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26 ' Doctrine of the Resurvection. [Frs.

the grace of & morally beautiful character; and what Dionysius said
of the oration against Leptines, that it was the most graceful of all
orations, might be said of every sermon of Massillon, if one did not
commonly, in the earnestneas and power of the orator, forget the
gracefulness of his style. KEven those who place little value upon
such qualities, will not perhaps be so uunjust, as to blame it in him,
who does not seek it from self-love, but possesses it as the necessary
bloom of a beautiful nature. I certainly will not undervalue Bossuet
and Bourdaloue, in comparison with Massillon, in respect to style;
but I may be allowed perhaps to say, ouly to designate the paculiari-
ties of these three men, that Bossuet speaks ever from the bishop's
threne ; that Bourdaloue appears surrounded with the scholastic at-
mosphere of a Jesuit college; that Massillon alone speaks with his
aadience the cultivated language of society. He has perhaps too
many words, and dwells possibly too long on a thought, but this fauls
flows from the same source as the excellences of his style, from the
warmth and fulness of his heart.

ARTICLE 1I1I.

DOCTRINE OF THE RESURRECTION OF THE DEAD.

Translated from De Wette’s Commentary on the XV, Chapter of the First Epistle to the Co-
rimthians. 24 edition. 1845,%

THE occasion of treating this subject was, that some in Corinth
denied the truth of the resurrection of the dead (v. 12); but we do
not certainly know, what was the character of these doubts and in
what connection they stood. It appears, that these Corinthian Chris-
tians did not deny the fact 3f the resurrection of Christ, becanse the
apostle, in his argument, lays this at the foundation, and indeed ex-
pressly certifies it, but does not seek to establish it against objections.!
This conclusion however is not entirely certain, since the apostle writes
for the majority of the Corinthian Christians, who had not yet beon
possessed by those doubts, although dangerously affected by them, rath~
er than against the authors of those doubts (Flatt). In verse 33, it is

#* For some account of De Wette and of his mems as a commentator, see Bib-
liotheca Sacra, No. XVIII. p. 263.

! Ziegler, Theologische Abhandlungen, 11. 93. Knapp, scripta varii argomenti,
etc. p. 316. Meyer.
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true, he seems to have regard to an objection from thern; but this is
of such a eharaeter, that it could be made from various quarters.
Meyer eoncludes, from the anti-materialistic view of the resurrection,
which the apostle maintains in verses 85 and following, that the prin-
ciples of the opponents were anti-matertalistic ; but the opposite con-
elasion would rather be the true one. See the remarks upon these
verses. Jesus, in refuting the Sadducees, Matt. 22: 30, views the sub-
ject in the same manner. Hence those in Corinth, who doabted the
doctrine, might formerly have been Sadducees,! (for, that such persons
must be answered with passages from the Pentateuch, rests upon an
erroneous view of Matt. 22: 31, 82,) if every intermixtare of Saddu-
ceeism with Christianity were not so improbable. Since also the de-
rivation of those doubts from Easenism (Mosheim) bas litile or no
probability, we are limited in our conjectures to the circle of Gesatile
Christians in Corinth. That the dectrine of the resurrection opposed
the Grecian mode of thinking, we know from Acts 17: 82. The sup-
position of Epicurean principlea (c¢f. Acts 17: 18) in those at Corinth,
who denied the resurrection, is decidedly rejected by Neander (Apost.
Gesch. I. 815), by Meyer and others, because such principles stand in
too great opposition to Christianity, and because the apostls, in
verse 32, adduces the Epicurean manner of life, not a9 the source,
but as the consequence of the doubts, which he opposes, and indeed as
an argument against them. But still he warns them, in verse 33,
against “ evil communications,” which can be vo other than the inter-
course of those who doubted this doctrine. As sensuality could creep
into the church, s0 also could Epicurean levity. That these were
Gentile Christians of philosophic cuoltivation,? is not very probable,
considering the small number of such Christinns in Corinth (1 Cor.
1: 26) and the absence in this chapter of all polemie opposition te
worldly wisdom. It is & false view to regard them, with Grotius,
Usteri, Billreth, and Olshausen, as allegorista like Hymeseus and
Philetos (2 Tim. 8: 17, 18), because in the argament of the aposile
no trace of an opposition to such a tendency is to be discovered (Meyer).

Vs. 1—11. The apostle sets out from the fact of the resurrection of
Christ as a main point of the gospel, and lays that at the foundation of
his argument. Vs. 1, 2. yropdw] I make krown. Theophylact,
Oeeumenins : rovréosy énavapprioxn, and so the most; Rickert:
" I call attention to, contrary te the literal sense of the word, cf. 12, 8.
2 Cor. 8: 1. Gal. 1: 11. The apostle begins, as it were, anew with
the announcement of the gospel. 70 svayy.] is not to be limited to the

! Heumnann, Mosheim in part, Michaelis, Storr, Knapp and Flatt,
? Ziegler, Neander, Meyer and others.
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proclamation of Christ’s death and resarrection (contrary to Rck. and
Mey.); these points are only rendered especially prominent by the d»
meestotg in vs. Sseq. O xai mageldPers x. 7. 1] The xaf three times
used designates in each case something added to the preceding thought
(Meyer) ; and indeed there is a climax in the repetition.  magelafers
denotes the fact of perceiving (intellectnally), historical faith, corre-
sponding to the mapadidorar = evayyadilecBo, of. v. 3. Gal. 1: 19,
Phil. 4: 9, and often ; according to the common explanation, it denotes
the believing reception (Jno. 1: 11), fgryxare the faithful abiding
therein (cf. Ro. 5: 2.), coilesde, ye are saved (of the certain futore),
the salutary effect. wivi—xatéyere] contains a condition of the latter,
since ziv: Ady. evnyy. vpis, for the sake of emphasis, is placed first:
if ye hold fast the doctrine as I have announced 1t to you. Contrary to
Heidenreich, Billroth and others, who unite ziy: 19y. evnyy. vuiv with
o evryy. vpiv, (see Riickert and Meyer). 2dyos is bere to be taken of
the substance (Riickert, Meyer) and not the reason (Estius, Kypke,
Wetstein, Rosenmiiller, Flatt, Heidenreich), since mapéduxa v. 3,
and what actually follows, leads us only to the former, viz. the sub-
stance. Exzog——émarevonra) unless (14: 5) ye Aave in vain (Gal. 8: 4.
4: 11) decome believers.

If now this clause, which forms an exception, is connected with oo-
{sce,! this does not suppose * the case (inconeeivable to the Chris-
tian consciousness) that they, notwithstanding the xazéyar, could still
lose the fruit of faith” (Mey.) ; but it does suppose the truly conceiv-
able case, that they had indeed received and held fast the gospel, but
had not made a fruitful application of it to themselves ; but with this
connection, the more appropriate explanation would be, without reason,
temere, as in Col. 2: 18,2 Thphlct. Oec. Calv. Est. Blir. con-
nect with xaréyers, 8o that eixij denotes the besng sn vasn, in reference
to that; with this view we must indeed make an addition to the sen-
tance: xazéyere 82 mdrroog (Thphlet); and this on account of the po-
sition is the more suitable. Accordingly by the & xazéy. the danger is
indicated, that they might not have firmly adhered to the Gospel, and
this apprehension, by the éxzo¢ & ugj x. 7. 4, is carried out, as it were
with horror, to the worst, scarcely supposable case, that their recep-
tion of faith had been entirely in vain.

Vs. 3 and following. Specification (not proof, Mey.) of the vins
Aoyq, in the principal points.  yag] namely (Bllr.). ér mpoizon] in

! Beza, Flt. Olsh. Rck. Mey.; but which would not render necessary any inser-
tion in brackets of the rivi—xaréyere, as in Griesbach and Scholz.

* Rackert, but who with Theodoret supposes the refercnce to verse 14, which
seems over-hasty.
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primss, as the principal points : elossl yap Seuflusg dore mione i
morsmg (Thphlet), not: 35 dgyis (Chrys.); not: among the first,
Masc. (Rek.). 6 xai mapflafor] what I have also received in com-
munication. From whom? see on 11: 28. ovxép 1. duapr. 7uciv] on
aceount of our sins Gal. 1: 4, pamely in order to atone for them, Ro.
3: 25, in other places simply vmép quidy 1: 13. Ro. 5: 8 and often.
xara t. yoa.] cf Lu. 22: 87. 24: 25 and following, Acts 8: 35. 26
28, 28.—V. 4. éyxysgren] The Perf,, and not the Aorist as before and
after, because it still continues in its eonsequences (Mey.). xart 1.
ye.] refers as well to Zragy (Iea. 58: 9), as to #yyy. (Iea. 58: 10. Ps.
16: 10. of. Acts 2: 25. 13: 84, 85).

V. 6. Knpa] Lus 24: 84, compare explanation of John, p. 212.
r0is 3edsxz] Jno. 20: 19 and following, Lu. 24: 86 and following.
Soidexa denotes the apostles as a whole, or as a body, a collegium (like
Decemviri, etc.), not according to the exact number; for at that time
there were only eleven. Chrys. Thphilct. Oec. inelude Matthew with
those who saw the Lord (namely after the Ascension); but it is a
previous appearance that is here spoken of. — V. 6. The specifica-
tions which now follow are not made dependent upon mepflafor by
@, but only indeed by a change of construction ; for the apostle must
also bave recssved these facts. By éwesra, elra he vnquestionably in-
tends to designate the suecession of time, cf. foyaror v. 8. Inare]
over, move than, oat of the grammatical regimen, Win. §88. 5.  mer-
raxociog adadgoic] five hundred brethren, believers. A difficulty
arises from the fact, that in Acts 1: 15, only one hundred and twenty
disciples are mentioned; all however were not perhaps assembled
theve, or only so many were known to Luke. The testimony of the
apostle decides for the correctness of the fuct. £’ amal] at once,
Theodoret : ov xa¥’ &, adl’ ouot maoe, Vulgate, simul ; so most ;
Bretsohneider and Mey. : once for all, «f. Ro. 6:10. Heb. 7:27. 9: 2.
10: 10; yet, on acoount of the great nomber, the former signification
is more full of meaning. o wheiovs] the majority.  uévoverr] are
lowng. This appearance of Christ, which the evangelists do not men-
tion, Olsh. Flat ond others connect with that in Matt. 28: 16 seq.;
yet this evangolet speaks only of the Eleven. '

V. 1. 'fanctfip] probably the brother of the Lord, Gal. 1:19.
(Chrys. Thdrt. Thphlet. Oec. and the common opinion.)  Grotius
compares the account from the Hebrew-Gospel in Jerome, de vir. ill,
¢. 2. (Einl ins N. T. p. 71), but there it is the very first appearance
of the risen Lord, that is spoken of. roig—naoir] seems to include
James, so that if the former supposition is correct, dndarolos is used

. 8*
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in a more extended sense (Chrys. Thdrt. Thphlct. Oec. Calv. Bengel,
Mey. and others.)

V. 8. marror] this is commonly regarded as Masc.,, and Meyer
limits it to the apostles, because Paul designates himself as the least of
them. Bat must we not connect sdyror as Nent. with é5y. meaning
last of all (cf. Mark 12: 29. Grb. T.)? So marewr pdlisra Plat. Prot.
P- 330. A. ciomegei T éxrgoiuart] as st were a ckild prematurely born,
the immature frust,! a designation (according to Blir.) of his ‘violent,
a8 it were, not natural call, but according to that which follows, of his
unworthiness, ginco those prematurely born are weakly. The article
places the conception in a definite relation to the apostleship, as it
were, a premature Yrth as an apostle. Koapp and Rink, following
older writers in WIf., erroneously read ¢, equivalent to s, without
any analogy in the N. T. (Mey.). The explanation of Spitling® is
contrary (o the use of language ;3 otherwise it would fitly correspond
1o the late call of the apostle and also to the predicate o fldyiozos +.
an. The appearance of Christ, of which the apostle speaks, is un-
questionably that mentioned in Acts ix.

Vs. 9, 10. not precisely a parenthesis (Grb. Scho.), but a digression
in explanation of the expression “ premature birth.” o5 ovx siui x. 7. 4.]
as who, because, ixarog] Matt. 8: 11. 2 Cor. 3: 5. xalsicOwm an.]to
bear the honorable name of apostle. ydgiri—=eoi ] bust through the grace
of God, notwithstanding my unworthiness. With the humiliating feel-
ing of personal unwortbiness is united the consciousness of the higher
power active upon and in it, and this guides thus to the puri-
fied self-feeling of one’s desert. ov xes] not in vair, without result.
neQueaorsgor] Acc. Neutr., governed by éxox.  avrey sastwy] “than
they altogether, not: than each ons of them, as commonly.” (Mey.)
Alihough this explanation can be historically justified, still it is not
certain and necessary. éxomiaca] labored (Gal. 4: 11), not: suffered .
(Chbrys. Thphlet.). ovx—2uoi] to prevent misunderstanding, as if he
had said éxomiaca in an egotistic, vain-glorious sense. By ovx fyw—
@i (as in Matt. 10: 20. Mark 9: 87. Jno.12: 44. Acts 5:4 1 Thess.
4: 8) merely the subordination of the hiiman activity to the Divine ia
expressed, not the suspension of the former. Augustin de grat. et lib.
arb. ¢. J.: Non ego autem, i. e. non solus, sed gratia Dei mecum.
Ac per hoc nec gratia Dei sola, nec ipee solus, sed gratia Dei cum illo.

! Citations in verification in Wetst., attic uB34wpa, Lobeck ad Phryn. p. 209.

* dorepov yévvnua, tvec in Thphilct. Hdreh. Schulthess in Tzschir. Anal. 1. 4,
P 312 seq.

3 Fritzsche de nonn. post. P. ad Cor. ep. locis Dises. 1. 60 sq.
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(Hdreh.). 7 ov» duoi] here the human activity is united with the
Divige.

¥. 11. ov»] by this the thread of verse 8 is again taken up, althoogh
the efre—xnppudcousy presupposes the substance of the digression in
va. 9, 10; for only there is the calling and Iabor of the apostle epoken
of. #xeivoi] does not refer back to va. 7, 8 (Mey.), but to va. 9, 10.
ovrm] as va. 8 seq., especially v. 4. The structure of the sentence
is as in 13: 8.  ovzmg] tn the same manner, namely, by this, that ye
have received this teaching. ‘miorevoars] as v. 2.

Vs. 12—-20. Upon the fact of the resurrection of Christ, the apos-
tle now grounds the doctrine of the general resurrection. V. 12, 8¢]
places the denial of the resurrection of the dead in contradiction with
this truth. wedg] Aow s st possible that, etc. Ro. 6: 2, Gal. 4:9.
ovx éatiy] i3 a non-entity, a chimera, of. 7: 9. Winer § 59. 5. b, p. 458,
— V. 18. By the 34 -a chain of inferences is attached and continued
in the following verses. The firat conclusion here made does not rest
upon the principle : sublato genere tollitar et species (Grotias, Mey. ;
similar Knpp. p. 816. Rek.), nor upon the similarity of being in Cbrist
and men (Thdrt. Blir. cof. Ust. p. 864.)—to be sure a Pauline
(v- 21. Heb. 2: 17), but here subordinate conception,—but, accord-
ing to vs. 20 seq. upon this, that Christ by his resurrection had made
a commencement in the resurrection of the dead, and that the latter is
& necessary consequence of the former. So Chrys. Thphlct. ; simi-
lar Calvin. Against the last mods of inference the objection may in-
deed be made, that from the drdor. vexpay ovx éomy it does not follow,
that Jesus is not risen, but simply that [under the supposition made]
his resarrection has not fulfilled its end (Mey.); but this objeo-
tion can be made only when one overlooks, that, according to the
apoetle, the connection of the resurrection of Christ with the general
resurrection is founded in the Divine arrangement of the world, and
for him has the validity of an axiom. On the other hand, the first
mode of inference is merely logical, and the apt objection may be
made to it, that Christ, as sinless, was not subject to death, and that
consequently his resurrection oould not be the condition of that of sin-
ful men. V. 14. ovx dyyysgras] is to be taken in connection with the
preceding, as in vs. 16,17 cf. 7:9. xesoy dgat xai [aocordingto A D
EF G 17. all.) v. x5p. jucy] therefors! also our (entire apostolical)
preaching is vain, emply, without foundation® [if Christ be not risen],

! It can hardly be said that dpa has in Paul anything surprising (Mey. after Har-
tang, Part. 1. 432. Kiihn. § 757. b.), cf. Ro. 7: 8, 25, 10: 7. 2 Cor. 5: 15. Gal. 3: 29.

2 Cf. Eph. 5: 6. Col. 2: 8; according to Knpp. inutilis; oppored to this view,
A.F. Miiller, diss. exeg. de loco Paal. 1 Cor. 16: 12—19. Lips. 1839. p. 8.
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and jadeed boenuse it is founded upon the resurrection and desth of
Christ.  xery 821 xai y micrg vuor] vain also your faith ; this is
founded namely wpon the xqgvyuc. )

V. 15. Lehm. Tschdf. Mey. connect this verse with the preceding
by a comma, plainly contrary to the true reiation of the chain of
clauses and inferences ; for evgiox.—Oeob has its ground in that whick
follows, whilst the clauses xavoy—uvpciy have their ground in thas
which precedes. svpiaxousfa] we are found, prove ourselves. ev-
doudpzvges G20 as false witnesses concerning God (Rek. Mey.) not:
of God, which God has (Blir.). False witnesses according to what
follows, because they would have declared that which was false; ao-
cording to Knpp. quia suctoritatera Dei ementiuntar, and Mall. 1. ¢.
distinguishea strietly between wevleic peor., qui fulsum testimonum
dicunt, and evdomdpr., qui mentiuntur se esee testes, cf. Yevder
mpogires and others; on the contrary, however, wevdodidsaxalos,
Pevdonaryyopos. — xata Oreot ] most interpret : against God (Matt.
26: 59), because against the trath; aceording to Meyer, “every eon-
sciously false declaration, that God bas done anything, is against God.”
It ie better to interpret it, with Raphel., aceording to Xemoph. Cyrop. 1.
p- 6. Plutarch. praedag. c. 4. WI.: of God. eineg ipa] if truly
peradventure (Mey.) ; but the two hardly go together in German [or
in English—Tr.]; and &l dga, & forte, is different from eimep dou,
sf truly therefore, siquidem, ut vos putatis (Mi.). cf. the examples,
where it is used elliptically, in Viger. ed. Herm. p. 514. Passow p.640. 5.

V. 16. Vindication of the dy oox ffy. x. v. 1. by an almost literal repe-
tition of v. 18. — V. 17. Repetition of the inference for the Christian
faith, drawn in v. 14, from the preceding proposition, with the modi~
fication that this faith is represented as fruifless (narwia, vain, fruit-
less, of. 8: 20), and indeed in reference to redemption from sin. Fre—
spoiv] ge are still in gowr sins, in the condition of the mrisery of sin;
simrilar Ro. 8: 9 vg’ apeegriny slves. The inference rests upon the in-
separability of the resurrection of Christ and his atoning death, and,
in general, upon the inseparability of all the parts in the work of =al-
vation.

V. 18. A new (xai also) inference from the f Xptords oox ¢7.,
and indeed such an one, as must give pain to many affectionate hearts
in Corinth (11:80).  oi xotun®drrec dv Xoiorp] thoss who have fallen
asleep (v. 6, and 11: 80) ¥n Okrist (in communion with him, in faith
in him, not meaning: for the sake of Christ, i. e. as martyrs, Chrys.

! 8¢ is to be amitted, according to A BD *F @G 17. all. Vulg. all. Patr. with
Lachmann, Tischendorf, Rek. Mey. .
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Thdrt. Thpblet. Oec. Grt.), the departed Christisms, at the same time
not including the pious, who lived before Christ ( Calov. Knpp.). ane-
dovzo] are lost, i. e. Christians, if there be no resurrection, are sub-
jected to destruction in Gehenna.

V. 19. A sad application of this inference to the living. The ab-
sence of & Part. copul. may be explained by the emotion, cf. Ro. 7: 24,
25. Thbe correct position of the words, accordingto ABD*EF G
17. It. Patr. Lebm. Tachdf. is : & év ¢f {wff zavey & Xowr@ fim-
x0t8p fopuly uovov]. Whether uisov be connected with éy 7§ {oy .
(the common opinion, and for this transposition Ro. 5: 6 may be ad-
duced) or with the whole clause (Mey. Miill.) is indifferent as regards
the sense in the main point, if the emphasis be laid upon é» z. {wy *.:
“If we are only snch, as have hope in Christ in this life” (Mey.).
According to Mey. Mill. ravry has not the empbasis because it is
placed after; but this reason is of no force, cf. Eph. 1: 21 ; nor is =.
{of to be placed in opposition 10 xoiun8évzes (Mey.); éve. {. 7. is
plainly contrasted with the destiny of the departed, indefinitely coa-
ceived, after death, if there be no resurrection. Yet I should rather
divide the emphasis between dr 7. {. 7. and fd=. éousy, and suppose &
contrast between hope in this life and the fulfilment after death (cf. Ro.
8: 24). Morus and Rck. connect uoroy with év Xpwzg; on the con-
trary, Mey. sAni{ar & Xp. to place one’s hope in Christ, ef. Eph. 1:
12; the Perf. as in Juo. 5: 45. 2 Cor. 1: 10, and the Partic. with dops»,
in order to render more prominent the idea of hope. sieawroregor m.
ds¢.] more miserable than all men.

V. 20. Conclosion of the argument, since the fact of the resurrec-
tion of Jesus is taken as proved (vuvi 8¢, but now, cf. vs. 4 seq.) and
at the same time the axiom of belief connected with it (on which the
argument bas been hitherto conducted) : dmagyy roor xexoqunuiyor]
as first fruits of those who have fallen asleep (is he awaked from the
dead), 50 that he has made the commencement in the resurrection of
the dead. cf. Col. 1: 18: dgyy mpwrdzoxos éx vaxpow.

Vs. 21—28. Explanation of this axiom by showing its connection
with other truths. 1) Vs. 21—24, Christ, as contrast to Adam, is the
axthor and effector of the resurrection. Vs. 21,22, The axiom of
faith, that the resarrection of the dead has its ground in the resurrec-
tion of Christ, is connected with what is laid down in Ro. 5: 12 seq.,
that Cbrist, as contyast to Adam, is the second head of the haman race,
or the head of the human race restored, as Adam was the head of the
fallen race of men. Whilst in Romans this paralielism is pointed out
in the two points of sin and death on the one side, and righteousness
and life on the other, here only one point is exhibited. (cf. remarks
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after v.50.) We have two corresponding propositions: in the one, v. 21,
the parallelism is represented in general terms, under the conoeption
man ; in the second, v. 22, individually, in Adam and Christ; iathe
first, in the relation of antecedent and conclusion (dmaidy, as once)s
in the second, in the relation of similarity. 37 drpeinov 6 Harazes]
sc. fori, of. Ro. 5: 12. &y 20 ‘A3au, év 1. Xg.) sn cornection with
Adam, with Christ, in so far as the one and the other stands at the
head. On acoount of this parallelism, and what follows, we must not
give up the universality of the mdyreg, maintained by the older writ-
ers (Bez. Aretius, Mor. Rsm. Ust. Olsh. Mey.), and limit it to Chris-
tians (as Calov. Bloodel, Wif. Msh. Bgl. Lutheran-orthodox opinion,
Est. Blir. Rck.). But, since there is an asdoras {wis and an
ardoz. upicswg (Jno. 5: 29), taking {wosowy®. the same as dyep@y-
dorzas, and finding here both resurrections, shall we with the reformed
churches, found also the resurrection of the unjust to judgment upon
the merits of Christ, or aay, with Olsh., that the wicked also, as men,
are in Christ (but with this view the meaning of the s» Xp. would be
changed) ; — or shall we, with Grotius, contrary to the parullelism,
take éy by means of ; or, with Mey., understand it of the ground or
resson : “in so far namely as Christ as Messiah must also be the gene-
ral awakener of the dead, and would not be the former if he were not
the latter, Acts 24: 15. Jno. 5: 287" But with this latter view, the
question would only be transferred back to a positive conoeption.
Probably {womoiy#. is to be taken in its appropriate signifieation, and
understood simply of the resurrection to life; the universality of it,
however, to be conceived of in the sense of the dmoxardoracic mdy-
toy indicated in what follows., (cf. Weizel in Stud. u. Kr. 1886.
978.

V. 23. fxaszey] plainly refers to marreg. — er 7@ 3ip zaypare] sn
his own order. taypa properly what ss placed tn order, a body of
troops drawn up in military order ; so Mey.: in Ais own division;
and such an one would oi vo# Xp. form. But as a second rayux is
mot mentioned, and also Christ himself commences the series, the suc-
cession (zafis) seems to be denoted by the word, as this iden lies in
the words enagyy, énsiza, eira. For this use of the word, proof is
not found in Clem. Rom. 1. Ep. ad Cor. c. 37.b. Rck., rather in c. 41;
but as zakic also like saypa designates a division of an army, so also
the latter may have the former signification of rafg | viz. succession].
oi 206 Xoeazov) those belonging to Christ, cf. 1 Thess. 4: 16. There~
fore the « first resurrection,” Rev. 20: 5. Bibl. Dogm. [of De Wette]
§ 208,

V. 24. elsa 10 t4h.] ac. doras. Then will the ond be. Not: of the
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resurrection ;! for although with this view the development of the
thought would be in striot progremon, yet the expreseum rédog, which
we are scarcely led by the dwagyy to refer to dvdoradi, is agamst its
not: of the world, or the present order of the world ;2 for although the
objection, that “according to the uniform doctrine of the New Testa-
ment, with the second coming of Christ commences the finis hujus
saeculi” (Mey.), is removed by Rev. 20: 7, 8 (where the Millennium is
interposed) ; and if accordingly, with Olsh., we suppose the apostle to
place this temporal kingdom of Christ between the first resusrection
and the end, and the general resurrection at the same time with the end,
& complete harmony arises between him and the Apocalypse, as also
the expression zélog can be justified by the clauses which follow in the
cortext: eray xavagyyoyx.v.4. V.24, oyaros éxdoos x.7.2. V. 26;
still the apostle, by the gzar magad. x. r. L. (which clearly is to ex-
plain #6 ¢slog), has pointed out the way to another explanation, I
mean not precisely this: the end of the kingdom of Christ (Grt. Bllr.),
but of the events included in the  last things,” the eschatological events
(Ust. p. 878 : the consummation). Bat the second, general resurroction
is always to be connected with 76 z4log, and also between this and the
first, a longer or shorter space of time is to be conceived of, which Rek.
and Kl wrongly deny. In this space of time now is to be placed the
temporal kingdem of Christ, and at the same time with that, according
to Weizel, ns cited above, a process of sanctification or redemption,
which extends aleo to the heathen and wicked persons, (analogous to the
process of redemption, which took place from the resurrection of Christ
to his reippearance in the cburch) and the subjugation of all the ene-
mies of Christ, together with the destruction of death, which takes place
lust (vs. 25, 26), and which is followed by the general resurrection.
oray napadp3 . Pac. x. 7. A.] when he gives up the kingdom to God
the Father (Ro.156: 6). oray with the Pres. Conj. expresses else-
where (Joo. 8: 44. Win. § 43. 5) a recurring action, but also a future
action (Matthiae Greek Gr. § 521. p. 1195). The Aor. is not ap-
propriate, because this surrender is made dependent upon the follow-
ing oray xevagpicy. 7 Pacsd. the kingdom of Christ can scarcely be
regarded the same as that which is called the kingdom of Graee, i. e

! As Thdrt. Oec. Cajet. Bgl. Jehne interpr. c.15.ep. 1. ad Cor. in Velth. et Kuin,
Commentt. Vol. 1L Hdrch. (not Ust.) Mey.

* Chrys. Bez. Bld. WIf. Msh. Olsh. Kling St. u. Kr. 1839, 504.

2 More correctly Rek. Mey. ufter A D E all. Verss. Patr. wapadidg (Lehm. Tschdf.
ahter B ¥ G wapaddol, which Opt. cannot be grammatically justified, cf. Kobn. 1L
810. remark), becaase the following Aor. as well refutes the common reading as
explains its origin.
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the church (Bid. Calov. Est. Wif. Msh. Rsm. Hdreh. Rck. ), since this is
before the final advent of Christ (the s#agoveiun), bat & kingdom (v. 25)
between this and the consummation, similar to the Millennium of the
Apocalypse, which indeed is far more perfect, spiritualized, and tri-
umphant than the present earthly one (the church), but still belongs
to a finite state, and is subjected to struggle. So Ust. p. 867. Note,
Olsh. ; whilst Weizel rejects the idea of a Millennium, but assumes,
however, an' intermediate period. All other expositors hesitate to
take up the thought of the apestle. Thphlet.: zovrésr xaropdoi,
releatoi — — 7078 yag Tekeing 6 Xo. fuwy facidevoes ; similar Thdrt.
Ambros. Cajet. Storr Opusc. 1. 277. Fiatt, so that a sense comes ont
entirely opposite to the Pauline. Xst. : tradet regnum Deo et patri,
j. e. cum subjectione et gratiarum actione gloriosum illud regnum su-
um Deo patri suo offeret, profitens universam regni sui gloriam illi
autori se acceptam referre. Hilar. Lib. XL de trin., Aug. 1. I. de trin.
c. 8. Hugo Victor: cum perduxerit electos suos ad contemplationem
Dei ; similar Hesshus. in Calov.; Hdrch.: quando omnes regni
messiani cives Deo exhibebit atque offeret vivos, dominio mortis erep-
tos, redintegratos, restitatos et immortales. — Parallel are Pirke Elies.
11. in Wist. Schttg. : Nonus rex est Messias, qui reget ab extremitate
una mundi ad alteram. Decemus Deus 8. B. Tunc redibit regnum
ad auctorem suum 8. D.  oray—dvrapr] when he shall have destroyed
all dominion and all might and power. All hostile powers are meant,
not merely the demons (Chwys. Thdrt. Hdrch. Blir. Ust. p. 854), nor
merely the earthly powers. Against the context, on account of the
rovs éx0pove in v. 25, is the explanation of Calvin (cf. Cajet.): po-
testates legitimas a Deo ordinatas, and of Olsh. : all dominion, good as
well as evil, and also even that of the Son. (cf. Mey.)

2) Va. 2528, The Apostle in the course of his remarks is led
to the thought, not known probably to all, of the surrender of the king-
dom of Christ to God; of this now, in a digression, Ae gives an expla-

V. 25. e — Pacidevers] for he must (by virtue of the Divine or-
der or arrangement of the world) reign. This necessarily presup-
poses a longer duration of the dominion, and indeed a different one
from that io the church, during the continuance of which the destruc-
tion of the terrestrial powers indeed, but not of the super-terrestrial,
takes place. dypis o0 x. 7. 2.) Words adopted from Ps. 110: 1. The
subject is not #eo¢ (Bez. Grt. Est. Rsm. Fl. Hdrch. Blir.), to which
neither the connection (which was probably not taken into consideration
by the apostle) of the passage in the Psalm, nor v. 27 compels us;
but the subject is Christ on account of the connection with v. 25
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{Chrys. Rek. Mey.), although wvrod, not avzob, is t0 be writiem
(Mey., cf. Win. p. 175-6.

V. 26, .As the last ernemy death 1s destroyed, not Satan (Ust. p. 878);
still death is conceived as a personal, dinbolical power, Rev. 20: 14—
V. 27. Proof, that Christ will destroy all hostile powers, also death,
from Ps. 8: 6, which passage according to the grammatico-historical
sense, is to be imderstood of the dominion of man over the earth, but
by an ideal explanation is applied by Paul to the Messiah: for As
(God, according to the conneotion of the Psalm) Aaik pwt all things
under his feet, namely, by his decree, which the Measiah in reality
(vs. 24—26) fulfils. The apostle at the same time also, by an analy-
sis of the passage in the Psalm, confirms the above conception of ths
surrender of the kingdom of Christ to God, and defines it more acou-
rately as a subjection of the Sonm to the Father. ovav 32 ermy] sc. g
yoagr (6: 16) ; according to Mey. ¢ Sedg, but contrary to the com-
pection here and in the Psalm. drar quandsquidem, dno. 9: 5
(BlIr.) ; better: quwm dicet (Bez. Mey.), but this is uncosmon, sincs
after oray the Aor. has the signification of the Fut. exact, cf. Remarks
on Heb. 1: 6. 3oy or] sc. mavree vmor., cf. Matthias, § 624, p.
1494.

V. 28. tvdre—vmor.] thon will also the Son ewbject Aimeelf,
ete., in a different sense from that in whioch everything (hostile)
will be sabjected to him, in this sense neamely, that he will no longer
reifn in God's stead, or God through him mediasely, but God will
rule without mediation. The explanation, that the subjection is only
a hyperbolical expression for the complete barmony of Christ with
the Father (Chrys. Thphlet. Oec.); the limitation to the buman na-
ture (Thdrt. Aug. Jerom. in Calov., Bid. Est. and others) togetiver
with the dealarative explanation: «it will be very clear, that Christ
also in respect to his dominion, considered according to his homanity,
is dependent upon God the Father” (FL), together with the addition :
* Christ will then acoording to his divine nature rule with the Father”
(Calv.) ; and furthermore to explain it by the Corpus. Christi mysti-
cum, i. e. of the church (Thdrt.),—these all are vnmeaning evasions.
The limitation to the mediatorial office of Christ (Bld.) is better.
wa 7x.v..] ¥n order that (not: se that, Hdrch.) God may be all (ae
we gay : be everything, m autbority, etc.) sn all (Masc.), of. Col. 8: 11 ;
differently Epb. 1: 23, and also here €y méery can be taken as neuter
for ¢x all modes (of existence).

Vs. 20—84. Further arguments for the resurrection. V.29. First
argument. #nei} for, 8oes not introduce w reason for v. 28 (Mey.),
but an argument for the resurrection (Oec.). The preceding stands

Vor. VL No. 21. 4
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indeed only in distant connection with it ; but since vs. 2528 are to
" be considered as a digression (Olsh.), it is not at all unnatoral thus
to refer back. z{ moujsoveiy] the Fut. refers to the supposition: if
there be (were) no resurrection ; what will (would) then . . . do; not:
quid eos facere apparebit (Bllr.). Bui in this question lies the foolish-
ness of this doing. Cf. Acts 14, 15: o/ vavra morsize; 21, 13: <! #ot-
sire xAwiovess; Grt. Fl. Mey.: what will they effect? ol Benuilope-
01 virip 309 vexpow ] who are baptized for (instead of) the dead. This
only possible sense of the words leads to the explanation, that the
apostle supposes the practice afterwards in use among the Cerinthians
(Epiph. Haer. XXVIII, 7) and Marcionites (Tert. de Resarr. 48,
adv. Mare. V, 10. Chrys. ad h. .), according to which Christians were
baptized for those who had died unbaptized (the article denotes those
who thus died), in order thereby to make them partakers of the resur-
rection and eternal life.! It is an argumentum ad hominem, an appeal
to the prevailing belief; in which view th 're is only this difficulty,
that the apostle seems to have sanclioned this senseless practice (Mey.
and others do not indeed allow this), or at least does not blame it.
Luther and others in Calov. translate: over the dead, i. e. over their
graves ; but vzép does not appear in the New Testament in the sig-
nification of place ; the custom is not proved, and the argument taken
from thence would be weak. Chrys. Thphict. Oec. Corn. a Lap. Er.
Schmid and others, entirely contrary to the use of language, translate :

in faith in the resurrection of the dead. "Epiph. Calv. Est. Flac. and
others explain it of the baptism of the catechumens on the death bed,
likewiee contrary to the sense of the words. Cleric. ad Hamm., Dey-
ling. Observ. S. 11. 44, Diderlein Institutt. 11. 409, and Olsh. trans-
late: én the place of the dead, i. e. who are baptized, although their
predecessors are dead,—who take the place of the dead. Pelag. Olear.
Paul. Memor. II. 158 seq. Schr. interpret: with regard to the de-
parted Christ (Plur. of the Category); Ser. Opusec. 1. 281. FL in-
terpret : on account of Christ and those who have died in him; Fi.
proposes also to take Sasmzl. in the metaphorical sense of the baptism
of blood : to endure sufferings in respect to the departed Christ and his
departed worshippers. Morus interprets: why do they incur misery
on account of the dead, i. e. on account of those who have be/en dead a
longer or shorter time ? (Similar Lghtf.) Many other explanations
still, see in Calov. Wif. Hdrch. ei—éysiporzas is joined to the preced-
ing by Luther, Grb. Scho. better (cf. Ro. 8: 6, 7) by Bez. Bgl. Lehm.

! Ambros. Anselm. Scalig. Grt. Calixt. and others of the older writers in Calov.
Blir. Rck, Mey.
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. Blir. Rck. Mey. to that which follows, so that it forms the parallel of
the conditional clause to be supposed with ézal. 2 xa] but why (Ro.
8: 24). Instead of s vexg. read avremy.

Vs 80—32. Second argument : I should act foolishly to expose my-
%lf to death. This is an argameant for immortality, but for such an
one a3 is an object of hope. Cic. Tuse. 1, 15.: Nescio quomodo in-
haeret in mentibus quasi seculorom quoddam augurium faturorum - -
quo quidem demto, quis tam esset awens, qui semper in Mboribus et
periculis viveret? V. 80. xei fusic] we also, the apostles, not till in
the following passage does Paul speak of himself alone. V. 81. ano-
Orijoxm] a strong expression for encountering dangers of death, cf.
Wist. Kpk. 9y 299 vperépar xavynory] per gloriam (meam) de vobss.
# a well known Greek particle of affirmation, used only here in the
N. T. vuaer. is to be taken objectively, as sometirnes the Gen., and a8
g dyany q fuq JIno. 15: 9, 5 yapa g suq Joo. 15: 11. according to
the explanation of some, vuerége éées Ro. 11: 81, gofe 1¢ vusrépp
Thucyd. 1. 33, cf. Matthiae § 466. 2. Rickert, but he reads juerspay
according to A 2* * 4, all. Or. Thdrt. év Xopwreg x. 7. 1.] in the
comsmunion (as it were in goods) weth Christ, i. e. as apostles.

V. 32. xaza drBownor] after the manner of men, Bez.: humano
smpulsu, Mey. : in the interest of ordinary men; more definitely in-
deed : without hope of the resurrection (Ambros. Oec. Schott). The
explanation : wut hominum more loguar (Est. ), or exempli causa ( Hdrch,
and others) is entirely untenable, since Aeid or Afyw is not in the
clanse. #@nproudynoe] is with Tert.! Thphlct. Oec. Pelag. Bez. Grt.
Est. Calov. Rsm. Schr. Rek. Olsh. Mey. to be taken in a figurative
senge of any great danger encountered. Cf. Ignat. ep. ad Rom. c. 5,
wmd Jvgias psyoe Poung Brpwopayd-~srd:dsusvos ina deomagdawg,
6 fan1 arpariwrixoy tayua. Other examples in Wtst. 2 Tim. 4: 17.
For against the literal interpretation® may be adduced : 1) the silence
of the Acts and of Paul himself, 2 Cor. 11: 23 ; 2) that Paal as a Ro-
man citizen was not exposed to such a punishment; 8) the improba-
bility of deliverance. But what that danger was we do not know.
Thphlct. Pelag. and others refer it perhaps to the commotion excited
by Demetrius (Acts 19: 28 seq.), but on the one hand Paul, according
to Luke, did not come immediately into daager; aguin, this event
seems to be later than the composition of this Epistle (cf. Acts 20: 1).
t—0¢.] what advantage do I have from st? The aim and fruit of all

' De resw. c.48 : depugnavit ad bestias Ephesi, illas sc. bestias Asiaticae pres-
sure, 2 Cor. 1: 8.

* Adopted by Ambros. Cajet. Erasm. Lth. Calv. Corn. a Lap. Lghtf. WIf. Msh.
F. B'Ir.
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bigher effort Paul found in blessedness with Christ, which he thought
of as beyond the grave. si-—#yzip.] is best conneeted with what fol-
lows (Chrys. Thphlet. Bez. Bgl. Grb. d. N.), because if conaected
with what precedes (Thdet. Bid. Grt. Est. Lth.—but he makes two
questions), the @ay. x. x. seems too mueh isolated, and the conditional
clanse &f yaxg. x. . L. is contained already in the correctly explained
xer. dvde. Qay. x. 7. L.} words borrowed from Isa. 22: 18, LXX,
concisely denoting the Epicuream, ploasure-loving levity, whioh results
from unbelief in a higher life after death. Cf. Book of Wisdom 2: 1
seq. and classieal parallel passages in Wiet.

Vs. 38, 834 Moral Warring. pymhas.] 6: 9. @Oaslg—xanui] an
Iambic verse (yet, instead of yonod' which is eonformable to the me-
tre, yoncsc, with Grb. and others, is to be read) taken indirectly as a
proverb, or direetly from the Thais of Menander, as Tert. Jerome and
others observe. See Menand. fragm. ed. Meinecke, p. 75.  opudion
xoxal | evil conversations, snfereourse of pernieious soctely ; reference
to the deniers of the resurrection, who then notwithstanding must have
been frivolous people, whilst Paul, aceording to vs. 32, may give to
the greatest part of his hearers credit for a still serious disposition.
Differently Blir. Olsh., but Mey. thinks otherwise. — V. 34. éxy7-
Yare Sxaing) be sober in the right way. They were already there-
fore, as it were, beclouded with that levity, Odyss. XIV, 90: dueaiosg
urdodas (Mey.) x. uj dusgrdarere] be not Aurried on to sin. Onthe
difference between the Aor. and Pres. in these imperatives, see Win.
§44.5. dpyorg. x. 7. 1.] for some have sgnoraxce of God, those desig-
nated in v. 12; Blir. erroneously makes a distinotion. Their donbts
sprang from or were connected with a want of true kaowledge of God,
cof. v. 39. Matth. 22: 29 ngos évre. #.v. 1.] 6: 5.

Vs. 85—50. After the apostle has shown that there is a resurrestion .
of the dead, he enters upen the maxner. V. 35. Propounding of the
.question in the form of an objection. moxg] How? refers to the man-
per of the process of resurrection. molp gupari] with what sort of,
how constituted, dody (of. 11: 5), refers to the resuls of the process.
Cf. Kling as cited above, p. 507. Theso are always the questions
which the doctrine of the resurrection suggests, and indeed so much
the rather, the more grossly it is apprehended ; for so much the rather
can one raise difficulties against it from the naturalistic point of view.
Such an one the apostle seems to presuppose in his epponents, since
he begins with natural analogies and then points to higher possibilities.
foyorrar] they come, appear. The Present represents the object as
present in thought, cf. v. 42, Win. p. 808.

Ve. 36—41. Analogies for the resurrection. 1) Vs.36—38. Anal-
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o9y of sowing and germinating with reference to the zoic, whereby
particular reference was had to the difficulty of the new life proceed-
ing from death. &ggor] A B D G 47. all. Lehm. Tschdf. Rck. Mey.
read : dpomy (Nom. instead of Voc. Win. p. 209), and Meyer con-
nects ov with it “because with the common connection an emphasis
must be placed upon ov, which however the context does not furnish.”
{wonosicOa, to be quickened, awakened, nsed instead of : germinating,
anoBwmioxay, 1o come into & state of dissolsstion (Jno. 12: 24), and in
v. 837 oope body, instead of plant—general expressions and conoep-
tions, in order to bring the figure and what is denoted by it nearer to-
gether. The reverse in v. 42.

V. 87. The construction, elucidated by no one but Mey., but not
correctly by reference to Matthiae IL. § 478, is occasioned by that in
the preceding verse, and becomes clear if we substitute & 7: for o, or
if we suppose, in the clause succeeding, ovx éov{ instead of ov onsipeis.
From the resemblance of the verb and the object arises the advantage,
that the subsequent or defining clause is more closely united with the
preceding clause. & sUyor, airov] perhaps (14: 10) of wheat. swv
lowweiv] sc. omegudaroy, which the connection shows, — V. 88. o 8i
@ed¢] Panl regards this process of nature in the development of the
plant so much the rather as an act of God, as he must attribute the
resurrection to Divine omnipotence ; but he considers it to be such an
action as takes place by necessary laws, throngh the act of creation, to
which 78¢Anos refers.  xal] and indeed. 16 idiov ¢.] its own (pecu-
liar, different from others) body.

2) Vs. 89—41. Analogy of the manifold diversity of organic struo-
tures (to which the i8io» causx, v. 88, forms the transition), by which
the objection moip couazi, v. 85, is met. Those who doubted in
Corinth, like the Sadducees, had narrow conceptions of the creative
omnipotence of God and the richness of creation. V. 89. capf] ani-
mal organism.  xziwery] of the four-footed animals, properly, jumenta.
— V. 40. xai coip. émovg.] sc. #o1ty, and there are heavenly bodies,
by which the ancient writers conceived of the blessed ; the moderns,
according to modern conceptions, and according to v. 41 (but there
another analogy comes in), the heavenly bodies; Meyer, correctly,
the bodies of the angels. cwu. éniy.] Bodies of men and animals.
dika] glory, is to be regarded, in reference to heavenly bodies, as
brightness of light (cf. Matt. 28: 8. Acts 12: 7); in reference to earthly
bodies, as deauty. — V. 41. The idea of o5« leads the apostle to the
analogy of the heavenly lights, whereby he would point, not to the
diversity of the bodies of those who are raised, but to the possibility
of new and unknown forms. dAda 30%. dosdowr] another (in com-

4
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parison with the sun and moon ) is the splendor of the stars ; as the same
time also, by the plural dosépmw, the diversity is indiested in the
gplendor of the stars as comparad with each other, as is shown by the
explanatory clause: dgzye yae x. . A

Vs. 42—44 a. Application of the foregoing to the resurgeetion : the
body of those who are raised will, notwithstanding death and corrap-
tion, be a much higher, a spiritual body. Va. 42, 43. gmeipsras] sa
expression for deing bursed, taken frem the osmparison in vs. 86, 87.
The subject, saua, naturally sapplies itself.  év pOogx] tm the state
of corruption, (v. 50). Parallel: év dryuc] tn the condition of des-
honor, contrast of 3c5a, cf. 12: 23.  ér dodersinc] in the condition of
weakness, in so far as the power of the human body is relatively small.
After Chrys. Thdrt. Oec. Bez. Grt. and Hdrch. Meyer refers all
these conditions to the dead corpse, which indeed is sown, i. e. buried.
(Otbers, as Msh., erroneously assume a reference to different states,
cf. Blir.) ; but as soue wvyuiy does not denote the quality of the
dead body as such, but of the living body, aecording to its organisa-
tion, it seems better to refer the preceding qualities also to the latter
(Calv. Est. Bgl. Rem. Fl. Rck.), so much the more, as the ao@dren
would be an idle predicate of the former. — V. 44. gaua @ryxor] a
paychical body, in which the wvyy, i. e. the sensuous part of the in-
ner life, predominates, and which is organised aceordingly, of. 2: 14. .
nvevpasoy] which is organized for the predominancy of the spirit.

Vs. 44 b.—350. Exposition and confirmation of the aseertion, thet
those who are raised will receive a spiritual body. #rre—myevpa.]
there is a natural (psychical) body, and thers is a spiritual bdody—
Justification of the paradoxical coneeption of & ceipa mysvu. by the
express assertion, that there is just as well such a body as a common
natural one. A B CD*®* F G 6. 10. all. Verse. Pater. Lokm. Toschdf.
Rck. read : & 0wt 6. Yyy., dotiy xai x. v. 1, and after these Luther.
Bat itis plainly a pretended emendation, because the thought is brought
into the form of an inference.

V. 45. Scriptural proof, which leads back to the above (vs. 81, 28)
parallelism between Adrm and Christ. ovres] i Aarmony with thes.
The passage is Gen. 2: 7 according to the LXX (xa: dy. 0 dedp. &5
w. {.) with the insertion of 0 zgoiros and “43cx. Bnt the proof does
not lie in the proper passage itself, (for from the eis yvynpw {woar, fo
@ living soul [a paychical being] follows merely the existence of a
swua Yuyxos, readily acknowledged without that) but in the addition
of & Midrash (comment): o fgyaros x. ¢. 4, which rests upon the anti-
typical paralielism of Adam and Christ, having with the apostle the
power of an axiom. o doy. 4dau] ia Christ, of. Ro. 5: 14, not the risen
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mon (Hardnin, Teller W B, Jehue). g m». [womecoiy] to ¢ hfs-
pving (others, resuscitating, cf. Jno. 5: 21 seq.) spirit (epiritual being).
The question is, how far? According to Bes., in his Divine nature;
aecording to Calov. and Fl., in his human nature, by virtue of the eom-
maupicatio hypostatica; according to Grt. (of. Calv. ad v. 47) in con-
sequence of his resurreetion and ascension ; socording to Est. in con-
seqaence of his resurrection ; aocording to the Socinians and Mey., in
consequence of the asecension, because (according to the gospel ao-
eounts) his body during his earthly life, and even after the resurrec-
tion, was peychioal [‘uatural’]. Whether Paul acknowledged the
latter, is the guestion, because he places the appearances of Chriat,
soon after the resurrection, in the same series with those of the heav-
enly Christ, which were made to him. With him also the resurrec.
tion of Jesus is too much the principal point in the whole subjeet, for
him not to have perceived in that the aufficient cause. Jno. 5: 28, 27
appears to attribute to Jesus the resuscitative power, aven in his earth-
ly life, ef. Jno. 10: 18.

Vs. 46, 47. Bot that the spsritual (cous is not to be supplied to
avsvpazixdy, as bas been common since Thphlct.) is not earlier than
the paychical, is shown in the form (&ldcz) of meeting an objection
(Thphlct. Rek.) and is developed by analysis from v. 45. o mgarog,
o devregog] emphatio.  dx y7¢ yoinog] formed from earth, and com-
sisting of dust, of. Gen. 2: 7. This predicate is used instead of the
above yoyy [, in order to make clearer the quality of the saua Wvy.
oxvgeog | is wanting in B C D* E F G 17. all. Verss. Patrr. in Lokss.
Tachdf., and is probably a gloss. If it is read, it must be understood
a8 in opposition to ¢ 3svr. @rd¢. 8§ ovgarod ] of heavenly origin, takes
the place of #reép. {. That it refers to the corporeal nature of Jesus,
cannot be maintained ; it denotes, like svevua {., the entire person-
ality of Jesus, which, through its predominant spirituality, has also a
spiritual body.

V. 48. Hence as there are two heads, s0 also there are two series
or masses of mankind. o yoixd¢] Adam. oi yoixoi] the descendants
of Adam, i. e. all men, in so far as they stand in oonnection with him
and partake of his nature, Christians also not excluded in their nature
as mortal. o dmovgawios] Ohevst. oi émovgarios] the Christians who
bave risen and are partakers of the kingdom of God. — V. 49. Ap-
plication of what bas been said to the reader. xai yoixov] and as we
Aave borme the smage (form, organisation) of the earthly (during our
mortal life). @ogéeoper . 7. 1.] we shall also bear the smage of the
hoaverly, auain the same natare as Christ. The reading gogéomusy,
for which there is, to be sore, preponderating evidence in ACD E
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F G 28. all. Vulg. all. Patrr., and which is adopted by Lehm. Tachdf.
and Mey., makes the clause a warning. But 1) this has here no ap-
propriate place, since v. 50 (to be sure, not according to Mey., see
below) concludes the argument, consequently also v. 49 must accord
with the form of this argument; 2) the clause would then take ita
point of view in the present time, whilst épopsoauer x. 7. L. transfers
the entire life to the past. Meyer gives an interpretation not con-
tained in the previous train of thought: “as we were similar to Adam
by sin (which however has not been spoken of hitherto, see below) be-
fore receiving Christ.”” And thus, after all, the genuine reading in
the common text seems to remain, according to B 17. all. Syr. Arr.
Aeth. Arm. Orig. ed. Thdrt. How the other reading originated, is
not indeed so easy to explain, as it has not at all the character of eor-
rection or facilitation. .

V. 50. Conclusion of the preceding, by the express (rotzo 8¢ gyus,
cf. T: 29) negative assertion, that (whatever one may think positively
concerning the resurrection-body) flesh and blood (Thdrt. : 73y Gwyzijy
Quaiy xalei) and that which is perishable (7 pBopd instead of 7o p&ag-
tov) cannot (namely, not immediately, without change, v. 53) be par-
takers of the kingdom of God and of incorruption. Agcording to Ust.
p- 864. Bllr. and Olsh., Paal here makes an admission to his spiritu-
alining opponents: “but that I allow” (?). Meyer joins v. §0, as intro-
duction or transition, to v.51seq. But besides that the principle here laid
down is far too general, to form a transition to the particular commu-
nication, which follows in verse 51, it is also more appropriate, accord-
" ing to the mannerin which, in Ro. 11: 25, a siwmilar pvozsgros is an-
nounced, to suppose something new to commence with verse 51. Not
until the exhibition of the result, in v. 50, does it come to the mind of
Paul to explain himself concerning those still living at the second
coming of Christ. xAngosouei] does not stand for the future, which is
the reading in C D F G Vuig. al,, but denotes the nature of the case,
ef. v. 35. The Christological expression snkerit (6: 9, 10), is trans-
ferred, also, by means of the parallelism, to apdags. (state of imper-
ishableness) as in Matt.19: 29 to {wf aler. In the contrast carried out,
in vs. 21, 22, 45 seq., between Adam, mortal and communicating im-
mortality, and Christ, risen and commaunicating the resurrection, the
element of sin, by which death has come into the world, ie passed over
in silence and not considered until verse 56.

Vs. 51—53. Communication concerning the destiny of those, who
will be still living at the second coming of Christ. Vs.51,52. uvorypsor]
of. Ro.11:25. mdyreg uéy ov xondnocuede, ndvieg 88 ddlaynod-
ueda) This common reading is found in B (without ués) D * * E all.
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codd. gv. ap. Hier. all., in Verss. Chrys. Thdet. all, and is rightly
preferred to the various others, which are to be regarded as introduced
oa dogmasic grounds. The more precise meaning weuld be : we shall
all indeed not dis (i. ¢, we shall be living till the second: coming of
Christ) but shall all be changed, se that the subject of both verbe would
be Paul, asd all those, who should live until the secosd coming, and
arlay., a8 v. 52, would refer oaly to those then living (Mey.). Bus
it would have been an absurd prediction, if he had premised, that o
the time befare the secend coming, no one of the Christians would die,
of. 11: 30. 6: 14. Moreqver, in & grammatieal point of view, it. ie
opposed to this explanation, that nusic is not used instead of meivreg,
a8 in v.52. 1 Thess. 4 15,17. Hence.it may be vegarded as certain,
that marzeg denotes all Christians, and &iduyno, is to be referred,
not, as in v. 52, to the living, but also at the same time to tho dead,
and in reference to the latter, is to be taken figuratively in the sense of
éreed. dgBagres, v.52. Meaning : we shall not all die, but ali (some
by the process of resurrection, others by another) de changed. In ox-
der not to be obliged, with Chrys. and most iaterpretess, to assume &
tesnsposition of the negation,! it is best, with Blir., to refer even the
first mavrag to diday. and regard the uax ou wewnd. only aa inserted :
we shall all—not die indeed—but all be changed. After an opinion in
QOec., Estius explains oV xotuyd., pressing the meaning of the word,
thus, that all dés indeed, but do not sleep in death, i. e. would pues
quiekly from detth to life.  d» drdpg x. = 1.} belangs to aliay.: &
a twinkling (azepor, individuum, small point of Hme), in a momend,
# z. é6y. odhn.] at (Win. p. 461) the last trumpet (at the last sound of
the trumpet), not #hat of the last day (Pelag. Est. Fi. Hdrch. Blir.
Rck. Mey.), but at the last of the signals which will then be givea.
Baut the apostle does net mean thereby the last trumpet, Rev. 11: 15
(ziwés, Thphlet. WIL. Olsh. cf. FL.), which does not by any means'eon-
stitute the last decisive moment; and also not the last of the seven
sounds of the trumpes, during which the resurrection shall take place
by degrees, according to R. Akiba in his Othioth. f. 17. 8. in Kisenen.
I1. 939. Wist. (the ér ezaug is, however, against this); but he means
the last'of the signals, daring which, acoording to some primitive (not
90 much Matt. 24: 31 as his own, resting upon an &woxdivyss made
to him) apocalyptical representation, the events included in the ¢last
things’ were to take place. (In 1 Thess. 4: 16, several sounds of the
trumpet are not indeed expressly mentioned, but & salmeyys 9e0? re-

' Which, however, could find an cxplanation and apology in this, that Paul
places the emphasis on mévrec, as in the case in Num. 23: 13: wévrag pdv od ud
idpe.
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fers either merely to the second coming, as the first act, and a second
and sevefal signals are presupposed, or it is to be taken collectively).
The conception of the signals of the trampet rests ultimately upon the
use of the holy trumpets in the festivals of Divine worship among the
Jews, and is the figure of the entrance of solemn catastrophies, pro-
duced from above. 7T'hs last signal of all cannot be meant, if here
only the first resurrection be spoken of, which, according to va. 28,
24, is not to be doubted. cadmica—ailay.] is a confirmatory clause,
which is not, with Grb. and Scho., to be inserted in brackets, since the
construction is not thereby interrupted ; but rather, on the contrary,
the following second confirmatory clause, v. 53, refers to allay.
cadnice] Impers. cf. Win. §39. 1. xal] and then, in consequence of
that.  yueig allday.] Calov. Est. Strr. (Opusec. 1. 76) FL and others,
after Chrys. Thdrt. Thphlet. and Oec., are of opinion, that Paul does
not speak of himaself, but of those who should then be living. V. 58.
dei} according to the principle, v. 50.  évdvcac@ar] put on, image of
close union, Lu. 24: 49. Ro. 13: 14. Eph. 4: 24, Col. 3: 10, especially
also of the resurrection-body, 2 Cor. 5: 3.

Va. 54—57. The apostle dwells in triumphant hope upon this con-
ception ; it ig, as it were, a lyrical conclusion to the whole section, like
Ro. 8: 81seq. V. 54. yewyjosrau] will take placs, “be fulfilled,”
xarenody x. 7. 1.] Is. 25: 8, not after the LXX. (xarémer 0 Qdvarog
isyvcag), but after the original text, and indeed with this deviation,
that b2, Jehovah destroys, is translated passively, and mxyb for ever,
by sis vixog (as LXX. 2 Sam. 2: 26 and elsewhere) ¢o victory (so that
victory is the result). Schemoth R. XXX. f. 181. 4. XV. . 101. 8:
in — ~ diebus ejus (Messiae) Deus S. B. deglutiet mortem s. d. Es.
XXV, 8 (Wtst.).

Vs. 55, 56. Thdrt. Thphlct. and Oec. seem to take these words of
Hos. 13: 14, not as a quotation, but as borrowed, and as an expression
of the triumphant feeling of the apostle, as also Meyer adopts this
view. But as in v. 56 a Midrasch (commentary) follows, and as the
apostle elsewhere (Ro. 11: 8) unites various passages, it seems better to
regard them as a quotation. Hosea says : bR® amp "1y M 737 VIR ;
LXX. : o0 (=1 cf. v. 10; others, I will be) 7 8ixy cov (instead of
thy plagues), Gdvars, ol 10 xévrgoy cov (instead of thy diseases),
@8y B C 17. all. Verss. Patr. Lachm. Tschdf. and Rck. have here
wixog first and xévzgor last, contrary to the order of words in the com-
moh text, but it is plainly through accommodation to the LXX.
Again, BD E F G. 39. all. Verss. Patr. Lehm. Tschdf. Rck. have
@drara instead of ¢dy, which, as a deviation from the LXX, is to be
regarded as original (Mey.). By xévzgor Paul conceives of the sting
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of a scorpion (Thphlct. Grt. Mey.), i. e. a destructive weapon, not a
goad (Schitz. Bllr.) ; it is not paratlel with Svrapuic “ as that which
calls forth the expression of power: sin wakes the slumbering power
of death, and again the law that of sin” (Olsh.), for xérzg. 7. Bar. is
the sting with which death kills, not by which its power is awakened.
Aeccording to the familiar expression that death is the wages of sin
(Ro. 6: 28), the latter is here represented as the destructive weapon,
which death employs; and, that the strength of sin lies in the law,
which awakens and strengthens it, is clear from Ro. 7: 7 seq.— V. 57.
of. Ro. 7:25.  t¢ 8186v7s] the Present denoting the certain Future.
0 #ixog] a3 v. 54.

V. 58. F¥nal warning, in the form of an inference (o;o*n, cf. 11: 88.
14: 39), not from 7¢ didészmt x. 7. 1. (Mey.) but from the whole
previous instruction. #dpaioi—auer.] firm, immovable, namely in faith,
cf. Col.1: 23, and indeed here in reference to the doubts which have been
considered. Bez. and Mey. : the readers are conceived of as ethical
athletes ; but there is no mention of combat. But as faith must be
active, and moral action suffers by doubts, it is added : wrpice. . 7. 4]
distinguishing yourselves in the work of the Lord. This is not : the
work which Christ has performed; the Christian plan of salvation, cf.
16: 10. Phil. 2: 30 (Mey.), or the spread of Christianity (Olsh.), but
practical Christianity, cf. Jno. 6: 28, 29. «a &pya, 70 égyor 7. Beev.
The work belonging to Christ or that commanded by him (cf. Matth.
6= 83) is indeed for the apostle, the furtherance of the plan of salva-
tion and the spread of the gospel (16: 10), but for all Christians the
work of love (xdmog). &l8dzec] introduces the motive, not for fol-
lowing the whole warning (Mey.), but for the mzgiceve x. 7. 4, and
this e{8#ya is the conviction of the resurrection, fortified again by the
defence of the apostle, in which there lies a reward (v. 82), of which
x2r0s, without fruit, forms the contrast. é» xvpigp] belongs, to be sure,
not to 6 xoar. vu. (Thphlet. 1 Oec. 1. Hdrch.), but also not to ovx—
xsyig alone (Thphlet. 2. Oec. 2. Mey.), but to the whole clause, cf. 9,
1.—Also in the character of this warning lies an argument against the
reading v. 49, and the turn of warning thereby introduced.



