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CHAFTER I
INTRODUCTION

Theological trends determine the specific emphzses of the confese
Slonel doctrines of the Church. A4s throughout the history of the Church
when new trends and theological postulates appear, the student of
theology 43 called upon to examine carefully their content on the basis
of Seripture in order to reject or absorb these propositicns into his
oun theclogy. Tuentieth century theology, captivated by the ecumsnical
movemsnt, is engaged in renewed study of the particular doctrines of
the Church and Sucranents. The purpose of this thesis is to present
for the reader's evuluation a brief study of a phrase from 1 Cor, 11:29
often guoted by modorn theologlans, "not diaceming the body."

This passage has personal significance for to reasons. First,
nearly every rseent work concerning the Lord's Supper makes some refer=
ence %o 1 Cor. 11:29, citing its value &nd importance in ecumenicity.
Since Lutheran theologicans have been more concerned with the doctrine
of the Reel Presence, there has been an almost complete silence in
Lutheran eircles in interpreting this pessage other than referring to 5
it as a busis for the doctrine of the Real Fresence and the practise
of Close Commmion, This, by no means, suzgests that this thesis
attempts to mininise or dismiss in any manner these positions of the
Luthsran Church. It 4s in complete agreemsnt with these positions as
set forth in the Book of Concord.l Yat this uriter believes that

lBook of Concord (St. Louis: Concordia Publishing House, 1950)
PPe 13, 76, 146, 2102f., 22L, 264ff.
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1 Cor, 11329 cun also strengthen the Lutheran position regarding the
fellowship which is involved in the Loxd's Supper, thereby intensifying
the doctrines of the Rsal Presence and Close Communion. Secondly,
having served missicn stations on last year's vicarage uhere many non=
Lutherans attended services regularly, this writer was often called
upon %o explodin the Lutheran position on Holy Communion with particular
referance to Close Communion. Inevitably when he examined 1 Cor. 11329,
he was puzzled by the meening of the phrase "not discerning the body."

Therefore thies thesis is concerned with examining ‘the three most
commionly held interpretations.of this phrase; namely, it refers either
to the discernment of the body of Chrdst in the bread in the Eucharist,
or to the discernment of the Ghurch_ ag f.he Lord's. body-or .to-a .dis;ern-
:-.enf. of both, Though some deﬁni.tton of Peul's eucharistic theologzy
in its historical setiing is necessary for understanding this passage,
this study sumarizes only the eucharistic theology contained in
1 Corinthians., It does not venture into the history and origin of the
eucharistic meal, nor does it discuss the parallels between Paul's
theolozy and that of the Gospels., 4Also since a detailed study of such
consepts as "body," fellowship," and "Church" would involve research
far exceeding the purpose of this study, this thesis does not contain
an elaborate discussion of the mesning of these words. They should
be understood in their customary sense. Throughout the thesis the
Lutheran doctrine of the Roal Fresence is assumed to be the only correct
teiching according to Seripture.

In order that the reader may evaluate the interpretations, chapter
two outlines briefly the historical setting and context of the passage,
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1 Cor, 11:29, Three pertinent sections dealing with Paul's euchsristic
theology are examined, 1 Cor. 5:6-83 10:1-22; 11:17-34. Chapter throe
s concerned with a study of the two key words of the passage, "discern"
and "body", in the originel Greek lenzuage since both words huve received
certain connotations from English usage. Chapter four, representing the
Gore of the thesis, summarizes the various interpretations of theologians.

Unless otherwise noted 211 Bible passages are quoted from the
Revised Stendard Version.? The summary of the Pauline euchsristic theol-
oy follows the patiern used by A. J. B. iﬂ.ggins.a The word study of
"dizcern" is bssed primerily on the recently published lexicon by
Willism frndt and F. W, Gingrich.l Host of the quotations for the
interpretations are direct quotes from such modern theologlans as
Higping,> Robinson,® Clark,? Schuweitszer,8 and Thornton.? Rather than

Péraphrase thoir words, 1t was considered better to incorporate larger

2‘:1:3;:5 Bible, dovised Standard Version (New Yorks Thomas Nelson &
Sona, 19537,

SRR Higgins, Too Lord's Supper in the New Testament (London:
SCH Press, Ltd., 1954)e Za

Ye4114em Aradt and F. W, Gingrich, A Ureek-English Lexicon of the
How Testament (Chicago: University of Chlcago Press, 1957 ).

Siiggins, op. elt.
6. 4. Robinson, The Body (Londons SCM Press, Ltd., 1951).

TH. Clark, in Approach to the Theolozy of the Sacraments (London:
8CH Press, Ltd:,-f93§§__. kg A

8 .
A. Schweitser, The Mysticism of Faul the Apostle (New Yorks
Honry Holt Co., 1931). 3

L. 8. Thornton, The Common Life in the Body of Christ (Westminsters:
Dacre Fress, 1946). i T
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sections from their works in order to enable the reader to evaluate
statements in their context.

In summarising Paul's euchuristic theology the writer has noted
that two fschs or emphases are stressed. [Under the conditions pravalent
in Corinth, uherc riotous celebration had crept into the agaps-eucharist
meal, Paul remluded the Christians that their selfish eating and drink-
ing were contrery to the nature and purpose of the meal, The Lord Jesus
had instituted the Lord's Supper as a fellowship meal whereby the many
might becoms one in Him. The Corinthians had also failed to mske a
distinetion betueen the bread they gluttonously ate and the bread of
the Eucharist which was the body of Ohrist. For their lovelessness
and ueaknoss of faith the Lord punished them with physical sicknesses
énd deaths, | From a mers st.u&y of the words "discern" and "body" no
definite conclusions can be drawn regarding the meaning of 1 Cor. 11:29,
Therefore the writer has presented the three interpretations of this
passage, and he has concluded that ths Apostle included both bread and
Church in ons term, "body”, which thus is & one word commentary on
Paulins eucharietic theology.




CHAPTER II
BACKGROUND AND SUMMARY OF PAULINE FUCHARISTIC THEOLOOY
The Historicsl Setting

Under the general theme of fellowship the first letter of Faul to
the Corinthians with profound theology and practicality comba'ts the
fections and disorders. Nearing the end of his three yeur ministry in
Ephesus in 55 4.D. (16:8), Paul had heard distressing reports about the
activitiss of the Corinthiens (1s1lj 5:1). Also he had received a
letter from the church asking for hie advice in matters of- moral conduct
and worship (7:1). From Lpollos and others he had learned that there
was & {endency on the part of some members not to make a complete break
with pagan society and to ignore the distinctiveness of genuine Christi-
anity in practise if not in principle. Some members cornsidered Paul's
rules about worldliness too stringenty they had to associate with pagans
in deily 11ving, It was true that "the church was in the world, as it
had to be, but the world was in the church as it ought not to be."l To
overcome this worldly tendency ceusing fections and selfish attitudes,
Paul preached trus allegiance to Christ (3:11). Included in Paul's
instruotion cencerning moral conduct and worship are the proper under-
standing and useége of the Eucharist., Disorders, caused by paganized
riotous celebraticn, resulted in a purely farcical celebration of the
Lord's Supper, meriting God's condemnstion instead of idis blessing,

lJanes Horfatt, The First tle of Paul to the Jorinthians
(New York: Harper & ﬁ.ﬂlg, Ps XVe 5 R
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Because Poul is dealing here with & particular and abnormal
situation, attempts should not be made to deduce too much from the

incomplote data. The Apostle is "not describing the regular Eucharist,. . 5

_muoh less laying down a fixed 1liturgy for it's observance."? To some
extent it 1s pomsible, though, to summorise Paul's eucheristic theology
on the hasis of three pertinent passages; 5:16-8; 10:1-22; 11:17=34,
These passzpes are nou treated in brief outline in the order in which

they appear in the epistle.
Summary of the Eucharistic Theology

In 1 Cor. 5:6-8 a flagrant case of immorality in the church
Prouptad Pavl tw remind  the Christians that even an isoclated instance
of such ifmmorality would conteminate the whole church and destroy
purity of fellowshiy. Just ss the Jeus before the Fassover cleaned
out &il lcaven from their dwellings, so the Corinthians must cleanse
themselves from all inmpurities of their pagan lives to celebrate the
festival with sincerity and truth (5:6). Z~lthough this passage does
not conizin o specific reference to the Lord's Supper, "Christ our
Papsover has hs.;en sacrificsd® (5:7) appears to be an allusion to the
Eucheariat,

It is probable that the idea of Christ as the paschal lamb was

quite fanilisr to the Christians of Corinth, because it was a

comvion property in the early church, as we know from the lew

Tentement, end 1t probebly goes back to the Lord's comparison
of Himself with the paschal lamb at the Lust Supper.3

23, H, C. Hoczre Euc n ;
+ H, C. sregor haristiec Origins (London: Jsmes Clarie
& Covy 1928), b0 13, @ T

3i. J. B, Higzins, The Lord's Supper in the Mew Testament (Londons:
SCH Press, Ltd., 1952), p. 65.
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To maintain proper fellowship with the Paschsl Lamb and with each other
require love and concern for each erring brother,
—In 1 Cor,.10:1-22 Paul uas-confronted uith the problem of dual
allegiance, loyalty to Christ and continuance 1n !.dolatrous practises.

————

._ﬂ'l:ne Corinthians saw no inconsistency 1.n t.hair mligi.ous synerat.ism of
attending hoathen, temples. and.the- Lord's Supper. ,T_harefoxie Paul
ZTeminded the Corinthjans that the experiences of Israel in "1;._h_e“ wilderness
. Wore a warning that. the Sacrements were nnt an auuonatic'_l_:orotect!.n from
__pPunishmant for df slayalty.h Dming on Jewish traditions Paul E;nnd
anzloziecs 4o the Ohristian sacraments in the cloud and the crossing of
the Red Sesa, corrssponding to bapbism, and the supernaturzl food and
drink, corresponding to the Eucharist. Even though all ate and drank

of the supernatural food and drink, the Israelites were overthroun for

their disloyalty, immorality, and idolatry (10:3,L). The ssme thing
will hapgen to the Corinthians, if they are guilty of similar sins,
warned the Apostle (10:22). Ho warns them: You will not escspe becuuse
¥ou have been duly baptised and have partaken of the Eucharist. There
is no magical power in the Sacraments.s To stronzthen his argument
&gainst such syncretiem, Peul reminded the Corinthians that by partici-
rpation in the Eucharist, the believer not only participates in Christ's
redeeming death on the cross in a personsl faith relationship, but he

is in the Body of Christ which consists of others in a like relationship

thid., Pe 65.
5Ibide, pe. 67.
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with Christ (10:16~-17). #As each bellever receives the body and blood
of Christ, hes 4& participating sacramentally in the Body of Christ, the
Church, 25 he shous himself to be. a member of the Body.é The many zrs
one in the One, While these vorses are the single authentic comusntary
in the Hew Tostement about the worde of institution, they are of highest
Importonce and meaning since they express the speclal Pauline conception
concerning the correlstion between fucharist and Ghurch.7

A mystic band of union with hiim ie acknowledged and those who

parteks of this common feast are not only in fellowship with their

Lord bub with one another. As they receive the bread amd wine, so

by faith and spiritual intuition they also receive the liwving Christ

into their heerts and lives, All sre thus one in Him, and through

Him are In vpigy of faith and spirit and allegiance and service with

one anotheor,

By psrticipeting in heathen rites the Corinthians not only disregarded
the realecharscier of the Eucharist but the ecclesioclozical-character as
well, Therefors, they cannot drink the cup of the Lord and ths cup of
demons (10:21).

In 1 Gor. 11l:17=3L disregard for the proper understanding and
celebration of the Fuchurist had reached its zenith point as Pzul attempted
to elininate the abuses and selfish conduct at the sgape-sucharist meal
in Corinth, S5ince the Euchsrist at 1ts institution was sct within the

larger framework of the agape meal, it was relatively siiple for abuses

bc, Bornkarm, "Herrenmahl und Xirche bai Paulus”, lew Testament
Studies, II (February, 1956), 204f. Translated into Englis
uriter of this thesis.

TIbiﬁ. s Pe 205-

_ Sme Intorpreter's Bible, X, (New York: ibingdom - Cokesbury Fross,
1953)[ Pe LU},
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to develop, ia the church bscame predominantly Gentile, pagan proctises
Were an ever-prescat denger.

The reforms the the practise of the Corinthian church which Panl was

forced o ‘niticte foreshadowed a sepuration of agepe and cucharist

closely asscciated with a reneved emphasis on the primary signifi-

caneo of the cucharistic rite.?
During the agere meul one did not wailt for another, but gorged himself and
got dieunl: while his fellow-Christians would o bungry because they arrived
later (11:21). For their lack of brotherly fellowship, Feul accused the

Corinthians of not esting the Lord's Suprer (11:20), and despising the

Church of Ged (11:22).

Until the most rocent commentaries 1% was asserted that the Corine
bthisns had forgotéen the sacramental cheracter of the Lord®s Supper
and had made a plain neal out of it. But already the context of
chapter ten shows, that they, on the contrary, defend a very masesiva
sacranoptal interpretation, certain in the tnought of a §ap uxov
A0avanis; , The Sacraments are no guarantee against the judgment
of God, a-mo the misunderstandings about the Lord's Supper, about
which 1 Cor, 1L speaks, must not be understood-as-happening -
i‘reuuf:nt'.'.y, that, the Corinthians had forgotten the sacramental
churacter of the Lord's Supper. On the contrary: surely out of
their sacramentality the m'!.suhdemtandi ng developed. One celebrated
the srecilal sacromental acticn, @6 e Baw,-with-the bread and oup
ot the end after the regular meal., In Corinth one would.surely not

E ﬁxr"Lqu' those who camo late from-4it.. Onlar t.he preceding.meal did

_ona gelebrote for himself.  The Corinthiens would have. mede few
goruples glsaut ths wrong i‘or that reason, that they insult the*lr
I-ro?.hcr.,:.

To counterset-auch salfishness in disregsrding the fellowship character

e _____..-——-—"—"—"

of 'i'.hf.. } mesl, E &u.L_remndsd t.ha Gor‘.lnth'l ana of the ultinate ,.urpose of

e e

their gsseably; he mtt.erated the zcoount of the Lord's Sup;er which he

e ——

Jlieville Glark, sn Approach To The Theology of the Sacrements.
(London: SC! Press, Ltdes 1950)y Pe 5Ys

10301'!‘.“&”31, DLe S—’.‘-t‘." PPe 205: °
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_had recoived by tmdi.t.ion to which, signiﬂcnntly, he added uﬂ"!e

- ———— .

fmiofy . By this lahn.ae l"aul expresaad the !‘act. thnt
dhe death of Christ on our i behalf includes for him the life of
bellavers es & conseguence, end indsed not only-as~s—moral -
Lbligation bub olso in meaning a reality, which is put direet.ly
in and sharss 1in. t.he salvation-evenuo

R SRR g

Sinca this is the true nature of the l'uc!:arist, whoever eats and drinke

— . .- -
— e e —— D

Jn_.m..v.s:'-.-:u. bhy manner will be guilty of profaning the body and blood of

——— S magecen —
B

the Loed {11:27), Therofore, befors perticipeting in the Euchariat,

e ————

euch volisver must exzmine mmelf as to the true nature and pm'pose

-

a— P
— - e gt

of the Tord's Supper, or he will receive God's _condemnaticn ‘nsteid

of His blassing,

n ‘-’“'vl's aucharistic theology t'.:o factors are promtmnt.

e s e e

t'xe rropor under and-!ng of ! the eharacter of the elements and the pmper

cv..luuu'i on of ""un: :.uch ent‘!ng and drinking involve. 4t the Lord's

e i

Table thé Christian 1s united with Ghrist in a falth rolationship es he

s g g

eats and drinlss the body and b].oud of the Iord; but, at the same time,

- e g . g ———
s e LA

auah euting and drinking is never an individual action. It is a

e —————————— e,

eorpcmw uetlon by ah‘lch ‘the meny are c one Body of (.hri.at., the Church,.

e ———.

S ———————

Trus sacramenisl union hes a vertical but zlso a horizontal dimension.

e e
- TR ——— e . s g B Sy . e -~

Ouiss‘.lo\: of eitner of them resul'bs in condemnation ei.t.her o:l;‘ J.ack of

e B, o e . e B T S o™

fa'l.th or lovelessnsss.

nIbid-, De 205-




CHAFPER III
WORD STUDY @ SOMA D AIAKPWSL

¢
Arawgivsw/

Rightly %o interpret 1 Cor. 11:29 in the 1lizht of the eucharistic
theology of Pmul attention must be glven to & study- of the phraso in the
original langusge. Sueh study is most important in this case since the
key words wirich Faul uses in this phrase, J'Mue{vw ™ s s are used
elsevhare in his spistles with a variety of meanings. Suépm , while its
subtiliies of interpretation often pose difficult problems, is aluays
transleted with the word "body,” whether referring to the physical body
of a man, to tho body of Christ present in the Sacrament, or to ths Church
a5 iw Houy of Uhrist. To determine a precise trenslation of diaxpivers
1s more difficuli, as can be seen in the variety of translations given
Por this phrese: Revised Standard Version,® "without disceraning the body™;
Goodgpeed,” “if ns does not recognise the body"; Hoffatt,d "without the
proper scngse of the Body'; Vulgate,l "non dijudicans corpus Domini.®

Irne Holyr Bible, Revised Standard Version (New York: Thomes Helscn &
Sons, 19537, -

‘r‘Eﬁg:ar Uoodspeed, The Complete Bible (Chicago: University of Chicago
Press, 1951).

3Jemes iioffatt, First Epistle of Faul to ths Corinthians (lew York:
Harper & Bros., 1951).

Liblia Secra, Vulgataas Editionls (Theis=ingiona: Honasterii
Westphalize, 1624
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The most recontly published lexicon of New Testament Greck lists
several meanings for J‘an:fmv ;5 (a) In the active voice its firat
mezning i3 to separate, to arrange something. In the passive it meens
to divide, to disperss, to part combatants, to part hair, to be
divorced, or in philosophical laznguage, to decompose into elemental
purts .o {b} Tho second meaning of fMKpl"!'V is to make a distinotion,
to differentiate, to tell one from another (As. 15:93 1 Cor. Li7).

(e} 2 thire mesning is to judge, elther in the sense of passing judgment
on or vo deliberate or ponder (Mt. 16:3; 1 Cor, 11:31; 14:29). In legal
matters 4t acyuires the mesning of to render a decision or to get a
dispute settled (1 Cor. 6:5). Other meanings are: to set spart for
holy purpeses, to interpret a dream, to question, or to doubt and

vaver., This lest meaning appeers first in New Testament usaze; it
arises out of the generel sense of making distinctions (Mt. 21:21;

k. 11:23; Ac. 10:20; Ro. li220; Jas, 1:6).

Septnegint vsage suigests similar meaning of fMKPI:’UV J It s
wed to translote TE% s to test, exemine (Jb. 12:11; 23:10)3 ) 12_,
to choose (Jo. 9:143 15:5);17_%, to purify, selsct, purge (Ec. 3:18)j
2l 7 » to contend, strive, quarrel (De. 33:7). HMost often it is used

sh'illiﬂl-’l irndt end F, Wilbur Gingrich, i Oree ish Lexicon of
the New Testauent (Chicago: University of Chicago %;_Eas, 1957), p- 104;

Uther works consulted included: Kittel, Theologisches Woerterbuch zum
K Dictiona d

lieuen Testament, III, and The Classic Gree ry, prepsred by
G. R. Berry.

65, 14ddell and R, Scott, A Greck-English Lexicon (New Yorks

"E. Hatch and H. A. Redpath, A Concordance to the Septuagint, I,
(Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1899), pe 30L.
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to transizte 1"“‘[ s judgment or act of judging (Ps. 50:L4), or '92!? v
to judge Justly (Bx, 10:16; 1 Gar. 26:293 Jb, 21:22; Ps, 82:1; Bz, 20:353
34:17,205 Josl L32).
Prom the preceding examination of the term it 1s evident that
diargwere does not meun simply "o understand® or "t recognize” but
fdisorininating, appreciating, estinmating aright, -en.idea hich includes

A_procsass of Lhe heart and conscience as uall as n-.enta:l. apprehenston.B

The word "ai '1'3531‘1'1" i5 a quit_fxble translation :I.f._:lt is_ \mderstnod 1.n i.ta

_fullest vense of Judging aright with maf.ura and penetrat-lng conu{daratto*x.

> Srmiimne - n B

_It denotes more than more superficial racogm.t.‘lon. __In the sense arf

"discern,” JIAKEWELY has the same meaning in this verse as it has in
1 Gore 11:31, "If we discern.ourselves tnﬂ.s:-,__tfi- s;!ag}._l_.d__ __nf.'l?e :judgad.

4 Dinal consideration of the phrase g J'ulq-ww Yo 65 13 tho feot
that Panl uses present partieiple with . Mh is used with partieiples
in eonditional, conjunctive, concessive, causal, or purposs clauses,

"M% i3 used regularly to negative partisiples and not confined, as it is
in clasaisal Greek, to participles equivalent to conditional clauvses."”
4s Lenski eleo states, "Greek participles of this kind are subject to a
cerieln indsfinitencss since the participal form fails to indicate the
specifie relation intended by the writer."? The relation must bo deter-

mined from the context. Lenskl regards this to be a causal phrase,

s 83, P, 1431ey, The Lord's Supper (Fdinburgh: T & T Glark, 1891),
Pe 279«

%4, P. tunn, A Short fax of Yeu Testament Gresk (Canbridges
Univeraity Fress, 1900), pe

10p, C. lensiki, The Interpretation of St. Paul's First and Sscond
Epistle $o the Gor-lnuhi.ans (Columbus: Dart.hurg Fress, 1916), p. L0,
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To 1ot the condition trail on behind seems to weaken its force
whersas the condition would certainly be the vital point., "iHe
eats and drinks a judgment to himself" is a categorical declar-
ation and is complete in itself. ¥e ask: "Why a judgment?”

The participle answers: "Because he does not discern the bod:r."]'l
Some who consider this phrase as causal also adopt as gemuine
:‘”3':"5 which however in this verse is spurious., MNost grammsrians and

ex2getos believe the phrase to be conditional, so that the phrase is
equivalent to €1 with a present indicutive'® or 1s a conditional clause
like &n adverbial participle of condition.l> The phrase is thus trans=
lated, "He who eats znd drinks, eats and drinks a judgment to himself,
If he does not judge the Body." Since the mein verbs in the pussage
express achion in progress by the préesent tense, s0 the purticiples
exprenss prosent itorated zetion. As Hunn says, "The tiie denoted Ly a
perticiple is elways relative to that of the main verb of the sentence
in which 1%t occus, and must be inferred froa 11'.."1!‘ This difference
tetwesn the purticiples must be noted thoughj namely, "eats and drinks
4 Judgment o himself," has futuristic implications since it is best
to consider "if he does not judge the Body"™ as a conditional clause,

Therefore "if he does not judge the Body" 4s the conditional clsuse or

llIbid.’ e hﬂl.

%5, 8., Houlton and G, Milligan, The Voca of the Greek lleu
Testanent (liew York: Hodder and Stoughton, 1915), Fe 230.

g, w. Burton, Syntax of the Moods and Tenses in Nou Testamont
Greek (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1900), P. 1093 Others who
a:ree with this position are: i. T. Robertson, i Grammer of the Oreek
Hew Testament in the Light of iistorical Research, and He A, Heyer,

Criticel and kxegetical Handbook bo £hs Episties to the Corinthisns.

u‘Nunn, Op. o_i.l.' 15. 126,
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Proteeis stating & supposition, while."eats and drinks & judgment to

bimseld” is the spodosis or the result of the fulfillment of this

Suppogition. Judgment results froa "mot discerning the Body."

3 IR
Perhaps no word marks the distinctiveness of fauline theslozy es
doos Gupth . The whole developuent of the Fauline theology of the body
is cheracteristically his own. A thorough study of L& entails a
grsater seope than thio present study f£inds feasible, for

ons could Say without exaggeration that the concept of the body
forms (e keystone of Faul's thsology. In its closely interzon=
nocved moanings, the word éDmi knits togethor all his grest
Lisnese o o « 10 trace the subtle links and intercetion botueen
the aiffeorsnt senses of this word &wma 1s to g{gap the thread

thaat leads through the mase of Pauline thought.

Sines this progent study is limited; only the uses in 1 Corinthians will
be z‘.isc:ussrxl.:"'s

Paul usez & IM lhcr' to denigr.ate them_n:l: man, the phys-‘ cal

bodng (1 Cor. 52 ...3 3). "It 15 used in this sense as the aource and
cerrior of sexucl pouer (1 Cor. 7:h)s In 1 Cor, 6:13-20 there is &~
troneition from the bedy as-e-carrier-of sex fo the body.as a pec's very

_Self, lers 6Bpd iz what a nen is, being "the nearest equivalent to our

——— s . et i,

uord ';:n:-:soml:‘tj 1517 ymile on the other hand, the éWMmid of a man is

the cutuard menifestation of the soul, &nd body &nd soul are never

15J. Robinson, The Body (Londons S0 Press, Ltd., 1952), pe e
Byor a fuller discussion see; E. Best, One :I.n Ghri.at (Londons

Society for the Promotion of Caristian Knowledge S. l‘hornten,

The Common Life in the Body of Corist (Hestminster: Dacre l'rean, 19L6).

17Robzlnson, op. cite, p. 28,
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Separated, on the other hond Paul is able %o distinguish betueen body
nd spirit (1 Cor, 7:34). The body of man must die since it is corrupt
in sin, but this sume body will be raised from the dead in an incorrupt=-
Ible stabe, maised in power as a "spiritusl body" (1 Cor., 15:35ff.).

A _second usage of WMk bacomel evident. whenever Paul rders to

e s e g i e R e

_the bud,,f of Christ tn the breud used. in the Eucherist (10:16; 11:2L,27).

e e e A T e s, e A s e S

In his eucharistic theology the bread 1s the physicajt_bodx__or .dhmt

- Waich the Divine Logos assumed at the !ncmti.png_-._thia £9r FPaul, is

!
!

M e

Gﬂlvary and which was reised-from. the. dgad on_j.he .third_,daa‘.._ Thia is
the glorified body of Christ which.has. sscended into heavan yet is

e 0 1 e i 4

-eesontielly present in the bread, even as Christ Iﬂmaelf stated (11:2!4).
lne !ﬂm\ uhich delor‘lbes the Church is just as real for Paul as
R

— D e L ——

the 1_:3:1:; in thce Eycharist (12:12£7,). In keeping with h:l.s_.o'_h_hgr uses
Of ¢Wpk Paul doss not describe what the Ghurch is "like.! He ‘says

e . e S P

that balievers sre the Body of Christ in a real sense.. . Just 28 _the

human body has meny parts end still remains one body, so it is with
Christ (12:12), Though Christ hes many members, individual believers,
yet He iz one. Each believer is & "part" of Christ, a "part" which
cannot be ignored, wasted, or excluded from the whole body (12:1hff.).

From the standp_q:l.nt_nggneral usage in this epiat-la, ™ biWuA

e eyt e e -

in 11:29 mey bave the meaning of any of those ennmaratad, or 1t. ean

ﬂ IS ————— ———
1.nclude a.ll of them. It is possible, since Paul did not clea.ﬂy d.e-

e

- rmm—

' fine éwpd , thet he is using an all=inclusive word at this _point to

—'-__...___._._ - o g .

_include both the bread in the Eucharist es well as the Church-under the

et il

-
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CHAPTER IV
THREE INTERPRETATIONS

Jince the Holy Fucharist 1s one of the basic doctrines of ths
Christizn Church, the phrase, "not discerning the body,"” has received
much attention, resulting in a variety of translations, as has been

shown,* and a veriety of interpretations, 'I'hrec major interprotations

- —
- —— g,

can be identified, 7 (a) fhs wu‘- 'ln this passage refers to ';ha body

B

-of-Christ; in the bread in the Buchariat. Hanw Lutheran thaologllﬂss

with their particular stmsu on the Real Presence, agree wi.t.h th'la

View. This iz the position which the Imt.heran Symbols take uhen _quoting

_this passage,

We believe, teach, and confess also that there is only ons kind
of unworthy guest, namely, those who do not believe, concerning
whom it is written John 3,18: "He that believeth not is condemned
already," .and this judgment bacomes grester and more grievous,
ﬁ':.;; agsraveted by the unworthy use of the lloly Supper, 1 Cor.

ficcording to this view the Corinthians wére guilty of lack of fzith in
not recopnizing tone true nature of the elements in the Eucharist.
(b) _The-bWuk-in this. pessage reren to the Ghurch. Thia interpretat" on

relates the "body® not to the bread, but !“?P“F.’?“!?E,J%E.?EPJ conbated
the Corinthians' lovelessness by reminding them of the fellowship involved
ot _the Iord's Teble.. (c)..The Wm in this passage is used in an alle

. ir}c;l_l_:g_‘_!_.\_r_e_,ens_e and-denotes-both-braad and Church. This third inter-

pretation, =n assinmilation of the previous two, proposes that Faul's

J‘Su;gra., Pe 1.

2Ihe Book of Concord (St. Louiss Concordia rublishing House, 1950),
Ee 28).
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concept of "body" cannot be disjoined into component parts but always
includec ail aspects. So it 18 sald; Paul meent to remind the Corinthians
of the need for bobh faith and love for a worthy partiolpation im ths

Buchapriat,
The Bread in the Sacrament

Tha term 6WpAin the phrase, "not discerning the body,” understood
is referring o the bread in the Lord's Supper stresscs that the Corin-
thians were puilty of regarding the Bucharist as an ordinary meal and

the esucharistic bread as ordinary food, Since the Fucharist was set
within the framevork of the agapsemeal, which had been corrupted by
selfish end pluttonous eating and drin.ldng,a it is possible that tha
Corinthisns reteined their riotous celebration in the Eucherist.’ There-
fore, the Incherist was nothing more for them then the continuation of
the zluttonous meal snd the bread was regarded &s being only ordinary
food, In thz midet of such revelry the Corinthisns proceedad to eat

the Lord's Lody end deink the Iord's blood without examining their feith.
Their oyes of Zaith were not directed to the body of the Lord, so as

to differentiste 1t from ordinary food,” By their actions revealing
weskness in felith, theirecetved the Eucharist to their condemnation

instead of to their blessing. Thus

sswoz'a., Ee 8.
hFor further study on the history and development of the Eucharist

see, F, Cirlot, The Farly Eucharist, J. Hastings E;mlo&h of Religion
and Ethics, V, ’meumnn, Hesse _u_rLd.Hemmaahi, BOgTegor,

Buc| tie Urigins,

S S ve———

5;[_ Lo Uoudge, First Epistle to the Corinthians (London: Methuen &
GD., 1903), Pe 102,
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Ghe diseuses and destns in the Corinthian church, which faul

astribubos to unworthy conduct at tns Lord's Supper are, on this

riew, producsd by & soré of auntomatic reaction of the eleuents,

which, “nstesd of being @ medicine of immortality bscome &

deadly polson.d
1 Oor, 1L:17«3l would therefore supplement Paul's previcua instruction
in 1 Cor, 10:1«22 thet the Corinthians eannot serve two geparate lords
(10:22), but they must believe sincerely in Christ elone. Lack of
fulth results 4n condemmation.

to vepard the "body" es referring to the tody of the Christ in
the seerenent involves the necessity of determining the precice meaning
of fusglews . Awsdiber tien has the meaning of finding the
right and true by searching between tio cbjects having resemblance. It
- would moun "o rouch the essence by sifving from it the accidents, to
diseern the spiritusl substance beyond the naturel ciroumstance, %o
£ind and apprecizte thie ncusenon of the body, discriminating it from
the phasnomonen of the breed."! Discerning thus becomes an sct of
faith in uhich Christ's sacrificed body and blood, together with the
purpese of dio sscrifice, receive prinary stiention. It is an act
of estineting the bread a5 "Christ's oun personal nanhoed given uz in

the sacrinent.® By using this particular phrase, Faul "discherges

the distinetion which scparstes the body of Jesus from our bedy and

#ie desth fyon our desth."”’ For the Corinthisns

%\, J._B. Higgins, Te Lovd's Supper in ho fHew Tostement (Lomdons
SOH Press, Litde, 1952), De 12

TIhe Holy Bibls With an Explanstion and Criticel Commentary, ITT,
(hr:do?ﬁ%ﬂ-m,mlﬁ F.%aﬁ'.‘_ R Y

§

COnarles tore, The Body of Christ (London: John Murrsy, 150L), e 245,

®u. Seliletter, fuulus Der Sots Joeu (Stuttgert: Geluer, 1934), pe 328.
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Jesus'! body is nothing more than snybody's body and His death

nothing more than our death., What happened on the cross doss
not extol 1t_above another cross; it is a story like a thou-

sand othors.l0
It is @lso argued that Faul, by 4including the words of institution

in this context, reminded the Corinthisns that they must make a diastinge-
tion betueen the bread in the secrament and ordinary food; they must
reversnce the bread for what it truly is, the very body of Christ

" sacrificed for sin. Christ had taken the bread and said, "This is my

body which 43 for you" (11:2l).
By interpreting "body" as referring to thelread this phrase in

verse 29 would be an exact parallel of verae 27 preceding 1%, 11 The
wnworily commmicant, the one who "profanes the body and blood of the
Lord," is he uho hes "neither the heart nor eye to discern the spiritusl
Powe? of the swoyifice of Christ and the full provision it has made for
his life end service."l? By tneir participation in the body and blood
of Christ the unuorthy ones "carry a serious measure of responsibility
for the rojection of Christ at the hands of wicked men.*13 By not
discerning the body as it is given in the bread of the Eucharist, the
unsorthy perticipant is guilty of desecrating the body and blood of

Ghr!.ﬂt.

10114, , p. 328,
Ughe Interpreter's Bible, X, (New York: ABingdon-Cokesbury Press,

1953). Pe J.Ef-

1316y, op. cit., p. 277

BA. Richardson, A Theological Wordbook of the Bible (New !orl;l
Macmillan Co., 1951), B.Tm-. B Ty e e T
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Thus a worthy participent is one who recogniszes the true and
Somplete oigmificance of Christ's saerificial death and who rscognimes
tie reul Lodily presence of Carist in the bread and uine, Self-sxumi-
netion would inelude repentence of sin, recognlzing God's grace in
Chrlst, end secepiing that grace for the forgiveness of sins. Lily
then con one use his fuith to "discern ths body" for blesaing cnu nod

Lor condenna u"Jh.
The Body as the Church

Other intsrpreters regard "body? in this parase as the Body of
Cordst, the Church, oither in a metaphorical or an ontelogical sense.
=t 18 pointod out that there sre saricus considerations againat having
"oody" pefor o the bread in the sacramsnt. I€ "body" refers to the
braad, should we not expect the parellelism of verse 27 to be maintainod
hers and have & reference $o the blood as well? It is strange also
that the words “of the Lord" and "umworthily" are sbsent. Also

il thi= view i8 correct, then this is the only place in Paul whore
bBody and bread are so closely identified, and where it is implied

that believers eat the bad,,vi"othnmtse it is elways the bread znd
not ihe body thst is eaten,

Fivally, it is difficult to explain so it is said the unigueness of the
condenmatlon of the Corinthiens in this passage in the light of tie rest
of Sgripturs,

In approaching the context of this passage the exponents of this
view consider that aince the Eucharist 4s placed within the framework
of the agapo=meal, the core of chapter elaven speaks of the rellowshipe

iz, Bost, One Body in Christ (London: SCFE, 1955), p. 108,
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Sharecter in the Eucherist and not its sacramental-characterj therefore,
they rogerd twma in the phrase "not discerning the body" as a reference
to the Church,

Lccording to verses 20ff, under the heading "unworthy eating znd
deinking® can be understood only the destruction of ths fellowship
at the sacrament by the loveless self-seeking of the Corinthians,

It does not, however, mean other sins or the general sinfulness of
‘tha people who come to the sacrament. For the sacrament according
to Faul neans exactly the erection of & new holy bond, which comes
into being through the forgiveness of sins for sinners. Again this
sympbon £Mts exactly the Gnostic behavior of the Corinthlans which
always and agein arises zs the root of &ll trouble in the congrega-
tion. It !s not that they would heve wanted to dispute the real
Presence of the Lord in the sacrament; on the contrary an enormously
developsd understanding of the sacrament would f£it their conception
of the spirit excellently. However they do not act like "enthusiasts™
2nd not here either. They ruin the sacrament by not understanding
E‘b ._.-'* cﬁwumiun, as edification of the congregation into the Body of
Jhvris P -

The Corinthizns were not guilty of misunderstanding the sacramental=
chsracisr of the Eucheristy for in ohnptai ten they appezled to the
Sacramental power to save them from condemnation for idolatry and
immorality. Rataer, in chapter eleven, they lost their fellowship-
character and made the eucharist-agape meal a private meal. Uhile in
chapter ten the general emphasis lies on the relationship of believers
to Chriet and their unity with Him, here the stress lies on the social
fellowship created by the Lord's Supper,
Here it is the unity of believers that comes to the fors, and the
relation of unity to Christ retreats to the background. « « «
Thmis the Eucharist emphasizes the fellowship of believers; and
that, not just among themselves only, but in relation to Christj
once this 1s seen it is easy to understand how PFaul can pass to

and fro from speaking of t&g bread as < Lwmi to spesking of
the Church as to LbWMA

15y, vendland Die Briefe an die Korinther (Gottingen: Vanderhoeck
and Ruprecht, 195&5, F. 87. Irenslated by writer of this thesis.

16Best, op. cit., p. 110.
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Accordingly, 1 Cor. 11t2% would perallel 1 Cor. 10117 emphasizing the
unity of believers in Christ, while 1 Cor. 11127 with stress on the
believers' relationship with Christ would perallel 1 Cor, 10116, Idke
the verses in chapter ten, these two verses of chapter eleven would
consiitute the whole basis of worthy perticipation.
To psrticipste really in the redeeming sacrilice of the Lord is not

only for those who are deeply conscious of their indebtednesa to

hin, but for them only as they are equally conscious that, since
they are his, they are bound over to one another, recognizing in
every fcllow-communicant the bkrother or sister for uwhom Christ died

in his body,l7

It cannot be denied that the immediate context in 1 Cor. 11:17-=3hL
stresses fellowship. In verses 20«22 t.be Corinthians are accused of
not ecting the Lord's Supper us they thought; for, when they ceme to-
Ea"u_'-hez' in ths church, they gorged themselves, each satisfying his cun
bassions, thareby despising the church of God (11:22),

Tae charge against the irreverent Corinthians is not that they

failed %o distinguish any consecrated elements in the meal, or that

thsy undervalued the scorificial side of communion, but that they
forget whet the Body meant gs thsy asted so selfishly toward their

bunbler fellow-Christisns.l
Paul reibterated the words of institution at this point not because

he uanted. to establish a liturgicel form, but because he was impelled to
remind the Corinthians that since this was the true significance of

;. sorratt, First Epistle of Paul to the Corinthisns (New Yorks
Harper & Bros., 1951')75'%7?“

1!&__21_‘!.’ Pe 171,
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azsembling togetner; they should wait for another (11 :31).Y? The note
of urgency on this point falls out of Zfocus unless it is placed in
line with what Paul had written on corporate fellowship (10:1£€.3 11:272f.)
az wall 25 with what he intends to write 12:12.273 13:1-133 1h:1<liD, where
he develops the "body" and "agape" themes to their fullest sigmificance,

Sinea the "body' has this double referencas in the context in verses
27 and 29,%% £ailing to discern the Body and being guilty of profaning
the body and bleod of the Lord by indulging in gross misconduct at the
Bupper and violating the fellowship of the Church's common life was one
and the same ain meriting one and the same condemnation.?l Ths sickmesses
and deaths wers not caused by the reaction of the elements endowed with
Some ayotericus potency, bubt they ars physical punishments inflicted by
the Lord for sine of lovelessness and selfiuhnsa.za Because the Corin-
thisns did not judge themselves,22 She Tord chastened them in His judg-
nente Discerning the spiritual Body of the Lord in the Eucharist was

"‘gﬂl'bhau;:h the parallels between the Gospel formlae snd Faul's
formula of the words of institution are not necessary for this present
Study, 1t should bs noted that Paul added "given for you. This do in
remsnbranca of me" to "Take, cat, this is my body." This addition gives
partienlar stress to tha "fallowship! idea, [For further study ses,
gi.‘ :';aietnmaum, lesse und Herrenmshly J. Jeremiss, The Sucharistic YWords
of dJesus,

- dz‘:ﬁn Hody" in verse 27 is clearly defined as the Lord's body in the
8 e
2ly, clark, 2 &
. Clark, in ipprozeh to the Theology of the Sacraments (London:
Se P.."‘ﬁ‘nﬁa Lt‘dn: Ig) s Do 2-0- i

225 papsllel account of God's punishing lovelessness would be tho
case of inanias and Sapphira in acts 5,

23Note that the semo word, JIAKPYVEW , 43 used in this verse (11:31)
eés is used in 11:29, ]
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Just as importent as discerning the natural body of Christ. Both

diseernnenta are reguired for worthy end proper particlpation, In his
early career lartin Inther stressed this point.2d

When they have done this (slanderers who honor Christ in the
sacrament only with thelr prayers and devotion) thoy think they
havs done their whole duty, although Christ has given His bedy
for thig purpose; that the signi.t‘icance of the sacrawent, that
18, fellous! aip and mtual lovey; may te put into practise, and

file oun nstural _body be less regarded than His spiritual body,
which is ¢he foilouship of lis saints, What concerns Him most,

4 espocially in tils sucrament, is that faith in the fellowship

[ with Him snd with His saints may be r‘lghtly exercised and bse
come strong in us, and that we, in accordance with it, may
rightly exercise our fallowship with one another. « « «+ There=
fore &: w2 head; 41t 4s more ncedful that you discern the spiritusl
than thzi you dt scern the natural body of Christ, and faith in
the ept mtua" 1a more noedful than faith in the natural, For

the natural with the spiritual profiteth us nothing in this
sacraments a chenge must oceur and manifest itself through love.25

fmong the interpreters who regard Ybody" in this verse as ths

Ciurch, there are two schools of thought: those who iunterpret this

term in & nmetaphoricsl sense and those who interpret 1t in an ontological
gsnze, Accoxxling to the former school of thought, Faul whon he spoke

of the Church as the Body of Christ, was not describing the Church in

lte reoal existence., He merely used figurative language to express f.h.s
close connection which Christ has with His believers. WUhen one tries

Yo draw an accurate mep of a pert of the earth’s surface, one must use
brojectionz,

in @ very similar wsy the different phrases "Body of Christ," "in
Chirist," etc., are "projections™ of the fundamental idea of the

24Tt should be noted thot lster in his career when Luther was
invelved with Zwingli and the papists on the question of Holy Comsmmion
Luther placed more emphasis on the resl presence than on fellowship.

2Hartin Luther, Works of Martin Luther (Fhﬂadelrh‘!a' Holman Co. &
Castle Presa, 1915), 11, pr. 21.
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corporate peraonality of Christ and believers, The same ia true

of obher phroses which deseribs $he Church - olive troe, building,
b*lde; aich ¢ell us somothing aboud the Church but no ono of thenm

fvlly deseribes the Church, consequegglar the Church is not really
and ontclogically the Body of Christ.

Others disapgree with this viaw, poiunting out that the word "body™

in the sense of a group of people is so familiar to us, that it is easy

o forgat thot this vas quite unfsmilisr %o the Corinthians.?’ Faul

did ot intend to convey the ides of & collesction of people, He ozlled
abteation oot to 4 social uggreglate but to Christ.
dirdctians are not individusles in & society, not members of the
bedy o assoclation which serves and worships Christ, but membranes,
Joints, liguments, orgsna in the body "of Christ", . . . as iiis
cartily bDody wes the organism of Ohristé's incarnate person so the
Chureh is the resurreetion body of the Lord,
The budy uhich Foul hed in mind wes as concrete and singular s the body
= the Inesrnation. The Church is not 2 supra-personal collection of

bsople but a speeific persunal organisi.

Sonsequently, one must be chary of spsaking of "the metzphor" of
the Hody of Christ. Paul uses the enslogy of the lmman body to
elueidate his teaching that Caristians form Christ's body, 3ub
the anslogy holds becuuse they are in literel fact tho risen
ersanism of Christ's person in 2ll its conporote reality, Vhat is
arresting is his identification of this personality with the Church,
Jut to say thet the Conrch is the body of Shrist 18 no more of &
motaprhor than to suy that the flesh of the incarnate Jesus or the
bresd of the Fucharist is the body of Christ. NHone of them is
"like" liis Lody: each of them "{s" the body of Carist in that cach
iz the physiecal complement end extonsion of the one and the sams
Yeraon and Life, They are all coxpressions of a single Caristol-

e
Dire=s

%pest, op. glte, pe 100,
27l?.obisrm, Tue Body (Londont: SCH Fress, Ltd., 1952), pe Li9%
2!}01,0:":, .920 2}2.. p. 66. k

293.0!)1.!1305, op. E’éo-, Pe 51,



L

27

For Faul, tha Church 25 the nystical bedy of Christ is an cctwsl entity,
not 2 mers pictoriel expression nor a conception which has arisen out
of symbolical snd ethical reﬂcct.iana.” Believers are not & msss of
Individuzls o» o personified society, but they are one individual in
Chrint, The One, The New Man.’: &s Rell has sald,

The Church in a very reul sense 15 a continuing insarnstion, The

Uod Who entered humen 1ife 4n Jesus of Nazareth 4s visibly and

cctively manifest to men in the Church of Christ. Here Christ's

spirit duells and works, Here his reconciling word is heard.

Hers he unites men in faith and love and service, If tha Caurch

in i%s 11{o doecs not make christ visible to man then it is not

the Church of Christy so far es 4t does, it is his body, and his

spirit is its ossontial notivabting life.
"Thora 95 only one Body of Christ. Put it hos different aspects. e
ara Lsabows of that one body which wus nailed to the Cross, laid in the
toub, and raised to 1ife on the third dey."3> As a natural body it ues
Jeen on corgh in the person of Jesus Christ., £s a mystical bedy it
Sppoared on serth ¢s the Church, 45 & sacramental body it is present
ab every Hucherist. ® But in all these modes there is but one body,
that is, Jesus Christ, It is this perticular emphasis which has brought

about & third incerpretation.

30, , Schweitzer, The Mysticism of Faul the Apostle (Now Yorks
Hﬂm‘.’f ifolt,. 1931.)3 Ee mo

By Surth, The Epistle to ths Romsns (London: Oxford University
Preas, 1950), e m.

32H, Rall, hocording to Peul (New Yorks Chaa., Scribner's Sons,
19&'1). Da 157.

331, S. Taornton, Tha Common Iife in the Body of Christ (Vestminster:
Dacre Praﬂs, 191.26), E. m.

)ﬁmmau, Carist, The Ohristian, and The Church (London: Longwans,
9 FPe 1611-
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Body as Bread and Church

The third witernstive interpretation of "not discerning the body”
15 not ome basicelly different from the two previous interpretations
Fresenbed; rather it combines much of what has been said concerning

both bread and Church under one hsading. Since Gﬂlu‘ 15 unqualified

e

La-this verse,35 Paul here esserts that Carist and His Church are one

e . e e
= e e e con————

organism, 36
Ewm- is an all=inclusive word which sumarizes the totality of

—--N - . ——— T —

Paﬂl!.n.. eucharistic theology and which includes both facets of bread

e e o e e R e et e A

~&nd-Church. Thornton says:

dow when St, Paul wrote 1 Cor. he thought in terms of One Body
without di sttnetions._ This one Body was nailed to-the Cross and
raised from the tomb.- To it.ue balong as-the limba belong to a
mman body. Tt-has-eluays 2_aspects, For 1t is both the Christ .
and the “‘burch, the Messiah and His peopls in-the. gm._or'gg_nisn S
_of the New Isruzel,  The unity of this one Body, however, wholly /
depends upon the fact that 1t is the Christ, We "the many" f£ind
our unity only in hin, Church membership has no other si ificanee
then this, Thus, though we be called the Body of Christ ?n
this continues to ba true only because we are in him, and becauae
we partake of hin,37/
~
For Faul tnore Wés no t-rue .f.‘olloushi.p at the Euch«riat unleas t he parti-
ctpants wers un‘l ted in eat.ing and drinktng the true body and blood of
= e —————— —— P . SO \,

Ghriat, bu‘i'. a‘b the same t!.m “there was no true sacrament unless the

et g o e
i Y ) et e
e B g T e

perticipants were united in love and feuowship. Therefore, "body™ 4in

——————

this verse is a one-word commentary on these t.uo basic -elenenta in

DR — e
i e i e o e

35'l‘hara is no : attached as in verse 29,
3601ark, op. cit., p. 51.
37rhﬂmton, 22- _c_i-El, Pe 335f .

T e
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JFauline eucheristic theology, By lsaving it undefined Psul called
attention to both the real-character of the bread in the meal and the
fellowshi p=sharastar of those eating the body./ For this reason Schueitzer
has said: ‘
The old question whether Paul means by the body, against which aman
must not sin at the "lLord's Meal®, 43 the body of the crucified
historical Jesus, or that of the risen Lord, is to be answered to
the effect that he refers Jesus' words at the Supper to the mystical
tody, that is, to the extended corporeity of Chrint, which includes
the existence of believers. . « « Consequently the mystical core
poreity of Christ, since it includas within itself both the exalted .
Garist and beings who are still in thair earthly pilgrimage, is at
once naturel and supernstural,38
To be sure, the Lord's body is really present in what the faithful eat
and drink, but not less reslly present in the person of each brother
in preyer beside them in whom, as well as for them, the Lord lives.3?
The Body of Christ cunnot be separated, compartmentalised, or disjoined
into segmsntay it 43 a substantial entity inwolving the immortal body
of Christ and the mysticsl body of Ohrist.U0 At the Lord's Supper the
full realisation of fellowship with Christ is present in the elemants
and in each believer. The elements &is more than bread and winej they
are the body znd blocd of the Risen lord, "pneumatic substances which
enter, with their miraculous powers, into those who share ths maal,

transforming then into the spiritual body of Christ."Sl The body of

33!50huaitaer, op. cit., P 270, This writer could not understand

the fullest implications of this interpretation of Schuweitzer. Carried
to extremes it would result in a type of pentheism, destroying completely

the human nature of the Risen Christ.
3%Moceatt, op. clte, pe 173
WOincgregor, op. olt., p. 170.

LYy, Lictemann, The Begiraings of tie Christian Church (London:
Luttervorth Press, 1952), p. .




30
Girluty wuhich wos given into desth for ainners, mekes believers such es
are rocoived into the body of fellounhip, Tha O the A_only
Ahrow s her sioring in the body and bLlood of Uhrist, Tais is the secrs-
~TEntelly establiched commnion.li2 Here | appears the racramontal union,

% Ao fa® ] »
Lhrissians do nob cub the same bread hecsuse t.he;v' form one und tm sana

Jody, Thay fora cne end the same body beciuse they eat the sane brns-i.’ﬂ

S

Therelore the Gucharist is uei.t.her primrlly 8 pr*rsoml. cormtm-lcr bct.man

i

Christ ana the bslic svers wor is it peinselly & social meu-l i1lustrating

~Dwien felloushipe Ruther :H, in she “.'r-ea.na through which 'bhe whole comnon
s S —————

dife of the arehly, &8 a p::ri'.i.cimﬁi on in Christ, is corporatnl;r uu*ﬂ!.‘catﬁd

——

Afod to vie Lord's Sypper bocomes lsden with a double sipgnificunce, tm
Lhe one hand 9% renminds belicvers of thelr oneness with Christ 4in the
elenonts of uresd and wine in the Buoherist. On the other hand, 4% ro-
piode bellevars of thelr oneness with cuch other, ths "meny" are "one"

by rertieipoling in the 140e of Christ as that 1ife 45 imparted to the

Chuzah thweou/i the Fuchuriet,

_1_____ 10 1izht of r,!ﬁ" '?nta:ﬂ:rat&tﬂm %0 "discorn-the -body®. e

o b _pere: Hve Lho (zlom ol -Cnristls- sacrifice, It i3 to rccogniac

Baet diz 1ile uhilch we receive 4s secrificiel and that in recaiving
'!#i'- s =.1..;f J“"!u':k' ..u.cr‘!ficlhl. It is 'bo .I'.‘el‘osn“ﬂe t'h'e Joy oL

_Self=Fiving Lo others in the Oneo Body, even &s Christ-geve Himself
up i‘or uT tnd bo Use To be periskers in Christ's sacrifigicl-setion
’u i;.;\. Holy Euchariet 45 & joyful solennity whose counterpert ia

flEa.-?t%cileaafi, Bie gibe, pe 736
i
+iincgrager, Ske gibes p. 180,

wkrhomﬁoﬂ, -‘E‘i‘- m.’ p. 328.
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oqually wﬁ..-, namnoly,.to be brethrsn-1n-Christ, -Taese two are,
G0 Lo _spee’s, the cencave end convex .of-the-same -figure, tho ine
uard end b ovbuard .aspocte _pﬂ-ﬂw&m&cﬂtinim-hé

Ripkily 4o dizcern the Dody is @ d:\sccmmnt. of self (1ll:31), & solif=

e ey

~Zumdpotion Sp whies ope is_eware of the redecming work of Jesus. Ghriat.

&md 1n wi'ca one 4s uware of Christiens, comuning togethor, as boiug

~; ———

tane ""‘?'-!Z-". + Uhrist. It does not mean %sinply to. recognize Christ ac

xresent bnt o make a corperison and judgmzent batueen this body of
people 4onctier, and any other that Eﬁists_h.-thn_mrm‘.*"hG

The cowermlcont nest test himself whether he is discerning, rocoge

pizdn . the body of Cleist end preferring it above any other. His

2ot of comsunion mued be at one end the sene time an understanding

n.-.' vhat soes on In comunion and 2 demonstration of his felth in
body of ( 1~1-1-:t and his raising tho body of Christ to a pooition

vun heert end mind above any other. « « « The Cariztian

L 2 T ant "ncula be watching hinscl? to tell whether ha prizes

'; ':-.v 'T..~.' were receiving more highly thon anything else that he

conly -‘:a.-:.“';:n.c; unether he recognizes thet here he je tosther in

@ Zeliouship more important than any other with which he can be

Worihy perticipstion weans morc then thet the sacramental-choracter of X
Bhe food 18 recognized end regurded by 211, Yorthiness derends on
grasping 1o Loith the whele phrase, "Teks, sut, tihils is my bodv which

is glven for you® (11:2h). It means to understund the body of Christ

as the body of Christ given for me, by uhich, when I receive ity I

an brouglt Goetacr into the Body of the Church and by it I an made

responsible for '.‘)'Dh!"!‘ﬂ.h'j Hot to understand the full reslization of

hs."i'l}’lti., e 3!33.

!l':at Re Cusrpmerer, "The Pructise oi‘ Holy Communion," unpublished
lnk.nuscript in the posseaa‘on of the suthor, Concordia Seminary, St. Loufs,
0., e 3f (]

!‘711)1.&'!-, Fe 31.

12“"’(3- Bornkomn, Dus Fnde dos Gescises (Munchen: Chr, Koiser, 1952),
Pe 121,
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this unlty of Christ and His Church evidenced in the eucharistic elements
énd the perticipants is unworthy and csreless eating and drinidng resulte
ing in physicul sickness and death, Iack of fzith and lovelessness reap
the Lord’s ficrce condemnationy faith and love result in blessing. For,
Sinee the Church and the bread are the one body of Christ, partsking of
Holy Commumtion, Shough many, believers are one in Him Who gave Himself

for the Church..

. e e et




CHAFTER V
CONCLUSION

According So First Corinthians umvorthy participation in the Lord's
Supper includsd both loveleseness and unbeltefs—The.purpose of the
Lord's Supper uas t.ua-fold. att.ent* on was  to be centered upon the sacri-
ficial su.f.‘i.‘nr*_nL and deat.h of Jeau.s, nnd also upon the fellowship of
f-ho falth who wers united in Christ, Whan t.ha Cbrinth‘lans turned the
_Bucharist into en occasion for glut.tolw nm_i rava].ry, thay ua-\l_ neither

Eh.n saerificed tody of the.Lord nor the loving fellownh{p of the _t:-_illgrch.

M'l':wy did not “discern the body." 7

In the Christisn Churoh today Morthy partABipabion must Felbasad
upon these sume principles, pneither of which may be elevated over the
other, If undue stress is placed on belief in the Real Presence so that
condeanation from lack of falth be preached, this will frighten Christians
avay from the very means by which their faith is strengthened. Rather
then being a joyful and refreshing experience, the Lord's Supper will
become a dreaded experience. Likewise the participant will be so con=
cerned with his individual faith and his individual celebration that his
selfishness and lovelessness will destroy the very bond which joins him
to other Christiens in the Body of Ohrist, the love or Jesuu Christ,

, The other extreme of stressing fellowship above the Real Fresence must
be avoided also., Otheruise the Lord's Supper loses its significance of
uniting Christians with their Lord and of proclaiming the Gospel of
salvation through His death. Instead the Eucharist becomes a mere

nemorial feast involving a fellowship having no foundation. Therefore
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1t babooves cuch Chvistian theologian end pastor to anrounce both
dSpecte of tne Lord’s Sugper in equal moasure so that all Christians
fay rightly eiscern the body of the Lord Jesus Christ in the slemants
and in the Fellowship of other Christisns. Then, and only then, will
the Chureh on the Lord's Supper procleim the Lord's death until Hs
* coumes, .

Soue of the questions ubich remuin unsnswered beyond the scope

of this present thesis aves

4o hhah 45 the extent of the fellowship involved in the Body of
bam 5%y ond what is the bagis for such fellouship?

De  iou uu&. Paul's use of "body" in 1 Cor. 11:29 compare with
uszgm in hie other epistles?

Se Iz thore any concept in the 0ld Testament which corresponds
o "Body of Christ,” and, if soc, whst dotermines. 1ts corpor-
stonces?

ds st one consider those members who attend & sorvice but uko
do nob participste in Holy Cormmnicn as guilty of "not dis-

raing the body"?

e Can &nything be added to the present liturgy of the Lutheran
GChurch to nske this fellowship in Holy Communion more evident

%2 the perticipants?
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