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Preface

The science of Blblical crltliclsm 1s occupied wlth the
text of the Bible and its uhistory. It invelves those prin-
cl»lese and operations which enable the reader to detect and
remove corruption, to decide upon the genulneness of dis=
puted wrltings, to obtain the original words of insplration,
and to understand the wrlitings in their hlistorical setting.
The object of such critlcism 1s to ascertain the purity or
corruption of the text, to judre whether any alterations have
been made, to restore the original reaaings that have been
misplaced or replaced, and to furnish the needed historical
infurmation,

Various schools have arlsen in the rield of Biblical
critlclsm. Some of them, especlally the Rationalists, the
Literals, end the men of the Tuebingen school, have attacked
the Blble and¢ the text of the Bible from various anglea and
have proposed interestings and chsllenging theories. The
topie discussed ia the following peages 18 an example of such
attack and theory-making,

Cn the surface 1t would seem that these men are serilous=-
ly occupled with an attempt to establish the pure tesching
of Cod's Word., But the more one stuules their hypctheses
and welghs the evidence which 1s advanced in support of thelr
nypotheses, the more one is convinced that their interest is
solely historical and that their efforts often result in

attacks on the authority of the Bible as God's lvly Word.
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The subjecct with which this thesis deals is not an ar-
ticle of faith, The problex is not doctrinel. But it re=-
meins for him who would search out the Scriptures to study
these theories carefully, to come to very definite conclusions,
and to be able to toke his stend arainst all efforts to under-
mine confldence 1n Holy %Wrlt., The theorles sre tempting; let
the pastor beware!

The wrlter wishes to acknowledge the adviscry ssslotance
of Dr, Willlam Arndt, who gave of hls time znd interest to-
ward the completion of thlis paper, It shoulu be stated, tco,
that the dissertation leans hesvily on Jeames ioffat, whose
work in the field of New Testament Introduction was the chief
source for the hypotheses of modern critics, and on R.C.H.
Lenskl, whose wecrk was the chief source for the conservatlive

view,
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Introduction

This was Corinth, Here a Church was to be planted = a
pecullar pecple, an holy nation, The apostle Paul had been
imprisoned at Phillppl, found nc rest in elither Thessalonica
or llorea, and had experienced bitter dlsappointment at Athens.
liis eyes turned to Corinth, forty-five miles tov the west on
the peninsula of ¥orea, known in classical history as the
Pelecponnesus, As he drew neesrer, Paul saw the cone-shaped
Acrocorinthus, crowned by the Temple of Venus = a towering
symizol of Corinthians' ldicletry in its grossest form, What
could he achleve here?

Yes, thls was a clity, this Corinth! %hen Greece first
fell under the oman yoke, Corinth had jJjolned the Achaean
League and had particlipsted in the revolt., As & result it waa
utterly destroyed by Consul (ummius in the year 146 B.C. For
a cecntury 1t lay in ruin until Julius Caesar recognized its
commerclal importence and planted a Zoman cclony there. In
the next century it rrew rawvldly, and by the time of Paul it
had reached lte foruer eminence., This was a city of comuerce,
an ilmpregneble fortress by reascn of its geogrzphic situatlion
and its double harbor of Cenchrea on the east znd Lecheum on

the west. This was a city of money; snd where money ccunes

easily, vice cumes more easlly. These people were traders,
money=-getters, lnterested only in amassing a2 fortune with as
little education, culture, and time as possible. They were

pleasure-mad, drunken with lust as well as wine,

1
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To this city came the apoctle Poul, miserably poor and
lonely. His task here was to sow the seed of the Cospel, He
was sure to meet calloused, frivolous, and selfish hearts. ie
would have to lift people from great depths to which they had
fallen. Discoursging conditlons indeed, but not to Paul. He
bslieved in Christ; that was quite enough. He believed that
each eof these peonle was lookling for scmething different fronm
what he was cgeiting, and 1t was his purpose to give it tc t.hem.l

Paul's first acguaintances in Corinth were Aquila &nd
Priscilla, lately expelled from Rome, Paul and Aquila, both
tent-mnkers by trade, lived under one roof and labored at the
same trede., Paul was in want, bub nol only that., In such a J
place es Corinth he would be dependent on no man, And so he |
labored with 2is own hands at hie temporsl cccupsticn. But cn
ezch Sabbath he entered into the Jewlsh Synagogue and there
carrlied out nis spiritusl mission as best as possible., Unly
a few converte were umede, and these Paul baptized with his own
hends in the sbasence of his companicns, Siles and Timothy, who
had remnzined behind at Bcorea,

Eventually Paul's lonsliness was hesled by the arrival

of Silae znd Timothy. I[le was cheered and encouraged, filled
with a new zeal. And he testifled to the Jews that Jesus was
the Christ (Acts 18,5). Then the bresk came. The Jews 1n-
Corinth broke forth in open rebellion agalnst this teachling
of Paul, even es. the Jews in other cities had done. From this

1, H.R. Haweis, The Picture of Paul (The Disciple), pP. 123,



time forth Paul conducted his services in the house of Justuas,
a progelyte., A vision of the Lord tsld the misslonary, "I have
much pecple in this clty., Be not afrald, but speak, ané hold
not thy peace."? A Church was estzblished = "4 difficult
heterogencus Churcin in gcod Goobh - a living church - a strong
church, troublescme, self-willed - like a flcock of sheep, &all
dispesed tc run differcnt ways, slving the shepherd =nd his
watchdop much anxlety."?

The Church at Corinth was gathere. from all wolkas of
life, There was Crispus, the ruler of the Synagogue who had
reuained with Paul after the break wlth the Jews. There was
Justus, a citizen of guod rreport, Erasitus, the chief chamber- i
lain of the ¢ity, &nd Ttephanas, Fortunatus, and Achalicus,
slaves of humblest mlen. And there were the women, pure and
hu:ble, These were the first-frults of Achala who foraed the
brck=bone of Paul's belcved congregation. But it was to be
only after serious troubles and dissentlona that Faul could
enjoy pezce of mind in his relationships in this city. For
eirhteen months he lzbored there, during which tlue there was
no end of trouble. And later, after he had departed for
Ephesus, more grief was to come to him. Around this his cor-
respondence centers.

45 concern for the flock end the conditicns as they ex-

isted in Corinth are besic in understanding the problem of Peul's
cerrespondence with this people. His assoclaticns wlth Achala

micht reed like a novel.

2. Acts 18,9.10.
3. Haweis, op. cit., p. 129.




Chapter I

News I'rom Corinth

In the Canon of the New Testzment are found two letters
oi Lhe apustle Peul to the Church at Corinth. It is the opin-
ion of amany modern critics that tnese two lettere form only
a small part of a curﬂeépcndenco Letween Peul &nd the Corinthian
Church which was ceérried on over a long periocd of time., These
bﬁoilettcra, toegetlier with the accouat given by Luke in the
Acts of tue Aposiles, form the basies for our study of Paul's
relaticnship with thc Achaleéns, But from a study of the gistles
wirtleh are reccrded in tne Lew Testument Cancn Lt becomes guite
apurrent thét the account giveu by Lu.e omlts bLolis uinor ancd
imperteont detalls in the life of Ffaul. There 18 no wentlion
it the Acts cof the wrliting off the avcstle's letiers, nor of any

-

cl the ccrreaponcence whicnh may have passed Letween the estab-

lisned congregaillions and tuose who hed groundeéd ithem in the
faith, Hence, we are compelled tc ge Lo the eplstiles themselves
fer any clues which iy be hidden in tne nersonal references

of Peul,

Poul was at Lphesus for & pericd of thres yesrs, beglunlug
in the yesr 52 end lzsting till Pentecocst of 55. There are
variant cpinicns regarding these dates, but 1t is nol our pur-
pose here to delve into fauline chroneclogy, & subject which 1is
i extunsive stuuy in itself. Ephesus lay due east of Corinth,
a8 distance of 250 piles and a three day Journey at 4 m.p.h.
gecoarct .nis the two citles, A Journey of three deys 2t that

tine was comparatively short, and where there was such regard

4




for the apostle on the part of the Corinthians and such regard
for the corinthiéhs on the part of the apostle, it is nelither
impossible nor improbable that Paul would maintain close cone
tact with Achala

There were several sources from which Paul was able to
obtaln information regarding “he conditions in the congregation
across the Aegean., In the first place, he had probably been
well informed by Apollos, who had continued the work of Paul
in that city and watered the seeds of a Christian Church which
the epostle had planted., Apollos had left Corinth and was in
Ephesus with Paul, for we read Paul's mention of him in I
Corinthiane 16,12, To attempt an understanding of Apollos'
leaving would only be making conjectures, but it may have been
that Apollos himself percelved the divlsions which were arising
and of which Paul speaks in I Corinthians 1 and 3, and that he
thourht it expedient to nip the unfortunate development in the
bud,

Secondly, Paul had hezrd news from Corinth through certain
ones which were of ﬁhe household of Chloe (I Corinthians 1,12),
Whether these were servents or members of Chloe's imamediate
fanily in unknown. But Chloe herself was one well known to
the Corinthians, either because she was & resident of Ephesus
who had spent considerable time in the Christian gatherings
at Corinth, or btecause she was a resident of Corinth. In any
event, Paul refers to these members of Chloe's household as

trustworthy witnesses to the factions of which he speaks. It




is hardly likely that Paul would have regerded their report
wlth any concern if Chloe had been from among the Corinthians,
for her representatives vwould then hsve appeared a8 prejudiced
witneases in the matter.l

Thirdly, Paul was apparently in touch with what we would
today call the "grape=vine." 1In I Corinthiesns 5,1 he states,
"It 1s commonly reported that there is fornication among you,
and such fornicatlon as is not so much as named among the
Centiles, that one should have his father's wife." A great sin
was prevalent within the very ranks of the congregation, and
such a sin as would very likely be spoken of quite generally.
We understand well how the news of such a sin is spread by word
of mouth in our present day, and it 1s not at all unlikely thnat
the news of this impurity had gone out to other congregeations
and was rapidly becoming a favorite toplc of conversation.

And finally, but of most importance in this discussion,
Paul had received news from Corinth through the slaves, For-
tunatus, Stephanas, and Achaicus, who had brought a letter
from the Corinthians in which the congregation laid their
problems before the aposile. There are a few scholars who
would separate the letter from the slaves and bring them to
Ephesus at a different time, But it 1a hard to reason why the
slaves would be sent to Ephesus unless they were in possession
of this special document, the delivery of which was their
special mission., It was probably written by the officlals of

l. W.M. Rameay, "Historical Commentary on the Epistles to
the Corinthians," The Expositor, Vol. 1, Ser. 6, p. 104,




the congregation, since there is no indication that thsfe was
as yet a single iskopos, and later submitted to the entire
congregation as a matter of form for approval,

The fact of the letter written by the Corinthians is
accepted with few exceptions, also by those who maintain the
older view of two Pauline letters to Corinth, Surely Paul
could be no plainer than when he writes in I Corinthians 7,1,
"Now concerning the things whereof ye wrote unto me." Here
it is definitely stated that the Corinthians had written a
letter to the founder of their congregation, Paul uses ﬂTF"
to indlcate that he 1s taking up those things about which his
people had asked, It is used again in 8,1; 12,1; 16,1 and 16,
12, in each case to introduce a section in which Paul answers
a question which had been addressed to him, Thus, this canon-
ical letter, known to us as Filrst Corinthians, betrays manli=-
fold allusions to a lost letter to Paul. As we read I Corin-
thians in the light of thls suggestion, it becomes more and
more apparent that our I Corinthians is a reply to a veritable
question~box which was presented to the absent pastor, To
read I Corinthians i1s to listen to one party of two engaged in
a conversation, and. we can only guess what the other party must
have said.2

The Reverend Professor George Findlay has made an inter=-
esting attempt to reconstruct the Corinthian letter on the
basis of Paul's letter. He would imagine it to be somewhat

2. Geo. G. Findlay, "the Letter of the Corinthian Church to
Paul," The Expositor, Vol. 1, Ser. 6, p. 401,
FRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY
CONCORDIA SEMINARY

ST. LOUIS, MO,




prosaic and verbose in style, since it came from a church

that thought itself qulte elevated in word and knowledge. He
goes on to characterize it as "Self-complacent znd highe-sound-
ing, .not to say pretentious, in ilts religlous tone . . . making
strong declaraticns of fidelity.“3 Apparently the letter
falled to make any mention of the dlissensions and the criminal
case of chapter five, for Paul hears of both of these from
other sources, And it 1s not till he has discussed these
matters that he proceeds to reply to the letter from Corinth,
Information concerning these enormities and disorders came to
him from other quarters than from the Corinthians themselves,
These irregularities, the blame of which they all shared, were
not mentioned in their address to Paul. The contentlousness,
the incestuous marriage, the litigation, the irregularitles in
the celebration of the Lord's Supper - all these reoelvea not
a syllable of attention. And it is wholly natural that they
should thus conceal their faults from the apoat.le.4

But there are five matters concerning which the Corinthians

would appreciate further knowledge. These same &are indlcated

to us by the latter half of I Corinthlans, for there Paul gives
his anaswer to those five points, The first is taken up in
chapter seven and dealt with the marrilaege problems which pre-
sented themselves in such a licentious city as Corinth, The
second problem regarded the ealing of meat offered to idols,
and is answered in the eighth chapter of Paul's letter. The

3. Ibid.
4, William Paley, Horae Paulinae, p. 45.




third was the problem of the spiritual gifts; the fourth con-
cerned the collection for the saints at Jerusalem; and finally,
the Corinthians apperently had anked'thnt Paul send Apollos
back to them. It is interesting to read Findlay's recon=-
structed letter. Below we quote a few of the pertinent parts,

“"The assenbly of the Christians in Corinth to
Paul, the apostle of Jesus Christ, greeting.

"Gathered together in the name of the Lord
Jesus, we salute thee in lcve, remembering thee in
our prayers contlnually, We acknowledge thee ale
ways in all thankfulness as the eapostle of Christ
unto us, and our father in Him; for we are indeed
thy work in the Lord . . .

"We received thy letter of admonition with
hced=fulness and godly fear, .  Thou biddest us
separate ourseclves from the unclean and have no
fellowship with those who live in the sins of the
Centiles, Are we to take this injunction in its une-
restricted sense? Our city, as thou well knowest,
teems with impurities, If we may not in anywise mix
with transgressors, we must depart from Corinth =
nay, we doubt whether in the whole world we should
Tfind any spot where men dwell that 1s clear of de-
filement , «

"Is the single or the married state worthiest
and fittest for a Christian - especlally for our-
selves, situated as we are at Corinth? . . .

"We are perplexed about the eating of ‘'idol-
othyta.' We all have knowledge in this matter,
understanding, since we have turned to the living
God, that the idol is a vain thing and cannot pollute
the creatures offered to it. . . But agein we ask,
what is thy Jjudgment touching this thing, and how
wouldst thou have us act?

"Once more, we wish to inguire about the workings
of the Spirit. 4YWe need some test to distingulsh
His genulne linspirations, . .

"yayest thou, by the mercy of (od, be strengthened
in body, and be comforted in heart in regard buth to
us and to £ll thy disciples in the Lord. _Our love
be with thee in Christ Jesus, Farewell,"2

This ef'fort at reconstruction falls far short of veri-

similitude, but in a measure it serves to give dramatic form

5. F'indlay. 22. cittg QOAOJ--I'OTO
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to the situation and the relations between the Corinthian

congregation and its founder,




Chapter IIX
The Previous Letter

Thus far the critics are agreed - agreed at least as to
the fact of the Corinthlan letter to Paul, though there is
some divergent opinion regarding its contents, .But now we
step to the threshhold of that phase of Psul's Corinthian core
respocndence which has prompted much writing and variant opinions.
According to the sequence of events, Paul returned to Antioch
after his elghteen months in Corinth and then began his third
great missionary journey, locating for some time in Ephesus on
the coast of Aslia Minor, Apollos, who had wztered where Paul
had planted, apparently left Corinth and joined Paul in
Ephesus, for mention is made of him in I Corinthians 16,12, He
undoubtedly brought news concerning the Corinthlan situatlion,
but beyond that Paul also recelved news through the sources
enunerated in chapter one. It was in answer to the Corlnthian
letter that Paul penned what is known to us as his First
Eplstle to the Corinthiens,

However, because of Paul's statement in I Corinthians 5,9,
the question arises whether or not our canonlical I Corinthians
is actually the firct letter addressed to the group in Achaia,
At first glance 1t would appear that another letter was written
somewhere during the course of events listed above, a letter
which has been lost to us. But upon further investigation 1t
may be noted that there is room for difference of opinion. Evi-

dence has been advanced to support both views, but before we

1l




can welgh the evidence presented, it 1s necessary to examine
the validlty of assuming a lost letter.

Is 1t wrong to assume thaﬁ letters written by the apostles
mey have been lost? Alford, in his comaentary on the letters
to the Corinthians, regards it as a preconceived idea, wholly
unwarranted, to suppose it out of harmony with Scriptural
teaching, especially on inspiration, if we assume a lost 1etter.1
For example, the letter sent with Tychlicus to his master, Phi-
lemon, 1s only one of a class of letters which must have been
numerous, £Paul had apparently been in the habit of writing
guch letters to individuals or éongregatlons, for again in
I Corinthians 16,3 he mentions his intentlions of giving com-
mendatory letters, if necessary, to those who yould bear the
collection to Jerusalem for Palestinian relief. Barnes views
the problem specifically from the standpolnt of lnaplration.2
Shall we suppose that GCod would suffer the divinely inspired
writings to bte lost? In answer it may first be stated that
there is no evidence for the inspiration of such lost letters,
It 18 not necessarlly true that the apostles were divinely in-
spired in 2ll that they wrote or spoke, On the other hand,
the fact that a letter is lost does not in any way milltate
against the inspiration thereof. Large portlonarof the dis=-
courses of the disciples and even of the Savior Hlmself have
been lost..3 Yea, rather, Scripture itself testifies that all

1. Henry Alford, The Creek Testament, II, p. 51.
2, Albert Barnes, Notes on the New Testament, V, p. 89.
3. John 21,25,
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truth which 1s necessary for our salvation is in our hands,
and letters which may have been lost probably served their
purpose and were permitted to be lost by the dlvine plan, 1In
vlew of all the efforts made to destroy the inspired books
whlch we have in our possession, we should rsther be grateful
that they have been preserved to us than grieve over the loas
of a few which portained only to local and unimportant matters
as for as our goul salvation is concerned. So also Calvin
speske: "The epistle of which he here spesks (I Corinthians 5,
9) is not now extant., Nor is 1t to bes doubted that many others
have perished; but it i1s sufficient for us that these resain
which tho Lord saw to be needful,"# And Lenskl, "Yet we have
nc rcecascn to acsume on this account that the lew Testament
Janon 12 1incomplete, or that the doctrine of ilnspiration is
in any way affected., Cod's providence did not consider it
necesceary to preserve this lstter to us, and that suffices
entirely."?

We return then to the problem before us, There are
several gpecific points to which reference is made, pro and
con, in regard ﬁo the lost-letter view. Arguments have been
advanced on the besis of grammatlcel construction, literary
style, and from the historicel point of view., Critics vho
examine the problem from elther of the two points of view
present their arguments in conclusive and convincing style,
but when the evidence as presented by one of opposing viewe 18
" 4. Bernes, loc. oit.

5. R.C.H. Lenski, The Interpretation of St, Paul's First and
Second Epistle to the Corinthians, p. 228,
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also presented, the problem becomes real and the final verdict
must remain to individual Judgment., We shall l1list the argu-
ments, welgh them, and draw our conclusions on the question
which 1s the safer ground,

The Corinthians have written a letter to Paul, and in
answering, the apostle, so it is mainteined, refers to a letter
which he hed written previously. The argument centers around
Paul's statement in 5,9, &;:ng;h' _Q_.*g 2y _1;_; FlLL T::_I,s?- which in
translation reads, "Iwrote unto you in an epistle." If we but
glance at these wordes superficially, our immediate conclusion
must be that the apostle had actually written a previous letter
to Corinth. But the problem is not that easlly solved,

Defenders of the two=letter theory agree bhat.e;?¢¢f mnay
be taken as the epistolary aorist, and a parallel in I Corinthians
9,15 is referred to, They would thus refer this phrase to the
letter which Paul is now writing, making him say in effect, "I
have written to you already in this letter which I am now
writing." However, the context does not allow the epistolery
aorist. According to context, 9,15 and 5,9 are not parallels,
Instead, a parallel may be found in II Corinthlans 7,8 where
with this very phrase Paul also refers to a previous letter., It
is, therefore, quite impossible that this phrase should refer
to the letter inm which Paul was then engaged in writing. It
is his purpose here and in the succeedlng verses to correct a
perversion of an admonition which he had given his flock in a

previous letter, Would the Corinthians twist and misunderstand
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a sentence of this letter before they had received it? Can we
assume that Paul 1s afrald of a misunderstanding arieing after
they hed received the letter, and that therefore he ia warding
off the danger here? Hardly so, for as we shall see later, no-
where in thlis present epistle thus far completed is such a warn-
ing found as 18 here given, The conclusion then must be that
ocne of Paul's letters has been lost..6
Again, the conservative defenders of some schools prefer

to delete the phrase ;__n4 2.7 But Moffat ansers that

for us by saying that such deletion is "Justified neither by
considerations qf rhythm nor by the apparent absence of the text

"8 5¢111 others maintain that if the apostle

from Chrysoston,
Paul were referring to a former letter, he would have written
izaceze.® To this, however, it may be sald that if Paul were
referring to the present epistle, he could also have explicitly
stated so with the phrase g ZauTy _w;_f,‘ Sir f,:».,[‘_,rf-‘.lo Hence, one
cleim balances the other, But in this ‘same vein, the conser-
vative school has advanced the argument that it 1s wholly in
accord with Paul's practice to use nothing more than the
article in the sense of "this," Further evidence for that view
is found in Colossisns 4,16: "And when THIS epistle is read
among you" (¥ grcstedy); or agsin in I Thessalonians 5,27: "I
charge you , . that THIS epistle (éﬁ;;&g;izgiqid be read, "1l

6. Ibid.

7. James Moffat, An Introduction to the Literature of the
New Testament, p. 11 «

T 8, Ibid.

9, John M'Clintock and James Strong, Gguloggdia of Biblical,
Theological, and Ecclesiastical Literature, II, Dp. 511,

10. Moffat, 1 loc,_cit.

11, M'Clintock and Strong, log._cit.
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Thus the balances for the first time lean toward the conservative
view, but it may be added here that this 1s the only evidence
on the side of conservatism which is without refutation.

It was stated before that nowhere in the portion of the
present epistle thus fer completed is there a warning not to
essociate with fornicators., Nor is there anything that can
pessibly be conastrued as an equivelent to such a command, How=
ever, the cleim that the conservativee have falled to bring forth
a passage to which 5,9 might refer is without basis, for #'Clin-
tock 2nd Strong have, with others, pointed to the verses of
chapter 5 lmmedictely preceding the paassege in question.12 It
is malntained that the apostle Paul had really, in this epistle,
given the prohibition to which he refers, viz, verses 2 and 6,
His purpose -in the succeeding verses, then, is to explain that
prohibition so as to preclude the possibility of the Corinthians
interpreting it as referring to anything else than that they
should not mingle with immoral persons in the congregation. Can
this evidcnce estand unrefuted? It seems a forced reference to
make 5,9 allude to the preceding verses. Paul hes commanded
the Corinthians to remove an incestuous person., At first glance
that would seem ideontical with the commnand of 5,9. However,
the commend not to gssociate with the immoral is not a general
one in 5,1=8 as 1t is in 5,9. The light of verses 10 &nd 11

serves to clear the problem, for there Paul makes explanation

of the admonition which he had previcusly sent to the Corinthians

12, Ibid.
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and the admonition which he now gives, The Corinthians had
understood Peul to mean any and all fornicators, any and every=-
where., "Yet not altogether with the fornicators of this world,
or with the covetous, or extortioners, or with idolaters, for
then must ye needs go out of this world" (I Corinthians 5,10).
In view of such a weighty injuncture, the congregation regarded
it as an impossible requirement, and so discarded it entirely.
They failed, then, to cast out fornlcators even from their
own midst, Therefore, in verse ll Paul makes the distinction
between the epistle which he is now writing and the epistle
which he has written previously. He gave a commandment, The
Corinthlans misunderstood. And now Paul explains himself,
saying, "But now I have written unto you," This is an expression
which hardly would have been used had verse 9 referred to the
same epistle., "If anyone doubted the purport the former letter
carried, it shall be impossible to mistake my meaning now,"
This is the temporal sense of yiv. The conservative critics
reject this temporal sense and prefer the logical. They would
say, "But now - after this, or as it now appears - you must
understand that I wrote." Thus they would have Paul denote not
what he writes to them now as opposed to what he has written
before, but what he actually wrote as opposed to thelr mis-
construction of it. 2.T,J would then be made a repetition
of the former ;FT:UN .15 This latter rendition, however, is

R

difficult and forced, whereas the temporal sense is more

13, G.G., Findlay, The Expogitor's Greek Testament, II, p. 812,
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natural and more fitted to the entire .context, Similar uses
of viyv. J< may be found in II Corinthians 8,11 snd Ephesians
2,13, .

An argument from logic 1s next adduced to defend the two=-
letter view. Would it not be strange that the apostle Paul
should refer only in this brief and cursory manner to such an
important circumstance as his having slready spoken to them
concerning this sinful practice? Paul is expected to hzave
gone to scme lengthe in reminding them that he had already
written on this point, 3ut the manner of Paul is wholly natural
and cften paralleled in modern correspondence and in pulpit
sermoens.

Again, the argument is raised agalnst the losteletter view
that this suppocsed lost epistle 1s not referred to in the records
of the primitive Church, In Pearson's Annals of St. Paul there
is an interesting quotation from Whitby. "No father ever as-
eribed to Paul more than fourteen letters in all, including the
letter to the Hebrews, Eusebius, in enumerating the true, un- ;
controverted, and spurious epistles under Paul's name maskes no
mention of a third letter to the porlnthlana. No Christian
writer ever cited from this supposed epistle, and while the
epistle to Laodicea is cited by St. Jerome as an exploded book,
and while the acts of St, Paul are cited and rejected by Origen

and Eusebius, yet none of them make any mention.of more than

wl% pit in contrast to this,

two epistles to the Corinthians,

14, Bishop Pearson, Annals of St. Paul, p. 58.
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it is altogether probable that Paul wrote more 1et£ara than
the fourteen which remain to us tcday, He labored for many
yeersa, had founded many congregations, and surely often found
occaslon to write to them, It i1z not at all unlikely that scme
of these letters may have been lost, for even in the 0Old Testa=-
ment we know of books which have been lost and which were re-
garded as having authority by inspired men, The books of Jasher
and of Iddo the Seer have been advanced as examblee.ls Further-
more, regarding the lack of reference tc this letter, the pro-
ponents of the lcst-letter theory are agreed that the date at
whlch thls letter was lost can not be determined. It may well
have been that the Corinthians discarded the letter immedlately,
havinz regarded its contents as preposterous and impossible,
There remsin several other opinions with regerd to the lost
letter., One vliew proposes that Psul began or actually dild
write a previous letter, but that 1t wes never sent out because
of further newe coming from Corinth through the slaves which
shed new light on the matter and necessitated re-writ.:l.ns.l6
Another theory suggests that the whcle passage 1s a postscript
or a note which was inserted after the entire epistle had been
writben.lT And still another theory propocses that this passage
refers to Hebrews, @ theory resting solely on a fancled resen-
blance of thls command to that of Hebrews 12,16.18, But the
human imagination may frame peculliar ldeas, These views are

15, Barnes, log, cit.
16, Thomas Hartwell Horne, An Introduction to the Critical

Study and Knowledge of the Holy Soriptura, II, P. 335.
%. Alford, op. cit., P. 509.

18, Ibid., p. 5l1.
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the reauit of pure cocnjecture,

In the meln, then, the evidence resis in favor of a
"previous" letter., Modern comusntators are lesning more and
more to the lost-letter view, M'Clintock and Strong take
their stand apainst that view along with Chrysostom, Theo-
deret, and Fabrioclius, But the majority follow Calvin, Beza,
Grotius, and Witsius, Alford, Horne, Lenskl, Olshausen, Barnes,
Kretzmann and a host of cclleborators Jjoin Moffet and Good-
speed in accepting the “"faot" of this lost letter, although
their ways separste on theories regarding other lost letters,
Indeed, it is ths most natural and ohious interpretation, one
that would strike the great mess of men. The expreasion of
I Corinthiens 5,9 1s just such an exprsesion &8s Paul wculd
have uced had he written the former letter.l? And the ex=
oresaion of II Corinthians 10,10.1]1 at least corroborates the
view that I Corinthians was not the only letter which Paul had
written tc the locel congregation, Surely as we examnine the
possible contents of the lost letter, we must conclude that -
it could well be numbered with the Mg_._ o _{Lx_l‘;u_c_ S£irigtndae. .20

Whet are the date of Paul's "previous" letter? When and
why the letter waes written remains a metter of conjecture, It
was penned scmetime between Acts 18,18 and the sending of I
Corinthians, but the exact time cannot be ascertained, It has

been suggested®l thrt this letter was one committed to Timothy,22
19, Bernes, loc, ocit.
20. Moffat, locec, cit,
21, Alford, op. cit., pP. 509.
22, See I Corinthians 4,17,
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but this could not be so, for Timothy was not coming to them
until after they hed recelved I Corinthians. Thus the Corinth-
ians would not have comprehended Paul's meaning. It is more
likely that it was dispatched with Titus, though this, too,
cannot be accurately determined, In any event, the letter was
soon lost or discarded, for Clement of Rome knows nothing of
it, nor do any of the other fathers, HModern criticism has
attempted to find the letter embodlied in II Corinthians, but
of this we shall speak later under.the unity of II Corinthians,

The letter contained a command, 4v] _suvarsucrsosdve LU2LCDIS

This order had been misinterpreted by the Corinthiana and
teken in too strict a sense, Ve cannct doubt but that Paul was
deeply moved and agltated by the news of this incestuous and
immoral conduct which was belng resumed in Corinth, and that
he wrote in terse and commanding tones in reprimanding them,
It was perhaps qulte easy to misinterpret the injuncture. But
beyond this there were apparently other brief notes which Paul
added, In I Corinthlans 16,1 we find that the Corinthians
wanted directions as to the method of making the collection for
the poor saints in Jerusalem, When was that collection en-
joined and how? If Paul suggsested the collection in person
during a stay or trip to Corinth, would not the people have
asked for explicit directions at that time? Evidently that
letter contained this request also., And a third subject which
he apparently discussed was hls lmmediate future or his plan

for visiting the Church at Corinth, The plan included a visit
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on hia way to Macedonla and again on his return from Macedonia
(IT Corinthians 1,15.16). Because these plans were later
changed, Paul indlated, as the Corinthlans claimed, that he
wae one of irresolute conduct and of unstable character,
Before proceeding to a discussion of Paul's next letter
to his Corinthian congregation, a summary of events is in place,
Paul was in Ephesus, By degrees the news came to him that
his people in Achala were slowly drifting beck into their
former vices, Alford and others infer from II Corinthians
12,20.21 and 13,1 that he made & quick journey to Corinth in
order to correct those abuses, Still others hold that this

coming meant by lebter24

or that the passage should be inter=-
preted as meszning that thls was the third time Paul was ready
to come to them. It is qulite evlident that the correction in
that interpretation lies 1n the fact of a disciplinary Journey
btefore the wrlting of canonical I Corinthlans, as we shall see
when we dlsctiss this matter in connection with the critical
hypotheses, But in any event, Paul penned a letter in response
to the ncwe which had come from Corinth. Further news of
perty strife then reached him, and Timothy and Erastus were
dispatched by way of Macedcnla to set the troubled house in
order, But before they arrived, the slaves came to Paul with
the letter from the Corinthians, Thus far we have come.

24, Alford, loc. cit.




Chapter III
Firat Corinthians

Paul's first canonical epistle to the Corinthians was
occasioned in a twofold manner. In the first place, he had
received news, while at Ephesus, from some members of the
household of Chloe, from Apollos, and from general report
concerning the disorders at Corinth, There were schisms and
notorious scandals at Corinth, Impurity, incest, covetousness,
litigation, and idolatry were prevalent within the very ranks
of this Christian congregation, There was want of decorum in
public worsi:ip, gross profanation of the Lord's Supper, and
even false doctrine concerning the resurrection and the life
eternal, Secondly, Paul had received a letter from Corinth
through the slaves in which the members there confldently
begged their leader's advice in matters of marriage, things
sacrificed to idols, spiritual gifts, and concerning the
collection for the saints in Jerusalem,

Herein, then, lies the purpose of Pgpul in writing this
letter to his congregation, He would apply sultable remedles
for the abuses and disorders of his congregation, and at the
samc time he would answer satisfactorily on all the points
concerning which they had asked. Hls theology, both doctrinal
ané practical, his literary style and command of the language,
his eptitude a8 a thorough-golng shepherd of the flock = these
have been the subjects of endless commentaries already written

on the two letters found in the New Testament canon. It shall

25
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suffice our purposes here to quote the characterization of
this epistle as given by Wm. Taylor,
"It is truly a glorious epistle, standing before

us in 1ts mingled majesty end simplicity, like some

Alpine range whose peaks seem to plerce the sky while

round its base the pine forest waves in the breeze,

and the wild flowers exhale thelr fragrance. There

is rugged sternness of reproof, shaded by the verdure

of affection. . . « His hymn on charity and argument

on. the resurrection are like great sunlit pinnacles

rising up in purlty and repose, and seeming to belong

more to heaven than to earth."l

The genuineness of I Corinthians has never been seriously
attacked, "It would be a hard-boiled critic today who would
dare deny the genulneness of I Corinthians, The Dutch wild-
man, Van lanen, did indeed deny the genuineness by arguing that
Paul wrote no epistles, if indeed he ever lived. Such in-
tellectual banality is well answered by Whateley's Hlstoric

Doubts about Napoleon Bonaparte which was so well done that some

readers were actually convinced that no such man ever existed,
but is the product of myth and legend."2 Yes, even Baur
acknowledged the genuineness of these Corinthian letters, But
Van lanen does not stand alone in his attacks. There are many
more ultra-radical minds who have bepgun to cut up the text of
these canonical letters either to recover one or more of the
lost letters or to rearrange and reconstruct the letters alto-
gether. Eventually we have no letters left to 1nt.erpret..3 The
evenness of style and epistolary stamp are well marked, but

1, William Taylor, Paul the Missionary, p. 317.
2, A.T. Robertson, Word Plctures ;g_gﬁg New Testament, IV, p.65.

3. Lenski, op, cit., p. 10.
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despite that fect, mome critics have come up with drastic

hypotheses to the contrary. See what Hagge has done with this

perfectly ordered lettar.4 He has distinguished three epistles

in the following manner:
A, 1,1-18; 11,2=34; 7,1-8 13; 9,19-11,1; 1l2-14; 16,1-9;
}4,16-20; 16,10-21,24
B. 1, 9-4 15 21- II Co 10 1=11,4; I Co 15; II Co 11,5b;
I co 9 1-18 II Co 11 7-12.21, I Co 5=6; II Co 13,1-10;
I Co 16,22ff.
C. II Co 1-7 9; 13,11=-13,
And o2s though this hes not been enocugh cutting, he makes II
Corinthiens 8 & separazte note written by come l{acedcnian church
elong with Paul, V8lter and J., Wels ere also quoted by iHoffat

as heving done similer “Bplicing.“s

lfoffat admits readily that
whelesele theorles such ae these hardly merit even & bare
chronicle, but at the same timec he mekee ellowances for intere
polations which may poselbly have come in from marginal notes
or throeugh inserticns by editors for purposes of style.5 Here
Moffat slao oversteps the mark,

The testimony behind the letter of I Corinthians is abune

dent. GClement of Rome wrote to the Corinthians, jvaiyBors ziv

~ )
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“,ﬁﬁh LS ZEsi ,' ,t. Similar testimony can be found in
Polycarp's works, the works of Athenagoras, Clement, and Ter-

t.ullian.8
---Z:-GZE;;;----:-Git s 113 6. Ibid,
5. Ibid. s By Te Cpe I COrlnthLans 1,l0f,

8, These quotations taken from Alford, op. cit., P. 46.
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Now ooncarniﬁg the internal ﬁéstimony 6f,the 1étter, we
need hardly set about to lllustrate phrases which are typically
Pauline in ordar to prove the genuineneﬁs. However, lest there
be any dispute regarding the autﬁentlcity of the epistle,
William Paley has gone to great lengths in his Horae Paulinae
to "Evince the truth of the Scripture history of St, Paul by
comparing his eplstles with one another and with theActs of
the Apostles," It is interesting to note his method in thus
bringing evidence for the authentlicity. Two examples will
suffice to illustrate, He points to the fact that a letter has
been written from the Corinthians to Paul, f%hat, he maintains,
would have been a far-fetched contrivance in & forgery, first to
have feigned the receipt of a letter from the Church at Corinth
and then to have drawn up a fictitious answer to 1lt, relative
to a great number of doubts snd inquiries, Secondly, Paley
elso takes note of the fact that from all appearances the
Corinthiens in thelir letter to Paul exhlbited only the feair
side of their behavior, That, in Paley's estimation, was wholly
netural, but at the same time also & distinction which would
hardly have occurred to the author of a forgery.g

Now the question of sources 18 also ralsed, Paul is made
a borrower and a plagiarist. Where dld he get this and where
aid he get that? The oritica csrefully search through various

apocalyptic literature and come up after long and painful efforts

9. Paley, op. cit., p. 60ff.



with the answer to the question of sources. But Lenski answers
the oritics on this polnt. These are letters in the full sense
of the word, "Not pieces of literature intended for publication,
and not epistles, learned compositions set down in literary
form by a literary man. « « « No man could write as this man
wrote by means of his own natural powers, . « . The'evidential
reason for this fact is that no man has ever been able to write
so, The one explanation for the abllity of Baul is dlvine in-
spiration,"10
There has been much discussion also in regard to the place
end time of writing. There are as many different dates ad-
vanced as there are systems of Pauline chronology. Suffice it
to say that the letter was written in the year 55. The sub=-
ecription as found in the authorized Bible of 1611 denotes
Philippil as the place from which the eplstle was written, but
this is obviously contradicted by I Corinthians 16,8. Evidently
Paul was s8tlll in Ephesus as he wrote, The mistake as it
appears in thlis subscription probably arose from a misunder-
standing of quégquzin I Corinthizne 16,5 to mean, "I am now
pa=sing through," instead of, "My route is through Macedonia,"ll
With the exception of this subscoription anc a few suggestions
from ultra-critical commentators, it 18 generally agreed that
Ephesus is the place of writing. The evidence in favor of this
is overwhelming.l2
" 7710, Leneki, op. cit., P. 10.

11l. Horne, loc. cii.
12, Cp. I Corinthians 15,32; 16,19; 16,8; also 16,9 with

Acts 19,20 and 19,9,



With whom was the epistle. sent to Achaia? This question
1s likewilise answered in various ways, depending largely on the
view that 1s taken in regard to the hypothesis of a "tear"
letter and of a trip by Paul after the writing of I Corinthians,
Because of the view taken in this paper on the question, we
feel that it was Titus who was dispatched directly to Corinth
wlith the letter. In all likellhood Stephanas, Fortunatus, and
Achalous went back to thelr home city along with Titus. In
the discussion on the "tear" letter and the extra trip of
which Paul seems to make mention 1t will be seen why this
pesition is held,

The effects which this letter produced in Corinth also
depend on these factors, The position will be taken that this
was the letter written with many tears, and that the results
whnich Titus later reported to Paul in Macedonla were the results
which this letter produced, They were the results, the report
of which caused Paul to pen those Joyous and confident chapters
in II Corinthians, especilally chapters 1 to 7.

Let us proceed to a discussion of the various hypsotheses
which have been advanced from the liberal school of critical

thought.,



Chapter IV
Hypotheses

It is at this point that the critics have outdone theme
selves in their so-called "historical" criticism.® The hypo-
thesis of a letter written in many tears, a journey made Zy
ﬁguﬁ, and the unity of II Corinthlans are so closely linked
that we cannot avoid some overlapping of topics., It all began
with Semler, who in 1776 proposed the idea that II Corinthians
10 to 14 was not an original part of the letter, but in itself
made up still another letter which Paul had written to the
Corinthians, At that time the opinion was passed over with
not much concern, but in more recent times, Semler's original
proposition has taken on the form of various and contradictory
hypotheses arising from the imaglnations of as many critics,
The entire unity of II Corinthians is attécked, not so much on
the basis of textual criticism, but largely on the basis of
historical hypotheses regarding the interval of time between
the writing of the two canonical epistles to the Corinthians,
The entire conjecture would not be of much import were it not
for the result to whléh it usually leads or has a tendency to
lead., After having upset the logical and textual chronology,
some go so far as to cap the whole with hypotheses concerning
changes in Pauline theclogy. "Paul 18 made to aivance from
his supposed Jewish theologumena to Hellenistic philosophoumena.“l
The claim is that "He turned from the Pharasalc to a Hellenistic
"1, Lemski, op. eit., p. 815.
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eschatology; did this on the strength of his Christe-mysticism
and hlis Pneuma-doctrine, and in consequence of the mortal

danger through which he had recently passed,"?

Indeed, Lenski
goes on to state, "These beavers have worked with tireless ine
dustry to build thelr dam across the channel down which II
Corinthians flows,"”

The romance of the critics makes intereatiﬁs fiction,
Timothy, so the hypothetical theory runs, had been sent to
Corinth via the land route across Macedonia. After Timothy had
left, I Corinthians was written in which Paul announced the
coming of Timothy (I Corinthians 16,10), Shortly before the
riot of the silversmiths in Ephesus, Timothy returned to Paul
with disheartening news « news which prompted Paul to make a
hurried conciliating Journey togcorinth. This 1s that journey
which Paul 18 sald to have made éi‘&j;?, the basis for which
is found in the word ﬁﬁiuL of II Corinthiens 2,1, On that
Journey Paul was deeply hurt and insulted. His efforts were
a fallure, and the opponents in Corinth loomed victorious, Paul
was s8ick and grouchy ana easily disturbed., H1is manner and
méthod were harsh and unfortunate, Seeing that his mission was
a fallure, he returned to Ephesus and wrote a harsh letter,
penned with deep emotions - with many tears and out of much
anguish of heart. The 1ettér was 80 painful and distressing
that 1t was bound to hurt their feelings. In fact, after it
was sent, Paul regretted havinz sent 1t. "It was evidently

2. Ibid.
3. Ibid.
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one of those letters which most cf us heve sometime toc write -
8o frank, personal, and severe that we know they will either

mend or make matters 1rrepara‘ble."4

The letter was dispatched
with Tltus, after which Paul moved on to Macedonlia where he
would await Titua' return and the news of how the letter had
been recelved.

The story has its varlations, but the above is essentially
the ldea. DNeander and De Wette have doubted whether Timothy
ever reached Corinth at all, for his mission, i1f successful,
would not have been left unnoticed in II Corinthians 12,17.18.5
But Timothy's visit is scceptcd as a fact that naéurally mede
him an appropriate associate in the,wrlting of II Corinthlians
(II Corinthians 1,1), There are others who maintain that
Timothy wes a fallure in Corinth, and that when he returned
to Ephesus, he presented the hcorrifying picture that prompted
Paul's engulsh. At the same time, so the claim is made, Titus
was sent tc Corinth with the "tear" letter in the hope that he
would dc a better jJob, for Titus had worked with some success
there befora.6 Away with these guesses! Timothy had been sent
to Corinth by way of Macedonla because he was the best fitted
for that mission. He was to carry instructions for the people
of Macedonia, end since he wae circumcized, since he had been
with Paul when the !acedonian congregetions were founded, he was
the man, Titus wa:s sent to Corinth later on not because he was
the better man, but because Paul was moving on to }Macedonia

4, Coodspeed, An Introduction to the New Testament, p. 115.
5. M'Clintock and Strong, OD. oi%.. Pe 513.
6. VWalther Eickmann, Pilgrim Paul, p. 304,
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himself and wanted Timothy there with him in the congregations
which they hed founded. :

So then the hypothesls for a letter written in many tears
is made to rest on the hypothesis of a Journey made £1 thn .
Let us examine the evidence for the supposed journey to ae;
vhether or not it may be classed as evidence at all,

The evidence that is advanced as the basis for the visit
between the writing of the two cancnical epistles to the
Corinthians is found in II Corinthians 2,1 where Paul states,
The hypothetical solution of the critics rests on the word
Al which seems to refer most naturally to iﬁ.iLéEP In
other words Paul did not want to come agaln in grief, luplying
thereby that he haed come to them in grief at a previous time,
The meaning of the word L&iLL is "again," or "back again.," It
is commonly used with words expressing going or coming, and in
this case it is used with the aorist of 4}:¢“g;. It is an adverb
which for rhetorical emphasis may be placed forward in the
sentence, To press the hypothesis of an unrecorded visit at
this time on the basis of _yaj.~ 18 not the historical oriticism
that the critics claim for themselves. The plain and simple
meaning of the passage is that Paul 4aid not want to come back
to Corinth for his third visit in grief. That Paul did not
make any third journey et all 1s not malntained by the present
writer,! but a third visit must be placed prior to the writing

7. See II Corinthiasns 12,14; 13,1,
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of I Corinthians., To insert the visit after I Corinthians is
to tear down the connection between the two letters. "We are
forbidden to get light from I Corinthians; for light the

critlics refer us solely to their hypothaaea."s

In order to

come up with such hypothetical flllers the critics are forced

to lengthen the periocd of time between the two letters from

8ilx months to eighteen months, But the fact of the matter is

that Timothy had returned to Paul before they departed for

Troas, and that Titus had been dispatched to Corinth with ine
structions to rejoin Paul in Macedonia. That lezves no time

for any visit or intervening letter which is supnosed, "This
expedient of interpolating an event in a continucus history

is slways a doubtful ‘one, and in this case seems excluded by

the posltive terms in which Paul's labors are confined, during

the whole time in question, to Ephesus, Cp. Acts 19,10.22 and
Acts 20,31."9

Alford has approached the problem in an interesting manner.lo
Any intervening visit must be placed between Acts 18,18 and the
writing of II Corinthians, Acts 18,18 to 19,9 is a continuous
narrative, and surely no visit took place between I and II '
Corinthians, as is proved by II Corinthians 1,15-23, Hence,

the terminus & guo is the mettling at Ephesus of Acts 19,10, and

the terminus a quem is the spring preceding the departure, Then

on the baeis of Igis Cuwuucies in II Corinthlans 11,25 Alford 1s

prompted to analyze the recorded Journeys of Paul by sea and

8. Lenski, op. cit., p. 891.
9., M'Clintock and Strong, op. clt., pP. 512,
10, Alford, op. cit., pP. 52.
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the possibility of a shipwreck on these journeys, His cone
clusion is that there must have been more sea journeys in order
. to account for the three shlpvrecks, one of which may have
occurred between Ephesus and Corinth,

Thus Alford holds that II Corinthians 1,15-23 excludes
the possibility of an intermediate "grief" visit. The critics
do not accept his claim, The view is that an unrecorded letter
anncunced & change in Paul's plans, anéd that the unrecorded
visit preceded that letter, The conservative oplnion 1is, however,
that the change in plans was already announced in I Corinthians
16,6 and that the unrecorded visit preceded that letter., To
rejlect the contentlion that I Corinthians 16,5.6 already announced
the change in plens the critics lean onceragain on m EL ,L.'gg_
of IT Corinthians 2,1 which has been answered above.11 We can
get along very nlicely without this oritical fiction which is
but a figment of the imagination, The plans of Paul to Journey
through Corinth to Macedonla and then to return to Corinth
again were announced in & "previocus" letter which we discuassed
in our first chapter, The news which prompted I Corinthians
also moved him to change his plans, and of thls he speaks in
I Corinthians 16,

There are some few scholars who avoild the necessity of an
unrecorded visit antirely.la This is done by interpreting the
language of II Corinthians 12,14 and 13,1 to mean not an actual
visit, but only intention, It is claimed that the words of

11, Cp. lioffat, op. cit., p. 118,
12: Thﬁs Beza,'Groaius,.ﬁaley. Cp. Alford, ob. git., pP. 715.
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12,14 do not actually state two prior visits, but only that he
had had intentions of coming to them three times before, How=
ever, 13,1 does not seem to permit that sort of interpretation,
And it 1s not likely that intentions would have meant much in
the face of a people who were suspecting him of inconsistency
with regard to the change in plans that he had made,

Thus, all that we know about the unrecorded visit is that
1t took place, The exact time cannot be ascertained, but it
occurred before I Corinthians was written, perhaps as much as
& year or two previous to that letter. But another hypothegis,
closely allied with this, is that when Paul returned from his
interaediate visit, he penned another letter, a "tear" letter,
which has been lost, The basis for this rests in II Corinthians
2,1=11 and 7,8, The theory holds that Paul returned to Ephesus
sorrowful over the fact that his mission had been a fallure,
Instead of visiting them again, which would have only led to

pain, he wrote out of much distress and misery of heart with

many tears, "‘'his distress and paesion made Paul's letter so
millitant and severe that the recollection of the language he
had used afterwards caused him some qualms of conscience, al=-
though 1ts threats and appesls were intended to lance a tumor.“13
As stated, the hypothesis developg solely out of the
hypothesis for an intermediate visit. Unless the coritics
lengthen the time between I and II Corinthians from six to
eighteen months, there is hardly room for an intermediate visit,

13, Moffat, op. Sit., P. 119
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and unless there is an intermediate visit, there can be no
letter of tears, With the hypothesis of a "tear" letter thus
conjured up, the critics seek painfully for further evidence
till at length they hit upon the passage of II Corinthians
already mentioned. Let's throw aside these guesses, To what
does Paul refer in II Corinthians 2,1-1l and 7,8, Is it to
I Corinthliens, a letter which has enough severity to merit
its beling called the letter written in many tears? I Corinthians
4,8.14ff vibrate with irony and passion. Chapters 5 and 6
contain outbursts of emotion, The answer of the oritics is
an arbitrary negative one, hclding that these passages are ine
adequate to account for Paul's references to his feelings, "In
2 cold=blocded way they catalogue vhere Paul may have, and where
he could not have, shed tears when dlctating I Corinthians,
forgetting that they are about the last ones who are competent
to guage a writer's emotions. The notion that the whole letter
must be dripping with tears, that all of the emotion of the
writer must lie revealed on the surface , ., . deserves only
scorn from us,"}?

The historical method has its place in the field of in-
terpretation, But the method 48 no longer historical when
facts are replaced by imaginations, when gaps are fllled with
guesses, and when factual data are twisted to conform to whims,
Lenskil waxes bold in his condemnation of the critics:

"It is the very opposite of scientific scholar-
ship to prostitute learning to a delight in inventing
such hypotheses, and the greater the learning, the

14, Lenski, op. cit., P. 899.
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greater the prostitution,

"Pardon the excursus; congider the provocation.

Something to that effect, if said oftener, would

check the rank Jungle growths of Biblical criticism,

and would pligt more orchards with noble trees and

resl fruit,"

And now the fun begins. The critics have lost two letters,
and the search 1a'on. One of these lost letters mn§ be re=
gorded as a fact, while the other 18 & product of critics’
hypothetical tendencies., II Corinthlans l1ls made the field for
their search,. :

15, Ibid., p. 817.




Chapter V
II Corinthians

It was probably in the year 55 that Paul departed from
Ephesus and corossed over to visit once agaln the congregations
of Macedonla, Luke is brief in his account of Paul's stay
there, telling only that he gave exhortation to those congregations
and then moved on toward Greece (Acts 20,2)., But from Paul's
epistles it is apparent that there was drama during his brief
sojourn among the Macedonians = drama at least within his own
emotional life, Titus had been sent to Corinth from Ephesus
with instructions to return and meet Paul somewhere in Macedonia,
or at least some place between Macedonla and Ephesus, bringing
news of the effect of I Corinthlans, Paul hoped to meet Titus
in Troas, but his younger co=-worker was delayed, and though a
great door was open to Paul and the Gospel in Troas, he com=
pleted his work there as quickly as expediency permitted and
hurried along his way to meet Titus., At Phllippl they met,
and Paul's heart was overjoyed because of the good news which
Titus had to report, although conditions were still not ideal
and there wvere many things still to be reported for correction.
II Corinthians was penned, and Titus was sent back to Corinth
wiﬁh the letter in order to direct affalrs and to prepare for
the collection.

That's the story as Scripture teaches it, But before it
is possible to discuss II Corinthians as a letter, it is first
of all necessary to establish the fact that we actually have a

letter to discuss. Here the coritics have exercised their
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imaginations to the utmost in attem>ting to find the lost
letter . of which we have spoken. Instead of leaving II Corinthians _
a8 a unit, they heave mercilessly sliced into it and have found
in an arbltrary menner the letters which ere supports for
thelr historical hypotheses,
It 1s not to be denied that II Corinthians 1s a letter of
varying moods, There is dlversity of tone in the three parts
into which the letter naturally divides 1tself, and it is this
apparent diversity which has bcen the starting point for the
critics, Briefly tueir theory is that II Corinthians 6,14
to 7,1 is the "previous" letter or at least a fragment of 1it,
and that II Corinthians 10 to 13 is the rebuking letter, Some
have gone sc far as to separate II Corinthians 8 and 9 into one
or two more letters written after II Corinthians, urging the
necessity of 2 good collection.l
And where is the evidence? It has been stated before that
the critics refuse to accept I Corinthians as the letter to
which Paul refers as having been written in many tears, Their
claim is that another one must have been written, and having
made room for another letter, they proceed to find it in II
Corinthians 10-135, These chapters, they feel, are written in
the genuine tension which one wculd feel who has not as yet be-
come ab;olutely sure of success in dealing wlth a difficult
peonle, Here, then, are chapters which ring with anger. A
group of intruders in Corinth had had some success in calling

l, Benjamin Willard Robinson, The Life of Paul, p. 1l74.



Paul's apostolic authority into question, and perhaps they had
even humlliated him in some way. Paul was fighting mad,
Chapters 10-13 were the result. This was the severe letter,
According to the eritics, 1t may not be the entire letter, for
the abruptness with which 10,1 begins does seem to indicate that
something had gone before, and here we may point them to II
Corinthians 1=9 as having gone before, But there is an excuse
for rejlecting that view also, 10=13 cannot be a sequel to 1l=9,
is thelr claim., How can a section filled with so much joy

and confidence be followed by one of such anger and rebuke? And
surely chapters 10=13 were written before 1=-9, for the latter
section often echoes the former. 13,2 is echoed in 1,23; 13,10
in 2,3; 10,6 in 2,9; and 11,5.18,23 in 3,1-5,12, Then the
criticos procced 2lso to account for the reverse in chronologlical
order which came about in the edlting of the New Testament. But
all they can say is that the earlier of the two was stripped

of 1ts beginning and added to the later and longer one so that
a letter similar in length to I Corlnthians would be the remlt.
The 2rgument is rather weak, but the critlics reinforce thelr
point by showingz thet similar things had bcen done with the
vritings of Cicero., And in this case the copyist was mislead by
the promise of a Journey in chapter 9 which he thought was ree
ferred to in chapter 10.2 Thet solution is at least more
probable than the one which says that a copylst was gathering
all of Paul's writings, placing them on two papyrus rolls in

2, Moffat, oo, cit., p. 120,
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any order. When one roll was completed, he labeled it I
Corinthians, and when the second was finished, he labeled that
IX corinthiana.3

We could proceed to pick flaws in the hypotheses even as
the hypctheses have been based on supposed flaws in the New
Teatament Cenon, But Moffat seems to have taken care of that.4
If we would argue that there is lack of any reference to the
local offender in 10-13 (see II Corinthians 2,5; 7,12) whose
cese wae not yet settled, he would answer that the whole of
the severe letter 1s not glven and that i1t may have appeared in
another pert. If we argue that 10,10 dces not refer to an
intermediate letter, but that the letter of I Corinthlans
5,9 or even I Corinthians are alluded to, the answer 18 nothing
more than disagreement of opinion.

It is evident that all argument againgt the unity of II
Corinthians is bub conjecture, For all the arguments advanced
we could advance opposite ones to uphold the unity of the
letter which would be as logical as any. Some have held that
since writing 1=-9, Paul received further news from Corinth
which roused his temper and prompteq the anger of 10-13, Moffat
labels this as guesswork = a surprise label from one who ade-
vocates so much guesswork in his owﬁ hypotheses, Still others
hold that in 10=13 Paul is addressing a certain faction in the
congregation. Another view maintains that in 1-9 Paul praises.

repentance and in 10=13 rebukes partnership with his opponents.

3. Robinson, 9op. git., P. 173,
4, Moffat, Op. cit., p. l22f,



Or it may be, as still others have pointed out, that II
Corinthians is a letter of moods which was composed in several
sittings under different environments and temperaments, These
opinlons, however, 2ll leave room for & disorderly letter,
The moet loglcel and sene view 18 that there is no disorder in
the letter at 211, but that Paul's thought has expressed it
self in coherent and lcglical order. Thus the fallure would
not rest with Paul or with the New Testament Canon, tut solely
with the critics who have failed to follow Paul's thought,

fut this is only 2 part of the story. The unity of II
Corinthiens is attecked also on 6,14-7,l. Here the critics
have found a fragment of the previous letter, malntaining that
the pection in question is out of order here and that the
connection of 6,13 and 7,2 1s destroyed by its insertion, This
contention, together with that regarding l0-13, a2re the basic
contentione of those who wish to destroy the unity of the
letter and meke a composite of it, It will suffice ocur pur-
poses to answer this negative opinion in a general manner, for
in so decing each of the individual objections which mecdern
criticism raieses sre also answered, Ve do not deny that there
are two sides to the argument. It 18 not likely that the
critic will convince the conservative nor that the conservative
will convince the critic., Each is entitled to his own opinion
unlere the cpinion prompts departure from the authority of Holy
Writ, But which shall we accept?

"goneervative critice tend to uphold the
unity of the books as they stand. If_eeveral
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letters could have been jumbled into one letter,

we cannot have a very high regard for the accuracy

of what we have; our view of inspiration would

have to be lowered a bit, If anyone can prove

thaet some of our booke are not units, we must be

willing to accept the proof and make whatever ad-

Justmengs arc necessary, But we inslist on strong

proof," ‘

There 1s but one trouble with the critics. They have
failed to follow Paul's thought in its connection, The entire
interpretation of II Corinthians is unique and yet harmonious
if the real thought of Paul is followed throughout. We cannot
enter into the intricacies of Paul's thought and of the situation
as he saw it; for such & sane and natural interpretation the
rcader 1is referred to the commentary of R.C.H. Lenski, After
he has concluded a section discussing Jjust such a coantroverted
passage, that writer states, "If ever a doubt arises, doubt
yourself first, not Faul and the text. Exegesis is full of
mistakes which the exegetes have made, not the holy writers,"S

This method of Biblical criticism is followed in all of
the llew Testament writings by the higher critics, It is
nothing else than an underhanded attempt to break down the
authority of Scripturé and lead onward on the broad path toward
rationalistic exegesis, Needless to say, such criticism often
leads to the absurd and ludicrous. "The critics propose to
tell us what Paul could and what he could not write in his
letter. In their minds &all of thlis settled by such canons as
they are pleased to set up. . . S0 much the worse for us if we

5. Samuel Cartledge, A Conservative Introduction to the New
Testament, p. 122, This i1s not & contradlction of what we have
said previcusly concerning insplration. Dealing with a lost
letter and dealing with the unity of a letter are different things.

6, Lenskl, op. cit., D. 1127,




do not agree and applaud.”7

Enough of higher criticism! We prefer facts. The same
attestation thet is given X Corinthiens le also glven toc this
letter. The genuineness hes ncver been doubted, and Paley in

Horee Pnulinae proves the suthenticlity of the letter, proceeding

also here as he did with I Corinthians.

The flret Eplstle toc the Corinthians had produced very
different effects, There were many who repented, amended, and
evinced respect for thelr leader by excomotunicating the ine-
cestuous person. There were those who longed for his return
(II Corinthians 7,7). ' But on the other hand therc were those
whe edhered to false teaching and denled the apostolic authority,
He wan charged with levity pnd tyrannical severity., He was
accuned of arrogance and vain glory and ceonsidered by some as
personally contemptible, This wac the news that Titus brought
from Corinth, the news which prcompted the writing of II
Corinthi=ns,

A number of purposes entered Paul's mind as he under-
tookz the writing of this letter which wsas tc precede hls own
vieit by ebout three monhhs. In the first place, he desired
to account for his not having come to them 238 soon &s he had
promiced. Secondly, he wished to show that his sentence
ageinst the incestuous perscn vwas not tyrannical, Thirdly, he
wished to show that he was succeseful in preaching the Cospel,

not for his own sake or glory, but for the glory of the Gospel

7. Ibid., p. 822,
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and Christ's Xingdom, And Tin2lly, he wanted to stir up the
Corinthiens to a holy life, oxcite them to the collection, and
defend himself against the charges of his enemieca., The letter
was sent sway with Titus and T.auke,

Paul'c second Epistle to the Corinthians 1s one in which
he bares his heart as he does in no other., It 1s the love
of hid heart, that speaks throughout, even in the stern con=-
cluding chapters. Two charscter cides are exposed, On the one
hend there 18 exposed his deep love for those that sre in
Christ, =2nd on the other his uncompromisinz a2ttitude toward the
opponents, There are more detalls of his own apiritual ex-
perliences in this letter then in any other, and anoniz the in-
terestling personsl detalls are thoge thet pertaln to his
nysterious elevation to naradise and the equally mysterious
thorn in the flesh,

"It is like 2 mountain which on the one side

8lopes down into a lovely valley, furnishing pleasant

pastures to the nibbling flock, and on the other side

a sheer baseltic precipice rising in jugged abrupte-

ness from the deer deflle_andé frowning like a for=

trese on every beholder,"®

Three months later Paul himself came to Corinth and spent
the winter moAths quietly with his flock, During those months
he dictated his letter to the Romans to Tertius, thus con=-
cluding his third great missionary Jjourney.

8. Taylor, op. g8it., P. 341,




Chapter VI

Conclusion

It remains but to summarize the general hypotheses as
we have viewed them, The most general of the oritical hypo=-
theses would arrange the correspondence between Paul and the
Church at Corinth as follows:

I. A letter written from Ephesus, referred to in I

Corinthians 5,9, and probably preserved in part
in II Corinthians 6,17 to T7,l.

II. I Corinthians written from Ephesus in answer to
the letter from Corinth,

III. The painful letter written from Ephesus and pre-
served in part in II Corinthians 10=13,

IV, The letter of reconciliation written from Macedonia
and preserved in II Corinthians l1l=9,
A slightly different view taken of the correspondence
between Paul and the Corinthiens is set forth by Benjamin

Ro‘binson:1

I. Paul's separatist letter of II Corinthians 6,14-7,1,

II. The letter of Corinth to Paul, referred to in I
Corinthians T,1l.

IIT. Paul's reply which is our I Corinthians,
IV, The letter of stern reproof,

V. The letter of reconclliation,

VI. A letter regarding the collection.
VII. Still another letter on the collection,

On the conservative side there are some who have accepted

- 1, Robinson, op. cit., pP. 174,
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only the two canonical letters as we know them today, but the
more comumonly accepted view and the one acnapted'in this

paper reads a8 follows:

I, Paul's previous letter, I Corinthians 5,9,
II. The Corinthian letter to Paul,
IlI. I Corinthians,

IV. II Corinthians,

These ere the theorlies. Mention might also be made here
of the apocryphel correspondence. The Syrian, Armenian, and
some of the Latin Churches for some time admitted an apocry-
phal letter of Paul to the Corinthlans which belonged to the
fcta Paulli, This was translated into Latin during the third
century. The letter centers about the advice which Paul gives
to Stepnanas on the question of the Gnostics, Simon and Cloebius,
This correspondence, though once accepted as authentic, is
today rejected. Another letter exists also amons the apoorypha,
a letter from the Corinthiszns to Paul. Both of these, however,
heve been proven spurious by Carpzov and Ullman.2
As we have tried to project ourselves back into the
situation as it existed in Corinth we have met with countless 3
difficulties, But this task of attempting to reconstruct
that situation in order to establish with some degree of
accuragy the correspondence ﬂhich pessed between Paul and the

Corinthian congregation has been an interesting and highly

profiteble one. To do so, it hecame necessary to broaden

2. Hoffat. 22. eat.. Pe 129.




our understanding of the throbbing life in one of the most

important of the apostolle congregations, and 1t has compelled
us %0 draw oloser to the heart of Christ's greatest missionary
who dlrected the affeirs cf that congregation on the basis of

the pure tesching of our Lord and Savior, Jesus Christ,
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