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GETTING MARTHA OUT OF THE KITCHEN: LUKE 10.38-47 A

Warren Carter

holarship is divided in its assessmen; .
e

Lesentation 0 Luke—Acts'.1 I Luke an 0ppressor or libery
ce read with or against the text? One way aheaq i ﬂ:.

tion of the sections of the Lukan narr,; e

ve

Must the audien ;
i i -evalua

rrent 1m asseisare : : |

cu P Jarger conclusions arise. In this paper [ sha)l 1.

m which these .
g:;mine the story of Martha and Mary. My argument is that the perj cope
ned with the need for busy Christian people to

. not primarily concer tht d for |
:ospitl;ble,z or with the superiority of liturgical over diaconal ministry,
or with Jesus’ blessing on the education of women,* or with ren deving
women in leadership > nd ministry roles invisible.® Rather, by building

ry Lukan s¢

ContempOra :
f women 11

+  Originally published in CBQ 58 (1996), pp- 264-80. Reprinted by permission,
1. See RJ. Karris, “Women and Discipleship in Luke’, CBQ 56 (1994), pp. 1-20
(reprinted in this volume, pp. 23-43); J. Schaberg, ‘Luke’, in C. Newsom and S. Ringe
(London: SPCK; Louisville, KY: Westminster/

(eds.), The Women's Bible Commentary
John Knox Press, 1992), pp. 275-304 (pp- 278-82, 288-89); Mary Rose D'Angelo,
"Women Partners in the New Testament’, JESR 6 (1990), pp. 65-86; eadem, "Women in

Luke-Acts: A Redactional View’, JBL 109 (1990), pp- 441-61; Jane Kopas, ‘Jesus and
Women: Luke’s Gospel’, TTod 43 (1986), pp- 192-202; Rosalie Ryan, “The Women from
Galilee and Discipleship in Luke’, BTB 15 (1985), pp. 56-59; Ben Witherington I1J,On
the Road with Mary Magdalene, Joanna, Susanna, and Other Disciples—Luke8.13,
ZNW 70 (1979), pp. 243-48 (reprinted in this volume, pp. 133-39).

2. L.Jones, ‘The Virtues of Hospitality’, Christian Century 109 (1992), p. 609.

3. B.Gerhardsson, Memory and Manuscript: Oral Tradition and Written Transmission
in Rabbinic Judaism and Early Christianity (trans. E.J. Sharpe; ASNU, 22; Lund: CWK
Qleerup, 1961), pp. 239-45; B. Reicke ‘Instruction and Discussion in the Travel Narra-
tive’, SE 1 (TU 73), pp. 206-16 (esp. pp. 212-13).

4. Ben Witherington ITI, Wormen in the Ministry of Jesus: A Study of Jesus’ Attitudes
fCO Women and Their Roles as Reflected in His Early Life (SNTSMS, 51; New York
Vérpbr1dge University Press, 1984), p. 101; R.J. Weems, Justa Sister Away: A Wormanist

ision of Women's Relationships in the Bible (San Diego, CA: LuraMedia, 1988), pp- ¥

(esg. Pp- 44-48); Schaberg, ‘Luke’, pp. 288-89.
Mar‘tha Eﬁiﬂakjth Schiissler Fiorenza, ‘A Feminist Critical Interpretation for Liberatio™
. g ;}rly (Lk..10.38-z'12)’, Religion and Intellectual Life 3 (1986), PP: 21-36 (eSP:
/ Theological Criteria and Historical Reconstruction: Martha and Mary
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Wor® " the women s leadership byt 5] " .

jdent i
,\:;j hearers about lmpOrtant aSpects of the S the gos
ad " That two women supply the focy,q ;o My o leadersh,p .l

s L )
i da of evaluating Luke’s pr, _ INSignif;
. age p eSentanOn of w()gr‘e:cam f()r lhe

I

the story is conventionally descri
Idha";?h Martha receives more atte);ution t}?:nd as the story of Marth, S
N names her and presents her as the subject of the(::q e openi
into her house’ (in some manuscripts); ; 10 39 g0
. to her as swtelf ; Lk. 10.40 divulges her inte;nal efines Mary in
istracted'); her question to Jesus determines he res; off:;m kit
10 4142 underline her’ situation through Jesus’ oq i f; scene; k.
srison with Mary. This focus, though, as Elisabeth, Sy u:s’; th.e com-
convincingly demonstrated, does not legitimate 5 lariz:r'Florenm
WOWO men.? Mary plays an integral part through her dI:i ﬁho? 9f the
her role in Lk- 10.39, and the perplexing comparison inﬂa lf(l)n4 25152:’ :
1042, Any

interpretaﬁon of the scene must account for both women i
ers.

The nature and significance of Martha’s action in Lk 1033
received Jittle investigation. Conventional analyses see . 10.38 have
harried hostess performing her kitchen duties without help frolm'a as the
geveral indicators in the context and in the presentation of ﬂxeﬁz;

Luke 10.38-42', in H. Waetjen (ed.), Protocol of the Colloquy of the Center for Her-
meneutical Studies in Hellenistic and Modern Culture, 53 (Berkeley, CA: Center for
Hermeneutical Studies in Hellenistic and Modern Culture, 1987), pp. 1-12. The seven
responses (pp. 13-38) and the discussion (pp. 41-63) which follow address both
Fiorenza's larger agenda and aspects of her interpretation of the story of Martha and
Mary; E. Schiissler Fiorenza, But She Said: Feminist Practices of Biblical Interpretation
(Boston: Beacon Press, 1992), pp. 52-76. Earlier, EM. Tetlow (Women and Ministry in
the New Testament [New York: Paulist Press, 1980], p. 104) proposed a similar analysis.
See also Schaberg, ‘Luke’, pp. 278-82, 288-89.

6. [YAngelo, 'Women Partners’, pp. 77-81.

7. Loveday Alexander, ‘Sisters in Adversity: Ret
. Brooke (ed.), Women in the Biblical Tradition (Studies in
~ Lewiston, NY: Edwin Mellen Press, 1992), pp. 167-86 (esp- PP-

 this volume, pp. 197-213).

8. Fiorenza, ‘Feminist Critical Interpretati

elling Martha's Story’, in GJ.
Women and Religion, 31;
177-78) (reprinted in

o', pp. 21-36.
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L“kc
indicate this to be an unlikely req

ding wi.:
pericope. N8 whic, Ml
The scene occurs in the context of Luke
interprctgrs havg seen the Peri_mp@ con tl‘ibut; " “‘"r.\uv ;
general instruction about disciplegh; ( Oat" > the < w
God™"), they have paid little attention gy, Ting the
this context and the story.,

12 . ) ec
This neglec i Surpy

9. The literature on the traye Narrative jg extengj '\,’ “aoind
bibliography, see the commentaries; also W, Grundmann ‘;:t For discyy 5
des lukanischen “Reiseberichts””, ZNW 50 (1 9\ . ragen de,
f]nterpretationofLukersCentralSection(Luke9.51-1944 VL gy o
) / e e
theologica 6 (1975), pp. 3-36; C.L. Blomberg, ’Midrash, C})\ NCe 1856, gy, . <Rl 9 msm

i a bip;, ¢
Luke’s Central Section’, in R.T. France and D. Wenhan, (e?:')“"s‘i and the Qu:;\l:: :‘ :oﬂge Lord. C
Historiography (Gospel Perspectives, 3; Sheffield: jsoT ress: '19;dles in Miryg ke o e ?05‘“
Moessner, Lord of the Banquet: The Literary and Theological Sign i}iC"nce’ P-217.6). DR e use
Narrative (Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1989). fthe Lukqy Tray,

10. So M.J. Lagrange, Evangile selon saint Luc
1948), p. 316; G.B. Caird, The Gospel of Saint Luke (Westminster Pelic
Philadelphia: Westminster Press, 1964), P- 149; EE. Ellis, Tpe G
Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1974 [1966]), pp. 161-62; 1. H. Marshall, Ty, Gospel of [
(NIGTC, 3; Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1978), pp. 439, 451; E. Stagg and T, 5‘:1
Woman in the World of Jesus (Philadelphia: Westminster Press, %

: 1978), p. 25,1,
Fitzmyer, The Gospel According to Luke I-IX (AB, 28; Garden City, NY: Doublegyy

1981), p. 826; E. Schweizer, The Good News according to Luke (Atlanta; John Knox Pregs
1984), p. 167; R.C. Tannehill, The Narratipe Unity of Luke-Acts (2 vols FENT; Philadel.
phia: Fortress Press, 1986-90), I, pp. 136-37; J. Brutscheck, Die

(EBib; Paris; J. Ga

baldy, 8th ey
an COmmem.;nﬁ
0spel of Lyk NGy,

Maria-Marta-Erziihlung: HTR63

Eine redaktionkritische Untersuchung zu Lk 10.38-42 (BBB, 64; Frankfurt: Peter Hanstein, 2in
1986), pp. 30-132 (esp. pp. 50-64); F. Craddock, Luke (IBC; Louisville, KY: John Knox Deuter
Press, 1990), pp. 151-52. perice
11. Some see a connection with the first commandment after discussion of the B
second in10.25-37; so E. Klostermann, Das Lukasevangelium (HNT, 5; Tiibingen:] 3. Jesuc

Mohr [Paul Siebeck], 1929), p- 122; W. Grundmann, Das Evangelium nach Lukas
(THKNT; Berlin: Evangelische Verlagsanstal, 1966), p. 225;F.W. Danker,Jsis - lhed
New Age (St Louis: Clayton, 1972), p. 133; C.H. Talbert Reading Luke: A Liteary
Theological Commentary on the Third Gospel (New York: Crossroad, 1982), p. 120.(:“Y
124 A, Fitzmyer (The Gospel According to Luke X-XXIV [AB, 28A; F;a:dezsagﬁ'.
NY: Doubleday, 1985], p. 891) declares the story unrelated to the Prece.dmg pamentanl
He does concede, though, that with A. Plummer (A Critical and Excigehﬂjl SZ:S 1906',
on the Gospel according to St. Luke [ICC, 28; New York: Charles Scr'lbner;_> T;,meN“
P-290) itis possible to see it as another way of inheriting eternal life (V- );;sideralio“
(Narratipe Unity, 1, pp. 132-39) discusses the story as part of a themafic c(?1der itink®
of Jesug’ ministry to the oppressed and excluded, but he does i co‘I;‘o have P
1Scussion of 9.51-12.53 (Narrative Unity, 1, pp. 228-53). Exception asawho
attention tg ghe interaction between the story and the travel narraive L
oessn.er, Lord of the Banquet, p. 144; Brutscheck, Die Maria—Marta-Relate
64D, Gill, ‘Observations o the Lukan Travel Narrative and Some
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of the travel narrative;

g the
one "OpE\j b Pr()m""
_..;LL | y
OHat, ‘o 13 Ntin the

’ “.ni“‘u 9 52; '10.38), and K(;.Suq, Village’ 2
(LK 7 age’ (L 7R
s (LK cesin LK. 10.38 to Jesus enter (Lk, 9.5, 56, m.m‘l’lDXoua,'

)l
/ \nl( ) \fel't" ) ’ ])
Martha (UTedexaTo ot

ilry

Yehe i“g the v; :
1 ht 1€ ,'Ved by O,V Vl“age (E‘lo
el recizcl;io“ of the Seventy from earlier j rz Eﬁ”llcul arly recZIA,G.W )and
- the mioe 1—5) ]esus instruct h .10 (Lk dsp(ug

of t 0 Lk. 0. S them about (LK. 10.1-2().
elve? . f. 9.4-5) and locati enterin i f. the
T‘L- 057 1?alcceived ir)lvolvezCatlrlg "omeone to ’rege? h(fuse Ortown
(L, 95) Bein r14 e o much more thyy, bt ve' them (10 4
107 d drink; it primarily depotes the embrac; Mg SUpplied vy
fo. 1andits eschatological reality. As D, MOGSSH: 8 of the discipeg

argues, [k 1
hi 0.5-10

. 1 a i
n“sslons the meal fellowship of the reign of Goq inwhi
" Which the Presence
S€ ambassadoy 15

once™ J of the banquet is revealed through th
.. ning of the story of M
e ositioning O t= > Ty ary and Mart

v 5 use of this 51gfuf1cant vocabulary in Lli_};%zfsthe end of ch, 19
a(f)'nne ction petween thl.s scene and the rest of & 10..M a};?lint to a cloge
ik j038asane Pt ol tbe Positive responseg e L
LY 0. n receving Jesus, Baxtia 12 child of peace 1 o
encountered God's reign (Lk.10.9).16 She is not subject 5 thj) who has
eschatOIOgical warnings of Lk. 10.12-15. She has ‘hearg’ curses and
ecting but accepting the one who sent him (Lk. 1016) she .
Z seen’

1970), pP- 199-221 (esp. pp- 205-206). R. Wall (‘Martha and Mary [Luke 10,38

Context of a Christian Deuteronomy’, JSNT 35 [19
; = 89], pp. 19-
especially chs. 5-8, supplying the connection vx;lit}r:pthclegps;i)\/isjes
us

HTR 63 (
4] in the
Deuteronomys

ricopes:
13. See9.51,52, 53, 56, 57; 10.37. The verb appears in 13.22, 33 in association with

§ teaching and as a summary of Jesus’ mission of life and death. Gill's claim
p. 201) that Topevoual is a terminus technicus for ‘Jesus’ progress
tated. It would be more accurate to say that this is one

Jesu

. ’
(’Observatlons ’
toward Jerusalem’ seems OvVers

le meaning among others.
14. So Ellis, Gospel of Luke, p- 162; Marshall, The Gospel of Luke, p. 451; Fitzmyer,

Gospel according to Luke X -XXIV, p.893.E. Laland ('Die Martha-Maria Perikope Lukas
103842/, ST13 [1959], pp- 70-85) emphasizes the pericope’s instruction about extend-

ing hospitality to itinerant missionaries.
15. Moessner, Lord of the Banquel, pp. 132--43. For consideration of the significance

of food in Luke, see R.J. Karris, Luke, Artist and Theologian: Luke’s Passion Account as
Literature (Theological Inquiries; New York: Paulist Press, 1985), pp. 47-78;]. Koenig,
ament Hospitality: Partnership with Strangers as Promise and Mission (OBT, 17;

ss Press, 1985), pp. 15-51, 85-123.
«u A Child of Peace” [Luke 10.6] in First Century Context’, NTS27
esp. pp. 500-503]) emphasizes the key relationship in Luke

| “the irruption of the Kingdom of God" (p- 502).

0ssib!
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God’s revelation ( nto
P Lk.10 Luke c»
see and hear’ (Lk.10.2 21-25). §he isa :
Tl % 10.23-24); she inhery. TP ?°
: \-at Martha o receivi"g ]e’ . ‘f\her'\ts ete : €850 We\,er’ e
mission is also evident £ SUS signifieg Mal |, (1 d digey ,.,ho tco“ﬂ
10 rom the gj eMbrace,. . K. 10 50 W0 o 510
(Lk.2.28;8.13;9.48 [4 )17 SiX uses of g Acing |yie 0.25) " Why o _‘\‘por ; ke
and work of God.18 M 5 The verp o XOUOH, “poeCha e e o ant
e A artha’s r ecels X Tesseg Cely 0“’?,\- e ¢ m\g,s\ o C¢
Jesus mission and to th WiNng Jesyg cio. .. 0PeN Prigy, A WAl ot
: 0 the God wh S Signifiecy. S toy, Otk W8 Give ins
a model disciple in contrast to t}? Sent him (cf Lkes her Qom) the W‘);d 5 orta™
receive Jesus’ messenger (Lk. 9 5(2>Se in the previof'%)-She“;“m"“\\(, 0 e -
Moreover, what is appmpl:ia't -53;10.10), S Verseg Ws\?ﬁls N e “‘one step o
10.39 to be applicable also to Ma = t%kl\\/[?rtha at this pojy, Ongy A : o wO‘dz g
teaching. The verb used to deno?;herel.ls Presented o ,hts‘: >OWning, 6:‘“‘2“ of “e‘ 20
Lk.10.16 as an antonym for 'rejecting' fﬁe‘;‘_f‘g‘(ﬁkouw,ﬁ ‘3\; g 0fegy kwo‘ Swe;raﬁ’
hence, a3 aSynahim for ‘receiving’ thens Izscllples, Jesus, angppeam“ ot ¢ i
in ]e.Sus blessmg of diSCiples who ’see’ and ’}?eso, appears ip, 1k ;’ rang ok 0
desired response to Jesus and his teaching (Lk ?: -Barlier, it qogey \’)214 Y
Martha, is among those who receive Jesus ,I‘,hi8,15,21;9.353‘M the pr‘watiic Gospe
the term “sister’ points beyond a relation of i(inshsjresmnse s“%ges\sl\\t S"m;; G1e
their joint participation in the community o pwlthMmha t0 deng grivers®y g
ty of the discip, e 1
1ples of Jegyg 19 \"ona\‘\zanol
eﬂe{\S‘\O“o
I rleot ig‘
nome
In Lk. 10.40 the attention reverts to Martha, who is described g ‘d: Rome: T
tracted with much serving’. The verb indicates being pu\\eii 25 i
diverted from a task.20 Most interpreters assume Martha to be ;Y:im %e?z%
. ) ¢ : ; - abi
pied with her kitchen tasks,?! as befits her patriarchal context Severs| Women
Balch,
Schol
oo " ingic
17. Inaddition t0 9.5,and 10.8,10 which have been considered; and 9 48, whichis SE:h
discussed below. ver
18. The same emphasis continues in the subsequent uses of Seyonan (164,67% an
18.17;22.17) and umodexopat (19.6). Tannehill, Narrative Unity, 1, pp: 235-36, does not ¢
N

recognize this diversity. gl
19 See the discussion by H. vonSoden, TDNT, 1, pp- 144-46, the lexicaentres

D’ Angelo, “Women Partners’, pp. 77-81. Apart from Lk. 10.39, 40, the nout uﬁi}&;\“
appears twice in Luke-Acts with its Jiteral meaning (Lk. 14.26; Acts 2316 T
the narrative, the audience encounters the noun referring variously t0 ‘;\)a;\g' ol
20.28-29; Acts 12.2), people of one’s own race (Acts 7.2), males (Acts L@ﬁ B
the Christian community in contexts which probably include women (A
15.3;16.2; 40;21.7). :

20. BAGD, s.v). mepromac. The verb is a hapax legomem?n in thetI:;W 1

21. Most commentators assume this meaning,. Asa Part,la1 excepesﬁc;nmte\aﬁ"“w

(Women in the Ministry of Jesus, p. 67 n.125,p. 1012 136)raises2 e yotd

Jewish norms but affirms Martha's domestic role. For the divis

I

Tes\an\e“"
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ver, point to a more likely ilﬂl'fl‘n-l.mnn We
4 HOWE onnections betw‘ucn the P“r'C”P"t"ldlhvl.uu..
factt . Jortant ;L 10.38-39 highlights Marth.-

11 Lu e i
the ™ el

o aM""hm“nul"““’*'vxh,,,g.,,
;0SEE . h and participating in the COmmunity ¢
b igsi0

(l“‘ nllb»

i J thl' dl\\l 1l S 0
s is context, itis more likely that j,e Ples of
10}5“‘ iven this

is ‘r dlstractinn ‘'with Much
ins to this mission and commyp
al

s. t ty and to her p
.ng’ Per

e in therm toward clarifying lthi? role., WE can obserye e use of the
1 g one step especially diokovia, serving’ (Lk. 10.40), in the culturg]
oy words, ospel's audience. As J.N. Collins has demonstrate, the
ntext of t:zogt common,* and, contrary tot ' ated tradition iy,
words V;’:)rra ry scholarship, they do not pri

onter™

gnate the menjy)
iting at tables.?* Rather, they den of anin-between
. i of waiting
tas

articular

ote ’activity

e B. Malina and R.L. Rohrbaugh, Socig] Science Commentary on e
eMinneaPOIis: Fortress Press, 199), Pp. 348-49,
tic GOSPelS ( The Creation Of Patriarchy [Women and History, 1;New York: Oxford
G.Lernet (1986] p- 237) defines patriarchy as ‘the manifestation and instity.
o le d’ominance over women and children in the family and the
. nalization of m;l minance OVer women in society in general’, The literature on the
tlotensiorl of ma'le 3 Greco-Roman world is extensive, For the prev.alen't, tvhough' by
exle of womenin thedom estic roles of women, see J. Carcopino, Daily Life in '/\ncufnl
10 means exclusive, he City at the Height of the Empire (New Haven:‘ Yale anverslzy
il The People and the ipoldt, Die Frau in der antiken Welt und im Urchristentum
B 540), pp< 7E-10% ; Lel$;54)', J.P.V.D. Balsdon, Roman Women: Their History and
S § 7 1IN ! . .
Pre'S zig: Kohler & Amelang 1963); S.B. Pomeroy, Goddesses, Whores, Wives, and Slaves:
(Le1p New York: John Day, ' York: Schocken Books, 1975), pp. 120-204; D.[.
st toal Artigitiy: (NewrL e 1 Peter (SBLMS, 26; Chico, CA:
Women 11 Cl‘_zss Be Submissive: The Domestic Code o[ - am; Soriety Bloom.
 Balch, Let Wives 61 263 ] e Cavinen et R B ughter: The Roleand
Scholars Pc;ess, 1[9;i2;gzi'ty Press, 1986); E. Canta(gialiét‘ifli ‘;’:Zf’f{‘fhse I‘(‘) his Hopkim s
-Indiana et ;
Inghitlncianat, Greek and Roman Antiquity ; iage’, in M. Grant
n Gree roy, ‘Greek Marriage’,
| Status of Women 90-98, 113-59; S.B. Pomeroy, “C  Greece and Rome (3
versity Press, 1987)’(1?))' Civilization of the Ancient Medli;r;;ﬁ;"-s Trreggiari/'Roma“
and R. KitZ\l(ngl‘zI: éiariés Scribner’s Sons, 198?, 12, PEJ'( gl ci,ent Mediterranean, 111,
g vols; New Yori: itzinger (eds.), Civilization e d Rome: A Source
~ Marriage’, in Grant ?;:d Kitzz;rrlfjeM(B Fant, Women's Life in Ct;;e;';z :S” 2nd edn, 1992).
' : . Lefkowi 8 ; jversi ’
PP-k1 ?43:1:541;32':;11 (Baltimore: The Johns I-‘Ior;::fl:i;lnt Sources (New York: Oxford
Book in Tra . i1 Re-inte retmg
ins, Diakonia: Re-interp _ i ,
23. J.N. Collins 0), pp. 73-191 (esp. pp- 191, 336). Siakovia, Sickovos’, TONT,
University Press, 1990), pp- H.W. Beyer ('S1aKovew, s the basic image
24. Collins, Diakonia, pp. 3-95.H.W. that waiting at tables form les indicates
k 81-93) asserts the traditional view d New Testament examg fhin
”E g P‘xov.ia et his own discussion of seculafl' ::nts It can denote the ;jd\l:'l”estament
that ’yhasamuch Vider rangs of re'e d political leaders. In Mt 2540-4)
et o neylenders, priests, and p 16.1-2; 2 Cor. 8.1-6; Mt. = 287,
chants, tradespeople, money e of ministries (Rom. X 2 se’ o Schaberg, ‘Luke’, P-
literature, it expresses a rang ion, and leadership;
including acts of love, proclamation,

private world, S
Synop
2

Unjversity Pre
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ity relating to @ message (as a go-between ¢,

.2 oachv
kind’, act ay il
(@ ctivity of a person commissioned as an ™

an age‘.u);tte“dance on a person .(by acting on behalfent t0 ey,
desires © another - delivering rr}essageS, performing erra oy tion)'&
T a8 well as priestly and prophetic Call'n S, exer "oy

Jations: chold tasks, and activities of agEntsmgs, hEa:hng
o . g matters on behalf of another.26 Quthoy, 'l

A 28
Thenature of the 'go-bgtwefzn activity or agency that djgt, T
ciod by investigating the use of the noun 810k acts M, "
Acts. By the end of Acts Luke's audience has encoullter‘:; I Ly
) . 1t times in contexts that concern not Kitchen g the

i 0
with others in leadership and ministry on behtlvity bl:::
Christian community ' alf of

This dimension appears n Acts 1.17 and 1.25 as the ¢q
appoints another apos’de (Act:? 1.25) to the group of male leaglm iy
udas’s petrayal. The context indicates that preaching and mj TS afty
pehalf of God and the church are the primary tasks of this §i aK:5}012170n
Acts 6.1 the Hellenist widows experience neglect in the daily m'l‘:u
(Srxovia). The Twelve want t0 devote themselves to “prayer ands
siaxovia) of the word’ (Acts 6.4). So the Seven are set asideﬂ;:

ministry ( ; i
representatives of the community commissioned to provide care ang

Spok
espers()n)

articipation

Elisabeth Gchiissler Fiorenza (In Memory of Her: A Eeminist Theological Reconstructionf
Christian Origins [New York: Crossroad, 1983], pp- 171-72) discusses Phoebe asa
§i1ckovos (Rom. 16.1-2). A. Weiser (‘S10KOVELD, S1okoviat, Sicikovos’, EDNT, I, pp.30-
304 [esp- P- 302]) identifies similar variety of uses embracing “specifically Christian
functions in the Church: charitable activity, proclamation of the word, and the taskof
leadership’.J.P- Louw and E.A. Nida (Greek—English Lexicon of the New Testament Based
on Semantic Domains [2 vols.; New York: United Bible Societies, 2nd edn, 1989), L, pp-
460-61, §35.20) warn that translations of the cognate §1ikovos must avoid terms that
specifically emphasize meals or domestic service.

25. Collins, Diakonia, Pp- 335-37. ‘Waiting at table’ is ‘merely oné expression ofte
notion of ‘go-between’ _ that is, the table attendant goes between diner and kitchet

(p. 335).

26. Collins, Diakonid, 148, 173-91. -

27. Collins (Dial 3,338) views the two references as examplesof bﬂ;ﬁ

heaven’s spoke! d for the word”. H- Conzelmann (A oft ,eApO:n/

[Hermeneia; Philac Press, 1987], P 11) renders Srarovie /m 1:lnilons

Tannehill (Narrative s the story warning those who P 8

of leadership in th jssiof‘l
28. Collins (Di ents that ‘the Twelve aré under o™

“the Word” and an hich it communicates jtself’-
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ities (Acts 6.3, 5-6),

terial nece.ss'l try to the widowsg
mater tic minis y
ychanis 4 on behalf of the church
e‘t g ility of attempting tq
of s the futili y .
show os of ministry, for Stephen, even Perforn, N thege
two 3’35 (Acts 6.8) and preaches (Actg 6.10, 13-14; by 7 30 S Signs ang
won rs” in Acts [appear] as ChIiSﬁanpreachers - m . €88 “rejr
Off;f;g as representatives of the churcly 31 1SSlonarjeg
tio hasis on partnercs.. . .

same emp P erShlp n

gff of the church continyeg in Actg 11,1%352’ and leadership on
lf’er etells a worldwide famine, the diSCiples ey .?9., after Agabys
:r)linistfy (els 610(\<ov'low) toJudea, Iy Acts 11.30 BarrO\Cb Join together for
fulfilling their ministry in Antioch, function o ;go-be S and Say], afey
relief to Jerusalem. Theijy joint ministry T " e m- aking the
is portrayed in Acts 11 9¢ as church lant; ¥ eaci Cts12.05) in An

The final two uses of Stakovig in e
sacred commission to

Avaxoy;

\Q refers t
(Acts 6.1) as we

S0cial
(Acts 6.4, 1, st he py
differentiate

5 uen Nary
rigid
one of the

ed whether they attend people eating o
financia] assistance,

30. Also to be note
full of the Spirit and
gesting tha

31. Ha
discussio

d are the exalted terms with which Stephen is described: he is

wisdom (6.3), of faith (6.5), of grace and power (6.8). I am sug-

: ; "
titis with such company and activity that the audience [fissoc;?:e:)l(\tdez:’sti je
enchen, Acts of the Apostles, p- 266. See pp. 264-69 for his m

n of the difficulties of this passage.

ivi les of
32. Collins (Diakonia pp. 230, 338) classifies both texts as giving examp

< 'Co , pp. 230,

emissaries of the church.

iakoni s ish believers’ glorifying
S 22!‘;';0;21 ;szmzelrihlli is evident (1) in the Jewish believers’ glorify
34. In Acts 21.18-
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f its eight occurrences in Acts S1okovig ings;
oclamation on behalf of God or of the ChUrC;ndlc .
administration and provision of n: and th g:,dur‘
dicated without separation of theg :teria| ra i:fpol'
proclamation. Partnership with OtLaSkS from, for
e II eight texts, as does the sense of nf-rs-in the atch(f
the representative of God or of /the church. Males are the lfmst@ri : ]t%

cadership. Arokovie, thus, does not designat ocus ¢ ths
fers, rather, to ministry and leadersh; ; iiomestic otr

tian community and on its behalf. the Chyig
This conclusion about the meaning of Siakovio in Luke-Act

Jusion that the word means primarily the ac ; Cohere

Vity of

with Collins’s conc : .
' o0-between' Rather than designating a persono P s
V()]Ve d

in table waiting or domestic service, Siokovia in Luke’s ol
designates a €0 :ssioned spokesperson of agent,a’g O-betwgyp,lca“
alf of God or the Christian community. en’ whe

ministers on beh P
n this context the source of Martha’s distraction becomes clear. Sh
-Ohe s

not distracted by her kitchen duties. Consistently with the actions
male leaders of Acts denoted elsewhere by Siakovia, her ‘much mirgf the
consists rather of leadership or ministry in the Christian COmmmjtysw
on its behalf. BY analogy with these uses of Siakovia, her IESponsibﬂ;?d
include care for pelievers, teaching, and preaching, perhaps asa 1ead§5

h.35 Furthermore, given the naming of Mary as 'Sister'r

of a house churc

the presentation of her positive response to ]esus, and the importance of
partnership in the other references to Siakovia in Acts, it is reasonableto
conclude, signiﬁcantly, that Martha and Mary are partners in this leader-
ship and its tasks. As with the initial post-Easter group of leaders (Acts1
and 6), with the Antiochene disciples (Acts 11.29), with Saul and Barna-
bas (Acts 12.25), and with Paul (Acts 20.24; 21.19), the leadership and
ministry of Martha and Mary make available the blessings of God.®

ates |,

those i need are 11

adership and

[Paul’s] ministry’; (2

‘among the Gentiles through
in order to maintain

God after hearing of God's action
in Paul’s willingness to purify himself and his four colleagues a
fellowship and unity. In 00.17-38 it is evident (1)inthe recognition that the Holy Spirt

is at work in the ministry of Paul (20.22, 23) and of the Ephesian elders (20.28); (2)in

the recognition of mutual difficulties (of Paul, 20.19, 23; of the Ephesian Jeaders, 202

31); (3) in the common bond of faithful care for the believers (by Paul, 2 '

the Ephesian leaders, 20.28, 31). e
35. By the end of Acts the audience has heard of Mary (Acts 12.12), Lydia (6. '

and Priscilla and Aquil %Acts 18.2-4, 18, 26), who provide ‘space supportan b

ship’ for house chure Fiorenza, In Memory of Her, PP- 175-84, esp- PP pFF4
36. B.Malina, ‘Patronand Client: The Analogy behind Synoptic Theolog) /

(1988), pp. 3-33 (esp. pp- 9-11).
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are members of the community of pyoye
n

IS that, a6
o, offers access to the llwnqﬁao of God the Patron ¥
puety 's) inclusion wj se lo. '
o has M&artha's (and Mary’s) " ith these fegq

oy MLt women as well as m?n exercige leadership and
e dicate nunity created by Luke's text,
‘W,‘mt ¢ cOMI s reinforce the understandin
i iher factoronsibimies of leadership and
1.\<tt‘e( her r.eSFco“Cerns the nine other useg
_;tmturC i The flf’s in Luke-Acts (its use in Lk. 10
¢ Chvsivr‘to gerve ’have arange of referents, but
w0 et can o-between’, of performing co
‘te%'ea of bemizrgln four examples it refers
o agﬁ:ies i)y slaves and women (in three parables 4t Lk. 1237,
s Id - lso in 4.39)® Exammatlon. of the narrative context of the
0 .78 alsoindicates a metaphoric meaning. Two of the parables
ar]a?:: as the‘go-between’ performing among huma
idenﬁfy <

n beings his
; (commissioned) tasks (Lk. 12.37; 22.27) 3 The third parable
God_glven

IS or

8 that Marth, is
mistry on behalf of
of the Cognate ver}
40b will be discusseq
basic to itg Meaning i
Mmissioned actiong on
to the performing of

nes (Patron-Client Relations and the New Community in Luke-Acts’,
3. S'ybfz;[edl The Social World of Luke-Acts: Models for Inte
infH. N gl

rpretation [Peabody,
8 loying, but transformin the
ickson, 1991], pp. 241-68) sees Luke employing, : g,
MA: Henlflkr‘:;(;ﬁmﬁon to depict the fellowship of the new community. He argues
atron-cLi€

: tron with people as clients. Jesus is the broker who
e benef:r:t&ci:g.g)aaccess to C?od’g beneficia in his teaching and actions.
e ” VYOI'I‘ les are also brokers. Their brokerage, like Jesus’ brokerage, is
i d¥s€lpnd by acting on behalf of God (12.41-48;22.25-26) as they extend
e se?Vltce - en znd women (17.4, 12). The Twelve and the Seventy make
GOd"S b v?/er:lof God in healing and in proclaiming the reign of God (9.'2{‘ 10.9).
s th? e s of patron-client relationships, see A.R. Hands, Charities and
FOI.Othe‘T fllSC“SSlon d Rzme (Aspects of Greek and Roman Life; London: Th.amcles

o Greec'esmé Mot, ‘“The Power of Giving and Receiving: .Reciproc1t¥ in

tle%:r(\iiss;'r:BlegnGes\z;le‘née’ in ’GE Hawthorn (ed.), Current Issues in Bibhcai ;;lg)Patns(,t(z)c

Interpretation: Studies in Honor of M.C. Tenney (Grand Raplds. Eer;\i/[n;z:i,o : Stru’ cptﬁring

72,;SN. Eisenstadt and L. Roniger, ’Patron—Chf:nt Relatlol"\s as a22 e

Social Exchange’, Comparative Studies in Society amli Hls't;)? Al Iielations -

fisenstadt and Roniger (eds.), Patrons, Clients anfi Fne.nds. n éa;:n ot e

WheStructure of Trust in Society (Themes in the Social Sc1en.cesst, e

University Press, 1984); F.W. Danker, Benefactor: Epigraphic galyler i

New Testament Semantic Field (St Louis: Clayton, ?982); R.P'1982)' ],. 1 Hiliott Patron:

under the Empire (New York: Cambridge University Pr;;sl 319-48; aling Bateon

dgeand Clientism in Early Christian Society’, FFF,3 (1172/84}7]9-

ond Client', pp. 3.3, Fiorenza, In Memory of Hii)rlleptg.u nderst.and 23 refere;\f:e ?;lgge

¢ i ins’s work, it is poss ther disciples.

m‘:‘hgn r;‘:la:::sftiosl::vsi:e but minisliry on behalf of Iet;lfsa:: ((:f Man, the ‘go-
12.37 the Master who serves denotes Jesus
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P4

(Lk. 17.8) exemplifies ap.ost.les (Lk. 17.5), hence chur,
attending to their commissioned tasks on behalf 5 ch leaders
to God, without expecting thanks or reward 40 B O ang ac' faithf
Lk. 22.26b, as the actions of commissioned represeader's ip i _Countabl
are in view in Acts 6.2 (care for the Poor)# anq in Antatlve l}r: . Do
of Timothy and Erastus as partners with Paul)_42 Luckts 19.22 (th ec Urgy
women who financially support the missjor, of Je e83 may § m,iSSign
resources on his behalf, extending his Commissiosus or A esj
missionary activity.® It is clear that the verp 5100«1: = Tough, Usg thej,
contexts to designate Jesus (Lk. 12.37; 22-27b), apovsw iS uge
6.2), other missionary leaders (Acts 19.22), ang wOIitles (LK, 17
commissioned representatives, agents, * go-bet'weens'en (Lk. g 4 Aoty
God'’s saving action. , Spokespe;s 39) 4
Martha’s ministry is undertaken in Partnership v ; o
community, with women and men, in continy al‘iorll the
Jesus’ life-work and death. In light of this informatig, and jyy; tatio?lew
and it cultural context, Tannehill’s claim that “in Lukeré from ,Lu A of
and Siakovéw (serve) always refer to the work of prepariy, l&Kov] g ( erViEts
work normally performed by those regarded ags socialg- and Serving ¢ 03)
women and servants'* (emphasis mine) cannot be 5 mferlors, et
A second piece of information concerns the presentu Staineq,
Luke-Acts. Though this is the subject of much debate ation of wo
throughout the narrative in roles of leadership i d’ ‘gr(:)r?]en do appeay
amation} We

may note the preachers Mary (Lk. 1.46-55) and Anna (Lk, » 36
: * £:96-38), the

en in

between’ commissioned by God (1.30-33; 2.34

T -35; 3.17; 4. 2
and judging work among human beings. In 18) to do Gog

22.27a the servant i

40. SoP.S. Minear, ‘A Note on Luke 17.7-10r
> -7-10’, JBL 93 (197 -87;
Gospel of Luke, p. 645; Danker, Jesus and the New Age, p ol s Wl

: 288; L.T. John
Luke (Sacra Pagina, 3; Collegevill MN: Li i il it
sy geville, MN: Liturgical Press, 1991), p. 261; Craddock, Luk,

41.
Apostless((; Haer;)chgn, Acts of the Apostles, Pp. 261-62; L.T. Johnson, The Acts of the
acra Fagina, 5; Collegeville, MN: Liturgical Press, 1992), p. 106.

42. Timothy appears in Ac
42 ts 16.1; 17.14; ;
his mission of preachin i,

Erastus in Acts.

o I’s partner and agentin
gand EStathhmg churches. Acts 19.22 is the only referenceto

43. Fo
44, Ta ; . : ;
p. 257 whr:::h}i“' Narr atz've Unity, 11, P- 22 (but compare Tannehill, Narrative Unity,}
’ © recognizes Siakovia as a received commission to be performed)

Mox g . ; :
nes ( Patron—Chent Relatlons', PP. 259, 261, 266) has a similar understanding:

b é(piOTT\U‘

ver
1040, involve

of the title ‘L
who encount

45. Fiorer:
as missionarie
46. The ve
dimension of
439;21.34; 24
used reflect d
Luke I-IX, p. -
with gods a1
references lis
47. Whils
Jesus’ transc
According to
Marshall, G
12;6.46. E. 1
[Philadelph
kuptos for b
from God: t
the power «
and suprer
[Philadelp!
dimension
Potterie (‘1
and A. de
bloux: Du
nach Lukas
Their Hist
1969}, pp-
the user;®
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Acts 21 9)

__nen prophetesses ( » Women 1y

wr;; ﬁg‘Lydia in Acts 16.15) who haye a6 Patrong (M

_ Ups : ary in Ac
12‘1.; houses, Pr%sc_illa the missionary (Acts F;&Olfgbeh Cting ltrs\
m‘e; g 5 Martha s in good cOmpany, She APPearg (o acher (Acts
15-: al women in roles of ministry ang leadersh' (w.lth ary) ag One of
Se\eechurch’s wider ministry. . ership witoh
Vlartha's words to Jesus in [ 10.40h discloge fu

pecauseand nature of her distracyi With p g T tnformai, ab

any burdened person or co unity shoyg N hn“mm}". Doin ?\Ut
813; 22.39-46; Acts 42430, and antic: 40 in Lyker Wworld {g‘fN y
disciples about prayer in the followin o St

: Uction o e
the Lord's intervention, Moye Often t%:;ene (Lk. 11093, pe 00 1O the

ol t ' whi » Marthg
b EIOTIMY, “come’, whichy XPresses M hrough g, a seeks
1040, involves encounter yy; arth.

e Narratiye
Q. a S a 7 the
iy 1th divipe PProach tg Jegy« ;
of the title "Lord” (xipe) ip 5 i P or Presence %11 Usin [,
whoencounters in Jesys Gy g Je

e e d0e§ not mch?ate divinity jn Luke-Acts, it does expr
According e, et which puts him o, alevel with Gog (so Fitzmyer. Gp essl
Marsha , Gospel of Lu’kpp- 200-204 lesp. p. 203]). See also his Comments (alzld thozzp:f
b ) e; Pp. 204, 274, 285) on the use of the vocative KUpte in Lk, 5.8
) 2t SEUn (ghnst the Lord: A Study in the Theology and Purpose of Luke—-A:;ts,
estminster Press, 1975}, pp. 49

-55) argues that the use of the title
Oth Gl Jesus ang God indicates that Jesus is viewed as derivi

[Ph;:(?r\e m?cyl (- 53); so also J.D. Kingsbury .
e s Phia: Fortress Press, 1981), PP- 98-100). The christological and ecclesial
S10NS of the title in the story of Martha and Mary are recognized by I. de la
Potterie (Le Titre KYP |0% appliqué a Jésus dans L'Evangile de Luc’, in A. Descamps
and A de Halleux (eds.), Mélanges bibliques en hommage au R.P. Béda Rigaux [Ggm-
loux; Duculot, 1970}, pp. 117-46 [esp. pp. 129-32]), and by Grundmann (Evaﬁgiellzum'
Mach Lukas, P. 226). Others are not convinced. E. Hahn (The Titles cthesuts in il;tr}:s Igrt;gsz-
eir History in Early Christianity [Lutterworth Library; L(-mdgfnt'hlglstlil;)‘:dinaﬁon 2
1969]: Pp. 81-85) sees the use of the voc.ahve as ar; i(c]i;?sisr}l?ﬁ cliand LMt
the user; while C.E.D. Moule (‘The Christology o 2

S EEE———
R
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denotes physical as well as ecclesia] rulatinnshi

-ontent of Lk. 10.38-39 indicated above, | L 1a Sug . lsquee
::)rl:,: 11:, Ldenote and redefine the Communit;] ojfe ;:Scl;’l::r :;' ‘:l:;;lf Y4, " r“\:? o the
by anbsequentuses i 062-)\4)05‘ o th? ChriStiah Co m(L‘ 19 2 Wiy ‘\-‘ptcem of
Siakovéw, ‘serve’, can designate functions of Ministry o ity The ™ O gehip-)
behalf of God or of bellevmg communities, 5 We haye dle dtrS;\ Very \ea‘ unct
‘help’ resonates with its use in the Lxx to deSignate ey “Oteg. Q;\;{ on o ce’s““&
taining help in times of crisis. I.t a1§0 recalls Mq 'S affis SaV}ng i :rb on much_z
T g o of M. ™ other
the Lord to tell Mary to help her, Martha seeks the LOréi'S' i4)_49 In ask? A n

bring about Mary’s activg help. . nter\,enﬁgnn\g

Martha'’s ‘distraction with much ministry’ arises, then & ‘ )
in her partnership with Mary as a leader. It i the 'mu‘:}'m::} dﬁﬁclﬂﬁ% Lk X
that distracts Martha (a fact underlineq in Jesug’ reSponse S of hg tagk rovidi
mepl moAa. Specifically, her complaint is that Mary hal: 1Lk- 10,41)1 Theins
minister alone (Lk. 10.40b). From Martha’s PeTSpective, Mo oft g, g Lk
ing her weight. Martha’s prayer to the Lorqg isthe Tequest of is Not py o the
the Lord’s intervention to secure her sister’s active Parﬁcipaﬁésc.ple for the h
partnership of ministry. NN i
The importance of partnership to this Tequest cannot e unde e

We have already noted in our discussion of the eight s ar\statesi_ Jesu
that partnership in ministry was a constant feature of g term'::fm; and
Further, this emphasis on partnership in the bassages in Ay cong_s& enc
what was already established in the sending out of the Twelve ang“ﬁ“s b{
Seventy in Lk. 9-10. The plural language in Lk 9.1-6 indicateg that]esues ‘;V
sends the Twelve as a group to be brokers of the kingdomy's Presene ;
and of God’s healing power. In ch. 10, the Seventy are sent tWo by two \
(Lk. 10.1) to perform the same tasks

(Lk. 10.9). In 1k, 19 25-37, the
audience has seen the Samaritan exerci i i

with the innkeeper (Lk. 10.33-35).
Given Luke-Acts’s pervasive concern with partnership in ministy,

(eds.), Studies in Luke-Acts: Essays Presented in Honor of Paul Schubert [Nashville

Abingdon Pregs, 1966], pp. 159-85) thinks it indicates respectful address.
48. Seen. 19 above.

49. The verb owavTidapBavopon has this meaning in the LXX of Exod. 18'22?11
Num. 11.17, In ps, 88.22, it indicates God’s help for the king (cf. Rom. sigx‘ﬂaﬂ\'
simpler form avTAapBaivopon used in the Magnificat at Lk. 1.54, appears pfs ) and
in the LxX of the Pss, (68.29 [NRSV Ps. 69.29]; 19.2 [NRsv 20.2]; 17.35 [NRsV 18:

Isa. 41.9 with of divine intervention, and theSev

post-Easter Eleven (Acts 1.17, 25), the Twel“/;mabas (125
iples who act together (11.29), Saul andls-m.

of Ephesus (20.17-39), and Jerusalem (21.
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tion her prayer) 15 ahimportant one, “Concern
5 Ins

- community’s style of Ministry, It ;o fha
of the lerSOn committed to working oy the Ly e
A of @ ovides the occasion for instructiop, about thizn Mode] of
ml\;‘rship, o of this pericope, then, is to reinforce the :‘Odel. One

( Ctl . n ¥ g Spel a a5
Ly tur;ierstaﬂdmg of mirustry and. leadership as o, act of partney 1;1dl
™ inistry or brokerage is commissioneg for the ser\pS lpf

ice o

e i carried out with others, as an act of Partnershiyp

acentry|
Prayerfy)

I

jos142 the Lord responds to Martha’s prayer (o 1 10, o
plk m instruction about how to maintain Partnership in leacier 31 .
o fruction s explicit for Mlartha fmd implicit for Mary. Jesus b: llrljs
-Thek 041by narfﬁn.g Martha's anxiety ’ab0}1t many thingg’ 5t Thegus &

3 JEPIUVOCY I Ch: 12 and t]f.le poun HEPIvain Lk, 814 indicateg

parmful Tole of anxiety in discipleship 2 Aniety reyeglg foree
¢ iments and distractions which prevent single-hearted responses
io v made in an attitude full of faith (
0

50 the parable of Lk § 14
2 reminds disciples that the Holy Spirit supplies words of witnes)s

d prodamation in anxiety-inducing situations (Lk. 12,111

; g %, ). He
encourages anxious and dls.tracted disciples to center themselves on God
by recognizing and trusting God’s gracious valuing of them ang

providing for them (Lk. 12.24, 28, 30). In like manner, Jesus suggests that
Martha needs ‘one thing’, Mary’s ‘good portion’ (Lk. 10.42) 5 The good
portion that Martha needs is not to prepare just one dish in the kitchen
buttojoin Mary in listening to Jesus’ teaching as a means of overcomin

herdistraction and regaining her single-heartedness (cf. Lk. 10.39).54 His

;nf the verb

51 On the textual difficulties of these verses, see especially Marshall, Gospel of
Luke,pp. 452-53; Talbert, Reading Luke, pp. 125-26; Fitzmyer, Gospel According to Luke
X-XXIV, p. 894; Witherington III, Women in the Ministry of Jesus, p. 102; TCGNT, pp.
15354,

2. 1k.1211,22,25,26.R. Bultmann, ‘pepipvac’, TDNT, IV, pp. 589-93. The other
verh BopuBalco, a hapax legomenon, is textually uncertain.

. lfollow the LIBSGNT text. For the textual and interpretive possibilities, see the
“mmentaries and A. Baker, ‘One Thing Necessary’, CBQ 27 (1965), pp. 127-37; G.D.
Fee, ““One Thing is Needful”? Luke 10.42/, in E.J. Epp and G.D. Fee (eds.), New
{;;‘g:em Textual Criticism (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1981), pp. 61-75; TCGNT, pp-

A, S0 Fitzmyer, Gospel According to Luke X-XXIV, p.892; Schweizer, BG DOde\iil;sé
B 8%.Inthe Lxx,epis indicates being in the company of people (. 4918)as

tand openness toward God and God’s word (Pss. 72.26; 118.57).
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minist Com i
panion ¢
0 Luk
ke

word to her is not a rebuke but the angw
e er

distraction ‘with much ministry’ to her Praye :
The question that h . . i Cone inth®
‘| athas plagued interpreters j g, . otin 020

Mary and Martha stand to one another at 1S the relatioy, Sy ‘?‘ﬂt’ (L& .

Schiissler Fiorenza has rightly criticized 'mt;his Point iy,
)

" :  Whig e g
two women as polarities, that force readers to E\retatlor\s v e Story \E\ b soutce 0 ;
and the contemplative life, between everyda c oose betwe;“ Viey “;- g ?at’ron
domestic responsibilities or service of Jesus beor SPIritual i, ct'\\,i ( wee® o
Martha and the submissive, quiet Mary 55 Sin CtWeen the Secu\b ot ¥ erses -
of Martha’'s complaint and request concern pa:t?e Context andr' Actiye Afer 1is i
leadership, Martha cannot be viewed as exdusiv:\r Ship in _SCOn\em 2 0“; s

lar, nor Mary as contemplative and submissive. SiISI, domestje antry ang cen‘.e‘ s &
are partners in ministry, these ‘either-or’ appm;ehMartha and Seey. o pa® £ God
options. A ‘both-and’ relationship is required 56 ches are pgy Vi:{,y \ onts 00 &
The context of the story provides the clue to the naty = ‘ “k_' 1 “‘1 3
ship. Jesus’ instruction to Martha to follow Mary’s exre of thig Telation, Luke 1
point already made in the preceding verses. While Coample re'ltErates; Jawyer s
noticed patterns of alternation and contrast in the res Mmentateyg have éod' sbe

crowds, disciples, Pharisees) throughout the travel rg(;?:teis tosgesus
alternating pattern appears in ch. 10 with regard to d\ile:_ anothey
sequence of pericopes alternates between scenes of active if.llp_\es. The
scenes of encounter with God, the patron and source of thems.try and
For instance, the opening 16 verses of ch. 10 focus attenﬁg‘ls'smn.ss
Seventy as active and commissioned agents or brokers in mSS:\O:\’“T;\i;e
A

receive instruction from Jesus (Lk. 10.2-16), and the L e
’ Y engage : :
(Lk. 10.1, 17). When they return from their ministry rgejgj'm;\ gmlf\“t;? mir
power (Lk.10.17), Jesus confirms their role as active brokers of the rei. . I:ef
of God (Lk. 10.19) but immediately recalls them to their relationship w%:\\\ g

their patron, God.» They are directed to rejoice not in their power over

55. See Fiorenza, ‘Feminist Critical Interpretation’, pp. 16-36.

56. Loveday Alexander (‘Sisters in Adversity’, pp. 181-82) draws attention to

Jesus’ refusal elsewhere in Luke to take sides in sibling rivalries (6 37-42, esp. vv.Al-
42;12.13-15; 15.25-32).

57. D.R.Moessner, Lord of the Banquet, pp- 212-16. Reicke (‘Instruction and Discus-
sion’, pp. 209-15) sees an alternation between instruction to disciples and discussion
with opponents. \

58. For discussion of the theocentric nature of Luke-Acts, see RL. BT";‘;"“:;
Centering on God: Method and Message in Luke-Acts (Literary Currents in Bxb}\caus i

pretation; Louisville, KY: Westminster / John Knox Press, 1990). Kopas‘ (rzse:\ip with
Women', p. 198) emphasizes the story’s presentation of de?th, of relatio
God as the basis for ‘wholeness, integration and reconciliation -

59. Fitzmyer, Gospel According to Luke X-XXIV, p. 860.
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vty but in the fact that their p,
3) f ¢

it U0) The metaphor of lwavmg One’s name
F\f“"'l(w 1 {-’ péople denotes the identity and allegian

v God
f

o ;e Geventy’s ministry % Ag brokers, the
| ..tturce of t  whose behalf and for whose intereg
no

ames gre Written in

Written i, the

ce that Provide
Y must he Sure

ts they are ‘go-

: : his reminder by presenti

{ ,eef\s emforCe i mn
e 21_-2,2U‘y to the Seventy (Lk. 10.1-16), Jesus 5
,\ (IS : ministry or brokerage, like that of the Seventy i

(e hose wer and derived ty, is also
% oné God's revelatory po erived fr

’

etived fromit. Luke 10 53,5,
e focus as Jesus blesses the disciples (the brokers) as recipi-
:ﬂamtaléi Tote velation. The two themes of doing Ministry

: (brokerage,

89 70 and of encounter with God the patron, the source of tghe

i 1011 )k 10.17-24), are intertwined.

s 02'5_37 continues the interaction of the twq themes in the
L 1.1esti0n5' He asks Jesus the broker how he might r

jyer®

eceive one of
¢ penefactions, eternal life (Lk. 10.25)
d's

,and how he might be a broker
0 for his neighbor (Lk. 10.’29).
o ;?;eimn'ucﬁon closing Jesus’ story about the Samaritan, ‘Go and do
e

oise (k. 10.37), emphasizes active rmmstry Martha is one who
fkewise 4 commendably goes and does likewise, but her ministry and
ity ;1“ activity have left her ‘distracted with much ministry’, “anxious
e gled’ In the context of the alternating patterns, and of Jesus’
i trout in 1.0.42, it seems that she has neglected the source of that
co.m'men Mary appears as a person who has the ‘one thing’ that Martha
mmsn.y{ this time to regain her single-heartedness, to listen to Jesus’
needs. i (cf. Lk. 10.23-24). In the context of the interweaving of the two
teacmx;gthro.ughou’c ch. 10, the gospel’s audience is not invited to choose
t:::l x:oman rather than the other but, like Martha and Mary, to find
i n them.
Pa'rf?:r;\tgwb:::ifg of these two emphases has implications for under-
standing Mary’s role in 10.42. The interweav.ing releftivizes the commen-
dation of Mary which is offered there. Previously, in Lk. 8.21, Jesus ha;
declared that his family comprises those who ‘hear the word 9f Goc}( a;mo
doit (cf. Lk. 8.15). The Seventy exhibit the doing of the teachmg (L .1ef£
116,17), and the hearers of the parable of the good Samantanhare i
with the same challenge (Lk. 10.37). Jesus returns to the same them

g Jesus in prayer,
Ppearsin Lk, 10 91.

SN ; ’ a’¢m,
. 80. See G, Schrenk, ‘Bifhos, PiBAiov’, TDNT, I, pp-: Eli—ZO, igzns g:mker,
?YYpage’ TDNT, I, pp. 769-70; also 1.H. Marshall, Gospel of Luke, p- 2%

. _XXIV, pp. 863-64;
Jesus and the New Age, p. 128; Fitzmyer, Gospel According to Lgke 2-X2C00 PP
Schweizer, Good News, p. 181,




230 A Feminist Companiop to Luke

CARY
Lk. 11.27-28 as he blesses ‘those .who hear (o1 &KO\QQ\, Jisto
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then can her partnership with Martha i Ministry o 4 ;’g:(;d_sz \:3; P;\?smte aC?t‘k)\
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eff;;e gospel’s audience is thus, through chs. 10-11, e hip be N::::“e“ A ?RE
instruction about several dangers of Ministry and leac‘lN al'n:mg ang ‘ ‘m';nis eF d
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much ministry” is answered when the Lord recallg her to ¢ &t ed With (emains 0
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thr.
hey do so in different ways. i

v

I have argued that Lk. 10.38-42 celebrates and affirms Marthy'g and
Mary’s ministry rather than rendering them silent and invisipe, Their
ministry is done in partnership with that of g number of ey (the
Eleven/Twelve, Stephen and the Seven, Paul and Barnabas, Jesus) and of
other women.

Not only does the pericope remember and

proclaim this partnership of
two women in ministry, it also offers instruc

tion about the way in which

61. Craddock, Luke, P- 152, an interpretation proposed by John Chrysostom. See

B.R. Heffner, ‘Meister Eckhart and Mary and Martha’, in M.S, Burrows and P. Rorey\
(eds.), Biblical Hermeneutics in Historicg] Perspective: Studies in Honor of Karlfried Froehlich
on His Sixtieth Birthday (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1991), pp. 117-30 (esp. p. 120).

62. The extravagant praise that commentators heap on Mary and the s: 5
insistence (for instance, by Talbert, Reading Luke, p.125; Marshall, Gospel of.Lu :(;\&\:‘S
450-51) that hearing the word is the crucial point must be qualified by atter;h;:\‘\ows it
Sequence in which 8 21 precedes the story of Martha and Mary, and 11.2

3 ation
Mary’s response to Jesus is cor ed in the pericope, but the prior de\i:a;ﬂe for
(8.14) and the subsequent bene on hearing and keeping (11.28) emp
the audience 3 f

' U g Ow“
her discipleship (and the audience
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