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*Qui studuerit intelligere, cogitur et credere”.
Tertullian.
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( INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARY SURVEY/ o

A, INTRODUCTION

1.'Purpose of the Studys
The primary purpose of this study is to0 exemine exegetical-
1y and critically the Petrine passages which relate to the “"Descensus

Ad Inferos" and to show their relation to the context in which they

-are found.

2, Value of the Study: ’

The value of this study will lie in the answer which it of-
fers to the questions: What part does this section, I Peter 3:18-22,
play in the whole epistle? What light on the dark and disputed
article of faith, "He descended into Hell', does the First Epistle of

Peter shed? What explicaetion may we offer of the "Spirits in Prison”

passage if called upon to interpret it7

3, The Method of Study: /

The method pursued in this in#estigation has been to make:
a Preliminary Survey of the field, noﬁing its difficulty and its in-
volved nature, and preseanting as an aid to the clarification of our
thinking and the focusing of our attention on the major points, a
brief outline of the various views, both historicel and current; an
exemination of the setting of I Peter 3:18-22; an exegetical study
of the passage itself, involving: A. The Discussion of the a1l im-
portant, focal terms #vedua  and 0dpE  ; B. The Emendetion
Hypothesis; C. The Phrase ¢€v & xa{ 3 D. A Special Study of the

Focal Words of verse 19~20 pohaxii , wopevBerc ExfpvEev
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and dre1Hhooory 3 E. And an Examination of I Peter 4:6. Follow-
ing this a Critical Appraisal of the Leading Intérpretations offered
at the beginning of the study is presented, in which examination are
gpplied the findings of the inductive investigation of the passages
themselves. From this review is drawn & conclusion es to which
theory offers the best answer t0 the primany_questions: What part
does this section, 3:18«22, play in the thought of the Epistle? What
light does.it shed on the "Descensus A4 Inferos"?  What explan&tion

may we offer of the "Spirits in Prison" passage?

B. PRELIMINARY SURVEY: )

1. The Difficulty of the Problem: >

The character of an individual is reflected in his writings.
The difficulty of uwnderstanding the great Apostle Peter is only
equalled by the difficulty of understanding and following his written
thought., These passages in I Peter which comprise our study, in the
words of Salmond,

§ "are among the dark oracles of the New Testament, the un~

solved if not insoluble problems of its interpretations. On the
fiz{st of these (3:19) a little library has been written, only to
1eave it as much the subject of debate as before".l

Its syntax is involved and complicated; its words difficult
and uncertein and most of &1l its place in Peter's thought, vague and
indefinite. The actual exegetical problems here presented sre diffi-
cult enough in themselves, but the theological and eschatelogical
elements involved add immeasurably to the difficulty of atteining an

# & & o s o

1, Salmond: The Christian Doctrine of Immortality, pp. 458-459.




unbiased and accuraterinterpretatian of this pagsage. It is true
thet Steiger maintains that the difficulty of the "Descehsus" "is
felt more by expositors than by the passage itself",l But egein
Salmond replies that,z

"the greatest exegetes and theologians have been precisely
thope who have felt those difficulties most acutely, and have been
the least positive in their expositions, To ILuther, for example,
1t was so dark a saying that he confessed himself baffled by 1t% ana
inclined to different views of its meaning at different periods in
hisgcareer.4 Those most versed in the history of its exegesis and
most competent to grepple with gremmatical problems, are the least
certain about their conclusions, and the first to confess that it
remeins at best a question of the proportion of the difficulty that
is left by competing interpretations".

¢ & 5 & & @

1. Steiger: ZExposition of the Ist Epistle of Peter, Vol.II, p. 204fFf,

2., Salmond: op. cit. p. 459.

3. Luther: Commentary on I Peter (1523}, Lenker Edition, p. 162.

4, It might be well to note here that though Lutherts view on this
article of the Faith did vary at different periods of his life,
and while he was never inclined t0 be dogmatic about the interpret-
ations of these verses (Xostlin - Theology of Luther - Vol. II,

Pe 420} yet his final utterance upon the passage in Peter was to
the effect that it portrayed an immediate ministry of Christ.
Kostlin (cited above) gives & very fine summary of Luther's views
on the "Descensus", see pp. 416-421. In his earlier commentary
on Ist Peter, 1523, Luther is inclined to spply this text to the
preaching of the Divine Word, thru mediators, i.e., the Apostles
and other messengers from the ascended Saviour to the souls of men
then living on the earth, thus interpreting - the prison meta-
phorically and meking it & mediating ministry. But in a2 manu-
script without date {Lutherbriefe, Seidemann, p. 79, as cited by
Kostlin, p. 419), he candidly confesses his inability to discover
the meaning of the passage. Varying changes follow, until final-
ly in 1545 in his commentary on Hosea he gives concluding ubterance
on this passage and this article. If is well worth noting here,
"Et Petrus hunc descensum videbtur explicare, cum dicit, I Pet. 3,
Christum pro peccatis nostris mortium, iustum pro iniustis, ut

nos ad deum adduceret, mortificatum quidem carne, vivificatum
autem spiritu. Quo et his, qui in carcere erant, spiritu véniens
praedicavit, gqui increduli fuerant aliguando, quando expectabatur
dei pacientia in diebus Noae, cum fabricantur arca. Hic Petrus
clare dicit, non solum gpparuisse Christum defunctis patribus et
aliquos, cum resurgeret, secum ad vitem eternam excitaviti sed
etiam aliquibus, qui tempore Noae non crediderunt, ac expectav-



Jowett, at the beginning of his study recognizes the dif-
ficulty and uncertaeinty which attends the interpretation of this
passage, likening it to a "landscape in the uncertein light of early

morning",l and suggesting to the student that "an openeyed wonder is

2 ana

more fruitful than an asgurance begotten of broader light".
Professor A. T. Roberteson speaks of it as "the most dispubted passage

in the BEpistle and almost in the New Tesgament".s

e Historicalyand Current Interpretations.

In view of the acknowledged difficulty of the passage, we
here present a preliminary survey of its various interpretations,
ﬂoth historical and current, in order that the attention might be
focused on the major points and the inductive study epproached with
grester clarity. Necessarily in e brief survey of this nature, only
those views having the greatest significance énd the most permanent
value are here presented, The interpretations hereafter outlined
will be merely stated. Their validity or invalidity will not be
discussed at this point.

The multitudinous interpretations of this passage under
careful study will be seen to resolve themselves into three major

& o s e+ & ¥

erunt pacientiam dei, hoc est qui sperarunt deum non sic duriter
grassaturum in universem cernem, praedicasse, ut agnoscerent sgibi
per Christi sacrificium peccata condonata esse. Compdectitur
igitur propheta hoc in loco ecclesiam omnium temporium, hoc est, non
eam s0lum, guae sub lege et post legem, sed etiam quese ante diluvium
extitit". In Hoseam Prophetem (1545), Caput Sextum, p. 330,

» 1) L 4 L] . . »

l. Jowett: Hpistles of Peter, p. 138.
2. Ibid.: p. 139.
3. A. T, Robertson: Epochs in the Life of Simon Peter, p. 283.




“divisionsg, with various minor distinctions under each. A. The firsi
group of cormentators on this passage hold that it presents Christ
as preaching mediately, that is through the person and form of an-
other. And this group is divided into those (1) who hold that it
wes through Noah that Christ is presented as preaching to the "Spirits
in Prison", and agein into those (2) who contend that it was thru the
media of the Apostles that the presching was effected , as presented.l
B. The second group retainsg the Catholic tradition thet Christ is por-
trayed es p:eaching immediately in the reelms of the dead - that is
that Christ Himself, in His spiritusl nature preached to the"Spirits
in Prison". This group is divided according to its conceptions of
the nature of Christ's preaching and to whom it was delivered. The
one {1) maintaining that the ministry was only t0 departed spirits of
the righteous; another (2) that the ministry was both to the good and
the evil; and the third (3) that this Hade® preaching was only to the
wicked. C. There igs the third group of exegetes and theologiéns which,
while smaller, is of more recent origin, who offer the solution that
this "Spirite in Prison™ ministry, as indicated by the passage in
Peter, was performed thru the person of Enoch, working &n the power of
the Holy Spirit.®

With these three méjor claggifications and their sub~-
divisions firmly fixed in mind, let us now turn to an exegetical and

critical study of the passagé itself.

e & » ¢ 0°o @

1. Steiger: op. cit. p. 210,
2. Moffatt: The General Epistles, p. 140ff.



CHAPTER I
THE SETTING OF I PETER 3:18-22



CHEAPTER I

THE SETTING OF I PETER 3;18-22

A. Propositions To Be Answered.
Certainly a large part of our difficulty will be removed if
we can establish clearly the relatfonship of this section (5:10-22)
to the context in which it is found.  What is the aubhor's purpose
in this larger section of which these verses are & small part? what
part do these verses have in the developing of this purpose? The
answer to these questions will govern largely our interpretation of

the paassage itself.

‘ B. The Nature of The Epistle.
An examination of the First Eplistle of Peter shows that it
is essentially a practical epistle. _There are practical exhorta-

1 of 1:13; to the

tions and commands to poise and "coolneéa of mind"
*love of the brethren' of 1322. These are followed by further ex-
hortations relating to their daily living: - the "laying aside all. " -
mal ice, and all guile, and hypoerisies and anvias; and all evil
speakings", (2:1); the "abstaining fran fleshly lusts which war a-
gainst the soul; cohducfing ‘themeelves 'properly before the pagans

80 sseesee they may cane to glorify God when you are put on your trial,
by what they see of your goodVdeeds"' {2:11-12); submission to those

*® o & & 8 O

1, Moffatt: The New Testament, A New Translation.



in authority, the citizen to the emperor, and to the governor
{2:13~14), the servant to his master (2:18), the wives to their hus-
bands (Sil). the younger in the church to the elder (5:5), the sub-
mission of‘all,ons to the other (5:15); the beax::lng of suffering with
a Christ-like mind (3:14~19); and me.xiy other sound warnings and par-
enetic sumaries (see I Peter 3:8-9, 4:1, 7-11, 16-16; 5:1-2, 8-9, 12).
Thus the epistle is seen to be written with a purpose, a definite go&i
in view. The author does not have in mind so mnch'the desire to in-
struct his readers in new theological concepts or eschatalogical
theeries, as rether the burning necessity of giv.ing to them practical
advice and exhortations, to give them thru precept and example, some-
thing which will enable them to live the Christ-like life in the midst

of difficult and discouraging situations.

C, Nature of the Particular Section, 2511-4:6.

In the first part of his letter the Apostle has given them
& series of exhortations to a diligent Christian walk, correspondant
to the teachings 1ts readers had already received when the gospel was
first preached to them. 1In this section (2:11-4:6)1 he has given a
number of particular and speeific directiohs for thé gpecial re/lgtion-_
ghips of life, such as: a proper and exemplary conduct before the
pagang among whom they lived that these, seeing their good works,
might glorify their God (2:11-12‘); gubmisgsion to those in authority,
(2:13-14, 18, see‘ above)} the relat ionship of husband and wife

A s o o ¢ o ‘Q

le Daviss Dictionary of the Bidle, p. 596.



{3:1=2, 7); the relationship of the individuals one to another in the
Christian community (3:8~9); and the relationship of the éuffering
Christian to those who were persecuting him (3:10-4:6). In the par-
ticular section dealt with in this study (3:10~4:6) the author deals
with the age old problem of suffering. ’This entire section is de-
voted to the one purpose, t¢ create in his resders a Christ-like en-
durance of wrongful suffering. Any other additionsl thought, any
extreneous material that is here introduced, we must consider as sub-
ordinate to his msin purpose, as‘introduced by way of illustration

or parenthesis,

D. Relationship-of 3:18 to Its Immediete Section.

In the first part of this section the Apostle has been mek-
ing e strong appeal for Christ-like endurance of suffering and perse-
cution; now, beginning with verse 18, introduced by the causal particle
5t s he presents Ma further exhortation to readiness to suffer in
consideration of & deeper motive“,l in some such way as follows, "Christ
suffered, the Jjust for the unjust, and so you must bear your suffér-
ing. For out of Christ's suffering came this twofold reward; thru
them He brought us to God,rand even though put to death, yet thru
His very persecution, He received the quickening of His spirit." And
guch, implied Peter, may be your case if you bear your suffering with
His endurance. Fronmuller writes of this motive as follows:2

® ¢ & & o @

ls Fronmullers Hpistles General of Peter, Lange Commentary, p. 62.
2, Ibid., p. 68,



"So we also suffer, and for sins, not indeed for the sins

of others, but for our own, and by parity of reasoning it follows
thst the snfferings of Christiane not only cenform them to Christ
sess but are the means of everlasting blessedness to themselves and
of eternal glory to Christ. This applies not to all suffering, bub
only to suffering for well-doing esseesse %Ot (verse 18) indicates
the analogy and shows thatdxef belonge to Christ and His followers.
Our suffering is only once, limited to a short space of time; it is
only for a season, and our present suffering is not worthy to be com-
pared with the glory that shall be revealed to us. The way to glory
lies thru the valley of humiliation. Christ suffered as a just per-
son on behalf of the unjust; of course the comparison is only rela-
tive, for although we are called d{no101 in verse 12, and suffer as
dd1x01 , yet 18 our dixaioodvninfinitely inferior to that of
christ, and our suffering not vica,riona like His, for we suffer not
owep dd{wwy  but =epi dpavioy T]p.mv. The end of our Lord's
suffering is stated in the wards tva fudc sepoccwévn 16

8e , 'that he might bring us near to God.' ‘'This is the
fruit of our Lord's passion that he brings the wanderers back to the
Father, and the lost to the homes of blessednesa."

The latter portion of this 18th verse deals with the manner

‘ .
in which Christ "brought us to Goa",  Oavérwdeic pev

s - < g .
cgopnt Cwoxoinbetgc O wvedpori, Treatment of this anti-
thesis is given in the following discussion of  smvelpa (zee

page 20.)

E. Reletionship of 3:19-21 to Immediate Section.

le Questions to be answered,

Closely following this, Peter introduces the further minis-
$ry of Christ to those spirits in prison, spirits who had beeé dis-
obedient in the days of Noah, when of all men on easrth, “only a few,
that is, eight souls were saved." It may now be aaked._‘Why should
St. Peter have introduced the added fhought about the "spirits in
prison" at this point? What encouragement to the suffering Chris-

tians xhentioned in 13-17 would this hitherto unmentioned incident
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afford? That is, what point does the Apostle make by the intro-

duction of this materisl here?

2. The Relationship According to Immediscy Hypothesis.

‘ T™wo slightly similar yeiz largely contrasted theories pre~
sent themselves as reagons for Peter's inclusion of this difficult
passege. The first, based on the cénception of the immediacy of the
ministry of Christ, offers as its solution the suggestion that this
passage, 19-20, is an additional proof of the necessity of suffering
since it records a second and even higher revelation of the ministry
of Christ, which resulted from this suffering. For if the glori-
ous end of His suffering in verse 18, iva Gp&g npooaydyn r® Oed,
18 one of the rewards of Christ's suffering, the just for the unjust;
His additional ministry, then, to the "spirits in prison", sheds a

further beam of light on the extent of‘the reward which became Hisg

thru His suffering. Thus it is suggested that Peter cites Christ's .

further ministry to these disobedient spirits "as the blessed conse-
quences of the suffering of the innocent one."l A9 & partial re-
sult of His suffering this even greater opportunity was given of
preaching the Gospel to those who were dead; this, too, is recom-
pense for His sufferings, "a portion of what made it blessed to suf-
fgr for well doing."2 The magnitude of this glory is even more
clearly seen when Vt_lie further suggestion is offersd that Peter has

s & & & o O

1. Bemett: New Century Bible, p. 235.
2., Lumby: The Epistles of Peter -~ Expositor's Bible, p. 139.
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cited thias incident not in a restrictive sense, i.e. that this minis-
try ie not limited to just those disobedient spirits of Noah's day,
but that they are cited rather as types. The xa{ of verse 19

is considered as ascensive (see pege 33} and thus Hart gives the pars-
phrase, "gven to0 the typicai rebels who had sinned past forgivenegs,
accordiné t0 pre~Christian notions."»l This conception of the dis-
ohedient spirits of Noah's day as béing cited as the evidence of the
qualitative type of Christ's ministry, rather than recording its
quantitative extent is supported by the note of universslity found

in the ! preaching" recorded in the para.llel passage, I Peter 4:6,

{see diseuasion, page 48.)

S+ According to the Mediacy View.

Or if thie view is not acceptable, the second solution
presented, the concept of Christ preaching thru a mediator, offers
an equally atiractive answer to these questions by snggesting that
in verse 18 the example of Christ in His earthly life is the motive
offered, and in verses19-20 the historical example of Christ, reveal-
ing the constancy in all ages of His purpose to0 bear with the most
unworthy, to do good to the greatest wrong-doers is offered as an
added incentive to stimulate the readers to a like attitude toward
the evil and the paraecuting.z The attractiveness of this view is
enhanced by the similarity of the historical situation cited by the

¢ o 9 o o @ |
1. Hart: Epistle of Peter - Nicoll Greek Expositor*s Testament,

Vol. V., D. 68.
2, Salmond: op. ¢ib., p. 460.
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Apostle to the situation and circumstances of those to whom his
epistle is addressed. Lumby offere the following comparison of
the two periods,l

"In the patriarch's sufferings St. Peter has found an
apt parallel to the life of these Asian Christians; the same godless
surroundings; the same opposition and mocikery; the same need for
steadfast faith. But if rightly pondered the 0ld Testament lesson
is rich in teachings, Noah becomes a preacher of righteousness, not
for his own generation, only, but for all time. He suffered in
his well-doing. Nothing stings more keenly than scorn and con-
tempt, These he experienced to the full. He came as God's herald
to men who had put God out of all their thoughts, His message was
full of terror: ™Behold, I do bring a flood of waters upon the
earth to destroy all flesh wherein is the breath of 1life from under
heaven; everything that is in the earth shall die® (Genesis 6317).
Few heeded; fewer still believed. But when the work of the mes-
senger was over; when the ark was prepared, and the fountains of
the great deep were broken up, and the windows of heaven were opened;
when he and his were shut in by God, then appeared the blessedness,
And if haply there had been any in whom he had beheld signs of re-
pentance, how the thought that some souls were saved, though their
bodies were drowned with the rest, would magnify the rejoicing of
the rescued; and the overthrow of the ungodly would proclaim how
1ittle ultimate bliss there could be in evil-doing. All these
things would cane home to the hearts of the 'strangers of the dis-
persion'. ,
. And were they few in number? Fewer still were those who
stood with Nosh in the world's corruption, But God was with him;
he walked with God, and found grace in His eyes; and God blessed him
when the flood was gone, and by the sign of the covenant, the faith-
ful witness in heaven (Ps., IXXXIX:37) has placed a memorial of the
heppiness of his well-doing before the eyes of mankind forever. And
it would comfort the bslievers if they kept in mind the object which
St, Peter has so often set before them, and on which he would have
them set their desire in their distress, There was hope, nay as-
gurance that the heathen world around them would be wan by their
staadfast well-doing to the service of the Lord."

4. According to the Emendstion Theory.
| There is yet another theory which is proposed as an ade-

quate explanation of the relationship of this passage to the eatire
& & & o o

1. L\mby: Op. Bi‘be. Ppc 140"'142



geqt_ign. ~ This prOpoga; svggesta_ ’shaj; ’ghe Apestlg,. led aside by
the mention of the "Spirit" in verse 18, here breaks his stream of
thought and incorporates in his appeal a mention of the, at that

time, well known apocalyptic tradition of BEnoch's descent into

1

Hades and his preaching to the spirits imprisoned there.” Moffatt,

a8 the outstanding modern exponent of this theory, gives the ex-
planat ion of the relationship of this passage as follows:‘?‘

YFron the turn of thought here, az at ii.21f, we might a-
gain expect that Peter would proceed to show how Christians cen vi-
cariously suffer for others, as Christ did, by patient endurance of
an unjust death. But he never does. He goes on t0 indicate that
their suffering has a beneficial result on themselves (iv. 1f.).
Before passing to this, however, the mention of the Spirit and the
resurrection leads him into an aside upon baptism as the manifesta-
tion of Christ's risen power in the Spirit (19-20). Only as bap-
tized persons cen Christians be nerved to lead & clean 1ife in the
flesh, with the suffering it may entail. What takes place in the
flesh, in the present bodily sphere, is explained by what takes
place in the sphere of the Spirit. «tecessseess YoOu remember, says
Peter, how it was in the Spirit (i.e. after his translation to
heaven) that Enoch went down on his famous mission to the imprison-
ed spirits. One tradition placed this commission during Enoch's
lifetime; 'BEnoch, though a man, acted as God's envoy to the angels,
and was translated', Irenmeus (iv. 16,2). Peter seems to follow
the other tmdition (so Enoch xii.l), which gave Enoch the honour
of being commissioned by God to go down from heaven t0 anncunse a
sentence of final doom to the rebellious angels who had (Gen.vi.l-7)
demoralized mankind so deeply that the flood had to be sent. They
were spirits who had defiled themselves with the flesh (Enoch:xv.4),
and were punished by being imprisoned at the flood (Enoch xii.2-
xiii.3), telling them from God thet they were to have 'no peace nor
forgiveness of sin'. .eesee.... Bnoch's activity in the Spirit was
very different fram Christ's: the one went down, on a mission of
doom; the other went up (verse 22), triumphing over all that kept
men fran receiving the mercy of God. -

But whet interests Peter is baptism, not Enoch., The con-
traat of flesh and spirit, on which he is dwelling {(1ii.18-iv.6)
suggests to him the supreme case of sin in the flesh being punished,
and also the contrast between the two missions of Enoch and Chrisi
in the Spirit. But his aim is to remind his readers that this

activity of Christ in the Spirit has inaugurated the sacrament of

» & & 0 &

1. Book of Enoch: Translated by Charles, Cha, 1-12
2. Moffatts op.cit., The General Epistles, pp., 140-141
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baptism, which saves the spirit from the defilement of the flesh,
We moderns have to spend words on explaining the mission of Enoch,
because the allusion is to a world of belief which is remote and
misty for uws; bub the first readers of the epilstle reguired no ex-
plenation. They were familiar with the story of Enoch. The
logend was 80 intelligible that their minds easily passed on to
the subject of baptism, the reference to the Flood being the
bridge between it and the mission of Enoch." (Dr. Moffatt pro-
ceede from this point to0 a discussion of beptism itself as re-
vealed in the psassage.)

S

F. Relationship of 3:22 to Its Imediate Section.

All of the varying interpretations agree in relating the
exeltation of Christ in verse 22 as the culmination of the glori-
ous reward of Christ's sufferings, They sgree also in seeing in
this verse not anly 'Ehe further glory of (Qhrist received thru His
gufferings, but also thru His exaltation a renewed and strengthened
evidence of His power {to succour and to gave His suffering follow-
ers,l in that "all the more can He now save such, seeing that in

His exalted 1ifa He has all the powers of heaven subject %o aim."z

G« Unity of the Section Shown Thru Its Words.

Not only does the thought &of this passage show its close
relationship to the rest of the section, but even the words them-
gelves show its inbterlocking thought and reasoz"; with' thet of the
previons verses. TFor example, there are three repeated words or
expressions me,rein‘not only the word itself is repeated but also

¢« & & s o+ &

1, Moffatt: op. cit., p. 144
2. Salmond: op. ci%., p. 475



the gensral thought is transferred and reiterated or enlarged.,

Peter's use of d{naroc in verse 18 (the just or the

righteous) obviously is closely relsted to the Oixat oodvyny
of verse ,162' which is even more clossly associated in thought and
character with the Otixo{ovc of verase 12, Here the Apostle
has given an 014 Testament quotation (Psalm xxxix:12-15) both as
suypporting anthoritative proof of his preceding practical exhorte.-
tions and also as a transitional paragraph to enable him to turn
from the minor practical admonitions, dealing with personal,
social, civil, and damestic relationships,l to his one great gb=-
sorbing theme, their right regard of and conduct under suffering,
Having in the scriptural quotation given God's historical and cus-
tomary attitude toward the righteous ~ that of watchfulness and
solicitous care, he at once turns to their present situstion in
the 1ight of thia gquotation., Since you suffer as righteous ones,
he assures them, rest assured., God's eye is uwpon you and you
need be fearful and anxious only to have a 'fit and proper answer
to0 give thoge who qusstion you cmcernins your hope. From this
he rapidly passes to the d{xaijoc one who suffered, not for His
ains but for ours. Thus those auffaring because of their
righteonsnse as are given encouragement from two viewpoints, fram
the historical and scriptural evidence of God's watchfulness over
his dixnafovg and thru the preseut exemplary suffering of

& o o 8 o0

1. I Peter 2311, 13, 18; 3:1, 7, 8.



Christ, who suffered, 0fxctoc oUrép d&d{nov . Again,
guve{d4orv- dyabdy verse 16 (having a good conacience)
and covesdfoewe  dyabiic verse 21 (answer of a good con-
science) show the same close relationship of"thpught. Both are
sttritutes of the true Christian. In the former (verse 16) it is
the suffering Christian's characteriéti; and hope in that he knows
he is suffering unjustly, his conscience neither condemning htp be~
fore God nor man. In the latter (verse 21), the source of this
"o00d conscience" is.revealéd, namely thru Baptism. Fronmul;er's
note throws light on this fact as follows, "Baptism is the inquiry
for a good conscience before God, the desiré and longing for it."l
He adds that in baptism is laid the solid foundation for a good
conscience. The conscience is not only purified from its guilt,
but it receives vital power by means of the resurrection of Jesus
Christ."® Thus we see that in verse 21 the Apostle has given his
res.son for the Christians possegsion of a "good consciense."

The parallel use of #0pevfe{c  in verse 19 and verse
22 18 indeed interesting in that it binds together more closely the
two events recorded in those verses. Both usages have the same
tense, number and case, and while being participles, both are ad-
verbial, being circumstantial in usege. Christ is the same sub-
jeet for both, since the circumstantial participle 1s translated

3

ag if it were a finite verd. Thus is shown the close relationship

e & ¢ & & 0

1, Fronmuller: op. cit., p. 65
2. Ibid.
3. Dana & Mantey: A Manual of the Greek New Testament , p. 228,
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in time, thought, and order of these two verses. A further treat-
ment of this word is found in the discussion of "the Focal Words"
of verses 19~20 {see page 34 ).

The connectives xo{ bind the passages closely to-
gether: nod » verse 18, binding the new thought on the
sufferings of Christ to the preceding verses, 13-17, which dealt
with the sufferings of the Christians; xai verse 19, ascensive,
which with the relative clause shows the direct line of thought pro-
ceeding fram verse 18 to verse 19 (see page 33 }; and finally verse
21, which is continuative and introduwes Peter's interpretation of
baptism and its relation to the 0ld Testament illustration which

he has Just given in verase 20..

H. Conclusion

Thus we conclude with Salmond and Erdman that "there is
nothing in this paragraph itself, obscure as it is, to suggest that
it is only & digression. It has all the marks of belng an integral
portion of the larger statement,"l the purpose of the writer not be-
ing 4o awaken vague specule.tions, but to give practical encourage-
ment,"? in some such manner as follows: (3:10-22)

‘He who would love life 4

and enjoy good dsys,
Let him keep his tongue from evil

and his lips from speaking guile;
Let him shun wrong and do right,

s & o e o 9

l. Salmond: op. cit., p. 460
2. BErdman: The General Epistles, p. 75



lot him seek peace and make peace his aim.
For the eyes of the Lord are on the wupright,
. and His ear open to their cry;
But the faceé of the Lord is set egainst \arrcm.gdcaers.'"“1

Since this 18 so, according to the scriptures and since
this is God's nature to watch over His righteous ones and to pro-
tect them, who will seek or be able to harm you if you are
earnestly and eagerly seeking that which is good? 3But even if,
perchance, you 4o have to suffer for that which is right, still
you are & 'happy one.' Do not be afraid of their threats nor al-
low yourselves to0 be troubled by them, but rather reverence the
Lord Christ in your hearts, being always ready to give a sound ac-
count for the hope which you possess and which posseases you. But
be sure to do this with the proper amount of gentleness and re-
spect, and always keep a g00d clear conscience, so that the result
will be that in these very matters of Christian conduct for which
they are insulting and slandering you, they, your false accusers
may be put to shame, For, rest assured, it is far better and far
more advantageous to suffer for doing what is right (if that be
God's will) than to suffer for doing what is wrong and evil., fThe
reason for and result of such & suffering, that is, suffering for
well doing, may be clearly seen in our Lord's glorious example.
For even He suffered, once, for all, the just one for the unjust, .
and He did it that thru it He might bring us close t0 God. The
method by which He brought us near to God, was by suffering even
to being put to death in His fleshly nature, but being quickened
in His spiritual nature. And not only 4id He thru His sufferings
bring us to God; bui as a partial result of His sufferings He wasa
enabled in His spirlitual nature to go and preach to those disocbedi-
ent spirits in prison, who were there since the days of Noah, when
God's mercy even then was so great and long suffering, even in
those days when Nosh wes building the ark, in which a few souls,
only eight in fact, were saved. Which is an analogy like unto
our present sacrament of Baptism, which doth &lso now save us. .
But don't misunderstand me, this Baptism is more than just the
superficial weshing of dirt from the flesh, and more than just the
negative laying aside of the fleshly lusts and desires, It is.
rather the attaining and mainteining that same clear conscience
toward God and consequently toward men, and the power to attein un-
to this is not in the rite itself but in the resurrection of Jesus
Christ who is ascended into heaven and is seated at the right hand
of God; angels, authorities, and powers, all being subject to Him."

IR R ENRENEEXN]

l. Moffatt: New Testament, A Modern Translation
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The Apostlets progress of thought in this passage may be
detected more clearly in a slightly analyticel form than in the de~
tailed statement given above. Beginning with 3:8, this may be in-
dicated as follows:

I. Meke it a practice to live rightecusly -~ to bless not to re-
vile. (3:8)
A. The man who would be rewarded righteously must live
righteously. (3:10)
B, The Lord is a Jjudge of both, the righteous and the evil.
) (3:12)
II. To suffer for well-doing is not & thing to be feared., (3:13-14)
A. The condition of such suffering ~ that it be for well-doing.
{3:14)
B. The Results of such suffering: (5:15)
1., To the individual:
&. A sanctified heart in Christ.
be A good conscience towards others.
2, To others: . :
&. A ready answer to sll who ask concerning your hope.
b. A putting t0 shame those who revile you.
III. Christ the perfect example of such suffering. (3:18-22)
A. The condition of His sufferings: ({3:18)
1. The just for the unjust.
2. Bven unto death.
B. The blessed results of such suffering: (3:18~22)
1, To Himself
a. Quickened in the spirit.
b. Resurrection and Exaltation.
(1) Right hand of God.
{2) Dominion over all - angels, euthorities, and powers.
2, To Others:
&, Thru His sufferings He brought us to God.
be Thru His sufferings He was enabled t0 preach even to
the spirlts in prison.

r
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CHAPTER II

AN EXEGETICAL STUDY OF THE PASSAGES, I PETER 3:18-22 AND 4:6

A. Discussion of #yeduq and 0&pE
1, Use of #yedua in the New Testament.

"t xyeOWO ", gays Luther, "'is the highest and noblest
part of man, which qualifies him to lay hold of the incomprshensible,
invisible, eternal things; in short it is the house where Faith and
god's Word are af heme.”’1 Thayer gives five general classes in

which the majority of the New Testament usages of svedpq  are

found . % {1.) A movement of air, or breath; (a.) John 3:8, 9
myedpo 0 wob  Béher  mvel ; (b.) II Thessa-
loniens 2:8 4 Ov 0 xdprog IﬁG'OU‘S r:é.fo\arcI: svedpacy  7o0
oréparog 3 (2.) the spirit, the vital principle by which the body
is animeted; (a.) James 2:26, doxep Y&P 78  odpa pr;‘g-«
rvedparog  vexpdy Eoriv § {v.) Acts 17:16, =apwEdve~o
13_ wvedpa  durod  dv dvrd § (c.) Acts 7:59, éxinolodpevov
nai  Méyovra wfpie 'Incod S€Ear v  mvedpao pof

(3.) & spirit, "simple essence devoid of all or at least all grosser
matter, and possessed of the power of lmowing, desiring, deciding,.
and acting; (a.) Luke 24:37, =von®furec B¢ wnot &uooPo

vevéuevor £84xovv wvedua  Bewpetv (b.) Hebrews

12123, wat  wvedpoor  Sinedov  rereherpévov ,°

* . [ ] L L] *

1. As quoted by Thayer: Greek-English Lexicon of the New Testament,
p. 520.
2. Ibids pp. 520-523.



gee also Acts 2318, I Peter 3:;19, et. al.; (4.) Spirit, God's
Spirit, “power and agency, distinguishable in thought from God's
eggence in itself considered, manifest in the course of effairs,
and by its influence upon souls productive in the theocratic body
(1,e. the church) of all the higher spiritual gifts and bleesings,"
more cowﬁonly known in the New Testament as the Holy Spirft,ﬁvaﬁpa
dyiov 3 (a.) Matthew 1:18, cuvpébey €v Yaovpt é’j(ouaz

éu myedparog dyfov (b.) Acts 2:4, xat ExMjofnoav xdvreq
xvedparog dyfov , (c.) Hebrews 2:4, 01 #vedparog dyiov
LEPLONOic xard vhv durod OéAngsi(5.) end finally, "the dispo-
sition or influence which fills and governs the souls of anyone;
the efficient source of any power, affection, emotion, or desire,”
(a.) I Peter 334 , <vo® xpdewc xar fovyiov 'ﬁveépamg :
(b.) II Timothy 1:7 , 0¥ 4&p ¥dwxev Guiv o Ofoc wvedpa deq-
NMac 3 : (c.) Gelatiens 631, xoropr{fere 7r8v <orodrow

b 4
ev xvedpart wxpadrnroc .

2, The Use of #vedLa in I Peter 5:18-28.

That the usage of #xvedpo in I Peter 3:18-22 falls in~
t0 the second of these classifications, the apirit, i.e. the vital
principle by which the body is animated, is indicated by its simi-
lar usege in such perallel passages as: (a.) Luke 8:55, %ot
Enéorpetev 3 mvedua dvvfic, xal dvéorq #.; (b.) John 19330
wot wkivag v9v xepalfv xapédoxeyv +8 wvedpa 3 (c)
Romens 8210 , €1 Of Xpiovdg €v  Gudv 10 pfv odpa verpdy
518 dpariav, 0 5¢ xvedua Lof 518 dixoroodvny ¢

(d.) I Corinthiens 545, .xapadovar 7ov: voi10Broy vd Saravd



eic &X\ebpov viic gapudld, {va ©d mvedpa ¢ &.T f.v.n..

This distinction is even more cleerly brought out by the
antithetical phrase of verse 18, OQavarwBef{o pewv Gap}c?
Lwoxoinberc $€ mvedpart ', where the two distinect spheres oapE
RVEDVL O ; or the two distinct forms of existence of Christ, |
i.e. "in the flesh", "in the spirit", are seen to be set over a-
gainsﬁ each other. This antithesis also brings out the customery
meaning of xveEVWLA when contrasted with o&pE ; odpk
meening flesh or body, eignifying what can be stripped off or laid
aside.l Thus we see, that having died in his fleshly nature, that
is the human body, the perishable, the corporeal life, the earthly
dependent candition of existence; Christ was quickened in the
spirit,i i.e. the incorporesl life, the spiritual side of his nature.
Thus this antithetical phrase affords a clue to the use of ﬁvEGﬁ’Oﬁ
in the rest of the passage. Surely if Peter uses :weﬁua s 88
he obviously does, in the first passage as meaning that spiritual
nature which is separate fram the body or physical nature, he would
not without definitely noting it, change his uwse of this important
word. Thus we find that voic #vedpaoiv in verse 19 must
mean in-corporeal spirits, spirits separated from the physicael
bodies they once possessed.

This same use of s:vsﬁp.cz is found in the antithetical

S & o ¢ o %

1. Thayers op. cit. p, 5695 - <= - ' .0 , »
2. IT Sorinthians 1247 B“’ iva H’Q UfﬁPaWat éBo@ﬂ pot
ondhoy 77 gapui. ‘
b. Philippians 1:24, 10 3¢ émipéverv «f capni dvavraidrepov

5¢ dpac.
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phrese of the parsllel passage (I Peter 4:6) , {'va wup16dor pév
nord dvOpdrove  odpxi , Cdor 58 ward  Oedv
rvedpar for in this phrase not only are the two realms smyefyuq
and o4pE set over against each other in direct antithesis, but the
contrast is strengthened by the even greater antithesis of xgrg
dvepdrove capxi and  xard Bedv wvedpary ., The whole
thought of this verse supports this use of arvsﬁp.a , for it por-
trays the gospel as preached to the veExpoic in order that having
been "judged in the flesh ag men, they may live as God lives in the
spirit."*  Thus here, also, Peter's use of nvedua 1is that which
refers to the disembodied; incorporeal state of man, "the spirit.m

Other peculiarly apt New Testament usages of this anti-
thetical phrase, "the flesh and the spirit"™ are; II Corinthians 7:1
| LOAVCROD dapxgg 2y rvedpawng 3 Colossians 2:5, ¢}
yap w0t v ocopxt dreipt ANAE @ mvedpari  adv
duiv  edpi ; and Mark 14:38  v0 updv wvelpa #pd-
Bopov 1 D€ odpE  doBevig .

The fact that Peter is definitely using #veUILO  thru-
out this section in the sense of disembodied spirits is forcibly
brought owt by his use of Toyai{ in verse 20.  Where spesking of
souls in living persans he uses the term VvY7  to distinguish
them from the souls or spirits of those who have laid aside the body.

Demarest® and others heve pointed out that Peter dces use Yuydh

¢ & & o o 3

1l¢ Moffatt: New Testament, A New Transletion.

2., Demarest: Translation and Exposition of First Peter, p. 178.



once to designate the sonl or spirit of the departed (2:11), but
here he is gquoting the exact word of the Septuagini. ‘ The‘four
other uses of +yyf] in the Petrine 1itera»ture {1:22, 2325, 4:19
and II Peter 2:8) all refer to souls in living persons., It is al-
80 true that Peter in his epistle uses xyeOpc once to desig-
nate the spirit of a living person (334} but this does not negate
the fact that customarily he wses #xveSpo  t0 denote the dissme
bedied spirit, for the three other instances of his use of this
ward in this epistle (3:18, 3:19, 436) certainly refer to the soul
in its separate state, and of more imﬁortance is the fact that &ll
these are found in our special passage.

This use of #veOua and YuxXf{ is borne out by Bur-
tan's statement in his classic treatmen’ of the word, when he ob~
gerves that "#vEVWO  in the New Testament assumes a position of
definite suwperiority to \lfv}iﬁ - ﬁvEG;J.a being used as the geat
of moral and religious life of man; Yoy the seat of life, feel-.
ing, thought and will, Mvedpa is now used as a generic term
for incorporeal beings."l Thet this distinction of body, soul and
gpirit was common is ’evidenced by Penl's trichotomy (I Thessalonigna
5323) and later Christian usage as revealed in the pa.pyrii. For
instance there is an illumina#ing illustration of & fourth century
A.D. Chrigtian's prayer %0 "our gracious Saviour and His beloved
Son that they mey succour nudv & odpare, f Yoyxd,

2

v® svedpary

.« & & @ o

l. Burton: Commentary on Galatians, p. 489.
2, Oxys VIII, 1161. .
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The locative case, wvelpar: , sheds further light
upon the passage. The locative ’is the "in" case. It denotes lo-
cation within limits, the limits determined by the context, not by
the cage itself. The substantive, itself, is the main determining
factor in the resultant sense and each example has its own atmog-
phere.:L The locative mgy either refelj to place, time, or aphere.a
Here it refers to sphere of action, "quickened in the spiritual
nature or spiritual sphere of Christ*s life.”

The  #veBlLACtof verse 19 is obviously dative, the
dative of the indirect object, for it denotes the ones for whom or
in whoge interest an act was performed. Thus 1t carries the bdassl

5 . "He preached roic mvedpaoct -

significance of the dative case
to the spirits," i.e., to those disembodie&, ’incorporealbapirita,
who having head at one ‘bime tangible, fleshly bodies, thru death had
been stripped of these perishable, outer forms, but who lived on in
the sphere of the spirit.

We conclude therefore, that the Apostle's use of fYETPQ
i3 consistently thruout these passages (I Peter 3:18-22, 4:6) that
of "spirit", meaning the "wvital principle by which the body is ani-
mated,” the immeterisl, incorporeal identity of man. rye Upo
is not used here to denote "Holy Spirit" nor the divine nature of

the preexistent Logos, but simply the "epirit" or spiritual sphere.

*« & & 8 &

1. Robertson: Grammer of Greek New Testament in Light of Historical
Research, p. 520.

2, Dana and Mantey: Grammar of Greek New Testament, p. 87.

3. Ibid: p. 84.



B. The Emendation Hypothesis:

1. The Emendation gxplained.

.In Moffatt's translation of the New Testament we find for
I Peter 3;19 the following reading, - "It was in the Spirit that
Bonoch also went and preached to the imprisoned spirits who had dis-
obeyed at the time when God's patience held out during the comstruc-
tion of the ark in the days of Noeh." Thus Moffatt and Goodspeed,
following the example of Rendel Harris and Bowyer have supplied the
word Enoch as the solution to this difficult problem. Harris
writes that the theological difficulties of this passage have "all
arisen out of & scribe's blunder in dropping some separated letters;
he should heve reed EN Q ENQX ; he actually transcribed EN Q
KAI and left ENQX out; and then the subsequent students,
who did not realize that the Petrine formula €v & had nothing re-
lative about it, referred the whole series of statements aboub
Enoch's descent into Tartarus to Christ, and on this perverse text
and interpretation there has been bullt up & mass of suparstition."l
Though this solution was tentatively suggeated by Bowyer as early as
1'78:2“a it was largely ignored until adopted by Rendel Harris in his
"Sidelights on New Testament Besearch“ , (1908}, and popularized by

Moffett and Goodspeed in their new translations,.

2. The Historical Background of the Emendation Theory.
o & ¢ ¢ ¢ &

1., Rendel Herris: Sidelights on New Testament Research, pp. 208~209.
20 Bowyexr, William: Critical Conjectures and Observations on the
Hew Testament, p. 459.



Theé whole theory is based largely on the apocryphal Book
of Enoch, which while current at the time of tixe writing of this
- eplgtle was for centuries lost and only recovered fowards the cloae
of the eighteenth century.l Chapterg 6-~11 of this “loose collec~
tion of treatises"a deals with the Fall of the Angels, having as its
basis the account given in Genesis 5:1-4; whils chapters 1216 pre-
gent an apocryphal account of Enoch's ministry in the realms of the
dead to the spirits of these fallen angels and wicked Nephilim.
Je B. Mayor in the introduction to his commentery on the Epistle

of Jude gives the following excellent summary of the account of the

Fall of the Angels:®

"Two hundred of the angels, or watchers, évpﬁvopm ‘
as they are called in the Greek versions of Daniel iv, 13 by Aquila
and Symmachus, conspired together under the leadership of Semjaza
(elsewhere called Azazel, as in Enoch, chapters viii end ix.) and
descended on Mount Hermon in the days of Jared, father of Enoch (vi.).
There they took to themselves human wives whom they instructed in
magic and various arts, and begot giants, who afterwards begot the
Nephilim, .., Complaint having been made of the sin and misery
thus introduced into the world, Raphasl is sent down from heaven to
bind Azazel hand and foot and shut him up in darkness till the judg-
ment day, when he will be cast inio eternsl fire. Gabriel is at
the same time sent to slay the giants (x. 9.): the watchers will be
bound under the hills for seventy generations, and then be confined
forever in the abyss of fire: the gpirits of the slain become demons)

Hart presents the following summary of the ministry of

Enoch to these ap iri*bs:‘g’

"At last Enoch was sent to pronounce condemnation upon

s & o s s O

1. Smith:; Dictionary of the Bible, p. 555

2, Mayor: Introduction, The General Epistle of Jude, Nicoll, The
Expositor's Greek Testament, p. 239,

3. Ibid: pp. R39-240,

4, Bart: The First Epistle General of Peter, The Expositor's Greek

Testament, p. 68.
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these watchers, who in terror besought him to present a petition

to God on their behalf., God refused to grant them peace. They
were spirits eternal and immortel who transgressed the line of de-
‘marcation between men and angels and disobeyed the law that spiritu-
al beings 40 not marry and beget children like men.  Accordingly
they are bound and their children slay one another leaving their
disembodied spirits to propagate gin in the world even after it

has been purged by the Flood."

That this apocalyptic tradition was widely known and uni-
versally accepted in the apostolic and post—apostqlic periods is
witnesged to by the reference in the canonical books; the BEpistle
of Jude, verse 6, "and the angels who neglected their responsibil-
ities and abandoned their homes he has put in everlasting chains

1

to be kept in darkness for the Judgment of the great day,"” and in

II Peter R:4, "for if God spared not angels when they sinned, but
cast them down.to Tartarus and committed them to pits of darkness,
t0 be reserved against the world" ...... Numerous references %o
this tredition are found in the writings of the Fathers; Justin,
Apologetics 1i.5; Origen, Against Celsus, v. 55; Anstolius (Euse-
bius*t H.E. vii. 32); Irenasus, Heresies iv. 16}2; end scattered
thruout the Jewish apocryphal books of Jubilees® and the Testa-

ments of the Twelve Patriarchs.o

Irenaeus, in a homily agains;
the legalistic views of circumcision and racial privilege, gives

in a parenthetical phrase a brief Summary of Enoch's misaion, show-
ing that such & view was currently accepted in the church as early
a8 the beginning of the second century:4

* & & o o @

1, Goodgspeed:~The New Testement, An Amer ican Tranalation.

" 2e Book of Jubilees: iv.15, v:1-20, vii.2l-25,

S« Testament of the Twelve Patriarchs: Reuben v:6-7; Dan v:5-6;
Naphtali 1ii:5, iv:l.

4. Irenaeus:; Anti-Nicene Fathers, vol. I, p. 481,
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"Bnoch, too, pleasing God, without circumcision, dis-
charged the office of God's legate to the angels, although he was &
man, and was translated, and is preserved wntil now as & witness of
the just judgment of God, beceause the angels when they had trans-
gressed fell to the earth for judgment, but the man who pleased
{God) was transleted for salvabtion.

Thus the historical basis for the proposed emendation may
be clearly seen. Though it must be recognized that at the same
time during which this tradition of Enoch's ministry to the angels
in Hades was current, that there was the parallel tradition, even
more widely accepted, of the descent of Christ into Hades. MNcgif-
fert in his discussion of the Apostles! Creed states that "the be-
lief in such a descent into Hades is as o0ld as the first cénmry,
and it has & large place in the literature of the second century
(ef. for instance Acts 2:31; I Peter 3:19, 4:6,; Romans 10:7; Ephe-
sians 4:9; Gospel of Peter; Justin Martyr, Dialogues 72; Irenaeus
4322, 4327,2; Tertullian, De Anime, 56, 5:20,4°)."3  That the twbd
ministries (i.e. Enoch's and Christ's) were both accepted.as sepa~
m‘te and distinct miniétries, with no confusion or substitution v,oi:‘
the one for the other is eppasrent from their use by the same writérs
with no evidence of canflict or redundancy (cf. Justin Maxtyr and
Irengeus as cited above.) The view that Christ presched in His

gpirit thru the person of Enoch was not advanced until the fifth

. . - - L L 4

1., Lauterburg's caubtion might well be gquoted here; "It must be ob-
served thet in.these passsges (the canonical references with the
exception of the Petrine References) & descent into Hell is not
expressly taught, but is presnpposed as something which natural-
1y follows death." - Schaff-Herzog, Vol. III, p. 4l1.

2, It must be noted that both of Tertullian's references are based
on a spurious quotation fram Jeremish, While destroying the
authority of his quotation it does not detract from the light it
throws on the currency of this belief.

S+ McGiffert: The Apostles' Creed, p. 195.
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century by Augustine.l And, as stated above {p. 22), the complete
substitut ion of Enoch for Christ was not set forth until the
eighteenth century and populerized in the twentieth.

Therefore it may be clearly seen that with the acceptance
of‘ this proposed emendation, based on the historicasl tradition cur-
rent at the time of the writing of the epistle, and on the assump~
tion that some scribe, due to the similarities of letters and sound,
omitted ENOX , the subject of the ministry to these imprisoned

gpirits is no longer Christ but Enoch.

3. Exegetical Basis for the Emendation Theory.

Thowgh such a conception, i.e., that Enoch preached to the
imprisoned spirits, would "cut the Gordian kno'e"ze.nd solve easgily
and finally all the debeted theological questions of this passage,
yet, in the light of our present limited knowledge, certain grave
objections present themselves. Both Moffatt and Harris grant that
it can be at best considered es only a reasonsble conjecturezor an
expedient hypothesis, There ig no extant manuscriptural evi.,de.nce
for this interpolation of Enoch; not one of the existing manuscripts

containing any reference to Ernoch in this relationship A

The study of €v & xna{f, whether it be & relative phrase

[ ] L . . ] »
N

1. Schaff-Herzog, Vol., III, p. 411. Augustine: Letter CLXIV-A.D.414.
2. Robertson, A.T.: Epochs in the Life of Simon Peter, p. 283.

3. Moffatt: General Epistles, p. 144.

4, Stout: The Biblicel Review ~ 1929, p. 291.
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or not, will be taken up in the following section {p31 ). Fran
this study of the relative will a;so be drawn the answer to the ques-;
tion, Is the spirit in verse 19, the Holy Spirit a8 indicated by
Moffett and Goodspeed or i'akit simply the "spirit," the incorporesl
sphere of life, a.av found in the revised version?®

In the Book of Enoch the preaching is condemnatory’ and if
the reference in I Peter 3:19 is to that ministry, the preaching
here recorded must be likewise condematory. - In support of this,
Dr. Moffett notes, in his commentary on this passage, that_ "peter
never uges this word (e’mﬁpuie-\z) in the Epistle for preaching the
Gos_pel.";3 The discussion of the relative truth of this sta.tement‘
will be found in the fdllowing study of €xfipuBev (p.38).

Finally, the contextual relationships do nof ensourage
this emendation, for we have seen that this sect’iron. is closely re-
lated t0 the author'é main purpose, and what stimulus to an added
Chrigt-like enduranée would the spoceryphal account of Booch's
preaching be to those readers of Peter's epistle? 1t is obviously
irrelevant and gquestionable to break the logicel and chronological
train of thought and plece a hitherto unmentioned chsracter and
ministry.between the death of Christ in verse 18 and the ascension
and exaltation in verse 22.

G. The Phrase €v & xaf{
Even if the Enoch eméndation be here injected, the ¢y

® no{ must continue to be considered & true relative, closely

L] L3 . L * L

ls Book of Enoch: xii:b~6; xiii:l=3.
2. Moffatts General Eplstles, p. 14l.
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connecting the thought of the preceding sentence with the thought
of it own. The sbtatement of Harris, that the é€v $Hhas nothing
relative aboutt it mst ve rejected as having neither grammstical
or exegetical basis. -Steiger writes, "The £y & clearly refers
to the immediately preceding :fvsép,a'rt , reandered prominent by
the affirmetive $€."®  Frommuller is in complete accord with
this, stating that "év & 1is evidently o be joined with wyedpari
not  01¢ xveduori, but really in the condition of a spirit
geparated fran the body.“s Bengel adds the weight of his testi-
mony in the fine statenent "y &, in quo, spiritu. Christus cum

"t puther . 5

viventibus egit in carne; cizm gpiritibus, in spiritu,
Bigg,® and Alford” also unanimously agree that the phrase £y & naf
is a relative phrase introduced by the relative ¢y é}whdse ante~
cedent is the xvelpart of verse 18,

The root meaning of €v  with the locative must’here be
stressed, "in which", "within which" not "by which"® ,Bthus showing
the sphere or nature within which the subject of é&ufjpvEev
acted. Huther's statement on the use of this phrase is especisl-
1y fine:

1. Harris: op. cit., pp.208-209.

2. Steiger: op. cit., p. 210.

3. Fromuller: op. cit., p. 63.

4. Bengel: Gnomon Novi Testamenti, p. 970.

5, Huther: The General Epistles of James, Peter, John, and Jude,
Pe 295,

6. Bigg: Notes on the First Epistle of St. Peter, p. 162.

7. Alford: The Greek Testament, Vol. IV, p. 367.

8, Mombert: Excursus on The Descensusg Ad Inferos, Lange,p.68.



" €y & ig not equivalent to 014 ; but whilst ® refers back to
wveduors  , v & states in what condition Christ ac-
complished tl’xat which ig mentioned in what follows, - He accomplish-
ed it not €y copxi (for after the g&eg He was put to death),
vut  dy wvedport (for after the wyepyq He was made alive).
eV stends here in & position similar to that which it holds in

Romans viii.8, where, however, qg"_pg and ~§$v€1ip"0: form an
ethical antithesis, which here is not the case."

This fact of "in" and not “by" or "thru", with the additional fact
that the antecedent of €y & 1is the  xyedpqry OF verse 18,
which because of its antitheticalk relationship to Capxi{ , as
noted above (page 22), can only mean the &1sembodied spirit and not
the Holy Spirit, the third member of the Godhead; these facts shed
additional light upon the problem of the emendation theory for they
show exegetically that it cannot be in "the Holy Spirit" in which
or thru which the preaching is done.

The #0{ mey be adjunctive, connected with the whole
period and rendered "in which he also went"? or used with the foic
¢v ovhani sveduaory and trenslated "in which he went and

nd

preached even to the spirits in prison. FMombert prefers the lat-

ter construction "for it not only avoids the awkwardness of subor-
dinating the whole period to what precedes, but also gives promi-

nence to the new idea that the activity of Christ reached even to

né

the spirits in prison,"” to those whom Hart regards as typicel

*® & 5 & ¢

1. Huther: op. cit. 29?. . .
‘Romans viii;g=9. o1 9€ €v qapui 8vreg Qed dpégar o9
. OBvavrar Yipeic 3€ odn dove fv capui dANG fv copxi.
2. Aford: op. cit. 367.
3. Mombert*s review of the Descensus Ad Inforos, in Fronmuller's
commentary on I Peter, p. 68 (Steiger's note).

4. Mombert: op. cit. p. 68,

d



rebels who had sinned past forgiveness according to pre-Christian
mtions."l

We conclude, therefore, that the phrase €v & xa{ is
& relative phrase which closely relates the thought of verse 19 to
the thought of verse 18, the antecedent of the relative & being
the #veldpovtof verse 18, thue making the subject of verse 19

the same as the subject of verse 18, namely Christ.,

D. Special Study of the Focal Words of 19-20:

In a study of such a nature it is necessary to limit our
attention to the focal words of the passege. This study therefore
deels with only four words: ovlaxi , xopevbeic, EnfdpvEev,
dretbficaot .

1. €v ovhoxf *

ovhan g in the New Testament signifies the act or of-
fice of keeping watch, the watchman himself, or the condition of bve-
ing watched, imprrisonme'nt, prison. The signification of prison or
guard house is the prevailing one. Thayer cites some thirty-eight
instances in the New Testament where ovAaxnr is actually used to
designate a place of confinement, a penal institut :‘mn‘.a Some par-
ticularly fine examples cited are: Mark 6:17 , %ol gchrev adr6w
gv ovhaxi %1& ‘Hpwdidda cts 16:40 ¢ €0eNBéyrec d€
dxd vic ovdaxfic efofNbov =xpoc rhv Avdiav
and Acts 22:4 , Odepedwv xal xapadidodg e guvlaxdc
vdpac re matl yvvaixag .

The papyri discoveries swpport this'use of cpu)\'.ané

*® * & & s @

1. Hart: op. cit. p. 68.
2. Thayer: op. cit. p. 569.



a8 guard, watch, or prison; In BGU IV, 1138:18 (B.C. 18-19) "a

jeiler reports what the offending party said to him asking him to
. F4 b

leave the imprisoned debtor to hm,"lo’mc,kswowz TO0¥v

zan{ov €x  tfic  gvlanig 3 P, Oxy II 2569:4,8 (A.D. 23)

presents a declaration "to the governor of the prison of Zeus," ‘
- . - N o

v® revoynéew  wpog v rod  Arog  ovhaui 3

by the surety for a man who had been arrested for debt that he will

restore® ‘v évyeyénuat....... €x riic  molirixfig guhaxfs

"the men whom I bailed out of the public prison;™ P. Giss I 84:18
(A.D. 83) AomAGv eic  cfv ovhaxdv xapadoliivar
"t0 deliver Asklas into prison:" and P. S.I. VII, 832:7 (15 A.D.)

eic rhv Onuoo{av o@ulaxfvMinto the public prison.®

Barnes adds the interesting note that:s

"It { ovAax?d )¢ is used in the New Testament with refer-
ence %0 the future world, only in the following places; I Peter
3:19, 'preached unto the spirits in prison'; and Revelation 2037,
*Satan shall be loosed out of his prison,'! | oUAaA ).

And adds further that,

"an interesting idea similer to the one here expressed may
be found in II Peter 2:4, though the word prison does not there oc-
cur: 'God spered not the angels that sinned, but cast them down into
hell, and delivered them unto chains of darkness, unto the judgment
of the great day! The allusion, in the passage before us (I Peter
3:19) is undoubtedly to confinement or imprisonment in the invisible
world, and perhapg to those who are reserved there with reference to
gome future errangement, - for this idea enters commonly into the
use of the word prison,”

* L] * . . [

1, Moulton and Milligan: Vocabulary of the Greek Testement, p. 66.
2. Ibid: p. 677.
3. Barnes: General Epistles of Jemes, Peter, John and Jude: p. 204.
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Though practically all of the commentators égree that this
is the use of . @vAox# as found in verse 19, théy vary widely in
their interpretation of what being "in prigon" signifies. Some view
it metaphorically, as meaning “the érison of “the body"l or "the
prison of gin;"® while others consider it to be syndnymoué with
the Greek Hades or the Hebrew Sheol;5 and yet others who preserve
its literal meaning -~ priso or place of contention. The c¢onception
that oulaxt] denotes the "prison of the body" is objected to on the
point that the #veduaorg €y g@uhaxijdenotes disembodied spirits
{pege. 21), hence negating the metaphoricel interpretation, since a
disembodied spirit cannot be in the "prison of the body." The
sscond metaphorical interpretation, fha‘b the word signifies "the
prison of sin," is advanced in support of the theory that Christ
preached thru the apostles to men who were in the prison of sin, but
this is invelidated by the fact that the spirit in which the apostles
preached wae the Holy Spirit, and our study of “vEVLO  (page2)) has
shown us thet it is in the spirit nsture, not in the Holy Spirit‘tha-t
this preaching is effected. Again, the time order does not permit
this interpretation since Christ preached thru the apostles not dur-
ing hig bodily death but after His exaltation, and this incident is
definitely fixed between His death in verse 18 and His exaltation in

4

verse 22, Even more conclusiv;ely, the fact that the spirits who

L} . 2 & o

1, Grotius: cited by Mombert, op. cit. p. 69.
&. Socinus: cited by Mombert, op. cit. p. 69.
3. Steiger: op. cit. p. 250,
4, Mombert: op. cit. pe. 69.



ere in this "prison of sin" are disembcdied.spirits, makes this view
untenable. ‘

| In the light of its common uwsege Salmond concludes that
"the term 'prison' ( ouhaox? ) must be taken in the definite sense
which it has else where (cf. Ii Peter 2:4; Jude 6; Revelation 20:7)
and cannot be reduced to mean either 'safe-keeping' or 'the world
of the dead generally'."l but means literelly a place of detention,
a prison. But Fronmuller wisely observes that "this prison must
be in the realms of death", (citing the same passeges as Salmond
with the additionsl passage of Matthew 5:26, 26), and adds that
"this evidently follows also from & comparison with I Peter 4:6.“2
This is further strengthened by the recollection of the fact that
those in this prison are disembodied spirits (page 22 ), epirits who
at one time possessed human, physical bodies but in déath leid them
aside.

The locative case of ¢ulaxi] may denote place or condi-
tion, but the additional use of the particle gy strengthens the
concept of the locative of place, for év with the locative case
is used mostly with words of p].e.ce.s Alford svbstantiates this
with the statement that "the 0i1¢ gy qm)\mci;i xvedp ooy ymust
describe the locel condition of the #velfpora  at the time when

the preaching took plame.."4

& & 4 o 9 ¥

l. Salmond: op. cit. p. 464.

2, Fronmuller: op. cit. p. 64.

5. Dane & Mantey: op. cit. pp. 86, 105,
4, Alford: op. cit. p. 366.
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~We conclude, therefore, that guhaxfi  in I Peter 5:19
denotes a definite locality or place of confinement, 1itera11y a
prison; and that while not necessarily, denoting Hades or Sheol,
gince there is no definite reference to these places here in this
passage, it does refer to socme place, state, or realm that exists

aefter death.

2.  wopevletc dufpvoey °

The words are g0 closely joined in thought and in gram-
matical construction that we will study them together. They both
shed light on the preceding ouiloxf ; ﬁopeuee?g , "heving
gone ," literally expresses the root idea of pessing from‘one place
to another, wopedopat  is the verb in the command given by
the engel to Jossph in Egypt, "Arise, and teke the young child and
his mother, and go { xopedov) into the land of Israel," (Metthew
2320); and egain in Luke 2:41 where it is recorded of our Lord's
parents that they "went { €xopedovro ) bo Jerusalem every year
at the feast of the passover."” However the use of xopgéop,m
is not confined to the idess of place and definite locality only.
It may be and often is used with accusatives denoting the idea of
state or condition. Jesus in blessing the sinful wanan who had
waghed his feet with her tears and anointed them with her ointment,
said, wopedov eig e;’pﬁyqv - (Luke 5:20). And our own
apostle in asserting his love for His Master declares.: that he is
ready to go (wopedecBay )} with Him both into prison and to death,

(Luke 22:33). Thus the use of #opedopa:s does not Clearly de-
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termine whether the preceding ¢@uiuxi] be & definite locality or
a8 condition, though the root meaning of the verb and the greater

1 There is the im-

number of its useges are with actual localities.
portant fact t0 be noted that this verdb demands a definite change
whether it be from a locality or & condition., Whether the odpavdv
of verse 22‘is a definite locality or condition is not in the scope
of this paper, but the parallel use of #opeuvfetc efc odpavdy
shows the same idea of a definite passage or change from one local- |
ity or condition to another. Fronmuller notes in comnnection with
thig thought that "the power of the death and life of Christ oper-
ates in two directions, downward to the realms of death and wpward
to the regions of heaven,"z

The two participles, ﬁopeueefg s, of verse 19, and
verse 22, have the same person as subject, namely Christ. fThe seme
Chrigt who suffered in verse 18, went and preached in verse 19, and
ascended and was exalted in verse 22. This fulfills satisfactorily
in both instances the common idee of local action expressed in
xopeu@e?g and makes the preaching of verse 19, & personal minis-
try of Christ's. ©Some exegetes however maintain that the same idea
of local action does not necessarily have to be confined to the
gecond person of the Godhead, but may also be used with Jehc?vah and
with the pre—inearné.te Christ. Barnes notes;a

* . L L4 Ld .

1, Cf. Mt. 17:27; Mk. 16:12; Lk, 1:39, 22339, 24:13; John 7:35;
Acts 1:11,85; Romans 15:24f,.; James 4:13; etc.

4., Fronmuller: op. cit. p, 64.

3. Barnes: op. cit. 202.
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"So God is often represented as coming, &8s descending,
etc., when He brings a message to mankind, %Thus Gen. 11:5, 'The
Lord came down to see the city and the tower' = Exodus 19:20,
tThe Lord came down upon Mount Sinei%  Numbers 11:25, *The Lord
came down in a cloudh II Sam. 22:10, 'He bowed the heavens and
came down,'" : -

i

And to check the obvious deductionl he further adds,

"The idea, however, would be conveyed by this langusge
that He did this personally, or by himself, and not merely employ-
ing the agency of another. It would then be implied here that,
though the instrumentality of Nosh was employed, yet that it was
done not by the Holy Spirit, but by Him who afterwards became in-
carnate.”

This view however would consider wopevfeic as a

common example of redundancy and such is Barnes' concept ion of this

2

verb. But Demarest corrects this and gives an enlarged explana-

tion of the relation of the idea of Christ presching thru Noah to
the inherent idea of local action as expressed in gopevfe{c.
He notes:s

"*He went', however is not & pleonasm, as McKnight and
Barnes suppose, but is employed to denote & peculiar manifestation
of Christ's presence, Christ's divine natwre ig everywhere in
the seme instant of time; but the form of speech *he went', is de-
rived from human custom and must be understood in & manmner worthy
of Him *'who is God over all'..... Now when Jehovah is said to go to
g particular place or person, some special manifestation of his
presence is meant. Thus, Gen. 11:5, 7. ‘His coming down' refers
t0 the fact that God was well acquainted with their projects and
ready o discomfit them; he was there exercising his omniscience,
power, and justice, or manifesting those perfections. There is
no pleonasm or redundancy in the expression whatever. .... 'In
which spirit he went', then means that, he in his divine nature
menifested himself - to some one."

« o » o o

1. Ibid
2. Ibid
$. Demarest: Firgt Epistle of the Apostle Peter, p. 189.
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Salmond cites &s an asnaslogous expression of Christ coming
and preaching thru medistors, Ephesians 2:17, "and he (Christ) ceme
and preached peace to you that were far off and to them that were
n:lgh,"1 and adds "besides if the term 'went' is in any wey inappro-
priate to the preincernate Christ, it is no less so to the digem-
bodied Christ."®

That the u,se‘of this ana';Ogy and the acceptance of the
reagonings of Barnes and Demarest ie not possible may be seen ;in the
fects, first that it is the disembodied Christ who is the subject
of this ministry, as seen. in the study of %veovpo {page 20); and
again, from the same study it is seen that the sphere in which the
ministry was performed was a sphere in which already dwelt disem-
bodied spirits, thus making it appropriate for a disembodied Christ
to go and preach to disembodied spirits.

The word éxﬁ PVUEY has caused much discussion and many
theological difficulties, but ell these can be clarified if we con~
tinue to hold #npdocw o its general use as found in the New
Testament, - namely, that of preaching the Gospel.5 Though Moffatt
notes here, that "Peter never uses this word (éxﬁpucév } in the
BEpigtle for preaching’the Gospel,"4 we must recognize that this is
the only instgnce of ite use in First Peter. As to tﬁe validity of

1. Beet in his commentary on Ephesians views this preaching as that
of an actual person in a personal physical body. Beet: Com-
Mgntary on Ephesiens and Philippians, p. 309. But Easdie, Elli-
cott, and others support Salmond, though it must be noted that the
verb here is €A\Odv and not the #opedopaiof this particular passage.

2, Salmond: op. cit. p. 475.

3. Thayer: op. cit. p. 346.

4. Moffatt: op. cit. p. 141.



Moffatt's statement concerning the nature of the preaching, the
majority of the cammentators disagree, holdihg that €xfpufev
connotes here its customary reading “to preach the gospel.™
Plumptre notes that:! .

“the latter word ('preached’) is used thruout the Gospels
of the work of Christ ag proclaiming t*the Gogpel of the kingdm!
(Matt. 4:23), preaching *repentance' (Matt. 4:17), and the glad
tidings of remission of sins as following upon repentance. It
would do violence t0 all true methods of interpretation Ho assume
that the Apostle who had been converted by that preaching and had
afterwerds been a fellow-worker in it, would use the word in any
other meaning now. We cannot think of the work to which the
Spirit of Christ went as that of proclaiming an irrevocable sen-
tence of condemnation.Y

And adds:®

"This interpretation, resting adequately on its own
grounds, is, it need hardly be sald, confirmed almost beyond the
shadow of e dpubt by the words of ch. 436, that *the Gospel weas
preached ( e¥0yyeAioOn } also to the dead.'"

As to the common use of x%7Mpdcow in the New Testament,
Thayer lists over forty instances in which this verb is used by
others in metters pertaining to the proclamation of the “gobd news,"
Of these instances, Mombert cites four especilally fine cases in
which xnpdgow is found in close comnection with 13
edayyéhiow i
Matthew 4:23, wxai xunpdocwv o edayyéhiov riic Baoi-
hefac naotl Bepawedwv xdoov v4oov %aT XGOAYV e €. To Ao |
Lwke 9:2, ot drdorelety adrodc xnpdooety vfv B. v. Beod 3

. & & & & @

1. Plumptre: General Eplstles of St. Peter and St. Jude, p. 132.

2, Ibid.
&, Thayer: op. cit. p. 346,



Mark 1:14, xnpdoowv fB edayyvéhiov vod Beod ; and
Merk 16:15 , wijpdfare 0 edayyéhiov xdon T xri{oet .
Mombert adds, "it ( unpdoow ) is never used in the sensevof
judicisl anncuncement and New Testament usage clothes it with the
meaning 'to preach the gospel:'"l

While not subata.ntia'&ing the first of Mombert's asssertions

concerning xppdoow s Huther's remarks on this word do supportd

his latter conclusion that "New Testament usage clothes it with the

meaning 'to preach the g_c;s;;:al',","2 for he wri'tsets:5

v édufpuEe is the same verb as that 80 often used in
the New Testament of the preaching (not the teaching) of Ghr%at and
His apostles. [Usually it is accompanied by an object { =o
gvayyéhiov, v Baoihetov vov €eov, Xpwrdv  or the like);
but it is frequently, as here, used absolutely, cf. Matt, 11:1,
Mark 1:38, etce= oceceee.e Nor does the word itself disclose either
the contents or the purpose of that preaching; bubt since Christ is
celled the xNpvEog without the addition of any more precise
qualification, it must be concluded that the contents and design of
this xfpvYLC  are in harmony with the %7pvYLa of Christ
slsewhere. It is accordingly arbitrary, and in contrediction to
Christ'e significance for the work of redemption, to assume that
this preaching consisted in the proclamation of the coming judgment
and was a praedicetio damanatoris.”

Salmond, even more emphatically, a.ciding,'4

"Phe 'preaching' which is affirmed being expressed by the
verb { éxfipuvEe ), which is regularly used of preaching the gospel
or the kingdam of God, can only mean the preaching of grace., It
cannot be taken in the vague sense of = proclamation, & mere mani-
festation of Himself, or a bearing witness of Himself, much less in
the sense of an announcement of judgment, & concio damnatorie.”

L Y

1. Mombert: op. cit. p. 69.

2. Ibid.

S« Huther: op. cit, pp. 296-297.
4, Sgimond: op. cit. p. 464.



The use of €VNYYeA{o8n  in the perallel passage
(4:6) clinches this fact - that gyApvge  is used here to ‘signify
the preaching of the gospel, for edoyyeNilow  derived from |
et -ayyé Ao 1 { €0 == meaning "well" or "good" as opposed t0
wandc 5 and  ayyéNho - to bear a message, to bring tidings)
"glways means tc; 'bring good news', to 'publish the gospel,' and can

be understood here, therefore, only in the sense of an offer of

gra.ce."2

The aorist tense of both ropevfef{c  and €xfpuvEe
denotes that the action occurred at some definite time in the past,

i.6., time past from the point of view of the one speaking. It

simply states the fact of the action without regard to its d'a.revt;ic:,n.:3

The seme saorist tense is fmnd in the series of verbs and verbals

thru verses 18-22, dwéOavey, - Bovorobeic, Lwoxoinbeic,

wopevbeic  éxfipvFe , and adds additional reason
for the statement that not only are their subjects the same,
xpw,{,gg » but thet the time order is the same and that order is
a chroqologicai development .%  stevens xioting here tha.t,5

"It is natural to take the aorists Govarwfeic,
Cwowoinfeic, wnopevbed » and exflpvfe , as denoting
a series of successive actions. It is, in the highest degree, un-
natural to suppose that et lwowoinfeig or wopevbeiq
the thought springs suddenly back into antediluvian times.”

» .8 » ¢

1. Liddell and Scott: Greek-English lexicon, pp. 560, 566.

2. Salmond: op. cit. p. 480,

3. Dana & Mentey: op. cit. p. 193.

4. Alford:'op. ¢it. p. 366, the note being "Again, the same subject,
XB10v0g runs $hru the whole, without a hint, that we are deal-
ing with historicel matter of fact in “Zxafevy , Bavgrleic,
Cwoxornbeic , and with recondite figure in wopevletig
g’%ﬁpugep “0 L’Iom’bert: Op. Cito p. 69;

5. Stevens: The Theology of the New Testament, p. 307.



We conclude, therefore, that ﬁOPEUeE{g in I Peter
3:19 denotes the actual presence of the Spirit of Christ (i.e.,
Christ in His spiritual nature) in the place of departed spirits,
and that é%ﬁpu&e gives the 'purpose of his being there, namely,

that of preaching the gospel to those spirits who were in prison.

3. {dre1Ofooor 3

' . These spirits in prison are s'poken of as having been "dis-
obedient" or "rebellious™. Salmond proffers two possible useskof
this participle: (a.) a restrictive adjectival use which describes
these particular spirits according to the conduct or character which
mede them "spirits in prison", or (b.) as a temporal adverbial
ﬁarticiple, defining the ‘date of the preaching as coincident with
the date of the disobedience. He prefers the latter view, saying,

"It was when they were disobedient that the preaching was addressed

2

o them."l Stevens gives an excellent summary of Salmond!s™ and

Bartlett's® views, as follows:® ' ' ,

"The absence of the article before  Gxe10foaot
gshows that the participle is not attributive or definitive, but
predicative or circumstantisl, and hence should be translated, not
'which eforetime were disobedient' (as if it were  roig
axe1Ofoadt . ), but 'when once they disobeyed*. Thus the whole
gentence would mean: Christ preached to those who are now gpirits
in prison when once they disobeyed, thet is, in Noah's time."

But Stevens Liimself adds f.‘u.xf’c;he:m‘:5

. * . * . L

1. Salmond: op. cit. p, 465.

2. Ivid.

3. Bartlett: "Dr. C. S. Bartlett in the New Englander, Oct. 1872.
4, Stevens: op. cit. p. 306.

6. Ibid: pp. 305-3086.



The guestion respecting the force of the participle
afrsz(-}qocrcnv requires special notice. Most commentabtors and
Hew Testament grammarians do not support the contention Just men-
tioned respecting the force of the anarthrous wceteno’cmw sy but
hold that the participle mgy quite well have a definitive force."

Referring to the argument given above, (that of Salmond
Bartlett, Hofmenn and others, concerning dxe18fcaoty ), Hubher
says, "this, however, i= not the cese, since the participle, added
with adjectival force to a substantive, is often enough joined to
the latter without an article."t

In further objection to Salmond’'s view of the time of the
discobedience as being synonymous with the time of the preaching,
lMombert® and Alford® introduce the particles #ové and dve ,
saying that they interrupt the chronologleal order and plainly

separate the time of Christ's preaching from the time of the dis-

5

obedience .t Alford's statement here is exceptionally clear and

to the point:

"The participle axe18foactv merked off by the xoré
as not belonging to the same time asg the enﬁpuEe , shows as
Plainly as words can show, that we are reading of same act of Christ
which He then, at the time describsd, went and did with raference to
the spirits, who were gt some other time (267é ) specified ( Orer )
in a certain state ( dxei1Ofcaciy )." ‘

Huthex adds the further mteresting comments on these
opening words:6

"The words which begin this verse arei1Bfcaci{v wxove
charscterize the spirits who are in prison according to their former
conduet. The participle must not ..... be resolved into talthough,
notwithstanding the fact they had been disobedientt!, an adversative

o o s o o &

1. Huther: 0P Gito De 295.

2+ Mombert: op. cit. p. 69.

3. Alford: op. cit. p. 366.

4, Nombert: ibid.

5. Alford: ibi4.

6, Huther: op. cit. pp. 297-298.
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relation of this kind must have been more plainly siressed. Ac-
gording to the uniform usage of the New Testament, the word
qﬁsteﬁ.tv” bas here also the meaning of unbslief involving re-
gistance; c¢f. ch. ii, 7, 8, 1ii.1, iv.17. The translation *to be
disobedient' is too j.nexact for the word forms the antithesis to
H1OTOBELY  ym= OTE areéeoexsro %eT.h. 8serves not only to
gpecify the time when these spirits were unbelieving, but also to
mark the guilt of the Jdre1feiv "
With this in mind, then, we conclude that éﬁszeﬁcw{v

#OTE introduces a secondary and dependent clause, descriptive
of the #veducoiv of the preceding verse; that these spirits
were those of men who were "formerly disobedient", that while xové€
shows the time of their diabbedience in general, i.e., "fomerly"
or "at one time"; Sve marks distinctively the time intended by
the #07€ , i.e., "when or while the longsuffering of God was
waiting®, and finally that GTE  not only marks the distinctive
time of their "disobedience™ but also the distinctive nature of it,
the very completeness of their "rebellion", their "disobedience',
since it persisted one hundred and twenty years in which the long-

suffering of God was patiently waiting, c:t‘.lcenesis 633.

L] L4 [ L] L4 [ ]

1. Alford: ope. cit. p. 365,



E. Bxamination of I Peter 4:6;

"i-:g’és"jfoé.—;’{jf:v&p';x&? VERPOLC E‘L’)T]YYS)\{U'GT] va Mptea)o't

. . ~ [ % %
pev xard  dv@pdmove oapni, Cdotr O xovd Oedv zvedporit

1., The Relation of the Two Passsges, I Peter 3:19 and 4:6.

It is genersally agréed that the thqught of this passage is
closely connected with the thought of the previous statement in I
Peter 3:19. This connection ie even more forcibly recognized when
we recall that 4:1-6 is still a part of this section on suffering.
We will recall that 3:8-18 is a strong appeal to a Christ-like en-
durance of sufferings and persecutions, and that 3:18-22 presents
the motivation for this appeal, namely, the example of Christ,
431-6, therefore, is a resumptive conclusion wherein the Apostle
once again renews his appeal for Christ-like living, and at the con-
clusion of this appeal, as at the opening of this section (3:12), he
pictures Christ as a judge, a judge both of the living and of the
dead. Salmond presents a very fine discussion of this conbextual
relationship: 1

"The passage (4:6) occurs in & paragraph which completes
a series of counsels bearing on the attitude of the Christian to
heathen associates and heathen persecutors. Christ's example in
suffering is the keynote to all these counsels. It has been used
to point the blegsedness of suffering for righteousness' seke., It
is now nsed to enforce the duty of absolute separation from pagan
vices-~ a separation as absolute as if one were dead to them.
Christ has suffered as regards the flesh., He has done so with the
mind or purpose of doing good even to the worst of wrongdoers,

Christians, therefore, should arm themselves with the same mind, and
they should do so because thus to suffer according to the flesh is

£ ¢ & o & @

1. Salmond: op. cit. pp. 478~479,
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%o cease from sin, to be brought to an end as regards sin (4:1-2).

By suffering and dying Christ hes done with sin.  And those who suf-
fer with Him should recognize that their old relation to sin is at an
end, that they themselves are done with sin. The heathen among whom
they live will think it strange, it is true, that they stand aloof
from *lasciviousness, lust, winebibbings, revellings, cerousings, and
abominable idolatries', in which they once walked. They will speak
evil of them when they refuse %o 'run with them into the same excess
of riot* (4:3-4). But if they have to suffer at the hands of these
pagan slanderers, they know there is a judgment for all, a judgment
which is certain and neer, the judgment of One who will give their
rights to all, whether alive or dead, whether heathen persecutors or
Chrigtian suffers. :

, It is in the btrain of this statement that the words in ques-
$ion are introduced: 'For unto this end was the gospel preached even
t0 the dead, that they might be judged according to men in the flesh,
but live according 4o God in the spirit.! The object which the
writer has in view in the paragraph as a whole isg clear. It is to
encourage those tried Christians to keep themselves absolutely apart
from pagan vices, and ummoved by the blasphemous slenders of their
heathen neighbors." ’

The question before us then, in the exegesis of this verse
is to discover the exact relationship of thia concluding verse to the
preceding verse or verses. Why did the Apostle add here this addi-
tional statement regarding the preaching %o the dead? We must al-
so consider in this exemination who "the dead" were, i.e., what grouwp
or groups does it &esignate, or how iide is the scope of the word
vEXPOIC 7 And finally we must seek to discover the purpose of
this preaching. TFrom the answers to these questions we may expect
to find the answer to the inclusive question: What additional light
does this verse (4:6) throw on ihe preceding focal passage (3:19-20)7%

In our examination of this verse, therefore, we will con-
fine ourselves to the study of ‘V&P y .vexpoic , end the purpose
‘clauses! 1va .xp18dor w€v wavd dvbpdrovg ocapui

Cdor B€ wavrd Oedv  wvedpary .



2. The Particle ydp:

Here the common illative senee ofyo";p prevails.  In the
immediately preceding verse the Apostle ﬁas Just made the amazing
statement that Christ i1s ready and prepared to Jjudge both the liv-
ing and the deed, and now he presents his grounds for such a state-
ment, "for, Vép , the living have heard the gospel preached unto
them and so, too, have the deed) Thus St. Peter siwws the moral
possibility end the justice of Christ's universal judgment, both up~

on the living and the desd. Plumptre summarizes this point as

follows:1

"The thought that Christ was ready to judge the great com-
pany of the dead, as well as those who were living when the Gospel
was preached by his messengers, leads the Apostle back to the truth
which had been partially uttered when he had spoken of the work of
Christ in preaching to 'the spirits in prison'. The guestion might
be asked, How were the dead to be judged by their acceptence or re-
Jection of the Gospél when they had passed away without any oppor-
tunity of hearing it? He finds the answer in the fact that to them
also the Gospel-megsage had been brought. Those who were dis-
obedient in the days of Noah are now geen by him as representatives
of mankind at large.”

With less interpretive material and more exegetical basis
Alford® and Huther3 substantiate Plumptre's reasonings. Huther
especielly notes ths.t,4

, _ "this verse .... is meant, as the yap following upon
€1¢ TOLTO shows, to give the ground or the explanation of a
statement going before, The question is: Which statement is it?
The sound of the words serves to suggest that in vsnpofg we have
a resumption of the veExpoOULGg immediately preceding, and that

¢« o & s o »

1. Plumptre: General Epistles of St. Peter and St. Jude, pp. 141-142,
2, Alford: op. cit, p. 373.

5+ Buther: op. cit. pp. 313-314.

4, Ivid.
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what is said in this verse is to be regarded as the ground of the
thought thaet the judgment will be pronounced, not only upon the liv-
ing, but upon the dead also, This zassumpbtion seems to be cor-
roborated by the xa{ before vexpoig "

And Steiger concludes:l

"S30 the verse has in it a perfect arrangement, and a close
connection with the preceding context, and serves, at the same time,
4f we connect it with 3:19, for an exact fulfillment of the declar-
ation mede there."
3,  wvexpoig ¢

We must now discover who the objects of +this preaching
were: Who is meant by the term  VEXPO1G and how large is the
scope of "the dead"; %o what group, or groups does it refer?

| Obviously the wveExpoig of verse 6 will have the same

sense and range ag the vexpoég of verse 5, since the Apostle
would scarcely have used the same word to convey two different ideas;
especially since, as we have seen above, these two sentences are so
closely conngcted in thought and grammatical expression. @hat then
is the extent or range of the wvexpo¥c in verse 57 The anti-
thetical phrase xpivar Cdvrag xai  venpode of this
verse shows clearly the use of vyexpotc , for Ldvrag thrown
over in antithesis sgainst vexupovdg shows that the "dead" here
denotes the dead generally, the whole realm of those who are dead.
Thus the  VEXPOIC of verse 6 will be given the same general
meaning as the preceding vexpodc” , i.e., "that of dead men

s o & 2 e

l. Steigers op, cit. pe 257,



generally, literally and simply so called: men who have died and are
in their graves."l The enarthrous use of both nouns supports this
universal view of the substantives, for the anarthrous use places

the stress upon ~ the gualitative asgpect of the noun rather than its

mere identity,z hence the statement in both cases is & general one, .

applying to classes. Huther supports this view with bis nm;e:5

"If all arbitrariness is to be avoided, then wvexpot
must here be taken in the same wide sense as VENPOUVG in verse 5.
Any limitetion of the general idea is without justification,~- in-
dicated, as such is, neither by the want of the article befo
\;e%po{'g s hor by the circumstancavtha.t the slanderers ea.:r%.eJ the
subject in verse 5."

And for his stetement on the anarthrous use of vexpoic
he adds the following footnote:®

"Tthe phrases fve{piv, éyeipecPar, dvaorfvay
dun VENHPAY (see Winer, p. 117 ~ E.P. 153--), g0 to prove that
the expression vgupo{ when applied to0 all dead, has not neceg-
sarily the article prefixed to it. Elsewhere, too, vexpo{ hasg
no article: cf, Luke 16:30; Acta 10:42; Romans 14:9."

Of this we are assured, the time of the preaching was in
the past { ednyyeN{obn  being aorist), and those to whom it
was preached are physically dead. But the question of the condi-
tions and situation of the time of the preaching remains. Was
this Gospel preached to the dead when they were dead, or was it
. preached to those who were once living and are now dead? The
answer to this question is found in the universal interpretation of

VEX poi'g . Since its application is as wide as the preceding

e s = o+ »

1. Alford: op. cit. p, 373.

Z+ Dens and Mantey: op. cit, p. 149,
3. Hubher: OP. Citg D. 314.

4, Ibid.
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vewqaoég it cannot be confined to any smaller group of blas-

phemers and persecutors of the Christians who should have died before
the judgment, nor merely to such blasphemed Christians as shall have
then died.l Agein, if the preached Gospel is limited to those who
once heard it but since have died, both Christian end pagan, the read-
ing would have to supply a yOvy - "preached to those now dead."
This same objection is found in the interpretation of 3:19 which con-
giders it a ministry to spirits who at the time of the ministry were
living (i.e., in a bu@an body) but are now dead; dbut the Apostle does
not supply nor imply the vdy 2

We conclude, therefore, that vexpoic represents the
larger group of "spirits in prison", to whom the gospel was preached,
thus paralleling and broadening 3:19, where the Gospel was preached
to at least a limited group, who because of the thoroughnesé of their
sin, may be interpreted as typical cases who periched in the "great
typical judgment of the ancient world."3

It is well to recognize here, however, certain grave objec~
tions which present themselves to this view. Salmond lists them as#’

"It misses the definite statement of the time of the preach-
ing. It treats the historical tense *'was preached! as if it meant
'is preached' or 'shall be preached!. = It translates a gospel
ministry which is distinctly declared to belong to the past into a
present act or continuous process, It assumes that the dead who are
nemed must here mean all the dead, and that what is given &s the state-

ment of a fact belonging to the past is the siatement of & general
brinciple.” .

¢ & ¢ v o @

l. Alford: op., cit. p. 373.

&. Alford: op. cit. pp. 366, 377.

3. Chase: Peter, Ist Bpistle of; Hasting Dictionary of Bible, p. 795ff.
4. salmond: op. cit. pp. 486-487.



And Salmond further objects that Peter does not deal with
remote general cases, as the universal idea of VvEXpPoig would
imply, but centers his attention on a practical case where the Gos-
pel was known and the Christian people were suffering for their
faith, And finally, he asks, how does such a ministry, whether
punctiliar or continuous, stimulate these suffering Christians to
the Christ-mindedness to which they are exhorted in 4:1%
4+ The Purpose Clauses;

These objections (as registered by Selmond above, (page
53) are met partially by the fact that the emphasis in 3319 rests
distinctly upon the person of the one who preaches rather than wp-
on the detailed account of his ministry, and partially by thg goal
of his preaching, which is shown in the two purpose clauses of 4:6.
The end of the preaching, though left unstated in 3:19, is clearly
specified in 4:6, iva  up1bdor  pev xard c’twepaﬁxoug
capui, (dor ¢  ward Oedv wvedpara. The pggf}
Posive Yva states thet for this reason was the Gospel preached
to the dead, "that they might be judged according to men in the
flesh, but live according to God in the spirit." Sa.lmond,l Fron-
maller,? and Alfora® sgree that the first clause, in the light of
the differentisting pév ¢ and the shift in tenses from the
sorist xp1Bdot  to the present Udot shows clearly thet the
first clause is subordinate to the second. Thus the purpose of the
preaching is revealed as not that the dead shall be judged, but

that though judged they yet might live. Alford cites as a fine

*» & & o 9

1, Salmond: op. cit. p. 482,
2, Fronmuller: op. cit, p. 74.
3. Alford: op . citg P 374.



éxample of this subordination of one clause t0 another, Romans 8:10,

o~

¢ -~ : ‘ :

e1 d& Xpiordc v vpuiv , 18 pEv  d@pa  veupdy
. t . . .

d1d  dpapriovy 76 B  mveduo Lo  d1d  dixatoodvnv.

Alford clarifies the use of these clauses in his discus-

gion and summary as followa:l

"For this end was the Gospel preached even to the dead, -
that they might - not indeed escape the universal judgment on humen
sin, which is physical death, - but that they might be judged
(aorist: be in the state of the completed sentence on gin, which is
death after the flesh) a.ccordlng to {2s) man regards the flesh {this
firast clause followlng fva being the subordinate one, of the gtate
~ which the surnf eNt cbn left remaining) but not (withsta.nding)

might live (presento of & state to continue) according to God (a
life with God, and divine) as regards the spirit: so that the rela-
tion of these two cleuses with Wév and 0¢ is precisely as in
Rom, viii:10, where the former clause in the apodosis is not the
consequence of the protasig, bub an abiding fact, seeming to mili-
tate against, but really not hindering that consequence.  And this
interpretetion I adopt, believing it to be the only one which satis-
fies the philological conditions of the sentence; which justifies
the Yap as accounting for the %pivat vewpo'ot; : the %a{ as
taking up, and bringing into prominence and climex the venpozq :
the wvexpoic as used in precisely the same sense as in the 1as’c
verse, and contemporery with the verd which governs it; the g

yehioOn as grounded on previously announced fact, ch. 3:1
the aim and end introduced by the Tva R which on thie and on nc
other rendering receives meaning and perspicuity."

Thus we conclude that though the interpreters of this
passage, in their theological systems, may have strained the force:
of the verbd, the exegeticel and grammatical construction continue
tb gustain the estimate that the Gospel was preached to those who
were dead, the time of the preaching being after their death; the
object of the preaching, being that though judged according to men
in the flesh, they might be éii,ve according to God in the spirit,
thus more than justifying the statement that Christ was ready to

judge both the living and the dead.

1. Alford: op. cit. p. 374.
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CHAPTER III

A CRITICAL APPRAISAL OF
THE LEADING INTERPRETATIONS

A+ Method of Procedure:

It now remains for usg, in the light of the preceding exe-
getical examingtion of these passeges, to present a critical ap-
praisal of exegetical opinions offered at the beginning of this study.
The plen of procedure of this critical investigation follows closely
the order as given in the preliminary survey (page 4). One ex-
capfion, however, is made; for the sake of clarity, the two leading
interpretations of this passage, nemely, the one that views the pas-
sage as presenting & ministry of Christ thru his mediator, Noah, and
the other, that viewa it as presehting an authentic account of an
immedisate mihistry of Christ Himself %o the “gpirits in prison®, will
be reserved for a more complete study at the end of the examination
of the current and historical interpretations. Here, these two con-
flicting interpretations aré thrown over sgainst each other in a con-
trast. Both the factors which lend strength to these views and those
elements of weakness which are in each will thus be clearly seen in
antithesis. From this critical reviev we will then be prepared to
offer a conclusion as to which interpretation of I Peter 3:18-22 and
4:6 is most in accord with the contextual relationships end with the
best exsgesis of the passages. From this conclusion we may then
see what light ias shed by the Petrine passages on the "Descensus Ad

Inferos."
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B. That Christ Preached Mediately.

In the Preliminary Survey of the Current and Historical
Interpretations of this passage (see page 4) the various views werek
classified under three major heads, suggested by the survey of
Steigerl and Mombert.z In the first group in this survey were seen
t0 be those commentators and theologians who hold that these passages
present Christ as preaching mediately, that is through the form and
person of another. And this group wag found to be divided into two
smaller groups. ~ The first composed of those who hold that the pas-
sages present Christ as preaching mediately thru Nosh, i.e., that
"Christ preached in and thru Nozh to the men of Noah's time. The
*gpirite in prison', 'the dead', to whom he preached are now dead,
yub were living when he preached to them,"3 The other group view-
ed.. the passage as presenting the ministry of Christ thru the medisa
of his spostles. The Nozh interpretation, because of ite importance
and its weglth of material, is reserved for a fuller treatment, where-
in it will be compared directly with the immediacy view of Christ's
ministry (found on page62). We now turn %o an examination of the
view that Christ preached thru the media of His apostles,

To the theory that Christ preached mediately thru the
epostles certain grave objections present themselves. This view
requires that both  gulaxf a,nd ftveduaoty be interpreted meta-
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1. Steiger: op. cit. pp. 203-260.
R+ Mombert: op. cit. p. 69.
3« Stevens:s op. cit. p. 304.



phorically, rendering it as those who are in "the prison of the
body“l or in "the prison of gin".? But our éxegetica.l study has
shown cleerly that the literal sense of both of these words is re-
quired (for  gvlaxf] see page 34 and for wvedpactv , Page
. 21). In this view #oré"is explained in the senee that thoss
to whom Christ preached heve now ceased to be unbelievera",s bub
this obviously straing the sense and the position of the temporal
particle, for we have seen from our sbtudy that the force of the
xworé here is, with the participle dxetffcao: , to introduce
a secondafy and dependent clause which modifies and describes the
"gpirits" of the preceding verse, end that while #ové shows the
time of their disobedience in general, Ore marks distinctively
the time intended by the #07é °~, Again, this view mekes the
vehicle of the preaching the Holy Spirit, since if must be in the
power of the Holy Spirit if the preaching 1s done by the apostles
(Acts 2, 4, 5, etc.), whereas grammatically and exegetically the
preaching is performed only in His sgpiritusl nature, see psge 21.
And finelly there is the grave objection to this view, in that it
disregards the natural sequence of time order in verses 18-22 and
places such preaching before the ascension and exaltation, which
neither exegesis nor apostolic history support. Christ preached
by His apostles not dwing His bodily death, verse 18, but after
His exaltation, verse 22.4

s * & o & @

1. Grotius: cited by Mombert, p. 69.
2+ Socinus: cited by Mombert, v. 69.
3. Hengler: cited by Mombert, p. 69.
4. Steigers op. cit., pp. 203~260.



C. That Christ Preached Immediately:

The second major group of commentators on these passages
reteging the tradition of the ancient church that Christ 13‘ portrayed
ag preaching immediately in the realms of the dead., They view these
passages as presenting Christ Himself as preaching, personally, to
"the spirits in prison. There are three veriations in interpreta-
tion of this main group: there are those (see following discussion)
who hold that Christ's ministry was confined to the righteous; thoée
(Athanasius, Ambroae; Erasmus,l Ce.lvinz) who congider the passages
a8 presenting His ministry both to the rightecus and to the evil; and
‘fina.lly those (see discussion, page 60) who hold that Christ's minis-
try was confined strictly to the evil.

For convenience and clarity the discussion as to the valid-
ity of the view of the immediateness of Christ's ministry will be
reserved for a later examination, when it shali be cqntrasted direct=-
ly with the view of Christ's ministry thru the mediacy of Nosh, see
page 62. For the present we will assume ite validity and examine

its minor divisions.

1, That Christ's ministry was confined to the righteous.

The view thet Christ's ministry was confined o the
righteous solely, was held by many of the early church Fathers and
Reformed theologians, Mofnbert offers a particularly fine sumaeary

here, as follows: 3
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1, Athanasius, Ambrose, Erasmus: cited by Mombert, p. 71.‘
2¢ Calvin: Institutes, Vol.II, pp. 57=-60.
3. Mombert: op. cit., p. 70..



"Irenseus (Iv.27,2; V.81,1), taught that Christ announced
to the pious (the patriarchs and others) the redemption He had pur-
chased, in order to bring them into the heavenly kingdom, (cf. Jus-
tin Martyr Dial. c. Tryph. p. 298). This is substantially the
view of Tertullian (de Anima. 7,55), Hippolytus (de Antichr. c26),
Isidorus (sent. I. 16, 15), Gregory the Great and the Greek Church,
Petr. Mogilae, Con. Eccl. Gr. Orth. I 49, etc.; John of Damascus,

(de Orth. Fide 1I1.26), the schoolmen (Anselm, Albertus, Thom.
Aquinasg.) Zwingli and Calvin, Zwingli (Fidei Chr. Expos. art. de

Chr. VII) says: 'it is to be believed that He (Christ) departed from
among men t0 be numbered with the inferi, and that the virtue of His
redemption reached also to them, which 8t. Peter intimetes, when he
says that to the dead, i.e., to those in the nether world, who, after
the example of Noah, from the commencement of the world have believed
upon God, while the wicked despised His admonitions, the gospel was
preached.t" '

The main objections to the view that Christ preached only
to the righteous the redemption He had purchased for them and so
ushered them into the heavenly kingdom are: the text nowhere mentions
the good, but rather refers explicitly to the disobedient; the
language of the text says nothing of the repentance of the con-~
temporaries of NHosh and the text (in verse 19) demands that the men
of this period be the object of the preaching; and finally the liter-
al sense of oQuUAaxf] as & penal institution, a place of confine-

ment for those who have offended, does not permit this view.

2, That Christ's ministry was both to the righteous and to the evil:
To the view that Christ preached both to the good and to
the evil, the same objections as those noted above present themselves,
gince this double préaching would still require a mention of the good
and & metaphorical or modified interpretation of @ukauﬁ , neither

of which, as we have seen, are warranted.

8. Thet Christ's ministry wae to the evil:



We come now to the view that Christ preached in the realms
of the deesd to the wioked,‘ fhis view has been given two inter-
pretations, namely, on the one hand, that Christ preached condemna-
tion to these imprisoned spirits; and on the other, that He preached
the Gospel to the dead. To the former, that He preached condemna-
tion, the following objections present themselves: the fact that
gxﬁgn;gev in verse 19 was seen to be used uniformly to denote
the preaching of the Gospel, and is paralleled by the &£¥nyvyel{oOn
in 4:6; the clear reasoning that not only is such damnatory preach-
ing unnecessary, but that it is incongruous with the character and
ministry of Christ; that the purpose of the preaching as seen in 436
forbids any conception of condemnation, since it is "that they might
live according to God in the spirit™, and finally, that the context

does not lend itself t0 such a view, If the purpose of this section

1svta urge & Christ-like spirit towards suffering, "it would", as
Salmond penetratingly remarks, "surely be the strangest way of making
it good, to refer the readers to Christ's own example in visiting the
Widerworld in the character of Victor, with the express object of tri-
umph or judgment.“l |

There rémains in this section, then, only that interpretation
which considers the passages g8 proclaiming that Christ preached im-
mediately to the wicked, disobedient gpirits in prison. We reserve
the discussion of this view that it may be more clearly seen in coﬁ-

trast with the view of His ministry of mediation thru KFoah, see page 62,

D. The Emendation Hypothesis;

From our study of the Emendation Hypothesis, page 26, cer-

l. Balmond: op. Cit. p. 468,
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tein very definiﬁe objections present themselves. They are swmed
up a8 follows: there is no known manuscriptal evidenée for this in-
sertion of ENOX ; the word éuﬁpugm pemita'only the Gospel of
grace to be preached, and the traditional ministry of Enoch demands a
condemnsatory preaching (see page 28); it cannot be in the Holy Spirit
in which Enoch went, as this interpretation requires, but in the
spiritval nature, for the antithetical use of xvsép,a-rz in the
preceding verse demeands thig interpretation; the logiéal time order
of the passage argues strongly ageinst the injection here of a new
character, uimentioned elsewhere in the entire Epistle; the terms of
the passege do not lend themselves {0 such a case as that of the
fallen angels or that of the Nephilim or giants, which this interpre-

1 and finally, the context demands that the subject

tation involves;
of @ufipvEey be the same as the subject of the attendant verbs

and verbals, nemely, Christ.

E. Comperison of Medilacy and the Immediacy Views of Christ's Ministry.
Thus we arse left finslly with the twb contrasted views: the
one, that Christ preached mediately thru Noah to Noah's contemporaries,
who having once been disobedient are now in prison; the other, that
Christ preached immediately in a spiritusl form to spiritual beings
who at the time of the preaching were in the realms of the dead. In
the light of the foregoing exegetical study, the following contrast
is largely a matter of listing the reasons for and against these sepa-

» . * . . .

1, Ibid: p. 477.



rate views. From this contrast and critical comparison we may éxpect
to draw a conclusion, bearing in mind always, the fact recognized at
the opening of the study, that any conclusion reached must be tenta-
tive and relative, in that it is based not so much on which view
golves the problem best, as, rather, on which view leaves the lesst

number of objections unanswered,

1. That Christ preached mediately thru Nosh.

The conception that this passage presents Christ as preach-
ing mediately thru Noah, "refers the scene of the preaching to the
earth instead of Hades, and the time of the preaching to Noahts day
instead of the period between Christ's death and resurrection. It
takes the preacher to have been Christ Himself in His pre-incarnste
activity, and the preaching to have been in the form of the Divine
warnings of tr;e time, the :;specta,cle of the building of the ark, and
the verious tokens of God's longsuffering."l Mo this view the fol-
lowing recommendations lend themselves; It retains the natural sense
of the leading terms: odpE, evedpa,  Lwowoindeic, SxdpvEev,
and  ouAani O gives the same subject thruout the whole pas~
gage, i.e., Christ as the subject put to death, Christ as the subject
quickened, Christ as the subject preaching, and Christ as the subject
exalted,9 It accounts for the definite statement of the time of the
disobedience.i It starts with a definite, recOghized historical fact,

that of Noah and the flood, and all the historical references in the

e 2 & ¥ o O

1, Salmond: op, cit, p. 474.
2. Ibid: p. 475.
3. Salmond: op. cit., p. 475.



pagsage are adapbed to carry' the mind backkto the "deys of Nosh" as
the time which is in the Apostlets mind, e.g. "the “_longsuffering of
God", the "building of the ark", the “saving of a few",! tmms pro-
viding sufficient reason for the details given in the closing verses
of the passage. It relates to Petert's own writing cancerning the
sctivity of the prophets (I Peter 1:11). ™Ihe phrases 'in the
flesh' and 'in the spiritf ‘( o‘ccpxt',’> A xveép,aﬂ ) most naturally
designate the two aspects of Christ's being (cf. Romans 1:3,4), and
thus the latter pointe, not to a pbst mortem activity of Christ, buf
gimply to His activity in a spiritusl form of existence (cf. 1:11)".%
It ig closely connected with the context showing the graciousness ‘and
longsuffering of Christ both in His own human life and in history,
thru His servant and mediator, Noah." And concerning the relation-
ship of this view to the second passage, 4:6, Stevens in his analysis
of the considerations in favor of thé mediacy interpretation summa-
rizea their view as fcllrms,:5

"In the second passage Peter is speaking of the coming of
Christ to Jjudgment. He transports himself in thought to the time of
his parousia, and speaks of 'living and dead' from the standpoint of
that future time. The dead to whom Christ will have preached are
no# living, but will be dead at the second advent.”

On the other hand, to this view that Christ preached
mediately through Noah the following objections present themselves; The
subject of the whole passage, while admittedly Christ, is Christ asg

* o & ¢ s &

1. Salmond: op. cit. p. 463; as cited by Stevens op. cit., p. 305,
2. Stevens: op. cit. 305,
3. Ibid.



God-man not as the Logos, 1.e., in His pre-incarnate state, and the
means by which He preached is not the Holy Spirit, the third person
of the Godhead, but the spirit of Christ or Christ in His spiritual
neture. The object of the preaching, xvedpaciv , designates
not living men but deparied épirits, spirits who at one time had
possesged corporeal bodies, but who at death had laid them aside and
entered into the incorporesl state. The introduction of Noah's
ministry at this point would upset the logical and chronological or-
der of the passage since it has been seen that éx€0avev,
Bovarwleic, Lwomoinbe{c, and wopevdeic énfpvfey , set
forth historical events in chronological order., This view does not
give the pvroper force and place t0 the temporal perticles #o07¢ and
Sre . ~ Topevbeig is not & pleonasm, as this interpreta-
tion would consider it, but must be taken 1ifera.11y. The 701G
gv  guhaxi #vedpaciv describes the local conditions of
the "spirits" at the time when the preaching took place and cannot
be considered to mean the spirits "now" in prison, for the wvOUwv
is not supplied nor implied in the context. No mention is made'
here to the fact that Noah presched to his contemporaries. The em-
phasis of the passege must a2lways be considered to be uwpon Christ,
upon the One who preached, not upon His objects or their attendant
circumstences, nor vpon the means of His preaching. And finally,
it does not make full recognition of the meaning of 4:6, especizally
neglecting the purpose of this ministry, l.e., "that having been
Jjudged according to men in the flesh they might live according to

God in the spirit".



2. That Christ preached immediately in the realms of the dead.

To the view of the immediacy of Christ's ministry to the
wicked or disobedient spirits who were in prison'these congsiderations
lend themselves: The close connection of the relative clause of verse
19 with its antecedent mvedpart , in verse 18. The one con-
gistent interpretation of ﬁvs{')p.a thruout the passege. Stevens
summerizes this point as follows:l

"He was quickened and went 'in the spirit' and preached 'to
the spirits'. The correlastion of Oavorwbeig (*put to death' -
which can only refer to His crucifixion) and Cwoxorndeic
{*quickened') requires that the latter should refer to some experi-
ence which is the counterpart of His crucifixion. It wag in connec-

~%ion with that experience in & spiritual state that He went and preach-
ed to spirits".

" The litersl sense of a‘ropsueefg is hereby reteined
thruout the passage, for it is natural to give the wmopevbeig
before éxﬂpviev in verse 19 {he went and preached) the seme
gense a&s in verse 22 (having gone into heaven}. The use of the
temporel particles xové and Ore 3 we again quote :: Stevens!
summary here:2

"The advent‘ nové , (taforetime') stends with dre10foa6n
. {*disobedient') and not with €xf\pvEEv (*preached'). The state-
ment ie made that Christ preached to those who were formerly dis-
obeyed, not that he formerly or once preached to the disobedient. If
the writer was thinking of a vicarious preaching through Noah, he
might easily have made it apparent by writing storé with enfpvev,n

The same subject, Christ, is kept thruout the passage and
the force of the passage is shown t0 rest upon Him, The nstural
chronological order of the passage is retained in this view, He
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1. Stevens: op. cit. p. 306.
2. Ibid.



suffered, died, was quickened, went and preached, was resurrected,
ascended, and was exalted. The time of the preaching is thus kept

in its given order, between the death and the resurrection., "It is
natural to take the aorists Bavarwdeig, Lwowoinbeiq, xopevbeic,
and éxﬁ;ﬂa&ev a8 denoting a series of succesgive acts. It is,

in the highest degree, unnatural to suppose that at 2&00ﬁozqes{gf

or rwopevbet g’ the thought springs suddenly back into ante-
ailuvien times."  In this interpretation ouvhaxi  1s both its
required literal sense - a prison,-a place of confinement, and its ac-
gquired meaning Sheol or Hades {cf. II Peter 2:4 and Revelation 20:7,
see Barnes' note, page 35). This interpretation also gives the cus~
tomary New Testament usage to the verd ’g%ﬁpugg\“ interpreting it

40 be a preaching of grace, & preaching of the gospel, and mekes as
ite subject not the pre-incarnate Christ but the God-man. Again, v
the best exegeticsl and grammaticel interpretation of the parasllel
passage (4:6) lends itself to the support of this view, that Christ
preached immediately to the "gpirits in prison", see page 48. 'Ana’Wf
finally this interpretation agrees with the main thought of the sec-
tion, in thet it continues to show the blessedness of suffering and
enhances the value of Christ~like endurance of wrongs, by its view
thaf not only were we brought to God thru Christ's sufferings, but
that also, the even greatber blessedness of preaching to the "gpirits
in prison" and ﬁringing them to that 1life which is "according to God

in the spirit"; is therein afforded. And further this view shows

a & « s s
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that not even death destroys the essential nature of Christ, but as
His mission on earth was to bring men to God, so that same inherent
nature continued on thru death, sounding even the lowest depths that

ell men might hear the "good news", Beyschlag notes in relation

o this ides the followingst

"From all the obscurities of this remarkable ubtterance the
bright thought stands out that the mercy of God revealed in Christ
end Christ's death is not limited to the world of the living, but
reaches beyond it into the quiet of the other world of the departed,
and is made manifest in it by Christ Himself."

And then as & final reward for His suffering and ministry
Christ is portrayed ag resurrected and exalted “at God's right hand,
with angels, hierarchies, and powers made subject unto Him.

From & purely theological standpoint, yet another strong
resson for the acceptance of the immediscy of Christ's ministry is
advanced, nemely, that in this view recognized "masters in con-

structive theology recognize the decislive witness to the universality

of Christ's significance."2 Dorner noting in thie connectiong3

"And & further consequence is, that the Descent into Hades
expresses the universality of Christ's significance, even in respect
to former generations and the entire kingdom of the dead. The dis-
tinction between earlier and later generstions, between the time of
ignorance and the time when He is known, is done away by Christ. No
physicel power is a limit 4o Him. The fubure world, like the present,
is the scene of His activity. Combining these fartherest extremes
in His person, He constitutes Himself the center transcending all
physical 1limits, *'in presence of which all distinctions of time and
space vanish, one distinction alone having significance - thet between
faith and unbelief.'"

And in enswer to0 men like Strauss;4 who, looking to the fact

s ¥ 0o ¢ ¥ n

l. Beyschlag: New Testement Theology, Vol. I, p. 418.

2. Salmond: op. cit. p. 470.

3. Dorner: System of Christian Doctrine, Vol. IV., p. 131.

4, Strauss: Dogmatik, Vol. I, pp. 264-271, II,p. 148.
(cited by Dorner: 131 and Salmond: 470.)



thet multitudes have passed away, and do still pass away, from the
earth without having known or heard of Christ, have argued that,
thus lacking the note of wniversality, the Christian revelation can-
not be necessary to salvation,l Dorner again notes the value of this
interpretation:z
Miodern theology hes eagerly welcomed this article, and

that because it removes both the difficulties mentioned (Strauss?

objections); for it testifies, that even those not laid hold of by

Christ's historic menifestation in their earthly life, still must

and may be brought into relation to Him, in order to be able t0 ac-

cept or reject Him. And thus the universal reference of Christian-

ity to humsnity, and the absoluteness of the Christian religion, are

ratified."

But again, t0 this view that Christ preached immediately

in the realms of the dead, to those "spirits in prisoan", certain ob-

jections present themeelves. It is objected that thies view repre-

sents the subject as the disembodied Christ, whereas in Peter's state-

ment that subject who preaches is Christ in a particular férm~of life

and activity.” It fails o explain why the details of the building

of the ark, the Divine long suffering, and the salvation of eight

souls are introduced as they are. This view gives no adequate ac-

count of the use of only the men of Noesh's dey. Again it is object~

ed that the historicel sense "wad'preached is forced into ™is" or
‘"shall be"preached. It is further held to be difficult to relate

this view to the rest'of the passage. The question is asked, what

encouragement to & life of godliness and patience under injury can

- * L » . L
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3. Salmond: op. cit. pp. 471472,



1ie in the statement that the disobedient children of the deluge,

or men of kindred perversity, have the gospel proclaimed to them in
Hedes?t And finally there is presented the very strong objection
that this idea of a preaching in Hades is not elsewhere supported
by any definite scriptural proof and that where this view has been
adopted it has been largely dissipated into theological extremities,
such a8 the doctrines of Purgaitory and Second Profation. Hodge
writes penetratingly on this point:z

"Another objection to the interpretation above mentioned
is, that it makes the passage teach & doctrine contrary to the anal-
ogy of faith. Whenever Christ is spoken of preaching, in all cases
in which the verb xnp¥dccetiv is used, it refers to making proclama-
tion of the gospel. If, therefore, this passage teaches that Christ,
after his deeth and before his resurrection, preached to spirits in
prison, it teaches that he preached the gospel t0 them, But accord-
ing to the faith of the whole Church, Latin, lutheran, asnd Reformed,
the offer of salvation through the gospel is confined t0 the present
life, It is certainly a strong objection to an interpretation of
any one passage that 1t mékes it teach a doctrine nowhere else taught
in the Word of God, and which is contrary to the teachings of that
Word, as understood by the universal Church®,

& o & & 8@
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CONCLUSICN

In the light of the preceding examination of the setting
of I Peter 3:18~22, and in view of the foregoing exegetical stvdy of
the passages themselves, with the additionsl light shed by the criti-
cal comparison of the various interpretations offered concerning them,
we therefore proceed to draw a tentative conclusion concerning these
Petrine passages and their relationship to the "Descensus Ad Inferos™.
While recognizing that any such concluslon must be relative and open
to emendment, and while acknowledging the possibility of the "Medi-
ating Ministry of Christ", and while conceding the validity of some
of the objections registered above, yet, in the light of the fore-~
going examination, we conclude that the view which is in accord with
the best exegetical and grammatical study of the passage, and which
is in the greetest sympathy with the passage as a whole, is thet view
which holds that "Christ also hath once suffered for sins, the just
for the unjust, thet He might bring uws to dod, being put to death in
the flesh, bubt quickened in the spirit, in which spirit He ~ Christ,
Himself, in His spiritual state -~ also went and preached to the
gpirits in prison". We are in full sccord with and adopt as our
own the conclusion of Sheldon regarding these disputed passages:l

"The natural sense ... of the singular Petrine sentences is
that which the early Church imputed to them, The collocation of the
clauvges in chapter 1ii points distinctly to the preaching of the
crucified Christ and to His preaching among the dead. He was put to
death in the flesh. He was quickened in the spirit. In the spiris,
that iz, His pneumatic nature, still living and active, He went and
preached. He preached not 0 men in the flesh but to spirits, dis-

1, Sheldon: New Testement Theology, pp. 298-299,



embodied souls in Hades. He preached, not to those still in the
course of their sins upon earth, but to those who had transgressed
eforetime. Moreover, according to the intimation of iv. 6, He
preached to them not an 0ld Testament message, but the message in-
troduced by His own ministry upon earth, the gospel message. Thus,
there are too many items, coherent and pointing in one direction,
to0 admit of any other conclusion than that the writer meaant to
teach that Christ preached t0 men in the region of the dead. As
the description of this transaction falls between a reference to the
death of Christ and the mention of His resurrection, it seems prob-
able that the mission to the dead was located by the writer between
the crucifixion and the resurrection.

John of Damascus offers a very beautiful interpretation
of this passege, a8 follows:1

"His glorified soul descends into Hades in order that
like a8 the sun of righbeousness did rise t0 men on earth, so in
like manner He might shine on those who, under the earth, sit in
darkness and in the shadow of death; in order that as He did pub-
lish peace to men on earth, gave deliverance to the captives and
gight to the blind, and became the cause of eternal salvation of
believers, while He convicted the disobedient of unbelief; so0 in
like manner He might deal with the inhabitants of Hades, so that
every knee should bow of those who are in heaven, on earth, and
under the earth, and that having thus loosed the chains of thoge
long confined prisoners, He might return again from the dead and
prepare to us the Way of Resurrection".

In view of the various extremities of theological import
t0 which these passages have been forced, it mey be well to add, as
a part of the conclusion to this study, the wise caution given by
Erdman, who, having arrived at the same estimate of the passages,
nemely, that they reveal an immediate ministry of Christ in the
reelm of the dead, warns,2

"These words do not prove the existence of purgatory, or
countenance the abuses comnected with the belief in purgatorial
sufferings, nor do they support the theory of a *second chance' for
all who die in impenitence. Nor yet do they give ground for be-
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1. John of Damascus: Exposition of the Orthodox Faith, Ch. XXIX.
2. Erdman: op. cit. P. 75.



lieving that &1l men will be saved whatever their earthly lives have
been. The teachings about purgatory, 'second probation', and uni-
versal salvation are not sanctioned by scripture; these are mere un-
warranted inferences from stabements which are full of mystery. Here
it is not safe %o go beyond what is written. The reference to the
*gpirits in prison' is but a parenthesis, an illustration. The main
teaching of the passage is perfectly simple and plain. The purpose
of the writer was not {0 awaken vague speculation dbut to give practi-
cal encouragement",

We, therefore, finally, conclude that in relation to the
Epistle &8 a whole, this passage, 3318-22, shows the blessedness of
suffering for well-doing thru the perfect, historical example of
Jesug Christ Himself. We further conclude that the passage itself
is an integrel part of the epistle, the references to the flood and
the baptism being a parenthesis or an illustration. We also con-
clude that it is definitely related to and illuminative of the
"Descensus Ad Inferos", since it literally records an actual minigtry
of Christ Himself in His spiritual state to disobedient spiritusl be-
ings in the realms of death., And, finally, we conclude that 4;6 is
closely related to 3:18~20 and bears the same relation to the Descen-
sus, in that it is an enlargement of the truth stated in 3;18-20,
For whereas the first passage limits Chrigt's ministry to a few typi~
cel spirits, the second passage, while restating the fact of the
ministry,émdng the dead, gnlargaskthé fieid t0 universal proportions,

inecluding all the dead. Thus ths Petrine passeges are seen to sup~

port fully the article of the creed "He descended into Hades".
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