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a few of which sra mentioned above.The organization was good and ssveral persons
axpressed the desire for more such comzuncation between those engagsd in Bahati

studies and the Baha'!l commmity at large. .
Stephen Lambden

ANNOUNCEMENT OF PORTHCOMING BAHA'I STUDIES SEMINAR

UNIVERSITY OF NEWCASTLE UPON TYNE
DEPT. OF RELIGIOUS STUDIES.*

SAT.17th AND SUN. 18th SEPT.
1983. '

It is hoped that at this forthcoming Bahati Studies Seminar . ‘

papers will be read which fall into one of the following four
{obviously loosely defined ) categories-:

1) The study of Babi-Baha'i texts; ‘ .
2) The study of Babi-Baha'i history; ‘ '
3) The study of Babi-Baha'i doctrine;

4) The study of the Babi-Baha'i movements.

- Offers of papers and enquiries should be addressed to either Dr,
Denis MacEoin, Dept. of Religious-Studies, University of Newcastle
upon Tyne,NEL 7RU,England,U.K., or Stephen Lazbden ( same address).

- & Venue and sponsorship subject to confirmation.,
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Letter to the Editor: A Note bv Christopher Buck on Jesus! Crv

From the Cross.

Exemplary for Baha'i scholarship is Lembden's treatment of Mark
15:34. In making full use of critical apparatus availsble to hirm,
Larbden has been able to test a scriptural “emerdoticn" such as
Backwell ( and possibly the Master) has hazarded.Though I do not have
Lanbden's linguistic command,perhaps I might try to evolve the methcd-
-ology he has trailblazed,by introducing iconographic as well as a few
further textual and extra-biblical considerations.

E.R.Goodencugh has stated that " religious symbols remain as the
greatest unexplored body of historicel data.” 1. The late Cardinal
Danielou in his Primitive Christian Svmbols reviews the important
archaeological data surrounding the symbolisa of tha Cross,which I
shall not reduplicate here.If trust may be placed in Laniclcul's
digestion of the unearthed syrbols,his conclusion could prove crucial
to Danbden's discussion: ¥ The conclusion reached by our inquiry is
this.The sign of the cross is seen to have its origin,rot in an allusion
to Christ's passion,but as a signification of his divine glory." 2.

I submit that one's Christological persuasion in primitive times did,
to a remarkable extent,condition tradition.Jesus says rot only whal vib-
~-rated the air but also what oral and written traditicn redactionally .
filtered.Let us ponder the fact that the traditica of Marx 15:3; has only
Matthew 27:46 as a parallel,which means that in the New Testazment elons,
these words weré accepted by only 50% of the fourfold evangsiists who
transmitted traditions of Christ's 1ife.The other Christian traditions,
ag evidenced by archaeological data,wished to convey the consciousnaess of
the glory of martyrdom,tow can we be s0 certain that Jesus wza not audibly
elated during the finzl moments of his wnthinkably painful exaltation,as
were so many of our Baha'i martyrs, who afford us a "phenomenologicsl®
parallel?

John the Evangelist is a case in point: ke presents no close parallel
for Mark 15:34,yet obliquely ( to hire lLatkden’s word) ™ rewrites" the
verse or at least its purport,to conform to the idea that Jesus was con-
~scious of the glory of martyrdom.Since the Johannine Jesus is so laconic
upon the Cross,one might wonder if John has not in fact dislocated the
saying,transferred it to chapter 12 ard coaflated it with the Voice fron
heaven in verse 28 ! After all patristic exegesis is rot unanirous in
ascribing the utterance of Mark 15:34 to Jesus: Origen,ameng if not the
first of Christian scholars,is anxious to avoid this idea of utter zngst
in loss of faith on Jesus® part,and insists that when Matithew and Mark
report a "Moud" or "great" voice,they are referring to the "divire voice"
by which the cry was augmented. 3-

But if the Cry of Dereliction was indeed evocative of Psalm 22,the
Cry need not have been one of abandorment at all,but rather a Cry of
Victory.This is quite probably what was reflected in the Fbionite
Christian tradition,for the Ebjonite scholar Symrachus entitles the Psalm,
"A Song of Victory™; while Theodotion. ( whom Jerome identifies also as en
Ebiocnite) offers the heading, "To the Victory,", with Jerozme closely foll-
~owing with "To the Victorh, -

Refer S,Larhden, "Mv God.my Cod why hagh thou forsaker re?" or 'Mv God,

my God, how thou hast plorified el 2 in Beha’i Studies Bulletin Vol.l,
No.l. (June 1582),pp.27-42.cf. also Bahg'i Studies Bullevin Vol.l.Ne¢.3.

(Dec.1982),pp.81-2.
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Thus we can see indications that even if Backwell?s/fAbdu'l-Bzha's
erendation is without textual foundation,it is certainly nol without
iconcgrachic or exegetically-textual foundation.We see of course St.Peter
in Acts 3:13 proclaiming the crucifixion in terms of glorification.The two
events of crucifixion and glorification may even be unified as simulatneous
in an extra-biblical verb,Palestinian Aramaic 31zd®géf,which could signify
" to be glorified" as well as "to be crucified®, >.

Apart from Matthew 28:19,no other evangelical saying of Jesus may be so
capable of variation.Not statistically in terms of manuscript witnesses
necessarily,but in terms of the entire tradition itself.For variants to Mark
15:34 were first introduced by the very eyewitnesses of the Crucifixion,wno
.could not all agree on just what Jesus has said?

In addition to the textual variants which Lambden lists,several more come. = -

to the fore: .

k (Codex Bobiensis)= maledixisti ( "taunted")
¢ (Codex Colbertinus= maledixisti( "taunted") .
i (Codex Vindoboensis= maledixisti("taunted") e
" Porphyry(Macarius Magnes,ipocriticus )= "reproached™) :
Peshitta New Testament = ("spared" )
Other witnesses(not specified by NEB) =("shamed"), ..
N A}

These variants are significart to the discussion only in that,though
they do not confirm "glorified" as a reading,neither do they confirm
- "forsaken".Thus the whole thing is still a relatively open question,

Anmong the theological debates I have cursorily followed,Schreiber stands
out as the foremost expornent of the view that the so-called Cry of Dereliction
was in fact a cry of Triumph.Schreiber argues that the Cry was one of exaltat—
-ion or glorification and that this is demonstrated by the response in verse 39
of the centurion,who ironically is the symbol of earthly might and power.That
the centurion interprets the cry in terms of glorification is more intriguing -
sirce the Markan text stales that the centurion saw the Cry of Jesus.Some
manuseripts of Mark omit heard his crv,and I wonder if Schreiberts arguments
should be seen and heard by Mr.Lazbden. )

I have so far offered no textual ground for arguing the possibility that
Jesus mipght have uttered something other than what the majority of the Greek
manuscripts transmit.This has been a weakness in my argument sJust as the lack
of any real redaction criticism has posed its own "Christological difficultym
in Mr. Lambden's argument.But recently with perfect timliness,I have come
' across a textual argument for the reading of ¥abbahtznI(praised") in Roboi
Cotn~Sherbok 's "Jesus' Cry on the Cross: an Alternative View",(in Expository
Tines 93/7(1982),pp.215-217). i -

The Rabbi at University of Kent at Canterbury states that ,assuming Jesus
spoke Aramaic,it is possible to_construe the words of Jesus,not as an Aramaic
translation of Ps 22:1 ( 5fbagtani),but rather as the rhetorical question, )
"My Cod,My God why have you praised me?" ( Szbbahtani) which is transliterated
into Greek in exactly the idertical way as the réndering of Ps 22:1.This
linguistic possibility has sparked in me a further memory of 'Abdutl-Bahals
reported textual emendation which I myself had read several years ago,but at
the time did not write down: The Master was reported to have said that throazh
the change of one single letter,the text was altered to read"forsaken" instead
of "glorified®. I distinctly remember this sequence of textual basis for the
Master’s reported emendation,which ¥r.Lazhden does not transmit in his paper,
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Cohn-Sherbock concludes: "Given thig interpretatiom,Jesus? words should
not be understood as a cry of... desolation...,but ratker as a prayer for
the davning of the reign of God.Hanging on the cross,Jesus would have seen
his life as a fulfillment of Isaiah's prophecy (Isa $52-53)... Thus in the
cry ' elani 'elzhI 13mnah ¥abbahtanI Jesus would have invoked the image of
the glorified servant of the Lofd who,despite his suffering,is 'full of God's
spirit ',) ‘honoured in the eyes of God!, fexalted!, amd 'lifted up high'(Isa
42,t9,52) . ’

Naturally the manuscripts to which ¥r.Lazbden refers carnot be surmoned
as impartial witnesses against the reading of “praised" or "glorified", since
the manuscripts themselves come into existence and a%test to a primarily
canonical tradition! The destruction of rival gospel traditions is a sad fact
of Christian history,so the real variants pre simply not extant.ind how can
appeal to patristic writings,which Mr,Lambden nakes,®ope to give us any indepen~
-ent textual witness? !

I wish to state that, has 'Abdufl-Banz actually proposed such an erendation
of Mark 15:34,1 would hope that Bana'i scholars would seriously entertzin the
idea that he moy well have been right,as a working hypothesis to test out ,Tather
that the opposite,no matter how reny manuscripts may at first be invoksd as cards

stacked against him,Although the evidence presented here is slender and tentative,

thetheology,if not the text,is not lacking in ordor to support the conjeciure

that Mark 15:34 may indeed have yielded a sense of glorification alongside a very .

real Promethean passion.
Christopher Buck
Bellinghem Washingion
20th March 1983.
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A Brief resncnge to Christonher Buck's N¥ote. .

I 2m grateful to Chris Buck for takirg the trouble to respond to my article on
Jesus’cry from the cross dnd. for drawing attention to some further irterestirg
articles on this theme.When I wrote my criginal article I was fully aware of the
post-Markan understanding of crucifixion as exaltation and glorification which
tradition it was not my intention to minirize or de=y.It is debatsble hewever,

whether this understanding of Jesus?! crucifixion or tke progosed reading £2hbshiZn

ng

can be made to overule the Marcan note of forsaxeriess.Though Buck seems to thi
that the Bgha'i theological position cmst deny Jesus? uttering a cry of derslictio
— which is difficult text critically to maintain—-passages within the Bzhati

- writings by no means demand this.Ye indirectly accuses me of taking a position

opposite to that of ¢Abdufl-Baha's supposed interpretation( his last garagra;h 2bo
which wasnot infact ry 4intention at all.In oy original article I quote ~Abdu?l-Bgha

" ( and a pilgrim ndte racording Shoghi Effendits words)to the effect that Jesus did
. utter a cry of forsakeness during his last momenss e the cross. :

M S.Laxzbden.
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