
 

REPORT OF THE THIRTY-SIXTH GENERAL MEETING OF 

THE CATHOLIC BIBLICAL ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA 

Cathedral College of the Immaculate Conception, Douglaston, N.Y., hosted the 
36th General Meeting of the CBA, in session from Monday, August 20, through 

Thursday, August 23. Rev. Thomas J. Gradilone, President of Cathedral College, 

opened the convention with warm words of welcome. Richard Kugelman, C.P., 
of St. John's University, delivered the Presidential Address, "Son of Man The
ology: Some Questions." Father Kugelman's summary of his address is given 
herewith, along with the summaries of the responses by Walter Wifall, and 
James Reese, O.S.F.S. of St. John's University. 

Address 

Did Jesus identify himself with the Son of Man? and how? An examination 

of American scholarship is that of H. E. Todt, The Son of Man in the Synop

sensus in answering this question. But it is my impression that the in-position 

of American scholarship is that of H.E. Todt, The Son of Man in the Synop

tic Tradition. Todt agrees with Bultmann and with his own master G. Born

kamm that Jesus never identified himself with the Son of Man, but that he did 

appeal to the apocalyptic Son of Man as the guarantor of his mission. The 

texts considered conclusive proof for this position are Lk 12:8f. and Mk 8:38. 

For Todt the identification of Jesus with the Son of Man is due exclusively to 

the early Palestinian church. Consequently Todt considers unauthentic all Son

of-Man sayings which refer to Jesus' ministry and sufferings. Among the 

apocalyptic sayings he accepts as genuine only those which, without any 

reference or allusion to Scripture, refer to the Son of Man as an eschatological 

figure distinct from Jesus. Vielhauer's contention that the apocalyptic Son of 

Man and the coming Kingdom are unrelated concepts in Jewish eschatology 

is also influencing the on-going discussion. 

Immediately several questions arise. If apocalypticism, especially the apoc

alyptic figure of the Son of Man, exercised a commanding influence on the 

theology of the Palestinian Church, could we not expect, and should we not 
presume, that it also influenced Jesus' reflections on and understanding of his 

mission? The fact that, with the exception of Acts 7: 56, the Son-of-Man title 

occurs only in Jesus' sayings would seem to indicate a community remem

brance of Jesus' use of the title as a self designation. 

The burden of Jesus' preaching was the coming Kingdom. The Synoptic 

tradition attributes to Jesus the apocalyptic concepts and language of his 

contemporary Judaism. There is no question that this Jewish apocalypticism 

was indebted to the Book of Daniel. Dn 7 :13f. associates the Son of Man with 

the eschatological kingdom. Therefore, could not Jesus, who proclaimed the 
coming of the Kingdom and saw the power of the Kingdom proleptically pres-
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