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vocabulary ot a period after Paul's time. Conservative 

sohol~s have towid o1rcwnstanoee surrounding Paul and 

the wr1t1ng of . the Pastorals which could poee1bly account 

tor the use of these peoul1ar word.a as early as the t1me 

or the Apostle. 011r p1.1rpose here, is to note the ve.rioua 

e:irplr.·~at1ons which the problem ot 'these peculiar words 

has given rise to 1n the minds ot llberal and conservative 

scholars. 

Goodspeed, who places the ~r1t1ng or the Pastorals 

in the second century, t1nds support tor his hypotheela 
;;, /Q 

1n the oocurrenoe ot """ r c. v c 6 cs • Its occurrence 1n 

l Tim. 6: 20 is the only one· 1n the entire Ne,1 Testament. 

Goodspeed feels that the use ot this word "looks like an 

express warning against Maro1on•s book ot that name.143 

Other liberal scholars h.~ve tried to t1nd a link 

between these peoul1ar words or our Epistles and the lit­

erary Hellenism ot a post-Pauline period. Harrison shows 

the relationship or the language or our Epistles to that 

ot the Apostolic Fathe1•s, &nd thereby tries to prove 
44 

that the Pastorals ,-1ere 't,rr1 tten during the eeeo11li eentui-7. 

Conservattv.e scholars realize the d1tf1oulty which 

these .pec1.1l1ar words cause. They, however, believe that 

there are o1rcumstances and 1nfluenoee which could have 

43. F.dgar J. Goodspeed, a Introduot1on. l2 lU. New hl.­
tameo~. p. 333. Marc1on lived around the year 140 A. D. 

44. The relationship between the Pastorals and the 
writings or the Apostolic Fathers will be taken up in de­
tail 1n chapter 4. 
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easily atfeoted Paul's vocabulary 1n 011r letters. 

Many scholars use the character, personality, and 

varaat111ty of Paul as a key to the solution. Even the 

liberal Holtzmann looks upon the 11hap~ legomena" ae "Ex-
45 emplare e1ner relchen Gattung." Paul was a man with 

amazing talents and a versatile mind. B1e command ot the 

Greek l anguage 1s remarkable. Thus Weiss also believes 

that ~.hese -unique words merely indicate a "lebens~ollen 

Reiohtum der pa1111n1ec-he:n Lebrsp~ache. •46 Perhaps the 

best expression on the p ::-.rt ot the conservative eoholara 

a s to the relatio~ between the personality or Paul and 

the peculiar l anguage or the Pastorals 1s that ot Waoe! 

The extraordinary versatility or hie m1nd and 
his whole nature--to the Jews becoming a Jew. to 
the Greeks a Greek, to the Romans a Roman, able to 
be all things ·to all men--1s one or his most con­
spicuous chara.ctor1et1c.s. It 1s 1n ever1 tray to 
be expected that the letters ot suoh a man would 
vary, both 1n their phraseology, and 1n their mode 
ot expression) w1th the subject he .was treating, · 47 
his. time ot life, and the persons wh,,m he adnreesea. 

However, liberal scholars, while admitting thRt 

Paul was a vP.rsatile writer, nevertheless doubt that h11 

mind was as versatile as wo11ld be necessary to ~ssume on 

the bas1s of the changed vocabulary in the Past~rals. 

Paul's mind did not t1rst begin to be versatile, 
original, or 1mp.ress1onable at the end or his career. 
It had all these characteristics, and showed them 

45. Boltzmann, sm_ • .2,ll., p. 89. 
46. Weiss, .212,~ J211., p. ~, n. 2. 
47. Wace, .2.Q:. ~ •• p. 760. Of-. Van Oosterzee, .ml· 

5'1.l., p. 3, nos. 3, 5, 6. 
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more clearly 1n many ,.,ays, 1n earlier epistle-e. But, 
like all true ge.n1us, 1 t moved within certain lim1 ta, 
and wa~ eubJeot to certain· laws, &ome oonsc1ously 
selt--1mposed, others quite u.nconscious, imposed by 
the very nature ,:,t th1ngo· • • • • To discard eu.d­
denly at the end ot a lifetime such a host ot' tavo-

. : rite exprese1ons, a.nd 1ntrod"ce in their stead suoh 
a mass or new and unfamiliar terms, might 1nd1cate 
a certain lt..1nd ot vers2.t111 ty, but not th-e k.1nd 
which we h~ve any reason tor attributing to the 
Apostle ••••• It may have been phys1cnlly pos­
sible tor Paul to have composed a trio or letter.a 
ln which not only 21 per cent but 90 per cent. ot 
the words were Hapax Lggomena. But 1t remains 
equally incredible that he should h~ve done so, 
whether by accident or ~Y design. Each of the Paul-
1nee ••• has . naturally a certain numb~r or ex­
prese1one peculiar to itself~ But that this 1s so 
to a degree compar able tor a moment with the.t ob­
taining 1n the case ot the Pastorals can hardly be 
asserted 1n the tace ot the ev1denoe now torth­
com1ng. • •• A'development·t ther e 1s indeed trom 
l Thees. to Phil.· • • • But applied to a tra ns1 t1on 
like that trom Phil. to the Pastorals, this word, 
i mplying a s it does a o~rta1n degree or ie<lerly 
continuity, would seem to be a misnomer. 

Moreover, Harrison teels that 1n spite of the genius 

ot Paui~ absorb new expressions 1nto his vocabulary, 1 it 

is not the usual result ot old age to produce a new vo­

oabulary . •49 

Conservative scholars, however, are not so easily 

swayed by such arguments. Though the Pastorals are dis­

tinct from Paul's early Epistles in the uee ·ot un1q'1e 

words, these men teel that this is to be explained by the 

wide travels, broadening experiences, and new acqua1m­

ances of the Apostle during the l ater years or his lite, 

48. HarrisonJ .!m.· .£11., p . 46 t. S1m1la.r11y H~ltzmann, 
!ll?.· &U,., p. 108. 

49. Ha rrison, 9.!l· ~., p •. 49 
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and immediately preceding the writing ot the Pastorals. 

Tb11s Wohlenberg states· that Paul's double imprison­

ment 1n Caesarea and Rome, and the broad missionary trav­

elB which followed his release, was bound to a.ttect hie 
ao 

langaage. Weiss also believes that Pagl 1 s Roman impris-

onment accounts tor many ot the peculiar word.a, particu­

larly the Latin1ama in our letters. He attempts to prove 

his point by showing the s1m1lar1ty ot the Pastorals 

w1 th Ph111pp1a.ne, which 1s 'the letter closest 1n time to 

the Pastorals. The following words are tound only 1n 
/ 

the Pastorals and Ph111pp1ans: "po ,c.or."'1 (l T1m. 4:15; 
.:> / 

Phil. 1:12.26), <'\"'"'-A v6 ,s (2 Tim. 4:6; cf. Phil. 1:23), 
/ J / 

l<.£f <JS (Tit. ··l:11; Phil. 1:.21; 3:7), -e.,...."'O~ 

(l Tim. 3:8.11; Tit. 2:2; Phil. 4:8), G rr e'v de 6 ~ac l 

,· ) 51 2 Tim. 4:6; Phil. 2:1.?. 

Simpson believe.a that many or P.aul' s new words in · 

the Pastorals resulted from reading which Paul d1d while 

1n prison. He lists: (1) words· •trom old.er 11 terary 
:> / ;, / ;;, / 

strata•- d..,,c/pc:,f"l'fc,dt6T"{~i olL6JC.fOKEf'(jjS ; C(,rot..(d£v-

r'OS (in Plato, ,"b~t belongs to all stages of literary 
;J / / \ .... 

Greek 11 >; ""' .r °' r...., rr v f £, v ; 4 v ~ 'I' ..t r ( l. r ; r' £ 'I (. ro< v ; 
;, , i;:::,.. -\ .... .,,I 
0 i e ~ £' (5 ~ ..C (. J ,f E l \) ..C. f X E. C \/ ; ~ r-E '(J o( Y O t) 1/ ; <fl f o -

,- /r ~lY; cpA,./oJ.('(OS.i irro" VO \0( : (2) words •or pure-
. :,a. -1 ( ) • ly vernacular 11sages"- ot. u ~ e v r £, v ; 3 samples ot 

50. Wohlenberg, !12.• J111., p. 54. 
51. Wei,as, .21!.· ill,., p. 308 t. 
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;) 1 
ordinary 11 terar1 Bellen1st1o1 - °' 6 ro K £1 v (Po1Jb1ua, 

7 / (\ '1 
Plutarch, Lucian); o< ~a V' ·j 1' £. t v' ; ·1<~ 1(0 rr~ "°et" ; 
/ r -1 ;J/ I '? / • 

c< iT o ~ o ~ 1 ~ °' f co .s (Polyb1us); « <f w r ; (Polybl11s and 
c. ..:> c:. A .}/ ,,-

Ar1 sto.tle); o<. £'/· vrrEf°~~ ovrc..s (Aristotle); ,CD\ro( -
. . . 

6r;t-<o< (Josephus and- Plutarch); . r<.o<.ro<.GTo~-f (Jose-
,,. 

phu.e, Plu~arch, and _Ep1ote ·:tus· ); 1<0L.f<A.1VC-lt"o~ ; .•Ttf<-
_.,,, 

t ""r°'-{,.~ <. (Josephus, Ph1lodemue or Gadara, and Marcus 
I c. ,( 

Aurelius); rro f'' 6 ff o s and_ f; rw ~ (Philodemo.a~ Plut-
. C- 1. 

arch, Yett.us Valene; f I Tc.vs also 1n Polytbs), ,ro<r., -

~ ~ ~ 
ex, 'f Ct V and tTEf l TT£./ r €t V' j trr"f~TO AO ye cv; 'c.,J r -
po v { fe., v group (Plutarch); ~ 1ro r ,;,,w 6< s (Galen and 

QQ.1nt111an). 52 

Even th1s detense or the Pauline authorship 1s not 

accepted by the 11beral ,soholars. Harrison vo1Qee h1a 

protest by stating that each or Paul's early Epistles 

was not written under the same cirouastancee either,. and 
. . 

yet they -11 show· no ~ll~h tar-reaching changes among them-. . 

selves.• Moreover, the appearance ot the peculiar Lat1n-

1sme could also be expla·ined by ae-swn1ng · that the Pas­

torals were written at Rome, but by an author other than 

Paui. 53 

In add1 tion, Harrison sh~1s that, while there 1e a 

a1m1lnr1ty ot ~xpress1on between the Pastorals and the 

62. Simpson, Jll2.• £1.1.., p. 306 t. 
·53. Harrison:, }.oc • .s,1l.. So also Boltzmann, .2!2.• ill•, 

p. 109. . 
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Captivity Letters, there 1s eYen a greater s1m1lar1ty .be­

twe~n the Pastorals and the tour 1 Homologoumena1 (Rom., 

Oor., and Gal.). The Pastorals have 28 words 1n common 

,.,1th .the Epistles ot the Roman. 1mpr1sonment, and ,.,1th 

these . ~nly:· 160 w1 th Rom., Cor., and Gal., · and 13 w1 th 

1 a nd 2 These. (l.5 per page with Thees. Epistles, 2.1 ·· 

w1~h the tour Homologoumena, and only 1.2 with the tour 

prison-letters)--• ••• hardly what the idea ot develop­

ment woald have le6 us to expect.•64 

... ~Conservative schol.are·, have tound another posa1b~e 

rea son· t or the 1 hapax legomena' and non-Paul~ne words 1n 

the Pastora.ls. They point to the subJect-matter as a 

way out ot this d1tt1culty. They claim that new words 

.are only the re~ult ot a ne~ to~~o taken up by tne Pas­

toral.a. In accord ,.,1th this view, Torm wri tea, •1a 

gr.oezen 12nd ganzen eteht d1e Anzahl der e1nem Br1et 
. Jf_ 8 • " e1gentWDl1chen Worter im Verhaltn1s zu der grozeren gdor 

kleineren Anzahl neu.er Themen. welche dar1n behandeit 

werden--w1e Ja zu erwarten war.•55 

.. ' . . ' 

Our letters concern themselves w1 th heresJ wh1~h was ·. 

creeping into the Church. Tho~gh Paul had condemned 

here.sy in previous letters, partlcularlJ ln Coloes1ana,. 

conserva:t;1v~ .. !icholars teel that Ilia heresy had · s1noe 

become . . more t1xed· and consplououa ~- thereby dem&\ndlng ot 

64. Harrison, .2.2• .d,1., p. 48 .. 
·, 55. Torm, .m:l.• .Ql.t., 2~0. 



Piul new terms 1n combating 1t in the Pastorals. Thus 

Alford e~pla1~s the oeourrenoe or the follow1ng words: 
..., 

rrolf<><• rf.t 6 ))O(c (1 Tim. 4 ·:7; 5:11; 2 Tim. 2:23; Tit. 

3: lO; round elsewhere 1n the Nev Teat&ment only t,,1oe 1n 

Luke, tw.t.c·e 1n Heb., and once ill Aots); 0 ~v{o<..\oq--;-'oe<. 
,. 

(l Tim~ l:.4; Tit. 3:9); r1<><To<. < o ~oros (Tit. 1:10) 
/ . u "( 

f-l ..trot< O~O~I"' (l 'Pim. 1:6); >ioror'oc xe,v (2 Tim. 2:14); 
~ / ~ / 

rffl(fo< v I f(, '1 (1 Tim. ~: ~Q;.~-2 Tim. l: 12.14); o1. cro c(.' E. rrE 6 -

~ J? .,,. ~<... (2 Tim. 3:5); ~K,ee1TctJ'i7C>{t (1 T1m. 1:6;. 6:15; 

6-:20, 2 T1m. 4.;4; elsewhere !n the Ne.w Teatament only 
;;, 1 

1n Heb. 12:13); ~6r 0 xcrv (1 T1m. 1:6;, 6;21; 2 Tim. 
-'\ (\ . 

2:18); ,-0 <po v~ ,Jr:,.\ (1 Tim. 3:6;. 6:4; 2 Tim. ~:4); 
;> ;1 (\ 

oC.fv"tt <Su~c. (l Tln1. 5:8; 2 Tim. 2:12 t.; 3:5; Tit. 1:16;. 

2:12; 4 t1mes · 1n Matt.; twice 1n Mark; 4 times in Luke; 

4 times 1n John; 4 times in Acts; once 1n Heb.; once 1n 

2 Pet.; 3 times 1n l John; once 1n Jude; t111ce 1n Rev.; 
/ 56 

but nowhere else 1n Paul); (SE{8 itlos {l Tim. lt9; 
..) "' 4:7; 6:20; 2 '1'1.m. 2:.15; Heb. 12116); o< ~ o 6< o!:> (1 Tim. 

/ 

l: 9; 2 Tim. 3:2); f "'1T1 cs cc c; . (1. T1m. lt4; 6: 4; 2 Tim. 

2:23.; T_1t .• 3.:9; Acts 1·5~2: 25;20; John 3:25); r-'j~oL 57 

(l T1m. l:4; 4:7; 2 Tim. 4:4; Tit. 1:14; 2 Pet. l:l6l58 

56. • ••• An epithet interesting, as bringing with 
1 t the· t-act 0£ the progress ot heresy trom doctrine to 
pract1ce~" Altord, S!.12.• .Qll.., p. 82 -(Prologue). 

67. • ••• To be accounted tor by the tact or the here­
tical legends having now asswned such definite shape aa 
to de.ee-rve th1s name.• ~., p. 81 (Prologue). 
· 58. Ibid., pp. 81-83 1Pi-otog~e). See also We1ea, .s2l2.• 
.211• p. 308 n. 3; and Hug, . g;g, • .2ll,., pp. 396-:598. 
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In contrast to these talee teaoblngs, the conaerva­

. t1ve. scholars teel, .. Paul emp107ed new term.a to ahov the 

true Christian doctrine and practice. Among such words 
;, / 

are EVG Erctr:J (1 Tl~.' 2:2~ 3;.16;. 4:7.8; 6;3·.6.S.11; 

2' Tim. 3:6; Tit. l-:1; otherwise only 1n 2 Pet. 4 times, 
69 C I C:::. / , 

a~a. once 1n Acts); u ~ t I s and v Q ( e,\ '- -

V£<0(ot right doctr1ne--l T1m. 1:10; 6:3; 2 Tim. 1:13; 
60 .::: / 

4:3, Tit. 1:9.13; 2:l r. a); vrrot-tc,.....v1,6'•t"£(V{2 Tim. 

2:14; T1.t. 3:1: 2 Pet. 1:12; 3 John 10; Jude 5; John 

14:26; Luke 22:61). 61 

Van Oosterzee expresses ~he v1ew tha t many or the 
l 

peculiar word~ or the Pastorals can be explained by the 

f 3ct thnt Puul here reverts to ~he nglou1ng, sharp 

l a nguage'' · ot his opponent i:: , end thus borrows many expres­

sions tr~m them. 62 

L1beral critics ret'uee tv ac·cept ~s explanat i on 

for some ot the pe·eul1ar wo·rds in the Paetoraj.a. They 

59. • ••• Used as a customary expression tor the char­
acter ot Christian lite." Wace, .2.Ji1• .£11., p. 761. •ue 
should be diaposed to ascribe 1ts use to the tact ot the 
word having -at the time b~come p~e~alent 1n the Ohuroh 
as a compendious term tor the rel1g1on ot Chr1et1ans.• 

· Alford, .!2.Q.. ~., p. 81 (Prologue). 11 • • • One ot the 
most oharaoter1At1o words ot pagan religions thought.• 
W. M. Ramsay, 11 H1stor1.eal Commentary on the Ep1stles to 
Timothy,• in .nut gxpof18or,. W. Robertson Nicoll, ed., 
Elght Series, vol. · 1 1 11 J., p . 362. 

60. • ••• Arising probably trom the now apparent ten­
dency or the irowing heresies to corrupt the springs ot 
moral a ction. , Alford, loo. ~. 

61. " ••• I• word natuz-ally Cbm1ng 1uto use rather as 
time drew on, than 1n the beginning ot the Gospel.•~., 
p. 8 3 (Prologue). . 

62. Van Oosterz~e, J..2sL. ~., n. 7. 
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reter to GaJ.at1ana and Ooloss1ane, where Paul also vrote 

against heretical teaching, but tailed to use the pe­

culiar words round in 011r letters. Thus Harrison vr1tea. 

"Paul -was not now for the t1rat time torced to brea.the 

tbe ·be8ted atinosph.ero of doctrinal discussions, nor to 

deal -wi tb oppo·s1 t1 on on the part or talse teachers coming 

1n and leading weak minds astray. '!le do no't t1nd this 

particular ty9e or 11ngu1et1c p~enomeaa in Galatians 

nor yet 1n Colossiane.~63 

Taking the subJect-matter or the Pa~torals as a whole, 

H~.rr1son fails to see 1n it the poss1b111ty or asor1b1ng 

the "1r1 ting of these letters to Paul. "The very wide 

range of sabJect covered by the ten Paullnes themselves 

has not, in their cas~, re8ulted 1n alm1lar d.J.sor~panc1es.• 

Instead~ he believes th~t the ·te~ms used to characterize 

heresy and Cl1r1st1an l1te and practice 11 oo1a,oides s1gni­

tic&ntly with the terminology of second-oentury .writere.- 64 

When cons1der1ng the language or the .Pastorals, we 

also have to take 1nto accoant the per~ons to whom they 

were adclreesed. Conserva tive scholars stress this point. 

They point . 011t that the Pas-torals are the only l .etters, 

outside Fh1.lemon, which t1ere addressed. to single 1nd1vid­

uals. The others -were addressed liO -chu.rches. Van 

Oosterzee emphas.1&es tha t these were wr1 tten to men ot 

~ 63. Harrison, .Q.Q, • .;11., p. 60. 
l.2g,. .sl1l-

... 64 •. Ha~r1son, sm, •. .a1,., p. 61. 
Nagi.1, ~ J'!ortsac~at, .4&a Apo11~al~ 

See also Boltzmann, 

See also Theodor 
" an]u;, p. 86 r. 
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s~per1or eduoat1on an, close tr1en~s of Paul, while his 

e &rl1er Epistles ,1et•e off1c1al, apoe.tol 1o "'r1 tings t o 

the whole Olwroh. 65 Timothy and Titus were also fellow-­

workers ·w1 th Paul,.. t1ohlenberg feels that th1e tact 

wou.ld ni:itu2:•ally change Paul' e language and ·choice or 

words in the Pastoral Epistles. There would be a ten­

dency for Paul . to empl0y words oommon .1n Apostolic pole­

raios and other terms commonly known by the Apootlea and 
. 66 

le 2.ders or the Church. What 1s the right of any apecia-

11 st when \'1ri ting to h1 s co-vrorlters, 1 s also a · right 

which we cannot deny the Apostle Paul. 6'7 

These references to the addrea_eea of our letter s 

to explain the non-Pauline 1.:;ords· and uhapax legomena " 

f ails to impress the liberal scholars • 

• • • Ph1lemon, whieh really 1e a private letter 1n 
a f ar tuller and traer sense than either of these, 
shows no tra.c.e of the special te{1.tures now under 
cona1derat1on; ·on the contrary, 1 t keeps remark­
ably close to the normal Pauline type, and well 1n­
a1de 1ts natural allowance ot unique words • • · •• 
Neither the ancient Church nor the modern h{ts ever 
yet der1¥ed from these ep1~tles to churches (Paul's 
early. Epistles] the i mpression th~t thelr author 

·was wr1t1ng down to the mental level of ignorant 
and .:.fU1terate re~ders •••• We must avoid too much 
stress on the superior educational qual1t1Qat1ons 
of Ti~othy and_ Titus •••• Timothy is addr essed 
as an 11D11la ture youth· who needs very elementary 

65. Van Oosterzee, 12£ . .stl1~, no. 4. _ 
66. Wohlenberg, 211• .2l,!., p~ 54 t. So also Conybeare: 

"The language ot letters to 1nd1v1dual tr1ends might be 
expeoted to d1fter somewhat trom that ot public letters 
to churohs s. " ~- Jal,. · · . 

67. Koell1nf, op. c1 t. ,. pp. 49•51. "Das Recht war. zt1g­
le~ah Ptl1cht • . ~., p. 46. 

~· 



lesaog~ 1n lite and d11ty U3haw, quoted in Barr1-
eon]. 
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Even Altord, a conservative scholar, aees the d1t­

f1culty ot explaining the peo1111ar exprese1ons of the 

Pastorals by appeai1ng to the 1nd1v1dual nature ot the 

addressees. Were this a good explanation, one would ex­

pect to t1nd some s1m1lar1ty between the Pastorals and 
":>/ 

Ph1lemon. B11t Altord t1nds the word €. v x (' ">} G -ro s 

(2 Tim. 2:21; 4:11; Ph1m. 11) the only point ot contact 

between the un11eual expressions ot the two Ep1stles.69 

Nor 1s there agreement--eveA among conservative 

scholare--thnt the unique expressions ot 011r letters 

can be attr1bu~ed to an ama~uens1s. The only ser1oua 

attempts to t1nd an amanuensis have resulted ln aser1b1ng 

this secretarial activity to Laite. This 1a natural be'i­

cause ot the statement "Only Luke 1e with me" in 2 Tim. 

4:11. Leading .proponents ot this view are H. A. Sch~t~ 

and J. D. Jamee. But Harrison points out that ~the 

Hapax Legqmgpa are or course as torelgn to Luke as to 

Paul."70 So also the eonservatlve Torm advisee hie 

readers not to build too strong an argume~t upon the 
· 71 

poas1bil1ty of an amanuflls1a. 

68. Harrison, ~· .al-. pp. ·54-56. 
69. Alford, . .!2.J2. • .Q.l1., p. 80 (Prologue). We1ea: •Der 

E1nfall K&lllngs abe~A ·dass der 11tterar1sch gebildete 
Paulus m1t seinen Schblern von gle1cher Erudition in 
w1esenscha.ttl1ohel'" Term1nolog1e rede. 1st wohl ltaum ernst 
zu nehmen.,. ~ • .Qll., p. 308, n. 4. 

70. Harrison, .Qll, Jlll., p. 53. 
71. Torm, a2· Jlll.., p. 242. 
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Jacqu1er1 s explanation of the peculiar vorde in the 

Pastorals is th&t many ot them are merely der1vat1vea or 
72 previous Pauline words. This would explain particular-

ly the new compounds 1n our letters. But Harrison rightly 

points out that such a view only outs d-own the unique words 

1n Paul's early Epistles too, •and the net result will be 

to leave the oompar1eon more unravourable than ever tor 

the Pastorals.•73 

Eager to show that a change 1n langua.gl'.! 1s possible 

1n the Pastoral Epistles, conservative scholars have been 

gr eatly encouraged by a gl1mpee 1nto ~he writings or other 

great men 1n history. They have round that the works ot 

these men also do not always coino~de in language and style 

with one another. This discrepancy being possible 1n their 

wr1t1ngs, why mould it not be considered possible 1n the 

wr1 t1ng~ mt the great Apostle-Paal? Thue the pecul1ar1-

t1es ot the Pastor.ale have been shown to be no greater 

than th~~c !n evidence 1n writings ot Luther, Klopstock, 

Schiller, Goethe, and particularly Shakespeare. But Har­

rison believes there ls a weakness 1a such comparlsona. 

The d1tf1culty w1th ao many ot the ancients is 
, that the true origin of their 1•3puted works ls wrap­

ped 1n an obecgrltJ as deep as, or deeper still than 
that which we are seeking to penetrate. 80 tbat lt 1a 
a case ot explaining 1gpotu1 .12.1£ ,BlOtiys • . On the 
other hand, any modern ~~iter le d1v1ded !rom Paul 

72. In Harrison, .m2· ~., p. 65. 
73. !!!lg_ •. 
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by so vast an abyss ot t1me, so many 1ncalculable 
changes result1.ng trom the invention ot pr1nt1ng 
(to name only one all-important tactor), that, even 
supposing that any real resemblance were apparent, 
it would be largely null1t1ed bf

4
the obv1~ue d1t­

terenoes between the t·wo cases. · 

Too much stress cannot be la1d on these analogies. Onl7 

1n so far as they show the pogs1~111py ot changes in ex­

pression do they have some value. 
\ 

Torm attempts to show the d1tt1culty in establishing 

a r1g1d Pauline vocabulary. He divides Pe~l'a letters 

into tour groups: (1) the Thessalon1an Epistles; (2) Ro­

mans, l anli ·2., Corinthians, Galatians ( 1 Sig Four•); (3) 

the Captivity Let ters; (4) the Pastoral Epistles. He 

indicates tha t most or the so-ealled *Pauline words1 

actually occur in only one ot these tour groups pre­

ponderantly. Ot Paul's words 274 occur in only one or 
these ,four groups--1 such in the t1rst group, 194 (ca. 

3 words per page) 1n the second, 27 in the third, and 62 

(ca. 4 words per page) 1n the Pastorals. All words hav­

ing to do with 's1n• are used heav11J in the second group, 

while they are used tar less in other groups. The Cffov-
,1 

~ l ..; family does not accur at all 1n the r1rst and 

fourth groups, but appears 22 and 12 t1mes 1n the other 

~~o groups. Torm shows, moreover, that there are 339 

wbrds in~faul which a~e shared by one S')UP with only the 

next grou.p 1n time. 'The -t1rst and aeeond groups sh~re 
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64 such words; the seoond and thi~d group--248; the third 

and the fourth group--27. Ke~p1ng th1s group~p1cture o( 

Paul's letters in m1nd, these oons1derat1ons lessen con­

s1derably the problem of the non-Pauline words and 1hapax 

legomena11 ln the Pa.storals.?5 

Another mitigating c1rcu.msta.noe is the fact that 

many or the "hapax legomena" ot our letters- are to be 

foun~ either 1n the Greek literature or n pre-Pauline 

or Pauline per1od,or 1n the Sept~agint,76 or that man1 

~ !'e De .1-quota t _1one from f a1 thful sayings, 11 turg1oal 
77 cloxolog1es , and hymns. 

Hha t ever the problems are ·which confront us as we 

s tudy the l anguage of the Pastorals, we ·cannot disregard 

the f act that these letters clearly bear Paul's s11per­

scr1p·t1on. To disregard 1 t means to stamp them a s for­

geries . This is Just i1hat the 11be·r31 acholar s make 

them. Yet, eon.eervative schol~rs argu.e with one a.cc-,rd 

tha t 1t 1e 1nored1blt! tbi.,t a ro·rger would have risked . 

detection by 1nclu~1ng 1n the se · letter A s~ many non-Pa~l-

1ne words and Mbapax leg~mena.• Certainly ~ forger would 

have been doubly eareful not to make his product so un­

like that or a man 111 th whom he wa s at tempting to iden­

tify himself. At least he ·would have been careful not 

76. Torm, .5m. • .sll!·, 230•233. 
76. Torm, 9.n. J211., 229, n. l. See also John E. 

ste1ne1ueller, special.· Introduction l2. .lb.I. lie. ,;'eetament. 
vol. III or A Companion. l,a S·91:t;otura;i, Studie:§, P• 361. 

77. Look, .2J2.• .5a1., p. XXIX. 
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to add a host or ne,, ·words o.nd_ peculiar expressions. Had 

a forger inadvertently done so, 1s. 1t not strange that 

his forgery tmA not soon detected b7 the early Chr1et1ans?78 

Harr1 eon bel1evee 1 t to be quite q11estli:,nable whet..>i·-· 

er these peoul1 P-.r1 ties or expression ~fere obvious to the 

e-'.irly Chr1 st1ans. He believes that they were in no po­

s1 t1on to Judge the authoreh1p or the Pastorals on the 

basi s of l anguage . Thus 1t would be quite possible that 

all .the non-Pauline words and. "hapa.:x: l egomena " completely 

escaped their notice. "~any centuries had to pass betore 

t his mark or the master's Gtyle could be recognized as 

such; e.nd even now 1 t would certainly escape the notice 

of the va s t ma Jor1 t3 ot ree.ders, unless 1 t were pointed 

out to them.n79 

We have tried 1n this chapter to state the d1tt1-

cult1es presented by the peculiar words and phrases 1n 

the Pa storal Epistles , and to cite the deductions and 

possible explanations· resu·l ting trom the study of these 

ditf1cult1ea. It perhaps would .be helpful here to bl!efly 

summarize the views of liberal and oonservst1ve s.chol­

ars on these d1ff1oult1es. 

The view of the liberal echolars oan best be sum­

marized in the words ot Moffatt: 

The torce or theB~ linguistic cone1derat1ons cannot 

78, .Ct. Hayes, _sm • .Q!..1., p •. ~5.8; an<J. Van Oosterzee, 
l,Qs. .Q.11. , n. B. 

79. Harrison, 12..£. !lU,. 


