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THE CANADIAN SOCIETY OF BIBLICAL STUDIES 

TWEJ.VTY -SEVENTH ANNUAL MEETING 

The twenty-seventh annual meeting of the Society of Biblical studies 
was held on ~ffiy 12th. and 13th. in joint session with the twenty-first 
annual meeting of the Canadian Section of the Society of Biblical Literature 
and Exegesis. The sessions took place in Croft Chapter House in University 
College, Toronto. The President was the Rev. David M.Stanley, S.J. 

First Session: Tuesday, Hay 12th, 2.00 P.~l. 
The President opened the meeting by leading in prayer. Words of greeting 

and welcome were made by the President to the twenty members assembled. 
It was regularly moved and seconded that the minutes of the 1~58 meeting 

as Jrinted in the Bulletin be adopted. 
The Treasurer reported that during 1958 and 1959 dues were received to · 

the amount of ~72.00. Some of this amount was dues for more than one year. 
Total balance from 1957-58 was ~214.84. Total receipts May 12th. were $298.74• 
Total disbursements were $77 .96. Total balance$211.78. 

Upon a call for nominations for auditors the President was asked to name 
the auditors for this year. The President then named Professors E. Fairweather 
and J.Macpherson as auditors and called them to report at the third session of 
the meeting. 

The secretary reported diligemce in correspondence and pleasure in the same. 
155 notices were sent out in February to the members of the two societies:C.B.S. 
and S,B,L.E.(Can.Sec.). The second notice was sent to 92 members of the C.B.S. 
Not all these 92 were paid up members. Bulletins were not sent to members who 
were recorded as more than 4 years behind in dues and a few whose addresses were 
not available • 

Upon a call to nominate a committee to bring in a slate of officers for 
1959-1960 the following were selected to form the nominations co~~ttee with 
intructions to bring in a slate of officers willing to act for 1959-1960 at 
the third seasion of the meeting: Professors Barnett, HcCullough and the 
President. 

Nominations for membership were then called for. The Secretary cast a 
nomination for J.E.Menard and Dr. S. Frank. It was agreed that this matter 
would be resumed at the third session of the meeting. 

It was agreed that Professor D.K. Andrews should read a communication from 
Rev. Roy H. Pounder, Scotstown, Quebec who was unable to be present: "A Difficult 
Verse: Mt. ll:l2 11 • Discussion followed the reading of this comnunication. 

Prof. D."tAT.Hay, Knox College, then presented a paper: 11New Testament 
Cosmology 11 • Dis cuss ion followed. 

The first session of the meeting adjourned at 4.00 P.M. for tea to meet 
again in the same place at 8.00 P .E. 

Second Session: Tuesday, Hay 12th. 8.00 P.r1. 
Prof. R.J.Williams presided at the evening s~ssion when the President, 

Rev. David M. Stanley, S.J., Jesuit Senunnry, Toronto, gave the Presidential 
Address: "A Problem. of Integration in the Frimitive Church. 11 Refreshments and 
discussion followed the paper. The society adjourned to meet at 10,00 A.M. 
in the same place, May 13th. There were 21 members present . 



Third Session, Wednesday, May 13th. 10.00 ~tM. 'tt e and moved that the 
Prof Fairweather reported for the audi ors co~ml e d and 

Treasure;'s report be approved since the committee had audited the recor s 
found them correct. Agreed. · th t th 1 t of 

Prof, McCullough reported for the nominations commlttee a • e s a e 
officers for the joint societies (C.B.S, & S$B.L.E.(Can. Se

1
c.) b;· t 

President- Rev. Prof. Robert Dobbie, Emmanuel C?l ege~ or?n °• 
Vice-President-Prof. Dean Stanley B. Frost, McGJ.ll Ul'D; vers1 ty, Montreal. 
Secretary-Treasurer- Rev. David C.vfotherspoon,4? Bel~lze Dr,,Tor~nto z· 
Executive Committee-Rev. Prof. J. Jviacpherson, Vlcto::la Co~eg:, oronto. 

Rev. R.A.F. MacKenzie, S.J,,Jesult SemJ.nary, Toron o. 
Rev. Prof . D.K.Andrews, Knox College, Toronto, . 

u being put to the vote this slate of officers was unanimously agreed upon. 
ponFurther nominations to membership were read out by the secreto.rY:: Rev.~ Vf• 

Gordon Brown, 225 st. George st.,by the secreto.ry; Jrunes M.Fennelly~ 715_l11al~ ~~d.' 
oun stown N y by Prof. Andrews; Rev. W.O.Amey, 45 Leonard St. Kltchene~ , ~ev, g Harold L: H ~rtzler, l37 Ontario St. VI . Hontreal, by Prof de Ce. tanza~o.;, Agreed • 

After some discussion it was agreed that the s~cretary be empower%e fotpay 
1 travel expenses of members who come from ~ distance at the rate .of 50o o rave 

expenses incurred up to $25 .00, · •t l't th 
~ter further discussion it was agreed that wherever local hospl ~ l Y or e 

host~ college does not afford accommodation the society will pay one nlght•s 
accommodation. t th 

The matter of regional meetings \'lD.S raised, discussed and referred o e 
executive committee. t h 1 aves the 

Farewell and good wishes were extended to Prof , de Ca anzaro w o et .· h 
Camdi,., n scene for Seabury-~vestern Theological Seminary, E~anstbon. Bes WlS es 
were offered to Prof. Johnston who le.J.ves Toronto for Hontreal • 

It v-ro.s moved by Rev. MacKenzie and seconded by Prof • Sto.ples th~ t. ~he se~-t 
rotary extend to the authorities of Univerity College the thanks o ~ e socle Y 
for the hospitality of the Croft Chapter House. Agreed. 

After oth ~r courtesies were offered it ·was moved ?Y Prof. Weverst~nd.s?c~nded 
by Prof. Johnston that the meeting adjounn. The Pre~1dent declared e J 0~ 
meeting of th~ C.B.S. ~nd tho S.B.L.E. (C~n.Sec.) adJourned. 24 were presen • 

D~vid c. Wotherspoon ( Secy-Treas). 
Rearets wE::re received fromthe following: ; ~· . 

11
,. • 

c. B.Reynolds ;F. Zeman;R.Pounder ;R.3. Y. Scott ;H. A. Kent ;R.~. d<:rd;l'u~s ~· Ail ton, 
G. Parke-Taylor ;R. H. Beatty; H. J. Skynner ;E. Clarke ;W .A.. IrWlr;;vv :Roth,R.Armstrong. 
The follmring manbers registered attend2.nce at the meetlng. , • 
D .W. Anderson;D .K. Andrews;T .Enrnett;J.R.Brown;C.J.~e Catanzaro;F.H.Cosg:ave, • 
G.Cotter·R.Dobbie;B.L.M.Embree;E.R.Fai~reuther;J.l~Forestall;S.B.:~ost,D.W.Ha~, • 
S.TYI.A. Jellicoe ·G. H. Johnston;R.Lennox;R.'i'~.. F .NacKenzle; J .J:.1acpherson,1J • s.r.;cet:llom.gh,. 
A. H.HcKcnzie ;T ~ J.Heck;W.Power ;VI. H.Reid;N. Smith;D.H. Stanley;W .E. Staples~ J. ~J .Wevers, 
R. J .\iilliams ;D. C. vvotherspoon. 

i: PROBLEN OF INTEGRATION IN THE PRTIUTIVE CHURCH 

D.M.Stanley, S.J. 

H1thin the past year or so, we have become very much aware of the word 
"integration", and still more acutely conscious of the social problem it rep
resents. Accordingliy, it might not be without interest to the manbers of the 
Canadian Societjr of Biblical Studies to review, in this presidential address, 
an integration problem vJhich ~'las faced by the early Christian Church: the CJ.d
mission of Gentiles into the Jewish-Christian community. 

VJhen we re-assess the evidence provided by the NT, it becomes clear that 
this issue was one of the most difficult as well as one of the most fundamental 
which Christianity in the ear~ years was called upon to decide. It was, in 
the first place, a social problem which deeply affected the intercourse between 
Jew and pagan in busiliness, in entertainment, within the family, at worship. To 
the Jews, the g_oiim. were unclean, a y_uality, it vlill be remembered, that was 
looked on as something physical (like the colour of a rr~n's skin). In fact, 
to abolish it, as we shall see, a special creative act of God himself would 
appear to be necessary. 

Jvlore basico.lly, hovrever, the problem was a theological one, arising from the 
Jewish co!lception of sacred history. I am thinking of the Jewish sensitiveness, 
most probably already felt by the Judaism contemporary with Jesus, to the fact 
that the pagans have been deprived, atavistically, of all share in the mighty 
episode of Israel's exodus out of Egy-pt, through which a mob of Hebrew slaves had 
become Yahweh's segulah, his Chosen people, his first-born son • We see this con
viction operative in the triple rite by \IJhich proselytes from paganism were admitt ... 
ed to Judaism: circumcision, baptism, and the offering of a special sacrifice, 
Rabbi Judah the patriarch, in the second century of the Christian era, explains 
that this lnitiation ritual enables the proselyte to share in the threefold exper
ience by which Israel entered the Sinaitic covenant. The Hebrews were circumcised 
"a second timert(an inference from Jos.5:2-3), were baptized in the desert(Ex:.l9:10), 
o.nd celebrated the covenant sacrifice (Ex.24:3-8). Sirrdlarly, the non-Jew became 
a full-fledged Israelite by accepting cirawncision and baptism; but he had to make 
a burnt offering before admission to any sacrificial meal. 

Of the two aspects of this problem of the admission of Gentiles into the 
Christian Church without their first becoming Jews, I suggest that the theological 
was harder to solve than the social. And I believe that the series of extraordin
ary events which brought the final solution can only be explained by the inter
vention of the glorified Christ, who, as the Christians of the apostolic age believed 
continued to direct from heaven the fortunes of his Church . Hmvever , to appreciate ' 
both the problem and its solution through the sacred history of the Church prior to 
the destruction of the 7:;mple, we must recall Jesus!.-Q;,n attitude, during his 
earthlY life, to tho conversion of the pagans, the 'role of Peter and of Stephen in 
admitting Gentiles to Christianity, o.nd finall~, the theological working out of the 
whole question by Paul in his missionary work and in his letters. 

.J2;SUSr .:..Tl'IYtJDE TOlL.RDS THE GEJifriLES 
2 In the Franz Delitsch lectures for 1953, Jo~chim Jeremias lms summed up Jesusr 

attitude tolvards the se.lvation of the pag~ns. On the one hond, Jesus restricted 
his Ol~ public ministry almost exclusicely to his JeWish compatriots, as the Gospels· 
testify: "1-Iy mission is only to the straying sheep of the houae of Israelrr(Ht.l5:24). 
His instruction to the twelve on their first mission echoes the srnne viewpoint "Do 
not visit pagan territory, and do not enter any Samaritan town. Rather go out' after 
the sheep belonging to the house of Israel that have been lost" (lvit.l0:5-6). Paul 
himself o.ssures the Romans that Jesus was, during his earthly career, "minister of the 
circumcision on behalf of God's faithfulness" (Rom. 15:8). 

------~--------------------



Still, Jesus did makv clear references to the ingathering of the pagans. In 
the Mattheen description of the lnst judgement, we find "ail the nations assembled11 

before the tribunal of the pt:rousiac Christ (l-it. 25:32); and it is to be noted that 
the basis of discrimination between good and evil ho.s nothing to do with racial 
affiliation. r~.loreover, the hour of salvation for the pngans is not reserved for 
the end of the world, but is a direct consequence of Jesus' glorification after his 
death and resurrection, as Mt .28:19-20 makes abundantly clear. It is also note
worthy that the Son of Han, with •1\Thom Jesus indentified himself during his life
time, is ~ figure whom Hall peop;.Les, nations, and tongues shall serve"(Dan.7:14). 
The same is true of the Suffering Servant of Yahweh, whose role Jesus was conscious 
of plnying:3the Servant brings revealed truth 11 to the nations 11 (Is.42:1,4), is a 
"light to the nations" (Is.42:5; 49:5), and dies in atonement for the "sins o.i. all 
men" (Is. 53:12). 

While we ar~ grateful to Dr. Jeremias for his careful study of Jesus' views on 
the salvation of the pQ.gans, it is difficult to udr:ri.t his opinion that the univer
sal preaching of the Gospel referred to in 1·.~.t.24:14(Nk .l4: 9) is s~-nply c:m angelic 
proclamation of tho ond of human history. Such e.n interpretation appears to ig
nore the whole oontext of ~1is remark, viz. Jesus' prophecy of the destruction of 
th e Temple. This prediction surely nnnounccs the end of Judaism's influence in 
the nascent Christian

4
Church and the passing of the Kingdon to the pagans. Pro

fessor J.A.T.Robinson has pointed out in his discerbing review of Jeremias 1 book 
that it contains, significantly enough, no reference to the logion in r'Ik . 12:9 
(bit. 21:41; Lk. 20 :16): 11 Now what will the owner of the vineyard do ? He will 
come and destroy those tenants, and entrust his vineyard to other people." Unless 
we are prep:1red to scrap important elements in the apostolic tradition, we must 
admit that Jesus foresaw the Gentile missionary effort of the primitive Church as 
part of the divine plan for Christianity. 

Jeremias is undoubtedly correct in his view that the Church's 11missionary task 
is ~ of the final fulfilment, a divine factual demontration of the exaltation 
of the Son of ~ian, ~eschatology in process of realizationrr.5 But he appears to 
go beyond his premises (viz. the Scriptural assertions of the supernatural quality 
of all Christian missionar~ endeavour), when he concludes that 11Nan can do nothing 
••• God alone does it all 11 • The evidence presented by the rest of the p9.per will, 
I ~1ink, show how necessary, in God's plan, was the divinely directed anQ divinely 
aided effort of those men to whom the risen Christ committed the destinies of 
bis Church. 

THE FIRST DISCIPLES 
As a result of its experience of the Pentecostal Spirit, the original Christ

ian community of Jerusalem posseescd an undeniably Christian character. The first 
five chapters of Acts, despite a somewhat ideulized picture of the first yeu.rs , 
shows plninly that these disciples were aw~re of their new identity as the gahal 
of the New Israel. The repented references made in these chapters to Deuteronomy, 
which, e.s the most prophetic of all the bo:·ks in the Pentateuchal collection, had 
sketched the spirit of the eschatc.logical congregation of"the last times", 7 show 
h~l co~s~ious the~c first Christian~ w~rc t~n~ ~heg had been, under the inpulse of 
tho Splrlt, const1tuted as the mcss1anlc el~~lcsla . Indeed, their quite astonishing 
conviction that the messiunic c;,ge had been inaugurated in the absence of the Christ 
by the Holy Spirit shows their recognition of him as a divine personality, distinct 
from Fether and Son . As for the Lord Jesus, they knevJ .that, b3r his exaltation 
into heavenly glory e.nd by his sending of "the promised Spirit 11

, he he.d reavealed 
himself as possessing those uniquely div~ne prerogatives which Christianity of a 
luter age and different culture would call his divine nature and his divine rerscn. 
This basis article of Clrristian faith they expressed simply by saying that Jesus 
he.d been seated at th-=- right hand of God (Acts 2:33), hc:d been 11 constituted. by God 
as judge of living and dead 11 (Acts 10:42), had been given the divine Name, 
Kyrios (Phil 2:9). 

> 

Armed with this completely ne·v,r faith, these Jewish Christians set about the work 
of evangelizingtheir fellow countrymen through the kerygma, or Good News of salvation 
in Jesus Christ, as also through the sacraments of Christian initiation Baptism and 
the impositoon of hands. They celebrated the Eucharistic 11 breaking of the breadrr in 
obedience to the command of the Master given at the Last Supper. They honoured the 
new commandment of fraternal love by a voluntary sharing of their material possess
ions (Acts 2:42ff.). And this new life, they lived under the direction of the Twelve 
while Peter was regarded as having taken the place, within the community, of the ' 
ascended Lord nesus. So evident, even to outsiders , was this last fact that they 
had recourse to Peter as they had formerly done to Christ confident of being cured 
'f t , , l "a Peter's approach, even his shadow might fall upon some of thern"(Acts 5:15; cf. 
Hark 6:56). 

Yet for all this, the little band of Jesus' followers in the Holy City retvined 
a~l the religi~us and ethical practices of Judaism. They particip3.ted in the Temple 
ll~urgy, offerl~g prayers and sacrifices there according to Hosaic custom; and they 
fal thfully carr1ed out the dietary laws in vlhich they had been reared as well as the 
regulations forbidding intercourse with Gentile~. ' 

THE SIGNIFICANCE OF STEPHZN AND THE HELLENISTS 
_ Acts' sixth chapter reveals two distinct groups muong these first disciples: the 

"Hebrews 11 , Palestinian Jewish Christians J1"0bably mostly Pharisees with all the 
t . , ' 

co~serva lve and separatist tendencies of that party; and the "Helenists" also 
ma1~y of Jewish origin, but liberalized and broadened by contact with Gr~ek culture. 
Thelr leader: Stephen, was their most distinguished representative. Cosmopolitan, 
adap~ablc, w=:- th. an original, creative and questioning mind and possessing t he courage 
to die for hls ldeas, he had rare gifts of eloquence as well as the genius to con
struct what was probably the first Christian biblical theology. 

Stephen's speech in Acts, based probably on a doaQment Luke had found in the 
A~t~ochian archives, indicates that he was the first to see the essential incompati
bllity between Judaism and Christianity and the inevitability of a break betvveen them. 
He taught his Jm,;-ish Christian confreres what they had seemingly failed to precei ve 
that by ~he wlll of Christ the Church must stand forth in history as something more' 
than a plous sect of Judaism. In a '~."lord , Stephen drew attention to the visible 
c~aracter of. the Church. Moreover, by accepting death before the triumphant return 
0 ~ J~sus.Chrlst, Stephen proclalined, in effect, that the Chnrch had an important 
llilSSlon ln this world: to bring all men to a knowledge of the truths of God revealed 
to her, . She was not to content herself with merely waiting for the parousia. 

The lllipact of Stephen 1 s life and doctrine is traced by Luke as an historian . th , , , 
l: e suose~ent chapters of Acts . They may be reduce to two historical happenings 
or paramovnt lnterest for our present study: the founding of the Antioch ian church 
and th~ conversion and work of Saul of Tarsus . These momentous events are linked by 
Luke 'Vl th Stephen throu@J. the persecution of the Hellenists which broke out in Judea 
~s a cons~qu~nc~ of ~tephen 1 s death. Before investigating these twa turning points 
1n earl;y ..~h:tast1an hlstory , however, vle must recall Peter's first experience of the 
Gentile mission. 

THE CORNELIUS EPISODE 
.. VJhether Cornelius 1 conversion was chronologically antecedent to the foundation at 

An-tloch ~r n~\ is at present impossible to determine. In any ~ven1, it is significant 
for our lnqlilrythat, on Luke 1 s view, the first Gentile converts must be admitted by 
Pet~r as head of the Christian comnunity. At Joppa, Peter learns Christ's will that 
he ~s to preach to pagans (Acts 10:17-23). He also learns, at the same time, inter
e~tlngly enough, that God has,by a new creative act, abolished forever the distinc
t~on bet-vreen cle~n an~ unclean (Acts 10:11-16). At Caesarea, the repetitibn of the 
illlra~le of_the flrst Pentecost bestowed upon Cornelius and his household (Acts 10: 
44-~o) .bamshes any final doubts Peter may have had about receiving pagans into the 
Chr1st~an Church; and he orders their baptism without hesitation. 



Jerusaler.11 s reaction to this move on the part of Peter was at first by no meam:; 
favourable (Acts 11:2). Once Petey explained this admission of Gentiles, who had not 
accepted first the yoke of Judaism, as obedience to hhe divine will, the Jowish 
Christian comnunity submitted vii th generosity to this new revelation, Luke tells us 
that they 11 glorified God, saying, 'Then even to the pagans God gas granted repentance 
leading to life ' 11 (Acts ll: 18). Yet it is hard not to feel that this conversion of 
but a handful of Gentiles was regarded simply as an exception to the general rule, if 
v.re judge it in the light of t"Lvo other crises of these eventful years: the foundation 
of the church at Antioch and the so-calle d Council of Jerusalem. 

THE aiUHCH OF ANTIOCH 
The Helleniot founders of the church at .(~ntioch showed themselves heirs oi 

Stephenr s principles by 11announcing the Good Nevrs of the Lord Jesus also to the 
Greeks" , i.e. the pagans (Acts 11:20). Unprecedented success crowned this new de
parture, with the result that the first Christian corm1unity of predominantly pagan 
origin came into being. .Since it vras obviously distinct from Jews as well as pagans, 
it was the first group to bear the name of 11 Christian11 (Acts ll:26). been 

This attempt at integrating Jewish and Gentile Christians appears to have'affected 
without any great difficulty. £--a:enabus, a man possessing t:1e confiuence of the Hother 
Church of Jerusalem, was sent to investigate the orthouoxy of this novel experiment. 
1·Jhat he found so pleased him that, after reassuring Jerusalem of the genuine Christ
ian spirit wldch prevailed at ~\ntioch, he remained there to head the new community. 
Eventually he summoned from Tarsus Saul the zealot v.rho had beoomo a Cflristian; and 
they worked together on the bahks of tho Orontes Ior well ov~~ a year, 

\:vnat lfere the causes of this s~cces5ful integration of Jew and Greek in the Anti
ochian church ? One has already been inili.cated: Stephen t s teaching about the necess
arily relative and ephemeral charncter of the Hosaic institutions. There was, however; 
another factor: the absence of the T0mnle 1 s influence in the Christian life of Antioch. 
This made it p:>ssible to avoid the deep-rooted discr'imination in worship and in social 
relations •·,hich, in Jerusalem, would have separated Jev;ish and Gentile Christians. 
Until the appearance of certain trouble-making Christian pharisees, who exceeded the 
authority vested in them by James of Jerusalem (Acts 15:1 ff. ), there was no 
11 segregation11 problem at Antioch (cf. Gal . 2:ll-2l), Horeover, the Eucharist became 
the unrivalled liturgical focus of Antiochian Christianity; and it is, I believe, 
sc ~··.rcely c:1ccidental that the first divinely inspired call to the Gentile missions 
should have occurred in that community during the performance of the Eucharist (Acts 
13:1 ff . ). 

I) AUL Tiill APOSTLE OF THE GEI\1TILES 
The sending of Ba.rnabus and Saul upon a tour of Evangelization through lower Asia 

I~linor lias not only to 11 open the door the Faith to the pagans 11 (Acts 14:27). It eventu
ally b:bought the lerJ.ders of tt.:- apostolmc Chu~ch together for a meeting in Jerusalem 
at VThich the principle of Gentile liberty vis-a-vis the Law of Hoses was re-affjrmed 
by Peter (Acts 15 ; 7 -11) c:.nd v:as even admitted by the Jewish Christian wing of the 
Churc:.~ in the; person of James, bishop cf Jeruso.lem (Acts 15 :12-21). The promulg9-tion 
of th.i.s Christie.n Magna Chc~rta was the L.~st important official act of the proto-church 
of Jerusalem in her function as guardian of Christian orthodoxy, oefore her disappear
ance into tln mists of history with Lhc approach of Tl tus r armies. 

It is interesting to note that th'"' o:1ly restrictions placed on Gentile-Christian 
freedom aimed at facilitating social r ~~:..ations between Jffi'rish and Gentile Christians 
in mixed cOimnunities. Three of the regulatiGns regard foods considered unclean by 
Jews (and hence to 0e avoided at communal meals), -vrhile a fourth, proscribing "forni
cation", probably concerned marriages tJhich the l\·!osaic Lavr considered invalid. In 
the later Pauline foundations, these decrees were regarded as without force, since 
Paul solves similar dietary questions at Corinth, for example, solely in terms of 

the Christian virtues of prudence and charity (1 Cor . 8:1-ll;Rom.l3: B-15~13). Once 
this point in the development of apostolic Christianity is reached, the social 
question of Gentile integration in the Church l~·ve become of much less significance • 
Henceforth the Judaeo-Christian element is a minority and its influence is on the 
\lianE. 

PAUL .AN;J THE JUDAIZERS 
There was however a vexing question with which Paul had yet to deal during the 

years 1AJ"hen his rn.issioJ.J.sry activity was reaching its zenith: the provocation within 
Gentile communities given on the part of C'ertain judaizing Christians by their in
sistance that even those of pagan origin ~ust conform to the ethos of Judaism. In 
the course of Gala tions and Romans, Paul hammers out thG Christian ans-vrcr to Lvm 
questions: the place of lavv, considered ns .-an e,;..,'"trinsic norm of conduct, in Cll-"istian 
life; and the validity of the Gentile Christian claim to be children o.f Abraham. 

On the subject of the Christian's relation to lmv, f'aulrs thought naturally takes 
its rise from the conviction that in Christ all men are freed from the Hosaic Law . 
Hence the Christian vocation is essentially a call to liberty (Ge.l.5:13,1S). The 
Mosaic LaH was like c.:. "pedagogue 11 , the slave W1 ose duty was to lead the child to the 
mnster for instruction (Gal.3:2.3-2h). -\Jithin the bro,,tder concept of O.T. Salva"Lion
history, Paul sees the economy of the LaH as an intrusion (Gal.3:17) which however 
left intact the earlier and more significant economy of the Promise made to Abrah~m 
(Rom. 4:13). It was a regime of ~lediction (Gal.3:23-24), under which 11 no mEn is 
justified -in God's sight 11 (Gal 3:ll); it wc~s imposed by God 11 bccause of transgression11 

Gal 3:19). . 
It is to be observed however that Christi~'n libsrty as Paul conceived it had 

n::>thing to do vrith the Greek idea of freedom. It is CJ. spontaneous service of God 
u.1.der the pervading inflllcnce of the Holy Spir.i t who dwells in the just and directs 
him, as God• s ndoptive son, to 11walk according to the Spiritt1(Rom.8:4ff . ). It is 
in striking co.ntrnst vJith the 11old letter" of tile i\osnic legislation: not inde::ed as 
code to code, or as a higlwr to a less perfect moral ide2.l, but as nn int<Jrior 
dynamic divieo force to c:.ll extrinsic lat·r. Thus,2.s Aquin2.f' rGinarks in his Surrma 
Theologicn, relying on th ... ~ c:uthority of Augustine, Paul would include under the 
rtlottcr··tha.t killsrt(2Cor.3:6), 11any scripture existing extGrml to men, even those 
moral p:rellpts such as arc conto.ined in the Gospel" , And in his treatise on justi-
fication, Robert BellE.rminc explains the Paulino antithesis between the "lnw of 
vJOrks 11 and tho '1lm-I of fC'..i th 11 (Rom.. 3:27) , by remarking that "tho lc:.w of vmrks , on 
the Apostle 1 s viow, is that 1-vhich comnands ".·Jhat· must bv done: the law of faith is 
faith i tse;lf 1-vhich obtains grace to do what the lmv of works comr1mds. 11 And he 
adds, "Hence it foll ows that not only the law of 1·.~.oses, but also the lc..•f of Christ, 
insofar as it commands anything, is the law of vlOrks; while tho law of f2i th is the 
spirit of faith by which not only vlc Christians but u.lso tht- patriarchs, the prophets, 
nnd all the just have obtained the grace of God, and b0ing justified gratuitously 
by this same grace, have observed the conmrndments of the lmv. 11 

Is there then, according to Paul, no room for lau of c..rry kind in thS; Christian 
Church ? There is; but lo..w ·occupies of necessity a second.c;.ry role, subordino.tc to :'12 
what Ignntius Loyolc.. in his Constitution call 11 thc interior law of charity and love": 
The pictucc of the Christian life g2ven in Romans 8 is an ideal: Paul ~~GW better 
than most th.J. t not e..ll Christians are s,.ints . Els 0v1h0re, he gives two reasons 1-vhy 
the Church must promulgc' te lQws and reguk tions ils norms of conduct. The first 
re~son is that the majority of Christians are sinners and so require to be aided by 
the constraining help of law, for the simple roa_son tho..t they are not sufficiently 
~ttuned to the inner voice of the Spirit(l Tim.l:9) . The second reason Po.ul gives 
ls thr..t even the holiest Christian is n0v0r free from the danger of fnlling from 
grace(Gal .5:17); o.nd hence he needs ~n objective guide for his fallible conscience. 

Paul nev~r forgets howevel' that any law promulguted b-y the Church must somehow 
be. nn expression of tho.t one com:nand 1.vhich sums up o..ll lmf, 11Thou shaly love thy 
nelghbour as thyself 11 (Gal.5:14; Rom. 13:9). This most cho.ractcristicnlly Christian 
attitude, which a.s vle rove seen hu.s never been forgotten by the Church's grentest 
theological minds, is in dir0ct opposition to thc..t spirit of Pharr.saism, vmich ended 



by domino.ting Jud~~ism. It not only made possiblethe integrntion of Gentile Christ
ians into the J• :ov·ish Christian Church; it also assured the Church 1 s ovm libor"-tion 
from tho religion in which she hD.d been born. 

vle have novr to consider the second thoelogical princilJle v-rhich, thanks to Paul's 
genius, played it~ rnrt in the integration of conv~rts from p:lgani~m: . I refer to 
the relntion of tiwse Christians to Abramm. The lmportance of thls lssue can be 
seen in the assumption of the Jewish Christic,n pc,rty in th0 apostolic Ctg? tha~ -:m
loss rngans should come to Christianity via Judaism thoy hc..d no hope of lnherl tlng 
the Promise Ynhweb hno. sworn to confer upon 11 Abrah.::un1 s seed", since they had not 
r~cial nffilia.tion with that pltriarch. 

One cc::.n well irno..gine thn t trlis became c.;, burning question in the Pauline Churches 
wher0 the Apostle had repeatedly rejected D.ll tho obse-vvnnces of' the Mosaic I.n.w. If 
such Christi~ns had not ties with Noses or Nosnic institutions, since Paul had taught 
tham that salvation-history consisted of only two essential elements, the prorni~e to 
Abraham and its fulfilment in Christ, it was of course essential that these Chrl~t
ians of pagan origin should be n ble to invoke the pabronage of Abraham. For ~ven 
Paul admitted that only Abrakamts heirs had a valid claim upon Abra~m's pr?lll~e. 

Paul established the relationship between Abrah~m and these Gentlle Chrlstlans 
by developing the true conception of .:tbrc:..hamr s po.ternity- as a completely supernatur
al one due solely to God's gro.cious D.nd wholly gratuitous favour towards the pnt
rinrch: In Gc.la.tians, Paul shm·JS thnt Abri..'.hc:.IJll 1 s universal fatherhood is the result 
of God's free choice and of Abraham' s loving, trusting faith, antecedant to the 
performance of o.ny "good worksll and to the rec .eption of circumcision, the symbol 
of his justifying faith (Gnl. 3:6-29;Rom. 4:11; cf. Gn.l2:2-3; 15:6; 17:23-24)~ ~he 
supreme proof of the supernnt1..1rc.;.l charncter of thas whole economy, of course, ls the 
fact that God made good his Promist; in his own incarnate Son (Go.l. 3:15-29;4:4-6). 
In th0 letter to the Romans Paul cites O.T. history to prove thnt mere carrr:.l 
descent from A.br.J.ham as t~ history of Ism~el and of Esnu bears witness, is -vii thout 
significo.nce for sc.l~r..tion (Rom. 9:6-12; Gal 4:22ff. ). Accordingl y, only those who 
have the true faith found in Abraham Qre , regardless of racinl ties, genuine son~ 
of Abraham (Gal 3:9,14,18,22; Rom.4:ll-l2,16). Nore positively, it is by the Chrlst
ian' s identificc.tion through grace vvith Christ, Abraham' s 11 seed 11 par o::;xcellence, th<:..t 
the Gentiles inherit the Promise (Gnl. 3!26-29). 

With these questions settled, the integration of Christ~ans of ~ga? origin · 
becomes in tho history of the Church, not only an acclompllshed fact, uut a theo
logically justified event in that sacred Christian history to which the N.T. bears 
inspired testimony. 
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ll. Roberti Borlu.rmini, Opere}. Q.rrmia, V I, P~1.risiis, 1873 ( ed . Justinus Fevre): 
pe Justificatione, I, c.l9, 192: "Lex igitur fo.ctorurn apud Apostoltun est ea, 
quae jubet quid sit faciendmn, lex fidei est ipsa fides, quae impetrat gratiam 
faciendi, quod lex factormn jubet, •• Dcr1ique lex fn.ctorum est littern, quae 
occidit jubendo et non juvundc, lox fidei est spiritus, qui vivificat opem 
ferenda, ut justific~tio legis L~ple~tur in nobis. Ex quo sequitur, ut non 
solum lex i:losis , sed eti.::tm lex Christi , qua tenus aliquid imperu.t, sit lex fact
arum, et lex fido:L sit spiritus fidoi, non solum quo nos Christiani,sed ctinm 
Po.triarchae et Prophetac, et omncs nntiqui justi, Dei grntiam impetrarunt~ ct 
justificati gratis per eamdem gratiam, legis mandate. servarunt ." 

12. Ignc.tii de Loyola, Societo.tis Jesu Constitutiones: Proomnium Constitutionum: 
11 Quamvis sum.i11r~ Sapicnta et Bonitas Doi Creatoris nostri ac Domini sit quae 
conservntm·a est, gubernatura ntque promotura in suo sancto servitio hanc 
minimam Societatem Jesu, ut earn dignaca ost inchonrc; ex parte vero nostra, 
interna caritatis ot amoris iD_ius lex quam Sanctus Spiritus scribere et in 
cordibus imprimere solet, potiusquam ullae externno Constitutiones, ad id 
adiutura sit .•• " 



A P OBLEM F INTEGRATION IN TilE PRI~t!TIVE CHURCH 

D. M. Stanley, S.J. 

\vi thin the past year or so, we have become very much 

aware of the word "integration", and sti I I more acutely con-

scious of the social problem it represents. Accordingly, it 

might not be without interest to the members of the Canadian 

Society of Biblical Studies to review, an this presidential 

address, an integr tion problem which was faced by the early 

Christian Church : the admission of Genti lcs into the Jewish-

Christian community. 

\hen we re~assess the evidence provided by the NT, it 

becomes clear that tJ,is issue was one of the most difficult 

as wei I as one of the most fundamental which Christianity 1n 

the early years was c lied upon to decide. It was, in the 

first place, a social problem which deeply affected the inter-

course bet\ een Je\" and pagan in business, in entertainment, 

within the family, at worship. To the Jews, the goiim were 

unclean, a quality, it wil I be remembered, that was looked on 

as something physical (I i ~e the colour of a man's skin). In 

fact, to bol ish it, as we shal I see, a special creative act 
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of God himsalf would appear to be necessary. 

More basically,however, the ,problem was a theological 

one,ar1s1ng from the Jewish conception of sacred history. 

am thinking of the Jewish sensitiveness,most prob0bly already 

fe It by the Judaism contemporary \ i th Jesus, to the fact t at 

the pagans have been de rived, atavisticnlly, of II shAre an 

the mighty episode of lsrcsel's exodus out ('If Egy t, through 

which a mob of Hebrew sl-ves had become Yahweh's segulah, his 

Chosen people, Lis first-born son. \e see t~is conviction opera-

tive in the triple rite by which proselytes from pag~nism were 

admitted to Judaism: circumcision, baptism, nd the cffering 

of a special sacrifice. Rabbi Jud h the patriarch, 1n the se-
1 

cond century of the Christian era, explains that this initiat-

ion ritual enables the proselyte to share in the threef ld ex-

perience by which Israel entered the ~inaitic covenant. The He-

brews were circumcised "a secon1 time' (an inference from Jos 

5,2-3), were baptized in the desert ([x I ,10), and celebrated 

the covenant sacrifice (Ex 24,3-8). Similarly, the non-Jew be-

came a ful !-fledged Israelite by accepting circumcision and ap-

tism;but he had to m~ke a burnt-offering before admission to 

any sacrificial meal. 

Of the two sects of this problem of the admission of 

Gentiles into the Christian Church Nitho11t their first becoming 

Jews, I suggest th-t the theological was harder to solve than 

the soc i a I • And be I i eve that 

the series of extraordin~ry events which brought the fin 

solution can only be expl ined by the intervention of the glori-

fied Christ, who,as the Christians of the ~postol ic 
ge nel i eved , 
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continued to direct from he <ve n the fortunes of his Church. 

However, to ap reciate b oth tie problem and its solution through 

the sacred hi story of the Chur·ch prior to the destruction of 

the Temple, we must r cal I Jesus' own attitude, during his earth

ly I ife, to the conversion of the pagaris, the role of Peter and 

of Ste hen in admitting Gentiles to Christi nity, end fin a lly, 

the theological working out of the whole nuestion by nRul in his 

missi unary work and in 1is letters. 

J[~US' ATTITUDE T 'A DS THE GENTILES 
2 

In the Franz Del itsch lec t ures for 1953, Joachim Jeremias 

has summed up Jesus' attitude towards the salvation of the pagans. 

On the one hand,Jesus restricted his O\vn public ministry almost 

exc I us i ve I y to his Jewish compatriots, .. as,. ,,the Gos e Is testify. 

,.~IY m 1 ss 1 on 1 s on I y to the straying sheep of the house of I sr?e I'• 

(Mt 15,24). His instruction to the Twelve on their first mission 

echoes the same viewpoint, "Do not visit pagan terr~ i tory, nd do 

not enter any S• m ritan town. Ether go out after the sheep be

longing to the house of lsr el th t h ve been lost'• (~t 10,5-6). 

Paul himself assures the OM ns that Jesus wes, during his earth-

ly career, "minister of the circumcision on beh If of God's faith-

fulness' ( ·om 15,8). 

til I, Jesus did make m~ny clear references to the ingather

ing of the pagans. In the Matthe n description of the last judg

ment, we find u~l I the n tions assembledn before the tribunal of 

the p rousiac Christ (Mt 25,32);and it is to be noted that the ba-

SIS of discrimin tion between good and evil has not ing to do with 

racial affiliation. ~•oreover, the hour of salv~tion for the pagans 

1 s not reserved for the end of the world, but is a direct conse uence 

of Jesus' glorification fter his death and resurrection,as Mt 28, 
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19-20 mckes abundently cle a r. It is also noteworthy th~t the 

Son of Man, with who 1 Jesus identified hims e lf du r .. in g his I ife 

time, is a figure whom "alI pe l Ids, n tions, nd ton gues shal I 

serve» (Gn 7,14). The s a me is true of the Suffering Serv~nt of 
3 

Yahweh, whose role Jesus was conscious of playing: the Servnnt 

brings r evealed truth l"to then tions" (Is 42,1,4), as a' I i ght 

to the n tionsn (Is 42,5;49,5), and dies in atonement for the 

»sin~ of alI men" (Is 53,12). 

While we are gr teful to Dr Jeremi s fer his cereful study 

of Jesus' vie\vS on the salvation of the pagans, it is difficult 

to adnit his opinion th t the universal preaching of the Gos el 

referred to in ~ I t 24,14 (Mk 14,9) is si nply an angelic proclamat-

ion of the end of hu an history. Such an interpretation pne rs 

to ignore the whole context of this remark, viz. Jesus' pro hecy 

of the destruction of the Temole. This prediction surely announces 

the end of Judaism's i1fluence in the nascent Christi n Church and 

the passing of the Kingdom to tte pagans. Professor J.A.T. Robin-
4 

son has pointed out in his d iscerning revie\-.J of Jeremias' b ok 

th t it cont-ins,significabtly enough, n~ reference to the logion 

tn Mk 12,9 (Mt 21,41; Lk 20,16): "Now wh t wil I the owner of the 

v1ney rd do? He wi I I come and destroy those tenants, nd entrust 

his viney rd to other people." Unless we are prep red to scrap 

important elements 1n the spostol ic tradition, we must admit that 

Jesus· foresaw the Gentile missionary effort of the rimitive 

Church as art of the divine plan for Christianity. 

Jeremias is undoubtedly correct in his view thet the Church's 

'mission ry t sk l.§_part of the final fulfilment, a divine factual 

demonstration of the exalt · tion of the Son of Man, an eschatology 

5 
In process of real izati n". But he appears to go beyond l'is premises 
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(viz. the Scri tural a_sertions of the supernatural qu I ity of 

alI Christian missionary endeavour), when he concludes th~t "Man 
6 

can do nothing ••• God alone does it alI'. The evidence presented 

by the rest of this p per \.J i I I, I think, show hoN necessary, 1 n 

God's pi n, was the divin~ly directed and divinely aided effort 

of those men to whom the risen Christ committed the destin~es of 

his Church. 

THE FL) T Of CIPLES 

f s a result of its experience of the Pentecost I Spirit, the 

origin I Christian co 1munity of Jerusalem possessed an undeniably 

Christi n charac ter . The first five ch aoters of Acts,despite a 

somewhat ide I ized picture of the first years, show pl~inly that 

these di sciples were aware of their new identity as the gahal of 

the New Israel. The repeated references ~ade in these chapters 

to Deuteronomy, which,cs the most prophetic of all t1e bo ok s in 

the Pentateuchal col lection,had sketched the spirit of the eschato-
7 

logical congregation of "the I st ti~es', show how conscious these 

first Christians were that they had been,under the impulse of the 
8 

Spirit,constituted as the messianic ekkl;sia. Indeed, their quite 

astonishing conviction that the messtantc age had been inaugurated 

in the absence of the Christ by the Holy Spirit shows their recog-

nition of him as a divine erson I ity,distinct from Father and Son. 

As for the Lord Jesus, they knew that,by his exaltation into hea-

venly glory and by his sending of "the remised S iritn,he had re-

vealed hinself as possessing those uninuely divine rerogatives 
~re ·± 

hich the Christicnity of a later age and cliff culture would 

eel I his divine natu~e and his divine person. This basic article 

of Christian f ith they ex ressed sim ly by saying that Jesus had 

been seated at God's right hand (Acts ,33), had been ucenstituted 
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by God as judge of I iving and dead" (Acts 10,42), had been .l gi

ven the divine Name,Kxrios (~hi I 2,9). 

Armed with this completely new faith, these Jewish Christ-

ians set about the work of evangelizing their fellow countryMen 

through the kerygma,or Good News of salv~tion in Jesus Christ, 

as also through the sacraments of Christian initiation,Ba tism 

and the i 1nos it ion of h nds. They ce I ebrcted the Eucharistic 

~bre - king of the BreGd" in obedience to the command of the 1aster, 

given at the Last Supper. They honoured the new commandment of 

fratern;,d love by a vo lunt ry sharing of their mater·i~l ssess-

ions (t\cts 2,42 ff). And this new I ife, they I ived under the 

direction of the Twelve,while eter was regarded s havi 9 t~ken 
within the comm~nity, 

the plac~~of the ascended Lord Jesus. So evident,even to outsid-

ers,was this last fact that they had recourse to Peter as they 

hsd formerly done to Christ, confident of being bured,if" at 

Peter 1 s approach, even his shadm might f I I upo 1 some of them'* 

(Acts 5, I 5; cf. r.,k 6, 56). 

Yet for alI this, the I ittle band of Jesus' followers in 

the Holy City retained all the rei igious and ethical ractices 

of Judaism. They participeted in the Te~ le I iturgy, offering 

prayers and sacrifices there according to Mosaic custom;and they 

faithfully carried out the dietary laws in which they had been 

reared,as wei I as the re gulations f rbidding intercourse with 

Gent i I es. 

THE IG~IFICf.NCE OF STEPI!EN AND THE HELLE I~TS 

Acts' sixth chc te~ ~eveals t~o distinct groups a1 ong these 

first disciples: the 'Hebrews", Palestini n Jewish Christians, 

prob bly mostly Pharisees,with alI the conservative nd s por tist 

tendenc ic s o that party; and the "Hellenistsn, also mainly of 

, 
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Je\ ish orisdn,but I iberal ized and broadened by contact with 

Greek culture. Their leader-,Stephcn,was their most distinguished 

re r-esentative. osmopo 1 &n, a ap a , C I · t d t b I e '" i th an or i g i 1 I, creat-

1 ve and ques ~ ioning mind and possessing the courage to die for 

his ideas, he had r re gifts of eloquence as wei I as the genius 

to construct what was probably the first Christian biblical theo-

logy. 

Stephen's speech in Acts,based probably on a document Luke 

h -d found in the Antiochian arcihives, indicates that he was the 

first to see the essential inconpati b il ity between Jud 1sm and 

Christi nity and the inevitability of a break between them. He 

taught his Jewish Christien confreres what they had seemingly 

f - iled to perceive, that by the wil I of Christ the Church must 

stand forth in history as so~ethin g more th n pious sect of 

Judaism. In a word, Steohen drew attention to the visible char

acter of the Chur-ch. Moreover, by accepting death before the 

tr-iumphant r- e turn of Jesus Christ, tephen procl"'imed, in effect, 

tha t the Church had an important mission in this \vorld:to bring 

al 1 men to a knowledge of the truths God had revealed to her. 

She was not to content herself with merely waiting for the par-

ous 1 a. 

The impact of Stephen's I ife and doctrine is traced by Luke, 

as an historian, in the subsequent cha ters of Acts. They may be 

reduced to two historical h ppenings of pcramount interest for 

our- present study: the founding of the Antiochian church, and the 

conversion nd work of Saul of Tarsus. These momentous events are 

1 inked by Luke with ~tephen through the persecution of the Hellen

ists which bro! e out in Judea as a conse0uence of Stephen's death. 

efore investig~ting these two turning points in early c,ristian 
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history,however, we must recal I Peter's first experience of the 

Gent i I e m i s s i on • 

THE C fNE LIUS EPI~CDE 

hether Cornel ius' conversion was chronologicel ly antecedent 

to the foundetion at Antioch or- not is at present im ossible to 

deter- mine . In any event, it is si gnificant for our in qu iry that, 

on Luke's view, the ~irst Gentile c onverts must bz admitted by 

Peter- as head of the Christian community. At Joppa , Peter lear-ns 

Christ's wil I that he is to orePch to paga ns ( Acts 10,17-23). He 

also learns,at the s -me time, interestingly enough, that God has, 

by a new ere tive act, abel ished forever the distinction between 

cleun an d unclean ( Acts 10,1 1-16). At Caesarea, the repetition 

of the miracle of the first Pentecost besto\ved upon Cornel ius nd 

his household (Acts IC,44-48) banishes any finel doubts Peter may 

have had about recjiving pag ns into the Christian Church;-nd he 

orders their baptism without hesitation~ 

Jerus a lem's r-eaction to this move on t he part of Peter was 

at first by no me-ns favourab I e ( Acts I I, 2). Once eter ex'1 I i ned 

this admission of Gentiles,who had not accepted first the yoke of 
9 

Jud ism, as obedience to the divine will, the Je,vish Christian 

conmunity submitted with generosity to this ne"' revelation. Luke 

tel Is us th-t they "glorified God,snying,'Then even to the pagans 

God has grented r epentance leading to I ife'u( fi cts II ,18). Yet it 

is hard not to feel th&t this conversion of but a h-ndful of Gen-

t i I es was regarded s i 111 I y as an exception to the genera I ru I e, if 

we judge it in the I ight of two other crises of these eventful 

yecrs: the foundation of the church of Antioch nd the so-c I led 

Counci I of Jerusalem. 
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TilE C HU PC II OF ANT I OC H 

The Hellenist founders of the c ~ urch at Antioch showed 

th emse lve s heirs of tephen's princi les by "announcing the 

Good News of the Lord Jesus I so to the Greeks', i.e. the p-

9 ns ( Acts I I ,20). Unprecedented success crowned this new 

d 
'r" • • 

ep~ture,w1th the result that the first Christian community 

of redominantly aga n origin c~me into being. Since it was 

obviously distinct from Jews as wei I as pagcns,it w-s the 

first grou to be Rr the name of nchristian" (Acts I 1,26). 

This attempt at integrating Jewish and Gentile Christians 

appears to have been effected without ny great difficulty. 

Barnabas,a man possessing the confidence of the Mother Church 

of Jerusalem, wes sent to investi ua te the orthodoxy of this 

novel experiment. \hat he fottnd so pleased him thet, fter 

reessuring Jerus - lem cff the genuine Christian s o irit lvhich. 

prev a iled at Antioch, he rem-ined there to head the new com

munity. Eventu a lly, he summoned froM Tarsus Saul the zealot 

who had become a Christi an; nd they \vorked together on the 

b ~ nks of the rontes for wei I over a year. 

1v h t were the c-uses of this successfu I i ntegrc. t ion of 

Jew and Greek in the Anti chian church? One has alre ady been 

indicc.ted: Stephen's te~chi g about the necess rily relative 

nd ephemeral character of the Mosaic institutions. There was 

however nother factor: the absence of the Te pie's influence 

in the Chribtian I ife of Antioch. This made it possible to 

avoid the deep-rooted di~cri . in tion in worship and in social 

relations which, in Jerusalem, would have sep~rated Jewish ~nd 

Gentile Christi ns. Until t'e ppearance of ceetain trouble-

n.aking Christi n Ph<risees,who exceeded the authority vested Jn 

Integration: 10 

~hem by James of Jerusalem (Acts 15,1 ff),ther c was no nse gregat

ion" problem at Antioch (cf. G I 2,1 1-21). Moreover, the Euc ,, rist 

bee me the unrivalled I iturgical focus of Antiochian Christianity; 

and ·, t 1 s, I b I · e •eve, scarcely accidental th ~ t the first divinely 

i n sp i re d c - I I to the Gent i I e m i s s i on s s h c u I d he v e o c c u r red i n that 

community during t 1e performence of the Eucherist (lets 13,1 ff). 

PAUL THE APC TLE OF TilE Gc~ TILES 

The sending of Barnabas and Saul u on a tour of eva gel izat 

ton through lower l si a Minor \VfS not only to "o en the Hoor of 

the Feith to the p2gans" (Acts 14,27). It eventu lly brought the 

leaders of the apostolic Church together for a meeting in Jeru

salem at which the princiole of Gentile I iberty vis-a-vis the 

Law of Moses was re-cffirmed by Peter (Acts 15,7-1 I) and was even 

~dm i tted by the Jewish-Christi an wing of the Chu r•ch in the per-

son of James,bisho of Jerusalem (Acts 15,12-21). The promulgat

IOn of this CJtristian Magna Charta was the last import-nt offi

cial act of the proto-church of Jerusalem in her functi 0 , as 

guardian of 0bristian orthodoxy,before her disappearance intb 

the mists of history with t e appro-ch of Titus' armies. 

Jt is interesting to note that the nly restrictions placed 

on Gentile-Christian freedom aimed at facilitating social relat

ions between Je \ ish '"'nd Gentile Chr-.istians in mixed co 11munities. 

Three of the re gulations regard foods considered uncleNn by Jews 

( nd hence to be avoided at co ~un I meals),wJ,ile a fourth, ro-

scribing "fornicationu prob~bly concerned marriages whicll the 

t'•osa i c law cons i Jered i nvD I i d . In the later -ul i r e foun ations, 

these decrees were reg~rded as without force,since P~ul solves 

si milar dietary questions at Cori nth,for example, solely in terms 

of the Christian virtues of rudence and h · ( c a r I t Y I Cor 8, I - I I , I ; Rom 
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13,8-15, 13). Once this point 1n the devel opnent of epostol ic 

whristianity is r~ached, the social aspects of the question 

of Gentile integeetion in the Church have become of much less 

sign i f i cance. llenceforth the Judaeo C' .r i st ic n e I ement is a 

minority and its influence is on the \vane. 

PAUL AND THE JUDAIZE, S 

There was however a vexing question with which Paul 

had yet to cope during the years when his mission"'ry activity 

was eeaching its zenith: the provocat ion within Gentile com-
D 

munities cert in judvizing Christians by their rn-

sistence that even those of ugan origin must conform to the 

ethos of Judaism. In the course of Galatians and Romans,Paul 

hammers out the Christian answe r to two questions: the pi ce 

of law,considered as an extrinsic norm of conduct, 1n Christian 

I ife; and the validity of the Gentile Cl ·ristian claim to be 

children of Abr ham. 

On the subject of the Christien's rdation to law, Pau l's 

thought naturally ta-es its rise fro~ his conviction that in 

Christ a ll men are freed f,.~om the Mosaic Law. Hence the Christ

ian vocation is essentially a cal I to I iberty (Gel 5,13,18).The 

~losaic L~w was I ike a "pedagogue",the slave whose duty was to 

lead the child to them ster for instruction (Gal 3,23-24).With-

in the bcoader concept of OT salvation-history, Pau l sees the 

economy of the Law as an intrusion (G~I 3,17) which however left 

intact the earlier and more si9nificant economy of the Promise 

made to tbr ham ( •om 4,13). It \vcs a regime of m"'lediction (Gal 

3,23-24),under which "no mAn is justified in God's sight" (G-1 3, 

I I); it was imposed by God "because of tr~nsgress ion' ( Ga I 3, I 9) . 

It is to be observed however that Christi n I iberty as au I 
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conceived it had notl i ng to do \' i th the GreEk idee I of freedom. 

It is a spontaneous service of God under the pervadi '9 i~fluence 

of the Holy Spirit who dh'el Is in the just and directs him,as God's 

adoptive son, to uwalk according to the Spirit' (Rom 8,4 fF). It 

is in striking contrast with the uold lettern of the ~losaic legis-

lation:not indeed as code to code, or as a higher to a less perfect 

moral ideal, but as an interior dynemic divine force to alI extrin-
10 

sic law. Thus,as Aauinas remarks in his Summa Theo!ogi£,2, relying 

on the authority of Au~ustine, Paul would i~clude under uthe letter 

that kil Is" (2 Cor 3,6),nany scripture existing external to men,even 

of those moral precepts such as are co tained in the Gospel". And in 
I I 

his treatise on justification, Robert Sell armine expl ins the aut ine 

antithesis between the U! I a\.v of worksn nd the "I a\ of fa i th'• ( om 3, 
11 the I aw ' \"ork s, on the A post I e' s vie\', is th t \.vh i ch commands 

27), by remarking that the I aw of 1'f' i th is faith i tse If \vh i ch obtltJ ins 
must be done; 

the grcce ~hat the la\v ' of works . commands."---?> And 7 •.J 

he c.dds, nHence it fol I ows t~ . at not on I y the I aw of Moses, but I so 

the I a\v of Christ, insofar as it comt ends anyt~ i ng, is the I ~w of 

works; while the 1-w off ith is the spirit f f ith by which not only 

we Christi ns but also the patriarchs, the ~rophets, nd alI the just 

have obtoined the gr ce of God,and being justified gratuitously by 

this same gr ce, have obs~rved the COlM-nLments of the Ia~. 

Is there then,according to ~aul , no roo'l for l aw of any kind in 

the Christian Church? There is;but law occupies of necessity a second-

ry role,sobordinate to wh t lgnetius Loyola 1n his Constitutions c~l Is 
I 2 

nthe interior law of ch rity and love". The picture of the ChPistic-n 

I ife given in omans 8 is an ide2I:Paul knew better th~n most that not 

c I Christi ns are saints. Elsewhere,he g tves tNo reesons \vhy the Church 

must promulgate laws and regulations s norms of conduct. The first 

re oson is th--t the m · "t f C' · JOrl Y o nrtstians are s1nners and so require 
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to be aided by the constraining help of law,for the si 1ple rec.;son 

Hc:t th~y are not sufficiently attuned to the inner voice of the 

Sp i r· it (I Tin I 1 9). The second r~ son P u I gives is th;:)t even the 

hoi iest Christi n is never• Free frofTI the danger of falling from 

gr ce (Gal 5, 17);t'nd hence he needs an objective guide for his f=-11 i-

ole conscience. 

aul never forgets however that any law romu!g ted by the 

Christian Church must soMehow be an expression of thet one command 

\vh i ch sums up a I I I w 1 '•Thou sh It I ove thy neighbour as thyse If" 

(Gal 5, 14; 1oM 13,9). This most ch r · cteristic~l ly Christian atti-

tude,wl,ich as we hvve seen has n ver been fiorgotten by the C~urch 1 s 

gr~-test theolosical minds, is in direct ooposition to that soirit 

of he1rasaism 1 \vhich ended by do•ninnting Jud aism. It not only me-de 

possible the integration of Gentile Christians into the Je\>Jish Christ
O\vn 

1 an Church; it a I so assured the Church 1 s/ I i ber~f; ion fro11 the reI i g-

1on in which she had been born. 

He have noh' to consider the second theo I og i ca I rinciole \vhich, 

than ks to ul's genius, olayed its p rt in the integration of con-

verts from p ganism: I refer to the relation of these Christians to 

~br ham. The import nee of this issue can be seen in the assu~ption 

of the Jewish Christian party in the -postol ic age that unless pagans 

should come to Christianity via Jud ism they had no hope of inheriting 

the Promise Y- hweh h d sworn to confer upon Abraham 's"seedn,since they 

had not racial affiliation with that p·trirrch. 

ne c n well imagine that this become a burning question in the 

Pauline churches where the fpostle had repeatedly rejected alI the ob-

serv~ncus of the ~os ic Law. If such Christians had not tics with 

~loses or ~osaic i.1stituti ns,since ,;-ul h d tau ght them that selvetion-

history consisted of only two ess-ntial moments, the romise to Abra-
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ham and its fulfilment in Christ, it w.:-ts of course essential that 

these ChristiBns of agan origin should be able to invoke the catron-

age of Abr ham. For even • au I dmitted thet only Abr _h m's heirs 

had . a val.id claim upon Abr""hnm's promise. 

Paul established the rdetionship between Abraham and the:se 

Gentile Christians by developing the true conceotion of braham's 

paternity as a complet~ly supernatural one,due so ely to God's 

gracious and wholty gratli tous favour towards the p triarch. In 

Galatians, Paul shows that Abr ham's univers•t f therhood is the 

result of God's free choice and of braham's loving,trusting faith, 

antecedent to the perform~nce of any 'good worksu and to the recent-

aon of circumcision,the symbol of his justifying f ith (Gal 3,6-29; 

Rom 4,1 I; cf. Gn 12,2-3; 15,6;17,23-24). The su reme proof of the 

supernatura I ch aracter of this \vho I e econ or1y, of course, is the fact 

that God made good his Promise in 1 is own incarnate Son (Gal 3,15-29; 

4,4-6). In the letter to the om ns, ) ul cites T history to prove 

that mere carnal descent fron Abraham, s the history of lsmael nd 

of Esau be rs witness, is without significPnce for salvatio (I om 9, 

6-12; Gal 4,22 ff).Accordingly, only those w1o have the true f ith 

found in br-ham are,reg rdless of racinl ties, genuine sons of Abra-

ham (Gal 3,9,14,18,22; om 4,11-12,16). ~Lore positively, it is by 

the Christian's identific tion through gr~ce with Christ, Abraham 's 

'~seed" ~ exce I I ence, th t the Gent i I e s inherit the Promise ( Ga I 3, 

29 ,29). 

\ i th these que stions sett I ed, the i ntegrt: t ion of Christi ns of 

pagan origin becomes, in the history of the Chu ch, not only an accom-

pi ished f~ct,but a theologically justified event in th~t Christian 

sacred history to which the NT bears i spired testimony. 
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