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RESUMF DE PREMIEREFE PARTIE de Oorınthe Uune particıpation la collecte, Paull Darals-
saılt AUSSI changer considerablement de politique

ans 1a Dpremiere partıe de cel article, ”auteur sıtue Ia col- matiere financiere el cela appelait des explications. Est
lecte organisee Dar Paul faveur des Saın de Jerusalem AaUSsı possible Jue Ces chretiens alent dejJäa prIS d’autres
dans le de 1a VIe de ’apötre el CXDOSE hrieve- engagements financiers, QqUuI DOUVaIlt les rendre VCU
ment raıson d’GEtre et MmMIıISEe considere disposes contribuer 1I1O0OUVEAaAU projet Alnsı, Ia

detail CING obstacles UE |’apötre devait Ssurmonter du reconciliation JuUuE Paul cherchait produire organı-
cote des donateurs pagano-cChretiens (en Darticulier 1es sant 1a collecte Daralssalt avoIır cout Aleve.
Corin  jens) et COomMMentT alt face. ans 1a culture ans Ia seconde partıe, ’auteur considerera 1es obs-
de Ces SECNS, les hbienfaiteurs DOoUurvoyalent besoin de tacles qu! eyxistalent du cote des destinataires de Ia col-
leur cıte et recevalent VDOUT cela reCoNNaISsanCeEe publique lecte Jerusalem el COomMMenNT Paul dü faire face, DOUT
el honneur. Les sentiments anti-judaisme etalent tres autant UE l’on DUuIssEe E determiner. Enfin, i} traıtera
repandus dans I9 socilete. Fn/ les relations de Paul des obstacles qu'il DOoUVaIlt avOoIr du cOte de Paul Iu-
AaVEC les chretiens de Orıntıhne etalent tendues et avaıt meme et cCommMent les surmontes ignores. PTO-
des adversaires influents, Ia OIS ’interieur et |’Eexte- VOSCTd ensulte quelques implications DOUT lE ministere
rieur de leur communaute. N demandant dUuX chretiens de reconciliation dans le monde actuel.

UMMARY OF PART pate, Pau! also seemed take sharp turn In hIs finan-
cial DOolicy IC| needed explanation. There also mig

The first Dart of his places Paul’s collection for the have hbeen DrevVIOUS other financial engagemen of the
saınts In Jerusalem In the ContextT of Paul’s biography and Corinthians that made them reluctant particıpate In
briefly discusses Its origin and development. It examınes another project. IT becomes clear that the reconcilia-
In detail five obstacles he the side of the tıon IC| Paull sought DTOCUTE through the collection
Gentile Christian donors (In particular the Corin  lans) Calle at high price.
and Paul’s each of them The Gentile TIS- Part will EexXxamıne the obstacles the side of the
tians had their understanding of enefac- recıplents of the collection In Jerusalem and Paul’s ikely
tıon serving 'ocal Datronage and O0Ca honour and the them far It Cdfll he reconstructed. In
prevalent anti-Judaism of the ancıent world In ition, ition, ıT Wil| dIiSCUSs the obstacles Paul’s side and
Paul  /  S relationship ith the Corinthians Wads strained and hHOow he addressed OT neglecte: them inal ection wWil|
there WeTlTe influential In the communIty and rovide SUMMMATYy and draw Out SOTTIE of the mplica-
from outside. In demanding the Corinthians Darticı- 10NS for the ministry of reconciliation In today’s wor/|

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG VON TEIL
ander. annn folgt eıne detaillierte Untersuchung VOI

DDer Teil dieses Aufsatzes stellt die ammlung VOIT fünf Hindernissen, die eıtens der heidenchristlichen
Paulus fürdie Heiligen In Jerusalem In den Zusammenhang er überwinden sind (insbesondere auf Seıiten
seıner Biographie und setzt sich Kurz mit dem R  u der Korinther), und die Erwiderung VOI] Paulus auf jedes
und der Entwicklung dieses Sammlungsprojektes aUSEeIN- Vo ihnen. DITZ Heidenchristen mussten ihr Verständnis
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VOIT] Wohltätigkeit, die eıner ortsansässıgen Klientel un auf eın welteres finanzielles Projekt geführt en Magden dazugehörigen Ehrenvorstellungen dient, und den ES ird eutlich, dass die Versöhnung, die Paulus WrC
vorherrschenden Antijudaismus In der antiken Welt die ammlung anstrebt, eınen en Preis gekostet hat
überwinden. ulserdem War die Beziehung des Paulus LDer zweiıte Teil ird sich mMıt den Hindernissen SEeI-

den Korinthern un E gab einflussreiche tens der Empfänger In Jerusalem hefassen und mıit der
Gegenspieler In un außerhalb der Gemeinde. Durch vermutlichen VOI)] Paulus sie, weıt dies
seıne die Korinther gerichtete Aufforderung, sich rekonstruilert werden kann. Darüberhinaus werden
dem Projekt beteiligen, schien Paulus eine scharfe die Hürden auf Seıten VOT) Paulus selbst erortert, und
en In seIiner Finanzpolitik vorzunehmen, die wWIE SIE angıng oder ignorierte. Der letzte Abschnitt
eıner Erklärung edurfte. Auch könnte andere, VOT- legt eine Zusammenfassung VOT un zieht einigeherige finanzielle Verpflichtungen der Korinther egeben Schlussfolgerungen daraus für den LDienst der Versöhnungaben, WAds$ ihrer widerstrebenden Haltung In ezug In der Welt Vo heute

Introduction contributing the collection. In addition, In the
TIhe language of reconcıllation 15 sed In the New of ancıent antı-Judaism, the Jews WCCEIC

JTestament primarıly tor inıtliative ın L[CCOIMN- suspected minorıity In the Roman Empire, an
cılıng sinful humanıty 1mMse GoOod took the bestowing benefactions 0)8| them W dsS NOT natural

choice. For the Jewı1sh Chrıistians of JerusalemInıt1atıve, provided the I11Canls of reconcıliation
an offers 1T all who believe (Sece C Cor aCCCDL the donation and wiıth the SUM of

also ItSs donors impliıed the recogniıtion of these8-20).' hiıs reconcıliatiıon 15 the foundation
and mandate for reconcıliatıon between humans.* Gentiles AS Dart of the people of God (at least thıs

W ds what Paul had In mınd and relegation ofWhıle the language of reconciliation hardly ADDCAaIs
In this In the New Testament, what 15 their W ancılent CWIS. privileges. TIThe deliv-
IMCANT by It ADDCATS Ver and Ver agaın In other CL Y of the collection and ItSs aCCCPLANCE, perhaps

impressively staged by Paul (earlıer O Paul hadterms TIThe theme 1$ promınent In the Bıble an
In the SOCIETY, ıIn the churches and In famılies that brought the Gentile Christian Titus wıth 3ım

Jerusalem; Gal 21 -5); would happen ın JerusalemWC CAaNNOT 1gnore It hıs artıcle 1$ devoted
New JTestament example an model of reconcılia- and NOT remaın private, inner Christian MafTtfter.

CWIS.: Christians who relativised Jewısh privilegeson between different STOUDS of people. It AIgUCS In this WaY would aVe face resistance and CMN-that already In early Christianity reconcılıatiıon had
OVETrCOMECEC maJor obstacles ON all sıdes and that

CIsSm from fellow Jews In politically increasıngly
FeNnSseE climate In the 25 VCAars leadıng Up the rst1T Calnc at high DMCE,

Before entering LIC. phase ın his 1SS10N miın- Jewısh Wr (AD 66-7/3). aul had delay hıs OW

plans, travel ast INOTC and face number ofIStr y ın the West at the end of hıs third MI1ISSION- risks.
Ar V Journey (Rom 15:22-32), Paul returned Whiıle do OT know what precisely happenedINOTC Jerusalem wıth delegation of Christians In Jerusalem In the early of the VCarwhich represented the predominantly Gentile
Christian cCommunıitıes whıich he had founded

Or / when Paul eventually arrıved deliver
the funds which he had COlNeCted,” Paul’s effort Of.1n the Eastern Mediterranean WOT. Cts 204 -

5) ITHeEv brought wıth them substantial SIl of
reconcıliatıon between followers of Jesus of dıf-
ferent backgrounds still] maJor challengefor the POOTI Christians In Jerusalem. he Christians of all and all dAYCS despite ItSsnds MmMeeTt the materı1al] needs, but salvation-historical particularıty: Whom AI theyfor Paul far INOTEC Was at stake: the collection wiılling recognIıse AdS Part of od’s people? Whatintended dS expression of Gentile Christian LEC- AIC they willing sacrılıce for each other? AreOgnIıtion of debt Israel /Jewish Christianity and they ready acknowledge each ther publichy?AS Al effort of reconciıliation and mutual reCOgNI-

on between SOINC Jewısh and Gentile Christians.
HE the focus of this 15 primarıly historical-
EXCHECLCAL, 1T also draws ut the implications forPaul made high demands ON al the people Christians facıng the challenge of reconcılıation.involved 1n thıs proJect: for the Gentiale Chrıstians, For the New Testament, the horizontal and vertl-

Jerusalem Was far AWAaY; therefore bestowal] cal dimension of reconcıliatıon MUST NOT be SCDa-of local honour Was be expected In retfurn tor rated
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( )BSTACLES ALL SIDES: PAUL COLLECTION FOR IHE SAINTS JERUSALEM

We YSt briefly SUPVCYV the orıgın an in the disguise of private plety .1 Ca bring
development of Paul’s collection for the sSaınts alms INY natıon and Offer sacrifices.?!0 Acts
of Jerusalem.* TIThen shall examıne what Was 20:4 mentlions the delegates from VarlıoOus of
involved OI the sıde of the Gentile Christian Paul’s PrevIOUS mMinIıstry who MeTt wıth hım Aat the
donors, wıth particular focus ON Corinth IC en of the third M1SS1ONAFrY Journey 1ın order
obstacles had be 111C ın getting involved? travel wiıth hım Jerusalem. though thıs 15 the
How dıd Paul address these obstacles? Thereafter beginning of the third "we-passage’ ıIn Acts (where
ll examıne the obstacles the side of the the author probably indıcates hıs personal iınvolve-

Jewısh Christians ın Jerusalem. How dıd (371: would MC ın the events), NO CdSOIl 15 gıven why these
Paul ddress them” Finally, 111 SC what obsta- delegates CAalillc Jerusalem: In the COMIEGXI of
cles Paul himself had In final section Paul’s arrıval an meeting wıth the Christian ead-

TAaW OUuUTt the implications for reconcılıa- GE of the CItYy, NO mention 15 made of collection
on between Christians of dıfferent backgrounds 211725 Paul W ds 4S DaYy for rıtes in
and tradıtions ıIn OUur day and AYC ar ll become order demonstrate hıs Jewiısh identity 2181
clear that reconcıliation AF hıgh price for hıs loyalty hıs ftellow Jewish Christians; he prob-
those Paul wanted reconcıle each other an ably did from the collection fund)::*
for Paul, the reconcıer, himself. Paul OStTt hıs free- However, IT 15 noteworthy that Acts te of
dom during thıs VISIt Jerusalem an SCV - early VISIT of Paul Jerusalem; according AcCts,
era]l 1n prison. thıs Was hıs second VISIT the CIty after hıs COMN-

version /callıng. At that pomnt Barnabas and Paul

The origın and development of Paul’s WeEeTITC by the Gentile Christians of Antioch
Jerusalem wıth donatıon relleve hunger duecollection for the saınts famiıne *® ere ATIC g0o0d CQUaALC

Ihe orıgın of Paul’s collection enterprise 15 NOT thıs VISIT Jerusalem wıth the VISIT reported 1ın
tully clear. I1 wo A, of interest for thıs Galatians 1410 He of them being that both
questlon, an both ralse number of 1SSUES. EVENTS include oifts the POOT. It Was probably

1 Galatıans ıs be ate Carly,” then Galatians thıs OCCasıon that Paul MeTL wıth the Jerusalem
2:10 15 chronologically the YSt reference SOIMINNC
kıind of collection ıIn which Paul Was involved.

eaders (as reported in Gal 2)) and they charged
hım CONTLINUE remember the DOOT, which Paul

On Paul’s second VISIT Jerusalem 45 Christian WaSs "ecager do? 2Zi10)
(according hıs OW ACCOUNT ıIn Gal] 1_2)’ he MeTt Paull’s collection tor the Sal1nts 1ın Jerusalem,
wıth leaders of the Jerusalem Christian CONSTICSA- AN) It 15 gener  Y understood, CC} clearer Into
t1on (2:2) and reached agreCcmCNL wiıth them fOcus during the second M1SSIONAFrY Journey. In
(29) THeyv accepted Paul and his minıstry Corinthijans 16:1-4;, Paul addresses the collection
the Gentiles and placed only 11C oblıgatıon OIl AS something that needs further introduction AS

the Corinthians MUST aVe cen öf it 15 TIThehim namely °that remember the POOT, which
Was actually what NN do? (Z240; Paul Corinthians dIC ftollow the instructions which
had CCHTE wıth Barnabas and Titus, 241 IThe C Paul also BAaVC the churches of Galatıa (Y6:1) In
has private character (a personal charge Paul, Corinthijans E Paul! SCS lengths pCI-

suade the Corinthijans the ObstaclesBarnabas an Titus, NOT al the Gentiles that
he/they had an was/were about convert). partıcıpation theır sıde. Ihe last reference
Probabily A later during hıs so-called second the collection AaDPCAaIs ıIn Romans 15292231 Paul
and IT M1SS1ONaArYy journeys,“® Paul extended thıs informs the Roman Christians about hıs impend-
charge the Christians wıthın hıs sphere of Ing Journey Jerusalem deliver the collection.
MINIStrY. ven if Galatıians 15 be 4afe Jate: He VO1ICES hıs regardıng hıs COW safety
Paul 15 NOT referring the present time ofwrıiting an the aCCCPLANCE of the collection an
Al VYWaV but EVENTS SOTMNC fourteen OT SEVELNGEN theıir PFaycr Suppört:“

after hıs calling.® Fven wıth late date, this
would still be indication concerning the orıgın
of the collection. Costly reconcıliation then

Many An noted the absence of the In thıs sectlion fırst ddress the obstacles
collection 1n Acts? There INAaYy be Cryptic ref- the sıde of the donors. The references the
CIEGHNGE IT ın Acts D17 where IT might AaDPCAaL collection In and Corinthijans indıicate that Dar-
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ticıpation from the Gentile Christians which Paul renounced their chances gaın STAatus at Oome
EXpeCLEd and certamly demanded! Was far from Ascough has rightly observed:
obvious.!/ Paul had uUusSsCcC al] hıs rhetorical skil]

persuade them We ll then focus OM obsta-
For the Christian STOUDS themselves their rst
priority ave remaıned their localcles ON the sıde of the vecıpıients. In Romans 15:31 CONgregations. Paul’s troubles wıth ralsıngPau! 1ın the form of PFaycr FEQUESLT VO1ICES the promised, and hıs rhetorical STIrate-SOINC doubts about the AaCCCPDPLANCE of the collec-

on ICS In his etters the Corinthians* CHRISTOPH STENSCHKE ®  ticipation from the Gentile Christians — which Paul  renounced their chances to gain status at home.  expected and certainly demanded! — was far from  Ascough has rightly observed:  obvious.!” Paul had to use all his rhetorical skill  to persuade them. We will then focus on obsta-  For the Christian groups themselves their first  priority seems to have remained their local  cles on the side of the recipients. In Romans 15:31  congregations. ... Paul’s troubles with raising  Paul — in the form of a prayer request — voices  the money promised, and his rhetorical strate-  some doubts about the acceptance of the collec-  tion:  <  gies in his letters to the Corinthians ... suggest,  and that my ministry to Jerusalem may  that they, at least, remained unconvinced that  be acceptable to the saints’. What could have made  they had a social and religious obligation to an  the funds, which were urgently needed, ‘unaccep-  table’? Finally we examine what obstacles the col-  otherwise unknown group. What confuses the  Corinthians is not necessarily the fact that they  lection entailed for Paul himself.  have to donate, but that the monies are going  In this quest we have to rely on Paul’s own  to Jerusalem rather than the common fund of  statements and his own estimate of the situation as  no other sources are available. This involves some  the local congregation.?  ‘mirror-reading’. It is not clear why other New  3.1.2 Ancient anti-Judaism  Testament authors are silent regarding Paul’s col-  lection for the saints of Jerusalem and why Paul’s  While some Gentiles were attracted to Judaism to  later letters do not mention it either. Was the col-  varying degrees (from full proselytes to sympa-  lection a matter of the past that had accomplished  thising ‘god-fearers’?!) — also attested for Corinth  — there was also the latent and at times violent anti-  its purpose and needed no further mention? Did  Paul perhaps have good reasons not to mention  Judaism ofthe Roman world.?? The account in Acts  the matter again as it did not achieve its intended  18:12-17, located in Corinth, provides evidence of  purpose?  this.?® Gentile Christians without any prior attach-  ment to Diaspora Judaism were unlikely to donate  3.1 Obstacles on the side of the donors  for impoverished Jews of all people.  There were several obstacles to participating in  Reluctance motivated by anti-Judaism on the  Paul’s collection which concerned all Gentile  side of some Corinthians was all the more prob-  Christian donors in the North-Eastern area of  able as some ancient Roman authors accused the  the Mediterranean world (Galatia, Macedonia,  Jews of being a lazy people?* because of their strict  Achaia).  Sabbath observance,?® although it is difficult to  assess how representative such views were for the  3.1.1 Local patronage and local honour  wider population.?® Thus, if some Jewish people in  There are instances of upper class people in the  Jerusalem were in need, the solution was simple  and obvious: let them work more and more often.  ancient world serving as benefactors and recipients  of public honour (for example through statues and  In addition, for the Corinthians there were  inscriptions) in other places. For example, king  three more obstacles which were peculiar to them:  Herod the Great did not only rebuild and enlarge  3.1.3 Paul’s quarrels with the Corinthians and  the temple in Jerusalem and fund other projects  within his realm, but also outside of it. The same  the presence of opponents  applies to king Herod Agrippa 1.'8 But within the  Both letters to the Corinthians indicate strained  prevalent ancient reciprocal system of patrons and  relationships between Paul and some of the  clients, the usual praxis of benevolence was to use  Corinthian Christians. While 1 Corinthians is  more didactic than apologetic (here I follow  funds /ocally in order to gain public recognition  and honour, and to enhance one’s own status  Hafemann against Fee?’), by the time Paul wrote  within the community.!® In this context, it made  2 _ Corinthians, in addition to the various quar-  little sense to donate for recipients hundreds of  rels between Paul and the Corinthians regarding  miles away, who were unable to reciprocate in any  doctrine and ethics, there were a number of fierce  meaningful way. As Paul expected all Christians  opponents in Corinth. Hafemann describes the  to be involved, there was little potential for sta-  problems as follows:  tus-enhancement within the local and translocal  By the time Paul wrote 2 Corinthians every-  Christian community through generous contri-  thing had changed. For a while, between the  butions. Those contributing to Paul’s collection  writing of 1 and 2 Corinthians, the church as  22° ET 2421SUSSCSL,and that INY MiNIStry Jerusalem INaY that they, at IeASE, remaıned unconvınced thatbe acceptable the saınts)’. Whart COUuU aVe made they had socı1al and relig10us obligation Althe funds, which urgently needed. “unaccep-table’> Fınally examıne what obstacles the col-
otherwise unknown Whart confuses the
Corinthians 15 NOT necessarily the fact that theylection entaıiled for aul himself. a donate, but that the monl1es ATrCc Z01INgIn this aUE rely OI Paull’s Wn Jerusalem rather than the COINMON fund ofSTan hıs WIN estimate of the sSiıtuation AN

other OUrCces A en avaılable hıs involves the local cCongregation.“”
"Miırror-reading). It 15 ACH: clear why ther New AT nCıeNnt antı-JudaismJTestament authors ATIC sılent regardıng Paul’s COl-
lection for the saılnts of Jerusalem an why Paul’s Whiıle SOMMC Gentiles WCIC attracted Judaism
later etters do NOT mention It either. Was the col- varyıng degrees (from full proselytes a-
lection Matier of the past that had accomplıished thising :gOd icarers‘“ ] also attested for Corinth

there Was also the latent an al times violent Anfi-ItSs PUrpDOSC an needed 110 further mention” Dıiıid
Paul perhaps ave g00d NOT mentlion Judaism ofthe Roman world *? Ihe In Acts
the AIICT agaın AS IT dıd OT achileve ItSs intended 161217 ocated ın Corinth, provıdes evidence of
purpose? this.“> Gentile Christians wıthout anı y prior attach-

MeEeNnNT Dıiaspora udaısm unlıkely donate
3.1 Obstacles the sıde of the donors for ımpoverished Jews of all people.

There WCCIC several obstacles partıcıpating 1n Reluctance motivated Dy antı-Judaism 0)8! the
Paul’s collection which concerned all Gentile sıde of SOMNC Corinthians Was al] the prob-
Christian donors In the North-Eastern dICa of able AS ancıent Roman authors accused the
the Mediterranean WOFTF. (Galata, Macedonıia, Jews of being lazy people“ because of their S$trict
Achala). Sabbath observance although 1t 15 diıfhcult

A4dS55C8S5 how representative such VIEWS WEIC for the
S A 0CH4 Patronage an local honour wıder population.“® J hus, ıf some Jewısh people in

There AdIC Instances of class people In the Jerusalem WEeEIC 1n need, the solution Was sımpleand obvious: let them work INOTC and INOTC ftenancıent WOT. SErVINg AS benefactors and recıplentsof public honour (for example through and In addıtion, for the Corinthians there
INSCYIptiONS) In other places. For example, kıing three obstacles which WEeEIC peculiar them
ero the Great dıd NOT only ebuild and enlarge 1 8 Panyul  2  $ quarrels wıth the Corıinthians andthe temple In Jerusalem and fund other proJectswıthiın hıs realm, but also outsıde of It TIhe SadJImnec the ofOPPONENTS
applies kıng ero Agrıppa Il8 But wıthın the Both etters the Corinthians indicate straıned
prevalent ancılent recıprocal SYStem of Datrons and relationships between Paul an SOMCEC of the
clents, the usual praxIıs of benevolence Was UsSCc Corinthian Christians. Whiıle Corinthians 15

didactic than apologetic (here ftollownds locally In order gaın public recognıtionand honour, and enhance nNne’s  > OW: STAatus Hafemann agalnst Beec . DYy the tım Paul
wıthın the Communıity. ” In this CONTEXT, IT made Corinthians, INn addiıtion the Varlıous QUar-
lıttle SCNSC donate for recıplents hundreds of rels between Paul and the Corinthians regardıng
miıles AWAaYV, who WEeEIC unable rec1procate in aV doctrine and ethics, there WCEIC number of Herce
meanıngful WAaY. As DPaul expected al] Christians OPPONCNHETS ın Corinth. Hafemann describes the

be ınvolved, there Wads lıttle potential for STA- problems dAS ollows:
us-enhancement wıithin the local and translocal By the time Paul Corinthians y-Christian COMMUNItYy through contrı1- thing had changed. For while, between thebutions. Those contributing Paul’s collection writing of and Corinthians, the church A
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Oole Was In OPCH rebellion agalnst Paul A0 under financıal obligation WCIC extremely1S gospel due the influence of Paul’s OPPO important COMPONCNES of the sOc1al SFF HEHNTE
who had recently arrıved er Cor 4) Thus, within Roman sOCIety specifically an

Since then significant of the church the Corinth Paul NECW Was Roman colonyhad repented and returned Paul’s sıde. But the wealthy expressed an enhanced their
Paul’s apostolic authority 15 110 longer COINIMMNON W Dy becoming Datrons of the needy. IThe
ground between Paul and his entire church. CXTEeNT of N6 s  z philanthropies and the number
There 1S still sizeable Opposıtıon Paul of ne’s  Z chents ımportant of

the Corinthians, wıth Paul’s OPPONCNLES person’s soclıl1al standıng an influence 1Io be
lurking behind them As result, the church the recıpilent of A benefaction W as be placed
10W stands divided VEr Paul and hıs legitimacy ımmediately under al obligation Ör gratitude
a4aSs Aall apostle. Hence, whereas the problems the Dbenefäctor, an the gratitude of the benefi-
in Corinthians WEIC wiıithiıin the church, the Clar y in LTurn placed the benefactor under further
central problem be solved ıIn Corinthians 15 obligation.... Thereiore, AaCCCDL oift W ds
the authorıity and legitimacy of Paul AS AD OS- become chent of and dependent the
tle 28 privileged PECISON, ECVEN though the Patron,

egardıng the SLFaLCSVY of the OpPONCNLIS, LOO, assumed the obligation of further benefac-
Hafemann t1on At DaSse, the relationship SPrang NOT from

friendship, although the CONVentIONs of friendBy the time of Corinthians, however, Paul’s
OPPONCNLIS had arrıved from outsıde Corinth shıp WCIC there, but from the patron’s for
and had capıtalıze: ON the Corinthians’ VCI- W an prestige and from the chient’s need
realized eschatology, preaching VIECW of Christ be helped. One made friends Dy* OBSTACLES ON ALL SIDES: PAUL’S COLLECTION FOR THE SAINTS IN JERUSALEM ®  a whole was in open rebellion against Paul and  under financial obligation were extremely  his gospel due to the influence of Paul’s oppo-  important components of the social structure.  nents who had recently arrived (cf. 2 Cor 11:4).  Thus, within Roman society specifically — and  Since then a significant segment of the church  the Corinth Paul knew was a Roman colony  had repented and returned to Paul’s side. But  — the wealthy expressed and enhanced their  Paul’s apostolic authority is no longer common  power by becoming patrons of the needy. The  ground between Paul and his entire church.  extent of one’s philanthropies and the number  There is still a sizeable opposition to Paul  of one’s clients were important measures of a  among the Corinthians, with Paul’s opponents  person’s social standing and influence . 'To be  lurking behind them. As a result, the church  the recipient of a benefaction was to be placed  now stands divided over Paul and his legitimacy  immediately under an obligation of gratitude to  as an apostle. ... Hence, whereas the problems  the benefactor, and the gratitude of the benefi-  in 1 Corinthians were within the church, the  ciary in turn placed the benefactor under further  central problem to be solved in 2 Corinthians is  obligation.... Therefore, to accept a gift was to  the authority and legitimacy of Paul as an apos-  become a client of and dependent upon the  tle.®  more privileged person, even though the patron,  Regarding the  strategy ‚of ; the  opponents,  too, assumed the obligation of further benefac-  Hafemann notes:  tion. At base, the relationship sprang not from  friendship, although the conventions of friend-  By the time of 2 Corinthians, however, Paul’s  opponents had arrived from outside Corinth  ship were there, but from the patron’s quest for  and had capitalized on the Corinthians’ over-  power and prestige and from the client’s need  realized eschatology, preaching a view of Christ  to be helped. One made friends by money ...  and since friendship was based on benefaction,  and of the Spirit that the Corinthians were open  to receiving (2 Cor 11:4). Instead of calling the  not the reverse, to refuse a benefaction was an  Corinthians to endure faithfully in the midst of  act of social enmity, for which in Paul’s day an  elaborate protocol had been developed. If this  adversity in hope of their future resurrection  and vindication, Paul’s opponents promised the  social context is taken into account, it is under-  Corinthians a life in the Spirit that was charac-  standable why the Corinthians were upset by  terized by deliverance from suffering and by a  Paul’s refusal to accept their financial support:  it was a renunciation of their status as a patron  steady diet of miraculous experience.  If this reconstruction of their teaching is correct,  congregation (cf. 2 Cor 12:13) and therefore  a repudiation of their friendship (cf. 11:11), as  some Corinthians or the opponents there might  well as a regrettable act of self-humiliation.®!  have suggested a simple and obvious solution to  the needs of the Christians of Jerusalem: let them  In addition to unavoidable dependency, such kind  simply live in the Spirit and experience divine deliv-  of relationships would have impeded Paul’s mis-  sion, as Schnabel observes:  erance from their suffering! And let the money  stay in Corinth! Whatever is donated for Jerusalem  Paulus  verweigert  die  Annahme  von  is no longer available for Paul’s opponents who  Unterstützung seitens einer Gemeinde, solange  would readily accept gifts from the Corinthians.  wegen der Annahme derselben durch gege-  nerische Agitationen seine Missionsarbeit in  3.1.4 Paul’s financial policy in Corinth  der betreffende Gemeinde bzw. das von ihm  Another obstacle was peculiar to Corinth. While  gebrachte Evangelium gestört oder gar vernich-  ministering there Paul had refused to accept  tet werden könnte. Einige Christen in Korinth  money (although he defends his right to do so in  meinten, Paulus hätte finanzielle Mittel von  1 Cor 9:1-14) and insisted on meeting his needs  ihnen annehmen sollen (1Kor 9,1-18; 2Kor  through his own manual labour.?? Paul refused to  2,17) und sich mit brillanten Redetechniken  depend on the local upper class Christian patrons  aggressiver um Erfolge kümmern müssen (vgl.  whose client he would have become by accepting  1Kor 1,17:2,5). Vielleicht handelt es sich um  their support.®° Furnish spells out the implications  dieselben korinthischen Christen, die glauben,  of this decision:  dass Paulus ihnen im Blick auf seine Reiseziele  In the ancient world, giving and receiving, plac-  Rechenschaft schuldig sei (2Kor 1,17). Paulus  ing someone under and being oneself placed  betont  gegenüber  diesem Ansinnen von  EIT 24:1 * 23and SINCE friendship WasSs based 0)8! benefaction,an of the Spirıt that the Corinthians WCCIC OPCH

reCEIVINS (2 Cor 4) nstead of callıng the NOT the ICVEISC,; refuse benefaction W d all

Corinthijans endure faıthfully 1ın the mıdst of CT of socıl1al eNMITY, for which ıIn Paul’s day
elaborate protocol had been developed. i thısadversity In hope of their future resurrection

ATı vindication, Paul’s OpPONCNLIS promised the socı1al CONTEXT 15 taken iInto ACCOUNLT, It 15 under-
Corinthijans ıfe ıIn the Spiırıt that W ds charac- standable why the Corinthians WCIC Dy
terızed Dy deliverance from suffering and Dy Paul’s refusal aAaCCCDL theır financıal SUPPOTFT:!

1t Was renunclatıon of their TAaTtus 4S patronsteady let of miıiraculous experlence.
IF this reconstruction of their teaching 15 COFFECE; congregatıon (CL. Cor 12:15 an therefore

repudlation f theıir friendship (CL, 4SCorinthijans Or the OppONCNEIS there might ell AS regrettable AaCT of self-humiliation.®'A suggested siımple an obvious solution
the needs of the Christians of Jerusalem: let them In addition unavoıdable dependency, such kınd
sımply 1Ve ıIn the Spiırıt an experience divine deliv of relatiıonships would aVE iımpeded Paul’s M1S-

S1ON, AS CANaDeE observes:CTAaNCceEe from their suffering! And let the INONCY
STAV 1n Corinth! Whatever 1S donated for Jerusalem Paulus verweigert die Annahme VOIN
15 longer avaılable for Paul’s OpPONCNES who Unterstützung seltens einer Gemeinde, solangewould readıly aCCCDL S1fts from the Corinthians. der Annahme derselben durch BCHC-

nerische Agıtationen se1ine Missıonsarbeit In3.1.4 Panl’s financıal Dpolıcy ın Corınth der betreffende Gemeinde DbZw. das VON ıhm
Another obstacle Was peculıar Corinth While gebrachte vangelıum gestOrt der Sar vernıich-
minıstering there Paul had refused aCCCDL TG werden könnte. Kınıge Christen ıIn Orınt

(although he defends hıs rıght to do In meınten, Paulus hätte finanzielle ıttel on
Cor 9:1-14 an insısted meeting hıs needs ihnen annehmen sollen 1 Kor 2118 2Kor

through N1S OW: manual labour.“? Paul refused Z /) un: sich MIt brillanten Redetechniken
depend the C4 class Chrıistian Patrons aggressiver Erfolge kümmern ussen (vglwhose client he would ave become Dy accepting 1 Kkor > 7'2a ) Vielleicht handelt N sıch ıu  3
their SUpport.° Furnish spells OUuUT the implications dieselben korinthischen Christen, die glauben,of thiıs decision: AaSS Paulus ihnen 1m Blick auf se1ne Reiseziele

In the ancıent WOT. Q1VvINg and reCceEIVINg, plac- Rechenschaft schuldig sC1 2Kor FI/) Paulus
Ing OMMCONC under an being oneself placed betont egenüber diesem Ansınnen VO
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Christen In Korinth, ass nıcht T: dıe Inhalte claims and demand thıs PayYyMmcecnt they had
un die ErfoIge seiner Miıssionspredigt, SOIMN- attack Paul himself an hıs apostolic legitimacy,dern auch der moOdus operandı seiner Missıon which called DOt. their gospel and theır lıfestyle1m 1C auf Redetechniken, 1mM IC auf Nto question:”®se1ine Reisen nd 1m Blick auf seiıne finanzielle
Unabhängigkeit allein VON Gott abhängig ist.°% 3.1.5 Prev1i0us other financıial eENgGAgEMEN of thehıs 1SsSue led tensIiONs wıth Corinthians Corinthians?

and Paul’s OPPONCNHTS WOU ave readıly attacked Perhaps In conflict wıth OUur YrSst obser-hıs policy.® At the S”d”dM1C time, Pau! accepted oifts vatıon regardıng reluctance In translocal iınvolve-from other churches (Phıil 4:10-20) and tells IMEHT further reference needs brief attention.the Corinthians about It in Corinthians 11:8-9 TIhe last words of Corinthijans 918 c  and wıthFurnish observes: al] others’ (Kaı EIC MTOAVTAG), do NOLT INCcCan that the
It 15 probable that the Corinthians WCCIC Salnts ll also glorify God VT the involvement of
distressed wıth Paul’s refusal of SUppOFrT from other churches (which Paul wiıll aVve hoped for)them because It seemed inconsistent wıth hıs they rather SUSSCSLT that the Corinthians had also
accepting SUuppOrt from other CONgregations. share(d) wiıth other Christians the SCHCI-In Thessalonica, for example, Paul had received OSIty of those who grac10usly share their TESOUTCECS
contributions from the Philippians ar least twıCce wıth them and (SO the saınts INaV presume) wıth al]
(Phıl 4:16) In order supplement what he Was Christian brothers an sisters?’ >7 Although SOMEC of
able from hıs craft (Yee Thess Z  J5 thiıs shariıng COUu an MOST lıkely 1l AVE hap-and the Philippians continued their SUuppOrt of pene LG the Corinthians, It Was NOT imited11Ss minıstry after he left Macedonia (Phıil ocal confines but directed EIC TAVTOC. artın
4:15). Indeed, IT 15 lıkely that the a1d which Was COMMENL “ T’hıs should strictly INCaAan that thebrought hım 1ın Corinth by certaın brothers Gentile CONgregations raısed gıfts for otherwho from Macedonia (2 Cor 11:9) had churches and worthy CHUUYUSES other than the needs ofbeen by the Philippians. hıs would
be further evidence tor hıs critics of the INnCON-

the Heople at Jerusalem.’° However, 4S aVe NO
knowledge of such acCt1OnNs, artın thatand INCONSIStENCY of which they HVE the phrase MUST be taken *O be general NC Inlong suspected him.* pralise of the SCHCIOUS spırıt that the read-

While refusing their SUuppOrtT (wıth al the strings CIS an would INOVC them wherever there INaYyattached 1EC)S Pau! AT the time expected the be need’.” Yet the fact that WE miıght NOT know
Corinthians contribute the collection an of such actiıons OC€s NOLT that Paul SIımplyproviıde the INCans for hıs WN travelling and for praises SCHCTOUS attıtude. Ihe STatement should
31Ss co-workers 4S he wrıites In Corinthians therefore be taken at face value .*° If ‘al] others’
So that VOU INaYy send 0)8! INY WaY, wherever refers primarıly Christians In Achala; there
ZOo (V. O): “send hım OIM N1IS WdVYV In D'  9 that WOU aVve been direct benefits involvedhe INaYy M (V. Lds n UrSc YOU Dut for the Corinthian donors, aT least benefits
yourselves AT the Eervıice of such people, and of than from donating for Jerusalem. We do NOTwho works an toıls wıth them (V. 16) know whart role Paul INaYy ave played In thıs PastIt might aV seemed that despite sharıng of the Corinthians.* Possibly thıs PDast andhıs early Insıstence ofhıs independence an refusal PFESCHNLT sharing wıth ‘all others’ also forof patronage —PDPaul Was L1LOW tryıng CL at their the Corinthians’ reluctance SEL involved In yveLrafter all.>> Could Pau!l be trusted? Would
the really Jerusalem?

another translocal] proJect, ın partıcular 4S IT Was
projJect far beyond their control. Such Q1VINg ofSome of thıs happened when Paul’s OPPONCNHTS the Corinthians would ave ecured them PTIOreadıly accepted from the Corinthians inent role the Christians 1ın Achaia. hısand for these WOL ave Opposed sending

Jerusalem. Hafemann observes: explains the INntensity of Paul’s interaction wıth the
Corinthians an hıs OPPONCNHES there

Moreover, Paul’s OpPONCNLIS sealed their claims
Dy demanding from the Corinthians 4S

SIgn of the value and legitimacy of their INCS-
SdYCc 2 COr 217 But In order make these
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Paul’s In addition, the collection should be ell prepare
A Fırst Corinthians

and organısed: on the rSt day of every week, each
of VOU 15 Put asıde and SAaVC whatever VOU

It 15 instructive read Paul’s etters the earn)’. Garland describes everal
Corinthians agalnst thıs backdrop. his 15 NOT the princıiples that undergird Paul’s Instructions for
place analyse Paul’s argumcent 1ın etäl. rather the collection. It 1$ be one regularly (‘°on the

how he addresses these obstacles In the rst day of every €ck ); unıversally ‘Jet each of
CONTLEXT of the collection enterprise and elsewhere. vou ), systematically (°SEE asıde”, “Save üp ’ ), PTIO-We CAaNNOT examıne how Paul deals wıth hıs OPPO- portionately (73aS IC has een prospered’), andan defends hıs apostolic mMinIstry and hıs freely (7sO that 110 collections might take placeinancıal policy. when COME’)In Corinthijans 16:1-4;, Paul asks the readers Furthermore, the Corinthians A E ADDTITOVCfollow the instructions gıven the churches the delegates who 11 take the gift Jerusalemof Galatıia, which MUST aVve een known In
Corinth.** The collection 15 Dy 110 INCAans PTO- together wıth letter explainıng the collection and
jcet designed Just CL at the Corinthians’ 1tSs PDPULDOSC (16:3) Against al] possible SUSPICIONS

regardıng Paul’s financıal polıcy and ın partıcularafter all but IT 15 Dart of larger proJect. The SAdI11Cc regardıng hıs USc of nds entrusted him, PaulInstructions apply al Christians. Paul indıicates
that the Galatiıans Ar also called contribute emphasises and ZUaAFraANTECS full LFaANSPAFENCY: the

translocal proJect. ıle NOT Obvious for SOITINC
will definitely NOT through an CVOI-

tually end ıIn hıs WI1 DOCKEL. Rather, delegatesCorinthians, translocal responsibilıty for other
believers 1S part and parcel of Christian identity. from Corinth an approve of by the a-

According Paul all Corinthians ATIC be t10n ll deliver the funds directly Jerusalem.
In addıtion, while for 10W the Corinthians hadinvolved zcaCh of you’, 16:2) Christian charity 15 take Paul’s word for it; the delegates will 1-HOLT Just status-enhancıing projJect for the wealthy

members. arlan NOTES that, tually SCn the eed of the Christians ın Jerusalem
themselves; It ll become clear that they AVEPaul’s COIMNCETN throughout the letter build NOT been alve In takıng Paul’s STatements A facehorizontal relatiıonships AIMNONS the Corinthijans value *°* OBSTACLES ON ALL SIDES: PAUL’S COLLECTION FOR THE SAINTS IN JERUSALEM ®  3.2 Paul’s answer  In addition, the collection should be well prepared  3.2.1 First Corinthians 16  and organised: ‘on the first day of every week, each  of you is to put aside and save whatever extra you  It is instructive to read Paul’s letters to the  earn’. Garland describes several  Corinthians against this backdrop. This is not the  principles that undergird Paul’s instructions for  place to analyse Paul’s argument in detail, rather  the collection. It is to be done regularly (‘on the  we note how he addresses these obstacles in the  first day of every week’), universally (‘let each of  context of the collection enterprise and elsewhere.  you’), systematically (‘set aside’, ‘save up’), pro-  We cannot examine how Paul deals with his oppo-  portionately (‘as one has been prospered’), and  nents and defends his apostolic ministry and his  freely (‘so that no collections might take place  financial policy.  when I come’).®  In 1 Corinthians 16:1-4, Paul asks the readers  Furthermore, the Corinthians are to approve  to follow the instructions given to the churches  the delegates who will take the gift to Jerusalem  of Galatia, which must have been known in  Corinth.* The collection is by no means a pro-  together with a letter explaining the collection and  ject designed just to get at the Corinthians’ money  its purpose (16:3).*° Against all possible suspicions  regarding Paul’s financial policy and in particular  after all but it is part of a larger project. The same  regarding his use of funds entrusted to him, Paul  instructions apply to all Christians. Paul indicates  that the Galatians are also called to contribute to  emphasises and guarantees full transparency: the  a translocal project. While not obvious for some  money will definitely 2ot go through and even-  tually end in his own pocket.* Rather, delegates  Corinthians, translocal responsibility for other  believers is part and parcel of Christian identity.  from Corinth and approved of by the congrega-  According to Paul al Corinthians are to be  tion will deliver the funds directly to Jerusalem.  In addition, while for now the Corinthians had  involved (‘each of you’, 16:2). Christian charity is  to take Paul’s word for it, the delegates will even-  not just a status-enhancing project for the wealthy  members. Garland notes that,  tually see the need of the Christians in Jerusalem  themselves; it will become clear that they have  Paul’s concern throughout the letter to build up  not been naive in taking Paul’s statements at face  horizontal relationships among the Corinthians  valüe.®  ... his expectation that everyone will take part  in this project on a voluntary basis fosters this  Paul’s contribution will be an explanatory letter  to Jerusalem. Ifit seems advisable that Paul should  goal. If'a few patrons were to give all the money,  travel also, these delegates will accompany him  they would gain all the honor and divide the  ‘“haves’ from the ‘have-nots’ even more. If free  (16:4; Acts 20 indicates that this option had mate-  rialised later on).  artisans, small traders, and slaves also give, then  the gift will represent the entire body, not just a  3.2.2 Second Corinthians 8  few wealthy donors.**  In’2 Corinthians 8-9; Paul first‘ reports of the  This charge agrees with Paul!l’s emphasis on the  exemplary involvement of the Christians of  unity of the church throughout the letter:  Macedonia (in addition to the churches of Galatia,  1 Cor 16:1). The implementation of this ‘work of  I is 'striking that most of the commands  throughout 1 Corinthians center on some  grace’ (8:1) is then described. Again, the collec-  aspect of church unity (cf. 1 Cor 1:10; 3:1:3;  tion is not exclusively aimed at the Corinthians,  4:145 16:5:4:5 7861468 18: 20: 8:9;  but a truly ecumenical project. The Macedonians  135 10:14; IE:38ß 12:14; ete.). Clearly Paul’s  are already involved translocally; they have already  primary concern is with the true nature and  overcome this obstacle. Now the Corinthians are  life of the church, making ecclesiology the  called to do likewise.  most important theme of 1 Corinthians. As the  Paul exuberantly praises the Macedonians for  ‘church of God’ (1 Cor 1:1); the Corinthians  their generous participation despite their pov-  are ‘the temple of God’, due to their reception  erty: ‘for during a severe ordeal of affliction, their  of the Holy Spirit (1 Gor 3:16f; 14:24f); and  abundance of joy and their extreme poverty have  the ‘body of Christ’, due to their submission  overflowed in a wealth of generosity on their part’  to the Joerdship. of Christ (1 Cor 6:17; 10:17;  (2 Cor 8:2). Furnish notes: “The apostle’s com-  11:29:12:12-16;,27) *  ment about the extreme poverty of the churches in  EIW24:1 ° 25hıs expectation that ll take part

In this projJect (J)I1 voluntary basıs fosters thıs Paul’s contrıibution ll be al explanatory letter
Jerusalem. If ıt advısable that Paul hould0al It few Patrons WEeIC 1VE all the9 travel also, these delegates ll AdCCOMPANY 31mMmthey would gaın al] the honor and divide the

‘“haves  9 from the “have-nots’ LNOTC f free (16:4; Acts indıcates that thıs option had MaTte -
rialısed later on)artısans, small traders; and slaves also Q1VE, then

the gift 1l rCPrEeSCHNL the entıire body, NOT Just ED Second Corınthians
few wealthy donors.* In Corinthijans S- Paul Irst rCDOFTS of the

hıs charge ABICCS wıth Pau!’s emphasıs 0)8! the exemplary involvement of the Christians of
Uunıty of the church throughout the letter: Macedonia (ın addıtion the churches of Galatıa,

Cor 16:1) IThe implementation of thıs ‘work ofIt 15 strıking that IMOST of the commands
throughout Corinthians CeENtETr grace’ (S:1) 15 then described. Agaln, the collec
aASPECCL of church UNnIty Ce£: Cor 1: JO S:1-3; t1on 15 NOT exclusively aımed at the Corinthians,
4:14,;, F 5  > 5: Y Ö3 O: 4, 6f, 1 2 Ö  ® but truly ecumenıical proJect. The Macedonians
]  - 10:14; 12:14 Cte.): Clearly Paul’?s AdIC already involved translocally; they AVE already
primary CCNMNIGETN 1$ wıth the i Nature an this obstacle. Now the Corinthijans dIC
ıfe of the church, makıng ecclesiology the do 1kewise.
MOST important theme of Corinthians. As the Paul exuberantly praises the Macedonians ftor
“church of God’? (1 COr E the Corinthıijans theır SCHCIOUS partiıcıpation despite their DOV*

°the temple of od . due theır reception Cr “for during SCVETITC Or of afflıction, theır
of the Holy parı (1 Cor S: 16H: and abundance of JOY an their PCXTTEINE DOVECITLY AVeE
the ‘body of Christ‘; due their submission overflowed ıIn wealth of generosıty their part  }

the lordship of Christ al Cor O:1/: VOL/: (2 CJor 5:2) Furnish “The apostle’s COM-

11229 12:12-16, 2/) MeEenNT about the CXTTEME POVECITLY ofthe churches In
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Macedonia shows that he perceIves the Corinthian Once before, however, the Corinthians had
Christians be relatively ell o In this WdY given their AaSSCHNT and then ONe nothing.Paul adds his charge. The wealthier hıs time Paul Was NOT prepare relyCorinthians A NOT be Put shame by the SCH words alone, and decided send emıissarıes
erosıty of the POOTF Macedonian Christians. Paul’s Cormunth, whose PICSCHCC would be CONtTINUOUS
pralise of the Macedonians Was challenge the remıinder of hıs invıtation. ven such iscreet
Corinthians contrıbute wiıth simıilar COMMItTt- TICSSUTIC, however, might be resented by the
ment. >® Whıle for the Corinthians’ Oca] honour Corinthians AS interference in the internal affaırs
for such iınvolvement Was liımited Or nOn-exIistent, of Ocal] church. Paul’s 1NEI VOUSNCSS 15 palpa-they ll also ecelVve public honouring before the ble In NIS presentation ofHS He emphasıizeswıder Christian COoMMUNItY from Paul if they COMN- that he 15 NOT really sending Titus, AS mighttrıbute generously. ımply. TIThe latter had volunteered

Paul calls the Corinthians exce] In thıs IMa er Corinth ıIn ICSDONSC Paul’s appe O17
AS they ave EXCEeile In others. He CrEATES SCI1ISC Tıtus shares the CASCINCSS for the Corinthiansof rıvalry between the Christians of Macedonia and and 1$ OIl N1S WdY Corinth of his W accordCorinth In the ancıent value SYSLEM ofhonour and (V. 16-17). He ll be accompanıed Dy anothershame where honour considered A limited unnamed Christian, by Paul: who 15 “tamousg00d thıs Was powerful strateevV.° Ihe t_

of the Macedonians SCIVCS challenge an
al the churches for hıs proclamatıon of

the gz00d nNnews’?’ > TIhe Corinthians should NOTthe genumenNeESS of the Corinthians’ love disappoint INan thus qualified! In addıtion, this(V. 8) 52 They WEIC complete L1LO W whart they had brother ‘has also CCn appomnted by the churchesbegun in the Dast (V. 10-15). trave]l wıth us whıiıle dIC administering thiısPaul! refers the “generous A of the Jewish undertaking for the glory of the LordMessiah, the Lord Jesus Chrıst, who, though he himself and show (T go0dwill” (V. 19) he
WAas rich, yeL for the readers’ sake he became DOOT, Corinthians ATIC ear from this himselfthat by hıs POVECILY they might become rich that other churches fully partıcıpate In the collec-
(8:2) Christ’s example challenges all NOt1IOons of t10on an aVve already appointed this delegateFeCIprocCIty and STAatus galn. travel wiıith Paul Jerusalem at time when the

In Corinthians 2-1 Paul describes Corinthians had NOLT really started wıth theChristian sharıng and hıs VISION of faır balance. He collection! hıs promiınent Christian also SC1 VESrelates the contrıibution of the Corinthians the d independent WItNeESs the Corinthians an
recıplents 1ın Jerusalem (sOtneIs‘, 15) and shows the churches who hım regarding the Integritythat the collection Was OT be ONC-WaV Cnter- of Paul and the EVENTS during the Journey an ın
prIse. Currently the abundance of the Corinthians Jerusalem.
Can supply the need of the *salınts’ there. However, bar from being proJect enhance Paul’s PCI-time might COMC when the Corimnthians ıll sonal]l STaLUS, the collection’s prime PUIDOSC 1S °“tor
benefit from the abundance of others (8:13-14). the glory of the Lord himself” and *o cshow (JEN.
There 15 be equality and mutualıty. What Paul g0o0dwill” (probably al inclusive plural: Paul and
has ın mınd 15 different from ancıent patronage an al] the ther partıcıpants, 19) Neıither 15 this ACT
benefaction. The Christians ofdıifferent places and of benefaction designed bring honour the
reg10ns AIC interrelated: they ATC responsıble for donors. Its PUrDOSC 15 the glory of the Lord himself
each other, NOT only In DIavyeCcr but also materally.” SCHCIOUS partıcıpation 15 mandatory. The grati-71Ss principle 15 motivated by quotation from tude of the recıplents 111 be directed primarılythe Exodus of 0d’s provIiısıon for Israel. God (V. -2) At the Samnıec tiıme, God 111 provıdePaul then mentliIons several other people who ATC blessing In retfurn (V. Ö:15).iınvolved (the collection 15 far from private DIO>- In VEISCS 2021 Paul openly aSSCITS hıs COMNCErTrN
Ject of aul!) and agaın emphasises full LraNsSpar- for hıs integrity and LTANSPAFENCY ıIn the MafTtter.
CHNCY (V. 16-24). Ihe of the Corinthians hus the Corinthians should dismiss their L[LESCTIVA-
1S Matter before al the churches ın honour CTr ONSs agalnst Paul an wholeheartedly partıcıpate.ın shame (agaln, there 15 COHCETN beyond local In addıtion Titus and the unnamed brother,confines>*). Regarding Paul’s eMISSAarIES, Murphy Paul ll send GVn another Christian Corinth,O’Connor whom he has ften tested an found In
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Manıy ALters hıs brother 15 INOTC than emphasize that theır attıtude 15 INOTC important
COMNIC Corinth and be involved there than the value of the oift (S:12) Near the end:

in the preparatıon of the collection because of hıs however, inf of the old Paul surfaces ın the
confidence iın the Corinthijans (V. 22) hıs WaVYV he highlights the poss1ibılıty that he and the

CagCcINCS and confidence 1n them, the Corinthıians Corinthijans might be humiliated by the much
should better NOT disappoint.° POOICI Macedonian church (9:4) Fortunately,

Paulus closes wıth WAarm recommendation of he iımmediately excludes the hıint of moral
Titus ‘he 15 and co-worker In YOUT S blackmail, by denyıng that he anTts CXIOTFL
VLCE).°S Through the sending of these INCI, Paul 15 from them (9 5) 59
NOT tryıng exploit the Corinthians for hıs DU By mentionıng the Macedonian Christians the
D  x ut miınıster them. bar INOTC 15 behind Corinthians, Paul indicates that he readıly iınforms
theır impending VISIT Corinth than Paul’s an praises the go0d that other Christians do and
authorıity an COMMISSION: these NCN COMNIC as ın thıs WdY bestows honour ON them. Although
MCSSCHEYCIS of the churches, the S10r V Öf OChrist? particıpation 1ın the collection INaYy NOT
(V. 25) In 16 W of these VISITOFrS and WItNESSES and enhance OCa STALUS, elsewhere thıs surely happens.
the ecumenıical perspective which they constitute, Paull’s earlier rCpOTrL of the Achalans’ zeal (includ-
Paul admonishes the Corinthıijans Ing the Corın  1ans) In contributing the col
“Lherefore openly before the churches, cshow them lection has stirred MOST of the Macedonians 1n
the proof of your love and of our [CaSOI for boast- their partıcıpation. the beginning of chapter Ö,
Ing about you (V. 24) Particıpation ıIn the collec- DPaul praised the Macedonians the Corinthians
t10N 15 opportunıty for them theır love 1ın order SDUrC them ON.) hıs 15 the background
of the Lord an of their tellow Christians. Paul Paull’s sending of the three brothers:
has already boasted about the Corinthians’ Par- But sending the brothers 1ın order that
tiCcıpatıon other Christians 2181 thus has already OUr boasting about VOU | tO the Macedonians |enhanced their STAaTUus wıthin the wıder Christian I1AYy OT aVve Fn CMPLY in thıs
COMMUNItY. ere they already NS received CASC, that YOU INAaYy be ready, An sa1d | tOhonour through hım they cshould NOT let Paul the Macedonians | VOU would De: otherwiıse, fOWN but A according their determinatıon and SOMNIC Macedonians wiıith MI |to Corinth,Paul’s boasting. Ihe PCSDONSC Corıir “Nlans 15 ın addıtıon the three brothers? | an iind

Imaititer before the churches agaln, there 1S that YOU AIC NOT ready, WC would be humiliated
be beyond ocal confines). SaV nothing of VOU In thiıs undertakıng

ı shame rather than honour for Paul an for the3.2.3 Second Corınthians Corinthians . So thought IT NCCCSSAL Y ULSCIn Corinthijans 9:1-5, Paul agaın draws the brothers on Cal VOU, and
ancıent NnOtl1ons of honour, acknowledging the ın advance for thiıs bountiful gift that YOU aVe
Corinthians’ virtues: °‘tor know VOUTF eagerness’. promised E remiıinder of their PreVIOUS COMMItT-
He has already boasted about thıs the Christians
of Macedonia al thus honoured the Corinthıians

ment |, that IT INaYy be ready AS voluntary oift
and Q AWN extortion (V. 3-5)

(V. 2) Murphy ()’Connor wrıtes regardıng Paul’s
argumentatıon:

In VETITSCS 6-14, Paul outlines the spirıtnal ben-
efits of being involved ın this charıtable proJect.

ven though he has stretch the truth do Whart the donors Orfeıit ıIn OCa recogniıtion and
d he pralses what Can be praised the willing- honour, they ll recelve abundantly from God

of the Corinthians (although ıt Was L1LOW In VICW of thısb they ave all the
VCar Old; 92} an sedulously avOo1ds LCAaSON 1VvE cheerfully. For their S
ant of criticısm. He explicitly STates that ItY, they ll be In WdY enriched Dy God (V.

he 15 NOT ordering them contribute (8:849), 11) DE wıll be thanksgiving, NOT addressed
but merely expressing hıs Oop1ınıon (S:10) Ihe the Corinthians, but God By sharıng ın this
example of the Macedonians 15 introduced in MINIStrY, they glorıfy God Dy their obedience
such WdY AS permıit the Corinthians’ self- the confession of the Gospel of rst, the Jewiısh
reESPECL function AS internal incentive. In Messijah and they glorıfy GOöd through their SCH-
order ASSUuagCc anı Yy possible anxıety OI their erosIıty ın sharıng wıth the Christians of Jerusalem
Part AS the SU1LIN eXpected, he 15 A pDalns an all other Christians (V. 15) In addition
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these spirıtual benefits, the recıplents 111 ong for they WCIC and daughters. In addıtion,
the Corinthians an Dray for them ” am * 14) “ILhose everal S  TEMENTS ın both etters leave 1O doubt
wh have been aıded by the collection 1l also that probably CONLrar y their Wn

respond wıth intercessory DFavers OIl Dehalf of Man y Corinthian Christians aVe lıttle boast
their benefactors’, which 15 WaY for Christians about
recıprocate for benefits received.°® Thus, for Gentile Christians, sharıng 1n the

widespread antı-Judaism of the ancıent WOTr.
3.2 The Messıah of Israel 1S NOT acceptable al all Whart Paul wrıtes the

In ddıition Paul’s careful argumentatıon Romans, namely that the Gentile Christians aVC
regardıng the collection ıIn and Corinthians, debt Israel (Rom ö2 also applies
ın 5oth etters also observe Paul’s thoroughly the Corinthians.®*
“Jewish’” cOlogy, soter1010gy and pneumatol- pace OCs NOT permıit us outline ıIn detail
OgY and the references the Jews/Israel/Jewish how Paul defends hıs disputed apostolic STAatus
Christians.®©' Many of these references indıicate that an MINIStrYy ın DOtr etters. Paul also explains hıs
the Gentile Christians of Corinth, Achaia and else- “inancıal policy VCLr agalnst the Corinthians an
where ave already benefitted tremendously from agalnst lıkely of Patronage and the impli-

salvatıon which Was primarıly intended for CatONS which thıs kınd of relationship would ave
hıs people srael, Into yhıch the Gentile Christians implied 0)8! N1S side.
WCIC included.°* ITherefore there 1S an EXIST-
ing oblıgatiıon 0)8! their side toward Israel: rather Dr Christoph Stenschke teaches New Testament
than grac10usly extending their generosıty the ın Germany and 4S professor ıIn South Africa.
Christians of Jerusalem, the Corinthians OW! IT
them, 4S Paul wrıtes ıIn Romans 1527 Endnotesfew NOTES have sufhce: Paul 15 the ADOS-
tle of the Jewısh Messiah Jesus @l Cor 6 Ihe For SULPVCYS /  O Iph Martın, Reconcıliation:

NAY of Paul’s 1T heology, KONV. ed (Grand p1dsCorinthijans AlC AIMNONS those wh: call the of
Zondervan, 1990); ıllıers Breytenbach, Grace,the Lord Jesus V1 (1 and INalıYy other retfer-

FA the Chrıst). Jews and Gentiles both faıl ın Reconcılıiation, Concord. The Death of Chrıst In
Graeco-Roman Metaphors NI.S 35 ıden,VIECW of revelatıon In Christ crucihed (AZZ- Boston: n and tanley Porter,28 the Corinthians aVC LTCASON tor feeling “Reconcıiliation the Heart of Paul’s Missıonarysuperl10r 1:26-28) Ihe Gospel had been brought Theology ın S Burke nd BRBS Osner (eds),them by Jewiısh Christian leaders (T Panl Mi1sstonary: Identity, Actıvity, Theology,

wItnNesses of the resurrection WCCIC Jews, 15:5-8 an Practıce (LiNIS 428; on ar
Pre 1S 110 LOOM tor JjJudgement (4:1-4) AITO- Continuum, 169:17/79

hıs reconcılatiıon Cal happen hrough IN1-ZBANCC the sıde of the Corinthians.
number of SE thıcal faılures Gentile latıve (a promınent example 1$ Eph DE 122O which
Chrısti1ans deconstruct all claıms and feelings of speaks of the reconciıliation between Jews and

entiles people AT'C called reconcıle them-superlority VvVerxr the Jews (chapter Paul emiıinds selves each other (see, for example, Mrt 5:24)the readers of theır W 12NOM1IN1OUS pPast (6:92 For the dates —  e Raıiner Rıesner, “PaulineIn V1IECW of thıs, they HE NOT 1ın the pOositi1on Chronology’ ın Stephen Westerholm (ed.) The
ecture ANVONC OIl ethics (LE work harder). TIThe Blackwell Companıon Panyul Oxford: ıley
quotations an allusions the Old lestament and Blackwell, 201 _ D:  O
the references the history of Israel ın both let- For recent SULPVCYV SCC Davıd Downs, The Erıng
TeTrs cshow where the authority really lies and whose of the Gentiales. Panyul Collectızon fOr Jerusalem an
Dast 15 relevant tor the present:® what happened Its Chronological, ULEUVOA and Cultiıc Contexts
In Israel’s distant Dast In SCISC happened an (WUNT übingen: ohr 1eDECK 20058):;

for 1SSUES of pover ın the Greco-Roman WOTrFr andWas recorded tor the present readers’ instruction ın the Paulıine lıterature SCC Bruce Longenecker,In the language of the Jews, they CI V
OuT ‘“Maranatha’ VO6:22); ca remaıns aln 1mpor- Remember the 007 Panl, Poverty an the Greco-

Roman OT (Gran p1ds, ambrıdge,Lant pomnt of reference for Paul 2 Cor 1:6) Israel Eerdmanss, 2010 nd FeEVIEW ıIn the prescnt
Sa  S the glory of God In the face of theır God- 1SSUE.
appomnted leader Moses 16) Ihe promise Presupposing the SO -Calle: outh  alatıan theory,
In Corinthijans Dl Was rSt g1ven Israel R the recıplents arc ıIn the Roman province of
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()BSTACLES A SIDES: PAUL  S (COLLECTION FOR IHE SAINTS JERUSALEM

Galatıa; for the full SC Carson and the conceptual background 21} collection (dıd
D.J Moo, An Introduction the New Lestament, Paul tollow an Y known model for collecting funds
second edn (Gran p1ds Zondervan, 2005 TOM Dıiaspora Jews Gentiles for Jerusalem?)
458-468 whiıch need NOT usSs here; for SUFVCVYS SCC
For SULVCYV of Paul’s mi1ss1ıon SCC Eckhard Downs, EVING, 3-26 and Sevoon Kım, “Paul
chnabel;, Panl, the Missıonary. Realıtıes, Strategies all Eschatological Herald’ ın Burke nd Rosner,
an Methods (Nottingham: IVP/Apollos, 2008 Panl, (9-24) 18-253
9-1 We do NOT know whether there WE the Sa
For the arguments SCC Carson MOoo, Introduction, other problems involved for the donors In Galatıa
460-46 1 nd Macedonuiua.
ree an fourteen9 Galatıans 1:18 nd 18 For SULPVCYV SCC Emil Schürer, Geza Vermes aM
Z for discussıon SC Rıesner, ‘Chronology’. Fergus ıllar, The Hıstory of the Jewish People
See the SULPVCYV ın Davıd Downs, °“Paul’s Collection In the Äge f Jesus Chrıst (17/5 135)
and the Book of Acts Revisıiıted’ 111 New Testament (Edinburgh: 8& ar 304-305, 308

and Bo Reıicke, The New Testament Era The OTtudies 52 2006) 50-70
On thıs RE Jerome urphy ( Connor, Bıble from 500 00 (Philadelphia:
Panl. Crıtical Life Oxford: larendon, Fortress, 1968 200
248 For SULPVCYS BEK DPeter Lampe, ‚Paul. Patrons, nd

14 See Carson MOOo, Introduction, 290-291 Chents’ ın Sampley (ed:); Panyul AN the GrecCcO-
See the reconstruction of the EVENTS ın Murphy Roman OT an  00: (Harrısburg: I'rmity
UO’Connor, Panl, 243-346 TIhe fact that Paul Press International, 2003 488-523; Jonathan

Jerusalem with of Gentile Chrıistians arsha. Jesus, Patrons, an Benefactors. Roman
who represented VarlıoOus In I he had Palestine an the Gospel of Luke (WUNITI
founded churches, W as probably A further übıngen: ohr Sıebeck. dnd Kunı1o0
for the reqUECSL made by the Jerusalem eaders of NoyJima, Ehre UN chande ın Kulturanthropologie
Paul demonstrate hıs OWINN Jewısh dentity. Ihe und hiblischer eologıe (  uppertal, Wıen Arco
[CaSOIl Luke provides thıs demonstratıon AdIC alse Wiıssenschaft, 143-246 In addıtion, Davıd
aCCusations concerning Paul’s MinIstry In the Garland, Corinthians ran p1ds
Jewish Dıaspora that had spread In Jerusalem nd aker, 2003 7152
WCIC EI1EVE by INa y Christians Acts 20:20-25). Rıchard Ascough, ranslocal Relationships

13 Acts 11:27=30; Na o Raıner Rıesner, Panyul  A  S A Among Voluntary Assocılations an arly
Per10d. Chronology, Missıon trategy, Theology Christianity” ın Journal of Early Chrıstian tTudies 5
(Gran p1ds Eerdmanss, 1998 1252136 nd 223-241) DE
Bruce Wınter, “Acts aM Food Shortages’ ıIn pAl See Burns, “Conversion nd Proselytism’ In
D.W.J Gıll and Conrad emp (eds), GYAaec0- The Eerdmans Dictionary 0arly Judaıism (Gran
Roman Setting (AFCS I” Tran: p1lds Eerdmans:; Rapıds, Cambridge Eerdmanss, 2010 484-
arlısle Paternoster, 1994 59-78 Luke does NOT 486
ırectly mention that the church 1ın Antioch also For SUFVCYV see G. a “Gentile Attıtudes
consisted of Jewiısh Christians (see Acts 1:19-20) Toward Jews nd Judaısm’, ıIn Eerdmans Dıictionary,
See Davıd enham, ‘Acts and the Pauline Orpus 668-670 For detaiıl SG Lou1s Feldman,

Ihe Eviıdence of Parallels in ınter and Jew an Gentiale In the Ancıent O' Attıtudes
Clarke (eds), Ancıent Literary Setting (AKCS AaAn Interactions from Alexander Justinian

] Grand p1ds Eerdmans:; arlısle Paternoster: (Princeton: Princeton Uniiversıity PTESS, 1995
19953 215-258; Carson MOO, Introduction, DPeter Chater, Judeophobia. Attıtudes toward the
319-320 and Holger Zeigan, Aposteltreffen In Jews In the AncıentO(Cambridge Harvard

Universıity Press:! 1997 an rstop. Stenschke,Jerusalem. 1INE forschungsgeschichtliche Studie
Galater 2 _ 1-10 UuUN den möglıchen Iukanıschen ‘Apologetik, olem1 und Miıssıon. Der Umgang

276Parallelen L8: Leipzig EVA. 2005 307/- MIt der Religiosität der „anderen ın Erlemann
286 EL al. (eds Neues Testament und antıke Kultur 175

15 For etaıls ON Cor 16:1-4 and C)OF E Weltauffassung, Kult, 0S (Neukirchen-Vluyn:
ristop Stenschke, £”N f the only Pebbile OIM the Neukirchener, 244 -753
each.” The Significance nd Function of Paul’s 23 See rstop Stenschke, Luke  2  S PDPortraıut of Gentiles
References Christians er than the Addressees Prı0r Theır Coming Faıth (WUNI
iın nd Corinthians’? ın Neotestamentica 45 übingen: Mohr Sıebeck, 78-79
2011) 331-357 See O:  a ‘“Gentile Attıtudes’, 669
See Robert Jewett, Romans Commentary 25 Juvenal,; Sat 5-1 Tacıtus, Hıst. 5 SCC

(Hermeneia: Minneapolıs: Fortress, 2007 O]18- Goldenberg, “T’he Jewısh abbath In the Roman
94.() number of suggest1ons have been made 'orl the Iıme of Constantıne the Great.,
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NRW IL1.19.1 430-447)2 ticularly ıIn Orın -1  ) an the INStruc-
t1ve study of Little, Mitssıo0n In the Way of Panl.See also the SUNVCYS of Nongbri, “Greek Authors

ON Jews and Judaısm” ıIn Eerdmans Dictionary, 1011C0. Maiıssıon fOr the Church In the I'wenty-Fırst
692-69%6 and Wıllıiams, “Latın Authors ON Century (Studies ıIn 1DI1Ca Literature SU: New
Jews and Judaısm’ In Eerdmans Dictionary, 8S”70- York ETl Peter Lang, 2005
874 Furnıiısh, GCorinthans, 507
See Gordon Fee. The 1VSE Epıstle the 35 Furnish, Corinthians, 508
Corinthians (NICNT;; Grand p1ds Eerdmanss, Hafemann, ‘Corinthians’, 17R

4-19 and Scott Hafemann, ‘Corinthians, Furnish, Corinthians, 451, for the Iımıtatıon tO
Christians +  Tz 445Letters LO the? ın Dictionary of Paul and Hıs Letters

(Downers Grove, Leicester, 19958 164-179 174 35 Martın, Corinthians, 294 (1talıcs CS)
Hafemann, ‘Corinthians’, 174, who ON 39 Martın, Corinthians, 294
describe the OrNgın of the problems ın Hellenistic 4-() It 15 unliıkely that Paul refer by NAVTOAC the other

churches involved ıIn the collection. In that theculture and Al ‘over-realised eschatology’ vhıich
‘“ed TMOTC boasting and disunity ın the church, Corinthijans might have contributed A °cCOoMMON

well the eventual reJecCtion of Paul’s egit1- un:
INACY Al apostle nd of hıs gospel’ (175 For 4. | Oss1ıbly Paul refers unds that he expected
Paul’s OppPONCNHLES ın Corinth fl also Jerry churches tO contribute hıs MI1SSION; ct John
Sumney, Identifying Panyul Opponents. The Onestion Dickson, Misston-Commııtment In Ancıent Judasism
0  E:  0 In Corinthians (JSNT.S 4U; Shefheld, an INn the Paulıne Communıties."The DE, Extent
Shefheld Academıic Press. and the CSSaVS ın an Background of Early Chrıistian Maiıissıo0n (W UN
tanley Porter (ed.): Panyul and Hıs Opponents Tübingen: ohr jebeck, 2003 178:72138

Z Leiden rı 2005 (“Providing for the Gospel: Mıiıssıon-Commitment
For several FCAaSONS, thıs vould have been al embar- Financıal Assıstance’).
rassment the Corinthians; ROI Vıctor Furnish, For eTtTaıle: discussıon PaASSagCc “  O Garland,

Corinthians (Anchor S2A Garden Cty Corinthians, 75607657 On A Garland Arg UCS
Doubleday, 1984 507 that Paul 15 responding tO another 1Ssue raısed Dy

3() Kathy Ehrensperger, Panyul an the Dynamıcs of the Corinthians ın theır letter hım. He had prevl-
Power COommMmunıcatıion and Interactı:on In the ANVLY ously solicıted the orinthians LO particıpate. Now
COChrıst-Movement (E1 525; London, New York they only Inquiıre about the best WdYV make thıs

ar Continuum, "Patronage collection. “Sıince he Q1VES instructions only for the
makes lower-ranked chents dependent ()I1 elite actual collecting of the MONCY, they APPCaL have
DatLrons NOT for the well-being of the chent but for 4S  € hım how they should INANASC Its implementa-

H0,the enhancement of the STAaTus nd ‚C of the
patron. Such ACTS maılntaıned transformed 43 Garland, Corinthians, 754
political, ECONOMIC, and socıletal inequality and Hafemann, ‘Corinthians’, 178
privilege 45 Garland, Corinthuans, 753 Regardıng thıs St1p-
Eckhard Urchristlıche Missıonchnabel;, ulatıon, he observes: ng up the collection
(Wuppertal: Brockhaus, 1359 NOTES that ıIn advance, they ATC completely TEEC ıIn what they
accepting patronage WOULU have MmMeant / Paul QIVE, an he 1l NOT know who contributed what
WOUL have dıe Botschaft, dıe C verkündigen Possıibly, he wanted avo1d eing perceived
wollte, unweigerlich kompromittiert, mındestens twisting CL ON Dy askıng ın CISON (Ef.
dıe Freiheit verloren, das Evangelıum Samı«t seinen Cor 9:5) Or dıd NOT take time from other
Konsequenzen für das persönliche Verhalten auch Or Lr Yy ralse money’ 754-755).

Garland, Corinthians, 755 NOTES °‘it 15 Paul’sdieser Bessergestellten verkündıgen.‘
31 Furnish, Corinthians, 507-508 pecılal proJect, but he does NOT infringe ON the
27 chnabel; Urchristlıche Missı0n, 1389 church’s ıIn choosing their represecnNta-
2323 urphy U’Connor, Panl, 519: Ralph Martın, t1ves. As each indıvıdual ecıdes how much Q1VE,

Corinthians Waco: Word OOkKks, the church decıdes whom they ll ENTTUST FCD-
1986); Peter arshall; Enmıity In Corinth Socıal resENT them ın theır 1SS1O0N. ’
CONnNveEnLLIONS In Panyul Relatıons w1ıth the Corinthians 4.'/ Garland, Corinthuans, 755 wrıtes that Paul! ‘also
(WUNT 1LL.25; übingen: ohr 1ebeck INAaYy be sensitive possible ACCusations of chıi
nd Chow, Patronage an Power UNAN of CaNCcL Y (ef: Cor 8:20; 12:14-18). He MaYy have
Social Networks In Corinth (JSNLS 75: Shefheld been of all EVEnNT that made collection of
e Academic Press; 1992)):; Paul’s finan- ONCY for Jerusalem touchy 1Ssue. osephus (Ant
1al polıcıes -  o Stephen alton:; “Paul; Patronage 18.3.5 51) rCPOFrLS that Palestinian Jew nd

three cohorts induced (: of their notable Romanand Pay in Burke nd Rosner, Panl, 220-233,
abel,; Urchristliche Missıon, B: (par- CONVEeTS, Fulvıa, send valuables for the temple
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ın Jerusalem. Rather than CONVeyıng the g00ds churches (1 ESsSs 1:7-9; Cor L19); the sımplest
Jerusalem, they absconded wıth them When theır ypothesis 1$ that he Was Corinthıian Christian,
SCAaAIT WAas dıscovered, It created such clamour that who had SOn a1d the spread of the church ın
the Tiberius ordered all Jews be ban- Macedonıia, and wh there had established hım
ished.’ self al exceptional preacher of the gospel When

48 See urphYy ()’Connor’s Panl, 519) plausıble the Corinthians recognized hım and heard Paul’s
reconstruction of the of the jJudaisıng eulogy, they would have been flattered and
OpPpONCNLES of Paul the collection enterprise relheved. Theır contribution sister church W ds

quoted above) publically praised, and Paul’s CM1SSArYy W as NOT
Furnish, Corinthians, 4153, also for the of critical Macedonian (9:4) but ONC of theır
this POVEITLY ıIn Macedonıiua. Were the Thessalonıans Hıs specıfic ole WAaS LO gUuarantee the integrıty of the
less PDOOTF than other Macedonian Christians ın SCH collectıon 8:20E iıtalıcs C S).
eral and therefore able help them financıally? Was 57 Perhaps thıs 15 In Paul hıs wrıting of
1t hrough thiıs display of love that their example in Aul chapters, Cor 8'7 CHNCOUTASC the
suffering (1 €ess 1:6—8) became wıdely known in Corinthians in partıcıpatıng nd ending three [NCMN

Macedonia nd Achaıa” LO SCC the successful completion collection
50) Paul’s ending of Tiıtus and others complete that Paul iımself WasSs NOT conhfident that

the collection ON the Corinthians the Corinthians WOULU do he requested of them
58that he dıd NOT rely only COI N1Ss DrevIOUS charge Murphy U’Connor, Panl, 214 observes: “The IN1-

the Corinthıians an the gxo0od example of other t1al enthusiasm of the Corinthijans for the collec-
Christians (2 Cor 5:6) omebody trusted by xxr t10N for the DOOTF of Jerusalem had evaporated In the
W asSs attend the aAtTter on sıte). heated atmosphere of the factıonal disputes wıthın

5 1 On ancılıent noOotIions of honour and cshame the COomMMmMunıty. Deeply OIfende Dy the WdY they
SCC Janssen Kessler, °Ehre/Schande’ had been pilloried ın Corinthlians, the spırıt-peo-
ın Soztalgeschichtliches Worterbuch ZUY'  - ple, who potentially the maJor donors, retalı-
(Gütersloh: Gütersloher, 2009 7- Vıctor ated Dy efusıng take part In proJject dear
Matthews (ed:); Honor and AME In the O7 of Paul’s heart Titus, however, had the CONSCNT
the Semela 68; Atlanta: SBL, 1996 and of theır Jlıes, the Judaizers, by clever ad homınem
Plevnık, ‘Honor/Shame’ In Bruce Malına an John u  9 nd Paul deciıded exploit the OPCH-

IngHC (eds), an  00 of 1011C0 Socıal Values
59(Peabody: Hendrickson, 2000 106-1 urphYy UO’Connor, Panl, 314

Ihe S1IVINS of the Macedonıian Christians 15 MIC1- Furnıish, Corinthuans, 4572 In VIEW of early Jewısh
tioned agaln ın Corinthians F}  O Paul accepted VIEWS of Gentiles, thıs onging of Jewısh Christians
from the Macedonians what he efused TOM the for Gentile Christians 15 all the remarkable
Corinthians; the relation of Paul’s refusal of sup- Did Paul misjudge the atmosphere and eelings
pOrt In Corinth nd N1S urgent call particıpate in Dy al least OIl Christians In Jerusalem? It 15 NOT
the collection, Furnish, Corinthians, 508 NOTES clear whether Paul! ascribes particular efficacy the

Drayvycr of the Christians ın Jerusalem.°Hıs promotıion of thıs project AT the time that
he W as declining let the congregatiıon become 61 Ihe s1gNINCANCE of the Old Testament for Paul’s
hıs (OQWI1 patron evidently aroused the SUSPICION, in Corinthians nas recently been
Ilowed N1s rivals plant the SUSPICION, that the emphasıised by ROoy Clampa nd Brian

Rosner, The Fırst Letter the Corinthians Pıllarcollection W as but subterfuge, WdY of gaınıng
the SuppOrt from the Corinthians wıthout obliging New Testament Commentary; Grand Rapıds,
1mMse them theır chent (see L2Z:16 T-HiS. Cambridge, kerdmans, Nottingham: Apollos,
LOO, be ehınd Paul’s remarks ın K-15? See also ROoy Clampa an Brian Rosner,

53 .. Corinthijans’ ın Beale nd CarsonIhe description of the collection ın and
Corinthıians does NOT 1MpIy elevated posıition of eds); Commentary the New Testament Use
the church ın Jerusalem OVCLI others. ere 15 dıf- Old Testament (Nottingham: I 2007 695-752
ferent emphasıs in Romans 15:27 Ihe aAM OUNT contributed the collection W d

54 For the Aul force of thıs SCC Stenschke, reflect thıs divine generosıty.
DPe  le 63 Paul’s demonstratiıon of hıs Jewısh OYVY and of

55 urphy UO’Connor, Panl, 215 the thoroughly CWIS. NTEXT of the gospel ın
56 For discussıon ofhıs dentity REl Wıllıiam er. OMAaNs Iso SCTVCS antıdote the prevalent

‘Apollos and Timothy the Unnamed “Brothers” antı-Judaism in the OmMman Empıre. For the S1S-
ın Corinthıians 8-24°’, ALNOLLC 1011C0 nıfıcance of the Jewısh natfure of Paull’s gospel ın
Onarterly /3 2011 z218-338 urphYy O’Connor, OMaAans SC Christoph Stenschke, “Paull’s Jewısh
Panul, 315 SUSSCSLIS that ın the 1ght of the CON- Gospel and the Claıms of Rome ın Paul’s Epistle

between the Corinthian and Macedonıian the Romans’, Neotestamentica 46 2012 228-378
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In VICW of the length of Paul’s ın persecution (see Eess 2:14) of the particular
Corinthians Sa 1It 15 noteworthy that Paul does NOTLT CıIrcumstances 1C earlher ON made the sharıng of
explain the [CasSsons for the need of the Christians x00ds NCCCSSALV according Acts 4-45; 4:32
of Jerusalem, either eing the ONSCYQUCNCEC of 5: 1 E 6715 For the time being, the Corinthians
famine/increased cost-of-living (see Acts 1 1:28); of had [O take Paul’s word for It

STUDIES VANGELICAL HISTORY TITHOUGHT

The ife of God the Soul The Integration of Love, Holiness and
Happiness the Thought of John esley

Davıd cEwan
hıs un1ıque work begins wıth Wesley’s understandıng of the lıfe of the rıune 10d the model tor understanding
love, holiness nd happıness. T hese qualities AIC restored us In OUuUr salvation. John Wesley believed that these dIC
foundatıional OUr discıpleship nd (IULiT spiırıtual formation In Jesus Christ. Davıd cEwan expertly shows hOW.
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