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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.
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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.
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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.




