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Corrigenda
P. 16, fourth line Z“rom tho bottom should read "Bachmann" insteed of
"Zabn"; also p. 17, first line, and p. 32 first line.
P. 19, note 68, first line read "a" in place of "the".

Pe 24, first line, rcud "has taken", not‘has been taken".
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PUIPOSE CLAUSES IN THE
PAULINE EPISTLES

A working inowledge of the Greek languuge is & very valuable
. agset to the minister of the Gospel, und has a rightful place in
bis professional esuipment. It belongs to his tools. The better
the tool, the more efficient will the workmen be. The better
acquainted the minister is with tie Bible, his One Tool, the more
effective will his service be.

How cun & minister become more firmly and deeply rooted in the
Bible than through its study on the basis of the original? In ‘this
task his kmowledge of Greek stends him in good stead, for in this
language the Holy Ghost inspired the bocks of tho New Testament.
The translations into the vernacular szre inspired only in so far as
they are reproductions of the originzl inspired text.

The translator's task is not alwsys «n easy one. The vermacular
will freguently not lend itself to reproducing the full meaning of
the originel exzctly. The result is that fine shudes of meaning
muy be lost in the process of translating. Any student of the
New Testament who works with the Creck will reedily admit this fact.
If the minister is able to prepare his message on the basls of the
original Gresk (we are not speuking of the delivery, of courss),
he will be more likely to presemnt o more exawt meuning for the :
Mcﬂartextthmifhavmmtmuhtﬂdﬂththoﬂm.
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It maies for originality in his presching. Thoughts and
suggestions for his sermon ofton lie hidden in certain grammatical
forms. A preacher may, for instance, find picttres in prepositions
which will help to make his discourse more perceptible ( cf. Germam
"anschaulich" ) to the muman mind.

A knowledge of the Greek language is indispensable for exactness
in egegesis, eand it serves in this way the cause of preserving purity
of doctrine. Here comos to mind Luther's exegetical dictums grammatica
88t regina, "grammer is the queen". Any expositiom of a certain
pussuge which is not grammatically correct must be rejected at the
outset. Herc Luther's renowned words on the importance of retaining
tho study of tho original languages of the Bible also apply ( St.
Louis Edition, vol. X, p. 470 ): "Lascet uns das gesagt Ml:ln dass
wir das Evangelium nicht wohl werden erhulten olme die Sprachen.

Die Sprachen sind die Scheide, darin dles Messer des Geistes stecktj
sle sind der Schrein, darin man dies Kla.lnod.t.racgt; sie sind das
Gefaesz, darin mzn diesen Trank fasset; gle sind die Kemmot, darin
diesze Sx')eise liegt; und, wie das Evangelium selbst zeigt, sle

sind die Koerbe, darin msn dies Brod (sic) und Fische und Brocken
behaelt.”

From these introductory remarks the choice of -subject for this
thesis clearly vindicutes itself.
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I. CLAUSEE WITH (YA

The most common particle introducing purpose clauses, in Classical
as well as in Koine Greek, is z'\ld‘. + The Pukline Fpistles are no
exception. Our recemrch ple:.ees the number of instunces at about 250,
though these are not all purely finsl, as will be pointed out later.

The particle itself has sn interesting hlst.ﬁry. Its etymology
camnot be ascertained with certainty. The first two characters, the

Iota and Nu, occur us &« word in a fragment of Heslod, whose approximate
date 18 776 B. C.?. It has local meaning with the .poeta begimning
with Homer in the sense of "where", "in what pluce".

How thiz particle with local mesning evolved into one of purpose,
is not cleur. Parzllels mey be found in other Indo-Germanic langu:gese.
The Latin ut, the Fnglish that, «nd the German dassz underwent similar
transitions in the course of time.

That o« living lungusge develops, is well illustrated by the
development and extension in the uses of the parb:lclo‘l’Vd-. It s,
in fact, = characteristic of Westem Wsﬂc that ‘l‘ yd is widely
extended in usege.! It goes over into the territory of OITUS to
introduce purpose - and object clauses anc of the infinit¥ee in similar
functions, but more of that literary expansion will be discussed later.

" Le A« T. Robertson, "A Grammar of the Greek New Testament in the
Light of Historical Research", p. 98l.
2¢ Ibide

S Ibid, :
4e Ae T. mmam. ODe c_i!l » P 992, Cf. ﬂ'o m.mm’
Neutestamentliche Grammatick, p. 204. (Fifth Edition)
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Its chief function remains finel, ulso with Paul. It introduces
a subordinate clause which oxpresses the purpose of the action of the
mein clause. Thiz connection alsc ig an evolution, for telic clauces,
were originally independent clauses, their origin begin treceable to
puutuiu':6ME view ig held by Ro'bertsonf end Glldersleeve supports him
in his contention: "Hihil est in hypotaxi quod non prius fusrit in parataxi.”
The subjunctive then wes originally the volitive Subjunctive of paratexis.
Thiz origin is sccepted by J. H. Moulton's "Out of the Volitive (scil.
subjunctive) arcuseths greut class of dependent Clauses of Purpose; also
peratactic in arigin. The closenesz of relation between future and
subjunctive is seen in the fact that final clauses with S‘ij c. fut.
were negctived w:l.t.hp.l;: the future d¢id not by any meens restrict itself
to the futuristic use of the mood which it pilluged." Passing through
the various steges of development it became hypotutic. To illustrete,
Robertson uses the short sentence JER!; Avald Ta I-“l’ﬂ"l‘, "veni ut
discam". The = he regerds e5 &« demomstrutive in the accusative case of
reference. The ,u.ti‘n.ow ie in apposition to 7 Y& , "I ceme a5 to this",

vis. "I may laa.rn".g

The predeminatc mood with Paul, as throughout the New Testament, is
tho subjunctive, as in Col. 3, 21: "Fathers, provoke not your children to
(74 \ H ‘J a
anger, (Ve mon A MUOWGLY," This instance also shows which

particle of negution was employed. Winer remarks thut

Se ﬂ- ﬁ., Pe 980 .

Ge m.’ for cquotation. -

7« A Grammar of New Testsment Greek, Vol. 1, Prolegomena, p. 185.

8. Ops_eit.,p. 962. The paratactic origin mey be shown by compering,
"Prey lest (Cve suf ) ye enter into temptation.” (Mk. 14,%8) and
"Take care and beware”, (Luke 12,15). MNoulton, op. git.; p. 178.
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thatq the subjunctive was used becuuse pm"pose is sways directed

to something future. Only the indicative fubire could possibly have
been used, if tho writer thought correctly. 4s to tho force of the
subjunctive, he continued” "Der Knnjui:iun beseichnet hier das,was
els wirklich eintreten collende Folge gedacht, was in der Tat und
unmittelbar besbsichtigt wurde, mithin das objektil Moeglichs".

Pauline Greek, in czccordance with the Koine, has deviated from
the Clussical ‘elso in this respect that the optative mood does mot
oceur in purpose-clauses wven after secondary temses. In Zph. 1, 17,
"lsking mention of you in my prayers, that the God of owr Lord
Jegus Christ ee.. may give e... the spirit of wisdom etc."; we find
. debn witndifor Jwdny in the mrgin. This restingdi
the subjunctive, is found in the Codex Vaticanus and is adopted
@8 correct by the British scholars Festcott and Hort. Robertson
labels this case a volitive optative with W only introductory’s-

Winer is of the eume opinion’3s "The sentence at the heud of which.
gtands ‘(‘V& exprosses the content ( Gegenstand ) of the wish and
prayer. Optutive is chosen as modus optandi." Blass has & different
solution, though equally plausible. He @Jﬁ'\ "der vermeintliche
Opt&tiv"'! On pe 53 of his Grammer he commentss " A'.'s'\tut nur bel
Paulus, bel dem die Abschreiber dem ihnen nicht gelasufig€)Opt.

9. w des H&gstnmnﬂi Sprachidioms, p. 269 f.

11. E. Burton,_jz_t_gof the Moods and Tenses in New Testament Greek,
Pe 84: "Clauses introduced by & final p-runlaumlly-.:lqrth
Subjunctive after both primary and secondary t.annu. less fbquently
the Future Indicative."

12.- m. cite, ps 940

150'92. ,2_1_'&-, Pe 273

14. 22- &.' Pe 204



6
Jg'”loatter antrafen und also Konjunktiv betrachtoten (also eher J '.!{’F
Opt. zu schreiben; ullerdings ist d u’ln wd d't ‘é'l fuer die
nachchristliche Ausspruche dasselbe." He clesrly regards Jg‘j'] &
seribal error for ot u:lﬂ ¢ Similzr is Burton's view, Prefeiﬁng
the reading o u’J:l s he looks upon the Cva - clause$ as object-

clauses nrtar/bve:.dr n‘cl.ot:/l-ivajo';

inother disputed verse is II Tim. 2, 25: "Instructing thoss that
Oppose themselves; if God peradventure will give them repentance,”
/u-';ﬂ'ﬂt& Jzacj? « Hero aguin later codices have the variant
resding of the: subjunctive, but the evidence fros tho MSS. is in favor
of tho optutive. Rubart.son"'agrees with loulton that J‘Jn (subj.) 1s
to be reud. The reuson which they give is that it occurs with a
parzllel subjuntive, :urowri l{' W oY . svenso, they do
violence to the text,not adhering to the important rule of Textusl
critici-‘.‘ghe more difficult reading is to be preferred.. Blasz
applies his theory of & scribal error according to which the
copylst confused cf 't"'l and o a’u ﬂ s as he does sub Eph. 1, 17 '?
Granted thut the optative is correct, since it is the more difficult
reading, the clause is really a kind of indirect question and not
purely & clause of pl.u.-;;mse.’r

The indicative future occurs a few times with Paul in this
. construction. In several passages the resding is uncertain’f, but
thmiamdaubtnstothemodandtensehpnsagealm

15- ng Bi’u. Pe 87

16. m. e’-t.' Pe 988 f.

17. &0% De 205 f.

18. Rohurtlon, Jﬁ- 21_1"_.

. 19, E. 8+» I Cor. 15, 53 Gal. 2)4; I Thess. 9, 15.
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Eph. 6, 5 ( ?Gn )s I Cor. 9, 18 (Jq'sw'), 15 (Kevu’mec )e
-On the employment of tha future indicative S. G. Green*’has this
stutements "The Future, whsre admltted, must be tuken es conveying
the ides of cduration more vividly then the lAorist Subjunctive."

A rare avis in the Hew Testument 1s ths present indicative in
finul clsuses. This solecism, namely, does not become frequent until
the Byzuntine Age. There is no indisputable example in Pauline
Literature. True, some codicos have indicatives in Gal. 6, 12 ( A @
und leter ones) I Thess. 4, 15 (4 D and later) end Titus 2, 4 (N 4 ),
but these exemples would not be admitted from the viewpoint of Textual ;
Criticism. "wo Goubtful forms are fua(oﬁaafﬁ end ﬁ)ﬂgte
in I Cor. 4, 6 cnd Gel. 4, 17 rospectively.. The subjunctives normally
would be Pvetd éle and & pAte . However, in certein
dialeets, e. g. in tho Thesselisn and later im the Aeolic, the w is
chungod to 0V?, Robertson lesves the questian &s to vhether they
are subjunctives or indicatives mdecided.”" Blasg labels both as "die
wie Indikutive uussehenden Konjunktive mitOV gtatt attischestw ."%3
Hort and Schmiedel also bolieve tiut they ere subjunctives* iiner,
on the other hand, regards both as indicatives and comsiders the
whole comstruction of tra with present indicative as a "Missbrauch
der spaeteren Zeit" "" Hie comes to this conclusion in view of the fact

20. Handbook to the Gremmar of the Groek Testament, p. 523.

&l. mmsm. OPe _ci_t-’ Pe 202 £.

22, "One 1s slow to crecit this form to a mere vowel-change.” T8Id.

250 _O_EI _!f_ii.. Pe 50 b .

. Ve m,'_o_n. _c&c’ pe 84, for references. o,

250-220-.2’-_?_!’ Pe 272. He wentions thatl -ths Exegm loyer “M! crd
in both places as "Ortspartikel”.




that there is a siamilsr usage in extra - liew Testament literature
énd that some codices have tho presemt indicative in purallel

26

constructions.  ‘The view that both are subjunctives deserves the

prefercnce,

The sorist tense is most feequently chosen by Paul, as :I.n
I Cor. 1, 14.15: "I Thank Goa that I buptised nome of you but Crispus
éna Gaius; lest any should say (tﬂl'lk,tul' tis F.’l’rr‘q ) that I had
buptized in my own nume." Less feequently he uses the present, and
then to expres: continuous nction, as in Gale 1, 163 " God eecess
called me by His grace to reveal lils Son in me that I might preach
( (v e;jotnf £ l?ﬂ/hd.t ) hin among the heathen.” The perfect
subjunctive forms of certain verbs occur as sc’JaT/a-e.r (I cor.2, 12),
memotalates Duev (1T Cor. 1, B)WdCEGKEUdG,u.aYM l"
end I,te. Kdtl]cfra/l.eya(_ ( I Gor 1, 10). For the use of the

future cospare what wns said above.

The preser;t imperctive in I Cor. 1, 5ls "That (scii. of him are
ye in Christ), according as it is writtem, he that glorieth, let him
glory in the Lord, (R  eeeeene Revy o 6afu) 4" 13 due to
the quotation from the LXX, Jer. 9, 22 - 24,

" -
As already mentlcned, the use of (¥ is widely extended; it takes
over functions of other perticles and invades the territory of the
infinitive,2 1 «lthough the infinitive is still quite frequent in

26. V. footuote #19.
7. Burton, op. B88t., p. 84; Eoulton, op. dt-. pe 207; Blass,
9p. git., p. 204.
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in Paul's Letters.’¥ tome wish to exploin the weakening of the telio
force as a Lutinism. Houlton disegrees because, us he observes, the
use of Z'Yd~ in object-clauses in the vernaculsr was deeply rooted,
and the influence of the Latin did not rech this field.'’ In the
same connection he ssys: "From such sentences, in which the object-
clause, fromth niture of the governing verb, hed a jussive sense
in 1t which nace th: subjunctive natural, there wus an early
trunsition to object-clauses in which 1'._he jussive idea was absent."

One type of clause in which :'Yd. has been extended bomm‘i
Clagsical uss:.ge is th: so-culled sub-final use of :'veL « This
construction occupies an intermeiiazto position between the telic and
:ecbat.i.c uscge. It appears in various functions, mostlcomonly as
object-clauge. ?Yo\ seldon introduces such a clanse in Classical Greek,
where gﬂ'w_s 15 the usual particle used in that capacity.3?
Comversely, in tho Hew Testavent,incluling the Pauline Epistles,vek
occurs much oftener in this type of clause then g'lrw‘; 3 in fact,
there iz no instunce of & gﬂﬂ,u_f -object-cluuse with Paul. Another
ghift in comsiruction is that while Classical Greek used the future
indicative, somctimos the subjunctive in such clauses, Paul, yes, the
wihole liew Testament employs "the subjunctive to the exclusion of the
future indicative."3! Such clauses follow verbs of exhorting, besesching,
commadiiing, fearing, et al.“- An example is I Cor. 16, 10s "If Timotheus
come, see thut he may be (,G’As'rhsta t:;’d a'é'v7t¢“ 3 with
you ‘ﬁithont fear.," -

28: Cf. Blasz, ope cit., p. 215.

29, &l Elj_-, Pe 208, °

50. Burton, op. cit., p. 87

dle M‘ 2 3 . d

&2. lioultom, #p. cit., p. 178. "in imnovation in Hellenistic is /4
cum Subjunctivo in commends, which takes the place of the classic
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Sometines this iking of clause is the subject of the sentence,
I Core 4, 23"It 15 required in stewards, that a man be found faithful,
t A-_t cf ‘e Ju
g'[ ELTAl (V& ..eeeaee. Ellce q «" Or, it may be in
apposition to & noun as in I Cor. 9, 18: "fhat is my rewsrd then?
Verily thut, when I preach the Gospel, I may make the Gospel of Christ
el
without charge ( (VYA ,.... ﬁ]l; 6 )" Even to a pronoun, Phil.l, 9:

. "And this I prey that your love may abound yet more and more (i:o'\'ffO

cl . 7
LV  eeeees TTE geee EVh )o" In all these clauses the
<
purport, rather tasn the purpose is expressed.

Paul uses en idiom with Z'I‘-L which is termeu an "elliptical
:I.nporative."”'fho peculisrity of this clause ig that there ia mo
verb in the independent clsuse on which the subordinate depends. A
few examples will suffice. I Cors 7, 293 "It remainoth ( €0 Aocmror )
that both they thut have wives be es though they had mone
( Z'VJ\ esseen $5¢y }e* Ur, Ephe 5, 85: "Let every one of you in
particular so love his wife even as himself, and the wife see that
she reverence her husband ( rio(&‘ ovlnﬂi fv¢ foﬂ;i’fdl Yo"

It is a debatable question among the grammarians whether i'w-
ever introcduces a purely ecbatic clause in the N.T., for scholers
are widely divided in thoir opinions. lNoulton, ope eit., p. 209,
suggests that a conmentator interpret ‘l-'V & as tho context demends,
telic, subfinal, ecbetic. Kllicot, Lightfight, and Evans believe
thut‘(.'\fd\ was used rather 1oosely.3 v Blasz is & little more

(coutiaued fron #52 pe 9) OTWS c. fut. ind.® Eufly after WECLUVAY,
EUNomdl, ale Nei¥, J4LElY, TWapd KA AETY.

8. Robartson, Op. _G_i_'g_.’ Pe 984, :
54« V. Robertson, ops Gite, pe 998; also"Internationsl Critioal
Lomnontary,” vol. 52, pe. 52l.
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conservetive in his views "Fuer den Inf. der Folge kenn wie auch
cr

sonst wohl bei Spuetorn (V'd\ eintreten, aber schwerlich bei

eigentlich tatsaechlicher Fo:l.ge.."'?'r

Burton follows Blasz in his discussion on ecbatic v - He
designates thece clauses as clauses of conceived results . The
relation between the principal and subordinate clauses is that of
cause and effect. The specker recognizes this relation in theory.
Or, the action of the principel clause ic the cgnditio sine gua mom
for the uction of the subordinate clausc. Conversely, the action
of the independent clause mey be conceived of as the result of that
of the main clause. This use of ZINL is very similar to g&t& cum

infinitivo. Yet Burton admits: "Thero is no certein, scarcely a

p:'lobnble, instance in th: lew Tectoment of a clause introduced by

(Vd cdenoting tctual rosult concelved of as aueh."'"

On the other hund, some scholars zre not so reudy to yield
on this question. S. G. Green is of the opinion that the final
significance is always discornible’ 4 Thayer, the renowned
lexicographcr, agrees’”’ with iiner and C. A. Pritzsche thot "in all
passages adduced from the New Tostament to prove this usage
( i.e. ecbatic) the telic ( or finsl):force prevails." The
commentator lieyer meintuains emphatically that zll"dh always has tellec
force.”® He shall be better sble io come to a conclusion after wo

have examined & number of pussuges.

35. m- _c&.’ Pe 217.
96e m. .oib_-’ Pe 94,
7. &-_ 58, 9.2. cit., Pe 520,

—— el
39._Greek - inglish Lexicon of the New Testawent, p. 304 (zub (/A IL, 3.
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A striking cxzample 1s Gel, 5, 173 "Thesa ( i.e. flesh and spirit)

are contrary the one to the oth.ar so that ye cunnot do thc things

thut ya would, avliKectue (¥ sy ot rlts. " The 1.C.Ce
suys, it is purely telic*’ Burton follows sult with this comments
"Gal. 5, 17,bast explainet! a8 expressin¢m-posa of the hostility of
the flesh znc the suirit. l.!eyer,who, as usual, sticks to the idea
of & final clause, explains the sentence as exprossing "die Tendens
Jenefmitoindior kaempfénden Pobtnzen bel diesem Kempfe in ihrem
wechsolseitigen Verhaeltnis zur sittlichen Willenstellung des Menschen,

+ welche such beim,iiieder-gebornen zwisfach bostimmber ist." Y3

Hobertson, however, follows Lightfoot in accepting ths clause as
concecutive, b/ The relation is quite evidently that of cause &nd

of effect; therefore, the trunslation of the Authorized Versicn and of
Luther, which is the ccbutie, is doubtlessly corrects

Then there is I Thess. 5, 41 "Ye, bretiren, sre not in deriness
that that doy should overtske you as a thief ( ag’)& ‘;Bté‘.- ?’Vd---
Kata) o'vg I )" This passage very aptly illustrates Burton's
"clauses of conceived result?¥® To be avertaken by that day is
conceived of in Pll;l'! nind as the result of being in darhésl-

Paul hes, of course, negatived the whole cleuse. Surely it cammot
bo a clause of purpose. This use of ?Yd. approximates the use
of Wele oum infinttived® |

40. Vide bis remurks on H. 5, 20, IV, p. 2805 on 11, 11, p. 5363
OnIGnr.l, 10, V¥, pe 243 onIGor.lG.lO,vﬂ.V.p.SOﬂc

4l. Vol. 34, pe 801 £. Authors Ernest le Witt Burton.

42, QE. ci'b., Pe 94,

45. 701. VII, Ps S55£f.

:g- Robertson, op. cit., p. 988, 217

. o cit. Vyalso S .Cito .

46. %ﬂuﬁ. "Tv* % 7 ’ﬁs 9 “ tht. m tla LRWS 2

in order that, eo consilio ut. u a :ml.e. the consecutive sense of
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‘We apjend our findings on cortain passages in which the meaning
is dircctly or incirectly affected by either tha telic or tha
ecbatic construction. Rom. 5, 205 "The Law entered that the offence
might abound ( ?Vd- A o V‘d:6:| o Phﬂil.pp:l, who lecns towards
Heyer's position on the question of the ecbatic E’Vd in the New
Testnmentw. aptly remerks that what appeér; to us to be a consequence,
is described us & purpose of God's Ford, yes of God Himself. It all
dcpends on the point of viow. 50‘1'1'* may under circumstunces be
ezuivalont to e Fe » a8 clrexdy observed. Adopting the telic
tonze, then the purpose of the giving of the Law was to increase sim.
In whut semse? It wag th2 medi:te purpose, eventuslly to work the
kmowledge of sin. For a similer thought compare Rom. 5, 203 7, 73 end
Gal. 5, 19, This view is clio ghured by Stosckhardt.'’ The theology
of this passage is well summed up by tugustine,'7 "Hoe est in lege :
mogoum nysterium, ideo e:m datam, ut, creccente pecc:zto, humiliaremtur
superbl, humiliati confiterentur confessl sunerenturs -_llon crudeliter
boc fecit Deus, sed consilio medicinae. Aliguendo ejin videtur sibi
homo sanus et e;ogrota:hz et in eo zegrotat et nom sentit, medicum
aon quaerits sugetur morbus, erescit mokestia, queeritur medicux,

et totum ssnutur.®

(#4% concluded) the particle By vd is not demonstrable in the
lew Testament with certainty." Commentsry on St. Paul's Epistle to
MM vol. I,. pe 125,

48, Mhl‘i@f » Pe £69
49. Cuoted by Philippi, Ope _e_i_t_.. pe 264, Augustine's Eonartio in
Psalm CII, ch. 15. '
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Headlsm anc Sunday do not regard th!.a clsuse aa pumly telic.
They bolieve thet it is u laxer use of lV°'~ that 18 thought of
here,¥° They look upon it es conceived result. In support of the
ecbutlc tinge they quote Chrysostom to show thet the anciemts were
uwero of tho ocbotic senses £6 2 (v Zviavald avk dut'm)a(rm:
T O £x foce £w5 Zetty # Theodor Zehn® snd the

Expositor's Greek Hew Tostanent™Jeull it divine purpose.

Another pussage in question fron Romans is in tho sectiom that
treats of election, Hom. 11, 1l: "Have they stumbled that they should
fall? #;( Emtaiear ird WEGwe(r .." .Calvinists
find their doctrine of divine reprobation taught here. Shedd states
that tha Apostle here gives u reason for tho reprobatit;n of the Jewss
viz., salvation of th: heathen. He derends this theoory by ﬁm
TTdCdTr'i'u‘,ud.tt as occasional cause of their fall, since it is
culpeble enc punishable. "Therefore, reprobation 15 consistent with
the doctrine of perscnal responsibility and guﬂt. lieadlal and
Sanduy sty here also, "concelved result” following the British
 grammerians, Lightfoot, Zllicott, and EvanssY Robertson folls in
. line with then®™ Tie does not grant that tha opinion of some that
where LV* seems to express the consequence, civine purpose is meant,
can be applied here. Stoeckhardt, Philippi, end Godet translate .
tediwiis o The ,u;i Xg'youfa' strongly supports thds
explanation. Puul wishes to show thut the purpose (:he- with God)

50. M__M_Eéﬂﬂ-mmn Vol 52, pe 143.
51 Told.

524 m gum Neuen Testament, Vol. VI, p. 286 ff.
58s Vol. 29 De 631

:;. % dt-, pn-%- ﬂp@ 3
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of '_l'.heir stuubling wes not their fall. Says Gelovss‘ "De intentione
Del loguitur, non de eventu. —— Intentio autem Doi, nec ut cederent,
fult, nec ut in casu et ruina maneant: multo minus ut impingant."”
Philipot warns:S%nThe stone of offence st which they stumbled was
(7]

not luid in their path by Cod for the end that.( (VoL - particle of
intention) they should fall prostrate.” Lenge discusses thia passage
ot 1engtu and suys thet the Jews sursly fell, but the purpoao of
thedr £ill wus not thut they should fall into ruln of aurw Agea-,
"The ra denotes the final purpose of the Divine judiciil
governuent, =nd is not marely é’,nﬁ.d'u(w_s » as Chrysostom, iugustine
and others would hsve it," ond in a footnote on the same pages

(X . :

"Although LV is telic, e...... the emphasis does not rest
upon it, as though oply the purpose were denled, cnd the fact
scmitted. Taking oc Ao(mol as represemtatives of the

- whole nw=tion, the apostle admits the attmb].ing. and denies
the final fell, intimating by his use of Cve , that amother ‘
purpose was involved, vis., the salvation of the gentiles." 5€

Taking this view, one avoids even the most remote possibility of
allowing th: doctrine of a reprobate election to slip into this

passage.

It is not zmiss to exsmine sewercl other passages -to esteblish
the lexer use of TN « Gale. 2, 93 "They (scil. James, Cephas,
and John) geve me and Barnabas the right hands of fellowship that
(E‘V‘k ) we should go unto the heathem, and they unto the circumcision.”

m (1)
.Rnbartson tikes LV in the force of "on condition that®, and

Burton“explaina the clause as giving the content of ths wt;"

56, Biblia Hovl Tostamenti Illustrata, vols II, p. 185.

S8a. O __L eit. 1I, p. 191,

56b. % Commentery on the Holy Scriptures, vols V, (N.T.), pe 564«
57. 0 Ope Ci'l'u. De 1000

56, %o cit-p p. 92

59.-8pv—edbvy There is an ellipsis within the clause. Calov,
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- Similer 1s I Cors 7, 53 "Defraud ye not one the other, except
it bo with consent for = time, that ye may give yourselves to .
fasting and jreyer, (Y& 6 XoAs 672'5.'- The old interpretation is
that it is o pure final cleuse: husband anc wife agree upon
abstinence for the sake of preyer. Bachmenn soys that it is strange
( es befremdet scchlich) to Paul's positiom to take it as purpose. X
lle could eusily hive given other reasomns for abstinences vis., practice
in self-control (Selbstheherrschung), in making the somatic 1ife
serviceeble (Dienstbarmuchung des somatischen Lebens). Paul extols

married 1ife. Should he thon consider it a hindrance to prayer-life?

The verb, 6X o)a’.fen', i5 & hapaxlegemencn with Paul. Its
nesning i: not "to dedicale oneself to a thing in gemersl", but "to
hove leisure-time for something”. Compere Luther, "dass ilT see-ee
Musse habot". The clause canmot be the purpose of ATTO 6tepelte
since there would then be t certain illogicnlity in Psul's discussion
of tho marringe-question. Furthermore, bearing in mind the mesning |
of thoverb tne would accuse Paul of using the most unusual :
ergument in the world: They ebstain to have leisure-time for prayer.
Zalm, who in hiz conclusion gives up the ides of purpose,
summarizes tims: "Entweder spricht er dann den Inhalt der Verdhredung
unter den Ehogutten aus oder den iunsch, von dessen Erfuellung fuer
Paulus die Zustimmung su jener Tremnung abhaengig ist." Since "with

(#59 concluded) op. cit., p. 546: "Est sutem hic £AA2cyIs
Juse optime supplebitur: ipostolatu fuggeremur, nespe ex illo
uostc)ia,;f quod jam preecesserat."”

60. V. M' Ope C1T, cit. vol« VII; D« zﬂ..
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consent" cowss in vetween, zulm prefers th: latter wesning. He refers
to pussuges such as Gal. 2, 9 and Phile 2, 2 where the classical

- ‘I
distinction betwoen (V& und cUGZE 1g not observed as
strictly as by Classicsl Viriters.

Similerly II Cor. I, 17 furnishes evidence that (M has gone
ovar to the ecbalic senze. "Tne Things that I purpose, do I
purpose m.curding to the fiesh thai with ms there sheilld be yea yea,
und Dy nuy wa ff KtA «" Blasz mm Trd as expreasing
result.*’ Buchmanu believes thut bere also LV bas invaded the
function of wsta"‘" We find the same explanation given Iv

Plumner." noulton c¢iffers qmth this view.

We found no difference in the 33 tvek - clausas of the Pastoral
Epistles from the exumples in Paul's other lotters. They are all, ‘
with one exception, purely purpose-clauses. In Titus 2, 12: "Teuciing
us that eeee. we should live sobsrly," Z'Vd .........;7"”1“-E-Vs
the cliuse gives the purport rather than tho.purpoae of ‘the teaching ;
(maudevecy ). Ve add this observation to show that the linguistic _
evidence, though never conclusive, fevors the Pauline authooship of ,
the Pastorals, a question thut has often been discussed by critics.

6l. O _2- el.t- Ps 217

E62. za-hﬂ’ O Cifu' Vol. VIII, Pe 6l f.

B8e htermﬂorm‘l Gr:l't.ical E’ vole mm. Pe 3358«
64e 9.2 Gito, De 2].0-

B L = e ==, i

oy

T T
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iihal about the Epistle to the Hebrows? There zre fifteen
examples of :’Vj*. » all strictly telic. Aiguin, thiz fact proves
nothing, either for or aguinst the Pouline authorship of the Epistle
to ths llebrews.

el
80, Robertson than, is justified in concluding that €Y has

finsl, subfinel, =n. consecutive mezning in the lew '.l‘eatnnlnt,‘" and

thet holds good for Piuline Literature.

65. gﬂ&.ﬁi&'l Je 9‘-‘-“ [ ]
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c/
II. CLAUSES ¥WITH OTTW S

In the oxpansion of its uses &¥eh lergely lnvaded the territories
belonging to the infinitive .nd to grrws » a8 ulready obn_arvod.“
Neny conskructions of O WS have surrendered to ¢ Y o ‘l‘hla.:
conclusion is borme out by the fuct that gﬂ wg iz found only
eight times with Paul, und three of these passages ere quotations
from the Lxx.b?

<l </
OTTWS  is compounded from the neuter accusative relative o

thd WS , the indofinite udverbs It ocours elso in the sense of
"how". As to ihe differcnce between ZIV"oL and ‘O'TI'WS s Sa Ge Green
Bay8y ope Bit., p. 420, that with ‘L‘M the emphasis is on the .
result aiued at wnd with OTTWS on the method.

The construction as Lo tense and mood is tho seme as with ‘til'-ti
except. thal Paul never uses the present subjunctive in ‘olrrws
clauses but only the sorist subjunctivé. Once the future indicative
ocours, wu-isa:; in Some 3, 4e Lvem here the variant reading
Yi ’(']‘6'[5 hes led some scholsrs to find the aorist subjunctive.
It should be noted vhat the form occours together with an aorist,

J}«uwniﬁ'; wnd thut the LYX reuding in Ps. 5l; 6,1s wmfaas i

66e AtT.Robertson, ap. cite, Be 992. Cf. also Blaszs - Debrumner,
feutestumsntliche Grammatik, p. £04. (Fifth Edition)

67. Reb, 43 9, 17 (bis); II Thess. 1, 12

68. This may be the case of difference in orthography. In old
Attic dialect R #ss not written, but £¢ was. N  was written with Aer
ot subscript.' | snd £( were used interchangesbly, 8.ge KAQw= KAslw .
The low Testument universally has ji , except Boudec in Luke 22, 42,
The Koine gemerully has j . Scholars ere divided on this question.
Winer - Schmiedel accopt this vowel confusion as possible in
several instunces, also in R. 5, 40. V. Robertsom, op. cit., p. 195 f.
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This prssuge 15 interesting also for smother resson. It is the
only instance in which ¥ ocouwrs in & final clause with Paul. The
presence of this purticle is due to the quotation from the IXX. The
&y gives the clause & relative or conditionsl force.®?

There ©Trws is not part of o quotation from the LXX, it is often
used for the sake of vuriety. So in II Cor. 8, 14 and I Core 1, 28-29,
whera it occurs alongside of ‘l’ VY . It stonds :ulone in II Cor. 8, 113
Gale 1, 4; auc Phileaon G. . :

el
Pzul does not use © MWS in subfinel snd consecutive clauses.

4

The classicel idiom of OIS with the fut. indicative after verbs of
striving et al. is not found with him; all eight instences ale
purely. telic.

69 Burton, Ope _c_i_t_.. Pe 85¢
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III. NEGATIVE CLAUSES OF PUR

The usuzl method of expropsing a neg:tive clause of purpose is
by meens of ‘('Vd. /u-q' or g-rrw}' /4-!{ » Besides, the shpleﬂ")',
sometimes joined to Wol& or TTWwg , ig zo useds The construction
i3 the seme. One exsmple will suffice: I Core 9, 27: "I keep under
By body and bring it into subjection: lest that by eny means eee-ees
I myself should be & castewuy, /U-'I"lTw_S ........Jle’ija.d..t o

In Gule 2y 2 und I Thess. 3, 5 we have & very unusual
phenomenon in Groek grammar ------ an indicative of a secondary tense
art.er/ui TTWS o« "I evseee comuunicated unto them that gospel which
L preach eee.. lest by any chance I eecacs had run in nm,,u.qrrws
------E-ofed/uo/ "» 200 *T 560t 10 Kuow your faith Lest sescess the
tempter have tempted you, "“"l TWws ETTEZCOL 6EV 'l‘hn
phenomenon has besn vuriously explained. One explasnéion is that it is
&n indirect question. Robertson  regards this explamation as
possible in the passagep from Galatians but not in I Thess. 3, Se
én ellipsis of & verb of inguiry must be adopted. loulton suggests
nan sfterthought™ in "had run" in Gal. 2, 2.’! In reference to
Gal. 2, 2 Plasz says"-.' "Ueblicher sind solche abhaengige Saetze mit
/'-'-'["""‘3":'E (,ur{ TWS ), die sich an lrgendein Verbua anhaengen,
un das begleitende und bestimmende Gefushl der Besorg;ﬂ.a
. ausgudruecken.” He does not admit any telic force in either of the
two passages. ﬁe ‘des:lgnatas I Thess. 35 & "befuerchtete l'ol:c"."a

70. QE‘ eit.’ Pe S88.
7. Qy Gitc’ Pe 201.
72. mo Blto’ Pe 205 £.
75. Ibid.
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Following Goocwin, "ioods und Tenses", pe 120 f., Fobertzon concludes
that both are purpose-claupes. There was un ancient ialom accarding
to which en indic:tive of au historical tense was used i€ it was
distinctiy impiied thut the purposz was mot attzined. So it was in
both passuges. Paul did not run in vain, neither dic the tempter
succead wlth the Thsessulonizns. In both puscuges the indicatives
oceur with parullsl subjunctives.’ ¥ Robertson's view is doubtlessly

cor-rect?'f

The funcbion of MOte and 7TwWS in this counection, according to
Rederimacher ( Neute:tamentliche Gremmatik, p. 158), is to distinguish
Gubitative from finel ,u.r( . Tot& hes lost the idea of time snd
expresces contingency, "lest perchance”, in preference to "lest at
any time.n7 & |

The particle ,u.r" » simple or compofiad, has & very 'narm range
of use In gub-finul cluuses, usually after verbs of "taking heed",
"oaring fof", and"fesring". The subjunctive is used as & rule with
the exception of Col. 2, § where we find the future zetal .
The indicative is employed after foﬁeﬁﬂp&l, if the object about
which cne fesrs is present or past, e.ge, Gale 4, 113 "I sn afraid
of you lect I have bestowed upon you labor in vain, faﬁo skt /_"’I.

V4
—--KEKOTTLA Kk 7

s V4 e
#4.v teeX in gel. 2, 2, end TEVT ¢l in I Thess. 5, 5.
75. _[m. Et_- : T
76+ Ibid.
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IV. RELATIVE CLAUSES OF PURPOSE

There ic onc ingstance of the classic relative clause with the
future indicative to expz'-ess punpose in Peuline Literature. I Core 4, 1
"For this cause have I gent unto you Timotheus yeeecess who shell
bring you into remembreance (6.5 :(ret,u.7'6£¢ ) of my ways K&\ o™
Paul coes not meke use of thec subjunctive in this eapacity as do
other New Testsment writers. This subjunctive Blass’/ calls &
result of "anlehnung an dis gleichwertigen Saetze mit LY o

Ko example of the future participle with verbs of motiom to
express purpcss is found with Psul.

7. QEQ _c_i._t_.’ Pe 210.
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V._ THE INFINITIVE OF PURPOSE
< :
flthough C¥d\ hus been tuken over muny of its functions, the
infinitive of purpose is still quite frequent with Paul?and in

virlous constructions.

The infinitive of purpoze is old. It was more freguent with
Homer thsn with the Attic writers. The latter used it chiefly
with verbs of "giving, ordaining, offering, znd sendi.ng."n'h the
New Testement it is frequent with verbs of motion. On the substitution
of 7""*- - clauses Blass rema:'ka”:" "Fuer diesen Infinitiv (scil.
des Gwecks) kann wieder 7—"’" eintreten; e¢ccec<.s.j besonders bei
loser Verbindung und groeszerem Inhalt des Nebensatzes ist TP das
Hatuerliche, wuehrend in besonders enger Verbindung bestimmter
Redensarten der Infinitiv sich nicht verdraengen laeszt." Peaul
a8 well as Luke does not so rexdily substitute :-'N- for the infinitive
ag,for instunce,John.

L. 7ITH PREPOSITIONS
We begin with e1s To and the infinitive, bocause it is
especlally freguent with Paul. He uses. it most frecuently in
Komens, First and Second Corinthisns, and in his Pi‘rst and Second
Epiétles to the Thesszlonians; occasionally in the Zpistle to the
' Galutians, Ephesisns, and Philippians; never in Colossians, the .

Fastoral Epistles, and in Philemon-"‘

78, Paul hus 50 of the 72 examples in the New Testamant, Robertsom,
Op» _B_g_-. Pe .'.I.O?l,d-j ¢4.

79a. Blagss, 9Op. ﬂn, Pe 216,

79b. Ibid. -

79¢. Just on the side, there are eight instances in Hebrews. This
fact, again, is not proof for Pauline authorship.
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Els tao’ ic in thic cupacity equal to the Bnglish "with e view
to" in uccordence with the original notion of "motion toward or imto"
expressed by 275 « In his Lexicon Tha'ynr"mya &d rems " £is 2o
followed by «n infinitive ......is like the Lotin ad with gerundive.”
In this-point ho follows Harmsen in Foitschrift fuer wissenschaftliche
Theologie, 1874, (pp. 545 — 860). Te distinguishes two kinds of
infinitival expressions with 275 tO’ « In the first type " £I’Sv %o
combines with the verb on which it depsnds into a s:luzle aentm".r /
Examples are I Cor. 8, 10, "If any man see thee whith hast knowledge
8it &t meut in the idol's temple, shzll not the conscience of hh.
which 15 weak be emboldened to eat those things which are offered
to idols? o:«ofa,u.ilnjq’s etau £isto-- E6aleeey 4 or
I Cor. 11, 22: "Huve ye not houses to eat and to drink m ei‘s 4

2 & [}
Eed e k-mreivev nik

The second genus is thut which expresses a separate telic clause.
Paul ususlly uses £7s £o in this function as in Kome 1, 1l: "I long
to see you ..... to the end ye zay be established, £5 te 6t‘|t'-X"
dijrad 5'/44'5’3." Hotice how the tremslators have brought out
the force of &/5fduith "to the and". Whem the subject of the
infinitive is the same as that of tho leading clause, it is sometimes
not repeated as in Gal. 3, 17: "The covenant eecss. the law ecc..
cannot dissumul that it should make the promise of zone sifect &/5 Zo

Koty Gt t:[v ;’nﬂ'ehﬁm The subject is even omitted

1 2 >
80. Sub €is e , p. 185

8l. Ibid.

82. Other examples ure I Thess. 2, 16; 4, 93 Phil. 1, 28.

88. Other purely final instances sre Rom. 5, 263 7, 45 8, 29 effl.
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Occasiona.'_l.],y when it is not the same as that of the principal clause
@nd cun be ezsily appplied, e.g. in Rom. 6, 12, "Let not sin reigm
in your mortal body that ye should obey it in the lusts thereof,
Els to I;ﬂ'd-l(o";EIV KLA . pail uses the present or the acrist
infinitive, once the perfect, viz. in Eph. 1, 18: "The eyss of your
undergtending being enlightened that ye mey know the hope of his
calling e/s £ a:ofav..u ‘Ypds o Noultor Tmotes that the
difference betwesn Ufﬂl -clauses and clsuses of & s to cum
dnfinitivo is that Cv indlcutes the immediate, &5 the more

remoie result cimed at.

The functions of £/5 £0 with infinitive ere sumarized by
Burton as exprossing "tendency, mezsure ol effect, or result, conceived
or act.u.sl" besidea purpose, the most common. The distinction
between thess various tinges of meaning will best become clear through
examining passages that come into eomsideraztiom.

Rome 1, 20: "The invisible things of hin from the crention of the
world are clearly scen, being understood by the things that are made,
even liis eternal power und Godhead; so that they ere without excuse,
eis to elvae avtovs &va.m)aﬁfw_g." A little reflection will
reveal thxt the correct mtacti.c_ul explanation is important, as far
as the nea.n:l.ng, yes doctrine)is concernad. If this passage 1s a
clause of purpose, one might use it, as has been doms,’®in support of

4. O _2. cit. 3 Pe o elS. 3
85. 0 _2. citn Pe 161.
86. V. c::lor: op. cite, pe 52, for quotations from Calvinists.
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Calvin's doctrine of double clection. GCremmarisns and exegetes line
Up in this wise. Heudlem end Sunduy say, "socund_m, conditional,
Purpose™}! Zahn, "beabsichtigte Folge® s Meyer!'purpose; Stosckhardt,
"divine pwpoaef"!° Over sgainst these literatl others believe, it is a
clause of result. Mn &%¥Sy; Ope cite, ps 161: "This clause could be
Joined to an oxpression of purpose only by suppoeing an ellipsis of
some such expression as Kt o:l,tws ar’u'l'am ceems therefore
to require thut £75 £o elrar be interpreted as expressing
reult."” He adds that the following causal cleuse forbids the final
interpretution. Expositor's Greek New Testameut believes that it is
ecbaticd’ o Philigpt, I, p. 48 f. Ho adds, howover, thut the telic
acceptation does not necessarily mesn that an unconditionel
predestinztion is taught here. Robertsonm, op. cit., p. 1002, does not
glve a definite angwary "Clvine purposc may be the idea, though result
i& the probable eo'noepti.on." Sinilarly Noul  Porceful 1s Calov's
discnsaiong‘a "I1lud autem 'E: s ¢o &ﬁro\l hic accipiendum est
non te.)u_leﬁs, sed e K3 Lbkids,n Ho follows this syntax against

. the Calvinistbcwho believed that God gave the

87. ‘Internutional Critical Cosmemtcry, vol. 3%, pa 44
~ 88, -Vg}. -VI" pe 91 f£. 3

89, "€is te mit dem artikulirten (sic) Infin. wird nmmentlich auch
Ii; Roemerbriefe an keiner einzigen Stelle anders also telisch gsbraucht®,

» Ps 854

90, 220 &1&.' Pe §4.

e L of deuling with divine

o "This belongs to the category possuges A

ection, in which contemplatéd and actual results, final and consecutive
clauses, necessarily lose their difference.”

93. _I_’;E. _elt_.
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heathen knowledge of Hinself in order to deyrive thez of :ny pretext
of excuze, ut postea nihil haberent, guod metexemmt " carov

shows that the purpose of giving them a nnt\n'a]. knowlodge of God

was that there :aight be & "manuductio (a lexding by the hand)
quaedem ad ulteriorem DEI ugniuonen in vu-bo propos:l.ta- et ecclesiae
petefactam quae dicitur finis peedagogicus". That the heathem sTe
rendered c':lva.'n’o) D'J,7 lke beéauae thay neglected to seak
the "ulteriorem Dei cognitionem", did mot happen "ex Del ordinatiome
vel intentione" but "praeter eandem". Calov's comclusion ... "ideo

IR WL Y] ‘N
£15 T elvelt poo 1oco est @16 tE ECVAL T ig correcte

The Fourth Cheptor of the Episile of Ete Paul to the Romans has
four ingtences of £/5 %o cun infinitive, showing the frequemcy
with which Peul uses this mode of expressiom. 41l four, two in v. 11
and onc esch in vv. 16 and 18, express purpose. V. 11, "ind he
(1. ibrehem) received the sign of circumclision, & seal of the
righteousness of the feith, which he had yet bedng uncircumciseds
that he might be the futher of &1l them that believe." This
passeage ( grs td S’Jl‘-ruu dlj‘tO’V ) is now quite universally
regarded as telic Q‘He:,rar s.ys, it was God's purpose that Abraham
receive circumcision as ¢ seul of the rigatcousness of feith.

He regurds the telic ucceptation &s necessary when looking at
it from the viewpoint of the Biblical outlook (inschauung) of

94. Ibld.
95. Internations=l Critic:l Comuentsry, vels2, p. 107; Expositor's
II, p. 6173 Philippl I, p. 178,



the matter and of its importunce. Therefors the ecbatic explanatiocn
of making the cluuse equal to Ket! ovEtws Egéve.fo lfatbic was
rightly given upt®

i @ifference of opinion is held in regard to v. 18: "o (scil.
Abrahum) aguinst hope believed in hope thet he might becoae the father
of meny nations, 51’5 ta ‘E rs's Jau o" Hemdlam and Szndsy say,”
it is couivalent to Wete a(ars'aJdl. "His faith enabled
hin to becone the fatuer, but with the underlying idea that his faith
in this was but cerrying out the great Divime purpose which ordered
“ll theee events." Philippi suys, it ia parsllel to v. 11, namely
ivine intention. Some havs theught that the infinitivel clause
vwas the object of nis fakth. Philippl rejects that view. The direct
reflexive would then be used for d.l.’ti'o'l' « The verb (6 té‘l;é 14
1s not used with £1 S and the substantival infinitive as -object.
Furthermore, such & view would weaken the phrase “aguinst hope in hmﬁ"

Romans 6, 12: "Let not sim reign in yowr mortal body that ye
should obey it in the lusts tuereof, £is to YT K oVELY ]
is cleurly the result. If they let ain rule over their body, the
inevitable result is thzt t.hay obay their lusts. This verse illustrates
well whut Burton me:ns by "tendency, meusure of effect, or result,
conceived or actual". In Rom. 7, 4: "Ye also ure becoms dead to the
law by tiie body of Christ that ( 575 to ) ye should be married
to enother" ig taken es purpose. The purpose of the abolitiom of
the Law is thut they should belong to Chrdste’ '

96. 9.'2' _c_i_.'g.., P 211,

97. m- ﬂ.. Pe 114. i

88. Ph‘llippi. 9pe 3*1. I, Pe 178.
89. Ph:llippﬁ., ODe O_’-_t.o I, Pe 528 fe
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In the very next verse we hzve & cuse of result being expressed
by E”S to e "Then we weve inthe flesh, the notions of sins

5 : ’ /
which were by the Luow, did work in our membors to (£/S5 to ) bring
forth fruit unto death." It is purallel to & ele , a5 it 15 to be

2 W "

taken EKPBal/Kws cnd not £EACNKWS , The result
of the working of tie [leshly notions is thut they bring forth
fruit unto Ge:th.”®

This construction occurs in the locus classicus and one of ths
importent sedes doctrines on election, Rom. 8, £9: "‘hom He dtd
foreknow, lie also did predestincte to bo conformed to the image of
s Son that ( £/5 to ) He might be the first-born among many
brethren.” The final ain of the Meoo @ ¢ b o5 was to glorify
Mis Son, the mediate purpose tho selvation of mmn.’®’

Still in the section on elaction (Romens 11, 11) we find
another example: "[hrough their (scil. Jews!) full sulvetion is-
come unto the Gentiles, for to (El’s #o )'provokn them to .‘Im-{o
How is this clzuse to bo understood? The firgt part of tha verse
hus shom that God did nmot intend ths fill of thh Fewsi’ The
mecning is well glven by Calove'™

100, Philippi, Ope _(._'-_1-_1'5'. ? Pe 5850.

101. Philippi, Op. ﬂ” vol. IT, p. 36 f.

102, Luther's translation "nacheifern" is not the equivalemt of
the original, which is "e:l.fer*ciﬁtig muchen.™

103. V. pa 20 f.

104. ma 2&-' De 185

-
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"Intelligenda haec sunt non TE a'clcé'-'s ’ sad 2Irﬂut‘t CKWs 3
nam hoc gventus et directionis divinee fuit, non quod
voluerit DTUS, ut caderent Israelitue, sed, quia casuri
erant proprie culps, lunc eorum casum in direxerit,
pertim Guoud gentiles in salutem eorum, partim quoad
Israelitas, ut oos per cemulationem gentivm exitio eriperet.
Iatentio itucue DEI fuit, ut cd zemulationem exdbimularet
Judeeos per fldea et sslutem gentium. Assumptio novi
populi directa fuit ad veberis provocationem ad zemulationems
ut nsmpe Isr.zlitae cermentes confertum gentilium zd Deum
conversicnem seriu uemul:tione irrltati et ipsi docirinse
Zvangelié snimos suos submitberent.™
The laxer use of this conciruction iz further exemplified by
2 L
this pagsege (Rom. 12, 5): "I 847 eee. to evory men ... to (€75 €0 )
think soberly." Robertson (app eit., p. 1072) lists this passage
ar expressing conceived result, "to think so that he thinks soberly®™. %
He should think go of hiuself that the self-estimate is moderzte.
Cf. Stoeckhurdt's translution, "bedacht sein auf eine besonnene
el
Denkweice". In this uscge #e heve & parallel in weZ€ , which is

uscd for aim snd result./°®

We observe the sume vider uce in other of Ids epictles.
II Core8, 5 = 63 "ind sees thoy «e... firet gave their own selves
to 122 Lord eeeese. insomuch that (.s;s to‘) we desired Titus.”
licyer, lofmenn, ot ale. Insist on the "rein telische Fasalmg"l:qﬂa :
ednits that the £/S 0  glouse ws indesd a result of the matter
in itacedonis, but it wea & result intended by God. He f£inds proof in

the phraze in v. 5, "by the will of God". Expositor's (II£, p. 85),

105. Thayer, OPe S!'-E" pe G135, (T4

106. Hlasz, 9}1‘?'_9_13., De 2163 "Es wirg aber mit W6TE im
NeuehTestament wie attisch keineswegs blosz die wirkliche cier die
moegliche Folge eingefusirt, sondern auch (was sogar das Aeltere ist)
die bezbsichtigte, so dusz eine Grenze gegen die Absichtssaetze
kaum mehr fichtbar ist."

;207 "Damit wir den Titus crmahnten". Remember that Weyer says,
els to 1is always "aufl dassz", never "so dasz". (VII, p. 259
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ICC (AXAIITa, p, 257), and Zelm (VIII, p. 512) teke it in the echatic
gense. Tne connccling thought is that he was so encouraged by the
generosity of th: lacedoniuns thut he thought to send Titus.'® ¥

Agein, thls construction hes broadcned out go thet 1t is used,
like Cva —-cluusas, «o objects of certain verbs. This use corresponds
0 the zub-finid clause, us it fg used after sizilar verbs: of
comusnding, of cntreating, of ccking for. Illustrations are to be
found in I Thess. 2, 125 I Thess. 3, 105 and II Thess. 2, 2.7°7

Sonetiues it is merely epaxegetic. For instance, it is merely
ex tory in Phil. 1, 235, "I am in a strait betwixt two, having
o desre to ( €75 0 ) depart and to be with Chrdst.” Zlso .
epexegetic to & verbsl udjective as in I Thess. 4, 93 "Yc are taught
of Goc to (af 20/ c/uK toc &ds #0) lave ome enother.”

108. inother inctence of the Consecutive Infinitive is Gal. 3; 17.

Un I Cor. J., 4: "¢ho conforteth us in all our tribulation that

£/5 to’ ) we muy be zble to comfort them which are in.any
trouble," Bachmann seys: "Solche Zusprache (coatorteth) fushrt
tber Gottbbis dublm fort, dssz die von iam gewaehrte Trosstung
uebergeht auf die anderen in aehnlicher Lege befindlichen." He says
it cupresses regult end purpoze. Zahm, ope cit., VIII, p. %8.
On p. 284 he discusseg II cpr. 7s 53 "I heve ) said before that ye are
in cur aeartc to {( £/ ) die cnd live with you.™ "
bezeichnet die, #irkupg, «n deren Intensitset msn die Energie des

TY Ka fc«t ET vl cbzumessen
109, :-.fter,u.u&t tucag,hu s OEC :jeu. s and ecwtﬂw
respectively.




¥ery siuller is mEos #0 cum infinitivo. It has the force of
"ldoking to" "#ith o view to". Uf the twelve examples in the New
Testement Puul ha.u four - 1I Core. &, 13; Ephe 6, 113 I Thess. 2, 93
end in II Thess. &, 8. #a Eph. 6, 11, he hus ths present and in

other pﬁssuges the aorist inficitive. All four express "the

subjective nurpo.;a" a8 1n II Cor. %y 15, "ind not a5 Hoses, which

put a veil over his fuce, that (ﬂ'cﬂs to' ) the children of Israel
[}

could not stexudfastly look ( /u..:; :&.tew&:u&-to the end which is

- aboligi

B. TIE ARTIGULAR INFINITIVE

i construction belonging to the higher stratum of Koine Greek,
espocielly with Luke and Pauly is the infinitive after the genitive
article tOV . Luke hus it oftener then Paul-' In 1ts development
it sturted as & purely adnouinal genitive. .'-oulton melbtidng that it

is generally incidentsl that £oU corresponds to the ordinary gemitives

It retains its genitive force zfter nouns and verbs waich otherwise
also govern the ganitive'.’s In the extension of its uses, however,
it retuins its genitive force as little as the genitive abszolute.

Peveloped hy Thugydides, it came to express plmpose:‘qln fact, it

110, E”bmm; OPe Gito, Ps 1075,

111. Blsgz, op. cit. s Do 286, Five-sixths of tha examples with
I.uko &nd Paul,. .

112, It is in I Cor. 16, 4: "If it be meet that I godalso

( tov KKl % Wop ezIa’se ,’my shall go with me."”

1135. E.§. aftor mbs of lacking, cepriving, et al. _

114. "In Beziehung auf ganze Saetze, um dialﬁbaieht, aussudruscken,
wo die aeltern Philogogen EVE K\ oder X dcuf
Winer, Ope ﬂ-, pe 504, Also Blasz, _1_0.0_0 s-i—t'
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developed boyond the telic mesning over intc the ecbatic. "The

genersl blurriung of the sxpressions, which were once appropriated

for purgose, has infected two warieties of the articular 1nf1n1tiw-""
S0 &lso Blasz, ."Starke Lockerung der Verbindung mit dem Substamtiv

und Uebergang zu konsckutivem Sinn zeigen Stellen wie I Core 10, 13."

Houlton counts thirteen examples with Paul, and thece are in
fomnns, Gulntiens, I exd II Corinthisns, sud Philippians. Of these
purpose iIs never u:m!.stakable:' "In fact, Hobertson doubts whether
Peul ev-r uses Lol gum infinitivo for purpose. In this respect
Puul's use differs fromtbut of -ef Luke, viz., in the absence of

telic force.

Two probable cages cre Rom. 8, 6, and Phil. 3, 10. Rome 6, Gl-
"Our old men is crucified wito him thut ('i:'d-) the body cof sin might
be destroyed, that ( tol ) hencoforth we should not serve sin." On
thiz pussago i‘oulton ram.rk'u thet the infinitivel clause oxpounds
ths purpose contained in the f’v¢—elau-st'-"3 Vory similer is Phil.
3y 8 — 10: "I count all things but 1038 +c.e that (?"4-) I mgy win
Christ and be found in Him eseee thot (£07°) T ey imow Him."

This construction is generally spexegztic with Paul. Rom. 1, 243
"God guve them (scil..the hesthen) up to uncleznmess through the lusts
of their own hearts, to (to'l‘!') dighonor their own bodies." Yet, some

115, soulton, On. _g_i_i.'._., Ps 2\16; glco Blasz, &0 _G_Lt_-
116. V. Houlm, _129_- s&-
117. Moulton, Ope g_'!c’ pe 218,
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toke this infinitive us onc of purposes o Philippl ( I, p. 54.)e

In proof he refers to nJ.Jbi

4
o’r.t'/‘"‘*j in v. 26, which rosuzes

2 4 .
the thought of ¢ s af%6lde, Stosckhurdt aleo takes it as

@ purgosz cluuse and rinds the voluntzs el conseaueng expressed heree

The grenm:.rians, howavar, ers of a difierent cpinion. Blasz seys,

n
"Uebcrgung s konsekutivem Sinn.m '

Fobortson (op. cit., pe 1002)

suys tet £OV  with infinitive is usueily euivalent to "so as to®

l-u lu
in Pavline Litersiurs and so harze uhauu, Burton, iner, &1l take

I d
it «& epexegotic, "Der Genitiv sugt en, worin jene ‘*‘“’J“C it

|3.3
bestinaen hibe.®

furding off uny vossible Calvinistic teaching,

Culov, (ope cite, pe £4) concludes s "Fraditi ergo a Deo sunt non

affective, quasi Peus autor sit illius impuritatis, ut Calvinieni

2 L
blusphenent; nec zolum peraiscive zc tuntum € Kﬂdu Kwg sed

dIKa 6t LKW S ot judicsliter."

Herc belongs & passage like Xowme 7y 3, "IL har husband be dead,

she is free from that low, so that (fOIT) she is no adulteress."
Houlton calls it epexegetic, while Philippi (I, p. 325), Robertson
(op. cit., p. 1002), and Burton label it a clause of result.
Philippi is without & doubt correct in equaling t‘“/"'lﬂth

W ete ,‘.,\

Sumaing up, lioulton lists the thirteen omples as follows:

118. O \'J. cit-, De 6l.

118. ...oc. ci‘b-
120. 9& cit-
121. Op. cit.s
122, gga ﬁ'l
123, Ibid.

Pe
De
Ps

6.
158,
305f£.

"y

i e £ St

B
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three are either final or consecutive (Rom. 8, 65 7, 53 Phil. 3, 10),
two are sblative (Rom. 15, 225 II Core 1, 8), five occur with
substantives (Rom. 15, 23; I Cor. 8, 10; 18, 4; II Cor. 8, 113 Phil. 3,

¥
1), four sro epexegetic (Rom. 1, 243 7, Z; 8, 12; I Cor. 10, 13).

4
C. "WITH W 6ETE

What about €0 6Z€ with the infinitive? Hefersnce was made o
this construction in note 108. It is ususlly used for result as in
the (ﬂe.saicul“", e.g«. II Cor. 1, 8: "9a would not have you ignorent of
our trouble ....... that we were prassed out of msesurs, above
strength insomuch that ( wete ) we despaired even of lifa."
#nother oxsuple is II Thesse II, 4: "%ho (scil, that men of sin)
opposeth snd t::-::-'.lteth himgelf zbove all that is called God, or that
is worshlped; so that (:f:’ 6TE& ) he as Cod sitteth in the temple
of God" etc. Theze examples express, according to Burtom,'2®
Etendency, by implicution re)Rized in actusl result"s

Slightly ciffereat 1s the construction in I Core 13, 25 "Though
I heve all faith =o tuat (& ete ) I could remove mount=ings and
huve not charily, I am nothng."® Thie cas: denotes “tendency or
concuived result thought of as :-mch".'a-' This chude of mesning is
better illustratec by Luthor's transiztion: "elso dass ich Berge
versstzte.” Cor.lpsare. &lso II Cor. £, 7. Robertson further observes
thet the 1des of pure purpos: is rave with tho N.T. writers when
they employ WGTE cun infinitivo. Ouly probable exsmples should
be claimog*é |

124. There are re:lly 14. iloulten apparently overlooked Gal, 5, 10,
where it occurs after a moun.
125- mﬂss- ODa d.it.- Da 216.
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VI. DQU3LE PUAPQSE-CLAUSIS

Puul expresses douvle purpose-clougos iu virious wiys. We
gieull « fow Lllustrationz fros his Epistle to thu Romsns which show
bl Mnguisiic roscurce-fulness iu this respecte Smtancs he
ANW'OGECas boul with Wi sime particle s.g. Row. 7, 133 "But sin
that Z'Vol ) it wigbl eppocr sin, working death in mc 5y that
which iz good; that ( v ) sin by the coumancment zight become
oxceedlng sin] .'l'“-?ur, he begins ko sscond clause with € 7.5 &o
a3 Ih Home 4y 10t "It ilc of fuithk thut ( ;"V"L ) it might bo by grace;
to the and (€75 £0' ) tus proalze wight be sure to all the sesd.”
Ur vice verca es In iome 7, 4: "Ye are become Joud to ti: law by
toe bvody of Chrdst; thet ( E;.S to, ) yo should be merried to
CROLHEY esenae Lial ( Z’VOL ) .we chould bring forth frult unto God."
In Mea. €,5, ti: order is ‘L'Vot esseass tov cun infinitivo.

& uuuble purpoie-clovee is usuclly pleced in & long pnricd.'so

.U:B. Yile BlUey Do 145 L.

127. Ibid.

138e © 4. c‘l-t.' Pe 9&0, e 1G58,

128e For doab.l.d El's tb' See Rou. 4, 1l; double O"u‘s
10ize S5, i7.

10, "Ceosochmlics un ntscheidender Stelle, an Sutasude oder so,
Gugz sle elne gunze Perlode bustizmen,¥ feitscurift fuer dic

neute tumentlicon “isgenschaft und die Xunde der welteren Eirche,

}:X'{III, Helit I, Pe 57

to ‘t‘é)\_o_g
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