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| NTRODUCTI ON

Twenty of the twenty-seven New Testanent books are letters.
O the remaining seven, Acts and Revelation contain letters
within them WIIliam Doty remarKks:
Even if we exclude additional materials which are letters
inonly part of their formal structure--Hebrews, Janes--it
can still be seen that the domnant literary formfound
within the Christian canon is the letter.'
Wth this in mnd, the study of the epistle is unavoidably a
| arge part of New Testanent exegesis.
This paper will address the subject of the study of episto-
lary formw thin the New Testanent. Due to the length of the
hi story of research, this section has been separated as an inde-
pendent chapter. This history of research is surveyed in chapter
one, providing some of the key personalities and works in the
field of epistolary research. Chapter two then proceeds with an
overview of the formof the ancient Geek letter and its influ-
ence upon the early Christian letter which appears in the New
Testament. Finally, chapter three presents an exegesis of

2 John, which will further discuss the formof the New Testanent

epistle.

'Wlliam G Doty, Letters in Primitive Christianity (Phila-
del phia: Fortress Press, 1973), 109.




CHAPTER 1
H STORY OF EPI STOLARY RESEARCH

| nt r oducti on

This chapter will seek to provide a basic overview of the
hi story of nodern epistolary research fromthe early 1900s to the
present. In this process, sone of the major works and schol ars
that have contributed to the study of the New Testanment epistle
will be nmentioned. This history will be divided into four main
sections: 1) the beginnings of nodern epistolary research, 2) the
period followng fromthe 1920s to the 1960s, 3) the outburst of

study in the 1970s, and 4) current research.

Li ght For a New FEra

Adol f Dei ssmann's Licht vom Osten: Das Neue Testanent und

di e neuent deckten Texte der hellenistisch-rém schen Welt, pub-

lished in 1908, ushered in the nodern era of epistolary research
by utilizing recent archaeol ogi cal discoveries that yielded new

tools for evaluating ancient witings.” Before these discover-

'Adol f Dei ssmann, Licht vom Osten: Das Neue Testanent und
di e neuentdeckten Texte der hellenistisch-rém schen Wlt. 4th ed.
(Tdbi ngen: J. C. B. Mhr, 1923). Chapter one, 9-47, discusses
t hese archaeol ogical finds in three categories: a) "Inschriften
auf Stein, Metall usw ," b) "Texten auf Papyrus (und Perganent),"”
and c) "Texten auf Tonscherben.™
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ies, the archaeol ogical findings consisted mainly of inscriptions
and docunents which had been preserved because of their literary
quality.? Many of these new papyri from Egypt were non-literary
and provided exanples of witings fromeveryday |ife covering a
period fromthe 4th century B. C. to the Byzantine era.® The pa-
pyri consisted of |egal docunments such as | ease contracts, in-
voi ces and receipts, marriage contracts, bills of divorce, wlls,
etc., as well as letters, school books, spell books, horoscopes,

and diaries.’

Stanley K. Stowers, Letter Witing in G eco-Roman Antig-
uity (Phil adel phia: The Westm nster Press, 1986), 17.

‘Dei ssmann, 29.

‘I bi d.

Dei ssmann conpared these papyri to the New Testanent wit-
i ngs and di scovered that the | anguage of the New Testanent was
closer to the | anguage in these everyday ancient witings than in
the literary papyri of Plato and Denost henes, which had been the
frame of reference for earlier scholars.® This distinction be-
tween literary witings and non-literary witings was stressed by
Dei ssmann with his differentiation between the letter and the
epistle.® The letter he defined as non-literary, personal corre-
spondence intended to be private and not for any public use; the

epistle, on the other hand, was an artistic formof literature

°St owers, 17.

°Dei ssmann, 193-208.
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such as a dial ogue, a speech or a drama, and was intended for the
public.’
Dei ssmann considered all of Paul's letters to be of the
non-literary letter category stating, "Der Apostel Paulus ist

ns8

Bri ef schrei ber, nicht Epistol ograph, as well as 2 and 3 John.’
The letters of Janes, Peter, and Jude, as well as Hebrews, he
classified as literary epistles; 1 John was neither, but was

n 10

rather "eine religidse Diatribe. Though this division repre-
sented Dei ssmann's main enphasis, his lasting contribution was a
conparative study of New Testanent epistles with ancient non-
canonical letters. H's insistence on the letter-epistle distinc-
tion, though influential in epistolary studies, has been consid-
ered imted and confusing by many scholars currently working in
this field.

For exanple, John L. Wiite said of Deissmann's distinction
between letter and epistle:

Unfortunately, he enphasized the simlarity of the two bodies
of data unduly, with the result that he identified Paul's
letters as belonging to the non-literary tradition. |In fact,
nothing in the papyri resenbles Paul's letters as a whol e,
either in length or in style.

I'bid., 194-5.
‘Ibid., 203.
‘Ibid., 206.
“I'bid., 206-7.

“John L. Wite, "Saint Paul and the Apostolic Letter Tradi-
tion," Catholic Biblical Quarterly 45 (1983): 434.
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Stanley Stowers highlights three major limtations to Deissmann's
approach.” First, the papyri from Egypt provide only a glinpse
of life in a few small Egyptian towns and these towns "were
rather renote fromthe life of the great centers of Hellenistic

n 13

cul ture such as the cities of Paul. Secondl y, the distinction

between private and public letters is "a distinction nore appro-
priate to nodernity than antiquity,” due to the fact that G eco-
Roman politics enconpassed a private sphere of friends and fam
ily, and Paul's letters had a public nature in that they were
read al oud, copied, and circulated.” Finally, Deissmann's dis-
tinction was based upon the standards set up by the ancient cul-
tures thenselves, while in actuality, all the letters have a lit-
erary quality which follow letter-witing custons; therefore, the
hi stori an shoul d not adopt "the standards of any one tine or

pl ace in such a way as to cause blindness to the broader literary

n 15

culture of a society. Davi d Aune al so observes:

Dei ssmann's influential distinction between |letters and
epi stl es has obscured rather than clarified the spectrum
of possibilities that separated the short personal letter
fromthe literary letters of antiquity. There are, for
exanple, no really private |letters anong Paul's authentic
letters. Nor was Deissmann sensitive to stylistic

di fferences between papyrus letters and Pauline letters.
The letters of Paul and Seneca, for instance, exhibit a
di al ogical style quite different fromanything found in

“Stowers, 18-19
“lbid., 109.

“ bi d.

®I'bid., 19-20.

papyrus letters. "



Though many of Dei ssmann's concl usi ons have not been maintai ned
inthe field of epistolary research, his procedure of conparing
t hese anci ent non-canonical letters and witings to the New Tes-
tament letters has been a major contribution to the nodern study

of the New Testanment epistle.

Fi ve Decades of Research

Dei ssmann' s i nfl uence upon epistolary research set a new
direction for the genre. However, with the energence of Form
geschichte in the 1920s and 1930s, New Testanment schol ars concen-
trated | argely on Gospel research, while inportant works on the
epi stles were sparse until the 1970s when epistolary research
erupted. Despite the lack of volune during this period, severa
not eworthy and influential works were produced between Dei ssmann

and the 1970s.

“David E. Aune, The New Testanent in Its Literary Environ-
nent (Phil adel phia: Westm nster Press, 1987), 160.

Henry Meecham greatly influenced by Dei ssmann, focused his
study of the Egyptian papyri on the private, non-literary letters

7

and conpared themto New Testanent letters.” Wiile agreeing with
Dei ssmann' s general observations on the letter and epistle, he

did not agree with the sharp division that left little roomfor

“Henry G Meecham Light From Ancient Letters (London
George Allen and Unwin, 1923). Meecham 31, dates the discovery
of the Oxyrhynchus papyri at 1897.
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n 18

letters which were nore of an "internedi ate species. He al so
did not agree that all of Paul's letters were uniformy of the
non-literary letter variety.®

Meecham s work, published in 1923, is representative of the
begi nni ngs of study on the formal elenments of ancient letters and
New Testament letters.” Meecham states that the private letters
in the papyri "followed a regular and established order and were

n 21

shaped in a well-defined way. This order he outlined as fol-

| ows:

Openi ng address or sal utations.

Thanksgi vi ng and prayer for addressee.

The substance of the letter containing directions and
personal news, etc.

Farewel | greetings and closing prayer.?*

P WNhE

Hi s conparative study with the Pauline epistles revealed a sim -

| ar structure, representing the direction of future studies.

“Ibid., 38.

“I'bid., 38, 101, 109-112.

“I'bid., 112-27.

*Ibid., 113.

*?Ibid., 113.

Appearing the sane year as Meechaml's work, Francis Xavier
J. Exler provided a thorough conparison of formulas present pri-
marily in the openings and closings of a nunber of papyri.* Ex-

ler's original objective had been to find the origin of the

“Francis Xavier J. Exler, The Form of the Ancient G eek
Letter of the Epistolary Papyri (Chicago: Ares Publishers, 1976).
This was originally published in 1923.
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G eek-letter form yet he discovered that the material present
could not provide conclusions for any origin.* Wat Exler did
provi de was a source book of quotes fromvarious papyri that dem
onstrated the formul as enployed in ancient |letters and denon-
strated the well-established format present in docunments spanning

several centuries.”

“I'bid., 11-13.
®I'bid., chapters I-1V.
Further discussion of the fornula of the ancient letter ap-

peared in Oto Roller's Das Fornular der paulinischen Briefe,

publ i shed in 1933, which also provided a conparative study be-
tween the ancient letters and Paul's letters.” Roller conpared
the style and formof these letters continuing with the sanme ba-
sic outline, yet he provided a further analysis with a breakdown
of the Praescript, or opening address.” He identified three com
ponents: the Superscriptio (sender), the Adscriptio (addressee),
and the Salutatio (greeting).®” In his exam nation of the body of
the letter, he focused upon the opening and cl osing devises, as
well a brief |ook at the Gesundheitswunsch and the Proskynenaf or -

29

nmel . Concerning the closing material, or Eschatokoll, he fo-

®Oto Roller, Das Fornular der paulinischen Briefe (Stutt-
gart: W Kohl hamer, 1933).

“I'bid., 57-62.
*I bi d.
*I'bid., 62-68.
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cused primarily on the SchluBgruR.* Roller's work provided a de-
tail ed anal ysis of these conponents in the ancient letters, aid-
ing greatly the study of the Prescript. H's study represents the
research which served as the inpetus for nmuch of the later epis-
tolary research

In 1939, Paul Schubert provided an anal ysis of the Pauline
Thanksgi ving stating, "these thanksgi vings have not yet been
studi ed conprehensively. The present study is a first attenpt to

n 31

fill the gap. Schubert observed that all the Pauline letters
except Gal atians contain a "thanksgiving” imediately follow ng
the opening of the letter and he sought to determ ne whether this
was a conponent of Geek epistolary form or whether it was bor-
rowed fromliturgical sources.® He concluded that the thanksgiv-
ing, although "formally and functionally superior” with Paul, was
a genuine Hellenistic elenent of letter witing.® Stowers com
ments that Schubert's work "has shown how nuch can be | earned
from studying epistolary fornulas,” and consequently "nmay expl ain
the fixation of New Testament epistolary research on the openings

n 34

and conclusions of Paul's letters.

*I'bid., 68-78.

*Paul Schubert, Form and Function of the Pauline Thanksgiv-
ings, Beihefte zur Zeitschrift fur die Neutestanentliche Wssen-
schaft und die Kunde der alteren Kirche 20 (Berlin: Topel mann
1939), v.

*Ibid., 3.
*I'bid., 179-85.

St owers, 21.
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In 1955, a formcritical approach by Hartwi g Thyen exam ned
the influence of the Jewi sh-Hellenistic homly upon various wit-
i ngs including various canonical and non-canonical letters.® He
mai nt ai ned that the Jew sh synagogue hom ly influenced the way in
whi ch Paul conposed the body of his letters.® Thyen also ex-
plored the formand conposition of the Parenesis in the homly,

whi ch included a brief analysis of the Haustafel.¥

®Hartwi g Thyen, Der Stil der Jiidi sch-Hell eni stischen Homi -
ie, (Gottingen: Vandenhoeck and Ruprecht, 1955).

*I'bid., 59-63.
I bid., 85-110.
Research focusing primarily on the papyri thenselves ap-

peared in 1956 with Hei kki Koskenniem 's Studien zur |dee und

Phr aseol ogi e des griechi schen Briefs bis 400 n. Chr..*® Kosken-

niem dealt briefly with epistolary theory and rhetoric from Ar-
temon, the editor of Aristotle's letters.® He also examnined the
student handbooks of Denetrius and Li banius which he concl uded
represented different styles for different occasions of letter
witing.* He also studied the contents of the formof the let-

ters which were primarily private famly letters.” One interest-

*Hei kki Koskenni emi, Studien zur Idee und Phraseol ogi e des
griechischen Briefs bis 400 n. Chr. (Helsinki: Akateem nen Kir-
j akauppa, 1956).

*I'bid., 24-27.

“I'bid., 62.
“I'bid., 104-14.
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ing feature of the famly letter is the mpooxovnua fornula of the

sender of the letter praying on behalf of the addressee.*
In 1962, Beda Ri gaux stated that the conmentaries on the
epi stl es had beconme outdated and called for nore work to be done

°® He also noted how the Pauline liter-

with the existing papyri."*
ature had not received anywhere near the attention as the Gospels
in formcritical studies and set forth a brief attenpt at such

that was "no nore than a synthesis with no intention or pretense

n 44

to exhaust the subject. The areas covered by Rigaux include 1)
the literary formof the epistle; 2) the thanksgiving; 3) auto-
bi ographi cal sections; 4) the use of the kerygma; 5) the use of
the O d Testanent; 6) rhetoric; 7) the apocal yptic; 8) bl essings
and doxol ogi es; 9) rhythm c prose and hymms; and 10) the Parene-

sis (particularly the Haustafeln).®

“Ibid., 113. This is also briefly mentioned in Roller, 63-
65.

“Beda Rigaux, The Letters of St. Paul: Mdern Studies, ed.
and trans. Stephen Yoni ck (Chicago: Franciscan Herald Press,
1968) .

“I'bid., 117.

“I'bid., 115-46.

The preceding has | ooked at a few of the inportant works
t hat appeared during a period when the najority of New Testanent
research focused el sewhere. However, the inportant works dis-
cussed above hel ped pave the way for |later epistolary research.

The studies varied in approach, yet they represent the growh and
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devel opment of research which would eventually "take off" in the

1970s.

The Unification and Qutburst of Study

In the early years of the 1970s, new attention was given to
the study of the New Testanent epistle. The trend of the conpar-
ative study between anci ent non-canonical letters and the New
Testanment letters not only continued, but expanded its area of
study beyond G eek letters. Two significant studies signaled the

begi nni ng of new research in the 1970s: Letters in Primtive

Christianity by Wlliam G Doty and the work of the Ancient Epis-

t ol ogr aphy G oup. “

Doty not only considered the prior epistolary research to
be "scattered and fragnentary,” he also felt the need for a "com
prehensive treatment of the epistle” in English.” 1In his book
publ i shed in 1973, Doty brought nmuch of the previous research to-
gether, presenting an overview of the various approaches that had
enbodi ed epistolary research. The book represents one of the
best studies of the ancient letter up to that time and conti nues

to be anong the best resources in the field.

“Wlliam G Doty, Letters in Prinmitive Christianity (Phila-
del phia: Fortress Press, 1973); John L. Wite, ed. Studies in
Ancient Letter Witing, Seneia 22 (Chico, CA: Schol ars Press,
1981).

“Doty, Letters, ix.
Doty began with a survey of G eco-Roman letters, dealing

briefly wwth the theorists and handbooks, and a | ook at the char-
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acteristics of Hellenistic and early Christian letters.” His fo-

cus then shifted to the Pauline letters where he presented the

9

basic formof the letters of Paul.” The outline consisted of

three main sections: the introductory section, the main body, and
t he concl udi ng section which can be laid out as foll ows:

Openi ng (sender, addressee, greeting)

Thanksgi ving or Blessing (often with intercession and/or
eschat ol ogi cal climax)

Body (introductory formul ae; often having an eschat ol ogi cal
concl usi on and/or and indication of future plans)

Par aenesi s

Cl osing (formul as benedi ctions and greetings; sonetines
mention of the witing process).”

The conparison of Doty's outline and that of Meechani s®™ shows not
only the consistency of epistolary research through the decades,

but al so the broadeni ng understanding within the research.

“I'bid., 1-109.

“I'bid., 21-47.

“I'bid., 27.

*Above, 7.

Doty then observed sone of the elenments found within the
New Testanent epistle such as stylistic and rhetorical features,
structural features, formal and generic traits, and the use of
traditional materials such as liturgy, hymms and creeds, as well
as the AOd Testanent.* Qher elenments discussed were autobi og-
raphy, apocal yptic, catal ogues and lists (including Haustafeln

and Genei ndetafeln), catechesis, confessional formulas, hymic

“Doty, Letters, 49-55.
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materials, judgnent forms, and a brief nention of other forns).*

Finally, Doty |ooked at early Christian letters including Post-
Pauline letters.™

The Work of the Ancient Epistol ography G oup, beginning in

1973, was a joint effort of several scholars to exam ne not only
the Geek letter form but also Cuneiform Aramaic, and Hebrew
letter forms.” The group |eader, John L. Wite, wote that he
and ot her scholars working in the various areas of epistolary re-
search had felt that their work was being conducted "in a vac-
uum "* In 1973, he and a group of scholars petitioned the Soci -
ety of Biblical Literature's Program Comrittee to neet concerning
ancient letter witing and eventually they were granted perm s-
sion to forminto a programunit in 1975.° The study conti nued

from 1975 until 1979, and the results were published in Seneia 22

in 1981.°%

Current Research

*I'bid., 55-63.
*I'bid., 65-81.

*The results of the Ancient Epistolography Goup are re-
corded in several essays conpiled in Seneia 22 (1981).

*John L. Wite, "The Ancient Epistol ography Goup in Retro-
spect” Seneia 22 (1981): 1

“lbid., 2, 4.
*I'bid., 6.
The schol ars that were nmenbers of the Ancient Epistol ograp-

hy G oup are al so sone of the |leading personalities in current
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epi stolary research. The group consisted of John L. Wite, the
forenopst Anerican scholar in Hellenistic and New Testanent epis-
tolary studies, F. Brent Knutson, who contributed a study on Cu-
neiformletters, Joseph A Fitznyer, an authority on ancient Ara-
mai ¢ epi stol ography, Paul E. Dion, also working with ancient Ara-
mai c letters, and Chan-Hi e Kim who contributed an index of the

59

letters in the Geek papyri. The | eader of the group and the
editor of Seneia 22, John L. Wiite, is one of the |eading schol -

ars in the field of epistolary research and his book, Light From

Ancient Letters, is a source-book containing several Geek texts

0

and their translations.®” The book al so provi des one of the nost

hel pful surveys on Greek letter witing.

*The acconpanying articles all appear in Seneia 22: John L
White, "The Ancient Epistol ography G oup in Retrospect;" idem
"The Greek Docunentary Letter Tradition Third Century B. C. E to
Third Century C. E.;" F. Brent Knutson, "Cuneiform Letters and
Soci al Conventions;" Joseph A Fitznmyer, "Aranaic Epistol ogra-
phy;" Paul E. Dion, "The Aramaic 'Fam |y Letter' and Rel ated
Epi stolary Forns in other Oiental Languages and in Hellenistic
Geek;" idem "Aramaic Wrds for 'Letter';" Chan-H e Kim "I ndex
of Greek Papyrus Letters.”

®John L. Wite, Light From Ancient Letters (Phil adel phi a:
Fortress Press, 1986).

“1bid., 189-220.
Abraham J. Mal herbe has contri buted works containing an-

cient Greco-Roman source nmaterial.® His Ancient Epistolary Theo-

®Abraham J. Mal herbe, Ancient Epistolary Theorists, Society
of Biblical Literature: Sources for Biblical Study 19, ed. Ber-
nard Brandon Scott (Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1988); idem
Moral Exhortation: A Greco-Roman Sourcebook, Library of Early
Christianity 4 (Philadel phia: Westm nster Press, 1986).
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rists contains primary source material of ancient witers on the
subject of letter witing. This book gives insight into the way
letter witing was practiced and taught fromaround the third
century B. C. through the third and fourth centuries A D

In The New Testanent in Its Literary Environment, David

Aune devotes chapters 5 and 6 to ancient letter witing.” These
chapters represent some of the current trends in epistolary re-
search. He has also edited a book on the topic of G eco-Ronman
witings and New Testanent witings which contains various chap-
ters on the different elenents of the ancient letter.®

Klaus Berger's formcritical analysis of the material in
t he New Testanent does not focus on the New Testanent epistle,
yet examines the fornms of material that is found in the epis-
tles.” Hi s nost helpful material for epistolary research may ap-
pear in his exanination of Parenesis.® He also discusses various
ot her topics which include |Iists and catal ogues, hyms and

prayers, apocalyptic material, and travel reports.”

®David E. Aune, The New Testanment in Its Literary Environ-
nent (Phil adel phia: Westm nster Press, 1987).

“David E. Aune, ed., Greco-Roman Literature and the New
Testanent: Selected Forns and Genres, Society of Biblical Litera-
ture: Sources for Biblical Study 21, ed. Bernard Brandon Scott
(Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1988).

*Kl aus Berger, Forngeschichte des Neuen Testanents (Heidel -
berg: Quelle and Meyer, 1984).

*I'bid., 121-220.
“I'bid., 221-360.
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A fairly recent work by Franz Schnider and Werner Stenger
exam nes the forms within the New Testanent letters in three main
categories: 1) der Briefanfang; 2) der Briefschlul3; and 3) der
Anhang. ® The el ements of the opening fornmula which are examni ned
i nclude the Prescript, the Thanksgiving, and the Sel bstenpfehl ung
(a kind of testinonial).*® The discussion on the BriefschluB con-
tains sections of the definition and macrostructure of the Brief-

0

schl uR, the Schl uBparanese and the postscript.” The |ast section
of the Anhang di scusses its basic epistolary fornula.”™ This book
represents sonme of the current research taking place in episto-

| ary studi es.

®Franz Schni der and Werner Stenger. Studien zum neutesta-
nentlichen Brieffornmular, New Testament Tools and Studies 11, ed.
Bruce M Metzger (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1987).

*“I'bid., 3-68.
“I'bid., 71-167.
"I'bid., 168-81.

Finally, Letter Witing in Greco-Roman Antiquity by Stanley

K. Stowers is one of the best overviews of ancient Hellenistic
epi st ol ography currently available.” Stowers provides chapters
on the nodern study of ancient letters, the social setting for
the ancient letters, the settings for witing letters, the role

of philosophy in letter witing, and the letters in Jew sh and

“Stanley K. Stowers, Letter Witing in G eco-Roman Antig-
uity (Phil adel phia: Westm nster Press, 1986).
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early Christian comunities.” The second half of his book sur-
veys the different types of letters and how these types func-
tioned in society.” Stower's book is one of the major contribu-

tions to the current study of the ancient letter.

Concl usi on

Thi s chapter has sought to provide a general overview of
the history of epistolary research. Current study has continued
in the vein of Deissmann by conparing the forns and functions of
ancient letters with those of the New Testanent. The anal ysis of
the formof the New Testament epistle has broadened, yet this
analysis remains primarily focused upon the Pauline epistles.

The studies on the sub-categories within the Prescript, Body, and
Concl usi o have in no way exhausted the subjects, |eaving areas

needi ng further exploration.

“lbid., 17-47.
“I'bid., 51-173.
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CHAPTER 2
THE EPI STOLARY FORM | N THE NEW TESTAMENT

| nt r oducti on

This chapter will provide an introduction to the study of
the formof the New Testanment epistle. Included will be an over-
view of the hellenistic letter, the influence of Paul upon letter
witing, and finally, a brief sketch of the epistolary formin
the New Testanment. This chapter will focus primarily upon the
Greek letter for conparative study due to its direct influence
upon the New Testanent witers. Paul's letters, for instance,
reflect the hellenistic conventions of the letter witing of his
day. Besides the possible use of the Shalomgreeting from Jew sh
correspondence, "it is difficult if not inpossible to establish
any direct lines of borrowing by Paul fromJew sh epistolary ma-

nl

terials in terns of their formand structure. Therefore, this
chapter will be Iimted to the discussion of the hellenistic

epistle in connection with New Testanent epistolary study.

Hell enistic Letter Witing

'Doty, Letters, 22.
The study of ancient Geek letters provides a starting
point for the study of New Testanent |etters. The study of the
21
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anci ent papyri is necessarily the first step to provide inforna-
tion on the background, framework, form and function of the an-
cient letter in general. Wite coments, "the characteristic
features of the Christian letter tradition would be ill defined,
in not undetected, w thout a working know edge of ordinary letter
witing."? Furthernore, the apostle Paul used the letter witing
conventions of his day in his correspondence which | eads Wiite to
add:

W will not appreciate his use of these conventions,

consequently, until they are identified. | am convinced

that the docunentary letter tradition enables us to identify

many stereotyped features of Paul's letters and it provides a

basi s for understanding the epistolary function of these

conventions.’
Therefore, a brief |ook at the technique in ancient Geek letter
witing (primarily the docunmentary or non-literary letter) wll
serve as a starting point to the discussion of New Testanent |et-

ter witing.

Epi stol ary Theory

Whi te, Light From Ancient Letters, 20.

°l bi d.

Mal herbe's collection of primary source material on the
theory of letter witing serves as one of the best resources for
under st andi ng anci ent epistolary theory.® The witings of the

theorists appear in two main categories: witings of the rhetori-

‘Mal her be, Anci ent Epistolary Theori sts.
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ci ans, and handbooks that contain exanple letters.® Concerning
the rhetoricians, one of the first and nost hel pful discussions

on letter witing appears in De Elocutione, attributed to De-

nmetrius of Phal erum and dated sonewhere between the third century
B. C. and the first century A D.° Denetrius refers to Artenon
who edited Aristotle's letters, and his coments on the dial ogi-
cal and sinple nature of the letter.” H's sumary statenents on
Greco-Roman letter witing can be found repeatedly in other wit-

ings by Theon, Cicero, Quintillian, and Gregory of Nazianzus.®

lbid., 2-7.

°Ibid., 2. Malherbe suggests a date falling between the
second and first centuries B. C

‘Doty, Letters, 8.
*lbid., 9.
Three mai n handbooks on letter witing provide exanpl es of

the way that the subject may have been taught in the schools: 1)

t he Bol ogna Papyrus, PBon , (A. D. Il1I1-1V), which contains eleven
Latin and Greek types of letters; 2) Typoi Epistolikoi (IIl B. C
- A D Ill), incorrectly attributed to Denmetrius of Phal erum

whi ch contains twenty-one epistolary types; and 3) Epistolinaiooi

Characteres (A. D. IV-VI), attributed to either Libanius or Pro-

clus, which contains forty-one epistolary types.® Due to its
dating, the handbook by Pseudo Denetrius provides a good glinpse

at the epistolary theory of the first century A D. Ml herbe

White, Ancient Letters, 189-90.
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comments that the descriptions of the twenty-one epistolary types
"is not so much a collection of sanple letters as it is a selec-
tion of styles appropriate to different circunstances."” The
epi stolary types discussed by Pseudo Denetrius include: friendly,
commendat ory, bl am ng, reproachful, consoling, censorious, adnon-
i shing, threatening, vituperative, praising, advisory, supplica-
tory, inquiring, responding, allegorical, accounting, accusing,
apol ogetic, congratulatory, ironic, and thankful."

These handbooks provide an idea of how letter witing was
taught in the schools, probably the nodel used in the |ater sec-
ondary stages of education since they "presuppose a know edge of
the basic forns which nust therefore have been | earned very early

n 12

i n secondary education. Mal her be suggests that the continuity
in formand style of the Geek private letter over a period of
centuries points to the assunption that instruction in letter
witing in the schools was a fundamental teaching.” Therefore,
the witings of the theorists provide information on how letter
witing was practiced and taught begi nning around the third cen-

tury B. C

““Mal her be, Theorists, 4.

“Pseudo Denetrius, "Tomor 'Emotolkoi," in Ml herbe, Theo-
rists, 30-41.

“Mal her be, Theorists, 6.

“Abraham J. Mal herbe, "Ancient Epistolary Theorists,” Chio
Journal of Religious Studies 5 (1977): 9-10.
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As to the reason of the origin of the letter, Wite states

that the earliest letters appear in the formof mlitary or dip-
lomatic letters.™ "Letter witing was invented because of the
witer's need to inform(or to be inforned by) those at a dis-
tance about something they (or the witer) should know."" The
| etter arose out of a need to comuni cate over |ong distances, as
a substitute for spoken communication.”™ Wiite also provides this
definition and purpose of the letter:

The letter is a witten nessage, which is sent because the

correspondi ng parties are separated spatially. The letter is

a witten neans of keeping oral conversation in notion.

Regardi ng the essential purposes served by letter witing,

t he mai ntenance of contact between relatives and friends was

sonmetinmes sufficient notivation for witing. But, on nost

occasi ons, the sender had a nore specific reason for witing;

desiring either to disclose/seek information or needing to
request/command sonet hing of the recipient.”

Types of Ancient Geek Letters

“White, Ancient Letters, 192.
Yl bi d.
“I'bid., 193.

"Wiite, "Geek Docunentary Letter Tradition," 91.

Cat egori zing of ancient letters varies fromscholar to
scholar. Doty discusses six main types of hellenistic letters:
1) the private letter, 2) the business letter, which included
contracts and wills, 3) the official letter, used by rulers to
convey juristic decisions, 4) the public letter, which sought to
i nfluence public opinion, 5) the non-real letter, which were fic-

titious and possibly the result of school exercises in rhetoric,
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and 6) the discursive letter, which were a type of essay.” Stow
ers classifies the letters into six main types sonmewhat different
fromDoty: 1) letters of friendship, 2) famly letters, 3) let-
ters of praise and blane, 4) letters of exhortation and advice,
whi ch has seven sub-types: paraenetic letters, letters of advice,
protreptic letters, letters of adnonition, letters of rebuke,
letters of reproach, and letters of consolation, 5) letters of
medi ati on, and 6) accusing, apologetic, and accounting letters.”
Aune asserts that Stowers's typol ogy ignores sone inportant
types of ancient G eco-Roman correspondence and adds three addi -
tional categories: 1) private or docunentary letters, 2) official
letters, and 3) literary letters, which include letters of recom
nmendation, |etter-essays, philosophical letters, novelistic |et-
ters, imaginative letters (fictional), and letters enbedded into

a narrative.”

“Doty, Letters, 4-8.
St owers, 49-173.
®Aune, The New Testanment, 161-69.

Concerni ng the docunentary letter, Aune states that they
"constitute the common letter tradition of antiquity, a tradition
that remai ned stable fromthe Ptolemaic period...to the Roman pe-
riod,” or fromaround the third century B. C. to the third cen-

1

tury A. D. and later.* Wiite focuses upon the docunentary letter

for his study of Geek letter witing and he divides the docunen-

“I'bid., 162.



27
tary letter into four types: 1) letters of introduction and rec-
omendation, 2) letters of petition, 3) famly letters, and 4)
menor anda. * He states that the docunentary letters are, for the

most part, limted to these four types.?*

G eek Epistolary Form

The ancient Geek letter had three highly identifiable sec-
tions: the opening, the body, and the closing.* The formula for
the opening is nost commonly: A-- to B-- yoipewv, "A" representing
the witer of the letter, and "B", the addressee.” "A " appears
in the nominative case, and "B" in the dative.” Several differ-
ent forns occur, the nost comon being: to B-- fromA--, wthout
yaipewv. 2 In this formula, "B" is in the dative and "A" in the
genitive.” The first fornula appears nostly in famliar letters,
busi ness letters, and official letters, while the second is found

in petitions, conplaints, and applications.”

“Wite, Ancient Letters, 193-7.

®Ibid., 197.
*Aune, The New Testanent, 163.

®Ex| er, 23.

*Aune, The New Testanent, 163.

“Exl er, 23.

®Aune, The New Testanent, 163.

®Ex| er, 23.
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The formula for the closing consists of either é€ppwoco,
éppwobe, or a some nodi fication, ebtoxer or dievtoyel, or, the om s-
sion of the final greeting altogether.® 1In general, familiar
letters use sone form of é€ppwco, petitions and formal conplaints

use either e0thyer or dedtoyel, business letters omt the fina

salutation, and official letters are m xed between using é€ppwco

or omitting the final greeting.® The conbinations of the opening
and closing fornmulas within the various letters are diverse and

also help to reveal function and date.*

*I'bid., 69.
*I bi d.
*Ibid., 70-77.

As for the body of the letter, three different phrases are

used in the opening of the body: the ¢épp'cbar Wi sh, the vywivew

wi sh, and the &ondcacdor Wi sh.*® These phrases coul d either be

joined to the openings or begin the body of the letter.* Al so,
dependi ng upon the primary purpose of the letter to either inform

or request sonething, distinctive informational formulas and re-

quest fornulas are present.® The final body phrase, the émpélov

clause, is closely related to the ¢épp'cbar Wi sh, for both appear

*I'bid., 101-13.
*Aune, The New Testanent, 163.

*White, Ancient Letters, 207-11
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together in letter witing and di sappear about the sane tine
(during the first hundred years of the Christian era).® The
dondoacOar phrase began to be enpl oyed around the begi nning of Au-
gustus' reign and is nost frequent in famliar letters.” This

phrase originally occurred in place of the vUywivetv wi sh at the

begi nni ng of the body, yet eventually was placed at the end of
the body.* Al so appearing, usually in connection with the open-
ing and closing fornulas, are prayers of supplication and thanks-
gi ving.*

Though this overview of G eek epistolary form has been
brief, it has sought to show that the parts of the ancient G eek
letter followed definite formulas. These epistolary conventions
survived for centuries, being ingrained into the procedures of
letter witing. This provides a short summary of the hellenistic
letter which dictated the letter witing practices which influ-

enced the New Testanent letters.

The | nfluence of Paul

*Ex|l er, 116.
1 bi d.

*Aune, The New Testanent, 164.

*White, "Greek Docunentary Letter Tradition," 92.
The majority of New Testanment epistolary research has fo-
cused upon the Pauline epistles. This is due to the fact that

Paul 's letters "are the earliest and nost conplex early Christian
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letters” and the study of his epistles "can provide a framework
for discussing early Christian epistolary formulas."* Al bert E.

Barnett's Paul Becones a Literary |Influence shows the influence

of Paul's letter witing upon subsequent New Testanent epistles
and other early Christian letters.” The Christian letter tradi-
tion, defined as a letter of instruction witten by a Christian
| eader to a Christian community, was probably created by Pau
whose writings stress his apostolic authority.” "The influence
of his precedent is evident in the fact that alnost all of the
twenty-one New Testanent letters support to be witten by an
apostle,” and when the author was not an apostle, sonme claimto
the authority to instruct is included.®

Christian letters are generally longer than the average
G eek letter, which may be related to their instructional pur-
pose.” Paul also nodified the Geek letter to suit his purposes
of witing to a Christian community and he appears to be "respon-
sible for first introducing Christian elenents into the episto-
lary genre and for adapting existing epistolary conventions to

express the special interests of the Christian community."® The

“Aune, The New Testanent, 183.

“Al bert E. Barnett, Paul Becones a Literary Influence (Chi-
cago: University of Chicago Press, 1941).

“White, Ancient lLetters, 19.
“1 bi d.
“1 bi d.
“1 bi d.




31
product of his nodifications is a formthat is detached and dis-
tinct fromthe characteristically Hellenistic and the Hellenistic

Jewi sh letter witing fornulas.®

“Doty, Letters, 22.
Paul's introductory fornmula nodifies the typical A-- to B--

yaipewtv openi ng by changi ng yoipetv t o yapig and addi ng the character-

istic shalomof the Jewish letter.”

O her changes include Paul's
i nclusi on of a thanksgiving, which indicates the purpose of the
letter, a benediction in the closing, and various fornula changes
in the body that fit the instructional nature of his letters.®
Due to the creative changes enployed by Paul and the subsequent
following of his techniques in later Christian letter witing,
the study of Paul's letters produces the greatest insight into

New Testanent epistle witing and presents the best starting

point for any study on the epistolary formin the New Testanent.

New Test anent Epistolary Form

During the course of Unit Five of this senmester, various

papers on specific formal el enents of the New Testanent epistle

will be presented. In order not to duplicate sone of the areas
of research in the various papers, this section will display the
' bi d.

““John L. Wiite, "The Structural Analysis of Philenon: A
Poi nt of Departure in the Formal Analysis of the Pauline Letter,"”
in Society of Biblical Literature: 1971 Sem nar Papers (Schol ars
Press, 1971), 27-45.
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basic formof the New Testanent epistle w thout providing any
great detail. A general concept and overvi ew of the New Test a-
ment epistle will be provided.
Doty provides the basic formof the Pauline letters, which
appeared in chapter one, but will be displayed again:
Openi ng (sender, addressee, greeting)
Thanksgi ving or Blessing (often with intercession and/or
eschat ol ogi cal climax)
Body (introductory formul ae; often having an eschat ol ogi cal
concl usi on and/or and indication of future plans)
Par aenesi s
Cl osing (formul as benedi ctions and greetings; sonetines
mention of the witing process).”

Terence Mullins points out that the thanksgiving fornmula not only
parall el s the =mpookovnua fornmula in the papyri, but exists on its

own, though it is rare.® Millins states that the papyri show
that this should not be separated fromthe body of the letter and
therefore feels that it belongs to the body, as an introductory
fornmula to focus on the subject of the letter.” Likew se, the
Parenesi s can be included in the concluding forrmulas of the body
of the letter.™

Possi bly the best outline of epistolary form especially

for the purposes of this sem nar, appears in Exegeting the New

“Doty, Letters, 27.

“Terence Y. Mullins, "Formulas in New Testanent Epistles,"
Journal of Biblical Literature 91, 3 (1972): 381-82.

I bi d.

Aune, The New Testanent, 191.
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Test ament: Research Update with Research Bibliography.” Cranford

presents this outline which displays common el enents of both the
New Testanent and the hellenistic letter:

Praescripto (Prescript)
Superscripto (Author/ Sender)
Adscripto [Recipient(s)]
Salutatio (G eeting)
Proem (Prayer of Thanksgiving and/or Intercession)
Body
Openi ng For nmul ae
Request / Appeal
Di scl osure
Expressi ons of Astoni shnment

®Lorin L. Cranford, Exegeting the New Testanent: Research
Update with Research Bibliography, vol. 2 (Fort Worth, TX
Scripta Publishing, 1991).

Formul ae of Conpli ance
For mul ae of Hearing/ Learning
Formul ae of Petition
Tradi tions Material
From worship liturgy
Hyms
Confessions of Faith
Lord Supper Narratives
From early preaching
Ker ygnma
Verba Chri sti
A d Testanent References
Par enesi s
Lists of Vice/Virtues
Haust af el n (Donesti ¢ Codes)
CGenei ndetafel n (Duty Codes)
Judgnment Form
Cl osi ng
Eschat ol ogi cal Affirmations
Tr avel ogue/ Apost ol i c Parousi a
Concl usi o (Eschat okol I')
Greetings
Doxol ogy
Benedi cti on™

*I'bid., 62.
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This outline provides the best structural display of the form and
contents of the New Testanent epistle and hel ps to summari ze the
information on epistolary form A summary has been the goal con-
cerning formas this section has sought to provide a general
overvi ew of the epistolary formfound in the New Testanment and
serve as an introduction and starting point for the preceding
sem nar papers.

In conclusion, the study of epistolary formcan provide
great value in the interpretation of the individual letters. For
exanpl e, an understandi ng of the way in which Paul nodifies the
opening of the letter can give insight into |ater issues dealt
with inthe letter.® 1In the letter to the Galatians, Paul adds a
statenment of the authority of Jesus Christ in the Praescripto,
which is addressed |later in the letter, and he omts the thanks-
gi ving which hel ps indicate the nood in which the |letter was
witten.” In some of Paul's longer letters, know edge of rhe-
torical features and transitional fornulas will help the exegete
to organi ze the body material of the letter.®” Finally, it nust
be renenbered when interpreting epistles that they represent half

of a dialogue and are "situational" letters addressed to Chris-

*James L. Bailey and Lyle D. Vander Broek, Literary Forms
in the New Testanent: A Handbook (Louisville, KY: Westm nter/John
Knox Press, 1992), 27.

*I'bid., 27-28.
“I'bid., 28-29.
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tian communities discussing specific situations which were rel e-

vant for that comunity. ™

Concl usi on

Thi s chapter has sought to provide an overview of the study
of the ancient and New Testanment letters. Wile this survey has
in no way been exhaustive, its aimhas been to provide a general
perusal in which to serve as a starting point for further re-
search and the other papers for this sem nar. Another goal has
been to briefly introduce the inportance and productiveness of a
conparative study of the ancient Greek letter and the New Testa-

ment epistle.

*I'bid., 29-30.
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CHAPTER 3
EXEGESI S OF 2 JOHN

Tr ansl ati on

1 The elder, to the chosen | ady and her children, whom |
love in truth, and not only I, but also all who have known the
truth, 2 because of the truth which is abiding in us, and wll be
with us forever. 3 Gace, nmercy, and peace from God the Fat her
and fromJesus Christ, the Son of the Father, will be with us in
truth and love. 4 | rejoice” exceedingly that | have found your
children walking in truth, just as the commandnent we received
fromthe Father. 5 And now | ask you, |ady, not a new comrand |
amwiting to you, but one we have had fromthe begi nning, that
we should | ove one another. 6 And this is love: that we should
wal k according to his conmands; this is the conmandnment just as
you have heard fromthe begi nning, that you should walk in it.

7 For many deceivers entered into the world who do not confess
Jesus Christ as comng in the flesh, such a one is the deceiver
and the antichrist. 8 Watch yourselves, that you do not |ose
what we have worked for, but that you might receive a full re-
ward. 9 Everyone who goes too far and does not remain in the
teaching of Christ does not have God; the one that persists in

t he teaching has both the Father and the Son. 10 If anyone cones
to you and does not bring this teaching, do not receive himinto
your house and do not greet him 11 for the one who wel cones him
shares in his evil works. 12 Having many things to wite to you,
| wish not to do so with paper and ink, but | hope to cone to you
and to speak nouth to nouth, so that our joy may be conplete.

13 The children of your chosen sister greet you.

Textual Variants

*Transl ated as a present event for the witer, enploying
the epistolary aorist, see Janmes A. Brooks and Carlton L. Wn-
bery, Syntax of New Testanment G eek (Lanham MD: University Press
of Anmerica, 1979), 102.

36
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Here, the variant readings in the UBS will be noted, and
al t hough the NA* does nmention a few nore, they will not be dealt

with in any degree.®” The Textus Receptus, along with * KL P

several mnuscules syr" cop™ armet al., places "kvpiov" before
""Incod” in verse 3, which nay be an addition, the shorter text

supported by both Al exandrian and Western texts.® 1In verse 9,

the Textus Receptus KL P the majority of minuscules cop™ eth add

"100 Xpotod" after the second "dwoyn." Metzger states that this

reading is "obviously secondary,"” the shorter readi ng supported

by * AB Y 33 81 1739 vg cop™ et al. The Sixtine vulgate edi-
tion of 1590 adds to the end of verse 11, "Ecce praedi xi vobis,
ut in die domni non confundam ni (' Behold, | have preached to

n 62

you, that in the day of the Lord you may not be confounded').
In verse 12, "muv" is replaced by "ou'v" in several texts includ-
ing A B 33 81 1739 vg cop™, which Metzger says "appears to have
arisen by scribal assimlation to vulv and ovuac earlier in the

sentence."® Finally, verse 13 has several readings, the nost

“Kurt Al and, Matthew Black, Carlo M Martini, Bruce M
Met zger, and Allen Wkgren, eds., The G eek New Testanent, 3d
ed., (corrected), (Stuttgart: United Bible Societies, 1983);
i dem Novum Test anentum G aece, 26th ed. (Stuttgart: Deutsche Bi-
bel gesel | schaft, 1979).

“Bruce M Metzger, A Textual Commentary on the G eek New
Test anent (London: United Bible Societies, 1971), 721.

“I'bid., 722.
I bi d.
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prom nent being the addition of "gufv" at the end of the verse
supported by the Textus Receptus K L 049 056 0142 many m nuscul es

ph, h

syr The text which does not have "a&unv" is supported by * A B

P ¥ 33 81 323 1739 1881 vg cop™™ et al. Oher readings add "7
Yapic ped’ op'v. aunv, " or "1 x4pig petd cod. aunv. "  465™ adds "¢
exhextng tg €v  E¢éow. "

One readi ng which carries sone doubt in verse 8,
" amoréonte. . . elpyacdaueda. . . dmolapnte, " 1S noteworthy. Metzger rates
this reading {C} due to the doubt of the form "é¢pyalopon" as either
first plural or second plural, in addition to first plural forns
of "d&morvw" and " dmolappave” in some readings. The presence of

the first plural form between two second plural fornms gives the
sentence a particul ar shade of meaning that would be different
otherwise. Since there is nore certainty as to the second pl ural

forms of "damolow" and " amorappave” {B}, the doubt rests upon the

first plural formof "épyalouar,” thus the reason for charting this

vari ant reading in Appendi x 4.

Expositional Qutline

The body of the New Testanent epistle provides sone of the
nost fertile material in the New Testanent in which to derive a
contenporary application since this material was instructive in
nature to begin with. However, contenporary application of the

openi ng and cl osing sections of the epistle can produce a greater



39

chal l enge due to the specific nature and application to the ad-

dressee of the letter.

The following is an attenpt to provide a

contenporary application for 2 John.

Christians enjoy fellowship with one another.
Christians are united in the truth of Jesus
Chri st.
God provides grace, nmercy, and peace to
hi s church.

A
B

Christians are to continue in obedi ence and guard
t hei r teaching.

Believers are to continue wal king in the comands
of God.
Wal king in the truth is a source of joy.

A

B

1
2.

It i

s inmportant that believers | ove one

anot her.

a.
b.

Christians should | ove one anot her.
Love is wal king in the commands of the
Fat her, a conmand whi ch was gi ven from
t he begi nni ng.

The local Christian fellowship nust guard itself
agai nst fal se teachers and teachi ng.
There are deceivers in this world.

1

2.

3.

a.

b.

Bel i
Scri

The
agai

Their teaching conflicts the basic
doctrines of faith.

A person who teaches agai nst these basic
doctrines of faith is a deceiver and is
agai nst Chri st.

evers nust hold fast to teachings of

pt ure.

Christians should beware not to | ose the
integrity of their teaching.

Christians should continue in firmy
rooted teaching, because those who do,
have God, and those who don't continue
don't have Cod.

| ocal church body should take action

nst fal se teachers.

Fal se teachers should not be nmade wel cone
in their fellowship.

Wel com ng a fal se teacher in such a way
shares in their evil works.

Christians ought to have fellowship wth one anot her.
This fellowship should be a source of bl essing.
Christians are related as the famly of God.

A
B
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Exeqgesi s of 2 John

2 John provides a good glinpse at the basic formof the
hellenistic letter. |Its outline is distinctively organized into
the opening (vs. 1-3), the body (4-11) and the closing (12-13)."

|f verses 4-5 conprises a formof thanksgiving,® then the argu-
ment could be nade that this is a separate conponent of the out-

line.

|. Christians Enjoy Fellowship with
One Anot her (1-3).

The Praescripto follows the conventional formula of the fa-

mliar documentary letter: A-- to B--.%* The third ingredient,
yaipewv, 1S absent, yet the only epistle to include this part of

the formula is James.® Verse 2 includes a benedictory greeting

which is customary in Pauline letters and other Christian |et-
ters.® "A" and "B" can be filled in as "0 mpeoPotepoc” and " éxhextn
Kupie kol tolg tékvolg avthig, " respectively and "B" is nodified by a

rather long relative cl ause.

*“Robert W Funk, "The Form and Structure of Il and Il
John" Journal of Biblical Literature 86 (Decenber 1967): 428.

*Schubert, 177.
“Exl er, 23.
“Funk, 424, n. 5.
*Ibid., 424.
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The identity of both is ambiguous from context al one.

' Exhexty kvpie coul d be perceived as proper nanmes neaning "to the

n 69

el ect Kyria," or "to the lady Electa,"” or "to Electa Kyria.
Most likely this is a reference to a particular church congrega-
tion, yet F. F. Bruce states that the issue is by no neans set-
tled, that "so long as either interpretation clains the support

of serious students of the document, the question nust be treated
as an open one."” O mpeoPitepoc al so i s an unspecified person.

This is a self-designation which inplies the author of the letter
is an ol der man who has acquired a position of |eadership and in-
fluence in the church.”™ Al though the name, John, is not specifi-
cally given, the witer is at the very |east a nenber of the Jo-

hanni ne circle which "was responsible for the Gospel and all the
| etters of John; and he may have be called 'John' for conven-

" He probably holds authority over several churches, and

i ence.
is not the elder of one specific church.” [|f Johanni ne aut hor -

ship is accepted, the possible reason for not referring to his

*Met zger, 721.

“F. F. Bruce, The Epistles of John (Grand Rapids, M: WI -
liam B. Eerdmans, 1970), 137.

""Stephen S. Smalley, 1,2.,3 John, Wrd Biblical Conmmentary,
vol. 51, ed. David A Hubbard and A enn W Barker (Dallas: Wrd
Books, 1984), 317.

I bi d.

“Simon J. Kistenmaker, Exposition of the Epistle of James
and the Epistle of John, New Testanent Comentary (G and Rapi ds,
M : Baker Book House, 1986), 373.
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apostleship could lie in his famliarity with the church, in
whi ch case this would not be needed.”™ This suggests that there
was a bond between the witer and the recipient, one of Christian
fel |l owshi p.

A. Christians are united in the
truth of Jesus (1-2).

“| bi d.
The El der states in verses 1-2 that he | oves the chosen

| ady and her children in truth. The absence of an article before

&Anbeie suggests a deeper significance, the use of "truth" refers
to "what is ultimately real; and in the end this means God him
self, as he has been revealed in Jesus, and the expression of
that reality in the Christian proclamation."” The Elder is not
alone in this love, he shares in it with the nenbers of this con-
gregation.”™ Christians, therefore, are united in love to one an-
other, which is revealed in the truth of Jesus Christ.

B. CGod provides grace, nercy, and
peace to his church (3).

“Smal | ey, 3109.
1 bi d.
This is a formof benedictory greeting which may serve as a

repl acenent to yaipetv and as the Salutatio in the Praescript for-

77

mul a. The greeting is simlar to greetings which appear in Ro-

"Funk, 424.



43
mans 1:7, Glatians 6:16, 1 Tinothy 1:2, 2 Tinothy 1:2, and Jude

2.” This is the only use of #keoc in the Johannine writings;
eipnvn al so appears in John 14:27, 16:33, 20:29, 21, 26; and ydpic

can be found in John 1:14, 16-17.” While John's greeting does
followa famliar pattern in epistles, in this letter, "we should
understand its content in light of the Christian conception of
grace, nmercy, and peace, suprenely manifested in God's work in

n 80

Jesus Chri st. These are granted to those who are foll owers and
believers in Jesus Christ.

Thus, Christians enjoy fellowship with one another in | ove
and the truth of Jesus. This fellowship is strengthened because
of | ove and because of the truth of Jesus Christ. As a fellow
ship of believers, all Christians can enjoy in the benefits of
knowi ng Jesus: grace, nercy, and peace, and that further unites
Christians in Christ.

1. Christians Are to Continue in bedi ence
and Guard Their Teaching (4-11).

Mari anne Meye Thonpson, 1-3 John, The | VP New Test anent
Commentary Series, ed. Gant R GOsborne (Downers G ove, |L:
InterVarsity Press, 1992), 152.

1 bi d.

| bi d.

This section of the epistle conprises the body of the |et-
ter. The exegetical outline, presented in Appendi x 3, includes
verses 4-6 as part of the body of the letter. Verse 4 conveys

t he usage of éyapnv which was a conmon reply fornula used during
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the Greco-Roman period.® Exler also cites this as a miscellane-
ous initial phrase of the body in P. Gss. 21, which was a second

century A D. papyrus.® Schubert also cites this document stat-

ing that the use of M\oav &xdpnv dxodoaca o6t i s the functional

equi val ent of Xiav gbyoplotr’ d@xovooca Ot i n the Pauline thanksgiv-
ings.® He concludes that this provides another exanple of an

epi stol ary thanksgiving in which ebyopiotr’ is replaced by éyapnv. ™

If this is the case, then verses 4-6 could conprise a thanksgiv-
ing and stand as a separate conmponent of the epistle form How
ever, for this paper, it will be treated as an initial phrase in-
troduci ng the body of the letter, yet it functions in a very
close way to the thanksgiving in that is provides an introduction
to the contents of the letter.

A. Believers are to continue wal king in
t he commandnments of God (4-6).

The Elder finds joy in that sone of the nmenbers of the con-
gregation are continuing to walk in truth (vs. 4). He then pre-
sents a request to the church that they are to continue to walk
in the conmands of the Father, which is interrelated to |oving

one another (vs. 5-6). This appears closely related to 1 John

*Koskenni eni, 75-77.
“Exl er, 112.
®Schubert, 177.

*| bi d.
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1: 7. The use of ¢pwotav is conmmonly used in the petition formula
of the ancient papyri followed by the iva clause.® Funk states

t hat éyapnv Aiov "shoul d be understood as the background for this

n 86

petition.

®Terence Y. Mullins, "Petition as a Literary Form"™ Novum
Testanmentum 5 (1962): 47

®Funk, 426

The petition is that the believers | ove one another and
that love will be displayed by their obedience to God's conmands.

Davi d Jackman states that John could be accused here of arguing

inacircle, yet that | ove and obedi ence go together and are "in-
separable priorities" of walking in the truth and the comuand-
ments of God.* To love neans to keep the commandnents, and wal k-
ing in the commandnents of God is |ove.

B. The local Christian Fell owshi p nust quard itself
agai nst fal se teachers and teaching (7-11).

This represents the heart of the letter. The threat of
false teaching is the occasion. During this time, the apostles
and prophets who travelled to churches, teaching in themwere
wel | -known figures in church life.® The shift at this point of

the letter is fromthe obedience inside the church, which brings

“Davi d Jackman, The Message of John's lLetters: Living in
the Love of God (Downers Gove, IL: Inter-Varsity Press, 1988),
178-79.

®Bruce, 142.
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joy, and the threat of false teachers who are deceivers who are
out in the world.® The Elder warns the believers not to |ose
what they had worked for, and then issues a stiff warning that
t hose who do not continue in the teaching of the apostles wll
not have God (8-9). What had been worked for nost likely refers
to all that had been acconplished by the work of the apostles and

m ssionaries to start and cultivate the church.®

*“Smal | ey, 327.

*I'bid., 330.

The El der then warns the people not to wel cone or associate
with the fal se teachers, and that doing this is sharing in the
evil work of the false teacher (10-11). The congregation is to
exclude all deceivers fromtheir fellowship.* The El der is warn-
ing the fellowship of believers to avoid problens fromthe begin-
ning by allow ng these deceivers into their fellowship.* For a
congregation to willingly and know ngly all ow teaching contrary
to the gospel within the church is, inreality, participating in
the evil works of the false teacher.®

Therefore, Christians are to continue walking in the com

mandnents of God in |love to one another. Local congregations

*Robert Kysar, [,ll,111 John, Augsburg Conmentary on the
New Testanent (M nneapolis, M\: Augsburg Publishing House,
1986), 131.

Al exander Ross, The Epistles of Janmes and John, The New
I nternati onal Commentary on the New Testament (G and Rapids, M:
WIlliam B. Eerdmans, 1954), 231-2.

®Bruce, 142.
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shoul d guard and preserve their fellowship and their teaching.
Those who contradict the doctrines of Jesus Christ and his incar-
nati on, death, burial, and resurrection should be avoi ded at al
costs. A teacher who denies the doctrines of the faith should
not be allowed in the fellowship, and especially should be denied
opportunity to teach. Christians are to preserve their teachings
and live by them
I11. Christians Qught to have fellowship
Wth One Another (12-13).

These verses conprise the closing of the letter. The clos-
ing contains the expressed desire to visit the congregati on which
is a conmmon theme in the Pauline letters designated as the

n 94

" par ousi a. Funk designates the use of the apostolic parousia
in verse 12 as the "presbyterial parousia,” referring the formula
whi ch appears here and in 3 John 13-14.% Verse 13 serves as the
closing greeting for the letter.

A. This fell owship should be
a source of blessing (12).

The Elder's desire to neet with the congregation face to
face suggests that he is eager to visit themin person. Thus the
concl usion can be nmade that the congregation is a source of

bl essing for him

B. Christians are related as

“Funk, 429.
*| bi d.



48
the famly of God (13).

The Elder is sending this letter froma "sister" congrega-
tion. This suggests that there is a bond between these churches
which is found in Christ. All believers, regardless of their |o-
cal congregation, make up the body of Christ and are united as
heirs of God. The Elder sends final greetings froma congrega-
tion which appears to be one of close ties.

The truth of these general statenents seemcertain: fellow
shi p anong believers should be a source of blessing and joy due
to the fact that all believers are brothers and sisters in
Christ. There is no need for discord and a |ack of fellowship
anong congregations. There should be fellowship in the |ove and

truth of Jesus Chri st.

CONCLUSI ON

From t he exegesis of 2 John, one can see that an under-
standi ng of the ancient hellenistic epistolary form can provide
insights into the nethods enployed by the witer. The ways in
which the witer follows these conventions can aid in the inter-
pretation of the content of the letter. Although the anmount of
information on the ancient Geek letter is extensive, this should
be the starting point for epistolary study. Then, the Pauline

formul a should be exanmined in reference to the custons found in
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the Christian letter witing tradition. Though nost studies con-
tinue to be focused upon the Pauline corpus, sonme studies as to
form have begun to appear in the other epistles. The future of
epi stolary research should provide further study in the Pauline

epistle fornmula and those of other witers.
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