Interpretation: Luke 24:35
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Question: Why did they recognize Jesus in the breaking of bread (24:30-31) and relate it to all those gathered together in Jerusalem (24:35)?


Preliminary Definitions:

“Relate” (NASB)- ἐξηγέομαι exēgéomai- To tell, narrate, account (Strong’s G1834). 

“Recognized” (NASB)- γινώσκω ginṓskō- To know, at the beginning or completed sense (Strong’s G1097).

“breaking of the bread” (NASB)- κλάσις klásis- to break. The act of breaking, particularly with reference to the bread in the Lord’s Supper (Strong’s G2800)

PDI1: From the basic definitions, it appears that the two men who encountered Jesus in Emmaus relate their experiences with the resurrected Lord (24:34) to those who were in Jerusalem (24:33). They specifically relate to those in Jerusalem that they recognized (knew in a completed sense) that it was Jesus, “in the breaking of the bread” (need to pursue κλάσις in Luke to get significance) and testify that “The Lord has risen” (24:34). 


Literary Context:
Luke 22:19 to 24:30 to 24:35 The revealing of Jesus.

LCE1: “they began to relate their experiences on the road” in (24:35) references the previous narrative that takes place from (24:13-34); where the two men journeyed to Emmaus (13), was joined by Jesus incognito (24:15-16), Jesus asked what they were discussing (24:17), They related to him the things that had just happened in Jerusalem (24:18), how they hoped he was going to redeem Israel, and it’s been three days since all this has happened (24:21). Jesus, still incognito, shared with the two men how Christ needed to suffer and fulfill all that Moses and the prophets wrote in the scriptures (34:25-27)

LCI1: From this, I infer that the two men had become discouraged or became sad (24:17b) by the events in Jerusalem, namely Jesus’ death and burial. They had hoped that Jesus was the one to redeem Israel. The two men knew that Jesus’ body was no longer at the tomb but did not know if He was alive because they did not see Him (24:24b). Jesus, who has not yet revealed himself to the two men, offered why Jesus needed to suffer and enter into His glory (24:26). 

LCE2: In verse (24:35), The two men stated how they recognized Jesus by “the breaking of the bread.” This references the previous narrative in (24:28-31). The two men invited Jesus, who had not made himself known to them, to stay with them (24:29). Then the author states that when Jesus “reclined at the table with them,” took bread, blessed it, and broken it, “He began giving it to them” (24:30). In the following verse (24:31), the author mentions that the two men’s eyes were opened and that they “recognized Him.”

LCI2: From this, I infer that the “breaking of bread” is a significant act that reveals to the two men that it was Jesus who was with them. In (24:24b), it states that they did not see Jesus, but now has revealed Himself to these two men after breaking the bread with them. The two men, sad (24:17b) that it was three days since the death of Jesus (24:20-21), had been with the resurrected Jesus to which their hearts were burning within them while Jesus was traveling and speaking to them on the road (24:32). 

LCE3: The form of the verb term “breaking” (κλάσις), is also used in Luke 22:19 (κλάω). These are the only two usages of this verb in the book of Luke. Luke 22:14-20 is the account of sharing the Passover meal with the apostles (24:14). Jesus “reclined at the table” (24:14), “taken some bread,” “given thanks,” “broke it,” and “gave it to them,” all in remembrance of Jesus (24:19). This specific recounting of the actions of Jesus with the apostles observing the Passover, and to continue observing it to remember Jesus, is nearly identical in the recounting of the activities of Jesus with the two men in Emmaus in (24:30-31).  Also, during the Passover meal, Jesus states the He will “never again eat it until it is fulfilled in the Kingdom of God” (21:16); and “will not drink of the fruit of the vine from now on until the Kingdom of God comes.” (21:18). 

 LCI3: From this, I infer that the two instances, in the book of Luke, where Jesus broke bread with His Apostles and with the two men in Emmaus, appear to be linked. Luke employs a connection between the breaking of bread during Passover with the breaking of bread in Emmaus. The two men in Emmaus “recognize” Jesus after the breaking of bread because of the similarity of action that took place in the observances of the Passover meal. Moreover, Jesus states that he would not eat the bread again until the kingdom of God is fulfilled (21:16). The resurrected Jesus partaking of the breaking of bread in Emmaus, according to Luke’s usage of “breaking of bread,” points to the fact that Jesus’ death, burial, and now resurrection has fulfilled the Kingdom of God, and He is eating the bread with those who follow Him.

A tentative answer to the Question: Interpretation

The two men from Emmaus relate the experiences they encountered with Jesus on their journey, and how they recognized Him through the “breaking of the bread” to testify to those who had a gathering in Jerusalem, that “The Lord has risen”, and that the Kingdom of God is has been fulfilled.


Commentaries:

1. Fitzmyer mentions that the specific use of the verb form “klasis” is found in Acts 2:46, 20:7, 11; 27:35, but it is difficult to distinguish between a reference between the celebration of the Lord’s Supper or ordinary meals. He goes on to state that, “What is above all important is that the disciples report that they knew him “in the breaking of the bread” (v. 35) and not by seeing him.”[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Joseph A. Fitzmyer S.J., The Gospel according to Luke X–XXIV: Introduction, Translation, and Notes, vol. 28A, Anchor Yale Bible (New Haven; London: Yale University Press, 2008), 1569.] 


2. Green emphasizes that the road going back to Jerusalem from Emmaus is different than when they traveled from Jerusalem to Emmaus. The latter was ventured in sadness and hopelessness, while. In contrast, the former was undertaken with joy and great expectation of having witnessed the resurrection of Jesus, who they previously had not seen. The two men’s confession in (24:34) that the “Lord has risen” significant to show their complete conversion. They testified to having recognized Jesus through that breaking of bread. They reported that he was seen by Peter, the implication of the breaking of bread points to the continued fellowship with Jesus around the table. Declaring Jesus has risen in the sharing of meals and the means of salvation around the table.[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Joel B. Green, The Gospel of Luke, The New International Commentary on the New Testament (Grand Rapids, MI: Wm. B. Eerdmans Publishing Co., 1997), 850–851.] 


3. Marshall states, “The report of the two disciples accordingly confirms the story of the appearance to Peter.” Marshall goes on to say that in the reading of scripture and the breaking of bread that Jesus will be recognized.[footnoteRef:3] [3:  I. Howard Marshall, The Gospel of Luke: A Commentary on the Greek Text, New International Greek Testament Commentary (Exeter: Paternoster Press, 1978), 900.] 


While the three commentators address the significance of the two men reporting to the eleven and others in Jerusalem, nothing of additional significance was gleaned from their commentary for my interpretation. They reinforce that Jesus is recognized in the breaking of bread, and having been recognized, the two men can testify in the resurrection of Jesus. Therefore, the preliminary interpretation stands.

Interpretation

The two men from Emmaus relate the experiences they encountered with Jesus on their journey, and how they recognized Him through the “breaking of the bread” to testify to those who had a gathering in Jerusalem, that “The Lord has risen,” and that the Kingdom of God is has been fulfilled.

