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Son of Man in Daniel =13

Because no two translations will aver be the same. You cannot translate
anything exactly from one language to another language. 350 God cause that
we wonld have different translations so that we might put them together snd
cone nearer to the idaa that Jesus actuslly expressed. 0f course Jesus saild
the sazme stories, the same parsbles, the teachings he gave them many times.
Hnd one gave the exact words he gave them onme time, and another another time.
So this wmatter of agrecwents and differences between the CGospels is no problem
actvally, when you get down to it; umless you want to believe this idea that
a long t;im afterwards these various traditions began.

Wel.z. now they havwa the problem with these theories that
the Son of Hen statements appear frequently, approximately 8) tinmas, and that
you doa't find Christian literature after 100 £.D. using the Term Son of Man,
for the Lord Jesus Christ. 5o how did they come to have this: as the modernist
eritics think all this writiag came years after Christ arose. If he never
said that how & did these temms originate?

They decide well-he sald this statement and this he dida't and so they
cast it aside. One writer who wrote two big books on the subject said, I don't
believe Jesus ever called himseli the Som of Man. Sc when He says that any-
one who says anything against me om earth, the Son of Man will judge him for
it in days to come:. they say that means the Son of Man was different famx
frow him. And that‘s the only verse they cam build that idea on.

But there is this Jewibh idea of Son of ‘{an coming and so Jesus already
had this idea of the coming and that's how it got in there. Well, for all
that to develop there's no evidence in Jewish literature anywhere therz ever
was such en idew, among the Jews at the time of Christ. o evidenee for it.

;. For evidence such an idea developed, for proof, look at this one verse in
John. In Danlel. Does this ome verse offset the 90 in Ezekiel. It's a rather
absurd idea, tiey say Ch look at the Apoecrophal book of &noch which was
discoveraed about 1870 ia an Ethiopic translation. Ifost scholars read this
Ethiopic translation. of this long book they call the Book of Enoch which has
a couple of hundred chapters in it and they say this was written about 200 B.C.
And this speaxs about the Son of Man, and what the Son of Man is going to do,ete.
They say that is where all this started, that shows it is a Jewish idea.

But in this Book, the section that talks about the Son of Man(calded the
Similitudes) is oune particular sectionof the Book [of Enoch]. About 100
years ago (or 1 guess later than that) there was a copy of a Graek Book of
Enocii, & part of the book, was discovered and this section wae not in it at
all. Now at the Dead Sea Scrolls they found sections of the Book of Enoch
and this whole section of about 50 chapters which has perhaps 5 references
to what it calls the Son of Man, is not in the book at all! So a great many
scholars today say thils book wasn't even written till after 100 A.D. and
it represents the ideas of some renegade Christians who keep certain Christisn
ideas and put this in it about the Son of Man.

S0 I read you the title of one article: Exit the Apocalyptic Son of Man.
Then another writes: Re-enter the Apocalyptic Son of Man. That thare was such
an idea of the trewendous figure of the Son of Man, and that's what Jesus was
‘{elaiming has no prooi whatever]



	LinkTextBoxLeft: http://www.macraelib.ibri.org/Lectures.htm


