s computation is invalid. He felt
that the temple was completed by Jesus’ first Passover in
A.D. 30. But if one begins in 23/22 B.C. and adds eight years
for its building and then adds forty-six years one does not
come to A.D. 30 but A.D. 32/33. This would leave little, ifany,
time for Jesus’ ministry.

In conclusion, the Corbishley theory is unacceptable.
Rather it is best to think that Josephus reckoned Herod’s
eighteenth year from 37 B.C. and that the commencement of
the temple reconstruction was in 20/19 B.C.

DISTINCTION OF TERMS FOR THE TEMPLE

It scems that a better approach to the problem is to de-
termine what the Jews meant by the term *‘temple when

45Djo Cassius liv. 7. 4-6. Dio states that Augustus went to Syria in the
spring of the year when Marcus Apuleius and Publius Silius were consuls
which was 20 B.C.§ 199

6Jos. BJ1.20.4 § .

+7That Josephus had reckoned the regn(il Il)"earsl(())sf Herod the Great from
Nisan 1 is discussed by Schirer, I, 326-28 n. 165.

#Corbishley, The Journal of Theologicul Studies, XXXV, 26-27 n. 3.

#9For a possible scribal error, see Finegan, pp. 277-78.

soSchiirer, 1, 292 n. 12.
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they were debating with Jesus.®' There are two Greek
words for temple which are distinguished by Josephus. The
first term tepov refers to the whole sacred area which in-
cludes three courts or enclosures. The first court was the
“Court of the Gentiles.”” Within it was the second court,
namely, the “*Court of the Women.’’” There only Jews and
their wives could enter. Gentiles were not allowed. The third
court was within the second court and only Jewish men were
allowed to enter it. Also within this third court there was the
“Priests’ Court,”” open only to the priests. The second term
for the temple is vacos which is the sacred building alone, and
it was located within the Priests’ Court.’? Both terms are
translated “‘temple’ in the English with no distinction.

The Gospels make the same distinction. For example, in
referring to the whole sacred area tepov is used (Matt. 21:12
= Mark 11:15 = Luke 19:45) while on the other hand vaos is
used when speaking of the sacred building (Matt. 27:51 =
Mark 15:38 = Luke 23:45). John’s Gospel is consistent with
this distinction, for notice in 2:14-15 that Jesus found the
money-changers in the temple court, that 1s, 7o iepov (cf.
alsoJohn5:14;7:14, 28; 8:2, 20, 59; 10:53; 11:56; 18:20) while
in 2:19-20John uses o vads when the Jews were talking about
the destruction of the temple edifice. Therefore, the Jews
were speaking of the temple edifice and not the whole sacred
precincts.

Returning to Josephus it seems clear that the first part of
Herod’s rebuilding the temple was the temple edifice which
was done by the priests in one year and six months.?3 Since
the reconstruction began in 20/19 B.c., the sanctuary would
have been completed in 18/17 B.c. Adding forty-six to the
last figure brings it up to A.D. 29/30. The Jews’ statement
would mean that the temple edifice had stood for forty-six
years.

*'The present author wishes to express his appreciation for the contribu-
tion that Finegan has made with respect to the Jews' reply to Jesus in
John 2:20 (Fincgan, pp. 278-80).

82Cf. Jos. Ant. xv. 1. 5§§ 417-20. This distinction is also readily seen in
describing Solomon’s temple, see Jos. Ant. viii. 3. 9 §§ 95-96.

"3Jos. Ant. xv. 11.6 § 421,
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Both old and recent translations (e.g., AV, ASV, RSV,
NEB, NASB, and N1V) translate it as though the building
process was still continuing. Grammarians and commen-
tators see the aorist passive oikodountdn ““to build” as a
constative aorist™® noting that the process of building was for
forty-six years. But Morris finds it difficult to accept the idea
of a constative aorist when the building process was still
going on.?® In fact both Morris and Westcott contend that the
Jews were referring to the completion of a definite stage of
the work and that no building was going on when these words
were spoken.?® However, is it not better to note the distinc-
tion of the two terms for temple, and that the Jews were not
talking about the temple precincts (tepov) which were in the
process of construction until A.p. 63, but they were referring
to the temple edifice (vads) which was completed in 18/17
B.C.? The aorist could be constative in that it took one and a
half years to build the temple edifice or it could be an effec-
tive or perfective aorist in that one looks at the conclusion or
results of the action, namely, the temple has stood as a
completed building for forty-six years.>? The latter view
does more justice to the temporal dative, éreow, in that the
completed building extended for a forty-six year time period.
Therefore, the Jews were asking Jesus how He would be able
to raise up in three days the temple edifice which had stood
for forty-six years.

Since the temple reconstruction beganin 20/19 B.c. and
the temple edifice was completed in 18/17 B.C., forty-six

31A T. Robertson, A Grammar of the Greek New Testament in the Light
of Historical Research (4th ed.; New York, 1923), p. 833; C. F. D. Moule,
An Idiom Book of New Testament Greek (2nd ed.; Cambridge, 1959),
p. 11; William Hendriksen, Exposition of the Gospel according to
John (Grand Rapids, 1953), 1, 125 n. 64; Leon Morris, The Gospel ac-
cording to John (Grand Rapids, 1971), p. 200 n. 81.

sMorris, p. 200 n. 81.

38Jbid.; B. F. Westcott, The Gospel according to St. John (London,
1882), p. 43.

37See Corbishley, The Journal of Theological Studies, XXXVI1, 26;
Finegan, pp. 279-80; E. Power, “John 2, 20 and the Date of the Cruci-
fixion,"” Biblica, 1X (July, 1928), 268-77; cf. also Robertson, pp. 834-35,
840-41; Nigel Turner, Syntax, Vol. Il of A Grammar of New Testament
Greek (Edinburgh, 1963), p. 72; Moule, pp. 11, 13.
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years later would bring the date to the year a.p. 29/30. This
means, then, that Jesus’ first Passover was the spring of A.D.
30. The Jews were telling Jesus that the temple edifice had
stood for forty-six years and was now just beginning its
forty-seventh year. This fits well with the results of the first
part of this chapter where it was concluded that Jesus was
baptized in the summer or autumn of A.D. 29. Thus there was
a period of anywhere from four to nine months between
Chnist’s baptism and the first Passover in His ministry.

“NoTt YET FiFry YEARS OLD”’

In John 8:57 the Jews said to Jesus, “You are not yet
fifty years old.”” Irenaeus held that Jesus was in His forties,
for if Jesus were in His thirties they would have said, **You
are not yet forty years old.’’3® Ogg takes this chronological
note in John 8:57 seriously and doubts that LLuke 3:23 can
serve any chronological purpose.’® But certainly the oppo-
site is more likely. Luke 3:23 is a precise statement whereas
John 8:57 indicates that the Jews were emphasizing Jesus’
youth in contrast to His claim that He existed before
Abraham. Therefore, John 8:57 is not helpful in trying to
establish the commencement of Christ’s ministry.

SUuMMARY AND CONCLUSION

Luke gives specific chronological notes for the com-
mencement of Christ’s public ministry. In 3:1-2 the
evangelist first gives the fifteenth year of Tiberius as the time
when John the Baptist’s ministry began. Since Luke was
writing to a Roman official, it was concluded that he reck-
oned from either the Julian Calendar or Tiberius’ regnal
year. Both of these methods were used by Roman historians.
Therefore, it was concluded that Luke’s reference to the
fifteenth year of Tiberius points to the year A.p. 29 as the

lrenaeus Adversus Haereses i1, 22. 6.
»G. Ogg. ““"Chronology of the New Testament,"" Peake’s Commentary on
the Bible, ed. by Matthew Black (London, 1962), p. 728.
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year for the commencement of the Baptist’s ministry and
that Christ’s ministry began shortly thereafter.

In the same chapter Luke adds another chronological
notice. He states that Christ was ‘‘about thirty years of age”’
when He began His ministry. Since the phrase ““about thirty
years of age’ 1s an elastic expression, it was concluded that
it allows for a flexibility of two or three years. If John’s
ministry began in the carly part of A.p. 29 and Jesus was
baptized in the summer or autumn of that same year, He
would have been only thirty-two years of age at the com-
mencement of His ministry. Therefore, both Luke 3:1-2 and
23 point to A.D. 29 as the year that Christ began His public
ministry.

The evidence in John 2:20 also supports the A.D. 29
date. In the first Passover of Jesus’ public ministry, Jesus
stated that He could destroy the temple edifice and raise itup
in three days. The Jews asked how He could destroy and
rebuild in three days a structure which had stood for forty-
six years. Since the reconstruction of the temple edifice was
completed in 18/17 B.C., the addition of forty-six ycars
makes the date of the conversation recorded in John 2:20 the
Passover of A.p. 30. Therefore, the first Passover of Jesus’
public ministry followed by four to nine months the begin-
ning of His public ministry.

The picture given in the Gospels is in line with the
chronological outline given above. After John baptized
Jesus, there was the temptation (Matt 4:1-11; Mark 1:12-13;
Luke 4:1-13); the call of His first disciples (John 1:35-51); the
wedding feast at Cana of Galilee (John 2:1-11); His journey
to Capernaum (John 2:12); and then His journey to
Jerusalem to attend the first Passover of His ministry on
Nisan 14, or April 7, A.D. 30.6°

Therefore, it is concluded that Christ’s ministry began
sometime in the summer or autumn of A.p. 29.

$Parker and Dubberstein, p. 46.
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The Duration of Christ’s Ministry

S_ince the gospel writers never specifically state the
duration of Christ’s public ministry, there have been differ-
ences of interpretation regarding the sequences and duration
of His ministry. Having concluded in the previous chapter
1h‘a1 Jesus’ public ministry began in the summer or autumn
of A.D. 29, the next logical step is to determine the duration
of His ministry. In attempting to answer this question,
widely ranging theories have been offered. The more ex-
treme views will be considered first.

EXTREME ViEws UNACCEPTABLE

Scholars have calculated its duration from three or four
months! to sometime between ten and twenty years.? To
have a ministry for only three to six months, one needs to
compress the ministry unmercifully. If one accepts the
chrqnological notes in the Gospels with any seriousness the
ministry of Christ is surely longer than a few months. On the
other hand in_lrenaeus‘ attempt to refute Valentinus’ view of
a one-year ministry of Jesus, he states, though not clearly,
th;_ll since Jesus began His ministry when He was “about
thirty years of age’” (Luke 3:23), His ministry continued into
His forties since the Jews in John 8:57 state that Christ was
not yet fifty years old. This makes the ministry of Jesus
somewhere between ten and twenty years long. But the

'Ch. Guigneburt, Jesus, trans. by S. H. Hooke (I.ondon, 1935). p. 211.
For a ministry of four to seven months, see Hans Windisch, **Die Dauer
der offentlichen Wirksamkeit Jesu nach den vier Evangelisten,™
Zeatschrift fur die neutestamentliche Wissenschaft, X11 (1911) l4l-7‘§
Hrenaeus Adversus Haereses ii. 22. 5-6. ’ B
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statement in John 8:57 is not a precise chronological note.
Rather it indicates that the Jews were emphasizing Jesus’
youth in contrast to His claim that He existed before
Abraham. A ten- to twenty-year ministry would not fit into
the framework of the Gospels, namely, if Jesus’ ministry
started in A.D. 29, He was crucified before Pilate’s departure
from Judea in the winter of A.D. 36/37. Thus neither of these
two extreme views are acceptable when held up to the
light of Scripture.

ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS CONSIDERED

Various theories from one to four years have been pro-
posed for the length of our Lord’s ministry. The order of
their discussion will be as follows: one-yecar, two-year,
four-year, and finally the three-year ministry. Each theory
will be presented in a two-part format. An opening state-
ment of the view will provide a brief explanation, and the
critque of the view will offer analysis and evaluation. First,
then, the one-year theory.

ONE-YEAR THEORY

Statement of the view. Early Gnostic commentators
such as Valentinus (who was born ca. A.p. 100, educated
at Alexandria, and later taught at Rome) thought that the dura-
tion of Jesus’ ministry was about a year because of
Luke 4:19 where it quotes Isaiah 61:2: “To proclaim the
acceptable year of the Lord.”” However, Valentinus’ con-
temporary, Irenaeus, from whom one obtains information
about Valentinus, refuted this theory by indicating the
number of Passovers in the Gospel of John.? The one-year
theorv was also adopted by Clement of Alexandria (ca.
150-215)* and Origen (ca. 185-254)° among others. More
recent exponents of the one-year ministry of Christ are

3bid. )
‘Clement of Alexandria Stromata 1. 21. 146.
3Origen De Principiis iv. 1. 5.
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Belser,® von Soden,” Klausner,® Goguel,? Olmstead,'® and
probably Conzelmann.!" These later advocates basically
think that one can fit Christ’s ministry in the year, beginning
with His disciples’ plucking the grain on the Sabbath in
Mark 2:23 (fully npened grain between Passover and Pente-
cost) and ending with the Passover (the only one mentioned
in the Synoptic Gospels) in Mark 14:1.

Critique of the view. First, to build a one-year ministry
on Luke 4:19, “To proclaim the acceptable year of the
Lord,” is unacceptable. The Old Testament passage was
quoted to indicate that the predicted Messiah had arnived
and not to indicate the duration of His ministry (this view is
not held by the modern exponents of a one-year ministry of
Christ).

Second, to compress a ministry of one year between
Mark 2:23 and 14:1 is unlikely for two reasons. For one
thing, the Gospel of John makes shipwreck of this theory
since there are at least three Passovers during the ministry of
Jesus: John 2:13 (Jesus’ first journey to Jerusalem); 6:4 (feed-
ing of the 5,000); and 11:55 (the passion Passover). How-
ever, Origen found no difficulty with John’s Gospel because
apparently his text omitted at least the words 70 maoxa (*‘the
Passover™) if not the whole verse of John 6:4. This left a
Passover at the beginning and end of Chrnist’s one-year
ministry. Although some conjecture that Origen may have

8Johannes Belser, ‘*Zur Hypothese von der einjihrigen Wirksamkeit
Jesu,’” Biblische Zeitschrift, 1 (1903), 55-63, 160-74; Johannes Belser,
“‘Zu der Perikope von der Speisung der Funftausend,”” Biblische
Zeitschrift, 11 (1904), 154-76.

"Hermann von Soden, ‘*‘Chronology,” Encyclopaedia Biblica, ed. by T.
K. Cheyne and T. Sutherland Black, I (1899), 802-3.

8Joseph Klausner, Jesus of Nazareth, trans. by Herbert Danby (London,
1925), p. 259.

SMaurice Goguel, The Life of Jesus, trans. by Olive Wyon (London,
1933), pp. 233-52.

A, T. Olmstead, ‘“The Chronology of Jesus’ Life,”” Anglican Theo-
logical Review, XXIV (January, 1942), 1-26, esp. 6-11; A. T. Olmstead,
Jesus in the Light of History (New York, 1942), p. 281.

""Hans Conzelmann, History of Primitive Christianity, trans. by John E.
Steely (Nashville, 1973), p. 30.
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thought the feast mentioned in 6:4'? was the Feast of Taber-
nacles (since the next chapter is about the Feast of Taberna-
cles), it is not a tenable solution since in the context of the
feast John states that there was “much grass’ (6:10), indicat-
ing the celebration was in the spring rather than the autumn.
Furthermore, there is no textual evidence outside of Origen
for its omission. Thus, from John’s Gospel there are three
Passovers mentioned specifically — requiring at least a
ministry of two years. The second reason for the untenability
of compressing a year’s ministry between Mark 2:23 and
14:1 is seen right in Mark’s Gospel. In Mark 2:23 Jesus’
disciples pluck the fully ripened grain and in 6:39 (feeding of
the 5,000) there is the mention of ‘‘green grass’’ indicating
another year had elapsed since 2:23. There would have been
yet another year between 6:39 and the passion Passover
of 14:1.

Therefore, from both John and the Synoptics it is highly
untenable to hold that Jesus’ ministry lasted only one year. It
was at least two years.

TWO-YEAR THEORY

Statement of the view. Since the Gospel of John specifi-
cally mentions three Passovers (2:13; 6:4; 11:55), it is
thought that Jesus’ ministry lasted a little over two years.
Early supporters for this theory are Apollinans, bishop of
Laodicea in Syria (ca. 310-390)'3 and Epiphanius, bishop of
Salamis in Cyprus (ca. 315-403)."* The most well-known
recent defender of this view is Sutcliffe’® and it is accepted

1ZFor a discussion of this, see Brooke Foss Westcott and Fenton John
Anthony Hort, The New Testament in the Original Greek: Introduction,
Appendix (Cambridge and London, 1882), pp. 77-81. Only Hort signed
the article, seemingly persuaded of the validity of the omission of **the

Passover.”
Bpreserved by Jerome Commentariorum in Danielem ix. 24 (690).

Epiphanius Panarion h. 30.
SEdmund F. Sutcliffe, A Two Year Public Ministry Defended (London,

1938).
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b Bhn 16 a1 17
B)rluceﬁ"zzliiij, Du(r:)(é:;r:,;' Ruckstuhl,'# Schnackenburg,'?
Critique of the view. To hold to a two-year ministr
there must be a transposition of chapters 5 and 6 of (lllle;
Gospel of John. There has been a greatamount of discussion
on the rearrangement of these chapters. Both those\;vho
rearrange the material of John's Gospel on a large scafe such
as Berngrd22 and Bultmann,?® and those who ;lo lit‘tie in
rearranging of John’s Gospel, such as Schnackenburg,?4 re-
verse the order of John 5 and 6. Since a discussion o,n the
tr}c;arrangement of the materials in John’s Gosp;:i 1s beyond
beemt:j(;l.)e of this chapter, only a brief statement can
It is thought that it makes bett ice
when (_:hgpters 5and 6are transposed,?(r)rgaetotﬁgaep:(lic(;ifl J(S)(:lnsj
Jesus is in Car}a of Galilee, in chapter 6 He is by the Sean f
Gahlee_, then in chapter 5 He goes up to Jerusalem arﬁi
finally in chapter 7 Jesus can no longer travel in Judea s‘o H
traveled in Galilee. Itis thought, then, that the Feast of J he
5:1is the Passover mentioned in 6:4? T oo
However, tl_le theory of dislocations has not solved all
the problems. First, and foremost, there is no textual evi-
dence whatsoever for any other order than the traditional

'%Josef Blinzler, The Trial of Jesus, t by Is:

(lzgd ed.; l\;chtminster, MD, l95§),r;3:g74¥7l5$dbeland Florence McHugh
‘George B. Caird, ““The Chronology of the NT.” T} I s Di
tionary of the Bibe, . » The Interpreter's Dic-
honar f ed. by George Arthur Buttrick, er al., 1(1962),

"“Eugen Ruckstuhl, Chronologe
l\;i}gl(()jr j" Igrz;]pclu oo Y(orl((),(;%&()),f;:,hg, Last Days of Jesus, trans. by
udolt Schnackenburg, The Gospel accordi
ggre:w[? gmyth (lslew Y()ri, 19;8)‘013‘/)3(45(.1(cordmg 1o St. John, trans. by
. k. Bruce, New Testament History (Lond
aig o B ' a | on, 1969), p. 190.
George B. Duncan, Chronology,” The lnlvrpreterp’ s One-Volume

Comment, he Bible b
o 128;. ary on the Bible, ed. by Charles M. Laymon (Nashville, 1971y,

*2J. H. Bernard, A Critical Comme
, ) ntary on the Gospel accordi
}?:{RJ((;II;;_,Bed. by A. H. N!CNCIIC (Edinburgh, 1928), [,ﬁsi-;’;(x‘i)i?dmg 0
udolf Bultmann, The Gospel of John, trans. by G.R. Beaslcy-Murray

R. W. N. Hoare, and J. iches i p
*4Schnackenburg. 1. 46, cres (Philadelphia, 1971), pp. xiii, 111-12]
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one.?® Second, the transposition is not really an improve-
ment. For example, theologically Dodd thinks that in John
5:19-47 Chnist is established as the divine Son which serves
as a basis for Christ’s claims made in chapter 6.2¢ Another
example is that there is no improvement in the geographical
progression, for it seems from John 7:3 that Jesus had not
recently been in Jerusalem performing miracles, which is
strange if chapter 7 follows immediately after chapter 5.27
Other examples could be given but suffice it to say with
Smith that the theories of transposition are not compelling
and that ‘‘the burden of proof in this matter is upon the one
whoever rearranges the text, and he must not only show that
this order is preferable but also that the present one i1s so
exceedingly difficult as to be virtually impossible.”’?® There-
fore, although a transposition is possible there is no over-
whelming evidence for it. Hence, accepting that John 5-7 are
in proper order, the two-year ministry of Christ goes out the
window. [t is not good to base atheory of a two-year ministry
on the supposition that there must be a transposition of John
5 and 6 for which there is no manuscript evidence nor any
other compelling reason for the transposition. Hence, there
is a need for Christ’s ministry to have been longer than two
ycars.

FOUR-YEAR THEORY

Statement of the view. Stauffer and Cheney think that
Jesus had a ministry of a little over four years. Each writer

25Cf. Leon Morris. The Gospel according to John (Grand Rapids, 1971),
p. 297: Raymond E. Brown, The Gospel according to John (Garden City,
NY, 1966), 1, 236; C. K. Barrett, The Gospel according to St. John
(L.ondon, 1956), pp. 19-20, 209, 227.

26C, H. Dodd, The Interpretation of the Fourth Gospel (Cambridge, 1954),

. 340.

g’Brown, 1, 235.

28 Dwight Moody Smith, Jr., The Composition and Order of the Fourth
Gospel (New Haven, 1965), p. 130; sce also pp. 128-34; c¢f. also
Howard M. Teeple, ‘‘Methodology in Source Analysis of the Fourth
Gospel,” Journal of Biblical Literature, LXXX1 (September, 1962),
279-86: Werner Georg Kimmel, Introduction to the New Testament,
trans. by Howard Clark Kee (17th rev. ed.; Nashville, 1975), pp. 204-6.
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ba'scs his theory of a four-year ministry on different
evidence.

Stauffer has summarized his view well when he writes:

_The fourth gospel, onthe other hand, deals with a period
of about four years (between five Passover feasts) in which
the arrest of the Baptist lies midway. In John 1.29, 41 ff., the
season of the Passover is presumed. In John 2. 13,23 we flear
of the second Passover. In John 3.24 the Baptist is still at
work. In 4.35 it is winter time. The third Passover is not
mentioned. In John 5.1 it is autumn, the feast of Tabernacles.
In John 5.35 the Baptist is no longer active. In John 6.4 the
fouyth.Passover is at hand. In John 7.2 it is autumn once
again; in John 10.22 winter again, the feast of the Dedication
of the temple. In John 11.55 we hear of the fifth Passover
feast, the Passover of death.2?

' 'Cheney feels that one great problem with a three-year
ministry is that “'it compresses too many events into the last
six months of His ministry. "3 It is felt that Jesus’ departure
?mm Galilee to go to Jerusalem for the Feast of Tabemacles
in John 7 cannot be the same departure as givenin Luke 9:51.
There.fore, one needs a four-year ministry. Cheney’s recon-
struction would be as follows: the first Passover is recorded in
John 2:13; the feast in 5:1 is the Feast of Tabernacles; the
§egond Passover is alluded to in Luke 6 1; the third Passover
is in John 6:4; the fourth Passover is alluded to in the story of
the temple tax in Matthew 17:24 and the time when Pilate
mingled the blood of the Galileans with the sacrifices in Luke
13:1; and the fifth and final Passover is mentioned in John
11:55. Cheqey then concludes by stating that the parable of
thf: barren fig tree (Luke 13:6-9) substantiates a four-year
ministry 3!

l_n conclusion Stauffer adds a Passover before the one
mentioned in John 2:13 and another Passover between the
ones mentioned in John 2:13 and 6:4, whereas Cheney adds a

2*Ethelbert Stauffer, Jesus and His St trans. b
(London 1960 i3 ory, trans. by Dorothea M. Barton

3Johnston M. Cheney, The Life of Christ in Ste d St
Ellisen (Portland, OR, 1969), p. 22‘4. o Jterco. ed. by Stanley A.
3bid., pp. 229-36.
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Passover between John 2:13 and 6:4 and another one be-
tween John 6:4 and 11:55.
Critique of the view. First, Stauffer has to presume that
Jesus went to Jerusalem for a Passover right after He had
been baptized by John and when certain disciples began to
follow Him (John 1:29-51).3% But this is abig presumption for
there is no indication whatever from the text of John that this
was a Passover season nor that any journey to Jerusalem was
made. In fact the text states that Jesus came to John, who was
in Bethany beyond the Jordan (John 1:28-29), and three days
later Jesus intended to go to Galilee (1:43). Furthermore, the
next geographical notation given by John is Christ’s attend-
ance at the wedding in Cana of Galilee (2:1). If one accepts
Stauffer’s view then one has to squeeze one whole year
between John 1:51 and 2:13 — for according to Staufter 2:13
is Jesus’ second Passover. However, there is no indication in
John 1:29-51 that Jesus celebrated a Passover in Jerusalem.
Second, Cheney thinks that Jesus’ first Passover is
recorded in John 2:13, and, that Jesus’ second Passover is
alluded to in Luke 6:1.33 When one looks at the setting of this
story of the disciples plucking the grain, it is evident that it
was the springtime. He feels that this event must fit between
the first and the third Passover. This is reasonable for John’s
first explicit mention of a Passover is in 2:13, which is very
early in Jesus’ ministry, and the next explicit reference of a
Passover is in 6:4, whichis in the context of the feeding of the
5,000 (quite a bit later in Jesus’ ministry, as is seen also
in the Synoptics: Matt. 14:13-21; Mark 6:32-44; Luke
9:10-17).34 The third Passover is the one mentioned in John
6:4 and the fourth Passover is not explicitly mentioned in
John but it is between the Passovers mentioned in John 6:4
and 11:55. Cheney thinks that one cannot identify Jesus’
departure from Galilee to attend the Feast of Tabernacles in

3zStauffer, pp. 17, 59.
33Cheney, pp. 229-30.
3 Cheney attempts to demonstrate that Luke 6: 1 is referring to the second
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John 7:2 with that of Luke 9:5] because John 7:2 indicates
that {esus went directly to Jerusalem whereas Jesus’ depar-
ture in Luke 9:51 involved several months joume‘y bet?ore
reachmg Jerusalem.®> Another unsatisfactory solution ac-
cordmg_ to _Cheney is to fit Luke 9:51 — 1928 after the Feast
of Dedication (John 10:22-42) and before the resurrection of
nggrus (John 11:1-53) because this would mean all of the
ministry of Christ in Luke 9:51 — 19:28 would need to be
fitted into a two-month period.?® So he suggests that one
allow for another year’s ministry between John 10 and 11
similar to those who hold a three-year ministry have a year
lapse between John 5 and 6. This is further substantiated
from the Synoptics, for the annual temple tax (Matt. 17:24)
ar}:]h‘thehmassacre of the Galileans (Luke 13:1) wc.)ul(i fit
}k(’)lhnl‘[; (t} gsgé(lt.rﬁ Passover between chapters 10 and 11 of
.However, Cheney’s solution is not satisf i
the‘lnscmon of a year between John 10 a;; clt?ri};- Q;Zt&
entirely upon an argument of silence. An additional year is
allowed between the explicitly mentioned Passovers in Johﬁ
2:13 and 6:4.because there is internal evidence within John's
Gospel (which will be discussed below). But there is no

internal evidence in the Gospel o
pel of John for a
between John 10 and 11. n additional year

Passover of Jesus' ministry by accepting the deb i
Sevreponpirw (the **second first™ Sabhath)ind states?;Z?l&i;ehaadsl:ffe?-f
ence to the second of the seven Sabbaths between Passover and Pente
cost. But this is dubious for not only is the textual reading hi hl.
questionable but also even if one accepts the reading, there a%e mgany
different nterpretations as 1o its meaning and so one c;annol say that 1):
pinpoints the occasion of the second Passover (Cheney, pp 229*30‘ for
different Interpretations, see F. Godet, 4 Commeniary ,on the Gospel of
S1. Luke, trans. by E. W. Shalders and M. D. Cusin [Edinburgh, n g ].1
284-86; Alfrcd_ Plummer, A Critical and Exegetical C ommenta'rv on ;he;
Gospel according 10S. Luke [4th ed.; Edinburgh, 1905] pp- 165-66). To
{;;Oll)(fx :;: a:] v:)cnw dthat ls[paSedlon a questionable interpretal;on ;vhich in ium
- u " l 3 . M 1c 1 1
ﬂf'Cheneyr,) - 2(;7&2;(:1_1;;) ¢ textual reading is immediately suspect.
Sibid., p. 227.
Ybid., pp. 233-34.
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Second, the Synoptic parallels can be dated satisfactorily
without an extra year between John 10 and 11. Although the
temple tax was normally collected in Adar (the month before
Passover),3® there is reason to believe from Matthew 17:24-
27 that these collectors of the temple tax came after the
due-date. The text indicates that Jesus and His disciples had
just arrived in Capernaum and thus they were away from
their hometown when the collection was normally made.3?
It seems that Christ was probably in Capernaum (Matt.
15:1-20) just before He went to Tyre and Sidon and after
which there were some miracles, the journey to Caesarea
Philippi followed by the transfiguration, after which He re-
turned to Capernaum (Matt. 17:24). Hence, Chnist and His
disciples had been away for some time and would have
missed the temple tax collectors. Regarding the massacre of
the Galileans (Luke 13:1), it could well fit into the Passover
mentioned in John 6:4.4°

Third, although many efforts have been made to at-
tempt to fit the central section of Luke 9:51 — 19:28 with
John’s Gospel, a plausible solution is given by Wieseler.*!
He points out that John mentions three journeys, namely,
the Feast of Tabernacles (7:2), to Bethany for raising
Lazarus (11:7, 17-18), and the final Passover (11:55). Luke
likewise in the central section of his book speaks of going to
Jerusalem three times (9:51; 13:22; 17:11). It is highly
possible that the three journeys mentioned in these two
Gospels correspond. Therefore, there is no need to add an
additional year between John 10 and 11. Although there are
many events to be placed within a seven-month period, it ts
not unreasonable.

3¥Mishnah: Shekalimi. 1-3.

39See Alfred Edersheim, The Life and Times of Jesus the Messiah (3rd
ed.; London, 1886), ii, 112-13.

Josef Blinzler, *‘Eine Bemerkung zum Geschichtsrahmen des Johan-

nesevangeliums,”” Biblica, XXXVI (1955), 20-35.

1K arl Wieseler, Chronologische Synopse der vier Evangelium (Hamburg,

1843), pp. 316-32; cf. also C. J. Ellicott, Historical Lectures on the Life
of Our Lord Jesus Christ (London, (861), pp. 236-77. Edersheim, 11,
126-27; A. T. Robertson, A Harmony of the Gospels for Students of the
Life of Christ (New York, 1922), pp. 278-79.
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' _ln conclusion, then, both theories espousing a four-year
ministry do not offer convincing evidence. One of the most
obvious weaknesses is that both theories add an extra year to
thq Gospel of John — an addition for which there is no
evidence from within the Gospel itself. Other questions and
ditficulties result as well when one year is added to John’s
Gospgl. The discussion now turns to the last of the four
theories, the three-year ministry of Christ.

THREE-YEAR THEORY

Statement of the view. It is thought that besides the
three Passovers explicitly mentioned in the Gospel of John
(25 l}: 6:4; 11:55), there was an additional year of the Lord’s
ministry between the Passovers mentioned in 2:13 and 6:4.
Thc;re is in this view no need for transposition of John 5 and 6
as is required by the two-year theory.

Early advocates of this theory are Melito of Sardis (d.
ca. 190)* and Eusebius (ca. 260-340)*3 among many
ot_he_rs.“ The most well-known defender of the three-year
ministry of Christ is Ogg*s and it is also held by such men as
Robertson,*® Armstrong,*” Hendriksen,*® Madison.*® and
Guthrie.3° ’

Critique of the view. One problem with an addition of a
year between the Passovers of John 2:13 and 6:4 is that there

::Ffreseryed in Ar!astasius Sinaita Viae Dux xiii (115).

Eusebius Chronica, ed. by Rudolf Hetm, Vol. XXIV of Die griechischen
christlichen Schriftsteller (Leipzig, 1913), pp. 173-74; Demonstratio
f:‘vsfm,eelu‘a (\;l:;: 2. 93-111; Historia Ecclesiasticus i. 10. 3-4.

see a good discussion by George Ogg, The Chronol. th ic
Mmgslr_y of Jesus (Cambridge, 1940), pp. 76-90, 9é-nl(())30g{lg-f28w Fubli
Ibid., pp. 1-149. ' '
*$Robertson, pp. 267-70.

‘l’\tMlllam P.lfgrmszz:o;g, “Chronology of the New Testament.” The

nternational Standard Bible Encyclopaedia, ed. by James Orr. .

(1929), 647. P yamesOm etal., |

*“William Hendriksen, Expositio the G o ~ordi

Sg}Lranld Ramaa 1ose™ 18,;-89.(” of the Gospel according to John
eslie P. Madison, “‘Problems of Chronology in the Life of Christ”

(Il(l)r‘t,p:é)hshed Th.D. dissertation, Dallas Theological Seminary, 1963), bp.

5"60!\;;1(! Guthrie, New Testament Introduction (3rd ed..:

TG00y e e oduction (3rd ed.; Downers Grove,
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is no mention of an additional Passover by John. This is an
argument from silence but not all the feasts are mentioned in
John, for example the Feast of Pentecost. Also, the Synoptic
accounts require another year between the Passovers of 2: 13
and 6:4. One point of chronology that 1s common to all four
Gospels is the feeding of the 5,000 (Matt. 14:13-21; Mark
6:32-44; Luke 9:10-17; John 6: 1-15) which is dated sometime
near the Passover of John 6:4. Confirmationof thisis givenin
Mark 6:39 where there is the incidental mentior} that the
grass was green — indicating the springtime, the time of the
Passover. But earlier in the Synoptic Gospels there is
recorded the incident of the disciples plucking grain (Matt.
12:1; Mark 2:23; Luke 6:1) which would point to the harvest
season a year earlier. On the other hand the Pagsover of.lo'hn
2:13 is too early for the incident of the disciples plucking
grain for John 2:13 occurred shortly after He had been bap-
tized and had started His ministry. Also, after the Passoyer
of John 2:13 His ministry was in Judea whereas the plucking
of the grain occurred after He had been in Galilf.te. So the
plucking of the grain would fit well around the time of the
Passover between the Passovers mentioned in John 2:13
and 6:4.

There are also within the Gospel of John two notes of
time that would indicate there was an additional year be-
tween the Passovers of John 2:13 and 6:4. The first note of
time is John 4:35: ““Do you not say, ‘There are yet four
months and (then) the harvest 7”°” Some commentators take
this as a proverb indicating the time interval hetweep sowing
and harvesting was a four-month period and thus it has no
historical value indicating a particular time of the year when
Jesus uttered these words.®! Further, it is thought by lh()scz
holding this view that from the context one sees Jesus
request for water pointing to a time of heat and four months

SIE - . > el . S readi-
*1E.g., Bernard, 1, 155-57; Barrett, P- 202: C. H. Dodd, Historical Trac :
tion in the Fourth Gospel (Cambnidge, 1963). p. 394; Brown. 1. 174,
Morns, pp. 278-79; Barnabas Lindars, The Gospel of John (London,
1972), p. 195.
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before harvest would be during January/February when
plenty of surface water was available. However, there are
certain indications that Jesus was not giving a proverb but
was referring to the actual time of the year. They are: (1)
there is no attestation of the existence of such a proverb;?
(2) the adverb érc “‘yet” “would not suit a proverb; the
words: since the sowing, would have been necessary;’’"?
and (3) it is not a period of four months but six months
between the sowing and harvesting in Palestine, since wheat
sowing begins in October/Novembers* and is harvested in
April/May.** On the basis of these arguments®® it is reason-
able to conclude that this statement arose out of the cir-
cumstances at the time it was spoken and therefore it is to be
recognized as a note of time. This would place Jesus in
Samaria in January/February after the Passover of John
2:13. The objection is raised that this incident cannot be in
the winter but at a time when it was hot and there was alack of
water. But there is no indication from the text that it was hot
but only that Jesus wanted water because He was weary, and
being in the city of Sychar there would not be available
surface water — one would need to get it from the well.
Furthermore, even if there was surface water it may not have
been fit to drink. He also may have wanted water from the
well in order to talk to the woman who opened up His
ministry in Samaria. In conclusion, then, it is reasonable to

*2Even Bultmann (p. 196 n. 4) admits this.

*Frederick Louis Godet, C ommentary on the Gospel of John, trans. by
Timothy Dwight (3rd ed.; New York, 1886), 1, 435. Hendriksen (p. 173)
states: “In a proverb one would expect simply: ‘There are four months
between scedtime and harvest,’ or simply: “There are four months: then
comes the harvest,” but not, *There are yet four months; then comes the
harvest.” ”* Cf. also Wiescler, pp. 214-17.

**The latest date for sowing according to the Mishnah (Taanith i. 7) is
Marheshwan 17th (October/November).

#Gustaf Dalman, Arbeit und Sitte in Palisting (Giitersloh, 1928), I,
164-67, 413-18; cf. also Hermann L. Strack and Paul Billerbeck, Kom-
mentar cum Newen Testament aus Talmud und Midrasch (Miinchen,
1924), 11, 439-40.

*$For further argumentation and refutation of other theories, see Ogg,
pp. 29-41.
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accept Johnd :35 as a historical note which indicates that
Jesus was in Samaria some time after the Passoverof 2:13, 23.

The second note of time is in John 5:1 where it states:
“After these things there was a feast of the Jews, and Jesus
went up to Jerusalem.” There are several problems t_hat
need to be mentioned before looking at its chronological
contributions. First, although there is some good textual
evidence for an article before ‘‘feast’ (which probably
would point to one of the three pilgrim feasts), it seems that
there is better support for the omission of the article. Sec-
ond, to identify this feast with certainty is impossible. In
attempting to identify this feast various scholars have
suggested Purim (March),’” Passover (March/April),>®
Pentecost (May/June),*® Wood-offering (August),*® Trum-
pets (September/October),®' Day of Atonement (October),52
and Tabernacles (October).®® Of these listed the most
improbable time would be the Day of Atonement because 1t
is hardly “‘a festival.”’#* The Feast of Purim does not fit the
character of Jesus’ discourse in John 5%% and it is unlikely
that Jesus would have attended a feast which was purely
boisterous merriment in character.®® Since the Feast of

STE.g., Wieseler, pp. 205-23; Godet, John, I, 452-54. )
S¥E.g., preferred by Robertson, pp. 42n. *, 270; Hendriksen, p. 188. Of
course, many of those who accept the transposition of John 5 and 6 would
see the feast of S:1 as the Passover referring back to John 6:4 (e.g..
Barnard, 1, 225; Bultmann, p. 240).
s9John Calvin, The Gospel according to St. John, trans. by T. H. L.
Parker (Grand Rapids, 1959), IV, pt. 1, p. 116; John Albert Bengel,
Gnomon of the New Testament, trans. by Andrew R. Fausset, er al.
(2nd ed.; Edinburgh, 1859), I1, 302.
svBdersheim, I, 423; 11, 768-69.
$1B. F. Westcott, The Gospel according to St. John (London, 1882), pp-
92.94.

62C E. Caspari, A Chronological and Geographical Introduction to
the Life of Christ, trans. by Maurice J. Evans (Edinburgh, 1876), pp.
130-32.

$30gg, pp. 298-300, 322-23; Stauffer, pp. 17. 18, 66, 165n. 7, 173 n. 16;
Jack Finegan, Handbook of Biblical Chronology (Princeton, 1964), pp.
283-84.

S4Westcott, p. 93.

$3/bid.

86Edersheim, 1, 768.
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Wood-offering was of such insignificance and Trumpets was
little attended by the Jews, it is unlikely that Jesus would
have attended them.

This leaves the three pilgrim feasts which the Jewish
males were required to attend (Exod. 23:14-17; 34:23: Deut.
16:16), namely, Passover, Pentecost, and Tabernacles. To
decide which of these three feasts is meantis difficult indeed.
The present author, with great hesitation, prefers the Feast
of Tabernacles for the following reasons. First, the Feast of
Tabernacles is elsewhere referred to in John simply as *‘the
feast’’%7(7:2, 10, 14, 37) whereas the Passoveris not referred
to as ‘‘the feast” but rather ‘‘the Passover’ (2:13, 23; 6:4;
11:55 bis; 12:1; 13:1; 18:39; 19:14). Second, although various
conjectures have been given for various feasts, it seems that
the Feast of Tabernacles fits better chronologically in the
Gospel of John. In John 2:13 there is the first Passover. Then
in 4:35 there is the reference to January/February after the
first Passover. If 5:1 were the next Passover, it would come
immediately after 4:35 whereas there is a hint of some ex-
tended time between 4:35 and 5:1 before going back to
Jerusalem. The next chronological note is the Passover of
6:4, which is followed by the Feast of Tabernacles in 7:2,
making 7:2 a year from the conjectured Feast of Tabernacles
in5:1.

In conclusion then, it seems that any of the three pilgrim
feasts is more viable than the lesser feasts, and of the three
pilgrim feasts, the Feast of Tabernacles probably has a slight
edge. Thus Blinzler's contention that in order to hold to a
three-year ministry the feast of John 5:1 must be a Pass-
over®® is false. It has been shown that many advocates of a
three-year ministry identify the Feast of John 5:1 with
Jewish feasts other than Passover.

CONCLUSION

The one-year theory for the duration of Christ’s minis-
try is not at all plausible if one takes the Gospel of John seri-
S7If one accepts the article before the word “‘feast” in John 5:1, this
argument gains strength.

S8Blinzler, The Trial of Jesus, p. 74.
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ously. The two-year view is based upon the transposition of
John S and 6 for which there is no textual or any oth‘cr
evidence. The four-year theory is built upon suppositions for
which there is no evidence. The three-year mimstry has good
bases from both the Synoptics and the Go§pel of thn.
Therefore the three-year ministry of Jesus from the first
Passover to the passion Passover is the most vnqbl_e option.
Of course, since Jesus’ baptism and public ministry pre-
ceded the first Passover, the total length of His ministry
would be about three and a half years.

OUTLINE OF CHRIST'S MINISTRY

Because of the scope of these chapters only a bnc;f
outline of Christ’s ministry can be given. Of course, there 1s
debate on some of the points, but such discussion goes
beyond our purpose here.

MINISTRY BEFORE THE FIRST PASSOVER

It was concluded in the previous chapter that Jesus’
public ministry began in the summer or autumn qf A.D.29.
After John baptized Jesus, there was the temptation (Mat!.
4:1-11; Mark 1:12-13; Luke 4:1-13); the call of His first disci-
ples (John 1:35-51); the wedding feast at Cana of Galilee
(John 2:1-11); His journey to Capernaum (John 2:12); and
then His journey to Jerusalem to attend the first Passover of
His ministry (John 2:13, 23) on Nisan 14, or April 7, A.D.
30.5°

MINISTRY FROM PASSOVER OF 30 TO PASSOVER OF 31

After the Passover of A.p. 30, Jesus’ ministry was
primarily in Jerusalem (John 3:1-21) and J}Jdca (3:22-36).
With the imprisonment of John the Baptist, Jesus then
moved from Judea to go to Galilee (Matt. 4: l2_; Mark l.: 14;
Luke 4:14; John 4:3). He passed through Samaria and minis-
tered there (John 4:4-42) around January/February of A.D.

i i 1 hronology
89Richard A. Parker and Waldo H. Dubberstein, Babylonian C
62§'§.2'|:—A.D. 75 (2nd ed.; Providence, 1956), p. 46.
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31 (4:35). He then moved into Galilee and ministered there
(Matt. 4:13-17; Mark 1:14-15; Luke 4:14-15; John 4:43-46).

MINISTRY FROM PASSOVER OF 31 TO PASSOVER OF 32

The plucking of grain on the Sabbath (Mark 2:23-28:
Luke 6:1-5; cf. Matt. 12:1-8) would have been around the
time of the second Passover of Jesus’ ministry. There is the
continuation of the Galilean ministry including the Sermon
on the Mount and the extensive healing ministry. It may well
be around the summer of 31 that Jesus was rejected by the
religious leaders who attributed His ministry to Beelzebub
(Matt. 12:22-37; Mark 3:19-30) after which He spoke in para-
bles. If one accepts the feast of John 5:1 as being the Feast of
Tabernacles, Jesus would have been in Jerusalem for the
feast during October 21-28, a.p. 31.7° Returning to Galilee
Jesus sent out the twelve (Mark 6:6-13; Luke 9:1-6), received
the news of the beheading of John the Baptist, the twelve
returned, after which He withdrew with the twelve. This is
followed by the feeding of the 5,000 (Matt. 14:13-21; Mark
6:32-44; Luke 9:10-17; John 6:1-15) around the Passover
(John 6:4) of A.D. 32, which would have been April 13/14.7!

MINISTRY FROM PASSOVER OF 32 TO PASSOVER OF 33

From the Passover to the Feast of Tabernacles of 32 was
a period of Jesus’ retirement from public ministry.?? Shortly
after the feeding of the 5,000 Jesus and His disciples with-
drew to Phoenicia (Matt. 15:21-28; Mark 7:24-30). They
returned via the Decapolis. This was followed by the feeding
of the 4,000 (Matt. 15:32-39; Mark 8: 1-10), the great confes-
sion at Caesarea-Philippi (Matt. 16: 13-20; Mark 8:27-30;
Luke 9:18-21), and the transfiguration (Matt. 17:1-9; Mark

9:2-10; Luke 9:28-36) as well as ministries of teaching and
healing.

Ibid.
“"Ibid.

"2For more discussion on this, see Harold W. Hoehner, Herod Antipas
(Cambridge, 1972), pp. 317-30.
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John states that Jesus went up to Jerusalem to the Feast
of Tabernacles (7:2, 10) which would have been September
10-17, A.p. 32.73 All three Synoptic Gospels state that Jesus
went up to Jerusalem (Matt. 19:1; Mark 10:1; Luke 9:51).
The real question is whether or not one can fit LLuke’s central
section (9:51 — 19:28) with the Gospel of John. Wieseler has
suggested that the three journeys mentioned in John (7:2;
11:7, 17-18; 11:55) correspond to the three journeys to
Jerusalem in Luke’s central section (9:51; 13:22; 17:1H.™
The present writer follows this scheme with slight
modifications.

The first of three journeys to Jerusalem (Luke 9:51 —
13:21; John 7:10 — 10:42) begins shortly after Jesus made
His secret journey to Jerusalem for the Feast of Tabernacles
(John 7:2, 10), after which He presumably returned to
Galilee. From Galilee He started to make a journey to
Jerusalem (Luke 9:51; John 10:22-39) to eventually attend
the Feast of Dedication, December 18, A.p. 32.7° The minis-
try between Galilee and Jerusalem was in Samaria (Luke
9:52-56) where He sent out the seventy (LLuke 10:1-24) proba-
bly into the regions of Samaria and Perea. After their return
Jesus had an extensive ministry (Luke 10:25 — 13:21), be-
fore arriving in Jerusalem for the Feast of Dedication. This
marks the end of the first of these final three journeys to
Jerusalem.

After the feast Jesus went to Perea (John 10:40-42). In
preparing to return to Jerusalem (Luke 13:22) for His second
journey, He had an extensive ministry of miracles and para-
bles probably all in Perea (Luke 13:22 — 17:10). He finally
went to Jerusalem to raise Lazarus (John 11:1-54, esp. vv. 7,
17-18). This marks the close of the second of the final three
journeys to Jerusalem.

The third journey to Jerusalem is the final one. After
raising Lazarus, Jesus went to Ephraim (John 11:54) and
from there He possibly continued north to the borders of

3parker and Dubberstein, p. 46.
*Wieseler, pp. 316-32.
"SParker and Dubberstein, p. 46.

62

The Duration of Christ’s Ministry

Samaria and Galilee (cf. Luke 17:11 where Samaria is men-
Floncd before Galilee). From there Jesus made His final
Journey to Jerusalem as is given in Luke 17: 11 — [9:28 and is
Qarall_eled in Matthew 19:1 — 20:34 and Mark 10: 1-52. In His
final journey His ministry of miracles and parables was
probably accomplished primarily in Perea and Judea. Finally
Jesus went to Jerusalem for the Passover (John 11:55 — 12:1)
and remained until His death in A.D. 33.76

As stated above, there will be those who disagree with
the arrangement of the above itinerary: but to fit it into less
than a three and a half year period seems highly unlikely.
Jesus’ ministry, then, began in the summer or autumn of
A.D. 29 and came to an end at the Passover of A.D. 33.

"$The evidence for this will be discussed in chapter V.
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Chapter IV
The Day of Christ's Crucifixion

Before one can determine the year of Christ’s crucifix-
ion, it is necessary to discuss the day Jesus died. In this
chapter, then, there will be a discussion of the day of the week
and the day of the Jewish month on which Jesus was
crucified. The two problems are quite independent, and
hence they will be considered separately.

THE DAY OF THE WEEK

There are three views for the day of Christ’s death,
namely, the Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday crucifixion.

THE WEDNESDAY CRUCIFIXION

Statement of the view. Those who hold the Wednesday
crucifixion view believe that Jesus died around sunset on
Wednesday, and He arose exactly seventy-two hours later.
The most well-known exponent of this view of recent daysis
Scroggie.! He states that there are two main reasons that
support the Wednesday crucifixion date.

The primary support for this view is the literal interpre-
tation of Matthew 12:40 where Jesus states: “For as Jonah
was three days and three nights in the belly of the whale; so
shall the Son of man be three days and three nights in the
heart of the earth.” The proponents of this view feel that
although it is recognized that the Jews reckoned any partofa
day as a whole day, when nights are mentioned as well as
days, then it ceases to be an idiom. Therefore, one must
accept it literally as three whole days. There are not three

'W. Graham Scroggie , A Guide to the Gospels (London, 1948), pp. 569-77.
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whole days between Friday evening and Sunday morning.

The second support for a Wednesday crucifixion is that
in the Friday view there are (00 many events (Scroggie lists
twenty)? between Christ’s death at 3 p.m. and His burial at
6 p.m. Scroggie proposes that Jesus was buried on Wednesday
evening, the body remained in the tomb during Thursday,
Nisan 15, the Passover Sabbath, and then on Friday, the day
between the Sabbaths, the body was embalmed.?

In addition to these two main arguments, there is also
the argument from typology whereby the lamb was chosen
on Nisan 10. In the triumphal entry, Christ, the Lamb of
God, appeared in Jerusalem on Saturday, Nisan 10.*

Thus. with the literal interpretation of Matthew 12:40, a
proper amount of time for the many events between the
death and embalmment of Christ, and with the corroborative
typology, it is felt that the crucifixion of Christ occurring on
Wednesday best satisfies the evidence.

Critique of the view. This view has not been widely
accepted. It is not as strong as it might appear. First, it is
based primarily on one verse of Scripture, namely, Matthew
12:40. Admittedly, this is the most difficult verse for those
who hold to a Friday crucifixion. However, if one looks at
other New Testament passages referring o Christ’s resur-
rection, it will be immediately obvious that Jesus rose on the
third day and not on the fourth (cf. Matt. 16:21; 17:23; 20:19;
27:64; Luke 9:22; 18:33; 24:7, 21, 46; John 2:19-22; Acts
10:40; 1 Cor. 15:4). Also, itisa well-known fact that the Jews
reckoned any part of a day as a whole day.

Thus, the three days and three nights in Matthew 12:40
is an idiomatic expression of the same time period (viz., the
third day) mentioned in the above cited New Testament
passages rather thana literal seventy-two hour period. There
will be a more detailed examination of evidence of Jewish
reckoning when discussing the Friday view. Suffice it to say
here, Matthew 12:40is not as great an obstacle as the propo-

bid., pp. 572-73.
3Jbid., p. 576.
AIbid., pp. ST3-74.
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nents of the Wednesday view would have one to believe.
Second, if one takes Matthew 12:40 as referring to a
seventy-two hour period, Christ must have risen no later
than 6 p.m. on Saturday evening. Otherwise, He would have
f;sen on the fourth day. But Christians celebrate it on the first
S:}tl)bzt;l:.he week (Acts 20:7; 1 Cor. 16:2) and not on the
.Tt,urd, it is true that many events occurred between
Chns! S dqath and burial; but the list is not so great when one
examines it, for several things could have been done simul-
taneously by various people. Also, some things could have
been done before He actually died.
_ Fourth: the corroboration of typology is very weak
indeed. This means that Jesus’ triumphal entry was on
Sfltllrday, the Sabbath. This is unlikely for two reasons: (1)
Smce.Jesus was riding on an animal, He would have been
breaking the Mosaic Law which states that even animals
were not to work on the Sabbath (Deut. 5:14). (2) Since the
people were cutting down branches from the trees (Matt.
21:8; Mark 11:8), they would have also violated the Law (cf.
Deut. 5:14; Num. 15:32-36).° Certainly if Jesus had violated
the Sabbath ;l(;lﬁ caused others to do so, it seems that His
enemies would have menti 1 i 1
cnemics would mentioned something of this during the
Therefore, it is concluded that when one examines all
the passages referring to Christ’s resurrection, it is evident
that Jesus was raised on the third day and not necessarily after
seventy-two hours; that Christ’s resurrection was on Sun-
day aqd not Saturday; that the many events listed by
Scroggie ?O_UId have been accomplished within a short time;
and that it is unlikely for Christ’s triumphal entry to havé
occurred on the Sabbath. Hence, the Wednesday view of
crucifixion is not a satisfactory solution. In fact, if one did
not have Matthew 12:40, it is unlikely that the Wednesday
theory would have been suggested.

*Cf. Leshie P. Madison, *‘Problems of Chronology in the Life of Christ”

:)lfnzpll;l?hshed Th.D. dissertation, Dallas Theological Seminary, 1963),
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THE THURSDAY CRUCIFIXION

Statement of the view. As with the previous view, those
who hold to a Thursday crucifixion date base their opinion
on Matthew 12:40. They think the Friday view has three
days but only two nights. The most well-known advocate is
Westcott® but also it is elaborated in detail by Aldrich’ and
most recently by Rusk.* The adherents of the Thursday view
would outline the calendar of events as follows: (1) The
triumphal entry on Sunday, Nisan 10, would fulfill the Old
Testament typology of a Passover jamb selected, namely,
Christ Himself. (2) Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday Jesus
appeared in Jerusalem several times and had the Last Supper
on Wednesday evening. This, then, eliminates the silent
Wednesday of the traditional Friday view. (3) Thursday,
Nisan 14, Christ the Passover Lamb was slain. (4) The next
day, Nisan 15, was the first day of Unleavened Bread, and
this was a day of holy convocation on which no one was to
work (Lev. 23:7). Hence, it is concluded that this day of rest
is a Sabbath. Thus, when Nisan 15 fell on any other day than
the weekly Sabbath, it was called the Sabbath of the
Passover. Itis felt that John 19:31, which reads: “The day of
that Sabbath wasa high day’” was not the weekly Sabbath but
the Passover Sabbath. In the year our Lord was crucified,
the Passover Sabbath (Nisan 15) fellon Friday, and then the
weckly Sabbath fell on the next day. Also, the advocates
point out that the Passover Sabbath on Friday followed
immediately by the regular weekly Sabbath is supported by
Matthew 28:1. One will notice in the Greek text the plural
form of the word “‘Gabbath’’ is used, and thus it should be
translated “‘at the end of the Sabbaths.”? (5) Christ was
resurrected early Sunday morning, and thus He was in the

6Brooke Foss Westcott, An Introduction to the Study of the Gospels (6th
ed.; Cambridge and L.ondon, 1881). pp. 343-49. esp. pp. 348-49.

7) K. Aldrich. **The Crucifixion on Thursday — Not Friday.” Bibliotheca
Sacra. XXVH (July, 1870). 401-29.

*Roger Rusk, “The Day He Dicd,” Christianity loday. March 29, 1974,

pp. 4-6.
sAldrich, Bibliotheca Sacra, XXVII1, 424-25: Rusk, p. 5, cf. Westcott,
p. 349.
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grave three full ni i
B . nights and two full days and a portion of the
Critique of the view. Althou
, . gh the Thursday crucifixi
[S)e‘ems to solve the problem of Matthew 12:40, ityaiso l:fsx:::::
('C;]‘l \;v:dely accept_ed b'ec‘ause there are some real difficulties
lwn ‘ ;] e 'theory. First, it is doubted that anyone would hold
n(z)lenfocir Kd\h:fgnesﬂz;yét%r T&ursday crucifixion date if it were
‘ atthew 12:40. When one compares with othe
Scfrjpgllres, the statement in Matthew 12:40is to be taken :;
referring to the same time period as the repeated expression
h'}si?,isewa l“es(amflnt “on the third day.”’ This will be
s in more detail in c Cti ] i
discussed | n connection with the Friday
Second, with the Thursda ifixi i
) ond, y crucifixion date, Christ’
tnumphdl_entry on Sunday fulfills the Old Testament tylpol?
(}){gy of being the' Passover lamb selected for the Passover
N (:/wever, there is nothing to prevent the triumphal entry l(;
Cz; e occurred on Monday. This would mean not only that
b) rist was presented as the lamb for Passover on Nisan 10
hg;rz:lsq!!t wo:ld eliminate the silent Wednesday which ha;
criticized against the Friday vi 5
s o ¢ Friday view by those who hold the
Third, the argument that since Ni i
" » th isan 1Sis a holy convo-
g:ttt)gzl(})ln ivsvt;ch no one works and thus conclude thazlit wasa
’ : non sequitur. There is no evidence for this
grrll?/;\/tl(l)eg:’,.”;l“l_lls”:s a creation of those who hold this theorI;/
eir theory. Furthermore, to support thei
eir the , ir the
:hat .;)(?hn 19:31 (“‘the day of the Sabbath wz?s great’’) poi(;rt);
l‘(:(?l assover.Sabbath father than a weekly Sabbath is un;
11}; y. _The Friday crucifixion better explains this by seeing
‘.n Nisan _15‘fell on !hc_z weekly Sabbath, and hence in the
year of Christ’s crucifixion, that weekly Sabbath was indeed
g.rea‘t‘. Further, to think there 1s support for the Thursday
clr_uc‘n‘f'i)uon in the plural form of the Sabbath in Matthew 28:1
:1;:: P;t::(t)xseernéi:;)fbth((;‘\??‘b%aths”), which would indicate lh;n
Pas: abba ‘riday) and the weekly Sabbath (Sat-
lrjrday) were back to back is untenable. The term Sahhzfgl;lis
requently (one-third of all of its New Testament occuf—
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rences) in the plural form in the New Testament when only
one day isin view. For example, in Matthew 12:1-12boththe
singular and the plural forms are used (cf. esp. v. 5).'°
There is then no real case for a Passover Sabbath which
occurred the day before the regular weekly Sabbath.
Fourth, the Thursday view is forced to make the ex-
pression ‘‘the day of preparation” (rapaokev) refer 10 the
preparations for the Passover rather than its normal usage
referring to Friday, the day of preparation for the Sabbath.
Those who hold to the Thursday view feel that John 19:14
supports their thesis. It states: *“The day of preparation for
the Passover”’ and would indicate the day before the Pass-
over rather than Friday specifically. Hence, according to
their view, “the day of preparation’ was Thursday and not
Friday. But this is unacceptable on three grounds: (1) It
necessitates the unnatural meaning of Tapaokevy. Boththe
Scriptures (Matt. 27-62: Mark 15:42; Luke 23:54: John 19:14,
31, 42) and Josephus'’ indicate the day of preparation is the
day before the weekly Sabbaths, namely, Friday. Even
Westcott, who holds to a Thursday crucifixion, concedes
that the normal use of the phrase refers to Friday.'? (2) Mark
15:42 exclusively points to “the day of preparation” as
being Friday when it states: “‘and when the evening had
come, because it was the day of preparation, that is, the day
before the Sabbath.”’ In reading Mark, one sees that he is
speaking of the regular weekly Sabbath, and hence the
rapaakevn refers to Friday. (3) The statement “the day of
preparation for the Passover’” in John 19: 14 seems to have
reference to the Friday in the Passover week rather than
the day before the Passover. The reason for this is that there
is no evidence that the day of preparation for the Passover
is the day before the Passover; while there is evidence for
mapaokevy) as being Friday.'® This is also substantiated in

19T he weakness of the plural form of the Sabbath is conceded by Aldrich,
Bibliotheca Sacra, XXVII, 425.

Jos. Ant. xvi. 6.2 § 163.

12Westcott, p. 343.

13L_eon Morris, The Gospel according to John (Grand Rapids, 1971), pp-
776-77. 800, A. J. B. Higgins, “"The Origins of the Eucharist,” New Testa-
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the immediate context where i i
_ it specifically states that
b.odles should be taken off the cross on the day of pr:patrt::E
801;1 so that they would not remain on the cross on the Sab-
ath, angi thfy put Jesus in the tomb on the “Jewish day of
s)rzzparauor} .(JFo}}n 19:31,42). Certainly in these two verses
QO KE ;
iy gbath. vn is Friday, and the Sabbath refers to the weekly
Therefore, in conclusion the Th i
, - ursday view has t
many problems to make it a real valid solution. Becausc(z::~
npthrec.ogmzmg that the expression three days and three
nights in Matthew 12:40 is idiomatic of a three-day period

the Thursday view must i
propose theories that have far
problems than the one it attempts to solve. more

THE FRIDAY CRUCIFIXION

‘ Statement of the view. Jesus predicted
die and be raised on the third day {)Matt. 16:;2?thzikw§)‘gll(!
Luke 9:22). When one reads these events in the éospels ;me'
clearly receives the impresston that Jesus rose on the ;hird
day. Jesus’ body was laid in the tomb on the evening of the
day of preparation (Friday), the day before the Sabbath
(I’\)/latt. 27.62; 28:1; Mark 15:42; Luke 23:54, 56; John 19:31
42). The women returned home and rested on the Sabt;all;
(Saturday, Luke 23:56). Early on the first day of the week
(Sunday), they went to the tomb (Matt. 28:1; Mark 16:1-2;
Luke 24:1; John 20:1) which was empty. Furthermore. on’
the same day He arose from the grave, Jesus walked \:vith
two d|§c1ples on the road to Emmaus (Luke 24:13), and the
to!d Him thgt their Master was crucified and ‘.‘no;v itis thy
thlrd day since this occurred” (Luke 24:21). This thenc
points to His crucifixion as having occurred on Frida): Witt;
all this e\{ldence, the only plausible conclusion is that.Jcsu S
was crucified on Friday and rose on Sunday. ’

ment Studies, 1 (April, 1955), 206-8; Charles C. T

Studies, pril, 1933), £ . . Torrey, **'The D:
Ell;?rc(lﬁ)l(_f(:l;)stgg:g:?g 'xg}t]r;e 2l§03u;§’h g;’)splel,"cjuurnzl of beh‘(ﬁle l(jfl?f
et e Lot S 193D, 2 375 C arles .‘Toney. “l_n the Fourth
Review, XLH (Janllg';;, W)%T’.).hgf&g?db&hal Meal.” The Jewish Quarterly
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This view also fits well with Old Testament typology. On
Monday, Nisan 10, Jesus presented Himself as the _Paschal
lamb at the triumphal entry. On Nisan 14 He was sgcrlﬁced as
the Paschal lamb (1 Cor. 5:7), and on Nisan 16 His resurrec-
tion was a type of the offering of First Fruits (1 Cor: 15:23).

In conclusion then, with the most natural reading of the
New Testament, one would conclude that Jesus was
crucified on Friday and was resurrected on Sunday. This 1s
also the common consensus of the Chqrch thhers and
scholars throughout church history, and it is the view gener-
ally accepted today. _

Critique of the view. The one problem that is proposed
against the Friday view is Matthew 12:40, that He woqld be
in the heart of the earth for three days and three mights.
Admittedly, this is the most difficult verse for those who
hold the Friday view, but it is not as ‘formldable as it ﬁrst
appears. One must examine all the evxder_lce at hand. First
to be discussed is the New Testament ev!dence: The most
frequent reference to Jesus’ resurrection is that it occurred
on the third day (not the fourth day) (Matt. 16:21; 17:23;

20:19; 27:64; Luke 9:22; 18:33; 24:7, 21, 46, Act§ 10:40;
1 Cor. 15:4). InJohn 2:19-22, where Jesus Spoke. of His resur-
rection, He stated that He would be raised up in three days
and not on the fourth day. There are four passages (Matt.
27:63; Mark 8:31; 9:31; 10:34) which speak of Ch(lst's resur-
rection as occurring ‘‘after three days,’’ but this is speaking
of the same time period as on “‘the third day”’ for the follow-
ing two reasons: (1) The three Markan passages are para}-
leled by one or two of the other Synoptic Gospels, and in
each case the other Synoptic does not use “‘after three days
as Mark does but *‘on the third day’” (Mark 8:31 = Matt.
16:21/Luke 9:22; Mark 9:31 = Matt. 17:23; Mark 10:34 =
Matt. 20:19/Luke 18:33). Thus, the two phrases mean a
period extending to the third day. (2) In Matthew 27:63
where the Pharisees before Pilate state that Jesus had pre-
dicted that “‘after three days I will rise again,” the Phqnsees
then asked Pilate if they could have a guard of soldlsrs to
secure the sepulcher until the third day. The phrase “after
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three days’” must have been equivalent to ‘‘the third day,”
or otherwise the Pharisees would have asked for a guard
of soldiers until the fourth day.!*

Having looked at the New Testament evidence,!5 one
must ask whether or not this was standard Jewish thinking.
If one looks in both the Old Testament and Rabbinic litera-
ture, one sees that it would agree with the New Testament
evidence. Therefore, the next piece of evidence to be
examined is the Old Testament. There are several Old Tes-
tament references which show that a part of a day is equiva-
lent to the whole day. In Genesis 42:17 Joseph incarcerated
his brothers for three days, and then in verse 18 he spoke to
them on the third day, and (from the context) released them on
that day. In 1 Kings 20:29 Israel and Syria camped opposite
each other for sevendays, and on the seventh day they began
to battle each other. In 2 Chronicles 10:5 Rehoboam stated
that the people of Israel were to return to him in/after (cf.
LXX) three days, and in verse 12 Jeroboam and the people
came to Rehoboam on the third day. In Esther 4:16 Esther
asks the Jews, ‘Do not eat or drink for three days, night or
day,” and then she would go in to the king, and in 5:1 Esther
went in to the king on the third day. Finally, in 1 Samuel
30:12 an abandoned Egyptian servant had not eaten bread or
drunk water for three days and three nights, and in verse 13
he states that his master left him behind three days ago.
Thus, the Old Testament gives the picture that the ex-
pressions “three days,” “the third day,” and *‘three days
and three nights’’ are used to signify the same period of time.

Having seen that the Old Testament evidence agrees
with the New, the final piece of evidence to be examined is
the Rabbinic literature. It is interesting to note that the same

"*Possibly some could argue the fourth day after Jesus’ death is meant
since the request was made on the day after His death. But it seems more
likely that the Pharisees were reckoning from the date of Christ’s death.
Itis interesting to note that in all other instances Matthew uses the phrase
“‘on the third day’’ and never “‘after three days.” Thus it seems that the
Pharisees were reckoning from Jesus’ death.

'*For usage in Greek literature outside the New Testament, see Frederick
Fielg, Notes on Select Passages of the Greek Testament (Oxford, 1881),
pp. 8-9.
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concept is borne out in Rabbinic literature. There are se veral
passages found in Jewish literature which combine Jonah
1:17 (**Jonah was in the belly of the fish three days and three
nights”’) with the Old Testament passages listed in the above
paragraph.'® Furthermore, Rabbi Eleazar ben Azariah (lived
ca. A.D. 100), who was the tenth in the descent from Ezra,
stated: ‘A day and night are an Onah [‘a portion of time’]
and the portion of an Onah is as the whole of it.”’17 .

In conclusion, when one examines all the evidence, it
seems that the New Testament, the Old Testament, and
Rabbinic literature all agree that a part of a day is counted as
a whole day-and-night. Thus, the expressions: “the thrpe
days and three nights,”” “‘after three days,”’ and “‘on the third
day” are all one and the same time span. These all support
the fact that Christ was crucified on Friday and was resur-
rected on Sunday.

CONCLUSION

Having examined the three different views, it was con-
cluded that the Friday date for the crucifixion is t‘he most
acceptable. Both the Wednesday and Thursday views are
basically built on one verse, namely, Matthew 12:40. These
views are untenable because, first, the preponderance of
Scripture would indicate Jesus’ crucifixion as having oc-
curred on Friday, and, second, when one realizes that. the
Jews reckoned a part of a day as a whole day, these options
no longer stand. Furthermore, the Friday crucifixion view
has had the overwhelming support of scholars throughout
the history of the church.

THE DAY OF THE MONTH

Having concluded that Friday was the day of Chr@st’s
crucifixion, it is now the place to discuss the day(s) of the
month on which Christ ate the last Passover and was
crucified.
18Midrash Rabbah: Genesis Ivi. 1 (on Gen. 22:4); Genesis xci. 7 (on Gen.
42:17-18); Esther ix. 2 (on Esther 5:1); Midrash on the Psalms: Ps. 22:5.

17Jerusalem Talmud: Shabbath ix. 3; cf. also Babylonian Talmud:
Pesahim 4a.
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THE PROBLEM OF THE DATE

All the Gospels state that Jesus ate the Last Supper the
day before His crucifixion (Matt. 26:20; Mark 14:17; Luke
22:14; John 13:2; cf. also | Cor. 11:23). However, according
to Mark 14:12 the Last Supper was ‘“‘on the first day of
Unleavened Bread, when they sacrificed the Passover
lamb,” when the disciples went and made preparation for
Jesus *‘to eat the Passover.’” The other two Synoptics (Matt.
26:17; Luke 22:7-8) state essentially the same thing. There-
fore, the Synoptics portray that the Last Supper was the
Passover meal celebrated on Thursday evening and that
Jesus was crucified the following day, namely, Friday,
Nisan 15.

On the other hand, John states that the Jews who took
Jesus to the Praetorium did not enter it “‘in order that they
might not be defiled but might eat the Passover’” (John
18:28). This means that Jesus was tried and crucified before
the time the Jews had the Passover. This is substantiated in
John 19:14 where it states that Jesus’ trial and crucifixion
were on the ‘‘day of preparation for the Passover’ and not
after the eating of the Passover. Therefore, it appears that
Jesus’ Last Supper (which occurred on Thursday might) was
not a Passover and that Jesus was tried and crucified on
Friday, Nisan 14, just before the eating of the Passover. This
is substantiated by Paul when he mentions that Christ, our
Paschal Lamb, has been sacrificed (I Cor. 5:7), as well as the
Gospel of Peter that says that Jesus was delivered to the
people “on the day before the Unleavened Bread, their
feast’’ '8 and by the Babylonian Talmud, which probably re-
fers to Christ when it says: ““On the eve of the Passover,
Yeshu (ms. M: the Nazarean) was hanged.’”!?

Therefore, the Synoptics see Jesus celebrating the Last
Supper as a Passover meal on Thursday, Nisan 14, with the
trial and crucifixion on Friday, Nisan 15, whereas in John the
Last Supper was not a Passover meal, celebrated on Thurs-

"Gospel of Peter 6.
Babylonian Talmud: Sanhedrin 43q.
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day, Nisan 13, with the trial and cruciﬁxioq on Friday, Nisan
14. Christ, then, was crucified at the same time as the Paschal

lambs were slain.

THE PROBLEM OF THE LLAST SUPPER

Introduction. The instructions for the Passc_)ver were
given at the time that the Israelites were leaving Egypt
(Exod. 12; cf. also Lev. 23:4-8; Num: 9:3-14; Deut. 16: _l~8).
On the tenth day of the first month (Nisan = March/April), a
lamb was selected for each household (Exod. 1213). OQ
Nisan 14 the lamb was slain “‘between lhg two evenings
(Exod. 12:6; Lev. 23:5; Num. 9:3, 5) which accordzl(?g to
Josephus was between the ninth and ele,vemh hours,?° that
is, from 3 to 5 p.m. Then, in “‘that night”’ the Passover meal

Exod. 12:8).
e ;“Zteeza(st Supper wZzs a Passover. Inthe attempt to solve
the dilemma, one must first settle wh_ether or not the Last
Supper was a Passover. Many believe that ltﬂwgs the
Passover meal. In summary form, the scholars?! list l_h‘e
following arguments for a Passover meal: (1) the Synoptics
explicitly state that the Last Supper was a Passover (Matt.
26:2, 17, 18, 19; Mark 14:1, 12, 14, 16; Luke 22:1, 7, 8. 13,
15). (2) It took place, as required by the Law (Deut. 16:7),
within the gates of Jerusalem even though it was so crowded
at the time. (3) The Upper Room was made available wnthm{t
difficulty in keeping with the Passover custom. (4) Th.e Last
Supper was eaten at night (Matt. 26:20; Mark 14:17; John
13:30; 1 Cor. 11:23) which was an unusual time fora meal. (5)
Jesus limited Himself to the twelve rather than eating with
the large circle of followers (which corresponds to the
Passover custom). (6) A reclining posture at the table was for

20 i.9. 3§ 423. ) . o o
2'.:7(:)Sr. l{lil{lzlergdela%ls. see Joachim Jeremias. The Eucharistic Words of

Jesus, trans. by Norman Perrin (L.ondon, 1966). pp. 4I-S(x:(f\q._’J. B. ngglg;,‘
The Lord's Supper in the New Testament (Lomzon‘ l)._u)“fpgi. _d-‘.‘ ;
Gustaf Dalman, Jesus-Jeshua, trans. by Paul P. LSYCHO‘ “(‘ )051 [<))'n_
1929), pp. 106-32; Mornis, pp. 774-75; E. R"hi'“s“"\ l"‘h_c A()L[?Ll ‘1?\'
crepancy between John and the Other Evangelists respecting Our Lord
Last Passover,”” Bibliotheca Sacra. H (August, 1845), 406-36.
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special occasions only. (7) The meal was eaten in Levitical
purity (John 13:10). (8) Jesus broke the bread during the meal
(Matt. 26:26; Mark 14:22) rather than as customarily done at
the beginning of the meal. (9 Red wine was drunk which was
only for special occasions. (10) Some of the disciples thought
that Judas left (John 13:29) 10 purchase items for the feast
which would not have been necessary if the Last Supper was
a day before the Passover since he would have had the whole
next day (Nisan 14) available for this purpose. (11) Some of
the disciples thought that Judas left to give to the poor (John
13:29) which was Customary on Passover night. (12) The
Last Supper ends with the singing of a hymn which would
have been the second half of the Passover hallel. (13) Jesus
did not return to Bethany which was outside of Jerusalem’s
limit but went to spend the night on the Mount of Olives
which was within the enlarged city limits for the purpose of
the Passover feast. (14) The interpretation of specific ele-
ments of the meal was a part of the Passover ritual.

These arguments are very forceful and seem to make
good sense.

The Last Supper was not a Passover. There are, how-
ever, some scholars who think the Last Supper was not a
Passover. They would raise the following objections:22 (1)
John’s order of events would seem to indicate that the
Lord’s Supper was a day before the Passover. John 13:1
states: “‘Now before the Feast of Passover, when Jesus
knew that his hour was come that he should depart out of this
world.” However, this does not seem to refer to the Last
Supper as occurring before the Passover, but rather that
Jesus ““knew” before the Passover that His death was immi-

*2For a fuller treatment, see Jeremias, pp. 62-84; A. J. B. Higgins, The
Lord's Supper, pp. 16-20; George Ogg, “The Chronology of the Last
Supper,” Historicity and Chronology in the New Testament (London,
1965), pp. 76-77; cf. also William Frederick, “'Did Jesus Eat the Pass.-
over?” Bibliotheca Sacra, LXVIII (July, 1911), 503-9. Stauffer thinks
that since Jesus was consjdered a preacher of apostasy, He would not
have becn allowed by the temple officials to have a paschal lamb slain.
Ethelbert Stauffer, Jesus and His Story, trans. by Dorothea M. Barton
(London, 1960), pp. 94-95.
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nent.?? In the same chapter, John says, ‘“‘For some of them
thought, because Judas had the bag, that Jesus had said unto
him, ‘Buy those things we need for the feast’ ** (John 13:29).
But if this were Nisan 13, there would be no need to buy the
festival items that night because the whole of the next day
(Nisan 14) would be available for that purpose. This verse
makes sense only on the evening of Nisan |4 for one would
not be able to buy on Nisan 15, a high feast day.?* Later,
John remarks: ““Then they led Jesus from the house of
Caiaphas to the Praetorium; and it was early, and they
themselves did not enter the Praetorium in order that they
might not be defiled but might eat the Passover’ (John
18:28). Therefore, Jesus had already the night before partici-
pated in the Last Supper. This is substantiated by John 19:14
where it states, **“Now it was the day of preparation of the
Passover.”” But as discussed in the first part of this chapter,
this phrase means nothing more than ‘‘Friday of the
Passover week.” Finally, John 19:36 speaks of the fulfill-
ment of the Old Testament (Exod. 12:46; Num. 9:12) when
no bones of Jesus, the Passover Lamb, were broken. Jesus,
then, was slain when the other Paschal lambs were slain, and
hence, the Last Supper was before Passover. Both John
18:28 and 19:36 will be discussed below.

This first argument is the basic one. The others follow-
ing that substantiate it are: (2) The bread is spoken of as
apros not as &lvua (unleavened bread). However, un-
leavened bread was commonly called ‘‘bread.”’ (3) No men-
tton is made of the Paschal lamb and the bitter herbs. But the
Passover was so familiar there was no need to mention all the
elements. Furthermore, the Passover lamb may have been
referred to in Luke 22:15.25 (4) Only a single cup is denoted
instead of individual Passover cups. In Jesus’ day, however,
a common cup was used in celebrating the Passover. (5) The
Synoptics specifically state that Jesus was not to be arrested

BCE. Torrey, The Jewish Quarterly Review, XLII, 245-48.

24Robinson, Bibliotheca Sacra, VII, 426-27; Jeremias, p. 53.

Cf. C. K. Barrett, “Luke XXII. 15: To Eat the Passover,”” The Journal
of Theological Studies, 1X (October, 1958), 305-7.

78

The Day of Christ’s Crucifixion

during the feast (Matt. 26:5; Mark 14:2). But it makes more
sense tosay “‘the Jews sought Jesus among the festal crowd”’
(um €v ) €opr))*® because by this time a great number of
pilgrims had already arrived for purification (John 11:55),
and hence it would have already been **during the feast.”' (6)
The Passover was a traditional family meal where the father
presided whereas at the Last Supper no women were
present, and itis Jesus, not a father, who presides. Granted,
there were normally members of the family present, but this
being of special significance for Jesus to be with His disciples
at that hour may have eliminated normal family relation-
ships. From the text, one cannot argue for or against the
presence of women. Neither is there the necessity of a mixed
group. (7) A number of events that happened the day after
the Lord’s Supper were forbidden on a feast day, such as,
leaving Jerusalem to go to Gethsemane, carrying of arms,
the session of the Sanhedrin and the condemnation of Christ
on the very night of the Passover, the coming of Simon from
the fields which indicates he had been working, the purchase
of linen by Joseph of Arimathea on the evening of the feast,
and the burial of the body on the feast day. All of these have
been adequately answered by Dalman and Billerbeck.27
Briefly, Jerusalem could not be left during Passover, but its
borders were enlarged during the Passover, which included
Gethsemane. The Jews were allowed to carry arms on Sab-
baths (and on feast days).?* The Law (Deut. 17:12) pre-
scribed the death penalty for anyone who opposes priests
and judges. The Jewish Law states that a rebellious teacher
of the Law could be executed on a feast day.2® We need not
assume that Simon worked, especially since it was early in
the morning (Mark 15:25). More likely, it means he came in
from the country.?® The purchases of Joseph of Arimathea

26For a discussion of this, see Jeremias, pp. 71-73.

*Dalman. pp. 93-106; Hermann L. Strack and Paul Billerbeck, Kom-
mentar zum Newen Testament (Minchen, 1924), 11, 815-34.

**Mishnah: Shabbath vi. 4.

2‘Mishnah: Sanhedrin xi. 4.

3Dalman, pp. 100-101; Strack-Billerbeck, I1. 828-29,
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were proper for necessities could be obtained on the Sabbath
(and on afeast day).?' And finally, the burial of abody was to
be done on the same day as the death (Deut. 21:23). (8) There
is a Jewish tradition that Jesus was executed onthe eve of the
Passover.32 This may be a polemic to indicate that Jesus, the
false teacher, did not partake of the Passover and was prop-
erly executed according to their laws.

Those who conclude that the Last Supper was not the
Passover have difficulty in trying to identify the meal. There
have been two suggestions. First, there is the theory which
was made prominent by Box®?® which identifies it with the
ceremony known as kiddush or sanctification.®* It was a
ceremony which pronounced blessings at the commence-
ment of each Sabbath and feast day. This view is untenable
for the sanctification of Passover did not occur twenty-four
hours before its commencement. Rather at the opening of
the Passover meal kiddush was said over the first cup.3®
Second, Lietzmann suggested that the Last Supper was a
haburah meal which was a meal partaken by a small com-
pany of like-minded friends.3¢ But there is no evidence that
Jesus and His followers formed such a group. Furthermore,
the circle of friends who had these haburah meals *‘were
exclusively duty meals such as those connected with be-
trothals, weddings, circumcisions, funerals in which partici-
pation as a paying guest was considered meritorious.”’%7
Certainly, this is not the picture of the Last Supper.

In conclusion, one sees that any theory which makes the
Last Supper not the Passover meal, does not give a satisfac-
tory identification of the meal. Again, considering all of the
evidence, it seems to be best to accept the Last Supper as
having been a Passover meal.
31Mishnah: Shabbath xxiii. 4.

32Babylonian Talmud: Sanhedrin 43qa.

33G. H. Box, ““The Jewish Antecedents of the Eucharist,” The Journal
of Theological Studies, 111 (April, 1902), 357-69.

BCE. Jeremias, pp. 26-29.

#Mishnah: Pesahim x. 2.

36Huns Lietzmann, Mass and Lord’s Supper, trans. by Dorothea H. G.
Reeve (London, 1953-54), pp. 170-71.

37Jeremias, p. 30.

80

The Day of Christ's C rucifixion
THE PROBLEM OF HARMON]ZATION

Th N g 1
come S:l::z)]z‘:rre br(.\VLl"d, options that have beenp offered. First
harm()};izcd ‘;ithue:]that the Synoptics and John Can;lot ls),
over ot o ;] ¢ result that some prefer the Synopti N
fect oy got‘ ers prefer John over the Synoptics Sr()) e
pretey ~Jol 3_13 correct and the Synoptics are (o be i tl?e
Paned therp;qgly."l‘hls view holds that the Last Sl:g Ler;
Aoy he. d?bf)Vf,r. Th‘c unlenableness of this view l':'r
bt eoen scussed. Some feel that the Synoptics e
| F ohn needs to be interpreted accordingly T?]E:

VIEW accepts the Last Sy
. E pper as h: b a P
meal. This is plausibje but stil] :s having been a assover

sover.”

< not eaten the P o Gl
1€ Jews say the e Pas 738 Gel-
enhuys suggests (as did Zahn earlier) that this fi(())‘éirr;ot }S:/l

e

keep the Feast of Unleavened

Pass )
. ;;;g:’errt gjus the Feast of Unleavened Bread, but certainly jt
Passovor \;‘/ f:(')‘}l]he' ‘Fcast of Unleavened Bread without ﬁ]le
theory 40’(2) JKh Is what is required if ope accepts this
ment v.vhen n(;) bl:)ri?:}(’ speaks of the Old Testament fulfill-
broken, ¢s of Jesus, the Passover Lamb, were
The first of thege tw
. ‘ ] O passages is f; igni

than the second. It is the Achilles’ heela(:le?i;evsi::E\’:/"ﬁ/Cham

- en

ce with the Synoptics.
d, _namel}f that both the
gajm, various attempts
! e ma atJesus anticipated t
Note Jeremias struggle with the bassage (pp. 79-82) ’ e

3 Norval Geldenh

avso , 4
1950”0 s4o. 500 e{;' [() ;)){ngg; -/g{lry on the Gospel of Luke (London,

**Morris, pp. 778-79.

Synoptics and Joh
: S ¢ N are correct, A
have been made here. Some think th

81



Chronological Aspects of the Life of Christ

He was going to be killed at the Passover season; so with His
disciples He had His own private Passover aday early.*' But
this is impossible since the Passover lamb had to be
slaughtered within the temple precincts. None of the officials
would have done this for that would be against the regula-
tions.*%2 Hence, Christ and the disciples would not have had a
Passover lamb for the Passover meal. This is inconceivable.
Certainly, the Gospels picture that Christ and the disciples
had a Passover lamb, and it had already been slaughtered
(Mark 14:12-16; Luke 22:7-13; cf. also Matt. 26:17-19). Sec-
ond to be considered is a rather recent theory proposed by
Jaubert*? and followed by Ruckstuhl.4* Jaubert thinks that
Jesus® Last Supper was a Passover meal, but following the
Qumran calendar, He celebrated it on the Tuesday of Pas-
sion Week, and yet following the official calendar, Chnist
was crucified on Friday when the Passover lambs were slain.
This accepts the best of both worlds. However, there is no
indication that Jesus was really associated with or minis-
tered to the Qumran community and certainly no indication
in the Gospels to support the conclusion that Jesus ever
followed a Qumran calendar.*s
Third, some think that the Jews in Jesus’ day celebrated
the Passover on two consecutive days. Chwolson assumes
that the Paschal lambs were slain “‘between the two eve-
nings”’ (i.e., 3to 5 p.m.)on Nisan 14 as commanded in the Old
Testament (Exod. 12:6; Lev. 23:5; Num. 9:3, 5). Since in the

11Cf. Reginald H. Fuller, The Mission and Achievement of Jesus (London,
1954), pp. 70-71; Vincent Taylor, The Gospel according to St. Mark
(2nd ed.; London, 1966), pp. 664-67.

“Mishnah: Zebahim i. 3.

“3Annie Jaubert, The Date of the Last Supper, trans. by lsaac Rafferty
(New York, 1965).

44Eugen Ruckstuhl, Chronology of the Last Days of Jesus, trans. by
Victor J. Drapela (New York, 1965).

45For a critique of her view, see Josef Blinzler, ‘‘Qumran-Kalendar und
Passionchronologie.” Zeitschrift fiir die neutestamentliche Wissenschuft,
XLIX (1958), 238-51; George Ogg, ‘“Review of Mlle Jaubert, La date de
la Céne,'” Novum Testamentum, Il (January, 1959), 149-60; Norman
Walker, “*Pauses in the Passion Story and their Significance for Chronol-
ogy,” Novum Testamentum, V1 (January, 1963), 16-19; Jeremias, pp.

24-25.
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“festival™ (i.e., Passover) and would count from the day
following the Passover regardiess of what day it was in the
week. On the other hand, the Sadducees interpreted **Sab-
bath’ literally and would count from the Sunday after the
Passover.®? Therefore, in the year Christ died, the
Boethusian/Sadducean party was anxious to have Nisan 16
fall on Sunday, and the priestly calendar commission agreed
to fix the beginning of Nisan so that the Nisan 14 would be a
Friday and Nisan 16 a Sunday, and consequently Pentecost
would fall on Sunday. However, the Pharisees reckoned the
month to have begun one day ealier. A compromise resulted
which meant that the Boethusian/Sadducean party cele-
brated Passover on Friday evening, Nisan 14, according to
the calendar commission, while the Pharisees, and with
them Jesus and His disciples, celebrated on Thursday eve-
ning (Nisan 14 according to the Pharisaic reckoning). Thus, in
the year Christ died, there were two consecutive days for
Passover.5! This theory has more merit than Chwolson’s in
that both parties celebrated the Passover of Nisan 14/15, and
the Feast of Unleavened Bread could be used by both par-
ties. The main problem is that it rests on the conjecture that
there was a debate over the commencement of Nisan in the
year Christ died.

Pickl suggests that since there were so many pilgrims it
would be impossible to slaughter all the lambs and to have
enough houses in Jerusalem for the purpose of eating the
Passover. So there arose the custom where the Galileans
slew their lambs on Nisan 13, and the Feast of Unleavened
Bread lasted eight days whereas the Judeans celebrated on
Nisan 14.52 This makes good sense except as Jeremias has
pointed out that his basis of the eight-day Feast of Un-

5¢Mishnah: Hagigabh ii. 4; Menahoth x. 3.

31Strack-Bilierbeck, 11, 850-53. Shepherd has similar arguments except he
argues that John followed the reckoning of the month according to the
Palestinian method whereas the Synoptics followed the calendar of the
Diaspora Judaism, Massey Shepherd, Ir., **Are both the Synoptics and
John Correct about the Date of Jesus® Death?” Journal of Biblical Liter-
ature, LXXX (March, 1961), 123-32,

52Josef Pickl, The Messias, trans. by Andrew Green (St. Louis. 1946),
pp. 120-22.
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there are some indications that they reckoned from sunrise
to sunrise. There are references of the day listed before night
(Gen. 1:14, 16, 18; 8:22; 31:40; Num. 14:14; 2 Sam. 21:10; |
Kings 8:59; Neh. 1:6; 4:9; Luke 18:7; Acts 9:24; Rev. 4:8;
etc.). Also, when the expressions ‘‘the same day’” or *‘the
next day’’ are used, the context clearly indicates that the
night belongs to the first day and not the beginning of a new
day (cf. Gen. 19:34; 1 Sam. 19:11; Acts 4:3; 20:7-11; 23:32;
etc.).®® The one passage in the New Testament that may
more explicitly indicate a sunrise-to-sunrise reckoning is
Matthew 28:1 where it states that the women came to the
tomb ‘‘late on the Sabbath as it began to dawn towards the
first day of the week.”’ Thus the new day began with sunrise.
However, as Beckwith points out, this could be translated
“after the Sabbath day, as it began to dawn on the first day of
the week.”*® Regarding the Passover, one can also sce a
sunrise-to-sunrise reckoning in Deuteronomy 16:4 where it
states nothing which is sacrificed on the evening of the first
day shall remain overnight until morning.

In conclusion, one sees that both reckonings were used
even by some authors within the same book.

But what about the Passover of Jesus’ day? As indicated
above, the Passover could be reckoned from sunset to sunset
or sunrise to sunrise. Generally, itis thought it was reckoned
from sunset to sunset. Yet Josephus, who was a Pharisee
living in Jesus’ day, in explaining the law of the Passover,
states that the Paschal lamb must be eaten during the night
with nothing left for the morning.®° This seems to indicate a
sunrise-to-sunrise reckoning. The Mishnah states that the
Passover lamb must be eaten by midnight®' which would
seem to indicate that the new day began after sunset,
namely, at sunrise.

Since in Jesus’ day there were two systems of reck-
oning the day, it is thought by several that this would be a

S*For more detail, see Beckwith, The Evangelical Quarterly, XLIII,
224-25.

fbid., XLII, 226.

80Jos. Ant. iii. 10. 5 § 248.

$tMishnah: Pesahim x. 9; Zebahim v. 8.
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solution_ to the disagreement between the Synoptics and
John. It is thought that the Galileans used a different method
of reckom_ng the Passover than the Judeans. The Galileans
and Pharisees used the sunrise-to-sunrise reckonin
whereas the J'udeans and Sadducees used the sunset—to%
sunset reckoning.®? Thus, according to the Synoptics, the
Last Supper was a Passover meal. Since the day was t’o be
reckoqed _fro.m sunrise, the Galileans, and with then; Jesus
and His disciples, had the Paschal lamb slaughtered in the
late afternoon of Thursday, Nisan 14, and later that evenin
they ate the Passover with the unleavened bread.$3 Onp ths
other hand, the Judean Jews who reckoned from sunset to
sunset would slay the lamb on Friday afternoon which
mgrked the end of Nisan 14 and would eat the Passover lamb
with the unleavened bread that night which had become
lear! I5. Thus, Jesus had eaten the Passover meal when His
enemies, \_zvho had notas yet had the Passover, arrested Him
_ Th!s Interpretation eliminates the difficulties presente(i
in John's Gospel: First, this gives good sense to John 18:28
where the Jew_s did not want to enter the Praetorium soas ﬁot
to be defiled since later that day they would slay the victims
for those who reckoned from sunset-to-sunset. Second
John. 19:14 makes scnse for it says that Jesus’ trial and
CI‘UC!ﬁXl(‘),n were on the “‘day of preparation for the
Pa_ssover and not after the eating of the Passover. Third
this fits well with John 19:36 where it speaks of the fulﬁllmen{
of the Old Testament (Exod. 12:46; Num. 9:12) when no
bones: of Jesus, the Passover Lamb, were broken. After
Jesus trial and crucifixion, He died when the Paschai lambs
were slain in the temple precincts.

**Julian Morgenstern, ““The C
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Pesahimi. 1-5:iii. 6: v. 4). Cf. also Segal, pp. 244-4%, 'san 14 (Mishnah:
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This view not only satisfies the data of the Synoptics and
the Gospel of John, itis also substantiated by the Mishnah. It
was the custom of the Galileans to do no work on the day of
the Passover while the Judeans worked until midday.%*
Since the Galileans® day began at sunrise they would do no
work on the entire day of the Passover. On the other hand the
Judeans’ day began at sunset and they would work the
morning but not the afternoon. Their ceasing to work at
midday could have been either the Judeans’ Nisan 14 which
would have given them time for slaying their Paschal lambs
that afternoon or more probably the midday of the Judeans’
Nisan 13, which meant that they did not work in deference to
the Galileans” Nisan 14 (who would have been slaying their
Paschal lambs that afternoon). If the latter view is accepted
then the order of events would be as following (using the
Galilean reckoning): (1) on the morning of Nisan I4 no
Galilean would be working; (2) the Judeans would cease
working by midday; and (3) the Galileans would slay their
Paschal lambs later that afternoon.

In conclusion, then, the proposed interpretation does
justice to the data of the Synoptics, the Gospel of John, and
the Mishnah. It can be charted as shown on the next page.

This solution means that there were two days of slaugh-
ter. This would solve the problem of having to slaughter all of
the lambs for all of those participants at the Passover season.

There are two problems with this theory. First is the
problem of having two consecutive days of slaughtering
Paschal lambs. Would the Sadducees allow this since they
were in control of the temple? Itis possible they had to. Itis
known that with the popular support the Pharisees had, the
Sadducees would submit to their wishes at times.** Finkel
states that ““the Pharisees determined the dates of the great
festivals.” ¢ Here may be a case in point where neither party
compromised and so there were two days of Passover

%4Mishnah: Pesahim iv. 5.

“Jos. Ant. xviii. 1. 4 § 17. Babylonian Talmud: Yoma 195.

st Acher Finkel, The Pharisces and the Teacher of Nazareth (Lewden,
1964). p. 74.
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slaughter. The second problem with the (heory is that there
1s no explicit statement to support the view. 'Allhough one
cannot be overly dogmatic, it does fit well with the data at
hand. It is simple and makes good sense.

CONCLUSION

It was the purpose of this sectio_n of the chapter to look
at the problem of the day of the Jewish month posed by the
Synoptics and John. It was concluded that Jesus ate 'the
Passover. Having accepted this as the correct ren_denng,
then the problem of harmonization was discussed. anferept
attempts have been made. It is generally accepted that dif-
ferent calendars for reckoning the Passover were used by
various groups and regions.®? This makes it difficult to know
which ones were in operation during the time of the last week
of Christ’s ministry. .

Of all the suggestions given, it was felt that Billerbeck’s
theory has great merit. However, in looking over _the data, it
was felt that the most tenable solution is to recognize that the
Galileans, and with them Jesus and His disciples, reckoned
from sunrise-to-sunrise while the Judeans reckoned from
sunset-to-sunset.

OUTLINE OF THE PASSION WEEK

Due to the scope of these chapters, only a brief Qulline
of the Passion Week can be given. Itis an attempt to align the
events with the days of the present calendar.

SATURDAY AND SUNDAY

In previous chapters of this book asuggested outline (_)f
Christ’s life and ministry has been given. His I?S[ publgc
ministry outside of Jerusalem was probably primarily in

STMorgenstern, Hebrew Union College Annual, X, 1-148; Staufter, p. 95;
Finkel, pp. 70-74; M. Black, “*The Arrest and Trial of Jesus and the [)a_nlg
of the Last Supper,”” New Testament Essays, ed. by A. J. B. Higgins
(Manchester, 1959), pp. 30-32.
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Perea and Judea. A few days before the final Passover, Jesus
drew near to Jerusalem (John 11:55), arriving at Bethany six
days before the Passover (John 12:1), namely the Saturday
before the Passion Week. That evening, Jesus was anointed at
Simon the leper’s house (Matt. 26:6-13; Mark 14:3-9; John
12:1-8).%% On the next day (Sunday), there was a great crowd
that came to Bethany 1o see Jesus (John 12:9-11).

MONDAY

The next day (John 12:12), Monday, was Jesus’ trium-
phal entry into Jerusalem (Matt. 21: 1-9; Mark 11:1-10; Luke
19:28-40; John 12:12-19), His visit to the temple (Matt.
21:10-11; Mark 11:11), and then His return to Bethany. The
day of the triumphal entry would be Nisan 10 when the lamb
was selected for Passover. Hence, the triumphal entry was

the day when Christ presented Himself as Israel’s Paschal
lamb.

TUESDAY

On Tuesday on the way from Bethany to Jerusalem,
Jesus cursed the fig tree (Matt. 21:18-19; Mark 11:12-14), and
then He went to Jerusalem to cleanse the temple (Matt.
21:12-13; Mark 11:15-17; Luke 19:45-46). The religious lead-
ers began to seck how they might destroy Him that evening,
and that evening Jesus left Jerusalem, presumably returning
to Bethany (Mark 11:18-19; Luke 19:47-48).

WEDNESDAY

On the way to Jerusalem on Wednesday, the disciples
saw the withered fig tree (Matt. 21:20-22; Mark 1 1:20-26). At

**When one looks in the Matthean and Markan contexts (cf. Matt. 26:2;
Mark 14:1), one notices that they mention two days rather than six days
before the Passover. However, mosi commentators agree that the anoint-
ing should be dated six days before the Passover and that the story of
the anointing in Bethany is inserted into Matthew (26:6-13) and Mark
(14:3-9), and thus the time reference of two days in Matthew 26:2 and
Mark 14:1 is not dating the anointing but the plot to seize Jesus. Cf. Alan
Hugh M'Neile, The Gospel according 1o St. Maithew (London, 1915),
p. 373; William Hendriksen, Exposition of the Gospel according 1o
Mutthew (Grand Rapids, 1973), p. 898; Taylor, Mark, p. 527; William L.
Lane, The Gospel according to Mark (Grand Rapids, 1974), p.492n.18.
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the temple inJerusalem, Jesus had a day of controversy with
the religious leaders (Matt. 21:23 — 23:39; Mark 11:27 —
12:44; Luke 20:1 — 21:4). That afternoon Jesus went to the
Mount of Olives and delivered the Olivet Discourse (Matt.
24:1 — 25:46; Mark 13:1-37; Luke 21:5-36). Two additional
things occurred on that day: (1) Jesus predicted that in two
days He would be crucified at the time of the Passover (Matt.
26:1-5; Mark 14:1-2; Luke 22:1-2); and (2) Judas planned the
betrayal of Christ with the religious leaders (Matt. 26:14-16;
Mark 14:10-11; Luke 22:3-6).

THURSDAY

On this day, He had His disciples prepare the Passover
lamb (Matt. 26:17-19; Mark 14:12-16; Luke 22:7-13), and
Jesus and His disciples had their Passover meal in the Upper
Room (Matt. 26:20-30; Mark 14:17-26; Luke 22:14-30; John
13:1 14:31). Leaving the Upper Room, Jesus had a dis-
course with His disciples and offered an intercessory prayer
in their behalf (Matt. 26:30-35; Mark 14:26-31; Luke 22:31-
39; John 15:1 — 18:1). They arrived at the Garden of
Gethsemane, and it was here where Jesus suffered in agony
(Matt. 26:36-46; Mark 14:32-42; Luke 22:39-46; John 18:1).
Later that night Jesus was betrayed and arrested (Matt.
26:47-56; Mark 14:43-52; L.uke 22:47-53; John 18:2-12). Dur-
ing the rest of that night, Jesus was tried first by Annas and
later by Caiaphas with the religious leaders (Matt. 26:57-75;
Mark 14:53-72; Luke 22:54-65; John 18:13-27).

FRIDAY

Early in the morning, Jesus was tried by the Sanhedrin,
Pilate, Herod Antipas, and Pilate again (Matt. 27:1-30; Mark
15:1-19; Luke 22:66 — 23:25; John 18:28 — 19:16). Jesus was
then led to the cross and crucified at 9:00 a.m. and died at
3:00 p.m. and was buried later that day (Matt. 27:31-60;
Mark 15:20-46; Luke 23:26-54; John 19:16-42). Christ the
Paschal Lamb (1 Cor. 5:7) died at the time when the
Israelites were sacrificing their Passover lambs.
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SATURDAY

!esus was lying in the tomb during the Sabbath, and the
Pharisees secured Roman guards to keep watch of the tomb
(Matt. 27:61-66; Mark 15:47; Luke 23:55-56).

SUNDAY

Christ was resurrected from the dead (Matt. 28:1-15;
Mark 16:1-8[9-13]; Luke 24:1-35). Heisa type of the offering
of the first fruits which was offered the day after the Sabbath
(Lev. 23:9-14; 1 Cor. 15:23).

CONCL.USION

_The we(?k of the Passion was filled with many events,
beginning with the Saturday before the Passion Week and

endi_ng with the crucifixion of Christ on Friday and the resur-
rection on Sunday.

93



Chapter V
The Year of Christ's Crucifixion

The two greatest events in history were the crucifixion
and the resurrection of our Lord. The Roman world judged
Christas an insignificant preacher inan insignificant land. By
His Jewish contemporaries He was counted as a rabble-
rouser espousing heretical teaching worthy of death. Yet His
seemingly undistinguished death has become not only the
bedrock of Christianity but also the most important death in
history. It has become the touchstone of controversy in
Christian and Jewish polemics. It seems strange, then, for
such a significant historical event, that there continues to be
discussion on the date of His crucifixion. One can pinpoint
the date of the death of many world rulers, but the death of
greatest renown is yet debated.

THE VARIETY OF THE DATES

In the discussion of this problem, various dates for the
death of Christ have been proposed. They range from A.D.
21toA.D. 36.

Eisler proposed that Jesus died in A.D. 21 for a violent
messianic doctrine.! He based his theory upon the apocry-
phal work of the Acts of Pilate. The other extreme proposed

EDITOR’S NOTE: The essential content of this chapter was published
in the book, New Dimensions in New Testament Studies, ed. by
Richard N. Longenecker and Merrill C. Tenney, Grand Rapids: The
Zondervan Corporation, 1974. Used by permission.

‘Robert Eisler, IHX0OYY BAXIAEYS OY BAXIAEYYAY (Heidelberg,
1929), 1, xxxiii; 11, 165, 254-70, 439-529: and the English condensed ver-
sion The Messiah Jesus and John the Buaptist, trans. by Alexander
Haggerty Krappe (New York, 1931), pp. 16-20, 313, 363-70, 457-512.
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by Keim,? followed by Lake® and Schonfield,* is that Christ
died in the spring of A.D. 35 or 36. The adherents of this view
feel that since the Jews believed that Aretas’ (the Arab king
of Petra) defeat of Antipas in A.D. 36 was divine revenge for
Antipas’ beheading of John the Baptist,® John’s death and
the death of Jesus must be placed as close as possible to the

year A.D. 36.

Between A.D. 21 and 36 there are advocates for nearly
every year. Only the more prominent dates with some of
their adherents are here listed. Meyer® and King” argue for
A.D. 27; Winter A.D. 28;® Turner,® Loisy,'? and Holscher!?
A.D. 29; Olmstead,** Blinzler,'®* Madison,'* Ruckstuhi,'s

*Theodor Keim, The History of Jesus of Nazara, trans. by Arthur
Ransom, 1V (London, 1879), 222-23 n. 2; VI (London, 1883), 234-44.
3Kirsopp Lake, “The Date of Herod’s Marriage with Herodias, and the
Chronology of the Gospels,” The Expositor, 8th series, [V (November,
1912), 462-77.

‘Hugh J. Schonfield, The Jesus Party (New York, 1974), pp. 46-47,
51-53, 305.

SJos. Anr. xviii. 5. 1-2 §§ 113-17.

®Eduard Meyer, Ursprung und Anfinge des Christentums (Stuttgart and
Berlin, 1923), 111, 171.

"Charles King, ‘*The Qutlines of New Testament Chronology,” Catholic
Biblical Quarterly, CCLXXVIIl (January-March, 1945), 145-47, 153.
SPaul Winter, On the Trial of Jesus, Vol. 1 of Studia Judaica (Berlin,
1961), p. 175 n. 5.

¥Cuthbert Hamilton Turner, “Chronology of the New Testament,” A
Dictionary of the Bible, ed. by James Hastings, ¢t al., 1 (1898), 411-15.
YAlfred Loisy, Les Evangiles Synoptiques (Paris, 1907-8), 1, 386-89; 11,
490.

1Gustav Holscher, **Die Hohenpriesterliste bei Josephus und die evan-
gelische Chronologie,™ Sitzungsberichte der Heidelberger Akadamie der
Wissenschaften — Philosophisch-historische Klasse, XXX (Heidelberg,
1940), 26.

2AT. Olmstead, Jesus in the Light of History (New York, 1942), pp.
279-81.

Hosel Blinzler, The Trial of Jesus, trans. by Isabel and Florence McHugh
(2nd ed.; Westminster, MDD, 1959). pp. 72-80.

Hieshie P. Madison, “Problems of Chronology in the Life of Christ™
(unpublished Th.D. dissertation, Dallas Theological Seminary, 1963),
pp. 149-63.

PREugen Ruckstuhl, Clronology of the Last Days of Jesus, trans. by
Victor J. Drapela (New York, 1965), pp. 1-12.
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and Jeremias'® A.p. 30; Anderson,!” Bammel,*'* and
Stquffezr“’ A.D. 32; and Fotheringham,2¢ Ogg,?! Maier,?2 and
:{e;::ke 3 A.D. 33. Thus one sees there is great diversity. The
ask now is to limit these options and come to a date th

| at
best fits the evidence.

THE LIMITATION OF THE DATE

There are certain lines of evidence from sacred and

scqular history which limit the possibilities for the cruci-
fixion date.

THE OFFICIALS OF THE CRUCIFIXION

Caiaphas. The Gospels (Matt. 26:3, 57; John 11:49-
53; ]8:13?14) explicitly have Caiaphas as the high priest
involved in the trial of Jesus. He was the high priest from
A.D. 18%% to the Passover of a.p. 37.25 Thus the crucifixion
must have occurred sometime between A.D. 18 and the
Passover of a.p. 36 since Caiaphas was deposed at the
Passover of 37.

Pilate. The Gospels (Matt. 27:2-26: Mark 15:1-15;
Luke 23:1-25; John 18:28 — 19:16), as well as Acts 4:27) an(i

18] oachi ., oy
5%{%?5:(5? {Egi:l:indgi i%g;zrg:%z%ds of Jesus, trans. by Norman
97105 , ming Prince (5th ed.: London, 1895), pp.
BEmst R . S v .
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?g;?gg," The .loumc‘zl of Tl;eol:’)z;:fa(; Slztcg?er}\?m)%;g(dVT?g\;;ﬁ?l lc‘)gz‘;-
N
Cprony X0V (iarch 15 513 1 1 e Crucinin
adclphis 1968), . 183-;4;‘4’,‘""8", Era, trans. by David E. Green (Phil-
?333 o i ) gg'(m% H:

(Cambridge, 1972), Appendix VIlL, ‘;;;.k; ly'lst.{och"cr’ Herod Antipas
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a pastoral epistle (1 Tim. 6:13), attest that Jesus was tried by
the Prefect Pontius Pilate. The tenure of Pilate’s rule in
Judea is outlined by Josephus. First, since his predecessor
Valerius Gratus held office for eleven years,*® all of which
fell within Tiberius’ reign (A.D. 14-37), Pilate’s reign could
not have begun before A.D. 25. Second, Josephus states that
Pilate ruled for ten years and that Tiberius died before Pilate
reached Rome.27 It is most likely that he lett Judea in the
winter of A.D. 36/37.2% Therefore, Pilate’s reign would have
been the ten-year period from A.p. 26 to 36 and Christ’s
crucifixion must have been between these dates.

Conclusion. Having set the limits of the two officials
of Christ’s trial, Christ’s crucifixion must have occurred
sometime between the years of A.D. 26 and 36. This, there-
fore, eliminates the A.p. 21 date proposed by Eisler based
upon the apocryphal Acts of Pilate (which Eusebius did not
consider credible??) published by the Emperor Maximinus in
A.D. 311. Eisler’s theory makes havoc of the chronology of
Josephus, and numismatic evidence supports Josephus’
chronology.®® Eisler’s view also makes havoc of the
chronology of the Bible, for Luke 3:1-2 states that the
commencement of John the Baptist’s ministry was in
Tiberius’ fifteenth year, that is, A.p. 28/29. This means that
John’s ministry began eight years after Jesus’ death! The
many textual emendations Eisler makes to support his
theory render it immediately suspect.?!

Thus the crucifixion occurred between A.p. 26 and 36.

THE DAY OF THE CRUCIFIXION

Having already discussed this in more detail in the pre-
vious chapter, one need not go into detail here. Suffice 1t to

6}gs. Ant. xviii. 2.2 § 35.

27Jos. Anl. xviii. 4. 2 § 89.

zHochner, Herod Antipas, pp. 313-16.

2yEusebius Mistoria Ecclesiastica 1. 9. 3.

30Cf, P. L. Hedley, "Pilate’s Arrival in Judaea,” The Journal of Theo-
logical Studies, XXXV Janvary, 1934), 57; Ethelbert Staufter, “Zur
Miinzprigung  und Judenpolitik des Pontius Pilatus,” La Nouvelle Clio,
1711 (Octobre, 1950), 495-514, esp. 506-9.

NEor a fuller discussion, see Ogg, Chronology. pp. 282-85.
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say it was concluded that Jesus died on Friday, Nisan 14, at
3 p.m. This means that Christ died when many Jews
were slaying their paschal lambs which according to
Josephus was from the ninth to the eleventh hour, that is,
from three to five p.m.32 According to Paul (1 Cor. 5:7)
Christ is portrayed as ‘‘our paschal lamb [who] has been
sacrificed.”’33

One must now determine which year between the
extremes of A.D. 26 and A.D. 36 is the most plausible as the
year of Christ’s crucifixion.

THE CONTRIBUTION OF ASTRONOMY

~ Having concluded that Jesus died on a Friday and on
Nisan 14, one must determine in which years within the
previously established limits of A.D. 26-36 Nisan 14 fell on
Friday.

The Jewish month was a lunar month having no less
th’un twenty-nine and no more than thirty days. The first day
of the month was determined from the new moon. Of course,
the new moon is not visible, but one or two days after the
new moon, a faintly glowing moon sickle appears. When two
trustworthy witnesses informed the priestly calendar com-
mission, under oath, that they had seen the new moon, the
day would be declared the first of the new month. When
there was a problem of visibility, the commencement of the
new month could not be postponed for more than a day.
Because of new data from various calendars as well as an
advapcemcnt in astronomical knowledge, one is able to de-
termine within minutes the new moon of the Jewish calendar
at the time of Christ. Astronomers can determine the days of
the week on which Nisan 14 fell in Christ’s time with great
certainty.

‘There have been several studies in this, and their con-
clusions are that the only possible times Nisan 14 fell on

2oy BJ vie 9.3 § 423,

*This is ulso supported by Gospel of Peter 3; Babylonian Talmud: San-
hedrin 43q.
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Friday were in the years of A.p. 27, 30, 33, and 36.%* Of
these, A.D. 27 is the least likely astronomically. In that year it
is probable that Nisan 14 fell on Thursday rather than Fri-
day. The year of A.p. 30 has also been debated, but it is
reasonably certain that Nisan 14 was a Friday that year.®®

In conclusion, then, the calculations of astronomers
would limit the probable years of Christ’s crucifixion on
Friday, Nisan 14, to the years 30, 33, and 36, with A.D. 27 as
an unlikely possibility.

THE MINISTRY OF CHRIST

Having limited the crucifixion date to the years of A.D.
30, 33, 36, and possibly 27, it is now appropriate to discuss
how these years concur with the ministry of Christ. First to
be considered is the A.p. 27 date. To deal with this, one must
look at the commencement of Christ’s ministry. Having
gone into more detail on this subject in another chapter,3®
only the results relevant to the present problem will be
stated. Luke 3:1-2 indicates that John the Baptist’s ministry
started in Tiberius’ fifteenth year which was A.p. 28/29.
Jesus’ ministry followed this and therefore the A.D. 27 date is
not only questionable astronomically but is impossible bibli-
cally — if one takes Luke 3:1-2 seriously. This is confirmed
in John 2:20 where at the first Passover of Christ’s ministry
He speaks of the temple edifice having stood for forty-six
years. Since it was completed in 18/17 B.C., forty-six years
later would bring the date to the year A.p. 29/30. Therefore,
the A.p. 27 date is not a viable option for Christ’s crucifixion.

31Cf. J. K. Fotheringham, ** Astronomical Evidence for the Date of the
Crucifixion,” The Journal of Theological Studies, X1l (October, 1910),
120-27; Fotheringham, The Journal of Theological Studies, XXXV, 152-
62; Ogg, Chronvlogy, pp. 261-17; Jeremias, Eucharistic Words, pp. 36-41;
George Ogg, “The Chronology of the Last Supper,” Historicity and
Chronology of the New Testament (London, 1965), pp. 92-96.
33Jeremias, Eucharistic Words, pp. 39-40. A new work containing the
computer print-out of the occurrences of the new moons further questions
that Nisan 14in A.p. 30 occurred on Friday. According to the computers
Nisan 14 in a.p. 30 occurred on Thursday. See Herman H. Goldstine,
New and Full Moons, 1001 B.C. to A.D. 1651 (Philadcelphia, 1973), p. 86.
3See Chapter |1,
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Second, in considering the other extreme, the A.p. 36
date, one sees that Luke 3:1 also makes shipwreck of this
la.te'date. There is no indication in the Gospels that Jesus’
ministry lasted six years. The adherents of this late date, as
mentioned above, base it on the supposition that John the
Bapt;st was not beheaded until shortly before a.p. 36. Ac-
COl:dlng to Josephus, the Jews attributed Herod Antipas’
defeat by Aretas in A.D. 36 to revenge by God for the
beheadmg' of John.?” Those who hold this view think that
Josephus implies that Herod Antipas’ defeat occurred not
long after he had beheaded John. It is important to note that
the reason for John’s beheading was that Herodias did not
like his interference in their affairs. In marrying Herodias,
Herod Antipas got rid of his first wife who was Aretas’
daughter. Accordingly, it is thought that Aretas’ retaliation
would have occurred soon after his daughter returned home.
Josepht_ls clearly indicates, however, that the divorce was
the beginning of hostilities®® and that other incidents such as
the boundary disputes finally led to war.?® Certainly Aretas
would have waited for the most opportune time, and that was
In A.D. 3@, shortly after the time when the Romans had been
engaged.m a struggle against Artabanus I11, king of Parthia.
At‘thal time Aretas would have had little fear of defeat.*® So
IL 1S nOt necessary to see an immediate revenge by Aretas
and thus John’s death need not be sometime near A.D. 36.
~ Therefore, this late date for the crucifixion based on an
inference from Josephus that John the Baptist’s death must
havg occurred very shortly before the time of Herod
Antipas’ defeat by Aretas, is only an inference and nothing
more. Th!s theory makes havoc of the Gospels’ chronology
whereas if one follows the Gospels’ chronological frame-’
work one can fit in the events in Josephus very easily. It is

¥7Jos. Ant. xviii. 5. 2 §§ 116-19.
il’JLOS. Ant. xviii. 5.1 § 113.

*Emil Schiirer, The History of the Jewish People in the A "

X n ‘ . ] » j 9 .
f hrist, new English version rev. and ed. by Go:(z::lp\ﬁerme:)Fcﬁ:;‘u(s)‘jMitii“:r3
(‘Td_Mallhcw Black (Edinburgh, 1973), 1, 350. '

Cf. Hochner, Herod Antipus, pp. 251-57.
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better to base one’s chronology on the Gospels than on what
in effectis only an inference from Josephus. Hence, the A.p.
36 date for crucifixion is unacceptable.

This leaves only two plausible dates for the crucifixion,
namely, A.D. 30 and 33. There are a great number of scholars
who hold to A.p. 30 as the date of Christ’s crucifixion.
However, if one accepts John’s ministry beginning in
Tiberius’ fifteenth year, A.p. 28/29 (L.uke 3:1-2), then Christ
would have had a ministry of only about one year. There are
those who followed Ramsay by stating that one must reckon
from the time of the decree when Tiberius become co-regent
with Augustus.*! This would make the commencement of
John’s ministry around A.p. 25/26 and Jesus’ ministry
shortly thereatter. This view is untenable for the following
two reasons. First, there is no evidence, either from histori-
cal documents or coins, that Tiberius’ reign was ever reck-
oned from his co-regency. On the contrary his reign is
always reckoned from the time he became sole ruler after
Augustus’ death on August 19, A.D. 14.%2 Second, those who
accept this theory are not in agreement as to the beginning of
the co-regency. Therefore, other scholars who hold to the
A.D. 30 crucifixion, such as Blinzler,*? feel that one must
reckon according to Syrian chronology — especially since
Luke was born in Syria, where Tiberius’ first year would be
from August 19, A.p. 14 to Tishri | (September/October) and
therefore the fifteenth year would be Tishri 1, A.D. 27 to
Tishri 1, 28. John the Baptist’s ministry began then, and
Christ’s ministry followed shortly thereafter. Butis one sure

that Luke reckoned in this manner, especially since he was
writing to Theophilus, a Roman official? It would seem that
he would have used a Roman system, reckoning either from
Tiberius’ accession date or the Julian calendar.** Blinzler
feels that A.p. 28 as marking the commencement of Christ’s

YW, M. Ramsay, Was Christ Born at Bethichem? (2nd ed.; London,
1898), pp. 199-200, 221.

Many examples could be cited but see chapter 11 esp. nn. 11-13 and
Ogg, pp. 174-83.

HBhatler, Trial of Jesus, p. 73.

*1See further discussion in chapter 1.
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ministry is substantiated by John 2:20 where the Jews state
that the temple had been in continuous construction for
forty-six years since Herod began to build it in 20/19 B.C.%®
Bu! the Jews are talking about the temple edifice 6 vaos
\fvthh ‘Wwas completed in 18/17 B.c. as having stood for
forty-six years, that is, the Passover of A.D. 30, rather than
the temple precincts 70 iepor which were still in the building
process.*¢ Finally, Blinzler states that with this reckoning
Christ had a ministry of two years and some months. Al-
though John mentions in his Gospel only three Passovers
(Jph'n 2:13; 6:4; 11:55), it is thought by some that Christ’s
ministry need not be more than two years. However, this
view 1gnores the time note in John 4:35 and does not
adequatf:ly explain the chronological setting for the un-
named tt;a_st of John 5:1.47 1n addition this view requires a
transposition of chapters S and 6 of John’s Gospel. A three
year and some months ministry of Christ better explains the
evidence.

!n. conclusion, the A.p. 30 crucifixion is not the best
possnbnllly because: (1) it has some (not great) difficulty
aslrgnoml.cally; (2) it has difficulty in fitting Luke 3:1-2 into
Christ’s life unless one reckons according to the Syrian
chronology which one is not at all sure Luke was using; (3) it
attempts to explain John 2:20 as referring to Herod’s rebuild-
mg the temple precincts when actually the passage is talking
about the temple edifice; and (4) it limits Christ’s ministry (o
a little over two years which requires a transposition of John
5 and 6 and does not explain the time note of John 4:35 or the
unnamed teast of John 5:1.

Thl;; leaves only A.p. 33 as the most plausible date for
Fhe crug_'lﬁ‘xion. First, itis sound astronomically .*® Second, it
1s not limited to one dating system for reckoning the com-
mencement of the Baptist’s ministry in Tiberius’ fifteenth
year (Luke 3:1-2). Although this author prefers to date the

““Bhnzler, Trial of Jesus, p. 74.

“‘S\cc chapter I P

::I<‘«)!‘ a discussion of this, see Ogg. Chronology, pp. 1-149, 289-304.
This has been recently confirmed by Goldstine, p. 87.
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beginning of John’s ministry from the accession of Tiberius
or by the Julian calendar which results in A.D. 28/29 as
marking the beginning of John’s ministry, the other systems
could be utilized depending on how long John ministered
before Jesus began His ministry. Third, it allows for a minis-
try of more than three years beginning in the summer or
autumn of A.D. 29 and ending at the Passover of A.p. 33.
Fourth, it adequately explains John 2:20 as the temple edifice
which had stood for forty-six years since it was completed,
so that the Passover of A.D. 30 was Christ’s first Passover of
His ministry. Fifth, there is no need of transposition of
chapters 5 and 6 of the Gospel of John.

There are two objections that are raised against the a.p.
33 crucifixion date. First, the most prevalent one, is that one
cannot have the crucifixion so late because it would interfere
with the date of Paul’s conversion and the apostolic age.*
However, one could reverse this question and ask if Paul’s
conversion is placed too early in the objector’s scheme.*° In
the end one does not determine the chronology of the Gos-
pels on the basis of the chronology of the apostolic age or
vice versa.

The second objection raised is that with the a.p. 30
crucifixion, Jesus began His ministry in A.D. 27/28 and He
would have been only thirty or thirty-one years of age if one
assumes that He was born in the winter of 5/4 B.c. This fits
well with Luke 3:23. Luke’s statement that Christ was
“about thirty years of age,”” however, is elastic. Assuming
His birth to have been in the winter of 5/4 B.C. and the
commencement of His ministry in the summer or autumn of
A.D. 29, He would have been thirty-two years of age with his
9Jeremias, Eucharistic Words, p. 39 n. 1; G. B. Caird, **The Chronol-
ogy of the NT,”” The Interpreter’s Dictionary of the Bible, ed. by George
Anthur Buttrick, eral., 1(1962), 603. Ct. also Wemer Georg Kummel,
Introduction to the New Testament, trans. by Howard Clark Kee (17th
rev. ed., Nashville, 1975), pp. 252-55
30fn tact the present author worked on Paul’s chronology assuming the
A.D. 30 crucifixion date with the result of having Paul’s conversion date
in A.p. 35, cf. Harold Hoehner, **Chronology of the Apostolic Age™
(unpublished Th.D. dissertation, Dallas Theological Seminary, 1965),
pp. 154-56, 200-204, 381.
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thi{'t)fthird birthday approaching in the winter of A.p. 29/30.
TjhlS‘lS in keeping with the tenor of Luke 3:23 and the objec-
tion 1s not weighty enough to be a serious obstacle. Both of
these objections are easily answered and do not detract from
the soundness of the A.p. 33 date for Christ’s crucifixion.
In conclusion, the A.p. 33 crucifixion date best fits the

evidence of astronomy and the chronological aspects of the
life of Christ.

THE CONTRIBUTION OF HISTORY

The conclusion up to this point is that A.D. 33 is the best
date .for the crucifixion of Christ. Interestingly enough, secu-
lar history not only agrees with this conclusion, but confirms
it as the most well-grounded date.

In the tnal of Jesus, Pilate is pictured as one who was
submissive to the pressures of the Jews who were demand-
ing that he hand Jesus over to them whereas he is described
by his contemporary Philo®! and later by Josephus®? as being
one who was greedy, inflexible, and cruel, and who resorted
to robbery and oppression. This great difference between
the biblical narrative on the one hand and Philo and Josephus
on the other hand can be explained.

It is probable that when Pilate succeeded Valerius
Gratus as prefect in Judeain A.D. 26 he was appointed by the
equestrian Lucius Aelius Sejanus. This Sejanus had gained
one~of the two highest positions an equestrian was able to
attain, namely, the prefect of the Praetorian Guard which
was the elite corps of 9000 soldiers of the imperial palace.
But beyond this, by A.p. 26 or 27 when Tiberius retired to the
1island of Capri, Sejanus was virtually in full control of the

government.®® Sejanus was a dedicated anti-Semite®* who
wanted to exterminate the Jewish race.®®

31Philo Legatio ad Gaium 301-2 [hereafter Philo Leg. ].

5"}95__Am. xviii. 3. 1 §§ 55-59; BJ ii. 9. 2-4 §§ 169-77.

“iucnqs Annales iv. 41, 57, 67 [hereafter Tac. Ann.}; Dio lvii. I;
Suetonius Tiberius xxxix-xli[hereafter Suet. 7ib.]) cf. Frank Burr Marsh,
The Reign of Tiberius (London, 1931), pp. 181-83.

SPhilo In Fluccum 1.

S5Philo Leg. 159-61.
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Apparently Pilate implemented Seja‘nus’ _anti—.[ewns:h
policy in Judea.’® Almost immediately after his arrlvul‘m
Judea in A.D. 2657 Pilate introduced Roman standards with
the embossed figures of the emperor into Jerusalem.’* The
Jews’ indignation was aroused and as a result they sent a
delegation to Caesarea to plead for their re.moval.-”-" Finally,
after five days of demonstration, Pilate realized that the Jews
would rather die than violate their laws. When contronted
with this situation, Pilate ordered the removal of the stan-
dards that had caused them to react so vehemently.

Josephus’ second recorded conflict between Pilate and
the Jews was when he seized funds from the Corbanus,
the temple treasury, for constructing an aqueduct in

s6For further discussion of Pilate’s rule, see Hoehner, Herod Antipas,
L 172-83. _ _

g’)7‘:}0sephus (Ant. xviii. 3. 1 § 55) states that the troops were going 1o their
winter guarters in Jerusalem. If Megillat Taanit ix (for text and discus-
sion, see Solomon Zeitlin, **Megillat Taanit as a Source for J'gvygsh
Chronology and History in the Hellenistic and Roman Periods.”” The
Jewish Quarterly Review, X {October, 1919 and January, 1920}, 239, 241,
259-61) 15 speaking of the same incident, 1t means that the stqndurdy‘. were
removed on Chislev 3. According to Parker and Dubberstein, Chislev 3
would have been December 2, A.D. 26, Richard A. Parker and Waldo H.
Dubberstein, Babylonian Chronology 626 B.C. —A.D. 75 (2nd ed.; Prov-
idence, 1956), p. 46. 5 ‘ )
s8Jos. Ant. xviti. 3. 1 §§ 55-59; BJ ii. 9. 2-3§§ 169-74; cf. Car[H, Kracling,
“The Episode of the Roman Standards at Jerusalem,” The Harvard
Theological Review, XXXV (October, 1942), 263-89.

sy Apparently it was not the standards per se but the embossed figures of
the emperor (wporouds Kaioapos) that bothered the Jews (Jos. Ant.
xviii. 3. 1§ 55;cf. BJ ii.9. 2 § 169). The Jews had allowed other rulers to
bring standards without images into Jerusalem (Jos. Anf. xviii. 3. 1§ 56).
Also according to Jos. Ant.xviii. 3. 1 § 59, the eiores were removed
from Jerusalem (though Jos. BJ ii. 9. 3§ 174 the onuatac were removed).
It seems that the Jews objected in this case on the basis of a rigid inter-
pretation of their Law against the making of images (cf. Exod. 20:4;
Deut. 4:16: ¢f. also J.-B. Frey, “‘La question des images chez les Juifs.
A la lumiére des récentes déscouvertes,” Biblica, XV, Fasc. 2 and 3
[1934], 273-82. Specifically the prohibition was against the production or
use of any representation of men or animals, cf. E. Bevan, Ilqu Images
[London, 1940, pp. 48-49; Edwin R. Goodenough, Jewish Symbols in
Greco-Roman Period, IV [New York, 1954}, 11-24).
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Jerusalem.€? Later when Pilate visited Jerusalem, the Jews
besieged him with angry clamor and he, realizing the
possibility of an uprising, instructed his soldiers to mingle
among the crowd dressed as civilians armed with hidden
clubs. When the protest became more pronounced the sol-
diers, on a pre-arranged signal, drew the clubs from under
their tunics and began to beat them, killing many.¢!

In Luke 13:1 some people came to Jesus®2 and told Him
of the Galileans whose blood Pilate had mingled with their
sacrifices. It has been suggested that the story was fabricated
by those reporting it to Jesus,%? but there is no convincing
reason to doubt its authenticity.®* Surely this portrayal of
Pilate in the biblical narrative is in keeping with that in
Josephus and Philo. Although it is not possible to know
exactly when it occurred, certainly it was during Christ’s
ministry, probably at one of the great Jewish festivals
(possibly the Passover of A.p. 32) when the Galileans would
have been in Jerusalem. This incident would only make for
enmity between Pilate and the Galilean tetrarch, Herod
Antipas.

Finally, since the standards affair failed, Pilate issued

$9)os. BJii. 9. 4 88 175-77; Ant. xviii. 3. 2 §§ 60-62. With regard to this
treasury, Zeitlin states: **The money in this treasury was not in the sume
category as the communal money of the Temple, but was considered
private property held as a religious trust. It consisted of the sums de-
posited by the Nazarites for their sacrifices and was notused for any other
purpose.” Solomon Zeithin, The Rise and Fall of the Judaean State, |
(Philadephia, 1967), 143.

S'Eusebius Historia Ecclesiasticus 1. 6-7 quotes Jos. BJ 1. 9. 4 §§175-77
verbatim, except an alteration in the length of the aqueduct.

“2The words mapnoarv 8é Twes are better translated *‘they came™ or
“they had come™ rather than “‘they were present,” cf. Alfred Plummer,
A Critical and Exegetical Commentary on the Gospel according 1o §.
Luke (4th ed.; Edinburgh, 1905), pp. 337-38; John Martin Creed, The
Gospel according to St. Luke (London, 1930), p. 180; Josel Blinzler,
*Die Niedermetzelung von Galiliern durch Pilatus,”” Novum Testa-
mentum, 11 (January, 1957), 25 n. 2.

S or a briel discussion of this see, T. W. Manson, The Sayings of Jesus
(London, 1949), p. 65.

S1CE C.H. Dodd, The Parables of the Kingdom (3rd ed.; London, 1936),
p. 65; Blinzler, Trial of Jesus, p. 179, Winter, Trial of Jesus, p. 176 n. 9.
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6sStauffer, La Nouvelle Clio, /11, {1_95-5!4, cs;)s;)506-8, gi;helgt:flgé;‘autfcr.
Jerusalem und Rom (Bern and Miinchen, 1957), pp- 1/,
86Tac. Ann. iv. 41. ] . N 4
87T. iv. 8; Suet. Tib. Ixil. 1; Dio tvii. 22. 1-4. 4 o
ssﬁllj:)cr. ‘? (?x'xlull‘:slgn of the bitter party struggles 1n Romefd,t“tggrthlgx’t‘:, ;;f
Frank Burr Marsh, ““Roman Parties in the Rgnzg‘)n «;33_5“ ,
American Historical Review, XX X1 (January, 1926}, 2 .
69Tuc. Ann. vi. 3-4; Suet. Tib. Ixv.
10pi0 lviii. 2. 7-8; Suet. Tib. Ixv.
iDjo Jviii. 4. 1.
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was denounced. On that day, October 18, A.p. 31, Sejanus
was executed.’?

This, no doubt, caused immediate tremors throughout
the Empire, especially to those who were appointed by
Sejanus. Tiberius had been anti-Semitic (possibly influenced
by Sejanus), as seen by his expulsion of the Jews from Rome
in A.D. 19,73 but now he was more favorable toward them.
According to Philo, it now became obvious to Tiberius that
the charges brought against the Jews were unfounded, hav-
ing been fabricated by Sejanus. Consequently he ordered the
governors (many of whom were probably appointed by
Sejanus) throughout the Empire not to mistreat the Jews.’*
This order had its effect in Judea. Early in A.Dp. 32 Pilate
stopped issuing coins that were offensive to the Jews.”®

Philo records an incident where Pilate set up in the
former palace of Herod the Great gilded votive shields bear-
ing the name, though not the image, of the emperor. When
Pilate refused to hear the Jews’ request for their removal,
some prominent Jews, including the four sons of Herod,

appealed to the Emperor Tiberius. Tiberius expressed the
strongest disapproval of Pilate’s action and ordered him to
take down the shiclds and to have them transferred to the
temple of Augustus at Caesarea.’s

There are three observations that should be noted.
First, it seems strange that the Jews were offended at these
aniconic shields unless, as Brandon suggests, the inscription
on them may have contained some reference to the divinity
of the emperor.”” Second, one can only guess who the four

7;Digﬂ’lviii. 9-12; Tac. Ann. vi. 48; Suet. Tib. Ixv; Jos. Ant. xviil. 6. 6 ¥
I81-82.

3Jos. Ant. xviii. 3. S §§ 81-85; Suet. Tib. xxxvi; Dio tvi. 18.5a; Tac. Ann.
ii. 85; E. Mary Smallwood, ""Some Notes on the Jews under Tiberius,™
Latomus, XV (uillet-Septembre, 1956), 314-29.

“Philo Leg. 159-61.

E. Bammel, “Syrnian Coinage and Pilate,” The Journal of Jewish
Stuedies, 11, No. 2 (1951), 108-10.

Philo Leg. 299-305. For a recent discussion of this episode, see Paul L.
Maier, “'The Episode of the Golden Roman Shields at Jerusalem,” The
Harvard Theological Review, LXI1 (January, 1969), 109-21.

7S. G. F. Brandon, Jesus and the Zealots (Manchester, 1967), p. 74.
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sons of Herod were, but certainly Herod Antipas and Philip
the Tetrarch were among them and possibly the other two
were Herod (Philip), who resided in Palestine, and Agrippa
I, Herodias’ brother. One important factor to remember i1s
that Herod Antipas also had been a friend of the deceased
Sejanus? and wanted at this time to prove his loyalty to
Tiberius. Third, altheugh the identity of this episode has
been disputed,” it occurred later in Pilate’s administration
because: (1) the reference to Pilate’s fear of impeachment
implies it; (2) the fact that the Jewish embassy was able to
report to Tiberius directly; and (3) the fact that Pilate and
Antipas, both friends of Sejanus, were opposing each other
may also indicate that this event occurred after S¢janus’
death. So long as Sejanus was in power Pilate had nothing to
tear. Since the Herodian brothers were there, it probably
occurred at a Jewish festival, possibly the Feast of Taberna-
cles of A.p. 32.%0

Why then did Pilate set up the shields when his position
was so precarious? It is possible that he wanted to dissociate
himself from Sejanus and ingratiate himself to Tibenus by
promoting emperor worship. But it backfired. In fact the
Jews stated that disrespect for the Jewish Law brings no
honor to Tiberius.®! Also, it presented an opportunity for
Herod Antipas to put his foot forward in dissociating himself
from Sejanus and to gain the favor of Tiberius. Once before
Herod Antipas had been at odds with Pilate when the latter
mixed the blood of the Galileans with their sacrifices (Luke
13:1). Now with the shields incident Herod Antipas could
report of Pilate’s Sejanian anti-Semitic attitude to Tiberius.
Their enmity 1s mentioned in Luke 23:12.

In conclusion, with the death of Sejanus and the unsuc-
cessful attempt of Pilate to ingratiate himself with the em-
peror, one can readily see that Pilate was a man with a
broken backbone. This is exactly how the Gospels portray
®Jos. Ant. xviii. 7. 2 § 250.

Cf. A. D. Doyle, “*Pilate’s Career and the Date of the Cructfixion,”
The Journal of Theological Studies, XLI1I1 (October, 1941), 190-93.

YHoehner, Herod Antipas, pp. 180-81.
“tPhilo Leg. 299, 301.

110

The Year of Christ’s Crucifixion

him in the trial of Christ. Hence only the A.D. 33 date for the
crucifixion makes sense. Pilate was an inflexible and ruthless
character as long as his mentor Sejanus was in power. But
with Chnist’s trial in A.p. 33 he appears submissive. Al-
though he realized that Jesus was innocent and ought to be
released, the Jews cried out that if he released Jesus he was
not a friend of Caesar (John 19:12). The reverse implication
is that he was still a friend of Sejanus and/or friendly toward
his policies. The phrase ‘‘friend of Caesar’’ is a technical
phrase which meant that such a one was among the elite in
the Roman government who were loyal to the emperor.® To
lose the status of amici Caesaris meant political doom. Pilate
realized that he had overstepped himself in the shields
episode and could not afford to get into more trouble with
Tiberius. Moreover, if Pilate had just received the instruc-
tions from Tiberius to remove the shields, the Jews would
have only recently learned of their success and Pilate would
have known all too well that he could not afford to quarrel
with the emperor.

Thus, the A.p. 33 date for the death of Christ best
explains the evidence of both sacred and secular history.

THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DATE

The A.p. 33 crucifixion date is significant to the interpre-
tation of the New Testament in at least three areas. All of
these confirm the A.p. 33 date.

PILATE'S CHANGE OF ATTITUDE

Brandon thinks that the characterization of Pilate in the
Gospels as being a weak, abject figure as opposed to that
givenin Josephus and Philo is ludicrous.®? Brandon says that
Mark is writing an apologetic to explain away Pilate’s re-
sponsibility for Christ’s death and place that responsibility
on the Jews. Brandon also argues that the Gospels’ picture of
"2Cf. an interesting study on this phrase, Bammel, Theologische
Literaerzeiung, LXXVI, 205-10; John Crook, Concilium Principis
(Cambnidge, 1955), pp. 21-30.

%S, G, F Brandoa, The Trial of Jesus of Nazareth (London, 1968), pp. 99,
190 n. 100; ct. also pp. 35-41; Brandon, Jesus, pp. 68-80, 248.

111



Chronological Aspects of the Life of Christ

Pilate’s attempt to save Jesus apd_his yielding tothc
pressures of the Jews is inaccurate in light of the remarks 1n
Josephus and Philo indicating how inflexible and contemp-
) < 84
tuous he was toward the Jews. ‘ . ﬂ
Along similar lines of argumentation, Wilson contends
that in the light of Josephus and Philo the Gospels give a
. X s
distorted portrait of Pilate.®® . ‘
Howcl:)vcr, both Brandon®¢ and Wilson®” assume the
A.D. 30 date for the crucifixion and if they \_avould accept the
A.D. 33 date then the characterization of Pilate given in the
Gospels is indeed very intelligible. , o
pln the end the a.D. 33 date for Christ’s death satisfactor-
ily explains the change of Pilate’s at!iu.nde toward the Jews
and prevents one from judging the biblical porl.rayal of hlm
as being inaccurate. The Gospels do not contradict Josephus
and Philo with regard to Pilate, but rather complement these
sources.

FRIEND OF CAESAR

In John 19:12 the Jews state that if Pilatc' does nol
release Jesus to them he is not a.friend of Cags_ar. T'he status
of being a friend of Caesar was indeed pre§t1glous and if the
crucifixion occurred in A.D. 30 the Jews’ threat would ‘bc
empty indeed since Tiberius could not_b; reachcgi cl)](cq:t
through Sejanus. However, tn A.D. 33 thisisa l_oadc, threa .
Pilate had just received instructions from Tiberius to remove
the shields from Jcrusalem. After the death pf SC_]anllSt
Tiberius® new policy was not to disturb the Jewish customs

institutions.®® ‘ ,
and lr;]lb\tl:i the A.p. 33 date for Christ’s death fits well in this
scriptural context because it fills the threat by the Jews
with meaning.

w4Brandon, Jesus, pp. 253-64, 363-64; Trial, pp. 35-44, 75-76, 81-139.

xswilliam Riley Wilson, The Execution of Jesus (New York, 1970), pp-

17-23, 131-34.

s6Brandon, Trial, pp. 146, 150.
sTWilson, p. L.

sphilo Leg. 161, 304-5.
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FRIENDSHIP OF PILATE AND HEROD ANTIPAS

There was enmity between Pilate and Herod Antipas
because Pilate mixed the blood of the Gahleans with their
sacrifices (Luke 13:1 — probably at the Passover ot A.p. 32)
and because of the shields episode (probably at the Feast of
Tabernacles of A.p. 32) recorded in Philo. Both had been
friends of Sejanus, but now after Sejanus’ death they wanted
to dissociate themselves from Sejanus and gain the favorable
acceptance of Tiberius. Each was willing to do this at the
expense of the other.

The shields incident backfired for Pilate. Herod Antipas
reported the episode to Tiberius at the expense of Pilate and
for his own benefit. The trial of Jesus was an awkward case
for Pilate and learning that Jesus was from Galilee, he
handed Him over to Herod Antipas, the tetrarch of Galilee
(L.uke 23:6-12). Pilate was not going to make a wrong move
that would allow Herod Antipas to make another strike
against him. Pilate was anxious to appease. He had nothing
to lose and everything to gamn. It worked! Herod Antipas
returned Jesus to Pilate and they became friends on that day
(Luke 23:12). Luke’s statement gives the idea that at the
trial they became friends and remained so from that time
onward and so the A.p. 33 crucifixion date justifies Luke’s
statement as being accurate.

Here is anotherindication of the significance of the A.D.
33 date for Christ’s death.

In conclusion, then, the a.p. 33 date is significant for
New Testament interpretation in that it removes the charge

that the Gospels are inaccurate and it fills several statements
of the Gospel narratives with significant meaning.
SuMMARY AND CONCLUSION

The date of the crucifixion of Christ has been greatly
debated. Scholars have dated itanywhere from A.D. 21 to 36.

To attempt to come to a concrete date, one must
examine all the evidence at hand. First, it was seen that the
officials at Christ’s trial were Caiaphas and Pilate who were
in ofiice simultancously from A.p. 26 to 36. This eliminates
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the A.D. 21 date. Next, in examining the day of crucifixion it
was concluded that itoccurred on Friday, Nisan lfl. Wilb the
help of astronomy the only possible years on which Friday,
Nisan 14 occurred were A.p. 27, 30, 33, and 36. One can
eliminate A.D. 27 and 36 when one looks at the ministry of
Christ, leaving only a.p. 30 and 33 as feasible dates. How-
ever, upon further examining the evidence of astronomy and
the life of Christ the most viable date for the death of Christ
was A.D. 33. This date is confirmed when one looks into
history for it not only fills several passages of the Gospels
with meaning but it also prevents the charge that the.Gospels
are inaccurate in some parts of the passion narrative.

Here, then, is the case for the a.p. 33 date for the
crucifixion date of our Lord, more specifically Friday, April
3, A.Dp. 33.

ii4

Chapter VI

Daniel’s Seventy Weeks and
New Testament Chronology

While Daniel was in the Babylonian captivity (605-538/
37 B.C.), he was given the prophecy of the seventy weeks
(Dan. 9:24-27), which has become the subject of many dis-
cussions and interpretations. The purpose of this chapter is
to determine how this prophecy relates to the chronology of
Christ’s life discussed in the previous chapters in this book.

THE CONTEXT OF THE SEVENTY WEEKS

In the first year of Darius, 538/37 B.C. (Dan. 9:1; 2
Chron. 36:21-23; Ezra 1; 6:3-5), Daniel observed that the
seventy-ycar captivity prophesied by Jeremiah (Jer. 25:11-
12;29:10) was nearing its completion. The reason for Israel’s
captivity was their refusal to obey the Word of the Lord from
the prophets (Jer. 29:17-19) and to give their land sabbatical
rests (2 Chron. 36:21). God had stated that Israel, because of
her disobedience, would be removed from her land and
scattered among the Gentiles until the land had ¢njoyed its
sabbaths (Lev. 26:33-35).

According to 2 Chronicles 36:21 the land would be des-
olate for seventy years. One may therefore conclude that in
the eight hundred year’s history of Israel in the land, seventy
sabbatical years were not kept. Now Daniel, seeing that the
seventy years of captivity were nearing their completion,
realized that before the exiles could return to their homeland
they needed to confess and repent of their sin of disobedi-
ence before God (Lev. 26:40-46). Hence, Daniel confessed
on behalf of his people the disobedient course they had
followed and pleaded that God’s anger would be turned
away so that Israel might return to her land. While Daniel
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was making his petition, the angel Gabriel came to give him
understanding of the prophetic message of the seventy
weeks. Daniel had asked about Israel’s imminent return to
their land, but instead God gave him the revelation of the
seventy weeks which was to assure Daniel that God would
fulfill His covenant promises to the nation. Gabriel informed
Daniel that God would bring Israel back into their land and
set up the messianic kingdom. However, Gabriel went on to
say that this would not be ultimately fulfilled at the end of the
seventy-year captivity in Babylon but at the end of the
seventy-week period stated in 9:24-27.

THE TERMINOLOGY OF THE SEVENTY WEEKS

INTRODUCTION

Over the centuries the meaning of the seventy weeks
has been a crux interpretum. Some writers see the seventy
weeks already fulfilled in some way during the Maccabean
times.! Others view the weeks as merely symbolic. Accord-
ing to Young, ‘‘Since these numbers represent periods of
time, the length of which is not stated, and since they are
thus symbolical, it is not warrantable to seek to discover the
precise lengths of the sevens.”?

However, in the light of Daniel’s inquiry about the
consummation of a literal seventy-year captivity in Babylon,
it seems most reasonable that the seventy weeks are not
symbolical but must be interpreted literally. And as Wood
observes, the fact of Daniel’s use of definite numbers—
seven, sixty-two, and one—makes it difficult to think of
symbolical indefinite periods of time.? Hence in the light of
the context the literal interpretation makes the most sense.

James A. Montgomery, A Critical and Exegetical Commentary on the
Book of Daniel (New York, 1927), pp. 390-401; George A. F. Knight,
“The Book of Daniel,” The Interpreter’s One-Volume Commentary
on the Bible, ed. by Charles M. Laymon (Nashville, 1971), pp. 447-438.
Edward J. Young, The Messianic Prophecies of Daniel (Grand Rapids,
1954), p. 56; ct. H. C. Leupold, Exposition of Daniel (Columbus, OH,
1949), pp. 409-10; and C. F. Keil, Biblical Conunentary on the Book of
Daniel, trans. by M. G. Easton (Edinburgh, 1876), pp. 399-402.

3Leon Wood, A Commentary on Daniel (Grand Rapids, 1973), p. 247.
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INTERPRETATION

The term ©*¥2W in the Old Testament. The term D°Yaw
is the plural form of ¥12% which is a unit or period of seven,
heptad, or week.? It is used twenty times in the Old Testa-
ment. Three times it means a unit of seven and is followed by
o' “days’ (Ezek. 45:21; Dan. 10:2, 3); six times it means
“week(s),” a normal seven-day week (Gen. 29:27, 28;
Lev. 12:5; Deut. 16:9 bis; Jer. 5:24); five times it refers to the
Feastof Weeks (Exod. 34:22; Num. 28:26; Deut. 16:10, 16;
2 Chron. 8:13); and six times it is used as a ‘‘unit of seven’’
without reference to days (Dan. 9:24, 25 bis, 26, 27bis).
Therefore, the context determines its meaning. This can also
be illustrated by 9wy, which is normally translated *‘ten
days’ because the context demands this rendering thirteen
out of sixteen occurrences in the Old Testament. However,
three times (Ps. 33:2; 92:43; 144:9) it has reference to a
musical instrument and would have to be translated *‘ten
strings.”’®> Thus "3®y, has the idea of a ‘“‘unit of ten’’ as
determined by the context.

In conclusion the term ¥12¥ means *‘a unit of seven”
and its particular meaning must be determined by the partic-
ular context.

The term ©¥1aW in Daniel 9:24-27. In this passage the
term refers to units of seven years and thus Daniel is
speaking of seventy of these units of seven years or a total
of 490 years. The reasons for this conclusion are as follows:

First, in the context Daniel had been thinking in terms
of years as well as multiples (ten times seven) of years
(Dan. 9:1-2).

Second, Daniel had been considering Jeremiah 25:11
and 29:10 regarding the seventy-year captivity. The captivity
was a result of violating the sabbatical year, which was to

*Francis Brown, S. R. Driver, and Charles Briggs (eds), A Hebrew and
English Lexicon of the Old Testament (Oxford, 1907), pp. 988-89;
Ludwig Koehler and Walter Baumgartner (eds), Lexicon in Veteris
Testamenti Libros (Leiden, 1958), p. 940.

*Brown, Driver, and Briggs, p. 797.
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have been observed after every six years (2 Chron. 36:21;
cf. Lev. 26:34-35, 43). Each year of captivity represented
one seven-year cycle in which the seventh or Sabbath year
had not been observed. Thus it is clear that the context
refers to years, not days. The seventy-year captivity was
due to the Jews having violated seventy sabbatical years
over a 490-year period and Daniel now saw seventy units of
sevens decreed for another 490 years into Israel’s future.
This can be diagramed in the following way:

UNITS OF SEVENTY

70 x 7 Decreed
. Years Remaining
‘Pan, 9:24-27

70 x 7 Sabbatical | | 70 Year Captivity
Years Violated : ;
 Lov. 26:34-35, 43| | dor. 29:11; 29:10

iron kb

Past ¢ ] Daniel’'s [ 490 years ™ Future
{490 years ] Day (.49 ye >

Third, the only other usage of D°vaw by Daniel is in
10:2, 3 where the phrase D°n° D°yaw awSW is literally *‘three
units of seven days’” or twenty-one days. This has reference
to Daniel’s mourning for three weeks since the word o 1s
included. The very fact that Daniel adds o°»° indicates that
he did not want his readers to think of the unit of seven the
same way it was used in chapter nine. Everyone would have
realized that Daniel would not have fasted twenty-one years,
but the fact that he inserted 0°»° **days™ in 10:2, 3 when it
was not necessary would seem to indicate that he would
have used 0'»° in 9:24-27 if there he meant 490 “‘days.”
Therefore, in 9:24-27 Daniel was referring to years and
not days.

Fourth, it is impossible to fit the events described in
9:24-27, regardless of the terminus a quo, into 490 days or
weeks. Only that number of years is viable.

Fifth, in 9:27 the covenant that will be confirmed for
one “‘unit of seven’” (¥12W) will be broken in the middie of
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that unit of seven. If one accepts the ¥13% as a unit of seven
years, this would mean that the covenant will be broken
at the three and one-half year point and the last three and
one-half years will be a time of trouble and desolation. This
fits well with the trouble described by the temporal note
*“time, times, and half a time”’ in Daniel 7:25 and 12:7 as well
as in Revelation 12:14.

Sixth, although the term ¥12% does not refer to years
elsewhere in the Bible it has this meaning in the Mishnah. 8

In conclusion the term 0°¥aw in Daniel 9 most reason-
ably refers to a unit of seven years. To make it anything else
does not make good sense. However, for the sake of clarity
this unit of seven years will be called “week(s)” for the
remainder of this chapter, for it is simpler to refer to seventy
“weeks’’ than to seventy “‘units of seven years.” Therefore,
Daniel’s reference to seventy weeks means a period of
490 years.

THE TERMINUS A QUO OF THE SEVENTY WEEKS

Daniel 9:25 states that the starting point of the seventy
weeks is the issuance of a command to restore and rebuild
Jerusalem where a plaza (or square) and a moat (or trench)
will be built during distressing times.

THE DESCRIPTION OF THE REBUILDING

Three things are to be noted in the description of the re-
building of Jerusalem. First, the words niia% 3°was (‘‘to
restore and to rebuild’’) suggest that the city was raised
toits former state. It is not a partial rebuilding but a complete
restoration.”

Second, the words P19M 27 (“‘plaza and moat”’) give
weight to the position for a complete restoration of the city.
The first of these words means a plaza, street, or square,

“Mishnah: Baba Mectzia ix. 10; Sanhedrin v. 1.

"For a fuller discussion of these terms, see E. W. Hengstenberg, Chris-
tology of the Old Iestament, trans. by James Martin (2nd ed.; Edinburgh,
1872-78), M1, 115-17.

119



Chronological Aspects of the Life of Christ

“the broad spaces, generally just inside the city gates, lth‘e
centre of city life.””® It is a wide and free unoccupied p]d.LC
in the city (cf. Ezra 10:9; Esther 4:6;2 Chron. 32:6; Neh. 8:1,
3). The second word, Y370, 1s more difficult to define. It s
a passive participle of 7N meaning *“to cut, to sha'rpen‘t
to decide.”* In the Old Testament 1t 1S used .four.tcen times:
four times it refers to a sharpened threshing instrument,
a threshing sledge (Isa. 28:27; 41: 1_5; Amos 1:3);'¢ one t‘nme
it suggests the idea of being maimed, cut, or mutilated
(Lev. 22:22); six times it is used poetically of_gold from.the
idea of the sharp bright color or from the I(!Fa that it 1s
eagerly desired by men (Y70 can have the idea ““to be eager,
to covet’) (Ps. 68:14 [ 13]; Prov. 3:14;‘8: 10, l?; l6:,l,(); l,ec'h.
9:3); two times it refers to “'something d_CL.‘ld(?f], a strict
decision as in the phrase *‘valley of decision (Joel 3:14
bis); and once it is used in Daniel 9:25. Out§|de the Babl_e
this term is used in Aramaic of a “trench;”’ ' in Al_dfadm.n it
has the idea of a “*city moat;”’'2in the Qumran writings it 1s
used of a *‘moat of the rampart or bulwqu;””_and‘m gn_nsh-
naic and targumic literature it has the u_iea of an nciston,
furrow, or trench.'* Thus its basic idea 1s 10 make an inci-
sion, or cut or dig a trench.

Commentators are divided on how to apply the two
words, P1AM 337, to Daniel 9:25, but it is best to take the
first word plaza as referring to the interior of the cuty and
the second word trench as referring to a moat going a{ound
the outside of the city. Part of Jerusalem’s natural defenses
consisted of a great cutting in the rock along the northern

*Montgomery, p. 3XOB ) 158

“Brown, Driver, and Briggs. p. . o .
wioseph Reider, " Etymological Studies in Biblical Hebrew,” Vetus
Testamentum 11 (April, 1952), 116-17.

NMontgomery, p. 380.

21bhid. . ] . ) )
13M. Baillet. J. T. Milik, et R. de Vaux.Les  Petites Grotes de (_unzra;t .
2 vols., Discoveries in the Judaean Desert of Jordan, 1 (Oxford, 1962},
244. o ‘ . .
BiMuarcus Jastrow (comp.), 4 l)l('t{{)/:«fry of the I'urgmnm,(lh; l;:lzz(z;;!.
Bibli Yerushalmi, and the Midrashic Literature (London, 1903), 1,502,
cf. p. 505. 120
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wall, which is still visible, for the purpose of building a
defense wall.'> Montgomery states that these “‘two ttems
present a graphic picture of the complete restoration.’”'®
Third, it should be noted that the rebuilding of
Jerusalem would be done in times of distress or oppression.
In conclusion, then, Daniel describes the rebuilding of

Jerusalem as being a complete restoration during troublous
times.

THE TIME OF THE REBUILDING

Having discussed the description of the rebuilding of
Jerusalem, one needs to determine when this occurred.

The decree of Cyrus. The first decree is the one of
Cyrus to rebuild the temple, probably given on October 29,
539 B8.C.'7 (2 Chron. 36:22-23; Ezra 1:1-4; 6:3-5). This decree
concerned the return of the captives and the rebuilding of the
temple but not a complete restoration of the city. However,
Keil,"® Leupold,’ and Young?® feel this decree marks the
starting point of the seventy weeks. Young states:

This edict [of Cyrus}, furthermore, was issued in fulfillment
of the prophecy of Jer., and it speaks expressly of going to
Jerusalem and building there the temple — the first and most
important step in rebuilding of the city. In this connection
also one should consider the prophecies of Isa. 44:28 in which
Cyrus is described as *‘saying to Jerusalem, Thou shait be
built; and to the temple, Thy foundation shall be lad.”
Likewise Isa. 45:13 declares of Cyrus, ‘*he shall build my
city, and he shall let go my captives.” Lastly, it should be
noted that the book of Ezra pictures Jerusalem as an existing
city (cf. Ezra 4:12, 9:9).

1t cannot be denied that this was the year in which the
eftects of the going forth of a word began to appear in history.

Montgomery, p. 380; Judah J. Slotki, Daniel, Ezra and Nehemiah
(London, 1951), p. 78.

'“Montgomery, p. 380.

;Unhn C. Whitcomb, JIr., Darius the Mede (Grand Rapids, 1959), pp.
0-71.

HKeil, pp. 355-56.

Leupold. pp. 417-26.

HEdward J. Young, The Prophecy of Daniel: A Commentary (Grand
Rapids, 1949), pp. 202-3.
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Cyrus issued the decree which brought anend to the exile and
again turned the Jews toward Jerusalem. It is not justifiable to
distinguish too sharply between the building of the city and
the building of the temple. Certainly, if the people had re-
ceived permission to return to Jerusalem to rebuild the tem-
ple, there was also implied in this permission to build for
themselves homes in which to dwell. There is no doubt
whatever but that the people thus understood the decree (cf.
Haggai 1:2-4). The edict of Cyrus mentions the temple
specifically, because that was the religious center of the city,
that which distinguished it as the holy city of the Jews. If,
therefore, we are to discover in history the effects of the
going forth of a Divine word we discover them first appearing
during the first year of Cyrus the king, and this year is thus to
be regarded as the terminus a quo of the 70 sevens.?!

While at first sight this all seems quite convincing, there
are several problems with this view. First, Cyrus’ edict
refers to the rebuilding of the temple and not to the city.
Although it is granted there were inhabitants and a city was
built in Cyrus’ time as predicted by Isaiah, certainly it was
not a city that could defend itself as described in Daniel 9:25.
Young cites two Scripture verses from Ezra to substantiate
his view. The first passage — Ezra 4:12 (see also vv. 13 and
16) — is not applicable for it is referring not to Cyrus’ time
but to Artaxerxes’ reign (465/64-423 B.C.) as even Young
argues vigorously in another work of his.?? The second pas-
sage — Ezra 9:9 — also refers to Artaxerxes’ reign and not
Cyrus’ reign. Also the word for *“wall,’” 973, is a fence used
to surround a vineyard and not a military defensive wall.?3 It
is never used in Nehemiah in relation to building a defensive
wall. Most likely it is metaphorically speaking of security
brought about by the protection of the Persian kings.?* The
only other references to the walls in Ezra are the walls of the

ibid.

2Edward J. Young, An Introduction 1o the Old Testament (rev. ed.;
Grand Rapids, 1960), pp. 403-4.

23Bw3wn, Driver, and Briggs speak of it as a wall of stones without mortar,
p. 173.

HC.F. Keil, The Books of Ezra, Nehemiah, and Esther,trans.by Sophia
Taylor (Edinburgh, 1873), pp. 120-21; Slotki, p. 167.
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temple (Ezra 5:3, 8, 9). Therefore, neither of these Scripture
passages is in the context of the decree of Cyrus, and neither
of these passages has any reference to the building of a
defensive wall.

Second, a distinction should be made between the re-
building of a city and the restoration of a city to its former
state. Japan rebuilt itself after World War 11, but thatis quite
different from restoring it to its pre-World War Il military
state. The commencement of the rebuilding began with
Cyrus’ decree but the city’s complete restoration was not at
that time.

Third, if one accepts the seventy weeks as beginning
with Cyrus’ decree, how does one reckon the 490 years?
Young states:

The 7 sevens apparently has [sic ] reference to the time which

should elapse between the issuance of the word and the

completion of the city and temple; roughly, to the end of the
period of Ezra and Neh. The 62 sevens follows [sic] this
period. In vs. 25 these 62 sevens are not characterized, butin

vs. 26 we are told what will happen after the expiry of the 62

sevens. The 62 sevens therefore have reference to the period

which follows the age of Ezra and Neh. to the time of

Christ.23

Though Young is not specific regarding the final week, it
seems that he would make the first half of that week include
all of Christ’s incarnation and the destruction of the temple in
A.D. 70, but with no indication of the terminus ad quem of
the seventieth week.?®

Young’s formulation, according to the first seven
weeks, would cover a period of about one hundred years
(each week thus representing about fourteen years); the
second period of sixty-two weeks would cover from
Nehemiah to the time of Christ, a period of about 450 years

3Young, Daniel, pp. 205-6, 220; cf. Young, Messianic Prophecies,

PP 67-70. _

28Young, Daniel, pp. 213-21; Young, Messianic Prophecies, pp. 69-84.
4 pp
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(each week representing about seven years); and the final
week would be divided into two parts, the first half covering
the life of Christ and going even until the destruction of the
temple in A.D. 70, a period of thirty-five to seventy years
(about ten to twenty years for each week), and the second
half of the seventieth week would have no terminus ad
quem. Of course, other scholars who begin the decree with
Cyrus do not all calculate the seventiecth week as Young
does. However, it scems that this system makes havoc of
Gabriel’s sayings, which were rather specific. Also Young's
lengthy explanation leads one to be suspicious of this
interpretation. It seems highly subjective asis evident when
one reads the various commentators who hold to a symboli-
cal interpretation.

In conclusion, then, it is most unlikely that Cyrus’ de-
cree marks the terminus a quo of the seventy weeks de-
scribed in Daniel.

The decree of Darius. The next decree in the restoration
of the temple in Jerusalem was due to Tattenai, governor of
Judah, who questioned the Jews’ right 10 rebuild the temple
(Ezra 5:3-17). Darius had a search made of Cyrus’ decree
and then issued adecree himself about 519/18 B.C. to confirm
Cyrus’ original decree (Ezra 6:1-12). This decree will not
serve as the beginning date for the seventy weeks because it
has specific reference to the temple and not to the city, and
because it really is not a new decree but only confirms a
former one.

The decree of Artaxerxes to Ezra. The third decree was
the decree to Ezra in 457 B.C. It encouraged the return of
more exiles with Ezra, the further enhancement of the tem-
ple and its accompanying worship, and the appointment of
civil leaders (Ezra 7:11-26). Pusey,?” Boutflower,?® Payne,?®

27%.78. Pusey, Daniel the Prophet (Oxford, 1876), pp. 164-233, esp. pp.
168-78.

24Charles Boutflower, In and Around the Book of Daniel (London, 1923),
pp. 168-211.

2. Barton Payne, The Theology of the Older Testament (Grand Rapids,
1962}, pp. 276-78; 1. Barton Payne, The Imminent Appearing of Christ

(Grand Rapids, 1962), pp. 148-50; J. Barton Payne, Encyclopedia of

Biblical Prophecy (New York, 1973), pp. 383-89.
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and Goss®® maintain that this decree to Ezra marked the
terminus a quo of the seventy weeks and that the end of the
sixty-ninth week brings one to A.D. 26 or 27 (depending on
whether or not one dates the decree 458 or 457 B.cC.), which
marks the commencement of Christ’s ministry. The pro-
ponents of this view (with the exception of Goss) would see
at the middle of the seventieth week the crucifixion of Christ
in A.D. 30 and the most likely terminus ad quem of the
seventieth week would be in A.D. 33, the probable date of
Stephen’s death and Paul’s conversion.

There are several problems with this view. First, and
foremost, is that this decree has not a word about the re-
building of the city of Jerusalem but rather the temple in
Jerusalem.3! This is even admitted by Payne.3? The propo-
nents of this theory say that a wall was permitted to be built
because Artaxerxes gave unlimited freedom to use the left-
over silver and gold (Ezra 7:18) and because Ezra was to
appoint civil authorities (Ezra 7:25) who would want to build
a wall. But the leftover silver and gold was to be used for the
temple worship and the civil authorities were appointed for
the purpose of judging and not for building defense walls.33

Second, to have the sixty-nine weeks terminate at the
commencement of Christ’s ministry in A.D. 26 or 27 is unten-
able for two reasons: (1) The cutting off of the Messiah (Dan.
9:26) is a very inappropriate way to refer to the descent of the
Holy Spirit upon Jesus at the commencement of His minis-
try. (2) The date for the beginning of Jesus’ ministry is not
A.D. 26 or 27 but A.p. 29, as discussed previously.3

39Glenn Richard Goss, **The Chronological Problems of the Seventy
Weeks of Dantel” (uapublished Th.D. dissertation, Dallas Theological
Seminary, 1966), pp. 122-30.

StRedd, Danicl, p. 379; c¢t. Michael J. Gruenthaner, “The Seventy
Weeks,” Catholic Biblical Quarterly. 1 (January, 1939), 51.

3pPayne, Imminent Appearing, p. 148,

33For a fuller discussion, see Fred Holtzman, ** A Re-examination of the
Seventy Weeks of Daniet™ (unpublished Th.M. thesis, Dallas Theological
Seminary, 1974), pp. 8§2-84.

31S¢e Chapter 1.
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Third, to what does Daniel refer in 9:27 when he states
he is confirming a covenant? If it refers to Christ, then what
covenant was it and how did He break it?

Fourth, to say that the middle of the seventieth week
refers to Christ’s crucifixion in A.D. 30 is untenable on two
grounds: (1) the sacrifices did not cease at Christ’s crucifix-
ion, and (2) though the date of A.D. 30 is possible the A.D. 33
date is far more plausible.3®

Fifth, to say that the end of the seventieth week refersto
Stephen’s death and Paul’s conversion in A.D. 33 is pure
speculation. There is no hint of this in the texts of Daniel 9:27
and Acts 8-9 to denote the fulfillment of the seventieth week.
Also, the dates of Paul’s conversion as well as Stephen’s
martyrdom were more likely in A.D. 35.3¢

In conclusion, the decree of Artaxerxes to Ezra in 457
B.C. serving as the starting point of the seventy weeks is
highly unlikeliy.

The decree of Artaxerxes to Nehemiah. The final decree
is that of Artaxerxes to Nehemiah in 444 B.C. to rebuild the
city of Jerusalem (Neh. 2:1-8). Several factors commend this
decree as the one prophesied by Daniel (9:25) for the com-
mencement of the seventy weeks. First, there is a direct
reference to the restoration of the city (2:3, 5) and of the city
gates and walls (2:3, 8). Second, Artaxerxes wrote a letter to
Asaph to give materials to be used specifically for the walls
(2:8). Third, the Book of Nehemiah and Ezra 4:7-23 indicate
that certainly the restoration of the walls was done in the
most distressing circumstances, as predicted by Daniel
(Dan. 9:25). Fourth, no later decrees were given by the
Persian kings pertaining to the rebuilding of Jerusalem .37

Keil objects to calling this a decree. He thinks it would
more appropriately be seen as a *‘royal favor.”’ 3% However,

35See Chapter V.

38Harold Hoehner, *"Chronology of the Apostolic Age’ (unpublished
Th.D. dissertation, Dallas Theological Seminary, 1965), pp. 200-204;
George Ogg, The Odyssey of Paul (Old Tappan, NJ, 1968), pp. 24-30.
37CE. Albert Barnes, Notes, Critical, Hustrative, and Practical, on the
Book of Daniel (New York, 1881), p. 390.

3K eil, Daniel, pp. 379-80.
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Daniel 9:25, though not requiring a decree,*® does require
a command (727) and certainly this was the case with
Artaxerxes as seen in the letters he wrote to the governors
of the provinces beyond the river and to Asaph (Neh. 2:7-9).

In conclusion, this is the only decree that adequately fits
the strictures given in Daniel 9:25. Hence this decree of
Artaxerxes is considered the terminus a quo of the seventy
weeks.

The date of this decree is given in the biblical record.
Nehemiah 1:1 states that Nehemiah heard of Jerusalem’s
desolate conditions in the month of Chislev (November/
December) in Artaxerxes’ twentieth year. Then later in Ar-
taxerxes’ twentieth year in the month of Nisan (March/
April) Nehemiah reports that he was granted permission to
restore the city and build its walls (2:1). To have Nisan later
than Chislev (in the same year) may seem strange until one
realizes that Nehemiah was using a Tishri-to-Tishri
(September/October) dating method rather than the Persian
Nisan-to-Nisan method. Nehemiah was following what was
used by the kings of Judah earlier in their history.** This
method used by Nehemiah is confirmed by the Jews in
Elephantine who also used this method during the same time
period as Nehemiah.*!

Next, one needs to establish the beginning of
Artaxerxes’ rule. His father Xerxes died shortly after De-
cember 17, 465 B.c.*? and Artaxerxes immediately suc-
ceeded him. Since the accession-year system was used** the
first year of Artaxerxes’ reign according to the Persian
Nisan-to-Nisan reckoning would be Nisan 464 to Nisan 463
and according to the Jewish Tishri-to-Tishri reckoning
would be Tishri 464 to Tishri 463. This could be charted as
shown at the top of page 128. Then the twentieth year of

3Goss, p. 120

wEdwin R. Thiele, The Mysterious Numbers of the Hebrew Kings (rev.
ed ; Grand Rapids, 1965), pp. 28-30, 161. _

11§’ H. Horn and L. H. Wood, “The Fifth-Century Jewish Calendar at
Elephantine,” Journal of Near Eastern Studies, X111 (January,1954), 4, 20.
2ipid., X111, 9.

$3ypid., X111, 4.

127



Chronological Aspects of the Life of Christ Daniel’s Seventy Weeks and New Testament C hronology

THE ACCESSION OF ARTAXERXES THE DECREE OF ARTAXERXES

NISAN (Datg gf Decree, ¢f. Neh. 2:1)

o JULIAN 465 464 463
R JULIAN 445 444

Ly New v

l
_PERSIAN 22§(t Year "“v‘;‘?‘.'“" 1st Year of 2nd Year
bt N Yoty of Xerxes Lo e | Artaxerxes’ Reign ﬂ
" g PERSIAN 149¢h Year 20th Year 21st Year
BRI
o1st - Accession
JEWISH Y?ar < Year 1st Year of 2nd !
Jishr New Yedry 0 0 Anaxerxes' Re| n
Xerxes JAnaxe[xes g Yearf dnhr‘ﬁw'ﬁ:{ 19th Year 20th Year 21st Year
.. XEREES' QEATH, ARTAXERXES’ ACCESSION, DECEMEER 465 -
CHISLEV (Date of Benart, ¢l Neh. LU

«) 1975 by Dallas Theological Seminary This chart may not be reproduced in any
torm without prior wntlen permission

Artaxerxes’ reign, mentioned in Nehemiah 11 and 2:1,
would be charted as shown at the top of page 129.

In conclusion, the report to Nehemiah (1:1) occurred in
Chislev (November/December) of 445 B.¢. and the decree of
Artaxerxes (2:1) occurred in Nisan (March/April) of 444
B.C.

Therefore, Nisan 444 B.c. marks the terminus a quo of
the seventy weeks of Daniel 9:24-27.

Tt TERMINUS AD QUEM OF THE SIXTY-NINF Wi KS

THE CUMUIL ATION OF THE SEVEN WEFKS AND
THE SIXTY-TWO WEEKS

In Daniel 9:25 does the clause “the going torth of the
decree to restore and rebuild Jerusalem untidl Messiah the
HRichard AL l';n‘l\c[ and Waldo H Dubberstemn . Babylonian Chronolosy
026 B C A0 75 2od cds Providence, 19801, po 320 Herman H.

Goldsunce, New and Fadl Moons 1000 B.C o AD ev] (Phaladelphia
19730, p. 47
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Prince’” refer only to the seven weeks or to the seven weeks
and sixty-two weeks, making it a total of sixty-nine weceks?
Because of the athnach (a major disjunctive punctuation
mark) under the “seven weeks” in the Massoretic textit is
thought by some commentators*® that there should be a
major break after these words and thus the words *sixty-two
weeks' begin a new sentence. This rendering is seen in the
Revised Standard Version, the Confraternity Version, and
the New English Bible.

However, most commentators'® think that the seven
weeks and the sixty-two weeks are successive or continuous
making a total of sixty-ninc weeks between the decree o

B g Montgomery, pp. 378-80; Leupold. pp. 417-24.

g Ked, Damel pp. 350-38; Hengstenberg, L 122257 Boutflower,
pp. 190-91, Younyg, Danel. p. 205, Norman W. Porteous, Daniel. A
Commentary (London, 1963) p. L Kaight, p. 448; Wood, pp. 252-54
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restore Jerusalem and Messiah the Prince. This is followed
in the Septuagint (in v. 27), Theodotion, Syriac, and Vulgate
versions as well as the Authorized Version, Douay Version,
American Standard Version, the Berkeley Version, the
Jerusalem Bible, and the New American Standard Bible.
The reasons for this view are as follows: First, the athnach
was a Massoretic addition of probably around the ninth or
tenth century A.D. which *‘only shows the interpretation of
these men, without at all furnishing any guarantee for its
correctness.’ 7 Second, it is not unusual for the Massoretes
to place a major disjunctive mark such as an athnach where
normally one would not expect it. Wickes speaks of this
when he states:

In cases of specification, we often find the proper logical
or syntactical division — particularly the latter — neglected,
and the main musical pause introduced berween the details or
particulars given. Distinctness of enunciation, and emphasis
(where necessary), were thus secured. The pause was intro-
duced where it seemed likely to be most effective. Thus the
logical division is disregarded: . . .

... Syntactical clauses are treated in the same way, and
subject, object, & c. are cut in two— or members that belong
together, separated — by the dichotomy. (A logical pause
may occur in the verse or not.)*"

Wickes cites several examples of this phenomenon (Gen.
7:13;25:20; Exod. 35:23; Lev. 16:2; Isa. 49:21;66:19) but the
most relevant passage he cites is Numbers 28:19: **And ye
shall offer a burnt-oftering unto Jehovah, two young bul-
locks and one ram,|[=an athnach) and seven he-lambs of
the first year; they shall be unto you without blemish.”** In
this verse one sees no logical reason for the athnach there.
Third, to place a break between the seven weeks and the
sixty-two weeks is foreign to the context and makes no

7Keil, Daniel, p. 356.

HWWilliam Wickes, A Treatise on the Accentuation of the Tiventy-one
So-called Prose Books of the Old Testament (Oxtord, 1887), pp. 40-41;
reprint ed., Two Treatises on the Accentation of the Old Testament
Il (New York, 1970), 40-41.

Wibid., 11, 41.
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sense. 3¢ This means that it took 434 years to build the plaza
and moat, which does not fit historically nor what was in-
tended by Daniel in the context.

In conclusion, then, the seven weeks and sixty-two
weeks need to be considered cumulative or continuous and
not parallel or contemporaneous. Thus it is a total of sixty-
nine weeks from the going forth of the decree to restore and
rebuild Jerusalem until the Messiah the Prince.

THE SEPARATION OF THE SIXTY-NINTH
FROM THE SEVENTIETH WEEK

Keil, Leupold, Payne, Young, and others say that the
seventieth week follows immediately after the sixty-ninth
week. However, it is far more plausible to see the sixty-nine
weeks fulfilled historically and the seventieth week as yet
unfulfilled. The reasons are as follows: First, to view the six
things in Daniel 9:24 — to finish the transgression, to make
an end of sin, to make atonement for iniquity, to bring in
everlasting righteousness, to seal up vision and prophecy,
and to anoint the most holy place — as having been fulfilled
in Christ’s death at His first advent is impossible. All these
have reference to the nation of Israel and none of these has
been fuifilled to that nation. Israel has not yet finished her
transgression, nor been purged of her iniquity. Nor has she
experienced the everlasting righteousness promised her.
Paul sees this still in the future for Israel (Rom. 11:25-27).5!
The anointing of the most holy is not a reference to Christ’s
anointing, as Young would have it;*? instead the ‘‘most
holy” (Dw1p wIp) are technical words that are always
translated in the Old Testament by the phrase the ‘‘holy
of holies.”

Second, the Messiah was cut off ““after’ the sixty-ninth
week and not “*during’’ the seventieth. Gundry stated it well
when he wrote:

9Hengstenberg, [, 123; Young, Daniel, p. 205.

31Robert H. Guadry, The Church and the Tribulation (Grand Rapids,
1973), p. 189.

*2Young, Daniel, p. 201.
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If the cutting off of the Messiah occurred in the middle of
the seventieth week, it is very strange that the cutting off is
said to be “‘after’” the sixty-nine weeks (figuring the sum of
the seven and the sixty-two weeks). Much more naturally the
text would have read "‘during” or ‘“‘in the midst of” the
seventieth week, as it does in verse twenty-seven concerning
the stoppage of the sacrifices. The only adequate explanation
for this unusual turn of expression is that the seventieth week
did not follow on the heels of the sixty-ninth, but that an
interval separates the two. The crucifixion then comes
shortly “‘after” the sixty-ninth but not within the seventieth
because of an intervening gap. The possibility of a gap be-
tween the sixty-ninth and the seventieth weeks is estabhshed
by the well-accepted OT phenomenon of prophetic perspec-
tive, in which gaps such as that between the first and second
advents were not perceived.>3

An example of a gap between the two advents of Christ is
seen in Luke 4:18-19 when Christ quoted Isaiah 61:1-2 leav-
ing in the words referring to His first advent but omitting the
words referring to His second advent.

Third, the person who confirms the covenant in Daniel
9:27 cannot refer to Christ.’* (1) The nearest antecedent is
““the prince who is to come,” in verse 26.%% (2) At no time in
Christ’s ministry did He confirm an already-existing cove-
nant. Certainly Payne’s attempt to say that Christ *‘cause[d]
to prevail” an existing covenant rather than making a new
covenant on the basis of the absence of the word “‘new’’ in
some Greek manuscripts in Matthew 26:28%¢ is tenuous to
say the least, for, as Gundry points out, the adjective ‘“‘new”’
is in Luke 22:20 and 1 Corinthians 11:25 and the new cove-
nant is twice quoted in Hebrews.3? (3) If Christ did confirm a
covenant in His first advent, when did He break it? Would

33Gundry, p. 190.

34A recent attempt to bolster the idea that Christ is the one who makes
the covenant is by Meredith G. Kline, **The Covenant of the Seventieth
Week,”” The Law and the Prophets. Old Testament Studies Prepared in
Honor of Oswald Thompson Allis, ed. by John H. Skilton (Nutley, NI,
1974), pp. 452-69, esp. pp. 461-69.

$5)ohn F. Walvoord, Daniel: The Key to Prophetic Revelation (Chicago,
1971), p. 234.

SPayne, Imminent Appearing, p. 151.

"Gundry, pp. 190-91.
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Christ break a covenant He has made? Thus the covenant-
confirmer does not refer to Christ but to a prince who is yet
to come.

Fourth, Christ’s death did render inoperative the animal
sacrifices but did not cause them to cease immediately. In
fact, the Jews sacrificed animals until Jerusalem’s destruc-
tion in A.D. 70.

Fifth, the abomination of desolation has not yet been
fulfilled. In Matthew 24:15 Jesus said that it would occur
after His ministry on earth. He spoke of the appearance of
the abomination of desolation in the Jerusalem temple as a
signal of the great tribulation which is immediately followed
by Christ’s second advent. Itis true that Jerusalem suffered
destruction in A.D. 66-70 but Christ did not return in A.D. 70.
Infact, the Book of Revelation speaks of Jerusalem’s desola-
tion as yet future and not as having been fulfilled nearly a
quarter century before its composition.>®

Sixth, the person in view in Daniel 9:27 correlates very
well with the wicked person in 7:25 and in Revelation 12 and
13, who has not yet appeared and been judged as describedin
Revelation 19.

Seventh, the events of the last half of the seventieth
week, described in Daniel 9:27b, fit well into the second
three and one-half years of the tribulation described in the
Book of Revelation, which is yet future.

In conclusion, it is far better to see an intervening gap
between the sixty-ninth and seventieth weeks than to view
the seventieth as following the sixty-ninth. The seventieth
week is yet to be fulfilled. The sixty-nine weeks have been
fulfilled and there now needs to be a discussion as to how it
relates chronologically to Christ’s ministry on earth.

THE COMPLETION OF THE SIXTY-NINE WEEKS

Thus far it has been concluded that the terminus a quo
of the seventy weeks is Nisan 444 B.C. After the sixty-two
weeks the Messiah will be cut off and have nothing (Dan.

81bid., p. 191.
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9:26).%% This has reference to Christ’s death and indicates
that in His first advent He would not acquire the messianic
kingdom envisioned in the Old Testament. Thus the sixty-
nine weeks were to expire shortly before Christ’s death.
Hence the terminus ad quem for the sixty-ninth week is
shortly before Christ’s death. In the previous chapters in this
book this writer concluded that Christ’s death occurred on
Friday, Nisan 14 in a.D. 33 (Friday, April 3, aA.D. 33, on
the Julian calendar).

Calculation with the solar year. If one multiplies the
sixty-nine weeks by seven solar years, the total is 483 years.
Subtracting this from 444 B.cC. gives the date of A.D. 38, five
years after Christ’s crucifixion. So it is obvious that a calcu-
lation using the solar year does not work.

Calculation with the sabbatical year. A new attempt has
been made by Newman who calculates sixty-nine sabbatical
years between the termini a quo and ad quem of the sixty-
nine weeks. His conclusion is that the sixty-ninth sabbatical
year was A.D. 27-34.%° However, there are some problems
with this view. To begin with, the first sabbatical period
would be from 452 to 445 B.c., which is one year before the
decree of Artaxerxes to Nehemiah. Thus one would have
only sixty-eight sabbatical years between the decree and
Christ’s death. Second, Daniel says that the Messiah would
be cut off after the sixty-nine weeks, and thus according to
Newman’s view Christ would have to be cut off after A.p. 34,
a year after His crucifixion. Third, the figures in Daniel seem
to be more specific than sabbatical years. If sabbatical years
were used, one would expect the decree 10 have been given
in a sabbatical year and Christ’s death to have occuired in a
sabbatical year. Fourth, although the seventy-year captivity
was for Israel’s disobedience in not observing the sabbatical

C. G. Ozanne, “Three Textual Problems in Daniel,”” The Journal of
Theological Studies, XV1 (October, 1965), 446-47.

SRobert C. Newman, *'Daniel’s Seventy Weceks and the Old Testament
Sabbuth-Year Cycle,” Journal of the Evangelical Theological Society,
X VI (Fall, 1973), 232-34.
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years, there is no specific reference to sabbatical years men-
tioned in the immediate context. Fifth, there is no direct
biblical evidence as to which year the sabbatical year oc-
curred. All the evidence Newman gives is from secondary
sources. Therefore, this system of calculation does not solve

the problem. ‘ .
Calculation with the 360-day year. The solution that 1s

the most plausible is the one introduced by Anderson. He
proposed that the length of the year should be calculated as
360 days. He called these 360-day years ‘*prophetic
years." 8! '
This makes good sense for several reasons. First, with
modern astronomy one can reckon a year very preci§ely as
being **365.24219879 days, or 365 days, 5 hours, 48 minutes,
45.975 seconds.”’ 2 However, in ancient times various sys-
tems were used. When onc investigates the calendars of
ancient India,® Persia, Babylonia and Assyria,® Egypt,*¢

s1Robert Anderson, The Coming Prince (Sth ed.; London, 1895), pp.
67-75.
$2Jack Finegan, Handbook of Biblical Chronology (Princeton, 1964),
.19, )
GPJFor the calendars of various countries, Velikovsky gives extensive
documentation. Immanuel Velikovsky, Worlds in C 4//11'.\':'()" {Garden City,
NY, 1950), pp. 330-32; Jean Lucien Antoine Filiozat, “*Calendar, V.
Hindu Calendar,” Encyclopaedia Britannica, WV (14th ed., 1972), 621;
J. A. B. van Buitenen, **Calendar, IV. The Far East: The Hindu Calen-
dar.”” Encyclopaedia Britannica, 111 (15thed., 1974), 607. _
64Velikovsky, pp. 332-33; E. J. Bickerman, **Calendar, HI. Ancient
Middle Eastern Calendar Systems: Lunisolar Calendars in Antiquity,
Encyclopaedia Britannica, 1 (15th ed., 1974), 605. )
syelikovsky. pp. 333-35; Hildegard Lewy, “Calendar, V1. Babylonian
and Assyrian Calendars.” Encyeclopaedia Britannica, IV (14th ed.,
1972y, 633: Bickerman, Encyclopaedia Britannica, 1, 604; cf. Horn
and Wood, Journal of Near Eastern Studies, X11, 5. . )
s6Velikovsky. pp. 123-24, 336-38; T. Eric Poet, **Calendar, 1V. Egyptian
Calendar,” Encyvclopaedia Britannica, V1 (14th ed., 1972), 620-2_!;
Margaret Stefana Drower, “*Chronology 1. Egyptian,™ Encvclopaedia
Britunnica. V (14th ed.. 1972), 723: John D. Schmidt, **Calendar, 1.
Ancient Middle Eastern Calendar Systems: The bEgyptian Calendar,
Encvelopacdia Britannica, 11 (15th ed., 1974), 606; Wolfgang Helck,
“Chronology: Egyptian.”” Encyclopaedia Britannica, IV (15th ed.,
1974). 575: Finegan. pp. 29, 32; Horn and Wood, Journal of Near Eastern
Studies, X, 3.
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Central and South America,%” and China®® it is interesting
to notice that they uniformly had twelve thirty-day months
(a few had eighteen twenty-day months) making a total of 360
days for the year and they had various methods of intercalat-
ing days so that the year would come out correctly. Although
it may be strange to present-day thinking, it was common in
those days to think of a 360-day year.

Second, in conjunction with the prophetic literature of
the Bible, the 360-day year is used. Daniel’s seventieth week
is a good illustration of this fact. A covenant will be con-
firmed for the seven years of the seventieth week (Dan. 9:27)
but it will be broken in the middle of the week. In the last half
of the week, or for three and one-half years, there will be the
terrible persecution. This matches with the persecution
mentioned 1n 7:24-25, which will last for **a time, times, and
half a time,” or three and one-half years. This phrase is also
mentioned in 12:7. However, it is not until one comes to the
New Testament that the duration of the year is known. John
uses the same terminology of time, times, and half a time in
Revelation 12:14. Speaking of the same situation within the
same chapter, John says that the persecution will be for
1,260 days (12:6). John again uses this figure of 1,260 days in
11:3 and that period is also listed as being forty-two months
in the previous verse (11:2). Also, the forty-two month period
is mentioned in 13:5, which speaks of the same period of
persecution. Thus the forty-two months equals the 1,260
days, and that equals the time, times, and half a time or three
and one-half years, which in turn equals the half week in
Daniel 9:27. Hence the month is thirty days and the year is
360 days.

Third, outside the prophetic literature the 360-day year
is used one other time in the Bible. Genesis 7:11 states that
the flood began on the seventeenth day of the second month.
According to Genesis 8:4 the flood ended on the seventeenth
$7Velikovsky, pp. 339-40; Tatiana Proskouriakoff, ‘*Calendar, V.
Calendar Systems of the Americas,”’ Encyclopaedia Britannica, 111 (15th
ed., 1974), 609-11; J. Eric S. Thompson, “Chronology: Pre-Columbian

American,” Encyclopaedia Britannica, 1V (151h ed., 1974), 581.
$8Vehkovsky, p. 340.
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day of the seventh month, exactly five months later. Genesis
7-24 and 8:3 state that the duration of the flood was 150 days.
Hence five months equals 150 days or each month equals
thirty days. )

Therefore, in the light of these observations the 360-day
year should not be too surprising.

Does the 360-day year correlate with the date ot: the
cutting off of the Messiah? Anderson multiplies the sixty-
nine weeks by seven years for each week by 360 days and
comes to the total of 173,880 days. His terminus a quo for the
sixty-nine weeks is Nisan | in Artaxerxes’ twentie;h year or
March 14, 445 B.C., and his terminus ad quem 1s the tn-
umphal entry on Nisan 10, April 6, A.D. 32. He shows that
this works out perfectly. The time between 445 B.c. and
A.D. 32 is 476 years; multiplying 476 by 365 days totals
173,740 days. He adds 116 days for leap years and 24 days
for the difference between March 14 (of 445 B.C.) and April 6
(of A.D. 32) and thus arrives ata total of 173,880 days.%® )

Anderson’s calculations include some problems. First,
in the light of new evidence since Anderson’s day, the 445
B.C. date is not acceptable for Artaxerxes’ twentieth year;
instead the decree was given in Nisan, 444 B.C. Second, the
A.D. 32 date for the crucifixion is untenable. It would mean
that Christ was crucified on either a Sunday or Monday.™ In
fact, Anderson realizes the dilemma and he has to do math-
ematical gymnastics to arrive at a Friday cruciﬁ?(ion. This
makes one immediately suspect. Actually there 1s no good
evidence for an A.D. 32 crucifixion date.

In previous chapters in this book it was conc!uded that
Christ’s crucifixion occurred on Friday, Nisan _14, inA.D.33.
Reckoning His death according to the Juhan c_alendar,
Christ died on Friday, April 3, A.p. 33.7' As discussed

s®Anderson, pp. 119-29. ) )
10§ K. Fotheringham, ‘The Evidence of Astronomy and Technical

Chronology for the Date of the Crucifixion,” The Journal of Theological
Studies, XXXV (April, 1934), 162. . ]

1Gee Goldstine, p. 87: Parker and Dubberstein, p. 46; Fotheringham,
The Journal of Theological Studies, XXXV, 142-62; Joachim Jeremias,
The Eucharistic Won?s of Jesus, trans. by Nonman Perrin (3rd ed.;
London, 1966), p. 38.
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above. the terminus a quo occurred in Nisan. 444 8.¢. Al-
though Nchemiah 2:1 does not specity which day ol Nisan
the decree to rebuild Jerusalem ocecurred., it cannot have
occurred before Nisan 1. This study will assume Nisan 172 s
the rerminus a quo although realizing it could have oceurred
onsome otherday in Nisan. Nisan in 444 8.¢. was March 4.
or more likely March § since the crescent of the new moon
would have been first visible so late at night (ca. 10p.m.)on
March 4 and could easily have been missed. 7

Using the 360-day year the calculation would be as
follows. Muliiplying the sixty-nine weeks by seven years for
cach week by 360 days gives a total of 173,880 days. The
difference between 444 8.¢. and A.p. 33, then, is 476 solar
years. By multiplying 476 by 365.24219879 or by 365 days, 5
hours, 48 minutes, 45.975 scconds. one comes to
173,855.28662404 days or 173,855 days, 6 hours., 52 minutes,
44 seconds. This feaves only 25 days to be accounted for
between 444 B.¢. and A.0. 33, By adding the 25 days to
March 5 (of 444 B.C.), one comes o March 30 (ol A.D. 33)
which was Nisan [0in A.D. 33. This is the triumphal entry of
Jesus into Jerusalem.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

Daniel inquired about the termination of the seventy-
year captivity. Gabriel said that Israel would not come 1o its
messianic rest until seventy weeks were completed. It was
concluded that the seventy weeks refer 1o 490 years, which

Anderson (p. 108) states: ““The Persian edict which restored the
autonomy of Judah was issued in the Jewish month of Nisan. It may intact
have been dated the Ist of Nisan. but no other day being named. the
prophetic period must be reckoned, according o a practice common with
the Jews, from the Jewish New Yewrs Day  The seventy weeks are
theretore to be computed fron the Ist of Nisan ST Anderson cites the
mishnaic tractate Rosh ha-Shanah (. 1) as evidence 1o support his thesis.
His reasomng may be questioned at three pornts: (1) In his second sen
tence quoted above he is not sure of the date in the it hall but 18
absolutely sure in the second half. (2) One would queston the vahday ol
assuming that what was true in the mishonic e was true in Nehemiah's
time. (3) The Jewish New Year was not Nisan I but Tishei |,

BGoldsune, p. 47,
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are o be calculated according to the prophetie year of 360
days. The terminus a quo of this seventy-week period was
reckoned as being March 4 or 5 (more probably the latter). hh
was decided that there as a gap between the sixly—nimh. and
the seventieth week. The terminus ad guenm of the sixty-
minth week was on the day of ChrisCs triumphal entry on
March 30, a.n. 33, , ‘

As predicted in Zechariah 9:9. Christ presented Himscelf
to Israel as Messiah the King for the last ume and the mul-
ttude of the disciples shouted loudly by quoting trom &
messianic psalm: “Blessed is the king who comes in the
name of the Lord™ (Ps. 118:26; Matt. 21:9; Mark (1:10: Luke
19:38: John 12:13). This occurred on Monday, Nisan 10
(March 30) and only four days later on Friday, Nisan 14,
April 3, A.p. 33, Jesus was cut off or crucilied.

The seventieth week of Daniel’s prophecy is yet to be
fulfilled. When thatis accomplished, Daniel’s inquiry will be
fully reahized tor Esrael will be back in her homeland with her
Messiah.

Daniel’s Seventy Weeks

March 30, A.D. 33

March Spad 8.C. lnumrnal Entry on Nisan 10, A.D. 33
Luke 19:2840

Nisan 1 of Adaxesss' 20th Yeas
Nehemiah 2.1-8

69 WEEKS CHURCH | 70th WEEK
* AGE |
68 x 7 x 360 =173,880 days 1/2 Week | 1/2 Waek
March 5,444 8.C. + 173.880 ayse= March 30.A.0. 33
: ~ WL PRI S
Verification ; ‘Rationale for 360-Day Years
W A D S A5 yeass 12 week Uan Y 2/
Tune wmes 1/ e Dan 725 127
PG ye e« of TP Ay iy s — 18 BR days Hev 1219
+ Qays b dweenn March ' & M hoso - shoday 172600ays Hev 1V b 1Y 3
173 880 days A2 maths Kev 132 135

[hus Lomanits = 1 bl days— hintse
ties V27 e =172 week

Ml e weon Al 8 AL 8 Therelore monii= 3U days yeat = 360 days

w1975 By Dallas Theological Sermnary  This chart may not be repioduced n any torm
without prior written permussion.
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Chapter VIl
Conclusion

Jesus Christ entered into the history of our world in the
winter of 5/4 B.C. shortly before the death of Herod the
Great. The only thing recorded of Jesus’ youth is the time
when He was twelve and had a discussion with the rabbis
after the Passover (A.D. 9). Shortly after John the Baptist
began his ministry Jesus began His in the summer or autumn
of A.D. 29. His ministry was full—lasting three and a half
years. Before His last Passover there was the triumphal entry
on Monday, Nisan 10, March 30, A.p. 33. This marked the
end of the sixty-nine weeks of Daniel 9:24-26. Later that
week He was “cut off” with the betrayal, arrest, and trial
which led to His crucifixion on Friday, April 3, 33.

Although it is not usual to write the conclusion in the
first person singular, 1 think it may be of interest to some
to know how I came to the conclusions presented in this
book. Have I always held to the dates mentioned in this
book? Not at all. It has been a long journey. It began in the
mid-sixties while I was working on a doctoral dissertation on
Herod Antipas at Cambridge University. Working on an
appendix on the commencement of John the Baptist’s minis-
try (Luke 3:1-2), I was convinced that John’s ministry had to
begin no later than September of A.p.27. Having held to the
A.D. 30 date for crucifixion, [ attempted to keep that date and
accept a two-year ministry. But this view has its own inher-
ent problems as seen in chapter Il1l. Thus the only other
feasible date for the crucifixion is A.D. 33. Finally, in accept-
ing this date all the pieces began to fit together scripturally,
astronomically, and politically.

The conclusions of the final chapter were developed
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over a period of time. The dating of Artaxerxes’ accession
was settled while [ was teaching a course on the Minor
Prophets, attempting to furnish a chronological background
for them. Then later working with the day of crucifixion it
seemed that a Monday triumphal entry of Christ best fit the
evidence. Since I had already accepted the a.p. 33 date for
the pruciﬁxion, could all these things be reconciled with
Damel's: prophecy of the seventy weeks? Not knowing what
conclusions would result, I attempted to bring all the facets
toggther and the final results were better than had been
anticipated.

In conclusion, it is hoped that the discussion of this
stpdy will lead one to a greater appreciation of the life and
mustry of Jesus Christ.
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CHRONOLOGICAL TABLE OF CHRIST'S LIFE

Christ’s birth winter 5/4 B.C.
Herod the Great's death March/April 4 B.C.
Prefects began to rule over Judea and Samaria A.D. 6
Christ at the temple when twelve Passover, April 29, 9
Caiaphas became high priest A.D. 18
Pilate arrived in Judea A.D. 26
Commencement of John the Baptist’s ministry A.D. 29
Commencement of Christ's ministry summer/autumn A.0. 29
Christ's first Passover (John 2:13) April 7, 30
John the Baptist imprisoned A.D. 30 or 31
Christ's second Passover April 25, 31
John the Baptist's death A.D. 31 or 32

Chirist at the Feast of Tabernacles (John 5:1) October 21-28, 31
Christ's third Passover (John 6:4) April 13/14, 32
Christ at the Feast of Tabernacles (John 7:2, 10) September 10-17, 32
Christ at the Feast of Dedication (John 10:22-39) December 18, 32
Christ’s final week March 28 — April 5, 33
Arrived at Bethany Saturday, March 28
Crowds at Bethany Sunday, March 29
Triumphal entry Monday, March 30
Cursed the fig tree and cleansed temple Tuesday, March 31

Temple controversy and Olivet discourse Wednesday, April 1
Christ ate Passover, betrayed, arrested,
and tried Thursday, April 2

Friday, April 3
Saturday, April 4
Sunday, April 5
Thursday, May 14, 33
Sunday, May 24, 33

Christ tried and crucified

Christ laid in the tomb

Christ resurrected
Christ's ascension (Acts 1)
Day of Pentecost (Acts 2)
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xviii. 5. 2 §§ 116-19 101
xviii. 6. 6 §§ 181-82 109
xviii. 6. 10 § 224 32
xviii. 7. 1-2 §§ 240-56 30
xviii. 7. 2 § 250 110
xx.9. 7§ 219 39
J0sephus Bellum Judaicum
. 14. 4 §§ 282-85 13
i. 18. 2 §§ 349-52 13
i.20. 4 § 399 40
1. 21. 1 § 401 39, 40
i.33. 8 § 665 13
i.1.3810 i3
ii. 6. 3 § 96 16
ii. 7.3 8§ 111-13 18
i.9. 1§ 168 12, 32
11.9.2 8§ 169 106
i.9.2-3 §§ 169-74 106
ii. 9. 2-4 §§ 169-77 105
i.9.38§ 174 106
1. 9. 4 88 175-77 107
i. 9. 6 § 180 32
vi. 9.3 8§ 423 76, 99
Philo In Flaccum
1 105
Philo Legatio ad Gaium
159-61 105, 109
161 112
299, 301 110
299-305 109

EARLY CHRISTIAN SOURCES

Anastasius Sinaita Viae Dux

xiii (115) 55
Clement of Alexandria
Stromata

1.21. 146 46

Indexes
301-2 105
304-5 112
Plutarch Caesar
Ixii—ixvi 12, 32
Polybius
i.3.1-5 30
Strabo
xvi. 2. 46 13
Suetonius Augustus
c. 1 12, 32
Suetonius Caesar
Ixxxi. 2 12, 32
Suetonius Tiberius
XXXVI 109
xxxix-xh 105
Ixii. | 108
Ixv 108, 109
Tacitus Annales
ii. 85 109
ii. 48 20
iv. 8 108
v. 41 105, 108
iv. 57, 67 105
vi. 3-4 108
vi. 41 16
vi. 48 109
Tacitus Historiae
v.9 13
Thucydides
i. 2.1 30
Ulpian lustiniani Digesta
1.15. 4.2 15
Velleius Paterculus
i. 121 31
Epiphanius Panarion
li. 30 48
Eusebius Chronica 55
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Eusebius Demonstratio

Evangelica
viii, 2.93-111 55
Eusebius Historia Ecclesiastica
1.9.3 98
i. 10. 3-4 55
ii. 6-7 107

Hippolytus Commentarii in
Danielem
iv. 23. 3 25

Irenaeus Adversus Haereses
ii. 22. 5-6 45, 46
i. 22. 6 23,43

Jerome Commentariorum in
Danielem

ix. 24 (690) 48
Origen De Principis
iv. 1.5 46
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