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608 THE SECOND EPISTLE TO THE THESSALONIANS,
judgment would overtake it. The érosrasia was the falling away from the
pure gospel to the traditions of men. The singular ¢ &wpwroc ic duapriac
x.7.A. i8 to be understood collectively as a series et successio hominum, inas-
much as the question is concerning an ¢mperium monarchicum which
remains one and the same, although its temporal head may be changed.
The godlessness of Antichrist, described in ver. 4, i8 historically proved
by the pope placing himself above all human and divine authority, ! the
words wdvra Asybuevov Oedv k.r.A., in accordance to biblical usage, being
referred to the princes and great men of the world, and an allusion being
discovered in oéBacua to the Roman imperial title ZeBasrés. The objec-
tion, that there have been pious popes, is removed by the proverb: “a
potiori fit denominatio.” vads rob 6eov is referred to the Christian church,
and the xabisa: to the tyrannical power usurped over it. By ro xaréyov is
nearly universally understood the Roman Empire, and by ¢ xaréywv the
Roman emperor, for which proof is deduced from history, that the papal
power sprang from the ruins of the Roman Empire, whilst in reference
to the continuation of the empire in Germany, it is observed that praeter
titulum nihil fere remains. The declaration 0 pverfpiov 78y évepyeirar tifg
avopiag, ver. 7, is considered as justified by the fact that at least the semina
erroris et ambitionis, which paved the way for the Papacy, were present in
the time of the apostle; for which Camero appeals to Gal. i, ii., and
others to other proofs. For an enumeration of tépara yetdovs, ver. 9,
relics, transubstantiation, purgatory, etc., afford rich material. The
annihilation of Antichrist by the mvevua rob oréuaroc of the Lord, is under-
stood to denote the annihilation of his importance in the minds of men
by the divine word of Scripture being again opened up and diffused in its
purity by means of the Reformation ; whilst the karapyfioe: 1§ émipaveia ric
mapovsiag avrob denotes the final and material destruction of Antichrist by
the coming of Christ to judgment.

In the presence of such polemics used against them, the Catholics are
certainly not to be blamed that in retaliation they interpreted arosrasia a8
the defection from the Roman church and from the pope, and Antichrist
as the heretics, especially Luther and the evangelical church. Comp.
Estius, Fromond., Bern. a Piconio.

Yet even before the reference of Antichrist to Popery was maintained,
Mohammed?* was already regarded by the divines of the Greek church
(latterly by Faber Stapulensis and others) as the Antichrist predicted by
Paul, and in the dnooracia was seen the defection of several Oriental and
Greek churches from Christianity to Mohammedanism. This interpreta-
tion at least so far exercised an influence on the evangelical church, that
some of its theologians have assumed a double Antichrist—one Oriental,

1 Engelhardtrecently, in the article referred
toabove, p. 60, finds the movement towards the
final and extreme point, that at lasta pope will
appear who makes himself God, already
having become manifest in the dogma of
infallibility. He holds that the significant
remnant of truth which the Romish Church

still possesses is veiled in an impenetrable
cloud of fiction; that there remains in fact
but a single further step to the last and most

blasp proclamation of the Dogma:
The Pope is God.
28ee against this view, Turretin, p. 516 fl.
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viz. Mohammed and the Turkish power, and the other Western, viz. the
pope and his power. 8o Melanchthon, Bucer, Musculus, Bullinger, Pisca-
tor, and Vorstius.

Related to this whole method of interpretation is the assumption,!
made in our own century, that by the apostasy is to be understood the
enormities of the French Revolution; by Antichrist, Napoleon; and by
him that restraineth, the continuation of the German Empire—an inter-
pretation which the extinction of the German Empire in 1806 has already
condemned.

In recent times it has often been considered as objectionable to deter-
mine exactly the individual traits of the imagery used by Paul. Accord-
ingly the representation of the apostle has been interpreted in a general,
tdeal, or symbolical sense. To this class of interpreters belongs Koppe,
according to whom Paul, founding on an old national Jewish oracle, sup-
ported especially by Daniel, would describe the ungodliness preceding the
last day, which already worked, but whose full outbreak was only to take
place after the death of the apostle; so that Paul himself was the xaréywr.?

18ee Leutwein, das Thier war und ist nicht,
und wird wiederkommen aus dem Abgrunde.
Eine Abhandlung fir nachdenkende Leser, Lud-
wigsb. 1825.

2To prove this view of the xaréxwr by
Koppe as the correct one by a closer exposi-
tion, is the object of the above-mentioned
treatise of Beyer (on II. 7). Also Heyden-
reich, Schott, and Grimm (Stud. u. Krit. 1850,
Part 4, p. 790 ff.) £o far agrec with Koppe, that
they understand the neuter as the multitude
of the truly pious and believers (Heyden-
reich), or as the veri religionis doctores (Schott),
or as the apostolorum chorus (Grimm). For
the removal of the objection, that Paul hoped
to survive the advent, and that accordingly
dx péogov yivesfa: would be unsuitable, Schott
and Grimm consider it probable that by this
expression we are to think not on death, but
on “alia res externa, e.g. captivitas dura.”
Akin to this interpretation of the xaréxww is
Wieseler's view (Chronologie des apost. Zeitalt.,
Gotting. 1848, p. 272 1), that Paul would denote
with it the pious in Jerusalem, particularly
the Christians, or in case xaréxwy necessarily
denoted an individual, the Apostle James the
Just. Comp. also Bdhme, de spe messiana
apostolica, Hal. 1826, p. 30, according to whom
the apostolic circle are denoted in general,
and in particular the most prominent mem-
ber, perhaps the Apostle James. Hofmann
judges differently upon 7o xaréxov and &
xaréxwy, Schriftbeweis, Part 1, 2d ed. Nord-
ling. 1857, p. 352 f., and in his A. Schr. N. T,
Part 1, p. 318 fI,, with whom Baumgarten, Lc.
p. 609, Luthardt, Le. p. 159 f., and Riggenbach
soincide. According to Hofmann, as through-

39

out the whole passage 2 Thess. ii. 5-7 Paul
refers apparently to the visions of Daniel, he
must have spoken to the Thessalonians of
that which hinders the man of sin from com-
ing sooner than his proper time with refer-
ence to these prophecies of Daniel. There-
fore, in agreement with Daniel, a spiritual
power is to be thought of which rules in the
secular world and in the various governments
inagreement with the divine will, and opposes
the influences of the spirit of nations and
kingdoms working contrary to the divine will.
This power may be designated both as neuter
and as masculine, as xvpidmys and as xvpios,
and the words wévor & xaréxwy dprs &ws éx
pdoov yérmras xai TéTe dwoxaAvdbricerar
dvouos are sufficiently similar to those of
Danicl: R3 117-7 7T R¥Y "3 (Dan.
x. 20), in order to be recognized as a transfer
of the same to those last times when the
spiritual power which now preserves the
earthly commonwealth in agreement with
the kingdom of God entirely recedes, in order
that every form of secular power may enter
which will allow no more place for the church
of God on earth. Still differently, Ewald,
Jahrd. der bibl. Wissenschaft, Jahr. 3, Gott.
1851, p. 250 f. (comp. Sendschreiben des Ap.
Paulus, Gott. 1857, p. 27): “ We have here a
mystery before us which in the early apostolic
times only believers loved to talk over and to
diffuse among themeelves, ro that Paul may
have been unwilling to speak opeuly upon it.
The appearance of Antichrist was expected
according to Matt. xxiv. 15 (?), and Paul here
describes it, only more openly and freely
than it is there indicated in the prophecy of
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Similarly Storr (L.c.), who understands by the é&wSpwmoc ris duaprias “po-
testas aliqua, deo omnique religioni adversaria, quae penitus incognita et
futuro demum tempore se proditura sit,” and by the preventing power
the “ copia hominum verissimo amore inflammatorum in christianam
religionem.”—Further, Nitzsch (/. ¢.) thinks on the power of atheism first -
come to have public authority, or the contempt of all religion generally.
Further, the opinion of Pelt is entirely peculiar, who in his Commentary,
p- 204, sums up his views in the following words: “ Mihi . . . adversarius
illi principium esse videtur sive vis spiritualis evangelio contraria, quae
huc usque tamen in Pontificiorum Romanorum operibus ac serie luculen-
tissime sese prodidit, ita tamen, ut omnia etiam mala, quae in ecclesia
compareant, ad eandem Antichristi évépyewav sint referenda. Ejus vero
mapovoia, i.e. summum fastigium, quod Christi reditum qui nikil akiud est,
nisi regni divini victoria,® antecedet, futurum adhuc esse videtur, quum
illud tempus procul etiamnum abesse putemus, ubi omnes terrae incolae
in eo erunt, ut ad Christi sacra transeant. Karéyov vero cum Theodoreto
putarim esse dei voluntatem illud Satanae regnum cohibentem, ne erum-
pat, et, 8i mediae spectantur causae, apostolorum tempore maxime
imperii Romani vig, et quovis aevo illa resistentia, quam malis artibus,
quae religionem subvertere student, privati commodi et honoris augen-
dorum cupiditas opponere solet.” Pelt thinks that the symptoms of the
future corruption of the Christian church were already present in the
apostolic age in the danger of falling away from Christian freedom into
Jewish legalism, in the mingling of heathenism with Christianity, in the
false gnosis and asceticism, in the worship of angels, and in the fastus a
religione Christiana omnino alienus. To the same class belongs Ols-
hausen,® who considers the Pauline description only as a typical repre-
sentation of future events. According to him, the chief stress lies on
pverfipwov fdy évepyeirac tig Gvoutas. Antichrist is & union of the individu-

Christ ; butan opinion must have been formed
in the bosom of the mother church at Jeru-
salem why Antichrist had notas yet appeared,
which was imparted only to believers. We
may, however, pretty nearly guess what it
was from other signs. If we reflect that,
according to Rev. xi. 3 ., Antichrist was not
to be considered as coming until the two
martyrs of the old covenant had appeared,
and their destruction was the true beginning
of his extreme rage ; further, that instead of
these two assumed martyrs, it was also, or
rather originally, still more commonly sup-
posed that only Elijah must return before
Christ, and accordingly also before Anti-
christ. Elijah's return is not actually denied
in that passage, where this expectation is
treated of in the freest manner (Matt. xvii.
11 £, comp. xi. 13 f.), so it is most probable
that by that which hindereth the appearance
of Antichrist the coming of Elijjah is meant
(Sendschr, des Ap. Paulus, p. 27: the tarrying

of Elijah in heaven); and by him who hith-
erto hindered, and who must he taken out of
the way before the last atrocious wickedness
of Antichrist, is t Eljah himself.,” Still
otherwise Noack (Der Ursprung des Christen-
thums, vol. 11., Leips. 1857, p. 313 ff.), who by
him that hindereth—arbitrarily identifying
the same with the man of sin—understands
S8imon Magus and his machinations. 8till
differently Jowett, according to whom (after
the suggestion of Ewald, Jahrd. X., GOtt.
1860, p. 235) 7d xardxor is designed to indicate
the Mosaic law.

1In only an unessentially modified form
Pelt has later maintained the same view
inthe Theolog. Mitarbeiten. Jahry. 4, Kiel 1841,
H.2,p 14 f

3Comp. Pelt, p.185: . . . “tenentes; illum
Christi adventum a Paulo non visibilem hab-
itam.”

§ Bisping follows him in all essential points
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ality and spiritual tendency in masses of individuals. The revolt of the
Jews from the Romans, and the fearful divine punishment in the destruc-
tion of Jerusalem, Nero, Mohammed and his spiritual devastating power,
the development of the Papacy in the Middle Ages, the French Revolu-
tion of 1789, with the abrogation of Christianity, and the setting up of
prostitutes on altars for worship, in the external world, as well as the con-
stantly spreading denial of the fundamentals of all religious truth and
morality, of the doctrines of God, freedom, and immortality, and like-
wise the self-deification of the ego tn the tnternal world,—all these phe-
nomena are the real precursors of Antichrist; but they contain only some
of his characteristics, not all ; it is the union of all these characteristics
which shall make the full Antichrist. The preventing power is to be
understood of the preponderance of the Christian world in its German
and Roman constituents over the earth; ¢.e. of the whole political condi-
tion of order, with which, on the one hand, there is the constant repres-
sion of all aroorasia and avouia, and on the other hand, the continued and
peaceful development of Christianity. Of this condition the Roman
Empire, a8 the strongest and most orderly secular organization which
history knows, is the natural type. Baumgarten-Crusius is also here to be
named. According to him, the Pauline prediction contains no new
teachings peculiar to the apostle, but only representations from the old
Messianic pictures in the prophets, especially in Daniel. The apostle’s
design is practical, to make the Thessalonians calmly observant, attentive
to the times, prepared and strong for the future; the passage has a per-
manent value in this reference, and in the chief thought that the devel-
opment and determination of these things can only gradually take place.
The passage is indeed historical and for the near future, but Paul has no
definite or personal manifestations, whether present or future, in view, at
least not in avrueiuevos, which he describes as still entirely concealed; and
it is even doubtful whether he understood by it an individual person.
Only 7o xaréxov has a definite reference, but not to a person; on the con-
trary, the new spirit of Christianity is meant. The difference in gender,
6 xaréxwv and 1o xaréyov, is used either only to correspond with évrueiuevoc,
or Paul thinks on Xpuwros &v abroig, Col. i. 27! Lastly, to the same class
belong Bloomfield and Alford.! According to the former, the uvorfpwov

1Comp. also Disterdieck, die drei johan~
neischen Brigfe, Bd. 1., Gott. 1852, p. 306: “ John,
as Paul (2 These. ii. 1-13), in conformity to the
instruction of the Lord, recognises in the
powerful errors of the present the signs of an
approaching decision. The last hour is
present, the advent is at hand. The last hour
is the concluding period of aiiw obros, the
period of travail, which continues in an unbdroken
connection from its commencement, the destruo-
tion of Jerusalem, even to the end, to which the
advent directly succeeds.”” John hias not erred
in that he soon expected the real commence-
ment of the crisle, ocentinually omtied 0g

throughout the whole historical development
of the kingdom of Christ; for that generation,
as our Lord had predicted, survived the
destruction of the holy city, an event of whose
importance in the history and judgment of
the world there can be no donbt. Moreover,
in reference to 1 Thess. iv. 16 (Wueis oi S@rres
=.r.A.), Dasterdieck (i.c. p. 308) recognises
that there Paul has shortened the chrono-
logical perspective too much; bat then he
thinke, referring to 2 Thess. ii. 1 ff. and Rom.
xi. 25 ff,, that this is an imperfection which
was gradually overcoms in the apostle by the
moral development of his life in God, sod
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¢ dwouiac is something still continuing ; the prediction of the apostle will
obtain its complete fulfillment only at the end of time, when only then
the preventing power—which i8 most probably to be understood, with
Theodoret, of the counsel of divine Providence—will be removed. Accord-
ing to the latter (see Proleg. p. 67 fI.), we stand, though 1800 years later,
with regard to the évouoc where the apostle stood ; the day of the Lord not
present, and not to arrive until the man of sin be manifested ; the uvorfpor
¢ avopiac still working, and much advanced in his working; the pre-
venting power not yet taken out of the way. All this points to a state in
which the éwopia is working on underground, under the surface of things,
gaining an expansion 'and power, although still hidden and unconcen-
trated. It has already partially embodied itself in Popery, in Nero and
every Christian persecutor, in Mohammed and Napoleon, in Mormonism,
and such like. The xaréyor and the xaréyuwv are to be understood of the
Jabric of human polity and those who rule that polity, by which hitherto all
outbursts of godlessness have been suppressed and hindered in their
course and devastations.

It is evident that all these explanations are arbitrary. The Pauline
description is so definitely and sharply marked, and has for its whole
compass 80 much the idea of nearness for its supposition, that it can by no
means be taken generally, and in this manner explained away.

II. Others have regarded the apocalyptic instruction of the apostle as a
prophecy already fulfilled. Thus Grotius, Wetstein, Hammond, Clericus,
Whitby, Schoettgen, Noesselt, Krause, and Harduin.! The reference of
the mapovoia tov xwpiov to the coming of the Lord in judgment at the
destruction of Jerusalem, is common to all these writers. In reference to
the other chief points of the Pauline representation they differ as
follows :—

Grotius® understands by Antichrist the Emperor Casus Caligula, notor-

that it was changed for the real truth. But it
is assumed, without right, that an entirely
different view of things lies at the foundation
of the section 2 Thess. ii. 1-12 than of the
section 1 Thess. iv. 13 ff., as the S8econd
Epistle to the Thessalonians was written only
a few months afler the First; and besides, 2
Thess. il. 5 points to the agreement of the
written explanations there given with the oral
instructions to the Thessalonians given even
previously to the First Epistle. Further on,
Dasterdieck (p. 330) des that b
Paul in 1 Thess, iv. 13 fI. has abbreviated the
interval to the advent, he was also in 2 Thess.
ii. 1 fY. constrained to represent the personal
pp of the opp t dncorrectly in
point of chronology.
1What is necessary to be said on Kern's
view has already been observed in the Intro-
duction, sec. 3. Ddllinger (L ¢), who like
Kern understands by Antichrist Nero, thinks,
however, that with this sssumption the

suthenticity of the Epistle, and even its com-
position in the year 53, are perfectly recon-
cilable. According to Dollinger, the pro-
phecy in all its essentials was fulfilled close
upon the apostle’s days, although a partial
fulfillment at the end of time is not excladed
by this assumption. Already Paul has recog-
nized the youthful Nero as the future Anti-
christ, whose public app e was alread
prepared, but was yet prevented by Claudius
as the then possessor of the imperial throne.
The coming of Christ is His coming to exe-
cute judgment on Jerusal Nero, although
he personally undertook nothing against the
temple of Jerusalem yet entrusted Vespasian
with the guidance of the war, and accord-
ingly brought—certainly only after his death
—the abomination of desolation into the
holy city. Lastly, the apostasy is the being
led astray into the false doctrines of the
Gnoetics.

28ee against him, Turretin, p. 433 .
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ious for his ungodliness, who, according to Suetonius, Caligul. xxii. 33,
ordered universal supplication to himself as the supreme God, and accord-
ing to Joseph. Antig. xviii. 8, and Philo, legat. ad Caj. p. 1022, wished to
set up his colossal statue in the temple of Jerusalem ; by the xaréyww, L.
Vitellius, the proconsul of Syria and Judea, who dissuaded from the erec-
tion of the statue ; and by the avopog, Simon Magus.—This opinion is suffi-
ciently contradicted, partly by the impossibility of distinguishing the
dvopog from dvfpumos T duapriag 88 a separate person, and partly by its
incongruity with the period of the composition of the Epistle. See sec. 2
of the Introduction.

According to Wetstein, the &dpwros tfic duaprias is Titus, whose army,
according to Joseph. de bello Jud. vi. 6. 1, brought idols into the captured
temple of Jerusalem, sacrificed there, and saluted Titus as imperator.
The xaréywv i8 Nero, whose death must precede the rule of Titus; and the
amooracia i8 the rebellion and murder of Galba, Otho, and Vitellius. But
how can Tttus, the ornament of the Roman emperors, pass for Antichrist;
and Nero, that monster in human form, the power which hinders the out-
burst of Antichrist?

Hammond' understands by the man of sin Simon Magus and the Gnos-
tics, whose head he was. The émwwaywy) érx’ airéy, ver. 1, is the “major
libertas coeundi in ecclesiasticos coetus ad colendum Christum;” the
amooracia is the falling away of Christians to the Gnostics (1 Tim. iv. 1);
émoxarvgbiva: denotes the casting off the mask of Christianity ; ver. 4 refers
to the fact that Simon Magus “se dictitaret summum patrem omnium
rerum, et qui ipsum Judaeorum deum creaverat.” Td karéyov is the cir-
cumstance that the apostles and orthodox Christians still preserved union
with the Jews, and had not yet turned themselves to the Gentiles. The
neuter xaréyov and the masculine xaréywv are equivalent; or if a distinc-
tion is to be maintained, é xaréxwv must be regarded as the same as ¢
véuos. The pvorfipwov rijc dvouias is the “duplicis generis scelera horum
hominum, libidines nefariae et odium in Christianos.” Ver. 8 refers to
the contest of Peter and Paul with Simon Magus in Rome, which ended
in the death of the latter.—The exegetical and historical monstrosity of
this interpretation is at present universally acknowledged.

The interpretations of Clericus, Whitby, Schoettgen, Noesselt, Krause,
and Harduin have a greater resemblance between them.

According to Clericus,* the apostasy is the rebellion of the Jews against
the Roman yoke; the man of sin is the rebellious Jews, and especially
their leader, Simon the son of Giora, of whose atrocities Josephus informs
us. mic Aeybuevoc Oed r.r.A. denotes the government. Td xaréyov is
whatever hindered the open outbreak of the rebellion, partly the fear of
the proceres Judaeae gentis, who mistrusted the war because they expected
no favorable result, partly the fear of the Roman army,; é xaréxev on the
one side “praeses Romanus,” on the other side “gentis proceres, rex
Agrippa et pontifices plurimi.” The pverfpwv i dvoutas which already

3C0omp. against him, Turretin, p. 463 fT. 38ee against him, Turretin, p. 501 f1.
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works consists in the rebellious ambition which conceals itself under the -.
pretext of the independence of the Jewish people, yea, under the cloak of

a careful observance of the Mosaic law, until at length what strives in
secret is openly manifested.

Whitby! considers the Jewish people as Antichrist, and finds in the
apostasy the rebellion against the Romans, or also the falling away from
the faith; and in the xaréywy the Emperor Claudius, during whose life the
Jews could not possibly think of a rebellion, as he had shown himself
favorable to them.

According to Schoettgen, the Jewish Pharisees and Rabbis are Anti-
christ. The drooragia is the rebellion excited by them, of the Jews against
the Romans; mac Aeyduevog Oeés refers likewise to the rulers; o waréyov
and ¢ xaréywy are probably the Christians who by their prayers effected a
respite from the catastrophe, until, in consequence of a divine oracle, they
left Jerusalem, and betook themsclves to Pella; pvotfipiov 1o évopiag
denotes ipsa doctrina perversa.

Noesselt, whom Krause follows, understands Antichrist of the Jewish
zealots, but interprets the preventing power, as Whitby does, of the Em-
peror Claudius.

Lastly, Harduin explains the arooracia of the falling off of the Jews to
heathenism. He considers the high priest Ananias (Acts xxiii. 2) as the
avfipumog tijc duapriag, and his predecessor in office as the xarfywv, who must
first be removed by death in order to make place for Ananias. At the
beginning of his high-priesthood the &vfpwmos riic duapriac will appear as a
deceitful prophet, and be destroyed at the destruction of Jerusalem by
Titus.

All these interpretations of the second class avoid, it is true, the com-
mon error of the interpretations of the first class, as they give due promi-
nence to the point of the nearness of the catastrophe described by Paul;
but, apart from many and strong objections which may be brought against
each, they are all exposed to this fatal objection, the impossibility of
understanding the coming of the Lord, mentioned by Paul, of the period
of the destruction of Jerusalem.

Tychsen (lc.) has endeavored to divest the Pauline representation of
its prophetic character, by assuming that the apostle follows step by step
the course of an Epistle received from Thessalonica, from which he per-
ceived that the church had been led astray into the erroneous notion that
the advent of Christ was already at hand. The apostle cites passages
from that writing, and adds each time his refutation. For the state-
ment of this opinion, which only claims attention on account of its
strangeness, it will be sufficient to give the translation from ver. 8
and onwards, in which Tychsen (p. 184 f.) sums up the view he has already
stated at length. It is as follows: “ You certainly wrote to me, ‘ This day

18ee against him, Turretin, p. 508 ff.
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cannot come until the great apostasy will occur; when a thoroughly law-
less and corrupt man will publicly appear, who in hostile pride exalts
himself above all that man calls divine and honorable, who also intrudes
even into the temple of God, and gives himself out as a god.” But do you
not remember that I, when I was with you, told you something of this?
and besides, you know what is in the way of that lawless one, 8o that he
can only appear in his time, not yet at present. ‘This wickedness,” you
say further, ‘ even now secretly works.” Only that hindrance must first
be removed out of the way! ‘And when this is removed,” ye think, ¢ the
wicked one will soon fearlessly show himself.’ Now let him doit! The
Lord Jesus will annihilate him with His divine power, and destroy him
by His solemn appearance. ‘When this lawless one comes,’ ye continue,
‘80 will his appearance be accompanied by the assistance of Satan with
deceiving miracles, delusions, and everything which can lead to blas-
phemy.’ Yet all this cannot seduce you, but only those unhappy per-
sons who have no love for true religion, and accordingly are helplessly
lost by their own fault. God for a punishment to them permitted seducers
to rise up, that they might believe the lie. A merited punishment for all
friends of vice who are prepossessed against true doctrine!”

For a correct judgment of the apocalyptic instruction of the apostle, it
is firmly to be maintained that Paul could not possibly wish to give a
representation of the distant future. On the contrary, the events which
he predicted were for him 8o near, that he himself even thought that he
would survive them. He hoped to survive even to the personal return
of the Lord for judgment and for the completion of His kingdom ; His
return shall be preceded by the appearance of Antichrist, whom he con-
sidered not as a cqllective idea, but as an individual person, and not in
the political, but in the religious sphere, and specially as a caricature of
Christ and the culmination of ungodliness; but Antichrist can only
appear when the preventing power, which at present hinders his appear-
ance, will be removed. As, now, these circumstances, which Paul thinks
were to be realized in the immediate future, have not actually taken place,
80 it is completely arbitrary to expect the fulfillment of the prophecy only
in a distant future ; rather it is to be admitted, that although, as the very
kernel of Paul’s representation, the perfectly true idea lay at the bottom,
that the return of the Lord for the completion of the kingdom of God
was not to be expected until the moral process of the world had reached
its close by the complete separation of the susceptible and the unsuscept-
ible, and accordingly also until the opposition to Christ had reached its
climax, yet Paul was mistaken concerning the nearness of the final catas-
trophe, and, carried along by his idiosyncrasy, had wished to settle more
exactly concerning its circumstances and moral conditions than is allotted
to man in general to know, even although he should be the apostle, the
most filled with the Spirit of Christ. Comp. Matt. xxiv. 36; Mark xiii.
82; Acts i. 7.—We can thus only determine the meaning and interpreiu-
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tion which Paul himself connected with his prophecy, and how he came
to the assertion of such a prophecy. It rests on the apocalyptic views of
the Jews. It was a prevalent opinion of the Jews in the time of Christ,
that a time of tribulation and travail and an Antichrist were to precede
the appearance of the Messiah. Comp. Gfrorer, das Jahrhundert des
Heils, Part 2, p. 256 ff., 300 ff,, 405 1 The description of Antiochus
Epiphanes in Dan. viii. 23 ff., xi. 36 ff., and the apocalyptic representation
of Gog and Magog in Ezek. xxxviii. 39, were esteemed as typee of Anti-
christ. From these passages it is further explicable how Paul conceived
Antichrist as a personality, as an individual.

Accordingly, it remains only still to determine, for the explication of the
Pauline prophecy, what is to be understood by the preventing power,
which still delayed the appearance of Antichrist. Without doubt, the
Fathers have already correctly recognized by 3 xaréyov the Roman Em-
pire, and—in another form of expression for it—by é xaréywv the Roman
emperor, as the representative of the empire. This is the more probable
as, according to the Book of Daniel, the whole history of the world was
to fall within the four monarchies of the world, but the fourth was by
Josephus and others regarded as the Roman Empire, whose impending
ruin the apostle might not without reason think himself justified in infer-
ring from many symptoms.

Ver. 18iii. 15. Hortatory portion of the Epistle.

Vv. 13-17. Exhortation to the readers to hold fast to the Christianity
delivered to them (ver. 15), grounded on the comfortable fact that they
belonged not to those who perish, but were fore-ordained by God to salva-
tion, and called to it by the gospel (vv. 18, 14), and united with a pious
wish that Christ and God Himself would comfort their minds, and
strengthen them to all goodness (vv. 16, 17).

Ver. 18. [On vv. 18-17, see Note LXI. pages 622, 623.] ‘Hucic 8€] but we,
namely, I, Paul, together with Silvanus and Timotheus, in contrast to the
persons described in vv. 10-12.—égeitouev] denotes here, as in i. 18, the
subjective obligation, an internal impulse.—ddeAgol fyammuévor {md xvpiov]
comp. 1 Thess. i. 4. The «fpoc here is Christ, because ¢ 6e¢ directly pre-
cedes and 6 6¢6¢ directly follows, consequently another subject was evi-
dently thought on by the apostle.—8r: eidaro tuac x.7.1.] the material object
of ebyapwreiv for the purpose of a further statement of the personal
object mepl tuav, that, namely, etc.—alpeisdac] in the sense of divine election
(Deut. xxvi. 18, vii. 6, 7, x. 15), does not elsewhere occur with Paul. He
uses éxAéyesfa: (Eph. i. 4; 1 Cor. i. 27, 28), or mpoywdborery (Rom. viii. 29,
xi. 2), or mpoopifev (Rom. viii. 29; Eph. i. 11). alpeiofa: is found in Phil. i.
22 in the related sense of “to choose between two objects the preferable.”
—ar’ dpxiic] from the beginning, ¢.e. from eternity. Comp. 1 Johni. 1, ii.
18. The following forms are analogous: érd rav aidwwy, Eph. iii. 9; éd
6V aibvwy Kal &md év yeveav, Col. 1. 26; mpd rav albvov, 1 Cor. ii. 7; npd xara-
Poadc xbéouov, Eph. i. 4; mpd ypévev aiwviov, 2 Tim. i. 9. Others, as Vorstius
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and Krause, interpret én° épxic of the beginning of the publication of the
gospel, so that the Thessalonians were reckoned as the first who embraced
the gospel in Macedonia. But this does not suit ¢iaro, for the election on
the part of God belongs to the region of eternity; the calling (ver.14) is
its realization in time. Besides, an addition would be necessary to an’
apxiis, a8 Phil. iv. 15 proves, & dpxj rov ebayyeriov. Lastly, the objection of
Vorstius: “absurdum est, per principium intelligere aeternitatem, quippe
in qua nullum est principium,” overlooks the fact that é=’ apyfc is noth-
ing more than a popular expression.'—eig owrppiav] is by Flatt referred to
salvation in this life, whilst he considers included therein the forgiveness
of sins, the assurance of God’s peculiar love, and the freedom from the
dominion of sinful inclinations. Incorrect on this account, because the
ournpia of the Thessalonians is in undeniable contrast with the condemnation
of the ungodly (ver. 12), and thus likewise must be referred to the result to
be expected at the advent of Christ, accordingly must denote eternal sal-
vation.—év dywaoup mvebuaros kal miorer éAnbeiac] belongs neither to cwrgpiav
alone (Koppe, Flatt, Schott, Baumgarten-Crusius, Hofmann, Riggenbach),
nor to ¢iaroalone (de Wette), but to the whole idea eidaro eig swrnpiav, and
states the means by which the election, which has taken place to eternal
salvation, was to be realized? To assume, with de Wette, that #v is placed
for eic, and to find the next aim denoted by & dywoup x.r.A., is unmaintain-
able. For if eic owmplav and & dywoup were co-ordinates, then (1) eig
ourypiav, because the highest aim, would be put not in the first, but in the
second place; and (2) the sudden transition from a preposition of motion

"to one of rest would be inexplicable. mvetua is not the spirit of man, to
which the being sanctified was to be referred (genitive of the object: “by
the improvement of the spirit,” Koppe, Krause, Schott), but the Holy
Spirit, from whom the sanctification of the whole man is to proceed, or
by whom it is to be effected (genitive of origin). Accordingly it is also
evident wherefore the apostle mentions the belief in the Christian truth
only after dywopds, although otherwise the sanctification of man follows
only on his reception of the divine word. For Paul considers a twofold
means of the realization of the divine election—first, the influence of the
Holy Spirit upon man, and secondly, man’s own reception. But the
former already precedes the latter.

Ver. 14. Ei¢ &) to which. Incorrectly, Olshausen: therefore. Eig 3 does
not refer to miore: (Aretius), also not to év dywoup xal wiorec (Estius, Cor-
nelius a Lapide, Fromond., Nat. Alexander, Moldenhauer, Koppe, Flatt,
Schott, Schrader, de Wette, Hofman 1st ed.), still less to the “ electio ” and
the “ animus, quo eadem digni evadimus ” (Pelt), or to eldaro dudc & 6ebs,
as “ the historical act of God, through which the readers have become

1Also Schrader’s assertion, that the author
(the pseudo-Paul) betrays by éw’ épxijs * that
he considered the time when the gospel was
first p hed in Th lonica as already long
pest,” has no meaning according to the above.
SIn a manner entirely incorrect, and with

& mistake of the actual use of the preposition
& narrowing its meaning, Hofmann objects—
and Madller shourd not have followed him—
against the above interpretation, that then
the means would. be taken for the act of the
election itself.
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partakers of salvation,” (Hofmann 2d ed.) but to eis owrppiav bv dyacnd
x1.2. (Theophylaet, Ellicott) ; whilst to the aim of the election, and to the
means by which it was to be realized according to God’s eternal counsel,
is added the actual call of the readers occurring in time. Accordingly,
eic b is to be completed by ¢ig 73 owbipa: dpac d¢ dysaspov mveiuaros kai wiorews
GAnfetng.—bid Toi evayyediov fpiv] through owr publication of the gospel. Comp.
1 Thess. i. 5. The historical condition of mior.—eic mepimoinow 886w rov
xwpiov] an appositional resumption of eic owrppiav, in order further to
characterize the salvation, whose reception God had predetermined to the
readers, a8 an acguisition (see on 1 Thess. v. 9) of the glory which Christ*
possesses. 80 in essentials, Pelagius, Musculus, Hunnius, Piscator, Vors-
tius, Grotius, Wolf, Schott, Olshausen, de Wette, Alford, Ewald, Bisping,
Ellicott, Riggenbach, and others. Less suitably, becanse weakening the
force and the important contents of the expression, Luc. Osiander, Ben-
son, Moldenhauer, and Pelt explain défa rob xvpiov of the glory, of which
Christ is the source or bestower. Against the reference to God as the sub-
Jeet in mepimolpow, and to Christ as the receiver of the 86fa (Oecumenius :
wa déEav waperorfoy 14 vip abvrov; Theophylact, Vatablus, Comelius a Lapide),
is the circumstance that although ei¢ wepiroizow might stand instead of
eic 6 with the infinitive, yet the dative ry xvpip fuév would require to be
placed instead of the genitive rob avplov fuav. Lastly, the passive signifi-
cation of mwepimoinoic: “ ut essetis gloriosa possessio domini nostri Jesu
Christi ” (Menochius, Harduin; also Luther: “to the glorious inherit-
ance,” and Calvin), has against it the weakening of the substantive dé¢n¢
into an adjective, and the parallel passage in 1 Thess.v. 9. Besides, the
context decides against the zwo last-mentioned views. For the object of vv.
13, 14 is to bring forward the glory of the lot which is assigned to the
Thessalonians, in order thereby to lead to the exhortation in ver. 15.

Ver. 15. "Apa oiv] wherefore then, as such an end awaits you.—orfxere]
stand fast, comp. 1 Thess. iii. 8. The opposite of carevBivar, ver. 2.—«ai
xpareite rac mapadéoe] and hold fast to the traditions, instructions in Chris-
tianity. As xpareiv here (comp. Mark vii. 8), 80 does xaréyery rac mapadéoe
stand in 1 Cor. xi. 2.—d¢ éddéydnre] See Winer, p. 214 f, [E. T. 229].— elre
éud A6yov] whether by oral discourse.—d¢ émiororic] refers to the First Epistle
to the Thessalonians.

Vv. 16, 17. The apostle rises from his evangelical activity (ver. 15) up
to Christ, the Lord and Ruler of the Christian church, and concludes with
the mention of God, who is the final reason and contriver of the Christian
salvation. The unusual (2 Cor. xiii. 18) naming of Christ first and of
God second, is sufficiently explained from the fact that Christ is the Medi-
ator between Glod and man.—On the union of the #wo nominatives, Christ
and God, with a verb in the singular, see on 1 Thess. iii. 11.—¢ ayarioas
wuds xal dods mapdxd. kr.A.] a fittingly-selected characteristic, in order to
mark the confidence with which Paul expects the hearing of his suppli-
cations.—¢ &yamfoac dudc xad dobc] refers exclusively to é ©ed¢ xal mardp
7uév. Baumgarten-Crusius incorrectly refers only the second participle
to God, and the first to Christ. But the participle aorigt ¢yanfaas must not
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be weakened into “ qui nos amat et quovis tempore amavit” (sa Schott,
after Flatt and Pelt), but refers to the divine proof of love already belong-
ing to the past,—aoccomplished, 1. e. to the fact by which the love of God to
mankind is xar’ foxfv proved,—to the mission of His Son #n order to rescue
sinmers from destruction.—xai dotc] and has thereby communicated to us.—
wapdxAnow] comfort. This is called efernal,! not, perhaps, on account of the
bleesings of eternal life which Christians have to expect (Chrysostom,
Estius, Vorstius, Grotius, Fromond., and others), but because Christians
have become the sons of God, and as such are filled with indestructible
confidence that all things, even the severest affliction which may befall
them, infallibly serves for their good, because God has so ordained, and
that nothing in the world will be able to separate them from the love of
God in Christ; comp. Rom. viii. 28,38 f. 'The opposite of this efernal
congolation is the fleeting and deceptive consolation of the world (Olsh.,
Ellicott). mapérdgo accordingly refers to the present. On the other hand
(vv. 13, 14), éAric ayabs refers to the blessedness and glory to be expected
in the future.—év xépirc] in grace, . e. by means of a gracious appointment,
belongs not to éAmida, but to the participles. The opposite is man’s
own merit.—mrapakadéoar] may comfort or calm, refers particularly to the
disquiet of the readers in reference to the advent (ii. 2).—«xal orgpifac] sc.
dudc (see critical remarks), which is in itself evident from the preceding
Yuiv.—év mavri dpyp kal Abyy Gyad(] in every good work and word. Grotius
incorrectly takes it in the sense of &g mav &pyov xai mévra Abyov dyadév.
But, with Chrysostom, Calvin, Turretin, Bolten, Flatt, and others, to limit
Adyoc to teaching is erroneous, on account of the universal maevri and its
being placed along with &yyp. The apostle rather wishes an establish-
ment in every good thing, whether manifested in works,or in words.

Norzs BY AMERICAN EDITOR.
LIX. Vv. 1 ff.

(a) Liinem., in his note on 1 Thess. iv. 1, distinguishes Zpwrdpsy as an address
of afriend to a friend, from mapaxedofuey & kvpip as an exhortation in virtue of
the apostolicoffice ; and it will be noticed, on examination of the passages in which
the former verb occurs in the N. T., that it can very commonly be taken in this
sense. Assuming this to be the sense of the verb here, we easily account for the
force of imép, as distinguished from mepi: We present to you our friendly request
or entreaty on behalf of that great event in which the Lord is to consummate His
work for us—that you should not be led away by any misrepresentation respecting
it.—(b) émwvvaywyiic undoubtedly refers to that meeting with the Lord which is
spoken of in 1 Thess. iv. 16, 17. Whether éx’ airév is to be insisted upon as
meaning up to Him, a8 distinguished from 7pd¢ adrév (so Liinem.), is doubtful.—
(¢) That mvebparoc refers to some prophetic, i. e. supposed prophetic, utterance in
the presence of the church, can hardly be questioned. That Aéyov may mean
some word in the way of teacking in the presence of the church, as distinguished

1The feminine form aiwsia is found only here in the N. T. and in Heb. ix. 12
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from prophecy, is possible. But, as we should more naturally expect dudayis, if
this were the meaning, and as Aéyov is apparently united with émworodiy fudv in
ver. 15, it is probable that the latter connection is intended here. As to the word
émiworodiis, the poesibilities of reference seem to be the following: (1) to the First
Epistle ; (2) to some forged letter ; (3) to some letter “ which professed to report
his exact opinions, while in reality it misundemtood them,” but yet not forged
in his name (Farrar). The objections to (1) are that there is no article with
émworoAfic; that there is no statement in 1 Thess., which implies that the Parousia
évéornxev; and that, if such a reference had been intended, there would probably
have been some distinct intimation that that letter contained no declaration of
this kind. The objections to (2), on the other hand, are the improbability that
such a forged letter would have been written at this early period, so soon after the
first epistle, and to a church in such close relations with himself, and the improb-
ability that, if such a letter had heen written, he would have passed over the fact
with no rebuke. The objection to (3) is that iii. 17 would seem to imply that a
forgery had occurred. Either (2) or (3) is the more probable view. If we adopt
(8), it is possible to account for iii. 17, and the difficulty in the supposition of a
forged letter is removed. Some word or letter, however, must have been brought
to their notice which professed to give Paul’s view as set forth in évéormrev k7.1,
and which, either purposely or through misunderstanding, misrepresented him.
The &¢ which precedes d¢’ 7juav here, and is wanting in ver. 15, makes it probable
that it was not a letter (like the first epistle) written by himself.

(d) The verb évéorpxev evidently means either “is now present” (R. V.), or

““js just at hand” (A.R. V.). In either case, it denotes not near, as contrasted

with in the remote or uncertain future, but already come or in the time immediately at
hand. The Thessalonians had fallen into an error—supposing that the end was
just upon them—which might naturally have led some of them to believe that it
was useless to think pf earthly business any longer. It was an error of this sort
which the Apostle corrected. He makes his statements to show them that the
Parousia was not to come, as they supposed, perhaps within a year or two, but
only after the occurrence of certain developments of evil, which were to be
expected. The question whether the Apostle himself thought of the Parousia as
probably to take place within twenty or thirty years or not, must be determined,
8o far as this passage is concerned, not from the fact of his denying the évéormxey,
for the negative of this would only prove its non-occurrence within a very much
briefer period, but by the length of time which must be allowed for the occurrence
of what he declares is to take place before the day of the Lord.—(e) The things
which are mentioned as to occur before the end are the apostasy and the revela-
tion of the man of sin. The former of these, apparently, is to precede, or at
least to be consummated in, the latter. The apostasy seems to stand in the rela-
tion to the mystery of lawlessness, spoken of in ver. 7, of an effect to a cause ; or
this lawlessness is that which, when reaching its full development, becomes the
apostagsy. The mystery of lawlessness is already in operation, but is restrained as
to the outbreaking of its full force by an outside power. The progress of things,
therefore, is, first, the partial, perhaps in some measure hidden, working of the evil
forces, which has begun already, and is to go on until the restraining power is
removed ; then, their development in the apostasy; then, the consummation of
the apostasy in the revelation of the man of sin ; and then, the Parousia.—(f) In
regard to the length of time which is to be allowed, two points may be noticed in
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the passage :—(1) that the mystery of lawlessness is said to be already working,
and (2) that the restraining power is spoken of as already exercising its force, at
_ the time when the words were written. Beyond these indications, the passage
affords nothing definite respecting this question.—(g) The designations of the man
of gin are so marked and distinct, that there can be no reasonable doubt that the
Apostle isspeaking of the Antichrist. This is proved (1) by the connection with
amooragia, (2) by the genitive avoulag, comp. dvouoc (ver. 8), (3) by the words
¢ vld¢ i amwielas, (4) by 6 évrieipevog x.1.A., (5) by the reference to sitting in
the temple of God, etc., (8) by the the connection of his coming with the working
of Satan, (7) by the application to him of the word mapovsia, and other words
which are used of Christ’s coming, (8) by the contrast of the deceit of unrighteous-
ness with the truth. The combination of all these things, when compared with
what is said in other parts of the N. T. respecting the Antichrist, establishes this
reference as in the Apostle’s mind.—(4) By the use of the words mapovsia, Gmo-
xadbgdy, émigaveig, etc., which are to be accounted for primarily by the desire to
present a striking contrast of Antichrist to Christ, the Apostle intends, no doubt,
to suggest the idea of some sudden and wonderful manifestation of evil power.

(¢) The view which is to be held with regard to what the Apostle had in mind
in this passage can hardly be determined from the passage in itself alone. The
other passages in the N. T. where this and kindred subjects are alluded to must be
considered, and by an examination of them all we must ascertain, as we best may,
the general thought of the Apostolic mind on such questions. The conclusions
thus derived will have an important bearing here.” As for the passage itself, its
indications are (1) that the error of the Thessalonians consisted in supposing the
end to be in the very nearest future—just upon them; (2) that that which was to
precede the end had already begun its work; (3) that this was an evil develop-
ment in the religious, not in the political sphere; (4) that the restraining force,
evidently not being the true religion or the Divine power ,(see the cloging words
of ver. 7), was probably political or governmental ; (5) that the final extreme de-
velopment of the evil, which was to follow the removal of the restraining force, was
such that it could be described as the revelation of the man of sin, i.e. the descrip-
tion involves either striking personification or definite personality; (6) that the
man of sin was to continue in the exercise of his power until the Parousia, when
he was to be destroyed by the manifested power of Christ. These indications point
towards a continuous development of evil from the time which was present to the
writer and readers (but in a somewhat hidden way, or under special limitations
from a power beyond itself), and towards a subsequent sudden outburst of its force,
which outburst was to be in the form of an apostasy, i.e. a falling away within the
Christian body itself. There is evidently here somewhat of a kindred conception
to that which we discover in certain parts of the book of Revelation, and which is
hinted at in I. John, II. Peter, and elsewhere.—(j) The Apostie speaks of the
temple of God, which may refer to the temple at Jerusalem. He also uses the
two phrases, 70 xaréyov and 6 karéywv, which may refer to the Roman government
and the Roman emperor. He also refers to the restraining power as known to
the readers, which fact may easily find an explanation for itself—and may, at the
same time, furnish an explanation for the indefinite character of the expression
used to describe it—if it be taken as meaning the Roman government. It can
hardly be affirmed, however, that these different expressions must have the refer-
ence mentioned.—(k) If the Apostles expected the Parousia in their own life-time,

 J
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or thought of it as pessibly coming within a short period, it would be vary natural
for them to think of, and picture before their readers, the approaching.evils and
calamities- by means of words which were applicable to powers or developments
of their own sge. This would, also, be natural-—et least, to some degree—even
if they regarded the Paxrousia as belonging to the remater and altogether unoertain
future,

LX. 3-12.

With reference to the words end phrases in these verses, the following points
may be noticed:—(1) duapriag (ver. 3) is a characteristic, érwislag, a possessive
genitive.—(2) The text-reading dvouias is placed in the text by W. and H., Treg.,
Tisch. 8, with the authorities mentioned in Liinem.’s textual note.—(3) rdv vaov
T0b Yeob is referred by Liinem. to the temple at Jerusalem, and he regards this
reference as proved by the repetition of the article. Alf. claims that there is no
force in this, and cites 1 Cor. iii. 17, where he alleges that é vads Tob $eob is used
in a figurative sense. It may be guestioned, however, whether the use is figura-
tive in 1 Cor., iii. 17,—whether ths statement of that verse is not made with regard
to the actual temple as a holy building, and the application added in oirevec dueic
tavé, of which (holy) character yow are—therefare one cannot injure or destroy your
Christian life without being exposed to Divine punishment. The cases in which
vabs or vads Jeob are used without the article, in a figurative sense, are not in point
against Liinem.’s position. The form of expression is favorable to the definite
reference given by Liinem., but whether this reference can be absolutely. affirmed
may be considered doubtful.—(4) The change from 0 xkaréyov to é xaréxww is in-
dicative of a person as exercising the restraining power. Like the dvopos and the
Lord, this third power is presented as a person. The conception of the writer is
after this manner; but, while this conception may accord with reality, the repre-
sentation may perhaps, on the other hand, be figurative, i. e. personification only.
—(5) In ver.7, R.V. supplies éori after uévov, in the text, (“only there is one
that restraineth until” etc.), but adopts, in the margin, the other construction
(“the mystery of lawlessness doth already work, only until,” etc.). The latter in-
terpretation, which is probably correct, recognizes a special emphasis in the word
wvorgpwv, It is working as a mystery ; it will afterwards come to a revelation.—
(6) Evidently vv. 9, 10 relate to what follows the mapovsia of the lawless one and
precedes that of Christ. There is a period of open working of avapuia, after the
working as a mystery is ended and the restraining power has been taken out of the
way. What is to be the length of this period is not stated, but the first impression
upon the reader would naturally be that it was not to be very long-continued. The
parallelism between the working of the dvouos and Christ, is still kept up in these
verses by anpelow, ete.—pebdovs and amdry ddixias mark the contrast.

LXIT. Vv. 18-17.

(a) The connection of the Hortatory Section of the Epistle, ii. 13-iii. 15, with
what precedes is only through the contrast between the persons alluded to in vv.
11, 12, and the Apostle and his readers—that which befalls the former and that
for which the latter have been chosen of God, There is no exhortation which
connects itself immediately with the suggestions of vv. 2 ff,,—at the most, only a
general one, such as we find in ver. 15.—(b) The hortatory section opens with
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thanksgiving—in its form precisely like that of i. 3; and the mingling of thanks
and exhortation is similar to what may be observed in 1 Thess. This inter-
mingling of the two belongs, in both alike, to the character of the letters. The
use of ogeidouev with ebyapwreiv, here and in i. 3, is peculiar, being found in no
other Epistle. It expresses, with friendly feeling, his sense of the fitness and
duty of giving thanks on their behalf; (comp. xaSds &5y éorev i. 8).—(c)
That eidato an’ épyiic (ver. 13), though Iaul does not use these words elsewhere
in this sense, refers to God’s election from eternity, is put beyond any considerable
doubt, by the fact that itis a choice to salvation (ei¢ owrnoiav), and by the fact
that the divine call follows it (¢ic 8 éxdAecev). The ground of thankfulness in
the Apostle’s mind probably included both the choice and the call. The ehoice of
God is said to move in the sphere of sanctification, etc., a8, in 1 Cor. vii. 15, His
call is said to move.in the sphere of peace (comp. also 1 Thess. iv. 7, called in
sanetification), because there is no divine purpose of salvation except as the sancti-
fying power of the Spirit and belief of the truth have their true influence in the
soul. 'Ev of this verse is, thus, rather the common v denoting the sphere in
which, than an instrumental preposition.—(d) In view of this divine election to
salvation in the sphere of sanctification and faith, the exhortation of ver. 15 is given
to stand fast, and also to hold fast the mapadéoesc which they had been taught.
As these instructions include those which were d¢ dmworodi, that is, the First
Epistle, and as that epistle contains suggestions with regard to the Parousia, it
may be that there is some reference to the errors into which they had fallen on
this subject, and which he was writing this letter especially tocorrect. Butsucha
reference, if this be the fact, is only incidental, and the exhortation is intended to
cover all the instructions which he had given them. Comp. orypifa év mavri
tpyp kal Abyp éyadp (ver.17).—(d) The union of God and Christ as the sabject
of a verb in the singular number, which has been already noticed in Note LIL
(1 Thess. iii. 11), is found again in ver. 16 of this chapter; and here it will be
observed that Christ is placed first. In the uniting of Christ with God, in
sentences which refer to the divine work in the soul and in redemption, the Apostle
thus, in these earliest letters, goes as far as is possible. It is interesting to notiee
how, under the influence of circumstances which more fully called forth the
expression of his thought in the latest letters addressed to the churches, he rises
in his statements to the highest limits which epistolary and popular language
allowed. The movement of expression from the one to the other is in the line of
-the setting forth of the same idea of Christ’s relation to the Father. The line
begins with the close union of the Father and Christ as the common subject of one
verb; it ends with the declaration that the fullness of Sc6r7¢ dwells in Christ.
The union of the two in the words, at the beginning, may not necessarily involve
their oneness in essence. But the declaration, at the end, may lead us to the con-
viction, that, in thus uniting them at the beginning, Paul did so because he
believed them to be one—(e¢) The word aiwviav (ver. 16) is used, probably,
because the consolation or comfort of the Christian life takes hold upon the
eternal life.
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CHAPTER IIIL

VER. 3. Instead of the Receptus é xipios, A D* F G 71, Vulg. It. Copt. Arm. in
marg. and some Latin Fathers have 6 6¢dc. Accepted by Lachm. But mwroc dé
¢orwv & xipiog does not elsewhere occur, whilst mwords 6 Bebe is a usual form.
Comp. 1 Cor. i. 9, x. 13; 2 Cor. i. 13. Therefore the former might have been
corrected according to the latter. ¢ xipioc is attested by B (esil.) D¥** EK L
R, almost all min., most versions, many Greek Fathers, and Hier—Ver. 5. mp
tmopovfv] The Elz. reads imopovfv. Against all uncial Mss. (alsoR), most min,,
and many Greek Fathers. Ver. 6. Instead of mapéAafov (D** D¥¥x E K L R
23, 31, al,, pl. edd. Aeth, Syr. p. Slav. Vulg. Clar. Germ. Bas. [alicubi] al, Cypr.
[ter] Lucif. Aug. Ambrosiast. ed. Pelag. received by Matth. and Scholz, preferred
also by Reiche), Elz. reads mapélafe (very weakly attested, namely, only by 8, 49,
57, 71, Syr.) ; Lachm. reads mapeAdfere (after B F G 43, al., Copt. Arm. Antonius,
Theodoret [sem.], Ambrosiast. ed. Auct. de sing. cler.); Griesbach, Tisch. Alford
and Ellicott read mapeAdfBosav (after A ®* Bas.; D* has for it the simple verb
$AdPooav). mapélafe and mapeAdPere are corrections, and not so well attested as the
third person plural. Butthe Alexandrian form mapeAdfBosav merits the prefer-
ence before mapédafov, as the less usual form in the N. T., which on that account
might easily have led to an alteration.—Ver. 8. Instead of the Receptus vixra xal
#uépav, BF G R 17, al,, Chrys. ms. Damasc. (sem.) have vwkrdc xai fuépac. Re-
ceived by Lachm. and Tisch. 8. Against the preponderating authority of A D E
K L, the great majority of min., and many Fathers, and the probable conformity
to 1 Thess. ii. 9, iii. 10.—Ver. 12. Elz. Tisch. 2 read dud tob xuvpiov fuav 'Iycos
Xpiorov. Lachm. Tisch., 1, 7 and 8, Alford and Ellicott read & xupiy 'Ingod
Xpeworp. The latter is required by A B D* E* F G ®* 17, 31, al., Vulg. It. Goth.
Copt. al., Damasc. (sem.) Ambrosiast. Aug. Pel.—Ver. 13. Elz. reads u7 éxxaxiorre.
Instead of this, Lachm. Schott, Tisch., Alford and Ellicott have preferred w5
#yxaxfionre, after A B D* R (Tisch. 7: g9 évkaxfioyre). But the latter is a probable
correction, as the writing éxxaxeiv, inste.d of éyxaxeiv, never occurs with certainty else-
where than in the N. T. and in the writings of the Fathers. Comp. Meyer on 2
Cor. iv. 1.—Ver. 18. Elz. Tisch. 2, 7 and 8, and Ellicott read rpémp. Lachm. and
Tisch. 1 read témp, after A* D* F G, 17, 49, Vulg. It. Goth. Chrys. Ambrosiast.
Pel. Commended to attention by Griesb.; already preferred by Piscator, Beza,
and Grotius. But rpémy (attested by A** B [e.sil.] D*** E K L X, almost all
_ min. Syr. utr. Copt. al. m. Theodoret, Damasc. al.) decidedly merits the prefer-
ence on account of the sense, and might, on account of the more frequent form év
mavrl témp (1 Cor. i. 2; 2 Cor. ii. 14; 1 Tim. ii. 8), be easily transformed into
rérp. Also Bouman (Chartae theologicae, lib. I. p. 67) considers tpéme as the
original ; but then he advances the following supposition for the origin of the
false reading téme: “ Proxime cum praecessisset did mavréc omni tempore, dictionis
elegantiam ac concinnitatem hoc requirere putarunt librarii, ut nihil potius adji-
ceretur quam év mwavri Téme omni loco; quippe qui temporis ac spafii notiones fre-
quentissime conjungi, pro sua scilicet sapientia, optime novissent.”
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Vv. 1-5. Paul requests the Thessalonians to pray that the gospel may
be more widely diflused, and that he himself (and his companions) might
be delivered from the persecutions to which he was exposed. He then
expresses his trust that the Lord will assist the Thessalonians, and also
declares his confidence that they will obey his (the apostle’s) command-
ments, and he unites therewith an additional benediction.

Ver. 1. [On vv. 1-5, See Note LXII. page 632.] Td Aocmév] see on 1
Thess. iv. 1.—mepi juav] on our behalf. But the apostle’s wish is com-
pletely unselfish, as he refersto the promotion of Christianity, and to him-
self only so far as he stands in connection with that object.—iva] comp. on
i. 11.—8 Adyoc Tob xvpiov] Genitivus subjectivus; see on 1 Thess. i. 8.—rpéyy]
may run. A representation of quick and unimpeded advancing.—do£élrrac]
is passive : may be glorified. Pelt erroneously understands it as middle.
But the gospel is only glorified when it is recognized as what it is,
namely, as a divaus Oeob ci¢ owrnpiav mavri 7¢ mewrevovre (Rom. i. 16).
Nicolas de Lyra arbitrarily limits the verb to the *miracula, veritatem
ejus declarantia.”—xadd¢ kai mpdc tudc] even as it is among you. A lauda-
tory recognition of the eager desire for salvation, with which the Thessa-
lonians surrendered themselves to the preaching of the gospel. Comp. 1
Thess. i. 6 ff. The words are closely connected with xai dofd{nrac. Accord-
ing to Hofmann, with whom Moller, although wavering, coincides, the
words are to be united with rpéxy, passing over xai dofdgyrac. Incorrectly,
because dofdlyra: i8 a higher idea than rpéxp, whilst it adduces that point
by which the external act of rpéyeev can only receive its internal value.
Accordingly xal dogd{pra: is too important to be considered only as a sub-
sidiary point “appended ” to rpéxp.—mpoc duic] see on 1 Thess. iii. 4.

Ver. 2. In deliverance from his adversaries lay the condition that he,
the apostle, could work the more effectively for the diffusion of the gos-
pel.!—dromoc] i8 used of that which is not in its right place. Used of per-
sons, it denotes one who does or says that which is inappropriate under
the circumstances. Thus it is equivalent to ineptus (Cic. de orat. ii. 4).
From “ propriety ” it passes to its wider ethical meaning, and is used of
men who act contrary to human or divine laws. Thus it receives the
general signification of dad or godless’—But the Thessalonian Jews are
not to be understood by the aroroc kai mornpol &vbpwmor, from whose perse-
cution the apostle had already, at an earlier period, frequently suffered
(so, as it would seem, Pelt), for their influence hardly extended to
Corinth. Persons must be meant who were then present in Corinth ifself.
But we are not to think on Christians who were only so in name (Zwingli,
Musculus, Hemming, Flatt, Schrader, and others), and particularly on false
teachers among the Jewish Christians (Schott), but on fanatical Jews* Comp.
Acts xviii. 6,12 ff. That the adversaries of the apostle could not have
been already Christians, follows from the inferential clause setting forth

1Theodoret: AiwwAj wiv n airpaes elvas oxei, 2See examples in Kypke, Observ. II. p. 145

pia 83 Suws doTiv TEy ydp wovnpey dvfpe {.; Li , and Wetstein.
nrreudvey, dxeditus xai & Tou KMpUymaros 3Hammond also finds here another refer-
avrrpixes Aéyos. ence to the Gnostics!

40
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the naturalness of the existence of such people, ob ydp mévrav o miors, for
faith 8 not an affair of all, <. e. it finds not a place among all, all have not a
susceptible heart for it!—j wioric] on account of the article, can only
denote the Christian faith simply and generally. To understand the expres-
sion of fidelity or honesty, with Schoettgen, Moldenhauer, Koppe, Bolten,
Krause, Flatt, and others, is as incorrect as to interpret it of true faith,
with Schott. For in the first case ob ydp mévres mwroi would require to
have been written, and in the second case ob ydp wévrwv § miarc aAgffs.

Ver. 3. A contrast to o yap mdvrev 4 wiory, with a play upon the word
migr, and a return to the statement in ii. 16, 17.—¢ xfpioc] not a designa-
tion of God (Schott, Schrader, Olshausen, and Hilgenfeld, Ztschr. £. wiss.
Theol., Halle 1862, p. 261), but of Christ. His faithfulness consists in this,
that He, as Protector of the church, watches over the continuance of the
faith, and effects its diffusion in spite of all &roro: and movmpoi. Strikingly,
Calvin: “Ceterum de aliis magis quam de se anxium fuisse Paulum,
ostendunt haec ipsa verba. In eum maligni homines improbitatis suae
aculeos dirigebant, in eum totus impetus irruebat : curam interea suam ad
Thessalonicenses convertit.”—rob mavgpod] is, by Calvin, Musculus, Estius,
Piscator, Menochius, Nat. Alexander, Benson, Bengel, Baumgarten, Mol-
denhauer, Macknight, Olshausen, Hofmann and Ellicott, also Cornelius a
Lapide, Er. Schmid, and Beza, though not decidedly held by the latter,
understood as masculine, accordingly as a designation of the devil. In
itself nothing can be objected against this interpretation, as in. Matt. xiii.
19 and elsewhere frequently in the N. T., also with Paul in Eph. vi. 16,
& mownpée is found in this sense. But here this interpretation is untenable,
because 8¢ orypifec dpdc xal $uAdfe amd Tev mowmped evidently resumes
omppifas év mavri dpyy nal Abyp byabj, ii. 17, and only arranges it positively
and negatively. But if rob movnpod corresponds to the negation of the
position év mavrl épyp kal Abyw Gyabp, it must be neuter, and denote moral
evil generally. But it would be arbitrary to make this neuter equivalent
to Tov movppav &fpdmwy, to which Koppe and Flatt give their countenance.

Ver. 4. The apostle has confidence in Christ that He will come to the
assistance of the Thessalonians, promoting their faith and protecting them ;
but he is likewise confident in them, that they on their part will not fail in
obedience to the apostle’s commands. Thus the apostle paves the way for a
suitable transition to the exhortation in ver. 6 fl.—év xupin] a state-
ment of the element of his confidence annexed to wemofbauev 8¢’ vpudc, in
order to express that the apostle’s confidence in his readers was one
Jounded on Christ, caused by the participation of Christianity. Comp.
Gal. v. 10; Phil. ii. 24; Rom. xiv. 14.—éy’ uic] see Meyer on 2 Cor. ii. 3.—
xal moueire] does not still belong to the protasis (see Erasmus on the pas-
sage), but begins the apodosis.

Ver. 5. A fresh involuntary effusion of piety on the part of the apostle,
by means of which he calls down the divine blessing on every action of

40n the form of the expression, compare  Kdpwlir éoé' & whois (Btrabo, viil, 6. 90, ed.
the well-known proverb: OV warrds dvdpds é¢  Siebenk.; Suidas, T. 2, p. 739).
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man as a condition of its success.! To assume that ver. 6 was added by
Tanl, because he could not yet entirely trust the Thessalonians (de Wette),
is without foundation.— «épios] Christ, 88 in vv. 3, 4.—~xarevbivai Spov rég
xapdiag ei¢ ™ aydmny Tob Ocovr] direct your hearts to the love of God, namely,
in order to be filled and pervaded by it, not in order to remain contem-
plating it (Koppe, Olshausen).—i aydmy rob @eov] is not “ amor a deo prae-
ceptus ”’ (Clericus), or “ amor, quem deus hominum quasi infundit ani-

-mis”’ (Pelt), also not the love of God to men, which was to be the pattern
for Christian brotherly love (Macknight, Koppe), or, more specially, the
manifestation of the love of God in Christ and in His work of redemp-
tion (Olshausen, Riggenbach); but love toward God (Gen. object.). Paul
wishes the Theasalonians to be inspired with it, because it is the centre
uniting all commandments; comp. Matt. xxii. 87 ff—«al ¢i¢ i dmouoviy
reb Xpworov] Oecumenius, Ambrose, Faber Stapulensis, Eraemus, Vata-
blus, Cornelius a Lapide, Beza, Bernard a Piconio, and Benson, to whom
recently Hofmann has attached himself, understand by this the patient
waiting for Christ, that is, for His coming. Erroneous, because—(1)
avapovy (comp. 1 Thess. i. 10) would require to be written instead of
tmouoviy ; and (2) the idea of patient waiting, by which addition the state-
ment becomes only suitable, would require to be expressly brought forward
by an additional clause. The stedfasiness of Christ (Gen. possessiv.) is meant,
inasmuch as the endurance which the Christian manifests in tribulation
for the sake of the gospel is in its nature nothing else than the stedfastness
which was peculiar to Christ Himself in His sufferings. Comp. the analo-
gous expression ré madfuara rod Xpwrov, 2 Cor. i. 5, and Meyer in loco.
The simple genitive cannot express stedfastness for the sake of Christ, a8 it is
usually explained. )

Vv. 6-15. Dehortation from a disorderly and idle life in the church. Panl
had already touched upon this subject in his First Epistle (iv. 11, 12, v.
14). But here it is more expressly treated, and also with greater severity,
because, without doubt, in the restless and fanatical excitement of spirits
on account of the advent, this evil had greatly increased instead of dimin-
ishing. Paul represents the core of the church as free from this fault;
he exhorts them to withdraw themselves from every Christian brother
living disorderly, in order to bring him to shame and amendment. Only
in ver. 12 does he direct his apostolic word to the erring brethren them-
selves.

Ver.6. [On vv. 6-18, see Note LXIII. pages 632, 633.] IapayyéAdousy &€]
An application of the general & mapayyéAdouey, ver. 4, to a special case.~év
bvéuars Tob kupiov fuav 'I. Xp.] belongs to mapayyéAdopev, not to what follows.
A solemn reference to the high authority for this injunction. Comp. 1
Cor. v. 4—oréAdecfas axé Twvoc] to withdraw himself from every one, lo avoid
his company. Comp. imooréddev éavrév, Gal. ii. 12, and imooréddesda:, Heb.
x. 38.—ard«xrwg] see on 1 Thess. v. 14.—«xard v mapddosrv, v x.r.1.] refers
not to instruction by the ezample of the apostle (Chrysostom, Theodoret,

1Theedoret: *Apderipuy Huly xpeie, xal wpedicens dyalis xai Tie drwler cvrepysias.
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Oecumenius, Theophylact, Hofmann), which is first mentioned in what
follows, but to the definite instruction which the apostle had given to them
orally, during his presence at Thessalonica (comp. ver. 10; 1 Thess. iv.
11), and then confirmed by writing 1 Thess. iv. 11, 12).—rapeAdfooav] A
well-known constructio ad sensum adapted to the collective form &rxd mavrdc
adergod. See Kiihner, II. p. 42!

Ver. 7. Confirmation of xaré mjy mapddoow, fiv mapedéfooav. The instruc-
tion imparted was sufficiently known to the readers: what Paul com-
manded, he practically exhibited by his own conduct.—airo] ye yourselves,
without it being necessary for me to speak much about it.—mag dei pepuei-
ofa: fpdc] a concise expression, meaning: What is8 your incumbent walk,
and how, in consequence of it, ye will be my imitators.—ér:] for. Unnatur-
ally, Hofmann : br: is to be translated by that, and is added as a parallel
expression to mac dei pepeiofa: fpdg, in which also ver. 9 is absorbed.—-
araxreiv] equal to dréxrwg mepemrareiv, ver. 6. Only here in the N. T.

Ver. 8. See on 1 Thess. ii. 9.—dwpedv] by way of gift.—dprov gayeiv] lo eat
bread (Mark iii. 20; Luke xiv. 1; dprov éofieww, Matt. xv. 2), has as the
Hebrew BN} 2% (Gen. xliii. 25; 2 S8am. ix. 7; Prov. xxiii. 6, etc.) the
idea of eating generally, so that it is not to be distinguished from the simple
¢ayeiv (Mark vi. 81) or éo9iew (ver. 10). dprov gayeiv mapé twoc denotes: fo
have maintenance from any one, without care on our part.—épyaléusvoc] is
not to be taken in the sense of temp. finit. (Flatt and others), but & xérp

. . épyaléuevoc i to be taken together, and forms a statement of mode
attached to &prov égdyouev in contrast to dwpedv. Yet we may, with Winer,
p. 829 f. [E. T.351], de Wette, Ellicott,and Hofm., assume that to égéyouev,
as a contrast to dwpedv, are added first év xéry xal uéxfy taking the place of
an adverb, and then to this vixra xal fuépav épyaléuevo: as a parallel clause.

Ver. 9. Paul has indeed the right to be maintained by the churches, but
he freely renounces this right, in order to present believers with a good
example. Comp. 1 Cor. ix. 4 ff.—ovy 4r] My meaning is by no means
that; by no means as if. A restriction of the previous statement, in order
to prevent a possible misunderstanding. Comp. 2 Cor. i. 24, iii. 5; Phil.
iii. 12, iv. 11, 17; Hartung, Partikellehre, II. p. 158 f.—éfovoiav] power or
authority, sc. tob dwpedv gayeiv dprov.—aAX’] sc. &v xémy kal pbxby vixra xai
Huépav Epyaléuevoe dprov tobiopev.—On éavrois, comp. Bernhardy, Syntaz, p.
272; Winer, p. 142 [E. T. 150]. '

Ver. 10. A further reason, along with the example of the apostle, which
should preserve them from ardxrws mepemareiv.—ydp] co-ordinate with the
yép in ver. 7. xaf cannot serve to bring out dre fuev mpds vuac (30 Hof-
mann), so that it would be explained, with Theodoret: 0bdév xawdv vuiv
ypbgouev, AN’ dmep ¢f apxfic vuds éddafauev. For bre fuev mpdc vpac i8 no
new additional idea, but only again resumes what was at least already
implied in vv. 7 and 8. Ka! must accordingly be taken with roiro wapyy-
yéAAopev vpiv, and the emphasis lies on roiro, which is placed first. The
meaning is : for even when we were with you, this we commanded you.—roirro)

10n the verbal form, comp. Sturs, de dial. Alez. p. 60; Lobeck, ad Phryn. p. 348.
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namely, what follows: &rc el ric x.rAd—el Tic ob OfAee dpydlecbar, unde tofi-
érw] was a Jewish proverb; see Schoettgen and Wetstein in loco. It has
its root in the expression in Gen. iii. 19, that man in the sweat of his brow
shall eat his bread.—od 6éAec] Bengel : Nolle vitium est.

Ver. 11. The reason for reminding them of this saying, ver. 10. Arbi-
trarily, Hofmann : yép refers to the whole section vv.6-10., The verd
wepeepydleoba: is only found here in the N. T. (but comp. mepiepyos, 1 Tim.
v.13, and ra wepiepya mpdaoew, Acts xix. 19). It denotes a bustling disposition
busy in useless and superfluous things, about which one should not trouble
himself. Paul thinks on the fanatical excitement, on account of which
one busied himself about everything except the fulfillment of the duties
of his earthly calling. wepwuepyalouévovs forms a paronomasia with updév
épyaloptvovst Comp. Quintilian, inst. orat. vi. 8. 54: Afer enim venuste
Mallium Suram, multum in agendo discursantem, salientem, manus
jactantem, togam dejicientem et reponentem, non agere dixit sed satagere.

Ver. 12. Kai wapaxadovucv] 8c. abrovc.—pueré fovyias épyaléuevor) with quiet-
ness, i. e. applying yourself to your earthly calling, subjectively with a quiet
and collected mind, and objectively with noiseless modesty. Contrast to
punddy ipydlesfa: aAAd mepiepydeofar. Comp. 1 Thess. iv. 11.—éavrav] em-
phatic, their own bread, that is to say, their self-earned sustenance, avoid-
ing a maintenance which depends on the charity of others.

Ver. 18. The apostle again turns himself to those who had kept them-
selves free from this fault.—éxcaxeiv] with the following participle (see
Kiihner, I1. p. 369) denotes to be weary in doing something.—xadomoueiv]
cannot signify “to be charitable” (Calvin, Estius, Flatt, Pelt, de Wette,
Bloomfield, Ewald, Bisping, and most critics), 80 that the sense would be:
But suffer not yourselves, through those who abuse your charity, to be
restrained from exercising charity in general. The verb can only denote,
80 act as 18 right and proper. Comp. Gal. vi. 9. As Paul still , even
in vv. 14, 15, of the special matter which he treated of in the preceding
words, xalomoweiv cannot be understood in its most general sense, but must
be referred to the matter in question. Accordingly, the apostle requires
that those who had kept themselves free from this fault should not be
weary in doing what is right and proper, that is to say, that they should not
suffer themselves to be infected with the evil example given.?

Ver. 14. Aws ris émeoroddc] i8, by Nicolas de Lyra, Luther, Calvin, Musculus,
Hemming, Bullinger, Lucius Osiander, Balduin, Grotius, Calovius, Clericus,
Sebastian Schmid, Bengel, Moldenhauer, Zachariae, Koppe, Krause, Pelt,
Winer, p. 113 [E. T. 119], and others, united with what follows. It is
usually explained : If any obey not my word, note that man to me in
writing, sc. in order that I may direct what punishment is to be inflicted
on him. But this interpretation is to be rejected—(1) on account of the
article 7, which, if unforced, can only denote a definite epistle lying

1Ewald translates it: “nicht Arbeit trei- refers it—because anticipating the contents
bend, sondern sich herumtreibend.” of ver. 15—to the loving and forbearing treat-
$Also  Olshausen understands xelowouiv  ment of the brethrea.
only of doing good in general, but arbitrarily
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before them, not an epistle to be written only at a later period; (2) as the
inversion of the words: &« tii¢c émwrodfjc TovTov onuewiobe, instead of the
natural order: roitov did g émegTodic ompewiofe, would not be justified;
(3) lastly, because it is very improbable that Paul should still have
retained for himself a statement of the punishment, as he has already in
ver. 6 stated the mode of punishment, and again repeated it in this verse,
commanding them to withdraw from the society of every brother acting
contrary to his admonitions. But interpretations in this connection, as
that of Bengel : “notate notd censorid, hanc epistolam, ejus admonendi
causa, adhibentes eique inculcantes, ut, aliorum judicio perspecto, se
demittat,” or that of Pelt : “ eum hac epistola freti severius tractate,” alter
the idea of the verb onuewiofla:. We are obliged to unite dwi ric émwrodie
with 7¢ Aéyp #uév.! It was not necessary to repeat the article ry before
4 ¢ émworoddc, because rg Abyw fudv 4 mijc émwroAsc is blended into the
unity of the idea of a written command. Comp. Winer, p. 128 [E. T. 1385].
# émwrory denotes the definite Epistle, i.e. our Second Epistle to the
Thessalonians (comp. 1 Thess. v. 27; Rom. xvi. 22; Col. iv. 16); and the
command expressed by that Epistle is the admonition in ver.12. The
meaning is: But if any one acts contrary to my prohibition repeated in
this Epistle, note that man, i. e. mark him, sc. in order to avoid intercourse
with him (comp. 1 Cor. v. 9, 11), and thereby to bring him to shame (and
amendment) ; as Paul, explaining himself, expressly adds: xal g9 cvvave-
uiywvole avrd a #vrparf. This meaning also remains, if, instead of the
Receptus rai pd owavapiyvvofe, we read, with Lachmann and Tischendorf
1, after A B D* g, the infinitive u? ovvavauiyvvobac, only the form of expres-
sion being changed.—#vrpany] is passive, not middle (Pelt). Comp. Tit. ii.
8; 1 Cor. iv. 14, vi. 5, xv. 24.

Ver. 15. But no hostile feeling against the erring was to be conjoined with
this avoidance of social intercourse ; on the contrary, as he is a Christian
brother, advice and admonition are not to be omitted in order to convert
him from his error by convincing reasons.—d¢] united with #yeiofas, other-
wise unusual, brings still more prominently forward the subjective notion
or representation implied in the verb. In a corresponding manner dorep
occurs with ryeioflac in the LXX. Comp. Job xix. 11, xxxiii. 10.

Ver. 16. The apostle, hastening to a conclusion, annexes a benediction
to the exhortation. By 6 xfpog ¢ eipfvme is meant not God, but Christ,
and the genitive designates Him as the Oreator and Producer of eipfvn.—
ri¢ eipfns and v eipfvyv] are usually interpreted, either of mutual har-
mony or of peace of mind (or even, as e.g. by Schott, of both together, exter-
nal and internal peace). The first-mentioned interpretation is untenable,
because there is in the Epistle not the slightest trace of déssensions in the
church; and the shift that the fanatical excitement in the church, and

180, correctly, Chrysostom, Clarius, Estius, Bolten, Flatt, Schott, Olshausen, de Wettes,
Piecator, Andrew Osiander, Aretius, Meno- Baumgarten-Crusius, Bloomfield, Alford,
chius, Vorstius, Cornelius a Lapide, Besa, Ewald, Bisping, Ellicott, Buttmann, Gramm.
Fromond., Hammond, Nat. Alexander, Joa-  des neutest Sprachgedr. p. 80 [E. T. 93]; Hof-
chim Lange, Harduin, Whitby, Benson, mann, Riggenbach, and others.
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the idlenees consequent upon it, might lead to external disquiet, and
accordingly the wish of the apostle was occasioned with a view to the
future, is far-fetched and arbitrary, because Paul prays for what was
tmmediately to occur. There is nothing against the second interpretation,
a8 calmness of mind or peace of soul is undoubtedly indicated by eipfvy
(Phil. iv. 7). See Meyer and Weiss in loco. Yet it is also admissible to
understand cipfvy both times (corresponding to the Hebrew DYI¥; see
Fritzache, ad Rom. 1. p. 22 ff)) in the sense of salvation or blessing, and,
indeed, on account of the article ¢ and v, of the definite,—that is to
say, the specifically Christian blessing or salvation. This interpretation is
also supported by the fact, that as xdpi xal cipfm at the commencement of
the apostolic Epistles corresponds to the Salutem or &b mpérrew of profane
writers, so the apostolic benediction at the conclusion of the Epistles is
nothing else than the Christian transformation of the usual Valete or
¢ppwcde.—dus mavrés] always, Rom. xi. 10; Matt. xviii. 10; Acts ii. 25.—
perd mévrey duiv] accordingly even with the dréxrwg mepiraroivres.

Vv. 17, 18. Autographic salutation, with a repeated benediction. Paul
had not written the letter with his own hand, but dictated it. Comp. Rom.
xvi. 22; 1 Cor. xvi. 21; Col. iv. 18.—8] does not stand by attraction for
3, nor also does it bring forward a simple special point from the foregoing
(so Wieseler on Gal. vi. 11; and Laurent in the Stud. u. Krit. 1864, p.639;
Neutestam. Studien, Gotha 1866, p. 5: “which, namely, the autographic
writing ”’), but it refers to the whole preceding idea : which circumstance of
the salutation now wrillen.—onueiov] a sign, i. e. a mark of authenticity. Comp.
ii. 2. Chrysostom, Theodoret, Theophylact, Bullinger, Estius, Piscator,
Menochius, Cornelius a Lapide, Er. 8chmid, Beza, Joachim Lange, Har-
duin, Benson, Bengel, Moldenhauer, Zachariae, Baur (Paulus, p. 489),
Hofmann, Riggenbach, and most critics, incorrectly find this mark in the
addition of the words following in ver. 18 ; for the autographic salutation
is expressly designated as this mark. But a salutation and a benediction are
different from each other.—év méoy émwrorj] in every Epistle, can only be
referred to all the Epistles which the apostle has, perhaps, at a later
period, still to write to the Thessalonians. For only for the Thessalonians,
who had already been actually deceived by a false Pauline Epistle, and
led into error, was such a precaution of practical importance against a new
deception. Besides, if év méoy émwrody is to be understood abeolutely
instead of relatively, the autographic salutation would be found in all the
Epistles of the apostle. But itis only found in 1 Cor. xvi. 21 and Col. iv. 18.—
obrus ypdgw] thus—that is to say, in such characters as are given in vv. 17
and 18—TI write. The handwriting of the apostle was accordingly still
unknown to the readers. From this it follows, that also the First Epistle
to the Thessalonians was not written by the apostle’s own hand. More-
over, Zeltner (de monogrammate Pauki, Altorfii 1721), Bengel, and Molden-
hauer erroneously—because transferring a modern custom into antiquity—
congider that we are here to think on characters artificially twisted into a
monogram by the apostle and rendered incapable of imilation. Against Zelt-
ner, see Wolf, p. 402 fI. . . T SR .
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LXIL Vv. 1-6.

(a) In 1 Thess. Amév (iv. 1) introduces the Hortatory section. It follows a
passage of a kindred sort to that in ii. 16,17 of this epistle. The similarity in the
two cases is noticeable. It is worthy of remark, however, that, in the first epistle,
the passage answering to ii. 16, 17 contains the prayer that God would open the
way for the Apostle’s return to them, and would establish and confirm them in
holiness, and Aourév opens an exhortation to walk according to what he had taught
them. Here, on the other hand, the exhortation to hold fast his instructions, and
the prayer for their confirmation, both precede r6 Ao¢wév, while this adverbial ex-

pression introduces a request for their prayers that he might have freedom in
preaching everywhere, and might be delivered from those who would hinder his
work. And then, by a sort of repetition, thoughts corresponding with those of ii.
16, 17 are added in iii. 3-5.—(b) The request which he makes, in asking for their
prayers for himself, is that the word of the Lord may have free course and be
gloritied. He undoubtedly has in mind, however, the preaching of the word by
himself and his companions, as the prominent thought.—(¢) From the suggestions
of both epistles we must believe the persons alluded to in ver. 2 to be Jewish
enemies, to whom the word érémwv would seem peculiarly applicable—(d) The
question as to whether rov movnpov of ver. 8 is masculine or neuter, is hardly to be
answered with confidence. The argument in favor of the neuter, which is urged
by Linem. and ‘Alf.—that ii. 17 suggests it—is of quite doubtful force, because
70 Aourév makes a new paragraph and allows a new thought. The argument de-
rived from a supposed reference to the Lord’s prayer (ElL and some others) is not
to be pressed, because this reference is very questionable. The similarity in the
two passages may be merely fanciful. The fact that there has been no reference
to Satan in the context, and that the following verse, which seems to be in a cer-
tain connection with this verse, speaks of confidence that the readers both were
doing and would do the things which had been enjoined as Christian duty, may be
considered as favoring the neuter. Rob., Grimm., A. V., Noyves tr., de W., Alf,,
Liinem. and others hold that it is neuter. R. V., Ell, Davidson tr., Bib. Comm.,
Mason, Words., Hofm., Olsh., Calv., and others regard it as masculine.—(¢) With
ver. 4, ii. 16'and 1 Thess. iv. 1 may be compared. In the last-mentioned verse, he
prays that, as they are now walking according to what he had taught, they may
do w0 in the future; here, he expresses confidence that they will do so.

LXIL Vv. 6-18.

(a) With ver. 6 comp. 1 Thees. v. 14 and iv. 11. The exhortation with regard
to these disorderly persons is presented here more in detail. It would appear
from this fact, that some increase of the evil indicated may have taken place since
the first letter, or that he may have received more definite information concerning
it. The latter seems to be clearly indicated in ver.11.. He recalls his own course
of action and example when he was in their city, which in 1 Thess.'ii. he had
mentioned by way of reminiscence, and urges it as an example which they should
imitate. The correspondence in expressions with the first epistle is very striking.
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—(%) Ver. 10 seems to show that this tendency to give up this world’s work was
an attendant, in many cases, upon the entrance into the Christian life—the new
thoughts, the spiritual atmosphere, the future, making the daily duties in earthly
things seem unnecessary. Warnings against tendencies to such errors in different
lines are given in the N.T., and must have been found needful by the Apostolic
preachers.—(c) mepwepyaouévors (ver. 11) as contrasted with épyafouévous, implies
4 busying themselves with things belonging to the sphere of others, and neglect-
ing those of their own sphere. The very strong word dAdorpewerioxomos used in 1
Pet. iv. 15 may be compared.—(d) The fact that the exhortation and suggestion
‘of vv. 6 ff. and the exhortation in ver. 12 (Iva perd jovyias x.7.1.) are in each of
the two Epistles so clusely connected with the passage which relates to the Parou-
sia—that of ver. 12 following it in this Ep., and immediately preceding it in 1
Thess. (iv. 11)—is, not improbably, indicative of a connection between the mis- -
taken notions, which members of the Thess. church had respecting the time of that
great event, and their neglect of their earthly business. These mistaken notions
may have been a cause of this neglect. But the most that can be affirmed with
respect to such a connection is a possibility or probability, not a certainty.—(e) The
reference of did Tijc émworodsic (ver. 14) to the present letter is satisfactorily proved
by the considerations which Liinem. sets forth. The reference of xiptog (ver. 16)
which he gives is, also, to be adopted as probably correct. Elsewhere, when re-
ferring to God in such a phrase, the Apostle uses the words ¢ Yo i eipfng, as
Alf. remarks.—(f) The addition of the autograph passage vv. 17, 18 is perhaps
connected with the fact that a letter had been received by the church which
claimed to be his, but was not actually so (see ii. 2). Itis probable that such
autograph additions were made in his subsequent epistles generally or always, and
not merely in letters to this church. That he has special reference, however, in
the words as here used, to what he might have occasion to write to the Thess,, is
not improbable.
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