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CHAPTER I
HATURR AND FURPOSE OF THE STUDY

Tho purpose of this paper 1s to investigate and compare the methods
Of expreceing purpose in four letters written by the Apostle Paul end in
the Epistle to tho Hebrows. Ths four epistles of St. Paul which have been
Studicd aro the ons to the Romans, both letters to the Corinthians, and
tho one %o the Galetiems. It 1o hoped that some light might be shed on
tho probabdility or improbability of the Pauline authorship of tho Epistle
to the Hobrews.

It is, of course, admitted at the outset that nothing of finality
can bo comcluded vegeamiing the treditionsl questiom of the authorship of
the Bpietle to the Hsbrews. This study only includes soms of Paul's
lottere, not all of them. Aleo, this paper is concemmsd only with a grem-
mtlcal, or siylistic, consideration. The contents of the lstters, his-
torical attostation to the authmh:lp of ths Eplstle to the Hebiewas, and
ell the other factors which mst be considered in & problem of authorship
have boen omitted. Furthormore, even the gremmatical, or stylistic, study
is pertial,

It is the aim of this parer merely to draw some comclusions about and
miks somp comperisons botween the styls of St. Paul, as it is represented
in four of his leotters, end the style of Hebrews, as woll as to make somo
comparisons end draw some conclusions about the styles of St. Paul, in so
far as they are represented in the four lotters studied. Some tentative
conclusions xegarding the Pauline suthorship of the Epistle to the Hebrewn
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have hoon drewn on tho basis of the yrofoceedly slight and incomplete
ovidence .t

Tho meothod wae %o find all expressions of purpose in the letters
studled, accomble all examples under appropriate headings, snd then draw
conclusions on tho basis of the use cech lstter makee of the various
methods of oXproseing TUrpose.

To avoid repetition of the cumbersomo circumlocutions Epistle to the
Romeng, First Epistle t0 the Corinthians, Second Epistles to the Corinthians,
the pictls to the Calatiens, end the Epistle to the Hobrews, the five
lotters have boen designated throughout merely as Romens, I Corlnthians,
II Corinthions, Galotiens, snd Hobrews. The text of the Greek New Testa-

mont utod wvoe that of B, Nestls. Tho edition wvas the sixteenth.

Ihe etudy may have mwore value as an illustretion of the posslbilities
ond limitntions of a carefully controlled Wortstatistil than es affording
8 msane of testing the Pauline authorship of Hobrewa. .
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CHAPIER II

TRSCRIPTION AND LIST OF ALL EXPRESSIONS OF FURPOSE

(/)
{vda Clausss

The moat Trequont mothod of constructing final olauses, both in cles-
eleal Groek end Holionistic Gieok, was the use of the conjunction EIW(
followed by = verb, moot often in the suball;;utiva wood. A future indica-
tive Wromia secaslionally be used instoed of ths subjunctive, especially in
Ballaniotic Crack.

I:z_c'.!:-es:ical Groolk, finzl clauses taks tho Subjunctive after

%:;;n;i:észgnzgzs;.amr ecacondery tensas either tho optative o

In %he Now Testement, the Optative does not ocour, 1 -

In Holieniatic Creck a2 tondency provailsd to employ (V4 clauces
for & nunbor of constructions vhich in classiosl Greel ucually employed

/s ({4
the in?initive or & 0T WS glausg, The non-clansical uses of (VL in

the Nov Testamont include mown cleauses, result clauses, explanatory
cleuses, é.na. some othor xarer and less important uses. In this paper,
the non-final vses of :’W\ vhich aprear in the five letite2s studied have
been exclivded from consideration although they have beon enmmerated and
1lusirated.

That va normally meent "in order that" is beyond question. It is

eratually used in thp full final sense in the penyri, having gained
greatly cn the Attic omws, But it hes come to bo the ordinary

construction in many phrasos vhore a simple infinitive was used

IEwnest DeWitt Burbon, Syntax of the Moods and 'FM =
mont Greck (Thinl edition; Edinburgh: T. and T, Clark, 1893), pp. 5
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in earlior Cresk, just sa in Iatin ut clsuses, or inan:guah those
with that, usurp tho prerogative of the verbal noun.

The wwenty-eight instences of ;:M introducing purpose clauses in
Romang exn: 1:11; 1:13; 3:8; 3:19; L4:16; 5:20; S5:21;
6:1; Gali; 6:6; Tih; T:13; T:13; 8:k; | 8:11; 8:1T;
11:319; 11:25; 13:31; 11:32; 4:9; 15:h4; 15:6; 15:16; 15:20;
15:31; 15:32; 16:12.

The forty-three instences in I Corinthiams are:  1:17;  1127;
1:27;  1:28;  1:31; 2:5; 2:112; 3:18; 4:6; 4:6; %:8;
%25 5:5;  5:7; 53 % Task;  Ti3%y  8:3;  9n12;
9155  29:19; 0:20(2); 9:21; 9:22; 9:122; 9:23; 9:2k; 9:25;
10:33; 11:19; 11:32; 11:34; 12:25; 13:3;  1k:5b; 14:19; 14:31;
15:28; 16:2; 16:6; 16:11. -

The thirty-eight instances in II Corinthians are: 1:9; 1:11;
1115; 2:3;  2:4; 2:4; 2:5; 2:9; 2:11; 473 4:10;
b1 4115 5k 5:10; 5112; 5:15; 5:21; 6:4; 7:9;
8:9;  8:13; 8:k;  9:3; 9:3; 9:8;  10:9; 1l:7;  11:12;
11:12; 13:16; 12:7;  12:7; 12:73 12:9; 13:7; 13:7; 13:10.

Ths Tiftoen examples in Calatiens ere: 1:16; 2:4;  2:5;
2:116;  2:19; 3:ah(2); 3:22; 3:24; kS WSy B:T; 5:1T;
6:12; 6:17. ‘

The twonty exemples in Hebrews are: 2:1h; 2:17;  3:13;
ki1l;  b:16; 501 6:12; 6:18; 9:25; 10:9; 10:36; 11:28;
1:35; 11:40; 12:3;  12:13; 12:27; 13:12; 13:1T7; 13:19.

Two exsmplee of the final (”v:l clauge exe in II Corinthians 1:15

2
Jemps Hope Moulton, A Greymar of New Testsment Greek (Thixd edition
vith corrections and edditions; Edinburgh: T, and T. Clark, 1919), I, 206.
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/
and Galn :h:mu 6:12. IX Cordnthiens 1:15 EJWM/WV 7TPo TEQV reas
J/u.r :A&nv lvq fear:g«v )(-rgw sXyrs "I wished to come to you before

in ::vﬂs-» that yom w:.,;;ht gat a second gift of grace." Galatiane 6:12
o

’ /
oa-rac o(v-y l%ﬂd"tv u/nu rrplrr/avrrﬂm s /nwv v T'U
mﬂed 700 XElr-ruu ,,, fwruvm "Theso compel you to be
civewnclzed only in oxder that they might not be porsecuted for the cross

of Christ.”
o
In pddition to the (vd clauses with telic force listed above, the
&

folloving twenty-four non-final (ve olauses 2180 occur in the books
etudiod: Romsns 11:11; 15:31; I Corinthiens 1:10; 1:15; h:2; h:3; 7:29;
9:16; 1k:1; 1h:Sa; 1h:12; 1h:13; 16:105 16:12a; 16:12b; 16:16; IT Corin-
thiean 1:3.'5',; 8:6; 8:7; 9343 9:5; 12:8; Galatians 2:9; 2:10.

Twelve of these twenty-four non-final ¢':m. clousee are employed ce

e TS e b

SbJects of o verb, esyeclally verbe of two classes. Verbs of exhortinsz,

commandine, eutieating, pereueding, end also those of gtriving for, taking
(4

£axe, nlanning, effecting a¥e followed by a (v4a olauce. In classicel

(7]
Greok muck verde woro usually followed by e o7 ws c¢lsuse, or, in the

case of the foxmer claes of vorbs, more frequently by en 1n1’:ln:lt1va.3

(/4 "
Ths twelve (VA clauses used in this way arye those in Romens 15:31;

I Corinthiens 1:10; 14:5a; 14:13; 16:12a; 16:16; IT Corinthiens B:6; 9:5;
12:8; apd I Coprinthiens 1h:1; 14:12; 16:10. The latter three follow verbs

of the escond cless whils thoss verbs of the first class are followed by

@
(vd clauses in the n:lne papsages vwhich are listed firet. I Corin-

thiens 1:10: waearadii Ji Gpas o o . LVa 76 dero /t],r; W AVTFS |

33“1'["93: « eit., pp. B7-88.

——4—
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"I beooach you ell %o say the same thing.” I Corinthians 1h:1 /7’{ sovs
(7} / i
s » o LA 77'@0%7"?‘0'771‘ "Strive to mq.n
17}
The four (V« clauces which ave of a substantive nature in the

nominative capo =re in I Corinthiens 4:2; l:3; 9:18; 16:12b. I Corinthians
/

: 7 T / ‘ ~ o/
B2 ravrws sox ygv Belgpa va v 44,
"I% wnp not of a1l his vill o come now.”

&
The %wo (Vo clauees vaich limit onother oxprecsion are in Galatiens

&0
2193 2:10. Tha three /Ve clauses of ‘yecult ere in Romans 11:11;

L{}

I Corinthicns 1:15; II Corinthiens 1:17. The two /v« clauses with an
Inperetiive foree ero in I Gorinthiens 7:29 end IXI Corinthisns 8:7. Ths

mmaining non-7inal cleuse, I Corinthians 9:4, is in & reve construction

viich A. T, Bobertson torms pumloi'pais.h

(7]
owws Clrucen

@
Althongh cleuses introduced by /V« continued to be used fregquontly

in Bollonistic CGreek to introduco purpose clauses, the frequency of the

</
conjunciion €7 WS ducreased appreciably from the clacsical standexd.

“
"So them, though o7w@s as a pure final conjunction is diseppsaring in the
low Tentemont, it yet ocours with the sems concept om tho vihole."? "It
@
is Interesting to note that in ths New Testament ¢7%s is almost con-

((]
fined %o Motthew end Luke's writings."® "Scott counts (¥« TA6 timos

%, m. Roborbaon, A Gremmar of the Greek Ne Testament in the Licht
of Mistoricol Roseych (Fourth edition; Washville, Tennossee: Broadman

Fresa, 1934), p. 1199,
Ibid., p. 997.
61maa., ». 93.
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of
in the text of ¥. H. . . . and Pifty-eight of owws L T true

“

that al) 74G of thaes (VA clouses do not express purpose. Still, the
(1)

WSe of (V4 4o express purposs in the New Testament iz far in excess of
L/
the usy of owWs ., While Burton does not emwe exactly with Scott in his

[/}
flguves, ho also attents to the deelim»of orws . "In the Few Testament
cr 2
omr ws oV oceurs four times ( m.’ alons forty-nins tima,, elways

in a finel olauce pmper."g

In the Tive lettexs studied theyre aro only nine final clauses intro-
duced Ly ;;""“’ S . The three inotences in Romans ave 3:h ond 9:17(2) .
I Corinthiens hes only ome, 1:29. The two in IT Corinthiens ere B:1l and
B:14. ‘Gaietions han ar:e, 1: ll Esbyows has ttro, 2:9 end 9:15. Ga:l.at:l.ans

J/ 3 \ G~
1k -rod ov7Tes f‘atu-rau Mg 7TV 4’/"1077""’ ’I/""/ 3 0“""5
>

)
f/f'fvﬂ' 7/1«! o 708 HIOVOS T fvrh-wrd: S olEive

hiusslf om behalf of our sins, in onler ﬂmt ] night deliver us from
this present evil world,”
/
HY Cleuses
/ skl )

The mexs presence of H9 orcoe of its compounds, /7 or pymoTY ,
et the heed of e clause is no proof that the clauss ic & megative final
clauga. Tho word /47/ can elso introduce an object clause.

¥hen the object clause after a verb mesning fo gare for, o iake Es%'

ie nsgative, classical Greek sometimss uses ¥ (instead of srus 43

with tna Subjunctive, or less frequently with the Future Indicative.
« + « This is tho common Fov Testament usags.?

71.9.;-..‘.1.0: P 985,
Spurton, op. olt., p. 85.
9%-, Pe 83'
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Zxemplon of wuch clewses are in I Corinthians 8:9; 10:12; Habrews 3:12;
12:25 shers clauses introduced by' /17/ or & compound of it ave the object
of the verh /ﬂlf E{W-J ané in Galatiano 6:) and Hebrows 12:14, 15, 16
Where such clauses aye the objects of E)'ﬂ'lﬂ’”f:’ - In I Corinthians
16:16 o I’:’vf clauze iz the object of the verbd ﬂ/f;'d + Iore the
7] Y. / /

claums (Vs d%’g/ws 4 EvyT=e  after // §74/  probably hes tho
Same offect me the olause /'7' ‘/‘:5!"-" / "57”" would have had.

A clawse introduced by /47/ or ons of 1ts compounds may also occur
9% the cbjsot of a verdb of foar or denger, 2o in II Corinthiens 12:20;
11:3; Galntians 4:11; Hsbrews 4:l. It 1o not even necessary for the verb
of fearing (;/)a/ﬁva;uu in the four examples above) to be present. It
Ty be lmplled. In thie way Burton explains Galatians 2:2.

{3) £2 on objoct olouse after e verb of fesring implied, "fsaring

oa% I ochould rum or hed run im vain." . . . The thixd interpretation

is consistent both with general Groek usags and with Paul's uss of
HA? #ws , end is the only probable omns.

/
Meo Lightfoot 1z of the opinion that in this passego the sy 7ws indicetes

I Covinthiane 9:27 y:waw;b Hov s a’a?lar o 0. /47’-»5 -'Z{/fu-r
Ky Fa'/q's d: -,—-a,: .{Jo’.-a/.t//,ad: /f(l Wpae cen moan either "I beat
my body (becoues I fear) that aftsr I have preached to othors I might ry-
B2lf boooms casteway” or "I beat my body in ordor that I might not bescomo

cestavay." Probably the sams eltornative applies in IT Corinthians 8:30;

O2rnest DaWitt Burton, A Criticel and Exeseticel Commentert on the

EpiStls %o the Galatisns in Tho Tobernationsl Critlcsl Commnterv (First
edition, reprinted; Bdinburgh: T. &nd T. Clayk, 1.43), XRKIV, Th.

1. B. Lightfoot, The Eptotls of St. Poul %o the Galations (First
edition, Grend Rapids, Michigen: Zondervan Publiching House, n.d.), p. 104,
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9ths 12:6. Much comia o paid for either explanation of the comstruction.
It sooms 4o mo that the only passages in the letters studied in
vileh e strictly telic oxplenntion can be epplied %o @ clause introduced
by H 7, or onz of 1%e compounds axo I Cordnthisns 9:27; II Corinthians
2173 8:20; 9:h; 12:6; Hobrows 2:1,
; The pauelty of mspative final clauses introduced by the conjunction

I: 7 or one of ite campounds is not aln?rie:lng bocanss the conjunstion

¢ oY followsd by the nopmtive word 44 and, to & mich losser extent,
O7Ws a5 have to & conetdereble extent taken over this work of the

(]

remEive inal exmvseions. “In tho New Testament (v« /'7’ « + o ond
;""”-‘ f“f’ « « » have the mm over tho conjunction F7’ 12 npy
early Greelk /‘7, vags by far tho commonest way of introdusing negntive
clnm;z’::-. of yurpose, but in the New Teotament, 1t ic almcat crowdsd out

by (v }'7' end t;:"“-' /‘7’."13 The results of this stuly confimm
Chcuborlaints statement. The vord ﬁy’ ocours with oms only in

I Corinthions 1:29. Howover, tho combination ‘“"“ /“l, intmémas nsga-
ive final clauses in Romens 11:25; 15:20; I Corinthiens 1:17; 2:5; h:6b;
Ti5b; 8:13; 9:12; 11:32; 11:3%4; 16:2; II Corinthians 1:9; 2:3; 2:5; 2:11;
UiT; €:h: 9:3; 10:9; 12:7a; 12:70; 13:10; Gelatiens 5:17; 6:12; Hebrows

3:13; b:331; 6:12; 11:28; 11:40; 12:3; 12:13.
Infinitives

The following statomonts rogerding the frequency of tho simple

12 oborteon, on. git., p. 967.

131111 las Chomberlal Exogetical the Greelk
Hew Eam?(g:gform The mm:ilﬂ Compeny, 19275. P. %7
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infinitive (ir 1% 1e the eimpls infinitivo to which they rofer rather than

= Al 4
% ths uses of the Infinitive with 70UV, rfl\hs Ta , ¥/1S 79 ) as a
mWthod of exprorsing parpose in tho Now Testament seem not to bo borms

ot by tho lettors stndied. "Thie inPinitive vhich 1s equel to & f£inal
Bentence hee egnin becoms widely prevelent in the Fow 'Bestamnt."“

» + » thp Infinltive ie excsedingly commnon in the Tow Tostament for
the noticn of pure purposo. Votaw counts some 1,285 such instances
?i' tho simpls infinitive of mrpose in "biblical Creek." Hs gives
the Pigure for tho How Teotamsnt alons es 211. . . . Moultom . . .
notos that tl;al%nf. of purpoce io more common in tho Feow Teotament

then in Attic.

Tho pimple infinifive o eXprece yurpose ocours only two times in
Romome:  1:11; 15:9; soven times in I Corinthimme: 1:17(2); 10:72(2);
10:Tb; 11:20; 16:3; II Corinthions, three times: 9:5; 11:2; 11:32;
Caletions, two times: 1:18; 2:h; Hebzwws, two times: 8:9; 9:24.

- N O Z ; Z

I Coxluthiens 1:27 ov Jae dwecrshev pe Xpioros fumrfore

A 3 /

ad A ru-tJ’I M /fl‘dﬂ-x( "For Chxist did not ssnd me to baptlize, but

% prvach ths Goprel,®

700 with the Infinitive

Tha zonitive of the erticulsr infinitive cemn expross purpose. It

tan 6lss exrawss rosult. It csn heve an opexegotical force. It cen bs

usod with a full eblotive force. “Tho normal use of 7oV with the inf.
¥e3 mndonbtodly final, , . . and in tho Fow Testement thet is still

Ve todzion Blass, of New Tastemont Groek, tronslated

Henry 5%. Johm Thackeroy (Second, rovised end enlerged edition; London
Macmlllen end Company, Limited, 1911), p. £23.

LRovexrtaon, op. eit., p. 969.
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its chie? umoe. But many of the examplse are not ﬂmi or cmaoutivo-"ls
Roberteon's statement that in tho Now Testament the chiof use for this
Cotistruction is finel is mot confirmed bty thie otudy. Chamberlain's
explanation ssoms botior.
Not 21l of the inctencos of thio idiom express purpose. Tho majority
&ro explenatory. . « « Moot of tho examplos expressing purpose are in
tho wrltings of Zuke and Metthow. Paul used it, In this sonss,
twice: Romans 6:6; Fhilipplens 3:10.1
-In another piace Robartgson says: "Votaw notes but thirty-four such
examplos of divect yurpoge in the New Tomnt."m Of these thirty-four,

Wt three exw present in he five lotters studied, ons in Romans and two

o ~ 1 n € 7
in Bobroun. Thoy sve Romans 6:6 (vt Kkariey o4y To Vius TYS apeerras ,
- / / [~ < /
TOU WMpiere Jaw(ﬂ}hv RS 7,'7" paer (X ; Habrews 10:7

) \ 1 \ / Ve
1dov 7‘2«0 . o o TO0 rvipoue ¢ Otes v Jshoypua ov Eobrews 10:9

2,.%v ‘er e l / /
1dou 9K TV TOI9OAC 76 por/f,,w oy

im oxenplo of tho oxplenatory, or epoxsgotical, use of 700 with the
infinitive is in Rowens 11:8 oﬁﬁmﬂma; 795 gy /f/urw Kt 7ol

2 rd

AL /'7' arousiv "uncooing oyes, unhearing ears ., . . 8 spirit vhich
moduces o condition of insensibility."l? Cf. also Romens 1:24; 8:12;
end Galetiens 3:10, In Calations 3:10 the phrese 700 womexs explains
vierein "remeining in ell the things vhich eve written in tie book of the

lev” conmicis.

1uid., p. 2067.
17Chanborlain, op. eit., vp. 190-191.
'mﬂobertaon, op. git., p. 990.

199emes Dennoy, "St. Paul's Epistle to the Romans,” The
Sreolk Testamont, edited by W. Robertson Nicoll (Gremd Rapids, Michigan:

- W B, Eoxdmans Publishing Compeny, 1951), I, 677.
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In Romens 7:3, o0 Fy Evar  Avuryy /I”Xl’/ﬂ/d‘ cen be
construed elther as the yesult of the woman's being free efter her hus-
band’e deeth, or ez an explenation of wherein her freedom eona:!st)s. The
smje duality of explanetion applies to Hobrews 11:5 700 /7’ /ft/-f/
'g‘ VA70V wuhich cen mesn elther "Enoch was trensferred with tha result
Thet hs did not oeo death,” or "Enoch experienced a trensfer, which con-
elsted in thie that he did not see death."
, The @snitiva 700 ha‘e its full chlative force 3:; Rm:mns—15=22
EVEeT ropryv re wodha 700 24 8iv TEOS Upxs
"I van hindored mony times from coming to you." Cf. aleo II Corinthiens
1:8,

rr@‘os -rb’ with Infinitive

Tho infinitive con express purpose not only when it occurs alons or
vien 1% 1o raewcodod by 70 s but aleo when -it ie precedad by 1753: 7o
or -"1?5 7d « With regerd to tho constimetion -rrpc‘u 7o wvith ths in-
finitive, &A. T. Roborison notes that "there are only twolve of these in
the ¥ev Toctament."?0 “puy) has 1t four times, and elways to express ths
'subjoctive purpose' in the agont'e mind, 21

Panl's four uses of this constructiom, all with final m, are:
II Corinthians 3:13; Fphesiens 6:11; I Thopsalonians 2:9; II Thessalonians
3:8. Bince this aconstruction does not ocour in Hebrews, the only passags

[ ~
containing it in the books studied is II Corinthisns 3:13: A/ wuoys

zoﬂﬁ'bﬂrbson, op. m" P ms-
alﬂouliion, on. ﬁo, P- 218.
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> e
D 21 / 2 SRR %
f"l £ k‘q/a,u/u FT/  Tv TPoowyoV AuvTeu o WEeS 7O MY

/ < 7 .
dﬂ‘m‘ﬂ rau.s /008 . ... "Moses put a veil upon his face in

ordor that the sons of Isrcol might not gezo upom. « « o
J /
E/s 7v with Infinitive

It hes been true of msny of the constructions considervd above that
ihe exprossion of purpose is only one of seversl usee to which a particular
eonctruction can be put. The seme is true of the comstruction i‘/’s 'rd,
?it:’h the infinitive. "There 15 no doubt thet in the Fow Testament 'lii
7®  has broken eway 4o somo extent from the classic notion of purpose . "2
Robextoon sdmits, howovor, that the idea of purpose still occurs end quotes
Soms eimm;zl?a. In the lotters studied there are twenty-three exsmploo
of s W' with the :lnﬂnitﬁe exproseing purpose, but there are also a
hurhor of other uses for this comstmction in the lotters studied.

Homsne h=a this construction eleven times: 1:11; 3:256; k:11; 4:16;
Tih; 8:29; 11:11; 12:2; 15:8; 15:13; 15:16.

Thore 1z but one example in I Corinthiens: 11:33.

II Corinthiene has four: 1:4; b:l; T7:3; 10:16. |

There ere no exomples of this construction in Galatiana.

Hebrews contains seven exsmples of this comstruotiom: 2:17; 7:25;
8:3; 9:1k; 9:28; 12:10; 13:21.

Several exsmples ere now quuted along with the trenslations of the
Revised Standsrd Version which bring or:t the tel‘{c force of aaoh conatruc-

J | AR /

tion clecrly. Romsna 4:11 £/1S 70 &/Va¢ uraV THATEP« -rdwwv 7wV
et
T/é7eUovVrwY "The mrpose wes to make him the father of all who believe."

2®Robortaon, op. git., p. 107L.
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Romenz 4:16 (vg wucre X-( ') f/_)f -n; £/ /:/Jﬂ-w L e Ad ﬁrx}-,t/fmv
/ ;

’ -~
Tevrs 73/ sTepuxT¢  ™n order that the promise may rest on grace

- . (7 (4] v
and bs ".mrﬂ"ri'.ﬁeel to all his daacendants." Rmns 8:29 or7v JUS mgvhw_,
7 2 V) [958

ﬁ" "F"-"-’F'v"v 7Y //nfﬂw 7—7; FM‘MMJ‘ 700 (Mw ) o /1S TV EF/Ves

Wﬂ'ﬂw #@td"cron’av f)i/ w5 da’}/ﬂt} "For those whom ho fore-

know his also Predestined to be conformad to the image of his son, in oxder

thet ho might bo the irst bom among many brethren.” IT Corinthians 1:4
/

a( W ki d eV 4;9:.: o= s,)s ra' /l;;drﬂw y((;: -rdpa’d/ ) FIUS
* + « "iho comforts us in all our affliction B0 thet we may be abls to
‘omfort those who ave in any afﬂict:lan." II Corinthiens k:h £ &"‘-,"

" e ;rﬁ/f/td.?"iv’ oy £is -ru /4, 40,-,0'« « » » "the god of this
world hes biinded the minds of the unbelievers to keep them from sseing
the lighs.o

l !
The congtruction #/5 772 with the infinitive cam also bs used 'iEth
¥

other then jelic mrae It oxpresses result in Rom=ns 1:20 7+5 7% */ve/

J \
Avrv0s e(vanro./ 4/77-50: "go that tha;r am without e:neuaa" end ;n

Hebrows 11:3 e /«7 r.v fd;w/vﬂfw 72 //"‘/""“‘ A LT

"80 that what is seon was made out of things which do mot appear.” Cf.

alao Romsne 4:11b; 6:12; T:5.

This construction is used in apposition with a noun or pronoun in
I Corinthians 9:18 and 10:6. In I Corinthiens 11:23 it hes the dative
iden . . . t'I’J 72 f;-(ﬂmv ﬂ/‘ nﬁw "Do you not have houses to

o2t and drink in?"

/
oS with the llocl_mativo

J
The article in Kittel's Worterbuch on the word £/5 informs us that
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i}s with the cccusative of o substantivo or adjective can express pur-
%0.%3 Ungortunntely Kittel's sriiclo on WP‘{‘ haa; 1ok yot: appeared.
When 1% dnor eomenr, we may oxpoct the game stetsment to be made about this
Prapositlon and the substantive acousative. Theyer indicatos that wzaoff
€2 be used this woy:
* » » Of an intended end or purpose: 7@ es wmp‘”‘” Tty (G

%Z.11; ae othor exx. 8dd, Ro,111.26; %v.2; 1 Co. vi.5; vii.35; xi1.T7;
XiV-IE,S-;Er’S; xv.34; 2 Co. 1v.6; vi1.3; x1.8; . « « Hob. vi.11l; 1x.13;
[

T have followod Thayer in regarding all these prepositional phreses as
OXpreszions of jurpose and in addition have included several others.

A. T, Robsrtoon supports the article in Thayer: "The notlon of aim or
ond naturaily develops also as in z})f(a/, ﬂPA‘S Uduﬁ-‘él:r,v »g;" (1 cor.
10:11)025

/

fho esmmiete list of prepocitional phrases with 72eS  t0 express
mrpose Includoe Romems 3:26; 15:2; I Corinthians 6:5; T:35(2); 10:11;

12:7; 14:32; 14:26; 15:34; IT Corinthiens 1:20; L:6; T:3; 8:19; 11:8;
Eobrowa 5:14; 9:13,

The trensletion of & lerge numbsy of these propositional phreses in
tho Revised Standamd Version 1llustrates thet they are used in a telic
Sense. REepocielly good Revised Standard Version trenslations to 1llustrate
this exrs II Corinthiens 7:3 -,rp;.r Kdrdf‘(rﬂv ﬂu) /ﬂ’jd "T do not say this
to conderm you," end II Corinthians 11:8 Ai/,{/d-f f:fllf,a-z{u !‘,Il:’/yl'd /{ dﬂw‘v

230opks, Albrecht, "eis," Dolta - Eta of Theolomisohes ¥Srtorbuch zum
o 2%%, edited by Gerhaxd Kittel (Stuttmart: W. Kohlhammer, 1935),
? . -

24 Jos05h Henry Thayer, A Creek-English Iexicon of .LF. Hev Tos
(Correctea edition, Chicago: American Book Company, 1889 3 P 542,

2%‘”“5011, 2Dn. mo; P QGQ
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\ \ < A /
°9y Wyrv  wpes 7YV Guwv Jearorrav "I robbed other churches
by accopting support from them in oxder to serve you."

b
ELS with ths Accusative

2 )
In the exticle on €5 in Kittel we find " z/s mit substantivischem
oder pronuminalem Allmasativ hat in der Mshrzahl der Fills finalen Simm."26

>
Somybinos indeod £tS appoare in en atmosphere vhore, aim or
15 mnifoatly ths respltent idea, Thus we mey note z/dwv Je

—

copoci ¢ s “ougioets o g of hi voming, + + » GF; semin o -

zis (Yofev in Ro. 8115 gis Zvdufiv inBo. 3125 o . o 2T

This construction ocours in: Romens 1:1; 1:5; 1:116; 1:17; 3:25; 5:21;
6:16; 6:19(2); 7:100; B8:15; 8:28; 9:21(2); 9:22; 9:23; 10:1; 10:4; 13:6;
:1; 15:2; 15:4; 15:7; 15:18; 16:26.

Tho inotences of the ccourrence of tle with the accusative to
express yurpose in I Corinthiens ere: 2:7; 5:5; 10:31; 11:24; 11:25;
16:15.

This construction occurs in IT Corinthiens 2:12; U:15; 5:5; 10:5;
10:8(2) ; 13:10(2).

Of tho former of the two comstructions in Galatians, 2:8 end 4:2l,
Burton eays: “The preposition :::s expresses not mere reference but
mrpose or result, 'for or unto the oreation of,' i.e. "so as to make
hin en apostle . 'n28

The exemples in Hobrews are 1l:1h; 3:5; 4:16; 6:116; 9:26; 9:28; 11:7;
12:7.

260spke, loo. oit.
a'rnobertaon, op. eit., pp. 594-595.

28purton, A
ga) ,:J.MﬂmmﬂhMEﬂ
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In the four following examples, the sccompenying Revieed Standard

Verasion quotat i'.ne illustmte the telic force of tho preopositional phrases.
v o c \

J
Romans 115 J¢° ou tAu/da,urv Xﬂ’flv Kt am'oa-rul,v €IS COTaweyv
/7
Zircrews "shry vhom we have meceived g'aee and apostlecghip to bring about

obodience to the faith.” Romans 3:25 irs Jfl v 95 JM’"'M"”"?-‘
0 A
dvﬂu "this wvas to ah:m God.'s rlghteousmsa- II Corinthiens 2:12

2 /
E/(Jwv Jz Els r7v /euhv& sl.s -ra t'u”ﬂf/av fwhon I came to
/7 2 \

T!'°"B to presch tho Gospel.” Hobrews 1:14 ’”X wovrEs F10v Asrovgfuiier
Wﬂyﬂfﬁ' ns armeaw:v n‘Jmﬂ‘rﬂf/(l/rqu "are they mot all mlniator-
ing epirite sent forth to serve?" Cf. also togather with Rovised Stendard
Version Romens 10:4; 15:18; 16:26; Hebrews h:16; 9:26.28.

) -~ ) J -
The plumse €/9 7oU7o0 oy £/S durs 70uTe expreseing the direction

oF purposs of somo activity occurs in some passages, usuelly followed 'by

)
o mom f""’"b'ﬂ.a expreszion of purpose. nmns U9 £/5 7To0Ts Xf"""’"

L4

S Revsy oy ;/74'“ tva . Kopr tua“7 . Cf. elso ITI Corinth-
ieng 2:9 end 13 10, Romsna 9:17 tfa d.:l-n: 7’4;7'4 :ffjrng-r/ or,
;;:'ws Evcﬁ‘: et a’v er'.ul 7'7v JM’"/MV /oY . Hotice
also Romens 13:6 At;rouppc\ e Broi s1av fis .::-r: 7ou7s TTEoa—

KdeTepsovTes and II Corinthiens 5:5 oc J: A‘drrﬁ--cr-yf €ves 7 ar
T e T Pees
Hlot only doss ﬂ)s ‘with the eccusative express purpose. It can
8180 exrowss vezult. "Dansben stoht aber ebenso unzweifelhaft konselutiver
Gebreuch."@5 Cf. Romans 5:16(2); 5:18(2); I Corinthiems 11:17; 11:3k;
II Corinthiens 8:2; 7:9; Romens 337; T:10b; 10:10; 13:4: Hobrews 10:39(2).

) 2
Tho Revieed Standerd Version Tremslators Yegard &/s aweA¢7ewasVv |,

29@1*3 2 Mo mo
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Bobrews 4:16, as comsecutive. "A denth hes occurred which redeems them
from ils trenscrossions under the fivet covenant.”

‘n espocielly Instructive possege ie Romans 7:10 where a £inal end &
GOI;SBG‘M:EW expression ogeur side by side: 552:‘97 Ko« 7( r)vﬂ/f,' 7(
€15 ﬁu7f/ a.':’,—y nff J,{V.,.,.,,, » Cf. also 6:16a for purpose end
6:16b,2 for rosuls.

A8 ie 4o bo expected, since both final and consecutive mpanings are
Pasibls thore axe many instonces wheze it is extremely difficult to
docide botuesn them. “In menchen FSllen @oht das eine so in das andere
bex, dese eine sonaue Futechoidung unmSglich ist.*30

FRolative Clauses, Participles

Tho only exsmplo of a rolative clauss of purpose ig in I Corinthisne
417, That o nlmost totel absence of this mothod of expossing purpoee
18 not meculiar to the five letters studied is shown by A. T. Robextaca:

A

"The Wow Teotamont homily uses the relative clause of purpose 28 fully
s

20 tho Attle Greek.”3' In I Corinthians %:17 the reletive clause o5 . . .

P / J)
d ""/”’7 T3/ expressce the purpose of F7 44 /4 « Dana and Mantey p

8180 ropaxd thie reletive clauso as one of purpose.32

It io & Dit AifPiocult to distinguish botwoen the rwlative clause of
Mrpes in I Corinthiens 4:17 end the relative clause of future mwdiction
in I Corinthlens 4:5. The phrese &t the begluning of 4ilT Ah\t TJU-:’G

gives the koy %o identifying the reletive cleuse as & final one. It is

Pma.
3120bortaon, op. git., p. 989.

2. B. Dena and Julius R, Mentsy, A Manual Gremmny of the Greek Hew
Tostemont (Mew York: The Macmillon Compeny, 1927), p. 272
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Intoreating that the Rovised Stendaxd Version illustrates neatly the
difference betwecn the interpretations of the two clauces. I Corinthians
4:5 ", . . voforo the Lord comss, who will bring light. . . ." I Cor-
Inthiens h:17 "I sent to you Timothy . . . %o romind you of my wvays. . . .”

Thora ssem to be no instences of either the presont or future
mrileiole to express purpose in the books studied. A. T. Robertson
wtee that there wae a marind declins in the frequency of this construction
from the clessical noma to that of the Koins: "Ihe future participle, so
cormon in 4his construction im the Attic Greok, has nmearly vanishsd from
the How Testement as from the rest of the muv7/ "33

s T ———

33Rovortacn, op. glfes pe 991.




CHAPTER III
EXAMINATION OF THE STATISTICAL MBTHOD

Thls chaptor is & summayy of an articls by Wilhalm Michsalis.!
Mlcheolis varae that the statistical exemination of lengunge showld not
Yo overvaluod. Ho says that the chemplons of the spuriousnsss of the Pas-
torals have always pointad out that the character of the lenguage is not
Peulins, Above all else thoy ascribe. deolsive welght to tio ortstatistik.,
F. Torm in an sosay in this sems poriodical, 1917-18, had brought forth
8 nolaworthy critiqus of the otatisticel mothod end called attention to
ite potential railings. Thio relees tho question: To vhat extent hes the
“"ﬂﬂtf‘-‘t'.i_ﬁﬁi_’_is any merlt Tor mnohing a descision about tho genuinemess of
the Pastorals? By the soms token, the validity of the methodology
euployed in thies poper for making eny conclusions about the Pauline author-

8hip of Hobrews on tho basis of statistics, although not word-statistics,
¢2n be challongsd.

Michsells seems perturbed that Torm's cbjections to the statistical
mothod made no impression on P. N Harrison, whose book The Problem of ths

Paptoral | ::le"c.lea appoered in 1921. Micheslis concedes that in this work
EpiEGied appe

Harrison exploited the statistical method to 1ts ultimate oossibilities.
Harrison's underteking stands or falls with the opinion that by the Wort-
effectivo arguments for or ageinat the genuineness of tho Pas-
torals cen be accumlated.

Hi11ho1n Micheelis, “Pestoralbriefe und Wortstatistik," Zeltachrife
fiir dio Houtostementlicho Wissenschaft und dip Kunde der S1teren Kirchs,
XXVIIT (1929), 69-76.

8 |t
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With repard to the compess end care of the tost and the vivid graphic
dolinsntion of his findinge, Harrison's vork essily outstrips all previous
Computotions, as well as ell subsequont ones, at least up until 1929, when
Micheolic® axtiols eppeared.

On tho bhasis of hapex logomena, particles, prepositions and compound
words with the elpha privetive, Harrieon produces en intolorable temsion
betwoon the uss of the languago of the Pastorals and the other letters of
Panl, Tho diegrems are especially impressive. The curves of proportionate
Tiguwec scecend among the other letters of Paul moderatsly, albeit stesdily,
thereby dewonstreting thet also within these tests definite differences
are observable. Howover, with disproportionate steepmess, the lines climb
overy time the proportionate figures of the Pestorals sxe adduced. Al-
though within the Pastorels themseolves fluctuations sre observebls, the
Striking impression i of & gwat difference botwsen the Pastorals end
ihe other lstiors. In all the diagrems the same picture presenmts itself,
The different charector of the Pastorals, thoir un-Fauline character,
eprears ovident.

4 caroful check roveals that Herrison's results must be considerably
ovisod Lecouse the linguistic differenco between the Pastorals and the
other lotters of Paul ic really quite different from what appears on the
besis of Hexriecon's diegrems, Consider tho matter of hapsx legomena, for
example., In Westcott end Hort's edition, Herrison finds that of 993 words,
exclusive of proper nemes, in Romans, 261 words not in Paul's other nine

lattors ocour on twenty-six peges, i.e. ten such words per pege. Coloasisms,
on eix pagee, has 409 words, of which fifty-eight are not in the othexr
lottore, f.0. 9.7 por pege. Thoeo two figures, ten and 9,7, are plotted

on a dlagran end do not show much disparity. For II Timothy the figuve
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1s 30.4 hapax logomsna per pege; for Titus, 27.3; for I Timothy, 22.4.
Thus, the curves for the Pastorels rengo from two to three times as high
8o those for Romans and Colossians, .

Howover, if ono uses the total supply of words as the basis, then, 4
for Romans, 0,263 of all the words in the book are hapax legomena for
Paul; 0.142 for Colossians. Romans contains, on the basis of the total
muber of words, more then twice the lingistic Sondemmut of Colossians.
Ths corresponding figures for the Pastorals are: for IT Timothy, 0.276;
for Titus, 0.276; for I Timothy, 0.327. Therefore, the difference betwsen
Romans end Colossi=ns is disproportionately greatsr than that between II
Timothy, Titus, I Timothy, and Romans. The diagreme of Harrison would
appenr quite difforont if Herrison had bassd his computation of relative
Tigures not on Spitemumfans but on the total number of woxds in each book.

It iz hoped that errors of just this nature have been avoided in this
study by tho preperation of two different tablss, each of vhich might

Bexrve to rectify a distortion in the other. One table gives the mumber of

each constyuction per page for each book. The other table gives the

Dorcentags of each construction in a particular letter, rolative to the

other constructions in the seams letter.
Michsolie concludes thet Harrison's statistical procedure, although
done with an air of great superiority is inscourats and mislsading, and
that the resulting claims made with ouch mathsmatical certainty break down.
Tho genuineness of the Pastorals doss not admit of statistical computation.
The idea of demonstreting thoir spuriousness in such & way is a delusive

hops.
The limitations of the statistical mothod mmat be imposed upon this

Precent study also. From the outset, the fragmentary and indefinite

S . |
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Tesulta of thiz estudy have been grented. It is hoped that the use of
two tablos may prosent o somevhat truer picture and assiet in avoiding
at lomst one of the pitfalls of Horrison's study.




CHAPTER IV
CRAMMATICAL PURPOSE AND RESULT

Soms constiuctions have undoubtedly boen omitted in this paper whaich
Bomo persons would consider telic. The distinction betwoen expressions of
Purpose and those of reaunlt — and even purport or erpexsgetical force — oen
bo Time end difficult. Probably mo two porsons would sgree entirely onm
vhich constructions in even ono of the five letters studied are final

and which axe not. The difficulty im making such dietinctions is admitted

by many, in fact, by most — excopt for a few dogmatic grammarians and com-
watetors who sse difficulty only for others, but not for thomselves, in
dlzeorning accurately the difference between a finsl and a non-final

expreseion,

What is sald of the weakening of final force in lv-l applies also to
othor £inel constructions, such ae 7¢v ¢. infin. . . . Ths hm!enl
of making purpose clser is in 2all these cases thiown on the context.

The suthor of the erticle on tis in Kittel's WSrterbuch makes three
b
points with regard to the uss of &is with a substantive or adjective.

J

ti’s mit substentivischsm oder pronominalem Akkusativ hat in dex
Mahrfall dor Fdlle f£inalen Simn . . . Dansben steht aber obemso
mzwveifelhaft konsekutivor Gebrauch. . . . In manchen Féllen goht
das oiue 85 in des sndere tber, dass eins genaue Entschoidung

wradglich ist.2
It 1s also true that a study of final clauses has theologicel impli-

il

S LiE

cations. Throughout the How Testament, do final clsuses somatimes

lyemee Hope Moulton, A Crammar of New t Greok (Third edition

vith corrections and adut:lonl, Edinburgh: T. and T, Clark, 1919), X, 207.
20syke, Albrecht, "z,s ," Delta Wm:ﬁmm zum
Houen Testement (Stuttgart: W, Ioh].hmr, 1935 , II, 427,
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™present the ultimate purpose of God or morely the yurpose or result of
o action I the vorb vhich the final or result olsuse limits? Consider
the following exampls. "I drove the car so recklsssly that I had a costly
9celdent.” Dose the cleuse "so that I had e coatly coccident" represent
tho purpose or the wesult of my driving so recklessly? Result 1o the
Obvicus answor. Is porhape the reasson for my veckless driving that God
b2d the witimats parpose in mind thet I have a costly accident?
If wo presa tho telsology of God into sorvice on all such constructions

)

In the New Gctement perhaps we must concede scmothing o mem like Meyer

vho in (1;*5 ninetesnth century insvitably demended a telic explenation for

every (VA glauge in the Fow Tostement. Linguistically, howsver, such an
Inordinate domand for a universally tolic force has been discredited.

«
Reoult ie exprecced by the (Y4 clause in a few instances:

{In. 9:2), %ho sinned, this man or his pazents, so thai ho should be
bora blind?' It ie hardly conceivebls that the perents or the umborm
child should have comnitted some bsinous sin with the intent that the
child should be born sightless. But 1t is quite in keeping with the
theology of the time to reieo the quastion as to vhose sin zosulted

in the child's blindness.

Sendny ond Hoadlem, without the aid of tho new knowledge of koino

Grook os exhibited in tho papyri, argus on exogeficel (noj;. grematical)
groumds for the consecutive ute of (Ve  in ) FITwIEH (Vi TEGWGEIV
(Rem. 11:11), 'Did they otumble so that they foll?* It is hardly
CCucaivaoble thut Jersel stumbled in oxdor to fell, bubt 1t is guite

in lxeplag ui{;.'-’_-’é Israsl's history to say thet she stwmblod (oo seriously)

that she foll.

It met be allowsd that eithor a purpose or result, or some other, in-
torrrotation of most of the comstructions discussed in this paper 18
linguistioally tonsble. This croates rethor then eliminates & number of
o¥egetlcel problems. These bocome mo® nuﬁam end moxe difficult since

311111em Dovglas Chemborisin, An ice]l Gremmnr of the Grvek New
Testament; (How York: 'l'ha!hm:!n:n Compeny, 1927), D. 107.
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the liaguistic possibilities eve various enough to accommodate several
intorprsiations.

In Romans 1h:l . . . -,rear/f-r/,ﬂq,w; de /4; i fuypn/-u: z

/( 6)/0‘/&3;1 is the mooning "ielcoms him, but not with the purpose or in-
tention of dimputing about opinions?” Or does it mean "Welcune him, but
no% in such @ way that disputes over opinions ocouwr?” Somothing previously
elted boars repetition here: "In manchen Fallen geht des eino =0 im das
ondore fher dase eine gensus Entscheidung ummdglich iet."

In & poper of this natizo the decisions arrived at and eoxpresssd will
not coincids with mony of those of a reader. This is the woy it mst be.
What o more, In many ceses the writer wme far from cortain about his owm
cholcs botwsen & £inal or consecutive, or other, explanation for a particular

construction.

401brecht, doc. oit.
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Table 2: Ihumbex of Constructions Por Fage
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\
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/
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with Accusetive

/
meos

0.06

0.26

0.2}

0.08

with Acousativs

E(S
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CHAPTER V
ARALYSYS OF FINDINGS

To follow the ayrguments of this chapter, the reader ic asked to con-

eult the Tables, especially Tables 2 and 3. On the basis of the use of

€/

(v clauses, Paul shows eome consistency in I Corinthiems, II Corinth-
]

lens, and Galatiana, employing ¢vd clauses 1.38, 1.80, end 1,46 times

el

Dor page, rospectively. Ho uses (vd clauses in Romans only about
balf as ofien as ho does im each of Ghe other three books. The frequency
of the ueo of 'e’vu clauses in Hebrews, 0.81 per page, ic almost identical
with that of Paul in Romans, 0.82 por page, but much lsss than the other
three lotters of Paul, about half as mmch.

Both Romans and Hebrews use tqv-l clauses for less than half of the

exXpreccions of purpose. In Romans 36,89 per cent and in Hobrews 45.45

(72
Der cent of the expressions of purpose are (V« olauses. The othsr
“

throe lotters use /V« oclauses for more than helf of thelr final con-

structions. The figwes for I Corinthians, 63.2, and II Curinthians,
58.49, shov only a slight differenco. Hence, on the bdasis of both
Tebles 2 and 3 it is more probable that the man who wiote Romans also
wrote Hobrows than it ie that the man who wrote Romans wrote any of ths
other thres letters.

Any conclusions made on tho basls of the few o;'-us clauses are
almost meaningless. It is intoresting that at lsast ome ovws clause
of purpose occurs in each lstter, but in no letter do more than thyee
occur. There is not a pattern of the use of ;-'rm- in any of Paul's

lotters markedly different from another of his letters, nor from Hebrews.
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There sre oven fowor megative clauses of purpsse imtroduced by /,7/
than thero nm murpsse clousss introduced by (;;rws « Heither Romanas nor
Galations has an oxamplo of this copstruction. Both I Coxrinthians and
lobrews have ons cxample of each. II Corinthians hes four. A reforsnce
e Tebls 3 indicates that II Corinthiens, in which lettar 6.15 per cent
of the oxpresnions of purpose ere introduced by /17, » otands apart frxon
91l the other lettors, both those of Paul and Hsbrews.

Rowons end Hebrewe ere the two lstters which employ the simpls in-
Tinltive of purpose most varely, by tho t;tandazﬂs of both Tables 2 and 3.
Romans hog this construction only 0.06 times ypor page end Hobrows, only
0.09. Tha porcentages for I Corinthisns and Galatians ave very neerly
equal for this construction since I Corinthians exprecess elaven per cent
of Ita puruose clouses this vay and Galatiens, ten yper cent. Tables 2 and
3 present o somewhat different picture for the status of II Corinthians.
feeoriing 4o Tabls 2, II Corinthiens occupies a position elmost midway
betwgen I Corinthisne and Galatians, on the one hand, end Romans and
Habrewe, on the othew. Judzed by Teble 3, however, II Corinthians, 4.61
Per cen%, recembles both Romans, 2.73 per cent, and Hobrews, 4.54 per
con%; =0 closely that 1t could gasily be inclnded with then at ono extroms
whileo tho other extroms is yepresented by I Corinthiens, elayan pex caﬁt,

énd Galatiens, ten per cent. This conctruction effords a similer alignmont

7]
to that of the /vd clauses. Romens and Hobrows again show ths same

tendency to o oparing use of this construction while two of the other

lotters use the construction guite froquently. The fifth lotitex stands

tbout midway betweon the two extremss, 2t least when Jjudged by Table 2.
Of all constructions discussed eo far, 70U with the Infinitive is

e —
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Toproesntod by the fewost oxamples. Only three ccour. It is perhaps
Blgnificant that these all ocour in either Romane, one time, or Hobrews,
the othor two. This is a confirmation, albeit a weak ona, of the pattern
which has btoen pradually forming, and whioh contimues to do so, of the
similaxdty botwoen Romans and Hobrews.

The cns exampla of -n'eals 76 with the infinitive to express
PArpoto, in IT Corinthilane, is totally meaningless for yurposes of com=
parieon. While Paunl uses 1t in one letter and Eobrows does not, neither
Goos Paul in hio other thive lotters. Exzactly the same estimate met be
mde of the one velative clause of purpose, in I Corinthians.

HNotice the improssive similarity between Romans and Hebrews in the
nsy of s:).'. 7'0/ with the infinitive and the dissimilarity dotween the
figures for ihe othor lottors and those for Romano and Hsbrews. Romens
haa 0.32 instencos of this construction per pegs and Hebrows has 0.28 per

Rge. By contmast, this construction is much rayer im I Corinthians,
As so often

The

only 0.03 per page. It is totally absent from Galatians.
bofore, hore agein there are two extrems positions and a middle ons.
intormodiary spot this $ims is controlled by II Corinthians, 0.19 per
v2e. Table 3 does not alter, but rather corroborates, tho impression
eained from Table 2, Romans, 15.28 per cont, and Hebrows, 15.9 per cent,
are sepexato end in a clasa by thomeslves because for I and IX Corinthians,
the figures are merely 1.5 por cont and 5.15 par cent.

For the "_e‘/: with a substantive construction, looking at Table

3, we arrive et the eame comolusions. Of all expressions of purpose in

/
Romans, only 2.76 por cent sre 7S with ths cubstantive. For Hobrows
the figure is only 4.54 per cent. I and II Corinthians each employ this

construction mors frequently, the former 12,50 por cent and the latter -
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T+69 por cont. A considemation of Table 2 confiyms the results obtainsd

from Table 3, although somowhat less strikingly. Again, except for

Galatians, which does not have this construction, Romans, 0.06 per pags,

and Hobrews, 0.08 par page, use this construction lsast. X and II

Corinthians use it with almost the same frequency, 0.26 and 0.2h per pags,
espectiveoly.

The greeter similarity between Romans and Hebrews than between Romans
and ths other lotters from Paul's hand is not Bo convincing with regerd
to the last construction, u).s with ths substentive, as it has been in
moat of the previous constructions. In fact, on the basis of this one
congtruction alons, the conclusion would be' that 1t appears more probables
that ons man wrote I and II Corinthians, Galatians, and Bebrews, but a
difforeont man, Romans. The eccuwmmlating impression has been that one
hand most likely produced Romans end Hebrews but # second hand, tho other
three lottors. However, although Romans uses the mesent construction
with gingular frequency and thus stands apart from the other four letiers,

evon in this construction Fomans does resembls Haobiews more than it 'does

any of tho other three lotters. Also, it 1s again ovident that I and IT

Corinthisns end Galatians are more 1iks esch other then they are liks
elther Romans or Hsbrews. Thess conclusions are besed on Table 3 where
the porcentages ave: for Romans, 34.72; for Hebrews, 18.18; for I Corinth-
ians, 10.00; for IT Corinthians, 12.31; and for Galatiamns, 10.00.

On the basis of Table 2 it must be conceded that for the firet time
in this study, another of Paul's own letters resembles Romans more than
Hobrows doss. II Corinthians has 0.38 ‘per page which is neaxer to the
average for Romans, 0.73 per p2gs, than Hebrews, 0.32 ver page, is. How-

ever, this single, and that only slight, deviation from ths pattern which
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has been developing throughout the previous comstructions certainly will
not vitiate and invalidate the conclusion that 1t is more likely that
the eams men who wrote Romans also wrote Hebrews than that he also wrote
ono of the other three letters. Also, the author of Hobrews is more
probably the author of Romans than of any of the other three letters.




CHAPTER VI
SUMMARY

the forogoing enalyseic hos beon a detallod ono, each conatruction
having been oxemined soparatoly. The gemeral impreesicn dorived from a
dumwry glonca at Tables 2 ond 3 leads to a similar conclusion about the
slnilarity of Romens end jfiobreowve with one another and thoir difference
from %heo other three lotters. By pormitting the eyes to remge from the
oo of Tebloo 2 and 3 o ths bottom, ons realizes that the near identity
of the flguves 1n the Romans row with those on the Habrews row 1s ye-
maxiohla. Tho thive intervening rows show figures of different quantities
from thoms on tho top end botitom linos. Frequently two or all thiee of
tho midéle lines, those of I Corinthiens, IT Corinthisns, and Galatians,

are nearly

linos will contein a Pigurv vhich approeches either the top line or bottom
However, tho inescapable conclusion is that Romens and Habiows

léonticnl, Admittedly, on cccasion, even on2 of those thiwe

line fipure.
ore moxe 1iln eath other then thoy ere like any of the other threo letters.
ianco, the only conclusion et which wo can safeoly errive on the basis
of this etudy is that to impugn Peulins authorship of Hebrews is dangerous,
end evon eeientifically imposeible, unless one elso is rpady to impugn his
suthorship of Romans., To deny the Peuline authorship of Hobrows om tihe
basie of o Paulins standard derived from I end II Corinthians end Galatians
night be Justifi=zble oa the basis of this study, but it also requires the
mpudiation of Paulins authorship of Romans. lLest any one fear that ths
rreceding sentences of this payegraph are pressnted as o dogma, he is
renindod of the edmission of the incomplatsnass of thie study vhich was
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made, ef. p. 1, and even its potential weaknesses end invalidity, o_r.
pp. 19-22.1 A1l thet 1s affimmed — end that, it seems, with the complste
Justification of the stetistics — is that on the basis of this partial
and Iincomplete investigation i1t mast be recognized that the outstending
conclusion is the similexity of Romans and Hobrews, the mich greater
aimilarity of Romans to Hebrews than to I or II Corinthians or Galatianms.

lvhe mosults, the similarity between Romans and Hebrews, indicate
that a conclusion roached by Wortstatistik slons, or primarily by such a
mothod, muet be received with great reserve in view of the strength of
other evidence against the Pauline authorship of Hesbrews.

]
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