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Bacred rilte, jJust as in Hellenlstie custom the ac-
tual words of the mysteries must not bes divulged
except to initletes. The objection to this explana-
tion of the geneals of the short text 4s that ome
would asurely have expected “this %s my bedy" also %o
be oritted as part of the sscrst

In his preface to the second German edition (194%3)

of The Hucharistic Yords of Jesus, Jeremias states that

gince the publication of his first edition ke had chenzed
hig opinion about the Luke text: "I no lonper think 1t
peaslble for reasons of textual criticism to hold that
the shorter text of Luke (Luke 22.1%9a) is oripginal %
Hirgina' zu~rpestions thus become particulariy important
to the under=tanding of the 1 Cor. 10 passape.

The "“c.t'r text le pecullar in ite order cup-=hresd.
The sBare order—is, indeed, found in 1 Cor. 10.16,21,
but !Pi{ sipnified nothlrn, sincé iaul in his account
o-,fnf Laast dupper follows the Aormal ordere. . ~1It has
ﬂl‘ hezn claimed that the so-called svidanee supplied
'nb? for s Gucharist—with the elements In the ré-
V’*dn of th“ UEGYl order —is” supgorted hy that of the
Digaene @ ("1irst, 78 regaras the cups We give thanks").
1.5595?4 more :wobable,_hgwnver, as_Jerergias argues,
that ih_.,lo.l-ﬁ w8 have to do with the amaps or conmon
Tfellowship meal whleh is followed by the Zucharist
proper, for “the-words-- in-10.6—("If any 1a hol" et
“hif coxe; if any 18 moty;-i=t him repent., aranathq
{“ur Lord, come)") reslly only fit.the 1ntroduct1an of
a nonqr;qf end not itse cnnolusian. Tere is, there-
';nre, no- cvﬁdence here for the ordsr cup=-=bread;—and in
the Uidache 14 the weekl¥ Eucnarist is uesor*hed aa the
hrna"I“r of bhread and the qixjrq_of thanks, with no-de=
tailg as to the. ordenugf aletribvution of tnO‘Eléﬁanj. 5

A T e Hireins, The Lord's Supper in the New
Testarent (London: SCN Fress L d., 1952), P. 39.
aJoachir Jeremlias, The Eucharistic Words of Jesus,
translsted from the heruan bY The Reverend . sarhardt
(Oxford: Basil Hlaekwell, 1955), P. V.

Sﬁiggina, op. clt., pp. 38=G,
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I would supeest thet the text of Luke as we have it
now 1is the original one, and that 1t is a r~ombination
by the evanmelist of tweo traditions, the ons con-
aistinz of verses 15=-19a, and the other of wvernes 1l9a=-
20. Luke (and those who left his account of the last
Bupper unchanped) felt no difficulty in the presence
of the two cupa, because the first was not regardad

as 2 sucharistic cup., The ompisslion of verses 15-1C2,
while those who were reasponsible Tor the chanss iAn

ihe sequence of versss to 15, 16, 19a, 17, 18 wsrs not
sotlafied with the anomalous ordzsr cup=-brezd in the
Bhorter text as it came to them.g

Bruce atates his objectionas to the authenticlty of ths

Bhort tsxt on somewhat different grounds:

In this version tvio thinras sre to he noted: first,
the inversion of the actions; second, the orizsion of
2ll reference to the blood in connection wifh the
wine. The exiatence of such a resding as that of D
and the 0ld Latin version reises nuaqtiorp, not only

as to Luke's Text, but az to church practice in the
fipoetolic ape and afterwards; or, sesuming as a Dos-
aihiii%" 1hnt Luke wrote as D represents, have ws
here anothar instance of edlitorial discretion--shrink-
ing from imputineg to Jesus the idea of drinlira Hia
Bloca? If with U we onit all thot follove (WM& mov ®
then it results that Luke has left ont all the verds
of our Lord settins Torth the significence of Wis
death uttered (1) at Cesarea Philippi; (2) on the
occaslion of the requast of Zebedee's scna; (3) the
aroiw.Ln" at Bethany; (4) the institution of the
Supper (2) and {3) are oritted altogether, end

1) is 2o _reported as to make the lesson non-
apparent.

A Bolution to the Froblem

t of all, 1t must be stated that from the 1 Cor.

Pira

(6]

10:1¢ sccount it-ls-not-apparent-that-tha cup actuslly

°Ibid., p. 40.

7ALexnndﬂr Balmain Bruce, The fynoptic Gospsls, in
The Expositcr's fOreelk Testawent, edited by .. Rovartson
coll (Orand Rapids: Wm. B. Ferdwans Publishines Co.,
1951); I! 625-60 %
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recedea the bread in the Lord's Supper, nor is Paul in

e ———— T et e T e

" anv vay tryine to reverse this ordﬂr. If thie vere so,

-—'-...‘ 5 s e et i R et

- i g

the gfforf would be rnndernd qultle sﬂpx“jhg“gggaJ_prﬁar
~¥nlch he himeself clains is the traditional snd correct one

JAn 1 Cor, il. Rvidently Peul has a different, more com-

—— e g e

“Pellxnﬂ rzason fTor thie ordepr.

he fact thet the various argumente in favor of the
lorgeyr text of I.uke seer to outweipgh the =rgucents for the
Bhort text, slso helps to uphold our theais.

fiince also Faul 1n 1 Gar. 10:16 BD“PF& nf tho cun of

—————— e T e i e

“blessinw," there can be no uouot that this cup whtch in

s Trea e e o S ——— S g,
—

~Fentioned before.the bread is the one in use in the dnily

e e B P S T T s g 2!

eelebratlon of the Lord's Supper, whereas the cup in the

e —————

Bhort text of Luke which precedes the bread in rnt the

———————, s g gy e S——

cup of the Lord's.Suppsr, nor is 1t in use cutside of the

sasacver at the tire of Psul in the Chriztian Church.

Faul'e cup is not the cup of the short text of Lube.
e =3 .

et e e g e B S St

Paunl's r-asan for mentionine the hread 1ft°r the

D —— e

cup 1’ found in tnn words nf th@ next verse. nnrnxauw

———— e s s e S, e s s g P O

Bors that Faul's reeson for Fentinn1nn the hreuu at th=
’-'-——-

——a. 1w e = e

plees where he does is to prosress to the next point

s g g . N e

naturally and 1oric111v—-“hs are ‘the body of Fhrist.“a And

e

8ince we are thﬁ hody nf Cnrlﬂt me ouﬂht not bb Joinad to

e et

~ddols. Thus Fanl hastens_on_ to olinrh the verv_ nr*uvants

Satntner Bornkemr, "Herrenwmahl und Xirche bei Faulus,”
New Testarent Studies, II (February, 1066), 205.
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ne adv'-noe:- 1n verse 14.
Faul wentions the cup first, not because at the sac-
rificinl fenota wan Thonrht Lens Eanﬁf?hgﬁ‘¥‘an
about a pleasant _meeting primarily-for enjoving vine
{they cowe for entins spd drinking), but because he
means to opeak at more length. about.thg”hnesd and in
-conneation with it, espsecislly fo discuas the Io-
JLaelitic pe rtn*irr of the snerifice", ag 1t ‘2uited
“his theme of the meat offered to idols, TIof tnin
Yenson NE Doming hers Dy GisDosine ErIaflv of the
point concerning the cup.

9iumuet Heinrich Mover, Criticel and Lzemetical Huad-
book to the @Ipistles to the Corinthlans, transloted from
the Sth =diilon of the Oermoen by D. Dourlas Bonnerran
(Kew York: Funmk ond Wagnalls, 1884), p. 228.




CHAFTER VI
LRTICIFATION IN TH= BODY OF CHRIST

Kocvwvia 14 Related to iaﬂ*xﬁ"‘"‘ﬁ

. /’ S 3
Ts Iro‘r»;ftoV. « o TOW d.e'rov, o:lxz KO‘VWVI’:\ (1'05

ers
AL pekTos) 709 6u'),a.evro.s ToD Keccﬂa E‘TLV;

The ecup, the bread, iz it not & participation of (the blood)
the hody of Christ? The important words in verses 16 and
17 wvhich 2ar uu the entire action of the Lord's Sunner are
Kotvwv{x » participation, LJw-uTos xcu-rui'. in the
body of Chrict.

For Jaul the Kot vwvl.d. concept was flrrly attached to

—

1hf* :;r.n:-f.]'r, Gupeer. In the verses we are disecussing, three

- d - - e —

kirds of Kotvwvia can be distincuished. %‘E%E‘Z_E.’-JJEE'E

kirdn of Kp;vwnd._v;»,q;-:, an _intimate connection with the
= g e e B e e g5 gt P
Body of Christ.” The Body of Christ is related to the

e T L r—— e

elewents of the Lord's Suppar and to thase who est the

Lord's Supper, and thia relation ie.expressad by the word
‘N—‘_-_____ e o

Kotvwyia .
e *

Zﬁmxe‘ﬂ'“‘T

Before discassing the varions kirds of Ketvwwves ,
we ought to consider briefly what the phrase lody of Chriat
{ cBma XpteToU) moans 1n 1 Cor., 10:l5.

The word GWMe finds ite meaning reotcd in 014 Tes-

tament ideas, yet thls meaning haes bzen tewpared and expanded
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in ecops by it® use in the Wew Testament. J. A. T. Robinson
has complled the material which is pertinent to the emm«
motlf. For Rebinoon this word cwmd hes spscial sienificance.

He says

One could say without exagserstion that the concept
of ithe hody forms the keystone of faul's theology.

in itz cleosely interconneeted meaninre, the vord cwmx
(cora) knits together all hie great themes. It is
from the body of ain and death that ve are delivered;
it is throurh the bodiy of Christ on the Cross that

¥e are asved; 1t 1s into His body ths Church that ve
are -rcn porated; it is by Hls body in the Zocharist
that thies Coruvupnity 4is sustsined; 1t is in our body
that its new life has to be manifested; 1t is to a
resurr=ection of this body to the likeness of His
gloricus body that we are destined. Here, with the
eXception of the deoctrine of Ood, are rcpreranted

all the pein tenets of the Christisn Folth-=the
doctrines of Man, 5in, the Incarnstion and Atone=-
rent, the Church, the Sacraments, Sanetification; and
Eschatolory. To trsce the subtle links and interac-
tion between the different senses of this word ewmaio
to grsap the thrgad that leads throush the raze of
rauline *L'.’u:-n::_:'ﬂt.1

é'vn-t and 64PE are the two Greel worde for body

vhich P2yl uses in his Epistles. DBut in Hebrew there is

no vord for hody. ‘l'g_)g,, flesh, is the only theolosically
important word, but, like the other parts cf *h= body, 1t

is primerily another example of where a purt or asvect of

a ran stards for the whols uan.

RBut e@imd for raul _ermtains 211 'thf: reaninrs attached

P e

&0 Gdg_g It 18 2 much broaner term. _It atardé _for_the

v e ®
e s s i
i

— e e g %
et e i gt

chotory or any eirn ~l= p'trt of 'tm= bodv. Z'w,u-u. » W’ﬂ“le 11:

e e i A i ——— U —

liohn A. T. Robinson, The Body (London: S5IC Press
Ltd.’ 1”% )' !.‘). Q.
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Gép_,_l_m 1ucm 7-.5. ed with (.qg as the bearer of sin av COrrup=

e e it cm

tlon, is aise the hearer of man's reeurrsction. The re-

derptl Lon t., ths eWme is = poseiblility. Sus , therefore,
-8 the 1link between laul's dectrine of ran end his whole

o
_fP¥Pe1 of Christ.=

Whet doss 'aul 'Haar: hv h"s rraf'ererwecs tc fhe 10'111 of

..91"..1'}31’? He means trae‘.-*ut,al_chrisi ,nf course, For Christ

was made wan, He had a body. And He dwelt among us and

- g i e S ——,
S ———— e

bac"'re ohedlent tc the Law, eress  and death, The human

bo;l‘-, then, which ia the only hody He hnr‘, i=‘ the bedy

Faul ia referpring to in. 1-Cor.-30:16 when apﬂa 1r-st of the

comrurion { Kotvwwda ) of the elem ents in the Inrd 's. Eunpere

- rne —

S e .,

The lieaning of Koevwwia

[
How 48 it thot Ketvw ved comes to be used by faul to
exprz8s what happens in the Lord's Supper?
' 4
Kocvwvia or goewvwvds is the word for the coneept

sT1am, Cenossenachaft, ‘!erhami, corrunion, peorticipation,

gharing., The word has sluove had relizious meaning or

overtenoen. The Chaburah of the 0ld Testament wae a table-
fellowship. The 3T a7y I, "sons of fellowship" were
at lesst ten in number and customerily (vostexilic) ate the
fellowship real on the eve of the Sabbath. Thue also this

s2ne proup would assembls for the eating of the annual

aIbido, ppo 1-37-
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Passover. lio doubt this practice was carried over to the
days of the early Church (KA®VTes KT’ otkov serov, Acta 2:42),
the fellowship neals, the Apape feasts, snd the celebration
of the Lord's Suppsr, while among Bome Jewish Christians
it was still customsrv to loin in the Fassover once 2 yeer.3

Ketvwvis means: (a) fellowship, rclationehips (b)
&‘?_neraait'gr, fellmw-feelinn; (e) 8irn or proof of fellowship,

e‘ontr_'ibuuon, (a) m'rtici*)a’tion, ahnrimr 'rwos in some-

| =

thinsz. A Koivwres is one who engares in '\’O'-VWW--& 5
that is, partnkes of something with someone else. Kotrwvis
is used with the dative or renitive, with prepositions &v
or A‘Ta'( s Qr r.zbsolutely." In ch. 10:16 Kolvwy (a ia

used with the genitives a:'p.d-ros and bulul-d:r‘-" .
The Keivemvea of the Elemente

-0ht=n nne enkq uhich are the elementa in the I.ord 8

B

— e o

e, B it

Supper;—the correct arst er m:m]d include no‘l' nnlv bread

and wine, hut also the horl*.r :-nd‘ bloou of' Christ. This is

e i
o s e

o e ———E - v o ———
R e

where we have all four elements mentioned "in the #ame con-
nection in the Lord's Supper. But in the 1 Cor. 10:16

ssage this is made mnre csrtain. Far here .Paul explicitly

s e A e R g g G e

S¥riearich Hauck, " Kot vwv ek ," Theolorisches Wor-
terbuch zum Neuen 'J.‘estarren'r, edited by Gernwrd Kittel
(Stuttgart: W. Konlhauwrmer, 1935), III, 803.

4‘«. F. Arndt and F. W. Gingrich, edlitors and trans-
lators, A CGreek-English Lexicon of the New Testament (Chi-
cagos The University of Chicago rress, C.1957), Pp. 439-40.
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Bays t'.-}-*at me 0111 iz the cowmunlon (l_cocywv"q) of ths blood

e

_of Christ, the ‘-rr..ﬂ 13 the comrunion (Kewwwiw) of the body

-of Ghrist, T!-:is Kot vwvc_.‘_-g means.s-shirine-of.seme—-kind,

Jdust what kind of a sharing or communion 1t is, is hard to
distinruizh. But it means that whlle we avoid *he use of
unneceseary or aven faulty conatructions 1o describhe the

[ 4
Kotvwved of Christ with the elements, we must toke this

R ——

rean that h;-'-':s: in ﬂw

Lord' Supper_there is the closest

e O St

boseEible relation s%ﬁ.u of the cup .mr‘ the hlood, the bread

- - - - --"--' I

z:hez': -Hc. I.oru 8 _Suprer.lis celebrated.
Therefore, in the first place, in 1 Cor. 10:16, Faul

i8 speaking of soms kind of IKO(VW Vi not of persons,

but of the eicments with sach other. %Yerner Zlert supports

this meaning of Kelvw v¢'-l by citine svidence from ancient

church usage, that even the phrase "ccmmunion of a;aints"

of the Creed is actually a reference of this Kotvw Ve of

the elements.

Jedar Christ der alten Kirche des Ostena vernahm

in leder Zuchariatis wvor der Diztribution den Ruf
TR Uk TOTS Agecoes |, und er ver kelimen Lumenblick
ir Zueifel, wae damit sereint seil. 7&" s ist rnicht
Flural ﬂordﬂ:'n Jual und bedeutet die konsekrierten
Zlemente, domentsprechsnd koinonizs die Abendmahls-
Zolnonia und die ranze Tormel des Abendmahlssakrarent.
Ing Lateinische Ubertraren bsdeuten damn in der For=
wel sanctorum comrunio die sancta nicht, wie ranche
Forecher vermuteten, Sakramente in der liehrzahl son-
dern ebenfalls dic konsekrlerten Elexente und das
Ganze ebenfalls nur das Avendwahlssakrapent. Die
Yormel ist saltrsrrsrtul gemeint. Dasz in einem Credo
auch sines Sakraments r-ﬁaacht wird, ist nicht auf-
f81lir, denn in andern orvem.érdi"clﬁn lskenntnissen
wird an aar entepreeher.ﬂen Stelle such die Taufe
zenannt. Wir wsrden disses Verntﬂrdnll der Formel
TRy &ra‘mr KolVvwridk im ootkirchlichen 3prachrebrauch
nech genauer zu variolgen hoben, weil es Tlr daa
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There /bendnahl und Kirchenreweinschaft in dor alten
Kirehe des Unteng von grundlecenden Vichtirkeit iat. 5

The Kuvww’( of Men with the Boedy 2nd Blood »f Christ

The purposs of the ]ord'ﬂ Suvnper, hQWﬂVﬂr, iz not ful-

g TR -

fllied when thers is KOWWW-'* only !'--:‘-"sen the clements.

. ey smnaeae = o —
T -—'

it i" "'m."‘.l'leﬁ nn].r when Lﬂrﬁctiane hnve lcoc.vww-t \-Iith

i B

Qh*ia-‘i' and ccn:-.eﬂ-..zcz':tl'».r v ‘i."'h one 'annrfhe!'-

The ’"'-lnrfar'=er:’-: then, 19 ?h-’;‘- placr—r where in a2 _apacial

vay Chris +i- ns *3.':11'1"4‘* of‘ Christ. The Words of Institution,

e et i B A A e o
IS —————

115 _is my honv, deronatr:te this. In the 1 Cor.

.

]-_e#_}(i,_l"{' puesapge, the very seme n-,,r"l:!eipa’c*nn 15 1nﬁ_1¢91‘ed

.

" = ({4 . ¥
fhe Tlvst clause of ve 1T, OTt €(S & QTrosS--because

there is one loaf, indicates this. The bread or loaf is
food; 1t mervee no other purpose than that of boing eaten.
The wnoles idea of food in the sacrarent indiemtes the part
mer take in the sascrarent. They eat it. And by eating the
bread, thsy partake of the Rory of Christ. The very ace
tion iz pin-peinted by the last phrace of v. 17-- EX To0
eveos :-'cf-rou ,ucrc'a’o,ucv--we partake of the one bread. The
vword rendered by “partake," according to schelars, is no
lonper different in meaning from KotLV@W vos . "The utmost

that ean safelv ke saild about 3t. Paul's use of ths second

]|

-

“Werney ulert, Abendmahl und Kirchengemelinonchaft
in der 4lten *rehe hauptelchtlich er des Osters Berlin:
Luthericchee Verlngehaus, LOGA), pPD. 13 P'ﬂ, G th
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’ .
vord (MeTEXE(V ) 45 that he seers to use it by prafercnce

to indicate 'partoking' of fom‘lo"s

This pertakine of Christ's body in sorethine which
men repeat every tire they attend the Sacrament. But at
the same tipe the participation in the Body of Christ doas
not cease when men come away from the ILord's Altar. Ths
personnl KoLvwve s of 2 man with ths Body of Christ con-

tinnes.

V4
KowvwveaA itk One Another

e 8

Ev camed of moAdeat ECATV’ 4 thira weanins of KOLV“’"“
‘\_____

is thnt which exicts betwsen those vho sre.in—ths Body of
Cnr-ui « 8 wWe h:ve_seen;— Kowuﬂ’"‘ with the Bedy—of- Christ

is extended to 2ll of' the--peprsens~who-eat the Lord's _Supper.

."m ir‘ artant faet thut mrust 1!:1:6--'11:11-:'1? be nc‘l'en 13

88 in verse 16, but rather a GHMM( made up of those who

-

individually 2ra menbers of the Body of C{"riat. Sheuld,

i ——— - S ———

then, the Body of Christ bs used at all in connection

o

Aith this third kind of KOiV“J!!‘ﬂ_ ».0r rust ve be content

s
to_talk here only of t‘-so Kotvwvi & of‘ believ”-q? On _the

B L TTp—

othar haend, i:f‘ we could talk of the K.of-"“"“-“ of 'ba'l.!.evera

————— g ,_,,f“’ S ——r—.,

-
— o s e e S e e S

ag_beine the D Xe@e7v9 , guat this phrase be inter-

————
e — Y g S T, g

preted wetaphoricelly?

6L. 8. Thornton, The Common Life in the Podz of
Christ (wWestminster: Dncre rens, C.L042), D.




A
Notably in Romans. 12:5 and 1 Corinthians 12:27 Paul
calls the belilevers the Body of Christ. Ye can safely
assume that here, too, Faul thinka of "the many" as bsing
the Body of fhrist. But how i= the probler of interpre-

tetion of CWma XgreTed to be solved?

Soms commentators immediately demand thot the ecwas

e e

~ - / ’
#ith which men hnve thie Ko(Vwvi« must he & "metaphor" of

_the Body of Christ.

It is 10 this latter truth that our metaphor, and
bshind it the conception of corporate psrsonality,
bears witness., The Body of Christ is in some way
Christ hirself and the mermbers of his Body are in
gsoms way hls members. FPerhaps the truth can be
stated no more exactly than that; ths conception of
corporate peraonality cannot be reduced to logmical
terwe, and that ins why Paul rationalizes it into
metaphors=--"4in Gh;ist,“ "dead and risen with Christ,”
"Bedy of Christ."

Robinson, however, rirhtly asserts: "His underlying
Jtonception is not of a suprapersonal collective, but of

8 _specific personal organism."8

took the term ¢wmw and applied it to. the. Church,

¥What 11 must h.ve conveyed to him and hie readere was
{to exploy a2 dlstinetion whiech itself would h:ve
sSurprised him) sorething not corporate but corvoral.
Jt direected the mind to a person; it dld not_of itself
_Suppest a socldl wroup. "Hende, as Zref. A. M. Ramsey
has well remarked, "to call the Church Te éwa« Tod
XQieToV was to draw attentiocn to it not primarily as
a collectlon of men, but prézrarily as Christ Himselfl
in His own being and 1life."

TErnest Beat, One Body in Christ (London: S. P. C. RE-.
1955) . 01T . ey

BRnhinson, op. cit., p. 51.
%Ivid., p. 50.




45

consequently, one nmust be chary of spsaking of Tihe
metaphor" of the Body of Christ. Paul uses the anal-
ogy of the humen body to elucidate his teaching that
Christians form Christ's bodv. But analoxy holds
beecause they ars 4in litersl faet the risen organisc

of Chriet's person in all its concrete reality. Yhat
is arresting 1s his identiflcation of this personality
Wwlth the Church. But to say that the Church is the
body of Christ is no more of s metaphor than to say
that _the flesh of the inesrnate Jesus or fthe bread

of ths Euchsrist is the hody of Christ. None of them
As "11%e™ Wie body (Paul never..saye .thig)i.each of
ther 1s the body of Chriet, in that each 1s the
pPhysical complersnt. ana.extenslon of the-one and the
.sara Person and Life.loihevuaIE.all expressions of

-8 .81nrle Christolosy. '

he body cannot in fact consist only of "one menber®,
but must be "gany" (v. 14). The volnt of the verses
that follow (15=-21) is not that the different mexbers
rust be united amonz themselves (the duestion of schism
doae not enter till v. 25, and then it is qulte in-
eldental to the passape), but precissly that there
ruet be_.rmore than one merber if there is to be a body

at nll >+

M
(14

rey inelists on defining the Body cof Christ as Christ
Hicrell:
Hierrmit stimmt auech I Kor. 10,16f. Ubsrein: "Der
Segensbecher « « o Brote teil." Das ceine Brot, das
dle vielen zu elnem Leibe macht, iat ja eben der Leld
Christ, d.h. wie I Xop. 12.12 angedeutet wurde und
wle ich hier spiter niher ausflhren werde, Chriatus
selbet.l?
Essentially, the question "What 18 the Body of Christ?"
will be answered fully only when we examine the.essence of
this unity of bellevers, the way men bscome part of thls

unity, and the blessinge mwen receive from thie unity.

101134., p. 51

1l1p1d., p. 59.

Y2¢rnut veroy, Der Leib Ghristi in den Paulinischen Hemo-
logumena und Antilesomena (Lunds Hakan Ohlssons Roktryckeri,
19&2,, Dle G=T s
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Unity in the Bedy of Christ

Firast, what is the unifying fzctor of the Body of

Christ? Is the Church that which unifles the Body of Christ,

or is 1t the Sacrament? It is correct to suy wlth Best
that since unity and the Body of Chriat ars often mentioned
vithout any referenece toc the Eucharist, neither this unity
nor the Chureh is created by the Encharist.:? Byt the

fret cannct be denled that Paul himself directly grounds
the unity of the Church a8 the Body of Christ in the ssc-
ragental loafl, itself alresdy declared to be the Body of
the Lord: "Beeause theres is one loaf, we, that ars many,

. - &
ere one body, for we all partake of the one loar."t

Efs

The unity motif of our passage (1L Cor. 10:17) is fur=-
ther expressed by the word sf; s £v . This word has im-
portant lrplicatlions as to why the Christiane have become
one with the ¢@ma Xpremv, By the Fall of Adam into sin,
Een have inherited 2 cowmron lot. The whole human race 1s
corrupte AllL men are subject to sinning snd to death.
This 21l provee rwen's counterpart with Adar and their
unity with ore another in this comron lot. Adax, the

first men, woe noturally the "hesd@" the “first-born"™ of

ljﬁest, 22. cit--' Phe 106"7.
Ligobineon, Op. cit., p. 56.




