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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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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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0.08

/

7ees vo with Infinitive

\

0.05

/

g1s 7o vith Infinlitive

)

0.32

0.03

o-s

0.28

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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