2 Timothy 4:14



- is the nominative subject from the masculine singular proper noun ALEXANDROS, which we transliterate as “Alexander.”  With this we have the appositional nominative subject from the masculine singular article and noun CHALKEUS, which means “coppersmith, blacksmith, or metalworker.”  Then we have the accusative direct object from the neuter plural adjective POLUS, meaning “much, many, numerous” and the neuter plural adjective KAKOS, meaning “harm, evil, or wrong.”  With this we have the dative of indirect object from the first person singular personal pronoun EGW, meaning “to me” and referring to Paul.  This is followed by third person singular aorist middle indicative from the verb ENDEIKNUMI, which means “to display conduct that affects another, show something to someone, accord, do to; he showed (=did) me a great deal of harm.  The meaning of ENDEIKNUMI is sharpened for the Greek-Roman ear and mind by the cultural expectation that exemplary conduct is to be rewarded by a recipient.  The reciprocal system is frequently expressed with the verbs ENDEIKNUMI and APODIDWMI.  Alexander the coppersmith is cast in an especially bad light through the use of diction that characterizes him as one at odds not only with Paul but Greek-Roman culture.  Instead of EUNOIA (=good thinking) or the like, Alexander ‘displays’ or ‘shows’ a base character in his dealings with the apostle and will receive an appropriate requital from the Lord.”


The aorist tense is a historical aorist, which gathers a past completed action into a single whole and presents it as a fact.


The middle voice is an indirect middle, which lays stress and emphasis on the personal responsibility of the subject (in this case Alexander) as the one producing the action from his own volition.


The indicative mood is a declarative indicative for a simple statement of fact and the reality of what Alexander did to Paul.
“Alexander, the metalworker, did many evil things to me;”
- is the third person singular future active indicative from the verb APODIDWMI, which means “to pay back, repay.”

The future tense is a predicative future, which affirms what will definitely take place.


The active voice indicates that the subject, our Lord, will produce the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a dogmatic promise of Bible doctrine.

Then we have the dative indirect object from the third person masculine singular intensive pronoun AUTOS, used as a personal pronoun, meaning “to him” and referring to Alexander.  This is followed by the nominative subject from the masculine singular article and noun KURIOS, which means “the Lord” and refers to our Lord Jesus Christ.  Then we have the preposition KATA plus the adverbial accusative of reference or respect, translated “according to” from the neuter plural article and noun ERGON, which means “deeds, works.”  With this we have the possessive genitive from the third person masculine singular intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “his.”
“the Lord shall pay back to him according to his deeds.”
2 Tim 4:14 corrected translation
“Alexander, the metalworker, did many evil things to me; the Lord shall pay back to him according to his deeds.”
Explanation:
1.  “Alexander, the metalworker, did many evil things to me;”

a.  There are three mentions of an “Alexander” in Ephesus in the Scripture.


“(1)  A Jew mentioned in Acts 19:33 in connection with the riot at Ephesus: ‘Some of the crowd prompted Alexander, whom the Jews had put forward. And Alexander motioned with his hand, wishing to make a defense to the people.’  Recognizing that he was a Jew, the crowd raised a commotion that prevented him from speaking.  The riot was entirely the responsibility of Demetrius the silversmith.  In his anger against the Christians generally, but especially against Paul, because of his successful preaching of the gospel, he had called together a meeting of the craftsmen, because the manufacture of the idols representing the Temple of Artemis and the idol figurine of Artemis was in jeopardy.  From this meeting there arose the riot, in which the whole city was in commotion.  The Jews were wholly innocent in the matter: they had done nothing to do with causing this disturbance.  Instantly recognizing that the fury of the Ephesian people might expend itself in violence and bloodshed, and that in that fury they would be the sufferers, the Jews “put forward” Alexander, so that by his skill as a speaker he might clear them, either of having instigated the riot, or of being in complicity with Paul.



(2)  Alexander is one of two heretical teachers at Ephesus—the other being Hymenaeus—against whom Paul warns Timothy in 1 Tim 1:19f.  The teaching of Hymenaeus and Alexander was to the effect that Christian morality was not required—[they taught] antinomianism.  They put away faith and a good conscience; they willfully abandoned the great central facts regarding Christ, and so they made shipwreck of the faith.  In 2 Tim 2:17 Hymenaeus is associated with Philetus, and further details are given there regarding their false teaching.  Their heresy consisted in saying that the resurrection was past already, and they had been so far successful as to overthrow the faith of some.  The doctrine of these three heretical teachers, Hymenaeus, Alexander, and Philetus, was accordingly one of the early forms of Gnosticism.  It held that matter was originally and essentially evil; that for this reason the body was not an essential part of human nature; that the only resurrection was that of each man as he awoke from the death of sin to a righteous life; that thus in the case of everyone who had repented of sin, ‘the resurrection is past already’; and that the body did not participate in the blessedness of the future life, but salvation consisted in the soul’s complete deliverance from all contact with a material world and a material body.  So pernicious were these teachings of incipient Gnosticism in the Christian Church that they quickly spread, eating ‘like gangrene’ (2 Tim 2:17).  The denial of the future resurrection of the body involved also the denial of the bodily resurrection of Christ, and even the fact of the incarnation.  In dealing with those who taught such deadly error, Paul resorted to the same extreme measures as he had employed in the case of the immoral person at Corinth; he delivered Hymenaeus and Alexander ‘to Satan that they may learn not to blaspheme’ (1 Tim 1:20; cf. 1 Cor 5:5); i.e., he excluded them from the Church, in the hope that this strong treatment might drive them back to the truth.



(3)  Alexander the coppersmith, mentioned in 2 Tim. 4:14f: ‘Alexander the coppersmith did me great harm; the Lord will requite him for his deeds.  Beware of him yourself, for he strongly opposed our message.’  It is quite uncertain whether this Alexander should be identified with Alexander 2, and even with Alexander 1.  All three of these Alexanders were resident in Ephesus; and the last two men of that name resided there at much the same time; the interval between Paul’s references to these two was not more than a year or two, as not more than that time elapsed between his writing 1 and 2 Timothy.  It is therefore quite possible that 2 and 3 are the same person.  In any case, it is said of this last Alexander that he had shown the evil which was in him by doing many evil deeds to the apostle, evidently on the occasion of a recent visit paid by Paul to Ephesus. These evil deeds had taken the form of personally opposing the apostle’s preaching.  As Timothy was now in Ephesus, in charge of the church there, he is strongly cautioned by the apostle to be on his guard against this opponent.”


b.  Alexander was a personal enemy of Paul.  Paul did not hate him; for that would be incompatible with Paul’s teaching of unconditional virtuous love toward all.  But Alexander certainly hated Paul and did everything he could to destroy Paul’s ministry.

c.  The title “metal worker” is included by Paul so that there will be no mistake by Timothy in identifying which Alexander Paul means, since the name was as common as our most common American names (Smith, Jones, etc.)

d.  Alexander did not do one thing or a couple of things to harm Paul, but committed a continuous series of evils against Paul.  Certainly this would include: slander, maligning, gossip, public lies, as well as the teaching of false doctrine and attempting to refute the truth of the word of God.

e.  Alexander may or may not be an believer.  It really doesn’t matter.  The principle is that the justice of God will not allow anyone to get away with anything.

2.  “the Lord shall pay back to him according to his deeds.”

a.  Therefore, Paul states the principle of divine justice: the Lord pays back.  We do not need to defend ourselves, the Lord will do that for us.  We do not need to seek revenge, the Lord will do that for us.  We do not need to do anything against our enemies, the Lord will do everything for us.


b.  The justice of God repays the believer with blessing and the enemy of the believer with divine discipline and divine justice.  This is a promise from the integrity of God, that God will repay.  The sovereignty of God guarantees it, the righteousness of God demands it, the justice of God executes it, and the power of God is behind it.

c.  The Lord pays back the believer according to his deeds in time.  The Lord pays back the unbeliever according to his deeds in time and eternity.


d.  Paul didn’t seek revenge against Alexander, because he knew that Lord would do that for him.  However, Paul definitely had the responsibility of warning Timothy about this evil man and is permitted to do so as a part of the eternal word of God.  Therefore, Alexander the metal worker, goes down in history as one of the most evil men to ever exist on the earth.
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