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THE OUTSIDE AND THE INSIDE OF THE CUP.
NotEe ox St. LUKE Xx1. 39-41.

A.V.—And the Lord said unto him, Now do ye Pharisees make clean the
outside of the cup and the platter, but your inward part is full of ravening and
wickedness, Ye fools, did not He that made that which is without make that
which is within also ? But rather give alms of such things as ye have; and,
behold, all things are clean unto you.”

R.V., v. 41.—“ Howbeit, give for alms those things which are within; and,

behold, all things are clean unto you.”
TrE above verses have long been a cause of perplexity to
the careful reader of St. Liuke’s Gospel both in the original
and in the English version. Our Lord is contrasting the
care and attention which the Pharisees bestow on externals
with their negligence in things inward and vital—Ye
fools, did not He that made that which is without make
that which is within also? Cannot He see the foul inside
as well as the outside defilement ? ”’

The conclusion we should expect is: ‘ Make clean the
tnstde as well, and then all is clean; but instead we have
‘‘ But rather give alms (!) of such things as ye have; and,
behold,” etc.

The crux of the passage for translators and commentators
appears to lie in the words Ta évovra in v. 41, which are ex-
plained variously. (See Dean Farrar's note in loco Cam-
bridge Greek Testament for Schools for a brief summary
of their various renderings. He remarks himself, Perhaps
we may render ‘‘ As for that which is within you, give
alms.”) But no one seems to suspect the text of being
corrupt or interpolated.

Before considering particular words let us see what is
the sentiment which the passage, as rendered in A.V. and
R.V., seems to attribute to our Lord. It is this: that
wealth gained by ‘““extortion and villiany,” dpmayfis «ai
movnpias, may be purified, compounded for, as it were, by
giving a part in alms. If we take the vague rendering of
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the R.V., “Give for alms those things which are within,”
to mean ““ Give all your wickedly acquired earnings to the
poor,” the sentiment thus extracted is hardly improved.
Our Lord is not addressing actual or would-be disciples,
men who were ““ not far from the kingdom of heaven,” but
hypocrites, men “full of extortion and wickedness,” and
this rendering makes Him tell the extortioner that he can
salve all his misdeeds by giving his ill-gotten gains to the
poor. What right would the extortioner have so to do?
His duty would be to make restitution fourfold to the
wronged, and also to make himself amenable to the human
laws which he had transgressed.

The whole sentiment seems in flat contradiction to the
spirit of our Lord’s teaching. ILet us then, in order to
reach a solution of the difficulty, compare this passage with
the corresponding one in St. Matthew, ch. xxiii. v. 25 sqq. :
oval vpulv, ypaupatels kal Papicalor, vmoxpiTai, 5Tt Kabapifere
70 éwbev Tob moTyplov Kal ThHs mTapoyridos, écwlev 8¢ yépovaw
¢ apmaryns kal dxpacias. Papioaie Tuphé, kabdpioov TpdTov
70 évTds Tob moTnpiov tva yivyTar kai T éxTos abTol kabapov
(= 8t. Luke’s wdvra kabfapd).

All the commentators have noticed the resemblance be-
tween the two passages, but hardly sufficient attention has,
it seems to me, been drawn to the closeness of that resem-
blance.

The passage as given by St. Matthew is almost verbally
identical with that in St. Luke, beginning Niv vuels o:
DPapioaior (v. 39) up to the words 7w 7a évdvra, when
the phrase, 867e é\enuooivny, so much out of keeping with
the remainder of the verse, comes in.

How is this intrusive phrase to be explained or accounted
for ?

In every other point the passages match phrase by phrase,
and almost word by word.

We have the verb “ purify ”* twice in the passage from
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St. Matthew, ‘“xafapilere’” (v. 25), and * kabdpiooy”
(v. 26); but in St. Luke, instead of *‘ xaBapifere’ in the
second place to match St. Matthew’s “xafdpioov,” we have
the unaccountable ¢ Sore é\enuoaivyy.”

I can hardly believe that any ingenuity of interpretation
could extract from the passage in St. Liuke, as it stands in
the received text, a sentiment which we could imagine our
Lord as sanctioning with His authority.

The remedy I venture to suggest is simple. It is, strike
out ¢ dore énemuocivyy’ in v. 41, and read ‘‘ xabapilere”
instead. We shall then obtain a perfect and unexception-
able sense, and the almost verbally exact parallel with St.
Matthew (interrupted by Sote éxenuoaivny) is preserved.

Niv Juets of Papigaior 16 EEwbev Tob morqplov kal Tob
wivakos xabapilere, 10 8¢ éowlev Oudv véuer dpmayns wxal
mwovnpias. &dpoves, oby 0 wowjgas 10 EEwlev xai To Egwbey
émoinaey ; T\ T évévta rabapilete. xal (dod wdvra kabapa

vuly éoTu.

Taking into account the prominence of the contrast be-
tween ‘“ the inward ”’ and *‘ the outward’ in these parallel
passages, I venture to assert that St. Liuke’s Ta évovra must
correspond to St. Matthew’s 7o évros, and, this being the
case, that ‘ xalapilere’” or a similar verb is absolutely
required to govern “ Ta évévra.”

It remains to account for the interpolation of dore énen-
poovrny. It might be supposed that it arose from a mar-
ginal gloss ‘“ 8i8ore énenuocluny’’ on * dmwedexatobre” of
v. 42; but the following is, I think, a much likelier explana-
tion. I believe the error to have arisen from lipography
on the part of a very early transcriber—lipography of a
word, not a letter. The word ‘‘ kafapifere” occurs in St.
Luke, . 39. The transcriber, having written 7a évivra,
v. 41, should have repeated “xafapilere’ after it; but
being vaguely conscious of having just written that word,
he omits to repeat it, and proceeds «ai ibov, etc. The next
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reviser or transcriber saw that something was lacking to
the sense, and, probably having in his head a verse which
occurs a little further on, St. Luke xii. 83, ¢ mo\joate T
Urdpyovta Uudv kal 86Te é\enmocivyy,” he jumped to the
conclusion that évévra=dImdpyovra, and that &ore éAer-
poabvny was the missing phrase. The blunder may have
been made by the original, or a very early transcriber, and,
never having been corrected, would of course have tainted
all the MSS.

As regards the metaphor by which the soul of man is
spoken of as a ‘“ vessel ’ which, according as the interior
is foul or clean, taints or preserves what is poured into it,
our Lord was not the first to employ it. It was probably
in vogue among the Stoic moralists.

Horace uses it twice. Epp. I., IL. 54 :—

“ Sincerum est nisi vas, quodcunque infundis, acescit ™
and Sermm. 1., I11. 55, 56 :—

- % Virtutes ipsas invertimus atque
Sincerum cupimus vas incrustare.”

A still closer parallel than either, though expressed with
cynic coarseness, is to be found in Liong’s Translation of
Epictetus, CLXXIX., from Aulus Gellius, XVII. 19 (I abridge
largely) : “ Quum animadverterat hominem pudore amisso,
importuna industria, corruptis moribus, audacem
studia quoque et disciplinas philosophiae contrectare, his
eum verbis increpabat: "Avfpwme, mov BdAleis; oxéyrat
el kexdBaprar 1o dyyelov. &v yap els v olnow BdaArys,
d;T;o?\ETO’I’;V;’a:*ﬁTﬁﬁfE’Vﬁ 8Eos yévorr’ dw, %) T ToUTWY Yelpoy.

With these passages from profane writers, as well as
from St. Matthew, the sentiment of verses 89-41 of St.
Luke xi., restored as I suggest, is in complete agreement;
but if the 84Te éxenpoaivyy of the received text be retained,
it stands in glaring discrepancy with them all.

A. A. Burp.



