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THE LINGUISTIC PROBLEXN
OF THE PASTORAL EPISTLES

Introduction

The Pastoral Eplstles comprise perhaps the most f;mely
and practical letters in our New Testament canon. They. are
at one and the same tlme valuable for the twentieth cen;1
tury minister in his glorlious task as shepherd of souls,
and vital to the average Christian man -- beset from wlth- 
out with all sort of false doctrine, and beset from within':
with the ever present danger of slipping from "godliness"
into a 1life of gself-seecking and arrog=nt oride.

Yet, even these priceless letters have not escaped
the suspicious eyes of critics. For some time they escaped
the tag of "spurious,* or "forgery," or even "compilation."
Immedlately after their appearance they were recognized
by the Early Church as %ruly Pauline. Therefore, very
early they were admitted with the other ten Paullne Epls-
tles into the New Testament canon,

- It was not until the appearance of the secoad century

heretica.that the critical machinery began to move against
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the Pastoral Eplstles. The first heretic to reject the Pasg-
toral Epistles was Basilidee (ca. 1256 A.D.). A second here-
tic, Marcion (ca. 140) followed Bssilides and omitted the
Pagtorals from his canon.l

Thus the critical machinery was oiled and ready to move
on against the genuineness of the Pastorals. But again for
& period they wéra universally accepted. From the time of
Irenaeus (d. 202) until the beginning of the nineteenth cen-
tury no one, Christian or non-Christian, doubted that the
Pastoral Epistles were genuine letters of Pasul. They were
included in all the manuscripts and all lists of Paullne
Epistles without exception. They were included in the Mu-
ratoriam Canon (170-180), as well as in the Peshito (411-
435). They were peOOgnlzéd by the Apostolic Fathers and
the Apologlsts among the universally accepted Scriptural
Canon.

The scholarly criticiem of the Pagtorals was reserved

for the Bible students of the nineteenth century. The first

1. ¥White, however feels this rejection by the heretics
only serves as a "positive testimony im their favour by the
contemporary Church." Newport J. D. White, "The First and
Second Epistle to Timothy and the Epistle to Titus® (Intro-
duction), in Vol. 4 of The Exposjitor's Greck Testamept, ¥.
Robertson Nicoll, ed., p. 76. Easton contends sgninst the
idea that Marcion ®"rejected”® the Pastorzls. "It is much
more likely that the Pauline canon he knew in hie younger
Gaye at Pontus {ca. 110%?) simply 4id not contain them.
Burton Scott Easton, The Pastorgl Epistles, p. 32. :

2., Tertullian, Clement of Alexandriaz, and Jerome assert
that the heretics' omission of the Pastorals was due to
thelr dislike of the teaching of these letters, aimed di-
rectly sasgalnst jJust such false doetrine as they were pro-
pounding. So also J. J. Van Oosterzee, "The Two Eplstles



to take up the cudgels was J. E, C. Schmidt.3

He denied
the genuineness of 1 Timothy only. Schleiermacher fol-
lowed Schmidt in rejeoting 1 Timothy, feeling that it was
& compilation based oh the other two Eplstles.4 The first
to deny the genuineness of all three letters was Elchhorn.
In 1812 he advanced his theory that the basis of the Pas-
toral Eplstles was derived from Paul, but that the actual
vriting was done by one of his pupils. This view was sus-
tained by De Wettes and Schott.6 Credner also rejlected
all three letters, but ascribed them to a fictitious source.

The most violent attack of this century against the
authenticity of the Pastorals came from the Tﬁblngen
Senool. The harchest eritic of the School was Baur. He
saw the need of proving that our Eplstles had their ori-
gin in a period later than the lifetime of Paul.7

This then was the beglnning of criticism sgainst the

or Paul to Timothy," in vol. 8 of John Peter Lange's A
Commentary on the Holy Secrintures, Philip . Schaff, frans.
and ed., p. 2. It 1s perhaps noteworthy that Heracleon,
a later heretic, seecms to accept at least 2 Timothy by
alluding to 2 Tim, 2:13. &e Yhite, logc. cit.

3. In his Introdugtion, 1804,

4, In his letter to Gass (1807).

5. In his Eipnleitung ip das Neue Testament, 18286.
6. Schott ascribed the actual writing of the Pastorals
to Luke in his Igagoge, 1830.

7. "There is no sufficlent resting-place for the criti-
cal judgment of rejection, so long as we only know that
the epistles cannot be Pauline; everything depends on
proving pnsitlvely that they arose at a later date.” Bauer

cited in Huther, r;t;ggl gng Exegetica -Book to the
Epistles to ;mot#x Introduction s inivel), 9

of H, A, ‘d Heyer S_M_u_g_gg_ Ney Tegtament, David

Hunter, trans., p. 59.
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Pauline authorship of the Pastoral Epistles. At first
directed only against one letter, it gradually expanded
to include all three. This was the root from which a
widespreud growth of llberal8 eriticism has arisen, un-
til the present age contains few New Testament scholars
who are able to see thelr way clearly through the maze
of internszl problems which the Pastorals contaln back to
the universsl position of the early Catholic Church.
Which then are the difficulties which hinder schol-
ars from accepting the Pastorals as genulne letters from
the pen of the great Apostle Paul? The problems of one
letter are zlso the problems of the others. Modera crit-
ics are agreed that the three stand or fall as a unit.g
We also approach.-our problem with that view in mind.
The problems which confront the critic as he approa-
ches the Pastoral Epistles are varied. They have been
concisely summarized by Zahn into five. The liberal
scholars claim (1) that the church organization implied
in the Pastorale points t0 a later period than the life
of Paul; (2) that the false teachers condemned in the

8. To facilitate matters, end for want of a better ternm,
vwe will use the terms "liberal" and "conservative" through-
out this paper only in so far as they apply to views con-
oerninﬁ the Pauline authorship of our Eplistles,

9. "In der That sind die drel Briefe unzertrennlichere
Drillinge, als Epheser- und Kolosser-brief Zwillinge sind."
Heinrich Julius Holtzmann, Die Pagtorglbriefe, p. 7. 5o
also Edmund K, Simpson, "The Authenticity and Authorship
of the Pastoral Epistles," in The Evangelical Quarterly, %
XII (October, 1940), 290: "They oleave together inextricably.
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Pastorals did not exist untll after the death of Paul;
(3) that the language of these Epistles 1s too different
from that of the “"authentic" Pauline letters, and that
they therefore could not have been written by Paul; (4)
that the loglcal sequence of thought, so evident in the
other ten epistles, is lacking in the Pastorals; (5) that
the conception of Christianity in the Pastorals differs
from that in the other ten Pauline letters.lo

¥e will restrict our study to the third of these prob-
lems: THE LINGUISTIC PROBLEH QOF THE PASTORAL EPISTLES.
This 1s the problem arcund which crlitlcs of our day are
chiefly building their critical studies. Liberal and con-
servative gcholars allke are most deeply lmpresged with
thls one phase of study.

Cur purpose, therefore, is toc make z study of this
linguistic problem confronted in our Eplstles and to state
the conclusions of various scholars derived from thelr re-

search into this single problem.

10. G. Wohlenberg, Die Pastoralbriefe, in Theodor Zshn's
Kommentar zus Neyen Testament, vol. 135, p. 21.




I. Pecullar Variations from,

and Additlions to, Pauline Vocabulary

Liberal criticlsm points to a pecallar newness in
expresslion in the Pastorals as certaln evidence that they |
could not have been written by Paul. These Eplstles con-
faln words and ph rases which, while they have appeared
previously in Paul, here in our Eplstles arise conspicu-
ously in a varlation of form or meaning. Indeed, some
vords and phrases are entirely new to the vocabulary of
Paul as known from brevioua Epistles.

White lists several of these phrases in the Pagtor-
als vhich appear in a pecullsr sense. Thosge which have
caused the most stir in the minds of the coritics are the
following: A. Terminology of the Christian soclety— recris
Rl apemy (1 Tim. 1:14; 2:16; 2%a. 1:13); meeTis, gy
S:ro,m,‘]’ (1 Tim. 6:11; 2 Tim. 3110; Tit, 2:2); yd v ou6x

dod ke rRacAk () Tim. 1310; 2 Tim. 4:3; Tis, 1:i9; 2:11);
'Ja/cott/vav res /\o'&ot (1 Tim. 2:4; 6:3; 2 Tim. 1:13; 2:26;
3i7); vpekivery rf mieve (Tit. 1:13; 2:2); Aogos
1616111'5 (Tit, 2:8); Emlar Ywe6ls :Z/'l»] Yelaws and f)mcrlv"/G‘

K ety Tl]v 3/\1954&\' (1 Tim, 4:3); Kt £ve E/ﬁEld" (1 Tim.
6:3; Tit. 1:1); evseBos (3v (2 Tim. 3:12; Tit. 2:12);

E iy «tdv(l Tim, 6:17; 2 Tim. 4: 10; Tit. 2:12); 6uv—
e/dyes raSupd (1 Tim. 3:9; 2 Pta. 1:3); KD p

1




Kap J A (1 Tim. 1:5; 2 Tim. 2:22); m;n, E
rro/Rf’“—OS (1 Tim. 1:5; 2 Tim. 1:5); mTleTs R “d'“"‘] "l o X(“G'rw
:-1.1503 (1L Tim. 1:14; 2 Tim. 1:13); TS '7 Ev Xflp,-;f, :
?Tyeov (1 Tim, 3:13; 2 Tim, 3:115); rogis Tod J1xFdloy

(1 Tim. 3:7; 2 Tim. 2:26); ?634'5 c dehne de dixotpe

oVvy - .. ménv(l Tim. 6:1l; 2 Tim, 2:22); Yy Poprur
oV <%dov ¥rSva (1 Tim. 6:12; 2 Tim, 4:7); e Dy kv o -
yéec ety (1 Tim. 6: 20; 2 Tim. 1:12.14); mapaxodovDely o -
Jweka Ny (1 Tim. 4:6; 2 Tm, 3:10); XVpwmos 700 Veoy

(1 Tim, 6:11; 2 Tim, 3:17); x=Asv Zpgov (1 Tim. 3:11;
6:10.25; 6:18; Tit. 2:7.14; 3:8.14); els mwv efsdm 2y -
Vov efqrrte,,azvos(z Tim. 3:17); u(-'os rrory EFTW df“%ov
ﬁffb'/«pwc('r:tt, 1:18); rrros ey amw “r"&w ETOLHovs
(146, 331); JrodekTos e,Vuf?rwr Tov 9501:(1 Tim, 2:3;

5:14); ﬂ,“ T""““”"“ enh](O(l Tim., 3:2.12; 5:9; Tit, 1:8);

e ) (B 6D n]a [ods (1 Tim. 6:12.19); 7o {-«vc‘r?{f’tov T\IJ

(6 Tews oOF 1'115 euse(:?uds (1 Tim. 3:9.18); mcTes rowe
Gromy AAl Xpudsuos or arvelt (1 Tim, 2:16; 4:12); emetc-
G)("/"é‘%"“ T op T(\/o: (2 Tim, 1.8 16); ér(:rw-, 11 w»”qe.f—

= (2 Tim, 1:112.18; 4:8); w«xd Sv Efr‘uv rrfocsms%u

(T1t. 3:8.14). B. Polemical phraseology-- LTES TE {:Yﬁava

T"l*“ d,\m\g'alds (1 Tim. 6:56); f‘Epc T'*(v/ d’)‘]gfidy '?‘T°)C7
6%v (2 Tim. 2:18); Ha'rcwo«cw s &"'tcrms‘lv %')'1%'81013
(2 Tim., 2:25); rn]Jerrore (s ET(G’YMG(V ) 381.(3 edQeiy
c)ufal;.uwdw Tim, 3:7); arvgcsrdvrdt Ta, xJolgaw( (2 Tim.

3:8); Ero -rvls crh’,%rttds ‘]" °‘“’"]‘/ etrocr(xgtovmv(e Tim,

' 4:4);:53?ros‘r'FE<PoH€</w\/ rq\/ Otf)faauw(‘ﬂt. 1:‘14); d‘&?gdf;_—
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Ve \ A
MEVeY . .. TeV vovv (1 Tim. 6:38); x-(re:P%oaco PE/VOL
A
T8V Youv (2 Tim. 3:8); [JCHtl"(VT“L "‘37'0\7\/ P Ao 1033

(T1t. 1:18); mepi ™V mierey é)wtuec/rvlsw(l Tim, 1:19);
W,ra F} -r~}1v Tty vf’sro)/(qsuy (1 Tim. 6321); ;dolxz’.ca(
mepl TRV merw (2 Tim, 3:8); grosrq’sovrw' Tives
T"?" T”ET&)S(]. Tim. 4:1);:1r£n-z\ ‘(‘vﬁqéo{\/ :m-; -r,.;{‘s 77-16/;-50_,5
(1 Tim. 6:10);K£Ifo(u6"r'r'€(d.5r_¢g/\/my 'T':lvf ')Jc/ow Guva/d‘lc:v
(1 Tim, 4:2); e,uc/ow-rw TSy - - 11< vauglﬁr: (T1t.
1:18); c::fd(‘r(as/:ToUG'V MY Tevey rrcénv(z Tim. 2:18);

‘c{/\ous ()J(,Kous qur(o E/n’oumv/(Tit 1:1Y; (S’EI/Ja.lAN mewqaww/ou
(1 Tim. 6: 20 2 Tim. 2:16); 1w pot f,,r-ﬂ czeg (2 Tim, 2:123;
Tit. 3:9); fmi WAsloy !T@Ofro/fﬁoucw g (@es (2 Tim,
2:18); ou fporofovery 2re mleloy (2 Tim. 3:9); 7pPo—
<SQouvey ETL TS xelpoy (2 Tim. 3:13). C. Author's
favorite terms == T(6 r‘t;s o Ao/ofos (1 Tim, 1:15; 4:9;

2 Tim. 231); Tit. 3:18); Tr‘cc'r‘os ; Aoaos Kw(( mxs»]; dn‘oJox\]s
; cos (1 Tim, 1:15; 4:9); )(«ec-/ Ei(uu (1. .Tim. Y:18;
2 Tim. 1:3); équpr—uch«t EviTrioy Tod Vel oF Tal
lfuec’ov (1 Tim. 6:21; 2 Tim. 2:14; 4:1); €05 S eredav
Ercu K"][-’Uf «(vu orrroeraAos &Joc/cmu\as(l Tim, 2:7;
2 Tim. 1:11); )(‘(PCS Fdeos, 81(’")\"7 (1 Tim. 1:2; 2 Tim.
1:2); cﬁ Y 667‘(;; s sercsre v Erw(l Tim, 1:11; Tit.
1:13); dcqﬂfﬁ«cuf}e%m repd Tevos (1 Tim. B o Ty &
:8); lrposa/)(érf H‘ﬁ"ts(l Tim. 1:4; Tit. 1:14); 6wmou-—
det 6ov z}ﬁcf‘«(z Tim. 419,213 Tit. 3:12); I Y wCTioLy
(2 Tim. 1:6; Tit. 1:15).11

A
Lo k adn to thi.? st the ro‘ﬂ.owlng o MQ'N Toy 960u

1. Yhite, op. eit., pp. 64=-37;



15)’ TO EU#a’]’&A(-ov T‘]S do Ev\s fou Hdl\'o:towv%'dl Iim 1: ll):

<

Tyeo0 ¥ €Awis v],uc..-v (1 Tim. 1:1); ryv Keldwy Srfﬂrtld/
(L Tim. 1:19); % =A% dcdwsnxdiq (1 Tim. a:6).""

Woreover, we {ind in the Pastoral Epistles several
single words which have taken on a wmeaning different from
that glven to them in Paul's earlier Epistles., #hile they
nave appeared earlier in Paul, he e they receiﬁe a new
meaning, The author of our letters uses them almost as
stereotyped comuon-places, apparently indicating there-
by that they have become stock expreséions in Christian
thought and doctrine.

Belonging to this group 1s the word dA-{%eld » The
appearances of this word in Paul's earlier Epistles are
plentiful,. But ia the Pastprals this word suddenly ap-
peers in a peculiar technical sense. Here it presup-
poses a body of truth already guite well formulsted.

Another word which has seemingly grown in meaning
during the interim betreen Paul's first ten Eplstlies and
the Pastorais iS(iles-xzxAti . Whiie this word occurs
only four tiumes 1n>Paul's other letters, here it occurs
no less than fifteen times. fioltlenberg reports that in
the Pastorals dcdoc@Ko(Au/y means not only ®the act of
teaching® (1 Tim. 4:13.16; 5:17; 2 Tim. 3:10.16; Tit.
2:7), but also "the body of doctrime® (Tit. £:10; 1 Tim,

12, Welter Lock, A Criticsl snd Exegetical gmgenhazx
on the Pastoral E 1stles, in The nge national Critical

Commentary, pp. xvi ané xxviii.




15); ve e\zd((e{)luv T;f{'s Jo’fs‘s Tou Hthrtleu V(1 Tim., 1:11);
>Tqéov v edmes mpwve (10Tim. 1:1) ;i vy z<au\:\1v GTPe TE (Y
(NI Imis 121905 wl‘ Kd)n\f, J¢J«s-xd)u; (1-T1m. 4:6).12

Moreover, we find in the Pastoral Epistles several
single words which hive taken on a meaning different from
that given to them in Paul's earlier Epistles. While they
have appeared earlier in Péul, here they recelve 2 new
meaning., The author of our letters uses them almost as
stereotyped common-places, appsrently indicatimg there-
by that they have become stock expressions in Christian
thought and doctrine.

Belonging to this group is the word < »,/96 t, The
appearances of this word in P=ul's earlier Epistles are
plentiful. But in the Pastorsls this word suddenly ap-
pears in a peculiar technicasl sense. Here it presup-
poses a body of truth already quite well formulated.

Another word which hzs seemingly grown in meaning
during the interim between Paul's first ten Epistles and
the Pastorals is d¢ Jdand/\r&. While this word occurs
only four times in Paul's other letters, here it occurs
no less than fifteen times. Wohlenberg reports that in
the Pastorals dc¢d« 6 xxrlq means not only "the sct of
teaching" (1 Tim. 4:13.16; 5:17; 2 Tim, 3:10.16; Tit.

2:7), But also "the body of doctrine " (Tit. 2:10; 1 Tim.

12. Walter Lock, A Critical and Exegetlcal Commentary
on the Pastoral Epistles, in The International Critical
Commentary, pp. vl and xxviii,




1:10; 441.6; 6:1,3).1% lMoreover, the word J.dxy-] (four
tises in the Pastorals; four times in all othere) signi-.
fies the objective "content of teaching" 1in Paul's ear-
lier Eplstles. But here it signifiee also the "act of
teaching" (2 Tim. 4:2), and once appezrs in the objec~
tive cense (Tit. 1:9).1%

Another word which the Christian society of the early
Church apparently =zdopted in tilme as a stereotype express—
ien is rrz/srns . It appresrs frequently in the Pastorals
in & manner which presupposes that the reader was very
vell avare of lts deep significance -- a significance which
wse not 8o freely implied in Paul's early letters.

Perhspe the most notable exsmple of worde belonging
to this group is- sujqo Pwv with i1ts derivatives. Of
the family derived froo scfppwv, Gwcpfove?‘/ ie the only
member wnich our Pastorals share with Psul's eariy Eplstles
( twice: 2 Cor. 5:13; Rom. 12:3). 3But in the Pastorals wve
have 6w f’fovt/ﬁ.). ‘“’PF"‘GP‘ o{: ’ Gmpfo{rws. 60-?(906‘\.)/“].
and Gw/Cwav, in addition to Gwcploava:‘v .

The word «EDITL sve(/\rsm appears in 2 Thess. 2:18 in the
of "brightnessi"™ In the Pastorsl Epistles 1t occurs five
times as "the appe&ring.“15 Paul'e ususl word 1s ma@ -

7
AUGIK «

13. Wohlenberg, g3,ckt. p 52. .

14, ‘M' -

15, °Em pwiv w oceurs in the =otive in Luke (1:79) and
Acts (27:20), in the pacs=ive in the Pastorals (Tit. 2:11;
%:14), but not anywhere in Paul's early Epistles.




Atéﬁ3o)os ae = noun occurs once in Pazul's Epistle
to the Galatlisng, but five times in the Pastorals. ' The
unicue thing nere 1g thst the word appears also as an
adJective in the Pastorals (1 Tim. 3:11), but never thus
in Pesul's earlier Eplstles.

A very prominent and favorits word of the Pzstorals
mugt zleo be memtioned here. Twenty-four tiwes in our
letters we encounter the word.t<qdo; . Certainly this
word is not foreign to Paul's vocabuiary in his early
Epiztles, for 1t occurs there sixteen times. The remark=-
able thing is thet in Paul's early Epistles <%los 1s used
only as a predicate or a neuter substantive, while hers
it occures trenty-one times as :=n attributlve.le

The word of this group which has caused the most
commen’ by oritice ls Gwrvﬂo . It is uced of Chriat in
Iph, 6:23 and Phil, 3:20 -~ the only occurrences of this
word in Paul's early Epletles. In the Pastorsls SQJTvé
cccurs ten times, and 1s referred both to Christ and to
God (five times).

Feoculisr to the Pastorals ls the author's use of
Jasrro?ns asg a-deslgn:tiontbr a elave-m=ster in the sec-
ular sense. Alford finde this us=ge "cersainly remark-
able, St. Puul's word being IYJ%(OS » Eph., 6:5.9; Col.

3422;4:1.“17

16. YWohlenberg, log. ecilt.
1?7. Henry Alford, The Gresck Testament, vol. 3, p. 82
(Prologue). :




Nor can we pass over the well-known and widely used
salutation of ocur Eplstles without some comment as to its
pecullarity. In 1 and 2 Timothy we find x<pcs,K ZAeos,
e?fv{fv, in the opening salutation.le In hig early Epris-
tles Paul does not include 2’3 €os 1n his opening Asall.zt&-
tion. Thus we have a pecullar variation from the usual
Pauline greeting so coneistent in his early Epiatles..

In concluding the listing of pecullarities belonglng
‘f.o this type, wve 1n§1ude instances in the Pastoral Epiﬂ-—
tles vhere Lock feels the author expresses the same thot:ght
as in Paul's early Eplstles, but with a different word
or phrase. Tl‘ocfosta-q/xﬂ is used instead of n«p«/do 60S: §
Srro‘r'\)/fl_u)ms ingtead of TUmos 3 TV@o \;(69& for Quet -

A CEA D I AN A s
cUE Ve ] © vuy ataJyv for o cwv ouTos X%4PeY

2/ > 1 =1 7 /
EXety gor s Ox*EETaY 3 I §v «lTwv for ete, dio
/

and é/fo« .19

Here then we have a group of words and phrases from
the Pzstorals vhich pose a problem when compared with
Paul's early Eplstles. We have listed phras=a which at
first glance appear out of harmony with the thought and
idiom of earlier letters of Paul. WYe have noted words
which have taken on a different connotation from that
attached to them elsewhere in Paul. New Testament schol-
ars have long seen the difficulty and deep slgnificance

of the problem. While they all elaim 2 certain objectivity

18. The best manuscripts omit &4 ces in Tit. 1l:4.
19. Look, op. ei%., P. xxviii £,

#ITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY
CONCOKDIA SEMINARY
ST. LOUIS, MQ
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in approzching 1t, thelr solutions find them not at all
in agreement with one another. Libersl scholars have
found this group of words and phrases zs sure evidence
agalnet the Paullne authorship of the Psstoral Eplstles.
Congervative scholars, on the other hand, fail to see
that these pecullar words and phrases milltate agalnst ‘
a Pauline suthorship. Wace, for example, bellieves that
these peculiarities merely indicate the presence in Paul's
mind of a new class of ldeas. Thus he explains expres-
slons like rm(eros o )lo/&-os, rT«/Gv;s gﬂ‘odoxqs gr./ tosy
3@" 4 (Vo vee( dedxs Kot} ix and other phrases with 30" v{s
and \i—(cd t’vw , and the Gw/tpfwv group.go He bellieves
that by the time Paul wrote the Pastorals Christian trth
had assumned something of a fixed hablitual form, and that
many stereotype expressions zrose as a result. Christian
doctrine had assumed the character of a definite rule of
“right Judgment and wise action." The Gospel was contem-
plated not only in its central truths and primary elements,
but in its practical working as a wholesome influence in
all detalls of life. Having stressed the central truths
of the Gospel in his other Epistles, Paul now, toward the
end of his 1life, andas the churches are growing and in-
fluencing and being influenced by the world, stresses the

practical elements of the Gospel and uses new expressions

20. VWace, "Introduction to the Pastoral Epistles,” in

The Holy Bible with ap Exganatory and Critical Commentay,
F. C. Cook, vol. 3, p. 761.




to express new 1deaa.21

Conybeare indicates several factors wvhich he feels
could well account for the employment of o0ld terms in a
nevw sense in the Pastorals. He cites "the growth of new
heresies, the development of Church organization, the
rspid alteratiocn of circumstances im a great moral revo-
lution® as reasons why Paul could be expected to intro-
duce the peculiar words and phrases of this group into
his letters to Timothy and Titue.zz

Congervative gcholars have algo tried to eolve our
problem by coneslgning many of our peculiarities to the
subJect-matter of the Pastorsls. They say that the sub-
Ject: handled by Paul in these letters differs t a greater
or lesser degree from that ot.hia earller letters.

For instance, %Welss points to the heresies combated
by Pau1~1n the Pagstoral letters. He bellieves that during
the period previous to the writing of the Pastorals, when
Faul was ilnactive as a writer, heresy had experienced a
distinoct growth and formulation, thus calling forth pe-
culiaritlies of ezpression in our letters. Thus Velss

d
explains words llke those of the Sw/'ffwv/ group, &ivc ?oocl o
r

VEIL » Gwﬁ{f ., and phrases like ﬁfﬁ‘qf(os KC,O?wv,’;,

21. Alford agrees with Wace's explanation for the pe-
calisr use of the 5c6gpaav group: "... a term ... proba-
bly coming into more Ifrequent use as the necessity for the
quallty 1teelf became more snd more apparent in the settle-
ment of the Church.* Alford, ob. cit., p. 81 (Prologue).

22. W. J. Conybeare and J. S, Howson, The L and
Epigtles of St. Paul, vol. 2, p. 536 (Apendix I).
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d(°* Jv\ { 'f"‘s“ﬁd ) EuVEL J'vlcesg and urqﬁ)q ( xxdw )
ff"(o( .23 Hug also points our attention to the heresles
combated &8 explanation for the peculiasr phrases znd the
changed elgnificance of single words. In additlon to (3¢(3»-
Aos KEVDCPMV(;! , he lists also afp«w/dus H\JI%OuS'
A;a'os 5-6""]/‘ , and Scd e Kot (x G‘Ucucf/ovsd as pecullia-
rities explainable by the fact that Paul in the Pastorals
refers t 0o heretical teachings in a manner different from
refercnces in earlier Epistlea.z4

The subject-matter also serves as a key for Wace's
explanztion of the peculiar change of ucu/PLas to d é‘G'tTo/-—
™ in the Pastorals. His point is that Paul, in calling
the master of slaves a Nv/pcos in previous letters, was
there enforoing the duties of a Christian masgter by re-
minding him of his relation to his own Lorid, whose rela-
tion to His people is not one ¢f a dse rro/r-‘?, ; but of
thelr l<u/(->¢o; .25

Welss finds another defense for the strange peculla-
rity of the words and phrases of this goup. He says that
in the Pastorals Paul again and again outlines the quall-
fiocations for workers in the Church--a topic lacking in

his other Epistles. Thils, Welses oclalms, explains phrases

Al
1ike o ldﬂfﬁdCOUS%dL N’E(DL T1vosy ﬁrgpwrar 9{-0:_)0

23. Bernhard Welss, Lehrbuch der Einlejtung in dasg
Neue Testament, p. 308, w. 3.
24. Johann Leonhard Hug, Elpnleltung in dle Schriften

Neuen Testaments, pp. 396-398.
25 Wace, log, cit.
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W-Lq'(s TOoV d:d\(éaho\) ’ (B @r"uf’&e L EVe,Tloy .,,_03- gaau
s 4 2 X >

(xopov) , SV &6T(v , m(6Tos § Aoros » and \ty v

26

SRV
Concerning the pecullar usage of a8 a desig-
nation of God, Alford informs us that it was "a purely
Jewlisgh devotlonal exoreesion." However, the Apostles,

when writing for the general publie, were careful not to
use 1t, or when thaey 4ld employ this expression, they were
careful to introduceit with limitations which would clearly
indicate the mediatorship of Jesus (ef. Jude 25). "But

in familiar writing one to another, vhen there was no dan-
ger of the medlatorship of Jesus beilng forgotten, this

true and noble expression geems still to have been usual."”
Alford eimilarly believes_e?n?a&u < (for fracpoucl/x )

to have been a word famillzr among the Apostles and his
companions, though it was not .uaed in the same sense when
Paul wrote to Christlans in general.gl?

The pecullar varlation of the opening salutation in
the Pasgtorals has been used both by liberal and conserva-
tive schol:rs as arguments or their hypotheses. On the
one hand we hzve schol:=rs who claim that 1t would be very
unlike Paul to change the wording of his fzvorite saluta-
tion. On the other hand there are those who argue that

this variation decislively proves the Pauline authorshlp,

26, Welss, Jloc. cit., n. 4.

27. Alford, op. git., p. 82,
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for a forger would certainly ndt have changed something

g0 distincetly Pauline in hilg efforts to pass off these

letters as the vorkmanship of that Ancstle. 28

Another peculiarity in the Facstorals which intensi-
fiees the lingulstic problem lg the appearance of so many
cocmposlte worde. %While Paul used compounds in his early
Evistles, he did not use them with such frequency as they
occur in the Pastorala. Holtzmann liests twenty-six such
composite vords: - d?oe(o-ofew s ¢ e;gpo:afJa‘s - owatfc_u
v PE c~/. owrc era% EMEVOS, %gro:cvﬂ“ot KQTos 5 Dt XTXPA—
TP(@*I 2 ergpo dedotsr=xdely ,‘980 mvevsTOS, La@oTrPe-

Ve s/

1111/5 s «r(/‘wnm%&/{v, rcoc,)ofch d=t § Kk )os, Ijavocpcu vig ,

Ao foMAYELY | Aoy ot XNtd 5 MNTX o Ao-rm. e MMATHCO —
)\af((om Vo od, 0’%/6 'er\os. ofr( odeg rrors}\/ - GUFKchle-—
%’&:(\/ S LY ulvo%\fv{strew, TEK‘/o(ro chv A T'EICVGQ'OV(\:( »

1 = o, 1 = -
TerRvoTPopecy, VIpomoTety , vidopeovety , p tdav~
Sf”uwn:. Re jecting the Pauline authorship of the Pag-
torsls, Holtzmann believes that Paul would have expressed
the same thoughte conveyed in these compesites in two,
or even three, worde.ag

Harrieon stresees particularly those ccmpounds bear-
ing elther the prefix ¢ (Ao - or d - privative. "There

is of course nothing unususl in the mere occurrence of

28. So F. Torm, "Uber die Sprache in den Pagtoral-
brlefen," in Zeltscr ;;; die Neutestamentliche ¥lgsen

und dile Kunde des rggr;atentggg, vol. 4 (1917~
1918 239,

29. Holtzmann, op. git., p. 92.
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elther of these formstions, both of which are found oc-
casionally in Paul himself and in many other writers.
“hat gtrikes our notice hew is thelr extrazordinary fre-
quency;“ao

Qther compounde which could be menticned are those
with o?mo-, and nxdo =,

The l1liberal critics bellieve that the unusual number |
of these compounds speake agalinst a Pauline authorship.
Congervative scholars, on the other hand, stress the fact
that Paul's love for composite words s evident = lready
in hls earller letters, Thus Wohlenberg hzs culled the
following compounds from those 1etters:\fwapcrcncprscoﬁ.
gc()%ﬂl/)[qo dovd ei, 1,,%pu,rroclfoecmo¢, Mfe)( eof\aa' (o 2 MwpPo-

Ao .b,(/c{ - Gulur_tz/ro}(tu p rrfosotrdﬂéas Qi 2 z f"TTl‘o(-)E?G =
S ot X AN o e eI i e A St S E Ut o
dos s & v~ v ok 7‘%3\»'.51 Whot s new, these defenders
of the Pauline authorship call "Lsiniems," which Paul ac-

guired during his imprigsonment in Rome.

Thus far we have considered three small phases of
our linguistic problem: (1) pecullar phrases; (2) words.

‘which appeared previously in Paul, but here take on a

30, P, N. Harrison, The Problem sf thea Pzctorsl Eonig-
tles, 44, Holtzmann liste twelve compounds of @Qcio =
not in Paul's earlier BEnigtles (4 in other NT writings)
and 44 o - privative compounds (22 not in Paul'e earlier
writinge; seven not in Paul's ezrlier writings, but else-
where in the NT; 15 only in the Pastorals). Holtzmann,
2n. oit., o. 92 £,

- 31. Viohlenmberg, loc. ¢it.

32. So Velss, loec. git.

L o M i
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new meaning; (3) pecullar freguency of composite worda.
Howevcr, these phzses =lone hardly throw much weight agalinst
the Pauline guthorship of the Paestoral Fplatles. 1t is

a combination of problems which has given rise to sgo

much study and regtudy of the authoreship of our letters.

Ye are now ready to take up another ohase of ocur problem——
one which has particularly caught the eye of Bible critics:

the "hapax legomena® in the Pastorals.

The Pastoral Epistles consist of about 902 words.
Of these, 54 are proper names. Of the remalning 848, 50633.
or over 36 per cent, are not to be found in any one of
the ten previous Pauline Eplstles.54

Taking the three Pastorals separately, we find that
1 Timothy hus 173 un-Pauline words {27.3 per page), 2 Timo-
thy has 114 (24.4 per page), and Titue has 81 (30.4 per
page). Paul's earlier Epistles also contz=in words which
are not found in any other Epistle, Rom=ns has 10 per
page, 1 Cor.,--11,.1 per page, 2 Cor.--12, Gz21.--10.3,
Eph.--10,6, Phil--12,7, Col.--9.7, 1 Thess.-=7.5, 2 Thess.—-
8.7, and Phim.--8. Hence the difference between the

highest and the lowest of the early ten epistles is 5.2

33. Bacon glves =g his number only 133. Benjlamin Wisg-
ner Bacon, An lntroduction %o the New Testament, Shaller
Mathews, ed., p. 139.

34, Harrison, op. git., p. 20. Harrison has given us
the most complete word study. Therefore we will use his
figures as the basls for mozt of our considerations of
the. lingulstic problem. #ny dctection of error in hie
figurces by another scholzr, or any discrepancies, will be
acknowledged in the footnotes.
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vords per page. But the difference between the highest

of the early eplistles and the lowest of the Pastorsls 1is

11.7 words per page.:"’5
Of these words in the Fastorals which are not found

in previous letters, 131 are however found in other New

Testament booka.56 1 Timothy has 77 suoh; 2 Tim,--54;

Tit.--38., Of these 131 wordsg, 61 occur in one New Tes-

tament author exclusively (3 in Mt 2 in Mk; 29 in Lk.

including Acte; 3 in John; 10 in Hehb; 4 in 1 Pet; 7 in

2 Pet.; 2 in Jae; and 1 in Rev.)37
Holtzmann lists 35 un-Pauline words which the Pas-

torals share with He'l:u'ev»rtau.:58 Thus almost one-hslf of

the original 131 words of this type occur in books writ- j

ten by close companlons of Paul.ag ;
This brings us to a consideration of the "hapax |

legomena' in the Pastorals--those words which occur only

35, Ibid., p. 22. Discounting proper names, and re-
garding as only one, a"word with all 1ts derivatives,
Torm supplies us with these figures: of about 2500 words
used by Paul in his Eplstles 1257 appear in only one
letter (cne or more times in that letter); 1 Thess. has
35 of these, 2 Thess.--22, Rom;--232, 1 Cor.--245,
2 Cor.--~176, Gal,--83, Eph.--82, Phil.--69, Col.--58,
Phim.--8, 1 Tim.--124, 2 Tim.~--77, Tit.--86; the fewest
per page--Thess. and Phim, (8 words per page); the most
per p:ge--the Pagtorals (19-21); the most ver.page in
Paul's early Epistles--Phil. (13). Torm, on. gcit., p. 229 f.

36. Torm feels that these are more important than the
previous group. JIbid., p. 226 f.

57. Harrison“m’_o m.p p. 21 t.

38, Holtzmann--gp. git., pp. 95-95.

39. That 1s, if we hold tvhat S-rnabas wrote the Eplstle
to the Hebrews.

e 3 S ]
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in our letters and nowhere else in the New Testament.
There are 175 such words in all. 1 Timothy has 96
(15.2 per page), 2 Timothy 60 (12.9 per page), Titus 43

(16.1 per page). "Hapax legomenz" occur also in the other

Epistles of Paul, but when c ompared with the Pastorals,
they tell an interesting dpry and make our problem very
real. Romans has 4 such words per page, 1 Cor. 4.1 per
page, 2 Cor. 6.6, Gd. 3.9, Eph. 4.6, Phil, 6.2, Col.
5.5, 1 Thees, 3.6, 2 Thess. 3.3, Phim. 4. Thus the dif-
ference betwesn the lowest and the highest of the early
Epistles 1s 2.9 such words per page. But the gap be-
tween the lowest of the Pastorals and the highest of
the Paulines 1s 6.7 per page!4°

Many coneservative scholars believe that the un-FPaul-
ine words and "hapax legomena" in the Pastorals add 1lit-
tle welght to our probleh. They argue that Paul's
early Eplstles also contain such peculiar words, and
therefore theilr occurrence in our letters cannot be
taken as evidence asgainst their authenticity. Thus

Torm considere them as being no basls at all for argu-

mentation.

40, Hamison, op. g;;. p. 20 f, - Hayes gives the
following rign;ea for hépax legomena®” in Paul's let-
ters: 1 Tim.--74; 2 Tim.--46, Tit.--48, Rom.--1ll1,

A. Hayes, Paul and His Eplstlesg, pp. 451-456. Helnric
Planck finds 54 in Phil., 57 in Gal., 145 in Titus.
Quoted in Hug, op. g¢it., p. 396 (Note).

P g gy
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"Heutzutage werden indessen dle melisten einrfumen, dasz

dieses Phinomen nicht stark bei der Frage der Echthelt

ins Gewicht fA11%t. . . . Han 1st in den letzeren Jahren

melstens noch vorsichtiger geworden, zaf Grund von Zﬁwnf Jeréi

Me v zu argumentieren, "%
The problem which confronts the New Testament scholar

as he studies these pecullar worde is to explain as best

he can just why they occur in our letters. Certsinly

thelr freguency in the Pastorals cries ocut for some ex-

planation. A full and unified explanation 1s impossible.

Cn the other hand, to reject the Pauline authorship of

odr Eplstles on the basls of these peculliar words alone

1s open to censure. /

“There seems no reason why any of the above pe-
culiarities of diction should be considered as lm=-
perilling the authenticlty of our Epistles. S aite
Of many of them, some sccount at least may be given:
and "when we reflect how very little we know of the
circumstancea under vhich theywre used, 1t appears
far more the part of sound criticlsm to let such
difficulties stand unsolved, under a sense that we
have not the clue to them, than at once and rashly
to pronoggce cn theg =8 indlcative or a spurious
origin."

' However, both liberzl and conservative scholars have
tried to find some explanation for the occurrence of these
peculiar words in the Pastoral Eplistles. Liberal scholars

find a similarity between these words and the genersl

41. Torm, op. git., 228.
42, Alto%d, op. 01%., p. 83 (Prologue) So also Zahn:

"Eeg ist daher kein Grund gegen dle ththeit. Elpleltung
in dag Neue Testament, p. 485.

e
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"~ voczbulary of a period after Paul's time. Conservative
scholars have found elrcumstances surrounding Paul and
the writing of the Pastorals which could possibly account
for the use of these peouliarrworda as early as thé time
of the Apostle. Our purpose here is to note the various
exnlenations which the problem of these pecullar words
has given rise to in the minds of liberal and conservative
acholars.
Goodspeed, who places the writing of the P=zstorals
in the second century, finds support for his hypothesis
in the occurrence of wvrDcecs « 1Its occurrence in
1 Tim, 6:20 is the only one in the entire New Testament.
Goodspeed feels that the use of this word "looks like an
express warning against Marocion's book of that name. **
Other liberal scholars have tried to find a link
between these peculliar words of our Epietles and the 1lit-
erary Hellenism of a post-Pauline period. Harrison shows
the relationship of the language of our Epls@les to that

of the Apostolic Fathers, snd thereby tries to prove

44
that the Pastorals vere written during the seconi century.

Conservative scholareg realize the diffioculty which
these pecullar words cause. They, however, belleve that

there are circumstances zand influences which could have

43. Edgar J. Goodspeed, An Introduction %o the New Teg-
tament, p. 333. Marcion lived around the year 140 A. D.

44, The relaticnship between the Pastorzls and the
writings of the Apostolic Fathers will be taken up in de-
tall in chapter 4.

v ey
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easlly affected Paul's vocabulary in our letters.

Many scholars use the character, personality, and
versatllity of Paul as a key to the golution. Even the
liberal Holtzmann looks upon the "hapax legomena" as "Ex-
emplare eliner reichen Gattung."45 Paul was a man with
amazing talente and az versatile mind. Hls command of the
Greek language 1s remarkzble. Thus Welss also belleves
that these unigue words meroly indlcate a "lebensvollen
Relchtum der paulinischen Lehrsprache."48 Perhaps the
best expression on the p:rt of the conservative acholars
a8 to the relation between the personality of Paul and
the peculiar language of the Pagtorals 1s that of Wace:

The extraordinary versatility of his mind and

his whole nature--to the Jews becoming a Jew, %o

the Greeke a Greek, to the Romans a Roman, able to

be all things to 21l men--1s one of his most con=-

spicuous characteriestics. It is in every wvay to

be expected that the letters of such a man would

vary, both in their phraseology, and in their mode

of expression, with the subject he was treatling,

hie time of life, snd the persons whom he addresses.

However, liberal scholars, while admitting that
Psul was a versatile writer, nevertheless doubt that his
mind was as versatile as would be necesgary to assume on
the basis of the changed vocabulary in the Pastorals.

Paul's mind 414 not first begin to be versatlile,

original, or impressionable at the end of hls career.

It had all these characteristics, and showed them

45, Holtzmann, op. cit. p. 89.

46, Velss, op. ¢cit., p. 307, n. 2.

47. Vace, op. oit., p. 760. Cf. Van Oosterzee, Q0.
elt., P 3, nos. 3, 9, 6.




20

more clearly in many ways, in earlier eplstles. But,
like all true genius, 1t moved within certaln limits,
and wvae sublect to certaln laws, some consclousgly
self-inmposed, others cquite unconscious, imposed by
the very nature of things . . . . To discard sud-
denly &t the end of a lifetime such z host of favo-
rite expreselons, and introduce in their stead such
a mass of new and unfamlllar terms, might indicate

a certain kind of versatility, but not the kind
which we have any resson for attributing to the
Apostle. . . It may have been physically pos-
sible for Paul to have composed a trio of letters

in which not only 21 per cent but 90 per cent. of
the words were Hgpax Legomens. But it remains
ecually incredible that he should have done so0,
whether by accident or by design. Each of the Paul-
ines . . . has naturally = certain number of ex-
pressions peocullar to itself. But that this 1s so
to a degree comparable for a moment with th=at ob-
taining in the case of the Pastorals can hardly be
aggserted in the face of the evidence now forth-
coming., . . . A'development' there is indeed from

1 Thees. to Phil. . . . But appllied %o = transition
like that from Phll. %o the Pastorals, this word,
lmplying as 1t does a ocertaln degree of ggderly
continuity, would seem to be z2 mliesnomer.

ioreover, Harrlison feels that in spite of the genlus
of Paul ®o absorb new expreasions into his vocabulary, "it
is not the usual result of old age to produce a2 new vo-
cabulary.“49

Congervative scholars, however, are not so easily
gwayed by such arguments. Though the Pastorals are dis-
tinct from Paul's early Epistles in the use of unlque
words, these men fecl that thie is to be explained by the

wide travels, broadening e;periencea, and new acduain?

ances of the Apostle during the lster years of his life,

48, Harrison, op. gi%., p. 46 £, Similerily Holtzmann,

op. git., p. 108,
49, Hérriaon, ov. git., p. 49

BRI LA
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and immediately preceding the writing of the Pastorals.

Thus Wohlenberg states that Paul's double imprison-
ment in Caesazrea and Rome, and the brosd missionary trav-
els which followed his release, was bound to affect his
1anguage.50 Welss aleo believes that Paul's Roman impris-
onment gocounts for many of the pecullar words, particu-
larly the Latinisms in our letters. He attempts to prove
his point by showing the similarity of the Pastorals
with Philipplans, which is the letter closest in time to
the Pastorals. The following words are found only in
the Pastorals and Fhilipplans: mn@oxemy (1 Tim. 4:15;
Phil, 1:12,25), f-‘“c/,) vers (2 Tim. 4:6; cf. Phil, 1:23),

K€pdas (TLt. 1:11; Phil. 1:21; 3i%7), S&pves
(1 Tim. 3:8.11; Tit. 2:2; Phil, 4:8), ¢ 7&v &6 Vx(
2 Tim, 4:6; Phil. 2:17),°%

Simpson believes that many of Paul's new words in
the Pastorals resulted from reading which Paul did while
in prison. He lists: (1) words *"from older literary
strata"-— dbvdpqﬂod't/erwl; - dtzxpo&etva 11/5 3 Lol Jev -
ros (in Plato, "out belongs to all stages of literary
Greek"); ;\rdfw "”v/(’f“’ H XUHV«/{T“’ ;3 HEA cry H
Z(aegas%ﬂc 3 -Ta%-cexaf‘v } STEPXVoO JV $AP o=
w -./T S cFAu/e&(oJos; omovoix § (2) words "of pure-

1y vernacular usages"-— SO cv-re?v ; (3) “samples of

50. Viohlenberg, op. cit., p. 54.
51. Weiss, op. cit., p. 308 £,
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ordinary literary Helleniatic“- ob(sro X 8?v (Polybius,
Plutarch, Luolan); dfdvq PELY § KA l(o rrd%' e?v ;
X Todo L1 s osgno; (Polyblua) <ywy (Polyblus and
Aristotle); ol Ev U"F-EO)Q] aVres (Aristotle); Karo —
styMa (Josephus and Plutarch);. AT é*roA»}’ (Jose=
phus, Plutarch, and Eplotetus ); Kotveusviwaos 3 _.Ta(L:c -
E'/c et ¢ (Josephus, Philodemus of Gadara, and Marcus
Aurelius); mo PLsM o/s and (é.,,' -;-st (Philodemus, Plut-
arch, Vettus Valens; fﬂ1 T3S aleo 1n Polydus), vore —
oL Te:cAv’ and 7T EC U TrEf(o v o ﬁPdTOAorflﬂV; 6 f =
POV f&v group (Plutarch); SwoT Ui 6cs (Galen and
Quintilian).%®

Even this defense of the Paulline authorship is not
accepted by the liberal scholsrs. Harrison voices his
" protest by stating that each of Paul's early Epistles
wag not written under the same circumstances elther, and
yet they "show no such far-reaching changes among them-
gelves." Moreover, the sppearance of the peculiar Latin-
isms could alsc be explalned by assuming that the Pas=-
torals were written st Rome, but by an author other than
Paul.55

In addition, Hesrrison shows that, while there 1s a

similarity of expression between the Pastorals and the

62. Simpson, opn. git., p. 305 f.
183, Harrlaoz’x, loe. ,Q_L:_ g0 also Holtzmann, on. cit.,
pP. 109, ; -
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Captivity Letters, there is even a greater similarity be-
~ tween the Pastorals and the four "Homologoumena" (Rom.,
Cor., and Gal.). The Paétorala have 28 words in common
with the Epistles of the Roman imprisonment, and with
these only: 160 with Rom., OCor., ahd Gal., and 13 with
1 2nd 2 Thess. (1.5 per page with Thess. Eplstles, 2.1
with the four Homologoumena, and only 1.2 with the four
prison-letters)--*., . . hardly what the idea of develop-
ment woald have led us to expect."4

.Conservative scholares, have found another posgsible
reason for the "hapax legomena® and non-Pauline words la
the Pastorals. They point to the subject-matter 2s a
way out of this difficulty. They claim that new words
are only the result of 2 newv tonlc taken up by the Pas~
torals. In accord with this view, Torm writes, "Im
groszen und ganzen steht dle Anzshl der elnem Brief
eigentlimlichen Whrter im Verhaltnis zu der grozeren odor
kleineren Anzahl neuer Themen, welche darin behandelt

werden--wie Ja zu erwvarten war, "9°

Our letters concern themselves with heresy which was

creeping into the Church. Though Paul had condemned
heresy in previous letters, particularly in Colosslans,
conservative gcholars feel that thie heresy had' gince

become more fixed and corspicuous, thereby demanding of

54. Harrison, op. git., p. 48.
55. Tom, 'OJ. MI. 2 0

30.




24

Pdul new terms in combating 1t in the Pastorals. Thus
Alford explalns the occurrence of the following words:
-ro(ta«tre:le%on (L Tim, 4:7; 5:11; 2 Tim. 2:23; Tit.
3:10; found elsewhere in the New Testament only $wice in
Luke, twice in Heb., and once in &cts); (E\(tu(.).oaa(/xc
(1 Tim. l:4; Tat. 3:19); =T ©dogos (Tit. 1:10)

[ AT XL vob«M (1 Tim. 1:8); do0 0o X\‘-"’(Y (2 Tim. 2:14);
Toxpx D4 K% (1 Tim. 6:20; 2 Tim, 1:12.14); &rores mes —
VAL (2 Mn. 3:8); ExredT eV (1 Mm. 1:6; 5315
6:20; 2 Tim. 4:4; eleewhere in the New Testament only

in Heb., 12:13); "?‘GT"’)CE'"I‘/ (1 Tim. 1:6; 6321; 2 Tim,
2:18); 1’\—"3905\5 9“\(1 Tim. 3:16; 614; 2 Tim. 3:4);
;F\ff‘/’ﬁ Do ¢ (1 Tiam. 5:8; 2 Tim. 2312 f.; 3:5; Tit. 1:16;
2:112; 4 times in Matt.; twice in Mark; 4 times in Luke;

4 times in John; 4 tlimes in Acts; once in Heb.; once in
2 Pet.; 3 times 1in 1 John; once in Jude; twlce in Rev.;
but nowherc else in Paul); /SS/K‘J’ ndos 88 (1 Tim. 1:9;
4:7; 6:20; 2 Tim. 2:16; Heb. 12:18); Avoeios (1 Tim.
1:9; 2 Tim, 3:2); r’—vl’rvllsscs (1 Tam. 1:4; 6:4; 2 Tim.
2:23; Tit. 3:19; Acts 15:2; 253:20; John 3:25); ﬁﬂ%u o
(1 Tim. 1:4; 4:7; 2 Tim. 4:4; Tit. 1:14; 2 Pet. 1:16)°8

66. ". . . An eplthet interesting, as bringing with
i% the fact of the progress of heres{ from doctrme to
practice.® Alford, on. git., p. 82 (Prologue).

57. . . . To be accounted for by the fact of the here-
tical legends having now assumed such definite shape as
to deserve this name.” «» P. 81 (Prologue).

58, Ibid., pp. 81-83 Pro logue). See also Welss, -
eit. ». 308 n. 3; and Hug, op. cit., pp. 396-398.
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 In contrast to these false teachings, the conserva-
tive scholars feel, Paul employed new terms to show the
true Christian dootrine and practice. Among such words i
are 6136 é?3s¢o((1 Tim. 2:2; 3:16; 4:7.8; 6:3.6.6.11; i
2 Tim. 3:86; Tit. 1l:il; otherwise only in 2 Pet. 4 tlmes, j
and once in Acts);59 \fﬁ"{s and ﬁf?rc acf'—— | g
vewy{of right doctrine--1 Tim. 1310; 6:;3; 2 Tim. 1:13; é
4:3; Tis. 1:19.13: 2:1 £, 8); eovcnoﬁtyv—»lsn'su/(z Tim, j‘
2:14; Tit, 3:1; 2 Pet. 1:12; 3 John 10; Jude 5; John
14:26; Luke 22:51).61

Van Oosgterzee expresses the view that many of the

pecullar wdfds of the Pastorals can be explained by the
fact that Paul here reverte to the "glowing, sharp
langusge’ of his opponents, end thus borrows many expres—
slone from 1'.116111."5‘2

Liberal critics refuse %o accept this explanation

for some of the pecullar words in the Pastorals. They

59, ", . . Used as a customary expression for the char-
acter of Christian life." Wace, 9p. gif., ». 761l. %ve
should be disposed to aseribe 1%ts use t0 the fact of the
word having at the time become prevalent in the Church
as a compendious term for the religion of Christians.”
Alford, op. ¢i%., p. 81 (Prologue). ". . . One of the
most characterlstic words of pagan religions thought."

W. M. Raeaay, "Historical Gommegtary on tg: Eplatles %o
Timothy,® in The gxpo%gg r, ¥. Robertson Nicoll, ed.,
Eight ﬂerles, vol., 1 ({1 115. p. 362.

60, ", . . Arieing probably from the now apparent ten-
dency of the growing heresies to corrupt the spriangs of
moral action.” Alford, loc. ecit.

61. ", . . 4 word naturally mming lnto use rather as
time drew on, than in the beginning of the Gospel." Ibid.,
p. 83 (Prologue).

62. Van Oosterzae, dog. eit., n. 7.
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refer to Galatians and Cologsians, where Paul also wrote

e e—

agalnst heretical teaching, but falled to use the pe-
culiar worde found in our letters. Thus Harrison writes,
"Paul was not now for the first time forced to breathe

the hezted atimogphere of doctrinal discussions, nor to

-

deal with opposition on the part of false teachers coming
in and leading weak minde astray. Wedo not find thie
particular tyce of linguistic phenomena i Galatians
nor yet in Colossians."s5 |
Taking the subject-matter of the Pactorals as g whole,
Harrison fails to see in it the poselbllity of ascribing
the writing of these letters to Paul. "The very vide
range of subject covered by the ten Paullnes themselves
has not, in their casé, resulted in glamilsr dlscrepancies.”
Inetesd, he believes that the terme used to charscterize
heresy =nd Christian life and practice "coincides signi=-

ficantly with the terminology of second-century writers."%¢ 1

When considering the language of the Pastorals, we

also have to take into account the persons to whom they

were addressed., Conservative scholars stress this point.
They point out that the Pastorales are the only letters,
ountside Fhilemon, which were addressed to single iandivid-
uals. The others were addressed vo churches. Van

Oogterzee emﬁhasizes thzt these were written to men of

Harrléon, op. git., p. 50, See also Holtzmann,

QLL
64. Harrison, op. git., p. 61. BSee also Theodor
Ndgdi, Der Hoptgchats des Apostels Baulus, p. 86 f.
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superior education anéd close friends of Paul, while his

earller Eplistles vere official, apostolic writings %o

h. 513

the whole Chure Timothy and Titue were also fellow-

workers with Paul, Wohlenberg feeles that this fact
would naturally change Paul's langusge and cholice of
wordeg in the Pastoral Epistles. There would be a ten~
dency for Paul. %o employ words common -in Apostolic pcle-

mics and other terms commonly known by the Apostles zand

66

lezders of the Charch. What is the right of any specia-

list when writing to his co-workers, is also a right

which we cannot deny the Apostle Faul.67

These references to the addresees of our letters
to explain the non-Pauline words and "hapax legomena®
falla to lmpress the libersl scholars.

« o« « Pnilemon, which rezlly is a private letter in
a far fuller and ftruer sense than elther of these,
ghows no trace of the special features now under
consideration; on the contrary, it keeps remark-
ably close to the normsl Pauline type, and well in-
slde 1ts natural gllowance of unique words. . . .
Nelther the ancient Church nor the modern has ever
yet derived from these epistles to churches [Paul's
early Epistles]| the impreasion that their author
‘wae wrlting down to the mental level of ignorant
and iili terate readers. . . . We must avoid too much
stress on the superior educationzl qualifications
of Tiwothy and Titus. . . . Timothy is addressed

as ar imamsture youth who needs very elementary

65. Van Oosterzee, log. git., no. 4.

66. Wohlenberg, op. git., p. 54 f. So also Conybeare:
"The language of letters %o individual friends might be
expected to differ somewhat from that of public letters
to churches." Loc. git. ' :

67. Koalling. op. ¢it., pp. 49-51. "Das Recht war zug-
lelch Pflicht.” Ibld., o. 46,
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lessong in 1life and duty [shaw, quoted in Harri-
eon].

Even Alford, a conservative scholar, sees the 4if-
ficulty of explalning the peculiar expressions of the
Pastorals by appealing to the individual nature of the
addressees. Were this a good explanation, one would ex-
pect to find some similarity between the Pastorals and
Philemon. But Alford finds the word €3/x(° 2GRTROSS
(2 Tim. 2:21; 4:11; Phim. 11) the only point of contact
between the unusual expressions of the two Epistles.sg

Nor 1s there agreement--even among conservative
echolars--that the unigue expressions of our letters
can be attributed %o an amanuensis. The only serilous
attempts to find an emanuensis have resulted in ascribing
this secretarial activity to Luke. This 1s natursl be=
cause of the statement "Only Luke 1s with me" in 2 Tim,
4:11. Leading proponents of this view are H, A. Schett
and J. D. James. But Harrison points out that "the
Hapax Legomeng are of course as foreign to Luke as to
Paul."’C® So also the conservative Torm advises his
readers not to build too strong an argument upon the

l?
possiblility of an amanudeis.

68. Ha!‘l‘laon. e .3 pp. 54"’56. 2

69. Alford,.gnf9§;§}§ p. 80 (Prologue). Weiss: "Der
Einfall K81lings aber, dass der litterarisch gebildete
Paulus mit seinen Schulern von glelcher Erudition in
wissenschaftlicher Terminologle rede, ist wohl keum ernst
zu nehmen.® Op. git., p. 308, n. 4.

70. Harrison, op, git., p. &3.

71, Torm, op. cit., p. 242.
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Jacquier's explanation of the peculizar words in the
Pagtorals is th:t many of them are merely derivatives of
previous Pauline words.72 Thie would explaln particular-
1y the new compounds in our letters. But Harrison rightly
points out that such a view only cuts down the unique words
in Paul's early Eplstles too, "and the net result will be
to leave the comparison more unfavourable than ever for
the Pastorals.” >

Eager to show that a change in langusge 1s possible
in the Pastoral Epiatles; conservative scholars have been
greatly encouraged by a glimpse lnto the writings of other
great men in history. They have found that the works of
these men also do not always coincide in language and style
with one another. This dlscrepancy beiug possible in their
writings, why should 1t not be considered possible in the
writings of the great Apostle Panl? Thus the pecullari-
ties of the Pastorals have been shown to be no greater
than thore Lﬁ evidence in writings of Luther, Klopatock,
Schiller, Goethe, and particularly Shakespeare. But Har-
rison believes there is a weakness im such comparisons.

The difficulty with eo many of the ancients 1s
+ that the true origin of thelr rzputed works le wrap-
ped in an obscurity as deep as, or deeper still than
that which we are seeking to penetrate. E£o that 1t 1s

a case of explaining jgnotum per ¥notius. On the
other hand, any modern writer is divided Pfrom Paul

72. In Harri Bon’ -0-2' m' ] p. 650
73. 1bid.
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by 80 vast an abyss of time, so many incslculable
changes resulting from the invention of printing
{to name only one all-important factor), that, even
supposing that any rezl resemblance were apparent,
it would be largely nullified b; the obvious 4if-
ferences between the two cases.'
Too much stress cannot be lald on these analogles. Only
in so far as they show the pogsibllity of changes in ex-
pression do they have some value.
Torm attempts to show the difficulty in establishing
a rigid Pauline vocsbulary. He divides Pzul's letters
into four groups: (1) the Thessalonian Epistles; (2) Ro-
mans, 1 and 2 Corinthians, Galatlans ("Big Four"); (3)
the Captivity Letters; (4) the Pastoral Epistles. He
indicates that most of the so-called "Pauline words"
actually occur in only one of these four groups pre=-
ponderantly. Of Paul's words 274 occur in only one of
these four groups--1 such in the first group, 194 (ca.

3 words per page) in the second, 27 in the third, and 52

(ca. ¢ words per page) in the Pastorals. All words hav-
ing to do with "sin" are used heavily in the second group,
while they are used far less in other groups. The Ppov -
e {v femily dces not ocour at all in the first and
fourth groups, but appears 22 and 12 times in the other
two groups. Torm shows, moreover, that there are 339
wordg in:Paul which are shared by one goup with only the

next group in time. The first and second groups share

74. Ibld., p. 59.
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64 such words; the gsecond znd third group--248; the third i
and the fourth group--27. Keeplng this group-plcture of 1
Paul's letters in mind, these considerztions lescen con-
siderably the problem of the non-Pauline words and "hapax
legomena" in the Paetorals.75
Another mitigating circumstance is the fact that
many of the “hapai iegomena" of our letters are toc be
found either in the Greek llterature of s pre-~Pauline

76

or Pauline period,or in the Septuagint, or that many

cre sewi-quotations from fzilthful szyings, iiturglcal
dexologles, and hamms.q"7

whatéver the rrobleme are which confront us as we
study the language of the Pastorzls, we cannot disregard
the fact that these letters clearly bear Paul's super-
scription. To dlisregard it measns to stzap them as for-
geries. This is Just what the liberzl scholars mske

them., Yet, conservative scholars argue with one =accord

that it is incredible that a forger would have risked

detection by lnecluding in these letters so many non-Paul=-
ine words and "hapax legomens." Certainly a forger would
have been doubly careful not to maske his product so un-—
like that of a man with whom he wag attempting to iden-
tify himself. At least he would have been careful not

?50 Torm. 220 m- ? 250"‘235-
76 TOI‘HI, Q- m-' 229 n. l. SGG 5.180 JOhﬂ UQ
Steinoueller, Speclal Introduction o the New Testauent,

vol. III of A _mmnl_a $o Soriptural Studles, p. 351.
77. Look, . op. ¢it., p. XXIX.
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to zdd a host of new words and pecullar expressions. Had

a forger lnadvertently done so, 1s 1t not atrange that

his forgery was not sgoon detected by the early Chriatians?7a
Harrison belleves 1t to be quite questionable wheth-

er these peculisrities of expression were obviocus to the

early Christlians., He helieves that they were in no po-

sition to Jjudge the suthorship of the Pastorals on the

basis of language. Thus 1t would be gulte possible that

11l the nen-Pauline words and "hspax 1egomenzs® completely

gescaped their notice. "Hzny centuries had to pass before

thie mark of the master's style could be recognized as

such; =2nd even now 1t would certeinly escape the notice

of the vast majority of rezsders, unless it were polnted

out to them.“79
We have tried in this chapter to state the 4iffi-

culties presented by the peculiar words and phrases in

the Pastoral Epistles, and to cite the deductlions and

possible explanations resulting from the atudy'of these

difficulties. It perhaps would be helpful here to biefly

summarize the views of liberal and conservative schol-
ars on these difflcultles.

The view of the liberal scholars can best be sum-
marized in the words of loffatt:

The force of these linguistic considerations cannot

78, Cf. Hayes, op. git., p. 458; and Van Oosterzee,

loe. 01%., fa. 8.
79. Harrison, loc. git.




33

‘be turned by the asssertion that Paul's style would
vary in private letters; the pastorsls are not
private letters, and in Philemon, the only extant
example of suth from Paul's pen, such traits do
not appear. Nor ean 1t be argued th=t in writing
on questions of church-order and discipline he
would necesssrily adopt such 2 etyle, for in Cor-
inthisn correspondence he deals with similar pheno-
mena, and here again the treatment differs materially
. from that of the pastorals. 8till less: can we
ascribe the pecullar cvhresenlogy to the fact that
Paul guotes from the vocabulary of his opponents,
or that he is now, in contrast to his former let-
ters, dealing with the duties of a holy l1life in-
stead of with controverelal toplcs. . . . ARn ex-
amination of the topiecs handled in these pastorals,
and of their method of treatiient, reveals fresh
proof that they belong to a sub-Pauline period,
and thst the ®m« c‘J'ﬁo,ufw(- « o« Cznnot T=irly
be attributed tc sudth factore as change of amanu-
engls, lapse of time, frech tog&cs, literary ver-
satility, or senile wezkness."

Directly at odds with this view 18 thet of the con-
servative scholare, as summarized by Wiesinger., "Con-
sldering all the clrcumstances, that the epistles are
almed at new phenomena, that they are addressed to fel-
low=-teachers, that they are sindred in contents, and
were composed zt the same time, the peculiar vocabulary
is concelivable, and, in comparison with Paul's other

; 81
eplstles, presents no speclal difficulty."

80. James Moffatt, Ap Introduction %o the Literaturse
New Testagent, p. 407 f.

the Ne
8l. Wiesinger, quoted in Huther, op. git., p. 3.




Il. Pauline Elements Lacking
in the Pastoral Epistles

Another factor which has fed the oritical attack
against the Pauline authorship of the Pastoral Eplstles
ie the lack of Pauline words and phrases, and of the gen-
eral 1diom of the Apostle. If Paul did write the Pas-
torals, have we not the right to expect that he would
make use of hig favorite expressions -- expres--ons which
occur again and agaln in his earller Epistlcs? Liberal
critices belleve we do. Falling to find many of thei in
our ‘Epistles, they see reason to reject a Pauline author-
ghip.

Harrison has counted 1,063 Paulline words which are
miseing in the Pastorals, but are found in other New
Testament books. Of these, 532 are to be found iq more
tﬁan one of Paul's earlier Epistles -- 41 in 5 eaflier
Epietles, 19 in 6, 10 4n 7, 6 in 8, and 4 in 0.t

Considering only those words which occur in Paul's
early Epistles, but not elsevhere in the New Testament,
ve find 582 such words lacking in the Pastorals. "Of

these, 469 occur in only one of Paul's early Epilstles,

1. Harrison, o2p. git., pp. 30-32.
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113 in more than one--21 in 3, 8 in 4.2, :

White has llisted the most important of these Paul-
ine worde lacking in the Fastorals. The numbers in
parentheses indicate the times each word occurs in Paul's
early Epistles. White lists the following: & dcrxos (3),
d\yl{d%d‘ost:{(g).:Kﬁoﬁ\JSTl;’ (19), <o rxlu’vrretv(lzs).
dmo kv s (18), dmodSTemEis (7), pveps Peiv (18),
é:d%q//rv) (9), dixw 0V (27), au(bﬂ;ulud (5)'c)u::ucta€vlvv1
Reod (9), do ety (18), X 6Tos (42), E’Aeu%qo& (=),
2&51)/35(.\93 (15). ;heu%egoﬁy (5), £>rzlfa—alv< (8), ;Vf(""
d/‘av (17) svsp{'?HO( (2), cvalov"qs (2), sfeetu/ (5),

6f g vapou (9), Jcocb—w (27), K«Tdﬁo“éw (25), '<°”‘£(°~
L F“%W (20), mu/(%%m (38), KW)U{H* (10), Ndvx*y-
§es  (10), Kp ¢ G«wv(g), ,.:e:c["wv (4), /utfff'os (4),
,IJCU(Olo/(, (5),0(:34 oLoxjv (1), SHu’w,u.( (s), g'luoc/cus (4),
%‘ogv (10) ou)toqvola (21). rro((’u(/c}osfs (5)' ;rvrqu)v{H.,
@"W&v (11), !TORTVKJ -»IH«J\/--outeide galutations--(7),
ue;:%ElV (2), rré:pcssato( (5),rrefugcgue<v (286), Tepcs_
§ & umx (2), -Té-:PLGGos (2), TEPcrrEﬂ‘ot‘%-?sL: (6), mAzo -
V"‘/fetv (8), TAfovERTENY (5), Wr\aové/KquS (4), "deo—
VETS (6), of TeAhol (8), Te <esLiv ), Suvepqds
(12), GJH“ (91), T e e (3), rxrrn_voév (4), 7eA -
Stos (8), "T'&/\fto,T’IS (1), T—E,\ﬂof}v (1).1):_0966‘!;!

e

(= 7
(6) ;hvidols T Veov (17), ﬁiﬂ'qgo»]/(ll),V'f'ﬂ’h(ovelv(ll),

?(00\/6!'/ (24), Cp(“;v"lyc( (4). (P(:o/vvlﬁ'is (1). ?ﬁoj"lfdas

2, Ibld. [ ] p. 50.




36

(5), cP\J/G(.s (11), xocP(/[ai eV (18), xe -,15-1-0’3 (.'5)."5

Certainly those words which occur only a few times
in Paul's early letters hardly merit consideration.
Their absence in the Pagtorals exerts little weight
againgt the Pauline authorship. But there remalins a
host of words which do occur quite frequently in Paul's
early Eplstles. ¥hat shall we say of them?

White endeavors to show that the laeck of ‘many of

these words in our letters is not so striking as it ap-

pears at first glance. #Many of these so-called "Pauline
words" occur preponderantly in only one or two of Paul's

early Epistles or Epistle groups. He has divided Paul's

early Epistles into four groups: (1) 1 and 2 Thess.;
(2) Rom.,, 1 and 2 Cor., and Gal,; (3) Eph., Col., and
Phim.; (4) Phil. Of the Pauline words lieted above, 11
do not. ocecur in groups 1, 3, or 4. HMoreover, of these,
{J (rxos 1g not found in 2 Cor, or Gal.; d. fca(lo:}v is
not in 2 Cor., (but twice in the Pastorals); o ‘“‘(CJH“
occurs only in Rom.; Jikxtos u/vvz Qeopie hot in 1 Cor.

2/ ‘ o ’
or Gal.; £f €6 TtV is not in Rom. or Gal.;Epg~ Y°HOY

/
is not in 1 Cor. or 2 Cor.; pt&c [wv 18 not in 2 Cor. or

/ . 7 L
Gal.; (1 XPos 1s not in Rom. ; (wE! % oocurs only in
c ,
1 Cor.; OMotws ig not in 2 Cor. or Gal.; e Dewv s

not in Rom. or 1 Cor.; o moixol is not in Gal. (but

& times in Rom.). Obvicusly, these eleven words "are not

3. White, op. git., p. 69.
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cnaracterlstically Paullne words, as some say. "4

Of the others, 4 do not occur in groupe 1 and 3:
2} 0'<5?V not in Rom.; KPELGKGM)V not in Rom,, 2 Cor.,
or Gal.; E#JOLcsz not in 1 Cor., 2 Cor., or Gal.; To -

WELVO: not in 1 Cor. or 691.5

Horeover, 7 do not ococur in groups 1 and 4: o’u<(3¢—
@uen; not in 2 Cor.; gf'TOr\ u/r(wazs not in 2 Cor, or
Gal.,; ZAZJ%EPUS and —ouv not in 2 Cor.; gAfU%é€°3"
also not in 1 Cor.; uf:faasr; not in 1 Cor. or 2 Cor.;
?Je(s not in 2 Cor,; )(P“]GT"’,S not in 2 Cor. or Gal.;
3(«S%y<7 once in group 3, and all othera in group 2;
ZAE‘faEF‘N twice in group 3, and all othera in group 2. 2

Six words do not ooccur in group 1. Of these, KxT¢O —
Gaqueg%ﬂ_ocfgrs 17 out of its 20 instances in Rogp. and
2 Cor.; szT/\ocmmuis not found in Rom., 1 Cor., or Gal.
(3 times in Phim.); none.or.the'rgxflos group ocours
in 2 Cor. or Gal., while 7€dg oo v and TeA uo’rvp— are
also missing in Rom, and 1 Cor.; ?TMJVEIL -occurs 25 of
i%ts 34 times in Rom. and Phil. (once in 1 T1m.);fq=5;7,4x
oocurs only in Rom.; ¢y°0$“q645 occurs only in Eph.;
TT";;LfJOs occurs only in Rom. and 1 and 2 Cor. There-
fore yvwp c/fg(y and X%Pt/rgsgd( are the only words of

this group of six which are fairly representative in

Paul's early Epi stles.”

4, ibid,

6. Ibid.

6. ibid., p. 69 f.
7. 1bid., p. 70.
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Of those words not found in group 4, i u%uparfnc
does not occur in 1 Copr.; xX«xTupE o»é‘r occurs in 2 Tim.;
gﬁ;\«/ occurs in 1 Tim., but not in 2 Cor. or Gal.;
rr“P"‘/JOGlJ is not in Rom. or 2 Cor.; none of the mA&o—
VES M group oceurs in Gal., while Ti&o V€RT€:‘v and
WA&OVET:& are absent aleo from 1 Cor., and Tico vE/KT‘F
from 2 Cor. Of the seventeen places where our Lord 1s
called ufc';c T. Yeod , eleven are in Rom. and Gal.a

Thus we have 27 words, or more than half of the
original number, "the absence of which from the Pasto-
rals obviously need call for no remark." Those words
vhich remain are also interesting in regard to thelr
manner of occurrence in Paul's early Eplstles. “Exstsros
occurs 22 of 1ts 42 times in 1 Cor.; of the ;VE,P'[E“X
group, e)veéa—zzoc 2 a>¢e/€ar-7,.(o<. and gVF:fV"’I/S are not
found in Rom., 2 Cor., or Gal., and E€vEP E(x also not
in 1 Cor,; of the 27 appearances of 'R."’?()’w,, 19 are in
1 and 2 Cor.; of the IC Nux:rw%o« group, 29 of its 56
occurrences are in 2 Cor.; 'Nac(ba/)*x Nﬁu{/awis not found
in Rom. or 2 Cor.; outside of salutatlons Tro<-ro§€ 1?;\4:57
ococurs 3 times in 1 Thess., twice in 2 Thess., and onoe
in Gal. and Phil.; of the wEpf¢6¢ El; group, none ococur
in Gal., repies cin , TEFL660S, and TEPCEEEVp
algo not in 1 Cor., and 'Tff"éﬁﬁuﬂ"‘ and "—5(’“5“/7_?(""5

/ /
are not in Hom.; WEeEnO! %:N( end w&€To c%s,c:s do not

8. II-QLd.




»9

39

ocecur in 1 Cor,, and.ﬁswrofsw]6¢3 also not 1nlﬂom. oﬁ
Gal., while 7 times in 2 Cor., &nd 7 times in Phil.; 13
of the 25 occurrences of the 593514d group ari'in Ron, ,
which also has 10 of the 18 ocourrences of TERECE(V 3
neither of the SV vepyeﬂ/ group occurs in Gal.j S o
ocburs 46 of i1ts 91 times in 1 Cor.; nelther Sqwuvoﬁ',
y

< / 2
nor vwrokoug(v oceurs in 1 Cor, or Gal., and VTXRNOVE (v

als” not in 2 Gor.g
This study shows that liberal scholars have perhaps
lald too much stress upon the lack of these Pauline
words in the Pastorale. Here is evidence of Paul's hab=-
1t of returning again and again %o the same word in the
same letter, while at the same time 1t is lacking com-
pletely in a letter of the same group.. Torm also has
pointed this out in his study. "Es geht also nicht an,
gewlsge Begriffe zu 'Paulinischen Hauptbegriffen' zu er-
heben und dann das Fehlen dleser Begriffe als Argument
gegen die Echthelt einiger Briefe zu benutzen.“lo
Other arguments have also been advanced by conserv-
ative scholars to explain this peouliar lack of Paullne
‘worde in the Fastorals. Welss polnts out that in other
ietters Paul usee many of these words in discussing

things for which he had no oocaslon to speak in the

Pastorals. Instead, Paul here is coneerned about

.9‘ I dn p. 70 fo
10.'-m_‘3‘om: op. cit., 232.
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heretics, a topic which recccurs again and agaln, zs 1in.
no other Epistie. Thus he explains the lack of ?ﬁo\fé‘:(t/
A 7 7 c / /
;;EPTEHG qtezssauétvtnﬂaav¢r5(yludeOVZt%
> / '
JWQK*AUWTfn’wﬁ ‘quxég%uc-ll

Thiessen uses the anvlogy oif fhakespeare in an at-

tempt to sclve toe difficultys

we would not insist that Shakespeare's

shorter writings must have a certain percen-
tage ol words of any one oi his plays; how much
less can we insist that the Pastorazl Epistles,
whiich cover only sbout seventeen pages out of
a totsl of 128 for &ll of Psul's Epistles . . .
gmust have & certsin ;erceféage of the words in
the rest of his Epistles.

Wionlenberg believes that thls lack of Psuline words
in the Pastorels only proves the Pauline zuthorship.
Certainly a forger would have imcluded words recognized'
to be Pzuline in his forged letter 1f he wished people -
to believe they were written by Paul,1®

Also lacking in the Pastorals is a number of par-
ticles commonly employed by Paul in his earlier Epistles.
Harrison lists 112 Pauline particles which are lacking
in our Epistles. Of these, Rom. hzs 58, 1 Cor.--49,

2 COI‘.--SE, G&l.—"'43,‘ Eph.——EE, Phil‘--zg, COl.--—lB,

1l. weiss, loc. &it. A

12. Henry Clarence Thiesssn, Introduction to tane New
Testement, p. 253. S0 also #alte: "We do not demand
that Shakespeare's Sonuets or Cyubeiine should exhibit
& certain vercentage ol Bamlet words. Antecedently, we
should not expect that an autnor's favorite expressions
woulé be distributed over the pages of his book like the
spots on 2 wall-paper pattern." Op. git.; B. 68.

lE‘. VJOhlenberg, QE"_. Mn, po 55.
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1 Thess.--27, 2 Thess.--12, and Phim.--12,1%

Twelve of thede occur only in Paul and nowhere else
in the New Testament--7 in one of Paul's earlier Epis-
tles; 2 in two Eplstles; and 3 in four Epiatlaa.15

Uf those Pauline particles laoking in the Pasto-
rals, but found in other New Testament books, 35 occur
in only one of Paul's early Epistles; 21 in two Epistles;
12 it three; 15 in four; 7 in five; 6 in aix; 6 in sev-
en; ¢ in eight; and 1 in nine.1®

White has ligted 24 of the most important Pauline
particles which are lacking in the Pastorals, and the
number of times they ocour in Paul's early Epistlss:
z;'cf-as (15), éI{EK{V (8), T (1), (d oo (9), ety
(10), -Tolflo{, with the accusative (14}, Ereir (11),
H"fﬂws (10), ouTE (34), 351(@( (14), oV ma (3), oA v
(28), JioTe (10), s’ﬁ«rr(*o&‘%w (7), % (15), <y el (s),
:l’(:q a\%\r (12), de O/ (27), o ews (9), oste/-rc. (15), e)v
rrufﬂ,(]_e), more (19; once in Tit.), o rse (14), and
suv (238).%7

In addition, Harrieon points to the peculiar use
of ws in the Pastorals. While <s does occur 'ralrly
often in the Pastorals, it is generally followed by a

substantive. But there is no trace in the Pastorals of

14, Harrison, op. cit., p. 35.

16. Ibid., p. 38 f.
186,

ibid.
17. White, op. eit., p. 71.
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the Pauline use of cws-— (1) with the participle; (2)
with the adverb; or (3) with.';c'.la

| Another peculiarity is Paul's preference for tusrof
ingtead of <SQ;} vhich occurs sbundantly in =11 of Paul's
letters except Phim., 2 Thess., the Pastorals, and to a
great degree not in Heb. and 1 Pet.

Harrison stresses the lack of the Pauline definlite
article in the Pastorals. He lists the following Paulline
uses of the definite article which sre conspicuous by
their absence from the Pastorals: (1) the Pauline phrase
o rn:/v ... 6 d&; (2) & with the nominative instead of
the vocative; (3) 6 with numerals; (4) S with an infini-
tive; (8)To o with the infinitive; (6) & with the adverb;
(7) © .with an interjection; and {8) S with a whole sen~
tence. Harrison sees a peculiarity in the Pastorals' use
of the article with g;rhﬁs, thus converting'gvrws into an
adjective, whereas in hie early Eplstles Paul uses it ad-
verblally.lg ‘

‘form, howeve, shows that the srtiele before whole
sentences is ohly in 1 Thess., Rom., Gal., and Eph., and
in Gal. only once (in an 01d Testament oitation). The
article before numbers is also missing in 2 Cor., Gal.,
and Col, The artidle before an infinitive 1s also mig-
Biﬁsiin 1 and 2 Thess., and ocoﬁre in 2 Cor. only twice.gp

Harrigon sdmits that the Pastorals make use of

' 18. Harrison, op. git., p. 39 f.

19, Ibig., p. &8 1.
20. Torm, op. git., 237.
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Pauline particles, but "with a certain looseness znd
vagueness which only throws into relief the absence of
any strong logical ooherence. He glves as examples:
ovv in 1 Tim. 2: 1,646dvfw51n 1 Tim. 2 9,3’%f> in 1 Tim,
2:6, the lack of an apodosis berore“r<d%qs in 1 Tim, 1:5.21

Harrison goes on %o polnt out the lack in the Pas-
torals of Paul's fond use of QOratic Variata, consisting
of pairs of sentences running parallel and more or less
synonymous with one another, and each complete in itself
(Rom, 4:12; 3:7.f.: 12:16 f. 20 £f.; 1 Cor. 4:6; 7:13;
14:1; 2 Cor. 11:6.2° Also lackling in the Pastorals is
Paul's serles of prepositlonz ip a single sentence with
reference to gome one aal.lb.jesct.z3

Taken as a whole, these migsing vparticles dq present
a difficulty, which cannot be overlooked. Liberal schol-
ars are convinced that these words are to be added to
the other peculiarities of the Pastorals as evidence
agalnst a Pauline authorship. Moffatt, for example,
belleves that "the difference in the use of the particles
is one of the most declsive proofe of the difference be-
tween Paul and this Paulinist."a4

White, however, reveals the fact that the great

majority of Psuline particles lacking in the Pastorals

e

Far o PP — S S—

2%. Harrison, op. 8it., p. 44.

4dbid.
23. Ipid., p. 40.
4. Moffatt, op, cit., p. 407.
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are confined to Rom., 1 and 2 Cor., and Gal., because
they are most argumentative and controversial, and the
subject-matter demands the employment of inferential
and simllar partlclea.25
Torm also tries to ghow the relative unimportance
of these missing particles., Most of the so-called Paul-
ine particles appear in only one of Paul's early letters,
or in only one group of those letters. Others, while
appearing in moe, follow generally the same pattern of
Paul's habit of repetition in one 1etter.26
White also sees the possibility of accounting for
this deficiency in particles by anssuming some freedom
on the part of an amanuensis employed by Paul at thls

time.27

We feel, howeve;, that tﬁls agsumpticn cannot
be defended with sufficient information concerning Faul's
use of an amanugsis. Horeover, granted that the pos-
sibility of an amanuensis exiets, the peculiarities of
the Pastorals are so similar in 2ll three letters, that
ve would have to assume that Paul employed the same
amanuensls for each of the three. The known factsof
Paul's travels hardly allow for such a view.

Wohlenberg believes that Paul's living in a Latin-

speéklng area (Rome) in his later years of travel accounts

for this péouliarity. Psul's mother tongue was Hebrew

26. White, loc. git.
26. Torm, op. 9i%., 234 f.

27. White, op. git., p. 71 f.
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and Aremsic, while he picked up Greek later in school.
Since Greek was only a second language to Paul, the in-
fluence of Latin upon 1t would have been much fore
noticeable than if it had been his mother tongue. Thie
would especlally account for the omission of the article
in the Paatorale.ze
Summarizing the facts before us, we find an abun-
dance of pecullar elements in the Pastoral Epistles.
Certainly it ie strange that Epistles, accepted early
as Pguline, should contain such an amount of material
80 out of harmony with previous writings of Paul. Ve
feel, however, that conservetive scholars have success-
fully shown that such pecullarities, numerous as they
are, can be accounted for, without rejecting the Paul-
ine anthorship. Moreover, to drsw a line between Paui-

ine and non-Pauline material necessitates far more evi-

dence than 11beral scholars offer.

28. Wohlenberg, op. glt., p. 54.

R ——
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III. Pauline Elements in the
Pastoral Epistlas

In spite of all the pecullarities in the Pastoral
Epistles, there are in them many similarities to Paul's
earlier Eplstles. Not everything in the Pastorals 1is
new and different. Now and then we come upon a word,
phrase, or element of style which definitely reminds
us of the Paul qr 0l1d. Even modern liberal oritiocs do
not deny that there are points of contact between our
Eplstles and the early Eplstles of the Apostle. - In the
vwords of Harrison--" . . . The Pastorals do unquestion-'
ably contain a notable quantity of definitely Pauline

matter bearing the unmistakable stamp of the Apostle.

1l
The only question ig--Who put 1t there?”” The answer 1g
of course sgelf-evident to conservative scholars. Liberal

scholare, however, have had considerable difficulty 1in

accounting for the Pauline elements in the Pastorals.
Virtually united in their offensive thrusts agalnst the
Pastorals because of the peculiarities outlined in the
orevious chapters, they suddenly find themselves in qulte
génera1~disagreement when put on the defensive by the

"unquestionably" Pauline elements in the Pastoral Epla?les.

1. Harrison, op. git., p. 87.
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what then are these Pauline elements?

‘The Pastorals contain 542 vwords in common with
Paul's early Eplétles. Of these, 50 are exclusively
Pauline words, not occurring elsewhere in the Hew Testa-
ment, Breaking down these 60, we find only 7 occurring
in more than one of the Pastorals, and 1 (Ent?ﬂﬂtld )
in all three Pastorals; 30 occur in only one of Paul's
early Eplstles, 10 more in two Eplstles, 3 occur in five;
2 ccecur in Paul's early Epistles only in quotation§ from
the Septuagint { <Aod. and GanEx;ut)} and only 3 ocour
more than twice in any of Paul's early letters Lz?%de-
P O(DKeluu S 61_"/1__75 ).2

In addition to these exclusively Pauline words,
the Pastorals alsoc share with Paul's early Eplstles 492
ﬁords vhich occur in other New Testsment books. Of these,
47 occur in sll ten of Paul's early Epistles; 30 are
ghared with nine Epistles; and 25 with eight.”

We have culled from Barnett's book” the following

words and expreselons which suggest a relationship be-
tween the language of the Pastorals and that of-Paul's

earlier Epistles. A. From all three Pastorale <—

> : .
Crdyvesers (1 Tim, 2:4; 2 Tim. 2:25; 3:7; Tit. 1:l):

the New Testament only in Paul's early Eplstles, the

/ D ’
Pastorals, Heb., and 2 Pet.; gwwa—vcucfs LA Yexs

2. Ibid., p. 24.

3. ibid., p. 26.

4, Albert E. Barnett, Paul Begomeg a Literary Influ-
ence, pp. 252-277. :
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(1 Tim. 2:4; 2 Tim. 2:25; 3:7; Tit.1:1): eleewhere only
in Heb. 10:26; é%rL{%:/Eld : only in 2 Thess. 2:8; llTlm. |
6:1l4; 2 Tim. 1:10; 4:1.8; and Tit. 2:13; n‘tsr\os S f\o/o--
os{ 1 Timxd5; 3:1; 4:9; 2 Tim. 2:11; Tit. 3:8): a Bos-
sible alliu=ion to Rom. 5:8. B, From 1 and 2 Timothy—w=
GTT=“TEL;6|%“L( 1 Tim. 1:18; 2 Tim. 2:4)s 2aleo in Paul

(1 Cor. 9:7; 2 Cor. 10:3) and in the New Testament elge~
vhere (Lk. 3314; Jas. 4:1; 1 Pet., 2:11)=--the figure of

a soldler 1s popular in Paullne letters; ;vJU '°‘H°Z‘J

(L Tim. 1:12; 2 Tim. 2:1; 4:17): also occars in earlier
letters (Rom. 4:20; Eph. 6:10; Phil. 4:13); évuvoﬁecros
(1 Tim. 1:5; 2 Tim. 1:5): =21go in Rom. 12:9 and 2 Cor.

6:6 (cf. Jas. 3:17; 1 Pet. 1:22); )(oéotc-.‘ﬂac (1 Tim. 4:

14; 2 Tim. 1:6): only in Rom., 1 and 2 Cor., 1 and 2 Tim.,
and 1 Pet.;iTqa’:S (1 TAm. 3:7; 6:9; 2 Tim, 2:268): aleo
in Rom. 11:9 (Lk. 21:35 1s 1ts only other occurrence in
the Hew Testazent). C. From 1 Timothy and Titus --
GuuTW{f(Of God--1 fim. 1:1; 2:3; 4:10; Tit. 1:3; 2:10.
13; 3:4): in Paul's early letters applied only to Christ,
but ef. 1 Cor. 1:21, where the conception of God as Ga;rn?a
also exists; zﬂwa<vﬁl(1 Tim. 1:1; Tit. 1:3; 2:15): only
here and in earlier lettcrs (Reom. 18:26; 1 Cor. 7:6. 29;

g Cor. 8:13); rvvl/sros (1:T™m, 1:2; Tit. 1:4; of. 2 Cor.
8:8; Phil. 4:3): "The sense in which i1t is used here cor-
responds with 1ts hae in Phil. 4:3 and was probsbly sug-

gested by the use of the =dverblal form 1n Phil. 2:20;" S

5' _I.Qi_._d_., p- 252.
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/7

€epMvos (1 Tim, 3:8,11; Tit. 2:2): also in Phil. 4:8
and 10 tluzes in the Septuagint. D. From 2 Timothy and
Titus —- © wryp (of Christ~-2 Tim. 1:10; Tit. 3:6;
1:4): Christ is called ¢ f-u'r-q/€ only in Paullne letters
(Phil. 5120; Eph. 5:23). E. From 1 Timothy only —-
g’ﬁ rrt's ¢ predominantly a Pauline word in the New Test-
awent; zpplied flguratively to Christ only in Col. and
1 Tim. 1:1 (also in Ignatiue); ofmovoﬁ < (1 Tim. 1:4):
used in Col. 1:25 in connection with Tov ho/afov. which
1s a "probasble source of influence for 1 Tim., where false
. teachlng ls described as creating controversy lnetead of
oc.)f(ow/or..niw 9603;"6 VQNOJL&QK«A ost {1 Pim. 197
elsewhere only in Lk. 5t17 and Acts 5:34; but hae azme .
connotation as the thought expressed by Paul in Gal. 4&:
21-27; <ado’s (applied to the Law): used thus 1n Few
Testament ﬁx;xly in Bom. 7:!6 and 1 Tim. 1:8; \etrctnu-hc'-‘ovd,fw'
(1 Tim. 1:14 only occurrence in New Testament): similar
%o ﬁﬂ&ov«vﬁfw( only in Paul and 2 Pet.)--"The type of :
thought and expreesion is thoroughly Paullne"‘7c rfof'r'f-.lo/e
(1 Tlm. 1:18): only elsevhere in 2 Cor., 10:4 (see 6 TP -
EUOHN undsr B. above); 116u,[ld (1 Tim. 2:11.12)% of.
2 Thess. 3:12; Acts 22:2 (7 Gl){dﬁ,, in 1 Thess. 4:11);
[ iG'/‘rqs (1 Pim. 2:5): only in Gal. (3:19.20), Heb., and
1 Tim; a?vu/hur(oov: only in 1 Tim. 2:6, but it ie the

6 I,hLQ. P. 2563,
3., p. 272.
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equivalent of q‘?fl‘or\u{rfwsls of Eph. 1:7 (cf. Bom. 3:24);
ov pevdopet (1 Tim. 2:7): aleo in Rom. 9i1, 2 Cor.
11:31, and Gal. 1:20; FfC}Tiu ¢ only in 1 Cor. 11:13
and 1 Tim. 2:10 does it indlcste conduct that ie appro-
pr_ia‘ae for women; ;fw?‘r«‘ro(/w (1 'I.’im.' 2:14): only in
early letteire and Pzstorals, and only in 2 Cor, 11:3 and
1 Tim. is it used of the origin of sinaand of Eve's temp-
taution; 670 T idd%u/(l Tim. 2:20): used thus in the
plural to deslgnate evidences of genuine Christianity
only here and in Eph. 2:10;8 gbazJLGfJJQ (1 Tim. 3:7}):
only occurrences sre in Rom. (15:3) snd Heb.;‘rpolcoF%{-
only in Phil. 1:12.25 and 1 Tim. 4115} GcKEcos ¢ only
occurrences in Gal. 8:10, Eph. 2:19, and 1 Tim. 5:8;
rﬁﬁfcéf>yos (1 Tim. 65:13): eléewhere orly in Aifs 19:19,
out simllar in thought and usage as wEQR(EL ™ (DOp—«oe\
in & Thess. 3:11; or'ujro(/PxEIa(; only in 2 Cor. 9:8 and
1 Tiw. 6:6 (ef. djro{eh‘qs in Phil. 4:11);’0’1\ e%-[oas
lonly in early Epistles =nd Pastorals--1 Cor. 5i5; 1 Thass.;'
5:3; 2 Thess. 1:9; 1 Tim. 6:9): its eschatologloeal conno-
tation in 1 Tim. is similsr to its uscge 1n 2 Thess. F.
From 2 Timothy only — KT g;“vwcﬁf;V= only in 2 Tim.
1:12 and Gal, 3:21.29; o?o‘wTrl TO'? re:/(vo{(z ‘1‘1m.>112)3 f’«m" :
othy 1s thus designsted also in 1 Cor, 4117; £vockew

(2 Tim. 1:5.12): ooccurs only in Paul {(Rom. 7:17; 8ill;

8. In evcry other case Paul ures the pJural to desig-
nzte sometiing in conflict to the Goepel.
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2 Cor, 6:16; Col. 3:16), and only in Rom., 8:11 and 2 Tim,
1:14 does 1t apply to 1=\q T s:‘fr..a 3 u—s(§q) 3 the form
used in 2 Tim, 1:5 ocours elsewhere only in Rom. (8:38;
14:14; 16:14); v o ‘<J‘/o(”_.u Toj‘%‘&o;}l only in Rom, 6:
25 and 2 Tim. 1:6;wa3w ded &s (2 Tim. 1:7): eof.
mveope Jovdes of Rom. 83165 S Je’s eeos ol Xfrc,‘ro:(/

I Ly sov (2 Tim. 1:8): "In Acts Paul is known as o JE/GHcos}
» but 1t ie in Eph, [3:1] and Philenm, [1:9] that he pre-
eminently appears as o Ja/s,»uoa Tov Irf(GTcti "Lyé60v 1"9
o4 sxdy apo (2 Tim. 1:8.12.16)i/prcdomlnantlya Paul-
ine word in the New Testament; weove6:s (2 Tim., 1:9;
3:10): elsewhere only in Acts and in earlier Pauline
Epistles (Rom. 8:28; 9:11; Eph. 1:1l1; 3:11) -- the sense
of this word in 2 Titm. 1:9 corresponds closely to that
in Rom. and Bph.; KT D*a(cd ¢ once in Lk., 24 times in
Paul's early Epistles, once in 2 Tim, (1:10), and once
in Heb, =-- 1ts use with ?)é;orrax‘in 2 Tim, corresponds
to 1 Cor. 15:24-27,54-57; z3§(p~]sro> : only in Phim. 11
and 2 Tim, 2:21; 4:11; <dorcs pos (2 Tim, 3:8; Tit. 1:16):
a Pauline word -- its usage in 2 Tim. 1s parallel with
Rom. 1:28; grrcfrdo Mt only in Phil, 2:17 and 2 Tim.
4:6; a)wv\jduens : occurs only in 2 Tim, 426.. but similar
to év’“)‘u/win Phil., 1:23 and Lk. 12336 (its only oc-

currences ;Ln the New Testament). G. From Titus only --

9. Ibid., p. 264.
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K KT 8"&3 ERTO Y : only in Tit., 1:1 and Rom. 8:33;
Lv o l(“f_l/w/wGlSS only in Rom. 12:2 and Tit. 315 (ef. v o
KcvOw 1n 2 Cor, 4:16 ana Col. 3:10).
Alford adds the following expremsione slmlilar tc.

the usage of Paul's early Epistles: o &btis Eg‘JU‘"\N affii
AvTPOovV Su-e\(: K.T.A. (1 Tim. 2:6) and S5 c’;rcmc'e:v'
£ oTov '5"’39 WTLE, 2114) == 0f. ToY dovTos EstuTov
TEpC <) (Gal. 1:4);2% 1 Tim. 1:17 and 2 Tim. 4

18 == gof, 61)5 oY d:tj)YdS Teoy vlfo/v-.h(Gal. 1:6; of.
Phil. 4:20); reoeﬁowrov (2 Tim, 2:16; 3:9.13) -~ of.
Rom, 13:12; Gal. 1:14; used only by Paul in the New Testa-
ment; tbd}o; é\fu:rr{uv o9 3&014/( T3 Uf’c/oy) -= 1 Tim, 5%
2l; 6:13; 2 Tim. 2:14; 4:1; Gal. 1:20; s v ddos (1 Tim,
3116) -- of. Gal. 219; ofvo-;voc (1 Tim, 679; Tit, 3t

3) =- of. Gal. 3:1; Bom. 1:14; TvESH=TC 3&56%5(2 Tim.
3:6) -~ cf. Gal. 5:18; Rom. 8ild; X<lipD Jiw (1 Tim,
2:6; 6:15; Tit. 1:i3) -~ of. Gal, 6=9;&»9ﬂ¢véﬂt53 HoV
(2 Tim. 2:8) —- cf. Rom, 2:16; 16:25; K+ pvgu« (2 Tim.
4317; Tié. 1:3) == cf. Rom, '18:25; 1 Cor. 1321; 2i4;
16:14); )(f‘o»/rOL.S ole yylols (2 Tal 138p Ti%, 132) —

cf. Rom., 16:25; crqvafw}e/\/"ros (1 Tim. 3:16; 2 Tim. 13
10; Tit, 1:3) -~ cf. Rom, 18:26 and otners;p+J}%J ‘°?”?

‘Du(lﬁ (1 Tim. 1:17) -~ of. BRom. 16:26.%%

19- The only places where this expression is used of
our lord.

11, Alford . ¢lt., p. 80 f. (Prologue), nn. 5 and
6. Alford reél'?'that there is a particular similarltz
between the Pastorals and Galatlans in content, spirit,




(1 Tim. 1:17)--cf. Rom. 16:26."

In the intereest of iiberal criticlsm Barnett offers
the following graph to show that the writef of the Pasg=-
torals musht have been well accualnted with Pzul's early
Epistlea.lg The graph indicates the number of lnatances
where the P.storsls simulate in expresslon eacn of Paul's
early letters. B:rnett hss classed them sccording to
the degree of probsbility of their "literary indebted-
nese," (A) indicating practical certainty, (B) high prob-
ability, (C) reason=zble uvrobsbllity, and (Unc.) etill less
probebility, or unclaessified instances, e glve the graph
nere witan the mental reservatlon that Barnett's classifi-
catlons indlcate only degrees of simllarity béiween eX=-
pressione in the Pastorals and Paul's early Eplstles.

& B ¢ Unc.

Rom.~ = = &= ~&= -4~ -=26
1 Cor.~ = 2« ~4— ~6= - -9
2 Core= = = = 3= =3= - =0
Gale= = = = = = = 3= - =9
Ephe~ = = = = 4= =3~ = 10
Phil.,- - -2~ -1- -3~ ~ 10
Cole= = = = ~ 4o =3- = =7
1 Thegse= = = = = l1- -~ =8
2 Thegge= - = 1= =38~ = =2
Philem,- — = =1- =l- = =1

Here we have a vast amount of Psuline meterial eji-
dent in the Paatorsls. The similarities with Paul's early
Epistles are so striking that even the liberal critils
ganpot Lp-pags them, =nd 1t is right here that they fall

lnte dlssgreement with one another, Scme explanatien of

and expreassion.
12, Barnett, op. cit., p. 277.
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thie Paullne matfer is necessary for them if they wish
to prove that a Paullne authorship of our letters is iam-
possible. -

doltzmann belleves that the Pastorals are a flsti-
ticus product of a second-century writer writing in

Paul's name. Acgquainted with Paul's letters, this writ-

er in the Pastorals attempted as best he could to make

his product gppear genuine. The result is thls vast

amount of Pauline matter in the Pastorals.l5

Barnett expresses a simlilar view:

|
The indications of this study are that the au- }
thor of the Pastorals was acquainted with Paul's
lettera as a collection and that he knew each
of the ten letters that seem to to have consti-
tuted the corpus. Of the three letters, 2 Tim.
is the fullest of reminiscences, but acqualntance
with the older letter collection is evident in
1 Tim, and Tit, Thers are no direct and formal
quotations from Paul's letters, but the language
and idess of Paul's authentic wrltizgs are un-
mistakably used in many instances.

Harrison wiskes to show that the simllarities be-
tween the Pastorals and Paul's early Epistles are not
as great as figures and 1listings indlcate. The simi-

larities include: (1) words without which it would be

impossible to write at all, or universal Christian terms
indlepengable to any Christian writer, and distinctive

of none -- every one of the 102 words whioh the Pastorals

share with 8, 9, or 10 of Paul's early Epistles; (2)

13. Holtzmann, gn. eit., p. 125.
14, Barnett, jog. git.
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words occurring in only one of the Pastorals, and only
once there; (3) words which carry a different meaning in
the Pastorals from that given them earlier; (4) deriva-
tives from Pauline words and compsunds of two or three
Pauline expressions. Thue he feels that this common
vocabulary of Paul and the Pastorals "is subject to a
heavy d:.sc::tmnt."]'5
Moreover, Harrison feels that many Pauline expres-
slons are clumsily injeoted into the Pastorals for no
good reason. He ocites o?h )}QS Eeaty A E./j(cu, o cLéu/JoHaz\
in 1 Tim, 2:7 -- "VWhat was the point, and where the
necessity of assuring Timothy, of all people in the
world, that he really was speaking the truth, and not
telling lies, when he asserted that he, Paul, had been
appointed an Apostle and teacher of the Gentiles? By
what conceivable posslbinty could it have oocurred to
Tisothy to have denied or doubted that?'le Rarrison
terms o0 KXTx Td {pyw ymdvin 2 Tim. 139 as a
“glip" for the Pauline ook :g 2’.’Paawv (Rom. 9:11;
11:6; Gal. 2:16; 3:2.5.10; Eph, 2:9), for Paul says in
other places that God will reward man KT = i‘lpo-d
troS (Rom. 2:6; 2 Cor. 11:16; 2 Tim. 4:14).17 Be
finds €. 3’;9 SuvaT EDdvopey Kxc €uvfreo ey Of

2 Tim. 2:11 f. to be almost verbatim with Rom. 6:8, and

15. Harrison, op. glt., pp. 26-29.
16. .3 P: 90 f. St.: also Bacon, op. git., p. 137.

1?7. Harrison, gp. git., p. 91.
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yet different from it in 1its unnatural use of the aorist
verb rorm.le Finally, the Jﬁ?» oonstruétioﬁ in 2 Tim.
1:3 Harrigon calls "certainly awkward and dxrfiéult to
account for grammatlcally.lg

In addition to Psulline worde and expressions in the
Pastorsls, there are 77 particles which the Pasgstorals
share with Paul's early Epistles. Harrison, however,
emphaeizes the fact that these are not too significant,
for: (1) every one occurs in the writings of the Apos-
tolic Fathers, the Apologists, and a great majority in
practically every book of the New Testament; (2) onmly
36 occur in all three of the Pastorals -- zll but one
of these 36 occur in 1 and 2 Cor., Eph., Phil., Gal.;
33 in Col.; 30 in 1 Thess.; 31 in 2 Thess.; and 30 in
Phim.; (3) of the remaining 41, 7 are in only one of
Paul's earlier Epistles, 17 in only one of the Pastorals,
and 10 only once in the Pastorals.ao

Some difficulty arises from the fact that most of
the Pauline expressions in the Pastorsls ocour in the
earliest Eplatles of Paul. "“While we have echoes from
every period of Paul's epistolary oareer, and from every
specimen of his literary craftmanship, the most numerous
and striking of theee are taken, not from the latest
group -- ag would have. been natural, if he had written

A e il
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the Pastorals during and shortiy before a second Roman

: 1mprieohmar_1t - but from Romans and 1 and-2 Corinthians.2'
Part of this difficulty can, however, be cxplained by
pointing to the slze and general character of those let=
ters. ]

- For the sake of completeness we include another
a'x--'gmm advanced by Harrleon.on. the basis of the Paul-
ine elements in the Pastorals. "So numercus and strik-;
ing are these verbal agreements that it becomes a very
seriocus question whether Paul himself would have been
able, or likely, to reproduce, purely frommmory such
a variety of extracts fom letters which he had dictated

22 We feel thie view

seven or eight years previously.
is too subjective for serious consideration.
Conservative scholars look upon these Pauline ele-
ments as definite proof for Pauline authorehip. Torm
stresses the point that these Pauiine paseages are not
"glavish repetitions" from earlier Eplstles, but similar

expressions -- Jjust what can be expected in different

writings of the same author.‘ds
Torm also believes that the Pauline elements speak
for a Pguline authorshlp because the similarities be-

twveen letters of Paul are mdre sbundant between letters

in one time-group, as well as between letters of one

21. ;blg. p. 88.
22, Ibid., p. 89.
23. Torm, gp. git., 239.
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group with those of the following group. The Pastorals
aleo follow this trend. "Es miste ein sehr raffinierter
FAlscher sein, der datéir sorgte, alle dlese Berdtrungs-
punkte gerade mit den zuletzt von Paulus abgegfszten
Briefen anzubringen. 1

There remains a Paulke element in the Pastorals
vhich causes some liberal critics to qualify somevhat
their view that these letters are fictitious. This ele-
ment is the vast amount of personal referencea in the
Pastoral Epistles. Even the liberal Harrison, who re-
Jects the Peuline authorship of the Pastorzle as a whole,
feels that these Personslia must be producte of Paul's
own hand. He takes exception to the views of his col-
leagues, and says that they "have . . . made out an un-
answerable caee for their thesie, that there is RO
single moment in Paul's 1life, as knoun to us from Acte
and the ten epistles, into which these personal refer-
ences as a whole can by any ingenuity be inserted.®

Harrison believes that a second century writer had
before him a certain amcunt of genuine Pauline material.
This he incorporated bodily into his letters. Though
thie matérial "cannot be identified vith any of the
s‘ﬁ‘rvlving epl'stles,“ it is so olosely Pauline, that we

cannot rez.rd these Personallas as pure flction invented

24, 5
25. Hal‘t‘ion. Qn. m:. P- 95'
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by the "zuctor ad Timotheum e% ITitun" in order to make
his product look g;,vem.zs.ma.?“5 On the contrary, Harrigon
belleves these Personalla o be fragments of ssveral
brief personal notes which Paul ad@ressed at various
times to one or another of his friends. These then were
"eventually copied out from scattered scraps of papyrus
cn to a esingle sheet, elther by our author himself or
by some cther soribe," and then incorporated into the
Pastorals.27

Aocordi.‘ng to thigs view, Harrison places the stamp
of genuineness upon the following Pergonalia sections in
the Pastorals: (1) Tit. 3:12-15; (2) 2 Tia, 4:13-15.20,
2laj:(3) 2 Tim. 4:16-18a.(? 18b); (4) 2 Tim. 4:19-12. 22b;
(6) 2 TAm, 1:16-18; 3.1C f; 4:1.2a.5b.6-8.18b.19.21b.22a,
The first Harrison beligves wes written in ¥Yastera Hace-
donia, several months after 2 Cor., 10-13 andi before 2 Cor.
1-9; the second in Macedonla, after Paul's visit to Troas
mentioned in 2 Cor. 2:12 f.; the third in Caesarea, soon
after his arrival under escort from Jerusalem; the fourth
in Rome, about 62 A.D. In ghort, Harrison belleves that
2 Timothy consists of Paul's last personal letter %o Timo-
thy "edited snd brought up to date by the augtor ad Il@o~
theum, for the benefit of the less heroic Timothys of

hi' owh day, with the three earlier notes tacked on at
the ena,**®

 26: Ibia., pp. 93 and 102,
oy VD, 109
28. Ibjd., pp. 125 and 127.
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In an effort to explain the peculiarities of dic-
tion which occur in these sections, Harrison uses the
same arguments which conservative scholars use to prove
the genulneness of the Pastorzls as a whole.zg

This view, howsver, stands out in sharp contrast
to that of other liberal critics. Baur feels that the
Personalla are only examples of "the happy thought of

30 .
invention.® Likewise Holtzmann:

Jedenfalls ist uns die Vorstellung schwleriger
vollziehbar, dass um wenige echte Verse ein
ganzer unechter Brief sich angesétzt habe, als
dle andere, dass, wer einmal einer Brief im Namen
elnes Andern schrieb, dazu sich das nothwendlige
PersBnliche selbst bildete oder aus Literatur und
Tradition zusammensuchte . . . . zugegehen, dass
an Paulus die Nothwendigkeit 8fters herangetre-
ten sein mag, Billets zu schreilben, so sieht man
doch nicht ein, weder warum dann unter so vielen
nur sc wenige sich sollten erhalten haben, noeh
varum gerade dlese, welche niohts darbleten, was
sle vor gfderen als werthvell erscheifén lassen
konnte, "

Congervative scholare think it incredible to as-
crlbe these Personalia to a forger. €itingl 'ﬂm._5=23
("Drink no longer water etc.®); Paley doubts that a for-
ger Gonld have given such a directlon, "g0 remote from
everything of dodttine or discipline, everything of
public concern to religion or to the Church, or %o sAy
sect, order, or party in it, and from every purpose

. 32
with which such an Epistle eould bo written.”

29. Ibid., pp. 92 f. 96-98. 118. 121 f. 124.
> N0 zmann () C] P. L]
32, Williem péﬁ?‘ &m:ag'l’gglinag, p. 303 £. So also

Bacon, 10g. ¢it.
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Simpson takes the positloh thaﬁ only Paul could have
eailed himself "chief of sinners® (1 Tim. 1:13). More-
over, setting at 23 the number of Personalis in 2 Timo-
thy alone, Simpson says, "He who does not catch Paul's
acoents in this letter must be remarksbly hard of hearing
e » ¢« « False witnesses are careful not to compromise
by too many specific partioularsa.“m

This conservative acholar also has no use for Har-
rison’e patech-work. To him, Harrison's hypothesis
makeg the second century "the golden age of fancy woi:,
barring the incomparavle twentieth wo4
' S8ide by side with these lingulstic elements we also
find the true Pauliné style present in the Pastorals.

A few examples will suffice: (1) images (the mxrtial
aspirant to fame, the geat, the steward, the outpoured .
11‘bauon, the vessels unto honor); (2) melosis, or un-

derstatement; (3) appositlons, (4) compendious compounds—-

"Theae conglomerates fully accord with Paul's manner®

(slmpson)' (5) enumerations; (6) the play on words (1 Tim..

&3 17; 2 Tim. 3:4; 3:17; 4:2); (7) Latinistic 1nr1uencee--

.« . more legible than heretofore in the apostlels Greek

-« . nor could anything be more natural than this

phenomenon® (Simpson). £E

33. Simpson, op. g¢it., p. 296 f.
M' _Im- & é- 510. :
35. 1Ibid., pp. 306-310.
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IV. The Pastoral Epistles Compared
with Writings of the Second

Century

Both 1liberal and conservative scholats have looked
to writings of the second century to prove-theilr hypo-
theses. Liberal critics bellieve that tre simllafities
between these writings and the Pastorals indicate that
both were products of the same century--the second. On
the other hand, the conservative group feels that these
similarities merely show that the writers of the second
century were familiar with the Pastorals, their famili-
arity with them manifesting itself in many allusions to,
and quotations from, those Epistles.

Harrison attempts to show by means of a thorough.
study that the Pastorals are more similar to the writ-
ings of the Apostolic Fathers and of the Apologists than
to Paul's early Epistles.;’He states that our Epistles
have 542 words in common with Paul; 623 with other New
Testament books; 664 with the writings of the Apostolic
Fathers; 641 with the writings of the Apologists; 673
with writings of the New Testament, including Paul's
early Epistles; and 735 with the combined writings of
the Apostolic Fathers and Apologists. Thus the Pastorals

have 61 words more in common with Christian writings from
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95-170 AD than with Christian writings of the last half
of the first century, including those of Paul.l,"ﬁ
Moreover, the Pastorals share with the wri';:ings of
the Apostolic Fathers 664 of thelr total of 848 words,
or 78.3%, while Paul's early Epistles share with those
writings 1,543 of a total of 2,177 words, or 70.9%.2
Carrying the study further, Harrison has fo@d that
503 of the 542 words common to Paul's early Epistles and
the Pastorals occur also in the Apostolic Fathers, or
92.8%; 485, or 89.5% in the Apologists; and 524, or 98.7%
in one or the other.®
Of the 106 words occurring in all three of the Pastd-
rels, 97 are in Paul's early Epistles, 102 in the Apos-
tolic Fathers combined, and 105 in one or the other.4
Of the total of 492 words common to Paul's early
Epistles, the Pastorals, and other Rew Testament books,
470 are in the Apostolic Fathers; 459 in the Apologis.ts;
444 in both; and 485 in one or the other.5
Of the 50 exclusively Pauline words in the Pastomals,
83 occur in the Apostolic Fathers, 26 in the Apologists,
20 1n both, ahd 39 in one or the ot;her.8

The Pastoral letters contain 18 words which occur

1. Harrison, op. git., p. 77 f.

2. Ibid., p. 74.
X %ﬁ
5 i
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in Paul's early Eplstles, but not in the Apostoliec Fa-
thers or the Apologists. Of these, 7 are found elsewhere
in the New Testament. Thus there remain only 11 words
which the Pastorals share exclusiveiy with Paul's early
Epistles." This figure is significant when compared
with the number of words which the Pastorals share ex-
clusively with the Apostolic Fathers and the Apologists.
0f the 175 "hapax 1egomena" in the Pastoi'als, 81 occur
in the Apostollic Fathers, and 61 in the Apcloglsts, in-
cluding 32 which are not in the Apostolic Fathers. This
makes a total of 93 "hapax legomena" which the Pastorals
share with the Apostolic Fathers and the Apologists cmm-
bined. The Pastorals share with the Apostolic Fathers

' from 4.4 "hapax legomena" per page (1 Timothy) to 7.1

per page (Titus), while Paul's early Epistles share with
the Apostolic Fathers from 1 "hapax legomena® per page
(Romans) to 2.4 per page (Philemon). With the Apostolic
Fathers or the Apologists, or both, the Pastorals share
from 7.5 "hepax legomena® per page (2 Timothy) to 8.6
per page (Titus), while Paul's early Epistles share from
1.6 (Ephesians) to 3.2 (Philemon). The Pastorals share
2l "hapa'x legomena® with Clement of Rome; 7 with 2 Clem-
ent; 13 with Ignatius; 6 with Polycarp; 4 with The Mar-
tyrdom of Polycarp; 3 with The Didache; 4 with Barnabas;
£1 with Hermas; 7 with Ep. ad Diogpetum; 1 with Paplas;

7. Ibid., p. 73 f.

Ty
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1 with Aristeides; 19 with Tatlan; 40 with Justin; 22
with Athenagoras; £ with Helito} and 2 with Dionysius of
Corinth.®

S8imilsrly the Pastorals share with the Apostolie
Fathers 161 non-Pauline words; with the Apologists, 156;
with both groups combined; 108; with one oritHelothez:
8ll. These figures are far greater than those non-
Pauline words in each of the ten earlier Eplstles of
Paul which occur in the Apostolic Fathers and the Apol8-
gists., The Pastorals share 63 non-Pauline words with
Clement of Rome, 28 with £ Clement, 39 with Ignatius, 20
with Polycarp, £2 with The Martyrdom of _l?_o_ly;q_g_x_'_p,, =k
with The Didache, ©8 with Barnabas, 75 with Hermas, 27
with The Ep. ad Dlognetum, ¢ with Paplas, 7 with Aris-
teides, 61 with Tatian, 116 with Justin, 59 with Athen-
agoras, and 5 with Melito, This coprespondence 1s also
much closer than that between the Pastorals and other
New Testament books, outside Paul.. "The outstanding
fact here is that one word in every four throughout the
Pastorals , . . while foreign so far as we know to the
vocabulary of Paul,. is now proved to form part of the
working vocabulary of Christian writers between the
years A.D. 95 and 170.%°

Of the 13l words found in the Pastorals and other

8. Ibig., p. 68 f.
9‘ mg-o’ pp- 70"'730
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New Testament books, but not in Paul's early Epistlea,
100 occur in the Apostollc Fathers; 95 in the Apologiats;
118 in one or the other; &£nd 77 in these two combined.
Taking the Fathers asepamtely, we find 42 such words in

3 =2emenl; 21 in 2 Clement; 26 in Ignatius; 14 in Poly-
carp; 18 in The Hartyrdom of Poiycarp; 18 in The DBidaghe;
24 in Barasbse; 54 in Hermas; 20 in the Ep. ad Biognetum;: *
3 in the fragments from Papias; 6 in Aristeldes; 4.2, in

Tatian; 76 in Justin; 37 in Athenagoras; and 3 in Melito. 2O

Harrieon points cut that this similaity betweea the
Pastorals and the Anostolic Fathers is strengthened by a
study of the Pauline words missing in the Pastorals, and
those migesing in the Anostolic Fathers. The Apostolio
Fathers lack 634 Pauline words, while the Pastorals lack
595 of the same words.ll

A consi.derati.on of particles also hears out this
simllarity. The following Pauline particles miesing in
the Pastorals are also missing in the Apostolic Fathers:
a“"TE(’ wlroc ,cJ&'p'-]rc-(E_ V17, rr»]rhKa.s ICJIT‘EV"‘VTL/OS
vref""rw urrep)ww' wsrrepa c@drdf,r(dgﬂ.ye\/ouvae ’
Of’/. ocfl.( WSy To(xa{ . rovvavrioy , o TEQLINITEP ( €60 &

6\/(_ ’ CHPE_AO\/. F'A*;V , and ;u-rIIFw.S- Among those found
°nly once in the Apoa"o].ic Fathers, we find JCUPO ’
ffﬂu’rns . "'l‘” ‘el - Hv—lircu. st s ’]'\“"05 ’
KO(T‘EVQJ IT(O\/ e K.,,' - g,,g—cp, and o(z(fc .

187 In X 'ml
11, ___’, ’f;. 74,
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Of other Paullne particles miesing in the Pastorals,
2’« dsTes oocurs 42 times in 9 early Eplstles of Paul,
but only 6 times in the Apostolic Fathers; er ag a prepo-
gltion oocurs 38 times in 8 early Eclstles, only & times
in the Fathers; £>lfT'c --83 times in 8 early Epistles, 3
times: in Fathers; 67\4 os =-=23 times in 8 Epiastles and only
1n 1 Clement; Jco —-27times in 8 Eplstles, 2 times in
Fathers; «w6Té --39 in 7 Epistles, 1 time in Fathers;
f\’io"‘; --27 in 7 Epistlse, & m Fdhers; e —-16'1n 7
Epistles, and missing entirely in 3 Fathers; re -=13 in
7 Epistles, missing in & Fathers; o?f.u( --27 in 7 Eplstles,
missing in 4 Fathers; Vuv/t,-—ls in 8 Eplstles, missing in
7 Fathers; STFews --9 in 6 Epistles missing in 5 Fathers;
é—‘a‘uro;( --l4 in 6 Eplstles, missing in 5 Fathers; ‘:IG’foe o=
14 in 5 Epistles, missing in 3 Fathers; ogxs{rt --15 1n &
Epistles, missing in 5 Fathers; o)(;(fc --14 in 6 Eplistles;
missing in 8 Fathers; ovyz(t /--18 in 4, migsing in 4 Fath-
eras; "\""%“/ﬂ"ﬁo —16 in 4, wissing in 8 Fathers.lz

The partlcles shared with the Apostolio Fathers, but
not occurring in Paul's early letters, are }4'1& 7o (aleo
not in the New Testament), XY o3 (also not in the New
Testament), f,u:\/ TRO i {u'rl/rrorg, dd' fz\v dfrf:w .13

Of the 77 particles which the Pastorals share with

Paul's early Epistles, the great majority ocour in every bookdthe

s9 Pe .
13. ﬁ': p- 76.




New Testament also, and almost without exception are
found both in the Apostolic Fathers and'the,Apologist_.I4

In spite of these verbal similarities, conservative
scholars deny that the Pastorals fit into the period of
the' Apostolic Fathers. Simpsoﬁ believes that our Epistles
are "dii'ferent from the secondary tone and lifeless tenor
of the products of the age of the apostolic fathers.md5 .
We, however, ifeel this defense inadecuate, since the spirit
of a literary product is more dependent on the personality,
mood, and purpose of the author, than on the age in which

it 1s produced.

Other scholars believe that these similsrities indi-
cate that Christian writers of the second century show in
their writings a certain literary dependence on the Pas-
torals, or that the language of the second century was to
a great degree the same as that of the period to which they
ascribe the Pastorals, namely, the latter half ol the firsf
century.

White 1ists the passages in the Pastorals which are
writings of the post-Apostolic Christian writers. He be-
lieves that some of these similarities suggest litersry de-
pendence on the part of these writers upon the Pastorals,
while others are werely "illustrations of that current re-

\ n
ligious phraseology which the Pastorals themselves reilect.

140 'Ibid., p. 77.
15. Simpson, op. cit., £95.
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In The Epistle to the Corinthians of Clement of Rome (oa.

96 A.D.) we £ind similarities with the following passages:

-4, Tnose suggesting llterary dependence — 1 Tim. 1:118;

2 Tim, 1:3; Tit, 2:10; 3:1; B. Those which are illustra-
tions of current phraseology -- 1 Tim. 1:17; 2:3.8.9.11; 3:10;
5:4;1‘7; 6:1.8.12; 2 Tim. 2:1; 4:7; Tit. 2:4. "They prove
that Clement's mind was at home in the religious world to

wvhich the Pastorals ':mlc:mg."16

The so-called Second Epiatle of Clement of Rome {ca.
120-140 A.D.) alludes to the following pa.ssageé: 1 Tim.
17 '
1:117; 6:12.14; 2 Tim. 214.5; Tit. 2:12,

Van Oosterzee adds 1 Tim. 3:3 to his 1ist of passages
' 18
alluded to in Clement's Epistle to the Corinthians.

The liberal Hoffatt says that these similarities be-
tween the Pastorals and Clement of Rome lndicate some 11t=
erary relationship, but that we cannot prove whether Clen=-
ent was dependent on the Pastorals, or vice versa. Tha%,
according to Moffatt, must be determined by examinatlon
of the Pastorals in other aspaots.lg

Ignatius (ca. 110 A.D.) alludes to the following pas-
sages: A. Those suggesting dependence -— 1 Tim. 6:1.2;

2 Tim. 116.10.12; 2:4.5.12.25; 4:5; Tit. 1:14; 3:9; B.
Those which are illustrctions of ourrent phraseoclogy ==

20
1 Tim. 1:1.3.17; 6:3; 2 Tim. 2:21; Tit. 1:14; 3:1.9.

16. White, op. git., p. 76 f.
17. Ibig., p. 79.

18. Van Oosterzee, op. ¢it., p. 2.
19. Moffatt, op. ¢i%., p. 418 f.
20. White, op. oit., p. 77 L.
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Van Oosterzee has found allusions to 2 Tim. 1:6.18
and Tit. 2:3 in Ignatlua.zl

Moffatt believes that some similarities between the
Pastoral Epistles and Ignatiue show that he was definitely
familiar with the Pastorals, while others have no great
signlfic&nce.2

_Polycarp (4. 1565) alludes to the following passages:
A. Those suggesting literary dependence -- 1 Tim. 2:2;
4:15; §:7.10; 2 Tim. 4:10; B. Thoge vwhich are illustra-
tiona of current phraseology -- 1 Tim. 1:1; 2 Tim. 2312,
In The Hartyrdom of Polycarp we find allusions to 1 Tim.
2:2 and Tit. 3:1. "It is, to say the least, difficult
to believe that o man like Polycarp, who had been & dis-
ciple of the Apostle John, . . . would have made 3uch
honourable use of letters which had been compiled by an
unknown Paulinist & few years before., "%

Van Oosterzee adds 2 Tim. 2:11 to thie list of pas-
sages alluded to by Polycarp.24

Barnabas (70-132 A.D.) has similarities with 1 Tim.
3:14.16; snd 2 Tim. 4:1, vhioh are illustrations of cur-
rent phra_seology.25
Moffatt believes that "the coincidences of thought

and expression between Barnabas and the pastorals are to0

general to prove dependence elther way," snl that the dmllar epmee=

2l. Van Oogterzee, log. elt

22, Moffaty, op, oit., p. 418.
23. Whlte._n%. oit., D ge ¢, See also Easton, 9p. @it., P- Sl.

24, Van Oosterzee, loc. cit.
26. mtg. oD. g_u"_' Pe. 79.
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sions "probably belonged to the common stmospherc of tﬁe
church, liturgical or catechetical,n<®

The Epistie to Diognetus (ca. 150 A4,D) offers exemples
of literary dependeace on 1 Tim. 5:16 and Tit, gi4, and
alludes to 1 Tim. 3:16 in a manner which suggests that they
are illustrations of current phraseology.®?

A passage in Justin Msrtyr (eca. 140 4,D) seems depen-
dent on Tit. &:4, while that Christisn writer also alludes
to 1 Tim. 4:1 snd £ Tim. 4:1.%8 Easton believes that the
absence of mwore azlliusions in Justin is natural, since "even
the acknowledged letters of Paul are rarely cited by him.%29

fie have shown hy & word-study and a listing of passages
alluded to that there are definite similarities between the
Pastorsls snd tihe wrltings of post-Apostolic Christian writ-
ers, Comuining these two studles, ve see that these siml-
larities sre most prominent in the writiﬁgs of Clement of
Rome, Justin Mertyr, and Hermas. Goudge believes this fact
to be véry nztursl, since Clement, Hermas, aud Justin were
Christians of Rome, though they write in (reek; "and they are
affected by the same influences as St., Paul in his 1§test

years, 160

26. Hofratt, op, eit., p. 417 f.
2_70 White, QL _QLE., Pe 80.
9. lLaston, on. clt., p. 32. =
0. A, E, éd;g aﬁgmﬁt i. Goudge, "The Pastoral Epistles,®
in 4 New Commentary on Holv Scripture, Charles Gore, Henry
Lelghton Goudge, firred Guillsume, €as., p. 58l. o
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In addition to these similarities between the fastor-
als and Christiszn writers, we also {ind a relationship be-
tween our letters and the pegan llterature oif the perlod
from Paul to the end ol the second century.

Harrison poluts oul tnat of the 8z YhapaX legowenal
of the Pastorals, walch ¢o not occur in Christian writers,
57 are found in pagan writers between 85 and 170 A. D, All
oi the remaluing 25 have derivatives or closely related terms

in their place in the Christisn and non-Christisn writers of

Lo

51

this period.”
The close similarity between the Pastorals and Christian
- - as well as non-Christian - - writers of a post-Apostolic
age 1s obvious irom this study. %He fecl, however, that 1ib-
eral criticism is not justified in making this fact the ba-
sis for plucing the Pestorals into thet period of iiterary
activity. It is true, many words and passage of the Fastor-
als occur agszin only in literature of & pust-Pauline perlod.
Revertiweless, they couid have been part of the comzon vocabu-
lary as ezrly as the time oif Paul. For support of this view,
we need oniy mentlon Hégeli.sg He 1ists 60 words of Paul
which do not ocecur again in Greek literéture untll over a cen-
tury after Puul. While epparently these words were not in
use before in comuon Speech, yet Régell belleves that in rea-
1ity they were part of the comuon vocsbulary even in Paul's

day. Only 1& of these worde listed occur in the Pastorals.

8l. Harrison, op. ¢it., pp. 82-84.
8. Nageli, op. cit., pp. 42-80.
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Yet, who can deny that the number may be larger? In fact,
how can we, living nlneteen centuries after Paul, know just
what was, &nd wh&at was not, tire common vocabulary of the

Apostle's day?
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Conclusion

We have attempted to outline the linguistio dif-
ficulties arieing in any study of the Pastoral Epistles.
That these difficultles exist, no one can deny. At-
tenpts to solve these difficultles have resulted in a
wide variety of conclusions on the part of Biblical schol-
ars. Baslcally, however, the conclusions resolve into
a rejection, or acceptance, of the Pauline authorship
of the Pastorals.

The liberal critics of modern times with one voice
have attempted to place the Pastorals into a post-Apos-
tolic period. To them the linguistic difficulties are
too great to allow for the traditional view of Pauline
authorship. They feel, howeven that these difficulties
vanlsh if we place the Pastorals into a later period.

Thus Bacon looks upon the Bastorals as a compllatlon
of Pauline material by a post-Apostolic Paulinist. "We
must simply recognize the Pastors Eplstles as a speclal
group . . . later formed than the primsry Pauline Canon
©oe . bear.tng the marks of much alteration, interpola-
tion, editorial adaptation . . . . They have passed through
an vexp_erience similar to all known compilations of their
°1a9§,. a process of more or less unconscious accretion

arrested only by the stereotyping hand of the Canon-
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1
maker. "
Similarily Hoffatt: "Were it not for 1 Timothy,
it might be plausible to seek room for the other two
within the 1lifetime of Paul, but all three hang together,
and they hang outside the historical career of the Apos-
tle." DJMoffatt belleves that the Pastorals are pseudony=-
mous compodtions of a Faulinist, who wrote during the
period of transition in the neo-catholic church of the
second century. His ailm was to safeguard the common
Chriqtianlty of the age in terms of the great Pauline
tradition. He knew Paul's Eplstles and his gospel, and
also had access to some Pauline "reliquise" and tradi-
2
tions not represented in Luke's history.
 Harrison's conclusion to a study of the language of
the Pagtorale is an attack upon the traditional view and
a defense of the libersl hypothesls --
It is universally admitted that the lingulstic
peculiarities of the Pastorals are such as to
call loudly for some explanation. But while
numerous explanations have been forthcoming from
the eide of those who still adhere to the tradi-
tional view of their origin, neither singly nor
collectively are these suffioclent, in the Judg-
ment of "critios,” to neutralize the overwhelming
cumulative effect of the great body of "1d°n°;h
pointing in an entirely different direction. e
true explanation . . . is that the Pastorals wo:e
not written by Paul, but by a devout and earnes

Paulinist with our ten Paulines and . « . other
genulne notes before him, during the half century

1. Bacon, op. git., p. 140.
- 2. Moffatt, op. oit., p- 398 f.
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A. D, 95-145.5
Harrison bellieves that this Pauliniet was not a forger,
in the sense that he trled to deceive the people of his
day. On the contrary, the Christians of his day "must
have been perfectly well awvare of what he had done. ot

' Goodspeed coneiders the Pastorals as a "corpus®
written by a Pauliniet around 160 A. D. Marcion Gnos-
ticiem had 1dentifled 1tself with Paul and his teachings,
The Pauliniet then wrote the Pastorals to rescue and
recover Paul from this identification. This Paulinist
meant the Pastorals to be a supplement to Paul's other
writings, whioh h:d been collected and published per-
haps fifty years before his time. Goodepeed looks uponm
the incluslon of the Pastorale in the Canon as 1ndic$-.
ing the success of the Paulinist's purgmm.5 _

Esston gives the following dates for the writing
of the Pastorals: 2 Timothy -- oa. 95; Titus — ca. 100;
1 Tigothy -- ocs. 10."2».‘5

The position of Lock lies somevwhere between that
of the liberal and conservative scholars. "The argu-~
ment from style is in favor of the Pauline authorship,
that from voocsbulary strongly, though not quite conclu-
Slvely, against 18,7

Herrison, op. git., p. 85.

Ibid., p. 12. See also Easton, op. git., P: 19.
Goodspeed, op. cit., Pp. 334=-344.

Easton, op. eit., p. 20 f.

Look, op. cit., p. XXIX.

-om!m.a«c.-v
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In epite ofall the lingulstic difficulties and the
efforts of men to place the Pastorals in a post-Pauline
period, through the centuries there hsve been men who
refuse to concede the impossibllity of accepting the
Pauline suthorship. By attacking the conclusions of
liberal critics, as well as by upholding the possibility
of peculiarities in a product of Paul, these sonserva-
tive scholars have defended a view traditional from the
first century down to the preéent ers.

Alford 1s among those who attack the oritical view
of liberal scholars. "The objections brought against
the genuineness by its opponents, on internal grounds,
are not zdequate to set it aside, or even to raise a
doubt on the subject in a fair-judging mmd."a

The inconsistency of liberal oriticlism is polnted
out by Wace -- "Criticiem which at one moment uses dif-
ferences to prove that an Epistle is not 3t. Paul's,
and at another uses resemblances to show that 1t was the
work of an imitator, is too hard to please to be worth
much consideration. "’

Conybeare sees the difficulty of aseribing the
Pagtorals to a forger. "The opponents of the genulne-
nese of these Eplstles have never been able to suggest

any sufficient motive for their forgery. Had they been

8. Alford, op. git., p. 86 (Prologuel).
9. Wace, op. ¢it., p. 768,
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forged wlth a view to refute the later form of the
Gnostic heresy, this design would have been more clearly
apparent.”

Against.the view that a'Paullnist forged the Pas-—
torals, but was unconscious of deceiving anyone, Simp-~
son writes!: "We cherish a loftier estimate of the ethi-
ozl standard of primitive Chrlstianlty that that . . . .
a sorry specimen. of a Paulinist, this curvilinear Paul
Pry, conjured np from a nzmeless grafe by the msgle
band of criticism to send smuggled wares under sacred
ausplices with sach cool e:'frontery."11 Moreover, 1%
would be strange indeed if a Pauline fabrication, pro-
duced with no intention of deception, would have any
effect on the Gnostics. Something recogniged as a for-
gery would have done little to rescue Paul from identl-
fication with the Gnostics.

In general, conservative critics belleve that the
hypotheses advanced by critics against Pauline authorship
raise more problems than the view that they were writien .
bfrPaul in the last period of his life, of which we know
little from outside aources.lg .

Finslly, Alford belleves the external testimony
overvhelmingly in favor of the Pauline authorshlp of the

Pastorale., "External testimony in favor of the genuliness

10. Conybeare, op. ¢it., p. 25 (Appendix o)s
11, Simpson, loc. git. itk
12. 8o Weiss, gp. oit., P. 322 f.
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of our Epistleg ;8 ao satisfadpry, as to suggest no
doubt on the polﬁt of their universal reception in the
earliest-times f° s

It 1s just this external testimony which we con-
slder the answer to our problem. If the Pa#rale are
forgeries, we simply cannot understand how the early Chris-
| tlang -- ardent disciples of Pazul and 1nt1mate1y aoqualnted
with his letters -- could have been duped into accept-
ing them zs genuine products of an Apostle sb near and
dear to them. '

The non-Pauline words and “hapax legomena®, as well
a8 the Pauline words miesing in the Pastorals, do present
a difficulty. ¥#e believe, however, that conservative
scholara have sugcesefully shown that such peculiarities
are possible. Since the letters bear the superscription
of Paul, ull that remeins to defend the Pauline author-
ship on the basls of langusge 1s to prove that the
linguistic peculiarities gould be possible for Paul.

As for the Pauline elements found in the Pastorals,
their very presence obviougly supports our view. All
efforts on the part of liberal criticlsm to explain them
away are in valn.

Moreover, the comparison of our Pastorals with
Chriastian and non-Christian writers of a post-Paullne
era offers little in support of the liberal view, but

13. Alford, loc. cit.
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does much .to defend the traditional view.

- Attempts to find evidence agmsinst the Pauline suthor-
ship on the basls of lingulstic factors alone must end
elther in hopeless cvarusion and inconsistencies, or in
a purely subjective and precarious conclusion. All the
efforts of the early heretlcs down to the liberal oritics
of the present century prove this statement quite clearly.

Until someone advances more conclusive proof against
the authorship of these letters, and qfrers gsomething
more convincing ln ite place, we feel constrained to
agree with Thiessen -- "Thus, we belleve, the linguis-
tic factors, while presenting somewhat of a problem, 4o

14
not prove the spuriousness of the Pagtoral Eplstles.”

14, Thiessen, op. git., P. 269.
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