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Introduction to 2nd Corinthians 

 
 
 

Attestation and Authorship 
 
 

External Evidence: 

 
 “Polycarp (69?-?155) quotes 4:14 in his Epistle to the Philippians (ch ii) and 8:21 
(ibid., ch. iv). The letter to  Diogetus (die-OJ-uh-tus - died 2nd century) uses language 
resembling that of 6:8-10 (ch. v). Athenagoras (ath-uh-NAG-o-ras - died 2nd century) 
seems to allude to 5:10 in The Resurrection of  the Dead (ch. sviii) and Theophilus of 
Antioch  (died c. 180) to 1:21. Turtullian (160?-230 AD) cites 11:14 in his Treatise of 
the Soul (ch. lvii) et, passim on other passages. Irenaeus (died  c. 202) frequently quotes 
from this epistle, as 2:15, 16, in Against Heresies (IV. xxviii), etc. The Epistle is 
mentioned in the Muratorian Canon (c. 170) and occupies third place in Marcion’s 
(died c. 2nd century) Apostolicon. It is found in  both the Old Syriac (4th-7th century) 
and the Old Latin (4th century) along with the first Epistle. From the year 175 onward 
the attestation is abundant.”  Theissen, Intro. to NT, pg. 207 
 
 

Internal Evidence: 
 
1:1; 10:1. 
 Vocabulary, tone, incidents related, character of  its teaching.  
 
 

Where Written - Ephesus 
 
 Leaving Ephesus, where he wrote the first letter, he proceeded to Troas. Not 
finding Titus there, he hastened to Macedonia (2:12-13). There Titus met him with a 
report of their response to the first letter and of the conditions in Corinth (7:5ff). So, he 
could not have written it before then. Leaving Macedonia, he went to Corinth ( Ac 20:2-
3; 2Cor. 9:3-5). The only place after Macedonia that he could have written it would have 
been Athens, but there is no evidence of a church there, that he stopped there, or that the 
letter was written from there.  
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 He is boasting to the Macedonians (9:2) about the Corinthians and some of the 
Macedonian brethren may accompany him to Corinth (9:4). So, he is with them (present 
tense, boasting) and he could not say, “if  they come with me” if he had already left 
Macedonia - they either had or had not.  
 
 
 

When Written - Summer or Fall of 57 AD 
 
 His plans were to leave Ephesus by Pentecost of  57 AD (ICo. 16:8), but may 
have had to leave earlier because of the riot (Ac 19:22-23...20:1). He had planned, upon 
leaving Ephesus to go through Macedonia, and then to possibly spend winter of 57-58 
AD in Corinth (ICo. 16:5-6). He did spend three months in Greece (Ac 20:2-3), which 
would accord with the fact that winter months were not open for sailing. As it is written 
from Macedonia (see above) after leaving  Ephesus on his third journey, and before 
spending the winter in Corinth, it was written in the summer or fall of 57 AD. Enough 
time would have had to elapse for Titus to take the first letter and return, and Paul indeed 
expected to meet him in Troas, thus showing enough time had elapsed according to 
Paul’s own reckoning. 
 
 
 

Why Written 
 
 A response to Titus’ report about their reception to the first letter and the situation 
in Corinth. (1:15-16, 23; 2:5-6; 5:12; 7:4ff; 8:10-11; 10:10; 11:4, 7-11; 12:20-13:2). He 
writes (1) to commend them for their reception of his letter ( as a whole), (2) to urge 
them to complete the collection, and (3) to defend himself against the charges being 
made against him. It is a very personal letter, defending his character and ministry against 
those who would undermine his work and teaching in Corinth. It was in fact an attack on 
his apostleship: he was fickle and could not be trusted; that he was boastful, but actually a 
coward in person (two-faced); and that his preaching without remuneration from Corinth 
indicated ulterior motives. 
 
 He anticipates coming to Corinth soon (9:4, 12:14, 13:1-2). If the letter can 
prevent further inroads by the false teachers and accomplish further repentance among 
those who need to, he will not  have to be as severe as he might would upon his arrival 
(3:1; 5:12; 6:14ff; 10:2, 8-11; 12:19-13:3, 10). 
 
 Those endeavoring to undermine Paul in Corinth had come with letters  of 
recommendation (3:1). He said of  his work, i.e. the Corinthians, were his “letters” of 
recommendation. They claimed superiority due to purity of their Judaism (11:18-22; 
see chapt. 3; 5:16. CPR Phil. 3:2). They contemptuously slighted Paul because of his 
speech and appearance, evidently exalting rhetoric (2Cor. 10:10; 11:6; cmpr  ICor. 1-4). 
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They claimed to be equal to Paul and thus the right to call themselves “apostles” (11:5, 
13-15; 12:11-12). They took advantage of their position to receive support from the 
Corinthians and implied Paul’s refusal to do so indicated his lack of faith in his ministry 
or his lack of love for them (2Co 11:7-12, 20-21; 12:13-18). They evidently made 
whatever they could to discredit Paul out of the fact he was not an eyewitness of  Jesus 
as other apostles were ( ICo.9:1ff). Did they claim to especially and exclusively belong 
to Christ, so as to shut out the apostles? (ICo. 1:12; 2:Co. 10:7; 11:23). They used 
whatever methods would accomplish their ends, as the dishonest salesman ( 2:17; 4:2; 
11:13. Cmpr. IThess. 2:3-6). 
 

Supposed visit and letter between 1st and 2nd Corinthians: 

 
 Some assume a visit to Corinth between 1st and 2nd Corinthians, and that Paul 
wrote an epistle which has not been preserved. In doing so, they sever direct connection 
between what is written in 1st Cor. from what is written in 2nd Cor. According to 
Hendriksen in Survey of the Bible, p. 338, the support for this theory is 2:1; 2:3-4 
(“surely that Epistle, i.e., 1stCor, did not originate in any such grief as that of which he 
here speaks” Theissen INT, p. 208; 7:8 (“nor can he well have regretted writing anything 
that is found in that Epistle (1stCor.)” Theissen, ibid. 12; and by some that chapters 10-13 
are a part of  the “lost” epistle. See also 12:14, 21; 13:1,2  (Theissen, Intro. to NT, p. 
208). I see nothing in any of these that demand the supposition and would not fit well 
with the direct connection with 1st Corinthians. 
 
 Thus, 2nd Cor. shows the effect of  the 1st Cor. letter and gives further 
background behind its writing. 
 

Who was Messenger that  carried the  Letter - Titus 
 
 Titus took the first letter (7:4ff), and he agreed and desired to go again (8:16-17, 
23). Moreover, he is called Paul’s “fellow worker among  you” or “for you.” He would 
be the most probable messenger. 
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Outline 

 

To the Penitent majority: 
 
 Chapter 1-7 - Explanation and Commendation 
 

Explanation of  his motives, activity, and office as an apostle. It would 
give the penitent majority an answer for his accusers, 5:12. He 
commended them for their reception of  his first letter. This would 
certainly comfort them ( see 1:3-11) in the midst of the sufferings from the 
Judaziers who  insinuated  Paul was too severe and questioned his 
apostleship. 

 
  Centers around events of  the  past months and some misunderstandings. 
 
 Chapters 8-9 - Exhortation to complete the collection 
 
  Exhortation to accomplish their pledge to contribute to the needy saints in  
  Jerusalem. 
  Focuses on a present problem that must be resolved before he arrives with  
  in the next few months. 
 

To the impenitent minority: 
 
 Chapters 10-13 - Vindication 
 
  Vindication of  himself and reproof of  those who oppose him, with a  
  warning he is coming to face and deal with the disobedient. 
 
   Deals with accusations about the past, present disorders, and anxieties  
  about the near  future when he arrives.  
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Observations 
 
 
 Changes in tone from affection to rebuke, due to the divided nature of the church 
in Corinth (penitent majority vs. impenitent minority). Evidences of this divided 
attitude toward Paul and his letters and work: 1:14; 2:6; 7:5f; vs. 10:6; 12:20-21; 13:1-2. 
 
 Judaistic party, ch. 3, 11:22. Claimed letters of commendation, whereas Paul 
had none, 3:1-2. Claimed to be “ministers of Christ,” 11:23, and even “apostles,” 
11:13. 
 

His opponents suggested:  
 
1. Fickle and insincere in changing his plans, 1:17-18 
2. No letters of commendation, 3:1-2 
3. Insane, 5:13 
4. Cowardice in not coming, 10:1 
5. Tough letters, but weak face to face, 10:10 
6. Poor speech, 11:6 
7. Conscious of inferiority by not taking support, 11:7 
8. Didn’t love the Corinthians, 11:11 
9. Treated the Corinthians shabbily, 12:13 
10. Self-serving, 12:18 
 
A letter of defense for himself and his apostleship for the good of  the church there and 
all posterity. The strongest attack that could be waged against inspired men was 
waged by these Judaizers against Paul. Second Corinthians answers that attack! Paul’s 
ministry is vindicated! (Effect in his 13 NT Letters, and upon all!) 
 
Provides insight into Paul’s heart. 
 

Value 

 
11. Apostleship vindicated 
12. Appreciation of apostolic authority, role, and difficulties 
13. Insight into NT churches and their problems 
14. Value of discipline 
15. Lessons on the Law, giving, purity, etc.  
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Relationship with ICo. 
 
16. ICor. 5- 2Co. 2,7 
17. ICo. 16:1-3 - 2Co 8-9 
18. ICor. 16:5 - 2Co. 1:17-18; 9:1-5 
 
  
 
 
 

 
 
 


