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Introductory Lecture: Official Catholic Teaching
Introductory Remarks. In order to make room for this presentation, I will omit the presentation on the Psalm.
Those who teach parish Bible study groups often encounter a problem:


Many people who attend their class have picked up a lot of “bad information” about the Bible online.

Much of the online material on the Bible is written either by atheists / agnostics, or by fundamentalists.

I honestly don’t know which is worse! There is more than a little wisdom in this cartoon!
[image: image1.jpg]



We are not going to stop people from getting information online.

What we can do, is direct them to good websites.   

This presentation is a small effort to take a stop in the right direction.
Catholic Church Documents related to Biblical Studies
https://www.catholic-resources.org/ChurchDocs/index.html 
complied by Fr. Felix Just (“Yoost”)

click on the link.  Share the Screen.
Most Recent Documents  (from Pope Francis)

Documents from Recent Ecumenical Councils
SECOND VATICAN COUNCIL: DEI VERBUM
Notice: the typeface stresses the more important documents!
First Vatican Council

Council of Trent

scrolling down a little: Catechism of the Catholic Church (English & Spanish)

Remarks from PJM, not Fr. Just

The CCC gets an “A” from Catholic Biblical Scholars on its principles of scriptural interpretation.

However, it only gets a “C” on how it applies those principles in the rest of the Catechism.

Story about the Seminarians at Baltimore

scrolling down a little more:
Documents of the Pontifical Biblical Commission  
(Selected entries, listed from the most recent to the oldest)

[PJM:  Why is this order important?]

“The Inspiration and Truth of Sacred Scripture” (2014)


“The Jewish People and Their Sacred Scripture in the Christian Bible” (2001)


“The Interpretation of the Bible in the Church” (1993)

“Instruction on the Historical Truth of the Gospels” (1964)



Note link to Fitzmyer’s commentary!

Papal Documents [fairly long section-- just hit the highlights!]

Pope Leo XIII, Pope Pius X, Pope Benedict XV, Pope Pius XI, pre-Divino Afflante Popes

Pope Pius XII
DIVINO  AFFLANTE  SPIRITU (1943)

Pope Paul VI


Pope John Paul II


Pope Benedict XVI


Pope Francis

[web page distinguishes “importance” by typography]
MOST IMPORTANT [only 1 of these] 
Very Important [7 of these] 
Important [22 of these]


Less important [only 3 of these]
Neo-Vulgate Bible  Jerome’s Latin, updated from findings of ancient manuscripts

Most people are surprised that we have access to a greater number of ancient manuscripts than Jerome did!

Other Biblically-Related Writings  [selections]
Biblical Fundamentalism: What Every Catholic Should Know -- R. Witherup, 2001

“The Fundamentalist Challenge,” (4 pages), R. Brown (1990)


I am disappointed that the link does not lead to Brown’s article!


Rather it is linked to “Catholic Answers,”  a rather “militant-apologetic” Catholic site.  


The spirit of “Catholic Answers” is very different from the work of Raymond Brown!


(more on this shortly -- after we finish the tour of this web-page.)
 

 “A Pastoral Statement for Catholics on Biblical Fundamentalism,”  USCCB, 1987
Published Collections of Church Documents
Every Catholic high school needs every one of these in the library. Every Catholic parish that has a library needs them.
Epilogue. Brown’s article “The Fundamentalist Challenge,” published in Catholic Update in 1990.

Available -- but only in Spanish -- from Liguori   https://www.liguori.org/el-desafio-fundamentalista.html
Here is a link from Fr. Pat to the Catholic Updates on the Bible, most of them in English https://www.liguori.org/catholic-update-newsletter-parish/catholic-update-bible-study-parish.html?p=1 

Catholic Update is aimed at those with a high-school / junior college education.

The “updates” are simple 4-page fliers, and are usually very good!

First Reading, Jeremiah 31:7-9 

1. X Proclaims the First Reading, NAB. All write down words, phrases, images which “resonate.”
2. Echo Back a Response. There is no discussion, no questions except for clarification.
Participants share words and images which struck the heart and mind and imagination as they listened.  
3. Echo The Tradition (Fr. Pat’s Presentation)
Background: Jeremiah Lived in Troubled Times

He was born about 650 B.C.
His call as a prophet happened in his early 20’s.
His ministry lasted approximately 40 years


627 B.C., the 13th year of King Josiah (Jer 1:2)

587 B.C., the 11th year of King Zedekiah (Jer 1:3)

Jeremiah died in Egypt, sometime after 587 B.C.
King Josiah began a reform, insisting that the Israelites worship only YHWH, the LORD.

Jeremiah was an enthusiastic supporter of this reform.

It ended in 609 B.C., when Josiah was killed at the battle of Megiddo by Egyptian Pharaoh Neco. (2 Kgs 23:39)

His son Jehoahaz returned to the previous practice of worshipping other gods, in addition to YHWH (2 Kgs 23:32)

In 612 B.C. the Assyrian Empire fell to a new Colossus on the world stage, Babylon.
When a Babylonian Army surrounded Jerusalem, Jeremiah interpreted this as the LORD’s just punishment.


He told the soldiers on the wall they were not fighting against the King of Babylon.


Rather, they were fighting against YHWH, their own God.


He was condemned as blasphemous and unpatriotic.



Imagine a contemporary preacher who claimed that attacks from Al-Qaeda were God’s just punishment!
Paradoxically, the unpatriotic oracles of Jeremiah became a source of hope during the Exile.

If they were in Exile because Marduk (god of Babylon) was more powerful than YHWH, there was no hope.


If they were in Exile because their own God was punishing them -- perhaps he would relent!

“Jeremiad” = Tirade of Condemnation
This oracle is different.  It has a hopeful tone, similar to the oracles of Second Isaiah. [See remarks for last week.]
Scholars debate the literary relationship to these oracles and those of Second Isaiah.

Are these later additions to the generally condemnatory prophecies of Jeremiah?


Like the words of other prophets, Jeremiah’s oracles were collected  and assembled by disciples.


Did some of these disciples add “footnotes,” as it were?

Or did Jeremiah have a hopeful message, once the exile began.

Jeremiah’s most famous oracle, later in this chapter (31:31),  prophesies a “new covenant.”

God as Father in the OT
“I am a father to Israel ||and Ephraim is my first-born” (Jer 31:8)  
Say to Pharaoh “Israel is my first-born.” (Exodus 4:22)

These verses are closer than they look! 


At one time Ephraim was the largest tribe in Israel. “Ephraim” could stand in for “Israel.”


As an analogy, consider how “Washington” and “Moscow” can stand for the USA and Russia, respectively.


Note the “synonymous parallelism” between Israel & Ephraim.

The line is also a chiasm
If you link the respective parallel parts, you get an X, which is what chi looks like in Greek!


“I am a father to 
Israel

and  Ephraim 
is my first-born”
A “chiasm” is considered an elegant poetic device, a way to stress something really important.

With a little practice, you can start recognizing these when you read Hebrew poetry.

The tip-off to look for a chiasm in a regular line is when two synonyms are side-by-side:  Israel and Ephraim
Old Testament Names & God as Father

Joab, David’s general
“the LORD is Father”

Abijah, a son of Samuel
“my Father is the LORD” 

Eliab, David’s older brother
“my God is Father”
Abi-el, Saul’s grandfather
“my Father is El [God]”

Abram /Abraham
“the Father [probably God] is exalted” 

Remarks on the Psalm Response

In order make room for the first presentation about “online resources” I have omitted a full treatment of the psalm.

However, here are a few tips for lectors, who often do the psalm when it is not sung by a choir.

Response:  The Lord has done great things for us; we are filled with joy.

NOT:  The Lord has done great things for us; we are filled with joy. 
NO!  NO!!  NO!!!

Lord . . . great . . . us;  we . . . filled . . . joy.

The Lord has done great things for us; we are filled with joy!
YES!!!

Not stressing “done” is an exception to the usual advice to stress the verb. 


In the underlying Hebrew, the idea “do-great” is expressed by one word, higdil.


But if you stressed the verb “done” that would be a minor problem, compared to stressing a preposition!
4. X Proclaims the First Reading from a Second Translation
5. Questions, Comments, Observations: Echo the Tradition Again
6. Participants Name the Good News: for the original listeners; for the present-day hearer.

7.  Name the Challenge. Participants share the challenges of the text for the first hearers.  
How does the text challenge the experience and understanding of the present day listener?  
What is the pain and bondage and brokenness in the human situation touched by this text?   

Second Reading, Hebrews 5:1-6
1. X Proclaims the Second Reading, NAB. All write down words, phrases, images which “resonate.”
2. Echo Back a Response. There is no discussion, no questions except for clarification.
Participants share words and images which struck the heart and mind and imagination as they listened.  
3. Echo The Tradition (Fr. Pat’s Presentation)
Verses 1-3 conclude the theme we began last week: Christ as Merciful
Precisely because Christ has suffered as a human being, he can be merciful, compassionate.
The Divine Sonship of Jesus

Every NT author believes that Jesus is “Son of God.”  Each author understands something different by this.

The earliest Christians saw a parallel between “Messiah” (anointed king) and “Son of God.”


Why: because every king of Israel heard Psalm 2 on the day of his coronation:


You are my son:  this day I have begotten you.

That is, on the day of his coronation, the king became “son of God” in a special way that he was not before.

The resurrection of Jesus was viewed as a heavenly enthronement.

Just as Solomon was enthroned as “son of God” the day he was crowned king 


-- over over a piece of real estate the size of Vermont

So Jesus was enthroned as “Son of God” the day God glorified him by resurrection.
We have an example of Psalm 2 being used in early Christian preaching in Acts 13:30
And we bring you the good news that what God promised to our ancestors,  33 this he has fulfilled to us their children by raising Jesus; as also it is written in the second psalm, 

`You are my Son, today I have begotten you.' (RSV 
)
Notice that the preacher  --Luke ascribes the sermon to Paul --
 is thinking about the day of resurrection.

He is not thinking about the story of Bethlehem.  He is thinking of the story of Easter.

Similarly, for Hebrews, Jesus was not a high-priest “from eternity.”

Rather, God made him a high priest on the day he “glorified him” (i.e., raised him from the dead).
Psalm 110  “Order of Melchizedek”

In verse 1, Hebrews had said “taken from among men (NAB, RSV) / mortals (NRSV) / people (NET)”

Here I can visualize many Jewish Christians throwing up their hands and shouting:


-- “From people from the tribe of Levi!”
Now Hebrews begins to argue that Christ is a different kind of priest.

He is not a priest: according to the order of Levi / according to the order of Aaron.

Rather, he is a priest in the same way that Melchizedek was.
Spoiler alert: Since we are not going to cover this of Hebrews this year, I’ll summarize the argument.
Melchizedek was not even Jewish!
He was a priest of “God Most High.”  This was originally a title of the chief Canaanite god, El.  

Later -- centuries after Abraham --  Israelites adopted the title for YHWH, the LORD, their God.
Hebrews argues that Abraham paid a tithe to Melchizedek. 


“And Abram gave him a tenth of everything” (RSV).

Now an inferior gives tribute to a superior.  E.g., common people pay taxes to kings.
Therefore Melchizedek was superior to Abraham.

A bit of ancient biology.
Hebrews imagines not only that Abraham paid tithes to to Melchizedek.  

All of his posterity was present “in his loins” 


Ancient biology knew nothing of the crucial role of the ovum of the human female.


For the ancients, the male seed contained “everything.”  All it needed was a “place” to grow.


That is why a woman who could  not conceive was regarded as “barren / infertile.”


Back to Abraham & Melchizedek.

Present in the loins of Abraham, paying tribute, was his son Isaac, and his grandson Jacob.
More important, also present was Levi, one of the great-grandsons of Abraham.

And when Abraham paid tithes to Melchizedek, Levi, through his great-grandfather, also paid tithes.

Therefore anyone who is a priest in the order of Melchizedek is a better priest than any Levitical priest!

Psalm 110:4  “You are a priest forever according to the order of Melchizedek.”

Acts quotes Psalm 2, but Hebrews is the only NT work to quote Psalm 110.

The name “Melchizedek” occurs 8 times in the NT, all of them in Hebrews.

Originally Psalm 110 proclaimed the reigning Davidic king as a priest!

The psalmist

. . . gives priestly status to the king and promises to be with him in future military ventures (Ps. 104:4-7)

Concerning Melchizedek the NABRE also says:

Melchizedek was the ancient king of Salem (Jerusalem) who blessed Abraham (Gen 14:18-20); like other kings of the time he performed priestly functions.  Heb. 7 sees in Melchizedek a type of Christ.

Immediately after the Exile Jews had no king, only governors of various sorts.

The Torah of Moses was finalized by priestly scribes.  They took care to assure their place in society.
According to Leviticus 6-7, the only ones who can lawfully offer sacrifice are the descendants of Aaron.


The word “king” does not occur in Leviticus, where the laws on sacrifice are given to “Moses.”


“Moses” never mentions non-Levites offering sacrifice.
After the Exile, kings, if there had been any, would not have had the right to sacrifice.
For a short while before Jesus, Herod got the Romans to name him “King of the Jews.”
However at the time of Herod, it had been over 5 centuries since a Jewish king had offered sacrifice.


Herod had the good sense not to try to revive the custom!

Hebrews is now claiming the ancient right of “king acting as priest” for Jesus!

Hebrews imagines God, saying to Jesus, as he enters heaven: 

“You are a priest forever, according to the order of Melchizedek.”
4. X Proclaims the Second Reading from a Second Translation
5. Questions, Comments, Observations: Echo the Tradition Again
6. Participants Name the Good News: for the original listeners; for the present-day hearer.

7.  Name the Challenge. Participants share. Participants share the challenges of the text for the first hearers.  
How does the text challenge the experience and understanding of the present day listener?  
What is the pain and bondage and brokenness in the human situation touched by this text?   
Gospel, Mark 10:46-52 
1. X Proclaims the Gospel, NAB. All write down words, phrases, images which “resonate.”
2. Echo Back a Response. There is no discussion, no questions except for clarification.
Participants share words and images which struck the heart and mind and imagination as they listened.  
3. Echo The Tradition (Fr. Pat’s Presentation)
Mark “frames” the Journey to Jerusalem with the healing of two blind men.

The Blind Man of Bethsaida (Mark 8:22-26) -- we never read on Sunday.  Let’s take a look at it.

. . . they came to Bethsaida. And some people brought to him a blind man, and begged him to touch him.  23 And he took the blind man by the hand, and led him out of the village; and when he had spit on his eyes and laid his hands upon him, he asked him, "Do you see anything?"  24 And he looked up and said, "I see people; but they look like trees, walking."  25 Then again he laid his hands upon his eyes; and he looked intently and was restored, and saw everything clearly.  26 And he sent him away to his home, saying, "Do not even enter the village." (RSV, adapted)
Not a popular miracle story!

The liturgists who put the Lectionary together did not like this story.    Matthew & Luke did not like it either.
Why?  It takes Jesus two tries to heal the man!
Mark loves this story!

Why?  Because it shows the spiritual condition of the disciples!

Peter has just confessed Jesus as the Messiah.

But when Jesus mentions suffering, Peter tells him that cannot possibly be God’s plan!

Jesus had to tell him, “Get behind me Satan!”

In Mark, the disciples are like this first blind man.  They have been partially healed.  But they do not yet see clearly!
Bartimaeus (Bar Timaeus, son of Timaeus) 
The punch-line comes at the end of the story: He [Bartimaeus] followed him [Jesus] on “the way.”
“The way” was an early designation for “the Jesus movement” before the word “Christian” had been invented.

Bartimaeus has received not only sight, but also the insight of faith.
The Frame

Mark sees discipleship as a journey, a growth in understanding of God’s plan, a deepening of relationships.
From verse 1, the reader knows that Jesus is “Christ, Son of God.”  

But what does that mean for Mark?  Mark has story of a miraculous birth.


Nor is there even a hint of that teaching in this Gospel.

In fact, in chapter 3, Mark portrayed the mother of Jesus as a non-believer, along with the other relatives of Jesus.

Last week: the “suffering-glorified son of man” from Daniel shapes Mark’s understanding of “Christ, Son of God.”
The first human being to call Jesus “Son of God” is the centurion, present at his death.

Some have asked me:  “What about Peter?  Did he not call Jesus “the Christ, the Son of God?”

My answer:  Not in Mark!  That’s from Matthew!
4. X Proclaims the Gospel from a Second Translation
5. Questions, Comments, Observations: Echo the Tradition Again
6. Participants Name the Good News: for the original listeners; for the present-day hearer.

7.  Name the Challenge. Participants share the challenges of the text for the first hearers.  
How does the text challenge the experience and understanding of the present day listener?  
What is the pain and bondage and brokenness in the human situation touched by this text?   

� My main resources are: Reginal H. Fuller, Preaching the Lectionary: The Word of God for the Church Today (Liturgical Press, 1984);  Dianne Bergant, with Richard Fragomeni, Preaching the New Lectionary: Year B (Liturgical Press, 1999).


� This information is based on: 1) “The Book of Jeremiah,” the unsigned article immediately preceding Jeremiah in any edition of the NABRE; 2) Katherine M. Hayes,  “Jeremiah,” in the “Reading Guide” of The Catholic Study Bible: New American Bible Revised Edition, third edition (Oxford), RG 338-353.


� Guy P. Couturier (“Jeremiah,” New Jerome Biblical Commentary, 289) argues that the oracle comes from Jeremiah himself.


� Many Hebrew names beginning with “Jo-” in English are Yahweh-names in Hebrew.


� Most biblical names ending with “-jah” (e.g., Abijah, Elijah, Adonijah) or “-iah” (e.g., Isaiah, Jeremiah, Uriah, Josiah, Zedekiah) in English are Yahweh-names in Hebrew


� Many biblical names beginning with “El” or ending with “-el” are El-names; e.g., Gabriel, Raphael, Michael, Ezekiel, Daniel.  The Arabic name for God, Allah, comes from the same root.  By the way, “Allah” is not the Moslem word for God; it is the Arabic word for God.  In the Bible read by the Christian Arabs (e.g., of Bethlehem and Nazareth), the first sentence is “In the beginning Allah created the heavens and the earth.


� The interpretation of Abraham as “father of a multitude of nations” (Gen 17:5) is actually a bad pun -- Abraham sounds a little like Ab-hamōn “Father-of-a-multitude-of.”


� RSV, modified.  Archaic English updated: e.g., “thee” > “you.” The translation is inclusive: e.g., “the fathers”  > “our ancestors.”


� Luke, the author of Acts, attributes this sermon to Paul, and locates it in the synagogue in Antioch in Pisidia (about 180 miles SW of modern Ankara, Turkey).  Whether or not Paul actually said these words to this particular congregation, Luke is probably giving us an example of “typical early preaching” to those familiar with the OT.


� Actually, the Hebrew is not crystal clear here.  It simply says “And he gave him a tenth of everything” -- see the very literal KJV, the NASB, or the Douay, for a literal translation of Jerome’s Latin.  Claus Westermann  (Genesis 12-36 [Augsburg, 1985], 187, note 20a) observes: “Though Melchizedek is the grammatical subject, logically Abraham must have paid tithes to the priest-king.”  Westermann is here quoting W. Schatz with approval.


� Hebrew 5:6,10; 6:20; 7:1,10,11,15,17.


� NABRE, note to Psalm 110.


� NABRE, note to Psalm 110:4.  For more detail, see Konrad Schaefer, Psalms, Berit Olam (Liturgical Press, 2001) pp. 271-272.





