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Introduction: Provenance simply refers to the origin or source of a piece of writing. The question of provenance of the Gospel according to Matthew has been discussed since the early years of the Church and it is still an issue today because the question has not been solved. However, the place of composition is in itself not of great importance except insofar as it would provide a setting for the characteristic features of the Gospel.
Provenance of the Gospel According to Matthew: We can trace the discourse of provenance to the 1st century. Papias is of the view that Matthew wrote his gospel account in Hebrew and this became the major reason why the book is called by Matthew’s name. Irenaeus in the 3rd Century records that Matthew wrote his gospel among the Hebrews in Palestine. Eusebius in the 4th Century contends that Matthew wrote to the Hebrews when he was going to other nations for the proclamation of the gospels. Jerome in the 5th Century maintained that Matthew composed his gospel in Judea for the sake of those who have come to faith out of circumcision. Scholars in the 19th and 20th century have proposed various provenance for the Gospel according to Matthew: Morris is of the view that very little can be said about this writing. Streeter however rejects Palestinian origin and supports provenance from Antioch in Syria with some arguments.  
Conclusion: Despite all attempts at the question of the provenance of the Gospel according to Matthew, the quest is still not conclusive. Yet, the statement of France makes great sense to us in this regard. France says that where the gospel is written is not indispensable in understanding the Gospel. However, the question of provenance and all the contributions made so far about it help us to recognize that it was written in the context of and directed to the concern of a Christian Church, many of whose members were still acutely conscious of their roots in Judaism and who needed to work out what was the true relation of Jesus to Israel.



Bibliography
Allison, D. C. Matthew and the History of its Interpretation. The Expository Times 120 (2008): 1-7
Blomberg, C. L. Matthew: New American Commentary. Nashville: Broadman Press, 1992.
France, R. T. Matthew: Evangelist and Teacher. Australia: Paternoster Press, 1989.
France, R. T. The Gospel of Matthew. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 2007.
Garland, David. Reading Matthew: A Literary and Theological Commentary on the First Gospel. Macon, GA: Smyth & Helwys, 1999.
Hill, D. The Gospel of Matthew, New Century Bible. London: Marshall Morgan and Scott, 1972.
Keener, C. S. Matthew: IVP New Testament Commentary. England: IVP 1997.
Kilpatrick, G. D. The Origin of the Gospel of Matthew. Oxford: Claredon Press, 1985.
Mcknight, S. “Matthew, Gospel of” Dictionary of Jesus and the Gospel. Leicester: Intervarsity Press, 1992.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Vivano, B. T. The Gospel According to Matthew” in The New Jerome Biblical Commentary, Raymond Brown et al (Eds.) New Jersey: Prentice Hall, Inc, 1990.
3

