Preface



The wonderfulbestowal of assistance from the Lord, Jesus Christ, the Living One, that the blessed Blumhardt experienced and that since has been experienced by others casts a bright light on what we have been told of Jesus’ work on earth. The entirety of all his work came close and alive to us, became more understandable, and divulged itself to us in its great inner coherence as a methodical undertaking for the salvation of the world, which will not pause until this goal has been reached. So his deeds appeared to us in the light of the fulfilment which shone upon us as promises with the message: As I was “yesterday” in my predisposition to mankind and in my power to help them; so I will be “today and in all eternity”.
     This is why it was a matter close to my heart, to gainfor myself first of all a picture of Jesus as the gospels presented it to me in the light of those experiences; as faithful a picture as possible and one gained by means of strict impartiality in the study of the holy writings. I am all the more glad to be able to lay the results before a larger community of readers as in the biography of Blumhardt my humble task left me only limited space to present my thoughts independently  and connectedly.
The historical picture of Jesus is often impaired today in its rightfulness due to our efforts to adapt it for the purposes of greater intelligibility, acceptability and edificationto our modern way of thought. Addressing this danger I would like to adhere to Jesus’ demand, “Change yourmind (according to mine, not mine according to yours)!” I have attempted to achieve the image of Jesus that his disciples, for instance, would have had of him, those “immature ones to whom the Father has revealed it”. My writings, therefore, are not actually meant to serve directly what one today generally calls edification, they are aimed rather at understanding. Edification only holds inner truth when it is based on a single firm foundation, on the acknowledgement of Jesus Christ.  This is why Paul labours (Colossians 2:2) for all those whom he cannot teach personally, that they acknowledge the mystery of God, of the Father, of “Christ”. This purpose, to encourage the acknowledgement of Christ, I would like to deal with from its most important aspect: the historical one.
To accomplish this purpose and in the interests of understanding, it was necessary to make rectifications here and there in our Lutheran Bible translation; as of course has been common practice among theologians for some time. On the one hand this attunes it to the character of our times in which all sciences offer the layman a clear view into the workshops of their research, and on the other certainly to Luther’s manner which, due to his deep respect for the Holy Scriptures, drove him to work on them with the utmost effort so that people would understand the true meaning down to the smallest detail.He is surely glad that in the 350 years that have passed we have continued to work on this, his monumental task. Where I have used words other than those employed by Luther this is always based on the terms in the original text, there are also places where I do not mention this explicitly. Explanations of a purely exegetical nature, particularly in the footnotes, are generally, also where not explicitly mentioned, borrowed freely from the great annotations of von Hofmann.
I wanted to “illuminate” Jesus, as he is described in the gospels, in pictures of his life in a way that each picture will shed light onto the others. This word “illuminate”, which was part of the title of the first edition of this book, was merely to indicate the narrow boundaries in which I saw my task delineated. As, for instance, a photograph shows us the beauty of a carving or bas-relief or something similar with no further aspect at all than that of illumination, so I hoped above all to be able to let an explanatory ray of light fall on the pictures given by the gospels. However, I have now struck out this word as, and I was partly to blame for this, it was understood in a different way.
I aspired only to the most provisional wholeness of the picture while comforting myself with the thought that the recognition of Christ could only ever remain piecemeal at best. With regard to chronological questions I have limited myself to the beginning and the end of the deeds of Jesus where only, perhaps, firm ground can be gained and where solely also, the chronological order has a higher spiritual significance. Otherwise I have treated this aspect as peripherally as it was obviously also treated by the evangelists. Whether the many findings that some deem to have discovered with regard to the chronological progression of the life of Jesus are truly reliable I take leave to doubt.
Let he whose picture I illuminate reveal to the reader anything which I have stated wrongly. What is right, however, even if expressed inadequately, is to place in his bright light and to pour his mild light of peace over such passages where I have been too disputatious!
That through these writings he is revered, that is my only wish, and indeed also my hope.
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