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T AT 4 XADYE (Quaestiones Evangeliorum 2.19) :
Bobert H. Stein, An Introduction to the Parables of Jesus, The Westminster Press, 1981.
According to Augustine, the parable was to be interpreted as follows:
The man going down to Jericho = Adam
Jesrusalem from which = City of Heavenly Peace
he was going
Jericho = The moon which signifies our mortality (there
is a play here on the Hebrew terms for
moon and Jericho)
Robbers = Devil and his angels
Stripping him = Taking away his immortality
Beating him = Persuading him to sin
Leaving him half dead = Due to sin, he was dead spiritually, but half
alive, due to his knowledge of God
Priest = Priesthood of the Old Testament (Law)
Levite = Ministry of the Old Testament (Prophets)
Good Samaritan = Christ
Binding of the wounds = Restraint of sin
Oil = Comfort of good hope
Wine = Exhortation to spirited work
Beast = Body of Christ
Inn = Church
Two denarii = Two commandments of love
Innkeeper = Apostle Paul
Return of the Good Samaritan = Resurrection of Christ
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(4) Robert H. Stein, An Introduction to the Parables of Jesus, The Westminster Press, 1981.

For Luther, the Scriptures were to be interpreted literally, i.e., grammatically, not allegorically.
Whereas Luther was sound in regard to theory , his practice unfortunately was not always
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consistent with his theory in that he tended to allegorize the parables and find everywhere in them
examples of the doctrine of justification by faith.

Clearly, the best and most consistent exegete of all the Reformers was John Calvin
(1509-1564) , whose commentaries contain many lasting insights and still reward their readers.
Like Luther, Calvin protested against the allegorical method of interpretation, and he referred to
the allegorizing of the early church as "idle fooleries." It is not surprizing, therefore, to find in his
works the first explicit rejection of the Christological interpretation of the parable of the good
Samaritan. (49)
A Harmony of the Gospels Matthew, Mark and Luke
With such insights it is obvious that Calvin's methodology for interpreting the parables was

clearly centuries ahead of his time. (50)

(2) EREFEZLA T 2DOBX—A TROEZ OREHM
6 . Adolf Jilicher, Die Gleichnisreden Jesu. Zwei Teile in einem Band, Darmstadt
1976 (1888 / 1899)
Erster Teil: Die Gleichnisreden Jesu im Allgemeinen
Zweiter Teil: Auslegung der Gleichnisreden der drei ersten Evangelien
s T LAY ANV D OB — B OFE LM L SO
- RBWRoONRERGR., 7V A M LADOERY: - UFMHEOBMRICI T DR
fEg—7 LU — i Ex (mm7)
AT ADEZITT U R T L ARRERT: L TR OERIEDOIESN TN D,
B LR B R 0 40 B

7. J)VEwr, Fy RhbHxTLIT A
Rudolf Bultmann, Die Geschichte der synoptischen Tradition, Géttingen, 1979 (1921).
C.H.Dodd, The Parable of the Kingdom, New York, 1961 (1935).
Joachim Jeremias, Die Gleichnisse Jesu, Gottingen, 1984 (1947) .
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Eta Linneman, Gleichnisse Jesu, Gottingen, 1978 (1961) .

Eberhard Jiingel, Paulus und Jesus, Tiibingen, 1979 (1962) .

Robert W. Funk, Language, Hermeneutic, and Word of God, New York, 1966.

Parables and Presence, Fortress, 1982.
The Good Samaritan as Metaphor
Dan Otto Via, The Parables.Their Lirerary and Existtential Dimension, Fortress, 1967.
John Diminic Crossan, In Parable. The Challenge for the Historical Jesus, New York, 1973.

Aos N. Wilder," An Experimental Journal for Biblical Criticism. An Introduction,"
in: Semeia 1,1974.
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, Jesus' Parables and the War of Myths, Fortress, 1982.
Norman Perin, Jesus and the Language of the Kingdom, Fortress, 1980 (1976) .
Daniel Patte, What is Structural Exegesis ?, Fortress, 1976.
Paul Ricoeur, "The Language of Faith / Listening to the Parables of Jesus," in: Charles E.
Reagan and David Stewart (eds.), The Philosophy of Paul Ricoeur, Beacon Press 1978
Gerhard Sellin,"Allegorie und Gleichnis," in: ZThK 75, 1978.
Aurel von Juchen, Die Kampfgleichnisse Jesu, Miinchen, 1981.
Wolfgang Harnisch (hrsg.) ,Gleichnisse Jesu. Positionen der Auslegung von Adolf Jilicher bis
zur Formgeschichte, Darmstadt, 1982.
Herman Hendrichx, The Parables of Jesus, Harper & Row, 1983.
Hans Weder, Die Gleichnisse Jesu als Metaphern, Gottingen, 1984.
Martin Petzoldt, Gleichnisse Jesu und christliche Dogmatik, Gottingen, 1984.
Wolfgang Harnisch, Die Gleichniserzéhlungen Jesu, Gottingen, 1985.
Robert W.Funk, Bernard Brandon Scott, James R. Bultts,
The Parables of Jesus. Red Letter Edition. The Jesus Seminar, California 1988
Robert Winterhalter with George W. Fisk:, Jesus' Parables. Finding Our God Within,
Paulist Press, 1993.
William R. Herzog Il, Parables as Subversive Speech, Westminster / John Knox, 1994.
Eduard Schweizer, Jesus, das Gleichnis Gottes, Gottingen, 1996 (1994) .
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9. Paul Ricoeur," Listening to the Parables of Jesus."
What makes sense is not the situation as such, but, as a recent critique has shown, it is the
plot, it is the structure of the drama, its composition, its culmination, its denouement.  (240)
a network of intersignification, to understand each one in the light of the other (242)
Mt.13:45-46,47-49
Three critical moments emerge: finding the treasure, selling everything else, buying

the field (240)
Event (the newness) / Reversal / Doing
the event comes as a gift. (241)
The power of this language is that it abides to the end within the tension created by the images.
think through the richness of the images / metaphor (242)

The challenge to the conventional wisdom is at the same time a way of life. We are first
disoriented before being reoriented.

reorientation by disorientation, extravagance

this dramatization is both paradoxical and hyperbolic. (244)

surprising strategy of discourse.

To listen to the Parables of Jesus, it seems to me, is to let one's imagination be opened to the
new possibilities disclosed by the extravagance of these short dramas. If we look at the Parables as
at a word addressed first to our imagination rather than to our will, we shall not be tempted to
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reduce them to mere didactic divices, to moralizing allegories. We will let their poetic power
display itself within us.

poetic power of Parables / the Event / Reversal / Decision (moral) (245)
cf. Crossan, McFague
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11. Eduard Schweizer, Luke. A Challenge to Present Theology, John Knox Press, 1982.

Years ago Ernst Fuchs, retired Professor of New Testament in Marburg, said that the only
thing New Testament scholars had founded out in the last fifty years was the fact that Jesus had
spoken in parables. He may have said that tongue in cheek, since this does not seem to be much
of a new discovery. And yet, | think, he took it seriously. (56)

the parable as an expanded metaphor which does not only teach something about reality but
also lets the hearer participate in it (A.Wilder)

It gives absolutuly no information until after the hearer has entered into it and experienced it
from inside itself (D.Crossan)

a parable can never be handed down mechanically, but only by hearers who let themselves
be engaged by its message. (57)

in his parables Jesus came into the world of his hearers,

he refused to sum up his parables in any ready-to-wear formula,

they were models of reality and interpreted by the whole work of Jesus (R.W.Funk) (58)

Jesus comes into the area of our experiences.

God cannot be taught but he be experienced. (58)
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12. J.D.Crossan, In Parables. the challenge of the historical Jesus, Harper & Row,1973.
Parables of Advent : The Sower, The Mustard Seed
Parables of Reversal : The Good Samaritan
Parables of Action : The Wicked Husbandmen, The Servant Parables
Group A: The Doorkeeper, The Overseer, The Talents, The Throne Claimant
Group B: The Unmerciful Servant, The Servant's Reward, The Unjust
Steward, The Wicked Husbandmen, The Vineyard Workers
In Group A normalcy of world was reflected in harmony of structure and homogeneity of
development. In Group B the questioning of this normalcy is reflected in the total lack of
structural homogeneity. (116)
The parables of action all challenge one to life and action in response to the Kingdom's
advent. But the Servant parable introduces a very disturbing note into all this. The temporality of
the Kindgom appears in the three simultaneous modes of advent, reversal, and action. But as
advent takes priority over reversal, so does this latter over action. In the eight parables of the
Servant cluster a theme is presented in ordered normalcy and then is just as carefully reversed and
shattered. Like a wise and prudent servant calculating what he must do in the critical reckoning to
which his master summons him, one must be ready and willing to respond in life and action to the
escatological advent of God. But, unfortunately, the eschatological advent of God will always be
precisely that for which wise and prudent readiness is impossible because it shatters also our
wisdom and prudence. (119f)
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