2 Corinthians 8:18



- is the continuative use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “Moreover.”  With this we have the first person plural aorist active indicative from the verb SUMPEMPW, which means “to send (with) or at the same time someone with someone.”


The aorist tense is an epistolary aorist again, in which Paul assumes the timeframe of his readers, when the letter and his messengers have already arrived.


The active voice indicates that Paul produces the action of sending Titus and another famous believer to Corinth.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

Then we have the preposition META plus the genitive of association from the masculine singular intensive pronoun AUTOS, used as a third person personal pronoun, and meaning “with him” and referring to Titus.  This is followed by the accusative direct object from the masculine singular article, used as a demonstrative pronoun and noun ADELPHOS, which means “that brother” and is used as a technical theological term for a fellow-believer in Christ.

“Moreover we have sent along with him that brother”

 - is the possessive genitive from the masculine singular relative pronoun HOS, whose antecedent is the noun ADELPHOS.  Literally it means “of who.”  In English we say “whose.”  Then we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular article and noun EPAINOS, which means “praise, approval, recognition, fame.”
  Then we have the preposition EN plus the locative of sphere from the neuter singular article and noun EUAGGELION, which means “in the gospel message.”  There is no verb, making this very dramatic.  In English we would insert a verb such as “is, [exists], has gone (NASV)” to smooth out the translation.  Then we have the preposition DIA plus the adverbial genitive of place from the feminine plural adjective PAS and the article with the noun EKKLĒSIA, meaning “throughout all the churches.”

“whose recognition [fame] in the gospel message [exists] throughout all the churches,”
2 Cor 8:18 corrected translation
“Moreover we have sent along with him that brother whose recognition [fame] in the gospel message [exists] throughout all the churches,”
Explanation:
1.  “Moreover we have sent along with him that brother”

a.  In addition to sending Titus back to Corinth, Paul is also sending another believer along with him.


b.  This believer is not named specifically in this epistle.


c.  All we know for sure about him is what is contained in the following phrase.

2.  “whose recognition (fame) in the gospel message [exists] throughout all the churches,”

a.  This believer was world-famous.  He was known throughout or among all the churches, which meant all the churches in Jerusalem, Antioch, Asia Minor, Greece and Macedonia, Alexandria, and Rome.


b.  He was most famous or recognized for his understanding and ability to teach the word of God and present the gospel of salvation.


c.  This phrase most likely makes this believer a prominent member of Paul’s staff or someone as well known as Paul himself.


d.  Why not name exactly who the person was?  This was probably done for the protection of the person from the Roman or Jewish authorities, who may have been already looking to arrest him for complicity with Jesus against the Jewish state, or for some false charge of stirring up the mob in a Roman city and inciting a riot.  Regardless of the reason, if the letter fell into the wrong hands, the person would not be mentioned by name and therefore would be somewhat protected.

3.  Who was this person?


a.  “Luke may be meant; not that “the Gospel” here refers to his written Gospel; but the language implies some one well known throughout the churches, and at that time with Paul, as Luke then was (Acts 20:6).  Not a Macedonian, as appears from 2 Cor 9:4.  Of all Paul’s “companions in travel” (2 Cor 8:19; Acts 19:29), Luke was the most prominent, having been his companion in preaching the Gospel at his first entrance into Europe (Acts 16:10). The fact that the person here referred to was “chosen of the churches” as their trustee to travel with Paul in conveying the contribution to Jerusalem, implies that he had resided among them some time before: this is true of Luke, who after parting from Paul at Philippi (as he marks by the change from “we” to “they,” Acts 16:11) six years before, is now again found in his company in Macedonia.  In the interim he had probably become so well known that “his praise was throughout all the churches.’”


b.  ARISTARCHUS.  “His association with the collection has suggested an identification with the ‘brother’ of 2 Cor 8:18 (Zahn, INT, 1, p. 320).”


c.  “Accompanying him are two men whose names Paul does not provide and whose identities are probably beyond recovery (vv. 18-22, 23). One of them is referred to as “our brother” and is described in a way which suggests that he must be a regular and devoted member of Paul’s apostolic entourage (v. 22).  The first man Paul mentions, however, is clearly regarded as filling a more important role on this particular mission.  Although he is widely known among the churches because of his “work for the gospel” (v. 18), he is evidently not one of Paul’s associates; note “that brother” in v. 18 (rsv: “the brother”) in contrast to “our brother” in v. 22. Moreover, he has been appointed by the churches, not by Paul himself, to oversee the administration of the collection for Jerusalem (v. 19).  The Corinthians are to think of this brother as a kind of independent auditor, a person who will be able to certify that the funds that have been contributed for the saints in Jerusalem have not been misappropriated (vv. 20-21; see also 12:14-18 and commentary).  It is not significant that the roles of the two brothers are no longer distinguished in v. 23, because the one concern in vv. 23-24 is to urge that all three men be warmly received in Corinth and that the congregation be responsive to their appeal for money.”


d.  “Since Origen, he has been identified as Luke; if so, there is no allusion to his literary work here, for that almost certainly was written at a later date.19. appointed by the churches: Under what circumstances this appointment was made we do not know.  Elsewhere it is patent that the early churches were not organized according to the model of Greek city-states. What is curious is that Paul does not name this man; the same is to be said regarding the other emissary (v. 22).20. lest anyone blame us: The Apostle is circumspect with regard to handling the collection because he is aware that those who administer funds derived from the alms of others can be suspected of mismanagement or worse.  Perhaps this gives a clue to the reason for the appointment of the other men by the churches: to audit the records.  Paul wanted the communities to assign their own representatives so that the members of those churches would not suspect him of malfeasance.  From 12:16-18 it is evident that his enemies did cast aspersions on Paul’s probity and on that of two of these men in monetary matters.21. Paul alludes to Prov 3:4 (LXX); cf. Rom 12:17.  A moral leader must have a good reputation to be able to work effectively.22. our brother: His identity is unknown (cf. v. 19).”


e.  “He commends another brother, who was sent with Titus. It is generally thought that this was Luke.  He is commended, 1. As a man whose praise was in the gospel through all the churches, v. 18. His ministerial services of several kinds were well known, and he had approved himself praiseworthy in what he had done. 2. As one chosen of the churches (v. 19) and joined with the apostle in his ministration. This was done, it is most likely, at the motion and request of Paul himself; for this reason, that no man might blame him in that abundance which was administered by him (v. 20), so cautious was the apostle to avoid all occasions that evil-minded men might lay hold on to blacken him.  He commends also another brother who was joined with the two former in this affair. This brother is thought to be Apollos. Whoever he was, he had approved himself diligent in many things; and therefore was fit to be employed in this affair. Moreover, he had great desire to this work, because of the confidence or good opinion he had of the Corinthians (v. 22), and it is a great comfort to see those employed in good works who have formerly approved themselves diligent.”


f.  Simon J. Kistemaker in his commentary on 2 Corinthians, 1997, Baker Book House, pp. 291-294 says the following, “Since the days of the early church, the intriguing question has been: ‘Who is this brother?’  Numerous candidates have been mentioned, among whom are Luke, Barnabas, Timothy, Silas, Mark, Aristarchus, and Apollos, to mention no more.  Any one of these people will have to match the description Paul gives in this text and elsewhere.  The interpretation of these verses also plays a significant role in identifying the names.  I briefly list some positive and negative aspects for the names that have been mentioned.



(1)  Luke.  Throughout Acts, Luke never mentions Titus; and in this epistle Paul refers to Titus repeatedly but never to Luke.  Is it possible that in the first century, writers would refrain from identifying close relatives?  True, Paul, not Titus, is the author of 2 Corinthians.  In the company of Titus, Paul may have been obliged not to mention the name of a near relative of his companion.  But this line of reasoning runs into the objection that the expression brother should refer to a brother in Christ rather than to a blood relative.  The word brother here and in verse 22 appears to mean a spiritual brother.


Next, most writers understand the words “the brother who is praised by all the churches in the service of the gospel” to mean that this person proclaimed the gospel.  The suggestion that Luke’s gospel circulated in the churches of the 50s cannot be proved.  [It cannot be disproved either.]


Last, in the list of fellow travelers who are in charge of safeguarding the collection, no one represents the church in Corinth.  Yet, Luke accompanied Paul from Philippi to Jerusalem.  Because nothing is said in Acts 20:4 about a representative of Corinth, may we assume that Luke is the brother who carried the Corinthians’ gift?  Could Luke have been present with Paul at the writing of 2 Corinthians in Macedonia?  Many Byzantine manuscripts feature an explanatory note at the end of this epistle that says: ‘The second epistle to the Corinthians was written from Philippi through Titus and Luke.’  This means that Luke visited Corinth and perhaps stayed there for some time.  From Scripture and early Christian documents, we are unable to verify where Luke spent his time from 50-56 (Acts 16:16-17; 20:5).  Yet many ancient and modern writers favorably support identifying the brother mentioned by Paul as Luke.  (Origen, Ephraem, Eusebius, Jerome, Ambrose, Anselm.)



(2)  Barnabas.  The relationship between Paul and Barnabas was intimate, for Barnabas introduced Paul to the apostles in Jerusalem (Acts 9:27).  But after the first missionary journey and the Jerusalem Council, the disagreement between these two was so sharp that they went their separate ways.  Yet in 1 Corinthians, Paul mentions Barnabas and implies that a cordial relationship was restored between these two men (9:6).  There is no evidence, however, that Barnabas was with Paul in Macedonia and was sent to Corinth?  [Byzantine notes in the text written over a thousand years after the fact are also no evidence from Luke being in Macedonia and going to Corinth.]  Why would Paul not use his name but allude to him as ‘the brother’?  [To protect his identity from Roman or Jewish authorities.]



(3)  Timothy.  Paul writes the name of Timothy in the beginning of this epistle and identifies him as ‘our brother,’ which in the original is ‘the brother’ (1:1).  He had sent Timothy to Corinth (1 Cor 4:17; 16:10) but had counseled the Corinthians to receive him graciously so that Timothy would not have to be afraid of them.  Although the identification (‘the brother’) fits, we lack certainty that Timothy was sent once again to Corinth.  [The same is true for everyone else].



(4)  Silas.  The names of Silas and Timothy occur in the context of preaching the gospel message in Corinth (1:19).  This happened when Paul first began his labors there and these two men came from Macedonia to assist him in founding the church (Acts 18:5).  We have no further information about the ministry of Silas in Corinth.  [We have even less information about any ministry of Luke or Barnabas in Corinth.]



(5)  Mark.  The altercation between Paul and Barnabas resulted from Mark’s departure for Jerusalem (Acts 13:13; 15:37, 39).  His name does not appear in the Corinthian correspondence.  Later, Paul again notes his name in other contexts (Col 4:10; 2 Tim 4:11; Phile 24), but Mark is not known in Corinth.



(6)  Aristarchus.  Luke relates that Aristarchus was Paul’s traveling companion together with Gaius in Ephesus, to Jerusalem, and to Rome (Acts 19:29; 20:4; 27:2).  Calling him ‘my fellow prisoner’ (Col 4:10) and his fellow worker (Phile 24).  Paul must have highly regarded his friendship.  But there is no evidence that the Corinthians knew him as their spiritual brother: Aristarchus represented the church of Thessalonica (Acts 20:4).  The presence of a Macedonian in Corinth would cause dissatisfaction and hurtful rivalry in the matter of the collection.  Also, his presence would be at odds with Paul’s statement that he hoped he would not have to be ashamed of the Corinthians if Macedonians would accompany the apostle (9:4).



(7)  Apollos.  A faithful servant in the Corinthian church, Apollos was highly respected as an eloquent preacher.  Paul calls him ‘our [the] brother’ and states that Apollos was reluctant to return to Corinth (1 Cor 16:12).  Indeed, Paul had to persuade him to go to Corinth, but he was confident that Apollos would go when possible.  We have no knowledge about where Apollos may have served the churches after he left Corinth, but we conjecture that this skilled orator did visit the Corinthians again in the company of Titus.  His name occurs often in 1 Corinthians but never in this epistle; he was away from Corinth for some time.


After this brief survey, we suggest that either Luke or Apollos are likely candidates.  But even Apollos is too well known to the Corinthians to be introduced without a name, which then leaves only Luke.  Moreover, of these two persons, only Luke traveled with Paul to Jerusalem.


Although we wonder why Paul omits a name and merely says ‘the brother,’ we know that the apostle often omits identifying details concerning people he discusses. They were known to the original readers but not to others.”


g.  Because the next verse says “he also has been appointed by the churches to be our traveling companion as we administer this gracious work,” it means that this unnamed brother traveled with Paul to Corinth and then to Jerusalem.



(1)  It wasn’t Apollos.  He wasn’t ready so soon to go back to Corinth.



(2)  It wasn’t Aristarchus or Timothy because they are mentioned in Paul’s companion list in Acts 20:4 as representing other churches.



(3)  It was probably not Silas or Mark, since their ‘fame in the gospel message’ did not exist throughout all the churches.  Mark did not write his Gospel until about ten years later.



(4)  It is strange that Paul would not mention Barnabas, since he did mention him in 1 Corinthians.



(5)  It was probably Luke, since we know for sure that Luke accompanied Paul to Jerusalem, but we have no evidence whatsoever that Barnabas did.
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